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The Dyson-Maleev boson formulation is used to investigate the dynamical properties of
Heisenberg antiferromagnets at long wavelengths and low temperatures. Various regimes for
the decay rate of spin waves are found, depending on the relation between the wave vector &,
the temperature 7, and the anisotropy energy Zw,, and in all cases the decay rate is much

smaller than the spin-wave frequency.

This result implies that spin waves are well-defined

elementary excitations, which interact weakly at low temperatures and long wavelengths, in
contrast to results obtained by previous authors, but in close analogy with the ferromagnetic
case. When the long-wavelength limit is taken at fixed temperature, the decay rate I'g is pro-
portional to the square of the frequency wg€g, where wg is the exchange frequency. In the
quantum-mechanical low-temperature limit (ST < Ty), we find T'g=2wgS et 73(2m)3(alInT | +a’)
for €g< 13«1, where 7=2kgT/fiwg, and S is the spin quantum number. In the classical low-
temperature limit (Ty/S< T< Ty), we find T'g= (4n/37r)wE(T/TN)Ze§ for €g< 1. For small uni-
axial single-ion anisotropy [€,~ (2ws/wg) ' < 1], we find ['y=3wzS-%eir3(2m-2(a| InT| +a’’) for
€y< T8« 1, (In these expressions, a, a’, 7, and a’’ are all constants of order unity.) Re-
sults are also obtained for other regimes, and for the damping of a spin wave driven off reso-
nance. In each case, the nature and self-consistency of the perturbation expansion are examined
in detail. For the isotropic system, the full frequency-dependent transverse spin-correlation
functions are calculated in the long-wavelength limit, and are found to agree with the forms
previously obtained by hydrodynamic arguments, By a comparison of the two forms, the trans-
port coefficients are determined at low temperatures. Several of the calculations have been

performed using the Holstein-Primakoff as well as the Dyson-Maleev representations.

The

results for observable quantities agree in the two formalisms, except at the longest wavelengths,

where the Holstein-Primakoff expressions are not self-consistent in lowest order.

Finally,

the possibility of experimental verification of the present calculations is briefly discussed.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Spin waves have been studied extensively in mag-
netic systems, since the early work of Bloch! and
Holstein and Primakoff? on ferromagnets, and its
extension to antiferromagnets by Anderson® and
Kubo.* In the first place, spin waves have been
considered as elementary excitations from which
one can derive the thermodynamic properties of
magnetic systems at low temperatures. In the sec-
ond place, spin waves can be used to calculate vari-
ous time-dependent properties of magnetic sys-
tems, such as dynamic response functions and cor-
relation functions.

One of the most notable examples of a thermo-
dynamic calculation based on spin waves is the work
of Dyson.® Using a general formalism based on
quantum field theory, Dyson showed that spin
waves may be used to obtain an asymptotic expan-
sion for the thermodynamic functions of a Heisen-
berg ferromagnet at low temperatures. Dyson’s
formalism has also been used to calculate various
time-dependent properties of ferromagnets, in par-
ticular, the frequency renormalization and damping
of the spin-wave pole in correlation functions for
various low-temperature regimes.®® A general-
ization of Dyson’s method has been used by one of
the authors® to calculate various thermodynamic
properties of an antiferromagnetic insulator, and
also to obtain the renormalization of the spin-wave
frequency in that system.

In the present paper, we use this formalism to
find expressions for the spin-wave damping® and
spin-correlation functions, at low temperatures,
in both quantum-mechanical and classical Heisen-
berg antiferromagnets. The correlation functions
at long wavelengths are found to have precisely the
form predicted earlier by two of the authors, 11:12
on the basis of a macroscopic “hydrodynamic”
theory of spin waves'® analogous to the two-fluid
hydrodynamics of liquid helium. !%1° Specifically,

APPENDIX D: EVALUATION OF INTEGRALS IN
SECTION IV

APPENDIX E: STABILITY OF MAGNONS AGAINST
SPONTANEOUS DECAY

APPENDIX F: CALCULATIONS USING THE
HOLSTEIN- PRIMAKOFF FORMALISM

APPENDIX G: HIGHER-ORDER EFFECTS

APPENDIX H: HERMITICITY OF DRESSED
VERTICES ON RESONANCE: ANTIFERROMAG-
NETS AND FERROMAGNETS

APPENDIX I: HYDRODYNAMICS AT LOW TEM-
PERATURES TO ALL ORDERS IN 1/z

the decay rate of spin waves is predicted to vanish
as the square of the frequency, in contrast to the
results of various earlier microscopic calculations
of spin-wave damping, 1*7!¢ which we believe to be
incorrect. One of the aims of this paper is to study
the relationship between the microscopic and hydro-
dynamic theories.

