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Am ong the m echanism s for lattice structuraldeform ation,the electron-phonon interaction m e-

diated Peierls charge-density-wave (CDW ) instability in single band low-dim ensional system s is

perhaps the m ost ubiquitous. The standard m ean-�eld picture predicts that the CDW transition

occursatall�llingsand allvaluesoftheelectron-phonon coupling g and theadiabaticity param eter

t=!0. Here,we correct the m ean-�eld expression for the Peierls instability condition by showing

thatthe non-interacting static susceptibility,attwice the Ferm im om entum ,should be replaced by

thedynam icone.W ederivetheLuttingerliquid (LL)to CDW transition condition,exactto second

order in a novelblocked perturbative approach,for the spinless one-dim ensionalHolstein m odelin

the adiabatic regim e. The sm allparam eter is the ratio g!0=t. W e present the phase diagram at

non-half-�lling by obtaining the surprising resultthatthe CDW occursin a m ore restrictive region

ofa two param eter(g
2
!0=tand t=!0)space than athalf-�lling.

PACS num bers:71.38.-k,71.45.Lr,71.30.+ h,75.10.-b

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

O ver the last few decades, electron-phonon interac-

tion physics has o�ered a variety ofintriguing and ex-

citing phenom ena such as superconductivity (inorganic

and organic),CDW states,colossalm agnetoresistance,

m etal-insulatortransition,polaronic ordered phases,etc

[1]. O fthe electron-phonon m odels available,the spin-

less Holstein m odel [2,3] is a sim ple and widely used

m odelthat m im ics strongly correlated electron system s

with astrongon-sitecoulom bicrepulsion and shortrange

electron-phonon interactions. Itwasconjectured a long

while ago by Peierls that 1D electron-phonon m etallic

system s,such asthespinlessHolstein m odel,willundergo

an electroniccharge-density-wave(CDW )transition with

a concom itant lattice distortion of the sam e periodic-

ity [4]. Q uasi-1D organic charge transfer salts [such as

TTF(TCNQ )]and conjugated polym ers[such as(CH)x]

aswellasinorganicbluebronzes(e.g.,K 0:3M oO 3),m ixed

valence Platinum chain com pounds (e.g., K rogm ann’s

salt), and transition m etalchalcogenides (e.g., NbSe3)

[5{8]exhibitsuch spontaneoussym m etry breakingin the

ground state and are good candidates for the Holstein

m odel. Furtherm ore,even the strongly correlated two-

band m anganite system s (e.g.,La1� xCaxM nO 3) [9],in

thelow-doped regim e,can bem odeled usingtheHolstein

m odel[10,11].

Contrary to them ean-�eld picture,athalf-�lling,itis

now clear that the LL to CDW transition occurs only

above a criticalelectron-phonon coupling strength that

depends on the adiabaticity. Progress has been m ade

overthelastfew decades,in term sofstudyingthePeierls

transition at half-�lling ofthe spinless Holstein m odel,

by using various techniques such as quantum M onte

Carlo sim ulations [12{15], two-cuto� renorm alization-

group analysis[16],variationalm ethod [17,18],density-

m atrix renorm alization group (DM RG )m ethod [19],and

exact diagonalization [20]. However,a controlled ana-

lytictreatm entofthequantum phasetransition hasbeen

reported only recently and that too only in the anti-

adiabaticregim e[21].Contrastingly only littlee�orthas

been devoted to understand the quantum phase transi-

tion away from half-�lling [22].

The present paper is aim ed at providing a wellcon-

trolled analyticapproach tounderstand thePeierlsquan-

tum phasetransition in theadiabaticregim efortheone-

dim ensionalspinlessHolstein m odelata general�lling.

W eem ploy anovelblockingapproach thatavoidsthedif-

�cultiesposed by both tim e-dependent-and degenerate-

perturbation theories. Using the condition that the ef-

fective phonon frequency becom es soft at the sym m e-

try breaking point, we obtain an instability criterion

that preem pts the energy levels crossing condition for

phase transition. In the adiabatic regim e and at half-

�lling,we capture the essentialfeaturesofthe LL-CDW

transition results obtained by the \benchm ark" DM RG

m ethod in Ref.[19].At�llingsotherthan half,weshow

that the LL phase certainly exists in the sm allpolaron

lim itwhen g2!0=t> > m ax(1;t=!0)and in the extrem e

anti-adiabatic regim e. Furtherm ore, in the adiabatic

regim e,wealso dem onstratethatCDW phasedoesexist

atinterm ediate values ofthe electron-phonon couplings

g < t=!0. W e propose a qualitative phase diagram asa

guideforfuture work.

