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Spin-W ave D escription ofH aldane-gap antiferrom agnets
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M odifying theconventionalantiferrom agneticspin-wavetheory which isplagued by thedi�culty

ofthe zero-�eld sublattice m agnetizations diverging in one dim ension,we describe m agnetic prop-

erties ofHaldane-gap 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 wellthe ground-state

correlationsbutalso give usefulinform ation on the �nite-tem perature properties.

PACS num bers:75.10.Jm ,05.30.Jp,75.40.M g

Haldane’s conjecture [1,2] that one-dim ensional

Heisenberg antiferrom agnetsshould exhibitqualitatively

di�erentlow-energystructuresbased on whetherthecon-

stituentspinsare integralorfractionalsparked renewed

interestin the �eld ofquantum m agnetism . An energy

gap im m ediately abovethe ground state wasindeed ob-

served in a quasi-one-dim ensionalHeisenberg antiferro-

m agnet Ni(C2H 8N 2)2NO 2(ClO 4) [3]and a rigorous ex-

am ple ofsuch a m assive phase wasalso found out[4,5].

The energy gapsin m agnetic excitation spectra,thatis,

spin gaps,are now one ofthe m ost attractive and im -

portanttopics.In thecontextoftheoreticalprogress,we

m ay be rem inded ofquantized plateaux in the ground-

statem agnetization curves[6],adram aticcrossoverfrom

one- to two-dim ensionalquantum antiferrom agnets [7],

and an antiferrom agneticexcitation gap accom panied by

ferrom agnetic background [8{11]. From the experim en-

talpointofview,m etaloxidessuch asspin-Peierlscom -

poundsCu1� xM xG eO 3 (M = Zn;M g)[12,13],Haldane-

gap antiferrom agnets R 2BaNiO 5 (R = rareearth) [14]

and ladder m aterials Srn� 1Cun+ 1O 2n (n = 3;5;7;� � � )

[15]have signi�cantly contributed to system atic investi-

gationsofthe m echanism ofgap form ation.

In studying Haldane-gap antiferrom agnets, num eri-

cal tools such as quantum M onte Carlo and density-

m atrix renorm alization-group m ethods are indeed use-

ful,butanalyticapproachesstillplay an im portantrole.

The nonlinear�-m odeltechnique [1,2,16{19]ispowerful

enough to investigate low-energy structureswith partic-

ular em phasis on the com petition between m assive and

m asslessphases.Itisthe valence-bond-solid description

[4,5]ofinteger-spin chainsthatenablesusto readily un-

derstand the hidden order [20]inherent in the Haldane

m assive phase. However,these m ethodsare notso use-

fulfor exploring therm alproperties as they are in in-

vestigating the ground-state properties. Although we

m ay considerapplying thespin-waveschem eto Haldane-

gap antiferrom agnets in such circum stances, the di�-

culty ofthe zero-�eld sublattice m agnetizations diverg-

ing in one dim ension hasbeen a problem in the conven-

tionalspin-wave theory [21,22]for years. Therefore,it

was a m ajor breakthrough that spin waves,being con-

strained to keep zero m agnetization,succeeded in pre-

ciselydescribingthelow-tem peraturetherm odynam icsof

the one-dim ensionalHeisenberg ferrom agnet [23]. This

new spin-wave schem e,which is now referred to as the

m odi�ed spin-wave theory,wasfurtherapplied to quan-

tum antiferrom agnets and ferrim agnets. The m odi�ed

spin-waveschem e ishighly successfulforextensiveferri-

m agnets[24{29]and stillapplieswellfortwo-dim ensional

antiferrom agnets[30{34].Asforone-dim ensionalantifer-

rom agnets,there existsa pioneering argum ent[35],but

itlooksunsatisfactory forinterpreting experim entaland

num ericalobservations.

In thisarticle,we aim to do away with ourvague but

persistent im pression that the spin-wave schem e hardly

works for one-dim ensional quantum antiferrom agnets.

Spin-2 Haldane-gap antiferrom agnets[36,37],as wellas

thoseofspin 1,haverecently been synthesized and m ore

explorations into novelquantum phenom ena in one di-

m ension are expected in the future. In such circum -

stances,wem akeour�rstattem pttoconstructam odi�ed

spin-wave theory for Haldane-gap antiferrom agnets.

