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A bstract

W e discuss them agnetic phases of the H ubbard m odel for the honeycom b Jattice both in two and
three spatial dim ensions. A ground state phase diagram is cbtained depending on the interaction
strength U and electronic density n. W e nd a rst order phase transition between ferrom agnetic
regions w here the soin ism axim ally polarized (N agacka ferrom agnetism ) and regionsw ith sm aller
m agnetization Weak ferrom agnetian ). W hen taking into account the possibility of soiral states,
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 w ith doping is discussed. The m agnetic excitations
(spin waves) In the antiferrom agnetic insulating phase are calculated from the random -phase—
approxin ation for the spin susceptbility. W e also com pute the spin uctuation correction to
the mean eld m agnetization by virtual em ission/absorpion of spin waves. In the large U lIim it,
the renomn alized m agnetization agrees qualitatively w ith the Holstein-P rim ako theory of the

H eisenberg antiferrom agnet, although the latter approach produces a larger renom alization.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The interest In strongly correlated system s In frustrated lattices has Increased recently
because of the possible realization of exotic m agnetic states [1], soin and charge ssparation
In two din ensions RJ, and the discovery of superconductivity n Na,CoO, yH,O0 [B]l. M any
ressarchers have discussed superconductivity in non-B ravais lattices, m ainly using self con—
sistent soin  uctuation approaches to the problem K{6]. The honeycomb lattice, which is
m ade of two interpenetrating trangular lattices, has received special attention after the
discovery of superconductivity In M gB, [/]. A dditionally, the honeycomb lattice has been
shown to stagem any di erent types of exotic physicalbehaviors In m agnetian and the grow —
Ing experim ental evidence of non-Fem i liquid behavior in graphite has led to the study of
electron-electron correlations and quasiparticlk lifetin es In graphie B].

A round a decade ago, Sorella and Tossatti P] found that the Hubbard m odel in the
half- Iled honeycomb lattice would exhibit a M ottH ubbard transition at nite U. Their
M onte Carlo results were con m ed by variational approaches and reproduced by other
authors [10, 11]. A s In portant as the existence of the M ott-H ubbard transition In strongly
correlated electron system s is the possble realization of Nagaoka ferrom agnetisn . The
triangular, the honeycomb and the K agom e Jattices were studied, but a strong tendency
for a Nagaoka type ground state was found only in non-bipartite lattices (triangular and
Kagome) [12]. On the other hand, the e ect of Iong range interactions in half Ilked sheetsof
graphie was considered from amean eld point ofview , using an extended H ubbard m odel.
A large region of the phase diagram having a charge density wave ground state was found
[13]. M ore recently, the existence of a new m agnetic excitation in param agnetic graphite
hasbeen clain ed [14], but its existence was reanalyzed by two of the present authors [L5].

In this work the m agnetic phases of the Hubbard m odel in the honeycomb lattice are
studied. In addition to the two-dim ensional problm we also address the three-din ensional
system oom posed of stacked layers. The critical lines associated w ith instabilities of the
param agnetic phase are cbtained in the U;n plane (interaction versus particke density).
Spiral soin phases are also considered. A ground state phase diagram containing ferro and
antiferrom agnetic order is obtained. Interestingly, we nd ferrom agnetic regions w ith fi1lly
polarized soin In the vicinity of regions w ith sm aller m agnetization. T he transitions from

one to the other are discontinuous.



W e also address the calculation of the m agnetic excitations (soin waves) In the half-
lled antiferrom agnetic honeycomb layer w ithin the random -phaseapproxin ation (RPA).
It is known that the H artreeFodk-RPA theory of the half- lled Hubbard m odel is correct
iIn both weak and strongly Interacting lim its: at strong coupling, the soin wave digoersion
cbtained in RPA agrees w ith the Holstein-P rim ako theory for the Heisenberg m odel; at
intermm ediate interactions U=t 6), the RPA dispersion show s excellent agreem ent w ith
experiment [16, 17]. The HartreeFok-RPA theory should, therefore, be considered as a
usefilll starting point to study the intem ediate coupling regin e. Starting from the soin
wave spectrum obtained in RPA theory, we calculate the quantum  uctuations correction to
the ground state m agnetization arising from virtualem ission/reabsorption of soin waves. In
the strong coupling lim it, we nd a ground state m agnetization which is about 67% of ull
polarization. T his isnot so great a reduction as predicted by the H olstein-P rim ako theory
of the H eisenberg m odel, which is about 48% .

O ur paper is organized as follows: In section IT we introduce the Ham iltonian and is
mean eld treatment. In section ITI, we discuss the possibility of a well de ned m agnetic
excitation In the param agnetic phase. In the ordered phase at half 1ling, the soin wave
goectrum  is com puted and the e ect of di erent hopping termm s in the spin wave spectrum
is discussed. In section IV, the m agnetic instability lines are obtained and the possibility of
Foiral spin phases orn < 1 isdiscussed. T he corresponding lowest critical U is determ ined
as function of the ordering wavewector . Section V is devoted to the phase diagram of
the system , where two di erent types of ferrom agnetism are found. The rst order critical
lines separating the three ordered phases are determ ined. Section VI contains a study of
the renom alization of the electron’s soectral fiinction and m agnetization by the soin wave

excitations.

