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M odi�ed Spin-W ave T heory ofN uclear M agnetic R elaxation in O ne-D im ensional

Q uantum Ferrim agnets: T hree-M agnon versus R am an Processes

Shoji Yam am oto and Hirom itsu Hori

Division of Physics, Hokkaido University, Sapporo 060-0810, Japan

(D ated:April14,2024)

Nuclearspin-latticerelaxation in one-dim ensionalHeisenberg ferrim agnetsisstudied by m eansof

a m odi�ed spin-wave theory. Calculating beyond the �rst-order m echanism ,where a nuclear spin

directly interactswith spin wavesthrough thehyper�necoupling,wedem onstratethattheexchange-

scattering-enhanced three-m agnon nuclear relaxation m ay generally predom inate over the Ram an

one with increasing tem perature and decreasing �eld. Recent proton spin-lattice relaxation-tim e

(T1) m easurem ents on the ferrim agnetic chain com pound NiCu(C 7H 6N 2O 6)(H 2O )3� 2H2O suggest

thatthe m ajorcontribution to 1=T1 be m ade by the three-m agnon scattering.

PACS num bers:75.10.Jm ,75.50.G g,76.50.+ g

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

Nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R) is an e�ective

probe to the collective m otions ofelectronic spins and

therefore we take a greatinterestin m icroscopically in-

terpreting it.Thespin-waveform alism hasplayed a cru-

cialrole in thiscontext. Van K ranendonk,Bloom 1 and

M oriya2,3 m adetheirpioneeringattem ptstodescribethe

nuclear spin-lattice relaxation tim e T1 in term s ofspin

waves. O guchiand K e�er4 further developed the spin-

wave analysis considering the three-m agnon nuclear re-

laxation m echanism as wellas the Ram an one. Pincus

and Beem an5,6 claim ed thattheexchangecorrelation be-

tween spin wavesshould signi�cantly accelerate the nu-

clear spin relaxation. The spin-wave excitation energy

is usually m uch larger than the nuclear resonance fre-

quency and thusthesingle-m agnon relaxation processis

rarely ofsigni�cance. The Ram an processconsequently

playsa leading rolein thenuclearspin-latticerelaxation.

Because ofthe (4S)� 1-dam ping factor to the Holstein-

Prim ako� m agnon series expansion, the m ulti-m agnon

scattering ism uch lesscontributivewithin the�rst-order

process,wherea nuclearspin directly interactswith spin

waves through the hyper�ne coupling. However, the

second-order process,where a nuclear spin 
ip induces

virtualspin waves which are then scattered therm ally

via thefour-m agnon exchangeinteraction,m ay generally

enhance the relaxation rate. Thisisthe fascinating sce-

nario written by Pincusand Beem an.

It is unfortunate that their spin-wave nuclear relax-

ation theory is not e�ective in low dim ensions but is

valid far below the transition tem perature. The con-

ventionalspin-wave theory applied to low-dim ensional

m agnets ends in failure with diverging m agnetizations.

In such circum stances,Takahashi7 gave a �ne descrip-

tion of the low-dim ensional ferrom agnetic therm ody-

nam ics in term s of m odi�ed spin waves. His idea of

introducing a constraint on the m agnetization so as

to control the num ber of spin waves was further ap-

plied to antiferrom agnets8,9,10 and ferrim agnets.11,12,13

Even frustrated antiferrom agnets14,15,16 and random -

bond ferrom agnets17 werediscussed within thisrenewed

spin-waveschem e.

The ferrim agnetic m odi�ed spin-wave theory is par-

ticularly useful in illum inating both static13,18,19 and

dynam ic20,21,22 properties. O ne-dim ensional ferrim ag-

nets have lately attracted m uch attention especially in

the context of designing m olecule-based ferrom agnets.

Assem bling m olecularbricksin such a way asto obtain

a low-dim ensionalsystem with a nonzero resultantspin

in the ground state and then coupling the chainsorthe

layersagain in a ferrom agneticfashion,one can in prin-

ciple obtain a m olecular m agnet. A series ofbim etallic

chaincom pounds23,24 weresynthesizedin suchastrategy.

