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Asaprototypem odelofantiferrom agnetism ,weproposearepulsiveHubbard Ham il-

tonian de�ned on a graph � = A [B with A \B = ; and bondsconnecting any elem ent

ofA with alltheelem entsofB.Sinceallthehopping m atrix elem entsassociated with

each bond are equal,the m odelis invariant under an arbitrary perm utation ofthe

A -sites and/or ofthe B-sites. This is the Hubbard m odelde�ned on the so called

(N A ;N B )-com plete-bipartite graph,N A (N B )being thenum berofelem entsin A (B).

In this paper we analytically �nd the exactground state for N A = N B = N at half

�lling forany N ;the repulsion hasa m axim um ata criticalN -dependentvalueofthe

on-site Hubbard U . The wave function and the energy ofthe unique,singlet ground

state assum e a particularly elegant form for N ! 1 . W e also calculate the spin-

spin correlation function and show thattheground stateexhibitsan antiferrom agnetic

orderforany non-zero U even in the therm odynam iclim it.W eare aware ofno previ-

ousexplicitanalytic exam ple ofan antiferrom agnetic ground state in a Hubbard-like

m odelofitinerantelectrons. The kinetic term inducesnon-trivialcorrelations am ong

the particlesand an antiparallelspin con�guration in the two sublatticescom esto be

energetically favoured atzero Tem perature.O n theotherhand,ifthetherm odynam ic

lim itistaken and then zero Tem perature isapproached,a param agnetic behaviorre-

sults. The therm odynam ic lim it doesnotcom m ute with the zero-Tem perature lim it,

and thisfactcan be m ade explicitby the analytic solutions.

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

The Hubbard Ham iltonian is one of the m ost popular m odels to describe strongly correlated electron

system s. In spite of its sim ple de�nition, it can be exactly solved only in few cases. An exam ple is the

m ilestone solution ofthe Hubbard ring [1]by m eans ofthe Bethe-Ansatz [2]extended to ferm ions [3][4].

O therexact solutions were worked out for the one-dim ensionalHubbard ring in the presence ofan external

m agnetic �eld [5],for the one-dim ensionalHubbard chain with open boundary conditions [6]and thereafter

for the SU (N ) one-dim ensionalHubbard ring [7]. However,when the space dim ensionality becom es bigger

than 1,few exact results are available and usually they concern the ground state properties. Am ong them ,

we m ention the Lieb theorem on the ground state spin degeneracy [8]that willbe explicitly used in this

work. Exact ground state wave functions are even m ore infrequent. To the best ofour knowledge the only

non-trivialresultsare theferrom agnetic ground-statesolutionsdevised by Nagaoka [9](in�niterepulsion and

one hole overthe half�lled system ),by M ielke and Tasaki[10][11](forwhich the kinetic energy spectrum is

m acroscopically degenerate oratleastvery at)and by W ang [12](in�nite-range hopping).

In the Hubbard Ham iltonian with in�nite-range hopping a particle in any site can hop to any othersite of

the system ;the associated graph issaid to be com plete.Thism odelwasnum erically studied by Patterson on

sm allclusters[13]in 1972 and solved in thetherm odynam iclim itby van D ongen and Vollhardt[14]only atthe

end ofthe eighties. M uch m ore e�ortwasneeded to �nd the exactground state(s) in the �nite-size system .

Verges et al. m anaged to accom plish this task for arbitrary num bers ofparticles and sites in the lim it of

in�niteon-siterepulsion U [15]by exploiting a schem eproposed by Brandtand G iesekus[16].Two yearslater

W ang constructed explicitly the ground states ofthe system for arbitrary U and num berofparticles above

half�lling [12]. In the case ofone particle added over the half-�lled system the ferrom agnetic ground-state

solution followsasa special(and the easiest)case ofgeneralresultsby M ielke and Tasaki[17].

In thispaperwe�nd theexactground statewavefunction ofthehalf-�lled Hubbard m odelon theCom plete-

Bipartite G raph (CBG )forarbitrary but�niteU .The CBG � = A [ B hasbondsconnecting any elem entof

A with allthe elem entsofB and can be considered asthe naturalfurtherstep (with respectto the com plete

graph previously described)towardsthestandard Hubbard Ham iltonian (de�ned on thehypercubiclatticeand

hopping between nearest-neighbourssites). Even ifthe CBG isstillsom ewhatunrealistic,we feelthatexact
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solutionsshould alwaysbewelcom e,expecially because they lend them selvesto be generalized.Furtherm ore,

oursolution isan exam pleofantiferrom agnetic ground statein a m odelofitinerantelectrons,in contrastwith

the ferrom agnetic solutions m entioned above;it m ay provide usefulhints about antiferrom agnetism outside

ofthe strong coupling regim e (where the Hubbard m odelcan be m apped onto the Heisenberg m odel).

The paper has been organized as follows. In Section II we de�ne the m odeland discuss the physics of

the non-interacting (U = 0) Ham iltonian together with few relevant exam ples of�nite-size realizations. In

Section IIIwe study the therm odynam iclim itofa classofHubbard-likem odels,which includestheHubbard

Ham iltonian on the com plete graph and on the com plete bipartite graph,having a non-extensive num berof

isolated one-particleenergy levelsplusa singlelevelwhosedegeneracy isproportionalto thesizeofthesystem .

Following thereasoning ofvan D ongen and Vollhardt[14],we show thatthe kineticterm istotally decoupled

from the interaction term and thatthe system behavesas a param agnet: the spin-spin correlation length is

zero.Theseresultsareaconsequenceofthetrivialbehaviourofsuch m odelsany tim ethetherm odynam iclim it

istaken �rst.O n thecontrary,m uch m oredi�cultisto�nd exactpropertiesin �nite-sizesystem sand di�erent

answersm ay be obtained ifthe therm odynam ic lim itistaken only atthe end ofthe calculations(aswe shall

show in Section VI). In Section IV we introduce the essentialtools to face the problem . LetN = N A = N B

be the num berofsites ofeach sublattice A and B. First,we �nd a (2N � 2)-body determ inantaleigenstate

j� A F i ofthe Ham iltonian with vanishing double occupation;then,we dem onstrate that it is a key toolto

build the ground state. W e show thatm apping the A -sites onto the B-sites and viceversa,j� A F iretains its

form exceptfora spin-ip;we shallcallthisproperty the antiferrom agnetic property. Severalanalogies with

the propertiesofthe half-�lled standard N � N Hubbard m odelare pointed outatthisstage. Here we also

dealwith the spin projection ofj� A F ionto the singletand the tripletsubspace and usefulidentitiesbetween

the two spin-projected states are obtained. Then,in Section V we propose an Ansatz for the ground state

wavefunction athalf�lling containing thesingletand tripletprojectionsofj� A F i.W esetup theSchr�odinger

equation and by exploiting theantiferrom agnetic property we close theequationsand get3 exacteigenstates.

The ground-state uniqueness proved by Lieb [8]is used to show that the lowest-energy state ofour Ansatz

actually corresponds to the ground state ofthe system . Rem arkably,the ground state energy is negative

for any value ofthe repulsion U ;qualitatively,we m ay say that the particles m anage to avoid the double

occupation very e�ectively.In Section VIwe study the ground state energy E 0 asa function ofU and ofthe

volum e ofthe system and we discussthe im plications ofexchanging the therm odynam ic lim itwith the lim it

ofzero tem perture. W e �nd thatE 0 isa m onotonically increasing function ofU and N due to the existence

ofnon-trivialcorrelations even for large N . The nature ofthese correlations is investigated by com puting

the expectation value ofthe repulsion. W e show thatfor any �nite N there is a criticalvalue ofU yielding

m axim um repulsion. From the exactspin-spin correlation function we �nd that the ground state average of

the staggered m agnetization operatorsquared isexstensive. Hence,the ground state isantiferrom agnetically

ordered;we underlinethatthisholdsnotonly atstrong coupling,butforany valueofU .Finally,a sum m ary

ofthe m ain resultsand conclusionsare drawn in Section VII.

