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The model of localized fermions on the triangular lattice is analyzed in means of the Monte
Carlo simulations in the grand canonical ensemble. The Hamiltonian of the system has a form
of the extended Hubbard model (at the atomic limit) with nearest-neighbor Ising-like magnetic
J interactions and onsite Coulomb U interactions. The model is investigated for both signs of
J , arbitrary U interaction and arbitrary chemical potential µ (or, equivalently, arbitrary particle
concentration n). Based on the specific heat capacity and sublattice magnetization analyses, the
phase diagrams of the model are determined. For ferromagnetic case (J < 0), the transition from
the ordered phase (which is a standard ferromagnet and can be stable up to kBT/|J | ≈ 0.61)
is found to be second-order (for sufficiently large temperatures kBT/|J | ≳ 0.2) or first-order (for
−1 < U/|J | < −0.65 at the half-filling, i.e., n = 1). In the case of J > 0, the ordered phase occurs in
a range of −1/2 < U/|J | < 0 (for n = 1), while for larger U the state with short-range order is also
found (also for n ̸= 1). The ordered phase is characterized by an antiferromagnetic arrangement
of magnetic moments in two sublattices forming the hexagonal lattice. The transition from this
ordered phase, which is found also for µ ̸= 0 (n ̸= 1) and U/|J | > −1/2 is always second-order for
any model parameters. The ordered phase for J > 0 can be stable up to kBT/|J | ≈ 0.06.

I. INTRODUCTION

Systems with geometrical frustration represent a fas-
cinating area of condensed matter physics, where the ar-
rangement, for example, of magnetic moments leads to an
inability to simultaneously satisfy all interactions within
the system [1, 2]. This phenomenon is exhibited in sys-
tems where the geometry of the lattice creates competing
interactions, such as those found in triangular or tetra-
hedral arrangements of the magnetic moments [3–6]

The Ising model ĤI =
∑

i,j Ji,j ŝiŝj is one of the sim-
plest model which can describe the magnetism in the sys-
tem of localized magnetic moments. Its exact solutions
with interactions restricted to the nearest-neighbors (i.e.,
Jij ≡ J if i and j are neighboring site and Jij ≡ 0 oth-
erwise) for the one-dimensional chain as well as the two-
dimensional square lattice for both signs of the interac-
tion are very well-known [7–9]. The model on the trian-
gular lattice has been also extensively studied. As that
lattice has a geometrical frustration, the system exhibits
different behaviors, which are dependent on the sign of in-
teraction J . Rigorous results for this lattice [10, 11] show
that the transition temperature is kBTc/|J | = 0.607 for
ferromagnetic case (J < 0), whereas for antiferromag-
netic case (J > 0) the transition is absent and there is
no long-range order in the system at any temperature.
Within the use of Bethe-Peierls approximation [12] and
Monte Carlo simulations [13], it was shown that ordered
phase (with so-called

√
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3 order) can occur in the
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model with J > 0 for non-zero fields or for large enough
next-nearest-neighbor interactions in finite temperatures
(cf. also mean-field solutions [14]). With longer-range
interactions even more complex ordered patterns are pos-
sible [15–17].

On the other hand, for the description of strongly cor-
related electron systems, or more generally - fermionic
systems, the Hubbard model ĤH = t

∑
⟨i,j⟩,σ ĉ

†
iσ ĉjσ +

U
∑

i n̂i↑n̂i↓ was introduced [18, 19]. This model captures
the itinerant nature of the fermions via hopping term
(with t) and Mott localization (and/or superconductiv-
ity) due to Coulomb repulsion (effective attraction, re-
spectively) U between the particles [20–25]. Inclusion of
different types of intersite interactions between fermions
leads to effective descriptions of various exotic phenom-
ena, for instance, various charge-orderings or intersite su-
perconductivity [25–27].

In this work, motivated by a very complex structure
of phase diagrams of the model of charged particles with
the repulsive intersite interaction on the triangular lat-
tice [28–30], we investigate the model of the localized
fermions interacting via spin-spin interactions between
nearest-neighbor sites as well as on-site density-density
interaction. More specifically, we study the extended
Hubbard model with intersite Ising-like magnetic inter-
actions at the atomic limit on the triangular lattice with
the following form:

Ĥ = U
∑
i

n̂i↑n̂i↓ +
2J

z

∑
⟨i,j⟩

ŝiŝj −
(
µ+

U

2

)∑
i

n̂i, (1)

where ĉ†iσ (ĉiσ) denotes the creation (annihilation) oper-
ator of a fermion with spin σ (σ ∈ {↑, ↓}) at lattice site
i and other operators are defined as ŝi = (n̂i↑ − n̂i↓) /2,
n̂i = n̂i↑ + n̂i↓, n̂iσ = ĉ†iσ ĉiσ.

