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Abstract

In these lectures, we will study magnetism in insulators. After a warm up with paramagnetism
of independent spins, we will discuss the spin exchange interactions in solids, arising from the
combination of Coulomb repulsion and Pauli exclusion, and leads to the Heisenberg model of
magnetism. Focussing on the simplest ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic states, we will analyze
thermodynamics and correlations of low-energy excitations around these states using Holstein-
Primakoff and Schwinger bosons descriptions. We will use Jordan-Wigner transformation to solve
a one-dimensional spin-1/2 chain. We will discuss coherent-spin states path-integral formulation of
magnetism emphasizing, the role of Berry’s phase and will analyze phase transitions using Landau’s

mean-field theory of FM and AFM phases.



I. INTRODUCTION
A. Outline

e Paramagnetism

e Spin exchange vs dipolar interaction

e Heisenberg model and crystalline anisotropies
e Hostein-Primakoff and Schwinger bosons

e Jordan-Wigner transformation and XXZ chain
e Coherent-spin states and Berry phases

e Mean-field and Landau theory of FM and AFM states

B. Background

In these notes we will explore some of aspects of magnetism in charge insulators. Mag-
netism is a formation and response of magnetic moments to external magnetic field H and
their interaction. In general there are two sources of magnetic moment and associated mag-

netization density M. One is quite intuitive, due to orbital charge current j in the material

1
M=- X ]
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much like current wire loop produces magnetic field. The other source is intrinsic electron

spin S, giving magnetization M = nu, where the magnetic moment is

_IiB
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where the g-factor g ~ 2(1 + £ + O(a?)) (predicted by the Dirac equation with corrections

beyond 2 coming from quantum electrodynamic fluctuations of the electromagnetic field, as

an expansion in powers of the fine structure constant v = e?/(4meghic) ~ 1/137), pp = & =

5.788 x 10~°e¢V/Tesla is Bohr magneton (e > 0 is proton’s charge), and for the most part

we will neglect nuclear spin since it leads to magnetism that is down by a factor of 2000 due

to the electron-proton mass ratio.



The Hamiltonian for a single electron that predicts both orbital and spin magnetization
is given by/[1]
2 h 2 4
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where P = p + eA is the velocity operator that includes the electromagnetic vector po-
tential, V (r) is the scalar potential, and the subsequent terms are respectively the Zeeman
term of spin-magnetic field interaction, spin-orbit interaction, Darwin term, and relativistic
correction to the quadratic spectrum, all coming from the nonrelativisitic limit of the Dirac
equation (that can be obtaining by squaring the Dirac Hamiltonian and expanding it at
small velocities).

Expanding the kinetic energy term for a constant magnetic field in a gauge A = %B X T,

and neglecting higher order relativistic Darwin and p* terms, we obtain the simplifed form
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where y(r) = . This Hamiltonian captures the orbital and spin magnetism associ-

2m2c2 v or
ated with a single electron and (appropriately generalized to many-electron system, which
most importantly includes electron-electron Coulomb, crystal-field splitting and phonon
interaction) is the starting point of the study of magnetic response of individual atoms,
molecules and solids.

We note in passing that computing the classical partition function Z(A) as a phase
space integral [ dVrd"p with a Boltzmann weight e BHIP+eAT] and shifting the integration
variable from p to P allows us to eliminate all the orbital effects of the vector potential, illus-
trating that orbital magnetism is absent in classical physics and is an intrinsically quantum
phenomenon, a result knowns as the Bohr-von Leeuwen theorem.

There is a lot of interesting and extensively studied physics associated with atomic and
molecular magnetism, such as Larmor diamagnetism and van Vleck paramagnetism[l, 2.

However, here we instead focus on magnetism in solids.

II. ORIGIN OF MAGNETISM: COULOMB INTERACTION

As discussed in the Introduction, magnetism in solids arises from orbital and spin effects.

In these set of notes we will first focus on local moment magnetism, valid for insulators,



leaving the treatment of itinerate magnetism for future lectures. For simplicity we focus on
atomic states with finite total angular momentum J > 0, arising in partially filled atomic
shells and spin-orbit interaction, with {J2,.J,, L? S*} as the good atomic quantum numbers.
In such systems the dominant term in the atomic Hamiltonian, (2), capturing the response
to an external magnetic field is H = £2(£ + 2s) - B, which when evaluated in the atomic

eigenstates gives an effective J moment
(JLSJ,|(€+2s)|JLSJ,) = gr(J,L,S){(JLSJ,|J|JLSJ,),

where
3 S(S+1) - L(L+1)
g1(J. L, 8) = 5 + 2J(J + 1)

is the Landé g-factor, that leads to an effective Hamiltonian

g
Hep = L;;BJ-BE—M-B, (3)

with 2j + 1 eigenstates with eigenvalues E; = jgrugB, where j € {—J,...,+J}.

A. Local moment paramagnetism

Armed with the effective J-moment Hamiltonian, (3), the magnetic linear susceptibility
and other thermodynamic quantities as well as correlation functions are easily computed.
As usual the thermodynamics is contained in the quantum partition function, that is a sum

over 2J + 1 discrete states projections of J along B = p0H, giving:

J .
- —j h[(J+1/2)grupB/keT)|
Z(H) = ¢ PF = eI B/kpT _ Si ' ’ 4
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The magnetization density
M = —nf)F/@B = TLgL[I,BJBJ(JgL/,LBB/k?BT), (5)

where B (z) is the Brillouin function, B;(z) = (14 55) coth [(1 4 55)z] — 55 coth() A0
3(141/J)z. For J = 1/2 (the so-called Ising case of L = 0,5 = 1/2), g, = 2 and
magnetization reduces to m = nugtanh(ugB/kgT). For large J, the 2J + 1 states can be
equivalently treated as continous magnetic moment orientation, integrating [ d€2 over the

full 47 steradiands of the solid angle orientations.



In the classical limit of (J 4+ 1/2)gLupB < kgT, the result leads to Curie linear suscep-
tibility (using cothx ~ 1/z+x/3+...)

oM 1 LJ(T+1)

xc(H =0,T) = 8_B’B—>0 = gn(gLMB) o

¢
T’

with C' the Curie constant and M ~ x(T)B exhibiting a linear response in this regime.
This 1/T susceptibility behavior is a generic experimental signature of independent local
moments, with the amplitude a measure of the size of the magnetic moment and the asso-
ciated spin. At finite 7" the susceptibility is finite and paramagnetic (i.e., magnetization is
along the applied magnetic field and vanishes with the field), only diverging at vanishing
temperature, capturing a nonzero induced magnetization in response to an infinitesimal field
in the absence of disordering thermal fluctuations. In the opposite quantum limit of large
Zeeman gaps (J + 1/2)grupB > kpT, magnetization density saturates at its maximum
value of ngrJ. These limits are illustrated in Figs.(1) and (2). As we will see below in

magnets, as a result of interactions between local moments, the behavior is far richer.
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FIG. 1: Reduced magnetization curves for three paramagnetic salts and comparison with Brillouin

theory prediction, from Ref.[1].

