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Abstract

W e present the theory ofnonzero tem perature (T ) soin dynam ics and trans-
port n onedin ensional H eisenberg antiferrom agnets w ith an energy gap
For T , we develop a sem iclassical picture of them ally excited parti-
clkes. M uliple inelastic collisions between the particles are crucial, and are
described by a twoparticke S-m atrix which has a super-universal form at low
mom enta. This is established by com putations on the O (3) -m odel, and
strong and weak coupling expansions (the latter usihg a M aprana ferm ion
representation) for the two-leg S = 1=2 H eisenberg antiferrom agnetic ladder.
A san aside, we note that the strong-coupling calculation revealsa S = 1,two
particke bound state w hich leadsto the presence ofa second peak In theT = 0
nelastic neutron scattering (IN S) cross-section fora range ofvaluesofm om en—
tum transfer. W e obtain exact, or num erically exact, universal expressions for
the them albroadening of the quasiparticle peak in the IN S cross—section, for
the m agnetization transport, and for the eld dependence ofthe NM R relax—
ation rate 1=T; of the e ective sam iclassical m odel: these are expected to be
asym ptotically exact for the quantum antiferrom agnets. T he results for 1=T-
are com pared w ith the experim ental ndingsofTakigawa et.al. and the agree-
ment is quite good. In the regine < T < (a typicalm icroscopic exchange)
we argue that a com plem entary description in tem s of sem iclassical waves
applies, and give som e exact resuls for the them odynam ics and dynam ics.
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I. NTRODUCTION

Form ore than a decade now , much e ort has been devoted to understanding the prop-—
erties of a variety of lnsulating one-din ensional H eisenberg antiferrom agnets. By now , the
basic facts about these systam s are very well established: Heisenberg antiferrom agnetic
HAF) chainsw ith Integer soins at each site exhit a gap in their excitation spectrum whike
those with half- integer spins are gapless [I[d]. Among the spin-1=2 ladder com pounds,
those w ith an even num ber of kegs exhbit a gap jist lke the integer spin chains §4§]1whike
ladders w ith an odd num ber of kgs are gapless analogous to the halfinteger chains [§].

T heoretically, the universal low-energy properties of the gapped system s are well de—
scribed by the one din ensional quantum O (3) non-linear -model WL M) wihout any
topologicalterm []/8]. A ot is known exactly about this el theory [,[Q,[]]and this is
directly usefiil in understanding the gapped system s. The spectrum ofthe -m odel consists
ofa triplet ofm assive spin-1 particles as the lowest energy excitations followed by m uljpar-
ticle continua w ith no bound states. M any zero tem perature (T ) properties of the gapped
system s, including low frequency dynam ic correlations, can be explained using the exact in—
form ation available on the -m odel [L13]. O n the other hand, until very recently exact results
for T > 0 were restricted to static, therm odynam ic properties [[3] while m any experin ental
cbservables (such asthe inelastic neutron scattering (IN S) crosssection and NM R relaxation
rates) directly probe dynam ical correlations at non-zero tem perature.

(The universal low-energy properties of the gapless system s have been treated via a
m apping to a certain critical eld theory [[4]. In contrast to the NL M , powerfiil techniques
that exploi the conform al invariance of the theory can be used to detem ine exactly for
T > 0 som e dynam ical correlators that are directly probed by NM R experin ents [[3[L4[171.
Sin ilarm ethods have been used to obtain results or T > 0 on static properties aswell [Lg].
T ransport properties have also been studied recently T32027], with resuls that are quite
di erent from those we shall cbtain here for gapfiil system s.)

T his paper shalldeal exclusively w ith the T > 0 dynam ical properties of gapped H eisen—
berg spin chains. A portion of our results have appeared earlier .n a short report B3], where
we presented them In the context of the continuum NIL M , but did not fully discuss their
range of applicability. Here we shall take a m ore general point of view of working directly
w ith Jattice H eisenberg antiferrom agnets. The m ain, and essentially only, requirem ent on
the soin chain being studied is that it have an energy gap and that is low —lying excitations
consist of a triplet of soin-1 particles w ith the dispersion
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Here k isbeing m easured from an antiferrom agneticwavevectorQ = =a k=g Q,anda
is the Jattice spacing), and we have Introduced a velocity ¢ to param etrize the m ass of the
particles as =c?. This is in kegping with the Yelativistic’ spectrum ofthe O (3) -m odel
"k) = ( %2+ Fk?)?, although m ost of our resuls will not rely on this relativistic om .
G apped spin chainsw ith a spontaneously broken translationalsym m etry (soin-P elerls order)

can have spin-1/2 particke excitations: we shall not dealw ith this case explicitly, although

we believe m ost of our results can also be extended to these system s.



The energy gap  is an im portant energy scale which shall play a central roke in our
analysis. Them aprity of our results willbe in the regine T (we shalluse unis wih
h = kg = 1 throughout) which we now discuss.

In this regin e, there is a dilute gas of excited particles present, and their m otion
and collisions dom inate the dynam ical properties we study. In particular their spacing

ce™ =( T) 2 ismuch larger than their them aldeB roglie wavelength  o=( T)?.As
argued In Ref B3], these particles can be treated classically exospt when two ofthem collide.
Such tw o-particle ocollisions need to be treated quantum -m echanically and are described by
an S-m atrix, which is, in general, a com plicated function of the particle m om enta and spin
orientations. Conservation of totalm om entum and energy in plies that m om enta before
and after collisions have to be the sam e, and O (3) Invariance and unitarity in pose further
constraints, but a fairly com plex structure is stillpem itted{we w ill see som e explicit exam —
ples in this paper. However, the rm s. them alvelocity ofa particke vy = (T=) 2c! 0
asT= ! 0 and thus we need the S-m atrix only In the lm it of vanishing Incom ing (and
outgoing) m om enta. O ne of the central ingredients in our com putations w ill be our clain
that in this lin i, all of the com plexity disappears, and the S-m atrix has a super-universal
fom ; for the scattering event shown in Fig[ll wehave here ;= x;y;z are the three possble
values of the O (3) spin label)

kijkaikisky)= (1) ;0 ,o0@ P & K) Gk K); (12)
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N otice especially the opposite pairing of m om entum and spin labels: crudely speaking, the
m om enta go \through" the collision, while the spins \bounce o "| this dichotomy w ill be
crucialto our considerations. W e dub this Iim iting value ofthe S-m atrix superuniversal as
it requires only that the Iowest Jying excitations above the gap satisfy {L.]) at Jow m om enta.
T he value, however, does not depend on param eters such ascand .M oreover, we expect
this lim ting result to hold even at the lattice level for generic m icroscopic m odels of one-
din ensional antiferrom agnets w ith m assive soin one excitations; we shall see one explicit
exam ple that bears out this expectation later in the paper.

W ith this sin ple form ofthe S-m atrix in hand, we w ill use the sam iclassical techniques
of Ref R3] to analyze dynam ical properties of spin  uctuationsnearg= 0 and g= Q in
term s of the m otion of the dilute gas of quasiparticlks.

W e willbegin by discussing the properties of the S-m atrix for two-particle scattering in
the lin it of Jow m om enta in Section [[f. Th Section we consider the S m atrix for the
O (3) non-linear sigm a m odel. This hasbeen com puted for allm om enta by Zam olodchikov
and Zam olodchikov, and we shall show that the zero m om entum lim it does Indeed satisfy
.

However, the -model is a continuum theory; i would be much m ore satisfactory to
be ablke to directly see that {LJ) holds for som e speci ¢ m icroscopic m odel, and explicitly
verify that lattice e ects do not a ect the sin ple structure of this lin it. O ne such m odel
isthe S = 1=2, two—eg H eisenberg antiferrom agnetic ladder w ith interchain exchange Jy
and Intra-chain exchange J, . T he properties of the Jadder can be analysed using a strong-
coupling’ expansion P4] in powers of J,=J, for the m icroscopic Jattice H am iltonian of the
system . Th Section we shallexplicitly verify {I3) for vanishing velocities in this lattice
m odel w ithin this strong-coupling expansion. Parenthetically, we note that our strong—
coupling analysis also allow s us to m ake predictions about Interesting featuresin the T = 0



dynam ic structure factor S (g; ! ) which are speci ¢ to the system considered. In particular,
we nd that, to ssocond order in J,=J,, a twoparticle S = 1 bound state gives rise to a
second peak (In addition to the usualpeak com ing from the stable single particle excitations
ofthe system ) In S (g;! ) for a range of values of g around Q . This should be of relevence
to Inelastic neutron scattering (IN S) experin ents on the ladder com pounds and it is hoped
that they experim entally verify the existence ofthise ect.

In Section we study the com plm entary Weak-ooupling’ expansion In powers of
J, =Jy forthe two-leg ladder. A swas shown in Ref PJ], this expansion kads to a description
of the low -energy, long-distance properties of the Jadder in term s ofan e ective eld theory
ofa trplet ofm assive M a prana ferm ions. T he H am ittonian for the M aprana fem ions also
has a fourfemm ion coupling which has generally been ignored In previous treatm ents. In
the absence of this scattering, the M aprana ferm ions are free, and the resulting S-m atrix
does not ocbey ). In this paper, we consider the e ect of the fourfem ion coupling
In perturbation theory. W e show that this expansion su ers from severe nfra-red problem s
w hich have to be resolved by an In nite-order resum m ation. T he structure ofthe divergences
is very sim ilar to those also present In the largeN expansion ofthe -m odelabove, and we

nd that the resulting resumm ed S-m atrix of the M a prana fem ions does indeed cbey the
analogue of {IJ). So neglkcting the four-fem ion coupling P4], (or even treating it in an
unresumm ed m anner at nie order in perturbation theory) is a very bad approxin ation at
low m om enta, and we expect that corresponding divergences in the perturbative evaluation
of the spin—spin correlation function invalidate the dynam ical results ofRef P4lat low T .

In Section we shall tum to a discussion of the dynam ical properties in the regin e
0< T . Our resuls apply universally to all gapped one-din ensional antiferrom agnetic
system s w ith spin one quasiparticles; indeed they rely only on the dispersion {I.) and the
S-matrix n [[J). Allour results willbe expressed sokly In tem s of the param eters ¢ and

, the team perature, T and the extermal eld H .

In Section we study the dynam ics of the staggered com ponent W ith wavevector g
close to Q) of the uctuations in the spin density. M ore precisely, we study the dynam ical
structure factor S (g; ! ) forgclose to Q . Apart from som e overall factors, this directly gives
the IN S crosssection at the corresponding values of m om entum and energy transfer. At
T = 0, thedynam ical structure factorhasa sharply de ned -functionpeakat! = "(@ Q)
for g near Q . This peak can be thought of as arising from the ballistic propogation of the
stable quasiparticle of the system . At non-zero tem peratures, the peak broadens as the
quasiparticlke su ers collisions w ith other them ally excited particles. Them ain ob fctive of
Section is to describe the precise lineshape of the quasiparticle peak in the dynam ic
structure factor for T > 0.

In the -m odelapproach, the staggered com ponents of the spin density are represented
by the antiferrom agnetic order param eter eld n. W e will use the sam iclassical m ethod of
Ref- P3] to calulate the space and tin e dependent 2-point correlation function of the n

ed for T > 0. This allows us to caloulate the them al broadening of the single particle
peak in the dynam ical structure factor S (g; ! ) for wavevectors g near Q . In particular, we

nd that the dynam ic structure factor In the mmm ediate vicinity of the quasiparticle peak
at @= Q,! = )may bewrtten In a reduced scaling form as
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wherek= g Q,A isthe (non-universal) quasiparticle am plitude ofthe spin one excitations
ofthesystem ,Ly = e~ ' =3T isthetypicaltin e spent by a them ally excited quasiparticle
between collisions with other particlkes, and is a com pktely universal function that we
determm ine num erically in this paper. N otice that tem perature enters this scaling form only
through Li. W e clain, though this is not rigorously established, that these resuls for
the broadening are asym ptotically exact for T : all corrections to the lnew idth are
expected to be suppressed by positive powers of T= . Som e evidence for the exactness of
our resuls em erges from consideration of sin pler system s where exact results for the lne-
broadening are available from the quantum inverse scattering m ethod R7]; aswe shall see in
Section [[ITA], our sem iclassical results are in perfect agreem ent R3] w ith these. It is hoped
that experin ental studies of the tam perature dependence of the IN S cross—section in this
reginewilloon m these resuls, particularly the sinpl scaling orm € 3).

In Section we tum to the correlations of the conserved m agnetization density,
or dynam ic uctuationsnearg= 0, or T . Unlke the staggered case, the overall
m agnitude of the m agnetization density uctuations is universal and given by T , where

u Istheuniform susosptioility ofthe system (the non-universaloverall scale ofthe staggered
com ponent is re ected for instance by the presence of the overall constant A in {(3)). n
this tem perature regin e, we have the weltknown result for , [3]:
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W e shall study the dynam ics of the m agnetization density in Section [IB| PJ]. W e shall
show that the Jong-tin e correlations of an e ective sam iclassicalm odel are characterized by
spin di usion, and obtain the follow ing result for its low T soin-di usion constant D g:
< o
D¢= 3—e 15)
U sing the E Instein relation for the spin conductivity = D ,, we obtain from {4) and

€3
s= 2 —— i (L.6)

N otice that the exponentially lJarge factor e =7 has dropped out, and 4 diverges w ith an
Inverse squareroot power In T asT ! 0. The sam iclassical m odel is possesses an in nite
num ber of local conservation laws: in Appendix A, we discuss how the existence of soin
di usion can be com patible with these local conservation laws. H owever, these results do
not rigorously allow usto conclude that the ultim ate Jong-tin e correlations ofthe underlying
gapped quantum spoin chain are di usive. This has to do with a subtle question of order
of lim its: we computed the S matrix {I3) ;n the lmi T= ! 0, and then used i to

evaluate the long-tine lim it of correlations of the m agnetization, whereas In reality the
Iim its should be taken in the opposite order. W hat we can clain is that our results will



apply for alltin es upto a tin e scale which is Jarger than the collision tin e L. by a factor
which diverges w ith a positive power of =T asT ! 0; there is a substantial tin e w ndow
In this regin e where we have established that the soinh correlations are di usive. For the
generic gapped quantum spin chain, we can reasonably expect that the ultim ate Jong-tin e
correlations are indeed di usive, and the only consequences of the om itted tem s in the S
m atrix are subdom inant corrections to the value of D¢ in (L) which are suppressed by
powers of T= . For the continuum NL M wih a reltivistically invarant regularization
(this is unphysical for any experin ental application), the issue is a little m ore subtle: this
m odeldoes possess additionalnon-localconserved quantities P§], but we consider it unlikely
that these w illm odify the long tim e lin i+ PJ]. O n the experin ental side, how ever, di usive
behaviour of the m agnetization density has already been convincingly dem onstrated In the
S = 1 onedin ensional antiferrom agnet AgVP,Sg by the NM R experin ents of Takigawa
etal BQ1.

A shasbeen argued earlier B]]], thedynam ic uctuationsnearq= 0 provide thedom fnant
contribution to the NM R relaxation rate 1=T; for T . Thus, know ing the space and
tin e dependent two-point correlation function of the conserved m agnetization density, we
are ablk to com pute the eld and tem perature dependent 1=T; In thisregime. W e shall see
that the overall scale of 1=T; issstby theratio T ,= Ds.A swasponted cut tousby M .
Takigawa PR3], this inm ediately kads to an activation gap for 1=T; given as
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This di erence between the activation gaps for , and 1=T; appears to clkarup puzzling
discrepencies in the experim ental literature B433[3] or the value of the energy gap in these
system s obtained from K night-shift susceptibilty m easurem ents on the one hand, and 1=T;
NM R relaxation rateson the other; a system atic tabulation ofthe activation gaps for a large
num ber ofgapped spin chains B3] does indeed show a trend consistent w ith {L.]). The crucial
factor of 3=2 clearly arises from the exponential divergence in D ;. This di usive behaviour
we nd arses entirely from Intrinsic nelastic scattering between the quasiparticles. In real
system s there w ill also be contributions from elastic scattering o inhom ogenities which will
eventually saturate the divergence of D as T ! 0. However, because of the strong soin
scattering in plied by (L J) the e ects of inelastic scattering is particularly strong in d= 1,
and can easily dom nate lnhom ogenities in clkan sam ples.

W e w ill give a detailed account of the calculations leading up to our expression for 1=T;
(som e details on the m ethod used are relegated to Appendix C) and then go on to com pare
the theoretical predictions for the eld dependence of 1=T; w ith the extensive experimn ental
data ofTakigawa etal B(]. W ew ill see that our results (without any adjistable param eters,
exoept for a eld Independent background rate) agree w ith the data extrem ely well for a
range of intermm ediate tem peratures. At the lowest tam peEagres forwhich data is available,
the quality ofthe t deteriorates signi cantly and the 1= H divergence predicted at sm all

elds seem sto get cuto , presum ably by som e soin-dissipation m echanian present in the real
system . At the present tin e, we are unable to incorporate this dissppation In any serious
way in our approach. However, Hllow ing Ref B(J], we can phenom enolbgically introduce
som e spin-dissipation In our results for the long-tin e 1im it of the autocorrelation fiinction
and obtain a corresponding expression for the eld dependence 0of1=T;. Thisallowsusto t



the data at the lowest tem peratures w ith a phenom enological form that has one additional
adjastible param eter corresoonding to the soin-dissipation rate. W e also present resuls for
the tam perature dependence of this e ective rate.

