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Abstract

W ediscussthem agneticphasesoftheHubbard m odelforthehoneycom b latticeboth in two and

three spatialdim ensions.A ground state phase diagram isobtained depending on the interaction

strength U and electronic density n.W e �nd a �rstorderphasetransition between ferrom agnetic

regionswherethespin ism axim ally polarized (Nagaoka ferrom agnetism )and regionswith sm aller

m agnetization (weak ferrom agnetism ). W hen taking into account the possibility ofspiralstates,

we �nd that the lowest critical U is obtained for an ordering m om entum di�erent from zero.

The evolution of the ordering m om entum with doping is discussed. The m agnetic excitations

(spin waves) in the antiferrom agnetic insulating phase are calculated from the random -phase-

approxim ation for the spin susceptibility. W e also com pute the spin uctuation correction to

the m ean �eld m agnetization by virtualem ission/absorpion ofspin waves. In the large U lim it,

the renorm alized m agnetization agrees qualitatively with the Holstein-Prim ako� theory of the

Heisenberg antiferrom agnet,although the latterapproach producesa largerrenorm alization.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,75.10.Lp,75.30.Ds,75.30.K z,81.05.Uw
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The interest in strongly correlated system s in frustrated latticeshasincreased recently

becauseofthepossiblerealization ofexoticm agneticstates[1],spin and chargeseparation

in two dim ensions[2],and thediscovery ofsuperconductivity in NaxCoO 2.yH 2O [3].M any

researchershavediscussed superconductivity in non-Bravaislattices,m ainly using selfcon-

sistentspin uctuation approachesto the problem [4{6]. The honeycom b lattice,which is

m ade oftwo inter-penetrating triangular lattices,has received specialattention after the

discovery ofsuperconductivity in M gB2 [7]. Additionally,the honeycom b lattice hasbeen

shown tostagem any di�erenttypesofexoticphysicalbehaviorsin m agnetism and thegrow-

ing experim entalevidence ofnon-Ferm iliquid behaviorin graphite hasled to the study of

electron-electron correlationsand quasi-particlelifetim esin graphite[8].

Around a decade ago,Sorella and Tossatti[9]found that the Hubbard m odelin the

half-�lled honeycom b lattice would exhibit a M ott-Hubbard transition at �nite U. Their

M onte Carlo results were con�rm ed by variationalapproaches and reproduced by other

authors[10,11].Asim portantastheexistence oftheM ott-Hubbard transition in strongly

correlated electron system s is the possible realization of Nagaoka ferrom agnetism . The

triangular,the honeycom b and the Kagom �e lattices were studied,but a strong tendency

for a Nagaoka type ground state was found only in non-bipartite lattices (triangular and

Kagom e)[12].On theotherhand,thee�ectoflongrangeinteractionsin half�lled sheetsof

graphitewasconsidered from am ean �eld pointofview,using an extended Hubbard m odel.

A large region ofthe phase diagram having a charge density wave ground state wasfound

[13]. M ore recently,the existence ofa new m agnetic excitation in param agnetic graphite

hasbeen claim ed [14],butitsexistence wasreanalyzed by two ofthepresentauthors[15].

In this work the m agnetic phases ofthe Hubbard m odelin the honeycom b lattice are

studied.In addition to thetwo-dim ensionalproblem wealso addressthethree-dim ensional

system com posed ofstacked layers. The criticallines associated with instabilities ofthe

param agnetic phase are obtained in the U;n plane (interaction versus particle density).

Spiralspin phasesare also considered. A ground state phase diagram containing ferro and

antiferrom agnetic orderisobtained. Interestingly,we �nd ferrom agnetic regionswith fully

polarized spin in the vicinity ofregionswith sm allerm agnetization. The transitionsfrom

oneto theotherarediscontinuous.
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W e also address the calculation ofthe m agnetic excitations (spin waves) in the half-

�lled antiferrom agnetic honeycom b layer within the random -phase-approxim ation (RPA).

Itisknown thatthe Hartree-Fock-RPA theory ofthe half-�lled Hubbard m odeliscorrect

in both weak and strongly interacting lim its: atstrong coupling,the spin wave dispersion

obtained in RPA agrees with the Holstein-Prim ako� theory for the Heisenberg m odel;at

interm ediate interactions (U=t � 6),the RPA dispersion shows excellent agreem ent with

experim ent [16,17]. The Hartree-Fock-RPA theory should,therefore,be considered as a

usefullstarting point to study the interm ediate coupling regim e. Starting from the spin

wavespectrum obtained in RPA theory,wecalculatethequantum uctuationscorrection to

theground statem agnetization arising from virtualem ission/reabsorption ofspin waves.In

the strong coupling lim it,we �nd a ground statem agnetization which isabout67% offull

polarization.Thisisnotso greata reduction aspredicted by theHolstein-Prim ako� theory

oftheHeisenberg m odel,which isabout48% .

Our paper is organized as follows: in section IIwe introduce the Ham iltonian and its

m ean �eld treatm ent. In section III,we discuss the possibility ofa wellde�ned m agnetic

excitation in the param agnetic phase. In the ordered phase at half�lling,the spin wave

spectrum iscom puted and the e�ectofdi�erenthopping term sin the spin wave spectrum

isdiscussed.In section IV,them agneticinstability linesareobtained and thepossibility of

spiralspin phasesforn < 1 isdiscussed.Thecorresponding lowestcriticalU isdeterm ined

as function ofthe ordering wave-vector q. Section V is devoted to the phase diagram of

the system ,where two di�erenttypesofferrom agnetism arefound.The �rstordercritical

lines separating the three ordered phases are determ ined. Section VIcontains a study of

therenorm alization ofthe electron’sspectralfunction and m agnetization by the spin wave

excitations.

II. M O D EL H A M ILT O N IA N

The m agnetic properties of the honeycom b lattice is discussed in the context of the

Hubbard m odel,which isde�ned as

Ĥ = �
X

i;j;�

ti;jĉ
y

i;�ĉj;� + U
X

i

ĉ
y

i;"
ĉi;"ĉ

y

i;#
ĉi;# � �

X

i;�

ĉ
y

i;�ĉi;� ; (1)
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whereti;j arehopping integrals,U istheonsiterepulsion and � denotesthechem icalpoten-

cial.Thehoneycom b latticeisnota Bravaislatticesincetherearetwo atom sperunitcell.

Therefore,itisconvenientto de�netwo sublattices,A and B ,asshown in Figure1.

FIG .1:Prim itive vectorsforthehoneycom b lattice and thecorresponding Brillouin zone.