∑
⟨i,j⟩ is a summation
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over nearest-neighbor sites independently and z is a co-
ordination number (number of the nearest neighbors).
U denotes the onsite Hubbard interaction and J is the
Ising-like magnetic interaction between nearest-neighbor
sites i and j. Finally, µ stands for the chemical potential
(shifted by −U/2), which controls total particle concen-
tration n in the system (for µ = 0 one gets the half-filling
n = 1) [31, 32].

Note that model (1) is equivalent with the aforemen-
tioned Ising model (in the absence of the external mag-
netic field) then and only then if U → +∞ and µ = 0
in Eq. (1) (the half-filling case) [31, 32]. In such a limit
of model (1) only two states: (i) a particle with spin-↑
| ↑⟩i or (ii) a particle with spin-↓ | ↓⟩i are possible at
every lattice site. Thus, model (1) can be considered as
a generalization of the Ising model for fermionic particles
(with a variable number of the particles).

Model (1) was extensively studied for hyper-cubic lat-
tices. In such a case there is a full correspondence be-
tween J < 0 and J > 0 cases. In the variational ap-
proach with the mean-field approximation for the in-
tersite term and rigorous treatment of the single-site
term [32–35] (rigorous solution for z → +∞), the phase
transition between magnetically ordered phases (ferro-
magnetic or antiferromagnetic depending on the sign of
J interaction) was found to be first-order (discontin-
uous) for kBT/|J | < 1/3 and second-order (continu-
ous) for kBT/|J | > 1/3. The tricritical point, where
transition changes its order at half-filling is located at
U/|J | = (2/3) ln 2 [32, 34]. The Monte Carlo simulations
were performed for the model on two-dimensional square
lattice with z = 4 [36–38]. It was found that the struc-
ture of the phase diagrams is similar as in the variational
approach with reduction of the range of ordered phase
occurrence, e.g., the transition temperatures are reduced
if compared with z → +∞ limit. Also some exact results
for one-dimensional chain (z = 2) were obtained [39, 40].

The variational approach was also used to inspect the
phase diagram of model (1) on the triangular lattice
(z = 6) [31]. It was shown that phase diagrams for both
ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic cases are similar.
The only difference found is that the values of kBT/|J |,
µ/|J |, and U/|J | in ferromagnetic case should be reduced
by factor 2 to get the results in antiferromagnetic case.
In this approach, the results in J < 0 case are the same
for both hypercubic and triangular lattices [31, 32].

In this work, we investigate model (1) on the triangu-
lar lattice in the means of the Monte Carlo method (for
details see Sec. II). We present studies for both signs of
J interaction: J < 0 (Sec. III A) and J > 0 (Sec. III B).
From analysis of the temperature dependence of specific
heat capacity and sublattice magnetizations, we find the
ordered phases (including states with short-range order)
and determine the phase diagrams for different chemical
potentials (effectively for different concentrations as the
concentration of particles n in the system is determined
by potential µ).

II. METHOD DESCRIPTION: MONTE CARLO
ALGORITHM

To explore the temperature-dependent properties of
the model, we have used the classical Monte Carlo
method with the Metropolis algorithm, a standard ap-
proach for such lattice-based systems [41–43]. Our sim-
ulations are performed in the grand canonical ensemble,
where the number of particles is not fixed, which per-
mits fluctuations of the number of particles. We start at
finite and sufficiently high temperature, kBT/|J | = 0.5
(or kBT/|J | = 1.0 for interactions U/|J | > 1), to ensure
thorough exploration of the state space. The temper-
ature is then gradually decreased down to a final tem-
perature of kBT/|J | = 0.005, which is sufficient to de-
scribe the ground-state properties. In our implementa-
tion, for each temperature, the initial 106 Monte Carlo
steps are discarded for equilibrium consideration, and an
additional 106 steps are retained for statistical averaging
in the simulation.

