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Properties in magnetic ordered states of graphene nammsblith zigzag shaped edges are in-
vestigated by applying mean-field approximation to the Hutllmodel with on-site repulsidii. We
observe that magnetic moments and critical temperature ahomalous power-law dependences as
a function ofU; the actual values of the power are determined by only thehaaéiribbons. Such
singular behaviours are found to be due to localized natfiteeoelectronic states close to Fermi
energy.

KEYWORDS: graphene nanoribbon, zigzag shaped edges, edge states, magnetism

1. Introduction

Graphene-based materials with nano-meter sizes have tieseting much attention due to their
possibilities as new potential devices in application a#§ a&novel stages for emergence of exotic
phenomena in fundamental science. Especially, the graphanoribbon with zigzag shaped edges,
which is abbreviated to zigzag GNR in the following, is knoterhave fascinating peculiar properties
as follows!~") The zigzag GNR has a metallic band structure irrespectivhefvidth NV in the sense
that the energy gap does not appear at the Fermi energy ibemee of dopingkl = 0. However,
unlike usual metals, the asymptotic form of the energy dspa nearE = 0 is written asF
+|k — 7w /a|N,* and the Fermi velocity vanishes fof > 2 wherea and N express the lattice spacing
and the width of the ribbon (see Fig.1), respectively. Susracteristic properties are due to the fact
that the one-particle states nelar= 0 are well localized around zigzag edges, i.e., the state®clo
to £ = 0 are so called edge states. The zigzag edges and the locsiiéted around them have been
observed by scanning tunneling microscopy and spectrgscép

Magnetic properties of the zigzag GNR have been investigageapplying mean-field approxima-
tion to the Hubbard model with on-site repulsitid: 41" and by the first principles calculatidfiz2?
It has been found that the large spontaneous magnetic msrappéar at the zigzag edges, which is
originated from the edge states. The magnetic moments faigpmagnetically at each edge but with
the opposite direction between the edges. In addition, thgnetic order appears under the infinites-
imal on-site repulsion; the conclusion is different frone tase for graphene sheets where the finite
amount ofU is necessary for emergence of the antiferromagnetic Sthtespin excitatiorié 22 and
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the interedge superexchange interactfibhave been calculated based on the magnetic structure in-
troduced above. The treatments beyond the mean-field appati@n, in which quantum fluctuation
is fully taken into account, have been carried 82> The ground state is found to be Mott insulator
with charge gap, and the field theoretical approach denmaiestithat the Heisenberg model on the
zigzag GNR expressing the spin excitation belongs to theesamversality class as spin 1/2 square
ladderg® (gapped for even number legs, gapless for odd number of [Ege)result is confirmed by
numerical calculatioR®

In ordered states seen in electron systems, usually, tiee peslameter shows exponential depen-
dence as a function of the coupling constant; this fact istdude finite density of states (DOS) at
the Fermi energy. On the other hand, the DOS of the zigzag G1¢R slivergence at Fermi energy.
Therefore, in the magnetic ordered state of the zigzag GNBsual dependence of the spontaneous
magnetic moments as a function Gfis expected. In the present work, we study properties of the
magnetic ordered states in the zigzag GNR by applying thenffiell approximation to the Hubbard
model. We focus on interaction dependence of spontaneogseatia moments and critical tempera-
ture. It is found that these quantities show anomalous ptaveidependences and the actual values
of the power are determined by only the width of the ribbons. We clarify that the unusual band
structure close to Fermi energy gives rise to such sing@hatiours.

2. Mode

The graphene nanoribbons with zigzag shaped edges we stidiustrated in a schematic way
in Fig. 1. Figs. 1 (a) and (b) show the zigzag GNRs with the ividtbeing even and odd, respectively.

Fig. 1. Schematic illustration of zigzag GNRs consisting\olegs with N = even (a) andV = odd (b).
Here, the rectangle written by the dash dotted line showsititeeell anda is the lattice spacing. The filled
(open) circles express the A (B) sublattices. The two typstiaes in the unit cell are denoted asandj.

