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M odi ed Spin-W ave Theory ofN uclear M agnetic R elaxation in O ne-D im ensional
Q uantum Ferrim agnets: T hree-M agnon versus R am an P rocesses
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D ivision of Physics, Hokkaido University, Sapporo 060-0810, Japan
D ated: April 14, 2024)

N uclear spin-lattice relaxation in one-dim ensionalH eisenberg ferrim agnets is studied by m eans of
amodi ed spin-wave theory. Calculating beyond the rst-order m echanism , where a nuclar spin
directly interactsw ith spin waves through the hyper ne coupling, we dem onstrate that the exchange—
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 ferrin agnetic chain com pound NI Cu (C7HeN2054) (H20 )3

2BO suggest

that the m apr contribution to 1=T; be m ade by the three-m agnon scattering.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm , 75.50G g, 76.50 4+ g
I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear m agnetic resonance WM R) is an e ective
probe to the collective m otions of electronic spins and
therefore we take a great Interest in m icroscopically in—
terpreting it. T he spin-wave form alisn hasplayed g cru-
cial m]ﬁ in this context. Van K ranendonk, B loom ¥ and
M oriya?® m ade their pioneering attem pts to describe the
nuckar spih-lattice relaxafion tine T; In tem s of spin
waves. Oguchiand Ke erf fiirther developed the spin—
wave analysis considering the three-m agnon nuclear re—
laxation m echamsn as well as the Ram an one. P incus
and B eam an. "6‘ clain ed that the exchange correlation be-
tween soin waves should signi cantly accelerate the nu-
clear soin relaxation. The spin-wave excitation energy
is usually much larger than the nuclear resonance fre—
quency and thus the single-m agnon relaxation process is
rarely of signi cance. The Ram an process consequently
plysa lrading role in the nuclear spin—lattice relaxation.
Because of the (4S) '-dam ping factor to the Holstein-
Prin ako magnon series expansion, the m ultim agnon
scattering ism uch less contrbutive w thin the rst-order
process, where a nuclear spin directly interactsw ith spin
waves through the hyper ne coupling. However, the
second-order process, where a nuclear spin I nduces
virtual spin waves which are then scattered them ally
via the ourm agnon exchange interaction, m ay generally
enhance the relaxation rate. This is the fascihhating sce—
nario w ritten by P incus and Beeam an.

Tt 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—
ventional spin-wave theory applied to low-din ensional
m agnets ends In failure with diverging m agnetizations.
In such circum stances, Takahashi gave a ne descrip—
tion of the low-din ensional ferrom agnetic therm ody-—
nam ics in term s of modi ed soin waves. His idea of
Introducing a constraint on the m agnetization so as
to control the number of godn waves was further ap=
plied to antiferrom agnets!?"g"ld angl- foxrin agnetsti2443
Even frustrated antiferrom agnet£4232¢ and random -

bond ferrom agnetd’ were discussed w ithin this renewed
soin-wave schem e.

The ferrin agnetic m odi ed spin-wave theory s par-
ticularly, usefiul in illum inating both statici1819 ang
dynam 292123 properties. O ne-din ensional frrin ag-
nets have lately attracted much attention especially in
the context of designing m oleculebased ferrom agnets.
A ssembling m olecular bricks in such a way as to obtain
a low-dim ensional system w ith a nonzero resultant spin
In the ground state and then coupling the chains or the
layers again in a ferrom agnetic fashion, one can in prin—
ciple cbtain a m oJequar m agnet. A series of bim etallic
chain com pound&.a 4.were synthesized In such a strategy.
A nother approach?324 to m olecular m agnets consists of
bringing into interaction m etal ions and stable organic
radicals. Hom om etallic m aterdals-such as tetram eric
bond-altemating chain com pound<£’ and trim eric inter—
tw Ining double-chain com pounds@q are distinct ferrin ag-
nets of topologicalorigin. Such syn,thetqp.endeavors have
stin ulated severalexperin entalist£98%8% to m easure T,
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FIG.1l: M odied spin-wave calculations of the speci ¢ heat
C and the m agnetic susceptibility as functions of tem per-
ature for the ferrim agnetic H eisenberg chains. The original
(T akahashi) and our (Y am am oto) schem es are com pared w ith
quantum M onte Carlo QM C) calculations.
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FIG . 2: D iagram m atic representation of various nuclear spin—lattice relaxation processes. Solid arrow s, designating spin waves
which are em itted in the rst-order processes, nduce a nuclkar spin I ( ) via the hyper ne interaction, while broken arrow s,
depicting the fourm agnon exchange correlations, them ally scatter the rst-order spin waves as virtual excitations, where spin
w aves of ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic aspect are distinguishably drawn by straight and wavy arrow s, respectively. (a)
The rst-order direct (single-m agnon) relaxation processes; (o) The rst-order Ram an (two-m agnon) relaxation processes; (c)
The rst-orderand second-order three-m agnon relaxation processes, whereg= kg4, are related to each other through nonlnear
equations and are therefore Inseparable. C onsidering the nuclearelectronic energy conservation, processes in solid and dotted
fram es are of great and little signi canoe, respectively, w hereas those in broken fram es are relevant according to the constituent
seins S and s. Labels W and W on feasble processes are explained in A ppendix E

