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P hase transition and phase diagram at a general 1lling in the spinless one-dim ensional
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Am ong the m echanism s for lattice structural deformm ation, the electron-phonon interaction m e~
diated Peilerls chargedensity-wave (CDW ) instability in single band low -din ensional system s is
perhaps the m ost ubiguitous. The standard m ean- eld picture predicts that the CDW transition
occurs at all 1lings and all values of the electron-phonon coupling g and the adiabaticity param eter
t=!0. Here, we correct the m ean— eld expression for the Peilerls Instability condition by show ing
that the non-interacting static susceptibbility, at tw ice the Ferm im om entum , should be replaced by
the dynam ic one. W e derive the Luttinger liquid (LL) to CDW transition condition, exact to second
order in a novel blocked perturative approach, for the spinless one-din ensional H olstein m odel in
the adiabatic regim e. The smn all param eter is the ratio g!¢=t. W e present the phase diagram at
non-half- 1ling by obtajnjng the surprising result that the CDW occurs in a m ore restrictive region

of a two param eter (g°!

o=t and t=!¢) space than at half- Iling.

PACS numbers: 71.38.%, 7145Lr, 71304+ h, 75101

I. NTRODUCTION

Over the last few decades, electron-phonon interac—
tion physics has o ered a variety of Intriguing and ex—
citing phenom ena such as superconductivity (horganic
and organic), CDW states, colossal m agnetoresistance,
m etakinsulator transition, polaronic ordered phases, etc
@j]. O f the electron-phonon m odels available, the spin—
Jess Holstein model B3] is a sinplke and widely used
m odel that m in ics strongly correlated electron system s
w ith a strong on-site coulom bic repulsion and short range
electron-phonon interactions. It was congctured a long
while ago by Peierls that 1D electron-phonon m etallic
system s, such asthe spinlessH olstein m odel, w illundergo
an electronic charge-density-wave (CDW ) transition w ith
a concom itant lattice distortion of the sam e periodic—
hin g E!]. QuastlD organic charge transfer salts [such as
TTF (TCNQ)]and conjigated polym ers [such as (CH )x]
aswellas norganicblie bronzes €g9., K ¢.3M 00 3), m ixed
valence P latinum chain com pounds (€4g. Krogmann’s
salt), and transition m etal chalcogenides (eg. NbSes)
Ej{g] exhibit such spontaneous sym m etry breaking in the
ground state and are good candidates for the H olstein
m odel. Furthem ore, even the strongly correlated two-
band m anganite system s (eg. La; xCaxM nO 3) E‘_EI], in
the lIow -doped regin e, can bem odeled using the H olstein
m odel [16,111.

Contrary to them ean— eld picture, at half- lling, i is
now clear that the LL to CDW transition occurs only
above a critical electron-phonon coupling strength that
depends on the adiabaticity. P rogress has been m ade
overthe last few decades, in temm s of studying the P elerls
transition at half- lling of the spinless Holstein m odel,
by usihg various technigques such as quantum M onte
Carlo simulations [_1-51‘ {:_ig‘p], two—cuto renom alization—

group analysis ﬁl6 variationalm ethod ﬂ#.,18], denSJty—
m atrix renom alization group OM RG) method fl9], and
exact diagonalization QO] However, a controlled ana—
Iytic treatm ent ofthe quantum phase transition hasbeen
reported only reoent]y and that too only in the anti-
adiabatic regin e {ZL Contrastingly only little e ort has
been devoted to understand the quantum phase transi-
tion away from half- Iling f_Z-@']

T he present paper is ain ed at providing a well con—
trolled analytic approach to understand the P eierls quan—
tum phase transition in the adiabatic regin e for the one—
din ensional spinless Holstein m odel at a general 1ling.
W e em ploy a novelblocking approach that avoids the dif-

culties posed by both tin edependent-and degenerate—
perturbation theories. Using the condition that the ef-
fective phonon frequency becom es soft at the symm e-
try breaking point, we obtain an instability criterion
that preem pts the energy lkevels crossing condition for
phase transition. In the adiabatic regin e and at half-

lling, we capture the essential features of the LL-CDW
transition resuls obtained by the \benchm ark" DM RG
m ethod in Ref. ﬂ19] At 1llings other than half, we show
that the LL phase certainly exists in the an all polaron
lin it when ¢! o=t >> max (1;t=!o) and I the extreme
antiadiabatic regime. Furthem ore, n the adiabatic
regin e, we also dem onstrate that CDW phase does exist
at interm ediate values of the electron-phonon couplings
g< t=!y. W e propose a qualitative phase diagram as a
guide for future work.

