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Phase diagram ofthe frustrated H ubbard m odel
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TheM ott-Hubbard m etal-insulatortransition in theparam agneticphaseoftheone-band Hubbard

m odelhas long been used to describe sim ilar features in realm aterials like V 2O 3. Here we show

thatthistransition ishidden insidea ratherrobustantiferrom agnetic insulatoreven in thepresence

ofcom paratively strong m agneticfrustration.Thisresultraisesthequestion oftherelevanceofthe

M ott-Hubbard m etal-insulator transition for the generic phase diagram ofthe one-band Hubbard

m odel.

The m icroscopic description ofm agnetism and m etal-

insulatortransitionsconstitutesoneofthem ajorresearch

activitiesin m odern solid state theory. Especially tran-

sition m etalcom pounds like V 2O 3,LaTiO 3,NiS2� xSex

and the cuprates show m etal-insulator transitions and

m agnetic order depending on com position,pressure or

other controlparam eters [1]. The param agnetic insu-

lating phase observed in these m aterials is believed to

be a so-called M ott-Hubbard insulator due to electron-

electron correlations;in contrastto Slaterorband insu-

latorslike SrTiO 3.

The sim plest m odelshowing both m agnetism and a

correlation-induced m etal-insulator transition (M IT) is

the one-band Hubbard m odel[2]

H = �
X

i;j;�

tijc
y

i�cj� +
U

2

X

i�

ni�ni�� : (1)

Considerable progress in understanding the physics of

this sim ple but nevertheless non-trivialm odelhas been

achieved in the lastdecade through the developm entof

the dynam icalm ean-�eld theory (DM FT) [3,4,5]. In

particular,the phase diagram forthe unfrustrated Hub-

bard m odelisvery wellunderstood [4,5].Athalf-�lling

the physics is dom inated by an antiferrom agnetic in-

sulating phase (AFI) for allU > 0 with a m axim um

TN � 0:15W around U � W ,whereW isthebandwidth

ofthe non-interacting system .For�nite doping,the an-

tiferrom agnetic phase persistsup to a criticaldoping �c

[6]and in addition shows phase separation [7,8]. For

very largevaluesofU the antiferrom agneticphase isre-

placed by asm allregion ofNagaokatypeferrom agnetism

[9,10,11].

Under rather specialassum ptions [12], it is possible

to introducecom pletem agneticfrustration and suppress

the antiferrom agnetic phase. In this case,a transition

from a param agnetic m etal(PM )to a param agnetic in-

sulator(PI)becom esvisible athalf�lling. AtT = 0 it

occursata value ofthe Coulom b param eterUc � 1:5W

[5,6,13]. Interestingly,the transition is of�rst order

[5, 14]for T > 0 with a second order end point at a

Tc � 0:017W and Uc � 1:2W .Note thatTc � T m ax

N .

A closer look at the phase diagram ofV 2O 3 [15]re-

vealsastrikingly sim ilarscenario,and indeed theDM FT

resultsfortheHubbard m odelhavebeen used asa qual-

itative explanation [5,16]. For a proper description of

this m aterial,however,the antiferrom agnetic phase be-

low TN � 160K [15]hasto betaken into account.Itwas

arguedand generallyaccepted [5]thattheintroduction of

partialm agnetic frustration willlead to the anticipated

situation,where the M IT extendsbeyond the antiferro-

m agnetic phase at low tem peratures. The m erging of

these two transitionspresentsan interesting problem on

itsown,because itiscom m only believed thatthe m ag-

netictransition should beofsecond order.Furtherm ore,

previous results for a system with m agnetic frustration

show,in addition to the desired e�ect ofreducing TN ,

an extended antiferrom agneticm etallic (AFM )phase at

sm allU , preceeding the transition to the AFI [5, 17].

Thisobservation suggestsan appealingpossibility tolink

the M IT in the param agnetic phase with a transition

from an AFM to an AFI.

In thispaper,wepresentresultsfrom a calculation us-

ing W ilson’s num ericalrenorm alization group approach

(NRG ) [18]and exact diagonalization techniques (ED)

[20]tosolvetheDM FT equations[5,19]fortheHubbard

m odelwith m agneticfrustration athalf�lling.W eshow

thatfrustration ofthem agneticinteractionsthrough in-

corporation ofsuitablelong-rangehopping doesnotlead

to the previously reported sequence PM $ AFM $ AFI

with an extended region ofan AFM at T = 0 [5,17].

