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Abstract

A review of the coupled cluster m ethod (CCM ) applied to lattice quantum spin system s is

presented here.The CCM form alism isexplained and an application to the spin-halfXXZ m odel

on the square lattice is presented. Low ordersofapproxim ation are carried out analytically and

a high-orderCCM form ulation ispresented. Resultsforthe SUB2 approxim ation are carried out

num erically for SUB2-m and analytically for SUB2. It is found that SUB2-m results converge

rapidly to thefullSUB2 solution,including new resultsfortheSUB2-m lim iting pointscom pared

to the SUB2 criticalpoint. Resultsforthe ground-state energy and the sublattice m agnetisation

are presented. A study ofthe excitation spectrum ofthis m odelat the SUB2 criticalpoint is

given.Indeed,the shapeoftheexcitation spectrum attheSUB2 criticalpointisidenticalto that

predicted by spin-wavetheory fortheisotropicm odel,albeitwith a m ultiplicativefactorof1.1672.

Thisresultcom paresvery welltoresultsofcum ulantseriesexpansionsand M onteCarlosim ulation

thatagain predicta sim ilarshape forthe excitation spectrum ,butwith m ultiplicative factors of

1.18 and 1.21� 0.03,respectively.Resultsforthe isotropic Heisenberg m odelon the square lattice

forthe spin-oneantiferrom agnetand thespin-one/spin-halfferrim agnetare also given.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Lattice quantum spin system s at zero tem perature m ay be treated using a variety of

m ethods,including exactsolutions[1,2,3,4]in certain cases,asthenum beroflatticesites,

N ,goesto N ! 1 .However,them ajority ofcasesforquantum spin system sm ay notbe

solved byusingsuch exacttechniquesand sowem ustuseapproxim atem ethods.An advance

in thetreatm entoflow-dim ensionalquantum system shasbeen seen with the introduction

ofthedensity m atrix renorm alisation group (DM RG)technique [5].Thism ethod provides

accurateresultsconsistently foravariety ofone-dim ensionalorquasi-one-dim ensionalquan-

tum system s. However,itisstillperhapsfairto say thatthe powerofthe DM RG m ethod

stillrem ainslargely untapped forsystem softwo orhigherspatialdim ensions,although we

notethatrecentadvancesareencouraging[6].Thepropertiesof\unfrustrated"latticequan-

tum spin system softwo spatialdim ensionsm ay howeverbeconsidered using thequantum

M onteCarlo(QM C)m ethod [7,8].W enotethatQM C calculationso�erthepossibility ofa

levelofaccuracy lim ited onlyby thecom putingpoweravailable.W enotethaterrorsscalein

a statistically well-understood m annerwith thelength oftheM C sim ulation.However,the

QM C m ethod isseverely lim ited by theinfam oussign problem ,which atzerotem peratureis

areection ofquantum \frustration"in thespin system .Therearem any otherapproxim ate

techniqueswhich m ay beapplied,such asspin-wave theory [9],exactdiagonalisations[10],

and cum ulantseriesexpansions[11],although thesetechniquesarenotdiscussed here.

W e wish to focus here on another approxim ate technique called the coupled cluster

m ethod (CCM ).The CCM often provides accurate results even in the presence ofvery

strong frustration. Note that the CCM technique [12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20]is a

well-known m ethod ofquantum m any-body theory (QM BT).W e note thatthe CCM has

been applied with m uch successoverthelastten orso yearsto quantum m agneticsystem s

atzero tem perature[24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,

43,44,45,46,47,48,49,50].In particular,theuseofcom puter-algebraicim plem entations

[36,39,44]ofthe CCM forquantum system s oflarge orin�nite num bers ofparticleshas

largely been found to bevery e�ective with respectto thesespin-latticeproblem s.

W epresentabriefdescription oftheCCM form alism .W ethen describetheapplication of

them ethod tothespin-halfXXZ m odelforthesquarelatticeatzero tem peratureusing two

m odelstates.Thepracticalitiesofusing theCCM areillustrated by considering theLSUB2
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and SUB2 approxim ationsin detail,and theiranalyticalsolution isshown.Them ethod of

carrying outhigh-orderCCM calculationsusing com putationalapproachesforthelocalised

LSUBm and SUBm -m approxim ation schem esisdescribed in detail. A calculation forthe

excitation spectra ofthespin-halfXXZ m odelusing theSUB2 approxim ation in theground

stateispresented.Resultsforexcitation energiesdeterm ined using localised approxim ation

schem esto high orderisalso presented.W e then broaden ourtreatm entofthe Heisenberg

m odelon the square lattice to include quantum spin num bersofs > 1=2. The resultsare

found to bein good agreem entwith thoseresultsofthebestofotherapproxim atem ethods,

where they exist.W econclude with a discussion ofthe im plicationsofthese resultsand of

futureapplicationsoftheCCM .

II. T H E C C M FO R M A LISM

A briefdescription ofthe norm alcoupled cluster m ethod (NCCM ) form alism is now

provided,although the interested readerisreferred to Refs. [12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,

20,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,44,45,46,47,

48,49,50]forfurtherdetails.Theexactketand bra ground-stateenergy eigenvectors,j	i

and h~	j,ofa generalm any-body system described by a Ham iltonian H

H j	i= E gj	i; h ~	jH = E gh
~	j; (1)

areparam etrised within thesingle-reference CCM asfollows:

j	i= eS
j�i ; S =

X

I6= 0

SIC
+
I ;

h~	j= h�j ~Se�S ; ~S = 1+
X

I6= 0

~SIC
�
I : (2)