II.D EFIN IT IO N O F T H E M O D EL

Let� = A [ B with A \ B = ; be a collection ofsitesand

jA j= N A ; jBj= N B ) j�j= N A + N B : (1)

Hereand in thefollowing weshalldenoteby jSjthenum berofelem entsin thesetS.W econsidertheHubbard

Ham iltonian

H H ubbard = H 0 + W ; H 0 =
X

x;y2 �

X

�

tx;yc
y
x�cy�; W = U

X

x2 �

n̂x"n̂x# (2)

wherecx� (c
y
x�)istheannihilation (creation)operatorofaparticleatsitex with spin � = ";#and n̂x� = c

y
x�cx�

is the corresponding particle num beroperator. The hopping m atrix T with elem ents Tx;y = tx;y = ty;x is a

real-sym m etric m atrix while U isa positive constant.If

tx;y =

�
~t forx 2 A (x 2 B)and y 2 B (y 2 A )

0 otherwise
(3)

thegraph � issaid to becom plete bipartite and we calltheHam iltonian in Eq.(2)theCBG -Hubbard Ham il-

tonian.Them odelisinvariantunderan arbitrary perm utation oftheA -sitesand/oroftheB-sites.Therefore,

the sym m etry group includesSN A

 SN B

,SN being the setofperm utationsofN objects. Asusual,the full
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group is m uch bigger: the presence ofspin and pseudospin sym m etries [8][18]leads to an SO (4) internal

sym m etry G roup [19][20]and in the case N A = N B there isa Z2 sym m etry because ofthe A $ B exchange.

In Fig.(1)wehavedrawn afew exam plesof�nite-sizesystem s.ForN = 1and N = 2them odelisequivalent

to a one dim ensionalring oflength L = 2; 4 respectively. ForN = 3 we have whatcan be understood as a

prototype,(1,1) nanotube m odel,the one ofsm allest length L = 1,with periodic boundary conditions. For

generalN ,one can conceive a gedanken device,like the one illustrated pictorially for N = 6 in Fig.(1.d).

(The whole device should actually havethetopology ofa torus,and thetwo horizontalfacesshould coincide,

but this is not shown in the Figure for the sake ofclarity.) The N verticallines represent a realization of

the A sublattice while the B sublattice is m im icked by the centralobject. The radialtracks in the Figure

representconducting pathslinking each A site to each B site according to the topology ofourm odel.The A

sitesare represented by one-dim ensionalelectron-in-a-box system soflength L.Each A site hasthe one-body

energy spectrum "free � n
2
=m L

2
where n is an integer and m is the electron m ass. W e assum e thatL is so

sm allthattheexcited statesare athigh energy and can bedisregarded in thelow-energy sector;thisrequires

m L
2
� 1=U . Here,ofcourse,U denotes the Coulom b self-energy ofa box with two electrons. The B sites

are hosted by N quantum dots,thatcan be represented by �-function-like attractive potentialwellsofdepth

V ;ifjV jis large and the radius ofthe dots is � L,these are practically independent ofeach other. The

one-body energy ofeach B site is "bound � � m V
2;the unbound states can be neglected ifm V

2 � U . W e

are assum ing for sim plicity that the U ofthe B sites is the sam e as for the A ones. Turning on a constant

potentialV0 on thecentralobject,onecan arrangethattheHubbard Ham iltonian on theCBG H H ubbard gives

a good description ofthe system ,with �lling � 2 persite.

N=1

N=2

N=3

N=6

(a) (b) (c) (d)

z

FIG .1. Physicalrepresentation ofthe CBG forN = 1 (a) and N = 2 (b) which isequivalent to a one dim ensional

ring oflength L = 2;4 respectively.ForN = 3 (c)wehave the (1,1)nanotube ofsm allestlength and periodicboundary

conditions. For N = 6 (d)we present the gedanken device described in the text.

Itisconvenientto labeleach site with an integerin such a way thatx = 1;:::;N A correspondsto sitesin

A and x = N A + 1;:::;N A + N B correspondsto sites in B. In the specialcase N A = N B = N the hopping

m atrix can be written as

T = ~t

�
Z J

J Z

�

(4)

where Z istheN � N nullm atrix and J isthe N � N m atrix whose generic elem entJx;y = 1.The one-body

spectrum hasthree di�erenteigenvalues

"g = � N~t� � t

"0 = 0

"�g = N ~t� t (5)

with degeneracy dg = 1,d0 = 2N � 2 and d�g = 1 respectively.W e use the convention t> 0 so that"g isthe

lowestleveland we shallcallShf the setofzero-energy one-body eigenstates.
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The orthogonalm atrix O thatdiagonalizes T can be written in the form

O =

0

B
B
@

1
p
2N

1
p
2N

:::

R

Zr

1
p
2N

1
p
2N

:::

� 1
p
2N

� 1
p
2N

:::

Zr

R
1

p
2N

1
p
2N

:::

1

C
C
A (6)

whereZr isthe(N � 1)� N rectangularnullm atrix,whileR isan (N � 1)� N rectangularm atrix whoserows

are orthonorm alvectorswhich are orthogonalto the N � dim ensionalvector(1;1;:::;1;1). The zero-energy

one-body orbitals can be visualized by a sim ple argum ent. Consider any pair x; y,with x 6= y;of sites

belonging to the sam e sublattice,say A ,and a wavefunction  x;y taking the values1 and -1 on the pairand

0 elsewhere in A and in B.Itisevidentthat x;y belongsto Shf.O perating on  x;y by the perm utationsof

SN wecan generatea (non-orthogonal)basisofN � 1 eigenfunctions[21]vanishing in B;further,by m eansof

the Z2 sym m etry,we obtain the rem aining orbitalsofShf,which vanish on A . Thisexercise showsthatthe

group considered above justi�esthe (2N � 2)-fold degeneracy ofthe one-body spectrum .

Having obtained the one-body basis,one can form a suitable R m atrix by orthogonalization. Letusde�ne

the transform ed operators:

g �

2NX

x= 1

O 1;xcx =
1

p
2N

NX

x= 1

(cx � cx+ N )

ai �

2NX

x= 1

O i+ 1;xcx =

NX

x= 1

R i;xcx; i= 1;:::;N � 1

bi �

2NX

x= 1

O i+ N ;xcx =

NX

x= 1

R i;xcx+ N ; i= 1;:::;N � 1

�g �

2NX

x= 1

O 2N ;xcx =
1

p
2N

NX

x= 1

(cx + cx+ N ): (7)

The inverse transform ation reads

cx =
1

p
2N

(g+ �g)+
X

i

R i;xai; x 2 A

cx =
1

p
2N

(� g+ �g)+
X

i

R i;x� N bi; x 2 B (8)

and the kinetic term H 0 becom es

H 0 = � t

X

�

(g
y
�g� � �g

y
� �g�): (9)

Hence,ifwe do not rescale the hopping constant,the average kinetic energy rem ains an extensive quantity

proportionalto N ~t:thekineticenergy ofthetwo particlesin thelowestlevelcoincideswith thekineticenergy

ofthe whole system .O n theotherhand,if~t� 1=N the two energy gaps"0 � "g and "�g � "0 rem ain constant

asN increases.Aswe shallshow in the nextSection,the m odelcan be exactly solved in the therm odynam ic

lim itwhateveristhe dependence of"g and "�g on j�j.

