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Abstract

W e investigate the stability dom ains ofground states ofgeneralized Hubbard m od-

elswith next-nearestneighbourinteraction using theoptim um groundstate approach.

W e focuson 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 ofinequalities between the interaction param eters.

For the m odelwith only nearest neighbour interaction we show that the bounds for

the stability regionscan be im proved by considering largerclusters.Additionalnext-

nearestneighbourinteractionscan lead to largerorsm allerstability regionsdepending

on the param etervalues.

�W ork perform ed within the research program ofthe Sonderforschungsbereich 341 (K �oln-

A achen-J�ulich)
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1 Introduction

Correlation e�ectsareofgreatim portancein condensed m atterphysics.Super-

conductivity and ferrom agnetism aretwoim portantphenom enawhich can arise

in an interacting m any-body system . Theoreticalinvestigationsusually begin

with choosing a suitable Ham iltonian.In generalthisHam iltonian istoo com -

plex and m ustbe reduced to a reasonable m odelwhich givesonly a sim pli�ed

description ofreality. Such sim pli�cations m ake iteven m ore desirable to ob-

tain exactresultsand com parethesewith experim entaldata.In addition,they

can be used to check the resultsfrom com putersim ulationsand approxim ative

m ethods.

The sim plest m odelofcorrelated electrons was introduced independently by

H ubbard,G utzw iller and K anamoriin 1963asan attem ptto describethe

e�ect ofcorrelationsfor d-electrons in transition m etals [1,2,3]. This m odel

consists oftwo term s, one describes discrete quantum m echanicalm otion of

electrons(hopping)and the otheronetheon-site Coulom b interaction between

electrons.Nevertheless,theHubbard m odelisoneofthem ostim portantm odels

in theoreticalphysics and is believed to exhibit various phenom ena including

m etal-insulator transition,ferrom agnetism ,antiferrom agnetism and supercon-

ductivity. In spite ofits sim plicity only a few exact results are known. For

instance,Lieb and W u solved the one-dim ensional(D = 1) m odelby using

Bethe-Ansatz-technique [4]. The other class ofexact solutions belongs to the

lim iting case D = 1 ,where a dynam icalm ean-�eld approxim ation becom es

exact [5,6]. However,the situation becom es m uch m ore com plicated in the

lowerdim ensionalcases.

In recentyearsa new,non-pertubativem ethod wasdeveloped by Brandt and

G iesekus [7]. The m ain idea is to startwith a well-known ground state and

then constructa corresponding Ham iltonian in the form ofa projection opera-

tor. This approach perm its to include a large classofinteraction param eters.

A generalization ofthis m ethod was presented by Strack and V ollhardt

[8,9].O vchinnikov im proved som eoftheresultsobtained previously by using

a di�erentm ethod [10](see also [11]). Hisapproach isbased on Gerschgorin‘s

theorem which givesa lowerbound for the ground state energy ofthe Ham il-

tonian and thuscom plem entsthe usualvariationalprinciplewhich givesupper

bounds.A m uch sim plerand clearerm ethod wasused by de Boer and Schad-

schneider [12]. This m ethod is called Optim um Groundstate Approach and

wasintroduced by K l�umper,Schadschneider and Zittartz forspin m odels

[13].Thebasicideaistodiagonalizeaspecially chosen localHam iltonian and to

m akeallthelocalstateswhich areneeded fortheconstruction ofa given global

ground state also localground states by choosing the interaction param eters

appropriately. This approach leads to som e inequalities between the interac-

tion param eterswhich representthem inim alstability region oftheinvestigated

ground state. Due to this restriction only a subspace ofthe param eter space

can be exam ined.

Using a largerlocalHam iltonian enablesin a naturalway theinclusion ofm ore

interactionswhich determ ine the stability conditions. In general,one �nds an

extension ofthe stability dom ain ofthe ground state. Independently,Szab�o

took thisinto accountand im proved som eresultsobtained previously [14].Ad-

ditionally,he exam ined the behaviour ofthe stability dom ain in the presence

ofnext-nearestneighbourinteraction param eters. Forinstance,in the case of

2



�-pairing state with m om entum P = � he veri�ed a shrinking ofthe stability

region for a sm allratio between nearestand next-nearestneighbour hopping.