The single m odelorreference state j�i isrequired to have the property ofbeing a cyclic

vectorwith respecttotwowell-de�ned Abelian subalgebrasofm ulti-con� gurationalcreation

operatorsfC +
I g and theirHerm itian-adjointdestruction counterpartsfC

�
I � (C +

I )
yg.Thus,

j�iplaystheroleofa vacuum statewith respectto a suitablesetof(m utually com m uting)

m any-body creation operators fC +
I g. Note that C �

I j�i = 0,8 I 6= 0,and that C �
0 � 1,

theidentity operator.Theseoperatorsarefurtherm orecom pletein them any-body Hilbert

(orFock)space. Also,the correlation operatorS isdecom posed entirely in term softhese
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creation operators fC +
I g,which,when acting on the m odelstate (fC +

I j�ig),create exci-

tations from it. W e note that although the m anifest Herm iticity,(h~	jy = j	i=h	j	i),is

lost,thenorm alisation conditionsh~	j	i= h�j	i= h�j�i� 1 areexplicitly im posed.The

correlation coe� cientsfSI;~SIg areregarded asbeingindependentvariables,and thefullset

fSI;~SIgthusprovidesacom pletedescription oftheground state.Forinstance,an arbitrary

operatorA willhavea ground-stateexpectation valuegiven as,

�A � h~	jAj	i= h�j ~Se�S AeSj�i= �A
�

fSI;~SIg
�

: (3)

W enotethattheexponentiated form oftheground-stateCCM param etrisation ofEq.(2)

ensuresthe correctcounting ofthe independentand excited correlated m any-body clusters

with respect to j�i which are present in the exact ground state j	i. It also ensures the

exact incorporation ofthe Goldstone linked-cluster theorem , which itselfguarantees the

size-extensivity ofallrelevantextensivephysicalquantities.W ealso notethatany operator

in a sim ilarity transform m ay bewritten as

~A � e
�S
Ae

S = A + [A;S]+
1

2!
[[A;S];S]+ � � � (4)

Thedeterm ination ofthecorrelation coe�cientsfS I;~SIg isachieved by taking appropriate

projectionsonto theground-stateSchr�odingerequationsofEq.(1).Equivalently,they m ay

be determ ined variationally by requiring the ground-state energy expectation functional

�H (fSI;~SIg),de�ned asin Eq.(3),to bestationary with respectto variationsin each ofthe

(independent)variablesofthefullset.W ethereby easily derivethefollowing coupled setof

equations,

��H =�~SI = 0 ) h�jC �
I e

�S
H eSj�i= 0;8 I 6= 0 ; (5)

��H =�SI = 0 ) h�j~Se�S [H ;C +
I ]e

S
j�i= 0;8 I 6= 0: (6)

Equation (5)also showsthattheground-stateenergy atthestationary pointhasthesim ple

form

E g = E g(fSIg)= h�je�S H eSj�i : (7)

It is im portant to realize thatthis (bi-)variationalform ulation does notlead to an upper

bound for E g when the sum m ations for S and ~S in Eq. (2) are truncated,due to the

lack ofexact Herm iticity when such approxim ations are m ade. However,one can prove
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that the im portant Hellm ann-Feynm an theorem is preserved in allsuch approxim ations.

W e note thatEq. (5)representsa coupled setofnon-linearm ultinom ialequationsforthe

c-num bercorrelation coe�cientsfS Ig.Thenested com m utatorexpansion ofthesim ilarity-

transform ed Ham iltonian

~H � e
�S
H e

S = H + [H ;S]+
1

2!
[[H ;S];S]+ � � � (8)

and the fact that allofthe individualcom ponents ofS in the sum in Eq. (2) com m ute

with oneanother,togetherim ply thateach elem entofS in Eq.(2)islinked directly to the

Ham iltonian in each ofthe term sin Eq.(8).Thus,each ofthe coupled equations(5)isof

linked clustertype.Furtherm ore,each oftheseequationsisof�nitelength when expanded,

sincetheotherwisein�niteseriesofEq.(8)willalwaysterm inateata �niteorder,provided

only (asisusually thecase)thateach term in thesecond-quantised form oftheHam iltonian,

H ,contains a �nite num ber ofsingle-body destruction operators,de�ned with respect to

the reference (vacuum ) state j�i. Hence,the CCM param etrisation naturally leads to a

workable schem e which can be e�ciently im plem ented com putationally. Itisim portantto

note that at the heart ofthe CCM lies a sim ilarity transform ation,in contrast with the

unitary transform ation in a standard variationalform ulation in which the bra state h~	jis

sim ply taken astheexplicitHerm itian conjugateofj	i.In thecaseofspin-latticeproblem s

ofthe type considered here,the operators C +
I becom e products ofspin-raising operators

s
+

k over a set ofsites fkg, with respect to a m odelstate j�i in which allspins points

\downward" in som e suitably chosen localspin axes. The CCM form alism isexactin the

lim itofinclusion ofallpossible such m ulti-spin clustercorrelationsforS and ~S,although

in any realapplication this is usually im possible to achieve. It is therefore necessary to

utilisevariousapproxim ation schem eswithin S and ~S.Thethreem ostcom m only em ployed

schem es previously utilised have been: (1) the SUBn schem e, in which allcorrelations

involving only n orfewerspinsare retained,butno furtherrestriction ism ade concerning

their spatialseparation on the lattice; (2) the SUBn-m sub-approxim ation,in which all

SUBn correlationsspanning a range ofno m ore than m adjacentlattice sitesare retained;

and (3)the localised LSUBm schem e,in which allm ulti-spin correlationsoveralldistinct

locales on the lattice de�ned by m or fewer contiguous sites are retained. The problem

ofsolving for these types ofapproxim ation schem es using analyticaland com putational

approachesisdiscussed below.
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An excited-state wave function,j	 ei,is determ ined by linearly applying an excitation

operatorX e to theket-statewavefunction ofEq.(2),such that

j	 ei= X
e
e
S
j�i : (9)

