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W e study the zero-tem perature spin uctuations of a tw o-din ensional itinerant-electron system

w ith an incom m ensurate m agnetic ground state described by a singleband Hubbard H am iltonian.
W e Introduce the (pbroken-sym m etry) m agnetic phase at them ean- eld (H artreeFock) levelthrough
a spiral spin con guration w ith characteristic wave vector Q di erent in general from the antiferro—
m agnetic wave vector Q a r , and consider spin uctuations over and above it w ithin the electronic
random -phase RPA) approxin ation. W e obtain a closed system of equations for the generalized
wave vector and frequency dependent susceptibilities, which are equivalent to the ones reported
recently by Brenig. W e obtain, in addition, analytic resuls for the soin-wave dispersion relation in
the strong-coupling lim it of the H ubbard H am iltonian and nd that at nite doping the spin-wave
dispersion relation has a hybrid form between that associated w ith the (localized) H eisenberg m odel
and that associated w ith the (long-range) RKKY exchange Interaction. W e also nd an instability
of the spin-wave spectrum in a nite region about the center of the B rillouin zone, which signals a
physical nstability toward a di erent spin—or, possibly, charge-ordered phase, as, for exam ple, the
stripe structures ocbserved in the high-T c m aterdals. W e expect, however, on physical grounds that
for wave vectors extemal to this region the spin-wave spectrum that we have detem ined should
survive consideration ofm ore sophisticated m ean— eld solutions.

I. NTRODUCTION

Spin uctuations about incom m ensurate staticm agnetic con gurations represent an interesting problm , espec:a]Ji'/I:
In the view ofthe accum ulating experin ental evidence on the parent com pounds of the high-T. cuprate m aterialst
T he dynam ic structure factor S (g; ! ) at wave vector g and frequency !, asm easured by nelastic neutron scattering,
show s noticeable peaks over the background when g= Q = Qar + Q (J Q7 D ar ) for increasing dopant
concentration, at nite albbeit snallvaluesof ! W ih ! J, J being the exchange coupling) £ Further experim ental
studies for larger valuesof I Qa r Jhave also detected the presence of wellkde ned soin-wave-type excitations close
to the boundary of the antiferrom agnetic A F) B rillouin zone BZ) 2 The fact that spin-w ave excitations w th sm all
wavelength (Le., com parable to Jattice spacing) can be detected even In the absence of long-range m agnetic ordgr, has
actually been well established experin entally since the eighties also in m ore conventionalm agnetic m aterials® This
state ofa airshas, Ip fum, prom pted a num ber of theoretical studies on dynam icalexcitations about incom m ensurate
spin con guratjons.:?{'?

From the theoreticalpoint ofview , Inclusion of incom m ensurate spin con gurationsin clisterm ean— eld calculations
would require one to consider cluster sizes at last asbig as the spatial extension of the lncom m ensurability. In this
way, com plex ncomm ensurate pattems could as well be included in the calculation, at the price of considerable
num erical e ort and w ithout full analytic control on the resuls. A fematively, one m ay set up calculations for an
In nite system with necessarily sinm pler incom m ensurate spin con gurations, w ith the advantage, how ever, ofobtaining
analytic results (at least) in som e lim is, which In tum m ay adm it a sin ple physical interpretation. In this respect, the
spiralspin con guration appearsto be the only one forwhich analytic calculations can be perform ed, in the sense that
the constituent equations can be brought to a closed form which ism anageable for controlled analytic approxin ations.
Indeed previous analytic calculations have considered static Jong—range background spiral spin con gurations, on top
of which dynam ical spin excitations have been considered £

The intrinsic sin plicity of the background spiral spin con guration and the neglect of its dypam ics have resulted,
how ever, into an instability of the spin-w ave spectrum i a lim ited region ofthe B rillbuin zone? T his outcom e could,
In principle, m ake the resulting spin-wave spectrum alogether unreliable, as the underlying soin con guration (over
and above which spin-wave excitations are constructed) could be m uch m ore com plex than a spiral one and even
possess a dynam ics of its own. In addition, a static or dypam ic charge m odulation can be present as well, lke
the stripe structures cbserved in som e underdoped cuprates? O ne expects, how ever, on physical grounds the short—
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wavelength soin-wave excitations, obtained on top ofa spiralcon guration, to preserve their dispersion relation even
when considering m ore com plex long-range underlying structures.

W ithin this fram ew ork, we have pursued the analytic calculation w ith an underlying spiral spin con guration foran
tinerant electronic system described by a singledband Hubbard Ham iltonian. The soin (and charge) dynam ics have
bee described w ithin the electronic random -phase RPA ) approxin ation for the dynam ical susceptibilities, based on
a broken-sym m etry HartreeFock HF) m ean— eld solution, along the lines of Ref!! . In particular, we have considered
the large U=t lim i in detail Where t is the nearest-neighbor hopping m atrix elem ent and U is the local on-site
repulsion in the Hubbard H am iltonian), forwhich the soin-w ave digpersion relation (@s obtained from the poles ofthe
dynam icalsusogptibilities) can be expressed in analytic form by system atically expanding In the sm allparam eter U .
In this way, we have obtained an analytic expression for the soin-wave dispersion relation valid in the lm it t=U 1
cf. Eqg. {_5?) below ], show ing a novel characteristic structure, nam ely, a hybrid form between the dispersion relations
obtained w ithin the nearest-neighbor Heisenberg m odel for localized spjns'}q and the longrange RKKY interaction
m ediated by the conduction electrons®}

This analytic form of the digpersion relation could adm itedly not have been guessed a priori, by tting the
dispersion relation obtained num erically (from the location of the poles of the dynam ical susceptibilities) with a
H eisenberg m odel extending in principle to a lJarge albeit nite num ber of neighbors. N either, this analytic form gan
be sin ply reduced to a nearest-neighbor H eisenberg digpersion relation w ith a doping-dependent exchange J'ntegral.'lz:
R ather, the characteristic ongrangeRKK Y contribution would require tting to a H eisenbergm odelw ith an in nie
num ber ofneighbors. T hiswould contradict the spirit w ith which the H eisenbergm odelw as Introduced to startw jth,H
nam ely, as a tting m odel that m akes physical sense when the interactions extend to a lin ited num ber of neighbors
only. N ote that this situation contrasts that found at half- lling ofthe H ubbard band (ie., In the absence ofdoping),
w here the antiferrom agnetic A F) spin-wave spectrum can be nicely tted by a Heisenberg m odel extending at m ost
to a few nejghbors:}‘g Our resuls also show that the m agnitude of the overall exchange integral, which characterizes
the spin-wave spectrum , decreases w ith increasing doping and vanishes when the transition to a ferrom agnetic case
occurs at the m ean— eld level.

T he plan of the paper is as follow s. Section 2 obtains the in plicit form of the spin-w ave dispersion relation w ithin
the HF-RPA approxin ations, by solving for the dynam ical susceptibilities of the itinerant electron system in the
presence of an incom m ensurate spin spiral ground state. Section 3 focuses on the am allt=U expansion of the results
of Section 2, which requires a carefilanalysis of the doping dependence of the relevant quantities. Section 4 discusses
the m ain results of this paper and Section 5 gives our conclisions. For the sake of com pleteness, we report in the
Appendices details of the analytic calculations, and adapt know results for the Heisenberg and RKKY spin-wave
spectra to the present context.

II.DYNAM ICAL SUSCEPTIBILITIES W ITHIN THE ITINERANT-ELECTRON RPA
APPROXIM ATION W ITH AN INCOMMENSURATE SPIN-SPIRAL GROUND STATE

In this Section, we give the derivation of the spin-wave dispersion relation for a two-dim ensional itinerant-electron
system in the presence of an incom m ensurate spiral m agnetic structure with a generic characteristic wave vector
Q , within the electronic RPA appppxin ation. A fhough our results for the dispersion relation coincide w ith those
previously given by Brenig in Ref?, we provide here n addition the expression of the correlation fiinctions which
can be relevant for a direct com parison w ith neutron scattering experin ents. Further details of the calculation are
reported In Appendix A .

W e em phasize that the nding ofa closed-form expression for the correlation functions for any characteristic wave
vector Q (ncomm ensurate wih the lattice spacing) and not just for the (comm ensurate) antiferrom agnetic wave
vector Q ar Is altogether a nontrivial result, being ntrinsically related to the peculiar pattem of the spiralm agnetic
solution for the ground state.

