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The subject of the present paper is the theoretical description of collective electronic excita-

tions, i.e. spin waves, in the Hubbard-m odel. Starting with the widely used Random -Phase-

Approxim ation,which com binesHartree-Fock theory with thesum m ation ofthetwo-particleladder,

we extend the theory to a m ore sophisticated single particle approxim ation,nam ely the Spectral-

D ensity-Ansatz. D oing so we have to introduce a ‘screened‘Coulom b-interaction rather than the

bare Hubbard-interaction in order to obtain physically reasonable spinwave dispersions. The dis-

cussion following the technicalprocedure shows that com parison ofstandard RPA with our new

approxim ation reduces the occurrence ofa ferrom agnetic phase furtherwith respectto the phase-

diagram sdelivered by the single particle theories.

PACS num bers:(71.10.Fd,75.10.Lp,75.30.D s,75.40.G b)

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

Recent publications1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8 on the theoreticalde-

scription of spin waves in the Hubbard-m odeldem on-

stratean increased interestin thesubject.TheHubbard-

m odel, originally introduced in 1963 by Hubbard and

others9,10,11, is one of the best investigated m odels in

m any-body-theory. It is com m only accepted to be the

sim plestm odelto hold fortheitinerantaswellasthelo-

calizedcharacterofthevalenceelectronsin partially�lled

3d-shellsoftransition and rare earth m etalssuch asNi,

Fe,Co. Despite the continuing interest only a handful

ofexactstatem ents can be given on the possibility ofa

ferrom agneticgroundstate.

Actually the m odelappearsnotto bevery convenient

for ferrom agnetism . The exact solution of the 1 � D

Hubbard-m odel12 suggeststheground-stateto bean an-

tiferrom agneticoneaswellasthefactthatin alldim en-

sionsthehalf-�lled Hubbard-m odelcan bem apped onto

the antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg-m odel in the strong

coupling regim e U

W
> 1, where W denotes the band-

width and U the interaction strength. Furtherm ore the

M erm in-W agner-Theorem 13 forbidstheexistenceofm ag-

neticlong rangeorderforD < 3 at�nitetem peratureT.

Thezero-bandwidth lim itexcludesa ferrom agneticsolu-

tion because n" = n# isalwaysvalid
14,herein n� isthe

occupation num berof"(#)-spin.

Ifatall,we expecta ferrom agnetic phase to occurin

thestrongcoupling regim e U

W
> 1,away from exacthalf-

�lling in D = 3.

The sim ple Hartree-Fock Approxim ation (HF)isable

to delivera ferrom agneticground state in the Hubbard-

m odelas long as the interaction strength is su�ciently

large or respectively the density ofstates atthe Ferm i-

surface�0(�F)isconsiderably high,m anifested in thefa-

m ousStoner-criterion 1� U �0(�F).

It is a wellknown fact that HF-theory overestim ates

the existence ofspontaneousferrom agnetism .In partic-

ulartheCurie-tem peraturesareordersofm agnitudetoo

high butneverthelessHF pointsin the rightdirection.

A m ore sophisticated approach beside others is the

Spectral-Density-Ansatz (SDA)15 based on Harris’sand

Lange’s16 statem entswho have shown thatthe spectral

density is dom inated by two strongly developed peaks

at the centre ofthe band T0 and at T0 + U when a �-

nite hopping probability istaken into account.SDA ba-

sically is a two-pole ansatz ofthe form Sk�(E � �) =

~

P

i= 1;2
�i�(k))�(E � Ei�(k)), where the in the �rst

place unknown param eters, spectral weights �i� and

peak positionsE i�(k),are�tted via the exactly calcula-

blespectralm om ents15.TheSDA-approxim ation results

in a m uch m ore reliable phase-diagram and m ore trust-

worthyCurie-tem peraturesthanHF-approxim ation.In a

singleparticle theory,however,collective excitationsare

notpresent. The study ofthese excitationsin itinerant

ferrom agnets requires the exam ination ofthe transver-

salm agnetic susceptibility. Collective excitations have

a strong inuence on the stability ofthe ferrom agnetic

phase in particularathighertem peraturessince the ex-

citations ofm agnons tend to destroy the m agnetic or-

dering. Thisis the reason for ourinterestin describing

collectiveexcitationsin the Hubbard-m odel.

