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Abstract

W e study frustrated, two-dim ensional, quantum antiferrom agnets in the

vicinity ofa quantum transition from a non-collinear,m agnetically-ordered

ground state to a quantum disordered phase. The generalscaling properties

ofthistransition aredescribed.A detailed study ofaparticular�eld-theoretic

m odelofthetransition,with bosonicspin-1/2 spinon �elds,ispresented.Ex-

plicituniversalscaling form sfora variety ofobservablesareobtained and the

resultsare com pared with num ericaldata on the spin-1/2 triangularantifer-

rom agnet. Universalproperties ofan alternative �eld-theory,with con�ned

spinons,are also briey noted.

Typesetusing REVTEX

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9402006v1


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

There has been a rem arkable recent revivalof interest in the low-energy properties

oftwo-dim ensional(2d) frustrated quantum antiferrom agnets. In part,this interest was

triggered by the discovery ofstrong m agnetic uctuationsin the high-Tc superconductors;

however,frustrated m agnetic system sare interesting in theirown right,in the lightofnu-

m eroustheoreticalpredictionson the nature ofdisordered ground statesin quantum spin

system s[1,2,3,4].

Three kinds of frustrated 2d system s have been studied intensively, both experi-

m entally and theoretically. First, are antiferrom agnets on a triangular lattice such as

V Cl2;V B r2;C6E u;N aTiO 2 etc[5].Theoreticalstudiesofsuch antiferrom agnetsgoback to

1973 when Anderson and Fazekas[6]�rstsuggested thatforS = 1=2,quantum uctuations

m ay be strong enough to destroy the classical1200 ordering ofHeisenberg spins. Though

m ostofthesubsequentnum ericaland analyticalstudiesdoindicate[7]thepresenceoflong-

rangeorderatzero tem perature(T),these studiesalso show [9]thatquantum uctuations

arequitestrong.

A second frustrated system is the antiferrom agnet on a kagom e lattice. It is believed

to describe the second layer of 3H e on graphite [10]and SrCr8� xGa4+ xO 19 and related

com pounds [11]. The e�ects ofquantum uctuations in kagom e antiferrom agnets are far

strongerthan in triangularones[12],and num ericalstudiesofS = 1=2 system ssupporta

quantum -disordered ground stateatT = 0[13,9].Besides,largeS kagom eantiferrom agnets

displaytheVillainorderfrom disorderphenom enon [14]:in thesem iclassicalapproxim ation,

they possessa strong ‘accidental’degeneracy which islifted only by the zero-pointm otion

ofquantum spins[12,15].Tunneling between a sequenceofnearly degenerateground states

(which di�erin energy only duetoquantum uctuations),m ay alsocontributesubstantially

to thereduction in thestrength ofthelargeS long-rangeorder[16].

Finally,there are also studiesofantiferrom agnetson the square lattice which are frus-

trated by addingsecond and third neighborcouplings[2,17].Thesesystem sshow interesting

phaseswith incom m ensurate,planar,spiralcorrelations.

A key featureofthelocalspin correlationsin thesystem sabove,which willbecrucialin

ouranalysis,isthatthey arenon-collinear.Unliketheunfrustrated squarelattice,thespins

arenotlocally eitherparalleloranti-parallelto oneanother.Theanalysisin thispaperwill

m ostly assum ethatthespinsarecoplanar although thissecond restriction ism ostly in the

interestsofsim plicity.

Sofarwehavediscussed thesituation atT = 0.Experim ents,however,areperform ed at

�nite T when therm aluctuationsarealso present. The e�ectsoftherm aluctuationsfor

2d Heisenberg system sare wellknown [19]-they destroy long-rangem agnetic correlations

atarbitrary sm allT.Suppose,�rst,thattheground stateisnearly perfectly ordered.Itis

clear,then,thatatsm allT,therm aluctuationswillbesigni�cantly m oreim portantthan

quantum uctuations,and thelow-T behaviorwillbepredom inantly classical-theprim ary

e�ect ofquantum uctuations willbe a renorm alization ofthe couplings at T = 0. This

is the low-T \renorm alized-classical" regim e which was studied in detailin Ref[35],and

laterobserved [20]in a num berofexperim entson undoped square-lattice antiferrom agnets

atsu�ciently low T.Consider,next,thephysicswhen thesystem isquantum -disordered at

T = 0.Then alltherm ally induced uctuationsaresuppressed by a (presum ed)spin-gap at
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low enough tem peraturesand and thelow-energy dynam icsispurely quantum m echanical-

thisisthe\quantum -disordered" [35]regim e.

However,there is a third,intriguing possibility which arises when the ground state of

the system is not too far from a T = 0, second-order quantum transition between the

m agnetically-ordered and quantum disordered states. Then itiseasily possible to �nd the

so-called \quantum -critical" regim ewhereclassicaland therm aluctuationsareequally im -

portant.Thisisahigh tem peratureregim ewith respecttoany energy-scalewhich m easures

thedeviation oftheground stateoftheantiferrom agnetfrom thequantum transition point;

on them agnetically-ordered sidea convenientchoiceforthisenergy-scaleisa spin sti�ness,

�s.Howeveritisalsoalow tem peratureregim ewith respecttoam icroscopic,short-distance

energy scalelikeanearest-neighborexchangeconstant,J.Ifthecouplingsareprecisely crit-

ical,then the quantum -criticalregion stretches down to lowest T -this is unlikely to be

realized in antiferrom agnetswithout�ne-tuning ofan externalparam etere.g. pressure or

doping. However,even ifthe system isnotprecisely atthe criticalpoint,butT is larger

than �s on the ordered side,ora corresponding energy scale � on the disordered side,we

stillobserve essentially quantum -criticalbehavior because at such T we e�ectively probe

the system atscaleswhere itdoesnotknow on which side ofthe transition itwillend up

in itsground state. However,ifthe long-range orderatT = 0 isvery wellestablished (or,

ifon the quantum -disordered side,� isvery large)the condition k B T > �s (kB T > �)for

quantum -criticality m ay conict or interfere with kB T < J and the the quantum -critical

behavior can be overshadowed by nonuniversalshort-range uctuations. Thus we require

that�s (�)bereasonably sm all,and then then wem ay expectto observequantum -critical

behavioratT sm allerthan J.

In a recentpublication with J.Ye[25],two ofusconsidered whethera quantum -critical

region exists in the square-lattice S = 1=2 antiferrom agnet. W e com puted variousexper-

im entally m easurable quantities such asthe uniform susceptibility,the correlation length,

thedynam icstructurefactor,and thespin-latticerelaxation rateforantiferrom agnetswith

collinear spin correlations. W e found reasonable agreem ent between the quantum -critical

results and the experim entaldata [20]on La2� xSrxCuO 4 and with num ericalresults on

S = 1=2 antiferrom agnets[21]. W e argued,therefore,thatthissystem isquantum -critical

atinterm ediate tem peratures.In frustrated 2d system s,quantum uctuationsare likely to

befarstronger.Itisthereforereasonableto expectthatquantum -criticalbehaviorm ay be

observed in frustrated system saswell.In thepresentpaper,wewillpresentdetailed predic-

tionsaboutthequantum -criticalpropertiesoffrustrated antiferrom agnetswith non-collinear

correlations,to help elucidatethispossibility.

The study ofquantum -criticalbehavior is not the only purpose ofour analysis. W e

willalso consider the behavior ofvarious observables in the renorm alized-classicalregion.

Previous studies in this this region were perform ed by Azaria et. al.[18],who focused

on a renorm alization group analysis for the correlation length. Below, we present, for

the �rst tim e,expressions for the uniform susceptibility and dynam ic structure factor of

renorm alized-classical,non-collinearantiferrom agnets.

An im portantissue,which m akesa study ofnon-collinearantiferrom agnetsconsiderably

m oredi�cultthancollinearones,isthatthenatureofthequantum -disordered phaseand the

universalityofthetransitionarenotwellestablished.Thelarge-N Sp(N )theories[2,22]have

argued thatthequantum -disordered phaseofnon-collinearantiferrom agnetshasdecon�ned,

3



spin-1/2,bosonic spinons. In this paper,we derive a m acroscopic �eld-theoreticalm odel

which has the sam e behavior,and study the universality class ofthe transition between

a quantum -disordered phase with decon�ned spinons and the m agnetically ordered state.

W e �nd, quite generally,that such a transition is in the universality class ofthe O (4)-

vector m odelin spacetim e dim ension D = 3. This result agrees with the sem iclassical

renorm alization group analysisofthem agnetically ordered sidein D = 2+ � dim ensionsof

Azaria et.al[18].W ewillthen go on to determ ine num erousuniversal,�nitetem perature

propertiesofsuch antiferrom agnets. These propertieshave m any striking di�erencesfrom

thoseofthecollinearantiferrom agnets[25]which possessed con�ned spinons.Notehowever,

thereareothertreatm entsofthetransition in non-collinearantiferrom agnets[28]which do

nothaveO (4)exponentsatD = 3.W ewillreview thesein Appendix A and show thatthey

in facthave con�ned spinons.The universalm agneticpropertiesofthese approachesdi�er

only in a m inorway from thoseofRef[25]and willthereforenotbediscussed in any detail.

W e willbegin in Section IA by de�ning carefully,and with considerable generality,the

orderparam eterofcoplanarantiferrom agnets[23,26,18].W ewillalso expressthestaggered

dynam icsusceptibility in term sofcorrelationsoftheorderparam eter.W ewillcontinueour

generaldiscussion in Section IB where we willpresent universalscaling form s fornearly-

criticalcoplanar antiferrom agnets. These scaling form s follow from not m uch m ore than

the presence ofhyperscaling and a dynam ic criticalexponentz = 1.On the m agnetically-

ordered side,theentiredynam icstaggered and uniform susceptibilitieswillbeargued to be

fully universalfunctionsof�ve param eterscharacterizing the ground state:N 0,the order-

param etercondensate,thetwo sti�nesses�k,�? and thetwo susceptibilities�k,�? (de�ned

m ore precisely below). Sim ilarresults willhold also on the quantum disordered side. W e

em phasize thatnone ofthe resultsofthese two sectionsm ake any speci�c assum ptionson

theuniversality classofthetransition.

In SectionsII-VIwewillpresentexplicitcom putationsoftheuniversalscaling functions

usingaparticular(wethinklikely)�eld-theoreticm odelofthetransition.Thisapproach has

decon�ned spin-1/2spinon excitationsin thequantum disordered phase,which lead tom any

interesting observable consequences. Section VII willcom pare som e ofthe above results

with availablenum ericalresultsfortheS = 1=2triangularHeisenberg antiferrom agnet;this

com parison willusesom enew resultson the1=S expansion ofthism odelwhich areobtained

in Appendix B.

Ourm ain conclusions willbe reiterated in Section VIII. The contents ofAppendix A

werenoted above,and som etechnicaldetailswillbepresented in Appendix C.

A .O rder param eter and other observables

Forsim plicity,we willrestrictourdiscussion to antiferrom agnetswith Ham iltoniansof

thefollowing form :

H =
X

i< j

JijSi� Sj (1.1)

where the Si are spin S operators on the sites i;j ofa regular two-dim ensionallattice,

and the Jij are the exchange integrals. The Jij respectthe sym m etriesofthe lattice,and
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are short-ranged,although notnecessarily nearestneighbor. The strength ofthe quantum

uctuationswilldepend on the value ofS and on the ratiosofthe Jij,and willdeterm ine

whethertheground stateism agnetically ordered orquantum disordered.

In thefollowing,itwillbeconvenientto think ofthe Si notasquantum operators,but

asspacetim e-dependent�eldsin a path integraloverim aginary tim e�.W ewillrestrictour

analysis to antiferrom agnets in which the strongest uctuations are welldescribed by the

following hydrodynam icparam etrization

Si(�)= n1(xi;�)cos(2Q � xi)+ n2(xi;�)sin(2Q � xi) (1.2)

wheren1,n2 varyslowlyonthescaleofalatticespacing,butarealwaysorthogonal:n1 � n2 =

0 forallxi,�.Theordering wavevector2Q m ay becom m ensurateorincom m ensuratewith

reciprocallattice vectors,butm ustnotbe such that(1.2)m akes allthe Si collinearwith

each other.Thusthesquarelatticewith 2Q = (�;�)=aisexcluded (aisthenearestneighbor

spacing),asisany ferrom agnetic state(Q = 0).The triangularlatticeand certain kagom e

latticeantiferrom agnetswith2Q = (8�=3;8�=
p
3)=a,orsquarelatticeantiferrom agnetswith

incom m ensurateQ arehoweverincluded.Kagom eantiferrom agnetswith m orecom plicated

localcorrelations,which are nevertheless coplanar,willalso be described by ouruniversal

results, but are not considered explicitly for sim plicity. The param etrization (1.2) also

im pliesthatthespin orientationsarealwayslocally coplanar.In fact,even antiferrom agnets

withnon-coplanarcorrelationscanbeanalyzed byastraightforwardextension (notdescribed

here)ofourresults.Thekeyrestriction isthatthecorrelationsarenon-collinear:wehowever

assum ecoplanarity forsim plicity.

As is well-known [23,24,26], we can identify the pair ofvectors n1, n2 as the order

param eteroftheantiferrom agnet;below wewilldiscussan equivalentcom plex m atrix order

param eter,Q �;�,which iscom putationally som ewhatm oreconvenient.On them agnetically

ordered therewillbea spin-condensatewhich,weassum e,satis�es

N
2

0
= hn1i

2

T= 0 = hn2i
2

T= 0 (1.3)

Ouranalysiswillrely heavily on a spinorparam etrization ofthevectorsn1,n2.Thisis

m ostdirectly introduced by theSchwingerboson representation ofthespin operators

Sa =
1

2
b
y
��

a
��b� (1.4)

wherea = x;y;z, �;� = 1;2,and the�a arethePaulim atrices;siteand tim edependence

ofthe �elds is im plicit. It turns out that the hydrodynam ic form (1.2) is related to the

following param etrization oftheb:

b�i(�)=

s

SZS

2

�

z�(xi;�)e
iQ � xi + i"��z

�
�(xi;�)e

� iQ � xi
�

(1.5)

where" istheantisym m etric tensorand thez� areslowly varying com plex �eldssatisfying

thefollowing norm alization atsom escale�:

NX

�= 1

jz�j
2 = N (1.6)
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with N = 2(wehaveintroduced thevariableN in anticipation ofthegeneralization below to

arbitrary N ).Therenorm alization factorZS accountsfortheuctuationsatscalesshorter

than �.Inserting (1.5)in (1.4)and com paring with (1.2)weobtain

n2a + in1a =
SZS

2
"�z�

a
��z� (1.7)

Itiseasy to check thatthissatis�es n1 � n2 = 0 and (1.3). Notice thatorderparam eters

�eldsarequadraticin z,thisisconsistentwith theidenti�cation ofthez quanta asS = 1=2

bosonic spinons. The com posite character ofthe order param eter was also noticed (for

N = 2)in Ref.[29].

Som e key properties ofthe above param etrization deserve notice. First,the question

ofgauge invariance. Asiswell-known,the Schwinger boson decom position (1.4)dem ands

thatthe physicsbe invariantunderthe U(1)gauge transform ation b! ei�b. Howeverthe

continuum param etrization (1.5)‘breaks’thisgauge sym m etry [2]. Alternatively stated,if

the z �elds are slowly varying in one particular choice ofgauge for the b,they willhave

forbidden rapid variations for m ost other gauges. Thus, sim ply by focusing on a long-

wavelength theory ofthe z,we have ‘broken’the gauge sym m etry. There is however,a

rem nantZ2 gaugesym m etry [2]thatm ustbekepttrack of:noticethatthetransform ation

z(x;�)! �(x;�)z(x;�) : � = � 1 (1.8)

leaves allthe spin operators invariant. Allobservables m ust be invariant under this Z2

gauge transform ation. Allofthese featuresare consistent with earlierlarge N theoriesof

frustrated antiferrom agnets[2]which found breaking ofU(1)gauge invariance down to Z2

in allnon-collinearantiferrom agnets.

Consider,next,thesym m etriesany e�ectiveaction forthezm ustsatisfy.Itm ustclearly

be invariantunderany globalSU(2)spin rotation z ! Uz,where U isan SU(2)m atrix.

