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D ilute lim it of a strongly—interacting m odel of spinless ferm ions and hardcore bosons

on the square lattice

N.G. Zhang and C. L. Henky
D epartm ent of P hysics, C omell University, Tthaca, New York 148532501

In ourm odel, spinless ferm ions (or hardcore bosons) on a square lattice hop to nearest neighbor
sites, and also experience a hard-core repulsion at the nearest neighbor separation. This is the
sin plest m odel of correlated electrons and ism ore tractable for exact diagonalization than the H ub—
bard m odel. W e study system atically the dilute lin it of thism odelby a com bination of analytical
and several num erical approaches: the two-particle problem using lattice G reen functions and the
t-m atrix, the few —ferm ion problem using a m odi ed tm atrix (dem onstrating that the interaction
energy is well captured by paimw ise tem s), and for bosons the tting of the energy as a function
of density to Schick’s analytical result for dilute hard disks. W e present the rst system atic study
for a strongly-interacting lattice m odel of the tm atrix, which appears as the centralob fct in older
theories of the existence of a two-din ensional Ferm 1 liquid for dilute ferm ions w ith strong interac—
tions. For ourm odel, we can (Lanczos) diagonalize the 7 7 system at all 1llings and the 20 20
system with four particles, thus going far beyond previous diagonalization works on the Hubbard

m odel

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd, 71.10Pm , 05.30.Jp, 7420M n

I. NTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of the high-tem perature supercon—
ductors In 1986, there hasbeen intense study ofa num ber
oftw o-din ensionalm odels that are believed to m odelthe
electronic properties ofthe CuO , plane ofthe cuprate su—
perconductors, forexam ple, the Hubbard m odel, thet J
m odel, and the Heisenberg m odel?? Two-din ensional
quantum m odels w ith shortrange kinetic and interac—
tion tem s are di cul to study. In one din ension, there
are exact solutions using the Bethe ansatz and a host of
related analytical techniquesg and there is a very accu-—
rate num ericalm ethqd, the density-m atrix renom aliza—
tion group OM RG ), that can be applied to large sys—
tem s relatively easily. In two dim ensions, on the other
hand, there are few exact solutions (one fam ous nontriv—
ialcase isthe Hubbard m odelw ith onehole In a half- lled
background, the N agacka state?), and current num erical
m ethods are not satisfactory (quantum M onte Carlo is
plagued by the negative sign problem? at low tem pera—
tures and at m any 1lings of interest and the DM RG in
two din ensions? is still in early developm ent stage).

The most reliable m ethod for studying com plicated
quantum system s is exact diagonalization, which m eans
enum erating allbasis states and diagonalizing the result—
Ing Ham iltonian m atrix. O f course, thism ethod is com —
putationally lin ited by the growth of the H ibert space
which is In general exponential in the num ber of parti-
cles and the lattice size. The 4 4 Hubbard m odelw ith
16 electrons, 8 spin—up and 8 spoin-dow n, after reduction
by particle conservation, translation, and the sym m etries
of the ,square, has 1,310,242 states in the largest m atrix
block )t~ and can be diagonalized using the wellkknown
Lanczos m ethod. The Hubbard m odel has been diag—
onalized forthe 4 4 lattice (seg eg., Ref.d), and at low

lling (four electrons) or 6 62 with extensive em ploy—
m ent of sym m etries.

A . The spinless ferm ion m odel

W e have asked the question: Is there a m odel that
contains the hasic ingredient of shortrange hopping and
interaction but is sinplr, in the exact diagonalization
sense, than the Hulbdard m odel? The answer is yes: we
can neglect the spin. W e obtain the ollow ing H am ilto—
nian for spinlkss ferm ions,

X X
czcj+ c;fci + Vv nny; 12)
hi;ji hi;ji

H= t

w here ci’ and ¢; are spinless ferm ion creation and anni-

hilation operators at site i, AA; = cfci the num ber oper-
ator, t the nearest-neighbor hopping am plitude, and V

the nearest-neighbor interaction. N ote that w ith spinless
ferm ions, there can be at the m ost one particke per site;
no on-site Interaction (as that in the Hubbard m odel)
is possble, and we have Included In our Ham iltonian
nearest-neighbor repulsion.

The sonless ferm on m odel, Eq. {_i_fl:), is a two-state
m odel, and the num ber ofbasis states fora N -site system
is2¥ , which is a signi cant reduction from the 4V ofthe
Hubbard m odel. W e can further reduce the number of
basis states by taking the nearestneighbor interaction
V = +1 ,ie., In nie repulsion, which exclides nearest
neighbors, giving roughly 2V =? states.

The _spinless ferm ion model wih in nite repulsion
Eg. (L) contains a signi cant reduction of the H ibert
space. A fter using particle conservation and transltion
symm etry (out not point group symm etry), the largest
matrix for the 7 7 system has 1;906;532 states (for
11 particks), and we can therefore com pute for all 1+
Ings the 7 7 system whereas for the Hubbard m odel
4 4 isbasically the lim it. T his of course m eans that for
certain lin tswe can also go m uch further than the Hub-
bard m odel, for exam ple, we can handle four particles


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207571v1

on a 20 20 lattice where the num ber of basis states is
2;472;147. T his extended capability w th ourm odelhas
enabled us to obtain a num ber of resultsthat aredi cul
to obtain w ith the H ubbard m odel.

An added feature of our m odel is that the basis set
for the spinless ferm ion problem is identical to that for
the hardcore boson problem , because w ith hardcore re—
pulsion, there can be at the m ost one boson at one site
also. T herefore, w thout com putationaldi culty, we can
study num erically both the spinless ferm ion and hardcore
boson problem .

Spinless ferm ions can also be realized In experin ents,
r exam ple, the spin polarized 3H e due to a strongm ag—
netic eld, or ferro or ferri-m agnetic electronic system s
where one spin-band is Iled. T he one-din ensional spin—
Jess ferm ion m odelw.'ith nie repulsion is solved exactly
ushg Bethe ansatz ! ¢ The n nitedin ensional problem
is studied in Ref. :].].I A very di erent approach using the
renom alization group for fem ions is done in Ref. -12: A
M onte C arlo study ofthe two-dim ensionalm odelat half-

Iling only and low tem peratures is in Ref. :_L-S_:, which,
dating back to 1985, is one ofthe earliest quantum M onte
C arlo sin ulations for ferm jons. (It isno coincidence that
they chose the m odelw ith the an allest H ibert space.)

C onsidering the trem endous e ort that has been de—
voted to the Hubbard m odel and the close resem blance
ofourm odel, Eq. C_l;],'), to the Hubbard m odel, it is sur-
prising that w orkson this spinlessm odelhavebeen rather
sparse, though it has been com m ented that the soinless
m odelo ers considerable sin pli cations.~ 4

This paper is one of the two that we are publish-
Ing to study system atically the two-dim ensional spinless
ferm jon and hardcore boson m odelw ith In nite nearest—
neighbor repulsion. The present paper focuses on the
dilute Ilim i, treating the problem ofa few particles, and
the oth.erpapergg- w ill focus on the dense lim i, near half-

]Jed,. 3 where stripes (that are holes lining up across the
lattice) are natural ob gcts (see Ref. i]‘ for a condensed
study of stripes in thism odel). W e w ill use Lanczos ex—
act diagonalization, exploiting the m uch-reduced H ibert
space of our m odel, and a number of analytical tech—
nigques, for exam ple, in this paper, lattice G reen func—
tions and the tm atrix. One of the goals of these two
papers is to advertise this m odel of spinless ferm ions to
the strongly-correlated electron com m uniy, aswebelieve
that it is the sin plest m odel of correlated ferm ions and
deservesm ore research e ort and better understanding.

T he prior work m ost com parable to ours m ay be the
studies of four spinless electrons In g, 6 6 lattice, w ith
Coulomb repulsion, by P ichard et al4 their m otivation
was the W igner crystalm elting and the com petition of
Coulomb interactionsw ith A nderson localization when a
disorder potential is tumed on.

B. The tm atrix

Atthedilute lin i ofourm odel, the scattering t-m atrix
is of fuindam ental Im portance. For two particles, we ex—
pect that, at least when the potentialV is sm all, we can
w rite a perturbative equation for energy,

E=EQ)+E@)+ E @1;92); 12)

which is to say that the exact interacting energy oftwo
particles is the noninteracting energy E (1) + E (02), Pr
a pair of momenta g; and g;, plus a correction tem

E due to the interaction V . And w ith m ore than two
particles, at least when the particle density is low, we
expect to have

E @;q9): a3)

Eq. {{3) is central in Fem i liquid theory, where i is
Justi ed by the socalled \adiabatic continuation" idea,
which says that interacting fem ion states correspond
one-to-one to noninteracting ones aswe slow Iy sw itch on
a potential.

In the boson case, because m any bosons can occupy
one quantum m echanical state and form a condensate,
Eq. {1 3) should bem odi ed, but w ith only two bosons,
weexpectEq. {1 J) should bevalid (in that the correction
vanishes in the dilute lin it) . Egs. {1 2) and (L 3) areused
when we look at a list ofnoninteracting energiesand draw
correspondencesw ith the interacting energies, the energy
shift being packaged in the term E .

One possble objction to the above mulas
Egs. {L.2) and {1.3)) is that they appear to be pertur-
bative, yet the interaction potential in our problem is
In nitely strong, so the rstorder ( rst Bom approxi-
m ation) scattering am plitude, being proportionalto the
potential, is In nite too. However, this sihgular poten—
tial scattering problem (eg. hard-sphere interaction in
3D) has been solved (see Ref. 119) by replacing the po-
tential w ith the so—called scattering length, which is -
nite even when the potential is in nite. Aswe review
In Appendix :I_B:, a perturbation series Bom series) can
be written down (that corresponds to a serdies of the so—
called ladder diagram s) and even though each tem is
proportional to the potential, the sum ofalltemm s (the
tmatrix, E n Egs. (2] and (@.3}) is nite.

B ecause the tm atrix captures tw o-body interaction ef-
fects, it is the centerpiece of dilute ferm ion and boson
calculations w ith strong interactions. F ield-theoretical
calculations in both three and two dim ensions are based
on the ladder diagram s and the tm atxix. See Fetter and
W alkcka?d Hrine 3 problem, Schick?} orthe 2D boson
problem and B Joom %4 the 2D ferpoion problem . For lat-
tice form jon problem s, K anam orfd derived the t-m atrix
for a tightbinding m odel that is essentially, a Hubbard
m odel (this work is also described in Yosida?4). And ;n
R ef.25, the t-m atrix isw orked out explicitly forthe Hub-
bard m odel, and K anam ori’s resul is obtained. Ref. :_2-§



also evaluated the tm atrix for the dilute Iim it In three
din ensions and obtained a fiinctionaldependence on par—
ticle density.

Rudin and M att:§6 used the tm atrix expression de—
rived in Refs. 23 and 25 and fund upper and lower
bounds of the ferm ion tm atrix in two dim ensions in
tem s of particle densiy. Rudin and M attis’s result for
the low-density lin i of the two-din ensional Hubbard
m odel is of the sam e functional form as B loom ’s dia-
gram m atralca]cu]atjon for the tw o-din ensional ferm ion
hard disks22 Since the discovery ofhigh-tem perature su—
perconductors, B loom ’s calculation has received a ot of
attention because of its relevance to the validity of the
Ferm i liquid description of dilute ferm ions in two din en—
sions. T here havebeen a number of works on the 2D di-
lute Fem iga€1282¢ and on the dilute lin it of 2D Hub-
bard m odelEq all using the t-m atrix, but these resuls
have not been checked by num erical calculations.

In fact, we are not aw are of a system atic study of the
tm atrix fora latticem odel. In thispaper, w e present the

rst such study for the two-particle problem in Sec. Id
(for bosons and fermm ions) and the few —ferm ion problem
In Sec. -IV. W e check the tmatrix results wih exact
diagonalization data and show that our t-m atrix on a
lattice is the sum of the two-body scattering tem s to
In nite order.

C . Paper organization

In this paper, we w ill study system atically the dilute
lim it of ourm odel Eq. C;L;]:), focusing on the problem of
a few particles. O ur paper is divided into four parts.

In Sec. :I:[, the two-particlke (©oson and fem ion)
problem is studied. W e formulated the two-particlke
Schrodinger equation using lattice G reen functions, em —
ploy som e of its recursion relations to sim plify the prob-
Jem , and obtain the two-boson ground state energy In
the large-lattice lim it. U sing the two-particle result, we
then study the problem ofa few particles and obtain an
expression for ground state energy on a large lattice.

