ARPES spectra of the stripe phase in the 2D t-J m odel
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—The prediction of charged str:ipesi]:] and their sub-
séfjient experin ental veri cation 'gl] stand out as one
of'_the rare instances, where a nontrivial theoretical
iction for cuprate superconductors was found con—
istent wih experinent. A ccordingly, there is cur-

ly considerable interest in the m echanisn leading to
form ation and the physical In plications of stripes
Bad, iS, E, lj, :_d, :_23, :;L-g']. On the other hand few exper—
Thental techniques provide such direct experin ental in-—
t Into the electronic structure of a given com pound
agangle resolved photoen ission spectroscopy ARPES).
Ttasitherefore quite naturalto look forthe ngerprintsof
pes in ARPE S spectra and indeed the results of Zhou

L on LajogN do 651p.12C U0 ¢4 ET]_.:] are w :de]y consid—

as strong evidence for stripes. It is the purpose of
present m anuscript to present single particle spectra
Qltained by ‘tom puter spectroscopy’ on the stripe phase
&fthe 2D t-J m odel, presum ably the sin plest theoretical
c@r_iptjon ofthe Cu0 , planes In cuprate superconduc—
. Aswillbe seen below these result combined with a
tively crude theory for hole m otion in a spin-P elerls
tgkgmund’ already give a quite satisfactory description

ofm ost of the experim ental results.
T ? tJ m odel reads
X X X nin.
g‘ = tiy¢, & +J Si S5 14]
O i3 hi;ji
TSﬁ)ereby hi; §i denotes sum m ation over pairs of nearest
neighbor sites, ¢;; = c; (I nj; ) and S; and n; de-

1%5 the operators of electron spin and density at site
ectively. W e denote the hopping m atrix elem ents
tiiPbetween (1;0)-lke neighborsby t, between (1;1)-lke
neighbors by t° and between (2;0)-like neighbors t©, all
other t;;; are zero. Throughout we will assum e that
t=t® = 2, as would be appropriate if the physical ori-
gin of these tem s is hopping via the apex oxgen 2p,s
orbjtal[_l-gi], and t%=t < 0, as is the case for hole-doped
com pounds.
The m ethod we apply to study this m odel is exact di-
agonalization of nite clusters by m eans of the Lanczos
algorithm [_ii] In a preceding paperf_l-l_i] we have shown
that by changing the geom etry of the cluster from the

4 cluster, which realizes a hole stripe in y-direction in a spin-P eferls. N ext nearest hopping
tem sw ith a sign appropriate for hole-doped cuprates enhance the stripe form ation. T he dispersion
of the quasiparticle-peaks in the single-particle spectrum is In good agreem ent w ith bond operator
theory for hole motion in the spin-Peierls phase, particularly so for realistic valies of t® and t°.
T he resulting spectral weight distrbution and Femn i surface agree wellw ith experim ental ARPES

standard tilted square form to a rectangular one @ ore
precisky: toa 5 4 cluster) a ground state with a pro—
nounced stripe like charge inhom ogeneity em erges. H ere
wewant to discuss the single particle spectra ofthis state.
A question to worry about rst is, whether the stripes
survive the additionalhopping tem s / £%t°. Intuitirely
this is not what one would expect, because additional
hopping tem s increase the m obility ofthe holes, whence
any spatial inhom ogeneity should be washed out m ore
e ciently. Surprisingly enough, the num erics show , that
exactly the opposite is happening: the additional hop—
ping tem s even slightly enhance the charge inhom o—
geneity. This is dem onstrated in Table I, which com -
pares the static density correlation function gp R) =

jmjnss g i Or vanishing and nite t° and t¥. Next
nearestneighbor hopping term s w ith the proper sign for
holedoped cuprates thus seem to have a stabilizinge ect
on stripes —if any.

