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Interm ediate phase ofthe one dim ensionalhalf-�lled H ubbard-H olstein m odel
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W e presenta detailed num ericalstudy ofthe Hubbard-Holstein m odelin one dim ension at half

�lling,including full�nite-frequency quantum phonons. Athalf�lling,the e�ects ofthe electron-

phonon and electron-electron interactionscom pete,with theHolstein phonon coupling acting asan

e�ective negative Hubbard onsite interaction U that prom otes on-site electron pairs and a Peierls

charge-density wave state. M ost previous work on this m odelhas assum ed that only Peierls or

U > 0 M ottinsulatorphasesare possible athalf�lling.However,therehasbeen speculation thata

third m etallic phase existsbetween the Peierlsand M ottphases.W e presentresultscon�rm ing the

interm ediatem etallicphase,and show thattheLuttingerliquid correlation exponentK � > 1 in this

region,indicating dom inant superconducting pair correlations. W e explore the fullphase diagram

asa function ofonsite Hubbard U ,phonon coupling constant,and phonon frequency.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.30.+ h,71.45.Lr

Electron-phonon (e-ph)interactionscan give rise to a

num berofinteresting e�ectsin low-dim ensionalm ateri-

als,includingsuperconductivity aswellascharge-density

wave and insulating phenom ena. Frequently these m a-

terialsfeature strong electron-electron (e-e)interactions

as well,leading to very rich phase diagram s that com -

bine lattice,charge,and spin (m agnetic)orderings. W e

willfocus speci�cally on m aterials where the electrons

are coupled to localized vibrationalm odes,which m ay

be of relatively high frequency. This type of e-ph in-

teraction ism oststudied in m olecularcrystalm aterials,

including the quasi-one-and quasi-two-dim ensionalor-

ganic superconductors[1]and fullerene superconductors

[2]. In allofthese m aterials,a fundam entalquestion is

whetherthe e�ectsofe-e and e-ph interactionscom pete

orcooperatewith each other.In thisLetter,weexam ine

thisissue within one ofthe m ostbasic m odels. W e �nd

that despite the two interactions each separately favor-

ing insulating states,together they can m ediate an un-

expected m etallic phasewith superconducting (SC)pair

correlations.

The m odelwe consider is the one-dim ensional(1D)

Hubbard-Holstein m odel(HHM ),with Ham iltonian

H = � t
X

j;�
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nj;"nj;# (1)

+ g
X

j;�

(b
y

j + bj)nj;� + !
X

j

b
y

jbj;

wherec
y

j;� (cj;�)areferm ioniccreation (annihilation)op-

erators for electrons on site j with spin �,b
y

j (bj) are

bosonic creation (annihilation)operatorsforphononsat

site j,and nj;� = c
y

j;�cj;�. The dispersionless phonons

have frequency ! and are coupled to the localelectron

density with coupling strength g [3]. U is the Hubbard

on-site e-e interaction energy. Allenergieswillbe given

below in unitsofthe hopping integralt.

The propertiesofthe 1D 1/2-�lled HHM are wellun-

derstood in two lim its: the static or ! ! 0 and the

! ! 1 lim it [4]. First,in the static lim it,the ground

state is Peierls distorted for any nonzero e-ph coupling

g = 0+ . Asthe phononscouple to the electron density,

the Peierls state is a 2kF charge-density wave (CDW )

consisting ofalternating largeand sm allsite charges.In

the ! ! 1 lim it,the retarded interaction between elec-

trons m ediated by the phonons becom es instantaneous

in im aginary tim e,and the phonons m ay be integrated

out.Thisleadsto an e�ectiverenorm alized Hubbard in-

teraction Ue� = U � 2g2=!.W hilestrictly at! ! 1 the

Peierlsstate cannotoccur,for �nite ! the Peierlsstate

m ay again occur,although the m apping to an e�ective

negative U is no longer exact. However,based on the

! ! 1 m apping,it has been believed that the ground

statephaseoftheHHM m ay bedeterm ined through Ue�.

Ue� should correspond to the U > 0 Hubbard m odel,

which in 1D at1/2 �lling hasa �nitechargegap forany

U > 0and nospin gap.W eshallrefertothisstateasthe

M ott state. O n the other hand,ifUe� < 0,e-ph inter-

actions dom inate over e-e interactions,and the ground

stateisPeierlsCDW distorted.

