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1. Introduction

Most low-energy properties of condensed matter systemsbeannderstood in terms of
guasiparticles, which are the elementary excitations ofséesn. Higher lying excitations
are described in terms of scattering states or bound statbe @lementary quasiparticles.
One of the most successful concepts of quasiparticles wadaped by Landau in the late
1950’s for interacting fermionic systems, the so-callednkdiquid theory [1]. It is based
on the idea that complex interacting excitations are adiicddy linked to the non-interacting
ones. They share the same quantum numbers, i.e. momentuspiand

Only a few years later, Pitaevskii predicted that theseigasscles can become unstable
if certain decay channels exist/[2]. The quasiparticles db survive beyond a certain
threshold in momentum space and their spectrum terminatéssahreshold (see figute 1).
This prediction was confirmed later by neutron scatteringsneements on superflufiie
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Figure 1. States with two excitations lying energetically below tivegte particle dispersion
for momentumK < Kc. If in addition the Hamiltonian contains matrix elementsieth
connect the one-particle space with the two-particle sptee(quasi)particles will become
unstable folK < K¢ (dashed line). The generatbpc(l) leads to the dispersion consisting of
the solid and the dashed-dotted lines (cf. sedtich 2.1).

13, 4].

In 2006 such a quasiparticle breakdown was measured forrtdifne in a quantum
magnet [[5,.6]. The spin excitations in the two-dimensiorah<€/2 quantum magnet
piperazinium hexachlorodicuprate (PHCC) show remarkaiohéarities with the excitations
in superfluid“He. Stoneet al. observed a threshold momentum beyond which the
guasiparticle merges with the two-quasiparticle contmuand ceases to exist as well-
defined excitation[[5]. This phenomenon was also observdatiernguasi-one-dimensional
antiferromagnet IPA-CuGlby Masudaet al. [6]. In theoretical considerations, magnons
decaying into pairs of magnons are found in the long-rangered Heisenberg model on
the triangular lattice [[7,18,/9] as well as in the Heisenbeagal on square lattices in strong
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magnetic fields [10].

Generally, physical systems of unstable quasiparticlesnanch more common than
systems of completely stable quasiparticles. For instaincthe case of Fermi liquids the
guasiparticles always have a finite lifetime except at thenfFenergy. For the theoretical
description and the understanding of many systems in caediematter physics it is therefore
an indispensable task to develop methods which are ablestride systems with unstable
guasiparticles.

A perturbative analysis of quasiparticle breakdown in quanmagnets was given in
2006 by Kolezhuk and Sachdev [11] and by Zhitomirsky [12]doben fully diagrammatic
approaches. Both papers show that elementary excitatiogapped spin systems become
unstable if they merge with the two-particle continuum. rSgystems in one and higher
dimension are analyzed to explain the observations in IB&¢Cand in PHCC. In one
dimension a square-root dependence of the inverse quaslpdifetime is predicted[12].
For the special case of an asymmetric rung-dimerized spidelaBibikov [13] confirmed
these results by Bethe ansatz. An alternative approaclritcedée lifetime of an excitation
based on renormalization group methods was developed by &ax. [14].

Here we introduce an advancement of the method of continuoitary transformations
(CUTSs) introduced in 1994 by Wegneér [15] and independentltazek and Wilson [16, 17],
which allows us to describe systems with quasiparticle yleca

The paper is divided into two main parts. In the first part ictes [2, we give a
short introduction to the method of CUTs and describe gdigenaw one can deal with
quasiparticle decay within this framework. In the secondt gansisting of sectioml3
and sectiorl 4, we illustrate the general concept by exptasults for the asymmetric
antiferromagnetic spin/2 Heisenberg ladder.

2. Method: Continuous unitary transformations

In this section, we first outline the general concept of CUIen we discuss similarities and
differences between various schemes of CUTs depending on tite cithe generator.

In principle, any Hamiltonian can be diagonalized by a fld@anitary transformatiob .
Famous examples are bosonization [18] or Bogoliubov tansdtions[[19] whose fermionic
version is used in the BCS theory of superconductivity [2Bor complex problems it
is usually a very hard task to find such a suitable transfaonatin 1994 Wegner/[15]
(and independently Gtazek and Wilson[[16] 17]) presenteckthod to diagonalize a given
HamiltonianH in a continuous way. This method of CUTs is based on the idedrnaduce a
continuous auxiliary variableand to define ah-dependent HamiltoniaH(l) := UT()HU(I).
Then the Hamiltonian transforms according to the flow equmati

oH(l) = [F(1). H(D], (2.1)

with an anti-Hermitian generatér(l) := —-U"(l) (3,U(l)). Forl — oo the flow equation{2]1)
maps the initial Hamiltoniaki (0) := H to an éfective HamiltoniarHgg := H(eo) in a unitary
way. Certainly, the final structure of théfective HamiltoniarHgg depends on the form of



Adapted CUT to treat systems with quasiparticles of finfegithe 4

the chosen generatéi(l). So the crucial point is to choose a generdtd) which leads to a
simplification of the initial Hamiltonian. Another imporiaissue is whether the ensuing flow
equation[(Z.1) is practically tractable.

Wegner proposed to define the generd&idi as the commutator between the diagonal
part of the HamiltonianHy(l) and the HamiltoniarH(l) itself. So the generator reads
F() = [Hd(l), H(I)]. It was provenl[[15, 21] that this choice transforms the Hamikn in

such a manner thdHg(e0), H(eo)| = 0, which implies that the final Hamiltonia(co) is
block-diagonal with respect to the eigensubspacésgo). If Hy(co) is non-degenerate the
final HamiltonianH (o) is actually diagonal.

For band-diagonal Hamiltonian matrices, Mielke proposeatiaer generator. His choice
conserves the initial band structure during the flow [22]jalihis not the case for Wegner’s
generator. Mielke achieved the conservation of the banettstre by introducing a sign
function depending on the fiierence between the row index and the column index of the
considered matrix element.

Independently thereof, Knetter and Uhiiig [23 24] suggeatgenerator which allows us
to create (quasi)particle number conservifig&ive many-body Hamiltonians. Their choice
is also based on the idea to use a sign function. In contrddtelixe’s choice they used the
difference of the particle number as the argument of the sigriumcThis generator can be
regarded as a generalization of Mielke’s generator for Hamans formulated in second
guantization. In the following, we denote this generataating (quasi)particle number
conserving fective Hamiltonians byFpc(l). An analogous generator was also used by
Stein [25] 26] for models where the use of the sign functios mat necessary.

In the following, we first summarize some properties of theegatorFpc(l) and specify
its pros and cons. Particularly, we describe the probleisggrin the description of systems
with unstable (quasi)particles. Thereafter we presensiptes variations of the generator
Fpc(l) including a generator which allows for the description gdéigsi)particles with finite
lifetime.

2.1. The generator fr(l)

Generally, a Hamiltonian in second quantization can betevrias

N
H(l) = Z Hi(), (2.2)

i,j=0
WhereHij(I) stands for the sum over all normal ordered terms which erieahd annihilate
j (quasi)particles, e.g. HJ(l) is proportional to the identity and describes the vacuum
energy during the flow. By the expression “term”, we refer tuthh the operators and
the corresponding prefactor. The whdlelependence of the Hamiltonian is carried by
the prefactors. Note that for infinitely large systems theximam number of involved
guasiparticleN may be infinite, but this does not need to be the case.
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According to the form of the Hamiltoniah (2.2) the generdipe(l) is given by

N
Fpc() = ) san(i - ) Hj(). (2.3)
i,j=0
This means that terms ikl(l) which contain more creation operators than annihilation
operators are taken overfgc(l) with the same sign. Terms with more annihilation operators
than creation operators are includedripc(l) with a negative sign. Terms leaving the number
of particles unchanged do not occurfpc(l).
For the generatdfpc(l) the flow equation (2]1) exhibits the following properties:

a) If the spectrum oH is bounded from below, the flow equation converges|[22, 28]s T
is the generic situation for physical systems. The mathiealaderivation requires the
Hilbert space of the system to be finite dimensional.

b) The dfective HamiltonianHgg is block-diagonal in the sense that it conserves the
(quasi)particle number [24]. Therefore, thifegtive Hamiltonian commutes with the
operatorQ which counts the number of (quasi)particles

|Hef> Q| = O. (2.4)
Thus it is of the form
N
Her = ), Hico). (2.5)
i=0

This property allows us to analyze subspaces witffietBnt (quasi)particle numbers
separately.

c) If the initial HamiltonianH(0) has a block band-diagonal structure (i}e‘r(O) = 0 for
li — j| > No), this block band-diagonal structure is conserved dutegfiow [22 ] 24].

d) The generatoFpc(l) sorts the eigenvalues in ascending order of the partiateoeu of
the corresponding eigenvectars|[22, 27] if the eigenvedcoe linked by a matrix element

of the Hamiltonian (see also sectijon Appendix A).

Items b) and c) are schematically illustrated in figlte 2. ftesall the favorable
properties of the generatdipc(l), it is not advantageous in every situation. Particularly,
the last point is both a blessing and a curse. On the one hiaedsures that the ground
state is represented by the vacuum state of ffextve mod&. Additionally, it produces
the appropriate (quasi)particle picture in systems whieeeelementary excitations have an
infinite lifetime. But on the other hand, the described artgof the eigenstates does not
reflect the situation in many physical systems, e.g. systeitihsunstable (quasi)particles.
This is schematically illustrated in figuiré 1.

