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Abstract

W e calculate the restricted phase diagram for the Falicov-K im ballm odelon

a two-dim ensionalsquare lattice. W e consider the lim it where the conduction

electron densityisequaltothelocalized electron density,which isthelim itrelated

totheSz = 0statesoftheHubbard m odel.Afterconsideringover20,000di�erent

candidate phases (with a unitcellof16 sites or less) and their therm odynam ic

m ixtures,we�nd only about100stablephasesin theground-statephasediagram .

W e analyze these phasesto describe where stripe phases occurand relate these

discoveriesto the physicsbehind stripe form ation in the Hubbard m odel.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

W e �nd it�tting to write a paperon the spinlessFalicov-K im ball(FK )
m odel[1]to celebrate Elliott Lieb’s seventieth birthday. Elliott,and his
collaborators,provided twosem inalresultson thism odel:(i)the�rst,with
Tom K ennedy,proved thattherewasa �nitetem peraturephasetransition
to a checkerboard charge-density-wave (CDW ) phase in two or m ore di-
m ensionsforthesym m etrichalf-�lled case[2,3],and (ii)the second,with
DanielUeltschiand Jim Freericks,proved that the segregation principle
holdsforalldim ensions[4,5](which statesthatifthetotalparticledensity
is less than one,then the ground state is phase separated ifthe interac-
tion strength is large enough [6]). The K ennedy-Lieb result (along with
an independentBrandt-Schm idtpaper[7,8])inspired dozensoffollow-up
papersby researchersacrossthe world.The Freericks-Lieb-Ueltschipaper
generalized Lem berger’s proof[9]from one dim ension to alldim ensions,
which �nally proved the decade old Freericks-Falicov conjecture [6]. Both
papersareim portant,becausethey aretheonly exam pleswherelong-range
orderand phaseseparation can beproved tooccurin acorrelated electronic
system .
The Falicov-K im ballm odelhasan interesting history too. Leo Falicov

and John K im ballinvented thespin-one-halfversion ofthem odelin 1969to
describe m etal-insulatortransitionsofrare-earth com pounds[1]. Itturns
outthatJohn Hubbard actually\discovered"thespinlessversion oftheFK
m odelfouryearsearlierin 1965 [10],when he developed the alloy-analogy
solution to the Hubbard m odel[11](the so-called Hubbard IIIsolution).
Thislatterversion wasrediscovered by K ennedy and Lieb in 1986 [2]when
they form ulated itasa sim plem odelforhow crystallization can bedriven
by the Pauliexclusion principle.
In thiscontribution,we focuson anotherproblem thatcan be analyzed

in theFK m odel| theproblem ofstripeform ation in two dim ensions.The
question ofthe relation between charge stripes,correlated electrons,and
high-tem peraturesuperconductivityhasbeen asked eversincestaticstripes
were�rstseen in the nickelate[12,13,14,15]and cuprate [16,17,18,19]
m aterialsstartingin 1993.Two schoolsofthoughtem erged to describethe
theoreticalbasisforstripeform ation in theHubbard m odel.TheK ivelson-
Em ery scenario [20,21,22,23]says that at large U the Hubbard m odel
iscloseto a phaseseparation instability butthelong-rangeCoulom b force
restricts the phase separation on the nanoscale;a com prom ise results in
static stripe-likeorder.The Scalapino-W hite scenario [24,25,26,27]says
thatstripescan form duetoasubtlebalancebetween kinetic-energy e�ects
and potential-energy e�ects,m ediated by spin 
uctuations.No long range
Coulom b interaction orphase separation is needed to form these stripes.
Therearenum erousnum ericalstudiesthathavetried toshed lightontothis
problem . Unfortunately,they have con
icting results. High tem perature
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series expansions on the related t� J m odel [28, 29] show that phase
separation exists,butonly when J islarge enough,so itisnotpresentin
the large-correlation-strength lim itofthe Hubbard m odel(where J ! 0).
M onteCarlo calculations[30,31,32]and exactdiagonalization studies[33,
34]givedi�erentresults:som ecalculationspredictthestripeform ation to
occur,othersshow alinkagebetween thestripeform ationand theboundary
conditions selected for the problem . M ean-�eld-theory analyses [35,36]
seem to predictstripe form ation withoutany phase separation. O ne way
to m ake sense ofthese disparate results is that both the energy ofthe
intrinsic stripe phasesand the energy forphase separation are quite close
tooneanother,soanysm allchange(induced by�nite-sizee�ects,statistical
errors,e�ectsofcorrelationsnotincluded in theperturbativeexpansions,or
dueto term sdropped oradded to theHam iltonian)can havea largee�ect
on thephasediagram by producingasm allrelativechangein theenergetics
ofthe di�erentm any-body states(becauseoftheirneardegeneracy).
W etakean alternatepointofview here.W echooseto exam inea m odel

thatcan beanalyzed rigorously,and can becontinuously connected to the
Hubbard m odel. W e choose the regim e that connects directly with the
Sz = 0 statesoftheHubbard m odel.Them odelweanalyzeisthespinless
Falicov-K im ballm odelon a squarelattice

