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Itiswell-known from unrestricted Hartree-Fock com putationsthatthe 2D Hubbard m odeldoes

not have hom ogeneous m ean �eld states in signi�cant regions ofparam eter space away from half

�lling. This is incom patible with standard m ean �eld theory. W e present a sim ple extension of

the m ean �eld m ethod that avoids this problem . As in standard m ean �eld theory,we restrict

Hartree-Fock theory to sim ple translation invariantstatesdescribing antiferrom agnetism (AF),fer-

rom agnetism (F)and param agnetism (P),butweusean im proved m ethod to im plem entthedoping

constraint allowing us to detect when a phase separated state is energetically preferred,e.g.AF

and F coexisting at the sam e tim e. W e �nd that such m ixed phases occur in signi�cant parts of

thephasediagram s,m aking them m uch richerthan theonesfrom standard m ean �eld theory.O ur

resultsforthe 2D t� t
0
� U Hubbard m odeldem onstrate the im portance ofband structure e�ects.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,05.70.Fh,75.50.Ee

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N A N D M A IN R ESU LT S

Hubbard-typem odelsin twodim ensionshavebeen fre-

quentlystudied in thecontextofhigh tem peraturesuper-

conductivity and otherstrongly correlated system s.1 De-

spiteconsiderablee�orts(forreview seee.g.Ref.2)there

isstillneed forsim plem ethodsthatcan contributetothe

understanding ofthe com plex behavior ofsuch m odels.

In thispaperwe study an extension ofm ean �eld (M F)

theory which allowsforthepossibility ofphaseseparated

states,in addition to the usualM F states.W e calculate

fullphasediagram sforthe2D t� t0� U Hubbard m odel

which,to ourknowledge,are notavailable in the litera-

tureby otherm ethods.

M F theory o�ers several advantages com pared to

m ore com plicated m ethods like unrestricted Hartree-

Fock (HF)theory:Itiseasy to im plem ent,notrestricted

to sm allsystem sizes,and can produce phase diagram s

for Hubbard-type m odels with a lim ited com putational

e�ort.Thedisadvantageofstandard M F theory isthatit

alwayspredictstranslation invariantstateseverywherein

thephasediagram ,withoutgivinganyinform ation about

the stability with respect to uctuations,or about the

stability with respect to com peting non-uniform states.

In 2D Hubbard-typem odelstheseproblem shaveseverely

restricted the usefulnessofthe M F approach,3,4 and the

M F m ethod is therefore not widely used. M ore correct

m ethodsindeed dem onstratethatthequalitativefeatures

ofthe standard M F predictions are restricted to parts

ofthe phase diagram ,e.g.,the antiferrom agnetic (AF)

phaseathalf�lling.ThissuggeststhattheM F approach

is unsatisfactory and m otivates using m ore com plicated

m ethods.However,the m ore accurate theoreticalm eth-

odstend tobecom putationally dem anding and therefore

restricted to very sm allsystem sizes.

In this paper we adopt and clarify the extended M F

m ethod inRefs.5,6anduseittocalculatephasediagram s

ofthe2D t� t0� U Hubbard m odel.Thism ethod isde-

signed to overcom ethelim itation ofonly producing uni-

form M F solutions,withoutincreasingthecom putational

e�ort.W eusethestandard m ean �eld equations,3,4,7 but

we extend them by a m ethod allowing usto detectpos-

sible instabilities towardsphase separation.6 The phase

diagram swe thusobtain are m uch richerthan the ones

obtained with conventionalM F theory and no longerin

contradiction with unrestricted HF results. In particu-

lar,conventionalM F theory forthe 2D Hubbard m odel

(t0 = 0)predictsan AF phase in a �nite doping regim e

around half�lling (see Fig.3 in Ref.3)which isknown

to be qualitatively wrong. The phase diagram from the

extended M F theory isshown in Fig.1.Itshowsthatthe

AF phase existsonly strictly athalf�lling,and at�nite

dopingclosetohalf�lling nosim pletranslation invariant

stateistherm odynam ically stable,in agreem entwith un-

restricted HF theory.8,9,10,11 W hileourm ethod doesnot

accountfoructuationsordetailsofstateswhich arenot

translationalinvariant,itallowsto detectfrustration in

the sense ofincom patibility between M F statesand the

doping constraint. Such frustration suggestsinteresting

physicalbehavior to be explored by m ore sophisticated

m ethods.O urtheoryshould beusefulalsoforothercases

whereno otherm ethodsareavailable.

