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Perturbation theory for opticalexcitations in the

one-dim ensionalextended Peierls{H ubbard m odel

A nja G rage,Florian G ebhard and J�org R issler

Fachbereich Physik,Philipps-U niversit�atM arburg,D -35032 M arburg,G erm any

A bstract. For the one-dim ensional,extended Peierls{H ubbard m odelwe cal-

culate analytically the ground-state energy and the single-particle gap to second

orderin theCoulom b interaction fora given latticedim erization.Thecom parison

with num erically exact data from the D ensity-M atrix R enorm alization G roup

shows that the ground-state energy is quantitatively reliable for Coulom b

param eters as large as the band width. The single-particle gap can alm ost

triple from its bare Peierls value before substantialdeviations appear. For the

calculation of the dom inant optical excitations, we follow two approaches. In

W annier theory,we perturb the W annier exciton states to second order. In two-

step perturbation theory, sim ilar in spirit to the G W -BSE approach, we form

excitons from dressed electron-hole excitations. W e �nd the W annier approach

to be superiorto the two-step perturbation theory. Forsingletexcitons,W annier

theory is applicable up to Coulom b param eters as large as halfband width. For

tripletexcitons,second-order perturbation theory quickly failscom pletely.

PACS num bers:71.10Fd,71.35.-y,71.27.+ a

1. Introduction

Electrons in low-dim ensional system s behave very di�erently from their three-

dim ensionalcounterparts.O n theonehand,atlow tem peraturesthey tend to distort

thelattice(Peierlse�ect[1]).Forexam ple,poly-acetyleneasthesim plest�-conjugated

polym ershowsan alternation between shortand long bonds[2].Atthe Peierlstran-

sition a gap opensin the single-particle spectrum and the m etalturnsinto a Peierls

insulator. O n the other hand,the electron-electron interaction provides a relevant

perturbation in one dim ension. Forexam ple,m etalsin one dim ension are Luttinger

liquidsin which the low-energy charge and spin excitationspropagate with di�erent

velocitiesso thatquasi-particlesasin Landau Ferm i-Liquid Theory areabsentin the

single-particle spectralfunction [3,4]. Atcom m ensurate band �llings,the electron-

electron interaction induces Um klapp scatterings which turn the m etalstate into a

M ottinsulator.

This im m ediately raises the question: which ofthe two perturbations,Peierls

distortion or M ott transition, dom inates the other one? This question can be

answered within the fram ework of�eld theory because both the electron-lattice and

theelectron-electron interactionsdestroy them etallicphaseeven in thelim itofweak

coupling. As has been shown in [5,6], the Peierls distortion is always a relevant

perturbation in the sense ofa renorm alization-group analysis whereasthe Um klapp

scatterings which cause the M ott transition are only m arginally relevant. At large

Coulom b interactionswhen thesystem isaM ottinsulator,thePeierlsdistortion isalso

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505410v1
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presentatlow tem peraturesbecausethee�ectivespin system undergoesa spin-Peierls

transition.Therefore,one-dim ensionallatticesareexpected to bePeierlsdistorted at

zero tem perature,irrespectiveofthe presenceofthe electron-electron interaction.

In presence ofa Peierls distortion and one electron per lattice site (halfband-

�lling),the Peierlsinsulatorcan be described in term sofa �lled lowerPeierlsband

and an em pty upper Peierlsband which are separated by a �nite Peierlsgap whose

size is proportionalto the dim erization strength. In principle,the �nite Peierlsgap

perm its a perturbative treatm ent ofthe electron-electron interaction. It should be

clear, however, that such a perturbative treatm ent is lim ited to ‘weak coupling’,

and the range of the validity of perturbation theory rem ains to be determ ined.

In particular, even the screened electron-electron interaction in polym ers is quite

sizable [7], and it rem ains to be studied in how far W annier theory and sim ilar

perturbative approaches[8,9]lead to a reliable description ofopticalexcitationsin

these m aterials.

In this work,we investigate the extended Peierls{Hubbard m odelathalfband-

�lling which m odelsthe Peierlsdistortion and theCoulom b interaction in idealpoly-

acetylene. The m odelis introduced in section 2. In section 3 we use standard Ray-

leigh-Schr�odingerperturbation theory to calculatethe ground-stateenergy to second

orderin the Coulom b interaction and com pare ourresultsto num erically exactdata

from the Density-M atrix Renorm alization G roup (DM RG ).W e show that second-

order perturbation theory is applicable up to interaction strengths as large as the

band width.In section 4 weobservethe sam ebehaviorforthe gap forsingle-particle

excitationswhich increasesquickly asa function ofthe interaction strength.

In order to study opticalexcitations,we follow two routes because Rayleigh{

Schr�odinger perturbation theory is inapplicable for a description ofbound electron-

holepairs.In section 5wedevelop W annierperturbation theory tosecond orderwhere

an exciton isform ed already in �rstorder.Alternatively,we introduce the ‘two-step

perturbation theory’in which theexciton isform ed in asecond step aftertheelectrons

and holeshavebeen dressed �rst.In section 6 thecom parison ofouranalyticalresults

with those from the DM RG show that second-order W annier theory is superior to

the two-step perturbation theory.Thesingletexciton isreasonably welldescribed by

W annier theory for m oderate interactions but perturbation theory quickly fails for

the tripletexciton. W e close ourpresentation with concluding rem arksin section 7.

Technicaldetailsofthe calculationsaredeferred to the appendix.

2. H am ilton O perator

2.1. Peierls M odel

W e investigate spin-1/2 electrons on a periodically distorted chain ofL sites whose

m otion isdescribed by the PeierlsHam iltonian,

T̂ = (� t)
X

l;�

�
1+ (� 1)l�

��

ĉ
+

l;�
ĉ
l+ 1;�

+ ĉ
+

l+ 1;�
ĉ
l;�

�

; (1)

where ĉ
+

l;�
,ĉl;� arecreation and annihilation operatorsforelectronswith spin � = ";#

on site l. The lattice spacing is set to unity,a0 � 1. Since we are interested in

the insulating phase,we considerexclusively a half-�lled band where the num ber of

electronsN = 2N � equalsthenum beroflatticesitesL.Forouranalyticalcalculations,

wechooseperiodicboundary conditionsand L=2 even.FortheDM RG investigations,

open boundary conditionsareem ployed.
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The Peierlsoperatorisdiagonalin m om entum space[10],

T̂ =
X

k;�

E (k)

�

b̂
+

k;�
b̂
k;�

� â
+

k;�
â
k;�

�

; (2)

where k = 2�m =L, m = � L=2;:::;L=2 � 1, are the m om enta from the reduced

Brillouin zone.Thedispersion relation forthe upperand lowerPeierlsbandsis

E (k)=
p
�(k)2 + �(k)2 (3)

with

�(k) = � 2tcos(k); (4)

�(k)= 2t� sin(k):

The Ferm ioperatorsforthe electronsin the Peierlsbandsobey

âk;� � �kĉk;� + i�kĉk+ �;� ;

b̂k;� � �kĉk;� � i�kĉk+ �;� (5)

with

�k =

s

1

2

�

1�
�(k)

E (k)

�

;

�k = sgn[�(k)]

s

1

2

�

1+
�(k)

E (k)

�

; (6)

and sgn(x 6= 0)= x=jxjisthesign function.Fortheinversetransform ation and other

usefulrelations,seeAppendix A.

2.2. Coulom b interaction

The electronsare supposed to interactlocally with strength U . The Hubbard inter-

action reads

Û = U
X

l

(̂nl;" � 1=2)(̂nl;# � 1=2); (7)

where n̂l;� = ĉ
+

l;�
ĉ
l;�

isthelocaldensity operatoratsitelforspin �.Screening isnot

very e�cientin an insulator.Therefore,wetakeinto accountthelong-rangeCoulom b

interaction ofthe electronsin the form ofa 1=r potentialofe�ective strength V ,

V̂ =
X

r

V (r)
X

l

(̂nl� 1)(̂nl+ r � 1) ; (8)

where n̂l = n̂l;" + n̂l;# countsthe electronson site land V (r)= V=(2r)describesthe

Coulom b potential. For the analyticalcalculations,the speci�c form ofV (r) is not

im portant.