Facing the com plexity ofthe m any-body problem one

usally hasto apply one orm ore suitable and reasonable

approxim ationsin orderto �nd physically interpretable

results.Certain sequencesofsuch approxim ationswillbe

presented in thefollowingsections.In Sect.IIwewillde-

velop thetheory forthem agneticsusceptibility which re-

sultsin the Random -Phase-Approxim ation (RPA).RPA

com binesladder-approxim ationofthetwo-particleG reen

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0209480v1
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function with the HF-approxim ation ofthe one-particle

G reen function and isdiscussedin m oredetailin Sect.III.

In Sect.IV we willcom bine ladder-approxim ation of

the two-particle G reen function with the m ore sophisti-

cated SDA-approach ofthe one particle G reen function

which m akesa furtherapproxim ation necessary,nam ely

a screened interaction Veff,butwillresultin physically

reasonable behaviour ofthe collective m ode. This is a

new approach to the at the beginning m entioned spin

wave problem and discussed in detail. W e present our

results in Sect.V and discuss them with respect to re-

sultsofdi�erentauthorsandwill�nallyclosewith ashort

sum m ary and an outlook in Sect.VI.

II. T H EO R Y

A . TransversalM agnetic Susceptibility

W e use the so-called one band Hubbard-Ham iltonian

where orbitaldegrees offreedom are neglected for sim -

plicity.Itreadsin second quantizedform in Fourier-space

as

Ĥ =
X

k�

(�(k)� �)a
+

k�
ak� +

1

2

U

N

X

kpq�

a
+

k�
ak+ q�a

+

p�� ap�q�� : (1)

The operatorsa
+

k�
(ak�)in (1)arethe creation (annihi-

lation)operatorsforferm ionsin k-space.

Spin wavesarecollectiveexcitationsofthesolid’sstate

electronic system . The group of conduction electrons

takeon a coherentquantum statewhich isdescribed asa

gaplessexcitation with energy E = ~!(q),whereq isthe

wavevectorofa so-called spinwave. The spin wave dis-

persion usually behavesasE q ’ D q2 forsm allq-values,

whereD isthe sti�nessconstant.

In order to describe the excited system we m ake use

ofthe retarded polarisation propagatorand willanalyze

itwith help ofa diagram atictechnique. In ourcase the

polarisation propagatoristhe transversalm agnetic sus-

ceptibility.Itisa two-particleG reen function and given

in energy representation by

�
+ �

ij
(E )= �

1

~
2
hhS

+

i
;S

�

j
iiE (2)

wherethe spin-operatorsare

S
+

i = ~a
+

i"
ai# (3)

S
�

j = ~a
+

j#
aj": (4)

W ithin M atsubara form alism 14,17,which isa generalisa-

tion ofthe G reen function form alism to the im aginary

tim e scale,thistwo-particlequantity isgiven by

� �
+ �
q (E n) =

1

N

X

kp

~�Z

0

d� exp(
i

~

E n�)�

hT�[a
+

k"
(�)ak+ q#(�)a

+

p#
(0)ap�q" (0)]i

= �̂
+ �
q (E n) (5)

Thetim e-ordering operatorT� in (5),forwich a general-

ized W ick’stheorem exists14,sortsoperatorsin a prod-

uct ofoperators by their tim e-argum ents. M atsubara-

frequencies,denoted by subscriptn,aregiven by

E n =

�
2n �

�
: bosons

(2n + 1)�
�

: ferm ions
: (6)

O ne obtains the retarded form of(5),the actualinter-

esting quantity,sim ply by analyticalcontinuation. The

polesof(5)yield thespin waveexcitation spectrum .Dia-

gram atically (5)isrepresented by thegraph given on the

left side ofFig.1. The representation with help ofthe

vertexpart(shaded triangleon therightofFig.1)isvery

handy because itallowsan approxim atepartialsum m a-

tion.Thevertexpartplaysasim ilarroleastheselfenergy

�

G

0;M

k"

(E

0

n

)

G

0;M

p#

(E

00

n

)
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0;M
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(E
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n

�E

n

)

G

0;M

k+q#

(E
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n

+E

n

)

q,E

n

q,E

n

=

�

G

M

k"

(E

0

n

)
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k+q#

(E

0

n

+E

n

)

�

"#

q,E

n

FIG .1: Representation ofthe polarisation propagator with

help ofthe vertex function

in a singleparticletheory.Thedoubly lined propagators

on the rightside ofFig.1 indicate thatwe have to use

the fullsingle particle G reen function G M
k�(E n) instead

ofthe free G reen function G
0;M

k�
(E n)indicated by singly

lined propagatorsason theleftsideofFig.1.