II.PHONON SOFTENING IN THE LL PHASE

W e begin by considering the phonon-softening in the
LL phase as the signal for lattice deform ation in the 1D
H olstein m odel. T he non-interacting H am ittonian


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606291v2

X X

Ho= koc;iocko + !o a;aq; @)
KO g
and the perturbation
X
g!
H1=1eg_° algt a’); @)

9

togetherm ake up the H olstein H am ittonian. In the above
equations, 4= cY cKo is the density operator, Cyo

is the electron dest:nuctjon operator with ¥° lim ited to
the st Brilluin zone, ,, = 2tcosk’) with lattice
constant being taken to be uniy, t is the hoppihg In—
tegral, a4 is the phonon destruction operator, !¢ is the
optical phonon frequency, and N is the num ber of sites.
T he eigen states and eigen energies of H g are given by
Jii= Jymi  iaimipn With joi= J;0ibeing the
ground state with zero phonons) and E Ol respectively.
W hereas, for the interacting Ham ittonian H = Hg + H 4,
the corresponding eigen states are j ;1 and the eigen en—
emgiesareE | .
Now the doubl tin e derivative of an operator A is
given by
A= [R;HLHD] 3)
From the above equation, when A is taken to be the
ionic position coordinate Q, = =@M lo) @ + @' )
and upon m aking the static m ean— eld approxim ation
s/ 000, B] wedbtain the Dlow ing expression :

Qp= !o0+29°1) o(Ei0Rs= !ZQp: @)

W e know that in 1D the non-interacting polarizability

0 ;0) hasa negative divergence at w avevectorp = 2kg .
T hus it appears that the renom alized phonon frequency
'R becomes soft even for vanishingly am all electron—
phonon interaction lading to lattice distortion. W e will
now proceed to derive the true phonon softening con-—
dition rigorously. To this end we calculate the m atrix
elem ents of Eq. ('_IJ.) and obtain

mnRjni= E , E m AJ il &)

When !2= & . E _)® 0, nstability occurs for
transition from j ito j , iprovidedthath , AJ ,1i$6
0. For the totalHam iltonian Ho + H i, we cbtain E
perturbatively to be E = E° + E(Z)
@)

n

12 where

E is the second order correction to the energy. T hen,
toseoondorderm , Wwe obtain

2 _ 0 0 \2 2 =0 0 @)
o= €, E-)+2 7€, E°)E " E
Thus to order 2 in perturbation, as the strength of the
interaction is ncreased, !Z2= ObeoreE | = E .

W ewillnow focuson the eigen states ; and the eigen
energlesE | ofH( + H; to obtain the phonon softening

condition. The energy of the (expected) ground state,
upto second order In perturbation, is given by:

12 X
E , =T, 92-0 Jm 3 q:plequ )

mot lo

gm 60

where Tg (= E° ) is the non-interacting kinetic energy
of the j gistate and o n o wih , belhg the
energy of jn ie;. Let j 21 Pin piwih fi pipn cor-
resgoonding to a state w ith n phonons all of which being

In the p state. Then, the corregponding interacting
state j i yields the energy di erence E o, E o=
o+ ( p;! o) where the selfenergy, thchJsoomp]ex

in general, isgiven by  (9;! o) = g°!§ o (;!0) [see Ap-
pendix A fordetails]w ith the non-interacting (L indhard)

polarizability ¢ being de ned as ﬂ_Z-Cj;]
Bi o) 1 X gmin pPiaf  mi oPiad
0 ¥r=0 N 'o mo+ 1 'o+ mot i

m €0

Hence we see that, although the above energy di erence
yJe]dstheexpres.s:on'2 120+ 262y o5 !0)] based
on Egs. 6) and {_G) w ith the form being sin ilar to that
In Eq. @), the complex nature of the selfenergy com —
plicates :denUiang the phonon softening condition for
lattice instability ﬁ24 W e w ill adopt an altemate per—
turbative procedure to obtain the lattice instability cri-
terion.