H = � t
X

hiji

(cyicj + c
y

jci)+ U

j�j
X

i= 1

wic
y

ici; (1)

where cyi (ci) creates (destroys) a spinless conduction electron at site i,
tis the hopping m atrix elem ent (hiji denotes a sum m ation overnearest-
neighborpairson asquarelattice),wi = 0 or1 isa classicalvariabledenot-
ing the localized electron num beratsite i,and U isthe on-site Coulom b
interaction energy. The Ferm ionic operators satisfy anticom m utation re-
lations (cyi;c

y

j)+ = 0,(ci;cj)+ = 0,and (cyi;cj)+ = �ij. The sym bolj�j
denotesthe totalnum ber oflattice sites in the square lattice �. W e will
alwaysbedealing with periodiccon�gurationsoflocalized electrons,which
m eanswecan alwaysconsiderourlatticeto havea largebut�nitenum ber
oflattice sitesand periodic boundary conditions. A shortpresentation of
theseresultshasalready appeared [37].
TheFalicov-K im ballm odelcan beviewed asa Ferm ionicquantum ana-

logue ofthe Ising m odel,while the Hubbard m odelcan be viewed asthe
Ferm ionicquantum analogueoftheHeisenberg m odel(indeed in thelarge-
U lim it at half�lling,the Falicov-K im ballm odelm aps onto an e�ective
nearest-neighborIsing m odel,while the Hubbard m odelm apsonto an ef-
fective nearest-neighborHeisenberg m odel). The way to link the Falicov-
K im ballm odelto theHubbard m odelisto im aginea generalization ofthe
Hubbard m odelwhere the down-spin hopping m atrix elem entdi�ersfrom
the up-spin hopping m atrix elem ent. Then as t# ! 0,the down spins

3



becom e heavy and are localized on the lattice; the quantum -m echanical
ground state is determ ined by the con�guration of down-spin electrons
that m inim izes the energy ofthe up-spin electrons. This is precisely the
Falicov-K im ballm odel!
In order to m aintain the connection to the Hubbard m odel in zero

m agnetic �eld, we m ust choose the conduction electron density �e =
P j�j

i= 1
hc
y

icii=j�j to be equal to the localized electron density �f =
P j�j

i= 1
wi=j�j,which wedo here.W e study the evolution from the checker-

board phaseathalf�lling (�e = �f = 1=2)to the segregated phase,which
appearswhen �e = �f is sm allenough. Since these two phases are dras-
tically di�erent from each other,the transition is likely to include m any
di�erentinterm ediate phases. Indeed,the ground state phase diagram of
theFalicov-K im ballm odelcan bequitecom plex.Therearem any di�erent
periodicphasesthatcan be stabilized fordi�erentvaluesofU or�e = �f.
AsU becom eslargethough,thephasediagram sim pli�es,asthesegregated
phasebecom estheground stateforwiderand widerrangesoftheelectron
densities.

II. FO R M A LISM

O urstrategy to exam ine the FK m odelisa brute-forceapproach which
is straightforward to describe,but tedious to carry out. W e em ploy the
so-called restricted phasediagram approach,whereweconsiderthegrand-
canonicaltherm odynam ic potentialofthe system forallpossible periodic
phases ofthe localized electrons,selected from a �nite set ofcandidate
phases.In thiswork,weconsider23,755 phases,which correspondsto the
set ofallinequivalent phases with a unit cellthat includes 16 or fewer
lattice sites. In order to calculate the therm odynam ic potential,we �rst
m ustdeterm ine the electronicband structureforthe conduction electrons
for each candidate periodic phase. W e em ploy a Brillouin-zone grid of
110� 110 m om entum points for each bandstructure. This requiresus to
diagonalize up to 16 � 16 m atrices at each discrete m om entum point in
theBrillouin zoneand resultsin atm ost16 di�erentenergy bands.Hence,
ourcalculationscan beviewed as�nite-sizeclustercalculationswith cluster
sizesrangingfrom 110� 110� 1up to110� 110� 16dependingon thenum ber
ofatom sin the unitcell.An exam pleofsuch a bandstructure isshown in
Fig.1.Theeigenvaluesoftheband structurearesum m ed to determ inethe
ground-state energy foreach num berofconduction electrons. The G ibbs
therm odynam ic potentialis then calculated for allpossible values ofthe
chem icalpotentialsofthe conduction and localized electronsthrough the
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form ula