28sJN + Hy + Ho+ O (8 '), where
1) temm s which are explicitly given

to 1=S asH =
H ; contains the O (S
In Appendix -A'

on ferrim agnetic chain com pounds. Thus m otivated,
we have started a m odi ed spin-wave exploration? of
the nuclear spin dynam ics in one-din ensional H eisen—
berg ferrim agnetsbeyond the conventionalR am an m ech—
anisn . Here we give a full description of the the-
ory and nally show a strong evidence of the proton
spin rlhxation in the ferrim agnetic chain com pound
Nicu(C7H6Nzo6)(HzO)3 ZEO bemgmed:tatedbythe
three-m agnon scattering rather than the Ram an one.

0 ur schem €24 ofm odifying the spin-w ave theory jsdis
tinct from the original idea proposed by Takahashf and
H irsch et aL'9 In theirway of suppressing the divergence
of the sublattice m agnetizations, an e ective Ham ilto—
nian with a Lagrange m ultiplier included, instead of the
originalH am ilttonian, isdiagonalized sub fct to zero stag—
gered m agnetization. On the other hand, we rst diag—
onalize the H am iltonian keeping the dispersion relations

II. MODIFIED SPIN-WAVE SCHEME

W e consider ferrin agnetic H eisenberg chains of alter-

nating spins S and s, as descrbed by the H am ittonian

3

JSn fs1+sn) @Si+gsst) gH : (21)

n=1
Introducing bosonic operators for the soin deviation in
each sublatticevia S; = @S dai)'™a;, Sf=5 day,
=b s Hb)'™?,sf= s+ Hb;, and assum ing that
O (8) = O (s), we expand the Ham iltonian w ith respect

free from tem perature and then Introduce a Lagrange
m ultiplier in orderto m inin ize the free energy sub gct to
zero staggered m agnetlzatJon The two approaches are
com pared in Fig. -]: Ournew schem e ismuch better at
describing the antiferrom agnetically peaked speci c heat
and the low-tem perature diverging susceptibility. Our
approach converges Into the param agnetic behavior at
high tem peratures for both the speci ¢ heat and suscep-



III. NUCLEAR SPIN-LATTICE RELAXATION

T he hyper ne Interaction is generally expressed as
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whereA B ,) isthedipolar coupling tensorbetw een the
nuclar and nth larger (sm aller) electronic spins. Since
H o and H yr areboth much sm aller than H 1, they act as
perturbative interactions to the linear spin-w ave system .
Ifwe consider up to the second-order perturbation w ith
respect to V Ho + Hy¢, the probability of a nuclear
soin being scattered from the state of I* = m to that of
I*=m + 1 isgiven by
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where i and f designate the initial and nal states of
the unperturbed electronicnuclar spin system , whose
energies are E; and E ¢, respectively. T he nuclkar spin—
lattice relaxation tine isthen given by T; = (I m ) (I +

m + 1)=2W .

E quation {_?; ;Z) contains various scattering processes,
which are diagramm atically shown in Fig. :_2 Due to
the considerable di erence betw een the nuclear and elec—
tronicenergy scales, h!y J, the direct process, involv—
ng a single soin wave, is rarely of signi cance. C onsid—
ering further that the antiferrom agnetic soin waves are
higher in energy than the ferrom agnetic ones, !, < !]: ’
at m oderate elds, the intraband spin-wave scattering
dom inates the Ram an relaxation rate 1=T1(2), w hereas
both the Intraband and interband spin-wave scatterings

contrbute to the threem agnon relaxation rate 1=T1(3) .

