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Magnon peak lineshape in the transverse dynamical structure factor of a
ferromagnetically polarized easy-axis X X7 chain at low temperatures

P. N. Bibikov

Russian State Hydrometeorological University, Saint-Petersburg, Russia

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_ﬂE-"‘”’).

I. INTRODUCTION

Contrary to the zero-temperature case [I], systematic
study of T' > 0 correlations in spin chains was developed
only in the present century [2HIO]. Among the dynam-
ical correlation functions, very important is the (mea-
surable by neutron scattering [I1]) 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
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where SZ and S = SZ+iS¥ (n = 1,..., N) are the usual
spin-1/2 operators attached to the chain sites. Hamilto-
nian acts on the tensor product of N two-dimensional
vector spaces spanned on spin-up and spin-down states
| 1) and | }). The final result will be obtained in the ther-
modynamical limit N = oo; however, initially we begin
with the periodical model, supposing that

SN+1 = Sl. (2)

We shall treat the model only under the condition
Egap =h+J, —|JL| >0, (3)

[as it follows from Eg.p 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,
0) =[T1)®@--- @] Tn), H|0) = 0. (4)

TDSF may be defined by two equivalent ways. The

former is the spectral decomposition

e_ﬁE"|<V|S+(Q)|N>‘25(W +E, — Eu)
Z(T) ’
(5)

where p and v enumerate the Hamiltonian eigenstates
and Z(T) = tr(e ). The next definition,

S(w7q7T) :Z

psv

_Imx(w,q,T)

S(w,q,T) = (1 — e Bw)’

w # 0, (6)

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

X(w,q,T) = ((S™(q),8™ (—a)))- (7)

Here

N
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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]

(AB)) = = /Ooo dte’ TN A), B)),  (9a)

7

(A B)) = % /O e O A B(—)).  (9b)

Here A(t) = et Ae™H and (A) = tr(e PHA)/Z(T).

Since [under condition (B))] the system is gapped, it is
a temptation to evaluate TDSF directly by formula
and, using the machinery of low-temperature formfactor
expansions [6HI], reduce to the form

oo

S(Wa q,T) = SO(wa Q) + Z Sm(wa qu)a (10)

m=1



where each S,,(w,q,T) depends on matrix elements
(v|ST(q)|u) between j-magnon states (v| and j + 1-
magnon states |u) with 7 < m, so that

Sm(w,q,T) = 0(¢"),

7 (e=e PP (11)

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

e PPar 1, f=-— (12)
so that the expression for S(w,q,T") will be governed by

the low-lying spectrum. It is well known, however, that
in the ferromagnetic phase and , when

SO(W7 (]) = §[w - Emagn(Q)]v (13)

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

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. [6H9] to utilize the
formulas @ and instead of . Since the direct ap-
plication of the Kallén-Lehmann spectral decomposition
[12]

(e~ 7By — e P ) (W] Alp) (| Blv)
Z(T,N)(w+E, — E, +ie)

((A.8) =3

s

(14)

still results in the delta-singularity , it was addition-
ally suggested to initially represent x(w, ¢, T") in the form
of the Dyson equation and obtain from 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. [I3]). Next, the approach
[6HI] 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. [I3]) within the alternative approach based on the
pair of equivalent equations,

(w +ie)((A, B)) = ([A, B]) + (([4, H], B)), (15a)
(w+ie)((A,B)) = ([A,B]) + ((A, [H,B])), (15b)
readily following from @D Strictly speaking, the formula

presented in Ref. [14] [see Eq. 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. [I0] where the gapped fer-
romagnetically polarized XX spin chain (J, = 0) in the
regime 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 , , and . The obtained result is rigorous
and gives the approximation up to the controllable order
o(Cg)-

Before treating the XXZ model it is convenient to look
back on the Ising (J, = 0) chain for which, following
(©) and the rather elementary formula ([S},(t),S;]) =0
(m # n), x(w,q,T) reduces to the transverse autocor-
relator ((S;F,S.)) (independently on n). Being exactly
represented as the polar sum [16]

3
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j=1
it corresponds to three different kind of processes

| e Tn—lTnTn—&-l B > — ‘ s T?L—l\lrn/l\n+1 s >a (17)

| dnmTatntr ) = [ dncdn g o),
| TnflTn\I/n+1 > — ‘ TnflininJrl >a (18)
|~'~\J/n71/]\nxlzn+1 > — |'~'~Ln71\Ln\Ln+1 > (19)
Only the term, corresponding to or, equivalently,
to creations of isolated down spins (the Ising magnons)
has zero activation energy (is nonzero at T' = 0). Since

all w; in are different [I6], the corresponding points
w = wj in the w axis for which

Imx(w,q,T) # 0, (20)

