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Spin-w ave theory at constant order param eter
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(D ated:O ctober25,2002;updated M arch 31,2003)

W ederivethelow-tem peraturepropertiesofspin-S quantum Heisenberg m agnetsfrom theG ibbs

freeenergy G (M )for�xed orderparam eterM .Assum ing thatthelow-lying elem entary excitations

ofthesystem are renorm alized spin waves,we show thata straightforward 1=S expansion ofG (M )

yieldsqualitatively correctresultsforthe low-tem perature therm odynam ics,even in the absence of

long-range m agnetic order. W e explicitly calculate the two-loop correction to the susceptibility of

the ferrom agnetic Heisenberg chain and show thatitquantitatively m odi�esthe m ean-�eld result.

PACS num bers:75.10.Jm ,75.40.G b,75.40.Cx

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Form anyyearsthem agneticallyordered stateofquan-

tum Heisenberg m agnetshasbeen studied with thehelp

ofthe spin-wave expansion.1 This expansion is usually

im plem ented by expressing the com ponents ofthe spin

operator Ŝi = (Ŝxi;Ŝ
y

i;Ŝ
z
i) at lattice site i in term s of

canonical boson operators b̂i and b̂
y

i, using either the

Holstein-Prim ako� transform ation2 ortheDyson-M aleev

transform ation.3,4 Forexam ple,theDyson-M aleevtrans-

form ation fora spin-S ferrom agnetis

Ŝ
+

i = (2S)1=2
h

1� b̂
y

ib̂i=2S

i

b̂i; (1a)

Ŝ
�
i = (2S)1=2b̂

y

i; (1b)

Ŝ
z
i = S � b̂

y

ib̂i; (1c)

where Ŝ
�

i = Ŝxi � îS
y

i,and thenum berofbosonsata lat-

ticesitem aynotexceed2S in ordertofaithfullyrepresent

the2S+ 1eigenstatesofŜzi.Iflong-rangem agneticorder

ispresentin thez direction and thenum berofbosonsis

sm allcom pared to 2S,the two-body bosonicinteraction

arising from theterm in Eq.(1a)involving threebosonic

operatorscan betreated within conventionalm any-body

perturbation theory,controlled by the form alsm allpa-

ram eter1=S.Duetothem axim um -occupancyconstraint

thee� ectivebosonicHam iltonian im plicitly containspro-

jection operators that elim inate the unphysicalpart of

the bosonic Hilbertspace. Usually,these projection op-

erators are sim ply ignored. For Heisenberg ferrom ag-

nets in three dim ensions it was shown by Dyson3 that

in the therm odynam ic lim it the low-tem perature ther-

m odynam icscan indeed beobtained withouttaking into

accounttheso-called kinem aticalinteractionsassociated

with these projection operators.

W hile in the 1960s and 1970s ordered m agnets have

been intensely studied,in recentyearsthe center ofat-

tention hasshifted to low-dim ensionalm agnetswithout

broken sym m etries. In this case the conventionalspin-

waveapproach described aboveisnotapplicable,because

it relies on the existence oflong-range m agnetic order.

Nevertheless, in m any m agnetic m aterials the elem en-

tary excitations stillresem ble the spin waves ofan or-

dered m agnet. For exam ple,in two-dim ensionalquan-

tum Heisenberg ferrom agnets5 and antiferrom agnets6 at

low but� nite tem peratures,where the orderparam eter

correlation length � is exponentially large, spin waves

with wave vectors jkj � �� 1 are well-de� ned elem en-

tary excitations.7 O therexam plesforsystem swherethe

low-energy physics is dom inated by elem entary excita-

tions ofthe spin-wave type are Haldane-gap antiferro-

m agnets(i.e. one-dim ensionalHeisenberg antiferrom ag-

netswith integerspin S)and one-dim ensionalHeisenberg

ferrom agnetswith arbitrary spin.

