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Abstract. We develop a general theory of flat-band ferromagnetism in the SU(N)

Fermi-Hubbard model, which describes the behavior of N -component fermions with

SU(N) symmetric interactions. We focus on the case where the single-particle spectrum

has a flat band at the bottom and establish a necessary and sufficient condition for

the SU(N) Hubbard model to exhibit ferromagnetism when the number of particles

is the same as the degeneracy. We show that the occurrence of ferromagnetism is

equivalent to the irreducibility of the projection matrix onto the space of single-particle

ground states. We also demonstrate that this result can be exploited to establish a

rigorous result for the ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model with a flat band.

Specifically, we prove that when the SU(N) Hubbard model is ferromagnetic, the

ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model with the same hopping matrix also exhibits

SU(N) ferromagnetism.

Keywords: SU(N) Hubbard model, SU(N) Kondo lattice model, flat-band
ferromagnetism. Submitted to: J. Phys. A: Math. Theor.
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1. Introduction

In recent years, advances in experimental techniques with ultracold atoms have allowed

for the simulation of various quantum systems in optical lattices [1–5]. With the

ability to precisely control lattice potentials and interaction strengths, ultracold atomic

systems are expected to be a versatile tool for investigating many-body physics in

strongly correlated systems. It is worth noting that ultracold atoms are not restricted to

simulating known models describing conventional quantum systems but can also realize

novel quantum systems with no counterpart in conventional materials.

One example of such a novel quantum system is fermionic systems with SU(N)

symmetry realized with alkaline-earth-like atoms. These atoms trapped in an optical

lattice are described by the SU(N) Fermi-Hubbard model [6], which generalizes the

standard Hubbard model with SU(2) symmetry [7–11]. In conventional condensed-

matter physics, the SU(N) Hubbard model has mainly been explored with the large-N

approach [12,13]. This approach is primarily concerned with the behavior of the model

with infinitely large N , and little attention has been paid to the properties of the model

for finite N (N > 2). However, recent experimental realizations of the SU(N) Hubbard

model with ultracold atoms have inspired theoretical studies on the properties of the

SU(N) Hubbard model with finite N [14–16]. Recent studies have shown that the

SU(N) Hubbard model can exhibit phases, and interest in this model has continued to

grow.

Moreover, in a specific limit, the system of alkaline-earth-like atoms can be

described by the SU(N) Kondo lattice model [6, 17], in which itinerant fermions and

localized SU(N) spins interact with SU(N) symmetric exchange interaction. Efforts

have also been made to realize such systems described by the SU(N) Kondo lattice

model using two-orbital alkaline-earth-like atoms [18–20]. The SU(N) Kondo lattice

model was also introduced in the large-N approach to study the SU(2) Kondo lattice

model [21–23]. However, in this approach, the main focus was on the case with infinitely

large N , and the properties of the models at finite N have been less studied except for

the case of N = 2.

While the SU(N) Hubbard and Kondo lattice models have attracted much

interest both theoretically and experimentally, such models are notoriously difficult to

solve analytically. Nevertheless, obtaining mathematically rigorous results in special

situations would be possible. Although the model in such a situation may be unrealistic,

it can serve as a basis for other theoretical studies. Here we review rigorous results for

SU(N) symmetric models, mostly for the SU(N) Hubbard model (including the case

with N = 2).

The Nagaoka ferromagnetism is the first rigorous result for the SU(2) Hubbard

model [24, 25]. It was proved that when the Coulomb repulsions are infinitely large,

and there is exactly one hole, the ground state of the Hubbard model is ferromagnetic

and unique, provided the lattice satisfies a certain connectivity condition. Recently,

Refs. [26, 27] have reported that the Nagaoka ferromagnetism can be extended to the
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SU(N) Hubbard model with general N . In the multiorbital Hubbard model, theorems

regarding ferromagnetism have been rigorously proved in the Refs. [28, 29]. These

theorems have also been extended to the SU(N) case, as discussed in [28].

In Ref. [30], Lieb established rigorous results for both attractive and repulsive

SU(2) Hubbard model. In particular, for the repulsive case, it was proved that Lieb’s

ferrimagnetism is exhibited in a wide range of models, which can also be considered

as the case with a flat band. Subsequently, Mielke [31] and Tasaki [32] independently

established new rigorous results for the SU(2) Hubbard model, known as flat-band

ferromagnetism. The term flat band refers to the structure of the single-particle energy

spectrum with macroscopic degeneracy. They constructed tight-binding models that

produce a flat band at the bottom of the single-particle spectrum and then showed

that the ground states of the Hubbard model are ferromagnetic and unique when the

number of particles equals the multiplicity of the single-particle ground states. There

are systematic methods for constructing tight-binding models with flat bands. For

example, Mielke proposed a method based on line graphs [31]. Another method called

cell construction was introduced by Tasaki [32–35]. Other methods of constructing

various classes of flat bands have also been proposed [36–41]. Based on these methods,

various types of flat-band ferromagnetism have been studied so far [42–46]. Furthermore,

extensions of flat-band ferromagnetism to the SU(N) case have recently been discussed,

and rigorous results were proved in Refs. [47–49].

Although there are various tight-binding models that have a flat band at the bottom

of their energy spectrum, we should note that it is not always guaranteed that the ground

state of the Hubbard model, which is formed by adding the on-site interaction term to

the tight-binding model, is uniquely ferromagnetic. In the case of the SU(2) Hubbard

model, a general theory of flat-band ferromagnetism has been developed [35, 50, 51].

This theory provides a necessary and sufficient condition to determine whether an SU(2)

Hubbard model with a bottom flat band exhibits ferromagnetism in the ground state.

However, the corresponding general theory of flat-band ferromagnetism in the SU(N)

Hubbard model has not yet been established.

We also comment on rigorous results for the Kondo lattice model. As for the SU(2)

Kondo lattice model, a few rigorous results are known. In Ref. [52], the equivalence

between the antiferromagnetic SU(2) Kondo lattice model in the strong-coupling limit

and the SU(2) Hubbard model with infinitely large Coulomb repulsion was found. It was

shown that there exist some ferromagnetic regions. In Ref. [53], the antiferromagnetic

SU(2) Kondo lattice model with one electron was investigated, and it was rigorously

proved that the ground state exhibits a ferromagnetic order. The SU(2) Kondo lattice

model with a flat band was also discussed in Ref. [54]. For the SU(N) Kondo lattice

model, the one-dimensional SU(N) Kondo lattice model has recently been discussed

in Ref. [17]. In the strong-coupling limit, the effective Hamiltonian of the model was

derived, and rigorous results for the ground states were proved, which can be seen as a

generalization of the result in Ref. [55] to the SU(N) case.

This paper presents a general theory of flat-band ferromagnetism in the SU(N)
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Hubbard model. This is a natural extension of the general theory in the SU(2)

Hubbard model presented in Refs. [50,51]. We consider a hopping matrix whose ground

states are degenerate. Then we study the SU(N) Hubbard model with the hopping

matrix. We give a necessary and sufficient condition for the model to exhibit SU(N)

ferromagnetism. It is proved that the emergence of SU(N) ferromagnetism is equivalent

to the irreducibility of the orthogonal projection matrix onto the space spanned by the

lowest energy states of the single-particle spectrum.

