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I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum spin chains are In fact threedin ensional m agnetic com pounds In which the
m agnetic Interaction in one direction dom inates over the two others. They are not m ere
academ ic curosities since m any realworld com pounds do have this property. One such
com pound isK CuF 3, a satisfactory realization ofthe one-dim ensional goin 1/2 antiferrom ag-
netic H eisenberg m odel [L]. Early description of its crystallographic properties P] con m s
that it comes In two types, @) and (@) B, 4], both with sin ilar spin structures. The (an—
tiferrom agnetic) coupling constant along the chain direction is roughly 100 tim es stronger
than the (ferrom agnetic) interchain coupling constant, a feature con m ed by electron-spin
resonance m easurem ents. This jisti es am ply a dom lnant one-din ensional behavior, and
additional speci ¢ heat m easuram ents are consistent w ith this interpretation. A 1so, an ideal
strict one-dim ensionalm agnetic chain w illnot exhibit Jongrange order at any nite tem per-
ature T {], but realistic quastone-dim ensional system s have a characteristic tem perature
below which there is long-range order. For exam ple, in KC uF'; long-range order ism anifest
below 38K fortype (@) and 20K fortype d) RI.

T hough presum ably sin pler than higherdin ensional system s, quantum soin chains show
strong and rich quantum behavior. If for exam ple we consider antiferrom agnetic system s,
we would classically anticipate a N eel state traversed by soin-waves, and (linear) spin-wave
theory is traditionally the usual fram ework for such a description. In this context, the
excitation spectrum forthe one-din ensionalantiferrom agnetic H eisenberg m odel is predicted
to be [BI:

'a k)= 2pnkj; 1)

where k isthem om entum transfer along the chain direction and here, the m agnetic coupling
constant is nomm alized to unity for convenience. But the true ground state is actually
di erent from the Neel state [7], and the lowest-lying excited states satisfy the so-called
des<€ Ioizeaux-Pearson (dCP) dispersion relation I

Pacp k)= JnkJ: 12)

At rst, these excitations were understood as soin-wave-lke states w th soin one and early
experin ents on CPC [,'10]and KCuF; fi1,12] were interpreted as a con m ation of this.
But it was later shown {13,'14] that the natural excitations of the m odel have spin 1/2 and



hence are ferm jons. These ekm entary excitations are called spinons {[5] and com e always
In pair. Furthem ore, if the soin ofthe systam is an Integer, the spinons are bound and lkad
to wellde ned soin-wave-lke m odes exhbiting a Haldane gap [16], a feature not seen in the
(lnear) spin-wave theory. If the soin is a half-nteger, the soinons are unbound and there
is no Haldane gap. Spin 1/2 com pounds are even m ore Interesting in that the spectrum
is not sinply given by a de nite dispersion relation and indeed, analytic 1] and nite
chain [I8] calculations showed that it is actually a continuum of excitations con ned to rst
approxin ation, for a given k, between a Iowerbound !; (k) and an upperbound !, k) such
that:
'1&) = tacp K); 'w k)= 2 Fn k=23: 13)
T he ground state properties and m ore particularly the excitation soectrum of a m ag-
netic system are analyzed using inelastic neutron scattering, the cross-section of which is
a function of the energy and mom entum transfers ! and k respectively 19, 20]. A1l the
above m entioned features regarding the Heisenberg m odel are con m ed by experim ents.
For exam ple, Inelastic neutron scattering on KCuF3; show s signi cant contribution to the
scattering from regions consistent w ith the spin-wave continuum 1.3) and not w ith linear
soin-wave theory, m ost particularly at high frequencies £1]. T his in plies the inadequacy of
soin-wave theory 22] at such high energies in the quantum Iim it s = 1=2, this even if the
twom agnon interactions are taken into account beyond the linear approxin ation 23, 24].
But there is consistency at low -energies, and onem ust m ention that soin-wave theory works
ne for com pounds w ith high spins (classical lin it) lke KFeS, wih s = 5=2 where i gives
accurate peak positions, line shapes and relative intensities P1]. O ne should also note that
inelastic neutron scattering on K CuF; showed consistency of the eld theory approach R3],
valid only at long wavelengths, particularly the tem perature dependence of the scattering
28,2771 This is in portant because it is an additional con m ation of the ferm jonic nature
of the elam entary excitations, the spinons.
T he inelastic neutron scattering is theoretically analyzed w ith the help of the twopoint
dynam ic structure factor O SF) S, for, in the Bom approxin ation which is amply su —
cient for the present purposes, the di erential cross-section per scattering solid angle and

