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W e study the zero-tem perature spin 
uctuationsofa two-dim ensionalitinerant-electron system

with an incom m ensurate m agnetic ground state described by a single-band Hubbard Ham iltonian.

W eintroducethe(broken-sym m etry)m agneticphaseatthem ean-�eld (Hartree-Fock)levelthrough

a spiralspin con�guration with characteristic wavevectorQ di�erentin generalfrom theantiferro-

m agnetic wave vectorQ A F ,and consider spin 
uctuationsoverand above itwithin the electronic

random -phase (RPA) approxim ation. W e obtain a closed system ofequations 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 resultsforthe spin-wave dispersion relation in

the strong-coupling lim itofthe Hubbard Ham iltonian and �nd thatat�nite doping the spin-wave

dispersion relation hasa hybrid form between thatassociated with the(localized)Heisenberg m odel

and thatassociated with the (long-range)RK K Y exchange interaction. W e also �nd an instability

ofthe spin-wave spectrum in a �nite region aboutthe centerofthe Brillouin zone,which signalsa

physicalinstability toward a di�erentspin-or,possibly,charge-ordered phase,as,forexam ple,the

stripe structuresobserved in the high-Tc m aterials. W e expect,however,on physicalgroundsthat

for wave vectors externalto this region the spin-wave spectrum that we have determ ined should

survive consideration ofm ore sophisticated m ean-�eld solutions.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Spin 
uctuationsaboutincom m ensuratestaticm agneticcon�gurationsrepresentan interesting problem ,especially

in the view ofthe accum ulating experim entalevidence on the parentcom poundsofthe high-Tc cuprate m aterials.
1

Thedynam icstructurefactorS(q;!)atwavevectorq and frequency !,asm easured by inelasticneutron scattering,

shows noticeable peaks overthe background when q = Q = Q A F + � Q (j� Q j� jQ A F j) for increasing dopant

concentration,at�nite albeitsm allvaluesof! (with ! � J,J being theexchangecoupling).2 Furtherexperim ental

studiesforlargervaluesofjq � QA F jhavealso detected thepresenceofwell-de�ned spin-wave-typeexcitationsclose

to the boundary ofthe antiferrom agnetic(AF)Brillouin zone (BZ).3 The factthatspin-waveexcitationswith sm all

wavelength (i.e.,com parableto latticespacing)can bedetected even in theabsenceoflong-rangem agneticorder,has

actually been wellestablished experim entally since the eightiesalso in m ore conventionalm agnetic m aterials.4 This

stateofa�airshas,in turn,prom pted anum beroftheoreticalstudieson dynam icalexcitationsaboutincom m ensurate

spin con�gurations.5{8

From thetheoreticalpointofview,inclusion ofincom m ensuratespin con�gurationsin clusterm ean-�eld calculations

would require one to considerclustersizesatleastasbig asthe spatialextension ofthe incom m ensurability.In this

way,com plex incom m ensurate patterns could as wellbe included in the calculation,at the price ofconsiderable

num ericale�ort and without fullanalytic controlon the results. Alternatively,one m ay setup calculationsfor an

in�nitesystem with necessarilysim plerincom m ensuratespin con�gurations,with theadvantage,however,ofobtaining

analyticresults(atleast)in som elim its,which in turn m ay adm itasim plephysicalinterpretation.In thisrespect,the

spiralspin con� guration appearstobetheonly oneforwhich analytic calculationscan beperform ed,in thesensethat

theconstituentequationscan bebroughttoaclosed form which ism anageableforcontrolled analyticapproxim ations.

Indeed previousanalyticcalculationshaveconsidered static long-rangebackground spiralspin con�gurations,on top

ofwhich dynam icalspin excitationshavebeen considered.5;7

The intrinsic sim plicity ofthe background spiralspin con�guration and the neglectofitsdynam icshave resulted,

however,into an instability ofthespin-wavespectrum in a lim ited region oftheBrillouin zone.7 Thisoutcom ecould,

in principle,m ake the resulting spin-wavespectrum altogetherunreliable,asthe underlying spin con�guration (over

and above which spin-wave excitations are constructed) could be m uch m ore com plex than a spiralone and even

possess a dynam ics ofits own. In addition,a static or dynam ic charge m odulation can be present as well, like

the stripe structuresobserved in som e underdoped cuprates.9 O ne expects,however,on physicalgroundsthe short-
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wavelength spin-waveexcitations,obtained on top ofa spiralcon�guration,to preservetheirdispersion relation even

when considering m orecom plex long-rangeunderlying structures.

W ithin thisfram ework,wehavepursued theanalyticcalculation with an underlyingspiralspin con�guration foran

itinerantelectronic system described by a single-band Hubbard Ham iltonian. The spin (and charge)dynam icshave

bee described within the electronic random -phase (RPA)approxim ation forthe dynam icalsusceptibilities,based on

a broken-sym m etry Hartree-Fock (HF)m ean-�eld solution,along thelinesofRef.7.In particular,wehaveconsidered

the large U=t lim it in detail(where t is the nearest-neighbor hopping m atrix elem ent and U is the localon-site

repulsion in theHubbard Ham iltonian),forwhich thespin-wavedispersion relation (asobtained from thepolesofthe

dynam icalsusceptibilities)can beexpressed in analyticform by system atically expandingin thesm allparam eter t=U .

In thisway,we haveobtained an analyticexpression forthe spin-wavedispersion relation valid in the lim itt=U � 1

[cf.Eq.(57)below],showing a novelcharacteristicstructure,nam ely,a hybrid form between the dispersion relations

obtained within the nearest-neighborHeisenberg m odelfor localized spins10 and the long-range RK K Y interaction

m ediated by the conduction electrons.11

This analytic form of the dispersion relation could adm ittedly not have been guessed a priori, by �tting the

dispersion relation obtained num erically (from the location ofthe poles ofthe dynam icalsusceptibilities) with a

Heisenberg m odelextending in principle to a largealbeit� nite num berofneighbors.Neither,thisanalyticform can

besim ply reduced to a nearest-neighborHeisenberg dispersion relation with a doping-dependentexchangeintegral.12

Rather,thecharacteristiclong-rangeRK K Y contribution would require�tting to a Heisenberg m odelwith an in�nite

num berofneighbors.Thiswould contradictthespiritwith which theHeisenbergm odelwasintroduced tostartwith,13

nam ely,asa �tting m odelthatm akesphysicalsense when the interactionsextend to a lim ited num berofneighbors

only.Notethatthissituation contraststhatfound athalf-�lling oftheHubbard band (i.e.,in theabsenceofdoping),

wherethe antiferrom agnetic(AF)spin-wavespectrum can be nicely �tted by a Heisenberg m odelextending atm ost

to a few neighbors.14 O urresultsalso show thatthe m agnitude ofthe overallexchangeintegral,which characterizes

the spin-wave spectrum ,decreaseswith increasing doping and vanisheswhen the transition to a ferrom agnetic case

occursatthe m ean-�eld level.

The plan ofthe paperisasfollows.Section 2 obtainsthe im plicitform ofthe spin-wavedispersion relation within

the HF-RPA approxim ations,by solving for the dynam icalsusceptibilities ofthe itinerant electron system in the

presenceofan incom m ensurate spin spiralground state.Section 3 focuseson the sm allt=U expansion ofthe results

ofSection 2,which requiresa carefulanalysisofthedoping dependenceoftherelevantquantities.Section 4 discusses

the m ain results ofthis paper and Section 5 gives our conclusions. For the sake ofcom pleteness,we reportin the

Appendices details ofthe analytic calculations,and adapt know results for the Heisenberg and RK K Y spin-wave

spectra to the presentcontext.

II.D Y N A M IC A L SU SC EP T IB ILIT IES W IT H IN T H E IT IN ER A N T -ELEC T R O N R PA

A P P R O X IM A T IO N W IT H A N IN C O M M EN SU R A T E SP IN -SP IR A L G R O U N D STA T E

In thisSection,wegivethe derivation ofthe spin-wavedispersion relation fora two-dim ensionalitinerant-electron

system in the presence ofan incom m ensurate spiralm agnetic structure with a generic characteristic wave vector

Q ,within the electronic RPA approxim ation. Although our results for the dispersion relation coincide with those

previously given by Brenig in Ref.7,we provide here in addition the expression ofthe correlation functions which

can be relevantfora directcom parison with neutron scattering experim ents. Furtherdetails ofthe calculation are

reported in Appendix A.

W eem phasizethatthe�nding ofa closed-form expression forthecorrelation functionsforany characteristicwave

vector Q (incom m ensurate with the lattice spacing) and not just for the (com m ensurate) antiferrom agnetic wave

vectorQ A F isaltogethera nontrivialresult,being intrinsically related to the peculiarpattern ofthe spiralm agnetic

solution forthe ground state.

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

X�;�(rt;r
0
t
0)= � ihT[S�(r;t)S�(r

0
;t
0)]i+ ihS�(r;t)ihS�(r

0
;t
0)i (1)

wheretheaverageh� � � iistaken overtheground state,T standshereforW ick’stim e-ordering operator,and S�(r)is

given by (we set�h = 1 throughout)
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S�(r)=
1

2

X

�;�

 
y
�(r)�

�

�;�
 �(r): (2)

In these expressions,�;� = (0;x;y;z),�� is a Paulim atrix (with �0 equalto the 2� 2 identity m atrix),and �;�

are spin labels. Note that 2S0(r) coincides with the density operator,which couples with the spin operatorin the

presenceofan incom m ensuratespiralm agneticstructure.

Forthe sim ple band we areconsidering,the �eld operatorin Eq.(2)can be represented in the form

 �(r)=
X

i

�(r� Ri)ci� ; (3)

where �(r)isthe atom ic (W annier)orbitalassociated with the sim ple band,R i isthe lattice vectorlocating site i,

and ci� isa destruction operator.Tim e evolution in Eq.(1)isgoverned by the Heisenberg representation:

 �(r;t)= eiH t
 �(r)e

� iH t (4)

whereforH wetakethe sim ple-band two-dim ensionalHubbard Ham iltonian.