Theexpressionsforthelatticevectorsare

a1 =
a

2
(3;

p
3;0); a2 =

a

2
(3;�

p
3;0); a3 = c(0;0;1): (2)

where a isthe length ofthe hexagon side and c isthe interlayer distance. The reciprocal

latticevectorsaregiven by

b1 =
2�

3a
(1;

p
3;0); b2 =

2�

3a
(1;�

p
3;0); b3 =

2�

c
(0;0;1): (3)

Thenearestneighborsofan atom belonging to theA sublatticeare:

�1 =
a

2
(1;

p
3;0) �2 =

a

2
(1;�

p
3;0) �3 = �ax̂ �

00= � ĉz (4)

whilethesecond nearestneighbors(in theplane)are:�01 = �a1;�
0
2 = �a2;�

0
3 = �(a2 � a1).

In abroken sym m etry state,antiferrom agnetic(AF)orderisdescribed by theaveragelattice

siteoccupation:

< n̂j;� >=
n

2
�
m

2
� cos(cQz)

8
<

:

+;j2 A

�;j2 B
(5)

wherethez�axisordering vectorQ = (0;0;Q z)willbeused when studying m ulti-layers,n

denotestheelectron density,m isthestaggered m agnetization,and � = �1.W eintroduce

�eld operatorsforeach sublatticesatisfying theusualFouriertransform ations:

â
y

i2A ;� =
1

p
N

X

k

e
ik� Riâ

y

k�
; b̂

y

i2B ;� =
1

p
N

X

k

e
ik� Rib̂

y

k�
(6)
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(where N denotes the num ber ofunit cells). W ithin a Hartree-Fock decoupling ofthe

Hubbard interaction in (1)weobtain an e�ective Ham iltonian m atrix

Ĥ =
X

k�

[̂a
y

k�
b̂
y

k�
]

2

4
H 11 H 12

H 21 H 22

3

5

2

4
âk�

b̂k�

3

5 ; (7)

with m atrix elem entsgiven by

H 11 = D (k)+ U
n � �m

2
; H 12 = �k = H

�
21; H 22 = D (k)+ U

n + �m

2
(8)

where

�k = �t
X

�

e
ik� �

; D (k)= �
0
k � 2t00cos(ckz)� �; �

0
k = �t0

X

�0

e
ik� �0

: (9)

In the above equations t and t0 are the �rst and second neighbor hopping integrals,re-

spectively,whilet00describesinterlayerhopping.Thedispersion relation forthecasewhere

t0= t00= 0 is

j�kj= t

q

3+ 2cos(
p
3aky)+ 4cos(3akx=2)cos(

p
3aky=2): (10)

Diagonalization ofthee�ectiveHam iltonian yieldsatwo band spectrum .Theband energies

are:

E � (k)= D (k)+
U

2
n �

r
�
Um

2

�2
+ j�kj

2: (11)

Because therearetwo sublattices,theM atsubara Green’sfunction isa 2� 2 m atrix whose

elem entsaregiven by:

Gaa
� (i!;k) =

X

j= �

jA �;jj
2

i! � E j(k)
(12)

Gab
� (i!;k) =

X

j= �

A �;jB
�
�;j

i! � E j(k)
(13)

Gba
� (i!;k) =

X

j= �

A �
�;jB �;j

i! � E j(k)
(14)

Gbb
� (i!;k) =

X

j= �

jB �;jj
2

i! � E j(k)
(15)

wherethecoherencefactorsare:

jA �;�(k)j
2 =

1

2

h

1�
Um �

2E � (k)

i

jB �;� (k)j
2 =

1

2

h

1+
Um �

2E � (k)

i

(16)

A �;�(k)B
�
�;� (k) = �

�(k)

2E � (k)
(17)
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In theferrom agnetic(F)phase,thesiteoccupation isthesam eforboth sublattices:

< n̂j;� >=
n

2
+
m

2
� j2 A;B : (18)

In thiscasethequasiparticleenergy bandsaregiven by

E
�
� (k)= D (k)+

U

2
(n � �m )� j�kj: (19)

Intheparam agneticphaseofthesystem theenergiesand propagatorsaresim plyobtained

by setting m = 0 in the equationsabove.The density ofstatesofsingle electronsisshown

in Figure 2 againstparticle density and energy. In the two upperpanelswe have included

a second-neighborhopping while in the two lowerpanelsonly nearestneighborcoupling is

considered. An im portantfeature isthat�(�)vanisheslinearly with � aswe approach the

half�lled lim it,both fort0= 0 and t06= 0.Thisisrelated to the K -pointsofthe Brillouin

Zone(seeFigure1),wheretheelectron dispersion becom eslinear:

E (k)� �t
3a

2
jdkj

(dk denotesthedeviation from theK -point).Thisdispersion iscalled the\Diraccone".
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FIG .2: Single particle density ofstates,�(�),forindependentelectronsin an honeycom b lattice.

The leftand rightpanelsshow �(�)asfunction ofenergy and electron density,respectively. The

solid linerefersto t0= � 0:2 and thedashed line to t0= 0.
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III. C O LLEC T IV E EX C ITAT IO N S AT H A LF FILLIN G

Them agneticexcitationsareobtained from thepolesofthetransversespin susceptibility

tensor,�,which isde�nded,in M atsubara form ,as

�
i;j

+ � (q;i!n)=

Z
1=T

0

d�e
i!n �hT�Ŝ

+

i (q;� )̂S
�
j (�q;0)i (20)

wherei;j= a;blabelthetwo sublattices(notlatticepoints)and S+

i (q);S
�
j (q)denotethe

spin-raising and lowering operatorsforeach sublattice.

In theparam agnetic,F,orAF phases,thezeroordersusceptibility isjustasim plebubble

diagram with theGreen’sfunctionsgiven in equations(12)-(15):

�
(0)i;j

+ � (q;i!n)= �
T

N

X

k;!m

G
ji

"
(k;i!n)G

ij

#
(k � q;i!n � i!m ) (21)

Going beyond m ean-�eld,the random -phase-approxim ation (RPA)resultforthe suscepti-

bility tensorisobtained from theDyson equation

� = �
0 + U�

0
� ) � =

h

Î� U�
0

i� 1
�
0 (22)

where Î denotes the 2� 2 identity m atrix. The poles ofthe susceptibility tensor,corre-

sponding to them agneticexcitations,arethen obtained from thecondition:

Det

h

Î� U�
0

i

= 0: (23)

W enotethatthetensorialnatureofthespin susceptibility isa consequence oftherebeing

two sitesperunitcelland isnotrelated to them agneticorderin thesystem .