In the hydrodynamic theory, ** as opposed to the
low-temperature microscopic theories, spin waves
are found at all temperatures below the Néel point,
but they are well defined only for long wavelengths.
(The restriction to long wavelengths means that the
hydrodynamic spin waves do not contribute signifi-
cantly to thermodynamic functions, even at low tem-
peratures.) The microscopic calculation gives the
limits of validity of hydrodynamics, which the latter
theory is itself unable to specify. Moreover, a
microscopic calculation of the spin-correlation
functions leads to an evaluation at low temperatures
of the transport coefficients which enter the hydro-
dynamic theory as unknown temperature-dependent
parameters.

The analogy between magnetic systems and liquid
helium, which motivated the development of spin-
wave hydrodynamics, '3 may also be carried over
to other aspects of spin dynamics. The three lev-
els'®2 of description of liquid helium — hydrody-
namic, phenomenological, and microscopic — have
their parallel in a magnetic system, although the
emphasis and historical development have been
somewhat different. The phenomenological Landau
theory of phonons and rotons, 1*% valid at low tem-
peratures in liquid “He, is related to the “macro-
scopic” approach, employed for magnetic systems
by Herring and Kittel, 2! Akhiezer, Bar’yakhtar, and
Kaganov, % and Kaganov and Tsukernik.?® In liquid
helium, the Landau theory has been extremely use-
ful in describing both the thermodynamic and the
transport properties up to relatively high tempera-
tures.?* Moreover, it preceded the microscopic
theories and, in fact, yields essentially all inter-
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esting physical results more simply than the micro-
scopic approach. The approximate treatment of

the Bose gas by Bogoliubov® closely parallels the
work of Bloch, ! Holstein and Primakoff, > Anderson,®
and Kubo, * whereas the formally exact theory of
Beliaev?® and others!®? is analogous to the modern
field-theoretic formulations®2®2° in the magnetic
system. Generally speaking, the microscopic ap-
proach has been far more useful in magnetic sys-
tems, whereas the phenomenological theories have
produced more results in helium. This is because
simple models, such as the Heisenberg model which
is approximately soluble at low temperatures, pro-
vide a rather accurate description of the properties
of real magnetic systems. For the Bose system

on the other hand, only the dilute gas®'3° model is
approximately soluble microscopically, and its en-
ergy spectrum is in lowest order qualitatively dif-
ferent from that of liquid helium. The hydrodynam-
ics and phenomenological theories, however, ap-
ply to any interacting Bose liquid.

In the superfluid at low temperatures, it is found!®
that the phonon elementary excitations are very
closely related to the hydrodynamic first-sound
mode, in that both appear as the dominant pole of
the density correlation function.® The main dif-
ference between the two modes is that first sound
is confined to the hydrodynamic low-frequency re-
gime (w< w,), whereas the phonons exist in the
high-frequency regime (w> w,;) which is often re-
ferred to as “collisionless.” In passing from one
regime to the other at fixed temperature, the ve-
locity is almost unchanged, but the frequency and
temperature dependence of the attenuation are dif-
ferent for the two. ™3 The transition frequency
wy, between the two regimes is the rate of relaxa-
tion of the short-wavelength phonons to the local
equilibrium state in the presence of a long-wave-
length sound wave. For the processes relevant to
the attenuation of sound, this relaxation rate is the
decay rate I'y, for typical thermally excited pho-
nons. At low temperatures the frequency w,, van-
ishes as a high power of the temperature, * so that
over most of the frequency domain, and, in particu-
lar, for thermal frequencies (w~ kyT/%), the den-
sity excitations are phonons. As the temperature
goes to zero, the hydrodynamic regime becomes
vanishingly small in liquid helium.

In contrast to first sound, the hydrodynamic
second-sound mode!**® does not have any low-tem-
perature elementary excitation associated with it.

It exists only for w< w,,, Where it appears in the
correlation functions for the order parameter and
for the energy density, and with very small weight
in the density correlation function.!® The second-
sound mode disappears completely in the collision-
less regime w>> wy,, which is reached in the limit
T-0, for any fixed w.%® These results follow from
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both the phenomenological and microscopic theories
and are more fully discussed in Refs. 19 and 31—
33. The phenomenological®*~% and microscopic®” 38
treatments of second sound in a solid give results
analogous to those for liquid helium.

In the isotropic antiferromagnet the order param-
eter is coupled to one mode (with two polarizations)
at long wavelengths,® the spin-wave mode. In the
quantum-mechanical low-temperature limit (k57
< JzS~kyTy/S, where J is the exchange constant,

S is the spin, T is the Néel temperature, and z

is the number of nearest neighbors) the relation
between “hydrodynamic” and “elementary excita-
tion” spin waves is very similar to the case of first
sound in liquid helium.” One difference, however,
is that from the Born approximation we find that

the transition between hydrodynamic and nonhydro-
dynamic damping occurs at a frequency w;,.~7%7J

X (kgT/J2S)}. This frequency is much larger than
the decay rate I'y, of the thermally excited magnons,
which is of order %"'J(kyT/J2S)°. In the nonhydro-
dynamic regime, > w;,, the decay rate will have
different forms, depending on the ratios of w to the
thermal frequency k5 T/7% and of k5T to the devia-
tion from linearity of the energy spectrum of the
incident magnons. In the classical low-temperature
regime (=0, S=o, Ty/S<K T« T,), we find that
the limiting frequency w,, for hydrodynamic damping
is independent of temperature, and there is no
distinction between “hydrodynamic” and “elemen-
tary excitation” spin waves, for wavelengths long:
compared to the lattice spacing.

