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Abstract

In the contextofthe antiferrom agnetic spin 1/2 Heisenberg quantum spin chain (XXX m odel),

weestim atethecontribution oftheexactfour-spinon dynam icstructurefactorS4 by calculating a

num berofsum rulesthe totaldynam ic structure factorS isknown to satisfy exactly. These sum

rulesare:the static susceptibility,the integrated intensity,the totalintegrated intensity,the �rst

frequency m om ent and the nearest-neighbor correlation function. W e �nd that the contribution

ofS4 isbetween 1% and 2.5% ,depending on the sum rule,whereasthe contribution ofthe exact

two-spinon dynam ic structure factor S2 is between 70% and 75% . This is consistent with the

expected scattering weightofstates from outside the spin-wave continuum . The calculations are

num ericaland M onte Carlo based.G ood statisticsare obtained.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Quantum spin chains are in fact three-dim ensionalm 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 curiosities since m any real-world com pounds do have this property. One such

com pound isKCuF3,asatisfactoryrealization oftheone-dim ensionalspin 1/2antiferrom ag-

netic Heisenberg m odel[1].Early description ofitscrystallographic properties[2]con�rm s

thatitcom esin two types,(a)and (d)[3,4],both with sim ilarspin structures. The (an-

tiferrom agnetic)coupling constantalong the chain direction isroughly 100 tim esstronger

than the(ferrom agnetic)interchain coupling constant,a featurecon�rm ed by electron-spin

resonance m easurem ents. This justi�es am ply a dom inant one-dim ensionalbehavior,and

additionalspeci�cheatm easurem entsareconsistentwith thisinterpretation.Also,an ideal

strictone-dim ensionalm agneticchain willnotexhibitlong-rangeorderatany �nitetem per-

ature T [5],butrealistic quasi-one-dim ensionalsystem s have a characteristic tem perature

below which thereislong-rangeorder.Forexam ple,in KCuF3 long-rangeorderism anifest

below 38K fortype(a)and 20K fortype(d)[2].

Though presum ably sim plerthan higher-dim ensionalsystem s,quantum spin chainsshow

strong and rich quantum behavior. Ifforexam ple we considerantiferrom agnetic system s,

wewould classically anticipatea N�eelstatetraversed by spin-waves,and (linear)spin-wave

theory is traditionally the usualfram ework for such a description. In this context, the

excitation spectrum fortheone-dim ensionalantiferrom agneticHeisenbergm odelispredicted

to be[6]:

!cl(k)= 2jsinkj; (1.1)

wherek isthem om entum transferalongthechain direction and here,them agneticcoupling

constant is norm alized to unity for convenience. But the true ground state is actually

di�erent from the N�eelstate [7],and the lowest-lying excited states satisfy the so-called

des-Cloizeaux-Pearson (dCP)dispersion relation [8]:

!dCP (k)= � jsinkj: (1.2)

At�rst,these excitationswere understood asspin-wave-like stateswith spin oneand early

experim entson CPC [9,10]and KCuF3 [11,12]were interpreted asa con�rm ation ofthis.

Butitwaslatershown [13,14]thatthenaturalexcitationsofthem odelhavespin 1/2 and
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hence are ferm ions. These elem entary excitationsare called spinons[15]and com e always

in pair.Furtherm ore,ifthespin ofthesystem isan integer,thespinonsarebound and lead

towell-de�ned spin-wave-likem odesexhibiting aHaldanegap [16],afeaturenotseen in the

(linear)spin-wave theory. Ifthe spin isa half-integer,the spinonsare unbound and there

is no Haldane gap. Spin 1/2 com pounds are even m ore interesting in that the spectrum

is not sim ply given by a de�nite dispersion relation and indeed,analytic [17]and �nite

chain [18]calculationsshowed thatitisactually a continuum ofexcitationscon�ned to �rst

approxim ation,foragiven k,between alowerbound !l(k)and an upperbound !u (k)such

that:

!l(k)= !dCP (k); !u (k)= 2� jsin k=2j: (1.3)

The ground state properties and m ore particularly the excitation spectrum ofa m ag-

netic system are analyzed using inelastic neutron scattering,the cross-section ofwhich is

a function ofthe energy and m om entum transfers ! and k respectively [19,20]. Allthe

above m entioned features regarding the Heisenberg m odelare con�rm ed by experim ents.

Forexam ple,inelastic neutron scattering on KCuF3 shows signi�cant contribution to the

scattering from regionsconsistentwith the spin-wave continuum (1.3)and notwith linear

spin-wavetheory,m ostparticularly athigh frequencies[21].Thisim pliestheinadequacy of

spin-wave theory [22]atsuch high energiesin the quantum lim its = 1=2,thiseven ifthe

two-m agnon interactionsare taken into accountbeyond the linearapproxim ation [23,24].