A . M agnetic excitations in a single param agnetic layer

Herewediscussthepossibility ofexistenceofm agneticexcitationsin asinglehoneycom b

param agneticlayer.Ourinterestin thisproblem stem sfrom arecentclaim ,byBaskaran and

Jafari[14],whorecently proposed theexistenceofaneutralspin collectivem odein graphene

sheets.In thecalculationsofRef.[14]a half-�lled Hubbard m odelin thehoneycom b lattice

(with t0 = t00 = 0) was considered but the tensorialcharacter ofthe susceptibility was

neglected [15]. Since inelastic neutron scattering can be used to study thisspin collective

m ode in graphite,we decided to re-exam ine thisproblem taking into accountthe tensorial

natureofthetransverse spin susceptibility.
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Collective m agneticm odeswith frequency ! and m om entum q aredeterm ined from the

condition (23)afterperform ing the analytic continuation i! ! ! + i0+ . The determ inant

isgiven by

D + � (q;!)= 1� 2U�
(0)aa

+ � + U
2

h

(�
(0)aa

+ � )2 � �
(0)ab

+ � �
(0)ba

+ �

i

; (24)

wherewehavetaken into accountthatin a param agneticsystem �
(0)aa

+ � = �
(0)bb

+ � .Below the

particle-hole continuum ofexcitations,the spectral(delta-function contributions) part in

�
(0)ij

+ � (q;! + i0+ )vanishesand there isthe additionalrelation �
(0)ba

+ � = (�
(0)ab

+ � )�. Collective

m odesareonly wellde�ned outsidetheparticle-holecontinuum (insidethecontinuum they

becom eLandau dam ped).W esearched[15]forwellde�ned m agneticm odes,!(q),below the

continuum ofparticle-holeexcitations,and found nosolutionsforanyvalueoftheinteraction

U. In Figure 1 ofRef. [15]we plotD + � (q;!)foreightdi�erentq-vectorsand ! ranging

from zero to thepointwheretheparticle-holecontinuum begins.Ouranalysisrevealsthat

the fulltensorialstructure ofthe Hubbard m odel’s RPA susceptibility in the honeycom b

latticedoesnotpredicta collective m agneticm ode.

B . Spin w aves in the antiferrom agnetic layer

Thespin wavedispersion !(q)fortheAF layerwith oneelectron persitecan beobtained

from equations (21) and (23) using expressions (12)-(15)for the propagators. Spin wave

spectra,fordi�erentvaluesofsecond-neighborhopping,t0,areploted in Figures3and 4.In

thelargeU lim it,spin waveenergiesagreewith thoseobtained from theHolstein-Prim ako�

theory oftheHeisenberg m odel.W egivean analyticalderivation ofthislim itin Appendix

B.TheHolstein-Prim ako� resultfortheHeisenberg m odelin thehoneycom b lattice,which

isderived in Appendix C,can bewritten as

!H P (q)= JS
p
z2 � j�(q)j2: (25)

Thisresultcan be m apped on the Hubbard m odelprovided thatJ = 4t2=U and S = 1=2.

Figure3 showsthespin wave energiesforthe2D lattice(t0= 0)along a closed path in the

Brillouin Zone.Energiesin Figure3 arenorm alized by theHolstein-Prim akov resultatthe

K -point,!H P (K )(see Figure 1). Itcan be seen thatthe resultsforU = 8 are very close

to the asym ptotic behavior ofthe RPA,whereas,for sm aller U,the spin wave energy is

reduced.Thee�ectoft0on !(q)isdepicted in Figure4.Itisofparticularinterestthefact
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thatthedispersion along theX � K direction isalm ostabsentforU � 4.The presence of

t0doesnotchangethise�ect.

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

ω
(q

x,
q y)/

ω
H

P
(K

)

HPB
RPA, U=8
RPA, U=4
RPA, U=3

Γ X K Γ

FIG .3: Spin-wave excitation spectrum forseveralvaluesofU . The dashed-dotted line gives the

Holstein-Prim ako� resultforthe Heisenberg antiferrom agnetin thehoneycom b lattice.
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P
(K

)

U=8, t’=0
U=4, t’=0
U=8, t’=-0.2
U=4, t’=-0.2

Γ X K Γ

FIG .4:Spin-wave excitation spectrum forseveralvaluesofU and t06= 0.

IV . M A G N ET IC IN STA B ILIT IES

Them agneticinstabilitiesin theparam agneticphasecan beobtained from thedivergence

oftheRPA susceptibilitiesatcriticalvaluesoftheinteraction,Uc,drivingthesystem towards
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a m agnetically ordered phase. Ata given electron density n we always�nd two instability

solutions,one ferrom agnetic and one antiferrom agnetic. One ofthese solutionsm inim izes

the free energy. Since Uc is determ ined from D + � (q;0) = 0, taking into account that

�
(0)aa

+ � = �
(0)bb

+ � and �
(0)ab

+ � = (�
(0)ba

+ � )� in theparam agneticphase,weobtain:

Uc =
1

�
(0)aa

+ � � j�
(0)ab

+ � j
: (26)

Figure 5 showsUc obtained from the static uniform susceptibilities(q = 0 and ! = 0),as

a function ofelectron density forvariousvaluesoft0.Detailed equationsforthe instability

linesaregiven in AppendixA.TheleftpanelofFigure5referstothe2D case,corresponding

toasinglehoneycom b layer,whereastherightpanelreferstothe3D system with aconstant

interlayerhopping t00= 0:1.The Van-Hove singularity (associated with theX point)plays

an im portantroleatdensity n = 0:75 in the2D case,independently oft0.
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n

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

t’ increasing

t’ decreasing

PARA

FERRO

PARA
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PARA
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PARA

FERRO
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FERRO

FERRO

ANTIFERRO
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FIG .5: left panel: E�ect oft0 on the instability lines,as determ ined from the equation (26),

for a single honeycom b layer. right panel: E�ect oft0 on the instability lines,as determ ined

from equation (26),fora layered honeycom b. Thispaneldi�ersfrom the otherinasm uch a sm all

t00= 0:1 hoping term wasincluded coupling the 2D layers.

