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W e consider the � nite-size corrections in the D icke m odeland determ ine the scaling exponents

at the criticalpoint for severalquantities such as the ground state energy or the gap. Therefore,

we use the Holstein-Prim ako� representation ofthe angularm om entum and introduce a nonlinear

transform ation to diagonalize the Ham iltonian in the norm alphase.Asalready observed in several

system s,thesecorrectionsturn outto besingularatthetransition pointand thuslead to nontrivial

exponents.W eshow thatfortheatom icobservables,theseexponentsarethesam easin theLipkin-

M eshkov-G lick m odel,in agreem ent with num ericalresults. W e also investigate the behavior of

the order param eter related to the radiation m ode and show thatit is driven by the sam e scaling

variable asthe atom ic one.

PACS num bers:42.50.Fx,05.30.Jp,73.43.N q

Superradianceisthecollectivedecayofan excited pop-

ulation ofatom s via spontaneous em ission ofphotons.

Thisphenom enon �rstpredicted by Dickein 1954[1]has,

sincethen,been observed experim entallyin severalquan-

tum opticalas wellas solid-state system s (for a review

see Ref.[2]). The phase diagram ofthe Dicke m odel,

which isthesubjectofthepresentstudy,hasbeen estab-

lished in thetherm odynam icallim itby Hepp and Lieb [3]

revealing theexistenceofa second-orderquantum phase

transition.Thistransition hasbeen shown to be associ-

ated to a crossoverbetween Poisson and W igner-Dyson

levelstatisticsfora �nitenum berofatom sN ,thusrais-

ing the question ofthe �nite-size correctionsin thissys-

tem [4,5].Thesecorrectionshavealso been shown to be

crucialin the understanding ofentanglem entproperties

[6,7]which becom e trivialifone directly considers the

therm odynam icallim it[6,7].In theselatterstudies,non-

trivial�nite-sizescalingexponentshavebeen num erically

found atthecriticalpointand furtherbeen com pared to

those obtained in the Lipkin-M eshkov-G lick m odel[8].

Theaim ofthepresentwork isto determ ine theseexpo-

nents.

Toachievethisgoal,weproceed in severalsteps.First,

we use the Holstein-Prim ako� boson representation [9]

forthe atom ic degreesoffreedom which iswelladapted

for a 1=N expansion ofthe Ham iltonian,N being the

num ber of atom s. Second, we exactly diagonalize the

expanded (quartic)Ham iltonian atorder1=N . In a re-

cent series of papers [10, 11, 12], this diagonalization

was perform ed using the Continuous Unitary Transfor-

m ations (CUTs) m ethods [13]but here,the problem is

m ore com plicated forseveralreasons:(i)itinvolvestwo

di�erentdegreesoffreedom ;(ii)the param eterspace is

two-dim ensional;and (iii) the totalnum ber ofparticle

is not �xed. These com plications render the analytical

resolution ofthe ow equations com ing from CUTs ap-

proach di�cult[14].W earethusled tousean alternative

approach relying on a canonicaltransform ation of the

initialbosonic operators. This transform ation provides

both the eigenstates and the eigenspectrum ofH ,and

thus allows one to com pute any m atrix elem ent ofany

observable.Here,we focuson the quantitieswhich have

been num erically investigated and we show that their

1=N expansion issingularatthecriticalpoint.Theanal-

ysisofthese divergencesdirectly providesthe �nite-size

scaling exponents which are the sam e as in the Lipkin-

M eshkov-G lick m odel,atleastforthephysicalquantities

involving atom ic degrees offreedom . W e also com pute

thisexponentforthe orderparam eterwhich isfound to

vanish asN � 2=3 atthe transition point.Finally,we dis-

cuss num ericaldata which are in good agreem ent with

ourpredictions.

Letusconsiderthesingle-m odeDickeHam iltonian [1]

withoutthe rotating waveapproxim ation

H = !0Jz + !a
y
a +

�
p
2j

�
a
y + a

�
(J+ + J� ); (1)

where ay and a are bosonic creation and annihilation

operatorssatifying [a;ay]= 1. The angularm om entum

operatorsarede�ned asJ� =
P N

i= 1
�i�=2 wherethe��’s

arethe Paulim atrices,and J� = Jx � iJy.

This Ham iltonian,which describes the interaction of

a photon �eld with N two-levelatom s(spins1=2),con-

servesthem agnitudejofthepseudo-spin
��
H ;J

2
�
= 0

�
.

