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Spin-W ave D escription of H aldane—gap antiferrom agnets
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M odifying the conventional antiferrom agnetic spin-w ave theory which isplagued by the di culty
of the zero— eld sublattice m agnetizations diverging in one dim ension, we describe m agnetic prop—
erties of H aldanegap antiferrom agnets. The m odi ed spin waves, constituting a grand canonical
bosonic ensem ble so as to recover the sublattice sym m etry, not only depict well the ground-state
correlations but also give useful inform ation on the nitetem perature properties.

PACS numbers: 7510Jm , 0530Jp, 7540M g

Haldane’s confcture t'_.:}_j] that one-din ensional
H eisenberg antiferrom agnets should exhibit qualitatively
di erent low -energy structuresbased on w hether the con—
stituent spins are integral or fractional sparked renewed
Interest in the eld of quantum m agnetism . An energy
gap Inm ediately above the ground state was indeed ob—
served In a quasione-din ensional H eisenberg antiferro-
magnet Ni(C,HgN,),NO, (C10,4) i_j] and a rigorous ex-—
am ple of such a m assive phase was also found out EI,E]
T he energy gaps In m agnetic excitation spectra, that is,
soin gaps, are now one of the m ost attractive and in —
portant topics. In the context of theoretical progress, we
may be rem inded of quantized plateaux in the ground-
state m agnetization curves [_6], a dram atic crossover from
one- to two-din ensional quantum antiferrom agnets Ej.],
and an antiferrom agnetic excitation gap accom panied by
ferrom agnetic background ﬁ_ﬂ{:_l-]_]]. From the experin en—
talpoint of view , m etal oxides such as sEjn:P elerls com —
poundsCu; M xGeO3 M = Zn;M g) LLg‘,:_lZ_i], Haldane-
gap antiferrom agnets R,BaNiOs R = rareearth) [_1-4]
and ladder m aterials Sr, 1CuUn,+102n 0 = 3;5;7;
fl5] have signi cantly contributed to system atic investi-
gations of the m echanian of gap form ation.

In studying Haldanegap antiferrom agnets, num eri-
cal tools such as quantum M onte Carlo and density—
m atrix renom alization-group m ethods are indeed use—
ful, but analytic approaches still play an in portant rolk.
The nonlinear -m odel technique t_i;_Z,:_l-gi{:_Ig] is pow erfi1l
enough to investigate low -energy structures w ith partic—
ular em phasis on the com petition between m assive and
m assless phases. It is the valencebond-solid description
[4,6] of integer-spin chains that enables us to readily un—
derstand the hidden order fZO] inherent in the Haldane
m assive phase. However, these m ethods are not so use-
ful for exploring them al properties as they are In in—
vestigating the ground-state properties. A though we
m ay consider applying the soin-w ave schem e to H aldane-
gap antiferrom agnets in such circum stances, the di —
culy of the zero- eld sublattice m agnetizations diverg—
Ing in one dim ension hasbeen a problem in the conven-
tional spin-wave theory t_Z-]_],g-g'] for years. Therefore, it
was a m a pr breakthrough that spin waves, being con—
strained to kesp zero m agnetization, succeeded In pre—
cisely describing the low ~tem perature therm odynam icsof

the one-dim ensional H eisenberg ferrom agnet t_2-§'] This
new spin-wave schem e, which is now referred to as the
m odi ed spin-wave theory, was further applied to quan—
tum antiferrom agnets and ferrim agnets. The modi ed
soin-w ave scham e is highly successfiil for extensive ferri-
m agnets 124 {:2§] and stﬂlappheswe]lﬁ)r‘cﬂ o-din ensional
antiferrom agnets Bd {:34] A s forone-din ensionalantifer—

rom agnets, there exists a pioneering argum ent BS], but
i Jooks unsatisfactory for interpreting experim entaland
num erical cbservations.

In this article, we ain to do away w ith our vague but
persistent in pression that the spin-wave schem e hardly
works for onedinensional quantum antiferrom agnets.
Spin-2 Halane-gap antiferrom agnets 36,371, as well as
those of spin 1, have recently been synthesized and m ore
explorations into novel quantum phenom ena in one di-
mension are expected In the fiture. In such circum -
stances, wem akeour rstattem ptto constructam odi ed
spin-wave theory for Haldane-gap antiferrom agnets.

W e consider integer-soin antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg
thains
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we obtain
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The naivest diagonalization of the Ham iltonian (r_fi),
whether up to 0 (S') or up to 0 (8%), results in di
verging sublattice m agnetizations even at zero tem per-
ature. A though eqg. (:_2) assum es that aY a, 2S and
b, 2S, the conventional spin-wave theory cannot
reasonably controlthe boson num bers. T hen we consider
Introducing a grand canonical constraint to the noncom —
pact H am iltonian {_5) .