W ithin the rst-orderm echanism, 1=T1(3) ismuch amn aller

than 1=T1(2) ;‘3 However, the rstorder relaxation rate
m ay be enhanced through the second-order m echanian .
W e consider the lading second-order relaxation, that
is, the exchange-scattering-induced three-m agnon pro—
cesses, as well as the rst-order ones. T he second-order
Ram an processes, containing two virtual m agnons, are
much more accidental due to the m omentum conser-
vation and much less contrbutive due to the (4S) -
dam ping factor in the Holstein-P rim ako magnon se—
ries expansion. A s for the fourm agnon scattering, the

rst-orderprocesses are nonexistent, w hereas the second—
order ones originate in the six-m agnon exchange interac—
tion and therefore contain two virtualm agnons. Thus
and thus, all other higher-order processes do not signi —
cantly change the relaxation scenario. W e explicitly for-

multe 1=T,% and 1=T,”) in Appendix B'.

IVv. THREEMAGNON VERSUSRAMAN
PROCESSES

We calulate the cases of (S;s) = (1;2) and
(S;8) =, (%;_% L, which are relevant to several m apr
m aterials242929 Figure @ shows 1=T; as a function
of tem perature and an applied eld. The exchange-
scattering-enhanced three-m agnon relaxation rate gener—
ally grow s iInto am a pr contribution to 1=T; w ith increas—
Ing tem perature and decreasing eld. A s tem perature in=
creases,n, decreasesatk ’ 0 but otherw ise jncreasesffg-
In one din ension, excitations at k / 0 predom inate In
the Ram an processes, w hile all the excitations are e ec—
tive in the three-m agnon processes. 1=T1(2) and l=Tl(3)
are hence decreasing and increasing fiinctions of tem per—
ature, respectively, unless tem perature is so high as to
activate the antiferrom agnetic spin waves. The eld de—
pendences of 1=T1(2) and 1=T1(3) are also in striking con—
trast. At m oderately low tem peratures and weak elds,

h'y kg T J, Tl(Z) is approxin ately evaluated as
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where Ky is the modi ed Bessel function of the sec—
ond kind and behaves as Ko h!y=2ksgT) ’ 0:80908
Nnh!y=ksT). Thus the eld dependence of 1=T,* is
nitially Jogarithm ic and then tums exponentialw ith in—
creasing eld. Equation (}§_2.') is much less analytical
but suggestsm uch strongerpow er-aw diverging behavior
w ith decreasing eld. T herefore, the three-m agnon relax—
ation predom inates over the Ram an one at weak elds.

In Fi. '_ we plot the crossover points on which
l=Tl(2) = 1=T1(3) . A Ram an-to-three-m agnon crossover
may generally be detected wih increasing tem pera-—
ture and decreasing eld. The ferrim agnetic nuclkar
soin-lattice relaxation is sensitive to another adjistable
paramgter A =B , that is, the location of the probe
nucki®? At the special ocation of A =B @=ds)® "
(S=s) , where dg (ds) is the distance between the nu-
clear and larger (sm aller) electronic spins, the excita—
tion mode is aln ost invisblk to the nuckar soin 83 m
the case of (S;s) = (1;%), for exm aple, the nuclear spin
Iocated as A =B ' 1=2 hardly relaxes. Any T; mea—
surem ents should be perform ed away from such m agic
points.

V. INTERPRETATION OF EXPERIM ENTS

We are further excited to compare our theory
wih recent experimental ndings. Fujwara and
Hagiw ard®l m easured T, Porproton nuclkeiin thebim etal-
lic chaln compound NiCufba) H,0); 2HO (ba =
1;3-propykenebis(oxam ato) = C,H¢N,0¢)%¢ com prising
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FIG.3: Modied spin-wave calculations of typical tem perature (the left four) and eld (the right four) dependences of the

nuclear spin-lattice relaxation rate, where gs Js
dotted and broken lines, respectively, while 1:T1(2) + 1=T1(3)

ferrin agnetic chains with alemating octahedral N £*
and sgquarepyram idal Cu®’ ions bridged by oxam ato
groups. The measured susoepubﬂji:y'i’_d is well repro—
duced wih g5 = 222, g5 = 209 and J=kg ' 121K.
Since the protons relevant to the T; ndings are located
In close vicinity to Cu Ions, we may set the coupling
constants for A =B 0. W e further assum e that
B? =137 1¢°T?=Jand B =B?)? = 5, which can
be consistent w ith the crystalline structure84

