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Abstract

W epresentthetheory ofnonzero tem perature(T)spin dynam icsand trans-

portin one-dim ensionalHeisenberg antiferrom agnetswith an energy gap �.

For T � �,we develop a sem iclassicalpicture oftherm ally excited parti-

cles. M ultiple inelastic collisions between the particles are crucial,and are

described by a two-particleS-m atrix which hasa super-universalform atlow

m om enta. This is established by com putations on the O (3) �-m odel,and

strong and weak coupling expansions (the latter using a M ajorana ferm ion

representation)forthe two-leg S = 1=2 Heisenberg antiferrom agnetic ladder.

Asan aside,wenotethatthestrong-coupling calculation revealsa S = 1,two

particlebound statewhich leadstothepresenceofasecond peak in theT = 0

inelasticneutron scattering(INS)cross-section forarangeofvaluesofm om en-

tum transfer.W eobtain exact,ornum erically exact,universalexpressionsfor

thetherm albroadeningofthequasi-particlepeak in theINS cross-section,for

them agnetization transport,and forthe�eld dependenceoftheNM R relax-

ation rate 1=T1 ofthe e�ective sem iclassicalm odel:these are expected to be

asym ptotically exactforthequantum antiferrom agnets.Theresultsfor1=T1

arecom pared with theexperim ental�ndingsofTakigawa et.al.and theagree-

m entisquite good.In the regim e �< T < (a typicalm icroscopic exchange)

we argue that a com plem entary description in term s ofsem iclassicalwaves

applies,and give som e exactresultsforthe therm odynam icsand dynam ics.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Form orethan a decade now,m uch e�orthasbeen devoted to understanding the prop-
ertiesofa variety ofinsulating one-dim ensionalHeisenberg antiferrom agnets. By now,the
basic facts about these system s are very wellestablished: Heisenberg antiferrom agnetic
(HAF)chainswith integerspinsateach siteexhibitagap in theirexcitation spectrum while
those with half- integer spins are gapless [1,2]. Am ong the spin-1=2 ladder com pounds,
thosewith an even num beroflegsexhibitagap justliketheintegerspin chains[3,4,5]while
ladderswith an odd num beroflegsaregaplessanalogousto thehalf-integerchains[5].

Theoretically,the universallow-energy properties ofthe gapped system s are wellde-
scribed by the one dim ensionalquantum O (3) non-linear �-m odel(NL�M ) without any
topologicalterm [6,7,8].A lotisknown exactly aboutthis�eld theory [9,10,11]and thisis
directly usefulin understanding thegapped system s.Thespectrum ofthe�-m odelconsists
ofa tripletofm assivespin-1 particlesasthelowestenergy excitationsfollowed by m ultipar-
ticle continua with no bound states. M any zero tem perature (T)propertiesofthe gapped
system s,including low frequency dynam iccorrelations,can beexplained using theexactin-
form ation availableon the�-m odel[12].On theotherhand,untilvery recently exactresults
forT > 0 wererestricted to static,therm odynam icproperties[13]whilem any experim ental
observables(such astheinelasticneutron scattering (INS)crosssection and NM R relaxation
rates)directly probedynam icalcorrelationsatnon-zero tem perature.

(The universallow-energy properties ofthe gapless system s have been treated via a
m appingtoacertain critical�eld theory [14].In contrasttotheNL�M ,powerfultechniques
that exploit the conform alinvariance ofthe theory can be used to determ ine exactly for
T > 0 som edynam icalcorrelatorsthataredirectly probed by NM R experim ents[15,16,17].
Sim ilarm ethodshavebeen used to obtain resultsforT > 0 on staticpropertiesaswell[18].
Transportpropertieshave also been studied recently [19,20,21],with resultsthatare quite
di�erentfrom thoseweshallobtain hereforgapfulsystem s.)

Thispapershalldealexclusively with theT > 0dynam icalpropertiesofgapped Heisen-
bergspin chains.A portion ofourresultshaveappeared earlierin ashortreport[22],where
we presented them in the contextofthe continuum NL�M ,butdid notfully discusstheir
range ofapplicability. Here we shalltake a m ore generalpointofview ofworking directly
with lattice Heisenberg antiferrom agnets. The m ain,and essentially only,requirem ent on
thespin chain being studied isthatithavean energy gap and thatitslow-lying excitations
consistofa tripletofspin-1 particleswith thedispersion

"(k)= �+
c2k2

2�
+ O (k4)::: (1.1)

Herek isbeing m easured from an antiferrom agneticwavevectorQ = �=a (k = q� Q,and a
isthe lattice spacing),and we have introduced a velocity cto param etrize the m assofthe
particles as�=c 2. Thisisin keeping with the ‘relativistic’spectrum ofthe O (3)�-m odel
"(k)= (� 2 + c2k2)1=2,although m ostofourresults willnotrely on thisrelativistic form .
Gapped spin chainswith aspontaneouslybroken translationalsym m etry (spin-Peierlsorder)
can have spin-1/2 particle excitations:we shallnotdealwith thiscase explicitly,although
webelievem ostofourresultscan also beextended to thesesystem s.
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The energy gap � is an im portant energy scale which shallplay a centralrole in our
analysis.The m ajority ofourresultswillbein theregim e T � � (we shalluseunitswith
�h = kB = 1 throughout)which wenow discuss.

In this regim e, there is a dilute gas of excited particles present, and their m otion
and collisions dom inate the dynam icalproperties we study. In particular their spacing
� ce�=T =(�T)1=2 ism uch largerthan theirtherm alde-Brogliewavelength � c=(�T)1=2.As
argued in Ref[23],theseparticlescan betreated classically exceptwhen twoofthem collide.
Such two-particlecollisionsneed to betreated quantum -m echanically and aredescribed by
an S-m atrix,which is,in general,a com plicated function oftheparticlem om enta and spin
orientations. Conservation oftotalm om entum and energy im plies that m om enta before
and aftercollisionshave to be the sam e,and O (3)invariance and unitarity im pose further
constraints,buta fairly com plex structureisstillperm itted{wewillseesom eexplicitexam -
plesin thispaper. However,the r.m .s. therm alvelocity ofa particle vT = (T=�)1=2c! 0
asT=� ! 0 and thuswe need the S-m atrix only in the lim itofvanishing incom ing (and
outgoing)m om enta. One ofthe centralingredientsin ourcom putationswillbe ourclaim
thatin thislim it,allofthe com plexity disappears,and theS-m atrix hasa super-universal
form ;forthescatteringeventshown in Fig1wehave(here�i= x;y;zarethethreepossible
valuesoftheO (3)spin label)

S
�1�2

�0
1
;�0

2

(k1;k2;k
0
1;k

0
2)= (� 1)��1�02��2�01(2�)

2
�(k1 � k

0
1)�(k2 � k

0
2); (1.2)

Noticeespecially theoppositepairing ofm om entum and spin labels:crudely speaking,the
m om enta go \through" the collision,while the spins\bounce o�"| thisdichotom y willbe
crucialtoourconsiderations.W edub thislim itingvalueoftheS-m atrix ‘super-universal’as
itrequiresonly thatthelowestlyingexcitationsabovethegap satisfy (1.1)atlow m om enta.
Thevalue,however,doesnotdepend on param eterssuch ascand �.M oreover,weexpect
thislim iting resultto hold even atthe lattice levelforgeneric m icroscopic m odelsofone-
dim ensionalantiferrom agnets with m assive spin one excitations;we shallsee one explicit
exam plethatbearsoutthisexpectation laterin thepaper.

W ith thissim ple form oftheS-m atrix in hand,we willusethesem iclassicaltechniques
ofRef[23]to analyze dynam icalpropertiesofspin uctuations nearq = 0 and q = Q in
term softhem otion ofthedilutegasofquasiparticles.

W ewillbegin by discussing thepropertiesoftheS-m atrix fortwo-particlescattering in
the lim it oflow m om enta in Section II. In Section IIA we consider the S m atrix forthe
O (3)non-linearsigm a m odel.Thishasbeen com puted forallm om enta by Zam olodchikov
and Zam olodchikov,and we shallshow thatthe zero m om entum lim itdoesindeed satisfy
(1.2).

However,the �-m odelis a continuum theory;it would be m uch m ore satisfactory to
be able to directly see that(1.2)holdsforsom e speci�c m icroscopic m odel,and explicitly
verify thatlattice e�ectsdo nota�ectthe sim ple structure ofthislim it. One such m odel
isthe S = 1=2,two-leg Heisenberg antiferrom agnetic ladderwith inter-chain exchange Jk
and intra-chain exchangeJ? .Thepropertiesoftheladdercan beanalysed using a ‘strong-
coupling’expansion [24]in powersofJk=J? forthe m icroscopic lattice Ham iltonian ofthe
system .In Section IIB weshallexplicitly verify (1.2)forvanishing velocitiesin thislattice
m odelwithin this strong-coupling expansion. Parenthetically, we note that our strong-
coupling analysisalso allowsusto m akepredictionsaboutinteresting featuresin theT = 0
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dynam icstructurefactorS(q;!)which arespeci�cto thesystem considered.In particular,
we �nd that,to second order in Jk=J? ,a two-particle S = 1 bound state gives rise to a
secondpeak (in addition totheusualpeak com ing from thestablesingleparticleexcitations
ofthe system )in S(q;!)fora range ofvaluesofq around Q. Thisshould be ofrelevence
to inelasticneutron scattering (INS)experim entson theladdercom poundsand itishoped
thatthey experim entally verify theexistence ofthise�ect.

In Section IIC we study the com plem entary ‘weak-coupling’expansion in powers of
J? =Jk forthetwo-legladder.Aswasshown in Ref[25],thisexpansion leadstoadescription
ofthelow-energy,long-distancepropertiesoftheladderin term sofan e�ective�eld theory
ofa tripletofm assiveM ajorana ferm ions.TheHam iltonian fortheM ajorana ferm ionsalso
has a four-ferm ion coupling which has generally been ignored in previous treatm ents. In
the absence ofthisscattering,the M ajorana ferm ionsare free,and the resulting S-m atrix
does not obey (1.2). In this paper, we consider the e�ect ofthe four-ferm ion coupling
in perturbation theory.W eshow thatthisexpansion su�ersfrom severeinfra-red problem s
which havetoberesolved byan in�nite-orderresum m ation.Thestructureofthedivergences
isvery sim ilarto thosealso presentin thelarge-N expansion ofthe�-m odelabove,and we
�nd thattheresulting resum m ed S-m atrix oftheM ajorana ferm ionsdoesindeed obey the
analogue of(1.2). So neglecting the four-ferm ion coupling [26],(oreven treating it in an
unresum m ed m annerat�niteorderin perturbation theory)isa very bad approxim ation at
low m om enta,and weexpectthatcorresponding divergencesin theperturbativeevaluation
ofthespin-spin correlation function invalidatethedynam icalresultsofRef[26]atlow T.

In Section IIIwe shallturn to a discussion ofthe dynam icalproperties in the regim e
0< T � �.Ourresultsapply universally to allgapped one-dim ensionalantiferrom agnetic
system swith spin one quasiparticles;indeed they rely only on the dispersion (1.1)and the
S-m atrix in (1.2).Allourresultswillbeexpressed solely in term softheparam eterscand
�,thetem perature,T and theexternal�eld H .

In Section IIIA westudy thedynam icsofthestaggered com ponent(with wavevectorq
close to Q)ofthe uctuationsin the spin density. M ore precisely,we study the dynam ical
structurefactorS(q;!)forqcloseto Q.Apartfrom som eoverallfactors,thisdirectly gives
the INS crosssection at the corresponding values ofm om entum and energy transfer. At
T = 0,thedynam icalstructurefactorhasasharply de�ned �-function peak at! = "(q� Q)
forq nearQ. Thispeak can be thoughtofasarising from the ballistic propogation ofthe
stable quasiparticle ofthe system . At non-zero tem peratures,the peak broadens as the
quasiparticlesu�erscollisionswith othertherm ally excited particles.Them ain objectiveof
Section IIIA isto describe the precise lineshape ofthe quasiparticle peak in the dynam ic
structurefactorforT > 0.

In the�-m odelapproach,thestaggered com ponentsofthespin density arerepresented
by the antiferrom agnetic orderparam eter�eld ~n. W e willuse the sem iclassicalm ethod of
Ref-[23]to calculate the space and tim e dependent 2-point correlation function ofthe ~n
�eld forT > 0. This allows us to calculate the therm albroadening ofthe single particle
peak in the dynam icalstructure factorS(q;!)forwavevectorsq nearQ. In particular,we
�nd thatthe dynam ic structure factorin the im m ediate vicinity ofthe quasiparticle peak
at(q= Q,! = �)m ay bewritten in a reduced scaling form as
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S(q;!)=
A cLt

�2�
�

 
! � "(k)

L
�1
t

!

; (1.3)

wherek = q� Q,A isthe(non-universal)quasiparticleam plitudeofthespin oneexcitations
ofthesystem ,Lt =

p
�e�=T =3T isthetypicaltim espentbyatherm allyexcited quasiparticle

between collisions with other particles,and � is a com pletely universalfunction that we
determ ine num erically in thispaper.Noticethattem perature entersthisscaling form only
through Lt. W e claim , though this is not rigorously established, that these results for
the broadening are asym ptotically exact forT � �: allcorrections to the line-width are
expected to be suppressed by positive powersofT=�. Som e evidence forthe exactnessof
ourresultsem ergesfrom consideration ofsim plersystem swhere exactresultsforthe line-
broadeningareavailablefrom thequantum inversescattering m ethod [27];asweshallseein
Section IIIA,oursem iclassicalresultsarein perfectagreem ent[23]with these.Itishoped
that experim entalstudies ofthe tem perature dependence ofthe INS cross-section in this
regim ewillcon�rm theseresults,particularly thesim plescaling form (1.3).

In Section IIIB we turn to the correlations of the conserved m agnetization density,
or dynam ic uctuations near q = 0,for T � �. Unlike the staggered case,the overall
m agnitude ofthe m agnetization density uctuationsisuniversaland given by T�u,where
�u istheuniform susceptibility ofthesystem (thenon-universaloverallscaleofthestaggered
com ponentisreected forinstance by the presence ofthe overallconstantA in (1.3)). In
thistem peratureregim e,wehavethewell-known resultfor�u [13]:

�u =
1

c

�
2�

�T

�1=2

e
��=T (1.4)

W e shallstudy the dynam ics ofthe m agnetization density in Section IIIB [22]. W e shall
show thatthelong-tim ecorrelationsofan e�ectivesem iclassicalm odelarecharacterized by
spin di�usion,and obtain thefollowing resultforitslow T spin-di�usion constantD s:

D s =
c2

3�
e
�=T (1.5)

Using the Einstein relation forthe spin conductivity �s = D s�u,we obtain from (1.4)and
(1.5)

�s =
c

3

� 2

��T

� 1=2

; (1.6)

Notice thatthe exponentially large factore�=T hasdropped out,and �s diverges with an
inverse square-rootpowerin T asT ! 0. The sem iclassicalm odelispossesses an in�nite
num ber oflocalconservation laws: in Appendix A,we discuss how the existence ofspin
di�usion can be com patible with these localconservation laws. However,these resultsdo
notrigorouslyallow ustoconcludethattheultim atelong-tim ecorrelationsoftheunderlying
gapped quantum spin chain are di�usive. This has to do with a subtle question oforder
oflim its: we com puted the S m atrix (1.2) in the lim it T=� ! 0,and then used it to
evaluate the long-tim e lim it ofcorrelations ofthe m agnetization,whereas in reality the
lim its should be taken in the opposite order. W hat we can claim is that our results will
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apply foralltim esupto a tim e scale which islargerthan the collision tim e Lt by a factor
which divergeswith a positive powerof�=T asT ! 0;thereisa substantialtim ewindow
in this regim e where we have established that the spin correlations are di�usive. Forthe
generic gapped quantum spin chain,we can reasonably expectthatthe ultim ate long-tim e
correlationsare indeed di�usive,and the only consequencesofthe om itted term sin the S
m atrix are subdom inant corrections to the value ofD s in (1.5) which are suppressed by
powers ofT=�. For the continuum NL�M with a relativistically invariant regularization
(thisisunphysicalforany experim entalapplication),the issue isa little m ore subtle: this
m odeldoespossessadditionalnon-localconserved quantities[28],butweconsideritunlikely
thatthesewillm odify thelong tim elim it[29].On theexperim entalside,however,di�usive
behaviourofthem agnetization density hasalready been convincingly dem onstrated in the
S = 1 one-dim ensionalantiferrom agnet AgVP2S6 by the NM R experim ents ofTakigawa
et.al.[30].

Ashasbeenarguedearlier[31],thedynam icuctuationsnearq= 0providethedom inant
contribution to the NM R relaxation rate 1=T1 forT � �. Thus,knowing the space and
tim e dependent two-pointcorrelation function ofthe conserved m agnetization density,we
areableto com putethe�eld and tem peraturedependent1=T1 in thisregim e.W eshallsee
thattheoverallscaleof1=T1 issetby theratio T�u=

p
D S.Aswaspointed outto usby M .

Takigawa [22],thisim m ediately leadsto an activation gap for1=T1 given as

� 1=T1 =
3

2
� : (1.7)

This di�erence between the activation gaps for �u and 1=T1 appears to clear-up puzzling
discrepenciesin theexperim entalliterature[30,32,5]forthevalueoftheenergy gap in these
system sobtained from Knight-shiftsusceptibilty m easurem entson theonehand,and 1=T1
NM R relaxation rateson theother;asystem atictabulation oftheactivation gapsforalarge
num berofgappedspinchains[33]doesindeedshow atrendconsistentwith(1.7).Thecrucial
factorof3=2 clearly arisesfrom theexponentialdivergence in D s.Thisdi�usive behaviour
we�nd arisesentirely from intrinsicinelasticscattering between thequasi-particles.In real
system stherewillalsobecontributionsfrom elasticscattering o�inhom ogenitieswhich will
eventually saturate the divergence ofD s as T ! 0. However,because ofthe strong spin
scattering im plied by (1.2)thee�ectsofinelastic scattering isparticularly strong in d = 1,
and can easily dom inateinhom ogenitiesin clean sam ples.

W ewillgivea detailed accountofthecalculationsleading up to ourexpression for1=T1
(som edetailson them ethod used arerelegated to Appendix C)and then go on to com pare
thetheoreticalpredictionsforthe�eld dependenceof1=T1 with theextensiveexperim ental
dataofTakigawaet.al.[30].W ewillseethatourresults(withoutany adjustableparam eters,
except for a �eld independent background rate) agree with the data extrem ely wellfor a
rangeofinterm ediatetem peratures.Atthelowesttem peraturesforwhich data isavailable,
thequality ofthe�tdeterioratessigni�cantly and the1=

p
H divergence predicted atsm all

�eldsseem stogetcuto�,presum ably bysom espin-dissipation m echanism presentin thereal
system . Atthe present tim e,we are unable to incorporate this dissipation in any serious
way in our approach. However,following Ref[30],we can phenom enologically introduce
som e spin-dissipation in ourresultsforthe long-tim e lim itofthe autocorrelation function
and obtain acorresponding expression forthe�eld dependenceof1=T1.Thisallowsusto�t
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thedata atthelowesttem peratureswith a phenom enologicalform thathasoneadditional
adjustibleparam etercorresponding to thespin-dissipation rate.W ealso presentresultsfor
thetem peraturedependence ofthise�ectiverate.

