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Abstract

A review of the coupled cluster method (CCM ) applied to lattice quantum spin system s is
presented here. The CCM fom alism is explained and an application to the soin-half XX Z m odel
on the square lattice is presented. Low orders of approxin ation are carried out analytically and
a high-order CCM form ulation is presented. Resuls for the SUB2 approxin ation are carried out
num erically for SUB2-m and analytically for SUB2. It is found that SUB2-m results converge
rapidly to the 11l SUB2 solution, including new results for the SUB2-m lin iting points com pared
to the SUB2 critical point. Resuls for the ground-state energy and the sublattice m agnetisation
are presented. A study of the excitation spectrum of this m odel at the SUB2 critical point is
given. Indeed, the shape of the excitation spectrum at the SUB2 critical point is identical to that
predicted by spin-wave theory for the isotropicm odel, abei w ith a m uliplicative factor of1.1672.
T his result com pares very wellto resuls of cum ulant series expansions and M onte C arlo sin ulation
that again predict a sim ilar shape for the excitation spectrum , but w ith m ultiplicative factors of
118 and 121 0.03, respectively. Results for the isotropic H eisenberg m odel on the square lattice

for the spin-one antiferrom agnet and the spin-one/spin-half ferrin agnet are also given.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Lattice quantum spin system s at zero tem perature m ay be treated using a variety of
m ethods, including exact solutions fI,, 2, 3,'4] in certain cases, as the num ber of lattice sites,
N ,goestoN ! 1 . However, them aprty of cases for quantum spin system sm ay not be
solved by using such exact technigues and so wem ust use approxin atem ethods. A n advance
In the treatm ent of low -din ensional quantum system s hasbeen seen w ith the introduction
of the density m atrix renom alisation group OM RG) technique B]. Thism ethod provides
accurate results consistently for a variety of one-dim ensional or quasione-din ensional quan—
tum system s. However, it is still perhaps fair to say that the power ofthe DM RG m ethod
still ram ains largely untapped for system s of two or higher spatial dim ensions, although we
note that recent advances are encouraging {§]. T he properties of \unfrustrated" Jattice quan—
tum soin system s oftwo spatial dim ensions m ay how ever be considered using the quantum
M onte Carlo QM C) method [1,/8]. W enotethat QM C calculationso erthe possbility ofa
levelofaccuracy 1im ited only by the com puting pow er available. W e note that errors scale in
a statistically wellunderstood m anner w ith the length ofthe M C sinulation. H owever, the
QM C m ethod is severely 1im ited by the infam ous sign problem , which at zero tem perature is
a re ection ofquantum \frustration" In the spin system . T here arem any other approxin ate
techniques which m ay be applied, such as spin-wave theory ], exact diagonalisations [10],
and cum ulant series expansions f11)], although these techniques are not discussed here.

W e wish to focus here on another approxin ate technique called the ocoupled cluster
method CCM ). The CCM often provides accurate results even in the pressnce of very
strong frustration. Note that the CCM technique 12,13, 14, 15, 14, 17, 18, 19, 20] is a
wellkknown m ethod of quantum m any-body theory QM BT ). W e note that the CC
been applied w ith m uch success over the Jast ten or so years to
8,29,30, 31, 32,33,
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at zero tem perature P34, 28, 26, 27, ! 34,33, 36,37, 38, 39,40, 41, 42,
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largely been found to be very e ective w ith respect to these soin—lattice problem s.
W epresent a briefdescription ofthe CCM fom alism . W e then describe the application of
them ethod to the soIn-halfX X Z m odel for the square lattice at zero tem perature using two

m odel states. T he practicalities ofusing the CCM are illustrated by considering the LSUB 2



and SUB?2 approxin ations in detail, and their analytical solition is shown. The m ethod of
carrying out high-order CCM calculations using com putational approaches for the localised
LSUBm and SUBm -m approxin ation schem es is described in detail. A calculation for the
excitation spectra ofthe spin-halfXX Z m odelusing the SUB 2 approxin ation in the ground
state is presented. Results for excitation energies determm ined using localised approxin ation
schem es to high order is also presented. W e then broaden our treatm ent of the H eisenberg
m odel on the square lattice to incluide quantum spoin numbers of s > 1=2. The results are
found to be In good agreem ent w ith those results of the best of other approxin ate m ethods,
where they exist. W e conclude w ith a discussion of the im plications of these results and of
future applications of the CCM .

