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W e derive the low —tem perature properties of spin-S quantum H eisenbergm agnets from the G bbs
free energy G M ) r xed order param eterM . A ssum Ing that the low -lying elem entary excitations
ofthe system are renomm alized soin waves, we show that a straightforward 1=S expansion ofG M )
yields qualitatively correct results for the low -tem perature them odynam ics, even in the absence of
Iongrange m agnetic order. W e explicitly calculate the two-loop correction to the susceptibility of
the ferrom agnetic H eisenberg chain and show that it quantitatively m odi es the m ean— eld resul.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm , 75.40Gb, 7540 Cx

I. NTRODUCTION

Form any yearsthem agnetically ordered state ofquan—
tum H eisenberg m agnets hagbeen studied w ith the help
of the spin-wave expansion ¥ This expansion is usually
In plem ented by expressing the com ponents of the spin
operator $; = (SA?l‘;SAf;STf) at lattice site i in term s of
canonical boson operators 1/51 anql. 154 , using either the
H olstein-P rim ak,o transom atiorf orthe D yson-M aleev
transform ation .:f'ﬂ Forexam ple, the D yson-M aleev trans—
form ation for a spin-S ferrom agnet is

h i
$t = @s)? 1 Bb=2s b (La)
$, = @) ; (1b)
$z=5s BOb; (e

w here §i = §x BA?L’, and the num ber ofbosons at a lat-
tice sitem ay not exceed 25 in orderto faithfiilly represent
the 2S + 1 elgenstates ofS?iZ . If ong-rangem agnetic order
is present in the z direction and the num ber ofbosons is
sn all com pared to 2S, the twoody bosonic interaction
arising from the term in Eqg. C_la_'\) involving three bosonic
operators can be treated w ithin conventionalm any-body
perturbation theory, controlled by the form al am all pa—
ram eter 1=S . D ue to them axin um -occupancy constraint
thee ectivebosonicH am iltonian in plicitly containspro—
“ection operators that elim inate the unphysical part of
the bosonic H ibert space. U sually, these proction op—
erators are sinply ignored. For Heisenberg ferrom ag—
nets in three dim ensions i was shown by D ysong that
In the them odynam ic lin it the low -tem perature ther-
m odynam ics can indeed be obtained w ithout taking into
account the so-called kinem atical interactions associated
w ith these proction operators.

W hile in the 1960s and 1970s ordered m agnets have
been intensely studied, in recent years the center of at-
tention has shifted to low-din ensionalm agnets w ithout
broken symm etries. In this case the conventional spin—
w ave approach describbed above isnot applicable, because
it relies on the existence of long-range m agnetic order.
N evertheless, In m any m agnetic m aterials the elem en—
tary excitations still resemble the soin waves of an or-

dered m agnet. For example,,in two-din ensional quan-—

tum H eisenbery ferrom agnets? and antiferrom agnet<f at

Iow but nite tem peratures, where the order param eter
correlation length is exponentially large, spin waves
w ith wave vectors k3 ! are welkde ned elemen—
tary excitations¥ O ther exam ples r system s w here the

Jow -energy physics is dom inated by elem entary excia-—
tions of the spin-wave type are Haldanegap antiferro—
m agnets (le. one-din ensional H eisenberg antiferrom ag—
netsw ith integer spin S) and one-din ensionalH eisenberg

ferrom agnets w ith arbitrary spin.

To study the low-tem perature properties of these
system s, several m ethods have been proposed. The
Schw ingezboson mean— eld theory of Arovas and
Auerbach? isperhaps aesthetically m ost appealing. H ow —
ever, going beyond the m ean—- eld approxin ation w ithin
the Schw ingerboson approach hastumed out to be quite
di culk? Atthemean- el levelthem odi ed spin-wave
theory M SW T ) proposed by Takahash£ is an altema-
tive to the Schw ingerboson approach.M SW T yields re—
sults that agree w ith the predictions of Schw lngerboson
mean— eld theory up to num erical prefactors. T his isnot
surprising, because both approaches are n fact equma—
lent to a one-loop renom alization group ca]cu]at:on...'?
Recently, Takahashi’s M SW T has also been .apphed to
m ore com plex prob]em s, such as ﬁ:ustz:ated-]I qr. disor-
dered m agnets,t 44 orm agneticm olecular clusters®d How -
ever, theM SW T has shortcom Ings: (i) it isvery di cul
to system atically calculate correctionsdue to Interactions
between spin waves within M SW T and (i) the absence
of long-range m agnetic order is not obtained as a resul,
ie., the m agnetization is set to zero by hand; this leads
to am biguity in the choice ofthe constraint iftheM SW T
isapplied to system sw ith more com plicated m agnetic or—
der, such as ferrin agnetsl% In this work we shall show
that these problm s can be resolved w ithin the conven-—
tional spin-w ave approach sin ply by perform ing the cal-
culation at constant order param eter.

