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Abstract

The excitation spectrum ofthe two-chain S = 1=2 Heisenberg spin lad-

der with additionalsecond neighbor frustrating interactions is studied by a

variety oftechniques.A description,based on a m apping ofthem odelonto a

Bose gasofhard-core tripletsisused to determ ine the one-and two-particle

excitation spectra. W e �nd that low-lying singlet and triplet bound states

arepresentand theirbinding energy increaseswith increasing frustration.In

addition,m any-particle bound statesarefound by exactdiagonalization and

variationalm ethods.W eprovethatthelargerthenum berofbound particles

the larger the binding energy. Thusthe excitation spectrum has a com plex

structureand consistsofelem entary tripletsand com positem any-particlesin-

glet and triplet bound states. The com posite excitations m ix strongly with

the elem entary ones in the coupling regim e where quantum 
uctuations are

strong. The quantum phase transition,known to take place in this m odel

at criticalfrustration is interpreted as a condensation process of(in�nitely)

large m any-particle bound states.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The S = 1=2 quantum spin ladder is relevant to a num ber ofquasione-dim ensional

com pounds1 and the list is growing as m ore m aterials becom e ofexperim entalinterest.

Theoretically the two-leg ladder is, due to its geom etry, the m ost sim ple realization of

a "spin-liquid" - a quantum disordered state with gapped elem entary excitations. The

excitation spectrum ofthe ladderhasbeen analyzed by a variety oftechniques,including

weak-coupling �eld theory m appings2,exactdiagonalization ofsm allclusters3;4 and density-

m atrixrenorm alization group (DM RG)studies5.Also,strong-couplingtechniqueshavebeen

extensively used,such asdim erseriesexpansionstohigh orders6 and m apping ontoe�ective

bosonictheories7;4;8.Thedispersion ofthelowesttripletexcitation aswellasthegap in the

spectrum arequitewellunderstood within theaforem entioned approaches.

Recently,an additionalbranch ofexcitations-two-m agnon bound stateswere found in

thespin ladderm odel9;8.Such bound stateswerealso predicted forthedim erized quantum

spin chain10 which isanotherquantum system with a disordered ground state and gapped

excitations. Bound states in quasione-dim ensionalgapped spin system s have also been

observed experim entally11 although itisstillnotclearwhich one(orperhapsa com bination

ofthe two above12) is the relevant m odelfor their description. Two ofus have recently

pointed out8 thatbound statesexist,in fact,in alloneand two-dim ensionalquantum spin

system swith dim erization ofwhich the spin ladderand the dim erized chain are particular

exam ples.

In the presentpaperwe study the two-leg spin ladderwith additionalsecond neighbor

frustrating interactionsbetween the chains. Thism odelwasintroduced quite recently and

analyzed num erically viadim erseriesexpansions13,DM RG 14 and exactdiagonalizations13;15.

A quantum phase transition wasfound asfrustration increases from an antiferrom agnetic

(AF)ladderinto Haldane (ferrom agnetic ladder)phase. The excitation spectrum changes

dram atically asoneapproachesthequantum transition point13.In a coupling region before

thetransition asingletstateappearsin thetripletgap and atthetransition both tripletand

singletgapsseem toapproach zero13;15.W ewillshow in thepresentwork thatasfrustration

increasesa num beroflow-energy m any-particlebound statesappearin thespectrum which

m ix strongly with the one-particle excitations. The energies ofthe bound states decrease

with increasing frustration and num berofparticlesform ing them .Thusthequantum tran-

sition can be viewed assoftening ofa very com plex excitation,com posed ofm any-particle
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bound states.

ConsidertheHam iltonian oftwo coupled S = 1=2 chains(spin ladder):

H =
X

i

n

J? Si:S
0
i+ J

�

Si:Si+ 1 + S0i:S
0
i+ 1

�

+ J2

�

Si:S
0
i+ 1 + S0i:Si+ 1

�o

; (1)

where the intra-chain (J)and the inter-chain (J? ,J2)interactions are assum ed antiferro-

m agneticJ;J2;J? > 0.In Eq.(1)J2 isa second neighborinterchain coupling which causes

frustration.In orderto analyzetheexcitation spectrum of(1)itisconvenientto adoptthe

strong-coupling viewpoint.AtlargeJ? � J;J2 theground stateconsistsofinter-chain spin

singletsjGSi= j1;0ij2;0ij3;0i:::,whereji;0i= 1p
2
[j"iij#i

0
i� j#iij"i

0
i].Sinceeach singlet

can be excited into a tripletstate itisnaturalto introduce a creation operatort
y

�i forthis

excitation:

ji;�i= t
y

�iji;0i; � = x;y;z: (2)

The representation ofthe spin operators in term s oft
y

�i was introduced by Sachdev and

Bhatt16:

S
�
1;2 =

1

2
(� t� � t

y
� � i���
 t

y

�t
): (3)

Afterapplication ofthistransform ation to (1),or,equivalently,aftercalculating them atrix

elem entsofthe"hopping" term sJ and J2 in (1),we�nd:

H =
X

i;�;�

(

J? t
y

�it�i +
�

2

�

t
y

�it�i+ 1 + t
y

�it
y

�i+ 1 + h.c.
�

+
�

2

�

t
y

�it
y

�i+ 1t�it�i+ 1 � t
y

�it
y

�i+ 1t�it�i+ 1

��

; (4)

wherewehavede�ned

� = J � J2; �= J + J2: (5)

In addition,we have to restrict the Hilbert space by introducing the following hard-core

on-siteconstraint16

t
y

�it
y

�i = 0: (6)

Thisexclusion ofdoubleoccupancy re
ectsthequantization ofspin and ensurestheunique-

nessofthem apping from (1)to (4).
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The Ham iltonian (1)aswellas(4)issym m etric underperm utation ofthe ladderlegs.

Therefore allexcitationscan be classi�ed according to thissym m etry. Following standard

notationswe willdenote the antisym m etric excitations(k? = �)by the index u and sym -

m etric ones(k? = 0)by the index g. Itisclearthatthe operatort�i (elem entary triplet)

correspondsto theu-excitation.

