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polarized X X chain at small and negative frequencies
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Abstract

Using the truncated form factor expansion the low-temperature asymptotics for
the transverse dynamical structure factor of the magnetically polarized X X chain
is studied. Unlike the previous paper we do not use the representation of structure
factor in terms of the corresponding magnetic susceptibility. This enables to obtain

correct results at small and negative frequencies.

1 Introduction

The present paper is a supplement of the previous one [I] where the low-temperature
asymptotics of the transverse dynamical structure factor (TDSF) was studied for the

magnetically polarized X X chain [2] related to the Hamiltonian

= —% i [J(S:S;H + s,;sgﬂ) + h(sg +SE, - 1)} , (1)

n=1

where ST and S? is the standard triple of spin—% operators associated with n-th site

[S:w S;] = 25m7nsz’ [an’ Svj;] = iém,ns7j1:> (2)
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I is the identity 2V x 2V matrix and h is a magnetic field. As in [I] we postulate here the

periodic boundary conditions

Hamiltonian (1) acts in the tensor product Hilbert space

N
H=][aV. (4)
n=1

where each V), is the copy of C? generated by up | 1) and down | |) polarized states and
attached to the n-th site.
All the calculations in [I] were based on the well known formula [3], 4]

1

SwaT) =T

Imx(w,¢,T),  w#0, (5)
supplemented with the Dyson equation for the transverse magnetic susceptibility [3], 5], 6], 7]

1
X(w,q,T) = — :
Xo l(wv Q) - E(Wv q, T)

Here xo(w, q) is the zero temperature susceptibility and ¥(w, ¢, T) is the (thermally acti-

(6)

vated) magnon self-energy

Xo(w, q) = x(w,¢,0) <= %(w,q,0) = 0. (7)

The guiding idea of the calculations in [I] was first suggested in [4]. It asserts that
in the gapped (massive) regime the low-temperature asymptotic of S(w, ¢, T") completely
depends only on the one- and two-magnon spectrums and hence may be obtained with the
use of the so called truncated form factor expansion. It is well known however [11 [4] 5] that
a direct derivation of this expansion for S(w,q,T) (or x(w,q,T)) often yields a singular
result for the line shape of the resonance contour even at 7' > 0. In order to avoid this
pathology it was suggested in [5] to search for the low temperature asymptotics not for
X(w,q,T) but for ¥(w,q,T). The latter task however is not simple if we work in the
Matsubara temperature formalism where the Dyson equation (6) is usually proved by
an analysis of the perturbation series. Namely in [5] (6) was only postulated and the
expansion for ¥(w,q,T) was obtained from the corresponding result for x(w,q,T) with
the use of the resummation procedure. Contrary in [I] the Dyson equation for the related
to x(w, ¢, T) real two time retarded Green function and the spectral representation for the

corresponding ¥(w, ¢, T') were rigorously proved within the approach previously suggested
by N. M. Plakida and Yu. A. Tserkovnikov [6], [7], [§].
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Being rather successful near resonance the approach [, [l [5] however fails at the

vicinity w = 0 and at w < 0. Really according to (5) and the condition
S(w,q,T) >0, (8)

(which directly follows from the well known expansion (15) [3]) Im¥(w, ¢, T') should change
its sign when w passes throw 0. This requirement however badly agrees with the form
factor expansion for x(w, ¢, T") usually based on the standard spectral decomposition [1]

3, 4, 5]
e_BEu — e_ﬁEu

1
T) =l St 2,
xlw.q.T) = lim —ors Zw+E,,—EH+ie|<V‘ ()|)] 9)

24

Here Z(T, N) is the partition function and

N
1 .
S(g) = —— 3 eims, | (10)
D
where according to the periodicity condition (3) it is implied
N =1, (11)

Really the states related to the indices p and v in the sum (9) belong to different magnon
number sectors (for example if v corresponds to the ground state then p parameterizes
the one-magnon states). But the M-th order form factor expansion implies the cutoff of
contributions from all m-magnon sectors with m > M. Hence if the index v in (9) belongs

to the M-magnon sector we should reduce the corresponding term in (9) as follows

o—BFv _ o—BE, o—BE

w+Ey—Eu+z’e_>w+Ey—EH+z'e' (12)
But according to the well known formula
fm—— — —n§(x), (13)
T+ 1€
(12) yields the reduction
oI (1 . e_ﬁ“’)é(w + B, — E,) — ¢ PP5(w+ E, — E,), (14)

in Imy(w,q,T) under which the factor 1 — e in the denominator of (5) is not to be
canceled! Being negligible near the resonance peak this error becomes critical at w — 0

and at w < 0 results in the wrong answer S(w,q,T) < 0.

