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W e study antiferrom agnetic spin chainswith unfrustrated long-range interactionsthatdecaysas

a power law with exponent �,using the spin wave approxim ation. W e � nd for su� ciently large

spin S,the Neelorderisstable atT = 0 for� < 3,and survive up to a � nite Neeltem perature for

� < 2,validating thespin-waveapproach in theseregim es.W eestim ate thecriticalvaluesofS and

T fortheNeelorderto bestable.Thespin wavespectra arefound to begaplessbuthavenon-linear

m om entum dependence at long wave length,which is responsible for the suppression ofquantum

and therm al uctuationsand stabilizing theNeelstate.W ealso show thatfor� � 1 and fora large

but� nite-size system size L,the excitation gap ofthe system approaches zero slower than L
� 1
,a

behaviorthatisin contrastto the Lieb-Schulz-M attistheorem .

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

Antiferrom agnetic(AF)spin chainshaveattracted considerableinterestfrom physicistsin thelasttwodecades,and

continue to be subjectsofactiveresearch atpresent.There areseveralreasonswhy they areofsuch strong interest.

Firstly,quantum antiferrom agneticspin chainsareim portantexam plesofalargerclassofstronglycorrelated system s,

whoseground stateand low-energy behaviordi� erfrom theirhigherdim ensionalcounterpartsin qualitativeways.In

the case ofAF spin chains,quantum  uctuationsdestroy the Neelorderin the ground state no m atterhow big the

the size ofthe spin is,while in higherdim ensions the Neelorderis stable regardlessofspin size,in the absence of

frustration.Secondly,thespin chainsareofinterestto physicistsbecausethey areidealplaygroundsforvarioustypes

oftheoreticalapproaches. A prom inentexam ple here is the work ofHaldane1,who m apped the AF spin chainsto

quantum non-linearsigm a m odels,and predicted thatthe integerchainshavea gap in theirexcitation spectra while

no gap exists for halfintegerchains,based on the absence orpresence ofa topologicalterm in the m apping. This

fundam entaldi� erence isconsistentwith,and to certain degreeim plied in the Lieb-Schultz-M attis(LSM )theorem2,

which statesthatfora Heisenberg AF chainswith length L and periodiccondition,forhalf-integerspins,thereexists

an excited statewith energy separated from theground statethatisoforder1=L;no such theorem existsforinteger

chainshowever.

ThestudiesofAF spin chains,and the resultsm entioned above,arerestricted to m odelswith short-rangeinterac-

tions.In thiswork westudy AF chainswith interactionsthatdecay aspowerlawsand withoutfrustration:

H =
X

ij

(� 1)i�j+ 1 JijS i� Sj; (1)

with

Jij = J=ji� jj�; (2)

where J > 0 determ ines the overallenergy scale ofthe system and � is the power-law exponent that controls the

decayoftheinteraction.Thefactor(� 1)i�j+ 1 ensuresthatspinssittingon oppositesublatticeshaveantiferrom agnetic

interactionsand thosesitting on thesam esublatticehaveferrom agneticinteractions,thusthereisnofrustration.O ur

m otivation ofthe study com esfrom the following considerations.Firstly,such power-law long-rangeinteractionscan

in principle be realized in experim entalsystem s;one exam ple ofwhich being the RK K Y 3 interaction m ediated by

conduction electrons that decay as power laws,with an exponent that depends on the details ofthe conduction

electron Ferm isurface.Secondly,aswe willshow,such long-rangeinteractionstend to suppressquantum aswellas

therm al uctuations,thusincreasing therangeofinteraction hasan e� ectthatissom ewhatsim ilarto increasing the

dim ensionality ofthe system .O n the otherhand the dim ensionality isdiscretewhilethe power-law exponentforthe

interaction can betuned continuously,thusprovidinga tuning param eterforthe uctuations;itisofinterestto study

how the system behaveundersuch tuning.