II.P H O N O N SO FT EN IN G IN T H E LL P H A SE

W e begin by considering the phonon-softening in the

LL phase asthe signalforlattice deform ation in the 1D

Holstein m odel.The non-interacting Ham iltonian
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H 0 =
X

~k0

�~k0c
y

~k0
c~k0 + !0

X

~q

a
y

~q
a~q; (1)

and the perturbation

H 1 =
g!0
p
N

X

~q

�~q(a~q + a
y

� ~q
); (2)

togetherm akeup theHolstein Ham iltonian.In theabove

equations,�~q =
P

~k0
c
y

~k0+ ~q
c~k0 isthe density operator,c~k0

is the electron destruction operator with ~k0 lim ited to

the �rst Brillouin zone, �~k0 = � 2tcos(k0) with lattice

constant being taken to be unity, t is the hopping in-

tegral,a~q is the phonon destruction operator,!0 is the

opticalphonon frequency,and N isthe num berofsites.

The eigen states and eigen energies ofH 0 are given by

j�li= jn;m i� jnieljm iph (with j�0i= j0;0ibeing the

ground state with zero phonons) and E 0

�l

respectively.

W hereas,fortheinteracting Ham iltonian H = H 0 + H 1,

thecorresponding eigen statesarej�liand theeigen en-

ergiesareE � l
.

Now the double tim e derivative ofan operator A is

given by

�A = � [[A;H ];H ]: (3)

From the above equation, when A is taken to be the

ionic position coordinate Q ~p =
p
1=(2M !0)(a~p + a

y

� ~p
)

and upon m aking the static m ean-�eld approxim ation

�� ~p / �0(~p;0)Q ~p [8],weobtain thefollowing expression:

�Q ~p = � !20[1+ 2g2!0�0(~p;0)]Q ~p = � !2R Q ~p: (4)

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

�0(~p;0)hasanegativedivergenceatwavevectorp = 2kF .

Thusitappearsthattherenorm alized phonon frequency

!R becom es soft even for vanishingly sm all electron-

phonon interaction leading 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 entsofEq.(3)and obtain

h�m j�Aj�ni= � (E � m
� E � n

)2h�m jAj�ni: (5)

W hen !2e = (E � m
� E � n

)2 � 0,instability occurs for

transition from j�nitoj�m iprovided thath�m jAj�ni6=

0. Forthe totalHam iltonian H 0 + �H 1,we obtain E � n

perturbatively to be E � n
= E 0

�n
+ �2E

(2)

�n

+ :::where

E
(2)

�n

isthe second ordercorrection to the energy.Then,

to second orderin �,weobtain

!
2

e = (E 0

�m
� E

0

�n
)2 + 2�2(E 0

�m
� E

0

�n
)(E

(2)

�m

� E
(2)

�n

): (6)

Thusto order�2 in perturbation,asthe strength ofthe

interaction isincreased,!2e = 0 before E � m
= E � n

.

W ewillnow focuson theeigen states�l and theeigen

energiesE � l
ofH 0 + H 1 to obtain the phonon softening

condition. The energy ofthe (expected) ground state,

upto second orderin perturbation,isgiven by:

E � 0
= T0 �

g2!20

N

X

~q;m 6= 0

jhm jel�~qj0ielj
2

�m 0 + !0
; (7)

where T0 (= E 0
�0
)isthe non-interacting kinetic energy

ofthe j�0i state and �m 0 � �m � �0 with �m being the

energy ofjm iel. Let j 0
ni � j0;n� ~pi with jn� ~piph cor-

responding to a state with n phononsallofwhich being

in the � ~p state. Then, the corresponding interacting

state j	 0
ni yields the energy di�erence E 	 0

n + 1

� E 	 0

n
=

!0 + �(� ~p;! 0) where the self-energy,which is com plex

in general,isgiven by �(~p;! 0)= g2!20�0(~p;!0)[see Ap-

pendix A fordetails]with thenon-interacting(Lindhard)

polarizability �0 being de�ned as[23]

�0(~p;!0)�
1

N

X

m 6= 0

�
jhm jel�~pj0ielj

2

!0 � �m 0 + i�
�
jhm jel�� ~pj0ielj

2

!0 + �m 0 + i�

�

:

Hence wesee that,although the aboveenergy di�erence

yieldstheexpression !2e = !20[1+ 2g2!0�0(~p;!0)][based

on Eqs.(5)and (6)]with the form being sim ilarto that

in Eq. (4),the com plex nature ofthe self-energy com -

plicates identifying the phonon softening condition for

lattice instability [24]. W e willadopt an alternate per-

turbative procedure to obtain the lattice instability cri-

terion.

III.H A LF-FILLED C A SE

W e begin by observing thatthe expression

!0 = �~k� ~p
� �~k = 4tsin(kF � k)sin(kF ); (8)

with p = 2kF has two solutions for k. Then at half-

�lling (kF = �=2) and k < kF , the two solutions to

Eq. (8) are � k = �=2 � arcsin[!0=4t]. Thus, the

states j 1
1i � j~k ! ~k � ~p;0i (corresponding to excit-

ing,from the ground state,the electron at~k to ~k � ~p)

and j 2
1i � j� ~k ! �~k � ~p;0i are degenerate with

j 0
1i � j0;1� ~pi and are connected to j 0

1i through H 1

ash 
1;2

1
jH 1j 

0
1i6= 0. Hence,em ploying degenerate per-

turbation theory seem s to be a naturalchoice to study

lattice period doubling. However,the num berofdegen-

eratestatesthatneed to beconsidered increaseslinearly

with num berofphononsin thestatej 0
ni� j0;n� ~pi[see

Appendix B.1].Then,tocalculate!2e forlargen becom es

di�cult!
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− k
F k Fk k−k− k0 − pp−

FIG .1. B locking procedure at half-�lling. Electrons

at� kF = � �=2 areexcited from theground state(dark line)

to �~k� ~p to block theexcitations�~k ! �~k� ~p respectively.