The generatoFpc(l) interprets the energetically lowest states above thergratate as
the elementary excitations. In principle, it is possiblel&dine the elementary excitations of
the system in this way. But this definition can be misleadinthe sense that states with very
low or zero spectral weight are regarded as the elementaragrns of the system. Without

1 For simplicity, the ground stat8) is assumed to be unique.
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(a) Fpc(D):

(b) Fes(D):

(C) ng,lp(l):

H(1=0)

H(I=0) H(I>0) H(l=w)

Figure 2. Schematical representation of the structure of the HamdtoH (I) during the flow
for various generators. A colored block described by the paistands for the part-lij(l)

of the Hamiltonian. Only those blocks are colored where astl@ne term 0H'j(l) has a
non-vanishing cocient. In all cases, we assume an initial Hamiltonian whigkates or
annihilates at most two particles. For simplicity, we rieséd our illustrations to terms which
at most create or annihilate four particlesffor 0. Of course, terms which create or annihilate
more than four terms may also occur. Panel (a) shows thatethergtoFpc(l) conserves the
block band-diagonality of the initial Hamiltonian durintgetflow and leads to a (quasi)particle
number conservingiective Hamiltonian. Panels (b) and (c) show that both ge¢oesdgg(l)
anngS,lr_(l), do not conserve the block band-diagonality. The genefajg(l) only separates

theHJ(l) part, whereas the generafeys 1 1) also decouples thie (1) part.
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spectral weight we consider such states to be meaninglésems of elementary excitations

which serve as building blocks of all other excitations. fEfere, one usually defines the

states with the largest spectral weight above the groune asthe elementary excitations of
the system. Moreover, previous calculations [28, 29] gilypsuggest that the rearrangement
of the Hilbert space causes convergence problems in peattiche perturbative approach of

CUT [24,.30] (p-CUT) these problems become perceivableerettirapolations [31, 32].

The second propert)[Heﬁs, Q] = 0, of the dfective Hamiltonian generated Bypc(l)
makes the describtion of unstable (quasi)particléscdit. By construction, the generator
Fpc(l) produces anféective Hamiltonian where the elementary excitations exhiinfinite
lifetime. The information of the decay is stored in the unjt@ansformation and therefore an
additional transformation of observables is indispersabdescribe the quasiparticle decay.
This approach was first used by Kehrein and Mielke to desclik@pative quantum systems
[33,134].

In the following subsection, we present a generator whiasdwt eliminate the decay
processes. Therefore, it is possible to study the quagijeadecay more easily and more
directly. The transformation of the observable is still e&gary for quantitative results, but
the essential aspect, i.e. the finite life time, is obvioukaut this transformation.

2.2. Generator for the ground state

To tackle the problems of (quasi)particle decay within tiaerfework of CUTs mentioned in
the previous section we introduce the adapted generator
N
Fos(l) = > (Hy(l) - HY() (2.6)
i>0
relying on the form of the Hamiltonian (2.2). We included piitiose terms in the generator
Fgs(l) which either contain only creation operators or contaily @nnihilation operators.
The terms which contain only creation operators are induate they appear ifl(l). The
terms which contain only annihilation operators are inelligvith a negative sign relative to
their sign inH(l).
Again, the flow equatior_(2.1) converges if the spectrum isnoied from below. This
follows directly from introducing a basi$i)}, including the vacuum stat@), and examining
2
IHoo(l) = =2 )" [Hoi()] (2.7)
i#0

with H; j(1) := (i|H()]j). Note thatH;;(l) describes an explicit matrix element in contrast
to the previously appearing quantity‘j(l), which stands for a sum over terms in second
quantization. According to[(2.7)Hoo(l) is a monotonically decreasing function bf
Therefore, if the spectrum is bounded from below, its dékeamust vanish in the limit
| - oo. This also implies that

fim Ho, (1) = lim H;o(1) = 0, (2.8)

i.e., all matrix elements connected to the vacuum statestaanithe limitl — o. In contrast
to the generatoFpc(l) this generator destroys a block band-diagonal structfitieeoinitial
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HamiltonianH(0). It solely separates the vacuum state from all otheestaHence the
effective Hamiltonian is more fficult to analyze. This is the consequence of the more
complex physics we have to describe. The evolution of the ilamnan H(l) during the
flow using the generatdfgs(l) is compared to the one induced Bc(l) in figure[2.

While the choicel(216) is very plausible, we have not presdiat systematic derivation
of Fgd(l) so far. To provide such an induction we adopt the derivatiba generator in
the context of variational calculations [35]. The idea ofw3an et al. was to minimize
0Eo(l) = 9,(0/H(l)|0) under the constraint of a boundé&dl) so that the quantityey(l)
decreases as fast as posgiblehis leads to the calculation of

6{ (O LF (). HA)T10) + AIF (I, } = 0 (2.9)

with the Lagrange multipliet > 0 and||.||4 denoting the Hilbert-Schmidt norm. With respect
to a basid|i)}, including|0), one obtains the expression

5{ Z (Fo,i(|)Hi,o(|) - Ho,i(')Fi,o(D) +1 IZJ: I;IFJJ’((':)Z Fi,j(l)} =0 (2.10)
with the matrix elementsl; ;(1) := (il H(l) [j) andF; (1) := (il F(l) [J). The variation implies

0 = doiH;o(l) — Hoi()d;0 — 2AF;;i(1) (2.11)
and hence

FLi) = o (Hiol)on; — 3ioHo; (1) (2.12)

In the following, we sefl = 1/2 and denote this generator Byhgdl). It has the property that
only matrix elementsnvolving the vacuum stat®), i.e. Fio(l) or Fq;(l), are diferent from
zero. All other matrix elements vanish.

The appealing property dfmgdl) is that there is a strong similarity 6gg(l) in the
sense that the terms &fgg(l) containing only creation operators (or annihilation @pers)
represent the matrix elemerfego(l) (or Fo,(l)) of Fmgdl) among other processes. But the
effect on the total Hilbert space is venyfigirent. The matri¥mgdl) is active if and only
if there is a direct connection to the vacuum stépe while, for instance, a term consisting
only of creation operators also acts on states which alrkadg a certain number of particles.
Therefore,Fgg(l) can be seen as a generalizationFgfigql) for problems formulated in
second quantization. Bigg(l) andFmgdl) are not identical.

The question arises if it is possible to adapt the above tamial derivation of the
generatorF-mgg(l) to the generatoFgs(l) formulated in second quantization. This can be
achieved by modifying the applied scalar product as we shext. n

We consider a system formulated in second quantizationh Bperator acting on the
Hilbert space can be represented by a sum over terms cogsadtia product of creation
and annihilation operators and a prefactor. We call theyrbdf creation and annihilation
operators a monomial. Thus a term consists of a monomial @nefactor.

§ To correspond with our approach in second quantization wahesvacuum stat@) as the starting vector for
the minimization. In principle, one can use an arbitrarytstg vector.
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To obtain a unique representation of each monomial we fistras them to be normal
ordered. Second, a certain ordering within all creatiomifgitation) operators is implied. The
creation and annihilation operators are denote@fkbyndelk, whereiy contains all quantum
numbers describing the considered operator, for instascpossition and spin. Note that
such an expansion of a general operator is unique since sdlilfie (ordered) monomials
are linearly independent. They can be distinguished fromamother by appropriate matrix
elements.

Next we define the scalar product of two monomidisandM, by

1 forM; = M,
0 for M; = M, '

Since any operator on the total Hilbert space can be expamdesonomials, [(2.13) in
combination with the usual bilinearity of scalar productdides a valid scalar product. The
scalar product (2.13) definesfidirent monomials as pairwise orthogonal. So the set of all
possible monomials are an orthonormal basis of the supbeHispace of operators.

The scalar product(2.13) implies the norm of an oper@as||0|| := (O, O). We again
minimize (0| [F (1), H(1)] |0}, but with the constraintF(1)]|> = const. Thus we calculate the
variation

(Mg, M) = { (2.13)

o{ QIF Q. HOI O + AIFOIE | = 0 (2.14)
The operator$i(l) andF(l) are expanded in second quantization
H() = > hOM] (2.15)
fi.}
and
Fi) =) fi(OM (2.1%)

(i}
with the I-dependent prefactor{i;l} (I)} and{fji(l)}. Here the bold indicesandj are sets of

indices, e.gi = {is,...,in}. Upper indices stand for creation operators and lower esifor
annihilation operators. SMJ.‘ is short hand for the monomial

I\/Iji:e:fl...eT e ...e . (2.16)

Ny 7)1 INj
The sums’;;, in (2.15) and [2.18) run over all possible ordered sétndj so that a unique
expansion in monomiaIMj' is achieved.
Based on[(2.18) and [2.1B) the right hand side of (2.14) to be varied has two additive
contributions. The first one reads

COIF(). H(D] [0) = (Ol FYH(T) ~ HO)F (1) [0)
= > (FP0hy 1) - R £5(1). (2.17)
{i}

where the empty sdl stands for the lack of non-trivial operators, in particukaiprefactor
fi“’(l) belongs to a term that only contains annihilation opestdfe exploit the fact that only
creation operators yield non-vanishing results if appte®). Conversely, only annihilation
operators yield non-vanishing bra states if placed righ0to
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The second contribution reads

A(IFMIP) [Z |0 ) (2.18)

Making the variation with respect ttj'}(l) vanish leads to

fi(l) = = (h' (D550 — 5i0h"(1)) . (2.19)

This generator solely contains monomials which are onlymused of creation operators
or only of annihilation operators. If we sgt= 1/2 we obtain exactly the generatégs(l)
we conjectured in[(2]6). Note that the above derivation ©idtat all kinds of operators in
second quantization, including bosons, hard-core bogensjons and hard-core fermions.
This terminates the derivation &fys(l) and its properties.

In this paper, we only consider the case where the geneffgjg{t) separates only the
vacuum state from all other states. But we want to mentiatitisalso possible to generalize
the generatoF gg(l) to the case where the vacuum stélids replaced by a statistical operator
which defines a certain subspace, i.e. a reference enseimbles case the generatbg(l)
induces an ffective model on the reference subspace, which is separatadfl other states.
A well-known example is the derivation of the Heisenberg elam thet-J model from the
Hubbard model. This generalization works very much in theesavay as it was done for the
generatoFpc(l) before [28| 29, 36, 37].

