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Ferrom agnetic transition and phase diagram ofthe one-din ensional H ubbard m odel

w ith next-nearestneighbor hopping

S.Dauland R .M .Noack
Institut de P hysigque T heorique, U niversite de Fribourg, CH-1700 Fricoury, Switzerland

W e study the phase diagram of the one-dim ensional H ubbard m odel w ith next-nearest-neighbor
hopping using exact diagonalization, the density-m atrix renom alization group, the Edwards vari-
ational ansatz, and an adaptation of weak-coupling calculations on the two-chain Hubbard m odel.
W e nd that a substantial region of the strong-coupling phase diagram is ferrom agnetic, and that
three physically di erent lin iting cases are connected in one ferrom agnetic phase. At a point in
the phase diagram at which there are two Fem i points at weak coupling, we study carefully the
phase transition from the param agnetic state to the fully polarized one as a function of the on-site
Coulom b repulsion. W e present evidence that the transition is second order and detem ine the crit-
ical exponents num erically. In this param eter regim e, the system can be described as a Luttinger
liuid at weak coupling. W e extract the Luttingerliquid param eters and show how their behavior
di ers from that of the nearest-neighbor Hubbard m odel. The general weak-coupling phase dia-
gram can bem apped onto that of the two-chain H ubbard m odel. W e exhibit explicitly the adapted
phase diagram and detemm Ine its validity by num erically calculating spin and charge gaps using the
density-m atrix renomm alization group.

PACS Numbers: 71.10Fd, 75.10Lp and 7540M g

I. NTRODUCTION

Unlke strongly correlated phenom ena such as antifer—
rom agnetian or superconductivity which can be treated
starting from a weak-coupling point ofview , m etallic fer—
rom agnetism is an intrinsically interm ediate or strong
coupling phenom enon. Because of this, the origin of
m etallic ferrom agnetisn is still poorly understood, even
after decades of research. T he sin plest m odel of corre—
lated electrons, the Hubbard m odel, was introduced si;-
mulaneously by G utzw illerf H ubbard? and K anam ors
In 1963 In order to study ferrom agnetism . Indeed, at a
m ean— eld level, the Hubbard m odel seem s to be a good
starting point for ferrom agnetism , because the Stoner cri-
terion predicts a ferrom agnetic ground state for a wide
range of param eters. H owever, the inclusion of correla—
tion e ects m akes the conditions for the appearance of
ferrom agnetism m uch m ore restrictive?

T here isone lim it ofthe H ubbardm odelin which a fer—
rom agnetic state can be obtained w ithin an exact treat—
ment. ForU = 1 the ground state of the half- lled
system hasm acroscopic degeneracy since all states w ith
di erent spin S have the sam e energy. For bipartite lat—
tices (such as the hypercubic and bcc lattices) in dim en—
sion d 2, and for foc and hep lattices w ith negative
hopping integrals, N agacka proved that when one hole
is then added to the L-site system , the ground state of
them odelhasm axin um spin. It hasnot yet been proven
possble to generalize N agaoka’s proof for the stability of
ferrom agnetism to a nite density ofholks =1 n> 0,
m aking the treatm ent of the therm odynam ic 1im it prob-
Jem atic. One can, however, use the opposie approach
and try to show that the ferrom agnetic state is unstable
by applying a suitable variational wave fiinction. Start—
ng from the fully polarized state, one can I a spin In

an appropriatem anner and then see if the corresponding
energy is low er than the ferrom agnetic one. Ifa loweren-
ergy can be found, the fully polarized ferrom agnetic state
is proven to be unstable. Recently, by choosing a hjgel'lﬁ
sophisticated variational state, W urth and co-work
were abl to bring the critical hole densiy . above
which the Nagaoka state is unstable at U = 1 dowp
to .= 025] Pra square lattice. Exact diagonalization?
and DM RG Y studies suggest that . could be even lower.
Hence i cannot be ruled out that . = 0 for bpartie
lattices, as is thle case for the hypercubic lattice n In -
nite din ensions#? In contrast, for non-bipartite lattices, a
partly polarized gyound state (ferrin agnetism ) hasbeen
obtained by Lib 2

For onedin ensional system s, the situation is guen less
fvorabke fr frrom agnetisn . Lib and M attidd have
proven that the ground state isunm agnetized forany real
and particle-sym m etric but otherw ise arbitrary interac—
tion. This theorem applies to a sihgle band in d = 1,
provided that the hopping is only betw een nearest neigh—
bors and the interaction involves only densities. Since
both conditions are ful lled in the Hubbard m odel, its
ground state in d= 1 cannot be ferrom agnetic.

In princple, the Hubbard m odel is obtained from an
extram e truncation of a m ore general H am ittonian de-
scribing Interacting electrons In a solid. Only the on-
site Interaction and one relevant band are kept. N earest—
neighbor interaction (eg. direct exchange), band degen—
eracy and the associated H und’s rule couplings are totally
neglkcted. In addition, the non-interacting band struc—
ture and density of states can be strongly a ected by
the Jattice structure. In order to enhance the possbility
of ferrom agnetisn , one can m odify the sim ple Hubbard
m odel by putting som e of these neglected features back
.
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Strack and Volhardtt! have studied a Hubbard m odel
to which they have added all possbl nearestneighbor
Interactions: the usual interaction between charge V),
the density-dependent hopping K ), the Heisenberg ex—
change [ ) and pairhopping F 9. They show that Pra
particular range of param eter values the m odelhasm ax—
Inum totalspin at half- lling. T hese argum ents can also
be extended to the N agacka case of one hole 2

A nother option is to take a multiband Ham itonian
w ith dband degeneracy togetherw ith a Hund’sxule cou—
pling between the di erent d orbitals. Okabel? has -
vestigated the stability of the ferrom agnetic state of such
a m odel variationally, while Fleck and coworkers have
studied g -sim ilar m odel incliding next-nearest-neighbor
hopping &4 T hese authorsclain that the H und’s rule cou—
pling is necessary to obtain ferrom agnetism . Very re—
cently, Bunemm an and cow orkerdd have studied a two-
band Hubbard m odelw ith a m ultiband G utzw iller w ave
function. They found that a ferrom agnetic transition oc—
curs at lJarge Interaction and stress that a nite value of
the exchange interaction isalso required. W ew illsee here
that ferrom agnetisn can be obtained in a non-orbitally—
degenerafe m odel.

M ieketi has proven the Hlow ing theorem , equivalent
to Hund’s rule, for a Hubbard m odel wih a at band.
If the model has an M -fold degenerate single-particle
ground state, then for any num ber of electrons N M
the fully polarized state with totalspin S = %) isa
ground state of the system . Additional conditions that
determm ine w hether this ground state is unigue are also
given.,Thistheorem hasalso been extended to nearly at
bands®? Recently, Tasak¥ has considered a two-band
Hubbard m odelw ith next-nearestneighborhopping. He
has proven that the quarter{ lled system (average elec—
tron density n = 0:5) is ferrom agnetic for lamge enough
on-site interaction U . Penc and coworkersts have ex—
tended this resul to other llings by studying a Ham ik
tonian in which a chem icalpotential is added to all even
sites ofthe lattice tom ake a perturbative argum ent valid.
W e shallseebelow thatthistem isunnecessary to obtain
a ferrom agnetic ground state.

Several authors have studied the ordijnary Hubbard
m odelon various lattice structures. U In ke?d investigated
the case ofan foc Jattice using dynam icalm ean— eld the-
ory and quantum M onte Carlo sinulations. He found
ferrom agnetism for intem ediate values of U, using the
density of states of the in nite-dim ensional system . For
the three-din ensionaldensity of states he found that one
m ust add next-nearest-neighbor hopping in order to cb-
tain ferrom agnetian . H isgeneralconclusion isthat a nec—
essary condition for ferrom agnetiam is a density of states
with large spectral weight near the lower band edge.
Hanisch and coworker2} have ivestigated the stability
of saturated ferrom agnetian using a variationalapproach
for various lattice structures in two and three dim en-—
sions. T heir conclusions are sin ilar to the previous ones,
nam ely that a particle-hol asymm etry and a divergent
density of states at the lower band energy are necessary

Ingredients for obtaining a ferrom agnetic ground state.