Finally, in Section [V] we will tum to the regine T . We will do this in the
context of the continuum O (3) -modelonly. Any continuum theory is applicable to real
Jattice experim ents only below som e energy scale, and a natural choice for this energy scale
is a typical exchange constant J. So more speci cally, we shall be studying the regine

T J. ForT J we expect the soins to behave independently, and the system
exhlits a Curie susceptibility. Tt is an open question whether the w indow of tem peratures
T J wih universal behavior exists at all in any given system , and the answer
w ill surely depend upon details of the m icroscopics. It is unlkely to be present for S = 1
s chains, but appears quite possbl for S = 2 spin chains B4]. The static properties
of this regin e were rst studied by Joliceour and G olinelli BY] usihg the N = 1 Iimit
ofthe 0 N) modelofRef B4]. W e shall present here an exact treatm ent of static and
dynam ic properties for the case of general O N ); the num erical values of the N = 3 static
resuls are signi cantly di erent from the earlier N = 1 results. W e shall show that the
antiferrom agnetic correlations decay w ith a correlation length , which to leading logarithm s
In =T isgiven at N = 3 exactly by
|
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where isEulr’s constant. W e also obtain the exact uniform susceptioility
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(notice the argum ent ofthe logarithm di ers slightly from (L .8)). It is nteresting to com pare
the two asym ptotic results {{L4) and {L3J), and we have done that in Fig[]. It is reassuring
to nd that the two resuls are quite com patibl for T . This suggests that one of
either the T orT asym ptotics are always appropriate. W e shall also consider
the nature of spin transgport In the T J regin e, and show that it is wlated to
transport In a certain classical statistical problem of detemm inistic non-lnear waves. W e
have not established whether soin di usion exists or not in this classical problm ; if the
correlations were di usive, however, we are ablk to precisely predict the T dependence of
the soin di usivity:

T (T)1
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Here B is an undeterm ined universalnumber, and (T), ,(T) aregiven n L3 9).

N otice the com plem entarity in the two T regim es discussed above: the description for
T was In tem s of sam iclassical particles, whik that for T J is In tem s of
gam iclassical non-linear w aves.



II.ZERO TEM PERATURE PROPERTIES

T he prin ary purpose of this section will be to establish the S-m atrix by a varety of
m ethods. W ew illbegin in Section by using the relativisticO (3) m odel. In Section[II§
we w ill consider the strong-coupling expansion ofthe two—-Jeg Jadder In powersofJ,=J, . This
section w ill also present supplam entary results on som e interesting featuresin theT = O INS
cross—section ofthe strongly coupled ladder arising from thepresenceofa S = 1, two-particke
bound state in is spectrum . Finally, Section w ill consider the com plem entary J, =J;
expansion.

A .0 (3) m odel

Let us begin with a brief review of the -model as an e ective eld theory for the
low -energy properties of the gapped system s (for a m ore extensive discussion see B7] and
references therein) . The In aghhary tine ( ) action ofthe -modelis

Z =1 1
d dx @n )+ —@n i H n)? ©1)

L= —
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where x isthe spatial co-ordinate, ; ; = 1;2;3 are O (3) vector Indices over which there
is an inplied summ ation, is the totally antisymm etric tensor, c is a velocity, H is
an extemalm agnetic eld (Wwe have absorbed a factor of the electronic m agnetic m om ent,
Je B ,Intothede niion ofthe eld H .), and thepartition fiinction is obtained by integrating
over the unit vector edn (; ),wih r? x; )= 1. The din ensionless coupling constant
g is detem ined by the underlying lattice antiferrom agnet at the m om entum scal
Inverse lattice spacing tobe g 1=S where S is the soin at each site In the origihal lattice
system . The -model is used to m ake statem ents about physics at length scales !

and tine scaks c ) !; this physics is universally characterized by the din ensionfiil
parametersc, H, T, and ,theenergy gap at T = H = 0. Though the m agniude of
is determ ined by non-universal lattice scale quantities ( ce ? Pranallg), the Iong

distance physics ofthe -m odeldepends on these Jattice scale e ects only through the value
of , and has no direct dependence on g or . A Iso, the energy-m om entum dispersion of
the stable particlelke excitation of thism odel is given by " (k) = 2+ k?¢, and there is
a triplet of them . The conserved density of this m odel corresponding to s O (3) symm etry
is the m agnetization density M (x; )= L= H (x; ). In the Ham itonian form align, this
is represented by the operatorM  (x).

F inally, tom ake contact w ith the lattice antiferrom agnet, wem ust have a prescription for
representing the spin-density operator s (x) of the lattice system in tem s of the operators
ofthe -model. It ism ost convenient to do this in tem s of Fourier com ponents. W e have:

s K+Q)/ n k)
(recallthat Q = =a) and

s @=M @



for 4 kjmuch an aller than som e m icroscopically determ ined scale . The m issing
proportionality constant In the st relation is non-universal and related to the m agnitude
ofthe spin at each site in the original lattice system . Thus, the -m odelallow susto represent
soin uctuationsnearg= Q (thesebeing the low -energy degrees of freedom ) and nearg= 0.
This is of course because the g= 0 com ponent of the soin density is the conserved charge
corresoonding to the O (3) symm etry of the system , and as such must be included in any
description of the slow m odes.

The exact S m atrix of the collision of two particles in the -m odelwas com puted In
a sam inal paper of Zam olodchikov and Zam olodchikov. For the scattering event shown In
Figfll it is (recall ; = x;y;z are the three possible values of the O 3) spin label):
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where = 3 » Is the Yapidiy’, k; = (=c)shh ; ori= 1;2, and O (3) invariance
guarantees a total lack of H dependence In the result. The functions 1n [22) are
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Now notice the structure of the Ilim it ! 0 which is In portant for our purposes in the
region T :we ndthat ,( ! 0)= 0,whike 5( ! 0)= 1. This establishes the

key result (IJ) for this continuum m odel

B . Strongly—coupled tw o-leg ladders

In this section we concentrate on the properties of a particular m odel system , the spin—
1=2, 2-1leg H eisenberg antiferrom agnetic ladder, to which the low -energy phenom enology of
the preceading section is expected to apply. The H am iltonian of the system m ay be w ritten
as

X X
H = S:d) Sit@+g St@ S;@d+ 1)+ Sz @ S @A+ 1) 24)
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Here, the S; (i) and S1; (i) are spin-1=2 operators at site 1along the two chains that m ake up
the Jadder, g is a din ensionless coupling constant equal to the ratio ofthe antiferrom agnetic
bond along the individual chains Jy to thebond along the rungs ofthe Jadder J, and we have
set thebond strength J, along the rungs to be uniy; thisde nesourunit ofenergy. W ew ill
analyze thism odel in the lim it of sm all g; this Strong-coupling’ expansion [P4] is expected
to be qualitatively correct for allg. Forg= 0, we Just have a systam of isolated rungs w ith
the two spins on each rung coupled antiferrom agnetically. The ground state is a product



state w ith each rung in a singlt state. The lowest lying excited states form a degenerate
m anifold w ith precisely one rung prom oted to the triplet state. P erturbative corrections in g
would presum ably m ake this triplet barticlke’ hop around producing a singleparticle band of
triplet excitations as the lowest lying excited states. T hus we expect that our perturbative
analysis w illbe m ost conveniently perform ed in a representation that directly describes the
state of individual rungs of the Jadder. W ih this in m Ind, we sw itch to the bond-operator’
form alisn Introduced in Ref BF]. Follow ing Ref §], we w rite the spin operators as:

S;=- Ot @+ Ds@ 1 tAtD ; @2 5)

Ot @ €@Wsd 1 vdOt@® ; 2 6)
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where , ,and are vector indices taking the values x,y,z, repeated indices are summ ed
over, and is the totally antisymm etric tensor. g (1) and ¥ (i) are regpectively creation
operators for singlet and triplet bosons at site 1 (in the previous section we had used s (X) to
denote the spin density of the lattice system ; here we shalluse ~ (X) to denote the sam e and
reserve s for the singlet boson operator) . T he restriction that physical states on a rung are
either singlets or triplts leads to the follow iIng constraint on the boson occupation num bers
at each site:

s'Ps@+ @At @=1:
The soin density is given by

i it :

@
It is also convenient to de ne
=Dt @+t DsA :

The Ham iltonian in tem s of these operators is given as

H=H,+V; @.7)
where
X 3. 1. . ,
Ho= Zsy @Hs@® + Zty @Ht @ - 2.8)
and
gX . . . .
V= 2 (@ @+1 @H @+ 1)) : 2.9)

In this representation, the ground state forg = 0 is jist the state w ith every site occupied
by a singktboson. To zeroth order in g, the lowest excited states form a degeneratem anifold
w ith a trplt boson (of arbitrary polarization) replacing the singlet particle at precissly one
site. H igher excited states also form degenerate m anifolds labelled by the num ber of singlet
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particles that are replaced by triplet bosonsIn what ollow s, we w ill describe states by the
num ber (which can only be zero or one) and polarization ofthe triplet particlkes at each site,
the singlet occupation num bers being detem ined by the constraint. Thus we w ill loosely
refer to the state w ith no triplet particles as the Vacuum ’. At this order in g, the physical
particle-like excitation ofthe system iscreated at site iby theaction of (i) on the vacuum ,
and thus coincides w ith the bare triplkt particle. In general at higher orders in g, we expect
that the physical single particle states of the system will contain an adm ixture of states
w ith m ore than one bare particle present. Sin ilarly, the physical vacuum w ill also have a
com ponent w ith non-zero bare particle num ber.

In fact, it is quite convenient to m ake a canonical transform ation (detem ined order by
order In g) to an auxillary problm in which the physical particke states do not contain
adm ixtures of states w ith di erent bare particle number. The Ham iltonian of the auxillary
problem is related to the originalone by a sim ilarity transform ation. T he energy eigenvalues
cbtained in thism anner of course give the energy levels ofthe originalH am iltonian. H owever,
to recover the corresponding wavefunctions, one has to undo the e ects of the canonical
transform ation. W e w illuse this convenient form ulation of perturbation theory below aswe
discuss the strong-coupling expansion.

T he auxillary Ham iltonian in this approach is given by

H=&"ge? ; (210)

where W isthe hemn itian operator that generates our canonical transform ation. W e choose
W tom eet the follow Ing criteria:

The m atrix elem ents offl” between states with di ering numbers of bare particles
should be zero to a given order In g. N ote that this In plies that the elem entary excia—
tions of the auxillary H am iltonian are just the bare particlkes. H owever their dynam ics,
and their m utual interactions (in m uliparticle sectors) are determ ined by the restric—
tion of H" to the approprate subspace ofde nite particle num ber.T his restriction gives
the corresponding energy levels of the original H am iltonian H correct to that order in
g. This then serves as our e ective Ham iltonian for the corresponding sector of the
orighalproblem .

This does not com pltely soecify W . W e therefore also require that W have zero
m atrix elem ents to a given order in g between any two states populated by the sam e
num ber of bare particles.

Thes criterda xW uniguely orderby order in g and in generalwe have an expansion for
W thatreads:W =g W+ gW,+ ::: ) . It is quite straightforward to use this procedure
to generate an expansion in g forthee ective H am iltonians in the one and tw o particle sector
of the original problem (the ® ective Ham iltonian’ In the physical vacuum sector is jist a
constant equal to the ground state energy caloulated to the relevant order In g). Solving
for the eigenstates and eigenvalues of these e ective H am iltonians is just a sin ple exercise
In elem entary quantum m echanics. If the eigenstates of the spin—-ladder are of Interest (@s
they willbe when we calculate S (g; ! ) perturbatively) , we w ill have to obtain them from
the eigenstates j i ofthe e ective H am iltonian using
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J dpnysicar= €™ Ji: (@11

A fterthispream ble, we tum to the actualcalculations. A swe havem entioned earlier, the
scattering m atrix In the low -energy lin it isa crucial Input to the sam iclassical calculations at
non-zero tem perature, and it is therefore Interesting to have resuls for it in ourm icroscopic
m odel. So, to begin w ith, lt us look at the two-particle sector and work out the scattering
properties of the physical particles.

First we need to nd the e ective H am iltonian for the two-particle sector. To xst order
in g, this is just given by the restriction ofH o + V to the two particle subspace. Instead of
Introducing a lot of cum bersom e notation to w rite thisdown, we w ill jast list the am plitudes
of the various processes that are allowed In this two body problem :

E ach particlke can hop one site to the lft or the right w ith am plitude g=2 except when
the neighbouring site in question is occupied by the other particle.

W hen the two particles are at neighbouring sites, there is a non—zero am plitude for
soin rotation. Consider the state ji; 1; 1+ 1); ,i which has one particlke at i wih
polarization ; which can be any one ofx,y,z) and anotherparticle at i+ 1 w ith polar-
zation ,.The amplitude tom ake a transition from thisto the state Ji; ; @+ 1); »1i
s( g ,, ,,)=2.

To solve for the scattering states of this twodody problem , it is m ore convenient to work

In a basis in which we label the soin part of the two particlke states by the total angular

m om entum J and the value of its z com ponent J, . T he spin rotation am plitude now becom es

Just a J dependent nearest neighbour potential which takes the valuesg=2, g=2,and g
forJ = 2,1, and 0 respectively. Note that the potential energy is independent of J, as

one would expect from rotational nvarance. Tt is now quite sinple to nd the scattering

eigenstates In each channel. The spatial wavefiinction in channel J m ay be w ritten as

®1;%p) = Byf et e 4oy cp)efent i w)g; 212)

w here PAJ is the sym m etrizing operator for J = 2, 0 and the antisym m etrizing operator for
J = 1, and r; isthe re ection coe cient that com pletely speci es the scattering properties
of the particks. For the ry we have:

e¥  200s Kk, a=2)
= ; 213
2 cka 2 cos (kg a=2) @13)

e*a + 200s a=2
n= — b 2=2) (2.14)
eka + 2 cos kg a=2)
e ¥ + cos ke a=2) ]

; 215
eka + cos ke, a=2) ( )

Yo =

wherek = k; k)=2,kqy = ki + ky , and a is the Jattice spacing along the length ofeither
ofthe two chains that m ake up the lJadder system . N ote that k; and k, both range over the
Interval (0;2 =a). T he energy of the scattering state labelled by fk;;k,g (the energy ofthe
ground state being set to zero) is given by
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E ki;ke) = 2+ gooskya) + gooskza) :

This is consistent wih the st order resul R4] for the singk particke dispersion rela-
tion:E (k)= 1+ gooska).

T he next step is to use these results for the re ection coe cients to cbtain the S-m atrix
for this twobody problem in the lm it of low velocities. Low velocities In ply values of k;
and k, In the vicinity of the band m nimum at =a, ie k close to zero and k,, close to
2 =a. Both n and r; have the Imithgvalue lask ! 0,k, ! 2 =a. However,  is
singular in the vicinity ofk = 0, kg, = 2 =a; its value depends on the order in which the
twolmisk ! Oandky ! 2 =a are taken. This is som ew hat disconcerting as we expect
a welkde ned low-velocity lim it which agrees w ith the predictions ofthe O 3) NL M eld
theory.

T o identify the source ofourproblem , Jet us Jook m ore closely at the expression forr,. W e
notice that 1y, considered a finction of the com plex variablk k, has a pole in the upper half-
plane for a range of values ofky, . T his Indicates the presence ofa bound state n the J = 0
channel for the corresponding values ofky, . Thisbound state hits threshold, ie itsbinding
energy goes to zero, asky, ! 2 =a. It is the presence of a bound state at threshold that
causes the singular behaviour of the re ection coe cient n thelimit k! 0,k 4 ! 2 =a.
C Jkarly, ifthere were a range ofk,, around 2 =a forwhich there wasno singlet bound state,
then we would not have this di culy. It tums out (@swe shallbrie y outline later) that
extending our calculation to the next order In g lads us to precisely this conclusion and
gives a welkde ned lim ting valueof 1 Pory ask ! 0,ky ! 2 =a.

This result can now be used to cbtain the S-m atrix of our auxillary twobody problan .
W e are Interested, however, In the S-m atrix that describes the scattering of the physical
particle-like excitations of the spin—ladder. Thankfully, it is quite easy to see that though
the wavefuinctions of the two problem s are related by a canonical transform ation, the purely
b diagonal’ form of W implies that the two are the same at last to rst order In g.
Transm ing to the basisused .n {LJ), we see that the S-m atrix i the low velocity lim i is
indeed given by Q) Thus, this superuniversal form of the S-m atrix holds for our lattice
m odel and lends support to the idea that it is a generally valid consequence of Just the
slow m otion of the particlkes and is in no way dependent on the special properties of the
continuum -m odel.

