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ABSTRACT

In the work, we investigated a generalized model of the fermionic lattice gas in the form of the extended
Hubbard model with intersite Ising-like interactions (both antiferromagnetic and ferromagnetic) at the
atomic limit on the triangular lattice. In the ground state, we find the exact phase diagram as a function
of u. Within the mean-field decoupling of the intersite term and exact treatment of onsite interaction,
we found also the diagrams for 7 > 0 including metastable phases. For antiferromagnetic coupling,
we find that nontrival ordered phase can exist with coexistence of charge and metamagnetic ordering.
The transition between the ordered phase and the nonordered phase can be discontinuous as well
continuous depending on the model parameters. Moreover, the ordered phase can coexist with the
nonordered phase in phase separated states for fixed electron concentration. Additionally, the ranges

of phases metastability are determined in the neighborhood of the discontinuous transitions.

HIGHLIGTS:

e The extended Hubbard model with intersite Ising-like interactions is investigated.

e Orderings on the triangular lattice with geometrical frustration are analyzed.

e The exact ground state for fixed chemical potential is determined.

e Mean-field field solutions of the model for finite temperatures are found and discussed.

e Complex phase diagram for both signs of magnetic interactions are determined.

1. Introduction

The strongly correlated system exhibits many intrigu-
ing phenomena from band renormalization to very com-
plex diagrams with phases involving charge, spin, orbital
or superconducting orders [1-4]. Moreover, the ability of
controlling the interactions in the ultra-cold fermionic gases
on the optical lattices via Feshbach resonances releases
the new possibilities for experimental studies of variety of
unconventional systems [5, 6], in particular, in systems with
geometrical frustration [7, 8].

Inspired by the rich structure of the simple model of
charged ordered insulators on the triangular lattice [9-11],
in this work, we investigate a generalized model of the
strongly correlated fermionic lattice gas, which can be also
considered as a generalization of the standard .S = 1/2 Ising
model [12—18]. The studied Hamiltonian has the following
form [19-26]:

H=UY i +20 ) 8,8, —pu ) i, (1)

i (i.4) i
where i, = & ¢ .8 = 3 (A —,) and & (@)
denotes the creation (annihilation) operator of a fermion with
spin ¢ (6 € {1,]}) at lattice site i. U is onsite Hubbard
interaction, J 1is intersite Ising-like magnetic interaction
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between nearest-neighbor sites i and j, and yx denotes the
chemical potential. ) (i,;) indicates summation over nearest-
neighbor sites independently. Note that, for U — +oco0 and
n =1 (or u = U /2; the half-filling), model (1) reduces to
the Ising model (with two possible states s; = +1/2 on a
single lattice site) in the absence of the external field (in a
general case, in the external field of u — U /2).

The model has been intensively analyzed on the alternate
(bipartite) lattices. The case of one-dimensional chain with-
out and with the external magnetic field was investigated in
[21, 27] and [22], respectively. Classical Monte Carlo sim-
ulations were performed for the model on two-dimensional
square lattice system [20, 23-25]. Finally, rigorous results
(in the limit of d — +o0) for model (1) considered on
the hypercubic lattices were obtained in [19, 25, 28, 29]
with the use of the variational approach with the mean-field
approximation for the intersite term and a rigorous treatment
of the local interactions.

The investigated model exhibits the particle-hole sym-
metry, thus, it is enough to analyze the model for y < U /2
(or n < 1). Note that for the model on the hypercubic lattices,
the J < —J symmetry occurs [25], but for the triangular
lattice it is no longer valid.

