
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

62
18

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  2
7 

O
ct

 2
00

5

B osonization solution ofthe Falicov-K im ballm odel

P.M .R.Brydon and M .Gul�acsi

Departm entofTheoreticalPhysics,Institute ofAdvanced Studies,

The Australian NationalUniversity,Canberra,ACT 0200,Australia

(Dated:M arch 23,2024)

Abstract

W e use a novelapproach to analyze the one-dim ensionalspinless Falicov-K im ballm odel. W e

derive a sim ple e�ective m odelfor the occupation ofthe localized orbitals which clearly reveals

the origin ofthe known ordering. O urstudy isextended to a quantum m odelwith hybridization

between the localized and itinerant states: we �nd a crossover between the well-known weak-

and strong-coupling behaviour. The existence ofelectronic polarons at interm ediate coupling is

con�rm ed.A phasediagram ispresented and discussed in detail.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.28.+ d,71.27.+ a,71.30.+ h
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The Falicov-Kim ballm odel(FKM ) is one ofthe sim plest yet m ost versatile m odels of

strongly correlated electron system s.Itdescribesa band ofconduction (c-)electronsinter-

acting via arepulsivecontactpotentialG with localized f-electronsofenergy �f.Originally

conceived ofasam odelforvalencetransitions(VTs)[1],theFKM istoday usually regarded

asa sim ple m odelofa binary alloy,theso-called crystallization problem (CP)[2].TheCP

assum es�xed c-and f-electron populations,exam ining the diagonalLRO (or\crystalline

order")adopted by thef-electronsin theground state.In spiteofdetailed num ericalm aps

ofthe one-dim ensional(1D)FKM ’sphase diagram [3],itsbehaviourisonly rigorously un-

derstood atweak-[4]and strong-coupling [5].

A c-f hybridization term isusually added to the FKM in orderto m odelm ixed-valence

system s [6]. The presence ofquantum valence 
uctuations m akes this a fundam entally

di�erentproblem to theFKM :itisreferred to astheextended orquantum Falicov-Kim ball

M odel(QFKM ).In contrasttotheFKM ,theQFKM ’sbehaviourrem ainslargely unknown.

Although thereisno consensuson thenatureoftheground state[7,8],excitonice�ectsare

expected to dom inate the physics and so this rem ains an im portantopen question in the

theory ofopticalpropertiesofstrongly correlated electron system s.

Using thewell-known non-perturbativetechniqueofbosonization,weobtain forthe�rst

tim e a com plete theoreticaldescription ofthe 1D FKM below half-�lling. This analysis

revealstheroleofthec-electronsin generating theobserved f-electron order;allaspectsof

theCP resultsarenaturally explained within ourapproach.W ederivean e�ectiveHam ilto-

nian forthef-orbitaloccupancy which accurately predictsthe FKM ’sphase diagram .For

a sm allhybridization potentialourapproach isalso suitable forthe QFKM .W e presenta

phase diagram thatinterpolatesbetween the well-known weak-and strong-coupling lim its;

ourwork rigorously establishestherelevanceofelectronicpolaron e�ects.

TheFKM forspinlessferm ionshastheHam iltonian

H F K M = � t
X

hi;ji

c
y

icj + �f
X

j

n
f

j + G
X

j

n
c
jn

f

j (1)

W e consider only repulsive potentials,G > 0. The concentration ofelectrons is �xed at

n = 1

N

P

jfn
f

j + ncjg < 1 where N isthe num berofsites. In ourstudy ofthe QFKM ,we

adoptthestandard on-sitehybridization potentialH hyb = V
P

jff
y

jcj + H.c.g.

Proceeding with our bosonization solution,we linearize the c-electron spectrum about

thetwo Ferm ipointsand de�ne left-and right-m oving Ferm ion �eldsc�j,� = L(� ),R(+)
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respectively as subscript (otherwise). The chiraldensity operators ��(k) =
P

k0c
y

�k0+ kc�k0

obey thestandard Luttingercom m utators[��(k);��0(k
0)]

�
= ��;�0�k;� k0�kL=2� fora system

ofsize L � a,the lattice constant. The dualBose �elds are constructed in term s ofthe

��(k)[9]:

�(xj) = � i
X

�

X

k6= 0

�

kL
��(k)��(k)e

ikxj (2)

