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Abstract

T he excitation spectrum of the two-chain S = 1=2 Heisenberg soin lad-
der w ith additional second neighbor frustrating interactions is studied by a
variety of techniques. A description, based on a m apping of the m odelonto a
B ose gas of hard-core triplets is used to determm ine the one-and two-particle
excitation spectra. W e nd that low-lying singlkt and triplt bound states
are present and their binding energy increases w ith increasing frustration. In
addiion, m any-particle bound states are found by exact diagonalization and
variationalm ethods. W e prove that the Jarger the num ber ofbound particles
the larger the binding energy. T hus the excitation spectrum has a com plx
structure and consists ofelem entary triplets and com posite m any-particle sin—
glt and triplet bound states. T he com posite excitations m ix strongly w ith
the elem entary ones in the coupling regin e where quantum uctuations are
strong. The quantum phase transition, known to take place in this m odel
at critical frustration is interpreted as a condensation process of (in nitely)
large m any-particle bound states.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The S = 1=2 quantum spih ladder is relevant to a number of quasi one-din ensional
com pounds‘ll: and the list is grow Ing as m ore m aterials becom e of experin ental Interest.
T heoretically the two—-leg ladder is, due to its geom etry, the m ost sinpl realization of
a "soin-liquid" - a quantum disordered state with gapped elm entary excitations. The
excitation soectrum of the Jadder has been analyzed by a variety of techniques, including
weak-coupling eld theory m appjngslé , exact diagonalization of am a]lchstersl-al;'é and density—
m atrix renom alization group OM RG) stt;ldjes}-i‘ . A Iso, strong-coupling techniques have been
extensively used, such asdin er series expansions to high orders;ﬁl and m apping onto e ective
bosonic ﬂleoﬁes"rz:‘lii’g . The dispersion ofthe lowest triplet excitation aswellas the gap in the
Soectrum are quite well understood w ithin the aforem entioned approaches.

R ecently, an additionalbranch of excitations —two-m agnon bound states were found In
the soin ladderm ode]lé 8 . Such bound states were also predicted for the dim erized quantum
Son dlajn:lé which is another quantum system w ith a disordered ground state and gapped
excitations. Bound states In quasi one-din ensional gapped soin system s have also been
observed experin enta]Jy:éi although it is stillnot clear which one (or perhaps a com bination
of the two above'é%) is the relevant m odel for their description. Two of us have recently
pointed ouﬁé that bound states exist, in fact, in all one and two-din ensional quantum soin
system s w ith dim erization of which the soin Jadder and the din erized chain are particular
exam ples.

In the present paper we study the two—Jeg soin Jadder w ith additional second neighbor
frustrating Interactions between the chains. Thism odelwas Introduced quite recently and
analyzed num erically via din er serdes expanSJonsr-15 ,DMRG 14 and exact djagona]jzatjons'-z:’:’ﬁ .
A quantum phase transition was found as frustration increases from an antiferrom agnetic

AF) ladder nto Haldane (ferrom agnetic Jadder) phase. T he excitation spectrum changes
dram atically as one approaches the quantum transition pojntiz’: . In a coupling region before
the transition a singlkt state appears In the triplet gap and at the transition both triplet and
singlet gaps seem to approach zero'ﬁ"}g . W ewillshow in the present work that as frustration
Increases a num ber of low -energy m any-particle bound states appear n the spectrum which
m ix strongly wih the oneparticle excitations. The energies of the bound states decrease
w ith increasing frustration and num ber of particles form ing them . T hus the quantum tran-—

sition can be viewed as softening of a very com plex excitation, com posed of m any-particle



bound states.
Consider the Ham iltonian oftwo coupled S = 1=2 chains (spin ladder):
X n o

H = J,8:80+ J SiSu1+ S¥S%, + 3, Si8% .+ SiSu1 1)
where the ntra-chain (J) and the interchain (J,, J,) Interactions are assum ed antiferro—
m agnetic J;J,;J, > 0. In Eq.(l) J, is a ssoond neighbor inter chain coupling which causes
frustration. In order to analyze the excitation spectrum of (1) it is convenient to adopt the
strong-coupling view point. At lJarge J J;J, the ground state consists of Interchain soin
singlets $ Si= j;0iR;0iB;0i:; where J;0i= &5 [ "Lj#L  J#ij"i)]. Since each singkt
can be excited into a triplet state it is natural to ntroduce a creation operator t/; for this
excitation :

oi= v 504 = xpyiz: @)

The representation of the spin operators in tem s of £'; was introduced by Sachdev and
Bha '-‘-’

slz=é(t ¥t 1 tt): 3)

A fter application ofthis transfom ation to (1), or, equivalently, after calculating the m atrix
elem ents of the "hopping" temt s J and J, in (1), we nd:
% (
H = J?t;‘/iti+E titu, + 8., + he.

+ E tyi‘é’iJr 1t sLara Jgigy ;titia 7 )
where we have de ned

=J &; =J+J;: ©)

In addition, we have to restrict the H ibert space by introducing the follow ing hard-core
on-site constraintt4

it/ = 0: (©)

T his exclusion ofdouble occupancy re ects the quantization of soin and ensures the unique-
ness of them apping from (1) to 4).