To wind up this part of our discussion, ket us now summ arize the calculation of the
re ection coe cients to rst order n g. W e need to nd the e ective Ham iltonian of our
auxillary twobody problam to second order n g. This involves rst working out W ; and
then using this to obtain the e ective twodbody Ham iltonian. To O (g?), we generate in this
m anner an additionalnext-nearest neighbourhopping tem and som e additionalJ dependent
nearest-neighbour Interactions. W e skip the details as they are som ew hat tedious and not
particularly illum nating. The J = 0 re ection coe cient (correct to O (g)) obtained in this
m anner is given as:

e + coskma=2) gooskna) 3e¥® + ek =4

e*2 + s kg a=2) goos kg a) Geka + e *a)=4

Iy = 216)

From this, i is easy to see that there is no polk In the upper half k-plane as long as
*ma 2 j<  8g.Thism eansthat there isno singlet bound state possible in this range of
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Ka - This is consistent w ith our expectation that at the very low est energies, the tw o-particle
goectrum should be free of bound states in order to m atch the predictions of the -m odel
M oreover, 1) hasa wellde ned Iow<velcity lin it of 1 as clain ed earlier.

T he foregoing analysis has shown that the two particlke sector hasa soin S = 0 bound
state which lads to som e interesting threshold singularties for the scattering m atrix. Ex—
am ining our expressions for the re ection coe cients, we notice that there is in fact a bound
state In the S = 1 channelaswell (@ctually, there isalso a S = 2 antibound state; we will
not delve further into that aspect of the spectrum here). Now, a S = 1 excited state can
have observable consequences for the IN S cross—section of a system and we m Ight expect to
See som e Interesting features In the sam e as a result of this.

W ih thism otivation, et ustum to the perturbative calculation ofthe dynam ic structure
factorat T = 0. W e pick a coordinate system in which the two chains that m ake up our
ladder are paralkel to the x axis and have y coordinates of + d=2 and d=2 respectively,
where d is the distance between them (for sim plicity, we are assum ing here that the rungs
of the Jadder are perpendicular to is kgs). The soins along a chain are located at x values
equalto nteger m ultiples of a. W e denote the position of each soin in the x- plane by K.
WedeneP = (%;q,) . TheT = 0 dynam ic structure factorm ay be w ritten as

z X . .
sS@;!)= 2i dt% h o F2 082,007 ode T F T @17)

R RO

where j (i is the ground state of the system , L is the length ofeach chain, and SAR denotes
the spin operator at R In the Helsenberg representation. O ur strategy is to wrte down
the usual spectral representation for R.1']) and then evaluate it perturbatively. A ctually,
a oom plte calculation of the second order contribbution would involre the eigenstates w ith
m ore than tw o-particles present; below we w ill ignore this com plication and con ne oursslves
to calculating the contribution ofthe one and tw o-particle sectors, correct to the appropriate
order in g.

The spin operator at any site is a sum of two temm s: a sihglk particke piece com ing
from the , and a two particke part com Ing from the soin density operator . From the
structure of the strong-coupling expansion, it is clear that the single particle part does not
have m atrix elem ents between the ground state and any state In the two particle sector;
sin ilarly the two-particle piece does not have m atrix elem ents between the ground state and
any state in the singleparticle sector. Thus, kesping only the contrbutions from the one
and tw o particlke sectors, we can w rite to second order in g:

1 X d
SEil)= - ¢ E)h 1d.( @ oifsn? X°
2lpart1'cle states 2 .
1 X d
+ (' B)h o3.( @) oifcod % ; (2.18)

2 particle states

where j ;i and j ,i denote one and two particke states repectively, and , () and , &)
denote the discrete Fourder transform sof , (x) and , x). Let us digress fora m om ent and
think in temm s ofthe inelastic neutron scattering cross-section for a proocess w ith m om entum
transfer P and energy tranfer ! ; this coincides w ith the dynam ic structure factor apart from
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som e geom etrical factors. T his scattering can of course produce a single soin-one particle
In the spin system . But there is also a non—zero am plitude for producing a pair of these
particles close to each other (as is clear from the actual calculations described later). This
is the origh of the second term in @1§).

N ow , these tw 0 pieces contribute to the structure factor over very distinct intervals along
the frequency axis. W hile it is in principle possible to calculate both tem s correct to O (7)),
we will con ne oursslves below to calculating the lading perturbative correction for each
value of ! . Thus, we will calculate the singlk partick piece only to st order in g, whik
doing a fiill sscond order calculation forthe two-particle piece. Below , we give a brief outline
of the calculation and then discuss our nalresuls.

To calculate the single particle piece, we st need to detemm ine the ground state and the
physical oneparticle state wavefiinctions correct to O (g). This involves using W correct to

rst order to obtain the physicalwavefiinctions from the wavefinctions ofthe corresponding
auxillary problem (for the oneparticle sector, these are just plane waves to all orders In g;
this follow s from translational nvariance) . A sin ple calculation then gives the onepartick
pliece as

S,@;l)= -0 gos@a)sn® X ( E @) ; 2.19)

NI -

where E ()= 1+ gcos (a).

Tuming to the two-particlke piece, we see that one can actually ignore the distinction
betw een the physical 2-particle w avefinction and the wavefiinction ofthe auxillary twodody
problem . M oreover, it su ces to consider the auxillary problem to rst order in g. A lso,
since the ground state has soin zero and we are Jooking at the m atrix elem ents of a vector
operator, we need to consider only the triplet (J = 1) channel of the auxillary problam .
The only subtlkty lies In the fact that we need to consider the bound state contribution
as well as the usual contrbution of the scattering states. From R.14), we see that this
bound state exists or < kg a < + =3 and for 3 =3< k,a< 3 (rameamber
kew rm@nges from 0 to 4 =a). Thinking In tem s of an Inelastic neutron scattering event
wih m om entum transfer g, in the fuindam entaldom ain (0, 2 =a), we see that this bound
state can be excited for < ga< + =3 and for =3< ga < . I the latter case,
m om entum is conserved m odulo a reciprocal lattice vector of2 =a. O foourse, in addition to
the bound state contribution there is a background temm com ing from the scattering states
In this channel. A gain, the two particles can be created in the scattering state either w ith
totalm om entum ko, equal to the m om entum transfer g, or w ith the two di ering by a
reciprocal lattioce vector of 2 =a.

T he actual calculations are quite elem entary and we prooeed directly to the results for
the two-particle contributions. The bound state contrbution for2 =3 < ga < 4 =3 may
be w rtten as:

SB@;!>=%oos2 qy—zd sin’ %‘ 1 4008 %‘ (¢ B @) ; 2 20)

where Eg (@) = 2 g@l+ 4 o00d (@.a=2))=2 . On the other hand, the scattering states give
rise to the follow ing background contriution for j! 23< + 2gjocos(ga=2)7:

15



| q
: Ag? o (@ a=2 12
9 o 94 sn? X8 g s Gamz) | ) : ©21)
2 g+ 2(! 2) + 4g o8 (ga=2)

Ssc@;!):

Note that orga= 2 =3 or4 =3, there is a squareroot divergence at the lower threshold
to the continuum in ! ; these are precisely the values of g for which the binding energy of
the triplet bound-state goes to zero. This enhanced scattering can thus be thought of as
arising from the presence of the triplet bound state at threshold. The salient features of
these results are summ arized n Fig[ and Fig4. Fig [ is a plot of the positions along the
! axis of the single particle peak, the bound state peak, and the bottom ofthe two-particle
continuum as a fiinction of g,. h Fig[§, we show the spectral weight in the single particle
and bound state peaks as a function ofqg .

T hus, we see that that the existence of a triplet bound state of two elem entary soin-one
excitations leads to som e interesting features in the dynam ic structure factor. A ctually,
qualitatively sin ilar features, again arising from a triplet bound-state, had been predicted
earlier B3] in the alemating one-din ensional H eisenbery antiferrom angnetic chain. Recent
IN S experin ents B fA]]on (VO ),P,07 do indeed see a second sharply de ned peak in the
dynam ical structure factor for a range of values of g;,. W hike this com pound had been
previously thought to be a good exam pk of a spin-adder f3], m ore recent work [3] has
favoured the altemnating chain m odel f4] and the INS results have been interpreted B3] in
tem s of the additionalbound state contrioution predicted in Ref B3]. Thus, our resultsm ay
not be of direct relevance to this particular experin ental system . H owever, our work does
predict that a second peak in the IN S cross—section should be seen In strongly coupled ladder
system s and it is quite possble that the feature persists to all orders in the perturbation
expansion we have em ployed. It would be Interesting to con m this e ect by looking at
other system s that are m ore convincingly m odelled by a sin ple Jadder H am iltonian and it
is hoped that future experin ents do indeed see the e ects com ing from the bound state.

C .W eakly—coupled tw o—leg ladders

In this section, we analyze the ladder system {4) in the com plem entary weak-coupling
Iim it: J» Jx . An ekgant m apping developed by Shelton et.al R3] allow s one to express
the low-energy, long-distance properties of the m odel in temm s of a continuum theory of
weakly-interacting m assive M a prana (real) ferm ions. W e w ill analyze the low -energy scat—
tering properties of the soin one excitations of the weakly-coupled ladder by working in this
M aprana ferm ion representation.

W e begin w ih a bref review of the M aprana femm ion representation. W e will not at—
tem pt here to describbe in any detail the procedure used R3] to arrive at this eld-theoretic
representation. Instead, we w ill be content w ith a rather telegraphic summ ary of the prin—
cipal steps nvolved. To begin with, one wrtes down the usual, free, m asskess bosonic
theory [[4] for the low -energy properties of each of the two S = 1=2 Heisenbery antiferro—
m agnetic chains that m ake up the ladder. The interchain exchange J, is then tumed on,
Introducing a local, isotropic (in soin space) coupling between the spin-density operators
of each chain in the bosonic representation. This has two pieces to it: one coupling the
staggered parts of the spin densities w ith each other and the other doing the sam e for the
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uniform com ponent. Now, one works w ith symm etric and antisym m etric com binations of
the two boson elds (one for each chain) and transcribes everything to a ferm ionic repre—
sentation, introducing one D irac fermm ion for the sym m etric com bination and ancther for
the antisym m etric com bination In the usualm anner (for a readabl account of the relevant
m achinery of Abelian bosonization, see for instance the review @] by Shankar). The last
step is to write each D irac ferm ion as two M aprana ferm ions. If one kaves out the uni-
form part of the coupling to begin w ith, the theory In tem s of the M a prana fem jons is,
rem arkably enough, a free— eld theory. T he staggered part of the coupling jist provides a
mass toeach ofthetwoM aprana ferm ions obtained from the sym m etric com bination of
the bosons, while the two M aprana ferm ions cbtained from the antisym m etric com bination
acquirem asses and 3 respectively (the actualenergy gap is given by the absolute value
ofthem ass). ThethreeM aprana form onswih mass fom the soin one triplet we expect
on general grounds, and the fourth M a prana fem ion represents a high-energy singlet m ode
that w ill not be very in portant for our purposes. The m ass param eter of the theory is
proportional to J, wih the proportionality constant being non-universal. F nally, tuming
on the coupling between the uniform part of the spin densities gives us a four-fem ion Inter-
action tem between these m assive M a prana femm ions which willplay a crucial roke in our
analysis of the S-m atrix.

T he procedure outlined above gives us the follow Ing H am iltonian for the e ective eld
theory written In term s ofM aprana ferm ions:

X
H = H (*)+H 5 ()+H:; 222)

a=xy;z

here the ¢ and areM ajprana ferm ion eldsw ith anticom m utation relations given as

fr&®);rEo= & y) i

fo&)io@og= & y);

FR&)iR&I= a & ¥);

£L@iLWI= o & ¥); 2 23)

w ith all other anticom m utators being equalto zero, H, ( ) isde ned in generalas

v
Hm()ZT dx( 1@ 1 r @ r meg 1) 224)

wih v Ja and the interaction term H ; m ay be w ritten as

Z
— X X VvV Yy Y Y z z Z Z X X X X Yy Vv Zz Z .
Hi=g d&xfz_ zx1* 2221t R1ro1 Gt it rR1)rR 197 @ 25)

wih g J a. Note that each M aprana femm ion is a two com ponent ob Ect, the two
com ponentsbeing labelled w ith the subscriptsR and L to denote the Yght-m oving’ and Yeft-
m oving’ parts. To m ake contact w ith the original spin—-ladder, we also need a prescription
for expressing the spin-operators of the Jadder in termm s of the M a prana fermm ions. In sharp
contrast to the -model, only the uniform part of the spin-density operator has a local
representation in tem s of the ferm ions; the com ponents of the spin-density nearg= Q can
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be expressed only in tem s ofhighly non—local functions of the ferm + elds RY]. W e have the
ollow g expressions R3] for the uniform parts, J; and J,, of the spin density on each chain:

1 1
J2 &) = 51(5 B Syt f k) &)) ;
a l 1 abc b c a
B = ST Tk R ) 2 26)

where the index takeson valuesR or L and repeated Indices are summ ed over. N ote that
the eld ocorresponding to the non-universal high-energy singlkt m ode drops out of the
expression for the uniform part of the total spin-density of the lJadder which can then be
expressed entirely in temm s of the spin one triplet elds.

W e shall nd it convenient, when it com es to actually doing any calculations, to rew rite
all of the foregoing In tem s of farm ionic creation and annihilation operators. These are
de ned as ollows: Let ® () and ~ () denote the Fourder transform s of 2 (x) and x)
resoectively. W e w rite

") =f PLE+f ( pE( P ;
" )=9g P)sE)+ g ( PE( p); @217)

where t, (o) and s (p) are the ferm ionic annihilation operators corresoonding to the triplet and
singlet m odes respectively and £ (p) and g () are com plex-valued functions ofp which we
goecify below . These creation and annihilation operators obey the usual anticom m utation
relations:

fa@E)it@I=2 » © 9 ;
fsE);s'@ag=2 @ g ; 2 28)

w ith allother anticom m utatorsequalto zero. In tem softhese operators, the non-interacting
part of the H am iltonian reads
24 24

d d
Ho=  "eELE+  CLe)Sese) 229)

where ") = ©*vZ + )12, " )= ©E*V + 9 ?)'?, and the repeated index a is summ ed
over. The functions £ and g are actually chosen to ensure that the non-interacting H am il
tonian has this sin ple diagonal form in temm s of the creation and annihilation operators;
this choice guarantees that the operators s¥ and t/, as de ned n R 27), create the true
quasiparticles of the non-interacting systam . The expressions forf and g are best w ritten
as ollow s:

trPP=u @ p>0;
fr )= v (p p< 0;

)
)
fL ) = & p) 8p;
gR(p)—u(3>(p) p>0;
%R @) =1ivs) @) p<O0;
9 ) = ( p) 8p; 2 30)
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here the functionsu, () and v, () are de ned in generalas

U, @)= cos(n E)=2) ;
Vi ) = sin(, ©E)=2) ; 231)

with the angle . () being speci ed by cos(n ©)) = W PFMm* + p')' ™, sh(, ©) =
msgn )= * + V2 p°)'™. Now, we can rew rite the interaction temm in nom alordered form
w ith respect to these singkt and triplet creation and annihilation operators. T he quadratic
tem s s0 generated give the rst order correction to the m asses of the singlkt and triplet
m odes (this correction has already been calculated in Ref P§] by otherm eans). T he quartic
term lft over, has, In addition to the usual, nom alordered, particle-number conserving
piece, other pieces that involre pair creation and destruction. The fi1ll expressions are
som ewhat messy and we refrain from digplaying them here. However, and this is key,
we will need only a very simple part (corresoonding to the low momentum lim it of the
particle-num ber conserving piece) of this quartic temm for the calculation of the S-m atrix
in the low-m om entum lim it; ourm ethod of w riting everything in temm s of the creation and
annihilation operators has the advantage of identifying and isolating this piece at the very
outset. Finally, as an aside, we note that the total soin operator of the system may be
w ritten in tem s of the triplet operators as

Z q do

12

a + abc
Sie= 1

£ o)t ©) ; 2 32)

this con mn s that the triplet creation operator tf does Indeed create a single spin one quasi-
particle (w ith polarization a) of the non-interacting system .