2.3. Other similar generators

Besides the two choices of a generator considered sé&f(l) in (2.3) andFgg(l) in (2.8))
there also exist other possibilities. For example, one tsamiaclude all terms to the generator
Fpc(l) which are connected to the one-particle subspace

N N
Fgs, 1 = 05 (Ha() - ) + D (i) - ). (2.20)

Since this generator also separates the one-particle acdfom all subspaces with two and
more patrticles, it is not an ideal choice to describe (qpasiicle decay. It sfliers from the
same caveats dpc(l). But this generator can be the optimal choice if the (qpastjcles
have an infinite lifetime, while the higher particle subsggmare overlapping in energy (cf.
figure[3). In figure R the structure of the corresponding HeomianH(l) is schematically
illustrated during the flow.

2.4. Common properties

Although diferent generators producdigrent CUTs and therefore lead tdtdrent éfective
models it happens that they transform certain subspaceaatlgthe same way. For example,
it can be proven (see sectipn Appendix|B.1) that all genesatonsidered in sectidn 2.1,
sectior 2.R and sectidn 2.3 transform the vacuum #iéfe equally. This is a consequence
of the fact that for all these generators the matrix elemieais and to the ground statg o(l)
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Figure 3. Overlap of the two- and three-particle continua.

andF;(l), respectively, are defined in the same way as long as the fioat®n is treated
exactly without any truncation.

In figure[4, we show numerical data verifying the equivaleansformation of the
vacuum statg0(l)) by different generators. ThHedependence of the fikrenceAEq(l) =

I —T1 77— — 1 ' T T T
periodicg open

0.01F

0.0001

1le-06

AE(1)/3

le-08

le-10

le-12

o

200 5 10 15 20
N

Figure 4. Evolution of AEy(l) := |E0(I) - Eexac{ during the flow for an antiferromagnetic
spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain with 10 spins and exchange couplirgJ, andx = 0,y = 1
(cf. 313)-(3.Id)). All calculations started from the dimerized phase. Tfeganel shows the
results for periodic boundary conditions; the right parehgs the results for open boundary
conditions.

|E0(I) — Eexac{ between the vacuum expectation valig{l) := (O/H(l)|0) and the exact
ground state energ§exactis plotted for the dierent generators. The system under study is
an antiferromagnetic spint2 Heisenberg chain with 10 spins and exchange cougdlinhe
starting point for all calculations is the ground state dmellbcal triplons of the completely
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dimerized phase (cf. sectidn 3). We considered periodic gpeh boundary conditions.
Figure[4 shows clearly that all considered generators foamsthe vacuum stat@(l)) in
the same way. The features beydnd 12/J, stem from numerical inaccuracies occurring at
AE ~ 107%°J. These inaccuracies are shown here to illustrate where@metimerical errors
make themselves felt.

Similarly, one can prove that the generafgyc(l) and the generatcﬁgs’lptransform all

one-particle states identically (see secfion Appendi}.B.2

3. Model: Asymmetric antiferromagnetic spin-1/2 Heisenberg ladder

The Hamiltonian for the asymmetric antiferromagnetilg,QL,Jdiag > 0) spin-Y2
Heisenberg ladder reads

H = 3. (H. + xHy + YHgiag) (3.13)
with

HJ_ = Z S1,r82,r (3]b)

H = Z (Sl,rsl,r+1 + SZ,rSZ,Hl) (3.1c)

Hdiag = Z S1rSore1s (3.1d)

where the first subscript 2 denotes the leg andthe rung (see figurld 6). The parametas
given byx := J;/J, and the parametgrby y := Jgigag/J..-

This Hamiltonian contains some frequently discussed nsodeFor example, for
X = 0 andy = 1 the Hamiltonian[(3.d)-(3.1d) describes the exactly solvable isotropic
antiferromagnetic spin/2 Heisenberg chairn_[38, B9, 140,141,142, 43| 44]. In the broad
field of spin systems without magnetic long-range order thst lof the symmetric spin-
1/2 Heisenberg ladder [45, 46,147,148, 49] 50, 51,(52,[53] 5456531] (see figur¢ls)
with y = 0 is very popular as one-dimensional example of a valencetisolid. Besides
the theoretical interest ifl in (3.13)-(3.1d), there is a large number of compounds which
can be described by spin ladders (see €e.gl [[57, 58, 59, 68626863, 64| 65, 66] or for an
overview [67]). Special interest has been raised by thezaadn of coupled spin ladders in
the stripe phases of cuprate superconducters [68, 69, T8).the experimental evidence for
superconductivity in $Ca36CU404; under pressure [71] contributed to the interest in the
spin-1/2 Heisenberg ladder and its extended versions. For thexcasg the Hamiltonian
(B1a)-(3.1d) is usually denoted as dimerized and frustrated spihHeisenberg chain (see
[72] and references therein).

In the following, we study the two parameter sgts 0.5,y = 0 andx = 0.5,y = 0.1
in the thermodynamic limit as generic examples. Since im lases the relatior > y is
fulfilled we call the system an asymmetric ladder insteaddih@erized and frustrated chain.
A more comprehensive investigation of the dependenceseofjtiasiparticle decay on the
model parameter is left to ongoing research. The scope f#ttion and the next one is to
illustrate the general considerations concerning the atklly a concrete example.
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1
4

r-2 r-1 r r+1 r+2 r+3

Figure 5. Schematic representation of a spin ladder. Circles indisptns withS = 1/2.
Solid lines stand for couplings. The dashed line indicdtesaixis of reflection symmetry.

r-2 r-1 r r+1 r+2 r+3

Figure 6. Schematic representation of the asymmetric spin laddee. affditional diagonal
interactioaniag breaks the reflection symmetry and hence induces a hyhitilizbetween
the one-quasiparticle states and the two-quasiparticigracum. Thus it is an ideal model to
study quasiparticle breakdown.

The low energy spectrum for = 0.5 andy = 0 is well studied by several methods (see
e.g. [47] and([51]) including methods based on CUTSs [73]. réfae, it is a perfect starting
point to discuss the more sophisticated case with0.5 andy = 0.1. The additional diagonal
interactiony makes the whole situation conceptionally moréidult because it breaks a
symmetry. While foly = 0 the model is symmetric under reflection (see figure 5) artrarlgi
small valuey # 0 breaks this reflection symmetry (see figure 6).

The crucial point is that the reflection symmetry of the syririadadder is responsible
for the infinite lifetime of the triplons, which are tf&® = 1 elementary magnetic excitations
of an antiferromagnetic system without long-range ordel].[7Breaking this symmetry
creates processes which enable the triplons to decay imtdriplon states. Therefore, the
asymmetric spin-A2 Heisenberg ladder is an ideal model to analyze quasifestidth finite
lifetime and to illustrate our previous theoretical comsations concerning the choice of an
adaptive generator quantitatively.

To define an appropriate starting point for the CUTs we use tbied operator
representation [75, 76]. Each rungf the ladder considered separately has a four dimensional
Hilbert space. A possible eigenbasis of the local opel&td®;, is given by the singlet state

1
_ ] 3.2a

and the three triplet states

|S>r =

-1

t;r 19 = [ty = \/é

ATy = L (3.20)
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€19 = Ity), = sz (111 + 1L L)), (3.2)
1
t 19y = It), = 72(m>+m>)r. (3.2d)

Without any interactions along the ladder= 0, y = 0) the ground state of the system is the
product state of the rung singlets

0= Jisx- (3.3)

This reference state shall be the vacuum state of the syskeitations on a rung are
created by the local operatats, tj,,r andt},. These operators create a triplet on the rung
and satisfy the hard-core boson commutation relations

[tar’ ﬁs] 5"5 60,,3 ﬁrar_ CY,BZ yryr (34)

wheret,, (@ = XY, 2) annihilate such a trlplet. We consider all the excitedestatvhich
can be continuously connected to the local triplets, to bestamentary magnetic excitations.
They are called triplons [74, 31].

In the bond operator representation the Hamiltoriara)3(3.1d) is given in the notation
of (2.2) by
H =3, (HS + Hi + H3 + H3 + HS + HZ + H}) (3.59)

with

3
_ZZ (3.50)
H%_Ztarar ( X__y)ZZ arar+l+tjyr+1tar) (35:)
H%—( X+ y)Zthxrt;Hl,BraHl

r a#B (35d)
( X+ y)ZZtertZHl,BrﬁHl
r a#f

= (3 ) X Xt 359

roa
Hg _ (HS)T (3.5)
= __yZ Z Eapy ta I’t; r+l + ty,r+1)) (3®)

roapBy

Hi = (H3)". (3.5)

This representation of the Hamiltonian of the asymmetritf@momagnetic spin-12
Heisenberg ladder is used as the starting point for the CB®sy = 0 the terms[(3.§) and
(3.31) vanish whereby decay processes of one triplon into two erespted.
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Evaluating the commutatof~[1), H(I)] appearing on the right hand side of the flow
equation[(Z.1) generates also terms which do not appeae imitial HamiltonianH(0) = H.
These terms must be added to the Hamiltonian with dhotent equal to zero dt = 0.
They must also be considered in the generator. Then the ctaton{F (1), H(l)] generates
even more terms which have to be taken into account. For a-imensional Hilbert space
this procedure comes to an end because the maximal numbemas is restricted. Such
unrestricted calculations were performed to compute thelt®for the ground-state energy
of the finite Heisenberg chain presented in sedfioh 2.4.

For large systems such an unrestricted approach is noty@skie to the proliferating
number of terms. Especially in the thermodynamic limit, dvas to deal with an infinite
number of terms. Hence it is not possible to obtain a closedfskfferential equations. Thus
in practice one has to decide which terms are important tordesthe underlying physics
properly and which terms can be neglected.

One established truncation scheme is to use a perturbatpreach [[24, 30] (p-CUT)
which is based on the generatbpc(l). But since we intend to describe the decay of
quasiparticles so that variations of the gener#tge(l) (see sectionl2) have to be used, we
choose thaelf-similarapproach (s-CUT). But there is no fundamental reason whadapted
generator cannot be implemented perturbatively as well.

The s-CUT was used in many previous applications of the Clidrsaf overview see
[77] and references therein) among them the original workAggner [15]. The whole
transformation takes place in the ¢lb@ents of the terms in the Hamiltonian which motivates
the naming “self-similar”. This approach can straightfardly be implemented for various
generators.