Anticipating the stability ofNeelorderin the presenceofsuch long-rangeinteractions,we study the m odelsusing

the spin-wavem ethod.W e obtain the following results.(i)W e show the Neelorderisstableatzero tem perature for

� < 3 and su� ciently largeS,justifying theusageofspin-wavem ethod in thiscase.W ealso estim atethecriticalsize

ofthe spin forthe Neelorderto be stable,asa function of�. (ii)In thiscase the spin-waveexcitation spectra take

theform !k � k in thelong wave-length,with  < 1 and varying continuously with �.(iii)Extending thespin-wave

calculation to � nite tem perature,we show thatthe Neeltransition tem perature TN iszero for� � 2 while � nite for
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� < 2. W e determ ine TN asa function ofS and �. (iv)Fora � nite-size system with size L and periodic boundary

condition,and � � 1,we � nd the lowestexcitation energy approacheszero slowerthan 1=L asL increasesforboth

half-integerand integerspins,thus\violating"theLSM theorem .O fcourse the LSM theorem appliesto spin chains

with short-rangeinteraction only;herewehaveprovided explicitexam plesofhow itisinvalidated by thepresenceof

long-rangeinteraction.

The rem ainderofthe paperisorganized asfollows. In Sec. IIwe discussthe application ofspin wave technique

to thism odel. In Sec.IIIand IV we presentand discussthe signi� cance ofourresults.In Sec.V we sum m arize our

work and discussthe im plicationsofourresults.

II. T H E SP IN W AV E A P P R O A C H

W e consider a Heisenberg antiferrom agnetic chain with unfrustrated power-law long-range interaction with the

Ham iltonian given by Eq. (1). The centralissue we address in this work is the stability ofNeelstate at zero or

low tem perature. It is thus naturalto use the spin-wave m ethod based on the Holstein-Prim ako� transform ation4

thatm apsspin operatorsto boson operators,and check itsself-consistency. The procedure isratherstandard;5 we

nevertheless include the details here for the sake ofcom pleteness and establish notation for later treatm ent. W e

divide the chain into two sublatticesand representthe spin operatorsin term stwo typesofbosons:a bosonswhich

live on A sublattice and and b bosonswhich live on B sublattice. Up to order1=S,where S isthe size ofspin,the

Holstein-Prim ako� transform ation forthe spin operatorscan be written asthe following :

S
z
i = S � a

y
a;S

�

i =
p
2Say(1� a

y
a=(2S))1=2 ’

p
2Say;i2 odd

S
z
i = � S + b

y
b;S

�

i
=
p
2S(1� b

y
b=(2S))1=2b’

p
2Sb;i2 even: (3)

Using thistransform ation,the Ham iltonian in Eq.(1)can be separated into three term sasfollows:

H = H odd�even + H odd�odd + H even�even ;

whereH odd�even ;H odd�odd ,and H odd�even arede� ned as:

H odd�even =

LX

i;j

J2i�1;2j [� S
2 + S(a

y

2i�1 a2i�1 + b
y

2jb2j + a2i�1 b2j + a
y

2i�1 b
y

2j)]

H odd�odd = �

LX

i< j

J2i�1;2j�1 [� S2 + S(a
y

2i�1 a2i�1 + a
y

2j�1 a2j�1 + a2i�1 a
y

2j�1 + a
y

2i�1 a2j�1 )]

H even�even = �

LX

i< j

J2i;2j[� S
2 + S(b

y

2ib2i+ b
y

2jb2j + b2ib
y

2j + b
y

2ib2j)]: (4)

W e diagonalize this quadratic Ham iltonian by going to m om entum space and then diagonalizing by a Bogoliubov

transform ation:

H = constant+ JS
X

k

h

(� � f(k))(a
y

k
ak + b

y

k
bk)+ g(k)(a

y

k
b
y

k
+ akbk)

i

(5)

where

� = 2 lim
L ! 1

L =2X

n= 1

1

(2n � 1)�
;

f(k) = 4 lim
L ! 1

L =2X

n= 1

1

(2n)�
[cos(2nk)� 1];

g(k) = 2 lim
L ! 1

L =2X

n= 1

1

(2n � 1)�
cos(2n � 1)k; (6)

using the Bogoliubov transform ation,theHam iltonian (5)can be diagonalized and bewritten in term soffreeboson

operatorsck and dk:

H = constant+ JS
X

k

!k(c
y

k
ck + d

y

k
dk) (7)
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where

!k =
p
(� � f(k))2 � (g(k))2: (8)

The correction to staggered m agnetization isgiven by :

� m =
1

V

X

k

< a
y

k
ak > = � m q + � m T (T); (9)

where� m q and � m T (T),which representthequantum and therm al uctuation correction respectively,aregiven by

� m q =

Z
dk

2�

1

2

h
� � f(k)

!k
� 1

i

� m T (T) =

Z
dk

2�

h
� � f(k)

!k

i
1

eE k =kB T � 1
: (10)

W e willvisitthese equationsfrequently when wediscussthe validity ofthe spin waveapproach laterin the text.

Itisclearthatthe correction to m agnetization isdom inated by the sm allk behaviorofthe spin wave spectrum .

W ethusneed to obtain thesm allk behavioroftheexpressionsgiven in Eq.(6).To do thatweexpressthem in term s

ofthe Bose-Einstein integralfunction6 de� ned as:

F (�;v)=
1

� (�)

Z

dx
x��1

ex+ v � 1
=
e�v

1�
+
e�2v

2�
+
e�3v

3�
+ � � � =

1X

n= 1

e�nv

n�
; (11)

and rewritethe cos(nk)term in f(k)and g(k)asthe following :

1X

n

cos(nk)

n�
= <

hX

n

eink

n�

i

= <

h

F (�;� ik)

i

: (12)

The analyticalpropertiesofF (�;v)nearv = 0 areknown and aregiven by :

F (�;v) = � (1� �)v��1 +

1X

n= 0

�(� � n)

n!
(� v)n;(� =2 Z)

F (�;v) =
(� v)��1

(� � 1)!

h��1X

r= 1

1

r
� ln(v)

i

+
X

n6= ��1

�(� � n)

n!
(� v)n;(� 2 Z) (13)

where�(s)isthe zeta function.W e willusethese propertiesin ourlatertreatm ent.

III. SP IN W AV E SP EC T R A A N D C O R R EC T IO N S T O STA G G ER ED M A G N ET IZA T IO N

In thissection weanalyzeEq.(6)fordi� erentvaluesof� toobtain thespin wavespectraand calculatethecorrection

to staggered m agnetization,to determ ine the validity ofthe spin waveapproach.

A . � � 3

Equations(12)and (13)arethem ain ingredientsto analyzeEquation (6)which can besum m ed up in closed form s.

Up to leading orderin k the relationsin Eq.(6)for� > 3 read:

� = 2

1X

n= 1

1

(2n � 1)�
= 2(1� 2�� )�(�)
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f(k) = 4

1X

n= 1

1

(2n)�
[cos(2nk)� 1]

= 22��
h

<(F (�;� 2ik))� �(�)

i

’ ck
2

g(k) = 2

1X

n= 1

1

(2n � 1)�
cos(2n � 1)k

= 2

1X

n= 1

h
cos(nk)

n�
�
cos(2nk)

(2n)�

i

’ � � c
0
k
2
; (14)

wherecand c0 arepositiveconstants.Thesam eresultscan also beobtained by expanding thecos(nk)term to order

k2 in f(k):

X

n

cos(nk)� 1

n�
’ � k2

X

n

n
2��

; (15)

in which the sum convergesaslong as � > 3;togetherwith a sim ilar expansion for g(k)one reproducesEq. (14).

The spin wave spectrum can be easily shown to be linearin k: !k / k,and the T = 0 correction to the staggered

m agnetization from long-wavelength spin wave uctuation:

� m q �

Z
dk

!k
(16)

divergeslogarithm ically for� > 3.Thisim m ediately indicatesthatthe spin waveapproach isnotvalid for� > 3 at

zero tem perature.Theresultsobtained hereareessentially thesam easthespin wavecalculation fornearest-neighbor

interactionsonly.5

For � = 3 the expansion we did above is no longer valid because the sum is divergent. W e rely instead on the

Bose-Einstein integralfunction as de� ned in Eq. (11) to calculate !k and � m q. After a little algebra we � nd

!k � k
p
jlog(k)jwhich leadsto thecorrection ofstaggered m agnetization thatdivergesas

p
jlog(L)j,whereL isthe

system size.W e thusconclude thatthe quantum  uctuation destroysNeelorder,and the spin waveapproach isnot

valid for� � 3.

