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W e investigate a onedin ensional S = 1=2 antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg m odel coupled to
quantum Jattice vibbration using a quantum M onte Carlo m ethod. W e study the ground-state
lattice uctuation where the system show s a characteristic structure factor. W e also study the
m ass dependence of m agnetic properties such as the m agnetic susceptibility and the m agnetic

excitation spectrum .

For heavy m ass, the system shows the sam e behavior as the case of

classical Jattice vibration. O n the other hand, for light m ass, m agnetic properties coincide w ith
those of the static uniform chain. W e investigate the physicalm echanisn of this behavior and

propose the picture of quantum narrow ing.

KEYW ORD S: spih-Pelrls transition, quantum lattice uctuation, quantum narmow ing e ect, quantum M onte Carb
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1. Introduction

The spin-Peiferls transition is one of the m ost fasci-
nating features derived from cooperative phenom ena of
soin and lattice degrees of freedom due to the soin—
phonon coupling in the one-dim ensional antiferrom ag—
netic Heisenberg m odel” The lattice shows a sponta—
neous din erization which accom paniesthe bond altema-
tion at low tem perature, because a pair of spins tends to
form a localsinglet state on each strongbond to low erthe
m agnetic energy which com petesw ith the elastic energy
of the lattice. An energy gap opens in the spin excia—
tion spectrum . The m agnetic susceptbility in all direc—
tions exponentially drops to zero due to the spin gap as
the tem perature decreases. T hese phenom ena have been
cbserved in m aterials such as TTFCuS4C4 CF3)s? and
CuGeos

T heoretical Investigations have revealed ground state
properties w ith an adiabatic approxin ation for the lat-
tice. Usually, the exchange coupling is assum ed to
change in proportion to the lattice distortion am plitude

N am ely, the bond altemation is given in the fom
Ji = JL+ ( 1} Jand = Tt has been shown
by a bosonization m ethod?® that the bond altemation
brings about the m agnetic energy gain proportional to
4=3 r s = 1=2, which overcom pensates the elastic en—
ergy loss proportionalto 2. Thus the system din erizes
In the ground state for an arbirarily sm all spin-phonon
coupling. T he adiabatic treatm ent for the Jattice isvalid
when the m ass of the m agnetic ion is so heavy that the
kinetic energy of the lattice vibration can be neglected.
Put another way, the phonon energy ! ismuch snall
com pared to the spin-P ejerls gap and the exchange cou—
pling. Recently wehave studied nite tem perature prop—
erties of the adiabatic lattice case neglecting the kinetic
energy term of the lattice by a quantum M onte Carlo
method® W e have observed how the bond altermation

develops as the tem perature decreases.

On the other hand, quantum lattice uctuation be-
com es ram arkable for the light m ass case. It has been
revealed that quantum lattice uctuation disarrangesthe
lattice din erization in the ground state below a critical
spin-phonon coupling/!® The quantum phase transi-
tion betw een the dim erized phase and the uniform phase
has been investigated w ith various m ethods such as an
exact diagonalization m ethod,'? a density m atrix renor—
m alization group m ethod,’” ) a quantum M onte C arlo
m ethod*?{1%) and an analyticalm ethod &-°/1%:16) T ana-
Iytical nvestigations, the lattice degree of freedom is in—
tegrated out foram all! and thee ect ofthe spin-phonon
coupling is transposed to the dim erization and the geo—
m etrical frustration ofthe soin Interaction In an e ective
spin Ham iltonian 27> T hem odynam ic properties have
been Investigated by a quantum M onte Carlo m ethod
taking account of them al uctuation of the quantum
phonon 1?/'%) Foramall!, the lattice uctuation can be
regarded as the adiabatic m otion and the lattice dim er—
ization occurs at low tem perature. T here the m agnetic
susceptibility decays exponentially. In addition, it has
been pointed out that them al uctuation of the lat-
tice causes deviation of the m agnetic susceptibility from
that ofthe staticuniform chain even at high tem perature
w here the spin-P elerls correlation is not relevant. A s !
becom es larger, the m agnetic susceptibility approaches
that ofthe originalspin chain ofthe static lattice, which
suggests that spin and lattice degrees of freedom decou—
pl and lattice uctuation doesnot a ect the spin state.