(the poles of ((S;},S,’))) are isolated. Hence, it is natural
to suppose that at strong easy-axis anisotropy |A| > 1,
=

=70

the condition will be satisfied only inside small non-
intersecting w intervals corresponding to spreadings of
the points {w;}. Among them should be the resonance

magnon peak interval [wmin(q), Wmax(q)], characterizing
by the property

Emang(‘]) € [Wmirl(q%wrnax(q)}- (22)

(21)

Taking
 Imxmagn(w, ¢, T)

Smagn(wv q, T) = 71_(1 — e_ﬁw) > w 7é 0, (23)
where
Xmagn (@, ¢, T) = x(w, ¢, T) (24)

WE[Wrmin(4) Wmax(@)]

one will get the magnon contribution to the TDSF. As

it will be shown in the below, up to the order o((y),

Xmagn (W, ¢, T') has the Dyson equation form [10]
2M(T)

W — Emagn(Q) - Z(OJ, q, T)7

Xmagn (W, q, T) = (25)



where M (T) = (SZ) is the average magnetization and
E(W7Q7T) = E(waQ7T) - ir(w7qa 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
, , and . In Sec. 3, within the approach, sug-
gested in Refs. [I4] [15] and used in Ref. [I0], we give a
finite-N representation for x(w, ¢, T), which, however, is
useless, because depends on the unknown total array of
finite-IV two-magnon wave functions. In Sec. 4, follow-
ing Ref. [I7] and using the ezactly known infinite set of
N = oo two-magnon wave functions we get the explicit
integral representation for x(w,q,T). In Sec. 5 we find
the conditions under which in the easy-axis,

Al> 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 Xmagn(w, ¢, T') from x(w,q,T) and
get the mass operator X(w,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 is supplemented
by the condition

BE, > 1. (28)

Here F, 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 [I8H20]. Some formulas of the main text are
proved in the Appendix.

II. ONE- AND TWO-MAGNON STATES

Introducing the magnon-number operator

0=Y0un Q=318 (@)
and using the relations Q| 1) = 0 and Qx| In) = | In),
one decomposes the Fock (physical Hilbert) space corre-
sponding to the ferromagnetic phase (4] into the direct
sum of Q-magnon sectors H = Ho B H1 D . ...
The one-dimensional sector Hq is generated by |0),
while the N-dimensional one-magnon sector H; is
spanned on the Bloch spin waves

k) =S~ (=k)|0), N =1, (30)
corresponding to energies
Emagn(k) = h+ J. — Jy cosk, (31)

or, equivalently,
Emagn(k) =h + Jz - |JL| COs (k - kgap)a (32)
where

Eqop = Emagn (kgap), Ji =1|J1]cos kgap. (33)

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

PG Z 0)@Is,, (34)
k n=1

where by H,, and I,, we shall denote the restrictions of
the Hamiltonian and the unity operator on H,,
Following the magnon band energy width is

Ey =2|J.]. (35)

Averaging over Ho@®H1, one gets up to the order o(¢s)

2
1 _ —BE.
IM(T) =1— = §k e

Let
|k3 I‘l Z ezk(n1+n2)/2

ni<nz

mean(K) RN 1 (3)

Pry—ny (k)8 S,,10), (37)

niyTn2

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

Ha|k,m) :E(kvn)‘k7n>v (38)

Z|k,n>(k,n\ =1,
= 2

1<ni1<na <N

S,.S.,1000S,, Sy, (39)

nypTn2t

Solutions of and are explicitly known only at
N = oo. Namely, for scattering and bound states,

Ak, k)™ — Ak, —k)e~

scatt I{i K ’ 40

(k, k) = A ) (40)
bound VIZ=J2cos?k/2 JL  ky\"

- ——cos o 41

e (k) T1cosk/2 (Jz cos 2) . (41)

the corresponding energies are

Escatt(k, k) = 2<h + J, — Ji cos g cos 5)7 (42)

2

J k
Ebound(k) =2h+ Jz - L COS2 —. (43)
J 2

Here in

Ak, k) = JL cosg — Je ", € (0,). (44)

Since the bound states should be normalized, yields
‘—cosf‘<1 (45)

The completeness condition takes the form



1 2m
2
and follows from the relation [I5]

1 T
2w

Here ©(x) =1 for z > 0 and O(x) =0 for z < 0.
According to for each k

Egcc;:tn(k) < Bscats(ky k) < Byl (F), (48)
where
Edown(p) = Z(h +J, - ’JL cos k )
scatt z 2 ’
up k
(k) =2(h+ 7. + ]JL cos 5]) (49)
III. REPRESENTATION FOR x(w,q,T) AT N < o0
According to (8)
([S™(a), 8™ (=q)]) = 2M(T). (50)