In thefollowing,wefocuson thesectorj= N =2towhich

the ground state belongs. Further,one has [H ;�]= 0

where

�= e
i�(aya+ Jz+ j); (2)

is the parity operator. An appropriate basis of the

Hilbertspace isthusprovided by the statesjni
 jj;m i

wherejnidenotesan eigenstateofthephoton density op-

eratoraya with eigenvaluen,and jj;m itheeigenstateof

J
2 and Jz associated to eigenvaluesjand m respectively.

In thetherm odynam icallim itand atzerotem perature,

the system described by this Ham iltonian undergoes a

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0510281v3


2

second-orderquantum phasetransition ata criticalcou-

plings�c =
p
!!0=2.Asan orderparam eterofthetran-

sition,onecan choosetheexpectation valueofthephoton

num berperatom in the ground state which satis�es:

lim
N ! 1

ha
y
ai=N =

(
0 for � < �c

�
2

! 2 �
!
2

0

16�2
for � � �c

: (3)

Asweshallsee,nontrivialexponentsareonly found at

thecriticalpointthatwewillinvestigatefrom thenorm al

(sym m etric)phase,i.e.,for� < �c. A convenientstart-

ingpointtoperform a1=N expansion oftheHam iltonian

isto use the Holstein-Prim ako� boson representation of

the angularm om entum [9]which reads:

J+ = b
y
p
N � byb= (J� )

y
; (4)

Jz = b
y
b�

N

2
; (5)

with [b;by]= 1,so thatwe now have to considera two-

boson problem . In the therm odynam icallim it and for

� < �c,one has hb
ybi=N � 1 and we can expand the

squarerootin (4)to obtain thefollowing expanded form

ofthe Ham iltonian:

H = �
N

2
!0 + !0b

y
b+ !a

y
a + �

�
a
y + a

��
b
y + b

�

�
�

2N

�
a
y + a

��

b
y
b
2
+ b

y2
b

�

+ O
�
1=N 2

�
: (6)

Note that we restrict this expansion at the order 1=N

which,aswe willseethereafter,issu�cientforourpur-

pose.Atorder(1=N )0,theHam iltonian isquadraticand

can thus be diagonalized via a Bogoliubov transform a-

tion as already discussed in Ref.[5]. The realproblem

arises at the order 1=N where one has to diagonalize a

quarticform .

Asexplainedabove,theCUTsform alism usedin recent

studies[10,11,12]forthisstep isdi�cultto im plem ent

in the Dicke m odel. Instead,we use here an approach

thatsim ply requiresto solvea setofalgebraicequations

instead ofdi�erentialequations. The m ain idea ofthis

m ethod istoperform thefollowingcanonicaltransform a-

tion

a
y =

pX

j= 0

A
y

j

N j
; (7)

b
y =

pX

j= 0

B
y

j

N j
; (8)

where the A y
p and B y

p are polynom ials functions ofnew

bosonic operators cy;c;dy;d,such that H expanded at

order1=N p isa polynom ialfunction in nc and nd.

At orderzero,this transform ation coincides with the

Bogoliubov transform ation and one has to determ ine 8

independentcoe�cients.Indeed,onehasschem atically:

A
y

0 =
X

i;j;k;l

�
(0)

i;j;k;l
c
yi
c
j
d
yk
d
l
; (9)

B
y

0 =
X

i;j;k;l

�
(0)

i;j;k;l
c
yi
c
j
d
yk
d
l
; (10)

where �
(q)

i;j;k;l
(resp. �

(q)

i;j;k;l
) stands for the coe�cientof

cy
i
cjdy

k
dl in the expansion of A y

q (resp. B y
q). Since,

at this order, the transform ation is linear, the sum is

constrained by i+ j+ k+ l= 1.The eightequationsto

be solved which are quadratic form s ofthe �0s and �’s

are,asusual,obtained by (i) requiring the cancellation

of(nonconstant) term s which are not proportionnalto

nc and nd,and (ii)im posing thefollowing com m utation

rules,

�
a;a

y
�
= 1;

�
b;b

y
�
= 1;

�
a;b

y
�
= 0;

�
a;b

�
= 0: (11)

The full solution of these equations can be found in

Ref.[5].

