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Abstract

W e calculate the restricted phase diagram for the FalicovK in ball m odel on
a two-din ensional square lattice. W e consider the lin it where the conduction
electron density isequalto the localized electron density, w hich isthe lin it related
tothe S, = 0 statesofthe H ubbardm odel. A fter considering over 20,000 di erent
candidate phases with a unit cell of 16 sites or less) and their them odynam ic
m ixtures,we ndonly about 100 stable phases in the ground-state phase diagram .
W e analyze these phases to describe where stripe phases occur and relate these
discoveries to the physics behind stripe form ation in the H ubbard m odel.
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I. INTRODUCTION

We nd i tting to write a paper on the spinless Falicov-K imball FK)
m odel rE}] to celebrate E lliott Lieb’s seventieth birthday. E lliott, and his
collaborators, provided tw o sem nalresultson thism odel: (i) the rst,wih
Tom K ennedy, proved that there wasa nite tem perature phase transition
to a checkerboard charge-density-wave (CDW ) phase In two or m ore di-
m ensions for the sym m etric half- lled case 'g:, :j], and (ii) the second, w ith
D aniel Ueltschi and Jin Freericks, proved that the segregation principle
holds for alldim ensions i_4, -'5] (W hich states that ifthe totalparticle density
is less than one, then the ground state is phase separated if the interac—
tion strength is large enough EG . The Kennedy—Ljeb result (@long w ih
an Independent B randt-Schm idt paper ﬁ 1) Inspired dozens of ollow -up
papers by resesarchers across the world. T he Freericks1L ieb-U eltschipaper
generalized Lem berger’s proof i_9'] from one dim ension to all din ensions,
which nally proved the decade old Freericks¥Falicov con ecture ['§]. Both
papers are In portant, because they are the only exam plesw here long-range
order and phase sgparation can be proved to occur in a correlated electronic
system .

T he Falicov-K In ballm odel has an interesting history too. Leo Falicov
and John K in ballinvented the spin-one-halfversion ofthem odelin 1969 to
describe m etalinsulator transitions of rareearth com pounds ELI] It tums
out that John Hubbard actually \dJsooveJ:ed" the soinless version ofthe FK
m odel four years earlier in 1965 llO], when he developed the alloy-analogy
solution to the Hubbard m odel [Jj‘l] (the so—called Hubbard IIT solution).
T his lJatter version w as rediscovered by K ennedy and Ligb in 1986 [ﬁ] when
they form ulated it asa sin ple m odel for how crystallization can be driven
by the Pauliexclision principle.

In this contrbution, we focus on another problem that can be analyzed
in theFK m odel| the problem of stripe form ation in two dim ensions. T he
question of the relation between charge stripes, correlated electrons, and
high-tem perature superconductJthy hasbeen asked ever since static str:npes
were rst seen in the nickelate {13, 13, 14, 15] and cuprate 16, 17, 18, 19]
m aterials starting n 1993. T wo schools of thought em erged to describe the
theoreticalbasis for stripe form ation in the H ubbard m odel. T he K ivelson—
Em ery scenario é@, é]_‘:, :_2-2, :_2-;1‘] says that at large U the Hubbard m odel
is close to a phase separation instability but the long—range C oulom b force
restricts the phase separation on the nanoscale; a com prom ise results in
static stripe-lke order. The ScalapinoW hite scenario 4,125, 26, 27] says
that stripes can form due to a subtle balance betw een kineticenergy e ects
and potentialenergy e ects, m ediated by spin uctuations. No long range
Coulomb Interaction or phase separation is needed to form these stripes.
T here are num erous num erical studies that have tried to shed light onto this
problm . Unfrtunately, they have con icting results. High tem perature



series expansions on the related t J model f_2-§', é?_;] show that phase
separation exists, but only when J is Jarge enough, so it is not present in
the ]arge—oo::te]atjon—stxength Iim it ofthe Hubbard model where J ! 0).
M onte C arlo calculations BO 31 :3fi] and exact diagonalization studies Bj

