D ynam ical dom ain walls and spin-P eierls order in doped antiferrom agnets:
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he presence of stripe-like st:ruct:uresi_]:] which were
predicted early on by m ean— eld studies of H ubbard-lke
e]sig], is the basic idea underlying much of the re—
theoretical w ork B, EI, :_5, :§, E’f.] on cuprate supercon-—

d rs. An Interesting question is whether the dbure’
205tJ model, which still represents the sinplest the-
ofetical description of the CuO, planes, develops any
e-like structures, etther in is ground state or In low —
excited states. The m ost conclusive evidence for

the gpontaneous fom ation of such stripes in the 2D t-
Fmlodel is probably the density-m atrix renom alization
gmup DM RG ) study ofW hite and Scalapino {#]and the
ted work by M artinset al t_‘j]. E xact diagonalization

) of amall c]usl:erst_l(_i] on the other hand, so far has
produced really com pelling evidence for hole stripes,

st in the physical param eter regim e. Evidence for
gffpelike hole-density correlations from ED calculations
Kasbeen reported by P relovshek and X otos{l 1], but only
latively large valuesof J=t 1:5. This is astonish—
because alle ective interactions In the t-Jm odelare
ected to be short ranged, w hence any strong tendency
Ivim stripe-like structures should m ake itself 2l even

i all Jattices —unless it is suppressed by nite-size ef-

A(salready stressed by W hite and Scalapino i_é] apotential

surce of such nitesize e ects are the boundary con-—
diions in posed by the cluster geom etry. M ost studies
Mate have been perform ed on tilted-square chsters{_l-(_i]
wzth periodicboundary conditions (PBC ), which are cho—
sent such as to accom odate the N eeltype order param e—
ter in the undoped system . On the other hand, such a
geom etry is precisely the wrong one when an antiphase
dom ain wall is present in the ground state. The mere
geom etry of the cluster then can frustrate the dom ain
wall, thus arti cially enforcing a hom ogeneous ground
state. An ideal system to check thiswould bethe 5 4-
cluster wih PBC, which on one hand is appropriate to
accom odate an antiphase dom ain wall parallel to the y—
direction and on the other hand can be com pared di-

The holedoped 2D t-J m odel is studied by exact diagonalization on a 5
the standard tilted square clusters, can in principle accom odate an antiphase dom ain wall. For hole
0:5 the ground state energy/site is low er than the conventional tilted
20-cluster. In the ground state two holes form a loosely bound pair pinned to an
antiphase dom ain wall. The dynam ical density correlation finction show s sharp quasiparticle-like
peaks, rem Iniscent ofthe holons’ in 1D chains, which suggest the existence of soliton-like propagat—
ing dom ain walls. T he dynam ical correlation finction of the bond-singlet operator has a low -energy
peak structure characteristic of colum nar spin-P eferls order, the dynam ical spin correlation finction
show s an intense and isolated Yyesonance peak’ near ( ; ).
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FIG .l:pD_ier%lc_e E o between the GS energy ofthe5 4
and the 20 20 cluster, as function of J=t.

rectly to the tilted square 20-site cluster. A s will be
dem onstrated, this cluster show s very clear and unam —
bigous evidence for a stripe-like dom ain wallnot only in
the ground state, but also in the form of excited states
corresponding to a soliton-like propagating dom ain wall
The 2D tJ m odel thus has a very strong Intrinsic ten-
dency to form stripes —if it isallowed to do so. M oreover,
the form ation of stripes seem s Intim 'ate_]¥ related to spin—
P eferls-lke colim nar singlet order o, 141

The H am ittonian of the t-J m odel reads

X X
¢, ¢, +Hwxc: +7 S; §
hi;3i

H= t
hi;ji;

Here hi;ji denotes summ ation over nearest neighbor
pairs, &; = ¢; (I nj; ) and S; and n; denotes the
operators of electron spin and densiy at sie i, respec—
tively. W e begin w ith a com parison of the ground state
GS) energy rthe 5 4 cluster and the tilted square
20-site cluster. O ne m ight expect that this can give an
indication, as to whether a given cluster has the proper
geom etry to describe the system . Tnappropriate bound-
ary conditions introduce Yrustration’ thereby raising the
energy. Forexam ple, athalf llingtheGS energy in 5 4
is 1:{165J=sie, whereas in the squareshaped cluster it
is 1:191J=site, the higher energy or 5 4 obviously
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being due to the frustration of the (quasi) Neel order
along the odd-num bered side of this rectangular cluster.