In term softhe two-particlecorrelation function L,15 the generalized correlation function (1)takesthe form

X�;�(rt;r
0
t
0)= �

i

4

X

�;�

X

� 0;�0

�
�

�;�
�
�
� 0;�0 L(rt�;r

0
t
0
�
0;rt+ �;r0t0+ �0) (5)

with t+ = t+ � (� = 0+ ),whereL satis�esthe Bethe-Salpeterequation:

L(1;2;10;20)= G (1;20)G (2;10) (6)

+

Z

d3d4d5d6G (1;3)G (4;10)�(3;5;4;6)L(6;2;5;20)

(1;2;� � � signifying the setofspace,spin,and tim e variables).In the aboveexpression,

G (1;2)= � i


T
�
 (1) y(2)

��
(7)

isthe single-particleG reen’sfunction and the kernel� representsan e�ectivetwo-particleinteraction.In particular,

within the RPA approxim ation weareadopting,the kernel� takesthe form :

�(3;5;4;6)= � iv0 �(3;4)�(5;6
+ )�(x3;x6)�(�3;� �6)

+ iv0 �(3;6)�(4;5)�(x
+

3
;x4)�(�3;� �4) (8)

with thenotation x � (r;t)and wheretheconstantv0 can berelated to theparam eterU oftheHubbard Ham iltonian

asfollows:

U = v0

Z

dr j�(r)j4 : (9)

Entering Eqs.(6)and (8)into Eq.(5),we obtain forthe generalized correlation function within the RPA approxi-

m ation:

X�;�(x;x
0)= �

i

4

X

�;�

X

� 0;�0

�
�

�;�
�
�
� 0;�0G (x�;x

0
�
0)G (x0�0;x�)

+
v0

4
(� i)2

X

�;�

X

� 0;�0

�
�

�;�
�
�
� 0;�0

Z

d3G (x�;x3�3)G (x3�3;x�)

� L(x3��3;x
0
�
0;x

+

3
��3;x

0+
�
0)

�
v0

4
(� i)2

X

�;�

X

� 0;�0

�
�

�;�
�
�
� 0;�0

Z

d3G (x�;x3�3)G (x3 ��3;x�)

� L(x3�3;x
0
�
0;x+

3
��3;x

0+
�
0) (10)

with �� = � �.Thisisapparently nota closed-form equation forX itself.By them anipulationsreported in Appendix

A,however,Eq.(10)can becastin theform ofa coupled setofequationsforthem atrix com ponentsofthecorrelation

function,asfollows:

3



X�;�(x;x
0)= X

(0)

�;�(x;x
0)+ 2v0

X

�0;�0

Z

dx
00
X

(0)

�;�0(x;x
00)��0;�0 X�0;�(x

00
;x

0) (11)

wherewehaveintroduced the tensor

��;� =

0

B
@

1 0 0 0

0 � 1 0 0

0 0 � 1 0

0 0 0 � 1

1

C
A : (12)

To solve Eq.(11),the explicit form ofthe non-interacting counterpart X (0) ofX is required. To this end,the

ground-stateaveragein Eq.(7)isevaluated asshown in Appendix A,in term softheeigenvalues(�r)and eigenvectors

(W �;r)ofthe m ean-�eld Hubbard Ham iltonian (see also Section 3),yielding forthe tim e Fouriertransform ofX (0)

the expression

X
(0)

�;�(r;r
0;!)=

1

4N 2

X

i;j

B ZX

k;k0

ei(k� k
0
)� (Ri� Rj)j�(r� Ri)j

2
j�(r0� Rj)j

2

�
X

r;r0

X

�0;�0

T�;�0(
i)T�;�0(
j)F
�
0

r0;r
(k0;k)F �

0

r;r0(k;k
0)

� Fr;r0(k;k
0
;!) (13)

where B Z standsforthe two-dim ensionalBrillouin zone,N isthe num beroflattice sites,and the quantitiesT,F ,

and F arede�ned in Appendix A (
 i standing forthe anglesde�ning the localspin quantization axis).W e consider

furtherthespaceFouriertransform

Xab(q;q
0;!)=

1

N V0

Z

drdr
0e� iq� r

Xab(r;r
0;!)eiq

0
� r

0

�
1

V0
S(q)S�(q0)X̂ab(q;q

0;!) (14)

whereV0 isthe volum eofthe elem entary crystalcelland

S(q)�

Z

dre� iqr
j�(r)j2 (15)

isaform factor(which can besetequaltounity forallpracticalpurposes).Applyingasuitableunitary transform ation

[cf.Eq.(A23)]which rendersthe m atrix T(
i)ofEq.(13)diagonal,onegetsforitslattice Fouriertransform :

�Tab(k)=
1

N

X

i

eik� Ri �Tab(
i)

=

0

B
@

�(k) 0 0 0

0 �(k � Q ) 0 0

0 0 �(k) 0

0 0 0 �(k + Q )

1

C
A (16)

�(k)being the lattice K roneckerdelta function.In the new basis,wethusobtain forthe non-interacting correlation

function the expression:

X̂
(0)

ab
(q;q0;!)=

1

4N

B ZX

kk0

X

a0;b0

X

r;r0

�Taa0(k � k
0
� q)�Tb0b(k

0
� k + q

0)

� �F a
0

r0;r(k
0
;k) �F b

0

r;r0(k;k
0)Fr;r0(k;k

0
;!) (17)

where the overbardenotesm atricestransform ed according to the above unitary transform ation [cf. Eqs.(A19)and

(A23)].In thisway,the integralequation (11)reducesto the form :

X̂ab(q;q
0;!)= X̂

(0)

ab
(q;q0;!)

+ 2U
X

a0b0

X

q00

X̂
(0)

aa0
(q;q00;!)��a0b0 X̂b0b(q

00
;q

0;!) (18)
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with �� given by Eq.(A22). This equation can be solved by the m ethods ofAppendix A,yielding the closed-form

expression:

X̂ab(q + 
aQ ;q
0;!)=

X

a0

[1 + X (q;!)]� 1

aa0

� X
(0)

a0b
(q + 
a0Q ;!jQ )�(q � q

0
� 
bQ ) (19)

where 1 is the 4 � 4 unit m atrix,the m atrix X (q;!) is de�ned by Eq.(A30),and with the notation 
a = 0 for

a = 0;2,
a = � 1 for a = 1,and 
a = 1 for a = 3. Although stillexpressed in the transform ed basis,Eq.(19)is

the desired expression forthe Fouriertransform ofthe generalized correlation function,which holdswithin the RPA

approxim ation for any value of Q .

The spin-wave dispersion relation can eventually be obtained by searching forthe zerosofthe inverse m atrix on

the right-hand side ofEq.(19),which isequivalentto im posing the condition:

det[1 + X (q;!)]= 0: (20)

Itcan beveri�ed thatthecondition (20)can bem apped ontotheresultreported in Ref.7,wherethedispersion relation

hasthen been obtained num erically forchosen valuesofQ .In the presentpaperwe proceed instead to deriving the

analytic form ofthe dispersion relation forsm allvaluesofthe param eter t=U ofthe Hubbard Ham iltonian.

To thisend,itisconvenientto rewrite�rstthem atrix X in Eq.(20)in a m oreconventionalbasisidenti�ed by the

labels(0;+ ;� ;z),with �� = (�x � i�y)=
p
2.The m atrix 1 + X (q;!)isthen transform ed into:

M (q;!) = 1 + 2U

0

B
B
@

� X
0;0

0
(q;!) X

0;�

0
(q;!) X

0;+

0
(q;!) X

0;z

0
(q;!)

� X
+ ;0

0
(q;!) X

+ ;�

0
(q;!) X

+ ;+

0
(q;!) X

+ ;z

0
(q;!)

� X
� ;0

0
(q;!) X

� ;�

0
(q;!) X

� ;+

0
(q;!) X

� ;z

0
(q;!)

� X
z;0

0
(q;!) X

z;�

0
(q;!) X

z;+

0
(q;!) X

z;z

0
(q;!)

1

C
C
A (21)

wherenow

X
�;�

0
(q;!)=

1

4N

X

r;r0

B ZX

k

F
�
r0;r(k � q;k)F

�

r;r0
(k;k � q)Fr;r0(k;k � q;!) (22)

and

F
�

r;r0
(k;k0)=

X

�;�0

W
y

r;�
(k)�

�

�;�0
W �0;r0(k

0) (23)

with �+ =
p
2

�
0 1

0 0

�

and �� =
p
2

�
0 0

1 0

�

.Note thattwo colum nsin the expression (21)appearinterchanged

with respectto the originalorder,owing to the presencein the �nalbasisofthe tensor

~� =

0

B
@

1 0 0 0

0 0 � 1 0

0 � 1 0 0

0 0 0 � 1

1

C
A (24)

in the placeof�� given by Eq.(A22).

W e passnow to perform the sm allt=U expansion ofthe spin-wavedispersion relation obtained from the condition

detM (q;!)= 0.
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III.EX PA N SIO N IN T H E SM A LL PA R A M ET ER t=U

In this Section, we obtain explicitly the spin wave dispersion relation to second order in the sm allparam eter

t=U ,from the generalcondition detM (q;!)= 0 obtained in Section 2 within the RPA approxim ation forthe zero-

tem peraturebroken-sym m etry phasewith a genericincom m ensuratewavevectorQ .To thisend,wewillprelim inary

expand the self-consistency param etersofthe m ean-�eld Ham iltonian,as wellas the equations they satisfy,at the

relevant order in t=U ;we willthen expand the m atrix elem ents ofthe m atrix M (q;!) de�ned by Eq.(21) at the

relevantorderin t=U .

A .M ean-�eld equations

The m ean-�eld equations for a single-band Hubbard Ham iltonian in the presence ofan incom m ensurate spiral

spin structure have been discussed in Ref.16. Introducing a localset of spin quantization axis, with the z axis

transform ed locally into the axisspeci�ed by the sphericalangles
 i � (�i = Q � Ri;’i = 0)atsite i,onetransform s

the destruction operators ci� according to Eq.(A6) and perform s the (Hartree-Fock) m ean-�eld decoupling ofthe

Hubbard Ham iltonian,yielding

H (Q ) =

B ZX

k

X

�;�0

d
y

k�
H �;�0(k)dk�0 � U N

�
m

2

1 � m
2

2

�
(25)

with �;�0= (+ ;� )and whereH isthe 2� 2 m atrix

H (k) =

�
�0 � � + tTe(k)+ U (m 1 � m2) � itTo(k)

itTo(k) �0 � � + tTe(k)+ U (m 1 + m 2)

�

: (26)

In theaboveexpressions,�0 isthesiteenergy,� thechem icalpotential,m 1 and m 2 representtheoccupation num ber

and m agnetization along the localquantization axis,respectively,and Te=o(k)read
16

Te(k) = 2

�

coskx cos

�
Q x

2

�

+ cosky cos

�
Q y

2

��

(27)

To(k) = 2

�

sinkx sin

�
Q x

2

�

+ sinky sin

�
Q y

2

��

: (28)

The eigenvaluesand eigenvectorsofthe m atrix (26)arethusgiven by:

�r(k) = �0 � � + tTe(k)+ U m 1 + (� 1)r
q

U 2m 2
2
+ t2To(k)

2 (29)

(r= 1;2)and

W 1(k)=
1

N 1(k)

0

B
@

1

� i
t

U

1

m 2
To(k)

1+

q
1+ (t

U )
2 1

m 2

2

To(k)
2

1

C
A (30)

W 2(k)=
1

N 2(k)

0

B
@

� i
t

U

1

m 2
To(k)

1+

q
1+ (t

U )
2 1

m 2

2

To(k)
2

1

1

C
A (31)

whereN r(k)standsforthe norm alization factor.