W econsiderinteger-spin antiferrom agneticHeisenberg

chains

H = J

LX

j= 1

S j � Sj+ 1 ; S
2
j = S(S + 1): (1)

W ede�nebosonicoperatorsforthespin deviation in each

sublatticevia

S
+
2n� 1 =

q

2S � a
y

nan an ; S
z
2n� 1 = S � aynan ;

S
+
2n = byn

q

2S � b
y

nbn ; Sz2n = � S + bynbn :

(2)

TheFourier-transform ed operatorsareintroduced as

ak =
1

p
N

NX

n= 1

eik(n� 1=4)an ;

bk =
1

p
N

NX

n= 1

e� ik(n+ 1=4)bn ;

(3)

where twice the lattice constant2a issetequalto unity

and thereforek = 2�n=N (n = 0;1;� � � ;N � 1;N = L=2).

Through the Bogoliubov transform ation

a
y

k
= �

y

k
cosh�k � �ksinh�k ;

b
y

k
= �

y

k
cosh�k � �ksinh�k ;

(4)
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weobtain

H = E N + E 1 + E 0 + H 1 + H 0 + O (S
� 1
); (5)

where

E N = � 2N JS
2
; (6a)

E 1 = � 4N JS(� � �); (6b)

E 0 = � 2N J(� � �)
2
; (6c)

H 1 = J
X

k

h

!1(k)

�

�
y

k
�k + �

y

k
�k

�

+ 1(k)

�

�k�k + �
y

k
�
y

k

�i

; (7a)

H 0 = J
X

k

h

!0(k)

�

�
y

k
�k + �

y

k
�k

�

+ 0(k)

�

�k�k + �
y

k
�
y

k

�i

; (7b)

with

� =
1

2N

X

k

cos
k

2
sinh2�k ; (8a)

� =
1

2N

X

k

(cosh2�k � 1); (8b)

!1(k)= 2S

�

cosh2�k � cos
k

2
sinh2�k

�

; (9a)

!0(k)= 2(� � �)

�

cosh2�k � cos
k

2
sinh2�k

�

; (9b)

1(k)= 2S

�

cos
k

2
cosh2�k � sinh2�k

�

; (10a)

0(k)= 2(� � �)

�

cos
k

2
cosh2�k � sinh2�k

�

: (10b)

The naivest diagonalization of the Ham iltonian (5),

whether up to O (S1) or up to O (S0), results in di-

verging sublattice m agnetizations even at zero tem per-

ature. Although eq. (2) assum es that aynan � 2S and

bynbn � 2S, the conventionalspin-wave theory cannot

reasonablycontroltheboson num bers.Then weconsider

introducing a grand canonicalconstraintto thenoncom -

pactHam iltonian (5).

Isotropic m agnetsshould lie in the state ofzero m ag-

netization
P

j
Szj = 0 and the m inim ization ofthe free

energy undersuch a condition indeed yieldsan excellent

description of the low-tem perature therm odynam ics of

ferrom agnets[23]. However,in the caseswith antiferro-

m agnetic exchange interactions,the zero-m agnetization

constraint,claim ing that
P

n
(aynan � bynbn)= 0,stillfails

to overcom e the divergence ofthe num bers ofthe sub-

lattice bosons. Hence we m inim ize the free energy con-

straining the sublattice m agnetizationsto be zero:

X

n

a
y

nan =
X

n

b
y

nbn = SN : (11)

W ithin the conventionalspin-wave theory,spins on one

sublattice point predom inantly up, while those on the

otherpredom inantly down.This condition (11) restores

the sublattice sym m etry. In order to enforce the con-

straint(11),we�rstintroducea Lagrangem ultiplierand

diagonalize

eH = H + 2J�
X

k

(a
y

k
ak + b

y

k
bk): (12)

Then theground-stateenergy and thedispersion relation

areobtained as

E g = E N + eE 1 ; eE 1 = E 1 + 4N J��; (13)

!(k)= e!1(k); e!1(k)= !1(k)+ 2�cosh2�k ; (14)

within the linearm odi�ed spin-waveschem eand as

E g = E N + eE 1 + E 0 ; (15)