B . 1 < � < 3

W e now turn ourattention to the case 1 < � < 3. Asin � = 3 case we are no longerable to expand the cos(nk)

term in f(k)and g(k)because the coe� cientofk2 isdivergentso we again takeadvantageon the m apping onto the

Bose-Einstein integralfunction.In the long wave-length regim e,the relationsgiven in Eq.(6)read :

� = 2

1X

n= 1

1

(2n � 1)�
= 2(1� 2�� )�(�)

f(k) = 4

1X

n= 1

1

(2n)�
[cos(2nk)� 1]

= 22��
h

<(F (�;� 2ik))� �(�)

i

’ � �(�)k��1

g(k) = 2

1X

n= 1

1

(2n � 1)�
cos(2n � 1)k

= 2

1X

n= 1

h
cos(nk)

n�
�
cos(2nk)

(2n)�

i

’ � �
1

2
�(�)k��1 ; (17)
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wherethe function �(�)isgiven by :

�(�)=
�

� (�)

1

cos[�(� � 2)=2]
; (18)

with � (�)being the gam m a function.The long wave-length spin wavespectrum isgiven by :

!k ’
p
3��(�)k(��1)=2 ; (19)

which issublinear,and T = 0 correction to staggered m agnetization by :

� m q ’
1

2�

h
s

�(�)

3�(�)

2

3� �
�
(3��)=2 +

s

�(�)

3�(�)

2

1+ �
�
(1+ �)=2 � �

i

(20)

which isconvergentfor� < 3.Theseresultsshow thatthe system supportsgaplessexcitations,thespectrum follows

a sublinearpower-law atsm allm om entum k,and thatthe Neelorderatzero tem peraturesurvives,forlargeenough

S,for 1 < � < 3. O ur results agree with an earlier work presented by Parreira,Bolina,and Perez7who show the

existence ofNeelorderfor� � 3 and the presence ofNeelorderfor� < 3 atzero tem perature using rigorousproof.

Howevertheexcitation spectra werenotstudied in thiswork,norwasthecriticalvalueofS forthestability forNeel

ordercalculated. Another supportfor ourresultsatzero tem perature iso� ered by the work ofAoki8 who studied

thesam em odelwearestudying forthecase� = 2 in 1D and 2D using spin wavetheory.In thatwork hefound that

thereexistsNeelorderatzero tem peraturein 1 dim ension for� = 2 which isin agreem entwith ourconclusion.

W em ay alsoestim atethecriticalsizeofthespin,Sc,abovewhich theNeelordersurvives,by setting thecorrection

to the staggered m agnetization equalto the spin size:� m q = Sc.As� ! 3,� m q isdom inated by long-wavelength

spin-wave uctuations,and weobtain

Sc(�)’
1

2�

h
s

�(�)

3�(�)

2

3� �
�
(3��)=2 +

s

�(�)

3�(�)

2

1+ �
�
(1+ �)=2 � �

i

’
0:41

p
3� �

; (21)

a result we expect to be asym ptotically exact in the lim it � ! 3. O n the other hand we also � nd the quantum

correction getssuppressed very rapidly as� decreasesfrom 3;forexam pleswe� nd Sc ’ 1=2,for� = 2:63 and Sc ’ 1

for� = 2:85,suggesting the Neelorderwould surviveforany spin for� . 2:6.

W e also calculate the correction to staggered m agnetization at � nite tem perature. First we discuss the case for

� > 2.Thetherm alcorrection to staggered m agnetization isgiven by :

� m T (T)’
kB T

2�JS

Z

dk

h
k1��

3�(�)
+

1

3�

i

; (22)

which divergesasL��2 for� > 2.For� = 2,itisa sim pleexerciseto show thatthespectrum behaveslike!k �
p
k,

and thesm allk contribution tothetherm alcorrection ofstaggeredm agnetization divergesas
p
jlog(L)j.Theseresults

indicate thattherm al uctuations destroy the Neelorderfor � � 2 atany � nite tem perature. They are consistent

with an extension ofthe M erm in-W agner theorem that Bruno advanced,9 which proves the absence ofNeelorder

for� � 2. Forclassicalantiferrom agnetsin 1D,ithasbeen shown,using M onte Carlo sim ulation,thatthere isno

m agneticordering at� nite tem perature.10

For� < 2 the correction to staggered m agnetization isgiven by :