In contrastto hisnum ericalapproach weshallinvestigatevariousground states

using analyticalcalculations.

2 M ethod

A Ham iltonian ofa m any-body system on an arbitrarylatticebutwith hom oge-

neous�-nearestneighbourinteraction can be splitup into localHam iltonians,

e.g. H =
P

� h� . The m inim alcluster� consistsofonly two nearest(� = 1)

neighbour lattice sites hiji and the corresponding localHam iltonian is called

bond Ham iltonian. The largestcluster contains obviously alllattice sites and

can be expressed by h� = H . Forsm allclusters � the localHam iltonian h�

can be diagonalized exactly. This lim its the tractable clustersize. By adding

a trivialconstantto the Ham iltonian H ,which neverchangesthe physics,one

can achieve that the lowesteigenvalue e0 ofh� vanishes,i.e. e0 = 0. In this

casethelowesteigenvalueE 0 ofH iseitherpositive(E 0 > 0)orzero (E 0 = 0),

because h� is a positive-sem ide�nite operator and the sum ofsuch operators

is also positive sem ide�nite. In the specialcase E 0 = 0 a localcondition for

�nding a ground statej	 0iexists:

H j	 0i= 0 ( ) h� j	 0i= 0 (forall � ): (1)

Thisequivalencecanbeunderstoodbyconsidering
P

� h	 0jh� j	 0i= h	 0jH j	 0i

= 0.Since the h� arepositive-sem ide�nite,allh	 0jh� j	 0im ustvanish,which

in turn im plies (1). In the case E 0 = 0,the globalground state consistsonly

ofground states ofthe localHam iltonian and no excited localstates are in-

volved.A ground state ofthistype iscalled optim um ground state. To obtain

such ground statesfora given system one m ustperform two steps. First,the

ground statesofthe localHam iltonian m ustbe determ ined. Then one hasto

checkwhetheraglobalground statecan beform ed usingonlytheselocalground

states.

3 T he generalized H ubbard m odel

TheHam iltonian ofthegeneralized Hubbard-M odelon aD -dim ensional,hyper-

cubiclatticewith L sitesand hom ogeneous�-nearestneighbourinteraction can

be splitup into localHam iltoniansh
(�)

ij . Due to hom ogeneity alllocalHam il-

tonians are equaland can be divided into two parts. The �rst part contains

hopping and interaction term s:

h
(�)

ij
= � t�

X

�

(̂c
y

i�
ĉj� + ĉ

y

j�
ĉi�)

+ X �

X

�

(̂c
y

i� ĉj� + ĉ
y

j� ĉi�)(̂ni;� � + n̂j;� �)

+ Y� (̂c
y

i"
ĉ
y

i#
ĉj#ĉj" + ĉ

y

j"
ĉ
y

j#
ĉi#ĉi")

+
Jxy�

2
(Ŝ+i Ŝ

�
j + Ŝ

+

j Ŝ
�
i )+ J

z
� Ŝ

z
i Ŝ

z
j

+ V� (̂ni� 1)(̂nj � 1);

(2)
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where the pairs(ij)denote �-nearestneighbours,forinstance nearest(� = 1)

and next-nearest(� = 2)neighbours.Theferm ion operators ĉ
y

i� and ĉi� create

and annihilate electronswith spin � 2 f";#g atsite iwhich isassociated with

the single tight-binding W annierorbital.The corresponding num beroperators

are n̂i� = ĉ
y

i� ĉi� and n̂i = n̂i" + n̂i#. The SU (2) spin operators are given

by Ŝzi = (̂ni" + n̂i#)=2, Ŝ
�
i = ĉ

y

i#
ĉi" and Ŝ

+

i = ĉ
y

i"
ĉi#. The physicalnature

ofthe various term s is as follows: The �rst term (t) is the usualhopping of

ferm ionson alattice.Thenexttwoterm s,bond-chargeinteraction(X )andpair-

hopping (Y ),were studied in relation with superconductivity [15,16,17].The

fourth term isan anisotropicHeisenbergterm with aX X Z-typespin interaction

given by the exchange constants Jxy and Jz. The last term (V ) is known as

the �-nearestneighbourCoulom b interaction. Estim atesforthe valuesofthe

couplings(form etals)forexam ple can already be found in Hubbard‘soriginal

paper[1].

