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Theory ofthe eld-induced gap in S = 1=2 antiferrom agnetic chains

M asakiO shikawa'! and Tan A eck 1%
D epartm ent of Physics and A stronom y* and C anadian Institute for Advanced Research?,
University of B ritish C olum bia, Vancouver, BC, V6T 1Z1, CANADA
(22 M ay 1997)

In a recent neutron-scattering experin ent on the quasi-
one-din ensional S = 1=2 antiferrom agnet Cu Benzoate, a
gap was induced by an applied m agnetic eld. W e argue
that the prim ary m echanisn of the gap fom ation is an ef-
fective staggered eld due to both the altemating g-tensor
and the D zyaloshinskiiM oriya interaction. W e explain the
dependence of the gap on the applied eld, aswellas identify
several peaks in the structure factor S (g; ! ).

PACS number: 75.10Jm

Quantum spin chains have attracted m uch interest for
a long tim e. This is partly because sophisticated theo—
retical analysis, such as exact solutions, can be applied
to one dim ensional system s. Not only are they easier
to analyze, it hasbeen also recognized that the e ect of
quantum uctuations ism ore signi cant than in higher—
din ensional system s, resulting In m any interesting phe—
nom ena. On the other hand, progress in experin en—
tal technigues has increased the opportunity to observe
physics ofone-dim ensionalsystem s. Tn a recent high eld
neutron-scattering experin ent E}:] on Cu Benzoate, which
is a (quasi)onedim ensional S = 1=2 antiferrom agnet,
the eld-induced shift n the soft-m odem om entum is ob—
served for the rst time. A lthough the shift of the m o—
mentum is consistent w ith previous theoretical analysis
on the Heisenberg antiferrom agnetic chain, the experi-
m ent also found an unexpected excitation gap induced
by the applied eld. T he observed gap is proportionalto
H "% where H, is the m agnitude of the applied eld.
W hile the data is consistent with the power law with
the sam e exponent 0:65 for three di erent directions of
the applied eld, the coe cient dependson the direction.
T he ratio of the coe cient is found tobe 055 :1:0 : 20
rthe eld applied h a®%;b;® axes, which are the prin—
cipal axes of the e ective exchange Interaction. For de—
tailed description of the com pound, see Ref. E_Z].) The
observed gap can be as large as 0:3J where J is the ex—
change coupling in the chain direction, atH o = 7T where
the average m agnetization is 0:06 per site.

In this letter, we discuss the m echanian of the eld-
Induced gap observed in Cu Benzoate. W e argue that the
prin ary m echanisn isdue to an e ective staggered eld.
A spointed out by D enderet al. 'Q.'], an e ective staggered

eld is generated by the altemating g-tensor. W e found
that the e ective staggered eld is also generated by the
D zyaloshinskiiM oriya OM ) interaction, and the latter

is no less In portant than the former. O ur theory suc—
cessfully explains the experin ental data, including the
angle dependence of the gap. For quasione-din ensional
com poundsw ith altemating crystalaxes, both e ectsare
expected. Thus, our theory should apply to such com —
pounds in general.

Since the interchain coupling is very weak in the com —
pound, the gap form ation should be understood prim ar-
ily In a one-dim ensionalm odel. In this letter, we restrict
our discussion to one-dim ensionalm odels. Asa 1rst ap—
proxin ation, the system would be described as the stan—
dard isotropic H eisenberg antiferrom agnet. A ctually, the
neutron scattering data at zero m agnetic eld is consis-
tent w ith the theoretical analysis based on the standard
H eisenberg m odelw ith exchange coupling J = 157m &V .
However, the standard Heisenberg m odel in an applied

eld ram ainsgapless from zerom agnetic eld up to satu—
rated m agnetization E]. T hus we have to consider som e
m odi cation.