',34] give di erent results: som e calculations predict the stripe form ation to
occur, others show a linkage betw een the stripe form ation and theboundary
conditions selected for the problem . M ean— eld-theory analyses l_3-§, :_3-61
seam to predict stripe form ation w ithout any phase separation. O ne way
to m ake sense of these disparate results is that both the energy of the
Intrinsic stripe phases and the energy for phase separation are quite close
to one another, so any an allchange (nduced by nite-sizee ects, statistical
errors, e ectsofcorrelationsnot ncluded In the perturbative expansions, or
due to temm s dropped or added to the Ham iltonian) can have a large e ect
on the phase diagram by producing a am all relative change in the energetics
of the di erent m any-body states (because of their near degeneracy).

W e take an altemate point of view here. W e choose to exam ine a m odel
that can be analyzed rigorously, and can be continuously connected to the
Hubbard model. W e choose the regin e that connects directly w ith the
S, = 0 states of the Hubbard m odel. Them odelw e analyze is the spinless
Falicov-K inballm odel on a square lattice

X X3
H= t Eog+da)+U widg; @
hiji =1

where c?: (ci) creates (destroys) a spinless conduction electron at site i,
t is the hopping m atrix elem ent (hiji denotes a sum m ation over nearest—
neighborpairson a square lattice), w; = 0 or1l isa classicalvariable denot—
ing the localized electron num ber at site i, and U is the on-site Coulomb
Interaction energy. The Fem ionic operators satisfy anticom m utation re—
htions (;c))+ = 0, (@icy)s = 0, and (;cy)+ = 13- The symbol J j
denotes the total num ber of lattice sites in the square lattice . We will
alwaysbe dealing w ith periodic con gurations of localized electrons, which
m eanswe can always consider our lattice to have a large but nite num ber
of lattice sites and periodic boundary conditions. A short presentation of
these results has already appeared 71

T he FalicovK Inballm odel can be viewed as a Fem ionic quantum ana-
logue of the Ising m odel, while the Hubbard m odel can be viewed as the
Ferm ionic quantum analogue ofthe H eisenbergm odel (indeed in the large-
U Im it at half ling, the Falicov-K Inballm odelm aps onto an e ective
nearest-neighbor Ising m odel, whilke the Hubbard m odelm aps onto an ef-
fective nearestneighbor H eisenberg m odel). The way to link the Falicov—
K Inballm odel to the Hubbard m odel is to In agine a generalization of the
Hubbard m odelw here the dow n—spin hopping m atrix elem ent di ers from
the up-soin hopping m atrix element. Then asty ! 0, the down spins



becom e heavy and are localized on the lattice; the quantum -m echanical
ground state is determm ined by the con guration of down-spin electrons
that m Inin izes the energy of the up-soin electrons. This is precisely the
FalicovK inballm odel!
In order to maintain the connection to the Hubbard model n zero
agnetic eld, we must choose the conduction electron density . =

JIndci=i§ to be equal to the bcalized ekctron density ¢ =

F 13 wi=j 3 which we do here. W e study the evolution from the checker-
board phase at half 1ling ( . = ¢ = 1=2) to the segregated phase, which
appearswhen .= ¢ is smallenough. Since these two phases are dras—
tically di erent from each other, the transition is likely to inclide m any
di erent Interm ediate phases. Indeed, the ground state phase diagram of
the FalicovK In ballm odelcan be quite com plex. T here arem any di erent
periodic phases that can be stabilized for di erent valuesofU or .= ¢.
A sU becom es large though, the phase diagram sin pli es, asthe segregated
phase becom es the ground state for w ider and w ider ranges of the electron
densities.