G (fwig)=
1

12100N 0

X

�j< �e

�j(fwig)� �e�e � �f�f; (2)

with �e and �f denoting the chem icalpotentials for the conduction and
localized electrons,respectively,and N 0 denoting the num ber ofatom ic
sitesin the unitcellforthe given con�guration oflocalized electrons.The
sym bol�j(fwig)denotesthe energy eigenvaluesofthe band structure for
the given con�guration oflocalized electrons. Since the therm odynam ic
potentialisconcave,the phase diagram can be directly determ ined in the
chem icalpotentialsplane[38,39,40].Next,weconvertthegrand canonical
ensem ble into a canonicalensem ble to determ ine the ground-state phase
diagram as functions of�e and �f. W e �nd the ground state is often a
phase separated m ixture oftwo or three di�erent phases,which can be
periodicphases,orthesegregated phase.Thisstep oftheanalysisisquite
com plicated,because sm allareasofstability in the grand canonicalphase
diagram can correspond to large regionsin the canonicalphase diagram ,
and vice versa. Finally,we restrictthe analysis to the case �e = �f and
plot the phase diagram as a function ofthe total�lling for each chosen
value ofU . This com putationalalgorithm is illustrated schem atically in
Fig.2.
W e�nd thatoftheinitial23,755candidatephases,only111can befound

in the ground-statephasediagram forthe valuesofU thatweconsidered.
Any phase energetically excluded from appearing in the restricted phase
diagram m ust also be excluded from the com plete phase diagram . W hat
we do notknow ishow ourcom puted phase diagram willchange asm ore
candidatephasesareintroduced (although them ajority oftheseadditional
phasesalso won’tappearin the phasediagram ).

III. R ESU LT S

The di�erentphasesthatare stabilized in ourrestricted phase diagram
can begrouped into di�erentfam iliesthatrepresentdi�erenttypesofgeo-
m etric arrangem entsofthe localized electrons. Unfortunately,there isno
way to rigorously categorizethese phases,so the grouping we havechosen
arisesin partfrom ourpersonaltastein determ ining which phasesappear
m ostsim ilar.Nevertheless,the groupingswehavem adearein som esense
\obvious",and we believe the analysis presented here is a usefulway to
categorizeand sum m arizethedata.W ewillconcentrateon describing dif-
ferentkinds ofstriped phases that are presentin the phase diagram and
we willm otivate som e ofthe physicalprinciples behind their appearance
in the phasediagram .
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W e separate the di�erentstable phasesinto 10 di�erentgroups. Every
stablephaseislabeled by a num berand depicted in Fig.3.Thesm alldots
indicate the absence ofa localized electron,while the large dots indicate
the positionsofthe localized electrons. In the lowerleftcorner,we shade
in the unitcellofthe con�guration and we show with the two solid lines
the translation vectorsofthe unitcellthatallow the square lattice to be
tiled by theunitcell.Thedi�erentfam iliesofcon�gurationsareasfollows:
(i)the em pty lattice (�e 6= 0 and �f = 0)denoted E which containsno lo-
calized electrons(con�guration 1);(ii)the fulllattice (�e = 0 and �f = 1)
denoted F which contains a localized electron at each site (con�guration
2);(iii)the checkerboard phase (�e = �f = 1=2)denoted Ch which hasthe
localized electronsoccupying the A sublattice only ofthesquarelatticein
a checkerboard arrangem ent (con�guration 3); (iv) diagonalnon-neutral
stripe phases (�e 6= 1� �f)denoted DS which consistofdiagonalchecker-
board phasesseparated by em pty diagonalstripesofslope1 (con�guration
4);(v)axialnon-neutralcheckerboard stripes (�e 6= 1� �f)denoted AChS
which consistofcheckerboard regionsarranged in stripesoriented parallel
to the x-axisand separated by em pty stripeswith slope 0 (con�gurations
5{10);(vi)diagonalneutralstripephases (�e = 1� �f)denoted DNS which
consistoflocalized electronsarranged in thecheckerboard phaseseparated
by fully occupied striped regionsofslope 1,orequivalently,checkerboard
phaseswith diagonalantiphaseboundaries(con�gurations11{19);(vii)ax-
ialnon-neutralstripe phases (�e 6= 1� �f) denoted AS which consist of
fully occupied vertical(orhorizontal)stripesseparated by em pty stripes,
which aretranslationally invariantin the vertical(orhorizontal)direction
(con�gurations20{54);(viii)neutralphases (�e = 1� �f)denoted N which
consist ofneutralphases in an arrangem ent that does not look like any
sim ple stripe phase (som e neutralphasescan be described in a stripe pic-
ture,such ascon�guration 61 which hasa slope 1/3 em pty lattice stripe,
butwepreferto referto them asnon-stripephases)(con�gurations55{70);
(ix)four-m oleculephases (�e 6= 1� �f)denoted 4M which can bedescribed
asa \bound" four-m oleculesquare ofem pty sitestiled inside an occupied
latticefram ework (con�gurations71{74);(x)two-dim ensionalnon-neutral
phases (�e 6= 1� �f) denoted 2D which consistofphaseswith the local-
ized electrons arranged in a fashion that is not stripe-like and requires a
two-dim ensionalunit cellto describe them (once again,som e phases like
con�guration 75 could be described asa slope 3/2 stripe,butappearsto
usm orelikea 2D phase)(con�gurations75{111).
G enerically,we �nd the canonicalphase diagram doesnotcontain pure