Even ifwe generalize the m odelH am iltonian, the sys—
tem rem ains gapless for generic values of the m agnetiza—
tion, as long as it has rotation symm etry about the di-
rection ofthem agnetization (we callthisaxialsymm etry
hereafter). This can be seen from abelian bosonization
orthe generalized Lieb-Schultz-M attis theoram Eﬂ]. Since
the gap is observed w ith a continuously changing m ag—
netization, i must be related to a breaking of the axial
sym m etry. Let usdiscussthis using abelian bosonization.
Here we follow the notation and convention of Ref. ﬁ_ﬁ'],
and take the direction ofthem agnetization asthe quanti-
zation axis (z-axis.) The breaking ofthe axialsymm etry
allow s a series of operators € ® 7, where ~ is the dual

eld, R is the com pacti cation radiis, and n is an inte-
ger. Ifone ofthese operators appears n the H am iltonian
w ith a non-vanishing coe cient, and it is relevant (in the
R enom alization-G roup sense), w e expect an energy gap .

A sin ple possbility of axial sym m etry breaking is the
exchange anisotropy, Including the djpole-dipole interac—
tion. H owever, the m agniude of the anisotropy is of or-
derof1% ofJ Bi]. From a bosonization analysis, w hich
we do not discuss in detail in this letter, we estim ate the
gap nduced by the exchange anisotropy as 10 °J at the

eld of 7 T. This is too an all com pared to the exper—
In ental value up to 0:3J. Thus we must seek another
m echanism .

Cu Benzoate has altemating crystal axes, which gives
an altemating g-tensor. D ue to the altemating g-tensor,
a uniform applied eld produces an e ective staggered


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9706085v1

eld on the spin chain as pointed out in Ref. ﬁ_.:]. M ore—
over, an additionalcontribution to the e ective staggered
eld com es from theDM interaction,which isalso present
due to the altemating crystalaxes. Both lead to a trans—
verse staggered eld, nam ely the direction of the stag—
gered el is (@In ost) orthogonalto the direction of the
m agnetization. As we will see, these two contributions
to the staggered eld are of sam e order and both are
In portant in analyzing the angle-dependence ofthe gap.
A ccording to Ref. f_?:], the local g-tensor for Cu ions
is given by g = diag 2:08;2:05;2:36) in the local princi-
pal coordinates. D ue to the altemating direction of the
oxygen octahedra around the Cu ions, the principal axes
of the g-tensor altemates along the chain. In the ex-
perim ent, the eld is applied in the principal directions
@%;0; ™) of the total exchange anisotropy. (For details,
see Ref. f].)
T he gtensor n a%;b; P-bases ['2:] is given by

1
0:0190 0:0906

2115
g=@¢ 0019 2:059 0:04954 ; @)
0:0906 0:0495 2316

w here corresponds to the two hequivalent sites.
For example, if we apply the magnetic ed in ®-
direction, the e ective staggered eld generated by g-—
tensor is (0;0:025;0)H in a®c®-coordiates. (The sign
of the staggered eld is de ned by referring to the even
sites.) For eld applied n b® and a® directions, it is
(0:0095;0;0:025)H and (0;0:0095;0)H , respectively.

On the other hand, ignoring other than the nearest—
neighbor interaction, DM interaction in the chain can be
w ritten as
X .

(1’0 &5 Sy1): @)

Hpm =
J

N ote that the factor ( 1)3 ispresent, as required from the
crystal structure g,’_j] W hen am agnetic eld isapplied,
an e ective staggered eld is generated through the DM
Interaction. W hilk it is possble to see this by a M ean—
Field argum ent, it can be deduced from the follow ing
exact m apping. In fact, we can elin inate the DM inter-
action by a rede nition of the spin variables ﬂj.,'g] For
sin plicity, let us assum e the D' points in the z-direction.
T hen, the H eisenberg H am iltonian wih aDM interaction
is given by

X
H =% U Sy5 1S5+ 0 S558,5, 1+ hie)]
J
X
+J B35 1555+ S33855: 10 ©)
j
whereS = S* 1iSY andJ = J+ iD . By the rotation

about z-axisby an altemating angle

+ + 1 =2 a7t | + i=2,
Say 1 Sy4€ iSy9 11 Sy 1€ ; 4)

where tan = D =J, the Ham iltonian is transform ed to

1 . -X + +

H = 533 J B2y 1S25+ 5358551+ ic))]
X J
+J [SZZj 15223. + Szzjszzj+1]: )
j

Nam ely, theDM interaction iselim inated, resulting in an
anisotropic exchange coupling. T his anisotropy would be
cancelled by the exchange anisotropy before the rede ni-
tion ofeqg. ('_4),under som e assum ptions -g]. In any case,
the resulting anisotropy would be an all for Cu Benzoate
and is neglected in the present letter.