Isottopi:Pm agnets should lie In the state of zero m ag—
netization ij? = 0 and the m nin ization of the free
energy under such a condiion indeed yields an excellent
description of the low -tem perature thermm odynam ics of
ferrom agnets !_2-2:] However, in the cases w ith antiferro—
m agnetic exchange J'nta%cljons, the zero-m agnetization
constraint, clain ing that | @fa, Kk,) = 0,stillfails
to overcom e the divergence of the num bers of the sub-
lattice bosons. Hence we m Inin ize the free energy con—
straining the sublhttice m agnetizations to ke zero:

X X
ala, =

Kb, = SN : 1)

W ithin the conventional spin-wave theory, soins on one
sublattice point predom inantly up, while those on the
other predom nantly down. T his condition C_l]_;) restores
the sublhttice symmetry. In order to enforce the con—
straint I_l-li), we rst introduce a Lagrangem ultiplier and
diagonalize

X

B=H+2J

(ayax + Bby) : a2)

k

T hen the ground-state energy and the dispersion relation
are obtained as

Eg=Ey+8; By=E,;+4NJ ; 13)
Pk)=é1Kk); é1k)=!1Kk)+ 2 ocosh2 ; (14)

w ithin the linearm odi ed spin-wave schem e and as
Eq=Exy + B+ Ey; (15)
Pk)=é1k)+ lok); (1e)

within the up-to-O (8°) interacting modi ed spin-wave
schem e. For egs. _-3_:) and {_1-4), x is given by ; k)

2 sinh2 e k) = 0, whereas fr egs. (L5) and
ﬁ_l-é), x may be determ ined in two ways. One idea is
the perturbational treatm ent of H o, which is referred
to as the perturbational interacting m odi ed soin-wave
schem e, where | is still given by e; k) = 0 and the
0 (8°) quantum correction is the O (S!)-eigenstate av-
erage of Hy. The other is the full diagonalization of
H1 + Ho, which is referred to as the fulkdiagonalization
Interacting m odi ed spin-wave schem e, where  isgiven
by e k)+ k)= 0.0nce y isgiven, we calculate the
free energy and obtain the optim um them aldistribution
functions as

1

Sy )

l’k =

where is selfconsistently determ ined by the condition
X

(2ny + 1) cosh2 y =

(S + 1)N : (18)

k

F irst, ket usevaluate the ground-state energy. W e com —
pare them odi ed spin-wave calculationsw ith the highly
accurate quantum M onte Carlo estin ates [_3_8'] in Table
:_I'. Them odi ed spin-wave ndings are generally in good
agreem ent w ith the quantum M onte Carlo resuls. The
Interactingm odi ed spin w avesdescribe the ground-state
correlations m uch better than the linear ones and their
description becom es increasingly re ned w ith increasing
S . The interacting m odi ed spin-wave ndingsm iss the
correct value by 0.5 percent for S = 1 and by only 0.008
percent for S = 3.

Secondly, we consider the Haldane gap ! @k = )

(T). Tablk II shows that the modied spin-wave
schem e, in contrast w ith the conventional spin-w ave the—
ory, succeeds in generating the gap but considerably un—
derestinm ates . Unavailability of the absolute energy



level structure is an inevitable consequence of our em —
plying the e ective Ham iltonian (:_1%) . Then we ex—
am ine the present schem e by scaling (T) to its zero—
tem perature value (T = 0) 0. Such an argu—
m ent is quite usualw ith eld-theoretical investigations,
which do not lead to an estim ate of the nom alization
factor but derive nite-tem perature expreSSJons nvolr—
Ing only ratios such as kg T= (. In Fig. -L, we com —
pare the m odi ed spin-wave calculations w ith num erical
{_3@], eld-theoretical El-(_i] and experin ental El-lj] ndings.
Now the superiority ofthe m odi ed soin-wave schem e is
clear at a glance. O f all the theoretical tools, the full-
diagonalization interacting m odi ed spin-wave approach
is the m ost successfiil to reproduce the cbserved upw a ard
behavior of (') wih increasing tem perature [B1(43i.
The nonlinear -m odel treatm ent [_49,._44 ]is jasti ed well
In the low-tem perature region kg T o, while the
m axin um -entropy technique t_3-§5] works lessw ith Increas—
ing tem perature. N ickel com pounds such as ¥,;BaN D s
{i1] and NiC,HgN;);NO, (CD,4) [43] are good candi-
dates for spin-1 H aldane-gap antiferrom agnets, but m ag—
netic anisotropy and interchain interaction are not neg—
ligble there. They split the lowest excitation gap of the
isotropic chain () into several kevels and sm ear the in-
trinsic behavior of the ideal integer-spin chains. C onsid—
ering such practical factors, the present theory satisfac—
torily interprets the observations.