� m T (T)’
kB T

�JS

h
�(2��)

3(2� �)�(�)
+

�

3�

i

(23)

Thisconvergentcorrection showsthatthe Neelordersurvivesat� nite tem perature for� < 2. The Neeltransition

tem peratureTN can also beestim ated by applying thesam erationaleused to estim atethecriticalvalueofS atzero

tem perature.By using Eq.(23)we� nd :

TN (S;�)=
�JS

kB

h
�2��

3(2� �)�(�)
+

�

3�

i�1
: (24)

In the lim it� ! 2,we� nd TN vanisheslinearly:

TN ’
3�2JS

kB
(2� �) (25)



6

W e see that increasing the range ofinteractions (or decreasing �) in the chains has e� ects that are sim ilar to

increasing the dim ensionality of the system s. For � � 3 we � nd absence ofNeelorder at both zero and � nite

tem perature,a genuineone-dim ensional(1D)behavior.For2 � � < 3 wehave� nite Neelorderatzero tem perature

which getsdestroyed atany � nitetem perature,sim ilarto the2D situation.Finally for� < 2 theNeelorderisstable

atzero and low-enough � nite tem perature,a behaviorexpected fordim ensionsabovetwo.

In contrasttotheantiferrom agneticcasewearestudyinghere,theferrom agneticm odelswith longrangeinteractions

have been studied m ore extensively. ClassicalHeisenberg m odelwith long range ferrom agnetic interactions has a

phasetransition at� nitetem peraturein 1 dim ension when theinteractionsdecay slowerthan 1=r2.Thereisno phase

transition at� nite tem perature when the interactionsdecay fasterthan 1=r2.11 Thisresultforthe classicalcase in

1 dim ension iscon� rm ed by M onteCarlo sim ulation.12 Thequantum Heisenberg m odelwith long rangeinteractions

have also been studied using the m odi� ed spin wave theory.13,14 Itwasshown thatthere existsa m agnetic ordering

in 1 dim ension aslong asthe interactionsdecay slowerthan 1=r2.

C . � � 1

In thissection we considerthe case � � 1. The reason we separate � � 1 case with the restisbecause there are

divergencesin thetherm odynam iclim itwhich requirespecialcarein theiranalysis.Physically,thisiscloselyrelated to

thefactthattheground stateenergy growsfasterthan thesystem size(i.e.,itbecom es\superextensive"),ifthelocal

energy scaleJ isnotrescaled according to thesystem size.Forthisreason wewillnotdiscussthe� nite tem perature

(ortherm odynam ic)propertiesofthesystem ,asthede� nition oftem peraturebecom essom ewhatam biguous;wewill

focusinstead on the ground statepropertiesofthe system ,which isfreeofsuch am biguity.

Forthe reasonsm entioned we need to work explicitly with a � nite system size L,de� ned asthe num berofspins

persublattice (so the totalnum berofspinsis2L),and treatk and L astwo independentvariables.Fora start,the

sum m ation in �

� = 2

L =2X

n= 1

1

(2n � 1)�
; (26)

divergesfor� � 1 ifwe run the sum m ation to in� nity.Forlargebut� nite L,wehave

� ’

8
<

:

log(L) � = 1;

L1�� =(1� �) � < 1:

Sim ilarly

f(k)= 4

L =2X

n= 1

cos(2nk)� 1

(2n)�
(27)

f(k)’

8
<

:

� 2(log(k)+ log(L)) � = 1;

2� (1� �)cos(�(� � 1)=2)k��1 � 2L1�� =(1� �) � < 1;

and

g(k)= 2

L =2X

n= 1

cos[(2n � 1)k]

(2n � 1)�
(28)

g(k)’