To circum vent the above problem ,we adopt the fol-

lowing approach. W e choose our starting state to be

j�ni� j� ~kF ! ~k � ~p;~kF ! �~k � ~p;n� ~pi(n � 1)such

that,by exciting the electronsat�~kF from the ground

state to �~k � ~p outside the Ferm isea (FS),the excita-

tions~k ! ~k � ~p and �~k ! �~k � ~p arePauliblocked [as

shown in Fig.1].Now,� ~kF havebeen excited foreaseof

m athem aticalm anipulation.Thestate�n,upon turning

on interactions,yieldsthe energy [see Appendix B.2 for

details]:

E � n
= E � 0

+ (n + 1)!0[1+ g
2
!0Re�0(~p;!0)]

+ g2!20Re[2� 0(~k� ~p;~kF ;!0)� �0(~p;!0)]; (9)

where

Re� 0(~s;~q;!0)� �
1

N

X

~r

�
1� n~r

�~r + !0 � �~s
+

n~r

�~q + !0 � �~r

�
n~r

�~s + !0 � �~r
�

1� n~r

�~r + !0 � �~q

�

:

For!0=(4t)< < 1,

Re[2� 0(~k � ~p;~kF ;!0)� �0(~p;!0)]�
1

2�t
ln

�
8t

9!0

�

: (10)

The above approxim ation underestim ates the actual

value of2� 0 � �0 by lessthan 5% fort=!0 > 4. In Ap-

pendix C,Fig.6(c)showsthat2� 0� �0 > 0fort=!0 > 1.

In the above Eq. (9), for n ! 1 , energy instability

(E � n
� E � 0

< 0) occurs for values ofg larger than gE

given by 1+ g2E !0Re�0(~p;!0)= 0. Forg > gE ,E n has

no lower bound which is an unphysicalsituation. Also

when g > gE ,E � n + 1
� E � n

= 1+ g2!0Re�0(~p;!0)< 0

foralln � 1which leadsto therem arkablesituation that

allE � n
crossatthesam eg = gE .To second orderin the

sm allparam eter ofperturbation,sim ilar to Eq.(6),one

obtains

!
2

e = (E � n
� E � 0

)2 � (n + 1)2!20[1+ 2g2!0Re�0(~p;!0)]

+ 2(n + 1)
g2!30

2�t
ln

�
8t

9!0

�

: (11)

Thuswe seefrom Eq.(11)that,in the adiabaticregim e

and for large n,the above m entioned energy instability

occurring atg > gE ispre-em pted by thephonon soften-

ing occurring atg > gc = gE =
p
2 with gc de�ned by the

following expression:

1+ 2g2c!0Re�0(~p;!0)= 0: (12)

The above equation is one of our m ain results and is

thecorrection to them ean-�eld instability condition 1+

2g2!0�0(~p;0)= 0 obtained from Eq. (4). The operator

A,which producesnon-vanishing m atrix elem entsin Eq.

(5),is given by A = c
y

~k� ~p
c� �=2c

y

� ~k� ~p
c�=2(a

y

� ~p
)n. Thus,

the system becom esunstable towardsabsorbing a large

num ber(n)ofphononsleadingtoam acroscopicdeform a-

tion asexplained below.Thedisplacem ent-displacem ent

correlation function isgiven by

h�njQ lQ jj�ni= h�njQ lQ jj�ni=
ncos[(j� l)p]

N M !0
: (13)

Thuswe see that,fornon-vanishing valuesofn=N ,one

obtains an observable ionic-position m odulation when

j�niistheinteracting ground state.TheaboveEq.(13)

is true for all�llings and for any eigen state with n� ~p

phonons.
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DMRG
This Work
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FIG .2. C ritical coupling gc versus adiabaticity pa-

ram eter t=!0. Com parison ofthe gc valuesobtained at(a)

half-�lling in thiswork,in Ref.[19]using D M RG ,and in Ref.

[16]using two-cuto� RG ;and (b) various �llings (�) in this

work.
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The criticalcoupling gc, given by Eq. (12),can be

expressed analytically asfollows:

�

g2c
=


p
1� 2

(

ln

"

(1�
p
1� 2)2 � ( tankF )

2

(1+
p
1� 2)2 � ( tankF )

2

#

� 2ln

"
1�

p
1� 2

1+
p
1� 2

#)

; (14)

where  � !0=(4tsin(kF ))< 1. Fig. 2 depicts,forvari-

ous�lling factors�,thevariation ofthecriticalcoupling

gc with the adiabaticity param etert=!0. Athalf-�lling,

forvaluesoft=!0 > 5,ourtheoreticalcurveisquiteclose

to thenum erically determ ined valuesofgc asreported in

Ref.[19]. Furtherm ore,at half-�lling and for 2 < < 1,

ourexpression forgc [given by Eq. (14)]reducesto the

two-cuto� renorm alization resultofCaron and Bourbon-

nais[16],i.e.,!0 = 2ctexp(� �t=g2!0)(with c� 1),when

wetakec= 4.Thenum ericalagreem entbetween thetwo

expressionsisdepicted in Fig.2(a).

