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Photoem ission spectra ofa tw o-dim ensionalS= 1/2 quantum antiferrom agnet in

m agnetic �elds: a theoreticalstudy
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Departm ent of Physics, University of Nebraska, O m aha, NE 68182

(D ated:April14,2024)

W e calculate the angularresolved photoem ission spectra (ARPES)ofa spin-1/2 Heisenberg an-

tiferrom agnet as a function of m agnetic �elds using both the exact diagonalization m ethod and

self-consistentBorn approxim ation. Below the saturation �eld B C ,strong scattering between spin

waves and a hole,created by photoem ission ofan electron,signi�cantly narrows the quasiparticle

band thatischaracterized by thelowering ofthequasiparticleenergy at(�;�)with increasing �eld.

Accordingly,in ARPES the quasiparticle peak getsshapernear(�;�)and broaderelsewhere.Fur-

therm ore,we observe thatan anom alousextended van Hove region (EVHR)around (�;�)appears

in a halfsaturation �eld,while EVHRs around (�;0) and (0;�) in zero �eld gradually disappear

with increasing �eld.

PACS num bers:75.50.Ee,75.40.G b,79.60.-i

The e� ectofa strong m agnetic � eld on quantum spin

system s has played an integralrole in the understand-

ing ofm agnetism and quantum phasetransitions.There

is renewed interest in this topic due to the synthesis of

a new fam ily oflow-dim ensionalquantum antiferrom ag-

nets with sm all exchange constants [1, 2, 3, 4]. For

exam ple,the theoreticalprediction of� eld-induced in-

com m ensuratesoftm odesin one-dim ensional(1D)spin-

1/2 quantum antiferrom agnet(AFM )wascon� rm ed by

neutron scattering experim ents on copper benzoate [1],

while anom alousspin excitation spectrum ofa 2D AFM

in strong � elds has been reported [5,6]. O ther im por-

tantobservationsinclude superconductivity in a layered

organicAFM atvery high m agnetic � elds[7,8].In this

paper, we present a theoreticalstudy of the m agnetic

� eld dependence ofthe angular resolved photoem ission

spectra (ARPES)in a 2D AFM .

Zero-� eld ARPES experim ents in a 2D AFM are im -

portant to the research ofm any cuprate superconduc-

torswhoseundoped parentcom poundsarenearly square

lattice spin-1/2 antiferrom agnetic insulators [9]. It was

revealed thatthe presenceofstrong scattering processes

between spin wavesand a hole,created by em ission ofan

electron,givesrise to an extended van Hove singularity

near the Ferm isurface. This novelfeature is crucialin

understandingm anyotheranom alousphysicalproperties

ofthe cuprate superconductors and could be explained

in the spin-polaron picture [10,11]. O n the otherhand,

above the critical� eld BC ,the system becom es a satu-

rated ferrom agnetand theARPES areknown to befree-

particle like.Therefore,itwould be interesting to study

theevolution oftheARPES ofa 2D AFM from onelim it

totheother,in particular,thechangeoftheextended van

Hove regions. To our knowledge,this problem rem ains

unanswered,prim arilybecausetheexchangeconstantsin

typicalplanarcupratesareJ � 1500 K ,hence,only near

zero-� eld studies were possible. Nevertheless,a newly

fabricated fam ily ofspin-1/2squarelatticeantiferrom ag-

nets,(5CAP)2CuX 4 and (5M AP)2CuX 4 with X = Clor

Br [2,3,4],was found to have sm allJ ’ 0:57� 8:5 K

with B C � 2� 24T,thusprovidesa good testing ground

for our theoreticalanalysis. Alternatively,the ARPES

studies could be carried out in certain pseudospin sys-

tem swhere the e� ective m agnetic � eld Be� iscom para-

blewith thee� ectiveexchangeconstantJe�;forinstance,

in a m ixed valence system with electronic ferroelectric-

ity [12,13],B e� is the d-and f-levelenergy di� erence

thatcould be aslargeasJe� and adjustable by alloying

or applying pressure. In the present work,we observe

a m agnetic-� eld-induced anom alous 
 at region around

(�;�), where the bottom ofthe quasiparticle band lo-

cates,in a m agnetic� eld of1
2
B C ,signifying an extended

van Hove singularity near the Ferm isurface from zero

� eld up to1
2
B C .