Anotherapproach25,26 to m olecularm agnetsconsistsof

bringing into interaction m etalions and stable organic

radicals. Hom om etallic m aterials such as tetram eric

bond-alternating chain com pounds27 and trim eric inter-

twining double-chain com pounds28 aredistinctferrim ag-

netsoftopologicalorigin.Such syntheticendeavorshave

stim ulated severalexperim entalists29,30,31 to m easureT1
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FIG .1: M odi�ed spin-wave calculations ofthe speci�c heat

C and the m agnetic susceptibility � as functions oftem per-

ature for the ferrim agnetic Heisenberg chains. The original

(Takahashi)and our(Yam am oto)schem esarecom pared with

quantum M onte Carlo (Q M C)calculations.
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FIG .2:D iagram m atic representation ofvariousnuclearspin-lattice relaxation processes.Solid arrows,designating spin waves

which areem itted in the�rst-orderprocesses,inducea nuclearspin 
ip (� )via thehyper�neinteraction,whilebroken arrows,
depicting thefour-m agnon exchange correlations,therm ally scatterthe�rst-orderspin wavesasvirtualexcitations,where spin

wavesofferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic aspectare distinguishably drawn by straightand wavy arrows,respectively.(a)

The �rst-orderdirect(single-m agnon)relaxation processes;(b)The �rst-orderRam an (two-m agnon)relaxation processes;(c)

The�rst-orderand second-orderthree-m agnon relaxation processes,whereq = � k4,arerelated to each otherthrough nonlinear
equationsand are therefore inseparable. Considering the nuclear-electronic energy conservation,processesin solid and dotted

fram esareofgreatand littlesigni�cance,respectively,whereasthosein broken fram esarerelevantaccording to theconstituent

spinsS and s.LabelsW
��

and W
��

0
�
on feasible processesare explained in Appendix B.

on ferrim agnetic chain com pounds. Thus m otivated,

we have started a m odi�ed spin-wave exploration22 of

the nuclear spin dynam ics in one-dim ensional Heisen-

bergferrim agnetsbeyond theconventionalRam an m ech-

anism . Here we give a full description of the the-

ory and �nally show a strong evidence of the proton

spin relaxation in the ferrim agnetic chain com pound

N iC u(C7H 6N 2O 6)(H 2O )3 � 2H2O being m ediated by the

three-m agnon scattering rather than the Ram an one.

II. M O D IFIED SP IN -W AV E SC H EM E

W e considerferrim agnetic Heisenberg chainsofalter-

nating spinsS and s,asdescribed by the Ham iltonian

H =

NX

n= 1

�

JS n � (sn� 1+ sn)� (gSS
z
n + gss

z
n)�B H

�

: (2.1)

Introducing bosonic operators for the spin deviation in

each sublatticeviaS
+

i
= (2S� a

y

i
ai)

1=2ai,S
z
i = S � a

y

i
ai,

s
+

i
= b

y

i
(2s� b

y

i
bi)

1=2,szi = � s+ b
y

i
bi,and assum ing that

O (S) = O (s),we expand the Ham iltonian with respect

to 1=S as H = � 2SsJN + H1 + H 0 + O (S� 1),where

H i contains the O (S
i) term s which are explicitly given

in Appendix A.

O urschem e34 ofm odifyingthespin-wavetheory isdis-

tinctfrom theoriginalidea proposed by Takahashi8 and

Hirsch etal..9 In theirway ofsuppressing thedivergence

ofthe sublattice m agnetizations,an e�ective Ham ilto-

nian with a Lagrangem ultiplierincluded,instead ofthe

originalHam iltonian,isdiagonalizedsubjecttozerostag-

gered m agnetization. O n the otherhand,we �rstdiag-

onalizethe Ham iltonian keeping the dispersion relations

free from tem perature and then introduce a Lagrange

m ultiplierin orderto m inim izethefreeenergy subjectto

zero staggered m agnetization. The two approaches are

com pared in Fig. 1. O urnew schem e ism uch betterat

describing theantiferrom agnetically peaked speci�cheat

and the low-tem perature diverging susceptibility. O ur

approach converges into the param agnetic behavior at

high tem peraturesforboth thespeci�cheatand suscep-

tibility.
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III. N U C LEA R SP IN -LA T T IC E R ELA X A T IO N

