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A bstract

W e consider a classical Jattice gas that consists ofm ore than one \species" of parti-
cles (ke a spjn—g Ising m odelor the atom ic 1im it of the extended H ubbard m odel),
w hose ground-state phase diagram is m acroscopically degenerate. T his gas is cou—
pled com ponent-w ise and in the Falicov{K in ball-lke m anner to a m ulicom ponent
free—ferm jon gas.W e show rigorously that a com ponent-w ise coupling ofthe classical
subsystam to the quantum one orders the classical subsystem so that the m acro—
scopic degeneracy is rem oved.
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1 Introduction

The Ham ittonians of the socalled strongly correlated electron system s de-
scribe in fact m ulticom ponent gases of quasiparticle excitations in a crystal.
The ocom ponents are labeled, by orbital and/or spin degrees of freedom , for
Instance. As a rule, revealing cooperative phenom ena In such system s, lke
long-range orders, is a hard task. Then, in the course of studies, one sim pli-

es the H am iltonian by discarding som e labels of quasiparticles, sstting som e
coupling constants to zero and sending other to In  nity. Sin ultaneousk, one
looses possibilities of accounting for som e physics. But once a su  cient level
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of understanding of a sinpli ed m odel is reached, a reverse process starts.
Thism ight be a briefhistory ofthe Falicov{K inballm odel (@nd only to som e
extent of the Hubbard m odel) studies.

The original m odel put forward by Falicov and Kimball [1,2] refers to two

groups of quasiparticles excitations, called localized holes and itinerant elec—
trons, wih the m embers of each group labeled by band and soin indices.

Only a faw, out of m any, on-site interactions of these quasiparticlkes are re-
tained and the strength of the on-site hole{holk repulsion is sent to In niy
Rl.Theextram e sin pli cation ofthism odel, that consists ofone band of spin—
less electrons and of spinlss holks, is known as the spinless Falicov{K inall
m odel. In contradistinction to the case of Hubbard m odel, it has been possi-
bl to dem onstrate, w thout uncontrollable approxin ations, that the soinless

Falicov{K inballm odelexhibitsa staggered long-range order B{5]. Subsequent

ressarch extended considerably this result and supplied usw ith a fairly broad

know ledge of the phase diagram . N aturally, the strongest results have been

cbtained at zero tem perature (see [6,7] for m ore details and an extensive list

of references) .

T hen, one cbserves a resurgence of Interest In e ects of additional degrees of
freedom and additional interactions between localized particles. M ost atten—
tion hasbeen paid to e ects related to soIn degrees of freedom . T husm odels,
w here the localized and Intinerant quasiparticles carry spjn-; B{13]have been
Investigated. In B,9,13]a nie repulsion between localized particles w ith op—
posite spins hasbeen included. Q uie recently, it was argued that an interest—
Ing physics could be acocounted for by m ulticom ponent Falicov{K imballm od—
els [14]. A s a prelin nary step, a kind of Falicov{K Inballm odelw ith 2s+ 1
com ponents of itinerant particles and 2S5 + 1 com ponents of localized ones
was solved exactly In the Iin it of in nite dim ensions. C onceming Interactions
between localized particles, only an on-site repulsion between di erent com po—
nents of localized particles was included and its strength was sent to in  nity,
thereby restricting the space of states available for the system . Unlke in the
quoted above papers on the spjn-é case, smay not beequalto S.

T he m ulticom ponent Falicov{K im kallm odels, we referred to above, belong to
a class of system s whose generic H am iltonian is of the form

X X .
H = T + U nj. n, +H;: @)

’ ’
X7

The 1rstsum,over -ocomponentsofitinerant fem ions (lateron called brie y
elkctrons), acoounts for their hopping. The second sum , over Jattice sites x,
-com ponents of electrons and -com ponents of localized particles (later on
called ions), represents the usual Falicov{K in ball-lke coupling between the
itinerant and localized particles.W ith ng. , ni; being the occupation num ber

X



operators at site x of -electrons and —ions, respectively, it contrbutes the
energy U  if and only if the site x is occupied by a -electron and an -
ion. The third tem , H ;, stands for an interaction between ions, diagonal In
their occupation-num ber representation. T herefore, the system describbed by
the Ham iltonian H can be looked upon as a m ulticom ponent classicalgas (of
Jons) coupled to a m ulticom ponent free—ferm ion gas (of electrons).