Our triangular clusters consist of L lattice sites, each
of which can occupy by one of four possible states, rep-
resenting the presence or absence of the particle with
spin-↑ or spin-↓. More specifically, every lattice site i
can be occupied by (i) a particle with spin-↑: | ↑⟩i, (ii)
a particle with spin-↓: | ↓⟩i, (iii) two particles, one with
spin-↑ and one with spin-↓ (double occupied): | ↑↓⟩i, or
(iv) the site can be empty (no particles at the site): |0⟩i.
Note that this lattice can be divided into three equiva-
lent sublattices [2, 12, 29–31]. The study of this strongly
frustrated system is computationally intensive, especially
for the case of antiferromagnetic J , which limits the size
of clusters we can effectively study. For this reason, we
study triangular clusters of size up to L = 36×36, which
are sufficient to provide reliable analysis of finite-size ef-
fects and to extrapolate the results to the thermodynamic
limit. A similar Monte Carlo approach is widely used to
explore temperature-dependent properties and phase be-
havior in strongly correlated electronic systems [44, 45].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, the results of the simulations for both
signs of the intersite magnetic interaction are presented.
We present the phase diagrams, which are determined
by careful examination of the temperature dependence of
specific heat capacity C = dE/dT (E - the energy of the
system per lattice site) and sublattice magnetization mα.
In particular, the specific heat capacity is determined
using the formula C = ⟨ε2⟩ − ⟨ε⟩2/T 2, where ⟨ε⟩ (⟨ε2⟩)
represents the averages of energies ε (ε2) sampled by the
Monte Carlo algorithm. Moreover, magnetization mα

is an average magnetic moment (per site, multiplied by
the factor of 2) in α sublattice (α ∈ {A,B,C}), which
build the triangular lattice, cf., e.g., [2, 12, 29–31] (mα =
(6/L)

∑
i∈α⟨ŝi⟩).

In the present work, all energies (i.e., kBT , U , and µ)
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FIG. 1. Phase diagrams for the model with ferromagnetic (J = −1) interactions, shown for three different lattice sizes
(L = 122, 242, 362). Triangle markers indicate first-order phase transitions, while circular markers represent second-order phase
transitions. In the bottom-left corner, Monte Carlo averaged spin configurations for the identified ferromagnetic (F) phase at
U = −0.6, µ = 0.0, and kBT = 0.15 and non-ordered (NO) phase at U = −0.6, µ = 0.0, and kBT = 0.4, are shown for a lattice
of size L = 6× 6.

are shown in units of |J | = z×(|J |/z) (the notation of Eq.
(1)) in the full correspondence to the results previously
presented in Refs. [31–38]. Thus, in principle, we use
|J | = 1. Because the model exhibits the particle-hole
symmetry [31, 32], kBT -µ phase diagrams are symmetric
with respect to µ = 0 and they are presented only for
µ ≤ 0 (or, equivalently, for n ≤ 1).

A. Ferromagnetic interactions

First, we discuss the case of ferromagnetic intersite in-
teractions (i.e., J < 0). In this case, there is no frus-
tration in the system, and we have identified two phases
occurring in it: (i) the non-ordered (NO) phase which is
defined by zero average magnetization in each sublattice
(m = mα = 0, i.e., equal numbers of particles with spin-↑
and with spin-↓ in any of the sublattices) and (ii) the fer-
romagnetic (F) phase in which m = mα and |m| > 0 (all
three sublattices have the same magnetization). In both
phases, concentrations of the particles in each sublattice
are the same, i.e., n = nα. Note that, in this case, the
spin configurations with m = |m| (all averaged moments
↑-direction) and m = −|m| (all all averaged moments

↓-direction) are equivalent (because there is no external
magnetic field in the system).

Let us begin our discussion with the study of the in-
fluence of the Hubbard interaction U at zero chemical
potential µ = 0 (which corresponds to the half-filling in
model (1), n = 1), for which the phase diagrams are de-
picted in Fig. 1 (the left top panel). One can see that
the ferromagnetic interaction J leads to a relatively sim-
ple kBT–U phase diagram with a phase transition from
the non-ordered phase (NO) to the ordered (F) phase for
U > −1, moving towards higher temperatures kBT with
increasing U . At sufficiently large on-site density inter-
action U (U > 3), it reaches an almost constant value of
kBT ≈ 0.605, which aligns with the exact solution of the
classical Ising model, to which our model can be mapped
in the limit of large U (for µ = 0).