W hen an extemalm agnetic eld is present, the Zee—
man tem appears in the original H am ittonian. For ex—
am ple, if we apply the m agnetic Pe]d In x-direction, the
Zeeman tem iSH geeman = Ho .Sg‘ where H ( is the
extermal eld A fter the rede nition (g:),the Zeem an term
gives

X X

Hocos— S¥ Hysh—
0 2 5 0 >
3 3

( 1)jsj¥: 6)

Namely, the e ective staggered eld of strength
H( sin ( =2) is generated in y direction. For generaldi-
rections of the DM vector D' and the extemal eld Hy,
the direction ofthe e ective staggered eld isHy D .If
D << J, then D =J and the staggered eld is given
by " 0 D=2.

In Cu Benzoate, a staggered el is already present be-
fore the rede nition, due to the altemating g-tensor. T he
totale ective staggered eld is obtained by the rede ni-
tion ofthe Zeem an tem (_6) togetherw ith the altemating
g-tensor. Fora an allaltemating part ofthe g-tensor, the
totale ective staggered eld isgiven by a sum oftwo ef-
fects. Both e ects produces a transverse staggered eld
(orthogonal to the direction of the applied eld), apart
from the an all longitudinal com ponent due to the uni-
form part of the o -diagonal elem ents of the g-tensor.
W e neglect the longitudinal com ponent of the staggered

eld, which is actually very sm allin Cu Benzoate.

Thuswe are ked to consider a one dim ensional H eisen—
berg Ham ittonian with m utually perpendicular uniform

eld H and staggered eld H
N X
H =

i

US; Siu1 HSI+h( 1)'siy )

with H >> h. It is Instructive to analyse the m odel (':2)
In the standard spin-wave theory approxin ation (lowest
order 1=s expansion) E_Q], although som e of the conclu—
sions will be m odi ed when we take Into account one—
din ensionalquantum uctuations m ore accurately. T he
classicalgroundstate is a canted antiferrom agnetic struc—
ture. The canting angle measured from the x-axis, ,
determm ined by m inim izing the classical energy is the so—
ution of: 2Jssin2 H sin hocos = 0. Now con—
sidering uctuations around this classical groundstate to



Jowest order in 1=s gives 2 branches of spin-w aves, in the
antiferrom agnetic B rillbuin zone (kj< =2) wih ener-
gies:

E cos2

(8)

k)= fRIscos2 + H sin + hcos Js(1
coskP Us(cos2 + 1)coskfgt2:

In the case h = 0, the m inimum energy of two m odes
areE, = H and E 0atk = 0. The G oldstone
m ode corresoonds to a precession of the spins around
the x axis. A non-zero staggered eld h gives thism ode
a nite gap. To kading order In h but all orders In H
this is given by:

p
E ()= 4Jshl+ @ 2=8J32s2)][l ™ =4Js)’T"*: (9

N ote the singular dependence on h but the weak depen—
denceon H ;E (0) is essentially independent of H until
H O Js). Conversely, the upperm ode E; (0) depends
only weakly on h but strongly on H . In the caseh = 0,
the existence ofthe upperm ode at energy H ism ore rig—
orously established l_l-(_]‘] w fthout the spin-wave approxi-
m ation. The upperm ode E ; is presum ably observed in
the experin ent: the peak at higher energy h! 0:8m eV

In Fig. 2 (@) ofRef. @4'] is consistent w ith the upperm ode
energy H = 7T 0:8m &V . Taking into account 1D crit—
ical uctuations, the powerdaw behaviour of the lower
gap E  (0) / h'™? is changed to h?=3, as we will discuss
below . It is reasonable to expect the weak dependence of
the owergap on H to rem ain true.

