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We present theoretical results for the thermodynamic properties and time-independent spin-spin
correlation functions for the classical Heisenberg magnetic chain in an applied magnetic field. The
calculations are performed by numerical solution of the transfer-matrix integral equation. In addition,
approximate variational procedures and low-temperature expansions yield some analytic results. The
procedures used are applicable to any near-neighbor interaction for classical spins in a linear chain. The
most unusual behavior found is for antiferromagnetic coupling, where the specific heat shows
oscillations as a function of field, and the longitudinal uniform susceptibility and the transverse

staggered susceptibility increase with field for low fields.

I. INTRODUCTION

The physics of systems with less than three
dimensions has been widely studied in recent years,
especially on account of the discovery of real ma-
terials whose properties closely approximate those
of one- or two-dimensional lattice models. Lower-
dimensional systems have long been of theoretical
interest, largely because of the relative ease in
constructing models that can actually be solved—
in some cases exactly. Much recent work, both
experimental® and theoretical, ? has focused on
one-dimensional magnetic systems, with many
aspects of one-dimensional magnetic behavior
having already been studied. For the Heisenberg
model in zero applied field, Fisher® provided an
exact solution for the thermodynamic behavior and
the static spin pair-correlation functions in the
classical (infinite-spin) case. Other simple mod-
els have also been investigated, some of which
have yielded exact solutions®® for the static be-
havior.

The dynamical behavior in magnetic spin sys-
tems has long been of interest. For the case of
the one-dimensional Heisenberg model in zero ap-
plied field, the dynamics has been studied theoret-
ically, 8 largely motivated by recent neutron scat-
tering experiments.”’® While much has been
learned, many interesting aspects of the dynam-
ical behavior remain unresolved. A very useful
device which serves to bridge the gap between
theoretical calculations and experiments on real
systems is the computer “experiment.”®™'?> Here
one can perform an experiment on precisely the
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idealized model system studied theoretically. The
theory can thus be tested in a way that is unen-
cumbered by the complications of real crystals,
which conform only approximately to the idealized
theoretical model. Experiments of this sort on
one-dimensional magnets have already provided
useful information for the theorist. 11:12

The work reported here is concerned with the
thermodynamic and static correlation behavior in
the one-dimensional classical Heisenberg model
in the presence of an applied (uniform or “stag-
gered”) field. Our interest in this system arose
in part from certain aspects of its dynamical be-
havior. In particular, the applied field induces
a coupling between the spin fluctuations and the
fluctuations in the energy density. Such a spin-
energy coupling may be responsible for certain
features of the neutron scattering in the ordered
states of real magnetic systems undergoing phase
transitions.!® Although a phase transition does
not occur in one dimension, it is of considerable
interest to study the spin-energy coupling induced
by the application of a field.!*'*® To study this and
other aspects of the dynamical behavior in a field,
a technique was developed for preparing close-to-
equilibrium states of one-dimensional spin arrays.
This “initialization” technique, which will be de-
scribed elsewhere, !* is a simple direct applica-
tion of the present results.

Although it was motivated by our interest in
dynamical studies, the present work is concerned
purely with static properties. We calculated static
pair-correlation functions as well as thermody -
namic properties and the magnetic equation of
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state. Such calculations are of experimental in-
terest in connection with the susceptibility behav-
ior of tetramethyl ammonium manganese chloride
(TMMC) as observed in large applied fields by
Walker, Dietz, Andres, and Darack.® Of course,
as they noted, dipolar anisotropy plays a very
major role in determining the magnetic behavior
of TMMC, and quantum effects also enter to some
extent. While we have not considered them ex-
plicitly, anisotropic terms can easily be taken into
account by the techniques discussed in this paper.
We begin in Sec. II by reviewing the general
features of the statistical mechanics of one-di-
mensional classical spin systems in the transfer-
matrix formalism. This part of the discussion ap-
plies for any (translationally invariant) Hamil -
tonian which can be written as the sum of near-
neighbor interaction terms. Here we express a
number of important probability distributions and
correlation functions in terms of the eigenvalues
and eigenfunctions of the transfer matrix. Al-
though a solution cannot be obtained in closed
form (see Appendix B), the eigenfunctions and
eigenvalues can be obtained very accurately by
the numerical procedure outlined in Sec. IIIA.
(A similar procedure was used in Ref. 16 to ob-
tain the zero-field susceptibility in the anisotropic
Heisenberg model.) We obtain the first 16 eigen-
functions and eigenvalues, and in particular we
find the eigenfunction ¥, belonging to the largest
eigenvalue 2 and thus the thermodynamic prop-
erties. It turns out that, except for the case of
antiferromagnetic coupling at low temperatures
and moderate fields, the eigenfunction ¥, is found
to be remarkably well approximated by a simple
exponential form. This form is then used to ob-
tain an approximate variational solution for ¥, as
discussed in Sec. I B. The thermodynamic prop-
erties obtained in this variational approximation
are generally very close to those of the exact
(numerically obtained) eigenfunction, except as
discussed in Sec. III C, where we consider ex-
plicitly the form of the eigenfunction for antiferro-
magnetic coupling in a field of low temperatures.
Section ITI concludes (in part D) with an outline
of the relation between the system properties in
an applied “staggered” field and those in a uniform
field. In Sec. IV we present selected results for
the thermodynamic and static correlation proper-
ties in graphical form, and also discuss aspects
of the limiting low-temperature behavior in a field.

1I. TRANSFER-MATRIX FORMULATION OF THE
STATISTICAL PROPERTIES OF LINEAR CHAINS

We want to solve for the thermodynamic prop-
erties and pair-correlation functions of the classi-
cal Heisenberg chain in an external magnetic
field, with the Hamiltonian

N, o h
e==J3 88 -5 2 (S{+5%), (1)
i=1 i

where 2= pH, with H the applied field and p the
magnetic moment of a spin. The spins §i are or-
dinary unit vectors, and periodic boundary con-
ditions are assumed with §N+1 = §1. The transfer-
matrix®'!” method can be used to obtain both the
thermodynamic properties and the correlation
functions. Since the technique is applicable to
more complex interactions than those in Eq. (1),
we consider a more general case and only in Sec.
I and in our numerical calculations do we re-
strict our attention to Eq. (1). We now treat the
Hamiltonian with arbitrary symmetric near-neigh-
bor interactions,

¥ =- i V(§z’ §i+1) ’ (2)

i=1
where we assume
V(gi, §i+1) = V(§i+1’ §1) .

