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SP IN EX C ITAT IO N S A N D SU M R U LES

IN T H E H EISEN B ER G A N T IFER R O M A G N ET

S.Stringari

Dipartim ento diFisica,Universit�a diTrento,I-38050 Povo,Italy

A bstract.Variousboundsfortheenergy ofcollectiveexcitationsin theHeisenberg

antiferrom agnetare presented and discussed using the form alism ofsum rules.W e

show thatthe Feynm an approxim ation signi�cantly overestim ates(by about30% in

the S = 1

2
square lattice) the spin velocity due to the non negligible contribution

ofm ulti m agnons to the energy weighted sum rule. W e also discuss a di�erent,

Goldstone type bound depending explicitly on the order param eter (staggered m ag-

netization). This bound is shown to be proportionalto the dispersion ofclassical

spin wave theory with a q-independentnorm alization factor. Rigorous bounds for

the excitation energiesin the anisotropic Heisenberg m odelare also presented.
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1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In thelastfew yearsa considerable num berofpapershasbeen devoted to the

study oftheHeisenberg m odelforantiferrom agnetism ,especially in 2-D.Thisinter-

estism ainly m otivated by theneed fora betterunderstanding oftheantiferrom ag-

neticbehavioroftheundoped precursorinsulatorsofthehigh Tc superconductors.

Afterthepioneering worksby Anderson [1]and Oguchi[2],based on spin wavethe-

ory,severaltheoreticalm ethodshavebeen developed to study thisproblem .These

rangefrom spin-wave theory up to second orderin 1

2S
to seriesexpansion m ethods

from theIsing sideand to M onteCarlo calculations(seethereview papers[3-4]for

exaustivediscussionsand references).

Thepurposeofthispaperistodiscusstheelem entary excitationsoftheHeisen-

berg antiferrom agnetatzero tem peratureusing asum ruleapproach.Only recently

system atic theoreticalinvestigations ofthe dispersion ofspin waves in the whole

Brillouin zone have becom e available [5-10]. Recentexperim ents[11]in La2C uO 4

with neutron scattering suggestthatthedispersion followsthepredictionsofclassi-

calspin wavetheory with aproperrenorm alization factor.Even atlow q,wherethe

dispersion becom eslinear,ratherrelevantquestionsstillrem ain to beclari� ed in a

satisfying way. Am ong them we recallthe problem ofthe validity ofthe so called

"Feynm an" or single m ode approxim ation for the calculation ofthe spin velocity

and ofthe role ofm ultim agnon excitations. These questions,� rst discussed by

Hohenberg and Brinkm an m any yearsago in 1D antiferrom agnets[12],have been

recently addressed by Singh [9]in the S = 1=2 square lattice.In the presentwork

we are m ainly interested in the 2D case and in generalin system s with broken

sym m etries.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:in sect.2 wediscusstheFeynm an approach
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to spin excitations and we prove that it cannot reproduce the correct dispersion

ofspin wavesatlow q because ofthe presence ofm ulti-m agnon excitationswhich

a� ecttheenergy weighted sum rulealso in thelong wavelength lim it.In sect.3 we

discussa di� erentbound fortheenergy ofelem entary excitations.Thisbound,� rst

introduced byW agner[13]m anyyearsago,hastheform ofaG oldstonetheorem and

dependsexplicitly on the orderparam eter.Itcan be easily calculated through the

wholeBrillouin zone and in particularitexhibitsthesam e dependence on q asthe

onegiven byclassicalspin wavetheory(SW T),with aproperrenorm alizationfactor.

In sect. 4 we present results for the anysotropic Heisenberg m odel. In particular

wederiverigorousupperboundsforthem assgap in theeasy-axisantiferrom agnet

and forthe gaplessdispersion law in thecase oftheeasy-plane antiferrom agnet.

2. T H E FEY N M A N A P P R O X IM AT IO N

In thefollowing weinvestigatespin excitationsin thefram ework oftheHeisen-

berg m odelforanti-ferrom agnetism (AFM )characterized by theHam iltonian

H = J
X

< ij>

[szis
z
j + �(sxis

x
j + s

y

is
y

j)] (1)

where < ij> denotesa sum overallnearest-neighborpairsand J > 0.The lim its

� = 0 and � = 1 correspond to the m ost fam ous Ising and isotropic Heisenberg

m odelsrespectively.Atzerotem peraturetheisotropicHeisenberg m odelisbelieved

to give rise to spontaneous sublattice m agnetizazion also in 2D (square lattice),

though quantum 
 uctuationshave a crucialrole in reducing the value ofthe order

param eter(actually theS = 1

2
Heisenberg m odelhasbeen rigorously proven to give

riseto spontaneousm agnetization only in 3D [14]).In sections2.and 3.wem ainly

discuss the isotropic case (� = 1) and we assum e the staggered m agnetization to

be oriented along the z-axis.Thisisalso the case forthe anisotropiccase if� < 1.
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Conversely when � > 1 (see sect. 4.) the axisof(spontaneous)m agnetization lies

in the x � y plane (easy plane).