IT. MODEL HAM ILTONIAN

The m agnetic properties of the honeycomb lattice is discussed In the context of the
Hubbard m odel, which is de ned as
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w here t;;; are hopping integrals, U is the onsite repulsion and  denotes the chem ical poten—
cial. The honeyocom b lattice is not a B ravais lattice since there are two atom s per unit cell.

T herefore, it is convenient to de ne two sublattices, A and B , as shown in Figure 1.
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FIG . 1l: Prin itive vectors for the honeycom b lattice and the corresponding B rillouin zone.

T he expressions for the lattice vectors are

a b a b

a1 = 7 @i 3:0); 2= 7 @i 3i0); as = c(0;0;1) : @)
where a is the length of the hexagon side and c is the interlayer distance. T he reciprocal
Jattice vectors are given by

2 p 2 p- 2
b= —@1; 3;0); b= —@0; 3;0); b; = —(0;0;1) : Q)
3a 3a c
T he nearest neighbors of an atom belonging to the A sublattice are:
a_ b- a p- o
1= 3 1; 3;0) 2= 3 d;  3:0) 3= aR c2 4)

w hile the second nearest neighbors (in the plane) are:

1 ai;j 3= a; 3= (@ ai).
In a broken sym m etry state, antiferrom agnetic A F) order is described by the average lattice
site occupation:
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where the z axis ordering vector Q

0;0;0,) willbe used when studying m ulti-layers, n
denotes the electron density, m is the staggered m agnetization, and

1. W e Introduce
eld operators for each sublattice satisfying the usualFourier transform ations:
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(Where N denotes the number of uni cells). W ithin a HartreeFock decoupling of the

Hubbard interaction in (1) we cbtain an e ective H am iltonian m atrix
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w ith m atrix elem ents given by
n m n+ m
H11=D(]<)+UT; Hip= = H,» H22=DO<)+UT 8)
w here
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In the above equations t and tY are the rst and second neighbor hopping integrals, re—
spectively, while t® describes interlayer hopping. T he dispersion relation for the case where

= 2= 0is
q op op
JxJ=1t 3+ 2cos( 3aky)+ 4cos@Bak,=2) cos( 3ak,=2): (10)

D iagonalization ofthe e ective H am iltonian yields a two band spectrum . T he band energies

are: r

U Um 2 )
E (1<)=D(k)+§n > + 3 F: 11)

Because there are two sublattices, the M atsubara G reen’s function isa 2 2 m atrix whose

elem ents are given by:
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G2 d! ;k) = ija 12)
X A .B .
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w here the coherence factors are:
A, KF= 1 oum * B, kK)F= 1, um * (16)
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In the ferrom agnetic ) phase, the site occupation is the sam e for both sublattices:

m
<ﬁj; > = +E jZA;B: (18)
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In this case the quasiparticke energy bands are given by
E (k)=D(k)+E(n m) JxF 19)
In the param agnetic phase ofthe systam the energies and propagatorsare sin ply obtained
by ssttingm = 0 In the equations above. T he density of states of single electrons is shown
In Figure 2 against particlke density and energy. In the two upper panels we have included
a second-neighbor hopping whilk In the two lower panels only nearest neighbor coupling is
considered. An inportant feature is that ( ) vanishes linearly wih  aswe approach the
half Iled lin it, both ort’= 0 and t6 0. This is related to the K “points of the B rillouin

Zone (see Figure 1), where the electron digpersion becom es linear:
3a .,
E k) t?]jkj

(dk denotes the deviation from the K point). T his digpersion is called the \D irac cone".
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FIG . 2: Single particle density of states, ( ), for independent electrons in an honeycomb lattice.
T he lft and right panels show ( ) as function of energy and electron density, resoectively. T he

old lne refers to t°= 02 and the dashed line to t%= 0.



ITT. COLLECTIVE EXCITATIONS AT HALF FILLING

T hem agnetic excitations are obtained from the poles ofthe transverse soin susceptibility

tensor, , which isde nded, n M atsubara form , as
Z 1=T

P @it = adtm S @ B qoi o)
0

where i; j= a;b label the two sublattices (nhot Jattice points) and SI @); S; @) denote the
soin—raising and low ering operators for each sublattice.

In the param agnetic, F', orAF phases, the zero order susosptibility is just a sim ple bubble
diagram w ith the G reen’s finctions given in equations (12)—(15):

OHF ey = T X BENY T i3 .4l 0
+ (qu-n) - N_ Ga (krl-n)G# (k ds1.n 1lnm ) (21)
kKiln

G oing beyond m ean— eld, the random -phassapproxin ation RPA) resul for the suscepti-
bility tensor is obtained from the D yson equation

= %+u % ) =1 uv?° ° ©2)

where  denotes the 2 2 dentity m atrix. The poles of the susoeptibility tensor, corre-
goonding to the m agnetic excitations, are then obtained from the condition:
h i
peef U % =o0: @3)
W e note that the tensorial nature of the soin susceptibility is a consequence of there being
tw o sites per unit cell and is not related to the m agnetic order in the system .

A . M agnetic excitations in a single param agnetic layer

H ere we discuss the possibility of existence ofm agnetic excitations in a single honeycom b
param agnetic layer. O ur Interest In thisproblm stem s from a recent claim , by Baskaran and
Jafari [14], who recently proposed the existence ofa neutral soin collective m ode in graphene
sheets. In the calculations of Ref. [14] a half- Iled H ubbard m odel In the honeycom b lattice
wih £ = t2 = 0) was considered but the tensorial character of the susceptibility was
neglkcted [15]. Since Inelastic neutron scattering can be used to study this spin collective
m ode in graphite, we decided to reexam ne this problem taking into account the tensorial

nature of the transverse spin susceptibbility.