outgoing neutron energy E ¢ is fI9, 201:
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N is the number of scatterers, , = 02896b a unit ©r m agnetic scattering, g the Lande
factor, F (k) them agnetic form factor, k¢ the outgoing and k; the incom ing neutron m om enta
respectively, 1 and j the cartesian coordinates. The D SF S is the Fourder transform of the

tw opoint soin correlation function:

1 Z+l

X
sH (1;k) = PRPY de ek €)Y sto)s) @ ; 1.5)
1
Im

where ) is the position of the spin Sy, ) on the chain. The Ham iltonian corresoonding
to the antiferrom agnetic isotropic H eisenberg m odel com m utes w ith the total soin operator,
which inpliesthat SY (! ;k) isdiagonalin iand jand S* (! ;k) isthe same Pri= x;y and
z. The averaging in {1.5) is generally done at nite tem perature, but at low tem peratures,
only the ground state is retained. A 1so, for a quasitone-din ensional system , the cross-section
for neutron scattering with m om entum transfer k depends only on the com ponent k of k
parallel to the chan.

H istorically, the rst attem pts to calculate the D SF for the antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg
model were m ade In the context of spin-wave theory which, for the chan kying in the z—

direction, gives the transverse response as [§1:
Sawr (Lik)=S& (k) = Fan k=23 (¢ laK); (1.6)

and the longitudinal com ponent S§ - (! ;k) with a logarithm ic sihgularity at ! k). Non-—
isotropy here is a consequence of the assum ption of a Neel ground state wih long-range
order. Now the true quantum ground state does not have long-range order, which m eans
isotropy must apply. The inadequacy of {1.6) triggered further e orts. First those of 8],
where, guided by exact results of the one-dim ensional XY m odel, num erical calculations on

nite chains and known sum rules, it is constructed an ansatz for the D SF of the spin 1=2

chaln at zero tem perature, the socalled M uller ansatz:

) o . !
SE (k) = ( plu(k) ); a.7)

1212 )

where is the Heaviside step function. This form for the D SF has two m ain features.

(i) A squareroot singularity at the lower boundary of the soin-wave continuum . (i) A
built=n strict restriction to the spin-wave continuum itself, which is not physical at the
high—-frequency end if the M uller ansatz is to represent the totalD SF . Indeed, the M uller
ansatz predicts an abrupt high-energy cuto  w hike com puter caloulations 28] suggest there is



contrbution of states outside the continuum , particularly from above, but w ith a scattering
welght two orders of m agnitude lower than that of neighboring states inside the continuum .
W ithin the spinon picture, the an all contributions outside the continuum are identi ed w ith
processes In which m ore than two spoinons are created. There is also a relatively an allbut
system atic underestin ation of the relative spectralweight neark =  21]. But in overal],
theM uller ansatz gives reasonabl resuls (to orderunity) forknown sum rules, is consistent
with quantum M onte Carlo calulations R9] and supported by BU]. M ore in portantly, it
is In good agream ent w ith the inelastic neutron scattering experin ents done on KCuF'3
BI, 26, 27).

The s=econd set of e orts was to m ap the antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg m odel in the

r[\')l

long wavelength Iim it onto a relativistic quantum eld theory and exploi the bosonization
m ethod of Luther and Peschel 31] to cbtain an analytic expression of the DSF at nite
tem perature P8]. For integer spins, one nds that the D SF has a single m ode w ith a gap
as predicted In {1§]. For half-nteger soins, the expression of the D SF at zero tem perature
agrees w ith the low-m om entum Iin it of the M uller ansatz and at nite tem perature, there
is good agreem ent w ith the m easurem ents on KCuF; 8§, 27].