Next we adress a special feature ofthe 5 4 cluster,
which willbe essential to understand the hole dynam ics,
nam ely the presence of spin-P elerls dim erization even at
half Iling. Tablke T show sthat the static spin correlation
finction is strongly anisotropic, w th sihglet-oonds pre—
dom nantly in y-direction. Since the boundary condiions
in 5 4 frustrate the N eel order, they apparently stabi-
lize the energetically close spin-Peilerls phase. In fact,
the GS energy of the 5 4 cluster jﬁgl]yﬁn_argjnaﬂy
higher than that ofthe squareshaped 20 20 cluster
( 1465J=site vs. 1:191J=site). C karly, this is a con-

m ation of the proposalby Read and Sachdev f_l@l] that
the transition to a soin-P eferlsphase isa lkely instability
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TABLE I: Static density correlation function gp R ), 5 4
cluster with 2 holes, J=t = 0:5. O ther param eters are 2=
= 0 (eft panel) and t=t= 04, tP=t= 02 (right panel).
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FIG.1l: Left: Photoem ission spectrum @PES) for the half-
lled 5 4 cluster, J=t= 05:; t%=t= 02, t%=t= 01.

R ight: D ispersion of the quasiparticle peak as extracted from
the num erical spectra (top) com pared to the theoretical single
hole dispersion ; (k) in the spin-Peierls phase (bottom ).

ofthe S = % 2D H eisenberg antiferrom agnet.

C lear evidence for the spin-Peierls nature of the half-

Tled ground state can be seen In the singlke particle spec-
tralfunction A k;!) (seeRef. LLZ;‘i] fora de niton), which
is shown in Fjgure-'g.'. Tt is In m ediately obvious that this
di ers m arkedly from the fam iliar dispersion for a hole
In an antiferrom agnet: w hereas orholem otion In a Neel
state the top ofthe ARPES spectrum isat (3;5) [16,17],
the dispersion seen in the half- led 5 4 cluster has is
maxinum at (-; =2) -which probably means ( ; =2)
In the in nite system . Another notable feature is the
sym m etry ofthe dispersion under the exchange (ky;0) !
(Kx; ) —which is exactly what one would expect from
the doubling of the unit cell by soin-Pelerls order w ith
din ers in y-direction. To bem ore quantitative, let usdis-
cuss the single-hole dispersion In the soin-P eierls phase.
Starting from a product state of singlets, which cover the
bonds ofthe Jattice in the form ofa colum narpattem,we
derive a Ham iltonian for the m otion of singly occupied
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TABLE II: Static spin correlation function for the half- lled
5 4 cluster.

din ers. T he singlkt state on a bond form ed by the sites
1;2) is pi= & .6, ¢,8.)Pi.A dinerwitha
single hole can be in either the bonding or antbonding
state: § ; i= S—l%‘z‘—> ¢, €& )Pi. Mtroducihg the
treation operator’h’, = j ; ibsjwe can ~by straight-
forward generalization of Refs. [18, 19, 20] —w rite down
the follow Ing H am iltonian describing the m otion ofthese
e ective Fem ons:

X
H = + 60y wr Do T () n' PR
k;
+ V& hi,, h ,, +Hx:
cos(2ky )
k) = t+t ocosky) —
tcos(k,) 1+ cosk,))
+t% (cos@ky) + cosky))
it
Vik) = sin@ky) it cos (k) sin 2k, ) : @)

Here the coupling of the dinerFem ions to triplet—
excitations of the bonds[_l-g, :_L-C:%', Z-C_i] has been neglected
for sinplicity. D iagonalizing the Ham iltonian (:1:) we
obtain the dispersion relation k) and the quasipar-
ticks Y, =u xhi,, +vxh',, ,where 2 fl;29.
Figure gf show s that there is good agreem ent between
the num erical peak dispersion in the 5 4 cluster and
our sin ple theory. The m ain di erences are the atten—
ing of the cluster dispersion near the band m axinum at
(%-; =2) and the smaller bandw idth in the num erical
spectra, which is probably due to the coupling of the
Femm ions to triplet excitationsll§, 19, 20]. Taking into
acocount the sin plicity of our calculation, however, the
agream ent is quite satisfactory. Sum m arizing our discus-
sion so far we have seen that the 5 4 cluster shows
a single-hole dispersion that di ers m arkedly from that
for a Neel background, but is in good agreem ent w ith
a sin ple bond-operator calculation for hole-m otion in a
soin-Peierls phase. This re ects the fact that the frus—
tration ofN eel order along the odd-num bered side ofthe
5 4 hasdriven the system into the spin-Pejerlsphase of
the 2D Heisenbery antiferrom agnet, consistent w ith ar-
gum ents given by Read and Sachdev [15].