These phase transitions are obtained from the analysis
of specific heat capacity and sublattice magnetizations on
finite lattices with L = 12×12 to L = 36×36 sites, which
are illustrated in Fig. 2 for representative values of U
(U = −1.0,−0.7,−0.6, 5.0). One can see that in the case
of U ≤ −1 (the NO phase), we have found a broad max-
imum in the specific heat capacity curves which does not
change with increasing L, and there is also no change in
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FIG. 2. Specific heat capacities (top row), sublattice magnetizations (second row), and the energy distribution functions near
the phase transition on a 24 × 24 lattice (third line) for ferromagnetic interaction (J = −1) and representative values of U
(U = −1.0,−0.7,−0.6, 5.0, from the left) at µ = 0.

sublattice magnetizations, which equal zero. This can be
attributed to the presence of a Schottky anomaly, which
indicates a small number of discrete energy levels that
dominate the system behavior and quantify the spacing
between these levels [46]. For U > −1 (where the F phase
is found at low temperatures), we have found the typi-
cal λ-like singularity behavior of specific heat capacity,
which increases its maximum value with the increasing L
as well as the rapid change in sublattice magnetizations
from |m| = 0 to |m| = 1 with the decreasing temper-
ature. To distinguish the order of these phase transi-
tions, we have used the method by Challa et al. [47–50],
which is based on the energy distribution functions P (E)
for temperatures near phase transition. For U smaller
than U ≈ −0.65 (temperatures smaller than kBT ≈ 0.2),
the energy distribution function exhibits a two-peaked
structure near the phase transition (as shown in Fig. 2
for U = −0.7 and kBT ≈ 0.19), indicating a first-order
phase transition from the NO phase to the F phase with
decreasing temperature. This double-peak distribution
indicates that states with two different energies of the
system are equally probable at the transition tempera-
ture and one of them corresponds to the metastable so-
lution in the vicinity of the transition line (however, the
double-peak structure resembles a wide peak for model

parameters shown). On the other hand, for higher U ,
only one peak in P (E) is observed, which denotes a
second-order phase transition (absence of metastability
in the system) as shown for U = −0.6 and kBT ≈ 0.28.
We also presents the results for U = 5.0, where we get
the second-order transition at kBT ≈ 0.604, which is in
very good accordance with the exact result for the Ising
model (kBT ≈ 0.607) [10, 11]. However, the fluctuations
are more visible due to higher temperatures and more
Monte Carlo steps would provide smoother curves.

Now we are ready to analyze the behavior of the sys-
tem with changing µ (for n ̸= 1). Exemplary kBT–µ
phase diagrams for different values of U are shown in
Fig. 1. For all values of U one sees the universal behav-
ior of F–NO transition temperature, namely, the increase
of |µ| leads to a decrease of the temperature. In the case
of U = −0.7, the transition remains of first-order across
the entire range of the parameter µ. Another behavior
is observed for U values larger than U ≈ −0.65, where a
second-order transition occurs near µ = 0 and, with in-
creasing |µ|, changes its order into a first-order transition
(cf. diagrams for U = −0.6 and U = −0.5). With fur-
ther increasing of onsite repulsion U , the region of the F
phase occurrence extends and the first-order line becomes
almost vertical (cf. U = 0.0 case). It is remarkable that
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FIG. 3. Specific heat capacities (top row), sublattice magnetizations (second row), number of particles (third row), and the
energy distribution functions near the phase transition on a 24× 24 lattice (fourth line) for ferromagnetic interaction (J = −1)
and representative values of U and µ (from the left: U = −0.7 and µ = −0.15,−0.10; U = −0.6 and µ = −0.25,−0.18,−0.12).

the temperature at which the F-NO transition changes
its order (the tricritical point) is almost independent of
U and µ, remaining around kBT ≈ 0.18− 0.20, which is
in an agreement with previous studies [31, 32].