Finally, in Section IV we willturn to the regim e T � �. W e willdo this in the
context ofthe continuum O (3)�-m odelonly. Any continuum theory isapplicable to real
latticeexperim entsonly below som eenergy scale,and a naturalchoiceforthisenergy scale
is a typicalexchange constant J. So m ore speci�cally,we shallbe studying the regim e
� � T � J. ForT � J we expect the spins to behave independently,and the system
exhibitsa Curie susceptibility.Itisan open question whetherthewindow oftem peratures
� � T � J with universalbehavior exists at allin any given system ,and the answer
willsurely depend upon detailsofthe m icroscopics. Itisunlikely to be presentforS = 1
spin chains,but appears quite possible for S = 2 spin chains [34]. The static properties
ofthis regim e were �rst studied by Joliceour and Golinelli[35]using the N = 1 lim it
ofthe O (N )� m odelofRef[36]. W e shallpresent here an exact treatm entofstatic and
dynam ic propertiesforthe case ofgeneralO (N );the num ericalvaluesofthe N = 3 static
results are signi�cantly di�erent from the earlierN = 1 results. W e shallshow thatthe
antiferrom agneticcorrelationsdecay with acorrelation length �,which toleadinglogarithm s
in �=T isgiven atN = 3 exactly by

� =
c

2�T
ln

 
32�e�(1+ )T

�

!

; (1.8)

where isEuler’sconstant.W ealso obtain theexactuniform susceptibility

�u =
1

3�c
ln

 
32�e�(2+ ) T

�

!

(1.9)

(noticetheargum entofthelogarithm di�ersslightlyfrom (1.8)).Itisinterestingtocom pare
thetwo asym ptoticresults(1.4)and (1.9),and wehavedonethatin Fig 2.Itisreassuring
to �nd that the two results are quite com patible for T � �. This suggests that one of
eitherthe T � � orT � � asym ptotics are always appropriate. W e shallalso consider
the nature ofspin transport in the � � T � J regim e,and show that it is related to
transport in a certain classicalstatisticalproblem ofdeterm inistic non-linear waves. W e
have not established whether spin di�usion exists or not in this classicalproblem ;ifthe
correlations were di�usive,however,we are able to precisely predict the T dependence of
thespin di�usivity:

D s = B
T1=2[�(T)]3=2

[3�u(T)=2]1=2
: (1.10)

HereB isan undeterm ined universalnum ber,and �(T),�u(T)aregiven in (1.8,1.9).
Notice the com plem entarity in the two T regim esdiscussed above: the description for

T � � was in term sofsem iclassicalparticles,while thatfor� � T � J isin term s of
sem iclassicalnon-linearwaves.
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II.ZER O T EM P ER AT U R E P R O P ERT IES

The prim ary purpose ofthis section willbe to establish the S-m atrix by a variety of
m ethods.W ewillbegin in Section IIA byusingtherelativisticO (3)� m odel.In Section IIB
wewillconsiderthestrong-couplingexpansion ofthetwo-legladderin powersofJk=J? .This
section willalsopresentsupplem entary resultson som einterestingfeaturesin theT = 0INS
cross-section ofthestronglycoupled ladderarisingfrom thepresenceofaS = 1,two-particle
bound state in itsspectrum . Finally,Section IIC willconsider the com plem entary J? =Jk

expansion.

A .O (3) � m odel

Let us begin with a brief review ofthe �-m odelas an e�ective �eld theory for the
low-energy propertiesofthe gapped system s (fora m ore extensive discussion see [37]and
referencestherein).Theim aginary tim e(�)action ofthe�-m odelis

L =
c

2g

Z
1=T

0

d�dx

�

(@xn�)
2 +

1

c2
(@�n� � i��� H �n)

2

�

(2.1)

where x isthe spatialco-ordinate,�;�; = 1;2;3 areO (3)vectorindicesoverwhich there
is an im plied sum m ation,��� is the totally antisym m etric tensor,c is a velocity,H � is
an externalm agnetic �eld (we have absorbed a factorofthe electronic m agnetic m om ent,
ge�B ,intothede�nition ofthe�eld H .),and thepartition function isobtained byintegrating
overthe unitvector�eld n�(x;�),with n2�(x;�)= 1.The dim ensionlesscoupling constant
g is determ ined by the underlying lattice antiferrom agnet at the m om entum scale � �

inverse latticespacing to beg � 1=S whereS isthespin ateach sitein theoriginallattice
system . The �-m odelis used to m ake statem ents about physics at length scales � ��1

and tim e scales � (c�)�1 ; this physics is universally characterized by the dim ensionful
param etersc,H ,T,and �,the energy gap atT = H = 0. Though the m agnitude of�
isdeterm ined by non-universallatticescalequantities(� � c�e �2�=g forsm allg),thelong
distancephysicsofthe�-m odeldependson theselatticescalee�ectsonly through thevalue
of�,and hasno directdependence on g or�. Also,the energy-m om entum dispersion of
thestableparticle-likeexcitation ofthism odelisgiven by "(k)=

p
� 2 + k2c2,and thereis

a tripletofthem .Theconserved density ofthism odelcorresponding to itsO (3)sym m etry
isthe m agnetization density M �(x;�)= �L=�H�(x;�).In theHam iltonian form alism ,this
isrepresented by theoperatorM �(x).

Finally,tom akecontactwith thelatticeantiferrom agnet,wem usthaveaprescription for
representing thespin-density operators�(x)ofthelatticesystem in term softheoperators
ofthe�-m odel.Itism ostconvenientto do thisin term sofFouriercom ponents.W ehave:

s�(k + Q)/ n�(k)

(recallthatQ = �=a)and

s�(q)= M �(q)
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for jqj,jkjm uch sm aller than som e m icroscopically determ ined scale � �. The m issing
proportionality constantin the �rstrelation isnon-universaland related to the m agnitude
ofthespin ateachsiteintheoriginallatticesystem .Thus,the�-m odelallowsustorepresent
spin uctuationsnearq= Q (thesebeingthelow-energy degreesoffreedom )andnearq= 0.
Thisisofcourse because the q = 0 com ponentofthe spin density isthe conserved charge
corresponding to the O (3)sym m etry ofthe system ,and assuch m ustbe included in any
description oftheslow m odes.

The exact S m atrix ofthe collision oftwo particles in the �-m odelwas com puted in
a sem inalpaperofZam olodchikov and Zam olodchikov. Forthe scattering eventshown in
Fig 1 itis(recall�i= x;y;z arethethreepossiblevaluesoftheO (3)spin label):

S
�1�2
�0
1
;�0

2

(k1;k2;k
0
1
;k

0
2
)= (2�)2�(k1 � k

0
1
)�(k2 � k

0
2
)
h

�1(�)��1�2��01�02

+�2(�)��1�01��2�02 + �3(�)��1�02��2�01

i

(2.2)

where � = �1 � �2 is the ‘rapidity’,ki = (�=c)sinh� i for i = 1;2,and O (3) invariance
guaranteesa totallack ofH dependence in theresult.Thefunctions� in (2.2)are

�1(�)=
2�i�

(� + �i)(� � 2�i)

�2(�)=
�(� � �i)

(� + �i)(� � 2�i)

�3(�)=
� 2�i(� � �i)

(� + �i)(� � 2�i)
(2.3)

Now notice the structure ofthe lim it � ! 0 which is im portant for our purposes in the
region T � �:we �nd that� 1;2(� ! 0)= 0,while �3(� ! 0)= � 1. Thisestablishesthe
key result(1.2)forthiscontinuum m odel.

B .Strongly-coupled tw o-leg ladders

In thissection we concentrate on thepropertiesofa particularm odelsystem ,thespin-
1=2,2-leg Heisenberg antiferrom agnetic ladder,to which the low-energy phenom enology of
thepreceeding section isexpected to apply.TheHam iltonian ofthesystem m ay bewritten
as

H =
X

i

~SI(i)�~SII(i)+ g
X

i

�
~SI(i)�~SI(i+ 1)+ ~SII(i)�~SII(i+ 1)

�

: (2.4)

Here,the ~SI(i)and ~SII(i)arespin-1=2operatorsatsiteialongthetwo chainsthatm akeup
theladder,g isadim ensionlesscouplingconstantequaltotheratiooftheantiferrom agnetic
bond alongtheindividualchainsJk tothebond alongtherungsoftheladderJ? and wehave
setthebond strength J? alongtherungstobeunity;thisde�nesourunitofenergy.W ewill
analyze thism odelin thelim itofsm allg;this‘strong-coupling’expansion [24]isexpected
to bequalitatively correctforallg.Forg = 0,wejusthavea system ofisolated rungswith
the two spins on each rung coupled antiferrom agnetically. The ground state is a product
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state with each rung in a singletstate. The lowestlying excited statesform a degenerate
m anifold with precisely onerungprom oted tothetripletstate.Perturbativecorrectionsin g
would presum ably m akethistriplet‘particle’hop around producingasingle-particleband of
tripletexcitationsasthelowestlying excited states.Thuswe expectthatourperturbative
analysiswillbem ostconveniently perform ed in a representation thatdirectly describesthe
stateofindividualrungsoftheladder.W ith thisin m ind,weswitch to the‘bond-operator’
form alism introduced in Ref[38].Following Ref[38],wewritethespin operatorsas:

S
�
I(i)=

1

2

�

s
y(i)t�(i)+ t

y
�(i)s(i)� i��� t

y

�(i)t(i)
�

; (2.5)

S
�
II(i)=

1

2

�

� s
y(i)t�(i)� t

y
�(i)s(i)� i��� t

y

�(i)t(i)
�

; (2.6)

where �,�,and  are vectorindicestaking the valuesx,y,z,repeated indicesare sum m ed
over,and � is the totally antisym m etric tensor. sy(i) and ty�(i) are respectively creation
operatorsforsingletand tripletbosonsatsitei(in theprevioussection wehad used ~s(x)to
denotethespin density ofthelatticesystem ;hereweshalluse~�(x)to denotethesam eand
reserve s forthesingletboson operator).Therestriction thatphysicalstateson a rung are
eithersingletsortripletsleadsto thefollowing constrainton theboson occupation num bers
ateach site:

s
y(i)s(i)+ t

y
�(i)t�(i)= 1 :

Thespin density isgiven by

��(i)= � i��� t
y

�(i)t(i):

Itisalso convenientto de�ne

��(i)= s
y(i)t�(i)+ t

y
�(i)s(i):

TheHam iltonian in term softheseoperatorsisgiven as

H = H 0 + V ; (2.7)

where

H 0 =
X

i

�

�
3

4
s
y(i)s(i)+

1

4
t
y
�(i)t�(i)

�

; (2.8)

and

V =
g

2

X

i

(��(i)��(i+ 1)� ��(i)��(i+ 1)) : (2.9)

In thisrepresentation,theground stateforg = 0isjustthestatewith every siteoccupied
byasingletboson.Tozeroth orderin g,thelowestexcited statesform adegeneratem anifold
with atripletboson (ofarbitrary polarization)replacing thesingletparticleatprecisely one
site.Higherexcited statesalso form degeneratem anifoldslabelled by thenum berofsinglet
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particlesthatare replaced by tripletbosons.In whatfollows,we willdescribe statesby the
num ber(which can only bezero orone)and polarization ofthetripletparticlesateach site,
the singletoccupation num bers being determ ined by the constraint. Thus we willloosely
referto the statewith no tripletparticlesasthe ‘vacuum ’.Atthisorderin g,thephysical
particle-likeexcitation ofthesystem iscreated atsiteibytheaction of��(i)on thevacuum ,
and thuscoincideswith thebaretripletparticle.In generalathigherordersin g,weexpect
that the physicalsingle particle states ofthe system willcontain an adm ixture ofstates
with m ore than one bare particle present. Sim ilarly,the physicalvacuum willalso have a
com ponentwith non-zero bareparticlenum ber.

In fact,itisquite convenientto m ake a canonicaltransform ation (determ ined orderby
order in g) to an auxillary problem in which the physicalparticle states do not contain
adm ixturesofstateswith di�erentbareparticlenum ber.TheHam iltonian oftheauxillary
problem isrelated totheoriginaloneby asim ilarity transform ation.Theenergy eigenvalues
obtainedinthism annerofcoursegivetheenergylevelsoftheoriginalHam iltonian.However,
to recover the corresponding wavefunctions,one has to undo the e�ects ofthe canonical
transform ation.W ewillusethisconvenientform ulation ofperturbation theory below aswe
discussthestrong-coupling expansion.

Theauxillary Ham iltonian in thisapproach isgiven by

~H = e
iW H e�iW ; (2.10)

whereW istheherm itian operatorthatgeneratesourcanonicaltransform ation.W echoose
W to m eetthefollowing criteria:

� The m atrix elem ents of~H between states with di�ering num bers ofbare particles
should bezerotoagiven orderin g.Notethatthisim pliesthattheelem entary excita-
tionsoftheauxillary Ham iltonian arejustthebareparticles.Howevertheirdynam ics,
and theirm utualinteractions(in m ultiparticlesectors)aredeterm ined by therestric-
tion of ~H totheappropriatesubspaceofde�niteparticlenum ber.Thisrestriction gives
thecorresponding energy levelsoftheoriginalHam iltonian H correctto thatorderin
g. Thisthen serves asoure�ective Ham iltonian forthe corresponding sectorofthe
originalproblem .

� This does not com pletely specify W . W e therefore also require that W have zero
m atrix elem entsto a given orderin g between any two statespopulated by the sam e
num berofbareparticles.

Thesecriteria�x W uniquely orderby orderin gand in generalwehavean expansion for
W thatreads:W = g(W 1 + gW 2 + ::: ).Itisquitestraightforward to usethisprocedure
togeneratean expansion in gforthee�ectiveHam iltoniansin theoneand twoparticlesector
ofthe originalproblem (the ‘e�ective Ham iltonian’in the physicalvacuum sectorisjusta
constant equalto the ground state energy calculated to the relevant order in g). Solving
forthe eigenstatesand eigenvaluesofthese e�ective Ham iltoniansisjusta sim ple exercise
in elem entary quantum m echanics. Ifthe eigenstatesofthe spin-ladderare ofinterest(as
they willbe when we calculate S(q;!)perturbatively),we willhave to obtain them from
theeigenstatesj iofthee�ective Ham iltonian using
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j iphysical= e
�iW j i: (2.11)

Afterthispream ble,weturn totheactualcalculations.Aswehavem entioned earlier,the
scatteringm atrixin thelow-energylim itisacrucialinputtothesem iclassicalcalculationsat
non-zero tem perature,and itisthereforeinteresting tohaveresultsforitin ourm icroscopic
m odel.So,to begin with,letuslook atthetwo-particlesectorand work outthescattering
propertiesofthephysicalparticles.

Firstweneed to �nd thee�ectiveHam iltonian forthetwo-particlesector.To �rstorder
in g,thisisjustgiven by therestriction ofH 0 + V to thetwo particlesubspace.Instead of
introducingalotofcum bersom enotation towritethisdown,wewilljustlisttheam plitudes
ofthevariousprocessesthatareallowed in thistwo body problem :

� Each particlecan hop onesiteto theleftortherightwith am plitudeg=2exceptwhen
theneighbouring sitein question isoccupied by theotherparticle.

� W hen the two particles are at neighbouring sites,there is a non-zero am plitude for
spin rotation. Consider the state ji;�1;(i+ 1);�2i which has one particle atiwith
polarization �1 (which can beanyoneofx,y,z)and anotherparticleati+ 1with polar-
ization �2.Theam plitudetom akeatransition from thistothestateji;�1;(i+ 1);�2i
is(� g��1�1��2�2)=2 .

To solve forthe scattering statesofthistwo-body problem ,itism ore convenient to work
in a basis in which we labelthe spin part ofthe two particle states by the totalangular
m om entum J and thevalueofitszcom ponentJz.Thespin rotationam plitudenow becom es
justa J dependentnearestneighbourpotentialwhich takesthe valuesg=2,� g=2,and � g

for J = 2,1,and 0 respectively. Note that the potentialenergy is independent ofJz as
one would expectfrom rotationalinvariance. Itisnow quite sim ple to �nd the scattering
eigenstatesin each channel.Thespatialwavefunction in channelJ m ay bewritten as

 (x1;x2)= P̂Jf
�

e
ik1x1+ ik2x2 + rJ(k1;k2)e

ik2x1+ ik1x2
�

�(x2 � x1)g ; (2.12)

where P̂J isthesym m etrizing operatorforJ = 2,0 and the antisym m etrizing operatorfor
J = 1,and rJ isthereection coe�cientthatcom pletely speci�esthescattering properties
oftheparticles.FortherJ wehave:

r2 = �
e�ika � 2cos(kcm a=2)

eika � 2cos(kcm a=2)
; (2.13)

r1 = �
e�ika + 2cos(kcm a=2)

eika + 2cos(kcm a=2)
; (2.14)

r0 = �
e�ika + cos(kcm a=2)

eika + cos(kcm a=2)
; (2.15)

wherek = (k1� k2)=2,kcm = k1+ k2 ,and a isthelatticespacing alongthelength ofeither
ofthetwo chainsthatm akeup theladdersystem .Notethatk1 and k2 both rangeoverthe
interval(0;2�=a).Theenergy ofthescattering statelabelled by fk1;k2g (theenergy ofthe
ground statebeing setto zero)isgiven by
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E (k1;k2)= 2+ gcos(k1a)+ gcos(k2a):

This is consistent with the �rst order result [24]for the single particle dispersion rela-
tion:E (k)= 1+ gcos(ka).

Thenextstep isto usetheseresultsforthereection coe�cientsto obtain theS-m atrix
forthistwo-body problem in the lim itoflow velocities. Low velocitiesim ply valuesofk1
and k2 in the vicinity ofthe band m inim um at �=a,i.e k close to zero and kcm close to
2�=a. Both r2 and r1 have the lim iting value � 1 ask ! 0,kcm ! 2�=a. However,r0 is
singularin the vicinity ofk = 0,kcm = 2�=a;itsvalue dependson the orderin which the
two lim itsk ! 0 and kcm ! 2�=a aretaken.Thisissom ewhatdisconcerting aswe expect
a well-de�ned low-velocity lim itwhich agreeswith the predictionsofthe O (3)NL�M �eld
theory.

Toidentifythesourceofourproblem ,letuslookm orecloselyattheexpression forr0.W e
noticethatr0,considered a function ofthecom plex variablek,hasa polein theupperhalf-
planefora rangeofvaluesofkcm .Thisindicatesthepresenceofa bound statein theJ = 0
channelforthecorresponding valuesofkcm .Thisbound statehitsthreshold,i.eitsbinding
energy goesto zero,askcm ! 2�=a. Itisthe presence ofa bound state atthreshold that
causesthe singularbehaviourofthe reection coe�cientin the lim itk ! 0,k cm ! 2�=a.
Clearly,iftherewerearangeofkcm around 2�=a forwhich therewasnosingletbound state,
then we would nothave thisdi�culty. Itturnsout(aswe shallbriey outline later)that
extending our calculation to the next order in g leads us to precisely this conclusion and
givesa well-de�ned lim iting valueof� 1 forr0 ask ! 0,kcm ! 2�=a.

