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Sum m ary. In the last decade it has been proven that the standard spin-wave

theory wasable to provide accurate zero-tem perature resultsfora num beroflow-

dim ensionalHeisenberg spin system s.In thischapterwe introducethe m ain ingre-

dientsofthespin-wavetechniqueusing asa working m odelthetwo-leg m ixed-spin

ferrim agnetic ladderand theD yson{M aleev boson form alism up to second orderin

the spin-wave interaction.In the rem ainder,we survey typicalapplicationsin low-

space dim ensionality aswellassom e recentm odi�cations ofthe theory adm itting

a quantitativeanalysisin m agnetically disordered phases.Thepresented spin-wave

resultsare com pared with available num ericalestim ates.

1 Introduction

The spin-wave theory is probably one of the m ost powerful tools ever used in

the theory of m agnetism .O riginally proposed by Bloch [1,2]and Holstein and

Prim ako� [3]as a theory ofthe ferrom agnetic state,it was later extended for the

antiferrom agnetic N�eelstate by Anderson [4],K ubo [5],and O guchi[6].D yson’s

profound analysisofspin-waveinteractions[7,8]dem onstrated thatspin wavesm ay

be used to obtain asym ptotic expansions for the therm odynam ic functions ofthe

Heisenberg ferrom agnet at low tem peratures.D yson’s m ethod was generalized by

Harris et al.[9]to calculate in a system atic way spin-spin correlations,spin-wave

dam ping,and varioustherm odynam ic propertiesofantiferrom agnetic insulators.

Itshould benoticed thatthebasisofthespin-wavetheory (SW T)forantiferro-

m agnetsism uch lessestablished than forferrom agnets.The D yson{M aleev trans-

form ation [10]givesa correspondencebetween any operatorde�ned on theHilbert

space ofthe spin system and an operator on the boson Hilbert space.Evaluating

therequired averagesfortheBosesystem ,wenecessarily m aketwo approxim ations.

First,we expand these quantities,by using a perturbation form alism in which the

unperturbed Ham iltonian is quadratic in boson operators and the perturbation is

therem aining quarticinteraction.Second,weneglecttheprojection operatorin the

averages,which takesinto accounttheso-called kinem aticinteractionsby canceling

theboson stateswith m ore than 2S bosonsperlattice site,S being thespin quan-

tum num berofthe lattice spin.In the ferrom agnetic case,D yson hasargued that
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theseapproxim ationswould lead to resultswhich areasym ptotically correctatlow

tem peratures(T)to allordersin T.In the antiferrom agnetic case,the situation is

lesssettled dueto thezero-pointm otion,i.e.quantum spin 
uctuationsin theN�eel

state.In principle,onem ay suspectthatthereareerrorsin theperturbation theory

even at zero T.The sam e problem appears in the Holstein{Prim ako� form alism

[3].W e refer the interested readerto the originalpaperscited above aswellas to

the m onographs [11,12,13]for details concerning this problem .In principle,the

spin-wave approach is less e�ective for low-dim ensionalquantum spin system s,as

quantum spin 
uctuationstypically increase in reduced space dim ensions(D )and

forsm allspin quantum num bersS.M oreover,sinceat�niteT therm al
uctuations

com pletely destroy them agneticlong-rangeorderin 1D and 2D Heisenberg m odels

with isotropic short-range interactions [14],in such cases the conventionalSW T

com pletely fails.

In view ofthe m entioned drawbacks ofSW T,it seem s surprising that for the

last decade the standard spin-wave approach has been found to give very accu-

rate description ofthe zero-tem perature physics ofa num ber oflow-dim ensional

spin m odels,the best exam ple being the S = 1

2
Heisenberg antiferrom agnet on a

square lattice [15].Probably,another good exam ple is the m ixed-spin Heisenberg

chain describing a large class ofrecently synthesized quasi-1D m olecular m agnets

[16](cf.Chap.4).The following analysis reveals som e com m on features ofthese

exam ples,the m ostim portant being the weakness (in a sense) ofspin-wave inter-

actions.Fortunately,in low-space dim ensions m any num ericaltechniques { such

asthe quantum M onte Carlo m ethod (Q M C),the exactnum ericaldiagonalization

(ED ),and the density-m atrix renorm alization group m ethod (D M RG ){ are m ore

e�ective,so thatthediscussed drawbacksofthespin-waveanalysism ay bepartially

reduced by a directcom bination with num ericalm ethods.

A goalofthe presentreview isto sum m arize typicalapplicationsand som e re-

centdevelopm entsofthe spin-wave approach related to low-dim ensionalquantum

spin system s.Thespin-wavetechniqueispresented in thefollowing Sect.,using the

m ixed-spin Heisenberg ladder as a working m odeland the D yson{M aleev boson

form alism .D ue to the asym ptotic characterofspin-wave series,the calculation up

to second orderin thespin-waveinteraction isa reasonableapproxim ation form ost

ofthe applications at zero T.As far as at this levelperturbative corrections can

easily be calculated in the fram ework ofthe Rayleigh{Schr�odingertheory,we will

notconsiderin detailperturbation techniquesbased on m agnon G reen’sfunctions

[9,17].Typicalapplications of the spin-wave form alism in low-dim ensionalspin

system s are presented in Sects.3 and 4.In particular,Sect.3 involves an analy-

sis ofthe param eters ofthe quantum ferrim agnetic phase in m ixed-spin quasi-1D

m odels,such asthe(s1;s2)Heisenberg chain.TheSW T resultsarecom pared with

available D M RG and ED num ericalestim ates.Section 4 collects basic SW T re-

sultsconcerning 2D Heisenberg antiferrom agnets.Som erecentm odi�cationsofthe

SW T { adm itting a quantitative analysis in m agnetically disordered phases { are

presented in Sect.5.Section 6 containsconcluding rem arks.

2 D yson{M aleev Form alism

In thisSect.wedescribetheform alapparatusoftheSW T.W echooseasa working

m odelthe m ixed-spin Heisenberg ladder(Fig.1)de�ned by the Ham iltonian
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H =

NX

n= 1

[sn � �n+ 1 + � n � sn+ 1]+ J?

NX

n= 1

sn � �n ; (1)

where the index n (= 1;� � � ;N ) labels the rungs ofthe ladder,and N is an even

integer.The ladder is com posed oftwo types ofspins (sn ,�n ) characterized by

the spin quantum num bers s1 and s2 (s1 > s2):sn
2
= �h

2
s1(s1 + 1) and �n

2
=

�h
2
s2(s2 + 1).In the following text we use the notation rs � s1=s2 > 1,and set

�h = 1 and a0 = 1,a0 being the lattice spacing along the ladder.

sσ

σ

n

n+1

n+1

J

sn

a0J

Fig. 1. M ixed-spin Heisenberg ladder com posed oftwo types ofsite spins.The

arrowsshow oneoftheclassicalground statesforJ? > 0,de�ned by theorientation

oftheferrom agneticm om entM =
P N

n= 1
(sn + � n).Theintrachain coupling J = 1.

It is worth noticing that the m odel(1) is not purely academ ic.For instance,

recently published experim entalwork on bim etallic quasi-1D m olecular m agnets

(cf.Chap.4)im pliesthatthe m agnetic propertiesofthese m ixed-spin com pounds

are basically described by the Heisenberg spin m odelwith antiferrom agnetically

coupled nearest-neighborlocalized spins.Theladderstructurein Fig.1 reproduces,

in particular,arrangem ents ofthe M n (s1 = 5

2
) and the Cu (s2 = 1

2
) m agnetic

atom s along the a axis in the com pounds M nCu(pbaO H)(H 2O )3 (pbaO H = 2{

hydroxy{1,3{propylenebisoxam ato)[18].

2.1 C lassicalR eference State

The�rststep in constructingaspin-waveexpansion isto�nd thelowest-energy clas-

sicalspin con�gurationsoftherelated classicalm odel.Asa rule,thisisa straight-

forward task,apartfrom som em agneticm odelswith com peting interactionswhich

m ay exhibitcom plicated non-collinear spin states (see,e.g.[19]).Another serious

problem atthisstage m ay be related to a m acroscopic degeneracy ofthe classical

ground state,a typicalexam plebeing theHeisenbergm odelon a kagom �elattice(cf.

Chap.3) which exhibits a m agnetically disordered ground state.Further analysis

oftheproblem involvesquantum 
uctuationsand theso-called order-from -disorder

phenom enon [20,21].

Turning to our m odel(1),it is easy to see that the required reference state

for J? > 0 is a ferrim agnetic spin con�guration where the sn spins are oriented

in a given direction,and the � n spinspointin the opposite direction (see Fig.1).

The state is degenerate under arbitrary rotations (as a whole) in the spin space.

O ne m ay pick up a reference state by introducing a sm allstaggered �eld,say,for

the sn spins.W e can actually getm ore inform ation even in the quantum case,by
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usingtheLieb{M attistheorem forbipartitelattices[22].First,thetheorem predicts

thatthequantum ground state belongsto a subspacewith thetotal-spin quantum

num ber (S1 � S2)N ,i.e.for J? > 0 the system has a ferrim agnetic ground state

characterized by theferrom agnetic m om entpersite M 0 = (s1 � s2)=2.Second,the

theorem states that the energies ofthe ground states E (ST ) characterized by the

total-spin quantum num bersST � N (s1 � s2)are arranged asfollows

E (ST + 1)> E (ST ): (2)

Notice that the classicaland quantum ferrim agnetic ground states have one and

the sam e m agnetization M 0, but otherwise they are di�erent because the clas-

sical ground state is not an eigenstate of the quantum m odel (1). The quan-

tum ferrim agnetic state is [2N (s1 � s2)+ 1]-fold degenerate, since the z com -

ponent of the total spin { being a good quantum num ber { takes the values

� N (s1 � s2);� N (s1 � s2)+ 1;� � � ;N (s1 � s2).Thisquantum m agnetic phase m ay

also be characterized by the following sublattice m agnetizations

m A =
1

N

NX

n= 1

hsni m B =
1

N

NX

n= 1

h� ni; (3)

wherethesym bolh� � � im eansaquantum -m echanicalaverageovertheground state.

