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It iswelkknown from unrestricted H artreeFock com putations that the 2D Hubbard m odel does
not have hom ogeneous m ean eld states In signi cant regions of param eter space away from half
Iling. This is incom patible with standard mean eld theory. W e present a sin ple extension of
the mean eld method that avoids this problem . As in standard mean eld theory, we restrict
H artreeFock theory to sin ple translation Invariant states describbing antiferrom agnetism AF), fer-
rom agnetiam (') and param agnetism (P ), butwe use an in proved m ethod to in plem ent the doping
constraint allow ing us to detect when a phase separated state is energetically preferred, eg. AF
and F coexisting at the same tine. W e nd that such m ixed phases occur in signi cant parts of
the phase diagram s, m aking them m uch richer than the ones from standard m ean eld theory. Our

results orthe 2D t t°

PACS numbers: 71.10Fd,05.70Fh,75.50 Ee

I. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

H ubbard-typem odels in tw o din ensions have been fre—
quently studied in the context ofhigh tem perature syper-
conductivity and other strongly correlated system sk D e—
spite considerable e orts (orreview seeeg.Refl :2:) there
is stillneed for sin plem ethods that can contribute to the
understanding of the com plex behavior of such m odels.
In this paper we study an extension ofmean eld MF)
theory which allow s for the possibility ofphase separated
states, in addition to the usualM F states. W e calculate
fillphase diagram s forthe 2D t t° U Hubbard m odel
w hich, to our know ledge, are not available in the litera-—
ture by other m ethods.

MF theory o ers several advantages com pared to
more com plicated m ethods lke unrestricted H artree-
Fock HF') theory: It iseasy to In plem ent, not restricted
to am all system sizes, and can produce phase diagram s
for Hubbard-type m odels w ith a lin ited com putational
e ort. Thedisadvantage of standard M F theory isthat it
alw ayspredicts translation invariant states everyw here in
the phase diagram , w thout giving any nfom ation about
the stability with respect to uctuations, or about the
stability with respect to com peting non-uniform states.
In 2D Hubbard-typem odels these problem shayg severely
restricted the usefilness of the M F approach 2? and the
M F method is therefore not widely used. M ore correct
m ethods indeed dem onstrate that the qualitative features
of the standard M F predictions are restricted to parts
of the phase diagram , eg., the antiferrom agnetic AF)
phaseathalf lling. T his suggeststhat theM F approach
is unsatisfactory and m otivates using m ore com plicated
m ethods. H owever, the m ore accurate theoreticalm eth—
ods tend to be com putationally dem anding and therefore
restricted to very am all system sizes.

In this paper we adopt and clarify the extended M F

U Hubbard m odeldem onstrate the In portance ofband structure e ects.

m ethod nR eﬁ.-'_S;'_é and use it to calculate phase diagram s
ofthe2D t t’ U Hubbard model. Thism ethod isde-
signed to overcom e the lin itation ofonly producing uni-
orm M F solutions, w thout Increasing the com putational
e ort. W eusethe standardm ean eld equations,2€4 but
we extend them by a m ethod allow ing us tg, detect pos-
sble instabilities tow ards phase separation® T he phase
diagram s we thus obtain are m uch richer than the ones
obtained w ith conventionalM F theory and no longer in
contradiction w ith unrestricted HF results. In particu-
lar, conventionalM F theory for the 2D Hubbard m odel
® = 0) predicts an AF phase in a nite doping regim e
around half lling (see Fig.3 in Ref. -'_3) which is known
to be qualitatively w rong. T he phase diagram from the
extended M F theory isshown in Fig.1l. It show sthat the
AF phase exists only strictly at half 1lling, and at nite
doping close to half Illing no sim ple translation nvariant
state is them odynam,ically stable, in agreem entw ith un-—
restricted HF theoryﬁ'zf'ﬁq"ﬂ' W hile ourm ethod does not
acocount for uctuations or details of stateswhich arenot
translational invariant, it allow s to detect frustration in
the sense of Incom patibility between M F states and the
doping constraint. Such frustration suggests interesting
physical behavior to be explored by m ore sophisticated
m ethods. O urtheory should be usefiilalso for other cases
where no otherm ethods are available.