Thisresultcan now beused to obtain theS-m atrix ofourauxillary two-body problem .
W e are interested,however,in the S-m atrix that describes the scattering ofthe physical
particle-like excitationsofthe spin-ladder. Thankfully,itisquite easy to see thatthough
thewavefunctionsofthetwo problem sarerelated by a canonicaltransform ation,thepurely
‘o�-diagonal’form ofW im plies that the two are the sam e at least to �rst order in g.
Transform ing to thebasisused in (1.2),weseethattheS-m atrix in thelow velocity lim itis
indeed given by (1.2)Thus,thissuper-universalform ofthe S-m atrix holdsforourlattice
m odeland lends support to the idea that it is a generally valid consequence ofjust the
slow m otion ofthe particles and is in no way dependent on the specialproperties ofthe
continuum �-m odel.

To wind up this part ofour discussion,let us now sum m arize the calculation ofthe
reection coe�cients to �rstorderin g. W e need to �nd the e�ective Ham iltonian ofour
auxillary two-body problem to second orderin g. Thisinvolves �rstworking outW 1 and
then using thisto obtain thee�ectivetwo-body Ham iltonian.To O (g2),wegeneratein this
m anneranadditionalnext-nearestneighbourhoppingterm andsom eadditionalJ dependent
nearest-neighbourinteractions. W e skip the detailsasthey are som ewhattediousand not
particularly illum inating.TheJ = 0 reection coe�cient(correctto O (g))obtained in this
m annerisgiven as:

r0 = �
e�ika + cos(kcm a=2)� gcos(kcm a)

�

3e�ika + eika
�

=4

eika + cos(kcm a=2)� gcos(kcm a)(3eika + e�ika )=4
: (2.16)

From this, it is easy to see that there is no pole in the upper half k-plane as long as
jkcm a� 2�j<

p
8g.Thism eansthatthereisno singletbound statepossiblein thisrangeof
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kcm .Thisisconsistentwith ourexpectation thatattheverylowestenergies,thetwo-particle
spectrum should be free ofbound statesin orderto m atch the predictionsofthe �-m odel.
M oreover,(2.16)hasa well-de�ned low-velocity lim itof� 1 asclaim ed earlier.

The foregoing analysishasshown thatthe two particle sectorhasa spin S = 0 bound
state which leadsto som e interesting threshold singularitiesforthe scattering m atrix. Ex-
am iningourexpressionsforthereection coe�cients,wenoticethatthereisin factabound
statein theS = 1 channelaswell(actually,thereisalso a S = 2 anti-bound state;we will
notdelve furtherinto thataspectofthe spectrum here). Now,a S = 1 excited state can
haveobservableconsequencesfortheINS cross-section ofa system and wem ightexpectto
seesom einteresting featuresin thesam easa resultofthis.

W ith thism otivation,letusturn totheperturbativecalculation ofthedynam icstructure
factoratT = 0. W e pick a coordinate system in which the two chains thatm ake up our
ladder are parallelto the x axis and have y coordinates of+d=2 and � d=2 respectively,
where d isthe distance between them (forsim plicity,we are assum ing here thatthe rungs
oftheladderareperpendicularto itslegs).Thespinsalong a chain arelocated atx values
equalto integerm ultiplesofa.W e denotetheposition ofeach spin in thex-y plane by ~R.
W ede�ne ~P = (qx;qy).TheT = 0 dynam icstructurefactorm ay bewritten as

S(~P;!)=
1

2�

Z

dt
a

2L

X

~R ~R 0

h�0ĵS
z
~R
(t)Ŝz

~R 0
(0)j�0ie

�i ~P �(~R � ~R 0)+ i!t ; (2.17)

wherej�0iistheground stateofthesystem ,L isthelength ofeach chain,and Ŝ~R
denotes

the spin operator at ~R in the Heisenberg representation. Our strategy is to write down
the usualspectralrepresentation for(2.17)and then evaluate it perturbatively. Actually,
a com plete calculation ofthe second ordercontribution would involve the eigenstateswith
m orethan two-particlespresent;below wewillignorethiscom plication and con�neourselves
tocalculatingthecontribution oftheoneand two-particlesectors,correcttotheappropriate
orderin g.

The spin operator at any site is a sum oftwo term s: a single particle piece com ing
from the �� ,and a two particle partcom ing from the spin density operator��.From the
structure ofthestrong-coupling expansion,itisclearthatthesingle particlepartdoesnot
have m atrix elem ents between the ground state and any state in the two particle sector;
sim ilarly thetwo-particlepiecedoesnothavem atrix elem entsbetween theground stateand
any state in the single-particle sector. Thus,keeping only the contributions from the one
and two particlesectors,wecan writeto second orderin g:

S(~P;!)=
1

2

X

1�particle states

�(! � E1)jh�1j�z(� qx)j�0ij
2sin2

 
qyd

2

!

+
1

2

X

2�particle states

�(! � E2)jh�2j�z(� qx)j�0ij
2cos2

 
qyd

2

!

; (2.18)

where j�1iand j�2idenote oneand two particle statesrespectively,and �z(qx)and �z(qx)
denotethediscreteFouriertransform sof�z(x)and �z(x).Letusdigressfora m om entand
think in term softheinelasticneutron scatteringcross-section foraprocesswith m om entum
transfer ~P and energy tranfer!;thiscoincideswith thedynam icstructurefactorapartfrom
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som e geom etricalfactors. Thisscattering can ofcourse produce a single spin-one particle
in the spin system . But there is also a non-zero am plitude for producing a pair ofthese
particlesclose to each other(asisclearfrom the actualcalculationsdescribed later).This
istheorigin ofthesecond term in (2.18).

Now,thesetwopiecescontributetothestructurefactoroververy distinctintervalsalong
thefrequency axis.W hileitisin principlepossibletocalculateboth term scorrecttoO (g2),
we willcon�ne ourselves below to calculating the leading perturbative correction foreach
value of!. Thus,we willcalculate the single particle piece only to �rstorderin g,while
doingafullsecond ordercalculation forthetwo-particlepiece.Below,wegiveabriefoutline
ofthecalculation and then discussour�nalresults.

Tocalculatethesingleparticlepiece,we�rstneed todeterm inetheground stateand the
physicalone-particlestatewavefunctionscorrectto O (g).Thisinvolvesusing W correctto
�rstordertoobtain thephysicalwavefunctionsfrom thewavefunctionsofthecorresponding
auxillary problem (forthe one-particlesector,these arejustplane wavesto allordersin g;
thisfollowsfrom translationalinvariance).A sim ple calculation then givestheone-particle
pieceas

S1(~P;!)=
1

2
(1� gcos(qxa))sin

2

 
qyd

2

!

� (! � E (qx)) ; (2.19)

whereE (qx)= 1+ gcos(qxa).
Turning to the two-particle piece,we see that one can actually ignore the distinction

between thephysical2-particlewavefunction and thewavefunction oftheauxillarytwo-body
problem . M oreover,itsu�ces to consider the auxillary problem to �rstorderin g. Also,
since theground state hasspin zero and we arelooking atthe m atrix elem entsofa vector
operator,we need to consider only the triplet (J = 1) channelofthe auxillary problem .
The only subtlety lies in the fact that we need to consider the bound state contribution
as wellas the usualcontribution ofthe scattering states. From (2.14),we see that this
bound state exists for � < kcm a < � + �=3 and for 3� � �=3 < kcm a < 3� (rem em ber
kcm ranges from 0 to 4�=a). Thinking in term s ofan inelastic neutron scattering event
with m om entum transferqx in the fundam entaldom ain (0,2�=a),we see thatthisbound
state can be excited for� < qxa < � + �=3 and for� � �=3 < qxa < �.In the lattercase,
m om entum isconserved m oduloareciprocallatticevectorof2�=a.Ofcourse,in addition to
thebound statecontribution thereisa background term com ing from thescattering states
in thischannel. Again,the two particlescan be created in the scattering state eitherwith
totalm om entum kcm equalto the m om entum transfer qx,or with the two di�ering by a
reciprocallatticevectorof2�=a.

The actualcalculationsare quite elem entary and we proceed directly to the resultsfor
the two-particle contributions. The bound state contribution for2�=3 < qxa < 4�=3 m ay
bewritten as:

SB (~P;!)=
g2

2
cos2

 
qyd

2

!

sin2
�
qxa

2

��

1� 4cos2
�
qxa

2

��

� (! � EB (qx)) ; (2.20)

where E B (qx)= 2� g(1+ 4cos2(qxa=2))=2 .On the otherhand,the scattering statesgive
riseto thefollowing background contribution forj! � 2j< +2gjcos(qxa=2)j:
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Ssc(~P;!)=
g

�
cos2

 
qyd

2

!

sin2
�
qxa

2

�
q

4g2cos2(qxa=2)� (! � 2)2

g+ 2(! � 2)+ 4gcos2(qxa=2)
: (2.21)

Note thatforqxa = 2�=3 or4�=3,there isa square-rootdivergence atthe lowerthreshold
to the continuum in !;these areprecisely the valuesofqx forwhich the binding energy of
the triplet bound-state goesto zero. This enhanced scattering can thus be thought ofas
arising from the presence ofthe triplet bound state at threshold. The salient features of
these resultsare sum m arized in Fig 3 and Fig 4. Fig 3 isa plotofthe positionsalong the
! axisofthesingleparticlepeak,thebound statepeak,and thebottom ofthetwo-particle
continuum asa function ofqx. In Fig 4,we show the spectralweightin the single particle
and bound statepeaksasa function ofqx.

Thus,weseethatthattheexistenceofa tripletbound stateoftwo elem entary spin-one
excitations leads to som e interesting features in the dynam ic structure factor. Actually,
qualitatively sim ilarfeatures,again arising from a tripletbound-state,had been predicted
earlier[39]in thealternating one-dim ensionalHeisenberg antiferrom angneticchain.Recent
INS experim ents[40,41]on (VO)2P2O 7 do indeed see a second sharply de�ned peak in the
dynam icalstructure factor for a range ofvalues ofqx. W hile this com pound had been
previously thoughtto be a good exam ple ofa spin-ladder [42],m ore recent work [43]has
favoured thealternating chain m odel[44]and theINS resultshave been interpreted [41]in
term softheadditionalbound statecontribution predicted in Ref[39].Thus,ourresultsm ay
notbe ofdirectrelevance to thisparticularexperim entalsystem . However,ourwork does
predictthatasecond peak in theINS cross-section should beseen in strongly coupled ladder
system s and itisquite possible thatthe feature persists to allordersin the perturbation
expansion we have em ployed. It would be interesting to con�rm this e�ect by looking at
othersystem sthatare m ore convincingly m odelled by a sim ple ladderHam iltonian and it
ishoped thatfutureexperim entsdo indeed seethee�ectscom ing from thebound state.

C .W eakly-coupled tw o-leg ladders

In thissection,weanalyzetheladdersystem (2.4)in thecom plem entary weak-coupling
lim it:J? � Jk.An elegantm apping developed by Shelton et.al.[25]allowsoneto express
the low-energy,long-distance properties ofthe m odelin term s ofa continuum theory of
weakly-interacting m assive M ajorana (real)ferm ions.W ewillanalyzethelow-energy scat-
tering propertiesofthespin oneexcitationsoftheweakly-coupled ladderby working in this
M ajorana ferm ion representation.

W e begin with a briefreview ofthe M ajorana ferm ion representation. W e willnotat-
tem pthereto describein any detailtheprocedureused [25]to arriveatthis�eld-theoretic
representation.Instead,we willbe contentwith a rathertelegraphic sum m ary oftheprin-
cipalsteps involved. To begin with, one writes down the usual, free, m assless bosonic
theory [14]forthe low-energy propertiesofeach ofthe two S = 1=2 Heisenberg antiferro-
m agnetic chainsthatm ake up the ladder. The interchain exchange J? isthen turned on,
introducing a local,isotropic (in spin space) coupling between the spin-density operators
ofeach chain in the bosonic representation. This has two pieces to it: one coupling the
staggered partsofthe spin densitieswith each otherand the otherdoing the sam e forthe
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uniform com ponent. Now,one works with sym m etric and antisym m etric com binations of
the two boson �elds (one foreach chain)and transcribes everything to a ferm ionic repre-
sentation,introducing one Dirac ferm ion for the sym m etric com bination and another for
theantisym m etric com bination in theusualm anner(fora readableaccountoftherelevant
m achinery ofAbelian bosonization,see forinstance the review [45]by Shankar). The last
step is to write each Dirac ferm ion as two M ajorana ferm ions. Ifone leaves outthe uni-
form partofthe coupling to begin with,the theory in term softhe M ajorana ferm ionsis,
rem arkably enough,a free-�eld theory. The staggered partofthe coupling justprovidesa
m ass� to each ofthetwo M ajorana ferm ionsobtained from thesym m etriccom bination of
thebosons,whilethetwo M ajorana ferm ionsobtained from theantisym m etriccom bination
acquirem asses�and� 3�respectively (theactualenergy gap isgiven by theabsolutevalue
ofthem ass).ThethreeM ajoranaferm ionswith m ass�form thespin onetripletweexpect
on generalgrounds,and thefourth M ajoranaferm ion representsa high-energy singletm ode
thatwillnotbe very im portantforourpurposes. The m assparam eter� ofthe theory is
proportionalto J? with the proportionality constantbeing non-universal. Finally,turning
on thecoupling between theuniform partofthespin densitiesgivesusa four-ferm ion inter-
action term between these m assive M ajorana ferm ionswhich willplay a crucialrolein our
analysisoftheS-m atrix.

The procedure outlined above givesusthe following Ham iltonian forthe e�ective �eld
theory written in term sofM ajorana ferm ions:

H =
X

a= x;y;z

H � (�
a)+ H �3� (�)+ H I ; (2.22)

herethe�a and � areM ajorana ferm ion �eldswith anticom m utation relationsgiven as

f�R (x);�R (y)g= �(x � y);

f�L(x);�L(y)g= �(x � y);

f�aR(x);�
b
R(y)g= �ab�(x � y);

f�aL(x);�
b
L(y)g= �ab�(x � y); (2.23)

with allotheranticom m utatorsbeing equalto zero,H m (�)isde�ned in generalas

H m (�)=
ivF

2

Z

dx(�L@x�L � �R @x�R � m �R�L); (2.24)

with vF � Jka and theinteraction term H I m ay bewritten as

H I = g

Z

dxf�xR�
x
L�

y

R�
y

L + �
y

R�
y

L�
z
R�

z
L + �

z
R �

z
L�

x
R �

x
L � (�xR�

x
L + �

y

R �
y

L + �
z
R�

z
L)�R �Lg ; (2.25)

with g � J? a. Note that each M ajorana ferm ion is a two com ponent object, the two
com ponentsbeinglabelled withthesubscriptsR andL todenotethe‘right-m oving’and‘left-
m oving’parts. To m ake contactwith the originalspin-ladder,we also need a prescription
forexpressing thespin-operatorsoftheladderin term softheM ajorana ferm ions.In sharp
contrast to the �-m odel,only the uniform part ofthe spin-density operator has a local
representation in term softheferm ions;thecom ponentsofthespin-density nearq= Q can
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beexpressed only in term sofhighly non-localfunctionsoftheferm i-�elds[25].W ehavethe
followingexpressions[25]fortheuniform parts,~J1 and ~J2,ofthespin density on each chain:

J
a
1(x)=

i

2
(
1

2
�
abc
�
b
�(x)�

c
�(x)+ �

a
�(x)��(x));

J
a
2(x)=

i

2
(
1

2
�
abc
�
b
�(x)�

c
�(x)� �

a
�(x)��(x)); (2.26)

wheretheindex � takeson valuesR orL and repeated indicesaresum m ed over.Notethat
the �eld � corresponding to the non-universalhigh-energy singlet m ode drops out ofthe
expression forthe uniform partofthe totalspin-density ofthe ladder which can then be
expressed entirely in term softhespin onetriplet�elds.

W eshall�nd itconvenient,when itcom esto actually doing any calculations,to rewrite
allofthe foregoing in term s offerm ionic creation and annihilation operators. These are
de�ned as follows: Let �̂a�(p) and �̂�(p) denote the Fourier transform s of�a�(x) and ��(x)
respectively.W ewrite

�̂
a
�(p)= f�(p)ta(p)+ �f�(� p)tya(� p);

�̂�(p)= g�(p)s(p)+ �g�(� p)sy(� p); (2.27)

whereta(p)and s(p)aretheferm ionicannihilation operatorscorrespondingtothetripletand
singletm odesrespectively and f�(p)and g�(p)arecom plex-valued functionsofp which we
specify below. These creation and annihilation operatorsobey the usualanticom m utation
relations:

fta(p);t
y

b(q)g= 2��ab�(p� q);

fs(p);sy(q)g= 2��(p� q); (2.28)

withallotheranticom m utatorsequaltozero.Interm softheseoperators,thenon-interacting
partoftheHam iltonian reads

H 0 =
Z 1

�1

dp

2�
"(p)tya(p)ta(p)+

Z 1

�1

dp

2�
"s(p)s

y(p)s(p); (2.29)

where"(p)= (p2v2F + � 2)1=2,"s(p)= (p2v2F + 9� 2)1=2,and therepeated index a issum m ed
over.Thefunctionsf� and g� areactually chosen to ensurethatthenon-interacting Ham il-
tonian has this sim ple diagonalform in term s ofthe creation and annihilation operators;
this choice guarantees that the operators sy and tya,as de�ned in (2.27),create the true
quasiparticlesofthenon-interacting system .Theexpressionsforf� and g� arebestwritten
asfollows:

fR (p)= u� (p) p> 0 ;

fR (p)= iv� (p) p< 0 ;

fL(p)= �fR(� p) 8p ;

gR (p)= u(�3�) (p) p> 0 ;

gR (p)= iv(�3�) (p) p< 0 ;

gL(p)= �gR(� p) 8p ; (2.30)
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herethefunctionsum (p)and vm (p)arede�ned in generalas

um (p)= cos(�m (p)=2);

vm (p)= sin(�m (p)=2); (2.31)

with the angle �m (p) being speci�ed by cos(�m (p)) = vF jpj=(m 2 + v2F p
2)1=2,sin(�m (p)) =

m sgn(p)=(m 2 + v2F p
2)1=2.Now,wecan rewritetheinteraction term in norm alordered form

with respectto thesesingletand tripletcreation and annihilation operators.Thequadratic
term s so generated give the �rst order correction to the m asses ofthe singlet and triplet
m odes(thiscorrection hasalready been calculated in Ref[25]by otherm eans).Thequartic
term left over,has,in addition to the usual,norm al-ordered,particle-num ber conserving
piece, other pieces that involve pair creation and destruction. The fullexpressions are
som ewhat m essy and we refrain from displaying them here. However, and this is key,
we willneed only a very sim ple part (corresponding to the low m om entum lim it ofthe
particle-num ber conserving piece) ofthis quartic term forthe calculation ofthe S-m atrix
in thelow-m om entum lim it;ourm ethod ofwriting everything in term softhecreation and
annihilation operatorshasthe advantage ofidentifying and isolating thispiece atthe very
outset. Finally,as an aside,we note that the totalspin operator ofthe system m ay be
written in term softhetripletoperatorsas

S
a
tot = i�

abc

Z 1

�1

dp

2�
t
y

b(p)tc(p); (2.32)

thiscon�rm sthatthetripletcreation operatortya doesindeed createasinglespin onequasi-
particle(with polarization a)ofthenon-interacting system .

