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Abstract

W e present low-tem perature dynam ic properties of the quantum two—
din ensional antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg model with spin S = 1=2. The
calculation of the dynam ic correlation fiinction is perform ed by com bining
a progction operator form alisn 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 fiinction show s a doubl peak structure. W e
also obtain the spin-wave dam ping and com pare our results to som e experi-
m entaldata and theoretical results cbtained by other authors using di erent

approaches.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Interest in quantum antiferrom agnetism is old and can be traced back to the early years
ofquantum theory, w ith B ethe’s solution for the H eisenberg antiferrom agnetic dqajn:l‘l .How—
ever, research In this eld ram ains very active and was further triggered by the discovery of
high-tem perature superconductivity In copper-oxide com pounds. Superconductivity in the
cuprates is attained upon doping the stoichiom etric parent com pounds, such as La,C u0 4,
which are believed to be experim ental realizations of the two-dim ensional quantum H eisen—
berg antiferrom agnet 2D QHAF) with soin S = 1=2, descrbed by the m odel H am iltonian
Su,i @)

hiji
where J > 0; hi; ji denotes the nearest neighbor (NN ) sites on a square lattice, w ithout
double counting ofbonds. The 2DQHAF can bem apped into the 2D quantum nonlinear
m odeilé (2D QNLSM ):é and m any theoretical works have been dedicated to the investigation
of the properties of this Jast m odel. However, the m apping is rigorously valid only in the
large S continuum Iim ji'l'-al, although it can be justi ed on general grounds for the extram e
quantum I Iti'ﬁ"l S = 1=2.

T he w idely held belief that antiferrom agnetian plays a central role in high-tem perature
superconductivity has contribbuted to a noticeable proliferation oftheoretical, num erical, and
experin ental works devoted to the Investigation of the m agnetic properties of the stoichio-
m etric parent com pounds, as described by 1) and by the 2D NLSM a4 . However, despite
this connection w ith high-T. superconductiviyy, the understanding of the properties of the
system is in portant by itself.

Som e early theoretical Investigations ofthe 2DQHA F:-7: raisad doubts about the nature of
the ground state ofthe m odel, suggesting that it would be a disordered quantum spoin-liquid
state w ith correlations decaying exponentially w ith djstanoé:?: . Later, further investigations
ruled out thispossbility and the system isknown to exhibit a broken sym m etry N eelground

state"?, which is destroyed by them al uctuations? when T > 0. Tn fact, at low tem pera—



tures, the systam is In a renom alized classical RC) regin e, that is, it behaves as a clas-
sical 2D system with coupling constants sin ply renom alized by quantum uctuations, as
showed by Chakravarty, H alperin and N e]son:ﬁ; In their renom alization-group analysis of the
2DQNLSM . This approach was in proved by Hasenfratz and N jedem ayelgla who obtained
an expression for the correlation length ofthe 2DQNLSM in the RC regin e which agrees
very well w ith experin ental data for the m onolayer cuprate Sr,C u0 ,C :Igil] over a certain
tam perature range.

At higher tam peratures, T=J 05, the 2DQNLSM shows a crossover into a quantum
critical QC) region, with correlation length linear in 1=T 95 A Tthough this prediction is
di cul to be experim entally tested In cuprates such as Sr ,Cu0,C L and La,Cu04, given
the high value of J in these com pounds 130m €V ), recent experin ents on copper
form fate tetradeuterate (CETD JE322, which is also descrbed as a 2D QHAFL2E and whose
much an allervalueofd (J 6m &V ) allow sm easurem ents up to higher tem peratures, found
no evidence for a crossover nto a Q C phase. It should be rem arked that the 2DQNLSM is
expected tom odelthe 2D Q HAF in the lin i of low tem peratures, w hen the correlation length
is very large, and the above m entioned experin ents seem to settle an upper tem perature
Iin it for the applicability of this approach. In fact, the validity ofthe 2DQNLSM approach
was shown to be inadequate to describe the behaviorofthe 2D Q HAF w ith soin value greater

than or equalto 1 in the experin entally acessble tem perature regiont?. For spih S=1/2,

a series of experin ent< 1% and M onte Carb sinulationd? 2! showed that the length scale
at which the renom alized 2D QNLSM description becom es valid is surprisihgly long. The
Iow energy spectrum of the S=1/2 Heisenberg m odel, cbtained by quantum M onte Carlo
on nite size ]atl::c:e§5 , disagrees rather strongly w ith the prediction of the non-linear sigm a
m odel even when the size of the systam is not too small. A1l these results show that i
is in portant to work directly with Ham iltonian (1) Instead of using the 2DQNLSM if one
wants to m ake com parisons w ith experin ental data.