For the vertex part we have to �nd a practicable

and physically reasonable approxim ation. Sum m ing up

the ladder graphs (see Fig.2) we �nd with help ofthe

�

�

"#

�

�

+

�

+

�

+ : : :

=

�

+

�

�

"#

FIG .2:Partialsum m ation ofthe laddergraphs
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diagram -’dictionary’14

�"#(q;E n;k;E
0

n) = 1+
� 1

~
2�

U

N

X

p

X

E 00
n

G
M
p�q" (E

00

n � E n)

G
M
p#(E

00

n)�"#(q;E n;p;E
00

n): (7)

The coupling param eter U in the Hubbard-m odelis a

constantwhich iswhy wecan write

�"#(q;E n;k;E
0

n)= �"#(q;E n;p;E
00

n)� �(q;E n) (8)

forthe vertex part.

Introducing

�"#(q;E n)= �
1

~
2�

1

N

X

k

X

E 0
n

G
M
k"(E

0

n)G
M
k+ q#(E n + E

0

n)

(9)

wewrite forthe wholepropagator:

�̂
+ �
q (E n)=

~� �"#(q;E n)

1� U � �"#(q;E n)
: (10)

The abbreviation �"#(q;E n) on the right side of (10)

representsthepolarisation propagatorofzeroth orderor

pairbubblewherenointeraction lineconnectstwovertex

points.

Now,�nding (9)solvesthe problem .Thistask can be

full�lled by �rst rewriting (9) with help ofthe spectral

representation ofthe M atsubara function,i.e.weuse

G
M
k"(E

0

n) =

1Z

�1

dE 1

Sk"(E 1)

iE 0
n � E 1

G
M
k+ q#(E

0

n + E n) =

1Z

�1

dE 2

Sk+ q#(E 2)

i(E 0
n + E n)� E 2

:(11)

and write for�"#(q;E n):

�"#(q;E n) =
� 1

~
2�

1

N

X

k

X

E 0
n

1Z

�1

dE 1

1Z

�1

dE 2 �

Sk"(E 1)

iE 0
n � E 1

�
Sk+ q#(E 2)

i(E 0
n + E n)� E 2

: (12)

For technicalreasons we introduce two other abbrevia-

tionsnam ely,

F (E n;E 1;E 2)= �
1

~
2�

X

E 0
n

1

iE 0
n � E 1

�

1

i(E 0
n + E n)� E 2

(13)

and

K q(E 1;E 2) =
1

N

X

k

Sk"(E 1)Sk+ q#(E 2): (14)

Thepolarisation propagatorthen becom es�"#(q;E n)=
1RR

�1

dE 1dE 2F (E n;E 1;E 2)� Kq(E 1;E 2).Both expression

(13)und (14)can be treated independently.

Evaluation of(13) requires the sum over M atsubara

frequencies14 which resultsin

F (E n;E 1;E 2)=
1

~
2

"
~f� (E 2)�

~f� (E 1)

iE n � (E 2 � E 1)

#

(15)

where ~f� (E 1;2)=
1

e
� (E 1;2 )+ 1

.

Thepolarisationpropagator�"#(q;E n)now lookswith

~E 1;2 �! (E 1;2 � �)like

�"#(q;E n) =
1

N ~
2

X

k

+ 1ZZ

�1

dE 1dE 2

h

f� (~E 2)� f� (~E 1)

i

iE n � (E 2 � E 1)

� Sk"(~E 1)� Sk+ q#(~E 2): (16)

Heref� (~E 1;2)in the num eratoristhe Ferm ifunction.

In orderto representthe transversalsusceptibility (5)

asa functionalofa productoftwo single particle spec-

traldensitiesweperform edaladderapproxim ationwhich

delivered the desired form (16). Up to now we did not

m akeany statem entabouttheone-particlespectralden-

sitiesin (16).O n accountofthecom plexity ofthem any-

body problem wehaveto apply asuitableapproxim ation

for the single particle spectraldensities in (16). In the

following section we willdo exactly this with the HF-

approxim ation.

III. R A N D O M -P H A SE-A P P R O X IM A T IO N

Evaluation of(16) requires a three-dim ensionalsum -

m ation overwavevectorsk and k + q respectively.