In the following we willm ainly considerexcitationsgenerated by the spin op-

erator:

s
x
q =

1
p
N

X

i

s
x
ie

iq�ri (2)

Theseexcitationsaretransversewith respecttothez-staggered m agnetization axis.

The m ostim portantam ong such excitationsare spin waves(m agnons)thatrepre-

senttheelem entaryexcitationsofthesystem .Rigorousupperboundsfortheenergy

oftheseexcitationscan beobtained atzerotem peratureusingthesum rulem ethod.

The m ost popular bound is given by the Bijl-Feynm an ansatz,analog ofthe

m ost fam ous approach em ployed to investigate the propagation ofdensity excita-

tionsin Bose super
 uids [15]. Itisobtained by applying the spin operator(2)to

the ground stateofthe system :One � nds:

jF >=
1

p
S? (q)

s
x
q j0 > (3)

In eq.(3)S? (q)=< 0jsx�q ;sxq j0> isthetransversestructurefactorentering here

asa norm alization factor. The excitation energy ofthe "Feynm an" state isgiven

by

�F (q)=< F jH jF > � < 0 jH j0 >=
1

2

< 0 j[sx�q ;[H ;sxq]]j0>

S? (q)
(4)

and provides, at zero tem perature, a rigorous upper bound for the energy �(q)

of the lowest state excited by the operator sxq. This can be directly shown by

identifyingthenum eratorand thedenom inatorofeq.(4)astheenergy-weighted and

non energy-weighted m om entsofthetransversedynam icstructurefactorS? (q;!)=

P

n
j< 0 jsxq jn >j2 �(! � !n0). In fact,using the com pletenessrelation,one can
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write

Z

S
? (q;!)!d! =

X

n

j< 0jsx�q jn >j
2
!n0 =

1

2
< 0 j[sx�q ;[H ;sxq]]j0> (5)

and
Z

S
? (q;!)d! =

X

n

j< 0 jsx�q jn >j
2=< 0jsx�q s

x
q j0>= S

? (q) (6)

NotethatatT = 0 thedynam icstructure factorS? (q;!)vanishesfor! < 0.

TheFeynm an energy (4)hasbeen already used by severalauthorstostudy the

energy ofelem entary excitationsin theHeisenberg m odel[12,5-6,9].Thenum erator

ofeq.(4) can be easily calculated em ploying the com m utation rules for the spin

operators.The resultis

1

2
< 0j[sx�q ;[H ;sxq]]j0 >= z[fz(1� �
q)+ fy(� � 
q)] (7a)

Analogously,forthe syq and s
z
q operatorsone� nds:

1

2
< 0j[s

y

�q ;[H ;syq]]j0>= z[fz(1� �
q)+ fx(� � 
q)] (7b)

1

2
< 0 j[sz�q ;[H ;szq]]j0>= �z(fx + fy)(1� 
q) (7c)

where z isthe num berofnearestneighbors,
q =
1

z

P

�
cosq � � and we have intro-

duced the quantities

fx = �
J

2
< s

x
is

x
i+ � >

fy = �
J

2
< s

y

is
y

i+ �
> (8)

fz = �
J

2
< s

z
is

z
i+ � > :

Here � isthe latticevectorconnecting nearestneighbors.In the square lattice one

has
q =
1

2
(cosqx + cosqy)whilein thecubiclattice
q =

1

3
(cosqx + cosqy + cosqz),

having set the lattice param eter equalto 1. Itis worth noticing thatthe form of
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the energy weighted sum rule relative to szq di� ersfrom the one relative to sxq and

syq.Thisfollowsfrom thefactthatthe Heisenberg Ham iltonian (1)isinvariantfor

spin rotation in thex � y plane.

In the isotropiccase (� = 1)eq.(7a)becom es

1

2
< 0 j[sx�q ;[H ;sxq]]j0>= z(fz + fy)(1� 
q): (9)

Note thateven in the isotropiclim it� = 1 the quantity fz di� ersfrom fy(= fx)if

there isspontaneousm agnetization along the z-axis.

At sm allq the energy weighted sum rule (9) becom es (we consider here for

sim plicity thesquare and cubic latticeswhere 
q = 1+ 1

z
q2 + 0(q2))):

1

2
< 0 j[sx�q ;[H ;sxq]]j0 >= (fz + fy)q

2 (10)

and exhibitsthe typicalq2 dependence characterizing the m ostfam ousf-sum rule

fordensity excitations[16].

Thedenom inatorofeq.(4)istheFouriertransform ofthetwo-body transverse

spin correlation function.Itsbehaviorisdom inated,atlow q,by longrangecorrela-

tionsassociated with spin waves.Num ericalresultsforS? (q),based on M onteCarlo

calculations[5-6]and seriesexpansion m ethods[9],arenow becom ing available.