Interestmg]y enough, this changesw hen holes are added.

FJgure-]. com pares the G S energy ofthe two clustersw ith
2 holes as function of J=t. For J=t> 035 the rectangular
cluster indeed has the lower energy, ndicating that for
the doped case the di erent boundary conditions are at
Jeast as reasonable to represent the bulk system as is the
square cluster. A lldata to be presented below have been
cbtained for the value J=t = 05 and 2 holks. Tablk T
show s the static density and spin correlation functions
for the 5 4 cluster with 2 holes. Thesepare de ned
as the GS expectation values gp R) = jl'njnj+R i
and gs R) = JS5  Siri. There is pronounced
anisotropy in gp R ) , particularly so at short distances,
which Inm ediately suggestsa hole stripe’ in y-direction.
T he fact that the hole density correlation is stronly direc—
tionalm ight seem to suggest that this state is related to
the plke pairing states, which usually form the rstex—
ited state above the d,2 ,, 2 -1lke ground state (@nd som e—
tin es in fact the ground state itself) {lS]of‘cNo holes in
square clusters. These p-lke pairs, however, are spin—
triplets w hereas the present ground state isa spin singlet
w hich m oreover is even under re ection by both the x-
and y-axis. T his state therefore is qualitatively very dif-
ferent from those seen so far in square-shaped clusters.
P ronounced anisotropy is also seen in the spin-correlation
function, where in particular the nearest neighbor spin
correlation in y-direction (ie. parallel to the stripe)

exceeds the one In x-direction by 50% . W hik some
anisotropy in the correlation fiinctions is to be expected
solkly due to the rectangular shape ofthe 5 4 cluster,
the edges di er in length by only 20% which seem sto be
rather an all to explain the strong anisotropy.

To fiurther clarify the nature ofthe ground state, F igure
:_2 show s the Yepresentatives’ of those basis states, which
have the Jargest weight In the G S wave function, labelled
by their coe cients in the G S. Taken together, these 9
states exhaust 14:1% ofthe G S wave function —which is
a lot, given that there are all in al1 59000 basis states for
this system . For clarity we m ention that a basis state
forthe ED schem e is created from the ‘Yepresentative’ by
a) translating it by allN di erent lattice vectors of the
cluster, b) applying allN ° point group operations of the
little group ofthe totalm om entum k c) applying thetin e
reversal operator and d) adding up the resulting 2N N °
statesw ith the properphase factors so asto create a state
w ith prescribed m om entum , point group sym m etry and

9 R) gs R)
0.139 0.035| 0.127 0110 0.032
Ry " 1|0239 0.144 0.041|-0299 0.110 -0.040
0{2.000 0.49 0.018| 0.675 0.198 0.034
0 1 2 0 1 2
Ry ! Ry !

210298

TABLE I:Static correlation functions for the 4 5 cluster.

FIG.2: Holespi con gurations of the representatives w ith
the largest weight In the G S wave function. D ashed and solid
boxes Indicate the hops and soin  Ips to created the state
from the “eed state’ in the top lkft panel

parity under tin e reversal. A 1l states In Figure :ga’ show
a dom ain wall ssparating tw o perfect N eel states. In the
con guration w ith the largest weight (top left) the two
holes form a pair parallel to the dom ain wall. A 1l subse—
quent states can be generated from this seed state’ either
by hok hopping, by a quantum spin ip along the dom ain
wall, orby a com bination ofboth. T hisisvery m uch rem —
Iniscent of string picture’ theordes for holes populating a
dom ain wallbetween two Neel states[_l-fl,:ig;] and in par-
ticular highlights the im portance of charge uctuations
transverse to the st:c:ipe[_l-fl, :_Iﬁ] Taken together the data
presented so far show that the 5 4 cluster has a quali-
tatively new (as com pared to the tilted square clusters)
ground state: a loosely bound hole pair pinned to an an—
tiphase dom ain wallofthe staggered m agnetization, w ith
strong quantum spin uctuations along the fault lne.
Having established the nature of the ground state, we
consider the excitation spectra ofthe system . Asa rst
step, we address the existence ofdynam icaldom ain walls.
H ere the appropriate quantity to look at isthe dynam ical
density correlation finction © CF), de ned as

