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Abstract

W e present low-tem perature dynam ic properties of the quantum two-

dim ensionalantiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odelwith spin S = 1=2. The

calculation ofthe dynam ic correlation function is perform ed by com bining

a projection operatorform alism and the m odi�ed spin-wave theory (M SW ),

which gives a gap in the dispersion relation for �nite tem peratures. The so

calculated dynam ic correlation function showsa double peak structure. W e

also obtain the spin-wave dam ping and com pare ourresultsto som e experi-

m entaldata and theoreticalresultsobtained by otherauthorsusing di�erent

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

Interestin quantum antiferrom agnetism isold and can betraced back to theearly years

ofquantum theory,with Bethe’ssolution fortheHeisenberg antiferrom agneticchain1.How-

ever,research in this�eld rem ainsvery activeand wasfurthertriggered by thediscovery of

high-tem perature superconductivity in copper-oxide com pounds. Superconductivity in the

cupratesisattained upon doping the stoichiom etric parentcom pounds,such asLa2CuO 4,

which arebelieved to beexperim entalrealizationsofthetwo-dim ensionalquantum Heisen-

berg antiferrom agnet(2DQHAF)with spin S = 1=2,described by them odelHam iltonian

H = J
X

hi;ji

~S~ri �
~S~rj; (1)

where J > 0;hi;ji denotes the nearest neighbor (NN) sites on a square lattice,without

doublecounting ofbonds.The2DQHAF can bem apped into the2D quantum nonlinear�

m odel2 (2DQNLSM )2 and m any theoreticalworkshavebeen dedicated to theinvestigation

ofthe propertiesofthislastm odel. However,the m apping isrigorously valid only in the

large S continuum lim it3,although itcan be justi�ed on generalgroundsforthe extrem e

quantum lim it4 S = 1=2.

Thewidely held beliefthatantiferrom agnetism playsa centralrolein high-tem perature

superconductivity hascontributed toanoticeableproliferation oftheoretical,num erical,and

experim entalworksdevoted to the investigation ofthem agnetic propertiesofthestoichio-

m etric parent com pounds,as described by (1) and by the 2DNLSM 5;6. However,despite

thisconnection with high-Tc superconductivity,the understanding ofthe propertiesofthe

system isim portantby itself.

Som eearly theoreticalinvestigationsofthe2DQHAF7 raised doubtsaboutthenatureof

theground stateofthem odel,suggesting thatitwould beadisordered quantum spin-liquid

state with correlationsdecaying exponentially with distance8.Later,furtherinvestigations

ruled outthispossibility and thesystem isknown toexhibitabroken sym m etry N�eelground

state5,which isdestroyed by therm aluctuations9 when T > 0. In fact,atlow tem pera-
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tures,the system isin a renorm alized classical(RC)regim e,thatis,itbehaves asa clas-

sical2D system with coupling constantssim ply renorm alized by quantum uctuations,as

showed by Chakravarty,Halperin and Nelson4 in theirrenorm alization-group analysisofthe

2DQNLSM .This approach wasim proved by Hasenfratz and Niederm ayer10 who obtained

an expression forthecorrelation length � ofthe2DQNLSM in theRC regim ewhich agrees

very wellwith experim entaldata forthe m onolayer cuprate Sr2CuO 2Cl2
11 over a certain

tem peraturerange.

Athighertem peratures,T=J � 0:5,the 2DQNLSM showsa crossover into a quantum

critical(QC) region,with correlation length linear in 1=T12. Although this prediction is

di�cultto be experim entally tested in cupratessuch asSr 2CuO 2Cl2 and La2CuO 4,given

the high value ofJ in these com pounds (J � 130m eV ),recent experim ents on copper

form iatetetradeuterate (CFTD)13;14,which isalso described asa 2DQHAF15;16 and whose

m uch sm allervalueofJ (J � 6m eV )allowsm easurem entsup tohighertem peratures,found

no evidence fora crossoverinto a QC phase.Itshould berem arked thatthe2DQNLSM is

expected tom odelthe2DQHAF inthelim itoflow tem peratures,whenthecorrelationlength

is very large,and the above m entioned experim ents seem to settle an upper tem perature

lim itfortheapplicability ofthisapproach.In fact,thevalidity ofthe2DQNLSM approach

wasshown tobeinadequatetodescribethebehaviorofthe2DQHAF with spin valuegreater

than orequalto 1 in the experim entally acessible tem perature region17. Forspin S=1/2,

a seriesofexperim ents11;18 and M onte Carlo sim ulations19{21 showed thatthe length scale

atwhich the renorm alized 2DQNLSM description becom esvalid issurprisingly long. The

low energy spectrum ofthe S=1/2 Heisenberg m odel,obtained by quantum M onte Carlo

on �nitesizelattices22,disagreesratherstrongly with theprediction ofthenon-linearsigm a

m odeleven when the size ofthe system is not too sm all. Allthese results show that it

isim portantto work directly with Ham iltonian (1)instead ofusing the 2DQNLSM ifone

wantsto m akecom parisonswith experim entaldata.

