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Abstract

Theground-statepropertiesofC20 fullereneclustersaredeterm ined in thefram eworkoftheHub-

bard m odelby using lattice density-functionaltheory (LDFT)and scaling approxim ationsto the

interaction-energy functional.Resultsare given forthe ground-state energy,kinetic and Coulom b

energies,localm agnetic m om ents,and charge-excitation gap,as a function ofthe Coulom b re-

pulsion U=t and for electron or hole doping � close half-band �lling (j�j� 1). The role ofelec-

tron correlationsisanalyzed by com paring theLDFT resultswith fully unrestricted Hartree-Fock

(UHF)calculations which take into accountpossible noncollineararrangem entsofthe localspin-

polarizations.Theconsequencesofthespin-density-wavesym m etry breaking,often found in UHF,

and theim plicationsofthisstudy form ore com plex fullerenestructuresare discussed.

PACS num bers:36.40.Cg,71.10.Fd,73.22.-f
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thediscovery oftheC60 fullerene
1 and therem arkablephysicaland chem icalproperties

resulting from its unique topology and electronic structure have m otivated an extraordi-

nary research activity in pastyears.2 One ofthe recentquestionsofinterestin this�eld is

the possibility ofproducing even sm aller C orSicagelike clusters and to synthesize novel

solids using them as building blocks. Thus, several experim ental and theoreticalstud-

ies have been perform ed in order to elucidate the com plex m echanism s ofform ation of

these nanostructures.3,4,5,6,7,8,9 In the particular case ofC20,which is expected to be the

sm allest fullerene,experim ents indicate thatthe dom inantspecies in laser-vaporization of

graphite are ring structures, while theory yields di�erent isom ers depending on the cal-

culation m ethod.10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17 Hartree-Fock (HF) studies predict that the ring is the

lowest-energy isom er,followed by the bowl(a substructure ofthe C60 fullerene) and then

by the dodecahedralcage.14,15,16 In contrast, the localdensity approxim ation (LDA) to

density-functionaltheory (DFT)yields the cage to be m ore stable than the bowland the

ring,whereas in a generalized gradientapproxim ation (GGA)the sam e ordering asHF is

obtained.14,15,16 Theseinvestigations,aswellasquantum M onteCarlo(QM C)calculations,17

indicatethatnon-trivialelectron correlation e�ectsplay a centralrolein thestructuraland

electronicpropertiesofthesenanoclusters.

Recently,Prinzbach and coworkers succeeded to produce the cage-structured fullerene

C20 in the gasphase starting from the perhydrogenated form C20H 20.
6 Thisisom er,which

is not form ed spontaneously in carbon condensation orcluster annealing processes,has a

su�ciently longlifetim e.M oreover,photoelectron spectrum (PES)m easurem entshavebeen

perform ed from which itscage-likestructurehasbeen inferred.6 Theoreticalstudiesby Saito

and M iyam oto havereproduced thePES thereby con�rm ing thestructureassignm entgiven

in experim ent.7 In addition,experim entalevidencehasbeen provided on theoligom erization

ofC20 fullerenes
8 and on the form ation ofa solid phase ofC20 dodecahedra

9 which,unlike

C60 solids,involve strong C-C bondsbetween thepentagonsofneighboring units.

Besides its experim entalrealization,the topology ofC20 appears to be a particularly

attractive physicalsituation for theoreticalinvestigations ofcorrelated itinerant electrons

in cagelike clusterswith pentagonalrings.Sim ilarstudieson C12 and C60 clustershave al-

ready been perform ed in relation to alkali-m etal-doped C60 solidslikeK 3C60 and Rb3C60,
18
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sinceoneexpectsthatthebasicphysicsbehind thesuperconducting and opticalproperties

ofthese m aterials should be captured atthe scale ofan individualm olecular constituent.

