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The self-consistent theory of Blume and Hubbard is used to calculate the time-dependent spin-pair
correlation functions for the Heisenberg linear chain at finite temperatures. Numerical solutions of the
approximate coupled integro-differential equations are presented for both ferromagnetic and
antiferromagnetic chains with nearest-neighbor interactions. The classical static correlation functions are
used as initial conditions for the spin dynamics. The validity of the results is not restricted to classical
systems, however, as it is argued that in the quantum regime the thermodynamically important co1relations
appearing in the kinetic equations are those of sufficiently long wavelength that classical statistics are
applicable. For high temperatures the theory of Blume and Hubbard is applied directly. In the
low-temperature ‘“‘spin-wave” regime, however, the theory is generalized to include the presence of
long-range “short-range-order.” An order parameter is introduced which describes the local spin
magnetization against which the spin waves oscillate. Expressions are derived for the temperature and ¢
dependence of the magnon lifetimes as well as for the temperature renormalization of their frequencies.
Within the framework of the theory the principal mode of spin-wave damping is attributed to scattering
from fluctuations in the local magnetization. The theory is shown to be internally consistent in that it
predicts that well-defined spin-wave excitations exist only with wavelengths less than the correlation length
of the local order, and further, the magnon lifetimes are limited by the characteristic times associated with
changes in the local order. The generalized structure factor for inelastic neutron scattering is obtained from
the Fourier transform of the spin-pair correlation function and is compared in some detail with recent
experimental results on the one-dimensional antiferromagnet (CD,),NMnCl, (TMMC). The calculated
structure factors show well-defined spin-wave peaks at low temperature, the shape and position of which—
both as a function of temperature and of wave vector—agree quite well with the experimental data. There is
some discrepancy in the predicted intensities at the lowest temperatures; this may be a manifestation of
quantum effects but more likely is due to limitations imposed on the data by the instrumental resolution
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function.

I. INTRODUCTION

In a recent paper! Blume and Hubbard presented
an approximate self-consistent method of calculat-
ing the time -dependent spin correlation functions
of a Heisenberg spin system in the high-tempera-
ture limit. They found good agreement with the
results of computer-simulation calculations? for
the case of a simple cubic lattice with nearest-
neighbor interactions. Hubbard® later generalized
the method to include the entire paramagnetic
phase (T > T;), the principal additional feature be-
ing the requirement that the static correlation
functions be known as functions of temperature to
serve as initial conditions for the kinetic equa-
tions. He derived approximate expressions for the
static correlation functions by the application of
certain sum rules, and he reported the results of
the time-dependent calculations for the case of a
simple cubic lattice with nearest-neighbor ferro-
magnetic interactions. (In the following we will
refer to Refs. 1 and 3 collectively as BH.)

It is natural to consider the application of this
technique to the study of the spin dynamics of lin-
ear magnetic chains. In the first place, one-di-
mensional systems traditionally serve as testing
grounds for theories designed to treat real three-

a

dimensional systems. Next, one-dimensional
magnetic systems are paramagnetic for all tem-
peratures and thus may be useful in understand-
ing certain aspects of spin dynamics of systems
of higher-order dimensionality in which the per-
sistence of magnonlike modes has been observed
at and above the critical temperature, #** Further,
for the case of the classical Heisenberg magnetic
chain with nearest-neighbor interactions only,
certain static properties can be calculated exactly.
In particular, the static correlation functions are
known exactly, ® and hence the initial conditions for
the time-dependent correlations are known exact-
ly. Finally, but not least, there recently has been
a great deal of interest in real magnetic systems
which approximate one-dimensional behavior. =10
In such systems the magnetic interactions between
magnetic ions are highly anisotropic, being di-
rected predominately along chains of magnetic
ions. The coupling between magnetic ions located
on adjacent chains is very weak in comparison.
Thus, as far as magnetic properties are con-
cerned, the one-dimensional model serves as a
good first approximation, the precision of which
is better the weaker the transverse (cross-chain)
coupling compared with the intrachain coupling.

A typical system satisfying these conditions is
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the linear-chain antiferromagnet (CD;),NMnCl,
(henceforth called TMMC).® Recently, Birgeneau
et al.® and Hutchings ef al.!° conducted a compre-
hensive experimental investigation of the magnetic
properties of this compound. From quasielastic
neutron scattering® they observed the static mag-
netic correlations of TMMC and found that the
MnCly chains exhibit purely one-dimensional
paramagnetic behaviordownto1,1°K. They found
that both the spatial and thermal variations of the
static correlations can be quantitatively accounted
for by using Fisher’s theory® for the classical
Heisenberg chain. They also studied the time-
dependent correlations using inelastic-neutron-
scattering techniques. ® The principal result was
their observation of well-defined spin waves at
low temperature, which fit the pattern of the usual
spin-wave theory over much of the one-dimension-
al Brillouin zone. As the temperature increased,
the spin-wave peaks weakened in intensity and
broadened asymmetrically, with the scattering in-
creasing on the low-energy side.

Except for some recent calculations™ using a
simple Green’s-function theory'!‘® and interpola-
tion techniques,*'™ theoretical work on the spindy-
namics of linear magnetic chains has tended to
focus on the case of spin-% at either of two tem-
perature limits, 7=« or T=0. Carboni and
Richards?‘® and Gersch?"® have performed calcu-
lations at infinite temperature which indicate that
the scattering function is of the Lorentzian form
for long wavelengths; but at shorter wavelengths
it has a broad profile with a peak at nonzero fre-
quency which may be a remnant of the 7=0 spin
wave. Lieb, Schultz, and Mattis®® derived the
spectrum of the first excited state for the X-Y
model at absolute zero, and that for the Heisen-
berg model has been calculated exactly by Des
Cloizeaux and Pearson. '* Both take the form of
magnonlike states with a simple sine dispersion
law, although the coefficients differ for the two
models. Kawasaki'® and Kuramoto'® have con-
sidered the spin-3 case at finite temperature, but
the situation is not entirely clear. Virtually no
theoretical work has been done on higher-spin sys-
tems at finite temperature. The present work, in
conjunction with a computer-simulation study of
the classical spin system at arbitrary tempera-
ture by Blume, Watson, and Vineyard, " was in-
itiated as a comprehensive effort aimed at filling
this gap. The computer-simulation studies may
be viewed as further experimental data—on purely
classical systems—with which theory may be com-
pared, in addition to the experimental data of
Hutchings et al.'° on a real finite-spin system.

In this paper we undertake a study of the spin
dynamics of linear Heisenberg magnetic chains
using the technique introduced by BH as a point of de-

parture. The primary goal is to calculate the spin
correlation function C,(¢)=(% [§.,-S,(t)+S,(1)- S,
or equivalently, the relaxation shape function
Fi(h)={8%, sy}, S}, where {4, B(t)} is the
Kubo relaxation function, Once either is known
the other may be obtained by the fluctuation-dis-
sipation theorem. We, in fact, derive equations
for the F2(¢), which via a sum over the whole
Brillouin zone, involve the correlation functions
CY (t) for all wave vectors ¢'. As initial condi-
tions on the C& (#) we use the static correlations
of the classical chain. However, the validity of
our results is not restricted to the classical sys-
tem. At low temperatures, where the conse-
quences of the fluctuation-dissipation theorem are
most important, we are able to argue that only the
correlations of the long-wavelength fluctuations
are significant in contributing to the dynamics of
F2(t). It is generally believed, and supported by
a good deal of experimental evidence, that clas-
sical-spin systems represent good approxima-
tions to finite-spin (quantum-mechanical) systems
of sufficiently large spin (e.g., S=2), at least for
the long-wavelength fluctuations. Hence, we use
the classical limit of the fluctuation-dissipation
theorem, Cg (t)=C% Fg (t), where C3 are the
classical static correlation functions, to close the
system of equations for F{(t). The F(t) that we
derive in this manner are thus not restricted to
the classical case, as long as only those correla-
tions C% (#) for which the classical approximation
is valid are significant in the kinetic equations for
FX(0).

Once we have determined the F(¢), the quantity
of greatest experimental interest is the general-
ized structure factor Sg‘a(w). For Heisenberg sys-
tems having axial symmetry S2*(w)=S%(w) 5%, and
S¢(w) is related to F{w), the Fourier transform of
F.(t), by'®

[+3
s =28 12 Fot), 1)

where x/ is the g-dependent static susceptibility,
B=1/T, and T is the absolute temperature. (We
take the Boltzmann constant 25 and 7 equal to unity
throughout this paper.) We note that the fluctua-
tion-dissipation theorem is accounted for in Eq,
(1) by the presence of the detailed balance factor.
When we apply the BH technique to the linear
magnetic chain in a straightforward manner, we
find quite reasonable results for the high-tempera-
ture regime 7' >JS(S+1), where J is the exchange
constant; there is good agreement with the com-
puter-simulation studies of Blume et al.'” For
low temperature 7<% $+JS(S+1); on the other hand,
there is a dramatic failure of the theory, namely,
spin waves are not predicted by the theory. This
is in sharp contrast to actual fact as the experi-
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mental results of Hutchings et al.® clearly indi-
cate. We then realize that even though true long-
range magnetic order is absent for the linear
chain, there is considerable correlation among
spins in a region of the order of the correlation
length 7,~ 7JS(S+1)/T, which becomes very large
as T-0,

We are, therefore, led to introduce the notion
of a short-range-order parameter which, for the
short-wavelength high-frequency excitations (i. e.,
spin waves), serves as an effective local magnet-
ization. An important requirement for the valid-
ity of this concept is that the local ordering
changes slowly —both spatially and temporally —
on the scale of spin-wave oscillations. The idea
is very similar to that in the conventional spin-
wave theory of three-dimensional Heisenberg
systems: that spin-wave energies renormalize
with temperature not as the macroscopic mag-
netization but as the energy.!® In effect spin waves
do not exist sufficiently long to see the true
macroscopic time-averaged background. Instead
they see an instantaneous nonequilibrium snap-
shot of the background, and it is from the instan-
taneous background that the spin-waves oscillate,
Lines® utilized very similar arguments in his
treatment of the two-dimensional Heisenberg
magnet, particularly in connection with his intro-
duction of a wave-vector-dependent magnon re-
normalization,

When we generalize the theory to incorporate
the idea of a local order parameter, spin waves
appear, of course, in a natural fashion. The use-
fulness of the theory is then judged mainly by how
well it describes the damping of the magnon modes
as a function of temperature. In particular, we
can compare the line shapes calculated from the
theory for inelastic neutron scattering with the ex-
perimental results. We find that the agreement is
remarkably good and also that the theory is inter-
nally consistent in that it yields well-defined spin
waves only for wavelengths less than the coherence
length I,. Further, the lifetimes of the spin waves
are limited by the characteristic times necessary
for appreciable changes to occur in the local
order,

In Sec. IT we describe how the BH theory may be
generalized to include magnetic order. We do not
specify whether the order is local in the sense de-
scribed above or is a true long-range magnetic
order. Thus, the generalized theory may also be
applied in principle to two- and three-dimensional
systems below the critical temperature. The
principal effect of including magnetic order in
the theory is that instead of a single correlation
or relaxation function, we must consider both lon-
gitudinal and transverse correlations with respect
to the axis of quantization, We derive a system of

coupled equations connecting the longitudinal and
transverse functions, as well as the different wave
vectors of the zone., We employ essentially the
same approximations used by BH without attempt-
ing to justify them or to ascertain their validity.
Rather, their appropriateness will be determined
by comparing the results of the theory with ex-
periment.

The case of the antiferromagnet in the ordered
state is rather more complicated in detail than for
the ferromagnet, and we relegate this case to Ap-
pendix A. Also, the theory developed in Sec. II
is easily extended to include the presence of an
external magnetic field or to apply to the cases of
the anisotropic -Heisenberg Hamiltonian and of the
‘¢runcated-dipolar” Hamiltonian at infinite tem-
perature. For the sake of completeness those ex-
tensions are discussed in Appendix B.

In Sec. III we apply the theory to one-dimension-
al systems in the conventional manner, using
macroscopic ensemble averages and hence setting
the order parameter equal to zero, The resulting
equations are applicable at high temperatures
TsJS(S+1). We then demonstrate the failure of
these equations at lower temperatures. We go on
in Sec. IV to discuss the spin-wave region making
use of the concept of local order. We address
ourselves to the question of the proper choice of
the short-range order parameter as well as to the
related questions of (i) the appropriate breakdown
of the static correlation functions into longitudinal
and transverse components with respect to the
local axis of magnetization, and (ii) the appropri-
ate spatial-averaging process necessary to de-
scribe the macroscopic sample, We study in some
detail the damping of the magnon maodes within our
approximations, and we examine the internal con-
sistency of the theory.

It is always advantageous to have an exact re-
sult with which to compare the results of an ap-
proximate theory. For the classical linear chain
with nearest-neighbor interactions only, we have
already mentioned that the static correlation func-
tions are known and that we make use of these as
initial conditions for C,(¢). In principle, all the
frequency moments of C,(w) can also be calculated
exactly for this case, as they all can be reduced
to equal-time, multiple-spin correlation functions
which can then be calculated by the transfer-ma-
trix technique. ®! In Appendix C we present the
calculation of the second-frequency moment, (In
practice, the labor involved in calculating higher-
order moments is prohibitive.) We make:consid-
erable use of this exact result in discussing our
theory in Secs. III and IV.

We present the results of the numerical solu-
tions of the kinetic equations in Sec. V considering
various regions of interest in turn: (i) the long-
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wavelength fluctuations at all temperatures, (ii)
the high-temperature region, and (iii) the spin-
wave (low-temperature) regime. For the spin-
wave region, we compare the generalized struc-
ture factor, Eq. (1), for inelastic neutron scatter-
ing predicted by our theory for an antiferromag-
netic spin system of spin-3 with the experimental
results of Hutchings et ¢l.'° on TMMC.

II. FORMAL THEORY

In this section we indicate how the theory de-
veloped by Blume and Hubbard!® may be extended
to include systems having an axis of quantization.,
In particular, we are interested in systems de-
scribed by an isotropic Heisenberg Hamiltonian
with magnetic ordering present. However, es-
sentially the same treatment applies to all cases
where the total component of spin in the z direction
commutes with the interaction Hamiltonian. The
principal added difficulty over the paramagnetic
case is that instead of a single relaxation function
(or correlation function) we must now calculate
three relaxation functions for each wave vector g,
corresponding to the longitudinal and two trans-
verse directions with respect to the quantization
axis. The set of coupled integro-differential equa-
tions that we derive couple the longitudinal and
transverse correlation functions as well as the
various ¢ values of the Brillouin zone.