N owadays, it isbelieved that the available experin ental data for static properties iswell

described by a combination of low -tem perature static propertied!, QM C sin ulationd:72¢



at an intemm ediate range, and, at higher tem peratures, by high-T expansion?} and pure-

quantum selfconsistent hamm onic approxim ation PQ SCHA )éa . So, the attention hastumed
to the dynam ical properties ofthe 2DQHAF at nite tem peratures, sihce the intrinsic non—
linearities in the equations ofm otion fora soin system give room for strongerquantum e ects
in the dynam ics, particularly at higher excitation energies. T herefore, further m icroscopic
calculations of the dynam ic structure factor for () are still very welcom e in order to allow

a better understanding about the system ’s behavior at nite tem peratures.

M any of the interesting phenom ena and experin ental m easurem ents in strongly corre—
lated quantum system s are related to the dynam ics of the system . D espite the considerable
progress in m any-body theory, available exact resuls on quantum dynam ics in m any-body
system s are rather scarce. Indeed, even a system atic fram ew ork for approxin ate calculations
isnot well estab]jshed:gé .

In this paper, we calculate the dynam ical correlation function for the 2DQHAF with
S = 1=2 using the equation of m otion approach in conjunction w ih profction operator
m ethods, follow ing a procedure proposed originally by Reiter'gg: and further developed by
other authoré'@é . Thism ethod hasproven sucoessfiil In the study ofthe classical and quantum
H eisenbergm odels in onei%;-I and U/\Tcéq din ensions show Ing good agreem ent w ith experin ental
data, M olcular D ynam ic sin ulations and, also, w ith other theories.

The calculation of the m em ory function, which plays a central role in the form alisn,
does not require long-range order to be valid because it depends only on correlations be-
tween nearest neighbors. T he frequency of the local spin-wave m odes is also used as input
In the method. The calculation of the static correlations and spin-wave frequency needed
In the form alisn we are using, is done w ithin the context ofthem odi ed soin-wave M SW )
theory proposed by Takahash%é and H irsch and Tang:§a . TheM SW theory applied to an—

tiferrom agnets in poses a constraint on the total staggered m agnetization to be zero in an

152

isotropic system , as required by M em in-W agner theoram=. It has been show n? that the
resuls obtained via the M SW approxin ation are identical to the ones obtained by A rovas

and Auerbachi? ushg a path integral om ulation in the Schw inger boson representation.



A Iso, the correlation length, as calculated within M SW  theory, agrees w th one-loop order
In renom alization-group theory forthe 2DQNL M i .

T he com bination ofthese two techniques, the pro gction operatorm ethod and the M SW
theory was already applied by som e of us'@]-: to study the low tem perature properties of the
quantum one-dim ensional Heisenberg modelwih soin S = 1, where a gap is expected to
occur.

T he dynam ical structure finction of 1) at nite tem perature was rstly calculated by
Auerbach and A J:ovas;:33 as the Fourder transform of the in aghary part of the soin-density

correlation fiinction
l zZ Z .
Sep!i;T)= —IS"@@!)S™( o!)i; @)

