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Abstract
W e use a novel approach to analyze the one-din ensional spinless Falicov-K iInballm odel. W e
derive a sin pk e ective m odel for the occupation of the localized orbitals which clearly reveals
the origin of the known ordering. O ur study is extended to a quantum m odelw ith hybridization
between the localized and itinerant states: we nd a crossover between the welkknown weak—
and strong-coupling behaviour. The existence of electronic polarons at interm ediate coupling is

con m ed. A phase diagram is presented and discussed in detail.
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The FalicovK inballm odel KM ) is one of the sim plest yet m ost versatile m odels of
strongly correlated electron system s. It describes a band of conduction (c) electrons inter—
acting via a repulsive contact potential G w ith localized f-electrons ofenergy ¢ . O rigihally
conceived ofasam odel orvaknce transitions VT s) ], theFKM istoday usually regarded
as a sin ple m odel of a binary ally, the so-called crystallization problm (CP) R]. The CP
assum es xed c-and f-electron populations, exam ning the diagonal LRO (or \crystalline
order") adopted by the f-electrons In the ground state. In soite of detailed num ericalm aps
of the one-din ensional (ID ) FKM ’s phase diagram (], its behaviour is only rigorously un—
derstood at weak— 4] and strong-coupling {5].

A cf hybridization temm is usually added to the FKM in order to m odelm ixed-valence
system s [§]. The presence of quantum valnce uctuations makes this a fiindam entally
di erent problm to the FKM : it is referred to as the extended or quantum Falicov-K inball
M odel QFKM ).In contrast to the FKM , the QFKM ’'sbehaviour ram ains largely unknown.
A Ythough there is no consensus on the nature of the ground state [/, 8], excitonic e ects are
expected to dom nate the physics and so this rem ains an in portant open question In the
theory of optical properties of strongly correlated electron system s.

U sing the wellknow n non-perturbative technique ofbosonization, we ocbtain forthe st
tin e a com plkte theoretical description of the 1D FKM below half- lling. This analysis
reveals the role of the celectrons In generating the observed f-electron order; all agoects of
the CP resuls are naturally explained w thin our approach. W e derive an e ective H am itto-
nian for the f-oroital occupancy which accurately predicts the FKM ’s phase diagram . For
a an all hybridization potential our approach is also suitable for the QFKM .W e present a
phase diagram that Interpolates between the wellkknown weak—and strong-coupling lin its;
our work rigorously establishes the relevance of electronic polaron e ects.

The FKM for soinless ferm ions has the H am iltonian
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W e consider only repulsive potentials, G > 0. The concentration of electrons is xed at

P
n= jfn§ + n5g < 1 whereN is the number of sites. In our study of the QFKM , we
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adopt the standard on-site hybridization potentialH, , = V jfij o+ Hcg.
P roceeding w ith our bosonization solution, we linearize the celectron soectrum about

the two Femm ipoints and de ne left-and rightm oving Fem ion eldsc 5, = L( ),R (+)
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respectively as subscript (otherw ise). The chiral density operators (k) = 10 0, C k0

obey the standard Luttinger commutators [ k); o&k%)] = .oy, o kL=2 fora system

of size L a, the lattice constant. The dualBose elds are constructed in temm s of the
k) 81
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Thecuto finction k) appearing N Eq. ) and Eq. () satis estheconditions ) 1
for kj< — and k) 0 otherw ise. k) enforcesthe nitem ininum wavelength > aof
the bosonic density uctuations  (k): taking into account this wavelength lin it is essential
for preserving the lattice structure of the FKM  [[0]. Sice the Bose elds cannot Yesolve'
distances kessthan ,we nd thattheusual eld comm utatorsare wn eared’ over this length

scale:
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Here sgn (x) and (x) are the -smeared sign and D irac delta finctions respectively [1].

The chiralFem ions are represented in tem s ofthe Bose eldsby theM andelstram iden-—
q A
tity c 5= Aa=F exp( 1 [ ) ()]) . The din ensionless nom alization constant

A isdependent upon the form of  (k); theK kin factors F are \ladder operators" between
subspaces of di ering celectron num ber. The bosonic form ofthe num ber operators is given
by
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The st tem on the RHS, ng, is the non-interacting celectron concentration; the second
tem is the forward-scattering density uctuation; the third temm isthe rst order backscat-
tering correction. H igher order corrections are usually neglected.