W e begin by considering the generalized correlation function at zero tem perature in the broken-sym m etry phase:

X, @)= i B s )i+ iks @oiks @t)i @)

w here the average h i is taken over the ground state, T stands here orW ick’s tin e-ordering operator, an)Sis
given by (we set h = 1 throughout)
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In these expressions, ; = (0;x;v;2z), isaPaulimatrix wih ©° equal to the 2 2 identiy m atrix), and ;

are soin labels. Note that 2S( (r) coincides w ith the density operator, which couples w ith the spin operator In the
presence of an incom m ensurate spiralm agnetic structure. ,
For the sin ple band we are considering, the eld operator in Eq.@) can be represented in the form

X
(x) = r Rig ; 3)

i

where (r) is the atom ic W annier) orbial associated w ith the sin ple band, R ; is the lattice vector locating site i,
and ¢ is a destruction operator. T in e evolution n Eq. @') is govemed by the H eisenberg representation:

) =e"t @me H° @)

where forH we take the sin ple-band two-din ensionglH ubbard H am ilttonian.
In tem s of the tw oparticle correlation function L ,'_13- the generalized correlation function g:) takes the form

i X X
X, ) = 2 .o oLt Y Gt % 9 ®)
. 0. 0
wih £t = t+ ( = 0),where L. satis es the BetheSalpeter equation:
L (1;2;1%2% = < 1:296G ;19 ®)

+ d3d4d5d6G (1;3)G (4;1% (3;5;4;6) L (6;2;5;2%

@;2; signifying the set of space, soin, and tin e variables). In the above expression,
G @;2)= iT 1 @) (7)

is the singleparticle G reen’s function and the kemel representsan e ective two-particle interaction. In particular,
w ithin the RPA approxim ation we are adopting, the kemel takes the fom :

(B;5;4;6)= i G;4) G;6) (8ixs) (37 )
+ v (3;6) (4;5) & ixa) (35 4) ®)

w ith the notation x (r;t) and w here the constant  can be related to the param eterU ofthe H ubbard H am iltonian

as follow s:
Z
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E ntering Eqs.(:gi) and é'_é) nto Eq.@l_ﬂ), we obtain for the generalized correlation function within the RPA approxi-
m ation:
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wih = - This is apparently not a closed-om equation orX itself. By the m anjpulations reported in Appendix

A ,however, Eq. ﬁ_l(_i) can be cast in the orm ofa coupled set ofequations for the m atrix com ponents of the correlation
flinction, as follow s:
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To solve Eq. Cl]: the exphc:t om of the non-interacting counterpart X ) of X is required. To this end, the
ground-state average In Eq. d) isevalnated as shown In Appendix A, in tem s ofthe eigenvalues ( ) and eigenvectors
@ ;) ofthe mean— eld Hubbard Ham iltonian (see also Section 3), yielding for the tim e Fourier transform of X ©
the expression
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where B Z stands for the two-din ensional B rillouin zone, N is the num ber of lattice sites, and the quantities T, F,

and F are de ned In Appendix A ( ; standing for the angles de ning the local soin quantization axis). W e consider
further the space Fourier transform
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w here Vj is the volum e of the elem entary crystalcell and
Z
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isa fom factor (which can be set equalto unity for aﬂp@gtjcalpurposes) . Applying a suitable unitary transform ation
f. Eq. 823)] which rendersthematrix T ( ;) ofEq. {L3) diagonal, one gets for its lattice Fourier transfom :

1 .
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0 0 0 &k+0Q)

(k) being the lattice K ronecker delta finction. In the new basis, we thus obtain for the non-interacting correlation
function the expression:
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ere the overbar denotes m atrices transform ed according to the above uniary transform ation [cf. Egs. (jA :S’.
(¢_A_2_i% ]. In this way, the integral equation (_1%) reduces to the fom :

Xap @;9% 1) = XA;E;((q;qO; D
+ 20 XN @ia® 1) aom Koo @%5a% 1) 18)
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wih given by Eqg (_A_Z_Q . This equation can be solved by the m ethods of Appendix A, yielding the closed-form
expression :

X
Xp@+ 20iq%!) = L+ X @!)hae
aO
X(O)( n | 0
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where 1 is the 4 4 uni matrix, the matrix X (g;!) is de ned by Eqg. (A3O and w ith the notation , = Obr
a= 0;2, 2= lfra=1,and , = 1 ora = 3. Alhough stﬂlexpressedmthetransﬁ)nnedbaSJs,Eq Cl9

the desired expression for the Fourier transform of the generalized correlation fiunction, which holds w thin the RPA
approxin ation for any value of Q .

T he spin-wave dispersion relation can eventually be obtained by searching for the zeros of the Inverse m atrix on
the right-hand side ofEq. C_l-g:), which is equivalent to im posing the condition:

detll+ X (@;!)]= O: (20)

Tt can be veri ed that the condition C_Z-(_]') can bem apped onto the result reported n R ef;3 , where the digpersion relation
has then been obtained num erically for chosen values ofQ . In the present paper we proceed instead to deriving the
analytic form of the dispersion relation for sm all values of the param eter t=U ofthe Hubbard Ham iltonian.

To thisend, it is convenient to rew rite _rst them atrix X in Eq. C_ZC_i) In a m ore conventionalbasis iddenti ed by the

kbels (0;+; ;z),with = (* iY)= 2.Thematrix1+ X (g;!) is then transform ed into:
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w here now
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and
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w ith = 2 00 and = 2 10 . Note that two colum ns in the expression C_21 appear interchanged
w ith respect to the originalorder, ow ing to the presence in the nalbasis of the tensor
0 1 0 O 01
B O O 1 O¢
=@ 0 1 0o oA (24)
0 0 0 1

in the place of given by Eq. (A 22).

W e pass now to perform the sm allt=U expansion of the soin-wave dispersion relation obtained from the condition
detM (g;!)= 0.



ITII.EXPANSION IN THE SM ALL PARAMETER t=U

In this Section, we obtain explicitly the soin wave dispersion relation to second order in the sn all param eter
t=U, from the generalcondition detM (g;!) = 0 obtained in Section 2 w ithin the RPA approxin ation for the zero—
tem perature broken-sym m etry phase w ith a generic incom m ensurate wave vector Q . To thisend, we w ill prelin nary
expand the self-consistency param eters of the m ean— eld Ham iltonian, as well as the equations they sath_Q/, at the
relevant order In t=U ; we w ill then expand the m atrix elem ents of thematrix M (g;!) de ned by Eq. t_zg) at the
relevant order n t=U .

A .M ean- eld equations

The m ean- eld equations for a sihgleband Hubbard Ham ittonian in the presence of an lncomm ensurate spiral
soin structure have been discussed in Reftd. Introducing a local set of spin quantization axis, wih the z axis
transform ed locally into the axis speci ed by the sphericalangles (1= 0Q R;’ i = 0) at site i, one transfom s
the destruction operators ¢; according to Eq. @:6) and perfom s the H artreeFock) m ean— eld decoupling of the
Hubbard Ham iltonian, yielding

%2 X
HQ)= & H ;ok)d o UN m? m? @5)
k ;0

wih ;%= (+; )andwhereH isthe2 2matrix

_ 0 +te®)+Ufm, mp) It k) .
i) = T, (k) o HFMK+UMmi+my) @

In the above expressions, ( is the site energy, the chem icalpotential, m ; and m ,, represent the occupation num ber
and m agnetization along the local quantization axis, respectively, and T, (k) readtd

To (k) = 2 cosky cos Q—Zx + cosk, cos Q—z-" @7)
To (k) = 2 shky sin Q—ZX + sink, sin Q—ZY @8)

T he eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the m atrix C_Z- g) are thus given by:

q
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0 . 1
1 t 1 7 k) C
W, k)= B iquoam & 30)
Ny k) 1+ () 5T k)2
2
0 L TEgTe®)
1 B I—= > C
Wok)= Q I (F) BT k)? K (31)
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2 1

where N . (k) stands for the nom alization factor. _
The param etersm;, m,, and Q of the mean— eld Ham iltonian (2_5_;) are ocbtained, as usual, by m Inim izing the
average value of the Ham iltonian w ith respect to the param eters them selves. O ne obtains:
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where fr () is the (zero-tem perature) Fem i function and  is the doping param eter,

1 X2 X X
my= -— W2RW k) (k) (33)
2N . !
and
Rz x X
FoH ;ok) Wry;(k)W ork)fr (2 k)) = 0: (34)
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In the llow ing, we shall restrict to the diagonalsolition Q = Q (1;1), since i isknown to be favored for su ciently
amallvalies of t=U 24 A cocordingly, at the order we are considering of the an all param eter t=U we expand fom ally:

t
ck)=1U ;«O) k) 0) + E (él) k) (1))
t 2 ’
+ E (I(Z) (k) (2)) + (35)
aswellas
t t ?
m,=m. "+ T m M+ o m 2+ ; (36)
w hile, at the relevant order we can take
|
1 1
W = it To (k 37
1 k) N. ) JUE;(“’? (37)
2
!
1 £ To (k)
Wo k) = o %‘12,“ o (38)
w here
| |
2 2 3°
1 t T, k) t
_— = — _— 0 — 39
Nr(k)z U 2mz(0) U (39)

is Independent from r. Note that it is su cient to retain the lowest-order term m 2(0) in the above equations. The

param eter m 1, on the other hand, is given by Eq. {_52_}) and is thus form ally independent from t=U (We anticipate,
how ever, that the doping param eter w illtum out to be atm ost ofthe order t=U for our expansions to be intemally
consistent) .