Our main results are the fiill phase diagram s for 2D
t t° U Hubbardmodelort®= 0 and = 035t
In Figs. 1 and 2, respectively. They were obtained for
a system size so large that they are practically identical
w ith the them odynam ic lin it. T he phase diagram s are
rem arkably rich and very di erent from the correspond-
Ing results from standard M F theory: com pareourF ig.1l
wih Fig.3 In Ref.:f. and our Fig.2 with Fig. 1 in Ref.
:fl. O ur results dem onstrate that m ixed phases are a typ—
ical feature 0f 2D H ubbard-type m odels: as one changes
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FIG .1: Phase diagram ofthe 2D Hubbard m odelas a func—
tion of U and doping for parameters t = 1 and 2= 0.
W e use H artreeFock theory restricted to ferrom agnetic ),
antiferrom agnetic A F) and param agnetic (P) states, and we

nd large m ixed regin es w here neither of these translational
invariant states is them odynam ically stable. T he results are
forL = 60 and = 1000 which ispractically indistinguishable
from the them odynam ic lim it.

doping one never goes directly from one M F phase to
another, but there seem s always a nite doping regin e
wih a m ixed phase In between. It is also Interesting
to note that the qualitative features of the phase dia—
gram are very sensitive to changes in the next-nearest—
neighbor (NN N ) hopping constant t°, in qualitative agree—
ment with the unrestricted HF results!? In particular,
while a pure AF phase is possbl only at half lling for
t® = 0, the AF phase can be doped by electrons, but
not holks, ort’ < 0 at larger values of U, In agreem ent
w ith prewious resuls obtained w ith a m ore com plicated
m ethod £3

The plan of the rest of this paper is as llows. In
the next section we explain and jastify ourm ethod using
physical argum ents. M athem atical details can be found
In Sec. IIT. Section IV containsour conclision and a sum —

m ary.

II. THEMETHOD

W e now explain our method, concentrating on the
pointwherewedeviate from standardM F theory. P recise
m athem atical form ulas in plem enting thism ethod w illbe
given in the next section. A s a representative exam ple
w e discuss the com putation of the phases by ourm ethod
for the 2D Hubbard modelwih U = 6, and t= 1 and
= 016 (seEq. () bebw Hrthe precise de nitions).
O ne reason for this choice is that it show s nicely several
qualitative features which can occur in the phase dia—
gram , another that theseparam eter values are of interest
fr high-T. com pounds®4

M F theory for the Hubbard m odel is obtained by re—
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FIG .2: Phasediagram ofthe2D Hubbardm odelasa fiinction
ofU and doping HOrparameterst= 1, = 035,L = 60
and = 1000, computed asFig.1l.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 fiizzy phase
boundaries in this region of the phase diagram .

stricting HF' theory to translational Invariant states de—
scribing antiferrom agnetjsp  AF), ferrom agnetism )
and param agnetisn @) £2? & would be straightforward
to generalize this and also allow for charge-density waves,
ferrin agnetisn etc. One thus starts with three varia-
tional states which all are Slater determ inantd built of
one-particle wave functions which are eigenstates of a
mean eld Ham iltonian where the Hubbard interaction
is replaced by extermal eld tem s,
Phteri= Xi; X = AF,F orP: 1)

These elds nclide the the ferm ions density  and the
m agnetization which is staggered for AF, constant for ¥,
and zero for P, and they are determ ined by the usual
H artreeFock equations. It is in portant to note that the
ferm ion density is xed in the standard Slater states, but
we use a generalization of Slater’s variationalprinciple to
G bbs states allow ing for nite tem perature and where
the femm Jon density is varded by changing-a chem icalpo-—
tential (grand canonicalensembl) #2427 W e now com -
pute the H artreeFock ground state free energy per site,
Fx , oreach ofthese statesX =AF,F and P, asa func-
tion of

Figure 3 gives the result for our example. At xed
valie of ,themean eld ground state is determ ined by
them nim um ,

= m in FX N (2)
X =AF;F;P

Frnimn

Tt isnow Im portant to note that the ferm ion density can
be com puted as derivative of the free energy as follow s,