�(xj) = i
X

�

X

k6= 0

�
�

kL
��(k)��(k)e

ikxj (3)

Thecut-o�function � �(k)appearingin Eq.(2)andEq.(3)satis�estheconditions� �(k)� 1

forjkj< �

�
and ��(k)� 0otherwise.��(k)enforcesthe�nitem inim um wavelength � > aof

thebosonicdensity 
uctuations��(k):taking into accountthiswavelength lim itisessential

forpreserving the lattice structure ofthe FKM [10]. Since the Bose �eldscannot‘resolve’

distanceslessthan �,we�nd thattheusual�eld com m utatorsare‘sm eared’overthislength

scale:

[�(xj);�(xj0)]� =
i�

2
sgn�(xj0 � xj) (4)

[@x�(xj);�(xj0)]� = � i���(xj0 � xj) (5)

Heresgn�(x)and ��(x)arethe�-sm eared sign and Diracdelta functionsrespectively [11].

ThechiralFerm ionsarerepresented in term softheBose�eldsby theM andelstram iden-

tity c�j =
q

Aa=�F̂� exp(� i� [�(xj)� ��(xj)]). The dim ensionless norm alization constant

A isdependentupon theform of��(k);theKlein factorsF̂� are\ladderoperators"between

subspacesofdi�eringc-electron num ber.Thebosonicform ofthenum beroperatorsisgiven

by

n
c
j = n

c
0
�
a

�
@x�(xj)+

Aa

�

X

�

F̂
y
� F̂� �e

i2��(xj)e
� i2�kF xj (6)

The �rstterm on the RHS,nc0,isthe non-interacting c-electron concentration;the second

term istheforward-scattering density 
uctuation;thethird term isthe�rstorderbackscat-

tering correction.Higherordercorrectionsareusually neglected.

Our bosonization analysis requires that nc0 6= 0. For the sake ofbrevity,here we as-

sum e the sym m etric case with equalc-and f-populationsin the non-interacting lim it,i.e.

nc
0
= n

f

0 = 1

2
n. For the VT problem , this pins the Ferm ilevelat �f = � 2tcos(kF a),

kF = �n=2a is the Ferm im om entum (note that �f is irrelevant to the CP).Using the

electron concentration condition wealso re-writetheCoulom b interaction up to a constant:
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f
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2
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� 1

2
G
P

jn
f

j.Itisnow asim plem attertoobtain thebosonized

form oftheHam iltonian by substituting theseidentitiesinto Eq.(1).

W e apply a shift transform ation on the c-electron bosonic �elds Û =

exp
n

iG a
�vF

P

j(n
f

j �
1

2
)�(xj)

o

where vF = 2tasin(kF a) is the c-electron Ferm i velocity.

This transform ation rotates the basis of the Hilbert space so that the c-electrons are

explicitly coupled to the f-orbitals. Introducing a pseudospin-1
2
representation for the

f-electron occupation atsitej,n
f

j �
1

2
= �zj,wewritethetransform ed Ham iltonian

Û
yH F K M Û =

vF a

2�

X

j

n
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2
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2
o
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2
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�

xj
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(7)

where K �(xj) = S�(xj)+ L�(xj),S�(xj) =
�

2

P 1
n= 1[sgn�(xj+ n � xj)� 1]

�

�zj+ n � �zj� n+ 1

�

and L�(xj)=
�

2

�
G a

�vF
� 1

� P
1
n= 1sgn�(xj+ n � xj)

�

�zj+ n � �zj� n

�

. S�(xj)isa m easure ofthe

short-rangebehaviourofthepseudospins,subtracting the�z within � to theleftofxj from

the �z within � to the right;L �(xj) probes the long-range behaviour,subtracting the �z

m orethan � to theleftofxj from the�z m orethan � to theright[12].Notethatweretain

allterm sproduced by thecanonicaltransform in Eq.(7).

Therem ovaloftheforward-scatteringCoulom b interaction introducestheim portantnew

term

H int = �
G 2a2

2�vF

X

j;j0

�
z
j��(xj � xj0)�

z
j0 (8)

The physicalorigin ofthis interaction is the delocalization ofthe c-electrons below scales

lessthan � > a. A c-electron spread overm ore than a single lattice site carriesthe sam e

chargeoverthesesites:duetotheCoulom b interaction G,thiswillfavourem pty underlying

f-orbitals.Although such \segregation" isknown to occurin the CP [3,5],the derivation

ofthe responsible e�ective interaction is a new achievem ent in the history ofthe m odel.