Aswehavealready m entioned,thetwo solutionsofEq.(26)correspond to two di�erent

m agnetic transitions,one between a param agnetic phase and a ferrom agnetic phase and

anotherbetween a param agneticphaseand an antiferrom agneticphase.Thatthisisso can

easily be con�rm ed by solving the self-consistent equations forthe ferrom agnetic and the

antiferrom agnetic m agnetizations,respectively,derived from the HF Ham iltonian (7). By
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m inim izingthefreeenergywith respecttom agnetization,one�ndsthefollowingexpressions

forferro and antiferrom agneticm agnetizations

m F =
1

2N

X

k�

�(f(E �
+ )+ f(E �

� )); m A F =
1

N

X

k

j�kj
p
1+ �2

k

(f(E � )� f(E + )); (27)

where f(x) is the Ferm ifunction and �k = Um A F =(2j�kj). Letting both m F and m A F

approach zero,one obtains the sam e lines as those in Figure 5. Generally speaking,for

electron densities lowerthan 0:85,the value ofUc thatsaparatesthe param agnetic region

from the ferrom agnetic region is lower than the corresponding value ofUc separating the

param agneticregion from the antiferrom agnetic region.The criticalU associated with the

ferrom agnetic instability increases with t0. The size ofthe param agnetic region in Figure

5 increases with t0. On the other hand,for t0 = 0:2,we see that the criticalline for the

ferrom agneticregion isvery closethecriticallineoftheantiferrom agneticregion.Therefore,

the ferrom agnetic region is progressively shrinking with increasing t0. Ifwe now turn to

densities larger than 0:85,we �nd that the antiferrom agnetic criticalline is the one with

lowestUc.However,in contrastto lowerdensities,theantiferrom agneticcriticallinehardly

changeswhen varyingt0.Thisdescription appliesequally welltothesinglehoneycom b layer

and weakly coupled layers,even though the quantitative functionaldependence ofUc on n

isdi�erentin thetwocases,them ain di�erencecom ingfrom thevan Hovesingulary present

in the 2D case. At�nite tem perature the van Hove singularity isrounded o� and the 2D

phasediagram willbem uch m oresim ilartothe3D case.W etherefore,considerthataweak

3D inter-layercoupling doesnotqualitatively m odify theconclusionsvalid forthe2D case.

Besidescollinearspin phases,the system m ay also presentnon-collinear{ spiral{ spin

phasesin som e regionsofthe phase diagram . W e now study whatare the changesin the

criticalU valuesdeterm ining theinstability oftheparam agneticphaseifwe allow fornon-

collinear ground states,since it is wellknown that the Hubbard m odelon bipartite and

non-bipartite lattices can have the lowest Uc for spiralspin phases [12,18,19]for som e

electronic densities. In a spiralstate,the spin expectation value at site i,belonging to

sublattice� = a;b,isgiven by [20]

hS �
ii=

m �

2
(cos(q � R

�
i);sin(q � R

�
i)): (28)

Ifq 6= 0,the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic spin con�gurationsbecom e twisted. W e

shallrefer to the twisted q 6= 0 con�gurations as ’Fq’whenever m A = m B ,and ’AFq’
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whenever m A = �m B . The criterion forchoosing the q-vectorsistaken directly from the

geom etry ofthe lattice by requesting a constantangle between spinson neighboring sites,

i.e. q � �1 = q � �2 = �q � �3. Unfortunately,however,this cannot be achieved in the

FIG .6:(coloron line)Fq (upper)and AFq (lower)spin con�gurationsforqx =
�

6
.

honeycom b lattice with only one q-vector. The closest one can get to a ’true’spiraling

state is by letting q � �1 = �q � �3 (orequivalently,q � �2 = �q � �3),which im plies that

q = (qx;qy)= qx(1;
1p
3
)(q = qx(1;

� 1p
3
)).Forthem om entweletqz bezerowhich m eansthat

weconsideridenticallayers.Thecondition q � �1 = �q � �3 m eansthattheincreasein spin

anglebetween two latticesitesin the��3 direction isthesam eastheincreasein spin angle

between two lattice sitesin the �1 direction. There isno increase in the spin angle in the

�2 direction.Exam plesofthespin-con�gurationsobtained in thisway areshown in Figures

6 and 7. Severalnotesare in orderatthisstage. First,although we do nothave a ’true’

spiralingstateoverthewholelattice,wedohaveaspiralingcon�guration in the��3 and �1

directions,ascan beseen from theFigures6 and 7,going from thelowerleftto upperright.

Secondly,when travelling along the �2 direction,the spin anglesdo notincrease. Instead,

12



FIG .7:(coloronline)Fq (upper)and AFq (lower)spin con�gurationsforqx =
2�

3
.

neighboringspinsin thisdirection arealwaysaligned ferrom agneticallywhen m A = m B ,and

antiferrom agnetically when m A = �m B .However,two successive �2 bonds(’sliding down’

the lattice from left to right) have the sam e increase in spin angle as any two neighbors

connected by ��3 or�1. The q-vector(i.e. the spin con�guration)thata system with a

given density would preferistheonewith thelowestvalueofUc(q).In Figure8 wepresent

a curve showing the q vectorsthatm inim ize Uc(q),asfunctionsofparticle density n. W e

consider discrete valuesqx = i�
12
with i= 0;1;:::;12. The dependence on t0 isoverallthe

sam e as that discussed for q = 0 (for exam ple,the shrinking e�ect with increasing t0 is

also seen here). There is no reason to restrict q to integer m ultiples of �

12
,other than a

purecom putationalone.By perform ing thesam ecalculation with m oreq-vectors,the’step

function’likeappearanceofthelowergraphsofFigure8can besm oothed out.Ouranalysis

issu�cient,however,togetan insightintohow theq vectors(which m inim izeU c)vary with

n.

The solid line lim iting the param agnetic region isshown in the lower graphsofFigure

13
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FIG .8:Theupperpanelsshow them inim um Uc(q)according to Eq.(26).Thesolid lineseparates

the param agnetic phase from m agnetically ordered phases,while the dashed line separatesdi�er-

ently ordered m agnetic phases. The lower panels show the qx com ponent ofthe ordering vector

(corresponding to them inim um Uc)asfunction ofelectron density n.

8).W eseethatthebehaviorofqx,asfunction ofn,isalm ostthesam eforthe2D and 3D

cases.Asthesystem approacheshalf�lling,theprefered spin con�guration approachesthat

with q = 0. In a doped system ,however,m inim ization ofUc(q)isattained fora non-zero

q. Itisalso seen thatthe dependence ofq on n isnotm onotonic. Eitherin 2D or3D,qx

goesalltheway from 0 (atn = 1)to �,displaying two localm axim a (and a localm inim um

in between)asn rangesfrom 1 towards0.

Thevalue ofqx reachesa localm inim um atqx =
7�

12
,atn = 0:37 (in 2D)oratn = 0:45

(in 3D).For even lower densities,qx attains another m axim um at qx = �,which m eans

thatthe spinsofany two nearestneighbors,in the��3 and �1 directions,pointexactly in

oppositedirectionsto each other.