From a generalpointofview the Feynm an energy (4)isexpected to provide

a good estim ate forthe frequency ofelem entary excitationsin Heisenberg antifer-

rom agnets. This system can be in fact considered a relatively weakly interacting

m any body system ascom pared,forexam ple,to otherstrongly interacting quan-

tum system such as super
 uid4H e where the Feynm an approxim ation is known

to overestim ate in a signi� cant way the the energy oflowest excitations at high

m om enta.

An im portantquestion ishoweveverto understand whathappensto theFeyn-

m an approxim ation in the long wave length lim it dom inated by the propagation

6



ofm acroscopic spin waves. W hile in super
 uid4He the Feynm an ansatz isknown

to reproduce exactly thephonon dispersion (in term sofsum rulesthism eansthat

both theenergy weighted and non energy weighted sum rulesforthedensity oper-

atorare exhausted by phonons)the situation isdi� erent in the spin case. In fact

the non conservation ofthe spin current m akes the contribution ofm ulti-m agnon

excitations particularly im portant in the low q lim it. These excitations exhaust

a � nite fraction ofthe energy weighted sum rule (EW SR) and consequently the

Feynm an energy (4) does not approach the correct dispersion law at sm allq. In

the following we willdiscusssuch an e� ectin a quantitative way with the help of

availablem icroscopic calculationsofthe spin sti� nesscoe� cient.

Itisconvenientto writethetransverse dynam icspin structure function in the

following way

S
? (q;!)= A(q)�(! � !(q))+ S

?
m m (q;!) (11)

wherewehaveseparated thesharply peaked singlem agnon contribution character-

ized by the dipersion law !(q) and strength A(q),from the sm ooth contribution

S?m m (q;!)arising from m ultim agnon excitations(S?m m (q;!)= 0 for! � !(q)).

Them ain resultsforthesinglem agnon and m ultim agnon contributionsto the

variousm om entsofS? (q;!)atsm allqaresum m arized in table1.Them ain pointis

the q2 dependence ofthe strength associated with m ulti-m agnon excitations.This

dependence di� ers from the q4 dependence associated, for exam ple,with m ulti-

phonon excitationsin Bose super
 uids. The di� erence isdue to the factthatthe

currentisconseved in Bose super
 uids because oftranslationalinvariance. In the

case ofspin excitationsthe quantity [H ;sxq],proportionalto the spin current (see

eq.(15)below),isnotconserved even in thelow q-lim itand thisim pliesa stronger

q2 dependenceforthestrength associated with m ulti-m agnon excitations.A sim ilar
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behaviorisexhibited by spin excitationsin norm alFerm iliquids[17]. Thisresult

im pliesthatm ulti-m agnon excitationsa� ectthe energy-weighted sum rule with a

term proportionalto q2 [18].

The occurrence ofa q2 contribution to the energy weighted sum rule due to

m ulti-m agnon excitationsisclearly exploited by thecalculation ofthedoublecom -

m utator relative to the "longitudinal" operator szq = 1p
N

P

i
szie

iq�ri (see eq.(7c))

forwhich we� nd,atlow q,

1

2
< 0j[sz�q ;[H ;szq]]j0 >= (fx + fy)q

2 (12)

Thiscontribution,quadraticin q,isentirely � xed by m ulti-m agnon excitationssince

single m agnonsarenotexcited by szq.

Thelow qcontribution tothetranverseenergy weighted sum rule(5,10)arising

from singlem agnonsisgiven by 1

2
�sq

2 where�s isthespin sti� nesscoe� cient.This

can beeasily understood by usingthehydrodynam icexpression forthespin velocity

[19]:

c
2 =

�s

�? (0)
(13)

where

�? (q)= 2
X

n

j< 0 jsx�q jn >j
2

1

!n0
= 2

Z

d!
S? (q;!)

!
(14)

isthe transverse m agnetic susceptibility. Thissum rule isexpected to be entirely

exhausted,at low q,by the one m agnon excitation. Ifthe energy weighted sum

rule(5,10)werealso entirely exhausted by theonem agnon m odeatlow q,then the

ratio

lim q! 0

1

q2

P

n
j< 0 jsx�q jn >j2 !n0

P

n
j< 0 jsx�q jn >j2 =!n0

=
2(fz + fy)

�? (0)

should coincide with c2. The com parison between the quantities 2(fz + fy) and

�s then provides a direct and quantitative inform ation about the contribution of
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m ultim agnons to the energy weighted sum rule. Both the quantities (fz + fy)

and �s are now availablethrough di� erenttheoreticalcalculations.Allthe various

predictions,based on spin wavetheory tosecond orderin 1

2S
[7,20],seriesexpansion

from the Ising side [21]and M onte Carlo calculations [5-6]agree with the value

2(fz + fy)= 0:25 in the S = 1

2
square lattice.Viceversa the m ostrecentestim ates

for�s [20-22]predictvaluesin therange0:18� 0:20.Sincethenon energy weighted

sum rule (6),entering the denom inator ofthe Feynm an bound (4),is expected

to be exhausted by the single m agnon (see eq.(19)below),we then conclude that

the Feynm an ansatz overestim ates the spin velocity by about about 30% . In the

S = 1 square lattice the overestim ate is about 10% . In table 2 we report, for

com pleteness,the valuesofvarioustherm odynam ic param eters relative to the 2D

Heisenberg m odel.These valuescorrespond to the predictionsofspin wave theory

up to 1

(2S)2
[23]and areratherclosetotheonesgiven bytheseriesexpansion m ethod

from theIsing sideand by M onteCarlo calculations.