Equation (1) is clearly a special case of Eq. (2)
with

V(gw §i+1) = J§i * §i+1 + %h(S; +s;+1) .

The partition function for a system governed by
Eq. (2) is given by

- - 3. 8
z=[ «oo [ad e ag, iR
XAV B2:89) .., SV Ey.Sp (3)

Here d §, represents an element of solid angle of
the #th spin, dS;=sin6;d6;d¢;, where 6; and ¢,
are the polar and azimuthal angles of that spin.
Defining the kernel

A(§i7 §i+1) = eBV(S 1r81s1) ’

the partition function is seen to be formally the
trace of the Nth power of A, which is clear if we
regard the integral in (3) as the limit of a multiple
summation with §i and §,-,,1 serving as indices for
the transfer of matrix A. The calculation of the
trace is facilitated by the evaluation of the eigen-
functions and eigenvalues of A. Consider then the
integral equation!®

.{A(gb gz) v, (gz)d §2 = Xn‘I'n(gl) ’ )

which defines the eigenfunctions ¥,(S) and eigen-
values A, of A. Since the eigenfunctions form a
complete set [which can be assumed orthonormal,
ie., [WXS)¥,(8)dS=5,,] the kernel A can be ex-
panded in terms of the eigenfunctions, with the
well-known result

AG;, S = 46,6 (5)
N
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Substitution of (5) into (3) and utilization of the or-
thonormality of the ¥,’s then yields

Z=3M . (6)
n=0
In the limit of large N, only the largest eigenval-
ue Ay (which can be shown to be nondegenerate at
nonzero temperatures) survives, and

Z-2\§ for N=w , (7)

A knowledge of the largest eigenvalue as a function
of temperature and magnetic field can then, through
Eq. (7), provide the thermodynamic functions of
the system.

In order to calculate the correlation functions it
is useful to define the probability distributions of
the system. The probability density W; (S, ..., Sy)
Xd§, +++d$;, defined as the probability that the
N spins of the chain point in the solid angles
ranges d §1, ooy d§N about the directions §1, seo, §N,
is clearly given by

Wy Sy, >+, Sy)dS,* «+dSy=(1/2) e®%aS, *+ = aSy .
(8)

All other probability densities can be derived from
this one. For example, W(S,, §,.1)dS,dS,.,, de-
fined as the joint probability that two spins a dis-
tance #» apart along the chain point, respectively,
within the ranges d81 and d§,,, about the d1rect10ns
§, and §,,,, can be obtained from Wy (8, ***,§;)
by integrating over all spin directions except §1
and §,,;. W{ can be expressed in terms of the
eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the transfer ma-
trix. We have

Wg(§1, §m-l)

=J‘ .o .J‘ d§a. . 'd§nd§n+z .o odgN WN(§1’ oo §N)
=— fdsz-o~ds,.ds,,,,2---dsNA(sl, S,)

oA, 8. ©)

Substituting Eq. (5) for A and again using the or-
thonormality of the eigenfunctions we find

Wg(sl, §n+1)
1 - -> -> ->
= E Z k’r'n)‘gl'-"\l,m' (S1)‘I’1T1(S1)‘I’m(sn+l)‘1’:'(Sn+1) .
mym?

Taking the limit N-«, with the distance # be-
tween the spins held fixed, only the term m’=0
survives in the summation, and

W’Z'(Sl, §n+1)

*Z( ) %E B G G, (10

4485

In particular, the ngag_est-neighbor joint probabil -
ity distribution Wi(S,, S,) is, because of Egs. (10),
(4), and (5), given by

WA(3,, 50) = (/M) ¥e(8)A R, §) (3 , (11)

where the eigenfunction ¥, belonging to the largest
(nondegenerate) eigenvalue can be chosen to be
real. Another useful probability density is
Wl(§1)d§1, the probability that a single spin points
in the range dS, about the direction S,. This can
be obtained by integrating Eq. (10) over §,.;:

Wl(gi) = f ds—:wlw'z'(él, §n+1)

-Z( ) VoBVEE,) [ a8 (o) 7 B

-Z( )wu(sl)w 51)mo

or, finally,
W (S;) = ¥3(S,) . (12)

Hence the square of the eigenfunction belonging to
the largest eigenvalue has the property that it is
the probability density for a single spin.

Finally, an important property of the linear
chain distribution function can be obtained by de-
fining the conditional probability P(S;|§;)dS;, i.e.,
the probabmty that a spin pomts in the solid angle
range d$, about the direction S, given that its
nearest neighbor points in the direction S;. This
is, by definition,

P(éa] S;) dS,
Wi(S,, ;) ds, dsz A8y, $)%(8,) a5,
W, (Sy) dS; A%, (8;) ’

where we used Eqs. (11) and (12). More gener-
ally, since we employ periodic boundary condi-
tions

P(Si, |8;) a8, =

A(s,, ;+1)—((_'ﬂ‘)dsm . (13)

This result is the basis for the “initialization”
procedure used to generate equilibrium spin rings
on the computer. This will be discussed in detail
elsewhere.'* For the present we point out that
the Markoffian joint distribution

W, ..., 5)=m(E)PE, |8)) -« P8y | Sy 1)

generated by repeated application of Eq. (13) is
practically identical to W(S,, ..., Sy) for large N.
Indeed, upon using (12), (13), and (5) we find

W(gl: ey §1\7)=f(§1’ §N)W(§1’ . -’§N) s

where

(14a)

781, 8y) =10 o(8) o (S, )/E AnT5(S),,(8,) . (14b)
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In other words, the set of Markoff chains gener-
ated by repeated application of (13) corresponds
exactly to the canonical ensemble for the tempera-
ture-dependent effective Hamiltonian

5C(§1, LA ] §N)

- - 1 > -
=~ t V(Si, Sia1) -3 Inf(S;, Sy)
i=1

=~ NZI v(3i, 50 —%[111\1/0(51) +1n%y(Sy)] + (const) .
i=1

(14c)
This is just the Hamiltonian for the open chain,
with an effective temperature-dependent potential
on the two end spins replacing the interaction be-
tween them. A detailed discussion of the effect
of open-chain boundary conditions is given in Ap-
pendix A.