Butthereisconsistency atlow-energies,and onem ustm ention thatspin-wavetheory works

�ne forcom poundswith high spins(classicallim it)like KFeS2 with s= 5=2 where itgives

accuratepeak positions,lineshapesand relativeintensities[21].Oneshould also notethat

inelasticneutron scattering on KCuF3 showed consistency ofthe�eld theory approach [25],

valid only atlong wavelengths,particularly the tem perature dependence ofthe scattering

[26,27].Thisisim portantbecause itisan additionalcon�rm ation oftheferm ionic nature

oftheelem entary excitations,thespinons.

Theinelastic neutron scattering istheoretically analyzed with thehelp ofthetwo-point

dynam ic structure factor (DSF) S,for,in the Born approxim ation which is am ply su�-

cientforthepresentpurposes,thedi�erentialcross-section perscattering solid angle
 and

outgoing neutron energy E f is[19,20]:

d2�

d
dE f

= N �0
kf

ki

�
�
�
g

2
F (k)

�
�
�
2X

i;j

�

�ij � k̂îkj

�

S
ij(!;k): (1.4)
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N is the num ber ofscatterers,�0 = 0:2896b a unit form agnetic scattering,g the Land�e

factor,F (k)them agneticform factor,kf theoutgoingandkitheincom ingneutronm om enta

respectively,iand j the cartesian coordinates. The DSF S isthe Fouriertransform ofthe

two-pointspin correlation function:

S
ij(!;k)=

1

2�~N

Z
+ 1

� 1

dt
X

l;m

e
i[k� (rl� rm )� !t]



S
i
l(0)S

j
m (t)

�
; (1.5)

where rl(m ) isthe position ofthe spin Sl(m ) on the chain. The Ham iltonian corresponding

to theantiferrom agneticisotropicHeisenberg m odelcom m uteswith thetotalspin operator,

which im pliesthatSij(!;k)isdiagonalin iand jand Sii(!;k)isthesam efori= x;y and

z.The averaging in (1.5)isgenerally doneat�nitetem perature,butatlow tem peratures,

onlytheground stateisretained.Also,foraquasi-one-dim ensionalsystem ,thecross-section

forneutron scattering with m om entum transfer k depends only on the com ponentk ofk

parallelto thechain.

Historically,the�rstattem ptstocalculatetheDSF fortheantiferrom agneticHeisenberg

m odelwere m ade in the context ofspin-wave theory which,for the chain lying in the z-

direction,givesthetransverseresponseas[6]:

S
xx
SW T (!;k)= S

yy

SW T
(!;k)= jtan k=2j� (! � !cl(k)); (1.6)

and thelongitudinalcom ponentSzz
SW T (!;k)with a logarithm icsingularity at!cl(k).Non-

isotropy here is a consequence ofthe assum ption ofa N�eelground state with long-range

order. Now the true quantum ground state doesnothave long-range order,which m eans

isotropy m ustapply. The inadequacy of(1.6)triggered furthere�orts. Firstthose of[28],

where,guided by exactresultsoftheone-dim ensionalXY m odel,num ericalcalculationson

�nite chainsand known sum rules,itisconstructed an ansatz forthe DSF ofthe spin 1=2

chain atzero tem perature,theso-called M �ulleransatz:

S
ii
M ul(!;k)=

�(! � ! l(k)) �(! u (k)� !)
p
!2 � !2

l
(k)

; (1.7)

where � is the Heaviside step function. This form for the DSF has two m ain features.

(i) A square-root singularity at the lower boundary ofthe spin-wave continuum . (ii) A

built-in strict restriction to the spin-wave continuum itself,which is not physicalat the

high-frequency end ifthe M �ulleransatz isto represent the totalDSF.Indeed,the M �uller

ansatzpredictsan abrupthigh-energycuto�whilecom putercalculations[28]suggestthereis
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contribution ofstatesoutsidethecontinuum ,particularly from above,butwith a scattering

weighttwo ordersofm agnitudelowerthan thatofneighboring statesinsidethecontinuum .

W ithin thespinon picture,thesm allcontributionsoutsidethecontinuum areidenti�ed with

processesin which m ore than two spinonsare created. There isalso a relatively sm allbut

system atic underestim ation ofthe relative spectralweightneark = � [21]. Butin overall,

theM �ulleransatzgivesreasonableresults(toorderunity)forknown sum rules,isconsistent

with quantum M onte Carlo calculations [29]and supported by [30]. M ore im portantly,it

is in good agreem ent with the inelastic neutron scattering experim ents done on KCuF3

[21,26,27].

The second set ofe�orts was to m ap the antiferrom agnetic Heisenberg m odelin the

long wavelength lim itonto a relativistic quantum �eld theory and exploitthebosonization

m ethod ofLuther and Peschel[31]to obtain an analytic expression ofthe DSF at �nite

tem perature [25]. Forintegerspins,one �ndsthatthe DSF hasa single m ode with a gap

aspredicted in [16]. Forhalf-integerspins,the expression ofthe DSF atzero tem perature

agreeswith the low-m om entum lim itofthe M �ulleransatz and at�nite tem perature,there

isgood agreem entwith them easurem entson KCuF3 [26,27].