The param eters m 1,m 2,and Q ofthe m ean-�eld Ham iltonian (25) are obtained,as usual,by m inim izing the

averagevalueofthe Ham iltonian with respectto the param etersthem selves.O neobtains:
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m 1 =
1

2N

B ZX

k

X

r

fF (�r(k))=
1+ �

2
; (32)

wherefF (�)isthe (zero-tem perature)Ferm ifunction and � isthe doping param eter,

m 2 =
1

2N

B ZX

k

X

�

X

r

� W
y

r;�
(k)W �;r(k)fF (�r(k)); (33)

and

B ZX

k

X

�;�0

~r Q H �;�0(k)
X

r

W
y

r;�
(k)W �0;r(k)fF (�r(k)) = 0 : (34)

In thefollowing,weshallrestricttothediagonalsolution Q = Q (1;1),sinceitisknown tobefavored forsu� ciently

sm allvalues oft=U .16 Accordingly,atthe orderweareconsidering ofthe sm allparam etert=U weexpand form ally:

�r(k)= U

�

�
(0)

r (k)� �
(0)+

�
t

U

�

(�(1)r (k)� �
(1))

+

�
t

U

� 2

(�(2)r (k)� �
(2))+ � � �

#

(35)

aswellas

m 2 = m
(0)

2
+

�
t

U

�

m
(1)

2
+

�
t

U

� 2

m
(2)

2
+ � � � ; (36)

while,atthe relevantorderwe can take

W 1(k)=
1

N r(k)

 
1

� it
U

To(k)

2m
(0)

2

!

(37)

W 2(k)=
1

N r(k)

 
� it

U

To(k)

2m
(0)

2

1

!

(38)

where

1

N r(k)
2
= 1�

�
t

U

� 2
 

To(k)

2m
(0)

2

! 2

+ O

 �
t

U

� 3
!

(39)

is independent from r. Note that it is su�cient to retain the lowest-orderterm m
(0)

2
in the above equations. The

param eter m 1,on the other hand,is given by Eq.(32) and is thus form ally independent from t=U (we anticipate,

however,thatthedoping param eter� willturn outto beatm ostoftheordert=U forourexpansionsto beinternally

consistent).

Thecoe�cients�
(n)
r (k)ofEq.(35)with n = 0;1;2;� � � can be readily obtained from the expression (29)(wherewe

m ay set�0 = 0 forsim plicity)in term softhe m
(n)

2
(forgiven Q ). The value of�(0) can also be readily obtained in

term sof�
(0)
r (cf.Appendix B).Therem aining coe�cientsoftheexpansions(35)and (36)can furtherbedeterm ined

by solving the coupled equations for the self-consistency param eters according to the m ethods developed in the

AppendicesB and C.In particular,for� > 0 weobtain:

m
(0)

2
=
1

2
(1� �)

m
(1)

2
= 0

m
(2)

2
= � 4sin2(Q =2)+ O (�); (40)
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�
(0)

� m
(0)

2
=
1

2
(1+ �)

�
(1)

� m
(1)

2
= cos(Q =2)[4� 4�� + O (�2)]

�
(2)

� m
(2)

2
= 0+ O (�); (41)

and

�
(0)

r (k)=
1

2
[(1+ �)+ (� 1)r(1� �)]

�
(1)

r (k)= Te(k)

�
(2)

r (k)= (� 1)r
�
T
2

o(k)� 4 sin2(Q =2)
�
+ O (�); (42)

whereforthe spiralcon�guration weareconsidering Q isdeterm ined by the condition

cos(Q =2)=
� U �

2t
+ O (t=U ) (43)

with � � 2(t=U )+ O ((t=U )2), as anticipated. (The other allowed solution sin(Q =2) = 0 describes instead the

ferrom agneticcase.) Asdiscussed in Appendix B,the aboveresultshavebeen obtained with the furtherassum ption

that� issm allenough butnotin�nitesim al,i.e.,� satis�esthe condition (t=U )2 < < �.The case � = 0,on the other

hand,can beconsidered separately.NotethatEq.(43)im pliesthatin thespiralphase� isatm ostoftheordert=U .

Thisproperty hasto be taken into accountto geta consistentexpansion up to the desired orderin t=U .

B .Susceptibilities and spin-w ave dispersion

Beforeperform ing thet=U expansion ofthem atrix elem entsofthenon-interacting susceptibility tensor(22)to get

the spin-wave dispersion relation,it is convenientto exploit som e sym m etry properties that reduce the num ber of

m atrix elem entsto be considered.Speci�cally,from the property

Fr;r0(k;k � q;!)= Fr0;r(k � q;k;� !) (44)

itfollowsthat:

X
�;�

0
(q;!)= X

�;�

0
(� q;� !): (45)

By directinspection itcan also be veri�ed that:

X
0;�

0
(q;!)= � X

+ ;0

0
(q;!);

X
z;�

0
(q;!)= � X

+ ;z

0
(q;!);

X
+ ;+

0
(q;!)= X

� ;�

0
(q;!): (46)

In thisway,the m atrix (21)acquiresthe sim pli�ed form :

M (q;!)=

0

B
@

1� a(q;!) ib(q;!) � ib(� q;� !) c(q;!)

ib(q;!) 1+ d(q;!) e(q;!) if(q;!)

� ib(� q;� !) e(q;!) 1+ d(� q;� !) � if(� q;� !)

� c(q;!) � if(q;!) if(� q;� !) 1+ g(q;!)

1

C
A (47)

wherewehaveset

a(q;!)= 2U X
0;0

0
(q;!)

b(q;!)= � 2iU X
0;�

0
(q;!)

c(q;!)= 2U X
0;z

0
(q;!)

d(q;!)= 2U X
+ ;�

0
(q;!) (48)

e(q;!)= 2U X
+ ;+

0
(q;!)

f(q;!)= � 2iU X
+ ;z

0
(q;!)

g(q;!)= 2U X
z;z

0
(q;!):
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Entering then the expansions (37)-(39) for the eigenvectors ofthe m ean-�eld Ham iltonian (with m
(0)

2
given by

Eq.(40))into the de�nition (23),we obtain the expressionsforthe relevantm atrix elem entsofthe non-interacting

susceptibility tensor(22)reported in Appendix B attheorderin t=U weareconsidering.Utilizing furtherthem ethod

developed in Appendix C to perform the k sum m ation when the doping param eter� issm all,we obtain eventually

the following expressionsforthe m atrix elem ents(48):

a(q;!)= a(q)=
� 1

2 cos(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)

�U

t
+ O (t=U );

b(q;!)= b(q)=
� sin(Q =2)(sinqx + sinqy)

p
2 cos(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)

� + O

�

(t=U )
2
�

;

c(q;!)= c(q)= � a(q;!)+ O (t=U );

e(q;!)= e(q)= � 4

�
t

U

� 2

sin2(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy)+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�

;

f(q;!)= f(q)= b(q;!)+ O

�

(t=U )
2
�

;

g(q;!)= g(q)= a(q;!)+ O (t=U ); (49)

aswellas

d(q;!)� � 1� ~! + �(q)+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�

= � 1� ~! +

�
t

U

� 2

4 cos2(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)+ 8

�
t

U

� 2

sin2(Q =2)

+ 2

�
t

U

�

� cos(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)

� 2

�
t

U

�

�
sin2(Q =2)(sinqx + sinqy)

2

cos(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)
+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�

(50)

where ~! � !=U willturn outto be ofordert2=U 2 atthe spin-wavepoles.

To obtain the above expressions,we have considered only the realpartofthe functions (A16). Thisis de�nitely

possible forevery pairsofbandswhen we restrictto valuesofq such thatjqj� kF ,where kF (by ourde�nition)is

the m axim um value ofthe function k(�)introduced in Appendix C,which coincideswith the Ferm im om entum for

sm all�.Since we haveshown in the sam eAppendix thatk(�)�
p
� �

p
t=U ,taking the q ! 0 lim itim pliesletting

t=U to vanish beforeq.

Notealso that,although the expressions(49)and (50)havebeen calculated atdi�erentordersin t=U ,the ensuing

expression forthe determ inantofthe m atrix (47)isobtained consistently atthe fourth orderin t=U ,asrequired for

the frequency ofthe spin-wave m ode to be ofthe orderoft2=U . In fact,by writing the determ inantexplicitly we

obtain:

�
(1� a(q))(1+ a(q))+ a

2(q)+ O (t=U )
�

�

h

(� ~! + �(q))(~! + �(q))� e
2(q)+ O

�

(t=U )
5
�i

+ 2 [1� a(q)+ O (t=U )]

h

b
2(q)+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�ih

e(q)� �(q)+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�i

� 2 [1+ a(q)+ O (t=U )]

h

b
2(q)+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�ih

e(q)� �(q)+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�i

+ 4[a(q)+ O (t=U )]

h

b
2(q)+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�ih

e(q)� �(q)+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�i

= 0:

(51)

Notethatthelastthreeterm son theleft-hand sideadd up to zero atthefourth orderin t=U weareconsidering.W e

arethusleftwith the expression

~!2 � �
2(q)+ e

2(q)+ O

�

(t=U )
5
�

= 0; (52)

yielding
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!
2(q)= U

2
�
�
2(q)� e

2(q)
�
+ O

�
t
5
=U

3
�
: (53)

Taking into accounttheexpressionsfor�(q)and e(q)given above,wegeteventually thedesired spin-wavedispersion

relation,in the form :

!
2(q)= 16

t4

U 2
cosQ (cosqx + cosqy � 2)[cosqx + cosqy � 2cosQ ]

+ 16
t3

U
�

�

cos(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)�
sin2(Q =2)(sinqx + sinqy)

2

cos(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)

�

�
�
cos2(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)+ 2 sin2(Q =2)

�

+ 4�2 t2
�

cos(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)�
sin2(Q =2)(sinqx + sinqy)

2

cos(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy � 2)

�2

:

(54)

To obtain thephysicaldispersion relation,however,thererem ainsto enterin theaboveexpression therelation am ong

Q ,�,and t=U asgiven by them ean-�eld condition (43),asdiscussed in the nextSection.

IV .R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In thisSection,we discussthe physicalconsequencesofthe dispersion relation (54)forspin-waveexcitationsover

an incom m ensurate(diagonal)spiralm agnetic con�guration ofa two-dim ensionalHubbard Ham iltonian.

