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The ferromagnetically polarized gapped XXZ spin chain is studied at low temperatures. Utilizing
only the one- and two-magnon spectrums and focusing on the magnon-creation contribution to the
transverse dynamical susceptibility, we represent the latter in the form of the Dyson equation. Then,
following the well known correspondence between the imaginary part of magnetic susceptibility and
dynamical structure factor, we get the low-temperature formula for the magnon-peak lineshape. The
suggested approach is effective only if the processes related to magnon creations and to transitions
from magnons to coupled magnon pairs are energetically separated. As it is shown in the paper,
such separation is inherent in the easy-axis chains with rather strong anisotropy. We present several
plots and discuss their lineshapes. As the supplemental result we obtain integral representations for
the temperature-dependent magnon resonance shift and the parameter which is usually associated
with the decay rate. The low-temperature behavior of the resonance shift is studied in details. All
calculations are performed up to controllable error o(e−βEgap).

I. INTRODUCTION

Contrary to the zero-temperature case [1], systematic
study of T > 0 correlations in spin chains was developed
only in the present century [2–10]. Among the dynam-
ical correlation functions, very important is the (mea-
surable by neutron scattering [11]) transverse dynamical
structure factor (TDSF). In the present paper we shall
study its low-temperature asymptotics in the ferromag-
netic phase for the XXZ spin chain related to the Hamil-
tonian

Ĥ(XXZ) = −
N∑

n=1

[J⊥
2

(
S+
nS

−
n+1 + S−

nS
+
n+1

)
+Jz

(
Sz
nS

z
n+1 −

1

4

)
+ h

(
Sz
n − 1

2

)]
, h ≥ 0, (1)

where Sz
n and S±

n = Sx
n±iSy

n (n = 1, . . . , N) are the usual
spin-1/2 operators attached to the chain sites. Hamilto-
nian (1) acts on the tensor product of N two-dimensional
vector spaces spanned on spin-up and spin-down states
| ↑⟩ and | ↓⟩. The final result will be obtained in the ther-
modynamical limit N = ∞; however, initially we begin
with the periodical model, supposing that

SN+1 ≡ S1. (2)

We shall treat the model (1) only under the condition

Egap = h+ Jz − |J⊥| > 0, (3)

[as it follows from (31) Egap is the energy gap between
the ground state and the one-magnon sector] under which
the system is gapped and has the ferromagnetically po-
larized, zero-energy ground state,

|∅⟩ = | ↑1⟩ ⊗ · · · ⊗ | ↑N ⟩, Ĥ|∅⟩ = 0. (4)

TDSF may be defined by two equivalent ways. The

former is the spectral decomposition

S(ω, q, T ) =
∑
µ,ν

e−βEν |⟨ν|S+(q)|µ⟩|2δ(ω + Eν − Eµ)

Z(T )
,

(5)
where µ and ν enumerate the Hamiltonian eigenstates

and Z(T ) ≡ tr(e−βĤ). The next definition,

S(ω, q, T ) = − Imχ(ω, q, T )

π(1− e−βω)
, ω ̸= 0, (6)

is based on the correspondence between TDSF and the
transverse dynamical magnetic susceptibility

χ(ω, q, T ) = ⟨⟨S+(q),S−(−q)⟩⟩. (7)

Here

S(q) ≡ 1√
N

N∑
n=1

e−iqnSn, eiqN = 1, (8)

and for an arbitrary pair of operators A and B there are
two equivalent definitions of the real two-time commu-
tator retarded one-magnon Green function ⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩ [12]

⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩ ≡ 1

i

∫ ∞

0

dtei(ω+iϵ)t⟨[A(t),B]⟩, (9a)

⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩ ≡ 1

i

∫ ∞

0

dtei(ω+iϵ)t⟨[A,B(−t)]⟩. (9b)

Here A(t) = eiHtAe−iHt and ⟨A⟩ ≡ tr(e−βĤA)/Z(T ).
Since [under condition (3)] the system is gapped, it is

a temptation to evaluate TDSF directly by formula (5)
and, using the machinery of low-temperature formfactor
expansions [6–9], reduce (5) to the form

S(ω, q, T ) = S0(ω, q) +

∞∑
m=1

Sm(ω, q, T ), (10)
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where each Sm(ω, q, T ) depends on matrix elements
⟨ν|S+(q)|µ⟩ between j-magnon states ⟨ν| and j + 1-
magnon states |µ⟩ with j ≤ m, so that

Sm(ω, q, T ) = O(ζmg ), ζg ≡ e−βEgap . (11)

At first glance, it seems natural that even a few num-
ber of terms in the expansion (10) may ensure a good
approximation for TDSF in the low-temperature regime,

e−βEgap ≪ 1, β ≡ 1

kBT
, (12)

so that the expression for S(ω, q, T ) will be governed by
the low-lying spectrum. It is well known, however, that
in the ferromagnetic phase (3) and (4), when

S0(ω, q) = δ[ω − Emagn(q)], (13)

this approach fails due to the T = 0 delta-singularity
which cannot be canceled by any finite number of terms
in the sum (10).

In order to avoid this pathology and get a broadened
T > 0 lineshape remaining in the framework of power
expansions, it was suggested in Refs. [6–9] to utilize the
formulas (6) and (7) instead of (5). Since the direct ap-
plication of the Källén-Lehmann spectral decomposition
[12]

⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩ =
∑
µ,ν

(e−βEν − e−βEµ)⟨ν|A|µ⟩⟨µ|B|ν⟩
Z(T,N)(ω + Eν − Eµ + iϵ)

, (14)

still results in the delta-singularity (13), it was addition-
ally suggested to initially represent χ(ω, q, T ) in the form
of the Dyson equation and obtain from (14) the power
series for the mass operator whose imaginary part will
remove the singularity and broaden the contour.