The restofthe paperisorganized asfollows.In Section IIwe describe the one-particle

(triplet) excitation spectrum . In Section III the two-particle problem is considered and

bound statesin variouschannelsareanalyzed.Section IV addressesthebound stateproblem

form any particles focusing m ainly on the case ofthree particles. Section V presents our

analysisofthequantum phasetransition in lightofthepreviousresultsand sum m arizesthe

work.

II.ELEM EN TA RY T R IP LET

At the quadratic levelthe Ham iltonian (4) can be diagonalized by a com bination of

Fourier and Bogoliubov transform ations t�k = uk~t�k + vk~t
y

��k . This gives the excitation

spectrum :!2
k = A 2

k � B2k,whereA k = J? + �cosk and B k = �cosk.W e�nd,in agreem ent

with previous work16;7,thatthe e�ectofthe quartic term s in (4)on the tripletspectrum

is sm alland therefore we proceed by treating these term s in m ean �eld theory. This is

equivalentto taking into accountonly one-loop diagram s(�rstorderin �).Thesediagram s

lead to therenorm alization:

A k = J? + (�+ 2�f1)cosk;B k = (�� 2�g1)cosk; (7)

where

f1 = ht
y

�it�i+ 1i= N
�1

X

q

v
2

q cosq (8)

g1 = ht�it�i+ 1i= N
�1

X

q

uqvqcosq:

The above corrections are num erically quite sm all. The dom inant contribution to the

spectrum renorm alization is related to the hard core condition Eq.(6). This condition is

typically taken into account in the m ean-�eld approxim ation7;16. The latter is essentially

uncontrolled,especially for a quasi-1D system . To dealwith the constraint we willuse

the diagram m atic approach developed by us in Ref.[17]. An in�nite on-site repulsion is

introduced in thisapproach in orderto forbid thedoubleoccupancy:
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H U =
U

2

X

i;��

t
y

�it
y

�it�it�i; U ! 1 : (9)

Since the interaction is in�nite, the exact scattering am plitude ���;
�(K ) =

�(K )(��
��� + �����
),K � (k;!),for the triplets has to be found. This quantity can

be found by resum m ing the in�nite series shown in Fig.1(a). One can easily see that �

dependson the totalenergy and m om entum ofthe incom ing particlesK = K 1 + K 2.The

interaction (9)islocaland non-retarded which allowsustoobtain theanalyticexpression17;8

(in thelim itU ! 1 )

��1 (K )= i

Z
d2Q

(2�)2
G(Q)G(K � Q)=

= �
1

N

X

q

u2qu
2
k�q

! � !q � !k�q
+

1

N

X

q

v2qv
2
k�q

! + !q + !k�q
: (10)

HereG(Q)isthenorm alGreen’sfunction (GF)G(k;t)= � ihT(tk�(t)t
y

k�(0))i:

G(k;!)=
u2k

! � !k + i�
�

v2k

! + !k � i�
(11)

and theBogoliubov coe�cientsu 2
k;v

2
k = � 1=2+ Ak=2!k.Thebasicapproxim ation m adein

thederivation of�(K )istheneglectofallanom alousscattering vertices,which arepresent

in thetheory dueto theexistence ofanom alousGF’s,G A(k;t)= � ihT(t
y

�k� (t)t
y

k�(0))i.

G A(k;!)=
ukvk

! � !k + i�
�

ukvk

! + !k � i�
(12)

Our crucialobservation17 is that allanom alous contributions are suppressed by a sm all

param eterwhich ispresentin thetheory-thedensityoftripletexcitationsnt=
P

�ht
y

�it�ii=

3N �1
P

qv
2
q. W e �nd that nt� 0:1 (J? =J = 2),nt � 0:25 (J? =J = 1) and it generally

increasesasJ? decreases.Sincesum m ationofladderswithanom alousGF’sbringsadditional

powersofvq into �,theircontribution issm allcom pared to the dom inantone ofEq.(10).

In thefollowing analysiswewilltakeinto accountonly thecontributionsto theself-energy

which are atm ostlinearin the tripletdensity nt and therefore we also neglectthe second

term in Eq.(10). Thus our approach is expected to work as long as the gas oftriplets is

diluteenough (nt issm all).

The norm alself-energy which includesonly the �rstpowerofthe am plitude � isgiven

by thediagram in Fig.1(b):

�(B r)(k;!)=
4

N

X

q

v
2

q�(k+ q;! � !q): (13)
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This is the dom inant contribution to the spectrum renorm alization as em phasized by

Brueckner18 who developed the technique described above in order to study system s of

strongly interacting ferm ions.

In the dilute gas approxim ation there are other diagram s which are form ally at m ost

linearin nt butstillnum erically give contributionsm uch sm allerthan the one ofEq.(13).

The�rstoneisthe\rainbow" correction to theanom alousself-energy which isproportional

to
p
nt and isshown in Fig.2(a):

�A =
1

N

X

q

uqvq�(0;0): (14)

Thisanom alousself-energy enforcesthecondition

ht
y

�it
y

�ii= N
�1

X

k

ukvk = 0: (15)

Theparam etersuk and vk found in thezeroth approxim ation do notsatisfy thiscondition.

Taking into accountthe selfenergy (14)gives the corrected valuesofuk and vk which do

satisfy (15).Thiscan beseen from theform ulafortherenorm alized Bogoliubov coe�cients,

Eq.(23)below.Since(14)isindependentofkand!,technicallyonecantakeintoaccountthe

anom alousself-energy by introducing theterm �
P

i;�

�

t
y

�it
y

�i + t�it�i

�

into theHam iltonian

(4)and choosing theLagrangem ultiplier� from thecondition (15).