Itisusefulto study m oreexplicitly theroleofthespin currentand itsconnec-

tion with the spin sti� ness coe� cient and the energy weighted sum rule. To this

aim letusstartfrom thecontinuity equation forthespin density (in thefolllowing

the vectorq willbetaken along the x-axis):

[H ;sxq]= �2iJ
1

p
N

X

< ij>

s
z
is

y

j(e
iqxi � e

iqxj)� qj
x
sx
(q) (15)

de� nining the com ponentofthe spin currentparallelto q.Equation (15)provides

the following expression forthe spin currentatq = 0.

j
x
sx
(0)= �

J
p
N

X

i;�

s
z
is

y

i+ �
�x (16)

where�x = xi� xj isthex com ponentofthevectorconnectingthenearest-neighbor

pair< ji>.
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Thekey pointisthatthespin current(16)isnota conserved quantity (itdoes

norcom m utewith theHam iltonian)and consequently,when applied to theground

state,itcan give rise to excitationswith non-vanishing strength. Such excitations

are m ulti-m agnon statessince spin waveswith q = 0 cannotpropagate.

Letusnow calculate the staticresponse relativeto the currentjxsx (q).Due to

the equation ofcontinuity (15),this is exactly � xed by the energy weighted sum

rule forthe spin operatorsxq

�(jxsx (q))= 2
X

n

j< 0 jjxsx (q)jn >j
2

1

!n0
=

=
2

q2

X

n

j< 0 jsxq jn >j
2
!n0 = 2(fz + fy) (17)

wherewehavetaken thelow q lim it(10)oftheenergy weighted sum rule.Both spin

waves and m ulti-m agnon excitationsa� ectthis quantity atlow q. The spin wave

contribution is� xed by the spin sti� ness coe� cient(see the discussion above and

table1),whilethem ulti-m agnon contribution can becalculated through thestatic

response ofthe q = 0 com ponent(16)ofthe spin currentoperator. In conclusion

we get

�s = 2(fz + fy)� �(jxsx (0)) (18)

Result(18)forthe spin sti� nesscoe� cient�s sharesim portantanalogieswith the

m ostfam ousexpression �s = � � �n forthe super
 uid density ofa Bose liquid.In

eq.(18) the quantity 2(fz + fy) plays the role ofthe totaldensity �,� xed by the

m odelindependent f-sum rule [16],while the quantity �(jxsx (0))playsthe role of

the norm aldensity �n,de� ned asthe low q lim itofthe transverse currentreponse

function [24]. Note that in the case ofantiferrom agnetism ,where the current is

not conserved,we can safely take the q ! 0 lim itofthe current operator for the

calculation ofthe m ultim agnon contribution to thestaticcurrentresponse.
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Itisrem arkableto pointoutthatrelation (18)wasobtained in an independent

way by Singh and Huse [21]starting directly from the de� nition ofthe spin sti� -

ness as helicity m odulus. The fullagreem ent between the two form alderivations

providesfurthersupportto thetheory ofspin hydrodynam icsand atthesam etim e

em phasizestheroleplayed by m ultim agnon excitations.Concerning thislastpoint

it is worth noting that in the large S lim it m ultim agnon excitations are absent,

�(jxsx (0))= 0 and �s coincideswith 2(fz + fy). Actually,using the resultsofspin

wavetheory [23],onecan easily show thatthem ultim agnon term �(jxsx (0))issec-

ond orderin 1

2S
,whilethelongitudinalsum rule(12),dom inated by m ultim agnons,

is � rst order in 1

2S
. This di� erent behavior islikely associated with the fact that

longitudinalexcitations are m ainly two m agnon states, while the m ultim agnon

com ponentofthetransverse response isdom inated by three m agnon states.

Another im portantresultem erging from table 1 concerns the low q behavior

ofthetransverse spin structure factor(6):

S
? (q)q! 0 =

1

2

�s

c
q (19)

accounting forthe
 uctuationsassociated with thepropagation oflong wavelength

spin waves.Thecoe� cientoflinearityhasbeen directlycalculatedbySingh[9]using

theseriesexpansion m ethod.Theresultingestim ateisin reasonableagreem entwith

eq.(19).

Itis� nally usefulto stressthatthe resultsdiscussed in thissection using the

sum rule technique em phasize in an explicitway the existence ofa spontaneously

broken sym m etry in spin space. Di� erentresultswould be obtained ifone instead

decided to work with an isotropic ground state, as happens, for exam ple, in a

num ericalsim ulation in a � nite system . In thiscase the resultsforthe excitation

energies, obtained through the evaluation ofsum rules,would correspond to an
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averagebetween transverseand longitudinalexcitationsand theinform ation on the

dispersion law ofelem entary m odeswould be consequently poorer.