Our primary goal is to calculate certain sym-
metrized correlation functions C42(¢)=(% [AB(;)
+B(t)A]). We do this by deriving equations for
the corresponding relaxation shape functions

_{A, B®} (8 B(1)
FEO="T08 "~ By, @

where ¢>0, {4, B(t)} is Kubo’s relaxation function®

o
{4, B(t)} = f 3 at’ =([A(t"), BW®)])

B

=f drx{e*" Ae™ B(1)) - B(A°B®) (3)
0
and ( 6B(¢)), is the change! in the expectation value
of B(#) for ¢>0 due to a constant perturbation pro-
portional to A applied between {= -« and {=0. In
(3), [A, B]=AB - BA, (AY=Tr(Ae*¥)/Tr(e*"), and

B(A°B°)=}im f:d)\(eh”Ae"‘”B(tD . @)

The fluctuation-dissipation theorem provides the
connection between the relaxation shape function
and the corresponding symmetrized correlation
function. We shall return to this point in more
detail below., For the moment, we simply note
that for classical systems and for quantum-me-
chanical systems in the limit T—<, {4, B(#)}

= B[ AB®) -(A°B®)]=p[c** () - C*5(0)].

In the absence of the perturbation A, the opera-
tor B evolves with time in the usual way accord-
ing to B(t)=e*#t Be™", However, as shown in
Ref, 1, the perturbation

H'({t)=-Ae6(-1), (5)

where €=0+ and

1 z>0
9(2):{0 2<0

disturbs this evolution, causing B to evolve in-
stead into the operator B(#) = B(#) +5B(¢), where
B(?) satisfies the equation of motion

; dB(?)

218w, £ ©®)

Here, H({)=H+0H(t) is the perturbed Hamiltonian
operator. Since idB(t)/dt=[B(t), H], we have

; j_t [6B()]=[B(t), 6H(1)]+ [6B(2), H] . (7)

The basic procedure is to solve this equation for
the relaxation of 6B(¢) after the perturbation is
turned off. Then by (2) we obtain the relaxation
shape function and thence the correlation function
via the fluctuation-dissipation theorem.

Before proceeding to the details, we first com-
ment on the meaning of the averaging brackets in
our expressions. As mentioned in Sec. I, true
statistical-ensemble averages may be inappropri-
ate for certain fluctuations, namely, those whose
spatial extent and lifetimes are sufficiently short
that they do not “sample” a macroscopically av-
eraged background. For these excitations some
sort of local-averaging process is in order, As
we develop the formal theory in this section, we
shall leave the meaning of the averages open,
This question will be elaborated upon in some de-
tail in Sec. IV.

We consider the isotropic Heisenberg spin Ham-
iltonian

-

1 « -
H=—§' Z JijSi-Sj
iyd

with J;;=0. Since we wish to treat the case of
magnetic order, the direction of which we take to
be along the z axis, we must consider the three
total-spin-conserving relaxation shape functions:

F:(t)={sfq ) Sg(t)}/{s‘:q ’ S:} 2
F(t)={s%, S;(0}{ s, Sit ®)

Fo(t)={s, s;(}/As%,, S} .
Here

82(0)=(1/N) 2 sty e’



|3

where the sum is over the N sites of the lattice
and S;=S7+iS}. From the equation of motion
S¢=i [H S;"] one finds [see Eq. (5) of Ref. 3]

§q(t)= -3 L Y e Ve e X8 ), (9)
where
Jor =g =dyqt » (10)

which shows explicitly that S.q=o =0; and from (7),
we have
68, (1) = - Z

0t 68,0 ()X 8 e (8) = S, oo (1)% 88, (8)] .

(11)

Following Hubbard® we introduce the idea of S
ordering, where in products of spin operators
[Sy(#,) So(ts) « « + Sy (2) S,(t,)« « +S,(2,)] barred operators
S are to go to the right of all unbarred operators
S. Then the unbarred operators are rearranged
according to the usual time-ordering convention
(latest times to the left), and the barred operators
are rearranged in inverse time order (latest times
to the right). Further, we define

S =4 [s2(t)+52(1)] . (12)
Then we rewrite (11) as
882(t)= 20 inds () 68 (1) , (13)

where, for the usual Cartesian coordinates,
iheS ()= Joqr €apar Shugs (t) (14)

(sum over repeated indices). With an axis of
quantization, however, it is most convenient to
use the (S*, S% S7) representation. In this repre-
sentation the equation of motion (13) has the same
form, but the components of the matrix £, (¢) are
given by

SE.t)  =Sie® 0O
g W) =d e | =55:0 @) 0 182 . (8)
0 q-ql (t) - §:.q' (t)

(15)
[the rows and columns are labeled by (+z -) in-
dices]. To solve (13) in compact fashion we intro-
duce the 3N component vector operator 5S(¢)
—(68* 6S; 68' 68* ---GS‘ 8S; ). Then (13) may
be rewntten

63(¢) = in(t) 6S(¢) , (16)

where h(t) is now to be considered a superopera-
tor as in BH (a tensor in both ¢ space and spin
space and an operator in Hilbert space). With
the aid of the S-ordering convention, the solution
of (16) is found by the usual iterative process

65(¢) ={exp, [i fo ‘ n(t')dt'6S}s , (17)
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where exp, means the ordinary time-ordered ex-
ponential -the spin operators being subsequently
reordered by { « }.

We are now in a position to derive expressions
for the relaxation shape functions. For the mo-
ment we restrict our attention to the case of the
ferromagnet; we will return to the case of anti-
ferromagnetic ordering below. Combining Eqs.
(2) and (17), we have

 Fe(t)=({exp, [i [ n(t')ar'|oSk)e) /(82 ,  (18)

where a=(+, 2, -) and (-..)Y means the a — g com-
ponent of the vector (...). This expression is ex-
act within linear-response theory. To proceed
further, it is necessary to make simplifying ap-
proximations. First, we note that the 2 operators
in (18) are linear in the spin operators. To ac-
count for magnetic order we write §= ( §) + 6§,
where (6§) =0, Then the principal approximation
that we make, following BH, is the spin-pair de-
coupling

(85,68z+ ++ 8Sy)= Lpatring { 6S; 6S2)

X(8S308,) +++(08Sy.1 0Sy) , (19)

where the sum is over all possible spin pairs.
The first consequence of the approximation (19)
is that in (18) we can replace 6S by (3S), giving

F(t)z <({exp*[zf n(t)dt' Ths) o' (683 ) /( 88y .

Next, since the applied field was proportional to S-J
[see Egs. (2) and (8)], we have® (GS 'y =0 unless
o'=aand ¢'=q. (Note that (6% )={s:%, 5% }.)
Hence, we have

Fe(t)=((exp, [ j r(t)dt'1}s)8) = VD) , (21)

where V(#)=({exp,[iJ; h(t')dt' |}s). We now use
the cumulant expansion!'? for the statistical av-
erage in (21) and use the approximation (19) to
neglect all but the first two terms of the expan-
sion, i.e., all cumulants of higher order than sec-
ond vanish in the spin-pair decoupling approxima-
tion. We obtain the result

)= (e {i [ at' (hlt'))

- [ at' [ at" (e hax . @22)

Here {{(r(t")n(t'")]s do = (LA INE ")]s) = (A(t'))
x(h(t'""))y. Note that the exponential must still be
time ordered since the k(¢) are matrices, but the
S ordering is taken into the (...) average, since
it only rearranges the spin operators. We also
note the obvious fact that the first term does not
vanish when magnetic order is present.

We now differentiate (22) with respect to time
to obtain an equation of motion for Fg(f). The
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basic idea is to obtain an equation for the relaxa-
tion shape function in terms of the correlation
function of the fluctuating internal field:

= (iCnte)y - [ at' (0 ()]s )e}
xexp{i [ dn(n(t:))
“'f dtlf Yty ([R(t) R(E)]s e b oo

= (Gi¢ne)) - [ at' e )]s Yo} Vio)ze

(23)
For the ferromagnet the matrix V(¢) is diagonal, ®
Ve (6)= Vo(t) 8% 04y (24)

which is simply a consequence of assuming lin-
ear-response theory as well as a statement that
correlations not conserving total spin vanish,
[This can also be shown by direct expansion of
V(#) and taking matrix elements term by term. ]
The first term in (23) thus reduces to i(h,,) F,(?).
In the second term we apply the “disentangling”
approximation V(f)= V(¢ - ¢') V(') to account for
the time-ordering in the lowest-order nontrivial
manner, and, again using (24), the second term
becomes

_f at' 23 ([r2 () hS 2 )]s)e FE (t-1') FAH') .

¢ o (25)
The terms in (.- ) brackets are the correlation
functions of the internal magnetic field. Magnetic
order is accounted for by letting

(83 =840,,0, (26)

where A is the order parameter (A=1 in the com-
pletely ordered state and A =0 in the completely
disordered state). Passing over the details, ex-
cept to note that upon making use of (15) for the
components of the z matrix the correlation func-
tions of the internal field can be expressed in
terms of the symmetrized spin correlation func-
tions, we have as the results

t
. 1 .
Fi)=-3 20 Ko f at' [Cou(t =t ) Frp(t=1")
'd 0
+Co(t =t ) Fy (-1 F),
Fi(t)=iJd,,SAF.(t)

w,f at' {3 Cut —t')F2 . (t -1")

+[cLt-t) OV FNL),

(27)

272
=04 ,05%0% F; i (

;) =[Fu(t)]*

where

Koo =Jg,amat Jaat 1o = (Jq’ —Jq) (Ja' - Ja-a’) ’ (28)
and
2(1)=(3 [$%,S;(2) +S;(t) S%, 1)
Ca)=(3[85,S;(0)+5;() S5, 1) (29)

c;(t)=[c;(t)]*

In order to close the system of equations we
must now express the correlation functions CZ(¢)
in terms of the relaxation shape functions via the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem 2

C(t)=x2 (’2 jt)c th(lzﬁ 6‘;) Fo), (30)

where xJ={S-%, S} is the g-dependent static sus-
ceptibility, The right-hand side of (30) is an in-
finite series in F,(¢) and all its even integer de-
rivatives, the first few terms of which are

Ca(t)=(x2/B) [F2(t) - BEF2(t) ++++] . (31)

Thus, although in principle the fluctuation-dissi-
pation theorem provides closure to the system of
Eqgs. (27), in practice the solution of (27) is still
a formidable task in general. However, if we
take the Fourier transform of (30)

CHw)=(xg/B) (& Bw) coth(} fu) F&(w)

=(xg/B)[1 -3 Bw)?+

we see that in those cases where the frequencies
of interest are small, (% Bw)®<« 1, we can make
the approximation

Cit)=CIFW) (33)

JFH (W), (32)

where C¢=x/Bis the static correlation function
in this case.

The condition (4 Bw)?< 1 holds for a number of
practical cases, It is obviously true for all sys-
tems at sufficiently high temperatures, and it
holds for classical-spin systems at all tempera-
tures. # Hubbard® has shown that the condition is
applicable with good accuracy for the case of
three-dimensional Heisenberg magnets down to the
critical temperature, In the present paper we are
primarily concerned with one-dimensional Heisen-
berg systems at low temperatures. For the clas-
sical linear chain we know from Fisher’s work®
that the static susceptibility is peaked very sharp-
ly around ¢=0 at low temperatures with a width
of the order Ag~1/K, where K=J,,/T> 1 and ¢ is
measured in units of inverse lattice spacing.
Therefore, in this case the major contribution to
the q' sums in Egs. (27) comes from the region
I¢'I121/K. If we now assume that the classical
susceptibility is a good approximation to the true
quantum-mechanical susceptibility, at least in the



7 SPIN DYNAMICS OF LINEAR HEISENBERG MAGNETIC CHAINS 1155

long-wavelength region for systems of relatively
large spin, ¥ then we assert that for the quantum-
mechanical case also the important region of ¢
space in the sums of (27) is the region | 4’12 1/K,
where now K=JS(S+1)/T. Hence, the frequencies
of interest in application of the fluctuation-dissi-
pation theorem are those associated with the long-
wavelength excitations of the system. It then fol-
lows that if these frequencies are sufficiently low,
approximation (33) is valid. The sums in (27)

are in essence thermodynamic sums; thus at low
temperatures one expects that only the low-fre-
quency excitations will make a contribution. In
fact, as will be discussed in further detail in later
sections, if we assume that the long-wavelength
fluctuations are primarily longitudinal and diffu-
sive in nature, F,(f)~e™P%* for g—0, then the
characteristic frequencies are of the order Dg?
~D/K? and hence (£ pw)®~ (8D/2K 3%« 1, as long
as the diffusion constant D is well behaved as
T-0,i.e., D~ T% where «>0. The pointthatwe
are emphasizing is that in order for us to close the
system of Egs. (27) via the approximation (33), it
is not necessary that the condition (3 Bw)?<<1 be
true for all wave numbers, but rather it is neces-
sary for it to hold only for the region of ¢ space
making the major contribution to the sums. This,
we assert, is the case for one-dimensional sys-
tems for all accessible temperatures.