phases from one ofthe 111 stable phases,but rather form s m ixtures of
two orthreeperiodicphases,oroneortwo periodicphasesand theem pty
lattice(which isoften needed to gettheconduction-electron �lling correct
in the m ixture). W hen we are doped su�ciently far from half�lling,we
arein the segregated phase,which isa m ixtureofthe E and F phases.
W econsider5 di�erentvaluesofU in ourcom putations:U = 1,2,4,6,
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and 8.Thephasediagram isquitecom plex,with m any ofthedi�erent111
phases appearing for di�erent values ofU . W e sum m arize which phases
appearin TableI.
W e begin ourdiscussion with the weak-coupling value U = 1 where 50

phases appear. The phase diagram is sum m arized in Fig.4. W e use a
solid line to indicate the region ofthe particle density where a particular
phaseappearsin theground state(eitherasa purephaseorasa m ixture).
The phasesthatappearin a m ixture ata given density are found by de-
term ining the solid verticallinesthatintersecta horizontalline drawn to
pass through the given particle density. The phase diagram has shading
included to separate the regionsofthe di�erentcategoriesofphases.The
num ericlabelsareshown to m akeiteasierto determ inethe actualphases
present in the diagram . W e plot sim ilar phase diagram s for U = 2 (38
phases),4 (42 phases),6 (30 phases),and 8 (25 phases)in Figs.5{8,re-
spectively.A schem aticphasediagram thatillustratesthegenericfeatures
ofthe phase diagram in the electron density, interaction-strength plane
appearsin Fig.9.
As can be seen from these �gures,the generic phase diagram is quite

com plex,and by looking at the di�erent phases in Fig.3,m any ofthe
phaseshavestripe-likestructuresto them .Tobegin ourdiscussion ofthese
results,wem ust�rstrecalltherigorousresultsknown forthism odel.W hen
�e = �f = 1=2,the ground state isthe checkerboard phase (con�guration
3)forallU .Thiscan be seen in allofthe phase diagram splotted.W hen
�e = �f 6= 1=2,the ground state becom esthe phase separated segregated
phase when U is large enough. So there is a sim pli�cation in the phase
diagram aswe increase U ,and the m ostcom plex phase diagram appears
in the U ! 0 lim it. Thatlim itisalso the m ostdi�cultcom putationally,
becausethedi�erencesin theenergiesbetween di�erentcon�gurationsalso
becom es sm allfor sm allU ,and the num ericalaccuracy m ust be huge in
order to achieve trustworthy results. This is why we do not report any
phasediagram swith U < 1 here.
Looking at the U = 8 case shown in Fig.8,we see that as we m ove