In addition, we find an application of the result to the ferromagnetic SU(N)

Kondo lattice model and prove a rigorous result for flat-band ferromagnetism in this

model. The standard alkali-earth-like atoms, such as 87Sr and 173Yb, exhibit the

ferromagnetic Kondo coupling rather than antiferromagnetic Kondo coupling [17,18,56,

57]. Consequently, in the context of ultracold atomic experiments, it is more physically

natural to consider the ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model. Supposing that the

SU(N) Hubbard model exhibits SU(N) ferromagnetism, it is rigorously proved that the

ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model with the same hopping matrix also exhibits

SU(N) ferromagnetism in its ground states.

The present paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we consider the SU(N) Hubbard

model with degenerate single-particle ground states. We then discuss the necessary and

sufficient condition for the SU(N) Hubbard model to exhibit ferromagnetism when the

number of particles is the same as the degeneracy and prove that the irreducibility

of the projection matrix onto the space of single-particle ground states is equivalent

to the occurrence of ferromagnetism. In Sec. 3, we further discuss the ferromagnetic

SU(N) Kondo lattice model with a flat band. By exploiting the general theory for the

Hubbard model, we also establish a rigorous result for flat-band ferromagnetism in the

ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model. Finally, in Sec. 4, we give a summary and

present some remarks on the theorem concerning the SU(N) Kondo lattice model.

2. The SU(N) Hubbard model and main result

2.1. The SU(N) Hubbard model

Let Λ be a finite lattice. We denote by ĉ†x,α and ĉx,α, respectively, the fermionic creation

and the annihilation operators at site x ∈ Λ with color α = 1, . . . , N . They satisfy the

anticommutation relations

{ĉx,α, ĉy,β} = {ĉ†x,α, ĉ
†
y,β} = 0, (1)

{ĉx,α, ĉ†y,β} = δα,βδx,y. (2)

The number operator of fermion at site x with color α is defined by n̂x,α = ĉ†x,αĉx,α, and

the total fermion number is N̂c =
∑

x∈Λ n̂x, where n̂x =
∑N

α=1 n̂x,α. The Fock space of

the fermionic operators is denoted by H(Λ). The Hamiltonian of the SU(N) Hubbard
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model is given by

ĤHub = Ĥhop + Ĥint, (3)

Ĥhop =
N∑

α=1

∑
x,y∈Λ

tx,y ĉ
†
x,αĉy,α, (4)

Ĥint = U
∑
α<β

∑
x∈Λ

n̂x,αn̂x,β, (5)

where T = (tx,y)x,y∈Λ is the hopping matrix on the lattice Λ, and the parameter U is

assumed to be positive.

In the SU(N) Hubbard model, the total number of fermions is trivially conserved,

which can be seen as

[ĤHub, N̂c] = 0. (6)

We define color raising and lowering operators by

F̂α,β =
∑
x∈Λ

ĉ†x,αĉx,β for α ̸= β, (7)

and the total number operator of fermions with color α by

F̂α,α =
∑
x∈Λ

ĉ†x,αĉx,α for α = 1, . . . , N. (8)

Due to the SU(N) symmetry, one can see that the operators F̂α,β commutes with ĤHub.

Together with the conservation of the total number of fermions, the Hamiltonian (3)

possesses U(N) = U(1)× SU(N) symmetry. In what follows, we denote the eigenvalues

of F̂α,α by Mα, and the eigenvalue of N̂c by Nc.

Let us introduce some subspaces of H(Λ). We define a subspace HNc(Λ) by

HNc(Λ) = {|Φ⟩ ∈ H(Λ) | N̂c |Φ⟩ = Nc |Φ⟩}. (9)

We also define a subspace HM1,...,MN
(Λ) by

HM1,...,MN
(Λ) = {|Φ⟩ ∈ H(Λ) | F̂α,α |Φ⟩ =Mα |Φ⟩ for all α = 1, . . . , N}. (10)

To define SU(N) ferromagnetism, we introduce the quadratic Casimir operator Ĉ2

of the SU(N) group, which is defined by [58]

Ĉ2 =
1

2

(
N∑

α,β=1

F̂α,βF̂ β,α − N̂2
c

N

)
. (11)

When N = 2, in the standard notation, one may write Ŝ+
tot = F̂ 1,2, Ŝ−

tot = F̂ 2,1, and

Ŝz
tot =

(
F̂ 1,1 − F̂ 2,2

)
/2. With the notation, the operator Ĉ2 is written as

Ĉ2 =
1

2

(
Ŝ+
totŜ

−
tot + Ŝ−

totŜ
+
tot

)
+
(
Ŝz
tot

)2
for N = 2. (12)
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This operator is the square of the magnitude of the total spin operator defined by(
Ŝtot

)2
=
(
Ŝx
tot

)2
+
(
Ŝy
tot

)2
+
(
Ŝz
tot

)2
. Therefore, the operator Ĉ2 can be seen as a

generalization of the operator
(
Ŝtot

)2
.

Now we are ready to state the definition of SU(N) ferromagnetism.

Definition 1. Consider the Hamiltonian (3) with the total fermion number Nc. We

say that the model exhibits SU(N) ferromagnetism if any ground state |ΦGS⟩ has the

maximum eigenvalue of Ĉ2 in HNc(Λ), i.e.,

Ĉ2 |ΦGS⟩ =
Nc(N − 1)

2

(
Nc

N
+ 1

)
|ΦGS⟩ . (13)

Note that the above definition of ferromagnetism is the strongest form of

ferromagnetism, which should be referred to as complete ferromagnetism or saturated

ferromagnetism. In the case N = 2, let Stot (Stot + 1) be the eigenvalue of
(
Ŝtot

)2
.

Even if Stot of the ground states is macroscopically large but not the maximum value,

it is commonly considered that ferromagnetism is manifested. In this paper, however,

we only study complete ferromagnetism and refer to it simply as ferromagnetism.

We call a state satisfying Eq. (13) as a fully polarized state. The eigenvalue equation

(13) is satisfied if a state has no double occupancy and is fully symmetrized with respect

to the color degrees of freedom. Conversely, a state satisfying Eq. (13) is such a fully

symmetrized state.

2.2. Main theorem

Here we state our main theorem. First, we introduce some notation and make

assumptions about the model. The single-particle Hilbert space is denoted by h ∼= C|Λ|,

and we write a |Λ|-dimensional vector in h as ϕ = (ϕ(x))x∈Λ. The inner product of two

vectors, ϕ and ψ, is defined by

⟨ϕ,ψ⟩ =
∑
x∈Λ

ϕ(x)∗ψ(x). (14)

We now assume that

T ≥ 0, (15)

and denote the kernel of T by h0 = kerT. We also assume that h0 is not empty and

write D0 = dimh0. Let P0 be the orthogonal projection matrix onto the subspace h0,

and we define Λ0 = {x ∈ Λ|(P0)x,x ̸= 0}. We say the |Λ0|×|Λ0| matrix
(
(P0)x,y

)
x,y∈Λ0

is

reducible if and only if Λ0 can be decomposed as Λ0 = Λ1∪Λ2 with Λ1∩Λ2 = ∅, Λ0 ̸= ∅,
and Λ2 ̸= ∅ so that (P0)x,y = 0 for any x ∈ Λ1 and y ∈ Λ2. The matrix

(
(P0)x,y

)
x,y∈Λ0

is said to be irreducible if it is not reducible. If T has translation symmetry, we have

energy bands as a function of wave vectors. Moreover, if D0 is proportional to the



Flat-band ferromagnetism in the SU(N) Hubbard and Kondo lattice models 7

Figure 1. The lattice structure of the delta chain with hopping amplitude t1 = t/
√
2

and t2 = t/2, where we impose the periodic boundary conditions. All the sites have

the uniform on-site potentials t.

−π 0 π
k

0.0
0.5
1.0
1.5
2.0
2.5
3.0

ε(
k
)

Figure 2. The dispersion relations of the energy bands for the delta chain with t = 1.

