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Sum m ary. In the last decade it has been proven that the standard spin-wave
theory was able to provide accurate zero-tem perature resuls for a num ber of low —
din ensional H eisenberg soin system s. In this chapter we introduce the m ain ingre—
dients of the spin-w ave technique using as a working m odel the tw o-leg m ixed-spin
ferrim agnetic Jadder and the D yson{M aleev boson fom alisn up to second order in
the spin-wave Interaction. In the rem ainder, we survey typical applications in low —
space din ensionality as well as som e recent m odi cations of the theory adm itting
a quantitative analysis In m agnetically disordered phases. T he presented spin-w ave
results are com pared w ith available num erical estin ates.

1 Introduction

The spin-wave theory is probably one of the m ost powerful tools ever used in
the theory ofm agnetism . O riginally proposed by B loch [J:, :Z] and Holstein and
P rim ako [B- ] as a theory of the ferrom agnetr: state, It was later extended for the
antiferrom agnetic N eel state by A nderson [4] 'Kubo [5] and O guchi [6] D yson’s
profound analysis of spin-w ave interactions _.,-§] dem onstrated that spin wavesm ay
be used to obtain asym ptotic expansions for the them odynam ic finctions of the
H eisenberg fenom 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 various them odynam ic properties of antiferrom agnetic insulators.
It should be noticed that the basis of the spin-w ave theory (SW T ) for antiferro—
m agnets ism uch less established than for ferrom agnets. The D yson{M aleev trans—
form ation [10 ] gives a correspondence betw een any operator de ned on the H ibert
space of the spin system and an operator on the boson H ibert space. Evaliating
the required averages for the B ose system , we necessarily m ake tw o approxin ations.
F irst, we expand these quantities, by using a perturbation form alisn in which the
unperturbed H am iltonian is quadratic in boson operators and the perturbation is
the rem aining quartic interaction . Second, we neglect the pro fction operator in the
averages, w hich takes into account the so-called kinem atic interactions by canceling
the boson states w ith m ore than 2S bosons per lattice site, S being the spin quan—
tum num ber of the lattice spin. In the ferrom agnetic case, D yson has argued that
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these approxim ations would lead to resultswhich are asym ptotically correct at low
tem peratures (T) to allorders in T . In the antiferrom agnetic case, the situation is
Jess settled due to the zero-point m otion, ie. quantum spin uctuations in the Neel
state. In principle, onem ay suspect that there are errors in the perturbation theory
even at zero T . The sam e problem appears In the Holstein{P rim ako form alism
E_Zq*]. W e refer the J_ntergste_d reader to the original papers cited above as well as to
the m onographs [Z_LZE, :_lg:, gé] for details conceming this problem . In principle, the
spin-wave approach is less e ective for low -din ensional quantum spin system s, as
quantum spin uctuations typically increase in reduced space din ensions O ) and
for am all spin quantum num bers S .M oreover, since at nite T them al uctuations
com pletely destroy the m agnetic Jong-range order in 1D and 2D H eisenberg m odels
w ith isotropic short-range interactions [14], in such cases the conventional SW T
com pletely fAails.

In view of the m entioned drawbacks of SW T, it seem s surprising that for the
last decade the standard spin-wave approach has been found to give very accu—
rate description of the zero-tem perature physics of a num ber of low -din ensional
soin m odels, the best example being the S = % H eisenberg antiferrom agnet on a
square lattice [13]. P robably, another good exam pl is the m ixed-spin H eisenbery
c_thh describing a large class of recently synthesized quasilD m olecular m agnets
Ll@] (cf. Chap. 4). The follow ing analysis reveals som e comm on features of these
exam ples, the m ost In portant being the weakness (In a sense) of spin-wave inter—
actions. Fortunately, in low -space dim ensions m any num erical techniques { such
as the quantum M onte C arlo m ethod QM C), the exact num erical diagonalization
(ED ), and the density-m atrix renom alization group m ethod OM RG) { are m ore
e ective, so that the discussed draw backs ofthe spin-w ave analysism ay be partially
reduced by a direct com bination w ith num ericalm ethods.

A goalofthe present review is to sum m arize typical applications and som e re—
cent developm ents of the spin-wave approach related to low -din ensional quantum
soin system s. T he spin-w ave technique is presented in the follow ing Sect., using the
m ixed-spin Heisenberg ladder as a working m odel and the D yson{M aleev boson
form alism . D ue to the asym ptotic character of spin-w ave serdes, the calculation up
to second order in the spin-w ave Interaction is a reasonable approxin ation form ost
of the applications at zero T . A s far as at this level perturbative corrections can
easily be calculated in the fram ework of the R ayligh {Schrodinger theory, we w ill
r'lf)t_cpnsjder in detail perturbation techniques based on m agnon G reen’s fiinctions
[, 17]. Typical applications of the spin-wave form alisn in Jow-din ensional spin
system s are presented in Sects. 3 and 4. In particular, Sect. 3 involves an analy—
sis of the param eters of the quantum ferrim agnetic phase In m ixed-soin quasi-1D
m odels, such as the (s1;s2) Heisenberg chain.The SW T results are com pared w ith
available DM RG and ED num erical estin ates. Section 4 collects basic SW T re—
sults conceming 2D H eisenberg antiferrom agnets. Som e recent m odi cations of the
SW T { adm itting a quantitative analysis in m agnetically disordered phases { are
presented in Sect. 5. Section 6 contains concliding rem arks.

2 Dyson{M aleev Form alism

In this Sect.we describe the form alapparatus ofthe SW T .W e choose as a working
m odel the m ixed-spin H eisenberg ladder (Fjg.l_]:) de ned by the H am ilttonian



Spin W ave A nalysis of H eisenberg M agnets in R estricted G eom etries 3
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where the ndex n (= 1; ;N ) labels the rungs of the lJadder, and N is an even
Integer. The ladder is com posed of two types of spins (sn, n ) characterized by
the spin quantum numbers s; and s; (s1 > sz):sn2 = h231 (s1 + 1) and n2 =
h%s, (s2 + 1). In the Pllow Ing text we use the notation rg g=s; > 1, and set

h= 1and ag = 1, ap being the lattice spacing along the ladder.
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Fig. 1. M ixed-spin Heisenberg ladder com posed of two types of site spins. The
arrow s show one ofthe c]assjcalgrolin_nd states for J, > 0, de ned by the orientation
ofthe ferrom agneticm omentM = :Z 1 6o+ n).The Intrachain couplingJ = 1.

It is worth noticing that the m odel ('_L') is not purely academ ic. For instance,
recently published experin ental work on bim etallic quasilD m olecular m agnets
(cf. Chap. 4) In plies that the m agnetic properties of these m ixed-spin com pounds
are basically descrbed by the Heisenberg spin m odel w ith antiferrom agnetically
coupled nearest-neighbor localized spins. T he Jadder structure in Fjg.:}: reproduces,
in particular, arrangem ents of the M n (s; = 2) and the Cu (s; = %) m agnetic
atom s along the a axis in the com pounds M nCu (pbaOH) H20)s (EbaOH = 2{

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

2. ClassicalR eference State

The rststep in constructing a spin-wave expansion isto nd the low est-energy clas-
sical spin con gurations of the related classicalm odel. A s a rule, this is a straight—
forw ard task, apart from som e m agnetic m odels w ith com petjgg Interactions which
m ay exhibit com plicated non-collinear soin states (see, eg. [L9]). Another serious
problem at this stage m ay be related to a m acroscopic degeneracy of the classical
ground state, a typicalexam pl being the H eisenbergm odelon a kagom e lattice (cf.
Chap. 3) which exhdbits a m agnetically disordered ground state. Further analysis
ofthe problem involves quantum uctuations and the so-called order—from -disorder
phenom enon [_2(_)|, 2]:!]