The hyper�neinteraction isgenerally expressed as

H hf = gS�B �h
N I
+
P

n

�
1

2
A
�
n S

�
n + A

z
nS

z
n

�

+ gs�B �h
N I
+
P

n

�
1

2
B
�
n s

�
n + B

z
ns

z
n

�

; (3.1)

whereA �
n (B

�
n)isthedipolarcouplingtensorbetween the

nuclear and nth larger(sm aller)electronic spins. Since

H 0 and H hf areboth m uch sm allerthan H 1,they actas

perturbativeinteractionsto thelinearspin-wavesystem .

Ifwe considerup to the second-orderperturbation with

respect to V � H0 + H hf,the probability ofa nuclear

spin being scattered from the state ofIz = m to thatof

Iz = m + 1 isgiven by

W =
2�

�h

X

f

�
�
�
�
�

D

f

�
�
�V +

X

m (6= i)

Vjm ihm jV

E i� Em

�
�
�i

E
�
�
�
�
�

2

�(E i� Ef);

(3.2)

where i and f designate the initialand �nalstates of

the unperturbed electronic-nuclear spin system , whose

energiesare E i and E f,respectively. The nuclearspin-

latticerelaxation tim eisthen given by T1 = (I� m )(I+

m + 1)=2W .

Equation (3.2) contains various scattering processes,

which are diagram m atically shown in Fig. 2. Due to

theconsiderabledi�erencebetween thenuclearand elec-

tronicenergyscales,�h!N � J,thedirectprocess,involv-

ing a single spin wave,israrely ofsigni�cance. Consid-

ering further that the antiferrom agnetic spin waves are

higherin energy than the ferrom agneticones,!
�

k
< !

+

k
,

at m oderate �elds, the intraband spin-wave scattering

dom inates the Ram an relaxation rate 1=T
(2)

1 , whereas

both the intraband and interband spin-wave scatterings

contribute to the three-m agnon relaxation rate 1=T
(3)

1 .

W ithin the�rst-orderm echanism ,1=T
(3)

1 ism uch sm aller

than 1=T
(2)

1 .4 However, the �rst-order relaxation rate

m ay be enhanced through the second-orderm echanism .

W e consider the leading second-order relaxation, that

is, the exchange-scattering-induced three-m agnon pro-

cesses,aswellasthe �rst-orderones. The second-order

Ram an processes,containing two virtualm agnons,are

m uch m ore accidental due to the m om entum conser-

vation and m uch less contributive due to the (4S)� 1-

dam ping factor in the Holstein-Prim ako� m agnon se-

ries expansion. As for the four-m agnon scattering,the

�rst-orderprocessesarenonexistent,whereasthesecond-

orderonesoriginatein thesix-m agnon exchangeinterac-

tion and therefore contain two virtualm agnons. Thus

and thus,allotherhigher-orderprocessesdo notsigni�-

cantly changethe relaxation scenario.W e explicitly for-

m ulate1=T
(2)

1 and 1=T
(3)

1 in Appendix B.

IV . T H R EE-M A G N O N V ER SU S R A M A N

P R O C ESSES

W e calculate the cases of (S;s) = (1;1
2
) and

(S;s) = (3
2
;1
2
), which are relevant to several m ajor

m aterials.24,25,28 Figure 3 shows 1=T1 as a function

of tem perature and an applied �eld. The exchange-

scattering-enhanced three-m agnon relaxation rategener-

allygrowsintoam ajorcontribution to1=T1 with increas-

ingtem peratureand decreasing�eld.Astem peraturein-

creases,�n
�

k
decreasesatk ’ 0 butotherwiseincreases.35

In one dim ension,excitations at k ’ 0 predom inate in

the Ram an processes,while allthe excitationsare e�ec-

tive in the three-m agnon processes. 1=T
(2)