2. Mean-field expressions for finite
temperatures

The method based on the mean-field approximation for
the intersite terms (where as the onsite terms treated exactly)
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is applied for model (1) to find thermodynamic behavior of
the model at arbitrary temperatures (details of the method
can be find in, e.g., [10, 25, 30]). The grand canonical
potential is determined as

1 1
w=_52%sa—£2m2a, )
o a

where f = 1/(kgT) is inverted temperature (kp is the
Boltzman constant), coefficients y, for « € {A, B,C} are
defined as w4, = J(sg + 5¢), wyg = J(54 + 5¢0), Yo =
J(s4 + sp), and

Zy = 1+exp[f 2u — U)]+2exp (fu) cosh (By ) . (3)

Equations for concentrations n, = (#;);c, and magnetiza-
tions s, = (§;);e, in each sublattice @ € {A, B,C} are
obtained as

ny = Zi {exp[B 2u— U+ exp (Buycosh (Byy) . (4)

5u = = exp (B)sinh (~py,) 5)

[4

One can also derived expressions for other quantities, e.g.,
for double occupancy D, = (#;#;);e, and for local
magnetic moment y, = (|§;|);c, as

D, = —exp = U), 1= o exp (Bo) cosh (B, )
a a

These quantities are related by D, + y, = n,/2. They also
determine the fraction of single and double occupied sites,
respectively, in each sublattice. 2D, and 2y, stand for the
numbers of locally paired and unpaired particles, respec-
tively, in each sublattice. The total particle concentration n
is defined as n = )’ n,/3.

Note that the right hand side of Eq. (4) [as well as Eq. (3)]
does not include n,’s. Thus, effectively one needs to solve
self-consistently a set of only three non-linear equations (5)
to determine s 4, s 5, and s (for fixed model parameters P =
{u,U,J,T}). n,’s are determined by s,’s and parameters
P. However, the set can have several solutions for s, and
one needs to find the solution corresponding to the lowest @
determined by (2). Due to the symmetry of the system, there
are several solutions, which are equivalent with (s 4, sg, S¢)
solution, e.g., (—=s4,—Sp,—S¢c), (SB.Sc>54), (ScsS54,5B),
(sg.S4,5c)- In total, there can be 12 equivalent solutions,
but their number is reduced if there are some particular
relations between s,’s, e.g., if s, = —sp.

From numerical analysis of equations (5) for antiferro-
magnetic interactions (J > 0) presented in Sec. 4, one gets
that the solutions, which correspond to the lowest @, have
the form of (s, —s, 0) (there is 6 such equivalent solutions). If
|s] > 0, we call this phase the AFT phase (antiferromagnetic
alignment of average magnetic moments in two sublattices,
in the third one - no magnetization), whereas, if s = 0, it
is the normal (non-ordered, NO) phase. Note that, if, e.g.,
s, = —sp for some P, one gets immediately that y- = 0

and, from (5), s¢ = O for that 7. In such case, Eqgs. (5) and
(2) take the forms
sinh(fJ s)

5= , (6)
2 [cosh(B 1) exp(—pU /2) + cosh(pJ 5)]

© =—ji— %Js - $ In |2 cosh(f i) + 2 exp(BU /2)]
—% In [2 cosh(Bji) + 2 exp(BU /2) cosh(BJ 5)| . (7)

In the case of the ferromagnetic coupling (J < 0),
the lowest w solutions are found as (s, s, s) (two equivalent
solutions), and the only ordered phase occurring is the ferro-
magnetic (FER) phase (for |s| > 0). In such a case, equations
(4)—(5) reduce to those obtained in Ref. [25]. Then, Eqs. (5)
and (2) take the forms

sinh(—£2J s)

5= . ®
2 [cosh(B i) exp(—pU /2) + cosh(p2J s)]

w=—fg—2Js ©)]

- % In [2 cosh(Bj2) + 2 exp(U /2) cosh(p2J 5)] .

Thus, for the ferromagnetic coupling J within the mean-field
approximation, the results for model (1) on the triangular
lattice and on the bipartite lattices are the same (cf. also Refs.
[19, 20]). Note that, for the model on the alternate lattices
(in the absence of the external magnetic field, analyzed in
detail in Refs. [19, 20, 25]), the sign of the nearest-neighbor
magnetic coupling is irrelevant for the phase boundaries
and only type of order in the ordered phase is different: if
J < 0 the ferromagnetic order exists, whereas for J > 0 the
antiferromagnetic order appears.