Butalltheaboveresultsregardingthedynam icstructurefunction,though usefulin their

own right,are only approxim ate. This is im portant to note because over the decades,a

num berofquantum spin chains,m ostnotably the Heisenberg m odel,have been am enable

to exactsolutions. Asto the m ethodsused,�rstthere wasthe Bethe ansatz [7]which,as

already m entioned,gives the exact ground state forthe m odelwith characteristics di�er-

entfrom the classicalN�eelantiferrom agnetic ordering. Then techniqueswere developed in

successfulattem ptsto calculateexactly a num beroftherm odynam icquantities,techniques

likethem ethod of(com m uting)transferm atricesand theYang-Baxterequation [5].These

m ethodsculm inated in the so-called Quantum Inverse Scattering M ethod [32],a m ilestone

towardsthe recognition ofthe quantum group sym m etry presentin the m odel. Butup to

here,alltheexactresultswereforthem ostpartconcerned with only thestatic(therm ody-

nam ic)propertiesofthequantum spin chains;correlation functionsthatencodethedynam -

icsrem ained elusive to exacttreatm ent. One had to waitforadvancesin two-dim ensional

conform al�eld theory to see how the in�nite two-dim ensionalconform alsym m etry allows

the com putation ofcorrelation functionsofthe so-called vertex operators,using bosoniza-

tion techniques [33].The sam e strategy was then applied to quantum spin chains once it
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becam e clear how to adapt the bosonization m ethod to deform ed com m utation relations

between creation and annihilation operators[34,35,36,37].FortheHeisenberg m odel,ac-

tualform alm anipulationsarem adein thecontextoftheequivalentsix-vertex m odelwhere

vertex operatorsare de�ned in the fram ework ofthe in�nite-dim ensionalrepresentation of

thequantum group.Correlation functionsarethen de�ned and,when m apped back tolocal

spin operators,com pactexpressionsofform factorsareobtained [38].

Theabovetreatm ent,though technically involved,opened theway forasystem aticexact

treatm entofthedynam icstructurefactor.In an expansion in the(even)num berofspinons

[39],itwas�rstobtained an exactexpression forthetwo-spinon contribution S2 [40],and a

com parison with theM �ulleransatzshowed thatitgivesabetteraccountofthephenom enol-

ogy [41,42]. Nextan exactexpression ofthe four-spinon contribution S4 to the DSF was

derived in [43]and itsbehaviorasafunction oftheneutron energy and m om entum transfers

! and k respectively wasstudied in [44].

Thepresentwork aim satfurtheringtheinvestigation ofthepropertiesofthefour-spinon

DSF S4. Through an estim ation ofa num ber ofsum rules,we address the issue of the

spectralweightwithin S4 in thetotalS.Thesum rulesweuseare:thestaticsusceptibility,

the integrated intensity,the totalintegrated intensity,the �rstfrequency m om entand the

nearest-neighborcorrelation function.W ereach theconclusion thatS4 contributesa weight

between 1% and 2.5% ,depending on the sum rule used,whereas S2 contributes a weight

between 70% and 75% . This is consistent with the �nite chain calculations of[28]where

it is observed that states just up the spin-wave continuum contribute with a scattering

weighttwo ordersofm agnitude sm allerthan stateswithin the continuum . The sum rules

weinvestigate involve m ulti-dim ensionalintegrationsand theseareperform ed using M onte

Carlo algorithm s.Thestatisticalerrorsarereasonable.

This article is organized as follows. After this introduction,we describe brie
y in the

nextsection thes= 1=2antiferrom agneticHeisenbergquantum spin chain in thefram ework

of[38],givethede�nition ofthedynam icstructurefactorS and decom poseitinto n-spinon

contributionsSn with n even.Then we write theexpressionsofS2 and S4 and give a brief

accountoftheirrespectivefeaturesand behaviors.In section threewedescribethe�vesum

rulesweusetoestim atethescatteringweightofthefour-spinon contribution and theresults

obtained.Asalready m entioned,thecalculationsuseM onteCarlo integration m ethodsand

a discussion ofthe errorsisgiven. Section fourincludesconcluding rem arksand indicates
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few directionsin which onecan carry forward.