The sm aller fullerenes have attracted a specialattention in this context due to the per-

spective ofachieving larger superconducting transition tem peratures than the C60-based

solids. Indeed,a num beroftheoreticalinvestigationspredicta signi�cantenhancem entof

theelectron-phonon couplingasthesizeofthefullereneisreduced from C60 toC36,C28,and

�nally C 20.
5,19,20 Consequently,theoreticalstudies aim ing atunderstanding the properties

ofcorrelated electronsin sm allfullereneclustersareofconsiderable interest.

Lattice m odels have been used to determ ine low-energy properties ofC60 which derive

from the outerm ost half-�lled �-electron cloud. In particular,the spin-density distribu-

tion on the buckyball has been analyzed in a series of papers.21,22,23,24,25,26 Co�ey and

Trugm an21 calculated the ground-state spin con�guration using a classicalantiferrom ag-

netic (AF) Heisenberg Ham iltonian corresponding to the strongly correlated lim it ofthe

Hubbard m odel.They found thatthe lowest-energy spin structure showsa nontrivialnon-

collinearorderwhich m inim izesm agneticfrustrationswithin each pentagonalring,keeping

strong AF short-range orderin bondsconnecting nearestneighbor(NN)pentagons.21 The

spin structure in C60 was also investigated by m eans ofHubbard or Pariser-Parr-Pople

Ham iltonians at half-band �lling,taking into account on-site and inter-site Coulom b in-

teractionswithin the unrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF)approxim ation.23,24,25,26 A com m on

result ofthese investigations is the presence ofa m agnetic instability for a criticalvalue

Uc ofthe on-site Coulom b repulsion yielding a m agnetic orderwhich resem blesthatofthe

classicalAF Heisenberg m odel.In addition rem arkablenoncollinearspin arrangem entsand

charge-density redistributions have been obtained in m ean-�eld calculations as a function

ofelectron and holedoping.26 QM C sim ulationson C60 athalf-band �lling and exactdiag-

onalization studiesofcagelike C12 supportthe existence ofnon-vanishing short-range spin

correlations.22,27 However,itshould be recalled thatthere isno experim entalevidence for

an spontaneous sym m etry breaking. Instead,the spin-density-wave instability should be

interpreted as an indication of
uctuating spin-spin correlations within the cluster. It is

therefore interesting to im prove on the treatm ent ofcorrelations in order to quantify the

possiblee�ectsofarti�cialsym m etry breakingson theelectronicproperties.

Thepurposeofthispaperisto investigatetheground-statepropertiesofcorrelated elec-

tronson a C20 cagelikeclusterby using theHubbard Ham iltonian and a recently developed
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latticedensity-functionaltheory (LDFT).28,29 Previousapplicationsofthisapproach to 1D

and 2D lattices have yield quite accurate ground-state properties forallband �llings and

interaction regim es.A particularly interesting featurein thepresentcontextisthatLDFT

doesnotnecessarily involvea sym m etry breaking in orderto accountforthee�ectsofelec-

tron correlation and localization in the strongly interacting lim it.29 Thus,itappearsasan

appropriatem eansofim proving on UHF calculations.M oreover,besidestheaspectsspeci�-

cally related toC20 and itstopology,thepresentcalculationsshould beofinterestasa�nite

clusterapplication ofnew density-functionalapproachesto latticeferm ion m odels.30

Thebody ofthepaperisorganized asfollows.In Sec.IIthem odelHam iltonian and the

m ain steps in the form ulation ofLDFT are brie
y recalled. Results for the ground-state

energy,kinetic and Coulom b energies,localm agnetic m om ents,and charge excitation gap

ofC20 are presented and discussed in Sec.IIIasa function ofCoulom b repulsion U=tand

forelectron orhole dopings� close half-band �lling (j�j� 1). Finally,Sec.IV sum m arizes

the m ain conclusionsand discussessom e perspectivesofextensionsin view ofapplications

to lowersym m etry structures.