The calculations in this paper are performed us-
ing the boson formalism of Dyson,’ in the represen-
tation proposed by Maleev.* For the isotropic
model, the lowest Born approximation is shown
to yield a self-consistent result for the low-tem-
perature spin-wave damping, in both high-frequency
and hydrodynamic regimes, i.e., the results are
not changed when decay of the intermediate states
is included. As in the case of the thermodynamic
calculations, ® the expansion parameters are z°,

S-1 and kzT/JzS in the quantum case. Corrections
to the lowest Born approximation for the decay

rate are of higher order in these small parameters.
For classical systems, the corrections are of order
T/Ty.*2 The fact that the lowest Born approxima-
tion in the Dyson-Maleev formalism yields the cor-
rect low-temperature result for arbitrary wave-
lengths is significant, in view of the apparent singu-
lar nature of the magnon-magnon interaction at long
wavelengths. Indeed, the “zeroth-order” magnons,
obtained in this formalism by a transformation® 2
from the original Hamiltonian, interact via poten-
tials whose matrix elements occur in the combina-
tion

(12| V[34)(34|V]12) ~ (1 =By - By) (1 = kg~ k), (1.1)
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which remains finite when EI, say, goes to zero
(here k,=k,/Ik,|, etc.). However, when the en-
ergies of the four magnons in Eq. (1.1) are related
by the condition

€1+€3—€5-€;=0, (1.2)

one may show that the quantity in Eq. (1.1) van-
ishes linearly for €;—~0. As will be demonstrated
in detail in what follows, even when the “energy-
shell” condition (1.2) is violated, the matrix ele-
ments of interest for calculating physical quantities
occur in combinations which vanish when one mo-
mentum tends toward zero. This cancellation is
shown to persist in higher orders also. Conse-
quently, we conclude that the apparent constancy

of the interaction strength as one momentum tends
toward zero is a misleading artifact of the formal-
ism. A complete analysis, in which terms are
properly grouped, leads to a weaker interaction,

in agreement with the intuitive notion that the inter-
action between magnons should vanish at long wave-
lengths. We believe that it is the failure to account
properly for this detailed behavior, which has led

a number of previous authors!®~!® to incorrect ex-
pressions.

In the model with uniaxial single-ion anisotropy,
which we also treat, we obtain similar results.
Indeed, within factors of order unity, one can ob-
tain the damping constant of the uniform mode for
the anisotropic systém from the results for the
isotropic case by replacing the magnon energy Ej
by (2HgH,)'/2, the energy of the uniform mode in
the presence of small anisotropy. One difference
between the two cases does emerge, however.
Namely, when E;<< 7Ty, a self-consistent calcula-
tion of the decay rate shows that although the dom-
inant term is unmodified, small changes occur in
terms which are of higher order in 7, when the
damping of intermediate states is taken into ac-
count. Thus, strictly speaking, “hydrodynamic”
behavior does not persist for frequencies above
Tiy, in contrast to the case of the isotropic sys-
tem. This transitional behavior disappears as
€,~ 0, in agreement with the results for the iso-
tropic case. Our results differ as they did in the
isotropic case from those of previous au-
thors, ™ 184347 for a variety of reasons which we
shall discuss later.

Many of the results of the present work may also
be obtained by using the boson formalism of Hol-
stein and Primakoff,? and expanding the Hamilto-
nian in powers of the occupation numbers. As is
well known, this procedure can lead to incorrect
results for small values of the spin S, but the dif-
ficulties are avoided if S is formally treated as
a small parameter and calculations are performed
consistently to each order in S1.%® It then turns
out that for the processes for which the “energy-
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shell” condition, Eq. (1.2), applies, the matrix
elements, and hence the magnon decay rate, agree
in the Dyson-Maleev and Holstein-Primakoff
formalisms. Off the energy shell, however, the
matrix elements in the latter formalism are more
singular than in the former, and large corrections
to the lowest Born approximation occur for small
values of 7, k, and S!, when the damping of inter-
mediate magnons is included. These corrections
are of order (k;T/JzS)°/S%; quantum mechanically,
and of order (T/Ty)?/€; classically, and signify
that the Born approximation is not self-consistent
at low temperatures in the long-wavelength limit.
We have not attempted to find the class of higher-
order terms which makes the Holstein-Primakoff
answer self-consistent, since this is achieved di-
rectly with the Dyson-Maleev formalism. We have
checked, however, that where the corrections to
the Holstein-Primakoff result are estimated to be
small, its physical predictions agree with those
obtained using the Dyson-Maleev formalism. This
question is discussed in Appendix F.