In this paper, we pay attention to the m ass depen-—
dence ofthe e ect of quantum lattice uctuation. In x2
we explain a model and a num ericalm ethod. In x3 we
study the m ass dependence of the lattice con guration.
Forheavy m ass, the lattice isuniform on the them alav-
erage at high tem perature and din erizes at low tem per—
ature. For light m ass, the spoin-P eferls correlation does
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not appear even at low tem perature. W e nd distinctive
dependence of the structure factor on the mass. In x4
we study the e ect of quantum lattice uctuation from
a view point of the world-line con guration ofthe lattice.
In x5 we study them ass degpendence ofm agnetic proper—
ties such asthem agnetic susoeptibility and the m agnetic

excitation spectrum . For light m ass,we ndnoe ectof

lattice uctuation on m agnetic properties, even though
the lattice strongly uctuates. In x6 we study the reason
why the largely
netic behavior as that of the static uniform chain. Ik

can be interpreted as a narrow Inge ect due to quantum

lattice uctuation. In X7 we sum m arize and discuss our
resuls.

2. M odeland M ethod

W e Investigate a onedim ensional S = 1=2 antiferro-
m agnetic H eisenberg m odel coupling w ith quantum lat-
tice vbration, in w hich the lattice displacem ent produces
the distortion of the exchange coupling between spins.
The Ham ittonian is describbed by

R
H = JIL+ (@i w1)]S: §1
i=1
+Xq LN Y @)
2mp;i_ 21.11 Uit 1 ’

i=1

w here the distortion ofthe exchange coupling is assum ed
to be proportional to the lattice distortion. Here is
the soin-phonon coupling constant, m is the m ass ofthe
m agnetic ion and k is the elastic constant. T he periodic
boundary condition is adopted for both soin and lattice
degrees of freedom . In the sinulation, we x the total
length of the lattice. W e set the uniform exchange cou-
pling J = 1 and take i as the energy unit. W e consider
a param eter set of = 1 and k = 1 and investigate the
behavior for various values ofm .

W e use a quantum M onte Carlo m ethod In order to
nvestigate themm odynam ic properties. W e adopt the
recipe Introduced by H irsch to dealw ith the spin-phonon
coupled system 29721 T hepartition fiinction is expressed
In the path-integral form ula including both soin and lat—
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Fig. 1. The schem atic representation of the (1 + 1)-dim ensional
lattice of N = 6 and M = 2.

uctuating lattice gives the sam e m ag—
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Fig. 2. T he schem atic representation of the change of the lattice
con guration. (@) the local ip and (o) the global I in which
the lattice points denoted by solid circles are ipped together.
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whereM isthe T rotter num ber and = =M with the

Inverse tem perature . In Fig.1 we show an exam pl of
the transform ed (1 + 1)-dim ensional lattice. There are
three layers In a unit orthe in aghhary-tin e axis, nam ely,
two checkerboard layers for the soin-spin part and one
layer for the phonon part. The unit of layers is heaped
n M layers.

W e perform M onte Carlo simulations in the 1 + 1)-
dim ensional classical system . The spin con guration is
updated by the loop algorithm 1718 w ith the xed lattice
con guration. The loop algorithm is powerfuil to calcu—
late physical quantities at considerable low tem perature.
T herefore it is usefiil to observe the spin-P eierls correla-
tion at low tem perature. In the loop algorithm , a graph
elem ent is assigned to each plaquette w ith a probability
w hich depends on the value of the exchange coupling on
the plaquette. In the present case, the value of the ex—
change coupling varies along the In aginary-tin e axisdue
to quantum lattice uctuation. Hence we can not take
the lim it of contiuous in agihary tim el!® In this study,
the Jattice con guration isupdated by the M etropolisal-
gorithm wih the xed soin con guration. W e perform
a local I and a glbal i for the update of the lattice
as shown In Fig. 2. The local i updates the lattice
state at a point in the (1 + 1)-dim ensional space, which
causes a curved world line of the lattice con guration.
For convenience of the calculation, the change of the lat-
tice displacem ent is discretized by a sm all value uypit-
First, whether the lattice point m oves right or kft is
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chosen w ith a probability 1=2. N ext, w hether the m ove
takes place or not is chosen according to the B oltzm ann
weight. The ocal 1 ise cient Prthe case where quan—
tum lattice uctuation is Jarge. W hen quantum lattice