X N g oif
! & Eo)
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where ng = pl?P ;n3e R is the Fourder transom

of the electron-density operator nj. Fjgure:_ﬂ com pares
D (g;!) orthe 5 4 and the tilted square 20-site clus—
ter. W hereas the DCF for the tilted square cluster is
essentially J'nooherentlié], the DCF for the rectangular
cluster show s intense and wellde ned peaks at the lower
edge of the spectra, particularly so at g= (2 =5;0) and
g = (¢4 =5;0). In fact, i is tem pting to com pare the
DCF forthe4 5 clusterto the one for 1D chains. Fig—
ured also show sthe D CF foran 11-site t-J chain w ith one
hole. The DCF here really is an aln ost ideal sihgle-peak
Soectrum , w ith a dispersion that can be tted very accu—
rately by the expression (q) = 2t(1+ cos(q)). O bviously
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Right: DCF fora singlkeholn alb ll-siteringatJ=t= 0:5.

these peaks originate from the particle-hole excitations
of the single holon’ in the system . Since the holon is
nothing but a dom ain wall, this suggests that the sharp
peaksin the5 4DCF formomenta (g;;0) also origihate
from the propagation ofthe dom ain wallasa whole. The
stronger g-dependence of the peak weight in the 2D clus-
ter isprobably due to the niew idth ofthe dom ain wall:
w hereas the holon really is a point—like ob ct, m aking is
density structure factorgp (@) at in g-space, the dom ain
wallin 2D has som e extension in x-direction, w hence its
structure factor m ust have a g, -dependence.

Next, we focus on the anisotropic spin correlations.
R ead and Sachdev E[]‘] have proposed a spontaneous spin—
P eierls-like din erization to occur as a general feature of
S = 1 antiferrom agnets in 2D —which would explain the

2
anisotropy ofgs R ). T he appropriate quantity to check

this hypothesis is B (g;!), the dynam ical correlation
function (de Ep.ed as in (g.')) of the bond-singlet operator
B = PIT ;S5 Sie Ty e9F5. Thereby

2 [;y]denotes the direction ofthe singlet-bond. A Iso
of nterest is S (g; ! ), the dynalﬁ ical correlation fiinction

of the spin operator Sq = Pl? 585 ;e R | These spec—
tra are shown jnFjgure:f.'. Tobngn wih, B (@;!) in

5 4 has a prom lnent low energy peak for both sin-
glkt directions, = x;y, atqg = @ =5;0). This peak
@s well as the sim flar peaks at (0;3) and (4 =5;0)) is
sin ply a replica of the Intense low energy peak seen at
the same g In the DCF . Just as the density operator
itself, B ,; is a num berconserving spin singlet, whence
B (g;!) probes exactly the same nal state m anifold
as the DCF . Since the bond singlkt operator (partially)
couples to uctuations of the electron density, B (q;!)
must pick up the signal from the propagating dom ain
wall. This interpretation is con m ed by the fact, that
the excitation energies E E( of the respective peaks
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FIG.4: Left: B (g;!) and S(;!) in the 4 5 cluster

ith tw,o holes. R ight: T he sam e correlation functions for the
B B
20 20 cluster. S (g;!) ismuliplied by 0.5.