W ehavealready rem arked thatthedispersion relation (54)isnotyetin its�nalform ,sincetheconnection am ong

Q ,�,and t=U needs stillto be speci�ed. Before considering the generalcase,however,it is interesting to recover

from Eq.(54)the spin-wave dispersion relationscorresponding to the lim iting casesofan antiferrom agnetand ofa

ferrom agnet.

W hen � = 0,Eq.(B14)yieldscos(Q =2)= 0,thatisQ = QA F = (�;�). In thiscase we obtain from Eq.(54)(by

setting � = 0 identically therein):

!(q)= J
(A F )

e�

h

4� (cosqx + cosqy)
2
i1

2

(55)

with J
(A F )

e�
= 4t2=U . This result coincides with the spin-wave dispersion relation ofa two-dim ensionalHeisenberg

antiferrom agnet atleading orderin t=U .17

W hen Q = (2�;2�)and � arbitrary,weobtain instead from Eq.(54)

!(q)=
4t2

U

�
�
�
�

�

1�
�U

2t

��
�
�
�(2� cosqx � cosqy); (56)

which coincides with the spin-wave dispersion relation ofa nearest-neighbor Heisenberg ferrom agnet with J
(F )

e�
=

4t2=U [1� �U=(2t)].Note thatJ
(F )

e�
isnegativesince the (m ean-�eld)ferrom agneticsolution isactually stable when

� � 2t=U .

In thegeneralcaseofa (diagonal)spiralspin con�guration,therelation am ong Q ,�,and t=U isgiven by Eq.(B14),

thatis,� = � (2t=U )cosQ =2+ O ((t=U )2)atthe leading orderin t=U . Elim inating Q in favorof� and t=U via this

relation in Eq.(54),weobtain eventually the following expression:

!(q)= Je�

( �

2�
(sinqx + sinqy)

2

2� cosqx � cosqy

�2

� (cosqx + cosqy)
2

� 1

2

(57)

wherenow the e�ective exchangeintegralisgiven by
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Je� =
4t2

U
sin2(Q =2)=

4t2

U

 

1�

�
U

2t
�

� 2
!

=
4t2

U

 

1�

�
�

�c

� 2
!

(58)

with �c � 2t=U .Equation (57)constitutesthe m ain resultofthispaper.Notethatwhen � reachesthe criticalvalue

�c,Je� vanishes.Pastthisvalue,thespiralsolution evolvesinto theferrom agneticsolution,which becom esthestable

solution (atthe m ean-�eld level).

The realand im aginary partsof!(q)(in unitsofJe�),asobtained from the analytic expression (57),are plotted

in Figs.1(a)and 1(b),respectively,overthe two-dim ensionalBrillouin zone.

(a)

effJ

0

Re    (q)

π

ω

0

2.0

−π

π −π

(b)

effJ

π

−π

ω

0

Im    (q)

π

2.0

−π

0

FIG .1. Real(a) and im aginary (b) part of the spin-wave dispersion relation (57) (in units of Je� ), obtained with a

diagonal-spiralspin con�guration background.Note thatthe Q -dependenceiscontained in Je� only.

It is clear from the expression (57) that !(q) is either realor purely im aginary, so that, when its realpart

is nonvanishing,its im aginary part vanishes identically,and viceversa. Actually,this is true in the region ofthe

Brillouin zone where ourexpansion holds,nam ely,forjqj� kF [cf. the discussion below Eq.(50)]. Forjqj< kF ,

the spin-wave dispersion acquiresa dam ping due to the m ixing with the particle-hole continuum .18 An exception is

represented by thelineqx = qy,along which therealand im aginary partsvanish sim ultaneously.Thesoftening ofthe

dispersion relation along thewholelineqx = qy and notonly when q = 0 and q = Q (asonewould expecton general

groundsin the presence ofa spiralspin con�guration7)correspondsto the factthat!(q)given by Eq.(57)can be

castin theform !(q)= f(Q )g
Q̂
(q);as!(q = Q )= 0 invariably,itfollowsthatg

Q̂
(q = Q )= 0 sinceg

Q̂
(q)doesnot

depend on jQ j.Thisim pliesthatg
Q̂
(qx = qy)� 0 identically.

O neexpectsthisresultto bem odi�ed,however,athigherorderin t=U .In thisrespect,itisinteresting to com pare

with the results obtained by Brenig7 by solving num erically the condition (20) directly, without perform ing the

expansion in thesm allparam etert=U .O nesees,in particular,from Fig.6 ofBrenig’spaper(obtained for� = 0:075)

that!(q)rem ainsindeed �nite along qx = qy already when t=U = 0:1.

Figure 2 showsthe region ofthe Brillouin zone (shaded area)where !(q)isoverdam ped (purely im aginary)(with

the region aboutq = 0 excluded according to the argum entgiven in Section 3).A �nite region ofthe Brillouin zone

wherethedispersion relation isoverdam ped isalsoreported in Ref.7,even though adirectcom parison with ourresults

isnotpossibleowing to thedi�erentrangesoftheparam etert=U explored.Thisoverdam pingsignalsan instability of

the system (due to the m erging into the particle-holecontinuum )toward a di�erentground state,re
ecting possibly

a m ore com plicated long-rangespin (and charge)structure than the spin-spiralone considered in the presentpaper.

Nonetheless,we expecton physicalgroundsthatclose to the boundary ofthe Brillouin zone (where overdam ping of

spin wavesdoesnotoccurin ourcalculation)thespin-wavespectrum with sm allwavelength obtained by ourapproach

would survivethe inclusion ofm orecom plicated long-rangespin structures.

It is also interesting to com pare the form ofthe dispersion relation (57) with the spin-wave dispersion relation

obtained with theHeisenberg m odelincluding second and third nearest-neighborcouplings,forthesam evalueofthe

incom m ensurability wavevectorQ (cf.Appendix D).Thiscom parison isshown in Fig.3 along thesym m etry linesof

the Brillouin zoneand evidencesm arked di�erencesbetween the two dispersion relations.

Returning to the dispersion relation (57)for� 6= 0,we em phasize thatitsfunctionalform could notbe obtained

from thedispersion relation (55)valid when � = 0,by sim ply m odifying thenum ericalvaluesoftheexchangeintegral
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x

q

q

π

−π
−π

π
FIG .2. Region ofthe two-dim ensionalBrillouin zone where the spin-wave dispersion 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 excluded by

construction.

therein.Nor,itwould besu�cienttoincludea� nitenum ber ofexchangeintegralsin theHeisenbergm odeltoaccount

forthe�nitedoping,owing to thepresenceofan RK K Y-typeterm in Eq.(57)which containstrigonom etricfunctions

in the denom inatorratherthan in the num eratoronly (cf. Appendix E).Recall,in fact,thatforpracticalpurposes

the Heisenberg m odelcan be regarded asa � tting m odelwhich could,in principle,reproduce any type ofspin-wave

dispersion relation,provided asu�ciently largenum berofterm sassociated with distantneighborswereincluded.19 In

addition,itappearsfairto say thatitwould havebeen certainly di�cultto guessa priorithefunctionalform ofthe

dispersion relation (57),by �tting the num ericalresultsforthe itinerantm odelonto the Heisenberg m odelextended

to a largenum berofneighbors.

Itisalsointerestingtocom m enton thee�ectiveexchangeintegral(58)retainingthet2=U dependenceofthenearest-

neighborHeisenberg m odel,even when couplingsbetween farapartneighborsare considered. From a perturbative

pointofview,when U > > tthem agneticinteraction between a given latticesiteand farapartneighborsisprovided

by them obility oftheholesin thedoped con�gurations.In thisrespect,oneshould considerallpossiblecon�gurations

with em pty sitesdistributed atrandom overthelatticesites,them obility oftheholesthen resulting by diagonalizing

the Ham iltonian in this basis. As a consequence,the m agnetic exchange coupling turns out to be proportionalto

t2=U atleading order,even forcoupling between sitesatarbitrary distances.

As anticipated in the Introduction,the form (57) is som ewhat hybrid between the one obtained with a nearest-

neighbor Heisenberg m odel(cf. Appendix D) and the long-range RK K Y interaction m ediated by the conduction

electrons(cf.Appendix E).Thesetwo contributionsto Eq.(57)cannotbeseparated in a clearand unam biguousway.

However,itispossible to trace theirorigin by considering the expressions(B15)and (B16)forthe relevantm atrix

elem entsofthe susceptibility.

Ifonecould set\by hand" F22 = 0 in those expressions,thuskeeping only the interband term s,one would in fact

obtain forthe dispersion relation:

!(q)= Je�
�
4� (cosqx + cosqy)

2
�1

2 ; (59)

which correspondsto a nearest-neighborHeisenberg antiferrom agnetwith exchangecoupling given by Eq.(58).Sim -

ilarly,ifonecould setF21 = F12 = 0 \by hand",thuskeeping only theintraband term s,onewould instead obtain an

expression ofthe RK K Y-type:

!(q)= Je�
(sinqx + sinqy)

2

2� cosqx � cosqy
(60)

with Je� stillgiven by Eq.(58).Notethatin both casesthespectrum would berealand nooverdam pingwould occur.

O urgeneralresult(57)can then be castin the following appealing form :

!(q) =

n

[J(q = 0)� !(q)R K K Y ]
2
� J(q)2

o1=2
(61)
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1.0

2.0

(0,0)(π,0)(π,π)

J

(0,0)

Re    (q)ω

FIG .3. Com parison ofthespin-wavedispersion relationsalongthesym m etry directionsoftheBrillouin zone,asobtained for

theitinerantm odel(fullline)and fortheHeisenberg m odelwith second (J2=J1 = 0:2)and third (J3=J1 = 0:2)nearest-neighbor

couplings(broken line).Both dispersionscorrespond to thesam evalueofQ = 2:556 and areplotted in unitsofJ = 4t
2
=U and

J1,respectively.

where J(q) = Je� (cosqx + cosqy) and !(q)R K K Y is given by the expression (60). Note,in particular,that ifone

could set!(q)R K K Y = 0,the Heisenberg form (59)would resultfrom Eq.(61).

A �nalcom m enton the possible com parison between the spin-wavespectrum we have obtained and the available

experim entaldata isin order. Thatthe classicalspin-wave theory (possibly with quantum corrections20)can accu-

rately describe the spin-wavespectrum overthe whole Brillouin zoneforthe parentcom poundsofhigh-tem perature

superconductors (zero doping) is wellestablished at this point.1 That when carriers are added (�nite doping) in-

com m ensurate spin 
uctuations occur with rather short coherence length has also been wellestablished in several

m aterials.1 It is interesting to point out,in addition,that the observation ofwell-de�ned spin waves only close to

the boundary ofthe Brillouin zone hasbeen reported,3 consistently with whatwe haveobtained by ourcalculation.