The Ham itonian {) aswellas () is symm etric under pem utation of the ladder lgs.
T herefore all excitations can be classi ed according to this symm etry. Follow ng standard
notations we w ill denote the antisym m etric excitations (k. = ) by the index u and sym —
m etric ones (k, = 0) by the index g. It is clkar that the operator t ; (elam entary triplet)
corresoonds to the u-excitation.

T he rest of the paper is organized as follow s. Tn Section IT we describe the oneparticle
(triplet) excitation spectrum . In Section ITI the two-particle problem is considered and
bound states In various channels are analyzed. Section IV addresses the bound state problem
for m any particles focusing m ainly on the case of three particles. Section V presents our
analysis of the quantum phase transition in light of the previous results and sum m arizes the
work.

II.ELEM ENTARY TRIPLET

At the quadratic level the Ham iltonian ) can be diagonalized by a combination of
Fourier and Bogoliubov transfom ations t , = uty + Wt « - This gives the excitation
sectrum : !2= AZ B, whereA, = J, + ocoskandB, = oosk.We nd, in agreement
w ith previous workié“-;, that the e ect of the quartic term s in (4) on the triplkt spectrum
is an all and therefore we proceed by treating these temrm s n mean eld theory. This is
equivalent to taking into account only oneJdoop diagram s ( rst order n ). These diagram s
Jead to the renom alization:

Ay=Jd, + ( + 2 f£q)oosk; By = ( 2 g )cosk; (7)
where
X
fi=htyi=N V2 cosq ®)
Xq
dJ1 = htiti+1i= N ! UgVq COSQ:

a

T he above corrections are num erically quite an all. The dom inant contrbution to the
goectrum renomm alization is related to the hard core condition Eg.(6). This condition is
typically taken into acoount In the m ean— eld approxin atjon'lj;}é . The latter is essentially
unoontrolled, especially for a quasi-lD systam . To deal with the constraint we will use
the diagram m atic approach developed by us in Ref.[l7]. An in nie on-site repulsion is

Introduced in this approach in order to forbid the doubl occupancy:



U X
Hy = — thtitity; UL 1 9)
2 4
Since the interaction is in nite, the exact scatterng am plitude , K) =
K ) ( + ), K k;!), for the trplts has to be found. This quantity can

be und by resumm ing the in nie series shown in Figl@). One can easily see that
depends on the total energy and m om entum of the Incom ing particlkesK = K1+ K,. The
interaction @) is localand non-retarded w hich allow sus to obtain the analytic express:oni”?
(nthelimitU ! 1)

VA
d Q
1 .
= 1 G =
®) 2 )2 Q)G K Q)
1 X u?u? 1 X \AY
= - —as 4 __aka (10)
N g - q % q N q'+-q+-kq
Here G Q) isthe nom alG reen’s function GF) G Kk;t) = inT (t)ﬁ 0))i:
u? V2
Gkil)= —— " — (L1)
! W+ i P+ Ty i
and the Bogolitbov coe cientsu 7;vi =  1=2+ A,=2!, . T he basic approxin ation m ade in
the derivation of (K ) isthe neglect of all anom alous scattering vertices, which are present
in the theory due to the existence ofanom alous GF's, G, k;t) = 1T & ©F (0))i.
Uvi UV
Ga ki) = ———— — 12)
. 'k+ 1 I+ !k 1

Our crucial cbservationi® is that all anom alous contrbutions are suppressed by a anall
param eter w hich ispresent in the theory —the density of triplet excitationsn, = F h' tii=
n tF qVe. We ndthatn. 01 (=J = 2), n; 025 (3=J = 1) and i generally
IncreasesasJd, decreases. Since summ ation of laddersw ith anom alousG F 'sbringsadditional
powers of v; into , their contrbution is sn all com pared to the dom inant one of Eq.(L0).
In the llow Ing analysis we w ill take Into acoount only the contrlbutions to the sslfenergy
which are at m ost lnear In the triplt density n. and therefore we also neglect the sscond
term I Eq.flQ). Thus our approach is expected to work as long as the gas of triplkts is
dilute enough . is anall).

T he nom al selfenergy which includes only the rst power of the am plitude  is given
by the diagram in Figd (o):
4 X
N

9k = Vo k+ gl g (13)

q



This is the dom Inant contrdbution to the spectrum renomm alization as em phasized by
BJ:uec*kner'E'Zg who developed the technigque described above in order to study system s of
strongly Interacting femm ions.

In the dilute gas approxin ation there are other diagram s which are form ally at m ost
linear in n. but still num erically give contributions much an aller than the one of Eq.(l3).
The rstone isthe \rainbow " correction to the anom alous selfenergy which is proportional
topn_t and isshown n Fig2 @):

ugvg 0;0): (14)
q

1X
N

T his anom alous selfenergy enforoes the condition

X
. t,i=N '  uw = 0: (15)
k

T he param eters u, and v found in the zeroth approxin ation do not satisfy this condition.
Taking Into acoount the self energy (I4) gives the corrected values of ux and v, which do
satisfy (@§). This can be seen from the form ula for the renom alized B ogolitbov coe cients,
Eq.23) below . Sthce (4) is ndependent ofk and !, technically one can take into account the
anom alous selfenergy by introducing the term F i thti+ tit; into the Ham iltonian
@) and choosing the Lagrangemultiplier from the condition (15).

