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C orrelation Lengths in Q uantum Spin Ladders
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A nalytic expressions for the correlation length tem perature dependences are given for antiferro—
m agnetic spin{1/2 Heisenberg ladders using a nite{size non{linear {m odelapproach. T hese cal-
culations rely on identifying three successive crossover regin es as a function of tem perature. In each
of these regin es, precise and controlled approxin ations are form ulated. T he analytical results are
found to be in excellent agreem ent w ith M onte C arlo sim ulations for the H eisenberg H am ittonian.
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Low {dimn ensional quantum m agnets exhibi m any
novel collective low {tem perature properties. An inter-
esting recent developm ent is the system of spin ladders
ﬂ] that are arraysofn coupled antiferrom agnetic H eisen—
berg chains. E xperin ents and num erical studies have re—
vealed m any fascinating aspects ofthese system s, such as
the surprise that spin{1/2 ladders com posed of an even
num ber of chains have a gap In the excitation spectrum ,
w hile those w ith an odd num ber of chains are gapless E].

For the two{dinensional square{lattice spin{l/2
H eisenberg antiferrom agnet w ith nearest{neighbor inter-
actions, theoretical predictions for the spin{spin cor-
relation length based on the @2+ 1){dim ensional non{
lnear {m odel ] are In excellent quantitative agree—
m ent w ith neutron scattering results E]. In Ref. E], one
of us ponted out that it is useful to view a spin lad-
der as a nite{sized two{dim ensional antiferrom agnet,
Instead of a system of coupled spin chains. The zero{
tem perature properties could then be readily obtained
from the nie{size scaling of the @2+ 1){din ensional
non{linear {m odel, where one of the spatial directions
is nie and the ram aining directions in nite, one of
them being the Euclidean tin e direction. In thism anner
one could obtain both a clear picture of the din ensional
crossover to the two{dim ensional square{lattice antifer-
rom agnet, as well as precise analytical estim ates of the
zero{tem perature correlation lengths and gaps In soin
ladders. M oreover, it was predicted that the soin gap,

, Is sin ply related to the spin{spin correlation length,

, such that
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where J is the antiferrom agnetic coupling, a is the lattice
spacing, and c is the physical spin wave velocity of the
two{din ensional square lattice antiferrom agnet at zero
tem perature. Applied to S = 1=2, the right hand side of
Eq. ) should be 1.68.

At st sight, an analysis at non{zero tem pera—
tures sin ilar to that at zero tem perature m ay appear
form idable. O ne of the purposes of this paper is to show
that this is not so. O nce one recognizes three distinct

crossover scales asa function oftem perature, the tem per-
ature dependence of the correlation length can be com —
puted w ith equalease. In the lJanguage of the {m odel,
the system isabox whose two sidesL, = na (the spatial
direction along the width of the ladders) and hc (the
Euclidean tin e direction) are nie In extent, where is
the inverse tem perature. Sucoessive crossovers take place
as the system goes through regines where hc Ly,
hc L, and hc Ly. (There is an additional
crossover at even higher tem peratures, w here the system
becom es entirely classical, which is not discussed here.)
In each of these three regin es, i is possible to form u-
late precise and controlled analytical m ethods to com —
pute correlation lengths of spin ladders. T hese estin ates
are then tested against new num erical sim ulations, and
we nd excellent agreem ent between the num erical and
the analytical results. B ecause w e use periodic boundary
conditions across the w idth ofthe Jadders in the {m odel
approach @], it is necessary for us to carry out sinula—
tions w ith periodic boundary conditions as well. How —
ever, we show that the choice of boundary conditions
hardly m atters for ladders of width larger than n = 4.
Finally, we show that the zero{tem perature predictions
ofthe correlation kengths [§[]1, that contain no ad1stable
param eters, are In good agreem ent w ith the sim ulation
results, and that the relation shown in Eq. @) holdsw ith
rem arkable accuracy. Thus, we believe that we have a
reasonably com plete picture of spin  uctuations In spin

ladders.
The Ham iltonian for a H eisenberg ladder is
X X
H = J, Si  $+ J» Si & @)
hijiy hiji,