The�-sm eared �-function in Eq.(8)m akesitclearthattheinteraction isshort-ranged;we

m ay thereforeapproxim atetheinteraction asnearest-neighbouronly,H int � � J
P

j�
z
j�

z
j+ 1,

J = G 2a2��(a)=�vF .

Theotherterm sin Eq.(7)involving thepseudospinsareaconstantand asite-dependent

longitudinal�eld. The form er is im portant only in the VT:together with the �rst term

in Eq.(7)thisdeterm ines the distribution ofthe totalelectron population acrossthe two
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orbitals. The site-dependent �eld arisesfrom the 2kF -backscattering ofthe c-electronso�

the f-orbitals. This is responsible for the observed LRO phases,in close analogy to the

Peierlsstate [4].Itisclearfrom Eq.(7)thattheLRO dom inatesthe segregation atweak-

coupling G � t;increasing G,however,Eq.(8)eventually causesthe system to segregate

(theSEG phase).

The com petition between the SEG and LRO phases can be sim ply studied within the

fram eworkofourbosonization approach:sincetheonlycouplingin Eq.(7)between theBose

�elds and the �-pseudospins isin the backscattering term ,by replacing � with a suitably

chosen expectation valueweobtain an e�ectiveHam iltonian H e� forthef-occupation only.

Exact diagonalization calculations on 3200-site chains reveals that within the SEG phase

thec-electronsareattheirLuttingerliquid �xed pointforallG [13].Thechoiceh�(xj)i= 0

isthereforevalid acrossthephasediagram [10].Substituting thisinto Eq.(7),we�nd

H e� = � J
X

j

�
z
j�

z
j+ 1

�
2GAa

�

X

j

�
z
j cos

�

2
n

K �(xj)+
h

kF +
�

2a

i

xj

o�

(9)

Below wepresenta detailed analysisofH e�.

Since the c-and f-populationsare �xed in the CP,Eq.(9)by itselffully describesthe

system close to theSEG-LRO boundary.To determ ine thisline thesite-dependence ofthe

longitudinal�eld m ustbeknown;in particular,weexam ineS�(xj)and L�(xj).W ithin the

SEG phase,the f-electronsare arranged into a single block [5]. The m agnitude ofL�(xj)

reachesam axim um attheedgeofthisblock,increasingly linearly astheedgeisapproached

from eitherside.In contrast,S�(xj)vanisheseverywhereexceptin thevicinity ofthisedge.

Thelongitudinal�eld thushasthegeneralform hzj / cos(!j+ �),! and � constants.

The periodicity (!)ofhzj determ inesthe criticalIsing coupling [14]: forG � twe �nd

the criticalline G ca = vF

q

2�A=���(a). The f-electron con�guration acts as an applied

scatteringpotentialGh�zjiforthec-electrons[13].Below theaverageinterparticleseparation

� k
� 1
F thec-electronsscatterindependently:forn � 1thelow-energy(E = 0)wavefunctions

 therefore obey the Schr�odinger equation @2x (x)= Gm h�zxi (x)in the continuum lim it

(m is the bare electron m ass). From elem entary quantum m echanics we �nd plane wave

solutionsover unoccupied orbitals(h�zxi= � 1

2
)and exponentially decaying solutions with
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characteristiclength � /
q

t=G overoccupied orbitals(h�zxi=
1

2
)[15].� clearly corresponds

to � in the boson theory;forsm allG c Taylor-expanding ��(a)in the criticalline equation

gives G ca=vF =
p
2�2A(1+ a2=2�2 + :::),im plying a linearrelationship between G ca=vF

and G c. This is con�rm ed by exam ining the num ericaldata ofGajek etal.,with our �t

giving A = 1=32�2,� = a=2
p
G c,and a criticalline G c=t= 0:5sin(n�=2)=(1� sin(n�=2))

asplotted in Fig.(1).Thisisthe�rstanalyticexpression fortheSEG-LRO boundary valid

atweak coupling.