W ith allofthisin m ind,letusturn to the analysisofthe scattering propertiesofthis
m odel. As we are hoping to calculate the S-m atrix perturbatively in the coupling g,it
is convenient to write S = 1 + iT . The ‘transition-m atrix’ T can then be calculated
perturbatively using the standard �eld-theoretic prescription that relates it to the corre-
sponding am putated,connected Green’sfunctionsofthe theory. Letusm ake thisprecise
for the case we are interested in: nam ely,a scattering process in which the initialstate
consists oftwo particles,one with m om entum k1 and spin polarization �1,and the other
with m om entum k2 and spin polarization �2,and the �nalstate hastwo particleslabelled
by (k01;�

0
1)and (k02;�

0
2). Note thatwe are now nottalking aboutthe bare particlesofthe

non-interacting theory,buttheactualphysicalquasiparticlestatesofthesystem ,correctto
the relevantorderin the perturbative expansion in g. The corresponding m atrix elem ent,
S
�1�2
�0
1
;�0

2

(k1;k2;k01;k
0
2)� hk01 �

0
1;k

0
2 �

0
2jSjk1 �1;k2 �2i,m ay then bewritten as

S
�1�2

�0
1
;�0

2

(k1;k2;k
0
1;k

0
2)= (2�)2��1�01��2�02�(k1 � k

0
1)�(k2 � k

0
2) +

(2�)2�(Ef � Ei)�(kf � ki)iM
�1�2
�0
1
;�0

2

(k1;k2;k
0
1;k

0
2); (2.33)

whereE f = "(k0
1
)+ "(k0

2
)and E i= "(k1)+ "(k2)arethe�naland initialenergiesrespectively,

kf and ki are the totalm om enta in the �naland initialstatesrespectively,and M isthe
‘reduced’m atrix elem ent(with energy and m om entum conserving � functionsrem oved)for
theprocessunderconsideration.
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W enow specializetothecasek1 = k,k2 = � k (k > 0);thisspecialcaseallowsustom ake
our basic point (regarding the infrared divergences present in a perturbative calculation
ofthe scattering properties) while keeping the calculations sim ple. In this case,we m ay
decom posethescattering m atrix asfollows:

S
�1�2
�0
1
;�0

2

(k;� k;k01;k
0
2)= �(k01 � k)�(k02 + k)

h

S1(k)��1�2��01�02

+S2(k)��1�01��2�02 + S3(k)��1�02��2�01

i

: (2.34)

Now,energy and m om entum conservation in one dim ension provide enough constraintson
thetwo-bodyproblem toensurethattheallowed �nalstateshavethesam esetofm om entum
labels as the initialstate. This allows us to convert the overallenergy and m om entum
conserving � functions in the second term of(2.33)to � functions thatidentify k0

1
with k

and k02 with � k.In theprocess,weofcourseintroduceadditionalkinem aticfactorscom ing
from theJacobian (wearebasically using �(f(x))= �(x)=jf0(x)j).Using this,wecan write

S1(k)=

 
"(k)

2kv2F

!

iM 1(k);

S2(k)= 1+

 
"(k)

2kv2F

!

iM 2(k);

S3(k)=

 
"(k)

2kv2F

!

iM 3(k); (2.35)

whereM 1,M 2,and M 3 arede�ned in term softhefollowing decom position forM :

M
�1�2

�0
1
;�0

2

(k;� k;k;� k)=
h

M 1(k)��1�2��01�02 + M 2(k)��1�01��2�02 + M 3(k)��1�02��2�01

i

: (2.36)

Therelations(2.35)areusefulbecausethereisasim plediagram m aticprescription forthe
perturbative evaluation ofM . According to thisstandard �eld theoretic prescription [46],
iM

�1�2
�0
1
;�0

2

(k1;k2;k01;k
0
2)isproportionaltothesum ofall‘am putated’(factorscorrespondingto

externallegsom itted),fully connected,oneparticleirreduciblediagram scontributingtothe
tim eordered four-pointfunction with twoincom ingexternallinesand twooutgoingexternal
lines.Theincom ing linesm ustcarry m om enta k1 and k2,frequencies!1 and !2 setto their
respective ‘on-shell’valuesof"(k1)and "(k2),and spin labels�1 and �2 respectively. The
outgoing linesm ustcarry m om enta k0

1
and k0

2
,frequenciesagain setto theiron-shellvalues

of"(k01) and "(k02),and spin labels �01 and �02 respectively. Denoting the sum ofallsuch
diagram sschem atically by �4,wecan write

iM
�1�2
�0
1
;�0

2

(k1;k2;k
0
1;k

0
2)= (

p
Z)4�4(k1 �1;k2 �2;k

0
1 �

0
1;k

0
2 �

0
2); (2.37)

where the �eld-strength renorm alization factorZ com esinto play because the singletand
tripletcreation operatorssy and tya create the bareparticles,while we are asking questions
aboutthescatteringpropertiesofthephysicalquasiparticleexcitations.W ewillnotbevery
carefulhere aboutthe precise de�nition ofZ;itwillsoon becom e apparentthatthisdoes
notplay any rolein thecalculation wedo.

Before we set about calculating �4,we need to specify our conventions regarding the
diagram m atic representation ofperturbation theory. As shown in Fig 5,we denote the
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propogator of the triplet particle by a solid line with an arrow carrying m om entum k,
frequency ! and spin label�;thishasa factorof i=(! � "(k)+ i�)associated with it. It
turnsoutthatwe do notneed to consider any diagram sthathave lines corresponding to
singletparticlesand wewillnotbothertointroduceadiagram m aticrepresentation fortheir
propogator.W ealsodisplay ourdiagram convention forthefourpointverticesofthetheory
in the sam e �gure;again,only the particle num ber conserving vertices in which allfour
lines involved correspond to triplet particles have been assigned a diagram as the others
willnot play a role in what follows. One type ofvertex,labelled (a) in Fig 5,depicts a
processin which two particlesofm om entum p3 and p4,both with spin label� = x scatter
into a �nalstatepopulated by two particleswith m om enta p1 and p2,and spin label� = y.
The fullm om entum dependentfactorassociated with thisdiagram isalso shown below it.
W e willneed only a very sim ple low-m om entum lim it ofthis expression in m ost ofwhat
follows.Theotherkind ofvertex,labelled (b)in Fig5,showsincom ing particleswith labels
(p3 y)and (p4 x)scattering into a �nalstate populated by particleswith labels(p1 x)and
(p2 y)respectively. Again,the fullm om entum dependentfactorisdisplayed alongside for
com pleteness. W e willm ostly need only the value ofthis factor when allfour m om enta
equalzero;thisisgiven sim ply by � ig. Ofcourse,allotherverticesofthe sam e type,but
having di�erentspin labelsthatcan beobtained from theseusing theO (3)sym m etry ofthe
problem ,havethesam efactorsassociated with them .

W earenow in a postition to do som ecalculations.W ebegin by noting that,apartfrom
the overallfactorof(

p
Z)4 which we are ignoring fornow,iM 1(k),iM 2(k)and iM 3(k)are

equalto�4(k x;� k x;k y;� k y),�4(k x;� k y;k x;� k y),and �4(k x;� k y;k y;� k x) re-
spectively. Itisquite sim ple to calculate these three quantitiesto leading orderin g. The
diagram scontributing toiM 1isshown in Fig6,whilethosecontributing toiM 2 and iM 3 are
shown in Fig 7.Evaluating these‘tree-level’am plitudes,weobtain

�4(k x;� k x;k y;� k y)= ig
k2v2F

"2(k)
;

�4(k x;� k y;k x;� k y)= ig
� 2

"2(k)
;

�4(k x;� k y;k y;� k x)= � ig : (2.38)

Aslongasweareinterested in only the�rstorderresultforS,wecan setZ = 1and directly
use these expressionsto getthe following resultsfortheleading low k behaviourofS1,S2,
and S3 correctto �rstorderin g:

S1(k)=
ig

2vF

 
kvF

�

!

;

S2(k)= 1+
ig

2vF

�
�

kvF

�

;

S3(k)= �
ig

2vF

�
�

kvF

�

: (2.39)

W eim m ediatelyseethattheperturbativeexpansion cannotbetrusted inthelow-m om entum
lim it because ofthe infrared divergences present in the expressions for S2 and S3. The
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structureofthis�rstorderresultisseen to bequalitatively sim ilarto theO (1=N )resultfor
the two-particle S-m atrix ofthe O (N )�-m odel[10]. In the lattercase,we know thatthe
exactvalueoftheS-m atrix isperfectly well-behaved in thek ! 0 lim itand isin factgiven
by the super-universalexpression (1.2). To obtain the correct result in this lim it for our
problem ,weneed toidentifytheleadinginfrareddivergencesateachorderin gandperform a
resum m ation.Now,wedonotexpectanyinfrared divergencesin theperturbation expansion
ofZ and asa resulttheprefactorof(

p
Z)4 in theexpression forM doesnotcontributeat

allto theterm sthatneed to beresum m ed;wewillforgetaboutthisfactorfrom now on.
Let us now try and identify the leading infrared divergent diagram s at each order in

perturbation theory.Firstofall,itisclear,purely from frequency and m om entum conserva-
tion ateach vertex,thatnodiagram sinvolving paircreation orannihilation can providethe
leading divergence atany order. M oreover,only internalloopsin which both propogators
involved point in the sam e direction give a nonzero result on doing the integralover the
frequency running through theloop.A littlethoughtshould convincethereaderthatthese
two constraintsallow usto conclude thatthe ladderseriesshown in Fig 8 give the leading
infrared divergent term sin S2 and S3 to allorders in g. Turning ourattention to S1,we
see im m ediately thatFerm istatistics guaranteesthateach vertex in the analogousladder
series forS1 has enough factors ofm om entum associated with it to rule outany infrared
divergence appearing in S1.Ourtask isthusreduced to evaluating thetwo seriesshown in
Fig 8.To do this,we notethatasfarasthecoe�cientofthedivergentpiece isconcerned,
wecan ignorethem om entum dependenceofeach vertex and sim ply replaceitwith a factor
of� ig.Each crossing oftheferm ion propogatorsgivesafactorof� 1 and each loop integral
gives �=2kv 2

F . Putting allthis together and sum m ing the resultant geom etric series,we
obtain thefollowing non-perturbativeresultsforthelow m om entum behaviourofS2 and S3:

S2(k)=
2ikv2F

g�+ 2ikv 2
F

;

S3(k)=
g�

g�+ 2ikv 2
F

: (2.40)

An interesting featureoftheseresultsisthepolein theupper-halfk planeatk = i�g=2v 2
F

which seem s to suggest the presence ofa bound state. However,thisregion ofk space is
de�nitely beyond the dom ain ofvalidity of(2.40)and it is not clear what signi�cance,if
any,to ascribeto thiscuriousfact.

Turning to �rm er ground,we see that the foregoing im plies that the low-m om entum
lim itofthetwo particleS-m atrix isperfectly well-de�ned and isin factgiven by

S
�1�2

�0
1
;�0

2

(k1;k2;k
0
1
;k

0
2
)= ��1�02��2�

0

1
2��(k1 � k

0
1
)2��(k2 � k

0
2
): (2.41)

Notethatapartfrom an overallfactorofm inusone,thisisexactly thesuper-universalform
(1.2).Therelativesign issim ply aconsequenceofferm istatisticsand ourchoiceofphasefor
the�nalstateofthescattering process.In any case,wewillseethatwhen weusethesuper-
universalform oftheS-m atrix fordiscussing spin transport,theoverallphaseisim m aterial.
On theotherhand,theoverallfactorof� 1 in thesuperuniversalform (1.2)willbecrucial
when wework outthecorrelatorsofthestaggered com ponentofthem agnetization density.
Thism ay seem worrisom eat�rstsight.However,aswedonothaveany localrepresentation
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ofthestaggered com ponentofthespin density in term softheM ajorana ferm ion operators,
there isno contradiction atall. In fact,the sem iclassicaltechniques used in Section IIIA
m ay also beapplied to theproblem ofcalculating the�nitetem peratureGreen function of
theferm ions;thiswould correspond tocalculatingthe�nitetem peraturecorrelatorsofsom e
highly non-localstring operatorsoftheoriginalspin system .However,asitisdi�culttosee
how these m ay be accessible atallto any experim entalprobes,we do notpursue thisline
ofthoughtany further.

Thus,we see thatthe low-m om entum behaviourofthe S-m atrix in thisferm ionic rep-
resentation ofthe weakly-coupled ladderisconsistentwith the super-universalform (1.2),
although this behaviour is de�nitely not accessible to perturbation theory. This leads us
to believethatsim ilarinfrared divergenceswould invalidateany perturbativecalculation of
dynam icalpropertiesat�nitetem perature(when therewillbea dilutegasoftherm ally ex-
cited particlespresent)thatusesthisrepresentation.In particular,thisappearsto indicate
thattheresultsofRef[26]fortheNM R relaxation rate1=T1 areincorrectatlow T > 0.

III.D Y N A M IC S A N D T R A N SP O RT FO R 0 < T � �

Theresultsofthissection areexpected toapply toallgapped one-dim ensionalantiferro-
m agnetswith m assivespin-onequasiparticles.W ewilldevelop,whatwebelieveisan exact
sem iclassicaltheory ofdynam ics and transportforT � �. W e willconsideructuations
nearq= Q in Section IIIA,and nearq= 0 in Section IIIB.

A .T herm albroadening ofthe single-particle peak in S(q;!)

In thissection,we presentcalculationsleading up to ourresultsforthetherm albroad-
ening ofthesingleparticlepeak in thedynam icsstructurefactor.

The inelastic neutron scattering cross-section provides a direct m easure [1]ofthe dy-
nam icalstructurefactorS(q;!)which isde�ned as

S(q;!)=
1

2�

Z

dte
i!tĥs�(q;t)̂s�(� q;0)i; (3.1)

where ŝ�(q;t) is the Heisenberg representation operator corresponding to the com ponent
ofthe spin density at wavevector q,the expectation values are with respect to the usual
equilibrium density m atrix and sum m ation overtherepeated index � isim plied (notethat
weareassum ingrotationalinvarianceinspinspaceandworkingatH = 0).W eareinterested
in thestructurefactorforq closeto �=a.In thiscasewehave

S(q;!)/
1

2�

Z

dte
i!tĥn�(k;t)̂n�(� k;0)i; (3.2)

where k = q� �=a. To get a feelfor what (3.2) looks like at T = 0,let us consider a
particularlatticeregularization ofthe�-m odel,de�ned by thequantum rotorHam iltonian

H =
g

2

X

i

L̂
2

i �
1

g

X

i

n̂i:̂ni+ 1;
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where L̂i istheangularm om entum operatoroftherotoratsitei,n̂i istheunitvectorthat
denotes the position ofthe rotor at site iand we have tem porarily set c = a = 1. It is
not hard to analyze the properties ofthis m odelin a large g,strong coupling expansion;
m oreover this is expected to be qualitatively correct for allg in one dim ension [47]. To
lowest order,we can easily see that the ground state would just be a product state with
each sitebeing in an eigenstate ofL̂ with zero eigenvalue.The lowestexcited stateswould
be a degenerate m anifold corresponding to prom oting any one site to the L = 1 state and
thereby creating a ‘particle’at thatsite. To �rst order in 1=g,a hopping term would be
generated in the e�ective Ham iltonian forthe single-particle sector,resulting in a band of
oneparticleexcitations.Tothisorder,n̂ isjustasum ofcreation and annihilation operators
forthestableparticle-likeexcitation ofthesystem .Athigherordersin 1=g,n̂ acting on the
vacuum willalso producem ultiparticlestates,buttherewillalwaysbesom esingleparticle
com ponent.Reverting back to ourcontinuum theory,we see that(3.2)evaluated atT = 0
would have a contribution � �(! � "(k)) associated with the stable particle. The next
contribution isactually a continuum abovethe3-particlethreshold [48].Following [23],we
shallnow focusexclusively on how thisone-particlepeak broadensasT becom esnon-zero.
Letusde�ne

C(x;t)=
1

3
ĥn�(x;t)̂n�(0;0)i; (3.3)

wheretherepeated index � issum m ed over.LetK (x;t)denoteC(x;t)evaluated atT = 0
keeping only thesingleparticlecontributions.W ehave

K (x;t)=
Z
dp

2�
D (p)eipx�i"(p)t : (3.4)

HereD (p)isa ‘form factor’.ForourLorentzinvariantcontinuum m odel,

D (p)=
A c

2"(p)
(3.5)

where A is a non-universal quasiparticle residue. This gives K (x;t) = A K 0(�(x 2 �

c2t2)1=2=c)=(2�),with K 0 them odi�ed Besselfunction.
Now letusevaluateC(x;t)fornon-zero tem peraturesusing thesem iclassicalm ethod of

[23].First,itisconvenientto switch to operatorsn+ 1(x),n�1 (x)and n0(x),de�ned as

n+ 1 = n
y

�1 = nx � iny ;

and

n0 = nz :

n+ 1 isa sum ofa creation operatorforparticleswith z-com ponentofspin m equalto +1
and an annihilation operatorforparticleswith m equalto � 1.n0 isa sum ofcreation and
annihilation operatorsforparticleswith m equalto 0. In the absence ofan external�eld,
wem ay write

C(x;t)= ĥn0(x;t)̂n0(0;0)i: (3.6)
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W e represent(3.6)asa ‘double tim e’path integral,with the e�iĤ t factorcom ing from the
Heisenberg operatorgenerating pathsthatm ove forward in tim e,and the e+ iĤ t producing
pathsthatm ove backward in tim e. W e begin with an initialstate which ispopulated by
therm ally excited particles,the density ofparticlesbeing � e��=T and theirm ean spacing
being m uch larger than the therm alde-Broglie wavelength � c=(�T)�1=2 . As argued in
[22,23],this m eans that the particles can be treated sem iclassically. In this sem iclassical
lim it the dom inant contribution to the Feynm an sum com es aboutwhen the paths going
backward in tim eareexactly thetim e-reversed counterpartsofthosegoing forward and all
particlesfollow theirclassicaltrajectoriesbetween collisions[22,23].W henevertwoparticles
collide,energy and m om entum conservation is su�cient to determ ine the �nalm om enta.
However, one cannot entirely ignore quantum e�ects ofthe collisions. The spins ofthe
particlesafterthecollision aswellasthephasepicked up by thewavefunction ofthesystem
asa resultofthecollision isdeterm ined by thequantum m echanicalscattering m atrix (S).
ForT � �,the particles allm ove very slowly and we need only the super-universallow-
m om entum lim it(1.2).