Nowadays,itisbelieved thattheavailableexperim entaldata forstaticpropertiesiswell

described by a com bination oflow-tem perature static properties4, QM C sim ulations19;20
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at an interm ediate range,and,at higher tem peratures,by high-T expansion21 and pure-

quantum self-consistentharm onicapproxim ation (PQSCHA)23.So,theattention hasturned

to thedynam icalpropertiesofthe2DQHAF at�nitetem peratures,sincetheintrinsicnon-

linearitiesintheequationsofm otionforaspin system giveroom forstrongerquantum e�ects

in the dynam ics,particularly athigherexcitation energies. Therefore,furtherm icroscopic

calculationsofthedynam ic structure factorfor(1)arestillvery welcom e in orderto allow

a betterunderstanding aboutthesystem ’sbehaviorat�nitetem peratures.

M any ofthe interesting phenom ena and experim entalm easurem ents in strongly corre-

lated quantum system sarerelated to thedynam icsofthesystem .Despitetheconsiderable

progressin m any-body theory,availableexactresultson quantum dynam icsin m any-body

system sareratherscarce.Indeed,even asystem aticfram eworkforapproxim atecalculations

isnotwellestablished24.

In this paper,we calculate the dynam icalcorrelation function for the 2DQHAF with

S = 1=2 using the equation ofm otion approach in conjunction with projection operator

m ethods,following a procedure proposed originally by Reiter25 and further developed by

otherauthors26.Thism ethod hasproven successfulin thestudyoftheclassicaland quantum

Heisenbergm odelsin one27 and two28 dim ensionsshowinggoodagreem entwithexperim ental

data,M olecularDynam icsim ulationsand,also,with othertheories.

The calculation ofthe m em ory function,which plays a centralrole in the form alism ,

does not require long-range order to be valid because it depends only on correlations be-

tween nearestneighbors. The frequency ofthe localspin-wave m odesisalso used asinput

in the m ethod. The calculation ofthe static correlationsand spin-wave frequency needed

in theform alism weareusing,isdonewithin thecontextofthem odi�ed spin-wave(M SW )

theory proposed by Takahashi29 and Hirsch and Tang30. The M SW theory applied to an-

tiferrom agnetsim posesa constrainton the totalstaggered m agnetization to be zero in an

isotropic system ,as required by M erm in-W agner theorem 9. It has been shown5 that the

resultsobtained via the M SW approxim ation are identicalto the onesobtained by Arovas

and Auerbach32 using a path integralform ulation in the Schwinger boson representation.
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Also,the correlation length,ascalculated within M SW theory,agreeswith one-loop order

in renorm alization-group theory forthe2DQNL�M 4.

Thecom bination ofthesetwo techniques,theprojection operatorm ethod and theM SW

theory wasalready applied by som e ofus31 to study the low tem perature propertiesofthe

quantum one-dim ensionalHeisenberg m odelwith spin S = 1,where a gap isexpected to

occur.

The dynam icalstructure function of(1)at�nite tem perature was�rstly calculated by

Auerbach and Arovas33 asthe Fouriertransform ofthe im aginary partofthe spin-density

correlation function

S(~q;!;T)=
1

�
hS

z(~q;!)Sz(�~q;!)i; (2)

using the Schwinger boson m ean-�eld representation. The procedure includes processes

wheretheincidentparticlecreatesquasiparticleexcitationsaswellasscattering from ther-

m ally excited particles. However,the projection operator m ethod,in the approxim ation

proposed by Reiter25,goesbeyond a m ean �eld theory and,thus,thee�ectsdueto m agnon

scattering arem oreproperly incorporated in thecalculation ofthedynam icalstructurefac-

tor. This procedure was applied to the 2DQHAF m odelby Becher and Reiter34,using a

standard spin-wave form alism forthe calculation ofthe static quantities,however,asitis

wellknown,conventionalspin-wavetheory predictsazero gap valuefor�nitetem peratures,

i.e.,it does not take into account the inexistence oflong-range order (LRO) for T > 0.