The lowest band is completely flat at zero energy In this case, the value of D0 equals

the number of the unit cells.

number of sites |Λ|, it suggests that the lowest band is flat at zero energy. Figure 1

shows an example of a lattice system in which the lowest band is flat, called a delta

chain. The realization of this lattice system with an optical lattice is also discussed [59].

The dispersion relations of this lattice system are shown in Fig. 2.

Now we are ready to state our theorem.

Theorem 1. Consider the SU(N) Hubbard model (3) with T ≥ 0 and Nc = D0 . The

model exhibits SU(N) ferromagnetism if and only if the |Λ0|×|Λ0| matrix
(
(P0)x,y

)
x,y∈Λ0

is irreducible.

2.3. Proof of Theorem 1

In this subsection, we prove Theorem 1. We first prove the following lemma.

Lemma 1. One can take a subset I ⊂ Λ with |I| = D0 and a basis {µz}z∈I of h0 in

such a way that for each z ∈ I, the basis vector µz = (µz(x))x∈Λ satisfies µz(z) ̸= 0 and

µz(z
′) = 0 for any z′ ∈ I\{z}.

Proof. Our proof is essentially the same as the proof of Lemma 11.16 in Ref. [35]. We

see that the rank of T is |Λ| −D0 since dim h0 = D0. Then there exists a subset Λ′ ⊂ Λ

with |Λ′| = |Λ| −D0 such that the determinant of the submatrix (tx,y)x,y∈Λ′ is nonzero,
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Figure 3. In the delta chain, the vector µz satisfying the condition of Lemma 1 can

be defined to be localized at the black site. This vector has a component of 1 at the

black site z and −1/
√
2 at the two white sites adjacent to z.

and any (|Λ| − D0 + 1) × (|Λ| − D0 + 1) submatrix of T has determinant zero [60].

Let I = Λ\Λ′. We find that, for arbitrary z ∈ I, the submatrix (tx,y)x,y∈Λ′∪{z} has

determinant zero, which implies that this matrix has a zero eigenvalue. We denote the

corresponding eigenvector by µ̃z = (µ̃z(x))x∈Λ′∪{z}. We can see that µ̃z(z) ̸= 0. This

is because if µ̃z(z) = 0, then (µ̃z(x))x∈Λ′ is an eigenvector of (tx,y)x,y∈Λ′ with eigenvalue

zero. This contradicts that the matrix (tx,y)x,y∈Λ′ has nonzero determinant. Thus, we

have µz(z) ̸= 0. We then define a |Λ|-dimensional vector µz = (µz(x))x∈Λ as

µz(x) =

{
µ̃z(x) if x ∈ Λ′ ∪ {z},
0 otherwise,

(16)

for z ∈ I. We note that µz(z) ̸= 0 for z ∈ I and µz(z
′) = 0 for z′ ∈ I\{z}. Using∑

y∈Λ′∪{z} tx,yµ̃z(y) = 0, we can see that

⟨µz,Tµz⟩ = 0. (17)

Because of the positive semidefiniteness of T, it holds that Tµz = 0. Since µz(z) ̸= 0

and µz(z
′) = 0, the set {µz}z∈I is linearly independent, and hence it is a basis of h0

satisfying the conditions of Lemma 1.

In the example shown in Fig. 1, the subset I can be taken as the entire set of the

black sites. In this case, the vector µz is localized at a black site. This vector has

nonzero components only at the black site and the two white sites adjacent to it. See

Fig. 3

With the basis {µz}z∈I , we can characterize Λ0 as

Λ0 = {x ∈ Λ|µz(x) ̸= 0 for some z ∈ I}. (18)

This can be seen as follows. Let {ψi}i=1,...,D0 be an orthonormal basis of h0. The

projection matrix P0 is written as (P0)x,y =
∑D0

i=1 ψi(x)ψi(y)
∗. Suppose that µz(x) = 0

for all z ∈ I for some x ∈ Λ. Then we see that ψi(x) = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , D0 since

the vector ψi can be written as a linear combination of {µz}z∈I . Therefore, we have

(P0)x,x =
∑D0

i=1 ψi(x)ψi(x)
∗ = 0, which means that x /∈ Λ0 if µz(x) = 0 for all z ∈ I.
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Conversely, suppose that for some x ∈ Λ, there exists z ∈ I such that µz(x) ̸= 0. Let Pz

be the projection matrix onto the one-dimensional subspace spanned by µz. Then we

see that (P0)x,x ≥ (Pz)x,x. Since µz(x) ̸= 0, (Pz)x,x > 0. Therefore, we have (P0)x,x ̸= 0,

and hence, x ∈ Λ0. Thus, Λ0 = {x ∈ Λ|µz(x) ̸= 0 for some z ∈ I}. For example, in

the delta chain, the set of the eigenvectors with eigenvalue zero {µz}z∈I can cover the

entire lattice system, thus Λ0 = Λ.

We write µz ∼ µz′ if there is a site x ∈ Λ such that µz(x)µz′(x) ̸= 0. We say that

the basis {µz}z∈I is connected if there is a sequence {zi}i=0,...,n with zi ∈ I such that

z0 = z, zn = z′, and µzi−1
∼ µzi for i = 1, . . . , n. We also write µz ≁ µz′ if there is no

site x such that µz(x)µz′(x) ̸= 0.

Then we can prove the following lemma.

Lemma 2. Consider the SU(N) Hubbard model with Nc = D0. The model exhibits the

SU(N) ferromagnetism if and only if the basis {µz}z∈I is connected.

Proof. Since the hopping matrix T is positive semidefinite, Ĥhop is also positive

semidefinite. This can be seen as follows. Since dim h = |Λ| and dim h0 = D0, there are

|Λ|−D0 linearly independent eigenvectors of T with positive eigenvalues. We denote the

eigenvectors by ϕi (i = 1, . . . , |Λ| − D0), which satisfy Tϕi = λiϕi with λi > 0. Since

they can always be taken to be orthogonal to each other, we assume that ⟨ϕi,ϕj⟩ = δi,j.

With the vectors µz and ϕi, we define a new set of operators

â†z,α =
∑
x∈Λ

µz(x)ĉ
†
x,α, (19)

b̂†i,α =
∑
x∈Λ

ϕi(x)ĉ
†
x,α. (20)

They satisfy

{âz,α, âw,β} = {b̂i,α, b̂j,β} = {âz,α, b̂i,β} = 0, (21)

{az,α, a†w,β} = δα,β⟨µz,µw⟩, (22)

{b̂i,α, b̂†j,β} = δα,βδi,j, (23)

{âz,α, b̂†i,β} = 0, (24)

where the last line follows since ⟨µz,ϕi⟩ = 0. Because the hopping matrix can be written

as tx,y =
∑|Λ|−D0

i=1 λiϕi(x)ϕi(y)
∗, we can represent the hopping Hamiltonian as

Ĥhop =
N∑

α=1

|Λ|−D0∑
i=1

λib̂
†
i,αb̂i,α. (25)

Since b̂†i,αb̂i,α ≥ 0 and λi > 0, Ĥhop is positive semidefinite. The interaction term Ĥint

is also positive semidefinite because n̂x,αn̂x,β = (ĉx,αĉx,β)
†ĉx,αĉx,β ≥ 0. Hence, the entire

Hamiltonian ĤHub is positive semidefinite.
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We define the fully polarized states as follows. First, the fully polarized state with

color α is given by

|Φall α⟩ =

(∏
z∈I

â†z,α

)
|Φvac⟩ , (26)

where |Φvac⟩ is the normalized vacuum state for ĉx,α. We can easily see that the |Φall α⟩
is an eigenstate of ĤHub with zero energy. Since ĤHub ≥ 0, the state |Φall α⟩ is the

ground state of ĤHub in HD0(Λ). Due to the SU(N) symmetry, one can obtain other

ground states of the following form

|ΦM1,M2,...,MN
⟩ =

(
F̂N,1

)MN

· · ·
(
F̂ 2,1

)M2

|Φall 1⟩ , (27)

where M1 = D0 −
∑N

α=2Mα. We also refer to the states of the form (27) as fully

polarized states. It is easily seen that

Ĉ2 |Φall α⟩ =
D0(N − 1)

2

(
D0

N
+ 1

)
|Φall α⟩ , (28)

which means that the state |Φall α⟩ has the maximum eigenvalue of Ĉ2 in HD0(Λ).