To study the low-tem perature properties of these

system s, several m ethods have been proposed. The

Schwinger-boson m ean-� eld theory of Arovas and

Auerbach8 isperhapsaestheticallym ostappealing.How-

ever,going beyond the m ean-� eld approxim ation within

theSchwinger-boson approach hasturned outtobequite

di� cult.9 Atthem ean-� eld levelthem odi� ed spin-wave

theory (M SW T)proposed by Takahashi10 isan alterna-

tiveto theSchwinger-boson approach.M SW T yieldsre-

sultsthatagreewith the predictionsofSchwinger-boson

m ean-� eld theory up to num ericalprefactors.Thisisnot

surprising,because both approaches are in fact equiva-

lent to a one-loop renorm alization group calculation.5,6

Recently,Takahashi’s M SW T has also been applied to

m ore com plex problem s,such as frustrated11 or disor-

dered m agnets,12 orm agneticm olecularclusters.13 How-

ever,theM SW T hasshortcom ings:(i)itisvery di� cult

tosystem aticallycalculatecorrectionsduetointeractions

between spin waveswithin M SW T and (ii) the absence

oflong-rangem agneticorderisnotobtained asa result,

i.e.,the m agnetization issetto zero by hand;thisleads

toam biguity in thechoiceoftheconstraintiftheM SW T

isapplied tosystem swith m orecom plicated m agneticor-

der,such as ferrim agnets.14 In this work we shallshow

thatthese problem scan be resolved within the conven-

tionalspin-waveapproach sim ply by perform ing thecal-

culation atconstantorder param eter.

This paper is organized asfollows. In Sec.IIwe dis-

cuss the calculation of therm odynam ic observables at

constantorderparam eter.In Sec.IIIthisapproach isap-

plied totheHeisenbergferrom agnetin D = 1;2;3dim en-

sions within linear spin-wave theory. Hartree-Fock and

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210578v2
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two-loopcorrectionsareobtained fortheone-dim ensional

casein Sec.IV.The work issum m arized in Sec.V.

II. T H ER M O D Y N A M IC S A T C O N STA N T

O R D ER PA R A M ET ER

In this section we discuss the calculation oftherm o-

dynam ic observables at constant order param eter. Al-

though thisapproach isapplicable to a variety ofcorre-

lated system swith orderparam eter M̂ and correspond-

ing conjugate � eld h,here we willfocus on the spin-S

Heisenberg ferrom agnetwith zero-� eld Ham iltonian

Ĥ = � J
X

hiji

Ŝi�Ŝj; (2)

where the sum isoverallnearest-neighborpairsofa D -

dim ensionalhypercubiclatticewith N sites,and J > 0is

theexchangecoupling.Inthiscasetheorderparam eteris

sim ply the totalm agnetization,given by M̂ =
P N

i= 1
Ŝzi,

and h is the hom ogeneous m agnetic � eld (in suitable

units). Applications to antiferrom agnets or m ore com -

plicated m agneticsystem sarestraightforward.

Let us � rst recallsom e elem entary therm odynam ics.

For� xed � eld h and tem peratureT,therm odynam icob-

servablescan beobtained from theHelm holtzfreeenergy

(setting the Boltzm ann constantto unity)

F (h)= � T lnTre� (Ĥ � hM̂ )=T
; (3)

where the dependence on T is suppressed for brevity.

G iven F (h),the m agnetization isobtained as

M (h)= �
@F (h)

@h
: (4)

Alternatively, we m ay choose to � x the m agnetization

and adjustthe m agnetic � eld appropriately. The corre-

sponding therm odynam ic potentialisthe G ibbsfree en-

ergy G (M ),which isrelated totheHelm holtzfreeenergy

via a Legendretransform ation,15

G (M )= h(M )M + F (h(M ))

= � T lnTre� [Ĥ � h(M )(M̂ � M )]=T
; (5)

wherethefunction h(M )isobtained from Eq.(4).From

G (M ) we obtain the equation ofstate in the form h =

h(M )via

h(M )=
@G (M )

@M
; (6)

which showsthattheequilibrium m agnetization forvan-

ishing � eld isan extrem um ofG (M ).Ifthesystem hasa

� nite spontaneous m agnetization M0 = lim h! 0+ M (h),

then thegenericexpected behaviorofG (M )is,forM �

M 0,

G (M )= G (M 0)+
(M � M 0)

2

2�
+ O [(M � M 0)

3]; (7)

while for jM j< M 0 the G ibbs free energy hasthe con-

stantvalue G (M 0);see,forexam ple,Ref.16.Here

�
� 1 =

@h(M )

@M

�
�
�
�
M 0

=
@2G (M )

@M 2

�
�
�
�
M 0

(8)

istheinverselongitudinalorderparam etersusceptibility

for vanishing external� eld. These expressions are also

valid in the absence ofspontaneoussym m etry breaking,

where M 0 = 0.Note that,in general,G (M )= G (� M ),

becausethespectrum ofM̂ issym m etricwith respectto

the origin.