II. THECCM FORM A LISM

A bref description of the nom al coupled cluster method NWCCM ) fomm alisn is now
provided, although the interested reader is referred to Refs. {12, 13,14, 15,14,
» 23,30, 31, 32,33, 34, 33,34, 31, 38,
] for further details. T he exact ket and bra ground-state energy eigenvectors, j i
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of a generalm any-body system described by a Ham iltonian H
Hji=E 4 ji; h™H =E jh™j; @)
are param etrised w ithin the singlereference CCM as follow s:

ji=e®ji ; s= S:Ct ;
160

h™=h jSe® ; S=1+ SIC; : @)

T he single m odel or reference state j i is required to have the property of being a cyclic

vector w ith respect to two welkde ned A belian subalgebras ofm ulti-con gurationalcreation
operators fC | 1 g and their H em itian-ad pint destruction counterparts £C C 1+ )¥g. Thus,
Jj iplaysthe rok ofa vacuum state w ith respect to a suitable set of (mutually com m uting)

m any-body creation operators fC; g. Notethat C; ji= 0,8 I 6 0, and that C | 1,
the identity operator. T hese operators are furthem ore com plte In the m any-body H ibert
(or Fodk) space. A Iso, the correlation operator S is decom posed entirely in temm s of these



creation operators £C; g, which, when acting on the m odel state (£C; j ig), create exci-

tations from it. W e note that although the m anifest Hem iticity, Q™Y = ji=h j i), is

lost, the nom alisation conditionsh™ i= h ji= h ji 1 are explicitly Imposed. The
correlation coe  cients £51; 579 are regarded asbeing independent variabls, and the full sst
£S:;31g thus provides a com plete description of the ground state. For instance, an arbitrary

operator A w ill have a ground-state expectation value given as,
A h™Aji=hj Se®Aeji= A £S;;S:1g : 3)

W e note that the exponentiated form of the ground-state CCM param etrisation of Eq. @)
ensures the correct counting of the independent and excited correlated m any-Jody clisters
w ith respect to j i which are present in the exact ground state j i. Tt also ensures the
exact incorporation of the G oldstone linked-cluster theorem , which itself quarantees the
sizeextensivity of all relevant extensive physical quantities. W e also note that any operator
In a sin ilarty transform m ay be w ritten as

5 S = . i
K e he =A+ B;SI+

R;S]iS]+

T he determm ination of the correlation coe cients £S 1;S7g is achieved by taking approprate
pro fctions onto the ground-state Schrodinger equations ofEq. {1). Equivalently, they m ay
be detem ined varationally by requiring the ground-state energy expectation functional
H (£S:;579),de ned asinh Eq. (_3’.), to be stationary w ith respect to variations in each ofthe
(iIndependent) variables of the full set. W e thersby easily derive the follow ing coupled set of

equations,

H=S5;1=0) hi{,e’HeJi=0;8160 ; ®)

H=5=0) hijSe® H;C;¥ji=0;8160: 6)

Equation (§) also show s that the ground-state energy at the stationary point hasthe sinple
form
Es=E,(fSig9)=h £ SHE 1 )

Tt is In portant to realize that this (oi)variational form ulation does not kad to an upper
bound for E; when the summ ations for S and S in Eq. {2) are trmuncated, due to the

lack of exact Hem iticity when such approxin ations are m ade. However, one can prove



that the i portant Helln ann-Feynm an theoram is pressrved In all such approxin ations.
W e note that Eq. §) represents a coupled set of non-linear m ultinom ial equations for the
cnum ber correlation coe cients £S ;1g. T he nested com m utator expansion of the sin ilarity—
transform ed H am iltonian

1
B eSH& =H + H;S]+ El[B;S];SH @)

and the fact that all of the individual com ponents of S in the sum in Eq. ) commute
w ith one another, together in ply that each element of S in Eq. @) is linked directly to the
Ham iltonian in each of the tem s in Eq. @). Thus, each of the coupled equations (§) is of
Iinked cluster type. Furthem ore, each ofthese equations is of nite length when expanded,
since the otherw ise in nite series of Eq. @) willalvays temm fnate at a nite order, provided
only (@sisusually the case) that each term in the second-quantised form ofthe H am iltonian,
H , contains a nite number of shglkbody destruction operators, de ned w ih regoect to
the reference (vacuum ) state j i. Hence, the CCM param etrisation naturally leads to a
workabl schem e which can be e ciently in plem ented com putationally. It is in portant to
note that at the heart of the CCM lies a sim ilarity transfom ation, n contrast w ith the
uniary transfom ation In a standard varational form ulation in which the bra state h™jis
sin ply taken asthe explicit H em itian conjugate of j i. In the case of spin-lattice problam s
of the type considered here, the operators CI+ becom e products of soin—raising operators
s, over a set of sites fkg, with respect to a model state j 1 ;n which all spins points
\downward" in som e suitably chosen local soin axes. The CCM form alisn is exact in the
Iin it of iInclusion of all possible such multispin cluster correlations for S and S, although
In any real application this is usually In possbl to achieve. It is therefore necessary to
utilise various approxin ation schem esw ithin S and S'. T he three m ost com m only em ployed
schem es previously utilised have been: (1) the SUBn scheme, n which all correlations
Involving only n or fewer soins are retained, but no further restriction ism ade conceming
their spatial ssparation on the lattice; ) the SUBn-m sub-approxin ation, n which all
SUBn correlations spanning a range of no m ore than m ad-pcent lattice sites are retained;
and (3) the localised LSUBm scham e, in which allmulti-spin correlations over all distinct
locales on the lattice de ned by m or fewer contiguous sites are retained. The problem
of solving for these types of approxin ation schem es using analytical and com putational
approaches is discussed below .