Instead, we observe a �rst-order transition PM $ AFI.

Furtherm ore,the reduction ofTN is too sm allto result

in the qualitativephase diagram ofV 2O 3.

The naturalchoiceforstudying the e�ectofm agnetic

frustration isthe sim ple hypercubic lattice with nearest

and next-nearestneighbor hopping. In the DM FT,the

latticestructureonlyentersviathedispersion ofthenon-

interacting band states,and the corresponding k sum s

can conveniently betransform ed intoenergyintegralsus-

ingthefreedensity ofstates(DO S)[5].A furthersim pli-

�cation arisesifoneconsiderslatticesin thelim itoflarge

coordination num ber.Especially forthesim plehypercu-

biclatticetheDO S then becom esa G aussian [3,12]and

the integralscan be perform ed analytically [4].

The investigation ofm agnetic properties is straight-

forward,too.In the case ofthe N�eelstate,the lattice is

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308202v1
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divided intoA and B sublatticeswhich resultsin am atrix

structure ofthe DM FT equations[5]. An antiferrom ag-

netic N�eelorder then corresponds to a �nite staggered

m agnetization m S > 0 with m A = m S and m B = � mS.

Unfortunately,the G aussian DO S ofthe hypercubic lat-

ticehasno realband edges,butstretchesto in�nity;the

resulting exponentialtails therefore preventa cleardis-

tinction between m etaland insulator at T = 0,as has

been observed in a Hartree calculation forthe hypercu-

bic latticewith next-nearestneighborhopping [21].

G eorgesetal.[5]suggested an extension oftheDM FT

equationsfortheBethelatticewhich introducesm agnetic

frustration with the DO S having �nite support;thisre-

sultsin an analyticallytractableform oftheDM FT equa-

tionseven forthe AB-lattice.

For the standard Bethe lattice with nearest-neighbor

hoppingtand in thelim itofin�nitecoordination num ber

the DM FT equationson an AB-lattice acquire the form

[5]

G A �(z)=
1

z+ � � �A �(z)�
t2

4
G B �(z)

;

G B �(z)=
1

z+ � � �B �(z)�
t2

4
G A �(z)

:

(2)

Frustration isthen introduced viaadditionalterm sin the

denom inatorsof(2)[5,17]

G A �(z)=
1

z+ � � �A �(z)�
t2
1

4
G B �(z)�

t2
2

4
G A �(z)

;

G B �(z)=
1

z+ � � �B �(z)�
t2
1

4
G A �(z)�

t2
2

4
G B �(z)

;

(3)

and theconstraintt2 = t2
1
+ t2

2
.In theparam agneticcase,

theequations(3)reducetothoseofastandard Bethelat-

tice which,forexam ple,resultin the well-studied M ott-

transition. Furtherm ore, despite the frustration intro-

duced,the system isstillparticle-holesym m etric.Espe-

cially for half�lling this feature reduces the num erical

e�ort quite drastically. Note that a sim ilar suggestion

existsforthe hypercubic lattice[12],too.

Invoking the sym m etry G A �(z) = G B ��(z) valid for

the N�eelstate,eqs.(3)reduce to two coupled nonlinear

equationswhich wesolveiteratively.In thecourseofthe

iterations,the quantity ��(z)hasto be calculated from

the solution ofa generalized single im purity Anderson

m odel[5]. Forthattask we em ploy the NRG [18],suit-

ably extended to treatspin-polarized situations[8,22].

Let us �rst discuss the results for the m agnetization

as function of U for T = 0. In the following, we �x

t2=t1 = 1=
p
3 � 0:58 [23]and use the bandwidth W

ofthe non-interacting system as our energy scale. The

NRG results in Fig.1 (circles) show a com pletely dif-

ferentbehaviorascom pared to theED data (diam onds)

from ref.17.Instead ofacontinuousincreaseofthestag-

0.5 1

U/W

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

m
s

NRG

ED (6 sites)

Chitra et al.