B. Spin-spin exchange interaction

As a general “More is Different” theme of condensed physics, its richness arises from

interactions (gases are boring, but liquids and solids are interesting). This of course also
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FIG. 2: Magnetization and corresponding Curie susceptibility in gold (Au) nanoparticles, measured
at several temperatures up to H = 17 Tesla. Reduced magnetization curves for three paramagnetic

salts and comparison with Brillouin theory prediction, from Ref.[3].

extends to magnetism with the rich array of magnetic phases observed in solids is due to
interaction between magnetic moments.
Now, based on magnetostatics one may naturally guess that interaction between spins is

due to dipolar interaction between the associated magnetic moments

Ho

P (1 o = 3(p - ) (p2 - )], (6)

H dipole—dipole —

where r is the distance between and hatr is the unit vector connecting g, and . Using up
as the scale for the magnetic moment and Bohr radius ry = as the measure of intermoment
spacing between typical moments in a solid, an estimate of the dipole-dipole interaction

energy is given by

2 2 2 2 2
o 1 ¢ e 1 B |
Eioe—ioe%__: ~ | — FE ~ H x 10 V = f Kel ,
dipole—dipol 47 a} <47reohc) 167egan <137) Ry € oW Retviil
(7)

and is just quite insignificant for ordering on the eV energy scale (10,000 Kelvin) relevant to
magnetic solids, though can be important as a secondary scale for determining crystalline

magnetic anisotropy.



Although at first sight quite paradoxical since it is spin-independent, as we will see below,
it is the much larger (order of e¢V) Coulomb interaction that is responsible for magnetism
in solids through its interplay the Pauli principle, which brins spin configuration into the
problem.

To see this we first examine Heitler-London (HL) theory of a covalent bond in e.g., a
H, molecule, which one can think of as a toy model of two-site insulator. The system
consists of two electrons and two nuclei (protons in Hj case, assumed to be fixed classical
degrees of freedom) on which electrons prefer to reside, characterized by hydrogenic-like
exponentially localized wavefunction, ¥ 4(ry),%¥p(rs2). The corresponding Hamiltonian is

H(ry,ro) = Ha(r1) + Hp(ra) + Hint(r1,r2), where

Har) = 2wz —C - g @ ®)
r = —— B — ] r [ _
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and single particle problems are defined by Ha p(r)1a(r) = €4 59%a 5(r).

The HL assumption is that each electron predominantly resides on each ion, rather than
being in the state of superposition between the two nuclei; thinking about a double-well po-
tential problem, we note that in the absence of (or weak) interactions, it is this latter solution
that is most natural, and can be thought of as a “toy” wavefunction of a complementary
conductor.

However, a crucial point is that once we consider even a two-electron wavefunction,
quantum statistics enters, Pauli principle requiring antisymmetry of the overall wave-
function under interchange of two electrons. Thus the full two-electron wavefunction
(that for two particles breaks up into a product of orbital and spin parts) is given by
W, 1 (ry, 81572, 82) = s4(r1,T2)Xs1(51,52), where the two singlet (s) and triplet (t) possi-

bilities are

a1, 12) = N [a(tr) s (r2) + Yalra)dnr)], Xelsr, s2) = —

Yi(r1,r9) = Ni[a(r1)Yp(ra) — Yal(re)vs(ri)], xi(s1,52) = |

5 [l D2 =1 1ol D],

1l D2y [ D1l Do,

[ Dl D2+ 1 Tl D],
(10)
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where the singlet/triplet normalization factors are

N, = ! (11)

V2(1 £ [Sap?)

where Sap = [ 0% (r)Yp(r)]?
The key observation is that despite spin-independence of Coulomb interaction its expec-

tation value in these singlet and triplet states are quite different, given by

es = (Ys|Htb) =4 +ep+ 2N (C + 1), (12)
&t = <¢t|H|wt> :€A+€B+2Nt2(o—_[), (13)

giving the single-triplet splitting energy

2 2 2 2 C’SAB|2 -1
AFE, y=2J =¢e4—¢,=2(NZ— N7)C +2(N; + N;7)I = 22—
1 —|Sas]
that is positive for
I < C|SAB|2,
where
C = Y (r) V5 (ra) Higha(r1)Yp(rs) = / na(ri) Hingmp(ra), (14)
I = Y (r1)p(re) Hingp(r1)a(ra), (15)

are the direct (classical electrostatic part coming from density-density interaction) contribu-
tion of the interaction, and the exchange integral comes from quantum mechanical exchange
of the two electrons, the existence of which was also independently pointed out by Heisenberg
and Dirac in 1926.

The nontrivial exchange integral I that splits the singlet-triplet degeneracy arises from
a nonvanishing overlap between the two wavefunctions localized on the A and B nuclei.
For two electrons on a single atom I > 0 and gives the mechanism responsible for the
Hund’s rule of maximizing the total spin in a multi-electron atom. More generally I can
be positive, ferromagnetic (FM) or negative, antiferromagnetic (AFM), but is found to
be strongly negative for H,, showing that the molecule is in a spin-singlet state with the
splitting responsible for Hy binding. More importantly, above analysis thus illustrates the

Coulomb-driven mechanism for magnetism in solids.



C. Heisenberg model

To flesh this out more explicitly, illustrating the significance of the exchange constant J,
we illustrate that (when confined to the singlet ((s; + s2)* = 0) — triplet ((s; + s2)* = 2)

subspace of two electrons) above splitting can be captured by a simple effective, pure spin

Hamiltonian,
1
Heff = €s+§(€t—€s)(sl+82)2:SS—J(81+SQ)2, (16)
= g, — J(s7 4+ 82) — 2Js; - sy, (17)
= —2J81 - So + E(), (18)

where Ey = ¢,—3J/2. H.yy is the famous Heisenberg Hamiltonian and we have taken spins to
be dimensionless (absorbed £ into J which then has dimensions of energy). When generalized
for a lattice of “spins” S; (a total localized angular momentum of an ion, that generally
involves both orbital and spin angular momenta, with magnetic moment p; = —grugd;, but
we will continue to use the standard notation of S;, and taking it to be dimensionless) at

sites R; of a solid with exchange J;; between sites R; and R it is given by
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FIG. 3: Graphical determination of the mean-field magnetization M from the intersection points of

the Brillouin function Bg(x) and straight lines of temperature-dependent slope (figure by Solyom,

Solids State Physics I).



In the quantum regime, this Hamiltonian is highly nontrivial (despite its deceptively
simple quadratic form) as it is to be supplemented by the nonlinear spin commutation

relation

[S5,57] = i6ij€apy ST

We note that the ideal Heisenberg Hamiltonian has full SU(2) spin-rotational invariance,
with spin orientation totally independent of the orbital (e.g., bond) orientations. Below
we will discuss deviation from this idealization due to spin-orbit interactions that result in
the so-called crystal-symmetry and other SU(2) symmetry-breaking fields. In the classical
approximation, for J > 0 (J < 0) it predicts ferromagnetic (antiferromagnetic) alignment of
spins at low temperature, that as we will see below leads to ferromagnets and antiferromag-
nets. Of course in the presence of quantum and thermal fluctuations the phenomenology is
much richer and strongly depends on dimensionality of space and lattice structure. In the
presence of an external magnetic field H, with flux density B = poH (that does not include

magnetization due to local moments), there is an additional Zeeman interaction
Hzeeman = _gILLBB : Z Si;
i

(9 = —g1) that for strong fields can overwhelm the exchange, aligning all the moments along
B.