1 and 1=T
(3)

1

arehencedecreasing and increasing functionsoftem per-

ature,respectively,unless tem perature is so high as to

activate the antiferrom agnetic spin waves.The �eld de-

pendencesof1=T
(2)

1
and 1=T

(3)

1
are also in striking con-

trast. Atm oderately low tem peraturesand weak �elds,

�h!N � kB T � J,T
(2)

1 isapproxim ately evaluated as

1

T
(2)

1

’
2[(gSA

zS � gsB
zs)�B �h
N ]

2

��hSs(S � s)J

� exp

h

�
(gS + gs)�B H

2kB T

i

K 0

�
�h!N

2kB T

�

; (4.1)

where K 0 is the m odi�ed Bessel function of the sec-

ond kind and behaves as K 0(�h!N =2kBT) ’ 0:80908 �

ln(�h!N =kB T). Thus the �eld dependence of 1=T
(2)

1 is

initially logarithm icand then turnsexponentialwith in-

creasing �eld. Equation (B2) is m uch less analytical

butsuggestsm uch strongerpower-law divergingbehavior

with decreasing�eld.Therefore,thethree-m agnon relax-

ation predom inatesoverthe Ram an oneatweak �elds.

In Fig. 4 we plot the crossover points on which

1=T
(2)

1 = 1=T
(3)

1 . A Ram an-to-three-m agnon crossover

m ay generally be detected with increasing tem pera-

ture and decreasing �eld. The ferrim agnetic nuclear

spin-lattice relaxation is sensitive to anotheradjustable

param eter A �=B �, that is, the location of the probe

nuclei.35 Atthe speciallocation ofA �=B � � (ds=dS)
3 ’

(S=s)�,where dS (ds) is the distance between the nu-

clearand larger(sm aller)electronic spins,the � excita-

tion m ode is alm ost invisible to the nuclear spin.35 In

the case of(S;s)= (1;1
2
),forexm aple,the nuclearspin

located as A �=B � ’ 1=2 hardly relaxes. Any T1 m ea-

surem ents should be perform ed away from such m agic

points.

V . IN T ER P R ETA T IO N O F EX P ER IM EN T S

W e are further excited to com pare our theory

with recent experim ental �ndings. Fujiwara and

Hagiwara31 m easured T1 forproton nucleiin thebim etal-

lic chain com pound NiCu(pba)(H 2O )3� 2H2O (pba =

1;3-propylenebis(oxam ato) = C7H 6N 2O 6)
36 com prising
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FIG .3: M odi�ed spin-wave calculations oftypicaltem perature (the left four) and �eld (the right four) dependences ofthe

nuclear spin-lattice relaxation rate,where gS = gs � g,A
�
=B

�
= 0 and (B

�
=B

z
)
2
= 4. 1=T

(2)

1
and 1=T

(3)

1
are plotted by

dotted and broken lines,respectively,while 1=T
(2)

1
+ 1=T

(3)

1
� 1=T1,which isobservable,by solid lines.

ferrim agnetic chains with alternating octahedral Ni2+

and square-pyram idal Cu2+ ions bridged by oxam ato

groups. The m easured susceptibility37 is well repro-

duced with gS = 2:22,gs = 2:09 and J=kB ’ 121K.

Since the protonsrelevantto the T1 �ndingsarelocated

in close vicinity to Cu ions, we m ay set the coupling

constants for A �=B � = 0. W e further assum e that

B z = 1:37 � 1020 T
2
=J and (B � =B z)2 = 5,which can

be consistentwith the crystallinestructure.36

The thus-calculated 1=T1 is com pared with the ob-

servations in Fig. 5. Considering that there m ay be

largeruncertainty in the experim entalanalysisatlower

tem peratures,31 the theoreticaland experim ental�nd-

ings are in good agreem ent and the slight discrepancy

between them m ay beattributable,forinstance,to weak

m om entum dependence ofB �
k
and the protons ofwide

distribution. Figure 5 (b)showsthatthe increasing be-

havior of1=T1 athigh tem peratures originates from the

three-m agnon contribution. Figure 5(c) m ore im pres-

sively dem onstrates the relevance ofthe three-m agnon

scattering to theproton spin relaxation.The strong �eld

dependencecan neverbeexplained by theRam an process.