Sin ilar conclusions have been mgached very recently us—

Ing the spectraldensiy appJ:oadq‘-Zg and dynam icalm san—
eld theory w ith the N on-€ rossing A pproxin ation 23

In the an all density lim i, the ferrom agnetic state of
the Hubbard m odel w ith arbitrary non-diagonal hop-—
pihg and wih a band structure wih a quadratic dis-
persion about the band m inim a has been shown to be
unstable for d > 3, while for d = 2 a anall window
of param eters for which the filly polarized state is not
destabilized still rem ains?4 Indeed, a proctor quan-
tum M onte Carb calcultion?? yields frrom agnetisn
precisely in this allowed region for the two-dim ensional
Hubbard m odel on a square lattice with next-nearest—
neighbor hopping. F inally, a renom alization group cal-
culation or thism odeBd also yields frrom agnetisn 1 a
particular regin e, -

In this work?! we study perhaps the sinplest
case of a Hubbard m odel exhbiting ferrom agnetism :
the onedinensional Hubbard model wih an addi-
tional nextmnearestneighbor hopping. P reviously, ex—
act djagona]jzatjon,ﬁ‘i variationa®8 and D ensity-M atrix
Renom alization G roup ©M RG) calculation£2% on this
m odel have already concluded that there is an exten-
sive ferrom agnetic phage for large enough coupling U . A
w eak-coupling analysjézo: applied to this one-din ensional
model leads to a phase wih a spin gap which is the
one-din ensional analog of a superconductor. P rofctor
QM C and DM RG calculations for the special case of
half- 1ling®% have recently been carried out at weak to
Interm ediate coupling and are consistent w ith the weak-
coupling analysis. Here we treat the strong and weak—
coupling phase diagram s of the m odel com prehensively
w ith num ericaland variationaltechniques, and link them
by studying the phase transition using exact diagonaliza—
tion and DM RG calculations. _

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. 'J.LL we dis—
cuss the basic properties of the m odel, m otivate the ex—
istence of ferrom agnetism by discussing calculations on
three and four site clusters, and discuss exactly treatable
lim iting cases at interaction U = 1 , som e ofwhich yield
ferrom agnetic ground states. T he results of a variational
calculation ofthe U = 1 phase diagram using the Ed-
wards variational ansatz are presented in Sec.:]fgt. W hilke
this technigque was previously applied to this m odel in
Ref. ?@' at nite U, here we discuss the U = 1 phase
diagram and inclide a detemm ination of the total spin
of the variational state. Exact diagonalization calcula-
tions, presented in Sec. :_B[:, are used to illustrate the
determm ination of the critical interaction strength U. at
the ferrom agnetic transition, to detem ine the order of
the phase transition, and to exam ine the scaling of U,
for an allnext-nearest-neighborhopping t;, . In Sec.:y-: we
use the DM RG to detem ine U. as a function of den—
sity for three di erent t, regim es, discuss the behavior of
the Luttinger liquid param eters at the transition from a
Luttinger liquid regin e to the ferrom agnetic regim €, and
discuss the behavior of the spin—spin correlation fiinction



near the transition. W e present a detem ination of the
strong-coupling U = 1 ) and weak-coupling phase di-
agram s In Sec. i/_i T he strong-coupling phase diagram

is calculated using the DM RG, and the weak-coupling
phase diagram is determ ined by adapting the resuls of
Balents and Fisher®3 for the two-chain, Hubbard m odel
to thism odel, as suggested by Fabrizio2d A DM RG calt
culation of the spin and charge gaps at weak but nite
U isthen used to check the validity of the weak-coupling
phase diagram . The DM RG calculations of U, and the
U = 1 phase diagram were reported in a prelin nary
form in Ref. 29', but here they are carried out w ith m ore
accuracy and the discussion is extended.

II.THE &t © CHAIN

A .Them odel

W e consider the one-din ensionalH ubbard m odelw ith
next-nearest-neighbor hopping (see Fig. -'!4') wih the
H am iltonian

X
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W ewillcallthism odel the &

% chain.

FIG.1. Thety t chain.

The summ ation isoveralll, sitesand sopin .Herewe
will always take U positive and sest h = 1. The sign of
t; is atbitrary since a gauge transform ation c; ! e Ig;
can reverse it, sowe set § = 1 w ithout loss of generality,
and m easure all energies in unis of g . This Ham ito-
nian conserves the num ber of particlks, the total spin
S and its profction onto the quantization axis, S,. If
a particle-hol transfom ation is applied to the system,
the transform ation t, ! % is necessary to recover the
orighal Ham iltonian. Therefore, the param eter regin e
n>14t > O0Omapston < 1, < Oand'theregine
n>1,t< O0Omapston< 1, > 0 (seeFjg.Q). Because
a de nite orderofthe particles isno longerenforced w hen
t, § 0, the LibM attis theorem 24 does not apply and,
Indeed, we w ill see that we do nd ferrom agnetiam .

The e ect ofthe sign oft; can be understood by con—
sidering the H am iltonian of Eq. ('_]:) withL = 3,N = 2
particles, and open boundary conditions. T his three-site
m odel, treated by Tasakiin Ref. 525, has a ferrom agnetic
ground state only when t;, < 0. For this choice of sign,
the trangular structure frustrates the antiferrom agnetic
order nom ally found in the Hubbard m odel.

ForU = 0 and periodic boundary condiionsH can be
diagonalized by Fourier transform ation yielding
X
k)¢ o @)

k;
wih k an Integermuliple osz and

k)= 2tcosk 2t cos2k: (3)

The dispersion (k) willhave onem inimum atk = 0 for
tH > 025 and twominina at nite k fort < 025.
Sin ilarly, there willbemaxina In (k) at k = for
t < 025,butwillshiffted away from k= fort > 025.
Therefore, oranall 7§ (k) doesnot di er qualitatively
from the t, = 0 band structure, and there are two Ferm i
points for arbitrary electron density n. On the other
hand, ort, < 025 and su ciently sn all densities or
forty, > 025 and su clently large densities, the Fem i
surface has four Fem i points, namely k, and k,
and, aswe w ill see, can be m apped to a two-band m odel
at weak coupling. The resulting U = 0 ground-state
phase diagram is depicted iIn FJg:;i N ote that we take
the horizontal axis to be § in this and all subsequent
phase diagram s In order to better digplay the t, < O,
n < 1 region on which we will prin arily concentrate in
this work.

FIG.2. U = 0 phase diagram . The inset plots show the
qualitative behavior of (k) in the di erent regions w ith the
Fem i level indicated by the dashed line.

B . Square cluster

Tt is usefll to solve the Ham iltonian of Eq. @:) ex—
actly forL = 4 and periodicboundary condiions in anal-
ogy w ith the solution ofthe threesite problem discussed
above. Thiswillallow us to further exam ine the e ect of
the sign oft, on the ground state, and also w ill ilistrate

nie-size e ects due to open and closed shell con gura—
tions. As depicted in Fig. i, one cbtains the Hubbard
m odelon a square w ith additional diagonalhopping.



FIG . 3. Square cluster.