2.3. Extended Peierls{Hubbard m odel

Altogetherwe investigatethe one-dim ensionalextended Peierls{Hubbard m odel,

Ĥ = T̂ + Û + V̂ � T̂ + Ŵ : (9)

TheHam iltonian isinvariantunderSU(2)spin transform ationsso thatthetotalspin

is a good quantum num ber. Including the charge-SU(2) the Ham iltonian is SO (4)
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sym m etric. M oreover,it exhibits particle-hole sym m etry,i.e., Ĥ is invariant under

the transform ation

PH : ĉ
+

l;�
7! (� 1)lĉl;� ; ĉl;� 7! (� 1)lĉ+

l;�
: (10)

The chem icalpotential� = 0 guaranteesa half-�lled band foralltem peratures[11].

The Peierls dim erization (� 6= 0) and the Coulom b interaction (U;V 6= 0)

individually lead to an insulating ground stateathalfband-�lling.A �eld-theoretical

investigation shows[5,6]thatthelatticedistortion isalwaysa relevantperturbation,

i.e., it occurs for all values of the Coulom b interaction. Therefore, the Peierls

insulatorprovidesa valid starting pointfora perturbation expansion in theCoulom b

interaction.

3. G round-state energy to second order

3.1. Analyticalresults

For the calculation of the ground-state energy E 0 we apply standard Rayleigh{

Schr�odingerperturbation theory to second order,

E 0 = E
(0)

0 + E
(1)

0 + E
(2)

0 ;

E
(1)

0 = E
U
0 + E

V
0 ; (11)

E
(2)

0 = E
U

2

0 + E
V

2

0 + E
U V
0 :

Theexpectation valueofĤ with theground stateofthePeierlsinsulator(�lled lower

Peierlsband)

jFSi=
Y

k;�

â
+

k;�
jvacuum i (12)

contributes

E
(0)

0 = hFSĵTjFSi= � 2
X

k

2t
p
cos(k)2 + �2 sin(k)2 ;

E
U
0 = hFSĵU jFSi= 0; (13)

E
V
0 = hFSĵV jFSi= � L

X

� L =2� r< L =2

rj2= 1

2V (r)[(A �(r))
2 + (B �(r))

2]; (14)

where(rj2 = 1)denotesallodd r,A �(r),B �(r)arede�ned in (A.5),and (A.10)isused

for the derivation of(13). For the Peierls insulator we have in the therm odynam ic

lim it,

lim
L ! 1

E
(0)

0

L
= � (4t=�)E(1� �

2) (15)

whereE(m )isthe com plete elliptic integralofthe second kind.

3.1.1. Second-order excitations. To second order, particle-hole excitations of the

Peierls ground states m ust be considered. In general,we denote excitations with

r (s) particle-hole excitations in the "-sector (#-sector) by jrsi. Fig.1 shows two

particle-holeexcitationswith antiparallelspins,i.e.,j11i,and parallelspins,i.e.,j20i,

respectively.Theseareallexcitationswhich contributeto theground-stateenergy to

second order.
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Figure 1. Two-particle-hole excitations j11i(top row)and j20i(bottom row).

3.1.2. Second order in the Hubbard interaction. For the Hubbard interaction,only

the statesj11icontribute.Asinputto (11)they give[5]

E
U

2

0 =
X

j11i

�
�
�hFSĵU j11i

�
�
�
2

E
(0)

0 � E
(0)

j11i

= �

�
U

L

� 2 X

k1;k2;k3;k4

1

E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4)

n

�k1� k2+ k3� k4;0[u1(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2

+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4;� �[u2(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2

o

(16)

with u1;2(k1;k2;k3;k4)from (A.4).

3.1.3. Second order in the long-range interaction. The long-range Coulom b inter-

action also induces scatterings between particles with the sam e spin. Therefore,we

havethreecontributionsto second order.W e �nd [5]

E
V

2
j10i

0 =
X

j10i

�
�
�hFSĵV j10i

�
�
�
2

E
(0)

0 � E
(0)

j10i

=
X

k

V 2v0(k)
2

E (k)
; (17)

wherev0(k)isgiven in (A.6),

E
V

2
j11i

0 =
X

k1;k2;k3;k4

1

E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4)

n

�k1� k2+ k3� k4;0[v1(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2

+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4;� �[v2(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2

o

(18)
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with v1;2(k1;k2;k3;k4)from (A.8)and (A.9),and

E
V

2
j20i

0 = �

�
V

L

� 2 X

k1< k3;k2< k4

1

E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4)

h

�k1� k2+ k3� k4;0[v1(k1;k2;k3;k4)� v1(k1;k4;k3;k2)]
2

+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4;� �[v2(k1;k2;k3;k4)� v2(k1;k4;k3;k2)]
2

i

:

(19)

The sum m ation restriction in the last term can be relaxed. Due to the sym m etry

ofthe functionsv1;2(k1;k2;k3;k4)we m ay m ultiply the lastcontribution by a factor

1=4 and sum overallm om enta from the reduced Brillouin zone.Due to the spin-ip

sym m etry we altogetherhave

E
V

2

0 = 2E
V

2
j10i

0 + E
V

2
j11i

0 + 2E
V

2
j20i

0 (20)

asinputto (11).

3.1.4. Second-orderm ixed interactions. O nly thestatesj11icontributeto orderU V ,

E
U V
0 =

X

j11i

hFSĵV j11ih11ĵUjFSi+ c:c:

E
(0)

0 � E
(0)

j11i

=
2U V

L2

X

k1;k2;k3;k4

1

E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4)

h

�k1� k2+ k3� k4;0u1(k1;k2;k3;k4)v1(k1;k2;k3;k4)

+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4;� �u2(k1;k2;k3;k4)v2(k1;k2;k3;k4)

i

: (21)

3.2. Com parison with num ericalresults

3.2.1. Finite-size e�ects. First,we dem onstrate thatlatticeswith L = 100 provide

resultswhich arevery closeto the therm odynam ic lim it.Fig.2 givesan exam ple for

U = 2V = 2tand � = 0:2.

The result from perturbation theory for periodic boundary conditions shows

alm ost no size dependence whereas the data from the num erical density-m atrix

renorm alization group displays the typical parabolic convergence in 1=L. The

com parison showsthattheresultsforL = 100arealm ostidenticalto theresultin the

therm odynam ic lim it.In particular,the di�erencesbetween perturbation theory and

the num erically exactDM RG are sm allbutsigni�cant. The sam e observation holds

equally wellforotherchoicesof(�nite)m odelparam etersU;V;�.

In thefollowingweshallshow resultsforL = 100and takethem asrepresentative

forthe therm odynam ic lim it.

3.2.2. Fixed ratio U=V . Next, we discuss the ground-state energy density as a

function of the Coulom b interaction for a �xed ratio of U=V . This is shown in

Fig.3 where we com pare the DM RG data with the results from �rst and second-

order perturbation theory. It is seen that the second-order correction considerably

im provestheagreem entbetween thenum erically exactDM RG data and perturbation

theory.



Opticalexcitationsin the one-dim ensionalextended Peierls{Hubbard m odel 7

0 0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.025 0.03

1/L

-1.6

-1.595

-1.59

-1.585

E
0 

/L
PT
DMRG

Figure 2. G round-state energy density E 0=L asa function ofinverse system size

for �xed U = 2V = 2tand � = 0:2 in the D M RG and perturbation theory;lines

are polynom ial�ts. N ote the resolution ofthe ordinate.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

V=U/2

-2

-1.8

-1.6

-1.4

-1.2

E
0 

/L

DMRG
PT
PT1

Figure 3. G round-state energy density E 0=L as a function of V for �xed

U=V = 2,L = 100,and � = 0:2 in the D M RG (circles) and perturbation theory.

Lines are polynom ial�ts.For U = V = 0,lim L ! 1 E
(0)

0
=L � 1:34.
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3.2.3. Fixed V . In general,theinuenceoftheHubbard interaction iswelldescribed

by the second-order term ,as can be seen from Fig.4. It shows that perturbation

theory works very welleven when U is as large as the band width W = 4t. The

agreem entiseven betterforsm allerV .

1 2 3 4 5

U/V

-3.5

-3

-2.5

-2

-1.5

E
0 

/L

DMRG
PT

Figure 4. G round-state energy density E 0=L as a function of U for V = 2t,

L = 100,and � = 0:2 in the D M RG (circles) and perturbation theory. Lines are

polynom ial�ts.

3.2.4. Conclusion. The above com parison has been m ade for a sizable value of

the Peierls dim erization,� = 0:2,so that the bare Peierls gap,�P = 4t� = 0:8t,

is substantial. Naturally, the com parison between the DM RG and second-order

perturbation theory becom es less favorable when we decrease � to realistic values,

� < 0:1;see section 7. Nevertheless,even forsm allvalues of�,the form ulae in this

section givea very good estim atefortheground-stateenergy density fora largerange

ofCoulom b interactions,U � 2V � W .