The coe cients " k) ofEq. (35) with n = 0;1;2; can be readily obtained from the expresgion (29) (where we
may set o = 0 for sinplicity) in tem s of them " (rgiven Q ). The value of © can also be readily cbtained in
term sof ) (cf. Appendix B).The ran aining coe cients of the expansions (3_-5_; and (3_-6_; can further be determ ined
by solving the coupled equations for the selfconsistency param eters according to the m ethods developed in the
Appendices B and C . In particular, or > 0 we obtain:

m,” = 4sif Q=2)+0 () ; (40)
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P k)= Te k)
Pry=( 1F TZk) 4sif@=2) +0(); (42)
w here for the spiral con guration we are considering Q is determ ined by the condition
U
cwsQ=2)= ——+ 0 (=U) 43)
2t
w ith 2@=U)+ O (=U¥%), as anticipated. (The other allowed solution sin (Q=2) = 0 descrbes instead the
ferrom agnetic case.) A s discussed In Appendix B, the above resuls have been obtained w ith the further assum ption
that is smallenough but not In niesin al, ie., satis esthe condition (=UfY << .Thecase = 0,on the other

hand, can be considered separately. Note that Eq. I_ZIE%) In plies that in the spiralphase isatm ost ofthe ordert=U .
T his property has to be taken into account to get a consistent expansion up to the desired order in t=U .

B . Susceptibbilities and spin-w ave dispersion

Before perform ing the t=U expansion of the m atrix elem ents of the non-interacting susceptibility tensor C_Z-gi) to get
the spin-wave dispersion relation, it is convenient to exploi som e sym m etry properties that reduce the number of
m atrix elem ents to be considered. Speci cally, from the property

Fr;rO (k;k CI;! )= Fro;r k q;k; ! ) 44)
it follow s that:
Xo! @) =%, ( q !): 45)
By direct inspection it can also be veri ed that:
XU @)= X @n;
XE @)= X 7@l
Xo ™ @il =X, ' @it 46)
In thisway, the m atrix {21) acquires the sin pli ed form :
1 a@;!) b@;!) b( g; ) c@i!)
B b@;!) 1+ d@;!) e@;!) if@;!) C
a1y =
M@D=C  p g 1) eq@!) 1+d( a 1) i q D) @
c@i!) if@;!) ifC g ) 1+ g@i!)
where we have set
a@i!)=20%,"@!)
b@;!)= 2iU%) @;!)
c@;!)=2UX"@;!)
d@i!)=2U0Xy" @!) 8)
e@i!)=2UX," @!)
fa;!)= 210X “@;!)
g@;!)=2U0X;"@;!) :



Entenng then the expans:lons {3’2 {_355 for the eigenvectors of the m ean— eld Ham ittonian Wwih m 2(0) given by

Eqg. C4O into the de nition .'23 we obtaln the expressions for the relevant m atrix elem ents of the non-interacting
susceptibility tensor C22 ) reported in Appendix B at the order In t=U we are considering. U tilizing fiirther the m ethod
developed in Appendix C to perform the k summ ation when the doping param eter  is an all, we obtain eventually
the ollow Ing expressions for the m atrix elam ents dﬁl@l) :

1 U
.| = q = _ O L_— .
al@it)=a@ 2 cos(Q =2) (cosg; + cosg, 2) t * &=U) s

sin Q=2) (shg + sing,)

bg;!) = b@) = +0 ©U) ;
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c;!)=cl@= a@@!)+0 &U);
2
e@!)=e@= 4 UE sin? Q=2) (cosg + cosg,)+ O =U)° ;
f@;!)=f@=Db@!)+0 ©U) ;
gg;!)=g@@=a@@;!')+ 0 &U) ; 49)
aswellas
d;!) 1 +4+ @+0 (=U)
2 2
t t .2
= 1 4+ - 4 cof Q=2) (cosq, + cosg, 2)+ 8 ; s Q=2)
t
+ 2 H cosQ =2) (cosg + cosgy, 2)
f 2N . . 5
p & SO EhGT MG ) 50)
8] cosQ =2) (cosg, + cosq, 2)
where &+ !=U willtum out to be of order £=U ? at the spin-wave poles.

To obtain the above expressions, we have considered only the realpart of the functions [A:l:a) . This is de nitely
possble for every pairs of bands when we restrict to values of g such that §j kg , where kr (oy our de nition) is
the m axin um value of the finction k ( ) introduced in Appendjxpc w%rh coincides w ith the Ferm im om entum for
anall . Sihce we have shown in the sam e Appendix that k() +=U, taking the g ! 0 lin i In plies ketting
=U to vanish before g.

N ote also that, although the expressions €4 9) and ('.50 have been calculated at di erent orders in t=U , the ensuing
expression for the determ nant of the m atrix d47 is obtained consistently at the fourth order in +=U , as required for
the frequency of the spin-wave m ode to be of the order of 2=U . Tn fact, by w riting the determ inant explicitly we
obtain:

% a@) @+a@)+&@+0 ©U)

( *+ @ ¢*+ @ é@+o u)

h ih i
+2[1 a@+0 EU)IF@+0 U) e@ @+0 (=U)
h ih i
2[+a@+0 EU)IF@+0 =U) e@ @+0 (=U)’
h ih i
+4B@+0 U F@+0 =U) e@ @+0 =u) =0:

1)

N ote that the last three term s on the left-hand side add up to zero at the fourth order in t+=U we are considering. W e
are thus left with the expression

Y2 2@+ €@+0 ©U) = 0; 2)

vielding
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Taking into account the expressions for (q) and e(q) given above, we get eventually the desired spin-w ave dispersion
relation, In the fom :

4
12 @)= 16E cosQ (cosgy + cosg,  2) [cosg + cosq,  2c0sQ ]

sin® Q=2) (shgy + sing,)?
cos(Q =2) (cosgx + cosqg, 2)

+ 165 cos@Q =2) (cosg + cosq, 2)

oo ©=2) (cosk + cosqgy, 2)+ 2 sirf ©Q=2)

s Q=2) (g + snq)?

cos(Q =2) (cosg, + cosq, 2)

+4 2¢ cosQ =2) (cosg, + cosq, 2)
(54)

To obtain the physicaldispersion relation, how ever, tl}e‘re rem ains to enter in the above expression the relation am ong
Q, ,and t=U asgiven by the m ean- eld condition {_4;3), as discussed In the next Section.

IV.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this Section, we discuss the physical consequences of the digpersion relation Eé) for soin-w ave excitations over
an incomm ensurate (diagonal) spiralm agnetic con guration ofa two-din ensional Hubbard Ham iltonian.

W e have already rem arked that the dispersion relation C_SZ_j) isnot yet in s nalfom , since the connection am ong
Q, ,and t=U needs still to be speci ed. Before considering the general case, however, i is interesting to recover
from Eq. I_5-£i) the spin-wave dispersion relations corresponding to the lim iting cases of an antiferrom agnet and of a

ferrom agnet. . _
W hen = 0,Eq. (_B_1_4) vields cos@=2) = 0,that isQ = Qar = ( ; ). In this case we cbtain from Eq. [_5§) oy
setting = 0 dentically therein):
h i%
t@=3%"" 4 (cosq+ cosg)’ (55)

w ith Je(AF ) = 42=U . This result coincides w ith the spin-w ave dispersion relation of a two-din ensional H eisenberg

antiferrom agnet at lading order in t=U 17 ..
WhenQ = @ ;2 )and arbitrary, we obtain instead from Eq. [54)

@) 4 1 J @ ) (56)
! = — — cos cosq) ;
a 8] 2t 4 4
which coincides w ith the spin-wave dispersion relation of a nearest-neighbor H eisenberg ferrom agnet w ith Je(F b =

42=U 1 U=(2t)]. Note that f ' is negative since the (mean- eld) ferrom agnetic solution is actually stable when

20 .
In the generalcase ofa (diagonal) spiralspin con guration, the relation amongQ, ,and t=U isgiven by Eq. 28:1:4),
that is, = @Pt=U)cosQ=2+ O ((=U¥) at the leading order in t=U . Elin lnatihg Q i favorof and t=U via this

relation In Eq. {_5-4), we obtain eventually the follow ing expression :
(
@)= Je 2

2

(NIC

. . 2
(Eho + shg) (cosg + cosq,)? &7)

2 cosg cosg

where now the e ective exchange integral is given by
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2 42 2"
L - (58)

@, 4 U
Je = — sn“"Q=2)= — 1 —
U U 2t U

Q

wih . 2t=U .Equation :f5_‘7) constitutes the m ain result of this paper. Note that when  reaches the critical value
crJe Vvanishes. Past this value, the spiral solution evolves into the ferrom agnetic solution, which becom es the stable
solution (at the m ean— eld level).
The real and in aginary partsof ! () (In unis ofJ. ), as obtained from the analytic expression {5]'), are plotted
In Figs.1@) and 1 (b), respectively, over the two-din ensionalB rillouin zone.
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FIG.1l. Real (@) and inaghary (o) part of the soin-wave dispersion relation @i) (In units of J. ), obtained with a
diagonalspiral spin con guration background. N ote that the Q -dependence is contained in J. only.