T his paper is organized as follow s. In Sec. :JEI we dis-
cuss the calculation of them odynam ic cbservables at
constant order param eter. In Sec.g:l_:t this approach is ap—
plied to the H eisenberg ferrom agnet in D = 1;2;3 din en—
sions w ithin linear spin-wave theory. HartreeFock and
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tw o—-Joop oonect:ons are obtained forthe one-din ensional
case in Sec.iVi. The work is summ arized in Sec.y.

II. THERMODYNAM ICSAT CONSTANT
ORDER PARAMETER

In this section we discuss the calculation of them o—
dynam ic observables at constant order param eter. A -
though this approach is applicable to a variety of corre—
lated system s w ith order param eter M and correspond—
Ing conjugate eld h, here we will focus on the spin-S
H eisenberg ferrom agnet w ith zero— eld H am iltonian

H= J $; 95; @)

w here the sum is over all nearest-neighbor pairs ofa D —
din ensionalhypercubic atticew 1th N sites, and J > 0 is
the exchange coupling. In thiscase the orderpaxgm eteris
sin ply the totalm agnetization, given by M = S Z,
and h is the hom ogeneous m agnetic eld (in su:tab]e
units). Applications to antiferrom agnets or m ore com —
plicated m agnetic system s are straightforward.

Let us st recall som e elem entary them odynam ics.
For xed eldh and temperature T , them odynam ic ob—
servables can be obtained from the Helm holtz free energy
(setting the Bolzm ann constant to unity)

Fh)= ThTre ® »=T, @)

where the dependence on T is suppressed for brevity.
G wen F (), the m agnetization is obtained as

eF ()
@h

A tematively, we may choose to x the m agnetization
and adjust the m agnetic eld appropriately. The corre—
soonding them odynam ic potential is the G bbs free en—
ergy G M ), which is related to the Heln holtz free energy

via a Legendre transfom ation 23

M h)= @)

hM M +F hM))

= ThTrel P®IHM

G M)
O )

w here the function h M ) is cbtained from Eqg. ('_4). From
G M ) we obtaln the equation of state In the form h =
hM ) via
@G ™)
h = — 6
™) o 6)
w hich show s that the equilbrium m agnetization for van—
ishing eld isan extremum ofG M ). Ifthe system hasa
nite spontaneous m agnetization Mg = Imy,, o+ M (),
then the generic expected behaviorofG M ) is, forM
M 0r

™M Mp)? 3

GM)=GMo)+ > + 0 [M

while for ¥ j< M o the G bbs free energy_has the con-
stant value G M ¢); see, for exam ple, Ref. :16 Here

@G M)

Mg Mo

,_ @ne)
am

is the inverse longiudinal order param eter susogptibility
for vanishing extemal eld. These expressions are also
valid in the absence of spontaneous sym m etry breaking,

whereM ¢ = 0. Note that, n general, GM )= G ( M),
because the spectrum of M’ is sym m etric w ith respect to
the origin.

The parameter hM ) In Eqg. 6'_5) can be viewed as a
Lagrange m ultiplier that enforces the condition of con—
stant m agnetization. The zero-tem perature version of
the m ethod outlined,above has been used previously by
G eorges and Yedidial? to study spontaneous sym m etry
breaking in the ground state ofthe H ubbard m odel. N ofe
that in the limt T ! 0 Eq. (3) can be written ad®
GM )= h()jGA M )Pi, where P1i is the ground state ofthe
\free-energy operator" ¢ M )= H hM ) M ].As
shown In Ref. :_L-ﬁ, the expansion at constant order param —
eter is advantageous for the calculation of corrections to
the m ean—- eld approxin ation. In the follow ing section
we show that for low-dim ensional H eisenberg m agnets
w ithout long-range order this m ethod yields reasonable
results even at the level of linear spin-wave theory; the
leading uct:uat:on corrections in D = 1 are then calcu-
lated in Sec. -N.

