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Abstract

W e have calculated S (g) and the single particle distribution function < ng >
forN holsin thet J modelon a non{squarep 8 P 32 16{site lattice w ith
periodic boundary conditions. W e jastify the use of this lattice by appealing
to results obtained from the conventional4d 4 16{site cluster, and an undoped
32{site system , each having the fiill square symm etry of the buk. This new
cluster has a high density of K points along the diagonal of reciprocal space,
viz. along K = k (1;1). The resuls clearly dem onstrate that when the single

hol prcblem has a ground state w ith a system m om entum ofK = ( ); the
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resulting ground state for N holes involves a shift of the peak of the system s
structure factor away from the antiferrom agnetic state g= ( ; ). This shift
e ectively increases continuously with N .W hen the single hol problem has
a ground state w ith a m om entum that isnot equalto K = (3;3); som ething
that m ay easily be accom plished through the use ofthet t° J modelw ith
t%t sm alland positive, then the above{m entioned Incom m ensurability for N

holes isnot found { them axinum ofS (g) ram ainsatg= ( ; ) PrallN.The
resuls for the ncom m ensurate ground states can be understood in tem s of
rigid{band 1ling: the e ective occupation of the single hole K = ( 57 3)

states is dem onstrated by the evaluation ofthe singl particle m om entum dis—
tribution finction < ng > . Unlke previous studies, we show that orthem any
hole ground state the occupied m om entum states are indeed K = ( 57 5)

states. T hese conclusions are In agream ent w ith the predictions for the spiral
phase m ade by Shrain an and Siggia. Further, our resuls dem onstrate that

In som e instances In portant results ofm oderately doped C uO , planes can be

predicted from a know ledge of the properties of weakly doped planes.
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I. NTRODUCTION :

The Cu0, plane based high {tem perature superconductors have anom alous nom alstate
properties, and it is probable that a com plete theory of the superconducting instability w ill
rst require a theory of this phase. O ne part of the nom al state puzzle involves the spoin
dynam ics, and in La, x Sr,Cu0, orx = 0:075; 0:14 and x = 0:15 recent experin ents []{{3]
have dem onstrated the existence of ncom m ensurate m agnetic uctuations. An explanation
of these results is an outstanding theoretical problem .

O ne theoretical starting point for these m aterdals is the strong coupling lim it of the
Hubbard m odel f], and it has been argued that the smplrt J model {] adequately
represents the in portant low {energy physics of these system s. Then, the question is: do
the predictions of the nom al state properties extracted from the t J m odel agree w ith
experin ent? Herewe shall focus on the predictions ofthem agnetic features ofthese system s
that can be m ade from the strong{coupling lim it. Num erous theoretical treatm ents @{[L1]
of this problem have indeed suggested that some form of a m agnetic instability towards
an inocom m ensurate phase m ay arise in this m odel. Unfortunately, not all of these theories
agree w ith one another, so m ore work is required to clarify the situation.

A s elaborated In a review by D agotto [L]], one avenue by which theorists m ay scrutinize
theoretical predictions involres the use of exact diagonalization technigues. This allow s
for the com plte determ mnation of all eigenstates of a given system . The lim itation of this
m ethod is sin ply the rather an all system s that can be studied, and thus com parisons of
theory to experin ents on bulk system s can be quite lim ited. P rogress is being m ade, and
recent sophisticated techniques have been developed to treat som ew hat Jarger H ibert soaces.
One nite{size scaling study [[[B] ofa doped t J m odelyielded the encouraging result that
the comm only used 4 4 16{site square lattice has only anall nite size e ects, at least
for one holk.

An exact diagonalization study ofthe t J m odel for a variety of carrer densities was

perform ed by M oreo et al. @]. T hese studies were conducted before the above{m entioned



experin ents []{§], and thusM oreo et al. ocussed on a search for an incom m ensurate phase
that was stable In the them odynam ic lin . W e now know that the incom m ensurability is
only found in the spin dynam ics, and thusdi erent questions are In portant. To be speci c:
(1) what kind of ncomm ensurability (ifany) is actually found n thet J model, and (i)
w hat are the underlying states that the carrers occupy when in such a state?