Henceat! = 0,thePeierlsdistortion occursuncondi-

tionally,while at! = 1 there isno Peierlsstate.M uch

lessisknown in theinterm ediate! region.In theU = 0

m odel,the Peierlsstate m ay be viewed as a traditional

band insulator for sm all!, and as bipolaronic insula-

torcom posed oftightly bound pairsin thelarge! lim it,

with a crossover between these pictures for ! � t [5].

If! > 0,the Peierlsdistortion only occursfore-ph cou-

plingg abovesom ecriticalvaluegc [6,7].Forg < gc,the

groundstateisthen m etallicat1/2�lling(atU = 0).For

U = 0,gc hasbeen calculated using a functionalintegral

m ethod [6]and also via the density m atrix renorm aliza-

tion group (DM RG )[7].Forinterm ediateU aswellas!,

farlessisknown.However,ithasbeen recently proposed

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505184v2
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FIG .1:U = 0,! = 1resultsforlong-wavelength charge(open

sym bols)and spin (�lled sym bols)structure factors versusg

forperiodic system sofN = 16 (diam onds),N = 32 (circles),

and N = 64 (squares)sites.Statisticalerrorsaresm allerthan

thesym bols.Theinsetshows�nite-sizescaling ofthecritical

coupling gc (indicated by arrow)where K � = 1.

thata m etallic ground stateexistsinterm ediate between

theM ottand Peierlsstatesat1/2�lling,i.e.when U e� is

closetozero[8].Thism etallicphaseoccursforinterm edi-

ate! and hencecannotbepredicted from thesm alland

large ! lim its. O urgoalin thisLetteristo con�rm this

m etallicstateand investigateitsproperties.Itsexistence

isperhapsnotsurprising given the known existence ofa

m etallic phase for g < gc at U = 0;this region ofthe

phasediagram continuesto existfor�niteU .W efurther

show that this m etallic region persists for a substantial

rangeofparam etersprovided ! isnottoo sm all.

Ham iltonian Eq.1 isdi�cult to analyze in the inter-

m ediatecoupling region dueto thepresenceofboth elec-

tronsand phonons.Thenum ericalm ethod weuseisthe

StochasticSeriesExpansion (SSE)quantum M onteCarlo

m ethod with directed loops[9].SSE isapowerfulm ethod

fornon-frustrated quantum spin system sor1D electron

lattice m odels where no sign problem occurs. Im por-

tantly,therearenoapproxim ationsin them ethod besides

�nite system size and tem perature.Electron-phonon in-

teractions have been incorporated in SSE for both spin

m odels[10]and electron m odels[11]. As in these refer-

ences,we treat the phonons in the occupation-num ber

basis. The num ber of phonons per lattice site is un-

bounded in the therm odynam ic lim it, but for a �nite

system at a �nite tem perature,the num ber ofphonons

m ay betruncated.W echoosethistruncation in asim ilar

m annerasthe truncation ofsequence length in the SSE

m ethod[9]:in the equilibration phase ofthe calculation,

the phonon truncation is increased to exceed the cur-

rentnum berofphononson any given lattice site when-

ever necessary. Allresults shown below used periodic

latticesofN sites,with inverse tem peraturesofatleast

�=t= 2N and phonon cuto�sofup to30phononsperlat-

tice site.In thisLetterwe focuson resultsfortheHHM

m odel,and details on the SSE im plem entation willbe

published separately. O urcode waschecked extensively

againstLancz�osexactdiagonalization resultsforseveral

di�erentobservables.W ealso im plem ented thequantum

paralleltem peringalgorithm [12],wheredi�erentproces-

sorsofa parallelcom puterare assigned di�erentm odel

param eters (U ,g,and !). A M etropolis probability is

then com puted to switch con�gurationsbetween proces-

sors with adjacent param eters. As in reference 12,we

found thistechnique essentialin obtaining sm ooth data

acrossquantum phasetransition boundaries.