In the present paper, we apply the following truncation sefewhich is based on the
finite correlation length of one-dimensional systems wifimée gap. The truncation scheme
is based on the locality of the term which is justified for gyss with finite correlation length.

It is described in detail in the following sectibn B.1.
All'in all we proceed in the actual calculations as follows:

e Define a truncation scheme which restricts the maximal numberms.

e Set up the flow equation by calculating the commutakdt) H(I)]. Only those terms
are considered which fit the truncation scheme.

e Solve the flow equation numerically.

For calculations in the thermodynamic limit, it is necegs&w make use of the
translational invariance of the Hamiltonidn (8/43.50). The translation symmetry ensures
that terms which describe identical processes except foiftzatong the ladder have the same
codficient. Consequently, it is ficient to track only one representative of this symmetry
group. This procedure is also possible for all others sympwebdf the Hamiltonian (3&)-
B.5), e.g., the spin symmetry and the rotational symmetryzbgf the ladder. Using
representatives of the underlying symmetries reduces uhgbar of coéficients appearing
in the flow equation{2]1) significantly for a given truncatischeme. Thus more extended
truncation schemes considering more processes beconilgddeas
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3.1. Truncation scheme

A truncation scheme is necessary to limit the number of tesmghat a closed set of
differential equations is achieved. In the present paper, waealang with terms in real-space
and the truncation scheme is based on the locality of thestewe first define a measure for
the locality of a term, which we call the extensidn The extensior of a term is defined
by the distance between the rightmost to the leftmost rung/lwoh the monomial acts in a
nontrivial way. For example, the terthrt;ﬁlt%r+4 has an extensioth = 4. Second, we define
the truncation scheme by choosing a maximal extendigax discarding all terms with a
larger extensiond > dmay)-

It turns out that it is appropriate to define not only one maaliextension for all terms
but to keep terms with a flerent number of annihilation or creation operators up fiecent
maximal extensiong [29]. Accordingly, terms withannihilation or creation operators in
total are required to have an extensidgnor less to be kept in the flow equation. As a
second truncation criterion we admit only terms which @eat annihilate not more than
N (quasi)particles. Thus the total truncation scheme is définy the value ol and the
set of extensionsl = (d,,...,d,). Note that due to the conservation of spin no single
triplon operators can occur in the Hamiltonian. Sodiaeeds to be denoted. In addition,
the translational invariance of the Hamiltonian maklesuperfluous. In this case only six
different monomials exist which act on one rung only, in paréict), andt,, witha = x,y, z
For the symmetric laddey = 0) no terms occur which consist of an odd number of operators.
Therefore, we do not need to define maximum extendigyds, . . . . In the notation of the set
of extensionsl we replace such superfluous extensions by a dotde=g(8, ., 6, ., 4).

It is worthwhile to emphasize that this truncation schemesdwot turn our approach to
a calculation on a finite cluster. It is a self-similar caltidn strictly in the thermodynamic
limit. We only truncate the range of the interactions in igadce, but not the Hilbert space.

4. Results

Here we present results for the symmetric ladder with= 0.5 andy = 0 and for the
asymmetric ladder withx = 0.5 andy = 0.1. These two parameter sets are chosen to
illustrate the diferences between systems with stable quasiparticles atehs/&ith unstable
guasiparticles which exhibit a finite lifetime. In partiaglwe confirm our previous statements
concerning the properties of thefldirent generators (cf. sectibh 2).

Firstly we show that a rearrangement of the states of theeHilpace, i.e., a continuous
re-labelling (for simple examples sée [21]), reduces tleedpf convergence (see secfion 4.1).
Therefore, generators which avoid such a rearrangemenicéné considerably faster
convergence. Secondly, we discuss the low energy spectiuthé symmetric and for the
asymmetric ladder (see sectibn]4.2). If decay is possitdegttneratongS’lal) and the
generatorFpc(l) indeed tend to interpret the energetically lowest stabes/@ the ground
state as the elementary excitations (as stated before fiors&). This can be avoided by
using the generatdfgs(l). Unfortunately, for this generator a simple calculatiorthie one-
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particle subspace is notf$igient to arrive at reliable results for the true one-triptisspersion.
This is a consequence of the fact that in tffieeive Hamiltonian induced blygg(l) the one-
particle subspace still couples to higher particle subspésee figure]2). To obtain reliable
results for the single triplon dispersion we include stategh consist of up to three particles
in our calculations (see section 4.3). Especially, we shesults for the zero temperature
spectral density in which the (quasi)particle decay is ffieghias a Lorentzian resonance of
finite width.

4.1. Convergence

To quantify the speed of convergence of the flow equation iffieltnt generators we
introduce theresidual gf-diagonality (ROD) [28,(29]. The ROD is defined as the square
root of the sum of the moduli squared of all é@eents that contribute to the considered
generator. Using the notation of (2ZH)3he ROD is given by

roD() = [>|fi)] (4.1)
{i.j}

where the range of the supy,;, depends on the choice of the generator. Note that only one
representative of the translational symmetry group isuidetl. Otherwise the ROD would
grow proportional to the system size. In addition, F%Cmnotes the square root of the sum
of the moduli squared of all cdigcients belonging to terms witihcreation and annihilation
operators or to their Hermitian conjugate terms.

Figure[Ta shows the evolution of the ROD during the flow fdfedtent generators and
different truncation schemes far= 0.5 andy = 0. For all generators the RODs decrease
strictly monotonically. The ROD of the generateg(l) decreases faster than the ROD of the
generaton:gs,lrgl). This is a consequence of the fact that the genenl%égr,lrfl) contains
more codficients than the generatbgg(l). The convergence of these additional €imgents
is slower because they connect states whi¢fediess in their eigenenergies (¢f._(A.6)), e.g.
the energy gap between one- and three-triplon states idesrttzn the energy gap between
the vacuum state and the two-triplon states. This also explahy the generatngS,lF(I)
converges faster than the generdtge(l).

The convergence behavior clearly changes if one includedidgonal interaction, even
if yis small = 0.1). In figure[Tb the ROD during the flow for féérent generators and
different truncation schemes far= 0.5 andy = 0.1 is depicted. Only the ROD of the
generatoiFgs(l) decreases strictly monotonically while the RODs of theegatongs,lF(I)
and the generatdfpc(l) increase temporarily during the flow. These increasesatdia
rearrangement in the Hilbert space, cf. [[21] for simple eplas If all eigenstates were
ordered in such a way that states with more triplons had higigenenergies the ROD would
decrease exponentially (cf._(A.5)). These rearrangenagigst the results for the one-triplon
dispersion as we illustrate in the section/4.2.

FigurelTc shows the ROD of the generdfgyc(l) splitin the partial RODs ROPdefined
above forx = 0.5 andy = 0.1. Clearly, the contributions RGDof the ROD changing the
number of triplons only by onéi(- j| = 1) provide the main contributions to the total ROD,
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Figure 7. Convergence of the flow equations. Panel (a) shows the éwolof the ROD
during the flow for dfferent generators andffirent truncation schemes for the symmetric
ladder & = 0.5 andy = 0). In all cases the ROD decreases strictly monotonicalbnelP
(b) shows the evolution of the ROD forftkrent generators andftérent truncation schemes
for the asymmetric laddex(= 0.5 andy = 0.1). The RODs of the generathrgsllF{l)
and the generatdfpc(l) increase temporarily during the flow. This indicates a sigant
rearrangement of the states in the Hilbert space. Paneh@ysthe ROD of the generator
Fpc(l) split in the parts ROPfor the asymmetric laddex(= 0.5 andy = 0.1). The main
contributions to the total ROD is due to RCPWith li—jl=1.

although the corresponding initial couplings are propori toy, which is small ¢ = 0.1).

From this we infer that the convergence of the flow equatiomasnly influenced by terms
which induce a rearrangement of the Hilbert space if theyt@iee eliminated by the CUT.
It is less important whether the corresponding couplin@peater is large or not. This is an

important property of the CUTs which distinguishes themmfroonventional diagrammatic
perturbation theories.
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In summary, we state that a rearrangement of the states #filinert space reduces the
speed of convergence. Omitting the corresponding termstine generator stabilizes the flow
in the sense that the convergence is monotonic and robustce-lespecially the generator
Fgs(l) yields a very fast converging and robust flow. We point ouit t fast convergence
is advantageous because it minimizes the intervdl doring which significant terms are
truncated. Hence as a rule of thumb, the faster the conveegéme smaller are the truncation
errors.

4.2. Low energy spectrum

Here we discuss the low energy spectrum of theative HamiltonianHgg. We always
stopped the CUT dt= 200/J, . At this value the remaining®ect on the one-particle subspace
is small in all cases (cf. figuie 7) so that a further integratf the flow equation would not
change the results for the one-triplon dispersion as shovigure 8.

To calculate the one-triplon dispersiam (K) of the dfective model we define the
Fourier-transformed one-particle states

K, @) = \%Zé“n, a) (4.2)

with r, @) := t}, |0). The action oH1(l) with respect to the translational symmetry is given by

(D.1)) in sectiof Appendix P. Due to the SU(2) symmetry of trantiitonianH(l) the hopping

coe[ﬁcientsc(fl’;’ obey the relatiom:‘l"l’;‘r’ = do.oC117. This leads to the threefold degenerate one-

triplon dispersion
wi(K) = (K, ol H}(e0) [K, @) = )~ €Ty (4.3)
r

The generatoFpc(l) and the generatongS,lril) separate the one-particle subspace
from the other subspaces. Consequently, for these two ggengethe one-triplon dispersion
w1(K) yields eigenvalues of theffective HamiltoniarHg in the one-particle subspace. In
contrast, the generatéigs(l) does not separate the one-particle space. Thereforefjéutiee
HamiltonianHgg still contains terms which connect the one-particle subspeith higher
particle states. In this case the quantitfK) only gives an approximation of the eigenvalues
of the dfective HamiltoniarHgg (cf. figure[D1a).