M orerecently,thespin dynam icsofthe2DQHAF wasinvestigated by Nagaoand Igarashi35

by using the self-consistenttheory ofBlum e and Hubbard36. Theirm ethod isexpected to

work wellat high tem peratures,although the authors claim that the results obtained for

relatively low tem peratures,T=J � 0:4,arereliablebecausetherelaxation function isfound

to satisfy a dynam icalscaling relation consistentwith the nonlinear� m odelanalysisand,

also,M onteCarlo sim ulations37.

The outline ofthispaperisasfollows: Section (II)givesa briefoverview ofthe M SW

results for the spin-wave energy, as obtained by Takahashi29. The steps leading to the
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calculation ofthedynam icalstructurefactorarealso given in thissection.In Section (III),

wediscussournum ericalresultsand,�nally,in Section (IV)wepresentourconclusions.

II.T H E M O D IFIED SP IN -W AV E T H EO RY A N D T H E P R O JEC T IO N

O P ER AT O R M ET H O D

Itiswellknown thatthestandard spin-wavetheory isnotapplicableto low-dim ensional

quantum m agnets at�nite tem peratures without m odi�cations9. The consequence ofthe

M erm in-W agnertheorem isenforced by hand in a variationaldensity-m atrix approach pro-

posed by Takahashi29,which wewillshortly review here.W estartourcalculations,writing

(1)in theform

H = J
X

hi;ji

~S~ri �
~T~rj; (3)

where we divide the lattice into two sublattices A and B : spins in sublattice A (B ) are

denoted as ~S~ri (
~T~rj)and thesum runsoverall~ri 2 A sublattice sitesand itsNN on theB

sublattice,avoidingdoublecountingofbonds.W enow applyaDyson-M aleevtransform ation

to represent the spin operators in each antiferrom agnetic sublattice in term s ofbosonic

operators

S
�

~ri
= a

y

~ri
;S

y

~ri
= (2S � a

y

~ri
a~ri)a~ri ;

S
z
~ri
= S � a

y

~ri
a~ri ;

T
�

~rj
= �b~rj ; T

y

~rj
= �b

y

~rj
(2S � b

y

~rj
b~rj) ; (4)

T
z
~rj
= �S + b

y

~rj
b~rj ; (5)

following thecanonicalcom m utation relations.TheHam iltonian (3)becom es,

H = �2N JS2 + J
X

hi;ji

�

S
�

a
y

~ri
a~ri + b

y

~rj
b~rj � a~rib~rj � a

y

~ri
b
y

~rj

�

+
1

2
a
y

~ri
(a~ri � b

y

~rj
)2b~rj

�

: (6)

W ethen introducean idealspin-wave ansatzforthedensity m atrix ofthesystem

�= exp

8
<

:

1

T

X

~q

0
!~q(�

y

~q
�~q + �

y

� ~q
�� ~q)

9
=

;
: (7)
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P 0

~q indicatessum m ation overhalfofthe �rstBrillouin zone. �~q and �
y

� ~q
are given by the

Bogoliubov transform ation

�~q = cosh(�~q)a~q � sinh(�~q)b
y

� ~q
;

�
y

� ~q
= � sinh(�~q)a~q + cosh(�~q)b

y

� ~q
; (8)

whereweintroduced theFouriertransform oftheoriginalboson operators,

a~q =
1

p
N A

X

~ri2A

e
� i~q� ~ria~ri;

b
y

� ~q
=

1
p
N B

X

~rj2B

e
� i~q� ~rjb

y

~rj
: (9)

N A + N B = N isthenum berofsitesin thelattice.Thedispersion relation,!~q,isobtained

afterm inim izing thefreeenergy with theconstraintthatthem agnetization on each sublat-

tice iszero,hSz
~ri= 0 and hTz

~ri= 0,asrequired by M erm in-W agnertheorem . In thisway,

weget

!~q = �(1� �
2

2

~q)
1=2
; (10)

~q =
1

2
(cosqx + cosqy):

W ewillwritethewavevector~q= (qx;qy)in unitsoftheinverse latticespacing.

Theparam eters�and �can bedeterm ined by solving thefollowing setofself-consistent

equations,

S +
1

2
=

2

N

X

~q

0
1

(1� �22
~q
)1=2

1

2
coth

(
�

2T
(1� �

2

2

~q)
1=2

)

;

��

4J
=

2

N

X

~q

0
�2~q

(1� �22~q)
1=2

1

2
coth

(
�

2T
(1� �

2

2

~q)
1=2

)

: (11)

Thesam eequationshavebeen obtained byHirsch and Tang30,and,assaid before,byArovas

and Auerbach32 in theirSchwingerboson treatm ent.

