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Stability and magnetization curve of spin-nematic phase slightly below saturation field
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We discuss the magnetization process slightly below thera@on field in frustrated magnets. A conden-
sation of bound magnons on the spin-polarized state indeitlesr a spin nematic phase or a state with phase
separation. The (effective) interaction between the bauagnon pairs not only is crucial to the stability of the
nematic phase, but also determines the slope of the magtietizurve near saturation. We generally derive
the expression of this interaction by using the perturlesgzattering theory. By applying the method to coupled
zigzag chains LiCuV®, we find the positive pair-pair interaction implying thelstidy of the spin nematic
phase. We also point out that the magnetization curve of {Tuis almost vertical {e. very largedM /dH)
near the saturation exhibiting one-dimensional featuspide non-negligible interchain couplings.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm, 75.60.-d, 75.45.+j, 75.50.Ee

Introduction- Magnetic frustration sometimes brings aboutformed slightly below the saturation field by developing a
various exotic phenomena in quantum magnets. One such eriethod of calculating the effective pair-pair interactamnthe
ample is the appearance of the spin nematic phase, in whidbasis of the dilute Bose-gas expansion (seg, Ref.@] for
long-range magnetic order manifests itself not in the locak review). The interaction among condensed bound magnons
magnetization but in the rank-2 tensolr [1]. Although the-pos plays an important role; not only being crucial to the stabil
sibility of spin nematic phases have been pointed out thieoreity of the nematic phase, it also determines the asymptotic
ically in various system£|[2], there are only a handful exper form of the magnetization curve as well as the critical tempe
imental candidates. A spin-1/2 compound LiCu\@vhich  ature of the nematic phase. First we derive, for a general set
may be viewed as coupled quantuin= 1/2 J;-J» chains ting, an integral equation which determines this interactip
[E, ], is one of the promising candidates that are supposetb first order in two-magnon-scattering amplitude. Next, we
to realize the putative nematic phase under high magnetiapply this method to the magnetic properties of a quasi-one-
fields H [E ]. Close to saturation, stable bound states ofdimensional compound LiCuVQunder high magnetic field.
spin-flip excitations (magnons) are formed by the ferromag- Magnon Bose-Einstein Condensation (BEC)- Let us con-
netic nearest-neighborinteraction and the spin-nemhtis@s  sider a spin-1/2 Heisenberg model on a Bravais lattice with
realize when they condense earlier than the single magnogeneric interaction§J;; } placed in a magnetic field):

[@]. Recently, slightly below (3.9-4.9T) the saturatioaldi

Hgar = 44T (52T) for H parallel to thee (a or b) axis, an ad- H = Z Ji;j S8i-S; + H Z S5 (1)
ditional phase transition has been repor@d [5]; on theshasi (,5) j

the trial wave function, the new phase above it has beendrgue ) ) o

[7] to be the spin nematic phase. As magnons are bosons, thi¥€ rewrite this Hamiltonian by the hardcore bosohrepre-
phase may be viewed as a magnetic counterpart of the paipEntation of spin operator:

superfluid phase of bosoris E* 9] and the coupled/, sys-

tem provides us with a unique playground to study the physics

of bosonic composite. to obtain the following boson Hamiltonian

Theoretically, the single-chain model has been extensivel )
investigated bo'gh numerically and anquﬂca@[@—l%dq H = Z(W(Q)—N)GL%‘Fﬁ Z V(Q)GLqGL,qakak' ,
the results obtained have shed some lights on the behavior of p ARk
the coupled-chain system LiCuMO For instance, the spin 3)
modulated phase found experimentalﬂ/ |[E| —16] may be .
viewed as the_ SDW2 phase (a bosonic de_nsﬂy-wave phase(q) = Z 5Jij cos (q-(r; — r;)) , w(q) = €(q) — emin
formed by pairs) found in the DMRG stud|[10] On the ;
other hanq, th(_e existence (_)f.a long-range hehcal spin ordeL — Hy — H, Hoy = ¢(0) — emin, V(q) = 2(e(q) + U) ,
at H = 0 implies non-negligible effects of interchain cou- (4)
plings. Recently, several attempts have been nﬁd@[ﬂl?—lg
to inyestigate the EffeCtS- of the interchain COUplingS om th where €min is the minimum of the Sing|e-magn0n energy
multipolar phases found in 10 [10.111]. One of the few, butc(q) and U/(—o0) is the hard-core potential which guaran-
reliable methods to study the nematic phases independent gdess — 1/2 at each site. Now, the external fielfl controls
the dimensionality is t.O Calcullate the energy of a boundestatthe energy of a magnon as the chemical potentiaL If we re-
of magnons on the spin-polarized background [7| 17, 20, 21]duce the magnetic field down t#H,, the gap of a magnon