To m ake clkar the relevance of the latter question, consider that using thet J m odel
Shrain an and Siggia [§] have predicted the developm ent of an incom m ensurate spiral phase
as a CuO, plne is doped away from half Iling. Implict In the developm ent of their
theory of the spiral phase is the assum ption that at very low doping levels the carrers
approxin ately exist In m om entum states corresoonding to the ground state of the one{hol
problam . (T he one{holk problm has been studied using a variety of techniques, and it is

wellknown [3{L7] that the ground state hasa system momentum K = ( . Thishas

37 3)
been con m ed by various exact diagonalization studies[IR], including the nite{size scaling
work E] m entioned above.) Thus, the resilience of som e form of rigid band 1ling around
so{called hol pockets is crucial if the instability suggested by Shrain an and Siggia is to
be validated. Since recent photoeam ission work @] on Y B a,C u30 435 have found partial
evidence for the holk pocket picture In the low doping regin e, this question is clearly very
In portant.

The potential sucoess of Ref. 6 In predicting the m agnetic features of the m oderately
doped high T. superconductors is related to an even bigger and m ore In portant question:
can lessons leamed from studying the properties of the weakly doped C uO , planes, eg: the
single hole problem , be usaed to correctly extrapolate to higher doping levels? W e now know
that at Jeast for an allbut nonzero doping levels thism ay be the case: For one hol localized
by a divalent Sr im purity, theory has predicted the ground state L3{2]]. The m agnetic
com ponent of the ground state was identi ed ], and based on the above{m entioned sem i
classical eld theory of Shrain an and Siggia [Ip] it was realized that a two{fold degenerate
non{coplanar soin texture was present. (This spin statem ay be thought of as that resulting

from a particular superposition of ferrom agnetic bonds B3] in a 2D antiferrom agnetic lat-



tice P1].) Then, experin ent showed P3]that such a m odel P4,23] correctly reproduced the

zero{tam perature antiferrom agnetic correlation length. M ore recently it was dem onstrated

that this is also true rnonzero tem peratures PJ]. Lastly, ushg LaNQR [P4] it has recently

been observed that at very low dopings and low tem peratures, coexisting w ith long{ranged

antiferrom agnetic order is a transverse soin freezing — the tem perature at which the freez-
ing occurs m ay be analytically predicted R7] using either the sam iclassical eld theory, or
accurately predicted num erically 7] using the m odelem ployed in Ref. 25. T hese successes

suggest that perhaps one m ight be abl to continue to extrapolate the sam iclassical theory

to even higher doping levels, and this possibility, along w ith the experin ents [l] consistent

w ith the spiralphase §], were the initialm otivation for this paper.

Thus, here we w ill present two correlation fiinctions m easured using ground states ob-—
tained from an exact diagonalization study of the t J model for m etallic densities of
carriers. W e focus on the two questions m entioned above, viz: (i) is there any evidence
that at non{zero doping kvels the ground state or the t J m odel displays any hints of
Incom m ensurability, and (i) if so, which singlke{partick states are occupied in the incom —
m ensurate phase. O ur results w ill provide som e jisti cation for the spiral phase argum ents
m ade by Shrain an and Siggia, as well as for the sim ilarties of the ground states for the
weak and m oderate doping regin es. O ur paper is organized as follow s. In xIT we introduce
the cluster on which the exact diagonalization determ ination ofthe ground state was accom —
plished. W e justify the use of this non{standard, non{square lattice by appealing to exact
diagonalization resuls obtained on other lattices possessing the full square sym m etry of the
plane. In xXITI we describe the m agnetic properties of N holes subgct to thet J model
for this cluster; we focus on the static structure factor, S (g), and show that as the cluster
is doped, the peak In S () shifts away from the antiferrom agnetic wave vector. Then, in
XIV we considerthet t° J model, and dem onstrate what happens when the singlk holk

ground state has a crystalm om entum that isnotatK = ( 7): sin ply, the above m en—
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tioned incom m ensurability isno longer found. In XV we analyse the occupation ofthe singlke

particle m om entum states { we show that for the one, two, three, and four hole system s,



the occupation of the associated m om entum  states is not unlike the situation that would be
predicted via rgid band 1ling argum ents. F nally, in XV I we discuss our num erical results,

focusing on com parisons to other theories and previous exact diagonalization studies.

IT.DESCRIPTION AND PROPERTIES OF NON {SQUARE 16{SITE CLUSTER:

E xact diagonalization isnow a fam iliar technique by which studies of system sw ith sn all
H ibert spaces can be carrded out. For two{din ensional, S = % quantum spin system s (n—
cluding doped quantum antiferrom agnets, a strong{coupling m odelofthe high {tem perature
superconductors) the m ost comm only studied H ibert space corresponds to a square 4 4
cluster w ith periodic boundary conditions. Since a cluster of spins is supposed to represent
a portion ofthe buk ofthe crystal, it has alwaysbeen thought to be desirabl to ensure that
the symm etry of the buk be m aintained In the cluster. In this section we w ill ntroduce a
non {square cluster of 16 soins w ith periodic boundary conditions. T hen, we w ill justify the
use of this lattice by com paring to resuls for clisters which have the fiill square symm etry,
and, In fact, we w ill see that som e of the unphysical results cbtained w ith the square 16{site
cluster are elin lnated when our non{square clister is used.