M ore interesting,however,isthe behaviorunderlattice translations[29],x ! x + y. The

spin-rotation invarianceofH and the param etrization (1.5)areconsistentwith thisonly if

theaction isinvariantundertheglobaltransform ation

z! e
� iQ � y

z (1.9)

wherey isany near-neighborvector.Forthetriangularlattice,thisdem andsthattheaction

beinvariantundertheZ3 sym m etry[29]z ! exp(� i2�=3)z,whileforincom m ensuratespiral

statesitise�ectively equivalenttoaglobalU(1)sym m etry.In practicewewill�nd thatthe

consequencesoftheZ3 sym m etry areessentially identicalto thelargerU(1)sym m etry,and

wewillthereforesim ply referto thislatticesym m etry asa U(1)sym m etry.Itisim portant,

however,notto confusethisglobal,lattice,U(1)sym m etry,with theU(1)gaugesym m etry

discussed above.Thusthee�ectiveaction forthez�eld should possessaglobalSU(2)� U(1)

sym m etry [29];forgeneralN thiswillbea SU(N )� U(1)sym m etry.

An im portantobservable which willcharacterize the antiferrom agnet,is the staggered

dynam icsusceptibility �s de�ned by

�s(k;i!n)�ab =
vs

N s�h

X

i;j

Z
�h=kB T

0

d� hSia(�)Sjb(0)iexp[� i((k + 2Q )� (xi� xj)� !n�)]

(1.10)
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atthesm allm om entum k away from 2Q and M atsubara frequency !n.The sum soveri;j

extend overalltheN s sitesofthesystem ,and vs isthevolum eperspin (e.g.,vs = a2
p
3=2

fortriangularantiferrom agnet).

The physically m easurable retarded staggered susceptibility can ofcourse be obtained

by theusualanalyticcontinuation torealfrequencies.Inserting (1.4)and (1.5)in (1.10),we

�nd

�s(k;i!n)=
1

N (N + 1)�h

NX

�;�= 1

Z

d
2
x

Z
�h=kB T

0

d�
D

Q ��(x;�)Q
�
��(0;0)

E

e
� i(k� x� !n � ) (1.11)

whereN = 2,and thesym m etricorder-param eterQ �� = Q �� isgiven by

Q �� =
SZS

N
z�z�: (1.12)

Note thatithasN (N + 1)=2 di�erentcom plex com ponents,and isinvariantunderthe Z 2

gaugetransform ation(1.8).Ittransform sunderSU(N )� U(1)asa1� 2Youngtableauunder

SU(N )and ascharge 2 underU(1). Again we have introduced an N -dependent notation

to facilitatethegeneralization to arbitrary N .Theequation (1.3)forthem agnitudeofthe

orderparam etercan also beexpressed in thegeneralform

N
2

0
=

NX

��= 1

�
�
�hQ��iT= 0

�
�
�
2

(1.13)

W e also quote for reference the relationship,specialto N = 2,between the tensor order

param eterQ �� and thevectorsn1,n2,which can bededuced from (1.7)and (1.12):

Q =
1

2

 
� n2x + in2y � in1x � n1y n2z + in1z

n2z + in1z n2x + in2y + in1x � n1y

!

(1.14)

W ewill�nd itconvenientto expressm any ofourresultsin term softhedynam ic,stag-

gered,structure factorwhich isthe Fouriertransform ofthe spin-spin correlation function

in realtim et

S(k;!)�l;m =

Z

d
2
x

Z 1

� 1

dthSl(x;t)Sm (0;0)iexp� i(kx � !t) (1.15)

Thisisofcourserelated to thestaggered susceptibility de�ned aboveby

S(k;!)=
2�h

1� e� �h!=(kB T)
Im �s(k;!) (1.16)

In addition to the order param eter,the uniform m agnetization density, M (x),is an

im portanthydrodynam icvariable.Itsuctuationsdecay slowly dueto theconservation law

forthetotalm agnetization.Itisde�ned by

M (xi;t)=
g�B

vs
Si(t); (1.17)

where g�B =�h is the hydrom agnetic ratio. Its di�usion is m easured by the uniform spin

susceptibility de�ned by

�u(k;!)�ab = �
i

�h

Z

d
2
x

Z
1

0

dth[M a(x;t);M b(0;0)]iexp� i(kx � !t) (1.18)
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B .Scaling form s

W ewillnow considerthepropertiesofthenon-collinearantiferrom agnetsin thevicinity

ofasecond-orderquantum phasetransition from am agnetically ordered toaquantum disor-

dered ground state.W ewilltry to keep thediscussion in thissection asgeneralaspossible,

independent ofany speci�c �eld theory for the transition. The results ofthis subsection

willfollow from som e fairly generalscaling assum ptions,rathersim ilarto those applied to

collinearantiferrom agnetsin Ref[25].A prim aryassum ption willbethatthequantum tran-

sition hasdynam ic criticalexponentz = 1. Explicitcom putationsofthe scaling functions

and exponentswillbe perform ed in the subsequentsectionsusing a particulardecon�ned-

spinon �eld-theoryofthetransition.A con�ned-spinon �eld-theorywillbebrieyconsidered

in Appendix A;itspropertiesarealso consistentwith thescaling ideasofthissection.

Letus assum e thatthe T = 0 transition occursassom e coupling constant g isvaried

through a criticalvalueg = gc,and them agnetically ordered stateoccursforg < gc.

W epresent�rstthescaling propertiesforg < gc.W eexpectthatthecondensateN 0 will

vanish as

N 0 � (gc� g)
�� (1.19)

where �� isa universalcriticalexponent. A second characterization ofthe ordered ground

stateisprovided by thespin sti�nesses�k and �? :thesem easuretheenergy costoftwistsin

theplaneandperpendiculartotheplaneoftheorderparam eter,respectively.Inthepresence

ofhyperscaling (which weassum e),weexpectthatboth thesesti�nesseswillvanish as

�? ;�k � (gc� g)� (1.20)

where the � isthe usualcorrelation length exponent(thisform ula isspecialto two dim en-

sions).Further,theratio ofthesetwo sti�nesseswillobey

lim
g% gc

�k

�?
= � � (1.21)

where� � isa universalnum ber.In a sim ilarm annerwecan considerthetwo uniform m ag-

netic susceptibilities�k,�? de�ning the response ofthe antiferrom agnetwith in�nitesim al

anisotropy to uniform m agnetic �eldsperpendicularand parallelto the plane ofthe order

param eter,respectively (notethe inversion in the orderof‘parallel’and ‘perpendicular’!).

In a z = 1 theory theirscaling propertiesare identicalto those ofthe spin sti�nesses,and

possessan associated universalratio � �. The subsequentsectionsofthispaperconsidera

�eld theory in which � � = � � = 1 exactly;in Appendix A webriey considera m odelwith

di�erentuniversalratios.In allcasesitisusefulto considerthedim ensionlessnum bersy�,

y�

y� =
�k � ���?

�?
; y� =

�k � ���?

�?
(1.22)

which m easure the deviation ofthe sti�nesses and susceptibilities from the universalratio

at the criticalpoint;clearly y�;y� ! 0 as g ! gc. Finally,as in Ref[25],we also need
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thefollowing dim ensionlessratioswhich m easurethewavevector,frequency,and sti�nessin

unitsoftheabsolutetem perature

k =
�hc? k

kB T
; ! =

�h!

kB T
; x1 =

N kB T

4��?
; (1.23)

Thenum ericalfactorof4� isforfuturenotationalconvenience,and thespin-wavevelocities

c? ,ck are ofcourse given by c2? = �? =�? and c2
k
= �k=�k. The factor N in x1 has been

inserted because �? / N in the large lim it,and so ensuresthatx1 rem ainsoforderunity

in thislim it.

Now,following argum entsclosely related to thosein Ref.[25],wem ay concludethatthe

response functions ofnearly-criticalantiferrom agnets obey the following universalscaling

form s

�s(k;!)=
2�N 2

0

N �?

 
N kB T

4��?

! ��  
�hc?

kB T

! 2

�1s

�

k;!;x1;y�;y�

�

(1.24)

�u(k;!)=

 
g�B

�hc2?

! 2

kB T �1u

�

k;!;x1;y�;y�

�

(1.25)

S(k;!)=
2��hN 2

0

N �?

 
N kB T

4��?

! ��  
�hc?

kB T

! 2
2

1� e� !
�1

�

k;!;x1;y�;y�

�

(1.26)

Here �1s,�1u and �1 are com pletely universalfunctionsoftheirdim ensionless argum ents

and there are no non-universalscale factors anywhere. The exponent �� is related to the

orderparam eterexponent �� by thehyperscaling relation

2�� = (1+ ��)�: (1.27)

From the above scaling relation and (1.19) and (1.20) we see that the prefactors ofall

the scaling functions rem ain �nite allthe way up-to g = gc, or x1 = 1 . Further,all

scaling functions are de�ned such that they rem ain �nite as x1 ! 1 when we willalso

�nd y�;� ! 0.Theuniversalfunctions�1s and �1 arerelated by theuctuation-dissipation

theorem �1 = Im �1s.Asin [25],the argum entx1 determ ineswhetherthe system isbetter

described atlargescalesby aquantum -critical(x1 � 1)orarenorm alized-classical(x1 � 1)

theory.

Strictly speaking, the leading scaling properties of the observables are obtained at

y� = y� = 0,because these ratiosare associated with irrelevantoperators. Howeverm any

long-distance properties are sensitive to the precise values ofthe spin-sti�nesses and sus-

ceptibilities. Thusthese operatorsare actually dangerously irrelevant,and itnecessary to

considerm any observablesasfullfunctionsofy� and y�
Parallelargum ents can be applied to the quantum disordered state with g > gc. W e

assum ethatthisstatehaslow-lying quasiparticleexcitationswith non-zero spin,character-

ized by an energy scale �,which propagate with a velocity c. In the m odelconsidered in

the subsequentsectionswe willhave spin-1/2,bosonic quasiparticlesabove a gap �;there

arehoweverotherpossibilities,oneofwhich isdiscussed in Appendix A.W eexpectthat�

willobey

9



�� (g� gc)
� (1.28)

nearthecriticalpoint.W ealso introducethedim ensionlessratio

x2 =
kB T

�
(1.29)

which istheanalogofthex1 ontheorderedside.Thereisnow noneedtoconsidertheanalogs

ofthe y�,y� asthese willbe truly irrelevant(asopposed to dangerously irrelevant)on the

disordered side.Theobservablesofthenearly-critical,quantum -disordered antiferrom agnet

obey

�s(k;!)= A

 
�hc

kB T

! 2  
kB T

�

! ��

�2s

�

k;!;x2

�

(1.30)

�u(k;!)=

�
g�B

�hc2

�2

kB T �2u

�

k;!;x2

�

(1.31)

S(k;!)= �hA

 
�hc

kB T

! 2  
kB T

�

! ��
2

1� e� !
�2

�

k;!;x2

�

(1.32)

Again �2s,�2u and �2 are com pletely universalfunctions. The prefactor A is related to

quasiparticleam plitude(s)and vanishesas

A � (g� gc)
��� (1.33)

Theprecisede�nition ofA requiresanorm alization condition on � 2s which willbediscussed

later.

Before closing thissection,we briey introduce the scaling functionsofsom e otherim -

portantobservableswhich can bededuced from theonesabove.W erestrictourselvestothe

ordered side;the extension to the disordered side isstraightforward. The scaling function

forthespin correlation length is

�
� 1 =

kB T

�hc?
X (x1;y�;y�) (1.34)

Thestaticuniform spin susceptibility atg < gc behavesas

�u(T)=

�
g�B

�hc?

� 2

kB T 
(x 1;y�;y�) (1.35)

ThelocalstructurefactorSL(!)isgiven by SL(!)=
R
d2k S(k;!)=4�2.Thecontribution of

�u toSL(!)issubdom inantand SL isgiven sim ply by am om entum integralofthestaggered

susceptibility.Thisintegralisalwaysultravioletconvergent(becausetheinterm ediatestates

in S(k;!)areallon-shell)and isdom inated by k lessthan about1;wehavetherefore

SL(!)=
2��hN 2

0

N �?

 
N kB T

4��?

! ��
2

1� e� !
K 1(!;x1;y�;y�) (1.36)

where K 1 =
R
d2k �1=4�

2. The sm allfrequency lim it ofSL(!) is directly related to the

spin-lattice relaxation rate 1=T1 / SL(! ! 0). W e willalso discussstatic structure factor

10



S(k)=
R
d! S(k;!)=2�. The frequency integralisdivergentatthe uppercuto� if�� > 1,

whenceS(k)isnon-universal-thiswillbethecasein ourm odel.

In the subsequent sections we willobtain explicit expressions forthe scaling functions

introduced above in the renorm alized-classicaland quantum -criticalregions. W e willuse

a new decon�ned spinon �eld theory which willbe introduced in Section II,along with a

1=N expansion which willfacilitateourcom putations.Propertiesofthequantum -disordered

phasewillalso bediscussed.

II.EFFEC T IV E FIELD T H EO RY :D EC O N FIN ED SP IN O N S

The m ain aim ofthe rem ainder ofthis paper is to illustrate the generalscaling ideas

discussed abovein thefram ework ofa speci�c �eld theoreticalm odelofthequantum tran-

sition. An im portantproperty of�eld-theory we use isthatresultsofthe 1=N ,spacetim e

D = 4� �,and D = 2+ �,expansions on it are allconsistent with each other;we will

consideronly the1=N expansion here.

A signi�cantreason behind thechoiceofourparticularm odelisthatitpossessesdecon-

�ned spin-1/2 spinon excitationsin the quantum disordered state. Thisisthen consistent

with the Sp(N )-large N prediction ofRef.[2]on non-collinearantiferrom agnets. Further,

our approach willallow us to explore som e ofthe observable consequences ofthese novel

excitations.

W e begin with som e discussion on the role ofthe Z2 gauge sym m etry of(1.8). The

crucialrole ofthis gauge sym m etry was noted in was em phasized to us atan early stage

by N.Read [32]and wasalso noted in Ref[2]. Ourm ain assum ption willbe thatthe Z2

gauge sym m etry can be entirely neglected in the continuum �eld theory. In otherwords,

con�gurations with a non-zero localZ 2 ux rem ain gapfulacross the transition. The Z 2

gauge uxesare in factpresentin the coresofvortex lines(in spacetim e) associated with

hom otopy group �1(SO (3))= Z2 ofthe true SO (3)orderparam eter[31].W e assum e that

these vortices rem ain con�ned across the transition and that the Z 2 gauge charge ofthe

z �eld isglobally de�ned [32](the z-�eld con�guration around a vortex isdouble-valued).

Underthese circum stanceswe m ay sim ply write down a continuum Landau-Ginzburg �eld

theory for the z-�eld. Im plicitly, this procedure im plies that we are not distinguishing

between SU(2)and SO (3)sym m etries.

W e willnow write down the m ost generalaction consistent with the SU(N )� U(1)

sym m etry discussed before. Ratherthan using a soft-spin Landau-Ginzburg approach,we

�nd itm ore convenientto use hard spinssatisfying (1.6);thism odi�cation ishowevernot

crucialand com pletely equivalent results can be obtained by the form er approach. To

second-orderin spatialgradientsthisyieldsthefollowing e�ective action

S =

Z

d
2
xd�

X

�= ~x;�

1

g�

�

@�z
�
�@�z� �

�

4N
(z��@�z� � @�z

�
� z�)

2

�

: (2.1)

where� = 1:::N ,and gx,g�,x,� arecoupling constants.Any ofthesecouplingscan be

varied to tunethrough thequantum transition -wewilluse

g � gx: (2.2)

11



Sim pleconsiderationspresented in Section IIIbelow show thatthesecoupling constantsare

given by

gx =
N

2�0?
; g� =

N

2�0?
; x =

�0
k
� �0?

�0?
; � =

�0
k
� �0?

�0?
; (2.3)

and �0 and �0 are the bare values oftwo spin sti�nesses and spin susceptibilities. For

sim plicity,throughoutthepaperwede�netransverseand longitudinalsusceptibility without

a factorg�B =�h.A m oredetailed consideration ofthevaluesof�,� ispresented in thenext

section.

The e�ective action S can also be explicitly derived from m icroscopic considerations.

Using the continuum param etrization in (1.5) it is not di�cult to show that the long-

distance lim itofthe Sp(N )theories ofRefs[2]and [12]isdescribed precisely by S. The

sam e param etrization can also be used on the sem iclassicalapproach of[26]to obtain S.

Finally,we also explicitly derived the e�ective action (2.1) for N = 2 from the general

m acroscopicapproach ofRef[23].

Som ecriticalpropertiesofS can beim m ediately deduced.By a sim ple power-counting

argum entin D = 4� � dim ensionsitcan shown thatthe� couplingsareirrelevantatthe

criticalpoint.An identicalresultcan also beobtained by D = 2+ � analysisparallelto that

ofRef[18].W ewillalsoexplicitly show theirrelevancy ofthe� in the1=N expansion below.