Because [Ĉ2, F̂
α,β] = 0, the fully polarized states of the form (27) also have the same

eigenvalue for Ĉ2. Thus, all the fully polarized states are ground states of ĤHub with

the maximum eigenvalue of Ĉ2 in HD0(Λ).

In the following, we prove that there are no other ground states if and only if

{µz}z∈I is connected. Let |ΦGS⟩ be an arbitrary ground state of ĤHub in HD0(Λ). In

general, we can express the state as

|ΦGS⟩ =
∑

I1,...,IN⊂I

Ĩ1,...,ĨN⊂Ĩ

f
(
{Iα}, {Ĩα}

)
×

(∏
z1∈I1

â†z1,1

)
· · ·

( ∏
zN∈IN

â†zN ,N

)∏
i1∈Ĩ1

b̂†i1,1

 · · ·

 ∏
iN∈ĨN

b̂†iN ,N

 |Φvac⟩ , (29)

where f({Iα}, {Ĩα}) is a coefficient, and Iα and Ĩα are subsets of I and Ĩ = {1, 2, . . . , |Λ|−
D0}, respectively, such that

∑N
α=1

(
|Iα|+ |Ĩα|

)
= D0. The ground state satisfies

ĤHub |ΦGS⟩ = 0, and the inequalities Ĥhop ≥ 0 and Ĥint ≥ 0 imply that Ĥhop |ΦGS⟩ = 0

and Ĥint |ΦGS⟩ = 0. Since the hopping Hamiltonian can be expressed as in Eq. (25) and

b̂†i,αb̂i,α ≥ 0 for all i = 1, . . . , |Λ| −D0 and α, the condition Ĥhop |ΦGS⟩ = 0 leads to

b̂i,α |ΦGS⟩ = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , |Λ| −D0 and α = 1, . . . , N. (30)

Similarly, the equation Ĥint |ΦGS⟩ = 0 reduces to

ĉx,αĉx,β |ΦGS⟩ = 0 for any x ∈ Λ and α ̸= β. (31)



Flat-band ferromagnetism in the SU(N) Hubbard and Kondo lattice models 11

Here we consider the condition (30). Noting the anticommutation relations (24), we

find that the ground state |ΦGS⟩ consists only of â†z,α operators, i.e., the state |ΦGS⟩ is
written as

|ΦGS⟩ =
∑

I1,...,IN⊂I

g({Iα})

(∏
z1∈I1

â†z1,1

)
· · ·

( ∏
zN∈IN

â†zN ,N

)
|Φvac⟩ , (32)

where g({Iα}) is a coefficient, and
∑N

α=1 |Iα| = D0.

Then we examine Eq. (31). We first consider the case where x = z ∈ I. In general,

it holds that

{ĉx,α, â†z,β} = δα,βµz(x), (33)

for any x ∈ Λ and z ∈ I. In particular, when x = z ∈ I, we have the following

anticommutation relations

{ĉz,α, â†z′,β} = δα,βδz,z′µz(z) (34)

for all z, z′ ∈ I. Using the anticommutation relations (34), we find that g({Iα}) = 0 if

there is a pair of colors α and β such that Iα ∩ Iβ ̸= ∅. Since
∑N

α=1 |Iα| = D0, we have

∪N
α=1Iα = I when Iα ∩ Iβ = ∅. Therefore, the ground state takes the form

|ΦGS⟩ =
∑
α

C(α)

(∏
z∈I

â†z,αz

)
|Φvac⟩ , (35)

where α = (αz)z∈I represents a color configuration over I, and the sum is taken over all

possible color configurations.

We next consider Eq. (31) for x ∈ Λ\I. With the use of Eq. (33), the condition (31)

yields ∑
z1<z2

∑
γ

γz1=β,γz2=α

sgn(z1, z2; I)µz1(x)µz2(x)

× (C(γ)− C(γz1↔z2))

 ∏
z∈I\{z1,z2}

â†z,γz

 |Φvac⟩ = 0, (36)

where sgn(z1, z2; I) is a sign factor arising from exchanges of the fermion operators. The

configuration γz1↔z2 is obtained from γ by swapping γz1 and γz2 . Since all the states in

the sum are linearly independent, we find that

µz1(x)µz2(x) (C(γ)− C(γz1↔z2)) = 0. (37)

for all z1, z2 ∈ I such that z1 ̸= z2 and γ. When z1 and z2 satisfy µz1 ∼ µz2 , then

by definition, there is a site x ∈ Λ\I such that µz1(x)µz2(x) ̸= 0. Consequently, we

have C(γ) = C(γz1↔z2) if µz1 ∼ µz2 . When the basis {µz}z∈I is connected, for any
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z, z′ ∈ I, we can take a sequence z1 = z, z2, . . . , zn = z′ such that µzi ∼ µzi+1
. Thus,

we see C(γ) = C(γz↔z′) for any z, z
′ ∈ I. By noting that any permutation of α can be

obtained by repeatedly swapping two colors, we have

C(α) = C(β), (38)

where β is any color configuration obtained as a permutation of α. As a result, whenMα

in Eq. (10) is fixed so that
∑N

α=1Mα = D0, the ground state is unique in HM1,...,MN
(Λ).

We can verify that the states satisfying Eq. (38) are actually the fully polarized

states defined by Eqs. (26) and (27). To see this, we use a concept of a word. A

word w = (w1, . . . , wD0) is a sequence in which wi ∈ {1, . . . , N} for all i = 1, . . . , D0.

We denote the number of occurrences of α in w by |wα|. The set of words for which

|wα| = Mα is defined by W (M1, · · ·MN) = {w | |wα| = Mα for all α}. For example,

W (2, 0, 1) consists of (1, 1, 3), (1, 3, 1), and (3, 1, 1). With the notation, the ground

state in HM1,...,MN
(Λ) satisfying Eq. (38) is written as∣∣∣Φ̃M1,...,MN

〉
=

∑
w∈W (M1,...,MN )

â†z1,w1
â†z2,w2

· · · â†zD0
,wD0

|Φvac⟩ , (39)

where we have denoted the set I by I = {z1, z2, . . . , zD0}. Noting the commutation

relations [F̂α,β, â†z,γ] = δα,γ â
†
z,β, we see that

(F̂ 2,1)M2 |Φall 1⟩ =M2!
∑

w∈W (D0−M2,M2,0,...,0)

â†z1,w1
â†z2,w2

· · · â†zD0
,wD0

|Φvac⟩ . (40)

By repeating the same procedure, we obtain
∣∣∣Φ̃M1,...,MN

〉
is the same as |ΦM1,...,MN

⟩ up

to a normalization. Therefore, the unique ground state
∣∣∣Φ̃M1,...,MN

〉
is the fully polarized

state.