4. Single-particle gap to second order

In orderto generatecurrent-carrying excitationsin a Peierls{M ottinsulator,the gap

forsingle-particleexcitationsm ustbe overcom e.Itisde�ned by

� 1 = [E 0(L + 1)� E 0(L)]� [E 0(L)� E 0(L � 1)]; (22)

where E 0(N ) is the ground-state energy ofthe system with N electrons. Due to

particle-holesym m etry wehave

� 1 = 2[E 0(L + 1)� E 0(L)]: (23)
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4.1. Analyticalresults

For the perturbative calculation of the single-particle gap � 1 we apply standard

Rayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation theory again and write

� 1 = �
(0)

1 + � U
1 + � V

1 + � U
2

1 + � V
2

1 + � U V
1 : (24)

ForthePeierlsinsulatorthe�rsttwo contributionsarereadily calculated becausethe

ground statewith N = L + 1 particlesis

jpi� b̂
+

p;"
jFSi ; p = � �=2; (25)

and,thus,

�
(0)

1 = 2

h

hpĵTjpi� hFSĵTjFSi

i

= 2E (p)= 4t� � �P (26)

isthe Peierlsgap forallsystem sizes. Due to the spin sym m etry we were allowed to

use � = ".M oreover,the �rst-ordercontributionsread

� U
1 = 2

h

hpĵU jpi� hFSĵU jFSi

i

= 0; (27)

� V
1 = 2

h

hpĵV jpi� hFSĵV jFSi

i

= 2
X

� L =2< r< L =2

rj2= 1

4tV (r)
cos(p)cos(pr)A �(r)+ � sin(p)sin(pr)B�(r)

E (p)

=
X

� L =2< r< L =2

rj2= 1

4V (r)(� 1)[(r� 1)=2]B �(r); (28)

wherep = � �=2 wasused in the laststep.

4.1.1. Second order in the Hubbard interaction. In the interm ediate states an

additional" electron and r (s) electron-holes excitations in the "-sector (#-sector)

are possible,denoted as jk;rsi. There are two contributions to second order in the

Hubbard interaction,

�
U

2
j01i

1 = 2
X

k1;k2;k3

jhpĵU b̂
+

k1;#
âk2;#jk3ij

2

E (p)� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3))

=

�
U

L

� 2 X

k1;k2;k3

2(1� �p;k1)

E (p)� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3))

h

�k1� k2+ k3� p;0[u2(k1;k2;k3;p)]
2

+ �k1� k2+ k3� p;� �[u1(k1;k2;k3;p)]
2

i

; (29)

and

�
U

2
j11i

1

2
=

X

k1;k2;k3;k4

jhpĵU b̂
+

k1;"
âk2;"b̂

+

k3;#
âk4;#jpij

2

� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4))
� E

U
2
j11i

0

=

�
U

L

� 2 X

k1;k2;k3;k4

�p;k1

E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4)

h

�k1� k2+ k3� k4;0[u1(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2 (30)

+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4;� �[u2(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2

i

:
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W e thus�nd from these two equations

� U
2

1 = �
U

2
j01i

1 + �
U

2
j11i

1 (31)

asinputto (24).

4.1.2. Second orderin the long-range interaction. To second orderin thelong-range

interaction,thestatesjk;10iand jk;01icontribute.Notethattheferm ionicnatureof

theoperatorsm ustbetaken into accountproperly,e.g.,b̂+
k;"
jpi� � b̂

+

p;"
jki.Thisgives

the contributions

�
V

2
j10i

1 =
X

k2;k1> k3

2jhpĵV b̂+
k1;"

âk2;"jk3ij
2

E (p)� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3))
� 2E

V
2
j10i

0

=

�
V

L

� 2 X

k2;k1> k3

2

E (p)� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3))

�

�k1� k2+ k3� p;0

n

�p;k3�k1;k2Lv0(k1)� �p;k1�k2;k3Lv0(k3)

+ v2(k3;p;k1;k2)� v2(k1;p;k3;k2)

o2

+ �k1� k2+ k3� p;� �

n

v1(k3;p;k1;k2)� v1(k1;p;k3;k2)

o2
�

� 2E
V

2
j10i

0 ; (32)

and

�
V

2
j01i

1

2
=

X

k1;k2;k3

jhpĵV b̂
+

k1;#
âk2;#jk3ij

2

E (p)� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3))
� E

V
2
j01i

0

=

�
V

L

� 2 X

k1;k2;k3

1

E (p)� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3))

h

�k1� k2+ k3� p;0

n

�p;k3�k1;k2Lv0(k1)+ v2(k3;p;k1;k2)

o2

+ �k1� k2+ k3� p;� �

n

v1(k3;p;k1;k2)

o2i

� E
V

2
j01i

0 : (33)

M oreover,the stateswith two particle-holeexcitations,jp;11i,contribute.W e �nd

�
V

2
j11i

1

2
=

X

k1;k2;k3;k4

jhpĵV b̂
+

k1;"
âk2;"b̂

+

k3;#
âk4;#jpij

2

� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4))
� E

V
2
j11i

0

=

�
V

L

� 2 X

k1;k2;k3;k4

�k1;p

E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4)

h

�k1� k2+ k3� p;0[v1(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2 (34)

+ �k1� k2+ k3� p;� �[v2(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2

i

;
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and

�
V

2
j20i

1

2
=

X

k1 < k3

k2 < k4

jhpĵV b̂
+

k1;"
âk2;"b̂

+

k3;"
âk4;"jpij

2

� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4))
� E

V
2
j20i

0

=

�
V

L

� 2 X

k1< k3;k2< k4

�k1;p + �k3;p

E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4)

h

�k1� k2+ k3� p;0 [v1(k1;k2;k3;k4)� v1(k1;k4;k3;k2)]
2

+ �k1� k2+ k3� p;� �[v2(k1;k2;k3;k4)� v2(k1;k4;k3;k2)]
2

i

(35)

with �
V

2
j02i

1 = �
V

2
j20i

1 .Altogether,from (32),(33),(34),and (35)we�nd

� V
2

1 = �
V

2
j10i

1 + �
V

2
j01i

1 + �
V

2
j11i

1 + 2�
V

2
j20i

1 (36)

asinputto (24).

4.1.3. Second-orderm ixed interactions. AsfortheHubbard interaction wehavetwo

contributionsforthe U V m ixed interactions.From the interm ediatestatesjk;01iwe

obtain

�
U V j01i

1 =
X

k1;k2;k3

2

E (p)� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3))

h

hpĵU b̂
+

k1;#
âk2;#jk3ihpĵV b̂

+

k1;#
âk2;#jk3i

� + c:c:

i

=

�
4U V

L2

�
X

k1;k2;k3

1

E (p)� (E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3))

h

�k1� k2+ k3� p;0v2(k3;p;k1;k2)u2(k1;k2;k3;p)

+ �k1� k2+ k3� p;� �v1(k3;p;k1;k2)u1(k1;k2;k3;p)

i

; (37)

and the statesjp;11igive

�
U V j11i

1 =
X

k1;k2;k3;k4

(� 2)

E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4)

h

hpĵU b̂
+

k1;"
âk2;"b̂

+

k3;#
âk4;#jpihpĵV b̂

+

k1;"
âk2;"b̂

+

k3;#
âk4;#jpi

�

+ c:c:

i

� E
U V j11i

0

=

�
4U V

L2

�
X

k1;k2;k3;k4

�k1;p

E (k1)+ E (k2)+ E (k3)+ E (k4)

h

�k1� k2+ k3� p;0u1(k1;k2;k3;k4)v1(k1;k2;k3;k4)

+ �k1� k2+ k3� p;� �u2(k1;k2;k3;k4)v2(k1;k2;k3;k4)

i

: (38)

Altogetherwe thus�nd from these two equations

� U V
1 = �

U V j01i

1 + �
U V j11i

1 (39)

asinputto (24).
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4.2. Com parison with num ericalresults

4.2.1. Finite-size e�ects. As for the ground-state energy we �rst investigate the

size dependence. Fig.5 shows that the analyticalresults for the single-particle gap

are alm ostindependent ofthe system size,asexpected. The DM RG data show the

typicalquadraticconvergenceasa function of1=L.Forourassessm entofthequality

oftheperturbativeapproach wenotethattheDM RG data forL = 100 representthe

valuein thetherm odynam iclim itto an accuracy ofaboutonepercent.Therefore,the

di�erencesbetween perturbation theory and the num erically exactDM RG which we

willdiscussnextaresigni�cant.