uctuation is sm all and the lattice tends to m ove adia—
batically, we adopt theglobal i ofthe lattice state. The
global I updates the lattice statesby a parallel shift of
allthepoints in aworld line. W eperform the soin update
and the lattice update altemately. T herefore we obtain
the them aldistribution ofboth soin and lattice degrees
of freedom . T ypically, the initial 10° M onte C arlo steps
M CS) are discarded for them alization, and the follow —
ing 10° M CS are used to calculate physical quantities.
The sam pled data is divided into 10 bins, and the er-
rorbar is estin ated from the standard deviation for the
data set of these 10 bins.

For the sin plicity of the notation, we use the bond
distortion,

Wy 1) 3)

as a variable instead of the lattice displacem ent u; it—
self. W e provide a cuto  for the bond distortion j ;j6

cuto 06, ie.,, 04 6 J; 6 16, to con ne the ex—
change coupling to be antiferrom agnetic. As we have
pointed out,?’ the variation of the bond is very large at

nite tem perature if we use the Ham ittonian ofeq. (1).
Such large deviation is not realistic and we need som e
nonlinear suppression of the bond deviation. T he cuto
plays the role of this suppression.

i= @i

3. Lattice Con guration

The bond con guration characterizes the spin-P elerls
state, because the bond takes either a uniform con gu-
ration in the uniform state or an altemating con gura-—
tion In the spin-Pelerls state. W e Investigate the e ect
ofboth them al uctuation and quantum  uctuation on
the bond con guration.

In Figs.3 we show the bond correlation function from
the left edge bond,

Lattice F luctuation 3
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Fig. 3. Thebond correlation function along the real-space axis for
(@) m = 10000, ) m = 100 and (c) m = 1. The left guresare
thedata at T = 0:5 for the system ofN = 64 and M = 12. The
right gures are the data at T = 0:02 for the system ofN = 64
and M = 384.

Chona 1;3)=h 1 3i; 4)
where h i denotes the themm al average. For a heavy
massm = 10000, the bond correlation fiinction depicted

In Fig. 3(@) agrees with our previous results without
quantum  uctuation of the bond® At a high tem per—
ature T = 035, each bond uctuates with no correla—
tion and the bond takes a uniform con guration on the
them al average due to them al uctuation of the bond.
At a very low temperature T = 002, the bond altema-
tion occurs w ith strong correlation extending over the
chain. W hen the m ass decreases, the e ect of quantum
lattice uctuation becom es rem arkable. Aswe show in
Figs.3 ) and 3 (¢), the altemating structure at low tem —
perature disappears. W e nd no altemating pattem for
a lightmassm = 1, where thebond takesa uniform con-

guration because the bond altemation is disarranged by
quantum  uctuation of the bond.

T hus the uniform bond con guration is realized due
to them al uctuation at high tem perature and due to
quantum  uctuation at low tem perature. The shape

of the bond correlation fiinction is sinply at for both
cases. Therefore the bond correlation finction is lnsuf-

cient to characterize the di erence of the nature of the
bond uctuation in both cases. For the purpose of clari-
fying the distinction between the classicalbond uctua—
tion and the quantum one, we Investigate the bond struc-
ture factor,

Sbona @ = hj oFi; ®)

w here

bl

- e 5 N
= je:

q

! (©)
N |

j=1
In Fig. 4 @) we show the bond structure factor form =
10000. At T = 035, Spong is at as a resul of the m ix—

ture of various m odes of the m otion, which m eans that
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Fig. 4. The bond structure factor for (@) m = 10000, o) m = 100
and () m = 1. The left gures are the data at T = 035 for
the system ofN = 64 and M = 12. The right gures are the
data at T = 0:02 for the system ofN = 64 and M = 384. The
open circle in (c) denotes the data at T = 2:0 for the system of
N = 64and M = 4.

each bond wuctuates ndependently. At T = 0:02, the
lattice fom s the bond-altemate structure and Syong has
aBraggpeak at g= . Except Porg= , S pong Is very
an alland the uctuation is independent of the position
of the bond. These structures are consistent w ith the
resuls of the classical lattice system .