The param eter h(M ) in Eq.(5) can be viewed as a

Lagrange m ultiplier that enforces the condition ofcon-

stant m agnetization. The zero-tem perature version of

the m ethod outlined above hasbeen used previously by

G eorgesand Yedidia17 to study spontaneous sym m etry

breakingin theground stateoftheHubbard m odel.Note

that in the lim it T ! 0 Eq.(5) can be written as18

G (M )= h0ĵG (M )j0i,wherej0iistheground stateofthe

\free-energy operator" Ĝ (M )= Ĥ � h(M )[̂M � M ].As

shown in Ref.17,theexpansion atconstantorderparam -

eterisadvantageousforthe calculation ofcorrectionsto

the m ean-� eld approxim ation. In the following section

we show that for low-dim ensionalHeisenberg m agnets

without long-range order this m ethod yields reasonable

results even at the leveloflinear spin-wave theory;the

leading 
 uctuation correctionsin D = 1 are then calcu-

lated in Sec.IV.

III. LIN EA R SP IN W AV ES A T C O N STA N T

O R D ER PA R A M ET ER

W e now calculate G (M ) within linear spin-wave the-

ory,i.e.,to leading orderin 1=S,assum ing thatthe low-

lying elem entary excitationsofthesystem arerenorm al-

ized spin waves.In thisapproxim ation thesquarebrack-

etsin Eq.(1a)are sim ply replaced by unity,so thatthe

Heisenberg Ham iltonian (2)becom es

Ĥ 0 = � D JN S
2 +

X

k

�k b̂
y

k
b̂k ; (9)

where�k = 2D JS(1� 
k),with


k = D
� 1

DX

�= 1

cos(k � a�): (10)

For sim plicity,we im pose periodic boundary conditions

on a hypercubic lattice with prim itive lattice vectorsa�
and lattice spacing a = ja�j. The m om entum sum is

overthe � rstBrillouin zoneandb̂k isthe lattice Fourier

transform ofb̂i.The corresponding free energy is

F0(h)= � D JN S
2 � hN S + T

X

k

ln

h

1� e
� (�k + h)=T

i

:

(11)
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From Eq.(4)we then obtain the usualspin-wave result

forthe m agnetization

M (h)= N S �
X

k

[e(�k + h)=T � 1]� 1 : (12)

A . T hree-dim ensionalferrom agnet

Itisinstructive to begin with linearspin-wave theory

forthethree-dim ensionalHeisenberg m odel.In thether-

m odynam iclim itweobtain forthem agnetization persite

m = M =N to leading orderin t= T=JS and v = h=T

m (h)= S �
�(3

2
)

8�3=2
t
3=2 +

1

4�
t
3=2

v
1=2 + O (t5=2;t3=2v);

(13)

where �(z) is the zeta function. Setting h = 0 we re-

cover the well-known Bloch T 3=2 law for the sponta-

neous m agnetization per site, m 0 = lim h! 0+ m (h), in

the ordered state ofthe Heisenberg ferrom agnet. Tak-

ing the derivative ofEq.(13)with respectto h,we see

thatthe susceptibility � = @M =@h [Eq.(8)]divergesfor

h ! 0 as h� 1=2. This divergence ofthe uniform longi-

tudinalsusceptibility ofa three-dim ensionalHeisenberg

m agnet in the ordered state is not widely appreciated,

although itwasnoticed a long tim e ago2,3 and hasbeen

con� rm ed by renorm alization group calculationsforthe

classical Heisenberg ferrom agnet19,20 and perturbative

calculations for the corresponding quantum m odel.21,22

Due to this divergence,the G ibbs free energy G (M ) of

the Heisenberg ferrom agnetin D = 3 doesnothave the

generic form (7). Instead the linearspin-waveresultfor

G (M )is,form � m0,

G 0(M )

N T
= �

3JS2

T
�

�(5
2
)

8�3=2
t
3=2 +

16�2

3t3
(m � m0)

3

+ O [(m � m0)
4]: (14)

From Eq.(13) we note that h1=2 / (m � m0),so that

we cannot solve for h as a function ofm unless m >

m 0. In light ofthe above generaldiscussion this is not

surprising,becauseforjm j< m 0 theG ibbsfreeenergy is

constant.16 ThebehaviorofG 0(M )asa function ofM is

shown in Fig.1. The leading m dependence ofEq.(14)

isproportionalto (m � m0)
3,which can betraced to the

factthattheinversesusceptibility vanishes.By contrast,

in D > 4 the uniform longitudinalsusceptibility ofthe

Heisenberg ferrom agnetis� nite,19,20 so thatin thiscase

the G ibbsfreeenergy hasindeed the genericform (7).