Figure 1 shows a cluster of sites which represent a amall portion of a buk, two{
din ensional square lattice; In total, it contains 32 sites. A Iso, this cluster has the full
dm m point group symm etry of the bulk lattice (though ocbviously not the translational pe—
riodicity of the In nite square Jattice). W e in pose periodic boundary conditions on this
cluster, and this yields the reciprocal lattice vectors shown in F ig. 2a.

O ur non{square 16{site lattice is also shown in Fig. 1 { it is outlined by the rectanglk
ebngated along the (1,1) direction, and m ay be referred to as a P33 P32 ntrie. learly,
it has a Jower poInt group symm etry, viz: it only possesses a centre of inversion sym m etry.
Im posing periodic boundary conditions, the reciprocal lattice vectors for this cluster are
shown In Fig. 2b { note that due to the Jack of square symm etry of this clusterK = (k,;ky)

is not necessarily equivalent to (ky;ky).



O urm otivation for choosing this cluster istwo fold. F irstly, we w ish to dope this Jattice
and determ Ine whether or not there is any sign of lncom m ensurability in the m any{holk
ground state. If the ordering wave vector shifts continuously W ith doping) away from the
ordering w ave vector for the com m ensurate antiferrom agnetic insulator state, viz:g= ( ; ),
then we should em ploy a cluster that hasasm any reciprocal Jattice vectorsclosseto ( ; ) as
possbl. A sseen In Fig. 2b, ournon {square 16{site lattice has a m ultitude ofk points along
the zone diagonalthat are cose to ( ; ), viz: k= (; ); &i3)iGiz), and k= (5i7).
Secondly, if any nocomm ensurability is found in our studies, we wish to understand the
origin of the possble mstability that lads to the lnocomm ensurate state. Thus, f we are
going to scrutinize the above m entioned theories, we should not elin inate the proposed
progeniors of the ncom m ensurability. H ere we shall focus on whether or not the holes tend
to form m any-hole wave fiinctions that are essentially constructed from a rigid band Iling
of the associated one{hol ground states. The In portant (low energy) one hol states are
K= (;0);and K = Giz)s and as shown In Fig. 2b, our non-square 16{site cluster does
Indeed possess both of these reciprocal Jattice vectors. T hus, the 16{site non {square cluster
shown in Fig. 1 is ideal for our purposes if its Jack of square sym m etry does not produce

any anom alous resuls; we now show that this is indeed the case.

A .Behaviour of the Undoped N on{Square 16{Site C luster:

W e have evaluated the ground state, and rst excited state, forthe 32 and 16{site clusters
shown In Fig. 1, aswellas orthe common 4 4 square cluster, for the antiferrom agnetic
Ham iltonian

H=J S; Sj 2.1)

<ij>
when an S = % soin isplaced at every site of the cluster, and periodic boundary conditions
are used. For all three clusters the ground state was a K = 0 sihglkt; Por the two 16{site

clusters, the ground state energies per spin were found to be very close to one another:



-7018 forthe 4 4 cluster, and -.7085 for the non{standard 16{site cluster. Further, the

rst excited state for all three clusters was always found tobe ak = ( ; ) trplt; for the
two 16{site clusters them ass gap (per site) was found to be very close: 0723 orthe 4 4
cluster, and .0740 for the non{square cluster.

W e are interested in the m agnetic structure factor of the doped lattice; thus, we must
be sure that the non{square 16{site cluster does not yield any anom alous resuls for this
quantity. The m agnetic structure factor corresoonds to

h

1 n X i . n
S @ = 5 <6553 et Vs s, Bs;> 22)

1]
where 5 S}‘; > isthe ground state forn holeshaving system m om entum K, and N isthe total
num ber of sites. In Fig. 3 we show this quantity for all three clusters; since the reciprocal
lattice points do not always overlap, the com parison can only be m ade at certain points. It
is clear that all three clusters give the sam e general features. Further, and m ost in portantly
to this study, for the g along the zone diagonal, the 32{site cluster and our non-square 16{
site cluster have very sin flar static structure factors. For exampl, forg= (;;;) allthree

clusters have near identical values of S (g) .
Tt is apparent from these resuls that no anom alous features arise when the non{square

cluster is used for an undoped H eisenberg H am iltonian; we now consider the doped cluster.