In this letter, we study the properties of the nematic phaseloses and the single-magnon BEC may occur, which leads to

Sf:—1/2+ajal, Sl'":aj, S, =a (2)
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(S;") = (a;) # 0 and thereby stabilizes various kinds of mag- may occur. Whem > —Anmi,/2, by minimizing the potential
netic orderleﬂB]. Then, the emergent phase is detedmineand neglecting the non-condensate contribution, we olitain
] by the effective interaction between condensed magnonasymptotic form of magnetization nedr = Hy:

which is given by the magnon-magnon scattering ampliftide

_ ; . L1 4(Amin + 241) 8

atA = 0 (see Fig[ll): (1) +5=20=—F5—— =t (Ha—H), (7)
(A K;p,p) =V(p' —p) +V(-p —p) whereHe, = H.i + Amin/2 is the actual saturation field. If
B 1/ dip” T(AK;p,p"){V(p'—p”)+V(-p —p”)}  we introduce the creation operator of the bound sdﬁte:

2) @m)d wK/2+p") +wK/2—p)+A—i0T " 3 xi(P)ag ., ,ak »_, the low-energy dynamics nekir~

(5) Qg may be described by the following effective Hamiltonian:
whereK and A respectively are the center-of-mass momen- (K: — Qgi)?
tum of the two magnons in question and the binding energy. Hef = Z Z 17(2)1 — M2 d;f(dK
This integral equation is exactly solva@[ZS]. K~Qs (i=ay.z 2T (8)
r®@
K2+p K24p K/24p K24p" K24p + oINg Z dI(1+qd1T<2_qu1 dg, + -
H K1,K2,q

I'(A, K:p,p7)= A + |T(AKipp )| &

: whereus = 2(He — H) and the ellipsis denotes higher-order
K2p K2p K2p KD K interactions which are suppressed in the dilute limit. Thssn
mgfz;z of the bound state is obtained by expanding the pair
FIG. 1: Magnon-magnon scattering amplitudeiven by the ladder ~ dispersionAg(K) around its minimum. Then, in the dilute

diagram. limit, the phonon spectrum in the condensed phase is given by
_ (K — Qsi)?
Magnon-pair condensation- If a stable bound state of D(K) = | 2 . Z m@ ' ©)
1=T,Y,% )

magnons (a magnon pair) exists, the single-magnon BEC is
not necessarily the leading instability from the spin-paed  The dilute-Bose gas approximation is justified when
state. In fact, if the gap of the magnon pair is smaller tharr@) (m(2)m(2)m(2)p2)1/3 <1

double of that of the single-magnon, magnon-pair (iondensa- Now we ;re at the place to derivé? from the scattering
tion occurs atc(> Hey) and the spln-_nematlc ordes;”) = process of the magnon pairs. In termsi¥f), the scattering

0, (S;"S;") # 0 takes place. The binding energy of the bound

stateAg(K) is determined by a pole of the scattering ampli process of wo pairs & — Qg (shown in the left panel of
B "Fig.[@) may be expressed ag——)*(—il'®), whereE
tudeT". The wave function of the bound statg (p) then is '9.[D) may xP by ) (i), w o

is assumed. By keeping only the first-order processg€s in
obtained as the residue Bfat the pole]. He y ping onty P £s