This revolutionary approach has, however, some lacks.
First, it is suitable only for working with imaginary-time
Matsubara Green functions, because only for them the
Dyson equation was derived long ago within the rather
special perturbative expansion and for rather special
models (see references in Ref. [13]). Next, the approach
[6–9] is heuristical and grounds only on the very proba-
ble conjecture that the result should be right. Hence a
correct derivation of the Dyson equation still remains a
challenge.
For the real-time Green functions the essential progress

in this direction has been achieved by N. M. Plakida [14]
and then developed by Yu. A. Tserkovnikov [15] (see also
Ref. [13]) within the alternative approach based on the
pair of equivalent equations,

(ω + iϵ)⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩ = ⟨[A,B]⟩+ ⟨⟨[A, Ĥ],B⟩⟩, (15a)
(ω + iϵ)⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩ = ⟨[A,B]⟩+ ⟨⟨A, [Ĥ,B]⟩⟩, (15b)

readily following from (9). Strictly speaking, the formula
presented in Ref. [14] [see Eq. (57) in the present pa-
per] is not yet the Dyson equation but should be reduced

to it within appropriate approximations. One of them
has been suggested in Ref. [10] where the gapped fer-
romagnetically polarized XX spin chain (Jz = 0) in the
regime (12) was treated. It the present paper, following
this line of research, we give the well-grounded derivation
of the effective low-temperature Dyson equation for the
model (1), (3), and (4). The obtained result is rigorous
and gives the approximation up to the controllable order
o(ζg).
Before treating the XXZ model it is convenient to look

back on the Ising (J⊥ = 0) chain for which, following
(9) and the rather elementary formula ⟨[S+

m(t),S−
n ]⟩ = 0

(m ̸= n), χ(ω, q, T ) reduces to the transverse autocor-
relator ⟨⟨S+

n ,S
−
n ⟩⟩ (independently on n). Being exactly

represented as the polar sum [16]

⟨⟨S+
n ,S

−
n ⟩⟩ =

3∑
j=1

Aj(T )

ω − ωj + iϵ
, (16)

it corresponds to three different kind of processes

| . . . ↑n−1↑n↑n+1 . . . ⟩ → | . . . ↑n−1↓n↑n+1 . . . ⟩, (17)

| . . . ↓n−1↑n↑n+1 . . . ⟩ → | . . . ↓n−1↓n↑n+1 . . . ⟩,
| . . . ↑n−1↑n↓n+1 . . . ⟩ → | . . . ↑n−1↓n↓n+1 . . . ⟩, (18)

| . . . ↓n−1↑n↓n+1 . . . ⟩ → | . . . ↓n−1↓n↓n+1 . . . ⟩. (19)

Only the term, corresponding to (17) or, equivalently,
to creations of isolated down spins (the Ising magnons)
has zero activation energy (is nonzero at T = 0). Since
all ωj in (16) are different [16], the corresponding points
ω = ωj in the ω axis for which

Imχ(ω, q, T ) ̸= 0, (20)

(the poles of ⟨⟨S+
n ,S

−
n ⟩⟩) are isolated. Hence, it is natural

to suppose that at strong easy-axis anisotropy |∆| ≫ 1,

∆ ≡ Jz
J⊥

, (21)

the condition (20) will be satisfied only inside small non-
intersecting ω intervals corresponding to spreadings of
the points {ωj}. Among them should be the resonance
magnon peak interval [ωmin(q), ωmax(q)], characterizing
by the property

Emang(q) ∈ [ωmin(q), ωmax(q)]. (22)

Taking

Smagn(ω, q, T ) = − Imχmagn(ω, q, T )

π(1− e−βω)
, ω ̸= 0, (23)

where

χmagn(ω, q, T ) ≡ χ(ω, q, T )
∣∣∣
ω∈[ωmin(q),ωmax(q)]

, (24)

one will get the magnon contribution to the TDSF. As
it will be shown in the below, up to the order o(ζg),
χmagn(ω, q, T ) has the Dyson equation form [10]

χmagn(ω, q, T ) =
2M(T )

ω − Emagn(q)− Σ(ω, q, T )
, (25)
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where M(T ) ≡ ⟨Sz
n⟩ is the average magnetization and

Σ(ω, q, T ) ≡ ε(ω, q, T )− iΓ(ω, q, T ). (26)

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we note
some well known results about the one- and two-magnon
spectrums of the XXZ ferromagnetically polarized chain
(1), (3), and (4). In Sec. 3, within the approach, sug-
gested in Refs. [14, 15] and used in Ref. [10], we give a
finite-N representation for χ(ω, q, T ), which, however, is
useless, because depends on the unknown total array of
finite-N two-magnon wave functions. In Sec. 4, follow-
ing Ref. [17] and using the exactly known infinite set of
N = ∞ two-magnon wave functions we get the explicit
integral representation for χ(ω, q, T ). In Sec. 5 we find
the conditions under which in the easy-axis,

|∆| > 1, (27)

case the magnon creation contribution to TDSF is sep-
arated from the one corresponding to transitions from
single magnons to coupled magnon pairs. Under this
separation, we extract χmagn(ω, q, T ) from χ(ω, q, T ) and
get the mass operator Σ(ω, q, T ). In Sec. 6, we dis-
cuss the lineshapes of the resonance contours, presented
on the Figs. 1-3, and especially consider the double-low-
temperature (DLT) regime, in which (12) is supplemented
by the condition

βEw ≫ 1. (28)

Here Ew is the magnon band width. Using the Laplace
method, we obtain the compact formulas for temperature
dependent magnon resonance shift and pseudo-decay rate
(”pseudo,” because magnons are stable). Within the va-
riety of approaches they have been studied for the variety
of models [18–20]. Some formulas of the main text are
proved in the Appendix.

II. ONE- AND TWO-MAGNON STATES

Introducing the magnon-number operator

Q̂ ≡
∑
n

Qn, Qn =
1

2
I − Sz

n, (29)

and using the relations Qn| ↑n⟩ = 0 and Qn| ↓n⟩ = | ↓n⟩,
one decomposes the Fock (physical Hilbert) space corre-
sponding to the ferromagnetic phase (4) into the direct
sum of Q-magnon sectors H = H0 ⊕H1 ⊕ . . . .
The one-dimensional sector H0 is generated by |∅⟩,

while the N -dimensional one-magnon sector H1 is
spanned on the Bloch spin waves

|k⟩ = S−(−k)|∅⟩, eikN = 1, (30)

corresponding to energies

Emagn(k) = h+ Jz − J⊥ cos k, (31)
or, equivalently,

Emagn(k) = h+ Jz − |J⊥| cos (k − kgap), (32)

where

Egap = Emagn(kgap), J⊥ = |J⊥| cos kgap. (33)

It may be readily proved that the set (30) is complete.
Namely,

∑
k

|k⟩⟨k| = I1 =

N∑
n=1

S−
n |∅⟩⟨∅|S+

n , (34)

where by Hm and Im we shall denote the restrictions of
the Hamiltonian (1) and the unity operator on Hm.
Following (32) the magnon band energy width is

Ew = 2|J⊥|. (35)

Averaging over H0⊕H1, one gets up to the order o(ζg)

2M(T ) = 1− 2

N

∑
k

e−βEmagn(k), eikN = 1. (36)