An excited-state wave function, j (i, is detem ned by lnhearly applying an excitation
operator X © to the ket-state wave function ofEq. @), such that

j di=X°e91 ©)

T his equation m ay now be used to detem ine the low -lying excitation energies, such that the
Schrodinger equation, H j 1= E.Jj i, may be combined w ith its ground-state counterpart
ofEq. {I) to give the resul,

X®ji=e ® H;x°¥’ 31 ; (10)

where . E. Eg isthe excitation energy. By analogy w ith the ground-state form alism,
the excited-state correlation operator is w ritten as,
X

X®=  XC; ; 11)
I60

where the set fC; g of multispin creation operators may di er from those used in the
ground-state param etrisation in Eq. () if the excited state has di erent quantum num bers
than the ground state. W e note that Eq. (11) in plies the overlap relation h § .i= 0. By
applyingh ¥ ; toEq. @) we nd that,

Xf=h{,e® H;x°K’ji ;8160 ; 12)

which is a generalised set of eigenvalue equations w ith eigenvalues . and corresponding
elgenvectors X, for each of the excited states which satisfy h j i = 0. W e note that
lower orders of approxin ation m ay be detem Ined analytically for both the ground and
excited states. Exam ples of applying the LSUB2 and SUB 2 approxin ations to the spin-half
square-lattice XX Z model are given later In order to show clearly how this is performm ed.
However, it rapidly becom es clar that analytical determ ination of the CCM equations for
higher orders of approxin ation is inpractical. W e therefore em ploy com puter algebraic
techniques In order e ciently to determ ine and solve the CCM ket—and bra-state equations

(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 for the solution
of coupled polynom ial equations (eg. the Newton-Raphson m ethod). The excited-state
eigenvalue equations m ay be also detem Ined in an analogous m anner, and, although this

is not strictly necessary, we restrict the level of approxin ation to the sam e for the excited



state as for the ground state In calculations presented here. A fiill exposition of the details
In applying the CCM to high orders of approxin ation is given for the ground state in Refs.
B, 34, 44] and for excited states in Ref. [BY]. Note that the results of SUBm -m and
LSUBmM approxin ation schem es m ay be extrapolated to the exact Im i, m ! 1 , usihg
various \heuristic’ approaches. How to do this is not discussed here, although the interested
reader is referred to Refs. 3§, 44] orm ore details.

ITIT. THE XXZMODEL ON THE SQUARE LATTICE

W e wish to apply the CCM to the soin-half XX Z m odel on the square lattice in order
to ilustrate how one applies the CCM to a practicalproblm . W e note that this system is
unfrustrated and the XX Z Ham iltonian is speci ed as follow s,

H = * is) + sis) + sisil ; 3)
hi;ji
w here the sum on hi; ji counts all nearest-neighbour pairs once. T he N eel state is the ground
state n thetrivialIsng limnit ! 1 , and a phase transition occurs at (ornearto) = 1.
Indeed, the ground state dem onstrates N eellike order in the z-direction for > 1 and a
sin ilar x-y planarphase or 1< < 1. The system is ferromagnetic or < 1. We
note that approxin ately 61% of the classical ordering rem ains in the quantum H eisenberg

modelat = 1.

A. TheCCM applied to the XXZ m odel

W etum now to the choice ofm odel state j 1 and the operators fC | g forthe case of spin-
half quantum antiferrom agnets on bipartie lattices. In the reginm e w here the corresponding
classical lim it is described by a Neellike order in which all spins on each sublattice are
separately aligned in som e global spin axes, it is convenient to ntroduce a di erent local
quantisation axis and di erent spin coordinates on each sublattice. This is achieved by a
suitable rotation In spin space, so that the corresponding reference state becom es a fully
aligned (\ferrom agnetic") state, with all spins pointing along, say, the negative z-axis In
the corresponding local axes. Sudh rotations are cannonical tranform ations that leave the

SoiIn comm utation relations unchanged. In the sam e local axes, the con guration indices



I! fkyjks; u A a set of site indices, such thatC; ! s s;, |, swheres, s is]
are the usual spin—raising and spin—low ering operators at site k. For the Ham iltonian ofEq.
(3) we rst choose the z-aligned N eel state as our reference state (which is the exact ground

state or ! 1 , and is expected to be a good starting point forall > 1, down to the
expected phase transition at = 1). W e perform a rotation of the up-pointing soins by
180° about the y-axis, such that s* ! s, & &g; g2 s? on this sublattice. The