O ur bosonization analysis requires that ny € 0. For the sake of breviy, here we as-
sum e the symm etric case w ith equal c—and f-populations in the non-interacting lim i, ie.
n¢ = nj = Zn. For the VT problm, this pins the Femilvelat ¢ =  2tcosk a),
kp = n=2a is the Fem imomentum (ote that : is irrelevant to the CP). Using the

electron concentration condition we also re-w rite the Coulom b interaction up to a constant:
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G jn§n§=G ;nS ng 3G jng.Itjsnowasinp]emattertoobtajnthebosonized

form ofthe H am iltonian by substituting these dentities into Eq. ).
We apply a <hift transformation on the celectron bosonic elds g =

n P e}
exp 22 ;@ 3) () where v = 2tashkra) is the celectron Fem i velocity.

This transfom ation rotates the basis of the Hibert space so that the celctrons are
explicitly coupled to the f-orbitals. Introducing a pseudospjn-; representation for the

f-electron occupation at site j, n§ % = jz,wewﬁtethetransﬁ)nned H am iltonian
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where K (x5) = S (3) + L X3), S (3) = 3 . b0 &yn %) 11 4, ..,
p
andL 5)= 5 <= 1 ;S| ®un %) 5L, £, .S (x5) isameasure of the

Vi
short+ange behaviour of the pssudospins, subtracting the *“ within to the left ofxy from
the * within to the right; L. (x3) probes the longrange behaviour, subtracting the *
morethan to the kft ofx; from the *morethan to the right {12]. Note that we retain
all tem s produced by the canonical transform i Eq. (7).
T he rem ovalofthe forw ard-scattering C oulom b interaction introduces the in portant new
term
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T he physical origin of this interaction is the delocalization of the celctrons below scales
ssthan > a. A celectron soread over m ore than a single lattice site carries the same
charge over these sites: due to the C oulom b interaction G, thisw ill favour em pty underlying
f-orbitals. A Tthough such \segregation" is known to occur in the CP 3, §], the derdvation
of the responsible e ective Interaction is a new achievem ent in the history of the m odel.
The -smeared -fiinction i Eq. (§) m akes it clear that the interaction is short-ranged; we

P
m ay therefore approxin ate the interaction as nearestneighbour only, H ;. J vz

J o3 j+1r
J =G%a% @)= w%.
The other tem s in Eq. (7) involving the pseudospins are a constant and a site-dependent
longitudinal eld. The fom er is im portant only in the VT : together with the st tem

in Eq. (1) this determ ines the distribution of the total electron population across the two



orbitals. The sitedependent eld arises from the 2ky backscattering of the celectrons o
the f-orbials. This is reponsble for the ocbserved LRO phases, In close analogy to the
Peierls state @]. It is clear from Eq. }) that the LRO dom nates the segregation at weak—
coupling G t; increasing G, however, Eq. @) eventually causes the system to segregate
(the SEG phase).
The ocom petition between the SEG and LRO phases can be sin ply studied within the

fram ew ork of ourbosonization approach: since the only coupling in Eq. (1) between the Bose

elds and the -pssudospoins is in the backscattering temm , by replacing wih a suitably
chosen expectation valie we cbtain an e ective Ham ittonian H ., for the f-occupation only.
E xact diagonalization calculations on 3200-site chains reveals that w thin the SEG phase
the celectrons are at their Luttinger liquid xed point orallG {3]. The choiceh (x4)i= 0
is therefore valid across the phase diagram [1(]. Substituting this into Eq. 1), we nd
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Below we present a detailed analysis ofH . .

Since the c-and f-populations are xed In the CP, Eq. (@) by itself fully descrbes the
system close to the SEG -LRO boundary. To determ ne this line the site-dependence of the
Iongitudinal eld must be known; In particular, weexam ne S (x5) and L (x5). W ihin the
SEG phase, the f-ekctrons are arranged into a sihglke block {H]. The magniude of L (x5)
reachesam axinum at the edge ofthisblodk, Increasingly linearly as the edge is approached
from either side. In contrast, S (x5) vanishes everyw here except in the vicinity ofthis edge.
The longitudinal eld thus has the general form hj / ocos(!j+ ), ! and constants.