II. M O D EL H A M ILT O N IA N A N D C A LC U LAT IO N M ET H O D

W econsidertheHubbard Ham iltonian31

H = � t
X

hi;ji�

ĉ
y

i�ĉj� + U
X

i

n̂i#n̂i"; (1)

on the C20 structure illustrated in Fig.1. In the usualnotation, ĉ
y

i� (̂ci�) refers to the

creation (annihilation)operatorofan electron with spin � atsitei,and n̂i� = ĉ
y

i�ĉi� to the

corresponding num beroperator.The�rstterm isthekinetic-energy operatorwith hopping

integralstij = � t< 0 forNNsand tij = 0 otherwise. The second term takesinto account

intraatom ic interactionsby m eansofthe on-site Coulom b repulsion integralU. Given the

latticestructureandthenum berofatom sN a = 20,them odelischaracterized bythenum ber

ofelectronsN e,ordoping � = Ne � Na,and by theratio U=t.

In order to determ ine the ground-state properties we consider a density-functionalap-

proach to electron correlationsin a lattice,in which thefundam entalvariableisthesingle-

particledensity m atrix 
ij.
29 Theground-stateenergy E gs and density m atrix 


gs

ij aredeter-
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FIG .1:Illustration ofthegeom etry ofthe cagelike C20 cluster.

m ined by m inim izing theenergy functional

E [
]= EK [
]+ W [
] (2)

with respectto 
ij.The�rstterm in Eq.(2)isthekineticenergy

E K [
]=
X

ij

tij
ij (3)

associated with the electronic m otion in the lattice. The second term is the interaction-

energy functional,form ally given by32

W [
]= m in
	 ! 


"

U
X

i

h	[
]ĵn i"n̂i#j	[
]i

#

; (4)

wheretheconstrained m inim ization runsoverallN -particlestatesj	[
]ithatsatisfy

h	[
]j
X

�

ĉ
y

i�ĉj� j	[
]i= 
 ij (5)

foralliand j.Thus,W representsthem inim um valueoftheinteraction energy com patible

with agiven degreeofelectron delocalization ordensity m atrix 
ij.Theuniversalfunctional

W [
],valid foralllatticestructuresand hybridizations,can beconsiderably sim pli�ed ifthe

hoppingintegralsareshortranged.Forexam ple,ifonlyNN hoppingsareconsidered asinthe

presentcase,thekinetic energy E K isindependentofthedensity-m atrix elem entsbetween

sites that are not NNs. Therefore, the constrained search in Eq.(4) m ay be restricted

to the j	[
]i that satisfy Eq.(5) only for i = j and for NN ij. M oreover, for highly

sym m etric clusterslike C20,one hasthe sam e equilibrium value of
ij forallNN pairsij,

and 
ii = n = N e=N a for allsites i. The interaction energy can then be regarded as a

sim ple function W (
ij)ofthe density-m atrix elem entbetween NNs. However,notice that
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restricting the m inim ization constraintsin Eqs.(4)and (5)to NN 
ij also im pliesthatW

losesitsuniversalcharacter,since the NN m ap and the resulting dependence ofW on 
ij

arein principledi�erentfordi�erentlatticestructures.28,29

Two previously investigated scaling approxim ationsto the interaction energy W ofthe

Hubbard m odelshallbe used for the calculations.29,33 In the �rst one the functionalde-

pendence isderived from the exactsolution ofEq.(4)forthe Hubbard dim er. Itisgiven

by29

W
(2)

= E H F

�

1�
q

1� g2ij

�

; (6)

where E H F = N aUn
2=4 refersto the Hartree-Fock energy and gij = (
ij � 
1ij)=(


0
ij � 
1ij)

m easuresthe degree ofelectron correlation in a NN bond ij. Here,
0ij > 0 standsforthe

largest possible value ofthe bond order 
ij for a given N a,band �lling n = N e=N a,and

latticestructure.Itrepresentsthem axim um degreeofelectron delocalization regardlessof

correlations.
1ij referstothestrongly correlated lim itof
ij,i.e.,tothelargestNN bond or-

derthatcan beachieved undertheconstraintofvanishing W .Forhalf-band �lling 
1ij = 0,

whileforn 6= 1,
1ij > 0.34 Thus,gij = 1in an uncorrelated state,and gij = 0in thestrongly

correlated lim itcorresponding,forexam ple,to a fully localized orfully spin-polarized state