(([ST(q), H],S™(—q))) =
= ([[ST(q), H],S™ (—q)]) =

F(w,q,T) =
Vg, T)

1 s
dk:(Q—/ dr|k, K, scatt) (k, k, scatt + ©(J> — J3 cos® k/2)|k, bound) (k,bound\) = I,
T Jo

,scatt(k I{) scatt(k, K)dH + @(JZ2 _

((S*(g), [H,8™(
<[S+(Q)v [I:I’ Si(_

(46)
9 k
J? cos 2)(,03:’““‘1(14:)9020”“‘1(@ = Om.n- (47)
[
Accounting for , one readily gets from
(wtie)x(w,q,T) =2M(T) + F(w,q,T), (51)

(w+ie)F(w,q,T) =V(q,T) + W(w,q,T), (52)

where

—q))),
o), Wlw,qT) =

(18" (a), H], [, (—q)]))- (53)

Expressing (w + i€) F(w,q, T)x(w, ¢, T) both from and one gets

V(g,T)+W(w,qT)|x(w,q,T) =

or, equivalently,

(1) w
F(w,q,T) = [V T>+W2]\2(T) )x( 7q,T)7 (55)
where
2(w
W0ea )= WlsaT) - T 69

The substitution of F(w,q,T) from into
yields the formula

2M(T)
X(w,q,T) = &) ;
Vg, T)+ W' (w,q,T)
w — + 1€

9M(T)

(57)

[2M(T) + F(w,q,T)|F(w,q,T),
{

(54)

very similar to the Dyson equation. However, this anal-
ogy is not full, because according to WM (w,q,T)
in itself depends on x(w,q,T"). Nevertheless, up to the
order o((,) the Dyson equation may be obtained from

(7).
First, let us represent in the form
W (w,q,T) = ((ST(), H],[H,S™(=a)]))1,  (58)
where for two arbitrary operators A and B

<<S+(q) q)>>
)

satisfies the irreducibility condition (ny € C),

((A+n:87(q), B+1-S™(=q)))1 = ((A,B))1.  (60)



Hence, is equivalent to

WW(w,q,T) = ((X (), X (@)1, (61)
where
X(q) = [S7(9), H] = Emagn(@)S*(q). (62
At the same time, following (4)), (30), and (62),
X(@)l0) = X(q)|0) = 0. (63)

Accounting in for and , one gets
(X (2), XT(@))1 = (X(0), XT(9)) +0(Gg).  (64)

From and , one has {(X(q), X'(q))) = O({y)
and 2M(T) =1+ O({g). So, up to the order o((y),

W (w,q,T)

oarer) .~ (X @ XT@)). (65)

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

J

Xl(w7 q, T) =

~FBmagn (k=0) (] n| XT(q)|k — ¢)|?

may be obtained with the use of only the one- and two-
magnon formfactors. This trick is the keystone of our

approach.
According to and (62),
‘2/;;;;)) = Emagn(q) + (g, 1), (66)
where
— N ;
e0(q,T) = <[X(C]2)J’\4S(T() Q) _ (S S\;gp)(@]f (67)

Accounting for and , one readily gets from @
up to the order o((y),

eD(q,T) = Ze om0 (k| [X (q), 8™ (—q)][k).  (68)

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

k,n

Taking into account that, according to and (63), XT(

1 _ _
Xl(wa Q7T) = N Ze BBrmagn (k=) <®|[S+(k - Q)a
k

where, following and , the 2V x 2M matrix
|k, m) (K, |
G k)=N
N(W7Qa ) Z:W+Emagn(k_q)_E(k,n)+i€,
(72)

satisfies the equation

1 .
N Z(W+Emagn(k - Q) _H2 +Z€)GN(W7 q, k) = I2~ (73)
k

J

e
Z w + E‘magn(l€ - q) -

(X (@), XT(@))) = x1(w, 4, T), (69)

where [see (38))]
E(k,n) + ic ’ =1 (70)
Q))k —q) = [XT(¢q),S™ (¢ — k)]|0), one may rewrite as

X(@en(w, ¢, k)X (@), S™(a = Rb)0), N =1, (71

The substitutions of and into with the
account for , result in

(@.q,T) 2M(T) (74)
w, q, = .
X 1 W — Emagn(q) - 6(0) (q7 T) - Xl(wa q, T) + 1€
[
IV. x1(w,q,T) AT N = o turns into
2
At N — oo, under the substitution OM(T) =1 — l/ dke—BEmagn (k) (76)
T Jo

2m

% Z — = dk (75)



As it is shown in the Appendix A,

O (q,T) / dke™PBmaan(®)[ ]| cosq — J, + (J — J. cosq) cos k].