O urstarting pointisa 2D t-J m odel,a sim ple yetef-

fective Ham iltonian to m odellayered cuprate supercon-

ductors,in a m agnetic� eld along z direction,

H = � t
X

hi;ji;�

(ec
y

i�
ecj� + ec

y

j�
eci�)+ J

X

hi;ji

~�i� ~�j� B
X

i

�
z
i;

(1)

where ec
i�
= c

i�
(1� ni�) is the constrained ferm ion op-

erator, and ~�i =
P

��
ec
y

i�
~���eci� with f~���g being the

Paulim atrices is the spin operator. The SU(2) sym -

m etry is broken in the presence ofan applied m agnetic

� eld,for the AFM willorient itselfin such a way that

the staggered direction,which ischosen to be the x di-

rection,isperpendicularto theapplied � eld.Theresult-

ing m agnetic phase is a canted state oftwo sublattices

in which the spins tilt towards the z axis by the angle

� = arccos(B =B C ) with the saturation � eld BC = 4J.

Notethat�= 0 forB � B C .TheHam iltonian isinvari-

antunderrotation ofspinsaround the z axis,hence the

spin excitation spectrum should be a gaplessG oldstone

m ode.
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The ARPES arede� ned as

A(k;!)=
X

�

jh1;vj~ck;�j0ij
2
�(! � E 0 + E 1;v); (2)

whereE 0 and j0iaretheground-stateenergy and eigen-

vectorwithoutany hole,and E 1;� and j1;�iare the en-

ergy and thewavevectorofthe�-th eigenstatewith one

holecreated by photoem ission ofoneelectron.To calcu-

lateA(k;!),we� rstem ploy theLanczosexactdiagonal-

ization (ED) algorithm [14]with 100 iterations and an

arti� cialbroadening factor� = 0:05ton a 4� 4 square

cluster.Furtherm ore,in orderto overcom ethe� nitesize

e� ectin the ED calculationsand gain m ore insights,we

perform in thefollowinganalyticalcalculationsofA(k;!)

in the spin-polaron picture in the context of the self-

consistentBorn approxim ation.

To sim ply the notation,itis convenientto perform a

rotation ofthespinsin theA and B sublatticesby �and

� � aboutthe y axis,respectively:

eci" = cos
�

2
di" � e

iQ �r
i sin

�

2
di#;

eci# = e
iQ �r

i sin
�

2
di" + cos

�

2
di#;

�
x
i = S

x
i cos�+ S

z
ie

iQ �r
i sin�;

�
z
i = S

z
i cos�� S

x
ie

iQ �r
i sin�;

where �
y

i
= S

y

i
and Q = (�;�). d i� are constrained

ferm ion operatorsand
�!
S i =

P

��
d
y

i�
~���di� arespin op-

eratorsin the new localcoordinatesystem .Thiscanon-

icaltransform ation m aps the canted spin con� guration

to a ferrom agnetic con� guration with allspins up and

rem ovesfurthernecessity to distinguish between sublat-

tices.TheHam iltonian thushastheform H = H t+ H J,

where

H t = � tcos�
X

hi;ji

(d
y

i"
dj" + d

y

i#
dj#)

� tsin�
X

hi;ji

e
iQ �r

i(d
y

i"
dj# � d

y

i#
dj")+ H :c:; (3)

H J = J
X

hi;ji

(SziS
z
j cos2�+ S

x
iS

x
j cos2�+ S

y

i
S
y

j
)

