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o~ Abstract

«_ The ground-state magnetic phase diagram is investigatadddwo— and three—dimensiortat’ Hubbard model. We take into
©_account commensurate ferro—, antiferromagnetic, anchineensurate (spiral) magnetic phases, as well as phaseiepanto
magnetic phases of fiierent types, which was often missed in previous investgati We trace the influence of correlation ef-
fects on the stability of both spiral and collinear magnetider by comparing the results of employing both the germal
non-correlated mean—field (Hartree—Fock) approximatimh@eneralized slave boson approach by Kotliar and Ruokiensith
correlation &ects included. We found that the spiral states and espg&sibmagnetism are generally strongly suppressed up to
—inon-realistic large Hubbard, if the correlation éects are taken into account. The electronic phase sepapéys an important
@ 'role in the formation of magnetic states and correspondigipns are wide, especially in the vicinity of halffillinghe details of
<" magnetic ordering for dierent cubic lattices are discussed.
dd
U? Keywords: incommensurate magnetism, electronic correlation, baagihmtism
dd
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E 1. Introduction tual. Spiral structures are observed in both two and three di
I mensional compounds: in iron based high temperature super-
"G The investigation of the one-band Hubbard model is an acgonductors [11] in AFM chromium and feg—iron. In doped
€ ‘tual problem already for more than a half century. In recentyprates the spiral states are found as the dynamic magmetic
decades, the two dimensional (2D) case closely relatedeto thyer [10]. Besides that, considerably enhanced incommatesur
«—problem of high temperature superconductivity has beemint magnetic fluctuations are observed in strontium rutherattes
sively studied. _ _ low temperatures [12] (see discussion in Refs, [8] 13, 14].
C; bi T;Etgrf;lfggesst?steaong ?&g:lrrlgr;ge rr::ggﬂgelszcai?;;?r the A detailed study of the magnetic phase diagram of the 2D
P 9 ( ) " Hubbard model taking into account the electron transfey onl

The types of ms_tablllty of t.h? anuferromagnetw state fire t between the nearest neighbowgithin HFA shows that the spi-
presence of doping or the finite integral of the electrondran . . )
0 fer between the second neighbors are still not incompleeel ral magnetic states occur in a wide range of parameters, es-
o 9 PIEEYY  hecially at moderate valugs < W [15]. It was shown in[[8]

y veal_ed._ According to the classical wotk [1].’ wh_en one ch_arg hat inclusion of the electron transfer between seconcheics
O) carrier is added, the ground state on the bipartite latid@é , . oo :
S(t # 0) in the Hamiltonian changes considerably the ground

saturated ferromagnetic (FM) one. This statement can loe al State magnetic phase diagram. In addition to the spiratstru

icnogn[sllc_ji;ed as a reasonable hypothesis in the case of fiite dotures, the formation of so called stripes was predicted1¥®,

> Seenarios of possible doping—induced magnetic ordering in_However, this conclusion is somewhat devaluated by discega

= clude the phase separation (PS) dfefient types: to the ferro- ing the intersite Coulomb interaction, which can consitigra

« Mmagnetic and antiferromagnetic phases [4] or the phasecof thmcrease the energy of the stripes as inhomogeneous sactu

(O 'superconducting electron liquid and the Néel antiferrgnaic A convenient approach to study the formation of the mag-
phasel[5]. An alternative scenario is the formation of tHeasp ~Netic order with account of correlations is the slave bogen a
(incommensurate) magnetic state. It was considered witifin ~ Proximation (SBA) by Kotliar and Ruckenstein [18]. In thelsa
ferent approaches: the analysis of the momentum dependen@t® Point approximation, this method is qualitatively damito
of the generalized static magnetic susceptibility for tleeeb the Gutzwiller approximation [19].
spectrum |[6], the Hartree—Fock approximation (HFA), small The dfect of electron correlations on stability of the spi-
and moderat®) /W values being treated, wheltkis the param-  ral magnetic states was considered lin| [20] using SBA. The
eter of the Coulomb repulsion aMl is the bandwidth[7,/8], phase diagram of the Hubbard model was built in the the
and thet — J model (largeJ/W values)|[9]. nearest-neighbor approximatioti & 0). Later, the general-