Ham iltonian of Eq. {3) m ay thus be written in these Jocal coordinates as,

H = 1 [sIs§+sisj+ZS§s§] : 14)
hijji

T here isnever a unique choice ofm odelstate j i. Indeed, our choice should be guided by any
physical Insight available to us conceming the system or, m ore speci cally, that particular
phase of it which isunder consideration. In the absence ofany other insight into the quantum
m any-body systam , we m ay som etin es be guided by the behaviour of the corresponding
classical system . The XX Z m odel under consideration provides Jjust such an illustrative
example. Thus, or > 1 the classicalHam iltonian of Eq. (3] on the 2D square Jattice
(and, indeed, on any bipartite lattioe) is m nin ized by a perfectly antiferrom agnetically
N eetordered state in the z-direction, and we have already utilised this informm ation in the
preceding subsections. However, the classical ground-state energy ism Inin ized by a Neel-
ordered state w ith spins pointing along any direction in the xy plane, say along the x-axis
for 1< < 1.Thus, In orderto provide CCM resultsin theregion 1< < 1,wenow
take this state to be ocurm odel state and we shall refer to it as the \planar" m odel state.

In order to produce another \ ferrom agnetic" m odel state for the planarm odel state In the
local fram es, we rotate the axes ofthe ft-pointing spins (ie., those pointing in the negative
x-direction) In the planar state by 90 about the y-axis, and the axes of the corresponding
rightpointing 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
transformm ations of the local axes are described by

Z

s s ; g g ; ! s 15)

ss! s ; 1 s ; s os 16)



for the right-pointing spins. The transform ed Ham iltonian of Eq. {13) m ay now be w ritten

in these localaxes as

1x h i
B= 7 (+1D(sisi+ss)+ ( 1sisy+ s s))+ 4sist a7)
hi;ji
W e note that allofthe CCM correlation coe cients are zero at = 1 because them odel

state is an exact ground eigenstate of the Ham iltonian of Eq. (I'}]) at this point. Hence, we
track the CCM solution for the planarm odel state from this \trivial" pontat = 1.
The resuls presented below are based on the SUB2 approxin ation scheme and the
localised SUBm-m and LSUBm schemes. W e include all fundamental con gurations,
I ! fkyjky; 2Ok wih n m , whith are distinct under the point and space group
symm etries of both the lattice and the Ham iltonian. The numbers, Ny and Ng_, of such
fundam ental con gurations for the ground and excited states, respectively, m ay be further
restricted by the use of additional conservation law s. For exam ple, the Ham iltonian ofEq.
(3) comm utes w ith the totaluniform m agnetisation, sZ = : « Sy where the sum on k runs
over all Jattice sites. T he ground state isknown to lie In the s} = 0 subspace, and hencewe
exclide con gurationsw ith an odd num ber of spins or w ith unequalnum bers of spins on the
tw o equivalent sublattices for the z-aligned m odel state. A sin ilar condition is in posed on
clusters for the ground state based on the planarm odel state. Sin ilarly forthe excited states
w ith the z-aligned m odel state, since we are only interested in the lowestying excitation,

we restrict the choice of con gurations to thosewih s7 = 1.

B. The LSUB2 approxim ation for the spin-half, square-lattice XX Z m odel for the

z—aligned m odel state

W e start the LSUB2 calculation by specifying the commutation relations [s, ;si] =

S, 1x and [s) ;s 1= 2s% 14 . W e again note that the sin ilarity transform m ay be expanded

as a serdes of nested comm utators in Eq. ). W e w rite the LSUB 2 ket-state operator in the
follow ing sim ple form for the spin-half linear chain m odel,

sist (18)

where 1 runs over all sites on the square lJattice and runs over all nearestneighbour lattice

vectors. Note that b, is the solke ket—state correlation coe cient. In this approxim ation



wem ay therefore determm ine sin ilarity transfom ed versions of the spin operators explicitly,

given by
v+
5 = 5
Z Z X + +
s = si+b s s, 19)
X z _+ 2 X + _+ +
$, = s b ss b 515 Sk ,

17 2
W e note that the othemw ise In nite series of operators in the expansion of the sin ilarity
transform tem inates to nite order. W e also note that (s; )°j 1= 0 for any lattice site
Which istrue only for spin-half system s), and this is in plicitly assum ed In the last ofEgs.
@9 . Clarly wem ay also w rite the sin flarity transform ed version of the Ham iltonian as
H = 1% s + 88 +2sis] 0)
hi;ji
W emay now substitute the expressions for the spin operators in Eq. (1Y) into the above
expression. T he ground-state energy is given by
Bo_ Lt iopyg e1)
N 2
W e note that our expression for the ground-state energy is sizeextensive (ie. it scales
Iinearly wih N ), as required by the G oldstone theoram which is obeyed by the NCCM .
Furthem ore, this expression tem inates to nie order, as for the sim ilarity transform ed
versions of spin operators. Finally, we note that any other non-trivial choice for S will
always yield this expression for the ground-state energy. The task isnow to nd b, and we
note that ifwe could include allpossible spin correlations in S then we would obtain an exact
result for the ground-state energy. However, this is found to be im possbl to achieve for
m ost cases In practice, and we m ake an approxin ation (such as the LSUB2 approxin ation

presented here). The LSUB 2 ket—state equation is given by
55+ 6b; 1=0 ; 2)

which therefore in plies that the LSUB2 ground-state energy m aybe w ritten explicitly in
term sof as