II. FORM ALISM

O ur strategy to exam Ine the FK m odel is a brute-force approach which
is straightforw ard to describe, but tedious to carry out. W e em ploy the
so—called restricted phase diagram approach, where we consider the grand-—
canonical themm odynam ic potential of the system for all possble periodic
phases of the localized electrons, selected from a nie set of candidate
phases. In this work, we consider 23,755 phases, which corresponds to the
set of all nequivalent phases with a unit cell that includes 16 or fewer
lattice sites. In order to calculate the them odynam ic potential, we rst
m ust determ ine the electronic band structure for the conduction electrons
for each candidate periodic phase. W e employ a Brillouin-zone grid of
110 110 mom entum points for each bandstructure. This requires us to
diagonalize up to 16 16 m atrices at each discrete m om entum point in
the B rillbuin zone and results in atm ost 16 di erent energy bands. Hence,
our calculations can be viewed as nite-size cluster calculationsw ith clister
sizesranging from 110 110 luptol11l0 110 1lé6dependingon thenumber
ofatom s in the unit cell. An exam ple of such a bandstructure is shown in
FJg:}' T he eigenvalues of the band structure are sum m ed to determ ine the
ground-state energy for each num ber of conduction electrons. The G bbs
therm odynam ic potential is then calculated for all possibl values of the
chem ical potentials of the conduction and localized electrons through the



formula

X
G (fwig) = WIONO j(fwig) e e £ £7 2)
i< e

wih . and ¢ denoting the cheam ical potentials for the conduction and
localized electrons, respectively, and N denoting the num ber of atom ic
sites in the unit cell for the given con guration of localized electrons. T he
symbol ; (fw;g) denotes the energy eigenvalues of the band structure for
the given con guration of localized electrons. Since the thermm odynam ic
potential is concave, the phase diagram can be directly determ ined in the
chem icalpotentialsplane 1;32_3', :_33',:_49'] N ext, w e convert the grand canonical
ensem ble nto a canonical ensem ble to determ ne the ground-state phase
diagram as finctions of o and ¢. We nd the ground state is often a
phase separated m xture of two or three di erent phases, which can be
periodic phases, or the segregated phase. T his step of the analysis is quite
com plicated, because an all areas of stability in the grand canonical phase
diagram can correspond to large regions in the canonical phase diagram ,
and vice versa. Finally, we restrict the analysis to the case . = ¢ and
plot the phase diagram as a function of the total ling for each chosen
value of U . This com putational algorithm is illustrated schem atically In
Fig.d.

W e ndthatofthe niial23,755 candidate phases, only 111 can be found
in the ground-state phase diagram for the values ofU that we considered.
Any phase energetically excluded from appearing in the restricted phase
diagram must also be excluded from the com plete phase diagram . W hat
we do not know is how our com puted phase diagram w ill change asm ore
candidate phases are Introduced (@lthough them a prity ofthese additional
phases also won't appear in the phase diagram ).

ITII. RESULTS

T he di erent phases that are stabilized In our restricted phase diagram
can be grouped Into di erent fam ilies that represent di erent types of geo—
m etric arrangem ents of the localized electrons. Unfortunately, there is no
way to rigorously categorize these phases, so the grouping we have chosen
arises In part from our personaltaste n determ ining which phases appear
m ost sin ilar. N evertheless, the groupings we have m ade are In som e sense
\cbvious", and we believe the analysis presented here is a useful way to
categorize and sum m arize the data. W e w ill concentrate on describing dif-
ferent kinds of striped phases that are present in the phase diagram and
we will m otivate som e of the physical principles behind their appearance
in the phase diagram .