Takahashi29 wasable to �nd outthe asym ptotic form sof(11)in the T ! 0 lim itand,

also,to evaluate the � param eterforthe spin S = 1=2 case for4� 4 and 64� 64 lattices.

However,forthe calculation ofthe dynam icalstructure factoraccording to the projection
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operator procedure,we need to know the spin-wave energy for the in�nite square lattice

m odelat �nite tem peratures and,thus,we solved Eqs. (11)using an iterative num erical

m odelobtaining theresultsdisplayed in TableI.

Asitiswellknown,there isno gap in the 2DQHAF with S = 1=2 atT = 0. Indeed,

when T ! 0,we can see that� ! 1. However,for�nite tem peratures,� becom essm aller

than unity and so a gap opensin thesystem ,reecting thefactthatthecorrelation length,

�,becom es �nite and the long wavelength,low-energy spin-waves cannot propagate. So,

spin-wave excitationsarewellde�ned only forwavelengthssigni�cantly sm allerthan �.

Now,wedescribeonly them ain stepsleadingtothecalculation ofthedynam icstructure

factorfollowing the projection operatorm ethod.A com plete description ofthe theory can

be found in Refs.25,26. One ofthe advantages ofthis procedure is that it allows us to

obtain the structure factorforallvalues ofthe wavevector ~q,while calculations based on

thenonlinear� m odelarerestricted to thelong wavelength lim it~q! (0;0).

In antiferrom agnets,spin-waves have two avors,one associated with the conventional

m agnetization,M �
~q = S�

~q + T
�
~q ,and anothertothestaggered m agnetization,R

�
~q = S�

~q � T�
~q ,

with �= x;y;z.Sincethelastisalowerenergy m ode,wewillconcentrateon thecalculation

ofthedynam icalresponse associated to it.W ecan seethatthestaggered m agnetization is

linearin m agnon creation and annihilation operatorswhile the uniform m agnetization isa

two-m agnon operatorprocess.In fact,thecalculation oftheM ~q correlation function could

be perform ed by using the sam e procedure applied in thiswork,butthe calculation would

requireusto go to a higherorderin m agnon operators.

Itisim portanttoem phasizethatweonly calculaterotationally invariantquantitiessuch

asR ~q =
1

3
(R x

~q + R
y

~q
+ R

y

~q
).TheFouriertransform oftherelaxation function isgiven by38

R(~q;!)=
1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

dte
� i!t(R ~q(t);R ~q(0))

(R ~q;R ~q)
: (12)

Here,(A;B )istheKubo innerproductoftwo operatorsA and B de�ned as39

(A;B )=
1

�

Z �

0

he
�H
A
y
e
� �H

B id�; (13)
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where< :::> denotestheusualtherm alaverageand �= 1=kB T.Onecan show that,after

som eanalyticalwork,thedynam icalcorrelation function R(~q;!)isgiven by

R(~q;!)= (R ~q;R ~q)h!
2

~qi
�

00

~q(!)
h

!2 � h!2

~q
i+ !�

0

~q
(!)

i
2

+ [!�00
~q(!)]

2

(14)

where�
0

~q(!)and �
00

~q(!)aretherealand im aginary partsofthesecond orderm em ory func-

tion,�~q(!),respectively.In tim espace,thism em ory function isexpressed by

�~q(t)=

�

QL2R ~q;e
� iQ LQ tQL2R ~q

�

(LR ~q;LR ~q)
(15)

where Q isa projection operatorthatprojectsoutany term proportionalto R ~q and LR ~q,

and L istheLiouvilleoperator,de�ned by therelation LA = �i[A;H ]= �i_A.Reiter25 has

shown that,to leading orderin tem perature,the projection operatorQ in the exponential

function in (15)can bedropped and wecan also write

QL
2
R ~q = L

2
R ~q � h!

2

~qiR ~q : (16)

In (14),wealso need to de�nethesecond frequency m om enth!2

~qi,which isgiven by

h!
2

~qi=
(LR ~q;LR ~q)

(R ~q;R ~q)
: (17)

The second tim e derivativesneeded to evaluate the num eratorofthe m em ory function

(15)aredirectly obtained from thede�nition oftheLiouville operatorand from (3).Since

thiscalculation isvery straightfoward and the expressionsare enorm ous,we willnotshow

them here. W e then apply the Dyson-M aleev (4)and Bogoliubov (8)transform ationsfor

thespin operatorsin thoseexpressions.Doing so,wecan sim ply replacethetim eevolution

exp(�iLt)by theharm onictim eevolution

�~q(t)= e
� i!~qt�~q(0) (18)