Hartree solution

FIG .1:Staggered m agnetization m S asfunction ofU atT =

0.Thecirclesaretheresultsfrom NRG ;thetrianglesfrom an

ED calculation for6 sites,whilethediam ondsaretaken from

ref.17. For com parison,the results ofa Hartree calculation

are given by the crosses.

gered m agnetization m S for U > Uc � 0:4W as sug-

gested by both a Hartree calculation (crosses) and the

datafrom ref.17,we�nd ajum p in m S ataconsiderably

larger Uc � 0:9W . To clarify this discrepancy,we per-

form ed ED calculations,resulting in thetrianglesshown

in Fig.1.W e�nd good agreem entwith ourNRG results,

thetransition system aticallyapproachingtheNRG curve

with increasingsizeofthesystem diagonalized in theED

procedure.W e furtherm oreobserved a ratherstrong de-

pendence ofthe ED results on details ofthe num erical

procedure,especially on the energy cuto� introduced in

calculating G (z). Decreasing this cuto� system atically

shiftsthe ED resulttowardsthe one found in [17]. The

NRG ,on theotherhand,isstablewith respecttochanges

in the param eterscontrolling itsnum ericalaccuracy.

-1.5 -1 -0.5 0 0.5 1 1.5
ω

0

0.5

1

1.5

A
↑(ω

)

U/W=0.85, pm
U/W=0.9, afi

FIG .2: D ensity ofstates for spin up on an A lattice site as

function offrequency.

Anotherim portantquestion istheexistenceofan anti-
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ferrom agneticm etallic solution ofthe DM FT equations.

Figure 2 showsthe NRG resultsforthe DO S forT = 0

and spin up on an A lattice site. Due to particle-hole

sym m etry theDO S forspin down on A sites(orspin up

on B sites) can be obtained by ! ! � !. The fulland

dashed linesrepresentthe AFIsolution forU & Uc and

the PM solution for U % Uc,respectively. Clearly,the

m agneticsolution isinsulatingwith a well-developed gap

at the Ferm ienergy. Q uite generally,we were not able

to �nd a stableAFM solution atT = 0.

The discontinuity in the staggered m agnetization m S

atthetransition PM $ AFIim pliesa�rstordertransition

and theexistenceofa hysteresisregion.Indeed,starting

0.85 0.9 0.95 1
U/W

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

m(U) from AFI
A(0) from PM
A(0) from AFI
m(U) from PM

FIG .3:Staggered m agnetization (solid lines)and totalD O S

at the Ferm ienergy (dashed lines) as function ofU in the

vicinity ofUc forT = 0:0155W .Thearrowsindicatethatthe

D M FT solutions have been obtained by either increasing U

(! )ordecreasing U ( ).

from theparam agnetatU � Uc and increasingU results

in a m agnetization curvedi�erentfrom theoneobtained

by starting atU � Uc and decreasing U .Thisisappar-

entfrom Fig.3(fulllines)wherearegion ofhysteresiscan

beobserved in thestaggered m agnetization (fortem per-

atureT = 0:0155W ).Atthesam etim ethetotalDO S at

the Ferm ienergy A(0)= A "(0)+ A #(0) shows hystere-

sis between m etallic and insulating behavior in exactly

the sam e U region.Note,thatdue to the �nite tem per-

ature the DO S atthe Ferm ilevelis notexactly zero in

the N�eelstate,butstrongly reduced ascom pared to the

m etal[14].

It is ofcourse im portantto verify thatthe hysteresis

found forsm allU isnotsom ekind ofartefact.Thiscan

m ostconveniently beshown by looking atthetransition

atlarge U . Due to the m apping ofthe Hubbard m odel

to a Heisenberg m odelin thisregim e,one should expect

the transition to be ofsecond order,with the staggered

m agnetization vanishingcontinouslylikem S /
p
TN � T

when approaching TN from below. That this is indeed

the case is apparent from Fig. 4, where we show the

0 0.1 0.2 0.3
(T

N
-T)/T

N

0

0.5

m
S2

FIG .4:Squared staggered m agnetization m S asfunction ofT

atU=W = 2.Notethatm
2

S
vanishescontinously like TN � T

asT & TN .

squared staggered m agnetization as function of T for

U=W = 2. The transition is thus ofsecond order with

the expected m ean-�eld exponent in this region ofthe

phasediagram .