W e separate the di erent stable phases into 10 di erent groups. Every
stable phase is labeled by a num ber and depicted in Fjg.ur_Z%. The an alldots
indicate the absence of a localized electron, whilk the large dots indicate
the positions of the localized electrons. In the lower lkeft comer, we shade
in the unit cell of the con guration and we show with the two solid lines
the translation vectors of the unit cell that allow the square lattice to be
tiled by the unit cell. The di erent fam ilies of con gurationsare as follow s:
(d) the empty attice (6 0 and ¢ = 0) denoted E which contains no lo-
calized electrons (con guration 1); (i) the full bttice ( ¢ = O and ¢ = 1)
denoted F which contains a localized electron at each site (con guration
2); ({il) the checkerboard phase (.= ¢ = 1=2) denoted Ch which has the
localized electrons occupying the A sublattice only of the square lattice in
a checkerboard arrangem ent (con guration 3); (iv) diagonal non-neutral
stripe phases (6 1 ¢) denoted D S which consist of diagonal checker—
board phases separated by em pty diagonalstripes ofslope 1 (con guration
4); (v) axial non-neutral checkerboard stripes (6 1 ¢) denoted AChS
w hich consist of checkerboard regions arranged In stripes ordented parallel
to the x-axis and separated by em pty stripes w ith slope 0 (con gurations
5{10); Wi diagonalneutralstripe phases (=1 ¢) denoted DN S which
consist of localized electrons arranged in the checkerboard phase separated
by fully occupied striped regions of slope 1, or equivalently, checkerboard
phasesw ith diagonalantiphase boundaries (con gurations11{19); (vii) ax—
ial non—neutral stripe phases (. 6 1 ¢) denoted A'S which consist of
f1lly occupied vertical (or horizontal) stripes separated by em pty stripes,
which are translationally nvariant in the vertical (or horizontal) direction
(con gurations20{54); (viil) neutralphases ( = 1 £) denoted N which
consist of neutral phases In an arrangem ent that does not look lke any
sin ple stripe phase (som e neutral phases can be described in a stripe pic—
ture, such as con guration 61 which has a slope 1/3 em pty lattice stripe,
but we prefer to refer to them asnon-stripe phases) (con gurations55{70);
(ix) fourm olkcuk phases (6 1 £) denoted 4M w hich can be described
as a \bound" fourm olecule square of em pty sites tiled inside an occupied
lattice fram ework (con gurations 71{74); (x) two-dim ensional non-neutral
phases (6 1 ¢) denoted 2D which consist of phases w ith the local-
ized electrons arranged in a fashion that is not stripe-like and requires a
two-din ensional uni cell to describe them (once again, som e phases lke
con guration 75 could be describbed as a slope 3/2 stripe, but appears to
usm ore lke a 2D phase) (con gurations 75{111).

G enerically, we nd the canonical phase diagram does not contain pure
phases from one of the 111 stable phases, but rather form s m ixtures of
tw o or three periodic phases, or one or two periodic phases and the em pty
lattice which is often needed to get the conduction-electron 1lling correct
In the m xture). W hen we are doped su ciently far from half ling, we
are In the segregated phase, which is a m xture of the E and F phases.

W e consider 5 di erent values ofU in our com putations: U = 1, 2, 4, 6,



and 8. The phase diagram is quite com plex, w th m any ofthe di erent 111
phases appearing for di erent values of U. W e sum m arize which phases
appear in Table g

W e begin our discussion w ith the weak-coupling value U = 1 where 50
phases appear. The phase diagram is summ arized in FJg:fl Weusea
solid line to indicate the region of the particle density where a particular
phase appears In the ground state (either as a pure phase orasam xture).
T he phases that appear in a m Ixture at a given density are found by de—
termm ning the solid vertical lines that intersect a horizontal line drawn to
pass through the given particle density. The phase diagram has shading
Included to separate the regions of the di erent categories of phases. The
num eric labels are shown to m ake it easier to determ ine the actualphases
present in the diagram . W e plot sin ilar phase diagram s or U = 2 (38
phases), 4 (42 phases), 6 (30 phases), and 8 (25 phases) in Figs. {4, re-
goectively. A schem atic phase diagram that illistrates the generic features
of the phase diagram in the electron density, Interaction-strength plane
appears in Fig. §