O ur m ain results are the fullphase diagram s for 2D

t� t0� U Hubbard m odelfor t0 = 0 and t0 = � 0:35t

in Figs.1 and 2,respectively. They were obtained for

a system size so large thatthey are practically identical

with the therm odynam ic lim it. The phase diagram sare

rem arkably rich and very di�erentfrom the correspond-

ingresultsfrom standard M F theory:com pareourFig.1

with Fig.3 in Ref.3 and ourFig.2 with Fig.1 in Ref.

4.O urresultsdem onstratethatm ixed phasesarea typ-

icalfeature of2D Hubbard-typem odels:asone changes

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406608v1
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FIG .1: Phase diagram ofthe 2D Hubbard m odelasa func-

tion of U and doping � for param eters t = 1 and t
0
= 0.

W e use Hartree-Fock theory restricted to ferrom agnetic (F),

antiferrom agnetic (AF)and param agnetic (P)states,and we

�nd large m ixed regim eswhere neitherofthese translational

invariantstatesistherm odynam ically stable.The resultsare

forL = 60and � = 1000 which ispractically indistinguishable

from the therm odynam ic lim it.

doping one never goes directly from one M F phase to

another,but there seem s always a �nite doping regim e

with a m ixed phase in between. It is also interesting

to note that the qualitative features ofthe phase dia-

gram are very sensitive to changes in the next-nearest-

neighbor(NNN)hoppingconstantt0,in qualitativeagree-

m ent with the unrestricted HF results.12 In particular,

while a pure AF phase ispossible only athalf�lling for

t0 = 0, the AF phase can be doped by electrons,but

notholes,fort0 < 0 atlargervaluesofU ,in agreem ent

with previousresultsobtained with a m ore com plicated

m ethod.13

The plan ofthe rest ofthis paper is as follows. In

thenextsection weexplain and justify ourm ethod using

physicalargum ents. M athem aticaldetailscan be found

in Sec.III.Section IV containsourconclusion and asum -

m ary.

II. T H E M ET H O D

W e now explain our m ethod, concentrating on the

pointwherewedeviatefrom standardM F theory.Precise

m athem aticalform ulasim plem entingthism ethod willbe

given in the next section. As a representative exam ple

wediscussthecom putation ofthephasesby ourm ethod

for the 2D Hubbard m odelwith U = 6,and t= 1 and

t0= � 0:16 (seeEq.(6)below fortheprecisede�nitions).

O ne reason forthischoiceisthatitshowsnicely several

qualitative features which can occur in the phase dia-

gram ,anotherthattheseparam etervaluesareofinterest

forhigh-Tc com pounds.
14

M F theory for the Hubbard m odelis obtained by re-

−1 −0.5 0 0.5 1

ρ−1

0

5

10

15

20

U

P

F
AF

F

P

mixed

mixed

FIG .2:Phasediagram ofthe2D Hubbard m odelasafunction

ofU and doping � for param eters t= 1,t
0
= � 0:35,L = 60

and � = 1000,com puted asFig.1.ForlargeU and � closeto

zero it becom es num erically di�cult to distinguish between

the F and P phase,which is the reason for the fuzzy phase

boundariesin thisregion ofthe phase diagram .