(Nagaoka state).Physically,thescaling hypothesisunderlying Eq.(6)m eansthattherela-

tive changein W associated with a given changein g12 isconsidered asindependentofthe

system understudy.Exactnum ericalstudiesofthefunctionaldependenceofW haveshown

thatthis isa good approxim ation in a wide variety of1D,2D,and 3D lattices and band

�llings.28 NoticethatE H F,

1
12,and 


0
12 aresystem speci�c.In practice,
112 isapproxim ated

by the ferrom agnetic fully-polarized 
FM12 which can be obtained,asE H F and 
012,from the

single-particleelectronicstructure.

Thedim erapproxim ation toW isvery appealing sinceitcom binesrem arkablesim plicity

and good accuracy.29,35 Nevertheless,it also presents som e lim itations particularly in the

lim it ofstrong correlations at half-band �lling. ForN e = N a and sm all
ij,W
(2) can be

expanded asW (2) = (1=8)�2U

2
ij+ O (


4
ij)with �2 = (
0ij)

� 2 (e.g.,�2 = 2:92forapentagonal

ring and �2 = 4:16 forC20).The exactfunctionalW showsthesam e behaviorbutusually

with a som ewhat larger coe�cient � ex (e.g.,�ex = 3:21 for a pentagonalring and �2 =

5:22 forC20).
36 These discrepancieshave directconsequenceson theresulting ground-state

propertiesforU=t� 1,since in thislim it

gs

ij ’ (4z=�)(t=U)and E gs ’ � (2z2=�)(t2=U),

wherezisthelocalcoordination num ber(E K = � zt
ij).In ordertoim provetheaccuracy a
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m ore
exibleapproxim ation hasbeen proposed which isalsobased on thescaling properties

ofW ,and which recoverstheexactdependenceon 
ij for
ij ! 0.In thiscasetheinteraction

energy includesa fourth-orderterm in gij and isgiven by

W
(4)

= E H F

�

1�

q

1� �g2ij + (�� 1)g4ij

�

; (7)

where � = �ex=�2. In a pentagonalring � = 1:10,while in the C20 cluster � = 1:26.

Thesevaluesshould becom pared with thedim erresult� = 1,forwhich Eq.(7)reducesto

Eq.(6). Thus,the 4th-orderterm appearsasa m oderate correction to the dim eror2nd-

orderapproxim ation (g2ij � 1).Previousapplicationsto1D and 2D system shaveshown that

Eq.(7)providesa system atic im provem enton the ground-statepropertiesforallU=t.33 In

thefollowing section,Eqs.(6)and (7)areapplied to determ ineseveralelectronicproperties

oftheC20 Hubbard clusterin thefram ework ofLDFT.

III. R ESU LT S

The m odelischaracterized by the dim ensionlessparam eterU=tand by the doping � =

N e� Na.W econsiderthecom pleterangeofrepulsiveinteractions(U � 0)andsingleelectron

orhole dopings(j�j� 1). Com m only accepted valuesofU=tforthe �-electronsin carbon

fullerenescorrespond to the interm ediate range2 � U=t� 5.23,24,25,26 Beforediscussing the

resultsforthe C20 clusteritisusefulto considera single pentagonalring asa prelim inary

teston theaccuracy ofthem ethod,sincethepentagon constitutesthebasicbuilding block

ofthe C20 structure,and since it is sm allenough so that exact diagonalizations can be

easily perform ed. Fig.2 showsresultsforthe ground-state energy E gs ofthe N a = 5 ring

asa function ofU=t.In theuncorrelated lim itE gs decreasesm onotonously with increasing

num ber ofelectrons N e = N a + � � 6 since the three lowest single-particle eigenvalues of

the ring are negative. On the other side,for large U=t,E gs vanishes at half-band �lling

whilefornegative(positive)doping E gs (E gs � U�)rem ainsnegative.In fact,for� = 0 the

suppression ofcharge
uctuationsalwaysim plieselectron localization,whereasforj�j= 1 a