T he next correction is the contribution to the nom al selfenergy given by the diagram
shown In Fig2 b), where the square denotes the scattering am pliude (I0). A standard
calculation gives the expression for this diagram

X (UpVp) UqVUf, , o &+ p;! ) k+ q;! lq)

6
2 | | | |
N pia . bel g k+ jlie]

ki) =

16)

A nother correction is given by the diagram shown In Fig2 (c) plus the sam e diagram but
w ith the positionsof and reversed. The resul is

4 X oosp @@V UgVui, g kgl L)
F | 1 | | :
pid . P q ktp g

(2c) (k;! ) —

a7

The last correction linear in the triplt density is shown at Fig2(d). The corresponding
expression is

X (Upvp) (uqvq)ui p 1 uy 1 & p;i! L &k gt

a—

(2d) &k;!) =

I | | | | : : |
ol (! Lol kg v b kg1)

1
N 3
Boosfp+ g+ 1 k)+ 10cose @l



Let us stress again that allnom al selfenergy contrbutions (13),16), 1), {8) are quadratic
in v4 and hence linear in the triplet density. T he anom alous selfenergy (14) is linear in vy
and thus proportional to P ne.

In orderto nd the renom alized spectrum , one hasto solve the set oftwo coupled D yson
equations for the nom al and anom alous GF’s, shown symbolically In Fig.3. The result for

the nom alGF is:

'+ A, + ( K)
GK)=— , (19)
I +Ac+ ( K)HIY A K)I+ B+ a®)F
A fter ssparating this equation into a quasiparticle contribution and incoherent background,
we ndil:
2, U2 2 V)
G k;!)= + G et 20
&; 1) ] T+ 1 T+ . 1 inc (20)

T he renom alized triplet spectrum and the renom alization constant are:

k= Zx Bxt &0 B+ aF; @1)
.
[

1=0

H ere the nom al selfenergy operator is given by Egs.(3),{6),@7),d8)
k;!) = B r) + (2b) + (2c) + (2d) ©2)

and the anom alous selfenergy operator is given by Eq.{4). T he renom alized B ogoliubov

coe cients in (40) are:

1 7Z + ;0
U]f;\/'k2= §+ kak2 k(k )]: (23)

Equations (0,22,21,23) have to be solved selfconsistently for (k;0) and Z , . From Eq.Q0)

it also follow sthat one hasto replace uy ! ZyUyx; Vi ! ZVy In allexpressions presented
above and below .
Let us dem onstrate how this approach works in the strong-coupling lm it J, ; . To

rstorderin =J,,Ay = J, + oosk and By = ocosk. This leadsto ! Ay, Uy 1,

Vi (=2d)cosk and f; = 0, = =43, . Substitution into {@0), €3), and £2) gives
kil)=23, !; €d)
0;!)= CBr’(k;!>=%(=J?>2(3J? l):



N ote that selfenergy corrections (14), @8), {L7), and (§) do not contrbbute in this order.

Then from Eq.@1) we ndthequasiparticeresiduez = 1 (1=2) ( =J, )2 and the dispersion

2 2

= J, + oosk+ cos2k: 25)

43J, 4J,

The result £5) agrees w ith that obtained by direct 1=J, expanspn";La to this order.

Tt is also useful to consider the next order in 1=J, . Usihg the st order calculation
presented abovewe ndAy = J, + ooskand B, = @+ =2J,)ocosk and hence uy 1,
Vi R=2A (=2d) @1+ =2J,)1 =J, cosk) cosk. The scattering am plitude is
not changed i this order and thus given by Eq.{24). T he anom alous self energy calculated

according to Eq.{14) and the contributions to the nom al selfenergy given by Egs.({3), {L6),
&h, €8) are:

A= =20, L+ =230,);

(Br>=:_2L(=J?)2(1+ =J,) (3J, 1)i

3 3

@p) _ ~r cosk; (26)
2

20) _

4J§;
5' 2

@d) _ .
872

Substituting these into Egs.¢2), €1) we nd the elem entary triplkt dispersion to order 1=J7 :

2 1 3 1 1 2
xk=J, + oosk+ — — —cosZk + —cosk+ —oos3k + —;
Jd, 4 4 J3 4 8 J3

— —coos2k

@7

U sing Eq.({3) one can also prove that the condition (15) is satis ed. The result @7) agrees
w ith that cbtained by direct 1=J, expansion®%} to this order.

T he technigue presented above is certainly not the sim plest way to construct the 1=J,
expansion. M oreover it can not reproduce tem s of order 1=J; and higher because contri-
butions to the self energies which are quadratic and higher order in the triplet density have
been neglected In our approach. H owever the advantage of the m ethod com es from the fact
that ny ram ains relatively an all (0 25) even for J=J, = 1. The purpose of the presented ex—
ercise was to dem onstrate that the result of our approach coincides w ith the result cbtained

by perturbation theory around the din er 1in it to the relevant order.