The correlation functions can be calculated
from the probability distributions and hence are
expressible in terms of the eigenfunctions and
eignevalues of the transfer matrix. For example,
if f¢(S) and f4(S) are arbitrary functions of the
spin components at the nth site on the chain, the
correlation function (f3(8;) f2,,(S,.,)) can be ex-
pressed

<fg‘ (él )fg-rl (§1+ n)>
- f 8,08, 73 B2 B W3S, 8,00

=;<%:_)n JRECVHNAAES

X f \I'(?(gm-l fr?-rl (.éml)‘l'm (§n+1)d§n+1 . (15)

In particular,

(SESEy) = z( §—0>

m=0

J v@sv,®a|. e

and other correlation functions can be similarly
expressed. The correlation functions are seen to
fall off with distance as a sum of exponentials.
Also, the average of an arbitrary function of the
spin components f (§) at a single site is given by

(@)= f FEW(S)as= f w48, amn

and, in particular, the z component of the mag-
netization is proportional to

(S:>=fS‘\Ilf‘,(§)d§. (18)

Comparison with Eq. (16) shows that the m=0

term in the summation in that equation is simply

the square of the long-range order, i.e., (S%)%.
It follows from the discussion given here that a

knowledge of the largest eigenvalue and the asso-
ciated eigenfunction is sufficient to provide all
thermodynamic quantities and single-site spin
averages. In general, the higher eigenfunctions
and eigenvalues are necessary for the determina-
tion of pair-correlation functions.

III. CLASSICAL HEISENBERG CHAIN IN A FIELD

We now return to the specific problem as ex-
pressed in Eq. (1). We need the eigenvalues and
eigenfunctions of the integral equation

J‘ d§z exp[BI8, + & + 4 BI(SE +S5)]¥, () =1, %,(5,).

(19)
For 2=0 the solution is straightforward; it follows
from the expansion

e(ugl.éz) =47 Z (BN Y () YE(S,) (20)

im

where the functions ;(x) are spherical Bessel func-
tions of imaginary argument. Comparison of

Egs. (20) and (5) shows that the eigenfunctions for
k=0 are the spherical harmonics Y;,(S), and the
corresponding eigenvalues are \; =4mi;(8J), in-
dependent of m. The largest eigenvalue is ob-
tained for =0, so

Z —[4mig(BJ)F = 4n[(sinhps)/BI]".

This is in agreement with Fisher’s solution of the
linear -chain problem in zero field. The corre-
lation functions can also be derived from the above
eigenfunctions and eigenvalues, together with Eq.
(15). When 2+ 0 the problem is no longer straight-
forward. The eigenfunctions for 2=0 are inde-
pendent of temperature and exchange, but this will
clearly no longer be true for 2#0. The eigen-
functions do not correspond to any readily tabulated
functions, and we can evaluate them either by
numerical solution of the integral equation or by
an analytic approximation procedure. We describe
both methods in the following.

A. Numerical solution of the integral equation

Numerical evaluation of the eigenfunctions and
eigenvalues is possible in practice to a very high
degree of accuracy. To do this we first note that
the eigenfunction can, by symmetry, be written
in the form

,,,(8) = 1 mlcos O)(1/ZF) e | (202)

where 6 and ¢ are the polar and azimuthal angles,
respectively, of §. We have written the index #
of the eigenfunctions as the pair (I, m) to take into
account the ¢ dependence of ¥. Substituting Eq.
(20a) into Eq. (19) and setting x=cos#8, the equa-
tion becomes
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The integral over ¢’ can be carried out analyti-
cally, with the result

2m fu dx’ exp(ﬁJxx’+§2£(x+x'))
-1
X L(BI[(1 = x3)(1 = %) 12) i (x") dx’

= >‘lmll)zm(x) . (21)
Here,

ar
)= g [ e 0 m dg = 1 2)= L)

is the Bessel function of imaginary argument.
This one-dimensional integral equation can now be
solved numerically by converting it to a matrix
equation. The integral over x’ is performed by
N;-point Gaussian integration, using the expres-
sion

+1 Nr
’/:1 f(x)dx:%wjf(x,) ,

where the weights w; and points ¥, are tabulated. 1°
The integral equation then becomes

+1
Jq ds’ Gm(x, x')zplm(x’) = K;mlﬁ;m(x)

N
= 2w1Gm(x5 xj)lplm(xj) ) (22)

i=1
where

Gm(x, xr) = 27re.e.rxx'+(an/z) (x4x’)

x In(BI(1 = %3)(1 - x"2)]*/3).

If we look for solutions of Eq. (22) only at the
points x=x; of the numerical integration the in-
tegral equation becomes a matrix eigenvalue equa-
tion:

Z W;Gn(%1y %Y1 ml%;) = N ymidim ;)
7

To make this more symmetric, we multiply both
sides of the equation by w;, obtaining

Nr

2 HPOI =t (23)

J=1

where H"™ =i0;Gp(x;, %,Y0; and ¢ ™= (ih;m(x;).
Equation (23) is an N; X N, matrix eigenvalue
equation with N; determined by the number of
points used in the numerical integration. In prac-

" 2 ’ ’ ” ’ h ’ ’ 1 mo’ m
f_ dx’ ) do exp(ﬁJxx +BJ[(1 =31 = x"2)]*2cosl¢p - ¢ )+%—(x+x )>zp,,,,(x )ﬁe‘ ® =x,mzp,m(x)ﬁe’ ®.

tice N;=16 was found to give convergence to seven
significant figures for all values of BJ and % for
which calculations were done. The solution of

Eq. (23) for given m, BJ, and % with N,=16 took
about 2 sec on the Brookhaven CDC 6600 computer.
Results are discussed in the following section.

The largest eigenvalue of Eq. (21) occurs for
m=0. (This is easily seen as a result of the fact
that the eigenfunction belonging to the largest
eigenvalue has no nodes.) The free energy can
then be obtained from this eigenvalue, and other
thermodynamic quantities can be found by numer-
ical differentiation with respect to appropriate
variables.