IV .LESS T H A N H A LF-FILLIN G

W e willnow consider �llings that are less than half-

�lling.Thelinedepicted byt=!0 = 1=[4sin(2kF )sin(kF )]

[obtained by setting k = � kF in Eq. (8)],corresponds

to the divergence of �0(~p;!0). In the region above

t=!0 = 1=[4sin(2kF )sin(kF )](see Fig. 3), the excita-

tion energy expression �~k� ~p
� �~k = !0 with p = 2kF is

satis�ed by onewavevectorforjkj< kF [asseen from Eq.

(8)](see Appendix C for a com plete analysis). W e will

now considertheregion t=!0 > 1=[4sin(2kF )sin(kF )].In

thisregion,thedegeneratestatesarej 0
ni� j0;n� ~piand

j 1
ni � j~k ! ~k � ~p;(n � 1)� ~pi. W e obtain the lower

eigen energy, which corresponds to the state j �
n i �

[j 0
ni� j 1

ni]=
p
2,to be (see Appendix C)

E
	

�

n

= E � 0
+ E

1 + n!0[1+ g
2
!0Re�0(~p;!0)]

� 0:5g2!20Re[�0(~p;!0)� � 0(~k � ~p;~k;!0)]; (15)

where E 1 = �
p
n

p
N
g!0 is the �rst order energy correc-

tion.In arrivingattheaboveenergy,wehaveignored the

contribution n=[N (�~k� ~2p
� �~k� ~p

� !0)]corresponding to

excitingtheelectronat~k� ~ptothestate~k� ~2pbydestroy-

ing a phonon ofm om entum � ~p. This is valid provided

�~k� ~2p
� �~k� ~p

� !0 6= 0.Thecasewhen�~k� ~2p
� �~k� ~p

� !0 = 0

(i.e.,t=!0 = 1=[2sin(2kF )]),willbe discussed in the Ap-

pendix C.1.O bviously,the m acroscopicdeform ation in-

stability condition is stillg > gc with gc given by Eq.

(12).

 0

 2

 4

 6

 8

 10

 0  0.1  0.2  0.3  0.4  0.5

t/ω
0

ν

Reχ0(2kF,ω0)=0
1/(4sinkFsin2kF)

1/(4sinkF)
1/(2sin2kF)

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 0.35 0.25 0.15

FIG .3. C urvesrelevantforidentifying di�erentper-

turbative regim es.Plotoft=!0 and �lling factor� = kF =�

valuessatisfying Re�0(2kF ;!0)= 0 and curvesfor the func-

tions t=!0 = 1=[4sin(kF )sin(2kF )], = 1=[4sin(kF )], and

= 1=[2sin(2kF )].

It should be pointed out that only the region

Re�0(~p;!0) < 0 is relevant in obtaining gc. The curve

Re�0(~p;!0) = 0 is depicted in Fig. 3 and exists only

forkF < �=4. Above (below)this curve,Re�0(~p;!0)is

always negative (positive). Furtherm ore,for kF > �=4

and allvalues ofthe adiabaticity param etert=!0 above

(below)the line t=!0 = 1=[4sin(kF )],one can show ana-

lytically thatRe�0(~p;!0)isalwaysnegative(positive).

Itcan beshown that,foragiven �lling� and anyvalue

oft=!0 whereRe�0(~p;!0)< 0,them acroscopicinstabil-

ity condition isalwaysgiven by Eq.(12)(see Appendix

C).For �lling factors above 0:25,as shown in Fig. 2,

the gc decreaseswith decreasing t=!0 with a downward

kink appearing ata certain value oft=!0 corresponding

to the negative divergence of�0(~p;!0). Atthe pointof

divergenceof�0(~p;!0),perturbation theory isno longer

valid. ForkF < �=4,the gc initially decreaseswith de-

creasing t=!0 untila certain value oft=!0;while below

thisvaluet=!0,thevalueofgc again increasesdueto the

fact that Re�0(~p;!0) value approaches zero value (see

Fig. 3). Lastly,we would like to point out that the gc
valuesarenotreliablewhen gc!0=t> 1 and hencein the

entire anti-adiabaticregim e (t=!0 < 1)the gc valuesare

suspect[seeFig.2(b)].

V .T = 0 P H A SE D IA G R A M A T

N O N -H A LF-FILLIN G

At non-half�lling,we willnow discuss the quantum

phase transition based on the perturbation theory re-

sults derived above and the work reported in Ref.[21].