For atbitrary J, a selfconsistent num erical solution of Eqgs.{0,132123) is required.
T he triplet excitation spectra obtained from this solution for J,=J = 2 are shown In Fig4.
For com parison we present the spectrum for J, = 0 which only nclides the Brueckner
correction {-_1:3) aswellasthe spectrum which includes alltem s linear in n; (the selfenergies
€4),6),a%),a08), n addition to @3)). One can see that the B rueckner diagram is the
m ost in portant one. A 1l other corrections are much lss im portant, however we w ill keep
them 1n all subsequent calculations. N otice that the correlation corrections described above
renom alize the spectrum very strongly as can be seen by com paring w ith the bare digoersion
@1l correlations neglected, U = = 0): ! 2 = Jf + 2 J, ocosk. The bare spectrum even
becom esunstabl forJ, < 2 . In Figd4 we also present for com parison dispersions cbtained
by 8-th order din er series @(pansjonlé . The agreem ent between our calculation and these
curves is excellent which re ects the an allness of the triplt density n¢ 0d. In Fig5 we
present sin ibr plots for the case J, = J. Looking at the curves at J, = 0 one can say
that the agreem ent between our theory and the result obtained by series expansions is still
reasonabl because the triplet density in this case isn: 025 and hence one has to expect
about 25% disagreem ent. However as J, Increases the disagreem ent increases (especially at
the poInt k = 0) in spite of the fact that according to our calculation the trijplet density
does not increase and even slightly decreases. M oreover the excitation energy at k = 0
vanishes at J, 0:6J, which signals a quantum phase transition Into the Haldane phase.
O ur calculation however does not give any indication of the triplet m ode becom Ing soft at
k = 0. Therfore som ething In portant is m issing in our approach. W e w ill dem onstrate
In Section IV that what is m issing is the contribution of low -energy m any-particlke bound
states (3,5,7... partickes) which have u-sym m etry and therefore can m ix w ith the elem entary
triplet.

N ext, we prooeed w ith the analysis of tw o-particle bound states which have g-sym m etry
and therefore do not m ix w ith the elem entary triplet.

IITI.TW OPARTICLE BOUND STATES

T he quartic interaction in the Ham ittonian {4) leads to attraction between two triplet
excitations. W e w ill show that the attraction is strong enough to form a singlkt (S=0) and
a trplet (S=1) bound state. The m ethod we em ploy essentially follow s our previous woﬂé .

Consider the scattering of two triplets: g + g, ! o3 + @ and introduce the total



Q) and rehtive (@) momentum ofthepairg = Q=2+ g, = Q=2 g, g= Q=2+ p,and
g = Q=2 p.Thebarr Bom) scattering am plitude is (sse Fig.6 @)):

M . = ( )cos(@+ p) +
( Joos@ p)+
U ( + ): (28)

The and the U tem s arise from the quartic interaction n @) and the constraint (@)
respectively. W e also have to take Into acoount that the triplet excitation di ers from the
bare one due to the B ogoliubov transfom ation and the quasiparticle residue. T herefore the
follow ing substitution has to bem ade:

q— qQ— q— q—

M o, ! 7 2Usp ZgUg ZgUgM 29)

;

T he bound state satis es the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the poles of the exact scattering
am plitude M” . This equation is presented graphically in F ig.6 (o) and has the form 29:
: z
h i ie)

1 a
Eo 0=2+q 0=2q @= 3 2—M Qigip) ©): (30)

HereM @Q ;g;p) is the scattering am plitude In the appropriate channel, Ey is the energy of
the bound state and  (q) is the two-particle wave function. The factor of 2 in Eq.(30Q) is
related to the sym m etry ofthe diagram on the right hand side ofF ig.6 (o) under the exchange
of the two Intemm ediate lnes. Thus in order to avoid doubl counting of the intem ediate
states, the result has to be divided by two. Let us Introduce the m nInum energy for
two exciations with given totalm omentum (Jower edge of the two-particle continuum )
ES = mjnqrl 0=2+qt o= qo . If a bound state exists then is energy is lower than the
continuum Eg < ES . Thebinding energy isde nedas o = E§g  E, > 0.
In the singkt (5= 0) channel the scattering am plitude is:

M@= M . = 4 cosqoosp+ 2U: (1)

’

wl -

F irst, consider the strong-coupling lim i J; J;J,. Let uskeep tem s up to st order in
1=J,, ie. take 4 from Eq.£2§

~

. The Iower edge of the continuum in this order is:

N
AW oo

%oosQ 2 00sQ =2 ;0 < Q
+ : (32)

2d, % +£QOSQ + J, (0 Q=2)=c0sQ ;Q > Q

10



Here Q isdetem Ined from the equation: (cosQ =2)=cosQ = =7J, . Notice that in the

strict linit =J, = O onehasQ = and thus the upper line in Eq.B2) is su cient. The
equation for the bound state reads:
" (0) 2 2 #
E 2% 2 00sQ =2 cos + cosQ cos?2 =
0 : Q q 27, 27, Q qa @
z dp z dp
= 2 oosq > cosp )+ U N ) : (33)

Since we work to order 1=J, and both Z4;Uq= 1+ O ( 2=J?2 ), these quantities have been
st touniy in 3).Dueto the .n nite repulsion U ! 1 ), a Lagrangemultiplier has to be
Introduced to enforce the condition 5 dp () = 0 (meaning that the bound state is d-wave
like). The solution of Eq.(33) to kading order for the wave-fiinction and next to lading
order for the energy is:

d— cosg+ Cq 2

O@gory= 2a CS)1+CS+ 2. oosq+o T (34)
2 2
ES =27, + : @+ c?) 2 0t c2)cosQ (35)
where we have Introduced the notation
Cqo = —00osQ=2: (36)

T huswe see that In the strong-coupling lin it a sihglktbound state alwaysexists. At J, = 2J,
J, = 0 Eq.(BU) wih the substitution £9) has to be solved num erically and the resul is
presented n Fig.7. W e nd that ©rk < 2 =5 the binding energy is practically zero i this
case.