If we assume that the condensation of pairs occurs only ate, k) (B, K) (B/2+w, K/2+p)
K = Qg, the effective potential for the pair-superfluid phase

may be written as ~ (E/2-w.K[2-p) T /2w, K/2-)
(B/2—w',K[2—p') (B/2—w', K/2—p')
1 1
— —1®@,2 _ .
NE(P2) = 4F P2 — (Amin +2p1)p2 (6) /2t Kj210)

wherep, and Ami, respectively are the density of the con- g, 2: Diagram of the two-body scattering of the magnongaihe
densed pairs and the binding energy at the bottom of the paifatched rectangles represent the two-body scatteringjtatgl” of
dispersiomMAmin = Ag(Qg). The normalization constaiy4  the single magnons (see fib.1).

in front of I'® is introduced for the symmetry factor of the

scattering amplitude. The interaction between the coretens _ ) ) 2) )
pairsT'(? is the only parameter that remains to be determined/€ obtain the scattering amplitudé” as (see the right part

in this effective potential. of Fig.[1)[26]
The sign off'(?) determines the stability of the spin nematic dpdp’
phase: negativE® in eq.[8) naively means that — oo is r = /W|X(P)|Q|X(P/)|2

favored on the energetic ground if the higher order terms in .
p» are neglected. Then, real-space collapse of magnon pairs *I'(24(Qs) +w(Qg/2 +p) +w(Qs/2 + p'),
destroys th_e_ long-range ner_nat_ic order and leads to the first- Qs —p-p;( —-p)/2, 0 - P)/Q) )

order transition at some; satisfyingAmin + 2pc < 0. On the ) o _ o
other hand, if"?) is positive, the dilute condensate of pairs is where the integration is carried out over the Brillouin zand

. . d . .
stable and the second-order phase transitipn-at—Ap;,/2 X is normalized ag’ (Z,,g’d Ix(p)|?> = 2 since the bound state is

(10)
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the same fop and—p. Our perturbation expansioninmay  whereJ; = —1.6 (meV), J, = 3.8 (meV) andJ; = —0.4
be valid wherl” (and hencel(?), too) is small. The largeness (meV) B] ande,_ . denote the unit vectors in the direction of
of Amin may also be a simple criterion for the validity since the crystal axes. For the values &f, J», J3 given above,
Anmin SUppresses in eq. [29). the minimal energy of the magnon paig,, ~ 0.12 occurs at
Application to 1D chain- First, let us apply our formulation Qg = (7, 7) [|f|].
to the J;-Js spin chain, which is well studied by the DMRG
and the bosonization techniql@[m 12]. The Hamiltonian is
given by

’H:Z(Jlsi'Si-H+sti'si+2)+HZSf © (11)

whereJ; < 0, Jo > 0. The result of the numerical calcu-
lation for T'®) is shown in Fig[B. For-1.5 < J;/Jy < 0,
I'® is positive and the nematic phase is stable, while for
—-3.5 < Ji/Jy < —1.5, T is negative and the nematic
phase is unstable. One possible consequence of the negatﬁ/@- 4: (color online) (a) The lattice structure of LiCuY@nd var-

'® in 1D or 2D is the formation of further bound states of 1°US €xchange interactiors [4]. The circles denote spins:(1,/2).
The dominant/;-J> chains (thick lines) are running along thé)-

the pairs (e.‘g" quc’?lrtets) due to Irlf_ra-red fluctuat|0n§thqm direction. (b) Neglecting relatively weak, and.J5, one obtains 2D
condensation. This can be explicitly seen by consideriag, anenwork (inzz-plane) considered here.

in eq. [15), the ladder diagram using the Hamilton@n[(8).[31

e

i The method described above yielded a positive value

' Ji/J2 I'® = 2.5 implying the stability of the spin-nematic phase
near the saturation field. We plot the magnetizatidh &