In addition to above direct exchange interaction, mediated by overlap between electron
wavefunctions localized on neighboring ions, there are a number of other mechanisms that
can lead to the effective Heisenberg model, even if direct exchange is absent. One is the
superezchange mechanism put forward by H. A. Kramers (1934), where the spin interaction
between magnetic atoms is mediated by electrons on the intermediate nonmagnetic atoms.
Antiferromagnetism in certain fluorides (MnF,, CoF3) and oxides (MnO, CuO) is believed

to arise from this mechanism.

D. Magnetic anisotropies

In real crystals, spin-orbit interaction breaks full global SU(2) spin rotational invari-
ance, introducing coupling of spin orientation with the crystalline axes. The form of these,
so-called, crystalline anisotropies strongly depends on the size of the spin, symmetry of

the lattice and order of the interaction. In a cubic lattice to quadratic order in spins, no

10



anisotropies appear (with lowest order appearing at quartic order as S1). In tetragonal
crystals, the Heisenberg model becomes
H == J;(SISy+ 8/SY + AS;S?) .
i,J
For A > 1 the ordering is along z axis (uniaxial axis of the tetragonal crystal), the so-called
“easy axis” Ising anisotropy. In the extreme limit of low energies the model reduces to the

Ising model

Hising = — ) JyS7 5.
0J

Since only commuting S7 operators appear, in this Ising limit the model is classical and
at T' = 0 clearly exhibits classical magnetic order determined by the form of the exchange
couplings J;;.

Quantum fluctuations re-emerge in the presence of a transverse (to easy Ising axis) field,

described by the tranverse-field Ising (TFI) Hamiltonian
HTFI = — Z Jl’jO'iZU; — Z hiO';c,
ij i

where in the simplest case the exchange J;; can be taken to be local (nonzero only for nearest
neighbors, vanishing otherwise) and uniform transverse field h. In above we specialized to
a simplest case of spin-1/2; allowing us to express the Hamiltonian in terms of the Pauli

z

matrices 0”, 0¥, 0% (absorbing the factor /2 into the parameters J, h). As we will see below,
this 1d quantum model maps onto 2d classical model and is therefore exactly solvable,
exhibiting a quantum (at 7= 0) FM-PM transition as a function of h/.J.

In the opposite case of |A| < 1, the spins order in the isotropic transverse to the uniaxial
axis, in which (to quadratic order in spins) the so-called “easy plane” ordering is isotropic.
In the extreme case the model reduces to the so-called XY model,

Hyy =—» Jij (SIS + 8Y8Y) = =) " J;S; - S5
ij (2]
In addition, for S > k/2, a single-ion anisotropy H,, = —D > .(S7)? can also appear in
tetragonal crystals.

It is convenient to choose the quantization axis along the tetragonal uniaxial axis z and

rewrite the Hamiltonian in terms of spin raising and lowering operators

Si =S¢ iS!, S; =5 s,

7
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which reduces the Hamiltonian to
1 +Q— 1 - Q+ Z Qz
H=->"1J; 5SSy + 557 SF + ASES) ). (20)
,J

This form reminds us of the quantum nature of the Heisenberg and XY (but not Ising)
models. It also emphasizes its relation to the bosonic hopping problem, where spin exchange

corresponds to a destruction of S, quanta at site j and its creation at site ¢, and visa versa.

III. MAGNETISM IN CRYSTALLINE SOLIDS

Except for one-dimension (where it can be solved by Bethe Ansatz) the full quantum-
mechanical Heisenberg model cannot be solved exactly. We thus embark on a variety of
approximate analyses of this model, predicting appearance of variety of magnetic orders and

phase transitions between them in crystalline solids.

A. Mean-field theory

The simplest and oldest approximate treatment of interacting systems in general is the
so-called mean-field theory approximation. The general idea is to replace the many-particle
system by an effective one-particle Hamiltonian in the presence of an effective external
field produced collectively by the remaining particles. The approximation is valid deep in
the classically well-ordered state, where fluctuations are small. In the context of magnetic
system this is known as Weiss mean-field (1907), where one replaces interacting spin model
by a single spin in presence of an effective, self-consistently determined Weiss magnetic field.

To implement Weiss mean-field theory on the Heisenberg model we assume the long-range
magnetic order characterized by magnetization proportional to (S;), with spin then given
by by

Si = (S:) + (S: — (Si)),

the mean-field value and small fluctuations (presumed small). Inserting this into Heisenberg

Hamiltonian in the presence of real external field and neglecting the small fluctuations terms

12



beyond first order, we obtain

Hut ZJU —22% -S; — gupB- ZSZ, (21)
= ZJz] gMBBeH ZS“ (22)

where the effective Weiss field is

Bgy=B+ — Jii (S
QMBZ ]

that quite clearly gives a self-consistent mechanism to induce magnetic order, (S;) # 0 even
for vanishing external magnetic field. Since above mean-field Hamiltonian, (22)lcoalPM is

for a single spin, it can be solved exactly, as we will now do for a ferromagnetic order.

1. Ferromagnetic order

Focussing on the ferromagnetic state, we take (S;) = Sg = MA/(gup) to be spatially
uniform, which allows us to directly utilize our analysis from Sec.IT A for Hamiltonian (22).

From Eq.(5) we immediately find magnetization density along the applied field

M = ngrpupSBs [SgritpBer(M)/kpT], (23)
= ngLMBSBS [SgLuB(B + )\M)//{JBT] > (24)

which gives a self-consistent equation for M(B), with constant A = 2Jy/(ng?u%) and
Jo = Zj Ji; (= Jz for nearest neighbors exchange model with z the lattice coordination
number). This implicit equation can be solved graphically (or numerically), illustrated in
Fig.??.

From its structure and

1

Bs(1) =40 5(1 +1/9)r — (25°% +45% + 35 + 1)2*

9053

it is clear that for sufficiently high 7" > T, (small prefactor in the argument of Bg) and zero
external field B = 0, there is only a single trivial paramagnetic solution M = 0. However,
for T' < T,, there is also a nontrivial, ferromagnetic solution M # 0, that can be shown to

minimize the free energy for 7' < T.. The critical Curie temperature 7T, is easily found as

13
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FIG. 4: Lattice of interacting spins (magnetic moments), exhibiting an antiferromagnetic (AFM)

classical order (figure by Subir Sachdev).

the temperature at which the FM solution first appears and is given by

1

kpTe = ZngpipS(S +1)A, (25)
20 20
= ZS(S+1) = (). (26)

quite naturally determined by the exchange constant J and square of the spin operator with
larger spin ordering at higher temperature.
Repeating this expansion for finite B, we find the so-called Curie-Weiss linear linear
response
M = xewB,
with the susceptibility

_ Xc
Xcw —|1 “TJT)

that (in contrast to the paramagnetic Curie susceptiblity x¢) diverges at T, > 0, where
the system exhibits paramagnetic (PM)-ferromagnetic (FM) continuous transitions. From
above solution, for B = 0 we also find, that, while in the PM state M = 0, in the FM phase

the magnetization grows as (see Fig.(5))

M o (T, —T)Y2, for T < T,

14
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FIG. 5: Comparison of the measured magnetic properties of nickel [P. Weiss and R. Forrer, Ann.
de Phys. 5, 153 (1926)] with the results obtained in the mean-field theory for S = 1/2. (a)
Magnetization and (b) inverse susceptibility, as functions of temperature (figure from Solyom,

Solids State Physics I).
and
M x BY3, at T =T..