W ith all of this In m ind, Xkt us tum to the analysis of the scattering properties of this
model. Aswe are hoping to caloulate the S-m atrix perturbatively In the coupling g, i
is convenient to write S = 1 + iT . The transition-m atrix’ T can then be calculated
perturbatively using the standard eld-theoretic prescrption that relates it to the corre-
soonding am putated, connected G reen’s functions of the theory. Let us m ake this precise
for the case we are Interested in: namely, a scattering process In which the initial state
consists of two particles, one with mom entum k; and spin polarization 1, and the other
with m om entum k, and spin polarization ,, and the nal state has two particles Iabelled
by ®2; 9) and kJ; 9). Note that we are now not taking about the bare particles of the
non-interacting theory, but the actual physical quasiparticle states of the system , correct to
the relevant order in the perturbative expansion in g. The corresponding m atrix elem ent,

Sg%;zg(kl;kz;kf;kg) W %%x) 9F% 1;ke i, may then be written as
S ¢ hkaikeikik)= @) o Lo G K) e K)o+
@) @ E) k& RM b0 kikeikiiky) ; @33)

whereEr = "k))+ "kJ) andE; = "(k;)+ "(k;) arethe naland hnitialenergies regpectively,

ks and k; are the totalm om enta In the nal and Iniial states respectively, and M is the

Yeduced’ m atrix elam ent (W ith energy and m om entum conserving  fiinctions rem oved) for
the process under consideration.
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W enow specializetothecassk; = k,k, = k (k> 0);thisspecial case allow sustom ake
our basic point (regarding the infrared divergences present in a perturbative calculation
of the scattering properties) whilke kesping the calculations sin ple. In this case, we m ay
deocom pose the scattering m atrix as follow s:

h
S ki kikik)= & k) B+k) Sik) ., 99 _
1
+S,k) ;0 , 0+ S83k) ;o 0 @234)
Now , energy and m om entum conservation in one din ension provide enough constraints on
the twobody problm to ensure that theallowed nalstateshave the sam e set ofm om entum
labels as the initial state. This allows us to convert the overall energy and m om entum

conserving  fiunctions in the second tem of [238) to  functions that identify ¥ with k
and kY with k. In the process, we of course introduce additionalkinem atic factors com ing

from the Jaccbian Wwe are basically using (f (x)) = ()= &)7j).Ushg this, we can write
!
"(]{)
S = ™M ;
1 k) 22 Il &) ;
"(]<) :
S =1+ ™M ;
"(]{) )
S = M ; 235
3 k) 22 3k); ( )
whereM ;,M ,, and M ; are de ned in tem s of the follow iIng decom position forM
h i
M %;Zg(k" kik;j k)=M.k) ,, 09+ Myk) ;o ,o0+Ms3k) ;9 ,0 : (236)

The relations @ 33) are usefiillbecause there isa sin ple diagram m atic prescription forthe
perturbative evaluation ofM . A ccording to this standard eld theoretic prescription B4,
M é;zg (k1 7k2;k];k9) isproportionalto the sum ofall wm putated’ (factors corresponding to
extemal legs om itted), fully connected, one particle irreducible diagram s contributing to the
tin e ordered fourpoint fiinction w ith two Incom ing extemal lines and tw o outgoing extemal
lines. The incom ing lnesm ust carry m om enta k; and k,, frequencies ! ; and !, set to their
respective bn-shell’ values of " (k;) and " (,), and spin labels ; and , respectively. The
outgoing linesm ust carry m om enta k! and kJ, frequencies again set to their on-shell values
of ") and "(kJ), and spin lbels ? and I respectively. D enoting the sum of all such
diagram s schem atically by 4, we can w rite
oy (kaika ik kg) = (21 sk sk 2 20 0 @37)

’

. 1
™M
1

where the eld-strength renom alization factor Z oom es into play because the singlet and
triplet creation operators s¥ and t create the bare particles, while we are asking questions
about the scattering properties of the physical quasiparticle excitations. W e w illnot be very
carefiil here about the precise de nition of Z ; it w ill soon becom e apparent that this does
not play any rok in the calculation we do.

Before we st about calculating 4, we need to soecify our conventions regarding the
diagram m atic representation of perturbation theory. As shown in Fig [J, we denote the
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propogator of the triplet particle by a solid line wih an amrow carrying momentum X,
frequency ! and spin label ; this has a factor of i=(! "k)+ i) aswociated wih it. &
tums out that we do not need to consider any diagram s that have lines corresoonding to
singlket particles and we w ill not bother to introduce a diagram m atic representation for their
propogator. W e also digplay our diagram convention forthe four point vertices of the theory
In the same gure; again, only the particle number conserving vertices n which all four
lines involved correspond to triplet particles have been assigned a diagram as the others
will not play a ok in what ®llows. One type of vertex, labelled (@) n Fig[§, depicts a
process In which two particles ofm om entum p3; and p4, both with soin label = x scatter
Into a nalstate populated by two particles w ith m om enta p; and p,, and spin label = vy.
The fullm om entum dependent factor associated w ith this diagram is also shown below it.
W e willnead only a very sinple low-momentum Iin it of this expression n m ost of what
©llow s. T he other kind of vertex, labelled (o) in F ig[§, show s incom ing particles w ith labels
(s y) and (o, x) scattering into a nal state populated by particles w ith labels (o; x) and
(. v) respectively. Again, the iillm om entum dependent factor is displayed alongside for
com plkteness. W e willmostly need only the value of this factor when all four m om enta
equal zero; this isgiven sinply by ig. O f course, all other vertices of the sam e type, but
having di erent spin labels that can be obtained from these using the O (3) symm etry ofthe
problem , have the sam e factors associated w ith them .

Wearenow In a pﬁsEltjon to do som e calculations. W e begin by noting that, apart from
the overall factor of ( Z)* which we are Ignoring for now, M ; k), M , k) and M 5 k) are
equalto ;kx; kx;ky; ky),:kx; kyjkx; ky),and 4kx; kyjky;, kx) re-
Joectively. Tt is quite sim ple to caloulate these three quantities to kading order n g. The
diagram s contriouting to iM ; is shown in F ig[§, while those contributing to iM , and M ; are
shown In Fig[]. Evaluating these treelevel’ am plitudes, we obtain

Kovg
sk x; kxiky; ky)=19‘,2—0<);
2
sk x; kyikx; ky)=ig,2—(k);
skx; kyky; kx)=  ig: 2.38)

A slong aswe are Interested In only the rst orderresult forS,wecan sstZ2 = 1 and directly
use these expressions to get the follow Ing resuls for the lading low k behaviour ofS;, S,,
and S3 correct to st order in g:

g  kw
S;1 k)= — 2 7
2Vg
ig
S =1+ — ;
2 k) ZVF kVF ’
ig
S = — 239
3 k) % kv @39)

W e In m ediately see that the perturbative expansion cannotbe trusted in the low -m om entum
Iim it because of the infrared divergences present in the expressions for S, and S;. The
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structure ofthis rst order resul is seen to be qualitatively sin ilarto the O (1=N ) result for
the two-particle S-m atrix ofthe O N ) -m odel @]. In the latter case, we know that the
exact value of the S-m atrix is perfectly wellloehaved in thek ! 0 Imm it and is in fact given
by the superuniversal expression {LJ). To obtain the correct result in this lim it for our
problam , we need to identify the leading Infrared divergences at each order in g and perform a
resum m ation. N ow , we do not expect ?:pljl’lﬁ:ared divergences in the perturbation expansion
ofZ and as a resul the prefactorof ( Z ) in the expression forM does not contrbute at
all to the tem s that need to be resum m ed; we w ill forget about this factor from now on.
Let us now try and identify the lading infrared divergent diagram s at each order in
perturoation theory. F irst ofall, it is clear, purely from frequency and m om entum conserva—
tion at each vertex, that no diagram s involving pair creation or anniilation can provide the
leading divergence at any order. M oreover, only intemal loops In which both propogators
Involved point In the sam e direction give a nonzero result on doing the integral over the
frequency running through the loop. A little thought should convince the reader that these
two constraints allow us to conclide that the lJadder series shown In Figl|d give the leading
Infrared divergent term s in S, and S; to all orders in g. Tuming our attention to S;, we
see mm ediately that Fem i statistics guarantees that each vertex in the analogous ladder
series for S; has enough factors of m om entum associated with it to rule out any hhfrared
divergence appearing in S;. O ur task is thus reduced to evaluating the two series shown In
Figld. To do this, we note that as far as the coe cient of the divergent piece is concemed,
we can ignore the m om entum dependence ofeach vertex and sim ply replace it w ith a factor
of ig.Eadch crossing ofthe ferm ion propogators gives a factorof 1 and each loop integral
gives =2kv Z. Putting all this together and summ ing the resultant geom etric series, we
cbtain the follow ing non-perturmative resuls for the low m om entum behaviour ofS, and Sj3:

S, () = 2ikvZ ]
? g + 2kv2 '
g
S =2 . 2 40
3 &) g + 2ikv 2 40)

An Interesting feature of these resuls is the pol in the upperhalfk planeatk = i g=2v§
which seem s to suggest the presence of a bound state. However, this region of k space is
de nitely beyond the dom ain of validity of €.4(0) and it is not clear what signi cance, if
any, to ascribe to this curous fact.
Tuming to m er ground, we see that the foregoing in plies that the low-m om entum
Iim it of the two particle S-m atrix is perfectly welkde ned and is in fact given by
S &b kiikeikiik) = 9 02 &k K2 Gk K): @41)

’

N ote that apart from an overall factor ofm Inus one, this is exactly the superuniversal form
Q). T he relative sign is sin ply a consequence of farm i statistics and our choice of phase for
the nalstate ofthe scattering process. In any case, we w ill see that when we use the super-
universal form ofthe S-m atrix for discussing soin transport, the overall phase is Inm aterial.
O n the other hand, the overall factor of 1 In the superuniversal form |1 2) willbe crucial
when we work out the correlators of the staggered com ponent of the m agnetization density.
Thism ay seem worrisom e at rst sight. H owever, aswe do not have any local representation
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of the staggered com ponent ofthe soin density in tem s ofthe M aprana ferm ion operators,
there is no contradiction at all. In fact, the sem iclassical techniques used in Section

m ay also be applied to the problem of calculating the nite tem perature G reen function of
the ferm jons; this would correspond to calculating the nite tem perature correlators of som e
highly non-local string operators of the original spin system . However, as it isdi cult to see

how these m ay be accessbl at all to any experim ental probes, we do not pursue this line
ofthought any further.

Thus, we see that the low-m om entum behaviour of the S-m atrix in this ferm ionic rep—
resentation of the weakly-coupled ladder is consistent w ith the superuniversal form (€ J),
although this behaviour is de nitely not accessible to perturbation theory. This leads us
to believe that sim ilar Infrared divergences would invalidate any perturbative calculation of
dynam ical properties at nite tem perature when there w illbe a dilute gas of them ally ex—
cited particles present) that uses this representation. In particular, this appears to indicate
that the results ofRef P§] for the NM R relaxation rate 1=T; are nocorrect at low T > O.

ITI.DYNAM ICSAND TRANSPORT FOR 0< T

T he results of this section are expected to apply to allgapped one-din ensional antiferro—
m agnets w ith m assive soin-one quasiparticles. W e w ill develop, what we believe is an exact
sem iclassical theory of dynam ics and transport for T . We will consider uctuations
near g= Q 1in Section [IIA], and near g= 0 in Section [[IIH|.

A .Therm albroadening of the singleparticle peak in S (g;!)

In this section, we present calculations leading up to our resuls for the them albroad—
ening of the single particke peak in the dynam ics structure factor.
The inelastic neutron scattering cross-section provides a direct m easure [[] of the dy-
nam ical structure factor S (g; ! ) which isde ned as
12
S@!)= - d='hs @Ns ( O (31)

where 8 (g;t) is the Heisenberg representation operator corresponding to the com ponent
of the spin density at wavevector g, the expectation values are with respect to the usual
equilbrium density m atrix and sum m ation over the repeated index is inplied (note that
we are assum Ing rotational invariance in spIn spaceand workingatH = 0). W e are interested
In the structure factor for g close to =a. In this case we have

Z

1 N ,
S@!)/ o dte""m k;Hn ( k;0)i; B2)
where k = g =a. To get a fel or what [GR) looks lke at T = 0, kt us consider a
particular lattice regularization ofthe -m odel, de ned by the quantum rotor H am iltonian
X, 1X
B =2 L3 = A
2 . g

1
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where f ; Isthe angularm cm entum operator of the rotor at site i, A1; is the unit vector that
denotes the position of the rotor at site i and we have temporarily sst c= a= 1. k is
not hard to analyze the properties of this m odel in a lJarge g, strong coupling expansion;
m oreover this is expected to be qualitatively correct for allg in one dimension f7]. To
lowest order, we can easily see that the ground state would jast be a product state w ith
each site being In an eigenstate of £ with zero eigenvalue. The lowest excited states would
be a degenerate m anifold corresponding to prom oting any one site to the L = 1 state and
thereby creating a Yartick’ at that site. To xst order n 1=g, a hopping term would be
generated in the e ective H am iltonian for the singleparticle sector, resulting In a band of
one particle excitations. To thisorder, A1 is Just a sum of creation and anniilation operators
for the stable particle-like excitation ofthe system . At higher orders in 1=g, i acting on the
vacuum w ill also produce m ultiparticle states, but there w ill always be som e single particle
com ponent. Reverting back to our continuum theory, we see that 8J) evaluated at T = 0
would have a contribution (! ")) associated with the stable particle. The next
contrioution is actually a continuum above the 3-particle threshod fg]. Follow ing R3], we
shallnow focus exclusively on how this oneparticlke peak broadens as T becom es non-—zero.
Letusde ne

C &t = %hﬁ &;on 0;0)1; 33)

where the repeated ndex issummed over. Let K (x;t) denote C (x;t) evaluated at T = 0
keeping only the single particle contributions. W e have
z
d 3 s
K x;t) = 2—pD o) et . (3.4)

HereD (p) isa Yom factor’. For our Lorentz invariant continuum m odel,

A
D (o) = —— 35)
2" @)

where A is a non-universal quasiparticle residue. This gives K x;t) = AKy( & 2
) =)= ), with K, them odi ed Bessel finction.

Now lktusevaluate C (x;t) for non—zero tem peratures using the sam iclassicalm ethod of
B31. First, it is convenient to sw itch to operatorsn,; ), n ; (x) and ng (x), de ned as

- Y .
n,;=n,; =n, in ;

ng = n, :

n,; isa sum ofa creation operator for particles w ith z-com ponent of spin m equalto +1
and an annihilation operator forparticleswih m equalto 1.1y isa sum of creation and
annihilation operators for particles wih m equalto 0. In the absence of an extemal eld,
wemay wrie

C x;9 = Iny x;91, 0;0)1 : (3.6)
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W e represent (8.4) as a Youblk tin ¢’ path integral, w ith the e it Hor com ;ng from the
H eisenbery operator generating paths that m ove forward in tim e, and the #'e producing
paths that m ove backward in tine. W e begin w ith an initial state which is populated by
them ally excited particles, the density of particlkes being e 7T and theirm ean spacing
being much larger than the them al deB roglie wavelength =(T) ¥ . Asargued In
B3R3), this m eans that the particles can be treated sem iclassically. In this sem iclassical
Iin it the dom inant contrlbution to the Feynm an sum oom es about when the paths going
backward in tin e are exactly the tim exeversed counterparts of those going forward and all
partickes follow their classical tra fctories between collisions P3R3]. W henever tw o partickes
collide, energy and m om entum oonservation is su cient to determm ine the nalm om enta.
However, one cannot entirely ignore quantum e ects of the collisions. The spins of the
particles after the collision aswell as the phase picked up by the wavefiinction ofthe systam
as a result of the collision is determm ined by the quantum m echanical scattering m atrix (S).
For T , the particles allm ove very slow Iy and we need only the superuniversal low —
momentum Iin it {TJ).

A 1l this leads to the follow ing description ofC (x;t) in thisasym ptotic lin it PA]: Attime
t= 0 webegh wih an initial state populated equally (for H = 0) with three soecies (cor-
resoponding to the three values of spin profction m ) of particles each uniform ly distributed
In space with density =3, where the totaldensity isgiven as

S

Z
3 d_pe (+c 2p2:2 )=T _ 3 T e =T
2 2 &

T he velocities are distributed according to the classical M axwellBoltzm ann distrioution
function

v ?2=22T

P &)= > aT e :
E ach particle in the initial state isassigned one ofthe three valuesofm w ith equalprobability
(@ssum lng H = 0). The operator ny (0) acting on this initial state creates at tine t = 0
one extra particke at x = 0 wih soin value equalto 0 (the annihilation part of ny gives a
contrbution which is exponentially suppressed and is ignored here). T hese particles follow
their classical tra pctories forward In tine. At every collision, we pick up a factorof 1
from the S-matrix. At tim e t, a particke w ith soin proction of zero is annihilated at x by
ng X). The resulting state is then propogated backward In tine to t = 0 and its overlap
w ith the niial state calculated. C (x;t) is then given by the average of this overlap over the
ensam ble speci ed earlier.

A typicalexam plk of a spacetin e con guration of tra gctories that lads to a non—zero
value for this overlap is shown in Fig[d. A 1l tra fctories in the gure except the dotted line
denote space-tin e paths that are traversed both forward and backward in tin e. T he dotted
Iine is traversed only forward in tin e as the particlk travelling on it is destroyed at tim e tby
np (x). A little thought convinces one that this overlap is non—zero only when all particles
colliding w ith a particlke travelling on the dotted tra £ctory have the same spin m (equalto
zero) as it does. M oreover, when this condition is satis ed, the value of the overlap is Jjust
( 1K (x;t) where n; is the num ber of collisions that the dotted tra fctory su ers. The
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factorof ( 1) com es from the scattering m atrix at each ocollision between a particle on the
dotted tra fctory and other particles. A 1l other collisions occur in pairs (the second m em ber
of the pair com ng from the evolution backward In time) and thus do not contrbute any
phase factor. The factor of K (x;t) is just the relativistic am plitude for the propogation of
a singk particle from x= 0 att= 0 to posiion x at time t.