The nextcorrection isthe contribution to the norm alself-energy given by the diagram

shown in Fig.2(b),where the square denotes the scattering am plitude (10). A standard

calculation givestheexpression forthisdiagram

�(2b)(k;!)=
6

N 2

X

p;q

(upvp)(uqvq)u
2
k+ p�q�(k+ p;! � !p)�(k+ q;! � !q)

! � !p � !q � !k+ p�q
: (16)

Another correction is given by the diagram shown in Fig.2(c)plus the sam e diagram but

with thepositionsof� and � reversed.Theresultis

�(2c)(k;!)= � �
4

N 2

X

p;q

cos(p� q)(upvp)(uqvq)u
2
k+ p�q�(k+ q;! � !q)

! � !p � !q � !k+ p�q
: (17)

The last correction linear in the triplet density is shown at Fig.2(d). The corresponding

expression is

�(2d)(k;!)= � �
1

N 3

X

p;q;l

(upvp)(uqvq)u
2
k�p�l u

2
k�q�l �(k� p;! � !p)�(k� q;! � !q)

(! � !p � !l� !k�p�l )(! � !q � !l� !k�q�l )
(18)

� [8cos(p+ q+ l� k)+ 10cos(p� q)]:

6



Letusstressagain thatallnorm alself-energy contributions(13),(16),(17),(18)arequadratic

in vq and hence linearin the tripletdensity. The anom alousself-energy (14)islinearin vq

and thusproportionalto
p
nt.

In orderto�nd therenorm alized spectrum ,onehastosolvethesetoftwocoupled Dyson

equationsforthe norm aland anom alousGF’s,shown sym bolically in Fig.3.The resultfor

thenorm alGF is:

G(K )=
! + A k + �(� K )

[! + A k + �(� K )][! � Ak � �(K )]+ [B k + �A(K )]2
(19)

Afterseparating thisequation into a quasiparticlecontribution and incoherentbackground,

we�nd17:

G(k;!)=
ZkU

2
k

! � 
k + i�
�

ZkV
2
k

! + 
k � i�
+ G inc: (20)

Therenorm alized tripletspectrum and therenorm alization constantare:


k = Zk

q

[A k + �(k;0)]2 � [Bk + �A ]
2; (21)

Z
�1

k = 1�

 
@�

@!

!

!= 0

:

Herethenorm alself-energy operatorisgiven by Eqs.(13),(16),(17),(18)

�(k;!)= � (B r)+ �(2b)+ �(2c)+ �(2d) (22)

and the anom alousself-energy operatorisgiven by Eq.(14). The renorm alized Bogoliubov

coe�cientsin (20)are:

U
2

k;V
2

k = �
1

2
+
Zk[A k + �(k;0)]

2
k

: (23)

Equations(10,22,21,23)havetobesolved self-consistently for�(k;0)and Z k.From Eq.(20)

italsofollowsthatonehastoreplaceuk !
p
ZkUk;vk !

p
ZkVk in allexpressionspresented

aboveand below.

Letusdem onstratehow thisapproach worksin thestrong-coupling lim itJ? � �;�.To

�rstorderin �=J? ,A k = J? + �cosk and B k = �cosk. This leadsto !k � Ak,uk � 1,

vk � � (�=2J? )cosk and f1 = 0,g1 = � �=4J? .Substitution into (10),(13),and (22)gives

�(k;!)= 2J? � !; (24)

�(k;!)= � (B r)(k;!)=
1

2
(�=J? )

2(3J? � !):
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Note thatself-energy corrections(14),(16),(17),and (18)do notcontribute in thisorder.

Then from Eq.(21)we�nd thequasiparticleresidueZ = 1� (1=2)(�=J? )
2 and thedispersion


k = J? + �cosk+
3�2

4J?
�

�2

4J?
cos2k: (25)

Theresult(25)agreeswith thatobtained by direct1=J? expansion19 to thisorder.

It is also usefulto consider the next order in 1=J? . Using the �rst order calculation

presented abovewe�nd A k = J? + �cosk and B k = �(1+ �=2J? )cosk and hence uk � 1,

vk � � Bk=2A k � � (�=2J? )(1+ �=2J? )(1� �=J? cosk)cosk.Thescattering am plitude�is

notchanged in thisorderand thusgiven by Eq.(24).Theanom alousselfenergy calculated

according toEq.(14)and thecontributionstothenorm alself-energy given by Eqs.(13),(16),

(17),(18)are:

�A = �
2
=2J? (1+ �=2J? );

�(B r) =
1

2
(�=J? )

2(1+ �=J? )(3J? � !);

�(2b) =
3�3

8J2?
cosk; (26)

�(2c) =
��2

4J2?
;

�(2d) = �
5��2

8J2?
:

SubstitutingtheseintoEqs.(22),(21)we�nd theelem entary tripletdispersion toorder1=J2
? :


k = J? + �cosk+
�2

J?

�
3

4
�
1

4
cos2k

�

+
�3

J2?

�

�
1

4
cosk+

1

8
cos3k

�

+
�2�

J2?

�
3

8
�
1

4
cos2k

�

:

(27)

Using Eq.(23)onecan also provethatthecondition (15)issatis�ed.Theresult(27)agrees

with thatobtained by direct1=J? expansion6;13 to thisorder.

The technique presented above iscertainly notthe sim plestway to constructthe 1=J?

expansion. M oreoveritcan notreproduce term soforder1=J3? and higherbecause contri-

butionsto theselfenergieswhich arequadraticand higherorderin thetripletdensity have

been neglected in ourapproach.Howevertheadvantageofthem ethod com esfrom thefact

thatnt rem ainsrelatively sm all(0.25)even forJ=J? = 1.Thepurposeofthepresented ex-

ercisewasto dem onstratethattheresultofourapproach coincideswith theresultobtained

by perturbation theory around thedim erlim itto therelevantorder.
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For arbitrary J? a self-consistent num ericalsolution ofEqs.(10,13,21,23) is required.

Thetripletexcitation spectra obtained from thissolution forJ? =J = 2 areshown in Fig.4.