stricting HF theory to translationalinvariantstatesde-

scribing antiferrom agnetism (AF), ferrom agnetism (F)

and param agnetism (P).3,7 It would be straightforward

togeneralizethisand alsoallow forcharge-densitywaves,

ferrim agnetism etc. O ne thus starts with three varia-

tionalstateswhich allareSlaterdeterm inants15 builtof

one-particle wave functions which are eigenstates of a

m ean �eld Ham iltonian where the Hubbard interaction

isreplaced by external�eld term s,

jSlateri= jX i; X = AF,F orP: (1)

These �elds include the the ferm ions density � and the

m agnetization which isstaggered forAF,constantforF,

and zero for P,and they are determ ined by the usual

Hartree-Fock equations.Itisim portantto notethatthe

ferm ion density is�xed in thestandard Slaterstates,but

weuseageneralization ofSlater’svariationalprincipleto

G ibbs states allowing for �nite tem perature and where

theferm ion density isvaried by changing a chem icalpo-

tential� (grand canonicalensem ble).6,16,17 W enow com -

pute the Hartree-Fock ground state free energy persite,

FX ,foreach ofthesestatesX = AF,F and P,asa func-

tion of�.

Figure 3 gives the result for our exam ple. At �xed

valueof�,the m ean �eld ground state isdeterm ined by

the m inim um ,

Fm in = m in
X = A F;F;P

FX : (2)

Itisnow im portantto notethattheferm ion density can

be com puted asderivativeofthe freeenergy asfollows,

� � 1 = �
@Fm in

@�
; (3)



3

−4 −2 0 2 4

µ

−3

−2.5

−2

−1.5
M

F
 f
re

e
 e

n
e
rg

y

AF

F

P

µ1 µ2 µ3

FIG .3:M ean �eld free energy F X ofthe2D Hubbard m odel

with t = 1,t
0
= � 0:16,U = 6,L = 60 and � = 1000 as a

function ofthechem icalpotential�.Shown arethecurvesfor

X = AF,F and P (thin lines)and theabsolutem inim um F m in

(thick line). The dashed lines indicate the particular values

�i,i= 1;2;3,of� where the phaseschange.Atthese values

the derivative ofF m in has discontinuities,and this leads to

doping regim eswith m ixed phases;see Fig.4.

we use conventions such that particle-hole sym m etry is

m anifest,� � 1 ! 1 � � corresponds to � ! � � and

t0 ! � t0. From Figs.3 and 4 is is obvious that this

function � � 1 is,in general,only piecewise continuous,

and ithasjum psatthe particularvaluesof� wherethe

m inim um free energy curve changes,for exam ple,from

theAF to theF curveatthevalue� = �2.Thephysical

interpretation ofthis is as follows. W e start at � = 0

where we obviously have the AF ground state and half-

�lling,� � 1 = 0. Aswe decrease �,� � 1 rem ainszero

sinceFA F doesnotchange.ThisisduetotheAF gap:as

long as� rem ainsin the gap the ferm ion density cannot

change. Forlarge enough � valuesthe AF band edge is

reachedandtheslopeofFA F startstodecrease.However,

before this can happen the F free energy has becom e

lowerand taken over:asonedecreases� theF freeenergy

decreases,and at a value � = �2 the two curves cross,

FA F = FF at� = �2. Atthispointwe go from the AF

to the F phase. Since the ferm ion densities �X (�2)�

1 = � @FX =@�j�= �2
for the states X = AF and X = F

are di�erent,it is im possible to get a density value in

betweenwith eitherstate.Thereis,however,apossibility

to realizesuch a ferm ion density with thefollowing state

exactly at� = �2,

jm ixedi= wjAFi+ (1� w)jFi; (4)

with the relative weightw determ ined by the density as

follows,

� = w�A F(�2)+ (1� w)�F(�2); 0< w < 1: (5)
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FIG .4:D oping �� 1 ofthe2D Hubbard m odelasa function

ofthe chem icalpotential�. The param eters are as in Fig 3

(t = 1, t
0
= � 0:16, U = 6,L = 60 and � = 1000). The

curvesarethederivativesofthecorresponding onesin Fig.3.