The energy-dispersion for the conduction band in

Tight-Binding-Approxim ation isgiven forthebcc-lattice

by

�(k)
bcc

= Z1T1cos(kxa)cos(kya)cos(kza)+ T0 (17)

and forthe fcc-latticeby

�(k)
fcc

= 4Z1T1[cos(
1

2
kxa)cos(

1

2
kya)

+ cos(
1

2
kya)cos(

1

2
kza)

+ cos(
1

2
kza)cos(

1

2
kxa)]+ T0: (18)

The Hopping-integralT1 for next nearest neighbours is

given by T1 = �
W

2Z 1
,whereweused a bandwidth ofW =

1eV forallnum ericalcalculations,Z1 denotesthenum ber

ofnextnearestneighbours(Z bcc
1 = 8and Z

fcc

1 = 12),the

centerofthe Band waschoosen to be T0 = 0. In order

to reduce the num ericale�ort to a m inim um we use a
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sim ilar q-separation procedure as given in24 where the

rem aining k-sum m ation can be transform ed into a one-

dim ensionalenergy-integration. This is due to the fact

thatthe expression

1

N
F (�(k))=

Z

F (x)�
B D O S

(x) (19)

where

�
B D O S

(x)
1

N

X

k

�(x � �(k) (20)

is true for any k-dependent function whose k-

dependence isonly given by a �(k)-dependence.

This procedure allows us to apply the num ericalfor-

m ulas given by Jelitto18 for the Bloch density ofstates

(BDO S).Picture3 showstheBDO S forthefccand bcc-

lattice resulting from these form ulas.

-0.8 -0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4

E [eV]

0

5

10

ρB
-D

O
S

bcc
fcc

FIG .3:Bloch D ensity ofStates,bandwidth W = 1eV ,center

ofthe band T0 = 0

For the situation where q = 0, however, the q-

separation isnotneeded and oneeasily can check ifthere

exsistsa gaplessexcitation with !(q)�! 0 asproposed

by Lange21.Usefulisthefollowing representation ofthe

HF-spectraldensity

Sk�(E )= ~�(E � �(k)� U hn�� i+ �): (21)

The propagator(16)reduceswith (21)and E k;� = �k +

U hn�ito

�"#(q;E n)=
1

N

X

k

f� (E k+ q;")� f� (E k;#)

iE n � (E k+ q;" � E k;#)
: (22)

For q = 0 one easily can perform the sum m ation over

wavevectorsbecause

hn�i =
1

N

X

k

f� (E k;�)=
1

N

X

k

hn�(k)i: (23)

Thecondition forthe denom inatorof(10)to be zero is

1� U � Re�"#(q = 0;E )= 0 (24)

orequivalently

1�
� U � 2m

E � U � 2m + i0+
= 0 (25)

Here m = 1

2
(n" � n#) denotes the m agnetisation. O ne

im m ediatly sees that this condition is full�lled only for

E � 0 which m eansthatusing HF-theory a wellde�ned

gaplessexcitation exsists.

Edwards20 already stated thatexcited stateswith one

reversed spin in bandferrom agnetsm usthave an energy

of the form E � �(k0)� �(k)+ J where J is a k-

independent constant that contains the correlation en-

ergy. Clearly in HF-theory this is the case. In the

eventoftransitionsbetween m ajority-and m inority-spin

band the excitation energy is given by �E "#(k;q) =

�(k + q)� �(k)+ �Eex,where�E ex = 2m U istherigid

exchangesplitting energy ofthe HF-theory.

IV . M O D IFIED R A N D O M P H A SE

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In this section we will use the SDA-theory as the

single particle input for the two particle propagator

(16). Com pared to HF-approxim ation SDA is a real

m any-body theory able to deliver ferrom agnetism in

the Hubbard-m odel and tested by m eans of com par-

ison to di�erent advanced m any-body theories con-

cerning ferrom agnetism in the Hubbard-m odel. Com -

parison of SDA, M odi�ed-Alloy-Analogy (M AA) and

M odi�ed-Perturbation-Theorie with the num erical ex-

act Q uantum -M onte-Carlo-Sim ulation28 indicates that

the qualitative behaviour of the SDA phase-diagram

is correctly displayed. Furtherm ore are the Curie-

tem peratures orders of m agnitude lower than in HF-

theory and therefore m uch m ore reliable. HF-theory

overestim ates the occurence of ferrom agnetism in the

Hubbard-m odel,although the tendency isright,in a in-

credulousm anner.