(Noneoftheseargum entsofcourseexcludethepossibility thata largebarevalueof� m ay

have m ore fundam entale�ects. In fact,at� = � N ,S actually becom esthe U(1)gauge

invariantCP N � 1 m odel,which isthen a m odelforquantum phase transitionsin collinear

antiferrom agnets.W ewillnotconsiderthepossibility oftheselarge� com plicationsin this

paper.)

Itisthereforeusefulto begin theanalysisby considering S at� = 0.Itiseasy to verify

thatnow S hasitsinternalsym m etry enlarged from SU(N )� U(1)to O (2N ).Further,the

spacetim etheory isLorentzinvariant.Finally,thistheory has�k = �? (and sim ilarly for�)

and so wehave� � = � � = 1 exactly

Theexponentsappearingin thescalingfunctionsarenow allpropertiesofthewell-known

O (2N )�xed point,and wequoteforreferenceto order1=N (seealso Appendix C)

� = 1�
16

3�2N
; �� = 1+

32

3�2N
; �� = 1+ O (1=N 2) (2.4)

Notethattheexponents�� and �� areassociated with thecom posite�eld Q �� and thusdi�er

from the usual�,� forvector �elds. Thus �� isquite close to unity atlarge N ,while the

corresponding � which appearsin collinearantiferrom agnetsisalm ostzero.

Letusnow considerhow the � variablesbreak the Lorentzand O (2N )sym m etry.Te-

diousbutstraightforwardcom putationsshow thattheterm sproportionaltothe� transform

undera single irreducible representation ofO (2N )-theonelabeled by a Young tableau of

2 rowsand 2 colum ns. Itistherefore notnecessary to decom pose the O (2N )structure of

theoperator.Howeverthe� term sareirreducibleundertheLorentzgroup -therearethe

spin-0 and spin-2 pieces

1 = (2x + �)=3

2 = (x � �)=3: (2.5)
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The term sassociated with the 1 and 2 are now com pletely irreducible underO (2N )and

Lorentz group,and willtherefore have their independent crossover exponents,�1 and �2

respectively,m easuring theirirrelevancy.In otherwords,nearthequantum �xed point,the

fully renorm alized spin sti�nessesand susceptibilitiesshould obey

�k � �?

�?
= 1(�J)

� �1 + 2(�J)
� �2

�k � �?

�?
= 1(�J)

� �1 � 22(�J)
� �2 (2.6)

where �J istheJosephson correlation length m easured in lattice units.To leading orderin

 wealso havefrom (2.6)forthespin-wave velocity di�erence,

ck � c?

c?
=
3

2
2(�J)

� �2 (2.7)

Asg� approachesg
c
�,�J behavesas�J � (1� g�=g

c
�)

� � (clearly,gx=g
c
x = g�=g

c
�).In section III

we will�nd the following 1=N expansion result forthe renorm alization-group eigenvalues

attracting the1;2 to the�xed point

�1 = 1+
32

3�2N
; �2 = 1+

112

15�2N
(2.8)

III.C O N SERV ED C H A R G ES A N D C U R R EN T S

Thissection willpresentthecom putation ofthespin sti�nessesand uniform spin suscep-

tibilitiesboth atT = 0 and in the quantum criticalregion ofthe decon�ned spinon action

S. The calculation willbe carried out to order 1=N . W e willshow how one can obtain

renorm alized sti�nesses in the ground state by doing calculations in the sym m etric phase

atT ! 0. A com putation ofsti�nesses directly in the ordered phase isperform ed in the

Appendix C.

Thesti�nessesand uniform susceptibilitiesareallresponsefunctionsassociated with the

conserved charges and currents ofS. W e willtherefore begin by studying the SU(N )�

U(1)sym m etry ofS. The conserved chargesand currentscan be determ ined by the usual

procedure ofevaluating the change in the action underan in�nitesim ally sm allsym m etry

transform ation with a spacetim e dependent angle. The resultsare conveniently expressed

in term softheN 2� 1 tracelessHerm itian SU(N )generatorsTa which wechooseto satisfy

Trace
�

T
a
T
b
�

=
1

2
�
ab (3.1)

Then thecurrentsassociated with theSU(N )sym m etry can bewritten as

K
a
� = �

i

g�

�

z
y
T
a
@�z� @�z

y
T
a
z
�

�
i�

N g�

�

z
y
@�z� @�z

y
z
��

z
y
T
a
z
�

(3.2)

The index � extendsover~x;� and Ka
� is,strictly speaking,a conserved charge density -in

thissection wewillusetheterm ‘current’to generically referto both chargesand currents.
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W e willalso not explicitly display the spacetim e-dependence ofthe �elds. The current

associated with theU(1)sym m etry is

J� = �
i

g�
(1+ �)

�

z
y
@�z� @�z

y
z
�

(3.3)

Ourintention istoexpressthefully renorm alized sti�nessesin term sofSU(N )and U(1)

current-currentcorrelators,and so we need the appropriate Kubo form ula. To derive this

form ulaitisconvenienttointroducevectorpotentialswhich linearly coupletotheconserved

currentsabove,and exam ine the response ofthe system to these vectorpotentials. Letus

consider�rsta SU(N )vectorpotentialA a
�.Thism odi�estheaction to

S0=
1

g�

Z

d
2
xd�

��
�
�

�

@� + iA
a
�T

a
�

z
�
�
�
2

�
�

4N

�

z
y
�

@�z+ iA
a
�T

a
z
�

�
�

@�z
y � iA

a
�z

y
T
a
�

z
�2
�

(3.4)

Itisthen notdi�cultto obtain theresponseofthefreeenergy F = � log
hR
D ze� S

0
i

to the

externalvectorpotential.Doing thealgebra we�nd

�2F

�Aa��A
b
�

= �
D

K
a
�K

b
�

E

S
+

1

g�

D

z
y
�

T
a
T
b+ T

b
T
a
�

z
E

S
+

2�

N g�

D

z
y
T
a
zz

y
T
b
z
E

S
(3.5)

Again space-tim edependenceshavebeen suppressed,and thetwo�eldsinsidethecorrelator

areatdi�erentspacetim epoints.A very sim ilaranalysiscan becarried outforaU(1)vector

potentiala�,and we�nd

�2F

�a2�
= � hJ�J�iS +

2N (1+ �)

g�
(3.6)

Now wechangetracksand evaluatetheresponseofthesystem to thesevectorpotentials

in an entirely di�erentway.Letusassum ethatweareon theordered side(g < gc),and are

ableto integrate outalltheuctuations,including the am plitude uctuation m odesin the

direction ofthe condensate. W e then obtain a fully renorm alized action forthe spin-wave

uctuations.Letthise�ectiveaction havethefollowing form

F = 2

Z

d
2
xd�

�

�1� j@�Zj
2
� (�2� � �1�)

�

Z
y
@�Z

�2
�

(3.7)

Here Z isa N -com ponentcom plex vectorofunitlength which yieldsthe localorientation

ofthe condensate. The factor of2 in F is introduced for further convenience. Let the

condensatepointinsom e�xed directionZ 0 = (1;0;0;0;:::).W enow lookatsm allvariations

aboutthisdirection asin

Z = Z0 + (i�;�1 + i�2;�3 + i�4;:::)=2; (3.8)

the factorof1=2 ispresentbecause Z isa spinorand rotatesby only halfthe angle ofthe

observableorderparam eter.Thee�ective action forthisvariation is
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F =
1

2

Z

d
2
xd�

"

�1�

2N � 2X

i= 1

(@��i)
2
+ �2� (@��)

2

#

(3.9)

By thede�nition ofthesti�nessesweidentify �1x;�2x asthetwo spin sti�nessesofthespin

wavem odes:

�1x = �? ; �2x = �k (3.10)

Also thesti�nessto twistsin thetim edirection givesustheuniform spin susceptibility:

�1� = �? ; �2� = �k (3.11)

Now letuslook attheresponseofF to thepresenceofan externalSU(N )vectorpotential,

whilethecondensateisnon-zero.Doing thesam eanalysisasbeforeweobtain

�F = 2

Z

d
2
xd�

h

�1�A
a
�A

b
�Z

y

0T
a
T
b
Z0 + (�2� � �1�)A

a
�A

b
�

�

Z
y

0T
a
Z0

��

Z
y

0T
b
Z0

�i

(3.12)

Fora�xed condensateZ 0 thisresultwilldepend upon theorientation oftheSU(N )rotation

A a
�.Howeverifweplacethesystem in a box oflarge,but�nitelength L� in the� direction

theresponseofF isclearly proportionalto �ab becauseno sym m etry can bebroken (forthe

case � = � thisequivalentto having a sm all�nite tem perature T / L� 1� ).Thuswe should

replaceeach TaTb factorby itsaverageoverallthegeneratorsofSU(N )-itiscrucialthat

weaverageoverallthegenerators,and notoverdi�erentorientationsofthecondensate.W e

willthen need theidentities

1

N 2 � 1

X

a

Z
y

0T
a
T
a
Z0 =

1

2N

1

N 2 � 1

X

a

�

Z
y

0T
a
Z0

�2
=

1

2N (N + 1)
(3.13)

which are actually true for any com plex unit vector Z0. These identities can be easily

established by considering explicitform sfortheTa.So �nally,com bining (3.12)and (3.13),

we can determ ine the response ofF to the SU(N ) vector potentials at an in�nitesim al

tem perature:

�2F

�Aa��A
b
�

= �
ab 2

N

N �? + �k

(N + 1)
;

�2F

�Aax�A
b
x

= �
ab 2

N

N �? + �k

(N + 1)
(3.14)

W ewillevaluatetheleft-hand sideusing(3.5)and thenceobtain an expression fortheabove

linearcom bination ofthesti�nesses.

W estillneed asecond linearcom bination -thisisofcourseprovided bytheU(1)currents.

An exactly parallelcom putation can be done fortheresponse to the U(1)vectorpotential

a� -in thiscasewe�nd

�2F

�a2�
= 4�k ;

�2F

�a2x
= 4�k (3.15)
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Com bined with (3.6),(3.5)and (3.6)we now have reduced determ ination ofthe spin sti�-

nesses and susceptibilities to evaluation ofthe correlators in (3.5),(3.6) at T = 0. This

calculation willbecarried outin Section IIIA to order1=N .

These m ethodscan also be used to obtain the tem perature dependence ofthe uniform

spin susceptibility �u(T). By analysissim ilarto thatin Ref[25]itisnotdi�cultto show

that

�u(T)=

�
g�B

�h

�2 �2F

�Aa��A
a
�

(3.16)

wherethereisno sum m ation overa.Thiscom putation willbeconsidered in Section IIIB.

W e conclude with a note on the nature ofthe 1=N expansion ofS. W e found that a

properly renorm alized theory forthescaling functionscan only bede�ned ifwerestrictwith

theleading term sin an expansion in powersof�:weshallthereforedo a doubleexpansion

in powersof1=N and �. Thisexpansion ism osteasily done be treating the e�ectsof�
perturbatively -i.e.withoutintroducingaHubbard -Stratonovich decouplingofthequartic

term .

A .Spin-sti�nesses and susceptibilities at T = 0

Below wewillneed theform forthevertex function associated with theanisotropicterm

in theaction.In them om entum spacewehave

��;�(k1;�;k2;�;k3;�;k4;�)=
�

4N
z
y

1;�z
y

2;�z3;�z4;� (k1;� + k3;�)(k2;� + k4;�) (3.17)

where� and � num berthecom ponentsofthez-�eld.Thediagram m aticrepresentation for

the current-current correlation functions is shown in Fig.1. At N = 1 ,one can neglect

self-energy and vertex correction within a bubble;however the renorm alization due to �

generally cannotbeneglected becausethesum m ation overthecom ponentsofthez-�eld in

theextra bubbleassociated with � yieldsa factorofN which cancelsoutthe1=N factorin

(3.17).However,asim pleinspection ofthediagram sshowsthatthee�ectsof�arerelevant

atN = 1 only forthe U(1)correlator,while forthe SU(N )currents,the side verticesin

thebubble contain sign-oscillating T m atrices,and thesum m ation overthe com ponentsof

z� �eld givesonly a factorO (1).Asa result,we�nd atN ! 1 and in thelim itT ! 0

2N
�2F

�Aa��A
b
�

= 2N �ab
 
1

g�
�

1

gc�

!

(3.18)

and

�2F

�a2�
= 2N

 
1

g�
�

1

gc�

! "

1+ �
(gc� � g�)

gc�

#

(3.19)

where gcx = gc and gc� = c2? gc. Clearly from (3.14,3.15),the r.h.s. in (3.18) and (3.19)

are also the valuesof4�? � and 4�k� respectively. Note that,asone m ightexpect,only �k
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acquiresacorrection dueto ,while�? rem ainsthesam easin theisotropiccase.Also note

that(3.19)isindeed consistentwith (2.6)and establishesthat�1 = �2 = 1 atN = 1 .

W enow describethe1=N corrections.Obviously,wehavetoconsidertheself-energy and

vertex correctionswithin a bubble in Fig.1,and the renorm alization ofthe vertex function

� itself. The latter however is again relevant only for U(1) response, while for SU(N )

response,the leading e�ect of� is itselfoforder �=N and there is no need to consider

the renorm alization of� to order1=N .The com putation ofthe SU(N )response therefore

requireslesse�orts,and evaluating thediagram sin Fig.1 with � given by (3.17),weobtain

2N
�2F

�Aa��A
b
�

= 2N �ab
1+ �=(2N )

g�

2

4

 

1�
g�

�gc�

! �

+
�

2N

 

1�
g�

�gc�

! 2�
3

5 (3.20)

where �gc� = gc�(1+ �=2N )and � = 1� 16=3�2N isthecriticalexponentforthecorrelation

length.

Ournextstep willbeto calculate,with logarithm icaccuracy,therenorm alized valueof

� asT ! 0.W e willthen use the resultto com pute the U(1)response to order1=N .The

diagram swhich contributeto thevertex renorm alization to order1=N areshown in Fig.2.

Theinternalpartofeachdiagram containstwoGreenfunctionsandthepolarizationoperator

-thiscom bination produceslogarithm safterintegration overinterm ediate m om entum and

frequencyin 2+ 1dim ensions[25].Theevaluation ofdiagram sistediousbutstraightforward,

and after doing the algebra we obtained that the m om entum dependence ofthe vertex

rem ainsthesam easin (3.17)but� changesto 
eff
� where


eff
� = �

�

1+
128

15�2N
log(1� gx=gc)

�

+ x
32

15�2N
log(1� gx=gc)


eff
x = x

�

1+
48

5�2N
log(1� gx=gc)

�

+ �
16

15�2N
log(1� gx=gc) (3.21)

Substituting the renorm alized vertex into the bubble diagram forU(1)response and per-

form ingalsoself-energyand vertexrenorm alizationswithin each bubblein thewaydescribed

in [25],weobtain to order1=N

�2F

�a2�
� 4�k;� =

2N

g�

�

1+
�

2N

�
2

4

 

1�
g�

�gc�

! �

+ 
eff
�

�

1+
1

2N

�  

1�
g�

�gc�

! 2�
3

5 : (3.22)

Eqns(3.20)and (3.22)can now becom bined to obtain transverse sti�nessto order1=N

4�? ;� =
2N

g�

�

1+
�

2N

�
2

4

 

1�
g�

�gc�

! �

�
eff�

2N

 

1�
g�

�gc�

! 2�
3

5 (3.23)

Finally,using (3.22)and (3.23),weobtain theresultfor(�k;� � �? ;�)=�? ;� to order1=N .

Reexpressing � in term sofcorrectrenorm alization group invariants1 and 2 of(2.5),and

exponentiating logarithm icterm s,weobtain the1=N resultsforthecrossoverexponents�1
and �2 that were given in (2.8). Our value of�2 coincides with the result by Lang and

Ruhl[34]who com puted anom alousdim ensionsoftensor�eldsofarbitrary rank forcritical

O (2N )sigm a m odels.On theotherhand,theredo notseem to beany othercom putations

of�1.
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B .U niform susceptibility

The calculation ofthe uniform susceptibility atsm allbut �nite T and arbitrary �? is

essentiallythesam easthatofSU(N )responseatT ! 0;onlythesum m ation overfrequency

should notbesubstituted by theintegration.Doing thesam ecalculationsashaveletusto

(3.20)butat�niteT,weobtain to �rstorderin 1=N

�u(T)=

�
g�B

�h

�2

��(T)

�

1+
�

2N
��(T)

�

(3.24)

Here

��(T)= ��(T = 0)+ ���(T) (3.25)

where

��(T = 0)=
N

2g�

�

1+
�

2N

�  

1�
g�

�gc�

! �

(3.26)

W e expectthathigher-ordercorrectionsto (3.24)willonly change � to 
eff
� . Notice that

atT ! 0,werecovera resultconsistentwith (3.15)and (3.16):

�u(T ! 0)=

�
g�B

�h

�2 2

N

N �? + �k

(N + 1)
(3.27)

The tem perature dependent piece ���(T)in (3.24)isprecisely 1=2 ofthatin the isotropic

O (2N )sigm am odelwith N � dependentspin-wavevelocity c�.AtN = 1 wehavefrom [25]

���(T)= (kB T=2�c
2
? )f(x1),where num erically f(x1)isclose to 1 forallkB T=�? . W e will

describethestructureof1=N correctionsto ��� and thevalueofc� in thefollowing sections:

the1=N resultsareofa ratherdi�erentphysicalform depending upon whetherkB T � �?

orkB T � �? . W e willtherefore considerthe expressionsfor�u(T)and otherobservables

separately in therenorm alized-classicaland quantum -criticalregions.