In them ain body ofthis paperwe study an instance of (1) w ith a com ponent-
w ise coupling between the electrons and ions, ie., wesstU = U .The
com ponent-w ise coupling m ay appear naturally in situations, where the com -
ponentsdi ersigni cantly in their physical characteristics. A ctually, we m ake
the ocoupling com ponent-ndependent, U = U for all , and assum e equal
num ber of electrons’ and ions’ com ponents, for sin plicity. If H ; Involves only

nierange interactions that adm it a representation In tem s ofa m potential
[L5], then som e aspects of the ground state ofthem odel, de ned by H , con—
cemed w ith the distrbution of ions on the underlying lattice, can readily be
Investigated by the m ethods developed in [4,16].

However, if the itinerant and localized particles are interpreted as di erent
sorts of electrons, as is the case In the orighalpaper by Falicov and K mm ball,
and the coupling between electrons stands for a screened Coulom b repulsion,
then an ion-independent coupling, ie.,, U = U , becom esm ore appropriate.
Such a coupling hasbeen studied rigorously In B,9] and in the lin t of In nite
din ensions in [14]. The m ulticom ponent Falicov{K inball m odels w ith ion-
Independent coupling w ill be the sub Ect of our subsequent paper.

In the next section we provide necessary details and properties of our m odel
w ith the com ponent-w ise coupling, as well as de nitions useful n considera—
tions of ground-state phase diagram s In the grand-canonicalensambl. T hen,

in Section 3 we study the ground-state phase diagram at the hole{particle

symm etry point in the plane of chem ical potentials of electrons and ions, for

arbitrary strength U ofthe electron{ion coupling. A fter that, in Section 4 we

go beyond the hole{particle sym m etry point, but only In the strong-coupling

regin e. Finally, In Section 5, we provide a summ ary and discussion of the

obtained resuls.

2 The m odel and the grand canonical ground states

In the sequel we study a version of the model (1) speci ed as follows. The
underlying nite lattice , consisting of j jsites, is assum ed to be a piece
of a d-dim ensional hypercubic lattice 29, such that it can be partitioned into
tw o congruent sublattices: the even sublattice, €, and the odd sublattice, °.
Each site of has z = 2d nearest neighbours. T hen, the nearest-neighbour



sites ofa site In € belong to °© and vice versa. W e shall use the notation

hx;yi hx;yi, hx;yis, i= 1;2;::0:,%x;y 2, to denote the st and the i-th
nearest neighbourson , that is the unordered p%ﬂ_s of sites w hose Euclidean

distance in the units of the ]Slttjoe oconstant are l; 2;2;:::,fori= 1;2;3;::

respectively. Consequently, ,,;, will stand for the summ ation over all the

i~th nearest-neighbour pairs of sites, w ith each pair counted once.

The quantum subsystem , consisting of r > 2 di erent kinds of itinerant par-

ticles (electrons) abelled by = 1;2;:::;r, is described in tem s of creation

and annihilation operators of a -electron at site x 2 : c;_ y Cx; , TEOEC—
n

o =1;:uy
tively. T he operators c;,. S i satisfy the canonical anticom m utation
relations. T hen, the hopping of -electrons is speci ed by:
X +
T =t G, G; *the:; @)
hxpyi

w ith tbeing the nearest-neighbour hopping Jntensj%/ A nother relevant observ—
able is the total e]ec&on—lglum ber cperator N, = N; , where -electron-
number operatorsN,; = ,n§, andnj, = ¢, G;

T he classical subsystem consists also of r > 2 di erent kinds of particles (lo—
calized jons). T he states ofthis sugsystgn can be described by a collection of

=1;u5r

particle-occupation numbersC = ni , ,wihn} = 0;1 (notwo ions

X7

occupying the sam e site can be of the sam e kind), called the ion con gura—

tions. TPhe totalnumber of ions isN ; = N;, ,where the numbers of -ions
N; = ,n;, .In contradistinction to the electron subsystem , we introduce

a direct ion—ion Interaction.E ach pair of ions occupying a site contributes the
energy 2I.M oreover, two ions that occupy two nearest-neighbour sites repell
each other, contrbbuting the energy W =2 > 0. Thus, the ion{ion Interaction
H am iltonian, H ;, reads
X X : W X
H;=2I nl.onl.oo+?

X7 Xy
< @ x hxpyi

n,ng; 3)

. P P
where n; = n,. and o o stands for the summ ation over unordered

X7

pairs of indices ( % ), each pair being counted once.