�
y

~q(t)= e
i!~qt�

y

~q(0); (19)

with sim ilarequationsfor�~q(t)and �
y

~q(t).So,weareleftwith a num berofKubo products

offour bosonic operators which can be decoupled by m eans ofW ick’s theorem . After a

tediousbutsim plecalculation,weget
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�~q(t)=
4

N

X

~p

0
fA + (~q;~p)cos(
+ t)+ A � (~q;~p)cos(
� t)g: (20)

A + (~q;~p)and A � (~q;~p)aregiven by

A + (~q;~p)=
�2Tn~q+ n~q� (e

�
 + � 1)

4
+ !~q+ !~q� (LR ~q;LR ~q)
[s(~q;~p)� t(~q;~p)]

2
; (21)

A � (~q;~p)=
�2Tn~q+ n~q� (e

�!~q
+ � e

�!~q� )

4
� !~q+ !~q� (LR ~q;LR ~q)
[s(~q;~p)+ t(~q;~p)]

2
; (22)

whereweintroduced thenotation ~q� = ~q

2
� ~p,and

s(~q;~p)=
h

4J2(~q+ + ~q� )(~q+ + ~q� � 2)+ h!
2

~qi
i

(1+ � ~q+ )
1=2(1+ � ~q� )

1=2
;

t(~q;~p)=
h

4J2(~q+ + ~q� )(~q+ + ~q� + 2)+ h!
2

~qi
i

(1� � ~q+ )
1=2(1� � ~q� )

1=2
: (23)

In theexpressionsabove,n~q = (exp(�! ~q)� 1)
� 1 istheboson occupation num berand 
� (~q;~p)

isde�ned as


� (~q;~p)= !~q+ � !~q� : (24)

Thesecond m om entisreadily evaluated from itsde�nition (17).Itisgiven by theratio

ofthefollowing expressions

(LR ~q;LR ~q)=
4JT

N

X

~k

0
�

2~k + ~k+ ~q + ~k� ~q

� �~k

(1� �22~q)
1=2

coth

(
�

2T
(1� �

2

2

~q)
1=2

)

; (25)

and

(R ~q;R ~q)=
T

�

1

(1� �~q)
: (26)

W enotethat(25)isalso needed in theevaluation ofequation (21).

IfwetaketheLaplacetransform ofthem em ory function (20)and then apply theCauchy

form ula we�nally gettherealand im aginary partsofthem em ory function asgiven by

�
0

~q(!)=
1

2�2
P

( Z

d
2
p[

A + (~q;~p)

! + 
+ (~q;~p)
+

A + (~q;~p)

! � 
+ (~q;~p)
+

A � (~q;~p)

! + 
� (~q;~p)
+

A � (~q;~p)

! � 
� (~q;~p)
]

)

; (27)

and
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�
00

~q(!)=
1

2�

Z

d
2
p[A + (~q;~p)�(! + 
+ (~q;~p))+ A + (~q;~p)�(! � 
+ (~q;~p))+

A � (~q;~p)�(! + 
� (~q;~p))+ A � (~q;~p)�(! � 
� (~q;~p))]: (28)

Com paringequation (20)with thecorrespondingoneobtained by Becherand Reiter(see

equation (9)in theirpaper34),wecan notethatthey arevery sim ilarifwe assign to � and

� their zero tem perature values in our expressions. But there are som e slight di�erences

between ourde�nitionsfors(~q;~p)and t(~q;~p),eqs.(23),and theirequivalentonesduetothe

factthat,in thiswork,weconsidered two sub-latticesfortheantiferrom agnet.

In the next section we discuss our num ericalresults for the dynam ic structure factor

calculated from theaboveexpressions.

III.D ISC U SSIO N O F T H E N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

Theevaluation oftheim aginary partofthem em ory function isfarfrom trivial.Forthis

purpose,we adopta num ericalm ethod introduced by Gilatand co-workers40 and further

developed by W ysin41. A typicalresult is shown in �gure 1, for (qx;qy) = (�=2;�=2),

� = T=J = 0:20;thefrequency isgiven in unitsofJS2 (throughoutthispaper,kB = �h = 1).