The z component of the magnetization (S*) follows
from Eq. (18). Since S°=cosf=x, we have

+1 Ny
(s% =f dx xolx) =Y wix; Pfolx;)
-1 i=1

Ny
=3 x(oPR . (29)
i=1

In the same way we can derive the following ex-
pressions for the correlation functions:

-

f 48 Wgo(§)s o (s)\

Because of the form of the eigenfunction only m =0
terms survive in the summation, and

(S$S%m = Z(ao,,)

1=0

. (25)

j dxxzpno(x)zpw(x)

Note from (24) that the /=0 term in this summa-
tion is simply the square of the long-range order
(S*)=(S%). Letting

Si=8%-(S*),

we then find that

(65 6S%,)= Z(M)

1s1
Z(Mo)
Also, for the transverse correlation function,
A n
(s35%) =2 (22)

tm \A00

In this case only m =+1 survive; so

(SF ST

J A% % Yool *)10(¥) l

2
2:* ©0) ; (10)
%0 ¢y

i=1

. (253)

f dS Uoo(S)S* ¥, (8 )l :
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1 b

=g - ()\I,Z) U ax(1 - xz)“z?l)oo(x)d)u(x)
1/ ¥

s 1 241/2,4(00) ; G1)

21:1(%") ;(1 — X320 (26)

The thermodynamic quantities of interest, such
as the free energy, internal energy, isothermal
susceptibility, specific heat, (8M/87T),, and adia-
batic susceptibility, can also be expressed in
terms of the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues of the
transfer matrix. We give below the expressions
which have been used in the evaluation of these
quantities. The derivations follow straightfor-
wardly from the formulas given above. (In each
case we give the expression for the appropriate
quantity per spin.)

Free energy:

F==N7181nz=-8"1nng ; (27)
internal energy:

E=NX)==n(SF) I35 ;S , (28)
where (S#) and (3, +S,,,) are given by Eqs. (24)-

(26).
Isothermal susceptibility:

Xp= BN «Z 63;) > /32 ;gg*_’;’l" ct. (29

Rate of change of magnetization with respect to

->

f f dSas w5 $)AE, 8185 g8

temperature:

ZI_lTl"‘f g2 N-l«zi: as:> (% - (5c>)>

= — Bhxy - ﬁzJZKSi‘(gi * §j+1)> —(Sf><§i '§j+1>]

=2
= — Bhxy — BZJ; 2 Gy, (30)

Specific heat at constant field:
Cr= BN K(3C — (3¢))%)

=p? Jzz [<(§z . §i+1)(§j ° §j+1)>
- <§1 ° ghl)(gj > §j+1>] —-2h (%) - BRXy

2)
=B—2h< ) BH2xp + B2 T2 0__ p?,
Xr ZXoo"\to :

(31)
Once these have been calculated, the adiabatic
susceptibility can be found from the relation

BMY
Xr = Xs = C,, 3T),

The coefficients B, C; and D, used above are de-
fined by

C= JA dx % Yool prolx) , (32)
-1

= 2M\gh L dx dy h10(*)pool ¥) exp[BIxy + 38h(x +3)1{xy - L{BI[(1 - x3)(1 - ?)]}/?)

+[(1 =231 - 9?21 (a1 - x)(1 —3))]H3)},

(33)

- - - - B +1 .
By={(S;* §;,1)® —(8; *8;,00%= — DZ + 2mrg} -[1 f dx dy Polx)po( ) exp[Bxy + 3h(x + )]

X{(1 +2x%2 = x% — 92 L(BI[(1 = x2)(1 =9 /) + (2xy — B T HL(BI[(1 = x2)(1 -5))]V/2)} .

In addition, the following expressions for the lon-
gitudinal and transverse wave-vector-dependent
susceptibilities are also easily obtained:

Mo =1%o 2
=63 c
o K%O - 2A00 A7 COSq + K?o to

) — A2
x*(q) = 11 2
@)= 2 2 - 27\00 X;1 COSg +7%g E

where

1
By= [ g1 = gl ax

(34)

|

In particular, the staggered susceptibilities may
be found by setting g =7. All of these quantities
are easily evaluated once the eigenfunctions and
eigenvalues have been found.

B. Variational approi(imation for the largest eigenvalue

In some circumstances it is useful to have an
analytical approximation for the eigenfunction be-
longing to the largest eigenvalue and an approxi-
mation for that eigenvalue which does not involve
the solution to the integral equation.

For the largest eigenvalue of the integral equa-
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tion (22), the variational principle gives the in-
equality

*1 n ’
= A[¢]=f-1 [ dxji?fq)dzi;cz)g;x, x")¢ (x )

where equality obtains when ¢ (x) =ge(¥). We use
as a trial function ¢(x)x e** with o as a variational
parameter. This form is correct for #=0, where
a=0, and also for J=0, where o =4pk. In the
intermediate region, where % and J are both non-
zero, this form will not be exact, but we expect

it to provide a good approximation, except as ex-
plained below. We find on substituting into (35)

2o +1
A= A(OZ)=———’- dxdy @ ®+9) 5 By (BR/2) (x43)
sink2a J,

(35)

XI(BJ[(1 - x2)(1 —93)]H/?) . (36)

The integral over y can be performed, yielding

dra (¢ sink
A= Alg) = e J dxez(amh/z)_z__z , (31

where
z=[(a+Bn/2)%+2(a+ Bn/2)BJx + B2JE]L/2 |

This expression for A(a) is easily maximized nu-
merically, as a function of @, and, with this val-
ue of @, the variational magnetization is calculated
to be

(§%)yar=coth2a —1/2a . (38)

In addition, it is possible to carry out the integra-
tion in (37) in a series of Bessel functions.?® The

J
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numerical procedure was used in preference to
analytical expressions, however.?® The free ener-
gy and magnetization obtained by this procedure
are accurate to better than 1% (except for the case
of antiferromagnetic coupling at temperatures less
than 0.2|J| and at fields of the order of |J |, as
discussed in the next section).

In Figs. 1 and 2 we show the variational eigen-
function and the exact numerical solution for two
values of field, temperature, and exchange. The
agreement is clearly very good.

C. Asymptotic form for the eigenfunction at low temperatures

In the preceding section it was mentioned that
the exponential trial form for the eigenfunction be-
longing to the largest eigenvalue did not work well
at low temperatures for the case of antiferro-
magnetic coupling in a field. The physical reason
for this is that the magnetization in this case is
not saturated, even at very low temperatures, in
fields of the order of the exchange interaction (see
Sec. IV). We then expect that the probability dis-
tribution for the spins [the square of the eigen-
function according to Eq. (12)] will be strongly
peaked at a value of cos§<1. The exponential
form cannot produce such a peak, and a more de-
tailed analysis is required.