W e shalllater see that quantum spin 
uctuations reduce the classicalsublattice

m agnetizations s1 and s2, but the m agnetic long-range order is preserved, i.e.

m A ;m B 6= 0.

In the region J? < 0 the situation isdi�erent,i.e.the lowest-energy spin con-

�guration is the N�eelantiferrom agnetic state based on the com posite rung spins

s1 + s2.Now the Lieb{M attis theorem predicts that the exact quantum ground

state is a spin-singlet state,i.e.ST = 0 and M 0 = 0.Therefore,it m ay be gener-

ally expected a m agnetically disordered phase,t.e.m A ;m B = 0,as the isotropic

Heisenberg m odel(1)is de�ned on a bipartite 1D lattice (see,e.g.[23]).In term s

oftheSW T thiswould m ean thattheclassicalantiferrom agneticstateissweptout

by quantum 
uctuations,so thatthe conceptofthe spin-wave expansion doesnot

work atall.

2.2 B oson H am iltonian

Now we describe the second step in constructing the spin-wave expansion,t.e.the

transform ation of(1) to a boson Ham iltonian.The m ost popular boson represen-

tation ofspin operators has been suggested by Holstein and Prim ako� [3].O ther

usefulrepresentations have been devised by Schwinger [24],M aleev [10],Villain

[25],and G oldhirsch [26,27].

W e start by de�ning the Holstein{Prim ako� representation for the spins sn

(n = 1;:::;N ):

s
+
n =

p
2s1

r

1�
a
y
nan

2s1
an ;s

�
n =

p
2s1 a

y
n

r

1�
a
y
nan

2s1
;s

z
n = s1� a

y
nan ; (4)

wheres
�
n = s

x
n � s

y
n and s1 isthespin quantum num ber.an and a

y
n areannihilation

and creation boson operatorssatisfying the com m utation relations
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[an;a
y
m ]= �nm ; [an;am ]= [a

y
n;a

y
m ]= 0: (5)

Using thelastequations,itiseasy to show thattheoperatorsde�ned by (4)satisfy

the com m utation relationsforspin operators

[s
+
n ;s

�
n ]= 2s

z
n ; [s

z
n;s

�
n ]= � s

�
n ; (6)

and the equation s
2
n = s1(s1 + 1).The operators an and a

y
n act in the in�nite-

dim ensionalboson Hilbertspace spanned by the orthonorm albasisstates

jn1;n2;:::;nN )=
(a

y

1)
n 1(a

y

2)
n 2 � � � (a

y

N
)
n N

p
n1!n2!:::nN !

j0); (7)

where ni (= 0;1;:::;1 )isthe occupation num berofsite i.The reference vacuum

state j0)isde�ned by the relationsaij0)= 0 (for8 i).

It is possible to rationalize the square roots in (4) by the M aleev sim ilarity

transform ation

an 7� !

�

1�
a
y
nan

2s1

� 1=2

an ; a
y
n 7� ! a

y
n

�

1�
a
y
nan

2s1

� � 1=2

: (8)

This transform ation is not unitary,but preserves the num ber operator a
y
nan as

wellasthe com m utation relations (5)within the physically relevantHilbertspace

(ni � 2s1 for8 i).Applyingthelasttransform ation to(4),wegettheD yson{M aleev

boson representation

s
+
n =

p
2s1 (1� a

y
nan=2s1)an ; s

�
n =

p
2s1 a

y
n ; s

z
n = s1 � a

y
nan : (9)

Notethattheoperatorss
�
n in thisrepresentation arenotHerm itian conjugatein the

boson space(7)so thatin thegeneralcasethey willgeneratenon-Herm itian Ham il-

tonians.Treatm entofsuch Ham iltoniansrequiressom ecare,butitseem sthat{ at

leastup to second orderin the spin-wave interaction { thisdoesnotcause serious

problem s.M oreproblem aticistherelation between physicaland unphysicalstates.

The latter appear in the exact Holstein{Prim ako� representation as well,as any

actualcalculation requirestruncation oftheasym ptoticsquare-rootseries.D yson’s

m ethod [7]elim inates the unphysicalboson statesby a projection operatorgiving

zero on these states.In practice,however,we are enforced to elim inate thisopera-

tor.Asalready m entioned,thisisthebasicapproxim ation ofSW T.Asa whole,the

D yson{M aleev form alism hasm any advantagesifoneneedsto go beyond thelinear

spin-wavetheory (LSW T)within a perturbation schem e.Thisisbecausetheinter-

actionsbetween spin wavesare betterhandled so thatthe unphysicalsingularities

caused by the long-wavelength spin wavescancelout.

To continue,we write a representation sim ilarto (9)forthespins� n,by using

a new setofboson �elds(bn,n = 1;:::;N ):

�
+
n =

p
2s2 b

y
n (1� b

y
nbn=2s2); �

�
n =

p
2s2 bn ; �

z
n = � s2 + b

y
nbn : (10)

bn and b
y
n satisfy thesam ecom m utation relations(5),and aresupposed tocom m ute

with thesetofa bosons.Herethereferencestateischosen in theoppositedirection,

in accord with the classicalspin con�guration in Fig.1.

Using (9) and (10),we can �nd the boson im age ofany function ofspin op-

erators.In particular,we are interested in the boson representation of the spin
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Ham iltonian (1),which we denote by H B .Forthe purposesofSW T,itisinstruc-

tive to express H B in term s of the Fourier transform s ak and bk of the boson

operatorsan and bn,by using the unitary Fouriertransform ations

an =
1

p
N

X

k

e
ikn

ak ; bn =
1

p
N

X

k

e
� ikn

bk ; (11)

and the identity

1

N

NX

n= 1

e
i(k� k

0
)n
= �kk0 :

Itm ay be veri�ed thatthis transform ation is canonical,by showing that the new

operatorsak and bk obey a setofcom m utation relationsidenticalto (5).Thewave

vectorsk in the lastexpressionsare de�ned in the �rstBrillouin zone:

k =
2�

N
l; l= �

N

2
+ 1;�

N

2
+ 2;:::;

N

2
; :

Notice that the rung spins (sn;� n) in Fig. 1 com pose the n-th m agnetic (and

lattice)elem entary cell:thism ay beeasily observed by interchanging thesite spins

ofevery (say)even rung in Fig.1.

W eleave theFouriertransform ation ofH B asan exercise,and directly present

the resultin term softhe new operatorsak and bk:

H B = � 2
0rsS
2
+ H 0 + V

0

D M ; (12)

where

H 0 = 2S

X

k

�

0
�
a
y

k
ak + rsb

y

k
bk
�
+
p
rs
k

�
a
y

k
b
y

k
+ akbk

��
; (13)

V
0

D M = �
1

N

X

1� 4

�
34
12

�

2
1� 4a
y

3a2b
y

1b4+
p
rs
1+ 2� 4a

y

3b
y

2b
y

1b4+
1

p
rs

4a

y

3a2a1b4

�

: (14)

Here
k = J? =2+ cosk (
0 = J? =2+ 1),�
34
12 � �(k1+ k2� k3� k4)istheK ronecker

function,and we have introduced the abbreviations(k1;k2;k3;k4)� (1;2;3;4)for

the wave vectors.

In a standard spin-waveexpansion,1=s1 and 1=s2 aretreated assm allparam e-

ters,whereastheparam eterrs m ay beconsidered asa �xed num beroforderunity.

In such a perturbation schem e,itisconvenientto set1=S � 1=s2 and use 1=S as

a sm allparam eter.Thus,the �rstterm in (12){ the classicalground-state energy

{ is proportionalto S
2
,the LSW T Ham iltonian H 0 is m ultiplied by S,and the

spin-waveinteraction term V
0

D M hastheorderO (1).W eshallfollow a perturbation

schem ewherethediagonalterm sofV
0

D M ,i.e.term sproportionaltotheoccupation-

num ber operators a
y

k
ak and b

y

k
bk,are treated together with H 0 as a zeroth-order

Ham iltonian,whereastherestofV
0

D M istaken asa perturbation [9].Thisisa m ore

genericapproach becauseforsom ereasonsthespin-waveinteractionsm ay beweak

even in the extrem e quantum system swith 1=S = 2.
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2.3 Q uasiparticle R epresentation

In the next step,we diagonalize the quadratic Ham iltonian H 0,by using the Bo-

goliubov canonicaltransform ation to quasiparticle boson operators (�k and �k)

[3]:

ak = uk(�k � xk�
y

k
); bk = uk(�k � xk�

y

k
); u

2
k(1� x

2
k)= 1: (15)

It is a sim ple exercise to �nd the transform ation param eters uk and xk from

the condition which elim inates the o�-diagonalterm s� k�k appearing in H 0 after

the transform ation (15).The resultreads

uk =

r
1+ "k

2"k
; xk =

�k

1+ "k
; (16)

where

"k =
p
1� �2

k
; �k =

2
p
rs

rs + 1


k


0
: (17)

In som e applications,the quadratic Ham iltonian H 0 m ay include additionalferro-

m agnetic bilinear term s (such as a
y

k
bk) so thatthe actualdiagonalization is m ore

involved duetotheincreased num berofparam eters(16).Som ediagonalization tech-

niquesforsystem swith large num berofboson operatorsare presented in [11,28].