ITII. LINEAR SPIN WAVES AT CONSTANT

ORDER PARAMETER

W e now calculate G M ) within linear soin-wave the—
ory, ie., to krading order in 1=S, assum ing that the low—
Iying elem entary excitations of the system are renom al-
ized soin waves. In this approxin ation the square brack—
etsin Eq. (:la) are sin p]y replaced by unity, so that the
H eisenberg H am iltonian @2 becom es

X
Hy= DJINS+ 55 ©)
k
where = 2D JS (1 k), Wih
»®
«=D ! cosk a: 10)

For sin plicity, we in pose periodic boundary conditions
on a hypercubic lattice w ith prim itive lattice vectors a
and lattice spacing a = | j The momentum sum is
over the rst Brillouin zone andﬁ( is the lattice Fourier
transform ofb;. The corresponding free energy is

X h i
hNS+T T 1 e (x*®T

Foh)= DJNZ

11)



From Eq. (:ff) we then obtain the usual spin-wave result
for the m agnetization

X

M h)=NS SRR § (12)

A . Three-din ensional ferrom agnet

Tt is instructive to begin w ith linear spin-wave theory
for the three-din ensionalH eisenberg m odel. In the ther—
m odynam ic lim it we obtain forthem agnetization per site
m = M =N to lkading orderin t= T=JS and v= h=T

m h)=S

@3)

where (z) is the zeta function. Setting h = 0 we re-
cover the welkknown Bloch T3 law for the sponta—
neous m agnetization per site, mo = limy, o+ m G), in
the ordered state of the Heisenberg ferrom agnet. Tak-—
Ing the derivative of Eq. C_l-é) w ith respect to h, we see
that the susceptbility = @M =@h Eqg. ('é_'::)] diverges for
h ! 0ash '“?. This divergence of the unibm longi
tudinal susoeptibility of a three-dim ensional H eisenberg
m agnet in the ordered state is not widgly appreciated,
although it was noticed a long tin e ago?®€ and has been
con m ed by renomn alization grpup-calculations for the
classical Heisenbery frrom agnet:%2% and perturbatiye
calculations for the corresponding quantum m odel23£3
D ue to this divergence, the G bbs free energy G M ) of
the H eisenberg ferrom agnet in D = 3 does not have the
generic form (:_7.) . Instead the linear spin-wave result for

G M) is form mo,
GoM ) 37s? é) ,, 162 5
= 7%+
NT T g 3=2 3z mo)
+0[m my)tl: (14)

From Eq. Q-Q‘) we note that h'™? / (@ my), so that
we cannot solve for h as a function of m unlessm >
m . In light of the above general discussion this is not
surprising,because or n j< m ( the G bbs free energy is
constant %4 T he behavior ofG , M ) asa finction ofM is
shown in Fjg.:g.'. The ladingm dependence ofEq. {_1-4)
isproportionalto m  mg)3, which can be traced to the
fact that the inverse susceptibility vanishes. By contrast,
In D > 4 the uniform longiudinal susceptibility of the
Heisenberg ferrom agnet is  nitet 429 so that in this case
the G bbs free energy has indeed the generic form (:_7.) .

B. One-dim ensional ferrom agnet

Let us consider now the one-dim ensional case, w here
we know that the H eisenberg ferrom agnet does not have
any long-range order at any nite tem perature T . In this

G(M)

Gy(0)

—m(h=0) O m(h=0)

FIG.1l: G bbs free energy Go M ) of the threedin ensional
H eisenberg ferrom agnet w ithin linear spin-wave theory. D ue
to the divergent longiudinal susceptbility m D = 3, the
G bbs ﬁ:e_e‘energy grow s cubically for jn jslightly abovem o,
e Eq. {_11_!) .

case the linear spin-wave theory result for the m agneti-

zation per site is

m_(h)zl 45)7_13{: 1

S 2S 2S

1=2
)i

t _
-+ 0 Gty
v

15)

where again t = T=JS and v = h=T . This expression
predicts a divergent m agnetization and susceptibility for
h ! 0. However, we can obtain a perfectly nie result
or the susoeptibility at constantm agnetization EJ. (3_3)].
SowingEq. ¢_1§') forh asa function ofM = N m weocbtain

T2

hM )= iy o (16)
4JsB m p= tP

A coording to Eq. 6'_8) this in plies for the Inverse suscep—
tbility

T2
= —p— a7
2NJSB m = tP

Anticipating that in onedimension m = 0, we obtain for
the susceptibility per site at low tem peratures

4
23s* 3 é_)p

t+ 0 @)

N T?2 S 2

18)