A llthis In plies that we can w rite

C ;b =R &K/DK ;9 3.7

which de nes the Yelaxation function’ R . For the case where the particle has only one
allowed value of its spin label, m , it is possble to com pute R (x;t) analytically R3], and the
resulting expression (3.]) then agrees precisely w ith a com putation using very sophisticated
quantum inverse scatteringm ethod 7]: this agreem ent givesus con dence that the physical
approach developed here is asym ptotically exact at low tem peratures.

Letusnow tum to the calculation ofR for the case of nterest here. W e begin by w riting
a form al expression ©or R based on the foregoing sam iclassical description. Let £x, (0)g be
the positions of the them ally excited particles at tine t = 0. Let fwig be their initial
velocities. Here k is an Index running from 1 to N , the total num ber of particles present
In the niial state n a system of size L. W e label the Initial positions w ith the convention
that x, 0) < x,0) Prk < L Let Xy &) % (0)+ vt denote the k™ spacetin e tra pctory
(note that this is quite distinct from the position of the k® particke at tine t). Let my (£)
denote the spin profction valie of the partick travelling along the k™ trafctory at tine
t. The soin proections are random ly assigned to each particle at tine t = 0 as described
earlier and m , (t) at Jater tin es depends on which partick is travelling on the k™ tra-ctory
at any given tin e. W e have the follow ng expression fOorR :

R0 =h Fyij G8)
;
w ith
Fr=1 1+ mk(k);l)Nk ;
where
o= & X)) GO KO x ( xO0);
and

x = % O0O=&x  vb :

The angular brackets In (8.) denote averaging over the ensam bk of initial conditions spec—
1 ed earlier.

U nfortunately, it does not seem possble to do the ensam bl average analytically. U sing
m ethods of Refs 9)5(], i is possble to develop a tumulant’ expansion for the logarithm
of R [B]]. This expansion, however, is essentially a short tine expansion which is not
uniform Iy convergent, and thus not very usefill for our purposes as we eventually need to
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Fourer transform C (x;t). It is also possblk to develop a hean- eld’ approxim ation to
this classicalm odel that ignores the com plicated correlationsbetween them  (t) at di erent
tines (see Appendix D). This proves to be reasonably accurate at last for the R (0;t),
though the high-accuracy num erics we describe next show clear deviations from the m ean—
eld results. So, although we have an asym ptotically exact form ulation for the non-zero
tem perature C (x;t) at distances much larger than the them al deB roglie wavelength and
tin esmuch largerthan T !, we need to num erically determ ine the relaxation fiinction R to
actually calculate anything accurately. T his is what we tum to next.
An inportant property of R (x;t), which follows directly from @) is that i can be
wrtten in a scaling form asR x;t) = R ;%) wih x = x=L, and = t=L. where

L B 1 1:2
- 23T

Thus it ism ost convenient for the num erics to m easure length In units of L, and tine In
units of L, and directly calculate R'. W e start with a systam size of L = 400 (in units
of Ly) and In pose periodic boundary conditions. The density in these units is unity and
so the initial state is populated by 400 particles w ith their initial positions drawn from a
uniform ensemble. This system size is Jarge enough that nite-size e ects are negligble for
our purposes. Each particlk is assigned a velocity from the classical themm al ensemble. In
these new units this in plies that we choose velocities from the distrdbution

1 2
P (v) = p=e’

An Inportant advantage of our m ethod is that we do the average over the soin values
analytically. To do this, we note that it is possble to reformm ulate the caloulation of R by
w riting

R =H C)i;

w here C denotes a given space tin e con guration oftra gctories, the angularbrackets denote
averages only over the initialpositions and velocities that de ne thiscon guration,and T (C)
isde ned as

TC)= ( 1y

wl K

Here, n,, is the total num ber of collisions involving a particlke travelling on the dotted tra-
Pctory of Fig [§ and n, is the number of di erent them ally excited particles that have
had oollisions w ith a particke travelling on the dotted trafctory. Now, T (C) = 0 for all
con gurations C in which the presence of the extra particle (that starts out on the dotted
tra fctory) a ects the evolution ofthe various soin valuesm  (t) . So wem ight aswell forget
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about the particlke travelling on the dotted tra pctory and consider an auxillary spacetin e
diagram that now involves only the them ally excited particles. W e now agree to ignore the
soin Iabelon the dotted line of F ig[§; the dotted line now does not denote the tragctory of
any particle. In tem s of this picture we can de ne n, as the num ber of tin es any solid line
crosses the dotted Iine, and n, as the number of di erent them ally excited particles that
cross the dotted lne.

W ith this new formulation In hand, calculating T (C) reduces to som e sinple book—
keeping that keeps track of these two integers for a given con guration C. W e in plm ent
the ensem ble average by averaging over 4 1¢ con gurations drawn from the appropriate
distrdbution. T he com bined absolute error (statisticaland nitesize) in R (x;) for values of
%, £ of interest to us is estin ated to be Jess than about 5  10%.

W ith R available, it is a sinple m atter to num erically Fourier transform the resulting
C x;t) and cbtain the dynam ic structure factor S (g; ! ) . D etails of the num erical procedure
used are relegated to Appendix B . Herewe only com m ent on som e conceptual issues involred
and discuss our resuls.

There is an in portant subtlety associated w ith doing the Fourier transform that needs
to be rst addressed. A sdiscussed n Ref @], the sam iclassical resul for C x;t) isvald as
long as both x and t are not very am all; the results break down when x randt 1=T
( ¢ being the them al deB roglie wavelength). However, the Fourer transform of C (at
wavevectork = g =a) isan asym ptotically valid approxin ation to S (g;! ) only for ! close
to " (k). The reason for this can be understood by noting that the long-tin e asym ptotics of
our orm forC x;t) have an oscillatory character w ith oscillations on the scale of L. Put
another way, it is the spectralweight in the oneparticle peak that plays a dom inant roke In
detem ining the long-tim e, Jarge-distance asym ptotics of C (x;t) and so we can leam only
about this feature In the spectral weight by Fourer transform ing our form forC .

W ith this caveat n m ind, we have

Z 7
1 o
S!)= > dtdxe™ " ** K (x;HR x;t) : 3.9)

where k = g =a. W e have not attem pted to exhaustively map out S (g;! ), although
it would be quite straightforward to get m ore extensive num erical results should they be
of Interest In som e experin ental context. Below we con ne ourselves to discussing our
results for S (g; ! ) for a couple of sample values of g. Fig show s scans in frequency
across the quasiparticke peak In S (g;! ) Prg= Q at four di erent values of tem perature.
Tt is Interesting to note that when rescaled by L and plotted against a rescaled frequency
variable * = (! )L, the three curves for =T = 3, 4, and 5 seam to ocollapse on top
of one another w ithin our num erical errors Which are conservatively estin ated to be a few
percent at themost). In Fig [1, we show a scan in wavevector across the sam e peak for
! = ,again at the sam e four values of tem perature. T he curves at the lower tam peratures
again sl&owah’ng collapse; when rescaled by L and plotted against the rescaled variabl
k = ke L=, they seem to all &1l on top of one ancther. M oreover, the scaling curve

in Fig [[1, when pltted as a function of the independent variabk k2=2 coincides w ithin
our num erical error w ith the scaling function of Fig for % < 0; this is displayed in
Fig[l4. W hile we do not have any reason to expect that this scaling is generally true, all
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three obsaervationsm ay be put together in term s ofa scaling form that isvalid locally in the
neighbourhood of the quasiparticlke peak forg= Q ;m ore form ally we w rite

] ]
S(q;!>=ACLt - © (3.10)

1
2 Lt

W e also Investigated S (g;!) in the vicinity of the quasiparticle peak corresponding to
g= Q + =c; for this to be m eaningfi1], we of course nead =c to be much kss than the
m icroscopic scale al! beyond which our continuum theory doesnot work. W e again tried
to check if the analogous scaling fomm ,

|

A cL ! "
S@'!)= — SR T(k)
t

7 (3.11)

is approxin ately valid. Fig show s scans In frequency across the peak wih k held xed
at =c, or =T = 2, 3, 4, and 5. W e s=e that the curves do not really appear to scale.
In Fig 4, we show scans In wavevector, with ! held xed equalto 2 for the same
values of the ratio =T . W e plot the data (rescaled by L ) against the rescaled variablk

k= cLy k =C) (ote the di erence In the choice of rescaling of the Independent variable
from the earlier case). Agaln, In sharp contrast to the g= =a peak, we see that the curves
do not show any signs of scaling; our local scaling form isnot a very good way of organizing
the data in this case.

T hese scaling properties are best understood as follow s: In agine developing R (x;t) in an
expansion about x = 0 for constant t and then calculating the Fourder integralin {3.9). The
zeroth order term clearly gives us a result or S (g; ! ) which is com patdble w ith the scaling
form we have postulated for asym ptotically low tem peratures. H ow ever, before we can trust
this resul, we need to check that the corrections to the leading behaviour go to zero in the
Imi T ! 0. This is where the di erence between the two peaks we looked at becom es
apparent. Tt is easy to see that this is true only for valnes of g such that ¢ kL.=L . ! 0
as T ! 0 and this explains why the scaling form (3.11) does not work. Now consider
the p%ali atpq_= Q: The zﬁ.tgth orger scaling result has m ost of its weight in the region
*3 =c L. For kj =c L., the corrections to this lrading result do indeed go to
zero and this establishes the scaling orm  8.10) . An interesting feature of this result is that
the scaling function is com pktely determ ined by the x = 0 part R (0;t) of the relaxation
function. M ore precissly, we have

24

@=7 | dse™*R (0;s) : 312)
A useful check on all of our calculations is thus to com pare the scaling finction obtained
in Fig[ld and Fig[[J with B13) evaluated num erically (it is possblk to do this to a high
accuracy; detailsm ay be found In Appendix B). T he results of such a com parison are shown
in Fig[[g and the agreem ent is seen to be quite good. W hile the num erical results forR (0;t)
show a cleardeviation from the sin ple exponentialdecay predicted by the m ean— eld’ theory
referred to earlier, we do nd that the corresponding sin ple Lorentzian form for the Fourier
transform :  (z) = =2( %+ 7%) wih 0:71) provides an excellent approxin ation to
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the Ine<shape (the m ean— eld’ theory, however, gives a value of 4=3 0:7523 for | e
Appendix D).

W e thus have resuls for the them ally broadened quasiparticle peak in S (g;!); the
accuracy of these In the asym ptotic regine (T ) is lin ted only by the com puter tinm e

goent In num erically evaluating the relaxation fiinction and doing the Fourier transfom .
These resuls, egpecially the scaling properties in the viciniy of the peak corresponding to
g= Q, should be of relevance to neutron scattering experin ents on gapped one-din ensional
H eisenberg antiferrom agnets perform ed at tem peratures T and it is hoped that this
study provides a useful paradigm for organizing the experim ental resuls.

B .Low tem perature spin di usion probed by 1=T;

In this section, we shall present a detailed com parison of our results B3] for the eld
H ) and tem perature (T) dependence of the NM R rlhxation rate 1=T; (In the regine
T,H ) wih the experin ental data of Ref E@on the NM R relaxation rate in the
com pound AgVP,S¢ which is thought tobe a S = 1 onedin ensional antiferrom agnet w ith
a large gap 300 K and singlk-=ion anisotropy energy of about 4:5 K [B0]. We will
ignore this anisotropy for the m ost part In our theoretical analysis (@lthough we are forced
to phenom enologically introduce spin-dissipation into our theorerical results in orderto t
the data of Ref [3Q] at Jow tem peratures, we do not have any theory that gives the detailed
tem perature dependence of this spin dissipation rate starting from the anisotropic coupling
term in the Ham iltonian).

For com plkteness, kt us begin with a detailed review of the calculations leading up to
our expression for 1=T;. The NM R rwlaxation rate is given in general by an expression of
the form

Z
1 X X d
N

T 2

=Xy ; =xyiz

@a ( @S @'lw)i 313)

where S (g;!) isthe Fourer transform ofthe spin-spin correlation function (the subscripts
refer to the O (3) indices of the spin operators), !y = y H isthe nuclar Lam or frequency
( y is the nuclkar gyrom agnetic ratio), the eld H points In the z direction and A are
the hyper ne coupling constants. The g integral in 813) is dom nated by values of g near
0 Blll and we can thuswork out the eld and tem perature dependence of 1=T; know ing the
T > 0 correlators of the conserved m agnetization density ofthe O 3) NL M el theory.
This iswhat we tum to next.
W e de ne the correlation functions

Cups (;0) = W, ;90, 0;0)1  H#°
Cu;+ &0 =M @05, 0;0)1; (3.14)
here the angularbradkets denote averaging over the usualequillbboriim density m atrix, L, x;t)

is the H eisenberg representation operator corresponding to the z com ponent of the m agne—
tization density, and L are operators corresponding to the circularly polarized com ponents
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ofthem agnetization densty de nedasf 1, 1,.Asargued in Refs 3,23), these cor-
relation fiinctions in the asym ptotic regin em ay be evaluated by w riting down a double-tin e
path integral representation for them and evaluating it sem iclassically.

This Jeads to the Pllow ing prescription PJ] for C,,,, k;t) : At tine t = 0 we begin
with an initial state populated with three species (corresponding to the three values of
SoIn profction m ) of particles each uniform Iy distrbuted in space with densities given
resoectively by

S

Z

( mH)=T

dp 2.2_5 y T
_e( mH+c “p°=2 )=T e ;

2 o2

and w ith velocities distributed according to the classical M axwellB oltzm ann distribution
function

P (V) — v 2:202T :

2 ¢T

Each particle in the initial state is assigned one of the three values of m w ith probability

f, = &8 T=1+ 2c0chH=T)) . The operator L, (0) m erely keeps track of the local value
ofthe z com ponent of the spin. A cting on the initial state, it m easures the z com ponent of
the m agnetization density In the initial state at position x = 0. T hese particles then follow

their classical tra £ctories orward In tin e. At every collision, the particles retain their soin

labels. In addition, the state picks up a factorof 1 from the S-m atrix at each collision. At
tin e t, the operator ﬁz (x) m easures the value of the z com ponent ofm agnetization density

at position x. T he state is then propogated backward in tine to t= 0 and its overlap w ith

the initial state calculated. Cy ., (X;1) is then given by the average of this overlap over the
ensamble soeci ed earlier. A s all collisions have a tin ereversed counterpart, the phase of
the scattering m atrix does not m atter here and the overlap we are Interested In equals the
two-point correlation fiinction of the classical observable

X
%, (xX;0) = mey X x@0®); (3.15)
k

w here we are lJabelling particles consecutively from left to right w ith an index k, %y (t) denotes

the position of the k™ particle at tine t, and m , is the z com ponent of the spin of the k™

particle. This correlation function is calculated using the ensamble of initial conditions

outlined above. T he dynam ics governing the tin e evolution ofthe % is just that ofparticles

m oving ballistically excospt for elastic collisions In which they retain their spin values.
Thuswe can write

X
Cumz ;)= M, & x@)m, O)i hyi*; (316)
k;1

here the angular brackets refer to averaging over the ensamble of soin labels my, initial
velocities v (0), and initial positions x, (0) speci ed earlier. Now as the soin-progctions
m . are not correlated w ith the initial positions or velocities, the averages factorize. The
correlators of the m  are easily evaluated as:
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hnkmli: A1+A2 k1l 7 (3.17)

whereA, = (f; f;)?andA,= f;+ £, ( f1)? are sin ple, din ensionless, known
functions of H =T only. Using @I7) we have

Cu;zz (X;t)=A1 h (X,'t) (O;O)l 2
X
+A, h & x®) 6 O)i (3.18)

k

where (x;t) = F & X (t)) is the spacetin e dependent total densit% all averages are
now with respect to initial positions and velocities, and h ;90i= , o . Thetwo-
point correlators of (x;t) are also easy to evaluate: if the spin labels are neglected, the
collisions have no e ect and correlators of the total denstiy can be ocbtained by considering
an ideal gas of pont particles. The second correlator in 8.1§), muliplying A,, is more
di cuk: it involres the s=lf two-point correlation of a given partick k, which llows a
com plicated tra gctory. Fortunately, precisely this correlator was considered three decades
ago by Jepsen [9] and a little later by others BQJ; they showed that, at su ciently Iong
tin es, this correlator has a B rownian m otion form . Tn Appendix C, we give a self-contained
summ ary of Jepsen’s calculation. Here we just write down the nal results PJ] for the
correlation finction:
" ! ! #
Cuma &7 = 7 AiFs 2520 + AgFp 2j2 319)

X t th

where 2F; isthe connected density correlator of a classical idealgasin d= 1,

2 _.