+ J sin2�
X

hi;ji

(SziS
x
j � S

x
iS

z
j)

+ B sin�
X

i

S
x
ie

iQ �r
i � B cos�

X

i

S
z
i: (4)

Then,we treatquantum spin 
 uctuations within linear

spin wave theory [13,15],nam ely,we regard the devia-

tionsofthespinsm easured from theirequilibrium direc-

tions are sm all, hence only up to the quadratic term s

of the deviation operators are retained in H J. Since

the equilibrium directions are determ ined from vanish-

ing of the linear term s, the second and third term s

in H J that are linear in spin deviations could be ne-

glected.Note thattherearespin-
 ipping hopping term s

/ eiQ �r
i(d

y

i"
d
j# � d

y

i#
d
j")in H t,which representem itting

and absorbingspin excitations,thuscontributeto strong

scattering processes between the hole and spin waves.

Taking the ferrom agnetic con� guration as the vacuum

state, we em ploy the slave-ferm ion form alism to cope

with the constraint ofno doubly occupancy in H t [16].

De� ning holon (spinless ferm ion) operators hi so that

di" = h
y

i
,di# = h

y

i
a
i
where ai = S

+

i
is the hard-core

boson operator, we arrive at an e� ective spin-polaron

Ham iltonian in the m om entum space

H ’
X

k

"kh
y

k
hk +

X

q

!q�
y
q�q

+
X

k;q

(M kqh
y

k
hk�q �q+ Q + H :c:); (5)

where�q’sarespin waveoperators,aq = uq�q + vq�
y

�q ,

with dispersion !q = (A 2

q � B 2

q)
1=2. The transfor-

m ation coe� cients are uq = [(A q=!q + 1)=2]1=2 and

vq = � sgn(B q)[(A q=!q � 1)=2]1=2. Here the shorthand

notationsare A q = 2J(1+ cos2 �
q),B q = 2J sin2 �
q,

and 
q = (cosqxa+ cosqya)=2 with the lattice constant

a being the length unit in the following. Note that the

spin-wave spectrum is indeed gapless(!q= Q = 0). The

bareholedispersion is"k = 4tcos�
k,and thehole-spin-

wavecoupling is

M kq = sin�
4t
p
N
(
k�q uq+ Q + 
kvq+ Q ): (6)

Using theself-consistentBorn approxim ation (SCBA)in

which the spectralfunctions of one hole in a t-J-like

m odelcan be accurately calculated [11,16,17,18,19],

that is, we � rst com pute the hole G reen’s function

G (k;!) = [! � "
k
� � (k;!)+ i0+ ]�1 self-consistently

with the self-energy,

� (k;!)=
X

q

M
2

kqG (k � q;! � !q+ Q ): (7)

Thus, the spectral functions of the hole quasiparticle

(Q P) are given by A(k;!) = � Im G (k;!)=�,the spec-

tralweightsareZ(k)= [1� @� (k;!)=@!]
�1
!= E k

,and the

Q P dispersion isE k � "k + Re� (k;Ek).

To exam ine the � nite size e� ect,we start the SCBA

calculationswith a 4� 4 squarelatticeand com parethe

results with those obtained from using ED,then grad-

ually increase the lattice size. Finally,we � nd that the

SCBA resultsobtained from a 32� 32 lattice arerather

close (within 1% )to those from a 16� 16 lattice. This

im pliesthatthe SCBA resultson the 16� 16 lattice are

not seriously a� ected by the boundary e� ect. Since in

typicalcuprates,J � 0:2� 0:5t,we willadoptJ = 0:4t

in ourcalculations.Theenergy m esh ischosen from � 6t

to 6twith interval0:01t.
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FIG .1:TheARPES A(k;!)ofthe4� 4 antiferrom agnetfor

J = 0:4tand B = 1

2
B C using (a)ED and (b)SCBA.(c)-(e)

presentthe ARPES ofthe 16� 16 antiferrom agnetalong (c)