But allthe above results regarding the dynam ic structure function, though usefiil in their
own right, are only approxin ate. This is In portant to note because over the decades, a
num ber of quantum spin chains, m ost notably the H eisenberg m odel, have been am enable
to exact solutions. A s to the m ethods used, st there was the Bethe ansatz [7:] which, as
already m entioned, gives the exact ground state for the m odel w ith characteristics di er-
ent from the classical N eel antiferrom agnetic ordering. T hen technigues were developed In
successfiil attem pts to calculate exactly a num ber of themm odynam ic quantities, techniques
like the m ethod of (comm uting) transfer m atrices and the Y ang-B axter equation E]. These
m ethods culn inated in the so-called Quantum Inverse Scattering M ethod 2], a m flestone
tow ards the recognition of the quantum group symm etry present in the m odel. But up to
here, all the exact results were for the m ost part concemed w ith only the static (themm ody-—
nam ic) properties of the quantum spin chains; correlation fiinctions that encode the dynam —
ics ram ained elusive to exact treatm ent. O ne had to wait for advances in two-din ensional
conform al eld theory to see how the in nie two-dim ensional conform al symm etry allow s
the ocom putation of correlation fiinctions of the so—called vertex operators, using bosoniza—

tion techniques (33]. The sam e strategy was then applied to quantum spin chains once it



becam e clear how to adapt the bosonization m ethod to deform ed com m utation relations
between creation and annihilation operators 34, 35,136, 37]. For the H eisenberg m odel, ac—
tual form alm anipulations arem ade in the context of the equivalent six-vertex m odelw here
vertex operators are de ned :n the fram ework of the In nie-dim ensional representation of
the quantum group. C orrelation functions are then de ned and, when m apped badk to local
soin operators, com pact expressions of om factors are cbtained B8§].

T he above treatm ent, though technically involved, opened the way for a system atic exact
treatm ent of the dynam ic structure factor. In an expansion in the (even) num ber of soinons
BY9], it was rst cbtained an exact expression for the two-spinon contrbution S, @0], and a
com parison w ith the M uller ansatz showed that it gives a better acoount of the phenom enol-
ogy K1,42]. Next an exact expression of the four-spinon contrbution S; to the D SF was
derived in ¥3]and itsbehaviorasa finction ofthe neutron energy and m om entum transfers
! and k respectively was studied in @4].

T he present work ain s at furthering the investigation ofthe properties of the four-soinon
DSF S;. Through an estin ation of a num ber of sum ruls, we address the issue of the
soectralweight w ithin S4 in the totalS . The sum ruleswe use are: the static susosptibility,
the integrated intensity, the total integrated intensity, the st frequency m om ent and the
nearest-neighbor correlation fiinction. W e reach the conclusion that S, contrlbutes a weight
between 1% and 2.5% , depending on the sum rule used, whereas S, contributes a weight
between 70% and 75% . This is consistent with the nite chain calulations of P8§] where
it is observed that states just up the soin-wave continuum contrbute with a scattering
weight two orders of m agnitude an aller than states w ithin the continuum . The sum rules
we investigate Involve m ultidin ensional iIntegrations and these are perform ed using M onte
C arlo algorithm s. T he statistical errors are reasonable.

This article is organized as ollow s. A fter this introduction, we describe brie vy in the
next section the s = 1=2 antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg quantum spin chain in the fram ew ork
of B8], give the de nition of the dynam ic structure factor S and decom pose it into n-spinon
contributions S, wih n even. Then we w rite the expressions of S, and S, and give a brief
acoount of their respective features and behaviors. In section three we describe the ve sum
rules we use to estin ate the scattering weight of the four-soinon contrbution and the results
obtained. A s already m entioned, the calculations use M onte C arlo integration m ethods and

a discussion of the errors is given. Section four includes concluiding rem arks and indicates



few directions n which one can carry forward.

IT. HEISENBERG CHAIN AND DYNAM IC STRUCTURE FACTOR

T he antiferrom agnetic s = 1=2 XX X Heisenberg chain is de ned as the isotropic Iim it of
the XX Z anisotropic H eisenberg m odelw ith the follow Ing H am iltonian:
1 X!

