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W e investigate dynam icalproperties of S = 1=2 two-leg spin lJadder system s. In a strong coupling
region, an isolated m ode appears in the lowest excited states, while in a weak coupling region, an
isolated m ode is reduced and the lowest excited states becom e a lower bound of the excitation
continuum . W e nd in the system wih equal intrachain and interchain couplings that due to a
cyclic our-spin interaction, the distrdbbution of the weights for the dynam ical structure factor and
characteristics of the low est excited states are strongly in uenced. T he dynam ical properties oftwo

system s proposed for SrCu,0 3 are also discussed.

PACS numbers: 7540Gb, 7540M g, 78.70 N x, 75.10.Jm

S = 1=2 twoleg spin ladder system s w ith antiferro-
m agnetic interactionshave attracted great attention both
theoretically and experin entally D: Fascinating aspects
ofelem entary excitation aswell as them odynam ic prop—
ertieshavebeen revealed. U sing severaltheoreticalm eth—
ods, i was shown that S = 0 and S = 1 two-triplt
bound-states exist below the two-triplet oontjnuum n
addition to the one-triplet excitation [2 -3 .4 -6,.’2 8]
Such an S = 0 twotrpplkt bound-state was Cidenti ed
In the optical conductivity m easured for an S = 1=2
twoJeg spin ladder m aterial (Ca;La)14Cuz041 H]. Tn
this experim ent, the strength of the interchain coupling
(J; ) and the intrachain coupling (Jy) was estin ated as
J=J; 1 12wihd 1020 1100am * W, dl.

In addition to the interchain and intrachain couplings,
a cyclic fourspin interaction, which acts am ong four
S = 1=2 spins form ing a plaquette, has been introduced
to explain experin ental ndings for cuprate two—Jeg spin
ladder system s. The analysis of the one-triplet m ode
observed by inelastic neutron-scattering experin ents for
LagCagCuy40 41 revealed that a cyclic Purspin inter-
action is necessary to reproduce the observed disper—
sion relation {i1, 12]. Fora S = 1=2 two-keg spin lad-
der m aterial SrCu,0 3, two sets of ooup]Jng constants,
@ J, = 8émeV;J, = 172mev i3] and (i) J, =
150m eV ;J = 195m eV ;Joyc = 18m eV ;Jqiag = 3mev
ti4] with Joe and Juig being the coupling constants
for a cyclic Purspin interaction and a diagonal interac—
tion, have been proposed to reproduce tem perature de—
pendence of the susceptibility. Tt seem s thus di cul to
decide the proper m odel only from tem perature depen-
dence of the susceptibility. D etailed nform ation on dy—
nam ical properties and low -lying excitations is desirable
to discuss characteristics of S = 1=2 two—leg soin ladder
system s.

In thispaper, we calculate the dynam icalstructure fac—
tor DSF) ofS = 1=2 twoZleg soin ladder system s using
continued fraction m ethod based on Lanczos algorithm .
D ynam icalpropertiesofS = 1=2 puretwo—leg soin ladder
system s have already been studied n Refs. 15, 3, 16,17,
and 4. W e perfom system atic calculation for D SF and
characteristics of the lowest excited states, laying stress
on the e ects of a cyclic our-spin interaction.

Let us st consider the S = 1=2 two-leg soin ladder
system s described by the follow Ing H am iltonian,
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where S ;;; denotes the S = 1=2 spin operator in the i
th rung ofthe 1= 1;2 chain, and N is the totalnum ber
of the site. T he periodic boundary condition is applied
along the chain. The energy ism easured in unis of Jy .
The DSF can be expressed in the form of a continued
fraction fl8 ]as
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where j (1 is the eigenfunction corresponding to the
lowest eigenvalue Ey, ¢; and g, denote the wave num —
bers along the kg and the rung, respectively, and z =
!+ i"+ Eowithh=1.West"= 30 102%. The
Fourder transform OE the soin operator Sq i is given

by Sy ,q = 1= N) yexpli@i+t ¢DIS,4:5 &ig)
is the static structure factor and C (g ;g ;!) is repre-
sented in the form of the continued fraction. Since rota—
tionalsym m etry around the x;y, and z axes ram ains, we
only caloulate S% (g ;g7 ! ).

In Figs. 1@) and 1@), we show S?(; ;!) and
S?(;0;!) orN = 28, respectively, in J, =J, = 0:5;1,
and 2. Theweight 0of S” (g ;q,; ! ) is proportionalto the
area of the full circle. The accuracy of the continued
fraction becom esw orse w ith decreasing J, =Jy and/or iIn—
creasing ! . In J; =J, = 05 the convergenceshave the rel-
ative errorsabout O (10 *) or!  4andaboutO (10 *°)
for ! < 3, whereas in J, =J, = 2 they have the relative
errorsabout O (10 %) even or! 6.