In the trplet (S=1) channel the scattering am plitude is:

o_ 1 . .
M = 5 M, = 2 shgshnp: 37)
In this form ula there is no summ ation over the index which gives the soin of the bound
state. By solving Eq.@3Q) In the lin i J, J;J, we obtain for the wave-function and the

binding energy:

D (0 = : 1=2  2C2 sing +0 : (38)
’ © 127 2C2 + 2C, cosg J-
1) 2 2
E, = 2J, + —(@+4C2) —(6C2 1=2)c0sQ; Co < 1=2: 39
o 7t o5 2( o) 2J?( o )o0sQ ; Co 39)

11



ForCy > 1=2 we nd that the binding energy vanishes, él) =E§ EQ(l

thatat J, = 0 ( = = J) the trplt bound state only exists ormomentak > Q .= 2 =3

) = 0, which m eans

(in the strong-coupling lim it):é .AtJ, = 2J3,J, = 0thenum ericalsolution ofEq.{3(Q), plotted
in Fig.7 (wih the additional contribution Eq.{41)) show s that the bound state exists down
tok =2.

Finalk, we nd that there isno bound state in the tensor (S=2) channel. This is due to
the fact that the scattering am plitude in thiscaseM © = 2 cosqoosp+ 2U corresponds to
repulsion and consequently there is no solution of the B ethe-Salpeter equation w ith positive
binding energy. However a solution exists w ith energy above the upper edge of the two—
particle continuum . In the sinplest case J = J,; = 0 we nd to lading order E @ =
2J, + =2 and thus the "antibinding" energy is =2.

Equation (30) takes into account the potential interaction between two dressed elem en—
tary triplets, but it does not take into account the contriboution ofquantum uctuations into
binding. Let us consider this e ect. In the strong coupling lim it the st correction to the
ground state energy ofthe system is due to the tem -t';t';, ; in the Ham iltonian ) which
virtually excites a pair of triplets. T hus the energy correction per link to lowest order is

(=2)°
EOZ 37; (40)

mn3 1
=2

where the coe cient 3 is due to the number of possbl polarizations<=. W hen we have
a state with a real elem entary triplt, the quasiparticke (triplet) blodks virtual excitations
on two links and this increases its energy by 27 EyJ. This is the physical origin of the
third term in the dispersion €5). Now let us consider two 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,.
However two quasiparticles n a singkt (S=0) state can virtually annihilate because of the
tem st;ti, i the Ham ilonian @) which has the sam e tensor structure. This tem gives

E, and consequently the net e ective attraction due to quantum uctuations vanishes.
For the tripkt (S=1) bound state there is no annihilation and therefore the energy level

shift due to blocking of quantum uctuations is23

Z 2
p—- dg
Ej'= Eo  2sng V@Q) @1)

T he integral gives the probability am plitude for two quasiparticles to be on nearest neighbor
sites. T he two-particlke triplkt (S=1) bound state energy for J, = 2J, J, = 0 ispltted in

12



Fig.7 where the potential contrbution as well as Eq.{41) have been taken into account.
W hile in the strong coupling Iim it the binding in the triplet channel is weaker than the one
in the singlkt channel (ascan be seen from Egs.3),89)), ord, = 2J,J, = 0 the additional
attraction due to blocking of quantum uctuations pushes the triplet below the singlkt for
the range ofmomenta 4 =5 < g<

T he sizes of the bound states can be determ lned from the corresponding wave functions.
A sexpected the size increases w ith decreasing binding energy and near the threshold we nd
Roms ()72 ; ! 0. The selfconsistent evaluation of the sizes show s that both bound
states typically extend over a few lattice spacjngé .

T he quantity which is directly m easurable In nelastic neutron scattering experim ents is

the dynam ical structure factor:

Z
Sgm kil)= "SI kST ( k;0)idt; § = S.: S 42)

The superscript corresoonds to transverse (@long the rungs) momentum k, = 0; , ie.
Sy = S,: S;. The symmetric combination k, = 0) gives the m agnetic m om ent of
the elem entary trijplet which is equal to uniy. Therefore expressed In tem s of C artesian
com ponents them agneticmoment hastheform M = i £t . This inm ediately gives
X
Suit Sgu= i, thti! i, UgVi q o 7 43)
a
where we also have taken into acoount the B ogoliibov transform ation. By progcting this
operator onto the bound state wave function we nd the contrbution ofthe S = 1 bound
state to the static structure factor Sg k) = RSg k;!)d!=2 :
" #,

