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W e consider the

nite-size corrections In the D icke m odel and determ ine the scaling exponents

at the critical point for several quantities such as the ground state energy or the gap. T herefore,

we use the H olsten-P rim ako

representation of the angular m om entum and introduce a nonlinear

transform ation to diagonalize the H am iltonian in the nom alphase. A s already observed in several
system s, these corrections tum out to be singular at the transition point and thus lead to nontrivial
exponents. W e show that for the atom ic observables, these exponents are the sam e as in the Lipkin—
M eshkov-G lick m odel, in agreem ent w ith num erical results. W e also Investigate the behavior of
the order param eter related to the radiation m ode and show that it is driven by the sam e scaling

variable as the atom ic one.

PACS numbers: 42.50Fx, 05.30.Jp, 7343 Ng

Superradiance is the collective decay ofan excited pop—
ulation of atom s via spontaneous em ission of photons.
Thisphenom enon st predicted by D icke :n 1954 [ij has,
since then, been observed experim entally in severalquan-—
tum optical as well as solid-state system s (for a review
sce Ref. -LZ]) . The phase diagram of the D icke m odel,
w hich isthe sub fect ofthe present study, hasbeen estab—
lished in the them odynam icallim it by H epp and Lieb B]
revealing the existence of a second-order quantum phase
transition. T his transition hasbeen shown to be associ
ated to a crossover between Poisson and W ignerD yson
Jevel statistics fora nite num ber of atom sN , thus rais—
Ing the question of the nite-size corrections in this sys—
tem t_éi,-'_ﬂ]. T hese corrections have also been shown to be
crucial In the understanding of entanglem ent properties
f@', -'_7.] which becom e trivial if one directly considers the
themm odynam icallin it |, i1]. In these latter studies, non—
trivial nite-size scaling exponentshavebeen num erically
found at the critical point and fiirther been com pared to
those obtained in the Lipkin-M eshkov-G lick m odel [
The ain of the present work is to determ ine these expo-
nents.

To achieve this goal, we proceed In severalsteps. F irst,
we use the Holstein-P rim ako boson representation ['Q:]
for the atom ic degrees of freedom which is well adapted
for a 1=N expansion of the Ham iltonian, N being the
num ber of atom s. Second, we exactly diagonalize the
expanded (quartic) Ham ittonian at order 1=N . In a re—
cent serdes of papers f_l-gl, :_1-1:, :_l-gi], this diagonalization
was perform ed using the Continuous Unitary Transfor-
m ations (CUT s) m ethods {_l-I_i‘] but here, the problem is
m ore com plicated for severalreasons: (i) it involvestwo
di erent degrees of freedom ; (ii) the param eter space is
two-din ensional; and (iii) the total num ber of particle
isnot xed. These com plications render the analytical
resolution of the ow equations com ng from CUT s ap—
proach di cult D:_Zl_j. W e are thus led to use an altemative
approach relying on a canonical transform ation of the

nitial bosonic operators. This transfom ation provides
both the eigenstates and the eigenspectrum of H , and
thus allow s one to com pute any m atrix elem ent of any
observable. Here, we focus on the quantities which have
been num erically investigated and we show that their
1=N expansion is sihgular at the criticalpoint. T he anal
ysis of these divergences directly provides the nite-size
scaling exponents which are the sam e as In the Lipkin—
M eshkov-G lick m odel, at least for the physical quantities
hvolving atom ic degrees of freedom . W e also com pute
this exponent for the order param eter which is found to
vanish asN 273 at the transition pont. F nally, we dis—
cuss num erical data which are In good agreem ent w ith
our predictions.

Let us consider the single-m ode D icke H am iltonian 'E:]
w ithout the rotating wave approxin ation

H=1J,+!a%a+ p= a'+ a

Jy +J ), 1
> ( ) @)

where a¥ and a are bosonic creation and annihilation
operators satifying k;a¥]l= 1P The angular m om entum
operatorsarede ned asJ = Iil 1 1=2 wherethe s
are the Paulim atrices, and J = Jy i, .