Finally, for those cases where the approxima-
tion CJ(#)= C¢ Fg(t) is valid, it remains to deter-
mine the static correlation functions CJ. In the
limit of infinite temperature, (S§S%) =3S(S+1)
%55, ; and hence C*=(S% %) =[S(S+1)/3N] 5%
For the three-dimensional Heisenberg magnet in
the paramagnetic regime, Hubbard® derived ap-
proximate expressions for C by using various
sum rules on the frequency moments, For the
classical Heisenberg linear chain with nearest-
neighbor interactions only, the C; are known ex-
actly (for the macroscopic ensemble average), and
as discussed above, we argue that the classical ap-
proximation fo C¢ is valid with the transcription of
Je1—~ JS(S+1) for the long-wavelength fluctuations
of the quantum-mechanical chain of relatively large
spin. Now, knowing CZ,% providing the order pa-
rameter A is known as a function of T—by perhaps
some self-consistent calculation, then the solution
of the coupled set of integro-differential equations
(27) is obtained by integrating forward in time
from #=0 using the initial conditions F,(¢=0)=1,

Up to this point we have limited our discussion
to ferromagnetic systems. In the case of the anti-
ferromagnet below the Neél temperature, magnetic
order occurs with the characteristic wave vector
@=m. This fact requires modification of the theo-
ry developed for the ferromagnet. The principal
modification is that the matrix elements of the

quantity V(#)=({exp,[i Jf n(t')dt']}s) are no longer
diagonal in ¢ space, as was the case for the ferro-
magnet. Now, with the magnetic ordering at @ =,
the matrix elements V/%,, and V7.7, . are also non-
zero in general, As a consequence, instead of the
coupled system of Egs. (27), we are led to a more
complicated system of equations in which the off-
diagonal matrix elements of V(f) as well as the di-
agonal elements are coupled. A more detailed
treatment of the antiferromagnet is relegated to
Appendix A, Here, it suffices to say that for the
one-dimensional antiferromagnet at low tempera-
ture, one can make a linear combination of diago-
nal and off-diagonal elements for given ¢, which
essentially is the Holstein—Primakoff transforma-
tion, and one again for all practical purposes ar-
rives at a system of equations similar to (27) for
the transformed functions.

We note that it is a simple matter to extend our
treatment of isotropic Heisenberg systems to in-
clude an applied external field. Further, very
similar treatments can be applied to the cases of
the anisotropic Heisenberg model in the absence of
an external field and of the reduced-dipolar Ham-
iltonian at high temperatures. These extensions
are discussed in Appendix B.

Before concluding this section we return to the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem and examine the
relationship between the static correlation function
C; and the corresponding static susceptibility x
for the case where the frequencies of interest in
(32) are large, i.e., 3 Bw> 1. Setting £=0 in (30)
gives

Co=(xg/B)[1+45 ¥ wiyqte--]1, (34)

where we use the definition of the nth frequency
moments of F&(w):

(w2>a=f dw " F(w)

1 n dn
= (_—z ) a [F(B)]se0 - (35)
Using (35) we rewrite (34) in a form analogous to
(32):

ce=(x2/B){% Bwcoth w), . (36)

This is the required expression linking C¢ and x .
Note that if (3 g)"( w?), <1 for all n, (36) reduces
simply to C¢=x2/B, a result we have already util-
ized.

III. APPLICATION TO ONE-DIMENSIONAL SYSTEMS:
HIGH-TEMPERATURE REGIME

We now apply the theory sketched in Sec. II to
the linear magnetic chain with nearest-neighbor in-
teractions only. For simplicity and without loss of
generality we consider first the classical chain, for
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which the C, are known exactly.® As discussed
earlier, for the calculation of the relaxation shape
functions, the classical system is a good approxi-
mation to real quantum-mechanical systems of suf-
ficiently large spin provided only the small wave
numbers make the major contribution to the ¢’ sums
in the equations of motion (27).

The Hamiltonian is

H=-Ju, 288, 37
1
where the classical spin variable 3, is a unit vec-

tor. The equal time-spatial correlation functions
are given by

Cl=<§i'§i+l>=[u(K)]l” ’ (38)
where
u(K) = sgnd, (cothK - 1/K) (39)

and K=1J,,1/T. Our convention here is that K is a
positive parameter for both ferromagnetic (J,, > 0)
and antiferromagnetic (J,; < 0) coupling, but sgnd,,
ensures the proper sign for u(K). W e note that the
high- and low-temperature limits of u(K) are

u(K)zsgnd (5K —gK3+.+.) (T~),
: (40)
u(K)= sgnd,, (1 -zt 207 1 207K 4. )

(Tr-0).

The transcription to the case of finite spin is made
simply by replacing J, with JS(S+1). The g-de-
pendent static correlations are given by the Fourier
transforms of (38):

Cq=<§-q '§q> =_1-Z><§i'§{ ,)e’“'
N5
1 1-u?
"N 1+u®=2ucosq ’ (41)

where the units of ¢ are a”!, the inverse lattice pa-

rameter, Finally, the fluctuation-dissipation the-
orem, providing the relationship between the time-
dependent correlation function C,(¢)=( §_a . §q(t)) and
the relaxation shape function, reduces simply to
C(8)=C,F,(2).

The second frequency moment® of C,(w), the
temporal Fourier transform of Cq(t), can be cal-
culated in a straightforward manner by the transfer
matrix method along the lines used by Fisher in
calculating the C,. The details of this calculation
are presented in Appendix C; the final result is
(for all temperatures)

l 2l

é (0) . _
G, RO g

a

2
(wa >exact ==

x(1 —cosq) (1 +u® - 2ucosq) .. (42)
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This is an exact result for the classical model and
as such provides a useful test for the validity of
approximate theories of spin dynamics.

The equations of motion (27) for the relaxation
shape functions are partitioned into equations for
the longitudinal and transverse components with re-
spect to an axis of quantization. But true long-
range order cannot be presented in the linear chain
in the absence of an applied magnetic field; i.e.,
one-dimensional systems cannot exhibit spontaneous
magnetization at any finite temperature. (The
Curie temperature is absolute zero,) Hence, in a
strict sense using the usual ensemble averages, the
order parameter A is zero, Ci=C)=C:*=3C,, and
Fi(t)=F3(t)= Fi(t)= F,(t). Then Egs. (27) reduce to
a single equation for F,(t):

¢
F ()= ‘% Z')KN. Cy ‘l A F (=t )F o(t—t)F (') .
q

43
For high temperatures K<< 1, (43) apparently :
provides a good description of the spin dynamics.
First, if we expand the exact second moment (42) in
powers of K to order K % we have

(0lYexact=5+J % (1 —cosq) 1¥2Kcosq+& K?),
(44)
where the sign of the second term in parentheses is
negative for the ferromagnet and positive for the
antiferromagnet. The corresponding result cal-
culated from our approximate theory, Eq. (43), is

2 <
( w5> approx = 3 Z Ko Cyr
ql

E;‘—Jfl (1 ~cosq)(1¥%4Kcosq+4 K% . (45)

Thus, ( w2)aprex 1S €Xact to first order in 1/7 and
yields an error of the order of 25% only in the co-
efficient of (1/7T)% Further, as will be pointed out
in Sec. V, where we present the results of the nu-
.aerical calculations, Eq. (43) produces good
agreement with the computer-simulation results of
Blume et al.'” at high temperatures. We conclude
that (43) provides a good description of the spin
dynamics in the high-temperature regime and that
no significant local magnetic order is present.

For lower temperatures, K>1, on the other
hand, the situation is not good. The theory does in
fact predict critical slowing down for the antiferro-
magnet for g~ 7. But spin waves do not appear in
the theory as T decreases, in sharp contrast to
both the experimental work of Hutchings et al.1°
and the computer-simulation results of Blume et
al. " Rather, the theory yields broadened peaks
for C,(w) centered around w=0 and C,(¢) displays
highly damped oscillatory behavior, all completely
unlike spin-wave behavior. Further, the exact
second moment as given by (42) is obviously indic-
ative of usual spin-wave behavior at low tempera-
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ture. In fact, in the limit T-0, (42) yields

(1 - cosg)?

£
sin?g i (46)

2 =4J°2
<wq>exa.c" J e (antiferro) .

As just noted, the solution of (43) produces broad
peaks around w=0 even in the limit 7-0, with a
second moment given by

{ w:) approx — %( wf)exa.ct (r=0). (47)

A first attempt to patch up the theory®® was the
application of the so-called semiclassical approxi-
mation first used by Schofield®! in neutron scatter-
ing from fluids. 'This approximation makes the
correspondence

SI(w) = e84/ 258N () (48)

between the true quantum-mechanical generalized
structure factor sgm(w) and the idealized classical
structure factor S¢'(w). In essence, this corre-
spondence forces the classical function to satisfy
the condition of detailed balance at low T. How-
ever, as shown by Siggia and Blume, 32 the semi-
classical approximation applied to spin systems is
valid only to first order in 38w. But the region of
spin-wave behavior is precisely the region 3 Bw>1.
(38w ~ BJ, = K>1 for spin waves.) In applying
the semiclassical approximation to the spin-wave
region we found something like spin waves were
produced which behaved in rough qualitative agree-
ment with experiment, but first, the value of
the exchange constant calculated from the “spin-
wave” dispersion was too large by a factor of S 50%
at T=0; second, the “spin-wave” frequencies re-
normalized downward with temperature far too
rapidly; third, the linewidths were too large by a
factor of 2-3. Finally, one feels that the purely
classical spin system should exhibit spin waves at
low temperature without being forced by an approx-
imation like (48). This feeling is strongly rein-
forced by the form of the exact second moment
(46) at T=0.

It is apparent that some essential physics is
lacking in the application of (27) at low tempera~
tures. Any theory which would properly describe
the spin-wave region would have to include this
physics as input to the kinetic equations. In Sec.
IV we discuss the modification of the theory neces-
sary to treat the spin dynamics at low temperature.

IV. SPIN-WAVE REGION
A. Local Order Parameter

At low but finite temperature —even though true
long-range order does not exist for one-dimension-
al systems—considerable order does exist over
distances of the order of the correlation length
1.~ mKa. This is described by the fact that corre-
lations between spins [ lattice spacings apart go
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like [u(K)]"!!, and as T—=0 (K~), |u(K)l -1
-(1/K). For the short-wavelength high-frequency
excitations, i.e., spin waves, the system does in
fact appear essentially ordered at low tempera-
ture. The physical picture is that of spin waves
propagating in locally ordered regions.3® This pic-
ture is valid as long as the wavelengths of the spin
waves are small compared with 7, and the periods
of the spin-wave oscillations are small compared
with the characteristic times required for appreci-
able changes to occur in the local ordering,

W e are thus led to introduce the notion of a
short-range order parameter, which for the high-
frequency, short-wavelength fluctuations describes
a local magnetization at low temperature. Into the
theory we write

(S, =47 (1, 1), (49)

where ({- . -)) denotes a local average in some sense
to be described below, A is the order parameter,
and g(r, t) is a unit vector giving the direction of the
local magnetization. (We continue to confine our
attention to the classical case without loss of gen-
grality.) The basic underlying assumption is that

i (7, t) changes slowly with both # and ¢ in compari-
son with the spin-wave oscillations, so that to the
spin waves i (7, t) appears to be a constant vector

to a good approximation. As T -0 the order pa-
rameter approaches unity and i (7, ¢) approaches a
constant vector in the macroscopic sense, as the
scale of variation in the local order becomes long-
er, both spatially and temporally. For T large,

of course, A-0 and we revert to the theory of

Sec. III.

We are in essence characterizing the fluctuations
of the system as being either one of two types. The
long-wavelength fluctuations ¢< 1/K are character-
ized as being predominantly diffusive in nature and
longitudinal with respect to the direction of the lo-
cal magnetization. These fluctuations decay slowly
and are associated with the slow changes in the
order parameter, The shorter-wavelength oscil-
lations ¢>» 1/K are primarily spin-wave-like and
transverse in nature; they decay much more rapid-
ly. Within the framework of these ideas it is
doubtful that long-wavelength (g <1/K) spin waves
can be said to exist. Further, we note the obvious
fact that the size of the spin-wave region shrinks
as the temperature is increased.

These arguments are quite similar to those used
by Lines® in his treatment of the two-dimensional
Heisenberg magnet, in particular, his introduction
of wave-vector-dependent magnon renormalization.
He argues that magnons with wavelengths greater
than some coherence length L have a frequency
small compared with the reciprocal relaxation time
of the background disorder and can therefore be
described in first approximation as displacements
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from the time-averaged background. This leads to
a renormalization of magnon energy according to
the magnetization (§) (which for the case of the lin-
ear chain is zero), Lines then argues, however,
that such an approximation is clearly inappropriate
‘for short-wavelength spin waves A << L, These have
a frequency large compared to the background re-
ciprocal relaxation time, and can therefore, to a
first approximation, be described as displace-
ments from the instantaneous background. Using
an analogy first introduced by Keffer and Loudon, **
the additional magnon excitations are like ripples
superimposed on the instantaneous nonequilibrium
position of the existing waves. For nearest-neigh-
bor exchange this concept leads to a magnon energy
renormalization as ((Sy- S,))"/2, where S, and §, are
nearest neighbors. The principal distinction be-
tween the present treatment and that of Lines is
.that we claim that long-wavelength magnons are not
present in the linear chain; the long-wavelength
fluctuations are to be associated with variations in
the local order.

Now we introduce the idea of a local coordinate
system with the z axis in the direction of the local
magnetization. The orientation of the local coordi-
nate system changes slowly with time and with dis-
tance along the chain., In order for the kinetic
equations that we derived for the relaxation shape
functions to describe the spin-wave excitations,
they must be considered applicable in the local
sense, with the longitudinal and transverse compo-
nents taken relative to the (slowly varying) local
coordinate system. Then to describe the results
of experiments on macroscopic samples, we must
perform a spatial average at the end of the calcula-
tion.

In the limit 7=0, these ideas are certainly cor-
rect and yield exact results. At absolute zero we
have complete alignment of spins; hence A=1,
C:=0,,0C,, and Cj=C3=0. (For the antiferromag-
net with magnetic ordering at wave vector @=1,
the only change is C;=9,,,C,.) The first moment
of the spectral line is given by

(we) == (1/4) F2(0)

(ferro)
(antiferro) .
(50)

[See Eq. (27) for the ferromagnet and Eq. (A8) for
the antiferromagnet.] The second moment is given
by

()= =F;0)=(w,)?, (51)
and hence the linewidth I',, which is proportional
to (w2 —=(w,)®"? is zero. The theory thus pro-

duces 1nf1mte1y sharp spin-wave peaks over the
whole of the Brillouin zone with the usual disper-

= _an = 2Jcl (1 - COSq)
(Jq.q+1r qu,q)l/ 2= 2| Je1 8ing |
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sion. The real test of the theory comes as we look
at finite temperatures and consider both the re-
normalization of the spin-wave energies and the
damping of the spin waves as a function of temper-
ature.

As we extend these ideas to finite temperatures
we have several problems to consider. First, we
must make a proper choice of the “order parame-
ter” as a function of temperature, and, secondly,
we must determine the appropriate breakdown of
the static correlation functions into longitudinal
and transverse components. We then study the
damping of the spin waves; in particular, by cal-
culating the first and second frequency moments
of the transverse fluctuations, we arrive at ex-
pressions for the magnon lifetimes (or linewidths).
Next, we examine the internal consistency of the
theory by looking at the long-wavelength fluctua-
tions, and checking to ensure that the character-
istic times associated with changes in the local
order are indeed long compared with the time scale
of the spin-wave oscillations. Finally, we consider
the appropriate spatial averaging process neces-
sary to describe the macroscopic sample.