In Fig. 3, we present dependence of several quantities
with increasing temperature away half-filling to give an
insight and justify the phase diagrams discussed above.
The first and third columns (U = −0.7, µ = −0.15 and
U − 0.6, µ = −0.25) present the dependencies in the NO
phase with the broad peak in the specific heat capac-
ity accompanied by zero sublattice magnetizations and
continuous decrease in number of particles with decreas-
ing temperature. The second and the fourth columns
(U − 0.7, µ = −0.10 and U = −0.6, µ = −0.18) clearly
indicate that, with increasing temperature, the first-order
F-NO transition occurs, with a sharp (discontinuous)
change of m and n at the transition temperature, and
double peak-structure in the energy distribution P (E)
near the transition (which is more clearly visible than
previously discussed example in Fig. 2). Finally, it is
clearly seen that for U = −0.6 and µ = −0.12 (the fifth
column) the F-NO transition is second-order. Note that

the particle concentration n approaches zero in the NO
phase at the ground state, whereas in the F phase it goes
to 1 as it is expected for the exact ground-state results
[31, 32].

It is worth to mention that the findings for J = −1
are in a very good agreement, at least qualitatively, with
the results obtained by the mean-field approach pre-
sented in [31, 32]. Obviously, the mean-field overesti-
mates the transition temperatures. Moreover, the results
for the ferromagnetic coupling are also very similar (qual-
itatively and quantitatively) to those obtained for the
square lattice [32, 36–38]. The predicted transition tem-
peratures for the triangular lattice (z = 6) are slightly
higher than those for the square lattice (z = 4), which is
due to the higher number of the nearest-neighbors in the
former case.

B. Antiferromagnetic interactions

The case of antiferromagnetic interaction J = 1 (see
Fig. 4) is more complex, with a phase transition occurring
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FIG. 4. Phase diagrams for the model with antiferromagnetic (J = 1) interactions, shown for three different lattice sizes
(L = 122, 242, 362). Circular markers represent second-order phase transitions and diamonds illustrates the crossover from
short-range order (SO) to non-ordered phase (NO). In the bottom-left corner, Monte Carlo averaged spin configurations for the
identified antiferromagnetic phase (AF) at U = 1, µ = −0.6, and kBT = 0.02, and for the short-ordered (SO) phase at U = 1,
µ = −0.3, and kBT = 0.02, are shown for a lattice of size L = 6× 6.

only from the long-range antiferromagnetic (AF) phase,
which, for µ = 0, occurs from U = −0.5 to U = 0 (see
kBT -U phase diagram for µ = 0 in Fig. 4). This AF
phase is not an antiferromagnet in an usual meaning.
In the AF phase, we found an alternate arrangement of
magnetic moments in two sublattices (e.g., A and B sub-
lattices, which form the hexagonal lattice; mA = −mB),
whereas in the third sublattice (e.g., sublattice C) an
average magnetization is zero (mC = 0, the direction
of magnetic moment in a single realization is random),
see snapshots in Fig. 4 (the labels of sublattices can be
interchanged cyclically, cf. [29, 31]). In particular, for
the half-filling case (µ = 0), this AF phase consists of
the C sublattice of a combination of empty and double-
occupied sites (with compensated magnetic moments) oc-
curring with equal probability.

On the phase diagram, we also identified the SO phase,
which exhibits only short-range ordering. Compared to
mean-field results [31, 32], the spin configurations in this
phase have similar combinations of (↑, ↑, ↓) and (↑, ↓, ↓)
blocks. In contrary to the AF-NO transition line, the ab-
sence of long-range ordering does not lead to occurrence
of phase transitions and the crossover from the SO phase
to the NO phase is found.

Similarly to the previous case, the position of the phase
transitions and the crossover lines has been determined
based on specific heat capacity and sublattice magneti-
zations, which are shown for representative values of U
in Fig. 5 (for µ = 0). The first column shows the typical
behavior of the NO phase (for U = −0.6), characterized
by zero sublattice magnetizations and a specific heat ca-
pacity curve that is not scaled with L. For U ≈ −0.4, we
observed the typical λ singularity in the specific heat ca-
pacity curve, and the energy distribution functions indi-
cate a second-order phase transition. Increasing U gives
rise to another peak in specific heat capacity, which is
represented on the plot for U = −0.2. One can see that
only the low-temperature peak scales (i.e., goes to infin-
ity) with increasing lattice size L. At this temperature
(kBT ≈ 0.06), we also observe a rapid change in sub-
lattice magnetizations, which reveals the presence of a
phase transition of the second order. On the other hand,
the high-temperature peak (at kBT ≈ 0.10 for U = −0.2)
shows a broad maximum with a slight shift as L increases.
Between these two peaks we observe fluctuations of sub-
lattice magnetization, which are caused by the presence
of the short-range ordering (and antiferromagnetic inter-
actions causing frustration in the system). Similar be-
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FIG. 5. Specific heat capacities (first line), sublattice magnetizations (second line), and the energy distribution functions near
phase transition on a 24 × 24 lattice (third line) for antiferromagnetic interaction (J = 1) and representative values of U
(U = −0.6,−0.4,−0.3, 0.3, from the left) at µ = 0.

havior at the crossover from the non-ordered (NO) to
short-range order (SO) phase with decreasing tempera-
ture is found also for U > 0 (presented for U = 0.3).