The periodicity (!) ofh? detem ines the critical Ising coupling i41]: orG twe nd
the critical line G.a = qu 2 A= @). The fekctron con guration acts as an applied
scattering potentialG h #i forthe celectrons [13]. Below the average interparticle separation

k ! the c-electrons scatter ndependently: orn 1the low-energy E = 0) wavefunctions

therefore obey the Schrodinger equation @i ®) = Gmh i () in the continuum Im it
fm is the bare electron m ass). From elm entary quantum m echanics we nd plane wave

solutions over unoccupied orbials h fi= %) and exponentially decaying solutions w ith
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characteristic length / =G over occupied orbitals h Zi= %) A5]. clarly correponds

to In the boson theory; for an allG . Taylbrexpanding (@) in the crtical line equation
gives G .a=w = P 2 2A (1+ a2=2 2+ 113, Inplying a linear relationship between G .a=v

and G.. This is con m ed by exam ining the num erical data of Gagk et al,, with our t
giving A = 1=32 2, = a=2pG_c, and a crtical Iine G~t= 05snnh =2)=(Q1 sh{Kh =2))
asplotted in Fig. (). This isthe rst analytic expression forthe SEG 1RO boundary valid
at weak ocoupling.

M oving on to the VT problm, it is clear from Eqg. /) that the Coulomb interaction
will shift the fJdevel downwards, em ptying the cband. The depltion of the celctron
population causes segregation to occur at a am aller value of G than In the CP; the new
boundary can be calculated selfconsistently from the availble num erical results ). U sing
the sam e curve- tting technique as for the CP, we nd excellent agreem ent w ith the data
rG=t= 035shm =2)=[L shh =2)] A 155 10, 0:4l8a=pG_c),seeFjg. @) .
Further increasing G above the critical value G=t = 4(1 cosih =2))=(1 n) the f-level
lies below the celectron band edge and so all electrons have f-character. The absence of
celkctrons to m ediate the segregating interaction im plies that here any f-con guration is
the ground state.

W e extend our analysis to the physically interesting Im it V. tofthe QFKM .B osonizing

and carrying out the canonical transform , the hybridization adds the tem
s
AaX h i

UH,,U =4V —  Xoos K &)+ ke + 5 xy (10)
j
to the e ective pssudospin Ham iltonian Eq. (). W e have used a generalized JordanW igner
transform ation to com bine the f-electron operators and the K lein factors Into pseudospins
I = et nexp j?—P oSN (Ko x) ngo 2 . The resulting e ective pseu-
dosoin Ham iltonian is easily recognized as the Ising m odel in site-dependent longitudinal
(h?) and transverse (h’j<) elds.

A Ythough we are not aware of any system atic study of this H am iltonian, we can never-
theless deduce in portant aspects of its physical behaviour. The two extreme Ilimits G t
and G t are easiest to discuss. In the fom er case the presence of V G does not rad-
ically m odify the VT physics. W here the Iongitudinal eld dom nates, we can discard the
Ising interaction so that the pssudospins track the longitudinal and transverse elds; clearly

the transverse eld will only be im portant where the longitudinal eld is snall. This will



\an ear" the crystalline arrangem ent, but leaves the basic picture of a density wave intact.
W here the Ising interaction dom nates, the hybridization w ill stabilize the SEG phase as
quantum uctuationsm aintain a non-zero celectron population.

For G t the quantum uctuations produced by the hybridization dom nate, funda—
m entally altering the behaviour of the system . D iscarding the Ising Interaction which is
Irrelevant form ost of this regin e, we arrive at the sam e trivialm odel of pssudospins track—
Ing longiudinal and transverse elds as In the G t LRO phase. Here, however, the
transverse eld is generally much lamger than the longitudinal eld: the pssudospins will
be m ostly ordered along the x-axis with h i %sgn (). In tem s of the f-occupation,
this in plies that hf{c;i6 0, with intem ediate occupation of each f-orbital0 < hngi Zn.
The longitudinal eld produces only an alldeviations from this hom ogeneous distrdoution of
electron density. T his is clearly a m ixed-valence state MV S).

