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A bstract

W epresentanalyticaland num ericalcalculationsforsom eexited states

of the frustrated J1{J2 spin-
1

2
Heisenberg m odelfor linear chains and

square lattices. W e consider the lowest eigenstates in the subspaces de-

term ined by the eigenvalue M of the spin operator S
z

total
. Because of

the reduced num berofIsing basisstatesin the subspaceswith higherM

we are able to diagonalize system s with up to N = 144 spins. W e �nd

evidencethattheM arshall-Peierlssign rule survivesfora relatively large

frustration param eterJ2.

PACS num bers:75.10.J,75.40.M

1 Introduction

W estudytheM arshall-Peierlssignrule(M PSR)forthefrustratedspin-1
2
Heisen-

berg antiferrom agnet

Ĥ = J1

X

hN N i

SiSj+ J2

X

hN N N i

SiSj; (1)
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where hN N i and hN N N i denote nearest-neighbor and next-nearest-neighbor

bondson a linearchain ora squarelattice.

According to M arshall’searly work in 1955 [1]we know the relative phases

ofthe Ising basisstatesbuilding the ground state wave function ofa bipartite

spin-1
2
Heisenberg antiferrom agnet(M PSR,form ore detailssee below). Later

on Lieb and M attisgeneralized thetheorem to arbitrary sitespinsand bipartite

latticeswithouttranslationalsym m etries[2,3].Theknowledgeofthesign isof

greatim portancefortheconstruction ofvariationalwavefunctions(seee.g.[4])

and forquantum M onteCarlo procedureswhich m ay havetheso-called m inus-

sign problem ifthe M PSR is violated (see e.g.[5]). In particular,the possible

violation oftheM PSR in frustrated system sisa seriousproblem forvariational

and quantum M onteCarlo procedures.

Forthe considered m odel(1)the M PSR can be proved forJ2 � 0. In the

frustrated m odel(J2 > 0) the M PSR can be destroyed [4,6,7]. However,in

a recentwork [4,7]we have presented generalargum entsthatthe M PSR m ay

surviveforrelatively largeJ2.Theseargum entsarebased on exactdiagonaliza-

tion resultsforsm allclusters(num berofsitesN � 24),aswellason the spin

wave approxim ation. Following these argum ents Zeng and Parkinson [8]use

the M PSR asa new way ofinvestigating the spatialperiodicity in the ground

stateoffrustrated spin chains.Furtherm ore,they studied thebreakdown ofthe

M PSR asa function ofthe chain length and the frustrating J2. By � nite size

extrapolation they estim ated a � nitecriticalvalueforJ2 foran in� nitechain of

about0:03J1 wherethe M PSR isviolated in the ground state.

Because ofthe exponentialgrowth ofthe num berofbasisstatesthe direct

num ericalcalculation ofthesingletground stateislim ited to sm allclustersand

the conclusionsobtained from sm allsystem sseem notto be quite reliable.

In thispaperwe exploitthe observation thatthe M PSR holdsnotonly for

thesingletground statebutalsoforeverylowesteigenstatein anysubspacewith

higherquantum num berM � N

2
ofthe z-com ponentofthetotalspin.In these

subspacesthenum berofbasisstatesisreduced and itispossibleto diagonalize

m uch largersystem s.W ith thisdata an approxim ation to the therm odynam ic

lim itism orereliable.Below wepresentdataup toN � 144and wecan conclude

that the M PSR survivesindeed a � nite frustration J2 at leastfor states with

higherquantum num bersM .

2 M arshallPeierls sign rule

In theunfrustrated lim itJ2 = 0 thelowesteigenstateoftheHam iltonian (1)in

each subspaceof� xed eigenvalueM ofthe spin operatorSz
total

reads

	 M =
X

m

c
(M )

m
jm i ; c

(M )

m
> 0 : (2)
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Herethe Ising statesjm iarede� ned by

jm i� (� 1)SA � M A jm 1i
 jm 2i
 � � � 
 jmN i ; (3)

wherejm ii; i= 1;� � � ;N ,aretheeigenstatesofthesitespin operatorSz

i
(� si �

m i � si),SA =
P

i2A
si,M A (B ) =

P

i2A (B )
m i,M = M A + M B . The lattice

consistsoftwo equivalentsublatticesA and B .si � s,i= 1;� � � ;N ,arethesite

spins.Thesum m ationsin Eq.(2)arerestricted by thecondition
P

N

i= 1
m i = M .