The experimental observation of antiferromagnetic orapir ized static magnetic susceptibility was studied withinsaeme
magnetic structures makes the classical problem of thealet method|[21]. This makes it possible to determine the cateri
description of diferent type magnetic order formation very ac- of the instability of the paramagnetic state with respecato
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second-order transition into the incommensurate magstetie  The Eqg. [2) is equivalent td](1) if the unphysical site states
(this generalizes the criterion obtained within the rangidmase  (which have no equivalents for the original electronic eyst
approximation|[22] to the strongly correlated states). As-a are excluded. The range of definitionty; is restricted by the
sult, a considerable tendency to ferromagnetic orderifipkt  following constraints:

doping and largd’/t values was found. However, the phase

transitions between the magnetically ordered states ¢dro d'd; + pl, P, = ¢,C (4)
studied within this approach. ) ; :

Although the description of thermodynamics is dfidult g6+ Z P, P +d/d = 1. (5)
problem, in the ground state the approaches discussed can be T

used also for three-dimensional (3D) lattices (e.g., triams The presence of the constraints can be taken into account

metal compounds). In the present paper we apply both nong;isin the functional integral formalism through the Lagge
correlated mean—fle_ld (Hartree—Fock) approximation arel thmultipliers (on-site electron energy shifi, for Eq. (@) and
slave boson approximation to 2D and 8® Hubbard model.  5.41 bosonic “chemical potentiak; for Eq. (8)) introduced

into the action. Up to now the transformation considered is

2. Model and methods exact, but further exact functional treatment of both bason
_ and fermionic fields is hardly possible. A reasonable physi-
We consider the Hubbard model cal picture at larg&)/t (different from the Hartree—Fock’s) can
H = Z tijCiTD.CjU- +U Z N, ) be obtained within the saddle—point approximation for miso

fields and Lagrange multipliers: for the acti®hgenerated by

Eq. (@) we replace the bosonic fields by their extrensal
where the matrix elements of the electronic transfetiaqre -t values which are assumed to be site— and time—independent:
for the nearest neighbors atidor the next—nearest neighbors, ej',ei —e DL, P = P di'i‘,di Sdgion e - Ao

ciT ¢, are electronic creation and annihilation operators corre-' The fermionic part of the action can be produced by the

o’ Clo

ijo i

spondingly. Hamiltonian which has the form

Local spin space rotation matchingléirent site magnetiza- )
tion vectors by the angl®R; (whereQ is a spiral wave vector, Hr = Z 2,20 (857 + 61000 Ar)C} i (6)
R; is a site position) is applied for the consideration of mag- oo’ij

netic spirals. This transforms spiral magnetic state inedf-  \ynich eigenvalues (antiferromagnetic subbands) yield the
fective ferromagnetic one, but the hopping term in the Hamil .\ 0 alization of the electronic spectrum:

tonian becomes non—diagonal with respect to spin index. The

Hartree—Fock _treatment of many—pa_rticle C(_)ulomb int_dxnact Es—.1(k) = (1/2) ((z% + zf)ei + A+ /ll) + s+/Dx, 7)
term replaces it by the one—electron interaction term withe

effective fieldUn;; which however mixes the contributions of where

singly occupied states and doubles on the equal footipgg 3 2 2
an average electronic density at sitand spin projectionr). Dk = (1/4)((Z - D& + 41 - 1) +(§22) (8)
This is not correctly physically, especially at laide ande‘fa = (1/2)(tesgrz  tegr2), tk = X exp(K(Ri — R))tj is