II. H EISEN B ER G C H A IN A N D D Y N A M IC ST R U C T U R E FA C T O R

Theantiferrom agnetics= 1=2 XXX Heisenberg chain isde�ned astheisotropiclim itof

theXXZ anisotropicHeisenberg m odelwith thefollowing Ham iltonian:

H = �
1

2

+ 1X

n= � 1

�
�
x
n�

x
n+ 1+ �

y
n�

y

n+ 1+ �� z
n�

z
n+ 1

�
: (2.1)

� � (q + q � 1)=2 is the anisotropy param eter and the isotropic antiferrom agnetic lim it

is obtained as � ! �1 � , or equivalently q ! �1� . Here �x;y;zn are the usual Pauli

m atrices acting at the site n of the chain. Note that the de�nition (2.1) and its

isotropic lim it are totally equivalent to the usual one if we consider [45] the trans-

form ation U = exp

�

i�J
P

+ 1

j= � 1
szj

�

, which transform s the Ham iltonian H (J;�;h) =

J
P

+ 1

n= � 1

�
sxn s

x
n+ 1 + syn s

y

n+ 1 + �s z
ns

z
n+ 1 + hszn

�
into H (J;��;h),i.e.,UH (J;�;h)U � 1 =

�H (J;��;h). As m entioned already in the introductory section,we take the coupling

constantJ = 1 aswellas~ = 1 and the externalm agnetic �eld h = 0. Lattice spacing is

also taken equaltoone.Allthisisconsistentwith thenotation and conventionsused in [38]

which wefollow closely.

The fullexploitation ofthe quantum a�ne algebra U q(bsl2) sym m etry ofthe m odelre-

quires an exact diagonalization ofthe Ham iltonian directly in the therm odynam ic lim it.

Becauseoftwo di�erentboundary conditionson thein�nitechain,therearetwo equivalent

vacuum states j0ii,i= 0;1. The Hilbertspace F consists ofn-spinon energy eigenstates

j�1;:::;�ni�1;:::;�n ;i such that:

H j�1;:::;�ni�1;:::;�n ;i=

nX

j= 1

e(�j)j�1;:::;�ni�1;:::;�n ;i; (2.2)

wheree(�j)istheenergy ofspinon jand �j isa spectralparam eterliving on theunitcircle.

In the above relation,�j = �1. The translation operatorT which shiftsthe spin chain by

onesiteactson theenergy eigenstatesasfollows:

Tj�1;:::;�ni�1;:::;�n ;i=

nY

i= 1

�(�i)j�1;:::;�ni�1;:::;�n ;1� i; (2.3)

where�(�j)= e� ip(�j) and p(�j)isthelatticem om entum ofspinon j.Theexactexpressions

ofe(�j) and p(�j) are known [13,38,43]and their isotropic lim its are given in eq (2.12)
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below.Thecom pletenessrelation in F reads:

I=
X

i= 0;1

X

n� 0

X

f�j= � 1gj= 1;n

1

n!

I nY

j= 1

d�j

2�i�j
j�1;:::;�ni�1;:::;�n ;ii;�1;:::;�nh�1;:::;�nj: (2.4)

A . T he dynam ic structure factor

The dynam ic structure factorwe calculate is the zero-tem perature lim itof(1.5)up to

2�,nam ely the Fouriertransform ofthe transverse vacuum -to-vacuum two-pointfunction

de�ned by:

S
i;+ � (!;k)=

Z 1

� 1

dt
X

m 2Z

e
i(!t+ km )

ih0j�
+

m (t)�
�
0 (0)j0ii; (2.5)

where ! isthe neutron energy,alwayspositive,and k the neutron m om entum com ponent

along thechain.�� denotes(�x � i�y)=2.TheDSF satis�esthefollowing relations:

S(!;k)= S(!;�k)= S(!;k+ 2�); (2.6)

expressing re
ection sym m etry and periodicity. Inserting the com pleteness relation (2.4)

and using theHeisenberg relation:

�
x;y;z
m (t)= e

iH t
T
� m

�
x;y;z

0 (0)Tm
e
� iH t

; (2.7)

wecan writethetransverseDSF (2.5)asthesum ofn-spinon contributions,with n even:

S
i;+ � (!;k)=

X

n even

S
i;+ �
n (!;k); (2.8)

wherethen-spinon DSF Sn isgiven by:

S
i;+ �
n (!;k) =

2�

n!

X

m 2Z

X

�1;:::;�n

I nY

j= 1

d�j

2�i�j
e
im (k+

P n
j= 1

pj)�

h

! �
X n

j= 1
ej

i

� X
i+ m
�n ;:::;�1

(�n;:::;�1)X
1� i
�1;:::;�n

(�q�1;:::;�q�n); (2.9)

a relation in which X i denotestheform factor:

X
i
�1;:::;�n

(�1;:::;�n)� ih0j�
+

0 (0)j�1;:::;�ni�1;:::;�n ;i; (2.10)

and i+ m isto beread m odulo 2.Notethateach Sn satis�esthesym m etry relations(2.6).