Thisequation m ay now beused todeterm inethelow-lyingexcitation energies,such thatthe

Schr�odingerequation,H j	 ei= E ej	 ei,m ay becom bined with itsground-statecounterpart

ofEq.(1)to givetheresult,

�eX
e
j�i= e

�S [H ;X e]eSj�i ; (10)

where �e � E e � E g isthe excitation energy. By analogy with the ground-state form alism ,

theexcited-statecorrelation operatoriswritten as,

X
e =

X

I6= 0

X
e
IC

+
I ; (11)

where the set fC +
I g of m ulti-spin creation operators m ay di�er from those used in the

ground-stateparam etrisation in Eq.(2)iftheexcited statehasdi�erentquantum num bers

than the ground state.W enote thatEq.(11)im pliestheoverlap relation h�j	 ei= 0.By

applying h�jC �
I to Eq.(10)we�nd that,

�eX
e
I = h�jC �

I e
�S [H ;X e]eSj�i ;8 I 6= 0 ; (12)

which is a generalised set ofeigenvalue equations with eigenvalues �e and corresponding

eigenvectors X e
I,for each ofthe excited states which satisfy h�j	 ei = 0. W e note that

lower orders ofapproxim ation m ay be determ ined analytically for both the ground and

excited states.Exam plesofapplying theLSUB2 and SUB2 approxim ationsto thespin-half

square-lattice XXZ m odelare given later in order to show clearly how this is perform ed.

However,itrapidly becom esclearthatanalyticaldeterm ination ofthe CCM equationsfor

higher orders ofapproxim ation is im practical. W e therefore em ploy com puter algebraic

techniquesin ordere�ciently to determ ineand solvetheCCM ket-and bra-stateequations

(discussed below). The bra-state equations m ay be determ ined easily thereafter and the

ket-and bra-state equations are readily solved using standard techniques forthe solution

ofcoupled polynom ialequations (e.g.,the Newton-Raphson m ethod). The excited-state

eigenvalue equations m ay be also determ ined in an analogousm anner,and,although this

isnotstrictly necessary,we restrictthe levelofapproxim ation to the sam e forthe excited
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stateasfortheground statein calculationspresented here.A fullexposition ofthedetails

in applying theCCM to high ordersofapproxim ation isgiven fortheground statein Refs.

[31,36,44]and for excited states in Ref. [39]. Note that the results ofSUBm -m and

LSUBm approxim ation schem es m ay be extrapolated to the exact lim it,m ! 1 ,using

various\heuristic’approaches.How todothisisnotdiscussed here,although theinterested

readerisreferred to Refs.[36,44]form oredetails.

III. T H E XXZ M O D EL O N T H E SQ U A R E LAT T IC E

W e wish to apply the CCM to the spin-halfXXZ m odelon the square lattice in order

to illustrate how oneappliestheCCM to a practicalproblem .W enotethatthissystem is

unfrustrated and theXXZ Ham iltonian isspeci�ed asfollows,

H =
X

hi;ji

[sxis
x
j + s

y

is
y

j + �s z
is

z
j] ; (13)

wherethesum on hi;jicountsallnearest-neighbourpairsonce.TheN�eelstateistheground

statein thetrivialIsing lim it�! 1 ,and a phasetransition occursat(ornearto)�= 1.

Indeed,the ground state dem onstrates N�eel-like orderin the z-direction for� > 1 and a

sim ilarx-y planarphase for�1 < � < 1. The system isferrom agnetic for� < �1. W e

note thatapproxim ately 61% ofthe classicalordering rem ainsin the quantum Heisenberg

m odelat�= 1.

A . T he C C M applied to the XXZ m odel

W eturn now tothechoiceofm odelstatej�iand theoperatorsfC +
I gforthecaseofspin-

halfquantum antiferrom agnetson bipartitelattices.In theregim ewherethecorresponding

classicallim it is described by a N�eel-like order in which allspins on each sublattice are

separately aligned in som e globalspin axes,itis convenient to introduce a di�erent local

quantisation axis and di�erent spin coordinates on each sublattice. Thisis achieved by a

suitable rotation in spin space,so that the corresponding reference state becom es a fully

aligned (\ferrom agnetic") state,with allspins pointing along,say,the negative z-axis in

the corresponding localaxes. Such rotationsare cannonicaltranform ationsthatleave the

spin com m utation relations unchanged. In the sam e localaxes,the con�guration indices

7



I ! fk1;k2;� � �;kM g,asetofsiteindices,such thatC
+
I ! s

+
k1
s
+
k2
� � � s

+
kM
,wheres�k � sxk� is

y

k

aretheusualspin-raising and spin-lowering operatorsatsitek.FortheHam iltonian ofEq.

(13)we�rstchoosethez-aligned N�eelstateasourreferencestate(which istheexactground

state for� ! 1 ,and isexpected to be a good starting pointforall� > 1,down to the

expected phase transition at� = 1). W e perform a rotation ofthe up-pointing spins by

180o aboutthe y-axis,such that sx ! �sx; sy ! sy; sz ! �sz on this sublattice. The

Ham iltonian ofEq.(13)m ay thusbewritten in theselocalcoordinatesas,

H = �
1

2

X

hi;ji

[s+i s
+
j + s

�
i s

�
j + 2�s z

is
z
j] : (14)

Thereisneverauniquechoiceofm odelstatej�i.Indeed,ourchoiceshould beguided byany

physicalinsightavailable to usconcerning the system or,m ore speci�cally,thatparticular

phaseofitwhich isunderconsideration.Intheabsenceofanyotherinsightintothequantum

m any-body system ,we m ay som etim es be guided by the behaviour ofthe corresponding

classicalsystem . The XXZ m odelunder consideration provides just such an illustrative

exam ple. Thus,for� > 1 the classicalHam iltonian ofEq. (13)on the 2D square lattice

(and,indeed,on any bipartite lattice) is m inim ized by a perfectly antiferrom agnetically

N�eel-ordered state in the z-direction,and we have already utilised thisinform ation in the

preceding subsections. However,the classicalground-state energy ism inim ized by a N�eel-

ordered state with spinspointing along any direction in the xy plane,say along the x-axis

for�1< �< 1.Thus,in orderto provideCCM resultsin theregion �1< �< 1,wenow

takethisstateto beourm odelstateand weshallreferto itasthe\planar" m odelstate.