In the respective figures, the rectangle written by the dasted line and: express the unit cell and
the lattice spacing, respectively. The filled (open) cadialicate the A (B) sublattices. In the unit cell,
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there are two types of carbon slices; those are denotedaasl 5.
The Hamiltonian we consider rea@is= Hy + Hint, Where

N
Hio=—t> > {elpo(Deiao(D) +cly , (Deipo (I +(<1)) + b}

I,o i=1
N-1
—t Z Z {CIB,J(I)(:@H)A,O(I) + h.c.} , (1)
I,o i=1
U N
Hint :5 IZ; ZZ:; {niA,cr(I)niA,—cr(I) + niB,o(I)niB,_g (])} , (2)

wheret is the hopping between the nearest neighbor carbon atons. ngU(I) is the creation
operator of an electron with the spin= + (¢ = +/— expresse$ / | spin state) at théX site in

the I-th cell, andn;x () = C;[X,U(I)CiX,o(I) (t=1,---,NandX = A, B unless explicitly noted
in the following). The mean-field approximation is appliedH;.; as

N
U
Hine — Hint' =5 SN i — omia)ely ,(Deino (1)

I,o i=1
+ (nip — omip)cly ,(Deis.o (1)}, (3)
wheren;x = > _(nix+(I)) andm;x = > o(nix-(I)) are the charge and spin order parameters
with (- - - ) being the thermal average. We should note that the magratiton as well as the para-
magnetic one in the neutral system has = n;5 = 1 due to the particle-hole symmetry. Therefore,
in the following, we neglect the terms including the chargieo parameters for simplicity since those

renormalize the chemical potential. As a result, the Hami#n under the mean-field approximation
is written as follows,

HME = Wik, 0) {hi(k) + hipt (o)} W(k,0), &)
k,o

where Ut(k,0) = (cl 4, (k).clp (k). chyy (k). clyp , (k). Herehu (k) and h)IF (o) are the
2N x 2N matrices,

0O m 0 O 0O 0 0 O
Y 0 0 0 0 O
0 1 0 0O 0 0 O
0 0 v O 0O 0 0 O
hi(k) = —t x S S S ; (5)

0O 0 0 O 0O m 0 O
0 0 0 0 v 01

0O 0 0 O 0 1 0
0O 0 0 O 0 0 v O
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U .
h}\r/lltl:‘( ) - _0-5 X dlag (m1A7m137 e 7mNA7mNB)7 (6)

wherey, = 2cos(ka/2). Here, the Fourier transformations

ik(zr+(—1)%a/4
CiA,U(I \/N_L Z (@1 / )CiA,O'(k)’ (7)
CiBJ(I \/N_L Z eik(@r—( a/4)CiB,a(k)a (8)

are introduced withV;, being the total number of the unit cell in the system and= Ia. We note
that hy (k) becomes the real and symmetric matrix owing to the choickefburier transformation,
egs. (7) and (8). ThN order parameterm,- 4 andm;p are determined self-consistently by

mia = NLZZ {[ ]Qi_l}Qf(Eéj’(k)% ©)

k,o j=1

mip = NLZZ A ), } EDE), (10

k.o j=1
wheref(F) is the Fermi function defined bj(E) = 1/{exp(E/T) + 1} with T being the tempera-
ture. HereEgj)(k) is an eigenvalue of the matrix, (k) + k¥ (o) and the corresponding eigenvector

is expressed bygj)(k), thel-th({ = 1,2,--- ,2N) element of which is a real number and written as
[dj)(k)] ; The energy per an atoaiU) is given by

N
e(U) = 2NLN ZZEO FED (k SENZ m2, 4+ mly (11)

3. Resaultsand Discussions

We can obtain the two kinds of self-consistent solutiong expresses the antiferromagnetic (AF)
state which satisfies:;4 = —myv_;11)p and the other is the ferromagnetic (F) state withy =
m(y—i+1)5-- 1% ?YThe magnetic moment at each site and the energy differdnte) = ¢(U)—¢(0)
in the both states are shown in Figs. 2 (a) and (b), respégtioe the N = 3 system at the absolute
zero temperature. In each figure, the quantities in the AE stad those in the F state are expressed by
the solid and dotted curves, respectively. Though diffeedmetweennss andmsa (mig andmesp)
in the AF state is not clearly seen in Fig. 2 (a), there eximssignificant difference between the both
guantities. As we expected, the AF state is more stable tiaf statel) Then, we concentrate on
the AF state unless noted. Note that the energy differencarpatom between the AF state and the
F stateear(U) — er(U) becomes smaller with increasing the width This fact seems to indicate
that difference in the energy is mainly originated from timathe local spin structure, for example, the
spin configuration at the bond in the center of the ribbon, &.&-nB bond forN = 2n — 1 andnB-