This expression agrees exactly®3 with ,the prediction
of the M SW T advanoced by Takahashil% who argued
that Eqg. {_i@‘) is indeed the correct asym ptotic low-—
tem perature behavior of the susceptbility for arbirary
S .ForS = 1=2 the nearest-neighhar H eisenberg chain is
exactly solvablke via Bethe ansatz24 so that in this case
one can obtain an independent check of Eqg. C_l-g') In—
deed, from a numerical analysis of the Betheansatz in-
tegral equation€4 Takahash£? fund perfect agreem ent
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FIG.2: Solid line: G bbs free energy Go M ) of the one—

din ensional H eisenbery ferrom agnet w ithin linear spin-wave
theory, see Eq. {19). The cusp at m = 0 is an unphysical
artefact of the spin-wave expansion, which is related to the
neglect of the kinem atical interaction betw een the spin waves.
T he dashed line is the subtracted G bbs freeenergy Go M ) =

Go®™M ) h@O)M 3

with Eq. {I8) ©rS = 1=2, which is rem arkable because
a priori linear spin-wave theory is only expected to be
accurate in the ordered state and for large S. W e shall
further com m ent on this agreem ent below .

W ithin linear soin-wave theory, the G bbs free energy
per site is given by

Got)_ Js? 6P
NT T F=
v L h(0)M '+M—2+0@4 ) ;@9
NT S !
where isgiven in Eq. (Id) and
z 5=2
O = —=+0a°7); 20)

se Eq. C_l-gl) In writing Eq. C_l-@‘) we have used the fact
that our spin-wave calculation yields Go M ) only for
M 0 and that the exact G M ) is an even function
ofM .NotethatGoM ) assumesam ininum atM = O,
Indicating the absence of long—range order. H owever, as
shown in Fig. :2!, linear spin-w ave theory predicts an un—
physical cusp in the G bbs free energy at M = 0. The
nie slopeh (0) = @Gy=@M 7 -+ can be denti ed w ith
the variationalparam eter introduced by Takahash 4
which In his calculation plays the role of a chem ical po—
tential for the D yson-M aleev bosons, enforcing the con—
dition of zero m agnetization. On the other hand, i is
physically clear that forT > 0 any nite value ofthe ex-—
temal eldwillawaysbeacocom paniedwith a nitemag—
netization, so that an exact calculation of G M ) should
vield Iimy  oh®™ ) = 0. Therefore we expect that the
exact G bbs free energy In one dim ension has the form

given In Eq. (-'j.). The cusp of the spin-wave result for
the G bbs free energy is related to the fact that in our
sin ple spin-wave calculation we have ignored the kine—
m atical Interaction between the spin waves which arises
from them axin um -occupancy constraint 24 Fortunately,
this cusp is irrelevant for the calculation ofthe zero— eld
them odynam ics, which can be also obtained from the
subtracted G bbs free energy
GoM)=Go™M) hO)M j; @1)
see Fjg.:;’. Note that Gy M ) has the generic behavior
given nEq. {_’).),wji:hthe susceptibility given by Eqg. {_l-g)

C. Two-dim ensional ferrom agnet

Foroom pletenesswenow discussthecaseD = 2,where
the spontaneous m agnetization of the H eisenberg ferro—
m agnet is zero at any nite tem perature T . The result
of linear spin-w ave theory for the m agnetization is W ith
t= T=JS,v= h=T)

]nv+\—27+ %)u 0 &;v*)1;

t
m (h)=S 4—[ 22)

which again diverges forh ! 0. The function hfm ) is

obtained as
hm)=Te' © ™™+ 0 m]; 23)
and the result for the susceptbility atm = 0 is
e4 S=t
=2 JS[1+O(t)]; @4)

which diverges for T ! 0. T,hese expressions are analk
ogous to Takahashi’s resuts?d Finally, the G bbs free
energy takes the form

GoM)_ @, .
NT 4

ie, wih amiinmum atm = 0, again wih an unphys-
ical cusp; in this sense the situation is rather sim ilar to
thatinD = 1. Note, however, that in D = 2 it isknown
that a two-loop calculation isnecessary to obtain the corr
rect low -tem perature asym ptotics of the susceptibility 2
A though the exponential factor / exp@d JS?=T] is
correctly reproduced by m ean— eld theory, the two—loop
correction changes the power of T In the prefactor of
Eqg. C_Z-A_L'); the correct low -tem perature behavior of the
susceptibility of the quantum H eisenberg ferrom agnet in
two dimensions is / T?exp@ JS?=T]. This resuk is
not modi ed if highersqrder tem s nvolving m ore than
two loops are ncluded £4€