1= —nR,; 3)
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FIG.3:Mean eld freeenergy Fx ofthe 2D Hubbard m odel
wih t = 1,t0= 016, U = 6, L = 60 and = 1000 as a
function ofthe chem icalpotential . Shown are the curves for
X =AF,F and P (thin lines) and the absolutem Inimum F i
(thick line). The dashed lines indicate the particular values

iyi= 1;2;3, 0f where the phases change. At these values
the derivative of F, i has discontinuities, and this leads to
doping regin es w ith m ixed phases; see Fig. 4.

we use conventions such that particlke-hole symm etry is
m anifest, 1! 1 corresponds to ! and
21 % From Fis. 3 and 4 is is dovious that this
finction 1 is, In general, only piecew ise continuous,
and i has jum ps at the particular values of where the
minmum free energy curve changes, for exam ple, from
the AF to theF curveatthevalue = ,.Thephysical
Interpretation of this is as llows. We start at = 0
where we obviously have the AF ground state and half-

lling, 1= 0.Aswedecrrase , 1 rem ains zero
sihce F pr doesnot change. Thisisdueto theAF gap: as
long as rem ains in the gap the ferm ion density cannot
change. For large enough values the AF band edge is
reached and the slope ofF 5 r startsto decrease. H owever,
before this can happen the F free energy has becom e
lowerand taken over: asonedecreases theF free energy
decreases, and at a value = , the two curves cross,
Far = Frp at = ,.Atthispointwego from the AF
to the F phase. Since the ferm ion densities x ( 2)
1= Q@Fx=@ j- , orthe statesX =AF and X =F
are di erent, it is Inpossible to get a density value in
betw een w ith either state. T here is, how ever, a possibility
to realize such a ferm ion density w ith the follow Ing state
exactJy at = o,

Jnixedi= wAFi+ 0@ w)FIi; 4)

w ith the relative weight w detem ined by the density as

ollow s,
O<w< 1: ®)

=war(2)+ @ w)r(2);
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FIG .4:Dopig 1 ofthe 2D Hubbard m odelas a function
of the chem ical potential . The param eters are asin Fig 3
€= 1,°= 016,U = 6, L = 60 and = 1000). The
curves are the derivatives of the corresponding ones in F ig. 3.
T he thick line determ ines them ean—- eld phase diagram , w ith
the discontinuities at = 5, i= 1;2;3 detem ining doping
regionswhere no purephase¥ ,AF orP isthem odynam ically
stable. T he w iggles of the curves are due to nite size e ects
which, however, have no e ect on the phase boundaries (this
is dem onstrated in the inset ofFig. 5).

W e now discuss the interpretation of this m ixed solu—
tion. O ne possbility is that the system ,has phase sepa—
rated and splitup nto AF and F regions8 0 foourse, the
spatialstructure ofthe actualstate isnot available in the
M F description by them ixed state, but it can In principle
be calculated using unrestricted HF . H ow ever, since the
buk free energy dom inates over the interfacial free ener—
gies in the them odynam ic lim it, them ixed state givesan
accurate description of the them odynam ics. W e stress
that the appearance of such a m ixed state does not nec—
essarily m ean phase separation. The e ect of the phase
boundaries and other possible states have been excluded
In our approxim ation. To know the actual state in the
m ixed regions thus is beyond our calculation and can be
decided only by doingm ore work, eg., using unrestricted
HF taking into account m ore com plicated states. Nev—
ertheless, the occurrence of such a m ixed states proves
that no sin pke translational invariant state of the kind
assum ed in our M F ansatz is therm odynam ically stabk.
T he m ixed regions of the phase diagram are of particu—
lar Interest since there the free energy is degenerate and
thus the details of the solution can be strongly a ected
by uctuations, phase boundaries, or details neglected in
the m odel.