(n + DA for N = 2n. Qualitative discrepancies between thie=0dd zigzag GNR and th& =even
one have been observed in transport propéftié® and persistent currenté. Such discrepancies are
not found in the magnetic ordered states obtained by the 1fieldrapproximation.
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Fig. 2. Self-consistent solutions of the AF state and thefesor theV = 3 zigzag GNR; magnetic moments
at each atom in the unit cellp,4 andm;p, (a) and energy differenc&e(U) = €(U) — €(0) (b) where
e(U) is defined in eq. (11). In each figure, the solid and dottedeziexpress the quantities in the AF state
and those for the F state, respectively. The inset in (b) shibe energy difference between the AF state
and the F statear (U) — erp(U), for several choices aV.

We investigate in detail the magnetic moment at the zigzaggdwhich is far largest than the
others, and then considered to dominate the magnetic piepas far ad//t < 1. The magnetic
moment at the 1A siter; o of the AF state is shown as a function@f¢ close toU/t = 0 in Fig. 3
for N = 2,3,---,10. We can see that the magnetic momenty behaves agi, o (U/t)Y/ V-1,
i.e., the quantity shows power-law dependences and thalaetiwe of the power is determined by the
width N. The result seems to be anomalous because the order parsfdatee usual ordered states
realized in the electronic systems are known to show exg@iatependences as a function of the
coupling constant for weak coupling limit. Actually, in tikase of N = 1 which is nothing but the
usual one-dimensional system; 4 = —mip ~ 16(t/U) exp(—27t/U) as long ad//t < 1.

Next we investigate the critical temperatufe of the AF state, which is also known to show
exponential dependence as a function of the coupling conistéhe usual ordered state. Fig. 4 shows
the critical temperature as a function @f't close toU/t = 0. Here, the power-law dependence is
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un

Fig. 3. Magnetic moment at the 1A sitey; o, Of the AF state as a function 6f/¢ for the several choices of
N. The solid lines express the fitting by, o oc (U/t)Y/(N=1),

- A
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3
4
=
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1071 :

10 10

U/t

Fig. 4. Critical temperatur@, of the AF state as a function @&f/t for the several choices d¥. The solid
lines express the fitting bY.. /¢ oc (U/¢)N/(N=1,

also seen in the critical temperature&soc (U/t)N/(N=1), The actual value of the power ifi. is
different from that inm,. However, it can be well understood by the simple dimensialyeis,
T. ~ U x mya, With considering that the AF transition is dominated by ¢ldges states.

Here, we explore the critical temperature from divergentéhe magnetic susceptibility. The
instability toward the AF state and that toward the F stalebeiinvestigated. In the presence of the
external magnetic fieldf; x, which does not depend on an index of the unit éddlt does depend on
the location in the unit cell, the linear response theoryltesn the magnetic momentsy; , andm;g
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as
N
i f

miA = Z {X?A,i’AHiC’A + X?A,(N—i’+1)BH€N—i’+1)B} ) (12)
i'=1
N

0 i 0 i

M(N—i+1)B = Z {X(N—i+1)B,i’AH§A + X(N—z‘+1)B,(N—i’+1)BH(eN—i’+1)B}’ (13)

i'=1

whereH = H;x + Um; x /2 is the effective magnetic field at thé cite. The quantitieg’y /. =
limg_,0 limy,, 0 X?X sx (¢, 1wyn) (X, X’ = A, B) is the susceptibility of the non-interacting system:

Agian) = — - {10 Y FEG () = F(EF (k+ )
Kiara(don) Z Z 1wn+E§>(k;)—E3j')(k+q)

ko] [ E+a] L ae

7]_

% |:,D’((]J)(k)] 2i'—1 [6(()])(]{7)}

21—

olaian) = — {0 Y FES () — FEG (k4 0))
XzA 7 B((L n Ek:y’]z:l lwn N E 0 (k) E G ( q)
x {M., wm_l #wral, [Weral, o9
0 i) = — 2 a0 Yaga (B (k) — f<EéJ (k+q)
XZB,Z A(QJ n Ek:jdz:l 1wn + E(])(k) E(()J )(k q)
. [178])(1{:)] 2i’'—1 [géj)(k)} 2i [Q%j/)(k + Q)} 2i [65{ )(k + q)] 2i'—1’ (16)

{0 Yo FEG () - £k + )
Z Z iw, + EY (k) — E§ (k + q)

@k + )], [k + )], )

0 : _
XiB,i’B(Qa iwn) =
7] -

<@ w)],, 8 w)]

with E(()j)(k) ( =1,---,2N) being the eigenvalue i, (k) and *(J)( k) being the eigenvector corre-

27

sponding to it. Namely, the eIement@(f)(k) expresses the amplitude of tliith eigenfunction in the
transverse direction in the non-interacting case.