Foet) = e Tf (3.20)

and “F, is the correlator of a given labeled partice 9541,
Fole;8)= 26 @G ( u)+ F (9
q__ 0000
P 2 GG ( u)

LG1G( W+ Gl w6 W)

~

GG ( u)
o #
I 28 G,)G,( u) e GzwrGalune (321)
wih u %%, G ) = erft@)=2, and G, ) = eu2=(2p_) uG; (u). For Ij K] 1,

the function F, has the ballistic form F, (x;t) Fi x;t),while for £ 1; kji crosses over
to the di usive form

Tx%=2t

e
Fz (X;t) W for ]arge t. (3 .22)
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In the origihaldin ensionfiilunits, {32%) in pliesa soin di usion constant, D ¢, given exactly
by

Fe T
D, = : (3.23)
1+ 2c0shH=T))

T his resul hasbeen obtained by the solution ofa classicalm odelw hich possesses an in nie
num ber of local conservation laws: In Appendix A, we explicitly show how the existence
of these Iocal conservation law s is not Incom patible with di usive soin dynam ics. Tk must
be noted that the result 823) does not in ply that we have rigorously established that the
ultin ate Jong-tim e corelations of the quantum m odel are also di usive: the reasons for this
and related comm ents were m ade earlier in Section [fbelow {T3J).

Let usnow summ arize the calculation of the correlator of the transverse com ponents of
the m agnetization density. T he sam iclassical prescription for evaluating C; + X;t) is again
quite straightforward: W e begin wih an nnitial state chosen from the same ensambl as
before. ﬁ+ (0) acting on the initial state gives zero unless there is a particke at x = 0 with
soin labelm = 0, 1, :Inﬁv_hldl case it raises them value of that particle by 1 and m ultiplies
the state by a factor of 2 (com ing from the usual properties of raising operators for the
Soin-one representation of the angular m om entum algebra). The resulting state is then
propogated forward in tin e w ith all the particlesm oving along their classical tra fctories as
before. At tin e t, the opeJ:atorLA (x) acting on this state gives zero unless there is a particlke
at x wih soin labelm = 0,1, n which @ it Jow ers the spin value of that particke by 1 and
again m ultiplies the state by a factorof 2. This state is then propogated backward in tin e
and isoverlap w ith the initialstate calculated. C; + (X;1) is given by this overlap averaged
over the ensam bl of niial conditions. Here, as before, the phase factorof 1 com ing from
each collision does not m atter as each collision has a tin e reversed counterpart. A Iso, it is
easy to see that in this case the overlap with the iniial state is zero unlss I «) bowers
the spin of precisely the particke whose soin was raised by £, 0). Lastly, we see that there
is an overall factor of &' ¥ * com ing from the unitary tin e evolution as the total spin of the
state during its evolution forward in tin e is greater than the total spin during its evolution
backward in tin e by precisely one. Sim ilar considerations apply to C,; . Putting all of
this together we see that

Cu. &)=272%ta 7, ==, (324)

where A fH+ f£4.
Now, wem ay express the NM R relaxation rate In tem s of the correlation fiinctions of
the conserved m agnetization density as

X X
= A A S () 825)

SXY =Xz

1
T
w here the Jocaldynam ic structure factor S (!y ) isde ned as

Z
S (ly)= dte’""Cy, 0B ; (326)
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note that we have neglected the g dependence of the hyper ne couplings and ignored the
contrioution of the antiferrom agnetic spin  uctuations to the integralover g n 8.13). At
this point we have to address an in portant subtlety that arises In calculating the localdy-—
nam ic structure factor from the autocorrelation function. W e are treating the soin dynam ics
sam iclassically to arrive at our expressions for the correlation finctions. This gives rdse to a
characteristic 1=t divergence at short tim es In the corresponding autocorrelation fiinctions.
This is basically a signature of classical ballistic soin transport; at these short tin e scales
collisions play no k. As a resul, the ntegral as w rtten is logarithm ically divergent at
short tim es. O ur sam iclassical expressions for the correlation functions do not m ake sense
for very short tim es. This is natural as our w hole approach has been geared towards calcu—
lating these correlations at tim e scalesm uch larger than 1=T and length scalesmuch larger
than the them al de broglie wavelength; our m ethod fails when both these conditions are
sin ultaneously violated R3]. The sam iclassical expressions for C, (0;t) are thus only valid
fort> where . isa shorttin e cuto 1=T . Introducing this short tin e cuto willgive a
well-de ned result or S (!y ) at the price of ntroducing an aritrary scale 1=T ; this
does not seem very prom ising asour results orS,, (!y) 6 (!y)) willdepend sensitively
upon . exosgpt for very anall elds such that we are In the oollision dom inated di usive
regine: yH 1=L. # 1=L.). Note that the range of H for which the resuls are
Insensitive to the cuto di ers for the transverse com ponents of the localdynam ic structure
factor because of the overall oscillatory factor ofe ¥ in the corresponding autocorrelation
functions (this factor always dom natesas y 1). However, we can stilluse our approach
tocompute the S (!y ). The pont is that, at very short tin es, the collisions between the
them ally excited particles do not m atter, and the soin dynam ics is ballistic. This m eans
that S (!y), orhigh frequencies !y (such that !y ismudch Jarger than the m ean ocollision
rate  1=L),m ay be caloulated exactly by doing a fullquantum calculation fora gasofnon-—
interacting spin-one particles Bl]]. Now, we can expand our sem iclassical result (obtained
by using a cuto ) for !y 1=L; and m atch the kading term in this large H expansion
wih the smallH Imit (orS,, (S ) thiswouldbetheregime yH T H T)) ofthe
quantum calculation of Ref B]]. This, then, willuniquely x . and give us resuls for the
S (!y) that willwork reasonably well even for H T (though strictly soeaking they are
valid only in the range y H T H T) orSs,, 8 )).

To see explicitly how this procedure works, consider S,, (!y ). Ik is quite easy to see that
the !y 1=L. lin i ofthe sam iclassical S,, (! ) is:

e H=T H=T e
e + e n
2 ( ) . 7
w here 0577216 isEuler’s constant. The | T I it of the full quantum calculation
reads B
|
e T _ _ 4Te
— @ T+ e TH)m
& '

Thus we can st = 1=4T to match the two logarithm s. Tt is easy to check that the
sam e choice works for the transverse correlators. Tt isnow quite straightforward to do the t
integrals and cbtain the ollow ing results P3] for the localdynam ic structure factor:
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S (Iy)= e T hTL.)+ 2F I Hi) : 327)

The In (T L) tem s logarithm ically violate the purely classical, reduced scaling form s B4,
and were xed using the m atching procedure just outlined. The scaling functions 1, ()
were determ ined in Ref 3] to be

jo !

4 e
1()>=h ———
p— p—
_ R (R S
2( )_ l( ) 42’—(b’ﬁ+ 2)l=2
1+ 2= 2 =21+
]n( (;) ( () . (3.28)
q__
where = 0:57721:::is Euler's constant, and () = ( 1+ 2=4 ?=2)17?. Note
that the above expression for , () clkarly shows the expected crossover from the large
frequency baﬂjstjcﬂoghavior (! 1)= In(@=), to the am all frequency di usive fom

201 0)= =@ ).
Let usnow use allof this to m ake contact w ith the experin ental results of Ref B(]. For
this particular experin ental sstup, the expression for 1=T; simpli es and to a very good
approxin ation we can write Q]

= 1 Sw(w); (329)

here the relevant hyper ne coupling constant is known [B{] to have the valie ; (75

10°) K sec! (note that we have used units such that h = ky = 1 in our com putation
of the correlation fiinctions and thus tim e is being m easured In nverse K elvins). To begin
w ith, we straightforwardly attempt to t the eld dependent 1=T; w ith our resuls. W e use
the values = 320K and c= 332 We are working In units where the lattice constant

a is s=t to one) extracted from the susosptibility data @]. In actual fact, we Introduce an
additional, eld-independent background rate Ry that we add on to our theoretical result
for 1=T, . This serves as our tting param eter; we choose it at each tem perature to achieve
the best agreem ent w ith the results of Ref ]. W e show the resulting tsforT = 320, 220,
and 160 K in Fig [[§. W e see that the theoretical curves account for the eld dependence
of 1=T; extrem ely well in this tem perature range (of course the agreement for T = 320 K
should not be taken too seriously as our theory is valid only for tem peratures sm aller than
the gap). In particular, the data seem s to clearly exhibit the theoretically predicted 1= H
divergence at Iow elds which is a characteristic of di usive soin dynam ics. In F ig and
Fig [[§, we com pare the theoretical predictions w ith the experinental data at T = 120,
100, 90, 80, 70, and 60 K . At these lower tem peratures this divergence seam s to get cut
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o below som e threshold eld and the quality ofthe t deteriorates rapidly. This Indicates
the presence of som e soin-dissipation m echanisn which beocom es signi cant at these lower
tem peratures and rounds o the di usive 1=" ! divergence in the localdynam ic structure
factor. Both Interchain coupling and single-ion anisotropy of the Intra-chain coupling are
expected to contribute to the soin dissipation rate. H owever, we do not have any realtheory
that can work out the e ects ofthese term s in the H am iltonian on the eld and tem perature
dependence of 1=T, .

W e can only attem pt to phenom enologically introduce som e soin dissjpation in our the-
oretical results for the spin correlators. Follow ing [3Q], we do this by sin ply introducing
an exponential cuto to the long-tin e tail of the autocorrelation function; thus we w rite
CS;XX O;p=e * Cuxx (0;1). It is straightforward, though som ew hat tedious to work out the
corresoonding local dynam ic structure factor by doing the Fourier transform and we will
soare the reader the details. This now gives us a phenom enological result for 1=T; w ith an
additionaltunable param eter . W e choose this spin-dissipation rate at each tem perature to
achieve thebest tw ith the data. The resulting curves are shown in Fig[Lld and Fig PO fora
few representative tem perature values. W e see that it ispossbl to t the data m oderately
well; discrepencies are however clearly visble and it is not clkar how much signi cance to
attach to the sharp increase in = as the tem perature is owered. The quality ofour t seam s
at rst sight to bem udch worse than the corresponding t to a purely classicaldi usive form
em ployed in Ref B(]. However, i is in portant to note that the phenom enological m odel
of Ref B(] used the di usion constant as an additional tting param eter; we do not have
any such freedom . M oreover, both the di usion constant and the constant background rate
extracted from the t in Ref [B(] take on unphysical values below about 100 K [BQ]. This
is becauss, at these Iower tam peratures, we are In the kallistic regin e of spin-transport for
a signi cant portion of the H axis and the contribution from the Yreeboson logarithm s’
cannot be neglected. A s the crossover to the ballistic regin e is already incorporated in our
fom , the present resuls for the background rate do not su er from any such cbvious prob—
lem s (the di usion constant of course is just given by §23) in our approach). In F ig P1] and
Fig 3, we plot the corresponding values of the spin-dissipation rate  and the background
rate Ry, asa function oftem perature. T he soin dissipation rate is seen to increase rapidly as
the tam perature is decreased. O n the other hand, we see that the tem perature dependence
of R, may be t approxin ately by an activated form w ith activation gap close to 3 =2.

IV.HIGH T REGION (T )OF THE CONTINUUM M ODEL

W e consider here the possbility that i may be possbl to nd gapped soin chains
which satisfy J, where J is a typical exchange constant. In this case, it becom es
possbl to access a higher tem perature regin e where a continuum eld theory description
ispossbl in the regin e T J. In particular, we expect that the continuum -m odel
to apply in such a regine 33]. It is our hope that such a universalhigh T regin e can be
experin entally accessed In S = 2 spin chains B4]. M oreover, the study of such a hish T
regin e is of in portance as m atching its results with the T theory can, In principlk,
help us estin ate the values of T to which the low T results can be applied.

An in portant property of this regin e BJ] is that equaltim e two-point correlator ofn
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C %;0) €Ean BJ)) decays at large x w ith a correlation lngth

c hT=): 41

T T=): @)
W ew ill shortly determm ine the exact values ofthe prefactor and the argum ent ofthe logarithm
in @J)). At distances of order or shorter than this correlation length wem ay crudely expect
that a weak-coupling, spin-wave picture w illhold, and excitations w ill have energy of order
or an aller than ¢ !, which is logarithm ically sm aller than the them alenergy T ; in other
words

c ! 1
T h(T=)

<1 “42)

So the occupation num ber of these spin-wave m odes w ill then be

1 T

1
e© =T 1 c 1

> 1 4.3)

T he last occupation num ber isprecisely that appearing in a classical description ofthem ally
excited spin waves, which suggests that a classical wave description should yield an appro-—
prate picture of the dynam ics of thishigh T region. H owever, notice that classical them al
e ectsare only logarithm ically preferred, and any predictions ofa classicaldynam icaltheory
w ill only be correct to leading logarithm s.

W ebegin ouranalysisby rst focussing on the equattin e correlations in this region. W e
shall use a m ethod orighally introduced by Luscher 53]. The mai idea of Luscher is to
develop an e ective action for only the zero M atsulara frequency (! , = 0) com ponents ofn
after ntegrating out allthe !, O modes (the !, = 0 m odes are related to the equaltine
correlationsvia the uctuationsdissipation theorem and the K ram ersK ronig relations @]) .
T his is expected to yield the follow Ing partition function fora -independent eldn (x):

z 0 z 'yt
I\ 1) dn (x)

Z= Dn &) @ 1)exp® — dx — A 4 4)

W ehave now generalized toa eldn with N oom ponents, and w illquotem any ofour results
for generalN ; the physical case ifofcourseN = 3. The coupling constant in {4.4) is w ritten
In a form such that isthe exact correlation length: this follow s from the easily com putable
exact correlations of 2 by interpreting it as the quantum m echanics of a single quantum
rotor. The valuie of can be com puted in a perturbation theory in g on the quantum m odel
@d): the ! , 6 0 modes can be integrated out using a now standard approach [47]

dk X 1

£ Yoo &N 2) —T TP I—— 4.5)
2 g 2 !néoc2k2+ 12

The integral on the right-hand-side is not ultraviolt convergent. W e evaluate i usihg
the renom alization procedure discussed by Brezin and Zinn-Justin fj]. W e introduce a
momentum scale atwhich coupling constants are de ned, and generalize €.]) to a m odel
In d spatial din ensions. W e now de ne the renom alized din ensionless coupling
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w here 1 d, and the renom alization constant Z is determm Ined In din ensional reqular-
ization to be B3l

N 2)k ()
2

Z,1=1 + ::: 4.7)

W e now need to express @J) I tem s of gz , and evaluate the integral on the right hand

sdeind=1 din ensions. Let us display a few steps of the latter evaluation:
z z 2 z 3
. d k 1 7 d ok s % 1 d! 1 5
Lo @) dk*+ 12 @ » g0 CkZ+ 12 2 &k?+ 124 T2
Z 2
d 1
+c P
@ B PP+ T?
(z 4 ' #
1 T d k 1 thk 1 1
c c @ )\ 2k ) 2 k¥ 2 k?*+1
( =2)
—_— 48
@ )y = “5)

W eareonly interested in thepolesin and the acoom panying constants, and to thisaccuracy
the rst integral on the right hand side can be evaluated directly at = 0, whilk the

fiinction yields a pole. Now combining ¢.4), {4.]) and {.) nto {f3) we nd thatthe poles
In cancel (asthey must), and

w bT 1 al 2)Jn(c=TpE) 4.9)

where the constant G is
G=4 e = 7055507955:::: (4 .10)

wih  Eulr's constant. Now we use the conventional relationship between  and the
renom alization group invariant ;= B353]
Vo !
P_ W 2) 1= 2) 5

NS = Giz %k () exp N 2500 411)

toelin natethescale from (49). A sexpected, the coupling gz ( ) dropsout ofthe resulting
expression, and we get

N 2)( " GT#
C
= = hn
T 1) Cas ¥
1 T hhT=c —)
+ nhh + 0 T= s (4 .12)
N2 cgw I (T=c y35)



Finally, we can expressthish temm softhe T = O gap by using the relationship between
g5 and obtained using the Bethe ansatz solution ofthe -m odel
(8=c)=0 2)
= . (413)
M5 i+ 1=N 2)
The results @13J13) lead to the N = 3 resul or quoted earlier in [T.3).

H aving obtained the classicalm odel ) forthe equaltin e correlations, and the precise
value ofthe coupling in [4.1P), wenow tum to an exam ination ofunequaltin e correlations
In the high T region T . W e anply an approach related to that used in the study of
the quantum -modelin d= 2 in Ref F]]11n a ow T region; unlke [44), the equaltine
correlations in d = 2 were described by a theory that was not ultraviolt nite, and this
will Jead to signi cant di erences in the analysis and physical properties here. To obtain
classical equations of m otions we clearly need to extend the classical Ham iltonian in @ 4)
by including a kinetic energy tem , expressed In term s of a canonical con jigate m om entum
to n . The cbvious approach is to take the quantum equations ofm otion, and to sim ply
treat the varables as cnumber classical degrees of freedom . In particular, we treat the
rotorangularm cm entum L as a classical variable, and augm ent the classical H am iltonian
by the kinetic energy of rotationalm otion. The m om ent of inertia of the rotor is related
to the response of the system to a magnetic eld H , and we therefore need to study the
behaviorof , n theT regin e.