In the extrem e sm allpolaron regim e,for g > 1,it was

shown earlierthatthee�ectiveHolstein Ham iltonian can

berecastasan e�ectivespin Ham iltonian (usingW igner-

Jordan transform ation)asfollows(see[21]fordetails):

4



H
spin
e � � g2!0

2

4
X

j

�
z
j + �e

� g
2
X

j

(�+j �
�

j+ 1 + H:c:)

� �2
X

j

�
z
j�

z
j+ 1

+ �2e� g
2
X

j

f�+j� 1�
�

j+ 1 + H:c:g

3

5 ; (16)

where � � t=g2!0 is the polaron size param eter.

The above equation was obtained by assum ing that

the phonons are frozen in the Lang-Firsov trans-

form ed (LFT) phononic ground state exp[g�jc
y

jcj(aj �

aj+ 1)]j0iph [25]. Now,forthe above Eq. (16)to be the

basis for studying phase transition, each of the coe�-

cientsofthe second,third,and fourth term son the rhs

should besigni�cantly sm allerthan !0 (so thattheLFT

phononicground staterem ainsuna�ected).In Eq.(16),

for� < < 1,the coe�cientsofthe nearestneighborand

the next to nearest neighbor interactions in the trans-

versedirection arem uch sm allerthan !0.Contrastingly,

the coe�cientofthe nearestneighborinteraction in the

longitudinaldirection is m uch sm aller than !0 always

when t=!0 < 1;while for t=!0 > 1,it is m uch sm aller

only when [t=(g!0)]
2 < < 1 (i.e.,for large values ofg).

Note that,when � < < 1,the lastterm isnegligible.Us-

ing Bethe ansatz,we know that anisotropic Heisenberg

m odelalways yields a Luttinger liquid away from half-

�lling [26{28]! From the above analysis,it follows that

a LL resultsforallvaluesof1=� > > m ax(1;t=!0). Fur-

therm ore,fort=!0 < < 1 and g > 1,the above Eq. (16)

isvalid with thelastterm on therhsbeingnegligibleand

consequently LL resultsaway from half-�lling.

Next,when g < 1 and t=!0 < < 1,we get the cor-

responding e�ective spin Ham iltonian from the e�ective

Holstein Ham iltonian to be [21]

H
spin
e � � g2!0

2

4
X

j

�
z
j + �e

� g
2
X

j

(�
+

j �
�

j+ 1 + H:c:)

+

�
t

!0

� 2

e
� 2g

2
X

j

f�+j� 1�
�

j+ 1 + H:c:g

� 4

�
t

!0

� 2

e
� 2g

2
X

j

�
z
j�

z
j+ 1

3

5 : (17)

In arriving at the above equation too,it was assum ed

thatthephononsarein theLFT phononicground state.

Such an assum ption is justi�ed because the coe�cients

ofthe second,third,and fourth term son the rhsofthe

above equation,are m uch sm allerthan !0.In Eq.(17),

the sm allparam eteris t=!0 and the last two term s are

negligible com pared to the second term when the adia-

baticity param etert=!0 < < 1. Then,this im plies a LL

stateforall�llings.Forg ! 0 and any valueoft=!0,we

do notexpecta CDW state.

The phasediagram (seeFig.4)isdrawn qualitatively

fora general�lling away from half-�lling.For� < 0:25,

the CDW region shiftsto the rightwith decreasing � as

can besurm ised from theregion ofvalidity gc!0=t< 1 in

Fig. 2(b). The regionswhere LL iscertain isindicated.

Fort=!0 > 1,since we need [t=(g!0)]
2 < < 1 forthe va-

lidity ofEq.(16),theboundary oftheLL-certain-region

islinearand oftheform g2!0=t= D t=!0 wheretheslope

D > > 1.Furtherm ore,forg!0=t< < 1,oneexpectsaLL

phase and hence we geta linearboundary (ofthe form

g2!0=t= dt=!0 with d < < 1) for the LL phase in the

lowerleftpartofthe diagram .

~~

~~

L
L

ω0

t <<1

����������
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FIG . 4. Zero tem perature phase diagram at

non-half �lling. Regions where CDW and LL phases cer-

tainly exist are depicted. The calculated transition from LL

to CDW isindicated by a dark linealong with itsexpression.

The thatched portion corresponds to a region where

a CDW state is certain. The upper boundary of the

thatched region, which is obtained by the condition

g!0=t � 1 and is therefore linear with slope of order

unity,correspondsto thebreakdown oftheperturbation

theory used in identifying theCDW transition.Theonly

certain location ofthetransition from LL to CDW isin-

dicated by a solid dark line and is approxim ately given

by g2!0=t� 1=(ln(8t=!0)[while the exactrelation isex-

pressed in Eq. (14)]. However,it is unclear in the rest

ofthe �gure where exactly the transition from a CDW

stateto a LL state takesplace.