Let

|k, n⟩ =
∑

n1<n2

eik(n1+n2)/2φn2−n1
(k, n)S−

n1
S−
n2
|∅⟩, (37)

be the complete orthogonal basis in H2. Here k is the
crystal momentum (eikN = 1), while the parameter n
enumerates the set of additional quantum numbers. One
has

H2|k, n⟩ = E(k, n)|k, n⟩, (38)∑
k,n

|k, n⟩⟨k, n| = I2

=
∑

1≤n1<n2≤N

S−
n1
S−
n2
|∅⟩⟨∅|S+

n1
S+
n2
. (39)

Solutions of (38) and (39) are explicitly known only at
N = ∞. Namely, for scattering and bound states,

φscatt
n (k, κ) =

A(k, κ)eiκn −A(k,−κ)e−iκn√
A(k, κ)A(k,−κ)

, (40)

φbound
n (k) =

√
J2
z − J2

⊥ cos2 k/2

J⊥ cos k/2

(J⊥
Jz

cos
k

2

)n

, (41)

the corresponding energies are

Escatt(k, κ) = 2
(
h+ Jz − J⊥ cos

k

2
cosκ

)
, (42)

Ebound(k) = 2h+ Jz −
J2
⊥
Jz

cos2
k

2
. (43)

Here in (40)

A(k, κ) ≡ J⊥ cos
k

2
− Jze

−iκ, κ ∈ (0, π). (44)

Since the bound states should be normalized, (41) yields∣∣∣ 1
∆

cos
k

2

∣∣∣ < 1. (45)

The completeness condition (39) takes the form
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1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dk
( 1

2π

∫ π

0

dκ|k, κ, scatt⟩⟨k, κ, scatt + Θ(J2
z − J2

⊥ cos2 k/2)|k,bound⟩⟨k,bound|
)
= I2, (46)

and follows from the relation [15]

1

2π

∫ π

0

φ̄scatt
m (k, κ)φscatt

n (k, κ)dκ+Θ
(
J2
z − J2

⊥ cos2
k

2

)
φ̄bound
m (k)φbound

n (k) = δm,n. (47)

Here Θ(x) = 1 for x > 0 and Θ(x) = 0 for x < 0.
According to (42) for each κ

Edown
scatt (k) ≤ Escatt(k, κ) ≤ Eup

scatt(k), (48)

where

Edown
scatt (k) = 2

(
h+ Jz −

∣∣∣J⊥ cos
k

2

∣∣∣),
Eup

scatt(k) = 2
(
h+ Jz +

∣∣∣J⊥ cos
k

2

∣∣∣). (49)

III. REPRESENTATION FOR χ(ω, q, T ) AT N < ∞

According to (8)

⟨[S+(q),S−(−q)]⟩ = 2M(T ). (50)

Accounting for (50), one readily gets from (15)

(ω + iϵ)χ(ω, q, T ) = 2M(T ) + F (ω, q, T ), (51)

(ω + iϵ)F (ω, q, T ) = V (q, T ) +W (ω, q, T ), (52)

where

F (ω, q, T ) ≡ ⟨⟨[S+(q), Ĥ],S−(−q)⟩⟩ = ⟨⟨S+(q), [Ĥ,S−(−q)]⟩⟩,
V (q, T ) ≡ ⟨[[S+(q), Ĥ],S−(−q)]⟩ = ⟨[S+(q), [Ĥ,S−(−q)]]⟩, W (ω, q, T ) ≡ ⟨⟨[S+(q), Ĥ], [Ĥ,S−(−q)]⟩⟩. (53)

Expressing (ω + iϵ)F (ω, q, T )χ(ω, q, T ) both from (51) and (52) one gets

[V (q, T ) +W (ω, q, T )]χ(ω, q, T ) = [2M(T ) + F (ω, q, T )]F (ω, q, T ), (54)

or, equivalently,

F (ω, q, T ) =
[V (q, T ) +W (1)(ω, q, T )]χ(ω, q, T )

2M(T )
, (55)

where

W (1)(ω, q, T ) ≡ W (ω, q, T )− F 2(ω, q, T )

χ(ω, q, T )
. (56)

The substitution of F (ω, q, T ) from (55) into (51)
yields the formula

χ(ω, q, T ) =
2M(T )

ω −
V (q, T ) +W (1)(ω, q, T )

2M(T )
+ iϵ

, (57)

very similar to the Dyson equation. However, this anal-
ogy is not full, because according to (56) W (1)(ω, q, T )
in itself depends on χ(ω, q, T ). Nevertheless, up to the
order o(ζg) the Dyson equation may be obtained from
(57).
First, let us represent (56) in the form

W (1)(ω, q, T ) = ⟨⟨[S+(q), Ĥ], [Ĥ,S−(−q)]⟩⟩1, (58)

where for two arbitrary operators A and B

⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩1 ≡ ⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩ − ⟨⟨A,S−(−q)⟩⟩⟨⟨S+(q),B⟩⟩
⟨⟨S+(q),S−(−q)⟩⟩

. (59)

satisfies the irreducibility condition (η± ∈ C),

⟨⟨A+ η+S
+(q),B + η−S

−(−q)⟩⟩1 = ⟨⟨A,B⟩⟩1. (60)
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Hence, (58) is equivalent to

W (1)(ω, q, T ) = ⟨⟨X(q), X†(q)⟩⟩1, (61)

where

X(q) = [S+(q), Ĥ]− Emagn(q)S
+(q). (62)

At the same time, following (4), (30), and (62),

X(q)|∅⟩ = X†(q)|∅⟩ = 0. (63)

Accounting in (14) for (30) and (63), one gets

⟨⟨X(q), X†(q)⟩⟩1 = ⟨⟨X(q), X†(q)⟩⟩+ o(ζg). (64)

From (63) and (36), one has ⟨⟨X(q), X†(q)⟩⟩ = O(ζg)
and 2M(T ) = 1 +O(ζg). So, up to the order o(ζg),

W (1)(ω, q, T )

2M(T )
= ⟨⟨X(q), X†(q)⟩⟩. (65)

The right-hand side of (65) does not depend on
χ(ω, q, T ). Hence, its substitution into (57) results in
the low-temperature Dyson equation whose explicit form

may be obtained with the use of only the one- and two-
magnon formfactors. This trick is the keystone of our
approach.
According to (53) and (62),

V (q, T )

2M(T )
= Emagn(q) + ε(0)(q, T ), (66)

where

ε(0)(q, T ) ≡ ⟨[X(q),S−(−q)]⟩
2M(T )