Since1=T
(3)

1 within the�rst-orderm echanism staysm uch

sm aller than the observations,the exchange-scattering-

Raman-dominant

3-magnon-dominant

0 1 2 3
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0

20
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FIG .4:Thecrossoverpointasa function oftem peratureand

an applied �eld,where gS = gs and (B
�
=B

z
)
2
= 4.

induced three-m agnon process is essentialin interpret-

ing such accelerated relaxation. W e are eager to have

reliable observations at lower tem peratures and weaker

�elds. M ore extensive NM R m easurem ents on the re-

lated com poundsareencouraged.

V I. SU M M A R Y

There exist pioneering T1 m easurem ents on the lay-

ered ferrom agnet CrCl3
38 and the coupled-chain anti-

ferrom agnet CsM nCl3� 2H2O ,
39 which give evidence of

therelevantthree-m agnon scattering.However,they are

both,in som esense,classical�ndingsunderthe existing

three-dim ensionallong-range order. No author has ex-

plored one-dim ensionalquantum ferrim agneticdynam ics

with particular interest in m ulti-m agnon scattering be-

yond the Ram an m echanism .W e havereported the �rst

evidence ofthe three-m agnon scattering dom inating one-

dim ensionalnuclearspin relaxation.W ehopethepresent

research willstim ulatefurtherm easurem entsand lead to

closecollaboration between theoreticaland experim ental

investigations.
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A P P EN D IX A :SP IN -W AV E H A M ILT O N IA N

Perform ing the Fourier and then Bogoliubov transform ations as N � 1=2
P

n
eik(n� 1=4)ayn = �

y

k
ch�k � �ksh�k and

N � 1=2
P

n
e� ik(n+ 1=4)byn = �

y

k
ch�k � �ksh�k,where we abbreviate cosh�k and sinh�k asch�k and sh�k,respectively,

the Ham iltonian isrepresented as

H 1 = � 2JN
�

2
p
Ss� � (S + s)�

�

�
�

gSS � gss� (gS � gs)�
�

�B H N

+ J
X

k

�

!
�
1 (k)�

y

k
�k + !

+

1 (k)�
y

k
�k + 
1(k)(�

y

k
�
y

k
+ �k�k)

�

; (A1)

H 0 = � 2JN

h

�
2
+ �

2
�

�
r

S

s
+

r

s

S

�

��

i

+ J
X

k

�

!
�
0 (k)�

y

k
�k + !

+

0 (k)�
y

k
�k + 
1(k)(�

y

k
�
y

k
+ �k�k)

�

�
J

4N

X

k1;� � � ;k4

�(k1 � k2 � k3 + k4)

h

V
(1)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)�
y

k1
�
y

k4
�k2�k3 + V

(2)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)�
y

k1
�
y

k4
�k2�k3

+ V
(3)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)�
y

k1
�
y

k2
�k3�k4 � V

(4)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)(�
y

k1
�k2�k3�k4 + H:c:)

� V
(5)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)(�
y

k1
�k2�k3�k4 + H:c:)+ V

(6)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)(�k1�k2�k3�k4 + H:c:)

i

; (A2)

where

� =
1

2N

X

k

cos
k

2
sh2�k; �=

1

2N

X

k

(ch2�k � 1); (A3)

!
�

1 (k)= (S + s+
(gS � gs)�B H

2J
)ch2�k � 2

p
Sscos

k

2
sh2�k � (S � s)�

(gS + gs)�B H

2J

� !1(k)� (S � s)�
(gS + gs)�B H

2J
;