The primary aim of this work is to explore the
formal relationship between microscopic and mac-
roscopic theories of spin waves, and in particular
to verify the previously proposed!!!2 hydrodynamic
behavior at long wavelengths. As has been re-
marked elsewhere,® the experimental methods for
measuring the properties of spin waves accurately
are somewhat limited, and the possibilities for
verifying hydrodynamics are much less extensive
than in superfluid helium. Thus, although we have
derived a number of new results in the present
work, the possibility of their direct experimental
verification does not at present seem very promis-
ing, except insofar as they agree with hydrodynam-
ics. The use of the parallel pumping technique®®®
for verifying some of our results is briefly men-
tioned, but a detailed discussion requires further
calculations. In view of the existence of “two-di-
mensional” Heisenberg magnets,®! it would be of
interest to see whether such systems display the
effects discussed here more prominently.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II,
the Dyson-Maleev formalism is introduced, and an
attempt is made to spell out the assumptions in-
volved in replacing the spin Hamiltonian by a boson
Hamiltonian. Green’s functions for the spin system
are written in terms of the exact boson Green’s
functions, and a transformation®% is made to mag-
non variables, in terms of which actual calculations
are carried out.

In Sec. III, the imaginary part of the magnon self-
energy is calculated in the quantum-mechanical
low -temperature regime, in lowest Born approxi-
matijon. The incident magnon is assumed to be
“on-resonance” (iw=Eg), so that this calculation
determines the damping of a free spin wave as a
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function of temperature and wave number. Vari-
ous regimes must be distinguished, for which the
scattering surfaces are different, depending on

the relative sizes of the following: (a) the incident
energy, (b) the thermal energy, (c) the deviation
from linearity of the dispersion relation (“curvature
energy”) of thermal magnons, and (d) the curvature
energy of the incident magnon. In each case, de-
tailed answers are obtained at long wavelengths

and low temperatures for a bec lattice, with an
antiferromagnetic interaction between nearest neigh-
bors on opposite sublattices. In particular, when
the energy E; is less than the thermal curvature
energy [E;<<JzS(kyT/J2S)?], the damping is found
to be proportional to %%, in agreement with hydro-
dynamics and in disagreement with previous cal-
culations.

In Sec. IV, the imaginary part of the self-energy
is calculated in the hydrodynamic regime [E; < JzS
X (kgT/J2S)%], as a function of w and k separately,
for an incoming magnon whose frequency is not
on-resonance (w# E;). In this case, extra dia-
grams must be included in lowest Born approxima-
tion, which vanish when the incoming magnon is on
resonance. These terms are then shown to make
the lowest Born approximation stable with respect
to a self-consistent inclusion of damping in the
intermediate states. In Sec. V, the contribution
of higher-order diagrams is discussed in some
detail, and it is argued that these do not change
the & and w dependence of the damping at long wave-
lengths. It is furthermore argued, although not
proved, that the higher-order terms produce cor-
rections of order (zS)™ and kpT/JzS to the Born-
approximation expression for the coefficient of the
k? term in the decay rate. From this analysis, it
follows that long-wavelength magnons interact very
weakly. This conclusion is physically plausible,
and in fact enables us to develop a consistent anal-
ogy between ferro- and antiferromagnets.

In Sec. VI, the decay rate is calculated for a
long-wavelength magnon in the classical low-tem-
perature regime (T < Ty), obtained by letting Z- 0,
S—c, J=0, with 2yTy~J2zS% and 7S remaining
finite. The Born-approximation calculation is
slightly more complicated in this case, since the
momenta of the intermediate magnons are no longer
restricted by the temperature, and the matrix ele-
ments must be calculated for arbitrary wave num-
bers. It turns out, however, that the calculation
is possible, and quite similar to the previous case,
as long as the incident momentum is small. The
classical result once again agrees with hydrody-
namics.

In Sec. VII, expressions are found for the spin-
correlation functions and a detailed correspondence
is made with the hydrodynamic forms; as a result,
the transport coefficients are determined at low
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temperatures. Some general remarks are also
made here about the form of the spectral weight

of the spin-correlation functions outside the long-
wavelength and low-temperature regimes consid-
ered in the rest of this paper. A physical argu-
ment is given to understand why the transition fre-
quency wy, for reaching local equilibrium can be
larger than the decay rate I'y, of thermal magnons,
in contrast to the case of phonons in a crystal3l36-38
or in liquid helium,3-33

In Sec. VIII, the spin-wave damping is calculated
at 2=0 for the anisotropic model in the quantum
low-temperature limit. Generally speaking, these
calculations are similar to those given for the
isotropic model, and both the results and the re-
gimes can be obtained from those of the isotropic
case by everywhere replacing the isotropic magnon
energies by the corresponding expressions for the
anisotropic system. Here, only the term from the
first Born approximation which dominates at low
temperatures is self-consistent with respect to
the inclusion of damping in intermediate states.