!(k)= e!1(k)+ !0(k); (16)

within the up-to-O (S0) interacting m odi�ed spin-wave

schem e. Foreqs. (13)and (14),�k is given by 1(k)�

2�sinh2�k � e1(k) = 0, whereas for eqs. (15) and

(16),�k m ay be determ ined in two ways. O ne idea is

the perturbationaltreatm ent of H 0, which is referred

to as the perturbationalinteracting m odi�ed spin-wave

schem e, where �k is stillgiven by e1(k) = 0 and the

O (S0) quantum correction is the O (S1)-eigenstate av-

erage of H 0. The other is the full diagonalization of

H 1 + H 0,which isreferred to asthe full-diagonalization

interacting m odi�ed spin-waveschem e,where�k isgiven

by e1(k)+ 0(k)= 0.O nce �k isgiven,we calculatethe

freeenergy and obtain theoptim um therm aldistribution

functionsas

h�
y

k
�ki= h�

y

k
�ki� �nk =

1

eJ!k =kB T � 1
; (17)

where� isself-consistently determ ined by the condition

X

k

(2�nk + 1)cosh2�k = (2S + 1)N : (18)

First,letusevaluatetheground-stateenergy.W ecom -

parethem odi�ed spin-wavecalculationswith thehighly

accurate quantum M onte Carlo estim ates [38]in Table

I.Them odi�ed spin-wave�ndingsaregenerally in good

agreem entwith the quantum M onte Carlo results. The

interactingm odi�ed spin wavesdescribetheground-state

correlationsm uch better than the linear ones and their

description becom esincreasingly re�ned with increasing

S.The interacting m odi�ed spin-wave�ndingsm issthe

correctvalueby 0.5 percentforS = 1 and by only 0.008

percentforS = 3.

Secondly,we consider the Haldane gap !(ak = �) �

�(T). Table II shows that the m odi�ed spin-wave

schem e,in contrastwith theconventionalspin-wavethe-

ory,succeedsin generating thegap butconsiderably un-

derestim ates it. Unavailability of the absolute energy
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levelstructure is an inevitable consequence ofour em -

ploying the e�ective Ham iltonian (12). 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 entis quite usualwith �eld-theoreticalinvestigations,

which do not lead to an estim ate ofthe norm alization

factor but derive �nite-tem perature expressions involv-

ing only ratios such as kB T=� 0. In Fig. 1, we com -

parethe m odi�ed spin-wavecalculationswith num erical

[39],�eld-theoretical[40]and experim ental[41]�ndings.

Now thesuperiority ofthe m odi�ed spin-waveschem eis

clear at a glance. O fallthe theoreticaltools,the full-

diagonalization interacting m odi�ed spin-waveapproach

isthem ostsuccessfulto reproducetheobserved upward

behavior of�(T) with increasing tem perature [41{43].

Thenonlinear�-m odeltreatm ent[40,44]isjusti�ed well

in the low-tem perature region kB T � � 0, while the

m axim um -entropytechnique[39]workslesswith increas-

ing tem perature. Nickelcom pounds such asY 2BaNiO 5

[41]and Ni(C2H 8N 2)2NO 2(ClO 4) [42]are good candi-

datesforspin-1 Haldane-gap antiferrom agnets,butm ag-

netic anisotropy and interchain interaction are notneg-

ligible there.They splitthe lowestexcitation gap ofthe

isotropic chain (1) into severallevels and sm ear the in-

trinsicbehaviorofthe idealinteger-spin chains.Consid-

ering such practicalfactors,the presenttheory satisfac-

torily interpretsthe observations.

Lastly,weshow them odi�ed spin-wavecalculationsof

the m agnetic susceptibility in Fig. 2. Considering the

totalbreakdown ofthe conventionalspin-wavetheory in

one-dim ensionaltherm odynam ic calculations,the m odi-

�ed spin-wave achievem entis highly successful. Allthe

calculations are guaranteed to reproduce the param ag-

netic susceptibility �=Lg2�2B = S(S + 1)=3kBT at high

tem peratures. Since the interacting m odi�ed spin-wave

schem e givesbetterestim atesofthe gap than the linear

m odi�ed spin-wave one (Table I), it is som ewhat bet-

ter at describing the low-tem perature behavior. W ith

increasing S,the activation-type initialbehaviorissup-

pressed and the antiferrom agnetic peak is broadened.