Thethick linedeterm inesthem ean-�eld phasediagram ,with

the discontinuities at � = �i,i= 1;2;3 determ ining doping

regionswherenopurephaseF,AF orP istherm odynam ically

stable.The wigglesofthe curvesare dueto �nite size e�ects

which,however,have no e�ecton the phase boundaries(this

isdem onstrated in the insetofFig.5).

W e now discussthe interpretation ofthism ixed solu-

tion. O ne possibility isthatthe system hasphase sepa-

rated and splitup intoAF and F regions.18 O fcourse,the

spatialstructureoftheactualstateisnotavailablein the

M F description by them ixed state,butitcan in principle

be calculated using unrestricted HF.However,since the

bulk freeenergy dom inatesovertheinterfacialfreeener-

giesin thetherm odynam iclim it,them ixed stategivesan

accurate description ofthe therm odynam ics. W e stress

thatthe appearanceofsuch a m ixed statedoesnotnec-

essarily m ean phase separation. The e�ectofthe phase

boundariesand otherpossiblestateshavebeen excluded

in our approxim ation. To know the actualstate in the

m ixed regionsthusisbeyond ourcalculation and can be

decided only by doingm orework,e.g.,usingunrestricted

HF taking into account m ore com plicated states. Nev-

ertheless,the occurrence ofsuch a m ixed states proves

that no sim ple translationalinvariant state ofthe kind

assum ed in our M F ansatz is therm odynam ically stable.

The m ixed regionsofthe phase diagram are ofparticu-

larinterestsince there the free energy isdegenerateand

thusthe details ofthe solution can be strongly a�ected

by uctuations,phaseboundaries,ordetailsneglected in

the m odel.

Itisim portanttonotethattherearetwofurtherjum ps

of� and two furthercorresponding m ixed phases:oneat

� = �1 with F coexisting with P,and anotherat� = �3
with AF and P coexisting. Itisalso interesting to note
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that,while fort0= 0 the m ean �eld free energiesarein-

variantunderthe electron-holetransform ation � ! � �,

the �nite value oft0 = � 0:16 here leadsto a qualitative

di�erencebetween holedoping (� < 0)and electron dop-

ing (� > 0). Asseen in Fig.3,the F state can com pete

with the AF state only for� < 0,and thisim pliesthat

itispossible to dope the AF state by electronsbutnot

by holes.

W e thussee that,even though we restricted Hartree-

Fock theory to sim ple translation invariantstates as in

Eq.(1),our way oftreating the doping constraint has

im plicitly also included thepossibility ofhaving a m ixed

stateasin Eq.(4)asgroundstate,and we�nd thatsuch

a m ixed state indeed occurs in a signi�cantpartofthe

doping regim e.

W e stress that our m ethod to determ ine the phase

boundary does not increase the com putationale�ort of

m ean �eld theory,and itiseasy to do the com putations

also for large system sizes. M ost ofour com putations

weredonefora L � L latticewith L = 60.W hileatthis

valuesofL som e �nite size e�ectsare stillvisible in the

relation between doping � and the chem icalpotential�

(seeFig.4),theinsetin Fig.5 dem onstratesthatresult-

ing phase boundaries are practically identicalwith the

onesin the therm odynam ic lim it. W e also checked that

the value � = 1000 we used forthe inverse tem perature

practically givesthezero tem peraturephaseboundaries.

−3 −2 −1 0
2.5

3

−20 −10 0 10 20
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20
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P F AF

F

P

P

F

AF

FIG .5:Phasesofthe2D Hubbard m odelasa function ofthe

chem icalpotentialforthe sam e param eters asin Fig.2 (t=

1;t
0
= � 0:35;� = 1000;L = 60).Inset:Blowup ofthe region

around the m inim um ofthe phase lines in the m ain �gure,

showing interesting �nestructurein thephasediagram .Also

shown istheresultfrom a calculation forsystem sizeL = 120

(crosses). The coincidence between results for two di�erent

system sizes dem onstrate that L = 60 is practically already

in the therm odynam ic lim it.