We have defined the order parameter in terms
of a local average of the magnetization (( S(r, 1))
=a{ (7, #). Physically it is clear that A is asso-
ciated with some sort of weighted average of the
spin density over a region of the order of /, cen-
tered around the point », To arrive at an opera-
tional definition of A we note from the form of the
dynamic equations (27) that A also gives directly
the renormalization of the spin-wave energies.
That the local average of the magnetization and the
magnon renormalization are directly related fol-
lows immediately from our earlier discussion in
which we picture the short-wavelength excitations
of the system as oscillating against the instantane-
ous local background, the configuration of which
changes only slowly with space and time. It is
then natural to make use of the result of conven-
tional spin-wave theory®:3* for the renormaliza-
tion of the spin-wave energies, namely, that A is
given by the square root of the near-neighbor cor-
relation, (This result follows when, in consider-
ing exchange effects between neighboring spins §1
and Sz, those components of each which are per-
pendicular to S, +§, are averaged to zero.) Thus,
for the classical linear chain we have

A= |u®)|Y? =1-1/2K (as T-0). (52)

As we shall see in Sec. V this renormalization
agrees very well with the experimental data on
(CH,),NM,Cl;, (TMMC), clear evidence that the
usual concepts of spin-wave theory are applicable
to one-dimensional systems—as long as the wave-
lengths are shorter than the coherence length.
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B. Static Correlation Functions

We consider the static correlation functions de-
fined by

a A 1 " A
Co=(8.-5) =5 T (Si-Sup) e’ (53)

This definition is the macroscopic ensemble aver-
age, which has been calculated exactly [see Eq.
(41)]. The connection with the local averaging
process is made by expressing the spins in (53) in
terms of the local magnetization and the fluctua-
tions from the local order. We write the spin at
site ¢ as

S,=US) +8;-«8 ) =&, +88, (54)

where &, = A (7;) and 6§, = :S‘, -&,. Substituting in-
to (53) we have (noting that ( A, . 3S;,,)=0)

-

1 N S .88
C=x %} (A Ay ) +(85;-8S; ) e . (55)

Clearly, the first term in this expression is as-
sociated with the (long-wavelength) fluctuations of
the order parameter; these fluctuations stem from
the fact that the local order varies slowly in direc-
tion with position along the chain. They are lon-
gitudinal in nature with respect to the local co-
ordinate system. The second term of (55), which
corresponds to transverse fluctuations around the
local mean field, is then associated with the
shorter-wavelength spin-wave modes. With these
remarks in mind we rewrite (55) as

Cc,=Ct+2CT, (56)
with the obvious partitioning into longitudinal and
transverse components:

-

Ch=g L (BB e,
(57)

CZ=%V' ? (88;.08;,)e' .
We assume that this correspondence is valid at
sufficiently low temperature. As the temperature
is raised the concept of local order becomes hazy
and therefore so does the correspondence (57).

In the limit 7=0 we have noted that C,isa 6
function at g=0 (or at g*=m - ¢g=0 for the antifer-
romagnet), At low but finite temperature, C, is
peaked very sharply around ¢g=0 with a spread in
q of the order Ag=1/K. Therefore, the important
thermal fluctuations are those of long wavelength
(¢< 1/K) and are associated primarily with the
spatial variations of the order parameter. It is
this region of wave-vector space that dominates
the ¢’ sums in the kinetic equations (27). Conse-
quently, as a first approximation in solving the
kinetic equations (for the spin-wave relaxation
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functions), we assume that all g dependence of the
static correlation functions is accounted for by the
spatial variations in the order parameter, We
neglect the transverse static correlations alto-
gether and write

ci=c, (g<1/K),

(58)

Cr=0.

It is to be stressed that this approximation is
valid only in the long-wavelength region. In fact,
for ¢ > 1/K the opposite condition of (58) prevails:
The transverse fluctuations dominate (on a rela-
tive basis) and we have C20, C]=3C,. Though
this region of g space is negligible in thermody -
namic sums at low temperature, *® it is important
in calculating the generalized structure factor (1)
for neutron scattering in the spin-wave region.
Specifically, the C:' determines the intensity scale
of the spectral line for momentum transfer ¢q (see
Sec. V).

The intermediate region ¢ 1/K presents a much
more difficult problem, because the partitioning
of C, into longitudinal and transverse components
is obviously strongly ¢ dependent as one goes from
(58) for ¢< 1/K tothe opposite conditionfor ¢> 1/K.
In order to render the calculations tractable and
as simple as possible, we will apply the approxi-
mation (58) in solving the kinetic equations, as-
suming that the ¢’ sums are sufficiently weighted
for small ¢’ that only a minor error is introduced.
This assumption will be checked (and apparently
borne out) by our comparison of the calculations
with experimental data in Sec. V.

C. Spin-Wave Damping

We now calculate the first and second frequency
moments of the transverse correlation functions
utilizing the ideas and approximations we have in-
troduced. This will enable us to derive quantita-
tive expressions for the damping of the spin waves
as the temperature is increased from 7=0, From
the dynamic equations (27) for Fi(f), we have, for
the first moment,

(wr=-7 Fi0)

_(2dyA(1 -cosq) (ferro)
) 2ald,, sing| (antiferro) .

(59)

From the definition of the order parameter, Eq.
(52), we have the result that the spin-wave ener-
gies renormalize downward linearly with increas-
ing temperature. The second moment is given by

(w2yp=~F0) =2 K (Ch +CL) =20 Ky C
a 4

q
(60)
on making use of approximation (58). After a
straightforward calculation, we find the results
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(RS ]

(1 -cosgq)? (1 —%>+EI% (1 ~cosq) (ferro)

(Wir=4J%

to order® 1/K2 The first term in each of these
expressions is the square of the first moment;
thus, the leading-order temperature effect in
(wf)T is simply a shift in the peak position. In a
certain sense this result corroborates our choice
of A with the approximation (58) that went into the
derivation of (61). Further, we can rewrite (61)
as

(Wr=(w)s+T7, (62)

where the temperature-dependent linewidth I,
defined by T',= (( w?); —( w,)2)"? is given by
Y2y (1 -=cosq)2=V2 T (1 - cosq)"/?

(63)
for both the ferromagnet and the antiferromagnet.
Hence, the theory predicts a linear broadening of
the spin-wave spectral lines as 7T increases, as
well as a g dependence of the linewidths of the
form (1 —cosg)/ 2 Thus, T, varies appreciably
with g—for both the ferromagnet and antiferromag-
net—in the region of momentum transfer 0< g<3m,
but relatively little for the region 7 <¢ <7; in
fact, o', /0g=0at g=m.

The most useful way of presenting the ¢ depen-
dence of the linewidths, however, is to look at the
quantity o,, defined to be the ratio of linewidth to
peak energy, i.e., 0,=T,/{w,)r. From (59) and
(63) we have to lowest order in temperature

a K

1 2 )1/2 (f )
== (T erro
2K <1 —cosq (64)

1 2 \Y®
-2? (m) (antiferro) .

For the ferromagnet then, o, diverges as g- 0,

and furthermore, ¢,>1 for ¢<1/K (0,=1 at g=1/K).

This is simply a statement of the fact that well-
defined spin-wave excitations do not exist for
g<1/K, and it provides a check of the internal
consistency of the theory. In the spin-wave re-
gion ¢> 1/K, 0, is less than unity, attaining its
smallest value g,=1/2K at the zone boundary g= .
For the antiferromagnet these same remarks apply
if we replace g by ¢*=7-¢. In this case ¢, di-
verges at ¢g* =0 and well-defined (o,< 1) spin waves
exist only in the region ¢* > 1/K.

One may inquire as to what processes give rise
to the finite spin-wave lifetimes in the approxima-
tion Cf=C,, CJ=0. We attribute the scattering
in this approximation to the fact that the local

(61)

(antiferro)

magnetization A does in reality vary, both in time
and with position along the chain., Thus, a spin-
wave fluctuation—even of short wavelength—does
not see truly long-range order, and this leads to
decay of the spin waves. By attributing the long-
wavelength fluctuations of the system to the varia-
tions in the local order, we have been able to in-
corporate this mode of scattering into the theory.

The other mode of spin-wave decay that one
might suspect to be operating is, of course, scat-
tering from other spin waves. However, as is by
now clear from our arguments, spin waves with
wave vectors ¢Z 1/K cannot be said to exist, and
it is precisely this region which makes the major
contribution to the ¢’ sums in the kinetic equations.
Thermal spin waves—in the sense of spin-wave
modes being thermally populated—do not exist for
all practical purposes in the linear chain. Spin
waves exist only above the thermodynamically im-
portant region, and the boundary (¢~ 1/K) between
the spin wave and thermodynamic regions in-
creases with increasing temperature.

D. Fluctuations in Local Order

We have associated the long-wavelength fluctua-
tions of the system with spatial variations in the
order parameter, We now examine briefly the
time dependence of these fluctuations. In particu-
lar, we are interested in the characteristic times
required for appreciable variations in K(af, i) and
the possible relations to the spin-wave lifetimes;
we must verify that K(v, t) changes sufficiently
slowly that our procedure for calculating spin-wave
dynamics is justified.

Thus, we study the time dependence of the re-
laxation shape functions for wave vectors ¢< 1/K.
For these fluctuations the concept of local order
obviously has no meaning. True macroscopic av-
erages must be used from the outset [ FX(f)= F3(#)
=FZ(t)], and the appropriate dynamical equation is
(43) of Sec, III. First, note that since ¢< 1/K and
C, is peaked sharply at low T around ¢=0 with a
spread in q of the order 1/K, all the F functions
appearing in the time integral have small wave-
vector arguments and hence presumably a slow
time dependence. Thus, to obtain very quickly an
idea of the characteristic time scale for the long-
wavelength fluctuations, we iterate (43) once,
making the zero-order approximation F, =1 for
the relaxation shape functions on the right-hand
side. We write the result as



1
1/ ¢)\2
F(t)~1 ‘E(Tq) (t<), (65)
where
1 2
-z :§ 2 Kop Cor
q a
(1 2 2
~8 g2 )14 (¢*+1/K®  (ferro) (66)
=3Ja { % +1/K? (antiferro) .

[Note that F(t) is essentially Gaussian for small
times.] As q%1/K (or ¢*=7-q% 1/K for the anti-
ferromagnet) we have

rn ) K
° K/Ja

(ferro)

(antiferro) (67)

as the characteristic time scale of the long-wave-
length fluctuations and hence of A(r, {). We point

out that the corresponding results for a real sys-

tem of spin S are 7,=K%/J[S(S+1)]" 2 for the fer-
romagnet and 7,=K/J [(S+1)]'/? for the antiferro-

magnet,

Returning to Eq. (63) we see that the spin-wave
lifetimes 75 =T are of the order of 7, or less
(much less for ferromagnetic magnons of wave
vector ¢> 1/K). Equality, 75¥=7,, is obtained
at g=1/K for the ferromagnet and at ¢*=1/K for
]

(W _4y2 (1 —cosq)®(1 -3/2K+1/4K% + (1/2K?) (1 - cosq)
Waleact =2 el gin20(1 - 3/2K + 1/4K?) + (1/2K) (1 - cosq)

On comparison with (61) we see that the tempera-
ture factors multiplying the term (1 - cosgq)? for
the ferromagnet (and sin®q for the antiferromag-
net) are different for ( w?) e and ( w?)y, the pri-
mary difference being that the coefficient of the
linear term in 1/K is - % for the exact second mo-
ment, whereas it is -1 for our approximate ex-
pression. The discrepancy, however, does not
necessarily indicate that the approximate theory
is incorrect. For we have only calculated the sec-
ond moment of the transverse correlation function
from our theory; we have said nothing about the
moments of the longitudinal correlation functions,
The exact second moment, on the other hand, cer-
tainly contains contributions from both. This
point leads to the discussion of the appropriate av-
eraging process that should be performed in order
to describe experiments on macroscopic samples,
We have argued that for the spin-wave excita-
tions the kinetic equations (27) are applicable in
the local sense, and the results of Sec. IVD, indi-
cating that the local order changes slowly on the
time scale of the magnons, substantiate our as-
sertions. Clearly, then, the macroscopic observ-
able time-dependent correlation function C,(¢)

[
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the antiferromagnet. In addition for the well-de-
fined spin waves ¢> 1/K, for which g, <1, we ob-
viously have the reciprocal spin-wave frequencies
w;'<7,. Consequently, the theory is consistent
in that the time scale for the (well-defined) spin-
wave oscillations is indeed much less than the
characteristic time for changes in the local order,
and further we have the result that the spin-wave
lifetimes are limited by 7.. This corroborates
our conjecture that spin-wave decay results pri-
marily from the fluctuations of the order param-
eter; i.e., our model predicts that spin waves
exist for a time not greater than the time over
which the local order remains relatively constant.
We have therefore demonstrated that the physical
picture of our model is valid and consistent, in the
temporal sense as well as in the spatial sense,
We will have more to say in Sec. V concerning the
long-time (¢> 7.) behavior of the long-wavelength
fluctuations.

E. Spatial Averaging Process

First; we compare the result for the transverse
second moment in the spin-wave region ¢> 1/K
computed from our approximate theory, Eq. (61),
with the exact second moment (42), At low tem-
perature { w2) o, is to order 1/K?