Tuming to our m odel 6'3:), it is easy to see that the required reference state
for J, > 0 is a ferrin agnetic spin con guration where the s, spins are ordented
In a given direction, and the , spinspoint In the opposite direction (see Fig. :l:) .
T he state is degenerate under arbirary rotations (as a whole) in the spin space.
Onemay pick up a reference state by introducing a sm all staggered eld, say, for
the s, spins.W e can actually get m ore inform ation even in the quantum case, by
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using the Lieb (M attis theorem forbipartite lattices R3].F irst, the theorem predicts
that the quantum ground state belongs to a subspace w ith the totalspin quantum
num ber (S; $)N , ie. or J, > 0 the system has a ferrim agnetic ground state
characterized by the ferrom agneticm om ent persite M g = (s1 % )=2.Second, the
theoram states that the energies of the ground states E (St ) characterized by the
totalspin quantum num bers St N (g ) are arranged as follow s

E (St + 1)>E (St): )

N otice that the classical and quantum ferrim agnetic ground states have one and
the sam e m agnetization M o, but otherw ise they are di erent because the clas-
sical ground state is not an eigenstate of the quantum m odel @:). The quan-
tum ferrim agnetic state is RN (s; 3) + 1P degenerate, since the z com —
ponent of the total spin { being a good quantum number { takes the values

N (g 3); N (3 s)+ 1; iN (8).This quantum m agnetic phase m ay
also be characterized by the follow ing sublattice m agnetizations

X X

1
mopa = l’lsnl mB=N— hnl; (3)

n=1 n=1

1
N

w here the sym bolh im eansa quantum -m echanicalaverage over the ground state.
W e shall lJater see that quantum spin uctuations reduce the classical sublattice
m agnetizations s; and sz, but the m agnetic long-range order is preserved, ie.
ma;mp 6 0.
In the region J, < 0 the situation is di erent, ie. the lowest-energy spin con-—

guration is the N eel antiferrom 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, ie. St = 0 and M o = 0. Therefore, it m ay be gener-
ally expected a m agnemca]ly disordered phase, te.m a;m s = 0, as the isotropic
H eisenberg m odel (L) is de ned on a bipartite 1D lattice (see, eg. [:2_3‘ In tem s
ofthe SW T thiswould m ean that the classical antiferrom agnetic state is swept out
by quantum uctuations, so that the concept of the spin-wave expansion does not
work at all.

2.2 Boson H am iltonian

Now we describe the second step In constructing the spin-wave expansion, te. the
transform ation of (L) to a boson Ham iltonian. The m ost popular boson represen—
tation of spin operators has been suggested by H olstein a_ald P rim ako B] O ther
Lls_‘eﬁ,ll representations }_'Layg been devised by Schw inger R4], M alkev EQ V illain
R3], and G oldhirsch 6, 271.

W e start by de ning the Holstein{P rin ako representation for the spins s,

r__ r__
Y Y
., P— al a, P— ap an
s, = 2s1 1 an ; s, = 2s1a 1
n n n
281 2s1

iss=s1 dan; @)

wheres, = sf ¢ and s; isthe spin quantum number. a, and a! are annihilation
and creation boson operators satisfying the com m utation relations
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Boian 1= nmi Bnjan 1= Bnjay 1= 0: (5)

1
U sing the last equations, it is easy to show that the operators de ned by ('(_j) satisfy
the com m utation relations for spin operators

Baisal=2st; Brisal= s ; 6)

and the equation si = 51 (51 + 1). The operators a, and a) act in the in nite—
din ensionalboson H ibert space spanned by the orthonom albasis states

@)"* @3)"? DY
Niingiiing ) = —p———=01—1); 0
nyhyliiing !
wheren; (= 0;1;:::;1 ) is the occupation num ber of site i. T he reference vacuum

state ) is de ned by the relations a;P) = 0 (for 8 1)
Tt is possbl to rationalize the square roots in (4) by the M aleev sim ilarity
transform ation

i
il
N
=
Il
N

ala ala
a, 7! 1 2= an; a 7! 4 1 2= : @®)
2s1 2s;

This transform ation is not umi:ary, but preserves the num ber operator ala, as
well as the com m utation relations di) w ithin the physm]]y relevant H ibert space
s 2g for8 i).A pplying the last transform ation to d4 ),wegettheD yson{M aleev
boson representation

st =p2_51(l dan=2s1)an; s, =p2_sla§r' si=s  dan: ©)
N ote that the operators s, in this representation are not H emm itian conjigate in the
boson space d so that in the general case they w ill generate non-H emm itian H am ik
tonians. T reatm ent of such H am iltonians requires som e care, but it seem sthat { at
Jeast up to second order in the spin-wave interaction { this does not cause serious
problem s.M ore problem atic is the relation between physicaland unphysical states.
The latter appear in the exact Holstein {P rin ako representation as well, as any
actualcalculation requires truncation of the asym ptotic square-root series.D yson’s
m ethod E_'f.] elin inates the unphysicalboson states by a projction operator giving
zero on these states. In practice, however, we are enforced to elin inate this opera—
tor. A salready m entioned, this is the basic approxim ation of SW T .A sa wholg, the
D yson{M aleev form alisn hasm any advantages if one needs to go beyond the linear
spin-wave theory (LSW T) within a perturbation schem e. T his is because the inter-
actions between spin waves are better handled so that the unphysical singularities
caused by the long-wavelength spin waves cancel out.
To continue, we w rite a representation sim ilar to dj&l) for the spins ,, by using
anew sst ofboson elds (o, n= 1;:::5;N ):

.= pstbf; 1 Ho=2s2); n = pstbn; n= s+thQb: 10
b, andy, satisfy the sam e com m utation relations (‘,5‘) and are supposed to com m ute
w ith the set ofa bosons. H ere the reference state Jschosen in the opposite direction,
n accord W]th the c]assralspm con guration In Fig. iL.

U sing a‘j) and {_lO), we can nd the boson in age of any function of spin op—
erators. In particular, we are interested In the boson representation of the spin
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H am iltonian (:l:), which we denote by H g . For the purposes of SW T, it is instruc-
tive to express Hg in tem s of the Fourder transform s ax and by of the boson
operators a, and by, by using the unitary Fourier transfom ations

1 X 1 X
an=Pp= e 'a; bh=p= e b a1
N N
k k
and the dentity
i ot K9n _ -
N kk? -

n=1
It m ay be veri ed that this transform ation is canonical, by show ing that the new
operators ax and bk obey a set of com m utation relations identicalto Ci';) . The wave
vectors k In the last expressions are de ned in the rst Brillouin zone:
2 N N N
k=N—l; 1= E+ 1; E+ 2;:::;3;:

N otice that the rung spins (sn; o) In Fig. :_L: com pose the n-th m agnetic (and
lattice) elem entary cell: thism ay be easily observed by interchanging the site spins
ofevery (say) even rung in Fjg.:'::.

W e leave the Fourier transfom ation ofH 5 as an exercise, and directly present
the resul in term s of the new operators axy and b :

0

Hp = 205S°+Ho+ Vpy ; (12)

where X o
Ho= 28 0 ajax + rshbe + s x ajl + axbe 13)

k
0 l X 34 v p— Y 1 y
Vpu = N_ 12 21 4a3a2ﬁb4+ s 1+2 4a3b§b>l'b4+ Pr— 4a3a2a1b4 1 (14)
1 4 s

Here = J, =2+ cosk (o= J, =2+ 1), f;‘ ki+ ks k k) istheK ronecker
flinction, and we have introduced the abbreviations (ki ;kz;ks;ks) (1;2;3;4) or

the wave vectors.

In a standard spin-wave expansion, 1=s; and 1=s; are treated as sn allparam e~
ters, w hereas the param eter rs m ay be considered asa xed num ber of order unity.
In such a perturbation schem e, it is oonvem;ept to set 1=S 1= and use 1=S as
a sm all param eter. Thus, the rst term in (l2) { the classical ground-state energy
{ is proportional to S?, the LSW T Ham iltonian H, is muliplied by S, and the
soin-wave interaction tem VDOM hastheorderO (1).W e shallollow a perturbation
schem e w here the diagonaltem s ofVD0 v s le.tem sproportionalto the occupation—
num ber operators a; axy and b by, are treated together with Ho as a zeroth-order
H am iltonian, w hereas the rest ofVDOM is taken as a perturbation I[9']. Thisisamore
generic approach because for som e reasons the spin-w ave interactionsm ay be weak
even in the extrem e quantum system swih 1=S = 2.
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2.3 Quasiparticle R epresentation

In the next step, we diagonalize the quadratic H am ittonian H o, by using the Bo-

go]jubov canonical transform ation to quasiparticle boson operators ( x and )
1

Bl:

ar=uw (x % )i be=w(x = 0); ui@ $£)=1: (15)

It is a sin ple exercise to nd the transform ation param eters ux and xx from
the condition which elin inates the o diagonaltem s x x appearing in H,o after
the transfom ation (13).The result reads

r
1+ " k
Uy = g T T 16)
where
w12, _ZE 7)
8 k! . s+ 1 o )

In som e applications, the quadratic H am iltonian H ¢ m ay include additional ferro—
m agnetic bilinear term s (such as aih() so that the_ag:tual diagonalization is m ore
involved due to the ncreased num berofparam eters (1 8) . Som e diagonalization tech—
nigques for system s w ith Jarge num ber of boson operators are presented in f1,28].