™

5 P
—I=_ 79 2+5 ; 23)
N 10 5

10



W e note that this expression gives the correct result in the Isng lmit ! 1 . W e agan
note that the bra state does not m anifestly have to be the Hem itian conjigate of the ket
state, and we note that the bra-state correlation operator for the LSUB 2 approxin ation is
given by,

S;S5 i 24)

w here the Index j runsover allsiteson the lnear chain and B, is the sok bra-state correlation
coe clent in the LSUB2 approxin ation. In order to determ ne the bra-state equation, we
now explicitly detem ine H (£S51;319),

N
H= —(+22)+NB 6b,+55 1 ; @5)
such that LSUB 2 bra-state equation is given from @H =@, = 0 as
6 B+ 10k 1=0 ; (26)

which gives B, = % (9 ?+ 5) ¥ | Finally, we note that once the values for the bra—and ket—
state correlation coe cients have been determ ined (at a given level of approxin ation) then
wem ay also obtain the values for expectation values, such as the sublattice m agnetisation
given by
1 X 2 R
M —h™  siji= —hise® ( sHEfFi @7)
N s i N i

T he sublattice m agnetisation is w ritten here in term s ofthe \rotated" spin coordnates. W e

note that this is given by,

Misygz = 1 8o ;

28)

Il
I
=
+
+T

for the LSUB 2 approxin ation.

C. The SUB2 approxim ation for the spin-half, square-lattice XX Z m odel of the

z—aligned m odel state

The SUB2 approxin ation allow s us to inclide all possbl two-spin correlations in our
wave function. W e note that the SUB 2 ket-state operator is given by

1% X
S == bsi sl . ; (9)



and that the lndex i runsover all sites on the linear chain. Furthem ore, the Index r runs over
all Jattice vectors which connect one sublattice to the other and b, is its corresponding SUB 2
ket-state correlation coe cient for this vector. W e again detemm ine a sin ilarity transfom ed
version of the spin operators and we are able to determm ine the SUB 2 equations, given by

X n X o

l+2bi+25) ., 2(+2b)b+ bo 4, b,o =0 ; (30)

0

where runsoverall (2D ) nearest-neighbour lattice vectorsand ; isany one ofthese lattice
vectors. Equation (30) m ay now be solved by em ploying a sublattice Fourer transfom , given
by
X ir
@= e B ; (31)

r

where r again is a Jattice vector (ie. 1y + 1, is an odd integer number for the 2D square

lattice) which connects the di erent sublattices. T his expression has an inverse given by
z z

b= o dai . dg,00s (g )oos () (@) - (32)

The SUB2 equations (30) and Eq. (31) therefore kad to an expression or (g) given by
K dQ—
@=—7—10 1 k*2@]; @33)
@
where K = + 2b;,k* = (1+ 2b;+ 25)=K?, and (@ = 05(osy + cosy,). Note
that we choose the negative solution in Eq. (33) in order to reproduce results in the trivial
Iimi ! 1 . These equations now yield a selfconsistency requirem ent on the variable
by and they may be solved iteratively at a given value of . Indeed, we know that all
correlation coe cientsmust tend to zero (hamely, or SUB2: b, ! 0; 8r)as ! 1 and
we track this solution for large by reducing in an all sucoessive steps. W e nd that the
discrin lnant in Eq. (33) becom es negative at a criticalpoint, . 0:7985. This is a strong
Indication that the CCM crtical point is detecting the known quantum phase transition in
the system at = 1. Furthem ore, the SUB2 approxin ation for the ground state m ay be
used In conjanction wih a SUB1 approxin ation for the excited state operator X € in Ed.
(1) in order to determ ine the excitation spectrum . W e note that the excitation spectrum
also becom es soft at the SUB2 criticalpoint . (see below).
W emay also solve the SUB2-m equations directly using com putational techniques. In-—
deed, we study the lin ing points of these approxin ations by using solution-tracking soft-
ware PITCON), which allow s one to solve the SUB2-m coupled non-lnear equations. W e

12
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FIG.1:CCM SUB2m and SUB2 resultsusing the z-aligned N eelm odel state for the ground-state

energy of the soin-half square-lattice XX Z m odel.