Allthisleadstothefollowingdescription ofC(x;t)in thisasym ptoticlim it[22]:Attim e
t= 0 we begin with an initialstatepopulated equally (forH = 0)with three species(cor-
responding to thethreevaluesofspin projection m )ofparticleseach uniform ly distributed
in spacewith density �=3,wherethetotaldensity � isgiven as

� = 3
Z
dp

2�
e
�(�+ c 2p2=2�)=T = 3

s

T�

2�c2
e
��=T

:

The velocities are distributed according to the classicalM axwell-Boltzm ann distribution
function

P(v)=

s

�

2�c2T
e
��v 2=2c2T

:

Each particleintheinitialstateisassigned oneofthethreevaluesofm withequalprobability
(assum ing H = 0). The operator n0(0) acting on this initialstate creates at tim e t= 0
one extra particle atx = 0 with spin value equalto 0 (the annihilation partofn0 givesa
contribution which isexponentially suppressed and isignored here).These particlesfollow
their classicaltrajectories forward in tim e. At every collision,we pick up a factor of� 1
from theS-m atrix.Attim et,a particlewith spin projection ofzero isannihilated atx by
n0(x). The resulting state is then propogated backward in tim e to t= 0 and its overlap
with theinitialstatecalculated.C(x;t)isthen given by theaverageofthisoverlap overthe
ensem ble speci�ed earlier.

A typicalexam ple ofa space-tim e con�guration oftrajectoriesthatleadsto a non-zero
valueforthisoverlap isshown in Fig 9.Alltrajectoriesin the�gureexceptthedotted line
denotespace-tim epathsthataretraversed both forward and backward in tim e.Thedotted
lineistraversed only forward in tim eastheparticletravelling on itisdestroyed attim etby
n0(x). A little thoughtconvinces one thatthisoverlap isnon-zero only when allparticles
colliding with a particletravelling on thedotted trajectory havethesam espin m (equalto
zero)asitdoes. M oreover,when thiscondition issatis�ed,the value ofthe overlap isjust
(� 1)nlK (x;t)where nl isthe num berofcollisions thatthe dotted trajectory su�ers. The

25



factorof(� 1)nl com esfrom thescattering m atrix ateach collision between aparticleon the
dotted trajectory and otherparticles.Allothercollisionsoccurin pairs(thesecond m em ber
ofthe pair com ing from the evolution backward in tim e) and thus do notcontribute any
phase factor.The factorofK (x;t)isjustthe relativistic am plitude forthe propogation of
a singleparticlefrom x = 0 att= 0 to position x attim et.

Allthisim pliesthatwecan write

C(x;t)= R(x;t)K (x;t) (3.7)

which de�nes the ‘relaxation function’R. For the case where the particle has only one

allowed valueofitsspin label,m ,itispossibleto com puteR(x;t)analytically [23],and the
resulting expression (3.7)then agreesprecisely with a com putation using very sophisticated
quantum inversescatteringm ethod [27]:thisagreem entgivesuscon�dencethatthephysical
approach developed hereisasym ptotically exactatlow tem peratures.

Letusnow turn tothecalculation ofR forthecaseofinteresthere.W ebegin by writing
a form alexpression forR based on the foregoing sem iclassicaldescription. Letfxk(0)g be
the positions ofthe therm ally excited particles at tim e t = 0. Let fvkg be their initial
velocities. Here k isan index running from 1 to N ,the totalnum ber ofparticles present
in theinitialstatein a system ofsize L.W elabeltheinitialpositionswith theconvention
thatxk(0)< xl(0)fork < l. LetX k(t)� xk(0)+ vktdenote the kth space-tim e trajectory
(note thatthisisquite distinctfrom the position ofthe kth particle attim e t). Letm k(t)
denote the spin projection value ofthe particle travelling along the kth trajectory attim e
t. The spin projectionsare random ly assigned to each particle attim e t= 0 asdescribed
earlierand m k(t)atlatertim esdependson which particleistravelling on thekth trajectory
atany given tim e.W ehavethefollowing expression forR:

R(x;t)= h
Y

k

F ki; (3.8)

with

F k = 1� (1+ �m k(�k);1
)~� k ;

where

~� k = �(x � Xk(t))�(xk(0))+ �(Xk(t)� x)�(� xk(0));

and

�k = xk(0)t=(x � vkt):

Theangularbracketsin (3.8)denoteaveraging overtheensem bleofinitialconditionsspec-
i�ed earlier.

Unfortunately,itdoesnotseem possible to do theensem ble averageanalytically.Using
m ethodsofRefs[49,50],itispossible to develop a ‘cum ulant’expansion forthe logarithm
ofR [51]. This expansion, however, is essentially a short tim e expansion which is not
uniform ly convergent,and thusnotvery usefulforourpurposes aswe eventually need to
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Fourier transform C(x;t). It is also possible to develop a ‘m ean-�eld’approxim ation to
thisclassicalm odelthatignoresthecom plicated correlationsbetween them k(t)atdi�erent
tim es (see Appendix D). This proves to be reasonably accurate at least for the R(0;t),
though the high-accuracy num ericswe describe nextshow cleardeviationsfrom them ean-
�eld results. So,although we have an asym ptotically exact form ulation for the non-zero
tem perature C(x;t)atdistances m uch largerthan the therm alde-Broglie wavelength and
tim esm uch largerthan T�1 ,weneed to num erically determ inetherelaxation function R to
actually calculateanything accurately.Thisiswhatweturn to next.

An im portant property ofR(x;t),which follows directly from (3.8) is that it can be
written in a scaling form asR(x;t)= ~R(~x;~t)with ~x = x=Lx and ~t= t=Lt where

Lx =
1

�
;

and

Lt =
1

�

�
�

2c2T

�1=2

:

Thus itism ostconvenient forthe num erics to m easure length in unitsofLx and tim e in
units ofLt and directly calculate ~R. W e start with a system size ofL = 400 (in units
ofLx)and im pose periodic boundary conditions. The density in these units isunity and
so the initialstate ispopulated by 400 particles with theirinitialpositionsdrawn from a
uniform ensem ble.Thissystem sizeislargeenough that�nite-size e�ectsarenegligiblefor
ourpurposes. Each particle isassigned a velocity from the classicaltherm alensem ble. In
thesenew unitsthisim pliesthatwechoosevelocitiesfrom thedistribution

~P(~v)=
1
p
�
e
�~v 2

:

An im portant advantage ofour m ethod is that we do the average over the spin values
analytically. To do this,we note thatitispossible to reform ulate the calculation of ~R by
writing

~R = hT(C)i;

whereC denotesagiven spacetim econ�guration oftrajectories,theangularbracketsdenote
averagesonlyovertheinitialpositionsand velocitiesthatde�nethiscon�guration,and T(C)
isde�ned as

T(C)= (� 1)nh
� 1

3

�np

:

Here,nh isthe totalnum berofcollisionsinvolving a particle travelling on the dotted tra-
jectory ofFig 9 and np is the num ber ofdi�erenttherm ally excited particles that have
had collisions with a particle travelling on the dotted trajectory. Now,T(C) = 0 for all
con�gurationsC in which the presence ofthe extra particle (thatstartsouton the dotted
trajectory)a�ectstheevolution ofthevariousspin valuesm k(t).So wem ightaswellforget
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aboutthe particle travelling on the dotted trajectory and consideran auxillary spacetim e
diagram thatnow involvesonly thetherm ally excited particles.W enow agreeto ignorethe
spin labelon thedotted lineofFig 9;thedotted linenow doesnotdenotethetrajectory of
any particle.In term softhispicturewecan de�nenh asthenum beroftim esany solid line
crossesthe dotted line,and np asthe num berofdi�erenttherm ally excited particlesthat
crossthedotted line.

W ith this new form ulation in hand, calculating T(C) reduces to som e sim ple book-
keeping thatkeeps track ofthese two integers fora given con�guration C. W e im plem ent
theensem ble average by averaging over4� 106 con�gurationsdrawn from theappropriate
distribution.Thecom bined absoluteerror(statisticaland �nite-size)in ~R(~x;~t)forvaluesof
~x,~tofinterestto usisestim ated to belessthan about5� 10�4 .

W ith ~R available,itis a sim ple m atterto num erically Fouriertransform the resulting
C(x;t)and obtain thedynam icstructurefactorS(q;!).Detailsofthenum ericalprocedure
used arerelegated toAppendixB.Hereweonlycom m entonsom econceptualissuesinvolved
and discussourresults.

There isan im portantsubtlety associated with doing the Fouriertransform thatneeds
to be�rstaddressed.Asdiscussed in Ref[23],thesem iclassicalresultforC(x;t)isvalid as
long asboth x and tarenotvery sm all;theresultsbreak down when x � �T and t� 1=T
(�T being the therm alde-Broglie wavelength). However,the Fourier transform ofC (at
wavevectork = q� �=a)isan asym ptotically valid approxim ation toS(q;!)onlyfor! close
to "(k).Thereason forthiscan beunderstood by noting thatthelong-tim easym ptoticsof
ourform forC(x;t)havean oscillatory characterwith oscillationson thescaleof� �1 .Put
anotherway,itisthespectralweightin theone-particlepeak thatplaysa dom inantrolein
determ ining the long-tim e,large-distance asym ptoticsofC(x;t)and so we can learn only
aboutthisfeaturein thespectralweightby Fouriertransform ing ourform forC.

W ith thiscaveatin m ind,wehave

S(q;!)=
1

2�

Z Z

dtdxe
i!t�ikx

K (x;t)R(x;t): (3.9)

where k = q� �=a. W e have not attem pted to exhaustively m ap out S(q;!),although
it would be quite straightforward to get m ore extensive num ericalresults should they be
ofinterest in som e experim entalcontext. Below we con�ne ourselves to discussing our
results for S(q;!) for a couple ofsam ple values ofq. Fig 10 shows scans in frequency
acrossthe quasiparticle peak in S(q;!)forq = Q atfourdi�erentvaluesoftem perature.
Itisinteresting to note thatwhen rescaled by Lt and plotted againsta rescaled frequency
variable �~! = (! � �)Lt,the three curvesfor�=T = 3,4,and 5 seem to collapse on top
ofoneanotherwithin ournum ericalerrors(which areconservatively estim ated to bea few
percent atthe m ost). In Fig 11,we show a scan in wavevector across the sam e peak for
! = �,again atthesam efourvaluesoftem perature.Thecurvesatthelowertem peratures
again show scaling collapse;when rescaled by Lt and plotted againstthe rescaled variable

k̂ = kc
q

Lt=�,they seem to allfallon top ofone another. M oreover,the scaling curve

in Fig 11,when plotted asa function ofthe independent variable � k̂2=2 coincides within
our num ericalerror with the scaling function ofFig 10 for �~! < 0;this is displayed in
Fig 12. W hile we do nothave any reason to expectthatthisscaling isgenerally true,all
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threeobservationsm ay beputtogetherin term sofa scaling form thatisvalid locallyin the
neighbourhood ofthequasiparticlepeak forq= Q;m oreform ally wewrite

S(q;!)=
A cLt

�2�
�

 
! � "(k)

L
�1
t

!

: (3.10)

W e also investigated S(q;!)in the vicinity ofthe quasiparticle peak corresponding to
q = Q + �=c ;forthisto be m eaningful,we ofcourse need �=c to be m uch lessthan the
m icroscopicscale� a�1 beyond which ourcontinuum theory doesnotwork.W eagain tried
to check iftheanalogousscaling form ,

S(q;!)=
A cLt

�2�
��=c

 
! � "(k)

L
�1
t

!

; (3.11)

isapproxim ately valid. Fig 13 showsscansin frequency acrossthe peak with k held �xed
at�=c,for�=T = 2,3,4,and 5. W e see thatthe curves do not really appearto scale.
In Fig 14,we show scans in wavevector, with ! held �xed equalto

p
2� for the sam e

values ofthe ratio �=T. W e plot the data (rescaled by L t) against the rescaled variable
�̂k = cLt(k� �=c)(notethedi�erencein thechoiceofrescaling oftheindependentvariable
from theearliercase).Again,in sharp contrastto theq= �=a peak,weseethatthecurves
do notshow any signsofscaling;ourlocalscaling form isnota very good way oforganizing
thedata in thiscase.

Thesescalingpropertiesarebestunderstood asfollows:Im aginedevelopingR(x;t)in an
expansion aboutx = 0 forconstanttand then calculating theFourierintegralin (3.9).The
zeroth orderterm clearly givesusa resultforS(q;!)which iscom patible with the scaling
form wehavepostulated forasym ptotically low tem peratures.However,beforewecan trust
thisresult,weneed to check thatthecorrectionsto theleading behaviourgo to zero in the
lim it T ! 0. This is where the di�erence between the two peaks we looked at becom es
apparent.Itiseasy to see thatthisistrue only forvaluesofq such thatc2jkjLt=�L x ! 0
as T ! 0 and this explains why the scaling form (3.11) does not work. Now consider
the peak at q = Q: The zeroth order scaling result has m ost ofits weight in the region
jkj�

p
�=c

p
Lt.Forjkj�

p
�=c

p
Lt,thecorrectionsto thisleading resultdo indeed go to

zero and thisestablishesthescaling form (3.10).An interesting featureofthisresultisthat
the scaling function � iscom pletely determ ined by the x = 0 partR(0;t)ofthe relaxation
function.M oreprecisely,wehave

�(z)=
�

4

Z
1

�1

dse
izs ~R(0;s): (3.12)

A usefulcheck on allofourcalculations isthusto com pare the scaling function obtained
in Fig 10 and Fig 12 with (3.12)evaluated num erically (itispossible to do thisto a high
accuracy;detailsm ay befound in Appendix B).Theresultsofsuch acom parison areshown
in Fig15and theagreem entisseen tobequitegood.W hilethenum ericalresultsforR(0;t)
show acleardeviation from thesim pleexponentialdecaypredicted bythe‘m ean-�eld’theory
referred to earlier,wedo �nd thatthecorresponding sim pleLorentzian form fortheFourier
transform : �(z)= ��=2(� 2 + z2)(with � � 0:71)providesan excellentapproxim ation to
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theline-shape(the‘m ean-�eld’theory,however,givesa valueof4=3
p
� � 0:7523for�| see

Appendix D).
W e thus have results for the therm ally broadened quasiparticle peak in S(q;!); the

accuracy ofthese in the asym ptotic regim e (T � �)islim ited only by the com putertim e
spent in num erically evaluating the relaxation function and doing the Fourier transform .
These results,especially thescaling propertiesin the vicinity ofthe peak corresponding to
q= Q,should beofrelevanceto neutron scattering experim entson gapped one-dim ensional
Heisenberg antiferrom agnetsperform ed attem peraturesT � � and itishoped thatthis
study providesa usefulparadigm fororganizing theexperim entalresults.

B .Low tem perature spin di�usion probed by 1=T1

In this section,we shallpresent a detailed com parison ofour results [22]for the �eld
(H ) and tem perature (T) dependence of the NM R relaxation rate 1=T1 (in the regim e
T,H � �) with the experim entaldata ofRef[30]on the NM R relaxation rate in the
com pound AgVP2S6 which isthoughtto bea S = 1 one-dim ensionalantiferrom agnetwith
a large gap � � 300 K and single-ion anisotropy energy ofabout 4:5 K [30]. W e will
ignorethisanisotropy forthem ostpartin ourtheoreticalanalysis(although weareforced
to phenom enologically introduce spin-dissipation into ourtheorericalresultsin orderto �t
thedata ofRef[30]atlow tem peratures,wedo nothaveany theory thatgivesthedetailed
tem peraturedependenceofthisspin dissipation ratestarting from theanisotropiccoupling
term in theHam iltonian).

Forcom pleteness,letusbegin with a detailed review ofthe calculationsleading up to
ourexpression for1=T1. The NM R relaxation rate isgiven in generalby an expression of
theform

1

T1
=

X

�= x;y

X

�;= x;y;z

Z
dq

2�
A �� (q)A � (� q)S�(q;!N ); (3.13)

whereS�(q;!)istheFouriertransform ofthespin-spin correlation function (thesubscripts
referto theO(3)indicesofthespin operators),!N = N H isthenuclearLarm orfrequency
(N is the nuclear gyrom agnetic ratio),the �eld H points in the z direction and A �� are
thehyper�ne coupling constants.Theq integralin (3.13)isdom inated by valuesofq near
0 [31]and wecan thuswork outthe�eld and tem peraturedependenceof1=T1 knowing the
T > 0 correlatorsofthe conserved m agnetization density ofthe O(3)NL�M �eld theory.
Thisiswhatweturn to next.

W ede�nethecorrelation functions

Cu;zz(x;t)= hL̂z(x;t)̂Lz(0;0)i� ĥLi2

Cu;�+ (x;t)= hL̂� (x;t)̂L+ (0;0)i; (3.14)

heretheangularbracketsdenoteaveragingovertheusualequilibrium densitym atrix,L̂z(x;t)
istheHeisenberg representation operatorcorresponding to thez com ponentofthem agne-
tization density,and L̂� areoperatorscorresponding to thecircularly polarized com ponents
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ofthem agnetization density de�ned as L̂� � L̂x � îLy.Asargued in Refs[22,23],thesecor-
relation functionsin theasym ptoticregim em ay beevaluated by writingdown adouble-tim e
path integralrepresentation forthem and evaluating itsem iclassically.

This leads to the following prescription [22]for Cu;zz(x;t) : At tim e t = 0 we begin
with an initialstate populated with three species (corresponding to the three values of
spin projection m ) of particles each uniform ly distributed in space with densities given
respectively by

�m =
Z
dp

2�
e
�(��m H + c 2p2=2�)=T =

s

T�

2�c2
e
�(��m H )=T

;

and with velocities distributed according to the classicalM axwell-Boltzm ann distribution
function

P(v)=

s

�

2�c2T
e
��v 2=2c2T

:

Each particle in the initialstate isassigned one ofthe three values ofm with probability
fm = em H =T=(1+ 2cosh(H =T)). The operator L̂z(0)m erely keepstrack ofthe localvalue
ofthez com ponentofthespin.Acting on theinitialstate,itm easuresthez com ponentof
them agnetization density in theinitialstateatposition x = 0.These particlesthen follow
theirclassicaltrajectoriesforward in tim e.Atevery collision,theparticlesretain theirspin
labels.In addition,thestatepicksup a factorof� 1 from theS-m atrix ateach collision.At
tim et,theoperator L̂z(x)m easuresthevalueofthez com ponentofm agnetization density
atposition x.Thestateisthen propogated backward in tim eto t= 0 and itsoverlap with
the initialstate calculated. Cu;zz(x;t)isthen given by the average ofthisoverlap overthe
ensem ble speci�ed earlier. Asallcollisionshave a tim e-reversed counterpart,the phase of
the scattering m atrix doesnotm atterhere and the overlap we are interested in equalsthe
two-pointcorrelation function oftheclassicalobservable

%z(x;t)=
X

k

m k�(x � xk(t)); (3.15)

wherewearelabellingparticlesconsecutively from lefttorightwith an indexk,xk(t)denotes
the position ofthe kth particle attim e t,and m k isthez com ponentofthespin ofthe kth

particle. This correlation function is calculated using the ensem ble ofinitialconditions
outlined above.Thedynam icsgoverningthetim eevolution ofthexk isjustthatofparticles
m oving ballistically exceptforelasticcollisionsin which they retain theirspin values.