away from half�lling,weinitially �nd m ixturesbetween thecheckerboard
phase,otherdiagonalstripe phases,and the em pty lattice. W hen we ex-
am inethe structurefactorsassociated with the diagonalstripe phases,we
�nd thatthey tend to havem oreweightalong the Brillouin zonediagonal
than elsewhere. Hence,these diagonalstripe phases are being stabilized
by a \near-nesting" instability ofthe noninteracting Ferm isurface,and
the overallm ixtures are required to m aintain the average �llings ofthe
conduction and localized electrons. As we m ove farther from half�lling,
the checkerboard phase disappears from the m ixtures,and then a series
ofneutralphases enter the m ix which retain som e appearance ofdiago-
nalstripes,but with m ore and m ore \defects" to the stripes that m ake
them look m ore two-dim ensional. W e �nd the localized electron density
ofthese phases increasesas we reduce the total�lling,which is what we
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expectaswe m ove toward the segregated phase which involvesa m ixture
ofthe E and F con�gurations. Note thatthe form ation ofm any di�erent
stripe phases,occurswithoutneeding the long-rangeCoulom b interaction
toopposethetendency towardsphaseseparation,when weareclosetohalf
�lling.Indeed,the ground stateisoften a phaseseparated m ixture,butit
isa m ixture ofstripe-like phases,which occurautom atically,withoutthe
need to add any otherphysicsto thesystem .Thisregim e,istheclosestto
theK ivelson-Em ery picture,butweseeithasm orecom plex behaviorthan
whatthey envisioned when they exam ined theHubbard m odel.
M oving on to the U = 6 case in Fig.7,we �nd a signi�cant change

in the phase diagram . The grouping ofdiagonalstripes near half�lling
disappearsand we instead �nd the ground state to initially be a m ixture
between thecheckerboard phase,a truly two-dim ensionalscreen-likephase
(con�guration 108)and theem pty lattice.Here,ifweincludea long-range
Coulom b interaction,we would likely form diagonalstripes,butthe m ix-
ture would be m ore com plicated because itwould include thisscreen-like
structure as well. As we dope further away,we see a sm aller num ber of
theneutralphases,which look som ewhatlikediagonalstripeswith a large
num ber ofdefects in them , and then we go to a very di�erent class of
m ixtures,dom inated by the presence ofthe axialstripe phase in con�gu-
ration 33.Asthatphase becom esdestabilized,we �nd a cascadeofm any
otheraxialstripesentering,before the segregated phase takesover. This
transition from diagonalstripes to axialstripesas a function ofthe elec-
tron �lling,also occursbecause ofa \near-nesting" e�ect. The structure
factorsoftheaxialstripephasesarepeaked predom inantly along thezone
edge,and aswedopefurtherfrom half�lling,thisiswherenesting ism ore
likely to occur. The cascade ofstable phases that enter after con�gura-
tion 33 is destabilized,have a progression ofthe peaks in their structure
factorm oving towardsthe zone center,which isalso expected,since they
are progressively heading towards the segregated phase. A sim ilar kind
oftransition from diagonalstripesto axialstripesisseen in the Hubbard
m odelstudies,with thecriticaldensity lyingnear0.375,asweseeheretoo.
By the tim e we decrease to U = 4 shown in Fig.6,we �nd even m ore

interesting behavior. Now, when we are near half �lling, we �nd two
m ore con�gurations, a nonneutralphase (con�guration 59) and a two-
dim ensionalphase(con�guration 109)joining with thecheckerboard phase
and con�guration 108 in the initialm ixtures. Each ofthese phases looks
likea\square-latticescreen"with di�eringsize\holes"in thescreen.These
two-dim ensionalstructuresare notstripe-like and itwould be interesting
to see ifthey could appear in the Hubbard m odel. As we dope further
away,weenterthe axialstripe region,now dom inated by con�guration 20
�rst,then thereisa cascadeto con�guration 33,then a cascadeto theseg-
regated phase.Thisvalue ofU isa truly interm ediate value,where m any
di�erentm echanism sforordering are presentand the system can change
very rapidly in responseto a m odi�cation in the density.
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AsU = 2 (Fig.5),weseem orem odi�cationsin thephasediagram .Now
we see other diagonalstripe phases m ixing with the checkerboard phase
near half �lling. This region would correspond to the Scalapino-W hite
regim e,where the stripe form ation is driven m ore by interplays between
the kinetic and potentialenergies and nesting e�ects (driven by charge