III.T H ER M O D Y N A M IC LIM IT

The Hubbard Ham iltonian on the CBG (as on the com plete graph) belongs to a class of Hubbard-like

m odelsthatcan beexactly solved in thetherm odynam iclim it.Herewe generalize theresultsby van D ongen

and Vollhardt[14]to the case ofa non-extensivenum berofnon-vanishing one-body eigenenergiesand in the

presenceofa localexternalm agnetic�eld coupled to thespin oftheparticles.Even ifthereasoning issim ilar

to that ofRef.[14],a detailed presentation ofthe m ain results is needed to clarify m ore subtle points and

m akeourwork self-contained.Furtherm ore,som eoftheresultsareabsentin theoriginalpaperand webelieve

thattheirderivation willfacilitate the readerin the com prehension ofwhatfollows.
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Letusconsiderthe Ham iltonian

H = H H ubbard � �

X

x2 �

X

�

n̂x� �
X

x2 �

hx (̂nx" � n̂x#)� HH ubbard + H � + H h (10)

where H H ubbard = H 0 + W is de�ned in Eq.(2),� is the chem icalpotentialand H h represents the coupling

with an externalm agnetic�eld.Letusassum ethatonly a �nitenum berfofeigenvaluesofthehoppingm atrix

T are non-vanishing,"i 6= 0 fori= 1;:::;f,while the rem aining j�j� fare identically zero. D enoting with �i

and �
y

i the annihilation and creation operatorsthatdiagonalize H 0 we have

H 0 =

fX

i= 1

X

�

"i�
y

i��i� (11)

and theCBG correspondsto thecasef= 2,seeEq.(9).TheG ran-Partition Function Z �[T;U;fhxg]can always

be written as

Z �[T;U;fhxg]= Z �[T;0;fhx = 0g]e
W � [T ;U ;fhx g]; W �[T;U;fhxg]= he

�

R
�

0

H I(�)d�
i
c
0 (12)

where � isthe inverse Tem perature,H I(�)= W (�)+ Hh(�)istheinteraction Ham iltonian in the im aginary-

tim eHeisenberg representation and h:::i
c
0 isthetherm alaveragein term sofZ �[T;0;fhx = 0g]� Z

0
�[T]where,

by the linked-clustertheorem ,one hasto retain only those contributionsrepresented by connected diagram s.

Asfarasfrem ains�xed,wecan safely substituteW �[T;U;fhxg]with W �[T = 0;U;fhxg]in Eq.(12).Indeed,

W �[T;U;fhxg]= W �[T = 0;U;fhxg]+ O (f=j�j) (13)

aslong astheunperturbed one-body G reen’sfunctionsG i�(�)= hT �i�(�)�
y

i�
(0)i0,i= 1;:::;f,do notdiverge

in thetherm odynam iclim it;hereT istheW ick tim e-ordering operatorand h:::i0 isthetherm alaveragewith

U = 0 and fhx = 0g.From the explicitexpression ofG i�(�),

G i�(�)=

�
e
� ("i� �)�

(1� fi) � > 0

� e
� ("i� �)�

fi � � 0
; (14)

with fi = [1+ e
�("i� �)

]
� 1

the Ferm idistribution function,it follows that G i�(�)converges to a �nite value

whenever lim j�j! 1 "i is wellde�ned. O ne can use the result in Eq.(13) to write the exact G ran-Partition

Function in the therm odynam ic lim it

Z �[T;U;fhxg]=
Z

0
�[T]

Z 0
�
[T = 0]

Z �[T = 0;U;fhxg]=

=

fY

i= 1

�
1+ 2ze� �"i + z

2
e
� 2�"i

(1+ z)2

�
Y

x2 �

�
1+ 2zcosh�hx + z

2
e
� �U

�
; (15)

where z = e
��

isthe fugacity,and the therm odynam ic potential
 �[T;U;fhxg]= � �
� 1

lnZ �[T;U;fhxg]


 �[T;U;fhxg]=
1

�

(

2fln(1+ z)�

fX

i= 1

ln[1+ 2ze
� �"i + z

2
e
� 2�"i]�

X

x2 �

ln
�
1+ 2zcosh�hx + z

2
e
� �U

�
)

:

(16)

Eq.(16)reducesto theresultofvan D ongen and Vollhardtin thecase f= 1,hx = 0 8x 2 � and "1 / � j�j< 0.

Allthe therm odynam ic quantities can be derived from Eq.(16) and we defer the interested reader to the

originalpaperby van D ongen and Vollhardtforfurtherdetails. Here we calculate the m agnetization atsite

x,m x = � 1

2
(@
 �=@hx)=

1

2
ĥnx" � n̂x#i� hSzxi and the connected spin-spin correlation function hSz

xS
z
yi

c �

hS
z
xS

z
yi� hS

z
xihS

z
yi= � (1=4�)(@

2

 �=@hx@hy),where h:::im eanstheaverage in thegran-canonicalensem ble.

D ue to the exact decoupling ofthe kinetic energy,we expect from the begining a param agnetic behaviour.

W e have

m x = �
1

2

@
 �

@hx
=

zsinh�hx

1+ 2zcosh�hx + z2e� �U
(17)

where z can be expressed in term softhe num berdensity by m eansofthe relation

n = �
1

j�j

@
 �

@�
=

2z

j�j

X

x2 �

cosh�hx + ze
� �U

1+ 2zcosh�hx + z2e� �U
: (18)
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Since z is�nite forany non-zero Tem perature,m x ! 0 when hx ! 0,i.e.

lim
�! 1

lim
hx ! 0

lim
j�j! 1

m x = 0 : (19)

O n the other hand,m x 6= 0 ifwe exchange the last two lim its in Eq.(19). Indeed,taking hx = h= const> 0

forthe sake ofclarity,Eq.(18)can be exactly solved forz:

z =

p
(n � 1)2 cosh

2
�h + n(2� n)e� �U � (1� n)cosh�h

(2� n)e� �U
! �! 1

8
<

:

e
�(U + h)

(n � 1)=(2� n) n > 1

e
�U =2[n=(2� n)]1=2 n = 1

e
� �h

n=(1� n) n < 1

:

(20)

Substitution ofthese asym ptotic behavioursin Eq.(17)yields

lim
hx ! 0+

lim
�! 1

lim
j�j! 1

m x =

(
(2� n)=2 n > 1

1=2 n = 1

n=2 n < 1

: (21)

The case h < 0 is sim ilar and one can show thatEq.(21) rem ains true in the lim it hx ! 0
�
ifm x ! � mx.

Therefore,them agnetization doesnotdepend on U and the zero-Tem perature lim itofthem odelisthe sam e

ofthe param agnetic Ham iltonian H para = H � + H h,where H � and H h are de�ned in Eq.(10).From Eq.(17)

we also conclude that

hS
z
xS

z
yi

c
� �

1

4�

�
@
2
 �

@hx@hy

�

= 0 ) hS
z
xS

z
yi= hS

z
xihS

z
yi= m xm y; (22)

a resultwhich isindependentofthelocalexternal�eld con�guration:in thetherm odinam iclim ittwo localized

spinsdonotinteractand thespin-spin correlation length iszero.D enotingwith G spin(x;y;�;h;j�j)thetherm al

average ofSz
xS

z
y atinverse Tem perature �,external�eld h and size ofthe system j�j,from Eq.(19)we get

lim
�! 1

lim
h! 0

lim
j�j! 1

hS
z
xS

z
yi= lim

�! 1
lim
h! 0

lim
j�j! 1

G spin(x;y;�;h;j�j)= 0 ; (23)

thatis,thespin-spin correlation function vanishesifwe�rsttakethelim ith ! 0 and then thelim itof� ! 1 .

W e em phasize thatthe above resultsare correctonly ifwe �rsttake thelim itj�j! 1 .The therm odynam ic

lim itm akesthem odeltrivialand di�erentgraph structures,likethecom pletegraph and thecom pletebipartite

graph,allyield the sam e therm odynam ic behaviour. O n the contrary,a m uch m ore di�culttask consists in

�nding exactresultsin �nite-size system s. To face such problem sisnotonly a m athem aticalexercise. After

that in Section V the exactground state ofthe half-�lled Hubbard m odelon the CBG is explicitly written

down forarbitrary valueofU and j�jand in theabsenceofan external�eld h,weshallseein Section VIthat

the therm odynam ic lim it,j�j! 1 ,and the lim its ofzero Tem perature and external�eld,� ! 1 ; h ! 0,

do notcom m ute.

IV .T H E W = 0 STA T ES

In thisSection weintroducetheessentialtoolsto dealwith theantiferrom agneticground-statesolution.Let

usconsidertheone-body eigenstatea
y

i
j0iwith vanishing am plitudeson theB sublattice,thatish0jcxa

y

i
j0i= 0

ifx 2 B.Sim ilarly,b
y

ij0ihasvanishing am plitude on the A sublattice and therefore the (2N � 2)-body state

j�
(�)

A F
i= a

y

1� :::a
y

N � 1�
b
y

1�� :::b
y

N � 1��
j0i; �� = � � (24)

isan eigenstate ofH 0 and ofW with vanishing eigenvalue. In the following we shalluse the wording W = 0

state to denote any eigenstate ofH H ubbard in the kernelofW . It is worth to observe that by m apping the

A -sitesonto the B-sitesand viceversa,j� A F iretainsitsform exceptfora spin-ip;we callthisproperty the

antiferrom agnetic property forobviousreasons.