A prom inent feature displayed in that �gure is that �
00

~q(!) vanishes in a �nite interval

approxim ately centred atthe zero tem perature spin-wave energy. Thiscan be understood

ifwe look ateq. (28). W e can see thatwe only have contributionswhen the argum entof

thedelta functions,given by di�erencesorsum softhefrequency and thefunctions
 � (~q;~p)

(which accountsforprocessesinvolvinganabsorption followed bythereem ission ofam agnon

with a lowerenergy)and 
+ (~q;~p)(thatdescribesthe decay ofa m agnon into two others),

vanishes.Theshapeofthesetwofunctionsisshown in �gure2,alsofor(qx;qy)= (�=2;�=2)

and � = 0:20.W enotethatthenon-unitary valueof�at�nitetem peratures,aconsequence

oftheabsenceoflong-rangeorder,im posestheopeningofasm allgap between 
� (~q;~p)and


+ (~q;~p),aswe can see in the �gure. Thisgap isclose to the zero-tem perature spin-wave

frequency.So,asweraisethefrequency,thetwoterm sinvolving
� (~q;~p)ceasetocontribute
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to the integralin a region where the term in �(! � 
+ (~q;~p))stilldoesnotcontribute,and

�
00

~q(!)iszero within it.A sim ilarbehaviorwasobtained by som e ofusin a previouswork

regarding thedynam icsoftheS = 1 antiferrom agneticchain31.

The realpart ofthe m em ory function is readily evaluated by a generalization42 ofa

num ericalm ethod used in one-dim ensionalcases. In this way,we can directly com pute

the dynam icalcorrelation function by m eansofeq. (14). In �gure 3,we show the results

obtained for (qx;qy) = (�=2;�=2)at� = 0:05,0:10,0:15 and 0:20. The results forother

valuesof~q are very sim ilar,exceptforsm allwave-vectors(such as(qx;qy)= (�=64;�=64))

at the highest tem peratures studied. In this case,we observe that the im aginary part of

them em ory function changesitsshape,from thenorm aloneasdisplayed in �gure1 atthe

lowesttem peratureinvestigated (� = 0:05),into an anom alousonein highertem peratures.

This leads to a blurrying ofthe peaks observed in R(q;!). However,this region { sm all

wavevectorand high tem perature{ isoutsidethevalidity rangeofthem ethod em ployed in

thiswork.

W e can note thatthe cancellation ofthe im aginary partofthe m em ory function in an

interval,asdiscussed above,leadsto the vanishing ofthe dynam ic structure factorin the

sam eregion.In particular,thisfeaturepreventsusto investigatethe~q! (0;0)lim it,since

thegap rem ainsrelatively largeand thereareno peaksin R(q;!).So,we cannotcom pare

ourresultsto those obtained by Becherand Reiter34,who found thatthe dam ping ofthe

m agnonsiszero atT = 0.

But,whatisrem arkable in the curvesobtained forR(q;!)isthe presence ofa double-

peak structure. It is interesting to note that the low-energy peak follows the behavior

expected fora spin-wavepeak,thatis,itbecom esbroaderasthetem peratureincreasesand

itsintensitydecreases.However,thehigh-energypeaksurprisingly hasitsintensity increased

when weturn up thetem perature.Onecan betem pted to relatethispeak to two-m agnons

excitations,which should becom em oreim portantwhen thetem peratureraises.Itishard to

im aginethatsuch a sharp structurede�ning a double-peak structurewillbedestroyed ifwe

takeintoaccounthigherorderprocesses,which areexpected togiveim portantcontributions

12



only athigh tem peratures.A sim ilarstructurewasalso obtained by Auerbach and Arovas33

in theirSchwingerboson treatm entof(1). Although we cannotassure thatsuch a result,

a double peak structure,isnotan artifactofthe approxim ationsdone,itshould be worth

to check ifsuch a structurecould beresolved in neutron scattering experim ents.Thesam e

suggestion wasm adeby Auerbach and Arovas.

In order to calculate the dam ping ofthe spin-waves,�(~q;�),we �t lorentzians to the

data pointsobtained forR(~q;!).�(~q;�)isso obtained asthehalfwidth ofthelow-energy

peak.In �gure4,weshow �(~q;�)asa function ofthewave-vetorm agnitudealong two high

sym m etry directionsin theantiferrom agnetic Brillouin zone,for� = 0:05.W ethen choose

thewave-vector(qx;qy)= (�=4;�=4),indicated in the�gure,sincethishasan interm ediate

valueforthedam ping,in orderto com parethetem peraturedependenceof�(~q;�)with the

experim entaldata obained by Thurberetal.43.W eshow theresultsin �gure5.W ecan see

an excelentagreem entbetween ourdata,indicated by �lled diam onds,and theexperim ental

ones,up to a tem perature ofT � 350K . Also shown in the �gure are the previousresults

by Ty�cand Halperin44 in theirself-consistentcalculationsand wealso seea good agreem ent

between ourresults.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N S

In sum m ary,we have calculated the dynam ic structure factorforthe antiferrom agnetic