where S; = 1 ; is the quantum spin operator at site i,
w hile hiji, and hiji; denote nearest neighborsalong and
between chains, respectively. T he couplings considered
are isotropic and antiferrom agnetic, that is, J, = J, = J
and J > 0. As In the previous study E], the ladders are
Investigated w ith a very e cient loop cluster algorithm
E]. T he correlation length is obtained from the exponen-—
tial large{distance decay of the m easured instantaneous
soin{spin correlation finction. W e re ne the origihal
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sin ulations w ith open boundary conditions ], and re—
peat them w ith periodic boundary conditions. T hese cal-
culations yield low {T correlation lengths, =a, of7.1()
and 103 (1) for ladders of width n = 4 for periodic and
open boundary conditions, respectively. The resuls for
n = 6 are 305(0) and 32.0(10) for periodic and open
boundary conditions, respectively. O ur corresponding
analytical resuls for the periodic boundary condition are
62 and 262 forn = 4 and n = 6, respectively Eﬂ] The
spdn gaps are obtained from independent num ericalm ea—
surem ents of the uniform susceptibility. Forn = 4 they
are 0234 (4) and 0.160 4) for periodic and open bound-
ary conditions, respectively. Similarly, forn = 6, we
obtain 0.055@) and 0.053 4), respectively, for periodic
and open boundary conditions. It is seen that Eq. EI)
holds rem arkably well. T he tem perature dependence of
the correlation lengths obtained from M onte Carlo sin —
ulations are shown in Fig. {]). Forn = 6, the choice of
boundary conditions indeed hardly m atters.
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FIG.1l. Correlation lengths obtained from M onte Carlo
sin ulations as functions of tem perature for spin{1/2 ladders
com posed of four and six chains.

By studying the e ective Euclidean action of the
2+ 1) {dim ensionalnon{linear {m odel,
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where is to be summ ed over the spatial directions, x
and y, we calculate the tem perature dependence of the
correlation length in three distinct regin es characterized
by the ratio hc=L,. The param eter © is the bare spin
sti ness constant at the spatial cuto 1 ofthe m odel,
c is the spin{wave velocity de ned on the same scale
and ", the staggered order param eter eld, is a three—

com ponent unit vector. In the Iow {T ( hc L;) and

Ly

Ly
Bhe

Bhc Ly

Bhc

a) b) c)

FIG .2. Thethreedi erent tem perature regin es: a) low {T,
b) iInterm ediate{T ,and c) high{T .The guresshow theexten—
sions of the two nite directions. For a) and c), the e ective
model is a (1+ 1) {din ensional quantum non{linear {m odel
with eldsconstant in the shortest directions, and a coupling
modi ed by the wuctuations in this direction. For b), the

elds are constant along both the y{ and {directions, and
the e ective m odel is a one{din ensional classical -m odel.

high{T ( hc L,) regimeswemap @ to a (1+1){
din ensional quantum nonlinear {m odelw here the spa—
tialdin ension refers to the x {direction, and the extent of
the \tim e{direction" is hcand Ly, respectively. For the
interm ediate{T ( hc I,) reginethee ectivem odelis
the one{din ensional classical non{lnear {model. The

uctuations that are integrated out are approxin ated by
a one{loop m odi cation ofthe coupling constant for the
e ective theory. Figure E:lZ) Mustrates the situations in
the three di erent regin es.

At T = 0 the \Lorentz"{invariance of the non{lnear

{m odel gives the sin plk relation Eg. (ﬂ) between the
correlation length and the gap. For T € 0 it is not so
clear that the spin{wave velociy w ill survive quantum

uctuations unrenom alized. H ow ever, it is certainly the
case that the quantum  uctuations at the one{lop level
cannot renom alize the spin {w ave velocity at any tem per-
ature. T herefore, w ithin our one{loop approxin ation, it
is consistent to prom ote Eq. ﬂ) to be valid at all tem —
peratures, which we will do.

For low tem peratures, the sam e procedure as that used
frthe T = 0 calulation [, of integrating out the uc—
tuations along the nite{w idth (y{direction) to one{loop
order, should work. However, at non{zero tem peratures
the resulting e ective m odel is not the two{din ensional
classical non{lnear {m odel, but a 1+ 1){dim ensional
quantum non{linear {m odel,
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The e ects of the wuctuations in the y{direction are
taken Into account by m odifying the coupling constant
to one{loop order; for convenience, we sgparate out the
tem perature{independent part, (L ;0). In the above ex—
pression k, = 2 m=L , and the prine on the summ a—
tion sign m eansthat them = 0 tem isom itted from the
sum . This expression is valid for ladders w ith periodic
boundary conditions in all directions. In this Letter we
only consider soin ladders with these boundary condi-
tions. A short wavelength cuto is Inpo on the inte-
gration and on the summ ation such that™ k% + k2 < 1,
where isthecuto scale chosen to conserve the area of
the rstBrillouin zone: a= Z . The resultsare only
weakly dependent on this choice. Because of the absence
of the topological term , the above action only descrbes
soin{1/2 ladders of even w idth.