(ferro)

(antiferro) . (68)

-~

=(S.q* §q(t)) is given by
C,(t)=CEFE@)+2CT FT (1), (69)

where FL ({) and FT ()= Re[F }(t)] are the local re-
laxation shape functions obtained by the solution
of (27) and CZ and C. are the local static correla-
tions [see Eqgs. (56) and (57)]. Hence, as long as
we are in the regime of well-defined local order
(.e., low T) and if the local longitudinal and
transverse components Cf and CZ' are known, (69)
contains all the information necessary to describe
the dynamics of the macroscopic system.,

Consider, for example, the second moment of
the macroscopically observable spectral line,

(W =-SD g (utyr2p,(Dr,  (10)

q
where (w2, = =FL(0), (wdr=-FT(0), a,=CL/C,,
and B,=C./C,. (Note that o,+28,=1.) We have
argued previously, at least implicitly, that in the
spin-wave region ¢> 1/K the major contribution
to the spectral line is due to the transverse fluc-
tuations, or spin waves, and therefore «,=0 and
B,2%. Furthermore, using the long-wavelength
approximation (58) in the “thermodynamic” ¢’ sums
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in (27), we have (w?); =0 and ( w?); given by (61).
If we now assume that the long-wavelength approx-
imation (58) is good to a high degree of precision
at low T (it is rigorously true in the limit 7=0),
we can determine the lowest-order temperature
corrections to o, and B, in the spin-wave region
by simply forcing the equality of the second mo-
ment computed by (70) with the exact second mo-
ment (68). We find the results

1 1
W= <q>>E; K>>1)

1 1

B,= 3 (1 - EK—> .
Thus, the relative proportion of spin-wave compo-
nent decreases linearly with increasing tempera-
ture, with a corresponding increase in the relative
amount of longitudinal component. In this descrip-
tion the spectral function Cq(w) for the macroscopic
system would exhibit two strong spin-wave peaks
at w=+w,, where w, is given by (59), and a weak
central component. The spin-wave components
shift downward and broaden as T increases. The
intensity of the central component, which is a 6
function at w=0 in the present model [{ w?); =0
within the long-wavelength approximation (58)], in-
creases linearly with T relative to the spin-wave
components.

We expect, of course, that the central compo-
nent also broadens with temperature. In order to
account for this with our theory, however, it would
be necessary to improve upon the approximation
(58) for the long-wavelength region q<1/K. In par-
ticular, we would in some way have to incorporate
q dependence into the partitioning of C, into longi-
tudinal and transverse components in this (thermo-
dynamically important) region. Then (wf) ¢ isin
general nonzero. However, the experimental work
on the antiferromagnetic linear chain TMMC *°
shows no evidence of a central component at low T.
In fact, to anticipate somewhat the discussion of
Sec. V, the essential features of the experimental
scattering are described very well with the present
theory using the simple approximation (58), In
this connection it should be pointed out that TMMC
is a “real” quantum system of spin-2, and hence
the neutron scattering is related to the generalized
susceptibility, Eq. (1), which contains the factor of
detailed balance Bw/(1+e™%), For low tempera-
tures in the spin-wave region, Bw>>1, and this fac-
tor is very important, serving to amplify greatly
the spin-wave emission peak relative to the central
component (and to the magnon absorption peak).
Thus, even if a central component is present in
real systems, it would be difficult to discern ex-
perimentally. Therefore, even if we attempted
theoretically to treat the central component with

(1)
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more sophistication (i.e., by including the ¢ de-
pendence of the partitioning of C,), we still would
be unable to compare theory with experiment. This
is sufficient grounds for not going beyond the sim-
ple approximation (58) at this time.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Numerical Calculations

Returning to the dynamical equations (27) we re-
write them in the “memory kernel” form
Fio)=- [ ar' -1V ),
(72)
Frt)=Fiw Fit) - [Fat' Bt -1 FA(),
where w, is the transverse first moment given by
(59) and the memory functions kS (¢) are defined by

ke(t)=20 Ko Co B [F G () F i+ F L () F o ()],
’ (73)
B0)=5 Ky Cy [—;— B Fo (O F 2. (1)

2 Az Ed
+(Olql Fql (t) —"é_' qu'o a=q’ (t) .
q

Here K, is defined by (28) and C, is given by (41);
for generality we have written CZ = oy C, and CL
=py Cy where o, +28,=1. For the antiferromag-
net with local order occurring at wave vector Q=17
these same equations are applicable except that the
Fi(¢) are replaced by the transformed functions
f4(t) (see Appendix A) and 5,4~ 3,,,. We solve
these equations for high (K2 1) and low (K> 1)
temperatures. We are unable to say much quanti-
tatively about intermediate temperatures K~ 1, but
this is presently the least interesting region physi-
cally.

As discussed in Sec, III, at high temperatures
we have A=0, a,=B,=3, and FZ()=F(t)=F,().
Then Egs. (72) reduce to the single equation

F )= _fot ar' et -t F,(¢), (74)
where
ka(t):éz'z; Koyq Cy Fa'(t) Fooy (t) . (75)

We note that for K< 1,

2];2 (ZCOSq—l)) R (76)

quﬁ(li%cosq+
where the plus sign is for ferromagnetic coupling
and the minus sign for antiferromagnetic coupling.
At low temperatures we distinguish between the
long- and short-wavelength fluctuations. For long
wavelengths (74) is in fact the appropriate equation
at all temperatures, as the concept of local order
is not applicable, Further, as only the F functions
with wave vectors g% 1/K contribute significantly to
the sum in (75), there is no coupling to the spin-
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wave modes in the first approximation. For the
spin-wave region ¢> 1/K we apply the discussion
of Sec. IV: A%=|ul=1-1/K and @,>1, B,20.
Then £5(¢)= 0 and consequently FZ(#)=1 on the time
scale of the spin waves, For the transverse fluc-
tuations we make the Ansatz

Fi(t)=e™ ' FI(2) (77)

and we take advantage of the fact that C, is peaked
sharply around ¢’ =0 by setting FZ_, (£)= F7(t) and
Waeqr = W, in E(¢). Then we find that the envelope
function Ff(t) for the spin-wave oscillations satis-

fies the equation
FI@)=-[fat' ’E (-t FI(), (78)

where
2
RT(t)=24 Kpye Cy (F:, () —EA—' a(q')) FI®. (79)

[6(q")=5,,o for the ferromagnet and 6(g') =5, , for
the antiferromagnet.] The FZ (¢) appearing in (79)
must be obtained from the long-wavelength solu-
tions of the kinetic equations, i.e., from the solu-
tion of (74). We note that (79) may be rewritten

k1) =[A,(6) - 2]F ] (), (80)
where
Aq(t)=2 Koo Co F2(2) . (81)

The equations of motion—either Egs. (74) and
(75) or (78) and (79)—are solved numerically by in-
tegrating forward in time from #=0 using the ini-
tial conditions F$(0)=1. Time is measured in
units of 2.J,, for the classical case or 2J[S(S+1)]'/2
upon making the transcription to the quantum-me-
chanical case; temperature is given by the values
of the parameter K=J, /T (or JS(S+1)/T); and the
wave vectors ¢ are measured in units of ¢, the in-
verse lattice spacing. Sometimes we will refer to
normalized wave vectors defined by @ = ¢/27 so that
@=0.,5 corresponds to the Brillouin-zone bound-
ary. The computations were performed on a CDC
6600 computer using for the high-temperature solu-
tions a 25-point grid of ¢ values evenly spaced be-
tween 0 and 7 and a time step in the time integra-
tion of 0.04. For the low-temperature solutions a
201-point ¢ grid and a time step of 0.1 were used.
The finer ¢ mesh was necessary in this case due to
the sharpness of the ¢’ integrands around ¢’ =0.

Once the relaxation shape functions F (¢) are
determined, the time-dependent correlation func-
tions are given (for the classical system) simply
by CI(t)=CZ F J(¢) and the spatial time-dependent
correlations C,(t)=(S;-5,;,,(t)) by

C,()=22 ca(t)e'® . (82)

Qe

The neutron-scattering cross section is related by
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Eq. (1) to the Fourier transform of F ¢(¢), which
can be computed directly by

Fw)= [ ate* F2(®)=2 [~ dtcoswtF (1),
(83)

or, for the cases where F J(t) goes to zero slowly,
by Eq. (93) of Ref. 137;

2k (w)

P G tos b7 @F ®)
Here
ke @)=k (@) + ik (@),
where
k;’"(w)=f0°°dtcoswtk§‘(t) ,
(85)

ke ()= - [ dtsinwt k(@)
and kJ(¢) is computed either by (75) or (79).
B. Long-Time Long-Wavelength Solutions

Before presenting the results of the numerical
solutions in detail, we look more closely at the
time behavior of F,(¢) for small q. We examined
this question briefly in Sec. IV where we essential-
ly made a small-time expansion of the equations at
low temperatures in order to determine the char-
acteristic time 7, over which the order parameter
varies significantly. We found the result that
T~ K3/Jq{=K?/J[S(S+1)]'/? for a real system} for
the ferromagnet and 7,~ K/J, {=K/J [S(S +1)]"/?} for
the antiferromagnet. Now we ascertain the be-
havior of F,(¢) in the limits ¢~ and g—~ 0 (or g*
=1 - g~ 0 for the antiferromagnet), using Eqs. (74)
and (75), which are valid at all temperatures for
long wavelengths.

We follow the arguments of BH. As t— the
memory function %,(¢) goes to zero much faster
than F (¢), as k,(¢) is quadratic in the F functions.
Thus, we can replace Fq(t') in the time integral of
(74) by F,(¢) and remove it outside the integral.
The solution of (74) as #—« is then

Fq(t)Ee'wqt , (86)
where
2 )
‘pa = § Z:l Kaql quf dtl F‘l' (t’) Fq-q' (tl) * (87)
¢ 0

We now expand i, in a power series in g (or g* for
the antiferromagnet) and retain only the leading-
order nonzero term. We consider the cases of
ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic coupling sep-
arately.

For the ferromagnet the leading-order nonzero
term is of order ¢ A straightforward calculation
leads to the diffusion-law result y,=Dg?% where the
diffusion constant is given by
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D——— Z) W, (K) sin qf at' F3 ", (88)

with
(1+2) 1 —u)?
. = 9
Wa (K)= (1+u®-2ucosq )? (89)
As T—o, u—0 and (88) reduces simply to
3N2smq/ at' F&(t") , (90)
which is the analog of Eq. (83) of Ref. 1, For this

case all wave vectors ¢’ contribute to the sum and
we need the full time-dependent solutions of the
F,(¢). The result from the numerical solutions is
D=0, 345, or in terms of conventional units for a
system of spin S the result is D=0, 69 Ja?
x[S(S+1)]2 We note that at high temperatures
there is no distinction between the ferromagnet and
antiferromagnet, and hence these results apply
equally to the antifefromagnet.

At low temperatures K > 1 the function W, (K) is
peaked very sharply around q'= 0 with a spread of
order 1/K. In this case only the long-wavelength
fluctuations are thermally excited and contribute
to the diffusion process. Making the approxima-
tions u(K)=1-1/K, sing’=4’, and cosq’ =1 - 44’2,
we have

D—z-—f dq,——,————yql fth(t)
3K% ), 27 [¢%+(1/K?¥)]

~(e1)
Further, since only the small wave vectors are
important, we can also approximate F . (t)ze™Pa"?,
Carrying out the time integration we find an explic-
it expression for D:

mn

1 dq’ 1
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FIG. 1. F,(t) vs t for several values of g for K=dJy/T
=0.01 (T=1004J,). In all figures the time ¢ is measured
in units of 2| Jy | .
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FIG. 2. Correlation functions C;(t) = (5;(0) *S;,,(t)) for

the self-correlation function (1 =0), the nearest-neighbor
(I=1), and next- nearest-neighbor (I =2) correlation function.
T=100.

The remaining integration over ¢’ is easily accom-
plished and in the limit K -« we find the result D
=1/2/3=0, 289, or in conventional units, D
=0.578Ja® [S(S+1)]*/%. We have the perhaps some-
what surprising result that the diffusion constant
approaches a nonzero value at T=0. But note that
the characteristic time that follows from the dif-
fusion-law behavior is of the order (Dg?)*~K?/J
x[S(S+1)]*/3, which is the same as obtained from
the small-time expansion, Thus we conclude that
the result for D is consistent and reasonable. Al-
so, the region of diffusive behavior, ¢<1/K, be-
comes very small in the limit of low temperature.
The diffusive process governs the dynamics of only
those fluctuations with wavelengths greater than the
coherence distance.

We now consider the antiferromagnet at low tem-
peratures. In this case we expand (87) in powers
of g*=m-¢q, and we find that the leading-order
nonzero term is the first, or ¢g*-independent term,
Do 2o, It is found simply by setting g*=0 in (87),

=§ Z Ko Cor f at' F2, (t') . (93)
0

On making the approximation F(#')= e™0" we find
the result o= 1/V 3K in reduced units. Again, we
find agreement with the small-time expansion as
to the time scale of variation, Our result indicates
that ordinary diffusive behavior—as obtained for
the ferromagnet—does not apply to the antiferro-
magnet at low temperature. However, the phenom-
enon of critical slowing down at the zone boundary
g~ is clearly predicted by our result F,=e" /736,

C. High-Temperature Solutions

In Figs. 1-3, we show the results of the numeri-
cal solutions of (74) for T =100 (in units of J),
which is effectively the infinite-temperature limit.
Figure 1 shows the time dependence of the functions
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FIG. 3. F,w) vs w for several values of ¢ at T=100.

F,(t) for several values of q. The characteristic
behavior is a relatively slow decrease for small
q, becoming more rapid for larger ¢, with highly
damped oscillations setting in for ¢ >37. In Fig. 2
we plot the spatial-correlation functions—the self-
correlations nearest-neighbor, and next-nearest-
neighbor correlations—against time. We note the
appearance of plateaus, especially noticeable in
Cy(t). Further, we note the slow decay for all
three functions at long times. We attribute this to
the slow decay of the long-wavelength diffusive
modes. Indeed, converting (82) to an integral and
substituting C%(t) = (1/3N) ™% for long times—
such that only the long-wavelength fluctuations re-
main—we have

T
49 -p?t
C, @) -—f =% Pt oogql
4 teoo - 2w

- dq -qut
= Zf o © cosql
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FIG. 4. C;(®) vs t (1=0,1,2) for a ferromagnet at
T=1.0.
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_ 1 -12/4p¢
= ——17?-2(171)75) e . (94)

In the limit ¢ = C,(t)~ 1/2(nDt)!/2 for all values of
1. Substituting D = 0. 345 we find excellent agree-
ment with the long time behavior of Fig. 2. The
Fourier transforms of F,(¢) are shown in Fig. 3,
The point of note here is that F(w) for the larger

q values exhibits a broad flat profile with a relative-
ly sharp shoulder at w~2dJ,

As we lower the temperature nothing very strik-
ing occurs. For practical purposes the results
are virtually the same down to T'~2, For T2 1 the
oscillations in the F(f) increase somewhat in fre-
quency but they remain highly damped. There is
a corresponding broadening of the Fourier trans-
forms, but the broad flat profiles with the sharp
shoulders persist. As we pointed out in Sec. III,
even as T becomes very small this same pattern
continues, and no real evidence of spin waves ap-
pears. This, of course, served as the impetus
to introduce the idea of local order at low tempera-
tures. For T~ 1 differences do appear between the
ferromagnet and the antiferromagnet, primarily
the manifestation of “slowing down” in the anti-
ferromagnet for wave vectors in the interval i
<q <m, The differences are quite evident in the
spatial correlations C;(¢), which we show plotted in
Figs. 4 and 5 for the ferromagnet and antiferro-
magnet, respectively, at T=1. As expected, the
nearest-neighbor correlation is initially negative
in the antiferromagnet. We note the continued hint
of plateaus for the ferromagnet, whereas definite
oscillatory behavior occurs in the C,(t) for the
antiferromagnet.