III.HALF-FILLED CA SE

W e begin by observing that the expression
= 4tsinkr k)sihkr); ®)

wih p = 2kr has two solutions for k. Then at half-

Iing kr = =2) and k < kg, the two solutions to
Eqg. (r_é) are k = =2 arcsin [! p=4t]. Thus, the
states j1i ¥ ! K p;0i (corresponding to excit-
ng, from the ground state, the electron at XK to Xk p)
and j 2i j k! ¥ p;0i are degenerate w ith
391 9;1 o1 and are connected to j i through H;

ash ;741,73 %16 0. Hence, em pbying degenerate per—
turbation theory seem s to be a natural choice to study
lattice period doubling. H owever, the num ber of degen—
erate states that need to be considered increases linearly
w ith num ber of phonons in the state j i Pjn i lsee
Appendix B 1]. Then, to calulate ! 2 for largen becom es
di cul!
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FIG.1l. B locking procedure at half- 1ling. E lctrons
at kg = =2 are excited from the ground state (dark line)
to K ptoblock the excitations K ! K p resgpectively.

To circum vent the above problem , we adopt the ol
low Ing approach. W e choose our starting state to be
Jali 3 K ! K pike ! K pin ximw 1) such
that, by exciting the electrons at Ky from the ground
state to K p outside the Femm i sea FS), the excita—
tionskK! K pand K! K parePauliblocked fs
shown in Fig. ). Now, ¥ havebeen excited for ease of
m athem aticalm anjpulation. The state ,, upon tuming
on interactions, yields the energy [see Appendix B 2 for
details]:

E _=E ,+ @+ 1!oll+ g°!oRe o;'o)]

+g”1ZReR o & pPiKrilo) o®ito)ls )
w here
R ( ') 1X 1 n, + N,
€ o8- o -
N . et 'O s q+ !0 r
Ny 1 n,
st !O r T !O q
For!g=@4t) << 1,
Re|2 (R -k ol ) (p.l )] i]rl E . (10)
0 Pikr -0 oPr-o >t 91, :

The above approxin ation underestin ates the actual
value of2 o by lessthan 5% fort=!¢ > 4. In Ap-—
pendix C ,Fig. 6(c) showsthat2 g 0> Ofort=!y > 1.
In the above Eq. @), forn ! 1 , energy instabiliy
& E , < 0) occurs for values of g larger than gg
given by 1+ g2 !oRe ¢ (;!o) = 0. Forg> gz, E, has
no bwer bound which is an unphysical situation. A Ilso
wheng> gz,E .., E _ =1+ g?'gRe ofp;!o)< 0
foralln 1 which leadsto the rem arkable situation that
allE | crossatthesameg= gz . To second order in the
an all param eter of perturbation, sin ilar to Eq.('_é), one
obtains

@+ 1?1350+ 297 gRe o (o7 !0)]
13

gz.oh 8t

2t 91y

2 _ 2
!e_(En Eo)

+2n+ 1)

11)

Thuswe see from Eq. C_f]_:) that, in the adiabatic regim e
and for large n, the above m entioned energy instability

occurring at g > gy ispreem
Ing occurring at g> g. = gg =
ollow ing expression:

ed by the phonon soffen—
2 wih g, de ned by the

1+ 2g2!oRe o (;lo) = O: 12)

The above equation is one of our m ain results and is
the correction to the m ean— eld instability condition 1 +
27! o (@;0) = 0 cbtaied from Eq. ). The operator
A, which produces non-vanishing m atrix elem ents in Eq.
@), isgiven by A = c; .C :2cyk LC =2 @ )" . Thus,
the system becom es unstable tow ards absorbing a large
num ber (n) ofphonons kading to am acroscopic deform a—
tion as explained below . T he displacem ent-displacem ent
correlation function is given by

n cos[(j
NM !,

Dpl

h D103 ni=h Pi1Q3]ni= 13)

Thus we see that, ©r non-vanishing values of n=N , one
obtains an observable ionicposition m odulation when
j i isthe interacting ground state. The aboveEq. {13)
is true for all 1lings and for any eigen state with n
phonons.
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FIG.2. Critical coupling g. versus adiabaticity pa—
ram eter t=!o. Comparison of the g. values obtained at ()
half- Iling in thiswork, in Ref. [19]using DM RG, and in Ref.
!:_LQ] using two-cuto RG; and (o) various 1llings ( ) In this
work.