In Sec. -]It the tw o-particle problem isthen cast into a
di erent ﬁ)nn em phasizing the scatterings between the
two particles. The result is the tm atrix, that is ex—
act for the two-particle problem and contains all two-
body scattering tem s. W e will study the two-particle
tm atrix in great detail, show Ing the di erences between
the boson and ferm ion cases, and dem onstrating that the

rst tm atrix teration is often a good approxin ation for
ferm ion energy. In A ppendix :15:, we show explicitly that
the tm atrix we obtain is the sum total of all two-body
scattering tem s. _

The problem ofa few fermm jons is taken up in Sec.:_BZ:.
F irst, the ferm ion shell e ect is discussed and dem on—
strated from diagonalization, and we show the di erence
for bosons and ferm ions. W e show the m odi cations to
the two—ferm jon t-m atrix that enable us to calculate en—
ergies for three, our, and ve particles. Using this t—

m atrix, we can com pute the interaction corrections to
the noninteracting energy and trace the change in the
energy spectrum from the nointeracting one to the inter-
acting one.

Finally, in Sec. 'V:, we discuss the energy per parti-
cle curve for dilute bosons and ferm ions. W e have, stud—
ied the two-din ensional results derived by Schick?d for
bosons and B loom 22 for fom ions by tting the data from
diagonalization for a num ber of lattices. Schick’s result
for dilute bosons is checked nicely, and we explain that
for spinless ferm ions In our m odel we w ill need the p—
wave scattering tem , which is not lnclided in B loom s
calculation.

In Appendix :_A-:, we discuss brie y our exact diagonal-
ization com puter program ,which can handl arbiary pe—
riodic boundaries speci ed by two vectors on the square
Jattice and uses translation symm etry to reduce the m a—
trix size.

II. THE TW O-PARTICLE PROBLEM

T he twoparticle problem has appeared in m any dif-
ferent contexts. The most fam iliar one is the hydro—
gen atom problem in introductory quantum m echanics
textbooks. The two-m agnon problem is closely related
m athem atically to our two-particle problem , and it has
been solved In arbitary dim ensions for ferrom agnets (see
eg. Ref. 25) Another in portant two-particle prob—
lm is the Cooper problem, wih two electrons in the
presence of a Ferm i sea (see eg., Ref. :_31;) And mo-
tivated by the possbility of Cooper pair form ation in
high-tem perature superconductors, there have also been
a num hey of studies on bound stateson a tw o-din ensional
Tattice 828384898489 The two-electron problem in the
plain two-din ensional repulsive H ubbard m odel is stud—
jed inRef. :37- and ground state energy in the large-lattice
lim it is obtained analytically.

In this section, we present a rather com plete calcula—
tion for the two-particle problem In ourm odel, treating
both bosons and fermm ions. W ith in nite repulsive in-—
teraction in our m odel, we are not Interested in nding
bound states. W e calculate eigenenergies forall states for
a nitesize lattice, and our calculation is m ore com pli-
cated than the H ubbard m ode£? case because ofnearest—
neighbor (in place of on-site) Interaction. W here the
G reen function in the Hubbard case was a scalar ob gct,
In our case it isreplaced by a 4 4 m atrix, corresoond-—
Ing to the four nearest neighbor sites w here the potential
acts. This G reen finction study ofthe tw o-particle prob—
Jem is closely related to the tregtm ent of the tw o-electron
problem in the Hubbardm odef” and that in an extended
Hubbard m odel®d W ew illshow the use of lattice symm e~
try and recursion relations to sim plify the problem with
nearest-neighbor interactions.



A . Prelim inary

In this two-particke calculation, we will work In m o—
mentum space, and we_\ivj]l.start wih a Ham iltonian
m ore generalthan Eqg. @;]:),‘-38:

H = g +U; e1)
T = ty n)d c,; 22)
U= Ve n)d o dc,: 23)

rir;

Here we have allowed hopping and interaction between
any two lattice sites, but we require that both depend
only on the separation between the tw o vectors and both

have inversion symmetry. That ist(r;rn) = tr, 1),
t( = t@®),V @ ;n)=V (rz ), andV( r)=V (r).
Inmomentum space, Egs. C2.2|‘) and {2.3) becom e,
X
T= E(P)Cgcp; 2.4)
p
1 X
U= N 4 (k)CgC;on%ka k 7 (2.5)
pp’k
w here
X .
Ep)= tr)e®r; 2.6)
X ,
vV k)= V ()e™” @)
with E( p) = E@) and V ( k) = V k). Egs. C_Z-_-Z)

and CZ-_.Q) reduce to our nearest-neighbor Ham iltonian

t r= ( 1;0)0; 1),
te 0; otherwise, @38
V (@) = Vi r=( L;000; 1), 2.9)

0; otherw ise,

where we have taken the lattice constant to be unji:y,?’
and the nearest-neighbor vectors w illbe called

Ri= (1;0;R2= ( 1;0);R3= (0;1);R4= (0; 1):
(2.10)
T hen we have,
E (@)= 2t(cospy + cospy); 241)
V (k)= 2V (cosky + cosky): 2a2)

N ote that the structure of later equations depends sensi-
tively on having fur sites n Eq. €2 9) whereV (r) 6 Om,
but does not depend much on the form ofEq. CZ q ) and
the resulting dispersion Eq. @_1_],
U sing m om entum conservation of Eqg. C_Z-;i'), the two—
particle wave function that we willuse is,
X
Ji=

g@®m;P  ai; (213)

where the sum is over the whole B rillouin zone, and the
coe clent g(g) satis es,

gP Q)= serg@i @.14)

where sr = 1 forbosonsand 1 for femm ions.

B . G reen function equations

Applying the more general om of the Ham iltonian
operator E gs @ 4) and CZ.E:) to the state Eq. {_2 13 the
Schrodingerequation @ T)j i= U j ibecomes

1 X

E E@ ECE a)hg@= — V@ kigk): 215)

k

Eq. {2.15) is a m atrix equation Ag = Eg where A o =
E@+EC 4qd)) g+ V@ k)AN.IEV isnotin niy,
this N N matrix A can be diagonalized, and E and
glg) are respectively the eigenvalue and eigenvector. To
dealwithV = +1 ,weneed som e furtherm anjpulations.
W e consider the casewhen E 6 E()+ EP q), or
any g, which is to say, the energy E is not the energy of
a noninteracting pair. The (lattice) Fourder transform of
the coe cientsg(q) is
X .
g)= e "g@);
q

(2.16)

this is just the realspace wavefunction in temm s of the
relative coordinate r. D e ne the Jattice G reen function,

S O) 1 X eiq @ r)
IErLr) = — 7
N E E@ EP q)

(2.17)

then affer dividing the rst factor from both sides ofour
Schrodinger equation, Eq. £.15), and Fourier transfom -
ng, we obtain
X
g() =

r

G € ;P ;v )g): (218)

0

In the ollow ing we retum to the nearestneighbor po-
tential V (r) n Eq. .9). The Green function sum in
Eq. £.18) then hasonly four tem s,

X
g(r) = G E;P;rR5) VIR 4)); 219)
J
summ ed over the separations in Eqg. é:lﬂ) Ifwe also
restrict r to the fur nearest-neighbor vectors?d then
Eq. 2.19) becom es,
X
gR i) = GE;P/Ri;Ry5)VOR§)): (2.20)
J
Ifwede nethe4 4 matrix,
G5 E;P)=G E ;P ;R ;R y); @21)



and a4 1lvector ;= gR j),then we obtain a sinple
m atrix equation,
T GE;P)V) = 0: (222)

W e can also rew rite this equation as an equation for en—
ergy using the determm inant,

det@ GE;P)V)= 0: (223)
W ith V = +1 , we have even sin plr equations
GE;P)V )= 0; @24)
and
detG E ;P )= 0: (2.25)
Notice we write V. to denote the Iimit asV ! 1 ;i

would not do to write simply i Egs. {2232) and ©24),
shce ! OasV ! 1 (being the am plitude of the rela-
tive wavefiinction at the forbidden separations fR ig.).
For the Hubbard m ode], there is only on-site interac—
tion, so V (r) is nonzero only when r = 0, and the sum
n Eqg. @:1:5{) has only one tem . Eq. (:_2-:2-_()) issinply a
scalar equation, which, after g cancels from both sides of
the equation and using Eq. £.17), gives,
v X 1
1= — ; (226)
N g E E@ EE q)

which is exactly the result in Ref. 37.

1. Simpli cations for rectangular boundaries

W e specialize to the cass oftotalm om entum P = 0 and

rectangularboundary lattices. W e have from Egs. {2. :’Z)

and 21),
i) = 1% cosl R Ru))oosy Ry Ry))
- N E 2E(@Q) !
@27)

where the potential is nonzero on the sites fR ;g given
by Eq. £.10) and in the last step we have used the sym —
m etry properties of the dispersion relation E (g ;q,) =
E@; %) = E( %&;q). Obviusly Eq. 27 is a
ﬁmct'_jczrl of displacam ents R 4 R i, which (in view of
Eqg. {_2_.1_(}) can be (0,0), @,1), 2,0), or any vector related
by square symm etry. It is convenient for this and later
sections to de ne a new notation for the G reen function
Gij, em phasizing its dependenceon R 5y R ;= (m ;n),
X
€ im0 = 1 cosfm ) cos(ngy) ;
N o E + 4cosg + 4cosg,

(2.28)

where the sum is over the N wavevectors q =
@2 k=Ly;2 L=Ly)with O XL < LyandO 1 < L,
(for one B rillouin zone), and we have used the expression
BrE(q) from Eq. @.11) (and taken t= 1).

This G reen function for rectangularboundary lattices
satis es the ollow Ing re ection properties,

E;m;n)= E&;

= E;m; n)= E; m; n):

m ;n)
229)

And ifwe have a square lattice (Ly = L) we also have

Eim;n)= E;n;m); 2.30)

Eqg. é::'/:) can be w ritten as,
GiyE)= E,;R3% RuixiRyy Ruy): @31)
Usihg the re ection propen:'es__of & ;m ;n),

Eqg. {229), and the de nition Eq. @31), our G reen
function m atrix becom es,

Oacbbl
cabb¢C
GyE)= & o o - ok ©32)
bbda
wherea= €&;0;0),b= &;1;1),c= E;2;0),and

d= (€ ;0;2). The elgenvalues and eigenvectors of this
m atrix are,

f1=a ¢ (@; 1;0;0)
g2=a d; (0;0;1; 1)
| I
c+ d 162+ (¢ d)?
plp2 = at 5 5 ;

(Vi2ivi251;1) (2 .33)
where v; and v», are com plicated functions ofa, b, ¢, and
d.

The exact energy E makes the matrix Gijj E) sin—
gular, which m eans that one of the ejgenvalues has to
be zero. From Eqg. £24), the null eigenvector of G is
V =VER1)IgR2);gR3);gR 4)), In term s of IR 19
as n Eq. (:2;19). T he relative wavefuinction should be
odd or even under Inversion , depending on statistics,
ie.g(_r) = sbfejP_ fg_(r) w hich follow s inm ediately from
Egs. £.16) and {@.14). Inversion, acting on nearest—
neighbor vectors Eq. {2:131), nduces R; $ R, and
R3$ Ry;thuswithP = 0,weshouldhaveV = V ,
and V 3 = V 4 forfermions, and V ; = V , and
V 3=V 4, forbosons. Inspecting the eigenvectors we
obtained n Eq. @;3:3), w e see that those corresponding to

£1;£2 are antisym m etric under Inversion { corresponding
to a \p-wavelike" (relative angular m om entum 1) state
for ferm ions. Setting ¢; = 0, we get a = ¢, or setting
r2 = 0 a= d, which respectively m ean

& ;0;0)
€ ;0;0)

& ;2;0)= 0O;or
€ ;0;2) = 0:

(2.34)
(2.35)

A ssociated with the even eigenvectors are ;2 which
are identi ed asboson eigenvalues.



2. Simpli cations for square boundaries

T he boson eigenvalues, Eq. {2?3-3 are rather com pli-
cated for general rectanqu]ar—boundary lattices. For a
square-boundary lattice, usihg Eq. @.3(1 wegetc= d
In thematrix Eqg. @;3_2 w hich m akes the ferm ion eigen—
values r1r, degenerate. The boson eigenvaluies In
Eq. £33) sinplify greatly to 1 = a+ 2b+ c and

2 = a 2b+ ¢, which means that the boson energy
equations are,

€;0;0)+ 2 €;1;1)+
€;0;0) 2 €;1;1)+

€ ;2;0) = 0;
& ;2;0)= 0:

(2 36)
(2.37)

T he corresponding eigenvectors sin plify too, to (1;1;1;1)
and (1;1; 1; 1) respectively, which m ay be describbed
as \swavelke" and \d-wavelke", ie. relative angular
momentum 0 and 2.

C . Large-L asym ptotics for tw o-boson energy

Egs. @:3:4), {2;3:5), {2:.3:6) and {2:.3:'2) are m uch better
starting points for analytical calculations than the origi-
naldeterm inant equation Eqg. @;233) . In the center ofthe
problem is the lattice G reen function & ;m ;n) de ned
nEqg. @ .2-8’) M any ofthe lattice calculations,cqm e daw n
to evaluating these lattice G reen finctions238483841844%
In this section, we derive the large-lattice tw oboson en—
ergy using the recursion and symm etry relations of the
G reen function & ;m ;n).