Though one cannot sim ply check the validity ofthe

theory by putting the SDA-selfenergy (or equivalently

the spectraldensity)forq = 0 into the expression (16)

because the selfenergy in SDA consists of a Stoner or

HF-like part and a spin dependent rest. This spin-

dependencepreventsusfrom being ableto check theva-

lidity in a sim ilarm anneraswith HF-theory.

�
SD A
k� (E )= U n�� +

U 2n�� (1� n�� )

E � B �� � U (1� n�� )
: (26)

Thespin dependenceofthesecond term of(26)ism ainly

given by the so called band shift B �� . This spin-

dependencein SDA-theory isthem ain im provem entand
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leadsto a shiftof"-and #-quasipartical-density ofstates

(Q DO S),forfurtherdetailson the SDA see24.

However,thesim ilarityof(26)totheStonerselfenergy

letushopethatconnecting SDA with ladderapproxim a-

tion couldworkoutand m ightevenholdan im provem ent.

But num ericalevaluation of(16) using SDA-theory as

input in form of a sum of weighted �-functions shows

negativeexcitation energieswhich areunphysical.

W ith no apparent reason both approxim ations, the

ladderapproxim ationforthetwo-particlepropagatorand

the SDA forthe single particle propagatorare notfully

com patible.

The idea now was to introduce an e�ective Coulom b

interaction Veff in order to replace the Hubbard-U in

(10)and hopefully beabletoshiftthenegativeexcitation

energies to the right energetic position. This was done

num erically via the condition

Veff =

�
U : ifRe�"#(q = 0;E = 0)= 1

U

Re 1

� "#(0;0)
: else

;

Indeed, replacing the Hubbard-U in the polarisation

propagator(10)with Veff given by the above condition

theunphysicalbehaviourcould berepaired.Thesuscep-

tibility (10)now isto look atas

�̂
+ �(M R P A )
q (E n)=

~� �
(SD A )

"#
(q;E n;U )

1� Veff � �
(SD A )

"#
(q;E n;U )

: (27)

The term �(SD A ) in (27) is (16) with the appropriate

inputofthe SDA-singleparticledensity ofstates.

The introduction ofthe e�ective or screened interac-

tion ofcourse is to rate as yet another approxim ation.

But the interaction in a two particle theory not neces-

sarily has to be the sam e as the interaction in a single

particletheory.Itisthe essenceofa two particletheory

to take additionalcorrelationsinto account. HF-theory

for instance neglects the correlation between particles

ofopposite spin. This can be seen by the diagram ati-

calrepresentation oftheself-energy in HF-theory,where

theexchange-interaction partdoesnotcontributeto the

self-energy.The only contribution to the HF-self-energy

com esfrom thedirectCoulom b-term ,wich describesthe

interaction ofan electron with an e�ective�eld caused by

theotherparticlesin thesystem .Thecontribution com -

ing from theexchange-interaction,however,istaken into

accountin ladderapproxim ation ascan beseen from (9).

Diagram aticallyspoken wedid nothing elsethan another

renorm alization in order to be able to use SDA-theory.

The broken lines in Fig.2 now has to be im agined as

broken double linesindicating an e�ective interaction in

the vertex.

The e�ective potential as a function of the bare

Hubbard-U can be seen in Fig.4 for the fcc-lattice at

T = 0K and threedi�erentband-occupations.Sincethe

e�ective potentialseem s to saturate forlargervaluesof

U we restricted ourselvesto U -valuesup to 7eV .

The SDA-Q DO S ism ainly given by two wheighted �-

like peaks. This two-peak structure is conserved in our

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

U[eV]

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

0.9

1

1.1

1.2

V
ef

f[e
V

]

n=1,4
n=1,6
n=1,8

fcc

FIG .4: Veff = f(U )forband occupationsn = 1:4,n = 1:6,

n = 1:8 atT = 0K

M RPA-m ethod. This can be seen from Fig.5, where

Re�̂
+ �(M R P A )
q (E n)and Re(1� Veff�"#(q;E n))areplot-

ted for q = 0 and q = � as a function ofEnergy. The

-1 0 1 4 5E [eV]