3



In order to obtain correct results for TDSF at the vicinity w = 0 and at w < 0 we
suggest here the truncated form factor expansion directly for S(w,q,T") basing on the
spectral representation [3]

1
— 1; -BE, + 2 _
S(.0:7) = 7oy S WIS @R+ B - B (09
Since this approach results in the resonance singularity at w = E,,49n(q) (here Epqgn(q)

is the magnon energy, see (26)) [I] we shall decompose the TDSF on regular and singular

components
S(w,q,T) = 8" (w,q, T) + S (w,q,T), (16)

implying

STV (w, ¢, T) # 00, w7 Enmagn(a):
S (1, g, T) =0, @ # Epnagn(q). (17)

Just S (w, q,T) will be asserted as a reliable approximation for TDSF at small and
negative w.
In order to avoid manipulations with delta-functions we additionally suggest an alter-

native method for evaluation of TDSF based on the formula
1
S(waan) = _;Img(w7Q>T)a (18)

where the auxiliary quantity &(w, ¢, T) is defined by the spectral decomposition

_ e (]St (g) )|
g(w’q’T)_z; Wt By, — B, +ic (19)

(really (18) follows from (19), (15) and (13)).
As it will be shown in the paper the both approaches yield the same result for the

low-temperature asymptotics of S (w,q,T).

2 One- and two-magnon spectrums
In the present paper we study only the case

h>1J|, (20)



under which all the terms in the sum (1) are non-negative operators and the system has

the single zero-energy polarized ground state

D =INe.. a1, (21)

which is the tensor product of N vectors | 1).

The one-magnon sector is spanned on the states

N
1 ,
ky=—=) e™[l.), [l =8,10), (22)
w2
where according to the periodicity condition (3)
"N — 1, (23)

It may be readily proved that the system (22) is orthogonal and complete. Namely

N-1 1 N— N . N
) kil = Z > M 10)(0[S) =D S, 0)(0]S], (24)

7=0 7=0 mn=1 n=1
(hslhan) = Z elki=kn — 5. (25)

The corresponding to |k) energy is
Eragn(k) = h — Jcosk. (26)
According to (26) and (20) the one-magnon sector really is gapped and
Egap = Emagn(kgap) = h — ||, (27)
where

kgap =0,  J >0,
kgp =7,  J <0. (28)

A two-magnon state describes a pair of scattering magnons (there are not two-magnon
bound states in the X X chain [Il 2]) and has the form (see (35) in [I])

|k, k) Z e*mEn2)/26in k(ng — n1)| Loy dn ) | dodns) = S5.S0,10),  (29)

7L1<nz



where k satisfies (23) and without lost of generality one may put

0<k<m. (30)
The corresponding energy is
k
Escart(k, k) = 2h — 2J cos 3 COS K. (31)
According to the periodicity (3)
FOHENED2 6in k(N + 1 — n) = * 4/ 2gin (0 — 1), n=2,...,N,

RO/ 2 gin g (n — 0) = XN/ 2gin k(N — n), n=1,...,N—1. (32)
Representing (32) in an equivalent form

<ei(k/2+n)N 4 1)ein(1—n) X <ei(k/2—n)N X 1>ein(n—1)’ n=2. N,
<ei(k/2+H)N + l)e—inn ‘l’ <ei(k/2—li)N + l)eilin’ n = 1’ o N _ 1’ (33)
one readily reduce it to
ei(k/Q:l:li)N - 1. (34)