Heisenberg m odelwith S = 1=2 using a projection operatortechnique. Thisapproach was

also followed by Becherand Reiter34,butthey used conventionalspin-wave theory in order

to calculate the static correlationsneeded asan input. Instead,we com bined the m ethod

with the M SW theory,which goes beyond the linear one in the sense that it takes into

account the inexistence oflong-range order in the m odelat any �nite tem perature. W e

obtained a double-peak structure,as in a previous work ofAuerbach and Arovas33. The

dam ping,calculated by �tting lorentziansto ourdata points,agreeswellwith experim ental

data43 and with previoustheoreticalcalculationsby Ty�cand Halperin44 up toatem perature

13



T � 350K .

Itisworth torem ark that,in theclassicallim it,thegap willvanish and thedoublepeak

struturewilldisappear.So,thedoublepeak structurefound hereisa quantum e�ect.

Huberm an et al45 probed the low tem perature m agnetic excitations ofthe 2D S=5/2

AF com pound Rb2M nF4 using pulsed inelastic neutron scattering and found a dom inant

sharp peak thatcan beidenti�ed with one-m agnon excitations.However,in addition tothis

onem agnon peak,hewasable to observe a relatively weak continuum scattering athigher

energies. This continuum scattering was attributed to scattering by pairs ofm agnons as

expected to happen forthe M q correlation function. This willbe the subject ofa future

work.

Acknowledgem ents:W eacknowledge TakashiIm aiforsharing theexperim entaldata shown in

�gure5.Thiswork waspartially supported by CNPq (Conselho Nacionalpara o Desenvolvim ento

Cient���co eTecnol�ogico)-Brazil.

14



REFERENCES

1H.A.Bethe,Z.Phys.71,205 (1931).

2F.D.M .Haldane,Phys.Rev.Lett.50,1153 (1983).

3I.A�eck,Phys.Rev.Lett.54,966 (1985);56,408 (1986);I.A�eck,Phys.Rev.B 37,

5186 (1988).

4S.Chakravarty,B.I.Halperin,and D.R.Nelson,Phys.Rev.Lett.60,1057 (1988);Phys.

Rev.B 39,2344 (1989).

5E.M anousakis,Rev.M od.Phys.63,1 (1991).

6M .A.Kastner,R.J.Birgeneau,G.Shirane and Y.Endoh,Rev.M od.Phys.70,897

(1998).

7P.W .Anderson,Science 235,1196 (1987).

8P.W .Anderson,M ater.Res.Bull.8,153 (1973).

9N.D.M erm in and H.W agner,Phys.Rev.Lett.22,1133 (1966).

10P.Hasenfratzand F.Niederm ayer,Phys.Lett.B 268,231 (1991).

11M .Greven,R.J.Birgeneau,Y.Endoh,M .A.Kastner,B.Keim er,M .M atsuda,G.Shirane,

and T.R.Thurston,Phys.Rev.Lett.72,1096 (1994).

12A.V.Chubukov,S.Sachdev and J.Ye,Phys.Rev.B 49,11919 (1994).

13H.M .R�nnow,D.F.M cM orrow and A.Harrison,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,3152 (1999).

14P.Carretta,T.Ciabattoni,A.Cuccoli,E.M ognaschi,A.Rigam onti,V.Tognetti,and P.

Verruchi,Phys.Rev.Lett.84,366 (2000).

15H.M .R�nnow,D.F.M cM orrow,R.Coldea,A.Harrison,I.D.Youngson,T.G.Perring,

G.Aeppli,O.Syljuansen,K.Lefm ann and C.Rischel,Phys.Rev.Lett.87,037202(2001).

15



16Indeed,CFTD can be considered a better realization ofa 2DQHAF than the cuprates.

In the latter,itwasrecently pointed the im portance ofring exchange in orderto �tthe

experim ents.See R.Coldea,S.M .Hayden,G.Aeppli,T.G.Perring,C.D.Frost,T.E.

M ason,S.-W .Cheong and Z.Fisk,Phys.Rev.Lett.86,5377 (2001).

17A.Cuccoli,V.Tognetti,P.Verruchi,and R.Vaia,J.Applied Phys.85,6079 (1999).

18M .Greven,R.J.Birgeneau,Y.Endoh,M .A.Kastner,M .M atsuda and G.Shirane ,Z.

