arXiv:cond-mat/9905157v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 12 May 1999

Optinum ground states of generalized Hubbard
m odels w ith nexthearest neighbour interaction™

C hristian D ziurzik, A ndreas Schadschneider and
Johannes 7 ittartz

Institut fur T heoretische Physik, Universitat zu K oln,
Zulpicher Str. 77, D 50937 K oln, G em any
M arch 24, 2022)

Abstract

W e Investigate the stability dom ains of ground states of generalized Hubbard m od-
els w ith next-nearest neighbour interaction using the optim um groundstate approach.
W e focus on the -pairing state with m om entum P = 0 and the fully polarized ferro—
m agnetic state at half- lling. For these states exact lower bounds for the regions of
stability are obtained in the form of inequalities between the interaction param eters.
For the m odelw ith only nearest neighbour interaction we show that the bounds for
the stability regions can be in proved by considering larger clusters. A dditional next—
nearest neighbour interactions can lead to larger or sm aller stability regions depending
on the param eter values.
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1 Introduction

C orrelation e ects are of great im portance In condensed m atter physics. Super—
conductivity and ferrom agnetian are two in portant phenom ena which can arise
In an interacting m any-body system . T heoretical investigations usually begin
w ith choosing a suiable H am iltonian. In general this H am iltonian is too com —
plex and m ust be reduced to a reasonable m odelwhich gives only a simnpli ed
description of reality. Such sin pli cations m ake it even m ore desirable to ob—
tain exact resuls and com pare these w ith experim entaldata. In addition, they
can be usad to check the resuls from com puter sin ulations and approxin ative
m ethods.

The sin plest m odel of correlated electrons was introduced independently by
Hubbard,Gutzw iller and K anamoriin 1963 as an attem pt to describe the
e ect of correlations for d-electrons In transition m etals i}', '@:, '§:]. This m odel
consists of two tem s, one describes discrete quantum m echanical m otion of
electrons (hopping) and the other one the on-site C oulom b Interaction betw een
electrons. N evertheless, the H ublard m odel is one of the m ost in portant m odels
In theoretical physics and is believed to exhibit various phenom ena including
m etakinsulator transition, ferrom agnetian , antiferrom agnetisn and supercon—
ductivity. In spie of its sin plicity only a few exact results are known. For
Instance, Lieb and W u solved the onedimensional O = 1) m odel by using
BetheA nsatz-technique Ef]. T he other class of exact solutions belongs to the
Im iting case D = 1 , where a dynam icalm ean— eld approxin ation becom es
exact E_S, :_6]. However, the situation becom es much m ore com plicated in the
Jower dim ensional cases.

In recent years a new , non-pertubative m ethod w as developed by B randt and
G lesekus ij.]. Themain idea is to start with a wellkknown ground state and
then construct a corresponding H am iltonian in the form ofa profction opera—
tor. This approach pem its to include a large class of interaction param eters.
A generalization of this m ethod was presented by Strack and Vollhardt
Ej‘,:_é]. O vchinnikov in proved som e ofthe results obtained previously by using
a di erent m ethod (0] (see also {1]). H is approach is based on G erschgorin s
theorem which gives a lower bound for the ground state energy of the Ham ik
tonian and thus com plem ents the usual variational principle which gives upper
bounds. A much sin plerand clearerm ethod wasused by de Boer and Schad-
schneider f_l-%‘] This m ethod is called O ptim um G roundstate A pproach and
was Introduced by K lumper, Schadschneider and Zittartz for soin m odels
f_l-g;]. T he basic idea is to diagonalize a specially chosen localH am ittonian and to
m ake all the Iocal states which are needed for the construction ofa given global
ground state also local ground states by choosing the interaction param eters
appropriately. This approach lads to som e inequalities between the interac—
tion param etersw hich represent them inim al stability region of the investigated
ground state. D ue to this restriction only a subspace of the param eter space
can be exam ined.