W hile the dim erization clearly renders the 5 4 clus-
ter unsuitable to describe undoped com pounds such as
Sr,CuO,ChL [_1§I], it m akes the interpretation of the spec—
tra for the striped ground state at nie dopihg a ot
easier —asw illbe seen now . Ignoring for the m om ent the
form ation of a hole stripe as well as the fact that the
din erFem ions hY «q; actually cbey a hard-core con-
straint, one would expect, that the doped holes accu-
mulate near the top of the single-hole dispersion, thus
om ing_to_sin plest approxin ation a cigar-shaped hole
poc:ketf_lg‘,g(j] centered at (4?;3) (or rather ( ;) in the
them odynam ical lin it). Figure :2:, which show s the sin—
gl particke spectrum for the two-hole GS for di erent
t? and t%, dem onstrates that this is lndeed exactly what
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FIG.2: Siglk particle spectrum for the 5 4 cluster with

two holes. Param eter values are J=t= 0:5;, £=*=0 (Left)
and J=t = 05:; t%=t= 02, t°%=t = 0:1 Right). Only the
parts near the Fem ienergy Er =t 15 are shown.

happens. There is a clear analogy between the spectra
for the doped case and half- 1ling, the dispersion of the
quasiparticle peak being essentially unchanged. There
are two m apr changes, both of whom could have been
expected: rst, peaks wih a higher binding energy be-
com e rather di use, which is nothing but the fam iliar
Landau-dam ping. Second, the peaks at (4?;5) and (to
a lesser extent) at (2?;5) cross to the IPES spectrum .
Tt should be noted that due to nitesize e ects there is
alwaysa signi cant gap between the PES and IPE S soec—
trum of nite clusters —after all the electron num bers of
Iniialand nalstate dierby a nie fraction (10% In
the present case). It is therefore In possible to decide,
w hether the gap is sin ply a nie=size e ect or due to
the stripe form ation. The only deviation from this ideal
rigidband behaviour is the appearance of high-energy
PES peaks along (0; ) ! (; ). The interpretation
of these peaks, however, is straightforward: In inverse
photoen ission, an electron is necessarily inserted into a
din er occupied by a single electron. The soins of the
tw o electrons then can couple either to a singlet —which
means the IPES process lads back to the spin-Peierls
Yacuum ’ —orto a triplet ~which m eansthe IPE S process
leavesthe systam in a spin-excited state. The IPE S peaks
along 0; ) ! (; ) presum ably origihate from the lat-
terprocess (We note that exactly the sam e holds true also
for the Usual ground state of the t-J m odel, see @-]_:]) .
Taken together, the data presented so far dem onstrate,
that the spin-Peierls order in the striped phase is the
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FIG.3: Left: Singleparticle spectral function from bond-

operator theory pri‘=t= 0:1,t%=t= 005, theFem ienergy
(verical line) corresponds to a hole density of 0:16.

R ight: Single hole dispersion (top) and m om entum distriou—
tion n k) (pottom ) for5 4 and the sam e param eters.

key to understand its single particle spectra. N eglecting
subtleties such as the possible form ation of a Luttinger
liquid along the str:ipesﬁ_i], the possble condensation of
d-like hole pairs along the stripes t_z_g:] or the form ation of
various kinds of order param eter[_ZQ], the spectra show,
that the system can be described by the dispersion for
a singke hole n a spin-P eierls background being lled up
wih holes. Thereby the momentum ( ;3) where the
band crosses the Fem i energy is independent of £° and
t? - the reason is sinply that irrespective of t° and t%
the digpersion is symm etric under re ection by the lne
0;3) ! (;3) due to the underlying spin-P elerls order.

W e now want to use this (rather oversim pli ed) sce—
nario to discuss the experinental ARPES spectra on
Lai»gNdp.eSr.a12Cul 4 E_]_;] To com pute the ull ARPES
spectrum weneed the ©llow Ing representation ofthe elec—
tron annihilation operator:

ky Y
+

k
os() h ish (&) nY

2 ;odi 2 S : (2)