C karly, iIn the com posite system , whose Ham iltonian is given by (1), ) and
(3) (wih arbitrarymatrixU ), the particle-num beroperatorsN,; (henceN,)
are conserved. T he peculiarity of this system is that the site-occupation num —

bers nj(; henceN;;, and N ;) are also conserved and therefore the description
n o= 1;:
ofthe classical subsystem in temm softhe ion con gurationsC = n;, -

Xi k2

ram ains valid.



F inally, the coupling between the classical and quantum subsystem s is chosen
to be the com ponent-w ise one, w ith

U =20 4)

T his concludes the speci cation of our system .

In what follows, we shall study the ground-state phase diagram of the sys-
tem de nedby (1){ @4), In the grand canonicalensem bl. U kin ately, this task
am ounts to detem ining at each point (~.;~;) of the plane of chem ical poten-
tials of electrons and ions, respectively, the lowest energy eigensubspace ofthe
Ham iltonian

H (~;~)=H ~eN¢ ~iN 3 ©®)

A ctually, our purposes w illbe m ore restricted. N am ely, we shallbe interested
only In detemm ining the set of periodic ground-state con gurations of ions at
each point in the (~.;~;) plane.

In studies of grand-canonical phase diagram s an in portant rol is played by
unitary transform ations that exchange particles and hoks: n;, ! 1 nj

andnl, ! 1 nf ,and Prsome (~2;~7) leave theHamJ_’tl:oman H  (~e;~)
Invariant. For the electron subsystem of (5) such a roke Jsp]a}ged by the trans-
formations: ¢, ! ( 1)¥; , with kj= jkij:::5i%0)i= L, ki) At the
hole{particle symm etry point, (~g, ~%), the system under consideration has
very special properties, which facilitate studies of its phase diagram (am ong
them is the property that the grand-canonical expectations of n3. ;n }l(. as—

sum e the value of 5 1 , Independently of tem perature) . O ne easily nds that this
system is ho]e{part:c]e invariant at the point (~?;~?%), where

el i

0 W
~=U; ~=~+70; ~-=Zrz+ I 1):

For future purposes, it is convenient to introduce the shifted chem ical poten—

the new Ham iltonian H ( o; i) = H (~j;~i), and express H ( o; i) as
follow s
X
H (e 0= HFPS N, Ny +HY; 6)



H'® =T +20 nf ni, UN, UNy
X
X e l 1 l
=T + 20 n, 5 n,, - (7)

L2 = @)
n, - - 3
2 o2

X . 1 . 1 W X
— n
2

=21 l'll, 0 5 n;; ® 5 +

x; < @ hx;yi

The second equalities in (7, 8) hold up to a temm which is Independent of
the particle states. The Ham iltoniansH ¥ ¥ and H ? are nvariant w ith respect
to the hol{particlke transfom ation, consequently H ( o; i) is hok{particle
Invariant at thepoint .= ;= 0.

Wede neE ( ; ;) tobethe ground-state energy of H ( o; ;) fora given

con guration of ions C . Then the ground-state energy of the H am iltonian
H (e 1), denoted Eg (e; 1), 8Eg (e 1) = mInfEc (o7 1) :Cg, and

the m nImum is attained at the sst G of the ground-state con gurations of
jons.

3 G round-state phase diagram at the hole{particle sym m etry point

In this section we shall describe the ground-state con gurations of ions in the
systemsgiven by H? and H (0;0).

Let us consider rst the classical subsystem of ions, given by H?. The nature
of itsground-state con gurations ofions isexplained by the Theorem 1,which
follow s.Brie vy, there are two dom ains of couplings I, W ,di erentiated by the
ratio = 4I=zW .For < 1,thereareexactly two ground-state con gurations,
whik for > 1 there isam acroscopic degeneracy (ie. the number ofground—
state con gurations grow s exponentially with the size j jof the underlying
lattice).

Theorem 1 Consider the system given by H?, with W > 0.

(i) If4I < zW , the set of ground-state con gurations consists of exactly two
jon con gurations with the follow ing property: each site of one of the sublat-
tices of  is occupied by r ions whik the com plem entary sublattice is em pty.
(i) If4I > zW , the set of ground-state con gurations contains m acroscopi-
cally m any elem ents.

For even r, r = 2k, any ion con guration with k ions in each site is the
ground-state one; the degeneracy of the ground state is (C*)7 J, where C ¥ =



reklc k).