W ewilldeterm ine by strategy sin ilar to that em ployed above in the com putation of

rst Integrate out the non-zero frequency m odes, and then perform the average over the
zero frequency uctuations. W e choose an H which rotatesn  1n the 1{2 plane, and de ne

C

q— %1
n & )= 1 ~& )n K+ a i e &) (414)

a=1
wheren &), e, ) are a sst of N mutually orthogonal vectors In spacetime, and , X; )
represent the nite frequency degrees of freedom which m ust be Integrated out. W e expand
the partition function to quadratic order in H , drop all tem s proportional to the spatial
gradients ofn (xX) ore, ) (these can be shown to be logarithm ically subdom inant to the

tem s kept), and nd that the H dependent temm s In the free energy density are

" |

H? 2 2 X 2. X -

2— ni+n3) 1 h a1+ €181 + €262)h 4 bl

](-IJX a ab . #

— @18e €2&) e en) dxd h,@ ,0;0); € s&; )i (4.15)
abcd

Evaluating the expectation values of the elds, and using orthonom ality of the vectors
n ,e ,theexpression (4.13) sinpli esto

2 0 7 1
H? X dk 1
Z 4@i+nd)e1 ¢ 2)gT ——~ _a
2 Tt e " )glnéo 2 k24 12
3
Z
X dk fk* 12
- __n 5
+2cg@  of )T QT 12y 4.16)
'n60 n
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F inally to obtain the susceptibility , we have to evaluate the expectation value of the zero
frequency eld n under the partition finction (4.4). Thissinply yiedsn?i= m2i= 1= .
The rst frequency summ ation is precisely the sam e as that evaluated earlier or i [43),
while the second is explicitly nite in d= 1 and can directly evaluated; In thism annerwe
cbtain our nalresult for :

" #
2 1T W~ 2)
N 22 2 c
\] 2) GT

= In 4.a7)
N c Ms €

u(T):

W e have om itted the form of the sublading logarithm s, which are the sam e as those in
@ I3). This resul was quoted earlier in {L9).

W e have now assambled all the Infom ation necessary to describe the e ective classical
dynam ics in the region T . The classical partition function is given by the follow —
ing phase—space functional integral, which generalizes (44) (and we willnow specialize the
rem ainder of the discussion to the specialcase N = 3):

z

H
Z= Dn DL k) @ 1) @n )exp ?
. 2 ', 3
1 dn 1,
H.= - dx4T — + LS (4.18)
2 dx u?

where I, is the classical angular m om entum density, and L , n are classical comm uting

variables. The second term in H . was absent In ), and represents the kinetic energy of

the classical rotors: Integrating out L. we obtain @4). By evaluating linear response to a
eld under which

H.! H. dxH L : 4.19)
we nd
u- - u? 4 20)

wih N = 3 (e have given, w thout proof, the expression for generalN ); the factor of 2=3
com es from the contraint L n= 0.Ushg {417), we then have the value of - .

W e can nally soecify them anner in which tim edependent correlations have to be com —
puted In this e ective classicalm odel. T he classical equations ofm otion are the H am ilton—
Jaoobi equations of the Ham ittonian H ., w ih Poisson brackets which are the continuum
classical Ilin it of the quantum ocom m utation relations :

fl. &)L &), = L &) & X
fl. ®in &)g,, = n &K & =
fn &)in ®)g,, = 0: (“421)

T he equations ofm otion are
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@n 1

— = L n

@t u?

QL @*n

ee T " ee 422

T he classical correlation functions are obtained by averaging these detem inistic equations
over an ensam bl of initial conditions speci ed by @.18) . N ote also that sin ple din ensional
analysis of the di erential equations () show s that disturbances travel w ith a character—
istic velocity c(T') given by

cT)= (T ([T)=. TN 423)

Notice from @I3) and @I17) that to kading logarithm s c(T) ¢, but the second tem in
the rst equation of @I7) already show s that exact equality does not hold.

W e com plte the relationship ofthe quantum to the classicalm odel, by noting that there
isalso an additionalw ave-fiinction renom alization ofthen eld @7/53]1which appearswhen
the non—zero frequency m odes are integrated out. Our nal result for the corelator C
B3 then takes the form

C =26 I T m &;tn &0 424)

T he subscript ¢ represents the classical average speci ed by @18) and @ 22)). The constant
A isthe T = 0 quasitpartick residue which appeared mn ). The constant € is an
unknown universal num ber which cannot be obtained by the present m ethods. It could, in
principle, be obtained from the Betheansatz solution. There is no sin ilar renomm alization
of the correlator of the m agnetization density ,C, In (314), which is precisely equalto the
two-point correlator of L. under @1§) and {423).

Tt isnow possble to perform a sim ple rescaling and to show that the classical dynam ics
problem above is free of any din ensionless couplings, and is a unigue, param eter-free theory.
This will allow us to com pletely soecify the T dependence of cbservables upto unknown
num erical constants. Let us perform the follow ing rescalings on {4.1§) and @27)

X=X
S
t:E u?
T
S
— T
L =1 (4 25)
Then the partition function @1§) is transform ed to
z
Z= Dn ®DL ® & 1) @ nexp( H)
2 ! 3
Z t 2
1 dn —
He= = dg4 — +1L1°5 (4 26)
2 ax
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while the equations ofm otion becom e

@n —
—_— = L n
@t
f 2
—@@_t = @@;:2 : @a27)

N otice that coupling constants and param eters have been scaled away, and @264 27) con-
stitute a unique problm that must be solved exactly. The T and dependencies of all
quantities arise only through the rescalings de ned n @29) and the resuls @J17J) and
B20) or and ,, given earlier. Com plete description of the correlators now requires
exact solution of E24[/427). The equalttin e correlations are ofcourse known from @ 24):

D o E
L &;0)L (0;0)

)

<

m ®;0)n (0;0)i e ¥ (4.28)

Wl WwlN

Even though the equations ofm otion constitute an Integrable system w ith an in nite num ber
of non-local conservation law s 5§59, i is not known how to analytically com pute correla—
tions averaged over the initial conditions of a them al ensamble, or whether the correlator
hL &;_t)f (0;0)iz has a di usive form at long tin es and distances. If di usion did exist In

the continuum equations {4 2§), the present analysis does allow s us to com pletely specify
the T dependence of the di usion constant; by a sin ple din ensional analysis of #259), we
get

T 1=2 =2

where B isan unknown universalnum ber, and the T dependenciesof and ., arein ¢4.19)
and {417/420).

In this context, it is interesting to note that recent m easurem ents Q] ofthe eld depen—
dence of 1=T; in the com pound (VO ),P,0; at tem peratures T Sam to provide clear
evidence for soin di usion. However, the buk of the data is at tem peratures com parable
to the m icrosoopic exchange constants of the system and it is not clar if the foregoing
description based on the universal high tem perature properties of the continuum eld the-
ory is applicable in the tem perature regin e studied experin entally. It is Interesting that
the experim ental results appear to suggest that D g c , which is consistent w ith [42]9) if

s T =C (@sisthe case with our results {T§) and {[.9) to kading logarithm s).

V.CONCLUSIONS

Them ain results of the paper are already summ arized in Section [f, and here we w illnote
som e unresolved issues and directions for future work.

A 11 experin ental realizations of gapped antiferrom agnets have additional com plications
which have not been included in the m odel system s studied here. M ost In portant am ong
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these are the spin anisotropies away from perfect H eisenberg symm etry and the interchain
couplings which m ake the system only quasitone-din ensional.

Consider rst the consequence of anisotropy. The threefold degenerate quasiparticle
soectrum w illnow be lifted, and three resuting particles w ill have have di erent energy gaps
and m asses. Further, these param eters w ill depend in a com plicated way upon the extermal

eld. Nevertheless, we expect that the sinple structure of the S-matrix in ([ J) will be
retained, as i only depends upon sim ple din ensional properties of slow Iy m oving particles
w ith a quadratic dispersion. C orrelations of the particle density can probably be com puted
along the sam iclassical lines of this paper: one has to dealw ith a classical gas of particles
ofdi erent m asses and average densities. T he Jatter problam is considerably m ore com plex
than the equalm ass case, and there is probably no altemative to num erical sim ulations.
C orrelations of the soin operators appear m ore problem atical{ these w ill nvariable change
the labels of the particles when they act, and therefore lead to di erences In the labels in
the forward and badckward tra fctories. Combined w ith the com plication that the m asses
ofthe di erent particles are di erent, and so their tra fctories w ill have di erent velocities,
we are faced w ith what appears to be a very com plex problem w ih quantum and classical
e ects intertw lned.

Interchain couplings w ill eventually require us to consider dynam ics in two or three
din ensions. If tem peratures are low enough that the interchain m otion is coherent, then
we have to consider the S-m atrix for scattering In higher dim ensions. In this case the
Jow-m om entum behavior is quite di erent: in fact the T -m atrix vanishes at low m om enta
ford 2. W e would then expect all scattering to be dom Inated by elastic scattering of
In purties which would control the behavior of the soin di usion constant and the quasi-
particle broadening. On the other hand, system s with only incoherent hopping between
chains will probably be dom nated by the nelastic scattering along the one-dim ensional
chains, and display behavior qualitatively sim ilar to that discussed in this paper.
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APPENDIX A:LOCAL CONSERVATION LAW SAND SPIN DIFFUSION

T he com putation of the spin di usivity in Section was carried out using the exact
solution a sin ple classicalm odel of point particles in one din ension. Thism odel is exactly
sokable @] and possesses an In nite num ber of local conservation law s, as we w ill show
explicitly below . T he existence of soin di usion then appears to run counter to the conven—
tional wisdom that the tin e evolution of a Integrable system is not thaotic’ enough to be
com patible with di usion. In particular, one m ight expect that any non—zero spin current
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produced in the system will not ultin ately decay to zero because the num erous conserva—
tion law s prevent . In this appendix we will show that this expectation does not hold
for the particular m odelbeing studied, and that an in portant barticlke-hole’-lke sym m etry
allow s com plete decay of any spIn current at H = 0. In a niemagnetic ed #H 6 0),
the particke-holk sym m etry is absent, and then the soin current does not decay com pletely:
this is consistent w ith the presence of a purely ballistic com ponent, F;, in §19) which con—
trbutesonly forH € 0 A, = 0atH = 0), and the argum ents of Zotoset al ]. A cs=ly
related particle-hole symm etry also played an in portant role In the appearance ofa nie
conductivity in our recent quantum transport analysis in two din ensions [p]].

T he classicalm odelofSections|IITA| and [[TIB| consisted ofparticlesk = 1 :::N with soins
my chosen random Iy (@t H = 0) from 1;0; 1.Attimet= 0 the particles had uncorrelated
random positions xi (0), and subsequently they occupied trapctories’ Xy (b) % 0) + wt
where v, are uncorrelated random velocities chosen from a Boltzm ann distrdbution. The
position xi (t) of particke k was however a rather com plicated function of tine, and was
chosen from the set of tra pctordes, £X | (£)g, such that forallt, x, (£) < x; () orevery k < 1.

Tt isusefilat this point to note two discrete sym m etries of the above classical statistical
problem atH = 0. The zst isthe tin exreversal symm etry, T , under which both soins and
velocities change sign:

T : w! ¥ ; my! my : @Al
T he s=oond is the Yartickeholk’ symm etry P , under which only the spins reverse direction :
P: w! w ; mg! my : @Aaz)

T hese symm etries w ill be crucial in our discussion below .

Let us now explicitly identify the local conserved quantities of this classical dynam ics.
A 1l of the velocities v are clearly constants of the m otion. H owever, we would like to work
with locally conserved quantities which can be written as the spatial integrals over local
observables, and which are nvariant under pem utation of the particle labels; so we de ne

" Ly #
v, = ’ dx 1 x )
n - at X
hl
- v @A3)
k=1

withn= 1:::N Mmotice dxy t)=dt6 w = dX y (£)=dt, but the resul holds after sum m ation
over k because the set £xy (t)g di ers from the st £X | (t)g only by a renum bering). A 1l the
V, are constants of the m otion. Sin ilarly, with spinsm  we can de ne

Mp= m} @4)
wih p= 1;2, asadditional Iocally conserved quantities M ; isthe spatial ntegralof %, (X;t)
in @B19), and a sim ilar result holds of M ;). W e can now easily work out the signature of

the V, and M  under the discrete sym m etries noted earlier, and tabulate the resuls:
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P T

Vho,nodd| 1 -1
V., even 1 1 @Aab5)

M 4 -1 -1

M, 1 1

The central quantity In spin transport is the total spin current J (t), which is not a
constant of the m otion. It is also given by an integral over a local quantity as
" #

Z >y
dx O x ()

my
e 1 dt

J ()

bl

m Vi A 5 (0); (A 06)
Jik=1
where A 5, isde ned to be equalto 1 ifparticle j ison tra fctory k at tin e t and 0 otherw ise;
we w ill analytically study the function A j In Appendix C, but here we willbe satis ed by
a num erical sinulation. Again, as .n A §) i is usefil to note the signature of J under the
discrete sym m etries:

P T
J| - 1

@)

A sw illbecom e clear shortly, one ofthe centralpoints ofthis appendix is that the signatures
in A7) di er from all of those of the conserved quantities n @5). The agrent J (t) is the
sum of N random num bers of each sign, and so is expected to be of order N fora typical
Iniial condition chosen from the ensamble de ned above. W e show the determ inistic time
evolution of J (t) for one such Initial condition fora system of 400 partickes in F ig P3: notice
that it is rather noisy-looking and repeatedly changes its sign. A lso, ap,ong the constants
of the m otion above, we expect V, wih n odd and M ; to be of order N (orovided n is
not too large), and V, wih n even and M , to be oforBeEN for a typical initial condition;
notice that it is only the conserved quantities of order N that can distinguish left m overs
from right m overs, or soin up from down.

Let usnow create a m acroscopic soIn current (oforderN ) in this system . W e do thisby
hitting the system w ih am agnetic eld gradient inpulse ata tine t= t3, and subsequently
setting the eld to zero. A s a result of the in pulse, the velocities of the particles w ith soin
up are assum ed to increase by vy, while those of oin down are assum ed to decrease by vy .
Fom ally, this can be w ritten as

Vi ! v+ mivy where 1isunigue solution of Ay () = 1: (A 8)
Im m ediately after the In pulse, J (t) w illhave a m acroscopic value
. 2 P —
J()= N+ O (N) @®9)

T he subsequent determ inistic time ev%]u_tjon of J (t) is also shown in FigP3: it decays in a
few oollision tin es to a value oforder N and then appears to chaotically oscillate in tim e!
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T he basic point is now easy to see. Becausemy isas lkely tobe +1 or 1, the Impulse
on any gi'yeﬂpartjc]e isequally lkely tobe +vy or . Hence theV,,wih n odd, rem ain
of order N even after the mmpulse. This is sin ply a m anifestation of the fact that the
signatures of J underP and T are di erent from those oftheV,.A non-zero J is therefore
not correlated w ith an Induced value of a conserved quantity which could prevent the decay
of J to non-m acroscopic values.

APPENDIX B:NUMERICALCOMPUTATION OF THE FOURIER
TRANSFORM OF THE CORRELATION FUNCTION C

In this appendix we outline the num ericalm ethod em ployed in calculating S (g; ! ) start—
Ing from the num erically determ ned sam iclassicalC (x;t) and the procedure used to directly
determ ine the scaling finction (z) (see Eqn (§12))

A s the num erical determ nation ofR (x;%) is the m ost tim e consum ing part of the entire
procedure, we calculated R only at a predeterm ined grid of points n the =  tplane. W e
chose tvalues from 0 to 7:0 at Intervals of 02. For each such value of ¢, we chose about
20 points s0 asto sampke R aswellas possbl In the region In which R > 5 103 ; this
choice wasm ade to re ect the fact that our absolute error In R* was estim ated to be about
5 10 . This then de ned ourgrid. At each £, we t R asa fiinction of % to the om

ajay + azgx + a4X2 + £z
by®) = AL
a + asx+ %

where f = 4=3anda; = IogR (0;%)). The rationalke behind our choice ofthevalue of f isas
follows: W henx £, the com plicated correlationsbetween the soin Iabelsofa given classical
tra fctory at di erent tin es do not m atter and R is well approxin ated by our h ean- eld’
theory (see Appendix D). The mean— eld theory in this lin it gives log (R) 4%=3 and
this iswhat determ ines our choice of £. The error in the twasestin ated to be roughly the
sam e as the error in the origihal com putation ofR’; thus we did not lose anything by doing
the t.Having tabulated the tting param eters for each value of € on the grid, we evaluated
the spatial Fourder transform num erically. The resulting function of ¢ is expected to be
snooth aslongas *= (! " (k)) L isnot too lJarge. M ore precisely, we do not expect any
oscillations on the scale of our grid spacing In faslongas02 % 2 .Aswe are Interested
only in % 1, we can safely Interpolate the resulting function Int. In practice we use
a cubicspline to do the Interpolation. Lastly, we do the € integral num erically to obtain
S (@!). The accuracy of both num erical Integrations is quite high and so we expect that
the dom inant error in our calculation com es from the interpolation; this is conservatively
estin ated to be a few percent at the m ost for the lJargest values of *.