uctuationsin theFK m odeland spin 
uctuationsin theHubbard m odel).
In addition,a m uch largernum berofthe2D phasesenteralso closeto half
�lling,illustrating theprevalenceofthese\screen-like"phasesaswell.The
axialstripes also enteraswe dope further away from half�lling,butthe
con�gurations20 and 33 are not nearly as stable as they are for slightly
largerU .Here,weseethefour-m oleculephasesbeing stabilized justbefore
the system phaseseparatesinto the segregated phase.
Finally,for U = 1,shown in Fig.4,the predom inance ofthe diagonal

stripes,nearhalf�lling increasesnow supplem ented by the axialchecker-
board stripes,butthen thereisa plethora ofdi�erent2D phasesthatalso
enter as the system is doped som ewhat farther from half�lling,then we
seea sim ilarevolution,�rstto AS and then to 4M phasesbeforethesegre-
gated phase.Herethereisa trem endouscom plexity to thephasediagram ,
with m any di�erent m ixtures being present due to the com petition be-
tween kinetic energy and potentialenergy m inim ization broughtaboutby
the m any-body aspectsofthe problem .
The generalpicture,illustrated schem atically in Fig.9,now em erges:

near half �lling, we often �nd diagonal stripes and screen-like two-
dim ensionalphases,then a rapid transition to the segregated phase for
largeU .AsU isreduced,wecan dopefartheraway from half�lling before
segregating,which allowsm any otherphasesto enter.In particular,there
isalargeregion ofstability foraxialstripes,and asU isreduced further,we
seetheem ergenceofaxialcheckerboard stripesclosetohalf�lling,nearthe
diagonalstripes,and four-m olecule phasesappearing nearthe segregation
boundary.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thism anuscriptwehavenum ericallystudied how theFK m odelm akes
thetransition from thecheckerboard phaseathalf�lling to thesegregated
phase asthe density islowered. Since these two phasesare very di�erent
from oneanother,therearem any di�erentpathwaysthatonem ightim ag-
ine the system to take in m aking this crossover. Indeed we �nd thatthe
pathway varies dram atically as a function ofU . For large U ,we have a
relatively sim ple transition between diagonalstripe-like phaseswhich be-
com em oretwo-dim ensionalasthelocalized electron densityincreases,until
the system gives way to the segregated phase. As U is lowered,we �rst
see two-dim ensional-\screen"-like phases enter,then we see axialstripes
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em erge,followed by four-m olecule phases and axialcheckerboard stripes.
The com plexity ofthe phase diagram greatly increasesasthe interaction
strength decreases.
It is interesting to ask how we m ight expect these results to change if

we allowed m ore con�gurations into our restricted phase diagram . W e
don’tknow thisanswerin particular,butwe do know,thatofthe 23,755
candidate phasesonly a sm allfraction (111 or0.5% )appearin the phase
diagram ,so wedon’texpecttoo m any additionalphasesto appear.
Another interesting question to ask is how do these results for the FK

m odelshed lighton the stripe-form ation problem in the Hubbard m odel.
By continuity,we expect these results not to change too dram atically as
we turn on a sm allhopping for the localized electrons(although now we
m ust sum m arize our results in term s ofcorrelation functions for the two
kindsofelectrons,sinceboth arenow m obile).Butwealso know form any
�llings,there willbe a \phase transition" as a function ofthe hopping,
since the ground state ofthe Hubbard m odelis notferrom agnetic for all
�llings and large U (which is what the segregated phase m aps to in the
Hubbard m odel). The results are likely to be closer to what happens in
the Hubbard m odelclose to half�lling,because the analogue ofthe anti-
ferrom agnetic phase isthe checkerboard phase,and thatispresentforall
U in the Hubbard m odelatT = 0. In general,we also feelthat the FK
m odelphasediagram m ustbe m orecom plicated than theHubbard m odel
phase diagram because ofthe m obility ofboth electronsin the latter.W e
feelone ofthe m ost im portant results ofthis work is that there m ay be
two-dim ensionalphasesthatarenotstripelikethatform ground-statecon-
�gurationsforsom e valuesofthe �lling in the Hubbard m odel,and such
con�gurationswillbe worthwhile to investigate with the num ericaltech-
niquesthatcurrently exist.
In conclusion,wearedelighted tobeabletoshed som elighton theinter-

esting question forthe FK m odelofhow one m akesa transition from the
checkerboard phase athalf�lling to the segregated phase away from half
�lling.Since ElliottLieb hashad an im portantim pactin proving thesta-
bilization ofthesetwo phases,we�nd it�tting to ask thequestionsabout
how the two phasesinter-relate.Perhapsthese num ericalcalculationscan
further inspire new rigorouswork that helps to identify the pathway be-
tween thesetwo phases.
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Tables

TABLE I:Sum m ary ofthestability ofdi�erentphasesforthe�vedi�erentvalues

ofU whereweperform ed calculations(1,2,4,6,and 8).Each colum n showsthe

phases that appear in the phase diagram for a given value ofU . The num bers

correspond to the labelsin Fig.3.