If the basis {µ}z∈I is not connected, we can construct a different ground state

other than fully polarized states. Hence, the SU(N) Hubbard model exhibits the SU(N)

ferromagnetism if and only if the basis {µz}z∈I is connected.

The degeneracy of the ground states does not depend on how we take I and {µz}z∈I .
Hence, the connectivity of the basis characterized by Lemma 1 is independent of the

choice of I and {µz}z∈I .
Finally, we show that the irreducibility of

(
(P0)x,y

)
x,y∈Λ0

is equivalent to the

connectivity of {µz}z∈I .

Lemma 3. The matrix
(
(P0)x,y

)
x,y∈Λ0

is irreducible if and only if {µz}z∈I introduced

in Lemma 1 is connected.

Proof. We first show that non-connectivity of {µz}z∈I leads to reducibility of(
(P0)x,y

)
x,y∈Λ0

. Let I and {µz}z∈I be a subset and a basis characterized by Lemma 1.

We assume that I can be decomposed as I = I1 ∪ I2 with I1 ∩ I2 = ∅, I1 ̸= ∅ and
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I2 ̸= ∅, in which µz ≁ µz′ for any z ∈ I1 and z′ ∈ I2. When µz ≁ µz′ , it holds that

⟨µz,µz′⟩ = 0 since µz(x)µz′(x) = 0 for any x ∈ Λ. We then define subsets Λ1 and Λ2 as

Λj = {x ∈ Λ|µz(x) ̸= 0 for some z ∈ Ij} for j = 1, 2. (41)

Because µz ≁ µz′ for any z ∈ I1 and z′ ∈ I2, we see that Λ1 ∩ Λ2 = ∅, and obviously

Λ0 = Λ1∪Λ2. By taking a linear combination of {µz}z∈I1 , we obtain an orthonormal set

{ψ(1)
i }i=1,...,|I1| which spans the same space spanned by {µz}z∈I1 . Similarly, we can take

an orthonormal set {ψ(2)
j }j=1,...,|I2| which spans the same space spanned by {µz′}z′∈I2 .

The subspace h0 is spanned by the orthonormal basis {ψ(1)
i }i=1,...,|I1| ∪ {ψ(2)

j }j=1,...,|I2|,

and the projection matrix P0 can be written as

(P0)x,y =

|I1|∑
i=1

ψ
(1)
i (x)

(
ψ

(1)
i (y)

)∗
+

|I2|∑
j=1

ψ
(2)
j (x)

(
ψ

(2)
j (y)

)∗
. (42)

Since the states {ψ(1)
i }i=1,...,|I1| are obtained by taking a linear combination of {µz}z∈I1 ,

ψ
(1)
i (x) is zero when x ∈ Λ2, and similarly ψ

(2)
j (x) = 0 when x ∈ Λ1. Therefore, we have

(P0)x,y = 0 when x ∈ Λ1 and y ∈ Λ2. This, together with the Hermiticity of P0, implies

that the matrix
(
(P0)x,y

)
x,y∈Λ0

is reducible.

We then show that reducibility of
(
(P0)x,y

)
x,y∈Λ0

implies that {µz}z∈I is not

connected. Assume that Λ0 can be decomposed as Λ0 = Λ1 ∪ Λ2 with Λ1 ∩ Λ2 = ∅,
Λ1 ̸= ∅ and Λ2 ̸= ∅, in such a way that (P0)x,y = 0 for any x ∈ Λ1 and y ∈ Λ2. Let P1

and P2 be |Λ| × |Λ| matrices defined as

(Pj) =

{
(P0)x,y if x, y ∈ Λj,

0 otherwise,
(43)

for j = 1, 2. Both P1 and P2 are also projection matrices, and we see that P0 = P1 + P2

and P1P2 = P2P1 = 0. Let I be the |Λ|× |Λ| identity matrix. Because I−Pj ≥ 0, we can

repeat the same argument in Lemma 1 for I−Pj for j = 1, 2. Then, for j = 1 and 2, we

can take a subset Ij ⊂ Λ with |Ij| = dimker(I−Pj) and a basis {µ(j)
z }z∈Ij of ker(I−Pj)

in such a way that µ
(j)
z (z) ̸= 0 and µ

(j)
z (z′) = 0 for any z′ ∈ Ij\{z}. Since µ

(j)
z is an

element of ker(I− Pj), it holds that

Pjµ
(j)
z = µ(j)

z . (44)

We can also see that ⟨µ(1)
z ,µ

(2)
z′ ⟩ = 0 because

⟨µ(1)
z ,µ

(2)
z′ ⟩ = ⟨P1µ

(1)
z ,P2µ

(2)
z′ ⟩

= ⟨µ(1)
z ,P1P2µ

(2)
z′ ⟩

= 0, (45)
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where we have used Eq. (44), P†
1 = P1 and P1P2 = 0. From the relation P1P2 = 0 and

Eq. (44), we find

P0µ
(j)
z = P0Pjµ

(j)
z = P2

jµ
(j)
z = µ(j)

z , (46)

which means that µ
(j)
z ∈ h0. We note that TrP0 = dim h0 = D0, and similarly,

TrP1 = |I1|, and TrP2 = |I2|. Since TrP0 = TrP1 + TrP2, we have

D0 = |I1|+ |I2|. (47)

Therefore, the set of vectors {µ(1)
z }z∈I1 ∪ {µ(2)

z′ }z′∈I2 is a basis of h0 characterized by

Lemma 1. From Eq. (44), we see that µ
(j)
z (x) can be nonzero only if x ∈ Λj for j = 1

and 2, which implies that

µ(1)
z ≁ µ(2)

z′ for any z ∈ I1 and z′ ∈ I2. (48)

Hence, the basis {µ(1)}z∈I1 ∪ {µ(2)
z′ }z′∈I2 is not connected.

By combining Lemmas 2 and 3, we obtain the desired result, Theorem 1.

3. Rigorous results for the ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model

As an application of Theorem 1, we shall establish a theorem about SU(N)

ferromagnetism of the SU(N) Kondo lattice model with a flat band.

3.1. The SU(N) spin operators

We first introduce the standard Schwinger fermion representation of the SU(N) group.

Let the N ×N matrices GA (A = 1, . . . , N2 − 1) be the generators of the SU(N) group

such that

Tr
(
GAGB

)
= δA,B, (49)

[GA, GB] =
N2−1∑
C=1

ifA,B,CGC , (50)

N2−1∑
A=1

(
GA
)
α,β

(
GA
)
µ,ν

= δα,νδβ,µ −
1

N
δα,βδµ,ν , (51)

where fA,B,C are structure constants of the su(N) Lie algebra. Let ĉ†α and ĉα be

fermion creation and annihilation operators, where α = 1, . . . , N . They satisfy

{ĉα, ĉβ} = {ĉ†α, ĉ
†
β} = 0 and {ĉα, ĉ†β} = δα,β. With these operators, one can obtain

the standard Schwinger fermion representation as

ŜA =
N∑

α,β=1

ĉ†α
(
GA
)
α,β

ĉβ. (52)
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We see that

[ŜA, ŜB] =
N2−1∑
C=1

ifA,B,CŜC , (53)

which means that the operators ŜA form a representation of the su(N) Lie algebra. In

the following, we call the operators of the form Eq. (52) the SU(N) spin operators.