�nitekineticenergypersists,even forU=t� 1,duetothedelocalization oftheextraelectron

orhole.TheLDFT calculationsreproducerem arkably wellthecrossoverbetween weak and

strong correlations as given by the exact diagonalizations. Appreciable discrepancies are

found only for � = � 1 and U=t � 6,in which case the largest relative error am ounts to
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FIG .2: G round-state energy E gs ofthe Hubbard m odelon a pentagonalring as a function of

Coulom b interaction U=tfordi�erentnum bersofelectronsN e = N a + � close to half-band �lling

(N a = 5).For� = 1,resultsforEgs� U areshown.Thesolid curvescorrespond to latticedensity-

functionaltheory(LDFT),thecrossestoexactnum ericaldiagonalizations,and thedashed curvefor

� = 0 to unrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF)calculationsincluding noncollinearspin arrangem ents.

jE LD F T
gs � Eexgsj=jE

ex
gsj’ 0:07 forU=t’ 12.In theothercases(� = 0 or1)theLDFT results

arepractically indistinguishable from theexactones.

Inordertoquantifythee�ectsofelectron correlationswehavealsoperform ed calculations

by usingthefully unrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF)approxim ation which correspondstothe

m ostgeneralsingle-Slater-determ inantwave-function and which allowsfornoncollinearsite-

dependentspin polarizationsh~Sii.
26 Figure2showstheUHF resultsforE gs ofthepentagonal

ringathalf-band �lling (� = 0).ForU=t< Uc ’ 0:27theonly solution totheself-consistent

equationsisnon-m agnetic (i.e.,h~Sii= 0 foralli),while forU=t> Uc localm agnetic m o-

m entsh~Siisetin.Theseincreasem onotonously with U=treaching saturation in thelim itof

U=t! 1 . Concerning the m agnetic orderone observesthatthe h~Siiare allcoplanarand

thatthe angle between NN m om entsis4�=5 forallU=t> Uc. Thisam ountsto splitone

parallel-spin frustration am ong �vebondswhich corresponds,asexpected forhalf-band �ll-

ing,to thesolution ofa classicalHeisenberg m odelwith antiferrom agneticNN interactions.

OneobservesthatUHF reproducestheU=tdependence ofE gs qualitatively well,including

the strongly correlated lim it where E gs ! 0. This is achieved by localizing the electrons
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0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

<
S
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>

−6

−4

−2

0

E
K
/t

0.0

1.0

2.0

E
C
/t

Exact

W
(4)

W
(2)

UHF

(c)

δ=0

(a)

(b)

N
a
=5

FIG .3: (a)K inetic energy E K ,(b)Coulom b energy E C ,and (c)localm agnetic m om ents hS2ii

ofthe Hubbard m odelon a pentagonalring at half-band �lling (N e = N a = 5). The dashed-

dotted and fullcurvescorrespond to lattice density-functionaltheory (LDFT)using,respectively,

Eqs.(6)and (7)fortheinteraction-energy functional.Thedashed curvesreferto theunrestricted

Hartree-Fock (UHF)calculationsincludingnoncollinearspin arrangem ents,and thecrossestoexact

num ericaldiagonalizations.

through theform ation ofincreasingly largelocalm agneticm om entsasU=tincreases.Never-

theless,signi�cantquantitativediscrepancieswith theexactnum ericalsolution areobserved

already forU=t� 2,which re
ecttheim portanceofelectron-correlation e�ects.These can

beregarded in partastheresultof
uctuationsbetween di�erentspin con�gurationswhich

cannotbe recovered in a single-determ inant state.39 In contrast,LDFT givesa m uch bet-

terdescription ofthe ground-state,particularly in the interm ediate and strong interacting

regim es.UHF overestim atesE gs appreciably,whilethedi�erencesbetween exactand LDFT

resultsarevery sm all.