T he critical coupling g., given by Eq. C_l-g' can be
expressed analytically as follow s:

( " p— #
L @ 1 2P (tank)?

Z P P
9e 1 2 1+ 1 2)2 ( tanky )?

" b #)

1 1 2

2l —p—onsr ; a4
1+ 1 2

w here =(tsin ke )) < 1. Fig. d depicts, or vari
ous lling factors , the variation ofthe critical coupling
g. w ith the adiabaticity param eter t=!,. At half- lling,
forvalnesoft=!y > 5, ourtheoretical curve is quite close
to the num erically detem ined values ofg. as reported in
Ref. [_1§‘i] Furtherm ore, at half- lling and for 2 << 1,
our expression r g, liven by Eq. {14)] reduces to the
two-cuto renom alization result ofC aron and Bourbon—
nais [16], ie., !¢ = 2ctexp( t=¢f!,) @ithc 1),when
wetakec= 4. Thenum ericalagream ent between thetwo
expressions is depicted In Fig. :_2: @)

IV.LESS THAN HALF-FILLING

W e will now consider llings that are less than half-
Iing. The linedepicted by t=! ¢ = 1=H/ sin kg ) sih kg )]
bbtained by setting k = ky i Eq. ()], corresponds
to the divergence of ((;!o). In the region above
t=!o = 1=[@shQky)sih ks )] (e Fig. d), the excita—
tjoneneJ:r_:Jyexplcessjonkp x = lowithp= 2k is
satis ed by one wavevector for kj< kr sseen from Eq.
@)] (see Appendix C for a com plete analysis). W e will
now considerthe region t=!¢ > 1= sih Rkr ) sih kr )]. In
this region, the degenerate statesare j i P;n piand
i X! ¥ pi 1) pi. We obtain the ower
eigen energy,pw_hjch corresponds to the state j i
§2i jliF 2,tobe (see Appendix C)

E =E ,+E'+nloll+ g !oRe oi!o)]
05g°1iRel 0 (di o) o0& ®iKilo)l (15
o
where E! = p?g!o is the rst order energy correc—

tion. In arriving at the above energy, w e have ignored the
contribution n=N (k 20 % p 0)] corresponding to
exciting theelectron atk ptothestatek 2pby destroy—
ing a phonon of momentum p. This is valid provided
¥ 2 Kk op !o06 0.Thecasewhen » K op lg=0
(le., =!9 = 1=Rsh @k )]), willbe discussed in the Ap—
pendix C 1. O bviously, the m acroscopic deform ation in—
stability condition is still g > g. wih g. given by Eqg.
2.
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FIG .3. Curves relevant for identifying di erentper-
turbative regim es. PIot oft=!¢ and lling factor = kr =
values satisfying Re o 2kr ;!0) = 0 and curves for the func-
tions t=!¢ = 1=@shhkr)sinkr)], = 1=@Asih ke
= 1=Psin 2kr )].

)], and

&t should be pointed out that only the region
Re o ;o) < 0 is rrelevant in obtaining g.. The curve
Re o;'o) = 0 is depicted In Fig. B and exists only
forkyp < =4. Above (pelow) this curve, Re ¢ ;! o) is
always negative (positive). Furthem ore, for kp > =4
and all values of the adiabaticity param eter t=!, above
(below ) the Iine t=!¢ = 1=K sin kg )], one can show ana—
Iytically that Re ¢ ;! o) is alwaysnegative (positive).