0 0.005 0.01 0.015 0.02 0.025 0.03

1/L

1.4

1.45

1.5

1.55

1.6

 ∆
1 

PT
DMRG

Figure 5. Single-particle gap � 1 as a function of the inverse system size for

�xed U = 2V = 2tand � = 0:2 in the D M RG and perturbation theory;lines are

polynom ial�ts.

4.2.2. Fixed ratio U=V . Fig.6 com paresthe single-particle gap asa function ofV

for �xed ratio U=V = 2 in the DM RG and perturbation theory to �rst and second

order. The agreem entis worse than for the ground-state energy. Nevertheless,the

deviation between the num erically exact DM RG results and perturbation theory

at U = 3t and V = 1:5t is only about ten percent despite the fact that the

gap has increased from its noninteracting value � P = 0:8t by a factor of 2.5 to

� D M R G
1 (U = 3t;V = 1:5t;� = 0:2)� 2:0t.

The �gure also showsthatthe second-ordercontribution only slightly im proves

the �rst-orderresult. The surprisingly good �rst-orderresultispartially due to the

error com pensation in the calculation ofthe ground-state energies for N = L and

N = L + 1 particles.



Opticalexcitationsin the one-dim ensionalextended Peierls{Hubbard m odel 13

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

V=U/2

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

2.2

2.4

 ∆
1 

DMRG
PT1
PT

Figure 6. Single-particle gap � 1 asa function ofV for�xed U=V = 2,L = 100,

and � = 0:2 in the D M RG (circles) and perturbation theory. Lower curve:

perturbation theory to �rst order (PT1), upper curve: perturbation theory to

second order(PT).Lines are polynom ial�ts.

1 1.5 2 2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5 5

U/V

1.4

1.6

1.8

2

2.2

2.4

2.6

2.8

3

 ∆
1

DMRG
PT

Figure 7. Single-particle gap � 1 as a function ofU=V for V = t,L = 100,and

� = 0:2 in the D M RG (circles)and perturbation theory;linesare polynom ial�ts.
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4.2.3. Fixed V . Asin thecaseoftheground-stateenergy,thediscrepanciesbetween

the DM RG single-particle gap and the resultfrom second-orderperturbation theory

are m ainly caused by the long-rangepartofthe Coulom b interaction.Thisisshown

in Fig.7.Theresultsfrom second-orderperturbation theory closely follow theDM RG

data forallU=tat�xed V = t.

AtU = 3tand V = tthe di�erence between � D M R G
1 (U = 3t;V = t;� = 0:2)=

1:8680tand � PT
1 (U = 3t;V = t;� = 0:2)= 1:7229tisonly eightpercent.Here,�rst-

order perturbation theory gives � PT 1
1 (U = 3t;V = t;� = 0:2)= 1:430twhich is o�

by 23 percent.Thisshowsthatthe inclusion ofthe second-orderterm sim provesthe

agreem entconsiderably forallU=taslong asV=tisnottoo large.

4.2.4. Conclusion. Second-orderperturbation theory providesa reliableestim atefor

the single-particlegap in the regim e whereithasalm osttripled from itsbarePeierls

value,i.e.,in the region (U � 4t,V � 2t)for � = 0:2t(�P = 0:8t). This is rather

im portant because it indicates that only a m inor part ofthe single-particle gap in

polym ers is caused by the Peierls e�ect. For poly-acetylene where t � 2eV and

� 1 � 1:6eV onewould obtain � = 0:2 in the absenceofCoulom b correlations.W hen

weassum ea correlation enhancem entforthegap by a factorofaboutthree,wewould

estim ate � � 0:07,in agreem entwith otherestim atesin the literature.

A reliable estim ate forthe single-particle gap isim portantforthe calculation of

binding energiesofbound particle-hole excitations (excitons). They are the subject

ofthe nextsection.

5. Perturbative approaches to opticalexcitations

There are variouspossibilitiesto setup second-orderperturbation theory foroptical

excitations.In thisworkwediscussW annier,two-step,and down-foldingperturbation

theoriesseparatelybeforewecalculatem atrix elem ents.Startingpointisthesubspace

ofopticalexcitationsin the Peierlsm odel,

singlet: jsi=
X

k

ws(k)jkis ;

triplet: jti =
X

k

wt(k)jkit ; (40)

with the norm alization
P

k
[w(s;t)(k)]

2 = 1 and

jki(s;t) �

r
1

2

�

b̂
+

k;"
âk;" � b̂

+

k;#
âk;#

�

jFSi: (41)

Here,weintroducelinearcom binationsofsingleparticle-holeexcitationsj10iand j01i

from theoutsetbecausewearem ainly interested in bound statesofparticleand hole.

5.1. W annier perturbation theory

Let P̂ and Q̂ be projectorsonto separatesubspacesofthe Hilbertspace,P̂ + Q̂ = 1̂.

In the case ofexcitons we let P̂ project onto the subspace ofa single particle-hole

excitation,P̂ � P̂1.Then,we m ay write for Ĥ = T̂ + Ŵ

Ĥ =

h

T̂ + P̂ Ŵ P̂

i

+

h

Q̂ Ŵ P̂ + P̂ Ŵ Q̂ + Q̂ Ŵ Q̂

i

� Ĥ 0 + Ĥ ? ; (42)

where Ĥ 0 describesthe unperturbed system and Ĥ ? representsthe perturbation.
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5.1.1. W annier perturbation theory to �rstorder. In the usualW anniertheory,one

diagonalizes Ĥ 0 in the subspaceofa singleparticle-holeexcitation,

Ĥ 0j(s;t)in = �
(s;t)
n j(s;t)in ; (43)

where �
(s;t)
n isthe W annierspectrum in the spin singletand tripletsector.Typically,

the stateswith lowestenergy correspond to bound states(excitons)[12].

5.1.2. W annier perturbation theory to second order. G iven the W annier spectrum

and states to �rst order,we can calculate the Coulom b corrections to the W annier

eigenstatesvia perturbation theory to second orderin Ĥ ?

E n = �n +
X

jm i

hxnjĤ ? jm ihm jĤ ? jxni

�n � E
(0)
m

(44)

in the singletand tripletsector,x = (s;t). Here,E
(0)
m = hm jĤ 0jm i,and jm ican be

chosen asan eigenstateofthePeierlsHam iltonian T̂ becausecorrectionsareofhigher

order in the Coulom b interaction. The states jm i contain up to three particle-hole

excitations. The corresponding m atrix elem ents in (44) are calculated in the next

section.

5.2. Two-step perturbation theory

The W annier theory for excitons probes how a bound excitation of bare particles

and holesisperturbed by the Coulom b interaction. In two-step perturbation theory

the two steps are reversed: excitons are form ed from dressed particles and holes.

Thistwo-step approach isvery sim ilarin spiritto the G W -BSE approach where the

Bethe{SalpeterEquation issolved forquasi-particleswhich arecalculated in theG W -

approxim ation [9].

To set up the two-step perturbation theory in general,we split the Coulom b

interaction into two parts,Ŵ = V̂A + V̂B . Let P̂r be the projection operatorsonto

subspaceswith r particle-holepairsand Q̂ r = 1̂� P̂r itscom plem ent.W e identify

V̂A = P̂rŴ Q̂ r + Q̂ rŴ P̂r + Q̂ rŴ Q̂ r ; (45)

V̂B = P̂rŴ P̂r : (46)

In the�rststep oftheperturbation theorywecalculatethechangeofan eigenstatejn0i

ofT̂ duetotheinuenceoftheperturbation V̂A .In Rayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation

theory for Ĥ A = T̂ + V̂A to �rstorderwe�nd

jni= Zn

8
<

:
jn0i+

X

jm i

jm ihm ĵVA jn
0i

E
(0)

n0 � E
(0)
m

9
=

;
: (47)

To second orderthe norm alization factorZn reads

jZnj
2 = 1�

X

jm i

�
�
�hn0ĵVA jm i

�
�
�
2

�

E
(0)

n0 � E
(0)
m

�2 : (48)

The states jni are so-called ‘dressed states’ because they contain particle-hole

excitationswhich arerenorm alized by the interaction V̂A .
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In the second step we apply (alm ost degenerate) perturbation theory for the

perturbation V̂B . Therefore,we diagonalize Ĥ = Ĥ A + V̂B in the basisofthe states

jni,i.e.,wecalculatethe eigenvaluesofthe Ham ilton m atrix

H (n1;n2)= hn1jĤ jn2i (49)

in the respectivesubspaceswith r particle-holeexcitations.