Tt is In portant to note that there are two further jum ps
of and two further corregponding m ixed phases: one at

= 1 wih F ocoexisting wih P, and anotherat = 3
wih AF and P coexisting. It is also interesting to note



that, while ort®= 0 themean eld free energies are in—
variant under the electron-hol transform ation ! ,
the nite value oft°=  0:16 here leads to a qualitative
di erence between hole doping ( < 0) and electron dop-
Ing ( > 0). Asseen In Fig. 3, the F state can com pete
with the AF state only or < 0, and this in plies that
it is possble to dope the AF state by electrons but not
by holes.

W e thus see that, even though we restricted H artree—
Fock theory to sin ple translation invariant states as in
Eqg. @:I:), our way of treating the doping constraint has
in plicitly also nclided the possbility ofhaving a m ixed
state as in Eq. {fJ:) as groundstate, and we nd that such
a m ixed state indeed occurs in a signi cant part of the

doping regin e.

W e stress that our m ethod to determ ine the phase
boundary does not increase the com putational e ort of
mean eld theory, and it is easy to do the com putations
also for large system sizes. M ost of our com putations
weredone ora L. L htticewih L = 60. W hil at this
valies of . some nite size e ects are still visble in the
relation between doping and the chem ical potential
(see F'ig. 4), the Inset In F ig. 5 dem onstrates that resul—
Ing phase boundaries are practically identical w ith the
ones In the them odynam ic lin . W e also checked that
the value = 1000 we used for the inverse tem perature
practically gives the zero tem perature phase boundaries.
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FIG .5: Phases ofthe 2D Hubbard m odelas a function ofthe
chem ical potential for the sam e param eters as in Fig. 2 (t=
1;t°= 0:35; = 1000;L = 60). Inset: B lowup of the region
around the m Inim um of the phase lines In the main gure,
show Ing Interesting ne structure in the phase diagram . A 1so
shown is the resul from a calculation for system size L = 120
(crosses). The coincidence between resuls for two di erent
system sizes dem onstrate that L = 60 is practically already
in the them odynam ic lim it.

III. FORM A LISM

W enow give the form alin plem entation ofourm ethod.
W e start by xing our notation. W e consider the 2D
Hubbard m odel de ned by the H am ittonian

X 0 X
H= t g, c ot ¢, ¢, tHx:
hi;ji; thi;ji;
X X 1 1
do *U b Do ) 6
i; i

w ith the on-site repulsion U > 0 and the hopping am pli-
tudest > 0 and t°betw een the nearest neighbor sites hi; ji
and next-nearest neighbor NNN ) sites hi; jii on a square
lattice w ith L? sites, respectively; the form jon operators
cg) are param eterized by the spin variable =";# and
lattice sites 1 = (ix;i) where i,y = 1;2;:::5;L, and
nj = CZ G, are number operators, as usual. The
ferm ion density is
1 X
= ? lTli; 1 (7)
i
wih h itheground state expectation value tobe speci ed
below .
W e recall that unrestricted H artree¥Fock HEF') theory
is form ally obtained by introducing
G = m;i; m;= hsid ®)
and replacing the Hubbard interaction by extemal eld
term s as follow s,

1, 2 1
ni;"ni;# r= (m i i) + = (qini m ; §);
4 2
w here %Um ; and %gql aremean elds coupling to the
ferm on spin s = , o, o¢;, o and (local) den-
sity nj = g, c, ; respectively; = (1 2; 3) are

the usual Pauli spin m atrices. This replacem ent leads
to a Ham iltonian descrdbing non-interacting ferm ions in

extemal elds,H ! Hyr wih
X u X
Hyp = Z(mi %)+ C?-L/; hy, 5 0G5 0 )
i i3 5 ©
where
1
i 3 0 tiy ot i EUfni ot
@ 1) o] 0 10)

is a selfadpint 2L2  2L%-matrix which can be inter—

preted asa oneparticle H am iltonian. O nenow interprets

h imE q.:_{8) as the expectation value in the ground state
ofHyr I Egs. @,:_ig) . This yields the HF equations al-

low ing to selfconsistently compute ¢ and m ; (see eg.

Sec.II :n Ref.jil).