in the DCF and B (g;!) agree to com puter accuracy,
ie. these peaks originate from the same nalstate j 1i.
M ore interesting therefore is the second high-intensity
and low energy peak, at (0; ). This peak appears only
By @;!), that m eans for bonds parallel to the dom ain
wall. The wave vector (0; ) forbonds in y-direction cor-
responds exactly to the Spin-P elerls order found by R ead
and Sachdev l_l]‘] and proposed to be a general feature of
doped antiferrom agnets by various workers f§, :_iz_i] This
peak has a lower excitation energy than the dom inant
peak In the spin correlation function S (g;!) at (4?; ),
indicating that soin-Peierls order is the m ost lkely in—
stability ofthe system . S (g;! ) iself is quite rem arkable,
egpecially when we com pare it to the tilted square clus-
ter. There S (g;!) shows a serdes of Iow energy peaks
near g = ( ; ), which suggest a relatively sm ooth dis—
persion w ith a sha]Jow m Ininum at the lncom m ensurate
w ave vector ( = 5 ).S(@;!')In5 4,on theotherhand,
consists ofa ratherdi use thh—energy continuum and an
isolated low -energy peak at ( ; ). Thedispersion ofthe
spin excitations (if it exists) m ust be ratherdiscontinuous
near thism om entum . Such a spin-excitation spectrum is
very m uch rem niscent ofthe Yesonance peaks’ cbserved
In neutron scattering experin ents on the superconduct-
ing statefi8]. Tn the fram ework of the spin-P eierls sce~
nario, the peak should be interpreted as follow s: start—
Ing from a colum nar spin-Pejerls state w ith singlets in
y-direction, a N eelordered state can be generated by con—
densation of Bosonic) bond-triplet exc:tatjonstla] w ith
momentum Q = ( ;0). In the present case of an an-
tiphase dom ain wall, this should be replaced by Q =
(4 ;0). The soin operator S e then creates and anni-
hilates the condensed tr:p]et—exc:tatJons @O], so that the
Intense low-enery peak at ( ) is simnply the nger-
print of the (quasi)—oondensate ofu:ip]et's, w hich creates
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FIG.5: M echanism for allignm ent of hole pairs.

antiphase N eellike spin correlations out ofthe colim nar
soin-P elderls state. To conclude our di sion olgt‘t_le soin
dynam ics,wenotethatB, (g;!) forthe 20 20 clus—
ter also does show a low-energy peak at (0; ) —the ten-
dency towards spin-P elerls instability thus really seem s
to be quite generali_d, :_12, :_l]'] Since the geom etry of
square cluster is unfavourabl for an antiphase dom ain
wall, however, this does not m ake iself £l as clearly as
In the5 4 cluster.

In summ ary, i has been shown that a rectangular cus-
ter of the t-J m odelw hose geom etry does not explicitely
frustrate an antiphase dom ain wall, show s rather di er-
ent behavior than the tilted square clusters used conven—
tionally for exact diagonalization. The G S in this cluster
show s the clear and unam biguous signatures of a stripe—
like dom ain wall, a com parison ofthe G S energies show s,
that such rectangular clusters are at least as well suited
to describe the bulk system , as are the square clusters.
C larly, this does not prove the existence of stripes in
the them odynam ic lim it — jist as a square-shaped clus-
ter w ill tend to suppress a dom ain wall, the rectangular
one will favour it —but given the previous evidence for
stripes found by W hie and Scalapino E] on much larger
system s, it is quite plausible that the stripes in the rect—

angular cluster have a sim ilar structure.

Stripe-like structures in the rectangular clister then ap—
pear not only in the ground state — rather, there is evi-
dence for excited states w here apparently the nite total
m om entum of the state is carried by a soliton-like prop—
agating dom ain wall —which is very much rem iniscent
of the M eandering dom ain wall’ scenario put forward
by Zaanen et aLE]. The data also show the presence
of quasistatic colum nar singlet orderi§, :_1';:] in the sys—
tem , which seem s to be either a prerequisite for or an
Inm ediate consequence of the stripe form ation. Taken
together, the above results suggest the follow ing scenario
or doped antiferrom agnets: the spontaneous breaking of
the point group sym m etry ofthe lattice l_l]‘] by form ation
ofbond-singlet order produces lJadder-like pattems in the
soin background ofthe system , which then serve as Yace—
tracks’ for holepair-like solitons. C ondensation ofbond-
tripletsw ith a condensation am plitude that changes sign
across a soliton introduces strong antiferrom agnetic cor-
relations w ith opposite staggered m agnetization on the
tw o sides ofthe soliton . U nder these circum stances, it be-
com es energetically favorable for the solitonson di erent
ladders to form a line, because then the staggered m ag—
netizations on the di erent Yadders’ can allign. Solitons
which propagate away from the stripe create a track of
m agnetic frustration (seeF jgure:_'f.), much asa singke hole
in an antiferrom agnet, which creates an e ective poten—
tialthat alligns the pairs. In this way, one arrives at the
picture ofa uctuating dom ain wa]lfg'):], m ade of loosely
bound holk pairs in a background provided by the colum —
nar singlets. An altemative point of view , which also ts
the data very well (see especially F jgure:_j), would be the
accum ulation ofhole pairs along the faul line separating
tw o N eel states w ith oppposite staggered m agnetization,
as proposed early on by W hite and Scalapino [_2-1:]
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