(0;0)� (�;�),(d)(�;�)� (�;0)and (e)(�;0)� (0;0)directions
using SCBA.
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FIG .2: Sam e asin Fig.1,exceptforB = 7

8
B C .

Then we proceed to com pare the ED and SCBA re-

sults. From the ARPES A(k;!) ofthe 4 � 4 AFM in

Figs.1(a)-(b) for B = 1

2
B C and in Figs.2(a)-(b) for

B = 7

8
B C ,we notice thatthe line shapesobtained from

using ED [Figs.1(a)and 2(a)]agreewellwith those ob-

tained from SCBA [Figs. 1(b) and 2(b)]. As for the

results for B = 0, we refer readers to Ref. [14, 17].

These num erics unam biguously dem onstrate that the

spin-polaron picture provides indeed a naturaldescrip-

tion of the Q P behavior. In addition, the ARPES of

the 16� 16 AFM obtained from using SCBA shown in

Figs.1(c)-(e) and Fig.2(c)-(e) are in consistence with

those obtained from the 4� 4 AFM .The m ain feature

ofthese ARPES isthatasB increases,the spectrum at

(�;�),the Q P band bottom ,getsm ore and m ore coher-

ent,while away from the band bottom the spectra be-

(0,0) (π,π) (π,0) (0,0)
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FIG .3:Q uasiparticle dispersion forJ = 0:4tand B = 0 (a),
1

2
B C (b),and 7

8
B C (c).Leftlabel:ED results(solid squares)

on the 4 x 4 square lattice. Rightlabel: SCBA on the 4 x 4

(open circles)and 16 x 16 (solid lines)lattices.

com esincoherentquickly,indicating thatthe Q P states

awayfrom them inim um decayby em ission ofspin waves.

Furtherm ore,we presentin Fig.3 the calculated elec-

tronicstructureofthe 2D Heisenberg AFM with B = 0,
1

2
B C and 7

8
B C ,respectively. Again,the SCBA results

agreewellwith thoseobtained from ED.W enoticethree

m ain features in these quasiparticle bands: First,as B

increases,the band bottom evolves from (�=2;�=2) to

(�;�).Second,the low-� eld band [Fig.3(a)]has
 atre-

gionsaround (�;0)and (0;�),while the high-� eld band

[Fig.3(c)]resem bles the free particle dispersion but its

width is severely narrowed. In between,for B = 1

2
B C

[Fig.3(b)],anew anom alousfeature,a
 atregion around

(�;�),appearsin theelectronicstructure,which leadsto

astrongly distorted density ofstateswith am assivepeak

nearthebottom oftheQ P band.Therefore,an extended

van Hove singularity near the bottom ofthe Q P band

survivesup to B = 1

2
B C . Third,the Q P bandwidth is

strikingly narrowed,which can be seen m ore clearly in

TableI.

In TableI,wepresentseveralinterestingphysicalquan-

tities, including the Q P bandwidth W , the spin-wave

bandwidth W sw ,the m inim alQ P energy E m in,and the

Q P spectralweights Z(k) at high sym m etric points in

the � rst Brillouin zone, as a function of the m agnetic

� eld. These data are obtained from using SCBA on the

16� 16 lattice. W e � nd that W and Wsw have sim ilar

values. Such band narrowing can be understood as fol-

lows:sincegaplessspin excitationsareeasily stim ulated

by the incoherentm otion ofa hole,the com bination of

the hole and polarized spin-wave cloud constitutes the

quasiparticle,spin-polaron. Hence,W scaleswith W sw .

Anotherspecialfeature revealed from Table Iisthatin

low � eldsthelargestspectralweightslocateat(�=2;�=2)

and (�;0);increasing B would raiseZ(�;�),whileitde-

creases the Q P spectralweights at other wave vectors.
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TABLE I:E m in,the m inim alQ P energy,W ,the Q P band-

width, W sw , the spin-wave bandwidth, and Z(k), the Q P

spectralweightsatseveralhigh sym m etric pointsin the �rst

Brillouin zoneasa function ofB ,them agnetic�eld,obtained

on the 16� 16 lattice using SCBA forJ = 0:4t.