Now,letusturn to thenextorderp = 1forwhich H is

quartic.Atthisorder,thecorresponding transform ation

reads

A
y

1 =
X

i;j;k;l

�
(1)

i;j;k;l
c
yi
c
j
d
yk
d
l
; (12)

B
y

1 =
X

i;j;k;l

�
(1)

i;j;k;l
c
yi
c
j
d
yk
d
l
; (13)

where the sum now contains two types ofterm s: linear

(i+ j+ k+ l= 1)and cubic(i+ j+ k+ l= 3).Thereisthus

48 independent param eters to be determ ined. At this

order,these are the only term sthatneed to be present

since the Ham iltonian (6) only contains quadratic and

quarticterm s.W e also em phasizethatoncethe�
(0)

i;j;k;l
’s

and the�
(0)

i;j;k;l
’sareknown,theconstraintstobesatis�ed

are linear functions ofthe �
(1)

i;j;k;l
’s and �

(1)

i;j;k;l
’s. M ore

generally,todeterm inetheparam etersforp� 1,wem ust

solvea setoflinearequationsinvolving only the�
(q)

i;j;k;l
’s

with q < p. Atorderp = 1,the equationsto be solved

are given by requiring the cancellation of(nonconstant)

term s not proportionnalto nc, nd, n
2
c, n

2
d, and ncnd,

but also by requiring the com m utation rules (11)to be

satis�ed.Notethatthespiritofthisapproach isthesam e

as the one issued from the CUTs in which the running

coupling,in the in�nite tim e lim it,identify with the �

and �’s[14].

The exact solutions of this set of equations are ob-

viously too long to be given here,but let us sketch the

m ain resultsthatcan beextracted from them .Asalready

shown in severalm odels[10,11,12],the1=N corrections

to physicalobservablessuch asthe gap orthe orderpa-

ram eter display som e singularities at the criticalpoint.
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Asdetailed in [14],the schem atic form ofan observable

� in the vicinity ofthe criticalpointis:

�N (�)= �
reg

N
(�)+ �

sing

N
(�); (14)

wherethesuperscriptregand singstandsforregularand

singularfunctionsat� = �c.By singular,wem ean that

the function and/oritsderivativeswith respectto � di-

vergesatthecriticalpoint.Further,a closeinspection of

the 1=N expansion showsthatnear�c one has:

�
sing

N
(�)’

�(�)��

N n�

F�

h

N �(�)3=2
i

; (15)

where�(�)= � c� � and F� isafunction dependingonly

on thescaling variableN �(�)3=2.Theexponents�� and

n� arecharacteristicsoftheobservables�.In thepresent

study,we have only checked this scaling hypothesis at

order 1=N but we strongly believe that,as in previous

m odelswestudied,oneindeed hassuch ascalingvariable.

Forinstance,theground stateenergy peratom nearthe

criticalpointreads:

e0 ’ c0 +
1

N

h

c1 + c2�(�)
1=2

i

+
1

N 2

c3

�(�)
+ O

�
1=N 3

�
;

(16)

with

c0 = � !0=2; (17)

c1 =
1

2

h

� ! � !0 + (!2 + !
2
0)

1=2
i

; (18)

c2 =
(!!0)

3=4

(!2 + !20)
1=2

; (19)

c3 =
3!5=2!

3=2

0

64(!2 + !20)
: (20)

Using the hypothesis(15),these expressionsallow usto

identify �e0 = 1=2 and ne0 = 1. Note thatforthe spec-

trum (only),one can also obtain these correctionsby a

standard �rst-orderperturbation theory.Them oststrik-

ing result is that the scaling variable N �(�)3=2,which

is the key ingredientfor ourstudy,does notdepend on

the observable. This rem arkable fact already observed

forsingle-boson m odel[10]israthersurprisingheresince

one m ay have expected one di�erent variable for each

typesofdegreesoffreedom . Furtherm ore,the Ham ilto-

nian depends on two independent param etersbut their

value do notchange the scaling variable. In particular,

we�nd no di�erencebetween theresonant(! = ! 0)and

the o�-resonantcase.

To obtain the �nite-size scaling exponent from the

generalform (15) it is su�cient to underline that, at

�nite N ,no divergence can occurin the behaviorofthe

observables,even atthe criticalpoint. Thisstraightfor-

wardly im pliesthat,to curethesingularity com ing from

�(�)�� ,one m ust have F� (x) � x� 2�� =3. This behav-

ior ofF then leads to �
sing

N
(xc) � N� (n� + 2�� =3). W e

have com puted the �nite-size scaling exponentsforsev-

eralobservables which are sum m arized in Table I. For

com pleteness,we also give the value ofthese quantities

in the therm odynam icallim it.

� lim N ! 1 �� n� � (n� + 2�� =3)

e0 � !0=2 1/2 1 -4/3

� 0 1/2 0 -1/3

ha
y
ai=N 0 -1/2 1 -2/3

2hJzi=N -1 -1/2 1 -2/3

4hJ
2

zi=N
2

1 -1/2 1 -2/3

4hJ
2

yi=N
2

0 1/2 1 -4/3

4hJ2

xi=N
2 0 -1/2 1 -2/3

TABLE I:Finite-size scaling exponents at the criticalpoint

fortheground stateenergy e0,thegap � ,theorderparam eter

ha
y
ai=N . the m agnetization per atom hJzi=N ,and the two-

pointcorrelation function hJ
2

� i=N
2
for�= x;y;z.