For com parison we present the spectrum for J2 = 0 which only includes the Brueckner

correction (13)aswellasthespectrum which includesallterm slinearin nt(theself-energies

(14),(16),(17),(18),in addition to (13)). One can see that the Brueckner diagram is the

m ostim portantone. Allothercorrectionsare m uch lessim portant,however we willkeep

them in allsubsequentcalculations.Noticethatthecorrelation correctionsdescribed above

renorm alizethespectrum verystronglyascan beseen bycom paringwith thebaredispersion

(allcorrelations neglected,U = � = 0): ! 2
k = J2? + 2�J? cosk. The bare spectrum even

becom esunstableforJ? < 2�.In Fig.4wealso presentforcom parison dispersionsobtained

by 8-th order dim er series expansion6. The agreem ent between our calculation and these

curvesisexcellentwhich re
ectsthe sm allnessofthe tripletdensity nt � 0:1. In Fig.5 we

present sim ilar plots for the case J? = J. Looking at the curves at J2 = 0 one can say

thattheagreem entbetween ourtheory and theresultobtained by seriesexpansionsisstill

reasonablebecausethetripletdensity in thiscaseisnt� 0:25 and henceonehasto expect

about25% disagreem ent.HoweverasJ2 increasesthedisagreem entincreases(especially at

the point k = 0) in spite ofthe fact thataccording to ourcalculation the triplet density

does not increase and even slightly decreases. M oreover the excitation energy at k = 0

vanishes atJ2 � 0:6J,which signalsa quantum phase transition into the Haldane phase.

Ourcalculation howeverdoesnotgive any indication ofthe tripletm ode becom ing softat

k = 0. Therefore som ething im portant is m issing in our approach. W e willdem onstrate

in Section IV thatwhatism issing is the contribution oflow-energy m any-particle bound

states(3,5,7...particles)which haveu-sym m etry and thereforecan m ix with theelem entary

triplet.

Next,weproceed with theanalysisoftwo-particlebound stateswhich haveg-sym m etry

and thereforedo notm ix with theelem entary triplet.

III.T W O -PA RT IC LE B O U N D STAT ES

The quartic interaction in the Ham iltonian (4)leadsto attraction between two triplet

excitations.W ewillshow thattheattraction isstrong enough to form a singlet(S=0)and

a triplet(S=1)bound state.Them ethod weem ploy essentially followsourpreviouswork8.

Considerthe scattering oftwo triplets: q1�+ q2� ! q3
 + q4� and introduce the total

9



(Q)and relative(q)m om entum ofthepairq1 = Q=2+ q,q2 = Q=2� q,q3 = Q=2+ p,and

q4 = Q=2� p.Thebare(Born)scattering am plitudeis(seeFig.6(a)):

M ��;
� = �(��
��� � ����
�)cos(q+ p)+

�(�����
 � ����
�)cos(q� p)+

U(��
��� + �����
): (28)

The � and the U term s arise from the quartic interaction in (4) and the constraint (9)

respectively. W e also have to take into accountthatthe tripletexcitation di�ersfrom the

bareonedueto theBogoliubov transform ation and thequasiparticleresidue.Thereforethe

following substitution hasto bem ade:

M ��;
� !
q

Zq1Uq1

q

Zq2Uq2

q

Zq3Uq3

q

Zq4Uq4M ��;
�: (29)

The bound state satis�esthe Bethe-Salpeterequation forthe polesofthe exactscattering

am plitude ~M .Thisequation ispresented graphically in Fig.6(b)and hastheform 20:

h

E Q � 
Q =2+ q � 
Q =2�q

i

 (q)=
1

2

Z
dp

2�
M (Q;q;p) (p): (30)

HereM (Q;q;p)isthescattering am plitudein theappropriatechannel,E Q istheenergy of

the bound state and  (q)isthe two-particle wave function. The factorof2 in Eq.(30)is

related tothesym m etry ofthediagram on therighthand sideofFig.6(b)undertheexchange

ofthe two interm ediate lines. Thusin orderto avoid double counting ofthe interm ediate

states, the result has to be divided by two. Let us introduce the m inim um energy for

two excitations with given totalm om entum (lower edge ofthe two-particle continuum )

E c
Q = m inq

n


Q =2+ q + 
Q =2�q

o

. Ifa bound state exists then its energy is lower than the

continuum E Q < E c
Q .Thebinding energy isde�ned as�Q = E c

Q � EQ > 0.

In thesinglet(S=0)channelthescattering am plitudeis:

M
(0) =

1

3
����
�M ��;
� = � 4�cosqcosp+ 2U: (31)

First,considerthe strong-coupling lim itJ? � J;J2.Letuskeep term sup to �rstorderin

1=J? ,i.e.take
q from Eq.(25).Theloweredgeofthecontinuum in thisorderis:

E
c
Q = 2J? +

3�2

2J?
+

8
>><

>>:

� �2

2J?
cosQ � 2�cosQ=2 ;Q < Q�

+ �2

2J?
cosQ + J? (cos

2Q=2)=cosQ ;Q > Q �

(32)

10



Here Q � isdeterm ined from the equation:(cosQ �=2)=cosQ � = � �=J? .Notice thatin the

strictlim it�=J? = 0 one hasQ � = � and thusthe upperline in Eq.(32)issu�cient. The

equation forthebound statereads:

"

E
(0)

Q � 2J? � 2�cosQ=2cosq�
3�2

2J?
+

�2

2J?
cosQ cos2q

#

 (q)=

= � 2�cosq

Z
dp

2�
cosp (p)+ U

Z
dp

2�
 (p): (33)

Since we work to order1=J? and both Zq;Uq = 1+ O (�2=J2? ),these quantitieshave been

setto unity in (33).Dueto thein�niterepulsion (U ! 1 ),a Lagrangem ultiplierhasto be

introduced to enforce the condition
R
dp (p)= 0 (m eaning thatthe bound state isd-wave

like). The solution ofEq.(33) to leading order for the wave-function and next to leading

orderfortheenergy is:

 
(0)(q;Q)=

q

2(1� C2Q )
cosq+ CQ

1+ C 2
Q + 2CQ cosq

+ O

 
�2

�J?

!

(34)

E
(0)

Q = 2J? +
3�2

2J?
� �(1+ C

2

Q )�
�2

4J?
(1+ C

2

Q )cosQ (35)

wherewehaveintroduced thenotation

CQ =
�

�
cosQ=2: (36)

Thusweseethatinthestrong-couplinglim itasingletboundstatealwaysexists.AtJ? = 2J,

J2 = 0 Eq.(30) with the substitution (29) has to be solved num erically and the result is

presented in Fig.7.W e�nd thatfork <
� 2�=5 thebinding energy ispractically zero in this

case.