The asymptotic form for the eigenfunction be-
longing to the largest eigenvalue can be found from
Eq. (21) with m =0. Using the asymptotic form
for the Bessel function I(x)~e'*!/y2nTx], that
equation becomes

1], [ =231 -yH)]7*

The argument of the exponential peaks for
x=y=a, where a is to be determined. Expanding
that argument gives

olx,y)=BJIxy +E£-(x+y)+ﬁl J|[(1 =% -y?]/2

z¢(“»“)+(x'a)%% +(y-a)§§+%(x—a)2%
+3(y - a)z—}-g+(x —a)(y - a)Sx—Sy
and, setting 8¢/8x=0¢/8y=0, we find
a(J—IJl)=—%h. (40)

This procedure is then valid for antiferromagnetic
coupling, where J=—|J|, and for #/4|J|<1,
where we find

a=h/4|J| (antiferromagnetic coupling). (41)

<——2L)1/2fddy exp BIxy+ (Bh/2)(x +3) + Bl J | [(1 = x2)(1 —y?) /2
B

o) =ryplx), B>1. (39)

r

For #/4|J|>1, the maximum of the argument oc-
curs outside the range of integration, and the
linear exponential approximation becomes valid.
From this point on we consider only the antiferro-
magnetic case.

On evaluating the second derivatives of ¢(x,y),
substituting x=y=a in the denominator of (39), and
extending the range of integration, we find

f dyexp(-gﬁlilz[(x -a)+(y —a)?

+2(1 =223 (x -a)(y —a)])zp(y)
g8 Iaszad) BIT WL —a?) /2
re o D). (42)
P(x) will also be strongly peaked at x=a; SO we
write

b(x)~ ¢ e~ VD=0 I s
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FIG. 1. Behavior of the eigenfunction belonging to the
largest eigenvalue as compared with the exponential vari-
ational form for the case of ferromagnetic coupling with
kpT/J=1.0 and pH/J=2.0.

Substituting into (42) and carrying out the tedious
algebra, we obtain expressions for o, A and c:

1/20%=8|J|a/(1 —a®)'/?, (44a)

=TT T T T T T T T 3
- 7
C H=5.0 /7
L T-05 7
J=—1 y
1O~ / =
107 =
« E 3
> C 7
-
o = -
s
2 0% =
F VARIATIONAL 3
1073 =
1
104 =
1 1 | I 1 1

cos @

FIG. 2. Behavior of the eigenfunction belonging to the
largest eigenvalue as compared with the exponential vari-
ational form for the case of antiferromagnetic coupling,
with kg T/ 1 J| =0.5, pH/|J| =5.
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¥(cos)
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FIG. 3. Behavior of the eigenfunction belonging to the
largest eigenvalue (dotted curve) as compared with the
asymptotic form given in Eq. (43) (solid curve) for the
case of antiferromagnetic coupling at low temperature
and moderate fields. Here kg7/ |J| =0.03 and pH/ | J|
=1.

A= (Zﬂ/BIJI)eB”'“*z" 2)[1+2a(1 _a2)1/2]1/z ,

(44p)
and

c= (,”0.2)-1/2 ,

where a=h/4|J|. In Fig. 3 we show the asymp-
totic low-temperature form compared with the
exact solution. The agreement is quite good.

It is clear from the discussion of this section
and the preceding one that the appropriate varia-
tional form for the wave function is

d)(x)‘x eax—rxz ,

where o and y are to be determined by maximizing
(35). This procedure, with two parameters, is
sufficiently cumbersome that it has no advantage
over the exact solution.

D. Staggered and uniform fields

We conclude this section by noting that a simple
transformation enables us to relate the solutions
for ferromagnetic or antiferromagnetic coupling
in a uniform magnetic field to the solutions in a
staggered field. If the sign of every other spin
is changed, i.e., if $;~(-)"!'§;, the Hamiltonian
for ferromagnetic coupling in a uniform field be-
comes that for antiferromagnetic coupling in a
staggered field, while the Hamiltonian for anti-
ferromagnetic coupling in a uniform field becomes
that for ferromagnetic coupling in a staggered
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TABLE I. Equivalences between cases of staggered
and uniform applied fields.

Ferromagnetic Je—d Antiferromagnetic
coupling, hehg coupling,
uniform field M e Mg staggered field
Antiferromagnetic —d ed Ferromagnetic
coupling, gt b coupling,
uniform field Myo-M staggered field

field. The partition function is unchanged by such
a transformation, however, so the free energies
in uniform and in staggered fields are equal, pro-
vided the sign of the exchange is changed. In
Table I we show schematically the equivalences
and changes that are possible. The calculations
performed here can thus be interpreted to give a
wider range of information.

IV. THERMODYNAMIC PROPERTIES AND CORRELATION
FUNCTIONS. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Using the methods described in Sec. III, detailed
results were obtained for the thermodynamic, mag-
netic equation of state, and longitudinal near-neigh-
bor correlation behaviors. These are now pre-
sented in graphical form. The case of a uniform
applied field is considered explicitly; the results
for a staggeved field may be obtained from the
transformation given in Table I. Some aspects of
the limiting low-temperature behavior® are also
described.

Figure 4 shows the temperature dependence of
the reduced magnetization M/M,,, =(S%) for a num-
ber of different field values. The abscissa, i.e.,
the quantity “T” which represents the temperature,

M/Mgqt

0.0l . e . Ly
O.l | 10

T

FIG. 4. Reduced magnetization as a function of kg T/
|J| for different values of uH/ |J | for both ferro- and
antiferromagnetic coupling.

1.0¢

|

0.01 1 n Lo L) L 1 T R S
0.l 1.0 10
BH
FIG. 5. Reduced magnetization as a function of uH/
kpT for different values of 5T/ |J | for both ferro- and
antiferromagnetic coupling.

is the ratio® kz7/|J|. The numbers “H” labeling
the curves for different fields are values of the
ratio uH/1Jl. The curves labeled “F” correspond
to the case of ferromagnetic coupling (J >0), while
those labeled “AF” correspond to antiferromag-
netic coupling. These notations will also be used
in subsequent figures. It is seen from Fig. 4 that
the magnetization generally increases as the tem-
perature decreases at fixed field. An exception to
this occurs for negative J and at low fields. In-
deed, for an infinitesimal field the magnetization
has a single peak at £z T/|J| =0.4764, as was al-
ready noted by Fisher.*2! For ferromagnetic cou-
pling the magnetization of course saturates as
T-0°K. This is also true for antiferromagnetic
coupling when pH/|J|>4; for smaller fields, how-
ever, the limiting magnetization is given by

MO °K)/My, = nH/4|J|, (45)

as described below and in Sec. IIIC.