TheG reen function E ;m ;n) forgeneralm andn and
nie lattice are di cuk to evaluate. The good thing is
that there are a num ber of recursion relatjons connecting
the G reen functions at di erentm and n %343 These are
trivial to derive after noting that Eq. {_2;1_7, (orP = 0)

can be w ritten
)6 €;0;r5ir) =

E @4+ 2%) @+ (2.38)

r=0 rf=0
W here 2 is the discrete Laplcian, ( 2 + 4)f (v)
;£ @+ Rj) Pr any ﬁmcl::gg f (), where the sum is

over neighbor vectors Eq. @;l_d T he two recursion re—
lations that we willuse are

E E;0;00+4 €;1,;0+4 €E;0;1) = 1;2.39)
E€;0;0)+ 2 €;1L;1)+ €;2;0)
1
+EE & ;1;0) = 0:240)

U sing Egs. {2 :q @392),and {_2 4Q) the boson equation
Eqg. @;3_6) for square-boundary lattices sin pli es to
€ ;0;0) = L, (2 41)
14 14 E 14 o
w ith eigenvector (1;1;1;1).

Next we com pute the lading form of & ;0;0) for
large L of a squareboundary lattice. The calculation is

closeto that n Ref.'g:]' forthe Hubbardm odel. W ede ne
E = 8+ E .Because the lowest energy ofan indepen—
dent particle isE (0) = 4, E isthe energy correction
to two Independent particke energy at zero m om entum .

Then we have, from Eq. @.28

1 X 1
€;0;0) = — i
N o E + 4cosqg + 4cosq,
— l X 1 .
4N o 2 cosg Cosgy, E=4 '
Z
1 1 dg
L? E 4 2 g
1 InL
= —— + const: 2.42)
L2 E 4

W e should discuss the num ber ofapproxin ationswe have
m ade to extract this kading dependence In L. F irst ex—
cept In the g = 0 temm we have ignored the E tem,
assum ing it issm allascom pared to g® with g6 0). This
is Justi ed aswe only want the leading term 1n the large—
L lim it. Usihg an integral for a lattice sum is another
approxin ation. W e choose the lower lim it of integration
to be 2 =L corresponding to the rst wavevectors after
(0;0) istaken out ofthe sum . W e also used the quadratic
approxin ation for the energy dispersion E () appearing
In the denom inator.

U sing the boson energy equation Eg _é‘_:L and the
large-L lin it of the G reen function Eq. £.432), we get,
1 1 hL
—— + const: (2.43)
8+ E L? E 4

In the argel limi, E ! 0 (@s i is the Interaction
correction to the noninteracting energy), so we get, to
the leading order of L,

E= ———: (2.44)

W e willcheck Eq. @ :4 ec.l

D . Large-L asym ptotics for few particle energy

T he procedure used in Sec. EZ[C- fortwobosons can also
be applied to problem s w ith a few particles. For a few
particleson a large lattice w ith short-range (here nearest-
neighbor) interaction, tw o-particle interaction isthem ain
contrbution to energy. W e w rite for tw o particles,

E@2;L)=Eo@;L)+ E @L): (2 45)
Here in this section we use the notation E M ;L) and
EoM™ ;L) to denote the M -particle exact and noninter—
acting ground state energies respectively and em phasize
the dependence of E on L by using E (L). It is rea—
sonable to expect that the energy orM particlks is the



noninteracting energy plus interaction corrections from
theM M 1)=2 pairs of particles. W e then have,

M M 1)

EM™ ;L) >

EoM™ ;L) + E@L): (2.46)

For bosons, Eq M ;L) = 4M , because In the ground
state, all bosons occupy the zero-m om entum state. On
the other hand, for fermm ions, because of P auli exclusion,
no two fem ions can occupy the sam e state, the non-
Interacting ground state is obtained from 1ling the M
ferm ions from the lowest state k = 0) up.

Eq. @46) inplies that plbtting 2@ M ;L)
EoM;L)=MM ™ 1)) versus L fordi erent M should
allasym ptotically at large L approach E (L). In Fig. i_;
we do such plots, for bosons and ferm ions with M =
2;3;4;5. The form ion resuls, from p-wave scattering (as
our spinless ferm ion wave function has to be antisym —
m etric), are much sm aller than the boson results (bold
curves) from swave scattering.

0.05 T i
| "j\ \
[ X —— M=2fermion
| | \ ——~ M = 3 fermion
0.04 | \\ H 3 —~ M=4fermion
Vi \"-\ —-— M =5 fermion
1 \\ —— M =2 boson
= Ly N ——- M=3boson
L 0.03 b \
=0 . Ny — M = 4 boson
g i 5
)
w
d 002 b
&
0.01
0.00

FIG.l: Bosonand femion 2 ™M ;L) Eo M ;L))=M ™M
1)) versusL forM = 2;3;4;5. A llcurves appear to converge
at large L. The fem ion (p-wave) result ismuch less than the
boson result (swave). TheM = 4 plt goesto L = 20 and
theM = 5pbttoL = 10. Theboson M = 5 curve is too
high to be lncluded in this plt.

Note that in our calculation for & ;0;0) Eq. (é.:llé:),
w e have neglected the contribution of E in the denom —
nator except for the rst temm (g = 0). Now wih the

leading form of E Eq. (2.44), we can obviously plug

E 8+ E intoEq. 242} to get the Hm ofthe next
tem ,
4 B C
E= — — A+ —+ @47)
LZhL hL (hL)?

Using Egs. @;4:6) and {2;4:7,), we get, for a f&w bosons

EoM ;L)= 4M),
. 2 2
CE(M,L)+4M)LJnL:A+Bi+C 1
2M M 1) L L
(2 48)

mFig.d,wepbt € M ;L)+4M )L2hL=2 M ™M 1))
versus I=InL forM = 2;3;4;5, using the boson data in
Fjg.:;I:.Quadratjcponnom ial tting isdone forM = 2;3,
where we have more data than M = 4;5. T_h_e_ooe -
cient A 1 rboth ts, inplying, from Eqg. @;4_7:),the
leadingorderterm in E (L) is ndeed 4 =@ °1L). B
and C from two tsare also com parable.
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X
~ 30 +M=21.009+1.029 X+2.628 X"X 7
[ OM =3, 1.020+0.771 X+3.858 X*X Xk
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FIG.2: Boson @ M ;L)+ 4M )L hL=Q M M 1)) versus
1=InL forM = 2;3;4;5. Quadraticpolynom ial tting isdone
forM = 2and M = 3. The tted constant coe cients are
approxin ately one, and the other coe cients from M = 2
and M = 3 are com parable.

To summ arize, from Egs. {2.46) and £.47) and tting
in Fjg.:g, we nd that in ourm odelthe energy ofa am all
numberM ofbosonson a arge L. L lattice is to the
leading order of L.,

M M 1) 4

E M ;L M + :
™ ) 2 IL2hL

(2.49)

Fortwo ferm ionson a large L. L lattice, the noninter—
acting energy { the lead term in Eq. {2:4:3) { is obviously
lower forP = (0;1) than orP = (0;0). W e have not
worked out the asym ptotic behavior forP € (0;0).

III. THE TW O-PARTICLE T-M ATR IX

In Sec. E-I_-C_: and Sec. :J-I_TD_:, w e studied the ground state
energy ofa few particleson a large lattice, and we showed
that the energy of M particles can be approxim ated by
summ Ing the energy ofthe M M 1)=2 pairs. In this
section, we reform ulate the equations for two particles



and derive a scattering m atrix, the tmatrix. The t-
m atrix gives us equations ofthe form Eqgs. (L. 2) and Il )
which arem ore precise statem ents of the ideas presented
n Sec. -HC. and Sec. :]IDI They apply to an all lJattices
and to excited states.

A . Setup and sym m etry

To have an equation in the form of Eq. {1 2), we start
w ith any pair ofm om entum vectorsq; and g, and w rite
noninteracting energy ofthepairEy = E (1) + E (@) and
totalm om entum P = g3 + g, . Because our H am iltonian,
Egs. £4) and {2.9), conserves totalm om entum , we can
restrict our basis states to ;P gi. It is tem pting to
take 9 ;P a:iand ;P d,1 as our nonperturbed
states, but there can be other two-particke states w ith
the sam e totalm om entum P and energy Eg.

In fact, using ourenergy dispersion fiinction Eqg. @:12[:),
fwewrite q; = (qlx;qu) and gz = (q2x;qu)r and de-

ne qs = (@xi%y) and 9z = (@x;%y) then we have,
i+ 2 =93+ ggandE@1) + E@2) = E@3) + E@4).
W e call this fact, that com ponent exchanges In the pair
g1 and g, gives a pair gs and g4 that have the sam e to—
talm om entum and energy, the pair com ponent exchange
symm etry of our energy dispersion function E (g). This
symm etry is is due to the fact that ourE (q) is separable
Into a x part and a y part (ie, E(Q) = Ex (k) #+ Ey ()
whereE, (@ = 2tcosg= E, (@) i ourm odel) #

T he pair com ponent exchange symm etry says that if
Gix § @x and aiy 6 @y, then the state H3;941, with g3
and g, de ned above using com ponent exchange, has the
sam e totalm om entum and energy as i;d21i. The de-
generate perturbation theory requires f3;d,1 should be
Included in the set of nonperturbed statesw ith 91 ;92 1.

W ith a noninteracting two-particlke energy E( and to—
talm om entum P, we divide the N wavevectors into two
dispint sets,

Qo=fqE@+EP q) =Eog;Q=£fqig8 Qog:

@)
Note that ifg 2 Qg then P g2 Qo. Denote N the
num berofelementsin Qg andN = N N, the num berof
elements in Q . W ith this separation of g, our eigenstate
Eq. £.13) becom es
X X

g@®iP qit

g2Qo q2Q

ji= g@)m;P  aqiy GB2)

where the st sum contains all states whose noninter-
acting energy is degenerate. U sing the idea of degener—
ate perturbation theory, we expect to be abke to nd a
secularmatrix T, Ny N, for the degenerate states In
Qo only, and T will eventually be ourm om entum space
tm atrix, which wew ﬂlc_igr:iye now .

Note that ushgEq. ('@ ._1_4) , the num ber of independent
states in the st sum ofEq. @-g) islessthan Ny. We
nclideboth ;P giand P g;giin our calculation
because we are considering boson and ferm ion problem s

atthesam etim e: thesymm etricsolutiong(@) = g q)
isaboson solution and theantjsymmetrjcsg]y:cjong(q) =
gP q) isa form jon solution (see Eq. {2.14))

B . D erivation of the t-m atrix

O ur purpose is to derive a set of closed equations for
glg), the coe cent in our two-particle state Eq. (3.2},
w ith q 2Q 0-

The Schrodinger equation for the two-particle state
j i, Eq. 2.15), can now be w ritten as,
eiar’

E EQ@ E® q)g@) = v @9g«%; B3)

1
N L0
where g (r) is the Fourier transform ofg(q) asde ned in
Eq. £.16).

Forg2 Q, fweassumethatE 6§ EQ)+EP 4q),
Eq. (33) becom es
X

G E;P;n)V ga); B4

0

g’ ()= g

r

where we have de ned a G reen function forthe set Q,

1 X ola @ )
G E;P;nr)=— ;i B5)
N E E@ EE q)
q20Q
and a Fourder transform w ith vectorsin Q ¢,
o X
g (r) = T rg@): (3.6)
g2Qo

By restricting to the nearest-neighbor repulsion poten—
tialEq. €.9), Eq. {3.4) becom es,
o X
g () = G E;P;5iR5)VOR 5)

g (r) (3.7)

3

sum m ed over neighbor vectorE g. {_2.1(] Now restricting
r=R;nEq. 8.7),weget a set of our equations,

X
01= i Gy E;P)V 5); (3.8)
]
w here we have w ritten
GiyE;P)= G E ;P ;R ;R ) (3.9)
and ;= gR;)and o;=¢"R;).Eq. {_?:;é)jsamatﬁix
equation,
o= T GE;P)V) ; (310)
whereG is4 4, and ¢ arc4 1,andV isa scalar

(strength ofpotential) . And we can Invert the m atrix to
get,
= I

GE;P)V 0 (3.11)



This is a key resul, as we have expressed the desired
function g, a Fourder transform ofg(q) including allg, In
term s of ¢° which includes only g 2 Q o; the inform ation
about otherqg 2 Q waspackaged into the G reen function
GE;P)

Now we go back to Eq. C_3-;3), resu:lgt_t':he sum m ation
toR i, and substitute in V ¢; from Eq. B.11), and we get,

X
a)g@) = T € ;P ;q;9)9@"):
a%20Qo

E E@ E@

(312)
where in the last step we have used the Fourier transform
of ¢ R 5) Eq. 3.6 and de ned,

T € ;P ;q;q0) = dMic Ry v 1 GEV) !
ij
L (3.13)
Ifwe restrict g 2 Q¢ in Eq. (3.13), then we have,

X
E Eog@) = T € ;P ;9;9)9@";
q%2Q o

(3.14)

which m eans,

E = Eo + Elgenvalue(T € )) (315)

w here we have w ritten

Tqqe @)= T € ;P ;q;q) (3.16)
and left out the dependence on P . Tq 0 Is the tm atrix
in momentum space. Both q and q° ih Eqg. @.14.) are
n Q g, which m eans that ifthere are Ng elements in Qg
then thematrix T € ) isNg Ng.