A simple way to take into account correlatiofiexts (ener-
getically unfavorability of doubly occupied site states)tihe
introducing of the slave boson operate@), pi-(p; ), di(d),

a bare electronic spectrum.
On the thermodynamic level the impact of the on—site states

ibing th " 3 y /> S on the electronic states manifests itself in two types otbar
describing the transitions between site states origigdtiom  gactrum renormalization: narrowing of the bare spectiike (

the electronic system dynamics on an alternative language bin the Hubbard—I approximatidn[24]), which is specified by
simultaneously with the conventional Slater determinant basedfactorzf < 1 and the additional henergy shift, (like in the
formalism (related with one—electron operators). Congept Hartreer—Fock approximation whet§F = Un/2 — Umo, n =
ally this is close to the Hubbarnd—operator formalism[3, 23], s (¢! ¢ )is the electronic density amd = (1/2) 3, o<c’ ¢ )

H ' H lo~"lo lo "o
where however the site transitiof-operators are introduced is the site magnetization). Bo# and.A, are essentially spin—

instead of the original one—electron operators. The extension Oﬁependent which allows to investigate the formation of mag-
the original Hubbard Hamiltonial(1) has the form where the

‘ ) e ) netic states. However, in the slave boson formalism, inresnt
Coulo?wb interaction term is diagonal with respect to theobos i1, HFA, the one—electron energy shift cannot be expressed
operators:

in terms ofn andm only and should be specified separately, see
Ho = ' e Az +uNdd. 2 Eq. (I2). To write SBA equations, it is convenient to introdu
e I; i1 o Cio Gotio Z‘ t @ an analogue of the Harris—Lange shift|[25]
ep-+p;d 1 OE«(K)
— » f(Es(k ,
@ DN E G O

wheret?” = exp[iQ(Ri — Rj)0™]sctij, and @,

2o = (L—d'd - p p )y Y26 p, + plock) x 3
( G Pl P ) e R+ Pph) ) where f(E) is the Fermi function and the derivative
x(1-¢€g - p=ps) 2 9E«(k)/0(Z2) corresponds to formal derivative of Eq. (7) with



respect t@2. Then we can write the saddle—point (mean—field)for t' = 0 we present these results in Fig. 1a). Analogous phase

equations: diagram obtained within SBA is shown in Figl 1b[26]. Note
1 that for both these approaches the phase transitions betwee
n =9 Z f(Es(K)), (10)  the diferent magnetic states are generally first-order transition
ks that leads to considerable regions of phase separatiomdhe

SZ-2)+ -4 count of PS considerably distinguishes the phase diagram ob
VDx ’ (1) tained within SBA from that presented in [20], where PS was
disregarded. The separation regions between the antifiego
Ao = v [‘Da( pf?/e2 N g/paz) + (D(r/(ep(r):|’ (12)  hetic phase and the spiral magnetig states (parqlled, (Q, )
e+pz p;+d and diagonalQ = (Q, Q)) are especially wide. Therefore, the

1
m = mkzssf(Es(k»

where we have introduced= ed — p; p;. regions of the pure spiral states are narrowed. In particihiis
The saddle—point values of bosonic variables should be of€fers to the diagonal phase, the existence of which becomes
tained as a solution of self-consistent equations: possible only all > 11t. The phase transition between the
5 o o paramagnetic and spiral magnetic states is of a second order
2d°+pr+p; = n (13)
@/2)pi-p) = m ORI . '
2 2 2 _
f+p+pl+d = 1, (15) ul e | amell @@ i
1 1 FM M |QQ)
—+—]0, = U. 16) R~ = - 4
v;(epg =)o M ol S
. . . Q.0)