It is clear from the expression C_S-Z:) that ! (@) is either real or purely in agihary, so that, when is real part
is nonvanishing, is im agihary part vanishes identically, and viceversa. A ctually, this is true In the region of the
Brillouin zone where our expansion holds, nam ely, or f§j kr [cf. the discussion below Eq. Q_S-ﬁ_i)] For i< k¢,
the spin-wave dispersion acquires a dam ping due to the m ixing w ith the particle-hole contihuum %% An exception is
represented by the line gy = g,, along which the realand im aginary parts vanish sin ulfaneously. T he softening ofthe
dispersion relation along the whole Ine g, = g, and ngt only when g = 0O and g = Q (asonewould expect on general
grounds In the presence of a spiral spin con gurationt) corresoonds to the fact that ! () given by Eq. @Z:) can be
castintheform ! @)= £Q)gy @ias! (@= Q)= 0 hvariably, & Plowsthat gy (@= Q) = 0 since g5 (g) doesnot
depend on P j. This in plies that % &= %) 0 dentically.

O ne expects this result to bem odi ed, however, at higher order in t=U . In this respect, it is interesting to com pare
w ith the results obtained by Brenix by solving num erically the condition C_Z(_)') directly, wihout perform ing the
expansion in the am allparam eter t=U . O ne sees, In particular, from Fig. 6 ofBrenig’spaper (Obtained for = 0:075)
that ! (@) rem ains indeed nite along gy = g, already when t=U = 0.

Figure 2 show s the region of the Brillouin zone (shaded area) where ! (q) is overdam ped (ourely im agihary) W ith
the region about g = 0 excluded according to the argum ent given jn Section 3). A nite region of the B rillouin zone
w here the dispersion relation is overdam ped is also reported in R efrs, even though a direct com parison w ith our resuls
isnot possible ow ing to the di erent ranges ofthe param eter t=U explored. T his overdam ping signals an instability of
the systam (due to the m erging into the particle-hole continuum ) toward a di erent ground state, re ecting possibly
a m ore com plicated long-range spin (@nd charge) structure than the spin-spiral one considered in the present paper.
N onetheless, we expect on physical grounds that close to the boundary of the B rillouin zone W here overdam ping of
soin wavesdoes not occur in our calculation) the spin-w ave spectrum w ith sm allw avelength obtained by our approach
would survive the inclusion ofm ore com plicated long-range spin structures.

Tt is also Interesting to com pare the form of the dispersion relation {_52') w ith the spoin-wave digpersion relation
obtained w ith the H eisenberg m odel incluiding second and third nearest-neighbor couplings, for the sam e value of the
Incom m ensurability wave vectorQ (cf. Appendix D). T his com parison is shown in F ig. 3 along the sym m etry lines of
the B rillouin zone and evidences m arked di erences between the two dispersion relations.

Retuming to the dispersion relation C_gz') for 6 0, we em phasize that its functional form could not be cbtained
from the dispersion relation ¢_5§') vald when = 0,by sin ply m odifying the num erical values of the exchange integral

11



q
y ~%
E

\i\\\\\:

-

.

.
\\ \\

SSSSSS

-Tt
-1 0 q Tt
X
FIG.2. Regin of the two-dim ensional B rillouin zone where the spin-wave digpersion is overdam ped (shaded area). Note
that this region does not depend on Q, and that the region about the center of the Brillouin zone has been exclided by

construction.

therein. Nor, fwould be su cient to ncludea nite number ofexchange Jntegra]s In the H eisenbergm odelto account
forthe nite doping, ow ing to the presence ofan RKK Y typeterm in Eq. d57) w hich contains trigonom etric functions
In the denom Inator rather than in the num erator only (cf. Appendix E).Recall, n fact, that for practical purposes
the Heisenberg m odel can be regarded asa tting m odel which could, n principle, reproduce any type of soinyw ave
digpersion relation, provided a su ciently lJarge num ber ofterm s associated w ith distant neighborswere inclided. = g
addition, it appears fair to say that it would have been certainly di cult to guess a priori the functional form ofthe
dispersion relation C57 ), by tting the num erical results for the itinerant m odel onto the H eisenberg m odel extended
to a large num ber of neighbors. _

Tt isalso interesting to com m ent on the e ective exchange integral C_5§') retaining the t?=U dependence ofthe nearest—
neighbor H eisenberg m odel, even when couplings between far apart neighbors are considered. From a perturbative
point ofview , when U > > t the m agnetic interaction between a given lattice site and far apart neighbors is provided
by them obility ofthe holes in the doped con gurations. In this respect, one should considerallpossible con gurations
w ith em pty sites distribbuted at random over the lattice sites, the m obility ofthe holes then resulting by diagonalizing
the Ham iltonian in this basis. A s a consequence, the m agnetic exchange coupling tums out to be proportional to
£=U at Jeading order, even for coupling between sites at arbitrary distances.

A s anticipated In the Introduction, the form (57 is som ew hat hybrid between the one obtained with a nearest—
neighbor H eisenberg m odel (cf. Appendix D) and the longrange RKKY interaction m ediated by the conduction
electrons (cf. Appendix E).These two contrbutionsto Eq. C_5]‘) cannot be separated In a clear and unam biguousway.
However, it is possible to trace their origin by considering the expressions i_B-_l-_S) and (5_3-_1-5) for the relevant m atrix
elem ents of the susoeptibility.

If one could set \by hand" F ,, = 0 in those expressions, thus keeping only the interband tem s, one would in fact
obtain for the dispersion relation:

'@=J. 4 (cosg+ cosg)? 3 ; (59)

w hich corresponds to a nearest-neighbor H eisenberg antiferrom agnet w ith exchange coupling given by Eq. C_5-§) . Sin —
ilarly, ifone could set F 1 = F1, = 0 \by hand", thus keeping only the intraband tem s, one would instead obtain an
expression ofthe RKKY -type:
(sin g + sing)?
L@ = & (60)
2 cosg cosg

with Je stillgiven by Eq. C_5-§') . Note that in both casesthe spectrum would be realand no overdam ping would occur.
Our generalresult {57) can then be cast in the ©llow ing appealing fom :

n O1=2
l@= B@=0 !@kxkxyl J@f (61)
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FIG .3. Comparison ofthe spin-wave dispersion relations along the sym m etry directions ofthe B rillouin zone, as obtained for
the itinerant m odel (fullline) and for the H eisenbergm odelw ith second (J.=J; = 02) and third (J3=J; = 02) nearest-neighbor
couplings (oroken line). Both dispersions corresoond to the sam e value of Q = 2:556 and are plotted in unitsofJ = 4*=U and
J1, respectively.

where J (@) = Je (oosqx + cosqgy) and ! @)rk K Y is given by the express:o C_é(_)' Note, in particular, that if one
could set ! @rxxy = 0, the Heisenberg form {59) would resut from Eq. {63).

A nalcomm ent on the possble com parison between the soin-wave spectrum we have ocbtained and,the availabl
experim ental data is n order. That the classical spin-wave theory (possbly wih quantum oorrectjonﬁq) can accu—
rately describe the spin-wave spectrum over the whole B rillouin zone for the parent com pounds of high-tem perature
superconductors (zero doping) is well established at this point® That when carrders are added ( nite doping) in—
comm ensyrate spin - uctuations occur w ith rather short coherence length has also been well established In several
m aterials® Tt is interesting to point out, in addition, that the observation of welkde ned spin waves only close to
the boundary of the B rillouin zone has been reported f consistently w ith what we have obtained by our calulation.
H ow ever, detailed com parison w ith our form {5]‘) ofthe spin-w ave dispersion relation w ith the experim entaldata m ay
not be possble, because our resut isvalid in the asymptoticlim i+ U >> W ,where W 8t is the bandw idth, which
m ay not be realized for realm aterials.

V.CONCLUDING REM ARKS

In this paper, we have studied the spin-w ave spectrum for a tw o-din ensional H ubbard H am iltonian in the presence
ofan incom m ensurate spin-spiralphase w ithin the electronic RPA approxin ation in the broken-sym m etry phase. W e
have, in particular, obtained the analytic form ofthis spectrum at the leading order In the sm allparam eter t=U ofthe
Hubbard H am iltonian. Speci cally, it hasbeen possible to obtain the spectrum in a closed form even in the presence
ofan incom m ensurate structure, ow ing to the peculiar sym m etry which is intrinsic to the spiralphase. In this respect,
starting from an altermative m ean—- eld con guration di erent from the spiralone (such as, for instance, a \stripe"
structure) would have not enabled us to solve for the spin wave spectrum in a closed form . By our approach, we have
thus pushed the analytic resuls for the soin wave spectrum ofan Incom m ensurate structure as far aspossble (@part,
obviously, from including higher orders in the t=U expansion which could stillbe done by our approach).

A frematively, the spin-w ave spectrum could have begn obtained num erically for any value of =U w ithout perform ing
the sm all t=U expansion, as already reported in Ref?. In this way, however, it would have been rather di cult (if
not in possible) to arrive at the functional form @7) for the spin-w ave dispersion relation in the strong-coupling lim it,
w hich has an hybrid form between the dispersion relation for a nearest-neighbor H eisenberg m odeland that obtained
w ithin the (longrange) RKKY interaction in the presence ofa nite doping. O wing to the itinerant character of the
system , it is, In fact, the presence of a band of m etallic character (crossed by the Fem i level) which generates the
RKKY m agnetic interaction between the localized spins associated w ith the ( lled) lower band. T his novel feature

13



constitutes the m ain result of the present paper. W e have conclided accordingly that, even for an all doping, the
tinerant m odel we have considered results In a dispersion relation ! (g) that cannot be e ectively represented by
the H eisenberg m odel, for which the couplings extend to a few neighbors only. T his occurs because the free carriers,
associated w ith the itinerant character of our starting Ham iltonian, necessarily introduce long-range RKK Y -type
m agnetic Interactions am ong the localized soins.