using the Schw inger boson m ean— eld representation. The procedure inchlides processes
w here the Incident particle creates quasiparticle excitations as well as scattering from ther-
m ally excited partickes. However, the proction operator m ethod, In the approxim ation
proposed by Reitef'@é, goesbeyond amean eld theory and, thus, the e ects due to m agnon
scattering are m ore properly incorporated in the calculation of the dynam ical structure fac—
tor. This procedure was applied to the 2DQHAF m odel by Becher and Reiter"f’é, using a
standard spin-wave fom alisn for the calculation of the static quantities, however, as it is
wellknow n, conventional soin-w ave theory predicts a zero gap value for nite tem peratures,
ie., i does not take Into acoount the nexistence of long—range order (LRO) for T > 0.
M ore recently, the soin dynam ics ofthe 2D Q HAF was investigated by N agao and Igarashigs':
by using the sslfconsistent theory of Blum e and H ubbardéé . Their m ethod is expected to
work well at high tem peratures, although the authors clain that the resuls obtained for
relatively Jow tem peratures, T=J 04, are reliable because the relaxation function is found
to satisfy a dynam ical scaling relation consistent w ith the nonlinear m odel analysis and,
also, M onte C arlo sin u]atjoné;- .

T he outline of this paper is as follow s: Section () gives a brief overview of the M SW

results or the spin-wave energy, as obtained by Takahash#2. The steps leading to the



caloulation of the dynam ical structure factor are also given in this section. In Section (1)),

we discuss our num erical results and, nally, In Section (:_f\_/':) we present our conclisions.

II.THE MODIFIED SPIN-WAVE THEORY AND THE PROJECTION

OPERATOR METHOD

It iswellknown that the standard spin-wave theory is not applicable to low -din ensional
quantum m agnets at nite tem peratures w thout m odi catjonslé . The consequence of the
M em in-W agner theoram is enforoed by hand in a varational density-m atrix approach pro—
posed by Takahash]'ég:, which we w ill shortly review here. W e start our calculations, w riting

@) i the om
X
H=J S, T.; (3)
hijji
where we divide the lattice into two sublattices A and B : soins in sublattice A (B) are
denoted as Sy, (Ty,) and the sum runsoverallx; 2 A sublattice sites and its NN on the B
sublattics, avoiding double counting ofbonds. W enow apply aD yson-M aleev transform ation

to represent the spin operators n each antiferrom agnetic sublattice In tem s of bosonic

operators

S a;, iS5 = @S alay)a ;

¥ i

S, =S a,a. ;

*i i

—
I
o

5

TZ

%5

I
10p]
+

s

td
&

follow ing the canonical com m utation relations. T he H am ittonian {3) becom es,

X 1
H= 2NJS*+J S ala. +Hdh, ab all + Eagi @ )b, : ®
hi;ji

W e then introduce an ideal spin-wave ansatz for the density m atrix of the system



y

; Indicates summ ation over half of the rst Brillbuin zone. 4 and °, are given by the

B ogoliubov transform ation

q= cosh ( gag sih (B

g’
Y= shh(gag+ cosh (b ®)
w here we Introduced the Fourier transform of the originalboson operators,
1 X .
ag= P= e T
NA »i2 A
1 X .
byqz p— e 9 . 9)
B ijB ’

N, + Ny = N isthe number of sites in the lattice. T he dispersion relation, !4, is cbtained
afterm inin izing the free energy w ith the constraint that the m agnetization on each sublat-
tice is zero, hSZi= 0 and NI ?i = 0, as required by M em In-W agner theorem . In this way,

we get

lg= @ 2 %% (10)

1
= 3 (cosg + cosq,) :

W e willw rite the wavevector g = (g ;q,) In units of the nverse lattice spacing.

Theparam eters and can be detem ined by solving the follow ing set of selfconsistent

equations,
1 2X 1 1 ( )
S+=-=— ' - “wth —@ 2?23 ;
2 N @ 222 o ¢ «) ’
( )
2 X 0 521 1 2 2,\1=2
TN . @ 2= p®t T L)
g g

T he sam e equations have been obtained by H irsch and Tangéé, and, as said before, by A rovas
and Auefoadll}é In their Schw inger boson treatm ent.

Takahash£! was abk to nd out the asym ptotic form s of @1) in the T ! 0 lin i and,
also, to evaluate the parameter orthe spin S = 1=2 case or4 4 and 64 64 Jattices.

However, for the calculation of the dynam ical structure factor according to the profction



operator procedure, we need to know the spin-wave energy for the in nie square lattice
model at nite tem peratures and, thus, we solved Egs. (1) usihg an iterative num erical
m odel cbtaining the resuls displayed in Tabl I.