3.2. The Hamiltonian of the SU(N) Kondo lattice model

Here, we define the Hamiltonian of the SU(N) Kondo lattice model. Let Λ be a finite

lattice. The operators ĉ†x,α and ĉx,α are creation and annihilation operators for itinerant

fermions, which were introduced in Section 2. The operators f̂ †
x,α and f̂x,α are creation

and annihilation operators for localized fermions at site x ∈ Λ with color α. They satisfy

{f̂x,α, f̂y,β} = {f̂ †
x,α, f̂

†
y,β} = 0, (54)

{f̂x,α, f̂ †
y,β} = δα,βδx,y, (55)

{ĉx,α, f̂y,β} = {ĉ†x,α, f̂
†
y,β} = {ĉx,α, f̂ †

y,β} = {ĉ†x,α, f̂y,β} = 0. (56)

The number operator of localized fermion at site x with color α is denoted by

n̂
(f)
x,α = f̂ †

x,αf̂x,α. In the following, the number operator of the itinerant fermions n̂x,α

is denoted by n̂
(c)
x,α = ĉ†x,αĉx,α. We also write n̂

(c)
x =

∑N
α=1 n̂

(c)
x,α. We denote the Fock

space of the operators ĉx,α and f̂x,α by H′(Λ). At each x ∈ Λ, we define the SU(N) spin

operators for itinerant and localized fermions by using the representation of Eq. (52) as

ŝAx =
N∑

α,β=1

ĉ†x,α
(
GA
)
α,β

ĉx,β, (57)

ŜA
x =

N∑
α,β=1

f̂ †
x,α

(
GA
)
α,β

f̂x,β, (58)

respectively. The total SU(N) spin operator is given by ŜA
tot =

∑
x∈Λ Ŝ

A
tot,x, where

ŜA
tot,x = ŝAx + ŜA

x . The Hamiltonian of the SU(N) Kondo lattice model is defined by

ĤKLM =
N∑

α=1

∑
x,y∈Λ

tx,y ĉ
†
x,αĉy,α + JK

∑
x∈Λ

N2−1∑
A=1

ŝAx Ŝ
A
x . (59)

In the following, we study the case where the SU(N) spins of itinerant and localized

fermions are ferromagnetically coupled. That is, we assume that JK < 0. We also

assume that there is exactly one fermion described by f̂ †
x,α (α = 1, . . . , N) localized

at each site x ∈ Λ, i.e., at each site, there is the SU(N) spin in the fundamental

representation corresponding to a single box . In what follows, we only consider the

subspace W(Λ) = {|Ψ⟩ ∈ H′(Λ)|n̂(f)
x |Ψ⟩ = |Ψ⟩ for all x ∈ Λ}, where n̂(f)

x =
∑N

α=1 n̂
(f)
x,α.
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The SU(N) Kondo lattice model has the SU(N) symmetry, which can be seen from

the following relations

[ĤKLM, Ŝ
A
tot] = 0 for all A = 1, . . . , N2 − 1. (60)

The SU(N) symmetry can also be described by using the color raising and lowering

operators. The color raising and lowering operators are given as

F̂α,β
tot =

∑
x∈Λ

(
ĉ†x,αĉx,β + f̂ †

x,αf̂x,β

)
for α ̸= β, (61)

and the total number of itinerant and localized fermions with color α is given as

F̂α,α
tot =

∑
x∈Λ

(
n̂(c)
x,α + n̂(f)

x,α

)
. (62)

The SU(N) symmetry of the model implies that

[ĤKLM, F̂
α,β
tot ] = 0. (63)

The total number of itinerant and localized fermions is given by N̂tot =
∑N

α=1 F̂
α,α, and

the Hamiltonian (59) also commutes with N̂tot. We note that the Hamiltonian (59) also

satisfies

[ĤKLM, N̂c] = 0, (64)

which means the model conserves the number of itinerant fermions described by ĉ†x,α.

Therefore, the numbers of itinerant fermions and the number of localized fermions are

independently conserved. In the following, we denote the eigenvalue of N̂tot, N̂c, and

F̂α,α
tot by Ntot, Nc, and Lα, respectively. Since it holds that n̂

(f)
x |Ψ⟩ = |Ψ⟩ in the subspace

W(Λ), we have
∑

x∈Λ n̂
(f)
x |Ψ⟩ = |Λ| |Ψ⟩. When the number of itinerant fermions is fixed

to Nc, then Ntot = Nc + |Λ|. As in Section 2, we define the subspaces H′
Ntot

(Λ) and

H′
L1,...,LN

(Λ) by

H′
Ntot

(Λ) = {|Ψ⟩ ∈ H′(Λ) | N̂tot |Ψ⟩ = Ntot |Ψ⟩}, (65)

H′
L1,...,LN

(Λ) = {|Ψ⟩ ∈ H′(Λ) | F̂α,α
tot |Ψ⟩ = Lα |Ψ⟩ for all α = 1, . . . , N}. (66)

To define the SU(N) ferromagnetism, we again define the Casimir operator Ĉtot,2

of the SU(N) group as

Ĉtot,2 =
1

2

(
N∑

α,β=1

F̂α,β
tot F̂

β,α
tot − N̂2

tot

N

)
. (67)

Here we define the SU(N) ferromagnetism of the SU(N) Kondo lattice model as follows.

Definition 2. Consider the Hamiltonian (59) with a fixed Ntot. We say that the model

exhibits SU(N) ferromagnetism if any ground state |ΨGS⟩ has the maximum eigenvalue

of Ĉtot,2 in H′
Ntot

(Λ) ,i.e.,

Ĉtot,2 |ΨGS⟩ =
Ntot(N − 1)

2

(
Ntot

N
+ 1

)
|ΨGS⟩ . (68)
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3.3. Theorem for the SU(N) Kondo lattice model with a flat band

In the following, we again assume that T ≥ 0 and h0 = kerT is not empty. The

dimension of h0 is denoted by D0 > 0. With the basis introduced in Lemma 1, we can

define the set of operators â†z,α as in Eq. (19). We then define the fully polarized states

with the same color α for itinerant and localized fermions as

|Ψall α⟩ =

(∏
z∈I

â†z,α

)(∏
x∈Λ

f̂ †
x,α

)
|Ψvac⟩ , (69)

where |Ψvac⟩ is the normalized vacuum state for ĉx,α and f̂x,α operators. We also define

the state of the form,

|ΨL1,...,LN
⟩ =

(
F̂N,1
tot

)LN

· · ·
(
F̂ 2,1
tot

)L2

|Ψall 1⟩ , (70)

where L1 = D0+ |Λ| −
∑N

α=2 Lα. We also call the states of the form (70) fully polarized

states. In the same manner as Eq. (28), it can be checked that

Ĉtot,2 |Ψall α⟩ =
Ntot(N − 1)

2

(
Ntot

N
+ 1

)
|Ψall α⟩ , (71)

where Ntot = D0 + |Λ|. We can see that the fully polarized states of the form (70)

also have the same eigenvalue of Ĉtot,2, and thus all the fully polarized states have the

maximum eigenvalue of Ĉtot,2.

Using Theorem 1, we can prove the following theorem:

Theorem 2. Consider the Hamiltonian (59) with Ntot = D0 + |Λ| and JK < 0. The

ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model exhibits SU(N) ferromagnetism when the

subset Λ0 introduced in Theorem 1 satisfies Λ0 = Λ, and the matrix
(
(P0)x,y

)
x,y∈Λ0

is

irreducible.

Before we proceed with the proof of Theorem 2, let us remark that the ferromagnetic

SU(N) Kondo lattice model on the delta chain shown in Fig. 1 exhibits SU(N)

ferromagnetism. As mentioned earlier, in the delta chain, Λ0 = Λ holds true. Since

the irreducibility of P0 is also proven, according to Theorem 2, this is an example of the

ground state being SU(N) ferromagnetic.