The solutions of (34) are slightly different for even and odd N. For N = 2M the total

set of wave numbers is

4l 20— D
kl:w’ lzo’]_,M_l, K;}\:%, )\:172) "M7 (35)
2(2m — 1)m 2mp
k‘m:T’ m:1’2,...M, /‘{,M:T, /,L:1,2,M—1 (36)
Since
GhN/2 ] ¢mN — eibmN/2 N — 1 (37)

(34) is really satisfied. Moreover as it is shown in the Appendix A the system of states
(29), (35), (36) form a complete orthogonal basis of the two-magnon sector. Namely

D ke sa) (ks il + D ks ) (ks sl = > S, 8, 10)(0]S;, S5, (38)
LA

™, 1<ni<nao<N

(k, K|k, &) = 0,70xx- (39)



3 Direct evaluation of Sfmg) (w,q,T)

The truncated form factor expansion is based on the decomposition of the total Hilbert

space (4) into the direct sum of the m-magnon sectors

A

Hm

This follows from the commutativity of the Hamiltonian (1) with the magnon number

Q:Z(%—sz). (41)

n

operator

The one-dimensional subspace H, is spanned on |()). The one-and two-magnon sectors

are spanned on (22) and (29). Decomposition (40) results in the following expansions

N N-1
Z(T,N) =1+ Zn(T,N),  J(w,q.T.N)=>_ Tulw,q,T,N), (42)
m=1 m=0
for the partition sum Z,,(7, N) and an auxiliary one
J(w,q,T.N) Ze P (ISH (@) P (w + B, — B). (43)
Here in (42)
In(w,q,T,N) Ze ST (@I + B, — By, ) € Hin, 1) € Hon,s

Ze_BE”, V) € Hop. (44)
From (42) follows the form factor expansion for the TDSF (15)
S, q,T) = Su(w,q.T),  Sp(w.q,T)= O(e‘mﬁEg“”), (45)
m=0

where

S(](W,Q,T) = ]\P_I)l/czoj(](qu7T7 N)v
Sl(wv 4, T) = ]\P_Igo(jl(wv 4, Tv N) - ZI(T7 N)j(](wv 4, Tv N)) (46>

According to (44)

N) — Z e_BEmagn(k)
k



Jo(w,q, T, N) = Z| (01S*(q)|E)20(w = Ermagn(k)) = 6(w — Enmagn(q)),
Jo(w,q, T, N) Ze PEmenE=0|(J; — q|S* (q) I, )

5(W + Emagn(k - Q) - Escatt(kv Ii))v
and a substitution of (47) into (46) yields

So(w, ¢, T) = 6(w — Epnagn(q)),
Sl(w7Q7 = lim Ze BEmagn(k—q (Z‘ _q|S+ |]{3 I<L>‘

N—)oo

5(w + Bragn(k — @) — Bscarn(k, 5)) — 8(w — Emagn(q))).

As it is shown in the appendix B

27sin K

(k—q|S™(q)|k, k) =

N(cosa — cosk)’

where

0425—(]

At the same time it may be readily checked according to (26), (31) and (50) that

k
Eragn(k — @) — Escatt(k, k) = —Eragn(q) + 2J cos §(cos K — cos ).

So the condition
w + Emagn(k - q) - Escatt(ku KJ) = 07

yields
COS — COS K = Lﬂmg"@.
2J cosk/2
Correspondingly
. y/=D(kw,q)
SR 2|J| cosk/2
where

D(k,w,q) = (w — Epnagn(q) — 2J cos g cosa)? — 4.J? cos® g
It may be readily proved from (51) and (54) that

0<sink <1, —-l<cosk<l <= D(kw,q) <D0.
In order to study this conditions it is convenient to rewrite (55) in the form
D(ka w, q) = (w - q>down(Qa k))(w - (I)up(qa k))a

8
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(54)

(55)

(56)

(57)



where
k
(I)doum(Q> k) =h+ Jcos (k - q) - 2|J| COS 57
k
®,,(q, k) =h+ Jcos (k—q)+2|J| co8 3. (58)
According to (57) the condition (56) reduces to
D(k,w,q) <0 <= Pyoun(q. k) <w < Pyp(g, k). (59)
A substitution of (53) and (54) into (49) gives with the use of (51)

|<k - Q|S+(Q)|ka "€>|26("u + Emagn(k - Q) - Escatt(ka "{))

_ 8|J[\/=D(k,w,q)sink

N(w = Ermagn(q))?

k k
cos 55(w — Eragn(q) + 2J cos §(cos Kk —cosa)). (60)
Excluding now the singular term (proportional to 6 (w— Eynegn(¢))) and using the standard

Z—>%/dk, Z—)%/d/ﬁ, (61)
k K

one readily gets from (48) and (60)

substitutions

Imzl(wv q, T)
T(w = Emagn())?’