W enow begin ourdiscussion ofvariouslow-T regions.

IV .R EN O R M A LIZED -C LA SSIC A L R EG IO N

Thissection willpresentexpressionsfordi�erentscaling functionsin the renorm alized-

classicalregion,kB T � �? . Underthiscondition,the low-tem perature behaviorisrelated

to the low-energy uctuationsofthe m acroscopic orderparam eterofthe ground state and

isthereforeessentially classical.Indeed,thisistrueonly foructuationsatsu�ciently large

scales when typicalenergies �h! � �hc? k � kB T,and one need consider only the !n = 0

term in the sum m ation overM atsubara frequencies. Atlargerk,quantum uctuationsare

im portant,and atk > �
� 1
J ,antiferrom agnetpossesses D = 2+ 1 criticalspin uctuations

W e willconsiderthiscriticalbehaviorin the nextsection,and here focuson the situation

atsm all�hc? k < kB T. Asin unfrustrated antiferrom agnets,there are two di�erent low-T

regim esalready in the classicalregion,because the actual(therm al)correlation length � is

exponentially large when kB T � �? ,and one can have either k� � 1 or k� � 1 [35].
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Physically,the crossover atk� � 1 isbetween the regim e where the ordering isdestroyed

by classicaluctuationsand the dynam icsispurely relaxational(k� < 1),and the regim e

where classicaluctuations are weakly dam ped propagating gapless spin-waves (k� > 1).

Below we willsee how the spin structure factorchangesin passing from one regim e to the

other.But�rstweconsiderthebehaviorofthecorrelation length.

A .C orrelation length

As in the collinear case, we de�ne the correlation length from the equal-tim e, long-

distance,exp(� r=�) decay ofthe spin-spin correlation function. From our previous dis-

cussion, especially from (1.11) and (1.12), it is clear that the Fourier transform of the

spin correlator is related to the polarization operator rather than to the Green function

ofthe z� �eld. At N = 1 ,spinons behave as free particles, and their propagator is

G 0(k;i!) = 1=(k2 + !2 + m 2
0
),where m 0 is the m ass ofthe z� �eld,which at N = 1

coincideswith theinverse correlation length oftheO (2N )m odel.W ethen obtain

G(r)/

Z
eikrd2k d2q

[(q + k=2)2 + m 2
0][((q � k=2)2 + m 2

0]
/ e

� 2rm 0 (4.1)

W eseethatinthislim it,theactualcorrelation length,�,isprecisely1=2m0.W enow proceed

to �nite N . To �rstorderin 1=N ,we have to consider self-energy and vertex corrections

within a polarization bubble. A sim ple inspection of1=N term s shows that while self-

energy corrections renorm alize the spinorGreen function,and hence �,vertex corrections

only m odify theoverallfactorin thecorrelation function and do nota�ecttheexponentin

the decay rate. In otherwords,to �rstorderin 1=N ,the actualcorrelation length isstill

precisely a halfofthat forthe z� �elds,and we therefore only have to locate the pole in

the zero-frequency part ofthe z� �eld propagator. For the isotropic case (� = 0),such

calculationshavealready been perform ed in [25].Herewehaveto consideralso thee�ectof

the� anisotropy.Itisnotdi�culttocheck thattheanisotropicterm contributestotheself-

energy to�rstorderin 1=N ,and thereforea�ectsatthisordertheconstraintequation which

in essence istheequation for�.The-dependentself-energy piececan easily becalculated

becausetheonly nonvanishing contribution to order1=N com esfrom thediagram in Fig.1.

W eobtain

�(k;i!)=
�

2N
!
2 +

x

2N
c
2

0
k
2 (4.2)

where c0 = c0? =
q

�0? =�
0
? Let us �rst keep only anisotropic self-energy term . Substitut-

ing (4.2)into the constraintequation (1.6)and perform ing the m om entum and frequency

sum m ation,weobtain

kB T

2�
log

kB T

�hcm
=

1

gx

 

1�
gx

�gc

! �

1+
x

2N

�

; (4.3)

where m isthe fullm assforthe z� �eld,cisthe linearcom bination ofthe two spin-wave

velocitieswhich wewillcom putebelow,and �gc isthesam easin (3.20).W enow observethat
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the r.h.s. of(4.3)can in factbe reexpressed in term softhe fully renorm alized transverse

and longitudinalspin-sti�ness.Using (3.20)and (3.23),we�nd

kB T

2�
log

kB T

�hcm
=
2�?

N

 

1+
1

2(N + 1)

(�k � �? )

�?

!

(4.4)

Ournextstep isto determ ine how (4.4)ism odi�ed by other1=N corrections. W e �rst

considerthechange in ther.h.s.of(4.4)asT ! 0.At� = 0,earliercalculationsto order

1=N 2 [25]haveshown thattheonly tem perature-independentm odi�cation oftheconstraint

equation istherenorm alization ofthecoupling constantgx in (4.3)to gx (N � 1)=N .This

renorm alization can e�ectively be regarded as the wavefunction renorm alization ofthe z-

�eld,such that each z� �eld propagator acquires a factor Z = (N � 1)=N . Physically,

this renorm alization is related to the fact that the solution ofthe constraint equation at

arbitrary sm allT and �nite � exists only for N > 1,while for N = 1 (i.e.,for the XY

case),a single gaplessspin-wave m ode hasno partnerto interactwith. Considernow the

-dependent piece in the r.h.s. of(4.4). Clearly,it should also acquire an extra factor

sim ilarto therenorm alization og gx.Itisdi�culthoweverto determ ineexplicitly the1=N

renorm alization oftheanisotropicterm becausetheanisotropicvertex itselfhasa factorof

1=N .On theotherhand,theform ofthewavefunction renorm alization seem squiteplausible

from aphysicalperspective,and weassum ebelow,withoutproof,thatitrem ainsthesam ein

theanisotropiccaseaswell.Sim pleconsiderationsthen show thatx should besubstituted

byx=Z = xN =(N � 1).W ethen obtain,keepingonlytem perature-independentcorrections

in ther.h.s.of(4.4)

kB T

2�
log

kB T

�hcm
=

2�s

N � 1
(4.5)

wherec2 = �s=�,and �s and � aregiven by

�s = �?

 

1+
N

2(N 2 � 1)

(�k � �? )

�?

!

� = �?

 

1+
N

2(N 2 � 1)

(�k � �? )

�?

!

(4.6)

Finally,wecollectalltem perature-dependent1=N correctionsto(4.4)usingthesam eproce-

dureasfortheO (2N )m odel[25].These correctionsincludedoublelogarithm sin theform

kB T loglogkB T=m ,and regularO (kB T)term s. Double-logarithm seventually give rise to

the tem perature-dependent prefactorin �. Assem bling allcontributions,we �nally obtain

fortheactualcorrelation length in frustrated antiferrom agnet

� =
1

2
��
�hc

kB T

 
(N � 1)kB T

4��s

! 1=2(N � 1)

exp

"
4��s

(N � 1)kB T

#

(4.7)

where[36]

�� =

�
e

8

� 1=2(N � 1)

� �(1+ 1=2(N � 1)) (4.8)
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W eseethereforethat,to�rstorderin ,theexpression forthecorrelation length isthesam e,

up to a factorof1=2,asin theO (2N )isotropicsigm a-m odelwith e�ectivespin-sti�ness4�s

and spin-wave velocity c. The factorof4 in �s m erely reects the di�erence between the

de�nitions ofthe coupling constantg in (2.1)and in the O (2N )�� m odel. Atthe sam e

tim e,theoverallfactorof1=2 isa signatureofdecon�ned spinons.Forthephysicalcaseof

N = 2 wehave

�s =
2

3
�? +

1

3
�k � =

2

3
�? +

1

3
�k (4.9)

To�rstorderin  wealsohavec= 2c? =3+ ck=3.TheT dependencein (4.7)then agreeswith

the two-loop renorm alization group calculation of� perform ed by Azaria etal[18]. They

also obtained the two-loop expression forthe correlation length in a classicalm odel,valid

atarbitrary ratio ofthe two bare sti�nesses,and argued thatthe result forthe quantum

caseatarbitrary � willbethesam eifexpressed in term softhefully renorm alized �? and

�k.Ouranalysisshowsthatthisuniversalbehaviorofthecorrelation length certainly exists

to �rstorderin �,butwe have no proofthatthe universality persistsatarbitrary �. In

any event,the analysispresented here isvalid close to thecriticalpointwhen higherorder

correctionsdueto anisotropy aresm all.

B .U niform susceptibility

Theresultfor�u(T)valid atarbitrary ratio ofT=�? isgiven by (3.24).W enow usethe

resultsofRef[25]and obtain

���(T)=
N � 1

N

kB T

2�c2
(4.10)

where c is given by (4.6). W e expect that this result willhold at arbitrary N . For the

physicalcaseofN = 2 wethen obtain using (4.10)and (3.24-3.26)

�u =

�
g�B

�h

�2
 
�

�?

! "

�? +
kB T

4�c2

#

(4.11)

In SecVIIwewillapply ourresultfor�u(T)to theS = 1=2 Heisenberg antiferrom agneton

a triangularlattice.

C .Staggered susceptibility and structure factor

The key input for this subsection is our observation,in Eqns. (1.7),(1.12),that the

hydrodynam ic order-param etervariable forfrustrated antiferrom agnetsisa com posite op-

eratorm adeoftwo z� �elds,and spin-spin correlation function isrelated to thepolarization

operatorofspinons.AtN = 1 ,we use (1.11)and theresultsofAppendix C,and express

�s(k;i!)as

�s(k;i!)=
N 2
0

4�2?
�(k;i!) (4.12)
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Here N 0 and �? are the fully renorm alized values ofthe on-site m agnetization and spin-

sti�ness atT = 0,and � is the polarization operatorwhich for �hck; �h! � kB T is given

by [25]

�(k;i!)=
kB T

�

log
h�

k2 + ~!2 +
q

(k2 + ~!2)2 + 4k2m 2
0

�

=2km 0

i

q

(k2 + ~!2)2 + 4k2m 2
0

(4.13)

Asbefore,m 0 isthe m assofthe z� �eld atN = 1 which to thisorderisalso the inverse

correlation length forthe z� �eld,and ~! = !=c0.W esee thatatsm allk � m0,�(k;i!)�

kB T=4�m
2
0 and hence�s(k;i!)/ T�2,where� istheactualcorrelation length.Atthesam e

tim e,atk� � 1,the logarithm in the num eratorof(4.13)cancelsthe overallfactorofT,

and weobtain �s(k;i!)/ 1=k2 asitshould bein theGoldstoneregim e.

W e now consider how this sim ple behavior is m odi�ed by 1=N corrections. A sim ple

inspection ofthe1=N term sshowsthatthediagram swhich contributetotherenorm alization

of�s arethesam easin SecIV A -they includeisotropicself-energy and vertex corrections

within a polarization bubble,and also correctionsdue to the �. Letus�rstconsiderthe

isotropic case. The self-energy corrections to the z� �eld at � = 0 were studied in [25].

They give rise to a renorm alization ofthe m assand ofthe baresti�ness,and also yield an

overalltherm alrenorm alization factor�k foreach Green function.Fork � !=c? � m ,this

renorm alization factoris

�k =

�
N � 1

N

�1=2
"
log[kB T=(�hc? m )]

log[
p
k2 + m 2=m ]

#� 1=2(N � 1)

(4.14)

Atk � m ,the logarithm in the denom inatorisa num berofthe orderofone,and we have

�k = [kB T(N � 1)=4��? ]
1=2(N � 1) (1+ O (1=N )).Further,itisnotdi�cultto check thatthe

vertex renorm alization within a bubblealso givesriseto logarithm icterm s.Evaluating the

corresponding diagram in Fig.3,to accuracy O (1)and exponentiating theresult,weobtain

another renorm alization factor�k,which at k � m and to order 1=N is sim ply �k = �2k.

Collecting both contributions,wethen obtain

�s(k;i!)=
N 2
0

4�2?
�
4

k �(k;i!) (4.15)

Finally,we considerthe e�ectofthe anisotropic term to �rstorderin 1=N . Clearly,there

areself-energy correctionsto thez� �eld propagatorswhich eventually change�? to �s and

c? to c. Besides,the anisotropic term sgive rise to vertex corrections. W e didn’tperform

actualcalculations ofthe vertex corrections,but on generalgrounds it is likely that,to

order O (1=N ),they can be absorbed into the renorm alization ofN 0. W e then assem ble

(4.5),(4.13),(4.14)and (4.15)and obtain

�s(k;i!)=
N 2
0

�s(N � 1)

"
kB T(N � 1)

4��s

#(N + 1)=(N � 1)

�
2
f(k�;!�=c) (4.16)

wheretheoverallfactorischosen such thatf(0;0)= 1.Itfollowsfrom (4.16)thatat�nite

N ,�s(0;0) / �2 T(N + 1)=(N � 1). This result is likely to be valid at arbitrary N . For the
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physicalcaseofN = 2,itreducesto �aas (0;0)/ T3�2 -thisissubstantially sm allerthan the

naivem ean-�eld result�s(0;0)/ T�2.

The behavior of f(x;y) at interm ediate x;y = O (1) is rather com plicated, chiey

because the spin-wave velocity also acquires a substantial downturn renorm alization at

k� = O (1) [35]. However at k� � !�=c � 1,the velocity renorm alization is irrelevant

and using (4.14)and (4.15)weobtain

f(x;y)=

�
N � 1

N + 1

�
1

x2 + y2
(
1

2
log(x2 + y

2))(N + 1)=(N � 1) (4.17)

Substituting this result into (4.16),and using the fact thatat k� � 1; logx � log�,we

obtain to �rstorderin 1=N

�s(k;i!)=

�
2

N + 1

�
N 2
0

2�s

1

k2 + !2=c2
(4.18)

W enow dem onstratethatatany N ,thisexpression isnothingbuttherotationally-averaged

spin-waveresultfortheordered SU(N )� U(1)antiferrom agnet.Indeed,using(1.11),(1.12)

and (3.8) we �nd that the totalnum ber oftransverse spin waves in the ordered state is

N sw = 2N . That (4.18) is the averaged spin-wave result now follows from (1.11) and

the fact that each transverse spin-wave m ode at T = 0 contributes a spin-wave factor

N 2
0
=2�s(k

2 + !2=c2)to �s (seeAppendix C).ForthephysicalcaseofN = 2,theaveraging

factorisN sw=N (N + 1)= 2=3,asitshould be.

Forexperim entalcom parisons,itisalso usefulto have an expression forthe dynam ical

structurefactorS(k;!)de�ned in (1.15),and staticstructurefactor

S(k)=

Z
d!

2�
S(k;!) (4.19)

As before,we willbe interested in the behavior ofS(k;!)at scales m uch larger than

theJosephson correlation length.Atsuch k,quantum uctuationsareirrelevant,and using

(1.16)and (1.26),wecan conveniently reexpressS(k;!)as

S(k;!)=
N 2
0

2�s

kB T

�s

2�h

1� e� �h!=(kB T)
��1(k;!) (4.20)

where ��1 is related in a straightforward m anner to the universalfunction �1 introduced

earlier in (1.26). Below,we willrestrict consideration of ��(k;!) to the frequency range

! � c=�,which isrelevantforexperim entalcom parisonsin therenorm alized classicalregion.

Consider�rst,theasym ptoticbehaviorof��(k;!)atlargem om entum k� � 1.Forsuch

k,we found above that1=N correctionsto the polarization operatorare notsingular. For

a qualitative analysis,wecan then safely restrictourselvesto N = 1 ,when theim aginary

partofthepolarization operatorisgiven by [25]

Im �(k;!)=
(�hc)4

4�

Z
d2q

4�q1�q2
[(1+ nq1 + nq2)(�(�q1 + �q2 � �h!)� (�(�q1 + �q2 + �h!))+

(nq1 � nq2)(�(�q2 � �q1 � �h!)� �(�q2 � �q1 + �h!))] (4.21)
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Here nq is a Bose function and �q = (�hc)
p
q2 + �� 2. At ck � !,the only contribution

to Im �(k;!)com esfrom the second piece in (4.21),which describes collisionless Landau

dam ping.Doing theintegration,weobtain a sim pleresult

��1(k;!)=
!