B . O ne-dim ensionalferrom agnet

Let us consider now the one-dim ensionalcase,where

weknow thattheHeisenberg ferrom agnetdoesnothave

any long-rangeorderatany � nitetem peratureT.In this

0−m(h=0) m(h=0)
m

G0(0)

G0(M)

FIG .1: G ibbs free energy G 0(M ) ofthe three-dim ensional

Heisenberg ferrom agnet within linear spin-wave theory. D ue

to the divergent longitudinal susceptibility in D = 3, the

G ibbsfree energy grows cubically for jm jslightly above m 0,

see Eq.(14).

case the linearspin-wave theory resultfor the m agneti-

zation persite is

m (h)

S
= 1�

�(1
2
)

2S
p
�

p
t�

1

2S

r
t

v
+ O (t;t3=2v� 1=2);

(15)

where again t = T=JS and v = h=T. This expression

predictsa divergentm agnetization and susceptibility for

h ! 0. However,we can obtain a perfectly � nite result

forthesusceptibility atconstantm agnetization [Eq.(8)].

SolvingEq.(15)forh asafunction ofM = N m weobtain

h(M )=
T 2

4JS[S � m �
�(1

2
)

2
p
�

p
t]2

: (16)

According to Eq.(8)thisim pliesforthe inverse suscep-

tibility

�
� 1 =

T 2

2N JS[S � m �
�(1

2
)

2
p
�

p
t]3

: (17)

Anticipating thatin onedim ension m = 0,weobtain for

the susceptibility persite atlow tem peratures

�

N
=
2JS4

T 2

�

1�
3

S

�(1
2
)

2
p
�

p
t+ O (t)

�

: (18)

This expression agrees exactly23 with the prediction

of the M SW T advanced by Takahashi,10 who argued

that Eq. (18) is indeed the correct asym ptotic low-

tem perature behavior ofthe susceptibility for arbitrary

S.ForS = 1=2 thenearest-neighborHeisenberg chain is

exactly solvable via Bethe ansatz,24 so thatin thiscase

one can obtain an independent check ofEq.(18). In-

deed,from a num ericalanalysisofthe Bethe-ansatz in-

tegralequations24 Takahashi10 found perfectagreem ent
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0
M

G0(0)

G0(M)

FIG .2: Solid line: G ibbs free energy G 0(M ) ofthe one-

dim ensionalHeisenberg ferrom agnet within linear spin-wave

theory,see Eq.(19). The cusp at m = 0 is an unphysical

artefact ofthe spin-wave expansion,which is related to the

neglectofthekinem aticalinteraction between thespin waves.

Thedashed lineisthesubtracted G ibbsfreeenergy ~G 0(M )=

G 0(M )� h(0)jM j.

with Eq.(18)forS = 1=2,which isrem arkable because

a priorilinear spin-wave theory is only expected to be

accurate in the ordered state and forlarge S. W e shall

furthercom m enton thisagreem entbelow.

W ithin linearspin-wavetheory,the G ibbsfree energy

persiteisgiven by

G 0(M )

N T
= �

JS2

T
�
�(3

2
)

2
p
�

p
t

+
1

N T

�

h(0)jM j+
M 2

2�
+ O (jM j3)