A quasiparticle representation ofthe quartic term s (14) requires m ore techni-

calwork.As m entioned above,it is instructive to pick up the quadratic diagonal

term s in V
0

D M and to treat them together with H 0 as a zeroth-order approxim a-

tion.A sim ple way to do this is based on the presentation ofV
0

D M as a sum of

norm al-ordered productsofboson quasiparticle operators.Apartfrom a constant,

the resulting expression forV
0

D M containsdiagonaland o�-diagonalquadratic op-

erator term s,and norm al-ordered quartic operator term s.W e leave asan exercise

thissim ple butsom ewhatcum bersom e procedure and give the �nalresultforH B

expressed in term softhe quasiparticle boson operators�k and �k:

H B = E 0 + H D + �V ; V = V2 + VD M ; � � 1: (18)

Here E 0 isthe ground-state energy ofthe ferrim agnetic state calculated up to

the orderO (1)in the standard 1=S expansion:

E 0

N
= � 2
0rsS

2
� 
0(1+ rs)

 

1�
1

N

X

k

"k

!

S + e1 + O

�
1

S

�

; (19)

where e1 = � 2(c
2
1 + c

2
2)� J? (c

2
1 + c

2
3)� (2c2 + J? c3)c1(rs + 1)r

� 1=2
s and

c1 = �
1

2
+

1

2N

X

k

1

"k
; c2 = �

1

2N

X

k

cosk
�k

"k
; c3 = �

1

2N

X

k

�k

"k
: (20)

H D is the quadratic Ham iltonian resulting from H 0 and the diagonalterm s

picked up from (14):

H D = 2S

X

k

h

!
(�)

k
�
y

k
�k + !

(� )

k
�
y

k
�k

i

; (21)

where up to O (1=S)the dressed dispersions read
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!
(�;� )

k
= 
0

�
rs + 1

2
"k �

rs � 1

2

�

+
g
�

k

2S
+ O

�
1

S2

�

(22)

where g
�

k
= (gk�k � d0)"

� 1=2

k
=2 � (rs � 1)(2c2 + c3J? )r

� 1=2
s =2, gk = 2c1(rs +

1)
kr
� 1=2
s + 4c2 cosk + 2c3J? ,d0 = 4c1
0 + (rs + 1)(2c2 + J? c3)r

� 1=2
s .

The functions !
(�;� )

k
without O (1=S) corrections will be referred to as bare

dispersions.

Finally,the quasiparticle interaction V includes two di�erent term s,i.e.the

two-boson interaction

V2 =

X

k

�
V

+

k �
y

k
�
y

k
+ V

�

k �k�k
�

(23)

de�ned by the vertex functions

V
�

k =
d0�k � gk

2"k
�
rs � 1
p
rs

c1
k ; (24)

and the quartic D yson{M aleev interaction

VD M = �
J

2N

X

1� 4

�
34
12

h

V
(1)

12;34�
y

1�
y

2�3�4 + 2V
(2)

12;34�
y

1�2�3�4 + 2V
(3)

12;34�
y

1�
y

2�
y

3�4

+ 4V
(4)

12;34�
y

1�3�
y

4�2 + 2V
(5)

12;34�
y

4�3�2�1 + 2V
(6)

12;34�
y

4�
y

3�
y

2�1

+ V
(7)

12;34�
y

1�
y

2�
y

3�
y

4 + V
(8)

12;34�1�2�3�4 + V
(9)

12;34�
y

4�
y

3�2�1

i

; (25)

de�ned by thevertex functionsV
(i)

12;34,i= 1;:::;9.W ehaveadopted thesym m etric

form ofvertex functions used in [17].The explicit form ofV
(i)

12;34 depends on the

concrete m odel.For the ladder m odel(1),the vertex functions m ay be obtained

from thoseoftheHeisenberg ferrim agneticchain [29],using theform alsubstitution

cosk 7� ! cosk + J? =2.

In the following we shalltreat the spin-wave interaction V as a sm allpertur-

bation to the diagonalHam iltonian E 0 + H D .To restore the standard 1=S series,

oneshould (i)usebaredispersion functions,and (ii)resum etheseriesin powersof

1=S.

3 Spin W ave A nalysis ofQ uasi-1D Ferrim agnets

In thisSect.weanalyzethem agnon spectrum and basicparam etersofthequantum

ferrim agnetic phase ofthe m odel(1),by using the developed spin-wave form alism

and the Rayleigh{Schr�odinger perturbation theory up to second order in �.The

SW T resultsare com pared with available D M RG and ED num ericalestim ates.

3.1 Linear Spin W ave A pproxim ations

In a standard linearspin-wave approxim ation we consideronly the �rsttwo term s

in (12),and discard V
0

D M as a next-order term in 1=S.This corresponds to the

�rsttwo term sin the expression forthe ground-state energy (19),and to the �rst

term in the expression for the quasiparticle dispersions (22).As a m atter offact,

by using the norm al-ordering procedure,we have already got even the next-order

term softhe expansionsin 1=S forthese quantities.
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M agnon Excitation Spectrum

The quadratic Ham iltonian H D de�nes two branches ofspin-wave excitations (�

and � m agnons)described by the dispersion functions!
(�;� )

k
in the �rstBrillouin

zone � � � k � � (see Fig.2).The excited states �
y

k
j0i (�

y

k
j0i) belong to the

subspacecharacterized by thequantum num berS
z
T = ST � 1 (S

z
T = ST + 1),where

ST = (s1 � s2)N .In the long wavelength lim it k � 1,the energies of� m agnons

E
(�)

k
have the Landau{Lifshitz form

E
(�)

k
� 2S!

(�)

k
=

%s

M 0

k
2
+ O (k

4
); (26)

where %s is the spin sti�ness constant [30].This form ofthe G oldstone m odes is

typicalforHeisenberg ferrom agnets,and re
ectsthefactthattheorderparam eter,

i.e.the ferrom agnetic m om ent,isitselfa constantofthe m otion.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
kao/

0

1

2

3

4
N=12 
N=10
N=8

Ek

Ek

J =1

J =0.1

⊥

⊥
(α)

(β)

π

J =1⊥

(1,1/2)

J =0.1⊥

Fig.2.M agnon excitation spectrum ofthe m ixed-spin ladder(s1;s2)= (1;
1

2
)for

interchain couplingsJ? = 0:1 and J? = 1.The dashed linesdisplay the energy of

� m agnonsE
(� )

k
related to the Ham iltonian H D .The solid linesshow the m agnon

spectra as obtained from the second-order approxim ation in V .The energy of�

m agnons related to (22) is not displayed,as it closely follows the respective solid

lines.The sym bolsindicate ED num ericalresults.The Figure istaken from [31].

The spin sti�ness constant %s as well as M 0 play a basic role in the low-

tem perature therm odynam ics [32].The param eter %s m ay be obtained from the

Landau{Lifshitz relation and (22):

%s

2s1s2
= 1�

1

S

�

c1
rs + 1

rs
+

c2
p
rs

�

+ O

�
1

S2

�

: (27)

The function E
(�)

k
exhibitsan additionalm inim um atthe zone boundary,so that

in the vicinity of� itreads

E
(�)

k
= �

(�)
� + const(� � k)

2
: (28)
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Here �
(�)
� is the excitation gap at the zone boundary.In the lim it J? ! 0,the

excitation gap �
(�)
� (/ J? )goesto zero.Forferrom agnetic couplingsJ? < 0,the

k = � m ode becom esunstable and producesglobalinstability ofthe ferrim agnetic

phase.

The function E
(� )

k
� 2S!

(� )

k
m ay be characterized by the spectralgaps �

(� )

0

(atk = 0)and �
(� )
� (atk = �).The expression for�

(� )

0 reads

�
(� )

0 = 2
0(s1 � s2)

�

1�
2c2 + c3J?

2S
0
p
rs

�

+ O

�
1

S

�

: (29)

For the (s1;s2) = (1;1
2
) chain (J? = 0), the last equations give the results

%s=2s1s2 = 0:761 and �
(� )

0 = 1:676,to be com pared with the results%s=2s1s2 = 1

and �
(� )

0 = 1 obtained in a standard linear approxim ation using the Ham iltonian

H 0 [33,34].A com parison with thenum ericalQ M C result�
(� )

0 = 1:759 [35]clearly

dem onstratestheim portanceofthe1=S correctionsto thedispersion functions(22)

in the extrem e quantum lim it.

Sum m arizing,it m ay be stated that the linear approxim ation { based on the

quadratic Ham iltonian H D { gives a good qualitative description ofthe m agnon

excitation spectrum ofthem odel(1).Thesam e conclusion isvalid fortheground-

state energy:Theexpression (19)hasbeen found to producean excellent�tto the

num ericalED resultsin a large intervalup to J? = 10 [31].

Sublattice M agnetizations

The on-site m agnetizations m A = hszni and m B = � h�zni are param eters ofthe

quantum ferrim agnetic phase which keep inform ation for the long-range spin cor-

relations.The sim ple LSW T results m A = s1 � c1 and m B = s2 � c1 show that

quantum spin 
uctuations reduce the classicalon-site m agnetizations already at

the levelofnon-interacting spin waves.H 0 producesthe sam e results.The ratio

s2 � mB

s2
=

c1

S
(30)

m ay be used asa m easure ofthe zero-pointm otion in the quantum ground state.