B =B C E m in=t W =t W sw =t Z(0;0) Z(
�

2
;
�

2
) Z(�;�) Z(�;0)

0 -2.209 0.748 0.800 0.1112 0.3466 0.1112 0.3821

1/8 -2.213 0.731 0.800 0.0580 0.3426 0.2047 0.3730

2/8 -2.269 0.685 0.801 0.0406 0.3147 0.3068 0.3431

3/8 -2.399 0.674 0.811 0.0304 0.2587 0.3946 0.2907

4/8 -2.639 0.757 0.849 0.0214 0.1809 0.4698 0.2178

5/8 -3.021 0.972 1.000 0.0121 0.0857 0.5300 0.1298

6/8 -3.418 1.199 1.200 0.0076 0.0186 0.5891 0.0447

7/8 -3.786 1.427 1.400 0.0013 0.0013 0.6550 0.0043

1 -4 8 1.600 1 1 1 1

Thiscon� rm sthe spectralfeaturesshown in Figs.1 and

2. W e explain this feature as follows: in low � elds the

spinsarealm ostantiferrom agnetically aligned,therefore

e� ective hole hopping in the sam e sublattice would be

favored,leading to E m in at(�=2;�=2)and considerably

large values of Z(�=2;�=2) and Z(�;0). O n the con-

trary, increasing B will raise the bare hole dispersion

"
k
/ cos�= B =B C and decreasethehole-spin-wavecou-

pling M kq / sin�,thus facilitates the hole propagation

to nearestneighboring sitesand lowerstheQ P energy at

k = (�;�),whereasholem otion with otherwavevectors

is im peded due to scattering o� spin waves. W e notice

from TableIthatW and Z(k)experienceabruptchange

asB ! B C .In thislim it,Eq.(7)can be solved analyti-

cally in perturbation theory,sinceM kq ! 0 asB ! B C .

Hence,the Q P dispersion isgiven by

E k ’ "k+
X

q

M 2

kq

"k � "k�q � !q+ Q
= "k+ O (1�

B

B C

): (8)

Above B C ,M kq = 0,thusE k = "k = 4t
k,thatis,the

holem ovesfreely in a saturated ferrom agnet.

Itisworth m entioningthatlinearspin-wavetheorywas

pointed outto beinaccuratein strong� elds{ spin waves

in a quantum AFM in a strong � eld (> 0:76BC ) were

unstable with respect to the spontaneous two-m agnon

decays [6]. Nevertheless, we have dem onstrated that

the strong-� eld ARPES obtained from using the SCBA,

wherethespin excitationsaretreated in linearspin-wave

theory,agreewellwith theED results.Hence,itappears

that linear spin-wave theory is appropriate to calculate

thespectralfunctionsofaholein aquantum AFM .W hile

itisdesirableto follow thepresentstudy with high order

spin-wavetheory orED forlargerlattices,we anticipate

thatourbasicconclusionsrem ain valid.

To sum m arize,we havestudied the m agnetic � eld de-

pendence of the ARPES of a square lattice spin-1/2

Heisenberg antiferrom agnet. Using the self-consistent

Born approxim ation in the spin-polaron picture,we ob-

serve an anom alouselectronic structure in which an ex-

tended van Hoveregion around (�;0)in zero � eld m oves

toward (�;�)with increasing� eld strength untilreaching

a halfsaturation � eld. W e also presentthe exactdiago-

nalization data thatcon� rm ourprediction,which could

be tested by ARPES experim entson weakly interacting

spin-1/2 squarelattice antiferrom agnets[2,3,4].
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braska EPSCoR-NSF G rantEPS-9720643and theO � ce

ofNavalResearch.
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