Lastly, we show them odi ed spin-wave calculations of
the m agnetic susceptbility in Fig. -'_2 Considering the
totalbreakdow n of the conventional spin-w ave theory in
one-din ensional them odynam ic calculations, the m odi-

ed spin-wave achievem ent is highly successfil. A 1l the
calculations are guaranteed to reproduce the param ag—
netic susoeptibility =Lg? 2 = S (S + 1)=3ksT at high
tem peratures. Since the Interacting m odi ed soin-wave
schem e gives better estim ates of the gap than the linear
modi ed spin-wave one (Table ﬁ) it is som ewhat bet—
ter at describing the low -tem perature behavior. W ih
Increasing S, the activation-type initial behavior is sup—
pressed and the antiferrom agnetic peak is broadened.
The S = 1 modied spin-wave calculations are In  ne
agreem ent w ith the quantum M onte Carlo ndings over
a wide tem perature range, whilke those for S = 2 look
som ew hat poorer at Intermm ediate tem peratures. Tt m ay
be closely related to the fact that them odi ed soin-wave
estin ates of the S = 2 gap are worse than those of the
S = lgap (Tabk I} . However, Tabl [ suggests that
the validity ofthem odi ed spoin-wave schem e for excita—
tions signi cantly in provesw ith increasing S, possbly in
a staggered way. T hem odynam ic calculations, whether
by quantum M onte C arlo or density-m atrix renomm aliza—
tion group, for system sw ith large degrees of freedom are
less feasble num erically, iIn particular, at low tem pera—
tures. The present schem e has the advantage of saving
tin e and com putational resources.

W e have dem onstrated the applicability of the new
soin-w ave schem e to H aldane-gap antiferrom agnets. T his
is the st comprehensive attempt to describe one—

din ensional spin-gapped antiferrom agnets in temm s of
spin waves. The m odi ed spin waves are free from their
them al as well as quantum divergence and can there—
fore m icroscopically interpret various m agnetic proper—
ties. Besides the m agnetic susceptibility, the spin cor—
relation function and the nuclear spin-lattice relaxation
tin e can be revealed. Unfrtunately, we have less in-
form ation on the bare energy spectrum , because we get
rid of the quantum divergence at the cost of the original
Ham iltonian. However, w ith the zero-tem perature spin
gap, which is readily and precisely available through nu-
m erical calculations w ithin a canonicalensem ble LB@‘], we
can still argue the energy structure quantitatively.
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FIG.1l. Tem perature dependences of the spin-1 Haldane
gap calculated by the linear (LM SW ), perturbational interact-
ing P SW ) and full-diagonalization interacting D IM SW )
m odi ed spin-wave schem es, a quantum M onte Carlo QM C)
m ethod com bined w ith the m axin um -entropy technique [B9]
and the nonlinear -model (NSM ) approach [#40]. Inelastic
neutron-scattering m easurem ents Exp. on Y;BaNiDs K1]
are also shown for reference.
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FIG.2. The linear (LM SW ), perturbational interacting
PIM SW ) and fulldiagonalization interacting D IM SW )
m odi ed spin-wave calculations ofthe zero— eld m agnetic sus-
ceptibility as a function of tem perature com pared w ith quan-—
tum M onte Carlo QM C) estim ates.



Haldanegap antiferrom agnets In a m agnetic eld pro-
vide further interesting issues. W ih the increase of an
applied eld, the gap is reduced and the ground state is
m ixed Increasingly w ith the rstexcited state. Indeed the
nuclear spin-lattice relaxation is accelerated In the vicin—
ity ofthe critical eld, but its overallbehavior asa fiinc-
tion of an applied eld and tem perature I{l-5_:] is far from
understandable at a glance. W e m ay expect the present
new schem e to open the way for the totalunderstanding
of low -dim ensional spin-gapped antiferrom agnets.
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TABLE I. The lnear (LM SW ), perturbational interact—
ing PIM SW ) and fiill-diagonalization interacting D IM SW )
modi ed spin-wave calculations of the ground-state energy
per site com pared wih quantum M onte Carlo QM C) esti-
m ates [38].

s=1 S=2 S=3
LM SW 1:361879 4:726749 10:0901
PIM SW 1:394853 4:759760 101231
FDIM SW 1:394617 4:759759 101231
QMC 1:401481 (4) 4:761249 (6) 10:1239(1)

TABLE II. The lnear (LM SW ), perturbational Interact—
ing MM SW ) and full-diagonalization interacting D IM SW )
m odi ed spin-wave calculations of the lowest excitation gap

(T = 0) o com pared w ith quantum M onteCarlo QM C)
estin ates [38].
S=1 S =2 S=3
LM SW 0:07200 0:00626 0:00279
PIM SW 0:07853 000655 0:00287
FD M SW 0:08507 000683 000295
QM C 0:41048 (6) 008917 (4) 0:01002 (3)