In Fig. 1 @), the largest welghts In given g, lie In the
lowest excited states, and the largest weight at g, =
becom es dom inant am ong them w ith decreasing J, =J; .
The solid line represents the dispersion relation of the
one-triplet excitation adequate for J, =J, 1 EI]. The
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FIG.1: S*(k;q;!) orS = 1=2 twoJeg spin ladder system s

In @ g = and b)g = 0 oOrN = 28. Param eters used are
shown in the gures. T he intensity ofeach pol isproportional
to the area of the circle. T he solid and broken lines represent
the dispersion relations of the one—ter]et excitation [4] and
S = 1 two-triplet bound-state d] respectively, adequate for
J? =Jk 1.

num erical results and the solid line agree w ith each other
quantitatively. To discuss characteristics of the lowest
excited states, we investigate the nitesize e ects of
the poles and their residues of the continued fraction
“(;q;!) [9]. As reported in Refs. 1921, a pok
thch belongs to a continuum tends to have appropriate
size dependence at least either of is position or of is
residue. In Fig. 2 @), we show the size dependence ofthe
residue for the low est excited states and that of the pole
for the lowest and the second lowest excited states. In
J, =J; = 2, no size dependence of C? (g;; ;!) isseen in
the low est excited states, while clear size dependence ap—
pears in the pole forthe second low est excited states. T he
results show that the lowest excited states form an iso-
lated one-triplet m ode below the excitation continuum .
In J, =Jy = 1, the size dependence is slightly seen around
& = 0 In the residue. T hus, the lowest excited states in
Ok 0 may be a Iower bound of the excitation contin—
uum , whilk those in the other wave numbers form an
isolated mode. In J, =J, = 035, the residues show the
size dependence In 0 G , Indicating that the low—
est excited statesbecom e a low erbound of the excitation
continuum . In J, =J; < 1, the elam entary excitation m ay
be described by two spinons in either chain dressed by a
weak Interchain interaction. The welghts In J, =J, < 1

are caused by such dressed spoinons.

In Fig. 1(), the broken line n J, =J, = 2, which
represents the dispersion relation ofthe S = 1 two-triplet
bound state obtained orJ, =J;, 1 [1], agreesw ith the
num erical results. Also iIn g, = 0, the largest weights
In given g, lie In the lowest excited states. As shown In
Fig. 2 ), the residue in J, =Jy = 2 decreases drastically
around ¢ 0:6 wih decreasing ¢ . This result m eans
that the weights spread in m any excited states In g <
06 . Therefore, in J, =J, = 2, the lowest excited states
Ing, > 066 form an isolated mode ofthe S = 1 two-
triplet bound state, while those n g, < 06 become a
Jowerbound ofthe tw o-triplet continuum . In J, =J; 1,
the size dependence of the residue becom es noticeable
except for the region g 0. Thus, the lowest excited
statesin J, =Jy 1 are the lowerbound ofthe continuum
form ed by dressed spnons.

W e now Investigated the e ects of a cyclic four-soin
Interaction described by the follow Ing expression,
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From inelastic neutron-scattering experinents for

LagCagCuz40 41, the coupling constants were estim ated
asJ, = Jy = 110meV and Jeyc = 165mev Qi-] Thus,
we set J, =J;y = 1 and Jgyc=Jx = 0:d. Combining the
Ham iftonian (1) with the contrdbution (3), we calculate
DSF. The results for N = 28 are shown In Fig. 3.
In the poles and their residues for g, = , noticeable
size dependence com es out in contrast with the case of
J, =Jx = 1 and Joyc = 0 shown in Fig. 2. Therefore, in
g, = the isolated m ode is reduced by a cyclic four-spin
Interaction, since it m ay act as a frustration tem : The
low est excited states in gz < 057 becom e a lower bound
of the excitation continuum , whilke those In g, > 0:7
keep an isolated m ode.

In Fig. 4, the welghts of the lowest excited states in
Jeye=Jx = 0:1 are com pared w ith those In Joyc = 0. In
q = , the weights in ¢ are enhanced by Jyc,
while those In g, < are suppressed. In g, = 0, on
the contrary, the weights in g, > =2 are suppressed,
while those In ¢y < =2 are enhanced. It is apparent
that the distrbution ofthe weights ofD SF is drastically
rearranged by a an all cyclic our-spin interaction.

W e next Investigate dynam ical properties of the sys—
tem s described by the _param eter set (i) for SrCu,0 3

m entioned previously @4] W e add ﬂleEQontmbqun ofa

diagonal interaction described as Jgiag S 1;5  Sir1 +
S 8.i) to the expressions (1) and (3). The resulks
for N = 28 are shown in Fig. 5. Note that the re
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FIG.2: The size dependence of the poles and their residues corresponding to the results in Fig. 1.
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sults for the param eter set (i) (J, =J, = 0:5) (3] have
been already presented in Figs. 1 and 2. In g, = and
0, noticeable size dependence appears both in the poles
and the residues. Therefore, the lowest excited states

24 P3]. T q, = 0, the dispersion relation for
the param eter set (il) becom es atter with suppressed
welghtsin g > =2. Thedi erence In the distrdbution of
the weights between tw o param eter setsm ay be di cult

to observe experin entally. O n the otherhand, it hasbeen
shown that the e ects ofa at dispersion relation of the
lowest excited states appear In phonon-assisted optical
absorption spectrum s i_'ﬂ, :9', :_lQ] To decide the proper
m odel for SxCu,0 3, such experin entsm ay be e ective.
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FIG .6: Thedispersion relationsand theweightsofthe lowest
excited states in the param eter sets (i) and (i) for SrCu,0 3.

In summ ary, we have investigated dynam ical proper—
ties 0of S = 1=2 two—Jeg spin ladder system s. It has been
show n that the largest weights in given g, lie In the lowest
excited states. The distribbution of the weights is In u-
enced by a cyclic four-spin interaction. W e have further
show n that due to a cyclic ourspin interaction, the low —
est excited states for g, = in LagCagCuys0 47 becom e
a lower bound of the excitation continuum n g, < 0:7 ,
while thosein g > 07 may form an isclatedm ode. W e
have also discussed the di erence in dynam icalproperties
betw een two system s proposed to describe SrCu,0 3.
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