Tt can be shown that, foragiven lling and any value
oft=!y whereRe ( (®;!o) < 0, the m acroscopic instabit
ity condition is always gJyen by Eqg. (12 ) (see Appendix
C).For lling factors above 025, as shown in Fig. 4,
the g, decreases w ith decreasing t=!y wih a downward
kink appearing at a certain value of t=!( corresponding
to the negative divergence of ¢ ;! o). At the point of
divergence of ¢ (©;!0), perturbation theory is no longer
valid. For kg < =4, the . initially decreases w ith de—
creasing t=! until a certain value of t=!(; whik below
thisvalue t=! ¢, the value of g. again increases due to the
fact that Re ¢ ;! o) value approaches zero valie (see
Fi. -'_3) . Lastly, we would lke to point out that the g,
valies are not reliable when g.! ¢=t> 1 and hence in the
entire antiadiabatic regine (=!¢ < 1) the g, values are
suspect e Fig. 4 0)]

V.T=0PHASE DIAGRAM AT
NON-HALF-FILLING

At non-half ling, we will now discuss the quantum
phase transition based on the perturbation theory re—
sults derived above and the work reported in Ref. {_2-]_;]
In the extreme snall polaron regine, forg > 1, it was
show n earlier that the e ective H olstein H am iltonian can
be recast asan e ective spin Ham ittonian (usihgW igner—
Jordan transform ation) as follow s (see {_2-1:] for details) :
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J oj+1
) 3
2 2 X +
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where t=¢ !, is the polaron size param eter.
The above equation was obtained by assum ing that
the phonons are frozen in the Lang¥Firsov trans—
med LFT) phononic ground state exp g jcgcj @;
as+1)1Pipn £5]. Now, for the above Eq. {16) to be the
basis for studying phase transition, each of the coe —
cients of the second, third, and fourth temm s on the rhs
should be signi cantly sm allerthan ! (so that the LFT
phononic ground state rem ainsuna ected). In Eq. ¢_1-§),
for << 1, the coe cients of the nearest neighbor and
the next to nearest neighbor Interactions in the trans—
verse direction aremuch an aller than !y. C ontrastingly,
the coe cient of the nearest neighbor Interaction in the
longitudinal direction is much am aller than ! always
when t=!¢ < 1; whike fort=!y > 1, it ismuch an aller
only when f=(g'!o)F << 1 (ie., for large values of g).
Note that, when << 1, the Jast tem isnegligble. Us-
Ing Bethe ansatz, we know that anisotropic H eisenberg
m odel always yields a Luttinger liquid away from half-

Tling R6{28]! From the above analysis, it follow s that
a LL results forallvaluesofl= >> max(l;t=!y). Fur-
them ore, ort=!y << 1 and g > 1, the above Eq. C_l-§‘)
isvalid w ith the last term on the rhsbeing negligble and
consequently LL results away from half- 1lling.

Next, when g < 1 and t=!¢ << 1, we get the cor-

responding e ective spin Ham ittonian from the e ective
Holstein Ham iltonian to be f_Z-Zl:]

2
. X 2X +
H T g lod i+ ed (5 54, +H©T
J ]
2 X
t 22
g +
+ '—0 e f5, 411tHcy
’ 3
2 X
t 2
4 — e %9 z oz a7n

| j oj+1

In arriving at the above equation too, i was assum ed
that the phonons are In the LFT phononic ground state.
Such an assum ption is justi ed because the coe cients

of the second, third, and fourth tem s on the rhs of the
above equation, aremuch an aller than !(. In Eq. {;L-:/:),
the sn all param eter is t=! and the last two tem s are
negligble com pared to the second term when the adia—
baticity param eter t=!y << 1. Then, this mpliessa LL

state orall llings. Forg !
do not expect a CDW state.

T he phase diagram (see F ig. -:4) is draw n qualitatively
for a general lling away from half- lling. For < 025,
the CDW region shifts to the right w ith decreasing as
can be sum ised from the region ofvalidity g.!o=t< 1 in
Fig. -'_Z(b). T he regions where LL is certain is indicated.
Fort=!y > 1, shceweneed f=(@!o)F << 1 Hrthe va—
lidity ofEq. C_l-é), the boundary of the LL-certain-region
is Inear and ofthe form ¢?! y=t= D t=! where the slope
D >> 1. Furthem ore, org! (=t<< 1, oneexpectsa LL
phase and hence we get a linear boundary (of the form
Flo=t= dt=!g with d << 1) fr the LL phase i the
lower left part of the diagram .