The second term containsonly on-siteinteractionsO ij = O i+ O j with

O i =
U

Z
(̂ni" � 1=2)(̂ni# � 1=2)+

�

Z
n̂i: (3)

Here U isthe on-site Coulom b interaction,� the chem icalpotentialand Z the

coordination num berofnearestneighboursiteson the D -dim ensionalhypercu-

bic lattice.

A localHam iltonian h� can bedivided intobond Ham iltonianssuch thatacom -

parison with the resultsobtained in [12]ispossible. W e restrictourextension

to cluster sizes N (� ) = f3;4g and callthe corresponding localHam iltonians

3-and 4-site Ham iltonian. In thiscase only nearest(� = 1)and next-nearest

(� = 2)neighbourinteractionsexiston the squarelattice and therefore:

h� :=
1

F

X

hiji
1
2�

�

h
(1)

ij
+ O ij

�

+
X

hiji
2
2�

h
(2)

ij
: (4)

ThefactorF := 2(D � 1)forD > 1isonly necessary in ordertocom pareresults

ofdi�erent clusters without rescaling the coupling constants (due to m ultiple

countsofbonds).Fig.1showsthecoveringof3-siteclusterson asquarelattice.

The entriesofa localstate are described by � 2 f0;";#;2g,where ’0’denotes

an em pty site,� 2 f";#g a site occupied by one electron with spin � and ’2’a

doubly occupied site. The localstate ofclustersize N (� )isa tensorproduct
j�1�2 :::�N (� )i= j�1i
 j�2i
 � � � 
 j�N (� )i.Togetheronegets4

N (� ) localstates

and a 4N (� )� 4N (� )-m atrix which representsthe localHam iltonian.Although

this m atrix m ight be very large,the num ber ofzero elem ents is stilla large

num ber.Theuseofsym m etriesm akestheproblem m oretractable.O neofthe

sim plestsym m etriesisassociated with the conservation ofthe totalnum berof

electrons.O nehasto consideronly subspacescorresponding to a �xed num ber

ofelectrons,i.e. one gets a block diagonalm atrix. Another usefulcondition

which we shallfrequently im pose isX = t. Itleadsto the preservation ofthe

num ber ofdoubly occupied sites (see e.g.[8,18]) and thus som e ofthe block

m atricessplitinto sm allerones. Table 1 sum m arizesthe resultsforthe 3-site

Ham iltonian with corresponding 64� 64-m atrix:
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X 6= t X = t

num ber block size num ber 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 ofblocks for the 3-site Ham iltonian.

However,the determ ination ofalgebraiceigenvaluesofa characteristicpolyno-

m ialp(�)= det(M � �I) islim ited,i.e. only polynom ialsup to fourth degree

can be solved in closed form . In the case X = titispossible to �nd a conve-

nienttransform ation with a corresponding m atrix T.Afterthe transform ation

T
� 1
M T = M thefour6� 6-m atricesdecay into blocksofsize3 and alleigenval-

uescan beobtained in closed form .Thisisthem ain reason why weconcentrate

hereon the caseX = t.

4 R esults

W e shallrestrict our discussion in the following to two physically interesting

classesofstates.The�rstclassarethe�-pairingstateswith m om entum P which

show o�-diagonallong-rangeorder(O DLRO )and arethussuperconducting[19].

The second one is the fully polarized ferrom agnetic state at half-�lling. W e

determ ine under which circum stancesthese states are optim um ground states

ofthe generalized Hubbard m odel.W e shallm ainly considerthe squarelattice

(D = 2).

Thede�nition ofan �-pairingstatewith m om entum P isgiven by theexpression

j�i=

�

�
y

P

�N
j0i with �

y

P
=

LX

j= 1

e
iP j

ĉ
y

j#
ĉ
y

j"
; (5)

where N isan integerwhich isrelated to the particle num berN through N =

N =2.Sincewewould likethe�-pairingstatetobetheground stateoftheglobal

Ham iltonian itisinform ativeto determ inethecom m utator[H ;�
y

P
].A long,but

straightforward calculation yields:

[H ;�
y

P ]=

2X

� = 1

2(X � � t� )
X

hjki�

�

e
iP j

+ e
iP k

�

(̂c
y

j#
ĉ
y

k"
+ ĉ

y

k#
ĉ
y

j"
)