Finally, it should be em phasized that there are two

di�erent types ofphase transitions. The nature ofthe

phase transition on the adiabatic side,at interm ediate

valuesofg < t=!0,isdriven by a m acroscopicionic lat-

tice distortion.Q uite di�erently,in the restricted region

ofthe sm allpolaron lim it where 1=� > > m ax(1;t=!0)

and in the extrem e anti-adiabatic regim e (t=!0 < < 1),

the CDW isdriven by a sm all-polaron-interaction based

5



m echanism . In the latter case, the coordinate Bethe

ansatz argum entprecludesthe possibility ofa sm allpo-

laronic CDW away from half-�lling in sharp contrastto

the half-�lled case[19,21].
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A P P EN D IX A :

The interacting state j	 0
ni,corresponding to the non-interacting state j 

0
ni= j0;n� ~pi,yieldsthe following energy

expression:

E 	 0

n
= T0 + n!0 �

X

�l6=  
0

n

"

jh�ljH 1j 
0
nij

2

E 0

�l

� E 0

 0

n

#

; (A1)

whereT0 = E 0
�0
= � 2N tsin(kF )=� isthe non-interacting kineticenergy ofthe ground statej�0iand

X

�l6=  
0

n

jh�ljH 1j 
0
nij

2

E 0

�l

� E 0

 0

n

= g
2
!
2

0

2

4
1

N

X

m 6= 0

X

~q6= ~p

jhm jel�~qj0ielj
2

�m 0 + !0
+
n + 1

N

X

m 6= 0

jhm jel�~pj0ielj
2

�m 0 + !0

+
n

N

X

m 6= 0

jhm jel�� ~pj0ielj
2

�m 0 � !0 � i�

3

5

= g
2
!
2

0

2

4
1

N

X

~q;m 6= 0

jhm jel�~qj0ielj
2

�m 0 + !0
� n�0(~p;!0)

3

5 ; (A2)

with � ! 0+ . Then the above Eq. (A2) yields the energy di�erence E 	 0

n + 1

� E 	 0

n

= !0 + �(� ~p;! 0) where the

self-energy ofa phonon �(~p;! 0)= g2!20�0(~p;!0).Theself-energy isdisplayed in Fig.5 with thebubble representing

the polarizability �0(~p;!0)and each ofthe electron-phonon interaction verticescorresponding to the factorg!0.

p, ω0
ω0

p,

0ω
>

<

ε +q +

εq,

p,

FIG .5. Self-energy ofaphonon.Thesolid and thedashed linesdepicttheelectron and thephonon propagatorsrespectively.

A P P EN D IX B :

1. The setofdegeneratestatesforhalf-�lled case

The solutionsofthe expression

!0 = �~k� ~p
� �~k = 4tsin(kF � k)sin(kF ); (B1)

forp = 2kF aregiven by

k = kF � arcsin

�
!0

4tsin(kF )

�

; (B2)

and

k = � � + kF + arcsin

�
!0

4tsin(kF )

�

: (B3)
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Then,the setofstates thatare degenerate with j0;n� ~piand thatshould be considered in degenerate perturbation

theory consists ofthe following states j0;(n � 2m )� ~pm 2~k� ~p
m

� 2~k� ~p
i,j~k ! ~k � ~p;(n � 2m � 1)� ~pm 2~k� ~p

m
� 2~k� ~p

i,

j� ~k ! �~k � ~p;(n � 2m � 1)� ~pm 2~k� ~p
m

� 2~k� ~p
i,j~k ! ~k � ~p;�~k ! �~k � ~p;(n � 2m � 2)� ~pm 2~k� ~p

m
� 2~k� ~p

i,j~k !

�~k� ~p;(n � 2m � 2)� ~p(m + 1)
2~k� ~p

m
� 2~k� ~p

i,j� ~k ! ~k� ~p;(n � 2m � 2)� ~pm 2~k� ~p
(m + 1)

� 2~k� ~p
i,wherem = 0,1,2,3,...

with the constraintthatthe num berofphononsisnon-negative. Thuswe see thatthe num berofdegenerate states

increaseslinearly with n and isgiven by 3n.

2. Derivation ofenergy E � n
in the half-�lled case

Thestarting statej�ni� j� ~kF ! ~k� ~p;~kF ! �~k� ~p;n� ~pi(n � 1),afterswitching on theinteractions,resultsin

the following energy:

E � n
= T0 + (n + 1)!0 �

X

l6= n

"
jh�ljH 1j�nij

2

E 0

�l

� E 0

�n

#

: (B4)

To evaluatethe lastterm on the righthand side(rhs)ofEq.(B4),weuseEq.(A2)and obtain

X

l6= n

jh�ljH 1j�nij
2

E 0
�l

� E 0
�n

� Re
X

�l6=  
0

n

jh�ljH 1j 
0
nij

2

E 0
�l

� E 0

 0

n

= � g2!20Re[� 0(~k � ~p;�~kF ;!0)

+ � 0(�~k� ~p;~kF ;!0)]

= � 2g2!20Re� 0(~k� ~p;~kF ;!0); (B5)

where

Re� 0(~s;~q;!0)� �
1

N

X

~r

�
1� n~r

�~r + !0 � �~s
+

n~r

�~q + !0 � �~r

�
n~r

�~s + !0 � �~r
�

1� n~r

�~r + !0 � �~q

�

: (B6)