Note that the HFA equations can be easily obtained from the 10 [ 0.Q) (S,Fé) @Qmn 7
Eqgs. (IO TP AB.A4.1{5]16) by the following ansatz: E&) ( ol om AN | i
should be replaced by the equation= 0, 3, — AF. Note ~ “[  \| /" Qm
thaty = 0 implies the vanishing ol and these replacements 6 L i
(especially at largéJ/t) violate the Eq. [(16), which indicates Qn \7 e PM
insuficiency of HFA. The conditiowr = 0 is equivalent (by the 4 .
Schwarz inequality) ta% = zf = 1, which means that electronic PM
motion is insensitive to the character of site states, endhd 2r ]
sense of averaging single and double site occupanoies=( o L2 . b) .
p2 +d?). 0 05 n 1 05 0

The saddle point expression for the thermodynamic potentia
of the spiral state(per sit€)(Q) has a form Figure 1: Ground state magnetic phase diagram of the Hubbadg! for the

square lattice with’ = 0 atn < 1 within (a) HFA [8] and (b) SBA. The phase
Q(Q) = Ud? - Z A (P2 +d?) + (2, 1), (17)  diagram for the casa > 1 due to the electron-hole symmetry & 2 — n)
- coincides with the given one. The spiral phases are denaigutding to the

. . form of their wave vector. Filling shows the regions of theaph separation.
where Q¢(Z., A,) is the standard potential for the Nnon— goid lines denote the second order phase transitions. Budisl correspond to
interacting electron system in the fielg, with narrowed (by the boundaries between the regions of the homogeneous pheshe phase
factorzf,) spectrum separation. Dashed lines show the regions of the sepautitifferent phases.

Qarm = (m,7)
Q(Z, 4,) = =(T/N) Z log(1+exp(-Es(k)/T).  (18)
ks One can see that the electron correlations lead to a notice-

The resulting wave vector is determined by the minimizationable suppression of the magnetically ordered states in admp
of Q over various spiral states (spiral wave vec®r The mini-  son with HFA: the corresponding concentration intervalthi
mization ofQ(Q) with respect tdQ was performed numerically phase diagram decrease strongly, and the variety of thal spir
while Q was running in the most relevant region of its param-states disappears. Besides that, in the slave boson aproxi
eter space; the step of changing its componentisQhere  tion there occurs a wide region of paramagnetic state. The fe
and hereafter the lattice paramedés taken to be unity). Since romagnetic state covering a considerable part of the diagra
Q in the ground state actually depends on the chemical poterwithin HFA is shifted to the region of large valués 2 60t.
tial u as a parameter, we can determine the dependence of tAdis behavior reproduces the result obtained.in [20] and & i
magnetic structure om by a procedure taking into account the good agreement with the variational study of the stabilftthe
possibility of the phase separation [8]. saturated ferromagnetic phase [2]. The region of the sépara
of the antiferromagnetic and spiral phases is narrowed bytab
a factor of 2.

According to our calculations, even unrestricted increzse
3.1. 2D lattices U does not make the magnetically ordered states stable far fro

We calculated the phase diagrams of the ground state at difalf filling: at U = oo, there are no spiral magnetic solu-
ferentt’ /t values within the Hartree—Fock approximation.in [8]; tions to equations of the slave boson method at 0.37 and

3

3. Results



n > 1.63.At the same time, the saturated ferromagnetic solu- ;,
tion becomes more favorable than the spiral ones-at & 0.3.