In figure[8a the one-triplon dispersiam (K) is displayed forx = 0.5 andy = O.
Results for all three generatofgc(l), ng,l;ﬂ) andFgg(l) and various truncation schemes
are shown. The two generatdfpc(l) and ng,lrfl) separating the one-particle space yield
almost the same results and barely depend on the choseatinmscheme. Together with the
good convergence (cf. figuré 7a) this implies that the resul very reliable. By construction,
for the generatoF gs(l) the quantityw;(K) as defined above yields only an approximation of
the true one-triplon dispersion. The resulting(K) is an upper bound to the results obtained
from the other two generators if the truncation errors amgligible. This fact is based on
the variational principle that a minimum in a restricted Spéice is an upper bound to the
minimum in an unrestricted subspace. To improve the reguttds case one has to consider
higher particle subspaces as well (cf. section 4.3).
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Figure 8. Low energy spectrum of the symmetric and asymmetric spihHeisenberg ladder.
Panel (a) shows results for the one-triplon dispersig(K) for the symmetric ladder with
x = 0.5 andy = 0. Results for dierent generators andft#irent truncation schemes are
depicted. Additionally, the lower part of the two-partickentinuum is shown (grey area). The
dashed white line represents an approximation of the lodge ef the two-particle continuum
obtained by the approximate one-triplon dispersia(K) in the case of the generatbys(l).
Panel (b) shows the corresponding quantities for the asyriuradder withx = 0.5 and
y=0.1.

Figurel8 also displays the lower part of the two-particletcarum
w2(K, Q) = w1 (K/2+ Q) + w1 (K/2-Q), (4.4)

where Q € [-=x,n] denotes the relative momentum. The lower band edge is dien
the minimum ofw,(K, Q) over Q; the maximum yields the upper band edge, respectively.
Here we used the one-triplon dispersion(K) we obtained by the generatéipc(l). The
additional dashed white line represents an approximatioth® lower edge of the two-
particle continuum obtained by the approximate one-trplspersionw;(K) in the case of
the generatoFgg(l). We emphasize again that due to the reflection symmetry fo10 (cf.
figure[5) no interaction exists between the one-triplorestand the two-particle continuum.
As a result the quasiparticles are well-defined and infiitaig-lived for the whole Brillouin
zone, although the two-particle continuum starts belowotte-triplon dispersion for certain
momentaK. In addition, this symmetry prevents any rearrangememnwéen the one- and
two-particle subspaces during the flow (see sedtion Appeldi This situation changes
abruptly if a diagonal interaction is switched on, evenis very small.

In figure[8b the one-triplon dispersian,(K) is displayed forx = 0.5 and a small
additional diagonal interaction= 0.1. Again results for all three generatdigc(l), ng,lp(l)
andFgs(l) and various truncation schemes are shown as well as the [maveof the two-
particle continuumw,(K, Q) determined from the one-triplon dispersion obtained by th
generatorFpc(l). Likewise, the approximate results for the lower edge ef tivo-particle
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continuum obtained by the generakajg(l) are shown. For comparison only, we also included
the former results of the one-triplon dispersion obtaingdhe generatoFpc(l) for x = 0.5
andy = 0.

The use of the two generatofgc(l) and ng,lpﬂ) implies significantly lower energies
for the one-triplon dispersion, see figure 8b, whergK) overlaps with the two-triplon
continuum. The results strongly depend on the truncatitwerse in this region. This can
be explained as follows. Since fgr # O the one-particle and the two-particle space are
interacting with each other, the two generatép(l) anngS’lél) try to sort the eigenvalues
in such a way that the eigenvalues of the one-triplon disperse below the two-particle
continuum, see figuiid 1 and sectjon Appendix A. Thereforeptie-triplon dispersion of the
effective modeHq lies at the lower edge of the two-particle continuum in thgioe where
the one-triplon dispersion merges with the two-particlatsmum. This is not completely
achieved in practice because of the indispensable usagewfaation scheme.

We truncate the range of the decay processes in real spaisané&hns that the distance
between the generated two triplons is limited although the scattering state comprises
contributions up to infinite distances. As a result, the nr@agement of the eigenvalues is
only incomplete. Figurgl8b illustrates that increasingrdmege of the decay processes (e.qg.
increasingds) implies thatw;(K) approaches the lower band edgewafK, Q) from above
more and more.

As stated before, the rearrangements of the states areoualide for two reasons. (i)
They imply a slow convergence which may cause growing triimearrors. (ii) One usually
defines the state with the largest spectral weight above rilnend state as the elementary
excitation of the system and not a state with almost no spleetight, even if it is lower in
energy.

To avoid the rearrangement of the eigenstates, which leadsbtentially misleading
quasiparticle picture, we employ the operategs(l) (cf. figure [8b). As before the
generatofgg(l) only yields an approximation for the one-triplon eigems of the &ective
HamiltonianHgg. This is the case even in the region of the Brillouin zone ehitre
quasiparticles are well-defined. Due to our treatment optioblem in real space we cannot
distinguish processes infterent regions in momentum space easily. To improve thetsesul
for the one-triplon dispersion one must consider the icteya with states which consists of
more than one particle as well. This is discussed in the restisi4.3.

Here, we first want to show the results for the two- and thrasigle continua resulting
from the approximate one-triplon dispersian(K) in the case of the generatéigg(l) for
x = 0.5 andy = 0.1. The three-particle continuum can be determined in ayaioghe two-
particle continuum. One only has to replace one one-trigispersion on the right hand side
of (4.4) by energies of the two-particle continuum.

The boundaries of these continua are shown in figlre 9 by boéd. Additionally, this
figure shows the boundaries of the three-particle corfiruaerging from the combination
of the approximate one-triplon dispersion(K) and a certain approximate two-particle (anti-

I The name three-particle continuum refers to the fact thattrresponding states consist of three triplons in
the basis of theféective Hamiltonian.
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Figure 9. Two- and three-triplon continua of the asymmetric spj@-Heisenberg ladder with
x = 0.5 andy = 0.1. The solid green lines represent the lower and upper boigsdaf the
two-particle continuum. The other green lines represent timo-particle bound states and
one two-particle anti-bound state. The blue lines illustthe boundaries of the three-particle
continuum, where the type of the lines correspond to thepauticle state(s) used to determine
the three-particle continuum.

)bound state. Here we only use the region where the corrdspgprianti-)bound state is
well-defined, i.e., does not merge with the continuum.

The two-particle bound states and the two-particle antiFlobbstate shown in figufe 9 are
calculated by diagonalizing thdfective HamiltonianHgg in the subspace spanned by the
single-triplon states

K, @) = \%Zé“n, a) (4.53)
and the two-triplon states
K, ) |d, ) := % Z K9, @) Ir + d, ) (4.50)

with 0 < d < 120 for each given value &€ (for details see sectia))
Since the subspace spanned by the states)(arid [4.58) is not separated from higher

triplon states (cf. figuré_D1b we obtain — as for the one-triptispersionw,(K) — only

9 Here we considered < 120 only to be consistent with the later calculations whilgwo énclude the three-
particle space.
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an approximation for the bound states. Consequently, tpetge continua only represent
approximations as well. The restriction of the relativaatged in the two-triplon subspace
(4.50) is less important. Increasirtjdoes not change the results perceivably.

As in the symmetric case = 0.5 andy = 0 [78,[79,80[ 47, 51, 52], two two-particle
bound states — one with total sgi= 0 and one with total spi® = 1 — and an anti-bonding
state with total spirB = 2 exist. The boundaries of the continua shown in figure 9 help t
understand the shape of the spectral densities calculated following section.

Note that the whole complex structure of the low energy spettshown in figuré 9
follows from the one-triplon dispersion, the triplon-top interaction, and from the
diagonalization of thefeective Hamiltonian within the subspac¢e (@)44.50).

4.3. Spectral density

In this subsection we improve the results presented in tthradbsection for the one-triplon
dispersion which we obtained by the generdigg(l) for x = 0.5 andy = 0.1. This is achieved
by including interactions with three-triplon states. Tedebe triplon decay we calculate the
zero temperature spectral density.

We start by analyzing the frequency and momentum resolvadded zero temperature
Green function

G(K.w) = lim (K. Z[w- (Heff — Eo) + 6] K, 2). (4.6)

The spectral densit$(K, w) follows by taking the negative imaginary part®{K, w) divided
by 7

S(K,w) = —%8 [G (K, w)] . (4.7)

The Green function is evaluated by tridiagonalization @zos algorithm) which leads to the
continued fraction representation [81) 82|83,/84, 85]
1

G(K, w) = o (4.8)

w-ay(K)- 20

The codficientsa;(K) andb;(K) are calculated by repeated applicationHyg — Eo on the
initial state|K, zy with wave vectoiK, spinS = 1, andS, componenim = 0 (for details see
sectior] Appendix C). Note that the continued fraction in dee@ominator on the right hand
side of [4.8) (proportional tb,(K)?) can be taken as a standard self-energy whose imaginary
part determines the decay rate. In this respect our appisaxi so diferent from the one in
[14].

In all practical calculations we have to restrict ourseligea certain subspace. For this
calculations we considered the subspace spanned by

K, @) := \%Zémlr, @), (4.9)

K, a)|d, ) := \/—lﬁ Z k(2 r, ) Ir + d, B) (4.9%)
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and

2d1+dp

1 iK(r+
K, @) ldw, B) Iz, 7) 1= > 52 1 i+ B I + o + oy (4.90)

with d, d;, d> > 0 andd, d; + d> < 120. Note that (4.8) is the one-triplon state for fixeld and
o, (4.9) the two-triplon scattering states, and @.¢he three-triplon scattering states. Thus
we only need the restrictedfectiveHamiltonian

Het = 31 (HE(00) + H3(00) + H3(00) + Hi(o0) + H3(e0) + Hi(o) + H(oo)
+ H3(e0) + HE(x0))

The action of this restrictedffective HamiltonianH'€S on the subspacé (&9 @. %) is
presented in sectign Appendix D. More details about theutation of the spectral density
are given in section Appendix C.