. x4y Yo zE @1)

n n+1 n n+1

H=

n= 1
@+ g ?!)=2 is the anisotropy param eter and the isotropic antiferrom agnetic lin it
is obtained as ! 1 , or equivalently g ! 1 . Here I#* are the usual Pauli
m atrices acting at the site n of the chain. Note that the de nition @) and is

isotropic lin it are totally equivalent to the usual one if we consider K5] the trans-
P

+1 z

formation U = exp 1 J = 1 S5 which transform s the Ham iltonian H (J; ;h) =
P . .
Jg o, s, +ss,,+ sis,,+hs’ mtoH (J; ;h),ie,UH (J; ;h)U ! =

H J; ;h). Asmentioned already in the introductory section, we take the coupling
constant J = 1 aswellas ~ = 1 and the extermalm agnetic eld h = 0. Lattice spacing is
also taken equalto one. A 1lthis is consistent w ith the notation and conventionsused in 3§]
which we follow closely.

The full exploitation of the quantum a ne algebra U q(gg) symm etry of the m odel re—
quires an exact diagonalization of the Ham iltonian directly in the them odynam ic lim it.
Because of two di erent boundary conditions on the In nie chain, there are two equivalent
vacuum states Pi;, i= 0;1. The H ibert space F oonsists of n-gpoinon energy eigenstates
Jai7uy o1 0,1 such that:

X0
H jl;:::; nil;:::;n;i: e( j)jlr':::; nil;:::;n;i; 22)
=1

where e( 4) isthe energy of soinon jand  isa spectralparam eter Iiving on the unit circle.
In the above relation, 5= 1. The translation operator T which shifts the spin chain by

one site acts on the energy eigenstates as follow s:

"
le;:::; nil;:::;n;i= (i)jl;:::; nil;:::;n;l ir (2-3)

i=1
where (;)=e ®(3 andp( ;) isthe latticem om entum of spinon j. T he exact expressions
ofe(y) and p( ;) are known [13, 3§, 43] and their isotropic lin its are given in eg @.19)



below . The com plkteness relation in F reads:

X X X 1 Ty d |

I= — — J1iu% ol asig e DY 430 @4)
. n! 2 1.
=0;ln Of 5= 1gj-1;n =1 J

A . The dynam ic structure factor

The dynam ic structure factor we calculate is the zero-tem perature lim it of (.5) up to

2 , namely the Fourier transform of the transverse vacuum -to-vacuum two-point fiinction
de ned by: 7

1 X

S¥ (k) = de TR0 ), 0)DL; @.5)

1 m22Z

where ! is the neutron energy, always positive, and k the neutron m om entum com ponent
along the chain. denotes ( * i Y)=2.TheD SF satis es the ollow ng relations:

S(;k)=5(¢; k)=s(;k+2 ); 2.6)

expressing re ection symm etry and periodicity. Tserting the com pleteness relation (@2.4)
and using the H eisenberg relation:

MR g = ettt M P O)TN e MY @.7)

we can w rite the transverse D SF €.5) as the sum of n-spinon contrbutions, wih n even:

X
S (Lik) = Sy (1ik); @38)
n even
w here the n-spinon D SF S, is given by:
I
X X e P h X 1
SF(1:k) = 2_ d ; m (et S_ipy) " e
n o n! 2 1 ' =17
m2%Z 1;%%n =1 J
X (aims DXL (aging q,); 2.9)

XE o (yimy ) ah0F 5 0) 315 ndey i 2.10)

and i+ m isto be read m odulo 2. Note that each S, satis es the symm etry relations ©.6).
The form factor X * is known [3§, 46]. Tt is expressed as a trace of vertex operators in

the context of the In nite-din ensional representation of Ug4 (gg) . The trace is perfom ed

8



using gdeform ed com m utation relations of annihilation and creation operators the vertex
operators are expressed w ith . From the form factor X * one can get a com pact expression or
the DSF S, @3] in the general anisotropic case, an expression nvolving intricate com plex
contour Integrals. T he isotropic lin i, the one of Interest in this work, is obtained via the
replacem ent [3§,143]:

= ie ; g= e ; "0 (211)
where isthe new spectralparam eter suited for this case. The expressions of the energy e
andmomentum p In tem sof are:

e()=m)= shp; ootp=snh@ ); p O: @12)

B. The two—spinon contribution
T he transverse two-spinon D SF S, is the Jess involved expression to derive from @.9). Tt

has been obtained n K] and reads:

IOy ! !
SN Y i
4 15, 12

S, (Lik ) =

u
T he notation of the dynam ic structure factor has been eased since we will deal only w ith

the transverse D SF and the nal resuls are Independent of the vacuum state chosen. The
function I( ) isgiven by:

V4
1 dtocosh @) cosd B 1
0 t  sinhh @t) cosh ()

t

e ; (2.14)

I()=

and !5, (k) and !, (k) are the fam iliar upper and lower bounds of the soin-w ave continuum
of excitation energies given in (1.3). The spectral param eter  is related to ! and k by the
relation: s
12 12
cosh = A ‘2. 2 15)

12 |2
: * 21

which is obtained using eq €.12) and the energy-m om entum conservation law s:
l'=e+ &; k= P P2 @le)

T he properties of S, have been discussed in 41, '42] where a thorough com parison w ith the

M uller ansatz (1.7}) is carried. W e w ill sin ply note that: (i) The con nement of S, n @.13)



to the spin-wave continuum m eans that the M uller ansatz {1.7) was in fact a description
of the scattering weight from two-spinon processes only, and the spin-wave continuum is
actually a wo-spinon continuum /. (i) The exact two-soinon D SF S, exhibits a m anifest
squareroot singularity at the upper boundary of the two-sgpinon continuum whereas the
M uller ansatz exhibits a squareroot singularity at the lower boundary.

C. The fourspinon contribution

T he expression of the fourspinon D SF S, isgiven in §43]. For0 k it reads:

z0 z0
Ss (Ljk )= Cy4 dps des E' (15 27 37 4) ¢ 2.17)
For other values ofk, it extends by symm etry using €.6). The notation is as ollows. C, is
a num erical constant equalto:

2 21 14

T8 s 2:130627:: 10 7; (218)
4 2

an expression in which isEuler'sgamm a function and:

|

Z
1 sinh®*t 1 £ expt
A (z) = exp dt _ = 2.19)
0 tsinh @t) cosht
The integrand F in @ .I7) has a rather com plicated expression. Tt w rites:
X [ h( 7L )3
exp ... Lo (as i o )T
F (17 27 37 4) = R S 2 20)
W2 W?
(o1 702) u
T he di erent quantities involved In this expression are de ned as follow s:
W ="!+ (shps+ sinpy); Wy=2 FnK=2j, K =Kk+ p3+ ps;
ocotp; = sinh 2 5 py 05 221)
the function h in relation @ 20) reads:
X
h ( 17 27 37 4) = I ij 7 222)

144 4

10



where .= | . and the function I ( ) isgiven in 14). The function g reads:

1 \
m 2+lji

- - (223)
. tsinh . m+ 1+ 1.
m= (G " . 7 =1 It

In relation @ 20), the sum isoverthe two pairs (o;;p,) and (o,;p1) solutions ofthe follow ing

energy-m om entum conservation law s:
W = (snp + sinp;); K= p p: 224)
They read:

Erip2) = ( K=2+ arccos W =R sin K=2)])); K=2 arccos@ =P s K=2)]):
(225)
Note that the solution In £25) isallwed aslongasW; W W, whereW , isgiven in
€21) and:
W,= EnK j: 2 26)

The (analytic) behavior ofthe function F in £ 20) was investigated in {43]. In particular,
it was shown that the series g. is convergent for all values of its argum ents and stays nie
when two spectral param eters orm ore get equal. Since the function h goesto +1 in these
regions [1], the ntegrand F of S, is regular there. Furthem ore, it was shown that F is
exponentially convergent when one of the soectral param eters gets large, which m eans the
double integration over p; and p; In £2.17) is nite. A Il these analytic results pave the way
for safe num erical m anijpulations.