2�ck3
: (4.22)

Notethatasexpected,��1(k;!)scaleslinearly with !.

W e turn now to a discussion ofsm allerk. The correctionsto (4.21)include the term s

sim ilarto �k;�k above,which grow logarithm ically with decreasing k and eventually change

thetem perature dependence of��1 atk� � 1.M oreover,atsuch m om enta,the dam ping of

excitationsbecom escom parableto therealpartofthequasiparticleenergy,and wecannot

sim ply restrict ourselves to collisionless Landau dam ping. W e did not perform explicit

1=N calculations of ��1 at interm ediate k,but for an estim ate we can rely on the results

ofRef[37,25]forthe m om entum dependence ofthe dam ping ofexcitations in the O (2N )

sigm a-m odel.Com bining theseresultswith theexpressions(4.16,4.17)fortherealpartof

�s,weobtain

��1(k;!)/
�h! k!

�h(ckk
2)2

 
�ks

�s

! 2=(N � 1)

(4.23)

Here k! is the dam ping of z-�eld excitations given by [37,25] k! /

�hckk (kB T=�
k
s)

2 log�ks=kB T, and the m om entum -dependent spin-sti�ness and spin-wave

velocity areintroduced asanotherway to accountforthelogarithm icalterm sin (4.17):

�
k
s =

(N � 1)kB T

4�
logk�; (ck)

2 / �
k
s (4.24)

(W enoteinpassingthatatk� � 1,wehavewith thelogarithm icalaccuracy�ks = �s;ck = c.)

Atk� = O (1),wehave�ks / T,ck /
p
T atarbitrary N ,and hence,our�nalresult

��1(k;!)/
!�3

c

 
(N � 1)kB T

4��s

! (5� N )=2(N � 1)

(4.25)

ForN = 2,wehave ��1(k;!)/ ! T3=2.

Finally,weconsiderthestaticstructurefactor,S(k).A sim pleinspection showsthatthe

frequency integralin (4.19)hastwo basiccontributions.Onecom esfrom large! wherethe

system isD = 2+ 1 critical,whilethesecond com esfrom �h! < kB T wheretheuctuations

areessentially classical.W ewillsee in thenextsection thatatlarge!,�(k;!)behavesas

1=!2� �� where�� isgiven by(2.4).W efound earlierthat�� > 1(atleast,atlargeN ,and hence

the frequency integraloverquantum uctuationsexplicitly dependson the uppercuto� in

the theory. W e willdiscuss nonuniversality in S(k)in m ore detailin the nextsection. In

the renorm alized-classicalregion however,the correlation length isexponentially largeand

wem ay expectthatthedom inantcontribution to S(k),which scalesas�2,stillcom esfrom

thefrequences! / �� 1 whereuctuationsareessentially classical.Forsuch frequences,the

rescaling factorbetween Im �(k;!)and S(k;!)is2=(1� e�h!=kB T)� 2kB T=�h!,and wehave

sim ply S(k) = kB T�s(k;0),where �s(k;0) is given by (4.16). At k = 0 we then obtain

S(0)/ T2N =(N � 1) �2.ForN = 2,thisreducesto S(0)/ T4�2.

24



D .Localsusceptibility and spin-lattice relaxation rate

Anotherexperim entallym easuredquantityisthem om entum -integrated dynam icalstruc-

turefactorS(!)=
R
d2k S(k;!)=4�2.UnlikeS(k),thisobservableisuniversalin 2D ascan

easily beseen from (4.22).Itisalso notdi�cultto show thatfor! � c�� 1,theintegration

over m om entum is con�ned to k � �� 1,where we can use the estim ate (4.20,4.25) for

S(k;!).W ethen obtain

SL(!)/
N 2
0�

c

 
(N � 1)kB T

4��s

! (3N + 1)=2(N � 1)

(4.26)

Further,the ! ! 0 lim its ofS(k;!) and �(k;!) are related to the transverse (1=T1)

and longitudinal(1=T2)relaxation ratesfornuclearspinscoupled to electronicspinsin the

antiferrom agnet.W ehave

1

T1
= 2 lim

!! 0

Z
d2k

4�2�h
2
A
2

k S(k;!) (4.27)

�
1

T2

�2

N M R

= 2 lim
!! 0

�
�s

�hc

�2 Z
d2k

4�2�h
2
�A 4

k �
2

s(k;!) (4.28)

whereA k and �A k arethehyper�necouplingconstants(with thedim ension ofenergy).They

generally tend to som e �nite valuesask ! 0.The factorsof2 appearbecause uctuation

m odesnearQ and � Q equally contributeto relaxation rates.Thetem peraturedependence

of1=T1 then im m ediately followsfrom theresult(4.26)forS(!).ForN = 2 weobtain

1

T1
/

�
A 0

�h

� 2
N 2
0
�

c

 
kB T

�s

! 7=2

(4.29)

An exactly parallelcom putation can be done for the spin-echo decay rate 1=T2,and the

resultis(forgeneralN )

1

T2
/

 
�A 0

�h

! 2
N 2
0
�

�h
2
c

 
kB T

�s

! (N + 1)=(N � 1)

(4.30)

ForN = 2 thisyieldsT� 1
2 / T3�.

V .Q U A N T U M -C R IT IC A L R EG IO N

W enow considertheresultsforthequantum -criticalregion where4��s < N kB T.Under

this condition,the relevant scale for uctuations is given by T itselfand both quantum

and classicaluctuations are equally im portant (i.e.,at relevant energies,Bose functions

are O(1)). Our�rstobservation in thisregion concernsthe role ofthe anisotropic (i.e. �
dependent)term sin the action. The scaling hypothesispredictsthatany scaling function

near the quantum transition should depend on the dim ensionless ratio �J=L� where �J is

the Josephson correlation length, and L� = �hc=kB T is a �nite length in the im aginary
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tim e direction at g = gc. W e have shown above in Sec III that at T = 0,anisotropic

corrections had a form �(�J=a)
� �1;2 where both crossover exponents are clearly positive

and even largerthan 1 at�nite N (see Eqn. (2.8)). W e therefore expectthatthe leading

anisotropiccorrectionsdeep in thequantum -criticalregion willscaleas�(kB Ta=�hc)
�1;2 with

positive �1;2,i.e.they willbe subdom inantatlow T com pared to the leading term sin the

scaling functions. Clearly then,the quantum -criticalbehavior willbe the sam e as in the

isotropicO (2N )sigm a-m odel.Theanisotropicterm in theaction willhoweverrenorm alize

thespin-wavesti�nessesand velocitiesin thesubleading term sin thefullscaling functions,

which describe deviations from the pure criticalbehavior. These term swillbe calculated

in thisSection only atN = 1 ,atwhich orderthe anisotropic term in the action doesnot

contribute. W e willthen assum e,withoutproof,thatthe renorm alization due to � leads

to the sam e e�ective �s and � given by (4.6)asthe renorm alized-classicalexpressions. On

generalgrounds,thisislikely to be the case because the correctionsto the pure quantum -

criticalform ulasaccountforthecrossoverto therenorm alized-classicalregion.However,as

wesaid,explicitcalculation ofthesubleading term sat�niteN hasnotbeen perform ed.

W e em phasize thateven in theabsence oftheanisotropy,the scaling propertiesofspin

correlatorsare quite di�erentfrom those forunfrustrated antiferrom agnetssim ply because

each spin com ponentisa bilinearproductofthez� �elds.W enow considerseparately the

behaviorofvariousobservables.

A .C orrelation length

The expression forthe correlation length followsdirectly from the observation thatthe

spin propagatorisa convolution oftwo Green functionsforz-�elds.An analysis,sim ilarto

thatfortherenorm alized-classicalregion,showsthatvertex correctionsin thepolarization

bubble do not e�ect the form ofthe exponentialdecay ofcorrelations,and therefore the

actualcorrelationlengthisagainexactly1/2ofthatfortheO (2N )sigm a-m odel.Speci�cally,

weobtain

�(T)=
1

2

�hc

kB T
X 1(1 )

h

1� ��x
� 1=�

1 + :::
i

(5.1)

where we de�ned �x1 = N kB T=4��s,and � is the exponent for the Josephson correlation

length given by (2.4). The values of X 1(1 ) and � were found earlier [25]: X 1(1 ) =

�(1+ 0:1187=N ),where�= 2log(1+
p
5)=2= 0:962424,and � = 2=

p
5+ O (1=N ).

B .U niform susceptibility

W e continue with the response to the uniform m agnetic �eld. Asin the renorm alized-

classicalregion,weusethegeneralresult(3.24),butnow thetem peraturedependentpiece

in �� isdom inant,and to order1=N the universalfunction for�u de�ned in (1.35)isgiven

by


(x 1;y�;y�)=

p
5

2�
log

p
5+ 1

2

��

1�
0:31

N

�

+ ��x
� 1=�

1 + :::

�

(5.2)
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where � = 0:8 + O (1=N ). This is indeed a halfofthe susceptibility for O (2N ) square-

lattice antiferrom agnet.AtN = 2,we obtain using the m ean-�eld (N = 1 )resultforthe

correction term

�u(T)=

�
g�B

�h

�2
"

0:86� + 0:145
kB T

c2

#

(5.3)

C .D ynam ic susceptibility and structure factor

In this subsection, we com pute the scaling functions �1s(k;!;x = 1 ;y� = 0;y� =

0) = �s(k;!) and �1(k;!;x = 1 ;y� = 0;y� = 0) = �(k;!) for staggered dynam ical

susceptibility and structure factoratthe criticalpointg = gc.These two scaling functions

were introduced in (1.26)and are related by the uctuation-dissipation theorem �(k;!)=

Im �s(k;!).Asbefore,�s(k;!)issim ply related to thepolarization operatorforz� �elds:

�s(k;!)= (kB T=2(�hc? )
2)�(k;!).Thelim iting behaviorof� and hence� s(k;!)atsm all

and largek and ! can beobtained by properly expanding therealpartof(4.13).Forlarge

k;!,wefound using theresultsof[25,38]

�s(k;!)=
1

16
q

q2 � (! + i�)2
+
8�(3)

5�

2(!2 + q2)

(k
2
� (! + i�)2)3

+ O

 
1

(k;!)6

!

(5.4)

On the other hand,at sm allm om entum and frequency,an expansion in the realpart of

(4.13)yields

Re�s(k;!)=

p
5

16��

0

@ 1�
k
2
(1+ 2�=

p
5)� !2

12� 2
+ O

�

(k;!)4
�
1

A (5.5)

W e considernext1=N correctionsto these results. Atsm allk and !,the expansion in

1=N does not involve logarithm s. Regular 1=N corrections to �s were found to be quite

sm allforunfrustrated antiferrom agnets[25]and we expectthesam eto betruein ourcase

aswell. On the otherhand,atk;! � 1,the behaviorisnearly the sam e asatthe critical

pointatT = 0,and using theresultsofAppendix C wefound thattheleading term in (5.4)

ism odi�ed to

�s(k;!)=
A N

16(q2 � (! + i�)2)1� ��=2
(5.6)

whereA N = 1+ O (1=N )and �� isgiven by (2.4)

Itisalso notdi�cultto com pute explicitly the im aginary partofthe polarization op-

erator,which then yieldsthe scaling function forthe dynam ic structure factor.In the two

assym ptoticlim itsoflargeand sm all! weobtained

�(k;!)=
A N sin(���=2)

16

�(!2 � k
2
)

(!2 � k
2
)1� ��=2

(5.7)
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for! � 1 and

�(k;!)=
!

8
p
�

exp� k=2

k
3=2

(5.8)

for! � 1 and k � 1. In (5.7),�(x) is a step function. Itis also notdi�cult to obtain

the N = 1 expression for� forboth ! � 1 and k � 1,butin thisregion ofm om entum

and frequency,quasiparticle excitations are overdam ped,and one again cannotrestrictto

theN = 1 resultofcollisionlessLandau dam ping.W ecan only expecton generalgrounds

thatatsm all! and arbitrary k;�(k;!)/ !.

W econsider,further,thestaticstructurefactorS(k)de�ned by (4.19).In thequantum -

criticalregion,wehaveatg % gc

S(k)=
N 2
0

2

 
�hc

�s

! 2  
N kB T

4��s

! ��� 1

I(k) (5.9)

where I(k) =
R
d! (1 � e� !)� 1 �(k;!)=�. Notice that the functionalform of S(k) is

sim ilar to that for unfrustrated antiferrom agnets [25]. M oreover,in both frustrated and

unfrustrated cases,�(k;!;1 ) behaves at large frequences as �(k;!;1 ) / (!)� 2+ ��. The

di�erence between the two cases is in the value of��. For unfrustrated antiferrom agnets,

�� � 0 and the frequency integralin I(k)is convergent. Forfrustrated system s,�� > 1 at

least,at large N (see (2.4)),and the integralover frequency in I(k) is divergent,which

actually m eansthatthe dom inantcontribution to S(k)atsm alltem peraturescom esfrom

thefrequenciesoftheorderofa cuto�.Speci�cally,using (4.13)weobtain

I(k)=
B N

�� � 1

h�
�� ��� 1 � ���� 1

�i

+ I
0(k) (5.10)

Here B N = 1+ O (1=N ),� wasde�ned after(5.1), �� = �hc�=k B T where � isa relativistic

cuto�in thetheory,and I0(k)isauniversalfunction ofm om entum ,which ask ! 0tendsto

I0(0)= 1:67+ O (1=N ).Thenonuniversality in I(k)atlow tem peraturesisnow transparent.

Recallhoweverthat(5.10)isvalidonlyinthequantum -criticalregim ewherethetem perature

istheonly scalefoructuations.In therenorm alized-classicalregim e,theanalog ofI0(k)is

proportionalto the square ofthe actualcorrelation length �,and isexponentially large at

low T com pared to thenonuniversalpiece in I(k),which doesnotcontain any dependence

on �.

D .Localsusceptibility and spin-lattice relaxation

Unlike S(k), the m om entum -integrated dynam ic structure factor SL(!) =
R
d2k S(k;!)=4�2 isuniversalin 2d,aswealready found in therenorm alized-classicalregion.

Thescaling function forSL(!)wasintroduced in (1.36).Atg = gc and N = 1 ,thisscaling

function can bededuced directly from (4.13).A sim plecalculation yields

K (!)=
1

32�

"

2log
1� e� (�+ !)

1� e� �
+ �(! � 2�)

 

! � 2�+ 2log
1� e� (!� �)

1� e� �

! #

(5.11)
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whereK (!)= K 1(!;x1 = 1 ;;y� = 0;y� = 0).Atsm all!,thisreducesto

K (!)=

p
5� 1

64�
! (5.12)

whileat! � 1,wehave

K (!)=
!

32�
(5.13)

Notethatlineardependence on ! ispresentin both lim its(in theunfrustrated case,K (!)

saturated atlarge!).

W enow consider1=N correctionstotheseresults.At! � 1,theexpansion in 1=N isfree

from divergencesbecauseeach z� �eld propagatorhasa gap �� 1.Theexpansion in 1=N

then holdsin integerpowersof1=N ,and num erically weexpectthecorrectionsto (5.12)to

be quite sm all.On the contrary,atlarge ! � 1,the actualform ofK (!)isdi�erentfrom

theN = 1 resultbecauseofthesingular1=N corrections.Using (5.7)weobtain instead of

(5.13)

K (!)=
A N sin(���=2)

32�

!��

��
(5.14)

Finally,the! ! 0 lim itofSL(!)isrelated to thetransversespin-latticerelaxation rate.

Asbefore,weassum ethatthehyper�necouplingconstantA k tendstoa�nitevalueatk = 0

and the dom inant contribution to 1=T1 thus com es from the m om entum range k = O (1).

Using (1.36),(4.28)and (5.12),wethen obtain

1

T1
=

�
A 0

�h

�2

Z
N 2
0 �h

�s

 
N kB T

4��s

! ��

(5.15)

whereZ = (
p
5� 1)=8N + O (1=N2).

A parallelanalysis can be done forlongitudinalspin-lattice relaxation 1=T2 de�ned in

(4.28),and theresultis

1

T2
/

 
�A 0

�h

! 2
N 2
0 �h

�s

 
N kB T

4��s

! ��� 1

(5.16)

V I.Q U A N T U M D ISO R D ER ED R EG IO N

Letus�rstnotice som e crucialpropertiesofthe quantum -disordered (g > gc)phase at

T = 0.The presence offree spin-1/2 z quanta im pliesthat�s(k;!)only hasa branch cut

in thecom plex ! plane.Thisshould becontrasted with thebehaviorofcollinearantiferro-

m agnets[25]which had an additionalspin-1 quasiparticlepole.W ewillcom putebelow the

structureofthisbranch cutatN = 1 .