In the F state, the magnetic moments satisfy the configuratio = my_;;1)5, whereasn; 4 =
—m(y—i+1)p IS realized in the AF state. In order to lead to such a magséticture, the effective
external field should satisfif¢ = H(e]f\f, +1)B (H = Hf]f\f, i+1)p ) for the F (AF) state. Based
on the above consideration, egs. (12) or (13) are rewrittefolbbws,

= Xr/arHa, (18)
i 1
XF/AF = (1 XF/AF> X%/Apa (19)
whereniy = (mia,maoa,--- .mya)t, Ha = (Hia, Hop,--- ,Hya)' and1 is the N x N unit
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matrix. Here,x% and’, . are theN x N matrices whose element is defined as

[X%/AF] o= Xiaia £ Xoa(N—ir+1)B

2 o i B (R) = FEF G+ q)
o B - Bk +q)

% |:Q7(()]) (k)] 2i—1 |:Q7(()]/) (k):| 2i—1

. <[Uéj)(k)} 2 —1 [1753")(/{)]22'/_1 + [%j)(k)} géj/)(k)} 2(N—i’+1)>

where the upper and lower sign correspondt| ., and [X% | .., respectively. The transition tem-

20
2(N—i’+1)[ > (20)

perature is determined hiet(1 — (U/Z)XF/AF) = 0.

We focus on the transition temperature for weak repulsiowfich case it is numerically obtained
that the transition temperature is proportionalt8/ (V=1 In this case, we take account of only the
two kinds of eigenstates whose eigenvalues are ardund 0, i.e., £ = E(()NH) = —EéN) -~
Anlk — m/a|N with Ay being a positive constant. Eigenfunctions of such stateskaown to be
well localized around the zigzag edges, which are expligtiown in Fig. 5. At the sufficiently low
temperature, owing to the localized nature of the eigenfans, the matrix elements Q?I%/AF can be

neglected excerF/AF] 11, Which are calculated as follows,

-0 2 of /°° { af}
~ — =2 deq——— D 21
[XFl11 N, Zk: e B ; € e n(e), (21)

-0 2 fle) = f(=¢) o [Ty LI~ f) ]
Z =B () N 2/0 d { 2¢ }DN( ) (22)

[Xar]n = "N, %
Here, Dy (¢), which is the density of states closede= 0, is obtained ady (¢) ~ Cx/|e[' /N 4

from the asymptotic behaviour of the energy dlspersEﬁﬁ\“rl E(N) An|k—m/al™. In deriv-
ing egs. (21) and (22), the amplitude at the zigzag edgegparex@amated a%ﬁ(()j) (k:)] = +1/v/2and

[%j)(k)] . +1/v/2(j = N, N+1), and the others are discarded. In addition, the sign of tndsk

of amplitudes are assigned according to the result in Fig.g, in the oddV case, [*(N“)(k)] L=

1/v2, [*(N“ (k )LN = —1/V2, [170 (k)]l = —1/v/2, and [vo (k)LN = —1/+/2 from Fig. 5
(@). The transition temperatui r. s, Which is determined by — (U/2)[>2%/AF]11 = 0, is obtained
as follows;

Ter = (CNXRNU)N/(N_I) , (23)
Tear = (CyXap nU)NY V=1 (24)

whereXp sr v IS an constant depending on the width

& 1 1 1
XpN = /0 dwex +1le 4+ 1g-1/N’ (29)

8/12



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. FuLL PAPER
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Fig. 5. (Color online) Amplitudes of the eigenfunctions hettransverse direction close 0/t = 0 for
N =5 (a) andN = 6 (b) whereka/m = 0.98 is used. In the respective figure, the upper and lower graph

express the wavefunction of the conduction band and of tleea band, respectively. The slicesind 5
in the unit cell are defined in Fig. 1.