The behavior of S; as a function of the energy and m om entum transfers ! and k re—
soectively is studied num erically in M4]. F irst is detem ined the extent in the ;! )-plane
outside which S, vanishes dentically, ie., the Your-soinon continuum ’, by analogy w ith the
two-soinon continuum . Then shapes of S, as a function of ! fordi erent xed values ofk
and vice versa are obtained. Consistency of S, In three areas is cbtained: (i) Con nement
to the Independently determ ined four-spinon continuum . (ii) E xpected overall shape: sharp
rise at the lowerboundary ofthe continuum followed by a longer tail at the upper boundary.
(i) Sim flarity w ith the overall shape of the two-spinon contribution S, .

11



ITT. SUM RULESFOR THE DYNAMIC STRUCTURE FUNCTION

O nce the expression of the urspinon contrbution to the total dynam ic structure fac-
tor is found and its behavior acquainted w ith, it is interesting to have an estin ate of its
contribution. O ne way is to consider sum rules, which are physical quantities related to the
totaldynam ic structure factor, generally via speci ¢ integrals, the values of which we know
exactly. This procedure is a reasonabl good indicator of the weight of each contribution
since each S, is positive, and so is their totalsum S.

For the present case, nam ely the one-din ensional nearest-neighbor H eisenberg antiferro—
m agnet, a num ber of these sum rules hasbeen derived in 7], see also [8,149]. The oneswe
consider in this work are: the static susceptibility, the ntegrated intensity, the total inte—
grated intensity, the st frequency m om ent and the nearest-neighbor correlation finction.
In the sequel, for each of these ve sum rules, we calculate the corresoonding contribution
from the two-spinon D SF' S, and then the corresponding contribution from the four-soinon
DSF S;. Then we m ake a weight com parison, w ith the corresponding exact resul when
possible, or sim ply between the two resuls.

A 11 the forthcom ng calculations are num erical. The two-soinon calculations are fairly
straightforward and standard quadratures are su cient. But those related to S 4, are quite
m ore nvolved and we use a M onte C arlo algorithm frthat. The 2 factorand the standard
deviation , corresponding to each calculation are displayed. F nally, note that all the exact
results we refer to are known in the literature 47, 48].

A . Static susceptibility

The rstsum rule we consider is the one giving the static susceptibility { k) fortwo local
soin operators. Tt is related to the dynam ic structure factor via the relation [19]:
71
1 !
{ &K) — - S (!;k): 3d)
o
T he static susoeptiboility isknown exactly n the lmit k ! 0. It is found to be:

) 1
{0 In{ k)= _-=: 32)
k! 0 2
W e therefore calculate the static susceptibility orboth S, and S, using (.1) foram allvalies

ofk, which we denote {, (k) and {4 k) regpectively. O ur results are digplayed in Tabk 1.

12



O foourse, {, k) and {4 k) for the chosen values of an all k will not com pare directly to
{ ). Note also that it is not possble to take k directly equal to zero before integration
because we would get zero identically. F inally, the behaviorsof { , (k) and {4 (k) them selves
as functions of an all k are not of interest in this study.

O nenotesthat the 2 factor stays around onebut ,={, is relatively high w ith respect to
the com .ng sum rules, around 13% on average. T his can easily be traced to the sensitivity of
the Integration to the low -energy region as there is the factor 1=! . Indeed, better precision
isobtained when ! appears in the num erator and not In the denom inator. Forthis sum rule,
{4 isonly com pared to {, and on average, the ratio { ;={ , isaround 0.6% . W e note that the
estin ated contribution of S, w ith respect to this sum rule is an aller than the forthcom ing

ones.