We point out in passing that the high-temperature
solutions—as well as the low-temperature solutions
to be discussed below, agree quite well with the
results of the computer simulation studies of Blume
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FIG. 5. C;(®) vs t (1=0,1,2) for an antiferromagnet
at T=1.0.
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et al. " Detailed comparisons will be presented in
a future publication,

D. Time-Dependent Solutions-Spin-Wave Region

Here we present the time-dependent solutions
FI(t) for the case of the classical chain at low tem-
peratures. The envelope functions FqT (¢) of the
spin-wave oscillations satisfies Eqs. (78) and (79),
and the full relaxation functions F:(t) are then re-
lated to FJ(¢) via (77). In particular, FX(¢)=F3(t)
= (S%, S¥(t))/ (%, Sh is related to FJ(t) by

Fi(t)= coswt FI(t) , (95)

where w,, the first transverse moment is A=1-1/
2K in reduced units. In Fig. 6 we plot the spin-
wave relaxation functions Fj(¢) for the wave vectors
@=0. 25 and @ =0, 50 for the ferromagnet at 7=0. 1,
This figure simply serves to illustrate that well-
defined spin waves exist and that their lifetimes
“are sufficiently long to contain a number of oscil-
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lations.

Figures 7 and 8 show the envelope functions
Fj"(t) for a series of @ values at two temperatures
T=0.3 and 0. 1 for the ferromagnet and antiferro-
magnet, respectively. These figures depict both
the ¢ dependence of the fluctuations at fixed T as
well as the variations with temperature. I we
define the spin-wave lifetimes as 7, = I';!, where
T, is given by (63) [so that 7,=v 2K/(1 - cosg)*/?in
reduced units], then we find that in general FI(f)
~0.6 at #=7, and at £~ 27,, FI(t) is reduced to
approximately 0. 1. We find F7({) generally goes
negative in the vicinity of ¢~ 2. 57, and that the be-
havior for longer times is one of a slowly oscillat-
ing small-amplitude damped motion, However, for
long times, say for {327,, we do not expect our
equations to be valid, since variations in the local
order become appreciable for ¢ >7,, where 7, is
given by (67). Hence, the long time behavior of
FqT(t) is verylikely meaningless. We note that the
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spin-wave oscillations are quite heavily damped at
the higher temperature T'=0. 3; we do not expect
that our simplified theory of the spin-wave region
can be pushed any higher in temperature.

E. Neutron Scattering: Application to TMMC
1. Generalized Structure Factor at Low T

For comparison with experimental inelastic-neu-
tron scattering data, the quantity of interest is the
generalized structure factor SJ(w). For classical
systems this quantity is simply Sg(w)=CZJFg(w).

But for real quantum systems of finite spin the fluc-
tuation-dissipation theorem plays an important

role at low temperatures. It may be useful to
briefly recapitulate the situation here. For iso-
tropic-Heisenberg systems S(w) is given by Eq.
(1), where for linear-magnetic chains the directions
x, y, z are all equivalent for macroscopic samples
as true long-range order is absent. In our simpli-
fied theory developed in Sec. IV, we calculate the

1.00
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spin-wave contribution to the scattering. This is
done by calculating the transverse fluctuations
taken with respect to the direction of the local mag-
netization. The results are macroscopic averages
as the spin-wave contribution is in effect an average
over all directions. However, our theory neglects
the longitudinal fluctuations of short wavelength
and therefore we cannot make any predictions about
any longitudinal—or central—component that may
be present in the scattering. The factor of detailed
balance Bw(l-e™¥)™ serves to repress the magnon
absorption peak and to enhance the magnon emis-
sion peak. In fact, if Sy(w) and S;(w) are the struc-
ture factors corresponding to magnon absorption
and emission, respectively, we have

%«;-((W‘") S (96)
For the spin wave region, Bw>>1, and this ratio
is much less than unity, We will present the re-
sults for the emission line S;(w), then the absorp-
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FIG. 7. Fg(#) vs t for a ferromagnet at various values of ¢:
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tion peak is found simply by applying the ratio (96).
(But experimentally the absorption peak is not
seen as it is down in the noise. )

We rewrite Eq. (1) for spin-wave emission in the
following way:

S:(w)=x;—° Ri(w) ,

(97)
where xf is the transverse-static susceptibility
with respect to the local magnetization and all the
frequency dependence of the scattering is contained
in R}(w) defined by
R;(w)=r_@—‘e"7,,—w Re{F:(w)} . (98)
Thus, R;(w) contains all the essential information
concerning the line shape (peak positions, line-
widths, etc.), i.e., it described the contribution to
the structure factor originating from the dynamics.
On the other hand, the static (but g-dependent) fac-
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tor xf/ B can be regarded as an over-all scaling
factor for the intensities of neutrons scattered with
momentum loss q. It is determined solely by the
equal-time correlations of the system,

The main thrust of this paper has been to calcu-
late the spin dynamics of linear chains, i.e., to
calculate F%(w). Indeed, we did make use of the
static correlations as initial conditions for the
kinetic equations, However, at low temperature
we argued that only the long-wavelength (¢< 1/K)
correlations play a significant role, and for these
correlations the classical approximation to the
fluctuation-dissipation theorem is valid, C ()
= (x&/BF2(t)=C2F2(t). Then we used the exact
calculations of C, for the classical chain as input
to the spin dynamics. These approximations are
in essence verified by the experimental results of
Birgeneau et al.’ on the static correlations in
TMMC, where they found the static susceptibility
to be well described by Fisher’s equal-time cor-
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relation function for ¢ 3/K.

On the other hand, in the spin-wave region ¢
> 1/K we do not expect the classical approxima-
tion to x7 to be valid. In fact, for systems of finite
spin the frequencies of interest in the spin-wave
region are such that Bw>>1. Then, from our gen-
eral discussion of the fluctuation-~dissipation theo-
rem in Sec. II [see Eq. (36)], we have that 17 is
related by CT by

g ci
B (Spwcothipw)y ’ ©0)

where the averaging brackets refer to the frequen-
cy moments of F(¢) as defined by (35). [Note that
only even order moments appear, so that (99) is
true for both magnon emission and absorption.]
But we are in no better shape with (99) as the un-
known static correlation qu still appears.

Summarizing, the dynamics of the long-wave-
length fluctuations (i.e., of the local-order pa-
rameter) is classical in nature, but the same need
not be true for spin waves, the quantum-mechani-
cal aspects being manifested, however, only in the
static intensity factor in (97). We are therefore at
an apparent impasse if we attempt to predict the
intensities of the neutron-scattering lines for finite
spin systems unless the C, are known for all q.
However, we find that the simple classical approx-
imation®® »T/B8=CT=3}C,, where we use the classi-
cal result® for C, with K=JS(S+1)/T, provides
remarkably good agreement with the experimental
intensities, except at very low temperatures K
530, where there are also additional difficulties
in making comparisons with experiment (see Sec.
VE.2). This is a rather surprising result. It
seems to imply that the classical correlation func-
tion is a good approximation in TMMC to the static
susceptibility xf/ B, but not to the correlation func-
tion CT in (99).

2. Comparison with Experiment

We make a direct comparison of our theoretical
calculations with the experimental data of Hutch-
ings et al.'® on TMMC. Thus, we take S=2 and use
the value of J they*® found from the spin-wave dis-
persion, namely, J=14.1°K. Consequently, our
reference temperature is JS(S+1)=124 °K, We
make comparisons at the K values 3, 6, 10, and
28, corresponding to the temperatures 41, 21, 12,
and 4.4 °K, respectively. We recall that for finite
spin time is measured in our calculations in units
of 2J[$(S+1)]!/2 and frequency in units of
2J[S($+1)]"'/2, the factor Bw in (98) becomes 2Kw/
[S(s+1)]'/2, where w is measured in the reduced
units.!

One difficulty in making a detailed comparison
of theory with experiment is that the experimental
results do not give directly the scattering function

S:‘(w). Rather, the observed intensity at momen-
tum transfer ¢ and energy transfer w is given by
the convolution of the true scattering function with
the instrumental resolution function.!® For the low-
est temperature at which experimental measure-
ments were made, 7=1.9 °K corresponding to K
=65, the spin-wave linewidths are quite obviously
limited by the resolution function, the intrinsic
linewidths evidently being smaller. The theoreti-
cal calculations at this temperature do in fact pro-
duce very sharp spin-wave peaks with widths of the
order 1/K in reduced units. The theoretical line-
widths are considerably smaller than the observed
linewidths. At 4.4 °K, however, the intrinsic line-
widths have broadened to the point that they are be-
coming manifested in the experimental results,
and at higher temperatures the observed linewidths
are probably very close to the intrinsic linewidths.
Thus, we compare the calculated line shapes with
experiment for temperatures 754.4 °K, keeping
in mind that the instrumental resolution function
may still be fairly important at 4.4 °K but much
less so for T=12 °K and higher.

In Fig. 9 we reproduce the experimental results
for the scattering intensity for several wave vec-
tors ¢ at 4.4 °K and in Fig. 10 we give the corre-

TMMC T=4.4°K
INTENSITY VS WAVE VECTOR

EXCITATION
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FIG. 9. S&%(w) vs w at T=4.4°K for TMMC (from
Fig. 8 of Ref. 10).
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FIG. 10. Sj(w) vs w at 4.4 °K (theoretical).

sponding results of the theory. The curves are
labeled in terms of the reduced wave vector @*

= (7 - ¢g)27 (so that @*=0.25 corresponds to the
antiferromagnetic zone boundary). The energy co-
ordinates for the experimental plots are in meV
units, whereas the theoretical curves employ the
reduced frequency units. As is apparent, there is
good qualitative agreement between theory and ex-
periment. We note that even at this temperature

a small asymmetry is discernible in both the the-
oretical and experimental line shapes, the inten-
sity being slightly larger on the low-frequency side
of the peaks.

To compare the line shapes on a quantitative
basis, we determine ¢,, which we define® here as
the ratio of the linewidth at half maximum to the
peak energy, for both the experimental and theo-
retical curves. In Table I the values of ¢, are
listed for several values of Q*. We consider the
agreement between the experimental and theoreti-
cal o, values to be quite good; even with the uncer-
tainty associated with oj’“’t for the larger values of
Q*, it is clear that the theory gives a good repre-
sentation of the line shapes for all wave vectors.
We point out that the theory predicts a slight de-
crease in the actual linewidth T« for increasing
@*. The variation occurs primarily for the larger
Q* values (Q*=0.20 and 0.25) and is of the order
of 30%. On the other hand, the experimental line-
widths are approximately equal for all the @* val-

ues shown in Fig. 9. While it is apparent that
there is a good deal of uncertainty associated with
the experimental data for the larger values of @*,
it is in fact very likely that at 7=4.4 °K any de-
crease in the linewidth may not show up due to the
limitations imposed by the instrumental-resolution
function. This would be particularly true if the
line-widths for smaller @* are just at the verge

of the resolution width,

Also listed in Table I are the peak intensities
I,, where for the sake of comparison we have
normalized both the experimental and theoretical
intensities to 100 at @*=0.05. There is a good
match between 7&™* and " for @* =0.10 and 0. 15,
but a significant discrepancy exists for the larger
values @*=0.20 and 0.25. This discrepancy may
be due, at least in part, to the limitation of the in-
strumental resolution. Indeed, if the real line
shapes are sharper than can be resolved, then the
resolution function serves to broaden the lines as
well as to smooth the peaks, and hence reduce the
peak intensities. However, we cannot dismiss the
possibility that the discrepancy may be due in part
to quantum-mechanical effects in the static corre-
lations for large g*.

For completeness we plot in Fig. 11 the disper-
sion curve obtained from the theory at 7'=4.4 °K.
The agreement with the experimental dispersion
curve is essentially exact. That there is agree-
ment is not really surprising in view of the manner
in which we formulated the theory and since we
used the experimental value of the exchange con-
stant to set the temperature scale. But that the
agreement is exact would seem to confirm the
correctness of our approach to calculating spin-
wave properties of linear chains.

Next, we consider the temperature dependence
of the scattering. In Fig. 12 we show the temper-
ature variation of the @*=0. 05 line, part (a) of
the figure reproducing the experimental results for
the temperatures 4.4, 12, 20, and 40 °K, and part
(b) showing the corresponding theoretical curves.
Figure 13 shows a similar comparison for the line
@*=0.125. Again, it is clear that the theory pro-

TABLE I. Linewidth-to-peak energy ratios and peak
intensities at T=4.4 °K.

Q* a ogxpt Uz'z:h I:xpt I;h
0.05 0.30 0.30 100 100
0.10 0.14 0.16 44 39
0.15 0.10 0.12 23 27
0.20* 0.1 0.085 11 21
0.25" 0.1 0.065 7 18

2The scatter in the experimental data for these values of

Q enable one only to make a rough estimate of U:x"t and
ngpt_
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FIG. 11. Dispersion curve w, vs sin g at T=4.4°K
(theoretical). The points are determined from the peaks
in the theoretical calculations of F (w).

vides a good description of the temperature depen-
dence of the scattering, both in the broadening of
the lines as well as the increasing asymmetry of
the line shapes with increasing temperature. As
before, to make a quantitative comparison between
theory and experiment we list in Table 1I the o,
values for temperatures 4.4, 12, and 20 °K. (It

is obvious that it is meaningless to ascribe a val-
ue to o, at T=40 °K for either experimental or
theoretical curves.) There is excellent agreement
between of" and 0! for the @*=0.125 line. We
note the very nearly linear increase in oy ;55 with
temperature in accordance with the theoretical
prediction [Eq. (64)]. For the @*=0.05 line there
is (exact) agreement at T=4.4 °K, but a sizeable
discrepancy develops at the higher temperatures,
with the theory predicting larger damping of the
magnons on the order of 30% at these tempera-
tures. This is not surprising, however, as our
physical model of the spin-wave region is strictly
valid only for wave vectors ¢*> 1/K, and hence the
theory is expected to begin breaking down first for
the smaller values of ¢g* as the temperature is
raised. As can be seen from Table II, 0y o5 is

TABLE II. Temperature dependence of the linewidths
for *=0.05 and 0.125.