In ordertoproduceanother\ferrom agnetic"m odelstatefortheplanarm odelstatein the

localfram es,werotatetheaxesoftheleft-pointingspins(i.e.,thosepointingin thenegative

x-direction)in the planarstate by 90� aboutthe y-axis,and theaxesofthecorresponding

right-pointing spins by �90� about the y-axis. (Note that the positive z-axis is de�ned

here to point upwards and the positive x-axis is de�ned to point rightwards.) Thus,the

transform ationsofthelocalaxesaredescribed by

s
x
! s

z
; s

y
! s

y
; s

z
! �s

x (15)

fortheleft-pointing spins,and by

s
x
! �s

z
; s

y
! s

y
; s

z
! s

x (16)
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fortheright-pointing spins.Thetransform ed Ham iltonian ofEq.(13)m ay now bewritten

in theselocalaxesas

H = �
1

4

X

hi;ji

h

(�+ 1)(s +
i s

+
j + s

�
i s

�
j )+ (�� 1)(s +

i s
�
j + s

�
i s

+
j )+ 4szis

z
j

i

; (17)

W enotethatalloftheCCM correlation coe�cientsarezero at�= �1 becausethem odel

stateisan exactground eigenstateoftheHam iltonian ofEq.(17)atthispoint.Hence,we

track theCCM solution fortheplanarm odelstatefrom this\trivial" pointat�= �1.

The results presented below are based on the SUB2 approxim ation schem e and the

localised SUBm -m and LSUBm schem es. W e include all fundam ental con� gurations,

I ! fk1;k2;� � �kng,with n � m , which are distinct under the point and space group

sym m etries ofboth the lattice and the Ham iltonian. The num bers,N F and N Fe,ofsuch

fundam entalcon�gurationsforthe ground and excited states,respectively,m ay be further

restricted by theuse ofadditionalconservation laws.Forexam ple,theHam iltonian ofEq.

(13)com m uteswith thetotaluniform m agnetisation,szT =
P

k s
z
k,wherethesum on k runs

overalllatticesites.Theground stateisknown to liein theszT = 0 subspace,and hencewe

excludecon�gurationswith an odd num berofspinsorwith unequalnum bersofspinson the

two equivalentsublatticesforthez-aligned m odelstate.A sim ilarcondition isim posed on

clustersfortheground statebased on theplanarm odelstate.Sim ilarlyfortheexcited states

with the z-aligned m odelstate,since we are only interested in the lowest-lying excitation,

werestrictthechoiceofcon�gurationsto thosewith szT = �1.

B . T he LSU B 2 approxim ation for the spin-half,square-lattice XXZ m odelfor the

z-aligned m odelstate

W e start the LSUB2 calculation by specifying the com m utation relations [s�l ;s
z
k] =

�s
�
k �l;k and [s

+
l ;s

�
k ]= 2szk�l;k.W eagain notethatthesim ilarity transform m aybeexpanded

asa seriesofnested com m utatorsin Eq.(4).W ewritetheLSUB2 ket-stateoperatorin the

following sim pleform forthespin-halflinearchain m odel,

S =
b1

2

NX

i

X

�

s
+
i s

+
i+ � ; (18)

whereirunsoverallsiteson thesquarelatticeand � runsoverallnearest-neighbourlattice

vectors. Note that b1 is the sole ket-state correlation coe�cient. In this approxim ation
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wem ay thereforedeterm inesim ilarity transform ed versionsofthespin operatorsexplicitly,

given by

~s+l = s
+
l

~szl = s
z
l + b1

X

�

s
+

l s
+

l+ � (19)

~s�l = s
�

l � 2b1
X

�

s
z
ls

+

l+ � � b
2
1

X

�1;�2

s
+

l s
+

l+ �1
s
+

l+ �2

W e note that the otherwise in�nite series ofoperators in the expansion ofthe sim ilarity

transform term inates to �nite order. W e also note that (s+l )
2j�i = 0 for any lattice site

(which istrueonly forspin-halfsystem s),and thisisim plicitly assum ed in thelastofEqs.

(19).Clearly wem ay also writethesim ilarity transform ed version oftheHam iltonian as

~H = �
1

2

X

hi;ji

[~s+i ~s
+
j + ~s�i ~s

�
j + 2�~s z

i~s
z
j] : (20)

W e m ay now substitute the expressions forthe spin operatorsin Eq. (19)into the above

expression.Theground-stateenergy isgiven by

E g

N
= �

1

2
f�+ 2b 1g : (21)

W e note that our expression for the ground-state energy is size-extensive (i.e.,it scales

linearly with N ),as required by the Goldstone theorem which is obeyed by the NCCM .