k {2 k) {1 k) 4 a={4 2 { ©) {2=1{>
0:1]4.17340 10 ?||036927 10 *|0.6344 10 °|17.1% |0.813|/5.06606 10 2| 0.1

o\

02|411826 10 2|[2.91744 10 422114 10 >| 75% |0573|/5.06606 10 ?| 0.7

o\

0:3/4.00307 10 ?|1.85373 10 *|1.8943 10 °|102% | 1.36|/5.06606 10 2| 0.5

o\

0:4]4.48920 10 ?|3.99597 10 *|72076 10 >|18.0% |0.897|/5.06606 10 2| 0.9

o\

Tabl 1: Static susceptibility for S, and Sy

B . Integrated intensity

The next sum rule we consider is the one that de nes the Integrated intensity w ith respect
to the neutron energy transfer, nam ely:
71
1
I k) > dal's (!;k): (33)
0
T he behavior of the integrated intensity is not exactly known for all values of k, but for
an allk, we know i is linear:
11k
I k) - k anall) : 3 4)
W e will then use B3) to caloulate, for sm allk, the Integrated intensity I, k) com ing the
two-spinon D SF S, and the integrated intensity I, k) com Ing from the fourspinon D SE' S4.

The resuls are digplayed In Table 2 and plotted N FIG 1.
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W e notice a clear linear behavior for I, k), wih a slope roughly 75% of that of I (k).

T he foursoinon Integrated intensity presents a som ew hat linear behavior too, w th a slope
roughly 1% ofthat of I k). The 2 factor is still of order one and the standard deviation
4 is here too about 13% , as for the static susoeptibility. T he explanation lies also In the

an all ! -region.

k L k) L k) 4 4=1y 2 Ik) L=I | I4,=I

0.1]0.640435 10 ?||026462 10 *|03656 10 °|13.8% | 1.16(0.875535 10 ?|731% |03%

02| 127924 10 2 {[1.72237 10 #|1.7739 10 °|102% | 130 ||1.750704 10 ?|802% |1.1%

03/1.911885 10 2{[2.98517 10 #|4.9236 10 °|16.3% [0.607|| 2.62606 10 2 |725% |11%

0.4|2.643305 10 2|[3.11577 10 *|4.0768 10 °|13.1% |0.951||3.501409 10 ?|75.0% |0.9%

Tablk 2: Integrated intensity for S, and S,

FIG . 1l: Integrated intensity for S, and S, for smallk.
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C . Total integrated intensity

T he total integrated intensity w ith respect to both energy and m om entum is de ned by:
Z 1 Z z
I — dkI k)= -2 dk d!'s (!;k). (35)

Tt is known to be exactly equalto §7]:
I= ! (3.6)
E .

Tabl 3 displays our results for this sum rule. W e note a better standard deviation: a
relative value of 8% only, com pared to the previous 13% . The 2 factor is of order one. T he
two-spinon contrdbution stays at around 74% whereas the four-soinon contribution is now
at about 2.5% . This trend, nam ely a better precision and a 2% contrbution, is going to

continue In the rem aining sum rules.

L L 4 =L % || I | L=I|L=I

0.1845412||0.00629916|0.0004973| 7.9% |0430|025/73.8% |2.5%

Tabl 3: Total Integrated Intensity for S, and Sy

D . First frequency m om ent

The next sum rule we look at is related to the rst fiequency m om ent, de ned by:

zZ
K k) 2i dat!'s (!;k): (3.7)
0

Tt is also known exactly, but for allk this tin e. Tt reads:

K(k)=§ h2 1 sin® K : (3.8)
3 4 2

W e have carried out the runs for sm all values of the m om entum transfer and our resuls for
the two-spinon contrilbution K , (k) and the four-soinon contribution K 4 k) are digplayed in
Tabl 4 below . They are also plotted n FIG 2.

On seesthat K , (k) hasthe right quadratic behavior from (3.8) w ith a relative coe cient
of roughly 69% . But what is ram arkable is the fact that also K 4 (k) has the sam e quadratic

15



behavior, with a stabk coe cient of about 25% . The 2 factor is of order one and the
standard deviation is better, around 6.7% . T he better statistics com es partly from the fact
that the neutron energy ! is present in the num erator and not in the denom nator in the

integral 3.1), which m akes the num erical Integration m ore stable close to ! = 0. Onemay
R .

then expect the higher frequency moments K 3 k) s d! !'S (!;k) with i> 1 to give
0

even m ore stable results.

k K, k) K4 k) 4 =Ky z K k) K=K |K 4=

0.1]/02053042 10 #| 0.80744 10 *]0.6305 10 °| 7.8% |1.196|02951853 10 ?|695% | 2.7%