In the non-interacting (U = 0)half�lled system ,the structure ofthe ground state istrivial:two particles

ofopposite spin sitin the lowest energy levelg,while jShfj= (2N � 2)particles lie on the shellShf ofzero

energy.In thespin S
z
= 0 subspace thisground state is

�
2N � 2

N � 1

� 2

tim esdegenerate.To �rstorderin W ,

the degeneracy isonly partially rem oved [22]. Indeed,ifPS;M S
is the projection operator onto the subspace

oftotalspin S with z-com ponentM S ,the structure ofthe determ inantalstate in Eq.(24)yields

PS;0j�
(�)

A F
i� j�

S;0

A F
i6= 0; 8S = 0;:::;N � 1 ; (25)
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therefore, the states fg
y

"
g
y

#
j�

S;0

A F
i; S = 0;:::;N � 1g belong to the ground state m ultiplet in �rst or-

der perturbation theory (being W = 0 states). Since the Lieb’s theorem [8]ensures that the interacting

ground state j	 0(N ;U )i is a singlet,only g
y

"
g
y

#
j�

0;0

A F
i can have a non-vanishing overlap with j	 0(N ;U )i in

the lim it U ! 0
+
. In Section V we shallprove that g

y

"
g
y

#
j�

0;0

A F
i is the ground state for U = 0

+
, that is

lim U ! 0h	 0(N ;U )jg
y

"
g
y

#
j�

0;0

A F
i = 1. In this m odel,the �rst-order solution has a peculiar signi�cance. Usu-

ally,the exact ground state has no overlap with the non-interacting one,in the therm odynam ic lim it: this

is because the U = 0 ground states de�ne a proper subspace ofthe fullHilbertspace. Below,we prove that

h	 0(N ;U )jg
y

"
g
y

#
j�

0;0

A F
i6= 0 8U ;thatis,the lowestapproxim ation keepsa �nite weight.

Atthisstage,we notethe analogy ofthe aboveresultswith those relevantto thestandard Hubbard m odel

de�ned on a N � N square lattice with periodic boundary conditions(hopping m atrix elem entsonly between

nearestneighborsites).The determ inantalstate j�
(�)

A F
iresem blesthe W = 0 state thatwe obtained foreven

N in Ref.[23][24].Thedegeneracy ofthezero-energy one-body eigenspace was2N � 2 and itwasshown [25]

thatN � 1 zero-energy eigenfunctions have vanishing am plitudeson a sublattice while the rem aining N � 1

vanish on the other.

As we shallsee in the next Section,we need the explicit expression for the singlet j�
0;0

A F
i and the triplet

j�
1;m

A F
i,m = 0;� 1,tocalculatetheground stateoftheCBG -Hubbard m odel.Therefore,wenow briey review

how to getthe projection ofthe determ inantalstate j�
(�)

A F
ionto the singletand the tripletspin subspaces.

To obtain thesingletj�
0;0

A F
ionehasto antisym m etrizeeach producta

y

i"
b
y

j#
,getting a two-body spin singlet

operator,and subsequently antisym m etrize with respectto the N � 1 indicesofthe b
y
’s;one seeseasily that

thisentailsthe antisym m etrization ofthe a
y
’s.Hence

j�
0;0

A F
i=

X

P

(� )
P

N � 1Y

i= 1

�
y

i;P (i)
j0i (26)

where �
y

i;j createsa two-body singletstate:

�
y

i;j =
1
p
2
(a

y

i"
b
y

j#
� a

y

i#
b
y

j"
); (27)

and P isa perm utation oftheindices1;:::;N � 1.Since W com m uteswith thetotalspin operatorsand the

determ inantj�
(�)

A F
iisa W = 0 state,W j�

0;0

A F
i= 0 asalready noted.Applying W on thestatein Eq.(26),one

can verify thisproperty by directinspection.

In a sim ilarway oneobtainsthetripletprojection.W ede�ne�
(0)y

i;j asthetwo-body tripletcreation operator

with vanishing z-com ponentm = 0 in the orbitalsai and bj:

�
(0)

y

i;j
=

1
p
2
(a

y

i"
b
y

j#
+ a

y

i#
b
y

j"
): (28)

Then,one has

j�
1;0

A F
i=

X

P

(� )
P

N � 1X

j= 1

�
(0)

y

j;P (j)

Y

i6= j

�
y

i;P (i)
j0i: (29)

The m = � 1 com ponentsofthe tripletin Eq.(29)can be otained by m eansofthe totalraising and lowering

spin operators.Letusintroduce the following notations

S
+ a

i = a
y

i"
ai#; S

� a

i = [S
+ a

i ]
y
; S

+ a
=

N � 1X

i= 1

S
+ a

i ; S
� a

= [S
+ a
]
y

(30)

S
+ b

i = b
y

i"
bi#; S

� b

i = [S
+ b

i ]
y
; S

+ b
=

N � 1X

i= 1

S
+ b

i ; S
� b

= [S
+ b
]
y

(31)

n̂
a
i� = a

y

i�ai�; S
za
i =

1

2
(̂n

a
i" � n̂

a
i#); n̂

a
� =

N � 1X

i= 1

n̂
a
i�; n̂

a
= n̂

a
" + n̂

a
#; S

za
=

1

2
(̂n

a
" � n̂

a
#) (32)

n̂
b
i� = b

y

i�bi�; S
zb
i =

1

2
(̂n

b
i" � n̂

b
i#); n̂

b
� =

N � 1X

i= 1

n̂
b
i�; n̂

b
= n̂

a
" + n̂

b
#; S

zb
=

1

2
(̂n

b
" � n̂

b
#) (33)

: (34)
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The statesj�
1;� 1

A F
ican be written as

j�
1;1

A F
i=

1
p
2
(S

+ a
+ S

+ b
)j�

1;0

A F
i=

X

P

(� )
P

N � 1X

j= 1

�
(+ 1)

y

j;P (j)

Y

i6= j

�
y

i;P (i)
j0i (35)

j�
1;� 1

A F
i=

1
p
2
(S

� a
+ S

� b
)j�

1;0

A F
i=

X

P

(� )
P

N � 1X

j= 1

�
(� 1)

y

j;P (j)

Y

i6= j

�
y

i;P (i)
j0i (36)

with

�
(+ 1)

y

i;j
= a

y

i"
b
y

j"
; �

(� 1)
y

i;j
= a

y

i#
b
y

j#
: (37)

Equivalently,the tripletstate j�
1;m

A F
i,m = 0;� 1,can also be expressed in term softhe singletj�

0;0

A F
i. Itisa

sim ple exercise to prove the following identities

N � 1X

i= 1

(S
+ a

i � S
+ b

i )j�
0;0

A F
i= (S

+ a
� S

+ b
)j�

0;0

A F
i= �

p
2j�

1;1

A F
i (38)

N � 1X

i= 1

(̂n
a
i# � n̂

b
i#)j�

0;0

A F
i=

N � 1X

i= 1

(� n̂
a
i" + n̂

b
i")j�

0;0

A F
i= (� S

za
+ S

zb
)j�

0;0

A F
i= � j�

1;0

A F
i (39)

N � 1X

i= 1

(� S
� a

i + S
� b

i )j�
0;0

A F
i= (� S

� a
+ S

� b
)j�

0;0

A F
i= �

p
2j�

1;� 1

A F
i: (40)

Asforthe singlet,one can verify thatW j�
1;m

A F
i= 0,m = 0;� 1,using the de�nitionsin Eqs.(29-35-36).