Figure 5 is a replot of the magnetization behav-
ior. Here the abscissa is uH/kzT, while the num-
bers attached to the different curves are values of
ksT/|J|. The dotted central curve (for which this
ratio is infinity) then corresponds to the behavior
of the Langevin paramagnet.

In Fig. 6 we plot the behavior of the near-neigh-
bor correlation for the fluctuation in the longitudi-
nal spin component, i.e., the quantity (§65%565%,,)
computed from Eq. (25a). Here the abscissa is
kpT/1J |, while the numbers attached to the curves
are values of uH/|J|. At a given temperature the
suppression of the correlation by the field is much
more marked in the case of ferromagnetic coupling.
(Note the factor of 2 difference in the scales for
the F and AF cases. )

Figure 7 is a plot of the negative of the internal
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LONGITUDINAL NEAR-NEIGHBOR CORRELATION FUNCTION
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FIG. 6. Near-neighbor longitudinal correlation
(6S%£6S%,1) as a function of kg T/| J| for different values
of uH/ 1dJ 1.

energy in units of NlJ|. The abscissa is kz7/1J1,
while the parameter appropriate to each curve is
wH/1Jl. For the case of ferromagnetic coupling
(solid curves) — E/N|J| tends of course to the value
1+ pH/1J| in the zero-temperature limit. For anti-
ferromagnetic coupling (dotted curves), the zero-
temperature limit is given when pH>4|J| by

E(0 °K)/N=|J| - uH, (46)
or when uH<4l|J| by
EQ °K)/N=~ |J| - (uH)?/8]|J]| . @n

These results are easily obtained by noting that for

Ll

§ I
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(INTERNAL ENERGY)
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FIG. 7. Negative of the internal energy per spin in
units of | J| as a function of kzT/|J| for different values
of H/ |J|. Solid curves J>0; dotted curves J<0.
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FIG. 8. Specific heat at constant field in units of Nkg

as a function of 237/ 1J| for different values of pH/|J| .
Solid curves J>0; dotted curves J<O0.

negative J the minimum energy configurations are
of the “flopped sublattice” type. Here the even-
and odd-numbered spins form two sublattices, each
making an angle 6 with the field, the total moment
being parallel to the field. The energy of such an
arrangement is easily seen to be

E(8)=N|J| cos26 ~ NuH cosd.
The angle 6, which minimizes this is given by
cosfy = pH/4|J| (48)

when pH/41J! <1, from which Eq. (45) is easily
obtained. The two sublattices become coincident
when H/4|J|1 =1, The expressions (47) and (46)
correspond to the minimum energy value in each
case. This behavior is also readily derived from
the results of Sec. IIIC.

Figure 8 is a plot of the constant-field specific
heat in units of Nk as a function of k57/1J| for
different values of uH/|lJ!. The zero-temperature

limit is evidently described by
Cy— Nkg. (49)

That this is indeed correct may be shown by sepa-
rately considering the cases

(a) J>0,
®) J<0, upH>4l|J|,
(¢) J<0, upH<4l|J|.

In cases (a) and (b) the system ground state corre-
sponds to full alignment of every spin with the field.
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FIG. 9. Isothermal susceptibility in units of Nu?/|J|
as a function of g7/ | J| for different values of uH/|J| .
Solid curves J >0, dotted curves J<0.

Then, as T-0, a spin-wave description becomes
appropriate. Here we can specify the deviation of
each spin from the z direction by the variable
Sr=8,+iS¥, with

1-8z=|st|%/2. (50)

Then, writing
Sy=N-12 ‘Z;s;e“‘"as Ug+iVy, (51)
n=
the system Hamiltonian becomes

(U, .. Uy, Vi, .. Vy)==NJ = NuH

+ I U+ VRHWK)/2 (52)
to terms quadratic in the spin deviations. Here
W(K) = uH+2J(1 - cosKa).

Since the sum in (51) extends over the N wave vec-
tors in the Brillouin zone — n/a<K<7y/a, the result
(49) follows from the equipartition theorem.

For case (c) the spin-wave analysis breaks down
since there are modes for which W(K)-0 when
K-~ n/a. In this case, however, we can employ the
results of Sec. IIIC., Using Eq. (44b), we find that
in the low-temperature limit the free energy be-
comes asymptotically

F=—kpTInX' == NegTInT+ C;T+C,,

where C, and C, depend only on H, J, or N. Then,
writing C, =~ T(82F/5T?),, we again obtain the
result (49).

Figure 9 is a plot of the isothermal susceptibility
in units of Nu?/|J| as a function of k5 7/1J! for
different values of uH/|J!. For the case of ferro-
magnetic coupling, the susceptibility at first in-
creases strongly with decreasing temperature,
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very nearly as it does in zero applied field, and
then drops off sharply as the system becomes sat-
urated. The behavior in the latter region is de-
scribed rather well by spin-wave theory, accord-
ing to which

Xp _LkaT (uH)™* ( LH ( RH\PE
—E—N =1\ 1+2J 1+4J . (53)
For %p T/J <0.2, this holds to within 7% for all
points on the solid curves of Fig. 9. Equation (53)

is easily obtained classically by using (50) together
with the inverse of (51) to give

1-(s9=@0" | skl (54)

Using (52), the thermal average on the right-hand
side of (54) is easily performed, yielding

1 (SZ>__1 kpT _kpT f”a dK
- "NW(K) 2q/a )y, pH+2J(1 - cosKa)’
Carrying out the integration, we find
1-(S% =k T[(LH+4J)uH] V2, (55)

which upon differentiation leads to (53). Note of
course that the spin-wave approximation will break
down at any given low temperature when the field
becomes sufficiently small. This should happen
when the susceptibility predicted by (53) is com-
parable to the zero-field susceptibility. Using
Fisher’s low-temperature limiting result x,(H=0)
«1/7T?, and assuming that uH is not large com-
pared with J, we find that this happens when

-1/2
kBT[uH(J-r%}!)] ~1, (56)

In the spin-wave limit the left-hand side of (56) is
simply the mean-squared angular deviation of a
single spin from alignment with the field. Equation
(56) actually provides a rather good account of the
loci of susceptibility maxima in the temperature-
field plane for the case of ferromagnetic coupling.