WeoonsidertheU = 1 ImitwithN = 2andN = 3
electrons and m ininum S, (€g. S, = 0 PrN = 2).
T he dim ension of the H ibert space is 12 in both cases.
W ih the aid of group theory, the problem can be solved
analytically. The Ham iltonian has the symm etry of the
group Cy4y (see Table :_i), and can be diagonalized using
the sym m etry-adapted wave functions. T he eigenvaluies
are labeled by the corresponding irreducihble representa-
tions A1;A,;B1;B,;E ). In order to see whether a state
is fully polarized or not, we check whether the eigen-
function is sym m etric or antisym m etric. T he irreducble
representations A1;B; and B, are symm etric and A, is
antisym m etric®) Since the glbbal wave function is re-
quired to be antisym m etric and the spin function of a
fully polarized state is sym m etric, the ferrom agnetic state
m ust belong to the representation A, . _ _

An analysis of the eigenvalues (see Tables If and :_Jl[i)

Jeads to the follow ing conclusions:
N = 2 :Fort, > 05 the ground state has S = 0. In
this case the fully polarized state is not a closed shell
state and it seem s that for this reason it can not be the
ground state. Sin ilar open shell e ects have also been
observed In num erical exact diagonglization calculations
for Jarger system s and other llings24

Fort < 05 (Where the singleparticle spectrum has
two m Inin a) the ferrom agnetic (S = 1) ground state of
representation A, is degenerate w ith the non-m agnetic
(S = 0) state 0fB ;1. This is in agreem ent w ith M ieke’s
theorem 265 according to which the ferrom agnetic ground
state isunique only when a restricted single-particle den—
sity m atrix of the ferrom agnetic ground state is irre—
ducble, and degenerate when i is reducble. That the
latter case applies forL = 4 can be con m ed by explicit
calculation ofthis singleparticle density m atrix. It is In—
teresting to note that orN = 2 on systemswith L > 4,
it can be shown num erically that the ground state is fer—
rom agnetic and unigue w hen the single-particle spectrum
hastwom inin a. T his degeneracy therefore seam s to be
an artifact ofthe high symm etry ofthe L. = 4 system .

N = 3 :Forany tp < 0 the ground state is ferrom agnetic.
This is actually the N agaoka case of one hole in a half-
Jled band.

C .Special lim its for U = 1

ForU = 1 and negative t,, ferrom agnetisn has an—
alytically been shown to exist n three di erent lim its.

For one holk in a half- Iled band, the N ggacka m echa—
nism leadsto a ferrom agnetic ground state? Hri, 5! 0,
Sigrist and cow orkershave show n that them odel is ferro-
m agnetic ﬁ)ra]ldensji:TesEq and for 1, 3> 025, whem the
band structure has two m inin a, M uller- artm ann? has
show n that the low -density 1im it is ferrom agnetic. T hese
three lin its are indicated in the schem atic phase diagram

shown in Fig. :ff In addition, for 3 j! 1 them odelcan
be m apped onto two decoupled Hubbard chains, which
cannot be ferrom agnetic due to the Lieb {M attis theorem .

O

Nagaoka
P 2 Hubbard
N ! ;gnst chains
; T~

/ Mdller-Hartmann

FIG.4. SchematicU = 1 phase diagram .

ITII.VARIATIONAL APPROACH

T he fully polarized state
Y
Fi= o Pi 4)

k< kg

is an eigenstate of H am iltonian @') w ith energy
X
E frro = k7 ©)
k< kg

where y is the singleparticle dispersion and kr is the
Ferm iwave vector for the ferrom agnetic state. The fer-
rom agnetic state ¥ 1 is certainly unstabl ifa variational
state with one IJpped soin and a lower energy can be
found. In order to put good constraints on the extent
of a ferrom agnetic phase, i is In portant to use as good
a variational wave fiinction as possble. A particularly
sophisticated ansatz due to Edwards is de ned by

X Ny 1
ig?
e,

. (MPi (6)
where

v, %)

creates an up-spin electron in an orbial that is deter-
m ined variationally. T he variational param eters are the



wave vector g and the 1)L amplitudes ’ (V). For
t, = 0 this variational w ave finction includes the B ethe
Ansatz as a special case, and is therefore an exact so-
Jution of the sin ple Hubbard chain 84 This ansatz has
previously been applied to thety _ % modelin order to
caloulate critical U values in Ref. 28, but here we show
the results of additional calculations, including the full
U = 1 phase diagram .

T he varigtionalenergy for orthonom alone-particle or-
bitals read<d

E@f (Mg =

2% cos(q) detS o 25 oos(2>g1) dets @

2t trs W 26trs® + U 0 ) ®)

w ith over]apmatrjoess( ' de ned as

XL
S = (O A O D )
W e use the conjugate gradientm ethod?? tom inin ize the
energy. T he derivatives

QE
er M

can be caloulated analytically and are given in A ppendix
Ar. A fter each ireration the orbitals are orthonom alized
using the m odi ed G ram -Schm idt m ethod. The iniial
orbials, which must be chosen so that they are close
enough to the nalwave functions’ (%), are taken to be
the N 1 lowest elgenfiinctions of the Ham iltonian -'_(i)
wih U = 0 and a site in purity at 0. C are hasto be taken
In choosing the particle number N . In particular, the
corresponding non-interacting ground statem ust be non-—
degenerate (closed shell) in order to obtain wellbehaved
convergence of the con jugate gradient calculation.

Here we want to determ ne the U = 1 phase dia—
gram . Since there is no double occupancy when U = 1 ,
" (0)= 0 forall and the energy gradient w ith respect
to’” () Fan be excluded. W e also calculate the total
soin S = ; S; of the wave function. U sing the comm u-
tator B* ;S ]= 2S, and working at a particular S,, we
obtain

10)

1 +hs s*i:

&
I—'N
Il
|
|

11)

By applying W ick’s theorem to the down spin operators,
we can write

) Y
elq(‘ m ) hoj

1
s sti= T b () cwg .

12)

The elem ents of the sum can be expressed In tem ofa
determ nant cf. Eq. (@12) in Ref. ',_39‘, care must be
taken since there are typographical errors ], leading to

b @ )Pi:

Rl

S sti=1 cos(q )dets‘’
2 Tt 3
X ()1
4 (s P 3)
FOor S = Spmax = N=2, {I1) mplieshs s*i= N,

whereas ©r S = Spax 1,08 S*imust vanish. W hen
the ferrom agnetic state is destabilized, we nd that
S s*i 001 0:.That this expectation value is not
an eigenvalue of S? is an indication that the variational
w ave function isnot an eigenstate ofH , asopposed to the
tb = 0 case. The resulting U = 1 phase diagram is dis—
played n Fig. [_'5 Asone can see from the gure, all our
of the analytically treatable lin its of Sec. \[IC are, for
the m ost part, reproduced, and the three ferrom agnetic
regions are connected to one another.
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FIG.5. U = 1 phase diagram obtained with ansatz C§)

from num erical calculations on an L = 100 lattice. The Iled
circles represent stable ferrom agnetic states and the open
squares unstable ones.

One anom aly is that for am all }, jthe ferrom agnetic
state is destabilized at low density. Aswe will see, this
does not occur In the DM RG calculations. T his discrep—
ancy is probably due to the large nite size e ects on

nite lattices at low densities that com e from the di er—
ence betw een closed and open shellsw hen the system has
periodic boundary conditions. W e have already seen this
behavior forL, = 4 in Sec:_]-‘_[i?’_: . The altemating param —
agnetic and fully polarized states as a function ofn near
the upper boundary of the param agnetic phase are an—
other illustration of these nitesize e ects. In addition,
foramalln and 1] 8, the ferrom agnetic state is un—
stable In a regin e expected to be ferrom agnetic by the
M uller{H artm ann argum ent. H ow ever, this argum ent is
valid in the Ilim it of an alln, and here the low est obtain—
ablken is lin ited by N=L.



IVv.EXACT DIAGONALIZATION

W e have,perform ed num erical diagonalization using
the Lanczod!} and the D avidson?3 algorithm s for chains
ofup to length L = 16, and various num bers of electrons
N and boundary conditions. T hesem ethodspem it usto
obtain both the num erically exact energy and the wave
function of the ground state on a nite cluster.