T he Iow -energy behavior of the system should be well
describbed by Abelian bosonization. In the bosonization
approach, the only e ects ofthe uniform eld H is shift
of the Fem im om entum ky and the renomm alization of
the com pacti cation radiisR . T he transverse staggered

eld is m apped to the operator cos 2 R 7). Thus, the
e ective low -energy theory for the m odel (:_ﬂ) is given by
the sineG ordon m odelw ith the Lagrangian density
)+

cos 2 R™): (10)

T he operatorcos 2 R ™) hasdin ension R?, and ism ore
relevant than the exchange anisotropy. A ctually, it is the
m ost relevant operator In the system . At zero eld, the
system isisotropicandR = 1= 2 );thedin ension ofthe
staggered eld operator is 1=2. The radiisR isa ected
mainly by the uniform eld. tse ect m ay be estim ated
from the Bethe A nsatz solution for the H eisenbergm odel
under a uniform eld. The dim ension of the operator
cos 2 R7™) is reduced to R? 041 at H 0523 (7
T for Cu Benzoate). W hilke the uniform eld doesa ect
the low -energy excitation, the e ect is not drastic. This
is consistent w ith the spin-wave calculation.

A Renom alization-G roup argum ent show s that the
gap is proportionalto h ¢ 9 where d is the din en-
sion of the relevant operator and h is the totale ective

)

gap

staggered eld. If we neglect the e ect of the uniform

ed H,d= 1=2 and thus h 273 = %7, P recisely
speaking, there is a log-correction due to the presence
of the m arginal operator fL1]: h 2=39lbgh{=%. The
log-correction isnot signi cant In the present case. W hike
the eld-theory argum ent gives the exponent for the gap,
it does not determ ine the m agniude. Thus, we studied
num erically the excitation gap ofthe S = 1=2 H eisenberg
antiferrom agnetic chain undera staggered eld (outw ith
no uniform eld), by Lanczosm ethod up to 22 sites. The
result is shown in Fig.1l. W e found that, for an all stag—
gered eld h, the lowest excitation gap to the totalm ag—
netization 1 sector behaves consistently wih the eld-
theory prediction. W e xed the proportionality constant
as

h ,_5_. h,_
=185(=)"7Jjbg—7"° (D)
J J
from the num erical result.
Smallest Transverse Gap induced by Staggered Field
0.6 T T T
o gap &
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0.2 | -
0.1 [ i
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FIG.1l. The lowest excitation gap to F S* = 1 sector in
the H eisenberg antiferrom agnetic chain, induced by the stag—
gered eld h. The gap is obtained by an extrapolation of

nite-size gap by Lanczos m ethod upto 22 sites. Both gap
and h are m easured In unit of the coupling constant J. The
data is well t by the eld-theory prediction h?~®jlogh{=°,
w ith a coe cient 1:85.

Sihce the e ective staggered eld h is proportional
to the applied eld H,, the gap should be propor-
tionalto H ">, This is n a good agreem ent w ith the
experim ent ﬁ_j] In which the gap is found to scale as
H%%°® fr three directions of the m agnetic eld. This
supports our basic clain that the eld-induced gap is
due to the e ective staggered eld. If we Inclide the
change in R? due to the uniform ek, the exponent
changes to 063 at Hy = 7T . Taking an average, the
agreem ent w ith the experim ent is in proved. M oreover,
the sine-G ordon m odel {L0) is integrable. The ekmen-
tary exciations are given by soliton, anti-soliton and
soliton-antisolition boundstates (\breathers"), and their



exact m ass ratios are available Il-zj,:_l-é] For an Intro—
duction, see fy example Ref. [i4]) At the isotropic
point R = 1= 2 , there are two kinds of breathers,
and the m ass of the lighter breather is degenerate w ith
the soliton/anti-soliton, form Ing a triplet. The m ass ra—
tio the triplt and the singlt (heavier breather) is
1 : 3. When the SU (2) symm etry is broken, the
triplet is split and them ass ratio for light breather, (anti-
)soliton and heavy breather is 2sin [ 2R%=(@4 2 R?)]:
1:2sin[?R?=@2 R?)]. ForHy = 7T, R? = 041
and the ratio is 0579 :1 :1:45. This is close to the ratio
of three peaks observed in Figure 2 of Ref. I_J’.], at 017
mev,022meV and 0:34mev. (0:77 :1 :155).