8
<

:

log(k) � = 1

� (1� �)cos(�(� � 1)=2)k��1 � < 1

The spin wavespectrum reads:

E k = JS!k = JS�

r
�

1�
f(k)

�

�2
�

�
g(k)

�

�2
(29)
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E (k)’

8
<

:

3JS log(L)(1+ blog(k)) � = 1

3JSL1�� (1� bk��1 ) � < 1

which approach L-dependentconstantsask ! 0. Here b/ 1=log(L)for� = 1 and b/ L��1 for� < 1. Correction

to staggered m agnetization atzero tem peraturecan be calculated easily using the relationsderived aboveto yield :

� m q �
1

log(L)
� = 1

�
1

L1��
� < 1; (30)

suggesting the quantum  uctuation getscom pletely suppressed assystem sizegrows.

For� = 0 the calculation becom esparticularly sim ple;the relationsfor�;f(k);and g(k)in Eq.(6)becom e:

� = L;

f(k) =
X

�2

h

e
ik��2 + e

�ik�� 2 � 2

i

= 2L(�k;0 � 1);

g(k) =
X

�1

e
ik��1

= L�k;0: (31)

The spin wavespectrum fork 6= 0 isgiven by :

E k = JSL
p
(1+ 2)2 = 3JSL; (32)

which isk-independent,and the correction to staggered m agnetization isgiven by :

� m q �
X

k

1

!k
�

1

L
: (33)

W e willcom parethese with an exactsolution forthisspecialcasein the nextsection.

D . � = 0 : exact solution

The in� nite range(� = 0)antiferrom agneticchain with no frustration isgiven by the following Ham iltonian :

H = J

2LX

ij

(� 1)i�j+ 1 S i� Sj; (34)

which can be solved exactly in the following m anner.W e introduce:

S A =
X

i2A

S i;

S B =
X

i2B

S i; (35)

whereS A (S B )isthe totalspin operatorforsublattice A(B ),to rewritethe Ham iltonian in the following form :

H = J

h

S A � SB � ((S
2

A + S
2

B ))+

�X

i2A

(S i)
2 +

X

i2B

(S i)
2

�i

: (36)

W e de� ne the totalspin operatorStot = S A + S B to furthersim plify the Ham iltonian given aboveto becom e:

H = J

h
1

2
S
2

tot�
3

2
(S

2

A + S
2

B )+ 3L=2

i

: (37)
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The Ham iltonian in Eq. (37) can be diagonalized in the total-S basis ofstates given by j(SA ;SB );Stot > where

SA (SB )and Stot are the totalspin quantum num berin sublattice A(B )and in the system respectively. Using this

basis,the energy can be easily obtained as:

E = J

h
1

2
Stot(Stot+ 1)�

3

2
(SA (SA + 1)+ SB (SB + 1))+ 3L=2

i

: (38)

To m inim ize the energy we m usthave allspinsaligned in each sublattice and have a m inim um ofStot. Thism eans

thatStot = 0 and SA = SB = LS,where S isthe spin size,willm inim ize the energy and give usthe ground state.

The m om entum quantum num berofthe ground state is0 (�)foreven (odd)L. The lowestenergy excited state is

obtained by having Stot = 1 while stillm aintaining m axim um SA and SB .The energy gap isgiven by :

� E = E ex � E gs = J: (39)

This particular excited state has a m om entum quantum num ber that di� ers from the ground state by �, which

correspondsto m om entum k = 0 in the spin wave approach,due to the doubling ofthe unitcellin thatapproach.

W e willsay m ore about this in the next section. To obtain excitations with generic k however,we m ust change

eitherthe SA orSB quantum num bers.There existtwo branchesofdegenerate low-lying excitations,corresponding

to SA = LS � 1 orSB = LS � 1 and Stot = 1,with excitation energy

� E = E ex � E gs = J(1+ 3LS); (40)

which grows linearly with system size,and has no k-dependence. This result agrees with the spin wave solution

obtained earlierin the lim itS ! 1 ,asexpected.