Eqg. @:1:3) is our desired equation that show s explicitly
the interaction correction to the noninteracting energy
Eo. In Appendix E:, we show the physicalm eaning of
T € ;P ;9;9% 1 the language ofdiagram m atic perturba—
tion theory, nam ely it is the sum total of all the tem s
w ith repeated scattering of the sam e two particles. T his
t-m atrix form alisn for the tw o-particle problem is there—
fore exact, and i isexactly equivalent to the Schrodinger
equation and the G reen function form alism in Sec. _I-F
The resulting equation is an in plicit equation on E, of
theform E = Eg+ E E) ofEq. (12}, and we w ill show
In a later section that for ferm ions the approxin ation
E Ep+ E E o) isoften very good.

Note also that or our case V. = +1
expression Eqg. @21:3) becom es

, the tm atrix

T &P i) = 1% ara R GE): ;
4 4 14 N 3 lj 4
i3
(317)
w here the potential V. cancels out, giving a nite valie.
This is one of the advantages of the tm atrix form al-
ism that i can dealwih in nite (singular) potential,
for which straightforward perturbation theory would di-
verge.

N 5

The de nition of T € ;P ;q;9% 1 Eq. {-_321:3) is a
Fourier transform of the real space quantity V (I
GE)V)'!. HereG is4 4 because we have nearest-
neighbor interaction. W hen there is only on-site interac—
tion, as is In the usual Hubbard model case, G E ) =
G € ;P;(0;0); 0;0)), Eq. 8H), is a salar. Then,
we can sinply use the scalar quantity V=(I GV,
which jsthe t-m atrix that has appeared #.K anam oriZ3
M attis?d Rudin and M attis29 and Y osida 24 0 urexpres-
sion, Eq. 3.13), is m ore com plicated because we have
nearest-neighbor interaction (and thus the relevance of
R ).

C. Symm etry considerations

In Sec. -'_]i[é_-gj, after deriving the general G reen func-
tion equation using G E ), we specialized to rectangular-
boundary lattices and used lattice re ection sym m etries
to diagonalize the 4 4 m atrix G € ) and obtained scalar
equations. Here our tm atrix equation Eq. @;13) re—
quires us to nd the eigenvalies of the tmatrix T . In
this section, we use particle pem utation symm etry and
pair com ponent exchange symm etry to diagonalize the
No Notmatrix T € ) Pora few special cases.

1. No=1

T here isonly onem om entum vectorin Q o . Letusw rite
Qo= fgig (thisinpliessthatP g; = d;). Then there
is only one unperturbed tw o-particle basis state §y;;q11
(seeEq. {32)). Thismustbe a boson state, and T ) is
a num ber. W e w rite the resulting scalar equation as,

E=Eo+T1E): (3.18)

2. No=2

HereQ o = fgi;gzgwih g;+ g, = P . Thebasis states
are ¥1;921and ;911 Thepsymmetrjc (boson) com bi-
nation is (f1;921i+ He;9:11)= E, and the antj m etric
(form ion) combination is (F1;921  Fe;a:1d)= 2. These
have to be the eigenvectors of T (E ). And that is to say
that ifwe de ne

1 11
So= s ) o4 319
then wehave S, = S, 82 =1, and
T, @) 0
S, T S, = ! 320
2T E)S2 0 T, 1 @) ( )

HereT;;; €) and Ty; 1 E ) are scalarsthat correspond to
boson and fem jon symm etries respectively. And our t-
m atrix equation Eqg. {_3_.1_5) is reduced to two scalarequa-—
tions,

(321)

E=Eog+TiuE); E=Eo+Ty;1 E)



for bosons and fem ions respectively. O ur notation for
the eigenvalies of T (E) is always to write T w ith sub-—
scripts that are the coe cients (in order) ofthe N ( two—
particle basis vectors.

3. No=4

Here Qo = fq1;92;93;dqagwith g1 + g2 = g3 + qq =
P . The basis states are §1;921, ¥2;911, #37941, and
Ha;931. Using particle pem utation symm etry, we get
tw o states w ith even sym m etries appropriate for bosons,
w hich generically would be

a(@ideit Fiqid) + b(Hz;9ait Has;g3i);
b@id2i+ F2sa1d) + a(@sigait Ha79310322)
and two odd (ferm ion-type) states,

Hai;931);
H4;9318 23)

F25911) + b(Hss;asi
F2a1d) + a(@sidad

a(f{iig2i
b(Hi;921

where a and bare arbitrary coe cients to be determ ined.
RecallNy = 4 means the pair (g:;92) has the same
totalm om entum and energy as (3;94), which m ay hap—
pen for various reasons. W hen the reason is the pair
com ponent exchange sym m etry (of Sec. -]:IIA'), ie.qgs =
(@xi®y) and qs = (@xidy),then a= b= 1=2,dueto a
hidden sym m etry under the pemutation 1 $ 3;2 $ 4.
The only e ect this perm utation has on the m om entum
transfersq; gy isto change the sign ofone orboth com -
ponents; but the potentialV (r) is is sym m etric under re—
ection through either coordinate axis, henceV (@; gj3)
is nvariant under the permm utation. Since the t-m atrix
depends only on V (@i qj5), i inherits this symm etry.
Next, ifwe de ne

@@ O
=

Sy = (324)

N
R e
Lol e
LR N
LI P

hJ@!

~

Sk, 82=1TI,and S4 T E)Ss becomes
Tia1 €),

then we have S4 =
diagonal with four eigenvalies of T E)

Ti;1;1;1 ©€)y T1;1;1;1 €),and Ty;1;, 10 E)). And
our t-m atrix equation Eq. 3.15) is reduced to
E=Eo+ Tignan®); E=Eo+ Ty1;1;1;1 E); B25)

for bosons and
E=Eo+ Ty;151;1 €); E=Eo+ Ty;1;,10 E);
(326)
for ferm ions.

The three cases Ng = 1;2, and Ny = 4 wih pair
com ponent exchange sym m etry are three special cases In
which we know the eigenvectors of T and can therefore
diagonalize T from symm etry considerations easily.

10

D i erent or largervaluesofN o arepossblewhen P has
a special symm etry, eg. when P, = P,, Ny = 8 generi-
cally since Q ¢ includes pairs such as (@yi%ix)i Qyi®x) -
Forthese generalcases, we retum to Eq. {3.153) and diag-
onalize T num erically. Forexample, on a L. L lattice,
the pairs (0,1) 0; 1) and (1,0) ( 1;0) have the sam e to—
talenergy and m om entum , but this isnot due to the pair
com ponent exchange symm etry. In this case, we num eri-
cally diagonalizethe4 4matrix T E ),andwe nd that

in the femm jon edgenvectors, Egs. 8.23) and 823),a6 b.

D . Solving for energy

The exam ple system that we will study here is 10
11 wih P = (0;0). The noninteracting and interacting
energies of the system are in Tab]e.L.'F Tt can be seen that
all of the energies listed in Tablke 'I are of the three cases
discussed In Sec. 'DIC' Nog=1,Ng= 2,and Ny = 4 due
to pair com ponent exchange sym m etry.

TABLE I: The 12 low-lying noninteracting and exact two—
particle energies of the 10 11 lattice w ith totalm om entum

P = (0;0).gq; and gz =P g1 are them om entum vectors.
dq1 dq2 E @)+ E@2) boson ferm ion
(0;0) (0;0) -8.0000000000 |-7.9068150537|-7.3117803781
(0;1) (0; 1) -73650141313|-72998922545|-7.1770594424
(1;0) ( 1;0) -72360679774|-6.9713379459|-6.4994071102
; 1) ( 1;1) -6.6010821088|-6.6010821088|-6.4700873024
(1;1) ( 1; 1) 6.6010821088|-6.0227385416|-5.5449437453
(0;2) (0; 2) -5.6616600520|-5.4277094111|-5.1475674826
(2;0) ( 2;0) -52360679774|-5.0769765528|-4.8309218202
(1;2) ( 1; 2) 4.8977280295|-4.8977280295|-4.7226011845
1; 2) ( 1;2) -4.8977280295|-4.6571944706|-4.3808316899
(2; 1) ( 2;1) -4.6010821088|-4.6010821088(-4.1884725717
(2;1) ( 2; 1) 4.6010821088|-3.5439149838|-3.3270813673
(0;3) (0; 3) —34307406469|-3.1234645374|-2.8242092883

W e solve for energy E in the in plicit equation, E =
Eo+ TE), where T E) represents the eigenvalues of
TE), eg,T1;1 E).WeplbtfE)=Eos+ T E) along
wih a line y = E . Their intersections are the desired
energiesE .

1. No=1case

In Fig.d, we pbt £ ) versus E for the 10 11
lattice with P = (0;0) and the noninteracting energy
Ep= 80=E@Q+ EQ). HereQo = £(0;0)g, and the
nonperturbed state is 41 = (0;0);P g1 = (0;0)iwhich
can only be a boson state. T he energy intersections from
Fig.J are 7:906, 7299, 6:971, 6022, and so on.
Lookmg nto Table 'I we see that these are allboson en-

ergies.
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FIG.3: f@E)= Eo+ T1E) versus E for 10 11 lattice
wih P = (0;0) andEg= 80 (le,Eo=E(@O)+ E(@©). The
intersections w ith the line y = E are the exact two-particle
energies.

In Fig.d, note also that the energy  6:601, which is
an exact eigenenergy from exact diagonalization, does
not appear as an intersection in FJg:;ﬁ’ This is a special
energy, being also a noninteracting energy. Earlier, as
m entioned at the beginning ofSec.-r!]_Iﬁ", weassum ed that
ourE € E()+E@P q) Pranyg?2 Q, so thisenergy is
excluded from ourt-m atrix form ulation. W e w illaddress
later in Sec.'TIID 3 this kind of exact solutions that are

also noninteracting energies.

Note that ourequation E = Eg+ T E ) isa reformula-
tion of the Schrodinger equation w ith certain symm etry
considerations, and i should be satis ed by all energies
E wih the sam e symm etry. Buiding T E ) from Ey and
P does not autom atically give us a unigue interacting
energy E that corresponds to the noninteracting energy
Eo. However, we can see clearly from Fjg.lr_IJ., fwe per-
turb the exact solutionsby a snallamountE ! E + ,
then f £ ) changes drastically except for the lowest en—
ergy E = 7:906. That is to say that these other ener-
gies, orexample E = 6971, are exact solutions of the
equation £ E) = E, but they are not stable solutions.
From the plot, only E = 7:906 com es close to being
stable.

W e can be m ore precise about this notion of stability.
Ifwehavean iteration x,+1 = £ X, ),andx isa xponnt
(ie., f X ) = x ), then the iteration is linear stable at
x ifand only if % )j< 1. In our plots, we have
Included a Iiney = E w ith slope one, which can be used
as a stability guide. An intersection ( x point) is linearly
stable when the function £ € ) at the intersection is not
as steep as the straight lne.

11
2. Ng= 2 case

In Fig.4 we pt DrEq = 7:365 and P = (0;0)
wih Qo= £(0;1); 0; 1)g. The boson function £ E ) =
Eo+ T1,1 E) is the dotted line in the top graph, and the
fermm jon function £ ) = Eg + Ty; 1 € ) is the solid Ine
In the bottom graph.

a0 8.0 70 6.0 5.0

790 Il Il Il
-9.0 -8.0 -7.0 -6.0 -5.0

FIG.4: £ E ) versusE for10 11 Jatticewih P = (0;0) and
Eo= 7365 (ie,Eo= E(@©;1)+ E(@©; 1). The top graph
(dotted line) is orboson £ (E ) = Eg + T1;1 € ), and the top
graph (solid line) for fermion £E) = Eg+ T1; 1 E). The
ferm ion curve is essentially at nearE = Eg.

The Intersections closest to Eg = 7365 are 7299,
the st excited boson energy (see Table .L_.E), and 7311,
the lowest ferm ion energy. N ote that the curve on which
the ferm ion intersection ( 7:311) lies is very at. In
otherw ords for this ferm ion energy E Eo+ T Ey), ie.,
the st iteration using the noninteracting energy gives
an energy very close to the exact value. M ore precisely,
we ndwih Ey = 7365014, fEg) = Eo+ T Ep) =

7310584, which isvexyrcloseto E = 7:31178. M any
t-m atrix calculations23242924 yse the ret tteration E
Eo+ T E() asan approxin ation to the exact energy, and



we see In this case this approxin ation is Ygry_good. We
w il com e back to this point Jater in Sec./IIIE!.)

3. Ng= 4 case

0 ‘ N ‘ 1N
-9.0 -8.0 -7.0 -6.0 -5.0 -4.0 -3.0

FIG.5: Boson f(E ) versusE for 10 11 lattice with P =
(0;0) and Eo = 6:601. The dotted line is ©r Ty;1;1;1 and the
horizontal dot-dashed line for Ti1;1; 1; 1 Which corresponds
to a noninteracting state, see text at the end of this section).