-50

0

R
eχ

+ 
− (Ε

,q
)

q=0

q=(π,π,π)

-0.2 0 0.4E [eV]

-50

0

R
eχ

+ 
− (Ε

,q
)

-1 0 1 4 5E [eV]
-2

-1

0

1

2

3

4

5

R
e(

1-
V

ef
f*Λ

(Ε
,q

,U
)

q=0

q=(π,π,π)

FIG .5:Uppergraphs:R e�̂
+ �(M R P A )

q (E n)forq = 0 and q =

(�;�;�),the two-peak structure ofthe two-particle spectral

density is clearly visible in the upper left graph; the lower

graph showsR e(1� Veff�"#(q;E n))to indicate the polesof

(10)

e�ect ofthe SDA is that the upper set ofq-dependent

curves,i.e.theoneshifted by � U asaresultoftheSDA-

input,showsadispersion too.Thissetcould beidenti�ed

as opticalm odes which are not present in RPA-theory.

Calculationsforthe realsubstancesFe23 and Ni22,how-

ever,indicate that a separation between acousticaland

opticalm odes about � U is one order ofm agnitude to

large. That is why we only did look at the low lying

excitation m ode.
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V . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In this section we present the results ofM RPA and

RPA.The latter one we used as the established ‘test‘

theory forourpurposes.

In M RPA werestricted ourselfsto thefcc-latticesince

an asym m etric quasiparticle density ofstates(Q -DO S)

supports the tendency towards a ferrom agnetic aligne-

m entofthe spinsin the Hubbard-m odel26.

Figure 6 shows isotropic spin wave dispersions as a

function ofU for the fcc-lattice in M RPA.The disper-

sion curves were com puted along di�erent directions of

high sym m etry in the First-Brillouin-Zone (FBZ).This

isotropy for the fcc-lattice is in agreem entwith results

observed using G utzwiller-ansatz1.
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FIG . 6: M agnon dispersion in M RPA along di�erent high

sym m etry directions ofthe FBZ for the fcc-lattice,param -

eter: U = 2:71eV ;5:00eV ;6:50eV at �xed band occupation

n = 1:4,T = 0K ,see the bordered box forvaluesofVeff

Figure 6 also shows the behaviour ofthe sti�ness D

in dependency ofthe correlation param eter U . For in-

creasing values ofU the m agnon energy at the edge of

the FBZ weakens or in other words D decreases with

increasing U . In Fig.7 E (q = (�;�;�))= f(U )isplot-

ted for RPA and M RPA for �xed band occupations in

eithercase.W e see thatin RPA theory the m agnon en-

ergy at the edge ofthe FBZ continuously increases up

to a m axim um and afterwardsdecreaseswith higherval-

ues ofU . In M RPA the m agnon energy at the edge of

the FBZ decreasescontinously with increasing U . This

isin contrastto a statem entgiven by B�unem ann et.al.8

where the authors found the opposite behaviour using

(m ultiband) RPA nam ely increasing D with increasing

U .The behaviourofdecreasing D with increasing U on

the otherhand wasobserved by B�unem ann et.al.1 using

theirrecently developed m ultiband G utzwiller-ansatz.

W eratherthink thatthedecreasingD with increasing

U -behaviourisanintrinsicfeatureoftheHubbard-m odel.

To usthe m ostsurprising resultisthatusing RPA we

could com pute a qualitatively rather new TC (n)-phase

0 2 4 6U [eV]

-0.05

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

E
(q

=
π

,π
,π

) [e
V

]

RPA n=0.7 bcc (100)
MRPA n=1.3 fcc (100)

FIG .7: Behaviourofm agnon energiesattheedgeoftheFBZ

asa function ofU forRPA and M RPA atT = 0K ,qualitativ

sim ilarbehaviourforlargerU -valuesin both theories

diagram which isto see in Fig.8.

Figure8 com paresHF-phasediagram swith thecorre-

sponding phaseswherethespin wavem ode,indicated by

subscriptSW ,exsistsforthreeinteractionstrengthsU for

the bcc-lattice. O ne exam ple showsa sim ilarbehaviour

forthe fcc-lattice.