IV . EX C ITA T IO N S A T k = 0 A N D STA T U S O F T H E LIEB -SC H U LT Z-M A T T IS T H EO R EM

The Lieb-Schultz-M attis (LSM ) theorem 2 states that for half-integer spin chains with length L and short-range

interaction,there exist an excited state whose m om entum di� ers from the ground state by �, with energy that

vanishesatleastasfastas1=L asL ! 1 .2 Recently the theorem hasbeen extended to spin chainswith power-law

long range interaction,and itwasfound thatthe theorem rem ainsvalid for� > 2.15,16 The situation isunclearfor

� � 2.

In thissection wecheck iftheLSM behaviorstillholdsfor� � 2,using thespin-wavem ethod.Asdiscussed above,

due to the doubling ofthe unitcell,excitationswhose m om enta di� erfrom the ground state by either� or0 show

up ask = 0 excitation in the spin-waveapproach.Ifoneblindly use the linearspin-waveresultshowever,one would

always � nd Ek= 0 = 0. But this is an artifact ofthe linear spin-wave approach which m aps the k = 0 m odes to

harm onic oscillatorswithouta restoring force. Thus in order to study the excitation that are relevantto the LSM

theorem ,wem usttreatthe k = 0 m odesm orecarefully.

To do that,westartby rewriting the Ham iltonian asgiven in Eq.(1)in the m om entum space:

H =
X

k

X

�1

J(�1)S
A
k � S

B
�k e

�ik�� 1 � 2
X

k

X

�2

�

J(�2)S
A
k � S

A
�k e

�ik�� 2 + J(�2)S
B
k � S

B
�k e

�ik�� 2

�

; (41)

where

S
A =B

i =
1
p
L

X

k

S
A =B

k
e
�ik�x i; (42)

and A(B )denotesodd(even)sublattice. Instead ofapplying the Holstein-Prim ako� m apping forallterm sin H ,we

separate outthe k = 0 term in H and apply Holstein-Prim ako� m apping to the k 6= 0 term s only. Since to linear

orderthe k = 0 term com m uteswith the otherterm sin H ,they can be diagonalized independently. The spin wave

treatm entforthe k 6= 0 term sgivesthe spectra obtained earlier,exceptthatk m ustbe nonzero.O n the otherhand

the k = 0 term

H k= 0 =
1

L

X

�1

J(�1)

�X

i2A

S i

�

�

�X

i2B

S i

�

�
1

L

X

�2

J(�2)

h�X

i2A

S i

�2
+

�X

i2A

S i

�2i

=
1

L

X

�1

J(�1)S A � SB �
1

L

X

�2

J(�2)

�

S
2

A + S
2

B

�

; (43)
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takesa form identicalto the Ham iltonian for� = 0 thatwassolved exactly in the previoussection. W e can easily

solvethisHam iltonian to obtain the excitation energy atm om entum � m easured from the ground statem om entum ,

ork = 0 forthe doubled unitcell:

� E =
J�

L
; (44)

where � depends on the powerlaw exponent� and isgiven by Eq. (6). For� > 1,� is convergentin the large L

lim itand isgiven by Eq.(14).Thism eansthattheenergy oftheexcited statevanishesas1=L asL ! 1 .For� = 1,

� divergesas ln(L)as shown in Eq. (26)and the energy vanishes as log(L)=L. For � < 1,� divergesas L 1�� as

shown again in Eq. (26)and the excitation energy vanishesasL�� . W e thus� nd thatthe LSM behaviorholdsfor

1 < � � 2,despite the the absence ofa proofforthisrangeof�.O n the otherhand the LSM theorem is\violated"

for� � 1.

V . SU M M A R Y

W e have studied antiferrom agnetic chain with unfrustrated long range interaction using the spin wave technique.

W e � nd that this approach is valid for � < 3 at zero tem perature for su� ciently large size ofspin,and � < 2 for

su� ciently low � nite tem perature,due to the stability ofNeelorder. W ithin the range ofvalidity ofthisapproach

we� nd thatthe system hasa gaplessexcitation and the excitation spectrum followsa non trivialk dependence.W e

also study how theexcitation gap closesin thissystem in thelim itL ! 1 ,and � nd a behaviorthatisin contrastto

thatpredicted by Lieb-Schultz-M attistheorem forchainswith shortrangeinteractions,when � � 1.
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