Figure[10a shows the spectral densK, w) for x = 0.5 andy = 0.1. To keep track
of this spectral density we display the results presentdijime[9 also in thev, K-plane of
figure[10a. FoK = 0 andK = n/10 decaying triplons are observed. Their density lies in
the vicinity of the approximate one-triplon dispersion.eTiegion framed in red is shown in
detail in figure_1Db. In this region we can fit our data by a Lézem

A @2y

(4.10)

) = e+ /2 (4.113)
with

A~ 1.0848J, (4.11b)

wo ~ 1.4938], (4.11c)
and the inverse lifetime

I ~ 0.0402],. (4.11d)

For clarity, figureL.1Dc shows the spectral densityKat= 7/10 on logarithmic scale.
Besides the strong one-triplon peak®@t~ 1.4938], the spectral density increases distinctly
at the beginning of the three-particle continuum involvihg S = 0 bound state. Another
rise of the spectral density occurs at the upper end of tleetparticle continuum involving
theS = 1 bound state. At the beginning of the three-particle cantm involving theS = 2
anti-bound state the spectral density drops notably. Tihitiates that the existence of bound
and anti-bound states influences the form of the spectraityesignificantly. Note that an
additional channel, for instance contributions from sratty states of a single triplon and a
triplon-triplon bound state, does not always imply an iases of the spectral density. It may
also lead to a significant decrease. We attribute this phenomto destructive interference.
That means the additional channel interferes destrugtivéh the already existing channel
so that a net decrease is engendered.

Finally, we want to discuss the shift of the one-triplon @ison caused by the
hybridization of two- and three-particle states (Ef._&)-#4.90). In the sequel we call this
shifted one-triplon dispersion as the renormalized oipdeim dispersion. The results shown
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Figure 10. Spectral properties of the asymmetric spit2 ladder. Panels (a), (b) and (c) show
the spectral density of the asymmetric spifladder forx = 0.5 andy = 0.1. In Panel (b)

a Lorentzian is fitted to the spectral density. The descripeasiparticle exhibits a inverse
lifetime of ' ~ 0.0402],. Panel (d) compares the results of figlite 8b with the red esoss
depicting the renormalized one-triplon dispersion ol#diby using the generatéigg(l) and
(tri)diagonalization in the subspade (8/9[4.99). This renormalized one-triplon dispersion is
also depicted in Panel (a).

in figure[10d are partly those of figuré 8b. In addition, thecezkses depict results obtained
from a tridiagonalization after the CUT induced Byg(l).

In the region of the Brillouin zone where the quasipartides well-defined we obtain
the renormalized one-triplon dispersion by fixing the tataimentumK and calculating the
lowest eigenvalue of theffiective HamiltoniarHgg in the subspace (4ap-(4.99). The results
are represented in figurel10a and figuré 10d by red crossesootbagcuracy, we retrieve
the results obtained before Bypc(l) and ng,lrfl) in the region without decay. Therefore,
it is sufficient to consider the subspace @-94.9J) if one wants to describe the one-triplon
dispersion of the asymmetric spin2lHeisenberg ladder witk = 0.5 andy = 0.1 by using
the generatoFgg(l).

Note that the calculation in the subspéace &-@.90) does not lead to the correct band
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edges of the triplon continuum because the shift of the apésh dispersion makes itself felt
only if we included four-particle states as well. Hence #iigl of calculation is not fully self-
consistent. There are possibilities to achieve consigtbativeen the one-triplon dispersion
and the band edges of the continua. But this issue is beyensttipe of the present article.

In the region where the one-triplon dispersion hybridizéh the two-triplon continuum
the red crosses shown in figurel 10a and figude 10d indicatentbigye with the maximum
spectral intensity5(K, w). These energies represent what is usually seen as theyesfeag
guasiparticle with finite life-time. The energies deteredrin this way lie between what is
obtained fromFgg(l) in the one-triplon sector (blue line in figure]10d) and wisabbtained
from Fpc(l) or from ng,lrfl)-

We emphasize, that the advantage of the geneiggefl) compared to the generator
ng,lrﬂ) or Fpc(l) is that also the quasiparticle decay is described in theomegf the
Brillouin zone where the one-triplon dispersion mergeslie two-triplon continuum. The
generatoiFgg(l) avoids rearrangement processes during the flow which teadobtentially
misleading quasiparticle picture. Thereby the CUT becama&® robust. Hence the proposed
adapted generator achieves the goal from the outset toilbesdecaying quasiparticles

properly.

5. Summary

In the present paper, we introduced an approach based dnwaums unitary transformations
to describe systems with unstable quasiparticles. The naga is to use a generator
formulated in second quantization which leads to inaaive model where only the ground
state is isolated from the rest of the Hilbert space.

In the first part of this paper we described the propertieshaf adapted generator
and discussed similarities andfférences with other generators. Additionally, we derived
the adapted generator in the context of variational caficuia. All considerations were
completely general and did neither depend on the model usidely nor on the actual
realization of the continuous unitary transformation. Fhue expect that generally an
analogous modification of the unitary transformation cawo dle used in other approaches,
for instance in high-order series expansions by orthogtvaakformations/ [86], to capture
resonant behavior. Not the life time will be accessible alyeby a series, but thefiective
Hamiltonian. Then a subsequent analysis by variationahat (as presented in the present
work) or by diagrammatic approaches has to be used.

In the second part of this paper we illustrated the theaktieliberations for the
asymmetric antiferromagnetic spii2LHeisenberg ladder. This model shows spontaneous
triplon decay into two-triplon scattering states. Thersgté of this decay is controlled by the
frustrating diagonal interactioﬂbiag. A more comprehensive study of this particular model
is left to ongoing research.

We used the generatéigs(l) which only isolates the ground state and an additional
Lanczos tridiagonalization in a variational subspace Wwltionsisted of states containing up
to three triplons. We showed that in this way the resonanbeaber of the decaying triplon
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can be described explicitly. The continuous unitary tramsfition was realized in a self-
similar way.

In conclusion, we extended the range of applications of inapus unitary
transformation to systems which exhibit unstable quasiges. We expect that an analogous
extension can also be implemented for other unitary transftons.

Acknowledgments

We want to thank K. P. Schmidt, N. Drescher and C. Raas for rfraitful discussions. This
work was supported by the NRW Forschungsschule “Forschun§ynchrotronstrahlung in
den Nano- und Biowissenschaften”.

Appendix A. Ordering of the generator Fpc(l)

The generatoFpc(l) sorts the eigenvaluds in ascending order of the particle numlgof
the corresponding eigenvectors such that q; = E; > E;. Particularly, this implies that the
vacuum stat¢) of the dfective Hamiltonian represents the ground state of the sydtethe
following, we derive this statement.

In an eigenbasis of the operat@ywhich counts the number of (qQuasi)particles of a given
state, the generatéipc(l) is given by

#5(1) = sgn(q; - a;) Hi (1), (A1)
whereq andq; are eigenvalues of the operatQ In general the eigenspace for a given
number of (quasi)particleg has a large dimension which is infinite for infinite systenesiz
but for the purpose of the present derivation we stick todidimensional Hilbert spaces. We
use the convention th&t; j(I) stands not only for a single matrix element but for the whole
submatrix of the Hamiltoniaf{ which connects the eigenspace belonging to the eigenvalue
g with the eigenspace belonging to the eigenvajuerherefore/H; (1) is given by a matrix
with the dimensioD; x Dj, whereD; is the dimension of the eigenspaQe= ¢.

Using the generator (Al.1) the general flow equation] (2. lpgiehe matrix equation
aH,5(1) = —sgn(a; — a;) (H()H;; (1) — H,; (), ()

+ Z (sgn(ai — k) + sgn(a; — ak)) Hix()H; (1). (A2)

ki,
Since the #&ective model will be block diagonal, alffiediagonal matriced; (1) with i # |
have to vanish fof — co. Hence for largé the equation[(AJ2) is dominated by the first term
on the right hand side where th&-diagonal matrices only appear linearly. So for largiee
asymptotic behavior of (Al2) is given by

0H,(1) = ~sgn(a — ;) (M H (1) — Hi,(VH;;) + O(HE (). (A3)
Note that within this approximatiof H;i(I) = 0 Vi, so that we can neglect thelependence
of H;;i(I) and ¥ ;(I). Without loss of generality we assume in the following tyat g;. Then

(AB.3) yields
O, 5() = — (HiH, (1) = Hi()H; ) + O (HE (1)) (A4)
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The matrix#H;; and the matrixH;; are Hermitian, thus unitary transformatiohé and/;
exist which diagonalizé;; andH; j, respectively. We will denote this diagonal matrices by
Dy = UH U andD; = UH;;U;. By multiplying (A:3) from the left byZs| and from
the right by2/; one obtains

aH, (1) = - (DiH, (1) - Hi;()D;) + O(HA (1), (A.5)
Whereﬁ,j(l) = Wﬁ%,j(l)fu]. According to[(A.5) therf, m) matrix element off{i,j(l) satisfies
al (ﬂj(l))nm - Z (Z)i)n,k (ﬁj(l))k,m + Z (ﬂj(l))nk (Dj)k,m
k k

= (D)1~ (91)) (Fs D),

in linear order in the non-diagonal matrices. Sidg(l) vanishes fott — oo, ﬁ,j(l) must
vanish as well. Therefore, for larg¢he inequality

(@i)n,n - (@,-)mm >0 (A.7)

must be fulfilled for alln, m for which the matrix elementsﬁi,j(l))n,m % 0 are non-zero.
This implies that all eigenvalues @; must be larger than the eigenvalues?f. Thus,
the eigenvalues are sorted in ascending order of the gartiagnber of the corresponding
eigenvectors, as asserted above.

Note that this ordering does not need to occur, if the coomedimg eigenvectors are not
connected to each other by a finite matrix element of the Hamdn for| large, but not
infinite. If ﬁ,j(l) =0 foralll orforl > lg < oo the argument to derivé (A.7) frorh (A.6) does
not hold. For example, this is the case when the system eagtapmmetries which prevent
certain subspaces to be linked, as we see for the symmeiritasialer.

(A.6)

Appendix B. Transformation of subspaces

Appendix B.1. Ground state

In sectiori 2.4 we argue that all generatBgs(l), Fgs(l), Fmgdl), a”ngs,lﬂ)) considered
so far transform the vacuum stddg)) in the same way if the flow equation is solved exactly.
Here we prove this statement.