3. O R D ER PA R A M ET ER A N D EX C ITAT IO N EN ER G IES

The discussion ofsect.2. on the behavior ofthe Feynm an energy in the low

q region is based on the analysis ofthe spin structure function. The existence

ofspin waveswith lineardispersion m ust be howeverassum ed in orderto discuss

such a behavior and cannot be predicted using this m ethod,unless one exploits

num erically the ratherdi� cultlow q-regim e. Forthisreason itisusefulto derive

alternative bounds forthe excitation energieswhich exploitm ore directly the low

q regim e. Such bounds can be obtained with the help of an inequality due to

Bogoliubov and pointouta crucialfeature characterizing antiferrom agnetsaswell

asothersystem swith spontaneously broken sym m etries:the existence ofan order

param eter. This phenom enon is known to be at the origin ofG oldstone m odes

which, in the antiferrom agnetic case, take the form ofspin waves with a linear

dispersion at low q. This approach was � rst proposed by W agner [13]to prove

the existence ofG oldstone m odes in an im portant class ofphysicalsystem s. To

our knowledge it has never been used to investigate the fullq-dependence ofthe

excitation spectrum ofHeisenberg antiferrom agnets.

Thestarting pointistheintroduction ofan upperbound fortheenergy !(q)of

the lowestexcitation with wave vectorq,in term softhe ratio between the energy

weighted and the inverse energy weighted sum rulesrelativeto the operatorsxq:

!
2(q)�

R
S? (q;!)!d!

R
S? (q;!)1

!
d!

=
< [sx�q ;[H ;sxq]]>

�? (q)
(20)

In eq.(20) we have m ade use ofeq.(5)and used de� nition (14) for the transverse

susceptibility.
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Theupperbound (20),holding atzero tem perature,isstrongerthan theFeyn-

m an one (see eq.(4)),being based on the inverse energy weighted sum rule �? (q)

ratherthan on thenon energy weighted sum ruleS? (q).Itsdeterm ination requires

however the di� cult calculation ofthe q-dependence �? (q). In the following we

willcom bine the bound (20) with the Bogoliubov inequality [13,25]for the static

response relativeto the operatorsxq

�
? (q)< [s

y

g�q ;[H ;s
y

q�g ]]>�j< [sx�q ;s
y

q�g ]>j2 (21)

Thisinequality introducesthe "conjugate" operators
y

q�g where g isthe antiferro-

m agneticvector� xed by thecondition eig�R = 1 when R connectssitesin thesam e

sublattice and �1 when itconnectssitesin di� erentsublattices.

Using inequality (20)and (21)we then obtain theusefulrigorousresult[26]

!
2(q)�

< [sx�q ;[H ;sxq]]>< [s
y

g�q ;[H ;s
y

q�g ]]>

j< [sx�q ;s
y

q�g ]>j2
(22)

A m ajor advantage ofinequality (22) as com pared to the Feynm an bound (4),is

thatitinvolvescom m utatorsboth in thenum eratorand denom inator.In particular

the quantity

< [sx�q ;s
y

q�g ]>= i<
1

N

X

i

s
z
ie

ig�ri >� im (23)

coincides with the staggered m agnetization (assum ed here along the z-axis),i.e.

with the orderparam eterofthe problem ,and isindependentofq.

The fullq-dependence ofthe bound (22) is then entirely � xed by the double

com m utatorsentering the num erator.Such com m utatorshave been already calcu-

lated in sect.2 (see eq.(7)).Noting that
q�g = �
q we � nd thefollowing result

!(q)�
2z(fz + fy)

m

q

1� 
2q =
2(fz + fy)

m SJ
!
SW (q) (24)
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where !SW (q) = zJS

q

1� 
2q is the dispersion law ofclassicalspin wave (SW )

theory [1]and we have used the property fx = fy.

The following rem arksarein orderhere:

i)The rigorousbound (24)exhibitsa linearbehaviorin q forq! 0,provided

the orderparam eterisdi� erentfrom zero (G oldstone theorem ). Furtherm ore this

bound issym m etricby exchange ofq with g � q and hence predictsthe vanishing

ofelem entary excitationsalso atthe staggered wave vectorg.

ii) The q-dependence ofthis bound is entirely contained in the classicallaw

!SW (q),the coe� cient ofproportionality being independent ofq. In particular

from eq.(24)weobtain the bound

c�
2(fz + fy)

