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The one-dimensional alternating antiferromagnet with JC=2J2,,§2,, . §2,, 1+ 2J’2,,§2,, . §2n+1 is studied
for J'«J. For B~'=k 5 T« J the susceptibility is expanded in powers of the exciton density as

T AdBJJ'/T) e +BBI', J'/T)e 4 ...
X

and the coefficients 4 and B are calculated for

J'/J-0. The calculation of B(8J',0) required the evaluation of the two-exciton scattering matrix. The
interactions between excitons which affect the susceptibility are found to be repulsive. As a result, the
coefficient B is correctly predicted by the usual assumption that excitons obey localized statistics. A general
discussion relating statistics to the on-shell forward-scattering ¢ matrix enables one to understand the
difference between the statistical properties of spin waves and excitons. For opposite-spin excitons an
attractive bound state is found to exist for all values of total momentum. Perturbation theory in J'/J is
used to calculate the single-exciton dispersion relation at zero temperature as E (k)= (2J +5J"3/32J?)
—(J /2T =5773/320) cosk —(J'*/4T 4T /8J?) costk —(J /8T %) cos’k.

I. INTRODUCTION

It is well known that almost all three-dimension-
al models are intractable, Although a number of
two-dimensional models have been solved exactly,
most of these are related to the Ising model, which
has a discrete eigenvalue spectrum. On the other
hand, even rather complicated one-dimensional
systems have been treated exactly.? Perhaps the
most important such model is the one-dimensional
Heisenberg antiferromagnet, for which several
ground-state properties have been calculated.?
Another example closely related to the present
work is the description of the two-spin-wave states
in a ferromagnet.? For the ferromagnet, the
three-dimensional case is rather complicated,
whereas the one-dimensional case can be treated
in terms of simple functions. The situation is sim-
ilar with regard to the two-exciton states and, as
we shall see, simple explicit results can be ob-
tained in one dimension.

In the past, theoretical interest in one-dimen-
sional systems was confined to workers in statis-
tical mechanics, since it was hard to find real sys-
tems which conformed to such theoretical models.
However, recently a number of one-dimensional
systems have been studied experimentally, 5™ and
this activity has stimulated theorists to consider
more complicated models. In view of the recent
interest in the tetracyanoquinodimethan salts’ we
have treated the alternating Heisenberg antiferro-
magnet in one dimension. This model differs from
the usual Heisenberg antiferromagnet in that the
exchange integrals alternate periodically between
two values J and J’. Thus the Hamiltonian for this
system may be written as

50= 2720 S5+ Sppeg + 277 22 Spn* Soper (1.1)
n n

7

This model has been studied previously by many
authors, 872 and the results of noninteracting exci-
ton theory have been fully investigated. Here we
shall study the extent to which such results are
modified by interactions between excitons.

In the present paper we shall be concerned with
this model in the “exciton limit,” in which J>J’,
In this limit the ground state consists essentially
of pairs of spins each of which forms a state of
total spin zero due to the antiferromagnetic ex-
change interaction J. Localized excitations in
which one or more pairs have total spin one are
broadened into exciton bands by the J’ exchange
interactions. The objectives of the present paper
are, first, to calculate the single-exciton disper-
sion relation to as high order in (J'/J) as is con-
venient and, second, to calculate the second virial
coefficient for the susceptibility of the exciton gas.
Whereas properties may be calculated correctly to
the first order in the exciton density using simple
noninteracting-exciton theory, the second-order
terms depend on exciton-exciton interactions, and
these effects are conveniently described by the
second virial coefficient.'® The properties of this
model in the “regular limit,” i.e., when |J -J’|
«J, will be discussed in a future publication.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we
give a general discussion of the structure of per-
turbation theory and of the type of results one can
expect for the model, Here we discuss the con-
struction of an effective Hamiltonian 5¢{% for the
manifold of states containing n excitons. In gener-
al 3" is given by an infinite series in the param-
eter (J'/J). In Sec. III we study the scattering of
two excitons using 52} to lowest order in (J'/J).
Here we include in addition to the terms given in
Eq. (1.1) also those describing the interaction with
an external magnetic field and we introduce anisot-
ropy by replacing J by an anisotropic exchange

3166



7 ALTERNATING LINEAR HEISENBERG ANTIFERROMAGNET:... 3167

integral, It is shown that for the total spin m of
the two colliding excitons equal to 2 or 1, the exci-
ton-exciton interactions are repulsive, whereas
for m =0 they are mainly attractive. In all cases,
since we work in one dimension, these interactions
give rise to bound states of two excitons. In Sec.
IV the results of the preceding section are special-
ized to the isotropic model, and the zero-field sus-
ceptibility is calculated as a power series in the
exciton density. The term which is second order
in the density shows that the combined effects of
dynamic and kinematic interactions do not differ
markedly from what one would find using a hybrid
picture in which the excitons obey a noninteracting-
exciton dispersion relation, but also obey statistics
of the localized type rather than of the Fermi or
Bose type. Here we derive a general condition for
the validity of localized statistics in terms of qua-
siparticle 1nteractions. In Sec. V we present re-
sults for GCe,,, the effective Hamiltonian for the
single-exciton manifold, including effects up to
third order in perturbation theory in (J'/J). The
resulting dispersion relation and bandwidth coin-
cide with the usual noninteracting result® only to
first order in (J'/J). These calculations can be
used to calculate the first virial coefficient for the
susceptibility for J’/J <3. Finally, our results

and conclusions are summarized in Sec, VI,

In Appendix A we use Bethe’s ansatz'* to obtain
the eigenvalue condition for two parallel spin exci-
tons, and show that the treatment of Ref. 8 is in
error. Appendix B contains the details of the scat-
tering calculation for antiparallel spins. In Appen-
dix C a technique suggested by Bloomfield®® for
analyzing singular integrals is used to simplify the
expressions for the two-exciton scattering matrix,
Finally, Appendlx D contains the details of the cal-
culation of Zr(ie” discussed in Sec. V.

II. QUALITATIVE CONSIDERATIONS

The purpose of this section is to give a general
qualitative discussion of the properties of the mod-
el of Eq. (1.1). For J'=0, it is clear that the sys-
tem consists of independent pairs of spins antifer-
romagnetically coupled, so that for each pair a
total-spin-zero singlet ground state lies at an en-
ergy 2J below the total-spin-one triplet excited
state. The susceptibility x is then given by

xT/NC=3p/(1+3p) , (2.1)

where C is the Curie constant: C=2g%u%/3ks,
where gup/h is the gyromagnetic ratio of the spins,
and also in Eq. (2.1) p=e™®*’, where 8= (k5T)™.
Thus at low temperatures, p <1 and then p is ap-
proximately proportional to the density of excitons.
For p<1, i.,e., at low exciton density, one may
write

XT/NC=3p-9p%+... . (2.2)

To proceed further, let us introduce the sim-
plest possible approximation, namely, we neglect
terms in J’ which do not conserve the number of
excitons. Within this approximation the number of
excitons is a good quantum number, and the energy
levels of the system can be written

Em;N)=Eg+2n+d'¢n,\) , (2.3)

where E; is the ground-state energy, X is a quan-
tum number labeling the particular n-exciton state,
and ¢(n, )) is a dimensionless energy obtained
from JCf,?, In this case JCG,, consists of the secular
terms involving J’. The neglected terms in JCm
which do not conserve the number of excitons will
modify 3(322'} by the addition of terms of relative
order (J'/J)", with »>2. For n=1, the well-known
result is that exciton eigenstates are labeled by a
wave vector and a spin-projection quantum number,
and that in zero field one has®®

E(1; B, m)=Ey+2J ~-J' coska , (2.4)

where a is the separation between pairs. Hence-
forth we shall set a=1. Intuitively, one might ar-
gue that for J'#0 Eq. (2.1) should be generalized
to read

XT 3p eBJ'cosk
NC™N % 1+3peP ™ (2. 52)

so that when p<<1, one can write

XT/NC=3pA(BJ") - 9p®A(2BJ )+ ... | (2. 5b)
where
ABJ ") =N 25 Pl ok | (2.6)
]

In fact, Lynden-Bell and McConnell justify writing
Eq. (2.5a) by arguing that excitons do obey local-
ized statistics.®

By obeying localized statistics, we mean that the
thermal occupation number »,(k) is given by

Nplk) = (PE® 4 3)T (2.7a)
peBJ' cosk
nnlk) = T3 3pc™7 & - (2.7b)

This expression is to be contrasted to the corre-
sponding results for bosons and fermions, which
are

Nk p=(ePF® 1)1 | (2. 8a)
nn(R) =P 4+ 1) (2. 8b)

respectively. If triplet excitons are imagined to
obey Bose or Fermi statistics, then the suscepti-
bility is given by

XBT 3P eBJ'cosk
NC-N & W= pb =y - (2.92)
XFT_§_P__ eBJ cosk
NC N 5 (1+pe’ sk » (2.9D)
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in the respective cases. The corresponding low-

density expansions are
x5T/NC = 3pA(BJ") + BpPA(2BT ) ++ o+,
XrT/NC =3pA(BJ") - 6p?A(28") =+ .

From Eqgs. (2.5b) and (2.10) it is clear that statis-
tics affect the p? (and higher-order) terms in X.
The type of statistics quasiparticles obey can be
thought of as arising from so-called “kinematic”
interactions. When J’ is nonzero, there are in
addition “dynamic” interactions due to the fact that
two excitons no longer propagate like two indepen-
dent quasiparticles.

These considerations motivate our approach to
this question, which is to calculate X in the low-
density limit as a power series in the density of
excitons:

XT/NC =3pA(BJ") + p?B(BT") ++++ . (2.11)

The result B(8J')= - 9A(28J’) would then be an indi-
cation that localized statistics are appropriate:

see Eq. (2.5b). In contrast, the result B(8J')

=+ (or -) 6A(28J") would indicate that we should
use Bose (or Fermi) statistics.

In order to evaluate the second virial coefficient
B(BJ’), it is necessary to treat the interactions of
two excitons. This we do exactly insofar as the
secular terms in J’ are concerned. Presumably,
inclusion of nonsecular terms would not qualitative-
ly affect the results inasmuch as they lead to con-
tributions to 3¢} of order (J'/J) smaller than the
secular terms.

According to conventional wisdom, the best ap-
proximation is to use localized statistics to de-
scribe triplet excitons. This is clearly correct at
high temperature (8J’ <<1), when incoherent delo-
calization becomes unimportant. For low tempera-
tures this conclusion is based on rather superficial
evidence. In particular this result is obtained in
Ref. 8 by considering the problem of excitons in-
teracting via a hard-core repulsion. However, it
is quite obvious that such a calculation, even if it
were correct, would not be definitive, because for
the spin-3 Heisenberg ferromagnet spin waves are
subject to the same hard-core repulsion when they
attempt to visit the same site, and yet, as Dyson'®
has shown for the three-dimensional case, long-
wavelength spin waves interact quite weakly. It is
this lack of interaction which validates classifying
spin waves as bosons. In fact, as shown in Appen-
dix A, the treatment of the hard-core exciton gas
given in Ref. 8 is incorrect. Thus, while it is
clear that localized statistics must be correct at
high temperature, it is an open question as to which
statistics are correct at low temperatures when
only low-energy long-wavelength excitons are ex-
cited.