£~-15-1.0-0.5 0.0

-10
—2(5%)) curve obtained by edl(7) in Fifg] 5 (fg(c-axis) =
-20 2.3 [5], Hes ~ 41 T). Clearly, due to small'®, magnetiza-
-30. tion exhibits rapid decrease slightly below the saturdfiield,
which is reminiscent of the pure-1D I‘eSLIE[, 12].
-40
M
FIG. 3: (color online) Strength of magnon-pair interactiof?’ for 1 O' PO g e
the 1D.J1/J2 chain. The kink occurs at;/.Jo = —2.67 where the ol 1 -7
bottom of the bound stat@g changes from incommensurate value 0.8 25 P
to commensurate orgs = 7. t ’ A !
0.6 LB !
The previous results [10, 21] suggest the nematic phase for Oy 7 i
—2.7 < Ji/J2 < 0 and the condensation of the three-magnon 0.2
bound states fog; /.J, < —2.7. Hence,I'® should remain [ ‘ ‘ ‘
e : : 0.0 ‘ ‘ H (tes1a)
positive for—2.7 < .J;/J>. This discrepancy may be due to 0 10 20 30 40

our perturbative expansion. Although our method underesti
mates" @ in 1D, it may be more reliable in 2D and 3D where FIG. 5: (color online) Magnetization curves near saturafir vari-

quantum fluctuation is believed to be weaker than that in 10PUsI'®. The thinlines are to underline the slopes? = 2.5 is the

and perturbative techniques may work better first-order result obtained fof (1.2):® = 10 is the upper bound of
Applicati LiCuVO.- Next | ' thod t the renormalized'(® (see Fig[B). The linear interpolation between
pplication to LiCuVO4- NEXL, We apply our Method 10 ¢ jgin and saturation gives fairly large valD& ~ 87.

LiCuVO, and, by calculatingl'®, determine magnetiza-
tion curve near the saturation field . The lattice structure
of LiCuVOy is shown in Fig[¥ (the three crystal axes are
(z,y,2) + (a,c,b)). To avoid a long computational time,
we neglected the weak, and.J5 couplings and studied the
following two-dimensional Hamiltonian in thez-plane (see

Effect of infra-red divergence- So far, we have studied spe-
cific models in 1D and 2D. However, physics of BEC strongly
depends on the dimensionality. For example, if we could trea
the scattering process up to infinite order as we do in the lad-

Fig.@.(b)): der approximation, infra-red fluctuations would supprées t
H = Z(Jlsr “Sete. + J2Sr - Srtoe, scattering amplitude agg? — 0 for 1D and 2D model@?].
r Hence, in low-dimensional systems, the magnetizationecurv

(12)

+J3S; - Sive,re. + J3Si - Sive, o) + Hz Sz has an infinite slope at the saturation field [28]. In factpfro

the renormalization group argument, the asymptotic form of



magnetization is obtained as [27]
1 (HcQ - H) 10g|Hc2 —H| 5 fOI’ ZD,
S.)+ = 1 13
< >+2O({(HCQ—H)5, for 1D . (13)

This implies that the effect of interplane (interchain) €ou

pling in 2D case is more relevant than in 1D case. Actu-

ally, a small interplane coupling of the order f gives that T U e e v

dM/dH |y, —o+ ~ O(log|Jy/ Jintrapland) + O(Jg): the

steep behavior (log divergence) is fairly flattened by a weel|G. 6: (color online) Strong renormalization of pair-piiteraction

Jp. ' py the infra-red fluctuations. We have assumed that the mass
To take into account the effects of infra-red fluctuations inof the bound state is given by e§.114) and the cutoff is given a

our calculation, we consider the ‘super ladder diagram’—con|Ka's,y’z| <A=02

structed out of the process shown in the right part of Hig. 7.