0 and any value oft=!y,we

?‘)0 >>1§ LL

Il
t 1
w,<<1 i
Wo
FIG. 4. Zero tem perature phase diagram at

non-half 1lling. Regions where CDW and LL phases cer-
tainly exist are depicted. The calculated transition from LL
to CDW is iIndicated by a dark line along w ith its expression.

T he thatched portion corresponds to a region where
a CDW state is certain. The upper boundary of the
thatched region, which is cbtained by the condition
glo=t 1 and is therefore linear with slope of order
unity, corregoonds to the breakdow n of the perturbation
theory used in identifying the CDW transition. The only
certain location ofthe transition from LL to CDW is In—
dicated by a solid dark line and is approxin ately given
by ¢?!o=t 1=(h @t=!() While the exact relation is ex—
pressed n Eq. C_l-lj)]. However, it is unclear In the rest
of the gure where exactly the transition from a CDW
state to a LL state takesplace.

Finally, it should be em phasized that there are two
di erent types of phase transitions. The nature of the
phase transition on the adiabatic side, at interm ediate
valies of g < t=!y, is driven by a m acroscopic ionic lat—
tice distortion. Q uite di erently, in the restricted region
of the an all polaron lim it where 1= >> max (1;t=!y)
and In the extrem e antiadiabatic regine =!y << 1),
the CDW isdriven by a sm allpolaron-interaction based



m echanisn . In the latter case, the coordinate Bethe
ansatz argum ent preclides the possibility ofa sm allpo—
laronic CDW away from half- lling in sharp contrast to
the half- Ied case [19,21].
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APPENDIX A:

The interacting state j i, corresponding to the non-interacting state j Ji= P;n i, yields the ©llow ing energy
expression :

" #
X ;044
E o=To+nlg 73}1?{”332 ; @a1)
n E EO,
1€R 1 n
where Tg = E OO = 2N tsin kr )= is the non-interacting kinetic energy of the ground state j (i and
2
X l:Hljnlf grzal XX omh gPiad  nt 1% Imd o Piaf
EO N not o N mot o
16 0 mé60g6p 3 m60
SR .l S 5
N . mo 1y 1
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1 X gm i g Piaf
A A = noo@ilo)?; @2)
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w ith ! 0" . Then the above Eq. {Z—\Z) yields the energy di erence E o E o= 'o+ ( p;! o) where the

n+1
selfenergy ofa phonon (g;! ) = g?!2 o o0 @;!0). The selfenergy isdisplayed in Fig. 5 w ith the bubble representing
the polarizability o ;! ) and each of the electron-phonon interaction vertices corresponding to the factorg!y.

——

4B £+,
P wy-- - P W,

de

FIG .5. Selfenergy ofaphonon. The solid and the dashed lines depict the electron and the phonon propagators respectively.

APPENDIX B:

1. The set of degenerate states for half- lled case

T he solutions of the expression

lo= o, = dtshike k) shGke); ®L
forp= 2kry are given by
|
‘o
k= Xk arcsh ———— 2)
F 4tsin kg ) ©
and
|
o
k= +k +arcsh ——— 3
ke 4tsin kg i



Then, the set of states that are degenerate with ;n i and that should be considered In degenerate perturbation

theory consists of the follow ing states ; @ 2m) m . oM ok pi, X! K pic 2m 1) pm,, R pi’
J k! K pic 2m 1) pm oM ok pi,j”(! K p; k! K pih 2m 2) pm oM ok pi,j”(!
E piln 2m 2) gfm + 1), o o 1@i,j K! ¥ pin 2m 2) ,m,, p(m +1) pi,whe1:em=O,1,2,3,...
w ith the constraint that the num ber of phonons is non-negative. T hus we see that the num ber of degenerate states

Increases linearly w ith n and is given by 3n.