(2.10a)

(2.10b)

At low temperatures our result should depend de-
cisively on the interactions between low-energy
long-wavelength excitons. In fact, one can discuss
this problem in a general way. For repulsive dy-
namical interactions, as is the case for parallel
spin excitons, or for the case of weakly attractive
interactions, localized statistics are found to be
appropriate. For strongly attractive interactions,
bound states of two excitations are formed; there
is attraction in momentum space, and no indepen-
dent quasiparticle statistics can describe the two-
excitation manifold. Finally, when, as for spin
waves, the attractive dynamical interactions are
just strong enough to balance the effects of the
hard-core interaction, no interference effects oc-
cur in momentum space and Bose statistics are ap-
propriate.

These ideas are confirmed by our explicit numer-
ical calculation of B(B8J’) which shows that B(8J’)/
A(28J’) tends to the value —9 in both the high- and
low-temperature limits. At intermediate tempera-
tures the ratio is found to be not very different
from -9, so that our conclusion is that excitons
approximately obey localized statistics at all tem-
peratures.

The second aim of this paper is to treat the ef-
fects which are higher order in (J’/J). In this
case, for simplicity, we study only the single-ex-
citon manifold. This calculation is tedious, but
straightforward. By successive canonical trans-
formations we obtain all terms in Z(ié}; up to rela-
tive order (J’/J)®. We can compare our results
with the version of linear-exciton theory which in-
cludes two-exciton creation and annihilation pro-
cesses, which gives9

E(1; kB, m)=Eq+2J[1-(J"/J) cosk]'/? . (2.12)

As one might expect, our result agrees with this
formula only up to first order in (J'/J).

Finally, one would like to know how rapidly the
expansion in (J'/J) is converging. Linear-exciton
theory, viz., Eq. (2.12), indicates convergence
for |J’/J| <1, and this property is undoubtedly
equivalent to the statement that the exciton spec-
trum has a gap for (J'/J) <1. For short chains,
Brinkman'” has found that perturbation theory does
converge for |J’/J| <1, Thus it is suggested that
the ratio of succeeding terms in the (J'/J) expan-
sion is of order 1(J'/J), and hence that our results
may be useful as long as (J'/J) is smaller than,
say, z.

III. SCATTERING STATES OF TWO EXCITONS
A. Construction of the Boson Hamiltonian

The model we consider is described by the
Hamiltonian,

5= 2 23850+ Sypey + D21 (S5 + Sp)?



7 ALTERNATING LINEAR HEISENBERG ANTIFERROMAGNET:... 3169

(e Shpt) + 2T 20 80n Somar. (3.1)
n n

For the case of J' <<J which we consider, one may
visualize the Hamiltonian as describing a linear
system of N unit cells, in each of which there are
two spins with S=3. Spins in the same unit cell
are strongly coupled via an antiferromagnetic
Heisenberg exchange interaction scaled by an en-
ergy J, whereas exchange coupling between differ-
ent unit cells is scaled by the much smaller energy
J’'. Dipolar interactions®® are included insofar as
they are described by the second term, where D
would then be of order g2u%r3®, where 7, is the sep-
aration between spins in the same unit cell, More
generally, D may be viewed as an anisotropic ex-
change constant. Finally, the third term in Eq.
(3.1) is the energy of the spins in an external mag-
netic field.

To treat the low-density (of excitons) limit, we
map the spin Hamiltonian of Eq. (3.1) into a boson
Hamiltonian via the following transformation:

\/2_'5}2'":01." (1 _Nn) - (1 “N" Catyn

+(c nContchnCa,n , (3.22)
VZ Sppy==cla(1=N)+(1=Npcoy,,
+(c],nCo,n+C4,nCat,m) »  (3.2D)
Son=(Ssa)", (3.2¢)
Sine= (St (3.2d)
25%,= = cg,n(1=N,) = (1 = N,) cq,»
+lelneyn—clinca,m, (3.2e)
28501 =3l = N) + (1= N,) o,
+lelnCin—clinca,,, (3.2

where N,,=Z,,,c:',._,,c,,,,,,. The operator cI,,,,, creates
an (S=1), (S*=m) exciton in the nth unit cell. Al-
though these substitutions reproduce the matrix
elements of the spin operators in the states for
J

which no site has more than one exciton, they also
give finite results when two or more excitons are
present on a single site. To eliminate these spuri-
ous states, we shall add to the Hamiltonian a re-
pulsive interaction of the form

3T 20 chncChinCutn Coyn (3.3)

mynt ,n
and the limit 7 - « will be taken,
When the expressions of Eq. (3.2) are substituted
into Egs. (3.1) and (3. 3), the result can be written
as

=5+ V , (3.4)
where 3G is
o= 23 (27 + Dm? —hm - J' cosk) ¢l x Cmr,  (3.52)
Rym
3= 25 E k) Chn Compe » (3. 5b)
Rym
where c}, , creates an (S*=m) exciton wave:
cha= N2 et el (3.6)
n

There are various terms in V, There are those
which conserve the number of excitons, i.e.,
those which commute with 3¢;. In the usual nomen-
clature these are called secular terms, and they
will be denoted V4. As mentioned in Sec. II, the
nonsecular terms lead to effects which are higher
order in (J’/J). The effects of these terms on the
single-exciton manifold will be considered in Sec.
V. Here we neglect such effects and set

ZC=3€0"'Vsec . (3-7)
It may be seen that V;ec commutes with the total z
component of spin, We can therefore classify

terms in Vg according to the total z component of
spin of the colliding excitons:

+2
V”c=2 ma=2 V::‘c) . (3.8)

Within the manifold of two-exciton states we find
that

@) _ 15N t T + 1 h t 1 1
Veee= 2 2 (cl,n C1,nC1,n C1,me1+C1,n Ci,n+1 C1,n+1 C1 me1+C1,ne1 Cionet Ciymet C1ontC1ynet C1n C1,n Ciygm
n

t t LS5 ot t
+Ci,n+t C1,n C1,me1 Cl,n)+'2_TL’ Ci,nCi,nCi,nC1,n> (3.9a)
n

W_1 g t ot t ot ot + 1
Veet=3J'23 (] n Cd,n Com Ctomet +C1om €O nst Comet C1ymet +C1ym €3 mot Coyn C1,met +COyn C1ymet Copmet Coym
n

t 1 t t t ot t ot
+C1,n+1 Co,n+1 Co,met C1,n+ €1 net Coun Co,n C1,n+Coum €1, C1,n Co,m+1+Co,n C1,net C1,ynet Co,net

1 t ¥ 1 ot
+Cg,n+1 C1,m41 C1,me1 Coyn+Co,net Ci,n C1,yn Coyn) + T. C1,nC0,n C1,n Co,n s
n

(3.9b)

©0)_ 1 g2 t ot t ot t t t t
Veoe=z2J 2 (cl,n Cain Ca1yn Cron+1 +C1yn Cugynet Cugymed Clons1 +C1ymet Cotymet Cagomet CryntCeonet Cagyn Ctyn C1yn
n

t t t t t t t t
+Cap,n+1 C1,n+1 C1,m#1 CogyntCuy 1 C1n C1n Cotyn+Cay n C1,n C1yn Cut yme1 +Cutyn C1,n+t Ciymed Ceyymst
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T t t t t t t T t t
"cl,n C-l,ml Cl,n c-l,ml —'C-l,n Cl,m-l C-l,n cl,n+1+cl,n C-l,n+1 CO,n cO,n*1+cl,n+l c-l,n CO.rx CO,ml +Co,n c(),n cO.n cﬂ.ml

Tt t t T T
+Co,n Co,n+1 Co,n+1 Co,n+1+Co,n+1 Co,n+1 Co,n+1 Co,ntCo,n+1 Co,n Co,n Coun

t t t ot SNt ot 1t .t
+Co,n+1 Co,n C1,n+1 C=1,ntCo,n Co,n+1 C1,n C-1,n+1)+ T2 (cl,n Cai,n C1,n Ce1,n*+2Co,n Co,n Co,n Co,n) .
n

Expressions for Vi) and V52 can be obtained
from those given for Vi) and V{2, respectively, by
changing the signs of all the spin-projection quan-
tum numbers on the boson operators. In writing
Eq. (3.9) we have dropped terms involving six ex-
citon operators, since they have no effect on states
with less than three excitons.

The next step in the calculation of the two-exciton
states is to write down the equation for the scatter-
ing matrix ¢ for each of the channels characterized
by a given value of m. These equations are sche-

matically of the form

t=V+VGi, © (3.10)

where V is the interaction and G describes two-
particle propagation. Since the dependence on the
sign of m is trivial, we will consider only the val-
ues m=2, 1, and 0.

It is useful to have a qualitative picture of exci-
ton-exciton interactions. For instance, consider
the case m =2, in Eq. (3.9a). The hard-core re-
pulsion T moves the states with two excitons onthe
same site to infinite energy in the limit 7= «,
The first four terms proportional to J' in Eq.
(8.9a) then becomes irrelevant, since they de-
scribe coupling to the infinite-energy states. The
remaining term,

1 4 T T
320 C{ gt €10 C1pmet C1pn s (3.11)
n

is a repulsive term. Thus, in addition to the hard-
core or kinematic repulsion, excitons have a dy-
namic repulsion when they are on neighboring
sites. Since we are working in one dimension, we
expect these interactions to lead to repulsive bound
states. For m =1 the analogous dynamical terms
are

%J’E (CI,,, Cg’,,q Co,n C1,n+1 +Cg,n Cz,ml Ci,n Co,ml)

" (3.12)

and the effect of these is similar to those for m = 2.
For m =0 the dynamical terms are

1y 1 T t T
zd E (- Ci,nCa1,n+1 C1,n Ca1,n+1 —Ca1,n C1,n+1 C=1,n C1,n+1
n

+CI,n Czl,ml Co,n Co,n+1+CI1,n CI,nu Co,n Co,n+1
+Cr§,n Ca,m Ci,n+1 C-1,n+cé,n C;,ml Cutyn+1 C1,n) .
(3.13)
In this case there are some attractive static inter-
actions, and we expect these to give rise to attrac-
tive bound states.

(3.9¢)
T
B. Solution for m=2
In terms of exciton waves we may write
1
V(Z) - @) ’
sec oON K,pz,)p’ VK (P’p)
t 1
XC1,k /24 C1,k [2+p C1,K [2wp* C1,K [2=p 5 (3.14)
and comparison with Eq. (3.9a) yields
VE(p,p")=T+2J' cossK(cosp + cosp’)
+dJ' cospcosp’ . (3.15)

The ¢ matrix for m = 2 then obeys Eq. (3.10),which
in this case reads

K25, =V (5,0 + 5 2 VE bR,

1
X - E\3K+p")-E (3K -p"") *

(3.186)

This equation is represented diagrammatically in
Fig. 1, and we shall adhere to the convention that

(3.17a)
(3.17b)

ki=3K+p' ;
ky=3K-p" .