-8.0
-9.0 -
-9.0 -8.0
FIG.6: Femion f({E) versus E for 10 11 lattice with

P = (0;0) and Eq = 6:601. The solid Iline is for T1; 1;1; 1
and the long-dashed line for Ti; 1; 1;1 . Note that closely
spaced ferm ion energy pairs are separated by symm etry.

T Figs. b and 6, we plot f € ) BrE, = E(@; 1)+
E( L)=E@MGD+E(1; 1)=

6:601 and P = (0;0).
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ForthisN, = 4 case we have two boson fiinctions, plot—
ted n Fig. 8, f€) = Eo+ Ti114 €) dotted line) and
fE)=Eo+Ti;1; 1; 1 E) (dotdashed line), and wehave
two form jon fiunctions, plotted in Fig. @, fE) = Eo +
Ti;1;1;1 E) (s0olid Iine) and £ €)= Eo+ Ty; 1; 11 E)
(dashed line). T he ferm ion intersectionsclosestto E ( are

6499 and 6470. Here again the two ferm ion curves
are very at. The two boson intersections closest to E o
are 6:022 and 6:601. Note that the latter is also a
noninteracting energy, and i is the intersection of the
horizontallineE = Eq withy= E .

One interesting observation of the ferm ion plot in
F jg.'{; isthat pairs of closely spaced energies (for exam ple

7311land 7:177) leon di erent sym m etry curves. W e
know that ifwe have a square lattice (forexam ple 10 10)
then the noninteracting ferm ion energies com e in pairs.
Here, we have chosen a 10 11 lattice that is close to
a square but does not have exact degeneracies. W e see
that the resulting closely spaced pairs are separated by
symm etry considerations.

A nother interesting ocbservation from Fjg.:ﬁ forbosons
is that we have a horizontal line that corresoonds to
Ti;1; 1; 1 €) = 0. For this case the noninteracting en—
ergy isan exact energy. That isto say, (1;1; 1; 1) isa

nullvector of T ) (see Sec.'IIIC 3), or the eigenstate,

F1ideit F2iaii H3idel  Haidsli 327)
with g3 = (@xi®y) and 94 = @xi;%y) IS an ex—
act eigenstate of the Ham iltonian. This can be shown
easily using the Schrodinger equation Eq. @:123). We
have g@1) = gl@z) = 1, g@s) = gl@s) = 1, and
g@) = 0 Pr all other q, and we can easily show
V@ q1)+Vv@a 9) V@@ g3 Vg g1)=0
(because V (k) can be separated into a sum oftwo tem s
that Involve the x and y com ponents separately).
Transform ing to the real space, without worrying

about nom alization, we can have
X .
e "g@)
q
e Mixx

g) =

eiqzxx eiCMyY eiCI2yY B28)
w here w e have used the fact m entioned above that g (q) is
not zero for only four gq’s which are related by pair com —
ponent exchange symm etry. It is clear from Eq. {_3:2:8)
that g(0;y) = 0 = g(x;0), which m eans that the wave
function in relative position space is \d-wave" lke, hav-
Ingnodesalong x and y axes (thus happens to have nodes
at every relative position where the potential would be
nonzero) .

E. Femm ion: noninteracting to interacting

In this section we use the tm atrix technigues devel-
oped in the preceding sections of this section to study
the relationship between the noninteracting energies and



the J'nteract'jng energies. W e start w ith the table of ener—
giesin Tablei orthe 10 11 latticewith P = (0;0).W e
have asked In the iIntroduction to this section whether
we can go from the noninteracting to the interacting
energies and now we know that we have an equation
E =Eo+ TE)where T E) is the symm etry reduced
scalar tm atrix finction. From our graphs ' ig. -4: and
Fig. -6 we have comm ented that for fem ions the curve
ofT ) around Ey isquite at (which isnot the case for
bosons) . And wem entioned that this In plies that the ap—
proxin ation E Eo+ T E)) isclose to the exact energy.
Now In this section, we study the t-m atrix approach for
agoecicsystem . WewilldenoteE; = Eg+ T Eg), the

rst iteraction result, and E, .1 = Eq+ T €,), the nth
feration resul.

In Tabk ] we show the tm atrix calulation for the
10 11 Jattice. W e show forthe lowest few statesthe non-—
Interacting energy E o, the st tm atrix iteration E 1, the

fth tm atrix iteration E 5, and the exact energy E exact -
In Fjg.:_'l these energy levels are plotted graphically. From
the table, it is clear that the rst tm atrix iteration re—
sult E; is quite close to the exact energy, and the fth
fteration result E 5 gives a value that is practically indis—
tinguishable from the exact value.

EO E1 E5 Exact
5.0 r 1 -5.0
-6.0 4 -6.0
7.0 + 4 -7.0
80 L - -8.0

FIG .7: Two-ferm lon energy levels forthe 10 11 lattice w ith
P = (0;0). From lft to right, the lowest few noninteracting
energies E(, rst tmatrix iteration E;, fth tm atrix itera-
tion E s, and the exact energy E exact are plotted. Note that
the third noninteracting energy from the bottom is doubly
degenerate (see Table If).

Iv. A FEW FERM IONS:SHELL EFFECT AND
TMATRIX

In Sec.ﬁ, we used lattice G reen function to study the
problem of two particles (posons and ferm ions), and at
the end of that section, In Sec. -'_T_[D_:, we obtained the
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ground state energy of a few particles on a large lat-
tice by summ ing up the energy of each pair of particles.
T his section contains a m uch m ore detailed study of the
few —ferm Jon problem : we w ill consider rst the fermm ion

shelle ect and then we w ill study the interaction correc—
tion to energy (ground state and excited states) fora few

ferm ions (three, four, and ve) using the t-m atrix.

Our resulks { summ arized in Sec.:_I{Z-_F-: { con m that,
In the dilute lim it, aIn ost allofthe interaction correction
is acocounted for by the twotody term s of the t-m atrix
approxin ation, Eq. {4.1). But (recallEq. {1 3)) that is
a halln ark of a Fem i liquid picture; ie., our num erical
results suggest its validity at low densities. T his isa non—
trivial result, in that zstly, the validiy of Ferm i liquid
theory in a nitesystem context has rarely been con-
sidered. Standard t-m atrix theory depends on a Femm i
surface which (@t T = 0) is com pletely sharp In m om en—
tum space, and every pair’s tm atrix exclides scattering
Into the sam e set of occupied states. In a nie system,
however, the allowed g vectors fall on a discrete grid,
and since the total num ber of particles is nite, the t—
m atrices of di erent pairs see a som ewhat di erent set
ofexcluded states (since they do not exclude them selves,
and one particlk is a non-negligble fraction of the total).

Secondly, and m ore essentially, the analytic justi ca—
tions ofFerm iliquid theory exist only in the casesofspin—
fiull ferm jons (in a continuum ). That case is dom mnated
by swave scattering, so that the tm atrix approaches a
constant in the lim i of sm allm om enta (and hence in the
dilute 1im it) . O ur spinless case is rather di erent, asw ill
be elaborated in Sec. :&_7:, because the tm atrix is dom —
nated by the p-wave channel, which vanishes at small
m om enta. T hus the g dependence is crucial in our case,
and the num erical agreem ent is less trivialthan i would
be for swave scattering.

In 'Eh_:l§ section, after an exhibition of the shell e ect
(Sec. :_I\Z_AE), we present a general recipe for the multi-
ferm jon tm atrix calculation. This is developed by the
sin plest cases, chosen to clarify when degeneracies do or
do not arise.

A . Ferm ion shelle ect

At zero tem perature, the ground state of noninteract-
Ing ferm ions is form ed by 1ling the oneparticle states
one by one from the lowest to higher energies. For our
m odelofspinless ferm ionson a square Jattice, we have the
two Ingredients for the shell e ect: ferm ionic exclision
and degeneracies of oneparticle states due to the fom
ofour energy function and lattice sym m etry. Shelle ects
have been noted previously In interacting m ode]s,ﬁ our
code, pem itting non-rectangular boundary conditions,
allow s us to see even m ore cases of them

In Fjg.:g we show the exact and for com parison the
noninteracting ground state energies forthe5 8and7 7
lattices for up to seven particles. T he energy increm ent
curveEM ) E M 1) isplotted and show s clearly the



TABLE II: Fem ion energies for 10 11 lattice wih P =

T1; 1; 1,1 ) are included.
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0;0). Eo = E(1) + E (g2) is the noninteracting energy. E, =
Eo+ TEn 1) where T E) is the symm etry reduced tm atrix. Here only fermm ion energies (from Ti; 1

or Tl; 1;1; 1 and

di d2 Eo E; Es E exact
0,1) ©0,) -7.365014 —7.310598893 —7.311780378 -7.311780378
(1,0) (-1,0) =71236067 =71.17521279 =7.17705944 =71.177059442
(1,1) (-1,1) -6.601082 -6.493807907 -6.49940706 649940711
1,1) (-1,1) -6.601082 -6.460962404 -6.470087137 -6.470087302
0,2) 0,2) -5.661660 -5.532751985 554494225 5544943745
2,0) (-2,0) 5236067 -5.134290466 -5.147558003 5147567483

shelle ect. ison, we show theboson energy plot forthe 5 8 lattice in
F jg.:Si . Because bosons can allbe at the zero-m om entum
state-, whereenergy is 4, the totalnoninteracting energy

0.0

G—>o Noninteracting
O—+H Exact

UlJ -2.0 B
s
w
-3.0 4
-4.0 st
0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0
M
-1.0
G—>o Noninteracting
-20 r G—=& Exact b
i
=
w
L
=
w
-3.0 i
-4.0 @
0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0
M
FIG.8: Shelleect or 5 8 and 7 7 lattices. Exact,

interacting groundstate energies are com pared w ith noninter—
acting energies for up to seven particles. Energy increm ent
EM) EM 1) is shown.

The lled shellsforthe5 8 hatticeareatM = 3 Wwih
mom entum vectors (0;0) 0; 1) occupied) and M = 5
wih (0;0) (0; 1)( 1;0) occupied). On the other hand,
M = 3isnota lled shellofthe7 7 Jattice. Forcom par-

is 4M . The exact energy curve show s an ooth changes
when M increases. There isno shelle ect.

1.0

0.0 - |
G—>9© Noninteracting
-1.0 O—=& Exact 7
0
2
w20 R
s
fin]
-3.0 E
—4.0 © q
5.0 . . .
0.0 2.0 4.0 6.0 8.0

FIG .9: Boson noninteracting and exact groundstate energies
forthe 5 8 latticew ith one to seven particles. B ecause bosons
can allbe at the zero-m om entum state, where the energy is

4, the noninteracting energy is 4M . The exact energy
show s sm ooth changes when M Increases. There is no shell
e ect.

B. Generalmulti-ferm ion theory

The key notion for generalizing our two-ferm ion ap—
proach to M fermm ions is that the set Q ¢ now consists of
every M tuple ofwavevectorsthat givesthe sam e total
m om entum and noninteracting energy. Thisde nesa re—
duced H ibert space, w ith the corresponding basis states
j 1i.W ecan construct an approxin ate, e ective H am il-
tonian Hg + Hy, actihg within Q g-space, where H y, is
a sum of pairwise tm atrix tem s, each ofwhich changes
Just two ferm ion occupancies:

X 0

Hiyp = T 4.1)



. Py
T he notation
(; ) when j
ferm ions.

Thus, each temm In Eq. {_Zl_.-]:) is associated w ith a par-
ticular ferm ion pair (g;;q95) . Each such pairw ise tm atrix
can beviewed asa sum ofallpossible repeated scatterings
of those two femm ions through intermm ediate states, ex—
cept that interm ediate states which are already included
In Q¢ are excluded. (The m ost Inportant om ission of
this approxin ation would be the processes in which three
or m ore ferm ions are pem utated before the system re—
tums to the Q¢ Hibert space.) Each term is a two—
ferm jon t-m atrix calculated according to the recipe of
Secs:g]-_I-p-: and :;I-_I-p-: { thus each term has its own two-—
ferm ion wavevector set Q o*7 and com plem entary setQ %3,
asde ned in Eq. (5:!,') The only change in the recpe is
to augm ent the set Q %? of wavevectors forbidden in the
Interm ediate scatterings of the two fem ions, since they
cannot scatter into states already occupied by the other
form jons in states and . (See Eqg. Cfl-g) for an exam —
pk.)

The t-m atrix treatm ent is a form of perturbation ex—
pansion, for which the an all param eter is cbviously not
V (Wwhich is large) but Instead 1=1.2, as is evident from
Eq. £44). That is, as the Jattice size is ncreased (v ith
a xed set of ferm ions), the approxin ation captures a
larger and larger fraction ofthe di erence E ¢xact  Eo -

m eans the sum only includes the pair
idiers from j 1iby a change oftwo

C. A three-ferm ion t-m atrix calculation

W e rst com pute the energy ofthree ferm ions M = 3)
forthe 8 9 latticewih P = 0. For this exam ple calcu—
lation, we have chosen Ly § Ly to reduce the num ber of
degeneracies in the noninteracting spectrum . In Fjg.:_l-(_i
we show the lowest ve noninteracting levels and the cor-
responding states in m om entum space.