One can notice that Egs. (6) and (8) (variables with AFT
and FER labels, respectively) give the same solution for s

(sper = Sapr) if Japr = —Jpggr > 0 and
Trer HFER Urger
Tppr = 5 Harr = Uarr = (10

and fapr = 2Ppgr- The relation between concentration in
both ordered phases can be obtained from Eq. (4) with using
(10) and one gets

2nger (Trgr: Urers drgr) = (11)
3napr (Tagr Uaprs apT) — PNO-

where nyg is the total concentration in the non-

ordered phase and nyg (TFER, Ugggr» ﬂFER) =
nxo (Tarr> Ut fiapr). Note also that conditions for
the order-disorder boundaries, i.e., wyg = @apr and
wno = wpgr (Where oyg denotes @ for s = 0) also can
be transformed into each other using (10). Because of that,
in the following, we will focus mainly on model (1) with
antiferromagnetic interactions (i.e., J > 0).
Note that both Egs. (6) and (8) can be rewritten as
sinh(fkJ s)

5= , (12
2 [cosh(B 1) exp(—pU /2) + cosh(pkJ s)|
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Figure 1: Ground state phase diagram of the model for (a)
J >0 and (b) J <0 (as a function of i = u — U/2, rigorous
results). The regions are labeled by configuration in the
elementary block (defined in text). Different lines denote the
boundaries with infinite (macroscopic) degeneration [dashed
(blue) line] and finite degeneration [solid (red) and and dot-
dashed (orange) lines]. Dot-dashed (orange) lines denotes the
boundaries which vanishes at any infinitesemelly small T > 0
(within the MFA). Grey shadow denotes a region with infinite
degeneration. The regions are labeled by the arrangement in
the elementary block.

where (i) k = 1 if J > 0 (the AFT phase) or (ii)) k = -2
if J < 0 (the FER phase). Using similar procedure as in
[10, 11, 29, 30], taking the limit of s — 0 of both sides of
the equation above (divided by s before) and applying the de
I’Hospital theorem) one gets the expression for the second
order temperature T, for order-disorder transition as

kpT,/J = (kt) (142t +2a) ", (13)

where 1 = exp (ﬁc,u), a = exp (—ﬂcU), B, = 1/(kgT,). At
the boundary the relation between u and » is expressed by
u = (1/p.)In(x), where x = (n— 1+ 4/y) /(2 = n)a) and
y = (1 = n)?> + n(2 — n)a. All found continuous boundaries
on the diagrams presented in Sec. 4 fulfill condition (13).
Moreover, the solutions of (13) coincide with the metasta-
bility boundaries for the NO phase.

3. The ground state results

To determine the ground state phase diagram as a func-
tion of the chemical potential the elementary block method
is used, which is described in detail in Refs. [10, 31-36]. In
these works, it was used for the atomic limit of the extended
Hubbard model with intersite density-density interactions,
but it can be also applied to model (1) to determine the grand
canonical potential w (per site) at T = 0. In the model, at
each site the following four states are possible: 0 (empty),
1 (particle with spin-up), | (particle with spin-down), 2
(double occupied), which characterize the elementary block.
The total number of them is 3* = 81, but some of them
are equivalent due to spin-inversion symmetry of the model

1.0 0.5
a b
(a) IS (b)
0.5+ % 0.0, FERH
AFTy
2 g0 > s .
o : 37 - .
AFTp
—05 e ~1.0 >
—-1.0 T T —1.5 T T
0.0 05 1.0 0.0 0.5 1.0
n n

Figure 2: Ground state phase diagram of the model for (a)
J > 0 and (b) J < 0 (as a function of n). The regions are
labeled by homogeneous phases (defined in text). Shadows
denote regions, where phase separated states have lower
energy (at T > 0). The dotted line denotes the boundary
between homogeneous phases in the region of the PS state
occurrence. Dot-dashed (orange) lines denotes the boundaries,
which vanishes at any infinitesimally small T > 0.

and permutation of the sublattice labels (e.g., (0,1, ]) is
equivalent with (|, 1, 0)).