O n the otherhand, when them ass decreases, the bond
structure factor show s characteristic dependence on the
tem perature. In Fig. 4 o) we show the bond structure
factor orm = 100. Spong remains atat T = 0:5. At
T = 0:02, com paring w ith the data form = 10000, the
am plitude of the B ragg peak becom es an alland the uc—
tuation ofvariousm odesgrow sin additiontog= . This
structure factor w ith the m ixture of various m odes cor-
responds to the correlation fiinction shown in the right
ofFig. 3 (), where the altemate structure is hardly de—

tected.
W hen the m ass decreases furthemm ore, m = 1, Spong
has a shusoidal shape at both T = 05 and T = 002

as shown in Fig. 4 (c). T he sihusoidal structure factor is
Interpreted as follow s. For light m ass, the second term
ofeq. (1) ismuch larger than the rst one. Nam ely, the
Jattice m oves alm ost Independently of the spin con gu-
ration. Therefore, in the llow Ing, we investigate the
lattice part ofeq. (1),

R K

—s — (u-
 mBPIT W
=1

H phonon = U+ 1 )2 : (7)
T he operators of the lattice displacem ent uy and them o-

m entum p4 are expressed by the creation operator aé and
the annihilation operator ag of the phonon,

s
X 1 v o
. = - iqj,
ujy 2Nm!q(a t agle’; 8)
r
X m !
_ ‘9 Y igj.
.= a ell; 9
IS5 oN @4 &) )
q
w here
12= ar?sn® 3, 10)
Then eq. (7) is transfom ed into
X 1
H phonon = lq alag+ > an

a

The Fourder com ponent of the bond distortion is ex—
pressed by

o= 2i iq:zsjn%: 12)

L @7+ )
— @i+ a gle
2Nm !y 1

At T = 0, allthe nom alm odes are in the ground state,
ie., agPi= 0, and Spona is given by

Shona @ = hj oFi
2 2 e
= sin® “HW0j@" , + aq) @+ a ¢)Pi
Nm!g 2 q d
2
= sin = 13)
Nm! 2

N am ely, the zero-point m otion gives the sinusoidalstruc—
ture factor. This result agrees w ith the sihusoidal shape
of our M onte Carlo results. But we nd that the am -
plitude in Fig. 4(c) & 0:0021) is sn aller than that of
eq. (13) = 0:0156). This discrepancy is caused by the
cuto for the bond distortion. The bond distortion is
suppressed due to the cuto  and the structure factorbe—
com es an all. Th M onte Carlo sim ulations of the lattice
part w ithout the soin part, i is con m ed that the am —
plitude agreesw ith that ofeg. (13) In the case w here the
cuto  is large enough, and the am plitude agrees w ih
that ofFig. 4 (c) in the case where the cuto isthe same
as that we provide in the spinPeierlsm odel. Thus we
conclude that the lattice uctuation for light mass is
characterized by the zero-point quantum  uctuation of
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the lattice. Tt should bem ioned that when the tem —
perature is larger than ! = E, Spond IS In  uenced
by the excied state of the phonon. In the present case,
weactually ndthat $ong IsIh uenced by excited states
atT = 20 ¢ ! = 10) and changes from the sihusoidal
shape to a at shape as shown by the open circle in the
keft ofFig.4(c).

4. Quantum Lattice F luctuation

In the them alaverage, the lattice takes either the uni-
form con guration for light m assorthe dim erized con g-
uration for heavy m ass due to the spin-phonon coupling.
On the other hand, In a snapshot in the M onte Carlb
sin ulation, the world line of the lattice show s various
con gurations due to quantum lattice uctuation. For
heavy m ass, the m otion of the lattice is regarded to be
adiabatic and the world-line con guration of the lattice
is straight along the in aghary-tin e axis. The straight
world Iine parallelsw ith each other and fom sthe din er-
ized con guration. A s the m ass decreases, quantum lat—
tice uctuation becom es relevant and the world line of
the lattice begins to uctuate along the im agihary-tim e
axis. The deviation of the world line m ay suppress the
bond-altemating order. H ere we introduce the order pa-
ram eter for the bond-altemating order,

* |
1 ¥ 7
g = N (1 4

i=1

14)

In addition, we explore how the bond alemation is dis-
arranged due to quantum lattice uctuation by investi-
gating the follow Ing quantity,