C ollective m agnetic m odes w ith frequency ! and m om entum g are determm ined from the

condition (23) after perform ing the analytic continuation i! ! ! + i0" . The determ inant
is given by )
h i

D . (C_[;! ) =1 2U iO)aa + U2 ( iO)aa)z iO)ab iO)ba ; (24)

w here we have taken Into acoount that in a param agnetic system iO)aa = iO)bb. Below the

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

95 ;! + i0") vanishes and there is the additional relation ™ = ( O

) . Collective
m odes are only wellde ned outside the partick-hole continuum (inside the continuum they
becom e Landau dam ped) . W e searched [L5] forwellde ned m agneticm odes, ! (), below the
continuum ofparticle-hol excitations, and found no solutions for any value ofthe nteraction
U. In Figure 1 ofRef. [I5]wepbtD, (g;!) foreight di erent g-vectors and ! ranging
from zero to the point where the particle-hol continuum begins. O ur analysis reveals that
the full tensorial structure of the Hubbard m odel's RPA susosptibility in the honeycomb

lattice does not predict a collective m agnetic m ode.

B . Spin waves in the antiferrom agnetic layer

The soin wave dispersion ! () forthe AF layerw ith one electron per site can be cbtained
from equations (1) and 23) using expressions (12)—(15) for the propagators. Spin wave
spectra, or di erent values of second-neighbor hopping, t% are ploted in Figures 3 and 4. In
the arge U Im it, spin wave energies agree w ith those cbtained from the H olstein-P rim ako
theory of the H eisenberg m odel. W e give an analytical derivation of this lim it in A ppendix
B . The Holstein-P rim ako resul for the H eisenberg m odel In the honeycom b lattice, which

is derived in Appendix C, can be w ritten as
p .
'wp @=JS 22 J@F: 25)

This result can be m apped on the Hubbard m odel provided that J = 4?=U and S = 1=2.
F igure 3 show s the spin wave energies for the 2D lattice (= 0) along a closed path in the
Brillouin Zone. Energies n Figure 3 are nom alized by the H olstein-P rim akov resul at the
K point, 'yp K) (ee Figure 1). It can be seen that the results forU = 8 are very close
to the asym ptotic behavior of the RPA, whereas, for an aller U, the soin wave energy is
reduced. The e ect oft’ on ! (q) is depicted in Figure 4. Tt is of particular interest the fact



that the dispersion along the X K direction is aln ost absent forU 4. The presence of
t® does not change this e ect.
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FIG . 3: Spin-wave excitation spectrum for several values of U . T he dashed-dotted line gives the

Holstein-P rin ako result for the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet In the honeycom b lattice.
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FIG . 4: Spih-wave excitation spectrum for several values of U and t°6 0.

Iv. MAGNETIC INSTABILITIES

T hem agnetic nstabilities in the param agnetic phase can be obtained from the divergence
oftheRPA susosptibilities at critical values ofthe nteraction, U, driving the system towards



a m agnetically ordered phase. At a given electron density n we always nd two nstability
solutions, one ferrom agnetic and one antiferrom agnetic. O ne of these solutions m inin izes

the free energy. Since U, is determ ined from D, (g;0) = 0, taking into acoount that

(0)aa 0)kb 0)ab _ (0)ba

+ = [ Tand . = (, ) I theparam agnetic phase, we obtain:

1

(0)aa . (0)ab.°
+ +

U=

26)

Figure 5 shows U, cbtained from the static uniform susoceptibilities (= 0 and ! = 0), as
a function of electron density for various valies of t°. D etailed equations for the instability
linesare given in Appendix A . T he keft panelofF igure 5 refersto the 2D case, corresponding
to a single honeycom b Jayer, w hereas the right panel refers to the 3D system w ith a constant
interlayer hopping t2 = 0:1. The Van-H ove singularity (associated with the X point) plays

an in portant :
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FIG.5: left panel: E ect of t° on the instability Iines, as determ ined from the equation (26),
for a single honeycomb layer. right panel: E ect of t° on the instability lines, as detem ined
from equation (26), for a layered honeycomb. This paneldi ers from the other nasmuch a small

t?= 0: hoping term was included coupling the 2D layers.

A swe have already m entioned, the two solutions of Eq. (26) corresoond to two di erent
m agnetic transitions, one between a param agnetic phase and a ferrom agnetic phase and
another between a param agnetic phase and an antiferrom agnetic phase. T hat this is so can
easily be con m ed by solving the selfconsistent equations for the ferrom agnetic and the
antiferrom agnetic m agnetizations, respectively, derived from the HF Ham iltonian (7). By

10



m Inin izing the free energy w ith respect tom agnetization, one ndsthe ollow Ing expressions
for ferro and antiferrom agnetic m agnetizations