A quasiparticle representation of the quartic tem s {14) requires m ore techni-
calwork. Aos m entioned above, i is instructive to pick up the quadratic diagonal
tem s In V y, and to treat them together with Hy as a zemth—o%der approxin a—
tion. A sinple way to do this is based on the presentation ofV,, as a sum of
nom alordered products of bcgson quasiparticle operators. A part from a constant,
the resulting expression for V,,, contains diagonal and o -diagonal quadratic op—
erator temm s, and nom alordered quartic operator tem s. W e leave as an exercise
this sin ple but som ew hat cum bersom e procedure and give the nalresult forH g
expressed In tem s of the quasiparticle boson operators x and x:

Hg =Eo+ Hp + V; V=Vy+ Vpum ; 1: (18)

Here E( is the ground-state energy of the ferrin agnetic state calculated up to
the order O (1) in the standard 1=S expansion:

Eo 2 1 X
— = 2 0rsS ol+ ) 1 — " S+e+0 — ; (19)
N N
k
wheree; = 2@+ &) & E+ &) Qe+ J» 3)a (s + 1)rs T2 and
1, 1 X 3 1 X Lk 1 X, 20)
= -+ — — o= — cosk—; = — —:
a7 327 2T 0N ST ooy "
k k k

Hp is the quadratic Ham iltonian resulting from H, and the diagonal tem s
picked up from (L4):

Hp = 28 R A DA (1)

where up to O (1=S) the dressed dispersions read
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y G r5+1"k Is 1 g_k+o i
2 2 258 s?

@2)

where g, = (G x @)". =2 @ 1DEe+ad)n =2, g = 2a (6 +
1) s "+ 4oy cosk+ 20305 ,do = 4oy o+ @+ 1) QRo+ Joc)rs

The functions !k( * ) without O (1=S) corrections w ill be referred to as kare
dispersions.

Finally, the quasiparticle Interaction V inclides two di erent tem s, ie. the
two-boson interaction

Vs = Vi ok ort Ve ok ok 23)

de ned by the vertex functions

d x & rs 1
Vy = o L a ki (24)

and the quartic D yson{M aleev interaction

X
J 34 (1)
B v vy (2) y (3) Yy Y Y
Vou = 2N 12 Vigza 12 3 a4t Vi 12 3 4 2Vipn 1 2 3 4
14

4) % (5) y (6) Yy v ¥y
4V12;34 13 4 2+ 2V12 34 2 3 2 1% 2V12 i34 4 3 2 1
1

+

(9)
4+ Viga, 1321 3 25)

+
<

12;34 1 2 3

de ned by the vertex ﬁmc‘r.m:)nsv12 34,1— 1;:::;9.W ehave adopted the sym m etric

form of vertex functions used in [._L? The explicit form ofV12 .34 depends on the
concrete m odel. For the Jadder m odel (L) the vgr_tex functions m ay be obtained
from those ofthe H eisenberg ferrin agnetic chain 9], using the fom alsubstitution
cosk 7! cosk+ & =2.

In the llow ng we shall treat the spin-wave interaction V as a an all pertur-
bation to the diagonal H am iltonian E¢ + Hp . To restore the standard 1=S series,
one should (i) use bare dispersion fiinctions, and (i) resum e the series in pow ers of
1=S.

3 Spin W ave A nalysis of Quasi-lD Ferrim agnets

In this Sect.we analyze them agnon spectrum and basic param eters of the quantum
ferrim agnetic phase of the m odel (:1) by using the developed spin-wave form alian
and the R ayleigh {Schrodinger perturbation theory up to second order in . The
SW T results are com pared w ith available DM RG and ED num erical estim ates.

3.1 Linear Spin W ave A pproxim ations

Ina sta.ndard linear spm—wave approxin ation we consider only the rsttwo tem s
n QZ), and discard VD v as a nextorder term in 1=S. This oorresponds to the

rst two temm s in the expression for the ground-state energy Cl9u and to the rst
tem in the expression for the quasiparticle dispersions @% . A s am atter of fact,
by using the nom alordering procedure, we have already got even the next-order
temm s of the expansions in 1=S for these quantities.
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M agnon E xcitation Spectrum

The quadratic Ham iltonian Hp de nes two branches of spin-wave excitations (

and m agnons) described by the dispersion functions !k( ") i the rstBrillouin

zone k (see Fjgr_.: 2). The excited states Pi ( | Pi) belng to the

subspace characterized by the quantum numberS% = St 1 (Sf = St + 1), where

St = (s1 3)N . In the Iong wavelength 1 it k 1, the energies of m agnons
' have the Landau {Lifshitz form

B 2s1'= 217+ 0h; 26)
M o

where %5 is the spin sti ness constant [:3_(3] This form of the G oldstone m odes is

typical for H eisenberg ferrom agnets, and re ects the fact that the order param eter,

ie. the ferrom agnetic m om ent, is itself a constant of the m otion.

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 10
kaol T

Fig. 2.M agnon excitation spectrum of the m ixed-spin Jadder (s1;s2) = (1;%) for

interchain couplings J; = 0:1 and J, = 1. The dashed lines display the energy of
m agnons Ek( ' related to the Ham iltonian Hp . The solid lines show them agnon

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

m agnons related to QZ is not displayed, as it closely ©llow s the respective ¢ SOl'Id

lines. T he sym bols indicate ED num erical resuls. T he F igure is taken from 131!

The spin sti ness constant % 5s as well as M o play a basic role in the low-—
tem perature them odynam ics BZA The param eter %s m ay be obtained from the
Landau{Lifshitz relation and @%)

%s 1 s+ 1 [ 1
=1 = g="—4+p= +0 — : @7)
2515, S rs Ts sS2

T he function Ek( ) exhbits an additionalm inimum at the zone boundary, so that
in the vicinity of it reads

el = ()+const( kf: (28)
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Here '’ is the excitation gap at the zone boundary. In the lim i J, ! 0, the
excitation gap o (/ J, ) goes to zero. For ferrom agnetic couplings J; < 0, the
k= mode becom es unstable and produces global instability of the ferrin agnetic
phase.

T he function Ek(
()

) ()

2S !}i "'m ay be characterized by the spectralgaps
)

@t k= 0) and (@t k= ).The expression for é reads
2 + C3J?
=206 s8) 1 Z=—s=—" +0 = ©9)
2S 0o Is S
For the (s1;s2) = (1;%) chain (J, = 0), the last equations give the resuls
%$s=2815, = 0:761 and é ) = 1676, to be com pared w ith the results $s=2s15, = 1
and é ) = 1 obtained in a standard linear approxim ation using the H am iltonian

Ho éé,iﬂé_}].A com parison w ith the num ericalQM C result é )= 1759 éB:]c]ea_r‘y

dem onstrates the in portance ofthe 1=S corrections to the dispersion functions @22)
iIn the extrem e quantum I it.

Sum m arizing, it m ay be stated that the linear approxin ation { based on the
quadratic H am iltonian Hp { g:ive§ a good qualitative description of the m agnon
excitation spectrum of the m odel (_]:) . The sam e conclusion is valid for the ground-
state energy : T he expression (19) hasbeen fund to produce an excellent t to the
num erical ED results in a Jarge intervalup to J. = 10 BIl.

Sublattice M agnetizations

The on-site m agnetizations ma = hs!i and ms = h’i are param eters of the
quantum ferrim agnetic phase which keep Inform ation for the long-range spin cor—
relations. The sinple LSW T resultsma = s g andmg = S @ show that
quantum spin uctuations reduce the classical on-site m agnetizations already at
the level of non-interacting spin waves. H o produces the sam e resuls. T he ratio
2.2 (30)
S2 S
m ay be used as a m easure of the zero-point m otion in the quantum ground state.
T hus, there appears to be a wellde ned sem iclassical Imit S ! 1 where H is
a su ciently accurate approxim ation, provided c 1=S 1. In this connection, it
seam s surprising that the spin-wave series for the S = % square—]ai:;jce H eisenberg
antiferrom agnet produces the excellent resu]l:_m a = 0:3069(Q2) @@] { the recent
stochasticseries QM C estim ate is 03070 (3) B7] { In spite of the fact that in this
case the param eter ¢; =S 0:393 isnot am all. Even m ore illum inating is the (1;%)
ferrim agnetic chain: In spite of the large param eter ¢ =S 0610, the second-order
S_V\l T gives the precise resultm o = 0:79388 @Q] OMRG estin ate ism 5 = 0:79248
E?]) . It isdi cul to explain the accuracy of SW T in tem s of the standard 1=S
series. H owever, as w ill be shown below , the quasiparticle interaction V produces
num erically sn all corrections to the principal zeroth-order approxim ation .