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

and Fig. 7 shows our results. In particular, we note that we have two distinct branches,
although only the upper branch is a \physical' solution. W e note that the CCM does not
necessarily alw ays provide an upper bound on the ground-state energy, although this is often
the case for the physical solution. By tracking from a point at which we are sure of, the
solution we guarantee that our solution is valid, and this approach is also used for LSUBm

approxin ations. W e nd that the two branches collapse onto the sam e line, nam ely, that of
the 1ll SUB2 solution, as we increase the level of SUB2-m approxin ation w ith respect to
m . W e plot the positions of the SUB 2-m lin iting points against 1=m 2 in Fig. 4, and wem ay
e that these data points are found to be both highly linear and they tend to the crtical
value, ., forthe fullSUB2 equations In the Imitm ! 1 . Tt should be noted that the
LSUBm and SUBm -m approxin ations also show sim ilar branches (am ely, one \physical”

and one \unphysical" branch) which appear to converge as one increases the m agnitude of
the truncation ndex, m . This is a strong indication that cur LSUBm and SUBm -m critical
points are also re ections of phase transitions in the real system and that our extrapolated

LSUBmM and SUBm -m resuls should tend to the exact solution.
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FIG.2:CCM SUB2m resuls for the 1im iting points w ith m = £10,40,50g for the soin-half square—
lattice X X Z m odelusing the z-aligned N eelm odel state. T he unbroken line indicates a linear tto
these three SUB2-m lin iting points, and this extrapolates to a value 0£0.79854 asm ! 1 . This
result is in good agreem ent w ith the full SUB 2 value for the critical point of 0.7985, indicated by

the red star on the x = 0 lne.

D. High-order CCM calculations using a com putational approach

W e now consider the localised LSUBm and SUBm -m approxin ation schem es evaluated
at high orders of approxin ation. W e note however that lower orders of approxin ation m ay
be evaluated by hand, as dem onstrated above. However, for higher orders of approxin a—
tion we quickly nd that this task becom es In possble and so we m ust use com putational
technigues in order to detemm ine and solve the CCM equations. T here are two m ethods of
doing this. Firstly, we m ay determ ine the sin ilarity transform ed versions of the lndividual
FoIn operators at a given level of approxin ation com putationally and then substitute them
Into the sin ilarity transform ed version ofthe Ham iltonian using com putational algebra, for
exam ple. W e m ay however have to perform further com m utations of the soin operators.
This approach has the advantage of exibility and we m ay consider any H am iltonian, in
principle, once the basic spin operators have been de ned after sin ilarity transform ation at
a given level of approxin ation.

14



A nother approach isto cast the CCM ket-state correlation operator into a form given by

S = Sils+ + Siliizs-j:s-]; + (34)

i i i

w ith respect to a m odel state in which all soins point In the downwards z-direction. N ote

that S;; ;are the CCM ketstate correlation coe cients. W e now de ne new operators
given by
X X . .
Fy = By, 8 u S
1y
X X . .
Grm = 1@ D)Skm s 84 y S 35)

>1ik; i

for the spin-half quantum spin system s. W e require additional tem s for s > 1=2. For
exam ple, we m ay perform a sin ilarity transform of the spin operators, which for the soin-
half system are given by

s = 5
s; = s+ Fisy
s, = s, 267  ([Fy)’s (36)

W e now substitute these expressions into the (sin ilarity transform ed) Ham iltonian and
evaluate the comm utations { but this tim e by hand. The Ham iltonian is then written In
term s ofthese new operators ofEq.(35), which are them selvesm ade up purely of spin—raising
operators.

W e see that this approach requires m ore direct e ort In setting up the Ham iltonian in
temm s of these new operators, w hereas before we have used com puter algebraic techniques
In order to take care of this aspect. However, once this is accom plished, the problm of

nding the ket-state equations then reduces to pattem m atching of our target findam ental
con gurations to those tem s in the Ham iltonian. W e note that this form is then perfectly
suited to a com putational in plem entation because no further com m utations or re-ordering
of term s In the Ham iltonian is necessary. W e note that the bra-state equations m ay be
directly detem ined once the ground-state energy and CCM ket-state equations have been
determ ined 36, 39, 44].

Resuls for the ground-state energy of the spin-half square-attice XX Z m odel are shown
in Fig. 3 and for the spin-half Heisenberg model ( = 1) in Tablk I W e note that good
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FIG.3: CCM LSUBm resuls using the z-aligned and planar Neel m odel states for the ground—
state energy of the spin-half square-lattice X X Z m odel com pared to quantum M onte C arlo resuls
ofRef. E_Z]. Resuls for the LSUB 6 approxin ation using both m odel states end at their regpective

critical points.

corresoondence w ith the results ofthe best and m ost accurate of other approxin ate m ethods
is cbserved. W e see clearly from Fig. 3 that the results based on the z-aligned m odel give
the best results in the region > 1, and those based on the planar m odel state appear to
work best in the region 1< < 1. This is in agreem ent w ith our understanding of this
system that states that we have Neel ordering in the xyplane or 1 < < 1 and Neel
ordering in the z-direction for > 1. W e note that the results for the two m odel states are

denticalat = 1, aswe expect.