A serious concem, which is related to the spin-wave spectrum we have obtained, regards the instability occurring
about the center of the Brillouin zone, where the soin-wave spectrum becom es purely in agihary. To overcom e this
point, one should possbly start from a m ore com plicated Incom m ensurate m ean— eld solution other than the soiral
con guration, with a lower ground-state energy. In this way, however, one would unavoidably not ocbtain a closed—
form equation for the spin-wave spectrum , since the incom m ensurability could In generalprevent it. N onetheless, we
expect on physical grounds the spin-wave spectrum we have obtained w ith the spiral pattem to survive inclusion of
m ore realistic spin structures, if one considers only the region close to the boundary of the B rillouin zone, for which
know ledge of the detailed form ofthe underlying (long-range) soin pattem appears to be less crucial.
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APPENDIX A:SOLUTION OF THE RPA EQUATIONS FOR THE DYNAM ICAL SUSCEPTIBILITIES
W ITH AN INCOMMENSURATE SPIN SPIRAL GROUND STATE

In this A ppendix, we provide the details of the derivation ofthe explicit form ofthe generalized correlation fiinction
w ithin RPA and of the associated spJn—w ave dispersion relation, which were reported only schem atically in Section 2.

W ebegin by show ing how Eg. C;LO ) ofthe text can be reduced to a closed—form equation for the correlation fiinction
X itself. To this end, we note from Eq. 65 that the ollow Ing relationshold or = 0 and = z, in the order:

: X
i
Xo; G;x%) = = 0, oL (x+ ;x0 %xt 4 ,x% 9
4 0; 0
iX 0 0
- 0, o L (x 2 %Gxt 89 @1)
4 O; 0
and
0 iX 00 o 0
X, &ix)= - o, o L &+ ;X% ix"+x )
4 O; 0
iX 0 0
+ Z o;oL(X ;><? ixt ;><?+ ) A2)

0. 0
7

By adding and subtracting both sides of the above equations, we ocbtain:

P

oo 0 o oL ix® Gx4x® 0= 2 Ko xix%)+ Xy 65%0)] 3

Do oo oLk 20 %%t P 9= 2 Ko, X)) X, 6x0)] &3
For = xand = y we obtain Instead:

P

Boo o o obik ¥ GxTHx" 0= 2 Ky 6%+ Ky, 65x0)] s

1o, 0 o oL x+ix® GxT 5 O= 2 Ky, &ix%) X, &x9] 7 @)

w ith sin ilar relations holding for the non-interacting counterparts of L and X . Entering these relations into Eq. {_l-é) ,
the closed-form expression C[]: results eventually after suitable m anjpu]atjon.

Next,we sgec:fy the orm ofthe non-interacting counterpart X @ ofX ,asde ned by the rstterm on the right-hand
side of Eq. {10), nam ely:

14



x O x;x° 0, 06 & ;% 96 & %x ) @5)

.X D h iE
0.0 T ® V&) T ox) Y

S

To this end, we Pllow Refl? and introduce the set of destruction operators d; along the local spin-quantization
axes, which identify the spiral pattem of the m agnetic ground state w ithin the m ean— eld approxin ation. The eld
operator éj) acquires then the form :

) =  Ri)R (1) di @ 6)

X X R?Z ok B
= (r Ri)R (1) —PN:dk

whereR ( ;) isthe spin rotation operator associated w ith the angles ; and where the B loch transfom ation hasbeen
Introduced as in Section 3, which brings the m ean— eld Hubbard H am iltonian into block form for each wave vector k
belonging to the Brillouin zone B Z ).

LetW k) With = +; ) be thematrix which diagonalizes the m ean— eld Hubbard Ham iltonian at given k,
such that £ Eq. {26)]

®2 X ®2 X
di H ;o) o = b c®) @7
k ;0 k r
w ih
X
ke = W[ (k) @8)

and . (k) given by Eq. C_Z-S') . Upon averaging over the the broken-sym m etry ground state, one then obtains:

D E ¥ D E
Tl ©doo®)] = W W5 oK) Tler@® Jopo)] ®9)
w here
D E
Tlre® Jopo )] @ 10)
= om0 ogme FOC O E e O £ (kN € 9F (k)g

(t) being the unit step function. Introducing further the tensor T ( ;) via the relation

X X
RY( ;) R4 ;0= T (1) o7 A11)
such that
Ol 0 0 O 1
B0 cosi 0 sh ;C
T(i)_@o 0 1 0 A A12)
0 Sjl’liOCOSi

where ;= Q Rwithin the spiralsoin pattem we are oons:ider:ing,'-ld and approxin ating

C Ri) @€ Ry) =3 RIF @ 13)
for localized atom ic W annier) orbitals, we ocbtain the ollow Ing expression for the frequency Fourder transform of the

non-interacting correlation function:
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T, ol DT ;0( )F 0, K5k F, 0 kikO)
rr0 0; 0

Frpro (k;kof! )t

H ere we have introduced the notation:
X
F 0 (kKO WYk oW o0 k)

. 0
7

aswellas

L & (&I (0 &)
k) + o kO+ i
L & (o0& (k)
k) + oKD i

Fr;r0 (k;ko;! ) =

where fr () isthe Fem i function. E quation k_i_ﬁ) of the text is thus recovered.

@14)

@15)

A 16)

W e have m entioned in Section 2 that the _sg]utjon to the Integral equation C_l-]_;) could be considerably simpli ed,
provided the matrix T ( ;) given by Eq. {._A_l_Z) were prelin nary brought to diagonal form by a suitable uniary

transformm ation. T his transfom ation reads:

X
a= Ba
= (0ixjyiz)
with a= (0;1;2;3) and where
0 1
1 00 O
B 17 i7
B -k 0 »5 0#5E
0 01 o0A
1 i
0 #5 0 »
n thjsway,Eq.(:_A-_l-_) is replaced by:
X
F2okik = Ba F,0k;k%;
= (0ixjyiz)

and the correlation functions transform according to the rule:

X

Xap = B, X BT L

7

T he second term on the right-hand side of the integral equation C_l-]_]) then transfom s as ollow s:

in m atrix notation, where

1 o 0o ot
_ LT 1 . _BO 0 0 1c
=B B =84y o 1 oA
0 1 0 O
atthe same time
0 1
1 0 0 0
Boe® R0 o0 &
) = 1_
T(31)=BT()B €0 o 1 o &
0 0 0 el B

@17

A 18)

@19)

A 20)

@21)

A 22)

A 23)



becom es diagonal, as anUCJpated E quation €16) of the text then follow s.
T here ram ains to solve Eq. 618) of the text explicitly. To this end, we Introduce the com pact notation

g 0 @=0)
_ 1 @=1) |
Ty 0 @=2) ®24)
+1 @= 3)
In such a way that (the lattice Fourder transform of) Eq. (:_A-_Z-_ reads:
Taao k) = a;al k + aQ) (A 25)

-(k.) being the lattice K ronecker delta function. In the transfom ed basis (cf. Eq. (Zi_-Z_C-)_S), the non-interacting part
Cl_) of the correlation function then takes the fom :

(0) 0 0)

ab (qqr) = @ S (at p)Q) ab (q,'?D (A 26)
where we have set
1 R2 X
XD qirp)y= — Fa. Kk + .0 k) Flokik + ,0)
ab d; - AN ror q a ’ r;r0 r q a
k ;0
Frro k;k q+ aQ) : A27)

O w Ing to the wave vector conserving K ronecker delta function in Eq. @;:2-6), the integral equation C_f@l) becom es:

Xap (@;9% 1) = @, a® Gt owx V@it
+20 x Q@ 9)¥ma 20:a%!)

0

xal’ @' P)Xsma@ (o D)
x5 @' 91w a0a%!) .
0)

XS @!'P)Xmwa  (a+ Doia%!) s @ 28)

N ote that the wave vector argum ents on the right-hand side of the above expression depend on the index a of the

m atrix elem ent. To avoid this feature, we ket g ! g+ ,Q everywhere in the above expression and obtain:
Kplat 205950 = @ a” #0)Xy @+ a0l D)
+20 x Q@+ 20! D)X @ia%!)

xV @+ 0t D)@+ 0iq%!)

(q+ aQ ':D)XZb(qu!)
xP @+ 0t D)Xa  0;0%!)