Sm J
c
SW = 2

p
2z
(fz + fy)

m
(25)

forthe spin velocity in term softhe quantities(fz + fy)and m (cSW =
p
2zSJ is

the prediction ofclassicalSW theory). Using the num ericalresults oftable 1 for

(fz + fy)and m we � nd c� 1:6cSW in the S = 1

2
square lattice. The bound (25)

overestim atesby � 30 % thevalueofthespin velovity calculated through equation

(13)(c= 1:2cSW ).In the S = 1 square lattice result(25)yieldsc� 1:2cSW while

eq.(13)givesc= 1:1cSW .Atsm allq the quality ofthenew bound ishence sim ilar

to the one ofthe Feynm an approxim ation.From a conceptualpointofview ithas

theadvantageofexploiting directly thelow q behaviorwith theonly assum ption of

theexistenceofa broken sym m etry.Itisalso interesting to rem ark that,using the

result ofsecond order spin wave theory [23],the bound (25) for the spin velocity

coincideswith the exactvalue (13)up to � rstorderterm sin 1

2S
. Deviationsfrom

the exactvalueareassociated with m ultim agnon e� ects(term sin 1

(2S)2
).

The dispersion ofm agnon excitationsin the S = 1

2
square lattice Heisenberg

m odelhas been the object ofa recent M onte Carlo calculation [5]. The authors
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ofref.[8]have � tted their results with the law !(q) � 1:2!SW (q) (sim ilar results

havebeen very recently found also by theauthorsofref.[10]),consistently with the

value ofthe spin velocity obtained from eq.(13). The upper bound (24) is then

found to overestim ate the m agnon dispersion by the sam e am ount (� 30 % ) in

the whole Brillouin zone. In � g.1 we report the prediction ofthe G oldstone-type

bound (24)togetherwith the � tto the resultsofref.[8]and the predictionsofthe

theFeynm an approxim ation taken from ref.[9].Itisinteresting to rem ark thatthe

Feynm an approxim ation ism uch m oreaccuratenearthem axim um ofthedispersion

curve ratherthan in the low q region where,according to the discussion ofsect.2,

itoverestim atesthe lineardispersion by � 30 % .

iii)Inequality (24)becom es an identity in the large S lim it(fz =
1

2
S2,fx =

fy = 0,m = S) where itcoincides with the prediction classicalspin wave theory

[1].

TheBogoliubov inequality (21)can beused toprovidedirectly a bound forthe

transverse susceptibility �? (q).Using therelation 
q�g = �
q one� nds

�
? (q)�

m 2

2z(fz + fy)(1+ 
q)
(26)

Atq= 0 eq.(26)yields

�
? (0)�

m 2

4z(fz + fy)
; (27)

whilenearthe staggered vectorg one � ndsthetypicaldivergentbehavior

�
? (jg � q j)�

m 2

2(fz + fy)q
2

(28)

characterizing the transverse staggered susceptibility.

Oncem oretheseinequalitybecom eidentitiesifoneworkswith spin wavetheory

up to � rstorderin 1

2S
.Deviationsfrom theexactresultsfortheseform ulaearethe

directconsequence oftheroleofm ultim agnon excitations.
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Itis� nally usefultocom pletetheanalysisofsect.2concerning thecontribution

to thevarioussum rulesgiven by thesinglem agnon and m ultim agnon excitations

in the region ofthe staggered vector g. The results are reported in table 1. W e

notethatsinglem agnonsexhaustthetransversestructurefactorand susceptibility

sum rules characterized by typicalinfrared divergencies. The result for the spin

structurefactornearthestaggered vectorcan beobtained with thehelp ofthesum

rule (23)

X

n

[< 0 jsx�q jn >< n js
y

q�g j0> � < 0js
y

q�g jn >< n js
x
�q j0 >]

=< [sx�q ;s
y

q�g ]>= im (29)

In fact,sincethem agnon m atrixelem ent< 0 jsx�q jn > behaveslike
p
qatlow

q (seetable1 and eq.(19)),itfollowsthatthesum rule(29)can besatis� ed only by

a divergentbehaviorofthem agnon m atrix elem ent< n js
y

q�g j0 > (m ultim agnon

excitationsgiverise to higherordercontributions)according to the equation

< n js
y

q�g j0 >=< 0js
y

q�g jn
0
>=

i

2

m

< 0jsx�q jn >
(30)

holding forq ! 0. Here jn > and jn0 > are single m agnon stateswith opposite

wavevectorand wehaveassum ed,withoutanylossofgenerality,them atrixelem ent

< 0 jsx�q jn >=< n0 jsx�q j0 > to be real. The m agnon contribution (30)

dom inates the divergent behavior ofthe spin structure factor near the staggered

vectorthatthen takesthe form :

S
? (jg � q j)q! 0 =

cm 2

2�sq
(31)

The aboveresultsareconsistentwith therigorousinequality [27]

S
? (q)S? (jg � q j)�

1

4
m

2 (32)
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following from the uncertainty principle and holding for any value ofq and for

any antiferrom agnetic system . According to results(19)and (31),the uncertainty

principle inequality becom esan identity in the q ! 0 lim it. The coe� cientofthe

1

q
law (31) has been recently calculated in the S = 1

2
square lattice by Singh [9]

using using the seriesexpansion m ethod from the Ising side. Hisprediction turns

outto be largerby (� 20% )than the valuepredicted by eq.(31).Thisdiscrepancy

rem ainsto beunderstood.