In theaboveexpression for� 0,the�rstand second term scorrespond to adding thecontributionsdueto theelectron

at~s going to a state outside the Ferm isurface (FS)and those due to the electronswithin the FS going to the state

~q respectively.W hereasthe third and fourth term s,on the rhsofEq.(B6),representsubtracting contributionsdue

to electronswithin the FS going to the state~s and those due to electron at~q going outside the FS respectively. In

obtaining Eq. (B5),the term s that are ignored or overcounted are negligible for large N . From the m ain text we

know thatthe statej�0i,upon turning on the interaction,yieldstheenergy

E � 0
= T0 �

g2!20

N

X

~q;m 6= 0

jhm jel�~qj0ielj
2

�m 0 + !0
: (B7)

Then,from Eqs.(B4){(B7),weobtain

E � n
= E � 0

+ (n + 1)!0[1+ g
2
!0Re�0(~p;!0)]

+ g2!20Re[2� 0(~k � ~p;~kF ;!0)� �0(~p;!0)]: (B8)

In the aboveequation,2� 0 � �0 > 0 forallvaluesoft=!0 > 1.
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A P P EN D IX C :
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FIG .6. Plots ofgc and g1 (drawn tilltheir crossing point)versust=!0 when the excitation expression �~k� ~p
� �~k = !0 has

only one solution ~k (with k < kF = p=2)for(a)� = 0:1 and (b)� = 0:3 and two solutionsfor(c)� = 0:5.

Here,we consider in detailthe non-half-�lled case. For kF larger (sm aller) than �=4,the line given by t=!0 =

1=[4sin(2kF )sin(kF )]correspondsto thelarger(sm aller)m agnitudewavevectorsolution ~k lying on theFerm isurface

as seen from Eq. (B3) (Eq. (B2)). In the region above (below) t=!0 = 1=[4sin(2kF )sin(kF )](see Fig. 3 in the

m ain text),the excitation energy expression �~k� ~p
� �~k = !0 with p = 2kF issatis�ed by one (two)wavevector(s)for

jkj< kF > �=4 [asseen from Eq.(B3)]whereasforjkj< kF < �=4 itissatis�ed by one(zero)wavevector(s)[asseen

from Eq.(B2)].

In the region t=!0 > 1=[4sin(2kF )sin(kF )],the degenerate statesare j 
0
ni� j0;n� ~piand j 1

ni� j~k ! ~k � ~p;(n �

1)� ~pi.Unlikeathalf-�lling,only two (i.e.,theabovegiven two)degeneratestatesneed beconsidered forcarryingout

degenerateperturbation theory.Thetwo basisstatesarej �
n i� [j 0

ni� j 1
ni]=

p
2 and j +

n i� [j 0
ni+ j 1

ni]=
p
2 with

j �
n i(j 

+
n i)yielding the lower(higher)eigen energy.Then,from degenerateperturbation theory,onegets

E
	

�

n

= E
 
�

n

�

p
n

p
N
g!0 �

X

�l6=  
�

n ; 
+

n

jh�ljH 1j 
�
n ij

2

E 0

�l

� E 0

 
�

n

; (C1)

wherethesecond term on therhsisthe�rstorderenergy correction;furtherm ore,itisunderstood thatthestatesj�li

do notbelong to thesubspacespanned by j �
n i.Next,to evaluatethelastterm on therhsoftheaboveEq.(C1),we
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usethe following non-m ixing fact:

X

�l6=  
�

n ; 
+

n

jh�ljH 1j 
�
n ij

2

E 0
�l

� E 0

 
�

n

=
1

2

X

�l6=  
�

n ; 
+

n

jh�ljH 1j 
0
nij

2

E 0
�l

� E 0

 0

n

+
1

2

X

�l6=  
�

n ; 
+

n

jh�ljH 1j 
1
nij

2

E 0
�l

� E 0

 1

n

: (C2)

Using Eq.(A2)and on noting that

X

�l6=  
�

n ; 
+

n

jh�ljH 1j 
1
nij

2

E 0

�l

� E 0

 1

n

= g
2
!
2

0

�
1

N

X

~q;m 6= 0

jhm jel�~qj0ielj
2

�m 0 + !0

� (n � 1)Re�0(~p;!0)� Re� 0(~k� ~p;~k;!0)

i

; (C3)

weobtain from Eqs.(C1){(C3)

E
	

�

n

= E � 0
+ E

1 + n!0[1+ g
2
!0Re�0(~p;!0)] (C4)

� 0:5g2!20Re[�0(~p;!0)� � 0(~k � ~p;~k;!0)]: (C5)

In Eq. (C3),� 0(~k � ~p;~k;!0)hasbeen obtained in a m annersim ilarto thatin the half�lled case. Asm entioned in

the m ain text,the m acroscopicinstability condition isgiven by

1+ 2g2c!0Re�0(~p;!0)= 0: (C6)