1(k)= 2
p
Sscos

k

2
ch2�k �

h

S + s+
(gS � gs)�B H

2J

i

sh2�k; (A4)

!
�

0 (k)=

h�
r

S

s
+

r

s

S

�

� � 2�

i

ch2�k +

h�
r

S

s
+

r

s

S

�

�� 2�

i

cos
k

2
sh2�k �

�
r

S

s
�

r

s

S

�

�;


0(k)=

h

2� �

�
r

S

s
+

r

s

S

�

�

i

cos
k

2
ch2�k +

h

2��

�
r

S

s
+

r

s

S

�

�

i

sh2�k; (A5)

V
(1)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)=

�

cos
k4 � k2

2
+ cos

k3 � k1

2

��

ch�k1sh�k2ch�k3sh�k4 + sh�k1ch�k2sh�k3ch�k4

�

+

�

cos
k4 � k3

2
+ cos

k2 � k1

2

��

ch�k1ch�k2sh�k3sh�k4 + sh�k1sh�k2ch�k3ch�k4

�

�

r

S

s

h

sh�k3sh�k4

�

cos
k1

2
ch�k1sh�k2 + cos

k2

2
sh�k1ch�k2

�

+ sh�k1sh�k2

�

cos
k3

2
ch�k3sh�k4 + cos

k4

2
sh�k3ch�k4

�i
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�

r

s

S

h

ch�k3ch�k4

�

cos
k1

2
sh�k1ch�k2 + cos

k2

2
ch�k1sh�k2

�

+ ch�k1ch�k2

�

cos
k3

2
sh�k3ch�k4 + cos

k4

2
ch�k3sh�k4

�i

;

V
(2)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)=

�

cos
k4 � k2

2
+ cos

k3 � k1

2

��

ch�k1sh�k2ch�k3sh�k4 + sh�k1ch�k2sh�k3ch�k4

�

+

�

cos
k4 � k3

2
+ cos

k2 � k1

2

��

ch�k1ch�k2sh�k3sh�k4 + sh�k1sh�k2ch�k3ch�k4

�

�

r

S

s

h

ch�k3ch�k4

�

cos
k1

2
sh�k1ch�k2 + cos

k2

2
ch�k1sh�k2

�

+ ch�k1ch�k2

�

cos
k3

2
sh�k3ch�k4 + cos

k4

2
ch�k3sh�k4

�i

�

r

s

S

h

sh�k3sh�k4

�

cos
k1

2
ch�k1sh�k2 + cos

k2

2
sh�k1ch�k2

�

+ sh�k1sh�k2

�

cos
k3

2
ch�k3sh�k4 + cos

k4

2
sh�k3ch�k4

�i

;

V
(3)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)=

�

cos
k4 � k2

2
+ cos

k3 � k1

2

��

ch�k1ch�k2ch�k3ch�k4 + sh�k1sh�k2sh�k3sh�k4

�

+

�

cos
k4 � k3

2
+ cos

k2 � k1

2

��

ch�k1sh�k2sh�k3ch�k4 + sh�k1ch�k2ch�k3sh�k4

�

�

r

S

s

h

sh�k3ch�k4

�

cos
k1

2
ch�k1ch�k2 + cos

k2

2
sh�k1sh�k2

�

+ sh�k1ch�k2

�

cos
k3

2
ch�k3ch�k4 + cos

k4

2
sh�k3sh�k4

�i

�

r

s

S

h

ch�k3sh�k4

�

cos
k1

2
sh�k1sh�k2 + cos

k2

2
ch�k1ch�k2

�

+ ch�k1sh�k2

�

cos
k3

2
sh�k3sh�k4 + cos

k4

2
ch�k3ch�k4

�i

;