Thus,there appears to be a well-de�ned sem iclassicallim it S ! 1 where H 0 is

a su�ciently accurate approxim ation,provided c 1=S � 1.In this connection,it

seem ssurprising thatthe spin-wave seriesforthe S =
1

2
square-lattice Heisenberg

antiferrom agnet produces the excellent result m A = 0:3069(2) [36]{ the recent

stochastic-series Q M C estim ate is 0:3070(3) [37]{ in spite ofthe fact thatin this

case the param eterc1=S � 0:393 isnotsm all.Even m ore illum inating isthe (1;
1

2
)

ferrim agnetic chain:In spiteofthelarge param eterc1=S � 0:610,thesecond-order

SW T givesthepreciseresultm A = 0:79388 [38](D M RG estim ateism A = 0:79248

[39]).It is di�cult to explain the accuracy ofSW T in term s ofthe standard 1=S

series.However,as willbe shown below,the quasiparticle interaction V produces

num erically sm allcorrectionsto the principalzeroth-orderapproxim ation.

In the m ixed-spin m odel(1)there appears an im portant �rst-ordercorrection

to the sublattice m agnetizations which is connected to the quadratic interaction

V2.Let us go beyond the linear approxim ation and calculate the O (�) correction

to m A .The on-site m agnetization m B m ay be obtained from the exact relation
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0 1 2 3
J

0.78

0.80

0.82

0.84

0.86

(1,1/2)

⊥

m
A

Fig.3. O n-site m agnetization (sublattice A )ofthe (1;1
2
)ladderasa function of

the interchain coupling J? .The dashed and dashed-dotted linesdisplay the series

resultsup to �rstorderin 1=S (baredispersions)and V (dressed dispersions).The

solid line showsthe seriesresultup to second orderin V .The LanczosED results

for ladders with N = 12 rungs are denoted by open circles.The Figure is taken

from [31].

m A = s1 � s2 + m B resulting from the conservation law for the ferrom agnetic

m om ent.The expression ofm A in term sofquasiparticle operatorsreads

m A = s1 � c1 �
1

2N

X

k

h
1

"k
h�

y

k
�k + �

y

k
�ki�

�k

"k
h�

y

k
�
y

k
+ �

y

k
�
y

k
i

i

: (31)

Now we m ake use ofthe standard perturbation form ula

hÔ i
(1)

=

X

n6= 0

h0jV jnihnjÔ j0i

E 0 � En
+

X

n6= 0

hnjV j0ih0jÔ jni

E 0 � En
(32)

giving the �rst-ordercorrection in V ofhÔ i.Here Ô is an arbitrary operator and

h� � � im eansaquantum -m echanicalaverageovertheexactground state.Theform ula

is also valid in the case of non-Herm itian perturbations V .In our case, Ô is a

quadraticoperator,sothatthesum in (32)isrestricted tothetwo-boson eigenstates

jnki = �
y

k
�
y

k
j0i ofH D ,k being a wave vector from the �rst Brillouin zone.The

energies ofthese states are E k � E0 = 2S(!
(�)

k
+ !

(� )

k
).Finally,using the m atrix

elem ents

h0jV2jnki= V
(� )

k
; hnkjV2j0i= V

(+ )

k
; (33)

we getthe following resultform A calculated up to �rstorderin V :

m A = s1 � c1 �
1

4SN

X

k

�k

"k

V
(+ )

k
+ V

(� )

k

!
(�)

k
+ !

(� )

k

+ O (�
2
): (34)

To�nd thestandard 1=S correction tom A ,wehavetousein (34)thebaredispersion

functions.
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Figure3 showstheresultsform A ,asobtained from (34)by using thebareand

dressed dispersion functions(22).Itisseen thattheexpansion in 1=S givesa sm all

(unexpected)decrease ofm A in the vicinity ofJ? = 0,whereas the expansion in

V producesa correctqualitative resultin thislim it.The indicated problem ofthe

standard 1=S series probably resultsfrom enhanced 
uctuationsofthe individual

chain m agnetizations about the com m on quantization axis.Indeed,at the special

point J? = 0 the classicalground state acquires an additionaldegeneracy under

independent rotations ofthe chain ferrom agnetic m om ents.Thus,the quartic di-

agonalinteraction { included in H D { seem sto stabilize the com m on quantization

axisconnected to theglobalferrom agneticm om ent.W ehavean exam plewherethe

expansion in powersofV givesbetterresults.

A ntiferrom agnetic C hain

It is instructive to consider the antiferrom agnetic chain as a specialcase (s1 =

s2;J? = 0)ofthem ixed-spin m odel(1).Aftersom ealgebra,from (19)and (22)we

�nd the following sim pli�ed expressionsforthe ground-state energy (persite)

e0 = � S
2

h

1+
1

2S

�

1�
2

�

�i2
+ O

�
1

S

�

(35)

and the m agnon spectrum

!
(�;� )

k
�

E k

2S
=

h

1+
1

2S

�

1�
2

�

�i

jsinkj+ O

�
1

S2

�

(36)

ofthe antiferrom agnetic chain.For S = 1

2
,the standard LSW T gives the result

e0 = � 0:4317 which is close to Hulthen’s exact result � ln2 + 1=4 � � 0:443147

[40].It is an illum inating agreem ent,as the theory m ight have been expected to

failfor m agnetically disordered states.Notice,however,that the next-order ap-

proxim ation,i.e.e0 = � 0:4647,does not im prove the SW T result.This indicates

a poorconvergence ofthe 1=S expansion.W e can also check the series forS =
3

2
,

by using the num ericalresult e0 = � 2:82833(1) [41]based on D M RG estim ates

for�nite system sand the �nite-size correctionsto the energy,asderived from the

W ess-Zum ino-W itten theory [42].The �rsttwo term sin the series (35)for S =
3

2

give the resulte0 = � 2:79507.In thiscase,an inclusion ofthe next-orderterm in

(35)producesthe precise SW T resulte0 = � 2:82808.Thus,already forS =
3

2
the

spin-wave seriesshowsa good convergence.

Turningtothem agnon spectrum (36),we�nd thatforS = 1

2
SW T qualitatively

reproduces D es Cloizeaux and Pearson’s exact result for the one-m agnon triplet

excitation spectrum E k =
�

2
jsinkj[43].It is interesting that the 1=S correction

in (36) im proves the standard LSW T result for the spin-wave velocity (c = 1) to

the value c= 1:3634:the exactresultisc= �=2 � 1:5708.The m agnon spectrum

(36) is doubly degenerate and has the relativistic form E k = cjkj(cj� � kj) near

the pointk = 0 (k = �),to be com pared with the rigorous result where the spin-

wavestates,beingeigenstatesofspin 1,aretriply degenerate.Long-wavelength spin

wavescorrespond to stateswhere allregionsare locally in a N�eelground state but

the direction ofthe sublattice m agnetization m akeslong-wavelength rotations.

Using (20)and (30),we�nd thefollowing expression fortheon-sitem agnetiza-

tion in the antiferrom agnetic chain
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m = S � c1 = S +
1

2
�

1

2N

X

k

1

jsinkj
= � 1 : (37)

W eseethatin 1D thequantum correction isdivergentatsm allwavevectorsalready

in theleading LSW T approxim ation,no m atterhow large isS.Thisindicatesthat

theN�eelstate isdestabilized by quantum 
uctuations,so thattheconceptofspin-

wave expansion fails.

Finally,itisinstructivetocalculatethelong-wavelength behaviorofthecorrela-

tion function hsn� �n+ xi.UsingtheD yson{M aleev representation and (15),one�nds

hsn� �n+ xi= � S
2
+ 2Shanbn+ xi+ � � � wherehanbn+ xi= � (1=2N )

P

k
(cosk=jsinkj)exp(ikx).

Thus,in the lim itx � 1 one obtains

hsn � �n+ xi= � S
2

h

1�
1

�S
lnx + O

�
1

S2

�i

: (38)

This indicates that in the sem iclassicallim it S ! 1 the antiferrom agnetic chain

isordered atexponentially large scales� ’ a0 exp(�S)[44].Here we have restored

the lattice spacing a0.

3.2 Spin W ave Interactions

W e have already discussed som e e�ects ofthe quasiparticle interaction V ,by cal-

culating the �rst-order correction to the sublattice m agnetizations m A and m B .

Notice thatO (�)correctionsto the ground-state energy (19)aswellasto the dis-

persion functions(22)donotappear.Indeed,itiseasy toseethatthecorresponding

m atrix elem entsh0jV j0i and hnkjV jnki(jnki= �
y

k
j0i,or�

y

k
j0i)vanish asa result

ofthe norm alordering ofV .It willbe shown below that the O (�
2
) corrections

lead to furtherim provem entofthespin-waveresults.To thatend,weconsidertwo

exam ples,i.e.the ground-state energy E 0 and the dispersion function !
(�)

k
.The

reader is referred to the originalliterature for sim ilar calculations concerning the

param etersm A ,%s [31],and �
(� )

0 [29].

The calculationsm ay be perform ed within the standard perturbation form ula

E
(2)

i =

X

j6= i

hijV jjihjjV jii

E i� Ej
(39)

givingthesecond-ordercorrection in V totheeigenvalueE i oftheeigenstatejiiofa

non-perturbed Ham iltonian.In ourcase,thezeroth-orderHam iltonian isE 0 + H D ,

and theperturbation V isgiven by (12).Thesum in (39)runsovertheeigenstates

ofH D .

Second-O rder C orrections to E 0

W econsidercorrectionsto thevacuum statejii� j0i,so thattheenergy Ei � E0 is

given by (19).There aretwo typesofO (�
2
)correctionsto E 0 which are connected

with the interactionsV2 and VD M .