(77)

(

At finite-N the explicit representations for |k,n) and Using , one readily gets the solution of the as

E(k,n) are unknown. Hence, it is not clear how to get
Gy (w,q, k) from . As the result, is useless for
direct calculations. Fortunately, the infinite-dimensional
operator

Goo(waq,k) = ]\}E)HOO GN(W7(], k), (78) Goo(w»(Lk) = Gscatt(wa(J7k) +Gb0und(w;qvk)a

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

2m
dk
/ 27T(w+Emagn(k q)—Ha+1€)Goo (w, q, k) = I2. (79)  where
0

J

Gra,0,8) = o [ sentt st
scatt \&s 2 Jo W+ Emagn(k — @) — Escat (K, k) + i€’
|k, bound) (k, bound|
w + Eagn(k — @) — Ebound (k) + i€’

Ghound (W, ¢, k) = ©(J% — J? cos® k/2)

As the result, turns into

X1(@,¢,T) = x5 (w, 0. T) + x" (w, ¢, 7),
where
sca m BEmagn(k=a) | (f; tt|[XT(q), S~ (g — k)]|0)]?
W 0,1) = b [T [ st X050~ DO
W — ‘Escatt(% k, "Q) + €
n 1 ~BEmagn(k=9) | (k. bound|[XT(¢), S (q — k)]|0)?
ngou d)(LLJ,q,T) _ 7/ dke |< oun |[ ( )7 : (q )”@M )
2m w — Ppound(q, k) + ic
and

k
Docats (¢, ks k) = Escatt (k&) — Emagn(k —¢q) = h+ J. + J1 cos (k—q) —2J cos 5 COSK,

J? k
quound(Qa k) = Ebound(k) - Emagn(k - (1) =h+ JJ_ Ccos (k - q) - TL 0052 5

As it is shown in Appendix, the substitution of into yields

2 2 _
Xl(w7Q7T) = — dk‘:‘(Q7T7 k)g(waQ7k)a

™ Jo

where
k k12
E(‘L T, k) — o BFmagn(k—q) [JZ cos (5 — q) — J| cos 5} ,

w—h+J, = Jicos(k—q)+Alk,w, q)\/|D(k,w, q)|
) 7k = . 3

g(w ¢ ) 2Jz(w - (I)bound(qa k) + ZG)

D(k,wa q) = (UJ - q)dOWH(Q7 k))(w - q)up(qa k))a

Ak, w,q) = O(Paown(q, k) — w) — O(w — Pup(q, k) — iO(Pyp(g, k) — w)O(w — Paown (¢, k)),

(80)



and

k
Paown(q, k) = BV (k) — Emagn(k —q) = h+ J, + J1 cos (k — q) — 2’JL cos o

7

. k
Bup (@, k) = B, (k) — Baagn(k — q) = h+ J, + J1 cos (k— q) + Q‘Jl cos ’ (89)

V. EXTRACTION OF yumagn(w,q,T)

Following and , condition reduces to

ImX1<w7 q, T) 7é 07 (90)
or, with the account for , , and ,
W € [Wmin(q); Wmax(@)] U [Qmin(q), Qmax ()], (91)

where

min = i ® own 7ka
Wnin () (Juin | @ (¢, k)

q) = max Dy,(q, k), (92)

Wma( kefo,2n)
(

)

Qmin - i d un 7ka
q) puin @oo alg, k)

Qoo (q) = Ppound (q, k). 93
ax(q) pnax Poon alg, k) (93)

A slight generalization of the analysis given in Ref. [I0]
yields

- kmax
wmin(q) :h+JZ—3|JJ_|COS %7 ‘q| §7T7
_ ‘Q| B kgap
Wimax(q) = h + J. + 3|J 1| cos 3 (94)

where kmax = T — kgap is the crystal momentum corre-
sponding to the highest magnon energy. Using and
(35) and the identity cos 3z = 4 cos® x — 3 cos z, one may

J

(bbound(Qa kj:) =h-— +

(

reduce to the more tractable form

q| — kmax

wmin(q) = Emagn(q) - 2EWW COSS | | 3 5 |Q| S T,
ql — k

(@) = o) + 2B cos? L= Ja )

According to , the condition is satisfied auto-
matically, so the interval [Wmin(q),wmax(q)] really cor-
responds to the one-magnon peak. At the same time,
following (84), the interval [Quin(q), Qmax(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

[wmin(Q)?wmax(Q)] N [Qmin(Q)’ Qmax(q)} = @ (96)

Under the easy-axis condition 7 when is sat-
isfied automatically, the explicit expressions for
may be readily obtained. Following , the equation
OPhound(q, k)/0k = 0 has two solutions k4 and k_, for
which