Thuswecan write

Cu;zz(x;t)=
X

k;l

hm k�(x � xk(t))m l�(xl(0))i� h%zi
2
; (3.16)

here the angular brackets refer to averaging over the ensem ble ofspin labels m k,initial
velocities vk(0),and initialpositions xk(0) speci�ed earlier. Now as the spin-projections
m k are not correlated with the initialpositions or velocities,the averages factorize. The
correlatorsofthem k areeasily evaluated as:
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hm km li= A 1 + A 2�kl ; (3.17)

where A 1 = (f1 � f�1 )2 and A 2 = f1 + f�1 � (f1 � f�1 )2 are sim ple,dim ensionless,known
functionsofH =T only.Using (3.17)wehave

Cu;zz(x;t)= A 1

�

h�(x;t)�(0;0)i� �
2
�

+A 2

X

k

h�(x � xk(t))�(xk(0))i (3.18)

where �(x;t)=
P

k �(x � xk(t))isthe spacetim e dependent totaldensity,allaverages are
now with respectto initialpositionsand velocities,and � � h�(x;t)i=

P

m �m . The two-
point correlators of�(x;t) are also easy to evaluate: ifthe spin labels are neglected,the
collisionshave no e�ectand correlatorsofthetotaldenstiy can beobtained by considering
an idealgas ofpoint particles. The second correlator in (3.18),m ultiplying A 2,is m ore
di�cult: it involves the selftwo-point correlation ofa given particle k,which follows a
com plicated trajectory. Fortunately,precisely thiscorrelatorwasconsidered three decades
ago by Jepsen [49]and a little later by others [50];they showed that,atsu�ciently long
tim es,thiscorrelatorhasaBrownian m otion form .In Appendix C,wegiveaself-contained
sum m ary ofJepsen’s calculation. Here we just write down the �nalresults [22]for the
correlation function:

Cu;zz(x;t)= �
2

"

A 1F1

 
jxj

Lx

;
jtj

Lt

!

+ A 2F2

 
jxj

Lx

;
jtj

Lt

! #

(3.19)

where�2F1 istheconnected density correlatorofa classicalidealgasin d = 1,

F1(~x;~t)= e
�~x 2=~t2

=~t
p
� ; (3.20)

and �2F2 isthecorrelatorofa given labeled particle[49,50],

F2(~x;~t)=

"
�

2G 1(u)G 1(� u)+ F1(~x;~t)
�

� I0

�

2~t
q

G 2(u)G 2(� u)
�

+
G 2
1
(u)G 2(� u)+ G2

1
(� u)G2(u)

q

G 2(u)G 2(� u)

� I1

�

2~t
q

G 2(u)G 2(� u)
�#

e
�(G 2(u)+ G 2(�u))~t (3.21)

with u � ~x=~t,G 1(u)= erfc(u)=2,and G 2(u)= e�u
2

=(2
p
�)� uG1(u). Forj�tj� j�xj� 1,

thefunction F2 hastheballisticform F2(�x;�t)� F1(�x;�t),whileforj�tj� 1;jxjitcrossesover
to thedi�usive form

F2(�x;�t)�
e�

p
��x 2=2�t

(4��t2)1=4
forlarge�t. (3.22)
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In theoriginaldim ensionfulunits,(3.22)im pliesaspin di�usion constant,D s,given exactly
by

D s =
c2e�=T

�(1+ 2cosh(H =T))
: (3.23)

Thisresulthasbeen obtained by thesolution ofaclassicalm odelwhich possessesan in�nite
num ber oflocalconservation laws: in Appendix A,we explicitly show how the existence
ofthese localconservation lawsisnotincom patible with di�usive spin dynam ics. Itm ust
benoted thattheresult(3.23)doesnotim ply thatwehaverigorously established thatthe
ultim atelong-tim ecorelationsofthequantum m odelarealso di�usive:thereasonsforthis
and related com m entswerem adeearlierin Section Ibelow (1.5).

Letusnow sum m arize thecalculation ofthecorrelatorofthetransverse com ponentsof
them agnetization density.Thesem iclassicalprescription forevaluating Cu;�+ (x;t)isagain
quite straightforward: W e begin with an initialstate chosen from the sam e ensem ble as
before. L̂+ (0)acting on the initialstate giveszero unlessthere isa particle atx = 0 with
spin labelm = 0,� 1,in which caseitraisesthem valueofthatparticleby 1and m ultiplies
the state by a factorof

p
2 (com ing from the usualpropertiesofraising operatorsforthe

spin-one representation ofthe angular m om entum algebra). The resulting state is then
propogated forward in tim ewith alltheparticlesm oving alongtheirclassicaltrajectoriesas
before.Attim et,theoperatorL̂� (x)actingon thisstategiveszerounlessthereisaparticle
atx with spin labelm = 0,1,in which caseitlowersthespin valueofthatparticleby 1and
again m ultipliesthestateby afactorof

p
2.Thisstateisthen propogated backward in tim e

and itsoverlap with theinitialstatecalculated.Cu;�+ (x;t)isgiven by thisoverlap averaged
overtheensem bleofinitialconditions.Here,asbefore,thephasefactorof� 1 com ing from
each collision doesnotm atteraseach collision hasa tim e reversed counterpart.Also,itis
easy to see thatin this case the overlap with the initialstate iszero unless L̂� (x)lowers
the spin ofprecisely the particle whose spin wasraised by L̂+ (0). Lastly,we see thatthere
isan overallfactorofe+ iH t com ing from theunitary tim eevolution asthetotalspin ofthe
stateduring itsevolution forward in tim eisgreaterthan thetotalspin during itsevolution
backward in tim e by precisely one. Sim ilar considerations apply to Cu;+ � . Putting allof
thistogetherweseethat

Cu;�� (x;t)= 2�2e�iH t
A � F2

 
jxj

Lx

;
jtj

Lt

!

(3.24)

whereA � � f0 + f�1 .
Now,we m ay expressthe NM R relaxation rate in term softhe correlation functionsof

theconserved m agnetization density as

1

T1
=

X

�= x;y

X

�;= x;y;z

A �� A � S�(!N ); (3.25)

wherethelocaldynam icstructurefactorS�(!N )isde�ned as

S�(!N )=
Z

dte
i!N t

Cu;�(0;t); (3.26)
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note thatwe have neglected the q dependence ofthe hyper�ne couplingsand ignored the
contribution ofthe antiferrom agnetic spin uctuationsto the integraloverq in (3.13). At
thispointwehave to addressan im portantsubtlety thatarisesin calculating thelocaldy-
nam icstructurefactorfrom theautocorrelation function.W earetreatingthespin dynam ics
sem iclassically to arriveatourexpressionsforthecorrelation functions.Thisgivesriseto a
characteristic 1=tdivergence atshorttim esin thecorresponding autocorrelation functions.
Thisisbasically a signature ofclassicalballistic spin transport;atthese shorttim e scales
collisions play no role. As a result,the integralaswritten islogarithm ically divergent at
shorttim es. Oursem iclassicalexpressions forthe correlation functionsdo notm ake sense
forvery shorttim es.Thisisnaturalasourwholeapproach hasbeen geared towardscalcu-
lating thesecorrelationsattim escalesm uch largerthan 1=T and length scalesm uch larger
than the therm alde broglie wavelength;ourm ethod failswhen both these conditionsare
sim ultaneously violated [23]. The sem iclassicalexpressions forCu(0;t)are thusonly valid
fort> �t where�tisashorttim ecuto�� 1=T.Introducingthisshorttim ecuto�willgivea
well-de�ned resultforS�� (!N )atthepriceofintroducing an arbitrary scale�t � 1=T;this
doesnotseem very prom ising asourresultsforSzz(!N )(S�� (!N ))willdepend sensitively
upon �t except for very sm all�elds such that we are in the collision dom inated di�usive
regim e: N H � 1=Lt (H � 1=Lt). Note that the range ofH for which the results are
insensitiveto thecuto� di�ersforthetransversecom ponentsofthelocaldynam icstructure
factorbecauseoftheoveralloscillatory factorofe�iH t in thecorresponding autocorrelation
functions(thisfactoralwaysdom inatesasN � 1).However,wecan stilluseourapproach
to com pute theS�� (!N ).The pointisthat,atvery shorttim es,thecollisionsbetween the
therm ally excited particlesdo notm atter,and the spin dynam ics isballistic. Thism eans
thatS�� (!N ),forhigh frequencies!N (such that!N ism uch largerthan them ean collision
rate� 1=Lt),m ay becalculated exactly by doingafullquantum calculation foragasofnon-
interacting spin-one particles[31]. Now,we can expand oursem iclassicalresult(obtained
by using a cuto� �t)for!N � 1=Lt and m atch the leading term in thislarge H expansion

with thesm allH lim it(forSzz (S�� )thiswould betheregim eN H � T (H � T))ofthe
quantum calculation ofRef[31].This,then,willuniquely �x �t and give usresultsforthe
S�� (!N )thatwillwork reasonably welleven forH � T (though strictly speaking they are
valid only in therangeN H � T (H � T)forSzz (S�� )).

To seeexplicitly how thisprocedureworks,considerSzz(!N ).Itisquiteeasy to seethat
the!N � 1=Lt lim itofthesem iclassicalSzz(!N )is:

�e ��=T

�c2
(eH =T + e

�H =T )ln

 
e�

�t!N

!

;

where  � 0:577216 isEuler’sconstant.The!N � T lim itofthefullquantum calculation
reads[31]:

�e ��=T

�c2
(eH =T + e

�H =T )ln

 
4Te�

!N

!

:

Thus we can set �t = 1=4T to m atch the two logarithm s. It is easy to check that the
sam echoiceworksforthetransversecorrelators.Itisnow quitestraightforward to do thet
integralsand obtain thefollowing results[22]forthelocaldynam icstructurefactor:
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Szz(!N )=
�

c

s

2�

�T

h

A 1

n

ln(TLt)+ �1(
p
�j!N jLt)

o

+A 2

n

ln(TLt)+ �2(
p
�j!N jLt)

oi

;

S�� (!N )=
2�A�
c

s

2�

�T

n

ln(TLt)+ �2(
p
�j!N � H jLt)

o

: (3.27)

The ln(TLt)term s logarithm ically violate the purely classical,reduced scaling form s[36],
and were �xed using the m atching procedure justoutlined. The scaling functions� 1;2(
)
weredeterm ined in Ref[22]to be

�1(
)= ln

 
4
p
�e�




!

;

�2(
)= � 1(
)+
�[(

p
4+ 
2 + 2)1=2 �

p

]2

4
p

(
p
4+ 
2 + 2)1=2

� ln
(1+ 
2=	 2(
))1=2(1+ 	(
))

2

; (3.28)

where  = 0:57721:::is Euler’s constant,and 	(
) = (

q

1+ 
2=4 � 
2=2)1=2. Note
that the above expression for �2(
) clearly shows the expected crossover from the large
frequency ballistic behavior�2(
 ! 1 )= ln(1=
),to the sm allfrequency di�usive form
�2(
! 0)= �=(2

p

).

Letusnow useallofthisto m akecontactwith theexperim entalresultsofRef[30].For
this particular experim entalsetup,the expression for 1=T1 sim pli�es and to a very good
approxim ation wecan write[30]

1

T1
= �1 � Sxx(!N ); (3.29)

here the relevanthyper�ne coupling constantisknown [30]to have the value �1 � (7:5�
105) �K sec�1 (note that we have used units such that �h = kB = 1 in our com putation
ofthe correlation functionsand thustim e isbeing m easured in inverse Kelvins). To begin
with,westraightforwardly attem ptto �tthe�eld dependent1=T1 with ourresults.W euse
the values� = 320 K and c = 3:32� (we are working in unitswhere the lattice constant
a issetto one)extracted from the susceptibility data [52].In actualfact,we introduce an
additional,�eld-independentbackground rate R b thatwe add on to our theoreticalresult
for1=T1.Thisservesasour�tting param eter;we chooseitateach tem peratureto achieve
thebestagreem entwith theresultsofRef[30].W eshow theresulting �tsforT = 320,220,
and 160 K in Fig 16. W e see thatthe theoreticalcurvesaccountforthe �eld dependence
of1=T1 extrem ely wellin thistem perature range (ofcourse the agreem ent forT = 320 K
should notbetaken too seriously asourtheory isvalid only fortem peraturessm allerthan
thegap).In particular,thedata seem sto clearly exhibitthetheoretically predicted 1=

p
H

divergence atlow �eldswhich isa characteristic ofdi�usive spin dynam ics. In Fig 17 and
Fig 18,we com pare the theoreticalpredictions with the experim entaldata at T = 120,
100,90,80,70,and 60 K.At these lower tem peratures this divergence seem s to get cut
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o� below som ethreshold �eld and thequality ofthe�tdeterioratesrapidly.Thisindicates
the presence ofsom e spin-dissipation m echanism which becom essigni�cantatthese lower
tem peraturesand roundso� the di�usive 1=

p
! divergence in the localdynam ic structure

factor. Both inter-chain coupling and single-ion anisotropy ofthe intra-chain coupling are
expected tocontributetothespin dissipation rate.However,wedonothaveany realtheory
thatcan work outthee�ectsoftheseterm sin theHam iltonian on the�eld and tem perature
dependence of1=T1.

W ecan only attem ptto phenom enologically introducesom espin dissipation in ourthe-
oreticalresults for the spin correlators. Following [30],we do this by sim ply introducing
an exponentialcuto� to the long-tim e tailofthe autocorrelation function;thus we write
C 0
u;xx(0;t)= e�tCu;xx(0;t).Itisstraightforward,though som ewhattediousto work outthe

corresponding localdynam ic structure factor by doing the Fourier transform and we will
sparethe readerthedetails.Thisnow givesusa phenom enologicalresultfor1=T1 with an
additionaltunableparam eter.W echoosethisspin-dissipation rateateach tem peratureto
achievethebest�twith thedata.Theresulting curvesareshown in Fig19and Fig20fora
few representative tem peraturevalues.W eseethatitispossibleto �tthedata m oderately
well;discrepencies are however clearly visible and itisnotclearhow m uch signi�cance to
attach to thesharp increasein  asthetem peratureislowered.Thequality ofour�tseem s
at�rstsightto bem uch worsethan thecorresponding �tto a purely classicaldi�usiveform
em ployed in Ref[30]. However,itis im portant to note thatthe phenom enologicalm odel
ofRef[30]used the di�usion constantasan additional�tting param eter;we do nothave
any such freedom .M oreover,both thedi�usion constantand theconstantbackground rate
extracted from the �tin Ref[30]take on unphysicalvaluesbelow about100 K [30]. This
isbecause,atthese lowertem peratures,we arein the ballistic regim e ofspin-transportfor
a signi�cant portion ofthe H axis and the contribution from the ‘free-boson logarithm s’
cannotbeneglected.Asthecrossoverto theballisticregim eisalready incorporated in our
form ,thepresentresultsforthebackground ratedo notsu�erfrom any such obviousprob-
lem s(thedi�usion constantofcourseisjustgiven by (3.23)in ourapproach).In Fig21and
Fig 22,we plotthecorresponding valuesofthespin-dissipation rate and thebackground
rateR b asafunction oftem perature.Thespin dissipation rateisseen to increaserapidly as
thetem peratureisdecreased.On theotherhand,weseethatthetem peraturedependence
ofR b m ay be�tapproxim ately by an activated form with activation gap closeto 3�=2.

IV .H IG H T R EG IO N (T � �) O F T H E C O N T IN U U M � M O D EL

W e consider here the possibility that it m ay be possible to �nd gapped spin chains
which satisfy � � J,where J is a typicalexchange constant. In this case,it becom es
possible to accessa highertem perature regim e where a continuum �eld theory description
ispossiblein theregim e�� T � J.In particular,weexpectthatthecontinuum �-m odel
to apply in such a regim e [35]. Itisourhope thatsuch a universalhigh T regim e can be
experim entally accessed in S = 2 spin chains [34]. M oreover,the study ofsuch a high T

regim e is ofim portance asm atching itsresults with the T � � theory can,in principle,
help usestim atethevaluesofT to which thelow T resultscan beapplied.

An im portantproperty ofthisregim e[35]isthatequal-tim etwo-pointcorrelatorofn�,
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C(x;0)(Eqn (3.3))decaysatlargex with a correlation length

� �
c

T
ln(T=�): (4.1)

W ewillshortlydeterm inetheexactvaluesoftheprefactorandtheargum entofthelogarithm
in (4.1).Atdistancesoforderorshorterthan thiscorrelation length wem ay crudely expect
thata weak-coupling,spin-wave picturewillhold,and excitationswillhaveenergy oforder
orsm allerthan c��1 ,which islogarithm ically sm allerthan the therm alenergy T;in other
words

c��1

T
�

1

ln(T=�)
< 1 (4.2)

So theoccupation num berofthesespin-wave m odeswillthen be

1

ec�
� 1=T � 1

�
T

c��1
> 1 (4.3)

Thelastoccupation num berisprecisely thatappearingin aclassicaldescription oftherm ally
excited spin waves,which suggeststhata classicalwave description should yield an appro-
priatepictureofthedynam icsofthishigh T region.However,noticethatclassicaltherm al
e�ectsareonlylogarithm icallypreferred,and any predictionsofaclassicaldynam icaltheory
willonly becorrectto leading logarithm s.

W ebegin ouranalysisby �rstfocussing on theequal-tim ecorrelationsin thisregion.W e
shalluse a m ethod originally introduced by Luscher [53]. The m ain idea ofLuscher is to
develop an e�ectiveaction foronly thezero M atsubara frequency(!n = 0)com ponentsofn�
afterintegrating outallthe!n 6= 0 m odes(the!n = 0 m odesarerelated to theequal-tim e
correlationsviatheuctuations-dissipation theorem and theKram ers-Kronigrelations[54]).
Thisisexpected to yield thefollowing partition function fora �-independent�eld n�(x):

Z =
Z

D n�(x)�(n
2

� � 1)exp

0

@ �
(N � 1)�

4

Z

dx

 
dn�(x)

dx

! 2
1

A (4.4)

W ehavenow generalized toa�eld n� with N com ponents,and willquotem anyofourresults
forgeneralN ;thephysicalcaseifofcourseN = 3.Thecoupling constantin (4.4)iswritten
in aform such that� istheexactcorrelation length:thisfollowsfrom theeasily com putable
exact correlations ofZ by interpreting it as the quantum m echanics ofa single quantum
rotor.Thevalueof� can becom puted in a perturbation theory in g on thequantum m odel
(2.1):the!n 6= 0 m odescan beintegrated outusing a now standard approach [47]

(N � 1)�T

2
=
c

g
� c

2(N � 2)
Z
dk

2�
T

X

!n 6= 0

1

c2k2 + !2
n

(4.5)

The integralon the right-hand-side is not ultraviolet convergent. W e evaluate it using
the renorm alization procedure discussed by Brezin and Zinn-Justin [55]. W e introduce a
m om entum scale� atwhich coupling constantsarede�ned,and generalize(2.1)to a m odel
in d spatialdim ensions.W enow de�netherenorm alized dim ensionlesscoupling
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gR(�)= �
�
Z1g; (4.6)

where� � 1� d,and therenorm alization constantZ1 isdeterm ined in dim ensionalregular-
ization to be[55]:

Z1 = 1�
(N � 2)

2�

gR(�)

�
+ ::: (4.7)

W e now need to express (4.5)in term sofgR,and evaluate the integralon the righthand
sidein d = 1� � dim ensions.Letusdisplay a few stepsofthelatterevaluation:

T
X

!n 6= 0

Z
d1��k

(2�)1��
1

c2k2 + !2
n

=
Z

d1��k

(2�)1��
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�
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5

+c1��
Z

d2��p
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1
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=
1

c

�
T

c

���
( Z

d1��k

(2�)1��

"
1

2k
coth

k

2
�

1

k2
�

1

2
p
k2 + 1

#

+
�(�=2)

(4�)1��=2

)

(4.8)

W eareonlyinterested in thepolesin � andtheaccom panyingconstants,and tothisaccuracy
the �rst integralon the right hand side can be evaluated directly at � = 0,while the �
function yieldsapole.Now com bining (4.6),(4.7)and (4.8)into (4.5)we�nd thatthepoles
in � cancel(asthey m ust),and

(N � 1)�T

2c
=

1

gR(�)
�
(N � 2)

2�
ln(c�=T

p
G) (4.9)

wheretheconstantG is

G = 4�e� = 7:055507955:::: (4.10)

with  Euler’s constant. Now we use the conventionalrelationship between � and the
renorm alization group invariant�

M S
[55,53]

�
M S

= �
p
G

 
(N � 2)

2�
gR (�)

! �1=(N �2)

exp

 

�
2�

(N � 2)gR (�)

!