Let us now proceed to the discussion of effects of
nonzero chemical potential (a case of finite particle dop-
ing) and its influence on the behavior of the system,
which is illustrated for representative values of U in the
kBT − µ phase diagrams shown in Fig. 4. It should be
noted that the antiferromagnetic AF phase occurring for
µ ̸= 0 preferred empty sites in the C sublattice for µ < 0
(n < 1) and double-occupied sites for µ > 0 (n > 1).
Similar to µ = 0, the phase transitions occur only if the
AF phase is present in the ground state. An increase
in the chemical potential |µ| leads to an almost constant
transition temperature for U ≈ −0.2, or, alternatively, to
initial increase of the transition temperature near µ ≈ 0
for U = −0.1. It drops to zero at the edge of the AF
phase for U = 0. The maximal AF-NO transition tem-
perature moves to µ ̸= 0 with increasing U . Conversely,
increasing |µ| lowers monotonously the temperature of
the crossover between the NO phase and SO phase for
all values of U . Note also that, for µ ̸= 0 and U = 1 the
AF phase occurs in finite temperatures even it does not
exist for µ = 0 (such cases occur for U > 0). It is also
worth to mention that the maximal temperature of the

AF phase occurrence is almost not dependent on µ and
U and it equals kBT ≈ 0.06, approximately.

Analogously to the previous case, in Fig. 6, we illus-
trate several physical quantities as a function of the tem-
perature for representative values of U (U = −0.2 and
U = 1.0) and µ, which are used to construct the phase
diagrams discussed above. The first and fourth columns
(for U = −0.2 and µ = −0.2 or U = 1.0 and µ = −0.8)
represent the dependencies in the NO phase, where no
phase transition occurs. For kBT → 0 the concentra-
tion n → 0 in the NO phase with an agreement with
exact ground state results [31]. The second column (for
U = −0.2 and µ = −0.15) shows the direct phase tran-
sition from the AF to the NO phase, characterized by a
single peak in the specific heat capacity curve, a rapid
change in sublattice magnetizations, and a number of
particles approaching n = 2/3 (and concentrations in the
sublattices nA = nB = 1, nC = 0) at the ground state.
The third and fifth columns (for U = −0.2 and µ = −0.05
or U = 1.0 and µ = −0.60) show specific heat capacity
curves with two peaks: the low-temperature peak corre-
sponds to the phase transition from the AF phase to the
SO phase, while the high-temperature peak corresponds
to the crossover between the SO state and the NO phases.
It can be observed that the energy distribution function
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FIG. 6. Specific heat capacities (first line), sublattice magnetizations (second line), number of particles (third row), and the
energy distribution functions near phase transition on a 24×24 lattice (fourth line) for antiferromagnetic interaction (J = 1) and
representative values of U and µ (from the left: U = −0.2 and µ = −0.20,−0.15,−0.05); U = 1.0 and µ = −0.80,−0.60,−0.40.

near the AF-SO transition temperatures exhibits a single
peak, indicating that the phase transitions are of second
order. The last column (for U = 1.0 and µ = −0.40)
illustrates the case with the short-ordered ground state,
where n → 1 if kBT → 0 and sublattice magnetizations
fluctuate strongly up to the crossover to the NO phase.

One should underline that we preformed detailed anal-
ysis of the energy distribution P (E) for various model
parameters near the transition from the AF phase (also
for L = 60 × 60 system and smaller steps of ∆(kBT ) =
0.002, 0.001 and 0.0002 for a few sets of the parameters)
and we do not find any indicators for the first-order na-
ture of the transition from the AF phase. We also de-
creased the intervals of E to calculate P (E) distribution,
but two-peak structure of P (E) did not appeared. Thus,
we are quite confident that the AF–NO and AF–SO tran-
sitions are second-order (continuous) ones.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this work we investigated the localized fermion sys-
tem on a triangular lattice described by the extended
Hubbard model with onsite Coulomb U and nearest-
neighbor Ising-like magnetic J interactions by means of
the Monte carlo simulations in the grand canonical en-
semble. By examining various quantities, such as spe-

cific heat capacity, sublattice magnetizations, number of
particles and energy distribution functions, we construct
comprehensive phase diagrams across varying tempera-
tures and values of U and chemical potential (µ).