Num erically wedistinguished theSW phaseby looking

atthe sti�nessorthe m agnon energy atthe edge ofthe

FBZ respectively.Thism eansthatwheneverthesti�ness

D becom esnegativetheferrom agneticstatebreaksdown.
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FIG .8: RPA:TC (n)-phase diagram s, the upper curves are

TC (n)-phase diagram s com puted with single-particle HF-

theory denoted by subscriptHF,in each casethelowercurves

indicate the phaseswhere spin wavesare excited denoted by

subscriptSW

The dram atic inuence of the spin wave m ode on

the stability ofthe ferrom agnetic phase isobviousfrom

Fig.8.Since Stoner-theory overestim atesthe possibility

offerrom agneticorderingin theHubbard-m odelthelack
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ofthe single particle theory iscom pensated by the cor-

responding two-particle theory and even results in new

Curie-tem peratures.

Thisfeature ofthe RPA isalso described forthe case

ofNeel-tem peratures3.

In them odi�ed theory M RPA theinuenceofthecol-

lective m ode on the shape ofthe TC (n)-phase diagram

can be seen from Fig.9. The resulting phase diagram

again is physically understandable. The excitation of
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FIG .9:M RPA:Com parison ofsingle and two-particle phase

diagram ,in each casetheuppercurveistheTC (n)-curvefrom

SDA-theory denoted by subscriptSDA,the lower curvesare

the ‘collective‘phasesdenoted by subscriptSW ,fcc-lattice

spin wavesreducesCurie-tem peraturesand theregion of

band occupation butthe qualitative shape m ore orless

staysthe sam easin the singleparticletheory.

The ferrom agnetic phase for both theories in general

is reduced due to weakening of the spin wave disper-

sion close to half�lling and the tem peratur driven in-

creased m agnon excitation. From �gure 9 can be seen

that the TC -curves have their peaks for n � 1:4. This

feature is due to the factthatthe bandoccupation that

favours a ferrom agnetic alignm ent of the spins in the

SDA-approach is m ainly given by the lattice-structure.

Forthefcc-latticethefavourablebandoccupationisn > 1

and forn � 1:4 the ferrom agneticgroundstateisalm ost

saturized. The concrete value forTC ism ainly given as

a function ofthe correlation strength U .

Com parison with TC (n)-phase diagram s of di�erent

single particle approxim ations28 including SDA and the

num erically exact Q uantum -M onte-Carlo-Sim ulation19

dem onstrate thatbesidesCurie-tem peraturesthe region

ofband occupation where ferrom agnetism exists is re-

duced. This indicates that our ‘collective‘-phase dia-

gram s are m uch m ore reliable then the ones com puted

using the corresponding singleparticletheories.

V I. SU M M A R Y A N D O U T LO O K

In the present paper we com puted spin wave disper-

sionsand TC (n)-phasediagram susingstandardRPA the-

oryand am odi�ed theorywhereareliableapproxim ation

for a single particle G reen function is used as an input

forthetwo particleG reen function.Although wedid not

follow astringentm athem aticalprocedureforourM RPA

asdescribed exem plary forthecaseofRPA in25 wewere

able to show thatourresultsusing the m odi�ed theory

M RPA givesphysically reasonableresults.Theseresults

are com parable to results which we get using standard

RPA and to results of a di�erent m ethod nam ely the

G utzwiller-ansatz as described in1. Although RPA is a

widelyused standard technique2,3,4,5,6,7 toourknowledge

a ‘com plete‘TC (n)-phasediagram wasnotpublished be-

fore.

O ur aim was to get a deeper insight into the phe-

nom enon of collective excitations in a m odel bandfer-

rom agnet. To a ‘�rst‘approxim ation our results show

thatjustcounting on a singleparticletheory in orderto

describetheproblem ofcollectivem agnetism isnotinfor-

m ative enough.Collective excitationsstrongly inuence

the stability ofa ferrom agnetic state and one m ightuse

‘collective‘-phasediagram sastestsforsingleparticlethe-

ories.

Ifone wanted to im prove the whole theory one had

to �nd an approxim ation for the vertex function bet-

ter, i.e. m ore inform ative, than ladder approxim ation

and an approxim ation for the single particle selfenergy

at the sam e theoreticallevel. Parquet-Ansatz in con-

nection with Coherent-Potential-Approxim ation CPA as

described fortheelectricalconductivity in theAnderson

m odel27 m ight be a good starting point. A CPA-type

approxim ation beableto hold forferrom agnetism in this

respect is the M odi�ed-Alloy-Analogy (M AA)29 which

already yields an im proved phase-diagram com pared to

the SDA-approach28.
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