Phys.B 96,465 (1995).

19B.B.Beard,R.J.Birgeneau,M .Greven and U.-J.W iese,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,1742

(1998).

20J.-K.Kim and M .Troyer,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,2705 (1998).

21N.Elstner,A.Sokol,R.R.P.Singh,M .Greven and R.J.Birgeneau,Phys.Rev.Lett.

75,938 (1995).

22C.Lavalle,S.Sorella,and Alberto Parola,Phys.Rev.Lett.80,1746 (1998).

23A.Cuccoli,V.Tognetti,R.Vaia and P.Verrucchi,Phys.Rev.Lett.77,3439 (1996).

24Y.M aeda,K.Sakai,and M .Oshikawa,cond-m at/0501295.

25G.Reiterand A.Sj�olander,Phys.Rev.Lett.39,1047(1977);G.Reiter,J.Phys.C:Solid

StatePhys.13,3027 (1980).

26B.DeRaedt,H.DeRaedt,and J.Fivez,Phys.Rev.B 23,4597 (1981);Phys.Rev.Lett.

46,786 (1981).

27M .E.Gouvea and A.S.T.Pires,J.Phys.C 20,2431 (1987).

28S.L.M enezes,A.S.T.Pires,and M .E.Gouv̂ea,Phys.Rev.B 47,12280 (1993).

29M .Takahashi,Phys.Rev.B 40,2494 (1989).

30J.E.Hirsch and S.Tang,Phys.Rev.B 40,4769 (1989);S.Tang,M .E.Lazzouni,and J.E.

16

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0501295


Hirsch,Phys.Rev.B 40,5000 (1989).

31A.S.T.Piresand M .E.Gouv̂ea,J.M ag.M agn.M at.241,315 (2002).

32D.P.Arovasand A.Auerbach,Phys.Rev.B 38,316 (1988).

33A.Auerbach and D.P.Arovas,Phys.Rev.Lett.61,617 (1988).

34T.Becher and G.Reiter,Phys.Rev.Lett.63,1004 (1989);Phys.Rev.Lett.64,109

(1990).

35T.Nagao and J.Igarashi,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.67,1029 (1998).

36M .Blum eand J.Hubbard,Phys.Rev.B 1,3815 (1970).

37M .M akivic and M .Jarrell,Phys.Rev.Lett.68,1770 (1992).

38A.S.T.Pires,Helv.Phys.Acta 61,988 (1988).

39H.M ori,Prog.Theor.Phys.34,399 (1965).

40G.Gilatand J.Raubenheim er,Phys.Rev.144,390 (1966);G.Gilatand Z.Kam ,Phys.

Rev.Lett.22,715 (1969);G.Gilat,J.Com put.Phys.10,432 (1972).

41G.M .W ysin,privatecom m unication (1998).

42G.M .W ysin,privatecom m unication (1999).

43K.R.Thurber,A.W .Hunt,T.Im ai,F.C.Chou and Y.S.Lee,Phys.Rev.Lett.79,171

(1997).

44S.Tycand B.I.Halperin,Phys.Rev.B 42,2096 (1990).

45T.Huberm an,R.Coldea,R.A.Cowley,D.A.Tennant,R.L.Leheny,R.J.Christianson,

C.D.Frost,cond-m at/0504684.

17

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504684


TABLES

T/J � �

0.05 0.999999993 2.609963279

0.10 0.999995178 2.609876929

0.15 0.999939299 2.599595679

0.20 0.999709621 2.562049716

0.25 0.999280433 2.567211935

0.30 0.998523449 2.558794763

TABLE I. Resultsforthe�and �param etersforsom etem peraturesT used in ourcalculations.

Thevalueswereobtained by solving Eqs(11)num erically.
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FIG . 1. Im aginary part of the m em ory function, �
00

~q
(!), as a function of ! for

(qx;qy)= (�=2;�=2)and � = 0:20.
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FIG .2. 
� (~q;~p)and 
+ (~q;~p)asa function of(px;py)for(qx;qy)= (�=2;�=2)and � = 0:20.
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FIG .3. Dynam icstructurefactor,R(q;!),for(qx;qy)= (�=2;�=2)and � = 0:05,0:10,0:15 and

0:20.
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FIG .4. Results obtained in ourwork (as explained in the text) forthe spin-wave dam ping,
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1=2 for� = 0:05.Filled circlesareforwavectorsalong thedirection

(q;0)and open circlesfor(q;q).W ave-vector (qx;qy)= (�=4;�=4)isindicated.
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