U sing a larger localH am iltonian enables In a naturalway the inclusion ofm ore
Interactions which detem ine the stability conditions. In general, one nds an
extension of the stability dom ain of the ground state. Independently, Szabo
took this into account and im proved som e results obtained previously [_ifl] Ad-
ditionally, he exam Ined the behaviour of the stability dom ain in the presence
of next-nearest neighbour interaction param eters. For instance, in the case of



“pairing state wih momentum P = he veri ed a shrinking of the stability
region for a an all ratio between nearest and next-nearest neighbour hopping.
In contrast to his num erical approach we shall nvestigate various ground states
usihg analytical calculations.

2 M ethod

A Ham iltonian ofam any-body system on an arbitrary lattice but w ith hom oge—
neous —n%arest neighbour interaction can be split up into localH am iltonians,
eg.H = h . Theminimnalclister consistsofonly two nearest ( = 1)
neighbour lattice sites hiji and the corresponding local H am ittonian is called
ond Ham iltonian. The largest clister contains obviously all lattice sites and
can be expressed by h = H . For smallclusters the localH am iltonian h

can be diagonalized exactly. This lim its the tractable cluster size. By adding
a trivial constant to the Ham iltonian H , which never changes the physics, one
can achieve that the lowest eigenvalie ¢y ofh vanishes, ie. ¢g = 0. In this
case the lowest eigenvalue E y ofH iseitherpositive Eg > 0) orzero E( = 0),
because h  is a positive-sem ide nite operator and the sum of such operators
is also positive sem ide nite. In the specialcase Ey = 0 a local condition for

nding a ground state j i exists:

Hjoi=0 () h joi=0 ®rall  ): @)

Thjsequjya]enoecanbeunderstoodbyoonsjder:ingP h oh Jjoi=h oHJ ol
= 0. Sincetheh arepositivesam ide nite, allh ¢h j oimust vanish, which
n tum in plies (:11') . In the case Ey = 0, the global ground state consists only
of ground states of the local Ham iltonian and no excited local states are in—
volved. A ground state of this type is called optim um ground state. To obtain
such ground states for a given system one must perform two steps. First, the
ground states of the local H am iltonian m ust be determ ined. Then one has to
check w hether a globalground state can be fom ed using only these localground
states.

3 The generalized H ubbard m odel

T he H am ittonian ofthe generalized H ubbard-M odelon a D -din ensional, hyper-
cubic lattice w ith L sites and hom ogeneous -nearest neighbour interaction can
be split up into localH am iltonians hij) . Due to hom ogeneiy all local H am it
tonians are equal and can be divided into two parts. The rst part contains
hopping and interaction tem s:
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w here the pairs (ij) denote -nearest neighbours, for lnstance nearest ( = 1)
and nextnearest ( = 2) neighbours. T he ferm ion operators C{ and ¢ create
and anniilate electrons with spin 2 £";#g at site i which is associated w ith
the single tight-binding W annier orbial. T he corresponding num ber operators
are n; = CZ ¢ and N3 = v + Nw. The SU ) soin operators are given
by §2 = (i + 84)=2, §; = €,6n and §] = &,&;. The physical nature
of the various tem s is as follows: The st term (t) is the usual hopping of
ferm onson a lattice. T he next two tem s, bond-charge interaction X ) and pair-
hopping (¥ ), were studied in relation w ith superconductivity {15, 16, 14]. The
fourth tem isan anisotropicH eisenberg term w ith a X X Z -type spin Interaction
given by the exchange constants J*Y and J*. The last tetm (V) is known as
the -nearest neighbour Coulomb interaction. E stin ates for the values of the
couplings (for m etals) or exam ple can already be found in Hubbard s original
paper tl_:].