Thesam etypeofbehaviorisseen alsoforthecriticallineseparatingm agneticallyordered

phases(dashed line). Again,the 2D and the 3D casesare very sim ilarto each other. For

densitiesaround 0:30� 0:35 (2D)and 0:35� 0:40 (3D),wehaveqx =
8�

12
yielding thelowest

Uc.M oreover,thesolid and thedashed linescoincide,illustrating thepreviously m entioned

ferrom agnetic ’shrinking out’e�ect. In other words, for qx = 8�

12
, the two solutions of

Uc(q) alm ost coincide for alln,leaving only a thin strip offerrom agnetism between the

param agnetic and the antiferrom agnetic regions. Although thisistrue foralln,itisonly

14



forn = 0:37� 0:40 (2D case)and n = 0:35� 0:37 (3D case)thatUc(qx =
8�

12
)ism inim um .

So far,ouranalysishasbeen restricted to q-vectorslying in the x � y spin plane. This

m eansthattwo inter-layer neighborshave the sam e spin. Ifwe now considerneighboring

layerswith oppositespin,weputqz = �.Athalf�lling,thelowestUc(0;0;�)= 2:04lim iting

theparam agneticregion islowerthan thecorresponding Uc(0;0;0)= 2:35,independently of

t0.M oreover,forn = 1,Uc(qx;
qxp
3
;�)isalwayslowerthan Uc(qx;

qxp
3
;0)forany qx,showing

that,athalf�lling,weshould expectantiferrom agneticordering along thez-direction.

The study above was focused on the second order instability lines,both in the case of

collinearand spiralspin phases,beingclearthatspiralstateshavealowercriticalU� value,

overa large range electronic densities. Itisinstructive to com pare ourresults with those

ofRef. [12]. Looking atFig. 2 ofRef.[12]we see thatforthe triangularlattice there are

som e �nite regionswhere them ore stable ground statescorrespond to spiralstates. These

regionsare located atelectronic densities sm aller than 0.5 and largerthan 0.8. Since the

honeycom b lattice consistsoftwo inter-penetrating triangularlatticeswe expectthe sam e

typebehavior,atleastatthequalitativelevel.Thatis,wedoexpecttohave�niteregionsof

thephasediagram wherespiralphaseshavethelowestenergy.Also,in Ref.[12]theauthors

donotdiscussthefullphasediagram oftheHubbard m odelin thehoneycom b lattice,aswe

doin nextsection.They areprim arily interested in thestability oftheNagaokastate.Their

study isdoneusingthreedi�erentapproaches(i)TheHartreesingleip ansatz;(ii)theSKA

Gutwilleransatz;(iii)theBasile-Elseransatz.A com parison can beestablished between the

theHartreesingleip ansatzwhich roughlyspeaking,producesastraightlineforalldensities

attheon-siteCoulom b interaction U � 5,and ourselfconsistentHartree-Fock study.Ifwe

forget,fora m om ent,thevan Hovesingularity,both resultsarequalitatively thesam eforn

up to 0.8.AbovethisvalueourHartree-Fock analysis,forgetting abouttheexistenceofthe

antiferrom agneticphase,predictsavery strongincreaseofthecriticalU value(notshown in

Fig.5,sincetheAF phasepresentsthelowestcriticalU-value),in agreem entwith theSKA

ansatz. Thisbehaviorisnotcaptured by the the Hartree single ip ansatz. Itseem sthat

ourstudy interpolatesbetween theHartreesingleip ansatzforlow densitiesand theSKA

ansatzfordensitiesabove0.8.Quantitatively therearedi�erencesbetween thetwo studies,

which areunderstandableon thebasisofthedi�erenttypesofproposed ground states.
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V . P H A SE D IA G R A M

Aswem entioned in theprevioussection,thestudy ofRef.[12]ism ainly concerned with

thestability oftheNagaoka state,and in theprevioussection we studied thevaluesofthe

Hubbard interaction associated with instabilitiesoftheparam agneticsystem .Thetransition

from theparam agnetictoam agnetically ordered stateisdeterm ined by thelowestUc.Since

wehavefound thepossibility ofhaving,atleast,two (ferro and antiferro)di�erenttypesof

ground states,then in the case where interaction isstrongerthan both criticalvalues,we

need toaddresstheproblem ofcom petition between thetwoordered phases.Thephasewith

thelowestfreeenergy istheoneprefered by thesystem .In thissection werestrictourselves

to the study ofa single layerbutwe shallconsiderdi�erentband structures. Spiralstates

willnotbeconsidered,sincewearem ostinterested in a weak ferrom agneticphaseshowing

up in region ofthe phase diagram where the studiesofRef.[12]suggestthatthe collinear

ferrom agnetic (fully polarized)phase should be the m oststable one. In the ferrom agnetic

phasewedistinguished twotypesofferrom agneticground states:theNagaokaground state,

with a m axim ally polarized spin (m F = n),and a weak ferrom agnetic state with m F < n.

Theorderparam eterand freeenergieswereobtained from them ean �eld Ham iltonian (7).

Figure9 showstheground-state(n;U)-phase-diagram ofthem odel.
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FIG .9:left panel: G round state phase diagram ofthe Hubbard m odelin the (n;U )plane fora

single layerwith t0= 0. right panel: G round state phase diagram ofthe Hubbard m odelin the

(n;U )planefora singlelayerwith t0= � 0:2.In both casesdashed and continuouslinesrepresent

�rstand second ordertransitions,respectively.
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The e�ectoft0 on the phase diagram can be seen in rightpanelofFig. 9. In Figure 9

the dashed linesrepresent �rst-orderphase transitions,where the orderparam eterdo not

vanish sm oothly,whilecontinuouslinesrepresentsecond ordertransitions,wheretheorder

param etervanishessm oothly,butits�rstderivative isdiscontinuous.In both cases(t0= 0

and t06= 0)we�nd a �niteregion ofweak ferrom agnetism .In generaltheNagaoka phaseis

m orestableforlargeU.Theweak ferrom agneticphaseisseparated from theNagaokaphase

by �rstorsecond ordertransition lines,depending on thepath followed on (U;n)diagram .