In the m ixed-spin m odel ('_L') there appears an in portant rst-order correction
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 ma . The on-site m agnetization m g m ay be obtained from the exact relation
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0.86

Fig. 3. On-site m agnetization (sublattice A ) of the (1;%) ladder as a function of
the interchain coupling J, . T he dashed and dashed-dotted lines display the series
results up to rst order in 1=S (bare dispersions) and V (dressed dispersions).The
solid line show s the serdes result up to second order in V . The Lanczos ED results
for ladders with N = 12 rungs are denoted by open circles. T he F igure is taken
from Bl

ma = S 3 + mp resulting from the conservation law for the ferrom agnetic
mom ent. The expression ofm » In tem s of quasiparticle operators reads
1 X by i
. Kk .
N —h{ «+ [ ki —h{ {+ [Ji: (31)
. k k

ma = 81 Q

Now wem ake use of the standard perturbation form ula

Oy pimFPi ¥ my Do ni
Eo En EO En
n€ 0 né 0

it = 32)

giving the rst-order correction n V of nSi.Here § is an arbitrary operator and
h im eansa quantum -m echanicalaverage over the exact ground state.T he form ula
is also valid in the case of non-Hem itian perturbations V. In our case, ¢ isa
quadratic operator, so that the sum in (@32) is restricted to the tw o-boson eigenstates
fixi= | JPiofHp, k being a wave vector from the rst Brillbuin zone. The
energies of these states are E ¢ Ep = 28 (!k( L !k( )). Finally, using the m atrix
elem ents

V2 hei=v,' ' i pi=v,"; 33)
we get the follow ing result form » calculated up to rstorderin V :

) : (34)

To ndthe standard 1=S correction tom » ,wehavetouse in @é) thebare dispersion
fiinctions.
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Figure :_il show s the resu]ts_fprm a , as obtained from é4:) by using the bare and
dressed dispersion functions 2). It is seen that the expansion in 1=S givesa sm all
(unexpected) decrease of m , In the vicinity of J; = 0, whereas the expansion In
V produces a correct qualitative result in this lim it. T he indicated problem of the
standard 1=S series probably results from enhanced uctuations of the individual
chain m agnetizations about the com m on quantization axis. Indeed, at the special
point J; = 0 the classical ground state acquires an additional degeneracy under
Independent rotations of the chain ferrom agnetic m om ents. T hus, the quartic di-
agonal interaction { lncluded In Hp { seem s to stabilize the com m on quantization
axis connected to the global ferrom agnetic m om ent.W e have an exam ple where the
expansion in powers of V gives better resuls.

A ntiferrom agnetic C hain

It is Instructive to consider the antiferrom agnetic chain as a speCJal case (51 =
s2;J, = 0) ofthem ixed-soin m odel (:]1 .A fter som e algebra, from QQ ) and {22:) we
nd the follow ng sim pli ed expressions for the ground-state energy (per site)

by 2 12 1
eg= S 1+ — 1 - +0 = (35)
2S S
and the m agnon spectrum
(i Ex h1+1 1 21"k'+o = (36)
! — = — — sin —
k 25 25 J J s2?

of the antiferrom agnetic chain. For S = %, the standard LSW T gives the result
& = 0:4317 which is close to Hulthen’s exact resut 2+ 1=4 0:443147
[fl(:i]. It is an illum inating agreem ent, as the theory m ight have been expected to
fail or m agnetically disordered states. N otice, however, that the next-order ap—
proxin ation, ie. ey = 0:4647, does not In prove the SW T resul. This lndicates
a poor convergence of the 1=S expansion.W e can also check the series for S = %,
by using the num erical resul e = 2:82833(1) :L4_l] based on DM RG estin ates
or nite system s and the nitessize corrections to the energy, as derived from the
W essZum InoW itten theory [42]. The rst two temm s In the serdes (33) or s = %
g_jsze the resul ey = 2:79507. In this case, an inclusion of the next-order term in
(33) produces the precise SW T result e = 2:82808. Thus, already or s = % the
spin-w ave series show s a good convergence.

Tuming to them agnon spectrum (36),we ndthatfors = % SW T qualitatively
reproduces D es C loizeaux and Pearson’s exact result for the one-m agnon triplet
excji:altjon spectrum Ex = 5 Jjsinkj §3]. It is interesting that the 1=S correction
in @Q) In proves the standard LSW T resul for the spin-wave velocity (c= 1) to

the value c = 1:3634: the exact result isc= =2 1:5708. The m agnon spectrum
(36) is doubly degenerate and has the relativistic form Ex = ckJ (€] kJ near
thepointk = 0 k= ), to be com pared w ith the rigorous result where the soin—

w ave states, being eigenstates of soin 1, are triply degenerate. Long-w avelength spin
w aves correspond to states where all regions are locally in a N eelground state but
the djrec‘do_n of the §ub]attjce m agnetization m akes long-w avelength rotations.

U sing @(i) and @é)' we nd the follow ing expression for the on-site m agnetiza—
tion in the antiferrom agnetic chain



Spin W ave A nalysis of H eisenberg M agnets in R estricted G eom etries 13

11X

m =S g=S+ = — — =

2 2N Jsinkj
k

1: 37)

W e seethat in 1D the quantum correction is divergent at sm allw ave vectors already
In the leading LSW T approxin ation, no m atter how large is S . T his indicates that
the N eel state is destabilized by quantum uctuations, so that the concept of spin—
wave expansion fails.

F inally, it is Instructive to calculate the long-w avelength behavior ofthe correla—
tion function hs, n+x1.UsingtheD yson{M aleev representatjonlgmd QE), one nds

hsp n+xi= S+ 2Shanbn+ x it wherbha,i= (I=2N) | (cosk=3pink] exp (kx).
Thus, in the 1lim it x 1 one obtains
hs i Szhl Lopx+o 2 ’ (38)
xi= — Inx — :
n n+ S Sz

This indicates that n the sem iclassical limit S ! 1 the antiferrom agnetic chain
is ordered at exponentially large scales ' aexp( S) [4]. Here we have restored
the lattice spacing ag .

3.2 Spin W ave Interactions

W e have already discussed som e e ects of the quasiparticle interaction V , by cal-
culating the rst-order correction to the sublattice m agn_ei_jzatjons ma and msp .
N otice that O ( ) qo‘nectjons to the ground-state energy {19) aswellas to the dis-
persion functions (22_) do not appear. Indeed, it is easy to see that the corresponding
m atrix elem ents WOy Pi and Iy ¥ i (ui= | Pi, or [Pi) vanish asa resuk
of the nom al ordering of V. It w ill be shown below that the O ( 2) corrections
Jead to further im provem ent of the spin-wave results. To that end, we consider two
exam ples, ie. the ground-state energy E( and the dispersion flunction !k( ) The
reader is referred to_the original literature for sim ilar calculations conceming the
param etersm » , %s @l]], and é ) @é]
T he calculations m ay be perform ed w ithin the standard perturbation form ula

@ _ % iy Hihgy 5 9)

i
o, Ei Ej
j6 1

E

giving the second-order correction In V to the eigenvalue E ; ofthe eigenstate jii ofa
non-perturbed H am iltonian. In our case, the zexoth—ort_ie_‘rH am iltonian isEg+ Hp ,
and the perturbation V isgiven by (12).The sum in (39) runs over the eigenstates
OfH D

Second-O rder C orrections to E g

We consjd_eJE corrections to the vacuum state jii i, so that the energy E; Eo is
given by @9).There are two types of O ( 2) corrections to E ¢ which are connected
w ith the interactionsV, and Vp v .