A .Boundary conditions

On an all Jattices, it is In portant to analyze carefully
the e ect ofboundary conditions. In order to understand
w hich boundary conditions should be used, we consider
the case of N = 2 electronson a L = 12 system wih
H = 0d. W ih periodic boundary conditions the sys—
tem is never ferrom agnetic, sim ilar to the foursitem odel
discussed in Sec.\IIBi. In fact, this seem stobe the case for
all lattice sizes L. . For antiperiodic boundary conditions,
the single-particle spectrum has 2 degeneratem Inin a at
k= 5.DuetoM kke's theorem? the m odel is fally
polarized for allU > 0. Therefore both boundary con-—
ditions are unabl to reproduce the low -density regin e
w ith a param agnetic ground state or snallU and a fer-
rom agnetic ground state for large U .

Only wih open boundary conditions do we obtain a
non-m agnetic ground state for snallU and a ferrom ag—
netic one for large U. W e nd that the critical value
occurs at U, 11. Therefore, n order to m inin ize
the e ect of the boundary conditions, we w ill take open
boundary conditions for all exact diagonalization calcu—

lations as well as for the DM RG calculations described

subsequently.

B .D eterm ination of U,

In oxder to determ ine the critical valie of U above
which the ferrom agnetic state is the ground state, we
start at an allU , for which the ground state is not m ag—
netic, and increase U until we reach the fully polarized
state. T he transition point can be determ ined by exam —
ning the behavior of the energy E .

A s discussed in Sec. :]]-;t, the energy of the fully polar-
ized ferrom agnetic state, E g, does not depend on U
and is exactly known. Thus, fE,U) = Eo ) = E gy
forallU > U, we dentify U with U.. This can be con—

m ed by verifying that the low est eigenvalie isthe sam e
n allS,-subspaces, since then the ground statem ust have
a degeneracy 0f2Sy ax + 1, orby calculating the expecta-—
tion valuie of the total spin operator in the ground state,

X
h ¢BiSsJoi=SE + 1):

i93]

h 0B?J oi= a4)

ForU > U, onewillobtain S = Spax. In Fig. i6 we
clearly see that the values for U. obtained using these
tw o criteria are the sam e.
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FIG.6. Eo (open squares) andh o B%§ oi= S (S+ 1) ( Ied
circles) fora system ofsizelL = 12withN = 6andt, = 02.
T he horizontal solid line is the energy of the fully polarized
state.

C . O rder of the transition

In order to determm ine the order of the transition, we
Investigate w ith very high precision the ground state en—
ergy E o U) around U.. Since there arem any statesw ih
energy very close to E ( a very large num ber of iterations
are needed in the D avidson procedure In order to obtain
convergence (m ore than 1000 H j im ultiplications).

If the transition is rst order, the ground state will
Jmp from S = 0to S = Spax and Eg U ) will have a
kink at U.. O n the other hand, ifthe transition is second

(or higher) order there w ill be no kink In the energy as
a function of U and S will am oothly take on all values
from 0 to Spax. In the themm odynam ic 1im it, a second
order transition requires that

@Eq

= Ay !

v ul QU

@Eq
QU

5)
U'! U,

ie. that the derivative of the ground state energy is
continuous through the transition.

In oxder to further clarify this issue we can follow the
low est energy state w ith a particular soin S . Since utiliz—
ing the $? quantum num ber i the exact diagonalization
program istechnically di cult to In plem ent, we ollow a
state of a particular S? by diagonalizing the augm ented
Ham iltonian

16)

In di erent S,-subspaceswith > 0. For large enough
, the lowest energy state within a given S, sector w ill



have them Inimum S value. In Fig. :j we ckarly see that
the spin S of the ground state takes on all interm ediate
values as U is increased. This is an indication that Eq.

C15 ) w illbe satis ed in the them odynam ic lim it and that
the transition is continuous. Here we have chosen the
parametersn = 05; = 02 so that the system isih a
J:egmewﬂ:htﬂoFerrnlpomtsatU 0.Aswillbe shown
n Sec. WIB' the systam is a Luttinger liquid forweak U

at these param eters. T he transition is therefore from a
Luttinger liquid to a ferrom agnet. Further evidence that
the transition is second order based on the behavior of
the Luttinger-liquid param eters w illbe given in Sec. ;.
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FIG.7. Ec@U) for L, = 12, N = 6 and &b = 02 for

S = 0;1;2;3. The Inset is a blowup of the indicated region.

D.Smallt

W e have already seen that forty, = 0 the fully polarized
state always has a higher energy than the S = 0 state
unlssU = 1 . For large but nite U, we can treat the
m odel perturbatively in Ui .Fortp = 0and n = 1 this
yields the one-din ensional H eisenberg m odel. For the
non-half- ]Jed system and 1,7 ty, we obtain, to rst
order In +

Ul
X 41'21 X
H = & < 1 Gt hwec: + Je + F SiSi+1
i; i
Lll X
g 0C§i/+2 C§i/+1 Gt1 oG o+ hx an
i ;0
Here = +1, = 1 and
t2 2 .2 .
Jo = — —sih® n sin2 n (18)
2 n

is obtained as in Ref.36. If = O the third tem ofEq.
C_l]) Jeads to a pem utation of the spin part of the wave
function. The resulting m atrix elem ent (proportional to

Ui) can be Incorporated into the second term to yield an
e ective H eisenberg coupling

J=Je + 19)

c

where depends only on the ling of the system and,
In principle, can be calculated. Hence the coupling is
ferrom agnetic when

— 2
’@>U (20)

and for am all ¥, jthe critical U should behave as
Ue  B3': @1)
A num erical evaluation of U, In this low },j regine

(shown in Fig. :g) obtained from exact diagonalization
is reproduced quite wellby this fom .

fffff slope = -1.08 +/- 0.01
—— slope =-1.04 +/- 0.01

logU; 20}

15 I I I
-2.0 -1.8 -1.6 -1.4 -1.2

log [t

FIG.8. U; as a function of t, or L = 10 on a log-log
scale. The lled circles are ©or N = 4 and the open squares
forN = 6 while the solid and dashed lines are obtained using
linear regression.

V.DENSITY MATRIX RENORMALIZATION
GROUP

W e now investigate m uch larger system £4 by apply—
Ing the powerfiiland already w idely,used D ensity-M atrix
Renom alization G roup technique? The DMRG is a
variational procedure which can be used to obtain the
energies of the ground state and low -lying excited states
very accurately, as well as to com pute a w ide variety of
equaltin e correlation functions. Here we use the nite—
size algorithm for system sizesofup to L = 140 and keep
up to 1000 states in the last iteration. The e ciency of
the algorithm is in proved by keeping track of the basis
transform ations in order to calculate a good Initial gugss
for the w ave finction after adding a site to the system 44
Calculationsapplied tothety % m odelon snallsystem s



show extrem ely good agreem ent w ith exact diagonaliza—
tion results (up to 10 gures). T he totaldiscarded weight
ofthe density-m atrix eigenvalues provides an estin ate of
the truncation error. In the calculations perform ed here,
the discarded density-m atrix weight ranges from 10 & to
10 ® . The estin ated error in the DM RG results shown
here, determm ined by exam ining the convergence w ith the
num ber of states kept, is of the order ofthe plotting sym —
bolsize or less, unless explicitly discussed.

W e have also included the possbility ofadding a tem

S? to the Ham iltonian. Tumingon > 0 shifts statesof
highertotalsoin S to higherenergies. T his shift isknown
r a particular S since S? comm utes w ith the Ham ilto-
nian. Thisaddition isusefiul for two reasons. F irst, since
the DM RG can only detemm ine a lim ited num ber of ex—
cited states accurately for a given num ber of states kept,
it allow sm ore excited states to be accessed w thin a par-
ticular S subspace. Second, it allow s one to follow states
of a particular S individually, even if they are not the
ground state ofa particular S, subspace for = 0. This
trick is particularly usefiil near the ferrom agnetic tran—
sition, where the ground state often has nonzero total
soin, and statesw ith di erent total spin are very close in
energy. T he num ericalproblem ofthem ixing ofdi erent
totalS stateswhen they are neardegenerate in energy is
also som etin es relieved when  is tumed on.