Ry = 3K + p;
ky= 3K - p;

Additional momenta will be introduced by double-
primed variables in conformity with Egs. (3.17).
When clarity requires, we shall use the momenta
By, ks, ki, k3, and the associated spin projections
as arguments of the # matrix. Equation (3.16) is
an integral equation with a kernel which is the sum
of separable terms, and as such, it is solved by
an ansatz of the form

txe(p,p’)=A+ Bcosp+C cosp’+Dcosp cosp’ .
(3.18)
The unknown coefficients A, B, C, and D, which
are functions of K and z, are found by substituting
Eq. (3.18) into Eq. (3.16). The resulting equations
for the coefficients are

A=T+N12(T+2J acosp’)A+Bcosp'’)
e
x[z - Ey(p')], (3.19a)
B=J'N12; (2a+cosp’’)(A + Bcosp”’)

"

x[z - Eyy(p')]™,  (3.19b)

C=N12(T+2J acosp’’)(C+Dcosp’)
p'l
X[z = Eu(p')]™, (3.19¢)



ki ALTERNATING LINEAR HEISENBERG ANTIFERROMAGNET:... 317

K / K
ki=z +F  k =g+p ki K,
"Ny 7 AN g
N 7 AN Z
- w
/77/ \-\\ /;{ \\
s _ K / _ K ’
Kp=2—P Ko =2 P K2 K,
K| . k
\'\ K, —%-FD” //’I
&\ A
+ t
/ N
/ K V] \
/ ka=7-P N
k2 L

FIG. 1. Diagrammatic representation of Eq. (3.10) for
the ¢+ matrix. The momenta are labeled in accord with
Eq. (3.17).

D=J'+J'Nt 25 (2a+ cosp’’)(C + D cosp’’)
pll

xlz = Ey(p'M]71, (3.194)

where a=cosiK and

E ot (P)=En(zK+p) + Ep (3K - p) . (8.20)
We use the evaluations
2J'N1 20 (2 - Ey(p' )] = (e)? (3.21a)
p"
2J'N! E”cosp" [z =Ey(p")] = ()t (r - 1),
’ (3. 21b)
2J'Nt @ cos?p"[z = Eyy(p'")] = ~x(r -1)/oPr
’ (3.21c)
where
x=(z-4J~-2D+2h)/2J" , (3.22)
1’=(1—(¥2/x2)1/2 . (3.23)

In Eq. (3.23) 7 is defined to have a branch cut for
Ix| < @ on the real axis and its phase is determined
so that » -1 for large |x|.

Using the evaluations of Eq. (3.21) one may
write the solutions of Eq. (3.19) as
A=T-4J'a%+4J o?[1+x(r -1)/20]"

+T2( 2% = T), (3.24a)

B=C=2J'a[1+x(r-1)/20%]"+ 2a7J'(2J'x - T)* ,

(3. 24b)
D=J1+x(r-1)/20%] +4J%P(2J'x - T)™ .

(3. 24¢)
Thus the explicit form for ¢ is
Hz; by, Ly, 1301, 15 B3, 1) = £ p, p") = T - 4J" @

+(T+2d o) (T +2d ay’)(2J'% = T)™?

+JT1+x(r -1)/2621 2a +7)(2a+y"),
where

(3. 25)

(3. 26)

The poles at x=T7/2J’ reflect the bound states of
two excitons on a single site. These states are
eliminated in the limit 7'~ «©, Otherwise, the con-
dition for the existence of bound states is seen
from Egs. (3.24) or (3. 25) to be

r=1-2a%/x .

y=cosp, 7' =cosp’ .

(3.27)

Analysis of this condition shows that there are no
bound states for |al >3. For | @l <3 the bound-
state energy is determined by
x=1+af (3.28a)
which, according to Eq. (3.22), yields an energy
E=4J+2D~2n+2J'(5+0%) . (3.28b)

The two-exciton continuum and the location of this
bound state are shown in Fig. 2. Note that the
bound state of Eq. (3.28) lies above the continuum.
The eigenvalue condition for the scattering states
and the bound-state energy, Eqs. (3.28), are also
obtained in Appendix A using Bethe’s ansatz.*

C. Solution for m = 1
For m =1 we write

VBN 2 VP (p,p)
K,p,p'

t t
XC1,K /2+p C0,K j2-p C1,K 253" Co,K 2=p » (3.29)

\")

o~

~ 1.0

3

¥ 05

3

" o)

<

> -0.5

&

Ll -1.0 1 | |
z 70 /3 2/3 {

MOMENTUM K /T

FIG. 2. The two-exciton band for m =0 for D=0. The
repulsive bound state above the continuum emerges from
the continuum at o =4(.e., K= %), and its dispersion
relation is E=4J+2J’ (3 + cos’$K). The attractive bound
state lies below the continuum for K= 0 and its dispersion
relation is E=4J—J’ (1 +cos?4K). The band for m =0
does not have the attractive bound state and its energy
scale is shifted by replacing w by w’=w+mh— |m |D.
For m=0 and D=0, the bound-state condition, Eq. (B9)
is more complicated.
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and comparison with Eq. (3.9b) yields
VE(p,p") =T + 2J' cosiK(cosp + cosp’)

J’ cosp cosp’ —J' sinp sinp’. (3. 30)

The ¢ matrix for m =1 satisfies the equation
(1)(p pl) V(l)(p [J')+N-IE V(l) P pn)

Xt p" 0"z - Ey(3K +p"") - Eo(3K - p'")], (3.31)
which is solved by the ansatz
t8Xp,p) = ~J'Tysinp sinp’ + A’ + B cosp

+C' cosp’ + D’ cosp cosp’ . (3.32)

Here I'y describes scattering in the odd-parity
channel corresponding to total spin one and the
other coefficients describe scattering in the even-
parity channel corresponding to total spin two.
Thus it is not surprising that the coefficients A’,
B', C’, and D' are simply related to the corre-
sponding unprimed coefficients of Eq. (3.18). In
particular, the primed coefficients are obtained
from the expressions for the unprimed coeffi-
cients, Eq. (3.24), by replacing x by x’, where

x'=(z-4J-D+h)/2J" . (3. 33)
The difference in the definitions of Eq. (3.22) and

(3. 33) corresponds merely to a shift of all ener-
gies by an amount D - %, Otherwise, the even-

parity m =1 states have the same dynamics as the
m =2 states. Using Eq. (3.31) it is found that T,
satisfies the equation

-J'Ty=—J' +J'N* 2J Ty sin’p"'[z=- Eqy(p'")]™

o
(3.34)

whose solution is

To=202(202 - x'+x'v") |

where 7’ = (1 - ?/x"%)}/%, Comparison with Eq.
(3.27) shows that the bound states in the odd-parity
m =1 channel occur at the same energies as those
in the even-parity m =2 channel.

The complete expression for the m =1 ¢ matrix is

thus
Hz;ky, 15 ks, 0; Y, 15 5, 0) = 12X p, p*)

=T -4J' @+ (T+2J' ay)(T+2J' ay') (2%’ - T)™
'—1)/2a%]™

(3. 35)

+J1+x’lr

X[(2a+7)(2a+y’) - sinp sinp’]. (3. 36)

D. Solution for m =0

The case m =0 is the only one where inclusion of
the anisotropy leads to any extra complication. In
this case the scattering terms are of the form shown in
Fig., 3, and we write Vaec as

0) 1,1 n.t t
Ver=os 2J , [2VEN B, /)], k124 Cl1 k120 €1k 209 €tk j2ept + 2VRN (D, 07)¢h,k 200 €8,k 125 C1,K /2+p* Cut, K [29p"

1,0 t t ,0 t t
+ VR (D,0')C1,k 295 Cat,K 12-p Co,K /299 Co,K 20 + VE(D,0')C0,k 245 €8,k /26 Cok 1209 Cok/zep] -

Note that the potential coefficients are labled by
additional superscripts indicating the various pro-
cesses shown in Fig., 3. Comparison with Eq.
(3.9c¢) yields the following expressions for

V" (p,0"):

ViNp,p") =T +2J’ cossK(cosp + cosp’)

—-J' cosp cosp’-J' sinpsinp’, (3, 38a)
Vi'(p,p')=2J' cosp cosp’ (3. 38b)
V%Y p,p")=J’' cosp cosp’ , (3.38¢c)

¥°p,p")=T +2J’ cossK(cosp + cosp’). (3. 38d)

Likewise, the f matrix is labeled by superscripts,
and the scattering equation is now of the form

tul(p, ") = VE"(p,p")

1 "Dl IT} nll'”l 173 9
*Xr,,,z‘f,..";‘ (0, 0" thee™|(6" D)

X[Z - En"(%K"'p”) —E-u" %K_p”)]-l' (3' 39)

(3.37)

[

Again the integral equation for the # matrix has a
kernel which is the sum of separable terms. This
time it is solved by the ansatz

"'"’(P ") = = 8y,18y,1d Tog sinp sinp’ + A™"'
B""‘cosp+C"' cosp’ + D" cosp cosp’, (3. 40)

where 9, , is the Kronecker 6 function. The deter-
mination of the coefficients in Eq. (3. 40) is
straightforward, but since the details are compli-
cated, we relegate them to Appendix B.

In the case when D vanishes, the conclusions are
as follows. Since m =0 contains total spin 2, 1,
and 0, the m =0 channel has the same bound states
as the m =2 and m =1 channels. In addition, there
are bound states of total spin 0. In accord with the
discussion following Eq. (3.13) these are found to
be attractive bound states whose dispersion rela-
tion is given by (B11):

E=4J-J'(1+ &®) (3.41)
for all values of thetotal momentum as shownin Fig. 2.
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LK, Lk, LK, 0,k
\ / N\ /
N N A
/7{ N\ /;f \\\\
-1,k -1, K, -1,k 0,k,
v, Ve
0,k; Ik, 0,kK, 0.k,
7/ 7/
ol o)
/7f Xk\ /7/ \\
0,kj -1,k, 0,k 0.k,
V’I(.O VKO.O

FIG. 3. Diagrammatic representation of vggg given in
Eq. (3.37).

IV. SECOND VIRIAL COEFFICIENT FOR THE
SUSCEPTIBILITY

A. Formal Expression for the Susceptibility

In this section we shall develop an expression for
the susceptibility which includes exactly all effects
up to second order in the density of excitons.