Forodd r, r= 2k+ 1, any ion con guration satisfying the condition: each site
of one sublattice is occupied by k ions whik each site of the com pkm entary
sublattice by (k + 1) ions, is the ground-state con guration; the degeneracy is
(C]}:)j 72 C r(k+ 1) )j 72

(iii) If 4T = zW the set of ground-state con gurations contains m acroscopi-
cally m any ekm ents: any con guration of kind (i) or (ii) is the ground-state
con guration.

A proofofTheoram 1 isgiven In appendix.

Now , consider the com posite system that consists of r com ponents of clas—
sical ions coupled to r com ponents of quantum electrons, described by the
Ham iltonian H (0;0). The follow ing theoram characterizes the ground-state
con gurations of jons at the hole{particle sym m etry point.

Theorem 2 Consider the system given by H (0;0) with U & 0 andW > 0.
(i) If4I < zW , then the ground-state energy is attained for exactly two ion

con gurations that satisfy the follow ing condition. The ions 1lout com pktely

one subkttce of , ie., each site ofthis sublttice is occupied by r ions, whike

the com plem entary subkttice is em pty.

(i) If4I > zW , then the set of ground-state con gurations of ions contains
nitely m any elm ents; any two nearestneighlour sites cannot ke occupied by

ions of the sam e kind.

M oreover, for r even, r= 2k, there are exactly Ci‘ ground-state con gurations

of ions; each site of  is occupied by k ions.

Forr odd, r = 2k + 1, there are exactly 2C]r‘ ground-state con gurations of

ions with the follow ing property: each site of one sublhttice is occupied by k

ions, whik each site of the com plem entary subhttice contains k + 1 ions.

(iii) If 4T = zW , the set of ground state con gurations of ions consists of
nitely m any eklm ents: any con guration of kind (i) or (ii) is the ground-

state con guration.

Thus, thee ectofthe com ponent-w ise coupling ofour classicalgasofionsw ith
quantum electrons am ounts to rem oving the m acroscopic degeneracy of the
domamn ofI,W ,where > 1l.Thedomam,where < 1,0f nite degeneracy
is left unchanged.Thise ect doesnot depend neither on the hopping intensity
t nor on the strength U of the ion-electron coupling.

To prove the Theoram 2, ket us note that since the operators HF¥ (=
l;:::;r),HiO, com m ute paimw ise, for given con guration C

X .
Ec (0;0) = EC* +ES; 9)

where ES® is the ground—state energy of H "X for the con guration C =



n @)
ng, , that isthe restriction of C to -ons, and El isthevalie ofH? at
X n @)
C.LetE{¥ Dbethe ground-state energy of H "% , ie.EC¥ = mi EZF :C
and the m Inimum is attatined at the con gurationsC 2 G¥¥ . The energy
ELX and the sst GFX donotdependon .LetE!l = mifE! :Cgand kt
G ! Dbe the set of con gurations rwhich them ininum is attained. In general

X .
E; (0;0) EcX +Eg: 10)

However, we shall show that the Iower bound (10) of E;* is attained for the
set G ofthe con gurations describbed in Theorem 2.

P
Consider rstthe tem E&X of (9).C karly,

In order to determ ine G ¥ (@nd EZ* )Pwe follow [#].Note that, Pra xed
con guration C the operator H** + U~ n, % is the second quantized
form ofthe oneparticke operatorh = T+ US ,whereT andS arcj J J J

m atrices w ith the follow ing m atrix elements [T k,, B Ly:
8
2 t; if x;v are nearest neighbours on

0; otherw ise

P .
The lowest eigenvalue of H*® + U, ng. % is the Ferm isea energy of

h oorresoonding to the Fem ilevel = 0.Thus, in tem s of the eigenvalues

2 3
X U X 1¢X X 7 UX
Ect = T S 5 — sy
<0 ’ 2 X 2 ) J J 2 x
J ] J
U X 1 ,
= - [Orh j Trh] 5 S = ET@}



since TrT = 0.Kennedy and Lieb have proved n [4] that

Trh j> Tr T?+ U?

and the lower bound is attained for exactly two con gurations C with the
follow ing property : one sublattice of  is com plktely occupied by -@onswhike
the com plem entary sublattice is empty. Thus, EEX = ITr(T*+ U?) and
the described above con gurations constitute GF ¥ .

The set G is speci ed n Theorem 1.Now, shoe G ¥ \ G? is nonvoid, the
st G of ground-state con gurations of H (0;0) isG = GF¥ \ G* and the
ground-state energy equalsto Eg (0;0) = ITr(T?+ U?)+ E}.