As it iswellknown, there isno gap in the 2DQHAF wih S = 1=2 at T = 0. Indeed,
when T ! 0,wecan seethat ! 1. However, for nite tem peratures, becom es an aller
than unity and so a gap opens in the system , re ecting the fact that the correlation length,

, becom es nie and the long wavelength, low-energy spin-waves cannot propagate. So,
soin-wave excitations are wellde ned only for wavelengths signi cantly sn aller than

N ow , we describe only them ain steps leading to the calculation ofthe dynam ic structure
factor follow ing the proction operatorm ethod. A com plete description of the theory can

be found in Refs. 2526. One of the advantages of this procedure is that it allow s us to
obtain the structure factor for all values of the wavevector g, whik calculations based on
the nonlinear m odel are restricted to the Iong wavelength Im it g ! (0;0).

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

m agnetization,M , = S, + T, , and another to the staggered m agnetization,R , = S T

q q q’

wih = x;y;z.Sihcethe last isa Iowerenergy m ode, we w ill concentrate on the calculation
of the dynam ical response associated to . W e can see that the staggered m agnetization is
linear in m agnon creation and annihilation operators while the uniform m agnetization is a
tw o-m agnon operator process. In fact, the calculation oftheM 4 correlation fiunction could
be performm ed by using the sam e procedure applied in this work, but the calculation would
require us to go to a higher order In m agnon operators.

Tt is in portant to em phasize that we only calculate rotationally mvariant quantities such

asRg4= % R%+ R+ R). The Fourier transform of the relaxation finction is given by*28

+1 .
RE!)= ! dte 0 Rg®iR 4(0)) )

— 12)
2 1 R iR g)
Here, A ;B) isthe Kubo inner product oftwo operators A and B de ned as?
12
@;B)=— he"AYe "Bid; 13)

0



where < :::> denotesthe usualthem alaverage and = 1=ky T .One can show that, affer
som e analytical work, the dynam ical correlation function R (g;! ) is given by

e ),

0 2
12 hIZi+ L () 41 O%M)T

R (@!)= RgRgh! in (14)

w here ;(! ) and Z(! ) are the real and in aginary parts of the second orderm em ory func-
tion, 4(!), respectively. In tin e space, thism em ory function is expressed by

QLZRq;e jQLQtQLZRq
¢® = 15)
LR ;LR o)

where Q is a projction operator that projcts out any term proportionalto R 4 and LR 4,
and L is the Liouville operator, de ned by the relation LA = iR;H ]= iA-. Reiter?? has
shown that, to lrading order In tem perature, the proction operator Q in the exponential

finction in {15) can be dropped and we can also w rite

QL’Rg=L°R4q h!ZiRg : 16)

In (14), we also need to de ne the second frequency m om ent h! ;i,which is given by

LR ;LR q) |

h!Zi=
R 4R g)

@7

T he second tin e derivatives needed to evaluate the num erator of the m em ory fiinction
(15) are directly obtained from the de nition of the Liouvilke operator and from @3). Since
this calculation is very straightfoward and the expressions are enomm ous, we w ill not show
them here. W e then apply the Dyson-M alkev ) and Bogoliubov (§) transfom ations for
the soin operators In those expressions. D oing so, we can sim ply replace the tin e evolution

exp ( iLt) by the ham onic tin e evolution
) (18)
a0 =€ 10); 19)
w ith sim ilar equations for 4 () and ;’(t) . So, we are ¥ft wih a number of K ubo products

of four bosonic operators which can be decoupled by means of W ick’s theorem . A fter a

tedious but sim ple calculation, we get



4 X
- O fA, @@p)cos( )+ A (gp) oos( tg: 0)

g® =
B

A, @p) and A (g;p) are given by

2 +
Tng ng (€ 1)

A, P = P t@e7T; 1)
i 4 ;g 'lq GRGLRG e
A - et € ) s T ©2)
e — S (o o) B -
SHS I 1. !, GROIRY) SHS) SHONN
where we introduced the notation g = 7 p, and
h i ~ ~
S@P)= 40% (g + ¢ )(gt+ ¢ 2)+hZi A+ )P a+ )
h i
t@p) = 40°( g + ¢ )(q + o +20+hli )7 g )7 23)