Similar mean-field analysis can be carried out for other magnetic states, for example the

AFM Neel or spin-density wave states.

2.  Landau mean-field theory

While above mean-field analysis relies on a specific microscopic Heisenberg model, as
was first demonstrated by Lev D. Landau (1937), above mean-field predictions are much
more universal and are a consequence of continuous phase transition and a free-energy that
is analytic function of the order parameter, magnetization in the case of the FM. Indeed

Landau postulated that
1
F:F0+a(T)M2+§bM4+...—BM,

(with the form dictated by the spin-rotational [or at least M — —M] symmetry of the
Hamiltonian), with coefficients a smooth function of 7" and a(T") = ao(T/T. — 1), changing

15



sign to a(T < T.) < 0 at T.. Indeed it is easy to verify that above Weiss mean-field theory
indeed exhibits this Landau form with specific coefficients a(T"), b(T'), etc. Thus, this generic

Landau theory indeed predicts the phenomenology near 7T, found above.

3. From Ising model to ¢* field theory

As an illustration of a systemmatic treatment of a lattice model we study the classical

Ising model
1
HIsing == _5 ; Jijaiajv
7]

where o = £1 (representing spin up/down along z axis).

While one can work directly with these Ising degrees of freedom o;, to expose the universal
properties of this model, construct mean-field theory, study fluctuations and the associated
PM-FM phase transition, it is much more convenient to transform this model to a the
so-called ¢ — 4 field theory in terms of a continuous scalar field ¢(r).

To this end we consider the partition function and manipulate it by introducing an aux-
ilary field ¢; using Hubbard-Stratonovich (HS) transformation (which, despite its “scary”
name, is nothing more than a Gaussian integral), which the allows us to execute the sum

over {o;} exactly, obtaining

7 — Ze%ﬂzzj Jijoioj (27)
{oi}
_ Zo_lz/DCbie%ﬁ_lz” I it T oidi (28)
{oi}
= 7! / D30 Tig Jig di6s+ i meosh o — / DepeHers (00, (29)

In above, the inverse of a translationally-invariant exchange J;; = J;_; with Fourier trans-

form J(k) is straightforwardly inverted in Fourier space,
k1
J1pid; = | ————0(—k)o(k).
For a short-range model, J;_; is expected to be short-ranged and therefore with a Fourier

transform that is well-defined at J,—o and falls off with increasing k£ beyond a short-scale

microscopic length a. Thus, its generic form is given by

Jo

J(k) ~ m.
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Combining this with H.sr, we obtain (dropping unimportant constant and going to a

continuum limit ¢ = r; — r)

Hyp = %k;—OT k(1+(ka)2) H(—k)p(k) —ad/rlncosh¢(r), (30)
— /r BK(V@S)Q + %ki—qubQ — a®In cosh ¢(r)} , (31)

where in the last line we went back to real (coordinate) space, took the continuum limit and

defined stiffness
k BTCL2+d

Jo

Above continuum theory theory of the Ising model can be straightforwardly analyzed within

K =

mean-field theory, by simply treating ¢ as spatially uniform (average magnetization), recov-
ering mean-field results in our early Weiss mean-field analysis, and in particular predicting
the PM-FM phase transition at T..

However, this model also allows us to conveniently go beyond mean-field by using the
functional integral over ¢(r) to analyze the thermodynamics via above partition function. To
make progress we note that near the PM-FM phase transition ¢ is small (fluctuating around
zero in PM state and around spontaneous small magnetization just below the transition
inside the FM state). Thus we can Taylor expand the effective ¢ potential to lowest nonlinear

order,
1 1
Incosho(r) =In2+ §¢2 - ﬁ¢4 + O(¢°). (32)
This then gives,
1 o oo 1y
Heff = EK(ng) + §t¢ + 5u¢ ) (33>

where we defined standard coupling constants of this effective Hamiltonian, often referred

to as phi*-theory

that (because of its generic nature) prominantly appears in condensed matter and particle
field theory studies. We note that the “reduced temperature”, ¢ (not to be confused with
time) is positive for T' > T, = Jy/kp, corresponding to a vanishing magnetization, ¢ = 0
of the PM phase and is negative for T' < T, corresponding to a nonzero magnetization,
¢ > 0 of the FM phase. Thus we the theory recovers a PM-FM phase transition at t = 0,

corresponding to critical temperature Jy/kp.
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B. Beyond mean-field theory: critical phenomena and universality

Despite considerable success of Landau theory, it was appreciated as early as 1960s, that

for continuous transitions a more general phenomenology is found in experiments, namely

M(T,B=0) o |T.—T|°, x(T)o|T =T, (34)
M(T =1T.,B) < BY, C(T) x |T —T.|7*, (35)
(T, B=0) o< |T —T[™, (36)
(37)

where “critical exponents” [3,,d, a, v are universal, depending only on the symmetry and
dimensionality of the continuous phase transition, namely the so-called its “universality
class”. The satisfy a variety of exact relations: a+ 26+ = 2,7 = (0 — 1),dv = 2 —
a,7 = (2 —n)v. In mean-field theory f = 1/2,y = 1,§ = 3,a = 0,v = 1/2, but more
generally are irrational but universal numbers. In above we defined the correlation length &
that characterizes the range of spatial correlations that diverge at the phase transition. A
beautiful set of theoretical developments[2, 14] in the 1970s, led by M. Widom, Leo Kadanoff,
Migdal, Michael Fisher, S. Pokrovsky, and Ken Wilson (who received the Nobel Prize for
his development of renormalization group), led to a seminal explanation of experimental
observations of universality and corrections to Landau’s mean-field theory. These arise
due to qualitative and singular importance of fluctuations about mean-field predictions, a

subject[2, 14] that we will not pursue further here as it lies outside of out main focus.