B .Behaviour of the D oped N on{Square 16{Site C luster:

W e have Investigated thet J model, de ned by

X X 1
H = t %cj + hc: +J (Sl Sj Zninj) (23)

< i3> < ij>

wherewe chooset= 1 and J = 4, as representative ofa C uO , plane. T he operators c}’ H
are the creation and annihilation operators, respectively, corresoonding to the H ibert space
w hich hasbeen reduced by having had alldoubly occupied sites integrated out; the notation

< i;§> inplies that only near{neighbour pairs are summ ed over.



W e added a sihglke hole to thehalf{f Ilkd, antiferrom agnetic insulator; then, them inin um
energy state was detem Ined for every allowed system momentum for both sixteen site
clusters. The results, cast in the orm of a \band" structure, are shown In Fig. 4. The
variation of energy w ith respect to wave vector is seen to be sim ilar for the two clusters,
although the band w idth for the non{square cluster is am aller than for the square cluster.

0O ne Intriguing advantage to the use of the non {square cluster is quickly recognized from
these resuls. To be speci ¢, forone holk and thet J Ham iltonian, use ofthe4 4 square
cluster yields the entirely unphysical result that all statesw ith system momenta K= ( ;0)

and ( ) (@nd, of course, those K points related to these by the 4m m square symm etry) are
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degenerate; a proofof this fact m ay be found elsswhere P§]. This is unfortunate since these
two states w illbe non {degenerate in the buk lin it. Further, theory predicts that these two
states are the two lowest energy states assum ed by a single hole. O ur non{square 16{site
cluster is very useful in that it contains all of these K points, and also has a su ciently
an all H ibert space such that the one hol states can be accessed, but there isno arti cial
(geom etry { in posed) degeneracy between K = ( ;0) and K = (5;5). From Fig. 4 i is seen
that the single hole ground state for the non{square cluster is K = Giz),and ( ;0) isan
excited state; this is consistent w ith the conclusions that have been reached regarding the
single hole problem [[§[L4]. (O ne persistent disadvantage found when using this cluster for
one holk is that fork, k, = , the m ninum energy states are degenerate; the same
phenom enon occurs for the square 16{site cluster. O nly the degeneracy along ky + k, =
found in the square 16{site cluster is ram oved when we use the non{square clister.)

Sum m arizing this section, we have introduced a non {square 16{site cluster w ith periodic
boundary conditions. Im portant reciprocal lattice points are present In this lattice, and in

com parison to the square 4 4 16{site cluster certain arti cial degeneracies are lifted. No

anom alous results were found for the undoped or singly doped non {square clister.



ITIT.NCOMMENSURABILITY VS.NUM BER OF HOLES:

W e have used exact diagonalization to nd the ground state ofthet J Ham iltonian for
the non{square 16{site cluster for one through four holes R3J; this corresponds to doping
kvelsofx = 0625 tox = 25, and covers the experim ental range of interest for system s that
have displayed incom m ensurability f]{3].

The ground states, ort= 1l and J = 4, orN = 1 and 2 holes have crystalm om enta
K= (Giz)iand (; );respectively. For 3 holks the ground state is highly degenerate
at the Pllow ing reciprocal lattice points:  ( ;0); ( 3-;7); ( 3i3); ( 7i%); and

(0; ). For4 holks the ground state is found to correspond to m om enta (5 ig ).

W e have calculated the static structure factor, de ned in Eq. 2), and our resuls are
shown in Fig. 5. Them axinum ofS (g) occurs at a wave vectorwhich shiftsfrom ( ; ) (the
antiferrom agnetic wave vector) for one and two holes, to (37 ;37) for three holes, to Gi3)
for four holes. N ote that for ground states w ith non{zero crystal m om enta, one should
perform an average over the set of ground state wave fiinctions that are degenerate (due to
the degeneracy of the ground state w ith respect to di eringK points); here, for 1, 2, and 4
holes, due to the Jack ofm irror sym m etry about the x and y axes for our non { square cluster,
this does not change the resuls that are obtained when perform ing this average, viz: only K
and K are degenerate, and S (g) is Insensitive to w hich ofthese ground state eigenfunctions
is used. For 3 hols the sam e structure factor is obtained for all of the degenerate wave
vectors.)