(0)

For any given value of the index b, this relation can then be cast in the equivalent form :

R 1 0 1
Xop @;a%!) . X o @' ) %
B¥Xpa o;NE BxP@ 0il'p)
+ X @;! A )¢ 1p ’ 0 29
L+ X @!)g £ @ty KB RO @p) @ a° ) ®29)
K@+ Q;9%!) X @+9i!tD)
where we have set
X(q,!)—ZU 1
. Xoo @il D) 0‘2’<q,.p X2 @' ) 0‘2)<q,!p
B xm(q 0:'9)x%q 0;19)x%@ 0i'D) x%q ,!p>§
@ Xy0 @' D) x;? ;') X0 @il D) X, QD) K

X @+0i' D) XV @+l D) XxP @ ol D) XY Q+0iD)

& 30)
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Soling orX,, in Eq. @29),

we obtain eventually:
X
Law@+ 20:9%!)= L+ X @)l

0

Xop@+ 20:'9) @ a° Q) @31)

a
which coincides w ith Eq. {19) of the text.

APPENDIX B:DETAILSOF THE t=U EXPANSION

In this A ppendix, we provide details of the t=U expansion of the m ean— eld param eters and ofthe m atrix elem ents
of the correlation fiinction which are necessary to obtain the spin-wave dJSpeI'S:IOH relation.

W e begih by considering the leading (£t = 0) tem of the expansion d35 for the m ean— eld (pand) eigenvalies,
corresponding to com pletely at bands, which is given by [cf. Eqg. C_Zg)

)= 9 9O —vu@mi+ ( Ifm) o B1)

with r= 1;2andwhere o= U © isthe chem icalpotentialat the Jowest order in t=U . Since at this order the band
eigenvalues do not depend on the w ave vector, there is no value of the chem icalpotential © satisfying equation C_3§)
at zero tem perature and noninteger doping . M ore precisely, the doping jum ps from = 1 when @ < (O) , to
= 0 when 1(0) < ©< (O) ,andto = +1lwhen @ > (O) . In order to consider a continuously doped system i is
therefore necessary to Jnc]ude at the outset the next—to—]eadmg order in the expansion CB5 of the band eigenvalies,
which introduces a band dispersion.
For de niteness, we shall consider the case > 0 from now on. (The case < 0 can be recovered by exploiting
particle-hole symm etry.) In the case > 0, the lowest band is always lled, and we w ill consistently use (the zero—
tem perature value) fr (1 k)) = 1 throughout. O n the other hand, the zeroth order chem icalpotential or0< < 1

o)y _ O
)

m ust be chosen as , and the Fem i fiinction in the upper band can be expanded as

fr (o) = 1 Py @ ®2)
w #
2
t t
S I et I RO CAN ST
1o o @ o F ((2) ) @2+ )
2 2 U 2 !

w here we have considered the zero-tem perature lin i of the Ferm i finction and of its derivatives, and J'ntro_duoed the
step function aswellastheDirac () function (ot to be confiised with doping). In thisway, Eq. (:_32_:) can be
expressed In powers of t=U , yielding

1 R? I
— ® Po=1
2
N k
1 R° @ @)
- k) P Tk Py =0;
k
1 R R &) @ ) @) *
E 0 5 &) (1) (2 &) (2))2 + 2 5 &) 1) (2 &) (3)) = 0:
k
B3)
Sim ilarly, the sm allt=U expansion ('__) ofEq. 53) yields [cf. also Egs. ('_37 C_B-S_;
2
© t I t @
2 + a m2 + a 2 +
2 1,3 !
1 R? £ 2 T.K) v’
= 4 — o7 5 el .
g 1 2 5 o O T & (20)) T i
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w here the Fem i function should be again expanded in the form @:2) . O ne obtains eventually:

1 R?
©0) _ &) @)
m, = — ;
2 N 5 k)
k
l Z
2= o S P (P @)
K !
7 -2
(2) _ i R To (k) 1) (k) 1)
2 N om 2
k 2
1 R? o 1 @) 2)\2
Yo k) P (k) @)
k
1 R° I
1) 3) 3)
+ E 2 (k) (2 (k) )
K !
7 -2
_ 1 X To (k) 1) 1)
- _ ) 2 (k) ’
N 2m

k

®B5)

where in the last step we have used the last ofEgs. {]-_3:3) -,
T here rem ains to expand in powers of t=U the last the selfconsistency equation {34). For the diagonal spin-spiral
solution we obtain:

1 R?
0= SJ'n(Q=2)N— (cosky + cosky) L+ fr (2 k))) B 6)
k
t 1 R? , ,
+ = OOS(Q=2)m ON T, k) (sinky + sink,) @ £ (2k)))
2 k

w here the expansion é:Z) has still to be Inserted.

From Eq. C_Z-Q'),the argum ent ofthe finction isT o (k) + m 2(1) W) ith Te (k) = 2 cosQ =2) (cosky + cosky) Por
the diagonal spiral solution), which can take positive as well as negative values.

At the various orders n t=U we then obtain from Egs. 83) and B5):
(@) oxder (U )°

1 R? h @) @) !
N 1 Tek)+ m, = i
k
(i) order (=U)*
NiRz Te(k)+m2(1) @ (2(2)(]{) @y=0;
k
2(1>:§RZ Te(k)+m(1) @ (2(2)(}() @y, ®B8)
(i) order (t=U )?
1
I I 29
k 2
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and we don’t need to evaluate ( (3) k) @) at the orderwe are considering. I is convenient to solve these equations

orderby-order for the two vanab]es @ mz(i) ,and m 2(‘1) i= 0;1;2).
U sing at thispoint the m ethod developed in A ppendix C forperform ing the k sum m ation over the relevant portions

of the B rillouin zone, we obtain eventually the follow Ing results for the m ean— eld param eters at the lading orders
n

2my) = @ =2
§ R B10)
"m = 4sifE=2)+0();
and

8 0

2 O nf = m=qa+ )=

, @ m” = 4csQ=2) @ +0 () ®11)

@O m? = 0+0():

T here rem ains to detemm ne the m agnitude Q of the characteristic w ave vector from the self-consistency condition
@ 6), w here for the Ferm i finction we use the expansion @2) E quation @ 6 then becom es:

RZ

t . 1 1) 1)
T sin @Q =2) N (cosky + cosky) 2 Tek)+m,
k
2
t t
T Tek)+ my) O Py @ 42 5 os@=2)
1 1 R? . } 1) 1)
_ (sinky + sinky) T, k) Tek)+ m,
om O N
2 k
=0: ®B12)
In particular, at the lowest order in +=U we obtain:
sh@=2) 2 +0 (%) =0: ®B13)

For xed and large U=t, one thus has only the ferrom agnetic solution Q = 0. However, ifone allows  to be ofthe
order t=U , Eq.@_l_ﬂ) has to be considered together w ith the next term in &=U , and we obtain instead:

shQ=2) 2 +0 (%) + 4sh@Q=2) cosQ=2) A+ 0 ()) =0 B14)
which yields the two solutions

sh@=2) =0 (ferrom agnet)
cosQ =2) = U=2t (diagonalspiral) ;

w ith the spiralsolution being energetically favored over the ferrom agnetic solution whenever it exists. From the above
equation, it is clear that the spiral solution exists for any 2t=U , which is consistent w ith our assum ption that the
doping param eter is at m ost of order t=U in the spiralphase, thus justifying the expansion of Appendix C.The
transition to the ferrom agnetic state is second order, as the incom m ensurability vector Q decreases continuously from
Q= toQ =2 wih increasihg
W e pass nally to consider the t=U expansion ofthe m atrix elem ents ofthe correlation fiinction. To begin with, we
use the expressions @7 {3§ for the eigenvectors of the m ean— eld H am ittonian and obtain from the de nitions @2:)
and £3):
¢ " #
. 1 X? £ 2 )
Xy (q;!)=ﬁ 1 o I;k)+ TSk q) Faikik g;i!l)
t ? !
tg 0 TERFLkik @R @ kik @l)

+ 0 (&U) B15)
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t
il)= — = Tok)To
@)= o k 5 K)Tok q)
+ Fipo&kk gp!)+ Fokik  gr!)
Fia(k;k  q;!) Bokik q;!)]  +0 =U)

B16)

for the m atrix elem ents entering the nal expression C_5-I_i') of the spin-wave dispersion relation. For the rem aining
m atrix elem ents we obtain instead:

(

1 R? £ ?
X" @it = o o Tk L& qf
k
JFiz ik gil)+ Foa kik q#! )]
£ 2
1S Gk Tk )y
Fiakik q)+Fakk q;)]  +0 ©&U) ;
®B17)
X% @n-20 £3 5 Ik @ s Eakk @)
0 J;:) = N ) 1 U 1 o q T 2;1 Ky g7 -
1
+ = 1—[To(k)F1;1(k;k g;!) Tk a)Fpk;k g;!)l
+0 ©U) ; ®18)
1 R? ( £ ?
X(?;Z(q;!)=m U Toz(k) Toz(k a)
k
JF2a ik gil)  Hpkk q#!)]
£ 2
1 TSk + T2k Q)
Fiankik  a;!) Bpkik q!)]  +0 ©U) ;
B19)
' 1 X% p_ ¢ 1
Xy (CI;!)=E i2 T 1 Tok g+ T K))Fzpkik g;!l)
k
t 1
+ = 1—[ LT&KFi;1&kik g;!) Tk aFpkik g;l)l
+0 =U) ; ®20)
(
) 1 R? £ ? ?
XOZ’Z(Q;!)=— — Tok)+ Tok qg)
4N . U

Fi2k;k  g;l)+ Fo,ikik  g;l)l
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" #

t
t 15 R+ Tk @f ®21)
Fiakik  qi!)+ Fopkikk o)l +0 (=U)
N ote that in the above expressionsF 1;; k;k q,!)— 0 when the doping param eter _ 0. In addition, F» can be

obtained from F;; through the sym m etry condition (44.) M aking use of the expansion C35 for the elgenvalues of the
m ean— eld H am ittonian, we w rite further

1
Fo. ik = — [f
2:2 K q) t[F (2k q)) f(z(k))]Te(k o T

+ O (1=U) B22)
aswellas
Foakik )= [ (2 &)) 1]i !
2;1 K5 q 2 - il 1)
* ! e k Tk )1+ * 2 =
U a ) d U a 12)
Tk Tk a 2m
+ ! (Te k) &k af
l 5 e L a
+0 t=u‘ B23)
wih +# = !=U, where the expansion [B:Z) of the Fem i function has still to be inserted.