V .T H E G R O U N D STA T E A T H A LF FILLIN G

W earenow ready to calculatetheground statej	 0(N ;U )iofthehalf�lled CBG -Hubbard m odeldescribed

in Section II. As already observed,g
y

"
g
y

#
j�

0;0

A F
i is a good candidate for the non-interacting ground state;its

quantum num bersarethesam easthoseofj	 0(N ;U )iand m oreoveritbelongsto the�rst-orderground state

m ultiplet.Using the short-hand notations

jg
0
i� g

y

"
g
y

#
j0i; j�g

0
i� �g

y

"
�g
y

#
j0i; j[g�g]

0;0
i�

1
p
2
(g

y

"
�g
y

#
� g

y

#
�g
y

"
)j0i (41)

forthe three di�erenttwo-body singlets thatone getsfrom the lowest and the highestenergy orbitalsg and

�g and

j[g�g]
1;1
i� g

y

"
�g
y

"
j0i; j[g�g]

1;0
i�

1
p
2
(g

y

"
�g
y

#
+ g

y

#
�g
y

"
)j0i; j[g�g]

1;� 1
i� g

y

#
�g
y

#
j0i (42)

forthe triplet,we propose the following Ansatzforthe interacting ground state j	 0(N ;U )i:

j	 0(N ;U )i=
�
gjg

0
i+ �gj�g

0
i
�

 j�

0;0

A F
i+ 0

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i; (43)

wherethe’sare c-num bers.Itisworth to notethatin j	 0(N ;U )ithenum berofparticlesin theshellShf is

a constantgiven by 2N � 2.A priori,thereisno reason forthischoicesincethetotalnum beroperator n̂a + n̂
b

ofparticles in the shellShf does not com m ute with the Ham iltonian. Nevertheless,we shallsee that the

scatteringswhich do notpreservethisnum bercanceloutprovided in Shf the(2N � 2)-body stateisa W = 0

state.W eshallreferto thisvery rem arkableproperty asto theShellPopulation Rigidity.W eem phasize that

even constraining the particle-num berin Shf to be 2N � 2 with vanishing totalspin z-com ponent,there are
�
2N � 2

N � 1

� 2

con�gurationsthatcan contribute to the ground state expansion in the interacting case,while

the Ansatz(43)containsonly j�
0;0

A F
iand j�

1;m

A F
i,m = 0;� 1.The reason why the W = 0 statesj�

S;M S

A F
iwith

S > 1 do notenterinto the ground state expansion (43)com esfrom the Lieb’stheorem [8]:the ground state

m ustbe a singletand with only two particlesoutside Shf (in the g and/or �g states)the angularm om entum
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com position law forbids W = 0 states with S > 1. However,we observe that the state j[g�g]0;0i
 j�
0;0

A F
i is

a singlet and j�
0;0

A F
i is a W = 0 state. It has the right quantum num bers and,in principle,it could have a

non-zero overlap with j	 0(N ;U )i.Nevertheless,them atrix elem entsofW between thisstate and theonesin

the Ansatz are zero.Thisisthe reason why we have dropped itin the expansion (43).

The three statesin Eq.(43)are eigenstatesofthe kinetic-energy operatorH 0:

H 0jg
0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i= � 2tjg

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i

H 0j�g
0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i= 2tj�g

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i

H 0

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i= 0 : (44)

Expanding cx#cx" occurring in W in a; b; g; �g operators ofEq.(7),we m ay take advantage from the fact

thatj�
0;0

A F
iand j�

1;m

A F
i,m = 0;� 1,are W = 0 states. Indeed,since one cannotannihilate g or �g overthem ,

taking forinstance x 2 A ,

0 = cx#cx"j�
S;M S

A F
i=

X

i;j

R i;xR j;xai#aj"j�
S;M S

A F
i; (45)

then,m ultiplying by g
y

"
g
y

#
,and the like,one obtainsthatthe contribution proportionalto

X

i;j

R i;xR j;xai#aj"j	 0(N ;U )i (46)

yield nothing.O fcourse,ifx 2 B,by the sam e reasoning we get

X

i;j

R i;xR j;xbi#bj"j	 0(N ;U )i= 0: (47)

Hence,we can write

W = W A + W B (48)

with

W A := U

NX

x= 1

c
y

x"
c
y

x#

"

1

2N
(g# + �g#)(g" + �g")+

1
p
2N

N � 1X

i= 1

R i;x[(g# + �g#)ai" + ai#(g" + �g")]

#

(49)

and

W B := U

2NX

x= N + 1

c
y

x"
c
y

x#

"

1

2N
(� g# + �g#)(� g" + �g")+

1
p
2N

N � 1X

i= 1

R i;x� N [(� g# + �g#)bi" + bi#(� g" + �g")

#

;

(50)

where:= m eansthatthetwosidesareequivalentwhen actingon j	 0(N ;U )i.Next,wetransform therem aining

two c
y
operators,using Eq.(8). W e note that the term s containing the sequence g

y
g
y
g a and sim ilar term s

with b instead ofa and/orsom e g replaced by �g vanish by sym m etry;thisisevidentsince
P

N

x= 1
R i;x = 0 for

any i= 1;:::;N � 1. Sim ilarly,the sequenceslike a
y
g
y
gg also do notcontribute.The sequenceslike a

y
a
y
gg

are diagonalin the orbitalindicesofthe two ay operators,since
P

N

x= 1
R i;xR j;x = �ij;hence,they annihilate

j	 0(N ;U )i(recallthatin thisstate allthe a orbitalsare singly occupied,aswe can see by directinspection

ofthe expressions for j�
0;0

A F
i and j�

1;m

A F
i,m = 0;� 1,ofSection IV). By a particle-hole transform ation one

can show that the rem aining term s thatcreate pairs in the shellShf,like a
y
a
y
ga,etc.,have no e�ect,as in

Eqs.(46-47);wepostponetheproofofthislastspectacularcancellation untilAppendix A.To sum up,no term

in W can change the num berofparticlesin Shf,thatis,thatnum berisindependentoftand U !Thisproves

therem arkable property thatwe havenam ed ShellPopulation Rigidity:itholdsforany �niteN and itisnot

speci�c ofthe therm odynam ic lim it. W e shallsee below thatthe ShellPopulation Rigidity characterizes the

ground state and a suitable subspace ofthe totalHilbert space. In Fig.2 we have drawn a physicalpicture

ofthe cancellation am ong diagram swhich do notpreserve the num berna + nb. W e can say thatthe W = 0

states entering in our Ansatz are stable with respect to the Hubbard interaction W also in the presence of

otherparticlesin the system .Thisfactallowsto exactly solve the Schr�odingerequation.
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W

(g, g)

(g, g) (g, g)

(a, b)

W

(a, b) (a, b)

W

(a, b) (a, b)

W

(g, g)

(g, g)

(g, g)

(a, b)

= 0+++

FIG .2. Cancellation am ong the scattering am plitudes in the ansatz ofEquation (43) which do not preserve the

num ber ofparticles in the shellShf.

Taking these cancellationsinto accountone obtains

W A :=
U

4N
(g

y

"
+ �g

y

"
)(g

y

#
+ �g

y

#
)(g# + �g#)(g" + �g")+

+
U

2N

N � 1X

i= 1

�
a
y

i"
(g

y

#
+ �g

y

#
)+ (g

y

"
+ �g

y

"
)a

y

i#

�
[(g# + �g#)ai" + ai#(g" + �g")] (51)

and

W B :=
U

4N
(� g

y

"
+ �g

y

"
)(� g

y

#
+ �g

y

#
)(� g# + �g#)(� g" + �g")+

+
U

2N

N � 1X

i= 1

�
b
y

i"
(� g

y

#
+ �g

y

#
)+ (� g

y

"
+ �g

y

"
)b

y

i#

�
[(� g# + �g#)bi" + bi#(� g" + �g")]: (52)

W ith W written in thetransform ed picture one can calculate W j	 0(N ;U )i.Aftervery long,butstandard

algebra one �nds

W jg
0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i= U

n
2N � 1

2N
jg

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i+

1

2N
j�g

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i+

+
1

2N

N � 1X

i= 1

j[g�g]
1;1
i
 (� S

� a

i + S
� b

i )j�
0;0

A F
i+

+
1

2N

N � 1X

i= 1

�
�g
y

"
g
y

#
(̂n

a
i# � n

b
i#)+ �g

y

#
g
y

"
(� n̂

a
i" + n

b
i")
�
j�

0;0

A F
i+

+
1

2N

N � 1X

i= 1

j[g�g]
1;� 1

i
 (S
+ a

i � S
+ b

i )j�
0;0

A F
i

)