J2

2J,  2J,

sinky = £ 2J-sing ,
V(@I — J1)2 4 8.0, sin g2
2J, —J
cosky =+ B . (97
V(@ — )2 4+ 8.1 sin q/2
The substitution of into yields
\/(2JZ — J1)248J.J, sin? q/2. (98)

Using and and the notations E;q = h + J, and E{}ggﬂd =2h+J, — Jf_/(QJZ) for the middles of magnon

and coupled pairs zones, one readily gets from

) E 1 cosq
__ rmid A - =
Qmin(q) - Ebound - Emld 9 \/1 + 4A2 A )
mi Ey 1 cos q
Qmax(q) = bognd - Emid + 2\/1 + m - A . (99)

As it readily follows from and

lim [wnin(q), wmax(q)] = {h + J.},

JL*)

lim [Qmin(q), Qmax(q)] = {h}.

JLHO

(100)

(

Hence, always is satisfied in the Ising-like regime
|A| > 1. Following (100) we conjecture that the condi-



tion may be rewritten as

and , yields

J,>0: Wmin(¢) — Qmax(g) >0, (101a) )
Jz <0: Qmin(q) — wmax(q) > 0. (101b) E(UJ, q7T) — 5(0)(q,T) + z:{_:(j)(W7 CLT), (102)
In the following the system and (101]) always should =t
be implied.
The substitution of into , and accounting for and
J
2
1) B - w—h+J,—J cos(k—q)
&N w,q,T) = dk=(q, T, k , 103
( 1 ) 7T<]z (q ) W — (bbound(qv k) ( )
o D(w,q,k)
(2) — = 1y
eNw,q,T) = / dkZ(q, T k) ——————O(Paown(q, k) —w) — O(w — Pyy(q, k)) |, 104
(@aT) = 5 | dhE0 T k) g s (O(Baon (0:8) =) = O = Bupla: k), (104
m —D(w, q,k)
r ,T) = dkZ(q, T, k) —~Y——""""_0(®,,(q, k) — w)O(w — Paown(q, k)). 105
(0.T) = = (0.7 k) g O @up(0,K) ~ ) — Paown (g, ) (105)
Formula (104) may be represented in a more tractable and expanded form. Following and
k k k
_ — « | o =g >
Eragn (@) — Paown (g, k) = 2|J 1 | H cos 2‘ cos 5 cos (2 q kgapﬂ >0, (106a)
k k k
— = = = S _g- > 0.
Dup(q, k) — Emagn(q) = 2]J 1| H cos 2’ + cos 5 €08 (2 q kgap)] >0 (106b)
Hence,
O(w — (I)up(Qa k))|w<Emagn(q) =0, 6((I>down(‘b k) — W)|w>Emagn(q) =0, (107)

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

Lo O(Pdown (¢, k) —w)y/=D(w, ¢, k)
) T) = dk=(q, T, k o 0 ; Eom, 108
£ ((U, q7 ) ’/TJZ (q? I ) w— @bound (q’ k) bl w E [Wmln (Q)7 magn (Q)]7 ( a‘)
1 [ O(w — Pup(q, k))\/—D(w, q, k)
2) T)=— / dk=(q, T, k ’ e[E 108b
E w7 b — b) b) b) w magn 7wmax .
(w0, T) =~ -, (¢, T, k) - @bound(% B [Ermagn (q) (¢)]. (108Db)
Finally, the combination of (23)), (25), and (26] yields [up to the order o((g)]
1 2M(T)D(w, g, T)
Sma n 5 7T = . . 109
00 T) = T o B — 0. 1) 4 T 0.1 (109)

VI. ASYMMETRY AND BROADENING OF
THE RESONANCE CONTOUR LINESHAPES

For the ferromagnetic chain with h = 3, J, = 1, and
J =02 (Egap = 3.8, B = 0.4, A = 5) some resonance
contours at ¢ = 0, /2, 7 are presented in the Figs. 1-3,
where it is implied that kg = 1 (8 = 1/T). In these
figures

Emagn (Qa T) = Emagn (Q) + 5magn(Q7 T),

where the magnon resonance shift epagn (g, ') [the differ-
ence between the lineshape maximum and Evagn(q)] is
evaluated according to the approximative formula (116)

(110)

(

supplemented by . ) and (| - 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
W = Emagn(g) or by the resonance shift emagn (¢, 1) men-
tioned above.