+ 2X �

X

hjki�

�

e
iP j

� e
iP k

� �

(̂nk" � n̂j# )̂c
y

j#
ĉ
y

k"
+ (̂nk# � n̂j" )̂c

y

k#
ĉ
y

j"

�

+
X

hjki�

�
Y�

2
e
iP j

� V� e
iP k

�

(̂nj � 1)̂c
y

k"
ĉ
y

k#

+
X

hjki�

�
Y�

2
e
iP k

� V� e
iP j

�

(̂nk � 1)̂c
y

j"
ĉ
y

j#

� 2��
y

P
:

(6)
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Using (6) one �nds the conditions under which the �� pairing states (5) are

eigenstatesofH .Forthem om enta P 2 f0;�gwehavethefollowingconstraints

on the interaction constants:

P = 0 P = �

X � = t� X 2 = t2

Y� = 2V� Y� = (� 1)�2V�

Note thatform om entum P = � no conditionsrelating t1 to X 1 exist. In the

following we shallonly considerthe P = 0 case. O thervaluesofthe m om enta

can be treated sim ilarly. An investigation ofthe propertiesofthese statescan

be found e.g.in [18].

In order to m ake the �-pairing state (with m om entum P = 0) an optim um

ground state we �rst observe that j�i can be built com pletely from the local

3-site states j000i,j222i,j002i+ j200i+ j020i and j022i+ j220i+ j202i and

analogous4-site states. W ithout next-nearestneighbour interactions alllocal

stateshavethesam elocalenergy e0 = U=(2Z)+ V ifweset� = 0.Dem anding

thate0 isthe localground state energy and henceallotherlocalenergiesm ust

be larger,oneobtainsthe following inequalities:

V � 0;
U

Z
� m in

n

B
(n)

1
;B

(n)

2
;B

(n)

3
;B

(n)

4
;:::

o

(n = 3;4)

B
(3;4)

1
:= � 2jtj� 2V

B
(3;4)

2
:= � V +

J
z

4

B
(3;4)

3
:= � V +

1

8

�

� J
z
�
p
(Jz)2 + 8(Jxy)2

�

B
(3)

4
:=

1

3

�

� 5V �
J
z

4
�
jJ

xy
j

2
�
1

4

q

(4V � Jz � 2jJxyj)
2
+ 192t2

�

(7)

These inequalities represent the stability regions for the �-pairing state with

m om entum P = 0. The selected1 bounds B
(n)

j belong to the 3-site and/or4-

sitecaseand can bedistinguished by theupperindex n.Thereareseven bounds

forn = 3 and m orethan 50 forn = 4.The�rsttwo boundswerealso obtained

by using thebond-diagonalization [12].Theotherboundsarenew and indicate

an im provem entofthe stability region.

It is possible to investigate allcuts ofthe param eter space (t;U;V;Jz;Jxy),

but we shallconcentrate only on som e ofthem . For allcuts we took realistic

param etervaluessatisfying U � V � t� Jz � Jxy.

In theJz� Jxy cutoftheparam eterspace(Fig.2)theinnertrianglecorresponds

to thestability region ofthe�-pairingstatewith m om entum P = 0 obtained by

bond-diagonalization.The enlargem entcorrespondsto resultsachieved by the

3-siteHam iltonian (including purely nearestneighbourinteraction).The4-site

Ham iltonian yieldsno further im provem entofthe bounds. However,it isnot

clearthatthe�-pairingstateisnota ground stateoutsideofthoseboundssince

largerclustersizesm ightyield a furtherenlargem entofthe stability region.In

1W ehave listed in (7)only thoseboundswhich arerelevantfor�gures2 and 3.A com plete

listofthe boundsB
(3)

j
can be found in the appendix. The boundsB

(4)

j
can be found in [20].
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contrast to the last �gure the following U � V cut (Fig. 3) displays also an

enhancem entachieved by 4-site diagonalization.