F irst, we proceed w ith the quadratic interaction V, . It is easily seen t_hgt only
the states fji xi= | /91 produce non—zero matrix elments in {39). The

dom inator for these twodoson states reads E Ex = 2S (!k( Yo

Y )),where
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!k( ) are de ned by (éz:) . U sing the above results and (5:5), we get the Pllow Ing
correction to the ground-state energy (19) com ing from V»:
0 1 Xy ey
E? = = k. (40)

0
2S p ) 1 )
o e Ty

Next,we oonsjde_r the D yson{M aleev Interaction Vp y .Looking at the explicit

expression of Vpm @3), we nd that only the tem w ith the vertex function V1(27)34

(\71(28)34) does not annihilate the vacuum state Pi (0J.Thus, the sum in @9 runs

over the urboson eigenstates j1234i = (R =2 il iz L v, Pi. The related
m atrix elem ents read
. 1 ) 1
h1234%5 y Pi= N—vl‘;,,’34 3. KO¥puw 1234i= N—v4‘38;12 o
U sing these expressions, we nd the follow ing correction to the ground-state energy
resulting from Vpu :
®) ™

v
34 43;12 Y12;34
Y = —= > : a1)

N otice that the second-order correction to E ¢ In powers of 1=S is the sum ofE 32)
and E " but calculated w ith the bare dispersion functions.

Second-O rder C orrections to ! ]:

Now we are interested In perturbations to the one-m agnon states jii ki= ij)i.
The calculations m ay be perform ed by follow ing the m ethod already used forEg.
Since we are treating an excited eigenstate, there appear new types of corrections
connected to the vertex functions \/1(22)34 and \71(23)34 These term sm ay be predicted,

eg. by draw Ing the diagram s shown In Fig. 14. N otice that the graphical represen—
tation of the vertex ﬁ,mctJons In Fig. .4 is connected to the quasiparticle operator
form s ofV, (23) and VD M, @5) The Jnterested reader is referred to the original lit-
erature (see,eg. [Eji '17 '45]) where thisdiagram technigque isexplained in detail. W e
Jeave these sin p]e calcu]atﬂons as an exercise, and directly present the expression
for the second-order corrections to ! k( )

"

(G @) ( gy )

X
VO _ 1 Vk Vk 3 Vp Vkp;pk + Vp vkp;pk
k 23 )2 () () N () ()
@)y a0+ . I
V#
X ®) | 3 5 @
2 34 V43;2k k2;34 V43;2k k2;34 .
+N2 k2 ,()+,()+,()+,()+ O L O OO P2
2 4 k s2 ‘3 Yy W !, [ [
It is Interesting to note that the vertex functionsv,' ', v.% v v @
g k7 Vikpmpk!’ Vkpipk ! V43;2k 7

and \/4(33;)2k vanish at the zone centerk = 0 :i:, so that the gapless structure of !k( )

is preserved separately by each of the second-order corrections in {42). Thus, we
have an exam ple dem onstrating som e of the good features of the D yson{M aleev
form alism .

! Analytical properties of the vertex finctions have been studied in @é
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v Ve v@ v
o< <
d) e)

Fig. 4. Second-order selfenergy diagram s giving the corrections to the dispersion
function ! k( ). Solid and dashed lines represent, r_e§pect1'ye]y, the bare propagators
r and magnons. The Figure is taken from R9].

3.3 Com 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 » of the (1;%) ladder.
The com parison show s that the SW T dispersion functions closely follow the ED

data In the whole Brillouin zone. For instance, the SW T result for the gap é " at
J; = 0: di ersby lssthan 0:5% from the ED estim ate. Tumingtom » ,we nda
precision higher than 0:3% in the whole intervalO &% 3.These are illum inating
results, as In the considered system the perturbation param eter 1=S = 2 is large.
To understand these results, et us consider, eg. the series for the spectral gap

$) ofthe (1;1) chain R9):
()

— 0 - 16756
201  3)

4+ 01095 2 0:0107°+ 0 (“%):

A though 1=S = 2, we see that the quasiparticle interaction V introduces num eri-
cally an all corrections to the zeroth-order approxin ation Hp .

Table 1. Spin-wave results for the parameters g = Eo=N, ma, and o =

é '— (s1 3) of di erent (s1;s2) Heilsenberg chains calculated, respectively, up
to the orders 1=S, 1=S?, and 1=S°.The SW T resuls are oom_p_‘ared w ith aygd]ab]e
DM RG estin ates which are, respectively, denoted by ey, m a @?], and o @71

(s1732) e € ma ma 0 0
1;% 145432 145408 0.79388 0.79248 17744 1.76
2;1 386321 386192 114617 114427 16381 1.63
2;2 96699 196727 135666 135742 14217 142
2;% 247414 1.88984 12938 129
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Finally, In Tabl :1: we have collected SW T resuls for di erent ferrim agnetic
chains. It is Interesting to note that even in the extrem e quantum cases (1;%) and
(%;l), deviations from the DM RG estin ates are lss than 0:03% for the energy
and 02% for the on-site m agnetization. M oreover, i is seen that the increase of
rs = s1=5; { keeping s, = % xed { leads to a rapid Im provem ent of the 1=S serdies.
T he above results suggest that the H eisenberg ferrim agnetic chains and ladders are
exam ples of low -din ensional quantum spin system s where the spin-w ave approach

is an e ective theoretical tool

4 A pplications to 2D H eisenberg A ntiferrom agnets

In this Sect.we survey recent applications of the spin-w ave approach to 2D H eisen-
berg spin system s, the em phasisbeing on the ground-state param eters ofthe square—
and triangular-lattice H eisenberg antiferrom agnets. W e shall skip m ost of the tech—
nical details, as the discussed spin-wave fom alisn actually does not depend on
the space dim ension. A s already m entioned, for the last decade SW T has been
found to produce surprisingly accurate resuls for the ground-state param eters of
the square-lattice H eisenberg antiferrom agnet even in the extrem e quantum lim it
S = %.Be]ow we collect these results and com pare them w ith recent QM C num eri-
calestin ates. A s to the triangular antiferrom agnet, it seem sto be a rare exam ple of
m agnetically frustrated spin system where the spin-wave expansion is e ective. In
this case, we also give som e technical details conceming the spin-wave expansion,
as it includes som e new issues resulting from the coplanar arrangem ent of classical
soins.

4.1 Square-Lattice A ntiferrom agnet

T he square-lattice S = % H eisenberg antiferrom agnet { being a sin ple and rather
generalm odelto describe the undoped copper-oxidem aterials { has received a great
deal of interest for the last decade.Now it is w idely accepted that the ground state
of the m odel is characterized by antiferrom agnetic long-rage order. T hus, the role
of quantum spin uctuations is restricted to reduction of the sublattice m agnetiza—
tion from its classical value % by about 39% .5 In a sam lnalwork by Chakravarty,
Halperin, and Nelson $48] { using the renom alization-group approach to study the
quantum non-linear modelin 2+ 1 space-tin e din ension { it hasbeen shown that
in the so—called renom alized classical regin e kg T s the themm odynam ic prop—
erties of the 2D quantum H eisenberg antiferrom agnet are dom inated by m agnon
excitations, so that the leading and next-to—-leading corrections in kg T= ¢ are fully
controlled by three physicalparam eters, ie the spin sti ness constant ,E: the spg'n—
w ave velocity ¢, and the on-sitem agnetization m , calculated at T = 0 (see also Elg]) .

2 Com pare w ith the reduction of about 42% of the classical on-site m agnetization
2 in the (1;1) forrim agnetic chain (see Tablk 1).