In thetriplet(S=1)channelthescattering am plitudeis:

M
(1) =

1

2
������
�M ��;
� = � 2�sinqsinp: (37)

In thisform ula there isno sum m ation overthe index � which givesthe spin ofthe bound

state. By solving Eq.(30)in the lim itJ? � J;J2 we obtain forthe wave-function and the

binding energy:

 
(1)(q;Q)=

q

1=2� 2C2Q
sinq

1=2+ 2C 2
Q + 2CQ cosq

+ O

 
�2

�J?

!

(38)

E
(1)

Q = 2J? +
3�2

2J?
�
�

2
(1+ 4C 2

Q )�
�2

2J?
(6C 2

Q � 1=2)cosQ; CQ < 1=2: (39)
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ForCQ > 1=2 we�nd thatthebinding energy vanishes,�
(1)

Q = E c
Q � E

(1)

Q = 0,which m eans

thatatJ2 = 0 (�= � = J)thetripletbound stateonly existsform om enta k > Q c = 2�=3

(inthestrong-couplinglim it)9.AtJ? = 2J,J2 = 0thenum ericalsolutionofEq.(30),plotted

in Fig.7 (with theadditionalcontribution Eq.(41))showsthatthebound stateexistsdown

to k � �=2.

Finally,we�nd thatthereisno bound statein thetensor(S=2)channel.Thisisdueto

thefactthatthescattering am plitudein thiscaseM (2) = 2�cosqcosp+ 2U correspondsto

repulsion and consequently thereisno solution oftheBethe-Salpeterequation with positive

binding energy. However a solution exists with energy above the upper edge ofthe two-

particle continuum . In the sim plest case J = J2;� = 0 we �nd to leading order E (2) =

2J? + �=2 and thusthe"anti-binding" energy is�=2.

Equation (30)takesinto accountthepotentialinteraction between two dressed elem en-

tary triplets,butitdoesnottakeintoaccountthecontribution ofquantum 
uctuationsinto

binding.Letusconsiderthise�ect.In the strong coupling lim itthe �rstcorrection to the

ground stateenergy ofthesystem isdueto theterm �

2
t
y

�it
y

�i+ 1 in theHam iltonian (4)which

virtually excitesa pairoftriplets.Thustheenergy correction perlink to lowestorderis

�E0 = � 3
(�=2)2

2J?
; (40)

where the coe�cient 3 is due to the num ber ofpossible polarizations21. W hen we have

a state with a realelem entary triplet,the quasiparticle (triplet)blocksvirtualexcitations

on two links and this increases its energy by 2j�E0j. This is the physicalorigin ofthe

third term in the dispersion (25). Now letusconsidertwo quasiparticles. W hen they are

separated by m ore than one lattice spacing they block four links,but when they are on

nearest neighbor sites they block only three links. This gives an e�ective attraction �E 0.

Howevertwo quasiparticlesin a singlet(S=0)state can virtually annihilate because ofthe

term �

2
t�it�i+ 1 in theHam iltonian (4)which hasthesam etensorstructure.Thisterm gives

� �E0 and consequently the nete�ective attraction due to quantum 
uctuationsvanishes.

For the triplet (S=1) bound state there is no annihilation and therefore the energy level

shiftdueto blocking ofquantum 
uctuationsis22

�E
(1)

Q = �E0

�
�
�
�
�

Z p
2sinq  (1)(q;Q)

dq

2�

�
�
�
�
�

2

: (41)

Theintegralgivestheprobability am plitudefortwoquasiparticlestobeon nearestneighbor

sites. The two-particle triplet(S=1)bound state energy forJ? = 2J,J2 = 0 isplotted in
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Fig.7 where the potentialcontribution as wellas Eq.(41) have been taken into account.

W hilein thestrong coupling lim itthebinding in thetripletchannelisweakerthan theone

in thesingletchannel(ascan beseen from Eqs.(35),(39)),forJ? = 2J,J2 = 0theadditional

attraction due to blocking ofquantum 
uctuationspushesthe tripletbelow the singletfor

therangeofm om enta 4�=5 <� q< �.

Thesizesofthebound statescan bedeterm ined from thecorresponding wavefunctions.

Asexpected thesizeincreaseswith decreasingbindingenergy and nearthethreshold we�nd

R rm s � (�)�1=2 ;� ! 0. The self-consistent evaluation ofthe sizes shows thatboth bound

statestypically extend overa few latticespacings8.

Thequantity which isdirectly m easurablein inelasticneutron scattering experim entsis

thedynam icalstructurefactor:

Sg;u(k;!)=

Z

e
i!thSg;u

z (k;t)Sg;u
z (� k;0)idt; S

g;u

z;i = Sz;i� S
0
z;i (42)

The superscript corresponds to transverse (along the rungs) m om entum k? = 0;�, i.e.

S
g;u

z;i = Sz;i� S0z;i. The sym m etric com bination (k? = 0) gives the m agnetic m om ent of

the elem entary triplet which is equalto unity. Therefore expressed in term s ofCartesian

com ponentsthem agneticm om enthastheform M � = � i���� t
y
�t�.Thisim m ediately gives

Sz;i+ S
0
z;i= � i�z�� t

y

�it�i ! � i�z��
X

q

uqvk�q ~t
y
�q
~t
y

�k�q ; (43)

where we also have taken into accountthe Bogoliubov transform ation. By projecting this

operatoronto the bound state wave function we �nd the contribution ofthe S = 1 bound

stateto thestaticstructurefactorSg(k)=
R
Sg(k;!)d!=2�:

Sg(k)= 4

"
1

N

X

q

 
(1)(q;k)uk=2+ qvk=2�q

#2

=
1

2
(�=J? )

2sin2k=2(1� 4C2k)+ O
�

�
4
=J

4

?

�

:(44)

In thisform ula Ck isde�ned by Eq.(36). The substitution (uk;vk)!
p
Zk(Uk;Vk)hasto

be m ade according to (20) in order to �nd the result for arbitrary J? =J. W e have also

presented theleading orderofthestrong coupling expansion.

A sim ilarcalculation in theu channel,i.e.fortheelem entary tripletgives

Su(k)= (uk + vk)
2 = 1�

�

J?
cosk+ O

�

�
2
=J

2

?