M oving on to the VT problem ,it is clear from Eq.(7) that the Coulom b interaction

willshift the f-leveldownwards, em ptying the c-band. The depletion ofthe c-electron

population causes segregation to occur at a sm aller value ofG than in the CP;the new

boundary can becalculated self-consistently from theavailablenum ericalresults[3].Using

the sam e curve-�tting technique asforthe CP,we �nd excellent agreem entwith the data

forG c=t= 0:35sin(n�=2)=[1� sin(n�=2)](A � 1:55� 10� 3,� � 0:418a=
p
G c),seeFig.(1).

Furtherincreasing G above the criticalvalue G=t= 4(1� cos(n�=2))=(1� n) the f-level

liesbelow the c-electron band edge and so allelectrons have f-character. The absence of

c-electronsto m ediate the segregating interaction im pliesthathere any f-con�guration is

theground state.

W eextend ouranalysistothephysically interesting lim itV � toftheQFKM .Bosonizing

and carrying outthecanonicaltransform ,thehybridization addstheterm

Û
yH hybÛ = 4V

s

Aa

�

X

j

�
x
j cos

�

K �(xj)+
h

kF +
�

2a

i

xj

�

(10)

tothee�ectivepseudospin Ham iltonian Eq.(9).W ehaveused ageneralized Jordan-W igner

transform ation to com bine the f-electron operatorsand the Klein factorsinto pseudospins

�
+

j = f
y

jF̂�e
� i��xj=2aexp

�

� i��
2

P

j0sgn(xj0 � xj)
�

n
f

j0 �
1

2

��

. The resulting e�ective pseu-

dospin Ham iltonian is easily recognized as the Ising m odelin site-dependent longitudinal

(hzj)and transverse (h
x
j)�elds.

Although we are notaware ofany system atic study ofthisHam iltonian,we can never-

theless deduce im portantaspects ofits physicalbehaviour. The two extrem e lim its G� t

and G� tare easiestto discuss. In the form ercase the presence ofV � G doesnotrad-

ically m odify the VT physics. W here the longitudinal�eld dom inates,we can discard the

Ising interaction so thatthepseudospinstrack thelongitudinaland transverse�elds;clearly

the transverse �eld willonly be im portantwhere the longitudinal�eld issm all. Thiswill
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\sm ear" the crystalline arrangem ent,butleavesthe basic picture ofa density wave intact.

W here the Ising interaction dom inates,the hybridization willstabilize the SEG phase as

quantum 
uctuationsm aintain a non-zero c-electron population.

For G � tthe quantum 
uctuations produced by the hybridization dom inate,funda-

m entally altering the behaviour ofthe system . Discarding the Ising interaction which is

irrelevantform ostofthisregim e,wearriveatthesam etrivialm odelofpseudospinstrack-

ing longitudinaland transverse �elds as in the G � t LRO phase. Here,however, the

transverse �eld is generally m uch larger than the longitudinal�eld: the pseudospins will

be m ostly ordered along the x-axis with h�xji �
1

2
sgn(hxj). In term s ofthe f-occupation,

thisim pliesthathf
y

jcji6= 0,with interm ediate occupation ofeach f-orbital0< hn
f

ji�
1

2
n.

Thelongitudinal�eld producesonly sm alldeviationsfrom thishom ogeneousdistribution of

electron density.Thisisclearly a m ixed-valencestate(M VS).

Ourpseudospin m odelallowsusto connectthese two extrem e lim itsforthe �rsttim e:

for V = 0:05twe present the QFKM ’s phase diagram as the inset in Fig.(1). Close to

half-�lling the Ising interaction is never dom inantso the m odelof�-pseudospins tracking

the longitudinaland transverse �elds is valid for any G. In Fig.(1) we de�ne an M VS-

LRO boundary by equating the m agnitude ofthe transverse and longitudinal�elds. For

sm alln,however,thelongitudinal�eld isnegligible;discarding thisterm from H e� we �nd

a transverse �eld Ising m odel(TFIM ) describes the f-orbitaloccupation. Although the

TFIM hasan order-disordertransition [16],theshifting ofthef-levelliftsthesystem from

criticality and so thereisa crossoverregim e(CR)between theSEG and M VS phases.