The resulting ground state phase diagrams of the model
(1) for both signs of J interaction are presented in Fig. 1.
The following arrangements appear in Fig. 1(a) (for J >
0): (0,0,0) with @y = 0; (0,1,]) with @y = —-J/6 —
2u/3; (1,1, 1) with wg = =J/6 — pu; (2,1,1) with oy =
U/3—-J/6—4u/3;and (2,2,2) with g = U — 2u. Note
that block (1,1,l) appearing in Fig. 1(a) is equivalent to
W, 1,)) and (1,1, ). Therefore, inside its region, at least
two of those three equivalent configurations can be mixed
freely. Consequently, in the shadowed region, the ground
state is infinitely degenerated (and the entropy per site is
nonzero). Similarly, at the dashed boundaries, blocks from
neighboring regions can mix with each other freely, e.g.,
0, 1,1) with (1, 1, |) (coexistence at the microscopic level).
In the mean-field approximation, in this region, a phase with
s¢ = 0 occurs. For J < 0 (Fig. 1(b)), apart from (0,0, 0),
and (2,2,2), the region of (1,1,1) with wy = J/2 — p is
present. This is in agreement with [19, 25].

To find the phase diagram at T = 0 as a function of
total particle concentration n = (ny + ng + nc)/3, we
determine the ground state free energies f, = @ + un for
the homogeneous phases in the mean-field approximation
(cf. also [10, 36]). We use the following denotations for
phase properties: N = (ny,np,nc) (describing charge
ordering), S = (s 4, s, s¢) (describing spin ordering), D =
(Dy4, Dy, D) (double occupancies).

One gets the following results for appearing homoge-
neous phases: (i) nonordered NO, with N = (n,n,n),
S = (0,0,0), D = (n/2,n/2,n/2) and fo = Un/2; three
AFT phases (distinguishable only at T = 0): (ii) AFT, with
N = (0,3n/2,3n/2), S = (0,3n/4,-3n/4), D = (0,0,0)
and f, = —3Jn?/8; (iii) AFTg with N = (3n —2,1,1),
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S = (0,1/2,-1/2), D = ((3n — 2)/2,0,0) and f, =
U(Bn—-2)/6—J/6;(iv) AFTc with N = 3n—2,1,1), S =
0,1/2,-1/2), D = (0,0,0) and f, = —J /6; and (v) fer-
romagnetic FER, with N = (n,n,n), S = (n/2,n/2,n/2),
D = (0,0,0) and f, = Jn*/2. Apart from the AFT and the
FER,, phases, all of them are degenerated with phase sepa-
rates states in which two domains of commensurate phases
(with n = 0,2/3,4/3,2) coexist (mentioned previously for
fixed u and existing on the boundaries of regions from Fig.
2). This degeneracy is removed at finite temperatures. Note
that AFT, and the FER, are unstable in their ranges of
occurrence, i.e., 02f/0n2 < 0. It turns out that, for J > 0,
the PS state (with domains (0, 1, |) and (0, 0, 0)) exists (with
fo = —Jn/4), whereas for J < 0, the PS state (with domains
(1,1,1) and (0, 0, 0)) has the lowest free energy (f, = Jn/2)
in the areas depicted by shadow in Fig. 2 The dotted line
denotes the boundary between homogeneous phases inside
the regions of the PS state occurrence.