U (w,q,T) = — w7 Emagn 4): (62)

Here

Z1(”7 q, T) = _% / dke_ﬁEmagn(k_q) V |D(k> w, Q)|@((I>UP(Q> k) - w)@(w - (I)doum(Q> k))>
h (63)

is the first term of the cluster expansion for the magnon self-energy obtained in [IJ.

4 Alternative evaluation of Si(w,q,T)

In the same manner as in (48) we may readily get the cluster expansion for &(w, q,T')

§@,q.T) = (@, 0) + 3 &n(w, 0. 7). nlw,q,T) = Oe7 ), (64)
m=1



where

&o(w,q) = lim

N—o0

— Epagn(k) i€ w — Epagn(q) + i€’

01ST(q)|k)|? 1
Zwl(\ @K

k —q|S*(q)[k, k)|?
1 BE'rnagn(k q |< ’
gl(wa Qa N1—>Héo Ze (zﬁ: w + Emagn(k - Q) - Escatt(ka '%) + i€
1

W = Ermagn(q) + 2’6>'

(65)

Since there are two types of two-magnon states (35) and (36) we have the decompo-

sition
(w0, ¢,T) = 6" (w,q,T) + 6P (w, ¢, T), (66)
where
M—1 M n 9
(1) - 1 — BEmagn (ki—q) ( |(ki — qlS™ ()| ki, k2)|
51 (w’ ¢ ) 1_I>noo Z ¢ Z w+ Emagn(k:l ) - Escatt(kla '%)\) + 1€

=0 A=1

1
Cw— Ernagn(q) + z'e>’
M—1

£§2)((A),q7 = ].lm Ze ﬁEmagn km q (

N—o0

— 48T (D), k) I?
w+ Emagn(km - Q) - Escatt(kmv Ii,u) + 1€

p=1

! ) (67)

Cw-— Eragn(q) + i€
Introducing the new variables
k
T = COSK, a:Jcosi, b=w—2h+ Epugn(k —q,h), ¢ = cosa, (68)

we readily obtain from (31) and (49) the following compact representation

k- dS @k a0 )
W+ Epagn(k — q) — Escart(k, k) +ic  N2(xz — ¢)?(2ax + b + i€)
Using the identity
1 — 22 B 1 ( 1—¢2 _ 2c )
(x —c)2(2ax +b+ie) (2ac+b+ie)\(x —c)2 x—c
1 2a(1 —c*)  (b+i€)* — 4a®
_(2ac+b+ie)2( T —c * 2ax + b+ ie ) (70)

and taking into account that
2ac+ b+ i€ = w — Epggn(q) + i€, (b+i€)? — 4a® = D(k,w + i€, q), (71)
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we readily get the following expansion for (69)

|{(k —q|ST(q)|k, k)|? 4 [( sin® _ 2cosa )
W+ Epagn(k — q) — Esears(k, &) +i€  N2L\(cosk —cosa)?  cosk — cosa
1 < 2a sin® o N D(k,w + i, q)) 1 } (79)
W — Emagn(q) + i€ COS K — COS (v 20z + b +ie /(W — Epagn(q) +i€)21
As it is shown in Appendix B
M )
4 sin” oy 2cos o )
YD) - =1+ 5(1 + 504 T
N2 Az:; ((cosm —cosy)?  COSkK) — COS(y 10 7 Ploal,
4 = ( sin? a,, 2 COS Oty ) B 4
N2 ~ (cos K, — COS )2 COS Ky, — COS Q) N2’
M )
4
x Z S~ o _ O’
N2 £ oS k) — COS oy
s ~1 sin? ayy, _ _ 4cos Ozm7 (73)
N2 COS Ky, — COS Quyy, N2
pn=1
where following (50) we introduced notations
k km
=" g au=tmog (7
A substitution of (72) into (67) gives with the use of (73)
. 4 e BEmagn(kl_q)D(k‘l’ w + ZE, q)
51 (w% T)=— lim )2 QZ .
N=oo (W — Epagn(q) + i€)?N 2acos ky + b+ ie
e_BEwmgn(q)
+ -
W — Emagn(Q) + 1€
_6Emagn km q ka + ZE )
@ TV~ i 4 D(km,w +i€,4) (.
(.0, T) N (W = Epagn(q) + i€)2N? Z 2a cos Ky, + b+ i€ - (75)