=
⟨[S+(q), X†(q)]⟩

2M(T )
. (67)

Accounting for (63) and (36), one readily gets from (67)
up to the order o(ζg),

ε(0)(q, T ) =
∑
k

e−βEmagn(k)⟨k|[X(q),S−(−q)]|k⟩. (68)

Following (14) and (63), up to the order o(ζg) one has

⟨⟨X(q), X†(q)⟩⟩ = χ1(ω, q, T ), (69)

where [see (38)]

χ1(ω, q, T ) ≡
∑
k,n

e−βEmagn(k−q)|⟨k, n|X†(q)|k − q⟩|2

ω + Emagn(k − q)− E(k, n) + iϵ
, eikN = 1. (70)

Taking into account that, according to (30) and (63), X†(q)|k − q⟩ = [X†(q),S−(q − k)]|∅⟩, one may rewrite (70) as

χ1(ω, q, T ) =
1

N

∑
k

e−βEmagn(k−q)⟨∅|[S+(k − q), X(q)]GN (ω, q, k)[X†(q),S−(q − k)]|∅⟩, eikN = 1, (71)

where, following (38) and (39), the 2N × 2M matrix

GN (ω, q, k) ≡ N
∑
n

|k, n⟩⟨k, n|
ω + Emagn(k − q)− E(k, n) + iϵ

,

(72)
satisfies the equation

1

N

∑
k

(ω+Emagn(k−q)−H2+ iϵ)GN (ω, q, k) = I2. (73)

The substitutions of (66) and (65) into (57) with the
account for (69), result in

χ(ω, q, T ) =
2M(T )

ω − Emagn(q)− ε(0)(q, T )− χ1(ω, q, T ) + iϵ
. (74)

IV. χ1(ω, q, T ) AT N = ∞

At N → ∞, under the substitution

1

N

N∑
j=1

−→ 1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dk (75)

(36) turns into

2M(T ) = 1− 1

π

∫ 2π

0

dke−βEmagn(k). (76)
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As it is shown in the Appendix A,

ε(0)(q, T ) =
1

π

∫ 2π

0

dke−βEmagn(k)[J⊥ cos q − Jz + (J⊥ − Jz cos q) cos k]. (77)

At finite-N the explicit representations for |k, n⟩ and
E(k, n) are unknown. Hence, it is not clear how to get
GN (ω, q, k) from (72). As the result, (71) is useless for
direct calculations. Fortunately, the infinite-dimensional
operator

G∞(ω, q, k) ≡ lim
N→∞

GN (ω, q, k), (78)

may be readily obtained within the approach, suggested
in Ref. [17]. Indeed, according to (73), (78), and (75),∫ 2π

0

dk

2π
(ω+Emagn(k−q)−H2+iϵ)G∞(ω, q, k) = I2. (79)

Using (46), one readily gets the solution of the (79) as

G∞(ω, q, k) = Gscatt(ω, q, k) + Gbound(ω, q, k), (80)

where

Gscatt(ω, q, k) =
1

2π

∫ π

0

dκ
|k, κ, scatt⟩⟨k, κ, scatt|

ω + Emagn(k − q)− Escatt(k, κ) + iϵ
,

Gbound(ω, q, k) = Θ(J2
z − J2

⊥ cos2 k/2)
|k,bound⟩⟨k,bound|

ω + Emagn(k − q)− Ebound(k) + iϵ
. (81)

As the result, (71) turns into

χ1(ω, q, T ) = χ
(scatt)
1 (ω, q, T ) + χ

(bound)
1 (ω, q, T ), (82)

where

χ
(scatt)
1 (ω, q, T ) =

1

(2π)2

∫ 2π

0

dk

∫ π

0

dκ
e−βEmagn(k−q)|⟨k, κ, scatt|[X†(q),S−(q − k)]|∅⟩|2

ω − Φscatt(q, k, κ) + iϵ
,

χ
(bound)
1 (ω, q, T ) =

1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dk
e−βEmagn(k−q)|⟨k, bound|[X†(q),S−(q − k)]|∅⟩|2

ω − Φbound(q, k) + iϵ
. (83)

and

Φscatt(q, k, κ) ≡ Escatt(k, κ)− Emagn(k − q) = h+ Jz + J⊥ cos (k − q)− 2J⊥ cos
k

2
cosκ,

Φbound(q, k) ≡ Ebound(k)− Emagn(k − q) = h+ J⊥ cos (k − q)− J2
⊥
Jz

cos2
k

2
. (84)

As it is shown in Appendix, the substitution of (83) into (82) yields

χ1(ω, q, T ) =
2

π

∫ 2π

0

dkΞ(q, T, k)ξ(ω, q, k), (85)

where

Ξ(q, T, k) = e−βEmagn(k−q)
[
Jz cos

(k
2
− q

)
− J⊥ cos

k

2

]2
,

ξ(ω, q, k) =
ω − h+ Jz − J⊥ cos (k − q) + Λ(k, ω, q)

√
|D(k, ω, q)|

2Jz(ω − Φbound(q, k) + iϵ)
, (86)

D(k, ω, q) = (ω − Φdown(q, k))(ω − Φup(q, k)), (87)

Λ(k, ω, q) = Θ(Φdown(q, k)− ω)−Θ(ω − Φup(q, k))− iΘ(Φup(q, k)− ω)Θ(ω − Φdown(q, k)), (88)
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and

Φdown(q, k) ≡ Edown
scatt (k)− Emagn(k − q) = h+ Jz + J⊥ cos (k − q)− 2

∣∣∣J⊥ cos
k

2

∣∣∣,
Φup(q, k) ≡ Eup

scatt(k)− Emagn(k − q) = h+ Jz + J⊥ cos (k − q) + 2
∣∣∣J⊥ cos

k

2

∣∣∣. (89)

V. EXTRACTION OF χmagn(ω, q, T )

Following (74) and (77), condition (20) reduces to

Imχ1(ω, q, T ) ̸= 0, (90)

or, with the account for (85), (86), (88) and (89),

ω ∈ [ωmin(q), ωmax(q)] ∪ [Ωmin(q),Ωmax(q)], (91)

where

ωmin(q) = min
k∈[0,2π]

Φdown(q, k),

ωmax(q) = max
k∈[0,2π]

Φup(q, k), (92)

Ωmin(q) = min
k∈[0,2π]

Φbound(q, k),

Ωmax(q) = max
k∈[0,2π]

Φbound(q, k). (93)