E . Excitation Spectra of the spin-half square-lattice XXZ M odel for the z-aligned

m odel state

W e now consider the excitation spectrum , which m ay be detem Ined using the CCM for

the SUB2 approxin ation in the ground-state by assum ing
X = a;s, (37)

W e note that the substitution of the expressions in Egs. £9) and (37) for the ground-and

excited-state operators, respectively, leads to an expression for the excited-state correlation
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FIG.4:CCM LSUBm resultsusing the z-aligned and planar N eelm odel states for the sublattice
m agnetisation of the spin-half square-dattice XX Z m odel.
coe cients, given by
}ZK ai e bayn = a1 (38)
2 2
W e have z = 4 here.) This equation m ay be solved by Fourer transform techniques such
that the an expression for the excitation spectra is given by
I N
@ = EZK 1 k2@ 39)
WenotethatK = + 2b;,k*= (1+ 2 b+ 25)=K?,and (g = 0:5(cosq, + cosgy), and
that we solve the SUB 2 ket—state equations (for a given value of the anisotropy param eter,
, here) In order to obtain a value forb; . This is substituted into Eq. 89) above and o
we obtain values for the excitation spectra as a function of the wave vector. W e note that
the excitation spectrum becom es soft at the CCM SUB2 critical point and resuls for the
spectrum are presented in Fig. §. W e see that the CCM excitation spectrum is dentical
In shape to those resuls of lnear spin-wave theory (SW T) with a multiplicative factor of
1.1672. This agreeswellw ith results of series expansions [51j] and quantum M onte Carlb 52]
that also predict a curve identicalto SW T w ith m ultijplicative factors 118 and 121 0.03,
respectively.
Finally, we again note that the excitation energy m ay be detem ined directly from Eqg.
(12) in \realspace" w ithout recourse to Fourier transform m ethods, although com putational

techniques are again necessary for higher orders of approxim ation. For the sake of consis-
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FIG . 5: Exciation spectrum for the Heisenberg m odel determ Ined at the critical point at . =
0:7985 forthe CCM resultsand at = 1 forthe spin-wave theory resuls. T he diagram plotted on

the Jeft is for ky = k, and the diagram on the right is for k, = 0. Note that the CCM excitation
spectrum is identical in shape to those results of SW T w ith a m ultiplicative factor of1.1672. This
agrees well w ith results of series expansions [51] and quantum M onte C arlo [52] that also predict
a curve denticalto SW T w ith m ultjplicative factors 118 and 121 0.03, respectively. O ur resuls
are In thus in good agreem ent w ith the best of otherm ethods and this is further evidence that the
CCM SUB2 critical point is an indication of the quantum phase transition at = 1 in the \real"

system .

tency, we often retain the sam e level of Jocalised approxin ation for the ground and excited
states. For exampl, high-order CCM resuls are presented for the XXZ model in Fig. g
and for the Heisenberg model in Tabk . W e see that the CCM results converge rapidly
with LSUBm approxin ation level. Indeed, extrapolated resuls predict that the excitation
isgaplss at = 1, as is believed to occur for the Heisenberg m odel from the results of

other approxin ate calculations (as discussed above).

F. s> 1=2Results

W e note that resuls for the case s > 1=2 m ay be generated using the CCM in the same
way as for s = 1=2 for N eellike m odel states. However, n this case we relax the condition
that (s")?ji= 0, which is true for the spin-half system . W e are now able to treat the

LSUBm , SUBm -m , and SUB2 approxin ations in directly equivalent ways as to the spin—
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FIG.6: CCM LSUBm resultsusing the z-aligned Neelm odel state for the excited-state energy of

the soin-half square-lattice XX Z m odel com pared to linear spin-w ave theory ofRef. i}].

half case. W e note however that new tem s are generated for the high-order form alism and
that thism ust be taken Into account for s > 1=2 system s. How this is achieved is explained
in Ref. {4]. Resuls for the ground-state properties of the spin-one antiferrom agnet on the
square-lattice and the spin-half/spin-one (anti)ferrin agnet are presented in Tables 11 and
1], respectively. W e see that good results are obtained in com parison to other approxi-
m ate m ethods. Resuls using the CCM , spin-wave theory, and exact diagonalisations have
been found to be very useful n determ ining the phase diagram s of the spin-half/soin-one
ferrin agnet, even in the presence of strong frustration §5]. C karly, there are m any other
quantum m agnetic system s that can be treated In a sim ilar fashion.

Iv. CONCLUSIONS

The underlying fom alisn and practical application of the CCM have been discussed
here. A detailed exposition of the application of the CCM to the spin-half squarelattice
XX 7 modelwas given, lncluding details of analytical LSUB2 and SUB2 calculations. The
details of applying the CCM to high orders of approxin ation for a localised approxin ation
schem e using a com putational approach were explored. Our results were seen to be in
excellent agreem ent w ith the best of other approxin ate m ethods. The application of the
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TABLE I: CCM resuls {36, 39] for the isotropic ( = 1) spin-half square-lattice H eisenbery

antiferrom agnet com pared to results of otherm ethods. T he num bers of findam entalcon gurations
In the ground-state and excited-state CCM wave functions for the z-aligned N eelm odel state are
given by N # and N fze , respectively, and the num ber of fuindam ental con gurations in the ground-
state CCM wave function for the planar Neelm odel state is given by N fp . Resuls for the critical
points ofthe z-aligned N eelm odelstate are ndicated by 2 and resuls forthe critical points of the
planar Neelm odel state are indicated by E. (N ote that results for the ground-state expectation

C

values for both m odel states are identical for the isotropic Heisenbergm odelat = 1.)