Before doing this, it is usefulto introduce our precise de�nition ofthe prefactor A .

W e willuse the T = 0 form ofthe localdynam ic structure factor SL(!) to specify the
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norm alization. Using the factthatthe dynam ic susceptibility involvesa response function

with 2 spinon interm ediatestates,each with a gap �,and thateach spinon propagatorhas

a quasiparticle pole we can show quite generally (to allordersin 1=N or� = 4� D )that

nearthethreshold in thequantum disordered phasewem usthave

SL(!)= A
�h! � 2�

2�
�(�h! � 2�) ! closeto 2�: (6.1)

Theaboveform de�nes thevaluesofA and �.Com bined with c,theseparam etersuniver-

sally determ ine theentirestaggered susceptibility.

The N = 1 com putation of�s is standard [25]. The z propagators acquire a gap �

given by

�= 4�

 
1

gc
�
1

g

!

(6.2)

W eevaluated thesusceptibility using (1.11)and found atN = 1

Im �s(k;!)= sgn(!)
A �c2

2�

1
p
!2 � c2k2

�
�

!
2 � c

2
k
2 � 4�2=�h

2
�

(6.3)

with A = g2�=(4��h
2
). These resultsare consistentwith (1.28)and (1.32)provided � = 1

and �� = 1. Note that�s(k;!)hasbranch cutsem anating from � (4�2=�h
2
+ c2k2)to � 1 .

Com pare thisresultwith the con�ned spinon m odelof([25])where atN = 1 ,Im �s was

sim ply a delta function.

Itissim ple to extend the above resultsfor�s to �nite tem perature and to order1=N .

The m ain e�ect ofsm allT is to �llin the gap in the spectrum by exponentially sm all

term s. The 1=N correctionsdo notintroduce any essentially new features,and willnotbe

considered here.

V II.A P P LIC AT IO N T O A S = 1=2 A N T IFER R O M A G N ET

In thissection,we com pareourscaling resultsto thepropertiesoftheS = 1=2 Heisen-

berg antiferrom agnet on a triangular lattice. As input,we need the values ofsublattice

m agnetization,two spin sti�nessesand two spin-susceptibilitiesatT = 0. In Appendix B,

we have calculated these param etersin the 1=S expansion,to order1=S forthe sti�nesses

and susceptibilities and to order1=S2 forsublattice m agnetization. The extension ofour

largeS resultsto S = 1=2 yields

N 0 = 0:266;�? =
0:091

Ja2
� =

0:084

Ja2
;�s = 0:086J;c=

q

�s=� = 1:01Ja (7.1)

Them agnitudeofthe1=S2 resultforthesublatticem agnetizationindicatesthathigher-order

correctionsarerathersm all.

Letusnow sum m arizethescaling predictionswhich follow from thevaluesin (7.1).For

theuniform susceptibility,weobtain
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�u =

�
g�B

�ha

�2 1

J

"

0:084+ 0:07
kB T

J

#

(7.2)

in therenorm alized-classicalregim e,and (using theN = 1 resultforthecorrection term )

�u =

�
g�B

�ha

�2 1

J

"

0:072+ 0:14
kB T

J

#

(7.3)

in the quantum -criticalregim e. Com paring (7.2) and (7.3),we observe that the slope of

�u in the quantum -criticalregim e is nearly twice as large as in (7.2),while the value of

the interceptislargerin the renorm alized-classicalregim e. Further,the correlation length

behavesin therenorm alized-classicalregim eas

� � 0:24

�
4��s

kB T

�1=2

exp[4��s=kB T] (7.4)

where4��s � 1:08J,and deep in thequantum -criticalregion as

� =
0:51Ja

kB T
(7.5)

Finally,in therenorm alized-classicalregim e,theuniversalcontribution toS(k)isdom inant,

and fork = 0 weobtain from (4.16)and (4.19)

S(0)� 0:85

 
kB T

4��s

! 4

�
2 (7.6)

In the quantum -criticalregion,the dom inant piece in S(0) is a tem perature-independent

contribution from latticescales,and wecan only concludethatdeep insidequantum -critical

region,S(0)� A + B (T=T0)
��� 1,whereA isa T -independentnonuniversalpiece.Using the

largeN resultswefound B � � 0:27a2 and T0 � 0:54J.

From thediscussion inthebulkofthepaper,weexpectthecrossoverbetween theclassical

and quantum regim esto occursom ewhere around x1 = 1 i.e.atkB T = 2��s � 0:5J.This

indeed isnotavery sm allcrossovertem perature.However,theanalysisfortheunfrustrated

case [25]showsthatthe uniform susceptibility displaysquantum -criticalbehaviorstarting

already below x1 = 1. W e therefore �rstcom pare ourresults with the num ericaldata on

uniform susceptibility.

The tem perature dependence of�u wasrecently studied in high-tem perature seriesex-

pansionsforS = 1=2triangularantiferrom agnet[40].Thedatashow that�u obeysaCurie-

W eisslaw athigh T,passesthrough a m axim um atT � 0:4J,and then fallsdown.In gen-

eral,thetem peraturewhere�u hasam axim um roughlyseparatesthelow-tem peratureregion

below them axim um wherea long-wavelength approach isvalid,from thehigh-tem perature

region wherethephysicsisdom inated by lattice-scalee�ects.Itisunfortunatethatthisthis

tem perature is rather low for the triangular antiferrom agnet,because it reduces substan-

tially the tem perature range forlow-energy behavior(forcom parison,in the square-lattice

antiferrom agnet,the m axim um in Tc occursatkB T � J).Num ericaldata [40]isavailable

only overa sm allT region below them axim um .Nevertheless,we�tted thedata by a linear
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in T dependenceand found 0:13� 0:03fortheslopeand around 0:06fortheintercept-both

resultsare in reasonable agreem entwith ourquantum -criticalexpression (7.3). Finally,at

very low T,weexpecta crossoverto therenorm alized-classicalregim e,and theT = 0 value

in (7.2)isalso consistentwith thedata.

Now aboutS(0). Previous studies ofsquare-lattice antiferrom agnets have shown that

wecan hardly expectto observepurequantum -criticalbehaviorforS(0)atx1 � 1.Indeed,

theleading correction to S(0)dueto thedeviation from purely quantum -criticalbehavioris

�S(0)= C(2��s=kB T),whereatN = 1 wefound C = 0:45a2.Clearlythen,atkB T � 0:5J,

tem perature dependence related to deviationsfrom pure criticality islikely to overshadow

the weak ((T=T0)
��� 1)tem perature dependence in S(0)atg = gc;instead,we expect that

at such T,the structure factor should roughly follow S(0) = A + C(2��s=kB T),or (still

considering second term asa correction)kB T logS(0)� 2��sC=A + kB T logA. The series

expansions[40]yielded kB T logS(0)which increaseslinearly with T upto about0:5J.This

isconsistentwith ourcrossoverexpression,butinconsistentwith therenorm alized-classical

form ula,(7.6)which predictsthatkB T logS(0)decreases with tem perature. W e therefore

do notbelievethatthenum ericaldata correspond to theclassicalregim e,aswassuggested

in Ref[40].

Finally,the correlation length. Seriesexpansionsreported that� isapproxim ately one

lattice spacing atkB T = 0:4J. Thisissubstantially lowerthan ourrenorm alized-classical

result�cl � 5a atthe sam e tem perature,butisconsistent with the value of� deep in the

quantum -criticalregim e �quant � 1:25a. W e em phasize howeverthatRef.[40]de�ned � as

�2 = � (1=S(k))(@S=@k2)jk= 0 -thisde�nition yieldsa nonuniversalvalueof� forquantum -

criticalfrustrated antiferrom agnets. On the contrary,our de�nition of�,from the long-

distance decay ofspin-spin correlator,always yields a universalresult. Besides, even if

the universalpiece in S(k) is dom inant,as in the renorm alized classicalregim e,the two

de�nitions are stillnonequivalent even at N = 1 sim ply because spin structure factor

is related to the polarization operator ofz� �elds,which unlike z� �eld propagator,does

nothave a Lorentzian form . In the classicalregim e,the rescaling factorbetween the two

de�nitions of� is �2series = (2=3)�2ours at N = 1 . The value ofthe rescaling factor in the

interm ediate and quantum -criticalregim esisdi�cultto estim ate,buton generalgrounds

itshould besm allerthan 2=3 because thenonuniversalpiece in S(0)becom esdom inantat

g = gc.W ethereforeexpectthattheactualcorrelation length isin factlargerthan reported

in [40].Thisagain isconsistentwith ourobservation thatatkB T around 0:4J,thesystem

isin thecrossoverregion between renorm alized-classicaland quantum -criticalregim es,and

isprobably closeratkB T = 0:4J to thequantum -criticalregim e.

V III.C O N C LU SIO N S

Inconclusion,wesum m arizeourm ainresults.W ehavepresented ageneralscalingfram e-

work to describe frustrated antiferrom agnetic system s near the quantum phase transition

between classically ordered and quantum -disordered ground states.

W e considered variousscaling functions forexperim entally m easurable quantities both

on the ordered and disordered sides ofthe quantum transition and have shown that the

observables which probe the behavior ofantiferrom agnets at low energies are com pletely
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universalfunctions ofjust a few m easurable param eters at T = 0. On the ordered side,

theseparam etersaresublatticem agnetization and transverseand longitudinalspin-sti�ness

and spin susceptibility.

W e then specialized to particular �eld-theoretic m odelofthe transition (results for a

di�erentm odelarebriey noted in Appendix A)Ourapproach began with thefundam ental

assum ption that the disordering transition at T = 0 is continuous and that vortex-like

excitationswith a nonzero localZ2 ux are irrelevantatlow energies. W e showed that,in

thissituation,theproperlow-energy theory nearthetransition isgiven by theSU(2)� U(1)

sigm a-m odelfor spinon �elds. Allphysically observable excitations are collective m odes

oftwo spinons. The globalSU(2) sym m etry ofthe sigm a-m odelaction is related to spin

rotations,while the globalU(1) sym m etry is related to lattice transform ations [29]. For

triangularand othercom m ensuratenoncollinearantiferrom agnets,thislatticesym m etry in

factreducesto a discrete sym m etry (Z3 sym m etry in case oftriangularantiferrom agnets).

Atthequantum transition point,thesym m etry oftheaction enlargesto O (4).

W e then extended our action to a generalN by considering spinons as N -com ponent

objects, and used the powerful technique of 1=N expansion. The extended action has

SU(N )� U(1) sym m etry. The �xed point in this approach has its internalsym m etry

enlarged from SU(N )� U(1)to O (2N )forany N .

W ethen used the1=N expansion toexplicitly com putethescalingpropertiesofthe�eld-

theory,always�nding thatthey wereconsistentwith them oregeneralscaling ansatzes.W e

m ade de�nite predictions for the dynam ic structure factor,static susceptibility, correla-

tion length,localand static structure factors,and the spin-lattice relaxation rate in the

renorm alized-classicaland quantum -criticalregions. W e also briey discussed the low-T

behaviorin thequantum -disordered region.

Finally,wecom pared ourresultsto thepropertiesS = 1=2 triangularantiferrom agnets.

W e determ ined the inputparam etersin the scaling function from a 1=S expansion on the

originallattice Ham iltonian,and m ade quantitative predictionsaboutthe form ofuniform

susceptibility,correlation length and static structure factor.W ecom pared theresultswith

the data of recent high-tem perature series expansions. Allof the data were consistent

with the interpretation that there is a narrow window ofquantum -criticalbehavior just

below the tem perature at which the uniform susceptibility passes through its m axim um .

However,m oredetailed num ericaland experim entalresultsareneeded beforeany de�nitive

conclusions can be reached. W e hope that it willbe possible to perform m easurem ents

in a T range between the 3d ordering tem perature and the tem perature where uniform

susceptibility hasa m axim um .Ourprediction isthatin between thetwo tem peratures,the

uniform susceptibility should follow ourform ula forthequantum -criticalregim e.
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A P P EN D IX A :FIELD T H EO RY W IT H C O N FIN ED SP IN O N S

In the event there is continuous transition from the m agnetically ordered state to a

quantum -disordered state with con�ned spinons,we expect that itcan be described by a

continuum �eld theory ofthen1 and n2 �eldsthem selves.All�eldsarenow singletsunder

theZ2 gaugesym m etry and theZ2 vorticesareperm itted.Such large-M �eld theorieshave

been considered earlierby Kawam ura [28]and Azaria et.al.[29].A potentialproblem with

thisapproach isthattheresultsoftheD = 2+ � analysis[18]arenotobviously consistent

with the D = 4� � and large M theories. The universalpropertiesofsuch nearly-critical

antiferrom agnetsarerathersim ilarto thoseofthecollinearantiferrom agnetsconsidered in

Ref.[25]. Therefore we willbe ratherbrief,asthe analog ofallthe resultsin the body of

thispapercan beobtained by m inorm odi�cationsofthoseofRef[25].

W ewillconsidertheaction

Z =

Z

D n1D n2exp

�

�
1

2

Z

d
D
x
�

p1;�

�

(@�n1)
2 + (@�n2)

2
�

+ p2;� (n1@�n2 � n2@�n1)
2
+ V (n1;n2)

��

(A1)

where p1;� = �0? ;�; p2;� = (�0
k;�

� 2�0? ;�)=4. The potentialV (n1;n2)can eitherim pose the

hard-spin constraints(in a D = 2+ � expansion)

n
2

1 = n
2

2 = 1 ; n1 � n2 = 0 (A2)

orthesoft-spin potential(in a D = 4� � expansion)

V (n1;n2)=
1

2
r0

�

n
2

1
+ n

2

2

�

+ u1

�

n
2

1
+ n

2

2

�2
+ u2(n1 � n2)

2
(A3)

Kawam ura [28]introduced alargeM expansion of(A1)in which thevectorsn1,n2 aregen-

eralized toM -com ponents;theaction then hasaO (M )� O (2)sym m etry.Therelationships

betwen the large M ,� = D � 2,and � = 4� D expansionshave been discussed by Azaria

et.al.[29].

Here we willdiscuss som e sim ple properties ofthe large M expansion. The results

have striking di�erencesfrom thelargeN expansion ofthispaper,in particular,thephase

transition atM > 3belongstotheuniversality classdi�erentfrom O (M + 1)m odel.W hich

ofthese two expansions is m ore appropriate for the physicalcase M = 3,N = 2 is not

quiteclear,and num ericalstudiesoffrustrated antiferrom agnetswillbequiteusefulin this

regard. The m ostobviousdi�erence isofcourse in the absence ofspinonsin the large M

theory.Thestaggered susceptibility �s(k;!)now hasdelta-function quasiparticle peaks,in

contrasttothebranch cutsofthelargeN theory.Di�erencesalso appearin thebehaviorof

thecorrelatorsoftheconserved chargesand currents.A key property ofthe1=M expansion

isthatthe p2;� couplingsare irrelevant.Thisim m ediately im pliesthatthe universalratios

ofthesti�nesses(Eqn (1.21))obey � � = � � = 2 atM = 1 .W ecom puted � to �rstorder

in 1=M and obtained

� � = � � = 2�
26

3�2M
(A4)
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In perform ing the 1=M calculations,we introduced three Lagrangem ultipliersin thefunc-

tionalintegralto im pose the constraints (A2),and also introduced condensates ofthe n1
and n2 �elds. The com putationsare a bittricky: we found thatthe 1=M correction to �

isrelated to thedi�erence in the Green functionsofthetransverse com ponentsofn1;2 and

the uctuating com ponentsalong the directionsofthe condensates.Thisdi�erence clearly

disappearsatg = gc;howeverthecorrection to theratio ofthesti�nesses(i.e.,to to O (k
2)

in thefullGreen functions)rem ains�niteatg = gc because itincludesintegralswhich are

divergentatg ! gc.

Also interesting is the behavior ofthe uniform susceptibility �u(T) in the quantum -

criticalregion. It is sim ple to show that at M = 1 this is given by precisely twice the

m ean-�eld resultofRef[25],with c! c? . Contrastthiswith the resultofthe decon�ned

spinon m odelofthebody ofthepaper:therewefound thattheN = 1 resultwasone-half

theresultofRef[25]!