1 X 1X Ik 3
mp = — EE@,)+EE )); Mar = — Pp—=oEFE ) fE&,); @7
2N . N . 1+ ]f

where f (x) is the Fem i function and y = Umar=(Q7j ). Letting both my and m ¢
approach zero, one obtains the sam e lnes as those In Figure 5. Generally soeaking, for
electron densities Iower than 085, the value of U, that saparates the param agnetic region
from the ferrom agnetic region is lower than the corresoonding value of U, ssparating the
param agnetic region from the antiferrom agnetic region. The critical U associated w ith the
ferrom agnetic instability increases with t°. The size of the param agnetic region in Figure
5 increases with t°. On the other hand, rt® = 02, we see that the critical line for the
ferrom agnetic region is very close the critical Iine of the antiferrom agnetic region. T herefore,
the ferrom agnetic region is progressively shrinking w ith increasing t°. If we now tum to
densities larger than 085, we nd that the antiferrom agnetic critical line is the one w ith
lowest U.. However, In contrast to lower densities, the antiferrom agnetic critical line hardly
changes w hen varying t°. T his description applies equally well to the single honeycomb layer
and weakly coupled layers, even though the quantitative fiinctional dependence of U, on n
isdi erent in the two cases, them ain di erence com ing from the van H ove singulary present
In the 2D case. At nite tam perature the van Hove singularty is rounded o and the 2D
phase diagram w illbem uch m ore sin ilar to the 3D case. W e therefore, consider that a weak
3D Inter-layer coupling does not qualitatively m odify the conclusions valid for the 2D case.

Besides collinear soin phases, the system m ay also present non-collinear { spiral { soin
phases in som e regions of the phase diagram . W e now study what are the changes in the
critical U values detem ining the nstability of the param agnetic phase ifwe allow for non—
collinear ground states, since it is well known that the Hubbard m odel on bipartite and
non-bipartite lattices can have the lIowest U, for soiral soin phases [12, 18, 19] for some
electronic densities. In a spiral state, the soin expectation value at site i, belonging to
sublattice = a;b, is given by RO]

hsii=m7<oos<q R);sni@ R)): 28)

Ifg 6 0, the ffrrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic spin con gurations beocom e tw isted. W e

shall refer to the twisted g $ 0 con gumations as F4" whenever m, = my, and AF,’
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wheneverm, = my . The crterion for choosing the g-vectors is taken directly from the
geom etry of the lattice by requesting a constant angl between spoins on neighboring sites,

ie.g 1 =9 2= g 3. Unfortunately, however, this cannot be achieved in the

FIG.6: (coloron Ine) Fy (upper) and AFy (lower) spin con gurations for gy =

ol
.

honeycom b lJattice with only one g-vector. The closest one can get to a "true’ spiraling
State isby ttingg ;1 = g 3 (Oorequivalently, 9 , = g 3), whith Inplies that
g= &i/9)= % (1;191—5) = o (1;19—%)). Forthem om ent we ket g, be zero which m eans that
we consider identical layers. The condition g = g 3 meansthat the increase in spin
anglk between two lattice sites in the 3 direction is the sam e as the increase In soin angle
between two lattice sites in the ; direction. There is no increase In the spin angk In the

, direction. E xam ples of the spin-con gurations obtained in thisway are shown In F igures
6 and 7. Several notes are In order at this stage. F irst, although we do not have a "true’
Foiraling state over the whole lhattice, we do have a spiraling con guration in the 3 and
directions, as can be seen from the F igures 6 and 7, going from the lower kft to upper right.

Secondly, when travelling along the , direction, the spin angles do not increase. Instead,

12



FIG .7: (color online) Fy (upper) and AF4 (lower) spin con gurations for gy = % .

neighboring spins In this direction are always aligned ferrom agnetically whenm = myz , and
antiferrom agnetically when m, = my . However, two successive , bonds (‘sliding down’
the lattice from lft to right) have the sam e increase in gpin angk as any two neighbors
connected by 3 or 1. The g-vector (ie. the soIn con guration) that a system wih a
given density would prefer is the one w ith the lIowest value 0ofU. (). In F igure 8 we present
a aurve show Ing the g vectors that m inim ize U, (@), as functions of particle density n. W e
consider discrete values g, = 31—2 with i= 0;1;:;12. The dependence on t° is overall the
sam e as that discussed for g = 0 (or exam ple, the shrinking e ect with increasing t° is
also seen here). There is no reason to restrict g to integer multiples of -, other than a
pure com putational one. By perform ing the sam e calculation w ith m ore g-vectors, the "step
function’ lke appearance of the lower graphs of F igure 8 can be an oothed out. O ur analysis
issu cient, however, to get an insight into how the g vectors Which m inim ize U ) vary w ith
n.

The solid line lim iting the param agnetic region is shown in the lower graphs of F igure

13
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FIG .8: Theupperpanels show them Ininum U, () according to Eqg. (26). T he solid line separates
the param agnetic phase from m agnetically ordered phases, w hilke the dashed line separates di er—
ently ordered m agnetic phases. The lower panels show the g, com ponent of the ordering vector

(corresponding to them Inimum U.) as function of electron density n.

8). W e see that the behavior of g, as function ofn, is alm ost the sam e for the 2D and 3D
cases. A sthe system approaches half lling, the prefered soin con guration approaches that
wih g= 0. In a doped system , however, m inin ization of U, (q) is attained for a non—zero
g. It is also seen that the dependence of g on n is not m onotonic. Eiher in 2D or 3D, g,
goesalltheway from 0 @tn= 1) to ,displaylng two localm axina (and a Jocalm inin um
In between) asn ranges from 1 towards 0.