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 of the
phases have stripe-like structures to them . To begin our discussion ofthese
results,wemust rstrecallthe rigorousresultsknown forthism odel. W hen

e = ¢ = 1=2, the ground state is the checkerboard phase (con guration
3) orallU . This can be seen in all of the phase diagram s plotted. W hen

e = £ ® 1=2, the ground state becom es the phase separated segregated
phase when U is large enough. So there is a sin pli cation in the phase
diagram as we increase U, and the m ost com plex phase diagram appears
In theU ! 0 Im i. That lin it is also the m ost di cul com putationally,
because the di erences In the energiesbetween di erent con gurationsalso
becom es an all for smallU , and the num erical accuracy m ust be huge in
order to achieve trustworthy results. This is why we do not report any
phase diagram swih U < 1 here.

Looking at the U = 8 case shown in Fig. -'_d, we see that as we m ove
away from half 1ling, we initially nd m ixtures between the checkerboard
phase, other diagonal stripe phases, and the em pty lattice. W hen we ex—
am ine the structure factors associated w ith the diagonal stripe phases, we

nd that they tend to have m ore weight along the B rillouin zone diagonal
than elsew here. Hence, these diagonal stripe phases are being stabilized
by a \nearnesting" instability of the noninteracting Femn i surface, and
the overall m ixtures are required to m aintain the average Ilings of the
conduction and localized electrons. A s we move farther from half 1lling,
the checkerboard phase disappears from the m ixtures, and then a series
of neutral phases enter the m ix which retain som e appearance of diago—
nal stripes, but with m ore and m ore \defects" to the stripes that m ake
them look m ore two-din ensional. W e nd the localized electron density
of these phases increases as we reduce the total 1lling, which iswhat we



expect as we m ove tow ard the segregated phase which nvolves a m ixture
ofthe E and F con gurations. Note that the form ation ofm any di erent
stripe phases, occurs w thout needing the long-range C oulom b interaction
to oppose the tendency tow ards phase separation, when we are close to half
lling. Indeed, the ground state is often a phase separated m ixture, but it
is a m xture of stripe-like phases, which occur autom atically, w thout the
need to add any other physics to the system . This regin e, is the closest to
the K ivelson-Em ery picture, but we see it hasm ore com plex behavior than
w hat they envisioned when they exam ined the Hubbard m odel.
Moving on to the U = 6 case In Fjg.-'j, we nd a signi cant change
iIn the phase diagram . The grouping of diagonal stripes near half 1lling
disappears and we instead nd the ground state to Initially be a m xture
betw een the checkerboard phase, a truly two-din ensional screen-like phase
(con guration 108) and the em pty lattice. Here, if we include a long-range
Coulomb interaction, we would lkely form diagonal stripes, but the m ix—
ture would be m ore com plicated because i would inclide this screen-like
structure as well. As we dope further away, we see a an aller num ber of
the neutralphases, which look som ew hat like diagonal stripesw ith a large
num ber of defects In them , and then we go to a very di erent class of
m xtures, dom inated by the presence of the axial stripe phase In con gu—
ration 33. A s that phase becom es destabilized, we nd a cascade ofm any
other axial stripes entering, before the segregated phase takes over. This
transition from diagonal stripes to axial stripes as a function of the elec-
tron 1ing, also occurs because of a \nearnesting" e ect. The structure
factors of the axial stripe phases are peaked predom nantly along the zone
edge, and aswe dope further from half 1ling, this iswhere nesting ism ore
likely to occur. The cascade of stable phases that enter after con gura-—
tion 33 is destabilized, have a progression of the peaks in their structure
factor m oving tow ards the zone center, which is also expected, since they
are progressively heading tow ards the segregated phase. A sin ilar kind
of transition from diagonal stripes to axial stripes is seen In the Hubbard
m odel studies, w ith the criticaldensity lying near 0.375, aswe see here too.
By the tine we decrease to U = 4 shown in Fjg.:_é,we nd even m ore
interesting behavior. Now, when we are near half lling, we nd two
more con gurations, a nonneutral phase (con guration 59) and a two-
din ensionalphase (con guration 109) pining w ith the checkerboard phase
and con guration 108 in the initialm ixtures. Each of these phases looks
like a \square-lattice screen" w ith di ering size \holes" in the screen. T hese
tw o-dim ensional structures are not stripe-like and i would be interesting
to see if they could appear in the Hubbard m odel. A s we dope further
aw ay, we enter the axial stripe region, now dom inated by con guration 20
rst, then there is a cascade to con guration 33, then a cascade to the seg—
regated phase. This value of U is a truly intermm ediate value, where m any
di erent m echanisn s for ordering are present and the system can change
very rapidly In response to a m odi cation in the density.