Previously, we defined thd-dependent Hamiltonian byH(l) := UT()HU().
Alternatively, we can keep the operators constant but maketates$-dependent. This is in
complete analogy to passing from the Heisenberg picturegd@throdinger picture. Hence,
thel-dependence of the vacuum state is giveridgly)) = U(l) |0y and the generator is given
by F(I) = =U™() (6, U(1)). Thus, for the derivative db(l)) it follows

a110(1)) = 6,U(l) 10)
= U u'() (aU(1) 10y
=F()
= —U(I)F()|0).

(B.1)



Adapted CUT to treat systems with quasiparticles of finfegithe 29

Introducing a basifi)} yields

a1100)) = - Z SIOI _F;IZ )|0> . (8.2)
The key observation is that for all considered generat@statrix elemenk; o(1) is the same,
namely
Hio(l) fori >0
Fio(l) = ’ . B.3
o) {O fori=0 (B3)
Applying (B3) to [B.2) yields
a1100)) = = > VD) I (IH()10)
i#0
i# (B.4)

= —[Z Ul iy (il H(1) 10y | + U(1) [0) (O H(I) [0} .

Shifting thel-dependency to the vacuum state and using the equifidy) (1) = 1 provides
us with

0,10(1)) = =H [0(1)) +10(1)) <O H [O0(1))
= |Po(1), H] 100))
with the I-dependent projectoPy(l) = [0(1))¢0(l)]. According to [B.5) the derivative of
|0(1)) only depends oif0(1)) itself and the initial HamiltoniarH. Therefore, the considered
generators all transform the vacuum sti@i@)) in the same way. The essential point of the
proof is that for all considered generators the matrix el®@sE; o(I) are defined identically

by (B.3). Note, however, that the statement, that all ge¢onesdreat0) alike, does no longer
hold if approximations (truncations) are introduced.

(B.5)

Appendix B.2. One-particle space

The proof presented in the previous subsection can be dexeekaSince the action of the
generatofFpc(l) and the generat(ﬁgs’lél) is also the same on the one-particle subspace, one
can prove that they also transform all one-particle statéiseé same way. In the following we
characterize the states by their number of (Quasi)pastisie it is useful to use an eigenbasis
{liy} of the (quasi)particle number operat@r The number of (quasi)particles of a stapds
denoted byg. Consider the derivative of all states with at most one plarti

o Y lity = > au)yi

ilgi<l igi<1
- —ZU(I)F(D“) (B.6)

igi<l

= - Z Ui Gred) .
i<l =Fji(l)

For both generators the matrix elemehig(l) with g, < 1 are given by
Fii(l) = sgn(a; — g) Hji(1) (B.7)
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according to[(2.13) and (2.20). Hence we have
o Y1y == > UMD IHO

ingi<1 i:g<l,j.q;>1
= > san(a; — &) UM 1) GIHO
i:gi<ljigj<1
To the first part on the right hand side bf (B.8) we add all nmgsiontributions withy; < 1.
Hence we arrive at

o Y 1y == > UOHOLY+ > U1 GIHHA) )

ig<1 i<l iq|<1j'qj<1
= > san(; - 6) U0 1) GIHO .
i:gi<ljigj<1

Just as in the previous subsection we shiftltdependence from the Hamiltoni&f{l) to the
states

A ) i) == > HIO)+ > O GMIH ()

igi<l igi<l i:gi<Lj:qj<1

(B.8)

(B.9)

(B.10)
=" sgn(a; = &) 1) GOIHT().
i:gi<1,j:gj<1
It follows that the transformation of the subspdfg with g < 1 is independent from all
other stateg|i)} with g > 1. The transformation only depends on the initial Hamilaoni
H. Therefore, the generatéipc(l) and the generatngS’ll&l) transform the one-patrticle
subspace in the same way. Note that this proof is not restriict the casg; < 1 and can
easily be adapted to the cage< n € N. The choice[(2.20) ol (Bl7) has to be adapted
accordingly, i.e., we have pass frdﬁfgs 1F(I) to Fgsnp(l) with

Fgsnp(l) = Z Z o() — HP()). (B.11)

p=0 i>p
Appendix C. Lanczos tridiagonalization

To determine the spectral density (4.7) one has to calcthateodficientsa;(K) andb;(K)
of the continued fraction representation of the Green fonc{4.8). This can be done by
the Lanczos recursion scheme, for which we restrict ourutations to the subspade (4)9
(4.99). Within this subspace the recursion (Lanczos tridiagaatibn)

o) = IK,2) (C.1a)
1) = (Heee - a0(K)) Iyo) (C.1b)
2) = (Hg?fs— al(K)) 1) — b1(K)? o) (C.Io)

ws) = (Hig— a(K)) Ig2) — ba(K)? lyra) (C.1d)
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Figure C1. Continued fraction cdé&cients a(K) and bj(K) for x = 0.5,y = 0.1 and
momentumK = x/10. The restriction of the considered subspace becomegpiconsis at

i ~115.
with
. Wl G i 01 1
a()—w ori=0,12,... (C.1e)
Wil -
b(K)? = ——~2 fori=1,23,... C.1f
9 Wi—1li-1) ort (€.1)
bo(K) =0 (C.19)

generates a set of orthogonal stadggs The action of the restricted Hamiltonidn (4.10) in the
three-particles subspade (d)94.90) is given in sectiof Appendix|D. In the generated basis
{lyi)} the matrix of the restrictedfiective Hamiltoniari—lé‘;{fS is tridiagonal, where the;(K)

are the diagonal matrix elements and bi&) are the elements on the second diagonal. All
other matrix elements are zero.

Figure[C1 shows the results for the @idgentsa;(K) andb;(K) for x = 0.5,y = 0.1
andK = 7/10. First it appears that both déeientsa(K) andb;(K) (i £ 115) converge to
fixed valuesa..(K) andb.(K) as it should be for a bounded and gapless spectral density of
an infinitely large system [84]. But farz 115 both co#ficients start to change their values
again noticeably. This is a consequence of the fact that wedastrict the relative distances
d andd; + d, to a maximum of 119 rungs (cf._(4&B(4.2)) in our numerical calculations.
Therefore, we only use the first 100 ¢beients and terminate the continued fraction-at100
as described in the following subsection.

Appendix C.1. Termination

The spectral densit$(K, w) at fixed K as obtained by a finite continued fraction of the
Green function[(4]8) has poles at the zeros of the denomindtaus, the spectral density
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S(K, w) is a collection ofs-peaks. One standard approach to obtain a continuous yénsit
to introduce a slight broadening 8{K, w) viaw — w + i§ with a small real numbef. This
procedure corresponds to smearing®peaks as Lorentzian functions of widthThe caveat
is that also all truly sharp features such as band edges drfwae sigularities are smeared
out. However, a notably improved resolution®fK, w) can be achieved by introducing an
appropriate termination of the continued fraction.

If we want to evaluate the continued fraction for the infildege system, we have to
stop our recursion before the finiteness of the considerbdpsice([(4.8)-(4.99 becomes
conspicuous. Therefore, we compute the average valaghkf andb;(K) for i = 80...100
(cf. figure[C1) to obtain a good approximation for the limatgK) andb.,(K). From these
limits the upper and lower boundariés(K) andE|(K) of the spectral densit$(K, w) are
determined vial[84]

Eu(K) = a.(K) + 2b.,(K) (C.2a)
E|(K) = au(K) - 2b.(K) . (C.20)

The existence of an upper boundary of the spectral densitg@msequence of our restriction
to a subspace which contains three quasiparticles at maxinfinally, we use the directly
calculated coficientsa;(K) andb;,1(K) for i = 0...99 and subsequently the square root
terminator defined by the approximate limas(K) andb..(K). By doing this, we assume
that all following codficientsa;(K) andb;,;(K) with i > 100 are constant. The square root
terminatorT (K) is given by

T:%(w—a«)—ﬁ) for v > Ey (C.30)

T:%(w—aw—ix/ﬁ) for E) <w < Ey (C.30)

T:%(m—a«,+ V-D)  forw<E (C.%0)
with i

D =4b%, - (w-ax)?, (C.3d)

where we suppressed #l dependences for the sake of simplicity. The last considered
codficientb;oo(K) in (4.8) is multiplied by the appropriate terminafb¢(K). The imaginary
part of the resulting expression yields the continuous glttie spectral densit$(K, w). In

this way we can reliably approximate the thermodynamictlohthe spectral densitg(K, w)

by calculations in a finite subspace.

Appendix D. Analysis of the dfective model

Here we present details of the analysis of the@ive Hamiltonians for the asymmetric ladder
generated by CUTs. More details are givenlin [87,/ 56, 88]liergpecial case of a particle
conserving fective Hamiltonian.
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Figure D1. (Color online) Considered subspaces to analyzeftieettve Hamiltonian obtained
by the generatoFgg(l). The generatoFgs(l) only isolates the paﬂt—lg(l). Colored blocks
illustrate interactions which are included. Grey blockssirate neglected interactions. Panel
(a) describes an analysis within the one-triplon subspaanel (b) describes an analysis
within the one- and two-triplon subspace. Panel (c) dessrdm analysis within the one-, two-

and three-triplon subspace, see &-@.90)

The generatorspc(l) and ng,lp(” isolate the one-particle subspace from all other
subspaces (cf. figurel 2a and figude 2c). Therefore, the orielpaeigenvalues can be
calculated without considering states with a higher plrtacimber.

The dfective Hamiltonians obtained by the generafgj(l) still contain interactions
between the one-particle subspace and other subspacedigcé [2b). Consequently, a
diagonalization in the one-particle subspace only givesgproximation for the eigenvalues
of the dfective Hamiltonian, namely an upper bound for the eigerasifithe ground state
energy is sfficiently well described. The results for the eigenvalues lmanmproved by
considering higher particle subspaces as well (see figupe 1 this paper we consider
subspaces which consist of states which contain up to thgerts.

The Fourier transformed one-, two- and three-particleestate given by (48)-(4.90).