T his Ham iltonian, which describes the interaction of
a photon eld with N two-develatom s (spins 1=2), con—
serves the m agnitude j ofthe pseudo-spin  H ;02 =0 .
In the follow ing, we focus on the sector j= N =2 to which
the ground state belongs. Further, one has H; 1= 0
where

=t @¥a+ JZ+j); @)
is the parity operator. An appropriate basis of the
Hibert space is thus provided by the states hi Jjymi
w here 71 i denotes an eigenstate ofthe photon density op—
eratora¥a w ith eigenvalue n, and Jj;m i the eigenstate of
J? and J, associated to eigenvalues jand m respectively.
In the them odynam icallin it and at zero tem perature,
the system described by this Ham iltonian undergoes a
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second-order quantum phase transition at a critical cou—
plings .= " TT1,=2. A san order param eter of the tran—
sition, one can choose the expectation value ofthe photon
num ber per atom in the ground state which satis es:

Iim ha'ai=N = 2 |2 : 3)
N!1 — —0

A swe shall see, nontrivial exponents are only found at
the criticalpoint that we w ill investigate from the nom al
(sym m etric) phase, ie.,, or < . A convenient start-
iIng point to perform a 1=N expansion ofthe H am iltonian
is to use the Holstein-P rim ako boson representation of
the angularm om entum [_S%] which reads:

P
¥ N Bb= g ); @)
N
2

J+ =

J, b'b

7 )

wih b;b’]= 1, so that we now have to consider a two-—

boson problem . In the them odynam ical lin it and for
< o, one has HYbi=N 1 and we can expand the

square root In {fi) to obtain the llow Ing expanded form

of the Ham iltonian:

a¥+a P+b

N
H = E!0+!obyb+!aya+

— a'+a P +b +0 12 : (6)
2N

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

which, as we w ill see thereafter, is su cient for our pur-

pose. At order (1=N )°, the Ham iltonian is quadratic and
can thus be diagonalized via a Bogolibov transform a—
tion as already discussed in Ref. B]. The real problem

arises at the order 1=N w here one has to diagonalize a
quartic fom .

A sexplained above, the CUT s form alisn used In recent
studies [[G,111,!14] ©r this step is di cult to in plm ent
In the D icke m odel. Instead, we use here an approach
that sin ply requires to solve a set of algebraic equations
Instead of di erential equations. The m ain idea of this
m ethod isto perform the follow ing canonical transform a—
tion

at = NI (7)
=0
o4 * B;/
= NI (8)
=0

where the A7 and B are polynom ials finctions of new
bosonic operators &;c;d;d, such that H expanded at
order 1=N P is a polynom ial function in n. and ng.

At order zero, this transformm ation coincides w ith the
Bogoliubov transform ation and one has to detem ine 8

Independent coe cients. Indeed, one has schem atically:

Yy _ ©) vk 4.
Ay = i;j;k;lcy cod d; )
173kl
v _ ©) vt gk,
B, = i;j;k;lcy cd’ d; (10)
i3kl
@ @ .
w here ikl (resp . i;j;k;l) stands for the coe cient of

'SP i the expansion of AY (resp. BY). Since,
at this order, the transfom ation is linear, the sum is
constrained by i+ j+ k+ 1= 1. T he eight equations to
be soked which are quadratic om s of the % and s
are, as usual, obtained by (i) requiring the cancellation
of (nonconstant) tem s which are not proportionnal to
n¢ and ng, and (i) im posing the ollow ing com m utation
rules,
a;a¥ =1; ;b =1; a;p = 0; a;b = 0: 1)

The full solution of these equations can be found in
Ref. Bl.