A s the second hol is added, all that happens is a reduction of the antiferrom agnetic
correlations —thism ay also be ssen In another correlation finction, viz: the relative decrease
of the near{neighbour spin{spin correlation function < S; S; > . Then, for three and four
holes, an essentially continuous shift In peak position occurs; the continuous shift in wave
vector is seen to m In ic the experim ents of Cheong et al: ]. Form ore than fourholks, S (g)
isessentially at, ndicating the e ective loss of m agnetic correlations In the heavily doped

m aterials.
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Tt would be desirable to be ablk to perform the sam e search for ncom m ensurability on a
lattice w ith a high density ofK pointsaround ( ; ) such that the neighbouring K pointswere
along the (1;0) and/or (0;1) direction; this is the direction of the incomm ensurate chifts
found experin entally []. However, the only lattice @ ith a sn allnum ber of sites, and thus
approprate for exact diagonalization studies ofa m ultiply doped cluster) is that ofa ladder
ofwidth two —this cluster would In no way approxin ate the buk lattice, and thuswemust
be content w ith a search for lncom m ensurabilities along the zone diagonal. Further, it has
been suggested, n a weak ocoupling theory, that one cannot reproduce the experin entally
observed shifts In a one{band m odel; instead, a threeband m odel is required to produce the
necessary nesting [3Q]. Even ifwe had used a three{band m odel, the nature of our cluster
still restricts us to the st of K points explored here, and thus we do not believe studies
of S (@) on nite clusters in the strong coupling lim it could yield m ore Infom ation on the
noom m ensurability than we have found until the technical cbstaclkes associated w ith doping
a 32, or 36{site cluster [[33]]] w ith m any hols are overcom e - this m ay never be possible.
Further, only w ith such progress could the nite{size scaling be carried out to scrutinize the
observation J]that a very weak logarithm icm axinum ofS (g) exists at the lncom m ensurate

w ave vectors.

IV.INCOMMENSURABILITY IN THE t t* UMODEL:

W e have considered the ground state ofthet t° J model Thism odel corresponds to

the H am iltonian of Eq. 23) augm ented w ith a next nearest neighbour hopping:

Ho= * & & + hxc: 4.1)

< ;10>
where 1 is a next near neighbour to i. T he inclusion ofthisnew tem hasbeen m otivated in
a variety ofways B3{B4J; here i is extrem ely usefilin show ing how the incom m ensurability
dem onstrated in the above section is changed when the crystalm om entum associated w ith

the single hole problem is shiffed away from K = (5;5). Fort= l:and J = 4, we have

11



added a am allpositive %, viz. t= 2, and ©und the ground state for our non {square 16{site
cluster. The ground state m om entum is no longer at K = (5;5 ), but now is found to be
atk = ( ;0). Thisbehaviour is consistent w ith the band{structure predictions for a holke
m oving In an inert background.

InFig. 6weshow S (g ©rl,2,3,and 4 hoks, orthet t° J model, using them odel
param eters given above. It is clearly seen that the maxinum of the m agnetic structure
factor is always at the antiferrom agnetic wave vector, viz. g = ( ; ). As the cluster is
progressively doped, all that happens is a suppression of the antiferrom agnetic correlations
—no shift of S () to wave vectors neighbouring the antiferrom agnetic ( ; ) is found. @s
m entioned above, this is also found when studying the near{neighbour soin {son correlation
function < S; Sy >.) This is In marked contrast to the behaviour found in the above
section: cf. Fig. 5. This sin ple dem onstration seem s to suggest that in the strong{coupling
Iim it the form ation of an Incom m ensurate phase requires the single hole problem to have is

ground statem om entum equaltoK = (5

5i3)- W enow exam Ine the single particlem om entum

distrbution function to show why this is so.

V.MOMENTUM DISTRIBUTION FUNCTIONS:

In theprevioustw o sectionswe have displayed results obtained from exact diagonalization
studies that provide evidence for lnocom m ensurate correlations in the strong coupling lin it of
a two{din ensional doped antiferrom agnetic insulator when the single hol ground state was
ocated atk =  (5i3). The question that naturally arises is: w hy does the one hole state so
profoundly a ect them any hole features? In this section we w ish to show that one can also
use the exact diagonalization results to suggest the progenitor of this incom m ensurability,
and subsequently answer this question via a study of the electron and hol m om entum
distribution fiinctions.