Now, we use the low-energy effective pair Hamiltonian[€y.(8

which is tailored to LiCuVQ, to calc)ulate the two-magnon the wave function of the pair condensate proposed in Ref.
propagator, where we approximdt€? by that obtained for [7] is: [BM1) = C exp(ps > p XK (p)a;r( /2+pa;f( j2—p)l)
1 1 -

the 2D model e 2) [82] and use the mass parameters of the . .
bound state givglr?:tl)ym ] P with ¢y = II,+/1 — |psxk, (p)|? being the normalization

constant. We can explicitly evaluat&?) by usinge.g.,

m® =110, m® = 610000, m® =0.020.  (14) (o) = 0and(afa,) = &3, % = const. to ob-
tain a uniform magnetization. Therefore, the sinBlezon-

For comparison, we give those ofsaugle magnon:mil) = densation of the pairs leads ¢{67) =const.
3.7, mY = 6.7, andm? = 0.068. Surprisingly, we found ~ On the other hand, if two modes (K4 andK) of bound

thatmg") is by far smaller thanngf) andmg") implying that states simultaneously condense (doukleendensation), the

the low-energy dynamics is dominated by one-dimensionavave function may be given instead by
motion along the:-axis (i.e.b-axis) @]. If we introduce the

momentum cutoffi’| = |K; — Qpil < A (i =5,z it [BMz2) = Cexp(per D xk, (R)ak, jop, 0k, 2,
the Hamiltonian eq[{8), the ladder diagrams for the pair-pa Py (16)
scattering are summed up to yield 1 peo Z XK, (p)a2<2/2+p2 az(z/%m) ),
p
@ r® 2
Iy’ = KON 73 . (15) . .
I+ 5 J 2n)3 3¢ ﬁ)_l whereC; = Ilp, p, \/1 — [pB1XK, (P1)] \/1 — |[pB2XK, (P2)]

(with pg; the density of the-th bound state). Then, the spin
If we assume, for exampl&(?) = 2.5 and the cutoff\ = 0.2, ~ density is calculated as

we obtainrg) ~ 2.0. The infra-red divergence suppresses

the interaction as we expect from the results for the usual (alar) ~ |pe1|* + |ps2|* + {exp(i(K2 -Ky)r)

magnon(-r)nagnon scattering. This suppression is stronger fo )

largerT'?) as is seen from Fid.]6. In fact, we found that Pr1PB2 ¥ K, - K;

however large the bare pair-pair interactio®) might be, the % N ZXKl (p) XK2< 2 + p) + h.c.} ’

renormalized vaIuF,(f) is bounded by a finite value about 10 ’ (17)

due to infra-red fluctuations. To summarize, the magnetiza-

tion curve (near saturation) in general gets steeper when thwhere we have kept the terms up to the second ordeyiigs.

fluctuation effects are included. Now, (S7) oscillates while the transverse magnetization van-
Comment on the collinear phase- Experimentally, it is be- ishes. This phase may emerge through a second order phase

lieved that the high-fieldif > 8T) phase with modulating transition from the usual nematic phase wigs = 0, by con-

(Sf) and zero transverse magnetizati@ —16] is a 3D anatinuously introducing a finite pair-condensag atKs,, in a

logue of the SDW?2 (a bosonic density-wave state of pairskimilar way as the superfluid-supersolid phase transitidhe

phase found in the 1D chain [10./12]. In 1D systems, eithehard-core boson model, where a roton minimum softehs[29].

the spin-nematic phase or SDW2 is selected depending on tl@bviously, pg; corresponds to the pairs &, = (m, 7).

value of the effective Luttinger-liquid paramet@[lO].l&a, Possible candidates of theg, pair may be the one formed

we show that in higher dimensions it is possible to have &y magnons near the single-particle minim&,. There

phase where the nematic order and modulaf#g coexist. are three candidates &,: Ko, = 0 for (Q,,—Q,) and
Before discussing the modulated phase, let us recall the n&s, = +2Q, for +(Qs, Q) [@]. A possible scenario is

ture of the nematic phase considered in the previous sectionas follows. Immediately below the saturation field, the Wisua
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS: DERIVATION OF THE S-WAVE SCATTERING AMPLITUDE BETWEEN BOUND
MAGNONS

In this supplemental note, we detail the derivation of theteting amplitudd(®) between two-bound magnons. First, we
briefly review the method to obtain the energy and the wavetfan of a bound state from the two-body Green’s functionxtNe
we derivel'®) from the scattering theory.