What we wish to do is to relate the susceptibility x
to the ¢ matrix, whose explicit evaluation was per-
formed in Sec. III. To do this it suffices to calcu-
late (¢ f,,,,, cm,,,)T, since the magnetic moment is pro-
portional to Z),,,m(c,f,,,,, Cm,n)r. However, acalcula-
tion of (cf,,,,, c,,,',,>T requires knowing the tempera-
ture dependence of the exciton energy. The tem-
perature-dependent energy shift is given by the
self-energy Z which in turn can be calculated if the
t matrix is known,

The most important properties of the Green’s
functions we shall employ are the following:

Gull,t) = = i{Cmp(t) Ch o0, 0<it<B  (4.1a)
Gulk,t+iB) = Gplk, 1) , (4. 1)
Cmlk,2,)= [ Gull,t) &'t at , (4.1¢)
Gk, )= (=i8) 21 Gplk, 2,)e” " (4.1d)
Gulk, 2,) =2, = Enlk) - Zplk, 2], (4.1e)

where z,=2miv/B with v an integer. Further dis-
cussion of this formalism can be found in the liter-
ature,!®

The first step in the calculation is to relate the
self-energy to the ¢ matrix. This relation is shown
in Fig. 4 and may be written as

Zlkey, zv) = Z (1+ 6m,m’) ti [Zyl - Em'(k,)]‘l

m', kg il
X (NB)™ (2, + 2y ; ky,m; kg,m’; ky,m; kg,m’) ,

(4.2)
where we have indicated all arguments of the ¢t ma-
trix, Henceforth we shall drop the arguments in
the £ matrix describing the scattered excitons, it
being understood that only matrix elements de-
scribing forward scattering will appear in this sec-
tion. In Eq. (4.2) the factor 8, ,» comes from the
“exchange” term. Using contour integral tech-
niques and dispersion relations [cf. Egs. (4.7) and
(4. 8)], one can show that to lowest order in p,

Dlly, 2,) =N 20 (148, ) 2%k, m’)
kg

Xt(zv+Em’(k2);k17m; kayml) ’ (4- 3)

where

0k, m) = (*Em™® 1)1 (4. 4)

Since #°(k,m) is of order p, we see that =,(k,, 2,)
is also of order p.
We now evaluate #p,={Chn Cmn)1-
(4.1) we have that
= — (NB)-I Z e‘vo*Gm(kl, Z,,) )

ky v

From Eq.

(4.5)

where 0" denotes a positive infinitesimal. Using
Eq. (4. 3) for the self-energy and expanding in
powers of Z (i.e., in powers of p), we obtain

= A T e [z, ~ Btk

ky v

+Em(k1’zv)[zv"Em(kl)]_2+" . } ) (4. 63)

=1 = (N2B) 25 25 (148, ey, m")

m',v Ry Ry

xt(zu"’Em'(kZ); k!.’ m; ka m') [Z,, - Em(kl)]-zy (4- Gb)
where

—_— z N ft

m,k,z, m,k,,z,

m,k, z, m, kK, 2y

m'ka, 2,/

FIG. 4. Diagrammatic representationof Eq. (4.2). Here
m', ky, and z}, are summed over all values. Since the
t matrix includes all “ladder” diagrams, this equation
includes all diagrams for £ with the minimum number
(i.e., one) of backward, or hole, lines, and thus gives
Z correct to first order in the thermal density of excitons.
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W= N2 0k, m) .
3

To perform the sum over v in Eq. (4.6b) we use

the algorithm

F(z)dz

eBz -1
(4.7)

where C; is a counterclockwise contour surround-

ing only the imaginary axis and C, is a counter-

clockwise contour surrounding only the real axis.

In using this method it is convenient to write the

. 1 F(z)dz 1
~-B81)F R _
B Z’ @)= -2m c, e -1 2m Jo,

]

Nm=n%+ N2 25
kl,kz,m'

x(z‘a’m-‘i,}"ﬁz‘ﬁ + Blw = E plkey) = B yillep) 10y, m) [n° (g, m) + 1] = n° (g, W)]

To evaluate this expression to leading order in p we may drop terms involving extra powers of e

Thus we have

np=nS+N2 25
kl,kz,m'

where

(140, m) 7 (kg m") [-— B2(0; ky, m; by, m’) 0y, Wl)[no(kn m)+ 1]+f

+00 dw

f matrix in the form

tz; Ry, m; Ry, m”) = 103k, m; by, m”)

s +0 . . ?
+f d_w p(w9k17 m; kz,m ) , (4. 8)
o 2m zZ-w

where
plw; by, m3ky,m’)= 23 Ot(w—i00"; by, m; by, m’) .
o=kl
(4.9)

Evaluating the v sum in this fashion, we find the
result

“dw _plw; ky,m; ky,m’)

27 [w = Eplky) = E pollen) P

-0

(4.10)

~8E,, (&)

(1+ 5,,,,,,,,)(3"5“%"*1“%'"*2”(— B8t(; by, m; by, m”)

_+[

ﬂ p(w; ky, m; kZ’m,) é(w; ky, m; k27m’)) ’ (4. 11)

‘I’(O); kl’ m, kz, ml) =

The zero-field susceptibility is given as

9
Xﬁ=gzuza o (ny, —n.y) , (4.13a)
o
X=2g%u}h oL, (4. 13b)

where the derivatives are evaluated at 2=0. Use
of Eq. (4.11) for », yields

(X -Xo)T (8kpT\ 8
NC ‘( N ) on klz,w(“(}""")

Xe'B[El (k1)+ Em'(kz)]<__ ﬁt(oo; kl’ 1; k27 m’)

+f 99 o (w; ky, 1; gy ") @(w; By, 1; ka,m'>) ,

27
(4.14)
where
XoT o) '
W°5=(3kBT) —5;1 , (4.15a)
X0T_ gyt 33 0 0
=3N (&, )[R, 1) +1] , (4.15b)

eB[Em(h1)+ E po(ky)= wl + B[w _ Em(kl) _ Em'(kz)] -1 (4. 12)
[w - Em(kl) - Em’(kz)]z
[
XT3 0 A(87)+602A(280 ) ++++ , p<<l. (4.15c)

NC
B. Explicit Evaluation of the Susceptibility
From now on we shall only consider the case
D=0. It can be shown that both p(w; 1, %y; m', k)
and &(w; 1, ky; m', k) are functions of w+k(1+m’).
Consequently, the w integral in Eq. (4.14) is & in-
dependent, and we find that

&(—1%0&9)—7: =3N2% 2 (l+m)1+ 81, m)

R1,k2,m? ,

xe®E @B gty 15 ey )

+I Ew—p(w; Ry, 15 kg m)®(w; ky; kz)) s
(4.16)

where we have dropped those m labels which are
irrelevant when #=0. It is convenient to write Eq.
(4.16) as

(X =X0)T/NC=A,+Ap+Ag, 4.17)
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corresponding to the contributions from #(~), from
the poles of £, and from the continuum, respec-
tively.

Using Egs. (3.25) and (3. 36) for the ¢ matrices
at infinite energy, we obtain A, as

Ay=-— <_3_§_) D eBE(RDE (k)]
N kyska

X {5[T -4J'a®+J'(2a+7)?] -sin®%}, (4.18a)
Ap=—=3B[(5T +2J" )%+ 20J' 1,1, + 3J' 2 ], (4. 18b)
where

I,=N"1'2,cos"ke®E® | (4.19)
k

The term in Eq. (4.18b) involving T will be can-
celled by another term.,

To evaluate the pole and continuum terms, we
need to construct the spectral representation for
the # matrix, For this purpose the following dis-
persion relation is helpful:

-1) \* " dw 1
<1+—’£(§%2——)) =1+I _2:—z—w ola, w), (4.20)

where x=(z - 4J)/2J’, » isdefinedin Eq. (3.23), and

sl o) () T

2 @ \?

X 6 ( a” - (—Z—jr> )

+1'(1 -4a%0(1 -40%6(® -1J' -2a%"),

v (4.21)
where 6(x)=%(x+|x1)/x, and &=w-4J. By com-
paring this relation with Egs. (4.8), (3.25), and
(3. 36) one can construct the spectral weight func-
tions for the { matrices. In particular, if we de-
termine the residue of the ¢ matrices at the bound-
state pole and also read off the residue of the pole
at T/2J' from Eqgs. (3.25) and (3. 36), we are led
to the result

. T+2J'oz)/)2 LE (R, ) +E (o) =47 =T
A, =15N"2 25 g PE(RE ()] ( ePLE(Ry) +E (Rg) 14+8[4J+T -E(ky) - E(ky)] -1
Pl (47T~ 5ky) - T | AT - Elb) =Bk -1}
. 5(2a+7)% - (1 -¥%)][1 -40?]
N2 2 BLE (k1)+E (k) 1L 7/2 [ Y _4n2
+3N kysky ¢ 3 [A7+3 +2J a®—E(k,) - E(ky) P 61 -4a%)

X (exp{ BlE(ky) + E(ky) —4J =5 d" =2 0%} + BlaT + 3J' + 2" a® ~ E(ky) - E(ky)] 1) .

4. 22)

Note that E(k,) + E(k,) = 4J — 2J'ay, using which we see that the term proportional to AT cancels the similar

term in Eq. (4.18b).

With the help of Eq. (4.21) we evaluate the continuum contribution to A as

A3 (' _da 'y Pody(1 -y
¢ ?‘ ., (l_aa)llz . (1_72)1/2 A 1+4a2-4ay

=287 =487 LBIE (y)+E (o) 1

[5(2‘3“_7)2 _ (1 — ,ya)]e-B[E (k1) +E (k) ]

28J a 1

<(-2

In obtaining this result we transformed the w in-
tegral in Eq. (4.16) using w=4J+2J’ ay and also
the replacements

. 1 2r Tk /2
0

Rk

1 ! da f ! dy
T L A=A ) a7
(4. 24)
which are valid for integrands I(a, y) satisfying
o, v)=I(-a, -7).
Consider the y integral in Eq. (4.23). The in-
tegrand is regular at y=-vy, However, we wish
to treat the three terms in the final bracket sep-

(y+7)? Ty (y+7)2>' (4.28)

arately, because the last two terms give rise to
dispersion-relation integrals which are easily done
in closed form:

dy (1 -2

1 1
® 2n J; (y+7)1 -4day+4ad

1 1 2 2 1
_[zoy+i+6(1 -40)(a®-3) )
= < (%;+ aa+ Ol')’)(40£) ’ (4. 253.)
¢ J’l dy (1 —y%)72
21 J, (y+7)1 —day+4dd)
la®-1]
=S L (4. 25D)

8(% + o+ ay)?
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In using such singular integrals one must treat all
three terms in the final bracket of Eq. (4.23) in
the same way. To obtain Eq. (4.25) we replaced
the final bracket, denoted G(y), by 3[G(y+40%)
+G(y —i0%)]. Furthermore, for the first term in
the final bracket, we would like to interchange the
order of integration, since the y integral can be
done analytically. However, since the integrand is
singular, it is not obvious that one can interchange
J

|3

the order of integration. As Bloomfield' has
pointed out, this difficulty can be surmounted by
deforming the contour in the y integral, so that

the integrand is never singular, After the order
of integration is interchanged, the contour is re-
stored to its original shape, and one obtains a pre-
scription analogous to the Plemelj formulas, *°
This analysis is carried out in detail in Appendix
C. The result of the analysis is that

m

_15¢0% (! do 2sra-n | 120° 1 ! ay 287" (ar=1)
Ac__——fl W@ tE (l_az)uzf 1 =272 e

-1

-1

X(&I)_lﬂ + B [$ay +5+6(1 -40®)(? - D][5(2a+7)?+12-1]/D+ Iaz—%|[5(201+7')2+7/2—1]/172> )

where

D=1+4ay+4a?.