O ur approach is very sim ilar to one em ployed by Stephan and Horsch B3], as well as

that m ore recently given in a very clear presentation m ade by D .Ing B4] - in cur work we

12



shall follow the notation ofD ing. One de nes the electron distribution function by

<n @@ >=< cé

& >t ©d1)
Sin ilarly, a hole m om entum distrbution fiinction can be de ned:
<ﬁ(q)>=<qqe;>: 62)

Note that in using this de nition, the hole distrbution function inclides a spin dex, a
feature nduced by the constraint of no double occupancy — this property is explained by
D ing B§]. W e wish to track the electron and hole occupations as our cluster is doped from
one to our holes. To be speci ¢, we wish to ascertain which electron and hole states are
occupied as the lncom m ensurability found in the previous section develops.

If one exam ines these distribution fiinctions orthe t= 0 ground states discussed above,
one must overcom e m ore unphysical degeneracies; eyg:, the four hoke < n (g) > has de-
generate values for ¢ g, = . Further, the analysis is greatly com plicated by the
degeneracy (W ith respect to the wave vector) of the m any {holk ground states; eyg:, the un-
physical degeneracy of the 3 hol state. This problem for the non{square 16{site cluster
isunique to thepuret J model. To ram ove it one can add the second near{neighbour
hopping t¥ ntroduced in V] — it is known that this hopping am plitude is of opposite sign
to that of the near neighbour hopping BJ]. W e have chosen t*~t = i for a number of
reasons: (i) with this addition the degeneracies of the m any hole ground states are lifted,
(i) the singk hol ground state remains at K = (%;3), and In com parison to the 2= 0
system , the ordering of the lIow energy excited states is not changed, and (iii) the two and
four hole ground states becom e K = 0 states, a property that one certainly would expect
a buk system with an even number of holes to possess. A s an exam pl of the ussfiilness
of including the second near neighbour hopping, note that when t° = 0, the three holk
ground state on our non{square 16{site cluster is degenerate at the ollow Ing wave vectors:

( 50 (%59 (5i3)i (5:%)i 0; ).Then,whent’= i isadded,one nds

that this unphysical degeneracy is lifted and the ground state occurs at 7). Wewish

57
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to stress that identical conclusions to the ones presented below can be reached forany an all
and negative £ B7].

Forl,2,3,and4holkesththet t° IJmodelwiht= 1,J= #4,andt®= :,on ournon{
square 16{site cluster the ground state is found to occuratk = (3 ;5); 0;0); (3; 3 );and
(0;0), respectively. T hen, the electron and m om entum distrbution functions are as shown
In Figs. 7,8, 9, and 10. For an odd number ofholeswe show both soin com ponents of the
distrlbution functions; for an even number we show juist one of the two soin com ponents
for both the elctrons and holes (since the up and down soin distributions are equivalent).
Various sum rules, etc., associated w ith these num bers are discussed at length by D ing [34].
T he positioning of these numbers in the gures corresoonds to the allowed wave vectors of
the non{square 16{site cluster, as shown in Fig. 2b.

T he one hole ground state which was found in the subspace of the totalm agnetization
being %2) clkarly show s the Jarge occupation of the electron states w thin the antiferrom ag—
netic Brillouin zone ([de ned by fj+ 3, J= ) exospt for electrons and holes at the wave

vector of the ground state, ie. K = (5 ;5); only one of these electron states is found to
be occupied. This is the sam e result as was ©und by D ing [34], and show s that one m ay
associate the m om entum of the ground state, and the m om entum of the holk state, to be
one and the sam e for one hok even in the strong coupling lim it. A Iso, a com parison of our
Fig. 7 and Fig. 4 of D ing B§] provides evidence that our non{square 16{site cluster has
amomentum distrbution function that behaves in a sin ilar fashion to that found for the
square 4 4 cluster.

Thetwo hole ground state isa K = 0 state which was found in the subspace of zero total
m agnetization), and as F ig. 8 show s, the occupied ekctron states are w ithin the antiferro—
m agnetic B rilloudn zone except for states at the wave vector of the one hole ground states,
ie. Kk = (Gi7). Now, unlke the one hol ground state, only holes occupy these states.
T his is precisely the distribbution function that one would expect based on rigid band 1lling
argum ents: the m lninum energy states for one hok are at K = (5;5), and now fortwo

holesboth ofthese states are occupied by holes. A 1so, thisisa very di erent conclision from
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that reached by Stephan and Horsch BJ] whose results on a twenty site lattice suggested
that the single hole problem had little to do w ith the m any hole ground state. Thism ay be
understood In part because for their lattice the inportant  (;; ) states are not present
- see the discussion in ¥/ J.