A P P EN D IX B :SP IN -W AV E C A LC U LAT IO N S AT T = 0

For experim entalcom parisons ofthe results obtained within 1=N expansion,we need

the T = 0 expressions forsublattice m agnetization,spin-wave velocities and uniform spin

susceptibilities.Below wewillcalculatethesequantitiesfortheHeisenberg antiferrom agnet

on a triangularlattice in an expansion in 1=2S,where S isthe value ofthe spin. Though

we willuse large S approach,our chiefinterest is in the case ofS = 1=2 when quantum

uctuationsarethestrongest.Aswewillseebelow,theconvergenceoftheperturbativeseries

in 1=2S in triangularantiferrom agnetsisvery good (asitison the square lattice [43,44]),

and the1=S expansion islikely togivequiteaccuratevaluesofobservables,even forS = 1=2.

W e now turn to a description ofthe calculations. W e consider here the m odelwith

interactionsbetween nearestneighbors:

H = J
X

l;�

SlSl+ � : (B1)

Theprocedureofdoing the1=S expansion isratherstandard and involvesseveralsteps

which include (i)thetransform ation from spin operatorsto bosonsvia Holstein-Prim ako�,

Dyson-M aleev,orsom eothertransform ation,(ii)thediagonalization ofthequadraticform

in bosons,and (iii)the use ofa standard perturbative technique forBose-liquids to treat

the interaction between spin waves. Noninteracting spin waves have energy which scales

as S,while the interaction vertex involving m bosons scales as S2� m =2;this gives rise to

an expansion in powers of1=S for anharm onic contributions,sim ilar to that in a weakly

interacting Bosegas.

Anotherim portantissuerelated tothe1=S expansion,isthenum berofbose�eldswhich

one hasto introduce in orderto keep track ofthe whole spin-wave spectrum ,notjustthe

low-energy m odes.Thisisim portantbecausequantum uctuationsarenotdivergentin 2d,

and the1=S expansion involvessum soverthewholeBrillouin zone.In thegeneralcase,the

num berofdi�erentbose�eldsisequivalenttothenum berofm agneticsublattices.However,

in severalspecialcases,a m ultisublatticem agneticcon�guration can betransform ed into a

one-sublatticeferrom agneticonebyapplyingauniform twistonthecoordinatefram e.Inthis
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situation,thespin-wavespectrum hasnogapsattheboundariesofthereduced Brillouinzone

and onecan describeallexcitationsby asinglebosonic�eld,asin thecaseofaferrom agnet.

Obviously,the triangular antiferrom agnet in a zero m agnetic �eld is an exam ple ofsuch

specialbehavior:the 120o ordering becom esa ferrom agnetic one in the twisted coordinate

fram e with a pitch Q = (4�=3;4�=
p
3). W e therefore willuse a one-sublattice description

oftriangular antiferrom agnet whenever possible. This indeed substantially sim pli�es the

calculations.

W e start with the transform ation from spin operators to bosons. The choice ofthe

transform ation is indeed only a m atter ofconvenience,and the �nalresults are indepen-

dent ofthe way how bosons are introduced. Nevertheless,there are severalpossibilities

extensively discussed in theliterature[46].W efound itm ostconvenienttouseherethecon-

ventionalHolstein-Prim ako� transform ation because itpreserves the Herm itian properties

oftheHam iltonian.W ethereforeuse

Sz = S � a
y
a; S

+ =

q

2S � aya a; S
� = a

y

q

2S � aya (B2)

Substituting this transform ation into (B1),expanding the radical,and restricting to only

cubicand quarticanharm onicterm s,weobtain aftersom ealgebra

H = H 0 + 3JS(H 2 + H 3 + H 4) (B3)

whereH 0 = � 3

2
JS2N istheclassicalground stateenergy,and otherterm sare

H 2 =
X

k

A ka
y

kak +
B k

2
(a

y

ka
y

� k + aka� k)

H 4 =
1

16S

X
a
y

1a
y

2a3a4[4(�1� 3 + �2� 3)+ �1 + �2 + �3 + �4]

� 2
�

a
y

1a
y

2a
y

3a4 + a
y

4a3a2a1

�

(�1 + �2 + �3)

H 3 = i

s

3

8S

X
(a

y

1a
y

2a3 � a
y

3a2a1)(��1 + ��2): (B4)

Herei� ki,and

�k =
1

3

 

coskx + 2cos
kx

2
cos

ky
p
3

2

!

; ��k =
2

3
sin

kx

2

 

cos
kx

2
� cos

ky
p
3

2

!

: (B5)

Finally,A k and B k aregiven by

A k = 1+
�k

2
; B k = �

3

2
�k (B6)

AtS = 1 ,anharm onicterm sareabsentand H 1 can bediagonalized by a standard Bogol-

ubov transform ation

ak = lk(ck + xkc
y

� k) (B7)
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with

lk =

�
A k + E k

2E k

�1=2

; xk = �
B k

jB kj

�
A k � Ek

A k + E k

�1=2

: (B8)

and

E k = (A 2

k � B
2

k)
1=2 = ((1� �k)(1+ 2�k))

1=2
(B9)

Thediagonalization yields

H 1 =
X

k

E kc
y

kck (B10)

It follows from Eqn. (B9) that the excitation spectrum ofthe idealgas ofm agnons has

three zero m odes,as it indeed should. Two ofthese m odes are at k = � Q where Q =

(4�=3;4�=
p
3)istheordering m om entum in triangularantiferrom agnet,and thethird isat

k = 0and describessoftuctuationsoftotalm agnetization.Theexpansion nearzerom odes

givestwo spin-wave velocities

c? = c� Q =
3
p
3

2
p
2
JSa (B11)

ck = ck= 0 =
3
p
3

2
JSa (B12)

The ratio ofthe two at S = 1 is ck=c? =
p
2. This was also obtained in other ap-

proaches[26].

The in�nite S spin-wave results can be also used to get the �rst quantum correction

to on-site m agnetization [47]. Indeed,hayaiin (B2)isnothing butthe density ofparticles

which is�nite due to the anom alousterm in the quadratic form . From (B7,B8),we have

ha
y

kaki = (A k � Ek)=2E k,and therefore noninteracting spin waves reduce the sublattice

m agnetization to

< S >= S

 

1�
1

2S

X

k

A k � Ek

E k

!

= S

�

1�
0:522

2S

�

(B13)

W e nextconsidercorrectionsto Eqns(B10)and (B12)due to the interactionsbetween

spin-waves.W ewillfollow thesam elineofreasoning asforsquare-latticeantiferrom agnets.

However,thepresence ofcubicterm sm akestheanalysisconsiderably m oreinvolved.

W estartwith thespin-wave velocity renorm alization.

1. Spin-w ave velocity

Ourgoalisto obtain theleading 1=S renorm alization ofspin-wave excitations.Forthis

we consider �rst-order self-energy corrections due to quartic anharm onicities and second-

order corrections due to cubic anharm onicities (recallthat cubic term s have the overall
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factorS1=2).The correctionsdueto quartic term sareeasy to com pute,because to leading

orderin 1=S,onecan getaway with sim pleone-loop diagram s.Equivalently,onecan sim ply

decouplethefour-fold term in eq.(B4)by m akingallpossiblepairaveraging.Thequadratic

form allowsfornonzeronorm alha
y

kakiandanom aloushaka� kipairproductsofBoseparticles,

and thedecoupling changesA k and B k to

�A k =

�

1+
�k

2

�  

1+
1

2S
�

1

2S

X

p

1

E p

�

1+
�p

4
+ �

2

p

�!

�
3

8S

X

p

�p

E p

(1� 4�p) (B14)

�B k = �
3

2
�k

 

1+
1

2S
�

1

2S

X

p

1

E p

�

1+
�p

4
� �

2

p

�!

+
3

8S

X

p

�p

E p

(B15)

A sim ple inspection then showsthatthe renorm alized spectrum (�E k = (�A 2
k �

�B 2
k)

1=2)still

keepsa zero m odeatk = 0,butacquiresa �nitegap atk = � Q:

E
2

Q = �
9

8S

X

p

�p(1� �p)

E p

(B16)

This�nitegap isindeed an artifactofusing only quarticterm s,and cubic anharm onicities

should restorethecorrectstructureofthespectrum ,aswedem onstratebelow.

Thereareseveralwaystodealwith thecubicterm s:onecan eithercalculatethee�ective

four-fold vertex produced by two triplevertices[48,49],and then usethedecoupling proce-

dure,oronecan transform toquasiparticles(i.e.,diagonalizethequadraticform )considering

�rstonly quarticcorrections,and then calculatetherenorm alization oftheexcitation spec-

trum dueto cubicterm sin thesecond-orderperturbation theory.Below weusethesecond

approach which istechnically advantageous.W etherefore �rsttransform from particle op-

erators(ak)to quasiparticles (ck)using eq. (B7),butwith �A k and �B k instead ofA k and

B k.The bareHam iltonian then keepsthe form ofeq.(B10)with �E k instead ofE k.On the

otherhand,thestructureofcubic verticesbecom esm oreinvolved afterthetransform ation

to quasiparticles,and instead ofEqn.(B4)weobtain

H 3 = i

s

3

32S

X
c
y

1c
y

2c3�1(1;2;3) +
1

3
c
y

1c
y

2c
y

3�2(1;2;3)+ H :c (B17)

Thevertex functions�1 and �2 aregiven by

�1(1;2;3)=
~�1(1;2;3)
q
�E 1
�E 2
�E 3

; �2(1;2;3)=
~�2(1;2;3)
q
�E 1
�E 2
�E 3

(B18)

where

~�1(1;2;3)= ��1f
(1)

� (f
(2)

+ f
(3)

+ + f
(2)

� f
(3)

� )+ ��2f
(2)

� (f
(1)

+ f
(3)

+ + f
(1)

� f
(3)

� )+ ��3f
(3)

� (f
(1)

+ f
(2)

+ � f
(1)

� f
(2)

� )

~�2(1;2;3)= ��1f
(1)

� (f
(2)

+ f
(3)

+ � f
(2)

� f
(3)

� )+ ��2f
(2)

� (f
(1)

+ f
(3)

+ � f
(1)

� f
(3)

� )+ ��3f
(3)

� (f
(1)

+ f
(2)

+ � f
(1)

� f
(2)

� )

and
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f
(i)

� = (�A i� �B i)
1=2
: (B19)

The self-energy diagram sto order1=S are shown on Fig.4. W e see thatcubic term sgive

rise to both norm aland anom alousself-energy partsso thatthe dispersion relation again

hastheform typicalfora 2� 2 problem :

(! + �a(k;!))
2 = (�E k + �s(k;!))

2 � (�+ ;+ (k;!))
2 (B20)

where�s;a(k;!)=
1

2
(�+ ;� (k;!)� �+ ;� (� k;� !).However,itisnotdi�cultto check that

�� ;� � �+ ;+ � 1=S and thereforeanom alousself-energy term scontributeto theexcitation

energy only to order 1=S2,while to order1=S a solution ofEqn (B20)is sim ply ! = ~E k

where

~E 2

k =
�E 2

k + 2�E k�+ ;� (k;�E k) (B21)

W e therefore need to evaluate here only the norm alcom ponent ofthe self-energy. The

analyticalexpression for�+ ;� is

�+ ;� (k;�E k)= �
3

16S

X
 
j�1(1;2;k)j

2

�E 1 + �E 2 � �E k

+
j�2(1;2;k)j

2

�E 1 + �E 2 + �E k

!

(B22)

Toleadingorderin 1=S wecan indeed usenonrenorm alized valuesforA k;B k;E k in ther.h.s.

of(B22).

W e �rst dem onstrate that ~E k has a true zero m ode at k = Q. For this we need to

evaluate�+ ;� (Q;�E Q ).W efound thefollowing equality to bequiteusefulin thecalculation

p
3 ��q� Q =2 = (A q� Q =2 + B q� Q =2)� (Aq� Q =2 � Bq� Q =2) (B23)

Substituting (B23)into theexpressionsforthevertex functionsand using A Q = B Q = 3=4,

weobtain aftersim plealgebra

~�1(1;2;Q)= ~�2(1;2;Q)=
(E 1 + E 2)

p
2

(f
(1)

+ f
(2)

+ � f
(1)

� f
(2)

� ) (B24)

Substituting,then,thevertex functionsinto theform ula fortheself-energy weobtain using

(B19)

�+ ;� (Q;E Q )=
1

2E p

9

8S

X

p

�p(1� �p)

E p

(B25)

Finally,upon substituting thisresultinto Eqn (B21)and using (B16)for �E Q ,we �nd that

thegap in theexcitation spectrum disappearsasitshould [50].

Ournextstep isto expand �E k and �k nearthe zero m odes,and obtain the corrections

to thespin-wavevelocitiesto order1=S.Theexpansion neark = 0 isquitestraightforward

because ~�1(1;2;k)and ~�2(1;2;k)both scale ask atsm allk,and one can therefore safely

neglect E k in the denom inators in (B22). Doing the algebra,we obtain the renorm alized

spin-wave velocity atk � 0 in theform
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~ck = ck
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(B26)

where

Q
2

k = sin2
kx

2
+ sin2
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p
3ky
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+ sin2
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Num ericalintergation then gives

~ck = ck

�

1�
0:115

2S

�

(B27)

Thestructureoftheexpansion neark = � Q ism oreinvolved and werefrain from presenting

theanalyticalexpression forthespin-wave velocity.Num erically,weobtained

~c? = c?

�

1+
0:083

2S

�

(B28)

Com paring (B27)and (B28),weobservethatquantum uctuationstend todim inish the

di�erencebetween thetwo spin-wavevelocities.Thisisconsistentwith ourresult(2.7)that

the relative di�erence between ~c? and ~ck should disappear at the quantum -criticalpoint.

W e willuse (B27) and (B28) below and now proceed with the calculations ofsublattice

m agnetization.

2. Sublattice m agnetization

W e have shown above thatto leading orderin 1=S,thecorrection to sublattice m agne-

tization com esalready from noninteracting m agnons(Eqn (B13)).Hereweobtain thenext

term in the expansion in 1=S,which is also the leading 1=S correction to the density of

particles.W eagain haveto considerboth quarticand cubicterm s,sincethey contributeat

the sam e orderto
P

kha
y

kaki. Asbefore,quartic term sonly renorm alize the coe�cients in

thequadraticform ,and hencechangetheexpression forthedensity ofparticlesto

X

k

ha
y

kaki = �
1

2
+
1

2

X

k

�A k

�E k

(B29)

where �A k and �E k aregiven by (B14)and (B15).In explicitform

1

2

X

k

�A k

�E k

=
1

2

X

k
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E k

�
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32S

X

p

�2p

E p

X

q

�q

E q

�
9

32S

X

p

�p(1� �p)

E p

X

q

�q(1� �q)

E 3
q

(B30)

W e see thatthe very lastterm behavesnearq = Q asjq� Qj� 3 which m akesthe integral

overq divergent. The divergence isindeed an arti�cialone and should disappearwhen we

add thecontributionsofthecubicterm s.
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To seehow cubicterm sm odify (B29),weexpressthedensity ofparticlesin term softhe

quasiparticlesoperatorsusing (B7)and (B8):

X

k

ha
y

kaki = �
1

2
+
1

2

X

k

�A k

�E k

�
X

k

�B k

�E k

< ckc� k > +
X

k

�A k

�E k

< c
y

kck > (B31)

The �rst two term s are just the renorm alized spin-wave term s. The third correction is

related to theanom alousself-energy term in Fig.4.Perform ing thefrequency sum m ation in

thisterm ,weobtain

�
X

k

�B k

�E k

< ckc� k >= �
9

32S

X

k

�k

E 3
k

	 k (B32)

where

	 k =
X 1

E 1E 2

~�1(1;2;k)~�2(1;2;� k)

E 1 + E 2 + E k

(B33)

Finally,the lastterm in (B31)containsthe density ofquasiparticles. Thisdensity is�nite

toorder1=S becauseam ongcubicnon-linearities,thereistheterm which describessim ulta-

neousem ission ofthreespin-waves.Evaluating theexpectation valueofhc
y

kckiby theusual

m eans,weobtain

X

k

�A k

�E k
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y

kck >=
3

16S
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� k (B34)

where

� k =
X 1

E 1E 2

j~�2(1;2;k)j
2

(E 1 + E 2 + E k)
2

(B35)

W e�rstshow thatthetotalexpression forthedensityofparticlesisfreefrom divergencies.