The second temm contains only on-site interactions O ;53 = O;+ O 5 with

8]
O;= — @A;» 1=2) (1, 1=2)+ —n;: 3
7 @ ) @iy ) 7 @3)

Here U isthe on-site Coulomb interaction, the chem icalpotentialand Z the
coordination num ber of nearest neighbour sites on the D -din ensional hypercu—
bic lattice.
A IocalHam iltonianh can be divided into bond H am iltonians such that a com —
parison w ith the results obtained in [I2] is possble. W e restrict our extension
to cluster sizes N ( ) = £3;4g and call the corresponding local H am ittonians
3—-and 4-site Ham iltonian. In this case only nearest ( = 1) and next-nearest
( = 2) nelghbour interactions exist on the square lattice and therefore:
1 X @ X
h = — hij + O i3 + h
hiji, 2 hiji, 2
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ThefactorF = 20 1) forD > 1 isonly necessary in order to com pare resuls
of di erent clusters w ithout rescaling the coupling constants (due to muliple
counts ofbonds). Fig. -_]I show s the covering of 3-site clusters on a square lattice.
The entries of a Iocal state are describbed by 2 £0;";#;2g, where 0’ denotes
an em pty site, 2 f";#g a site occupied by one electron wih spin  and 2’ a
doubly occupied site. T he local state of cluster size N ( ) is a tensor product
1ottty (Hi= Jii d.i x 0 )i. Togetherone gets 4" ¢ ) localstates
and a 4" ¢ ) 4¥ () atrix which represents the localH am ilttonian. A hough
this m atrix m ight be very large, the num ber of zero elem ents is still a large
num ber. T he use of sym m etriesm akes the problem m ore tractable. O ne ofthe
sin plest sym m etries is associated w ith the conservation of the totalnum ber of
electrons. O ne has to consider only subspaces corresponding to a xed num ber
of electrons, ie. one gets a block diagonalm atrix. Another usefiil condition
which we shall frequently Inpose isX = t. It leads to the preservation of the
num ber of doubly occupied sites (see eg. E, :_1-23‘]) and thus som e of the block
m atrices split into am aller ones. Tabl :}' sum m arizes the results for the 3-site
Ham iltonian w ith corresponding 64  64-m atrix:



X 6t X =t
num ber | block size || number | block size

4 1 1 4 1 1
8 3 3 12 3 3
4 9 9 4 6 6

Table 1: Block sizes and num ber of blocks for the 3-site H am ittonian.

H owever, the determm ination of algebraic eigenvalues of a characteristic polyno—
mialp( ) = detM I) is Iim ited, ie. only polynom ials up to fourth degree
can be solved In closed form . In the case X = t it ispossble to nd a conve-
nient transform ation w ith a corresponding m atrix T . A fter the transform ation
T IMT =M thefur6 6m atrices decay Into blocks of size 3 and alleigenval-
ues can be obtained In closed form . T his is the m ain reason why we concentrate
here on the case X = t.

4 Resuls

W e shall restrict our discussion in the follow ing to two physically interesting
classesofstates. The rstclssarethe -pairing statesw ithm om entum P which
show o -diagonallong-rangeorder (OD LRO ) and are thus superconducting I_l-g‘]
The second one is the filly polarized ferrom agnetic state at half- lling. W e
determm ine under which circum stances these states are optin um ground states
of the generalized Hubbard m odel. W e shallm ainly consider the square lattice
O = 2).

Thede niion ofan -pairing statew ith m om entum P isgiven by the expression

N x
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where N is an integer which is related to the particle number N through N =
N =2. Sincewewould lkethe -pairing state to be the ground state ofthe global

H am iltonian it is lnform ative to detem ine the com m utator H ; g ]. A Iong, but
straightforw ard calculation yields:
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U sing (:§) one nds the conditions under which the pairing states 6'_5) are
elgenstatesofH . ForthemomentaP 2 £0; gwehave the llow ing constraints
on the Interaction constants:

P=20 P =
X =t Xo=1%
Y =2V Y = (1) 2
Note that ormomentum P = no conditions relating ty to X1 exist. In the

follow ing we shallonly consider the P = 0 case. O ther values of the m om enta
can be treated sin JJar]y An investigation of the properties of these states can
be Pund eg. i Il8]