Finally, in Sec. IX, the results of the present
calculations are summarized and compared with
earlier work. In most cases, previous authors had
found a significantly stronger interaction between
long-wavelength magnons than is found here. The
applicability to experiment is also briefly consid-
ered.

A number of detailed calculations are described
in the Appendixes. A variety of useful limiting
forms of the magnon-magnon interaction in the
Dyson-Maleev formalism are given in Appendix
A. In Appendix B, the off-diagonal elements of the
self-energy matrix are evaluated; these are re-
quired for the calculation in Sec. VII of the spin-
correlation functions. In Appendix C, a diagram-
matic formulation of the vertex functions needed
to relate the spin-correlation functions to the usual
single-particle boson Green’s functions is pre-
sented, and the relevant functions are evaluated in
lowest Born approximation. In Appendix D, a dis-
cussion is presented of the various integrals en-
countered in the evaluation performed in Sec. IV
of off-shell contributions to the self-energy. In
Appendix E, it is shown that the spontaneous de-
cay of one magnon into two or more magnons is
forbidden by energy conservation in a system in
which the only interactions are antiferromagnetic
couplings between spins on opposite sublattices.

Appendix F is devoted to the Holstein-Primakoff
formalism. In particular, it is shown that in the
regime where the Holstein- Primakoff results are
self-consistent they lead to spin-correlation func-
tions (but not boson Green’s functions) which are
identical to those obtained in Sec. VII using the
Dyson-Maleev formalism.

Appendixes G, H, and I are concerned with de-
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tails of the higher-order calculations discussed in
Secs. V and VII. In Appendix G, a grouping of dia-
grams of all orders is constructed which eliminates
the spurious strong interaction between magnons,
and the resulting dependence of the vertex functions
on wave vector and temperature is discussed. In
Appendix H, it is shown that the effective interac-
tions obtained in higher order are Hermitian on-res-
onance (i) for the ferromagnet and (ii) for a par-
ticular set of third-order terms in the antiferromag-
net. In Appendix I, the spin-correlation functions
at long wavelength and low temperature are evaluated
to all orders in S7! in terms of vertex functions. In
that regime, certain relations between the vertex
functions are necessary for the validity of hydro-
dynamics. These relations are found to hold in low-
order perturbation theory.

The main results of this paper have been given
previously.”® In Sec. IX of the present paper, a
more extensive and self-contained discussion of
our results is given.

II. FORMALISM

In this section, we describe the formal apparatus
necessary for the calculations carried out in later
sections. Section ITA contains a discussion of the
problems involved in attempting to reproduce spin
kinematics through the use of a boson formalism.
In Sec. IIB, the application of the Green’s-function
formalism to the Dyson-Maleev Hamiltonian is
described. The spin-correlation functions, which
are the physically interesting dynamical quantities,
are introduced in Sec. IIC. Their relationship to
the usual single-particle Green’s function is dis-
cussed here and in Appendix C. Finally, Sec. IID
concerns the perturbation expansion for the decay
rate of on-resonance magnons using the “occupa-
tion-number” formulation®® % of perturbation theory.

A. Justification of Dyson-Maleev Hamiltonian

We wish to study an antiferromagnetic spin sys-
tem governed by the Hamiltonian
se=27 2 §;- §,- DX (9% - DX (S92
(if) i i
- 2S5+ h20SE, (2.1)
i i
where ( 7j) indicates a sum over pairs of nearest
neighbors and the indexes ¢ and j refer to sites on
the a (“up”) and b (“down”) sublattices, respec-
tively, each sublattice consisting of N sites. We
choose units such that the positive quantities J and
D have dimensions of energy, and the spin opera-
tors S; and S; are dimensionless, and have magni-
tude equal to S. The quantity % is an infinitesimal
staggered magnetic field necessary to define the
direction of orientation of the up and down sublat-
tices, but which otherwise does not enter our
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calculations.