3.4. Proof of Theorem 2

We decompose the Hamiltonian (59) as

ĤKLM = ĤHub + JK

(
1− 1

N

)
N̂c +

∑
x∈Λ

V̂x, (72)

where ĤHub is the Hamiltonian of the SU(N) Hubbard model,

ĤHub =
N∑

α=1

∑
x,y∈Λ

tx,y ĉ
†
x,αĉy,α + U

∑
α<β

∑
x∈Λ

n̂(c)
x,αn̂

(c)
x,β, (73)
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with U > 0. The local interaction V̂x is defined by

V̂x = −U
∑
α<β

n̂(c)
x,αn̂

(c)
x,β − JK

(
1− 1

N

)
n̂(c)
x + JK

N2−1∑
A=1

ŝAx Ŝ
A
x . (74)

In the proof, we use the following lemma.

Lemma 4. The local interaction V̂x is positive semidefinite when |JK|/U > N/2.

Proof. To prove this, we study the eigenvalues of V̂x, which is denoted by Vx in the

following. We can express V̂x as

V̂x = −U
2
n̂(c)
x (n̂(c)

x − 1)− JK

(
1− 1

N

)
n̂(c)
x

+ JK

(
1

2

N2−1∑
A=1

ŜA
tot,xŜ

A
tot,x −

1

2

N2−1∑
A=1

ŝAx ŝ
A
x − 1

2

N2−1∑
A=1

ŜA
x Ŝ

A
x

)
. (75)

Since we consider the subspace W(Λ), the operator 1
2

∑N2−1
A=1 ŜA

x Ŝ
A
x is the quadratic

Casimir operator for the fundamental representation, and its eigenvalue is

C2

( )
=

1

2N
(N2 − 1). (76)

Because n̂
(c)
x commutes with V̂x, we can fix the number of itinerant fermions, which

is denoted by n(c) (n(c) = 0, . . . , N). In this sector, the operator 1
2

∑N2−1
A=1 ŝAx ŝ

A
x is the

quadratic Casimir operator for the representation

...
n(c) , (77)

and its eigenvalue is given by

C2

 ...
n(c)

 =
N + 1

2N
n(c)(N − n(c)). (78)

Therefore, when n(c) is fixed, the local interaction V̂x acts as

V̂x = −U
2
n(c)(n(c) − 1)− JK

(
1− 1

N

)
n(c)

+ JK

(
1

2

N2−1∑
A=1

ŜA
tot,xŜ

A
tot,x −

N + 1

2N
n(c)(N − n(c))− 1

2N
(N2 − 1)

)
. (79)
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When the number of itinerant fermions is n(c), there are two possible total SU(N) spins

in the representations

...
n(c) + 1 , ...

n(c) , (80)

and the eigenvalues of the quadratic Casimir operator for these representations are

C2

 ...
n(c) + 1

 =
N + 1

2N
(n(c) + 1)(N − n(c) − 1), (81)

and

C2

 ...
n(c)

 = n(c) + 1 +
N + 1

2N
(n(c) + 1)(N − n(c) − 1). (82)

When n(c) = 0, there is only one possible total SU(N) spin described by . When

n(c) = N , the itinerant fermions form the SU(N) singlet, in which the SU(N) spin

transforms in the trivial representation corresponding to the Young diagram with no

box. Thus, in this case, there is also one possible total SU(N) spin in the representation

. The eigenvalue of the quadratic Casimir operator for the representation is

given by Eq. (76). In this way, we find

Vx = 0 for n(c) = 0, (83)

Vx = −U
2
n(c)(n(c) − 1)− 2JKn

(c) for ...
n(c) + 1 (1 ≤ n(c) ≤ N − 1), (84)

Vx = −U
2
n(c)(n(c) − 1)− JK(n

(c) − 1) for ...
n(c) (1 ≤ nc ≤ N − 1), (85)

Vx = −U
2
N(N − 1)− JK(N − 1) for n(c) = N. (86)

When n(c) = 0, we see that Vx = 0. For n(c) = 1, . . . , N−1, when JK < 0, the eigenvalue

of Eq. (84) is strictly larger than that of Eq. (85). One can easily see the eigenvalues (85)

cannot be negative when |JK|/U > N/2. For n(c) = N , the eigenvalue (86) is positive

when |JK|/U > N/2. Thus, all the eigenvalues of V̂x are greater than or equal to zero,

which implies that V̂x ≥ 0.

We note that in the decomposition Eq. (72), one can take the parameter U > 0

arbitrarily. For a given JK, there always exists U such that |JK|/U > N/2. In the

following proof, U is assumed to be such that |JK|/U > N/2, and hence V̂x ≥ 0.
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Here we show that the fully polarized states (69) and (70) are ground states. Since

ĤHub ≥ 0 and V̂x ≥ 0, we get a lower bound

ĤKLM ≥ −D0|JK|
(
1− 1

N

)
, (87)

where we have used Nc = D0 because we consider the Hilbert space H′
D0+|Λ|(Λ). We

can easily check that the fully polarized state |Ψall 1⟩ satisfies

ĤKLM |Ψall 1⟩ = −D0|JK|
(
1− 1

N

)
|Ψall 1⟩ , (88)

and hence the state |Ψall 1⟩ is a ground state of ĤKLM. Due to the SU(N) symmetry,

all the fully polarized states are ground states of ĤKLM.

In the rest of the proof, we prove that there are no other ground states. Let |ΨGS⟩
be an arbitrary ground state, which satisfies

ĤKLM |ΨGS⟩ = −D0|JK|
(
1− 1

N

)
|ΨGS⟩ . (89)

With the decomposition (72), noting that ĤHub ≥ 0 and V̂x ≥ 0, we find

ĤHub |ΨGS⟩ = 0, (90)

and

V̂x |ΨGS⟩ = 0 for all x ∈ Λ. (91)

We first consider the condition (90). According to Theorem 1, the ground state |ΨGS⟩
can be written as

|ΨGS⟩ =
∑
α

∑
β

C(α,β)

(∏
z∈I

â†z,αz

)(∏
x∈Λ

f̂ †
x,βx

)
|Ψvac⟩ , (92)

where α = (αz)z∈I is a color configuration of itinerant fermions over the subset I,

and β = (βx)x∈Λ is a color configuration of localized fermions over the lattice Λ. The

coefficients C(α,β) must be symmetric under permutations of α.

Then we consider the condition (91). Using the local constraint n̂
(f)
x |ΨGS⟩ = |ΨGS⟩

and Eq. (51), we have

V̂x |ΨGS⟩ =

(
−U

2
n̂(c)
x (n̂(c)

x − 1) + |JK|
∑
α<β

(
f̂ †
x,β ĉ

†
x,α − f̂ †

x,αĉ
†
x,β

)(
ĉx,αf̂x,β − ĉx,β f̂x,α

))
|ΨGS⟩ .

(93)

Since n̂
(c)
x (n̂

(c)
x − 1) |ΨGS⟩ = 0, the ground state satisfies

|JK|
∑
α<β

(
f̂ †
x,β ĉ

†
x,α − f̂ †

x,αĉ
†
x,β

)(
ĉx,αf̂x,β − ĉx,β f̂x,α

)
|ΨGS⟩ = 0, (94)
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which leads to (
ĉx,αf̂x,β − ĉx,β f̂x,α

)
|ΨGS⟩ = 0, (95)

for any x ∈ Λ and α ̸= β. Using the anticommutation relations (33) and (56), from

Eq. (95), we obtain

(−1)D0

∑
z∈I

∑
α

αz=α

∑
β

βx=β

sgn(z; I)µz(x) (C(α,β)− C(α|αz=β,β|βx=α))

×

 ∏
z′∈I\{z}

â†z′,αz′

 ∏
x′∈Λ\{x}

f̂ †
x′,βx′

 |Ψvac⟩ = 0, (96)

where α|αz=β is the color configuration obtained from α by replacing αz with β, and

similarly, β|βx=α is the color configuration obtained from β by replacing βx with α. The

function sgn(z; I) is a sign factor arising from exchanges of the fermion operators.