_ ix @ . _}_ 2 2 2 4__a
Sel)= 4 @Kz gz g = 5 (02 si’k=20 4G+ 0 '=3] 1 (@4)

q
_ - p—
In this formula Cy is de ned by Eq.(36). The substitution (uy;vk) ! Zy Ux;Vy) has to
be m ade according to @0U) in order to nd the result for arbitrary J,=J. W e have alo
presented the leading order of the strong coupling expansion .
A sin ilar calculation in the u channel, ie. for the elem entary triplet gives
Suk)= @+ w)=1 —ocosk+0 *=J7 : 45)
ForJd, = 0;J, = 2J we have found by num erical evalnation ofthe corresponding expressions
that Sy ( )=S, () 005 and thus the experin ental signal is expected to be about 20 tin es
weaker for the bound state com pared to the elam entary tr';p]eté .
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IV.MANY-PARTICLE BOUND STATES

Let us rst consider a threeparticlke bound state w ith totalspin S=1 (tdplet). This state
consists of an odd num ber of elem entary triplets and hence has u—-symm etry. A convenient
way to solve the threeparticke problm is to use the varationalm ethod. F irst consider the
sim plest ansatz: three triplet excitations on nearest neighbor sites. Such ansatz is valid in
the lim i of zero hopping ( = 0). A straightforward m inin ization of the expectation valie
of the Ham iltonian {4) gives the energy and the wave function of this state:

X .
j{i = p_é ( + ) elknty;n 1 g;n‘el;n+ l:pi; (46)

kH ki = 39, 125 ;

where k and are themom entum and the polarization of the state. Next, one can extend
this ansatz by allow ing each triplet to hop onto a nearby site ( rst orderin ):

k) = aki + bki’; @47
X ,
:kio - plT_6 ( + ) eﬂm ty;n 2 ty;nty;nJrl + ty;n 2 t’y;ntyinJrZ :pi:

The state (k) must alo be nom alized, ie. a’ + ¥ = 1. The Ham iltonian has to be
calculated in thisbasis, and additionally the energy level shifts due to blocking of quantum

uctuations have to be Inclided, sin ilarly to the discussion In the previous section. The
result for the e ective H am ilton m atrix is:

0 1
. B 375 125 + 2% P S
MH ieee = ¢ ' LA (48)
P 3J> + 5 cosk + N

N otice that the quantum uctuation correction in the second diagonaltem (1—87 J—Z is slightly
larger than the one In the rst temm . This is the sam e e ect as the one discussed In the
previous section —e ective attraction due to suppression of quantum uctuations. In this
situation num erically this attraction is not very in portant. T he energy of the threeparticle
bound state is

v T
9 33 2§ 272 2
Esk)= 3J, — + —oosk+ — Y+ —cosk+ — + —: 49)
8 4 16, 8 4 167, 2
Consider rst the strong coupling lin i, J, J;J;. ForJd, = 0 (le. = = J)eg. @9

gives
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Esk=0)= 37, 1:68J; (50)

Esk= )= 3J, 2:09J:

Thestatewith k= isunstablew ith respect to decay into three elem entary tripletsbecause
the energy of the elementary triplet is 4 = J; + Jcosq. However the state with k = 0
is stable wih respect to this decay. Nevertheless this state is also unstabl since it can
decay into a two-triplet bound state (Section ITI) and an elam entary triplet. T he threshold
for thisdecay is 3J,  2J which is pretty close to E; (0) given by 50). Therefore a quite
natural question arises: can in provem ents of the variationalwave fiinction push the energy
E; (0) below the threshold? To check this we extended the ansatz @1) by including states
w ith double hopping (order #): & sttt ,, & ;8. and ) , 8, ,. We ndthatE; ()
decreases to the value 3J, 1:77J, but still ram ains above the decay threshold. T herefore
we believe that in the strong coupling lim it for J, = 0 the threeparticke bound state does
not exist. However when J, > (033 0:4)J the bound state at k = 0 becom es stable which
ollow s inm ediately from Eq.(@9).

For Intemm ediate values of J, the threeparticle state beocom es stable for any J, . Let us
consider three cases for J, = 2J. A ccording to Eq.@9)

Jy=0: Ezk=0)=537; Ezk= )= 497;
J,= 040 : Ezk=0)= 447; Esk= )= 42J; (51)
J,= 080 : Esk=0)= 37J; Esk= )= 3{7J:

In allthese cases any decay ofthe k = 0 state is kinem atically forbidden (this can be found
from com parison w ith the elem entary triplet and tw o-particle bound state spectra presented
n Figs4,7).
Next, we compare the varational results with numerical exact diagonalization
results we have obtahed for a 2 10 Iladder. Plots of the spectral function
AKk;!)= MG k;! + i) I the u<channel (odd number of particks) fork = 0 found
by Lanczos diagonalization of the Ham iltonian {l) are presented in Fig8. The rst peak
corresoonds to the elem entary triplet and the second one to the threeparticle bound state.
T he positions of the second peak agree very wellw ith Eq.(51). Fork = we nd num eri-
cally that a second peak is absent for J, = 0;0:4J whereas a peak w ith an extram ely small
goectral weight seam s to exist for J, = 0:8J. This can be understood from the variational

treatm ent since the state k =  can decay into three elem entary triplkts (com pare (1) and
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Figd) for J, = 0. Even though this state is slightly below the threshold for J, = 0:4J, due
to the lim ited accuracy of our calculation it is really hard to say whether it decays or not.
However for J, = 08J the statek = iswellbelow the decay threshold, and indeed a peak
exists in the corresponding spectral finction. T hus we believe that the varationalm ethod
captures quite accurately the m ain features of the spectrum .