The S = 1 m odi�ed spin-wave calculations are in �ne

agreem entwith the quantum M onte Carlo �ndingsover

a wide tem perature range,while those for S = 2 look

som ewhatpooreratinterm ediate tem peratures. Itm ay

beclosely related to thefactthatthem odi�ed spin-wave

estim ates ofthe S = 2 gap are worse than those ofthe

S = 1 gap (Table II). However,Table IIsuggests that

thevalidity ofthem odi�ed spin-waveschem eforexcita-

tionssigni�cantlyim proveswith increasingS,possibly in

a staggered way. Therm odynam ic calculations,whether

by quantum M onteCarlo ordensity-m atrix renorm aliza-

tion group,forsystem swith largedegreesoffreedom are

less feasible num erically,in particular,at low tem pera-

tures. The presentschem e has the advantage ofsaving

tim e and com putationalresources.

W e have dem onstrated the applicability of the new

spin-waveschem etoHaldane-gapantiferrom agnets.This

is the �rst com prehensive attem pt to describe one-

dim ensional spin-gapped antiferrom agnets in term s of

spin waves.The m odi�ed spin wavesare free from their

therm alas wellas 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 nuclearspin-lattice relaxation

tim e can be revealed. Unfortunately, we have less in-

form ation on the bare energy spectrum ,because we get

rid ofthe quantum divergenceatthecostofthe original

Ham iltonian. However,with the zero-tem perature spin

gap,which isreadily and precisely availablethrough nu-

m ericalcalculationswithin a canonicalensem ble[38],we

can stillarguethe energy structurequantitatively.
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∆  
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/  
∆ 0

kBT / ∆0
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QMC
NSM
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PIMSW
FDIMSW

( 
  )

FIG .1. Tem perature dependences of the spin-1 Haldane

gap calculated bythelinear(LM SW ),perturbationalinteract-

ing(PIM SW )and full-diagonalization interacting(FD IM SW )

m odi�ed spin-waveschem es,a quantum M onteCarlo (Q M C)

m ethod com bined with the m axim um -entropy technique [39]

and the nonlinear �-m odel(NSM ) approach [40]. Inelastic

neutron-scattering m easurem ents (Exp.) on Y 2BaNiO 5 [41]

are also shown forreference.
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(b) S  = 2
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LMSW
PIMSW
FDIMSW
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FIG .2. The linear (LM SW ), perturbational interacting

(PIM SW ) and full-diagonalization interacting (FD IM SW )

m odi�ed spin-wavecalculationsofthezero-�eld m agneticsus-

ceptibility asa function oftem peraturecom pared with quan-

tum M onte Carlo (Q M C)estim ates.
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Haldane-gap antiferrom agnetsin a m agnetic�eld pro-

vide further interesting issues. W ith the increase ofan

applied �eld,the gap isreduced and the ground state is

m ixed increasinglywith the�rstexcited state.Indeed the

nuclearspin-latticerelaxation isaccelerated in thevicin-

ity ofthecritical�eld,butitsoverallbehaviorasa func-

tion ofan applied �eld and tem perature [45]isfarfrom

understandable ata glance.W e m ay expectthe present

new schem eto open theway forthetotalunderstanding

oflow-dim ensionalspin-gapped antiferrom agnets.
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TABLE I. The linear (LM SW ), perturbational interact-

ing(PIM SW )and full-diagonalization interacting(FD IM SW )

m odi�ed spin-wave calculations of the ground-state energy

per site com pared with quantum M onte Carlo (Q M 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 � 10:1231
FD IM SW � 1:394617 � 4:759759 � 10:1231
Q M C � 1:401481(4) � 4:761249(6) � 10:1239(1)

TABLE II. The linear (LM SW ),perturbationalinteract-

ing(PIM SW )and full-diagonalization interacting(FD IM SW )

m odi�ed spin-wave calculations ofthe lowest excitation gap

�(T = 0)� � 0 com pared with quantum M onteCarlo(Q M C)

estim ates[38].

S = 1 S = 2 S = 3

LM SW 0:07200 0:00626 0:00279

PIM SW 0:07853 0:00655 0:00287

FD IM SW 0:08507 0:00683 0:00295

Q M C 0:41048(6) 0:08917(4) 0:01002(3)
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