Result(31)can be used to study the quality ofthe Feynm an energy (4)near

the staggered vectorg.One � nds:

!F (jg � q j)q! 0 =
4z(fz + fy)�

? (0)

m 2
cq (33)

wherewehaveused expression (13)forthespin velocity c.Result(33)overestim ate

the spin velocity by � 30 % in the S = 1

2
square lattice. The enhancentcoincides

with theratio between theleftand righthand sidesofinequality (27)forthetrans-

verse suscptibility and follows from the m ultim agnon contribution to the energy

weighted sum rule.
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4. R ESU LT S FO R T H E A N ISO T R O P IC H EISEN B ER G M ED EL

Theenergy weighted sum rule(7)fortheHeisenberg m odelhasan interesting

behavioratlow q in theanisotropiccase(� 6= 1).In factatq= 0 eqs.(7a)and (7b)

becom e:

lim
q! 0

1

2
< 0j[sx�q ;[H ;sxq]]j0 >= z(1� �)(fz � fy) (34a)

and

lim
q! 0

1

2
< 0j[s

y

�q ;[H ;syq]]j0 >= z(1� �)(fz � fx) (34b)

Conversely theEW SR relativeto szq vanisheswith q sincetheHeisenberg Ham ilto-

nian (1)conservesthez-com ponentofthe spin operator.

Note thatthe quantitiesfz � fy and fz � fx m ust be positive for� < 1 and

negative for� > 1.Thisisa rigorousstability criterium im posed by the positivity

oftheenergy weighted sum rules(34).

Result (34) can be used to derive a rigorous upper bound for the m ass gap

when � < 1.In factin thiscaseeq.(22)yields

!(q= 0)�
2z

m z

q

(f2z � f2y)
p

1� �2 (35)

where we have explicitly speci� ed thatthe m agnetization isalong the z-axis(easy

axis)and used theproperty 
g = �1.

Thisupperbound exhibitsthetypicalnon analytic
p
1� �2 behaviorpredicted

by SW T near� = 1.In theS = 1

2
squarelatticethecoe� cientofproportionality of

theupperbound (35)isequalto 1:9,com pared to thevalue1:3 obtained in ref.[28]

using theseriesexpansion m ethod.

Using the Bogoliubov inequality (21)itisalso possible to obtain the rigorous

bound

�
? (g)�

m 2
z

2z(fz � fy)(1� �)
(36)
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forthetransverse staggered suceptibility.

Both results(35)and (36)apply only to the case � < 1. Itisalso interesting

to discuss the behaviorofthe system beyond the isotropic point� = 1 where one

expectsthespontaneousm agnetization to occurin thex� y plane(easy plane).In

the following we assum e the m agnetization axisto coincide with the x-axis. One

can � nd in thiscasea rigorousG oldstonetypeupperbound sim ilartoeq.(24).This

bound isobtained starting from inequality (22),by replacing the operatorsxq with

szq (thereplacem entfollowsfrom the new direction ofthe m agnetization axis):

!
2(q)�

< [sz�q ;[H ;szq]]>< [s
y

g�q ;[H ;s
y

q�g ]]>

j< [sz�q ;s
y

q�g ]>j2
(37)

Using results (7)for the corresponding double com m utators and the identity

< [sz�q ;s
y

q�g ]>= �i< 1

N

P

i
sxie

ig�ri >� �im x (staggered m agnetization along

the x-axis),we obtain

!
2(q)�

4�z2

m 2
x

(fx + fy)(1� 
q)[fz(1+ �
q)+ fx(� + 
q)] (38):

yielding a lineardispersion for!(q)atsm allq (theoccurrence ofgaplessspin exci-

tationsfortheeasy planeantiferrom agnethasbeen recently pointed outin ref.[29]).

Itisworth noticing howeverthat,di� erently from eq.(24)holding in the isotropic

case,thebound (38)isnotsym m etricby change ofq with g � q and in particular

itisnot gaplessatthe staggered pointg. This re
 ects the fact thatthissystem ,

characterized by an anisotropy oftheHam iltonian in thez-direction and by aspon-

taneousstaggered m agnetization alongthex-axis,exhibitstwodi� erentbranchesin

the excitation spectrum :one excited by the operatorszq and forwhich eqs.(37-38)

provide a rigorous upper bound,and one excited by the operatorsyq. The bound

for the second branch is easily obtained by replacing,in eq.(37),the operator szq

with syq and s
y

g�q with szg�q .Thiscorrespondsto replacing q with g� q and hence,
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in eq.(38),
q with �
q.Noticethatthissecond branch isgaplessatthestaggered

vectorg.

Equation (38) provides a rigorous upper bound for the spin velocity holding

foran arbitrary value of� (largerthan 1 ofcourse):

c�
2

m x

p
z�(1+ �)

q

(fx + fy)(fx + fz) (39)

Result(39)coincideswith result(26)in the� ! 1 lim itand providesa non trivial

resultalso in the� ! 1 lim it(XY m odel).