? This quantity, m easuring the response of the system to an in nitesin altw ist of
the spins around an axis perpendicular to the direction of the broken sym m etry,
should not be confiised w ith the soin sti ness constant of the ferrom agnetic state

%s connected to the Landau{Lifshitz relation éé) .
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M oreover, it has been argued that the discussed universal therm odynam ic proper—
ties appear for arbitrary kg T= 5, provided that 0 < 5 J and kg T J, J being
the nearestneighbor exchange constant @(i]
T he quantities s, and c appear as Input param eters in the quantum non-linear
m odelde ned by the Lagrangian density
" #
. en > . en ? @en

L= — — — + — ; 43
2¢ @t 2 @x Qy @3

where the vector staggered eld n = n (t;x;y) satis es the non-linear constraint
n? = 1.Thismodelm ay be introduced using argum ents based on general grounds:
A s long as the continuous O (3) sym m etry is spontaneously broken, the sym m etry
ofthe problem requiresthat the Interaction ofthe G oldstonem odes, ie. spin waves,
of the system in the long-wavelength lin it be described by this m odel regardless
of the details of the m acroscopic H am iltonian and the valie of the spin. For the
square-lattice antiferrom agnet, close to k = (0;0) and ( ; ) them agnon spectrum
takes the relativistic form s Ex = ckjand j k j c being the spin-wave velocity.
Ifwe expand n as (1; 1; 2), where tl;le ; are am all com pared to unity, then the
equations of m otion follow ng from (:l_l3:) show that there are two m odes both of
which have the dispersion Ex = ckj as expected. If we expand the Lagrangian
to higher orders in ;, we nd that there are interactions between the spin waves
whose strength is proport:onalto = s, which is of order 1=S .W e thus see that all
the param eters appearing in C43) can be detem ined by SW T . Com pared to the
sta.ndard 1=S expansion, the hydrodynam ic approach ism ore generic in two points,

. () i is applicabl to m agnetically disordered phases, and (i) i m ay_lead to
non—pexturbat:ve results which are beyond the reach of SW T (see, eg. @l‘ '52,.53])

G round-state param eters ofthe S = 2 square—lattice H eisenberg antiferrom ag-
net have been studied in great_q‘etajlusjng a variety of techniques, ncluding SW I,
QM C, and series expansions [L53]. An early QM C study by Reger and Young [54]
Indicated that the SW T gives a good quantitative descrjpm'on_o_f the ground state.
Series expansions around the Ising lin it perfom ed by Singh [p3,56] found the re-
§ults s 0:18J and c 1773, both In good agreem ent w ith the rst-order SW T
[_é]. Later on, higher-order calculations dem onstrated that the second-order correc—
tions in 1=S to the param eters s,candm are sm all{ even in the extrem e quantum
Imit S = % { and In prove the SW T resuls.For instance { using both the D yson {
M aleev and H olstein {P rin ako fom alism s up to second order in 1=S { Ham er et
al. calculated the ground-state energy E =N and the sublattice m agnetization m
Eé] Both form alism s were shown to give identical results closely approxin ating
previous series estin ates @7] D i erent scienti c groups have Pl:eslented consistent
second-order SW T results for the soin-wave velocity ¢ @8 '59 601, the um:fbnn
transverse susceptibility 159 '61l and the spin sti ness constant s.' @9 '6]!
Tab]ed we have collected som e ofthese resuls, dem ons&atmg an exoe]lent agree—
ment with recent high-precision num erical estin ates @7 ] obtained by using the
stochastic series expansion QM C m ethod for L L latticeswith L up to 16.

The accuracy of SW T m ay be understood in tem s of the spin-w ave interaction
V . Indeed, ket us consider the 1=S series form éé]

4 The reported third-order SW T resul for this param eter is 0.1750 (1) [éi:]
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Table 2. Second-order SW T results for the ground-state energy pers:teeo = EoN

ES@], the on-site m agnetization m @6 '59 the soin-wave velocity ¢ [59 '60], the
le:@qn transverse susceptibility - [_59 '61_'] and the spin sti ness constant s
[_55:0,:_6]_!] ofthe S = % square-lattice H eisenberg antiferrom agnet. The SW T resuls
are com pared to recent stochastic series expansion QM C estin ates forL. L Jatthes
wih L up to 16 @7‘ The senes risults orep, m and -, are taken from @2], and
those for s and ¢ { from @ll] The gures in parentheses show the errors in the last
signi cant gure.h = apo= J= 1.

Q uantity SW T QM C Series
) 0.669494 (4) 0.669437 (5) 0.6693 (1)
m 0.3069(1) 03070 (3) 0307 (1)
c 1.66802 (3) 1.673(7) 1.655(12)
2 0.06291 (1) 0.0625 (9) 0.0659 (10)
s 0.180978 0175 (@) 0.182(5)
0:003464 1
m=3S 01966019+ ——— + 0 — (44)
(25)? S3
For S = % the re]ated series In powers of sinply readsm = 0:3033981 o4
0003464 2 + 0O ( ), so that the spin-wave interaction V introduces num erically

gn all corrections to the leading approxin ation. The sam e conclusion is valid for
the other param eters.

4 .2 Triangular-Lattice A ntiferrom agnet

T he H eisenberg antiferrom agnet on a triangular lattice w ith nearest—nelghbor ex—
change interactions is a typical exam ple of strongly frustrated soin m odeL.l
A fter a long period of intensive studies { see, eg. [§4_l ] and references therein {
it isnow w idely accepted that the classical coplanar ground state survives quantum
uctuations. T his state m ay be represented by the ansatz

S

?r = 2 cos(gu r) & sin (Qu r); (45)
where qu = (47;0) is the wave vector of the m agnetic pattem, R ? 2 are unit

coordinate vectors in the spin space, and r runs on the lattice sites. A s usual, the
lattice spacing ap is set to unity. The classical spins lay In the (x;z) plane, and
point In three di erent directions so that the angle 27 is settled between any pair
of spins in the elem entary triangle (sa;Sp;Sc)-

In perform ing the 1=S expansion about non-collinear reference states such as
{flS , one faces som e novelties which will be discussed in the rem ainder of this
Sect. O ne of them concems the number of boson elds needed to keep track of
the whole m agnon spectrum . This is an in portant practical issue, as higherorder
spin-wave expansions Involving m ore than two boson elds are, as a rule, techni-
cally intractable. In the general case, this num ber should be equal to the num ber

° For a recent review on frustrated quantum m agnets, see E63:]
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of spins in the m agnetic elem entary cell, so that for the m agnetic structure @5:)
we would need three boson elds. However, in several special cases we can trans—
form the non-collinear m agnetic structures into a ferrom agnetic con guration by
applying a uniform tw ist on the coordinate fram e. T hese special system s have the
property that theirm agnon spectrum has no gaps at the boundaries of the reduced
m agnetic B rilloun zone connected to the m agnetic pattem. T he trangulardattice
antiferrom agnet f1l 1Is 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 of this Sect. we shall
follow this approach @E}]

To that end, lt us mtate the spin coordinate fram e about the y axis by the
angle _ o= qu (r‘ ):for any pair of neighboring spins (sr;s,0), In accord to
the reference state C45) In the local reference fram e, the H eisenberg H am iltonian
acquires the form

X h i

H = cos ,,0 sSislot+sisio +sin o sisio §sio +sis, ; (46)
r

rr rr

xir?

where the sum runs over all pairs of nearest-neighbor SJi:es ofthe triangular lattice.
N ext, using the H olstein {P rim ako transform ation (ﬂl 5: and the prooedures de—
scribed in Sect.2, we nd the follow Ing boson representatﬂon for (:1_16

X h i
Hy = =S°N + 38 Aralay + DX Q¥a¥ 4 +V; 47
5= 3 e N L L ; 47)
K
1 p_
Ay =14+ y=2,Byx = 3x=2,and = g[coskx + 2cos(kx=2) cos( 3ky=2)].Here

and in the rem ainder of this Sect., k takesN values from the st Brillouin zone of
the triangular lattice. .
Up to quartic anham onic tem s, the expansion of the square root in (48) pro-
duces the Hllow Ing spin-wave interaction V = V3 + V4, where
r __

X
v S 27 1+ daza:) 48)
= ——Pp—= alala azai);
3 > EPF 1 1@as3 241) ;
103 .
3 X h i
Vit Tan ohsdialasas+  5) @jajalas + ajasazar) ; (49)

1 4

P_
K = %[s:inkX 2 sin (k=2) cos( 3ky=2)], 1(21:34:41 3+ 42 3+ 1+ 2+ 3+ 4,

and 1(22;= 2(1+ 2+ 3).Forsinplicity, in the last expressions we have om itted

the K ronecker fanction, and have used the abbreviations for the wave vectors
introduced in Sect.2J.

A novelty here is the triple boson interaction Vs = 0 (S*~2), which is typical for
system s exhibiting non-collinear m agnetic pattems. W e shall see below that such
kind of interactions com plicate the calculation of higher-order 1=S corrections.