The low energy propertiesofany 1D gaplessinteract-

ing electron m odelm ay be m apped to an e�ective con-

tinuum m odel,orLuttingerLiquid (LL).Theproperties

ofthe LL,and in particular the decay with distance of

di�erentcorrelation functionsarethen described by two

correlation exponents,K � forchargeproperties,and K �

for spin [13]. K � values greater than 1 indicate dom i-

nantattractive SC correlations(no SC long-rangeorder

is possible in strictly 1D system s),while K � < 1 corre-

spondsto repulsivechargecorrelations.Form odelswith

spin-rotation sym m etry,K � isalwaysequalto1.K � = 0

then indicates the presence ofa spin gap. These expo-

nents are m ost easily com puted via the SSE data from

the staticstructurefactors:

S�;�(q)=
1

N

X

j;k

e
iq(j� k)

h(nj" � nj#)(nk" � nk#)i (2)

K � and K � arethen proportionalto theslopeofthecor-

responding structure factorin the long wavelength lim it

q! 0 [14]:

K �;� =
1

�q
S�;�(q! 0) (3)

These valuesonce�nite-size scaled m ay then be used to

determ ine the quantum phaseboundaries.A second ob-

servable we willuse are the charge and spin sti�nesses,

�c and �s,m easured in theSSE m ethod via thewinding

num ber[12]. A zero sti�nessindicatesa gap in the cor-

responding sector,whilenonzero � indicatesno gap.W e

also veri�ed directly thatcharge-charge (spin-spin) cor-

relation functions showed staggered orderin the Peierls

(M ott)phases.

W e �rst present results for U = 0 and ! = 1.

Fig.1 showsthe slope ofcharge and spin structure fac-

tors �S�;�(q1)=q1 evaluated at the sm allest wavevector

q1 = 2�=N ,plotted versuse-ph coupling g. For g ! 0

both K � and K � tend to exactly 1,as required forfree

electrons. Finite size e�ects becom e very sm allin this

lim it,consistentwith theexpected vanishing oflogarith-

m iccorrectionswhen K � = K � = 1 [11,15].Ata critical

coupling gc,K � crosses1 and tendsto zero,m arking the

transition to the Peierls state. From �nite-size scaling

of16,32,and 64 site system s vs. 1=N (see Fig.1 in-

set),we �nd the criticalcoupling gc = 0:66� 0:01,with
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FIG . 2: Long-wavelength charge (open sym bols) and spin

(�lled sym bols)structurefactorsversusg.(a)U = 2,! = 0.5;

arrow indicates �nite-size scaled gc (b) U = 2, != 5; arrows

indicate �nite-size scaled transitionsgc1 and gc2.

theuncertainty estim ated from thelinear�t.A previous

DM RG study,which did not attem pt �nite-size scaling

found gc � 0:8 [7].Forg < gc,the LL exponentK � > 1,

and K � scalesto zero with increasing N . Therefore,for

U = 0 and g < gc,the ground state is m etallic,with

dom inantSC paircorrelationsand a spin gap.

For any �nite U at g = 0 and 1/2 �lling,the dom i-

nantground state correlationsofEq.1 are spin-density

wave (SDW ).In thisground state K � = 1,and K � = 0

indicating an insulating state with no spin gap. Asthis

M ottstate is notequivalentto the m etallic state found

forg < gc in Fig.1,wem ay then expectthepossibility of

threedi�erentphasesfortheHHM with U > 0and g > 0:

M ott,Peierls,and m etallic SC.Fig.2 showsthe charge

and spin structurefactorsagain versusgwith U = 2.W e

�rstdiscuss resultsforsm allphonon frequency ! = 0:5

shown in Fig.2(a). W e �nd thatforsm allg,K � tends

toward 1 assystem size increases.Ata criticalcoupling

gc,K � becom es less than 1,indicating the opening of

a spin gap and the transition to the Peierls state. The

chargeexponentK � scalestowardszero on both sidesof

the transition,developing a peak atg = gc. Sim ilarre-

sults are found for the 1/2-�lled 1D extended Hubbard

m odel(EHM ),whereK � also peaksatthetransition be-

tween CDW and bond-order wave (BOW ) phases [16].

The�nitevalueofK � on theboundary indicatesthatthe

transition is ofcontinuous nature [16]. Like the CDW -
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FIG .3:Charge (a)and spin (b)sti�nessesversusg forU = 2,

!= 5.O pen (closed)sym bolsare forN = 32 (16)site lattices.

Arrows m ark the transition points gc1 and gc2 determ ined

from Fig.2(b).

(BOW )-SDW transition in the 1/2-�lled EHM ,we �nd

sim ilarbehaviorforsm all! in the HHM asU increases:

the value ofK � atthe transition decreaseswith U ,indi-

cating thatforlargeU thetransition is�rstorderrather

than continuous. The correspondence is not surprising,

asthee�ectofanearest-neighborinteraction V � U can

be viewed asan e�ective negativeU [14].