The Dyson-Maleev transformation gives a cor-
respondence between any operator © on the Hilbert
space of the spin system and an operator © on a
boson Hilbert space.’ JIn particular, for the 6N
spin operators §i and S; we have the following cor-
responding boson operators®:

"§=S~a’;a¢ , (223)
3;=(29)/2a, - (25)"* djayay (2.2b)
3:=(25)"24] (2.2¢)
32=—S+blb,, (2. 2d)
3j= (29)!/ %] - (28)/*6}}b, (2. 2¢)
S;= (28)1/2bj , (2. 2f)

where g; and b; are boson annihilation operators.
The transformed Hamiltonian ¥ may be obtained
by substituting the transformed operators §i and
S, for the spin operators in Eq. (2.1). The Hamil-
tonian 3 will involve terms up to fourth order in
boson creation and annihilation operators.56
Corresponding to a spin operator © we define the
time-dependent operators in the Heisenberg pic-
ture as

; o "
f)(t): e;sct/h Oc it/ ,

0(t)=e®t/m o emikt/n

(2. 3a)
(2. 3b)

In this paper, we wish to calculate functions of
the form®’

Tr[o, (t,) O, (t,): - - 0, (t,) e*/*5"]
Tr(e-{ﬁflkBT) ’

where 0,, O, .., 0, are spin operators, the times
ty, ts ..., 1, are on the imaginary axis in the inter-
val (0, —iB), and the trace is over the spin Hilbert
space. Using the procedure established by Dyson,
one can prove the exact relation

(2. 4)

5

Tr[el(tl) e’z(tz)' ) On(tn) e-BJC]

=Tr[P 0,t,) O5(ts) -, 'O,(t,) e™], (2.5)
where the trace on the right-hand side of Eq.

(2.5) is over the boson Hilbert space, and the operator
P is a projection operator which is zero on the
“nonphysical” boson states, i.e., the states where
one or more lattice sites are each occupied by more
than 2S bosons. By substituting Eq. (2. 5) into the
numerator and denominator of Eq. (2.4) we express
Green’s functions for the spin system in terms of
Green’s functions for a Bose system with the
Hamiltonian 3¢=3Cp .

In order to evaluate the required averages for
the Bose system, it seems to be necessary to make
two approximations. First, we expand the Green’s
functions using a perturbation formalism in which
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the unperturbed Hamiltonian is quadratic in boson
operators and the perturbation is the remaining
quartic interaction. Second, we neglect completely
the projection operator P.5® Both of these approxi-
mations are correct, in some sense, in the limit
when deviations from the boson vacuum state are
small.

For the computation of the partition function of
a ferromagnet, Dyson has argued that the use of
these two approximations would lead to results
which are asymptotically correct at low tempera-
tures to all orders in the temperature 7. Thus,
one can calculate exactly all the contributions to the
free energy which vanish more slowly than any giv-
en power of T by summing an appropriate set of
terms in the perturbation expansion. The corre-
sponding expansions for the Green’s functions in the
ferromagnet are also expected to be asymptotically
exact in this sense, at least if the values of ¢,, Z,,

.., t, are held fixed on the imaginary axis while
T tends to zero. Corrections to the low-tempera-
ture results for the free energy, or for the Green’s
functions, are believed to be roughly of the form
e’Te/T for the ferromagnet, °° where T, is approxi-
mately equal to the Curie temperature.

The situation for the antiferromagnet is much
less clear than for the ferromagnet. Because of
the zero-point motion of the antiferromagnet, there
is a finite deviation from the Bose vacuum state,
i.e., the Néel state, even at 0 °K. Thus one may
suspect that there are errors in the perturbation
theory even at 0 °K, which may be of order e 7#7 |
where T* is some measure of the zero-point mo-
tion. One indication of the magnitude of T7'* is the
zero-temperature demagnetization, which is known®*
to be quite small for three-dimensional systems,
even for spin S=% and nearest-neighbor interac-
tions. The demagnetization will be smaller still
for larger values of the spin, and/or longer-range
interactions.® It seems clear, therefore, that cor-
rections to the various results of the Dyson-Maleev
perturbation formalism will generally be rather
small at low temperatures.

In particular, we believe that the lifetimes of
the spin waves that we compute are quite accurate
at low temperatures, in that corrections are very
small in absolute value. We cannot completely rule
out the possibility, however, that the true decay
rate might have a less rapid variation with % or
with T, than the decay rate computed within the
Dyson-Maleev formalism. In extreme regimes
these corrections would then dominate the Dyson-
Maleev results. For example, there might be a

decay rate of the form
%
T2 e TN/ T (2.6)

which would eventually be larger than the result of
order T2%?InT, which we find in Sec. III, if the

temperature is sufficiently small. Of course, a
correction such as in Eq. (2. 6) would not be pos-
sible in the classical limit, where T* -~ 0. In both
the classical and quantum cases, however, we can-
not completely rule out corrections to the decay
rate such as

ke-TN/T , (2' ,7)

which would predominate over 22 T2 or %% T%InT in
the limit £~ 0, at any fixed temperature. On the
other hand, as we show below, the behavior ob-
tained using the Dyson-Maleev formalism agrees
with general hydrodynamic predictions, 13 unlike
Eq. (2.7), and therefore we consider the latter be-
havior extremely unlikely.