First,we proceed with the quadratic interaction V2.Itiseasily seen thatonly

the states jji � jnki = �
y

k
�
y

k
j0i produce non-zero m atrix elem ents in (39).The

dom inator for these two-boson states reads E 0 � Ek = � 2S(!
(�)

k
+ !

(� )

k
),where
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!
(�;� )

k
are de�ned by (22).Using the above results and (33),we get the following

correction to the ground-state energy (19)com ing from V2:

E
(2)

0

0

= �
1

2S

X

k

V
(+ )

k
V

(� )

k

!
(�)

k
+ !

(� )

k

: (40)

Next,we considerthe D yson{M aleev interaction VD M .Looking atthe explicit

expression ofVD M (25),we �nd thatonly the term with thevertex function V
(7)

12;34

(V
(8)

12;34)doesnotannihilate the vacuum state j0i(h0j).Thus,the sum in (39)runs

over the four-boson eigenstates j1234i = (2!2!)
� 1=2

�
y

k1
�
y

k2
�
y

k3
�
y

k4
j0i.The related

m atrix elem entsread

h1234jVD M j0i= �
1

N
V

(7)

12;34�
34
12 ; h0jVD M j1234i= �

1

N
V

(8)

43;12�
34
12 :

Using theseexpressions,we�nd thefollowing correction to theground-stateenergy

resulting from VD M :

E
(2)

0

00

= �
1

2S

1

N 2

X

1� 4

�
34
12

V
(8)

43;12V
(7)

12;34

!
(�)

1 + !
(�)

2 + !
(� )

3 + !
(� )

4

: (41)

Notice thatthe second-ordercorrection to E 0 in powersof1=S isthe sum ofE
(2)

0

0

and E
(2)

0

00

butcalculated with the bare dispersion functions.

Second-O rder C orrections to !
(� )

k

Now weareinterested in perturbationsto theone-m agnon statesjii� jki= �
y

k
j0i.

The calculations m ay be perform ed by following the m ethod already used for E 0.

Since we are treating an excited eigenstate,there appearnew typesofcorrections

connected to thevertex functionsV
(2)

12;34 and V
(3)

12;34.These term sm ay bepredicted,

e.g.by drawing the diagram s shown in Fig.4.Notice thatthe graphicalrepresen-

tation ofthe vertex functions in Fig.4 is connected to the quasiparticle operator

form sofV2 (23)and VD M (25).Theinterested readerisreferred to theoriginallit-

erature(see,e.g.[9,17,45])wherethisdiagram techniqueisexplained in detail.W e

leave these sim ple calculations as an exercise,and directly presentthe expression

forthe second-ordercorrectionsto !
(�)

k
:

�!
(�)

k
= �

1

(2S)2

"

V
(+ )

k
V

(� )

k

!
(�)

k
+ !

(� )

k

�
2

N

X

p

V
(+ )
p V

(2)

kp;pk
+ V

(� )
p V

(3)

kp;pk

!
(�)
p + !

(� )
p

+
2

N 2

X

2� 4

�
34
k2

 
V

(8)

43;2k
V

(7)

k2;34

!
(�)

k
+ !

(�)

2 + !
(� )

3 + !
(� )

4

+
V

(3)

43;2k
V

(2)

k2;34

� !
(�)

k
+ !

(� )

2 + !
(�)

3 + !
(�)

4

!#

: (42)

It is interesting to note that the vertex functions V
(� )

k
,V

(2)

kp;pk
,V

(3)

kp;pk
,V

(8)

43;2k
,

and V
(3)

43;2k
vanish atthe zone centerk = 0

1
,so thatthe gaplessstructure of!

(�)

k

is preserved separately by each ofthe second-order corrections in (42).Thus,we

have an exam ple dem onstrating som e ofthe good features ofthe D yson{M aleev

form alism .

1
Analyticalpropertiesofthe vertex functionshave been studied in [46]
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Fig.4. Second-orderself-energy diagram sgiving thecorrectionsto thedispersion

function !
(�)

k
.Solid and dashed linesrepresent,respectively,the bare propagators

for� and � m agnons.The Figure istaken from [29].

3.3 C om parison w ith N um ericalR esults

W e have already presented in Figs. 2 and 3 second-order SW T results for the

dispersion functions!
(�;� )

k
and the on-site m agnetization m A ofthe (1;1

2
)ladder.

The com parison shows that the SW T dispersion functions closely follow the ED

data in thewhole Brillouin zone.Forinstance,theSW T resultforthegap �
(� )

0 at

J? = 0:1 di�ersby lessthan 0:5% from theED estim ate.Turning to m A ,we�nd a

precision higherthan 0:3% in thewholeinterval0 � J? � 3.Theseareillum inating

results,as in the considered system the perturbation param eter 1=S = 2 is large.

To understand these results,let us consider,e.g.the � series for the spectralgap

�
(� )

0 ofthe (1;
1

2
)chain [29]:

�
(� )

0

2(s1 � s2)
= 1:6756�

0
+ 0:1095�

2
� 0:0107�

3
+ O (�

4
):

Although 1=S = 2,we see thatthe quasiparticle interaction V introducesnum eri-

cally sm allcorrectionsto the zeroth-orderapproxim ation H D .

Table 1. Spin-wave results for the param eters e0 = E 0=N , m A , and � 0 =

�
(� )

0 =2(s1 � s2) ofdi�erent (s1;s2) Heisenberg chains calculated,respectively,up

to the orders1=S,1=S
2
,and 1=S

3
.The SW T resultsare com pared with available

D M RG estim ateswhich are,respectively,denoted by �e0, �m A [39],and �� 0 [47].

(s1;s2) e0 �e0 m A �m A � 0
�� 0

�
1;1

2

�
-1.45432 -1.45408 0.79388 0.79248 1.7744 1.76

�
3

2
;1
�

-3.86321 -3.86192 1.14617 1.14427 1.6381 1.63
�
3

2
;
1

2

�
-1.96699 -1.96727 1.35666 1.35742 1.4217 1.42�

2;1
2

�
-2.47414 1.88984 1.2938 1.29
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Finally,in Table 1 we have collected SW T results for di�erent ferrim agnetic

chains.Itisinteresting to note thateven in the extrem e quantum cases(1;
1

2
)and

(
3

2
;1),deviations from the D M RG estim ates are less than 0:03% for the energy

and 0:2% for the on-site m agnetization.M oreover,it is seen that the increase of

rs = s1=s2 { keeping s2 =
1

2
�xed { leadsto a rapid im provem entofthe1=S series.

TheaboveresultssuggestthattheHeisenberg ferrim agnetic chainsand laddersare

exam plesoflow-dim ensionalquantum spin system swhere the spin-wave approach

isan e�ective theoreticaltool.

4 A pplications to 2D H eisenberg A ntiferrom agnets

In thisSect.wesurvey recentapplicationsofthespin-waveapproach to 2D Heisen-

bergspin system s,theem phasisbeingon theground-stateparam etersofthesquare-

and triangular-lattice Heisenberg antiferrom agnets.W eshallskip m ostofthetech-

nicaldetails,as the discussed spin-wave form alism actually does not depend on

the space dim ension.As already m entioned,for the last decade SW T has been

found to produce surprisingly accurate results for the ground-state param eters of

the square-lattice Heisenberg antiferrom agnet even in the extrem e quantum lim it

S = 1

2
.Below wecollecttheseresultsand com parethem with recentQ M C num eri-

calestim ates.Astothetriangularantiferrom agnet,itseem sto bea rareexam pleof

m agnetically frustrated spin system where the spin-wave expansion ise�ective.In

thiscase,we also give som e technicaldetails concerning the spin-wave expansion,

asitincludessom e new issuesresulting from thecoplanararrangem entofclassical

spins.

4.1 Square-Lattice A ntiferrom agnet

The square-lattice S =
1

2
Heisenberg antiferrom agnet { being a sim ple and rather

generalm odeltodescribetheundoped copper-oxidem aterials{hasreceived agreat

dealofinterestforthelastdecade.Now itiswidely accepted thattheground state

ofthe m odelischaracterized by antiferrom agnetic long-rage order.Thus,the role

ofquantum spin 
uctuationsisrestricted to reduction ofthesublattice m agnetiza-

tion from itsclassicalvalue
1

2
by about39% .

2
In a sem inalwork by Chakravarty,

Halperin,and Nelson [48]{ using therenorm alization-group approach to study the

quantum non-linear� m odelin 2+ 1 space-tim edim ension { ithasbeen shown that

in the so-called renorm alized classicalregim e kB T � �s the therm odynam ic prop-

erties ofthe 2D quantum Heisenberg antiferrom agnet are dom inated by m agnon

excitations,so thattheleading and next-to-leading correctionsin kB T=�s arefully

controlled by threephysicalparam eters,i.ethespin sti�nessconstant�s,
3
thespin-

wavevelocity c,and theon-sitem agnetization m ,calculated atT = 0(seealso[49]).

2
Com pare with thereduction ofabout42% oftheclassicalon-sitem agnetization
1

2
in the (1;

1

2
)ferrim agnetic chain (see Table 1).

3
Thisquantity,m easuring the response ofthe system to an in�nitesim altwistof

thespinsaround an axisperpendicularto thedirection ofthebroken sym m etry,

should notbeconfused with thespin sti�nessconstantoftheferrom agneticstate

%s connected to the Landau{Lifshitz relation (26).
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M oreover,ithasbeen argued thatthe discussed universaltherm odynam ic proper-

tiesappearforarbitrary kB T=�s,provided that0 < �s � J and kB T � J,J being

the nearest-neighborexchange constant[50].