Furtherm ore,this expression term inates to �nite order,as for the sim ilarity transform ed

versions ofspin operators. Finally,we note that any other non-trivialchoice for S will

alwaysyield thisexpression fortheground-stateenergy.The task isnow to �nd b1 and we

notethatifwecould includeallpossiblespin correlationsin S then wewould obtain an exact

result forthe ground-state energy. However,this isfound to be im possible to achieve for

m ostcasesin practice,and we m ake an approxim ation (such astheLSUB2 approxim ation

presented here).TheLSUB2 ket-stateequation isgiven by

5b21 + 6�b 1 � 1= 0 ; (22)

which therefore im plies that the LSUB2 ground-state energy m aybe written explicitly in

term sof� as

E g

N
=

�

10
�
1

5

p
9� 2 + 5 : (23)
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W e note thatthisexpression givesthe correctresultin the Ising lim it� ! 1 . W e again

note thatthe bra state doesnotm anifestly have to be the Herm itian conjugate ofthe ket

state,and we notethatthebra-state correlation operatorforthe LSUB2 approxim ation is

given by,

~S = 1+
~b1

2

NX

j

X

�

s
�
j s

�
j+ � ; (24)

wheretheindexjrunsoverallsiteson thelinearchain and~b1 isthesolebra-statecorrelation

coe�cientin the LSUB2 approxim ation. In orderto determ ine the bra-state equation,we

now explicitly determ ine �H (fSI;~SIg),

�H = �
N

2
(�+ 2b 1)+ N ~b1

�

6�b 1 + 5b21 � 1
�

; (25)

such thatLSUB2 bra-stateequation isgiven from @ �H =@b1 = 0 as

6�~b1 + 10b1~b1 � 1= 0 ; (26)

which gives~b1 =
1

2
(9� 2 + 5)�1=2 .Finally,wenotethatoncethevaluesforthebra-and ket-

statecorrelation coe�cientshavebeen determ ined (ata given levelofapproxim ation)then

we m ay also obtain the valuesforexpectation values,such asthe sublattice m agnetisation

given by

M � �
1

N s
h~	j

NX

i

s
z
ij	i= �

2

N
h�j~Se�S (

NX

i

s
z
i)e

S
j�i : (27)

Thesublatticem agnetisation iswritten herein term softhe\rotated" spin coordinates.W e

notethatthisisgiven by,

M LSU B2 = 1� 8b1~b1 ;

=
1

5
[1+

12�
p
9� 2 + 5

] (28)

fortheLSUB2 approxim ation.

C . T he SU B 2 approxim ation for the spin-half, square-lattice XXZ m odel of the

z-aligned m odelstate

The SUB2 approxim ation allows us to include allpossible two-spin correlations in our

wavefunction.W enotethattheSUB2 ket-stateoperatorisgiven by

S =
1

2

NX

i

X

r

brs
+
i s

+
i+ r ; (29)

11



and thattheindexirunsoverallsitesonthelinearchain.Furtherm ore,theindexrrunsover

alllatticevectorswhich connectonesublatticetotheotherand br isitscorrespondingSUB2

ket-statecorrelation coe�cientforthisvector.W eagain determ inea sim ilarity transform ed

version ofthespin operatorsand weareableto determ inetheSUB2 equations,given by

X

�

n

(1+ 2�b 1 + 2b21)��;r � 2(�+ 2b 1)br +
X

r0

br0+ �+ �1br�r 0�� 1

o

= 0 ; (30)

where�runsoverall(2D)nearest-neighbourlatticevectorsand �1 isany oneoftheselattice

vectors.Equation (30)m aynow besolved byem ployingasublatticeFouriertransform ,given

by

�(q)=
X

r

e
ir�q
br ; (31)

where r again isa lattice vector(i.e.,rx + ry isan odd integernum berforthe 2D square

lattice)which connectsthedi�erentsublattices.Thisexpression hasan inverse given by

br =
1

�2

Z �

0

dqx

Z �

0

dqycos(rxqx)cos(ryqy)�(q) : (32)

TheSUB2 equations(30)and Eq.(31)thereforelead to an expression for�(q)given by

�(q)=
K

(q)
[1�

q

1� k22(q)] ; (33)

where K = � + 2b 1,k
2 = (1 + 2�b 1 + 2b21)=K

2,and (q) = 0:5(cosqx + cosqy). (Note

thatwechoosethenegativesolution in Eq.(33)in orderto reproduceresultsin thetrivial

lim it� ! 1 .) These equations now yield a self-consistency requirem ent on the variable

b1 and they m ay be solved iteratively at a given value of�. Indeed,we know that all

correlation coe�cientsm usttend to zero (nam ely,forSUB2:b r ! 0;8 r)as� ! 1 and

wetrackthissolution forlarge� by reducing � in sm allsuccessive steps.W e�nd thatthe

discrim inantin Eq.(33)becom esnegativeata criticalpoint,� c � 0:7985.Thisisa strong

indication thattheCCM criticalpointisdetecting theknown quantum phasetransition in

the system at� = 1. Furtherm ore,the SUB2 approxim ation forthe ground state m ay be

used in conjunction with a SUB1 approxim ation forthe excited state operatorX e in Eq.

(11)in orderto determ ine the excitation spectrum . W e note thatthe excitation spectrum

also becom essoftattheSUB2 criticalpoint� c (seebelow).