In any practical calculation the relative distances mustrbecated to make the subspace
finite. Note that due to the hard-core algebra it is not pdsgshat two particles occupy the
same rung. Below the action of the various parts of tiiective Hamiltonians are given.

Appendix D.1. Hi
The action of the operatdt: on the one-triplon stat, «) is given by
HIIK, a) = Zé“c‘;;? K, @) (D.1)
r,a’

with
¢’ = (Ra/|HR+1,a) (D.2)

11y



Adapted CUT to treat systems with quasiparticles of finfegithe 34

andR € Z. Note that due to the translational symmetry only the redadiistance between
the statesR, ') and|R + r, @) occurs in the co@cientcy 11r In the special case of a SU(2)
symmetric Hamiltonian the ccliiiscientsc‘l’lr obey the relatlon:‘l’1r = 0y C11y. The used
truncation scheme (cf. sectibn B.1) cauépﬁ = 0 for |r| > d,. All other codficientsc which
appear in the following arefi@ected by the truncation scheme in an analogous way.

The action of the operatdt! on the two-triplon staté, @) |d, 8) is given by

HLIK, @) |d, ) = ch‘;l‘:éKz K, @) [r +d,B) (D.3a)
+ > ek K, By~ (r + ), ) (D.3b)
r< —-d
Z; ek K, ) |- (r - d).8) (D.30)
ZcﬁﬁéK KB Ir - d,a) (D-3d)
=
The action (ff the operatdt] on the three-triplon stat&, «) |d, B |dz, y) is given by
H1 K, @) [d, B) dz, y) = Zd C‘{lfe'K IK, @) Ir + du, B) Ida, ¥) (D.4a)
. ; c‘{{fe‘K IK.B) |- (r +dh), &) |r + dy + b, y) (D.4b)
+_(; :‘g;:éK K, BY |02, ¥) |- (r + dy + dp) , @) (D.4c)
de :ﬁfréK K, @) |=(r = ), ) Ir + 2. ) (D.4d)
+Zd:cﬁl€éK IK, B)Ir — 0y, @) |dy + b, ) (D.4e)
+chﬁlfjé*< IK, @) |d; + d, ) |- ( + db) , 8" (D.4f)
+ Zd] cl7€"5 K, @) |0y, B) - (r = d2) . ') (D.49)
d+ Zd: cd{l’re'K% IK, @)= (r = dy — &), ') Ir — b, B) (D.4h)
Z 7€ 3K, ) Ir - dy — dp, @) dy, B) (D.4i)

I’>d1+d2
Y
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Appendix D.2. H

The action of the operatdt? on the one-triplon stat, @) is given by

HZK.0) = Y ot ae %) K. o) . 5) (D.5)
r,d’
o pB
with
Gy = (RaI(R+d. FIHZR+T.0). (D.6)
The action of the operatdni2 on the two-triplon stat&, a) |d, 8) is given by
H2 K, a)1d.B) = ) 57w e (“F) I ) 1dy) Ir +d - o B) (D.72)
r>—d+d’
d.o Ly
£ e @M= K o) I+ d ) - (r + o) + L) (D.7h)
—d<r<—d+d’
d,ay
+ 3 T d TR K B - (r + d). ) i y) (D.7c)
<—d
dra %
+ 3 M) K 0y -1 +d. B Iy (D.7d)
<d
d’rﬁ’,y/
+ 3 G K gy - doa) T+ d+ dy) (D.7¢)
d<r<d+d’
a.p.y
£ G K I ) Ir - (d + d). ) (D.7f)
r>d+d’
d.py

Appendix D.3. H

The action of the operatml; on the two-triplon staté, «) |d, 8) is given by

HIK.0)1d.B) = ) clyrie®(*8) K, o) (D.8)

ra’

with
ol = (Ra/|H IR+ 1, ) R+1 +d,B). (D.9)
The action of the operatdni1 on the three-triplon stat&, o) |d;, 8) |dy, v) IS given by
o p IK 3r+dé—d2) ,
H3 K, @) I B 1dz ) = )" ciphe K, @'Y | + dy + dp, ¥) (D.10a)
r>— (d1+d2)

3r+dy—dp

+Zc"{2°:§ NIy - (r + o + ). ) (D.100)

r<-— (d1+d2)
a/



Adapted CUT to treat systems with quasiparticles of finfegithe 36

Z C‘izﬂrg 3r+d]é+2d2) |K, a) |_r + dl,IB,> (D.]_Q;)
I’<d1

+ Z lzﬁrg IK 3r+d%+2d2) |K,B,> |r. _ dl,@) (D]_CU)
I’>d1

3 i o Ko g (0.109)
r>— d]_

+ Z & o8 B -+ a0 (0.100)
r<—d;

o

Appendix D.4. H

The action of the operatmlf on the one-triplon stati, ) is given by

. v a (r 2d1+d’2)
Hi Ky = > cilive K, ) 1d3, ) Id3, 7> (D.11)
r,dy,dj
a/’ﬁ/’,y/
with
cg'l’fj:ézj;,z = (R | (R+d, B (R+d +dj,y|HR+1,0). (D.12)

Appendix D.5. H
The action of the operatdt} on the three-triplon stat&, @) |dy, 8) |d2, ) is given by

HL K, @) |dy. B) |02, y) = Z Clorh e N I (D.13)
with

c‘l’s‘r’glydz = (R a|H3IR+1,a)R+r+d,B) [R+T +0dy+dp,y). (D.14)

Appendix D.6. B

The action of the operataﬂ2 on the two-triplon staté, «) |d, 8) is given by

HZ|K, a)|d,B) = Zczzfd“ﬁéK (42) K, o) . B) (D.15)
a,B’
with
ol = (RaI(R+d BIH R+ 1,0)[R+T +d,5). (D.16)

The action of the operatdts on the three-triplon stat&, @) |dy, 8) |, y) is given by
_K(2r+d31-d’1)
H3 1K a)1du,B1dz,y) = ) St e K@) ld, ) Ir +di+dp —di, 7y (D.178)

r>—(dp+dz)+d;
& B
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2r+d1—di

+ Z cng‘j’d"ﬁ ( 3 ) IK, @'Y |r + dy + 0y, ¥) |- (r + dy + dy) + d, ') (D.17b)
—(d1+d2)<l'< (d1+d2)+d

di’a,/’ﬁ/
, . 2r+d1—di
+ Z C‘z’z'fd‘fﬁ e ( ’ )IK, Y= (r +di + dy), @) |di, B') (D.17¢)
r<— (d1+d2)
di.a’ B
2r+d2—d/2
@y, 'K ’ ro
+ Z C22)r/d13d/ di+d, € i )IK,a YIr+dy, By -1 +d3,y") (D.17d)
—di<r<d,
dy.a’yy’
2T+d2—d’2
oy, 'K -3 ’ ’ o
£ O e | )IK,B> = (r +da), ") dy + dj, 7" (D.17¢)
r<— d]_
dlz,a/,)’/
. 2r+d2—d’2
oy, 'K —3 , ;. ,
Z CZZ?’,dl-zld € ; )|K’0‘ YIdy +dy, ¥ Ir = d5, B (D.17%)
r>d;
d,z,a//,)’/
L . 2r+d2—d’2
Z Cﬁz?fﬁ e ( ; )|K’ @) |=r +di, 5 [d3, ¥ (D.17g)
r<d;
dé’ﬂ/’,y/
[ 2r+dy-d’
ZC@J{?Y e (5 )IK,ﬁ’> Ir—dy, @) |1 +dy + dy.y) (D.17h)
d1<r<d1+d
dy 8.y
. [ 2r+dy—d’
| 4 ’ ’ ’
chzyr(fye ( i )|Ku3>|d2,7>|r—(d1+d2),0/> (D.17)
r>di+d;
dy 8.y

Appendix D.7. B

The action of the operatdt3 on the two-triplon statéK, ) |d, B) is given by
3d- 4d’1—2d’2

Klr+ ———=
H2 K. a)[d. B = ) i e )k ey gmy gy 19

r,dy.d;
a’,ﬂ/,')”
with
Cg,z’f:éz:gzﬁ = (R|(R+d, B (R+d; +djy|HER+1,0) R+ +d,B3). (D.19)

Appendix D.8. B

The action of the operatdtZ on the three-triplon stat&, @) |dy, ) |dz, y) is given by

4dq+2dy-3d'

H§|K,a>|d1,ﬁ>|dz,y>=ch;;fj;,%;ggd2e“(”7e JK.ayid8)  (D.20)
d/

B
o ’ﬂ/
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Table D1. States of thés = 1 andm = 0 subspace.

IS=1m=0); [2

S=1m=0), %(Ix,w— . ><>)

IS=1m=0)3 —\/%(Iz,x,xwIz,y,y>+|x,z,x>+ly,z,y>)
- J32rz2-1xx2-vy.2)|

IS = 1,m= 0y (|z,x,x>+ 1ZY,Y) — 1% 2, X) - |y,z,y>)

NI

S=1m=05 L(Ixx2+y.2+222)

with
Calhr = (R/|(R+d, B HZR+ 1, @) R+T +di, ) R+T + 0y + U, ). (D.21)

Appendix D.9. H

The action of the operatdi on the three-triplon stat&, @) |dy, 8) |d2, ) is given by

3 [Y/,ﬁ,,')’/,a,ﬂ,')’ iK[I’-I—i‘Z dl_di 3+ dz_d/z ] , , , , ,
H3 1K ) 1du, B 1d2,y) = > Caghar b7 e K,y ldy. 8 1d.y)  (D.22)
r.d;.dy
U/,ﬁ/,')’,

with

o' By B, . ’ ' o ’ ro 3
Sl by 1= (R/|(R+ U, 1R+ d + dy, /| HS 023

X|IR+r,a)R+r+d,B)[R+r+d; +dy,y).

Appendix D.10. S 1, m= 0 subspace

Due to the SU(2) it is possible to reduce the computatiofiatte The one-, two- and three-
triplon states wittS = 1 andm = 0 are listed in table D1. Since they are independent from
the total momenturK and the relative distancelsd; andd, we omit the dependence on these
parameters.
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