IV. EXCITATIONS IN MAGNETIC STATES

The nature of the magnetic state depends strongly on the microscopic details such as the
exchange interactions J;; (its sign and range) and crystal lattice structure. One of important
characterizations of a phase is its excitations, that strongly depend on the type of magnetic
order (FM, AFM, spin-density wave, etc.). This is quite analogous to the phonon excitations
in the ordered crystalline phase, and to zero-sound Bogoluibov excitations in the superfluid
state, that we studied in previous chapters. Excitations in the magnetic ordered states are
characterized by precessional spin dynamics, that in the classical limit is simply given by the

torque equation dI/dt = p x B for the local angular momentum I, = AS; of the local moment
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p = —gripS;/h, and leads to collective spin-wave excitations. Quantum mechanically this
is equivalent to the Heisenberg equation of motion for the spin operator S;, governed by the

Heisenberg Hamiltonian,

. dS; .
ih—= = [Si, H] =iS; x (2;%53’) ) (38)

where in the second equality we used spin algebra to evaluate the commutator, obtaining
precessional dynamics of each spin in the effective field of its neighbors. In analogy with
lattice vibrations that in a quantum treatment led to quantized phonon excitations, mag-
netic spin-waves are treated fully quantum-mechanically. As we will see below this leads to
magnetic excitation quanta referred to as magnons. Below we focus on the simplest homo-
geneous FM state and refer the reader for to the literature (see e.g.,[2] for the description of

other states.

A. Ferromagnetic spin-waves

Focussing on the FM state, we study the dynamics of small spin fluctuations, 6S; = S;—S,
(not unlike Goldstone modes phonon fluctuations as small distortions of the ordered state)
about the average, spatially uniform mean magnetization Sy of the FM state. These are

governed by linearized Heisenberg equation

dés,
h— = 22 Jij [6S; x So + So x 08,1, (39)

J
J

that is decoupled in terms of Fourier components
087 = 0Skcos(k - R; —wit), 057 = 0Sksin(k - R; — wyt),
giving the dispersion

hwe =280 Y Jyj [1— @RI~ K32, (41)

J
In the last equality we focussed on long-wavelength and utilized inversion symmetry of the
lattice, that gives K = % > r JrR? obtaining a quadratic (cf linear phonons) dispersion,

that is a well-known signature of the ferromagnetic spin waves.
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B. Antiferromagnetic spin-waves

A similar analysis to the above can be carried out for the AFM, with the key difference

being the nature of the ordered state, characterized by a spatially oscillatory magnitization
<Sz> — SoeikO.Ri’

rather than the uniform one of a FM. Focussing on the commensurate Neel state, that
only doubles the crystal’s unit cell, with 2kq = 27/a, the corresponding equations can be

straightforwardly solved, giving

hwy = 25/[J (ko) — J(k)][J (ko) — J (k — ko)],

where J(k) = Y. J;;e® B8R On a bipartite lattice (each lattice site can be unam-
biguously assigned to one of of two sublattices), J(ko) = zJ and J(k — ko) = —J(k) (z

coordination number), the frequency reduces to
hwy = 2S02J4/1 — 2 ~ ck,

where v = %Z 5 ¢™®% and in the last equality we specialized to a long wavelength limit,

obtaining the characteristic linear dispersion of the AFM spin waves.

C. Quantum treatment of ferromagnetic excitations: magnons

Following our earlier treatments of ordered states and excitations about them, we now
study magnetic states in a fully quantum mechanical treatment. We first observe that a
fully polarized FM state, |[FF'M) = |0) = |— S, —S,...,—S5), with every spin having the same
maximum projection —S (or equivalently +5) along the same z-axis is an exact eigenstate of
the Heisenberg Hamiltonian. This is obvious from the (20) form since ;" annihilates a fully
polarized state, [0) (and S;" annihilates |N'S) FM state) and S7S? leads to £ = — > JiiS?
eigenvalue. For a ferromagnetic interaction, this fully polarized FM state is the ground state.
This state is degenerate with 2N.S + 1 other fully polarized states generated by acting on
FM state by 1/v/N 3, S;", corresponding to FM state with a rotated quantization axis but
same S7, = NS(NS + 1) eigenvalue.

Excited state are produced by flipping spins locally, applying a a string of S;°, though

in general this is not an eigenstate of the Heisenberg Hamiltonian as S;-“Si_ component will
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move such excitations from site ¢ to j. This is not surprising for a translationally invariant

Hamiltonian, where a single spin excitation is an eigenstate of linear momentum, given by

[v) = \/FZ eMReSH|0) = af |0).
Above we defined aL as the single magnon creation operator, that is nearly bosonic, satisfying
[ax, aL] = ZSN Ze_l (=) RS2 ~ Ok K/

nearly fully saturated state S; ~ —S. In real space we then have for nearly saturated FM

state with large S,

St =V2Sal, S =v25a;, §7=-S+adla, (42)

)

Applying Heisenberg Hamiltonian operator to this state, it is straightforward to show|[2]
that its eigenvalue is given by Ej, = Ey+2S 37, J; [1— e®i=R)] — gupuoH, where Ej is
the eigenvalue of the |0) state and we have added an external magnetic field H = Hz. For
the FM exchange and/or in the presence of a large external field, the latter is the ground
state and the single magnon excitation energy is given by (41) found from the Heisenberg

equation of motion. For nearest-neighbors FM exchange on a 3d cubic lattice, we find

hwk = 2JSZ(1—’)/k), (43)
= 4dJSZ — e'di) (44)

kIE . k . k:Z
= 2J5(6 —2cosk,a — 2cos kya — 2cosk,a) = 8JS (sin2 TG + sin? %a + sin® 2a) :

(2JSa®)k*. (45)

Q

D. Holstein-Primakoff, Schwinger bosons and Jordan-Wigner fermion represen-

tations
1. Holstein-Primakoff representation
As we saw above, single spin-flip magnon excitations of a fully polarized and large S

state is well described by approximately bosonic excitations, summarized in Eq.(42). There
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in fact exists a rigorously exact bosonic representation in fact exists as first introduced by

Holstein and Primakoft[6]

St =dal(25 —dla)V? ST = (25 —dla)?a;, S?=—S+ ala;,with 0 < ala; < 285.(46)

(2

With the bosonic commutation relations of a, af, it is straightforward to show that these spin
operators exactly satisfy the spin algebra, e.g., [S;", S; ] = 257, with square-roots ensuring
a 25 + 1-dimensional Hilbert space for spin S. To lowest order in the expansion of the
square-root (valid for large S and for a highly polarized state), these reduce the approximate
expressions, (42). Higher order terms generate magnon interactions.

Ferromagnet:

Expression the Heisenberg Hamiltonian in an external field h = gugpBz to lowest order

in terms of the Holstein-Primakoff bosons we find

H=-YJ (%Sjsj— + %S;Sj + ASij) —ny S, (47)
irj i

~ — Z JijAS? + SZ Jij (Aa;rai + Aa}aj — ajaj — a;az-> — hz (—S + aja,) ,
o ’ | (a9
~ Fy+ SZ Jij <a3ai + a}aj — azaj — a}ai> — Up Z ajai + Hine, (49)

ij i
~ E,+ Z hwkaLak + Hipy (50)
K

where By = — 37, J;;AS? 4 hS is the ground state energy, ju, = h — 253", J;;(A — 1) the

effective magnon chemical potential coupling to conserved total S;, = >, S? and
hwk = QSZJg |:1 — €ik'5] — Up = Kk2 — Uh,
s

the corresponding magnon dispersion in agreement with that found by other methods above.