M oredetailed inform ation on the correlation e�ectsand on the accuracy ofthe calcula-

tionsisobtained from thekineticenergyE K ,Coulom b energyE C ,and localsquarem agnetic
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m om entshS2
iipresented inFig.3.LDFT accuratelyreproducestheexactnum ericalsolution,

showing thatthe very good resultsobtained forE gs are notthe consequence ofim portant

com pensationsoferrors.M oreover,thedi�erencesbetween 2nd-orderand 4th-orderapprox-

im ationsto W [seeEqs.(6)and (7)]arequitesm all,typically oftheorderofthedi�erences

between the 4th-order calculations and the exact results. Nevertheless,one m ay observe

thattheinteraction-energy functionalW (4) providesa consistentim provem entwith respect

to W (2). In facttaking into accountthe 4th-orderterm yieldsa sm allincrease (reduction)

ofE C forU=t< 4 (U=t> 4)aswellasa sm allreduction ofjE K jforU=t> 4 which bring

theoutcom eofLDFT system atically closerto theexactsolution.38

In contrast to LDFT the UHF calculations do notprovide a correct description ofthe

kinetic and Coulom b energiesseparately.On theoneside,forU=t< 4,UHF overestim ates

theCoulom b energy E C due to an underestim ation ofthelocalm om entshS2
ii(see Fig.3).

On the other side,forU=t> 4,both E C and jE K jare appreciably underestim ated. The

inaccuraciesin E C and jE K jforU=t> 4 tend to canceleach other,which im provesto som e

extent the UHF resultforE gs (see Fig.2). Notice thatUHF reproduces quite accurately

the localm om ents for U=t > 4 (see Fig.3). However, a single-determ inant state fails

to incorporate correlations,and in particularthe 
uctuationsbetween di�erentequivalent

spin con�gurations,which should restore the broken spin sym m etry and which are often

im portant in �nite system s.39 This re
ects the lim itations ofthe broken sym m etry UHF

solutions,even in the m ost generalnoncollinear case.26 Notice thatin LDFT no arti�cial

sym m etry breaking isrequired in orderto accountforcorrelation-induced localizationsand

the resulting e�ects on the ground-state properties. The present LDFT form alism with

the dim er or 4th-order scaling approxim ations to interaction-energy functionaldescribes

correctly the electronic correlations in a pentagonalHubbard ring. It can be therefore

expected thatthe m ethod should rem ain accurate in m ore com plex system s with �ve-fold

sym m etry such astheC20 clusterto bediscussed below.M oreover,com parison with exact

resultsalso showsthatthedi�erencesbetween UHF and LDFT resultsforE gs,E K ,and E C

area good quantitative estim ation ofthecorrelation energiesand theirU=tdependence.

In Figs.4 and 5 LDFT and UHF results are given for severalground-state properties

oftheHubbard m odelon the cagelike C20 clusterillustrated in Fig.1.In theuncorrelated

lim ittheground-stateenergiesE gs arethesam eforj�j� 1,aconsequenceofthedegeneracy

ofthesingle-particle spectrum .AsU=tincreases,E gs increasesm onotonously with a slope

10
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FIG .4: G round-state energy E gs ofthe Hubbard m odelon the cagelike C20 cluster illustrated

in Fig.1. Results are given as a function ofCoulom b interaction U=t for di�erent num bers of

electrons N e = N a + � close to half-band �lling (Na = 20). In the inset E gs � U is shown for

� = 1. The solid curvescorrespond to lattice density-functionaltheory (LDFT)using Eq.(7)for

the interaction-energy functional. The dashed curves refer to unrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF)

calculationsincluding noncollinearspin arrangem ents.

@E gs=@U =
P

ihni"ni#i> 0. Since the average num ber ofdouble occupationsislargerfor

largernum ber ofelectrons the degeneracy with respect to � isrem oved at�nite U=t. On

the otherside,in the strongly correlated lim it,E gs vanishes athalf-band �lling,while for

� = � 1 (� = 1)Egs (E gs � U)rem ainsnegative.TheU=tdependence ofEgs in C20 follows

sim ilartrendsasin thepentagonalring.TheUHF calculationsreproducetheexactlim itsfor

U=t= 0 and U=t= 1 ,and agreequalitatively with LDFT for�nitevaluesoftheCoulom b

repulsion. However, the quantitative di�erences can be quite signi�cant particularly for

interm ediateand largeU=t(e.g.,26% forU=t’ 36).