ForJ, = J according to Eq.{49) the threeparticle bound state energy is

J,=0: Esk=0)=33J; Esk= )= 30J;
J,= 040 : Ezk=0)= 18J; Ezk= )= 1:6J; (52)
Jo,=06J : Esk=0)=12J; Ezk= )= 11J7;

C om paring w ith the exact diagonalization spectra presented In Fig.9 and Fig.10 one can see
that the overall agreem ent is good. N otice that whike for J, = 0 the varational energies are
higher than the num erical ones (as one would expect), for J, = 0:4J;0:6J they are in fact
Iower. W e attribute this e ect to them ixing between the threeparticle and the elem entary
triplet which has not been taken into acoount In our approach (see the discussion below ).
In the num erical spectra n Fig9 and Figl0 a third peak is also clkarly seen. This
is the veparticke bound state. To estin ate is energy as well as the energies of bound
states containing higher num ber of particlkes we could use the N = 1 approxin ation (N is
the num ber of particles). In the Im it = 0 the quartic term in the Ham iltonian Eq.®@) is
denticalto the H am iltonian ofan S = 1 H eisenberg chain w ith antiferrom agnetic interaction
=2. The ground state energy of the latter (for an in nite chain) isknown quite accurately
to be 0:700742 per ]Jnk'f3 . Therefore a crude estin ate for the energy of an N -particke
bound state (containing N 1 Iinks) is

Ey=NJ, ©N 1) 07 ; (53)

Forthe veparticlke bound state by using the above form ula and taking also into acoount the
increase in energy due to blocking of quantum uctuations (3 %=J, ), we cbtain E 5 457
ford, = J,J, = 0,and E5 197 for g = J,J, = 040, In qualitative agreem ent w ith the
num erical results presented in Figs.9,10.

Now we can address the problem form ulated at the end of SecIT:W hy the diagram m atic
approach developed In Sec.Jl, which works quite well for J, = 0, does not describe even
qualitatively the triplet energy soectrum for J, = J and J, > 0?. In light of the resuls
of the present section, we nd that the essence of the problem is in the neglect of bound
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states of three, ve, etc. quasiparticles whose energies decrease w ith increasing J, . Indeed,
ktus x J, = 04J and com pare the energy of the elem entary triplet at zero m om entum
from Fig5 (dashed lne), o 1:73J, w ith the energies of the three—and ve-particle bound
states B3k = 0) 18J, Esk = 0) 1:9J. They are quite close, and since all these
states have the sam e quantum num bers they m ix strongly. Notice that in the calculation
of the oneparticle properties as well as the threeparticle problem we have not taken the
m xing into account. Thus we expect the wave function in the u-sector (@and sim ilarly for
the g-sector) to be a superposition of states w ith di erent num bers of quasiparticles:

Ji=2 .91 P+ 2319+ 25919+ 11 (54)

In this situation the classi cation ofthe statesby the num ber of "elem entary” quasiparticles
isbecom Ing m eaningless, and the average num ber of excited triplets in the low est excitation
atk = 0isincreasing. T he fulldescription ofthe energy spectrum requires the determ ination
ofthem ixing coe cients in Eq.(34)] which isbeyond the scope of the present work and w ill
be reported In the future. W e expect that the energy of the "elem entary” triplet w ill lower
substantially at k = 0 (W ih respect to the "naive" calculation of SecIl) due to repulsion
from the nearby m any-particle bound states. In addition, as can be seen from the analysis
of the three—and veparticke bound states, the larger J, the larger the num ber of m any—
particle bound states which have low energies and m ix w ith the "elem entary" triplet. In
fact it becom es energetically m ore and m ore favorable to form states w ith larger and larger
num ber of quasiparticles in them as J, increases. Thus we expect that the quasiparticle
residue will decrease wih increasing J, — an e ect which indeed can be seen from our
num erical analysis (sse Fig9 for J, = 0:6J). Eventually a situation m ay occur when the
quasiparticle residue has vanished com pletely which m eans that very Jarge size bound states
com plktely dom inate in the wave fiunction Eq.f54). This is the point where there is an
excited triplet on every site and the ground state changes its nature.

V.QUANTUM PHASE TRANSITION IN THEMODEL.SUMMARY AND

CONCLUSION S.

T he analysis of the previous section allow s us to shed new light onto the nature of the
quantum phase transition which takes place In the frustrated ladder m odel. The phase
diagram of the m odelwas determm ined in Ref.[13] and is presented In Figll. At a critical
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coupling J,. (J» ) the ground state changes from that of an antiferrom agnetic A F) soin
ladder to a Jadderw ith an e ective ferrom agnetic Interaction on the rungs (H aldane phase).
From the point of view ofthe triplet excitations in the AF ladder phase, the H aldane phase
is characterized by an excited triplet on every rung. Thus it is not surprising that bound
states of m any-particles becom e favorable energetically near the quantum transition point.