The details ofthe CR physics are controlled by the site-dependence ofthe transverse

�eld Eq.(10).NeartheSEG phasewecan usethesam evaluesforS�(xj)and L�(xj)asin

theCP analysis;forM VS behaviourboth theseobjectsvanish.W ethusassum ea periodic

transverse�eld within theCR.In general,theperiodicityisincom m ensuratewith thelattice:

num ericalstudies[17]revealthisto be qualitatively identicalto a random variation ofthe

transverse �eld. The random TFIM hasbeen studied in depth by Fisher[18]using a real-

space renorm alization group treatm ent. To relate Fisher’s results to the CR,we assum e

an e�ective Ham iltonian H C R = � J
P

j�
z
j�

z
j+ 1 +

P

jh
x
j�

x
j where the valuesofhxj are drawn

random ly from the cosine distribution �(h)dh = (C�)� 1
q

1� (h=C)2,C = 4V
q

Aa=�.For

the CR,A and � are asin the SEG phase;we therefore use the valuesfrom the classical

(V = 0)VT problem .
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FIG .1:G round-statephasediagram forthesym m etricFK M below half-�lling fortheCP (dashed

line)and VT problem (solid line).Thenum ericaldata points(circlesforVT,plussign forCP)are

dueto G ajek etal.[3].Inset:thephasediagram forthe Q FK M .Phasesare asdescribed in text.

Lowering G from theSEG phase,theCR isreached atJc1 = m axjhxjj:forJ < Jc1 the

Ising coupling isnotgreaterthan the m agnitude ofthe transverse �eld everywhere on the

lattice. The rare regionswhere jhxjj> J breaks the SEG ground state up into random ly

distributed largeclustersofzero and fullf-occupancy.Thesystem neverthelessretainsthe

characteroftheSEG phase so long asJ > Jc2 = jhxjj,the average value ofjh
x
jjacrossthe

lattice.Thisisre
ected by them ean f� f correlationshn
f

jn
f

j+ xiwhich decay exponentially

to (nf)2 > (n
f

0)
2 with correlation length � � expf� 2[ln(Jc2=J )]

2g.

Decreasing J below Jc2,thecharacteroftheCR reverses,ashereJ < jhxjjoverm ostof

thelattice.OftheSEG state,only rareclustersrem ain,em bedded in a valence-
uctuating

background. This M VS-like region ofthe CR is characterized by a di�erent functional

form for the correlation length � � [ln(Jc2=J )]
� 2;the correlation functions decay expo-

nentially to (n
f

0)
2. The CR persists untilJ becom es com parable to the longitudinal�eld

in Eq.(9): the system is then best described by the sm all-G M VS.In Fig.(1) the up-

per boundary ofthe CR is derived from the condition Jc1 = m axjhxjjand is given by

G c1 = 2[fV vF �=a��(a)g
q

A=a�]1=2;thelowerboundary isthecriticallineG c asin theclas-

sicalVT problem . W e have extended the curve G c1(n) to G > tusing the VT result for
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�.

The distinguishing feature ofthe CR are the random ly distributed clusters ofintegral

f-valence. These clusters occur where the localc-electron density departs from the M VS

average,determ ining theoccupation oftheunderlying f-orbitalsvia theforward-scattering

Coulom b interaction [i.e.Eq.(8)].Thiscoupling ofthec-and f-electron densitiesisrecog-

nizableasaToyozawaelectronicpolaron[19].Electronicpolaronsin theQFKM werestudied

by Liu,who proposed thatthey appearinterm ediate between m ixed-and integral-valence

phases[7].Since bosonization treatsthe forward-scattering exactly [9],ourcalculation rig-

orously con�rm sLiu’sscenario.

In sum m ary,we have presented the resultsofa noveltheoreticalstudy ofthe 1D FKM .

Usinganon-perturbativeapproach,wehaveuncovered thephysicalm echanism sresponsible

forthe known f-electron ordering. W e derive an e�ective Ham iltonian forthe occupancy

ofthe f-orbitals which predicts the SEG-LRO transition. W e also study the QFKM for

sm allhybridization V � t. For the �rst tim e we can accurately interpolate between the

well-known CP and M VS lim its:atinterm ediatecoupling we�nd a crossoverregim ewhere

electronic polaron e�ects are ofim portance. An extensive discussion ofthis system is to

follow in a laterpaper[20].
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