Thee�ectsofcorrelationsarem oresigni�cantin thekineticenergy E K ,Coulom b energy

E C ,and localsquare m om ent hS2
ii shown in Fig.5 for � = 0. The di�erences between

UHF and LDFT calculations for E K and E C are sim ilar to the corresponding di�erences

between UHF and exactresultsforthepentagonalring and can bequalitatively understood

in sim ilarterm s.In thecaseofC20 onem ay noticethattheUHF resultsforthelocalsquare

11



0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

U/(U+4t)

0.4

0.5

0.6

0.7

0.8

<
S

i2
>

W
(4)

W
(2)

UHF

−30

−20

−10

0

E
K
/t

0

4

8

12

E
C
/t

(c)

δ=0

(a)

(b)

C
20

FIG .5: (a)K ineticenergy E K ,(b)Coulom b energy E C ,and (c)localm agneticm om entshS
2
iiof

the cagelike C20 Hubbard cluster athalf-band �lling (� = 0). The dashed-dotted and fullcurves

correspond to lattice density-functionaltheory (LDFT) using,respectively,Eqs.(6) and (7) for

the interaction-energy functional. The dashed curves refer to unrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF)

calculationsincluding noncollinearspin arrangem ents.

m om enthS2
iiare the sam e asin the uncorrelated lim itforU=t< 2:2. Therefore,they are

signi�cantly underestim ated. ForstrongerCoulom b repulsions (U=t> 2:2)hS2
iiincreases

rapidly reaching values thatare very close to the LDFT results forU=t’ 4 (see Fig.5).

This behaviorisrelated to the U=tdependence ofthe self-consistent solution ofthe UHF

equations. For0 � U=t� 3:1 the UHF charge distribution isnotuniform due to the four-

fold degeneracy ofthesingle-particlespectrum attheFerm ienergy.M oreover,forU=t< 2:2

the UHF ground state shows a weakly ferrom agnetic solution with very sm alllocalspin

polarizations. In thisway advantage istaken from the single-particle degeneracy in order

to reducetheCoulom b-repulsion energy withoutincreasing signi�cantly thekineticenergy.

ForU=t> 2:2 the system startsto develop an AF spin-density wave which coexistswith a

weak charge-density wave for2:2 < U=t< 3:1. Only forU=t> 3:1 the AF-like m agnetic

12



FIG .6: Illustration ofthedistribution ofthelocalspin polarizationsh~Siiin an undoped cagelike

C20 clusterasobtained by usingtheHubbard m odeland theunrestricted Hartree-Fock approxim a-

tion (� = 0).Dueto spin-rotationalinvariance only therelative orientationsofh~Siiare physically

m eaningful. The three-dim ensionalclusterstructure (see Fig.1)ism apped onto a plane in order

to ease the visualization. The radiusofthe circle on each atom ic site iis proportionalto jh~Siij.

The arrows represent the projection ofh~Sii onto the xy plane which is the plane containing the

outerm ostpentagon.Shaded circles(open circles)indicatethattheperpendicularcom ponenthSzii

ispositive (negative).

ordervalid forstrong interactionsisde�nitely settled and the charge distribution becom es

then uniform throughout the cluster. An illustration ofthe UHF m agnetic order in the

largeU=tregim eisshown in Fig.6.Noticethenoncollinearity ofthelocalspin polarizations

h~Sii,which form anglesofabout138 degreesbetween NNs. Thisvalue issm allerthan the

angle between NN h~Siiin an isolated pentagonalring (144 degrees)because offrustration

e�ectsbetween the pentagonsin the C 20 topology (see Figs.1 and 6). Furtherincrease of

theCoulom b repulsion beyond U=t= 3:1 only resultsin an increase ofthe sizeofthelocal

m om entskeeping them agneticorderunchanged.