Since all the states in the sum are linearly independent and α and β are arbitrary,

we get

µz(x) (C(α,β)− C(α|αz=βx ,β|βx=αz)) = 0, (97)

for any x ∈ Λ, z ∈ I, α, and β. By assumption, it holds that Λ0 = Λ, and hence, for

any x ∈ Λ, there exists z0 ∈ I such that µz0(x) ̸= 0. For such z0 ∈ I, we obtain

C(α,β) = C(α|αz0=βx ,β|βx=αz0
) for any α and β. (98)

Noting that C(α,β) is symmetric under the permutations of α and x ∈ Λ is arbitrary,

we see that

C(α,β) = C(α|αz=βx ,β|βx=αz), (99)

for all x ∈ Λ and z ∈ I. Using Eq. (99), we also find that C(α,β) = C(α,βx↔y),

where βx↔y is obtained from β by swapping βx and βy. Since any permutation of can

be obtained by repeatedly swapping two colors, we have

C(α,β) = C(α′,β′), (100)

where (α′,β′) is a permutation of (α,β) with (α,β) being a color configuration over I

and Λ. Consequently, when we fix Lα for all α = 1, . . . , N , the coefficient C(α,β) is a

constant, and hence the ground state is unique in H′
L1,...,LN

(Λ).

Finally, we can also check that the unique ground state in H′
L1,...,LN

(Λ) is the fully

polarized state |ΨL1,...,LN
⟩ in a similar way as in Section 2. Here we introduce a word

w′ = (w′
1, . . . , w

′
D0
, w′

D0+1, . . . , w
′
D0+|Λ|) whose length is D0 + |Λ| and denote the set of

words for which |w′
α| = Lα by W ′(L1, . . . , LN) = {w′ | |w′

α| = Lα for all α}. The ground
state in H′

L1,...,LN
(Λ) satisfying Eq. (100) is written as∣∣∣Ψ̃L1,...,LN

〉
=

∑
w′∈W ′(L1,...,LN )

â†z1,w′
1
· · · â†zD0

,w′
D0

f̂ †
1,w′

D0+1
· · · f̂ †

|Λ|,w′
D0+|Λ|

|Ψvac⟩ , (101)
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where we have labeled each site x ∈ Λ by integers as x = 1, . . . , |Λ|. With the

commutation relations [F̂α,β
tot , â

†
z,γ] = δα,γ â

†
z,β, and [F̂α,β

tot , f̂
†
x,γ] = δα,γ f̂

†
x,β, we find that(

F̂ 2,1
tot

)L2

|Ψall 1⟩ = L2!
∑

w′∈W ′(D0+|Λ|−L2,L2,0,...,0)

â†z1,w′
1
· · · â†zD0

,w′
D0

f̂ †
1,w′

D0+1
· · · f̂ †

|Λ|,w′
D0+|Λ|

|Ψvac⟩ .

(102)

By repeating the same calculations, we see that the states
∣∣∣Ψ̃L1,...,LN

〉
and |ΨL1,...,LN

⟩

are the same up to a normalization. Therefore, the unique ground state
∣∣∣Ψ̃L1,...,LN

〉
in

H′
D0+|Λ|(Λ) is indeed the fully polarized state.

3.5. Remark

Here we would like to comment on the stability of the flat-band ferromagnetism for

the SU(N) Kondo lattice model. In previous studies, rigorous results regarding the

stability of the flat-band ferromagnetism in the SU(2) Hubbard model have been

obtained [35, 61–65]. The extension of these results to the SU(N) case has also been

made for a particular class of systems [48, 49]. By combining these results with the

technique for the proof of Theorem 2, we can also discuss the stability of flat-band

ferromagnetism for the ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model in a mathematically

rigorous way. To illustrate this, let us consider a sufficiently large interaction strength U

such that the SU(N) Hubbard model exhibits SU(N) ferromagnetism and assume that

the other parameters are also in the range where SU(N) ferromagnetism occurs. For

the Kondo coupling JK such that |JK|/U > N/2, we can repeat the same argument as in

the proof of Theorem 2. In this way, one can establish rigorous results on the stability

of ferromagnetism in the ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model with a nearly flat

band.

4. Conclusion and remark

In this paper, we have established rigorous results on flat-band ferromagnetism for

the SU(N) Hubbard model and the ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model. For

the former, we found the necessary and sufficient condition for the ground state to

exhibit SU(N) ferromagnetism when the number of particles is equal to the degeneracy

of the lowest-energy single-particle states. The condition says that the irreducibility

of the projection matrix onto the space of the lowest-energy single-particle states is

equivalent to the presence of SU(N) ferromagnetism. We also showed that this general

theory could be applied to the ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model with the

hopping term of itinerant fermions that has a flat band at the bottom. Specifically,

we considered the case in which the number of itinerant fermions is the same as the

degeneracy of the flat band, and each site is occupied by one localized fermion. We then

proved that the model with a nonzero ferromagnetic Kondo coupling exhibits SU(N)



Flat-band ferromagnetism in the SU(N) Hubbard and Kondo lattice models 23

ferromagnetism when certain conditions with respect to the hopping matrix are satisfied.

In our setup, we have considered situations where the number of fermions is fixed to

fully occupy the lowest band, resulting in an insulating system. However, it will be

intriguing to investigate ferromagnetism with different fillings, at which the system is

expected to be metallic. Nevertheless, even in the conventional SU(2) case, this remains

inherently difficult and still challenging. Therefore, addressing metallic ferromagnetism

may require new mathematical methods and physical perspectives.

In addition, we discussed the ferromagnetic SU(N) Kondo lattice model in

Theorem 2. While the presence of ferromagnetic interaction is physically natural in the

context of ultracold atomic systems, considering antiferromagnetic interaction is also of

interest. However, the approach employed in our proof is not readily applicable to the

antiferromagnetic case because the proof for the Lemma 4 does not work. Therefore,

another method will be required to obtain rigorous results for the antiferromagnetic

SU(N) Kondo lattice model. For example, for the antiferromagnetic SU(2) Kondo

lattice model, a rigorous proof has been given that the model with one conduction

electron exhibits an incomplete ferromagnetic order [53]. It might be possible to extend

the result to the general SU(N) cases; however, this particular issue lies beyond the

scope of our current study and is left for future investigation.

Finally, we discuss a potential extension of Theorem 2. As we discussed, the SU(N)

Kondo lattice model is expected to be experimentally realizable with ultracold atomic

gases. While the Kondo lattice model neglects the on-site interaction among itinerant

fermions, in principle, such interaction can be present. Thus it is worth investigating

flat-band ferromagnetism for the models with both the on-site interaction U > 0 and

the ferromagnetic Kondo coupling JK < 0. Since it has been rigorously proved that

the SU(N) Hubbard and ferromagnetic Kondo lattice model with a flat band exhibit

SU(N) ferromagnetism when certain conditions are met, it would be possible to establish

rigorous results on flat-band ferromagnetism in the presence of both interactions.
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