The value of g, reaches a localm nimum at g = 1—2, atn= 037 (n2D) oratn = 045
(nh 3D ). For even lower densities, g, attains another maxinum at ¢ = , which means
that the soIns of any two nearest neighbors, n the 3 and ; directions, point exactly in
opposite directions to each other.

T he sam e type ofbehavior is seen also forthe critical line separating m agnetically ordered
phases (dashed line). Again, the 2D and the 3D cases are very sin ilar to each other. For
densities around 030 035 @2D) and 035 040 3D ),wehave g, = i—z yielding the lowest
U.. M oreover, the solid and the dashed lnes coincide, illustrating the previously m entioned
ferrom agnetic ‘shrinking out’ e ect. In other words, for g, = %, the two solutions of
U. (@) alm ost coincide for all n, kaving only a thin strp of ferrom agnetism between the
param agnetic and the antiferrom agnetic regions. A though this is true for alln, it is only

14



forn= 037 040 2D case) andn= 035 037 3D case) that U (g = §—2) isminimum .

So far, our analysis has been restricted to g-vectors Iying In the x vy soin plane. This
m eans that two Inter-ayer neighbors have the sam e spin. If we now oonsider neighboring
layersw ith opposite spin, weputg, = .Athalf Iling, the lowestU.(0;0; )= 2:04 lm iting
the param agnetic region is lower than the corresponding U, (0;0;0) = 2:35, independently of
Y. M oreover, forn = 1, Uc(q{;g%; ) is always lower than U, (Q’x;lg%;O) for any g, show ing
that, at half Iling, we should expect antiferrom agnetic ordering along the z-direction.

The study above was focused on the ssoond order nstability lines, both In the case of
collinear and spiral spin phases, being clear that spiral stateshave a Iower criticalU  value,
over a large range ekctronic densities. It is instructive to com pare our results with those
of Ref. [12]. Looking at Fig. 2 of Ref.[l2] we see that for the triangular lattice there are
som e nite regions where the m ore stable ground states correspond to spiral states. These
regions are located at electronic densities sn aller than 0.5 and larger than 0.8. Since the
honeycom b Jattice consists of two Interpenetrating triangular lattices we expect the sam e
type behavior, at least at the qualitative level. T hat is, we do expect to have nite regionsof
the phase diagram w here spiralphases have the lowest energy. A 1so, In Ref. [L2] the authors
do not discuss the fullphase diagram ofthe H ubbard m odel in the honeycomb lattice, aswe
do in next section. They are prin arly interested in the stability ofthe N agaoka state. T heir
study isdone using three di erent approaches (i) T he H artree single Ip ansatz; (ii) the SKA
G utw iller ansatz; (iii) the BasileF lser ansatz. A com parison can be established between the
the H artree single ip ansatz which roughly speaking, produces a straight line foralldensities
at the on—site C oulom b interaction U 5, and our s=lf consistent H artreeFock study. Ifwe
forget, for a m om ent, the van H ove singularity, both resuls are qualitatively the sam e forn
up to 0.8. Above this value our H artreetock analysis, forgetting about the existence ofthe
antiferrom agnetic phase, predicts a very strong increase ofthe criticalU value (ot shown In
Fig. 5, sihce the AF phase presents the lowest critical U -value), In agreem ent w ith the SKA
ansatz. This behavior is not captured by the the H artree single ip ansatz. It seam s that
our study interpolates between the H artree single I ansatz for low densities and the SKA
ansatz for densities above 0.8. Q uantitatively there are di erences between the two studies,

which are understandabl on the basis of the di erent types of proposed ground states.
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V. PHASEDIAGRAM

A swem entioned in the previous section, the study of Ref. [12] ism ainly concemed w ith
the stability of the N agaoka state, and in the previous section we studied the values of the
H ubbard interaction associated w ith instabilities ofthe param agnetic system . T he transition
from the param agnetic to a m agnetically ordered state is determm ined by the Iowest U.. STnce
we have found the possibility of having, at least, two (frro and antiferro) di erent types of
ground states, then in the case where interaction is stronger than both crtical values, we
need to address the problem of com petition between the two ordered phases. T he phase w ith
the lowest free energy is the one prefered by the systam . In this section we restrict ourselres
to the study of a single layer but we shall consider di erent band structures. Spiral states
w ill not be considered, since we are m ost interested In a weak ferrom agnetic phase show ing
up In region of the phase diagram where the studies of Ref. [12] suggest that the collinear
ferrom agnetic (fully polarized) phase should be the m ost stablk one. In the ferrom agnetic
phase we distinguished tw o types of ferrom agnetic ground states: the N agaocka ground state,
with a m axin ally polarized spIn fmr = n), and a weak ferrom agnetic state with my < n.
T he order param eter and free energies were cbtained from themean eld Ham iltonian (7).