W e have used a am all negative t° to lift the unphysical one hole degeneracies, and it
is these degeneracies that caused the di erence between our resuls, shown in Fig. 8, and
those of D .ng [B4], for two holes; this is a fiirther exam ple of the usefiilness of including t°.
D Ing found that thet J two hole ground state was degenerate at K = (0;0); ( ;0); and

©; ) orthe square 4 4 lattice. The inclusion ofa sm allnegative t° lifts this degeneracy
and m akes the ground state a K = 0 state. Then, an analysis of the electron and hole
distrdoution finction clkarly show s the occupation of the ( 57 ) states, oconsistent w ith
rigid band lling. This is to be com pared w ith the occupation ofthe ( ;0); (0; ) states
that D ing found in his¥ = 0, t°= 0 ground state.

T he three hole ground state which was again found In the subspace of the totalm agne-
tization being %2) isatk = (5; 3 ), and the electron and hole distribution fuinctions are
shown In Fig. 9. In com parison to the two hole cass, we now see that the third hol occupies
the sam em om entum state as the crystalm om entum ofthe ground state, while the rsttwo
holes are still found to occupy the  (5;3) states. This is again consistent w ith rigid band

Iling. To disgplay this we have provided the m ininum energy states for one holk in the
t t Jmodelin Tabl I.Note that the rst excited state within the antiferrom agnetic
Brllouin zone isat K = Gi 3z),and is thus the state that one would expect the third
hole to occupy. Figure 9 is a vivid dem onstration of the hok pockets that one would expect
from rigid band Iling argum ents.

T he our hole ground state which was found in the subspace of zero m agnetization) is
a K = 0 state. It has electron and m om entum distrdoution functions, as displayed In F ig.
10, very sim ilar In character to those of the fewer hole states. H ol pockets around the four
momenta (;; 5)areclkarly in evidence; som e sn alltendency tow ards an expansion ofthe

podkets to form a closed fermm isurface m ay be seen. T his is consistent w ith the assum ption
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[L4] that the band structure around the antiferrom agnetic zone faces is very  at along the
zone boundary, but steep towards the K = 0 point. These resuls are also suggestive of a
crossover from hole pocket states to a Luttinger liquid B§], although this sin ple set of data
from a nie cluster can in no way be considered to conclisively answer such an in portant

question.

VI.DISCUSSION :

W e have suggested the use of a non{square 16{site cluster which includes all the in -
portant reciprocal lattice points for the one holk problam , and lifts certain unphysical de—
generacies. W e have shown that no anom alous resuls are found for this cluster, and have
doped it with a snall number of holes. The m agnetic structure factor clearly show s the
m ovam ent of its peak w ith carrer density rem iniscent of an incom m ensurate phase. Since
we are only working with a nite cluster, and are ncapabl ofdoinga nite scaling analysis
w ith these results, we cannot be sure whether these correlations survive in the bulk lim it,
but experin ents suggest that only dynam ical (ie. short{ranged) correlations remain. W e
w ill present the dynam ic structure factor or this m odel In a future publication, and this
will allow for a m ore direct com parison w ith experin ent.

W e have studied the electron and hole distribution fnctions for the m any hole problem .
T hey provide clkar evidence of the developm ent of hole pockets near the ground state wave
vectors of the one hole problam ; as the doping Increases it seem s quite possble that the holk
podkets disappear, and a Fem i surface cbeying Luttinger’s theoram results. On the basis
of an assum ption of (i) the strong coupling lim i, (ii) the one hol ground state's character,
viz:that t isa K = (7 3) state producing long{ranged dipolar soin distortions, and

(iil) the existence of such holk pockets, Shrain an and Siggia [4] proposed the presence ofan
Incom m ensurate spiral phase —our resuls strongly support their theory.
O ur resuls contrast w ith earlier studies of these sam e questions. Firstly, M oreo et al:

[4] did not nd rbust evidence of ncom m ensurability when the doping Jkvel of a square
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4 4 cluster describbed by thet J model. OurFig. 5 seem to be very direct evidence of
such an underlying instability. In contrast to our use of S (), D agotto et al: BJ] has used
the dynam ic structure factor for a variety ofholk 1llings, and did not nd any evidence of
Incom m ensurability. C learly, ouruse ofa cluster that lncludes allofthe in portant reciprocal
Jattice vectors, and a high density ofK points around the antiferrom agnetic w ave vector, has
allowed us to m ake a m ore direct study of this problem .