Energy and wavefunction of a stable bound state

Generally, if we writeln,,) as the eigenstate of the Hamiltonian, the Green’s functitheooperatoO; - is given by,

(Q]01|naq) (na|O2|2)
E - E,, +i0t ~’

iG(0104; E) = / 01 ()02 (0))e Bt — iy (18)
0

a

where|Q) is the ground state an@; »(t) = 10, 2e~*#*. In the above equation, a pole existdat E,,, which implies the
existence of the stable state.

To study the two-body scattering problemin our case, wera88UK, p) = ak 24pak/2—p, O1 = O(K,p’), Oz = O (K, p).
Now, the bare time-ordered-two-body-Green’s functiorhwitt interactions reads

G (B Kip.p) = [ dtePT(0(: K. p)O! (05K, b))
dw . )
= / glGO(Wa K/2+p)iGo(E — w,K/2 = p)(dp,p + p,—p') (19)
_ i (Nop,p + Np,—p')
- FE— (w(K/2+p) +w(K/2 —p) — 2u) + 0+ N ’
where the one-particle Green’s functi@y is given by
)
] = 20
ZGO(qu) W_W(q)+20+ ) ( )

andw(q) is given by eq. (4) in the main paper. The branch cut exist&fer w(K/2 + p) + w(K/2 — p) — 2, which represents
the continuum of two particles.
In the interacting case, the two particle Green’s functiothie fully saturated phase is exactly given by

iGA(B,K;p,p) = iGY (B, K;p,p')

1 1
5 X G EKipp!)(—iD(A = —E - 21, Kip p"))iG (B.K:p” ) D)
P//7p///

wherel represents the ladder diagram discussed in the main papé€s)edwhile the pole (branch cut) of the first term in
the right-hand side provides the continuubhjn the second term may introduce a pole even below the caminwhich
implies the existence of a stable bound state. Hence, theewé the bound statd’y = —Ap — 2u is determined by
a pole of M. In the later discussion we will neglect the first term in &l)( which describes a non-scattered amplitude and
eventually vanishes fqr # +p’. For convenience, sometimes we will abbreviate the notatithis term a€>(®) (E,K; p,p’) =
(1/9G5 ()0 (p, p)GS ().

This Green's function is also related to the wave functiothef bound state. Near the pole of the bound state, the nearly
diverging term is dominant, and we neglect the other ternendd, if we assumgk (p) as the wavefunction of the bound state,
we obtain forEl ~ Eg:

o o QIO p)BY(BIOT(K, p)[2) 1 xx(P)xk'(P)
GHEKip.p) ~ E — Ep(K) +i0" ~ N E-Ep(K) 22)

where|B) is the eigenket of the bound state, ang(p) is the wavefunction given by/N (2|O(K, p)|B) since the vacuum
|©2) is the exact ground state corresponding to the fully segdrphase even in the interacting case. This wavefunctidsfisat
the normalization condition a8l /N) >, Ixk(p)|? = 2, where the summation overis taken in the Brillouin zone, since

xx(P) = Xk (—p)-

Effective interaction between bound magnons

In this subsection, we study the effective interaction ughtfirst order in the ladder diagram of two single magnons. Fo
convenience, we introduc&;, as the creation operator of the bound state:

1
T T T i _
dK - m ; XK(p)aK/2+paK/2_P ) dK|Q> - |B> . (23)



The Green'’s function of the bound state for~ E'z is given by

/ dte P T (i (1 (0)) = 0 DG (5, K ) xk () k()
p.p’

)G (PTG (b )xx 4N22|XE |E|>;K ))I (24)

16N

7
T E-Ep(K)+i0t’

where we use ed_(22).