Collecting the resultsforthe transitionsand the hys-

teresis region for di�erent tem peratures leads to the

phase diagram in Fig.5. An enlarged view ofthe re-

0 1 2
U/W

0

0.05

0.1

T
/W

0.85 0.9 0.95 1
0

0.01

0.02

0.03

PM

AFI

AFI

PM

FIG .5:M agneticphasediagram fortheHubbard m odelwith

frustration as de�ned by eqs.(3) and t2=t1 = 1=
p
3. The

dotted linesinside the AFIdenote the coexistence region for

the param agnetic M IT.The insetshows an enlarged view of

the region with coexistence ofPM and AFI.

gion showing coexistence of PM and AFI is given in

the inset, where the fullline represents the transition

PM ! AFI with increasing U and the dashed line the

transition AFI! PM with decreasing U .Thesetwo lines

seem to m erge at a value ofU � W for this particular

valueoft2,with a criticaltem peratureforthisendpoint

Tc � 0:02W . Note that,even in the presence ofsuch a

sizeable t2,the antiferrom agnetic phase stillcom pletely
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encom passesthe param agnetic M IT (dotted linesin the

m ain panelofFig.5 [14]).

It is,ofcourse,interesting to see how the m agnetic

phase evolves with increasing t2 and in particular how

itsboundarycrossestheparam agneticM IT.W e�nd that

increasing t2 does notchange the form ofthe m agnetic

phasein Fig.5 qualitatively,butm ainly shiftsthe lower

T

t
2
/t

1
<0.75 (a)

(c)

(b)

T

t
2
/t

1
>0.75

U

T

t
2
/t

1
→1

AFI PI

PM PI
AFI

PM PI
AFI

FIG .6: Schem atic evolution ofthe m agnetic phase diagram

with increasing frustration.The dotson the phasetransition

linesdenotethecriticalendpointsofthe�rstordertransitions.

criticalU and decreases the m axim um TN . The calcu-

lated estim atesforthosetwo quantitiesasfunction oft2

lead totheschem aticevolution ofthephasediagram pre-

sented in Fig.6a-c.Here,only thetruephaseboundaries

are shown. A directcalculation ofthe free energy at�-

nitetem peraturesispresently notpossiblewith theNRG

m ethod,so wecannotcalculatetheactualtransition line

separating the param agnetic and AF phases. The tran-

sition lines in Fig.6a-c are therefore a guide to the eye

only.Forthe M otttransition,the position ofthe actual

transition line hasbeen calculated in ref.24.

Figure 6a showsthe qualitative phase diagram corre-

sponding to Fig.5 with thelineof�rstordertransitions

ending in a criticalpoint. Upon further increasing the

value oft2,the �rstordertransition linesfrom both the

PM $ AFIand the M otttransition cross(Fig.6b),thus

exposing a �niteregion oftheM ottinsulatorand a tran-

sition PI$ AFI.Finally,foreven highervaluesoft2,the

PM $ AFItransition atT = 0 approachestheM otttran-

sition and TN isreduced signi�cantly(Fig.6c).Notethat

in the lim iting case t2 = t1 the AFI phase com pletely

vanishes due to the structure of the DM FT equations

(3).However,fort2 ! t1 thereisalwaysa �niteantifer-

rom agnetic exchange J / (t2
1
� t2

2
)=U which issu�cient

tostabilizean antiferrom agneticground stateforU > Uc

ofthe M otttransition.

From these resultswe conclude thatfrustration asin-

troduced via eqs.(3)isnotsu�cientto qualitatively re-

produce the phase diagram ofm aterials like V 2O 3. In

particular,the M otttransition extendsbeyond the AFI

region only forunphysically largevaluesoft2.

The question rem ains whether it is possible at allto

reproduce qualitatively the scenario observed in V 2O 3

within a one-band m odel.Based on ourresultsreported

here, we rather believe that one has to take into ac-

countadditionaldegreesoffreedom ,forexam plephonons

(within a Holstein-Hubbard m odel)ororbitaldegenera-

cies(within a m ulti-band Hubbard m odel).
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