(53)

and

W j�g
0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i= U

n
2N � 1

2N
j�g

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i+

1

2N
jg

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i+

+
1

2N

N � 1X

i= 1

j[g�g]
1;1
i
 (S

� a

i � S
� b

i )j�
0;0

A F
i+

+
1

2N

N � 1X

i= 1

�
g
y

#
�g
y

"
(� n̂

a
i" + n

b
i")+ g

y

"
�g
y

#
(̂n

a
i# � n

b
i#)
�
j�

0;0

A F
i+

+
1

2N

N � 1X

i= 1

j[g�g]
1;� 1

i
 (� S
+ a

i + S
+ b

i )j�
0;0

A F
i

)

; (54)

while forthe singlet
P

1

m = � 1
(� )m j[g�g]1;m i
 j�

1;� m

A F
ione obtains

W

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i= U

(

N + 1

N

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i+

1

2N
(jg

0
i� j�g

0
i)





N � 1X

i= 1

�

(S
+ a

i � S
+ b

i )j�
1;� 1

A F
i+

1
p
2
(n

a
i" � n

a
i# � n

b
i" + n

b
i#)j�

1;0

A F
i+ (� S

� a

i + S
� b

i )j�
1;1

A F
i

��

: (55)
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By m eansofthe identitiesin Eqs.(38-39-40)one can write Eqs.(53-54)in a com pactform

W jg
0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i= U

(

2N � 1

2N
jg

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i+

1

2N
j�g

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i+

p
2

2N

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i

)

(56)

and

W j�g
0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i= U

(

2N � 1

2N
j�g

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i+

1

2N
jg

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i�

p
2

2N

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i

)

:

(57)

Let us now consider the second row in Eq.(55). Ifour Ansatz is correct,the state in the square brackets

m ust be proportionalto j�
0;0

A F
i. In this way one could close the equations and �nd an exacteigenstate. In

Appendix B we prove thatthisisthe case and in particularthat

N � 1X

i= 1

�

(S
+ a

i � S
+ b

i )j�
1;� 1

A F
i+

1
p
2
(n

a
i" � n

a
i# � n

b
i" + n

b
i#)j�

1;0

A F
i+ (� S

� a

i + S
� b

i )j�
1;1

A F
i

�

=
p
2(N

2
� 1)j�

0;0

A F
i:

(58)

Hence,Eq.(55)yields

W

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i= U

(

N + 1

N

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i+

+
p
2
N

2
� 1

2N
(jg

0
i� j�g

0
i)
 j�

0;0

A F
i

�

: (59)

Thisresult,togetherwith Eqs.(56-57)and Eqs.(44),allowsusto reducetheSchrodingerequation (H H ubbard �

E )j	 0(N ;U )i= 0 to the diagonalization ofthe m atrix

H (N ;U )=

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

� 2t+ 2N � 1

2N
U U

2N

p
2(N 2� 1)

2N
U

U

2N
2t+ 2N � 1

2N
U �

p
2(N 2� 1)

2N
U

p
2(N 2 � 1)

2N
U �

p
2(N 2 � 1)

2N
U

N + 1

N
U

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; (60)

where the relations

�
hg

0
j
 h�

0;0

A F
j
� �
jg

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i
�
=
�
h�g

0
j
 h�

0;0

A F
j
� �
j�g

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i
�

(61)

and

hg
0
j
 h�

0;0

A F
jW

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i=

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
h�

1;� m

A F
j
 h[g�g]

1;m
jW jg

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i;

h�g
0
j
 h�

0;0

A F
jW

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i=

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
h�

1;� m

A F
j
 h[g�g]

1;m
jW j�g

0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i (62)

have been used to express
P

1

m = � 1
h�

1;m

A F
j�

1;m

A F
iin term sofh�

0;0

A F
j�

0;0

A F
i.

The therm odynam ic lim it N ! 1 is wellde�ned and non-trivialifwe rescale ~tin such a way thatN ~t=

t = const (which corresponds to the case ofa �xed energy gap between the �rst two energy levels). The

Ham iltonian m atrix in Eq.(60)becom es

H (1 ;U )=

0

@
� 2t+ U 0 U=

p
2

0 2t+ U � U=
p
2

U=
p
2 � U=

p
2 U

1

A (63)

with eigenvalues

E0 = U; E� = U � �; � �
p
U 2 + 4t2 : (64)
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The (unnorm alized)eigenvectorcorresponding to the lowesteigenvalue E� gives

j	 0(1 ;U )i=

h�
U

t
�
2�

U
(2+

�

t
)

�

jg
0
i+

U

t
j�g

0
i

i


 j�
0;0

A F
i+

p
2(2+

�

t
)

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i:

(65)

So farwe have proved thatthe Ansatzin Eq.(43)givesthree exacteigenstatesofthe CBG -Hubbard m odel

at half�lling. The eigenvalue oflowest energy E� reduces to the non-interacting ground state energy for

U ! 0,while the associated eigenstate (65)to the state jg
0
i
 j�

0;0

A F
i.O n the otherhand,when U ! 1 the

originalHam iltonian can be m apped onto whatwe can de�ne the CBG -Heisenberg Ham iltonian:

H H eisenberg =
4~t

2

U

X

x2 A

X

y2 B

(Sx � Sy �
1

4
): (66)

Thism odelisexactly solvable and theground state isobtained by projecting onto thesingletthestatewhere

N particleslie on the A -siteswith spin up and the rem aining N on the B-siteswith spin down (Neelstate):

one �nds

j	 0(N ;1 )i=
X

P

(� )
P

NY

x= 1

�
y

x;P (x+ N )
j0i (67)

with �
y
x;y =

1
p
2
(c

y

x"
c
y

y#
� c

y

x#
c
y

y"
).Theground stateenergy is� 2t

2
=U forN ! 1 and isequalto the�rstorder

approxim ation ofE� in the sm allparam eter (t=U )
2
(the sam e conclusion holdsforany �nite N ,although it

ism ore tediousto prove).Furtherm ore,by directinspection ofthe lowestenergy eigenvectorofH (N ;U )one

can show thatj	 0(N ;U )ibecom esthe state in Eq.(67)when U ! 1 . Therefore,j	 0(N ;U )ireducesto the

ground state ofthe CBG -Hubbard m odelin the two opposite lim itsU ! 0 and U ! 1 .

To provethatthelowestenergy eigenstateofH (N ;U )istheuniqueground statewearelooking for,onecan

exploittheground stateuniquenessoftheHeisenberg Ham iltonian proved in Ref.[26].Sincej	 0(N ;1 )iisthe

ground state ofthe Heisenberg m odeland since the ground state ofthe half-�lled Hubbard m odelisunique,

a levelcrossing forsom e value ofU would be required ifj	 0(N ;U )iwere an excited state,contradicting the

uniqueness.

In conclusion we haveproved thatthe Ansatzin Eq.(43)with (g;�g;0)given by thelowestenergy eigen-

vectorofthem atrix in Eq.(60)istheexactground stateofthehalf-�lled Hubbard m odelde�ned on theCBG

ofsize j�j= 2N and repulsion U . In the next Section we shallcalculate som e physicalquantities,as the

spin-spin correlation function,and we shallprove thatthe particlesare antiferrom agnetically ordered.

V I.R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Theexactground statesolution forarbitrary but�niteN allowsto study theground stateenergy E 0(N ;U )

asa function ofN and U .Taking ~tN = t= 1,in Fig.(3)we have plotted E 0(N ;U )in the range N = 1;::;10

and 0 < U < 20.