However,foreach �lling below half-�lling,thereisa corresponding criticalvalueoftheadiabaticity param eter(t=!0)

below which Re[�0 � � 0]> 0 in the above Eq. (C5). Consequently,the interacting state j	 �
1
i produced by the

one phonon state j 
�

1
iism ore stable than the interacting state j�0iatan electron-phonon coupling value given by

g1 < g < gc where g1 correspondsto (E 	
�

1

� E � 0
)2 = 0 [see Fig.6].O nly abovethiscriticaladiabaticity param eter

value do we have j	 �
n i,forn ! 1 ,asthe m oststable state ata coupling g > gc < g1.Furtherm ore,itshould also

be noted thattheinteracting statej	 �
1
iisalso a LL.Thus,itisobviousthatthe LL to CDW transition occursonly

at g = g+c . Lastly it should also be m entioned that,instead ofusing the above degenerate perturbation theory to

obtain theinstability condition,onecan also adopta blocking approach sim ilarto thatathalf-�lling by exciting one

electron atthe Ferm isurface to the state~k � ~p and then em ploy non-degenerate perturbation theory. In the latter

case,the condition form acroscopicinstability isstillthe sam ewhile the criticaladiabaticity param etervalue(above

which gc < g1)isslightly larger.

1. The casewhen �~k� ~p
� �~k = �~k� 2~p � �~k� ~p

= !0

In the non-half-�lled regim e,we willnow considerthe specialcasewhere the excitation expression �~k� ~p
� �~k = !0

and �~k� 2~p � �~k� ~p
= !0 aresim ultaneously satis�ed by one~k (with k < kF = p=2).Thiswillhold when 2tcos(k)= !0

and consequently when t=!0 = 1=[2sin(2kF )]. Forvaluesofthe adiabaticity param etert=!0 and kF thatlie on the

line t=!0 = 1=[2sin(2kF )]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

m ain text.W e Pauliblock the states~k � ~p and ~k � 2~p by the two electronson the Ferm isurface.The blocked state

j�0ni� j~kF ! ~k � ~p;� ~kF ! ~k � 2~p;n� ~piyieldsthe energy forthe interacting state j�
0
nito be

E � 0

n
= E � 0

+ !0(1+ csc(kF ))+ n!0[1+ g
2
!0Re�0(~p;!0)]

+ g2!20Re[� 0(~k � ~p;~kF ;!0)+ � 0(~k � 2~p;�~kF ;!0)]: (C7)

Heretoo thecriticalcoupling gc,form acroscopicinstability,isstillgiven by Eq.(C6).However,for�lling factorsless

than approxim ately 0:22,the one phonon interacting state j�0
1iisthe lowestenergy state forg1 < g < gc (see Fig.

7).At�llingsabove0:22,thelargen phonon interacting statej� 0
niisthem oststablestateforg > gc < g1.Itshould

also bem entioned thattheaboveblocking procedurecan also beused when �~k� ~p
� �~k = !0 and �~k� 2~p � �~k� ~p

� !0 in

which casethe valuesoft=!0 and kF liecloseto the curvet=!0 = 1=[2sin(2kF )].
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FIG .7. Plot ofgc and g1 versus �llings � when the excitation expressions �~k� ~p
� �~k = !0 and �~k� 2~p

� �~k� ~p
= !0 are

sim ultaneously satis�ed by one ~k (with k < kF = p=2).

2. W hen both the solutionsexist

Here we will consider the lattice instability for the case t=!0 < 1=[4sin(2kF )sin(kF )] when two wavevec-

tors satisfy the excitation energy expression �~k� ~p
� �~k = !0 for kF > �=4. For kF < �=4, only the region

t=!0 > 1=[4sin(2kF )sin(kF )]is relevant as Re�0(~p;!0) = 0 lies above this line (see Fig. 3 ofm ain text). For

kF > �=4,letthetwo wavevectorsthatsatisfy �~k� ~p
� �~k = !0 be~k1 and ~k2.W ewillusetheblocking m ethod to block

thestates~k1� ~pand~k2� ~pbythetwoelectronson theFerm isurface.Thestatej�
00
ni� j~kF ! ~k1� ~p;� ~kF ! ~k2� ~p;n� ~pi

leadsto the energy

E � 00

n
= E � 0

+ !0 + 4tcos(kF )+ n!0[1+ g
2
!0Re�0(~p;!0)]

+ g2!20Re[� 0(~k1 � ~p;~kF ;!0)+ � 0(~k2 � ~p;�~kF ;!0)]: (C8)

Herealso the m acroscopicinstability occurswhen g > gc with gc obtained from Eq.(C6).Forextrem evaluesofkF ,

i.e.,kF close to �=4 or�=2,the large n state j�00niis the lowestenergy state forg > gc < g1 (see Fig. 8). O n the

otherhand,atinterm ediatevaluesofkF ,the state j�
00
1iisthe stablestateforg1 < g < gc (see Fig.8).
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FIG .8. Plotsofgc and g1 versust=!0 when theexcitation expression �~k� ~p
� �~k = !0 hastwo solutions~k (with k < kF = p=2)

for(a)� = 0:26,(b)� = 0:4,and (c)� = 0:499.
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