Thewavefunction (2)isnotonly an eigenstateoftheunfrustrated Ham iltonian

(J2 = 0) and Sz
total

but sim ultaneously ofthe square ofthe totalspin S
2
total

with quantum num ber S = jM j. Because c
(M )
m > 0 is valid for each m from

the basisset(3)itisim possible to build up otherorthonorm alstateswithout

using negative am plitudes c
(M )
m . Hence the ground state wave function 	 M is

nondegenerated.

For the lowest energy eigenvalues E (S) belonging to the subspace M we

havethe Lieb-M attislevel-ordering

E (S)< E (S + 1) ; S � 0 ; (4)

i.e.theground stateisa singlet.Notethatthislevelorderingm ightbeviolated

by frustration. However,a lot ofnum ericalcalculations show the sam e level

ordering also forstrongly frustrated system s[9,10].

3 A nalytic Solutions

Now weincludefrustration (J2 > 0).In thesubspacewith m axim um M = N =2

the M PSR isneverviolated in any dim ension. Here the only possible state is

the fully polarized ferrom agnetic state which does not change with increasing

J2.

In the nextsubspaceM = (N =2)� 1 analytic solutionsarefound forlinear

chains and square lattices. In this subspace we dealwith the so-called one-

m agnon state,where the wavefunction can be expressed asa Bloch-wavewith

a given ~k.

Linear Chain - In this case the solution can be found by com paring the

energiesasa function ofthe wavevector~k.

E (k)= J1(
N

4
� 1+ cos(k))+ J2(

N

4
� 1+ cos(2k)) (5)

with~k = 2�

N
i;i= 0;� 1;� 2;:::;+ N

2
.Thecom parisonofE (�)and E (2�

N
(N
2
� 1))

yieldsthe equation forthe criticalJ2

J
c

2 = J1
1+ cos

�

�(1� 2

N
)
�

1� cos
�

2�(1� 2

N
)
�: (6)
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In the lim itN ! 1 oneobtainsJc2 =
1

4
J1.

Square lattice -Forsm allJ2 in theconsidered subspacethelowestenergy is

obtained for~k = (�;�)and readsE 1 = J1(N � 8)+ J2N . The corresponding

eigenfunction ful� lls the M PSR.ForlargerJ2 we have to distinguish between

two cases: (a) Ifthe num ber ofspins in the sublattice N =2 is even we � nd a

transition atJ2 = (J1=2)to a twofold degenerated ground statewith ~k = (�;0)

or~k = (0;�)with an energy E 2 = J1(N � 4)+ J2(N � 8).Thisstateviolatesthe

M PSR,i.e. we have Jc2 =
1

2
J1. Notice,thatthe eigenfunctionswith ~k = (�;0)

or~k = (0;�)ful� llthe so-called product-M PSR [4].(b)Ifthe num berofspins

in the sublattice isodd (e.g. N = 26),the situation ism ore com plicated. The

energy levelscrosseach otherforJc2 slightly greaterthan
1

2
J1.

4 N um ericalR esults

In subspaceswith lowerquantum num bersM < (N =2)� 1wecannot� nd sim ple

expressions for the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions. Hence, we present exact

diagonalization data forM � (N =2)� 2. Using a m odi� ed Lanczosprocedure

wecalculatein everysubspaceM thestatewith thelowestenergyE 0(M ).Since

the num ber of Ising basis states increases exponentially as
�

N

N � M

�

, one can

calculateE 0(M )forallM = N

2
;:::;0 only forrelatively sm allsystem s(in our

caseN � 26).However,in subspaceswith largerM weareableto presentdata

forN up to 144. In allcaseswe use periodic boundary conditions. Analyzing

the eigenfunction with respectto the M PSR wecan determ ine num erically the

criticalJc2 wherethe M PSR isviolated.

Linear Chain -In Fig.1 we show Jc2 as a function of1=N . For M (N ) =

(N =2)� 1 the analytic resultis drawn. For the next M (N ) = (N =2)� 2 the

data show a sim ilarbehaviorwith thesam ecriticalvalueofJ2 =
1

4
forN ! 1 .