W e m ay also solve the SUB2-m equationsdirectly using com putationaltechniques. In-

deed,we study thelim iting pointsofthese approxim ationsby using solution-tracking soft-

ware (PITCON),which allowsone to solve the SUB2-m coupled non-linearequations. W e

12



0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6

∆
-1

-0.9

-0.8

-0.7

-0.6

-0.5

E
g
/N

SUB2-2
SUB2-4
SUB2-6
SUB2-10
SUB2-20
Full SUB2

FIG .1:CCM SUB2-m and SUB2 resultsusing thez-aligned N�eelm odelstatefortheground-state

energy ofthe spin-halfsquare-lattice XXZ m odel.

again track our solution from the lim it � ! 1 down to and beyond the lim iting point

and Fig. 1 shows ourresults. In particular,we note thatwe have two distinct branches,

although only the upperbranch isa \physical" solution. W e note thatthe CCM doesnot

necessarily alwaysprovidean upperbound on theground-stateenergy,although thisisoften

the case forthe physicalsolution. By tracking from a point atwhich we are sure of,the

solution weguaranteethatoursolution isvalid,and thisapproach isalso used forLSUBm

approxim ations.W e�nd thatthetwo branchescollapseonto thesam eline,nam ely,thatof

the fullSUB2 solution,aswe increase the levelofSUB2-m approxim ation with respectto

m .W eplotthepositionsoftheSUB2-m lim itingpointsagainst1=m 2 in Fig.2,and wem ay

see thatthese data pointsare found to be both highly linearand they tend to the critical

value,� c,forthe fullSUB2 equations in the lim it m ! 1 . Itshould be noted thatthe

LSUBm and SUBm -m approxim ationsalso show sim ilarbranches(nam ely,one \physical"

and one \unphysical" branch)which appearto converge asone increasesthe m agnitude of

thetruncation index,m .Thisisa strong indication thatourLSUBm and SUBm -m critical

pointsarealso reectionsofphasetransitionsin therealsystem and thatourextrapolated

LSUBm and SUBm -m resultsshould tend to theexactsolution.
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FIG .2:CCM SUB2-m resultsforthelim iting pointswith m = f10,40,50g forthespin-halfsquare-

latticeXXZ m odelusing thez-aligned N�eelm odelstate.Theunbroken lineindicatesa linear�tto

these three SUB2-m lim iting points,and thisextrapolatesto a value of0.79854 asm ! 1 .This

resultisin good agreem entwith the fullSUB2 value forthe criticalpointof0.7985,indicated by

the red staron the x = 0 line.

D . H igh-order C C M calculations using a com putationalapproach

W e now considerthe localised LSUBm and SUBm -m approxim ation schem esevaluated

athigh ordersofapproxim ation.W enotehoweverthatlowerordersofapproxim ation m ay

be evaluated by hand,as dem onstrated above. However,forhigher orders ofapproxim a-

tion we quickly �nd thatthistask becom esim possible and so we m ustuse com putational

techniquesin orderto determ ine and solve the CCM equations.There aretwo m ethodsof

doing this.Firstly,we m ay determ ine thesim ilarity transform ed versionsofthe individual

spin operatorsata given levelofapproxim ation com putationally and then substitute them

into thesim ilarity transform ed version oftheHam iltonian using com putationalalgebra,for

exam ple. W e m ay however have to perform further com m utations ofthe spin operators.

This approach has the advantage ofexibility and we m ay consider any Ham iltonian,in

principle,oncethebasicspin operatorshavebeen de�ned aftersim ilarity transform ation at

a given levelofapproxim ation.

14



Anotherapproach isto casttheCCM ket-statecorrelation operatorinto a form given by

S =

NX

i1

Si1s
+
i1
+

X

i1;i2

Si1;i2s
+
i1
s
+
i2
+ � � � (34)

with respectto a m odelstate in which allspinspointin the downwardsz-direction. Note

that Si1;���;il are the CCM ket-state correlation coe�cients. W e now de�ne new operators

given by

Fk =
X

l

X

i2;���;il

lSk;i2;���;ils
+
i2
� � � s

+
il

G k;m =
X

l> 1

X

i3;���;il

l(l� 1)Sk;m ;i3;���;il
s
+
i3
� � � s

+
il

(35)

for the spin-halfquantum spin system s. W e require additionalterm s for s > 1=2. For

exam ple,we m ay perform a sim ilarity transform ofthe spin operators,which forthe spin-

halfsystem aregiven by

~s+k = s
+
k

~szk = s
z
k + Fks

+

k

~s�k = s
�
k � 2F z

k � (Fk)
2
s
+
k (36)

W e now substitute these expressions into the (sim ilarity transform ed) Ham iltonian and

evaluate the com m utations { butthis tim e by hand. The Ham iltonian is then written in

term softhesenew operatorsofEq.(35),which arethem selvesm adeup purely ofspin-raising

operators.

W e see thatthisapproach requires m ore direct e�ortin setting up the Ham iltonian in

term softhese new operators,whereasbefore we have used com puteralgebraic techniques

in order to take care ofthis aspect. However,once this is accom plished,the problem of

�nding theket-stateequationsthen reducesto pattern m atching ofourtargetfundam ental

con�gurationsto those term sin theHam iltonian.W enotethatthisform isthen perfectly

suited to a com putationalim plem entation because no furthercom m utationsorre-ordering

ofterm s in the Ham iltonian is necessary. W e note that the bra-state equations m ay be

directly determ ined once the ground-state energy and CCM ket-state equationshave been

determ ined [36,39,44].

Resultsfortheground-stateenergy ofthespin-halfsquare-latticeXXZ m odelareshown

in Fig. 3 and forthe spin-halfHeisenberg m odel(� = 1)in Table I. W e note thatgood
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FIG .3: CCM LSUBm results using the z-aligned and planar N�eelm odelstates for the ground-

state energy ofthespin-halfsquare-lattice XXZ m odelcom pared to quantum M onte Carlo results

ofRef.[7].Resultsforthe LSUB6 approxim ation using both m odelstatesend attheirrespective

criticalpoints.

correspondencewith theresultsofthebestand m ostaccurateofotherapproxim atem ethods

isobserved. W e see clearly from Fig.3 thatthe resultsbased on the z-aligned m odelgive

the bestresultsin the region � > 1,and those based on the planarm odelstate appearto

work bestin the region �1 < � < 1. Thisisin agreem entwith ourunderstanding ofthis

system thatstates thatwe have N�eelordering in the xy-plane for�1 < � < 1 and N�eel

ordering in thez-direction for�> 1.W enotethattheresultsforthetwo m odelstatesare

identicalat�= 1,asweexpect.