The inclusion ofnext-nearestneighbourinteractionsm odi�esthe localground

state energy e0 = U=(2Z)+ V1 + V2 and hence the constraintsconcerning the

interaction param eters:

V1 � � 4V2;
U

Z
� m infB 1;B 2;B 3;B 4;:::g

B 1 := � V1 � V2 +
1

4
(J

z
1 + J

z
2)

B 2 := 2

�

� t2 � V1 � V2 �

q

(t2 + V2)
2
+ t2

1

�

B 3 :=
1

8

�

� 8(V1 + V2)� J
z
1 + 2J

xy

2 �

q

(Jz
1
� 2Jz

2
+ 2J

xy

2
)
2
+ 8(J

xy

1
)2

�

B 4 :=
1

3

�

� 2jt2j� 5(V1 + V2)+
1

4
(J

z
1 � 3J

z
2)+

1

2
(J

xy

1
+ 3J

xy

2
)

�

�
1

12

q

(� 8jt2j+ 4(V1 + V2)� Jz
1
+ 3Jz

2
+ 2J

xy

1
� 6J

xy

2
)
2
+ 192t2

1

(8)

These bounds belong to the 3-site diagonalization results since largerclusters

cannotbe diagonalized analytically in closed form .In orderto be close to real

system swetakesm allernext-nearestneighbourparam etersthan corresponding

nearestneighbouronesand expressthisthrough ratiosrP := P1=P2 with P� 2

ft�;V�;J
z
�;J

xy
� g. The ratios depend on the m aterialand hence can be very

di�erent. Since the �-pairing stateswith m om entum P = 0 consistofelectron

pairsitisinteresting to considerthe Y1 � Y2 cut(Fig. 4). Thiscutrepresents

the behaviour ofthe stability region for di�erent on-site Coulom b interaction

param eters U . Allother param eter pairs have the sam e ratio rP = 3. Note

thaton the square lattice the num bersofnearestand next-nearestneighbours

areexactly thesam e.O neim portantobservation isthatthetwo param etersY1
and Y2 stabilize the ground state with increasing Coulom b repulsion (U > 0)

which try to seperatethe electron pairs.

Thefully polarized ferrom agneticstateisa sim pletensorproductoflocalstates

jFi=

LY

i= 1

ĉ
y

i"
j0i; (9)

where each lattice site is occupied by an electron with spin � = " (at half-

�lling2).In contrastto the �-pairing statethisstateisalready an eigenstateof

ourHam iltonian and hencethereareno restrictionsconcerning theparam eters.

Nevertheless,we concentrate on the specialcase3 X = t. Ifwe want jF i to

becom e an optim um ground state we have to m ake j���i orj����i the local

ground state. W ithout next-nearest neighbour interaction the corresponding

localenergy e0 = � U=(2Z)+ Jz=4� 2�=Z isa lowerbound forthe otherlocal

2A way from half-�lling the ferrom agnetic state isno optim um ground state.
3For X 6= tone has to rely on num ericalm ethods. Prelim inary results show a behaviour

sim ilarto the case X = t.
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energiesleading to the inequalities:

J
z
� � jJ

xy
j;

U

Z
� m ax

n

B
(n)

1
;B

(n)

2
;B

(n)

3
;:::

o

(n = 3;4)

B
(3;4)

1
:= 2jtj+

J
z

2
+
2j�j

Z

B
(3;4)

2
:= � V +

J
z

4
�
2j�j

Z

B
(3)

3
:=

1

2

0

@ V +
J
z

2
+
j�j

Z
+

s
�

V +
j�j

2

� 2

+ 2Y 2

1

A

B
(4)

3
:=

1

2

�

V +
J
z

2
+
p
V 2 + 2Y 2

�

(10)

The �rst two boundaries are the sam e as those ofthe bond-results [12],the

lastonesare new. Hence an im provem entofthe ground state region m ightbe

obtained by considering the last two bounds. But the num ber ofallpossible

two dim ensionalcutsisstillvery large.

Theboundscan befurtherim proved using thefollowing argum ent[12].W ith a

�xed particlenum berN a state isa ground stateofH butalso a ground state

ofH + �N .In thissituation one can regard the boundsasa function of� and

try to�nd thevalueof� which optim izesthesebounds.Forinstance,ifwehave

inequalitieslikea � b+ � and a � c� � then thebestvalueis� = (c� b)=2 and

thusa � (b+ c)=2.In ourcase we get� = 0 and therefore B
(3)

3
= B

(4)

3
.This

leadsto the cognition thatonly the 3-site diagonalization isnecessary,and the

inclusion offourlocallattice sitesdoes notim prove the stability region. This

resultisshown in [20]forvarioustwo dim ensionalcutsofthe param eterspace.