Let us consider the lowest noninteracting state in the
8 9,P = (0;0),andM = 3 system ,w ith threem om en—
tum vectors: g1 = (0;1), a2 = (0;0),and g3 = (©; 1)
(see Fjg.:_lg‘). And lkt us rst consider the interaction
of the pair g; and g, . T he noninteracting energy of the
pairisEd%? = E(@)+ E(@z) = 7682507 and the total
momentum isPi; = g1+ g2 = (0;1). Asusual, we use
E!%? and P, to om thesetQ,'? Eqg. {3.1)). Here there
are no other degenerate vectors so Q 012 = £(0;0); 0;1)g.
The threeparticle problem is di erent from the two—
particle case In the choice of Q '?, the set of m om entum
vectors that the tw o particles can scatter into. D ue to the
presence ofthe third particle and P auliexclision, thetwo
particles at g; = (0;1) and gz = (0;0) cannot be scat—
tered into them om entum vectorgs = (0; 1),sowemust
exclude g3 from Q '?. Furthem ore, even though there is
nopartick at P, gz = (0;1) (©; 1) = (0;2), this
m om entum cannot be scattered into, because otherw ise
the other particle would be scattered Into the occupied
g3 . That is to say, the m om entum vectors that can be
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Energy States
-11.06417777 %
-10.82842712 0+0
°
-9.892604897 # % Ll—& <T—t O—T— O—l»
® ° ° L]
-8.694592710
e o
o o o0
-8.239901252

FIG .10: Lowest venoninteractingenergy levels forthe8 9
latticewith M = 3 fem ions and totalm om entum P = (0;0).
States In m om entum space are drawn.

scattered into are

Q' = fqu 6 q1;92;93;P 12 39 42)

T his exclusion is shown graphically in FJg:_Z[]_:

T he t-m atrix form alisn can then be applied using Q 012
and Q'? to com pute energy correction T'? £;,) or the
Interaction of the q; and g, pair. Here T'?E) here
is the \ferm ion" function T;; ; €) Eq. 821)), cor
resgponding to the antisym m etric eigenvector of the t—
matrix T € ); the tilde denotes the m odi cation due to
exclusion of the set Q '?. W hen the t-m atrix contributes
a gn all correction, it is accurate to use the bare values,
E{;, E@)+ E(@;), and this approxin ation was used
for alltables and gures In this section.

The total energy w ithin this approxin ation is a sum
of the tm atrix corrections for all possible pairs In the
system , which are (@,;93), and @:;93) In the present
case:

Em = E@)+E@)+E@3)+ TP E1)+ TP €13)+ T2 €23):

@3)
This is a special case of the e ective Ham iltonian
Eqg. 4.1), which reducesto a1 1 matri in the non—
degenerate case. (T hat is, whenever the set Q ¢ ofm uli-
ferm ion occupationshas just onem ember.) Them om en—
tum space exclusions due to the presence of other parti-
cles are depicted In Fig. :_1-1:, and the num erical values of
this calculation are given in Table'TT].
A more accurate approxin ation is to enforce a self-
consistency,
Ey E:i(.)j+ TijCEij) “4.4)
where as de ned above E{; E(g:) + E(g;). Tt should
be cautioned that the physical justi cation is im perfect:



if we visualize this approxin ation via a path integralor
a Feynm an diagram , the selfconsistent formula would
m ean that other pairsm ay be scattering sim ultaneously
w ith pair (ij), yet we did not take into account that the
other pairs’ uctuations would m odify the set of sites
0 Y accessble to this pair. Tn any case, analogous to the
tw o-particle tm atrix (Sec. -r_fgt), we could solve Eq. {_5_.2{)
feratively setting ER' ' = EY + TH ®1), until succes-
sive iterates agree w ithin a tolerance that we chose to be
10 *° , which happened after som e tens iterations.

P

FIG.1l: Momentum space exclusions n tmatrix M = 3
calculation for the state (0,0) (0,1) (0,-1). T he crosses indicate
exclusionswhen calculating pair energy for (0,0) 0,1) (et g-
ure), (0,0) (0,-1) @m iddle), and (0,1) (0,71) (right) respectively.

TABLE III: T-matrix calculation for the 8 9 lattice w ith
M = 3 noninteracting particles g1 = (0;0), g2 = (0;1), and
gs = (0; 1). Thetotalnoninteractingenergy isEo = E (q1)+

E (@z2) + E (@3) and the total tm atrix correction is T = T*? +

T3+ T2, The energy calculated using the t-m atrix is then
Ewm = Eo + T and the exact energy from diagonalization is
Eexact- Eo> = E (i) + E (@3), is the noninteracting energy of
the (i;J) pair.

Q0" P ij E éj T4
0,0) (0,1) 0,1) —-7.532088886 0.041949215
0,0) 0,1) 0,1) -7.532088886 0.041949215
0,1) (0,1) (0,0) =71.064177772 0.118684581

Colum n sum T = 0202583012

N oninteracting total Eo= 11064177772
T -m atrix total Ew = 10861594761
E xact total E exact = 10:871031687

U sing the sam e procedure, we can also calculate the
tm atrix energies for the nondegenerate excited states
oftheM = 3 system in Fig..0: the ( 1;0)(0;0) (1;0)
and (0;2) (0;0) (O; 2) states. The results are shown in
Table Vi. Fig.il4d shows graphically the noninteracting
energy lvels, the tm atrix energies for the three nonde—
generate states, and the exact energies from diagonaliza—
tion, and the arrow s link the noninteracting energieskE g
w ith the tm atrix resultsEy, = Eg+ T. The agreem ent
between Ey, and E ¢xact is good.

D. A ve-fermm jon t-m atrix calculation

W e now consider brie y a M = 5 calculation, again
forthe 8 9 lattice. T he noninteracting ground state is
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TABLE IV: Lowest 15 noninteracting, exact, and t-m atrix

energies or 8 9 latticewith M = 3 and P = (0;0).
E 0 E exact E tm
-11.064178 -10.871031687 -10.861594761
-10.828427 -10.608797838 -10.595561613
-9.892605 9672121352
-9.892605 9519017636
-9.892605 9497189108
-9.892605 9462304364
-9.892605 -9.398345108
-9.892605 -9345976806
-8.694593 8252919763 -8210179503
-8239901 -8.015024904
-8239901 —~7.946278078
-8239901 -7.809576487
-8239901 -7.800570818
-8239901 7690625772
-8239901 7615399722
Noninteracting T-matrix Exact
-7.0
-8.0 |
(6)
1
-9.0 - M
(6)
-10.0 -
(1) _—
-11.0 - ——
(1)
-12.0 -
FIG . 12: Noninteracting, t-m atrix, and exact energies of

the threeparticle ferm ion system on the 8 9 lattice with
P = (0;0). The bradfe_ted num bers refer to the degeneracies
of the level (see Fig.'10). The arrow s associate the noninter-
acting states w ith the tm atrix results. W e have worked on
nondegenerate noninteracting states so far.

unique, w ith m om entum vectorsq; = (0;0), 92 = (0;1),
as= 0; 1),qs= (1;0),andgs= ( 1;0). WFig.l3we
show the exclided set Q % of the tm atrix com putation
forthepair (g2;94). Them om entum vectors (1 ;d93;ds)

lled w ith other ferm jons are excluided, of course; three
m ore wavevectors are excluded since the other m em ber
ofthe pairwould have to occupy one ofq;, gs, orqgs, due



to conservation of the totalmomentum P = (1;1). The
tm atrix results for all10 pairs are presented in Table y: .
O ne m ight think that the pair, g2 = (0;1) and g4 =
(1;0), exhibits pairexchange symm etry wih (0,0) (1,1),
sothat Ny = 4 asin Sec@:Czi and Sec@iié How—
ever, sinhce (0,0) is occupied, the (0,1) (1,0) pair cannot
scatter into the (0,0) 1,1) pair: hence (0,1)(1,0) is a
generic pair with N . = 2. Tn general, if a pair is ever
free to scatter nto a degenerate pair statew ith a di erent
occupation, that must be part of a m any-particle state
degenerate w ith the originalone. T hus, the com plicated
t-m atrix pairs with N, > 2 can arise ;n a m any-ferm ion
calculation only when the noninteracting m any—ferm ion
states are them selves degenerate.

FIG.13: Momentum space exclusions n tmatrix M = 5
calculation form om entum vectorsqg, = (0;1) and g4 = (1;0)
(dots without crosses). These two fermm lons are exclided
from scattering into m om enta from the set Q ** (@ arked by
crosses) . T he ground state is shown, w ith occupied m om enta
0,0), ©0,1), ©; 1), 1,0),and ( 1;0) (sold dots).

TABLE V: T-matrix calculation for the 8 9 lattice w ith
ve particles (0,0), (0,1), (0; 1), (1,0), and ( 1;0). The
exclusions in Q for the pair (0,1) (1,0) are depicted in Fjg.:}I_i.

0, Eéj i
0;0) (0;1) —7.532088886 0.04518499%4
0;0) (0; 1) —7.532088886 0.045184994
(0;0) (1;0) —71.414213562 0.056898969
0;0) ( 1;0) —7.414213562 0.056898969
0;1) 0; 1) =1.064177772 0.118684581
(0;1) (1;0) -6.946302449 0.081095408
©0;1) ¢ 1;0) —6.946302449 0.081095408
©0; 1) (1;0) —6.946302449 0.081095408
©; 1) ( 1;0) -6.946302449 0.081095408
(1;0) ( 1;0) —6.828427125 0.131405343
Eo= 17892604897 T = 0:778639481

E exact = 17:145715214 E+, = 17:113965417

E . D egenerate states

In the ground state exam ples considered up to now
(Secs. .IV C' and .IV D'), the noninteracting states were
all nondegenerate Let us now study a degenerate state
In the third lowest level (six-fold degenerate) ofM = 3
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ferm ions on the 8 9 lattice : g, = (0;1), a3 = (1;0),
qs= ( 1; 1). (SeeFig.10, row 3. In this state, the
pair bz = ©0;1);gs = (1;0)] has the sam e total energy

and m om entum as the pair [g; = (0;0);95s = (1;1)], on
acoount of the pair com ponent exchange symm etry (see
Sec. :JZIIA'); consequently [,;qs] can be scattered into
17951 contrary to the previous exam ple in Sec. -1\-/-D-'
Tndeed, each of the six basis states in row 3 of Fig. :10
is connected to the next one by a two-body com ponent
exchange sym m etry.

Follow ing the two—femm ion calculation with Ny = 4
pairs (see Sec. TIIIC 5) the degenerate pajrs gzds and
bi;as] mustl_vehand]edmthesameseth . The re—

suksEgs. 823), 823), and 326) inply

. ) , 1 . ,
T %2 € 23) Fqsi = > (T1; 1;1; 1+ T1; 1; 110 ) H2931

1
+ —

2 T1; 1511 )3 195145

( T1; 1551
Here Ty; 1;1; 1 and Ty; 1; 11 depend inplicitly on P =

(0;0), on them om enta, and on theenergy E ,;3, aswellas
on Q 23 which depends on the occupation (qs) ofthe third
form jon. In this notation, each T #3 acting on any state
produces two tem s as in Eg. Cfl-;a) . The total tm atrix
correction Ham iltonian is 5T %), summed over all 18
possbl pairs appearing in the degenerate noninteracting
states. W hen we apply this to each state In the third
row ofFig. -10 we nally obtain a 6 6 matrix m ixing
these states. D iagonalization of this m atrix would give
the correct t-m atrix corrections (and eigenstates) for this
\m ultiplet" of six states. W e have not carried out such a
calculation.

It is amusing to brie y consider the states in row 5
ofFig.l10, a di erent six®ld degenerate set. Unlke the
row 3 case, these states separate into tw o subsets ofthree
states, of which one subset has fq,g = 2;+1;+1 and
the other subset has the opposite g, com ponents. Scat-
terings cannot m ix these subsets, so the 6 6 m atrix
breaks up Into two identical 3 3 blocks. Hence the
t-m atrix energies from row 5 consist of three twofold de—
generate levels. By com parison, the exact interacting en—
ergies derived from these noninteracting states com e in
three nearly degenerate pairs, such that the intra-pair
splitting ismuch an aller than the (@lready am all) solit—
ting due to the t-m atrix.

F. Errors of the t-m atrix

How good are the tm atrix resuls? From our exam pk
calculationson the 8 9 lattice, in Tab]es-]:II -IV-, and 'V:,
we see that Em and E gxact are close.