Figure 9 show s the ¢
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FIG.9: left panel: G round state phase diagram of the Hubbard m odel in the (n;U ) plane fora
single layer w ith t°= 0. right panel: G round state phase diagram of the Hubbard m odel :n the
;U ) plane Pra singke layer wih t°= 02. In both cases dashed and continuous lines represent

rst and second order transitions, respectively.
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The e ect of t° on the phase diagram can be seen in right panel of Fig. 9. In Figure 9
the dashed lines represent rst-order phase transitions, where the order param eter do not
vanish am oothly, while continuous lines represent second order transitions, where the order
param eter vanishes am oothly, but its rst derivative is discontinuous. In both cases (t°= 0
and 6 0) we nd a nite region of weak ferrom agnetian . In general the N agaoka phase is
m ore stable for arge U . The weak ferrom agnetic phase is separated from the N agaoka phase
by 1rst or second order transition lines, depending on the path followed on (U ;n) diagram .
T he second order transition m anifests itself through a discontinuiy of the derivative of the
m agnetization w ith respect to U . At n = 0:75 the instability line towards the ferrom agnetic
phase showsa dip (ronouced ift’= 0), which is due to the Jogarithm ic van-H ove singularity
atn = 0:75. A negative £ produces two e ects on the phase diagram : (i) the instability line
towards the F phase m oves downwards; (i) the point where the instability lines towards
F and AF mest moves to larger n. Sin ilarly to what was found in the previous section,
the overalle ect of t° is to m odify the ferrom agnetic region of the phase diagram . Further,
or negative £ we expect collinear ferrom agnetism to exist over a large phase of the phase
diagram relatively to the caset’ 0, since it iswellknown that a negative t° stabilizes the
ferrom agnetic phase. On the other hand we don’t expect the phase diagram presented in
this section to be fully accurate for low densities, where the ndingsofRef. 12 should apply.

The rstordercritical linesdo separate two di erent ferrom agnetic (or ferrom agnetic from
antiferrom agnetic) regions, In what concems the totalm agnetization. In view ofthe resuls
published n Ref. PR1], where a 1rst order transition between the two com peting phases
is transformm ed by disorder into two second order phase transitions, we expect the sam e
behavior to apply here, that is, disorder m ay change the order of the transition, since the
argum ents put orward in Ref. R1] are of very general nature. It would be very interesting
to study whether the introduction of disorder in the system could change the nature of the

rst order transitions.

VI. QUANTUM FLUCTUATIONS

T his section is devoted to the calculation of quantum uctuation corrections to the m ag—
netization. An analogous calculation for the Hubbard m odel in the square lattice In the
=U ! 0 lim it was skecthed by Singh and Tesanovic.R2]
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The com putation of the renom alized staggered m agnetization requires the evaluation
of the Feynm an diagram shown In Figure (10), which shows the second order (in the in-—
teraction U ) contrdbution to the sslfenergy. T he diagram describes the em ission and later

ky

k+q +

PA Py P}

FIG .10: The sslfenergy fora "-soin ekectron. T he bubbl represents the transverse susceptibility

com puted in RPA .

absorption ofa soin wave by an up-soin electron. T he em ission and absorption processes are
acoom panied by electron spin reversal. This e ect, consisting of virtual spin  Ips, is going

to renom alize the staggered m agnetization. T he soin—" electron G reen’s function is
Gno;il )= Gr(e;i!)+ GJo;i!) w(o;i!)Gn o;1!);

hence, G '= @11 1. Here, G° denotes the HartreeFock G reen’s finctions m atrix

appearing n equations (12)—(15). T he selfenergy m atrix is given by

i3 . T ij . . ij .

Jpiil) = U 6P aiit 1) M V@ii; 29)
i

w here i; j are sublattice indices. T he selfenergy fora #-g50in electron would be sim ilarto that

in equation (29) with the G @Y-goin reversed and , repaced with , . The renom alized

staggered m agnetization at T = 0 is given by

1 X ’ ° d! aa jo'e}

il — [ G¥%.k;!) ImGH k;I; 30)

N2

m =

where Im G ij;R o« k;!) stands for the in agihay part of the retarded G reen’s function for a
$In electron.

The RPA susceptibility has poles corresoonding to the spin waves calculated in section
ITT, with energy j (k)F=U, but it also has poles descrbing a particle-hole continuum
of excitations at higher energies (of order U ). In what follow s we ignore this particle-hole
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continuum and take into account only the contrbution from the spin wave poles to the
selfenergy. P hysically, thism eans that we shall calculate the m agnetization renom alized by
the spin waves. To this end, we start by replacing the susceptibility in equation (29) by the
expression - -

RN @]  RY[ ! @]

RPA)IJ s _ .
T@iit) = T (q)+ i+ 1@ G1)

®RPA)L]

whereRY[ ! (@)]denoctes the residue of at the spin wave pole w ith dispersion ! ().
Equation (31) describes an e ective spin wave propagator. A fter perform ing the M atsubara
frequency summ ation In equation (29) we cbtain:

© gJ)gR = [ ! @] num fG;?:ij ie) g)aR ij i (q)]é_z)

2X  h num fG;?)ij

'+ !'@+E, @ 9 il '@ E:f 9

a

Dpiil) =

2|

q

w here we have Introduced the notation num fG (%ijg for the num erators of the G reen’s func-

tions, as expressed in equations (12) through (17).
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FIG .11: Them agnetization in the half- Iled honeycomb AF layer. T he continuous line represents
the H artreeFock resul. R enom alized m agnetizations are shown for di erent lattice sizes: 20 20;
62 62; 82 82. The vertical dashed line represents the mean eld critical U value at which the

m agnetic nstability develops.