> 1 1 1 sinhz
X = d . 26
AF,N /0 T T e 1N 2 (26)
Thus the transition temperatures of the both magneticsstateproportional t&/N/(N—1: the result
for T, ar is identical with that obtained by the numerical calculatiblote thatl, o\ > Tt r because

of Xar,ny > Xr,n, Which corresponds to the fact that the antiferromagneitess more stable than
the ferromagnetic state.

Finally, we discuss the case where the hopping integraleat $hleg and that of th&’-th one are
modified asc x ¢t and¢’ x t, respectively. In this case, the matrix elements:ofk) in eq. (5) are

changed a§u(k)]1,2 = [hx(k)]2,1 = —cty and[hk(k)]an—1,2n8 = [P (k)]an2nv—1 = —ctyk. Even

9/12



J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. FuLL PAPER

upon such a change, the power of the energy dispersion al@se-t0 is not changed; i.e., the energy

(N)

dispersion is given bE(()N“) = —FEy ' ~ An(c,d)|k—n/a|N asis shown in Fig. 6. The power-law

(a)N=4

EO(N+1)(k) it

(b) N=5

c=c'=1.0
¢c=0.5,c'=1.0
c=c'=0.5

107" 10°
|ka/mt—1]

Fig. 6. Energy dispersioEéN+1)(k) (= —EéN)(k:)) close tok = 7 /a for several choices af and¢’ in the
case ofN = 4 (a) andN = 5 (b). Here, the hopping at the 1st leg and at ffi¢h leg ( see Fig. 1)
are modified ag x ¢ andc’ x t, respectively. In each figure, the dotted line express thiadiby using
ESNTY (k) o |k — m/a)N.

dependence of the magnetic moment at the edge « U'/(N-1) should be observed even in the
present situation if the anomalous power-law dependentdgeahagnetic moments and of the critical
temperature discussed above are originated from the dispeelation close t& /¢t = 0. In Fig. 7, we
show the magnetic moments at the 1A site of the AF staié-at0 for the N = 4 and N = 5 system
as a function ot/ /¢ for several choices afandc’. Here, the power-law dependeneg o U/ (NV—1)

is observed even if the hopping integrals at the edges ardfigthdl he result is the strong evidence
that the anomalous power-law dependence found in the gresek is originated from the power-law
dependence of the energy dispersion clos&' {6 = 0. We note that the magnetic moments at the
edges does not satisfy the simple relationy = —myp and are obtained as; 4 > |muyp| in the
asymmetric case with < ¢’ though the total magnetic moment in the unit cell vanishe@engn such
acase, as long d$/t < 1, |mxp| is also proportional t&/1/(N—1) as well agn 4.

4, Summary

In the present work, we applied the mean-field approximatidhe Hubbard model on the zigzag
GNR and studied properties of the magnetic ordered stalt@ssgontaneous magnetic moments at the
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Fig. 7. Spontaneous magnetic moment at the 1A site (uppeagigdge in Fig. 1jn; 4 of the AF state with
N =4andN = 5atT = 0 as a function ofJ/¢ for several choices of andc’. The solid lines express
the fitting bymia oc UY/(N-1),

zigzag edges and the transition temperature of the AF sirte Wwwestigated in detail as a function of
on-site repulsior/ for U/t < 1.

We can obtain the two kinds of the ordered states; one is thestate satisfyingm;4 =
—m(y—i+1)p and the other is the F state with,4 = m_;11)p. The AF state is more stable
than the F state though the energy difference per one catbanlztween the two magnetic ordered
states becomes smaller with increasing the widtirherefore, the AF state was investigated in detail.
Due to existence of the states localized around the zigzggsedose to Fermi energy, the magnetic
moments at the zigzag edges are far bigger than the othefg/for< 1, and show characteristic
U/t dependence asi 4 o (U/t)"/ (V=1 Also, the transition temperatuf€, r shows the power-
law dependencé; ar o (U/t)N/(N‘l), which is analytically demonstrated from the divergence of
the corresponding susceptibility. Discrepancy in the pasen, 4 and7; ar can be well understood
by considering that the AF transition is dominated by theeesi@tes and by assuming the simple
dimension analysis;, s o< U x my4. Therefore, we can conclude that the both anomalé{tsde-
pendences are originated from the power-law divergencleeoDOS close to Fermi energy. Actually,
the power-law dependence of the magnetic moment at the edgebserved if the hopping integrals
at the zigzag edges are modified, where the power of the DO&sanged.
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