However,detailed com parison with ourform (57)ofthespin-wavedispersion relation with theexperim entaldata m ay

notbe possible,becauseourresultisvalid in the asym ptoticlim itU > > W ,whereW � 8tisthe bandwidth,which

m ay notbe realized forrealm aterials.

V .C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

In thispaper,wehavestudied thespin-wavespectrum fora two-dim ensionalHubbard Ham iltonian in thepresence

ofan incom m ensuratespin-spiralphasewithin theelectronicRPA approxim ation in thebroken-sym m etry phase.W e

have,in particular,obtained theanalyticform ofthisspectrum attheleading orderin thesm allparam etert=U ofthe

Hubbard Ham iltonian.Speci�cally,ithasbeen possibleto obtain thespectrum in a closed form even in thepresence

ofan incom m ensurate structure,owingtothepeculiarsym m etry which isintrinsicto thespiralphase.In thisrespect,

starting from an alternative m ean-�eld con�guration di�erentfrom the spiralone (such as,for instance,a \stripe"

structure)would havenotenabled usto solveforthespin wavespectrum in a closed form .By ourapproach,wehave

thuspushed theanalyticresultsforthespin wavespectrum ofan incom m ensuratestructureasfaraspossible(apart,

obviously,from including higherordersin the t=U expansion which could stillbe done by ourapproach).

Alternatively,thespin-wavespectrum could havebeen obtained num ericallyforanyvalueoft=U withoutperform ing

the sm allt=U expansion,asalready reported in Ref.7. In this way,however,itwould have been ratherdi�cult(if

notim possible)to arriveatthefunctionalform (57)forthespin-wavedispersion relation in thestrong-couplinglim it,

which hasan hybrid form between thedispersion relation fora nearest-neighborHeisenberg m odeland thatobtained

within the(long-range)RK K Y interaction in the presenceofa �nite doping.O wing to the itinerantcharacterofthe

system ,itis,in fact,the presence ofa band ofm etallic character(crossed by the Ferm ilevel)which generatesthe

RK K Y m agnetic interaction between the localized spinsassociated with the (�lled)lowerband. Thisnovelfeature
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constitutes the m ain result ofthe present paper. W e have concluded accordingly that,even for sm alldoping,the

itinerant m odelwe have considered results in a dispersion relation !(q) that cannot be e�ectively represented by

the Heisenberg m odel,forwhich the couplingsextend to a few neighborsonly.Thisoccursbecausethe freecarriers,

associated with the itinerant character ofour starting Ham iltonian,necessarily introduce long-range RK K Y-type

m agneticinteractionsam ong the localized spins.

A seriousconcern,which isrelated to the spin-wave spectrum we have obtained,regardsthe instability occurring

aboutthe centerofthe Brillouin zone,where the spin-wave spectrum becom espurely im aginary. To overcom e this

point,one should possibly startfrom a m ore com plicated incom m ensurate m ean-�eld solution otherthan the spiral

con�guration,with a lowerground-state energy. In this way,however,one would unavoidably notobtain a closed-

form equation forthespin-wavespectrum ,sincetheincom m ensurability could in generalpreventit.Nonetheless,we

expecton physicalgroundsthe spin-wave spectrum we have obtained with the spiralpattern to survive inclusion of

m ore realistic spin structures,ifone considersonly the region close to the boundary ofthe Brillouin zone,forwhich

knowledgeofthe detailed form ofthe underlying (long-range)spin pattern appearsto be lesscrucial.
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A P P EN D IX A :SO LU T IO N O F T H E R PA EQ U A T IO N S FO R T H E D Y N A M IC A L SU SC EP T IB ILIT IES

W IT H A N IN C O M M EN SU R A T E SP IN -SP IR A L G R O U N D STA T E

In thisAppendix,weprovidethedetailsofthederivation oftheexplicitform ofthegeneralized correlation function

within RPA and oftheassociated spin-wavedispersion relation,which werereported only schem atically in Section 2.

W ebegin by showing how Eq.(10)ofthetextcan bereduced to a closed-form equation forthecorrelation function

X itself.To thisend,we notefrom Eq.(5)thatthe following relationshold for� = 0 and � = z,in the order:

X0;�(x;x
0)= �

i

4

X

� 0;�0

�
�
� 0;�0 L(x+ ;x

0
�
0;x+ + ;x0+ �0)

�
i

4

X

� 0;�0

�
�
� 0;�0 L(x� ;x

0
�
0;x+ � ;x

0+
�
0) (A1)

and

Xz;�(x;x
0)= �

i

4

X

� 0;�0

�
�
� 0;�0 L(x+ ;x

0
�
0;x+ + ;x0+ �0)

+
i

4

X

� 0;�0

�
�
� 0;�0L(x� ;x

0
�
0;x+ � ;x

0+
�
0): (A2)

By adding and subtracting both sidesofthe aboveequations,weobtain:

�
� i

P

� 0;�0 �
�
� 0;�0 L(x+ ;x

0�0;x+ + ;x0+ �0)= 2 [X0;�(x;x
0)+ Xz;�(x;x

0)]

� i
P

� 0;�0 �
�
� 0;�0 L(x� ;x0�0;x+ � ;x0+ �0)= 2 [X0;�(x;x

0)� Xz;�(x;x
0)]

: (A3)

For� = x and � = y we obtain instead:

�
� i

P

� 0;�0 �
�
� 0;�0 L(x� ;x0�0;x+ + ;x0+ �0)= 2 [Xx;�(x;x

0)+ iXy;�(x;x
0)]

� i
P

� 0;�0 �
�
� 0;�0 L(x+ ;x

0�0;x+ � ;x0+ �0)= 2 [Xx;�(x;x
0)� iXy;�(x;x

0)]
; (A4)

with sim ilarrelationsholding forthenon-interacting counterpartsofL and X .Entering theserelationsinto Eq.(10),

the closed-form expression (11)resultseventually aftersuitablem anipulation.

Next,wespecifytheform ofthenon-interactingcounterpartX (0) ofX ,asde�ned bythe�rstterm on theright-hand

side ofEq.(10),nam ely:
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X
(0)

�;�(x;x
0)� �

i

4

X

�;�

X

� 0;�0

�
�

�;�
�
�
� 0;�0G (x�;x

0
�
0)G (x0�0;x�) (A5)

=
i

4

X

�;�

X

� 0;�0

�
�

�;�
�
�
� 0;�0

D

T

h

 �(x) 
y

� 0(x
0)

iE

T
�
 �0(x0) y

�(x)
��

:

To this end,we follow Ref.16 and introduce the set ofdestruction operators di� along the localspin-quantization

axes,which identify the spiralpattern ofthe m agnetic ground state within the m ean-�eld approxim ation.The �eld

operator(3)acquiresthen the form :

 �(r)=
X

i

X

�

�(r� Ri)R (
i)�� di� (A6)

=
X

i

X

�

B ZX

k

�(r� Ri)R (
i)��
eik� Ri

p
N

dk�

whereR (
i)isthespin rotation operatorassociated with theangles
i and wheretheBloch transform ation hasbeen

introduced asin Section 3,which bringsthem ean-�eld Hubbard Ham iltonian into block form foreach wavevectork

belonging to the Brillouin zone(B Z).

Let W �;r(k) (with � = + ;� ) be the m atrix which diagonalizesthe m ean-�eld Hubbard Ham iltonian at given k,

such that[cf.Eq.(26)]

B ZX

k

X

�;�0

d
y

k�
H �;�0(k)dk�0 =

B ZX

k

X

r



y

k;r
�r(k)
k;r (A7)

with


k;r =
X

�

W
y

r;�
(k)dk� (A8)

and �r(k)given by Eq.(29).Upon averaging overthe the broken-sym m etry ground state,onethen obtains:

D

T[dk�(t)d
y

k0�0
(t0)]

E

=
X

r;r0

W �;r(k)W
y

r0;�0
(k0)

D

T[
kr(t)

y

k0r0
(t0)]

E

(A9)

where

D

T[
kr(t)

y

k0r0
(t0)]

E

(A10)

= �k;k0 �r;r0 e
� i�r(k)(t� t

0
)
f�(t� t

0)[1� fF (�r(k))]� �(t0� t)fF (�r(k))g

�(t)being the unitstep function.Introducing furtherthe tensorT(
 i)via the relation

X

�;�

R
y(
i)�� �

�

�;�
R (
i)�;�0 =

X

�

T��(
i)�
�
�;�0 ; (A11)

such that

T(
i)=

0

B
@

1 0 0 0

0 cos�i 0 sin�i
0 0 1 0

0 � sin�i 0 cos�i

1

C
A (A12)

where�i = Q � Ri within the spiral-spin pattern weareconsidering,
16 and approxim ating

�
�(r� Ri)�(r� Rj) �= j�(r� Ri)j

2
�i;j (A13)

forlocalized atom ic(W annier)orbitals,weobtain thefollowing expression forthefrequency Fouriertransform ofthe

non-interacting correlation function:
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X
(0)

�;�(r;r
0;!)=

1

4N 2

X

i;j

B ZX

k;k0

e
i(k� k

0
)� (Ri� Rj)j�(r� Ri)j

2
j�(r0� Rj)j

2

�
X

r;r0

X

�0;�0

T�;�0(
i)T�;�0(
j)F
�
0

r0;r
(k0;k)F �

0

r;r0(k;k
0)

� Fr;r0(k;k
0
;!): (A14)

Herewehaveintroduced the notation:

F
�

r;r0
(k;k0)�

X

�;�0

W
y

r;�
(k)�

�

�;�0
W �0;r0(k

0) (A15)

aswellas

Fr;r0(k;k
0
;!)=

[1� fF (�r(k))]fF (�r0(k
0))

! � �r(k)+ �r0(k
0)+ i�

�
[1� fF (�r0(k

0))]fF (�r(k))

! � �r(k)+ �r0(k
0)� i�

(A16)

wherefF (�)isthe Ferm ifunction.Equation (13)ofthe textisthusrecovered.

W e have m entioned in Section 2 thatthe solution to the integralequation (11)could be considerably sim pli�ed,

provided the m atrix T(
i) given by Eq.(A12) were prelim inary brought to diagonalform by a suitable unitary

transform ation.Thistransform ation reads:

��a =
X

�= (0;x;y;z)

B a� �
� (A17)

with a = (0;1;2;3)and where

B =

0

B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 1p
2
0 ip

2

0 0 1 0

0 1p
2
0 � ip

2

1

C
C
A : (A18)

In thisway,Eq.(A15)isreplaced by:

�F a
r;r0(k;k

0)=
X

�= (0;x;y;z)

B a� F
�

r;r0
(k;k0); (A19)

and the correlation functionstransform according to the rule:

�Xab =
X

�;�

B a� X��

�
B
T
�

�b
: (A20)

The second term on theright-hand sideofthe integralequation (11)then transform sasfollows:

B X
(0)

�X B
T = B X

(0)
B
T (B T )� 1

�B
� 1

B X B
T = �X (0)�� �X (A21)

in m atrix notation,where

�� =
�
B
T
�� 1

�B
� 1 =

0

B
@

1 0 0 0

0 0 0 � 1

0 0 � 1 0

0 � 1 0 0

1

C
A ; (A22)

atthe sam etim e

�T(
i)= B T(
i)B
� 1=

0

B
B
@

1 0 0 0

0 e� iQ � Ri 0 0

0 0 1 0

0 0 0 eiQ � Ri

1

C
C
A (A23)
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becom esdiagonal,asanticipated.Equation (16)ofthe textthen follows.