Chargeand spin responsetypicalforlarge! areshown

in Fig.2(b),here shown for U = 2 and ! = 5. Again,

for sm allg,we �nd K � tends toward 1 as system size

increases,and K � tends toward 0,consistent with the

M ott state. However,at a criticalcoupling gc1 K � ex-

ceeds 1 and K � becom es less than one,indicating the

dom inant-SC state found forU = 0,g < gc. The value

ofgc1 isvery closeto the expected valuewhereUe� = 0.

Increasing g further,for g = gc2 K � becom es less than

1,indicating theopening ofa chargegap and thePeierls

state. In the interm ediate region gc1 < g < gc2, the

propertiesofthem odelareidenticalto theU = 0 m odel

forg < gc asseen in Fig.1,i.e. m etallic with dom inant

SC correlations.W hilethesecond transition pointgc2 is

�nite-size dependent,�nite-size e�ectsare very weak at

the �rsttransition since K � = K � = 1. Itisthen clear

thatdueto the crossing ofK � and K � curvesatexactly

1 atg = gc1,a region ofK � > 1 m ustexistforg > gc1.

To con�rm the structure factorresultsindicating two

transitions at gc1 and gc2, we present the charge (�c)

and spin (�s)sti�nessesin Fig.3.Aswith the structure

factors,the presence oftwo transitionsm ay only be de-

tected from �c and �s after �nite-size scaling has been

perform ed. Forclarity,we plotonly two system sizesin

Fig.3.In Fig.3(a)we see thatforsm allg,�c decreases

with system size,indicating a charge gap. �s is nearly
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FIG .4: Evolution ofthe interm ediate phase versus !. (a)

!= 0.5 (b)!= 1 (c)!= 5.O pen circlesindicate the boundary

gc1 between M ottand SC phases,�lled diam ondsthebound-

ary gc2 between SC and Peierlsphases,and open squaresthe

boundary between M ott and Peierls phases. D ashed line in-

dicatesU = 2g
2
=!.

constantwith system size,indicating no spin gap.In the

interm ediate phase,this is reversed,with �c rem aining

constantorincreasing with system size,and �s decreas-

ing with system size.Thisagain indicatesa spin gap but

nochargegap in theSC region.Finally,forg > gc2,both

sti�nessesgo to zero in the Peierlsstate.

Fig.4 showstheevolution oftheinterm ediatephaseas

a function of!,with phase boundariesdeterm ined from

�nite-size scaling of16,24,and 32 site structure factor

data.In allcases,theSC phaseexistsforg < gc exactly

at U = 0. As U is increased at �xed !,the SC region

then shrinks. For sm allenough !,we see two di�erent

sequencesofphases,eitherM ott-SC-Peierlsforsm allU

(as in Fig.2(b)), or M ott-Peierls (as in Fig.2(a)) for

large U . Num erically it is di�cult to precisely deter-

m inepointwhereallthreephasesm eet,butwe�nd that

the SC phase disappears at U � 1 for ! = 0:5,and at

U � 2 for ! = 1:0. In Fig.4(a) and (b),we have not

plotted points for the M ott/Peierls boundary for large

U ,asin thisregion the transition becom esstrongly �rst

order,m aking exactdeterm ination ofthe boundary dif-

�cult. However,the transition appears to rem ain close

to g2=! = U=2. For ! = 5,we were notable to access

large enough U to determ ine the upper cuto� U neces-

sarytosuppresstheSC state,buttheinterm ediatephase

appearsto persistup to atleastU � 7 for! = 5.In all

cases,we�nd thelineU e� = 0 to very accurately predict

either the M ott-SC or M ott-Peierls boundary,but not

the SC-Peierlsboundary. O urphase diagram isslightly

di�erentfrom reference8,wherethe m etallic region was

found to extend to eithersideofthe Ue� = 0 line.

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatam etallicSC region

exists interm ediate between Peierls and M ott phases in

the 1D 1/2-�lled HHM .W hile in the 1/2-�lled m odel

with sm all phonon frequency ! < t the interm ediate

phase occupiesa relatively sm allregion ofthe phase di-

agram ,weexpectthatin thepresenceofdoping (in fact

m ost ofthe organic SC’s are 1/4-�lled [1]),the size of

thisregion willbegreatly enhanced.Furtherm ore,while

the SC pairing found here exactly at1/2-�lling consists

ofon-site pairs or bipolarons,with doping both onsite

and nearest-neighbor pairing m ay be m ediated by the

Holstein phonons[17]. W e are currently exploring these

possibilitiesin the doped m odel.
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