2. Derivation ofenergy E | in the half Iled case

The startingstate j o1 J XK ! K pikp ! K pin zi@ 1), affer switching on the interactions, resuls in
the follow ing energy:

nw

#
X hafagaif

E ,=To+ M+ 1)l LT ®4)
%n 1 n
To evaluate the last term on the right hand side (ths) ofEq. C_E-S_zl:), weuseEq. {Z-\_Z) and obtain
X nafijaif X j 213
1H1Jnd hoifj 0iF
=T v Re 5= JliRel ok B Krilo)
%n 1 n 6 0 1 2
+ o( K pikeiloll
= 29°!1fRe ¢ & pikeilo); ®5)
w here
R ( L) 1 X 1 n, N Ny
€ o0B/gi-o -
N v T !O s q+ !O r
n 1 n
st !0 r xt !0 q

In the above expression for g, the st and second temm s corresoond to adding the contributions due to the electron
at 8 going to a state outside the Fem isurface ES) and those due to the electrons w thin the F'S going to the state
g respectively. W hereas the third and fourth temm s, on the rths ofEq. C_E-S_E}), represent subtracting contributions due
to electrons w thin the F'S going to the state s and those due to electron at § going outside the FS respectively. In
obtaining Eqg. é:ﬂ), the tem s that are ignored or overcounted are negligble for arge N . From the main text we
know that the state j i, upon tuming on the interaction, yields the energy

gl X gmg qPiad

E ,=To o ®7)
m 0 m 0 -0
Then, from Egs. B4){ B7), we obtain
E_ =E ,+ m+ 1) o0+ g oRe o(;'o)]
+9°1iReR o & pPikrilo)  ofeilo)l: ®8)

In the above equation, 2 | 0> 0 forallvaluesoft=!q > 1.



APPENDIX C:

(@)]
(@)]
1.2
1.1 -
o 1F
09 r
O 8 I . | . | . 1 . | . | .
0.25 0.3 0.35 0.4 0.45 0.5
FIG.6. Plotsofgc and g1 (drawn till their crossing point) versus t=!¢ when the excitation expression , o x = 'o has
only one solution K wih k < kr = p=2) for @) = 01 and (b) = 03 and two solutions for () = 05.

Here, we consider in detail the non-half- lled case. For kr larger (smaller) than =4, the line given by t=!y =
1=M sin 2kr ) sin (kg )] corresponds to the larger (sn aller) m agnitude wavevector solution K lying on the Ferm isurface
as scen from Eq. (B3) Eq. B2)). In the region above (oelow) t=!, = 1=[sin 2k ) sin k)] (see Fig. 3 in the
m ain text), the excitation energy e_xPression % o x = o with p= 2kr is satis ed by one (two) wavevector(s) for
*ki< kg >__=4 @s seen from Eqg. {]_3_$)]whereas for ki< kr < =4 i is satis ed by one (zero) wavevector(s) s seen
from Eq. B2)].

In the region t=! > 1=[ s @k ) sin kr )], the degenerate statesare j )i Pjn ciand i X! ¥ p;@
1) pi.Unlke at half Iling, only two (ie., the above given tw o) degenerate states need be considered for carrying out
degenerate perturbation theory. The two basis statesare § ;i [ %41 jliF 2andj}i [ %i+ jliF 2with
j, 1@ .1 yieding the ower (higher) eigen energy. Then, from degenerate perturbation theory, one gets

e -5 pRg. X o,
N E ol EO

15 nin n

; c1n

w here the second term on the rhsisthe rst order energy correction; furthem ore, it is understood that the states j 11
do not belong to the subspace spanned by j , i. Next, to evaluate the last term on the rhs ofthe above Eq. {3_],'), we



use the ollow ing non-m ixing fact:

X s if 1 X pa#a3F o1 X hoafgg lid
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Using Eq. {_5;_2) and on noting that
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we obtain from Egs. {-Q:i){ @3:3)
E =E ,+E'+nlol+ g’ !oRe ofp;lo)] C4)
05g°1§Rel o ilo) o0& miKilo)l: €5

In Eqg. {E-J_:’{), o ® p;K;!o) hasbeen obtained In a m anner sim ilar to that in the half lled case. A sm entioned in
them ain text, the m acroscopic nstability condition is given by

1+ 2g%!'oRe o (p;'!o) = 0: c6)