Thererem ainsto solveEq.(18)ofthe textexplicitly.To thisend,weintroducethe com pactnotation


a =

8
><

>:

0 (a = 0)

� 1 (a = 1)

0 (a = 2)

+ 1 (a = 3)

; (A24)

in such a way that(the latticeFouriertransform of)Eq.(A23)reads:

�Taa0(k) = �a;a0 �(k + 
 aQ ) (A25)

�(k)being the lattice K roneckerdelta function. In the transform ed basis(cf. Eq.(A20)),the non-interacting part

(17)ofthe correlation function then takesthe form :

X̂
(0)

ab
(q;q0;!) = �(q � q

0
� (
a + 
b)Q )X

(0)

ab
(q;!jQ ) (A26)

wherewehaveset

X
(0)

ab
(q;!jQ )=

1

4N

B ZX

k

X

r;r0

�F a
r0;r(k � q + 
aQ ;k) �F b

r;r0(k;k � q + 
aQ )

� Frr0(k;k � q + 
aQ ): (A27)

O wing to the wavevectorconserving K roneckerdelta function in Eq.(A26),the integralequation (18)becom es:

X̂ab(q;q
0;!)= �(q � q

0
� (
a + 
b)Q )X

(0)

ab
(q;!jQ )

+ 2U

h

X
(0)

a0 (q;!jQ )X̂0b(q � 
aQ ;q
0;!)

� X
(0)

a1 (q;!jQ )X̂3b(q � (
a � 1)Q ;q0;!)

� X
(0)

a2 (q;!jQ )X̂2b(q � 
aQ ;q
0;!)

� X
(0)

a3 (q;!jQ )X̂1b(q � (
a + 1)Q ;q0;!)

i

: (A28)

Note that the wave vectorargum entson the right-hand side ofthe above expression depend on the index a ofthe

m atrix elem ent.To avoid thisfeature,weletq ! q + 
aQ everywherein the aboveexpression and obtain:

X̂ab(q + 
aQ ;q
0;!)= �(q � q

0
� 
bQ )X

(0)

ab
(q + 
aQ ;!jQ )

+ 2U

h

X
(0)

a0 (q + 
aQ ;!jQ )X̂0b(q;q
0;!)

� X
(0)

a1 (q + 
aQ ;!jQ )X̂3b(q + Q ;q
0;!)

� X
(0)

a2 (q + 
aQ ;!jQ )X̂2b(q;q
0;!)

� X
(0)

a3 (q + 
aQ ;!jQ )X̂1b(q � Q ;Q
0;!)

i

:

Forany given valueofthe index b,thisrelation can then be castin the equivalentform :

[1 + X (q;!)]

0

B
B
@

X̂0b(q;q
0;!)

X̂1b(q � Q ;q0;!)

X̂2b(q;q
0;!)

X̂3b(q + Q ;q0;!)

1

C
C
A =

0

B
B
B
@

X
(0)

0b
(q;!jQ )

X
(0)

1b
(q � Q ;!jQ )

X
(0)

2b
(q;!jQ )

X
(0)

3b
(q + Q ;!jQ )

1

C
C
C
A
�(q � q

0
� 
bQ ) (A29)

wherewehaveset

X (q;!) = 2U

�

0

B
B
B
@

� X
(0)

00
(q;!jQ ) X

(0)

03
(q;!jQ ) X

(0)

02
(q;!jQ ) X

(0)

01
(q;!jQ )

� X
(0)

10
(q � Q ;!jQ ) X

(0)

13
(q � Q ;!jQ ) X

(0)

12
(q � Q ;!jQ ) X

(0)

11
(q � Q ;!jQ )

� X
(0)

20
(q;!jQ ) X

(0)

23
(Q ;!jQ ) X

(0)

22
(q;!jQ ) X

(0)

21
(Q ;!jQ )

� X
(0)

30
(q + Q ;!jQ ) X

(0)

33
(q + Q ;!jQ ) X

(0)

32
(q + Q ;!jQ ) X

(0)

31
(Q + Q ;!jQ )

1

C
C
C
A

:

(A30)
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Solving for X̂ab in Eq.(A29),weobtain eventually:

X̂ab(q + 
aQ ;q
0;!)=

X

a0

[1 + X (q;!)]
� 1

aa0

� X
(0)

a0b
(q + 
a0Q ;!jQ )�(q � q

0
� 
bQ ) (A31)

which coincideswith Eq.(19)ofthetext.

A P P EN D IX B :D ETA ILS O F T H E t=U EX PA N SIO N

In thisAppendix,weprovidedetailsofthet=U expansion ofthem ean-�eld param etersand ofthem atrix elem ents

ofthe correlation function which arenecessary to obtain the spin-wavedispersion relation.

W e begin by considering the leading (t = 0) term ofthe expansion (35) for the m ean-�eld (band) eigenvalues,

corresponding to com pletely 
atbands,which isgiven by [cf.Eq.(29)]

�r(k) = U

�

�
(0)

r � �
(0)

�

= U (m 1 + (� 1)rm 2)� �0 (B1)

with r= 1;2 and where�0 = U �(0) isthechem icalpotentialatthelowestorderin t=U .Sinceatthisordertheband

eigenvaluesdo notdepend on thewavevector,thereisno valueofthechem icalpotential�(0) satisfying equation (32)

atzero tem perature and nonintegerdoping �. M ore precisely,the doping jum ps from � = � 1 when �(0) < �
(0)

1
,to

� = 0 when �
(0)

1
< �(0) < �

(0)

2
,and to � = + 1 when �(0) > �

(0)

2
.In orderto considera continuously doped system ,itis

therefore necessary to include atthe outsetthe next-to-leading orderin the expansion (35)ofthe band eigenvalues,

which introducesa band dispersion.

For de�niteness,we shallconsiderthe case � > 0 from now on. (The case � < 0 can be recovered by exploiting

particle-hole sym m etry.) In the case � > 0,the lowestband isalways�lled,and we willconsistently use (the zero-

tem perature value)fF (�1(k))= 1 throughout.O n the otherhand,the zeroth orderchem icalpotentialfor0 < � < 1

m ustbe chosen as�(0) = �
(0)

2
,and the Ferm ifunction in the upperband can be expanded as

fF (�2(k)) = 1� �

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

(B2)

� �

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�
"�

t

U

�

(�
(2)

2
(k)� �

(2))+

�
t

U

� 2

(�
(3)

2
(k)� �

(3))

#

�
1

2
�
0
�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

� �
t

U

� 2

(�
(2)

2
(k)� �

(2))2 + � � � ;

wherewehaveconsidered the zero-tem peraturelim itoftheFerm ifunction and ofitsderivatives,and introduced the

step function � as wellas the Dirac �(x) function (not to be confused with doping). In this way,Eq.(32) can be

expressed in powersoft=U ,yielding

1

N

B ZX

k

�

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

= 1� � ;

1

N

B ZX

k

�

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

(�
(2)

2
(k)� �

(2)) = 0;

1

2N

B ZX

k

h

�
0
�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

(�
(2)

2
(k)� �

(2))2 + 2 �

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

(�
(3)

2
(k)� �

(3))

i

= 0:

(B3)

Sim ilarly,the sm allt=U expansion (36)ofEq.(33)yields[cf.also Eqs.(37)-(39)]:

m
(0)

2
+

�
t

U

�

m
(1)

2
+

�
t

U

� 2

m
(2)

2
+ � � � (B4)

=
1

2N

B ZX

k

2

41� 2

�
t

U

� 2
 
To(k)

2m
(0)

2

! 2
3

5 (1� fF (�2(k)))+ O

 �
U

t

� 3
!

;
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wherethe Ferm ifunction should be again expanded in the form (B2).O neobtainseventually:

m
(0)

2
=

1

2N

B ZX

k

�

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

;

m
(1)

2
=

1

2N

B ZX

k

�

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

(�
(2)

2
(k)� �

(2));

m
(2)

2
= �

1

N

B ZX

k

 

To(k)

2m
(0)

2

! 2

�

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

+
1

4N

B ZX

k

�
0
�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

(�
(2)

2
(k)� �

(2))2

+
1

2N

B ZX

k

�

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

(�
(3)

2
(k)� �

(3))

= �
1

N

B ZX

k

 

To(k)

2m
(0)

2

! 2

�

�

�
(1)

2
(k)� �

(1)

�

;

(B5)

wherein the laststep wehaveused the lastofEqs.(B3).

There rem ainsto expand in powersoft=U the lastthe self-consistency equation (34).Forthe diagonalspin-spiral

solution weobtain:

0 = sin(Q =2)
1

N

B ZX

k

(coskx + cosky)(1+ fF (�2(k))) (B6)

+

�
t

U

�

cos(Q =2)
1

m
(0)

2

1

N

B ZX

k

To(k)(sinkx + sinky)(1� fF (�2(k)))

wherethe expansion (B2)hasstillto be inserted.

From Eq.(29),theargum entofthe� function isT e(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �(1) (with Te(k)= 2 cos(Q =2)(coskx + cosky)for

the diagonalspiralsolution),which can takepositiveaswellasnegativevalues.

Atthe variousordersin t=U wethen obtain from Eqs.(B3)and (B5):

(i)order(t=U )0

1

N

B ZX

k

h

1� �

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

�i

= � ;

m
(0)

2
=

1

2N

B ZX

k

�

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

�

; (B7)

(ii)order(t=U )1

1

N

B ZX

k

�

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

�

(�
(2)

2
(k)� �

(2))= 0 ;

m
(1)

2
=

1

2N

B ZX

k

�

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

�

(�
(2)

2
(k)� �

(2)); (B8)

(iii)order(t=U )2

m
(2)

2
= �

1

N

B ZX

k

 

To(k)

2m
(0)

2

! 2

�

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

�

; (B9)

19



and wedon’tneed to evaluate(�
(3)

2
(k)� �(3))attheorderweareconsidering.Itisconvenientto solvetheseequations

order-by-orderforthe two variables�(i)� m
(i)

2
,and m

(i)

2
(i= 0;1;2).