km K

Using now the N — oo substitutions
1 1 1 [ 1 1 1 [7
— — — dk — — — [ d 76
TP IS DIEET ey AR DS D e K
1 m KX K
and formula (66) one readily gets from (75)

1 2 -
T) = dkePEmaon (=),
51((")7% ) 7T(w— Emagn(Q) +i€)2A € ( w Q)

e_ﬁEmagn(q)

+ —, 77
5 Bomgn(d) 1 (77)
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where

i L (" D(k,w+ie q)ds _ 1 da® — (b + ic)?
T(k,w,q) = — =55 P d b
( , W, Q) ™ Jo 24 cos ki + b+ ie o ol Za(z2 + ].) + (b + iE)z’ ( )

is the same as in equation (94) of [I]. So (77) and equation (93) in [I] yield

Zl(w) q, T) e_ﬁEmagn(q)
(w - Emagn(Q) + i€)2 w — Emagn(Q) + ic

§i(w, q,T) = (79)

Now a substitution of (79) into (18) gives exactly the result (62) for S (w, ¢, T).

5 Comparison with the TDSF obtained on the ground

of the Dyson equation

It is instructive to compare (62) with the result obtained in [I] on the ground of the Dyson
equation
1 Im¥y (w,q,T)

11— P) (W — Emagn(q) — ReX1(w, ¢, T))2 + (ImE (w, ¢, T))?
(80)

The two expressions (62) and (80) has the two main differences. First of all (80)
contains the denominator 1 — e=#* while (62) does not. This subject was already dis-
cussed in the Introduction. Second (80) includes ReX;(w, ¢, T") while (62) does not. This

disagreement becomes clear if we notice that (80) follows from (5), (6) and the relation

SN (w,q,T) =

Xal(w, q) = w — Epagn(q) + e (81)

Hence Imy;(w,q,T) still contains ReX¥q(w, q,T") in the denominator. At the same time
we can not transfer ¥y (w, ¢,T) into the denominator of £y(w, q) + &1 (w, ¢, T") postulating

for example the "resummation procedure”

1 Z)1<(")7 q, T) 1
— + - — :
W — Emagn(Q) + 1€ (W - Emagn(Q)) W — Emagn(Q) - 21((")7 q, T)

because &(w,q,T) a priori does not satisfy something like the Dyson equation. That is

(82)

why ReX(w, ¢, T) cancels when we evaluate Im&; (w, ¢, T').
What formula is more correct (62) or (80)? Obviously S\ (w, ¢, T) turns to infinity
at w — Epagn(q) while 5P (w, ¢, T) may be singular at w = 0 if

|Q| + kgap -7

Wmin(q) = h — 3|J| cos 3

<0, (83)
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(the latter condition guarantees that S(0,¢,7") # 0 [1]). Hence it seems natural to intro-
duce the intermediate frequency 0 < wy(q,T") < Epagn(q) defined by the condition

ST N wslg, T),0,T) = {7 (ws(q, T), ¢, T). (84)

At w < ws(q,T) one should use the formula (62) while at w > ws(q,T) the formula (80).

6 Summary and discussion

In the present paper we evaluated the low-temperature asymptotic for TDSF of the mag-
netically polarized X X chain directly from the definition (15). We also confirmed the re-
sult by alternative calculations according to the formula (18) with the use of an auxiliary
quantity &(w,q,T") (19). We assert that the obtained formula (62) adequately describes
TDSF at very small and negative frequencies but becomes completely incorrect near the
resonance. According to this result supplemented by the result of the paper [I] we have
introduced the frequency w,(q, T') which separates between the small and resonance fre-
quency regions. In the former one the TDSF is described by the formula (62) suggested
in the present paper while in the latter by the formula (80) obtained previously [1].