A .U. as a function of the density

In order to determm ine U, we investigate the behaviorof
the ground state energy and the expectation value ofthe
totalspin operatorhS?iofthe ground state, as in the pre—
vjousgy_ c_iescnbed exact diagonalization calculations (see
Sec.\lV B)). Here we have chosen to carry out the calou—
lationson an L = 50 lattice because the nite-size e ects
are negligble upon further ncreasing L. In Fig. :_9' we
show results for various values of t;, as a function of the

density n.
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0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
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FIG. 9. U. as a function of density for L = 50 on a

log-linear scale for three di erent values of t, .

The three curves show three di erent representative
behaviors. In allcases, asn ! 1, U, diverges to reach
the particular point ofU = 1 where all states w ith dif-
ferent soin are degenerate. Fort, = 02 (and all other
casesw ith onem inim um in the sihgleparticle spectrum )
U. Increasesm onotonically with n. Asn ! 0,U. ! O,
which seem sto in ply that the problem could be treated
perturbatively In this limn it. However, the relevant pa-—
ram eter here is actually U, divided by n which tends to
a nite value rather than going to zero at sm alldensities
(sce Fig.il0).
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FIG.10. Renom alized U. as a function of density for
L=50andt= 02.

For the two cases b, = 08 and & = 2, a local
minhinum appears near n = 06 and n = 08, respec—
tively. Thism ininum in U, is due to a diverging density
of states at the Fem ienergy ofthe fully polarized state.
T his occurs at a critical density n. where the Fermm ien—
ergy coincides w ith the localmaximum n () atk = 0,
which exists only for 1, 3> 025. Fort, = 2 there ex—
ists a nite range of densities in which the system never
becom es ferrom agnetic, even at U = 1 . Neverthelss,
around the critical density there still exists a nite U,
wih am nimum value atn..

B . Luttinger liguid param eters

T he Luttinger liquid concept?? (ora review seeRef.d6
orR ef.:_ZI]') isbased on a sihgle-particle spectrum w ith two
Fem ipoints ( ¥ ). Thisisthecasein thety % model
for all densities when 1}, j< 025 and for Jarge enough

Ilings when t;, < 025 (see Fig. :2:). The spectrum is
linearized In the region of these two points and therefore
com plktely speci ed by the Fem ivelocity ve .

T he interaction between electrons can then be writ—
ten in tem s of ur scattering processes: backw ard scat—
tering (g1), orward scattering (gz), Um klapp scatter-
Ing (g3) connecting the region around + kg wih that



around k , and a g; temn connecting states on the
sam e branch, either around + kg oraround k . The
gs tem , which is usually neglected since it leads only to
a renom alization of the Fem i velocity, w ill be seen to
be in portant here.

W e consider a non-half- led system , where Um klapp
process can be neglected. U sing bosonization, the H am i
tonian can be written in tem s of boson eld operators

and their canonically con juigate elds (= ; br
charge and spin). T his leads to the spin-charge separated
Ham ilttonian
Z

2g1 pP-

H=H +H + 5 dx cos 8
2 )

@2)

Here isa shortdistancecuto ofthe orderofthe lattice
spacing and
Z
H = dx

@3)

is the H am ilttonian of an elastic string w ith eigenm odes
corresponding to the collective density uctuationsofthe
ferm jon liguid. The nep param eters are the charge and
spin velocities given byt

r
2
u = 2 % 24)
2
S
2 26 2
U= w2 ELNLL 25)

2

and thetwo coe cientsK and K which determ ine the

asym ptotic behavior of correlation finctions K = 1 for

the Hubbard m odeldue to the SU (2) spin symm etry).
W e can then calculate physical quantities such as the

soin susceptibility

2K
= —— (26)
u
or the density-density correlation finction
i K 1
hnx) n@0)i= —= t A cos kg R)——————=5—
x) x1tK bg T x
@7

where n &)= nx) n x)i.

1. D eterm ination of K

To obtain K using DM RG we com pute the Fourier
transform
1 X
Ca@-= 19? e N ave (V) 28)

N

of the charge-charge correlation function @-2:) and then
take the rst derivative at g= 0

ec @ K

Ga o

@9)

The g= 0 derivative is proportional to the coe cient of
the 1=x? temm in Eq. 7). This method of extracting
K hasbeen shown to yield accurate resuls for the ex—
actly sowvable case tb = 0 and should be valid as long as
the system is in the Luttinger liquid phase®? Sice we
work w ith open boundary conditions we have to use zero
padding for %> L and ayerage the correlation function
to reduce boundary e ect$d:

1 X!
Nave (V) = — N (fg+mj;ig+ ‘“+m) (30)
Na m=20
where i + =2= L=2 and
N (;j) = ninyi  hyingi: (31)

The quantity n, is taken to be large enough so that
N ave (V) does not depend strongly on iy and n,; typically
we take ng 6.

T he correlation functions or a system ofsize L = 100
andt, = 02 with density n = 0:5 are given n Fig.,1i.
O ne can see that the slope at g= 0 is welkbehaved and
decreases m onotonically w ith increasing U .

06F ‘ 3
04 ¢ Uu=0 ]
C(a)
\uU=8
0.2} 1
0.0 :
0 /2 T
q

FI¢ .11. Fouriertransom C (q) ofthe density-density cor—
relation function for system s of size L = 100, &, = 02,
n= 05and U = 0;1;:::;8.

_Therefore K can be accurately calculated using Eqg.
£9). T Fig. W13 the numerical results ort, = 02
are com pared wih the wellknown values for the sin -
pk & = 0) Hubbard dlajnﬁq where the appropriate
param eter in the weak-coupling regine is U=vw . It is
seen that the two curves agree very well for weak cou—
plings, although the Fem i velocities di er appreciably:
v = 0)=w% (& = 02) 23. The deviation be-
tween the two curves increases for larger couplings. For
t=0K goesasymptotjca]Jytothevalue% asU ! 1,
whereas ort, = 02K reaches : ata nite U whose
value agrees quite wellw ith the U, calculated above.
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FIG.12. K asfunction ofU forn = 05. The lkd circles
are ortp = 02 and the dashed lne isfort, = 0.

2. Spin and charge velocities

To determ ine the velocity of the spin and charge ex—
citations, we use nitesize scaling of the corresponding

energy gap

32

L+1 82)
where k is the nie intervalbetween two adipoent k-
points foy, open boundary condiions. The spin gap is
de ned af!

33)

=Eo( =1 E©6=0)

where E( (S) is the lowest eigenvalue for a system w ith
soin S, and the charge gap is given by

1
=5IEoCN+2)+EoCN 2) 2BWN)] (34)

where Ey (N ) is the ground state energy or N particles
and S, = 0.
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FIG .13. Spin gap fordi erent valuesofU for system sw ith
t,b = 02andn= 05.

In Fig. :_L-g:, we show the nitesize scaling of the spin
gap fora system wih densiyn= 05 andtp = 02 for
Increasing values of U (from 1 to 5). For these param e
ters, Uc 7:55. T he excitations are gapless, as expected,
and the spin velocity u decreases to 0 wih increasing

U. Here K = 1 due to the SU () invariance, and the

suscegptibility {26) is then dJIect]y proportional to u
Hence, as can be seen in Fig. .14 diverges when ap—
proaching U.. A diverging susceptibility is an indication
ofa seoond—o_rglgrtransjtjon, in accordance w ith the anal-
ysis ofSec.:_l\{ C!'. The criticalexponent  isde ned near
the transition by

u (35)
whereu= { U.JWeobtain = 20 04 by tting
the results shown in Fig. :14 w here the error is from the

least{squares t.
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FIG .14. Spin susceptibility asa function ofU fora system
witht = 02andn= 05.