W e now observe that these HF equations can also be
obtained as saddle point equations@F =@m ; = @F =@ ; =
0 from the free energy function

1
w here
7 =Tre Her 12)

is the partition function de ned by a trace over the
ferm jon H ibert space, and  is the Inverse tem perature.
A straightforw ard com putation yields

2
1 &

2 2
oy 1) L2

i =

u X

F =
41,2

E.
log cosh — i 13)

wih E . the ejgenva]ue_s‘ of; the one-particle H am iltonian
h= (y ;; o) hEq. {10)#
T hephysicalsolution ofthe HF equationsare such that

Fun

minmaxF @ i;%); (14)
mioG
see Ref. :_1-]‘ for a m atheam atical proof or Ref. :_é for a
derivation using functional integrals. The correspond-—
ing ferm ion denstty is then given by Eq. (:_3'). W e stress
that Eq. {14), while in plying standard HF theory, is not
equivalent to it: the standard HF equationscan have sev—
eral solutions, but Eq. C_l-é_I) provides a sin ple m ethod to
sole HF equations so as to avoid the unphysical solu—
tions: rstmaxim ize F with respect to the g;, and then
m inin ize w ith respect to them ;. In casewe restrict HF
theory by m aking a sin plifying ansatz forthem ean elds
g and m ; asbelow, i can happen that one nds several
HF solutionsata xed value of . In thiscase onemust
take the solution m Inim izing F .

M ean eld theory is obtained from HF by restricting
tomean eldswhich are nvariant under translations by
tw o sites. For the di erent states discussed in this paper
one further sim pli es to

AF : a=q mi=mar( DiTVe,
F: G= Mi=mMre,
P : ag=9g m;i=20 15)

where e, is the unit vector in z-direction. W ith this
restrictions it is easy to com pute the eigenvalies E \ by
Fourder transform . O ne obtains

1
AF : Ex; =5 kK)+ k+Q)+U@ 1)
q
&) k+Q)+ Umar)?
F: Eg, kK)+U@ 1 mgp)
P: Ey; k)+ U@ 1) 16)

w here the quantum num bers labeling the eigenvalues are
N k; ) wih = a band index and k = (;ky)

with ky,, = @ =L) integer m om enta restricted to the
Brillouin zone Ky ;v ;Q = (; ) is the AF
vector, and

k)= 2tloske)+ cosky)] 4tcosky)cosky) (17)
is the usual tight binding band relation. T hus the m ean

eld free energy becom es

cosh EE k;" (18)
k"=

forX =AF,F andP mp = 0),wherethek-sum becom es
an integral in the themodynamic Imit L ! 1 . The
standard m ean eld equations (see eg. Sec. IT In Ref.:ff)
are obtained from this from di erentiation, QF x =Qq =
@Fy =@m y = 0. Note that g= x (fom ion density at
xed In the X -state) but, as explained In Sec. II, the
relation of y tothesystem density issom ewhat subtle.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS AND DISCUSSION

In conclusion, we have presented a sin ple generaliza—
tion of standard mean eld theory, ncliding the possi-
bility of phase separated m ean eld states. W e have pre-
sented resuls for the phase diagram ofthe2D t t° U
Hubbard model, ncliding values of param eters sug—
gested by the high-T. m aterials. W e nd that the NNN
hopping t° signi cantly alters the solution. The result—
Ing rich and nontrivial phase diagram s show signi cant
qualitative di erences betw een electron and hole doping.
M oreover, a nite t° suppresses order in the weak cou—
pling regin e, but can have the opposite e ect at strong
coupling; see Figs. 2 and 5. Thus the results presented
here are m ugh richer than those obtained by standard
M F theory£% The correctness of aurm ethod is Jasti ed
by m athem atical rigorous resulst’

W e stress that the m ethod presented here does not
necessarily produce accurate solitions to the problem , as
isoften the casewith mean eld theory. N evertheless the
m ethod providesa usefilstarting point forestim ating the
structure ofthe phase diagram , providing cheap guidance
form ore accurate but costly calculation m ethods tow ards
Interesting regin es In the phase diagram .

The sinple theory presented here can be straight-—
forwardly generalized to a num ber of Interesting cases,
Incliding m ore generalmean eld states lke ferrim ag—
netian or stripes, and to m ore com plicated m odels w ith
additional iInteraction termm s orm ore bands, etc.
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