InFi. .14 wep]ot the nonmteractmg, tm atrix, and ex—
act energies forM = 3,P = (0;0) ground state on a se—
riesofnear square lattices. (L + 1). T henoninteracting
ground statem om entum vectorsare (0;0) (0;1) (0; 1) for
this serdes of lattices. W e do not plot or L. > 12, be-
cause, as can be seen in the bottom graph, the t-m atrix



energy E, approaches the exact energy E ¢xact rapidly.
To see m ore clkarly the error of the tm atrix result, we
pbtalsoEw, Ecxact, which decays very fast as the size
of the lattice creases { very roughly asthe L ¢ power.
Even at L = 6, ie. at a density n 0:05, the tm atrix
approxin ation captures 95% of the interaction energy
Eexact Eo. These guresare based on using the bare
energies n TH E€4) h Eq. 43). Ifwe carried out the
selfconsistent calculation described in Sec.:_ﬂz-_c-:), the er—

WrEq  Eexact would be am allerby a factor of roughly
25.
-9.0
95
-10.0 &—=o Noninteracting
. o—a Exact
g _105 o——=o T-matrix
w
-11.0
115
-12.0 :
6 7 8 9 10 11 12
L
0.060
5 0.040 [
©
3
U‘J‘
B
E
w' 0020 |
0.000 +
5 10 15 20
L
FIG.14: Noninteracting, tm atrix, and exact energies for

M = 3,P = (0;0) ground state (0,0) (0,1) (O; 1) on a seriesof
L (L+ 1) latticesasa function of L (top graph).Ewm  E exact
versus L (oottom graph).

V. THEDILUTE LIM IT:ENERGY CURVES

In this section, we are interested in the fiinctional form
of the energy as a function of particle densiy for both
bosons and fem ions in the dilute Im . In the three—
din ensional case, the problem of dilute quantum gases
w ith strong, repulsive, short-range Interactionswas rst
addressed ip-the language of diagram m atic eld theory
by G alitskild for frm ions and Beliaev?’ Hrbosons. At
that tin e, the ground state energy as an expansion in
the particle densiy was also obtained for hard-sphere
ferm jon and boson gases by Yang and colleboratord
using a pseudopotential m ethod. The eld theoretical
m ethods were,later adapted to two din ensions in partic—
ularby Schick®% oorhard-disk bosons and by B loom 23 for
hard-disk ferm ions. Som e other relevant analytic papers
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using a tm atrix approach for the Hubbard m.odel were
discussed in Sec.TB,: K-anam or£d and M attid in d = 3
and Rudin and M atti®d ord= 2.

Forboth hard-disk ferm ions and bosons in two dim en—
sions, the kading-order correction to the noninteracting
energy is found to be In the form of n=Ihn, where n
is particke densiy. Expansions w ith second-order coef-

cients di erent from the resuls of Schick and B loom
were und in _Reﬁ.:_éfg and :_5-(_5 for the boson case and in
Refs. 54 and 2§ for the form on case. There is no con—
sensus at this tin e on the correct second-order coe cient
for both the boson and ferm ion problem s.

Recently, Ref. :_5-]_: has proved rigorously the leading—
order expansion ¢f the two-din ensionaldilite boson gas
fund by Schick 2% Num erically, the dilite boson prob-
lm on a two-din ensional lattice has been_studied us-
ng quantum M onte Carlo in Refs. :_5’5 and !_Sj, and they
ocbtain good t wih Schick’s result. As we mentioned
in Sec. TB;, more recently, because of a question re-
garding the validity of the Fenni liquid theory In two
din ensions Bloom ’s caloulation®? has received renewed
attention 2489 but this result has not been checked by
num erical studies.

A . D ilute bosons

For two-din ensional hard disk bosons, the energy per
particle E=M at the low-densiy lim i from diagram -
m atic calnlations is obtained (in the spirit of Ref. :_5]')
by Schick2}

E 2h n 1
—= — . 1t0 — (5.1)
M m  Jhma?)j In ma*)

where n = M =N is particke densiy, m the mass of
the boson, and a the two-din ensional scattering length.
A s m entioned above, the coe cient of the second-order

termm , has not been settled.

T hishard-disk calculation was carried out using the ki~
netic energy h’k?=2m . Tn our lattice m odel, our hopping
energy dispersion is Eq. 2.11))

Ek)= 2t(osky)+ cosky)) 4+ tk*;  (52)
where we have Taylorexpanded the dispersion fiinction
near k = 0 because in the dilute Ilm i, at the ground
state, the particles occupy m om entum vectors close to
zero. Therefore f we use t = h = 1 and the e ective
massm such that we have the orm h°k?=2m , then
m = 1=2 for our system . So for our m odel, Schick’s
expansion Eq. C_S-;i') should becom e,

E 4 n 1

—= 4+ ——— 1+ 0 — ;i (B3)
M Jjnma “)J hma °)

where we have used a to denote the scattering length
In our lattice system . T here is no straightforw ard corre—
soondence between Schick’s scattering length a in the



continuum and our a on the lattice. W ih in nite
nearest-neighbor repu]si'grl, the closest distance that our
articlescan cometo is 2.W eexpect oughly 1 < a <
5, and w ill determ ine a m ore precise value from curve
tting. _
In Fig. :_L§‘ we show the boson energy per particke
E =M ) versus partick per site M =N ) curve for ten lat—
tices, ranging from 25 sitesto 42 sites, w ith three orm ore
particles M 3). The data from all these lattices col-
lapse onto one curve, especially in the low density lim it.

0.0 T
L%
o
-10 .
=
L
i)
kS 0 (5,0)(0,5)
8 5ol o(5-1)(15
g o (5,-2)(2,5)
> A (5,0)(0,6)
= <(5,-3)(3,5)
i v (5,0)(0,7)
-3.0 - > (6,0)(0,6) 1
+(6,-1)(1,6)
x (6,-2)(2,6)
* (6,0)(0,7)
-4.0 L L L I
0.00 0.10 0.20 0.30 0.40
Particle per site n (M/N)
FIG. 15: Boson energy per particle E=M versus particle

density M =N data for ten lattices and M 3. Data from
di erent lattices collapse onto one curve. T he solid line corre—
soondsto the tting function 4+ 4 n @+ B=Jh (ha z)j)vgith
a = 136,A = 02016, and B = 0:959, which is Eqg. (§._4)
w ith param eters from Table ,\_/_i

Eqg. C_S-;*}I), Schick’s result applied to ourm odel, suggests
the follow ing lrading order tting form for E=M versus
n at the low -density lim it,

E=M + 4 B
= A+ - .t
4 n in mha “)J

(5 4)

That is to say, if we plot €=M + 4)=(4 n) versus
1=9In na Z)j, then, if Schick is correct, we should get a
straight line, w ith intercept A = 0 and slopeB = 1,w ith
one adjustable param etera .

I Fig. 16, we pbt E=M + 4)=@ n) versus
1= ha ?)jborthe low sity Iim it (0n 0:5) orthree
choices ofa = 1:0;1:36; 2. T he data points appear to
lie on straight lines. Fora = 136 the tted J'nterge_ptjs
A = 09016 and the slope B = 0:959. In Tabby_iwe
show the tted slope and Intercept for a number of a
choices. The slope is zero close to a = 1:34 and the In—
teroept is zero close to a = 1:39. O ur data thus suggest

a =136 0903.
In Fig.il5, the solid lne isthe finction 4+ 4 n@ +
B=jh(a °)) ushga = 136,A = 0016,and B =

0:959, and we obtain a good tup ton = 0:15.
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FIG.16: (E=M + 4)=(4 n) versus 1=jlh (na °)j pbt to

check Schick’s omul for two-din ensional dilute bosons
Eqg. @_.3)). The data points are for M 3 and n 0:15
from those in Fig.15, for lattices from 5 5to 6 7.Forthe
three a values, thea = 1:36 choice givesA = 0:016 0

and B = 0:959 1.

TABLE VI: Intercept A and slopeB in linear tting E=M +
4)=(4 n) versus 1=jIn na )Jjfor bosons, using Eq. @_4:) The
slope is one close to a = 1:33 and the intercept is zero close
toa = 139.Sowegeta = 136 0:03.The tting orthree
choices ofa ispltted iIn Fig.!16.

a B A a B A a B A

1.00 1855 0251|132 1.033 -0.039| 137 0.941 -0.0099
110 1547 0178|133 1.014 -0.033|] 138 0.923 -0.0043
120 1289 0112|134 0.995 -0.027| 139 0.906 0.0013
130 1072 -0.050{ 135 0.977 -0.021| 140 0.889 0.0069
131 1053 0044|136 0.959 -0.016| 1414 0865 0.015

For bosons, quantum M onte Carlo can be used to
obtain zero tem perature energies for reasonably large
system s. For a dilute boson gas on a square lattice
w ith on-site hardcore but not nearestneighbor interac-
tion, Ref. :_52_3 has tted the rsttem ofSchick’s Hmul
Eqg. @Z]:), and Ref. ',f:-;:' has used higher-order termm s and
Included the tting of the chem ical potential also. The
agream ent is good In both studies.

B . D ilute ferm ions

For ferm ions, it custom ary to w rite the energy perpar—
ticle expansion in tem s ofthe Ferm iwavevectorky . For
two-dim ensionaldilute hard disk ferm ionsw ith a general
soin s, the energy per particle from diagram m atic calcu—



lations, is obtained by B loom %4

h%k2 1 1
1+2s————+0 ——
Jn ks a)j In ke a)

E
M 4m

’

65)
(see Ref. Z-Z_i for the spin-1/2 calculation and Ref.-'_5-fJ: for
generals).

Eq. Q_B-:a) m eans that for our spinless ferm ions (s= 0),
the lading order correction to the noninteracting en—
ergy in Eq. {5.8) is zero, which is due to the fact that
Eq. {5.9) is derived for swave scattering. In our m odel,
w ithout soin, only antisym m etric spatial wavefunctions
are allowed for ferm ions, and therefore the leading-order
correction to the noninteracting energy should be from
p-w ave scattering. Ref. ZQ‘ contains a form ula forp-wave
scattering in three din ensions where the leading-order
correction to B E is proportionalto (kr a)® whik the
swave correction is proportional to kra. W e are not
aware of a two-din ensional p-wave calculation in the
literature2? and we have not worked out this p-wave
problem in two din ensions. W e expect that the p-wave
contrbution to energy should be considerably sm aller
than that from the swave term . In Sec. :!:—EE)_:' we have
considered the case ofa few ferm ionson a large L. L
Iattice, and i F ig.il we have studied the interaction cor-
rection to the noninteracting energy E . It was shown
there that E for our spinless ferm ions ismuch sn aller
than that for bosons.

Usingk? = 4 n=Qs+ 1), we can rewrite Eq. [53) as

|
h’n 1 1
4s + O
jin ha?)] n ha?)

E
M @s+ 1)m

4

(5.6)
In this form, it is revealed that the second temn of
Eqg. C_5-;@ is identical to the rst term of the boson ex—
pression Eq. Q_S;],'), apart from the replacement n !
2sn=@2s + 1). In other words, the dom nant interac-
tion term for spinfull ferm jons is identical to the ferm
for bosons, provided we replace n by the density of all
soin species but one, ie. of the spin species which can
swave scatter o a given test particle.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have studied a two-din ensionalm odel of strongly—
Interacting ferm ijons and bosons. Thism odel is the sin -
plest m odel of correlated electrons. It is very di cul to
study tw o-din ensionalquantum m odelsw ith short-range
kinetic and potentialtermm sand strong Interaction. T here
are very faw reliable analyticalm ethods, and m any nu-—
m ericalm ethods are not satisfactory. W ith oursim pli ed
m odel of spinless ferm ions and in nite nearest-neighbor
repulsion, we can use exact diagonalization to study sys—
tem smuch larger (in lattice size) than that can be done
w ith the H ubbard m odel. O ne ofour goals is to publicize
thism odelin the strongly-correlated electron com m unity.
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In thispaper, wem ade a system atic study ofthe dilute
lim it of our m odel, using a number of analytical tech—
nigues that so far have been scattered in the literature.
W e studied the two-particle problem using lattice G reen
functions, and we dem onstrated the use the lattice sym —
m etry and G reen function recursion relations to sim plify
the com plications brought by nearest-neighbor interac—
tions. W e derived in detail the two-particle t-m atrix
for both bosons and fermm ions, and we showed the dif-
ference between the boson and ferm ion cases and that
for ferm ions the rst tm atrix iteration is often a good
approxin ation. W e applied the two-ferm ion t-m atrix to
the problem ofa few ferm ions, w ith m odi cations due to
Pauli exclusion, and showed that the t-m atrix approxi-
m ation is good for even sm all lattices.

Tt is som ew hat puzzling that w ith the essential role the
tm atrix plays In aln ost every calculation in the dilute
lim it w ith strong interactions, no system atic study ofthe
tm atrix for a Jattice m odelhasbeen m ade, as faraswe
know . W e believe that our work on the two-particle t—
m atrix and the few -ferm ion tm atrix is st such study.
Som e approxin ationsthat are routinely m ade in t-m atrix
calculations are graphically presented, especially the use
of rst tm atrix fteration in calculating ferm ion eneryy.
And we dem onstrate the qualitative di erence between
the boson and fem ion t-m atrices. W e believe that this
study is a solid step In understanding dilute ferm ions in
tw o din ensions, and is of close relevance to the 2D Femm i
Tiquid question.