Also from (62) follows that at the O(e #Fser) level the magnetically polarized XX
chain does not possess a zero-frequency singularity in the TDSF [9]. So its isothermal

and isolated transverse susceptibilities (on this level) coincide.

A Orthogonality and completeness of the two-magnon

basis

Let us represent a two-magnon state in the form

2 ik(ni+no
b = === D Oy ()] b ) (A1)
n1<ng
where .
onl) = Gulr) = — 2 (A2)

VN

Periodicity condition (34) may be represented now in an alternative form
pn-n(k) = 20, (k). (A.3)
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According to (A.1) and (A.3) one has

~ 1 1 -4m ~
(horlk, i) =5 D0 EROED G (5)Pn (R)

1<n1<n2<N
1 N—-1 N—n/2 ) 1 N—-1
— =Y Galeal®) Y = S oy (Wen-alA)
n=1 m:n/2+1 n=1
N—n/2 N—(N-n)/2 }
o i(k—k)(m+N/2) _ N Z Son ¢n Z ez(k—k)(m+N/2)
m=n/2+1 m=(N—-n)/2+1
1 N-1 N+n/2 )
=y L) Y et
Now from (A.4) readily follows
N+nj2 5 - N-1
i(k—k)ym __ kk = P
(k,hlk, R) = — an K)@n(F ;/Qe s Pn(K)pn(F).

But (A.2) yields

i

Pn(K)on(R) = Ox g = Ox & = Ox -

N~

n=1
A combination of (A.5) and (A.6) gives (39).

The completeness condition

Z|k7l€><k7"€| Z Snl ’ng‘@ Q)‘S;;S:;Q’
k,k

n1<ng

is equivalent to the formula
W= — E glh(mitna=n=n2)/2 giyy K(ng —ny)sin k(Mg — 11) = Oy Ongiigs
k,k

where it is implied that

N9 > Ny, Ng > Nj.

(A4)

(A.6)

(A.9)

It is convenient to pass in (A.8) from k and & to the individual magnon wave numbers

k k
]{}125—%, k2:§+l‘€
According to (30) and (34) ky > k; and

ezklN — ezk‘gN - 1.

14
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Hence

W = % Z = 2]1\[2 Z (ei[kl(nl—ﬁﬂ-l—kz(m—ﬁz)} + eilk2(n1—n1)+ki (n2—n2)]

k1<kso k1 ,kz

_ei[kl(nl—ﬁz)-l-kg(nz—fu)] _ ei[kz(n1—ﬁ2)+k1(n2—ﬁ1)}> = 5n1ﬁ15n2ﬁ2 — 5n1ﬁ25n2ﬁ1- (A12>

Now (38) follows from (A.12), (A.9) and (A.8).

B Evaluation of the form factor

Since .
S'0.S: =258l WO = 10 (b—dl = o SESIE (B

one readily has

2
(k—qlS™(q)|k, k) = NI 1<n§2<N¢n2 i () cos a(ng — na)
_ 2 Z_(N—n)gon(m) cos an, (B.2)

7\/_
where ¢, (k) and « are given by (A.2) and (50). According to (11) and (50)

eiaN — e:l:ikN/2’ (B?))
and hence (see (A.3))
ON_n(k)cosa(N —n) = p,(K) cos an. (B.4)
So
N-1 N—-1
Z(N—n)<pn(/<a) cosan = Z(N—n)apN_n( ) cos a(N Z nen (k) cosan, (B.5)
n=1 n=1

and from (B.2) and (B.5) follows that

N-1

< 1
Z COS an = IN Z ( i(rta)n 4 Gi(k—a)n

n=1

(k= qlS™(q) |k, k)

ﬂ\

i(a—kK)n —i(a-i-ﬁ)n) 1 (]_ + el(li-‘ra) 1+¢€ i(k—a) 1+ el(a K)
2N \ 1 — eilkta) 1 — eils—a) 1 — eila—k)