Usingatthispointthem ethod developed in Appendix C forperform ingthek sum m ation overtherelevantportions

ofthe Brillouin zone,we obtain eventually the following resultsforthe m ean-�eld param etersatthe leading orders

in �:
8
><

>:

m
(0)

2
= (1� �)=2

m
(1)

2
= 0

m
(2)

2
= � 4 sin2(Q =2)+ O (�);

(B10)

and
8
><

>:

�(0)� m
(0)

2
= m 1 = (1+ �)=2

�(1)� m
(1)

2
= 4 cos(Q =2)(1� �� + O (�2))

�(2)� m
(2)

2
= 0+ O (�):

(B11)

There rem ainsto determ ine the m agnitude Q ofthe characteristicwavevectorfrom the self-consistency condition

(B6),whereforthe Ferm ifunction weusethe expansion (B2).Equation (B6)then becom es:

�
t

U

�

sin(Q =2)
1

N

B ZX

k

(coskx + cosky)

�

2� �

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

�

�

�
t

U

�

�

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

� �

�
(2)

2
(k)� �

(2)

��

+ 2

�
t

U

� 2

cos(Q =2)

�
1

2m
(0)

2

1

N

B ZX

k

(sinkx + sinky)To(k)�

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

�

= 0 : (B12)

In particular,atthe lowestorderin t=U weobtain:

sin(Q =2)(2� + O (�2)) = 0 : (B13)

For�xed � and largeU=t,onethushasonly the ferrom agnetic solution Q = 0.However,ifone allows� to be ofthe

ordert=U ,Eq.(B13)hasto be considered togetherwith the nextterm in t=U ,and weobtain instead:

sin(Q =2)(2� + O (�2))+ 4 sin(Q =2)cos(Q =2)(1+ O (�)) = 0 (B14)

which yieldsthe two solutions

sin(Q =2) = 0 (ferrom agnet)

cos(Q =2) = � �U=2t (diagonalspiral) ;

with thespiralsolution being energetically favored overtheferrom agneticsolution wheneveritexists.From theabove

equation,itisclearthatthespiralsolution existsforany � � 2t=U ,which isconsistentwith ourassum ption thatthe

doping param eter � is at m ostofordert=U in the spiralphase,thus justifying the expansion ofAppendix C.The

transition to theferrom agneticstateissecond order,astheincom m ensurability vectorQ decreasescontinuously from

Q = � to Q = 2� with increasing �.

W epass�nally to considerthet=U expansion ofthem atrix elem entsofthecorrelation function.To begin with,we

use the expressions(37)-(39)forthe eigenvectorsofthe m ean-�eld Ham iltonian and obtain from the de�nitions(22)

and (23):

X
+ ;�

0
(q;!)=

1

2N

B ZX

k

( "

1�

�
t

U

� 2 �
T
2

o(k)+ T
2

o(k � q)
�
#

F2;1(k;k � q;!)

+

�
t

U

� 2 �
T
2

o(k)F1;1(k;k � q;!)+ T
2

o(k � q)F2;2(k;k � q;!)
�

)

+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�

(B15)
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X
+ ;+

0
(q;!)=

1

2N

B ZX

k

( �
t

U

� 2

To(k)To(k � q)

+ [F1;2(k;k � q;!)+ F2;1(k;k � q;!)

� F1;1(k;k � q;!)� F2;2(k;k � q;!)]

�

+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�

(B16)

for the m atrix elem ents entering the �nalexpression (53) ofthe spin-wave dispersion relation. For the rem aining

m atrix elem entsweobtain instead:
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2
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(B17)
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; (B18)
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(B19)
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U

�
1

1� �
(To(k � q)+ To(k))F2;1(k;k � q;!)

+

�
t

U

�
1
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; (B20)
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(q;!)=

1

4N

B ZX

k

( �
t

U

� 2

(To(k)+ To(k � q))
2

� [F1;2(k;k � q;!)+ F2;1(k;k � q;!)]
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+

"

1�

�
t

U

� 2

(To(k)+ To(k � q))
2

#

(B21)

� [F1;1(k;k � q;!)+ F2;2(k;kk � q;!)]

�

+ O

�

(t=U )
3
�

:

Note thatin the aboveexpressionsF1;1(k;k � q;!)= 0 when the doping param eter� � 0.In addition,F1;2 can be

obtained from F2;1 through thesym m etry condition (44).M aking useoftheexpansion (35)fortheeigenvaluesofthe

m ean-�eld Ham iltonian,wewritefurther

F2;2(k;k � q)=
1

t
[fF (�2(k � q))� fF (�2(k))]

1

Te(k � q)� Te(k)

+ O (1=U ) (B22)

aswellas

F2;1(k;k � q)= [fF (�2(k))� 1]
1
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+
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(1� � � ~!)3
(Te(k)� Te(k � q))

2

��

+ O
�
t
3
=U

4
�

(B23)

with ~! = !=U ,wherethe expansion (B2)ofthe Ferm ifunction hasstillto be inserted.

A P P EN D IX C : SU M S O V ER T H E T W O -D IM EN SIO N A L B Z IN T H E SM A LL � LIM IT

In thisAppendix,we develop a m ethod suitable forperform ing the k sum m ation overthe relevantportionsofthe

Brillouin zonein powersofthedoping param eter�.Thisis,in turn,justi�ed by thefactthat� in thespiralphaseis

ofordert=U ,asshown in Appendix B.

The typicalintegralto be evaluated isofthe form :

I(
) =
1

N

B ZX

k

g(k)�(T e(k)+ 
) (C1)

where Te(k) = 2cos(Q =2)(coskx + cosky) for the diagonalspiralsolution we are considering and 
 is a param eter

(which dependson the chem icalpotential�(1) atthe orderO
�
(t=U )0

�
)thatin the following we shallsim ply call�

forsim plicity. Introducing the notation f� such that
 = 4cos(Q =2)(1� f�=4)forany given Q value,recalling the

de�nition ofthe � function,and considering thatcos(Q =2)< 0 in oursolution,wesetfurther:

I(
) =
1

N

X

coskx + cosky � 2� f� =2

g(k): (C2)

Q uite generally,we can introduce a polarrepresentation forthe two-dim ensionalwavevectork and determ ine for

each valueofthe polarangle� the m agnitude k(�),such thatthe equality

cos(k(�)cos�)+ cos(k(�)sin�) = 2�
f�

2
(C3)

issatis�ed.In thisway werewritethe integral(C2)asfollows:

I(
) =
1

4�2

Z

B Z

dkxdky g(kx;ky)�
1

4�2

Z 2�

0

d�

Z k(�)

0

dkkg(k;�); (C4)

22



with a slight(albeitharm less)abuseofnotation forthe function g.

In practice,when f� issm allcom pared to unity (asitisthe case forsm all�)itisconvenientto determ ine k(�)in

powersoff� by expanding cos(k(�)cos�)+ cos(k(�)sin�)in a Taylorseriesaboutk = 0.Forinstance,atthelowest

orderweobtain from Eq.(C3):

k(�)2 + O
�
k(�)4

�
= f� (C5)

which givesk(�)2 = f� + O
�
f2�

�
.Atthe nextsigni�cantorderwe obtain instead:

k(�)2 �
(sin4 � + cos4 �)

12
k(�)4 + O

�
k(�)6

�
= f� (C6)

which gives

k(�)2 = f� +
(sin4 � + cos4 �)

12
f
2

� + O
�
f
3

�

�
: (C7)

Consider,forinstance,the�rstofEqs.(B7),which isoftheform (C1)with g(k)= 1 and 
 = m
(1)

2
� �(1).Equation

(C4 )now becom es:

� =
1

8�2

Z 2�

0

d�k(�)2 : (C8)

Introducing the notation f� asabove,forsm allvaluesof�(> 0)weobtain:

� =
1

4�

�

f� +
1

16
f
2

� + O
�
f
3

�

�
�

(C9)

whereuse hasbeen m adeofEq.(C7).Inverting thisrelation weobtain eventually:

f� = 4�� � �
2
�
2 + O

�
�
3
�
; (C10)

which con�rm sthe factthatf� = O (�).

In general,the case ofa k-dependentg can be treated by expanding g(k)aboutjkj= 0,since the lastintegralon

the rignt-hand sideofEq.(C4)isrestricted to jkj< k(�)= O (�1=2),and by retaining the relevantordersin � in the

�nalexpression.Theintegraloverthewhole BZ (i.e.,the�rstterm on therignt-hand sideofEq.(C4)),on theother

hand,can usually be perform ed analytically.

TheBrillouin zonesum sinvolving theDiracdelta functionsoritsderivativescan befurtherevaluated according to

the following device.W riting

� (Te(k)+ 
) =
@

@

�(T e(k)+ 
)

=
1

cos(Q =2)

@

@f�
�(T e(k)+ 
) ; (C11)

weobtain forthe Brillouin zonesum
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sincethe �rstterm on the right-hand side ofEq.(C4)doesnotdepend on f�.

Asan exam ple,weevaluate the expression
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which appearsin the �rstofEqs.(B8).According to Eq.(C11),we�rstevaluatethe expression (cf.also Eq.(C4)):
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dkk (sin(kcos�)+ sin(ksin�))
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:

Expanding thefactorwithin parenthesesin thelastintegralin powersofk,asexplained below Eq.(C10),weobtain:
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Using Eq.(C11)weobtain eventually:

1

N

B ZX

k

T
2

o(k)�

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

�

(C15)

=
1

cos(Q =2)

@

@f�

1

N

B ZX

k

T
2

o(k)�

�

Te(k)+ m
(1)

2
� �

(1)

�

= �
sin2(Q =2)

cos(Q =2)

1

�
f� + O

�
(f2�

�
= � 4�

sin2(Q =2)

cos(Q =2)
+ O (�2):

W ith these prescriptions,the results(B10),(B11),and (B12)arereadily obtained.

Itwasshown in Section 3 that,asfarasthe m atrix elem entsofthe correlation function are concerned,only the

explicitexpressionsofd(q;!)and e(q;!)arerequired atthe orderin t=U weareconsidering in thispaper.W riting

d(q;!)= � 1� ~! + �(q)+ O
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3
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= I(q;!)� J(q;!)� K (q;!)+ M (q;!) (C16)

and

e(q;!) = L(q;!)+ L(� q;� !)+ N (q;!) (C17)

where the quantities I;J;� � � are speci�ed below,we obtain for the sum s overthe wave vector k using the m ethod

described in thisAppendix:
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wherethese resultshold forjqj� kF ,asdiscussed in Section 3-B.

