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A bstract

W epresent analyticaland num ericalcalculations for som e exited states
of the frustrated J; {J» spjn—; H eisenberg m odel for linear chains and
square lattices. W e consider the lowest eigenstates in the subspaces de—
tem Ined by the eigenvaluie M of the spin operator S{ ,,;. Because of
the reduced num ber of Ising basis states in the subspaces w ith higher M
we are able to diagonalize system s wih up to N = 144 spins. We nd
evidence that the M arshallP ejerls sign rule survives for a relatively large
frustration param eter J, .

PACS numbers: 75.10.J, 7540M

1 Introduction

W e study theM arshallP ejerlssign rule M P SR) forthe frustrated spin— H eisen—
berg antiferrom agnet
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where IN N 1 and IN N N i denote nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor
bonds on a linear chain or a square lattice.

A ccording to M arshall's early work in 1955 ] we know the relative phases
of the Ising basis states building the ground state wave function of a bipartite
spjn—i H eisenberg antiferrom agnet M P SR, for m ore details see below ). Later
on Lieb and M attis generalized the theorem to arbitrary site spins and bipartite
Jattices w tthout translational sym m etries E,E]. T he know ledge of the sign is of
great in portance for the construction ofvariationalw ave fiinctions (see eg. @])
and for quantum M onte C arlo procedures which m ay have the so-called m inus—
sign problem if the M PSR is violated (see e.g.E]) . In particular, the possble
violation oftheM P SR in frustrated system s is a serious problem for variational
and quantum M onte C arlo procedures.

For the considered m odel @) the M PSR can be proved for J, 0. In the
frustrated m odel (J, > 0) the M PSR can be destroyed [, B, [11. However, in
a recent work E, ﬂ] w e have presented general argum ents that the M P SR m ay
survive for relatively large J, . T hese argum ents are based on exact diagonaliza—
tion resuls for am all clusters (num ber of sites N 24), aswell as on the soin
wave approxin ation. Follow ing these argum ents Zeng and P arkinson ] use
the M PSR as a new way of Investigating the spatial periodicity in the ground
state of frustrated spin chains. Furthem ore, they studied the breakdown ofthe
M PSR as a function of the chain length and the frustrating J,. By nite size
extrapolation they estin ated a nite criticalvalue for § foran in nite chain of
about 0:03J; where the M PSR is violated in the ground state.

Because of the exponential grow th of the num ber of basis states the direct
num erical calculation of the singlet ground state is lim ited to am allclusters and
the conclusions obtained from gn all system s seem not to be quite reliable.

In this paper we exploit the observation that the M PSR holds not only for
the singlet ground state but also forevery low est eigenstate n any subspace w ith
higher quantum numberM N? of the z-com ponent of the total spin. In these
subspaces the num ber ofbasis states is reduced and it is possible to diagonalize
much larger system s. W ith this data an approxin ation to the them odynam ic
lim it ism ore reliable. Below wepresentdata up toN 144 and we can conclude
that the M PSR survives indeed a nite frustration § at least for states w ith
higher quantum numbersM .

2 M arshallPeilerls sign rule

In the unfrustrated 1m it J, = 0 the lowest elgenstate of the H am iltonian ﬁl) n
each subspace of xed eigenvalueM ofthe spin operator &, reads

X
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Here the Ising states jn 1 are de ned by

i (D% Mrgugi duod wib ; €)
where 1 ;i; i= l;; ;N ,arethePei;enstatesofthesjtespjn operatgr$ s;
m ; Si), Sa = oa SirMag) = pa@)MirM = Ma + My . The lJattice

consists oftwo equivalent sublatticesA andB .s; s,i= 1; p ;N , are the site
soins. The summ ations in Eq.@) are restricted by the condition hilzlm ;=M.
T he wave function @) isnot only an eigenstate of the unfrustrated H am iltonian
@2 = 0) and SZ ., but sinultaneously of the square of the total spin SZ_;

with quantum number S =jM I Because cm(M ’> 0 isvald Preach m from
the basis set ﬁ) it is In possble to build up other orthonom al states w thout
usihg negative am plitudes qn(M ' Hence the ground state wave function y is
nondegenerated.

For the lowest energy eigenvalues E (S) belonging to the subspace M we
have the Lieb-M attis levelordering

EG)<EE+1) ;s 0 ; @)

ie. the ground state is a singlet. N ote that this level ordering m ight be violated
by frustration. However, a ot of num erical calculations show the same level
ordering also for strongly frustrated system s E,@].

3 Analytic Solutions

Now we include frustration (J, > 0). In the subspacewith maximum M = N=2
the M PSR is never violated in any dim ension. Here the only possble state is
the fully polarized ferrom agnetic state which does not change w ith increasing
Ja.

In the next subspaceM = (N =2) 1 analytic solutions are found for linear
chains and square lattices. In this subspace we deal with the so-called one—
m agnon state, where the wave function can be expressed as a B loch-w ave w ith
a given K.

Linear Chain — In this case the solution can be found by com paring the
energies as a function of the wave vector K.

E k)= J; (NZ 1+ cosk)) + Jo (Nz 1+ ocos(2k)) 5)

withk= 2-1;i= 0; 1; 2j:::+% . Thecomparison ofE ( ) andE (- (% 1))
yields the equation for the critical J,

1+ cos (1
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InthelmiN ! 1 oneocbtainsJ; = %Jl.