1
Q(; = p_—
2

T hereby g is the backfolded version’ ofk, so as to take
Into account that the Brillouin zone of the spin-Pelerls
phassis [ ; ] [ 3;3]. Equation {J) is readily veri-
ed by taking m atrix elm ents of both sides between Fi
and j ; 1i. The spectralweight of a given quasiparticle
branch then isw = #1 , cos®)+ v, sn()f. I
Fjgure-'_IJ. the spectra for the symm etricm om enta (kg ;ky)
and (y;ky) have been averaged, as would be appropri-



ate foran ARPE S experin ent on a com pound w ith do—
m ains ofdi erent singlet direction ItLll T he experim ental
ARPES spectrum should be com pared to the parts ofthe
soectrum below the Fem ienergy, indicated as the ver—
tical line in Fjgure-';. A long the (1;1) direction there is
a band dispersing upw ards and disappearing halfway be-
tween (0;0) and ( ; ). Thisisactually not a Fem ilevel
crossing —the digpersion oftheband actually bendsdow n—
wards again affer passing through (3;3) —but rather
a vanishing of the spectral weight due to a destructive
Interplay betiween the coe clents (U x ;v x) and the
form factors’ (cos (- ky ),1s1n(—)) of the dim er ferm jons.
T he situation along (1 1) thus is sin ilar to the rem nant
Ferm i surface’ In the half- lled com pounds@:'_‘a]. Along
(;0)! (; ) there are two Yeal Femn 1 surface cross—
ings, which are symm etric around ( ;3). Again due to
m atrix elem ent e ects, the onebetween ( ;3) and ( ; )
has an all spectral weight, which would probably render
it unobservabl in an ARPE S experim ent. Spectroscop—
ically’ the system thuswould look very m uch lke having
a single Fem i surface sheet near ( ;0) running J:ough]y
parallelto (1;0) (seeFJgured and disappearingas (5i3)
is approached. C om pared to experin ent, the band cross—
ngalng ( ;0) ! (; ) istoo araway from ( ;0) -1
should be noted, how ever, that in the actualstripe phase
the hole density is Inhom ogeneous, so that the hole den—
sity W ithin’ the stripes —which probably detemm ines the
area of the cigar - is higher than average. C karly, this
would shift the Fem isurface crossing towards ( ;0).No
crossing should be seen along (1;1), only a band dis-
persing upw ards and disappearing som ehwerebelow E¢ .
T he agreem ent w ith exper:im ent would be alm ost perfect
if the band portion near ( ;0) were slightly m oved up—
ward com pared to the band m axin um near (2,2 —such
ne details are probably beyond our very sin ple bond-
operator calculation. To com pare to the data of Zhou
et al Figure :;3' also show s the m om entum distribution

nk)= 2 T\ (k;!)d! obtained from the cluster diag—
onalization. This shows som e anisotropy, with in par-
ticular a Yidge’ of alm ost constant n k) running along
(1;0). The crossshaped character is not as pronounced
as in the experim ent, but this is sjmp]y due to the bar-

tial occupation’ ofthe m om entum ( =i ), which crosses
only partially from PES to IPES, see FJgured nd thus
retains a relatively Jargen (k). N evertheless onem ay say,
that when com bined w ith the sin ple bond-operator the—
ory, the num erical data give a good description of the
exper:m entaldata on LajpgN do 651p.12Cu0 4.

In summ ary, num erically exact diagonalization resuls
show, that the 2D t-J model w ith next-nearest neigh—
bor hopping tem s appropriate to describe hole doped
cuprates has a soin-P eferls phase which leads to the for-
m ation of pronounced holestripes. G iven that stripes
are an experim ental fact in cupratesij] and that the den—
sity m atrix renom alization group calculations on much
larger clustersofthe t-dm odeli_d, -'_Sli] have also shown clear
evidence for stripes, onem ay be con dent that thesehole—
stripes are indeed representative for those In the buk
system . T he single particle spectrum in the stripe phase
then is found to be In good agreem ent wih a simpl
bond-operator theory for hole motion In a spin-Peierls
phase, thus providing further evidence for the intim ate
relationship between spin-P eferls odering and stripe for-
m ation. Upon doping, holes accum ulate near the top
of the single-hole dispersion, to sin plest approxin ation
form ing cigar-shaped pockets centered on the comer of
the spin-Peierls Brillouin zone at ( ; 2) — the latter in
i1l agreem ent w ith bond-operator theory {19, 20]. The
notion of a Fem i surface should not be taken too lit—
eral, because close to Er the stripe form ation is lkely to
change this sin ply freeparticlke picture drastically, but
all in allthe quasiparticle dispersion and spectralweight
distrbution ofthe stripe phase as seen in the sin ulations
are In good agreem ent w ith ARPE S experin ents.
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