The thuscalculated 1=T; is com pared w ih the ob—
servations in Fig. § Considering that there m ay be
larger uncertginty in the experim ental analysis at lower
temperatures,'fl: the theoretical and experin ental nd-
Ings are in good agreem ent and the slight discrepancy
between them m ay be attributable, for instance, to weak
mom entum dependence of B, and the protons of wide
distrdbution. Figure '5 (o) show s that the Increasing be—
havior of 1=T; at high tem peratures originates from the
three-m agnon contribution. Figure :_5(c) more Inpres—
sively dem onstrates the relevance of the three-m agnon
scattering to the proton spin relaxation. T he strong eld
dependence can never ke explhined by the Ram an process.
Since 1=T1(3) w ithin the rst-orderm echanism staysmuch
an aller than the ocbservations, the exchange-scattering—
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FIG .4: The crossover point as a function of tem perature and
an applied eld,wheregs = g and B =B ?)? = 4.

g, A =B

0Oand @ =B?)? = 4. 1=T,”) and 1=T,"’ are plbtted by

1=T;, which is observable, by solid lines.

induced three-m agnon process is essential in interpret—
ing such acekrated relbxation. 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 pounds are encouraged.

VI. SUMMARY

T here exist pioneering.T; m easurem ents on the lay—
ered ferrom agnet CrC 1% and the coupled-chain anti-
ferrom agnet CM nCL  2HO 8 which give evidence of
the relevant three-m agnon scattering. H ow ever, they are
both, In som e sense, classical ndings under the existing
three-din ensional long—range order. No author has ex—
plored one-din ensionalquantum ferrin agnetic dynam ics
w ith particular interest in m ultim agnon scattering be—
yond the Ram an m echanign . W e have reported the st
evidence of the three-m agnon scattering dom inating one—
dim ensionalnuckar spin relaxation. W e hope the present
research w ill stim ulate furtherm easurem ents and lead to
close collaboration betw een theoretical and experim ental
nvestigations.
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APPENDIX A:SPIN-WAVE HAM ILTONIAN

P .
Perform ing the Fourier and then Bogolubov transform ations as N 172 ek® =9a¥ = Y wsh x and

N 172 e KeriImy - Yoh xsh i, where we abbreviate cosh , and sinh  as ch x and sh ., respectively,
the H am iltonian is represented as
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x 1is detem ined so as to diagonalize the linear spin-wave Ham ilfonian H 1, that is, to satisfy 1 k) = 0. [ ()
creates spin waves of ferrom agnetic (antifexrom agnetic) aspecth-'EB: M Inim izing the free energy under the e ective

condition of zero staggered m agnetjzatjon,?q we obtain the optim um distribution fiinctions as

1
Sl k) ch2 (FkeT 7

hy i nihy i n; n = @7

where isdeterm ined through

X X s+s+ (@ g)pH=2J

n,= S+ sNe 7 OFT, @8)



APPENDIX B:MAGNON SERIES EXPANSION OF THE RELAXATION RATE

C onsidering the signi cant di erence between the nuclar and electronic energy

les and assum ing the Fourier

gom ponents of the ocoupling constants to have little m om entum dependenoe(fl.' as ejk“An A" A and
neJkan B,"B (= ;2), we obtain the Ram an and three-m agnon relaxation rates as
1
1 2@ gh yB?)2X X X 5 d!; k)
4 W (k, ;k1)’n, (n +1) — ; B1)
7.@ hJN 2 P T T, ax L,
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1
1 @shyB )% X X 2 d!y k)
4 . .
T,% 16hSJN 2 n (s ik gy, by, v D =5 =
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1
dal; k)
+W kiikzi ks Vogmy @y + 1) ? ; B2)
k=k,
w ith ,wherek, andk, aredetem inedthrugh!, % +hl!y=J=0and!, +!,_ ! o+ ‘hly=J=
3
0, respectively, and
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