(4. 286)

(4. 27)

Collecting the results of Eqs. (4.15¢), (4.18b), (4.22), and (4. 26) we obtain

XT/NC = 3pA(BJ") + p*B(BJ') +0(p°%) ,

with

B(BJ’) = = 9A(28J ') - 15A%(BJ") - 3BJ" (2% + 101,1, + 3I%)

1

+12
7).,

(4. 28)

1
‘_d;zz)1 /zf a _d;/z)1 72 €7 {3[5(2a+7+7* 1] (1 - 40%)6(1 - 40) [e™7"P#/2 4 38J'D - 1]/ D?
-1

+3(1-93)/D+[tay+5+0(1 40 (? - D][5(2a+y)?+12-1]18J'/D + | & - §|[5(2a+¥)? +y? - 1]/D%} .

We now obtain expansions for B(8J’) in the ex-
tremes of temperature. At low temperatures, we
shall keep all contributions larger than linear in
temperature., Within this accuracy one has

I,~A(BJ"), and these are of order (8J')™*/%, Thus
Eq. (4.29) yields
B(BJ')~ -9A(28J) . (4. 30)

The high-temperature expansion is most readily
obtained by noting from Eqgs. (4.18) and (4. 23) that
A, and A¢ vanish for 8=0. Inspection of Eq. (4.22)
shows that A,=-15 for =0, Taking account of
Eq. (4.15c) we find that

B(0)=-9 .

As suggested in Sec. II, we can determine what
kind of statistics excitons obey when two-particle
collisions are included. To do this we study the
quantity

R(BJ")=B(BJ")/A(28J") .

The results of Eq. (4.30) and (4. 31) show that
R=-9 in both the low- and high-temperature lim-

(4.31)

(4. 32)

(4. 29)

[

its. Numerical evaluation of R(8 J') shows that it
remains close to its limiting value over the entire
temperature range. This is seen in Fig, 5, where
our numerical results for R(3J’) are plotted. The
conclusion is therefore that over the entire tem-
perature range excitons obey localized statistics.

- T T T T T
- -8 7
Q
N
<
~
__ -10F R
\ﬂ
Q
m
noo_ 1 I 1 1 IJ
e 0% 10" | 0 102

BY
FIG. 5. Normalized second virial coefficient R(BJ’)
=B(BJ')/A@BJ’) for the susceptibility vs BJ’. The values
of R corresponding to localized, Fermi, and Bose statis-
tics are —9, —6, and 6, respectively.
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C. Discussion of Kinematic Properties

Having obtained, via a complicated and perhaps
opaque calculation, a result which conforms to the
simple argument that momentum states cannot be
doubly occupied, it is natural to see whether such
a result can be related to the interactions between
quasiparticles. In other words, we seek to formu-
late a general criterion for the exclusion in mo-
mentum space which our explicit calculations have
established.

We shall consider only the low-temperature limit,
since it is then that the exclusion in momentum
space differs from Dyson’s result!® for a three-
dimensional spin-{ ferromagnet. To investigate
the kinematics in momentum space, we study the
quantity

Frow=(ch el p cr €2 ) - (4.33)

For simplicity, we restrict the discussion to the
m =2 manifold and will set 2=0. By a derivation
quite similar to that leading to Eq. (4.6) one obtains
the expression

Fow = (1+6k,,,:)(n°,,ng,-ﬁ]§- :/_7 [z - E(k) - E(K")]?

xt(z; k, k')), (4. 342)

Frw=0+8, ) many 1+ N-1g, ) , (4. 34b)

where #(z; B, B )=t(z; kb, 1; K/,1; B, 1; &', 1) and the
magnetic quantum numbers corresponding to the

m =2 manifold have been dropped. Note the occur-
rence of the factor N-! in the second term in Eq.
(4.34). On general grounds one can write

8k, w = NA, (R, k') + B,(, F'), (4.35)

where A, and B, are of order unity, independent of
N. True exclusion in momentum space would re-
quire that A, be nonzero, which is not possible
without long-range interactions. However, if
B,(k, k') becomes large and negative for |2~ %'| -0,
then f, ,, will display a “Fermi hole” in momentum
space.

We therefore study g, ,» for k' = k. Following the
procedure leading to Eq. (4. 16) we find that

plw; & 1; & 1)

gi,5= = BHZE(R), b k)+r 3 “Tom 3BT

-t0

(Bl W-wl_1) (4.36)

Examination of the two-particle kinematics indicates
that for a fixed total momentum K the minimum
kinetic energy, denoted w,,,, occurs for &=k =3 K,
so that for K=2k, w,,,=2E(k)=4J-2J" a. Hence,
unless p(w) has an attractive bound-state contribu-
tion, both terms on the right-hand side of Eq.

(4. 36) are related to the £ matrix at the bottom of
the two-particle continuum,

31

The behavior of the ¢ matrix at the bottom of the
band can be obtained from a simple argument. We
determine ¢ from

t=V+VGt
or
t=1-ve)1tv .

But VG has a behavior dominated by the divergence
in the one-dimensional density of states, g(w’):

(4.37a)

(4.37b)

Ve~ [, (- g dw' (4. 382)

VG~ [ wpn (@= ') (0 ~wp) ™ 2dw ,  (4.38b)

VG~i(w—wy,) 2+ const , as w~wh,, . (4.38¢)

Thus we expect that

we (4.39)

In contrast, in three dimensions one does not have
a divergent density of states and there the result

is?0

t~i(w - Winin

ne (4.40)
If we accept Eq. (4.39), we see that the first term
of Eq. (4.36) vanishes. Dimensional analysis,
taking p(w)~ (@ = wyy,)!’? from Eq. (4.39), leads to
the estimate

1~ ty+ cilw = W gy

~_pl/2
gk,k B (4'41)

indicating momentum space exclusion,

We now consider a more general interaction in
one dimension, However, to avoid becoming im-
mersed in the technical details of a general argu-
ment, we give here a simple treatment from which
the main physical results are apparent. We con-
sider the case of a lattice gas with nearest-neighbolr
interactions and a hard-core repulsion, for which

V=172 ctct e, c,+ @, 2ict ¢t e, cpt
n n

YA 4
+ 0!_2 CnCnCnCn1t By E CI c:+1 Cne1 Cnst
n n

t
+B.20ct oy Cpy Cur + £ 20 €l it Cout G
n

n
(4.42)
We take the unperturbed single-particle spectrum

to be
E(k)=Ey—J'cosk . (4.43)

We will ignore the terms in ¢, and 8,, since
they can have no effect in the 7'- «limit, In other
words, we take the potential to have a matrix ele-
ment,

VE@p,p')=T+2tJ' cosp cosp’ (4.44)
in the notation of Eq. (3.14). For £=3, this model
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is the exciton gas of Eq. (3.15), while for £=-1,
the model reproduces the spin- Heisenberg fer-
romagnet,

We now construct the ¢ matrix which is found, as
in Sec. III, by solving Eq. (3.10). To this end we
write V, G, and ¢ in the form

V<p,p')=§ Vi, 0i(0) 0,(p") (4. 452)

c<p,p'>=§ G, 0. (p) o, () (4. 45D)
'j

(4. 45c)

t(l),P')=lZi t” (ﬂi(P)(ﬂj(P') )

where ¢,(p)=1 and ¢,(p)=v2 cosp. Thus the po-
tential is represented by the matrix

v (OT 5?1)

The propagator has a matrix representation ob-
tainable from Eq. (3.21) as

(4.46)

| 1 _\/7(1-7
X o

1
G=—"r0 ,  (4.47)
2Jr V3 1;1’) 2 (1-7)

a
where now x=(w —4J)/2J’. Inthe T- = limit, we
find that

t=v(1 - GV)?

2J'x(1 -7) V2txJ'(1-7)

-2J'x +

- b oD ., (4.48)
V2exJ'(1 - 7) &g’
aD D
where
D=1-*§o—j; A=) (4.49)

We wish to study the value of ¢ near threshold,
i.e., for w—wpy,, i.e., for x - —a, Thus we set
x=-a+® and evaluate #y(@)=Hwpa + 2J'3; 3K, 3K).
Thus we set p=p’=0 and have that

ta@)= 20 2 tye=-a+d)e;(0) 0,0).  (4.50)
o i=21y2 §=1,2 .

In the limit & -0, we find that
LB ~2J ia &2, E+a+0 (4.51a)
@)~ -2J% , E+a=0. (4. 51b)

To complete fhe discussion we consider possible
effects due to bound states, the condition for whichis
D=0. (4.52)
Analysis of this condition shows that D=0 if |£|
1¢£1>a and

wei (a®+£?), (4.53)

2

and in particular for £< -1, a bound state appears
below the continuum even for zero total momentum.
Equation (4. 53) gives the bound-state energy wjz as

wB=2EO+%J' (a®+£?), (4. 54a)

Wp=Wnin Ly (a+£) (4. 54b)

3
The spectral weight function p then has a bound-
state contribution

plw;k, 1;,1)~A 8(w-wp).

For the discussion of g, , as 2= 0, we thus dis-
tinguish three regimes: £>-1, £=-1, and £<-1.
For all these cases one has #,(0) =0, so that
t(2E(®), k, k)=0. Thus we need consider only the
integral in Eq. (4.36). For £>-1, as is the case
for excitons with m =2, we have from Eq. (4.51a)
that p(w)~ (W — Wpy,)'/? independent of £, and the
argument leading to Eq. (4.41) holds. For £=-1,
i.e., for spin waves, we have the result given in
Eq. (4.51b), so that p(w)/(w = Wpip) ~ 0 28 W =~ Wyyn,
and as a result g, , does not become large at low
temperatures. For £< -1, the bound-state con-
tribution to p(w) given in Eq. (4.55) dominates the
integral of Eq. (4.36) and g,,,~¢®“min"“8’ becomes
large at low temperatures, since wp<wpy,. If
also wyz <0, then the system is unstable relative
to formation of bound pairs of excitations.