Phase category U = 1 U = 2 U = 4 U = 6 U = 8

E 1 1 1 1 1

F 2 2 2 2 2

Ch 3 3 3 3 3

D S 4

AChS 5-10

D NS 11-14 14-19

AS 20,26-33 20,28-40 20-54 33-52

N 59 59-64 55-70

4M 71-73 73-74

2D 75-78,80-82 79,82-83, 83, 108

84-92,94-100, 87-88,93, 108-109

103-107 98-102,105-106

110-111
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Figure C aptions
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FIG .1: Bandstructurealong theirreduciblewedgeofthesquarelatticeBrillouin

zone for the truly two-dim ensionalcon�guration num bered 108 and depicted in

Fig.3. In panel(a) we plot the band structure and the density of states for

U = 2. In panel(b)we show the sam e for U = 4. Note how there is less band

overlap asU increases.

FIG .2: Flow chart that illustrates the algorithm em ployed to calculate the

phase diagram ofthe Falicov-K im ballm odel.Note thatofthe 23,755 candidate

phases,only 111 appearin the restricted phase diagram .

FIG .3: Picture ofthe con�gurations ofthe localized electrons that appear in

the restricted phase diagram .The large dotsreferto sitesoccupied by localized

electrons,and thesm allcirclesdenoteem ptysites.Theshaded region in thelower

leftcornershowstheunitcell,and thelinesegm entshowsthetranslation vector

thatisused to tile the two dim ensionalplane.Each ofthe 111 con�gurationsis

assigned a num ber,and we also note the size and shape ofthe unitcelland the

localized electron �lling in parenthesisabove each panel.

FIG .4: Phase diagram forU = 1. The solid linesshow the regions ofelectron

densitywhereaparticularphaseappears(eitherasasinglephaseorasam ixture).

The horizontalaxis labels the di�erentcon�gurations thatare present,and the

shading helpsto distinguish the di�erentcategoriesofthe phases.The num bers

areincluded asa guideto m akeiteasierto identify thedi�erentstable phasesin

the diagram .

FIG .5: Phase diagram forU = 2.The notation isthe sam e asin Fig.4.

FIG .6: Phase diagram forU = 4.The notation isthe sam e asin Fig.4.

FIG .7: Phase diagram forU = 6.The notation isthe sam e asin Fig.4.

FIG .8: Phase diagram forU = 8.The notation isthe sam e asin Fig.4.

FIG .9: Schem atic phase diagram which indicates the di�erent categories of

phasesthatappearin the restricted phase diagram .
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Figure1.
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Translate the grand canonical phase
diagram to a canonical phase diagram
in the electron densities plane.

Restrict to the case where the conduction
electron density is equal to the localized
electron density.

Determine each inequivalent

with 16 or fewer atoms per unit cell.
configuration of localized electrons

For each configuration, calculate the

momentum points.
band structure on a grid of 110X110

Lay out a grid of points in the chemical
potentials plane.  For each point, evaluate
the thermodynamic potential, and 
determine the configuration with the
lowest free energy.

Figure2.
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Conf. 1:  1 x 1  (0/1) Conf. 2:  1 x 1  (1/1) Conf. 3:  2 x 1  (1/2)

Conf. 4:  15 x 1  (7/15) Conf. 5:  2 x 8  (7/16) Conf. 6:  2 x 7  (3/7)

Conf. 7:  2 x 6  (5/12) Conf. 8:  2 x 5  (2/5) Conf. 9:  2 x 4  (3/8)

Conf. 10:  2 x 3  (1/3) Conf. 11:  15 x 1  (8/15) Conf. 12:  13 x 1  (7/13)
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Conf. 13:  11 x 1  (6/11) Conf. 14:  9 x 1  (5/9) Conf. 15:  16 x 1  (9/16)

Conf. 16:  7 x 1  (4/7) Conf. 17:  12 x 1  (7/12) Conf. 18:  5 x 1  (3/5)

Conf. 19:  3 x 1  (2/3) Conf. 20:  2 x 1  (1/2) Conf. 21:  15 x 1  (8/15)