Thechargeexcitation gap isgiven by

�E c = E gs(N e + 1)+ E gs(N e � 1)� 2Egs(N e); (8)

where E gs refers to ground-state energy. It is a property ofconsiderable interest since it

m easuresthe low-energy excitationsassociated with changesin the num berofelectron N e

and isthusvery sensitiveto electron correlation e�ects.In Fig.7 resultsareshown for�E c
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FIG .7: Charge excitation gap �E c of the Hubbard m odelon the cagelike C20 cluster as a

function ofCoulom b interaction U=t. The solid (dashed)curves correspond to LDFT (UHF).In

the inset�gureresultsare given forthe pentagonalHubbard ring.Here the crossesreferto exact

diagonalizations.

ofthe C20 Hubbard clusterathalf-band �lling (N e = N a).The corresponding calculations

forthe pentagonalring are reported in the insetforthe sake ofcom parison. Athalf-band

�lling �E c = 0 forU = 0,despitethe�nitesize,duetothedegeneracy ofthesingle-particle

spectrum in both the ring and C20. �E c increases with increasing U=t approaching the

lim it�E ! (U � w b)forU=t! 1 ,where wb isthe bottom ofsingle-particle spectrum of

the cluster (wb = 2tforthe ring and wb = 3tforC20). The LDFT results and the exact

calculationsforN a = 5yield alineardependenceof�E c asafunction U=tforU=t� 1.This

im plies,in particularforC20,that�E c > 0 forarbitrary sm allU=t,in contrastto theUHF

result.Com parison with exactdiagonalizationsforN a = 5 indicatesthattheLDFT gap is

notoverestim ated. The UHF calculationsfailto reproduce the correctU=tdependence of

�E c showing oncem oretheim portanceofcorrelations.Noticethatthedi�erencesbetween

UHF and exact or LDFT results are qualitatively sim ilar for C20 and for the pentagonal

ring,which indicatesthatthe contribution ofcorrelationsto �E c are com parable in both

cases.
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IV . C O N C LU SIO N

A density-functionalapproach to lattice-ferm ion m odels hasbeen applied to study the

ground-statepropertiesoftheHubbard Ham iltonian on a cagelikeC20 cluster.Theground-

state energy,the kinetic and Coulom b contributions,and the charge excitation gap have

been determ ined asa function ofU=tfordopings� close to halfband �lling. The im por-

tance ofelectron correlationshasbeen quanti�ed by perform ing noncollinearHartree-Fock

calculations.Com parisonswith exactdiagonalizationsand with UHF in thecase ofa pen-

tagonalring dem onstratetheability ofLDFT to describesubtlecorrelation e�ectsin a very

sim ple and system atic way. Itistherefore expected thatLDFT should be an e�cienttool

forinvestigating thepropertiesofstrongly correlated ferm ionsin m orecom plex clustersand

nanostructures,which areotherwisevery di�cultto tacklewith otheraccuratem ethods.

The present LDFT study of clusters encourages the developm ent of m ore 
exible

interaction-energy functionals in order to determ ine the properties of�nite system s with

lowersym m etry.Asa�rststep itwould beinterestingtoextend thecalculationstofullerene

structures having di�erent types ofbonds,forexam ple C 60. In these cases the functional

dependence ofW [
ij]is m ore com plex and one has to consider at least two di�erent NN

density-m atrix elem ents,within and between pentagons,even ifoneassum esthatthehop-

ping integralsare the sam e. The sym m etry ofthese bondsisactually di�erentdespite the

factthat allsites are equivalent. The interaction-energy functionalshould be generalized

followingpreviousworkson dim erized 1D chains.35 Thedom ain ofrepresentability of
ij and

theaccuracy ofthescaling hypothesiscould beexplicitly tested forsm allersim ilarclusters

like C12 by solving Levy’sconstrained search.28,32 Furtherm ore,the functionaldependence

ofW forlow-sym m etry clustersdeservestobeexplored by takingintoaccountchargetrans-

fers and eventualredistributions ofthe spin density between non-equivalent sites. This

should open theway to investigationsofcorrelation e�ectsin a variety ofcom plex physical

situationssuch asm etalclusters,disordered system s,and low-dim ensionalnanostructures.
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