02| 0.813574 10 2| 3.08253 10 % {21058 10 °| 6.8% |1.549| 1177792 10 2 |691% | 2.6%

03| 1.799619 10 2 || 542950 10 *|2.8636 10 °| 53% |0208| 2.639001 10 ? |682% | 2.1%

04| 3294491 10 2 ||12.70855 10 #|8.8941 10 °| 7.0% |0.524| 4.664213 10 2 |706% | 2.7%

Tablk 4: First frequency mom ent for S, and Sy

FIG . 2: First frequency mom ent for S, and S, for sm allvalues ofk.
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E . N earestneighbor correlation

The last sum rul we consider is related to the nearestneightor correlation function
de ned by the follow ing relations:

Z Z z
zZ Z 1 ik 1 ik
n onel — dkexp TIk)= 22 dk exp da!' s (k) 3.9)
0 0 0
Tts value is also known exactly f@A7]:
z z Eg
n n+l ?; (3.10)

where E is the ground-state energy per site which, In the them odynam ic lin it, is given
by:

Eg = h2 - : (311)
O ur results for the nearest-neighbor correlation function are digplayed In Tabl Sbelow . The

tw o-goinon contrioution isabout 72% and the four-spinon contribution isaround 2.4% . The

(relative) standard deviation 4 isabout 12% and the 2 factor is of order one.

zZ Z zZ Z — 2 zZ Z e =14
n n+l o n n+l g4 4 4_j’]l4] n n+1 h:|.2_hlhl4—}']:|_

0:105594|| 0:0035309/0.000421| 11.9% |0.580| 0:1477157/715% | 24%

Tabl 5: N earest-neighbor correlation for S, and S,

Iv. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In thiswork, wehave calculated ve sum rules forthe exact four-soinon dynam ic structure
factor S, in the spin 1/2 H eisenberg antiferrom agnetic quantum spin chain. The calculations
were all num erical using M onte C arlo integration m ethods. The statistics is satisfactory:
the 2 factor is aways around one and the standard deviation , range between 7% and
13% ofthe calculated quantity. It is better for sum rules in which the neutron m om entum
transfer ! appears in the num erator since thism ake the integration m ore stabl when close
to zero.

From this analysis, we conclide that the fourspinon D SF S, contrdbutes to the total

dynam ic structure factor S a factorbetween 1% and 2 .5% , depending on the sum rule used,
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w hereas the two-spinon contribution isbetween 70% and 75% . These resuls are consistent
w ith the expectation from nite chain caloulations P8] that the spectral weight of states
outside the two-spinon continuum is roughly two orders of m agnitude an aller than the
goectral weight of neighboring states w ithin the continuum .

There are ve directions in which onem ay wish to carry forward. The rst direction is
to try to detem ne an expression for the six-spinon contribution Sg, study its behavior as
a function of ! and k and then determ Ine its contrbution to the total S: But one should
know that, technically, m attersm ay be m ore nvolved.

The second direction to explore is the study of the dynam ic structure factor in the
anisotropic case. This is also of physical Interest since perfect isotropy is only an ideal
Iim it. The m odel is exactly solvable and we do have generic expressions for S, in the fom
of contour integrals in the spectral param eters’ com plex planes 89]. The di culty here is
that the integrands Involve m uch m ore com plicated functions which are already present in
S,, and one should expect intricate com plexities in thism ore general case.

T he third direction to explore is to include a (an all) extemalm agnetic eld. There are

nitechain calculations in this regard, R8] and more recently [0, 51]. But one has to
rem em ber that the m odel in not exactly solvabl in this case. One will then have to try
an all perturbations around the zero— eld lin it solution.

The fourth direction is the nitetem perature case. Here too there are nitechain 8]
and eld-theory results R5]. It is then certainly interesting to see the tem perature e ects
on S, and perhapson Sy.

The fth direction is to look into the situation of a spin-one chain. The m odel is still
exactly solvable and, exploiting the quantum group symm etry, com pact expressions for the
form factors are available B2, 53, 54]. O ne key issue in this regard is to try to recover the
Haldane gap [1§] through these exact m anipulations.
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