E. Excitation Spectra ofthe spin-halfsquare-lattice XXZ M odelfor the z-aligned

m odelstate

W enow considertheexcitation spectrum ,which m ay bedeterm ined using theCCM for

theSUB2 approxim ation in theground-stateby assum ing

X =
X

i

ais
+
i : (37)

W enotethatthesubstitution oftheexpressionsin Eqs.(29)and (37)fortheground-and

excited-stateoperators,respectively,leadsto an expression fortheexcited-statecorrelation
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FIG .4:CCM LSUBm resultsusing the z-aligned and planarN�eelm odelstatesforthe sublattice

m agnetisation ofthespin-halfsquare-lattice XXZ m odel.

coe�cients,given by

1

2
zK al�

1

2

X

�;r

bral+ r+ � = �eal (38)

(W e have z = 4 here.) Thisequation m ay be solved by Fouriertransform techniquessuch

thatthean expression fortheexcitation spectra isgiven by

�(q)=
1

2
zK

q

1� k22(q) (39)

W enotethatK = �+ 2b 1,k
2 = (1+ 2�b 1 + 2b21)=K

2,and (q)= 0:5(cosqx + cosqy),and

thatwe solve theSUB2 ket-state equations(fora given valueoftheanisotropy param eter,

�,here)in orderto obtain a value forb 1. Thisissubstituted into Eq. (39)above and so

we obtain valuesforthe excitation spectra asa function ofthe wave vector. W e note that

the excitation spectrum becom essoftatthe CCM SUB2 criticalpointand resultsforthe

spectrum are presented in Fig. 5. W e see thatthe CCM excitation spectrum isidentical

in shape to those resultsoflinearspin-wave theory (SW T)with a m ultiplicative factorof

1.1672.Thisagreeswellwith resultsofseriesexpansions[51]and quantum M onteCarlo[52]

thatalso predicta curve identicalto SW T with m ultiplicative factors1.18 and 1.21�0.03,

respectively.

Finally,we again note thatthe excitation energy m ay be determ ined directly from Eq.

(12)in \realspace"withoutrecoursetoFouriertransform m ethods,although com putational

techniques are again necessary forhigherordersofapproxim ation. Forthe sake ofconsis-
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FIG .5: Excitation spectrum for the Heisenberg m odeldeterm ined at the criticalpointat � c =

0:7985 fortheCCM resultsand at�= 1 forthespin-wavetheory results.Thediagram plotted on

the leftisforkx = ky and the diagram on the rightisforky = 0. Note thatthe CCM excitation

spectrum isidenticalin shapeto thoseresultsofSW T with a m ultiplicative factorof1.1672.This

agreeswellwith resultsofseriesexpansions[51]and quantum M onte Carlo [52]thatalso predict

a curveidenticalto SW T with m ultiplicative factors1.18 and 1.21� 0.03,respectively.O urresults

arein thusin good agreem entwith thebestofotherm ethodsand thisisfurtherevidencethatthe

CCM SUB2 criticalpointisan indication ofthe quantum phasetransition at� = 1 in the \real"

system .

tency,weoften retain thesam eleveloflocalised approxim ation fortheground and excited

states. Forexam ple,high-orderCCM results are presented forthe XXZ m odelin Fig. 6

and for the Heisenberg m odelin Table I. W e see thatthe CCM results converge rapidly

with LSUBm approxim ation level. Indeed,extrapolated resultspredictthatthe excitation

is gapless at � = 1,as is believed to occur for the Heisenberg m odelfrom the results of

otherapproxim atecalculations(asdiscussed above).

F. s> 1=2 R esults

W enotethatresultsforthecases> 1=2 m ay begenerated using theCCM in thesam e

way asfors= 1=2 forN�eel-like m odelstates.However,in thiscase we relax the condition

that (s+ )2j�i = 0,which is true for the spin-halfsystem . W e are now able to treat the

LSUBm ,SUBm -m ,and SUB2 approxim ations in directly equivalent ways as to the spin-
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FIG .6:CCM LSUBm resultsusing thez-aligned N�eelm odelstate forthe excited-state energy of

the spin-halfsquare-lattice XXZ m odelcom pared to linearspin-wave theory ofRef.[7].

halfcase.W enotehoweverthatnew term saregenerated forthehigh-orderform alism and

thatthism ustbetaken into accountfors> 1=2 system s.How thisisachieved isexplained

in Ref.[44].Resultsfortheground-statepropertiesofthespin-oneantiferrom agneton the

square-lattice and the spin-half/spin-one (anti-)ferrim agnetare presented in TablesIIand

III,respectively. W e see that good results are obtained in com parison to other approxi-

m ate m ethods. Resultsusing the CCM ,spin-wave theory,and exactdiagonalisationshave

been found to be very usefulin determ ining the phase diagram softhe spin-half/spin-one

ferrim agnet,even in the presence ofstrong frustration [45]. Clearly,there are m any other

quantum m agneticsystem sthatcan betreated in a sim ilarfashion.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

The underlying form alism and practicalapplication ofthe CCM have been discussed

here. A detailed exposition ofthe application ofthe CCM to the spin-halfsquare-lattice