The form factorX i isknown [38,46]. Itisexpressed asa trace ofvertex operatorsin

the context ofthe in�nite-dim ensionalrepresentation ofU q(bsl2). The trace is perform ed

8



using q-deform ed com m utation relationsofannihilation and creation operatorsthe vertex

operatorsareexpressed with.From theform factorX ionecan getacom pactexpression for

the DSF Sn [43]in the generalanisotropic case,an expression involving intricate com plex

contourintegrals. The isotropic lim it,the one ofinterestin thiswork,isobtained via the

replacem ent[38,43]:

� = ie
� 2i"�; q= �e

� "
; "! 0+ ; (2.11)

where� isthenew spectralparam etersuited forthiscase.Theexpressionsoftheenergy e

and m om entum p in term sof� are:

e(�)=
�

cosh(2��)
= �� sin p; cotp= sinh(2��); �� � p� 0: (2.12)

B . T he tw o-spinon contribution

Thetransversetwo-spinon DSF S2 isthelessinvolved expression to derivefrom (2.9).It

hasbeen obtained in [40]and reads:

S2(!;k� �)=
e� I(�)

4

�(! � ! 2l(k))�(! 2u (k)� !)
p
!2
2u � !2

: (2.13)

The notation ofthe dynam ic structure factorhasbeen eased since we willdealonly with

the transverse DSF and the �nalresultsare independentofthe vacuum state chosen. The

function I(�)isgiven by:

I(�)=

Z
+ 1

0

dt

t

cosh(2t)cos(4�t)� 1

sinh(2t)cosh(t)
e
t
; (2.14)

and !2u (k)and !2l(k)arethefam iliarupperand lowerboundsofthespin-wavecontinuum

ofexcitation energiesgiven in (1.3).Thespectralparam eter� isrelated to ! and k by the

relation:

cosh �� =

s

!22u � !2
2l

!2 � !2
2l

; (2.15)

which isobtained using eq (2.12)and theenergy-m om entum conservation laws:

! = e1 + e2; k = �p1 � p2: (2.16)

ThepropertiesofS2 havebeen discussed in [41,42]wherea thorough com parison with the

M �ulleransatz(1.7)iscarried.W ewillsim ply notethat:(i)Thecon�nem entofS2 in (2.13)
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to the spin-wave continuum m eans thatthe M �uller ansatz (1.7)was in fact a description

ofthe scattering weight from two-spinon processes only,and the spin-wave continuum is

actually a ‘two-spinon continuum ’. (ii)The exact two-spinon DSF S2 exhibits a m anifest

square-root singularity at the upper boundary ofthe two-spinon continuum whereas the

M �ulleransatzexhibitsa square-rootsingularity atthelowerboundary.

C . T he four-spinon contribution

Theexpression ofthefour-spinon DSF S4 isgiven in [43].For0� k � � itreads:

S4(!;k� �)= C4

0Z

� �

dp3

0Z

� �

dp4F (�1;�2;�3;�4): (2.17)

Forothervaluesofk,itextendsby sym m etry using (2.6).Thenotation isasfollows.C4 is

a num ericalconstantequalto:

C4 =
2� 21 � �� 14

3
�
��
�
1

4

��
�8
�
�A

�
i�

2

��
�8
= 2:130627:::� 10� 7; (2.18)

an expression in which � isEuler’sgam m a function and:

A (z)= exp

 

�

Z
1

0

dt
sinh

2
t
�
1� z

i�

�
expt

tsinh(2t)cosht

!

: (2.19)

Theintegrand F in (2.17)hasa rathercom plicated expression.Itwrites:

F (�1;�2;�3;�4)=
X

(p1;p2)

exp[�h(�1;�2;�3;�4)]
P

4

‘= 1
jg‘(�1;�2;�3;�4)j

p
W 2

u � W 2
: (2.20)

Thedi�erentquantitiesinvolved in thisexpression arede�ned asfollows:

W = ! + � (sinp3 + sinp4); W u = 2� jsinK =2j; K = k+ p3 + p4;

cotpj = sinh
�
2��j

�
; �� � pj � 0; (2.21)

thefunction h in relation (2.20)reads:

h(�1;�2;�3;�4)=
X

1� i� j� 4

I
�
�ij

�
; (2.22)
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where�ij = �i� �j and thefunction I(�)isgiven in (2.14).Thefunction g‘ reads:

g‘ = (�)
‘+ 1

(2�)
4

4X

j= 1

cosh
�
2��j

�

�

4X

m = � (j� ‘)

Q

i6= ‘

�
m � 1

2
�(‘� i)+ i� ji

�

Q

i6= j

�� 1sinh
�
��ji

�

4Y

i= 1

�
�
m � 1

2
+ i�ji

�

�
�
m + 1+ i�ji

�: (2.23)

In relation (2.20),thesum isoverthetwopairs(p1;p2)and (p2;p1)solutionsofthefollowing

energy-m om entum conservation laws:

W = �� (sinp1 + sinp2); K = �p1 � p2: (2.24)

They read:

(p1;p2)= (�K =2+ arccos(W =[2� sin(K =2)]);�K =2� arccos(W =[2� sin(K =2)])):