�

; (19)

where� isgiven in Eq.(18)and

h(0)=
T 2

4JS3
+ O (T 5=2); (20)

see Eq.(16). In writing Eq.(19)we have used the fact

that our spin-wave calculation yields G 0(M ) only for

M � 0 and that the exact G (M ) is an even function

ofM .Note thatG 0(M )assum esa m inim um atM = 0,

indicating the absence oflong-rangeorder. However,as

shown in Fig.2,linearspin-wavetheory predictsan un-

physicalcusp in the G ibbs free energy at M = 0. The

� niteslopeh(0)= @G0=@M jM = 0+ can beidenti� ed with

thevariationalparam eter� � introduced byTakahashi,10

which in hiscalculation playsthe role ofa chem icalpo-

tentialforthe Dyson-M aleev bosons,enforcing the con-

dition ofzero m agnetization. O n the other hand,it is

physically clearthatforT > 0 any � nitevalueoftheex-

ternal� eld willalwaysbeaccom panied with a� nitem ag-

netization,so thatan exactcalculation ofG (M )should

yield lim M ! 0 h(M ) = 0. Therefore we expect that the

exact G ibbs free energy in one dim ension has the form

given in Eq.(7). The cusp ofthe spin-wave result for

the G ibbs free energy is related to the fact that in our

sim ple spin-wave calculation we have ignored the kine-

m aticalinteraction between the spin waveswhich arises

from them axim um -occupancy constraint.25 Fortunately,

thiscusp isirrelevantforthecalculation ofthezero-� eld

therm odynam ics,which can be also obtained from the

subtracted G ibbsfreeenergy

~G 0(M )= G 0(M )� h(0)jM j; (21)

see Fig.2. Note that ~G 0(M ) has the generic behavior

given in Eq.(7),with thesusceptibilitygiven byEq.(18).

C . T w o-dim ensionalferrom agnet

Forcom pletenesswenow discussthecaseD = 2,where

the spontaneous m agnetization ofthe Heisenberg ferro-

m agnetis zero atany � nite tem perature T. The result

oflinearspin-wavetheory forthem agnetization is(with

t= T=JS,v = h=T)

m (h)= S �
t

4�
[� lnv+

v

2
+
�(2)

8
t+ O (t2;v2)]; (22)

which again diverges for h ! 0. The function h(m ) is

obtained as

h(m )= Te
4�(S� m )=t[1+ O (t)]; (23)

and the resultforthe susceptibility atm = 0 is

� =
e4�S=t

4�JS
[1+ O (t)]; (24)

which diverges for T ! 0. These expressions are anal-

ogous to Takahashi’s results.10 Finally, the G ibbs free

energy takesthe form

G 0(M )

N T
= �

�(2)

4�
t+ e

� 4�S=t
�
t

4�
jm j+

m 2

2

�

+ O (t;m 3);

(25)

i.e.,with a m inim um at m = 0,again with an unphys-

icalcusp;in thissense the situation israthersim ilarto

thatin D = 1.Note,however,thatin D = 2 itisknown

thatatwo-loop calculation isnecessarytoobtain thecor-

rectlow-tem perature asym ptotics ofthe susceptibility.5

Although the exponentialfactor � / exp[4�JS2=T]is

correctly reproduced by m ean-� eld theory,the two-loop

correction changes the power of T in the prefactor of

Eq.(24); the correct low-tem perature behavior of the

susceptibility ofthequantum Heisenberg ferrom agnetin

two dim ensions is � / T 2 exp[4�JS2=T]. This resultis

not m odi� ed ifhigher-order term s involving m ore than

two loopsareincluded.5,6
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IV . B EY O N D LIN EA R SP IN -W AV E T H EO R Y

Because
 uctuatione� ectsareusuallystrongerin lower

dim ensions,weexpectthatin onedim ension thecorrec-

tionsto the m ean-� eld result(18)areeven m ore im por-

tant than in D = 2. W e now explicitly calculate the

two-loop correction. W ithin the Dyson-M aleev form al-

ism the dynam icalspin-wave interactionsare contained

in the following two-body Ham iltonian:

Ĥ 1 =
D J

N

X

k0

1
;k0

2
;k2;k1

�K (k
0
1 + k

0
2 � k2 + k1)

� V (k01;k
0
2;k2;k1)b̂

y

k0

1

b̂
y

k0

2

b̂k2
b̂k1

; (26)

where �K (k)denotesm om entum conservation m odulo a

reciprocal-lattice vector, and the sym m etrized interac-

tion vertex is

V (k01;k
0
2;k2;k1)= �

1

4

h


k1� k
0

1
+ 
k1� k

0

2

+ 
k2� k
0

1

+ 
k2� k
0

2

� 2
k0

1

� 2
k0

2

i

; (27)