® The choice of the transfom ation is a m atter of convenience, as the nalresults

{ at least to second order in 1=S { are independent of the boson representation.
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Linear Spin W ave A pproxim ation

In a standard LSW T, we discard V and diagonalize the quadratic part of @i) by
the B ogoliubov p?nsfonn_al:jon ax = ux ( x 5 Y « ) - The param eters ux and xi
are de ned by Q@) and Q]), but iIn thiscase = 3 k:éz + x).The diagonal-
ization yields the freequasiparticle Ham iltonian Ho = 35 |, ! Y x,where the
dispersion function

P-
Ex 38k=35 (1 )0+ 2%) (50)

gives the m agnon energies n a LSW T approxin ation, to be com pared w ith the
m agnon spectrum resulting from the appxoach using threeboson elds {66-] Tt iseasy
to check that the dispersion fiinction @0 ) exhibits three zero m odes, as it should be
s_Jn_ce the H am iltonian sym m etry O (3) is com pletely broken by them agnetic pattem
#43). Two of these m odes are at the ordering wave vectors k = qi , whereas the
third zero m ode at k = 0 describes soft uctuations of the total m agnetization.
E xpanding about the zero m odes, we nd the follow ing expressions for the spin—
w ave velocities @7‘

Co» Cq = S : (51)

Let us now calculate the on-site m agnetization m = hsfi= S rd a,i. Using
the Bogoliubov transform ation, we nd forthe densi:y ofparticles hay axi= 1=2+
1=2" ), so that the LSW T resul form reads [66

1 1 X 1
m=S+—=- — p——=S 02613 : (52)
2 2N 1 2
k k
ForS = 3, the LSW T resul ]S m = 02387. Since the reported leading 1=S

correction tom Jssna]landposﬂ:ﬂq-,therezsa clear disagreem ent w ith the recent
QMC estinatem = 020 (6) {_69

Spin W ave Interactions

Here we consider as an exam ple the calculation of 1=S corrections to the m agnon
spectrum {50) . T here are two di erent types of corrections related to the spin-wave
interactions Vs and V; in C48) Tuming to V4, notice that we have already leamed
(Sect. 23) that the required correction m ay be obtained by expressing V; as a
sum of nom al products of quasiparticle operators: the diagonal quadratic tem s
give the required 1=S correction to the spectrum . However, In several cases we
are not Interested in the quasiparticle representation ofV,. Then, it is possible to
follow another way by decoupling the quartic operator products in Vs . A ctually,
this procedure takes into account the so-called one-loop diagram s, and m ay be
perform ed w thin a form al substitution of the operator products, such as a{agagaz; ’
by the follow ing sum over all the non-zero pair boson correlators

"W e are aware of two such calcu]atﬂons repoxtJng, however, som ewhat di erent
corrections, ie. 0:0055=5 @8 ] and 0:00135=S @5]
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X
ajajaszas 7! halaliasas + alajhasasi g alihasasi (53)

pair

A s suggested by the quadratic form in @i) , there are tw o types ofboson correlators,
ie.halaziand haa;i= hajaji, contrbutingin (63).T he constant term sin 63) give

rst-order corrections to the ground state energy, whereas the quadratic operator
products renom alize the coe clents A x and Bx in {47). Thus, the Interaction V4
renom alizes the bare dispersion function !y to

'x= AZ BZ; (54)

25 25’ - 25 25"

An analysis of @é) indicates that the renomm alized spectrum still preserves the
zero mode at k = 0, but at the sam e tin e acquires non-physical gaps at k =
q: . The reason for such kind ofbehavior ofthe SW T is connected w ith the fact
that we have om itted the 1=S corrections resulting from V3. Indeed, the spin-wave
interaction V3 has the order O (S 1:2), so that a sin ple power counting indicates
that 1=S correctionsto !¢ appear in the second-order of the perturbation theory in
V3.W e shall skip the details of this calculation, as it m ay be perfom ed entirely in
the fram ew ork ofthem ethod presented in Sect. :2 N am ely, one should expressVs in
tem s of quasiparticle operators, and then apply the generalp_e{turbamon form ula
(32) for the interaction V3, by using the dressed dispersions (4).A s a m atter of
fact, aswe are interested in corrections up to 1=S, we can use the bare dispersion
function @Q) . The nal result of this calculation show s that the 1=S correction
resulting from V3 exac_:t}y vanishes the gap (roduced by V4), so that the structure
ofm agnon spectrum $0) { contajnjng three zero m odes { ispreserved in the leading
rst-order approxin ation [:ZO' Based on the renom alized dJspeISJon the follow Ing
expressions for the spin-wave velocities @1 ) have been reported @5]
0:115 0:083

= l — H C’) = ? l+
G Cox 25 ’ ? Co2 25

N otice that the 1=S corrections din inish the ratio g.=c; from the LSW T resul
141 to thevalie 1:16. T hese expressions indicate that the leading corrections to the
m agnon spectrum are num erically sm alleven in thecase S = % .G ood convergence
h_ag‘s I?gen found also for the 1=S serdes of the m agnetic susceptibilities - _a_nd X
[71,772] which appear as param eters of the m agnetic susceptibility tensor [73]

= + (% 2)Y )Y

Here ¥ isaunit vector directed perpendicular to thebasal (x;z) plane ofthe planar
m agnetic structure.

Sum m arizing, the available SW T results point towards a good convergence of
the perturbative spin-w ave series in the triangular-attice H eisenberg antiferrom ag—
net. This is ram arkable, as the spin-wave expansion m ight have been expected to
fail for strongly frustrated m agnetic system s.

8 Forbrevity, here we om i the expressions for the constantsa;, az, b, and by @EE
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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 allow ng
for an analysis of m agnetically disordered phases. These m ay appear either as a
result of quantum uctuations { a classical exam ple being the spin-5 H eisenberg
antiferrom agnetic chain discussed in Sect?._],I { ordue to them al ucwqtéons, asin
1D and 2D H eisenbergm agnetsw ith shortrange isotropic interactions [L4].Forthe
antiferrom agnetic chain, we have indicated that the failure of SW T arises already
In the linear spin-wave approxin ation as a divergency in the boson-occupation
num bersn; = haﬁaii= 1 mmplynghsii= 1 .In nite numberof spin waves also
appearsat T > 0, when the T = 0 m agnetic phases of low -din ensional H eisenberg
system s do not survive them al uctuations. A ctually, the occupation num bers n;
should not exceed 2S { as dictated by the spin algebra { and the m agnetization
should be zero, as required by the sym m etry of the phases. In the rem ainder of this
Sect. we discuss m odi cations of the SW T based on ad hoc constraints in posing
xed num ber of bosons.

The rstgeneralized spin-w ave theory ofthiskind hasbeen form ulated by Taka—
haéuto study the low -T them odynam ics of 1D and 2D H eisenberg ferrom agnets
[_74 r75] Takahashi’s idea was to supplem ent the standard SW T ofH eisenberg fer—
rom agnets w ith the constraint in posing zero ferrom agneticmoment at T > 0:

R X
M = hsii= SN halayi= 0: (55)

n=1 k

D epending on the context, In the rem ainder of this Sect.hA im eans the expectation
valie of the operator A at T = 0 or T > 0. Quite surprisingly, i was ound an
excellent agreem ent w ith the Bethe-ansatz low -tem perature expansions of the free
energy and m agnetic susceptibility for the S = l H eisenberg ferrom agnetic chain.
Sim ilar extensions of SW T have beep suggested for H eisenberg antiferrom agnets
bothatT = 0 [Z@ '77 andatT > 0 L78 9], by using the sam e constraint equation
(53) but for the sublattice m agnetization. Below we discuss som e applications of
themodied SW T to low-din ensional H eisenberg antiferrom agnets both at T = 0
and at nite tem peratures.