(2.25)

Note thatthe solution in (2.25)isallowed aslong asW l � W � W u where W u isgiven in

(2.21)and:

W l= � jsinK j: (2.26)

The(analytic)behaviorofthefunction F in (2.20)wasinvestigated in [43].In particular,

itwasshown thattheseriesg‘ isconvergentforallvaluesofitsargum entsand stays�nite

when two spectralparam etersorm oregetequal.Sincethefunction h goesto +1 in these

regions[41],the integrand F ofS4 isregularthere. Furtherm ore,itwasshown thatF is

exponentially convergentwhen one ofthe spectralparam etersgetslarge,which m eansthe

doubleintegration overp3 and p4 in (2.17)is�nite.Alltheseanalyticresultspavetheway

forsafenum ericalm anipulations.

The behavior ofS4 as a function ofthe energy and m om entum transfers ! and k re-

spectively isstudied num erically in [44]. Firstisdeterm ined the extentin the (k;!)-plane

outsidewhich S4 vanishesidentically,i.e.,the‘four-spinon continuum ’,by analogy with the

two-spinon continuum . Then shapesofS4 asa function of! fordi�erent�xed valuesofk

and vice versa are obtained. Consistency ofS4 in three areasisobtained:(i)Con�nem ent

to theindependently determ ined four-spinon continuum .(ii)Expected overallshape:sharp

riseatthelowerboundary ofthecontinuum followed by alongertailattheupperboundary.

(iii)Sim ilarity with theoverallshapeofthetwo-spinon contribution S2.
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III. SU M R U LES FO R T H E D Y N A M IC ST R U C T U R E FU N C T IO N

Once the expression ofthe four-spinon contribution to the totaldynam ic structure fac-

tor is found and its behavior acquainted with,it is interesting to have an estim ate ofits

contribution.Oneway isto considersum rules,which arephysicalquantitiesrelated to the

totaldynam icstructurefactor,generally via speci�cintegrals,thevaluesofwhich weknow

exactly. This procedure isa reasonable good indicatorofthe weight ofeach contribution

sinceeach Sn ispositive,and so istheirtotalsum S.

Forthepresentcase,nam ely theone-dim ensionalnearest-neighborHeisenberg antiferro-

m agnet,a num berofthesesum ruleshasbeen derived in [47],seealso [48,49].Theoneswe

considerin thiswork are: the static susceptibility,the integrated intensity,the totalinte-

grated intensity,the �rstfrequency m om entand the nearest-neighborcorrelation function.

In the sequel,foreach ofthese �ve sum rules,we calculate the corresponding contribution

from thetwo-spinon DSF S2 and then thecorresponding contribution from thefour-spinon

DSF S4. Then we m ake a weight com parison,with the corresponding exact result when

possible,orsim ply between thetwo results.

Allthe forthcom ing calculations are num erical. The two-spinon calculations are fairly

straightforward and standard quadraturesare su�cient. Butthose related to S 4 are quite

m oreinvolved and weuseaM onteCarloalgorithm forthat.The�2 factorand thestandard

deviation �4 correspondingtoeach calculation aredisplayed.Finally,notethatalltheexact

resultswereferto areknown in theliterature[47,48].

A . Static susceptibility

The�rstsum ruleweconsideristheonegivingthestaticsusceptibility { (k)fortwolocal

spin operators.Itisrelated to thedynam icstructurefactorvia therelation [19]:

{ (k)�
1

�

+ 1Z

0

d!

!
S (!;k): (3.1)

Thestaticsusceptibility isknown exactly in thelim itk ! 0.Itisfound to be:

{ (0)� lim
k! 0

{ (k)=
1

2�2
: (3.2)

W ethereforecalculatethestaticsusceptibility forboth S2 and S4 using(3.1)forsm allvalues

ofk,which we denote {2(k)and {4(k)respectively. Ourresultsare displayed in Table 1.
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Ofcourse,{2(k)and {4(k)forthe chosen values ofsm allk willnotcom pare directly to

{ (0). Note also thatitisnotpossible to take k directly equalto zero before integration

becausewewould getzeroidentically.Finally,thebehaviorsof{2(k)and {4(k)them selves

asfunctionsofsm allk arenotofinterestin thisstudy.