Conf. 22:  13 x 1  (7/13) Conf. 23:  11 x 1  (6/11) Conf. 24:  9 x 1  (5/9)
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Conf. 25:  16 x 1  (9/16) Conf. 26:  7 x 1  (4/7) Conf. 27:  12 x 1  (7/12)

Conf. 28:  5 x 1  (3/5) Conf. 29:  13 x 1  (8/13) Conf. 30:  8 x 1  (5/8)

Conf. 31:  11 x 1  (7/11) Conf. 32:  14 x 1  (9/14) Conf. 33:  3 x 1  (2/3)

Conf. 34:  16 x 1  (11/16) Conf. 35:  13 x 1  (9/13) Conf. 36:  10 x 1  (7/10)
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Conf. 37:  7 x 1  (5/7) Conf. 38:  11 x 1  (8/11) Conf. 39:  15 x 1  (11/15)

Conf. 40:  4 x 1  (3/4) Conf. 41:  13 x 1  (10/13) Conf. 42:  9 x 1  (7/9)

Conf. 43:  14 x 1  (11/14) Conf. 44:  5 x 1  (4/5) Conf. 45:  16 x 1  (13/16)

Conf. 46:  11 x 1  (9/11) Conf. 47:  6 x 1  (5/6) Conf. 48:  13 x 1  (11/13)

22



Conf. 49:  7 x 1  (6/7) Conf. 50:  15 x 1  (13/15) Conf. 51:  8 x 1  (7/8)

Conf. 52:  9 x 1  (8/9) Conf. 53:  10 x 1  (9/10) Conf. 54:  11 x 1  (10/11)

Conf. 55:  8 x 2  (11/16) Conf. 56:  13 x 1  (9/13) Conf. 57:  5 x 2  (7/10)

Conf. 58:  7 x 1  (5/7) Conf. 59:  2 x 2  (3/4) Conf. 60:  13 x 1  (10/13)
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Conf. 61:  9 x 1  (7/9) Conf. 62:  7 x 2  (11/14) Conf. 63:  5 x 1  (4/5)

Conf. 64:  4 x 3  (5/6) Conf. 65:  8 x 1  (7/8) Conf. 66:  10 x 1  (9/10)

Conf. 67:  11 x 1  (10/11) Conf. 68:  4 x 3  (11/12) Conf. 69:  7 x 2  (13/14)

Conf. 70:  4 x 4  (15/16) Conf. 71:  11 x 1  (7/11) Conf. 72:  4 x 3  (2/3)
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Conf. 73:  15 x 1  (11/15) Conf. 74:  4 x 4  (3/4) Conf. 75:  2 x 8  (3/16)

Conf. 76:  2 x 4  (1/4) Conf. 77:  2 x 8  (1/4) Conf. 78:  2 x 7  (2/7)

Conf. 79:  2 x 7  (2/7) Conf. 80:  2 x 5  (3/10) Conf. 81:  2 x 8  (5/16)

Conf. 82:  2 x 8  (5/16) Conf. 83:  2 x 3  (1/3) Conf. 84:  2 x 7  (5/14)
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Conf. 85:  2 x 8  (3/8) Conf. 86:  8 x 2  (3/8) Conf. 87:  2 x 4  (3/8)

Conf. 88:  2 x 4  (3/8) Conf. 89:  2 x 5  (2/5) Conf. 90:  2 x 6  (5/12)

Conf. 91:  2 x 7  (3/7) Conf. 92:  2 x 7  (3/7) Conf. 93:  2 x 7  (3/7)

Conf. 94:  2 x 8  (7/16) Conf. 95:  2 x 8  (1/2) Conf. 96:  2 x 8  (1/2)
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Conf. 97:  2 x 2  (1/2) Conf. 98:  2 x 4  (1/2) Conf. 99:  2 x 7  (1/2)

Conf. 100:  2 x 3  (1/2) Conf. 101:  2 x 6  (1/2) Conf. 102:  2 x 5  (1/2)

Conf. 103:  3 x 2  (1/6) Conf. 104:  5 x 1  (1/5) Conf. 105:  2 x 2  (1/4)

Conf. 106:  13 x 1  (4/13) Conf. 107:  4 x 3  (1/3) Conf. 108:  3 x 3  (4/9)
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Conf. 109:  4 x 4  (3/8) Conf. 110:  15 x 1  (2/5) Conf. 111:  4 x 4  (9/16)

Figure3.
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