The work of Stephan and Horsch [BJ] has been considered by som e fQ] to have clearly
dem onstrated that the single hole problem has nothing to do w ith the higher doping lkevels
of interest. To be speci ¢, their two holk work showed a Luttinger Ligquid with a clear
Fem i surface, and no hint of hole pockets. Their work was conducted on a number of
di erent clusters. O ur work brings Into question the absoluteness of these conclusions —we
have clear evidence of holk pockets, and a know ledge of the single hole ground and excited
states are found to be all that is necessary to predict the behaviour of the singl particke
m om entum distrbution fiinctions form any holes. T hus, the question that m ust be answered
is: how can tw o studiesusing the sam e technique (exact diagonalization) produce such totally
di erent conclusions? W e feel that because our cluster has the in portantk = i 3)
mom entum states, and it is these states that are required to properly incorporate the dipole{
dipolke interactions associated w ith the spiral instability of Shrain an and Siggia [§], and, we
do indeed nd an incomm ensurability in these ground states, consistent w ith experin ent,
di eringclisters lead todi erent hole{holk Interactions, and these Interactionsm ust strongly
depend on them om entum states that the holes occupy.

To em phasize this latter point, we note that the work ofD ing B4] ked hin to conclude
that som e form of rigid band 1ling did Indeed occur for two holes. He, however, thought
that the two single particke states that combined to produce the two hol ground state
were K = ( ;0); (©; ) states —no hole pockets are then produced. W e found that when
the unphysical degeneracy of these reciprocal lattice points and those at the faces of the
antiferrom agnetic B rillouin zone are lifted (using a sm all negative t%, and thus a di erent

form ofrigid band Iling, one digplaying hole podkets, isproduced. T his isagain an exam plk

17



of the strong dependence of the hole{hol interactions on the underlying single hole ground
and rst few excited states, and the subsequent character of the m any hole ground states.
Our results are ckarly In support of som e ormm of rigid band 1Ing (eyg: s=e Fig. 10),
and thus suggest that know ledge gained from the study ofthe sim pler one holk problm can
(som etim es) be usad to understand instabilities occurring at higher carrier densities; eqg:,
the lncom m ensurate spiral phase [d]. This is sin ilar to conclusions reached previously by
one ofus or the very weakly doped insulator R3{27], and lends credence to studies of other
aspects ofthisproblm , eg: trangoort in the nom alstate, that were based on an assum ption
of rigid band 1ling [l ] having begun w ith a strong{coupling description of doped C u0,

planes.
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FIGURES

FIG .1. The 32{site cluster; the rectangle outlines the non {square 16{site cluster that we focus

on In this paper; this cluster is seen to be half of the 32{site cluster.

FIG . 2. Recprocal lattice vectors for (@) the 32{site cluster, and () our non{square 16{sie

cluster.

FIG .3. A com parison ofthem agnetic structure factor orthe undoped square 4 4 16{site, our
non {square 16{site, and the square 32{sie, clusters. T he reciprocal lattice points are as follow s:

= (0;0); X = (;0);andM=(; ).

FIG .4. Band structures foronehole in the 4 4 and non {square 16{site clusters; we have used

t=1land J= 4.

FIG .5. M agnetic structure factors for one, two, three, and four holes for thet J m odelon

the non {square 16{site cluster.

FIG . 6. M agnetic structure factors for one, two, three, and four hols for the t 2 J model

on the non{square 16{site cluster, w ith tet= 2.

FIG .7. D istrbution functions for (@) electrons, and (o) holes, for the single hole problem . T he
ground state is degenerate at K = (3;5 ), and here we show the distrbution functions for the

k= ( 5) state. The upper (lower) num bers represent the spin up (down) com ponents. The

57
energy param eters ofthet t° J modelaret= 1;t°= d,and J = #4. The square outlines the

antiferrom agnetic B rillouin zone.

FIG . 8. D istrlbbution functions for electrons and hols, for the two hol problm . The ground

state isa K = 0 state. The upper (lower) num bers represent the electrons (holes).

FIG . 9. D istrbution functions for @) electrons, and () hols, for the three hok problem . The

ground state is degenerate at K = (E; 5 ), and here we show the distribution functions for the

k= (3; 3) state. The upper (lower) numbers represent the soin up (down) com ponents.
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FIG .10. D istrbution functions for electrons and holes, for the four holk problem . T he ground

state isa K = 0 state. The upper (lower) num bers represent the electrons (hols).
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