In the ollow ing section we shall show that thee ect of rem oving m acroscopic
degeneracies of classicalsion phases persists o the holk{particke symm etry
point.

4 G round states o the symm etry point in the strong-coupling
regim e

Let us consider the system given by (6), (7) and B) wih ;% 0.In orderto
sim plify the argum ents that follow , we sest r= 2, w ith the label interpreted
as spjn—; and taking values In £";#g.M oreover, the calculations are carried
out ford= 2,1ie. isapiece ofthe square lattice, but the cbtained results can
be generalized to higherdin ensional hypercubic lattices in a straightforward
way.

A s In the previous section, we start w ith the classical subsystem whose Ham i
tonian isH? N, and is speci ed by (8).The ground-state phase diagram
In the plane (I=W ; ;=W ) can be obtained by extending the calculations of
Appendix A, and isshown n Fig. 1.

The energies of ion con gurations depend only on the occupation numbers
of sites: ni = 2;1;0. Consequently, the ground-state con gurations in the
dom ainsB,C,,C arem acroscopically degenerate due to the soin degeneracy.

A cocording to the Theoram 2, at the Ine ; = 0 and In the domain B, the
coupling to the electron subsystem orders the ion subsystem antiferrom agnet—
ically : each sublattice is occupied exclusively by one kind of ions.

In order to detemm Ine the e ect on the m acroscopically degenerate ground-
state con gurations of the coupling to the elctron subsystem , o the line
1= 0,we resort to the strong-coupling Iim it. In this lim it, the tw o com ponents
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Fig. 1. G round-state phase diagram of H io Ni, or > 0. The ground-state
con gurations inside the regions A, B, C;, D; are cbtained by periodizing the
elem entary-plaquette con gurations digplayed inside the regions A, D ; and those
located by the starting points of the arrows in B, C; . T he elam entary-plaquette
con gurations located by the end points of the arrows In B, C;+ show the e ect of
the coupling to the electron subsystem . T he second half of the diagram , or < 0,
containing the second halves of the regions A, B and the regionsC ,D , can be
obtained by re ecting thepart with > 0 in the Ine = 0 and sin ulaneously re—
placing the elem entary-plaquette con gurations, by their hole{particle counterparts

mi! 2 ni).

HEE N, ofH ( o; ;) can be expanded into a power series n 1=3J j [L6].
The obtalned series is convergent absolutely and uniform Iy in j Jj provided
PTij> ztand jj< Pj zt here z = 4) [17,18]. Due to symm etries of
H ( ; i) we can restrict our considerations to the case U > 0, and sst
Ne; = 3 3 Ny @16l

Letg ® (e; 1),k= 1;2;::: stand or the partial sum s of the 1=U expansion
ofH ( <; i)-Then, up to a term independent of the ion con gurations, the
partial sum H ® ( «; i) reads [16]:

3) i X IX
H ( er 1) = DN (Sx;" + Sx,'#) + — Sx;"sx;#
2 b4 2 b4
w X
+— (Sx;" + Sx;#) (Sy;" + Sy;#)
8 .
hxjyiy |
£ of X
- n W + . .
Y
3t X th X
+ n n + o s + - W n + o s
16U 3 - ) (le SYI SXI#SYI#) 8U 3 ) (SXI SYI SXI#SYI#)
Y hx ;yis
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5¢F X 5
+ 16U 3 (SxjmSy;SzmSym T SxiSySzSu ) T O g5 : (1)
P

Since H ¥ (e; 1) di ers from Hf ;N ; by a constant, at the zero order

the phase diagram coincides w ith that of the classical subsystem . In the rst
order, H © ( e; i) isaugm ented by the Ising antiferrom agnetic Interaction of
the strength t2=4U . Consequently, in the phase diagram of H @ (e; 1) the
domahns B, C,, C are rploed by some domainsB @, ¢, ¢ ®, whos
boundaries are shifted w ith respect to the boundariesofB,C, ,C by tem s
of the order 1=U . The set of ground-state con gurations inside BY consists
only of the two antiferrom agnetic con gurations, whilk the sets of ground-
state con gurations inside Cfl), c® remain the same as those 1 C,,C
Passing to the next order, one nds that the phase diagram of H ©) (er 1)
® whose boundarks are shifted w ith
respect to the boundaries ofdamains B @, ¢, ¢ ® by tem s of the order
1=U 3. In this order, the set of ground-state con gurations inside B® rem ains
the sam e as that in B @ . On the other hand, the m acroscopically degenerate
sets of ground-state con gurations In Cfl) C (1)) are replaced by exactly four
con gurations in C+(3) C ©) ) : one sublattice is doubly occupied (em pty) while
the com plem entary sublattice is ordered antiferrom agnetically. A pplying the
argum ents due to K ennedy [L7] and G ruberet al. [18], we conclude that there
are nonvod domamnsB ¢, c'’, ¢’ sach thats ) 8®,c’ 2,
c®) ¢ (3),jnsjdewhid1 the setsofground-state con gurationsofH ( ¢; i)

coincide w ith those nside B @, %, ¢ @, respectively.