Thesecond ordertransition m anifestsitselfthrough a discontinuity ofthederivativeofthe

m agnetization with respectto U.Atn = 0:75 theinstability linetowardstheferrom agnetic

phaseshowsadip (pronouced ift0= 0),which isduetothelogarithm icvan-Hovesingularity

atn = 0:75.A negativet0producestwo e�ectson thephasediagram :(i)theinstability line

towards the F phase m oves downwards;(ii) the point where the instability lines towards

F and AF m eet m oves to largern. Sim ilarly to whatwas found in the previous section,

theoveralle�ectoft0isto m odify theferrom agneticregion ofthephasediagram .Further,

fornegative t0 we expectcollinearferrom agnetism to existovera large phase ofthe phase

diagram relatively to thecaset0� 0,since itiswellknown thata negative t0stabilizesthe

ferrom agnetic phase. On the otherhand we don’texpect the phase diagram presented in

thissection tobefully accurateforlow densities,wherethe�ndingsofRef.12should apply.

The�rstordercriticallinesdoseparatetwodi�erentferrom agnetic(orferrom agneticfrom

antiferrom agnetic)regions,in whatconcernsthetotalm agnetization.In view oftheresults

published in Ref. [21],where a �rst order transition between the two com peting phases

is transform ed by disorder into two second order phase transitions,we expect the sam e

behaviorto apply here,thatis,disorderm ay change the orderofthe transition,since the

argum entsputforward in Ref.[21]areofvery generalnature.Itwould bevery interesting

to study whethertheintroduction ofdisorderin thesystem could changethenatureofthe

�rstordertransitions.

V I. Q U A N T U M FLU C T U AT IO N S

Thissection isdevoted to thecalculation ofquantum uctuation correctionsto them ag-

netization. An analogous calculation for the Hubbard m odelin the square lattice in the

t=U ! 0 lim itwasskecthed by Singh and Te�sanovi�c.[22]
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The com putation ofthe renorm alized staggered m agnetization requires the evaluation

ofthe Feynm an diagram shown in Figure (10),which shows the second order (in the in-

teraction U)contribution to the self-energy. The diagram describesthe em ission and later

k

p p-q p

k+q

FIG .10:Theself-energy fora "-spin electron.Thebubblerepresentsthetransversesusceptibility

com puted in RPA.

absorption ofaspin waveby an up-spin electron.Theem ission and absorption processesare

accom panied by electron spin reversal. Thise�ect,consisting ofvirtualspin ips,isgoing

to renorm alizethestaggered m agnetization.Thespin-" electron Green’sfunction is

G"(p;i!)= G0

"(p;i!)+ G0

"(p;i!)�"(p;i!)G"(p;i!);

hence,G� 1 = [G(0)]� 1 � �� 1. Here,G0 denotesthe Hartree-Fock Green’sfunctionsm atrix

appearing in equations(12)-(15).Theself-energy m atrix isgiven by

�
ij

"
(p;i!)= U

2
T

N

X

i
;q

G
(0)ij

#
(p � q;i! � i
)�

(R P A )ij

� + (q;i
); (29)

wherei;jaresublatticeindices.Theself-energyfora#-spin electron would besim ilartothat

in equation (29)with theG(0)ij-spin reversed and �� + repaced with �+ � .Therenorm alized

staggered m agnetization atT = 0 isgiven by

�m = �
1

N

X

k�

Z
0

� 1

d!

2�
�[Im G

aa
�;R et(k;!)� Im G

bb
�;R et(k;!)]; (30)

where Im G
ij

�;R et
(k;!)standsforthe im aginay partofthe retarded Green’sfunction fora

spin � electron.

The RPA susceptibility haspolescorresponding to the spin wavescalculated in section

III,with energy � j�(k)j2=U,but it also has poles describing a particle-hole continuum

ofexcitationsathigherenergies(oforderU). In whatfollowswe ignore thisparticle-hole
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continuum and take into account only the contribution from the spin wave poles to the

selfenergy.Physically,thism eansthatweshallcalculatethem agnetization renorm alized by

thespin waves.To thisend,westartby replacing thesusceptibility in equation (29)by the

expression

�
(R P A )ij(q;i!)=

R ij[!(q)]

i! � !(q)
+
R ij[�!(q)]

i! + !(q)
; (31)

whereR ij[�!(q)]denotestheresidueof�
(R P A )ij

� + atthespin wavepolewith dispersion !(q).

Equation (31)describesan e�ectivespin wavepropagator.Afterperform ing theM atsubara

frequency sum m ation in equation (29)weobtain:

�
ij

"
(p;i!)=

U 2

N

X

q

h num fG
(0)ij

#;�
(p � q)gR ij[�!(q)]

i! + !(q)+ E + (p � q)
�
num fG

(0)ij

#;+
(p � q)gR ij[!(q)]

i! � !(q)� E + (p � q)

i

(32)

wherewehaveintroduced thenotation num fG
(0)ij

�;b
g forthenum eratorsoftheGreen’sfunc-

tions,asexpressed in equations(12)through (17).
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FIG .11:Them agnetization in thehalf-�lled honeycom b AF layer.Thecontinuouslinerepresents

theHartree-Fock result.Renorm alized m agnetizationsareshown fordi�erentlatticesizes:20� 20;

62� 62;82� 82. The verticaldashed line represents the m ean �eld criticalU value at which the

m agnetic instability develops.

Figure11 we show the renorm alized m agnetization versusU.The Hartree-Fock m agne-

tization isalso shown in the Figure 11 forcom parison. The calculation wasperform ed for

three di�erentlattice sizes. Itcan be seen thatconvergence doesnotrequire a very large
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num berofk pointsin the Brillouin Zone. Thisisnotsurprising because the Hartree-Fock

m agnetization itselfalready converges to the correct value in a 40�40 lattice. W e have

also checked thattheRPA propagatorsreturn theoriginalelectron density n = 1,m eaning

thatno spectralweightwaslostin theused approxim ation fortheselfenergy.In thelarge

U lim it,the renorm alized m agnetization saturates at about 67% ofthe (fully polarized)

m ean �eld value.Thisisin qualitativeagreem entwith theHolstein-Prim ako� resultforthe

S = 1=2 Heisenberg m odelin thehoneycom b lattice,which predictsa ground statem agne-

tization of48% .W eshould rem ark,however,thatthespin wavespectrum calculated within

RPA theory hasshown m uch betteragreem entwith experim entalresultsforM ott-Hubbard

antiferrom agneticinsulatorsthan theHolstein-Prim ako� theory [16,17].