4. Finite temperatures phase diagrams (J > 0)

This section is devoted for a discussion of the phase
diagrams of the model, including the metastable phases for
J > 0. Exemplary phase diagrams as a function of chemical
potential are presented in Fig. 3 (cf. also [25]). In finite
temperatures, only two phases occur on the phase diagram:
the NO phase and the AFT phase. For fixed ji/J and U /J >
0, at temperatures above the threshold of J/(6kp), the
transition between the NO and AFT phases is second order
(cf. solid lines in Fig. 3(a)) and metastable phases does not
appear. The transition changes its order at the tricritical point
(TCP) and for temperatures below J/(6kp), the transition
changes its order to the first one (dashed lines). Discontinuity
of the transition allows for appearance of metastable phases,
i.e., solutions with higher @’s than those for stable solution
with the lowest w (both stable and metastable solutions need
to be local minima of w(s)). Indeed, we find the regions,
in which such phases emerge. These regions (in Fig. 3)
are limited by dashed lines from one side and dash-dotted
lines from the other. The transition temperature is always
decreasing function of || /J with its maximum at g = 0.

Upon decreasing U /J ratio, the TCP shifts towards g =
0. Along with this effect, the boundary of metastable NO
phases expands towards i = O (inside the region of the AFT
phase stability). For a critical value of U = 0, the metastable
NO phase boundary reaches ji = 0 at zero temperature
(result not presented) and the NO phase is metastable for
any g at T = 0. The decrease of U /J below zero causes
that the metastable NO phase occurs at i = 0 (in the
region of the AFT phase stability) even for non-vanishing
temperatures (Fig. 3(b)). AtU/J = —1/31n2 ~ —0.23, the
second order boundary vanishes and the AFT-NO transition
is discontinuous for all range of 4 and at any temperature
(Fig. 3(c)). Comparing the right sides of Figs. 3(b) and 3(c)
one can note that with further decreasing of U/J ratio,
the AFT phase region, where metastable NO phase is not

(a) 0.50 —
NO
0.40
™~ 0.30 1
~=
&4.3 AFT
=~ 0.20 4
1
0.109(AFT) I, (NO)
Nl
0.00 T T T
—3.0 —2.0 —1.0 0.0
m/J
(b) 0.20
0.15 1 p
~ NO 71 AFT
~ /
&~ 0.101 I/
2 1
I
0.054 :
(AFT) | (NO)
0.00 : —
—04 —0.3 —0.2 —0.1 0.0
i/ J
(C) 0.20
0.15 1 =
d NO 77
~
/
EUJO' 7 AT
2 /
I
0.05 1 :
(AFT) (NO)
0.00 ' ' —
—0.3 —0.2 —0.1 0.0
fifJ
Figure 3: Phase diagrams for U/J = 5.00, U/J = -0.20,
U/J = —025 as a function of i = u — U/2. Solid and

dashed lines denote continuous and discontinuous transitions
between the AFT and NO phases, whereas dash-dotted lines
indicate the boundaries of metastable phase occurrence (names
of metastable phases in brackets).

present, shrinks (cf. the regions restricted by the right dash-
dotted line). Below U/J = —0.279 this region vanishes
completely and in the whole region of the AFT phase stabil-
ity, the metastable NO phase occurs as well (similar effect
has been predicted previously for the metastable NO phase
inside superconducting phase [37]). For U/J < —1/2 the
AFT region vanishes and only the NO phase is stable. The
ordered AFT phase does not have the lowest energy for any
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Figure 4: Phase diagrams for (a) U/J = 5.0, (b) U/J =05, (c) U/J =00, (d) U/J = =02, (e) U/J = -0.25, and (f)
U/J =-0.35 (J > 0 AF) as a function of n. Dashed blue lines denote the boundaries for the PS state occurrence. Grey dotted
line denotes line shapes for a case of J < 0 and the FER phase occurrence (kT /|J| and U/|J| should be multiplied by factor 2

according to Eq. (10)). Other denotations as in Fig. 3.

model parameters (is not stable), but up to U /J = —1, the
AFT is still metastable near the half-filing (s = 0).