The spreading asymmetry is well estimated by the uni-
versal (T-independent) function

5 19| = Fgap
as(q) — Wmax(q) — Emagn(q) _ cos 3
- Emagn(q) - wmin(q)

. (1)

|q| max

3
cos
3



whose plot is presented in the Fig. 4. As it follows from Up to the order o((;) one has from and (| -
, as(kgap) = 8 (the contour spreads to the right),
as(kmax) = 0.125 (the contour spreads to the left), and _
as(m/2) = 1 (the contour equally spreads to the right emagn(0, T) = &(Finagn(9),4,T),

and to the left). Fimagn (¢, T) = T'(Emagn(9), ¢, T). (114)

At low temperatures the parameter €magn(g,T) with

a good accuracy may be obtained from w,, the complex According to the exact integral representations for
pole of Siagn(w, q,T). Namely €magn (¢, T') and Fmagn(q, T) may be obtained by the sub-

_ stitution oJ = Enagn(q) into , and ({105 - Fol-
We = Emagn(Q) + 5magn(‘]v T) - Zrmagn(% T)a (112) IOWIDg 7 -7 and .7

where, following (109)),

k k
_ , 472 22 (K
e — Bragn(@) — £(wes ¢, T) +iT(we, g, T) = 0. (113) D(k, Emagn(q),q) = 4J7 cos 5 sin ( Q>7

2

2 _
Although the parameter I'magn(g,T’) corresponds to &7 (Binagn(4),0, T) = 0. (115)
the lineshape broadening, its interpretation as the
magnon decay rate is incorrect, because within the model Accounting for , one readily gets from ,
magnons are stable. At T > 0 the inequality
Timagn(q,T) > 0 follows from the fact that (contrary _ _(0) (1)
to Sg_(—q)|@>) vector S™(—q)|k) is not an eigenstate of Emagn(6, T) = €740 T) + Emagn (0, T), (116)
but an infinite linear combination of eigenstates with

crystal momentums equal to k + g. where 5(0)((], T) is given by and
2 " — 2
1) =2 [ akz (0,7 0) L Jicosheose (117)
T Jo [J. — Jy cosk/2cosal? + J3 cos? k/2sin” a
2 [ |.J 1 cosk/2sin o k
Coaen(q,T) = = | dkZ(q, T, k . a=-_g 118
(@, T) 71'/0 (4 )[Jz—chosk/Qcosa]Q+Ji0052k/2sin2a 2 1 (118)

It is convenient to express 5(0)((], T), sgggn(q, T), and T'magn (g, T') in terms of the experimentally observable param-
eters E , E,, and A. Using (2 , , , and and the identity cos (¢ — kgap) = €OS kgap OS g, one readily
rewrltes , -, and ( . as

E, k 27 2
(g, T) = w / dke™PEwsin” [(k=kgan) /2] [co5 g — A + (1 — A cos q) cos k],
T 0

gggn(q’ T = Eyw(g cos kgap /27T dke_BEW sin® [(k—g—kzap) /2 (A cos a — cos k/2)2(A ; cos k/2 cos a) (119)
T 0 (A — cosk/2cosa)? + cos? k/2sin” «
P (0,T) = WCg dk e~ BBwsin® [(k=a—Fean) /21( A cos o — cos k/2)2| cos k /2 blIlO(| (120)
0 (A — cosk/2cosa)? + cos? k/2sin? o
Taking the integrals in (119]) within the Laplace method and using the identities
1 — A cos kgap + (€OS kgap — A) cos g = (cos kgap — A)(cos g + cos kgap ),
ga —k 1. k — kga ' kga
cos? Q+2g P2 7 2gap _ ZSIHQQ’ Cosq+2gap cos 2g P _ cosq+2cos gap
(A cos e =4 _ o Fean q)2 — (D cos Moy P con by 8 q)’ (121)
2 2 2
one readily gets in the DLT regime and
sgggﬂ( ,T) = (prrEw(cos kgap — A)(cos g + cos kgap),
cDLT (o 7y _ 2(pLr By (08 kgap — A)?(cos g + cos kgap)(Q'AQ— €08 ¢ — c0s Kgap) ’ (122)
8 (2A — cos g — cos kgap)? + sin“ g
2A(pLr By (c0s kgap — A kgap) sin”
Eg;gn(q, T) = Corr Eyw (cos kgap )(cos ¢ + cos kgap) sin q7 (123)

(2A — cos q — cos kgap)? + sin® ¢



where

(g

= — 124

(LT NI (124)

At ¢ = kgap and ¢ = kmax (sing = 0) the right-hand

side of (123) reduces. Hence, in order to get a nontriv-

ial result, one have to use the formula ffooo

V7/2 (instead of [ e’ dz = /7). As shown in the
Appendix, this approach yields

2
z2e % dxr =

DLT CoLrAkpT
ko, T) = —2RET2B 125
<<5maugn( gap ) (COSk'gap 7 A) ( )
A — kmax) kBT
Eglggn(kmava) = CDLT( Czs ) B (126)

J

_ CaA(2 €08 kgap By (q — kgap)? + kgT)
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At vicinities of the points ¢ = kgap and ¢ = kmax one

has to account both for (123]) and (125)) or (126)). The

joint utilization of these formulas gives

kmax)4 + 2(A — COS kmax)kBT]

) q=~ kgap

DLT
T
6Inadgn(q7 ) 2(COS kgap - A)
Ew(14+ Acoskmax)(q —
2t (g, ) = SalEnl .