5
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20

2

4

6

8

10
-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

N

U

E  (N,U) 
0

FIG .3. G round state energy E 0(N ;U ) ofthe half-�lled H ubbard m odelon the CBG as a function ofthe on-site

repulsion param eter U and the num ber oflattice sites N in each sublattice. The hopping param eter has been chosen

to be t= 1.
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The �gure showsthatE 0(N ;U )isa m onotonically increasing function ofN and U ,thatisE 0(N + 1;U )�

E 0(N )> 0 and @E 0(N ;U )=@U > 0.The lim itN ! 1 at�xed U isgiven by E� in Eq.(64):

lim
j�j! 1

lim
�! 1

E
(�)
(j�j;t;U )= U �

p
U 2 + 4t2 < 0 (68)

whereE
(�)
(j�j;t;U )istheinternalenergy ofthesystem atinverseTem perature� and num beroflattice sites

j�j= 2N . O n the otherhand,one can calculate the internalenergy atzero Tem perature in therm odynam ic

lim it: E
(�)
(j�j! 1 ;t;U )= 
 � + kB S=� + �j�jn with 
 � from Eq.(16) and S the entropy. Following the

procedure ofvan D ongen and Vollhardtone gets

lim
�! 1

lim
j�j! 1

E
(�)
(j�j;t;U )=

�
� 2t= � 2N~t< 0 if~tisnotrescaled

O (1) if~t� 1=j�j
: (69)

In the case ~t= constthe two lim itscom m ute and the trivialtherm odynam ic behaviorofthe m odeloriginates

from thein�nitegap between thelowestleveland thezero-energy levels:thetwo particlesin theg orbitalsare

com pletely decoupled from the dynam ics ofthe system . O n the other hand,if~tis rescaled the gap rem ains

frozen and taking j�j! 1 �rst,we can only say thattheground state energy isO (1),butwe cannotpredict

the exact am ount within the schem e proposed by van D ongen and Vollhardt. This is a consequence ofthe

factthatin the lim itj�j! 1 ,we retain only the extensive contributionsto the internalenergy.

The ground state energy Eq.(68) is always higher than that ofthe non-interacting case and hence non-

trivialcorrelations survive in the therm odynam ic lim it. To understand the nature ofthese correlations we

have calculated the ground state average ofthe num berofdoubly occupied sites:

D (N ;U )�
W (N ;U )

U
�

1

U
h	 0(N ;U )jW j	 0(N ;U )i=

1

U
h	 0(N ;U )jH H ubbard � H0j	 0(N ;U )i=

=
1

U
E 0(N ;U )+

2t

U
[

2
g(N ;U )� 

2
�g(N ;U )] (70)

where g and �g are the �rsttwo com ponentsofthe norm alized ground state vector,see Eq.(43).In Fig.(4a)

we have plotted the trend ofD (N ;U ) as N increases for di�erent values ofU . As expected D (N ;U ) is a

m onotonically decreasing function ofU ,@D (N ;U )=@U < 0,approaching zero for U ! 1 [where the exact

ground state reduces to the antiferrom agnetic Neelstate,see Eq.(67)]. Nevertheless,D (N ;U ) shows a non-

trivialbehaviourasN increasesat�xed U values.In theweak coupling regim e,U � t,thenum berofdoubly

occupied sitesgrowsasN becom eslargerand largerconverging to a �nitevalue when N ! 1 .The opposite

trend is observed in the strong coupling regim e,U � t,where D (N ;U ) decreases as N increases. In the

interm ediate regim e U � t,D (N ;U )is an increasing function ofN for sm allN ,butbecom es an decreasing

function for large N . Hence,there is a criticalvalue Uc(N ) where the analytic continuation ofD (N ;U ) to

realN veri�es

�
@
2
D

@U @N

�

U c(N )

= 0 (71)
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FIG .4. a) Trend of the ground state average of the num ber of doubly occupied sites versus N in the range

1 � N � 20 fordi�erentvaluesofthe H ubbard interaction param eterU = 0.1,1,2,3,5,10.b)G round state average of

the interaction term W as a function ofU in the range 0 � U � 10 forthree di�erent num ber ofsublattice sites,N =

1,2,10.The hopping param eter has been chosen to be t= 1 in both cases.
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In Fig.(4b) we report the ground state average of the interacting term W as a function of U for three

di�erent values ofN . There is always a criticalvalue for U where the repulsion is m axim ized. M oreover,

lim N ! 1 W (N ;U )� W 1 (U )6= 0 forany �nite U and the system cannotavoid double occupation neitherin

the therm odynam ic lim it.In the lim itU ! 1 ,W (N ;U )! 0 according to the G utzwillerAnsatz[27].

Next,we have calculated the spin-spin correlation function

G spin(x;y)� h	0(N ;U )jS
z
xS

z
yj	 0(N ;U )i= lim

�! 1
G spin(x;y;�;h = 0;j�j)= lim

�! 1
lim
h! 0

G spin(x;y;�;h;j�j)

(72)

where G spin(x;y;�;h;j�j) was de�ned in Section III,S
z
x = 1

2
(̂nx" � n̂x#) and j	 0i is the norm alized ground

state

j	 0i=

h
g

N 0

jg
0
i+

�g

N 0

j�g
0
i

i


 j�
0;0

A F
i+

1
p
3

0

N 1

1X

m = � 1

(� )
m
j[g�g]

1;m
i
 j�

1;� m

A F
i; (73)

with N 2
0 = h�

0;0

A F
j�

0;0

A F
i,N 2

1 = h�
1;m

A F
j�

1;m

A F
i,m = 0;� 1,and 

2
g + 

2
�g + 

2
0 = 1. D ue to the SN 
 SN 
 Z2

sym m etry,G spin(x;y)can be written as

G spin(x;y)=

(
G 0 x = y

G on x 2 A (x 2 B)and y 2 A (y 2 B)

G o� x 2 A (x 2 B)and y 2 B (x 2 A )

(74)

and by exploiting the sum rule
P

y2 �
G spin(x;y)= G 0 + (N � 1)Gon + N G o� = 0,one can express G on in

term sofG o� and G 0:

G on = �
N

N � 1
G o� �

G 0

N � 1
: (75)

The problem isthen reduced to the evaluation ofG 0 and G o� .W e have

G 0 = G spin(x;x)= h	 0j(S
z
x)

2
j	 0i=

1

2N

X

x2 �

h	 0j(S
z
x)

2
j	 0i=

=
1

8N

X

x2 �

h	 0ĵnx" + n̂x# � 2n̂x"n̂x#j	 0i=
1

4
(1�

D

N
): (76)

M ore e�ort is needed to calculate G o� . Expanding the c operators in g,�g,a and b operators ofEq.(7) and

taking into accountthat(
P

x2 �
S
z
x)

2
j	 0i= 0,we get

G o� = �
1

N 2

X

x2 A

X

y2 A

h	 0jS
z
xS

z
yj	 0i= �

1

N 2

"

1

16
h	 0j

 
X

�

(� )
�
(g

y
� + �g

y
�)(g� + �g�)

! 2

j	 0i+

+
1

2
h	 0jS

za
X

�

(� )
�
(g

y
� + �g

y
�)(g� + �g�)j	 0i+ h	 0jS

za
S
za
j	 0i

#

(77)

with (� )� = + ;� for� = ";#.Afterlong butstandard algebra one obtains

G o� = �
1

N 2

(

1

8

�
(g � �g)

2
+ 2

2
0

�
�

r
2

3

0(g � �g)

N 0N 1

h�
1;0

A F
jS

za
j�

0;0

A F
i+


2
g + 

2
�g

N 2
0

h�
0;0

A F
jS

za
S
za
j�

0;0

A F
i+

+

2
0

3N 2
1

"

h�
1;� 1

A F
jS

za
j�

1;� 1

A F
i� h�

1;1

A F
jS

za
j�

1;1

A F
i+

1X

m = � 1

h�
1;m

A F
jS

za
S
za
j�

1;m

A F
i

#)

: (78)

and exploiting the Z2 sym m etry ai ! bi and bi ! ai,which im pliesj�
S;M S

A F
i! (� )

S
j�

S;M S

A F
i,

h�
1;0

A F
jS

za
j�

0;0

A F
i= � h�

1;0

A F
jS

zb
j�

0;0

A F
i=

1

2
h�

1;0

A F
jS

za
� S

zb
j�

0;0

A F
i=

1

2
N

2
1 (79)

h�
1;1

A F
jS

za
j�

1;1

A F
i=

1

2
h�

1;1

A F
jS

za
+ S

zb
j�

1;1

A F
i=

1

2
N

2
1 (80)
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h�
1;� 1

A F
jS

za
j�

1;� 1

A F
i=

1

2
h�

1;� 1

A F
jS

za
+ S

zb
j�

1;� 1

A F
i= �

1

2
N

2
1 (81)

where in Eq.(79) we have used the identity Eq.(39). Finally we recallthat the W = 0 states j�
S;M S

A F
i are

eigenstates ofthe square ofthe totalspin operators ofeach sublattice S
2
A � (S

za
)
2
+ 1

2
(S

+ a
S
� a

+ S
� a
S
+ a
)

and S
2
B � (S

zb
)
2
+ 1

2
(S

+ b
S
� b

+ S
� b
S
+ b
)with eigenvalue (N � 1

2
)(N � 1

2
+ 1)= 1

4
(N

2
� 1);hence

SX

M S = � S

h�
S;M S

A F
j(S

za
)
2
j�

S;M S

A F
i=

N
2
� 1

12
(2S + 1)N

2
S ; N

2
S = h�

S;M S

A F
j�

S;M S

A F
i; M S = � S;:::;S :

(82)

Substitution ofEqs.(79-80-81-82)in Eq.(78)yields

G o� = �
1

N 2

(

N
2
� 1

12
+
1

8
[(g � �g)

2
+ 2

2
0]�

1

3

2
0 �

r
N 2 � 1

18
0(g � �g)

)

(83)

where we have taken into accountEq.(62)to evaluate the ratio N 1=N 0 =
p
(N 2 � 1)=3.
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FIG .5. a) G on versus U in the range 0 � U � 20 for three di�erent values ofthe num ber ofsites N = 2; 3; 10.

b) G o� versus U in the range 0 � U � 20 for three di�erent values ofthe num ber ofsites N = 2; 3; 10. The hopping

param eter has been chosen to be t= 1 in both cases.