In Figure 12 we show the im aginary partofthe electron’sGreen’sfunction atnegative

frequencies,on both sublattices,for two di�erent values ofU. It is clear that,forstrong

couplings,partoftheHatree-Fock spectralweightisshifted to thebottom ofthe(negative)

energy band. Thisshifting ofthe spectralweightisresponsible forthe renorm alization of

the staggered m agnetization. Itisinteresting to see thatforlow U the spectralweight is

m ost signi�cant at high energy,in the interval[-2,0[,with a m uch sm aller weight in the

interval]-4,-2[.Ata strongerHubbard interaction m ostofthe high energy spectralweight

(previously in theinterval[-2,0[)hasbeen displaced to lowerenergiesand becom elocalized

around wellde�ned energies,whereas the spectralweight at interm ediate energy (in the

interval]-4,-2[)rem ainsessentially unchanged.Therefore,increasing Hubbard coupling has

theefectofdisplacing thedistribution ofspectralweightfrom thetop to thebottom ofthe

energy band.

Finally,a com m ent regarding approxim ation (31). The com m utation relation between

thespin raising and lowering operators,

X

p;p0

[â
y

p;#âp+ q;";̂a
y

p0+ q;"
âp0;#]=

X

p

�

â
y

p;#âp;# � â
y

p;"âp;"

�

;

isequivalentto thefollowing relation between theHartree-Fock m agnetization,m ,and the

transverse susceptibilities:

�
aa
� + (q;� = 0+ )� �

aa
� + (q;� = 0� ) =

I
+ i1

� i1

�idz

2�
�
aa
� + (z)e

� z0+ �

I
+ i1

� i1

�idz

2�
�
aa
� + (z)e

z0+

= �m ; (33)

at T = 0. The integration ofthe term e� z0
+

(ez0
+

) is perform ed along the sem i-circular

20



−5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0
0

1

2

3

4

5

6

ImG
bb

(ω)

−5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0
0

2

4

6

ImG
aa

(ω)

−7 −6 −5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0
0

2

4

6

8

10

ImG
bb

(ω)

−7 −6 −5 −4 −3 −2 −1 0
0

10

20

30

40

ImG
aa

(ω)

U=8

U=8
U=3

U=3
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versusnegative frequency.TheG reen’sfunction includesthequantum uctuations.

contouron theright(left)halfofcom plex plane.Approxim ation (31)would predict

R
bb[!(~q)]� R

aa[!(~q)]= m : (34)

Indeed,we have checked thatournum ericalcalculation ofthe residuessatis�es(34)to an

accuracy of1:3% .

V II. FIN A L R EM A R K S

Inthispaperwehavestudiedthem agneticpropertiesoftheHubbardm odelinhoneycom b

layers. Ourstudy focused on the instabilitiesofthe param agnetic phase,on the m agnetic

phasediagram and on thecollectiveexcitationsofthehalf�lled phase.Ofparticularinterest

isthefactthatitisnotpossibletodescribeatruespiralingstatein thehoneycom b lattice,as

opposed to theusualcubiccase.Asa consequence,them agneticspiralorderfollowsa kind

ofone dim ensionalpath overthe 2D lattice. This kind ofordering,here studied atm ean

�eld level,m ay have im portantconsequences to the study ofspin charge separation in 2D
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lattices. Also interesting,wasthe identi�cation oftwo typesofferrom agnetic order,which

haveeluded previousstudies.Form oderatevaluesofU and electron densitiesnotfarfrom

the half�lled case,a region ofweak ferrom agnetism wasfound to have lowerenergy than

the m ore usualNagaoka ferrom agnetic phase. The renorm alization e�ectofthe spin wave

excitationson the Hartree Fock m agnetization wasalso studied. However,ourcalculation

doesnottakeinto accounttherenorm alization ofthem ean �eld criticalU.Itiswellknown

thatquantum uctuationsshould inducean increasethevalueofUc.Ourcalculation cannot

capturethise�ect,sinceitonly takesinto accountthee�ectofwellde�ned spin waves.W e

believe,however,thatthe calculation can be extended to include the e�ectofhigh-energy

dam ped particle-holeprocessesleading to a renorm alization ofUc,butthiswould requirea

m odi�cation ofournum ericalcalculations and a signi�cant increase ofthe com putational

tim e.

A P P EN D IX A : U SEFU L EX P R ESSIO N S FO R T H E Uc C R IT IC A L LIN ES AT

q = 0

In thisappendix,we derive the equationsforthe criticallinesfrom the static suscepti-

bilities(q = 0 and ! = 0). Ourstarting pointisthe zero orderspin-spin susceptibility in

equation (21).TheGreen’sfunctionsintheparam agneticregionareobtained from equations

(12)-(15)aftersetting them agnetization to zero.Perform ing theM atsubara sum m ationsin

(21),theanalyticalcontinuation and taking thezero frequency lim it,weobtain

�
(0)aa

+ � ;0(q;0) =
1

4

X

k

(M + + (k;q)+ M + � (k;q)+ M � + (k;q)+ M � � (k;q)) (A1)

�
(0)ab

+ � ;0(q;0) =
1

4

X

k

e
i( k� q�  k )(M + + (k;q)� M + � (k;q)� M � + (k;q)+ M � � (k;q))(A2)

M �;�(k;q) =
�(E�(k))� �(E�(k � q))

E �(k)� E �(k � q)
; (A3)

where  k = arg(�k). The criticalinteraction strength,Uc ,is given by Uc=N = [�
(0)aa

+ � ;0 �

j�
(0)ab

+ � ;0j]
� 1,in the lim it q ! 0. Expanding allq dependent quantities around the point
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q = 0 up to �rstorder,weobtain

�
(0)aa

+ � ;0(q;0)=
1

4

X

k

�(E+ (k))+ �(E� (k))+
�(j�kj� jD (k)j)

j�kj
+ q � (:::)+ ::: (A4)

�
(0)ab

+ � ;0(q;0)=
1

4

X

k

�(E+ (k))+ �(E� (k))�
�(j�kj� jD (k)j)

j�kj
+ q � (:::)+ :::: (A5)

Inserting thisresultin theexpression forUc gives(forq = 0):

�
Uc

N

� � 1

+

=
1

2

X

k

f�[E+ (k)]+ �[E� (k)]g (A6)

�
Uc

N

� � 1

�

=
1

2

X

k

�(j�kj� jD (k)j)

j�kj
: (A7)

W e recognize the density ofstates,�(�) = 1

N

P

k
f�(E+ (k)+ � � �)+ �(E� (k)+ � � �)g,

appearing in equation (A6),which is just the Stoner criterion. The criticalinteraction

strengthsaregiven by

Uc;+ =
2

�(�)
(A8)

Uc;� =
2

1

N

P

k

�(j�kj� jD (k)j)

j�kj

: (A9)

Note thatallt0 and t00 dependence iscontained in D (k). Ofcourse,these equationscould

also havebeen obtained by taking thelim itm F ;m A F ! 0 in equation (27).