A slight generalization of the analysis given in Ref. [10]
yields

ωmin(q) = h+ Jz − 3|J⊥| cos
|q| − kmax

3
, |q| ≤ π,

ωmax(q) = h+ Jz + 3|J⊥| cos
|q| − kgap

3
, (94)

where kmax ≡ π − kgap is the crystal momentum corre-
sponding to the highest magnon energy. Using (32) and
(35) and the identity cos 3x = 4 cos3 x− 3 cosx, one may

reduce (94) to the more tractable form

ωmin(q) = Emagn(q)− 2Ew cos3
|q| − kmax

3
, |q| ≤ π,

ωmax(q) = Emagn(q) + 2Ew cos3
|q| − kgap

3
. (95)

According to (95), the condition (22) is satisfied auto-
matically, so the interval [ωmin(q), ωmax(q)] really cor-
responds to the one-magnon peak. At the same time,
following (84), the interval [Ωmin(q),Ωmax(q)] corre-
sponds to transitions from scattering magnons to coupled
magnon pairs. In order to avoid an account of this rater
complex process, we shall look only for the case

[ωmin(q), ωmax(q)] ∩ [Ωmin(q),Ωmax(q)] = ∅. (96)

Under the easy-axis condition (27), when (45) is sat-
isfied automatically, the explicit expressions for (93)
may be readily obtained. Following (84), the equation
∂Φbound(q, k)/∂k = 0 has two solutions k+ and k−, for
which

sin k± = ± 2Jz sin q√
(2Jz − J⊥)2 + 8JzJ⊥ sin2 q/2

,

cos k± = ± 2Jz cos q − J⊥√
(2Jz − J⊥)2 + 8JzJ⊥ sin2 q/2

. (97)

The substitution of (97) into (84) yields

Φbound(q, k±) = h− J2
⊥

2Jz
± J⊥

2Jz

√
(2Jz − J⊥)2 + 8JzJ⊥ sin2 q/2. (98)

Using (21) and (35) and the notations Emid ≡ h + Jz and Emid
bound ≡ 2h + Jz − J2

⊥/(2Jz) for the middles of magnon
and coupled pairs zones, one readily gets from (98)

Ωmin(q) = Emid
bound − Emid − Ew

2

√
1 +

1

4∆2
− cos q

∆
,

Ωmax(q) = Emid
bound − Emid +

Ew

2

√
1 +

1

4∆2
− cos q

∆
. (99)

As it readily follows from (94) and (99)

lim
J⊥→0

[ωmin(q), ωmax(q)] = {h+ Jz},

lim
J⊥→0

[Ωmin(q),Ωmax(q)] = {h}. (100)

Hence, (96) always is satisfied in the Ising-like regime
|∆| ≫ 1. Following (100) we conjecture that the condi-
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tion (96) may be rewritten as

Jz > 0 : ωmin(q)− Ωmax(q) > 0, (101a)

Jz < 0 : Ωmin(q)− ωmax(q) > 0. (101b)

In the following the system (27) and (101) always should
be implied.

The substitution of (86) into (85), and accounting for

(25) and (26), yields

ε(ω, q, T ) = ε(0)(q, T ) +

2∑
j=1

ε(j)(ω, q, T ), (102)

and

ε(1)(ω, q, T ) =
1

πJz

∫ 2π

0

dkΞ(q, T, k)
ω − h+ Jz − J⊥ cos (k − q)

ω − Φbound(q, k)
, (103)

ε(2)(ω, q, T ) =
1

πJz

∫ 2π

0

dkΞ(q, T, k)

√
D(ω, q, k)

ω − Φbound(q, k)

(
Θ(Φdown(q, k)− ω)−Θ(ω − Φup(q, k))

)
, (104)

Γ(ω, q, T ) =
1

πJz

∫ 2π

0

dkΞ(q, T, k)

√
−D(ω, q, k)

ω − Φbound(q, k)
Θ(Φup(q, k)− ω)Θ(ω − Φdown(q, k)). (105)

Formula (104) may be represented in a more tractable and expanded form. Following (32) and (89)

Emagn(q)− Φdown(q, k) = 2|J⊥|
[∣∣∣ cos k

2

∣∣∣− cos
k

2
cos

(k
2
− q − kgap

)]
≥ 0, (106a)

Φup(q, k)− Emagn(q) = 2|J⊥|
[∣∣∣ cos k

2

∣∣∣+ cos
k

2
cos

(k
2
− q − kgap

)]
≥ 0. (106b)

Hence,

Θ(ω − Φup(q, k))|ω<Emagn(q) = 0, Θ(Φdown(q, k)− ω)|ω>Emagn(q) = 0, (107)

and, as the result, (104) splits into two separated formulas

ε(2)(ω, q, T ) =
1

πJz

∫ 2π

0

dkΞ(q, T, k)
Θ(Φdown(q, k)− ω)

√
−D(ω, q, k)

ω − Φbound(q, k)
, ω ∈ [ωmin(q), Emagn(q)], (108a)

ε(2)(ω, q, T ) = − 1

πJz

∫ 2π

0

dkΞ(q, T, k)
Θ(ω − Φup(q, k))

√
−D(ω, q, k)

ω − Φbound(q, k)
, ω ∈ [Emagn(q), ωmax(q)]. (108b)

Finally, the combination of (23), (25), and (26) yields [up to the order o(ζg)]

Smagn(ω, q, T ) =
1

π(1− e−βω)
· 2M(T )Γ(ω, q, T )

(ω − Emagn(q)− ε(ω, q, T ))2 + Γ2(ω, q, T )
. (109)

VI. ASYMMETRY AND BROADENING OF
THE RESONANCE CONTOUR LINESHAPES

For the ferromagnetic chain with h = 3, Jz = 1, and
J⊥ = 0.2 (Egap = 3.8, Ew = 0.4, ∆ = 5) some resonance
contours at q = 0, π/2, π are presented in the Figs. 1-3,
where it is implied that kB = 1 (β = 1/T ). In these
figures

Emagn(q, T ) ≡ Emagn(q) + εmagn(q, T ), (110)

where the magnon resonance shift εmagn(q, T ) [the differ-
ence between the lineshape maximum and Emagn(q)] is
evaluated according to the approximative formula (116)

supplemented by (77) and (103). The presented plots
have rather custom lineshapes which are broadened and
asymmetric. The broadening increase with tempera-
ture. The asymmetry may be alternatively characterized
by different left and right spreadings around the point
ω = Emagn(q) or by the resonance shift εmagn(q, T ) men-
tioned above.
The spreading asymmetry is well estimated by the uni-

versal (T -independent) function

as(q) ≡ ωmax(q)− Emagn(q)

Emagn(q)− ωmin(q)
=

cos3
|q| − kgap

3

cos3
|q| − kmax

3

, (111)
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whose plot is presented in the Fig. 4. As it follows from
(111), as(kgap) = 8 (the contour spreads to the right),
as(kmax) = 0.125 (the contour spreads to the left), and
as(π/2) = 1 (the contour equally spreads to the right
and to the left).