. . 3
contains some domains B @, ¢, ¢

5 D iscussion

T he tw o-com ponent classical system considered In Section 4 and given by the
Ham iltonian H ! N ; iswellknown in the literature of strongly correlated
electron system s as the atom ic 1im it of the extended Hubbard m odel. A Iot
of e ort has been devoted to studies of its phase diagram , see for Instance
[19,20] and references quoted there. W hen the two kinds of ions involved (In
the context of H ubbard-lke m odels they are interpreted as localized electrons
w ith soin up ordown) are allowed to hop, we arrive at the extended Hubbard
m odel. Thism odel is, sihce m any years, a sub pct of vigorous research . O ne of
the Intriguing questions asked is what is the e ect of hopping on the phases
of localized electrons (determm ined in the atom ic lim it). Tt is widely known
that the sscond-order perturbation theory, w ith respect to hopping, predicts
that the ground-state con gurations with only singly occupied sites (inside
dom ain B ) are ordered antiferrom agnetically by a weak hopping. B randt and

11



Stolze have shown R1] that the prediction for the phase w ith density g (%),

Inside domain C; (€ ), is that i is ordered ferrom agnetically by a weak

hopping, what results In coexistence of charge and m agnetic orders. T hus,

according to the second-order perturoation theory the quantum  uctuations,
Introduced by the hopping, ram ove the spin degeneracy present In the ground—

state phases of localized electrons. In this paper we address an analogous

problem . In our case however, the direct quantum  uctuations introduced
by the hopping of the ions are replaced by the indirect ones, introduced by

the hopping of an extra quantum system of free electrons coupled to the

classical system of ions in a Falicov{K Imball way. In this new st up, the

e ect of quantum  uctuations due to the hopping could have been studied
rigorously. In Section 3, we have considered only the hole{particle sym m etry

point. For any strength of the coupling between electrons and ions and any

hopping, we obtained that the ground-state con gurations of singly occupied
sites When there is no hopping of electrons), becom e antiferrom agnetically

ordered upon sw itching the hopping. This result agrees w ith the predictions

of the perturbation theory for the extended Hubbard m odel. However, far

away of the symm etry point, Inside the domains C; (€ ), where without

hopping the ground-state con gurations are spin degenerate, we also nd an
antiferrom agnetic order upon sw itching the hopping. T his result is in contrast

w ith the predictions of the perturbation theory for the extended Hubbard

m odel.
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A ppendix

In order to prove Theorem 1, it is enough to notice that ifQ, = ni r=2,
then (8) reads:

Q.+0Q,)° —z I 0%

hxjyi x

O_WX W X 2
Y= —
4

D

Rewriting H { In temm s of a nearestneighbour bond potential ;i

0 X
H i hx,'yi;
hxpyi
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W I
(Qx+Qy)2 . - Qi-l_Q}Z/ 7

hxyi =
& 4 Z

W

4
and m Inim izng 14,; one nds that it is a m -potential, which gives us the
periodic ground-state con gurationsofHY.The set G*ofcon gurationswhich
realize them ninum ofthe energy EZ W > 0), In the tem s ofQ ,, consists
ofcon gurations whose restriction to the nearest-neighbour bonds hx;vyi is as
follow s:

a) r=2k;4I> zZW; Q«iQy) = (0;0);

b) r=2k;4I< zZW; Qx;Qy)= ( k;ik);

c) r=2k+ 1; 4I> zW; Q4;Qy) = ( 1=2;1=2);

d) r=2k+ 1;4I< zZW; Q«;Q,) = ( k 1=2;k+ 1=2);

or in tem s of n}

a) 41> zW ; r= 2k+ 1; (g;ny) = kik+ 1);
b) 4I> zW; r=2k; @;in;)= kik)
c) 4I< zZW ; (ni;n;)= (r;0):

P eriodizing these bond con gurations one cbtains G*.
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