Now, ket ustum to thenext orderp= 1 forwhich H is
quartic. At this order, the corresponding transform ation
reads

() 15wkl
Ay = il Od A 12)
173kl
@) 15wk
BY = o OF A 13)
i3kl

w here the sum now contains two types of tem s: linear
(i+ j+ k+ 1= 1) and cubic (i+ j+ k+ 1= 3). Thereisthus
48 independent param eters to be determ ined. At this
order, these are the only tem s that need to be present
since the Ham iltonian ('_é) only contains quadratic and

quartic termm s. W e also em phasize that once the i?j);k;l’s

and the © 's are know n, the constraintsto be satis ed

1;gikil

are linear functions of the i(;lj);k;l’s and l(lj)k
generally, to determ ne the param eters forp

solve a set of linear equations Involving only the Sj);k;l’s
wih g< p. At orderp = 1, the equations to be solved
are given by requiring the cancellation of (nonconstant)
tem s not proportionnal to ng, ng, nZ, n3, and ncng,
but also by requiring the com m utation rules tLZ_L:) to be
satis ed. N ote that the spirit ofthis approach isthe sam e
as the one issued from the CUT s in which the running
coupling, in the in nite tin e lin i, 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 aln resultsthat can be extracted from them . A salready
shown in severalm odels tl-g, :_igl,:_iz_i], the 1=N corrections
to physical observables such as the gap or the order pa—
ram eter digolay som e singularities at the critical point.

.'s. More
;
1,wemust



Asdetailed in {L4], the schem atic orm ofan cbservable
in the vicinity of the critical point is:

()= IO+ SR 14)

w here the superscript reg and sing stands for reqular and
shgular functionsat = (.By sihgular, wem ean that
the function and/or its derivatives w ith respect to  di-
verges at the criticalpoint. Further, a close Inspection of
the 1N expansion show s that near . one has:

- () h ot

sing ’ = .

v O) N o FON () i 15)
where ()= ¢ and F isa function depending only

on the scaling variable N ( ) >?. The exponents  and
n are characteristicsofthe observables . In the present
study, we have only checked this scaling hypothesis at
order 1=N but we strongly believe that, as In previous
m odelsw e studied, one indeed has such a scaling variable.
For instance, the ground state energy per atom near the
critical point reads:

1 h i

— 1 C3
e ' + — a+tc =2y = +0 17 ;
0 Gt at e () NZ ()
1e)
w ith
o = lo=2; , (%))
lh i
a= 5 bt 2+ 1 (18)
(g
%= zyaze 19
31572172
= —: 20
ST eanzt 12 €0

U sing the hypothesis C_l-g;), these expressions allow us to
dentify o, = 1=2 and ne, = 1. Note that for the spec—
trum (only), one can also obtain these corrections by a
standard rst-orderperturbation theory. T hem ost strik—
ing result is that the scaling variable N () 32, which
is the key ingredient for our study, does not depend on
the observable. This rem arkable fact already observed
for sihgleboson m odel i_l-(_)'] is rather surprising here since
one m ay have expected one di erent variable for each
types of degrees of freedom . Furthem ore, the H am ilto—
nian depends on two Independent param eters but their
valie do not change the scaling variable. In particular,
we nd no di erence between the resonant (! = ! o) and
the o —resonant case.
To obtain the nitesize scaling exponent from the
general om C_fg:) i is su cient to underline that, at
nie N , no divergence can occur in the behavior of the
observables, even at the critical point. T his straightfor-
wardly i plies that, to cure the singularity com ing from
() ,onemusthave F () x 2 =3, This behav-
ior of F then lkadsto ™. N © 2 3 ye

have com puted the nite-size scaling exponents for sev-—
eral cbservables which are summ arized in Table :_i For
com pleteness, we also give the value of these quantities
In the themm odynam ical lim it.

[y 2| |[n] @ +2 =3

& 1o=2 |1/2]| 1 ~4/3

0 1/2] 0 -1/3

ha’ai=N 0 |4/2]1 2/3
2hJ, 1N 4 |4/2]1 2/3
4hJ?i=N 2 /2| 1 2/3
4hy] =N ° 0 1/2] 1 -4/3
4h7? =N ? /2| 1 2/3

TABLE I:F nitesize scaling exponents at the critical point
for the ground state energy ey, thegap , the orderparam eter
ha¥ai=N . the m agnetization per atom hJ,i=N , and the two—
point correlation fiinction h1?iN? for = X;ViZ.