At low temperatures the parameter εmagn(q, T ) with
a good accuracy may be obtained from ωc, the complex
pole of Smagn(ω, q, T ). Namely

ωc ≡ Emagn(q) + εmagn(q, T )− iΓmagn(q, T ), (112)

where, following (109),

ωc − Emagn(q)− ε(ωc, q, T ) + iΓ(ωc, q, T ) = 0. (113)

Although the parameter Γmagn(q, T ) corresponds to
the lineshape broadening, its interpretation as the
magnon decay rate is incorrect, because within the model
(1) magnons are stable. At T > 0 the inequality
Γmagn(q, T ) > 0 follows from the fact that (contrary
to S−(−q)|∅⟩) vector S−(−q)|k⟩ is not an eigenstate of
(1) but an infinite linear combination of eigenstates with
crystal momentums equal to k + q.

Up to the order o(ζg) one has from (112) and (113)

εmagn(q, T ) = ε(Emagn(q), q, T ),

Γmagn(q, T ) = Γ(Emagn(q), q, T ). (114)

According to (114) the exact integral representations for
εmagn(q, T ) and Γmagn(q, T ) may be obtained by the sub-
stitution ω = Emagn(q) into (103), (104), and (105). Fol-
lowing (87), (106), and (104),

−D(k,Emagn(q), q) = 4J2
⊥ cos2

k

2
sin2

(k
2
− q

)
,

ε(2)(Emagn(q), q, T ) = 0. (115)

Accounting for (115), one readily gets from (114),

εmagn(q, T ) = ε(0)(q, T ) + ε(1)magn(q, T ), (116)

where ε(0)(q, T ) is given by (77) and

ε(1)magn(q, T ) =
2

π

∫ 2π

0

dkΞ(q, T, k)
Jz − J⊥ cos k/2 cosα

[Jz − J⊥ cos k/2 cosα]2 + J2
⊥ cos2 k/2 sin2 α

, (117)

Γmagn(q, T ) =
2

π

∫ 2π

0

dkΞ(q, T, k)
|J⊥ cos k/2 sinα|

[Jz − J⊥ cos k/2 cosα]2 + J2
⊥ cos2 k/2 sin2 α

, α ≡ k

2
− q. (118)

It is convenient to express ε(0)(q, T ), ε
(1)
magn(q, T ), and Γmagn(q, T ) in terms of the experimentally observable param-

eters Egap, Ew, and ∆. Using (21), (32), (33), and (35) and the identity cos (q − kgap) = cos kgap cos q, one readily
rewrites (77), (117), and (118) as

ε(0)(q, T ) =
Ewζg cos kgap

2π

∫ 2π

0

dke−βEw sin2 [(k−kgap)/2][cos q −∆+ (1−∆cos q) cos k],

ε(1)magn(q, T ) =
Ewζg cos kgap

π

∫ 2π

0

dk
e−βEw sin2 [(k−q−kgap)/2](∆ cosα− cos k/2)2(∆− cos k/2 cosα)

(∆− cos k/2 cosα)2 + cos2 k/2 sin2 α
, (119)

Γmagn(q, T ) =
Ewζg
π

∫ 2π

0

dk
e−βEw sin2 [(k−q−kgap)/2](∆ cosα− cos k/2)2| cos k/2 sinα|

(∆− cos k/2 cosα)2 + cos2 k/2 sin2 α
. (120)

Taking the integrals in (119) within the Laplace method and using the identities

1−∆cos kgap + (cos kgap −∆) cos q = (cos kgap −∆)(cos q + cos kgap),

cos2
q + kgap

2
sin2

q − kgap
2

=
1

4
sin2 q, cos

q + kgap
2

cos
q − kgap

2
=

cos q + cos kgap
2

,(
∆cos

kgap − q

2
− cos

kgap + q

2

)2

=
(∆− cos kgap)

2(1 + cos kgap cos q)

2
, (121)

one readily gets in the DLT regime (12) and (28)

ε(0)DLT
magn (q, T ) = ζDLTEw(cos kgap −∆)(cos q + cos kgap),

ε(1)DLT
magn (q, T ) =

2ζDLTEw(cos kgap −∆)2(cos q + cos kgap)(2∆− cos q − cos kgap)

(2∆− cos q − cos kgap)2 + sin2 q
, (122)

εDLT
magn(q, T ) =

2∆ζDLTEw(cos kgap −∆)(cos q + cos kgap) sin
2 q

(2∆− cos q − cos kgap)2 + sin2 q
, (123)
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where

ζDLT ≡ ζg√
πβEw

. (124)

At q = kgap and q = kmax (sin q = 0) the right-hand
side of (123) reduces. Hence, in order to get a nontriv-

ial result, one have to use the formula
∫∞
−∞ x2e−x2

dx =
√
π/2 (instead of

∫∞
−∞ e−x2

dx =
√
π). As shown in the

Appendix, this approach yields

εDLT
magn(kgap, T ) =

ζDLT∆kBT

(cos kgap −∆)
, (125)

εDLT
magn(kmax, T ) =

ζDLT(∆− cos kmax)kBT

∆
.(126)

At vicinities of the points q = kgap and q = kmax one
has to account both for (123) and (125) or (126). The
joint utilization of these formulas gives

εDLT
magn(q, T ) =

ζg∆(2 cos kgapEw(q − kgap)
2 + kBT )

2(cos kgap −∆)
, q ≈ kgap

εDLT
magn(q, T ) =

ζg[Ew(1 + ∆cos kmax)(q − kmax)
4 + 2(∆− cos kmax)kBT ]

4∆
, q ≈ kmax. (127)

Following (27), (123) and (127) at T → 0 in the DLT
regime outside from the points q = kgap and q = kmax

the sign of εDLT
magn(q, T ) is equal to the sign of cos kmax =

− cos kgap = −sign(J⊥). At the same time, in the con-
tours presented in the Fig. 2 all the shifts are positive,
though q = π/2 and kgap = 0. One may suppose, that
this is a consequence of insufficient low temperatures.
Namely, for h = 3, Jz = 1 and J⊥ = 0.2 one has
Egap = 3.8 and Ew = 0.4. Hence, e−βEgap = 0.2 even
for T = 2.5. So the approximation governed by (12)
should be correct. At the same time, βEw = 3.25 even
for T = 1.3, so that fulfillment of the condition (28) is
rather doubtful. In order to clarify the question we il-
lustrate the temperature dependence of εmagn(π/2, T ) in
the Fig. 5. As we can see up to T = 0.02 (βEw = 20) the
plots of εmagn(π/2, T ) and εDLT

magn(π/2, T ) are practically
indistinguishable while up to T = 0.43 (βEw = 10.7)
both of them are negative. The point T = 1.3 lies far
beyond the DLT regime.