In theexpressionsabove, ng = Exp( !4) 1) ! istheboson occupation num ber and (CHS)

isde ned as

@p) = g bq ¢ 24)

T he second m om ent is readily evaluated from itsde nition @7). & is given by the ratio

of the Pollow Ing expressions

( )
4JT X

. _ 0 X L 2 2,\1=2
(LR@I’LRGI)_ N . 2k+ R+q+ K g (l 2 l§I)1=2C10th 2T (@ GI) ’ (25)

and

T 1 .

a (26)

R qiRg) = )
g

W e note that £3) is also needed in the evaluation of equation £1).
Ifwe take the Laplace transform ofthem em ory function 20) and then apply the C auchy

formula we nally get the real and im aghhary parts of the m em oxry function as given by
(7 )

;(!)= ip ol Arlgp) . AP A @GP . A @GP e
2 2 '+ @) ! s @p) A+ &p) ! (SH)
and

10
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© 1
g ()= Iy dpR, @p) ( + . @)+ A, @) (! + p)) +

A (@p) (+ @we))+ A p) (¢ @p))l1: (28)

C om paring equation €0) w ith the corresponding one cbtained by Becher and R eiter (see

)
equation (9) in their paper®

), we can note that they are very sin ilar ifwe assign to and

their zero tem perature values In our expressions. But there are som e slight di erences
between ourde nitions for s (g;p) and t(g;p), egs. @3), and their equivalent ones due to the
fact that, n thiswork, we considered two sub—lattices for the antiferrom agnet.

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

calculated from the above expressions.

ITT.DISCUSSION OF THE NUM ERICAL RESULTS

T he evaluation ofthe In aghary part ofthem em ory function is far from trivial. For this
purposs, we adopt a num erical m ethod Introduced by G ilat and co-w O]ﬂ(GISI:-lé and further
developed by W ysjnr"-li . A typical result is shown in gure 1, for (;q,) = (=2; =2),

= T=J = 020; the frequency is given in units of JS? (throughout thispaper, ks = h = 1).
A prom nent feature displayed In that gure is that ;0 (!) vanishes In a nie nterval
approxin ately centred at the zero tem perature soin-wave energy. This can be understood
ifwe look at eq. 2§). W e can see that we only have contributions when the argum ent of
the delta functions, given by di erences or sum s of the frequency and the functions (SH)
(w hich acoounts forprocesses nvolving an absorption follow ed by the reem ission ofam agnon
wih a Iower energy) and . (p) (that describes the decay of a m agnon into two others),
vanishes. T he shape ofthese two functions isshown in gure 2, also for (k;q,) = (=2; =2)
and = 020.W enote that the non-unitary value of at nite tem peratures, a consequence
ofthe absence of Jong—range order, in poses the opening ofa sm allgap between ;p) and

+ @p), aswe can s=e In the gure. This gap is close to the zero-tem perature spin-wave

frequency. So, aswe raise the frequency, the two tem s involving ;) cease to contrbute

11



to the integral In a region where the tetm n (! + (@p)) still does not contrbute, and
2 (!) is zero within it. A sin ilar behavior was cbtained by som e of us in a previous work
regarding the dynam ics of the S = 1 antiferrom agnetic dlajn%lE .

The real part of the m em ory function is readily evaluated by a genera]jza‘don':lé of a
num erical m ethod used in one-din ensional cases. In this way, we can directly com pute
the dynam ical correlation fiinction by means ofeq. 14). In gure 3, we show the results
obtained for (x;q,) = (=2; =2) at = 005, 010, 0:15 and 020. The results for other
values of g are very sim ilar, except for an allwave-vectors (such as (& ;q,) = ( =64; =64))
at the highest tam peratures studied. In this case, we observe that the in aghary part of
the m em ory function changes its shape, from the nom alone asdigplayed In gure 1 at the
Jow est tem perature Investigated ( = 0:05), Into an anom alous one In higher tem peratures.
This Jeads to a blurrying of the peaks observed In R (g;! ). However, this region { anall
w avevector and high tem perature { is outside the validiy range of the m ethod em ployed in
thiswork.