In order to m ake the -pairing state Wih momentum P = 0) an optinum

ground state we rst observe that j i can be built com pletely from the local
3-site states P001, R22i, P02i+ P00i+ P201i and P22i+ R20i+ R02i and
analogous 4-site states. W ithout next-nearest neighbour interactions all local
states have the sam e ocalenergy ¢y = U=(2Z )+ V ifwesest = 0.Dem anding
that ey is the localground state energy and hence all other localenergiesm ust
be larger, one obtains the follow ing inequalities:
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T hese nequalities represent the stability regions for the -pairing state with
momentum P = 0. The se]ectedﬁ: bounds B ;n) belong to the 3-site and/or 4—
site case and can be distinguished by the upper index n. T here are seven bounds
forn= 3 andmore than 50 orn = 4. The rsttwo boundswere also obtained
by using the bond-diagonalization [_1-2_5] T he other bounds are new and indicate
an in provem ent of the stability region.

Tt is possble to investigate all cuts of the param eter space (;U;V;J%;J*Y),
but we shall concentrate only on som e of them . For all cuts we took realistic
param eter values satisfyingU VvVt J* ny

IntheJ? J*Y cutoftheparam eter space F ig. |2 the inner triangle corresponds
to the stability region ofthe -pairing statew ith m om entum P = 0 obtained by
bond-diagonalization. T he enlargem ent corresponds to results achieved by the
3-site H am ittonian (including purely nearest neighbour interaction). T he 4-site
Ham iltonian yields no further in provem ent of the bounds. However, it is not
clearthat the -pairing state isnot a ground state outside ofthose bounds since
larger cluster sizesm ight yield a fiirther enlargem ent of the stability region. In

W e have listed in CI) only those bounds w hich are relevant for guresb and :31 A com plete

list of the bounds B f3) can be found in the appendix. T he bounds B ;4) can be found in EQ



contrast to the last gure the Dlowing UV cut Fig. d) displays also an
enhancem ent achieved by 4-site diagonalization.

T he inclusion of next-nearest neighbour interactions m odi es the local ground
state energy ey = U=(QZ ) + V1 + V, and hence the constraints conceming the
Interaction param eters:

U .
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q
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T hese bounds belong to the 3-site diagonalization resuls since larger clusters
cannot be diagonalized analytically in closed form . In order to be close to real
system swe take an aller next-nearest neighbour param eters than corresponding
nearest neighbour ones and express this through ratiosry = P1=P, with P 2

ft ;V ;3%;J3*¥g. The ratios depend on the m aterial and hence can be very
di erent. Since the -pairing states with m om entum P = 0 consist of electron
pairs i is Interesting to consider the Y1 Y, cut Fi. :ff) . This cut represents
the behaviour of the stability region for di erent on-site Coulomb interaction

param eters U . A 1l other param eter pairs have the same ratio » = 3. Note
that on the square lattice the num bers of nearest and next-nearest neighbours
are exactly the sam e. O ne In portant observation is that the two param eters Y,

and Y, stabilize the ground state w th increasing Coulomb repulsion U > 0)

w hich try to seperate the electron pairs.

T he fully polarized ferrom agnetic state is a sin ple tensor product of local states

¥
Fi=  &.D% €)

i=1

where each lattice site is occupied by an electron wih spin =" (at halft-
]Jjng;f:) . In contrast to the -pairing state this state is already an eigenstate of
our H am iltonian and hence there are no restrictions conceming the param eters.

N evertheless, we concentrate on the special casa'j’- X = t. Ifwewant ¥Fito
becom e an optim um ground state we have to m ake j iorj i the local

ground state. W ithout next-nearest neighbour interaction the corresponding
Iocalenergy g = U=QZ)+ J?=4 2 =7 isa lowerbound for the other local

2Away from half- lling the ferrom agnetic state is no optim um ground state.
3For X € tone hasto rely on num ericalm ethods. P relin inary results show a behaviour
sin ilar to the case X = t.