W ith next-nearestneighbourinteraction param eterswe getthe m odi�ed local

energy e0 = � U=(2Z)+ Jz1=4+ Jz2=4 with the corresponding new inequalities:

J
z
1 � � 2(J

z
2 + J

xy

2
); (J

z
1 )

2
� (J

xy

1
)
2
� � 2(J

z
2 � J

xy

2
)J

z
1 ;

U

Z
� m axfB 1;B 2;B 3;B 4;:::g

B 1 := � V1 � V2 +
1

4
(J

z
1 + J

z
2)

B 2 := 2t2 +
1

2
(J

z
1 + J

z
2 )+

1

2

q

(4t2 + Jz
2
)
2
+ 16t2

1

B 3 :=
1

2
V1 �

1

2
Y2 +

1

4
(J

z
1 + J

z
2)

+
1

2

q

(V1 + Y2)
2
+ 2Y 2

1
� 4V2 (V1 + Y2 � V2)

B 4 := 2t2 + J
z
1 + J

z
2 �

1

2
(J

xy

1
+ J

xy

2
)

+
1

2

q

(4t2 + J
xy

2
)
2
+ (Jz

1
� J

xy

1
)(Jz

1
� J

xy

1
+ 2J

xy

2
+ 8t2)+ 16t2

1

(11)

ThepureHubbard m odelH = H (t1;U )exhibitsno ferrom agneticground state

at half-�lling. O nly for som e specialcases like the Nagaoka case [21]the ex-

istence ofa fully polarized ferrom agnetic ground state can be proven. An ex-

tension to the case ofthe generalized Hubbard m odelcan be found in [22].
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The in
uence oflong range hopping t� on ferrom agnetism (athalf-�lling)was

investigated e.g.by Farka�sovsk�y [23].The resultsshow a suppression offer-

rom agnetism with increasing �. In the U � t1 cut(Fig. 5)we considered the

behaviourofthe stability region fordi�erentt2 values. Butin contrastto [23]

allothertypeofcouplingswerenotturned o�.Theinclusion ofthenext-nearest

neighbourhopping shows a reduction ofthe stability region for the ferrom ag-

netic ground statein agreem entwith the resultsof[23].

5 C onclusions

W e have presented exact results for stability regions oftwo physically inter-

esting ground statesofthe generalized Hubbard m odelwith nearestand next-

nearestneighbourinteraction using the optim um ground state approach.First

we looked atthe �-pairing state with m om entum P = 0 and then atthe fully

polarized ferrom agnetic state athalf-�lling. W e have studied the behaviourof

the stability dom ainsofthese two stateswith increasing clustersize. Butdue

to di�culties that em erge for analyticaldiagonalization,we have lim ited our

analyticalcalculations to two cluster sizes,i.e. N (� )= f3;4g. These cluster

Ham iltonianswere divided into bond Ham iltoniansso thata com parison with

resultsobtained by bond diagonalization [12]waspossible.Thenew boundaries

which exhibitan im provem entwereillustrated graphically in som echosen cuts

ofthe param eter space. W ithout next-nearest neighbour interactions allcuts

show an enlargem entofthestability dom ainsobtained by 3-sitediagonalization.

Theextension tofourlatticesitesonly haveled to an am pli�cation in theU � V

cut,and allothercutsindicated a fastconvergenceofthestability regions.W e

expectthatany furtherim provem entisrapidly decreasing with increasing clus-

tersize.Anotheraim ofthiswork wasto determ ine the e�ectsofnext-nearest

neighbour interactions on the stability dom ains. However,we restricted our

investigation to the 3-site case only.The illustration ofthese boundsindicates

thatthe stability conditionsarestrongly dependenton the next-nearestneigh-

bourparam eters.Forinstance,in the ferrom agneticcaseone �ndsa reduction

ofthe stability dom ain (U � t1 cut)in the presence ofnext-nearestneighbour

hopping t2.In thecaseofthe�-pairing statewith m om entum P = 0 weconsid-

ered the Y1 � Y2 cutfordi�erentvaluesofthe on-site Coulom b interaction U .