Iv. BEYOND LINEAR SPIN-WAVE THEORY

Because uctuatione ectsareusually strongerin lower
din ensions, we expect that In one din ension the correc—
tions to the m ean—- eld result :fl_'B) are even m ore in por—
tant than n D = 2. W e now explicily calculate the
two-Joop correction. W ithin the D yson-M alev form al-
ism the dynam ical spin-wave interactions are contained
In the ollow ing two-body H am ittonian:

X 0 0
k ki + k;
kD k) ike ik

V0 ikg ke k) BB BB i @6)

N DJ
Hi= — ky + k1)
N

where g (k) denotesm om entum conservation m odulo a
reciprocal-lattice vector, and the symm etrized interac-
tion vertex is

h

0.7.0
V kyik;yikaik) = ki k%t ok, k9
i

1

4
ok, k0t ok, k¢ 2x0 2%y 5 @27)
with  de ned in Eq.(10). First ket us estin ate the
e ect ofI-fl w ithin the selfconsistent H artreeFock ap—
p]ioxjm aAtjon. Z\] e ijte our spin-wave Ham ittonian as
Ho+ H)+ H H ;) and choose the onebody H am it
tonian H'; such that /:che thg\rm alexpectation valie ofthe
residual interaction H ; H, jl’l/'E’h.e ensAan bl de nedby
the HartreeFock Ham iltonian Ho + H; vanishes. W e

obtain

~ X 2D g X o0
H1= VBB =V kik%k%k)ng ngo;
X K kO
(28)
wheren, = ®x*P)=T 11! isthe them aloccupation

of the HartreeFock m agnon states with m om entum k,
and the H artreeFock selfenergy is given by

4D J X 00
1 k)= N V k;k5kTk)ngo :
kO

29)
A fter som e standard m anijpulations we obtain for the
Heln holtz free energy w ithin selfconsistent H artreeFock
approxin ation
X h i
hNS+T In1 e &t
k
+DJNS? (1

Fi(h)= DJN &

Z¥: (0)

Here Ex = Z y, and the din ensionless renom alization
factor Z satis es the selfconsistency condition

1 X
NS

Z =1 (1 k)l’lk M (31)

k

FIG .3: Feynm an diagram describing the leading uctuation
correction to the free energy of the ferrom agnetic H eisenberg
m odel, seeEq. @Zj) . The solid arrow s denote the H artreeFock
m agnon propagators and the squares are the D yson-M aleev
vertices.

The quantity Z S corresponds to the sepond vardational
param eter S° introduced by Takahashill Note that he

gives a di erent sign for the last tem i Eq. (30). ,In
one dinension 1 2 = O (I?) at Iow tem peraturest’

so that for the calculation ofthe 1rsttwo tem s in low-
tem perature expansion of them odynam ic cbservables it

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

HartreeFock lvel the dynam ical interaction between

soin waves does not contribute to the low -tem perature

asymptotics In D = 1. At this level of approxin ation

our theory isequivalent toM SW T .

W ithin ourapproach it isnow straightforward to study
soin-w ave interactions beyond the H artreeFock approx—
In ation. T herefore we sin ply expand the Heln holz free
energy F (h) to higher order in the interaction and then
perform a Legendre transfom ation to obtain the corre-
soonding G bbs free energy. W e now calculate the st

uctuation correction to F (). The relevant Feynm an
diagram is shown in Fig.3. Tn this approxin ation the
Helnholtz free energy isF, h) = F1 ) + F; ), where
F; (h) is given in Eq. (30) and

pJg *X W ok;k%q)
F0)=2 E, + E E E
KikOg K k0 k+q k0 g
1+ ng) @+ ngo)ngy qlko g
nengo(l+ ngegq) @+ nxo o) 5 3B2)
where
W okik%a) =V kik%k+ q;k° Q)
Vk+ gk qikiK): (33)

At low tem peratures, wem ay replace the D yson-M aleev
vertex by its long-wavelength lin i, which in D dim en—
sionsisgivenby V k;kJ;k2 k1) & Xa?=2D .For
the rest ofthis work we shallexplicitly setD = 1. Then
the leading behavior of F, ) Pranallt= T=JS and



anallv= h=T can be calculated analytically. W e obtain
forN ! 1

Fobh) 1 £=2

— +0 (72,22 ; 34

TN 16 (2S)2vi=2 ( ) G4
T he resulting equation of state is
r _
m p- 1 t
mh®_ )Pe 1 &
S 2S 2S5 v