T he analysis of the energy spectrum is particularly smpl on the Ine J, = J( = 0)
where quantum uctuations are absent com plktely. It is known that on this line there is
an exact eigenstate of the Ham itonian {4) which is a product of singlets (din ers) on each
rungéé . This is obvious from Eq.{). This state is the ground state in the region J, > 14J
(seebelow ). A s J, decreases from a large value and approaches the quantum critical point,
a number of singlkt states appear in the trplt gap. Figure 12 presents a plot of the
elem entary triplet (ul), two-particle singlt @2), threeparticle triplet L3) and fourparticle
singlet (@4). The energies of these states have been found by analytical diagonalization of
the Ham itonian Eq.@): Ey; = J; ;Eg = 20,  20;E,;s = 37, 25J;Ey, = 47,  446J.
Tt is clear that at the point J, = 2J the two-particle singlet crosses the one-particle triplet
and thus beocom es the Iowest excitation in the system . A 1so we observe that the larger the
num ber of bound particles the larger the rate of decrease of their energy. For com parison
we have also schem atically plotted the states u9 and gl0. Thus we see that a number of
singlets appear in the triplt gap and m any level crossings take place. N otice that there is
no m ixing between the states since quantum uctuations are absent ( = 0). At the point
J, ,c = 1:4J the energy of the singlet composed of In nitely m any quasiparticles becom es
zero, Eq = 0, as can be seen from Eq.(3). The tripkt () bound state energies do not
cross the elem entary triplt for any nite number of particles in them , however the n nite
particle triplet becom es degenerate w ith the corresponding singlet E,,;, = E5; = 0 at the
transition point (this also ©llow s from Eq.(53)).

W e believe that the picture of the quantum transition presented above rem ains valid
along the whole critical line (Fig.l1l). The transition is characterized by softening of the
singkt and triplkt (@t k = 0) modes which are basically very large size bound states of
m any quasiparticles n the appropriate channel. Slightly away from the critical line (on
the AF side) the excitation wave function is a m ixture of bound states w ith di erent num —
ber of particles and the weight of the large-size bound states Increases as the transition is
approached.

In summ ary, we have analyzed the properties of m any-particle bound states In the frus-
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trated lJadder m odel. W e have found that the excitation spectrum is quite com plex and
m any-particle bound states are always present in the m odel. Frustration pushes the bound
states to lower energies and the e ective triplet and singlet soectra are very strongly renor—
m alized wih respect to the simnplk ladder (o frustration). Thus the model is an ideal
playground for studying com plex excitations in quantum spin system s.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. (@) Resumm ation ofthe In nite lJadder for the scattering am plitude . T he dashed line

represents the (in nite) two-particle nteraction U . () T he selfenergy, corresoonding to

FIG.2. Diagram s for the sslfenergy which contribute to linear order in the triplet density
ne. The boxes represent the scattering am plitude from Figl@). The wavy line stands for
the twoparticke interaction , Eq.@:) . Lines with a singk arrow represent nom alG reen’s func-
tions CEq.C_l-ll))w hile lines w ith opposiely pointing arrow s represent anom alous G reen’s fiinctions

€q.{4)).

FIG .3. The coupled set of D yson'’s equations for the nom aland anom alous G reen’s functions.
The anom alous selfenergy Fig2(a)) is denoted by A . The thin lines represent the bare G reen’s

functions, Eq.{_l-j) (sihgle arrow ) and Eq.{_l-_Z) (doublk arrow s).

FIG .4. Theoneparticke (triplt) excitation spectrum ofthe ladder forJ, = 2J. T he solid dots
represent num erical results ocbtained by din er series expansjons;g forJ, = 0. The solid and dashed
Iine are the resuls of the selfconsistent num erical evaluation of the spectrum Eq._2-§:) ford, = 0

and 0:4J, respectively. T he dotted line is the J, = 0 result when only the B ruedkner selfenergy

Eq.{3) is taken into account.

FIG.5. Oneyparticke spectra for J, = J. The solid dots, open circles and solid squares are
the din er series expansion results ofRef.[13] for J, = 0, 0:4J and 0:6J, respectively. T he solid and
1

dashed line are the results of the selfconsistent num erical evaluation of the spectrum Eq.{1) for

J, = 0 and 04J, respectively.

FIG.6. (@) Thebare Bom) scattering am plitude M . () the Bethe-Salpeter equation for the

poles of the exact scattering am plitude M” .

FIG.7. The excitation spectrum forJ, = 2J;J, = 0 including the singlt bound state (long
dashed line) and the triplet bound state (dot-dashed line). The solid line E ;. is the lower edge of

the tw o-particle continuum .
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FIG.8. Spectral function A k;!) fork = 0;J, = 2J and several values of J, obtained by

Lanczos diagonalization ofa 2 10 ladder. -functions are replaced by Lorentzians ofw idth 0:1J.

FIG.9. SameasFig8 fork= 0;J, = J.

FIG.10. SameasFig9 ork= ;J,

Il
<

FIG .11l. Phase diagram ofthe frustrated ladder from Ref.[l3]. T he crosses represent the lne

J, = J where the ground state is a product of rung singlets.

FIG .12. Schem atic excitation spectrum on the lne J, = J.
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