�

: (45)

ForJ2 = 0;J? = 2J wehavefound by num ericalevaluation ofthecorrespondingexpressions

thatSg(�)=Su(�)� 0:05 and thustheexperim entalsignalisexpected to beabout20 tim es

weakerforthebound statecom pared to theelem entary triplet8.
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IV .M A N Y -PA RT IC LE B O U N D STAT ES

Letus�rstconsiderathree-particlebound statewith totalspin S=1(triplet).Thisstate

consistsofan odd num berofelem entary tripletsand hence hasu-sym m etry.A convenient

way to solvethethree-particleproblem isto usethevariationalm ethod.Firstconsiderthe

sim plestansatz:three tripletexcitationson nearestneighborsites. Such ansatz isvalid in

thelim itofzero hopping (� = 0).A straightforward m inim ization oftheexpectation value

oftheHam iltonian (4)givestheenergy and thewave function ofthisstate:

jki� =
1
p
8
(�����
 + �
����)

X

n

e
ikn
t
y

�;n�1 t
y

�;nt
y


;n+ 1j0i; (46)

�hkjH jki� = 3J? � 1:25�;

where k and � are the m om entum and the polarization ofthe state.Next,one can extend

thisansatzby allowing each tripletto hop onto a nearby site(�rstorderin �):

 �(k)= ajki� + bjki0�; (47)

jki0� =
1

p
16

(�����
 + �
����)
X

n

e
ikn

�

t
y

�;n�2 t
y

�;nt
y


;n+ 1 + t
y

�;n�2 t
y

�;nt
y


;n+ 2

�

j0i:

The state  �(k) m ust also be norm alized,i.e. a2 + b2 = 1. The Ham iltonian has to be

calculated in thisbasis,and additionally theenergy levelshiftsdueto blocking ofquantum


uctuations have to be included,sim ilarly to the discussion in the previous section. The

resultforthee�ectiveHam ilton m atrix is:

hH ieff =

0

B
B
@

3J? � 1:25�+ 2�
2

J?

�p
2

�p
2

3J? � �+ �

2
cosk+ 17

8

�2

J?

1

C
C
A (48)

Noticethatthequantum 
uctuation correction in thesecond diagonalterm (17
8

�2

J?
)isslightly

larger than the one in the �rst term . This is the sam e e�ect as the one discussed in the

previous section -e�ective attraction due to suppression ofquantum 
uctuations. In this

situation num erically thisattraction isnotvery im portant.Theenergy ofthethree-particle

bound stateis

E 3(k)= 3J? �
9

8
�+

�

4
cosk+

33

16

�2

J?
�

v
u
u
t

 
�

8
+
�

4
cosk+

1

16

�2

J?

! 2

+
�2

2
: (49)

Consider�rstthe strong coupling lim it,J? � J;J2. ForJ2 = 0 (i.e. � = � = J)eq. (49)

gives
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E 3(k = 0)= 3J? � 1:68J; (50)

E 3(k = �)= 3J? � 2:09J:

Thestatewith k = � isunstablewith respecttodecay intothreeelem entary tripletsbecause

the energy ofthe elem entary triplet is 
q = J? + J cosq. However the state with k = 0

is stable with respect to this decay. Nevertheless this state is also unstable since it can

decay into a two-tripletbound state(Section III)and an elem entary triplet.Thethreshold

forthisdecay is3J? � 2J which ispretty close to E3(0)given by (50). Therefore a quite

naturalquestion arises:can im provem entsofthevariationalwavefunction push theenergy

E 3(0)below the threshold? To check thiswe extended the ansatz (47)by including states

with doublehopping (order�2):t
y

n�3 t
y
nt

y

n+ 1,t
y

n�1 t
y
nt

y

n+ 3,and t
y

n�2 t
y
nt

y

n+ 2.W e�nd thatE 3(0)

decreasesto the value3J? � 1:77J,butstillrem ainsabove thedecay threshold.Therefore

we believe thatin the strong coupling lim itforJ2 = 0 the three-particle bound state does

notexist.Howeverwhen J2 > (0:3� 0:4)J thebound stateatk = 0 becom esstablewhich

followsim m ediately from Eq.(49).

Forinterm ediatevaluesofJ? thethree-particlestatebecom esstableforany J2.Letus

considerthreecasesforJ? = 2J.According to Eq.(49)

J2 = 0: E 3(k = 0)= 5:3J; E 3(k = �)= 4:9J;

J2 = 0:4J : E 3(k = 0)= 4:4J; E 3(k = �)= 4:2J; (51)

J2 = 0:8J : E 3(k = 0)= 3:7J; E 3(k = �)= 3:7J:

In allthesecasesany decay ofthek = 0 stateiskinem atically forbidden (thiscan befound

from com parison with theelem entary tripletand two-particlebound statespectrapresented

in Figs.4,7).

Next, we com pare the variational results with num erical exact diagonalization

results we have obtained for a 2 � 10 ladder. Plots of the spectral function

A(k;!)= � ��1 Im G(k;! + i�)in theu-channel(odd num berofparticles)fork = 0 found

by Lanczos diagonalization ofthe Ham iltonian (1)are presented in Fig.8. The �rst peak

correspondsto theelem entary tripletand thesecond oneto thethree-particlebound state.

The positionsofthe second peak agree very wellwith Eq.(51). Fork = � we �nd num eri-

cally thata second peak isabsentforJ2 = 0;0:4J whereasa peak with an extrem ely sm all

spectralweightseem sto existforJ2 = 0:8J. Thiscan be understood from the variational

treatm entsincethestatek = � can decay into threeelem entary triplets(com pare(51)and
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Fig.4)forJ2 = 0.Even though thisstateisslightly below thethreshold forJ2 = 0:4J,due

to the lim ited accuracy ofourcalculation itisreally hard to say whetheritdecaysornot.

HoweverforJ2 = 0:8J thestatek = � iswellbelow thedecay threshold,and indeed a peak

existsin the corresponding spectralfunction.Thuswe believe thatthevariationalm ethod

capturesquiteaccurately them ain featuresofthespectrum .