V. PERTURBATION THEORY IN J'/J

(4.55)

A. Formalism

The objective of this section is to study the ef-
fects of the nonsecular terms on the exciton disper-
sion relation. The most convenient way to do this
is to use perturbation theory in the parameter
(J'/J). For this purpose we construct an effective
Hamiltonian for the single-exciton manifold of
states which is correct to third order in (J'/J)=7’.
To do this we write the Hamiltonian for D=%=0 in
the form

Y =3C0 + V7 (5- 1)
with
¥®o=2J2N, , (5.2)
n

where N, is the number of excitons on the nth site
and

V=2JIE §2n' §2n+1 . (5.3)
n

A convenient prescription for constructing an
effective Hamiltonian for a degenerate manifold is
described by Messiah.®' There it is shown that the
eigenvalues of the degenerate manifold a, corre-
sponding to an unperturbed energy Eg, are deter-
mined by the generalized eigenvalue equation which
we write in the form
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det| W, + (E0-MK, | =0, (5.4)

where W, and K, are given by a perturbation series
series. Thus the effective Hamiltonian for the
space a is

=BT+ KSV2W, K2 (5. 5)

If we keep only those terms in the perturbation
series for V, and K, which are required to con-
struct 3C, to third order in (J’/J)= §*, we then
have

1-
Ka=Pa<l—V-?£“V---)Pa, (5. 6a)
a
_ 1- 1~
W, = P, V+V—-——“-1 L V+V——J-P V——J-P |4
E, E, E,
1- -
- VP,V E,,P“ V—VlEaP“ VP,,V+--->P,,,
a a
(5. 6b)

where P, is the projection operator for the mani-
fold a and

E,=E; - Hy . (5.7)

Using this prescription, we construct Hy, correct
to third order in V as

B 1-P, 1-P, 1-P,
Me,,_Pa( V+V Z V+V~———Ea V——Ea 4
- 1-
—%Vpav1 ZP" v-ty =L VP, V+.-+\P,
E2 E,
+E31. (5.8

We now specialize to the exciton problem and
note the simplifying feature that 3¢, given by Eq.
(5.2), produces equally spaced eigenvalues. Hence
we classify terms in V according to the number of
excitons they create:

V=2 Vu, (5.9)
where
(36, , v,]1= 2ndV, (5.10)

and, of course, P,VP,=V, is the secular part of
V. The integer » in Eq. (5.9) will be shown to be
confined to the range —2<n<2, Use of Egs. (5.9)
and (5. 10) enables us to write 3C.; in the following
way:

1 1
Hegs = Vo + 27 [Vl ’ V-l] + Zj[vz’ V-z]

N é_ljz_{[v_l,[vo, vill+H.c.}
+ 52172{[“2 vy, wll+H.c.}

* ;,jl,-z {Ivy, vy, vl Hoe . (5.10)
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Here H, c. denotes the Hermitian conjugate of the
preceding factor.

Explicit expressions for the V,’s are most easily
obtained by writing

gﬂ = §2n + §2n-1 s (5.12a)
Tn = §Zn - §272—1 ’ (5- 12b)
so that
V=32 T (8, + T« (801 = Tuar) - (5.13)
n
We write
Ti==d} = don » (5.14a)
212 Tr=al, -d,,, (5. 14b)
22T == dly 4 dy s (5.14c)
so that
(Vop)* = Vy==3J' 2 (-1 dl, at, ..., (5.152)
nym
(V)'=v=-%0" 2 (-1)"0dl,8;% ,  (5.15b)
n,m,o
VOZ%JI Z)(—d:n.ndm,ml "'d:n,m-ldm,n'*' S? 8 ;H'-nl(— l)m) )
nm
(5.15¢)

where m ranges over the values -1, 0, and 1; ¢
over the values — 1 and 1; and » indexes the unit
cells. The operators appearing in Eq. (5.15) are
defined as

d:n,nz c’n,n(l '_Nn) ) (5. 163.)

(8=~ sa=cl,con*chnCo1,n, (5. 16b)

Sg:c‘{,ncl,n_ctl,nc-l,n ’ (5.16c¢)
and they obey the commutation relations
[dm’,n’, d;,n ]= 6rl,n' [c;;n(l - Nn)cm’ on )

+ChnCnt 1 = Ny) = (L =N ],  (5.172)

[S:'f7 drn,n] = 6n,n'Am,m' Clum’ ,n(l "Nn) » (5. 17b)
where

Ay,1=40,0=4,4,4=0, (5. 18a)

A,0=A1,.1=Ag, 1= —Ag1==A 1= -A0=1.

(5.18b)
In the following, we restrict ourselves to the single-
exciton manifold. For such states one has

smsm =0, (5.19a)
(1-N,)%=1-N,, (5. 19b)
8"dps =0, (5.19c)

and so forth,
B. Calculation up to Second Order in ; !

Within the manifold of one-exciton states, the
term which is first order in V, denoted 3Cyy,,, is
simply
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Jceff 1—"'* Z} Cmmcm,nmi (5. 203)
Mmyn,o

Hopg1=—d" Zi coskeh, 4Comk s (5. 20b)

1

1 Y ’
(I Rpg T T 004,57, duses Poord (- 1)V s75 T T (-

myns0 m*yn?,0?

in agreement with the well-known results,
The terms which are second order in V, denoted

3Ceu,2 , are

m#m'
[dm n -m n+ls dm',n'd-m',n"l]

(5.21)

mon m®n?

Expanding the commutators and keeping only nonzero terms, we have

1
(J/J’z WK ets,2=7 Z E( H- 00,{dm,n o » dm',nw]O n+a¢o'+dm.n

8 myn,o m¥o!

[drfnm ’ dm',n ]OS::’, 8, a+dm'.n-o'[dm.n yS r’tn

T
+dmmdm

1
nw} +Ta 16

o [d 1-‘mm-bld-m'.nﬂ ]0 + [d:;z,m Amryn ]d-m'.mldTm

-m m’ 10
mw-v'[s n+o ’s n+o

1)m+m {d myn [ “myn+l s dm ynel ]O d-m'.mz

m,m'm

(5.22)

o+l +dm n=1 [d;rn,m d-m'.n ]odtm.ml} .

In Eq. (5.22) since we are considering only the one-exciton manifold, we need take only the projection onto
the ground state of the commutators with superscripts 0. Thus we find that

ef!,2=% E (‘l)m'

mym*0,n

(J/J'z)JC {" Omyme S nvo

t t
X{‘é-m.m'cm.ncm,mz"5m,m'cm.ncm.n [ mml'(l N) cm.nCM'.n]Gm.m’(l'le

A short calculation leads to the result

(J/J'z)ffceu,z="13§ N+ 2 C,'n,kcm.-k

myk

X (=3 - Scosk - 3cos2k). (5.24)

C. Third-Order Result and Discussion

The evaluation of the terms of order J’3/J2 in
the dispersion relation is performed via a similar,
but more tedious, calculation which is given in
detail in Appendix D. Here we summarize the cal-
culation by giving the results for the various terms
appearing in Eq. (5.11):

[V [V Vi]]= G ') E €}, 1C m,e(4cosk + 4cos2k) ,
(5. 25a)

[ V_z, [Vo, Vg]]= (‘é‘ J,)s( 6N + E Cm’ka’k

myk

X (12 + 8cosk — 8cos2k — 4cos3k) ) , (5.25b)

[V, [V Vea]]= = (3J7)° Z) ! Cnyi Cmy(4COSE + 4COS2E)
(5. 25c)'
Using these evaluations we obtain the third-order
contribution to 3y, in Eq. (5.11) as
~ 3nJ" J'3
Hetz,3= “8ar? +

X(3+2cosk — 2cos2k ~ cos3k) .

E cm kcm k
myk

(5.26)

nw"'dm *,n+o [d;n.n ’ 8 n '] mq} +Ta 16

2 (_ 1)""'""

mym®yn

t
)" 6m.-m'c-m.mlC-m.n-l} .

(5.23)

Collecting the results of Egs. (5.20), (5.24),
and (5. 26) we arrive at the following expansion for
the exciton energy:

E,(k)/27= (1= 457"%+ &7 ) -
- (" +§%]?'3) cos2k —grj'cos3k ,
which can be written in the form

&7 #1747 cost
(5.27a)

E,(k)/27 = (1+87"%) - G 7 +1 72~ "% cosk

- G2+ 47"%) cos?k - &7 cos®k. (5. 27b)
The bandwidth AE when J’ < J is then given as
AE=E (1) -E,0)=27'(1+47' -&5%) . (5.28)

Using Egs. (5.24) and (5. 26) we obtain the ground-
state energy to third order in (J'/J) as

(Eo/NI) = = =&~
Several remarks should be made about these re-

sults. It may be of interest to compare Eq. (5.27)
with what one would get by expanding the linear

(5.29)

“exciton result of Eq. (2.12):

E,(k)/2J=1-1"cosk - +]2cos?k - 472 cos®k+ + - .
(5. 30)

Thus, harmonic-exciton theory gives the coeffi-

cient of cos"k correct to leading order in 7', as can

be proved by general arguments., Our results for
E, (P differ from those of Ref. 8, but since those
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do not agree with Eq. (5.30) as to the coefficient
of (j' cosk)", they are clearly incorrect.

Finally, note that even for J//J=3%, the terms
in the above series decrease rapidly in magnitude,
indicating that further terms may not be important
for |J’/J| £%. The magnitudes of successive terms
we find is not inconsistent with Brinkman’s result’
mentioned earlier, that perturbation theory for
short chains converges for |J//J|<1. Infact, a
rather crude extrapolation for the series for the
ground-state energy for J'=J (i.e., #'=1) can be
obtained by writing Eq. (5.29) as

For f' =1, this form gives
Eo/NJ=—3-1=-1.75, (5. 32)
which is rather close to the exact value?
Ey/NJ=-1.71. (5. 33)

(Note that the chain has 2N spins.) This argument
encourages us to attempt to extrapolate E (k) to
larger values of j/. Since for the uniform anti-
ferromagnet it is E?(%) which is analytic in cosk,
we have expressed our results as a series for it:

[En0)/20)2=1-7" -4 72+ &84+ . (5. 34)

Since we know that E(0)=0 for f"= 1, we write

[E,0)/20)2=(1 -7 &() , (5. 35)
where
B()=1-277 = FF 0 (5. 36)

This series for &(j') may provide a good approxi-
mation for E,(0) for fairly large values of 7.

VI. CONCLUSION

We have calculated the susceptibility of the al-
ternating linear Heisenberg antiferromagnet as a
function of temperature at low exciton density.
This work essentially justifies the use of localized
statistics, according to which

BJ! cosk
xT _ -1 e
Ne T3P ?

1+ 3pe cosk 3 (2- Sa)

since our result is almost identical to what one
would find by expanding Eq. (2. 5a) in powers of

p. The appropriateness of localized statistics

is due to the fact that two excitons coupled into a
total-spin-2 or total-spin-1 state interact repul-
sively. On the other hand, for total spin 0, the
interactions are attractive and an attractive bound
state occurs for all values of total momentum. Al-
though these attractive bound states do not affect the
susceptibility, they could be observed via a light
scattering experiment. It would be interesting if
our calculations could be verified in this way.
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The question of the appropriateness of localized
statistics in one dimension is studied in a general
way.? For a hard-core interaction with repulsive
or weakly attractive dynamical interactions local-
ized statistics are shown to obtain at low tempera-
tures. For strongly attractive interactions the
two-particle properties are dominated by bound
states which no independent-particle statistics can
describe. At the boundary between these two re-
gimes only small interference effects occur and
Bose statistics are appropriate. Spin waves in a
Heisenberg ferromagnet exemplify this latter case.