Q*=0.05 Q*=0.125
T O.expt Uth o.expt O-th
4.4 0.30 0.30 0.12 0.13
12 0.53 0.74 0.28 0.32

20 1.0 1.22 0.54 0.53
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TABLE III. Temperature dependence of the peak
intensities normalized to their values at T=12°K.

Q*=0.05 Q*=0.125
T Iexnt Ith Iexpt Ith
4.4 140 253 147 282
12 100 100 100 100
20® 65 65 60 62.5
402 30 28 37 33

2Noise levels subtracted from experimental intensities
(10 for @*=0. 05 and 25 for @*=0.125).

becoming of order unity for 7>12 °K and the spin-
wave mode is no longer a well-defined excitation
for this wave vector. We cannot say, though, why
the observed broadening is less than the theoreti-
cal prediction,

Table III shows the temperature variation of the
peak intensities, where we have normalized I :""*
and I" to 100 at 7=12 °K. This particular nor-
malization was chosen because, as apparent from
the Table III, there is quite close agreement be-
tween the experimental and theoretical intensities
for the temperature range 712 °K. But there is
a large discrepancy between I®* and I at 4.4
°K for both wave vectors. Again, if the resolution
of the measuring instrument is sufficiently impor-
tant at 4.4 °K, the experimental peak intensities
may be chopped to the extent of the discrepancy
in Table III. Also, it may be that quantum effects
are playing an important role in the statics at low
temperatures, whereas classical statis are ade-
quate at the higher temperatures. The really sur-
prising result is that the simple classical approxi-
mation x7/8=1C, works so well.

Finally, we consider the renormalization of the
peak energies with temperature. In Table IV we
list the positions w,(T) of the peaks for the spec-
tral lines shown in Figs. 12 and 13. The wq(T)
are normalized to their positions at 1.9 °K. (At
40 °K we take the shoulders of the spectral lines
to be the peak position.) For the @*=0.125 line,
the theory is essentially in exact agreement with
the experimental values for all temperature val-
ues. For @*=0.05 we have the same pattern as

TABLE IV. Renormalization of peak frequencies with
temperature normalized to their values at T=1.9°K.

Q*=0.05 Q*=0.125
T wexpt wth wexpt wth wel
1.9 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
4.4 1.02 1.02 0.98 0.99 0.98
12 1.0 1.09 0.99 0.99 0.95
20 1.1 1.24 0.96 0.97 0.92
40 1.4 1.6 0.94 0.93 0.84
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for the spin wave damping, while there is agree-
ment at low temperature, a sizeable discrepancy
exists for higher temperature. Again, this is not
unexpected as discussed above. - Further, the scat-
tering profiles are so broad for 720 °K that the
placement of the peak positions is ambiguous.

At first glance there is one surprising point con-
cerning the peak renormalizations. That is that
the peak frequency actually renormalizes upward
with increasing temperature for @Q*=0,05, both
experimentally and theoretically. For @*=0.125
there is essentially no renormalization with 7 un-
til 7~ 20 °K after which w, definitely decreases.
These results may be surprising in view of our
general discussion of the order parameter in Sec.
IV in which we argued that the spin-wave energies
should renormalize down with 7 according to A
~1-1/2K=1-7/2J5(S+1). But this is how the

TMMC =64 A EXCITATION

first moment of F:(w) renormalizes according to
our arguments, and nof how the peak position of
the generalized structure factor S;(w) should re-
normalize. In fact, the frequency dependence of
S:(w) involves the product of F}(w) with the factor
of detailed balance [see Eq. (98)]. It is this fac-
tor, Bw(l —e #)! which accounts for the renor-
malization described by Table IV. In the last col-
umn of this table we give the renormalization of
w, for F}(w) that results from our choice of A; this
would also be the renormalization of the scattering
peaks for a classical system where the detailed
balance factor is unity.

The reason that the actual renormalization of the
scattering peak, where the detailed balance factor
is included, is significantly less—or of opposite
sign—than for w;’l is not hard to determine. For
Bw>1, Si(w) becomes
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so we have a situation where the observed peak is
given by the maximum of a function xf(x), where
f(x) has a characteristic resonance maximum at
x=x, and goes to zero rapidly for |x— x| >ox.

It is not hard® to see that the peak of xf(x) occurs
at x>x,. We conclude that the almost precise
agreement between the renormalization of wg’“"
and w!® for the larger wave vector @*=0.125 ef-
fectively confirms our choice of the order param-
eter as being the correct one physically.

3. Discussion

We have seen that the frequency dependence pre-
dicted by the theory compares very favorably with
experiment, both as to the ¢ dependence and the
temperature dependence. The only real discrepan-
cy that we found is in the behavior of the small g*
line (Q*=0.05) as the temperature is raised. And
this discrepancy itself serves to confirm our cri-
terion for the existence of propagating spin-wave
modes, namely, that ¢*>1/K. In fact, we may
use the comparisons of theory with experiment to
sharpen our criterion for well-defined spin-wave
behavior., From the comparisons of Tables II and
IV we see that an appreciable discrepancy develops
for the @* =0.05 line between theory and experi-
ment for 7512 °K (or K<10). Since ¢*=0.31 we
are led to the conclusion that our theory of one-
dimensional spin waves is valid to fairly good
precision for wave vectors ¢>3/K, and that it is
only qualitatively valid for 1/K<g¢*<3/K. For ¢*

< 1/K it is meaningless to speak of spin waves.

Along with these remarks it is understandable
that the experimental results did not indicate the
existence of two-magnon scattering in TMMC. As
pointed out in Ref. 10, two-magnon scattering, if
significant, would manifest itself in one dimension
as a logarithmic singularity in the longitudinal-re-
sponse function S‘;‘(w) at the single spin-wave posi-
tion, This singularity occurs if one assumes the
existence of spin waves for all wave vectors, be-
cause it becomes infinitely easy to create pairs
of magnons, one at [¢*, w(g*)] and the other at
[g*—0, w(g*)~0]. But as we have again just
emphasized, spin waves with wave vectors ¢*-0
and corresponding energies w(g*)— 0 do not exist
for the linear chain, and hence the singularity in
S%(w) does not exist. The only possible magnon-
magnon scattering processes are those in which
the wave vectors of both magnons are greater than
1/K. Since these fluctuations are not thermally
excited, the resulting intensity is expected to be
extremely weak. The spin-wave modes are of
course coupled to the long wavelength longitudinal
fluctuations of the system, i.e., those associated
with the variations of the order parameter. This
coupling is precisely what gives rise to the damp-
ing of the magnons, and is quite well described by
our theory.

Finally, the classical approximation to the
transverse susceptibility xf / ;%Cq works sur-
prisingly well. It certainly yields the correct tem-
perature dependence of the peak intensities for T
512 °K. To be sure, at lower temperatures there
are some significant discrepancies between experi-
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ment and theory. We have argued that the discrep-
ancies may be traced to the limitations imposed

on the experimental measurements by the instru-
mental resolution function. But we cannot rule out
the possibility that quantum-mechanical effects may
be important in the static correlations at low tem-
peratures for the shorter wavelengths ¢* > 1/K.

In summary, our simplified theory of the spin
dynamics of linear chains provides quite satis-
factory agreement with experiment. Once the no-
tion of a local-order parameter was introduced and
one realized that the kinetic equations should be
solved in a local sense for the spin-wave excita-
tions, the essential feature of the treatment is the
approximation (58)—CZ, = C, and CIy=0—for the
long-wavelength static correlations appearing in
the kinetic equations. This simple approximation
led to the analytic expressions for magnon damping
presented in Sec. IV and, as we have just seen,

‘provides an adequate description of the experi-
mental results for spin waves of wave vector g*
s 3/K. The adequacy of this approximation implies
that to a good approximation the thermodynamical-
ly important fluctuations at low temperature are
indeed those associated with variations in the local
order and that these fluctuations are predominantly
responsible for the damping of the shorter-wave-
length magnon modes. It is possible that the pres-
ent treatment may be extended within the same
theoretical framework by improving upon the ap-
proximation (58), in particular by including ¢ de-
pendence of the partitioning of C, into longitudinal
and transverse components, This might be neces-
sary in order to quantitatively describe fluctuations
of intermediate wave vectors 1/K< g*<3/K, par-
ticularly at higher temperature where this wave-
vector region covers an appreciable portion of the
zone,

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We wish to thank the authors of Refs. 9 and 10
for providing us with preprints of their papers
prior to publication and for the use of figures from
their papers. We are grateful to G. Shirane, R. J.
Birgeneau, R. E. Watson, G. H. Vineyard,

A, Luther, and R. Silberglitt for enlightening dis-
cussions. Special thanks are due to Mrs. Marilyn
McKeown for her assistance with the computer
programming.

APPENDIX A: EXTENSION OF THEORY TO ORDERED
ANTIFERROMAGNET SYSTEMS

We briefly sketch here how the theory developed
in Sec. II may be modified in order to treat the
antiferromagnet below the ordering temperature,
in which case magnetic order sets in with the
characteristic wave vector @ =7. The principal
modification is that the quantity

F. B. MCLEAN AND M. BLUME K

v(e)= ({exp, [i [ at )] }s ) @y

is no longer diagonal in ¢ space as in the case of
the ferromagnet. In addition to the diagonal ele-
ments F&(f)= V2*({), we must also consider the
off-diagonal elements G2(¢)= V2, (¢) [and G (2)
=V, (#)]. Inwhat follows we are mainly inter-
ested in the classical antiferromagnet, though we
let the magnitude of S be arbitrary for the sake of
generality.

First, consider the limit 7=0, where the ground
state is precisely the Neél state. This case will
give us insight into the problem as well as provide
us with a point of departure for the case of finite
temperature. By direct expansion of (Al) and tak-
ing matrix elements term by term, where we take
(8%2)=55, , in the Neél state and we use Eq. (15) of
the main text for the matrix elements of 7,,., we
find for the diagonal elements

Filt)=1, Fit)=cosw,t, (A2)

where w,=2JS|sing|. The nonzero off-diagonal
matrix elements in this limit are

Gi(h=0,

1+cosg (a3)

G:(i) =+ z(m) sinw,t .

Clearly, all the dynamic information of the sys-
tem is contained in the set of functions FZ(#), Fi(2),
and G}(#), so we can restrict our study to this set.
Now we form the transverse linear combinations
fi(#), of the functions F}(#) and G}(#) such that

FEO) =% dw fX) . (A4)

Then the f :(t) represent the elementary excitations
of the system, i.e., antiferromagnetic magnons.
From (A2) and (A3) it is clear that the required
combinations are

Fi0=F A0+ ok 610 5 (a5)
for them we have simply f2(#) = e*“¢’, This is es-
sentially the Holstein—-Primakoff transformation.
We note that it is but a simple matter to go a step
further and include the presence of an external
magnetic field of Zeeman frequency w, and an an-
isotropy field w, of wave vector @=7. We can then
make solid contact with the usual 7'=0 spin-wave
theory of antiferromagnets. The diagonalizing
transformation is

[(1+w,)? = cos?q]'/?
1+cosg+wy,

fi)=Fy )+ G (1) (46)
and the eigenfrequencies are

Di=wox[(1+w,)?~cos?g]t/?, (A7)
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where the frequencies are measured here in units
of (2J9)"!. In the limits wy—~0 and w,~0, (AB) re-
duces to (A5) and wi-+w,.

We now make the extension to finite temperature
(for simplicity, without external and anisotropy
fields). First we derive equations of motion for
the functions F4(¢), F.(#), and G}(#) in a manner

]
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similar to the development in Sec. II. In particu-
lar, we take (SZ)=S5A5, ,, where A is the (local)
antiferromagnetic ordering parameter; we make
the cumulant expansion of (Al); and we use the
spin-pair decoupling and the “disentangling” ap-
proximations. The results are [corresponding to
the system (27) of the text]

. 1 ¢
FA(t)= -EZ,,, KW.J at'[Cp(t=t)Fi. ot =1") + CL(t=t)F 7 . (t =] FA(¢) ,

0

t
Fi(t)=id,, 0.nSAGL(E) -Eq,j dt' (3K Co(t = t)F2. . (= )F i(t)
0

+[CL(=1) =6y SPA%| [K o Fy o (= t)F5(t) + Ky runGge o nt= )G ()]}, (AB)

Git)=1i7,

+[CL(t-1) -6, .S?A%[K,

where we recall
qut':(Jql _Jq-a')(Jq' —Jq) . (Ag)

The corresponding equations for Iv";(t) and é;(t) are
the complex conjugates of the equations for F;(t)
and G}(#), respectively. Thus, we have a highly
coupled system of equations linking the F- and G-
functions as well as the different wave vectors of
the zone. We note that the initial conditions in
(A8) are F2(0)=1 and GZ(0)=0. We note further
that in the limit 7=0 (A =1) we recover the solu-
tions (A2) and (A3), and in the limit 7— « (A=0),
we have G(f)~ 0 and Egs. (A8) reduce to the single
equation (43) of Sec. III. For intermediate tem-
peratures we must in general solve the full sys-
tem of Eqs. (A8). Even though we are interested
in the time-dependent correlation functions C j‘(t),
which are related to the F functions simply by
C2(t) = C2 F(¢) for the classical case, we must also
solve for the G functions along with the F functions.
In this regard it is instructive to consider the
moments of the spectral functions C:(w). From
(A8) and the initial conditions on F%(¢) and G(¢),
we find that the first and all odd order moments of
C#(w) vanish, which simply implies that the spec-
tral functions are even functions in . For the
second moment, given by (w?),=— 1'5‘:(0), we find

(2)y=20p Ky (CE +3CL) . (A10)

The sole effect of the G functions is to produce
(2784 sing)? when we differentiate the first term
on the right-hand side of the equation for F}(#),
which cancels the contribution arising from the
term g, ,,,SZAZ in the second expression on the
right-hand side. The result (A10) is precisely of

t
o, SAF (D) _EJ At {3Ky g, C oo (t =¥ )F2_ o, (t= )G )
e 0

eryate1G g U= VF )+ Ky g o F i ot = )G HE Y,

r

the same form as for the ferromagnet, for which
case the G functions are identically zero. (The
second moments are of course not the same for
the ferromagnet and antiferromagnet as the static
correlations C, differ in the two cases.) Thus, ex-
cept for the cancellation mentioned above, the G
functions do not enter explicitly into the calcula-
tion of the second moment, However, they do en-
ter explicitly in the fourth- and higher-order mo-
ments, which may be seen easily by iterating Eqgs.
(A8) once.