M ethod E =N M e |NZ|NZ|NZ z P
LSUB2 0.64833 0841 [1407| 1 | 1 | 1 { {
SUB2 0.65083 0827 |1178| { | { | { |0.7985|1204
LSUB4 0.66366 | 0.765 [0852| 7 | 6 | 10 | 0577 |1.648
LSUBG6 0.66700 0.727 |0.610| 75 | 91 | 131 | 0.763|1.286
LSUBS 0.66817 0.705 |0.473|1273|2011|2793| 0.843 | {
E xtrapolated CCM 0.6697 062 |000| { | { | (] 103]| {
Lsw T [ 0.658 0606 | 00| ¢ | | { | 10| ¢
Series Expansionsf{lL] 0.6693(1) | 0614Q2) | { { { { { {
oMc f] 0.669437 (5){0.6140 (6)| { T O { {

CCM using di erent m odel states and for s > 1=2 system s was also described. It was seen
that excellent results can be cbtained for such cases. W e note that we may em ploy the
sym m etries of the Jattice and H am iltonian in order to reduce the com plexity of our problem
{ for exam ple, by reducing the num ber of fuindam ental con gurations at a given level of
approxin ation.

The application of the CCM using non-Neel m odel states is an interesting possibility
In the future. Such m odel states m ight be din ersolid or plaquette-solid m odel states, for
exam ple. Thiswould have the advantage that novel ordering of quantum spoin system s could
be considered directly via the CCM .W e would expect to obtain sin ilar accuracy asthat seen
here using our high-order com putational techniques, and thism ight be further extended by

using parallel processing. It has recently been proven {4, 48] that numbers of findam ental
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TABLE IT:CCM resuls for the ground state of the spin-one H eisenberg antiferrom agnet at = 1
on the square lhttice usihg the LSUBm approxin ation wih m = £2;4;6g. Values for the CCM
criticalpoints, ., ofthe anisotropicm odelas a function of the anisotropy, , are also presented.

Note that Ny Indicates the number of findam ental clusters at each level of approxin ation.

Ng E4N M c
LSUB2 2 2295322 | 0.909747 | 03240
SUB2?2 { 2302148 | 0.8961 |0.9109
LSUBA4 30 2320278 | 0.869875 | 0.7867
LSUB6 1001| 2325196 | 0.851007 | 0.8899
LSUB1 { 23292 | 08049 | 0.98
SW TP { 2.3282 0.8043 {
Series Expansions®|  { 23279(2)|08039@)| {

@ SeeRef. ﬁ_Z-g;]
b See Ref. i_é]
¢ SeeRef. ﬁ_l-l:]

TABLE IIT: Results for the ground-state energy and am ounts of sublattice m agnetizations M »
and M 5 , on the spin-one and gpoin-half sites regpectively, of the squaredattice soin-half/spin-one
J1{J, ferrim agnet at J; = 1 and J,; = 0 based on the Neelm odel state. Note that Ny indicates
the num ber of findam ental con gurations at a given kevel of LSUBm or SUBm -m approxin ation.
CCM resultsare com pared to exact diagonalisations of nite-sized lattices. H euristic extrapolations
mthelmim ! 1 areperformed and a rough estim ate of the error (in the last signi cant gure

shown) is also given.

Np| EgN M a M g

SUB2-=2 1| 1.192582|0.92848|0.85695

SUB 44 13| 1204922|0.90781|0.81562
SUB6-6 268 1206271|0.90333|0.80667
LSUBG6 279 1206281 |0.90329 | 0.80659
Extrapolated CCM | { | 12069(2)|0.898(1)|0.796 2)
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clusters approaching 10° are now possble, in principle. W e m ight also wish to use high—
order CCM using com putational techniques for non-N eelm odel states in order to treat the
excitation spectra and excitation energies. This would provide a powerful viewpoint into
such novelordered states In cases where other m ethods m ight typically fail, eg., due to
strong frustration. Lattice quantum spin system s m ight provide a possbl usefil arena
in which to test the properties of the extended coupled cluster m ethod ECCM ) [38] due
to their underlying sim plicity of their form alisn and yet their com plexity of behaviour for
large numbers of particles. It would also be Interesting to apply the CCM at non-zero
tam peratures, and, again, soin systam s are an excellent candidate for such treatment. Tt
would be interesting to see if som e of the Insight gained into quantum phase transitions at
zero-tam perature using the CCM m ight also be sesen In such non-zero tem perature CCM

calculations.
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