Square lattice —For an allJ, in the considered subspace the low est energy is
obtained forK = (; ) and readsE; = J1 N 8) + JoN . The corresponding
eigenfunction 1l lls the M PSR . For larger § we have to distinguish between
two cases: (@) If the num ber of soins In the sublattice N=2 is even we nd a

transition at J, = (J;1=2) to a twofold degenerated ground statewith K = ( ;0)
orK= (0; )withanenergyE,= J1 N 4)+ J, N 8). Thisstate violatesthe
M PSR, ie. we have J5 = %Jl.Notjce,thattheejgenﬁmctjonswjthk= ( ;0)

orkK= (0; ) ful 11the socalled productM P SR W]. (o) If the number of spins
iIn the sublattice isodd (€g. N = 26), the situation ism ore com plicated. T he
energy levels cross each other for J5 slightly greater than %Jl .

4 N um ericalR esults

In subspacesw ith Iowerquantum numbersM < (N=2) lwecannot ndsmpl
expressions for the eigenvalies and eigenfunctions. Hence, we present exact
diagonalization data for M N =2) 2.Ushgamodi ed Lanczos procedure
we calculate In every subspaceM the statew ith the owestenergy Eo M ). Since
the num ber of Ising basis states increases exponentially as NM , one can
calculateEg M ) PrallM = X ;:::;0 only or relatively sm all system s (in our
case N 26). However, In subspacesw ith largerM we are able to present data
for N up to 144. In all cases we use periodic boundary conditions. Analyzing
the elgenfunction w ith respect to the M P SR we can detem ine num erically the
critical J5 where the M PSR is violated.
Linear Chain — In Fjg we show J2C as a function of 1IN . ForM N ) =

N =2) 1 the analytic result isdrawn. ForthenextM N ) = NN =2) 2 the
data show a sin ilarbehaviorw ith the sam e criticalvalue ofJ, = % forN ! 1 .
By considering the num ericaldata an analytic solution can be predicted

h i
1+ cos (1 Z )
N 1,
J5 = J1 h i (7)
1 cos2 0 w25)
The follow ing subspacesM N ) = N=2) p,p> 2 show a di erent behavior

wih di erent criticalvalues for § ifN ! 1 . These critical values decrease for
Increasihgpbutevidently a nite region w ith a non-violated M P SR ispreserved.

In Fng the critical J; is shown as a fiunction of a renom alized
M,=M N)=(N=2) oranall systems N = 8;:::;26) over the f1ll range of
M,..M, = 1 isthe ground state subspace for a ferrom agnet and M , = 0 foran
antiferrom agnet. The nite size extrapolation for the ground statewith M, = 0
yields a smallbut nite critical value § 003J; which corresponds to the
value estin ated by Zeng and Parkinson in E]. T he m onotonic decrease of J5



w ith decreasing M , Indicates a nite region of a validiy of the M PSR for all
M.

Square hattice — In Fng we show J; as a function of 1N . Here the N
dependence is less reqularand a nite size extrapolation ismuch moredi cul.
This ism ainly connected w ith the shape of the periodic boundaries. For som e
of the nite lattices the boundaries are parallel to the x—and y-axis (eg. for
N =4x4, 6x6,...,12x12) whereas for other lattices the boundaries are inclined
eg.N = 18;20;32,scceg @]) . The In pression ofan oscillating behavior ofJ§
versus1=N stem s just from the altemation ofparalleland inclined nite Jattices.
N evertheless, i is evident that the critical J5 goesto a nitevalile orN ! 1 .
An extrapolation to the them odynam ic lin it for the antiferrom agnetic ground
state, ie. subgpaceM = 0, isalm ost in possble for the square lattice. H ow ever,
ifwe assume forM = 0 that the J5 is aln ost Independent of 1N forN > 16
(as i is suggested by Fng and by spin wave theory) we could estin ate from
ourdata forN = 10;16;18;20 a critical value ofabout 02 :::0:3.

Fjgg supports this estin ation. Here the critical J5 is shown for di erent
an all Jattices N 34 as a function of M .. It is seen that for M . 0:6 the
critical J5 does not strongly depend on M , (in contrast to the linear chai,
where we have a m onotonic decrease) and gives for all the lattices a valie of
about 0:3J; for the antiferrom agnetic ground state M . = 0).

5 Conclusion

For linear chains and square lattices we have shown, that In subspaces w ith
large quantum numberM ofthe spin operator SZ,_,, the M arshalltP eferls sign
nuile is preserved up to a fairly lJarge frustration param eter J5 .

M oreover, for linear chainsthe nite size extrapolation is quite reliable even
for the singlet ground state and yields orallM a nie param eter region for
J, where theM P SR isvald.

For square lattices we observe in generalhigher critical values J5 com pared
to linear chains. From thisobservation and from the extrapolation for subspaces
wih higher M we argue that for square lattices the M P SR is stable aganst a

nie frustration in all subspaces, too.
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Figure 1: Linear chain: The critical value J; where the M P SR breaks down
versus 1N fordi erentM (J = 1).

Figure 2: Linear chain: The critical valie J5 where the M PSR breaks down
versusM , fordi erentN (J = 1).

Figure 3: Square Lattice: The critical value J§ where the M P SR breaks down
versus 1=N fordi erentM (J = 1).

Figure 4: Square Lattice: The critical value J§ where the M P SR breaks down
versusM , fordi erentN J = 1).
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Fig.1, A.Voigt et al., Marshall-Peierls-. ..
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