As an exam ple we consider the case r = 0,i.e.,we calculate the second-order

ground-state energy in two-step perturbation theory. Since j0iisnotdegenerate,we

have

j00i= jFSi; (50)

j0i = Z0(jFSi+ jX i): (51)

The Ham ilton m atrix isa scalar,

E 0 = h0jĤ j0i

=
�
jZ0j

2 � 1
�
hFSĵTjFSi+ hFSĵT + Ŵ jFSi

+ hX jŴ jFSi+ hFSjŴ jX i+ hX ĵTjX i

= hFSĵT + Ŵ jFSi+
X

jm i6= jFSi

�
�
�hFSjŴ jm i

�
�
�
2

E
(0)

0 � E
(0)
m

: (52)

This expression is identicalto Rayleigh{Schr�odinger perturbation theory to second

order.

5.3. Down-folding perturbation theory

5.3.1. Equivalence to Brillouin{W igner perturbation theory. The so-called ‘down-

folding’approachisalsobased on aprojection torelevantdegreesoffreedom .Consider

the stationary Schr�odingerequation atenergy E

Ĥ j	i=

�

T̂ + Ŵ

�

j	i= E j	i: (53)

Forany two projectors P̂ and Q̂ with P̂ + Q̂ = 1̂ wede�ne the orthogonalstates

j’i= P̂ j	i ; j�i= Q̂ j	i (54)

which obey the coupled Schr�odingerequations

E j’i= P̂ Ĥ j’i+ P̂ Ĥ j�i;

E j�i= Q̂ Ĥ j’i+ Q̂ Ĥ j�i: (55)

The second equation is form ally inverted with the help of the resolvent operator

(z� Ĥ )� 1 to givea single equation

P̂ Ĥ P̂j’i+ P̂ Ĥ Q̂

�

E � Ĥ

�� 1
Q̂ Ĥ P̂ j’i= E j’i: (56)

W e now set P̂ � P̂r so that

P̂rĤ P̂r = T̂ + P̂rŴ P̂r ;P̂rĤ Q̂ r = P̂rŴ Q̂ r ;Q̂ rĤ P̂r = Q̂ rŴ P̂r ;(57)

and insertthe unitoperatorin (56)to obtain

P̂rĤ P̂rj’i+
X

jm i

P̂rŴ Q̂ rjm ihm jQ̂ rŴ rP̂rj’i

E ’ � E m

= E ’j’i: (58)

The sam e expression is obtained in Brillouin{W igner perturbation theory in which

the energy E � E ’ m ustbe determ ined self-consistently.
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5.3.2. Size-consistentreform ulation. The down-folding orBrillouin{W ignerpertur-

bation expansion isham pered by thefactthatitisnotsize-consistent.Therefore,the

form (58)cannotbe used forourcalculations.

In order to m ake progress,we �rst subtract the ground-state energy from all

energiesin (58),

(E ’ � E 0)j’i= P̂r(Ĥ � E 0)j’i+
X

jm i

P̂rŴ Q̂ rjm ihm jQ̂ rŴ j’i

(E ’ � E 0)� (E m � E 0)
; (59)

so that allenergy di�erences correspond to excitation energies oforder unity. To

second orderin the interaction wem ay write

E ’ � E 0 � e’ ; E m � E 0 = E
(0)
m � E

(0)

0 + O (U;V ): (60)

Therefore,to second orderwe �nd

e’j’i= P̂r(Ĥ � E 0)j’i+
X

jm i

P̂rŴ Q̂ rjm ihm jQ̂ rŴ j’i

e’ � (E
(0)
m � E

(0)

0 )
: (61)

As an exam ple,we apply thisequation forthe ground state,i.e.,r = 0,j’i= jFSi,

and e’ = 0. W hen we m ultiply (61)from the leftwith hFSjwe im m ediately recover

the resultfrom Rayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation theory.

Forthe exciton statesjxiand energiesex we�nd the Schr�odingerequation

exjxi= P̂1(Ĥ � E 0)jxi+
X

jm i

P̂1Ŵ Q̂ 1jm ihm jQ̂ 1Ŵ jxi

ex � (E
(0)
m � E

(0)

0 )
: (62)

Thistranslatesinto a m atrix-diagonalization problem with thediagonalentries

H B W (e(s;t);k1;k1)= (s;t)hk1ĵTjk1i(s;t)� hFSĵTjFSi� E
(2)

0

+ (s;t)hk1jŴ jk1i(s;t)� hFSjŴ jFSi

+
X

jm i

(s;t)hk1jŴ jm i(s;t)(s;t)hm jŴ jk1i(s;t)

e(s;t)� (E
(0)
m � E

(0)

0 )
;(63)

and the non-diagonalentries(k1 6= k2)

H B W (e(s;t);k1;k2)= (s;t)hk1jŴ jk2i(s;t)

+
X

jm i

(s;t)hk1jŴ jm i(s;t)(s;t)hm jŴ jk2i(s;t)

e(s;t)� (E
(0)
m � E

(0)

0 )
;

(64)

where the excited states jm i contain none,two,orthree particle-hole excitations of

the Peierls ground state. Note that the eigenvalue e(s;t) ofthe m atrix H B W (e(s;t))

in (64)m ustbe determ ined self-consistently.In ourcalculationswe targetthe lowest

eigenvalueasthe bound exciton in the tripletand singletsectors.

6. Excitons to second order

6.1. Analyticalresults

The calculation ofopticalexcitation energiesrequiresthe m atrix elem ents

M 0;(s;t)(p1;p2)= (s;t)hp1ĵTjp2i(s;t)� �p1;p2E
(0)

0 = �p1;p22E (p1); (65)
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and

M 1;(s;t)(p1;p2) = (s;t)hp1jŴ jp2i(s;t)� �p1;p2E
(1)

0
; (66)

M 2;(s;t)(e;p1;p2)=
X

jm i

(s;t)hp1jŴ jm i(s;t)(s;t)hm jŴ jp2i(s;t)

e� (E
(0)
m � E

(0)

0 )
; (67)

wherejm icontainsup to three particle-holeexcitations.

6.1.1.M atrixelem entsto �rstorder. Them atrix elem entsM 1 arereadilycalculated.

W e �nd

M 1;(s;t)(p1;p2)= M
U
1;(s;t)(p1;p2)+ M

V
1;(s;t)(p1;p2) (68)

with

M
U
1;(s;t)(p1;p2)= �

U

L
; (69)

and

M
V
1;(s;t)(p1;p2)= �p1;p2

X

� L =2< r< L =2

rj2= 1

V (r)

h
8cos(p1)cos(p1r)

E (p1)
A �(r)

+
8� sin(p1)sin(p1r)

E (p1)
B �(r)

i

�
2

L

X

r6= 0

V (r)cos((p1 � p2)r)

�
f
2
2(p1;p2)+ (� 1)rf21(p1;p2)

�

+
2

L

X

r6= 0

V (r)[1+ (1� 1)(� 1)r]: (70)

6.1.2. M atrix elem ents to second order. The interm ediate states j00i= jFSi,j11i,

j20i,j02i,j30i,j03i,j21i,and j12icontributeto(67).Therespectiveterm sarelengthy,

seeAppendix B.Asin sections3 and 4 wewrite

M 2;(s;t)(e;p1;p2)= M
U

2

2;(s;t)(e;p1;p2)+ M
V

2

2;(s;t)(e;p1;p2)

+ M
U V
2;(s;t)(e;p1;p2): (71)

Thecontributionsto M U
2

2;(s;t)
(e;p1;p2)can befound in (B.1)and (B.2).Theterm sfor

M V
2

2;(s;t)
(e;p1;p2)resultfrom (B.3),(B.4),(B.5),(B.7),and (B.6). Lastly,the term s

forM U V
2;(s;t)

(e;p1;p2)arecollected in (B.8)and (B.9).