We have also calculated the single-exciton dis-
persion relation to order (J’/J)® and find

E, (k)= (27 + 5J'3/32J%) - (J' +J'%/2J — 5J'%/32J%) cosk
~ (J'2/4J +J '3/8J%) cos®k — (J7%/8J%) cos®k, (6.1)
which yields an exciton bandwidth

AE =2J" +J'%/J — J'3/16J% . (6.2)

A similar expansion for the ground-state energy

is given in Eq. (5.29). The magnitude of succes-
sive terms in these expressions is consistent with

a radius of convergence J'/J=1. Thus, these
results may be useful for the case of tetramethyl-
phenylenediamine-tetracyanoquinodimethan (TMPD)-
(TCNQ), where J'/J may be of order 1.2 Further-
more we have given extrapolations of some of our
results into the region J’~J.
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APPENDIX A: USE OF BETHE’S ANSATZ

In this Appendix we show how the use of Bethe’s
ansatz'* leads to a convenient eigenvalue condition
in the case m =2, This formalism has been in-
vestigated in Ref. 3 to which the reader is referred
for more details, For m =2, we specify the two-

exciton states by
10y, n5) (A1)

with n; <n,, Bethe’s ansatz is to look for a solution
to the Schrddinger equation of the form

Wy, ky)= 2o (ef%1mr*hend) | Aot Frmztkeny)) |y oy,

ny<ny
(A2a)
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By, k)= 20 clny, my)|my, np). (A2b)
ny<ny
Translational invariance dictates that K=%; + &,

=2m/N. We set

ki=3K+p, (A3a)
kByo=3K-p, (A3b)
and the first Brillouin zone can be considered to be
03KZ<2m, (Ada)
—-7ipsm. (A4b)

Further, we also have periodicity in the sense
that

cny, ny)=clng, m+N). (A5)

It is this relation which is improperly handled in
Eq. (10) of Ref. 8, and whichinvalidates thattreat-
ment. From Eq. (A5) and using that e?¥(1+k2)
=e" -1 we obtain A=e 1, Thus

C(?’ll, %2)= ol (ki1 +kan2) + 'el(kgnl-fk]_nz-Nkl) . (AG)

Now we substitute this ansatz into the Schro-
dinger equation, We note that if n, -7, >1, then

(3¢- 4J)|n1, ny)

== 27" D (Im+o, m)+[m, me0)),  (A7a)
whereas the case n, ~n,=1 yields
@e-4aJ -%J")|n, ni1)

=—1J'(|n=1, n+1)+|n, n+2)). (ATD)

We now study

HCh(Ry, ky)=Ex(p)h(ky, ks). (A8)
In configurations with n, - n, >1 Eq. (A7a) yields

E (p)+J " cosky+J ' cosk,=0 (A9a)
or

Ey(p)=-2J"cossKcosp . (A9b)

For configurations with #,—n,=1, Eq. (A7b) yields
(3J'=E)cln, n+1)=3J"'[ctn=-1, n+1)+cln, n+2)]

(A10)
or, by Eqs. (A6) and (A9D),
(%+ COSk1 + Coskz)(ei(kln-rkgmkz) + ei(kzmkln-rkl-lvkl))
- % (el(kln-kld-kamkz) + ei(klmkzn-erz)
+ e‘(kz"'kz*kl"“kl'”kl) + ei(kzmklmzrzl-lvhl)) . (All)

We may simplify this to the form

. sinp eiN (K R2) _q
+—
P eiN(P*K/Z)_‘_l

)=— 2cosz K, (A12)

which agrees with Ref, 3, where only the ground
state was considered. For a given value of K,
this relation gives the solution for p and hence for

Ex(p).
The bound-state condition is obtained by looking

for a solution with complex p. Assume that
Imp >0. Then Eq. (Al12) in the limit N- « becomes

cosp +isinp =— 2cos3 K (A13a)
or
e'?=_2cos3 K. (A13Db)

Since Imp >0, we see that a bound state occurs
only for |cos3 K[<3. Then
Ey(p)=-2J'cossKcosp =3J'(1+4cos®5K), (Al4)
in accord with Eq. (3. 25).

APPENDIX B: SOLUTION FOR THE m =0 ¢t MATRIX

In this Appendix we give some details of the so-
lution for the m =0 ¢ matrix. If the two excitons
in the intermediate state in Eq. (3.39) correspond
to n’’=0, then D will not appear in the energy denomin-
ator. Thenwe may define a reduced energy variable.

xo=(z - 4J)/2J" . (Bla)
For the case n’’ =1, it is convenient to define

x,=(z —4J - 2D)/2J" .
Correspondingly, and in analogy with Eq. (3.23),
we define

v,=(1 - a?/xBV2 (B2)

The odd-parity scattering, described by I'yg in

Eq. (3.40), leads to

Tpo=2a?(20% - xy + 207, (B3)

For the even-parity scattering it is clear that Eq.
(3. 40) will lead to a set of inhomogeneous linear
equations to determine the coefficients A™", etc.
The derivation of these equations is straightfor-
ward, so we give only the result.

(B1b)

[:411 KA
B! 2J’
M A(ll = 0 @ s (B4a)
B% IBE
(4] [o 7
B 0
M |0l = ¢ ) (B4b)
B°°_J 2J'a
ot ] [_ZJ' a
Dll _JI
M COI = 0 ’ (B4C)
01 |
_D . I_J'
cY] 0 7
D10 i 2Jl
_1\_/1_ c% = 27 ’ (B4d)
DOOJ 0 J

where M is the matrix
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1-TIY/2 —ali  ~TI/2J' —al} 0 0
-aly+i D 1-all+il} -1} -13 (B5)
0 0 1-TI3/20" —ald - TIY/ 20 -l
-in -1 -all 1-al?
[
where Explicit expressions for the I}’s can be obtained
cos™"! from Eq. (3.21), e.g., Io=(xg7y)", etc. The so-
I"=N"1'2 T tacosp (B6) lutions to Eq. (B4) are conveniently formulated
1 Am by giving the matrix M™:
)
(1 T >'1 - x,(ry = 1) 0 x50y = 1) (79— 1)
ZJ'xl aAyl')’o QSTITDA
a 1 0 —xo{rg—1)
x,—T/2J N a 77l
, (B7)
0 % X7y = 1) (rg=1) (1 T )'1 = xo(7g = 1)[ 202 = x,(r; = 1)]
2a3A711’0 ZJ’XO 2(1 A’V]'VD
0 - x,(r,=1) o 202 -x,(r,-1)
2a2A7,7, xo—T/2J' 202A 7,7, !
I
where . t a( )
1 XX - az)uz f 1 -9 1/2 a,Y
A= 2%y, (2& - %y(r = 1) ?—"- (ry=1) (7o 1))) . 1
(B8) 1 (1 _y2)1/2
Note that T enters the result in an appropriate way: xf ay 17 402 - day 51:'3 Fily,y,a), (C1
The bound state of two excitons on the same site -1
occurs at an energy independent of J’ and the con- where ,
tinuum is unaffected by 7. B(a, y) =372 0520 +9)2 192 - 1]3  (C2)

The bound-state condition is that _1\{[_'1 be singu-
lar.
on the same site, this condition is simply

A=0. (B9)

In general this condition is rather complicated,
and we have not analyzed it in detail. For the
case D=0, the condition A =0 is equivalent to

x%o(rg—1)=5 a?x}al (B10)

The choice of the lower sign gives Eq. (3.27)

apart from a trivial shift of energy due to the ex-
ternal field. For the upper sign one finds the solu-
tion

(B11)

In other words, for m =0, for all values of the
total momentum there is an attractive bound state

Xg=—%(1+a?) .

below the continuum. This state is shown in Fig. 2..

APPENDIX C: ANALYSIS OF A,

We wish to reduce A, to a sum of two- (or less)
dimensional integrals. We write

In addition to the trivial case of two excitons .

and the F;’s are the terms in the final bracket of
Eq. (4.23). Following Bloomfield’s suggestion, %
we consider the integrals I; :

1

I{ = (1 a2)1 72 f (1 72)1 72 q)(a’ 'y)
wd (1-9y3)t/2
xf. yzy 1+401%)—)4ozy Fily,y,a), (C3

c

where (1 -y"2)!/2 is defined like # in Eq. (3.23) for
a=1. The contour C, shown in Fig. 6, surrounds
the branch cut in (1 - y*2)}/2 but not the simple pole
at yo=— (1+44a%/4a. Now deform the contour C
into the contour C',, shown in Fig. 6. It can be
shown that the contribution from the circle of radi-
us € at y =~y vanishes in the limit € =0, Hence

_ ! da ! dy
I; _f 1- )1/2/‘1 1- 2)1/2 @(a, 7)

([T

1+40%-4ay
-y €

Fi(7/1 Y, a) ’ (C4)
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. dy [5@a+yf iy’ -1]
C Xe-4BJ-26J ay 1 (1 —')/2)172 (,y+y)2 e
(o))
EEDYVYVVVIVVVYN To do the y integral we use the following evalua-
-1 yo tions which are valid for complex y:

‘o o)
i Yo

FIG. 6. The contours in the complex y plane C(top) and
C’(bottom) used to evaluate the integral of Eq. (C3). The
branch cut, shown as the saw-tooth line in the upper dia-
gram, is omitted for clarity in the lower diagram. In
the lower diagram the two semicircular arcs of radius €
surrounding y =—v are shown.

so that

A= 20 L. (C5)

i=1,3

Note that for I; as defined in Eq. (C3) the inte-
grand has no significant singularities on the con-
tour. (The singularities at ¢=1 or y=1 are irrele-
vant in this context.,) We therefore can inter-
change the order of the y and y integrations at will.
For i=2 and =3 we do the y integrals first and
use the principal-value representation of Eq. (C4).
Then the evaluations of Eq. (4.25) apply and we
obtain

I = _:i.fl da ! d'y e-4BJ+ZBJ'ar
2 ,n.Z ; (1 - az)llz A (1 _,}/2)1 72
I;

X %Ta%j-i;; [5(2a +9)2+9% = 1]

X[t ay+i+(a2-10(1-4a)],

L = ifi da ! dy g1BTs28T ay
3 nz (1_0[2)1/2 /, (1_,y2)1/2

(C6a)

-1

l4a® -1

x -(—1——-——7[5(201+7)2+72—1].

+4a®+4ay) (Cb)

For i=1 we use the representation of Eq. (C3)
and do the y integral first:;

o3 _da__oivdy (1-y
o, (1-&)”2c 2 1+40®-40y

(C8a)

1
dz=
[ (1_,}/) 7 =T,
1
a - T
[: (1—:‘7%175(3’+7)’= A=y HIE

(c8b)

v gq
_[ ﬁ’)ﬁz—(yﬂ’)‘z: (yz—l)(:—y'z)m , (C8¢)

where the radical is defined as above., Thus we
obtain
L —3_/1 da 3 idyy (l_y-Z)llz
LA A 1~ az)”zc 2 1+40% - 4ay
-12y+20q 5(2a - 9)2+9% -1
% ( 8+ SA=y77 * GE-DA-y I
e-&BJ-zBJ' ay (c 9)
The result is then
1
15 da .
eI =~ — /. 1-—0,2)1—72— 27’
1
. 18 doé - b dx(1 _xz)llaz 267" 0x
P -1 (1-a° l+4gx+4a
(c10)

" The first term in the final bracket of Eq. (C9)

yields the two-dimensional integral in Eq. (C10),
the second term vanishes, and the third term,
having simple pole at y=+1, yields the one-dimen-
sional integral. It is this latter contribution which
is very easy to lose, if one attempts to interchange
principal-value integrations in an ill-defined way.
Combining the results of Eqs. (C6) and (C10)
yields Eq. (4.26) of the text.