" r _#3
1 t _ _
+— — - +0@GtTv T 5)
16 2 v

Com paring this result wih the corresponding expres—
sion obtained within linear spin-wave theory given in
Eqg. @5), we see that the two—Joop correction gives rise
to an additional temn proportional to the third power
of 2S) ! =v)'"?. But lnhear spin-wave theory predicts
that this param eter is actually close to unity, as is easily
seen by settingm = 0 in Eq. (I5). Hence, the kad-
ing uctuation correction to the HartreeFock theory is
not controlled by a an all param eter. N ote that the extra
power of S ! that appears ;n the twodbody part of the
e ective boson Ham iltonian is canceled by the singularh
dependence ofthe tw o-loop correction. Ifwe nevertheless
truncate the expansion at the two-loop order, we obtain
from Eq. (39) Pr the kading low -tem perature behavior
of the susceptbility,

C IS ; 36
- i (36)
wih C 1:96, which is slightly an aller than the linear
soin-wave prediction C = 2, and signi cantly smaller
than the resul C |,= 3 obtained w ithin Schw ingerboson
mean— el theory? W e suspect that corrections involing
m ore loops w ill involve higher powers of the param eter
@s) ! (=v)'"? in Eq. {36), which give rise to additional
nie renom alizationsofC . Hence, a num erically accu—
rate expression for the low —tem perature susceptbility of
a one-din ensionalH eisenberg ferrom agnet cannot be ob—
tained from a truncation ofthe 1=S spin-wave expansion
at some nite order. Note that quantum M onte Carlo
sim ulations forthe S = 1=2 nearest-neighbor H eisenberg
chain?4 giveC = 1:58 0:03, supporting the scenario de—
scribed above. In light ofthese resuls it is puzzling that
from the num erical analysis of the R ethe-ansatz integral
equations ©or S = 1=2 Takahashf%?4 cbtained ¢ = 2.
Possbly this is related to di culties in extracting the
true asym ptotic low ~tem perature behavior of the,suscep—
tiility from the Bethe-ansatz integral equations®d2i

A though at st sight our spin-wave expansion for
the susoeptbility appears to be controlled by the small
param eter 1=S, this param eter is renom alized by the
Infrared singularity of the two-loop correction to the
mean—- eld resul. This phenomenon is fam iliar from
the weak-coupling calculation of the two-Jloop correc—
tion to the ground-state energy of the repulsive H ubbard
m odel at constant staggered m agnetization in one and
two dim ensions® 724 D ue to nfrared shgularities nher—
ent in the loop Integrals, those expansionsare e ectively
In powers of the Hubbard interaction U muliplied by a
function of the order param eter; as a consequence the
tw oJoop correction to the ground-state energy has the
sam e order ofm agnitide as the H artreeFock tem .

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summ ary, we have shown that conventional soin—
wave expansion at constant order param eter is an alter—
native to Takahashi¥sm odi ed spin-wave theory, which
now adays is one of the m ost popularm ean— eld m ethods
to study low -dim ensionalm agnetsw ithout long-range or—
der. D ue to the conogptual sim plicity of ourm ethod, we
can system atically calculate correctionsto them ean— eld
approxin ation using conventional diagram m atic m eth-
ods. W e have explicitly calculated the leading uctuation
correction to them ean— eld result forthe susoeptibility of
the ferrom agnetic H eisenberg chain. W e have found that
In one din ension the predictions of M SW T are at m ost
qualitatively correct, because uctuation corrections are
not controlled by a an all param eter.

Furthem ore, compared to M SW T the present ap-—
proach has the conocgptual advantage that the intro-—
duction of Lagrange m ultipliers by hand is not neces—
sary, since their role is played by extermal elds instead.
The di erence between these approaches is best visble
for system s with more com plicated order param.eters.
For exam ple,-recent work on molkcular m agnet£? and
ferrin agnetd4 has shown that the fom ulation ofM SW T
for such sytem s isdi cult and that the proper choice of
constraints isnot clear a priori. O n the other hand, spin—
w ave theory at constant order param eter naturally yields
the absence of ong-range order in low din ensionsasa re—
sult; applications to antiferrom agnets and ferrin agnets,
w ith vanishing hom ogeneous and staggered m agnetiza—
tions, are .n progressZ2?
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