(4.11)

toelim inatethescale� from (4.9).Asexpected,thecouplinggR (�)dropsoutoftheresulting
expression,and weget

� =
c(N � 2)

T�(N � 1)

(

ln

"
GT

c�
M S

#

+
1

(N � 2)
lnln

T

c�
M S

+ O

 
lnln(T=c�

M S
)

ln(T=c�
M S

)

! )

: (4.12)
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Finally,wecan expressthisin term softheT = 0 gap � by using therelationship between
�
M S

and � obtained using theBetheansatzsolution ofthe�-m odel[56]

�

c�
M S

=
(8=e)1=(N �2)

�(1+ 1=(N � 2))
: (4.13)

Theresults(4.12,4.13)lead to theN = 3 resultfor� quoted earlierin (1.8).
Having obtained theclassicalm odel(4.4)fortheequal-tim ecorrelations,and theprecise

valueofthecoupling� in (4.12),wenow turn toan exam ination ofunequaltim ecorrelations
in the high T region T � �.W e em ploy an approach related to thatused in the study of
the quantum �-m odelin d = 2 in Ref[57]in a low T region;unlike (4.4),the equaltim e
correlations in d = 2 were described by a theory that was not ultraviolet �nite,and this
willlead to signi�cant di�erences in the analysis and physicalproperties here. To obtain
classicalequationsofm otionswe clearly need to extend the classicalHam iltonian in (4.4)
by including a kineticenergy term ,expressed in term sofa canonicalconjugatem om entum
to n�. The obvious approach is to take the quantum equations ofm otion,and to sim ply
treat the variables as c-num ber classicaldegrees offreedom . In particular,we treat the
rotor-angularm om entum L asa classicalvariable,and augm entthe classicalHam iltonian
by the kinetic energy ofrotationalm otion. The m om ent ofinertia ofthe rotoris related
to the response ofthe system to a m agnetic �eld H ,and we therefore need to study the
behaviorof�u in theT � � regim e.

W ewilldeterm ine�u by strategy sim ilarto thatem ployed abovein thecom putation of
�:�rstintegrateoutthenon-zero frequency m odes,and then perform theaverageoverthe
zero frequency uctuations.W echoosean H which rotatesn� in the1{2 plane,and de�ne

n�(x;�)=
q

1� ~�2(x;�)n�(x)+
N �1X

a= 1

�a(x;�)ea�(x) (4.14)

where n�(x),ea�(x)are a setofN m utually orthogonalvectorsin spacetim e,and �a(x;�)
representthe�nitefrequency degreesoffreedom which m ustbeintegrated out.W eexpand
the partition function to quadratic orderin H ,drop allterm s proportionalto the spatial
gradientsofn�(x)orea�(x)(thesecan beshown to belogarithm ically subdom inantto the
term skept),and �nd thattheH dependentterm sin thefreeenergy density are

�
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Z

dxd� h�a@��b(0;0);�c@��d(x;�)i

#

(4.15)

Evaluating the expectation valuesofthe � �elds,and using orthonorm ality ofthe vectors
n�,ea�,theexpression (4.15)sim pli�esto
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5 (4.16)
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Finally toobtain thesusceptibility �u,wehavetoevaluatetheexpectation valueofthezero
frequency �eld n� underthepartition function (4.4).Thissim ply yieldshn21i= hn2

2
i= 1=N .

The�rstfrequency sum m ation isprecisely thesam easthatevaluated earlierfor� in (4.5),
while the second isexplicitly �nite in d = 1 and can directly evaluated;in thism annerwe
obtain our�nalresultfor�u:

�u(T)=
2

N

"
(N � 1)T�

2c2
�
(N � 2)

2�c

#

=
(N � 2)

N �c
ln

 
GT

�
M S

e

!

(4.17)

W e have om itted the form ofthe subleading logarithm s,which are the sam e as those in
(4.12).Thisresultwasquoted earlierin (1.9).

W e have now assem bled allthe inform ation necessary to describe the e�ective classical
dynam ics in the region T � �. The classicalpartition function is given by the follow-
ing phase-space functionalintegral,which generalizes(4.4)(and we willnow specialize the
rem ainderofthediscussion to thespecialcaseN = 3):

Z =
Z

D n�(x)D L�(x)�(n
2

� � 1)�(L�n�)exp
�

�
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�

H c =
1

2
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dx

2
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dn�

dx

! 2

+
1

�u?
L
2

�

3

5 (4.18)

where L� isthe classicalangularm om entum density,and L�,n� are classicalcom m uting
variables. The second term in H c wasabsentin (4.4),and representsthe kinetic energy of
the classicalrotors:integrating outL� we obtain (4.4).By evaluating linearresponse to a
�eld underwhich

H c ! H c�

Z

dxH �L�: (4.19)

we�nd

�u =
2

N
�u? (4.20)

with N = 3 (wehave given,withoutproof,theexpression forgeneralN );thefactorof2=3
com esfrom thecontraintL� � n� = 0.Using (4.17),wethen havethevalueof�u? .

W ecan �nally specify them annerin which tim e-dependentcorrelationshaveto becom -
puted in thise�ective classicalm odel.The classicalequationsofm otion aretheHam ilton-
Jacobiequations ofthe Ham iltonian H c,with Poisson brackets which are the continuum
classicallim itofthequantum com m utation relations:

fL�(x);L�(x
0)g

P B
= ��� L(x)�(x � x

0)

fL�(x);n�(x
0)g

P B
= ��� n(x)�(x � x

0)

fn�(x);n�(x
0)g

P B
= 0: (4.21)

Theequationsofm otion are
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@t
= (T�)��� n�

@2n

@x2
(4.22)

The classicalcorrelation functionsare obtained by averaging these determ inistic equations
overan ensem bleofinitialconditionsspeci�ed by (4.18).Notealso thatsim pledim ensional
analysisofthedi�erentialequations(4.22)showsthatdisturbancestravelwith a character-
isticvelocity c(T)given by

c(T)= (T�(T)=�u?(T))
1=2
; (4.23)

Notice from (4.12)and (4.17)thatto leading logarithm sc(T)� c,butthe second term in
the�rstequation of(4.17)already showsthatexactequality doesnothold.

W ecom pletetherelationship ofthequantum totheclassicalm odel,by notingthatthere
isalsoanadditionalwave-function renorm alizationofthen� �eld[47,55]which appearswhen
the non-zero frequency m odes are integrated out. Our�nalresult forthe correlatorC in
(3.3)then takestheform

C�� (x;t)= A eG

�

ln
�
T

�

�� (N � 1)

(N � 2)

hn�(x;t)n�(x;t)ic (4.24)

Thesubscriptcrepresentstheclassicalaveragespeci�ed by (4.18)and (4.22).Theconstant
A is the T = 0 quasi-particle residue which appeared in (3.5). The constant eG is an
unknown universalnum berwhich cannotbeobtained by the presentm ethods.Itcould,in
principle,be obtained from the Bethe-ansatz solution. There isno sim ilarrenorm alization
ofthecorrelatorofthem agnetization density ,Cu in (3.14),which isprecisely equalto the
two-pointcorrelatorofL� under(4.18)and (4.22).

Itisnow possibleto perform a sim plerescaling and to show thattheclassicaldynam ics
problem aboveisfreeofany dim ensionlesscouplings,and isaunique,param eter-freetheory.
This willallow us to com pletely specify the T dependence ofobservables upto unknown
num ericalconstants.Letusperform thefollowing rescalingson (4.18)and (4.22)

x = x�

t= t

s

��u?

T

L� = L�

s

T�u?

�
(4.25)

Then thepartition function (4.18)istransform ed to

�Z =
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whiletheequationsofm otion becom e

@n�

@t
= ��� L�n

@L�

@t
= ��� n�

@2n

@x2
: (4.27)

Noticethatcoupling constantsand param etershavebeen scaled away,and (4.26,4.27)con-
stitute a unique problem that m ust be solved exactly. The T and � dependencies ofall
quantities arise only through the rescalings de�ned in (4.25) and the results (4.12) and
(4.17,4.20)for� and �u? given earlier.Com pletedescription ofthecorrelatorsnow requires
exactsolution of(4.26,4.27).Theequal-tim ecorrelationsareof-courseknown from (4.26):

D

L�(x;0)L�(0;0)
E

c
=
2

3
��� �(x)

hn�(x;0)n�(0;0)ic =
1

3
��� e

�jxj (4.28)

Even though theequationsofm otionconstitutean integrablesystem with anin�nitenum ber
ofnon-localconservation laws[58,59],itisnotknown how to analytically com putecorrela-
tionsaveraged overthe initialconditionsofa therm alensem ble,orwhetherthe correlator
hL�(x;t)L�(0;0)ic hasa di�usive form atlong tim esand distances.Ifdi�usion did existin
the continuum equations (4.28),the present analysis does allows usto com pletely specify
the T dependence ofthe di�usion constant;by a sim ple dim ensionalanalysisof(4.25),we
get

D s = B
T1=2[�(T)]3=2

[�u? (T)]1=2
(4.29)

whereB isan unknown universalnum ber,and theT dependenciesof� and �u? arein (4.12)
and (4.17,4.20).

In thiscontext,itisinteresting to notethatrecentm easurem ents[60]ofthe�eld depen-
dence of1=T1 in the com pound (VO)2P2O 7 attem peraturesT � � seem to provide clear
evidence forspin di�usion. However,the bulk ofthe data is attem peratures com parable
to the m icroscopic exchange constants ofthe system and it is not clear ifthe foregoing
description based on the universalhigh tem perature propertiesofthe continuum �eld the-
ory is applicable in the tem perature regim e studied experim entally. It is interesting that
the experim entalresultsappearto suggestthatD s � c�,which isconsistentwith (4.29)if
�u � T�=c2 (asisthecasewith ourresults(1.8)and (1.9)to leading logarithm s).

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

Them ain resultsofthepaperarealready sum m arized in Section I,and herewewillnote
som eunresolved issuesand directionsforfuturework.

Allexperim entalrealizationsofgapped antiferrom agnetshave additionalcom plications
which have notbeen included in the m odelsystem sstudied here. M ostim portantam ong
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thesearethespin anisotropiesaway from perfectHeisenberg sym m etry and theinter-chain
couplingswhich m akethesystem only quasi-one-dim ensional.

Consider �rst the consequence ofanisotropy. The three-fold degenerate quasiparticle
spectrum willnow belifted,and threeresultingparticleswillhavehavedi�erentenergy gaps
and m asses.Further,theseparam eterswilldepend in a com plicated way upon theexternal
�eld. Nevertheless,we expect that the sim ple structure ofthe S-m atrix in (1.2) willbe
retained,asitonly dependsupon sim ple dim ensionalpropertiesofslowly m oving particles
with a quadraticdispersion.Correlationsoftheparticledensity can probably becom puted
along the sem iclassicallinesofthispaper: one hasto dealwith a classicalgasofparticles
ofdi�erentm assesand averagedensities.Thelatterproblem isconsiderably m orecom plex
than the equalm ass case,and there is probably no alternative to num ericalsim ulations.
Correlationsofthe spin operatorsappearm ore problem atical{ these willinvariable change
the labelsofthe particleswhen they act,and therefore lead to di�erences in the labelsin
the forward and backward trajectories. Com bined with the com plication thatthe m asses
ofthedi�erentparticlesaredi�erent,and so theirtrajectorieswillhavedi�erentvelocities,
we are faced with whatappearsto be a very com plex problem with quantum and classical
e�ectsintertwined.

Inter-chain couplings willeventually require us to consider dynam ics in two or three
dim ensions. Iftem peratures are low enough thatthe inter-chain m otion iscoherent,then
we have to consider the S-m atrix for scattering in higher dim ensions. In this case the
low-m om entum behaviorisquite di�erent: in factthe T-m atrix vanishesatlow m om enta
for d � 2. W e would then expect allscattering to be dom inated by elastic scattering of
im purities which would controlthe behavior ofthe spin di�usion constant and the quasi-
particle broadening. On the other hand,system s with only incoherent hopping between
chains willprobably be dom inated by the inelastic scattering along the one-dim ensional
chains,and display behaviorqualitatively sim ilarto thatdiscussed in thispaper.
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A P P EN D IX A :LO C A L C O N SERVAT IO N LAW S A N D SP IN D IFFU SIO N

The com putation ofthespin di�usivity in Section IIIB wascarried outusing theexact
solution a sim pleclassicalm odelofpointparticlesin onedim ension.Thism odelisexactly
solvable [49]and possesses an in�nite num ber oflocalconservation laws,as we willshow
explicitly below.Theexistenceofspin di�usion then appearsto run counterto theconven-
tionalwisdom thatthe tim e evolution ofa integrable system isnot‘chaotic’enough to be
com patible with di�usion. In particular,one m ightexpectthatany non-zero spin current
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produced in the system willnotultim ately decay to zero because the num erousconserva-
tion laws prevent it. In this appendix we willshow that this expectation does not hold
fortheparticularm odelbeing studied,and thatan im portant‘particle-hole’-likesym m etry
allows com plete decay ofany spin current atH = 0. In a �nite m agnetic �eld (H 6= 0),
theparticle-holesym m etry isabsent,and then thespin currentdoesnotdecay com pletely:
thisisconsistentwith thepresenceofa purely ballisticcom ponent,F1,in (3.19)which con-
tributesonly forH 6= 0 (A 1 = 0 atH = 0),and theargum entsofZotosetal[20].A closely
related particle-hole sym m etry also played an im portantrole in the appearance ofa �nite
conductivity in ourrecentquantum transportanalysisin two dim ensions[61].

Theclassicalm odelofSectionsIIIA andIIIB consisted ofparticlesk = 1:::N withspins
m k chosen random ly (atH = 0)from 1;0;� 1.Attim et= 0 theparticleshad uncorrelated
random positionsxk(0),and subsequently they occupied ‘trajectories’X k(t)� xk(0)+ vkt

where vk are uncorrelated random velocities chosen from a Boltzm ann distribution. The
position xk(t) ofparticle k was however a rather com plicated function oftim e,and was
chosen from thesetoftrajectories,fX k(t)g,such thatforallt,xk(t)< xl(t)forevery k < l.

Itisusefulatthispointto notetwo discretesym m etriesoftheaboveclassicalstatistical
problem atH = 0.The�rstisthetim e-reversalsym m etry,T ,underwhich both spinsand
velocitieschangesign:

T : vk ! � vk ; m k ! � mk: (A1)

Thesecond isthe‘particle-hole’sym m etry P,underwhich only thespinsreversedirection:

P : vk ! vk ; m k ! � mk: (A2)

Thesesym m etrieswillbecrucialin ourdiscussion below.
Letusnow explicitly identify the localconserved quantities ofthisclassicaldynam ics.

Allofthevelocitiesvk areclearly constantsofthem otion.However,wewould liketo work
with locally conserved quantities which can be written as the spatialintegrals over local
observables,and which areinvariantunderperm utation oftheparticlelabels;so wede�ne

Vn =
Z

dx

"
NX

k= 1

 
dxk(t)

dt

! n

�(x� xk(t))

#

=
NX

k= 1

v
n
k (A3)

with n = 1:::N (notice dxk(t)=dt6= vk = dX k(t)=dt,butthe resultholdsaftersum m ation
overk becausethesetfxk(t)g di�ersfrom thesetfX k(t)g only by a renum bering).Allthe
Vn areconstantsofthem otion.Sim ilarly,with spinsm k wecan de�ne

M p =
NX

k= 1

m
p

k (A4)

with p= 1;2,asadditionallocally conserved quantities(M 1 isthespatialintegralof%z(x;t)
in (3.15),and a sim ilarresultholdsofM 2). W e can now easily work outthe signature of
theVn and M p underthediscretesym m etriesnoted earlier,and tabulatetheresults:
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P T

Vn,n odd 1 -1
Vn,n even 1 1

M 1 -1 -1
M 2 1 1

(A5)

The centralquantity in spin transport is the totalspin current J(t),which is not a
constantofthem otion.Itisalso given by an integralovera localquantity as

J(t)=
Z

dx

"
NX

k= 1

m k

dxk(t)

dt
�(x � xk(t))

#

=
NX

j;k= 1

m jvkA jk(t); (A6)

whereA jk isde�ned tobeequalto1ifparticlejison trajectory k attim etand 0otherwise;
wewillanalytically study thefunction A jk in Appendix C,butherewewillbesatis�ed by
a num ericalsim ulation. Again,asin (A5)itisusefulto note the signature ofJ underthe
discretesym m etries:

P T

J -1 1
(A7)

Aswillbecom eclearshortly,oneofthecentralpointsofthisappendix isthatthesignatures
in (A7)di�erfrom allofthoseoftheconserved quantitiesin (A5).The currentJ(t)isthe
sum ofN random num bersofeach sign,and so isexpected to beoforder

p
N fora typical

initialcondition chosen from the ensem ble de�ned above. W e show the determ inistic tim e
evolution ofJ(t)foronesuch initialcondition fora system of400particlesin Fig23:notice
thatitisrathernoisy-looking and repeatedly changesitssign. Also,am ong the constants
ofthe m otion above,we expect Vn with n odd and M 1 to be oforder

p
N (provided n is

nottoo large),and Vn with n even and M 2 to beoforderN fora typicalinitialcondition;
noticethatitisonly theconserved quantitiesoforder

p
N thatcan distinguish leftm overs

from rightm overs,orspin up from down.
Letusnow createa m acroscopicspin current(oforderN )in thissystem .W edo thisby

hitting thesystem with am agnetic�eld gradientim pulseatatim et= t0,and subsequently
setting the�eld to zero.Asa resultoftheim pulse,thevelocitiesoftheparticleswith spin
up areassum ed to increase by v0,while those ofspin down areassum ed to decrease by v0.
Form ally,thiscan bewritten as

vk ! vk + m lv0 wherelisuniquesolution ofA lk(t0)= 1: (A8)

Im m ediately aftertheim pulse,J(t)willhavea m acroscopicvalue

J(t+0 )=
2

3
N v0 + O (

p
N ) (A9)

The subsequentdeterm inistic tim e evolution ofJ(t)isalso shown in Fig 23:itdecaysin a
few collision tim esto a valueoforder

p
N and then appearsto chaotically oscillatein tim e!
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The basic pointis now easy to see. Because m k is aslikely to be +1 or� 1,the im pulse
on any given particle isequally likely to be+v0 or� v0.Hence theVn,with n odd,rem ain
oforder

p
N even after the im pulse. This is sim ply a m anifestation ofthe fact that the

signaturesofJ underP and T aredi�erentfrom thoseoftheVn.A non-zero J istherefore
notcorrelated with an induced valueofa conserved quantity which could preventthedecay
ofJ to non-m acroscopicvalues.