At low but finite temperatures such that K
=1Jy|/T> 1, matters simplify to a great extent.
In fact, we can derive equations for the antiferro-
magnet which are of exactly the same form as the
Eqgs. (77)—(81) of Sec. V, which were derived there
for the ferromagnet at low temperature. We make
use of the fact that at low temperature the system
does not depart far from the Neél state (in a local
sense). Therefore, we begin by assuming that the
diagonalizing transformation (A5) for the T=0 case
is also a good first approximation at low but finite
temperature. We take advantage of the fact that
the static correlation function C = (. < §q) for the
antiferromagnet is peaked sharply around g =7 with
a spread of the order Ag~1/K, and analogous to the
ferromagnet at low temperature, we take C;=0
and C%= C, for the long-wavelength fluctuations
lg-mlZ1/K. Making the Ansatz

fiD=e*tFI(),

where w,=2J54 |sing|, we find the resulting equa-
tion for the envelop function F,,T(t), subject to the
requirement that the approximations we make pre-
serve the second moment (A10). [Note that the

(A11)
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second moment of F;(t) is also the second moment
of fi(#).] After a rather lengthy but straightfor-
ward calculation, we find in a manner similar to
the corresponding derivation for the ferromagnet
that FT(#) satisfies the equation

FT(t)=- fot ar kL(t-tFI(t), (A12)
where
kI() = (E,,, Ko Cp F2 (1) - wf) FI(@). (A13)

We note again that our diagonalizing procedure
for finite temperature correctly produces the first
two moments of the spectral function [correct with-
in the framework of the general theory Egs. (A8)].
Thus, at low temperature where the magnon lines
are sharp and are adequately characterized by the
first two moments, our procedure is justified.
Only as the temperature is raised and the spectral
lines broaden sufficiently do the higher order mo-

“ ments play a significant role in determining the line
shape. Then errors arise from using (A12) rather
than the general system of Eqs. (A8). But then
the whole concept of local order as discussed in
this paper begins to break down also. It is prob-
ably safe to conclude that the use of (A12) is justi-
fied as long as the concept of local order is valid,
particularly in view of the agreement between our
theory and experiment.

APPENDIX B: OTHER EXTENSIONS OF THEORY

The formal theory of Sec. II was developed ex-
plicitly for the case of an isotropic-Heisenberg ex-
change Hamiltonian with magnetic ordering pres-
ent. However, essentially the same formalism
applies with only minor modification to any system
having an axis of quantization. Here, for the sake
of completeness, we discuss briefly the modifica-
tion necessary to treat three such cases of practi-
cal interest.

a. Isotropic Heisenbevg system with applied ex-
ternal magnetic field. In addi_‘Eion to the spin inter-
action Hamiltonian H=-13, S, §,, we have the
Zeeman term H,=—wq2; S, where wq=gugh®™,
with %°*! being the magnitude of the applied exter-
nal field, g the gyromagnetic ratio, and ujz the
Bohr magneton., The direction of the applied field
is taken to be the positive z axis, as is, of course,
the direction of any magnetic order present in this
case. It is easily found that the effect of H, is to
simply add the contributions ¥iw,55:(#) to the equa-
tions of motion for 65%(f). [See Eq. (11).] These
additions are incorporated without change in the
formal structure of the theory by letting

gt St (B)~ = by, gt +JgqrSZ_ o (1) (B1)

in the 7 matrix [Eq. (15)] in the final results for
the coupled equations of motion for the F functions

F. B. MCLEAN AND M. BLUME
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[Egs. (27)], the equation for FZ(#) remains the
same but the terms ¥ iwoF(#) are added to the
right-hand sides of the equations for Fq*(t).

b. Anisotropic Heisenbevg Hamiltonian. For
the case of axial symmetry around the z axis the
Hamiltonian is

1

H==3
The only difference now in the development is that
we must keep track of the components of the ex-
change interaction. Again, we can write the equa-
tion of motion for Gég‘(t) in the same manner as
Eq. (13), but where the components of the matrix
B, (t) are now

25 (75,8585 +7,(S18%+5389)] . (B2)

JTESE () ~IHS .0 0
B =\ = 2T TES;. . () 0 IS L0 |,
0 JEES - () —JTESZ_ .(2)
(B3)
where
JEE=g%=J8 . . (B4)

The resulting equations of motion for F ‘:(t) are

2 aq’

£
IJ‘g(t)=_l 2o K“’f at'[Cu(t=t)F:_ o (t=1)
0

+CL(E=)F; (- F:@),
Fi()=iJTESAF :(2)
¢ (B5)
_Eq,f at' {3K2CL (-t F2_ . (t=1)
0

+ KD [CE(t=t') =8, 05747
XF;_ o=V} Fi),
Fy0)=[Fia)],
where '

(1) _ 7TT LT
Kaq’ -Jtz,a-a’Jq-q’.a ’

K2 =gLt JIT (B6)

@a-¢'Ya-¢c"ya?

3) _ 7TL
K;q’._J

,q - a'Jg'fq',

¢. Reduced dipolar Hamiltonian.
of pure interacting dipoles, it has been shown'
that with the application of an external magnetic

field the Hamiltonian can be put into the form

For a system
43,44

H=H,+H,+H', (B7)

where H, is the Zeeman Hamiltonian, H; is the so-
called truncated or reduced dipolar Hamiltonian,
and H' contains the truncated off-diagonal terms
of the dipolar interaction. The reduced Hamil-
tonian is of the anisotropic Heisenberg form (B2)
with
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JE = o (1 - 3cosaeiz) JT 7 (1 -3 c0526;£>
H L&Y Vo2 Vi ’
(B8)

where y=guy and 6,, is the angle T,; makes with the
direction of the applied field. If the strength of
the dipole interaction is weak compared with the
Zeeman energy splitting, then the effect of H, is to
broaden the transitions between adjacent Zeeman
levels (as induced for example in magnetic reso-
nance experiments with an alternating rf magnetic
field of frequency ~w, applied perpendicular to the
static field). The effect of H' enters only in sec-
ond order in perturbation theory and leads primari-
ly to “forbidden” transitions between the zero-or-
der Zeeman states; it is seen in resonance experi-
ments as weak satellite lines separated by w, from
the primary Zeeman transition at w =wy. Thus, if
we are interested only in calculating the shape of
the primary resonance line, we can omit H' from
the Hamiltonian (B7). We are then led to a com-
bination of the two previous cases. In particular,
in Egs. (B5), we need only add the terms ¥ iwoF (#)
to the right-hand sides of the equations for F":(t).
We note that an isotropic-exchange Hamiltonian
may be added to (B7) without changing the discus-
sion, and hence exchange narrowing can be in-
cluded.

APPENDIX C: CALCULATION OF EXACT SECOND
MOMENT FOR CLASSICAL CHAIN

We compute the second moment of the spin-fluc-
tuation spectrum of the classical chain directly
from its definition

. .
()= - (d F,(t)) __C0) 1)
t=0

dt® c, '’
where C, = (§_q - §,) is given by Eq. (41). We con-
sider only the case of the isotropic-Heisenberg
chain with nearest-neighbor interactions,
H==J,2,8+§,,,. As all directions are equiva-
lent for the macroscopic-ensemble average, we
write (C1) as

(w?y==-C2(0)/C, (c2)

where C%=4%C, and C? is given in terms of spatial
correlation functions as

w1 .
C:=ﬁ 25, (8584, ) et

-~ D (SilIST s, B HD e, (C3)

where we have utilized the equations of motion ié;
=[ S%, H]. From the equal-time spin commutation
relations, we find that the quantities (S%5%) can

be expressed in terms of certain four-spin correla-
tion functions of the general form

1177

Cg;rs("’, r' ) r')= (S?Sirsli'fr«»r'siw +r'+r"> s
(ca)

where «, B, 7, 6 denote the indices +, z, — and 7,
7', #'’ are non-negative integers denoting the rela-
tive spin locations along the chain., Without loss
of generality we have labeled the first spin in (C4)
as one, and we close the chain with periodic bound-
ary conditions so that Sy, = S;.

The quantities (C4) can be computed exactly—for
the classical case only—using the transfer matrix
technique®®*® along the lines used by Fisher® in
calculating the two spin-static correlations. Using
the abbreviated notation C*' =C%) (v, +/, »'') we
write (C4)

1
c‘4)=EJ'dszle92---

- BH 14 &
XJ‘ dQNe . stlﬁl.;+rsl+rtr'sl+r+r'+r"

1 .
=Zfd91fdnz---

x j dQuy A(Sy, Sz) A(Sz, Sg) -+ + A(Sy, )

]
XS?S%"SLr +r’sl+r+r’+r“ ’ (Cs)

where @, is the solid angle corresponding to the
direction of S;, Z is the partition function

Z=fd91fd92“ . fdQNe-BH
= [a, [dQ,---
x [ a9y A(Sy, S)A(S:, S3) - -+ AlSy, S1) (C6)
and A(S, §’) is the transfer matrix defined by
A(S, ') = ek8 8
=2, W MYT(S)YI(S) . (o))

Here, K=8J,, Y™S)are the spherical harmonics,
150 and m is summed from -/ to +/, and the
eigenvalues ), are given by X, = (- 1)*j,(4K), where
j;(iK) are the spherical Bessel functions having
purely imaginary arguments. (For convenience
we differ somewhat in notation in this appendix
from the main text by letting K be a signed param-
eter, the sign being that of J,.) We can carry out
immediately all angular integrations in (C5), ex-
cept those over dQy, dQy,,, dQy,,., , and

A3,y ,pe.pee s Using the orthonormality of the Y7'’s

Jao vy Q)Y (R)=6,416pme (c8)
to obtain

C(4) =

E 1121304

7\ N ANy arlay?!
N NPy My
mymamgmy

1
z

x| ae vyt seymt
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fdﬂY 1*g8ym Jdayma*s’Yi';“

xI aQyystsyys  (C9)
and
Z=2,2\ . (c10)

As N—- o, the ratio (A, /xg)¥ -0 for /51, and we
have Z=2} and N~ A, in (C9). Hence C* becomes

A r r r't
C(4) =Z;lllgl <M) (M) <Z\L3.> J’d\n Yg*sa Y;nll
mymamg \ A0/ \ o Ao
X J e Y',"ll*sBYy‘;I A YTEFS” YT8

><f aypsstyy. (C11)

Making the correspondence +-1, z-0, and —— -1
we note that S¢ is given in terms of Y { as

se=pEryeQ), (c12)
where b'=~V2, 8°=1, b'=V2, Substituting
(C12) into (C11) and using ¥J=1/v4n, we can
carry out two more of the angular integrations,
again using the orthonormality condition (C8), ob-
taining

C(4) 4’” Baﬁyﬁzl s ( 1)"‘2( )r+rl' (Al_z)r
9 2 Xo

Ao

JdQYlYBY fdQY”YlY, , (C13)

where B*#®=p%pfp"p® and I, is summed from zero
to two.

The two remaining angular integrals can be ex~
pressed in terms of the 3 n~j symbols of Wigner in
the following manner?®-*8;

1/2
fdsz YR YRy = ((211’“ 1)@l 1) @l 1))

47
L I U3 (l1 I Zs) .
X(O 00 my Mg Mg : (C14)
We then have

Cc@w - gesrs(M et
Ag

X<11z>(111)(111>(11 z)
000/ \apm/\000/\ys - ’

(C15)

T 1) 22 1)(—}&)"

But
111
(o 0 o) =0
(corresponding to the fact that [dQ YT1Y72Y]8=0),
and therefore the /=1 terms drop out. The [=0

(BN}

contribution reduces to

A 7 vt
3B (ﬁ) Ba,-80y,.5(=1)**7 . (C16)
Upon making use of the facts
11 2V _2
000/ 15°
(c1m)

(1 1 2>=0 unless m=—(a+p),
a B m

we have as our result for C%®

c¥ =4 B (ﬂ)r " [(— 1)**78,, . 46
\ 9 )\0 oy~ BY7,~8

— 1)+8 ﬁr' (1 ! 2
+6(=1) ()\0) Oqsp,-7-0 a B8 —(a+pB)

(5 5 —gag))- ©9

To express our result in a more compact form, we
introduce a 3x3 matrix D whose elements D, are
defined by

Dmf(; ﬁ13 -<f.+m)

With this definition and evaluating the correspond-
ing Wigner symbols, the matrix D is given ex-

plicitly by
1 %
1
D=\7=5 —\/%_ ‘/2_
JEo-r o

with the rows and columns labeled in the order +,
0, —. Our final result for C? is

by rertt
Cm4t3)76(7': 7, v") =%_Bw576 <;‘—;‘> [(_ 1)a+76a.-36?.-5

(C19)

(C20)

X\’
+6(=1)x+8 (i) DosDysB g 5, - - {l ,
(c21)

where, from the definition of the eigenvalues 2,,
we have

A /2o =u(K)=cothK - 1/K,

_ (C22)
A/ Mg=1=3u(K)/K .

We note in passing that (C21) applies equally well
when one or more of the »’s are zero.

It is now quite straightforward to combine Eq.
(C3) with the result (C21) to produce the correla-
tion function C%:

. 472 u(K)
_2a -
Ci= 3 (1 -cosg) . (c23)

We note that the contribution from the /52 terms
of the series in (C3) cancel exactly te zero, i.e.,
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(C23) arises solely from the terms ( Sf§;’> and
(S%8%,,) in (C3). Finally, from (C2) we obtain
the exact second moment of the classical chain
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(02 exact = 494 E(il—_u_z_)_ (1 -cosq) (1 +4® - 2ucosq) .

(C24)
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