A P P EN D IX B :LA R G E U R ESU LT S FO R T H E SU SC EP T IB ILIT IES A N D SP IN

W AV ES

W e give asym ptotic expressions for the susceptibilities �0+ � (z;q) and spin wave dis-

persion for a half-�lled honeycom b antiferrom angetic layer with nearest neighbor hop-

ping. In this case,the chem icalpotential� = 0 and the two energy bands are given by

E (k)� = �

r
�
U m

2

�2
+ j�kj

2.

The expressions forcoherence factorsappearing in the single electron propagators,ex-
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panded up to second orderin t=U,are:

jA ";+ (k)j
2 = jA #;� (k)j

2 = jB #;+ (k)j
2 = jB ";� (k)j

2 �
j�(k)j2

U 2m 2
(B1)

jA ";� (k)j
2 = jA #;+ (k)j

2 = jB #;� (k)j
2 = jB ";+ (k)j

2 � 1�
j�(k)j2

U 2m 2
(B2)

A
�
#;� (k)B #;� (k) = �A �

";+ (k)B ";+ (k)

= A
�
";� (k)B ";� (k)= �A �

#;+ (k)B #;+ (k)�
��(k)

Um
(B3)

W ethereforem ay usetheaproxim ateexpressionsforthe�0+ � susceptibilities:

�
(0)aa(z;q) � �

1

N

X

k

1

z� E (k)� E (k + q)

�

1�
j�(k)j2 + j�(k + q)j2

U 2m 2

�

(B4)

�
(0)bb(z;q) �

1

N

X

k

1

z+ E (k)+ E (k + q)

�

1�
j�(k)j2 + j�(k + q)j2

U 2m 2

�

(B5)

�
(0)ba(z;q) �

1

N

X

k

�
1

z� E (k)� E (k + q)
�

1

z+ E (k)+ E (k + q)

�
�(k)��(k + q)

U 2m 2
(B6)

�
(0)ab(z;q) �

1

N

X

k

�
1

z� E (k)� E (k + q)
�

1

z+ E (k)+ E (k + q)

�
��(k)�(k + q)

U 2m 2
:(B7)

W e anticipate thatthe spin wave energies are oforder z � t2=U so thatwe m ay use the

expansion

1

z+ E (k)+ E (k + q)
�

1

Um

h

1�
z

Um
�
j�(k)j2 + j�(k + q)j2

U 2m 2
+ :::

i

in equations(B4)-(B7).Thecondition (23)forthespin wavedispersion now takestheform :

z2

U 2m 4
=

h

1�
1

m
+

4

U 2m 3N

�X

p

j�(p)j2
�i2

�
4

U 2m 6

�
�
�
1

N

X

p

�
�(p)�(p + q)

�
�
�
2

: (B8)

Butwem usttakeinto accountthattheself-consistentequation fortheHatree-Fock m agne-

tization,expanded to second orderin t=U,is

1�
1

m
� �

2

U 2m 3N

�X

p

j�(p)j2
�

(B9)

Introducing (B9)in (B8)we�nally obtain thespin wavedispersion:

z = !(q)�
2

Um

s
�
1

N

X

p

j�(p)j2
�2

�

�
�
�
1

N

X

p

��(p)�(p + q)

�
�
�
2

; (B10)

which agreeswith theresultpredicted by theHolstein-Prim ako� theory.
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A P P EN D IX C : H O LST EIN -P R IM A K O FF A N A LY SIS O F T H E H EISEN B ER G

M O D EL

TheHeisenberg Ham iltonian in thehoneycom b latticeisgiven by

H =
J

2

X

i2A ;�

[Sz
iS

z
i+ � +

1

2
(S+

i S
�

i+ �
+ S

�
i S

+

i+ �
)]+

J

2

X

i2B ;�

[~Sz
i
~Sz
i+ � +

1

2
(~S+

i
~S�

i+ �
+ ~S�

i
~S+

i+ �
)]:(C1)

W eintroducetwo setsofoperators

S
z
i = �a

y

iai+ S ; S
+

i =

q

2S � a
y

iaiai; S
+

i = a
y

i

q

2S � a
y

iai; (C2)

and

~Sz
i = �b

y

ibi+ S ; ~S+

i =

q

2S � b
y

ibibi;
~S+

i = b
y

i

q

2S � b
y

ibi: (C3)

M aking the usuallinearexpansion and introducing the m om entum representation forthe

bosonicoperators,theHam iltonian can bewritten as

H = �JN A zS
2 + JzS

X

k

(a
y

k
ak + b

y

k
bk)+ JS

X

k

(�(k)akb� k + �
�(k)b

y

� k
a
y

k
): (C4)

Nextweintroducea setofquasiparticle operatorsde�ned by

a
y

k
= uk

y

1;k
� v

�
k2;k ; b

y

� k
= uk

y

2;k
� v

�
k1;k ; (C5)

wherethecoherencefactorsobey jukj
2� jvkj

2 = 1.Afterintroducing theabovetransform a-

tionsin theHam iltonian we�nd

H = �JN A zS
2 +

X

k

(2JzSjvkj
2 � JS�(k)vku

�
k � JS�

�(k)v�kuk)

+
X

k;i= 1;2

[JzS(jukj
2 + jvkj

2)� JS�(k)vku
�
k � JS�

�(k)v�kuk)]
y

i;k
i;k

+
X

k

[(�2JzSvkuk + JS�(k)vkvk + JS�
�(k)ukuk)

y

1;k

y

2;k
+ H :c:]; (C6)

which im pliestheconditions

JzS(jukj
2 + jvkj

2)� JS�(k)vku
�
k � JS�

�(k)v�kuk) = !(k);

�2JzSvkuk + JS�(k)vkvk + JS�
�(k)ukuk = 0: (C7)

The second condition reveals that we can choose uk to be realand v�k = �(k)�(k),with

�(k)real.Aftersom estraightforward m anipulationswe�nd

!(k)= JS
p
z2 � j�kj

2; �
2(k)= �

1

2j�kj
2
+

z

2j�kj
2

JS

!(k)
: (C8)
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Thestagered m agnetization isgiven by

m = S�
1

2N A

X

k

ha
y

k
ak+ b

y

k
bki= S�

1

N A

X

k

 

�
1

2
+
1

2

z
p
z2 � j�kj

2

!

�
1

N A

X

k

znB [!(k)]
p
z2 � j�kj

2
;

(C9)

and atzero tem peratureweassum enB [!(k)]= 0.Com puting theintegralgivesa m agneti-

zation valueof0:24,thatisabout50% theN�eelvalue 1

2
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