For a dilute gas of magnons we can neglect magnon interactions

1 1
Hipy = — Z Jij (a,faiajaj - §aia;a}aj — —aTaia,-aT>

2 J
ij

and treat them as independent bosons, much like for the phonons and Bogoluibov quasi-
particles of previous lectures. For high density of magnons interaction becomes important

and can be treated by a variety of methods like perturbation theory, Hartree mean-field
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theory (as in our Bogoluibov approximation for the Bose gas), etc. The interaction leads
to at temperature-dependent correction to the magnon k2 dispersion and more importantly
generates an imaginary part that corresponds to a finite magnon lifetime, with a decay rate
proportional to k*. The interaction also leads to a two-magnon bound state as rigorously
studied by Dyson (1956).

Antiferromagnet:

Holstein-Primakoff bosons can also be used to study excitations in the Néel state as the
approximate ground state of an AFM for J < 0. Since Néel state doubles the period of
the underlying lattice, it must be treated as two magnetic sublattice sites A (spin up) and
B (spin down), with two distinct Holstein-Primakoff expansions about £S5 polarized states,
respectively.

Focusing for simplicity on a nearest neighbor exchange model on a cubic lattice, the

resulting Hamiltonian of excitations takes a Bogoluibov form,
Hapas ~ 2N2J5% = 278 3 (alax + bby + arbyr + bl ). (51)
(rr’)
Diagonalizing this Hamiltonian on a 3d cubic lattice using Bogoluibov (symplectic) trans-
formation

_ T _ T
oy = ugax — vib! ., Ok = ub_x — vkay,

obtaining

H=FEg + Z hwy [CVIT(Oék + ﬁltﬁk )
k

we can find the the ground state energy Eys = 2N2JS(S + 1) + >, hwy, that includes the
mean-field energy of the Néel state and the zero-point quantum fluctuations, the coherence

factors
1 B 1 _
u =5 (L= 72+ 1] vi= 5 [A=7)72 —1], (52)

and the spectrum

hug = 2[J]28 (uj + v + 27cuv) (53)
= 2|J]|zS\/1 =L, (54)
~ (2V2|J|20)k = capmk, (55)
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showing that at small ka the AFM spectrum is linear in k (as opposed to k? in a FM) with
speed of magnon sound ¢, .

Because of quantum fluctuations in the ground state (since Néel state is not a true
ground state of Heisenberg Hamiltonian), even a T' = 0 expectation value of spin projection
(AFM|S?|AFM) is reduced from its fully polarized £S value, by

2

58 = 3 S(AFMlola AFM) = %Z [(1—2)7 - 1], (56)

in analogy with the condensate depletion by interactions in the Bogoluibov theory of weakly
interacting superfluid. The actual value depends on the dimensionality, type of a lattice,

and exchange J;;. The result can be straightforwardly generalized to finite temperature, as

in condensate depletion in superfluids.

2. Schwinger bosons

An alternative and a more convenient representation of spin operators is in terms of
“Schwinger bosons”,[7], that is a spinor bosonic operator

2l = (ZL Z%)?

with two flavors of bosons on each lattice site, [zq, z},} = 0qp. The Schwinger boson structure
is very intuitive with S, component counting the difference between two flavors of bosons
and spin raising and lowering operators naturally converting between the two flavors of
Schwinger bosons,
S = %ZTUZ = %zlaaﬁz@ (57)
S, = %(zle — ), St =z2lz, S =2z, (58)

with spin raising/lowering operators change the number difference, n; — ny of the two types
of bosons, but preserves the total number of bosons, n; + ny = 2S5. The spin-rotational

invariance is implemented via SU(2) transformation z — Uz,

Uy = 295:/1ei08e/heixS: /b (59)
that corresponds to SO(3) orthogonal rotation, R of the spin S — RS, with
1 ,
Rz‘ij = 52,];(];;0';6(]552’5,
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corresponding to rotation of the Z — 0, latter defined by Euler angles 6, ¢, y. SU(2) algebra
is 22 — 1 = 3 dimensional (three angles), but angle y spanning U(1) subgroup of SU(2)
clearly does not enter S, so the orbit space spanned by unit vector 1 is a surface of a sphere
S? = SU(2)/U(1).

The spin components satisfy spin commutation relations,

[S7, 85 = £SF, [S;7,S7] = 25;.

7

and the constraint S? = S(S + 1) with S = %z*z = (zIZl + Z;ZQ) This constraint intro-

3
duces an effective hard-core interactions for Schwinger bosons, that if formally eliminated
(by solving for one of the bosons in terms of the other) gives back the Holstein-Primakoff
representation.

To demonstrate above it is useful to take advantage of the following identity of Pauli

matrices:

Tap Typ = —0apdys + 200505,

3. S=1/2 hard-core boson representations

Another convenient representation for spin-1/2 is in terms of the so-called “hard-core”
bosons. As we saw in our discussion of Holstein-Primakoff representation one had to intro-
duce square-root factors to limit the bosonic Hilbert space to 25 + 1 and to encode the spin
algebra in terms of bosonic commutation relations. However, for S = 1/2, this can be more

simply done by the following identification:

|IS=-1/2) - |n=0), |S=1/2) —=|n=1), (60)
St=al, ST =a, S*=dla—1/2=n-1/2, (61)
[S7,57] = —258% — [al,a] = —(2n — 1), (62)

together with a hard-core constraint limiting bosonic states to |n = 0), |n = 1). The latter
can be implemented by strong on-site interaction Hj,, = U Y, (n? — n;) in the limit of
U — oo, hence “hard-core”.
With this the Heisenberg model reduces to:
H = — Z Jij (aj-aj + A(nn; — 27%)) - hzni, (63)
irj i

with an implicit hard-core constraint, of n; = 0, 1.
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4. S=1/2 Jordan-Wigner fermion representations

For spin-1/2, the spin algebra and hard-core constraint can be more simply implemented
by the use of fermionic spinor representation ¢, = (¢, ¢)), associating the two states with
the “magnetization”. The constraint can equivalently be implemented by a single spinless
fermionic species with S, = 4+1/2 automatically implemented through Pauli principle cor-
responding fermionic occupation of 0 and 1. In 1d a powerful Jordan-Wigner (spinless)

fermion representation exists,

‘ : 1
St = dem e, 57— e adte, S = da - . (64)

where ¢;, cj» satisfy usual fermion anticommutation algebra
{ci,c;} = di;, {ci, ¢} =0, {cj,c;r-} = 0.

This representation allows one to map the TFIM onto free, spinless fermions Hamiltonian
_i.

when expressed in terms of ¢;, c;.

Spin raising and lowering operators are associated with fermion creation and annihilation
operators and z-component of spin is associated with fermion site filling value (shifted by
1/2). This “naive” representation must be supplemented with the so-called “string operator”
(the exponential multiplying ¢, ¢ above to ensure the correct spin-commutation (rather than
fermion anticommutation) algebra on different sites.

By carefully taking into account the Jordan-Wigner “string” we can demonstrate that the
string ensures that indeed above spin representation satisfies spin-1/2 algebra on the same
site, and with spins simply commuting on distinct sites.