5.1 Square-Lattice A ntiferrom agnet at Finite T

U sing the D yson{M aleev transform ations ;_Si) and dO:), the boson H am iltonian H;
of the square-lattice antiferrom agnet reads
0 N 2 X v v 0
Hy= —Jz87+ Ay @ax+ B b )+ By @Y +ah) +Vpu ;5 (56)
k

whereas the constraint equation for the total sublattice m agnetization takes the
form X
halac + G bii= SN : (57)
k
The wave vector k runs In the an all (m agnetic) Brillouin zone kx k3J
containing N =2 points.Ax = JSz,Bx = JSZ x, x = % (cosky + cosky),and z = 4
is the lattice coordination num ber.
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In essence, the constraint equation ¢57| Introduces an e ective cut-o for un-
phySJcal states [?O To see this, let us consider the S = ; system . A ccording to
{57), the average num ber of; say, the m agnons is N =4, whereas the total num ber
of one-m agnon states In the m agnetic B rillouin zone is N =2. T hus, after Introduc-
ing the constraint @2), the e ective num ber of allowed states in the boson H ibert
space is
w=2)! 42"
so that w ith Jogarithm ic accuracy the correct dim ension 2" is restored.
To im plem ent the constraint equation in the theory, we J'rgtroduoe, as usual,
a chem ical potential for the boson elds, ie. Instead of H we consider the
H am iltonian . X
Hg = Hg @ ax + Bb); (58)
k
where is xed by the constraint equation @:ﬁ) N otice that the introduction ofa
chem icalpotential sin ply renonn alizesthe coe cientA x ! Ax so that we can
apply the form alisn from Sect. 12 w ithout any changes.
U sing the B ogoliubov transfom ation (:_LE_! w ith theparam eter y = Jz_S_ r=(JzS
), one nds the follow iIng quasiparticle representation ofHg (see, eg. [L7])

Hg =Eo+ Hp + Vpu ; (59)

where E ( is the ground-state energy calculated up to rst-order of the perturbation
theory in 1=S:

N , r 2 2X p -
Eo= —zJS3° 1+ — ; r=1 — 1 . (60)
2 238 N
k
Aswe know from Sect.ézj, the freequasiparticle H am iltonian
X
Hp = Ex({ x+ { x) (61)

k

0
Inclides the diagonal quadratic tem s resulting from V,, , so that the m agnon
energies Ex are calculated up to rst-order corrections in 1=S:

P
Ey = Jz8 1+% 1 2 (62)

H ere the factor r=2S is O guchi’s correction to the m agnon spectrum E_d].

W e want to treat the spin-wave interaction up to rst order in the 1=S per-
turbation theory, so that the D yson{M alkev interaction Vp vy willbe discarder. It
is in portant to notice that here the o -diagonal quadratic Interaction V, does not
appear, as dictated by the sublattice interchange sym m etry. T his m eans that the
Jow est-order oom:ect:ons to the sublattice m agnet:zation m have the order O (S ),
see the series @4), so that the constraint equation @7) calculated n a LSW T
approxin ation can be safety used at this level

Tuming to the m agnon spectrum @2:), we see that the chem ical potential In—
troduces a spectralgap  so that close to the zone center the excitation spectrum
acquires the relativistic form
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P— JzS r
Eyx = 2+ k¥ c=p= 1+ = ; (63)
2 2S
where = 2c¢( =J2zS)'™? and c is the spin-wave velocity calculated up to  rst or-

der in 1=S .U sing the standard expression for free bosonsng = h v oxi=h) «i=
exp( Ex=kpg T) 1] ', the constraint equation {57) takes the form

1 1% 1 Eyx
S+ == P th

2 N z T (64)
K 1 5

Atlow T, th_e_m ain contributions J'n_t:he Jlast sum com e from sm all wave vectors so
that, using (63), the gap equation (64) yilds
h i

2
= i::2Tarrcsjr‘1h Eexp >

kg T (65)

Here 5 isthe T = 0 soin sti ness constant calculated up to rst order in 1=S,
and isthe spin correlation length. T his result exactly reproduces the saddlepoint
equation in the 1=N expansion of the O N ) nonlinear modelin 2+ 1 space-
tin e din ensions (see, eg. B1]). Ik iswellknown that (63) descrbes three di erent
regin es, ie. (i) the renom alized classical, (if) the quantum critical, and (iif) the
quantum disordered regin es B3].

A's an exam ple, we consider the renom alized classical regin e de ned by the
condition kg T s . In this case, the last equation yields the follow ing resul for
the correlation length

c 2 s

TP LT
This colncides w ith the oneJoop approxim ation of the 2 + 1 nonlinear m odel
Elf:i]. Asiswellknown, at a two—Joop levelthe T dependence in the preexponential
factor disappears, w hereas the exponent argum ent does not change.

F inally, let us calculate the leading tem perature correction to the intemalenergy
U = lHp i. The expression for U reads

X
U=E 0 + E k
k

(66)

Ex

1 : 67
o T (67)

U sing {6:-}), after som e algebra one nds the ollow ing result:

U=Eo+ ——T (68)
Here (x) istheR iem ann zeta function.T he above tem perature correction describes
the contrbution from two zerom odes, ie.k = (0;0) andk = ( ; ),and reproduces
the expected universal behavior known from the 2+ 1 nonlinear modeland the
chiral perturbation theory ¥9,82].

5.2 A pplications to F inite-Size System s

Themodied SW T can also be applied to nitesize system s [:26':, 57':] This opens
an opportunity directly to com pare SW T results with nite-size num erical data.



Spin W ave A nalysis of H eisenberg M agnets in R estricted G eom etries 25

A s 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. A ctually, the divergency com es from
the B ogoliubov transfomm ation {_lt:_s) whjc_‘h_ is not de ned for these m odes.

Tuming to the example from Sect. :§._1:, notice that in the in nite system the
chem icalpotential goestozeroasT ! 0.AtT = 0 the constraint equation takes

the form 1 5 1X 1
S + — —p— — =0: (69)
2 N 1 8 N k60 1 i

H ere we have selected the contrbution from thetwo zerom odesatk = (0;0) having
st= 1. _

A cocording to {_655),on a nite lattice the parameter o = JzS=(JzS ) is
Jess than unity, go_that the divergences associated w ith the zero m odes disappear.
The constraint (69) takes into account the fact that in nite system s there are no
spontaneously broken continuous sym m etries.

To nd the staggered m agnetization m appearing in the them odynam ic lim it
of the 2D system , we calculate the antiferrom agnetic structure factor S ( ; ) for
large N :

4 1 X 1+

- 4+ —
@ 2)N2 N2 1
k60

N

mPN)= 28(; )= ; (70)
N 14 14

N

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

In the largeN I i, the last sum transfom s into an integralwhich is / InN,
so that them ain contribution com es from the st term in ¢_7Q:) Thus, we nd the
relation

mi= M — . (71)
N1 (1 2)N 2

E quation @é) jnd1_1<_3es a gap in the m agnon spectrum thjch isde ned by =
c 2@ 2).Ushg (71) and the notations from Sect. 5_]:, we nd the follow ing
result for the m agnon excitation gap in the largeN lim it

&

= 12 : (72)

L = N ™2 is the linear size ;n a square geom_e_‘trz.‘T_h_e last expression reproduces

the resul for obtained by otherm ethods B3} $_4_; 491,

Finally, ket us retum to the Heisenberg antiferrom agnetic chain discussed in
Sec. §;Ll, this tin e using the modi ed SW T _CZS'_]. W e have seen that in 1D the
expression for the staggered m agnetization z_32i) contained an infrared divergency
indicating that the m agnetic order is destabilized by quantum uctuations. U sin.g
the concept of the m odi ed theory, we can resolve the problem by replacing (37)
w ith the constraint equation
X

o 1 _ K (o) ; (73)

1
N 1 Zeoogk

1
S+ ==
2

where K ( o) is the com plete elliptic jntegrglofthe rst kind.

SinceK (o) =2, the gap equation :_(7_|B) has a solution for arbitrary S .H ow—
ever, the constraint introduces an excitation gap, so that the discussed theory m akes
senseonly forintegerS.To ndthegap,wem ay use foram all (1 5)1:2 the asym p—
totic result K (o) = In4( S) 122 s that the excitation gap reads
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cexp( S): (74)

Here c is the spin-w ave velocity of the antiferrom agnetic chain éé) . The obtained
gap has the asym ptotic form S exp ( S), to be com pared W ith H aldane's re—
sult s? exp ( S) obtained from the -m odelm appjng:_[B_l-'Jz_S_G]. Tt is rem arkable
that the sin plem odi ed SW T is capble to reproduce the asym ptotic expression for
the H aldane gap.

6 Concluding R em arks

W ehave surveyed the spin-w ave technique and its typicalapplications to H eisenberg
m agnetic system s in restricted geom etries. In m ost ofthe casesthe SW T resultswere
com pared w ith the available num ericalestin ates.A sa resul, the system atic large-S
technigque hasbeen found to give very accurate description of the zero-tem perature
param eters and m agnon excitation spectra of a num ber of low -din ensional quan—
tum spin m odels, such as the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet on square and triangular
Jattices and various quasione-din ensionalm ixed-spin H eisenberg system s exhibit—
Ing ferrim agnetic ground states. P resented analysis of the 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 all corrections to the principal approxin a—
tion, even in the extrem e quantum lin it S = % T hus, indicated e ectiveness of
the spin-wave technique { as applied to m agnetic system sw ith sm all spin quantum
num bers and In restricted geom etries { m ay be attributed to the observed weakness
of spin-w ave interactions.
T he authors thank J.R ichter and U . Schollw ock for their collaborations in this

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