W ith increasingCoulom b repulsion (U > 0)which triesto separatetheelectron

pairs we observed a stabilization ofthe dom ain because oflarge negative Y1
values.

In sum m ary,we have shown that a cluster ofthree and four lattice sites can

betreated (with som erestrictions)analytically whereby every two-dim ensional

cutofthe whole param eterspace can im m ediately be exam ined and doesnot

requirelong num ericalcalculations.Although werestricted ourselvesm ainly to

thecaseX = t,wherethelocalHam iltonian decaysinto sm allblockswhich can

bediagonalized in closed form ,weliketo stressthattheoptim um ground state

approach can be used to treat the generalcase X 6= tas well. Here one can

eitherdiagonalizethelargerblock m atricesnum erically [14]orcom binetheop-

tim um ground state m ethod with the G erschgorin approach of[10].Instead of

determ ining theeigenvaluesofthelargerm atricesexactly onecan obtain lower

boundsin closed form by using G erschgorin’stheorem .Although thesebounds

willin generalnotbethebestpossibleonesthey stillyield exactstabilityregions
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forthe state underconsideration. The resultsgive valuable inform ation about

thephasediagram .In Fig.6 thestability regionsofthetwo statesinvestigated

here are shown for a generalized Hubbard m odelwith only nearestneighbour

interactions.Fortheparam etervalueschosen onealready knowsa considerable

partofthe phase diagram .These resultsm ightserve asa guidanceforfurther

com putersim ulationsorexactdiagonalization studies.Apartfrom thisaspect,

the extension enablessom e interesting new investigationsdue to the inclusion

ofm orecorrelations.
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7 A ppendix

To obtain an optim um ground state for a given system one has to determ ine

alllocaleigenvalues.Forinstance,in the 3-site case(with � = 0,X � = t� and

next-nearestneighbourinteraction)the eigenvalueshavethe form :

e1 :=
U

2Z
+ V1 + V2;

e2 := �
U

2Z
+
Jz1

4
+
Jz2

4
;

e3 :=
U

4Z
+ t2 +

V1

2
;

e4 :=
U

2Z
� V2 � Y2;

e5 := �
U

4Z
+ t2 +

Jz1

8
;

e6 := �
U

2Z
�
Jz2

4
�
J
xy

2

2
;

e7;8 := �
U

4Z
� t2 �

Jz1

8
�
J
xy

1

4
;

e9 :=
U

2Z
�
V1

2
+
Y2

2
�
1

2

q

(V1 � 2V2 + Y2)
2 + 2Y 2

1
;

e10 := �
U

2Z
�
Jz1

8
+
J
xy

2

4
�
1

8

q

(Jz
1
� 2Jz

2
+ 2J

xy

2
)2 + 8(J

xy

1
)2;

e11 :=
U

8Z
�
t2

2
+
V1

4
+
V2

2
�
1

8

s
�

�
U

Z
+ 4t2 � 2V1 + 4V2

� 2

+ 32t2
1
;

e12 := �
U

8Z
�
t2

2
+
Jz1

16
+
Jz2

8
�

1

16

s
�
2U

Z
+ 8t2 � Jz

1
+ 2Jz

2

� 2

+ 128t2
1
;

e13;14 := �
U

8Z
�
t2

2
�
Jz1

16
�
Jz2

8
�
J
xy

1

8
�
J
xy

2

4

�
1

16

s
�

�
2U

Z
+ 8t2 � Jz

1
� 2Jz

2
� 2J

xy

1
+ 4J

xy

2

� 2

+ 128t2
1
;
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e15;16 := 2
cos

�
�

3

�

�
1

3

�
U

4Z
� 2t2 � Y2 �

V1

2
� V2

�

;

e17;18 := 2
cos

�
� + 2�

3

�

�
1

3

�
U

4Z
� 2t2 � Y2 �

V1

2
� V2

�

;

e19;20 := 2
cos

�
� + 4�

3

�

�
1

3

�
U

4Z
� 2t2 � Y2 �

V1

2
� V2

�

:

The expressionsofthe functions
 and �,which include the interaction term s,

areto largeand henceareom itted.