APPENDIX D: EVALUATION OF THIRD-ORDER TERMS
IN THE SINGLE-EXCITON DISPERSION RELATION

Referring to Eq. (5.11) we see that a third-or-
der calculation requires the construction of © ,
=[v,,[v,, V,]l. The ground-state matrix ele-
ment of 0 4, is simply

<OIOAIO> =<0'V_2 VOVZIO) ’ (Dl)

inasmuch as V,|0)=0. Using Eq. (5.15) for V, we
have that

(0|0 4]0y = 30| V.,V (E [1,7; =1, n+ 1)
-0, n;0,n+1) + | =1, n; 1,n+1)) , (D2

where |m, n; m', n)=cl, , cts ,»|0); this notation
will later be generalized in the obvious way. Note
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that V; as given in Eq. (5.15¢c) has two kinds of <0I0A| 0) =-6NEJ)3 . (D3b)
terms. The first term, which causes excitations
to hop from site to site, can be dropped because

it creates states which do not intersect (01 V.,. Now we consider the effect of 0, on a one-exci-
Including only the effect of the second term in Eq. ton state. Due to the rotational invariance of the
(5.15¢) we have Hamiltonian, we only need to study the effect of ©,

on an ($f=1) exciton, Also, effectively we have
0,4 = ValVy, V3], because V.,|1, n)=0. Since V,

creates pairs of excitons on adjacent sites, we
+2]0, n; 0,n+1>—2|—1,n;1,n+1)), (D3a) have

J

©

€ 4] 0) = (3J2(0| V.Z(Z) -2|1,n; -1, n+1)

VaoVoVall, m) = GINVLVy 2 (1,75 =1, 0" +1; 1, )= |0, n'; 0,7/ +1; 1, my+|=1,n'; 1, ' +1;1, %)) .

! =p ¢
2":-; (D4)
Next we compute that

VoVoVo= GI2Vy 20 L (=0)" @1, nymn'; =m,n'+ 1)+ |1, n=1; m,n'; —=m, n’+1)
n*=n+2 m
n'sn=3

s, ey mon; —myn w1+ [, nymyn’ =1 =m0’ + D)+ |1, n; myn'; —m, n' +2))
’ ’ H ’

+GINVLD (0|1, n=1; m, n+1; —m, ne 2+ |1, n; myn+l; —m, n+3)
m

+1, me1;myn=1; =m,n=2)+ |1, n;m,n=-1, =m, n=3))
+ GINVL(=3|1, n; =1, n+1; 1, n+ 2 +2|1, 15 0, n+1; 0, n+2)= |0, 5 1, n+1; 0, n+2)

-1, 51, 0415 =1, n42)+ |0, #; 0, n+1, 1,n+2)=3|1,n -1, n=1;1,n=-2)+2|1,7; 0, n=1; 0, n—2)

-0, 51, n=1;0, =2~ |1, m5 1, n=1; =1, n=2)+|0,n; 0, n=1;1,n~2)), (D5
which finally leads to the evaluation
Vo VoVel| 1, = GIN[(-6N+12)[1, m)+ (= 3N+9)(|1, n+ 1)+ |1, n=1))
-4(|1, n+ 2+ |1, n-2)=3(|1, n+ )+ |1, n=-3))]. (D6)
Likewise we have '
V.szVo' 1, n>=(%JI) V.sz(_ Il, n- 1)‘ Il, n+ 1)), (D7a)
Vo VuVoll,m = GI)2V, T (= |1, n'; =1, 2" +1;1, n=1+]0,n";0,n"+1; 1, n~1)
n’=n

n’<n=3

—l-L,n L, L,e-D) T (=], =1, 0" +1; 1, n4 D)
n’=n+2
n’ <n=1

+]0,7°50, 7' +1;1, n+1) = |=1,7';1, 0" +1; 1, n+1)) , (D7)
VaVaVo |1, m) = GIN(= 3N + (|1, n+ D+ [, n=1) = |1, 2+ 3) = |1, n=3)] . (D7¢)
Combining Eqs. (D6) and (D7c) we may write
[V.es [Vo, Vall|1,2) = G I [(- 6N +12) |1, )
+4([L,n+1)+[L,n=-1))-4(|1,n+2) + |1, =2)) -2(|1,n+3)+ |1,n-3))], (D8a)

and in view of Eq. (D3b) we can express Eq. (D8a) as

(Va, [Vo, Vall=GJ)° (— 6N + Zi ok Cmyr (12 +8cosk — Bcos2k - 4cosSk)) . (D8D)
my
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Next we study 0 5= [V_,, [V, Vi 1]

Since none of these operators have nonzero matrix elements connect-

ing to the ground state, we have effectively that ©5=V_[V,, V; ]. As before, we evaluate ©, acting on

|1, 7). We have that

VaVoVi |1, 0)=GIVVaVe (L, n=1;0,n)= [0,n-1; L,n) = |1, n+1; 0,n) + |0, n+1; 1, n)) . (D9)

Note that V_; can destroy an exciton only if two neighboring sites are occupied. This fact implies that we
can drop those terms in V, causing exciton hopping. Thus,

V.1V0V1\1,%):(§J')2V_1(\0,n—1; 1,n)—]1,n—1; 0,n)—[0,n+1; 1,n>+|1,n+1;0,n)),

VaVeVy Ly == GI)P@|Ln+1)+4 |1, ny+2]|,n-1)).

The other term in O, is

V-1V1V0|1’n>:(%J,)V-1V1(_ ll,n—l)—)l,n+1)),

(D10a)

(D10b)

(D11a)

VaVaVo |[Lny=GJ)VPVa(-|1,n-2;0,n-1)+|0,n=2; L, n=1)+|1,n; O,n=1) = |0, n; 1, n - 1)

—ll,n; 0,n+1)+|0,n; 1,n+1)+|1,n+2; 0,n+1)—-|0,n+2; 1,n+1)),

VaViVo |l ny==2G0 Y1, n=2)+2 |1, 2 -1)+2 |1, n) +2 |1, n+1) + |1, n+2)) .

Combining Egs. (D10) and (D11) we have that

[V-lx [VO, Vl]] Ilyn>=(%J,)s(2 [1,n—2>+2 ‘l’n_1>+z |1,1’L+1> +Z [1,1’L+2>) )

so that, for one or fewer excitons we may write

vy, [V, ill=GJ)® Z ¢ ,cn . (dcosk+4cos2E) .

-m R

(D11b)

(D11c)

(D12)

(D13)

Finally, we evaluate 0, = [v,, [Vl y V_z]]. Since V.; does not connect to the ground state, we have effec-
tively that ©,= V., V.;V;. Also, in computing 0,/1, #), we need only consider the terms where V, creates
excitons next to the nth site. Other states created by V, will be annihilated by V_,V.;. Hence

Oc|l, =GV vV, (1, n-2; -1, n-1; L,m=]0,n=2;0,n=1;1,m+|=1,n-2; 1, n=1; 1, )

L1, nel; =1, 0+ 2 =|1, 50,2415 0, n4 24 |1, 15 =1, n+1; 1, n+2))
Ocil, W=GEI)?Vi(=]1,n=2; 0, n=1)= |1, n+1; 0, n+2)+ |0, n+1; 1, n+2)+ |0, n=2; 1, n=1D) ,

Oc|l, W==2G3(1, n=-2+ |1, n=D+ |1, n+ D+ [1,2+2) .

Thus we may write

vy, vy, Vll== G €, . (4coSk + 4COS2E),
ok (D15)

(D14a)

(D14b)

(D14c)

f
The results of Eqs. (D8b), (D13), and (D15) are
Egs. (5.25).
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In this work the decay of correlation in the d-dimensional Ising model is studied at low
temperatures as a function of dimensionality of the lattice and magnetic field h. Except for the special
case of the two-dimensional zero-field nearest-neighbor lattices, the decay of correlation verifies the
Ornstein-Zernike prediction G ,, (R)~ D, ,(d, h)R-@D/2eR  For the two-dimensional zero-field
case, the Ornstein—Zernike form is replaced by the “anomalous” form G ,p(R)=~D,zR ~2e ~*R. This
“anomalous” result is shown to arise from the peculiarities of the spectrum of the transfer matrix in
this case and is replaced by the Ornstein-Zernike result when further-neighbor forces are present. The
results presented herein agree with the previously obtained exact results for the zero-field

two-dimensional Ising model.

I. INTRODUCTION

In the first two papers of this series? (here-
after referred to as I and II, respectively) the
transfer-matrix approach to classical statistical
mechanics was developed in a general framework!
and applied to a study of the decay of pair correla-
tion functions in the d-dimensional Ising model at
high temperatures.? It was found that an arbitrary
pair correlation function defined on the system
decays as

G1o®) = (5L (P)sQ (¥ + R))
~ (A0+A1R'1+ e )R-(d-l)/ze-xR
+(Bg+ B R +++ )RR ..., (1.1)

where A,and B,factor as C,(L)C,(Q)and D,(L)D,Q),
respectively. If L is an operator Eomposed_of an
odd number of clo_sely spaced spins, the coefficients
C,(L) tend to a finite limit as the magnetic field %
tends to zero, while the coefficients D,(L) tend to
zero. On the other hand, if L is composed of an
even number of such spins, the coefficients D,(L)
remain finite and the coefficients C,(L) tend to -
zero as /4 tends to zero.? The first series of
terms corresponds to the Ornstein-Zernike (OZ)
result, while the second series is the leading
correction to it.

In this paper the analysis of such correlation
functions is extended to the d-dimensional Ising
model at low temperatures. This problem is both
more interesting and more difficult than the high-
temperature analysis—more interesting because
one is able to treat the spontaneously ordered
system, more difficult because of the increased
complexity of the transfer-matrix spectrum at low
temperatures. Indeed, a major impetus for this
work was the interest in understanding the “anom-
alous” decay of correlation in the two-dimensional
model below the critical point.® That is, whereas
at high temperatures the spin-pair correlation
function G¢(R) decays as

GsR)~RV %R | (1.2)

in agreement with the OZ hypothesis, #* at low
temperatures it is found that®*

Gs(R)~R%™* | (1.3)

which does not verify the OZ prediction. However,
(1. 3) has the form of the first-ccrrection term

to the OZ result in (1. 1) if 2x is replaced by «.
The OZ term in (1.1) arises from the single-par-
ticle band of the transfer-matrix spectrum, % and
the second term arises from the two-particle
band.? Thus, one is tempted to speculate that

(1. 3) reflects the absence of effects due to single-