Onenotesthatthe�2 factorstaysaround onebut�4={4 isrelatively high with respectto

thecom ingsum rules,around 13% on average.Thiscan easily betraced tothesensitivity of

theintegration to thelow-energy region asthereisthefactor1=!.Indeed,betterprecision

isobtained when ! appearsin thenum eratorand notin thedenom inator.Forthissum rule,

{4 isonly com pared to{2 and on average,theratio{4={2 isaround 0.6% .W enotethatthe

estim ated contribution ofS4 with respectto thissum rule issm allerthan the forthcom ing

ones.

k {2(k) {4(k) �4 �4={4 �2 { (0) {4={2

0:1 4.17340 10� 2 0.36927 10� 4 0.6344 10� 5 17.1% 0.813 5.06606 10� 2 0.1%

0:2 4.11826 10� 2 2.91744 10� 4 2.2114 10� 5 7.5% 0.573 5.06606 10� 2 0.7%

0:3 4.00307 10� 2 1.85373 10� 4 1.8943 10� 5 10.2% 1.36 5.06606 10� 2 0.5%

0:4 4.48920 10� 2 3.99597 10� 4 7.2076 10� 5 18.0% 0.897 5.06606 10� 2 0.9%

Table1:Staticsusceptibility forS2 and S4

B . Integrated intensity

Thenextsum ruleweconsideristheonethatde�nestheintegrated intensity with respect

to theneutron energy transfer,nam ely:

I(k)�
1

2�

+ 1Z

0

d! S (!;k): (3.3)

The behavior ofthe integrated intensity is not exactly known for allvalues ofk,but for

sm allk,weknow itislinear:

I(k)�
1:1k

4�
(k sm all): (3.4)

W e willthen use (3.3)to calculate,forsm allk,the integrated intensity I2(k)com ing the

two-spinon DSF S2 and theintegrated intensity I4(k)com ing from thefour-spinon DSF S4.

Theresultsaredisplayed in Table2 and plotted in FIG 1.
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W e notice a clear linear behavior forI2(k),with a slope roughly 75% ofthatofI(k).

Thefour-spinon integrated intensity presentsa som ewhatlinearbehaviortoo,with a slope

roughly 1% ofthatofI(k). The �2 factorisstilloforderone and the standard deviation

�4 ishere too about13% ,asforthe static susceptibility. The explanation liesalso in the

sm all!-region.

k I2(k) I4(k) �4 �4=I4 �2 I(k) I2=I I4=I

0.1 0.640435 10� 2 0.26462 10� 4 0.3656 10� 5 13.8% 1.16 0.875535 10� 2 73.1% 0.3%

0.2 1.27924 10� 2 1.72237 10� 4 1.7739 10� 5 10.2% 1.30 1.750704 10� 2 80.2% 1.1%

0.3 1.911885 10� 2 2.98517 10� 4 4.9236 10� 5 16.3% 0.607 2.62606 10� 2 72.5% 1.1%

0.4 2.643305 10� 2 3.11577 10� 4 4.0768 10� 5 13.1% 0.951 3.501409 10� 2 75.0% 0.9%

Table2:Integrated intensity forS2 and S4

FIG .1:Integrated intensity forS2 and S4 forsm allk.
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C . Totalintegrated intensity

Thetotalintegrated intensity with respectto both energy and m om entum isde�ned by:

I �
1

�

�Z

0

dkI(k)=
1

2�2

�Z

0

dk

1Z

0

d!S (!;k). (3.5)

Itisknown to beexactly equalto [47]:

I =
1

4
: (3.6)

Table 3 displays our results for this sum rule. W e note a better standard deviation: a

relativevalueof8% only,com pared to theprevious13% .The�2 factorisoforderone.The

two-spinon contribution staysataround 74% whereasthe four-spinon contribution isnow

atabout2.5% . Thistrend,nam ely a betterprecision and a 2.% contribution,isgoing to

continuein therem aining sum rules.

I2 I4 �4 �4=I4 �2 I I2=I I4=I

0.1845412 0.00629916 0.0004973 7.9% 0.430 0.25 73.8% 2.5%

Table3:Totalintegrated intensity forS2 and S4

D . First frequency m om ent

Thenextsum rulewelook atisrelated to the�rstfrequency m om ent,de�ned by:

K (k)�
1

2�

1Z

0

d! ! S (!;k): (3.7)

Itisalso known exactly,butforallk thistim e.Itreads:

K (k)=
8

3

�

ln2�
1

4

�

sin2
�
k

2

�

: (3.8)

W ehavecarried outtherunsforsm allvaluesofthem om entum transferand ourresultsfor

thetwo-spinon contribution K 2(k)and thefour-spinon contribution K 4(k)aredisplayed in

Table4 below.They arealso plotted in FIG 2.