APPENDIX C: SUMSOVER THE TW O-DIM ENSIONAL BZ IN THE SMALL LIM IT

In this Appendix, we develop a m ethod suiabl for perform ing the k sum m ation over the relevant portions of the
B rillouin zone in powers of the doping param eter . This is, in tum, justi ed by the fact that in the spiralphase is
of order t=U , as shown in Appendix B.

T he typical integral to be evaluated is of the fom :

1 ®?
I()=N— gk) Tek)+ ) Cc1
K
where Te k) = 2cosQ =2) (cosky + cosky) for the diagonal spiral solution we are considering and  is a param eter
which depends on the chem icalpotential @ at the order 0 (=U)° ) that i the follow ng we shall sin ply call
for sim plicity. Introducing the notation £ such that = 4cos@Q=2)(1 £f=4) for any given Q value, recalling the
de nition ofthe function, and considering that cos(Q =2) < 0 in our solution, we set further:
1 X
I()= N gk): c2)

cosky + cosky 2 f£=2

Q uite generally, we can introduce a polar representation for the two-dim ensionalw ave vector k and detem ine for
each value of the polar angle them agnitude k( ), such that the equality

f
cosk()ocos )+ cosk()sh )= 2 — C3)

is satis ed. In this way we rew rite the integral (€2) as Hllows:
A Z 2 Doy

1 1
72 dkxdkyg(kx;ky) 2 d dkkgk; ); c4)
4 BzZ 4 0 0

I()=

22



w ith a slight (@beit ham less) abuse of notation for the function g.

In practice, when £ is small com pared to unity (as it is the case for snall ) it is convenient to determ ine k() in
powersof f by expanding cosk ( )cos )+ cosk( )sin ) In a Taylor seriesabout k = 0. For instance, at the lowest

orderwe obtain from Eq. (C3):
k()Y +0 k() =f

which givesk ( )= £ + O f? .At the next signi cant order we cbtain instead:

4 o)

12

(sin

k()2 k()+0 k() = ¢

which gives

- 4 4
S + cos
k() =f g B TS ey g g0
12
_Consider, for instance, the rstofEgs. @), which isofthe om €1) with gk) = 1 and
€4 ) now becom es:

1
8% o

N

Introducing the notation £ as above, for an allvalues of ¢ 0) we obtain:
1 1
=— f + —f’+0 f°
4 16

where use hasbeen m ade ofEq. @::1) . Inverting this relation we obtain eventually:
£ =4 “24+0 ;

which con mnsthe factthat £ = O ( ).

C5)

Co)

c8)

€ 10)

In general, the case of a kdependent g can be treated by expanding g (k) about % j= 0, since the last integralon
the rignt-hand side of Eq. (€ 4) is restricted to %3j< k()= O ( '™?), and by retaining the relevant orders in  in the
nalexpression. T he integraloverthe whole BZ (ie. the rsttem on the rignt-hand side ofEq. (€ 4)), on the other

hand, can usually be perform ed analytically.

T he Brilloun zone sum s involring the D irac delta fiinctions or its derivatives can be further evaluated according to

the follow ing device. W riting

@
(Te k) + )=@_ Tek)+ )

we obtain for the B rdllouin zone sum

RZ
v o9k ™ Tek+m, @

1 gery 1 X7 W 1
= —  gk) Tek)+tm, @
—2)) @+ 1) @
(Cs@=2))""" @¢)e+r DN
1 @@+ D) 1 22 Zxoy
= — d dkk g k;
(©0sQ=2)0* D gD a1 4 2 . gk; )

since the rst temm on the right-hand side ofEqg. @:4) does not depend on £ .
A s an exam pl, we evaluate the expression
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1 R? )
o TSR Tewemg’ @
k

which appears in the st ofEgs. @:8) A ccording to Eq. ( -14'),we rst evaluate the expression (cf. also Eq. (!:221:)):

R2
= T2 k) Tek)+m,” i8] €13)
k
1 Z 5 Z oy ()
=4sn®Q=2) —sn*Q=2) d dkk (sinkcos )+ sinksin ))° :
0 0

E xpanding the factor w ithin parentheses in the last integralin powers ofk, as explained below Eq. ('53_1-_ ), we obtain:

RZ
FOTeR) Te®+myl @
k
1 Z 5 Zk()
= 4s®Q=2) —Ssin®Q=2) d dkk k’(os + snh )’+0 k*
0 0
=sn®Q=2) 4 8 *+0(°) : €14)
Ushg Eq. (9-_-}:) we obtain eventually:
RZ
K Tk +my ® C15)
k
1 e 1% @ 1
= —— — TSk) Tek)+m, o
s@Q=2)@f N .
n” Q=2) 1 n® Q=2
= %_)_f +0 (£2 = 4%_)_,_0(2):
cos(Q =2) cos(Q =2)

W ith these prescriptions, the results {]_3:121), {]_3:1:]4'), and (E-_l-g') are readily cbtained.
Tt was shown In Section 3 that, as far as the m atrix elem ents of the correlation finction are concemed, only the
explicit expressionsofd(g;!) and e(q;! ) are required at the order n t=U we are considering in this paper. W riting

dg;!)= 1 *+ @+0 =U)
=I@;!) J@!) K@!)+M @g;!) C16)
and
e@!)=L@)+L( g5 ")+N@!) €17
w here the quantities I;J; are speci ed below, we obtain for the sum s over the wave vector k using the m ethod
described in this Appendix:
rat) LT Eakk @t - — 2
d; - N 21 ’ gq; - _l L
k
t
+ H 2 cosQ=2) (cosq + cosg,) C18)
2
t 3
+ g 4oosz(Q=2)(oosqx+oosqy)+O (=U) ;
2 Q2
@) T TS k)Fo1 kik  q;i!)
k
t 2 .2 3
= 46 sh“ Q=2)+ O (=U) ; C19)
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2Rz

K@) — — T2k @Fn ik @!)
N U .
2
- 4UE s’ Q=2)+0 &U)° ; €20)
2 Z
L(q;!) E E : Tok)To k q)F21(k;k qr')
N U .
t g .2 3
= 2 H sin® Q =2) (cosgk + cosqg,)+ O (=U) ; Cc21)
Z
M@l o £ O TSk Q@ Fnkik q;!)
N U

k

L2~ : . 2
_ o, b S e=)Ehatshe) o g (€22)
U  os@Q=2) (cosg, + cosg,  2)

£ ZXZ
T ) Tok)Tok a)F2k;k g;!l)

t 3
T O()=0 (&U) ; €23)

where these resultshold for 1j kr , asdiscussed in Section 3-B.

For the relevant m atrix elem ents (€ 16) and {C17) we obtain eventually :

2 2

t o an?
da@it)= 1 b+ = 4 cos® Q=2) (osq + cosq,  2) + 8 g SnTe=2
t
t2 o sQ=2) (osq + cosq 2)
. 2 — . . 2
, t sh”Q=2) Bing + shgy)” | o g3 €24)
U cosQ=2) (cosg + cosg,  2)
and
£ 2
e@i!) = 4 o sn’Q-2) (st cosg)+ O GU) €23

APPENDIX D:HEISENBERG SPIN WAVES FOR A SPIRAL CONFIGURATION

In this Appendix, we give a sin pli ed derivation of the spin-w ave dispersion relation for a two-din ensionalH eisen—
berg antiferrom agnet in the presence of a spiral lncom m ensurate m agnetic ground state. A though the form of this
spectrum iswellknow nﬁq@]: it isworthed to give here a com pact derivation in term softhe set of localspoin quantization
axes utilized in Section 3 and in Appendix A .