XXZ m odelwasgiven,including detailsofanalyticalLSUB2 and SUB2 calculations. The

detailsofapplying theCCM to high ordersofapproxim ation fora localised approxim ation

schem e using a com putationalapproach were explored. Our results were seen to be in

excellent agreem ent with the best ofother approxim ate m ethods. The application ofthe
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TABLE I:CCM results [36, 39]for the isotropic (� = 1) spin-half square-lattice Heisenberg

antiferrom agnetcom pared toresultsofotherm ethods.Thenum bersoffundam entalcon�gurations

in the ground-state and excited-state CCM wave functionsforthe z-aligned N�eelm odelstate are

given by N z
f and N z

fe
,respectively,and the num beroffundam entalcon�gurationsin the ground-

state CCM wave function forthe planarN�eelm odelstate isgiven by N
p

f
.Resultsforthe critical

pointsofthez-aligned N�eelm odelstateareindicated by � z
c and resultsforthecriticalpointsofthe

planarN�eelm odelstate are indicated by � p
c.(Note thatresultsforthe ground-state expectation

valuesforboth m odelstatesare identicalforthe isotropic Heisenberg m odelat�= 1.)

M ethod E g=N M �e N z
f

N z
fe

N
p

f
� z
c � p

c

LSUB2 � 0.64833 0.841 1.407 1 1 1 { {

SUB2 � 0.65083 0.827 1.178 { { { 0.7985 1.204

LSUB4 � 0.66366 0.765 0.852 7 6 10 0.577 1.648

LSUB6 � 0.66700 0.727 0.610 75 91 131 0.763 1.286

LSUB8 � 0.66817 0.705 0.473 1273 2011 2793 0.843 {

Extrapolated CCM � 0.6697 0.62 0.00 { { { 1.03 {

LSW T[9] � 0.658 0.606 0.0 { { { 1.0 {

SeriesExpansions[11] � 0.6693(1) 0.614(2) { { { { { {

Q M C[8] � 0.669437(5)0.6140(6) { { { { { {

CCM using di�erentm odelstatesand fors> 1=2 system swasalso described.Itwasseen

that excellent results can be obtained for such cases. W e note that we m ay em ploy the

sym m etriesofthelatticeand Ham iltonian in orderto reducethecom plexity ofourproblem

{ for exam ple,by reducing the num ber offundam entalcon�gurations at a given levelof

approxim ation.

The application ofthe CCM using non-N�eelm odelstates is an interesting possibility

in the future. Such m odelstatesm ightbe dim er-solid orplaquette-solid m odelstates,for

exam ple.Thiswould havetheadvantagethatnovelorderingofquantum spin system scould

beconsidered directlyviatheCCM .W ewould expecttoobtain sim ilaraccuracyasthatseen

hereusing ourhigh-ordercom putationaltechniques,and thism ightbefurtherextended by

using parallelprocessing.Ithasrecently been proven [46,48]thatnum bersoffundam ental
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TABLE II:CCM resultsfortheground stateofthespin-oneHeisenberg antiferrom agnetat�= 1

on the square lattice using the LSUBm approxim ation with m = f2;4;6g. Values for the CCM

criticalpoints,� c,oftheanisotropic m odelasa function oftheanisotropy,�,arealso presented.

Note thatN F indicatesthenum beroffundam entalclustersateach levelofapproxim ation.

N F E g=N M � c

LSUB2 2 � 2.295322 0.909747 0.3240

SUB2a { � 2.302148 0.8961 0.9109

LSUB4 30 � 2.320278 0.869875 0.7867

LSUB6 1001 � 2.325196 0.851007 0.8899

LSUB1 { � 2.3292 0.8049 0.98

SW Tb { � 2.3282 0.8043 {

SeriesExpansionsc { � 2.3279(2) 0.8039(4) {

a SeeRef.[25]

b SeeRef.[9]
c SeeRef.[11]

TABLE III:Results for the ground-state energy and am ounts ofsublattice m agnetizations M A

and M B ,on the spin-one and spin-halfsites respectively,ofthe square-lattice spin-half/spin-one

J1{J2 ferrim agnetatJ1 = 1 and J2 = 0 based on the N�eelm odelstate. Note thatN F indicates

thenum beroffundam entalcon�gurationsata given levelofLSUBm orSUBm -m approxim ation.

CCM resultsarecom pared toexactdiagonalisationsof�nite-sized lattices.Heuristicextrapolations

in thelim itm ! 1 areperform ed and a rough estim ate oftheerror(in thelastsigni�cant�gure

shown)isalso given.

N F E g=N M A M B

SUB2-2 1 � 1.192582 0.92848 0.85695

SUB4-4 13 � 1.204922 0.90781 0.81562

SUB6-6 268 � 1.206271 0.90333 0.80667

LSUB6 279 � 1.206281 0.90329 0.80659

Extrapolated CCM { � 1.2069(2) 0.898(1) 0.796(2)
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clusters approaching 106 are now possible,in principle. W e m ight also wish to use high-

orderCCM using com putationaltechniquesfornon-N�eelm odelstatesin orderto treatthe

excitation spectra and excitation energies. This would provide a powerfulviewpoint into

such novel-ordered states in cases where other m ethods m ight typically fail,e.g.,due to

strong frustration. Lattice quantum spin system s m ight provide a possible usefularena

in which to test the properties ofthe extended coupled cluster m ethod (ECCM ) [38]due

to theirunderlying sim plicity oftheirform alism and yettheircom plexity ofbehaviourfor

large num bers ofparticles. It would also be interesting to apply the CCM at non-zero

tem peratures,and,again,spin system s are an excellent candidate forsuch treatm ent. It

would beinteresting to see ifsom e ofthe insightgained into quantum phase transitionsat

zero-tem perature using the CCM m ight also be seen in such non-zero tem perature CCM

calculations.
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