1+ e—i(/i—i-a)) 1 (1 4 eilsta) 14 ei(“_a)> B 2isin K (B.6)
1 —e-ilkta) ) N\1 —eilsta) * 1 —eili—2) ) N(cosa — cos k)’ ’
where we have put into account that according to (34) and (B.3)
ei(n:l:oe)N - _1. (B?)
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C Evaluation of sums

First of all let us notice that according to (11) (37) and (50) one has

iy N =1 ium N -1
) )

e e e = 1 el =1, N =2M. (C.1)

Hence
sin v, # 0, m=1,...,M. (C.2)

First of all we have to express the sums 33, and nyz_ll in (73) from the sums Y},
and 25:1- According to (35) and (36) for an arbitrary function f(x) one has

M L N
Zf COSK)) 52]‘ COS Ky ),

A— A=1

M-1 N

Z f(cosky) %(Zf (cosky) — f(1) — f(—l)). (C.3)
p=1 pn=1

Also we shall need the identities

1 1 1 1
= , — , +1
COSK —cosa  sina (1 —eili—a) 1 — eilsta) >’ cosa 7 1,
1 2e" cos 1
cosk —cosa  (cosa — ei*)? (cosav — €¥%)2  cosa — e
1 1
— 9 ( ___ . ) — 41 C.4
con e (1 —cosae™®)? 1 — cosae™* cos e (G-4)
Let
Yo
5(z2) =) , 2 =1 (C.5)
=1 Z = Zj
Since N = 2M one has in (C.5) (—z;)V = z}Y = —1. Hence additionally to (C.5)
Yo
Z = 3(z), 2 =1 (C.6)
— Z+ 2
7=1
Obviously
NZN_l
= —l = —1 1 . C.7
o 1G5 = s +1 = 35 c1)
Since according to (C.1)
ei(/@\:l:al)N — ei(nM:I:am)N — _1’ (08)
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one readily has from (C.4)
N

5 1 _is(1) ~s(1)) (10— o)

— COS Fi\ — COS sin oy

) N?
—2cos a;(8'(1) +S(1))(6ay,0 + Ojay),x) = Ty Co8 (00,0 + Ojey|,r)

i 1 i(s(1) — (1))

= - = 0. (C.9)
—/ COS Ky, — COS Quyy, sin a,
pn=1
At the same time according to (C.4) one has
2
sin” o 1 1 2
- ; - - . C.10
(cosk — cosa)? (1 — eilk—a) 1 — ez(/ﬁ-a)) ( )

At sina # 0 this formula may be expanded to the form

sin® o i ( e i el ) 1 1
(cosk —cosa)?  sina\1 — eilk—a) ] — eilsta) (1 —eilm—a))2 (1 — gilrnta))2”
(C.11)
Hence
N 2
sin? oy , N
—2(8(1) + S’ (N1 = 60 0 — Sorta)s = (1 = 6 0 — Blon.r
> ey e = 260 DN~ = (1~ oo )
N
sin? o N?
i =2(s(1) +8'(1)) = —. C.12
Z (cos Ky, — €OS Qyy, )2 (5(1) +5(1) 2 ( )
p=1
Using now (C.9) into (C.12) one readily gets
.9 2
N
Z S = ——sin® @y €08 4 (6ay,0 + Gjay|r) = 0,
{=/ coshy — Cos g 4
MZ_ sin? sin® ap, ( 1 B 1 ) Ceosa
COS Ky, — COS QY 2 l+cosa,, 1—cosa,,/ "
p=1
XM:( sin? o B 2 cos oy )—E(l—é s )
— (cosky —cosa;)?  cosky —cosay/) 4 o107 Clealm

N? N?
_I'? <5al,0 + 5|al|,7r) = T (1 + 50@,0 + 5|al\,7r> )
= ( sin® a,, 2 CoS ) _N? 1( sin? a,,
= (cosk, — cos ) cosk, —cosay,/ 4 2\(1—cosay,)?
) 2
sin“ «v COoS v Cos v N
i UL UL C.13
* (1 + cos am)2) 1—-cosq,, 1+ cosa,, 4 ( )

The obtained system is equivalent to (73).
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