Forthe relevantm atrix elem ents(C16)and (C17)weobtain eventually :
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and

e(q;!) = � 4
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sin2(Q =2)(cosqx + cosqy) + O

�

(t=U )
3
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: (C25)

A P P EN D IX D :H EISEN B ER G SP IN W AV ES FO R A SP IR A L C O N FIG U R A T IO N

In thisAppendix,wegivea sim pli�ed derivation ofthespin-wavedispersion relation fora two-dim ensionalHeisen-

berg antiferrom agnetin the presence ofa spiralincom m ensurate m agnetic ground state. Although the form ofthis

spectrum iswellknown,10;21 itisworthedtogivehereacom pactderivation in term softhesetoflocalspin quantization

axesutilized in Section 3 and in Appendix A.

W e considerthe Heisenberg Ham iltonian

H =
1

2

X

i;j

Ji;j Si� Sj (D1)

forspin 1=2,where the sum overthe lattice sitesiand j extendsin principle overdistantneighbors. W e transform

nextthe spin locally asfollows:
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��
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i (D2)

whereT (i) representsthe 3� 3 m atrix given by the spin partof(A12).The Ham iltonian (D1)then becom es:

H =
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X
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Ji;j

X
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i T

(ji)

��
S
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j (D3)

whereT (ji) containsthe di�erence�j � �i in the placeof�i ofEq.(A12).

W riting further
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and carrying outthe standard Holstein-Prim ako� transform ation
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2S a�i

S
z
i = a

y

iai � S = ni � S (D5)

atthe leading orderaway from perfectalignm ent(and forlargevaluesofS),the Ham iltonian (D3)becom es:
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o

: (D6)

W e introduceatthispointthe lattice Fouriertransform ,specify the choice�i = Q � Ri,and write:

X
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aibj cosQ � (Rj � Ri)Ji;j =
1

2

B ZX

k

a(k)b(� k)(J(k � Q )+ J(k + Q )) ; (D7)

whereai and bj isan arbitrary pairofoperatorsand where

J(k) =
X

R

exp(� ik � R )J(R ): (D8)

W ith the notation
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and

�(k)� �
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(D10)

forany given valueofQ ,the Ham iltonian (D6)reducesto the form :
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2
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�(k)ay(k)a(k)

+
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a
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�
�

: (D11)

The standard Bogoliubov transform ation can be used atthispointto diagonalizethe Ham iltonian (D11).W riting

a(k) = u(k)b(k) + v(k)by(� k) (D12)
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whereu(k)= cosh (k)and v(k)= sinh (k)with

tanh2 (k) = �
�(k)

�(k)
� 
(k); (D13)

the Ham iltonian (D11)becom eseventually:

H = E 0 + E 1 +

B ZX

k

"(k)by(k)b(k): (D14)

In thisexpression:

E 0 =
N S2

2
J(Q ); (D15)

E 1 = �
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�
; (D16)

and

"(k)=
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�2(k) � �2(k)

= S
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(J(Q )� J(k))

�

J(Q )�
J(k + Q ) + J(k � Q )

2

�

: (D17)

The spectrum (D17)coincides(apartfora di�erentnorm alization ofJ)with thatgiven in Ref.21 (cf. in particular

Eq.(67) therein). Note from Eq.(D17) the presence ofa G oldstone m ode for k = 0 and k = � Q (owing to the

sym m etry J(� k)= J(k)).

In theclassicallim it(thatis,forlargevaluesofS),m inim ization oftheground-stateenergy isequivalentto �nding

the m inim um ofJ(Q ). In thisway,the appropriate value ofQ isdeterm ined. Forinstance,when second (J2)and

third (J3)nearest-neighborcouplingsareincluded besidesthenearest-neighborantiferrom agneticcoupling (J1),J(Q )

reads:

J(Q ) = J1 (cosQ x + cosQ y) + 2J2 cosQ x cosQ y + J3 (cos2Q x + cos2Q y) (D18)

(with the wave vectors m easured in units ofthe inverse ofthe lattice spacing). In this case,the diagonalspiral

con�guration is stable for J3 > J1=4� J2=2 and J3 > J2=2,im plying that J3 m ust be nonvanishing for the spiral

phaseto bestable.22 Thecorrespondingspin-wavespectrum (D17)forJ3 = J2 = J1=5 and S = 1=2isshown in Fig.4

(fullline),where the antiferrom agnetic spectrum with Q = (�;�) and J3 = J2 = 0 (broken line) is also shown for

com parison.

A P P EN D IX E:R K K Y SP IN W AV ES FO R A SP IR A L C O N FIG U R A T IO N

In this Appendix,we show how the part ofthe dispersion relation (57)ofthe text containing the trigonom etric

functionsin the denom inatororiginatesfrom the Ruderm an-K ittel-K asuya-Yosida (RK K Y)interaction between two

localized spins and m ediated by the conduction electrons.23;11 The long-range nature ofthis interaction is readily

evidenced by expanding form ally the denom inator in Eq.(57) as a a power series in cosqx and cosqy,so that an

in�nite num berofHeisenberg-liketerm sappears.

W e follow here the treatm ent by M attis,23 and consider the interaction Ham iltonian between the localized spin

operatorsSi (associated with the valence (�lled)band)and the itinerantspin operatorssc(R i)(associated with the

conduction band),wherethe su�x ispeci�esthe latticesite.W e write accordingly:

H exc = � I
X

i

Si� sc(R i) (E1)

whereI isan exchangeintegral.

Fora genericspin-1=2 operatoratsite iassociated with the conduction electronswe write:

27



1.0

2.0

ω
J

(q)

(0,0)

1

(0,0)(π,0)(π,π)
FIG .4. Spin-wave spectrum forthe Heisenberg Ham iltonian with a diagonal-spiralspin con�guration and couplingsup to

third nearestneighborsspeci�ed in thetext(fullline).Theantiferrom agnetic spectrum with nearest-neighborcoupling only is

also shown forcom parison (broken line).

s
�

i
=

1

2N

X

k;q

X

�;�0

e� iq� Ri d
y

k+ q�
�
�

�;�0
dk�0 (E2)

where � = (+ ;� ;z)and di� are the destruction operatorsalong the localspin-quantization axes. Com bining these

operators with the eigenvectors ofthe m ean-�eld Hubbard Ham iltonian [cf. Eq.(A8)]and recalling the notation

(A15),wecastEq.(E2)in the form :

s
�

i =
1

2N

X

k;q

X

r;r0

e� iq� Ri 

y

k+ q;r
F
�

r;r0
(k + q;k)
k;r0 : (E3)

Therestriction to theconduction band im pliesthatr= r0= 2 in Eq.(E3)when � > 0.In thiscasetheHam iltonian

(E1)becom es:

H exc = �
I

2N

X

i

X

�

(S
�

i)
y

0

@
X

k;q

e
� iq� Ri 


y

k+ q;2
F
�

22
(k + q;k)
k;2

1

A : (E4)

Applying atthispointthestandard procedure23 to obtain theenergy shiftofsecond-orderin theHam iltonian (E4),

the following RK K Y-typee�ectiveHam iltonian results:

H
R K K Y =

X

ij

X

��

(S
�

i)
y
J
��

ij S
�
j (E5)

with the notation

J
��

ij =
I2

4N 2

X

k< kF

X

jk+ qj> kF

e� iq� (Ri� Rj)
F
�

22
(k + q;k)F ��

22 (k + q;k)

�2(k) � �2(k + q)
: (E6)

Note that the expression (E6) does not vanish even when sites i and j are far apart. Note also that the energy

denom inatoron the right-hand side nevervanish by construction.

There rem ains to obtain the spin-wave dispersion associated with the spin Ham iltonian (E5). To this end,we

introducein Eq.(E5)theusualHolstein-Prim ako� transform ation forthespin operatorsand truncatetheexpansion

in the bosonicoperatorsa and ay to quadraticorder[cf.Eq.(D5)],to obtain:

H
R K K Y = E 0 + S

X

jqj� kF

��
J
+ + (q)+ J

� �(� q)
�
a
y(q)a(q)

+ J
+ � (q)ay(q)ay(� q) + J

� +(� q)a(q)a(� q)
�

(E7)

28



wherenow

E 0 = S
2

X

jqj� kF

J
zz(q) + S

X

jqj� kF

J
� �(q) (E8)

with therestriction jqj� kF replacing theweakercondition jk + qj> kF (cf.Section 3-B).Notethatin Eq.(E7)we

haveintroduced the notation

J
��(q) =

I2

4N

X

jkj< kF

F
�

22
(k + q;k)F ��

22 (k + q;k)

�2(k) � �2(k + q)
(E9)

and used the identity
P

i
J
��

ij
= 0 forany given j.

The quadratic Ham iltonian (E7)is then diagonalized by the standard Bogoliubov transform ation (cf. Appendix

D).The resulting spin-wavespectrum hasthe form :

!
R K K Y (q) = S

h�
J
+ + (q)+ J

� �(� q)
�2

� 4J+ � (q)J� +(� q)

i1=2
: (E10)

To proceed further,we need to specify the quantitiesF +

22
,F �

22
,and �2 entering the de�nition (E9),atthe relevant

orderin the sm allparam etert=U .Using Eqs.(35)-(38)we obtain for� > 0:

F
+

22
(k + q;k)= i

p
2

�
t

U

�

To(k + q) + O
�
(t=U )2

�

F
�
22
(k + q;k)= � i

p
2

�
t

U

�

To(k) + O
�
(t=U )2

�
(E11)

aswellas

�2(k) � �2(k + q) = t(Te(k) � To(k + q)) + O
�
(t=U )2

�
; (E12)

wherewehaveapproxim ated 2m
(0)

2
= 1� ��= 1.

Them ethod developed in Appendix C can beused atthispointto perform thesum overk in Eq.(E9).Theresult

is:

J
+ + (q) �= � I

2
t

U 2
�
sin2(Q =2)

cos(Q =2)

(sinqx + sinqy)
2

cosqx + cosqy � 2
; (E13)

J
� �(q) �= � I

2
t

U 2
O (�2); (E14)

J
+ � (q) = J

� +(q) �= I
2 t

U 2
O (�2): (E15)

Atthe lowestorder,only J+ + contributesto Eq.(E10),which then reducesto:

!
R K K Y (q) �= S I

2
t

U 2
�

sin2(Q =2)(sinqx + sinqy)
2

jcos(Q =2)j(2� cosqx � cosqy)
: (E16)

The self-consistency equation (43)relating Q to � and t=U forthe diagonalspiralcon�guration can eventually be

used,to yield (forS = 1=2):

!
R K K Y (q) �= Je�

(sinqx + sinqy)
2

2� cosqx � cosqy
(E17)

with Je� given by Eq.(58)ofthetextand wherewehavesetI = 2U .NotethatEq.(E17)coincideswith Eq.(60)of

thetext,which wasobtained by setting \by hand"F21 = F12 = 0in thefullcalculation.Notealsothattheexpression

(E17)involvestransversespin com ponentsonly,akin the generalexpression (53)ofthe text.
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