By considering the num ericaldata an analyticsolution can be predicted

J
c

2 = J1

1+ cos

h

�(1� 2

(N � 1)
)

i

1� cos

h

2�(1� 2

(N � 1)
)

i: (7)

The following subspacesM (N )= (N =2)� p,p > 2 show a di� erent behavior

with di� erentcriticalvaluesforJ2 ifN ! 1 .Thesecriticalvaluesdecreasefor

increasingpbutevidently a� niteregion with anon-violated M PSR ispreserved.

In Fig.2 the critical Jc2 is shown as a function of a renorm alized

M r = M (N )=(N =2) for sm allsystem s (N = 8;:::;26) over the fullrange of

M r.M r = 1 istheground statesubspacefora ferrom agnetand M r = 0 foran

antiferrom agnet.The� nitesizeextrapolation fortheground statewith Mr = 0

yields a sm allbut � nite criticalvalue Jc2 � 0:03J1 which corresponds to the

value estim ated by Zeng and Parkinson in [8]. The m onotonic decrease ofJc2
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with decreasing M r indicates a � nite region ofa validity ofthe M PSR for all

M r.

Square lattice - In Fig.3 we show Jc2 as a function of1=N . Here the N

dependenceislessregularand a � nitesizeextrapolation ism uch m oredi� cult.

Thisism ainly connected with the shape ofthe periodic boundaries.Forsom e

ofthe � nite lattices the boundaries are parallelto the x-and y-axis (e.g. for

N = 4x4,6x6,...,12x12)whereas for other lattices the boundaries are inclined

(e.g.N = 18;20;32,seee.g[11]).Theim pression ofan oscillatingbehaviorofJc2
versus1=N stem sjustfrom thealternation ofparalleland inclined � nitelattices.

Nevertheless,itisevidentthatthecriticalJc2 goesto a � nitevalueforN ! 1 .

An extrapolation to thetherm odynam iclim itfortheantiferrom agneticground

state,i.e.subspaceM = 0,isalm ostim possibleforthesquarelattice.However,

ifwe assum e forM = 0 thatthe Jc2 isalm ostindependentof1=N forN > 16

(as it is suggested by Fig.3 and by spin wave theory)we could estim ate from

ourdata forN = 10;16;18;20 a criticalvalue ofabout0:2:::0:3.

Fig.4 supports this estim ation. Here the criticalJc2 is shown for di� erent

sm alllattices N � 34 as a function ofM r. It is seen that for M r � 0:6 the

criticalJc2 does not strongly depend on M r (in contrast to the linear chain,

where we have a m onotonic decrease) and gives for allthe lattices a value of

about0:3J1 forthe antiferrom agneticground state(M r = 0).

5 C onclusion

For linear chains and square lattices we have shown,that in subspaces with

largequantum num berM ofthe spin operatorSz
total

,the M arshall-Peierlssign

ruleispreserved up to a fairly largefrustration param eterJc2.

M oreover,forlinearchainsthe� nitesizeextrapolation isquitereliableeven

forthe singletground state and yieldsforallM a � nite param eterregion for

J2 wherethe M PSR isvalid.

Forsquarelatticesweobservein generalhighercriticalvaluesJc2 com pared

tolinearchains.From thisobservation and from theextrapolation forsubspaces

with higherM we argue thatforsquare latticesthe M PSR isstable againsta

� nite frustration in allsubspaces,too.
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Figure 1: Linear chain: The criticalvalue Jc2 where the M PSR breaks down

versus1=N fordi� erentM (J1 = 1).

Figure 2: Linear chain: The criticalvalue Jc2 where the M PSR breaks down

versusM r fordi� erentN (J1 = 1).

Figure 3:Square Lattice:The criticalvalue Jc2 where the M PSR breaksdown

versus1=N fordi� erentM (J1 = 1).

Figure 4:Square Lattice:The criticalvalue Jc2 where the M PSR breaksdown

versusM r fordi� erentN (J1 = 1).
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Fig.1, A.Voigt et al., Marshall-Peierls-: : :
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Fig.2, A.Voigt et al., Marshall-Peierls-: : :
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Fig.3, A.Voigt et al., Marshall-Peierls-: : :
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Fig.4, A.Voigt et al., Marshall-Peierls-: : :
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