W e consider the H eisenberg H am iltonian

1
H = > Ji;5S:  § 01

for spin 1=2, where the sum over the lattice sites 1 and j extends in principle over distant neighbors. W e transform
next the spin locally as follow s:
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S. ©2)

where T ® representsthe 3 3 m atrix given by the spin part of :LA-_E_.'Z) . The Ham iltonian Z'D::L) then becom es:

_ 1X X (3)
Ho= S Ty S TUUS; 0 3)
i3 i

where T 9 containsthe di erence ;  ; in the place of ; of Eq. @ 13).
W riting further

sf:ési*+si ;sj{=2iisi+ S, ; 0 4)
and carrying out the standard H olstein-P rim ako transform ation
_Posa,
i i
Sf=alay S=mn S D5)

at the lrading order away from perfect alignm ent (and for large values of S ), the H am iltonian {_15_-3) becom es:

52X X
H = - Ji;5 cos( 5 i) S n; Jy;5 cos( 5 i)
i;J 1]
X n
S y y
+ 2 Ji;y  @jast+ ajaj)feos(5 4) + 1]
i3
(]
+ (a§a§+ aja;) loos( 5 1) 11 ¢ 06)

W e Introduce at this point the lattice Fourier transform , specify the choice ;= Q R, and w rite:

X 1 R*
ajb; cosQ B Ri)Jy; = >
it k

ak)o( k) @k Q)+ Jk+Q)); ©7)

where a; and by is an arbitrary pair of operators and where

X
Jk) = exp( ik R)JTR): © 8)

R
W ith the notation

S J k + + J

k) SJ(Q)+E J k) + (k Q)2 & 9 ©9)
and
S J + + J
®) i I ) k Q)2 k Q) 0 10)

for any given value ofQ , the H am iltonian {I_Z-)_a) reduces to the fom :

N 52 R?
H = 5 JQ) + k)a¥ k)ak)
k
k)
+ — a¥k)a¥( k) + ak)a( k) : O 11)

T he standard B ogoliubov transform ation can be used at this point to diagonalize the H am iltonian @:l:]}) . W rting

ak) = uk)bk) + vk)b' ( k) b 12)
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whereu k)= cosh (k) andvk)= shh () wih

a2 &) - —2 ) ; 013)
&)
the H am iltonian :Q:l:].') becom es eventually :
RZ
H =Eqg+ E; + "k)b' kK)bk) : O 14)
k
In this expression:
N S2
Eo = > JQ); 0 15)
X
E; = K)v' k) + uk)vk) k) ; D 16)
k
and
P
"k)= sz(k) 2 k)
J k+ + J
=35 o) Jk)) JQ) kr2) k 9 : O 17)

2

- 1
T he spectrum @_lj) coincides (gpart for a di erent nom alization of J) w ith that given in Reffl (cf. in particular
Eqg. (67) therein). Note from E(g. @_lj) the presence of a Goldstonemode ork = 0 and k = Q (owing to the
symmetry J( k)= J k)).
In the classicallim it (that is, for Jarge valies of S), m inin ization ofthe ground-state energy is equivalent to nding
them ininum ofJ Q). In this way, the appropriate value of Q is determm ined. For instance, when second (J2) and
third (J3) nearest-neighbor couplings are inclided besides the nearest-neighbor antiferrom agnetic coupling J1), J Q )

reads:
JQ) =J; (cosQx + cosQy) + 2J2 cosQy cosQy + T3 (c0s2Q x + cos2Q ) © 18)

(W ith the wave vectors m easured In units of the nverse of the lattice spacing). In this case, the diagonal spiral
ocon guration is stable for J3 > J;=4 $=2 and J3 > J»=2, in plying that J3 must be nonvanishing for the spiral
phase to be stab]e.'lz-4 T he corresponding spin-w ave spectrum (J_D_l_’f.) forJs = J, = J1=5and S = 1=2 isshown In Fig.4
(full Iine), where the antiferrom agnetic spectrum wih Q = ( ; ) and J3 = J; = 0 (roken line) is also shown for
com parison.

APPENDIX E:RKKY SPIN WAVESFOR A SPIRALCONFIGURATION

In this Appendix, we show how the part of the dispersion relation Ej) of the text containing the trigonom etric
functions in the denom nator originates from the Rudem ap=K-ittelK asuya-Yosida RKKY ) interaction between two
lJocalized spins and m ediated by the conduction e]ec‘c:mn553:;_'5]1I T he long—range nature of this interaction is readily
evidenced by expanding fom ally the denom inator in Eq. @j) as a a power series In cosgy and cosq,, so that an
In nie number of H eisenberg-like tem s appears.

W e ©llow here the treatm ent by M attjs,'gja and consider the interaction Ham itonian between the localized spin
operators S; (associated w ith the valence ( lled) band) and the itinerant soin operators sc R ;i) (@ssociated w ith the
conduction band), where the su x 1 speci es the lattice site. W e w rite accordingly :

X
Hexe = I S;i &Rj) E1)

where T is an exchange integral.
For a generic spin-1=2 operator at site i associated w ith the conduction electronswe w rite:
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Spin-wave spectrum for the H eisenberg H am iltonian with a diagonalspiral spin con guration and couplings up to

third nearest neighbors speci ed In the text (full line). T he antiferrom agnetic spectrum w ith nearest-neighbor coupling only is
also shown for com parison (oroken line).

FIG .4.

— i Y
s; = — e 9 Rg Lody o

2N k+q ®2)

where = (; ;z)andd are the destruction operators along the local spin—quantization axes. Combining these
operators w ith the eigenvectors of the m ean— eld Hubbard Ham iltonian [cf. Eq. @ §)] and recalling the notation
@_1_5), we cast Eq. {E2) In the form :

1 X X )
s, = E e ¥ X }Z+q;rFr;ro(k+q;k) k0 ¢ E3)

k;q r;x®

T he restriction to the conduction band in plies that r = = 2 i Eq. @:3) when > 0. In this case the Ham iltonian
E 1) becom es:
0 1
- 1 XX Y @X ig R Y A
Hexe = E (S;) e k+q;2 F,, k+ g;k) xp
i kiq

E4)

Applying at thispoint the standard prooedurekﬁ to obtain the energy shift of second-order in the H am iltonian (:_E-_ll) ,
the follow ng RKK Y -type e ective H am itonian resuls:

X
H REKY (Si)y Jij Sj E5)
ij
w ith the notation
J.. = X % e 1 ® Ry Fop K+ qjk)Fyy k+ gjk) £6)
ij 2 .
4N K<ke ot qP ke 2 k) 2k + q)

N ote that the expression 03-3:6) does not vanish even when sites i and j are far apart. Note also that the energy
denom inator on the right-hand side never vanish by construction. .

T here rem ains to obtain the spin-wave dispersion associated with the spin Ham ittonian LE_ES). To this end, we
Introduce n Eq. (513-_5) the usualH olstein-P rim ako transform ation or the soin operators and truncate the expansion
in the bosonic operators a and a¥ to quadratic order [cf. Eq. @_ES)], to obtain:

X
HREKY _ g4 g JFT@+ I (g a'@a@)

T ke
+J @a@a’( 9+ J " ( ga@al q) E7)
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w here now
X X
Eo = S° J** @) + S J @ €8)

HI ke FI ke

w ith the restriction I§j kr replacing the weaker condition k + gj> kr (cf. Section 3-B).Note that in Eq. @:7.) we
have Introduced the notation

2 X F ;K)F ik
J @ = 22 K+ qik)Fy, k+ gjk) €9)
aN 2 k) 2k + q)
Kk X ke

and used the J'denu'ty iJyy = 0 for any given 7.

T he quadratic H am iltonian g:] 7 is then diagonalized by the standard Bogoliibov transform ation (cf. A ppendix
D). The resulting soin-wave soectrum has the form :

h i1

IREXY @y = 5 g @+ d (@ 485 @J T(aq €10)

To proceed further, we need to specify the quantities F,,, F,,,and , entering the de nition @EEI), at the relevant
order in the sm allparam eter t=U . U sing Egs. C_3§)—C_3g) we obtain for > 0:

R pP— t 2
Fok+agjk)=1 2 5 Tok+qg)+ 0 EU)
b- t 2
F,, k+ gjk) = i?2 5 Tok)+ O E=U) E11)
aswellas
2k) 2kt 9 = t@ck) Tk+aqg)+ O ©UP ; €12)
where we have approximn ated 2m2 =1 = 1.

T he m ethod developed In Appendix C can be used at this point to perform the sum overk in Eq. @ 9.) The result
is:

t sin®Q=2) (shhq + shg)?

* = P ; 13
@) U2 cos(Q=2) cosg + cosg, 2 ©13)
t 2
J @ = fﬁm )i E14)
+ + 2 t 2

J @=4J (q)=IﬁO( ) : E15)

At the Iowest order, only J** contributes to Eq. ("r;-_l-g),whjdﬁ. then reduces to:

t in? Q=2) (sing + sing,)?
|RKKY @ = S 12 — sin” Q=2) (sing. + sngy) : (E16)

U? Joos@=2)j@2 coosg ©osgq)

T he self-consistency equation @é) relating Q to and t=U for the diagonal spiral con guration can eventually be
used, to yield (for S = 1=2):

. + . 2
IRKKY () g (sing + singy) €17)
2 cosg cosg

wih Jo given by Eq. (58‘) ofthe text and wherewe have set T = 2U . Note that Eq. éz-l-" colncidesw ith Eq. C6-(_]') of

the text, which was obtaned by setting \by hand" F,; = F1, = 0 in the ﬁJchaquJatJon N ote also that the expression
@E 1"/) nvolves transverse spin com ponents only, akin the general expression (53) of the text.
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