Using the plots presented in the Figs. 1-3, one may
also estimate the low-temperature approximation used
in (114). As it may be readily seen, the difference be-
tween Emagn(q, T ) and the lineshape maximum is rather
negligible only for T = 1.3.

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In the present paper, following the line of research sug-
gested in Ref. [10], we have evaluated the magnon cre-
ation contribution to the transverse dynamical structure
factor (TDSF) for a ferromagnetically polarized, gapped,

easy-axis [the latter condition (27), supplemented by (96)
or (101) enables the separation between magnon- and
coupled-pair- creation contributions] XXZ chain (1) up
to the order o(e−βEgap). The final result (109) was ob-
tained according to the well known correspondence be-
tween TDSF and the corresponding transverse dynami-
cal magnetic susceptibility. The latter was presented in
the form of the Dyson equation (25) with the use of the
Plakida-Tserkovnikov approach [13], [15] supplemented
by the special low-temperature reduction suggested by
the author. All the calculations were implemented with
utilization of only one- and two-magnon spectrums.

Treating the mass operator (26), we have got the rather
tractable integral representations (116), (119), and (120)
for the temperature-dependent magnon resonance shift
εmagn(q, T ) and ”decay rate” Γmagn(q, T ). Contrary to
the heuristical approaches, used in Refs. [3, 21], where
TDSF was evaluated by ad hoc substitution of finite ϵ
into the spectral formula (14), the suggested one is well
grounded and produces estimations with the controllable
order o(e−βEgap). In the special double low temperature
(DLT) regime, when temperature is small both up to
the energy gap and to the magnon band width, some of
the obtained integral representations has been evaluated
within the Laplace method. The correctness of this ap-
proximation was estimated by comparison with the ref-
erence result.

It was demonstrated that inside the DLT regime
εmagn(q, T ) has the sign opposite to the sign of cos kgap.
However, beyond the DLT as a function of T it may have
a rather nontrivial behavior.

At present time a number of magnetic compounds re-
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lated to the model (1), (4), and (27) are known. Among
them are both ferromagnets [22, 23] and magnetically po-
larized antiferromagnets [24]. To the authors knowledge,
the experimental TDSF data for them was not published.
Moreover, in the author’s opinion, it is premature now to
use the presented results for interpretation of experimen-
tal data [11], because a discrepancy between theory and
experiment may occur as well as from the suggested ap-
proximations (utilization of only one- and two-magnon
spectrums), as well as from an incorrectness of the refer-
ence model. That is why, it seems for the author, that
the obtained results should be initially confirmed numer-
ically.

Since the late 2000s several effective numerical ap-
proaches for the high accuracy evaluation of temperature-
dependent dynamical correlations in spin chains were
developed. Among them are an exact diagonalization
in finite chains [7, 9], quantum Monte Carlo methods
[25], and the Density Matrix Renormalization Group ap-

proach [26–28]. Within these methods several systems,
more complex than (1) and (4), were studied. Unfortu-
nately, just the TDSF for the model (1), (4), and (27) has
not yet been considered. Since the suggested approach
gives a rather complete information about the magnon
resonance contour lineshape, it seems reasonable to se-
lect the most physically interesting quantities and after
a combined analytical and numerical study formulate rec-
ommendations for experimentalists.

The suggested approach may be applied to other mod-
els with known one- and two-magnon spectrums [29, 30].

The author is very grateful to S. B. Rutkevich for the
helpful discussion.

Appendix A

• According to (8), (1), and (62),

X(q) =
1√
N

N∑
n=1

e−iqnS+
n

[
(J⊥e

iq − Jz)Qn−1 + (J⊥e
−iq − Jz)Qn+1

]
, (A.1)

[X(q),S−(−q)] =
1

N

N∑
n=1

[
2Sz

n

(
(J⊥e

iq − Jz)Qn−1 + (J⊥e
−iq − Jz)Qn+1

)
+S+

n

(
(J⊥ − Jze

−iq)S−
n−1 + (J⊥ − Jze

iq)S−
n+1

)]
, (A.2)

[X†(q),S−(q − k)] =
2

N

N∑
n=1

eik(n+1/2)
[
Jz cos

(k
2
− q

)
− J⊥ cos

k

2

]
S−
nS

−
n+1, (A.3)

Accounting for (A.2), (30), (4), and (37) one readily gets from (68) and (A.3)

ε(0)(q, T ) =
2

N

∑
k

e−βEmagn(k)[J⊥(cos q + cos k)− Jz(cos (k − q) + 1)], (A.4)

⟨k, n|[X†(q),S−(q − k)]|∅⟩ = 2eik/2
(
Jz cos

(k
2
− q

)
− J⊥ cos

k

2

)
φ̄1(k, n). (A.5)

Under the identity
∫ 2π

0
e−βEmagn(k) sin kdk = 0, from (A.4) follows (77). According to (A.5), (83) turns into

(85), where

ξ(ω, q, k) = ξscatt(ω, q, k) + ξbound(ω, q, k), (A.6)

and

ξscatt(ω, q, k) =
1

2π

∫ π

0

|φscatt
1 (k, κ)|2dκ

ω − Φscatt(q, k, κ) + iϵ
, ξbound(ω, q, k) =

Θ(J2
z − J2

⊥ cos2 k/2)|φbound
1 (k, κ)|2

ω − Φbound(q, k, κ) + iϵ
. (A.7)

• Using invariance of Φscatt(q, k, κ) under the substitution κ → −κ and an explicit representation

φ̄scatt
1 (k, κ)φscatt

1 (k, κ) =
A(k,−κ)−A(k, κ)e2iκ

A(k,−κ)
+

A(k, κ)−A(k,−κ)e−2iκ

A(k, κ)
, (A.8)

which directly follows from (40) and (44), one may extend the integral in (A.7) into the integral over [0, 2π],