W e have also calculated the charge velocity. In Fig.

:fg: we show the resuls for the sam e param eters as above

and com pare them wih the case b = 0 (cbtaihed ol
02 the charge

Iow ing Ref. 50) . W e notice that ort, =
velociy, u , is strongly renom alized from the t;, = 0
valie as U is increased, even when U is rescaled by the
Fem ivelocity. Eq. {25) suggests that this behavior could
be govemed by the g; tetn which describes scattering
between states on the sam e branch of the spectrum and
whose e ect is usually taken to be unin portant. The
Increased im portance of the g; Interaction In a system
w ith a tendency tow ards ferrom agnetism is understand-
able since the system ’s response to an extemalm agnetic
eld is descrlbed in termm s of the operator
X h
0= s +1) St +10

i
* Clxren CSlkein

(36)
w hich involves stateson the sam e branch ofthe spectrum .

T his Indicatesthat g; m ust appear in the renom alization

10



of the corresponding response function. Hence the g
term must be relevant for the ferrom agnetic xed point,
and wewould therefore expect u  to be strongly rescaled.
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FIG.15. The charge velocity u as a function of U for
=0 (fullline) and b = 02 ( lled circls).

C . Spin—spin correlation function

W e can also study the behavior of the spin-spin corre—
Jation function near the transition. In order to m inin ize
e ects ofthe open boundary conditions, we average over
a num ber of sites for a given distance, as was done for
the density-density correlation finction i Sec. ¥ B'J,
and consider

e 1
Save (V) = — S@p+mj;ig+ *+m); (37)
@ m=0
where i) + =2= L=2,n, 4 and
S (i;3) = bs; SI i (38)

Fig. :_l-§ show sthe result forvalues ofU nearU..W e nd
that Save (V) ispositive de nite, Indicating ferrom agnetic
correlations, and can be well tted by the orm e = ,
wih  diverging as the transition is approached. This
is seen by the linear behavior of Saye () on the sem iHog
plot, with decreasing slope as U increases and the tran—
sition is approached. W e can de ne the critical exponent
associated w ith the divergence of the correlation length
as

u (39)
whereu = {J U.J. Unfrtunately, near the transition
m ixing of energetically close states m ake it num erically
di cuk to accurately calculate S gve (Y), even using 7 i—
erations and keeping up to 800 states. There tend to
be system atic errors, which we m inin ize by lim iting the
system sizeto L = 40. However, then quickly becom es

11

of the order of the system size as the transition is ap—
proached, so that we can at m ost say that thebest tto

the data occursw ih a relatively am allvalneof , 02.
0.10
u=10
0.05 U =8.00
Save(l)
U =17.60
0.01 : - .
0 10 20 30 40
I
FIG. 16. The averaged spin-spin correlation function

Save (‘) ora system with L = 40, = 02 andn= 05 for

U

The total spin S of the ground state is also related to
this correlation filnction (see Eq. C;Lfl)) via

X +
ks, Sj i;

i3

ms%i=SE+ 1) (40)

S,(5,+ 1)+

which for a translationally invariant system becom es

X
SES+1)=S,6,+ 1)+ L

S (Mi (41)

where S (") = hS; S}, .1 is independent of i. T herefore,
the ferrom agnetic order param eter is

#1-2
S (Y

"

s= 8=l L2 42)

IfP .S (V) is niteforL ! 1 ,thesystem isdisordered; if
it isproportionalto L, there is long-range ferrom agnetic
order; and ifit Pllowsa powerlaw L2 wihl< < 2,
the systam is at the critical point w ith critical exponent

and S (V) 3 | In the ordered ferrom agnetic phase,
we do nd anonzero valie of S (%) at large distances as
ssen i F jg.:_lgl, consistent w ith this picture, but we have
not been able to determm ine the critical exponent  from
num erical calculations because of the poor convergence
ofthe DM RG at the critical point and because of uncer-
tainty in Ue.

VI.PHASE DIAGRAM



A.U

1 phase diagram

The phase diagram forU = 1 can be determ ined us-
Ing DM RG calculations. W hilk one could, In principle,
start w ith a H ibert space in which double occupancy is
explicitly exclided, herewe sin ply set U = 10° tom in ic
the In niteU Iim it and nd that the accuracy is quie
good since the DM RG Integrates out high energy scales
autom atically. Tn order to decide ifa point in then ¢
plne is ferrom agnetic or not, we com pare its DM RG
energy Ep with the known ferrom agnetic energy E gy
and, in addition, caloulate hS?i = S (S + 1) and com -
pare it with Sypax. IfS Snax and Ep > E g PO
given b, and n we conclude that the system is ferrom ag—
netic for these param eters, whereas if we nd an energy
Ep lower than E g and S 0, we conclude that it
is non-m agnetic. N ear the boundary between these two
regions we som etin es nd partly polarized states, ie.
Ep < Egpo but S > 0. It is di cuk to detem ine
the nature of these states because there are two possible
causes for the partially polarized value of S. O ne pos—
sibility is that the system undergoes a continuous phase
transition as a function ofn ort, at U 1 . However,
neara ferrom agnetic phase transition, neardegeneracy of
states leads to a m ixing of states in the diagonalization
step ofthe DM RG procedure. T herefore, the presence of
partially polarized states could also be due to num erical
e ects. Thism ixing can also be seen in that the values
of S obtained in general take on continuous values that
lie between the discrete values of S allowed by the nie
num ber of electrons in the system . These problem s are
sim ilar to those that occur near the ferrom agnetic tran—
sition at nite U discussed in Sec. IV C), where we used
extram ely accurate exact diagonalization calculations in—
stead of DM RG to solve them .
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FIG.17. Phase diagram for U 1 and L 30 ob-
tainedwih DM RG .The Illed circles indicate a fully polarized
ground state, the open square a non-m agnetic ground state
and the stars a partially polarized ground state.

As seen In Fig. :_1-]‘, we obtain a large region of fer—
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rom agnetism . The three lim iting cases of Sec. :_ﬁ_é_: are
reproduced and the corresponding ferrom agnetic regions
are, in fact, connected. W e also notice that forsu ciently
large 1, j the system isnotm agnetic at interm ediate den—
sities. This extends the lim it &, ! 1 i which the
system consists of two uncoupled H ubbard chains whigh
m ust be non-m agnetic due to the Lib-M attis theoram ,'io:
toa nite region. In thisregion, the system behavese ec—
tively likke an uncoupled two-chain m odel. W e will later
present evidence that this region in which the system be-
haves as two uncoupled Hubbard chains extends to the
low U phase diagram . Note that this phase diagram is
qualitatively sim ilar to that obtained using the E dwards
ansatz (see Fig. r'_d), except that here the entire t, axis is
ferrom agnetic for an all densities.

B .Low U phase diagram

W e now tum to the general question of the low U
phase diagram w ihin a weak-coupling analysis. B alents
and F isher®3 have analyzed the weak-coupling phase di-
agram of the two-chain Hubbard m odel using RG and
bosonization. Their calculation is generic for a system
w ith four Fem i points. They obtain coupled RG equa—
tions and integrate them num erically to nd the di erent

xed points, which they then analyze using bosonization.
T he possible phases can be classi ed by the num ber of
charge and soin m odes which are gapless. A phase w ith
gapless chargem odes and gapless spin m odes is de—
noted C S ,where and can take on integer values
from 0 to 2. An adaption of their two-chain phase dia—
gram to thet; -t m odelin the tbn plane isshown in F ig.
:_l-§', \ J'th_the t, < 0,n < 1 quadrant shown in m ore detail
n Fig.19.

FIG.18. Low-U phase diagram obtained by adapting the
results of Ref. 32. Som e am all regions of additional phases
near the solid lines are not shown.