) 17 1 e
o= - d— (1 et ;
0 N =1
(15)
where € ;e ! represents the value of ; at the
Inaghary tine . In Figs. 5 we show the size depen—
dence of gg and igt at T = 0:02. Form = 10000,

%, agrees with 2, which indicates that the bond-

alemating order develops in both the realspace axisand
the In aghary-tin e axis. In fact, there the world line is
straight along the In agihary-tin e axis. W hen the m ass
decreases, the absolute values of the bond-alemating
correlations decrease as shown in Figs. 5 () and 5(). In
particular, 2 ismuch reduced comparingwith 2 for

nite size system s. This is due to the deviation of the
world-line con guration along the in agihary-tin e axis.
Form = 100, however, we nd that ﬁg and igt con-
verge to alm ost the same nie valie in the them ody—
nam ic lim it. The am ount of the bond alemation for
m = 100 is am aller than that form = 10000.Form = 1,
the bond con guration is uniform on the them al aver—
age In the them odynam ic lin it. There 2% shows 1=N
dependence which indicates a short range order of the
bond alternation, while % is aln ost zero because the
correlation length along the In agihary-tin e axis ism uch
shorterthan aswewillsee In x6.
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Fig. 5. T he size dependence of the order param eters for the bond
altemation ig (solid circle) and igt (open circle) for (@) m =
10000, ) m = 100 and (¢)m = 1latT = 0:02. M = 384.

5. M assD ependence ofM agnetic P roperties

The spoin-phonon coupling causes deviation of m ag—
netic properties from those of the uniform Jlattice sys—
tem . First we consider the e ect ofthem al uctuation
of the lattice at high tem perature w here the spin-P elerls
correlation is not relevant. In Fig. 6 we show the tem —
perature dependence of the m agnetic susceptibility for
a high tem perature region. W e have calculated for the
adiabatic Jattice system ) For com parison, the data or
the adiabatic lattice system (dotted line) and the uni-
form lattice system (solid line) are shown in the gure.
Form = 10000, the m agnetic susceptibility agrees w ith
that ofthe adiabatic Jattice system . A shasbeen pointed
out In num erical works,®'1?/1%) the m agnetic suscepti-
bility deviates from that of the uniform lattice system
even at high tem peratures due to them al uctuation of
the lattice. A s the m ass decreases, the m agnetic sus-
ceptibility approaches that ofthe uniform lattice system
m onotonously. Form = 1, the m agnetic susceptibility
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Fig. 6. The tem perature dependence of the m agnetic susceptibil-
ity. The data are calculated for the system of N = 64 and
extrapolated w ith respect to the Trotter number. The dotted
line denotes the data for the adiabatic lattice system ofN = 64
and the solid line denotes the data for the uniform lattice system
of N = 64.
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Fig. 7. The m agnetic elem entary excitation spectrum in the
ground state. The data are calculated at T = 0:02 for the sys—
tem of N = 64 and M = 384. The solid line denotes the data
for the uniform lattice system of N = 64.

agreesw ith that of the uniform lattice system well, even
though the lattice strongly uctuates. This fact hasbeen
seen In previousworks form odels w ith the second quan—
tization of the lattice 12/1%)

Now we consider the e ect of quantum
the lattice at low tem perature. In order to grasp the
m agnetic behavior from a m icroscopic point ofview , we
nvestigate the m agnetic excitation spectrum . It can be
extracted from the in agihary-tin e correlation fiinction

ofthe spin,??:2%
Semn (@ )= SZe ® S i (16)
w here
S
SZ= N—j=lsje : a7

T he dispersion relation E (q) ofthe elem entary excitation
is obtained by

@
T hBspmn @ )]

. In Fig. 7 we show the m agnetic elem entary
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Fig. 8. The in aginary-tim e correlation functions of the spin and
the bond for g = at T = 0:02. @ m = 10000, o) m = 100
and () m = 1. The solid circle and the open circle denote the
data in temn s of the spin and the bond, respectively. T he data
are calculated for the system ofN = 64 and M = 384.