ForJ? = J according to Eq.(49)thethree-particlebound stateenergy is

J2 = 0: E 3(k = 0)= 3:3J; E 3(k = �)= 3:0J;

J2 = 0:4J : E 3(k = 0)= 1:8J; E 3(k = �)= 1:6J; (52)

J2 = 0:6J : E 3(k = 0)= 1:2J; E 3(k = �)= 1:1J;

Com paring with theexactdiagonalization spectra presented in Fig.9and Fig.10onecan see

thattheoverallagreem entisgood.NoticethatwhileforJ2 = 0 thevariationalenergiesare

higherthan the num ericalones(asone would expect),forJ2 = 0:4J;0:6J they are in fact

lower.W eattributethise�ectto them ixing between thethree-particleand theelem entary

tripletwhich hasnotbeen taken into accountin ourapproach (seethediscussion below).

In the num ericalspectra in Fig.9 and Fig.10 a third peak is also clearly seen. This

is the �ve-particle bound state. To estim ate its energy as wellas the energies ofbound

statescontaining highernum berofparticleswecould usetheN = 1 approxim ation (N is

the num berofparticles). In the lim it� = 0 the quartic term in the Ham iltonian Eq.(4)is

identicaltotheHam iltonian ofan S = 1Heisenbergchain with antiferrom agneticinteraction

�=2.Theground stateenergy ofthelatter(foran in�nitechain)isknown quiteaccurately

to be � 0:700742� per link23. Therefore a crude estim ate for the energy ofan N -particle

bound state(containing N � 1 links)is

E N = N J? � (N � 1)� 0:7�; (53)

Forthe�ve-particlebound stateby usingtheaboveform ulaand takingalsointoaccountthe

increase in energy due to blocking ofquantum 
uctuations(3�2=J? ),we obtain E 5 � 4:5J

forJ? = J,J2 = 0,and E 5 � 1:9J forJ? = J,J2 = 0:4J,in qualitativeagreem entwith the

num ericalresultspresented in Figs.9,10.

Now wecan addresstheproblem form ulated attheend ofSec.II:W hy thediagram m atic

approach developed in Sec.II,which works quite wellfor J2 = 0,does not describe even

qualitatively the triplet energy spectrum forJ? = J and J2 > 0?. In lightofthe results

ofthe present section,we �nd thatthe essence ofthe problem is in the neglect ofbound
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statesofthree,�ve,etc.quasiparticleswhoseenergiesdecrease with increasing J2.Indeed,

letus�x J2 = 0:4J and com pare the energy ofthe elem entary tripletatzero m om entum

from Fig.5(dashed line),
0 � 1:73J,with theenergiesofthethree-and �ve-particlebound

states E 3(k = 0) � 1:8J,E5(k = 0) � 1:9J. They are quite close,and since allthese

stateshave the sam e quantum num bers they m ix strongly. Notice thatin the calculation

ofthe one-particle properties aswellasthe three-particle problem we have nottaken the

m ixing into account. Thuswe expectthe wave function in the u-sector(and sim ilarly for

theg-sector)to bea superposition ofstateswith di�erentnum bersofquasiparticles:

j	i= Z 1j	i
(1)+ Z3j	i

(3)+ Z5j	i
(5)+ ::: (54)

In thissituation theclassi�cation ofthestatesbythenum berof"elem entary"quasiparticles

isbecom ing m eaningless,and theaveragenum berofexcited tripletsin thelowestexcitation

atk = 0isincreasing.Thefulldescription oftheenergyspectrum requiresthedeterm ination

ofthem ixing coe�cientsin Eq.(54)which isbeyond thescopeofthepresentwork and will

bereported in thefuture.W eexpectthattheenergy ofthe"elem entary" tripletwilllower

substantially atk = 0 (with respectto the "naive" calculation ofSec.II)due to repulsion

from thenearby m any-particle bound states.In addition,ascan beseen from theanalysis

ofthe three-and �ve-particle bound states,the largerJ2 the largerthe num berofm any-

particle bound states which have low energies and m ix with the "elem entary" triplet. In

factitbecom esenergetically m oreand m orefavorableto form stateswith largerand larger

num ber ofquasiparticles in them as J2 increases. Thus we expect that the quasiparticle

residue willdecrease with increasing J2 - an e�ect which indeed can be seen from our

num ericalanalysis (see Fig.9 forJ2 = 0:6J). Eventually a situation m ay occur when the

quasiparticleresiduehasvanished com pletely which m eansthatvery largesizebound states

com pletely dom inate in the wave function Eq.(54). This is the point where there is an

excited tripleton every siteand theground statechangesitsnature.

V .Q U A N T U M P H A SE T R A N SIT IO N IN T H E M O D EL.SU M M A RY A N D

C O N C LU SIO N S.

The analysisofthe previoussection allowsusto shed new lightonto the nature ofthe

quantum phase transition which takes place in the frustrated ladder m odel. The phase

diagram ofthe m odelwasdeterm ined in Ref.[13]and ispresented in Fig.11. Ata critical
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coupling J2c(J? ) the ground state changes from that ofan antiferrom agnetic (AF) spin

laddertoa ladderwith an e�ectiveferrom agneticinteraction on therungs(Haldanephase).

From thepointofview ofthetripletexcitationsin theAF ladderphase,theHaldanephase

ischaracterized by an excited tripleton every rung. Thusitisnotsurprising thatbound

statesofm any-particlesbecom efavorableenergetically nearthequantum transition point.

The analysis ofthe energy spectrum is particularly sim ple on the line J2 = J(� = 0)

where quantum 
uctuations are absent com pletely. It is known that on this line there is

an exacteigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian (4)which isa productofsinglets(dim ers)on each

rung24.Thisisobviousfrom Eq.(4).Thisstateistheground statein theregion J? > 1:4J

(seebelow).AsJ? decreasesfrom a largevalueand approachesthequantum criticalpoint,

a num ber of singlet states appear in the triplet gap. Figure 12 presents a plot of the

elem entary triplet(u1),two-particlesinglet(g2),three-particletriplet(u3)and four-particle

singlet(g4). The energiesofthese stateshave been found by analyticaldiagonalization of

the Ham iltonian Eq.(4):E u1 = J? ;E g2 = 2J? � 2J;Eu3 = 3J? � 2:5J;Eg4 = 4J? � 4:46J.