Following , and at T'— 0 in the DLT
regime outside from the points ¢ = kgap and ¢ = kmax
the sign of epLT (¢, T) is equal to the sign of cos kmax =
—coskgap = —sign(J1). At the same time, in the con-
tours presented in the Fig. 2 all the shifts are positive,
though ¢ = 7/2 and kgap = 0. One may suppose, that
this is a consequence of insufficient low temperatures.
Namely, for h = 3, J, = 1 and J;, = 0.2 one has
Eeop = 3.8 and Ey, = 0.4. Hence, e PEsar = (.2 even
for T = 2.5. So the approximation governed by
should be correct. At the same time, SE,, = 3.25 even
for T' = 1.3, so that fulfillment of the condition is
rather doubtful. In order to clarify the question we il-
lustrate the temperature dependence of emagn(7/2,T) in
the Fig. 5. As we can see up to T' = 0.02 (BE,, = 20) the
plots of emagn(7/2,T) and eDLy, (7/2,T) are practically
indistinguishable while up to 7" = 0.43 (BE,, = 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 . As it may be readily seen, the difference be-
tween Eagn (g, T) and the lineshape maximum is rather
negligible only for 7' = 1.3.

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

In the present paper, following the line of research sug-
gested in Ref. [I0], we have evaluated the magnon cre-
ation contribution to the transverse dynamical structure
factor (TDSF) for a ferromagnetically polarized, gapped,

4A ’

q =~ kmax- (127)

(

easy-axis [the latter condition , supplemented by
or enables the separation between magnon- and
coupled-pair- creation contributions] XXZ chain up
to the order o(e#Fer). The final result 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 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 , we have got the rather
tractable integral representations (116)), (119), and
for the temperature-dependent magnon resonance shift
€magn (¢, T') and "decay rate” I'magn(g,T). Contrary to
the heuristical approaches, used in Refs. [3, 21], where
TDSF was evaluated by ad hoc substitution of finite €
into the spectral formula , the suggested one is well
grounded and produces estimations with the controllable
order o(e~#Fsr). 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
€magn (¢, T') has the sign opposite to the sign of cos kgap.
However, beyond the DLT as a function of 7" it may have
a rather nontrivial behavior.

At present time a number of magnetic compounds re-



lated to the model , , and 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 [I1], 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-

J

N
X<q) = Tlﬁ Z e—iqns;&; |:(JJ_eiq - Jz)anl + (Jj_e_iq - Jz)Qn+1];
n=1
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proach [26H28]. Within these methods several systems,
more complex than and , were studied. Unfortu-
nately, just the TDSF for the model , , and 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

e According to , » and ’

N
X(0) 8™ () = 5 3 [285 (7206 — J)Qur + (1o — ) Qi

65U T (1 55,1

2 X, k k
[XT(q), S (g—k)] = ¥ Z otk(n+1/2) [JZ cos (5 — q) — J| cos 5} S, S, 411

n=1

Accounting for (A.2)), 7 , and one readily gets from and (A.3))

2
(g, 1) = ¥ Ze_BEmag"(k) [J1(cosq+cosk) — J.(cos (k—q)+1)],
k

(k,n|[XT(q),S™(q — k)]|0) = 2¢*/2 (JZ cos (g - q) — J cos g)&l(k,n).

(A.4)

(A.5)

Under the identity fo% e BBmagn(F) gin kdk = 0, from (A.4) follows . According to (A.5), (83) turns into

, where

and

i (k)P

scatt (W, 7k = 5 je’
g tt( q ) 271'/0 W*(I)scatt(qvka‘%)+7“e

e Using invariance of ®ycatt(q, k, k) under the substitution x — —x and an explicit representation

f(wv q, k) = gscatt (w, q, k) + §b011nd(wa q, k), (AG)
_ 02— T2 cos K/2) b (k, )
gbound ((*)7 q7 k) - w— (pbound(q, k7 Kj) + 7;6 . (A7)
A _ —_ A 21Kk A —A _ —2iK
(k,—k) (k,Kx)e (k, k) (k,—kr)e (AS)

@icatt(k‘, H)@icatt(k, H) —

Ak, —k)

Ak, k) ’

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

2T

Ak, —k) — A(k, k)e%r

1
fscatt (w7 q, k) = 27 dk
T Jo

Ak, —k)(w —

: A9
(bscatt (q7 k, K?) + ZG) ( )