Let us discuss the scattering process of two-incoming-dstates. According to the LSZ-Reduction formula (for reyigee
Sec. Vllin RefDl), we consider the Fourier transformatibthe correlation function:

/ dtl ei“jt1 / dthiwtz / dt3€_th3 / dt4€_iwt4 <Q|T{dK1 (tl )dK2 (tg)dI(S (t3)d-lr(4 (t4)}|Q>

— 00 — 00 oo

- - (25)
%) (%) T T
~ / dt, et / dtqei®t? / dtze s / dtge ™" (Qd, (t1)dx, (t2)df, (t3)dk, (t4)[9),

T+ T+ —o0 —o0

where we assumé™ >> T~ and7T* (T7) is in the ‘out’ (‘in’) time region where the interaction vegen bound magnons is
asymptotically zero since we consider the case that eaaimdamagnon is well separated after and before the scatterioggs.
Diagrammatically this process is represented as the laffrdim in Figl7, which gives:

—i®) - i
N Hi=tzaa(n— E(K)) + 77 o m ) -

(26)

whereT'(?) is the scattering amplitude between the two bound magnamkya— E(K;), K; — Qg is assumed since we
consider the scattering between the physically stabledoemergy bound states. In this case, the field strength égshesrause
the fully saturated ferromagnetic phase is the exact grateteé and the self energy of the bound state is zero. Fronmanot
viewpoint, eq.[(2b) is easily understood from the effectika@miltonian eq. (8) in the main paper.

(E/2+m,K/2+p)
~ (E/2-0,K/2-p) (E/2-0,K/2-p)
o~ , T e

(E/2-0"K/2-p) (E/2-0"K/2-p)

(E2+w ,K/2+p)

FIG. 7: Diagram of the two-body scattering of the bound magnd he highlighted rectangles represent the two-bodyesaa amplitude’
of the single magnons.

To calculatel®), we consider the first-order expansion in fhéthe scattering amplitude between the two single magnons)



as shown in the right diagram in F[d. 7. The external linescateulated as:
1 1 . . ~(2) 1 " 1 . oo\ ~(2) "
=S {—= > (=", p))iG (0")xa (P H{—= D (—il (", P)iGE (") xax (")}
N p,p,[ WN <5 WN <5

X AT (Qx; p, p')
1 1"y (2 " . " 1 1"y, (2 " . ]
w2 Xa® JGE ") (=T D H = > alp JiGE () (=T (00"}

= S S )G () (T (G (0 xau (0
p.p’ p”’ 27)
<3 G ) GG () (T DG (0 xau (0 % AT (Que: p, )
Xy (')
wo — E(Qk)

1 _ he(p B
=75 21260 1(p>%ﬁx 26577 ) [* % T(Qx:p.p)
p.p’
_1 i 4 1 iGE)Q)(P) -2 iGgf)(Pl) -2 2 N2 . /
_N(on(QK)) mpp/( 5 ) ( 5 )" Ixax @) Ixac(P)I” X T(Qx;p,p) ,

wherewy, — FE(Qk) is taken, andl'(Q; p, p’) is the diagram describing the internal scatteridgn front of 7' counts the
permutation of the legs. The internal diagrdhis given by:

dwdw’ r_ r_
T(QK;p,p’):/”—“;(—z'r(A:—(E(QK)_w_wf)_gu, QK_p_p/;¥7¥))

(27)
X ‘ i
D rw—(w(E+p) —p) +i0t o — (w(E+p) - p) +i0+
X(E q ¢ ' )Q(E 3 1 : )2
3w WG ) ) 0T S W = (w(FE ) ) +i07 (28)
—(in(a = ~(2B(Qx) — (B 1 p) (B ) 2 Q- p - pi PP PRy,
X( ¢ 2 ( 2

E— (w(% +p)+w(%—p)—2ﬂ)+z‘0+) (E—(w —K+p’)+w(%—p’)—2u)+i0+)

2
) r_ r_ Z'G(z) iG(Q) ’
:(—ZF(A,QK—p—p/;p 5 p7p 5 p))( 02(p))2( 02(p))2
When we evaluate the residue integral&irwe take the contour in the lower half-planewfo evade the pole df (see eql(Z24)).
In total, the effective interaction between the condensrthd state is given by

1
r® = N2 > @)’ lxac (@)
p.p’ (29)
’ ’
T AQW) + o H 1 p) 4B ). Qe —p-p: B2 PR
where we usé/(Qk) = —A(Qk) — 2u. We note that the integration should be carried out over ttii®Bin zone if the bound
state is normalized ag >°, [xq« (P)|* = 2.
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