ItisclearthatatthepointJ2 = 2J the two-particle singletcrossestheone-particle triplet

and thusbecom esthe lowestexcitation in the system . Also we observe thatthe largerthe

num berofbound particlesthe largerthe rate ofdecrease oftheirenergy. Forcom parison

we have also schem atically plotted the states u9 and g10. Thus we see thata num ber of

singletsappearin the tripletgap and m any levelcrossingstake place.Notice thatthere is

no m ixing between the statessince quantum 
uctuationsareabsent(� = 0).Atthe point

J? ;c = 1:4J the energy ofthe singlet com posed ofin�nitely m any quasiparticles becom es

zero,E g1 = 0,ascan be seen from Eq.(53). The triplet(u)bound state energiesdo not

crosstheelem entary tripletforany �nitenum berofparticlesin them ,howeverthein�nite

particle tripletbecom esdegenerate with the corresponding singletE u1 = E g1 = 0 atthe

transition point(thisalso followsfrom Eq.(53)).

W e believe that the picture ofthe quantum transition presented above rem ains valid

along the whole criticalline (Fig.11). The transition is characterized by softening ofthe

singlet and triplet (at k = 0) m odes which are basically very large size bound states of

m any quasiparticles in the appropriate channel. Slightly away from the criticalline (on

theAF side)theexcitation wave function isa m ixtureofbound stateswith di�erentnum -

berofparticlesand the weightofthe large-size bound statesincreasesasthe transition is

approached.

In sum m ary,wehaveanalyzed thepropertiesofm any-particlebound statesin thefrus-
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trated ladder m odel. W e have found that the excitation spectrum is quite com plex and

m any-particlebound statesarealwayspresentin them odel.Frustration pushesthebound

statesto lowerenergiesand thee�ectivetripletand singletspectra arevery strongly renor-

m alized with respect to the sim ple ladder (no frustration). Thus the m odelis an ideal

playground forstudying com plex excitationsin quantum spin system s.
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atom icphysics(Lam b shift).

23S.R.W hiteand D.Huse,Phys.Rev.B 48,3844,(1993).

24I.Bose and S.Gayen,Phys.Rev.B 48 10653 (1993);Y.Xian,Phys.Rev.B 52,12485

(1995);
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FIGURES

FIG .1. (a)Resum m ation ofthein�niteladderforthescattering am plitude�.Thedashed line

representsthe (in�nite)two-particle interaction U .(b)Theself-energy,corresponding to �.

FIG .2. Diagram s for the self-energy which contribute to linear order in the triplet density

nt. The boxes represent the scattering am plitude � from Fig.1(a). The wavy line stands for

the two-particle interaction �,Eq.(4). Lines with a single arrow represent norm alG reen’s func-

tions(Eq.(11))while lineswith oppositely pointing arrowsrepresentanom alousG reen’sfunctions

(Eq.(12)).

FIG .3. Thecoupled setofDyson’sequationsforthenorm aland anom alousG reen’sfunctions.

The anom alousself-energy (Fig.2(a)) isdenoted by A. The thin linesrepresentthe bare G reen’s

functions,Eq.(11)(single arrow)and Eq.(12)(double arrows).

FIG .4. Theone-particle(triplet)excitation spectrum oftheladderforJ? = 2J.Thesolid dots

representnum ericalresultsobtained by dim erseriesexpansions6 forJ2 = 0.Thesolid and dashed

line are the resultsofthe self-consistentnum ericalevaluation ofthe spectrum Eq.(21)forJ2 = 0

and 0:4J,respectively. The dotted line isthe J2 = 0 resultwhen only the Bruecknerself-energy

Eq.(13)istaken into account.

FIG .5. O ne-particle spectra for J? = J. The solid dots,open circles and solid squaresare

thedim erseriesexpansion resultsofRef.[13]forJ2 = 0,0:4J and 0:6J,respectively.Thesolid and

dashed line are the resultsofthe self-consistentnum ericalevaluation ofthe spectrum Eq.(21)for

J2 = 0 and 0:4J,respectively.

FIG .6. (a)Thebare(Born)scattering am plitudeM .(b)theBethe-Salpeterequation forthe

polesoftheexactscattering am plitude ~M .

FIG .7. The excitation spectrum forJ? = 2J;J2 = 0 including the singletbound state (long

dashed line)and the tripletbound state (dot-dashed line). The solid line E c
k
isthe loweredge of

the two-particle continuum .
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FIG .8. Spectralfunction A(k;!) for k = 0;J? = 2J and severalvalues ofJ2 obtained by

Lanczosdiagonalization ofa 2� 10 ladder.�-functionsarereplaced by Lorentziansofwidth 0:1J.

FIG .9. Sam easFig.8 fork = 0;J? = J.

FIG .10. Sam e asFig.9 fork = �;J? = J.

FIG .11. Phasediagram ofthefrustrated ladderfrom Ref.[13].Thecrossesrepresenttheline

J2 = J wherethe ground state isa productofrung singlets.

FIG .12. Schem atic excitation spectrum on the lineJ2 = J.

23



(a)

K K

K

1 3

4K 2

FIG.1.

UΓ

(b)

{ 

γ

δβ

α

...

}δ

α γ

β δ

γ



µ

(c)

(d)

FIG.2.

(a)

...

(b)

U

µ



A

FIG.3.

A A

A



1

2

3

4



0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5



µ

Q/2 + q Q/2 + p

p

U

α γ

δβ

M

M~

Q/2 - q Q/2 -

 (a)

(b)

FIG.6.



1

2

3

4

5



0

1

2

0

1

2

1 2 3 4 5 6

0

1

2

3



0

0.5

1

1.5

0

0.5

1

0 1 2 3 4 5

0

0.5

1



0

1

2

0

1

2

0 1 2 3 4 5

0

0.5

1



0 1 2 3
0

1

2

3



1.4 1.6 1.8 2 2.2
0

1

2

3

4

5

g2

u1

u3

g4
g10u9

FIG.12.