with 
k de� ned in Eq.(10). First let us estim ate the

e� ect ofĤ 1 within the self-consistent Hartree-Fock ap-

proxim ation. W e write our spin-wave Ham iltonian as

(Ĥ 0+ �Ĥ 1)+ (Ĥ 1� �Ĥ 1)and choosetheone-body Ham il-

tonian�Ĥ 1 such thatthetherm alexpectationvalueofthe

residualinteraction Ĥ 1 � �Ĥ 1 in theensem blede� ned by

the Hartree-Fock Ham iltonian Ĥ 0 + �Ĥ 1 vanishes. W e

obtain

�Ĥ 1 =
X

k

�1(k)̂b
y

k
b̂k �

2D J

N

X

k;k0

V (k;k0;k0;k)nk nk0 ;

(28)

where nk = [e(E k + h)=T � 1]� 1 isthe therm aloccupation

ofthe Hartree-Fock m agnon states with m om entum k,

and the Hartree-Fock self-energy isgiven by

�1(k)=
4D J

N

X

k0

V (k;k0;k0;k)nk0 : (29)

After som e standard m anipulations we obtain for the

Helm holtzfreeenergywithin self-consistentHartree-Fock

approxim ation

F1(h)= � D JN S
2� hN S + T

X

k

ln

h

1� e
� (E k + h)=T

i

+ D JN S
2(1� Z)2 : (30)

Here E k = Z�k,and the dim ensionless renorm alization

factorZ satis� esthe self-consistency condition

Z = 1�
1

N S

X

k

(1� 
k)nk : (31)

FIG .3: Feynm an diagram describing theleading 
uctuation

correction to the free energy ofthe ferrom agnetic Heisenberg

m odel,seeEq.(33).Thesolid arrowsdenotetheHartree-Fock

m agnon propagators and the squares are the D yson-M aleev

vertices.

The quantity ZS correspondsto the second variational

param eter S0 introduced by Takahashi.10 Note that he

gives a di� erent sign for the last term in Eq.(30). In

one dim ension 1 � Z = O (T2) at low tem peratures,10

so thatforthe calculation ofthe � rsttwo term sin low-

tem peratureexpansion oftherm odynam icobservablesit

is su� cient to set Z = 1. W e conclude that at the

Hartree-Fock level the dynam ical interaction between

spin waves does not contribute to the low-tem perature

asym ptotics in D = 1. At this levelofapproxim ation

ourtheory isequivalentto M SW T.

W ithin ourapproach itisnow straightforwardtostudy

spin-waveinteractionsbeyond the Hartree-Fock approx-

im ation.Thereforewesim ply expand theHelm holtzfree

energy F (h)to higherorderin the interaction and then

perform a Legendre transform ation to obtain the corre-

sponding G ibbs free energy. W e now calculate the � rst


 uctuation correction to F (h). The relevant Feynm an

diagram is shown in Fig.3. In this approxim ation the

Helm holtz free energy isF2(h)= F1(h)+ �F2(h),where

F1(h)isgiven in Eq.(30)and

�F2(h)= 2

�
D J

N

� 2 X

k;k0;q

W (k;k0;q)

E k + E k0 � Ek+ q � Ek0� q

�
�
(1+ nk)(1+ nk0)nk+ qnk0� q

� nknk0(1+ nk+ q)(1+ nk0� q)
�
; (32)

where

W (k;k0;q)= V (k;k0;k + q;k
0� q)

� V (k + q;k
0� q;k;k

0): (33)

Atlow tem peratures,we m ay replacethe Dyson-M aleev

vertex by its long-wavelength lim it,which in D dim en-

sionsisgiven by V (k01;k
0
2;k2;k1)� � (k1� k2)a

2=2D .For

the restofthiswork weshallexplicitly setD = 1.Then

the leading behaviorof�F2(h) for sm allt= T=JS and
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sm allv = h=T can becalculated analytically.W eobtain

forN ! 1

�F2(h)

TN
=

1

16

t3=2

(2S)2v1=2
+ O (t3=2;t1=2v): (34)

The resulting equation ofstate is

m (h)

S
= 1�

�(1
2
)

2S
p
�

p
t�

1

2S

r
t

v

+
1

16

"

1

2S

r

t

v

#3

+ O (t;t3=2v� 1=2): (35)