The low-temperature-susceptibility behavior for
the case of antiferromagnetic coupling is also quite
interesting. From (48) we see that for 7'=0 the
susceptibility has a constant value

x7(0 °K) = Np2/a|J| (57)

for pH<4J. 1t should then vanish abruptly for

wH >4dJ, since the system becomes saturated. It
is interesting to contrast this with the correspond-
ing zero-field behavior®

_Nuz( kgT
XT =811 1+zlJl+“')' (58)

Comparing (57) and (58) it is clear that if we were
to plot the susceptibility as a function of the field
at a fixed low temperature, a crossover must occur
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FIG. 10. Isothermal susceptibility in units of Nu%/|J|
as a function of uH/ | J| for kz7/|J| =0.2 in the case of
antiferromagnetic coupling. The crossover between the
low-temperature behaviors described by Eqs. (58) and
(57) is evident.

between a value close to Nu2/6 |Jlat H=0to a
roughly constant value close to Nu?/4|J| for inter-
mediate fields. This must in turn be followed by
a rapid susceptibility decrease when pH~4|J |,
corresponding to the angular coincidence of the
sublattices. This may be seen in Fig. 10, where
we plot the behavior of X, (in units of Nu2/1J ) as
determined from our numerical solution carried
out for k5 7/1J1=0.1. The crossover, though grad-
ual, is centered at uH/kyT~ 3. Similar behavior
was observed at kT/1J1=0.2. Note in this con-
nection from Eq. (44a) that at low temperatures
the peaked Gaussian form for the ¥y, should begin
to develop when uH 2 3kgT.
The behavior of the constant-field specific heat
during these processes is shown in Fig. 11 for
“kpT/1J1=0.2. Here the abscissa is pH/|J| and
the ordinate is C,/Nky. The behavior here is com-
plicated. Finally we show in Fig. 12 the behavior
of the longitudinal and transverse staggered sus-
ceptibilities as a function of applied uniform field
for antiferromagnetic coupling at 2, T/ | J1=0.2.

T T T T
T=0.2 J=-1.0
10 B
08 |- _
x
(&)
06 - ~
04 —~
02 |- o
o) 1 1 I 1
1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0
H
FIG. 11. Behavior of the specific heat at constant

field (in units of Nkg) as a function of pH/ |J | for the
case of antiferromagnetic coupling at g7/ |1J| =0.2.

transverse (dotted) staggered susceptibilities in units of
Nu?/1d| as a function of uH/|J| for the case of antifer-
romagnetic coupling at kgT/ |J| =0.2.

The most interesting feature is that the transverse
staggered susceptibility increases with a small ap-
plied field while the longitudinal staggered sus-
ceptibility, as expected, decreases monotonically.
Some insight into the behavior of the transverse

staggered susceptibility can be obtained with the
results of Sec. IIIC. Consider the conditions
under which ¥, takes on the Gaussian-peaked form
corresponding to the “flopped sublattice” spin con-
figurations: At a given low temperature this gener-
ally requires that the width o given by (44a) be
small. However when a=pH/4|J] is close to 1,
the more stringent condition o<« 1-a must clearly
be imposed. Then (44a) yields the condition

keT/ |J|<as1=3(kyT/I)?0. (59)
If now we define

T,= (= 1)"(#5% +5S%),

it is clear that when (59) holds the vectors T, will
be highly correlated ferromagnetically in going
from one site to the next. Thus, letting £, denote
the angle between ’—f,, and T,, the directional cor-
relation {(cos{,) must clearly become long ranged
at low temperatures. Now let

Agn = gn - gn-l
and note from the rotational symmetry about z that
the bond angle Af, will be uncorrelated with the
direction of the previous spin. [See Eq. (13).] It
follows that

{cost,) =(cosé, cosA, —sin, , sinAg)

=(cosé, ;) (cosat,),

and hence that

(costy=u'" (60)
where

u={cosAf)
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is the average of any bond-angle cosine. The argu-
ment leading to this exponential decay of the di-
rectional correlation is analogous to that used by
Fisher?® for the zero-field case. Note, however,
that in the present case the spin correlation (T, * T,)
will not have a strictly exponential decay as (26)
shows. However, when (59) holds, this decay will
be nearly exponential since the lengths |T, | will be

nearly constant. Thus since

[T, |=sing, =1 —a?'/? (61)
we have

(T3T = KTy Ty=4u'" (1 - a¥). (62)

From the fluctuation theorem we then obtain

BT = N ek
BB xm= 20 (- )NSESD = Y ATTY)

IJ‘ N==o0 n==c

1-a?l+y
T2 1-u

(63)

for the transverse staggered susceptibility per spin.
To see how this diverges as 7= 0 °K, we use Eq.

(11) for the joint distribution of a neighboring pair

of spins §1 and §2. Let these be specified by the

polar angles 6, and 0, and the azimuthal angles

¢, and ¢,, and let x; =cosé, and x, =cosf,. Writing

the joint distribution in the form

Wi, S,) siné, do, do, sind, d6, do,
=@ (x1, %5, ¢y, $p) dx  dxydp, dpy,

we find from (11) and (43) that ® is sharply peaked
when x; =x,=a and ¢, - p,=7m. More specifically,
writing Af=¢, - ¢, -7, we find

®oc F(xy,x,) exp[- B ]Jl 1 "x%)llz(l __xg)l/z

X(1 - cosAf)], (64)

where F(x,,x,) is sharply peaked at x, =x,=«. The
energy in the exponential in (64) is simply that as-
sociated with having the transverse projections of
51 and §2 deviate from antiparallelism by an angle
A¢. To a good approximation we have

@ Flxy, x,) e (-a®ra¢?/2 ,
and hence

(a8 =[pls|1 -a?].
We then find

u=(cosAf)=1-§AatH=1-[28 7| (1 -a?)],
so, with x,=u2/1J1, Eq. (63) gives

X5i/%0= 2(kg T/N2(1 —a?? (7<0). (65)

Comparing this with the zero-field low-tempera-
ture behavior®

XEH=0)/x, =5k, T/I)? (I<0),
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we see that at very low temperatures the effect of
a small uniform field (k3 7/ | JI1<<a << 1) is a 3-fold
enhancement of the staggered transverse suscepti-
bility, followed at larger fields by a rapid decrease
proportional to (1 - a?)2.