The phase diagrams as a function of »n are presented
in Fig. 4 obtained by comparing the free energies f =
@ + pn. For U > 0 the diagrams are rather straightforward
(cf. Fig. 4(a)-(c)). For temperatures above kzT = J/6,
the transition between the AFT and the NO homogeneous
phases is continuous. For temperatures below this threshold,
the discontinuous NO-AFT boundary (for fixed ji) splits
into two lines (dashed lines in Fig. 4). Between these two
(dashed) lines the phase-separated (PS) state occurs. This

state is characterized by the coexistence of two domains
(of the AFT and NO phases) in the system (macroscopic
phase separation). More details about such PS states and
application of the Maxwell’s construction for correlated
system can be found, e.g., in Refs. [10, 25, 36, 38, 39]. We
note that, inside the region of the PS occurrence, there are
subregions, where homogeneous NO and AFT phases (on
the left and right side, respectively, of the PS region) are
metastable (they have higher free energy than that of the PS
state). For T = 0, the metastability boundaries coincide with
the PS boundaries at n = 0 (the NO phase metastability) and
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n = 2/3 (the AFT phase metastability) and they merge again
at the TCP point (kgT = J/6). Between the dash-dotted
lines homogeneous phases are unstable.

For U < 0 the situation is much more complex. Al-
though dash-dotted line marking the boundary of metasta-
bility of the AFT phase still coincides with the PS boundary
at T = 0, this is no longer true for the NO metastability line.
At U = 0 this boundary at T = 0 appears at concentration
n = 1. For any finite and negative U, the NO is metastable
at full range of concentrations at low temperatures. This
applies also to the parameters outside the PS state occurrence
region, where the AFT phase is a stable solution. This
region expands to higher temperatures with decreasing if
U (Fig. 4(d)). For U/J < —1/3In2 ~ 0.23, the second
order boundary vanishes together with the TCP. Two PS
state boundaries merge at concentration n = 1 and the AFT
metastablity boundary gets its maximum also at n = 1,
but at higher temperatures (Fig. 4(e)). For U/J < —0.279
the NO metastability boundary vanishes and the NO phase
is (meta)stable for any n (Fig. 4(f)). For U/J < -1/2,
the PS state does not occur any longer, but still, the AFT
phase is metastable for U /J > —1. In such conditions, the
metastable AFT phase exists in the region of the NO phase
stability.

For the case of J < 0, the boundaries can be obtained
from results presented above by using simple transforma-
tions (10)-(11). If the results for J > 0 are qualitatively dif-
ferent from these in Figs. 4, they are marked in the figure by
gray dashed and dotted lines. In fact, this applies exclusively
to the PS-FER boundary and the FER metastability line.
Note also that the mean-field solutions of the investigated
model for n = 1 can be mapped into the mean-field solutions
of other lattice models (various extended Hubbard models
in the atomic limit), see e.g., Refs. [25, 37] and references
therein.

5. Conclusions and final remarks

In the present work, we investigated phase diagrams of
the generalization of the Ising model on the triangular lattice.
Despite the simplicity of model (1) and used approximation,
the results found are not trivial. We determined the phase di-
agrams for both signs of magnetic interactions at the ground
state (rigorous results) and for finite temperatures (the mean-
field approximation). For antiferromagnetic coupling, the
ordered phase (the AFT phase), where the magnetic order
(with s, = —sp # 0 and s = 0) coexists with the
charge order (non-homogeneous distribution of the particle
concentration, ny = ng # ng, for n # 1), occurs. This
coexistence of these two orders is a consequence of the geo-
metrical frustration of the analyzed system. In contrary, for
ferromagnetic coupling, only magnetic order exists (the FER
phase with s, = sp = sc and ny, = ng = nc), similarly
as for a case of bipartite lattices. For fixed particle con-
centration, the phase separation state occurs away from the
half-filling. Additionally, the regions for metastable phases
were determined. These regions results from discontinuous
transitions existing in the system.
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