Introducing the following auxiliary variables,

12

G,EJJ_COS§, 205%7 z=e b=w—-h—J,—Jcos(k—q), (A.10)
z
one readily gets from , , and ,
w — Paown(q, k) = b+ 2|al, w—Pyp(g, k) =b—2|al, (A.11)

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

20

Sucatt (w, 4, k) = 2mi j{ﬂ_l [a(z2 + 1) + (b +i€)2](2 — 20) -

where

ZinRout = 1; |Zin| < 17

are the two roots of the equation

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

fbound(wa q, k) =

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

_ Ak, —k) — A(k,k)e¥r  z5(22 —1)

- q) SCa s vy - ! 3 ’ . - 5 A12
w scatt (¢, k, k) =a(z+27")+b Ao =) p— ( )
w — Pround(q: k) = a(zo + 2 ") +b. (A.13)

2_ 2 —22)(22 —
(% — 1)dz zo(z2, — 1) O(1 z_ol)(zo 1). (A14)
a(2in — Zout)(2in — 20)  a(z0+ 25 ') + b+ i€
which, following the equality
lZout| > 1,  (A.15)
V1+ize=z/|x| + Z|§|€ + o(e), (A.22)
a(z> +1) + (b+ie)z = 0. (A.16) may be reduced to
1 bv4a? — b2

P [ (bie)q:z( “ j:e)]. (A.23)

ou-H-B) 2% g

] . .
alz0+7") +b+ie According to (A.23))
2be

P=1t—— " +0(e). A.24
|Z:t| |b‘\/m 0(6) ( )

Zo(ziQn B 1)
a(2in — Zout)(Zin — 20)

Accounting now for (A.13) and the identities

{(w,q,k) = (A.18)

Zh =1 zin(2in — Zouws) _ .
Zin — Zout B Zin — Rout o
20 o ZO(Zout - ZO)
Zin—20  (2in — 20)(Zout — 20)
o Zout — 20
a(zo + 29 1) + b+ e’
J, — azn

Zin(zout - ZO) = (A].g)

J,

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

Jz — AZin
Jz (w - (I)bound(qa k) + 7’6) .
In order to obtain the final result, one has to find
the correct expression for zj,.
At b? — 4a? < 0, (A.16) has two solutions
—(b+ ie) £ iv4a® — b% — 2ibe
2a ’

{(w,q. k) = (A.20)

(A.21)

24 =

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

—b + iv4a? — b2

7 (A.25)

Zin‘e:O =

An elementary analysis, with an account for (A.11)),
shows that at b* — 4a® > 0 one has

b b2 — 4q2
s =y
: — a
T b Vb —4a? '
I S BgonlaB)
a
(A.26)
Using now the identity
b —4a® = D(k,w,q), (A.27)
which follows from |D and (87)), and substitut-
mg A 1A.25) and (A.26]) into (A.20)), one readily gets

e Substituting the expansions
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08 kgap — A + (1 — A cos kgap) cos kb = (€08 kgap — A)(2 — (k — kgap)?/2) + o((k — kgap)?),
(A cos argap — cos k/2)?(A — cosk/2cos agap)  4cos® k/2(A — cos kgap)? (A — c0s kgap, cos® k/2)

(A — cosk/2cos agap)? + cos? k/2sin agap,

= (A — cos kgap)? (

4(A — cos kgap cos? k/2)2 +sin’ k

2 — k?/2)[2A — cos kgap(2 — k?/2)] + o(k?)

[2A — cos kgap (2 — k2/2)]2 + k2 4 o(k?)
4(A = coskgap) + (2c08 kgap — A)k? + 0(k?)

= (A — cos kgap)?

A cos kg,
= (A — cos kgap) (1 — k2 /4) + 1 €0s Kgap

(coskgap — A)

4(A — coskgap)? + (2A cos kgap — 1)k2 + 0o(k2)

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

08 kgap [€OS kmax —

A+ (1 — Acoskpax) cosk] =
(A cos kpax —

{A cos (g — kmax) — cos g} ? =

into (|119)), one readily gets (126]).

k* 4+ o(k?), Ogap = k/2 — kgap, (A.28)
(A 08 kmax — 1) (k — kgap)? 9
9 + o((k — kgap)~),
Dk = m) + o((k —7)?), (A.29)
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the formula (109).
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FIG. 3: Magnon-peak lineshapes Smagn(w,
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the formula (109).
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FIG. 5: Plots for the magnon resonance shift emagn(7/2,T)
obtained by the formulas and (119) and its DLT asymp-
totics aﬂﬁgn(w/zT) obtained by (122). For T < 0.02
both the plots are almost identical, however for T > 0.43,
Emagn (7/2,T) and epha, (7/2,T) even have different signs.
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