V
(4)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)=

�

cos
k4 � k2

2
+ cos

k3 � k1

2

��

ch�k1sh�k2ch�k3ch�k4 + sh�k1ch�k2sh�k3sh�k4

�

+

�

cos
k4 � k3

2
+ cos

k2 � k1

2

��

ch�k1ch�k2sh�k3ch�k4 + sh�k1sh�k2ch�k3sh�k4

�

�

r

S

s

h

ch�k3sh�k4

�

cos
k1

2
sh�k1ch�k2 + cos

k2

2
ch�k1sh�k2

�

+ ch�k1ch�k2

�

cos
k3

2
sh�k3sh�k4 + cos

k4

2
ch�k3ch�k4

�i

�

r

s

S

h

sh�k3ch�k4

�

cos
k1

2
ch�k1sh�k2 + cos

k2

2
sh�k1ch�k2

�

+ sh�k1sh�k2

�

cos
k3

2
ch�k3ch�k4 + cos

k4

2
sh�k3sh�k4

�i

;

V
(5)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)=

�

cos
k4 � k2

2
+ cos

k3 � k1

2

��

ch�k1sh�k2ch�k3ch�k4 + sh�k1ch�k2sh�k3sh�k4

�

+

�

cos
k4 � k3

2
+ cos

k2 � k1

2

��

ch�k1ch�k2sh�k3ch�k4 + sh�k1sh�k2ch�k3sh�k4

�

�

r

S

s

h

sh�k3ch�k4

�

cos
k1

2
ch�k1sh�k2 + cos

k2

2
sh�k1ch�k2

�

+ sh�k1sh�k2

�

cos
k3

2
ch�k3ch�k4 + cos

k4

2
sh�k3sh�k4

�i

�

r

s

S

h

ch�k3sh�k4

�

cos
k1

2
sh�k1ch�k2 + cos

k2

2
ch�k1sh�k2

�

+ ch�k1ch�k2

�

cos
k3

2
sh�k3sh�k4 + cos

k4

2
ch�k3ch�k4

�i

;

V
(6)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k4)= 2

�

cos
k4 � k3

2
+ cos

k2 � k1

2

��

ch�k1sh�k2sh�k3ch�k4 + sh�k1ch�k2ch�k3sh�k4

�

�

r

S

s

h

ch�k3sh�k4

�

cos
k1

2
sh�k1sh�k2 + cos

k2

2
ch�k1ch�k2

�

+ ch�k1ch�k2

�

cos
k3

2
sh�k3sh�k4 + cos

k4

2
ch�k3ch�k4

�i

�

r

s

S

h

sh�k3ch�k4

�

cos
k1

2
ch�k1ch�k2 + cos

k2

2
sh�k1sh�k2

�

+ sh�k1ch�k2

�

cos
k3

2
ch�k3ch�k4 + cos

k4

2
sh�k3sh�k4

�i

:

(A6)

�k is determ ined so as to diagonalize the linear spin-wave Ham iltonian H 1,that is,to satisfy 
1(k) = 0. �
y

k
(�

y

k
)

creates spin waves offerrom agnetic (antiferrom agnetic) aspect.32,33 M inim izing the free energy under the e�ective

condition ofzero staggered m agnetization,20 weobtain the optim um distribution functionsas

h�
y

k
�ki� �n

�

k
; h�

y

k
�ki� �n

+

k
; �n

�
k =

1

e[J!
�

1
(k)� �ch2�k ]=kB T � 1

; (A7)

where�isdeterm ined through

X

k

X

�

S + s+ (gS � gs)�B H =2J

!k
�n
�
k = (S + s)N e

� J!
�

1
(0)=kB T : (A8)
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A P P EN D IX B :M A G N O N SER IES EX PA N SIO N O F T H E R ELA X A T IO N R A T E

Considering the signi�cantdi�erence between the nuclear and electronic energy scales and assum ing the Fourier

com ponents of the coupling constants to have little m om entum dependence31 as
P

n
eiknA �

n � A�
k
’ A � and

P

n
eiknB �

n � B�
k
’ B � (� = � ;z),we obtain the Ram an and three-m agnon relaxation ratesas

1

T
(2)

1

’
2(g�B �h
N B

z)2

�hJN

X

k1

X

�= �

X

�= �

W
��
(�k

��
2 ;k1)

2
�n
�
k1
(�n

�
k� �
2

+ 1)