The dilute boson and fem ion energy per particle
curves were studied in Sec. :37‘. The boson curve was

tted nicely with a previous diagram m atic calculation,
and our work on dilate bosons com plem ents quantum
M onte Carlb resuls®i For the form ion problem i our
m odel, the leading order contribution to energy is from
p-wave scattering; therefore, the, series of,results based
on swave caleulations by B oom 2% Bruch/£4 and Engel-
brecht, et al®% are not directly available. H opefully, the
work in progress on p-wave scattering w illbe com pleted,
and our diagonalization data can shed light to the inter-
esting problem of two din ensionaldilute ferm ions.

Our m odel of spinless ferm ions and hardcore bosons
w ith in nite nearest-neighbor repulsion nvolves a signif-
icant reduction of the size of the H ibert space as com —
pared to the Hubbard model. This enables us to ob-
tain exact diagonalization resuls form uch larger lattices
than that can be done wih the Hubbard m odel, and
this also enables us to check the various analytical re—
sults G reen function, tm atrix, diagramm atics) in the
dilute 1im it w ith diagonalization form uch larger system s
than that has been done in previous works. T his paper
and a com panion papert? on the dense lin it are the rst
system atic study ofthe spinless ferm ion m odelin two di-
m ensions. W e hope that the com prehensiveness of this
paper can not only draw m ore attention to this so far
basically overlooked m odelbut also serve as a guide for
diagonalization and analytical studies In the dilute lin it.



A cknow ledgm ents

This work was supported by the National Science
Foundation under grant DM R-9981744. W e thank
G .S.Atwal orhelpfiil discussions.

APPENDIX A:EXACT DIAGONALIZATION
PROGRAM

This section describes brie y our exact diagonaliza-
tion program . It is indebted to Refs. "_,5-6 and E?:, which
are guides for coding exact diagonalization in one din en—
sion. Here we only describe the necessary considerations
in m ore then one din ension, and focuseson the use trans—
lation sym m etry to reduce the problem .

O urunderlying lattice isthe square lattice, and we take
the lattice constant to be uniy. T he periodic boundary
conditions are speci ed by two lattice vectors R ;1 and
R ;, such that for any lattice vectorrwe have r+ niR ;1 +
n,R, r,wheren; and n, are two Integers. In Fjg.:_l-:},
we show two system s. The rstonehasR ;= (4;0) and
R, = (0;5) so the number of lattice sites is N = 20.
The second onehasR; = 4;1) and R, = (1;5) soN =
R1 Ryj= 19. From this exam ple we see Inm ediately
the advantage ofhaving skew ed boundary conditions: we
can have reasonably shaped system sw ith num ber of sites
(here 19) not possble for an usual rectangular system .

U0
8OO0
2¢y 10120070
L BOMO%O

5-~10~15

(4.0)

FIG .17: Square lattices w ith periodic boundary conditions:
(4;0) (0;5) on the left and (4;1) (1;5) on the right. Site
num bers are shown, follow ing the num bering convention, up-
ward and rightward.

A site order is needed to keep track ofthe order ofthe
ferm ion sign. T he convention that we use is starting the
zeroth site from the lower left comer and m ove progres—
sive upw ard and rightward follow ing the square lattice
structure untilw e encounterboundaries of the Jattice de—

ned by the periodic boundary condition vectorsR ; and

R, (seeFig.l1). A basisstatewih M particks is then

represented by an array ofthe M occupied site num bers,

w ith nearest neighbors excluded (pecause V.= +1 in

our Ham iltonian Eq. {1.1)). Denote such a basis state
T11iand we have

X

Hhi= t

m 2M

Sn 0 @1

whereM denotesthe set of states created by hopping one
particle In hito an allowed nearest-neighbor site and for
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bosons s, = 1 alwaysand for ferm ions s, = 151 and
thematrix element islhm H hi= s, tifm 2M andO,
otherw ise.

In oxder to calculate for large system s, it is necessary
to use symm etry to block diagonalize the Ham iltonian
m atrix. In our code, we use lattice translation sym m etry
because it works for arbirary periodic houndaries. T he
eigenstate that we use is the B loch state®$

1 X

N
nk =0

e ¥ Rir ni:

hki= A2)

In this expression k is a wavevector (one ofN , where N
is the num ber of sites), R ; is a lattice vector T; is a short
hand notation for translation by R 1, and N ,x is a nor-
m alization factor. The original basis states are divided
by translation into classesand any two states In the sam e
class give the sam e B loch state w ith an overallphase fac—
tor. W hat we need to do is to choose a representative
from each class, and use this state consistently to build
B loch states. For a state hiwe denote is representative
hi.

To compute the Ham iltonian matrix elements us-
Ing the Bloch states Eq. @_Z), kt us start from_a
representatiye state hi. We have, as n Eq. @),
Hfaii = t [,y Swndni then H ini = T)H i =

m Sn T1in i, wherewehaveused the fact that T; com -
m utes w ith the H am iltonian. W e have,

1 kU
e® RigTihi

ja s

ki=

e® RaiT i

m 2M =0

= NpkSn Inki: ®a3)

Nnk m2M
N ext because we are Interested in m atrix elem ents be-

tween representative states, we want to connect Jn ki in

the preceding equation to n ki. Ty )M i= 54,0 1,
then jnki= ;4 ,e* Fie) juki. So we have
1 X .
. P ik R . .
H hki= NunkSn §m)€ im0 n ki: A 4)
l’1krn2M

W e should note that orallm 2 M there can be m ore
than one elem ent having the sam e representative jn i.
That isto say In the sum in Eq. @:4),therecan bem ore
than one term with jnki. We write a new set M 0 =
fmm 2 M andm hasrepmg. Then we can write our
m atrix elem ent equation as ollow s,

Nk X ik R
jm )€

mkH hki= imig: @AS)

nk om0
Eq. Q'-\_:Ui) isthe centerpiece of the B Ioch state calculation.
Tt Includes m any of the com plications that com e w ith



the B loch basis set. (See Ref. '._5-§' for the corresponding
equation In one din ension.)

Let us use N to denote the number of B loch basis
states for one k. N is the din ensionality of the m atrix
that we need to diagonalize. For N in the order of thou—
sands, filldiagonalizgtion W ith storage ofthem atrix) is
done using LAPACK 2% and a 3156 3156 matrix (7 7
with M = 18) takes about 27 m fnutes®? For larger N ,
the Lanczosm ethod is In plem ented follow ing the instruc—
tions in Ref. 56, W e have two options. First, we store
inform ation about the m atrix (ie. for each colimn, a
setof (o, Jm ), 3@ )) described above that contains in—
form ation about the nonzero entries of the H am ittonian
m atrix in thiscolumn). TheM = 9caseon 7 7 lattice
with N = 1;120;744 and tolrance 10 *° takes about 45
m Inutes (32 Lanczos ierations) and uses about 1.5 GB
ofm em ory. Thisbasically reaches ourm em ory lim it.

On the other hand, we can also do Lanczos w ithout
storing m atrix inform ation. The sasme M = 9 case on
7 Tusesonly 200 M B ofm em ory but takesm ore than
four hours (263 m inutes), for a larger tolerance 10 ’
(therefore few er Lanczos iterations, 14). W ithout stor-
Ing m atrix inform ation, we can calculate for larger m a—
trices: theM = llcasson 7 7,with N = 1;906;532
(the largest for the 7 7 system) and tolerance 10 7,
is done in 10 hours, using less than 400 M B of mem —
ory. The largest m atrix we com puted for this work is
N = 2;472;147, ie., about 2.5 m illion B loch states, for
M = 40on 20 20. This takes 10 hours and uses about
550 M B ofm em ory, for a tolerance of 10 7 . , -

In addition, we have also installed ARPACKES that
uses the closely related so—called A moldim ethods and
can obtain excited state eigenvalues and eigenvectors as
well. If we only need inform ation about the ground
state, our Lanczos program is considerably faster than
ARPACK.

The7 7 lattice, with maxinum N around 2 m illion,
is basically the largest lJattice for which we can calculate
eigenenergies at all 1lings. The exponential growth is
very rapid after this. The 8 8 lattice w ith 8 particles
has 9;151;226 B loch states, and w ith one m ore particle,
M = 9, there are 30;658;325, ie., m ore than 30 m illion
states.

APPENDIX B:PHYSICALMEANING OF T ()

In this section we give yet another derivation of the t—
m atrix which m akes m ore explicit the physicalm eaning
of T € ;P ;q;q°) Eq. B13).

Before we get Into a Iot of algebra, ket us describe the
physical idea. In scattering theory we know that the
Bom series is a perturbation serdes of the scattering am —
plitude in temm s of the potential. In Fig. :_ifé we show
the rst three tem s graphically, where the rst tem,
the st Bom approxin ation, is particularly sin ple{i is
the Fourier transform of the potential. W e also know
that when the potential is weak the rst few tem s are
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an good approxin ation to the scattering am plitude, but
when the potential is strong, we need all term s. In this
section, we will show that our tmatrix T & ;P ;q;q° is
the sum ofall such two-body scattering tem s.

FIG .18: The three gures represent perturbative tem s in—
volving V(@ 9%, T2 € ;P ;q;q°) and T3 € ;P ;q;q°). The
tm atrix, T & ;P ;q;qo), is the sum of all these tem s, ie., it
is the sum of the lJadder diagram s to in nite order.

W e start with Eq. @2123) which we copy here for con—
venience,

1 X 0 0
N V@ glg@): B1)

E E@@ E® dq)g@) =

qO

Forq 2 Qo we break up the sum over q° nto two tem s
and get,

1 X 0 0
E Eolg@) = N Va g9)ga)
q%20Q,
1 X 0 0
+ N Vg gqlg@): B2)
qa%29
Forg2 Q wecan rewrite Eq. é:]:) to get,
1X v q®
g@) = — @ 9)  _sqm: w3

N ,E E@ EE

PlgEq. @:3) Into the second sum in Eq. {1_5_-2") and rear—
range tem s, we get,
X 0 0

Va galga)

a0
X

E Eog@) =

1

N

1
t o T@P ;aia)g@®); ®4)
qOO

where we have de ned,

e

1 Va awv@e o9
N E E@) E® g9
a29Q

T, € ;P ;q;q") = ®5)

Now break the sum over g®° i Eq. é:ll) into two parts,
and we get

1 X
€ Eog@ = va a)ga@)
q%2Qo
1 X 0 0
+ N T, E;P;q;9)g@)
q%2Qg
1 X 0 0
+ N T, E;P;9;9)gg): B6)

a2



23

- - X
PlugEq. 83) into the last tem ofEq. B4) and we get " 1 T5 € ;P ;9;999@%; ®7)
N 0
1 X 0 0 :
E Ejpg@ = N Va gqlg@)
a%20,
1 X 0 0
+ N T, E;P;q;9)9@) where we have de ned
q%20,
o 1 X Vg aWe® gOvaE® 99
T3 E;Piqia) = — o o o o B8)
N E E@) E®P gP))E E@™ EE gM)
a®;q™29
[
C ontinue this process, we obtain summ ing all the tem s in the serdes gives the t-m atrix
and the potentialV cancels out, giving a nite valie.
1 X 0 It i to check that
E Eog@) = N Va a9 seasy a
a2 0 2X iqg R; . ig ° R
D ey = 194 Rio 19 el o o
+T, € P + T € 5P a0 + mig@?):@9) T2 EFiwia)=Ve o en e ey ER); B10)

W hat we have done here is the tradiional perturba-
tion theory using iteration. Eqg. {I-_E’,:Q) is the Bom serdes
or scattering am plitude. The rsttem V (@ g9, the
Fourier transform ofthe potentialV (r), isthe rstBom
approxin ation. T he content ofhigher order term s T, T3,

. can be obtained from their de nition. Eq. B5) says
that T, involves two scatterings under V, and Eq. é:&)
says that T3 involves three scatterings. Thus the Bom
series Eq. @:ﬂ), can be graphically depicted at the lad-
ders n Fig.18,% and it involves m ultiple scatterings to
all orders. Note that each term In the Bom serdes is In—

nite or in nite potential V. Next we will show that

X 1 X )
E Eog@) = 4— e fe
q%20Q, ij
Now we com e to a form alstep,
V I+VG+V2GYP+m=V{E VGE) '; BL4)

and the interesting resul is that the In nite potentialVv
cancelsout, givihga nitevalie GE) .
If we can do this formal sum, then we get from
Eq B13),
X
T €;P;9;999@");
q%20Q,

E Ejpg@) =

ij
where G5 E ;P ) isourgood old G reen function Eq. @:5),

. . 0
P e Re ™ R GE P )NG;

ij

T3 € ;P ;q;q9) = V

B811)
and

T, € ;P ;q;q) = V"
13

s i 0 ) 1
e? e B GEP)NG

B12)
Now plig these results into Eq. 89), we get

. 0
MURY 4+ VG + VEG)T + ®13)

which is exactly our momentum space T-m atrix equa-
tion Eq. 3.12) and T € ;P ;q;9°) is exactly our t-m atrix

Eqg. 813).

" Present address: Dept. of Physics, George W ashington
University, W ashington, D C 20052.
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