CONCLUSIONS

The behavior of the isotropic Heisenberg chain
in a magnetic field is clearly very complex and
interesting, particularly for antiferromagnetic
coupling, and we have been able to provide in this
paper only a sampling of our numerical results.
The techniques used here are applicable, as dis-
cussed in Sec. II, to more complex near-neighbor
interactions than those for which results have been
presented, including anisotropic exchange inter-
actions, biquadratic and higher-order exchange,
and higher-order single-spin terms. Calculations
and analytical results can be obtained for these
cases as required.
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APPENDIX A: PROBABILITY DISTRIBUTIONS
FOR THE OPEN CHAIN

In Sec. II it was shown that the probability dis-
tribution for the closed chain (i.e. for the chain
with periodic boundary conditions) is not strictly
Markoffian, while the distribution for the open
chain is Markoffian in the thermodynamic limit.
The open chain distributions are, however, not
translationally invariant, as there are surface ef-
fects (or “end” effects) on the distributions, and
it was found that a distribution which was both
Markoffian and translationally invariant could be
obtained by placing a temperature-dependent poten-
tial, proportional to the logarithm of the eigenfunc-
tion belonging to the largest eigenvalue, on each
of the end spins, as in Eq. (14c).

In this appendix we give a brief discussion of
the probability distributions for the open chain,
including some comments on the end effects. If
the Hamiltonian is given by Eq. (2), the partition
function for the open chain is

z =f . j dS, . . dS et v

NELACTEN “_esn's',,,_@,v)’ (A1)
which differs from (3) only in the omission of

e®V w50 from the integrand. The eigenfunctions
and eigenvalues are defined as in Eqs. (4) and (5),
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but the integrals over §, and S, are different here,
since they each appear only once in the integrand.
The partition function is, in the thermodynamic
limit,
Z =\ f\p (8)ds \ : (A2)
0 0 )
which replaces (7). The difference between (A2)
and (7) is negligible when the free energy is cal-
culated. The probability distributions W,(S;, §;,,)
and W,(§;) can be calculated directly. The general
expressions are (N> 1)

Wo(Sty Seap)= [Z (;:)"‘ 5 \p,,(si)]__ﬂsi; 0sh,)

n

where c,=/dS¥,(S). Also,

Wl(gi) = fd§i+1W2(§i ’ §i+1)

o) 2w

n

N-i
X [Z(l"-) Cn \II,,(Si)]. (A4)
7 \Mo Co
These general expressions are functions of position
in the chain, and are nof translationally invariant.
In particular, at the left end of the chain (i.e.,

N> i~1)

C\i-i
Wx@:)“Z(%}) % 4, E)%(E), (a5)
Wy(Si, Siy)
~ )‘n il \II"(§1)A(§ 3 § + )\Il (Si+ ) cn
NXH:()\_O) i 7\0, 1)*0\9i41) E_; . (A6)

At the extreme left end (i=1),
W,(8,) = ¥,(S,)/co . (A7)

In the middle of the chain, on the other hand (i.e.,
N>i>»>1),

Wz(si, Si+1) = \I’O(éi)A(§1 » §i+1)‘110(si+1)/x0 ’ (Ae)
and
VACAEIR ACAIES (A9)

the same results which are found for the closed
chain, as expected. It is interesting to contrast
Eqs. (A7) and (A9). The probability distribution

of a spin varies from being proportional to ¥,(§)

at the left end to being proportional to | ¥($)I? in
the interior of the chain. This “surface effect”
shows that the magnetization is smaller at the sur-
face than in the interior. This can be made quanti-
tative by calculating

oty -T1- [ a8, wys)si- [ adlu)|*s*,  (a10)
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the difference between the magnetization at spin ¢
(near the left end) and the magnetization M in the
interior. From (A5) this is

,—_” ln_i-lfg e e x
) =372 (3) " 2 [aS 0,5t 9@),

where the #=0 term cancels the last term on the
right in (A10) and is therefore omitted. This dif-
ference decays exponentially at relatively large
distances from the end since the leading term will
be n=1, so (M;) - M~e*'®* /%), This decay is
thus similar to that of the longitudinal spin-spin
correlation function. Similar expressions can be
given for the finite closed chain.

APPENDIX B: BISPHERICAL AND
TOROIDAL COORDINATES

It is tempting to try to find an exact solution to
Eq. (19) in terms of tabulated functions. Indeed,
the anisotropic Heisenberg chain was solved by
Joyce® in terms of the Green’s function for the wave
equation in ellipsoidal coordinates, and he showed
that the eigenfunctions and eigenvalues could be ex-
pressed in terms of spheroidal wave functions.

Equation (19) can be transformed into a form
similar to the zero-field equation by writing

Py =8, +(n/20)e, p,=8,+(h/20)8,
N =g (r/2)Fx,  ®(p)=¥(@S),

where € is a unit vector along the z axis. Substitut-
ing into (19) then gives

(B1)

S @b % 0,6 = 12,5y (82)

The only difference between this equation and that
for the zero-field equation is that the integration
over 52 is now to be carried out over a unit sphere
displaced from the origin by a distance %/2J along
the z axis. The equation would then take its sim-
plest form in a coordinate system for which one of
the isotimic surfaces is displaced. The two such
coordinate systems are bispherical or toroidal co-
ordinates.? Bispherical coordinates have as iso-
timic surfaces spheres whose centers are always
displaced from the origin a distance greater than
the radius. These coordinates are therefore ap-
propriate for 2/2J>1. Toroidal coordinates, on
the other hand, have spheres displaced less than
the radius; so they are appropriate for 7/2J<1.

Use of these systems reduces the three-dimensional
integral to one over two coordinates. Unfortunately,
no further simplification is possible in these “nat-
ural” coordinates for this problem since, as pointed
out by Morse and Feshbach, the wave equation is
not separable in these systems, and the eigenfunc-
tions would depend in an unseparated way on both
coordinates. A different demonstration of the com-
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plexity of the problem has been given by Rajagopal. 2

who found a differential equation satisfied by A.
This equation too was not separable in the presence
of an external field.

In any event, if numerical results were required,
the numerical procedure adoped above would be
more useful than the evaluation of tabulated func-
tions. Indeed, this procedure was used by Walker?*

4497

for the anisotropic Heisenberg chain. He solved
the integral equation directly insteady of using
tabulated spheroidal wave functions.

Conclusions identical to ours concerning the
utility of bispherical and toroidal coordinates for
the problem of the chain in a field were reached
by L. R. Walker.?* We thank him for discussions
of this work.

*Work at Brookhaven performed under the auspices of the
U.S. Atomic Energy Commission; work at Stony Brook
supported by the National Science Foundation.

tWork supported by the National Science Foundation
Center of Excellence Grant to Brandeis University and
also by NSF Grant No. GH36612.

{Present address: IRT Corp., Post Office Box 80817,
San Diego, Calif. 92138.
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