Thequantities�s,and cappearasinputparam etersin thequantum non-linear

� m odelde�ned by the Lagrangian density

L =
�s

2c2

�
@n

@t

�2

�
�s

2

"
�
@n

@x

�2

+

�
@n

@y

� 2
#

; (43)

where the vector staggered �eld n = n(t;x;y) satis�es the non-linear constraint

n
2
= 1.Thism odelm ay beintroduced using argum entsbased on generalgrounds:

Aslong asthe continuousO (3)sym m etry isspontaneously broken,the sym m etry

oftheproblem requiresthattheinteraction oftheG oldstonem odes,i.e.spin waves,

ofthe system in the long-wavelength lim it be described by this m odelregardless

ofthe details ofthe m acroscopic Ham iltonian and the value ofthe spin.For the

square-lattice antiferrom agnet,close to k = (0;0)and (�;�)them agnon spectrum

takesthe relativistic form s E k = cjkjand j� � kj,c being the spin-wave velocity.

Ifwe expand n as (1;�1;�2),where the �i are sm allcom pared to unity,then the

equations ofm otion following from (43) show that there are two m odes both of

which have the dispersion E k = cjkj,as expected.Ifwe expand the Lagrangian

to higher orders in �i,we �nd that there are interactions between the spin waves

whose strength isproportionalto c=�s,which isoforder1=S.W e thussee thatall

the param eters appearing in (43) can be determ ined by SW T.Com pared to the

standard 1=S expansion,thehydrodynam icapproach ism oregenericin two points,

i.e.(i) it is applicable to m agnetically disordered phases,and (ii) it m ay lead to

non-perturbativeresultswhich arebeyond thereach ofSW T (see,e.g.[51,52,53]).

G round-state param etersofthe S = 1

2
square-lattice Heisenberg antiferrom ag-

nethavebeen studied in greatdetailusing a variety oftechniques,including SW T,

Q M C,and series expansions [15].An early Q M C study by Reger and Young [54]

indicated thatthe SW T givesa good quantitative description ofthe ground state.

Seriesexpansionsaround the Ising lim itperform ed by Singh [55,56]found the re-

sults �s � 0:18J and c � 1:7J,both in good agreem entwith the �rst-orderSW T

[6].Lateron,higher-ordercalculationsdem onstrated thatthe second-ordercorrec-

tionsin 1=S totheparam eters�s,cand m aresm all{ even in theextrem equantum

lim itS =
1

2
{ and im provetheSW T results.Forinstance { using both theD yson{

M aleev and Holstein{Prim ako� form alism s up to second orderin 1=S { Ham eret

al.calculated the ground-state energy E 0=N and the sublattice m agnetization m

[36].Both form alism s were shown to give identicalresults closely approxim ating

previousseries estim ates[57].D i�erentscienti�c groupshave presented consistent

second-order SW T results for the spin-wave velocity c [58,59,60],the uniform

transverse susceptibility �? [59,61]and the spin sti�ness constant�s
4
[59,61].In

Table 2 we have collected som e ofthese results,dem onstrating an excellentagree-

m ent with recent high-precision num ericalestim ates [37]obtained by using the

stochastic seriesexpansion Q M C m ethod forL � L latticeswith L up to 16.

Theaccuracy ofSW T m ay beunderstood in term softhespin-waveinteraction

V .Indeed,letusconsiderthe 1=S seriesform [36]

4
The reported third-orderSW T resultforthisparam eteris0.1750(1)[61].
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Table 2. Second-orderSW T resultsfortheground-stateenergy persitee0 = E 0=N

[36],the on-site m agnetization m [36,59],the spin-wave velocity c [59,60],the

uniform transverse susceptibility �? [59,61],and the spin sti�ness constant �s

[59,61]ofthe S = 1

2
square-lattice Heisenberg antiferrom agnet.The SW T results

arecom pared torecentstochasticseriesexpansion Q M C estim atesforL� L lattices

with L up to 16 [37].The seriesrisults fore0,m and �? are taken from [62],and

thosefor�s and c{ from [61].The�guresin parenthesesshow theerrorsin thelast

signi�cant�gure.�h = a0 = J = 1.

Q uantity SW T Q M C Series

� e0 0.669494(4) 0.669437(5) 0.6693(1)

m 0.3069(1) 0.3070(3) 0.307(1)

c 1.66802(3) 1.673(7) 1.655(12)

�? 0.06291(1) 0.0625(9) 0.0659(10)

�s 0.180978 0.175(2) 0.182(5)

m = S � 0:1966019 +
0:003464

(2S)2
+ O

�
1

S3

�

: (44)

For S = 1

2
,the related series in powers of � sim ply reads m = 0:3033981�

0
+

0:003464�
2
+ O (�3),so that the spin-wave interaction V introduces num erically

sm allcorrections to the leading approxim ation.The sam e conclusion is valid for

the otherparam eters.

4.2 Triangular-Lattice A ntiferrom agnet

The Heisenberg antiferrom agnet on a triangular lattice with nearest-neighbor ex-

change interactionsisa typicalexam ple ofstrongly frustrated spin m odel.
5

Aftera long period ofintensive studies{ see,e.g.[64]and referencestherein {

itisnow widely accepted thattheclassicalcoplanarground statesurvivesquantum


uctuations.Thisstate m ay be represented by the ansatz

sr

S
= ẑ cos(qM � r)+̂x sin(qM � r); (45)

where qM = (
4�

3
;0) is the wave vector ofthe m agnetic pattern, x̂ ? ẑ are unit

coordinate vectorsin the spin space,and r runson the lattice sites.Asusual,the

lattice spacing a0 is set to unity.The classicalspins lay in the (x;z) plane,and

pointin three di�erentdirectionsso thatthe angle
2�

3
issettled between any pair

ofspinsin the elem entary triangle (sa;sb;sc).

In perform ing the 1=S expansion about non-collinear reference states such as

(45), one faces som e novelties which will be discussed in the rem ainder of this

Sect.O ne ofthem concerns the num ber ofboson �elds needed to keep track of

the whole m agnon spectrum .Thisisan im portantpracticalissue,ashigher-order

spin-wave expansions involving m ore than two boson �elds are,as a rule,techni-

cally intractable.In the generalcase,this num bershould be equalto the num ber

5
Fora recentreview on frustrated quantum m agnets,see [63].
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ofspins in the m agnetic elem entary cell,so that for the m agnetic structure (45)

we would need three boson �elds.However,in severalspecialcases we can trans-

form the non-collinear m agnetic structures into a ferrom agnetic con�guration by

applying a uniform twiston the coordinate fram e.These specialsystem shave the

property thattheirm agnon spectrum hasno gapsattheboundariesofthereduced

m agnetic Brillouin zone connected to the m agnetic pattern.The triangular-lattice

antiferrom agnet ful�lls this rule,so that we m ay describe the system by a single

boson �eld,as in the ferrom agnetic case.In the rem ainder ofthis Sect.we shall

follow thisapproach [65].

To that end,let us rotate the spin coordinate fram e about the y axis by the

angle �
rr

0 = qM � (r � r
0

)forany pairofneighboring spins(sr;sr0),in accord to

the reference state (45).In the localreference fram e,the Heisenberg Ham iltonian

acquiresthe form

H =

X

(r;r
0
)

h

cos�
rr

0

�
s
x
rs

x

r
0+ s

z
rs

z

r
0

�
+ sin�

rr
0

�
s
z
rs

x

r
0� s

x
rs

z

r
0

�
+ s

y
rs

y

r
0

i

; (46)

wherethesum runsoverallpairsofnearest-neighborsitesofthetriangularlattice.

Next,using theHolstein{Prim ako� transform ation (4)
6
and theproceduresde-

scribed in Sect.2,we �nd the following boson representation for(46)

H B = �
3

2
S
2
N + 3S

X

k

h

A ka
y

k
ak +

B k

2

�
a
y

k
a
y

� k
+ aka� k

�i

+ V ; (47)

A k = 1+ �k=2,B k = � 3�k=2,and �k =
1

3
[coskx + 2cos(kx=2)cos(

p
3ky=2)].Here

and in therem ainderofthisSect.,k takesN valuesfrom the�rstBrillouin zoneof

the triangularlattice.

Up to quartic anharm onic term s,the expansion ofthe square rootin (46)pro-

ducesthe following spin-wave interaction V = V3 + V4,where

V3 = i

r
S

2

3

2
p
N

X

1� 3

(�1 + �2)(a
y

1a
y

2a3 � a
y

3a2a1); (48)

V4 = �
3

16N

X

1� 4

h

�
(1)

12;34a
y

1a
y

2a3a4 + �
(2)

123(a
y

1a
y

2a
y

3a4 + a
y

4a3a2a1)

i

; (49)

�k =
1

3
[sinkx � 2sin(kx=2)cos(

p
3ky=2)],�

(1)

12;34 = 4�1� 3 + 4�2� 3 + �1 + �2 + �3 + �4,

and �
(2)

123 = � 2(�1 + �2 + �3).Forsim plicity,in thelastexpressionswehaveom itted

the K ronecker � function,and have used the abbreviations for the wave vectors

introduced in Sect.2.2.

A novelty hereisthetripleboson interaction V3 = O (S1=2
),which istypicalfor

system s exhibiting non-collinear m agnetic patterns.W e shallsee below that such

kind ofinteractionscom plicate the calculation ofhigher-order1=S corrections.