In Fig.(5)wereportthetrend ofG on and G o� versusU forthreedi�erentvaluesofN = 2;3;10.According

to theShen-Q iu-Tian theorem [28],G on isalwayslargerthan zero whileG o� isalwaysnegative.Now consider

the ground state average ofthe square ofthe staggered m agnetization operator

m
2
A F �

1

j�j
h	 0j[

X

x2 �

�(x)S
z
x]

2
j	 0i; �(x)= 1;� 1 for x 2 A ;B : (84)

TheShen-Q iu-Tian theorem im pliesthateach term in theexpansion ofEq.(84)isnon-negative.W eem phasize,

however,thatfor jA j= jBjthis doesnotim ply thatm
2
A F is an extensive quantity! Rem arkably,ourresults

show thatm
2
A F = G 0 + (N � 1)Gon � N Go� is extensive forany value ofthe on-site repulsion param eterU

and providean exam pleofantiferrom agnetism in theground stateofan itinerant-electronsm odelofarbitrary

size.

W e also observe thatthe therm odynam ic lim ityieldsa non-vanishing result:

lim
j�j! 1

G 0 =
1

4
; lim

j�j! 1
G on = � lim

j�j! 1
G o� =

1

12
; (85)

or

lim
j�j! 1

lim
�! 1

lim
h! 0

jG spin(x;y;�;h;j�j)j=
1

12
forx 6= y : (86)

By com paring Eq.(86)with Eq.(23),we see thatthe lim �! 1 lim h! 0 do notcom m ute with the lim j�j! 1 .
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V II.SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehaveintroduced theCBG -Hubbard m odeland explicitly written theground statewavefunction athalf

�lling forany repulsion param eterU .The topology ofthegraph � allows(2N � 2)-body eigenstatesj�
S;M S

A F
i

ofthe Ham iltonian which are free ofdouble occupation. They can be obtained projecting the determ inantal

state j� A F ion a given spin-S subspace.j� A F ihasthe antiferrom agnetic property,thatisthe m ap A $ B is

equivalentto a spin-ip.

W ehaveshown thattheground statehasa �xed num berofparticlesin thezero-energy one-body shellShf,

independentoftand U . This very rem arkable ShellPopulation Rigidity holds in any �nite-size system and

it provides the closure ofthe equations. This im plies extra-conservation laws in a suitable subspace ofthe

fullHilbertspace including the ground state. O nly the singletj�
0;0

A F
iand the tripletj�

1;m

A F
i,m = 0;� 1,are

involved in the ground state expansion. Q ualitatively,we m ay say thataccording to Eq.(65)the particles in

the shellShf m anage to avoid the double occupation.

W e have calculated the spin-spin correlation function and shown thatthe ground state exhibitsan antifer-

rom agnetic orderforany non-zero U even in the therm odynam ic lim it. The kinetic term inducesnon-trivial

correlations am ong the particles and an antiparallelspin con�guration in the two sublattices turns out to

be energetically favoured. Therefore,the m odelcontains the basic ingredients to understand how the subtle

com petition between the delocalization induced by H 0 and the localization induced by W m ay give rise to a

m agnetically ordered state even outside the strong coupling regim e (where the Hubbard m odelisequivalent

to the Heisenberg m odel). O n the other hand,within the schem e proposed by van D ongen and Vollhardt,

the m odeliswelldescribed by a param agnetic Ham iltonian;the di�erence stem sfrom taking the therm ody-

nam iclim itbefore thelim itofzero Tem perature,becausethen thekineticterm com pletly decouplesfrom the

interaction and losesany r̂ole in the physicalresponse functions.

Thepresentform alism lendsitselfto solvem orerealistic Hubbard Ham iltonianswith an increasing num ber

of negative and positive energy levels. Higher-spin projections j�
S;M S

A F
i are involved in the ground state

expansions;the results willbe published elsewhere. W e are currently investigating group-theory aspects of

thism odeland itsextensions.

Finally,we recall[23][24][25]that the standard Hubbard m odelon a N � N square lattice and periodic

boundary conditionsalso hasj�
S;M S

A F
i-like eigenstates.Itcould be thattheShellPopulation Rigidity holdsin

thiscase too,butthe proofislacking.

A P P EN D IX A :SH ELL P O P U LA T IO N R IG ID IT Y

W e have seen in Section V that the m ost part ofthe contributions which do not preserve the num ber of

particlesin theshellShf yield nothing.To provetheShellPopoulation Rigidityproperty weneed to show that

the sequenceslike a
y
a
y
ga and sim ilarterm swith binstead ofa and/org replaced by �g vanish orin form ul�

X

x2 A

X

ijm

R i;xR j;xR m ;xa
y

i"
a
y

j#
am �j�

S;M S

A F
i= 0 (A1)

and thelikewith a replaced by b.Thislastspectacularcancellation can beseen by particle-hole transform ing

Eq.(A1).Undera particle-holetransform ation cx� ! c
y
x� and theW = 0 statesj�

S;M S

A F
i! jg

0
�g
0
i
 j�

S;� M S

A F
i,

m odulo a phase factor.Hence,Eq.(A1)isequivalentto

X

x2 A

X

ijm

R i;xR j;xR m ;xai"aj#a
y
m �j�

S;M S

A F
i= 0 : (A2)

Let the spin ofthe operator a
y
m � be up for the sake ofde�niteness (the sam e reasoning holds in the case of

down spin).The l.h.s.ofEq.(A2)can be rewritten as

�
X

x2 A

X

ijm

R i;xR j;xR m ;x[�i;m � a
y

m "
ai"]aj#j�

S;M S

A F
i= �

X

j

"
X

x

X

i

R
2
i;xR j;x

#

aj#j�
S;M S

A F
i (A3)

where wehaveexploited thelack ofdoubleoccupation oftheW = 0 state,see Eq.(45).Therefore,we are left

to prove that

NX

x= 1

N � 1X

i= 1

R j;xR
2
i;x = 0; 8j: (A4)
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W erecallthatR isan (N � 1)� N rectangularm atrix whoserowsareorthonorm alvectorswhich areorthogonal

to the N � dim ensionalvector(1;1;:::;1;1).Itisa sim ple exercise to verify that

R =

0

B
B
B
@

1
p
2

� 1
p
2

0 0 ::: 0
1
p
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isa correctchoice and thatEq.(A4)isidentically veri�ed.

A P P EN D IX B :P R O O F O F EQ .(58)

To proveEq.(58)we shallusethede�nitions(29-35-36)forthetripletW = 0 statej�
1;m

A F
i,m = 0;� 1.The
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while second term yields
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The third term can be com puted following the sam e stepsofEq.(B1)and the �nalresultis
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D enoting by [::]the lefthand side ofEq.(58),from Eqs.(B1-B2-B3)one obtains
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Letusconsiderthe �rstand the third term in the square bracketofthe righthand side ofEq.(B4).W e have
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where the perm utationsP and P
0
satisfy
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P
.Substituting Eq.(B5)into Eq.(B4)and taking into accountthat
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one obtains
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thatis,Eq.(58).
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