In the ferromagnetic case (J < 0), our results confirm
the presence of the phase transition from the ferromag-
netic (F) phase to the non-ordered (NO) phase. Inter-
estingly, the transition order depends on the values of U
and µ. For temperatures lower than kBT ≈ 0.18−0.20, it
is first-order, whereas for higher temperatures, the tran-
sition becomes second-order. The highest temperature
for the F phase occurrence kBT ≈ 0.605 is found for
U → +∞ and µ = 0 (in the limit, the model reduces
to the Ising model). These findings are consistent with
the mean-field results as well as with results obtained us-
ing Monte Carlo simulations for the square lattice, al-
beit with differences in transition temperature magni-
tudes (due to different number of nearest neighbors).

The results for antiferromagnetic case (J > 0) are
very distinct from that obtained for J < 0 case. This
is because, in this case, the model exhibits geometrical
frustration and thus the findings are strongly affected
by the frustration. The region of the occurrence of the
ordered AF phase is strongly reduced with only second-
order transition from the AF phase (which is not an usual
antiferromagnet). For µ = 0, the AF phase exist only for
U in the range of −0.5 < U < 0. For U > 0 the AF phase
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can occur only for µ ̸= 0. The maximal temperature for
the AF phase occurrence is kBT ≈ 0.06 and it is almost
independent on U or µ.

One should underline that our results coincide with the
rigorous results at the ground state [31] and some limiting
cases (U → +∞, µ = 0) [10, 11]. In addition, our distinct
approach reveals intriguing finite-temperature behaviors
and phase transitions, providing better understanding
of the effects of competing interactions in strongly frus-
trated systems. Although model (1) is relatively simple
and can be treated as a toy model, it represents a non-
trivial generalization of the Ising model, offering valuable
insights into phase behavior in strongly correlated sys-
tems. These findings not only deepen our understanding
of such systems but also provide a foundation for future
research into related magnetic and electronic lattice mod-
els. In a case of longer-range interactions in the system,
new phases exhibiting also various incommensurate or-
dering can occur [17, 51–53].

Finally, one should note that the considered system de-
scribed by hamiltonian (1) is not as far from the reality as
one can expect. In particular, the arrangement of mag-
netic moments in the triangular lattice has been observed
in various materials, e.g., in Li2MnTeO6 [54], KCeO2

[55], KCeS2 [56], Ba2MnTeO6 [57, 58], Ce3Cu and Pr3Cu
[59], Co1/3TaS2 [60], as well as in CsCeSe2 [61]. More-

over, also ultra-cold atomic gases give the opportunity of
realization of systems with different geometries [62–64].
Because these systems have controllable parameters, they
are perfect to study fundamental phenomena and allow
to simulate different models in various regimes of param-
eters [24, 27, 65–68]. The geometry of the lattice can be
experimentally changed by different spatial arrangement
of laser beams. In particular, it is possible to create the
triangular lattice [69–71]. These facts create the future
opportunity of the experimental validation of the predic-
tions presented in the current work.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Dr. Pavol Farkašovský and Dr. Jan
Barański for very fruitful discussions and careful read-
ing of the manuscript. L. R. thanks to Slovak Re-
search and Development Agency under the contract
no. APVV-20-0293 and the Slovak Grant Agency
Vega under the contract no. 2/0037/22. K. J. K.
thanks the Polish National Agency for Academic Ex-
change for funding in the frame of the National Com-
ponent of the Mieczysław Bekker program (2020 edition)
(BPN/BKK/2022/1/00011). L. R. acknowledges hospi-
tality and research stays in Department of Theory of Con-
densed Matter (Adam Mickiewicz University).

[1] H. T. Diep, ed., Frustrated spin systems (World Scientific,
2013).

[2] O. A. Starykh, Unusual ordered phases of highly frus-
trated magnets: a review, Rep. Prog. Phys. 78, 052502
(2015).

[3] M. Žukovič, M. Borovskỳ, and A. Bobák, Ordering in
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