III. FO R M A LISM

W enow givetheform alim plem entation ofourm ethod.

W e start by �xing our notation. W e consider the 2D

Hubbard m odelde�ned by the Ham iltonian

H = � t
X

hi;ji;�

c
y

i;�
c
j;�

� t
0
X

hhi;jii;�

c
y

i;�
c
j;�

+ H:c:

� �
X

i;�

c
y

i;�ci;� + U
X

i

(ni;" �
1

2
)(ni;# �

1

2
) (6)

with theon-siterepulsion U > 0 and thehopping am pli-

tudest> 0and t0between thenearestneighborsiteshi;ji

and next-nearestneighbor(NNN)siteshhi;jiion asquare

lattice with L2 sites,respectively;the ferm ion operators

c
(y)

i;� are param eterized by the spin variable � = ";# and

lattice sites i = (ix;iy) where ix;y = 1;2;:::;L, and

ni;� = c
y

i;�ci;� are num ber operators, as usual. The

ferm ion density is

� =
1

L2

X

i;�

hni;�i (7)

with h� ithegroundstateexpectation valuetobespeci�ed

below.

W e recallthatunrestricted Hartree-Fock (HF)theory

isform ally obtained by introducing

qi = hnii; m i = hsii (8)

and replacing the Hubbard interaction by external�eld

term sasfollows,

ni;"ni;# !
1

4
(m

2
i � �

2
i)+

1

2
(qini� m i� si);

where 1

2
U m i and

1

2
U qi are m ean �elds coupling to the

ferm ion spin si =
P

�;� 0 c
y

i;���� 0ci;� 0 and (local) den-

sity ni =
P

�
c
y

i;�ci;�;respectively;� = (�1;�2;�3) are

the usualPaulispin m atrices. This replacem ent leads

to a Ham iltonian describing non-interacting ferm ionsin

external�elds,H ! H H F with

H H F =
X

i

U

4
(m

2
i � q

2
i)+

X

i;j;�;� 0

c
y

i;�hi;�;j;� 0cj;� 0 (9)

where

hi;�;j;� 0 = � tij��� 0 + �ij

�
1

2
U [m i� ��� 0 +

(qi� 1)��� 0]� ���� 0

�

(10)

is a self-adjoint 2L2 � 2L2-m atrix which can be inter-

preted asaone-particleHam iltonian.O nenow interprets

h� iin Eq.(8)astheexpectation valuein theground state

ofH H F in Eqs.(9,10).Thisyieldsthe HF equationsal-

lowing to self-consistently com pute qi and m i (see e.g.

Sec.IIin Ref.11).
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W e now observe thatthese HF equationscan also be

obtained assaddlepointequations@F =@m i= @F =@�i =

0 from the free energy function

F = �
1

�L2
logZ (11)

where

Z = Tr
�
e
� �H H F

�
(12)

is the partition function de�ned by a trace over the

ferm ion Hilbertspace,and � isthe inversetem perature.

A straightforward com putation yields

F =
U

4L2

X

i

(m
2
i � �

2
i)�

1

L2

2L
2

X

‘= 1

logcosh
�E ‘

2
; (13)

with E ‘ the eigenvaluesofthe one-particle Ham iltonian

h = (hi;�;j;� 0)in Eq.(10).6

ThephysicalsolutionoftheHF equationsaresuch that

Fm in � m in
m i

m ax
qi

F (m i;qi); (14)

see Ref. 17 for a m athem atical proof or Ref. 6 for a

derivation using functionalintegrals. The correspond-

ing ferm ion density isthen given by Eq.(3). W e stress

thatEq.(14),whileim plying standard HF theory,isnot

equivalenttoit:thestandard HF equationscan havesev-

eralsolutions,butEq.(14)providesa sim plem ethod to

solve HF equations so as to avoid the unphysicalsolu-

tions:�rstm axim ize F with respectto the qi,and then

m inim ize with respectto them i.In casewerestrictHF

theory by m akingasim plifyingansatzforthem ean �elds

qi and m i asbelow,itcan happen thatone�ndsseveral

HF solutionsata �xed valueof�.In thiscaseonem ust

takethe solution m inim izing F .