To see this, first note that on the same site ¢, strings involves fermion number operator

on site distinct from the fermion operator and thus commutes with the fermion operators.

Thus,

, too t , t , i
[S+ S_] _ Cl'emzjd chjefzﬂ'ZjQ chjCi . efmzjd cjcjcicje” Zj<icjcj’ (65)

i Mg

= cle; — el =2(n; —1/2) = 28, (66)

P =

as required for spin algebra.
On distinct sites, ¢ < j, there is a nontrivial commutation relation between the two strings

and between a string and a fermion operator. To flush this out we first note that on the
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Hilbert space |0), |1) a piece of the string at i, e=imelen = 1 20202-, giving +1 for n; = 0,1,
respectively. Thus, [e*i”cjci,cz] = e*i’rczcic;r — c;re*”cjci = (1 —2cle)el — (1 —2cle) =

irctes
—2cl = —2¢1(1 — 2cl¢;) = —2cfe~maci e,

_incl e Y
e ZWCZCZC:}' _ —C,}LG imeic; {6 7,7rc ¢ CT} -0

. Armed with this we find
[5*7 Sf] — Cjeiﬂzkaczck@*” i<y C;Clcj _ el i<y C;Clcjcjei”Zkaclck’ (67)

— c;fcje”quCLCke_m i<y cle + cjcje_” i<y C;Cleiwzk<iclfeck =0, (68)

as required on different sites.
Using JW representation and carefully taking care of the string (as for above commutation

relation) we can express the TFIM in terms of the JW fermions, finding
Hrpiv = ——JZ ( Ciq + Cip1) — —hz c;Ci — chT)

with a crucial minus sign in the first term coming from the anticommutation relation between
JW string and a fermion. Namely, the TFIM reduces to a quadratic fermionic Bogoluibov-
like Hamiltonian.

It can then be straightforwardly diagonalized, such that in terms of true quasi-particles

Yk, the Hamiltonian is

Hrpiv = Z Ek'YlJL'Yk + Ey,
K

with the spectrum of excitations, Ej, the gap (minimium excitation energy, related to the
inverse of the Ising model’s correlation legth), and the ground state energy Ej straightfor-

wardly found.

E. Magnon thermodynamics in a ferromagnetic state

In this dilute magnon gas approximation (valid at low 7" and well polarized state), we
can compute the corresponding thermodynamics of a ferromagnet.

The magnetization M =V ~1gup(Sz,) is well described

(Sz,) = —NS+ Z (ala;) = —NS+> (alaw), (69)
k
k1
_ —NS+V/ e (70)

27



where the correction to the fully polarized value is due to thermally excited magnons and
those created by an external field. There is an obvious close analogy of BEC to the fully
polarized state |0) and thermally excited magnons as condensate depletion. We note however,
that in contrast, here there are no anomalous magnon terms, encoding the absence of any
fluctuations in the ferromagnetically ordered state. Furthermore, the dispersion here is
quadratic rather than linear of the phonons.

In the absence of anisotropy and external field A = 0, the density of thermally excited
magnons is easily computed and in 3d given by the well-confirmed Bloch law (kgT/K)3/?,

that gives how magnetization is thermally suppressed. Heat capacity is also straightforwardly

computed as the temperature derivative of the energy £ = )", hwy (aLak), which in 3d gives
Crar ~ (kgT/2JS)*?,

that contrasts from the acoustic phonon result that is 79, i.e., T° in 3d.
The finite temperature magnetic response is also found by computing the increased num-

ber of magnons (that reduce magnetization) with increasing external magnetic field

Ak 1 d’k 1
M(H) = _MO + g,UB/ (27T>d eﬁm)k(H) 1 - g,MB/ (27T)d eﬁﬁwk(H:O) _ 1’ <71)

.y dik ! Ak 1
N Mo gs | onydcimm —1 I8 | n)d R 1

(72)

At vanishing magnetic field H and isotropic model, we find M ~ H'Y2 that contrasts
qualitatively from the constant longitudinal susceptibility, M = xZ s H found in mean-field
theory.

F. Antiferromagnetic ground state and its excitations

For negative exchange constant J < 0 it is clear that neighboring spins want to anti-
align. This is a reflection of the tendency of two spins (as we saw in London-Heitler theory
of Hy molecule) to form a single state. A natural classical ground state is the Néel state
where spins alternate £S5 on A and B sublattices of a bipartite lattice, S7 = (—1)@i+vi+z),
However, such state is clearly is not even an eigenstate of the Heisenberg Hamiltonian since
its S;" S, terms interchange spins on sites , j.

However, analogously to our analysis of an interacting superfluid (for which the strict

BEC state is not a grround state), we can assume that this classical state is an approximate
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ground state and then study corrections to it. In this approach we can again utilize the

Holstein-Primakoff representation that we take to be distinct on the A and B sublattices,
St = (25 —a] a1)1/2ai, Sy =a; (25 a, al)l/z, Sh=9S—a; &l,Wlth 0<al la; < 28,
S = bI(28 — blb)V?, S5, = (28 — blb;)?b;, S%; = —S + blb;, with 0 < blb; < 2.

(73)

Using this inside the Heisenberg Hamiltonian for the Néel state, we obtain a Bogoluibov-like

Hamiltonian (r,r’ are nearest neighbors on a cubic lattice)

Hapy ~ 2N2JS* = 2J8 Y ( alay + blby + axbe +bla ) , (74)

(r,x’)

that can be diagonalize via a Bogoluibov transformation
Qx = Uxak — Uka_k, e = urb_yx — UkCLL
obtaining
H=FE)+ Z P [OélT{Oék + 51T<ﬁk] ;
k

which on a cubic lattice gives:

Ey = 2NzJS* +2N2JS + > hux, (75)
| . 1 )

W= (AT =g (D), (76)

hoe = 2|J|2S4/1 — 2 ~ <2JS 2za) (77)

where v, = %Z 5 e™™9%  Note that the Néel ground state is modified as the true ground
state is annihilated by ay and [y, rather than by ayx and by.

As for an interacting superfluid, we can also compute the magnetization “depletion”; i.e.,
reduction in the staggered magnetization S by quantum fluctuations in the ground state.
This is given by

(55.) = if ;(AFM]akak]AFM = Z S
At finite T this is generalized to give

2 1
= N ;(Cﬁkak> N Z eBhwi _ 1(1 - f}/k) 1/2

With the spectrum at hand, AFM’s thermodynamlcs (susceptibility, heat capacity, etc) can
be straightforwardly computed following standard analysis as for example done above for

the FM state.
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G. Spin-coherent states and Berry phase

An alternative and often very convenient description of magnetic states is in terms of
spin coherent states (in analogy with coherent-state path-integral description of bosons). A

coherent state

’ﬁ> = Uﬁ’Sz = Sai>7

labeled by a unit vector n is a highest-weight, |S, = S) maximally polarized along the
quantization axis n, satisfying

n - Sin) = S|n).
Uy is the SU(2) rotation, Eq. (59) of the z — #, that can also be written as Uy = e22%2
Spin coherent state can be expressed in terms of Schwinger bosons according to

1
) = (ua® + vb")?%)|0),

V25!

where the coherence factors form a coherent-state spinor

U cos %6

— efix/2 '
v et sin %9

(78)

One can see that for spin-1/2
B) =ul 1) +o| 1) = D zla),
a:T7L

where spinor components given by

(0%
where o =T, |, giving spinor representation h = z'oz, with z'z = 1. For spin-S, the coherent
state can be written as a direct product of 25 identical spin-1/2 coherent states (to ensure

it to be a highest weight state)
n) =|z)®|z) ®...Q |z).