Tt is clear that the canonical transform ations C_l-Z_;—:in)
we used to diagonalize the Ham iltonian at order 1=N
allow us to com pute any m atrix elem ent (not only diag—
onal) of any observable expressed in temm s of the initial
operators. Here, we only focused on ground state ex—
pectation values (except for the gap) because these have
already been num erically com puted and can thus be di-
rectly checked.

The nitesize scaling exponents at the critical point
have been comppted for three quantities §]: h7,i=N
( 054 0:01), hT_Z2i=N ( 035 0:01) and indirectly
hJZ7i=N ( 026 0201). These resultsare very close to our
predictionswhich are 2=3, 1=3and 1=3 respectively,
as can be read in Tabl :'I N evertheless, it is true that
our results do not lie within the error bars proposed by
Reslen etal.. T he sam e discrepancy was already observed
In the LM G m odel for which we have explicitely shown
that i wasdue to the too an all system sizes investigated
f_l-C_;, :_l-l_j'] Here, we strongly believe that the asym ptotic
regin e was also not reached but, unfortunately, it isdi —
cul to consider signi cantly larger sizes as those studied
in Ref. §]. This clearly requires further num ericale orts
f_l-g;] which are beyond the scope of the present study.

Let us also m ention that the concurrence C studied in
Ref. t_é] which m easures the spin-soin entanglem ent [_1-§]
reads

N 1)C =1 4h}iN: (1)
W e thus predict a nitesize scaling exponent for this
(rescaled) concurrence which is  1=3.

At rst glance, these results are strikingly sin ilar to
those obtained in the LM G m odel {10, 4] and this calls
for severalcom m ents. Indeed, it iswellknown that ifone
focuses on the atom ic degrees of freedom , both system s
are equivalent In the them odynam ical lim it as shown
with di erent m ethods E_S:, ﬂ;-7_'., :_L-8_:, ﬂ;-9_:] However, the



nite-size corrections fail to be captured through this
mappihg. For instance, in the D icke m odel, one has
liny 1 4hT73N = lo=(!%+ 1§)'™? whereas it vanishes
in the LM G m odel [_19', :_11_J|'] M oreover, r the LM G
m odel, these exponents were found to be related to the
upper criticaldim ension and them ean— eld criticalexpo-—
nentsofthe Isihgm odelin a transversem agnetic eld t_Z-(_):]
which is the counterpart ofthe LM G m odelw ith short—
range interactions. For the D icke m ode], it is di cul to

nd such a m apping since one cannot sim ply consider i
as a longrange interacting system which would adm it a
short—range equivalent. Consequently, the sin ilarity be-
tween the exponents of these two m odels is a nontrivial
result which shed light on a recent controverse on that
sub et 21, 23, 23).

Unlke previous studies using CUT s, we have devel-
oped here an altemative sim ple perturbative approach
relying on a canonicaltransform ation which allow sone to
diagonalize the H am iltonian at order 1=N . Thism ethod
can, In principle, be applied to m any sin ilar m odels in—
volringm ore than one type ofboson and requiresto solve
a set of linear equations. It is thus, a priori sin pler than
the CUT s technique even if the num ber of equations to
be solved quickly grow s w ith the order of the 1N ex—
pansion. W hatever the approach chosen, them ain result
to keep In m ind is that if one accepts the hypothesis of
a unigque scaling variable, it is su cient to com pute the

rst nontrivial correction of one cbservabl (for exam ple
the ground state energy) to get all the exponents. In—
deed, the determ ination of andn for the other ones
can already be Infered from the quadratic approxin ation.

F inally, ket us quote a recent work Q-fl] where a sam -
classical approach has been introduced to obtain the

nite-size scaling exponent in the LM G m odel. Tt would
be interesting to analyze the D icke m odel w ithin this
fram ew ork to have a better understanding of the sin i~
larities between these two system s.

W e wish to thank T .Brandes, B.Doucot, C.Em ary,
N .Lambert, J-M .M aillard and D .M ouhanna for fruitfil

discussions and valuable com m ents on the m anuscript.
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