In the experin ent, them agnitude ofthe staggered eld
due to the altemating g-tensor depends on the direction
of the applied eld. The ratio is 0:019 : 0053 : 0:049 for

el applied 1 a%b;® directions. This can be under—
stood in our theory, because the proportionality constant
between h and H ( depends on the eld direction. Ifwe
only consider the staggered g-tensor e ect, the ratio of
the gap is 0:019%73 :0:053%=% : 0:049*=° 1 :2:0 :19.
This does not explain the observed ratio of the gap
0:55 :1 :2:0. In particular, the order of gap forb and ®
is reversed. T hus, i is necessary to inclide the e ective
staggered eld due to the DM Interaction, In order to
explain the gap.

In general, them agnitude of D' is argued to be of order
of ( g=g)J where g is a shift of g-factor in the crys-
tal t_é]. In CuBenzoate, g=g 0:l.W hilem oreprecise
estin ate of ' in Cu Benzoate is unknown, it should be
in acplane (or equivalently a®Pplane) from the crystal
structure i_é,:gf] Thus D is speci ed by two param eters,
for example, by D = P jand the angle between I
and a%-axis. W e rst detem ined D' so that it reproduces
the experin entally observed angle dependence ofthe gap
a® :b: P = 055 :1:20. We Hund two solutions:
( ;D)= (022;0:034J) and ( 0:0066;0:10J). ( isin ra-
dians.) Both directions are close to a%-axis (or a®axis) as
clained in Ref. g]. M oreover, both values ofD are con—
sistent w ith the general estim ate D ( g=g)J 0dJ.
T hus, it hasbeen shown that a reasonable m agnitude of
the DM interaction can give the angl dependence ob—
served in the experim ent.

W e can also estin ate the m agnitude of the gap from
our theory, using {_1-1:) . For the form er solution ( ;D) =
022;0034J), the gap Pr Hy = 7T applied in b-
direction is 0:096J. For the latter solution ( ;D) =
( 0:0066;0:10J), the gap for the same eld is 0:15J.
Both gives a correct order ofm agnitude com pared to the
experin entalvallie 02meV = 0:13J in Ref. E]. M ore
quantitative com parison would require further analysis
of the speci ¢ heat data, since aspects of the treat-
ment in Ref. 'E:] could be questioned. They t the low-—
tem perature soeci ¢ heat by six independent m assive
bosonsw ith sam egap ,but the sine-G ordon theory pre—

dicts fourelem entary excitationsw ith di erentm asses, as
discussed. W hilke their estin ate presum ably gives correct
order of m agniude, the precise valie would be changed
by a re ned analysis. E xperin entsw ith other eld direc—
tions would provide a further check of our theory.

F inally, we com m ent on other consequences of our the—
ory. From a scaling argum ent, the staggered m agnetiza—
tion behaves as H 3:3 . The direction of the staggered
m agnetization is given by the e ective staggered eld.
T hus our theory could be tested if the staggered m agne—
tization is m easured. M oreover, by the rede nition é'ff),
the physical spin operator corresponds to a rotated spin
operator in the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet w ithout the
DM interaction. W hilk i has no drastic e ect on the
neutron scattering experin ent, it a ects the susceptibil-
ity m easurem ent dram atically. T he observed susoceptibil-
ity exp iS given by a linear com bination of the uniform
susceptbility  and the staggered one s ofthe Heisen—
bergm odel. Since the latter divergesat low tem perature,

exp Would also diverge at low tem perature. This could
explain the enhancem ent of the susceptibility observed
n Ref. {_l-g], though a quantitative theory would require
Inclision of interchain Interactions. Further discussions,
Incliding details of the argum ents in the present letter,
w illbe given in a future publication.

W e thank Collin Broholn form any stim ulating discus—
sions, aswellas for providing resultsprior to publication.
T he num erical calculation in this work wasbased on the
program package TITPACK ver 2.0 by H .Nishin ord.
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