6
The choice ofthetransform ation isa m atterofconvenience,asthe�nalresults

{ atleastto second orderin 1=S { are independentoftheboson representation.
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Linear Spin W ave A pproxim ation

In a standard LSW T,we discard V and diagonalize the quadratic partof(47)by

the Bogoliubov transform ation ak = uk(�k � xk�
y

� k
).The param etersuk and xk

are de�ned by (16) and (17),butin thiscase �k = � 3�k=(2+ �k).The diagonal-

ization yields the free-quasiparticle Ham iltonian H 0 = 3S
P

k
!k�

y

k
�k,where the

dispersion function

E k � 3S!k = 3S
p
(1� �k)(1+ 2�k) (50)

gives the m agnon energies in a LSW T approxim ation,to be com pared with the

m agnon spectrum resultingfrom theapproach usingthreeboson �elds[66].Itiseasy

to check thatthedispersion function (50)exhibitsthreezero m odes,asitshould be

sincetheHam iltonian sym m etry O (3)iscom pletely broken by them agneticpattern

(45).Two ofthese m odesare atthe ordering wave vectorsk = � qM ,whereasthe

third zero m ode at k = 0 describes soft 
uctuations ofthe totalm agnetization.

Expanding about the zero m odes,we �nd the following expressions for the spin-

wave velocities[67]

c0? � c� qM =

�
3

2

�3=2

S ; c0k � ck= 0 =
3
p
3

2
S : (51)

Letusnow calculate the on-site m agnetization m = hs
z
ri= S � ha

y
rari.Using

theBogoliubov transform ation,we�nd forthedensity ofparticlesha
y

k
aki= � 1=2+

1=(2"k),so thatthe LSW T resultform reads[66]

m = S +
1

2
�

1

2N

X

k

1
p
1� �2

k

= S � 0:2613: (52)

For S =
1

2
,the LSW T result is m = 0:2387.Since the reported leading 1=S

correction to m issm alland positive
7
,thereisa cleardisagreem entwith therecent

Q M C estim ate m = 0:20(6)[69].

Spin W ave Interactions

Here we considerasan exam ple the calculation of1=S corrections to the m agnon

spectrum (50).Therearetwo di�erenttypesofcorrectionsrelated to thespin-wave

interactionsV3 and V4 in (48).Turning to V4,notice thatwe have already learned

(Sect.2.3) that the required correction m ay be obtained by expressing V4 as a

sum ofnorm alproducts ofquasiparticle operators:the diagonalquadratic term s

give the required 1=S correction to the spectrum .However,in severalcases we

are notinterested in the quasiparticle representation ofV4.Then,itispossible to

follow another way by decoupling the quartic operator products in V4.Actually,

this procedure takes into account the so-called one-loop diagram s, and m ay be

perform ed within a form alsubstitution oftheoperatorproducts,such asa
y

1a
y

2a3a4,

by the following sum overallthe non-zero pairboson correlators

7
W e are aware oftwo such calculations reporting,however,som ewhat di�erent

corrections,i.e.0:0055=S [68]and 0:00135=S [65].
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a
y

1a
y

2a3a4 7� !
X

pair

�
ha

y

1a
y

2ia3a4 + a
y

1a
y

2ha3a4i� ha
y

1a
y

2iha3a4i
�
: (53)

Assuggested by thequadraticform in (47),therearetwotypesofboson correlators,

i.e.ha
y

1a2iand ha1a2i= ha
y

1a
y

2i,contributingin (53).Theconstantterm sin (53)give

�rst-ordercorrections to the ground state energy,whereas the quadratic operator

productsrenorm alize the coe�cients A k and B k in (47).Thus,the interaction V4

renorm alizesthe bare dispersion function !k to

�!k =
p

�A 2
k
� �B 2

k
; (54)

where the new coe�cients �A k and �B k can be expressed in the form
8

�A k = A k

�

1+
a1

2S

�

+
a2

2S
; �B k = B k

�

1+
b1

2S

�

+
b2

2S
:

An analysisof(54)indicatesthattherenorm alized spectrum stillpreservesthe

zero m ode at k = 0,but at the sam e tim e acquires non-physicalgaps at k =

� qM .The reason forsuch kind ofbehaviorofthe SW T isconnected with the fact

thatwe haveom itted the1=S correctionsresulting from V3.Indeed,the spin-wave

interaction V3 has the order O (S1=2
),so that a sim ple power counting indicates

that1=S correctionsto !k appearin thesecond-orderoftheperturbation theory in

V3.W eshallskip the detailsofthiscalculation,asitm ay be perform ed entirely in

thefram ework ofthem ethod presented in Sect.2.Nam ely,oneshould expressV3 in

term sofquasiparticle operators,and then apply the generalperturbation form ula

(32) for the interaction V3,by using the dressed dispersions (54).As a m atter of

fact,aswe are interested in correctionsup to 1=S,we can use the bare dispersion

function (50).The �nalresult ofthis calculation shows that the 1=S correction

resulting from V3 exactly vanishesthe gap (produced by V4),so thatthe structure

ofm agnon spectrum (50){containingthreezerom odes{ispreserved in theleading

�rst-orderapproxim ation [70].Based on therenorm alized dispersion,thefollowing

expressionsforthe spin-wave velocities(51)have been reported [65]:

ck = c0k

�

1�
0:115

2S

�

; c? = c0?

�

1+
0:083

2S

�

:

Notice that the 1=S corrections dim inish the ratio ck=c? from the LSW T result

1:41 tothevalue1:16.Theseexpressionsindicatethattheleading correctionstothe

m agnon spectrum arenum erically sm alleven in thecase S =
1

2
.G ood convergence

has been found also for the 1=S series ofthe m agnetic susceptibilities �? and �k

[71,72]which appearasparam etersofthe m agnetic susceptibility tensor[73]

��� = �? ��� + (�k � �? )y� )y� :

Here ŷ isa unitvectordirected perpendicularto thebasal(x;z)planeoftheplanar

m agnetic structure.

Sum m arizing,the available SW T results point towards a good convergence of

theperturbativespin-waveseriesin thetriangular-latticeHeisenberg antiferrom ag-

net.This is rem arkable,as the spin-wave expansion m ight have been expected to

failforstrongly frustrated m agnetic system s.

8
Forbrevity,hereweom ittheexpressionsfortheconstantsa1,a2,b1,and b2 [65].
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5 M odi�ed Spin W ave T heories

Here we consider som e m odi�cations of the standard spin-wave theory allowing

for an analysis ofm agnetically disordered phases.These m ay appear either as a

result ofquantum 
uctuations { a classicalexam ple being the spin-S Heisenberg

antiferrom agneticchain discussed in Sect.3.1 { ordueto therm al
uctuations,asin

1D and 2D Heisenberg m agnetswith short-rangeisotropicinteractions[14].Forthe

antiferrom agnetic chain,we have indicated thatthe failure ofSW T arises already

in the linear spin-wave approxim ation as a divergency in the boson-occupation

num bersni = ha
y

i
aii= 1 im plying hszii= � 1 .In�nitenum berofspin wavesalso

appearsatT > 0,when the T = 0 m agnetic phasesoflow-dim ensionalHeisenberg

system sdo notsurvive therm al
uctuations.Actually,the occupation num bersni

should not exceed 2S { as dictated by the spin algebra { and the m agnetization

should bezero,asrequired by thesym m etry ofthephases.In therem ainderofthis

Sect.we discuss m odi�cations ofthe SW T based on ad hoc constraints im posing

�xed num berofbosons.

The�rstgeneralized spin-wavetheory ofthiskind hasbeen form ulated by Taka-

hashito study the low-T therm odynam icsof1D and 2D Heisenberg ferrom agnets

[74,75].Takahashi’sidea wasto supplem entthe standard SW T ofHeisenberg fer-

rom agnetswith the constraintim posing zero ferrom agnetic m om entatT > 0:

M =

NX

n= 1

hs
z
ni= SN �

X

k

ha
y

k
aki= 0: (55)

D ependingon thecontext,in therem ainderofthisSect.hAim eanstheexpectation

value ofthe operator A at T = 0 or T > 0.Q uite surprisingly,it was found an

excellentagreem entwith the Bethe-ansatz low-tem perature expansionsofthe free

energy and m agnetic susceptibility forthe S = 1

2
Heisenberg ferrom agnetic chain.

Sim ilar extensions ofSW T have been suggested for Heisenberg antiferrom agnets

both atT = 0 [76,77]and atT > 0 [78,79],by using thesam econstraintequation

(55) but for the sublattice m agnetization.Below we discuss som e applications of

the m odi�ed SW T to low-dim ensionalHeisenberg antiferrom agnetsboth atT = 0

and at�nite tem peratures.

5.1 Square-Lattice A ntiferrom agnet at Finite T

Using theD yson{M aleev transform ations(9)and (10),theboson Ham iltonian H
0

B

ofthe square-lattice antiferrom agnetreads

H
0

B = �
N

2
JzS

2
+

X

k

�
A k(a

y

k
ak + b

y

k
bk)+ B k(a

y

k
b
y

k
+ akbk)

�
+ V

0

D M ; (56)

whereas the constraint equation for the totalsublattice m agnetization takes the

form X

k

ha
y

k
ak + b

y

k
bki= SN : (57)

The wave vector k runs in the sm all (m agnetic) Brillouin zone jkx � kyj � �

containing N =2 points.A k = JSz,B k = JSz
k,
k =
1

2
(coskx + cosky),and z = 4

isthe lattice coordination num ber.
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In essence,the constraint equation (57) introduces an e�ective cut-o� for un-

physicalstates [80].To see this,let us consider the S =
1

2
system .According to

(57),the average num berof,say,the� m agnonsisN =4,whereasthetotalnum ber

ofone-m agnon statesin the m agnetic Brillouin zone isN =2.Thus,afterintroduc-

ing the constraint(57),thee�ective num berofallowed statesin theboson Hilbert

space is
�

(N =2)!

(N =4)!(N =4)!