ξscatt(ω, q, k) =
1

2π

∫ 2π

0

dκ
A(k,−κ)−A(k, κ)e2iκ

A(k,−κ)(ω − Φscatt(q, k, κ) + iϵ)
. (A.9)



12

Introducing the following auxiliary variables,

a ≡ J⊥ cos
k

2
, z0 ≡ a

Jz
, z ≡ eiκ, b ≡ ω − h− Jz − J⊥ cos (k − q), (A.10)

one readily gets from (89), (84), and (44),

ω − Φdown(q, k) = b+ 2|a|, ω − Φup(q, k) = b− 2|a|, (A.11)

ω − Φscatt(q, k, κ) = a(z + z−1) + b,
A(k,−κ)−A(k, κ)e2iκ

A(k,−κ)
=

z0(z
2 − 1)

z − z0
, (A.12)

ω − Φbound(q, k) = a(z0 + z−1
0 ) + b. (A.13)

The substitution of (A.12) into (A.9) yields

ξscatt(ω, q, k) =
z0
2πi

∮
|z|=1

(z2 − 1)dz

[a(z2 + 1) + (b+ iϵ)z](z − z0)
=

z0(z
2
in − 1)

a(zin − zout)(zin − z0)
+

Θ(1− z20)(z
2
0 − 1)

a(z0 + z−1
0 ) + b+ iϵ

, (A.14)

where

zinzout = 1, |zin| < 1, |zout| > 1, (A.15)

are the two roots of the equation

a(z2 + 1) + (b+ iϵ)z = 0. (A.16)

At the same time, following (A.7), (41), and (A.13),

ξbound(ω, q, k) =
Θ(1− z20)(1− z20)

a(z0 + z−1
0 ) + b+ iϵ

, (A.17)

The substitutions of (A.14) and (A.17) into (A.6)
yield

ξ(ω, q, k) =
z0(z

2
in − 1)

a(zin − zout)(zin − z0)
. (A.18)

Accounting now for (A.13) and the identities

z2in − 1

zin − zout
=

zin(zin − zout)

zin − zout
= zin,

z0
zin − z0

=
z0(zout − z0)

(zin − z0)(zout − z0)

=
zout − z0

a(z0 + z−1
0 ) + b+ iϵ

,

zin(zout − z0) =
Jz − azin

Jz
, (A.19)

[which may be readily obtained from (A.15),
(A.16), and (A.10)] one reduces (A.18) to

ξ(ω, q, k) =
Jz − azin

Jz(ω − Φbound(q, k) + iϵ)
. (A.20)

In order to obtain the final result, one has to find
the correct expression for zin.

At b2 − 4a2 < 0, (A.16) has two solutions

z± ≡ −(b+ iϵ)± i
√
4a2 − b2 − 2ibϵ

2a
, (A.21)

which, following the equality

√
1 + ixϵ = x/|x|+ i|x|ϵ

2
+ o(ϵ), (A.22)

may be reduced to

z± =
1

2a

[
− (b± ϵ)∓ i

(b√4a2 − b2

|b|
± ϵ

)]
. (A.23)

According to (A.23)

|z±|2 = 1± 2bϵ

|b|
√
4a2 − b2

+ o(ϵ). (A.24)

Following (A.15) one has zin = z− at b > 0 and
zin = z+ at b < 0. In both the cases, (A.24) gives

zin|ϵ=0 =
−b+ i

√
4a2 − b2

2a
. (A.25)

An elementary analysis, with an account for (A.11),
shows that at b2 − 4a2 > 0 one has

zin|ϵ=0 =


−b+

√
b2 − 4a2

2a
, ω ≥ Φup(q, k)

−b−
√
b2 − 4a2

2a
, ω ≤ Φdown(q, k)

.

(A.26)

Using now the identity

b2 − 4a2 = D(k, ω, q), (A.27)

which follows from (A.11) and (87), and substitut-
ing (A.25) and (A.26) into (A.20), one readily gets
(86).

• Substituting the expansions
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cos kgap −∆+ (1−∆cos kgap) cos k = (cos kgap −∆)(2− (k − kgap)
2/2) + o((k − kgap)

2),

(∆ cosαgap − cos k/2)2(∆− cos k/2 cosαgap)

(∆− cos k/2 cosαgap)2 + cos2 k/2 sin2 αgap

=
4 cos2 k/2(∆− cos kgap)

2(∆− cos kgap cos
2 k/2)

4(∆− cos kgap cos2 k/2)2 + sin2 k

= (∆− cos kgap)
2 (2− k2/2)[2∆− cos kgap(2− k2/2)] + o(k2)

[2∆− cos kgap(2− k2/2)]2 + k2 + o(k2)

= (∆− cos kgap)
2 4(∆− cos kgap) + (2 cos kgap −∆)k2 + o(k2)

4(∆− cos kgap)2 + (2∆cos kgap − 1)k2 + o(k2)

= (∆− cos kgap)(1− k2/4) +
∆cos kgap

4(cos kgap −∆)
k2 + o(k2), αgap ≡ k/2− kgap, (A.28)

into (119), one readily gets (125). Substituting the expansions

cos kgap[cos kmax −∆+ (1−∆cos kmax) cos k] =
(∆ cos kmax − 1)(k − kgap)

2

2
+ o((k − kgap)

2),[
∆cos

(k
2
− kmax

)
− cos

k

2

]2
=

(∆cos kmax − 1)2(k − π)2

4
+ o((k − π)2), (A.29)

into (119), one readily gets (126).
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FIG. 1: Magnon-peak lineshapes Smagn(ω, 0, T ) at h = 3.0,
Jz = 1, J⊥ = 0.2 (Egap = 3.8, Ew = 0.4, ∆ = 5) obtained by
the formula (109).
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FIG. 2: Magnon-peak lineshapes Smagn(ω, π/2, T ) at h = 3.0,
Jz = 1, J⊥ = 0.2 (Egap = 3.8, Ew = 0.4, ∆ = 5) obtained by
the formula (109).
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FIG. 3: Magnon-peak lineshapes Smagn(ω, π, T ) at h = 3.0,
Jz = 1, J⊥ = 0.2 (Egap = 3.8, Ew = 0.4, ∆ = 5) obtained by
the formula (109).
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FIG. 5: Plots for the magnon resonance shift εmagn(π/2, T )
obtained by the formulas (116) and (119) and its DLT asymp-
totics εDLT

magn(π/2, T ) obtained by (122). For T < 0.02
both the plots are almost identical, however for T > 0.43,
εmagn(π/2, T ) and εDLT

magn(π/2, T ) even have different signs.
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