Com paring this result with the corresponding expres-

sion obtained within linear spin-wave theory given in

Eq.(15),we see that the two-loop correction gives rise

to an additionalterm proportionalto the third power

of(2S)� 1(t=v)1=2. Butlinearspin-wave theory predicts

thatthisparam eterisactually closeto unity,asiseasily

seen by setting m = 0 in Eq.(15). Hence, the lead-

ing 
uctuation correction to the Hartree-Fock theory is

notcontrolled by a sm allparam eter.Notethattheextra

powerofS� 1 that appearsin the two-body partofthe

e� ectiveboson Ham iltonian iscanceled by thesingularh

dependenceofthetwo-loop correction.Ifwenevertheless

truncate the expansion atthe two-loop order,we obtain

from Eq.(35)forthe leading low-tem perature behavior

ofthe susceptibility,

�

N
� C�

JS4

T 2
; (36)

with C� � 1:96,which isslightly sm allerthan the linear

spin-wave prediction C� = 2,and signi� cantly sm aller

than theresultC� = 3 obtained within Schwinger-boson

m ean-� eld theory.8 W esuspectthatcorrectionsinvolving

m ore loops willinvolve higher powers ofthe param eter

(2S)� 1(t=v)1=2 in Eq.(36),which give rise to additional

� niterenorm alizationsofC�.Hence,anum erically accu-

rate expression forthe low-tem perature susceptibility of

a one-dim ensionalHeisenberg ferrom agnetcannotbeob-

tained from a truncation ofthe1=S spin-waveexpansion

at som e � nite order. Note that quantum M onte Carlo

sim ulationsfortheS = 1=2 nearest-neighborHeisenberg

chain26 giveC� = 1:58� 0:03,supportingthescenariode-

scribed above.In lightoftheseresultsitispuzzling that

from the num ericalanalysisofthe Bethe-ansatzintegral

equations forS = 1=2 Takahashi10,24 obtained C� = 2.

Possibly this is related to di� culties in extracting the

trueasym ptoticlow-tem peraturebehaviorofthesuscep-

tibility from the Bethe-ansatzintegralequations.10,27

Although at � rst sight our spin-wave expansion for

the susceptibility appearsto be controlled by the sm all

param eter 1=S, this param eter is renorm alized by the

infrared singularity of the two-loop correction to the

m ean-� eld result. This phenom enon is fam iliar from

the weak-coupling calculation of the two-loop correc-

tion to theground-stateenergy oftherepulsiveHubbard

m odelat constant staggered m agnetization in one and

two dim ensions.17,28 Due to infrared singularitiesinher-

entin theloop integrals,thoseexpansionsaree� ectively

in powersofthe Hubbard interaction U m ultiplied by a

function ofthe order param eter;as a consequence the

two-loop correction to the ground-state energy has the

sam eorderofm agnitudeasthe Hartree-Fock term .

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,we have shown that conventionalspin-

waveexpansion atconstantorderparam eterisan alter-

native to Takahashi’s m odi� ed spin-wave theory,which

nowadaysisoneofthem ostpopularm ean-� eld m ethods

tostudy low-dim ensionalm agnetswithoutlong-rangeor-

der.Dueto theconceptualsim plicity ofourm ethod,we

can system atically calculatecorrectionstothem ean-� eld

approxim ation using conventionaldiagram m atic m eth-

ods.W ehaveexplicitly calculated theleading
 uctuation

correctiontothem ean-� eld resultforthesusceptibilityof

theferrom agneticHeisenberg chain.W ehavefound that

in one dim ension the predictionsofM SW T are atm ost

qualitatively correct,because 
 uctuation correctionsare

notcontrolled by a sm allparam eter.

Furtherm ore, com pared to M SW T the present ap-

proach has the conceptual advantage that the intro-

duction of Lagrange m ultipliers by hand is not neces-

sary,since theirroleisplayed by external� eldsinstead.

The di� erence between these approaches is best visible

for system s with m ore com plicated order param eters.

For exam ple,recent work on m olecular m agnets13 and

ferrim agnets14 hasshown thattheform ulation ofM SW T

forsuch sytem sisdi� cultand thatthe properchoiceof

constraintsisnotclearapriori.O n theotherhand,spin-

wavetheory atconstantorderparam eternaturally yields

theabsenceoflong-rangeorderin low dim ensionsasa re-

sult;applicationsto antiferrom agnetsand ferrim agnets,

with vanishing hom ogeneous and staggered m agnetiza-

tions,arein progress.25
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