M ean �eld theory is obtained from HF by restricting

to m ean �eldswhich areinvariantundertranslationsby

two sites.Forthedi�erentstatesdiscussed in thispaper

onefurthersim pli�esto

AF : qi = q; m i = m A F(� 1)
ix + iy ez

F : qi = q; m i = m Fez

P : qi = q; m i = 0 (15)

where ez is the unit vector in z-direction. W ith this

restrictionsit is easy to com pute the eigenvaluesE ‘ by

Fouriertransform .O ne obtains

AF : E k;� =
1

2

�
�(k)+ �(k + Q )

�
+ U (q� 1)� � �

�

q
�
�(k)� �(k + Q )

�
+ (U m A F)

2

F : E k;� = �(k)+ U (q� 1� mF)� �

P : E k;� = �(k)+ U (q� 1)� � (16)

wherethequantum num berslabeling theeigenvaluesare

‘ � (k;�) with � = � a band index and k = (kx;ky)

with kx;y = (2�=L)� integer m om enta restricted to the

Brillouin zone � � � kx;y � �; Q = (�;�) is the AF

vector,and

�(k)= � 2t[cos(kx)+ cos(ky)]� 4t
0
cos(kx)cos(ky) (17)

isthe usualtightbinding band relation.Thusthe m ean

�eld freeenergy becom es

FX =
U

4

�
m

2
X � q

2
�
�

1

L2

X

k;"= �

cosh
�

2
E k;" (18)

forX = AF,F and P (m P = 0),wherethek-sum becom es

an integralin the therm odynam ic lim it L ! 1 . The

standard m ean �eld equations(seee.g.Sec.IIin Ref.4)

are obtained from this from di�erentiation,@F X =@q =

@FX =@m X = 0. Note thatq = �X (ferm ion density at

�xed � in the X -state)but,asexplained in Sec.II,the

relation of�X tothesystem density� issom ewhatsubtle.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In conclusion,we have presented a sim ple generaliza-

tion ofstandard m ean �eld theory,including the possi-

bility ofphaseseparated m ean �eld states.W ehavepre-

sented resultsforthephasediagram ofthe2D t� t0� U

Hubbard m odel, including values of param eters sug-

gested by the high-Tc m aterials. W e �nd thatthe NNN

hopping t0 signi�cantly alters the solution. The result-

ing rich and nontrivialphase diagram s show signi�cant

qualitativedi�erencesbetween electron and holedoping.

M oreover,a �nite t0 suppresses order in the weak cou-

pling regim e,butcan have the opposite e�ectatstrong

coupling;see Figs.2 and 5. Thus the results presented

here are m uch richer than those obtained by standard

M F theory.3,4 The correctnessofourm ethod isjusti�ed

by m athem aticalrigorousresults.17

W e stress that the m ethod presented here does not

necessarily produceaccuratesolutionsto theproblem ,as

isoften thecasewith m ean �eld theory.Neverthelessthe

m ethod providesausefulstartingpointforestim atingthe

structureofthephasediagram ,providingcheap guidance

form oreaccuratebutcostlycalculation m ethodstowards

interesting regim esin the phasediagram .

The sim ple theory presented here can be straight-

forwardly generalized to a num ber ofinteresting cases,

including m ore generalm ean �eld states like ferrim ag-

netism orstripes,and to m ore com plicated m odelswith

additionalinteraction term sorm orebands,etc.
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