Figure 11 we show the renom alized m agnetization versus U . The H artreeFock m agne-
tization is also shown In the Figure 11 for com parison. T he calculation was perform ed for

three di erent lattice sizes. It can be seen that convergence does not require a very large
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num ber of k points in the Brillouin Zone. This is not surprising because the H artreeFock
m agnetization itself already converges to the correct value in a 40 40 lattice. W e have
also checked that the RPA propagators retum the original electron density n = 1, m eaning
that no spectral weight was lost in the used approxin ation for the self energy. In the large
U Im it, the renom alized m agnetization saturates at about 67% of the (fully polarized)
mean eld value. Thisisin qualitative agreem ent w ith the H olstein-P rim ako resul for the
S = 1=2 Heisenberg m odel in the honeycomb lattice, which predicts a ground state m agne—
tization 0f48% . W e should ram ark, however, that the spin wave spectrum calculated w ithin
RPA theory has shown m uch better agreem ent w ith experin ental results forM ott-H ubbard
antiferrom agnetic nsulators than the H olstein-P rim ako theory [16, 17].

In Figure 12 we show the In aghary part of the electron’s G reen’s function at negative
frequencies, on both sublattices, for two di erent values of U . It is clkar that, for strong
couplings, part of the H atreeFock spectralweight is shifted to the bottom ofthe (hegative)
energy band. This shifting of the soectral weight is responsible for the renom alization of
the staggered m agnetization. It is interesting to see that for low U the spectral weight is
m ost signi cant at high energy, in the nterval 2,0[, wih a much an aller weight in the
Interval H4,2[. At a stronger Hubbard interaction m ost of the high energy soectral weight
(previously in the interval (2,0)) hasbeen displaced to lower energies and becom e localized
around well de ned energies, whereas the soectral weight at Intemm ediate energy (In the
Interval 4,2 ram ains essentially unchanged. T herefore, increasing H ubbard coupling has
the efect of displacing the distribution of spectral weight from the top to the bottom ofthe
energy band.

Finally, a comm ent regarding approxin ation (31). The comm utation relation between
the soin raising and low ering operators,

X X
[é;;#ém q;" ;é;% q,-"apo;#] = éz;#ép i é;,-"ap "o

pp° P
is equivalent to the follow ing relation between the H artreeFock m agnetization, m , and the
transverse susceptbilities:

I + i1 . 1 +i ;
ld.Z + ld.Z +
i1 i
= m; @33)

at T = 0. The Integration of the term e 2% (*°') is perform ed along the sem icircular
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FIG .12: In agihary part of the retarded electron G reen’s function multipiedby 1, Im G, ),

versus negative frequency. T he G reen’s function includes the quantum uctuations.
contour on the right (left) half of com plex plane. A pproxin ation (31) would predict
Rl @] R*™[! @]=m : (34)

Indeed, we have checked that our num erical calculation of the residues satis es (34) to an

accuracy of 13% .

VII. FINAL REMARKS

In thispaperw e have studied them agnetic properties ofthe H ubbard m odelin honeycom b
layers. O ur study focused on the instabilities of the param agnetic phase, on the m agnetic
phase diagram and on the collective excitations ofthe half lled phase. O fparticular interest
isthe fact that it isnot possible to describe a true soiraling state in the honeycom b lattice, as
opposed to the usual cubic case. A s a consequence, the m agnetic spiral order follow s a kind
of one dim ensional path over the 2D lattice. This kind of ordering, here studied at m ean

eld level, m ay have in portant consequences to the study of spin charge ssparation In 2D
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Jattices. A lso Interesting, was the identi cation of two types of ferrom agnetic order, which
have eluded previous studies. Form oderate values of U and electron densities not far from
the half Iled case, a region of weak ferrom agnetisn was found to have lower energy than
the m ore usual N agaoka ferrom agnetic phase. The renom alization e ect of the spin wave
excitations on the H artree Fodk m agnetization was also studied. H owever, our calculation
does not take into account the renomm alization ofthemean eld criticalU . Ik iswellknown
that quantum uctuations should induce an Increase the value ofU.. O ur calculation cannot
capture this e ect, since it only takes nto account the e ect ofwellde ned spin waves. W e
believe, however, that the calculation can be extended to inclide the e ect of high-energy
dam ped particke-holk processes leading to a renom alization of U, but this would require a
m odi cation of our num erical calculations and a signi cant increase of the com putational

tin e.

APPENDIX A:USEFUL EXPRESSIONS FOR THE U-. CRITICAL LINES AT

g=0

In this appendix, we derive the equations for the critical lines from the static susoepti-
bilities (@ = 0 and ! = 0). Our starting point is the zero order spin-goin susceptibility in
equation 21). TheG reen’s functions in the param agnetic region are obtained from equations
(12)—(15) after setting the m agnetization to zero. Perform ing the M atsubara sum m ations in

(21), the analytical continuation and taking the zero frequency lin i, we obtain

aa 1%
SR = L M KM KM G M KG9) @1)
k
(0)ab lX i( )
+ 0@;0) = 2 e 1 My kija) My kjg) Moy kig+tM k;9)AZ2)
k
€& k)) E &k q)
M . ; = ; 3
b E &) E k a &
where , = arg( ). The critical interaction strength, U, , is given by UsN = [ ;%

3 io)af)j 1, nthelinit g ! 0. Expanding all g dependent quantities around the point
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g= 0 up to rstorder, we cbtain

aa lX j ]
iO) 0 @i0)= — E &kH+ E k))+ (jkj_ :D ®)J + g )+ o @ 4)
4 Jx3
a 1% j k]
o= mant € k) —PI PEI 0w as)
4 . JxJ
Inserting this result in the expression for U, gives (forg= 0):
Ue L £ 6
— = — N +
N > ) E: k)] E k)l (A o)
1 X -
u. - _ 1 Gx3 P &I, a7
N 2 k]
P
W e recognize the density of states, () =5 £ & k)+ )+ E k) + )g,

appearing in equation (@A 6), which is just the Stoner crterion. The crtical nteraction
strengths are given by
2

. 8
' () ao

(@
0
3

I

2

U, = P — s
c 1" Gxd P ®)I
N k Jx3

@9)

N ote that all t® and t® dependence is contained n D (k). O f course, these equations could
also have been obtained by takingthe Imitmy ;mar ! 0 in equation 27).