A s discussed In Sec. :&7?3_:, a Luttinger liquid phase

(C1S1) is expected for amall }»,j in the region where



the U 0 system has two Fem ipoints. At half lling
2kg and um klapp processes cause the system to
open a charge gap, so that the phase is that of the one-
din ensional H eisenberg m odel (C 0S1).
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FIG.19. Low-U phase diagram restricted to negative t
and n < 1. The lkd circles are for param eters for which no
sen gap has been found wih DM RG at U 2, while the
open circles are for param eters where a soin gap has been
found.

W hen the Fem isurface has four points, namely Ik,

and Jk,, the e ective low-energy m odel has four lin-
earized singleparticle branches ; (k) v, &k k)
and k)= ¢,k k,) (seeFig. -20)

e(k)

FIG.20. E ective low-energy m odel for a Fem i surface
w ith four points.

T his is equivalent to the two-band m odelofR ef.:_3-gI for
which there are also four Fem ipoints, namely K fr
the bonding, and K for the antbonding band. The
only di erence here is that the inner bands, which are
denoted ; k) In the present case and origihate from the
antibonding band in the two-chain m odel, have opposite
velocities. T he correct m apping of the Ferm ipoints be—
tween the two m odels is therefore

k, ! K
k, ! ¥:

P rovided that this m apping is perfom ed, the perturba—
tion expansion of the ty % m odel and the two—-chann
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Hubbard m odel is exactly the sam e at low energy, as al-
ready pointed out by Fabrizio Thereﬁ)re, we can sin —
ply adapt the results from Ref. 33 to our case. Tn Fig.
.18 and F ig. .19 the thick solid line represents the critical
density n. for which the Femn i surface splits into four
points (cf. Fig. -'_25). Exactly on this line, Balents and
Fisher predict a C 150 phase. For slightly sm aller densi-
ties, vp, iIsmuch sn allerthan v, lading rsttoaC2s2,
then to a C1S2 phase (T hese three phases are not de—
picted In Fig. '18 since they have a am all extent.) W hen
Vp, Iscomparableto vy, the weak-coupling RG leadsto a
large region ofa C 1S0 phase. T hisphase is a doped spin—
liquid phase w ith a spin gap I which power-law pairing
and CDW correlations coexist®3 W hen 2ky, =  wihin
this region, Indicated by a dashed line, um klapp pro—
cesses In the corresponding bonding band can open a
charge gap . For the two-chain m odel, Balents and F isher
predict a C1S2 phase along som e of this line, w ith the
result being sensitive to the initial conditions in the RG
equations, ie. on vv and the initial couplings.

In order to investigate the valdiy of this weak-
coupling phase diagram , we have calculated the spin and
charge gaps using the DM RG for di erent system sizes
atanallU Wwe chooseU = 2) and a numberoft, and n
valies. D ue to the weak coupling and am all size of the
gaps, very high precision is necessary in the DM RG pro—
cedure. W euse up to 8 nitesize iterations and keep up
to 800 states In the last iteration. T he presence ofa spin
gap In the ext:capo]ated L ! 1 Iim it is indicated by an
open circke in Fig. -19 and the absence ofa soin gap by a
solid circle.

F jgs.?i- and 2@‘ show the nite-size scaling ofthe charge
and spin gap. The lled circles represent the soin gap
and the open squares the charge gap while the lines are
quadratic regression in (%) between the points. In gen—
eral, the nite-size correctionsto the soin and charge gaps
for a system w ith open boundaries can be represented as
a power series in 1=L . W hen a gap is present, the dom i-
nant correction is usually 1=L2,,and when the system is
gapless, the dom inant correction®4 is 1= L W hilke thisbe-
havior is generally seen in F igs. 2]1 and .22 there are cases
w ih a smallgap with an obvious positive quadratic cor-
rection, but also a substantial linear term . In addition,
there is scatter of up to the order of the symbol size in
som e of the curves which we believe is due to additional

nite-size e ects which can oscillate w ith the number of
particles.
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FIG .21. Finiesize scaling of charge (open squares) and spin ( lled circles) gap for di erent param eters.

Fort, = 02;n= 035, the clarly vanishing charge and spin gaps con m that the system behaves as a Luttinger
liquid (see Sec.y¥ Bi). For param eters close to the line of criticaln, namely t, = 05;n= O0fandg = 05;n= 08,
we nd no spin and charge gap, in contradiction w ith the adapted weak-coupling phase diagram . However, a nite
U oould renom alize the band structure, leading to a shifting of the line of_transition from two Fem i points to
four. Such a shift is seen w ith increasing U in the two-chain Hubbard m odel®d p recisely on this transition line, for
b= 038;n= 08, a g gap would be predicted, but we do not nd one. However, this phase m ight be hard to see
num erically since it occurs only exactly on the line, or m,ight not be present for nite U . Such a phase has also not
been found num erically in the two-chain Hubbard m odel%4

Forthecasse tp, = 125;n= 08 we nd a soin gap, aspredicted. Forg = 05;n= 02, where a soin gap is also
predicted, we have taken U = 035 rather than U = 2 because the ground state is not param agnetic at the larger
U value due to the proxim iy of the ferrom agnetic transition. At the snaller U, nite size e ects and num erical
problem sm ake i di cult to de nitely determm ine whether or not there is a spin gap. Neverthelss, since there is a
strong quadratic correction, we conclide that a spin gap is probably present.

Nearthe Ine 2ky, = , (le.atty = 1;n= 044) the system hasa sn allspin gap, consistent w ith the C1S0 phase
but not a possble C 152 phase. H owever, as pointed out above, the existence of the C 152 phase in the weak {coupling
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calculation is dependent on the initial conditions, so i may not be present along all of the dashed line. In the
tw o-chain Hubbard m odel, num erical DM RG calculationdd do nd evidence for this phase for som e 1lings, even at
Interm ediate to strong U . M ore work would have to be done to determ ine in detail som e of the ner structure ofthe
phase diagram , but the di culy of the calculations and the nitesize scaling preclide a m ore detailed investigation
here.

Fortb, = 20 andn = 04,we nd that both the sopin and the charge gaps vanish, in contradiction to the weak-
coupling phase diagram , w hich would predict a C 150 phase. This occurs in the regin e which is param agnetic at large
U because the system behaves as two uncoupled chains (see Sec.V IAN) . W e therefore suspect that the strong-coupling
behavior extends to weak coupling, and that the system ish a 2 C1S1 = C2S2 phase here. T he phase boundary
of the param agnetic strong-coupling phase, Indicated by the solid diam onds, is also sketched In. It rem ains to be
determm ined how m uch this phase boundary changes in going from strong to weak U .
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FIG .22. Finiesize scaling of charge (open squares) and spin ( lled circles) gap for di erent param eters.
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Tt should also be noted that K urokiet al®h have stud-
ied the t; -t m odelnum erically using P ro ctor Q uantum
M onteCarlo and theDM RG athalf- lingandt, = 038
and nd a spin-gapped m etallic phase with dom inant
pamng oone]at:ons at weak U, In agreem ent w ith Fig.
:18 and Ref. .30 As U is increased they nd a transi-
tion to a spm—gapped Insulating phase also In agresm ent
with Ref. 30. Here we have concentrated on n < 1 in
the num erical w ork since the ferrom agnetic phase is not
present at n = 1. In very recent work that we becam e
aw arg of as this m anuscript was being com pleted, A rita
et al.§6:, have calculated the spin gap at n 10 and

= 05andt, = 055 08;
particular interest for the weak-coupling phase diagram
arethen = 05, 6 = 08; 20 ponntswhich are n a
param agnetic phase. For the t, = 08 point, they nd
a very smallbut nite gap at U = 8, consistent w ih
a C1S0 phase. However, we believe that their data are
also consistent w ith a vanishing spin gap, which would be
consistent w ith the C 1S2 phase present along the dashed
Inhe in FJg:_léi Attb= 20andU = 16,they ndavan-—
ishing spin gap, In contradiction w ith the weak-coupling
prediction of a gapped C 1S5S0 phase at these param eters,
but consistent with the 2  C1S1 phase proposed above.