On seesthatK 2(k)hastherightquadraticbehaviorfrom (3.8)with arelativecoe�cient

ofroughly 69% .Butwhatisrem arkableisthefactthatalso K 4(k)hasthesam equadratic
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behavior,with a stable coe�cient ofabout 2.5% . The � 2 factor is oforder one and the

standard deviation isbetter,around 6.7% .Thebetterstatisticscom espartly from thefact

thatthe neutron energy ! ispresentin the num eratorand notin the denom inatorin the

integral(3.7),which m akesthenum ericalintegration m orestablecloseto ! = 0.Onem ay

then expectthe higherfrequency m om entsK i(k)�
1

2�

1R

0

d! !iS (!;k)with i> 1 to give

even m orestableresults.

k K 2(k) K 4(k) �4 �4=K 4 �2 K (k) K 2=K K 4=K

0.1 0.2053042 10� 2 0.80744 10� 4 0.6305 10� 5 7.8% 1.196 0.2951853 10� 2 69.5% 2.7%

0.2 0.813574 10� 2 3.08253 10� 4 2.1058 10� 5 6.8% 1.549 1.177792 10� 2 69.1% 2.6%

0.3 1.799619 10� 2 5.42950 10� 4 2.8636 10� 5 5.3% 0.208 2.639001 10� 2 68.2% 2.1%

0.4 3.294491 10� 2 12.70855 10� 4 8.8941 10� 5 7.0% 0.524 4.664213 10� 2 70.6% 2.7%

Table4:Firstfrequency m om entforS2 and S4

FIG .2:Firstfrequency m om entforS2 and S4 forsm allvaluesofk.
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E. N earest-neighbor correlation

The last sum rule we consider is related to the nearest-neighbor correlation function

de�ned by thefollowing relations:



�
z
n�

z
n+ 1

�
�

1

�

�Z

0

dk exp� ik I(k)=
1

2�2

�Z

0

dkexp� ik

1Z

0

d! S (!;k): (3.9)

Itsvalueisalso known exactly [47]:



�
z
n�

z
n+ 1

�
=
E G

3
; (3.10)

where E G isthe ground-state energy persite which,in the therm odynam ic lim it,isgiven

by:

E G = �

�

ln2�
1

4

�

: (3.11)

Ourresultsforthenearest-neighborcorrelation function aredisplayed in Table5below.The

two-spinon contribution isabout72% and thefour-spinon contribution isaround 2.4% .The

(relative)standard deviation �4 isabout12% and the�2 factorisoforderone.



�zn�

z
n+ 1

�

2



�zn�

z
n+ 1

�

4
�4 �4=jhi4j �2



�zn�

z
n+ 1

�
hi
2
=hihi

4
=hi

�0:105594 �0:0035309 0.000421 11.9% 0.580 �0:1477157 71.5% 2.4%

Table5:Nearest-neighborcorrelation forS2 and S4

IV . C O N C LU SIO N A N D O U T LO O K

Inthiswork,wehavecalculated �vesum rulesfortheexactfour-spinon dynam icstructure

factorS4 in thespin 1/2Heisenbergantiferrom agneticquantum spin chain.Thecalculations

were allnum ericalusing M onte Carlo integration m ethods. The statistics is satisfactory:

the �2 factoris always around one and the standard deviation �4 range between 7% and

13% ofthecalculated quantity.Itisbetterforsum rulesin which the neutron m om entum

transfer! appearsin thenum eratorsincethism aketheintegration m orestablewhen close

to zero.

From this analysis,we conclude that the four-spinon DSF S4 contributes to the total

dynam icstructurefactorS a factorbetween 1% and 2.5% ,depending on thesum ruleused,
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whereasthetwo-spinon contribution isbetween 70% and 75% .Theseresultsareconsistent

with the expectation from �nite chain calculations [28]that the spectralweight ofstates

outside the two-spinon continuum is roughly two orders ofm agnitude sm aller than the

spectralweightofneighboring stateswithin thecontinuum .

There are �ve directionsin which one m ay wish to carry forward. The �rstdirection is

to try to determ ine an expression forthe six-spinon contribution S6,study itsbehavioras

a function of! and k and then determ ine itscontribution to the totalS:Butone should

know that,technically,m attersm ay bem oreinvolved.

The second direction to explore is the study of the dynam ic structure factor in the

anisotropic case. This is also ofphysicalinterest since perfect isotropy is only an ideal

lim it.The m odelisexactly solvable and we do have generic expressionsforSn in the form

ofcontourintegralsin the spectralparam eters’com plex planes[39]. The di�culty here is

thatthe integrandsinvolve m uch m ore com plicated functionswhich are already presentin

S2,and oneshould expectintricatecom plexitiesin thism oregeneralcase.

The third direction to explore isto include a (sm all)externalm agnetic �eld. There are

�nite-chain calculations in this regard,[28]and m ore recently [50,51]. But one has to

rem em ber that the m odelin not exactly solvable in this case. One willthen have to try

sm allperturbationsaround thezero-�eld lim itsolution.

The fourth direction isthe �nite-tem perature case. Here too there are �nite-chain [28]

and �eld-theory results[25]. Itisthen certainly interesting to see the tem perature e�ects

on S2 and perhapson S4.

The �fth direction is to look into the situation ofa spin-one chain. The m odelis still

exactly solvableand,exploiting thequantum group sym m etry,com pactexpressionsforthe

form factorsare available [52,53,54]. One key issue in thisregard isto try to recoverthe

Haldanegap [16]through theseexactm anipulations.
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