The correlation length for the above m odel E) can
be obtained from a sim ple self{ consistent approach. By
relaxing the uniarity condition on ” and adding a m ass

tem , the condition < 2 >= 1 yilds
q__
Zld.]<OOth k?+ ~2(@Ly;T) he =2
N @©yiT) o= T =1
0 K2+ 2 (@Ly;T)

(6)
whereN = 3and ~“= ( ) !. Solving this equation at
T = 0 gives

N 1
L;0) = : )

sinh @ =N (@ y;0))

U nfortunately this is not the correct zero{tem perature
resuk [}f]]. To remedy this we can Bt N (Ly;0) be a
free param eter and adjust it such that (L ;0) agrees
with the correct zero{T result [{]. Fixing N (L;0) in
this way we can solve Eq. (6) num erically for the cor-
relation length at non{zero tem peratures. Due to the
slight discrepancy between the T = 0 correlation lengths
given In E] and the correlation lengths obtained in the
M onte Carlo sinulations we adjust N (L, ;0) such that
the T = 0 correlation length agreesw ith the M onte C arlo
data, that is =a="7J and 305 forn = 4 and n = 6,
regoectively. The nie{T correlation lengths for these
ladders are shown in region Iin Fig. @).

For interm ediate tem peratures, hc L,, the uc-
tuations in both the y{ and the {directions are Inte—
grated out. The low {energy e ective action is then a
one{din ensional classicalnon{linear {m odel,
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w here the coupling constant to one{loop order is
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FIG . 3. Correlation lengths as functions of tem perature in
the three distinct regin es for spin ladders ofwidth n = 4 and
n = 6, com pared w ith the data from num erical sin ulations.
T he three regin es are labeled: I) low {T, II) interm ediate{T,
and III) high{T .

Here,qu = 2m=Ly, !5 = 2 n= hc, and the prin e on
the sum indicates that them = n = 0 tem is om ited.
U sing a combination of Ewald and Poisson sum m ation
technigques, as in Ref. @],we get

Ly hc

tT@y;T) = +LA(—hc)' (10)
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where ; is the Josephson length in the N eel phase @],
and the scaling function A is

P_ 2,
_ X 1=2 _ .
A )= Cl dyy X (xy)X (y=x) 1) 2 ;
1
11)
where
®
X ()= e ¥® 12)

T he one{din ensional classical {m odel is nothing but
the continuum lim it ofthe classicalH eisenberg spin chain
on a lattice, which has the action

X A A
S= K PR T

i
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The correlation length for this lattice m odel has been
calculated exactly n L], and is
1

- = : 14)
a  hothK 1=K ]




Taking the continuum lim i a !
we nd

0,wih K a kept xed,

Z
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+ const: 15)
T he one{din ensionalnon{linear {modelisa nite the-
ory for which no ultraviolet reqularization is necessary,
and there are no am biguities associated w ith taking the
continuum lim i. Thus from Egs. @) and @) we can
dentify K a= 1=t(L,;T). Taking the continuum Im it of

Eq. {4), with K aheld xed, we cbtain
t 1 @Ly;T
o BT, (16)
a a

W e note that this expression has no adjistablke param e~
ters. The results for lJadders com posed of four and six
chains are shown In region IT of F i. ﬁ) .

For tem peratures such that L, hc, it is reasonable
to m ap the action Eq. E) to a (1+1){din ensionalquan-
tum non{lhear {m odelin which the \tin e direction" is
really the width L, = na of the ladders,
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Here, the e ective coupling constant is
1 B 1
tLy;T) £@Q;T)
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and !, = 2 n= hc . This is very sin ilar to the low {T
case; one just has to interchange hc wih Ly. In the
Jow {tem perature regin e, we in posed a cuto In thetwo
spatial directions. Here, i is convenient to in pose the
cuto In the x {plane. W e have checked that this
change In the cuto procedure does not alter the resuls.
In the sam e way as for the low {tem perature regine we

nd the correlation length by a self{ consistent equation,
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The quantity N £ (1 ;T) is adjusted such that the solu—
tion ofthe equation at L, =1 , (1 ;T), corresponds to
the correlation length ofthe 2+ 1) {dim ensionalquantum
antiferrom agnet which was calculated in E],
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where Z. = 119 and 2 , = 09740 [I{]. Having xed
N f( ;T),wecalulte [L,;T) Dby solving {1) numer-
ically. The results forn = 4 and n = 6 correspond to
region ITT of F ig. E) .

It is evident from Fig. {J) that the analytic resuls
for the correlation lengths agree rem arkably well w ith
the num erical sin ulations on even {legged spin{1/2 lad-
ders w ith periodic boundary conditions. Since oure ec—
tive non{linear {m odeldoesnot contain the topological
tem , our resuls are strictly valid for even{leg ladders.
H owever, the topological term is im portant only for the
physics E] at very low energies. T hus, we expect that our
expressions for the interm ediate{ and high {tem perature
regin es are valid also for odd{leg ladders. Tt would, how -
ever, be Interesting to have a m ore quantitative under-
standing of the crossover to the W ZW {m odel for odd{
legged spin ladders.
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