Let us now brie y Indicate the procedure used In obtaining the Fourer transform of
R (0;%) needed for the calculation ofthe scaling function (z). The availabl data for R (0;%)
is t extrem ely wellby the follow ing fom :

T+ at® + oe? )

10 =
IR) 1+ ct+ de?
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where the choice = 4=3p ~ is again m otivated by M ean- eld’ considerations. It is now
a sin plk m atter to do the Fourier ntegral to a very high accuracy using this t and we
estin ate the errors involved to be Jess than 0:5% at them ost.

APPENDIX C:CALCULATION OF TAGGED PARTICLE CORRELATIONS IN
THE CLASSICALMODEL

In this appendix, we shall attem pt to give a self-contained acoount ofthe m ethod devised
by Jepsen [A9] for the calculation of the tagged particle correlations in the classical m odel
introduced in Ref f9]. W e will try to adhere to the notation and conventions of 9] as far
aspossbl.

The model is de ned as Pllows: W e begin with N particles of mass m distrdbuted
uniform Iy along a one-din ensional ssgm ent of length L w ith periodic boundary conditions
We will eventually take the themodynamic Iimit L ! 1 wih N=L xed to be equal
to the density ). At tine t = 0 each partick is assigned a velocity from the classical
them al ensamble de ned by the usual M axwellB oltzm ann distribution function gv) =
m=2 T)"2e™v*=2T | The subsequent evolition of the system is purely determ inistic; the
particles travelw ithout any change In their velocities until they collide w ith another particle.
Every oollision is elastic and the particlkes m erely exchange their velocities as a result of the
collision .

To begin our analysis, ket us labelthe particles from lft to right w ith an index i munning
from 0 to N 1. Thus the particles are initially at positions % (0) such that x; (0) < x5(0)
fori< j.Actually, it is convenient to dentify i+ N w ih ibecause ofthe periodic boundary
conditions em ployed which identify theendsx = 0 and x = L ofthe interval. N ote that this
labelling of the particks is left nvariant by the dynam ics. W e also label tra ctories which
follow the straight line de ned by X ; (t) = x; (0)+ vit on the spacetin e diagram representing
the evolution of the system ) with an index i, again w ith the convention that x; (0) < x5 (0)
fori< j herev; isthe mitialvelocity ofthe it partick). Let x; (t) denote the position ofthe
i? particle at tine t. W e wish to calulate the comelator B x;t) = h (x x () & 0))i
where summ ation over the repeated index k is Inplied and the angular brackets refer to
averaging over the ensam ble of initial conditions speci ed earlier.

Let us now consider the quantity A j (£), Introduced in Appendix A, which is de ned
to be equalto 1 if particle j is on tragctory k at tim e t and 0 otherw ise. A nother ussfil
quantity is the number n, of (signed) crossings su ered by the k™ trafctory upto tin e t.
Every tin e this tractory is hit from the left, ny decreases by 1 and every tine it is hit
from the right ny increasesby 1. Clearly, Ay (t) = 1 for j= k + ny () and zero otherw ise.
W em ay probe the dynam ics a bit m ore by de ning another quantity r, ;k;t) which equals
1 if traectory h has crossed tra ctory k precisely n tim es upto tin e t and zero otherw ise.
Here too, we are taking of signed crossings; if tra fctory h crosses from the kft this isa
negative crossing and if it crosses from the right it is a positive crossing. C learly r, has the
Interpretation of a probability when averaged over any ensamble of initial conditions. Let
us also de ne the corresponding Yenerating fiinction’ as

® .
s@;h;k;t) = L, h;k;ne™t Cc1)
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The reason for introducing r, and s(u) isthat A 4 (t), which is clearly a central quantity
of Interest, m ay be very conveniently expressed in term sof su) as

|
1 %! 54 or Y21
Apl=— e s —m;k;t C2)
N =0 m=0 N

here we are using the convention that s u;k;k;t) 1. This is quite easy to check from the
de ntions of s(u) and A 4 . M oreover, it ispossble to w rite down a fairly explicit expression
fors@;h;k;t). Thistakes a slightly di erent form depending on whetherh is greater or lss
than k. Ifh > k, we have

s@u;h;k;t) = S ;wenl ; C23)

whilke ifh < k, we have

s@;hik;0)=e ™S U;wkn] : C4)
S U;wyn]used above is de ned as:
S fywenl= ™ ; C5)

where wyy, % 0) % O0)+ v w)t,andn istheintegerthatsatises @ 1)L < wy < nL.
U sing this de nition, we can w rite the follow iIng com pact expression for A j () in tem s of
S:

21

%1 2 ileYl
N S N—;th : (C6)

e

A !
S = —
N o h=0

W ith all thism achinery In place, i is a rhtively straightforward m atter to caloulate
the correlation finction we need. W e begin by explicitly w riting out the ensem ble averages

involved:

N 12 Z Ny 1
B iD= fdxg @v] gtn) GO x); C7
=0
o R Ry Ryy Ry, R
xfj\vherewehRaveused thege nitions fdxg o dxn 1 dxy 2 ::: 5 dx; and [dv]
11 dwy 1 11 dvy o, o 11 dvy wih xi (O) %, and it is understood that xy (0) is sst

equalto 0 when evaluating the right hand side of {C7]). Now we can transform from particle
positions to tra fctories by w riting
X
) x)=  Ag Kx® x):

k

U sing thisand w riting A ¢, In tem sofS [u;wyy ] allow s us to express our correlation finction
as

N2 7 N 1 Paxriwr o
B &)= — x] @v] gtn) — S EYEALE X ® %) C8)

N
L =0 N k;=0 h=0
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Here we have also used the fact that the integrand in this representation is explic-
itly symmetric in_the spatial integration variables to change the spatial integration to
R R} Ry R}

dx] dxy 1 o dxy 2 iy dxg. =

It isnow convenient to de ne R u;xy + wt %1 11 dwvi,g (4, )S u;wiy ]. Using this
we can rew rite our expression for the correlation fiinction as

X zZ 1 z N 1
B ;b = N dvog (Vo) &Ko)  x) . dxpR ;X (0) %)
N 121 %a
+ T , dxy . A g ()R ;X ©)) K ® x)
1% 'n 2
. dxpR ;X ©) %) ; C9)

P P

wherek 6 h,kh 6 O,u . 2 FN and |, Y . To proceed further we need to work
outR u;X (©)1and (1=L) OdehR u;X  (© % ]. This is quite straightforward to do in the
Iin it of large L and we only give the nalresultsbelow :

1 1 )
R El;xk(t)]: EEC(Y)+ 1 EEC(Y) e” 7
Z

1t 1 )
L o dxpR ;X ® %]1= 1+ . 1 e" T wXe®]; (€ 10)
w here
s I
i ! 1 y
T WX ®1= ?t ye + 2 P—=e VE: V) ’
2 v
Ec(y): P= dze ’
Yy
r____
m X ©
= — . Cc1l1l
y Tt C11)

Now , In the the them odynam ic 1im it speci ed earlier we can w rite

1 . N .
1+ f(l e™ )T ;X ()] =exp @1 e")T XM ;

valid forany nitenumber . Usingthisand {CIQ) in the expression [C9) forthe correlation
function and doing the ram aining integrals over positions and velocities gives us

Z 3
Bait= % 2f,60)E, () + " E W)+ eV Eiw) exp (L €)T [jx]
r
1 m w 2 in . .
+E S & =P L e )T u;x] ; C12)

here we have replaced the sum over u by the corresponding integral In the them odynam ic
lin it and used the de nitions f; W) E.w)=2, L, w) 1 f@w)andw m =2T }~?x=t.
To do the u integral, we note that T may be expressed as Ge™ A where A and G are
functions purely of x and t. This allow s us to use the standard Bessel function dentity,
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Z n
172 inu u i G 2 ®+G) P_—
7 due exp @ e )Ge A) = N e L, AG); C13)
0
to nally arrive at the results quoted in §21)) of Section [IIB] upon using the appropriate
valies for andm .

APPENDIX D:APPROXIMATE ANALYTICAL CALCULATION OF THE
RELAXATION FUNCTION

In thisappendix, webrie y outline our approxin ate n ean— eld’ theory for the relaxation
function R (x;t).

W e begin by noting that the classical m odel de ned in Section has been solved
exactly in Ref R3] for the special case .n which there is only one possiblk value for the spin
labelm . A llofthe di culties we encounter In attem pting to generalize this solution to the
case of interest here stem from the fact that there are com plicated correlations between the
m, () (de ned in Section [IIA]) at di erent tin es.

Our hean- eld’ approxin ation consists of simply ignoring these correlation e ects
(hence our choice of term inology to describe our approxin ation). Having m ade this un-—
controlled approxin ation, i isnow a fairly straightforward m atter to ocbtain a closed form
expression ©rR (x;t) In analogy w ith the corresponding discussion in P3]. The actualcal-
culation proceeds as Pllows: Let g be the probability that any given solid line in Fig[d
Intersects the dotted lne. Ifwe ignore the correlationsbetween them , (t) at di erent tim es,
then the probability that this line carries a soin label equal to the soin label of the dotted
line is 1=3. So given that the line Intersects the dotted line, this Intersection contributes a
factorof 1toR x;t) wih probability 1=3 and a factor of 0 w ith probability 2=3 (ifthe lne
does not intersect at all, we of course get a factorof1l). W ithin ourmean eld theory, R is
jast a product of such factors, one from each solid line. ThisgivesR x;t) = 1 g o3},
where N is the total number of them ally excited particles In the system . Now, usihg
g= hk vti=L [BB] where the angular brackets denote averaging over the M axwell-
Bolzm ann distrbution function for v and L is the length of the system ) and taking the
them odynam ic lim it, we obtain R x;t) = exp( 4 hk  vtj=3).W e can now do our usual
rescalings and w rite down them ain result ofourmean eld theory:

R (ejt) = exp( 4hjx €5=3); ©1

where the angular brackets now denote averagig over the distribution P’ (¢v) = se ¥ * and

% and_t are de ned as in Section [TA]. Tn particular, note that this inplies R (0;t) =
e %3 ; this tums out to be reasonably accurate or som e purposes (see the discussion on
the approxin ate form of the scaling function (z) in Section .
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FIGURES

1 2

X

FIG .1. Two particlke collision describbed by the S-m atrix (14). The m om enta before and after
the collision are the sam g, so the gure also represents the spacetim e tra pctories of the particlkes.
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FIG .2. Low and high tem perature asym ptotics for the uniform susceptibility  of the contin—
uum O (3) non-linear -model AtT = 0, there isan energy gap to all excitations, and c is the
velocity de ned by (@) . The expression in Eqn @ gives the low tem perature asym ptotics whilke
Egn isused for the high tem perature asym ptotics. A ny lattice antiferrom agnet w illhave a very
high tem perature (T > J where J is a typicalm icroscopic exchange constant) C urie susceptibility

1=T which is not shown: the high tem perature lim it of the continuum theory will apply for

< T<Jd.
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FIG .3. Positions In ! ofthe singk particke peak (solid line), bound state peak (long-dash line),
and the bottom ofthe two particle continuum (short-dash line) in S (0';! ) plotted as a function of
ox for the strongly-coupled ladder (a typicalvalue ofg= 025 isused).
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FIG . 4. Spectral weight in the singlk particke peak (dashed line) and the bound state peak
(solid line) In S (@;!) fora strongly coupled ladder (@ typicalvalue ofg= 025 isused). Note that
the two curves actually correspond to di erent values of the transverve m om entum ¢, chosen to
m axin ize the respective spectralweights: the single particle part is shown forg, = =d whilke the
bound state part is shown for g, = 0 d is the spacing along the rung of the ladder).
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Propogator denoted as
kk’ w on the left.
” Associated expression
is denoted as D( k, w).

B

Vertex (a)

Vertex (b)

FIG.5. The Feynm an ruks we need for the calculation describbed in Section [IIC]. The pro-
pogator D (k;!) is given as D (k;!) = =( "k) + i ). The factor corresponding to the
vertex (@) is ig(fr (E3)fr (E1)fL @a4)fL 2) + R ! L)=2 . The factor corresponding to () is
gy Pa)fr 1) & @E)fL 1)) E @3)fr ©2) & ©E3)fL ©2)) -«
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k -k

FIG.6. Feynm an diagram s contrbuting to 4k x; k x;ky; ky)to rstordering. AL
external lines carry on-shell frequencies corresponding to the m om entum labels shown.
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Diagram (b)

FIG.7. Feynman diagram s contrbbuting to 4k x; k y;k y; k x) (diagram @)) and
sk x; kykx; ky) diagram (©)) to st order n g. A ll extermal lines carry on-shell fre—
quencies corregoonding to the m om entum labels shown.
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Series (b) T X yT

FIG . 8. Ladder series giving the lading infrared divergent termm s in the expansion for iM ;
(diagram (@)) and M , (diagram ()). A ll extermal lines carry on-shell frequencies corresponding
to them om entum labels shown. T he intemallines also carry frequency labels that are not explicitly
shown.
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X

FIG.9. A typical set of particke tra pctories contrbuting to C (x;t). Each full line represents
paths traversed by particles m oving both forward and backward n time. The dashed lne is
traversed only going forward in tin e. Shown on the tra pctories are the values of the particle spins
m , which are ndependent of t in the Iow T lin it. N otice that all the tra fctories intersecting the
dashed line have a spin equalto that of the dashed line: only such con gurations contribute to the
C x;b).
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FIG.10. S (g;!) rescakd by a factor of AcLi=( ? ) plbtted against * = L (! ) wih
g= =a for =T = 2, 3, 4, and 5. Note the scaling collapse of the curves corresponding to the

three lowest tam peratures.
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FIG.11. S ( =a+ k;!) rescaled by a factor ofA cLi=( ? ) plotted against the rescaled variablk
k= kc L= ) 122 with 1 = for =T = 2, 3, 4, and 5. Agaln, note the scaling collapse of the
curves corresgoonding to the three lowest tem peratures.
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FIG .12. The scaling curve ofFjg (de ned by thedata for =T = 4 and =T = 5) plotted
against the ndependent variable ( k2=2) com pared to the scaling curve of F'ig E (again de ned
by the data for =T = 4 and =T = 5) for the corresponding negative valuies of *. The two
coincide w ithin our num erical errors.
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FIG.15. The scaling function (z) determ ined directly from Eqgn oompared w ih the
scaling curve de ned by the results already shown in Fig E and Fig @
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FIG .16. Fild dependence of 1=T; or T > 120 K . T he experin ental data of ] is com pared

w ith the theoretical predictionso set by a eld-independent background rate R , which isthe only
free param eter of the t; the t value ofR y is shown under the theory colum n.
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FIG .17. Field dependence of 1=T; for a few tem peratures T < 120 K . T he experin ental data

of ] is com pared w ith the theoretical predictions o set by a eld-independent background rate
Ry which isthe only free param eter ofthe t; the tvalue ofR y is shown under the theory colum n.
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FIG .18. Field dependence 0of 1=T; for the lowest tem peratures for which data isavailabl. The
experin entaldata of ] is com pared w ith the theoretical predictionso setby a eld-independent
background rate Ry, which is the only free param eter of the t; the tvalue ofR y is shown under
the theory coum n.
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FIG .19. Field dependence 0of 1=T; t to the phenom enological form described In the text. The
experin ental data of ] at T = 120, 100, and 90 K is com pared to our phenom enological form
that incorporates a soin dissipation rate in addition to a eld ndependent background rate Ry,.
The values of Ry; are listed under the theory colum n.
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FIG .20. Fild dependence 0of 1=T; t to the phenom enological form described in the text. T he
experin ental data of ] at T = 80, 70, and 60 K is com pared to our phenom enological form that
Incorporates a spin dissppation rate in addition to a eld lndependent background rate Ry,. The
valuies ofRp; are listed under the theory colum n.
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FIG.21l. Temperature dependence of the spoin-dissjpation rate detem ined by tting our
phenom enological form for 1=T; to the experim entaldata of ].
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FIG .22. Tam perature dependence of the background rate R, determ ined by tting our phe-
nom enological form for 1=T; to the experin entaldata of ]. W eplot n Ry) against 1=T to check
for activated behaviour and Indeed nd an approxin ate linear relation, the best t for the slope
being 468 K .
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FIG . 23. D etermm inistic tin e evolution ofthe spin current J (t) (de ned In @)) fortwo system s
0£400 particles on a circle w ith the sam e initial condiions; the value of J (t) changes in discrete steps
at each collision between a pair of particles. For one of systam s, there is an in pulse in velocities
given by @ §) at a tine ty = 2. This produces a m acroscopically signi cant J (), which however

decays away In a few collision tim es. The on]ypren nant of the im pulse isa heating’ of the system ,
re ected In the larger am plitude ofthe order N uctuations In J () for the in pacted system .
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