energies keading to the inequalities:
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The st two boundaries are the sam e as those of the bond—resuls f_l-zj], the
last ones are new . Hence an In provem ent of the ground state region m ight be
obtained by considering the last two bounds. But the number of all possbl
two din ensional cuts is still very large. _
T he bounds can be further in proved using the follow ing argum ent I_lj] W ih a
xed particle number N a state is a ground state of H but also a ground state
ofH + N . In this situation one can regard the bounds as a function of and
try to nd thevalieof which optin izesthese bounds. For instance, ifwe have
nequalities kkea b+ anda ¢ then thebest valueis = (¢ b)=2 and
thusa (+ c)=2. mourcaseweget = 0 and therefore B 3(3) =B 354) . This
Jeads to the cognition that only the 3-site diagonalization is necessary, and the
Inclusion of four local lattice sites does not in prove the stability region. This
resul is shown in Q-(_]'] for various tw o din ensional cuts of the param eter space.
W ih nextnearest neighbour interaction param eters we get the m odi ed local
energy eg = U=(Q2Z)+ Ji=4+ J7=4 wih the corresponding new nequalities:
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Thepure Hubbard m odelH = H (4 ;U ) exhibits no ferrom agnetic ground state
at half- lling. Only for som e special cases like the N agaoka case I:_Z-]_;] the ex—
istence of a fully polarized ferrom agnetic ground state can be proven. An ex—
tension to the case of the generalized Hubbard m odel can be found in Q-Z_i]



The in uence of long range hopping t on ferrom agnetism (@t half- lling) was
Investigated eg. by Farkasovsky f_Z-;m'] T he results show a suppression of fer—
rom agnetian w ih increasing . In the U t; cut Fig. 5) we considered the
behaviour of the stability region for di erent t, values. But in contrast to @-I_i']
allother type of couplingswere not tumed o . T he inclusion ofthe next-nearest
neighbour hopping show s a reduction of the stability region for the ferrom ag-

netic ground state In agreem ent w ith the results of QQ‘]

5 Conclusions

W e have presented exact resuls for stability regions of two physically inter—
esting ground states of the generalized H ubbard m odel w ith nearest and next-
nearest neighbour interaction using the optinm um ground state approach. F irst
we looked at the -pairing state with momentum P = 0 and then at the fully
polarized ferrom agnetic state at half- 1ling. W e have studied the behaviour of
the stability dom ains of these two states w ith increasing clister size. But due
to di culties that em erge for analytical diagonalization, we have lim ied our

analytical calculations to two cluster sizes, ie. N ( ) = £3;4g. These cluster
Ham iltonians were divided into bond H am iltonians so that a com parison w ith
results obtained by bond diagonalization f_l-Z_i] waspossbl. The new boundaries
which exhdbi an In provem ent were illustrated graphically in som e chosen cuts
of the param eter space. W ithout next-nearest neighbour interactions all cuts
show an enlargem ent ofthe stability dom ains obtained by 3-site diagonalization.
T he extension to four lattice sites only have led to an am pli cation in theU V

cut, and all other cuts Indicated a fast convergence of the stability regions. W e
expect that any further in provem ent is rapidly decreasing w ith ncreasing clis—
ter size. Another ain ofthis work was to detem ine the e ects of next-nearest
neighbour interactions on the stability dom ains. However, we restricted our
Investigation to the 3-site case only. T he illustration of these bounds indicates
that the stability conditions are strongly dependent on the next-nearest neigh—
bour param eters. For instance, in the ferrom agnetic case one nds a reduction

of the stability domain Uty cut) In the presence of nextnearest neighbour
hopping t, . In the case ofthe -pairing statew ith m om entum P = 0 we consid—
ered the Y1 Y, cut for di erent values of the on-site Coulom b interaction U .
W ih Increasing Coulom b repulsion U > 0) which tries to separate the electron
pairs we observed a stabilization of the dom ain because of large negative Y;

valies.