B. Green’s-Function Formalism with Dyson-Maleev Hamiltonian

We define the spatial Fourier transforms of the
boson operators in Egs. (2. 2) by the relations

@ =N12T, g, (2. 8a)

bp=N2T, ey (2. 8b)

where T; and Fj are the positions of the spins §; and
§,, respectively. In terms of these operators, the
Hamiltonian becomes®

3Cou=3Com* Vo *+ Eo » 2.9)
with
E}=- 2J28°N - 2NDS? (2.10a)
5Chu= (Hyg + Hy) 20 5 (af ag + b b
(2.10b)

+E'}'5a;b7_5 +£Yaaab.5) ’

_ -1 _-— -> - - H ot
Vou=—N i%}5;((1+2—3—4)l:§3(2';/5_;aib_1a§b_5

s b s ot .t
+Y3a;bsazaz+vi,i3ai b3b.3b.3)

T ot t,1
+D(az a3 az az + by by bsbz)] , (2.10c)
where
H,=lw,=D(2S-1), (2.11a)
Hy =Tiwy =2J2S , (2.11b)
EEHE(HE'*'HA)-I, (2.11¢)

and, for a body-centered-cubic lattice which we
pick for concreteness,

(2.12)

(We use the abbreviations aj=a;, b3=bj, Y11
=7, 4p etc. ) Throughout this paper we measure

1 1 1
Y3 = COS3 p, COS3 P, COS3 P, .
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lengths in units of the spacing of each sublattice, o1 12
i.e., wave numbers are dimensionless. _Also, in my==~[(1 - )/2¢;]" %= - 5315, (2. 14p)
Eq. (2.10c), the Kronecker 6, 6g(1+2-3-4) ex- with

esses the conservation of momentum to within a
pr S €= (1~ £242 )I/Z*Ei,(HE +HA) (@.15)

reciprocal-lattice vector K.
The Hamiltonian ZCDM may be diagonalized by the

denoting a dimensionless energy. The Hamiltonian

transformation®% then becomes®
t_, ot
ag=lzaz+mgBy, (2.13a) 3Cpy=Ey+3Chu+ Vou (2.16)
by =mgah+ 13, (2.13b)
$=myaz+lzBy, where E,JM is the ground state energy in the spin-
where wave approx1mat10n 4 and
ly= [(1 + 65)/2€3]1/2 s (2.14a) JC%M: (Hg +HA)25 65(0’30!3*-3; 35) s (2.17a)
|
VDM=—‘§E- s A+2-3-D 113515 x(a.a.a. <1>‘3)..+2¢Tﬁ 2 (3)
4NS {55; 1%2%3% 1331 iP5 Q303 1254 + a~ a* @3 B-4 1553
t t
+4aiBz o3B3 155; +2B.1B3 a3 3-4 H 2% + 20‘1 B 3-3 ﬁ-l <I>§§§;
Lot gl g d40 . 8L . gt 332, (2.17p)
1% 6-53-4 ¢1233+B-1 ﬁ-a 3¢ ®1234+B 83 6-3[3-4‘1)1234)
where®
) - @
1331~ Piai (v AR XX T Y5 X X T Y55 % %
= YIX3X5X5 = VEXT N5 NG~ V3 N5 — VIXT+2q, +2q, X X3 ¥5%3) , (2.182)
@) _ 508 _ .
q’izii_q’zm (- Vi T Ve M T VI B T YNNG
+ Y1 X5 X3+ Y5 X7 X5 X5 X3+ Y5+ Vi Xq X5~ 2G4 X5 — 2q4 X1 ¥3%7) , (2.18b)
Bi3h= B = (= v3.a%5 ~ Yia X~ Y3a NI X5 X1 — V35 X5 X5 %]
FYIXGXGHYEX]XG+VE X NG+ VNG NG — 204 X7~ 2q 4 X] X3 X3) , (2.18c)
Bi35= (V53 + VA NI N5+ YIANG NI+ V1§ NI N N N0~ VING ~ V3 NG N5 HG - VX4 — V] X7 X5 X1+ 25 X7 %3 + 25 x5 %7)
(N _5(® (2.184d)
®i5ai= Pz = (V3AXE X5+ Y33 X5 X+ YN X5+ VAN N
— Vi Xi X3 X5 — V3 X3 X5 X5 — Vi X5 — V3X] + 24 X3X1+2q X X3) , (2.18e)
[
with . ,
qA=2DS/HE . (2-19) Gaa(k’ t)=-# T(O‘E(t) QE(O))> ’ (2. 20a)
Gu'len the boson Hamlltomgn in Eq.’ (2. 16),. we Gus(k, )= =i T(ag(t) 8(0))) , (2. 20b)
may introduce thermodynamic Green’s functions in
the usual way. ® Because of the presence of the Gﬁa(Er £)=—i( T (B0 al(0))) 2. 20¢)
two sublattices, it is convenient to work in terms ' ) ’ ’
. b . -
of matrix Green's functions, analogous to the Cas(k, )=~ i T(8':(t) 85(0)) ) , (2. 20d)