O ur pseudospin m odel allow s us to connect these two extram e lim its for the rst time:
or V. = 005t we present the QFKM ’s phase diagram as the nset in Fig. (). Close to
half- Iling the Ising Interaction is never dom inant so the m odel of -pssudospins tracking
the longindinal and transverse elds is valid forany G. In Fig. @) we de ne an MV S—
LRO boundary by equating the m agnitude of the transverse and longiudinal elds. For
an alln, however, the Iongitudinal eld is negligble; discarding thistem from H, we nd
a transverse eld Ising model (TFIM ) describes the f-orbital occupation. A lthough the
TFIM hasan orderdisorder transition [I4], the shifting of the £-Jevel lifts the system from
criticality and so there is a crossover regine (CR) between the SEG and M V S phases.

T he details of the CR physics are controlled by the site-dependence of the transverse

ed Eq. (0). Near the SEG phasewe can use the sme values orS (xj) and L (x3) asn
the CP analysis; orM V S behaviour both these ob cts vanish. W e thus assum e a periodic
transverse eld w ithin the CR . In general, the periodicity is incom m ensurate w ith the Jattice:
num erical studies [[1] reveal this to be qualitatively identical to a random variation of the
transverse eld. The random TFIM hasbeen studied in depth by Fisher 18] using a real-
soace renom alization group treatm ent. To relate Fisher's results to the CR, we assum e
an e ective Ham iltonian H ., = JP vz +P -h’]?;‘wheretheva]l;lesofh’; are drawn

j o3 3+1 J
qg ——M q
random Iy from the cosine distrbution h)dh= € )! 1 G©=C¥%,C = 4V Aa= .For

the CR, A and are as In the SEG phass; we therefore use the values from the classical
V =0) VT problm .
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FIG .1: G round-state phase diagram forthe symm etric FKM below half- lling forthe CP (dashed
line) and VT problem (solid line). T he num ericaldata points (circles orV T, plus sign orCP) are

dueto Ga¥k et al B]. Inset: the phase diagram for the QFKM .Phases are as described In text.

Lowering G from the SEG phase, the CR isreached at o = max hjJ orJ < Jy the
Ising coupling is not greater than the m agnitude of the transverse eld everywhere on the
lattice. The rare regions where ;h;?j> J breaks the SEG ground state up into random ly
distrbuted large clusters of zero and full f-occupancy. T he system nevertheless retains the

character of the SEG phase so Iong asJ > Jx = Rjj the average value of h jacross the
lattice. Thisisre ected by themean £ £ correlations hngn;rxiwhjd’l decay exponentially
to mf)? > @f)? with corelation kngth expf 2 (&%=J)Fg.

D ecreasing J below J.,, the character ofthe CR reversss, ashere J < ;h;.‘joverm ost of
the lattice. O fthe SEG state, only rare clusters ram ain, enbedded In a valence— uctuating
background. This M V S-lke region of the CR is characterized by a di erent functional
form for the correlation length I (J,=J )] ?; the correlation fiinctions decay expo—
nentially to (ng)2 . The CR persists until J becom es com parabl to the longitudinal eld
n Eq. (@): the system is then best descrbed by the snaltkG MVS. In Fig. (@) the up-
per boundary of the CR is derived from the condition Jo = max;h’j‘j and is given by

q
Ga = 2[fVw =a (@)g A=a ]'*?;the Iowerboundary is the critical line G . as in the clas-

sical VT problem . W e have extended the curve G ) to G > tusihg the VT result for



T he distinguishing feature of the CR are the random ly distrbuted clusters of integral
falence. These clusters occur where the local celectron density departs from the MV S
average, determm ining the occupation of the underlying f-oroitals via the forw ard-scattering
Coulomb interaction [e.Eqg. §)]. This coupling of the c-and f-electron densities is recog—
nizable asa Toyozaw a electronic polaron {19]. E kctronic polarons in the Q FKM were studied
by Lii, who proposed that they appear Intem ediate between m ixed- and integralvalence
phases [1]. Since bosonization treats the forward-scattering exactly @], our calulation rig-
orously con m s Liu’s scenario.

In summ ary, we have presented the results of a novel theoretical study of the 1D FKM .
U sing a non-perturbative approach, we have uncovered the physicalm echanisn s resoonsble
for the known f-electron ordering. W e derive an e ective H am iltonian for the occupancy
of the f-orbitals which predicts the SEG-LRO transition. W e also study the QFKM for
an all hybridization V t. For the rst tine we can accurately interpolate between the
wellknown CP and M VS Im its: at Interm ediate coupling we nd a crossover regin e w here
electronic polaron e ects are of In portance. An extensive discussion of this system is to
ollow in a later paper PQ].
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