6.1.3. W annier perturbation theory. The �rst-orderresultfrom W annier perturba-

tion theory forthe singlet/tripletexcitonsfollowsfrom the lowesteigenvaluee
(1)

(s;t)
of

the W annierm atrix with entries

M
W (p1;p2)= M 0;(s;t)(p1;p2)+ M 1;(s;t)(p1;p2): (72)

M oreover,this calculation gives the �rst-order W annier wave functions with (real)

am plitudesw(s;t)(p),cf.(40).
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To second order,weevaluate(44),

e
(2)

(s;t)
=
X

jm i

h(s;t)jĤ ? jm ihm jĤ ? j(s;t)i

e
(0)

(s;t)
� (E

(0)
m � E

(0)

0 )
: (73)

O n theright-hand-sideofthisequation wekeep only thekineticenergy oftheW annier

exciton,

e
(0)

(s;t)
=
X

k

2E (k)[w(s;t)(k)]
2 (74)

in ordertobeconsistenttosecond orderin theCoulom b interaction.Thesecond-order

correction ofthe W annierexcitons’excitation energy isthen given by

e
(2)

(s;t)
=

X

p1;p2

w(s;t)(p1)w(s;t)(p2)M 2;(s;t)(e
(0)

(s;t)
;p1;p2)� E

(2)

0 ; (75)

and the excitons’excitation energy ise(s;t) = e
(1)

(s;t)
+ e

(2)

(s;t)
.

6.1.4.Two-step perturbation theory. To�rstorder,theresultsfrom theW annierand

two-step perturbation theoriesareidentical.Forthecalculation ofthecorrectionswe

de�ne the m atrix

B (s;t)(p1;p2)=
X

jm i

(s;t)hp1jŴ jm ihm jŴ jp2i(s;t)

E
(0)
m � E

(0)

0

(2E (p1)� (E
(0)
m � E

(0)

0 ))(2E (p2)� (E
(0)
m � E

(0)

0 ))
:

(76)

In orderto calculatetheentriesofthism atrix theenergy denom inatorswhich appear

in Appendix B m ustbe m odi�ed appropriately.

Asshown in (49),the excitation energy ofthe excitonsin two-step perturbation

theory isthen obtained from the lowesteigenvaluesofthe m atrix with the entries

A (s;t)(p1;p2)= M 0;(s;t)(p1;p2)+ M 1;(s;t)(p1;p2)

+ �p1;p2

�

M 2;(s;t)(2E (p1);p1;p1)� E
(2)

0

�

+ (1� �p1;p2)

�

M 2;(s;t)(2E (p1);p1;p2)

+ M 2;(s;t)(2E (p2);p1;p2)

+ B (s;t)(p1;p2)

�

: (77)

6.1.5. Down-folding perturbation theory. According to (63) and (64) the down-

folding m ethod requiresthe diagonalization ofthe m atrix with the entries

F(s;t)(e(s;t);p1;p2)= M 0;(s;t)(p1;p2)+ M 1;(s;t)(p1;p2)

+ M 2;(s;t)(e(s;t);p1;p2)� �p1;p2E
(2)

0 : (78)

The lowesteigenvaluem ustbe determ ined self-consistently.
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6.1.6. Com parison ofnum ericale�ort. Thenum erically cheapestm ethod isthetwo-

step perturbation theory.Forgiven Peierlsdim erization � and functionalform ofV (r)

one can calculate and store the m atrix elem ents which de�ne A (s;t)(p1;p2). The

param etersU ,V only enterasm ultiplicative factors.

Thisdoesnothold fortheW annierapproach anym orebecausethekineticenergy

dependson thewavefunction oftheW annierexciton in �rstorderoftheinteraction.

Fora �rstguesswecould replacee
(0)

(s;t)
in (74)by 2E (� �=2)becausep = � �=2 isthe

dom inantcontribution in theexcitonicwavefunctions.Thisspeedsup theanalysisas

a function ofthe Coulom b param etersbutitalso reducesthe quality ofthe results.

The down-folding approach is the m ostcostly ofthe three approachesin term s

ofcom puter-tim e. For given interaction param eters,the e�ort ofthe second-order

W anniertheoryhastoberepeated som esixtoeighttim esuntilconvergenceisreached.

6.2. Com parison with num ericalresultsfor the singletexciton

W estartwith a com parison ofouranalyticalresultsforthesingletexciton with those

ofthe DM RG .For the latter we assum e that the singlet exciton is identicalto the

lowest-lying charge excitation at �xed particle num ber N = L. This assum ption is

justi�ed in the presenceofa singletexciton.

W e do notpresentresultsfrom the down-folding approach.The self-consistency

algorithm is stable but the results from the down-folding approach underestim ate

the excitonic excitation energies drastically. W e do not consider the down-folding

perturbation theory any further because it is num erically the m ost expensive and

quantitatively the leastsuccessfulofourperturbativeapproaches.

6.2.1. Finite-size e�ects. As in previous sections we �rst investigate the size-

dependenceoftheexcitation energy.In Fig.8wecom paretheresultsfrom theDM RG

with thosefrom the variousperturbativeapproacheswhich wediscussed in section 5.

TheDM RG datashow avery weak sizedependencewhich isa clearsignalforabound

state. The data PT and PT1 do not reproduce this 1=L dependence. In fact,they

describean unbound particle-holeexcitation.Thestarting pointforPT and PT1 isa

singleparticle-holeexcitation atm om entum p = � �=2,and correctionsarecalculated

in �rstand second-orderRayleigh{Schr�odingerperturbation theory,respectively.The

resultsshow thatthisapproach isnotapplicableforthedescription ofexcitonicoptical

excitations,and weshallnotpursuethisapproach any further.

W annier theory to �rst order (W PT1),to second order (W PT2),and the two-

step perturbation theory show avery weak sizedependence,characteristicforabound

state.Asseen from the�gure,thetwo-step perturbation theory doesnotim provethe

result from �rst-order W annier perturbation theory,and the second-order W annier

theory isthe bestapproxim ation to the DM RG data.

In allcases,theresultsforL = 100area very good estim atefortheresultsin the

therm odynam ic lim it. The di�erences between the various perturbative approaches

and the num erically exactDM RG aresigni�cant.

6.2.2.Fixed ratio U=V . In Fig.9weshow theresultsforthesingletexcitation energy

as a function ofV for L = 100,� = 0:2,and �xed ratio U=V = 2. It is seen that

second-order W annier theory is naturally superior to the �rst order approxim ation

and provides a rather good description. At (V = 1:5t,U = 3t),when the charge

gap hasalm ostdoubled from itsnon-interacting value� P,thedi�erencebetween the
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Figure 8. Singletexciton energy (charge gap)� c asa function ofinverse system

size for �xed U = 2V = 2t and � = 0:2 in the D M RG and perturbation theory;

see text forfurtherdetails.
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Figure 9. Singlet exciton energy (charge gap) � c as a function ofV for �xed

ratio U=V = 2,L = 100,and � = 0:2 in the D M RG and in various perturbative

approaches.
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DM RG and second-order W annier theory is less than ten percent. In contrast,the

�rst-order W annier theory is already o� by 30 percent,and two-step perturbation

theory becom eseven worsethan that.

6.2.3. Fixed V . As for the ground-state energy and the single-particle gap, the

discrepancies between the DM RG and second-orderperturbation theory increase as

a function ofV butnotso m uch asa function ofU . In Fig.10 we show the singlet

excitation energy asa function ofU for�xed V = t,L = 100,and � = 0:2.The two-

step perturbation theory and second-orderW anniertheory closely follow the alm ost

quadraticalincreaseofthechargegap asafunction ofU .Thesingletexcitation energy

can triple from itsbare value � P = 0:8tat(U = 5t,V = t),and stillthe deviations

are only aboutten percent.In contrast,�rst-orderW anniertheory beginsto deviate

noticeably already at(U = 3t;V = t).

1 2 3 4 5

U/V

0.5
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Figure 10. Singlet exciton energy (charge gap) � c as a function of U=V for

�xed V = t,L = 100,and � = 0:2 in the D M RG and in various perturbative

approaches.

6.2.4. Conclusion. W anniertheory to second orderconsistently im provestheresults

from �rst-orderW anniertheory.Itprovidesa quantitative description even forlarge

Coulom b param eterswhen thechargegap hasm orethan doubled from itsbarePeierls

value.

The two-step perturbation theory can handle the inuence of large Hubbard

interactionsbutitfailsquickly when thelong-rangepartsoftheCoulom b interactions

becom e relevant. This is som ewhat unfortunate because the two-step perturbation

theory isnum erically the cheapestofallsecond-orderm ethods.