It is clear that the canonicaltransform ations (12-13)

we used to diagonalize the Ham iltonian at order 1=N

allow usto com pute any m atrix elem ent(notonly diag-

onal)ofany observable expressed in term softhe initial

operators. Here,we only focused on ground state ex-

pectation values(exceptforthegap)becausethesehave

already been num erically com puted and can thusbe di-

rectly checked.

The �nite-size scaling exponents at the criticalpoint

have been com puted for three quantities [8]: hJzi=N

(� 0:54� 0:01),
p
hJ2zi=N (� 0:35� 0:01)and indirectly

hJ2yi=N (� 0:26� 0:01).Theseresultsareveryclosetoour

predictionswhich are� 2=3,� 1=3and � 1=3respectively,

as can be read in Table I. Nevertheless,it is true that

ourresultsdo notlie within the errorbarsproposed by

Reslen etal..Thesam ediscrepancywasalreadyobserved

in the LM G m odelforwhich we have explicitely shown

thatitwasdueto thetoo sm allsystem sizesinvestigated

[10,14]. Here,we strongly believe that the asym ptotic

regim ewasalsonotreached but,unfortunately,itisdi�-

cultto considersigni�cantly largersizesasthosestudied

in Ref.[8].Thisclearly requiresfurthernum ericale�orts

[15]which arebeyond the scopeofthe presentstudy.

Letusalso m ention thattheconcurrenceC studied in

Ref. [6]which m easuresthe spin-spin entanglem ent[16]

reads

(N � 1)C = 1� 4hJ2yi=N : (21)

W e thus predict a �nite-size scaling exponent for this

(rescaled)concurrencewhich is� 1=3.

At �rst glance,these results are strikingly sim ilar to

those obtained in the LM G m odel[10,14]and thiscalls

forseveralcom m ents.Indeed,itiswell-known thatifone

focuseson the atom ic degreesoffreedom ,both system s

are equivalent in the therm odynam icallim it as shown

with di�erent m ethods [8, 17, 18, 19]. However, the
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�nite-size corrections fail to be captured through this

m apping. For instance, in the Dicke m odel, one has

lim N ! 1 4hJ2yi=N = !0=(!
2 + !20)

1=2 whereasitvanishes

in the LM G m odel[10, 14]. M oreover, for the LM G

m odel,these exponents were found to be related to the

uppercriticaldim ension and them ean-�eld criticalexpo-

nentsoftheIsingm odelin atransversem agnetic�eld [20]

which isthe counterpartofthe LM G m odelwith short-

rangeinteractions.Forthe Dickem odel,itisdi�cultto

�nd such a m apping since one cannotsim ply considerit

asa long-rangeinteracting system which would adm ita

short-range equivalent. Consequently,the sim ilarity be-

tween the exponentsofthese two m odelsisa nontrivial

result which shed light on a recent controverse on that

subject[21,22,23].

Unlike previous studies using CUTs, we have devel-

oped here an alternative sim ple perturbative approach

relyingon acanonicaltransform ationwhich allowsoneto

diagonalizethe Ham iltonian atorder1=N .Thism ethod

can,in principle,be applied to m any sim ilarm odelsin-

volvingm orethan onetypeofboson and requirestosolve

a setoflinearequations.Itisthus,a priorisim plerthan

the CUTstechnique even ifthe num berofequationsto

be solved quickly grows with the order ofthe 1=N ex-

pansion.W hatevertheapproach chosen,them ain result

to keep in m ind isthatifone acceptsthe hypothesisof

a unique scaling variable,itissu�cientto com pute the

�rstnontrivialcorrection ofoneobservable(forexam ple

the ground state energy) to get allthe exponents. In-

deed,the determ ination of�� and n� forthe otherones

can alreadybeinfered from thequadraticapproxim ation.

Finally,letusquote a recentwork [24]where a sem i-

classical approach has been introduced to obtain the

�nite-sizescaling exponentin theLM G m odel.Itwould

be interesting to analyze the Dicke m odel within this

fram ework to have a better understanding ofthe sim i-

laritiesbetween these two system s.

W e wish to thank T.Brandes,B.Dou�cot,C.Em ary,

N.Lam bert,J.-M .M aillard and D.M ouhannaforfruitful

discussionsand valuablecom m entson the m anuscript.
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