excitation spectrum at T = 0:02 for severalvalues ofthe
m ass. T he solid line denotes the data forthe uniform lat—
tice system ofN = 64,wherewe nd a anallenergy gap
due to the nite sizee ect. Form = 10000, the lattice
m otion is adiabatic and the bond altemation occurs at
low tem perature. A cocordingly, we nd an energy gap at
g= clarly. On theotherhand,we nd thattheenergy
gap becom es sn alldrastically asthem ass decreases. For
m = 1, E (@ coihcides w ith that of the uniform Jlattice
system . Thuswe nd thatnotonly them agnetic susocep—
tbility but also the m icroscopic m agnetic characteristic
agrees w ith those of the uniform lattice system . T here—
fore we conclude that this agreem ent is Intrinsic. In the
next section, we study the physical background of this
agreem ent.
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6. Quantum N arrow ing E ect

In this section w e consider the reason w hy the expecta—
tion value ofm agnetic properties ofthe light m ass system
concides w ith that of the uniform lattice system . Aswe
m entioned above, the m otion of the lattice is alm ost in—
dependent of the spin con guration because the m ass is
light. On the other hand, the m otion of the spin m ay
be a ected by the bond uctuation. Generally speak—
Ing, however, the e ect of fast uctuation is to be ne-
glected, which isknown asthem otionalnarrow inge ect.
Nam ely, when the uctuation ismuch fast com pared to
the tin e scale which we would like to observe, the uc—
tuation is leveled o  and doesnota ect other degrees of
freedom . In the present case, what com es into question
isthe degree of quantum  uctuations ofthe soin and the
lattice. The correlation along the Im aginary-tin e axis
gives Inform ation on the tim e scale of quantum  uctua-
tion. W e investigate Sgi, (@7 ) de ned In eq. (16) and
the in agihary-tim e correlation function of the bond,

Spona (@ ) =" qe® gi: (19)
In Figs. 8 we com pare both In aghary-tin e correlation
functions for g = at T = 0:02. Form = 10000,
Sepin (@ ) decays along the im aginary-tin e axis quickly
and Spong (@7 ) keeps a constant valie. The spin  uctu—
ation ismuch faster than the bond uctuation. Nam ely,
thetin escaleofthe spin  uctuation g3, ismuch sn aller
than that ofthe bond uctuation pong ( spin bond) «
In this case, the Jattice vibration can be regarded to be
adiabatic. On the other hand, as the m ass decreases,
the inequality relation between the two tin e scales is re—
versed. Form = 1, Spong (@ ) decaysquite rapidly. This
valie of pong iISmuch shorter than = (0:02) ' = 50
as we expected by the cbservation of 2, in x4. Here
the relaxation of Spong (@; ) ismuch faster than that of
Sepin @ s iy omn bond - T hism eans that the lat-
tice uctuates much faster than the tine scale of the
m otion ofthe spin. Thuswe conclude that a sort ofnar-
row Ing e ect happens and the lattice ise ectively xed
to be uniform . W e call this phenom enon \quantum nar—
row inge ect".

7. Summ ary and D iscussion

In this paper we investigated a one-din ensional s =
1=2 antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odel coupled to
quantum Jlattice vibration using a quantum M onte C arlo
method. W e studied the m ass dependence of various
physical quantities. For heavy m ass, quantum lattice
vbration is regarded as the adiabatic m otion and the
system din erizes at low tem perature. W hen the m ass
decreases, the bond-alemate correlation is reduced due
to the deviation ofthe world-line con guration ofthe lat—
tice. For light m ass, the spin-P ejerls correlation doesnot
grow even at low tem perature, and the ground-state lat—
tice uctuation is equivalent to the zero-point vibration
of the phonon. The lattice uctuation does not a ect
the m agnetic behavior. W e found the separation oftin e

scales of quantum  uctuations of spin (1) and lattice
( bona) degrees of freedom . T he tim e scales change w ith

the mass. The motion of the lattice can be regarded
to be adiabatic for heavy m ass, where g bond -
O n the other hand, the m otion of the lattice is am eared
out due to the narrow ing e ect for light m ass, where

spin bond -

For Intemediate mass, m = 100 Fig. 8@)],
Im agihary-tin e correlation finctions of the spin and the
bond decay with alm ost the sam e decay tine. In such
cases we expect that the spin  uctuation and the bond

uctuation resonate w ith each other. T he resonance of
quantum  uctuations would cause a m ultiple quantum
state of spin and lattice degrees of freedom , which is an
Interesting problem in the future.
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