The good perform ance ofthe second-order W annier theory indicates that this

approach describesthe relevantobjectsappropriately.To �rstorderin the Coulom b
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interaction W anniertheoryform sthechargeneutralexciton from anegative(electron)

and a positive charge excitation (hole). This object has the appropriate quantum

num bers also for strong Coulom b interactions. Therefore, the residual Coulom b

interactions,i.e,the coupling to the ground state and otherparticle-holeexcitations,

apparently perturb the exciton properly. In contrast,two-step perturbation theory

builds excitons from dressed electrons and holes and thereby overestim ates the

repulsion against other states with electron-hole pairs which results in a too sm all

energeticsplittingbetween theexciton in two-step perturbation theoryand theground

state.

6.3. Com parison with num ericalresultsfor the tripletexciton

W e continue with a com parison ofouranalyticalresultsforthe tripletexciton with

those ofthe DM RG .Forthe latterwe assum e thatthe tripletexciton isidenticalto

the lowest-lying spin excitation at �xed particle num ber N = L. This assum ption

is justi�ed in the presence of a triplet exciton. Again, we do not present results

from thedown-folding approach becauseitfailsquantitatively already forfairly sm all

interaction strengths.

6.3.1. Fixed ratio U=V . Forthetripletexciton,theresultsfrom perturbation theory

are m uch less reliable than for the singlet exciton. As can be seen from Fig.11,a

quantitatively correctanswerisprovided by second-orderW anniertheory only up to

U = 2V = 2t,whereas�rst-orderW anniertheory and two-step perturbation theory

failforeven sm allerCoulom b param eters.

0 0.5 1 1.5

V=U/2
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Two-Step_PT

Figure 11. Triplet exciton energy (spin gap) � s as a function of V for �xed

ratio U=V = 2,L = 100,and � = 0:2 in the D M RG and in various perturbative

approaches.
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6.3.2. Fixed V . Perturbation theory fails even qualitatively for m oderate to large

valuesoftheHubbard interaction.TheDM RG exciton energy increases,attensout,

and �nally turnsinto a 1=U behavior,asseen in Figs.11 and 12.Thisshowsthatthe

nature ofthe excitonic excitation changesdrastically asa function ofU=t: forlarge

Coulom b interactions the triplet exciton is a bound state ofa pair oftwo spins on

singly occupied sites,i.e.,itloosesitscharacterofbound charge excitationswhich is

assum ed in perturbation theory.

1 2 3 4 5

U/V

0

0.5
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 ∆
s

DMRG
WPT1
WPT2
Two-Step-PT

Figure 12. Triplet exciton energy (spin gap) � s as a function ofU=V for �xed

V = t,L = 100,and � = 0:2in theD M RG and in variousperturbativeapproaches.

6.3.3. Conclusion. Triplet excitons cannot be described reliably within low-order

perturbation theory becausethenatureofthelowesttripletexcitation quickly changes

asa function ofthe interaction strength.Fornottoo largeHubbard interactions,the

triplet exciton looses its charge contents and is better viewed as a bound state of

two spin-1/2 excitations (spinons). The description ofsuch a state lies beyond the

possibilitiesof�nite-orderperturbation theory.

7. C oncluding rem arks

7.1. Sum m ary

In thiswork weperform ed second-orderperturbation theory fortheextended Peierls{

Hubbard m odelfortheground-stateenergyand thesingle-particlegap.Theagreem ent

with the num erically exact DM RG data was very good up to Coulom b param eters

wherethe barePeierlsgap hasalm osttripled.

Forbound opticalexcitations,thesituation islessfavorable.Thesingletexciton

energy isreasonably welldescribed by second-orderW annierperturbation theory for
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Coulom b param eterswhich lead to a doubling ofthe single-particle gap. The triplet

exciton can be described perturbatively forweak coupling only.

The second-order W annier theory proves to be superior to other second-order

approaches.Itssuccessm ay berelated to thefactthatafteritsform ation theexciton

isa charge neutralobjectto which otherpartsofthe Hilbertspace are coupled less

intensely by theCoulom b interaction.Thecom putationally m ostcostly down-folding

m ethod perform sworstand can besafelydiscarded.Thetwo-step perturbation theory

where excitons are form ed from dressed particles is com putationally the cheapest

m ethod. Unfortunately,it does not im prove the �rst-order W annier theory for the

singletexciton system atically.Thisindicatesthattheexciton should notbeseen asa

bound stateofdressed quasi-particles.In ordertoinvestigatethisquestion further,the

G W -BSE approach [9]oughtto be applied directly to the extended Peierls{Hubbard

m odelso that its predictions can be tested against the num erically exact DM RG

results.

7.2. Discussion

In order to com pare our results with those ofprevious work on poly-(di)acetylene,

we note that we m ay write V = e2=("a0) where a0 � 1:4�A is the average distance

between thecarbon atom s,eistheelectricchargeand "isthedielectricconstantofthe

surroundingm edium .In [8]itsvalueisgiven by"A be � 5which ism uch largerthan the

typicalvaluesforplastic,"� 2:3.Forthe Abe value one�ndsV � 2eV = t,and the

application of�rst-order(W annier)perturbation theory at� = 0:2 givesa reasonable

agreem entwith the m easured binding energiesofthe �rstsingletand tripletexciton

in poly-diacetylene which are � c = 0:5eV and � s = 0:9eV,respectively. However,

the m easured single-particle gap is � 1 = 2:3eV which is seriously overestim ated by

0:7eV forthe given choiceofparam eters,� D M R G
1 (U = 2t;V = t;� = 0:2)= 3:0eV.

Thereason forthisdiscrepancyisreadilyidenti�ed.Theassum ption � = 0:2leads

toabaregap of� P = 0:8t� 1:6eV.Ashasbeen seen in Fig.6,thesingle-particlegap

increases linearly with the Coulom b interaction. Therefore,a good agreem entwith

the experim entalgap value isachieved atV = 0:6twhich would correspond to "� 8

which isunrealistic.Apparently,the assum ption ofa largePeierlsgap isnotcorrect.

A m orerealisticapproach startsfrom a m uch sm allerPeierlscontribution to the

gap. W e should rather work with � = 0:1 or sm aller [13],which is in accordance

with an estim ate of the electron-lattice interaction in benzene [7]. The Peierls

gap then is � P = 0:4t � 0:8eV which is about one third of the full gap. W e

then �nd for the single-particle gap � PT
1 (U = 2t;V = t;� = 0:1) = 1:75eV

from second-order perturbation theory which is 12 percent below the exact value

of� D M R G
1 (U = 2t;V = t;� = 0:1)= 1:98eV from theDM RG .Forthesingletexciton,

we �nd � PT
c (U = 2t;V = t;� = 0:1)= 1:44eV which is22 percentabove the DM RG

value� D M R G
c (U = 2t;V = t;� = 0:1)= 1:18eV.Theagreem entisquiteacceptablein

both cases. However,the com parison ofthe binding energiesforthe singletexciton,

� PT
bind;s

(U = 2t;V = t;� = 0:1)= 0:31eV versus�D M R G
bind;s

(U = 2t;V = t;� = 0:1)=

0:80eV reveals that we are stretching second-order perturbation theory beyond its

lim itsbecause theerrorin the binding energy increasesto m orethan 60 percent.

A realisticdescription ofthe experim entaldata forpoly-diacetylenerequiresthe

inclusion ofthe fullband-structure and ofthe lattice relaxation for excited states,

m ostly for the triplet exciton [14]. In particular, a better understanding of the

screening in thesem aterials[15]and a re�nem entoftheO hno potentialarenecessary.
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A ppendix A .U sefulrelations

Appendix A.1.Peierls transform ation

The PeierlsHam iltonian isdiagonalized via the transform ation

âk;� = �kĉk;� + i�kĉk+ �;� ; b̂k;� = �kĉk;� � i�kĉk+ �;� : (A.1)

Itsinversereads

ĉk;� = �kâk;� + �kb̂k;� ;quadĉk+ �;� = � i�kâk;� + i�kâk;� : (A.2)

M oreover,wehave

2�k�k = �
2t� sin(k)

E (k)
; �

2
k � �

2
k =

2tcos(k)

E (k)
: (A.3)

Appendix A.2.Help functions

In order to express m atrix second-order elem ents for the Hubbard interaction we

introducethe abbreviations

f1(k1;k2) � �k1�k2 � �k2�k1 = � f1(k2;k1);

f2(k1;k2) � �k1�k2 + �k1�k2 = f2(k2;k1);

u1(k1;k2;k3;k4)� f1(k2;k1)f1(k4;k3)� f2(k2;k1)f2(k4;k3);

u2(k1;k2;k3;k4)� f1(k2;k1)f2(k4;k3)+ f1(k4;k3)f2(k2;k1): (A.4)