(Q.Q) |AF+
Q.Q

AF+
Qm

Thus, the spiral magnetic state at latdevalues far from half 14
filing replaces the saturated ferromagnetic one. In cahtra
to [3], the unsaturated ferromagnetic solutions exist iwithur
approach, but they are always energy unfavorable in compari 19 |
son with the saturated ferromagnetic or spiral magnettesta
Up to the end of this Section we present our results for the 8
square lattice for nonzero valuetofor which the particle—hole
symmetry breaks down: Theftirence of hole—doped « 1)
and electron—dopech(> 1) systems properties is of a great 4
interest[8]. We present the phase diagramtfoe 0.2t within
HFA (Fig. @) and SBA (Fig[13). In comparison with the case 2 |
t' = 0, for the casen < 1 the diagonal phase shifts to the re-
gion of much smallet/t values and the parallel phase becomes o 05 n_ 1 1'.5 9
more extended over the concentration parameter. The @tysic
origin is the shift of the density valugy corresponding to the
coincidence of the Fermi level in the paramagnetic phase and
the van Hove singularity level (faf = 0.2t n,y ~ 0.83) with
respect to half filling§ = 1): att’ # 0 these points give their the magnetic properties of layered high—temperature soper
own tendencies to the corresponding magnetic ordering.e&/e s ducting perovskites, for which the fitting of the angular re-
that in the hole—doped half of the phase diagram the coivalat Solved photoemission spectroscopy spectra to the barelmode
effects lead only to a quantitative renormalization of the phasone yieldst’ ~ 0.2t. The results are in agreement[26] with

12 +

PM

Figure 3: The same as in Fig. 2 within SBA

boundaries. the experimental data on the magnetic structure of the hole—
doped compound La,Sr,CuQ4, which has a close value of
Uit thet’/t parameter [27—30]. At the same time, for the high tem-

perature superconducting compound,N€e,CuQy, in which

7 the charge carriers are electrons, the homogeneous comamens
rate antiferromagnetic ordering is stable upxte 0.14 [31] in
agreement with our results far> 1 (see Fig[B).

14
12

10 )
3.2. 3D lattices

7 Now we present the results for three—dimensional lattices:
simple cubic (sc) and body centered cubic (bcc) latticesst Fi
we consider the ground state magnetic phase diagram fat-sc la
tice witht” = 0. The physical picture is very similar to that for
the square lattice (see Figl 4 for comparison of the restilts o
. HFA (a) and SBA (b) approaches): the density value 1 cor-
responding to both van Hove singularity and perfect antifer
magnetic nesting peculiarity retains its crucial role. Epéal
Q = (Q, r) magnetic phase for the square lattice is replaced by
the spiral withQ = (Q, xr, ). Note that finiteness of the density
of states at the Fermi level correspondingnte 1 in the para-
magnetic phase (which makes the tendency to ferromagnetic
ordering weaker within the Stoner theory) does not actusHy
fect the phase diagram since this tendency is in any case much
In the case oh > 1, the correlation fects are more sig- weaker than the antiferromagnetic instability tenden@spnt
nificant: all homogeneous spiral states disappear, exoet f in the vicinity of halffilling.
narrow region of the parallel phase. Such a suppressiongf ma We consider the results of SBA in the case of non-rejsee
netism is explained by the fact that here all the singulanies  Fig.[5) where these tendencies are well separated. One ean se
come from the poinh = 1. Far from half filling, any spiral that in the vicinity ofn,y ~ 0.25 and rather small/t ~ 1.5
magnetism is impossible and the saturated ferromagnetism the competition of diagonaly = (Q, Q, Q)) and ferromagnetic
unfavorable in comparison with the paramagnetic phaseyat arphases is present to the rightmf; (this has a direct analogy
largeU value, when correlations are taken into account. Thusin the square lattice case). On the other hand, there is BS int
the electron—hole asymmetry is enhanced considerablynin co the paramagnetic and ferromagnetic phases to the left of poi
parison with HFA. nyH; this does not occur in the two—dimensional case. However,
These results can be used for qualitatively explaining othe ferromagnetic region is rather narrow and survives @t w

4

15 2

Figure 2: Ground state magnetic phase diagram for the sdattice with
t’ = 0.2 within HFA |8]. Dashed lines denote the first order phaseditaons in
the case where the region of the phase separation is nartwevndtations are
analogous to that in Fif] 1



as the diagonal phase) in the vicinitymfy; this feature is dif-

halffilling they fully destroy magnetic ordering. The vanv¢

ferent from the square lattice. As well as in the 2D case, wesingularity corresponding to = n,y = 1 results in this case in

found hole—patrticle strong asymmetry: fok 1 the variety of

magnetic phases appears at not too ldyge For instance, at
a realistic valuaJ = 4t we found AFM phase in the vicinity of
halffilling, which is replaced by the phase with= (Q, , 7)

an especially wide PS and magnetic phase regions; the domi-
nating magnetic order is diagonal or@ € (Q, Q, Q)). This is

a manifestation of especially strong van Hove singulatityha
band centre for the bcc lattice.