AsU = 2 (Fjg."gJ), we seem orem odi cations in the phase diagram . N ow
we see other diagonal stripe phases m ixing w ith the checkerboard phase
near half lling. This region would correspond to the Scalapino-W hite
regin €, where the stripe form ation is driven m ore by Interplays between
the kinetic and potential energies and nesting e ects (driven by charge

uctuations in the FK m odeland soin uctuations in the Hubbard m odel) .
In addition, a m uch lJarger num ber ofthe 2D phases enter also close to half
Iing, lustrating the prevalence ofthese \screen-lke" phasesaswell. The
axial stripes also enter as we dope further away from half 1ling, but the
con gurations 20 and 33 are not nearly as stable as they are for slightly
largerU . Here, we see the fourm olecule phases being stabilized jist before

the systam phase separates Into the segregated phase.

Finally, orU = 1, shown in Fig. :_4, the predom inance of the diagonal
stripes, near half 1ling increases now supplem ented by the axial checker—
board stripes, but then there is a plthora ofdi erent 2D phases that also
enter as the system is doped som ewhat farther from half 1ling, then we
see a sim ilarevolution, rstto A S and then to 4M phases before the segre—
gated phase. Here there is a trem endous com plexity to the phase diagram ,
wih many di erent m xtures being present due to the com petition be-
tween kinetic energy and potential energy m Inin ization brought about by
the m any-body aspects of the problem .

T he general picture, illustrated schem atically in Fig. -'_9, now em erges:
near half lling, we often nd diagonal stripes and screen-lke two—
dim ensional phases, then a rapid transition to the segregated phase for
large U . AsU is reduced, we can dope farther away from half 1ling before
segregating, which allow sm any other phases to enter. In particular, there
isa large region of stability foraxialstripes, and asU is reduced further, we
see the em ergence of axial checkerboard stripes close to half 1ling, nearthe
diagonal stripes, and fourm olecule phases appearing near the segregation
boundary.

Iv.. CONCLUSIONS

In thism anuscript w e have num erically studied how the FK m odelm akes
the transition from the checkerboard phase at half lling to the segregated
phase as the density is lowered. Since these two phases are very di erent
from one another, there arem any di erent pathways that onem ight in ag—
Ine the system to take in m aking this crossover. Indeed we nd that the
pathw ay varies dram atically as a function of U . For large U, we have a
relatively sim ple transition between diagonal stripe-lke phases which be-
com em ore tw o-dim ensionalasthe localized electron density increases, until
the system gives way to the segregated phase. As U is lowered, we rst
see tw o-din ensional\screen"-like phases enter, then we see axial stripes



an erge, ollowed by fourm olecule phases and axial checkerboard stripes.
T he com plexity of the phase diagram greatly increases as the 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’t know this answer in particular, but we do know, that of the 23,755
candidate phases only a sm all fraction (111 or 0.5% ) appear in the phase
diagram , so we don’t expect too m any additional phases to appear.