The key relation for developing spin coherent-state path integral is the resolution of

identity,




and coherent states overlap

(nn')y = (uu +Ev’)25 = (ZTZ/)QS, (79)
1
- aea) (50)

where we took advantage of the observation that (z|n’) = (u/)?® = [cos?(0/2)]" = 1/2%[1 +
cos 0] = 1/2%[1 4+ z - 1']° and rotational invariance.

With these identities, we can now derive spin coherent-state path-integral as we did for a
bosonic system. Using above resolution of identity, we deduce Trotter decomposition of the

evolution operator over time t = Nt/N = Ne,

(a(t) = ayle M a(0) = fo) = (Anle /P ay_1)(hy_sfe T ay) ..

(A le i, e ). (81)

The matrix elements can be evaluated for ¢ < 1,

el tae oy [ ot SglH D) 82
(hgle= " ) <nj|nj_1>< e (52)
~ (fy[hyy e i H R Rl (83)

28 . 28
~ (Z;Zj_1> e—teHn;n; 1]/h _ (1 _ Z;{(Zj _ Zj_1)> e—zeH[nj,nj—ll/h’ (84)
_ e—ZSez;r-ijefieH[ﬁj,ﬁj_l]/hEeidS[ﬁj]/h’ (85)

where the action is given by

t
Sh(t)] = Z dS = / dt’ [i2Shz'(t')z(t') — H[Sa(t)]] (86)
j=1 0
and the evolution operator is given by

N-1

ol o) = IT |2 [aessnin]. (57)
7
j=1

/ Dn(t)eShtl/h (88)

where we took the continuum limit N — oo, ignored the higher order corrections that
distinguish n; and n;_; inside H[n;,n;_4], and dropped the boundary terms.
The first term in the action S[n(t)] is the Berry phase[10], Sgp[n(t)], that arises from

nontrivial overlap of coherent states, has the same structure as that of bosonic “pg” term,
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and therefore gives a nontrivial action even for a vanishing Hamiltonian,
t
Spla(t)] = —ihY In((n(t)[n(t' - dt))) = —%hzln{l = (n(t) [In(t)) — [n(t' — dt))]} , (89)
t'=
t dn
= zh/ t'(n(t")|0n(t)) = ih/ dt'(n|Van) - y ih/(fl\Vﬁﬁ) - dn, (90)
0

t
hS/ dt' Ap(t) - flrf = hsj[AB dh = hS//(Vﬁ X Ap)-(dnxdn), (91)
0

= i2Sh tdt/Tt/‘t’ = —hS | df(1—cosb)p=—hS [ (1—cosb(¢))do, (92

s [ ara @y / (1= cos) = ~hS [ (1~ cost())do,  (92)
B(t) 0(4)

= —hS d do’ sin @' = —hSQ. 93

[ .

In above we have chosen the global phase xy = 0, defined €2 as the solid angle subtended by
z, n(0) and n(¢) and defined the Berry connection, Apg[n],

Ap(B) = Ay = (1 - cos ), (94)
with associated Berry flux density given by
BB(fl) = Vﬁ X AB<fl) = ﬁ, (95)

as can be seen from (91). In Cartesian coordinates, related to spherical via A - dn =

Agdx + Aydy + Adz = Aydp + Agdf + A, dr, we find

1 vy 1 =z

T = 5 y = T4 5 z:O
2rz+r Y 2rz+r

Berry phase term Sg[n(t)] in the above coherent-state formulation is a crucial ingrediant
of capturing the dynamics of a spin, S. As is clear from (91), it maps the dynamics of a spin
(with H = 0) labelled by n onto dynamics of a charge hS, massless (since there is no %(fl)2
term) particle moving on a surface of a unit sphere (|n| = 1), with a magnetic monopole at
its center producing magnetic field (95). Canonical formulation of quantum mechanics of
a charged particle in a magnetic field exhibits spectrum of Landau levels (LL)[? |, that at
zero mass reduces to the lowest LL (LLL). The LLL degeneracy in flat space is given by the
number of flux quanta through the surface, while on the sphere it is shifted by 1. Thus, the

number of effective LLL degenerate states is given by

JBhea AT T as
g (27h/q) 2rh/(hS) ’

32



recovering the degeneracy of spin S and its correct partition function, Z = 25 4+ 1 for a
vanishing Hamiltonian.
This Berry (also known as geometric, topological, or Wess-Zumino) phase term has a

number of important properties. In particular[1, 9]

A
SQA)] = / dt Bnﬁ%ana +Aa%5na} : (96)
- (9A5 8Aa dng . “ dn ~
= /dt {871& 8ng] o n, = /dt&n <dt X n), (97)

which gives the expected precessional equation of motion for the spin labelled by n(?)

ésa(t)] , oQn(t)] O0H
) - oA T on (98)
o dn(t) . O0H
= ST X R+ S =0, (99)
i.e., consistent with (38), we find
on(t) OH
T

in a effective magnetic field given by %—g. We note that above the projection transverse to n
is implicit, implemented by a Lagrange multiplier term [ dtA(2? — 1) added to the action.

Thus, Sg[n(t)] is absolutely crucial for getting the correct spin dynamics even at the
classical level. It is also essential for quantization of spin S as half-intergers. To see the latter
we note (in close analogy of Dirac’s argument for quantization of electrical charge in inverse
units of magnetic monopole charge), that for single-valueness of the evolution operator,
Sp/h needs to be periodic modulo 27, i.e., Q = 47 must correspond to Sp/h = 27n, which
requires S =n/2,n € Z.

Examining the expression for 6Q[n(t)], (97), we note that Q[n(¢)] may be expressible in
a more covariant form, i.e., in terms of coherent-state label n(¢, s) extended along another

“time” variable s, with n(t,s = 1) = n(t),n(t,0) = z,
Q)] = / SQLA(H)] = /0 g5 BUBL )] (100)
- [ far s

! . on  on 1t R R R
_ /0 ds [ dt . 5)'($ « E) :5/0 /d2t ot - (90 x D), (102)
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a form that for topologically stable configurations that wrap around the sphere gives an

integer multiple of 47 and is referred to as the Pontryagin index. It is a Jacobian of the

S? — S? my-mapping, associated with n(s,t) wrapping around the sphere defined by (s, t)

(with points at infinity identified).

Ferromagnetic excitations

expand about polarized phase in small fluctuations, compute Berry’s vector potential

and obtain action for small excitations including external magnetic field to show gap and its

disapperance.

2.  Antiferromagnetic excitations
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