A P P EN D IX B :N U M ER IC A L C O M P U TAT IO N O F T H E FO U R IER

T R A N SFO R M O F T H E C O R R ELAT IO N FU N C T IO N C

In thisappendix weoutlinethenum ericalm ethod em ployed in calculating S(q;!)start-
ingfrom thenum erically determ ined sem iclassicalC(x;t)and theprocedureused todirectly
determ inethescaling function �(z)(seeEqn (3.12))

Asthenum ericaldeterm ination of ~R(~x;~t)isthem osttim econsum ing partoftheentire
procedure,we calculated ~R only ata predeterm ined grid ofpointsin the ~x � ~tplane. W e
chose ~tvalues from 0 to 7:0 atintervals of0:2. Foreach such value of~t,we chose about
20 pointsso asto sam ple ~R aswellaspossible in the region in which ~R > 5 � 10�3 ;this
choice wasm adeto reectthefactthatourabsolute errorin ~R wasestim ated to beabout
5 � 10�4 .Thisthen de�ned ourgrid.Ateach ~t,we�t ~R asa function of~x to theform

log(~R)= �
a1a2 + a3~x + a4~x2 + f~x3

a2 + a5~x+ ~x2
;

wheref = 4=3anda1 = � log(~R(0;~t)).Therationalebehind ourchoiceofthevalueoff isas
follows:W hen ~x � ~t,thecom plicated correlationsbetween thespin labelsofagiven classical
trajectory atdi�erenttim esdo notm atterand R iswellapproxim ated by our‘m ean-�eld’
theory (see Appendix D). The m ean-�eld theory in this lim it gives log(~R) � � 4~x=3 and
thisiswhatdeterm inesourchoiceoff.Theerrorin the�twasestim ated to beroughly the
sam eastheerrorin theoriginalcom putation of ~R;thuswedid notloseanything by doing
the�t.Having tabulated the�ttingparam etersforeach valueof~ton thegrid,weevaluated
the spatialFourier transform num erically. The resulting function of~t is expected to be
sm ooth aslong as�~! = (! � "(k))Lt isnottoo large.M oreprecisely,wedo notexpectany
oscillationson thescaleofourgrid spacing in ~taslong as0:2�~! � 2�.Asweareinterested
only in �~! � 1,we can safely interpolate the resulting function in~t. In practice we use
a cubic-spline to do the interpolation. Lastly,we do the ~tintegralnum erically to obtain
S(q;!). The accuracy ofboth num ericalintegrationsisquite high and so we expect that
the dom inant errorin our calculation com es from the interpolation;this is conservatively
estim ated to bea few percentatthem ostforthelargestvaluesof�~!.

Let us now briey indicate the procedure used in obtaining the Fourier transform of
~R(0;~t)needed forthecalculation ofthescaling function �(z).Theavailabledatafor ~R(0;~t)
is�textrem ely wellby thefollowing form :

log(~R)= �
�~t+ a~t2 + b~t3

1+ c~t+ d~t2
;
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where the choice � = 4=3
p
� isagain m otivated by ‘m ean-�eld’considerations. Itisnow

a sim ple m atter to do the Fourier integralto a very high accuracy using this �t and we
estim atetheerrorsinvolved to belessthan 0:5% atthem ost.

A P P EN D IX C :C A LC U LAT IO N O F TA G G ED PA RT IC LE C O R R ELAT IO N S IN

T H E C LA SSIC A L M O D EL

In thisappendix,weshallattem pttogiveaself-contained accountofthem ethod devised
by Jepsen [49]forthe calculation ofthe tagged particle correlationsin the classicalm odel
introduced in Ref[49].W ewilltry to adhereto thenotation and conventionsof[49]asfar
aspossible.

The m odelis de�ned as follows: W e begin with N particles of m ass m distributed
uniform ly along a one-dim ensionalsegm entoflength L with periodic boundary conditions
(we willeventually take the therm odynam ic lim it L ! 1 with N =L �xed to be equal
to the density �). At tim e t = 0 each particle is assigned a velocity from the classical
therm alensem ble de�ned by the usualM axwell-Boltzm ann distribution function g(v) =
(m =2�T)1=2e�m v 2=2T. The subsequent evolution ofthe system ispurely determ inistic;the
particlestravelwithoutanychangein theirvelocitiesuntiltheycollidewith anotherparticle.
Every collision iselasticand theparticlesm erely exchangetheirvelocitiesasa resultofthe
collision.

To begin ouranalysis,letuslabeltheparticlesfrom lefttorightwith an index irunning
from 0 to N � 1.Thusthe particlesare initially atpositionsxi(0)such thatxi(0)< xj(0)
fori< j.Actually,itisconvenienttoidentify i+ N with ibecauseoftheperiodicboundary
conditionsem ployed which identify theendsx = 0and x = L oftheinterval.Notethatthis
labelling oftheparticlesisleftinvariantby thedynam ics.W ealso labeltrajectories(which
follow thestraightlinede�ned by X i(t)= xi(0)+ viton thespace-tim ediagram representing
the evolution ofthe system )with an index i,again with the convention thatxi(0)< xj(0)
fori< j(hereviistheinitialvelocity oftheith particle).Letxi(t)denotetheposition ofthe
ith particle attim e t. W e wish to calculate the correlatorB (x;t)= h�(x � xk(t))�(xk(0))i
where sum m ation over the repeated index k is im plied and the angular brackets refer to
averaging overtheensem ble ofinitialconditionsspeci�ed earlier.

Let us now consider the quantity A jk(t),introduced in Appendix A,which is de�ned
to be equalto 1 ifparticle j ison trajectory k attim e tand 0 otherwise. Anotheruseful
quantity isthe num bernk of(signed)crossingssu�ered by the kth trajectory upto tim e t.
Every tim e this trajectory is hit from the left,nk decreases by 1 and every tim e it is hit
from the rightnk increasesby 1. Clearly,A jk(t)= 1 forj = k + nk(t)and zero otherwise.
W em ay probethedynam icsabitm oreby de�ninganotherquantity rn(h;k;t)which equals
1 iftrajectory h hascrossed trajectory k precisely n tim esupto tim e tand zero otherwise.
Here too,we are talking ofsigned crossings;iftrajectory h crosses from the leftthis is a
negativecrossing and ifitcrossesfrom therightitisa positivecrossing.Clearly rn hasthe
interpretation ofa probability when averaged overany ensem ble ofinitialconditions. Let
usalso de�nethecorresponding ‘generating function’as

s(u;h;k;t)=
1X

n= �1

rn(h;k;t)e
inu

: (C1)
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Thereason forintroducing rn and s(u)isthatA jk(t),which isclearly a centralquantity
ofinterest,m ay bevery conveniently expressed in term sofs(u)as

A jk(t)=
1

N

N �1X

l= 0

e
�

2�i

N
(j�k)l

N �1Y

m = 0

s

 
2�l

N
;m ;k;t

!

; (C2)

hereweareusing theconvention thats(u;k;k;t)� 1.Thisisquite easy to check from the
de�ntionsofs(u)and A jk.M oreover,itispossibleto writedown a fairly explicitexpression
fors(u;h;k;t).Thistakesaslightly di�erentform depending on whetherh isgreaterorless
than k.Ifh > k,wehave

s(u;h;k;t)= S [u;wkh]; (C3)

whileifh < k,wehave

s(u;h;k;t)= e
�iu

S [u;wkh]: (C4)

S [u;wkh]used aboveisde�ned as:

S [u;wkh]= e
inu

; (C5)

wherewkh � xk(0)� xh(0)+ (vk� vh)t,and n istheintegerthatsatis�es(n� 1)L < wkh < nL.
Using thisde�nition,we can write the following com pactexpression forA jk(t)in term sof
S:

A jk(t)=
1

N

N �1X

l= 0

e
�

2�ilj

N

N �1Y

h= 0

S

"
2�l

N
;wkh

#

: (C6)

W ith allthis m achinery in place,it is a relatively straightforward m atter to calculate
thecorrelation function weneed.W ebegin by explicitly writing outtheensem ble averages
involved:

B (x;t)=
N !

LN

Z

fdxg

Z

[dv]

 
N �1Y

l= 0

g(vl)

!

�(x0(t)� x); (C7)

where wehave used thede�nitions
R
fdxg �

RL
0
dxN �1

RxN � 1

0 dxN �2 :::
Rx2
0
dx1 and

R
[dv]�

R1
�1 dvN �1

R1
�1 dvN �2 :::

R1
�1 dv0 with xk(0) � xk,and it is understood that x0(0) is set

equalto0 when evaluating therighthand sideof(C7).Now wecan transform from particle
positionsto trajectoriesby writing

�(x0(t)� x)=
X

k

A 0k�(Xk(t)� x):

Usingthisand writingA 0k in term sofS [u;wkh]allowsustoexpressourcorrelation function
as

B (x;t)=
N

LN

Z

[dx]
Z

[dv]

 
N �1Y

l= 0

g(vl)

!
1

N

N �1X

k;l= 0

N �1Y

h= 0

S

"
2�l

N
;wkh

#

�(Xk(t)� x): (C8)
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Here we have also used the fact that the integrand in this representation is explic-
itly sym m etric in the spatial integration variables to change the spatial integration to
R
[dx]�

RL
0
dxN �1

RL
0
dxN �2 :::

RL
0
dx1.

Itisnow convenient to de�ne R [u;xk + vkt� xh]�
R1
�1 dvhg(vh)S [u;wkh]. Using this

wecan rewriteourexpression forthecorrelation function as

B (x;t)=
�

N

X

u

� Z

dv0g(v0)�(X0(t)� x)

 
1

L

Z L

0

dxhR(u;X 0(t)� xh)

! N �1

+
N � 1

L

Z L

0

dxk

Z 1

�1

dvkg(vk)R(u;X k(t))�(Xk(t)� x)

�

 
1

L

Z L

0

dxhR(u;X k(t)� xh)

! N �2 �

; (C9)

where k 6= h,k,h 6= 0,u � 2�l=N and
P

u �
P N �1

l= 0 . To proceed furtherwe need to work
outR [u;X k(t)]and (1=L)

RL
0
dxhR [u;X k(t)� xh].Thisisquitestraightforward todoin the

lim itoflargeL and weonly givethe�nalresultsbelow:

R [u;X k(t)]=
1

2
E c(y)+

�

1�
1

2
E c(y)

�

e
iu
;

1

L

Z
L

0

dxhR [u;X k(t)� xh]= 1+
1

L

�

1� e
�iu

�

T [u;X k(t)]; (C10)

where

T [u;X k(t)]=

s

2T

m
t

�

ye
iu +

eiu � 1

2

 
1
p
�
e
�y 2

� yEc(y)

! �

;

E c(y)=
2
p
�

Z 1

y

dze
�z 2

;

y =
r
m

2T

X k(t)

t
: (C11)

Now,in thethetherm odynam iclim itspeci�ed earlierwecan write

�

1+
1

L
(1� e

�iu )T [u;X k(t)]
�N ��

= exp
�

�(1� e
�iu )T [u;X k(t)]

�

;

valid forany �nitenum ber�.Usingthisand (C10)in theexpression (C9)forthecorrelation
function and doing therem aining integralsoverpositionsand velocitiesgivesus

B (x;t)= �

Z
2�

0

du

2�

�

�
�

2f1(w)f2(w)+ e
iu
f
2

2
(w)+ e

�iu
f
2

1
(w)

�

exp
�

�(1� e
�iu )T [u;x]

�

+
1

t

r
m

2�T
e
�w 2

exp
�

�(1� e
�iu )T [u;x]

��

; (C12)

here wehave replaced thesum overu by thecorresponding integralin thetherm odynam ic
lim itand used thede�nitionsf1(w)� Ec(w)=2,f2(w)� 1� f1(w)and w � (m =2T)1=2x=t.
To do the u integral,we note that T m ay be expressed as Geiu � A where A and G are
functionspurely ofx and t.Thisallowsusto usethestandard Besselfunction identity,
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1

2�

Z
2�

0

due
�inu exp

�

�(1� e
�iu )(Geiu � A)

�

=
�
G

A

� n

2

e
��(A + G )

In(2�
p
AG); (C13)

to �nally arrive atthe resultsquoted in (3.21)ofSection IIIB upon using the appropriate
valuesfor� and m .

A P P EN D IX D :A P P R O X IM AT E A N A LY T IC A L C A LC U LAT IO N O F T H E

R ELA X AT IO N FU N C T IO N

In thisappendix,webrieyoutlineourapproxim ate‘m ean-�eld’theoryfortherelaxation
function R(x;t).

W e begin by noting that the classicalm odelde�ned in Section IIIA has been solved
exactly in Ref[23]forthespecialcasein which thereisonly onepossiblevalueforthespin
labelm .Allofthedi�cultiesweencounterin attem pting to generalizethissolution to the
caseofinterestherestem from thefactthattherearecom plicated correlationsbetween the
m k(t)(de�ned in Section IIIA)atdi�erenttim es.

Our ‘m ean-�eld’ approxim ation consists of sim ply ignoring these correlation e�ects
(hence our choice ofterm inology to describe our approxim ation). Having m ade this un-
controlled approxim ation,itisnow a fairly straightforward m atterto obtain a closed form
expression forR(x;t)in analogy with thecorresponding discussion in [23].The actualcal-
culation proceeds as follows: Let q be the probability that any given solid line in Fig 9
intersectsthedotted line.Ifweignorethecorrelationsbetween them k(t)atdi�erenttim es,
then the probability thatthisline carriesa spin labelequalto the spin labelofthe dotted
line is1=3.So given thatthe line intersectsthe dotted line,thisintersection contributesa
factorof� 1toR(x;t)with probability 1=3and afactorof0with probability 2=3(iftheline
doesnotintersectatall,weofcoursegeta factorof1).W ithin ourm ean �eld theory,R is
justa productofsuch factors,onefrom each solid line.ThisgivesR(x;t)= (1� q� q=3)N ,
where N is the totalnum ber oftherm ally excited particles in the system . Now, using
q = hjx � vtji=L [23](where the angular brackets denote averaging over the M axwell-
Boltzm ann distribution function for v and L is the length ofthe system ) and taking the
therm odynam ic lim it,we obtain R(x;t)= exp(� 4�hjx � vtji=3).W ecan now do ourusual
rescalingsand writedown them ain resultofourm ean �eld theory:

~R(~x;~t)= exp(� 4hj~x� ~v~tji=3); (D1)

where theangularbracketsnow denoteaveraging overthedistribution ~P (~v)= 1p
�
e�~v

2

and

~x and ~t are de�ned as in Section IIIA. In particular,note that this im plies ~R(0;~t) =
e�4j

~tj=3
p
�;thisturnsoutto bereasonably accurateforsom epurposes(seethediscussion on

theapproxim ateform ofthescaling function �(z)in Section IIIA).
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FIG .1. Two particle collision described by theS-m atrix (1.2).Them om enta beforeand after

the collision arethe sam e,so the�gurealso representsthe spacetim e trajectoriesoftheparticles.
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FIG .2. Low and high tem peratureasym ptoticsfortheuniform susceptibility �u ofthecontin-

uum O (3)non-linear�-m odel.AtT = 0,there isan energy gap � to allexcitations,and cisthe

velocity de�ned by (1.1). The expression in Eqn 1.4 givesthe low tem perature asym ptoticswhile

Eqn 1.9 isused forthehigh tem peratureasym ptotics.Any latticeantiferrom agnetwillhavea very

high tem perature(T > J whereJ isa typicalm icroscopicexchange constant)Curiesusceptibility

� 1=T which is not shown: the high tem perature lim it ofthe continuum theory willapply for

�< T < J.
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and thebottom ofthetwo particlecontinuum (short-dash line)in S(~Q ;!)plotted asa function of

qx forthestrongly-coupled ladder(a typicalvalue ofg = 0:25 isused).
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(solid line)in S(~Q ;!)fora strongly coupled ladder(a typicalvalueofg = 0:25 isused).Notethat
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m axim ize the respective spectralweights:the single particle partisshown forqy = �=d while the

bound state partisshown forqy = 0 (d isthespacing along therung ofthe ladder).
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Propogator denoted as
on the left.
Associated expression
is denoted as D( k , w).

    k , w

Vertex (a)

Vertex (b)

x x

y y

x

x y

y

p
2

p
1

p
3

p
4

p
1

p
2

p
3

p
4

FIG .5. The Feynm an rules we need for the calculation described in Section IIC. The pro-

pogator D (k;!) is given as D (k;!) = i=(! � "(k)+ i�). The factor corresponding to the

vertex (a) is ig(fR (p3)
�fR (p1)fL(p4)

�fL(p2)+ R  ! L)=2 . The factor corresponding to (b) is

ig(fL(p4)
�fR (p1)� fR (p4)

�fL(p1))(fL(p3)
�fR (p2)� fR (p3)

�fL(p2)).
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FIG .6. Feynm an diagram s contributing to �4(k x;� k x;k y;� k y) to �rst order in g. All

externallinescarry on-shellfrequenciescorresponding to them om entum labelsshown.
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FIG .7. Feynm an diagram s contributing to �4(k x;� k y;k y;� k x) (diagram (a)) and

�4(k x;� k y;k x;� k y) (diagram (b)) to �rst order in g. Allexternallines carry on-shellfre-

quenciescorresponding to the m om entum labelsshown.
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FIG .20. Field dependenceof1=T1 �tto thephenom enologicalform described in thetext.The

experim entaldata of[30]atT = 80,70,and 60 K iscom pared to ourphenom enologicalform that

incorporatesa spin dissipation rate  in addition to a �eld independentbackground rate Rb.The

valuesofR b; are listed underthe theory colum n.
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FIG .21. Tem perature dependence of the spin-dissipation rate  determ ined by �tting our

phenom enologicalform for1=T1 to the experim entaldata of[30].
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FIG .22. Tem perature dependence ofthe background rate R b determ ined by �tting our phe-

nom enologicalform for1=T1 to theexperim entaldata of[30].W eplotln(R b)against1=T to check

foractivated behaviourand indeed �nd an approxim ate linear relation,the best�tforthe slope

being 468 K .
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FIG .23. Determ inistictim eevolution ofthespin currentJ(t)(de�ned in (A6))fortwosystem s

of400particleson acirclewith thesam einitialcondiions;thevalueofJ(t)changesin discretesteps

ateach collision between a pairofparticles. Forone ofsystem s,there isan im pulse in velocities

given by (A8)ata tim e t0 = 2. Thisproducesa m acroscopically signi�cantJ(t),which however

decaysaway in a few collision tim es.Theonly rem nantoftheim pulseisa ‘heating’ofthesystem ,

reected in the largeram plitudeofthe order
p
N uctuationsin J(t)fortheim pacted system .
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