�2

�
4

�

2
N

N
;

so thatwith logarithm ic accuracy the correctdim ension 2
N
isrestored.

To im plem ent the constraint equation in the theory,we introduce,as usual,

a chem ical potential � for the boson �elds, i.e. instead of H
0

B we consider the

Ham iltonian

H B = H
0

B � �

X

k

(a
y

k
ak + b

y

k
bk); (58)

where � is�xed by the constraintequation (57).Notice thatthe introduction ofa

chem icalpotentialsim ply renorm alizesthecoe�cientA k ! A k � � so thatwe can

apply the form alism from Sect.2 withoutany changes.

UsingtheBogoliubov transform ation (15)with theparam eter�k = JzS
k=(JzS�

�),one �ndsthe following quasiparticle representation ofH B (see,e.g.[17])

H B = E 0 + H D + VD M ; (59)

whereE 0 istheground-stateenergy calculated up to �rst-orderoftheperturbation

theory in 1=S:

E 0 = �
N

2
zJS

2

�

1+
r

2S

�2
; r= 1�

2

N

X

k

p
1� �2

k
: (60)

Aswe know from Sect.2.3,the free-quasiparticle Ham iltonian

H D =

X

k

E k(�
y

k
�k + �

y

k
�k) (61)

includes the diagonalquadratic term s resulting from V
0

D M ,so that the m agnon

energiesE k are calculated up to �rst-ordercorrectionsin 1=S:

E k = JzS

�

1+
r

2S

�p
1� �2

k
: (62)

Here the factorr=2S isO guchi’scorrection to the m agnon spectrum [6].

W e want to treat the spin-wave interaction up to �rst order in the 1=S per-

turbation theory,so thatthe D yson{M aleev interaction VD M willbe discarder.It

isim portantto notice thathere the o�-diagonalquadratic interaction V2 doesnot

appear,as dictated by the sublattice interchange sym m etry.This m eans that the

lowest-ordercorrectionsto thesublattice m agnetization m havetheorderO (S
� 2
),

see the series (44), so that the constraint equation (57) calculated in a LSW T

approxim ation can be safety used atthislevel.

Turning to the m agnon spectrum (62),we see that the chem icalpotentialin-

troducesa spectralgap � so thatclose to the zone centerthe excitation spectrum

acquiresthe relativistic form
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E k =

p
� 2 + c2k2 ; c=

JzS
p
2

�

1+
r

2S

�

; (63)

where� = 2c(� �=JzS)
1=2

and cisthespin-wavevelocity calculated up to �rstor-

derin 1=S.Using thestandard expression forfreebosonsnk = h�
y

k
�ki= h�

y

k
�ki=

[exp(� Ek=kB T)� 1]
� 1
,the constraintequation (57)takesthe form

S +
1

2
=

1

N

X

k

1
p
1� �2

k

coth
E k

kB T
: (64)

Atlow T,the m ain contributionsin the lastsum com e from sm allwave vectorsso

that,using (63),the gap equation (64)yields

� =
c

�
= 2Tarcsinh

h
1

2
exp

�

�
2��s

kB T

�i

: (65)

Here �s is the T = 0 spin sti�ness constant calculated up to �rst order in 1=S,

and � isthespin correlation length.Thisresultexactly reproducesthesaddle-point

equation in the 1=N expansion of the O (N ) nonlinear � m odelin 2 + 1 space-

tim e dim ensions(see,e.g.[81]).Itiswellknown that(65)describesthree di�erent

regim es,i.e.(i) the renorm alized classical,(ii) the quantum critical,and (iii) the

quantum disordered regim es[53].

As an exam ple,we consider the renorm alized classicalregim e de�ned by the

condition kB T � �s.In thiscase,the last equation yields the following result for

the correlation length

� �
c

T
exp

�
2��s

kB T

�

: (66)

This coincides with the one-loop approxim ation ofthe 2 + 1 nonlinear � m odel

[48].Asiswellknown,ata two-loop leveltheT dependencein thepre-exponential

factordisappears,whereasthe exponentargum entdoesnotchange.

Finally,letuscalculatetheleadingtem peraturecorrection totheinternalenergy

U = hH B i.The expression forU reads

U = E 0 +

X

k

E k

�

coth
E k

kB T
� 1

�

: (67)

Using (63),aftersom e algebra one �ndsthe following result:

U = E 0 +
2�(3)N

�c2
T
3
: (68)

Here�(x)istheRiem ann zetafunction.Theabovetem peraturecorrection describes

thecontribution from twozerom odes,i.e.k = (0;0)and k = (�;�),and reproduces

the expected universalbehaviorknown from the 2+ 1 nonlinear � m odeland the

chiralperturbation theory [49,82].

5.2 A pplications to Finite-Size System s

The m odi�ed SW T can also be applied to �nite-size system s [76,77].This opens

an opportunity directly to com pare SW T results with �nite-size num ericaldata.
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As is known,the standard SW T is not applicable to �nite system s due to diver-

gences related to the G oldstone zero m odes.Actually,the divergency com es from

the Bogoliubov transform ation (15)which isnotde�ned forthese m odes.

Turning to the exam ple from Sect.5.1,notice that in the in�nite system the

chem icalpotential� goesto zero asT ! 0.AtT = 0 theconstraintequation takes

the form

S +
1

2
�

2

N
p
1� �20

�
1

N

X

k6= 0

1
p
1� �2

k

= 0: (69)

Herewehaveselected thecontribution from thetwozerom odesatk = (0;0)having

S
z
= � 1.

According to (69),on a �nite lattice the param eter �0 = JzS=(JzS � �) is

lessthan unity,so thatthe divergencesassociated with the zero m odesdisappear.

The constraint(69)takesinto accountthe factthatin �nite system sthere are no

spontaneously broken continuoussym m etries.

To �nd the staggered m agnetization m appearing in the therm odynam ic lim it

ofthe 2D system ,we calculate the antiferrom agnetic structure factor S(�;�) for

large N :

m
2
(N )=

2

N
S(�;�)=

4

(1� �20)N
2
+

1

N 2

X

k6= 0

1+ �
2
k

1� �2
k

; (70)

where we have again selected the contribution from the zero m odes.

In the large-N lim it,the lastsum transform sinto an integralwhich is/ lnN ,

so thatthe m ain contribution com esfrom the �rstterm in (70).Thus,we �nd the

relation

m
2
= lim

N ! 1

4

(1� �20)N
2
: (71)

Equation (69)inducesa gap in the m agnon spectrum which isde�ned by � =

c
p
2(1� �20).Using (71) and the notations from Sect.5.1,we �nd the following

resultforthe m agnon excitation gap in the large-N lim it

� =
c
2

�sL2
: (72)

L = N
1=2

is the linear size in a square geom etry.The last expression reproduces

the resultfor� obtained by otherm ethods[83,84,49].

Finally,let us return to the Heisenberg antiferrom agnetic chain discussed in

Sec.3.1,this tim e using the m odi�ed SW T [79].W e have seen that in 1D the

expression for the staggered m agnetization (37) contained an infrared divergency

indicating thatthe m agnetic orderisdestabilized by quantum 
uctuations.Using

the concept ofthe m odi�ed theory,we can resolve the problem by replacing (37)

with the constraintequation

S +
1

2
=

1

N

X

k

1
p
1� �20 cos

2 k
=

K (�0)

�
; (73)

where K (�0)isthe com plete elliptic integralofthe �rstkind.

Since K (�0)� �=2,the gap equation (73)hasa solution forarbitrary S.How-

ever,theconstraintintroducesan excitation gap,sothatthediscussed theory m akes

senseonly forintegerS.To�nd thegap,wem ay useforsm all(1� �
2
0)

1=2
theasym p-

totic resultK (�0)= ln4(1� �
2
0)

� 1=2
,so thatthe excitation gap reads
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� � c exp(� �S): (74)

Here c isthe spin-wave velocity ofthe antiferrom agnetic chain (36).The obtained

gap hasthe asym ptotic form � � S exp(� �S),to be com pared with Haldane’sre-

sult� � S
2
exp(� �S)obtained from the�-m odelm apping[85,86].Itisrem arkable

thatthesim plem odi�ed SW T iscapbleto reproducetheasym ptoticexpression for

the Haldane gap.

6 C oncluding R em arks

W ehavesurveyed thespin-wavetechniqueand itstypicalapplicationstoHeisenberg

m agneticsystem sin restricted geom etries.In m ostofthecasestheSW T resultswere

com pared with theavailablenum ericalestim ates.Asaresult,thesystem aticlarge-S

techniquehasbeen found to givevery accuratedescription ofthezero-tem perature

param eters and m agnon excitation spectra ofa num beroflow-dim ensionalquan-

tum spin m odels,such astheHeisenberg antiferrom agneton squareand triangular

latticesand variousquasi-one-dim ensionalm ixed-spin Heisenberg system sexhibit-

ing ferrim agnetic ground states.Presented analysis ofthe asym ptotic series up to

second order in the param eter 1=S im plies that in these system s the spin-wave

interaction introduces num erically sm allcorrections to the principalapproxim a-

tion,even in the extrem e quantum lim it S =
1

2
.Thus,indicated e�ectiveness of

thespin-wavetechnique{ asapplied to m agneticsystem swith sm allspin quantum

num bersand in restricted geom etries{ m ay beattributed to theobserved weakness

ofspin-wave interactions.

Theauthorsthank J.Richterand U.Schollw�ock fortheircollaborationsin this

�eld,and S.Sachdev,A.W .Sandvik,and Z.W eihong for the perm ission to use

theirresults.Thiswork wassupported by the D eutsche Forschungsgem einschaft.
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