(and a small fracture ofg, Q, ) phase) as the density becomes
lower. Then one observes a wide non—magnetic region, and
at low density the system enters the region of ferromagnetic

and diagonal phase competition. For- 1 the magnetism is Uit
; FM |AF+FM
strongly suppressed (as well as in 2D case). 20 | P (Q.2m2m N
AF+
Uit 15 ¢ e Q.2n2m @Q2m .
(Q.2m2m) oy s
— +
20 U S
o A\ S\ (QQ.Q A
AF+
(Q.Q.Q)
15 - Q.Q.Q)
(Q.Q.Q)
5 - -
PM PM
10 —
0 a) . b) .
0.1 05 n 1 0.5 0.1
5 7 . . . .
Figure 6: Ground state magnetic phase diagram for the boolgmes cubic
lattice witht” = 0 atn < 1 within (a) HFA and (b) SBA. At second order
transitions the wave vect@) reaches continuously the Brillouin zone boundary

Figure 4: Ground state magnetic phase diagram for the sioylle lattice
with t' = 0 atn < 1 within (a) HFA and (b) SBA. The notations are analogous
to that in Fig[l. At second order transitions between cedimAFM and spiral
phases the wave vect@ reaches continuously the Brillouin zone boundary

(Q=n); Qarm = (7,7, 7)

Uit

20

15

10 PM 4

Figure 5: Ground state magnetic phase diagram for the sioyile lattice
with t = 0.3 within SBA.Qarm = (, 7, 7)

(Q = mor 2r); Qarm = (0,0, 27)

We present the results for bec lattice with= 0.3t obtained
within HFA (Fig.[d) and SBA (Fig[18). It is evident that the re-
sults are considerablyfiiérent from square and sc lattices. For
electron doping the correlatiorffects results in the fact that
up to largeU/t pure antiferromagnetic ordering in the vicin-
ity of halffilling occurs, which is changed by paramagnetic
phase fom 2> 1.4. The variety of magnetic phases which ex-
ist far away from half—filling in HFA vanishes. For hole dop-
ing at rather larg&J/t = 10 there occur ferromagnetic phase
andQ = (0,0, Q) phase which can be considered as a modu-
lated ferromagnetic phase. At smallgft the diagonal (00, Q)
phase becomes favorable in a wide region. In HFA there exists
PS into ferromagnetic and AFM phases in the vicinity of half-
filling. It is interesting that in this case correlations gtieally
do not renormalize critical values &f. However the structure
of PS regions is strongly changed.

4. Conclusions and Discussion

The results obtained can be applied to analysis of proggertie
and phenomena id—metals and their compounds, especially
with fcc and bcc structures. The correlatiorfieets consid-
ered can be important, e.g. for metal-insulator (Mott) d¢ran
tions. Within the Hartree—Fock approximation includingrap

In Fig. [8 we present the results for the bcc lattice Hubbardstates the latter problem was treatec.in [32].

model in the cas¢ = 0. One can see that correlatiofiexts
strongly but only quantitatively renormalize the boundaimgse
lines in a rather wide vicinity of half—filling, but well awdyom

The slave boson approximation enables one to take into ac-
count correlations in terms of a few parameters renormaliz-
ing the electron spectrum. Such an approach is more simple



U/t

20

15

10

charge carriers increases in comparison with the Hartreek-F
approximation. When the concentration is far from halfridji
and the Fermi level is far from the van Hove singularity, the
magnetic state cannot be formed at &hy
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