However, oreach ling below half- Iling, there is a corresponding critical value of the adiabaticity param eter (&! o)
below which Re[ ¢ o]l > 0 in the above Eqg. @_5). Consequently, the interacting state j ; i produced by the
one phonon state j ; i ism ore stable than the interacting state j o1 at an electron-phonon coupling value given by
g1 < g< g; where g; correspondsto E . E , )2 =0 e Fi. E]. O nly above this critical adiabaticity param eter
valuiedowehave j i, forn ! 1 ,asthem ost stable state at a coupling g > g < g; . Furthem ore, it should also
be noted that the interacting state j ; 1 isalso a LL. Thus, it is obvious that the LL to CDW transition occurs only
at g = ¢! . Lastly i should also be m entioned that, instead of using the above degenerate perturbation theory to
obtain the instability condition, one can also adopt a blocking approach sin ilar to that at half- lling by exciting one
electron at the Fem isurface to the state K p and then em ploy non-degenerate perturbation theory. In the latter
case, the condition for m acroscopic instability is still the sam e while the critical adiabaticity param eter value (@bove
which g. < g1) is slightly larger.

= = |
1. Thecasewhen , o x X 2p X p 'y

In the non-half- lled regin e, we w illnow consider the special case w here the excitation expression o = o

X 2p X op = !y are sin ultaneously satis ed by one X with k < kg = p=2). Thiswillhold when 2tcosk) = !
and consequently when t=!3 = 1=R sin kg )]. For values of the adiabaticity param eter t=! 3 and kr that lie on the
line t=!y = 1=P2sih Qkr )] depicted In Fig. 3 ofm ain text, the m ethod involving only two degenerate states breaks
down. To analyze the CDW instability, one can use a blocking m ethod sim ilar to that used at half- lling in the
maln text. W e Pauliblock the statesk  pand K 2p by the two electrons on the Ferm i surface. T he blocked state

j% ¥ ! K p; K ! K 2pin piyieldsthe energy for the interacting state j 1 to be

and

E o=E ,+ !g(+csckes )+ nloll+ g°!oRe o(i!0)]

+d15Rel o & ®iKeilo)+ o0& 2p; Keilo)l: C7)

H ere too the critical coupling g., orm acroscopic instability, is stillgiven by Eq. @_Zji) . However, for 1ling factors less
than approxin ately 022, the one phonon interacting state j gi is the lowest energy state forg; < g< g. (seeFig.
. At llings above 022, the Jarge n phonon interacting state j 21 isthem ost stable state org> g, < g; . It should

- n
also be m entioned that the above blocking procedure can also be used when = !y and o In

K p 13
which case the values of t=! ¢ and kr lie close to the curve t=!7 = 1=2 sin 2kr )].

kK 2p K p
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FIG.7. Plot of g and g; versus llings when the excitation expressions , = !o and , % = !y are

<] X 2p
sim ultaneously satis ed by one K (wih k < kr = p=2).

2. W hen both the solutions exist

Here we will consider the lattice nstability for the case t=!¢ < 1=KBsin@kr )sh kr )] when two wavevec—
tors satisfy the excitation energy expression o g = 'o Prkr > =4. Forkr < =4, only the region
t=!y > 1=[4sh @ky )sinkr )] is relevant as Re o ;!o) = 0 lies above this line (see Fig. 3 ofmail text). For
kg > =4, ket the two wavevectors that satisfy % b = o bek; and K, . W ewilluse the blocking m ethod to block
the statesX; pandX, pbythetwoelectronson theFem isurface. T he state j goi ¥ ! K opr K ! K pin i
Jeads to the energy

E w=E ,+ !g+ 4tcoskes )+ nloll+ g°!oRe oo !0)]

+F12Re[ oK Pikrilo)t o® B Keilo)l: (1)

Here also the m acroscopic instability occurs when g > g. w ith g. obtained from Eqg. @_a) . For extrem e values of kg ,
ie, kr closeto =4 or =2, the large n state j goijsthe lowest energy state forg > g. < g1 (see Fig. §). On the
other hand, at interm ediate values ofkr , the state j ?ijsthe stable state forg; < g< g (seeFig. g).
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FIG .8. Potsofg. and g1 versust=!o when the excitation expression , -
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= !y hastwo solutionsk Wwith k < kg = p=2)
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