A nother interesting question to ask is how do these results for the FK
m odel shed light on the stripe-form ation problem in the Hubbard m odel.
By continuity, we expect these results not to change too dram atically as
we tum on a an all hopping for the localized electrons (@lthough now we
must sum m arize our results n tem s of correlation functions for the two
kinds of electrons, since both are now m obile). But we also know form any

llings, there will be a \phase transition" as a function of the hopping,
since the ground state of the Hubbard m odel is not ferrom agnetic for all

llings and large U (which is what the segregated phase m aps to In the
Hubbard m odel). The results are lkely to be closer to what happens in
the Hubbard m odel close to half 1ling, because the analogue of the anti-
ferrom agnetic phase is the checkerboard phase, and that is present for all
U in the Hubbard modelat T = 0. In general, we also feel that the FK
m odelphase diagram m ust be m ore com plicated than the Hubbard m odel
phase diagram because of the m obility ofboth electrons in the latter. W e
feel one of the m ost in portant results of this work is that there m ay be
tw o-din ensionalphases that are not stripe like that form ground-state con—

gurations for som e values of the 1lling In the Hubbard m odel, and such
con gurations will be worthwhile to investigate w ith the num erical tech—
niques that currently exist.

In conclusion, we are delighted to be able to shed som e light on the inter—
esting question for the FK m odel ofhow one m akes a transition from the
checkerboard phase at half 1ling to the segregated phase away from half

1ling. Since E lliott Lieb hashad an im portant In pact in proving the sta—
bilization of these two phases, we nd i tting to ask the questions about
how the two phases Interrelate. P erhaps these num erical calculations can
further inspire new rigorous work that helps to identify the pathway be-
tw een these two phases.
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Tables

TABLE I: Summ ary ofthe stability ofdi erent phases forthe vedi erent values
0fU where we perform ed calculations (1, 2, 4, 6, and 8). Each colum n show s the
phases that appear in the phasg diagram for a given value of U . The numbers

correspond to the labels in Fjg.ﬁ.

Phase category U =1 U=2 U =4 U=6 U=28
E 1 1 1 1 1
F 2 2 2 2 2
Ch 3 3 3 3 3
DS 4
AChS 5-10
DNS 11-14 14-19
AS 20, 26-33 20, 2840 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: Bandstructure along the irreducible wedge ofthe square lattice B rillouin
zone fDr the truly two-din ensional con guration num bered 108 and depicted In
Fig. E In panel (@) we plbt the band structure and the densiy of states for
U = 2. In panel ) we show the same orU = 4. Note how there is less band
overlap as U increases.

FIG.2: Flw chart that illustrates the algorithm em ployed to calculate the
phase diagram of the FalicovK im ballm odel. N ote that of the 23,755 candidate
phases, only 111 appear in the restricted phase diagram .

FIG .3: Picture of the con gurations of the localized electrons that appear in
the restricted phase diagram . T he lJarge dots refer to sites occupied by localized
electrons, and the am allcircles denote em pty sites. T he shaded region in the lower
Jeft comer show s the unit cell, and the line segm ent show s the translation vector
that is used to tile the two dim ensional plane. Each of the 111 con gurations is
assigned a num ber, and we also note the size and shape of the unit cell and the
Jocalized electron 1ling in parenthesis above each panel.

FIG .4: Phasediagram forU = 1. The solid lines show the regions of electron
density w here a particularphase appears (eitherasa single phaseorasam xture).
T he horizontal axis labels the di erent con gurations that are present, and the
shading helps to distinguish the di erent categories of the phases. T he num bers
are included as a guide to m ake it easier to identify the di erent stable phases In
the diagram .

Il
N

FIG .5: Phase diagram forU . The notation is the same as in Fig.

FIG.6: Phase diagram forU = 4. The notation is the sam e as in F i.

I
oy
[

FIG.7: Phase diagram forU . The notation isthe sameasin Fig. 3.

. The notation is the sam e as in Fjg.:ﬁi.

Il
©

FIG.8: Phase diagram forU

FIG.9: Scheamatic phase diagram which indicates the di erent categories of
phases that appear In the restricted phase diagram .
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