In summ ary, we have shown that a cluster of three and four lattice sites can
be treated W ith som e restrictions) analytically whereby every two-din ensional
cut of the whole param eter space can inm ediately be exam ined and does not
require long num erical calculations. A though we restricted ourselvesm ainly to
the case X = t, where the localH am iltonian decays into sm allblocks which can
be diagonalized in closed form , we ke to stress that the optim um ground state
approach can be used to treat the generalcase X € t aswell. Here one can
either diagonalize the largerblock m atrices num erically [_l-fl] or com bine the op—
tin um ground state m ethod w ith the G erschgorin approach of {_l-(_i] Instead of
determ ining the eigenvalues of the lJarger m atrices exactly one can obtain lower
bounds In closed form by using G erschgorin’s theorem . A though these bounds
w i1 in generalnot be the best possible ones they stillyield exact stability regions



for the state under consideration. T he results give valuable inform ation about
the phase diagram . In F jg.-'_é the stability regions of the tw o states Investigated
here are shown for a generalized Hubbard m odel w ith only nearest neighbour
Interactions. For the param eter valies chosen one already know s a considerable
part of the phase diagram . These resultsm ight serve as a guidance for further
com puter sin ulations or exact diagonalization studies. Apart from this aspect,
the extension enables som e interesting new investigations due to the inclusion
ofm ore correlations.
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7 Appendix

To obtain an optinum ground state for a given system one has to detem ine
all localeigenvalues. For Instance, n the 3-sittecase with = 0,X =t and
nextnearest neighbour interaction) the eigenvalues have the fom :
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1 U \2
€15;16 = 2 cos 5 5 E 2t2 Y, ? vy
+ 2 1 U Vi
€17;18 = 2 cos 3 g E 2t2 Y, 7 Vo
+ 4 1 U Vi
€19;00 = 2 cos 3 5 E 2t Y, 7 Vo

T he expressions of the functions and , which include the interaction tem s,
are to large and hence are om itted.

Theboundsarederived from the nequalitiesey; e; (foralli). Forthe -paring

statewih P = Oonehaseé ) = e . It becom es an optin um ground state if the

conditions V 0 and U=z minfB i;:::;B 79 are satis ed, where
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B, = 2% 2V;
Z
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J= A
B3(3) - AV ? i JTz)% + 8(ny)2;
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D ue to the com plexity of the last six eigenvalues (e15 —ey9) the corresponding
bounds do not exist in "closed form ", but num erical investigations show that
they are irrelevant. Including also next-nearest neighbour tem s one gets:
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1
B7 = V]_ V2 Z(JZZ‘F 2J;y);
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1
B 8 = g ( 8t2 + 8V1 + 8V2 Jf);
1 x
B 9 = g (8j:2]+ 8V1 + 8V2 + Jf + 2jjlyj;
Bl = & Sgivys L.
1 3.3 10 g
19

5 (BetANL+ Vo)t I7 30%)2 + 1928

T he ferrom agnetic state has eéF b = e, and the corresponding bounds can be

derived In an analogousw ay.
T he num ber ofeigenvalues and bounds iIn thecasen = 4 istoo large to be listed
here. They can be found in R0].
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Figure 1: Covering of 3-site clusters on a square htthce. In order to obtain the fall
lattice including next-nearest neighlbour interaction (diagonallonds) one has to cover
the lattce with two di erent 3-site clusters, nam ely triangk of type ‘i (upper part)
and ’ik’ (lower part).

n-bounds (P=0)
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Figure 2: Stability region ofthe -pairing state withmomentum P = 0 in the J* J*Y
cut in units of }jfor di erent cluster sizes.
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n-bounds (P=0)
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Figure 3: A U V cut for the -pairing state with mom entum P = 0 in units of 3.
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n-bounds (P=0)
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Figure4: A Y; Y, cut for the bounds of the -pairing state with momentum P = 0
w ith non—zero next-nearest neighbour interactions. The stability dom ains are shown
for di erent values ofU .
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ferro-bounds (X=t)
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Figure 5: Bounds for the stability region of the ferrom agnetic state in the Uty plane
for di erent values of the next-nearest neighbour hopping t .
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phase diagram
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Figure 6: Phase diagram of the generalized Hubbard m odel with nearest neighbour
interactions only.

18