Theboundsarederived from theinequalitiese0 � ei(foralli).Forthe�-paring

statewith P = 0 onehase
(�)

0
= e1.Itbecom esan optim um ground stateifthe

conditionsV � 0 and U=Z � m infB 1;:::;B 7g aresatis�ed,where

B
(3)

1
= � 2jtj� 2V;

B
(3)

2
= � V +

Jz

4
;

B
(3)

3
= � V �

Jz

8
�
1

8

p
(Jz)2 + 8(Jxy)2;

B
(3)

4
=

1

3

�

� 5V �
Jz

4
�
jJxyj

2
�
1

4

p
(4V � Jz � 2jJxyj)2 + 192t2

�

;

B
(3)

5
=

1

6
(� 8V + J

z);

B
(3)

6
=

1

6
(� 8V � J

z + 2jJxyj);

B
(3)

7
=

1

3

�

� 5V �
Jz

4
�
1

4

p
(4V + Jz)2 + 192t2

�

:

Due to the com plexity ofthe lastsix eigenvalues(e15 -e20)the corresponding

bounds do not exist in "closed form ",but num ericalinvestigationsshow that

they areirrelevant.Including also next-nearestneighbourterm sonegets:

B 1 = � V1 � V2 +
1

4
(Jz1 + J

z
2);

B 2 = 2

�

� t2 � V1 � V2 �

q

(t2 + V2)
2 + t2

1

�

;

B 3 =
1

8

�

� 8(V1 + V2)� J
z
1 + 2J

xy

2
�

q

(Jz
1
� 2Jz

2
+ 2J

xy

2
)2 + 8(J

xy

1
)2

�

;

B 4 = �
2t2

3
�
5

3
(V1 + V2)�

1

12
(Jz1 + 3Jz2)+

1

6
(J

xy

1
+ 3J

xy

2
)

�
1

12

q

(8t2 � 4(V1 + V2)+ Jz
1
� 3Jz

2
� 2J

xy

1
+ 6J

xy

2
)2 + 192t2

1
;

B 5 =
2t2

3
�
5

3
(V1 + V2)�

1

12
(Jz1 + 3Jz2)�

1

6
(J

xy

1
+ 3J

xy

2
)

�
1

12

q

(8t2 + 4(V1 + V2)� Jz
1
+ 3Jz

2
� 2J

xy

1
+ 6J

xy

2
)2 + 192t2

1
;

B 6 = 4t2 � 2V1 � 4V2;

B 7 = � V1 � V2 �
1

4
(Jz2 + 2J

xy

2
);
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B 8 = �
1

6
(� 8t2 + 8V1 + 8V2 � J

z
1);

B 9 = �
1

6
(8jt2j+ 8V1 + 8V2 + J

z
1 + 2jJ

xy

1
j);

B 10 = �
2t2

3
�
5

3
(V1 + V2)+

Jz1

12
+
Jz2

4

�
1

12

q

(� 8t2 + 4(V1 + V2)+ Jz
1
� 3Jz

2
)2 + 192t2

1
:

The ferrom agnetic state has e
(F )

0
= e2 and the corresponding bounds can be

derived in an analogousway.

Thenum berofeigenvaluesand boundsin thecasen = 4 istoolargetobelisted

here.They can be found in [20].
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Figure 1: Covering of3-site clusters on a square lattice. In order to obtain the full

lattice including next-nearestneighbour interaction (diagonalbonds) one has to cover

the lattice with two di�erent3-site clusters,nam ely triangle oftype ’lij’(upper part)

and ’ijk’(lower part).
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Figure2:Stability region ofthe �-pairing state with m om entum P = 0 in the J
z
� J

xy

cutin units ofjtjfor di�erentcluster sizes.
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Figure3:A U � V cutfor the �-pairing state with m om entum P = 0 in units ofjtj.
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Figure4:A Y1 � Y2 cutfor the bounds ofthe �-pairing state with m om entum P = 0

with non-zero next-nearest neighbour interactions. The stability dom ains are shown

for di�erentvalues ofU .
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Figure5:Boundsforthe stability region ofthe ferrom agnetic state in the U � t1 plane

for di�erentvalues ofthe next-nearestneighbour hopping t2.
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Figure 6: Phase diagram of the generalized Hubbard m odelwith nearest neighbour

interactions only.
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