VII.CONCLUSION

W e have studied an extended version of the conven-—
tionalone-din ensionall ubbard m odel in order to Inves—
tigate the m echanisn for ferrom agnetism in an itinerant
electron m odel. T he added tem , w hich involves hopping
between nextnearest neighbor sites, -] dprec]udes the ap—
plication of the Lieb-M attis theorem % which excludes a
ferrom agnetic ground state in the one-din ensionalHl ub-
bard m odel. Indeed, we do nd a ferrom agnetic phase
In a wide region of param eters at large enough U in the
regin e with t, negative and n < 1 @hich is equivalent
tothety > 0,n > 1 region through a particlke-hole trans—
form ation).

Usihg exact diagonalization, the D ensiy-M atrix
Renom alization Group and the Edwards variational
ansatz, we have shown that the three di erent m echa—
nian s for ferrom agnetism obtained by taking special lim —
tsatU = 1 (the Nagaoka state, the 1m it of vanishing
density and the 1m it of very smallty) are all connected
In the sam e phase In the t, {n plane. For large negative
=ty , there isa param agnetic region in the lJarge{U phase
diagram in which the system behaves lke two indepen-
dent Hubbard chains. This region extends to & 15
at interm ediate n.

T he critical interaction strength for the ferrom agnetic
transition, U., has three characteristic behaviors as a
function ofn. W hen 0 > t > 025, there is one m in—
Inum In the shgleparticle dispersion, (), and U, in—
creases m onotonically wih n. For 025> %j> 15,
there are twominima n (), and there is a localm in—

20usingthe DM RG .0 f
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Inum In U. when the Fem i level of the fully polarized
ferrom agnetic state is at the singularity in the density
of states corresponding to the localmaximum in (k).
Finally, when 1< 15, there is an intem ediate re—
gion on n for which there is no ferrom agnetisn , even at
U 1 ,but there isa nite localm nimum in U, when
the Fem ienergy is at the localm aximum in (k).

T his leadsusto the question ofw hat generalproperties
are required in order to obtain m etallic ferrom agnetism
In thism odel. T he generalpicture is that w ith hole dop—
ng, t, must be lss than zero in order to ocbtain a fer-
rom agnetic state. W hen this condition is satis ed, the
ferrom agnetic state occurs over a w ide range of param e-
ters, w ith, In som e cases, quite an allU.. Them echanisn
for ferrom agnetism can be m otivated from a localpoint
ofview, in that when t, is negative the triangular struc—
ture of the chain frustrates the antiferrom agnetic order
(@ generic e ect for lattice m odels). T hat this frustration
can lead to a ferrom agnetic ground state can be seen on
an all cluster calculations.

Another point of view em phasizes the im portance of
the Hm ofthe singleparticle density of states. W ahlke et
a]_,'ﬂ for exam ple, em phasize that a necessary condition
for ferrom agnetism is an asymm etric density of states,
with a strong sihgularity and a larger density of states
In the lower part of the band. O ur results here also sup—
port these ideas. For t; = 0, the densiy of states is
sym m etric and there isno ferrom agnetism . W hen t, < 0
the density of statesbecom es asym m etric, w ith the 172
Van Hove singularity at the lower band edge gaining in
weight. Fortp, < 025, the presence of the addiional
Van Hove shgularity at the ferrom agnetic Fem i level
further stabilizes the ferrom agnetic ground state.

The weak-coupling behavior of this m odel has also
proven to be quite interesting. For weak negative t,, the
low -energy e ective behavior ofthem odeldoesnot di er
qualitatively from that of the one-din ensional H ubbard
m odel. Forweak U, we do indeed nd that them odel is
welldescribed as a Luttinger liquid, and have been able
to extract the LuttingerJdiquid param eters, K ;u andu
using the DM RG . However, unlke the one-din ensional
Hubbard m odel, the Luttinger liquid state of the t1 -t
m odelundergoes a transition to a ferrom agnetic state at

nite U. W hile it is clear that the breakdown of the
Luttinger liquid is not describbed w thin the usualweak—
coupling picture, we have tried to Indicate how the break—
down occursw ithin thispicture. T he soin velocity, w hich
goes to zero asym ptotically asU ! 1 inthet, = 0 case,
becom es zero at nite U, Porty < 0. The ferrom agnetic
susceptibility, which is inversely proportionalto the spin
velocity in a Luttinger liquid thus diverges at the tran-
sition, in plying that the transition is second order. By

tting this susoceptbility w ith the form §J Uy ,we
obtain a criticalexponent = 2:0 0:d.

In addition, we have calculated the spin-spin correla—
tion finction in the vicinity ofthe transition and nd that
it becom es ferrom agnetic and exponentially decaying just
below the transition. T he correlation length grow sasthe



transition is approached from below , which is consistent
with a second order transition. W e have attem pted to
extract a critical exponent by tting the correlation
length to a fom i) Uj ,but ndthat tisdi -
cul to extract an exponent due to convergence problem s
which lin it them axin um Jlattice size near the transition.

An exam ination of the behavior of the ground state
energy as function of U near the transition using exact
diagonalization suggests that E (U ) becom es sn ooth in
the them odynam ic lim it and provides fiurther evidence
that the transition is second order.

F inally, we have investigated the very rich low U phase
diagram . For a large region of param eters the low-U
phasediagram ofthety % m odelcan bem apped to that
of the two-chain Hubbard m odel. For su ciently large
T jand aw dderangeofn < 1,wecon m num erically the
existence ofthe doped soin—liquid phase (C 150) predicted
by weak coupling RG , which is the one-dim ensionalana-
log of a superconducting phase. In addition, we have
presented evidence for the existence of a new 2 C1s1
phase (ot found in the weak coupling treatment) n a
region In which we think that the ty t m odelbehaves
as two uncoupled Hubbard chains. Because we have also
found som e additional discrepancies between the weak-
coupling phase diagram and the num erical calculations,
m ore work needs to be done to clarify the details of the
phase diagram for the lattice m odel.
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V III.TABLES

Cav E 2C4 Cy 2 v 2 d
A, 1 1 1 1 1
A, 1 1 1 1 1
B, 1 1 1 1 1
B, 1 1 1 1 1
E 2 0 2 0 0

TABLE I. Character table of the group C gy .
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e}
26+ _ 42+ 88
p = -
2% 42 + 88
4t
4t
4
0

E : 2%
2%
0
0
24
2t1

TABLE II.

E igenvalues of the square m odel for N

Aq:
Az:

Bq :

B, :

2% E : 2%

25 + 26 p 2%
4+ 2t p 3'[,21 + 4‘%
24 + 24 32 + 4E

p—_—=

g+ 26 38 + 48

P — <

% 2% 32 + 48

TABLE III. E igenvalues of the square m odel for N

2.

3.



APPENDIX A:EDWARDSANSATZ

The gradient of E w ith respect to the oneparticle orbitals’ (j) = ' ; can for realwave functionsbe sin pli ed to

eE
e

= 2h jH E)%ji: @1)
J

T his expression can be evaluated using W ick’s theorem , yielding

eE P

— U
@,I—Fj+Fj+Fj @a2)
3
w here
8 9
# 1< X 1) * 1) * -
F' = tgoos(@dets® #1BP 1 o+ Y 2"
8 9
2<X 2) * 2) * N
‘@oos(Zq)detS()_ 5289 71 +7 5.6 ] 2" 5
8 9
<X =
Fl= toos@ - g4 gm " e
8 9
<X =
£ cosRq) | o @4 g@ " s " g
8 9
< X =
F%=0" 0, 5 "ol s,
w ih over]apmat:cioess(i) de ned as
. X
S(l) _ My O+ 1) @A 3)
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