Sim ple inspection ofEqns (B32)-(B35)shows thatthe divergent contributions from the

cubicterm s(nam ely,1=E 3 and 1=E 2 term sin (B32)and 1=E 2 term sin (B34))com efrom

theregion k � Q,where	 and � tend to constantvalues.Forthesek,weagain use(B23),

substituteitinto thevertex functions,and aftera sim plealgebra obtain

	 k = � (1� �Q )
X

p

�p(1� �p)

E p

� Ek� Q + O (E 2

k) (B36)

Substituting furtherthisexpression into (B32)and com paring theresultwith thedivergent

piece in (B30),we �nd thatthe 1=E 3 contributionsfrom cubic and quartic term s,and the

1=E 2 contributionsfrom thetwo cubic term scanceleach other,so thatthe1=S correction

to thedensity ofparticlesis�nite,asitofcourseshould be.W ethen perform ed num erical

com putation ofthe1=S term sin (B31)and obtained

hSi=

 

S � 0:261+
0:027

(2S)

!

(B37)
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ForS = 1=2,Eqn(B37)yieldshSi� 0:266,which isclosetohalfoftheclassicalvalue.A very

sim ilarresultwasobtained earlierby M iyake[51],who calculated theon-sitem agnetization

to order 1=S2 by evaluating num erically the response to a staggered m agnetic �eld. His

estim ate for the 1=S2 correction is however som ewhat sm aller than ours (0:01 instead of

0:027).In any event,1=S2 term sare rathersm alland can hardly change substantially the

lowest-orderspin-waveresultforthem agnetization [47].W ethereforefound no supportfor

therecentclaim [9]thatthevalueofm agnetization issubstantially lowerthan thespin-wave

prediction. Note,in passing,thatforsquare lattice antiferrom agnet,the �rstanharm onic

correction tohSiisidentically zero [52].Indeed,cubicterm sareabsentin thesquare-lattice

antiferrom agnet,and 1=S correctionsdue to quartic term sdo notchange the shape ofthe

quasiparticle spectrum (thatis, �A k=�E k = A k=E k ). The nextto leading ordercorrection

in thesquare-latticecasehasbeen calculated and found to bevery sm all[52].

3. U niform susceptibility

Now we calculate, to order 1=S,the response ofa triangular antiferrom agnet to an

externalm agnetic�eld.W ehavealreadydiscussed in Sec.IIIthatthem agneticsusceptibility

tensorin a triangularantiferrom agnethastheform [23]

�� � = �? ��� + (�k � �? )m �m � (B38)

wherem isaunitvectorwhich speci�estheplaneofspin ordering.Thisform of��� im plies

thatthe ordered state should have two di�erentspin susceptibilities. They can be viewed

asthe response to the �eld applied perpendicularto the plane ofspin ordering,i.e.,along

~m (�k),and astheresponseto a �eld directed in theplane(�? ).In thelattercase,weneed

to introducean in�nitesim ally sm allanisotropy which keepsthespinsin thebasalplane.

Forclassicalspins,thetransverseand longitudinalsusceptibilitiescan easily beobtained

by m inim izing the ground state energy. This yields �? = �k = 2=9
p
3Ja2 where a isthe

interatom icspacing (a2
p
3=2 istheunitcellvolum e).Asin thebulk ofthepaper,wede�ne

�? and �k withoutthe gyrom agnetic ratio g�B =�h.W e see thatthe two susceptibilitiesare

equalin theclassicallim it[53].Thisdegeneracy in theresponseto a m agnetic�eld in a 2D

triangularantiferrom agnethasattracted som e attention in the pastasan exam ple ofthe

"orderfrom disorder"phenom enon [53,54,55,56,57].Forourpresentpurposes,itissu�cient

to observethatthedegeneracy isa purely classicale�ect.Itisnotrelated to thesym m etry

propertiesofa quantum system and thereforeshould bebroken by quantum uctuations.

Technically,the com putationsin a �nite �eld are m ore involved because the transverse

�eld breaksthe120o ordering in thebasalplane.In thiscase,a transform ation to a twisted

coordinate fram e isno longeradvantageousbecause um klapp processes also contribute to

order1=S. Itisthen m ore convenient to introduce a separate bose �eld foreach ofthree

sublattices.Forthelongitudinalresponse,the120o ordering in thebasalplaneispreserved

and a one-sublattice description with no um klapp term sisstillvalid. However,one hasto

becarefulin thiscaseaswell,becausein thepresence ofa �eld,theexcitation spectrum is

nolongeran even function ofk.Thisisconsistentwith thefactthattim ereversalsym m etry

in a m agnetic �eld requires thatin changing k ! � k in the spectrum ,one hasto change

sim ultaneously thesign ofH .
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Thecorrectionsto thesusceptibility tensorto order1=S werecom puted by Golosov and

one ofus[56].W e refrain from presenting the detailsofthe calculationsand listhere only

the results. To order 1=S,they are (notice that the de�nitions of�? and �k in [56]are

interchanged com pared to ours):

�? =
2

9
p
3Ja2

Z
�

? ; �k =
2

9
p
3Ja2

Z
�

k
(B39)

where

Z
�

k
=

 

1�
1

2S

X

k

�k(1� �k)

E k

!

= 1�
0:448

2S
: (B40)

and

Z
�

? =

0

@ 1�
1

2S

X

k

�k(1+ 2�k)

E k

+
3

2S

X

k

�2k

E k1 + E k2

f
(1)

� f
(2)

�

E k1E k2

1

A = 1�
0:291

2S
: (B41)

where f(i) � f(ki) were de�ned in (B19). Note thatcontrary to the situation in a stacked

3d triangular antiferrom agnet where �k > �? ,the transverse (in-plane) susceptibility in

the 2d case turns out to be larger than the longitudinalone;this gives rise to an uncon-

ventionalphase diagram in a m agnetic �eld which hasbeen discussed severaltim esin the

literature[53,54,55,56].

4. Spin sti�ness

W ith thevaluesofthetwo spin-wavevelocitiesand spin susceptibilitiesathand,weare

now in a position to calculatethespin sti�nesses.To order1=S they are

�? = �? c
2

? =

p
3

4
JS

2
Z
�

? �k = �kc
2

k =

p
3

2
JS

2
Z
�

k
(B42)

where

Z
�

? = 1� 0:125=2S; Z
�

k
= 1� 0:678=2S (B43)

Finally,substituting theresults(B39)-(B42)into (2.6),weontain forN = 2

�s =
1� 0:402=2S

p
3

JS
2
; � =

2

9
p
3Ja2

(1� 0:343=2S) (B44)

A P P EN D IX C :C O M P U TAT IO N S IN T H E N �EEL STAT E AT T = 0

In thisAppendix,we derive to order1=N ,the expression forT = 0 sublattice m agne-

tization near the quantum phase transition. This result willbe used in the derivation of
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theuniversalscaling form sforuniform and staggered susceptibilitiesin both renorm alized-

classicalandquantum -criticalregions.W ealsoreproducethe1=N expressionsfortherelative

di�erence between longitudinaland transverse spin-sti�ness and spin susceptibility which

wereobtained by otherm eansin SecIII.

Ourpointofdeparture isthe functionalintegralforthe SU(N )� U(1)�� m odel,Eqn

(2.1).AtT = 0,thespin-rotation sym m etry isbroken,and werepresenttheN com ponent

com plex vectorz oflength N as

z= (�0 + i�1;�1 + i�2;�3 + i�4:::); (C1)

where h�0iis�nite. Thisparam etrization slightly di�ersfrom (3.8),in that�1 and �i are

de�ned withouta factor1=2;noticealso thatwedo notneglectuctuationsin thedirection

ofthecondensate.Upon substituting (C1)into (2.1),thefunctionalintegralbecom es

Z =

Z

D �0 D �1 D �l �(�
2

0
+ �

2

1
+ �

2

l � N )e� S (C2)

where

S =

Z

d
2
r

Z 1

0

d�
X

�= ~x;t

X

l;m

1

g�

�

(@��0)
2 + (@��0)

2 + (@��l)
2
�

+

�

N g�
(�0@��1 � �1@��0�2m @��2m + 1 � �2m + 1@m u�2m )

2
; (C3)

where the indicesland m run from 1 to 2N � 2 and from 1 to N � 1. The valuesofthe

couplingsare the sam e asin (2.3). Asin the body ofthe paper,we focuson the situation

nearthezero-tem peraturephasetransition,which generally occursatsom eg = gc(�).W e

also assum e thatthe anisotropy issm all,and m ake allcom putationsto leading orderin 

only.

ThelargeN expansion proceedsalong thesam elinesasforsquare-latticeantiferrom ag-

nets [25].W eintroducethecondensatevalue,�,via

�0 =
p
N � + ~�0 (C4)

and im pose the constraint by introducing the Lagrange m ultiplier � into the functional

integral.AtN = 1 ,thesaddle-pointequation gives

�
2 =

gc� g

gc
; (C5)

wheregc isthesam easin theisotropiccase.

W e�rstconsiderhow theratio ofthesti�nessesscaleswith g� gc.Forthiswe observe

thatthe only anisotropic piece in (C3)which survivesatin�nite N is(�=2g�)�
2 (@��1)

2.

Hence,atN = 1 ,the propagatorsfor� �eldsrem ain the sam e asin the isotropic O (2N )

m odel

G � =
g�

2

1

!2
n + c20k

2
; (C6)
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whilethepropagatorforthe�1 �eld acquiresa correction linearin �

G �1 =
g�

2

1

(1+ ��
2)!2

n + (1+ x�
2)c20k

2
(C7)

where c0 =
q

�0? =�
0
? . Eqns(C6)and (C7)identify (upto an overallfactor)G � and G �1 as

thetransverse and longitudinalpropagatorsofgaplessspin-wave excitationsin theordered

state. Each ofthe propagatorscan now be reexpressed in term softhe fully renorm alized

spin-sti�nessand spin susceptibility by collecting -independentterm s,which arethesam e

forboth propagators.Com paring then thetwo expressions,weobtain

�k � �?

�?
= x�

2
�k � �?

�?
= ��

2 (C8)

where� and � arenow fully renorm alized T = 0spin-sti�nessand spin susceptibility respec-

tively. W e see from (C8)thatwhile the relative di�erence ofthe bare sti�nessesis�,the

ratio oftherenorm alized sti�nessescontainstheextra factor�2 and thereforetendsto zero

asthesystem approachesquantum phasetransition point.W enow introducethecrossover

exponents�1 and �2 in thesam eway asin SecII.Nam ely,wedecom pose� intotheirtrace

and tracelesspartsas

x = 1 + 2 � = 1 � 22 (C9)

and de�ne�1 and �2 as

�k � �?

�?
= 1(�J)

� �1 + 2(�J)
� �2

�k � �?

�?
= 1(�J)

� �1 � 22(�J)
� �2 (C10)

where �J is the Josephson correlation length m easured in lattice units. As g approaches

gc,�J behaves as �J � (1 � gx=gc)
� �. At N = 1 ,� = 1. Using (C5),we then obtain

�1 = �2 = 1.

Ournextstep willbe to calculate the1=N correctionsto thecrossoverexponents.The

correspondingdiagram sarepresented inFig5.Itisnotdi�culttoshow thatthepolarization

operatoratT = 0,� �(k;i!),hasno -dependentcorrectionsto the leading orderin 1=N

and wethereforecan usethesam eexpression asin theisotropiccase[25]:

� �(k;i!)=
�hc20

8
q

c20k
2 + !2

+
2

g�
h�i2

1

c20k
2 + !2

(C11)

W e willalso need the expression forthe propagatorforthe uctuating com ponent ofthe

�eld along thedirection ofthecondensate:

G ~�0 =
g�

2

1

!2
n + c20k

2
;

 

1�
2

g
h�i2

1

� �(k;i!)

1

!2
n + c20k

2

!

; (C12)

and expressionsforh�i2 and �J with logarithm icaccuracy to order1=N :
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h�i2 =

 
gc� g

gc

!  

1+
4

�2N
log

gc

gc� g

!

�
� 1
J =

 
gc� g

gc

!  

1+
16

3�2N
log

gc

gc� g

!

: (C13)

The evaluation ofthe diagram sisnow straightforward. Collecting the contributions from

alldiagram son Fig. 5 and restricting to only logarithm ic contributionsto order1=N ,we

obtain aftersom ealgebra

�k � �?

�?
=
gc� g

gc

�

x

�

1+
64L

15�2N

�

+ �
16L

15�2N

�

�k � �?

�?
=
gc� g

gc

�

�

�

1+
16L

5�2N

�

+ x
32L

15�2N

�

(C14)

whereL = log(1� g=gc).W ethen use(C9)and �nd

�1 = 1+
112

15�2N
�2 = 1+

32

3�2N
(C15)

These valuesforthe crossoverexponentscoincide with Eqn (2.8)obtained by otherm eans

in Sec.II

Ournextm ove willbe to com pute,in the 1=N expansion,the criticalexponentforthe

orderparam eter.Using thede�nition (1.12)and Eqns(C1)and (C4),weobtain

N 0 = SZS

��

h�i2 +
1

N
h~�0i

2

�

+ O (
1

N
)

�

(C16)

whereO (1=N )standsforregular1=N correctionsfrom theothercom ponentsofz-�eld which

can beneglected in thecalculationsofthecriticalexponents.Using then (C12)we�nd

N 0 = SZSh�i
2

 

1�
2

g

Z
1

� �(k;i!)

1

!2
n + c20k

2

!

: (C17)

Perform ing theintegration with thelogarithm icaccuracy and exponentiating theresult,we

obtain

N 0 = SZSh�i
" (C18)

where

"= 1+
4

N �2
: (C19)

Expressing now h�iin a conventionalway ash�i2 = (�g=g c)
�
,where � = 1� 4=N �2,we

�nd N 0 � (�g=gc)
��,where

�� = 1+ O

�
1

N 2

�

(C20)

46



W e willalso need the 1=N resultforthe staggered spin susceptibility atT = 0. Using

(1.11),(C1),(C4)and theresultobtained in Section IV thatthenum beroftransversespin-

wavem odesin theordered stateisN sw = 2N ,we�nd thatthetransversespin susceptibility

atN = 1 and k � �
� 1
J isrelated to thepropagatorofthez-�eld

�
bb
s (k;i!)=

(SZs)
2h�i2

2�0?

1

k2 + !2=c20
: (C21)

whereindex blabelstransversespin com ponents.Therelevant1=N correctionsarenow the

sam e asin collinearantiferrom agnets. Using the resultsofRef[25],we �nd thatthey can

becom pletely absorbed into therenorm alization ofN 0 and �? .Assum ing,asin thebulk of

the paper,thatthe anisotropic term in the action willtransform �? and c? into �s and c

given by (4.6),weobtain

�
bb
s (k;i!)=

N 2
0

2�s

1

k2 + !2=c2
: (C22)

Finally,wecalculatein 1=N expansion,thecriticalexponent��.Forthis,weconsiderthe

behaviorofdynam icalspin susceptibility atT = 0 rightatthetransition point,g = gc.At

thispointh�i= 0,and thespin-spin correlation function isagain related tothepolarization

operator ofz� �elds. At N = 1 and g = gc,the polarization operator is given by the

�rstterm in (C11).To �rstorderin 1=N ,we have to considerboth self-energy and vertex

corrections in the polarization bubble (Fig 3). They both contain logarithm s ofexternal

m om entum .Evaluating thediagram sin Fig 3 with logarithm icalaccuracy,weobtain:

� �(k;i!)=
A N

(c�)2�

c2

8(c2k2 + !2)1� ��=2
(C23)

whereA N = 1+ O (1=N ),and

�� = 1+
32

3�2N
: (C24)
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FIGURES

FIG .1. a. Self-energy corrections to spinon propagator. The heavy solid line isa fullspinon

propagator, and the wavy line is an inverse polarization operator for spinons. The analytical

expression forthe vertex isgiven by (3.17).b.Diagram swhich contribute to current-currentcor-

relation functions< K a
�K

b
� > and < J�J� > to �rstorderin 1=N and to �rstorderin �.Theside

vertices(shaded)in thebubblesare2Tabk�(1+ �)=g� forU (1)responseand 2�
abk�(1+ �=N )=g�

forSU (N )response.

FIG .2. Diagram swhich contribute to renorm alization ofthe� vertex (3.17)to order1=N .

FIG .3. Diagram swhich contribute to therenorm alization ofthepolarization operatorto �rst

orderin 1=N at� = 0.Asin Fig.1,heavy solid linesare fullspinon propagators.

FIG .4. Second-order self-energy corrections to m agnon propagators due to cubic vertices.

Notice thatcubic term salwaysproduceanom alousself-energy term s.

FIG .5. Self-energy diagram sto order1=N forthe propagatorof�1 �eld in the ordered state

atT = 0. Solid line isthe propagatorof�1 given by (C7),dashed line representsthe condensate

�,wavy line is inverse polarization operator,and heavy solid line is the propagator of ~�0 �eld

introduced in (C4):G ~�0 = G �(1� (2=g�)�
2G �=�

�),whereG � isgiven by (C6).
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