The second-orderm atrix elem entsforthe long-rangeCoulom b requirethe functions

A �(r)�
1

L

X

k

cos(k)cos(kr)
p
cos(k)2 + �2 sin(k)2

= A �(� r);

B �(r)�
1

L

X

k

� sin(k)sin(kr)
p
cos(k)2 + �2 sin(k)2

= � B �(� r); (A.5)

v0(k) �
X

� L =2< r< L =2;rj2= 1

1

2jrj

4t

E (k)

�

� sin(k)cos(kr)A�(r)

� cos(k)sin(kr)B �(r)

�

; (A.6)

where(rj2 = 1)denotesallodd r.W ith the help functions

C+ (k1;k2)�
X

r6= 0

1

2jrj
2cos(r(k1 � k2));

C� (k1;k2)�
X

r6= 0

(� 1)r

2jrj
2cos(r(k1 � k2)) (A.7)

wethen introduce

v1(k1;k2;k3;k4)� C+ (k3;k4)f1(k2;k1)f1(k4;k3)

� C� (k3;k4)f2(k2;k1)f2(k4;k3); (A.8)

v2(k1;k2;k3;k4)� C+ (k3;k4)f1(k4;k3)f2(k2;k1)

+ C� (k3;k4)f1(k2;k1)f2(k4;k3): (A.9)
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Appendix A.3.Usefulcontractions

W e collect som e contractions which frequently appear in the calculation ofm atrix

elem entsto �rstand second orderin the Coulom b interaction. The expression hÔ i0

denotesthe expectation value ofthe operator Ô in the ground state jFSi(12)ofthe

Peierlsinsulator.The paircontractionsare

ĥnl;�i0 =
1

2
; (A.10)

ĥc
+

l;�
ĉl+ r;�i0 =

1

2
�r;0 +

1� (� 1)r

2
(A �(r)+ (� 1)lB �(r));

ĥc
+

l;�
âk;�i0 =

1
p
L
e
� ikl(�k + i(� 1)l�k);

ĥcl;� b̂
+

k;�
i0 =

1
p
L
e
ikl(�k + i(� 1)l�k): (A.11)

Im portantcontractionswith fourFerm ioperatorsare

ĥnl;� b̂
+

k1;�
âk2;�i0 =

1

L
e
i(k1� k2)l(f1(k2;k1)+ i(� 1)lf2(k2;k1));

ĥbk;� ĉ
+

l+ r;�
i0ĥcl;� b̂

+

k;�
i0 =

1

L
e
� ikr(�2k + (� 1)r�2k)

+ i
1

L
e
� ikr(� 1)l(1� (� 1)r)�k�k ;

ĥa
+

k;�
ĉl+ r;�i0ĥc

+

l;�
âk;�i0 = �

1

L
e
ikr(�2k + (� 1)r�2k)

� i
1

L
e
ikr(� 1)l(1� (� 1)r)�k�k :

and
�

b̂k1;�

�

n̂l;� �
1

2

�

b̂
+

k2;�

�

0

=
1

L
e
� i(k1� k2)lf2(k2;k1)

+ i
1

L
e
� i(k1� k2)l(� 1)lf1(k2;k1);(A.12)

�

â
+

k1;�

�

n̂l;� �
1

2

�

âk2;�

�

0

= �
1

L
e
i(k1� k2)lf2(k2;k1)

+ i
1

L
e
i(k1� k2)l(� 1)lf1(k2;k1): (A.13)

A ppendix B .Second-order m atrix elem ents for opticalexcitations

Appendix B.1. Second order in the Hubbard interaction

Asinterm ediatestateswem ayhavejm i= j11iand jm i= j21i.Duetospin sym m etry,

the contribution from jm i= j12iequalsthatfrom jm i= j21i.W e �nd

M
U

2
j11i

2;(s;t)
(e;p1;p2)=

�
U 2

2L2

�
X

k1;k2;k3;k4

1

e�
P 4

j= 1
E (kj)

�
�p1;k2 � �p1;k1 � [�p1;k4 � �p1;k3]

�
� fp1 ! p2g

h

�k1� k2+ k3� k4;0[u2(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2

+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4;� �[u1(k1;k2;k3;k4)]
2

i

; (B.1)
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and

M
U

2
j21i

2;(s;t)
(e;p1;p2)=

�
U

L

� 2 X

k1< k3;k2< k4;k5;k6

1

e�
P 6

j= 1
E (kj)

�

�k1� k2+ k3� k4+ k5� k6;0

n

�p1;k1�k1;k2u1(k3;k4;k5;k6)

+ �p1;k3�k3;k4u1(k1;k2;k5;k6)

� �p1;k1�k1;k4u1(k3;k2;k5;k6)

� �p1;k3�k3;k2u1(k1;k4;k5;k6)

o

�

n

p1 ! p2

o

+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4+ k5� k6;� �
n

�p1;k1�k1;k2u2(k3;k4;k5;k6)

+ �p1;k3�k3;k4u2(k1;k2;k5;k6) (B.2)

� �p1;k1�k1;k4u2(k3;k2;k5;k6)

� �p1;k3�k3;k2u2(k1;k4;k5;k6)

o

�

n

p1 ! p2

o�

:

The six-fold sum can be reduced to a three-fold sum . Nevertheless, expressions

like thisshow thathigher-orderterm sin the perturbation theory cannotbe handled

num erically becausethey involve�veand m oreparticle-holeexcitations.

Appendix B.2. Second order in the long-range interaction

Theparticle-holeexcitation in j(s;t)ican bedestroyed.Therefore,thestatejFSiwith

no particle-holeexcitationsalso contributes,

M
V

2
j00i

2;(s;t)
(e;p1;p2)= V

2((1� 1)2v0(p1)v0(p2))=(2e): (B.3)

Next,the statesj11icontribute

M
V

2
j11i

2;(s;t)
(e;p1;p2)=

1

2

�
V

L

� 2 X

k1;k2;k3;k4

1

e�
P 4

j= 1
E (kj)

�

�k1� k2+ k3� k4;0

n

�k1;k2�k3;k4L (�p1;k1v0(k3)� �p1;k3v0(k1))

+ (�p1;k2 � �p1;k1)v2(k1;k2;k3;k4)

� (�p1;k4 � �p1;k3)v2(k3;k4;k1;k2)

o

�

n

p1 ! p2

o

+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4;� �
n

(�p1;k2 � �p1;k1)v1(k1;k2;k3;k4)

� (�p1;k4 � �p1;k3)v1(k3;k4;k1;k2)

o

�

n

p1 ! p2

o�

: (B.4)
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The statesj20iand j02iequally contribute
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2;(s;t)
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�
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n
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� L [�p1;k1v0(k3)+ �p1;k3v0(k1)]
2

(�p1;k2 � �p1;k1)v2(k1;k2;k3;k4)

+ (�p1;k4 � �p1;k3)v2(k3;k4;k1;k2)

� (�p1;k2 � �p1;k3)v2(k1;k4;k3;k2)
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o

�

n

p1 ! p2

o

+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4;� �
n
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o

�

n

p1 ! p2

o�

: (B.5)

Excitations with three particles and holes equally contribute. W e have two equal

contributionsfrom j30iand j03i,
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V
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n
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� �k5;k2�p1;k5 (vf(k1;k6;k3;k4)� (k1 $ k3))

� �k5;k4�p1;k5 (vf(k1;k2;k3;k6)� (k1 $ k3))

�

n

p1 ! p2

o

: (B.6)
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M oreover,we�nd from the statesj21iand j12i,
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o
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o
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n
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+ �k1;k2�p1;k1v2(k3;k4;k5;k6)

� �k1;k4�p1;k1v2(k3;k2;k5;k6)

� �k3;k2�p1;k3v2(k1;k4;k5;k6)
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o
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n

p1 ! p2
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: (B.7)

The �-conditionsreducethe six-fold sum m ationsto a num erically tractableproblem .

Appendix B.3. Second-order m ixed interactions

O nly two term sadd to the m atrix elem entsin second order.The statesj11igive
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o

+ fp1 $ p2g

�
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+ �k1� k2+ k3� k4;� �
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o
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��

: (B.8)

The statesj21iand j12iequally contributeand give
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: (B.9)
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