Another interesting result can be obtained for the behavior ofthe derivative

ofthe energy with respectto the transverse coupling constant�. Thisbehavioris

im portantbecauseitcharacterizesthenatureofthephasetransition.Thederivative

can becalculated starting from the generalFeynm an form ula

dE (�)

d�
= �z(fx + fy) (40)

which straightforwardly follows from the form ofthe Heisenberg Ham iltonian (1)

and de� nitions (8) for fx and fy. W hen � ! 1� one has f�x = f�y 6= f�z ,while

when � ! 1+ onehasf+x = f�z and f+z = f+y = f�y .This� nally yields

dE (�)

d�

�

= �2zf�y

dE (�)

d�

+

= �z(f�z + f
�
y ): (41)

Using the valuesfor fz and fy reported in table 2 (corresponding to spontaneous

m agnetization along the z-axis and hence to f�z and f�y respectively) we � nd

dE (�)

d�

�

= �0:32 and
dE (�)

d�

+

= �0:50. These values are in excellent agreem ent

with theresultsobtained in ref.[30]through a directM onteCarlo calculation ofthe

energy asa function ofthecoupling constant�.
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C O N C LU SIO N S

In thepresentwork wehavederived severalnew resultsconcerning thepropa-

gation ofelem entary excitationsin the Heisenberg antiferrom agnet.In particular:

1)W ehaveproven thattheFeynm an approxim ation doesnotyield thecorrect

dispersion oflong wavelength spin waves,due to the role ofm ultim agnon excita-

tionswhich contribute to the energy weighted sum rule(EW SR)even in the low q

lim it.Physically thisbehaviororiginatesfrom thefactthatthe spin currentisnot

conserved. Actually the m ulti-m agnon contribution to the EW SR is � xed by the

static spin currentpolarizability �(jxsx (0))(see eq.(18)).Due to thise� ect,second

orderin 1

2S
,theFeynm an approxim ation turnsouttooverestim atethespin velocity

in the S = 1

2
squarelatticeby about30% .

2)W ehavederived (sect.3)aG oldstone-typebound fortheenergy ofspin exci-

tations.Thisrigorousbound dependsexplicitly on theorderparam eter(staggered

m agnetization)and isproportionalto the classicaldispersion ofspin wave theory

with aqindependentnorm alization factor.Itconsequently vanishesatq = 0aswell

asatthe staggered wave vectorq = g. Thisbound isshown to have an accuracy

sim ilarto the one ofthe Feynm an approxim ation.

3) W e have obtained usefulresults also for the anisotropic case (sect.4). In

particularforthe easy-axisantiferrom agnet we have derived a rigorousbound for

the m ass gap. Viceversa the upper bound in the easy plane antiferrom agnet is

proven to be gapless in agreem ent with the generalstatem ent ofthe G oldstone

theorem . W e have also explicitly calculated the discontinuity ofthe derivative of

the energy with respectto the transverse coupling constantatthe isotropicpoint.

A m ore system atic investigation ofthe structure ofelem entary excitationsin

theanisotropiccase(including theX-Y m odel)willbepresented in a futurepaper.
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FIG U R E C A P T IO N

Dispersion ofspin excitationsin theS = 1

2
squarelattice(qx = qy).Thelong-

dashed line correspondsto the !(q)= 1:2!SW (q)� tto the M onte Carlo resultsof

ref.[8,10];thesquares(taken from ref.[9])correspond theFeynm an bound (4),while

thefulllinetotheG oldstone-typebound (24).Theprediction ofclassicalspin wave

theory !(q)= !SW (q)isalso repoted (dashed line).
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TA B LE 1

m agnon m ulti-m agnons

! cq const

j(sxq)n0 j
2 �sq=2c q2

j(s
y

g�q )n0 j
2 2cm 2=�sq const

P

n
j(sxq)n0 j

2 =!n0 �s=2c
2 q2

P

n
j(sxq)n0 j

2 �sq=2c q2

P

n
j(sxq)n0 j

2 !no �sq
2=2 q2

P

n
j(s

y

g�q )n0 j
2 =!n0 m 2=2�sq

2 const

P

n
j(s

y

g�q )n0 j
2 m 2c=2�sq const

P

n
j(s

y

g�q )n0 j
2 !n0 m 2c2=2�s const

M atrix elem ents,excitation energiesand sum rule contributionsfrom one-m agnon

and m ulti-m agnon excitationsatT = 0.
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TA B LE 2

E m �? �s c fz + fy fz � fy

S = 1

2
-0.67 0.30 0.061 0.18 1.7 0.125 0.04

S = 1 -2.33 0.80 0.092 0.87 3.1 0.47 0.25

Param etersoftheisotropic2D AF Heisenberg m odelpredicted by spin wavetheory

up to second orderin 1

(2S)2
[23]. The Heisenberg coupling constantJ hasbeen set

equalto 1 and m agnetization istaken along the z-axis.
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