W e can note that the cancellation of the in aginary part of the m em ory function in an
iInterval, as discussed above, leads to the vanishing of the dynam ic structure factor In the
sam e region. In particular, this feature prevents us to investigate the g ! (0;0) 1m it, since
the gap ram ains relatively large and there are no peaks In R (g; ! ). So, we cannot com pare
our resuls to those obtained by Bedher and Reiter:é:%, who found that the dam ping of the
magnons iszero at T = 0.

But, what is rem arkabl in the curves obtained forR (g;! ) is the presence of a double-
peak structure. It is Interesting to note that the low-energy peak follow s the behavior
expected for a soin-wave peak, that is, it becom es broader as the tem perature Increases and
its iIntensity decreases. H owever, the high-energy peak surprisingly has its intensity increased
when we tum up the tam perature. O ne can be tem pted to relate this peak to two-m agnons
excitations, which should becom em ore In portant w hen the tem perature raises. It ishard to
In agine that such a sharp structure de ning a doublepeak structure w illbe destroyed ifwe

take into acoount higher order processes, which are expected to give in portant contributions

12



only at high tem peratures. A sin ilar structure was also obtained by A uerbach and A rovaé3
in their Schw inger boson treatm ent of ). A though we cannot assure that such a resul,
a doublk peak structure, is not an artifact of the approxin ations done, it should be worth
to check if such a structure could be resolved In neutron scattering experin ents. The sam e
suggestion wasm ade by A uerbach and A rovas.

In order to caloulate the dam ping of the spin-waves, (g ), we t lorentzians to the
data points ocbtained forR (;!). (g ) is so obtained as the half width of the low -energy
peak. In gure4,weshow (g; ) asa function ofthe wavevetor m agniude along two high
symm etry directions in the antiferrom agnetic B rdllouin zone, or = 0:05. W e then choose
the wave-vector (& ;q,) = (=4; =4), ndicated in the gure, since this has an intermm ediate
value for the dam ping, in order to com pare the tam perature dependence of (g; ) with the
experin ental data cbained by T hurber et alEB:. W e show theresultsin gure 5. W e can see
an excelent agreem ent between ourdata, indicated by Illed diam onds, and the experin ental
ones, up to a tem perature of T 350K . Also shown in the gure are the previous resuls
by Tycand H a]perjn:ﬁ‘:! In their selfconsistent calculations and we also see a good agreem ent

between our resuls.

IV.CONCLUSIONS

In summ ary, we have calculated the dynam ic structure factor for the antiferrom agnetic
Heisenberg m odelw ith S = 1=2 using a pro fction operator technique. This approach was
also followed by Becher and Reiter'éé, but they used conventional soin-wave theory in order
to caloulate the static correlations needed as an input. Instead, we combined the m ethod
wih the M SW theory, which goes beyond the linear one In the sense that it takes Into
acoount the nexistence of Iong-range order In the model at any nite tem perature. W e
cbtained a doublepeak structure, as In a previous work of A uerbach and Arova§'§EE . The
dam ping, calculated by tting lorentzians to our data points, agrees wellw ith experim ental

data?? and w ith previous theoretical calculations by T yc and H alperin®? up to a tem perature

13



T 350K .

Tt isworth to ram ark that, In the classical Iim it, the gap w ill vanish and the doubk peak
struture w ill disappear. So, the doubl peak structure found here is a quantum e ect.

Hubem an et a]ElEE probed the Iow team perature m agnetic excitations of the 2D S=5/2
AF compound RbM nF, using pulsed inelastic neutron scattering and found a dom inant
sharp peak that can be identi ed w ith one-m agnon excitations. H owever, n addition to this
one m agnon peak, he was able to observe a relatively weak continuum scattering at higher
energies. This continuum scattering was attrbuted to scattering by pairs of m agnons as
expected to happen for the M  correlation function. This willbe the sub®ct of a future

work.
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TABLES

T/J

0.05

0.10

015

020

025

030

0.999999993

0.999995178

0.999939299

0.999709621

0.999280433

0.998523449

2.609963279

2.609876929

2599595679

2562049716

2567211935

2558794763

TABLE I. Resultsforthe and param eters for som e tem peraturesT used In our calculations.

T he values were ocbtained by solving Egs (11) num erically.
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