�
�
�
�

d!�1(k)

dk

�
�
�
�

� 1

k= k� �
2

; (B1)

1

T
(3)

1

’
(g�B �h
N B

� )2

16�hSJN 2

X

k1;k2

X

�= �

X

�= �

2W
���

(�k
���
3 ;k2;k1)

2
�n
�
k1
�n
�
k2
(�n

�
k� � �
3

+ 1)

�
�
�
�

d!�1(k)

dk

�
�
�
�

� 1

k= k� � �
3

+ W
����

(k1;k2;�k
����
3 )

2
�n
�
k1
�n
��
k2
(�n

�

k� �� �

3

+ 1)

�
�
�
�

d!�1(k)

dk

�
�
�
�

� 1

k= k� �� �

3

; (B2)

with ��= � �,wherek��2 and k��
0
�

3 aredeterm ined through !�
k1
� !k� �

2
+ �h!N =J = 0and !�

k1
+ !�

0

k2
� !�

k� �
0�

3

+ �0�h!N =J =

0,respectively,and

W
� �

(k1;k2)=
A z

B z
ch�k1ch�k2 � sh�k1sh�k2; W

+ +
(k1;k2)=

A z

B z
sh�k1sh�k2 � ch�k1ch�k2; (B3)

W
� � �

(k1;k2;k3)=
A �

B �
ch�k1ch�k2ch�k3 �

r

S

s
sh�k1sh�k2sh�k3 �

2SV
(1)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k3 + k2 � k1)

!
�

1 (k3 + k2 � k1)� �h!N =J

�

�
A �

B �
ch�k3+ k2� k1 �

r

s

S
sh�k3+ k2� k1

�

�
SV

(4)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k3 + k2 � k1)

!
+

1 (k3 + k2 � k1)+ �h!N =J

�
A �

B �
sh�k3+ k2� k1 �

r

s

S
ch�k3+ k2� k1

�

;

W
+ + +

(k1;k2;k3)=
A �

B �
sh�k1sh�k2sh�k3 �

r

S

s
ch�k1ch�k2ch�k3 �

SV
(5)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k3 + k2 � k1)

!
�

1 (k3 + k2 � k1)� �h!N =J

�

�
A �

B �
ch�k3+ k2� k1 �

r

s

S
sh�k3+ k2� k1

�

�
2SV

(2)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k3 + k2 � k1)

!
+

1
(k3 + k2 � k1)+ �h!N =J

�
A �

B �
sh�k3+ k2� k1 �

r

s

S
ch�k3+ k2� k1

�

;

W
+ � +

(k1;k2;k3)= 2

�
A �

B �
sh�k1ch�k2sh�k3 �

r

S

s
ch�k1sh�k2ch�k3

�

�
SV

(3)

0 (k3 + k2 � k1;k3;k2;k1)

!
�
1 (k3 + k2 � k1)� �h!N =J

�

�
A �

B �
ch�k3+ k2� k1 �

r

s

S
sh�k3+ k2� k1

�

�
2SV

(5)

0 (k3;k3 + k2 � k1;k1;k2)

!
+

1 (k3 + k2 � k1)+ �h!N =J

�
A �

B �
sh�k3+ k2� k1 �

r

s

S
ch�k3+ k2� k1

�

:

W
� + �

(k1;k2;k3)= 2

�
A �

B �
ch�k1sh�k2ch�k3 �

r

S

s
sh�k1ch�k2sh�k3

�

�
2SV

(4)

0 (k3;k3 + k2 � k1;k1;k2)

!
�
1 (k3 + k2 � k1)� �h!N =J

�

�
A �

B �
ch�k3+ k2� k1 �

r

s

S
sh�k3+ k2� k1

�

�
SV

(3)

0 (k1;k2;k3;k3 + k2 � k1)

!
+

1 (k3 + k2 � k1)+ �h!N =J

�
A �

B �
sh�k3+ k2� k1 �

r

s

S
ch�k3+ k2� k1

�

:

(B4)
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