APPENDIX B:LARGE URESULTSFOR THE SUSCEPTIBILITIESAND SPIN

W AVES

W e give asym ptotic expressions for the susceptibilities ¢ (z;9) and spin wave dis-
persion for a half- lled honeyocomb antiferrom angetic layer with nearest neighbor hop-

ping. In this cass, the chem ical potential = 0 and the two energy bands are given by
2
E k) = o+ JiF.

T he expressions for coherence factors appearing in the single electron propagators, ex—
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panded up to second order In U, are:

] &)
Ry K)F = Ay OF = By K)F = Br, F jUsz ®1)
Ay K)F = Ru 0F= By WF= B k) 1 32—‘1;’5 ®2)
Ay Kk)By, k) = A, K)Bny k)
= A"; k)B " k)= A#;+ (k)B#;+ k) & B3)
Um
W e therefore m ay use the aproxin ate expressions forthe ! susceptibilities:
1X 1 J &F+ 3 k+ qF
0)aa . _
U z ER) E&+q ! UZm 2 &Y
1X 1 J K)F+ 3 k+ aF
O)b . -
ziq) N z+EK)+E k+ q) 1 U2m 2 ®>)
O)ba ,_. 1 X 1 1 k) &+ q)
(z;q) — ENE B 6)
N . z Ek) Ek+qg) z+E kK)+E Kk+ q) U“m
1X 1 1 k) &+ q)
Oab (. = .
ziq) N z EkK) Ekk+qg) z+EK+EGEK+ Q) U2m 2 &)

k

W e anticipate that the spin wave energies are of order z =U so that we m ay use the
expansion

1 1Pz 3eivierof }
z+EK)+Ek+qg) Um Um U2m 2

In equations B4)-B7). The condiion 23) forthe soin wave dispersion now takes the form :

2 B 4 X o4 71X 2
= 1 —+ ——— i ©)F ) +q : (B8
P

U2m 4 m U2m 3N U2mé N
p

But wem ust take Into acoount that the selfconsistent equation for the H atreeFodk m agne-
tization, expanded to second order in &=U, is

1 2 £
1 = — j )7 ®B9)

m U2m 3N
p
Introducing B9) in B8) we nally obtain the sopin wave dispersion:

S
2 1 X 2 1 X
N N

2
z=1@ — J ©)F ©) P+ta) ; B10)

Um
p p
which agrees w ith the result predicted by the H olstein-P rim ako theory.
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APPENDIX C:HOLSTEIN-PRIM AKOFF ANALYSIS OF THE HEISENBERG

M ODEL

T he H eisenberg H am iltonian in the honeycom b lattice is given by
X

J X z z l + + J Z z 1 + +
H = 5 SiSy + 5 (Si Sy +5; S )+ E SiSu + 5 i Sy +S5;Sy, )l: €C1)
i2a; i2B;
W e Introduce two sets of operators
q —- q —
Sf= alaj+S; S; = 28 alaja;; S, =a 25 ala;; C2)
d
an q —- q —-
Si= Bb+S; S/= 25 bBhb; S{=b5 25 bh: €3

M aking the usual linear expansion and introducing the m om entum representation for the

bosonic operators, the Ham iltonian can be w ritten as

X X
H = JNpzS*+JzS (@a+4b)+JS ( Kab,+ &Y, a): C4)
k k

N ext we introduce a set of quasiparticle operators de ned by

Y _ y ) _ y .
g = Uk 1x Yk 2k 7 B, = u 2% Yk 1k 7 C3)

where the coherence factorsobey j1, ¥ i ¥ = 1. A ffer introducing the above transform a—

tions n the H am ittonian we nd

X
JIN »zS% + @JIzSH T IS &)wyu, JS  (k)v,uy)

H =
X k
+ UzS Gu F+ 3 F) IS &wu, IS Kvew)l I ik
1}2-1:1;2
+ [( 2TJzSwiu, + JS K)wve + IS (k)upuy) f;k %’;k + H c:]; o)
k
which im plies the conditions
Jz8 O F+ F) IS ®iwy, IS Kvw) = ! K);
2JzSwur + IS K)ww + JS  (k)ugur = O: c7)
The second condition reveals that we can choose uy to be realand v, = (k) (), wih
(k) real. A fter som e straightforward m anjpulationswe nd
p— 1 Z JS

lk)=JS 2% JyF; “k) = C8)

- + - :
23xF  23xF! k)
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T he stagered m agnetization is given by

1 X 1 X 1 1 z 1 X zng [!
iainics L5 Lyl @ 01X amuwn
2NA K NA K 2 2 Z2 jk:f NA K Z2 jk:f

C9)
and at zero tem perature we assum e ng [! (k)]= 0. Com puting the integral gives a m agneti-
zation value of 024, that is about 50% the Neelvalue ;.
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