Nambu® matrices for superconductors, or similar
functions for the Bose liquid.2?® For imaginary
times, we have

where the angular bracket denotes an average over
an ensemble at a temperature (8k;)™, and here T
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is the time-ordering operator. The frequency-de-
pendent functions are defined by Fourier trans-
forms®

Guulis, 2)=1 7 [ G, (K, 1) et at

for z=2mni(B%), with n an integer. For other val-
ues of z, G,,(k, z) is defined by the usual analytic
continuation procedure. ® The Green’s function
satisfies a matrix Dyson equation:

G, ,(k, 2)=G,(k, z)

(2.21)

+§ GO, (&, 2)Z,, (K, 2) Gy (K, 2),
(2.22)

where the Greek-letter subscripts range over the
values a and 8. The unperturbed Green’s functions
GY (K, z) are given by

G, (k, 2)=(z - Ep)™ (2. 23a)
Gle(k, 2)= G2 (K, 2)=0, (2. 23b)
Gé’s(i z)=(-nz-E)™?, (2. 23c)

where E; is defined in Eq. (2.15). The self-energy
E,“,(k z) can be represented by the usual kind of
diagrammatic expansion; we shall use the “occupa-
tion number” formulation. *** The fact that the
perturbing Hamiltonian is non-Hermitian is of no
consequence for this formalism. From the sym-
metry of the Hamiltonian with respect to the inter-
change 5= B"; we have the following relations:

Toalk, 2)=Zg4(-k, - 2), (2. 24a)

Zas(k, 2)=Z5,(~k, —-2). (2. 24b)

In addition, it is clear from the diagrammatic ex-
pansion of Baym and Sessler, *3 for instance, that

zo(k, 22 =3, (K, 2), (2. 25)

because the potential V, in Eq. (2.16) is real (once
again this result does not depend on Hermiticity).
Moreover, Z‘w(k z) is even in k for a cubic lattice.
Henceforth, we shall refer to Eqs. (2.24) and

(2. 25) as the general symmetry relations.

G1ven expressions for the elements of the matrix
Zu,,(k z), we may calculate the Green’s functions
G,,(k, z) by using Eq. (2.22). As will be shown in
what follows, Z, u(k z) is small compared to the
unperturbed energy Eg, so that, to leading order in
I1Z(k, 2)||/E;, the inversion of Eq. (2.22) may be
written as

Gaa(k, 2)=[l2 - B¢ -2 o (k, 2)] (2. 26a)
Gas(k, 2)=[ ~ Tz - By = Zge(k, 2)], (2. 26D)
GaB(k’ Z)z_zaﬂ(kr z)[h—z_EE_Eaa(k’ Z)]—l

X [EZ +EE+ZBB(E’ z)]-l 5 (2. 26C)

Gﬁa(i;’ z):'—zsa(;, Z)[EZ_EE'—Zao:(-l;’ z)]-l

X[z + Eg + 2y (K, 2)]? (2. 264)

(A more complete version of this analysis is pre-
sented in Appendix I.) Thus the damping of the «
magnons is given by®

20k, w)=m3Z,, (k, 0 -i0")=AT(k, o), (227

and to lowest order in | |Z||/E; it does not involve
the other elements of the T matrix.

C. Spin-Correlation Functions

Let us introduce Fourier transforms of the spin
operators in Eq. (2. 2):

S:(k) = (25)"/2 [z + Af] , (2. 28a)

S;(k) = (29)"/%[af] , (2. 28b)

Sy(k) = (28)/2[b"; + B] (2. 28¢)

s;(k) = 28V %[b4], (2. 28d)

where

~2SA;=N1 Y og(k+2 -3 -4 afagaz, (2.29)
234

—2SBY =N Nog(k+2-3-2) 00305 . (2.29b)
331

Using these operators, we define a Green’s-func-
tion matrix

2560k, )= — i{ T(S(k, ¢)S; 0, 1)),

m,n=a,b (2. 30)

and a corresponding matrix related to the o, B
operators, which we write in terms of the Fourier
transform of Eq. (2.30) as®®

Guu, )= 2 (UF)umGmalls, ) (U, (2.31)
myn
where Ui' is the matrix for the transformation,
Eq. (2.13):

-1 IlE - mi
= . 2.32
Ui (_ S ) (2.32)
As shown in Appendix C, the matrix§,, is related
to G,, by the equation

S =22 (B +Ay) G,y (2.33)

where the matrix A,, has a diagrammatic expansion
(see Appendix C) similar to =,,, and §,, is the unit
matrix. Given the matrix G,,, we can obtain the
matrix G,, by inverting Eq. (2.31), and any desired
spin Green’s function, by taking appropriate linear
combinations of its elements. Of particular inter-
est are the correlation functions for the “staggered”
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and “total” spins which are defined, respectively,
by

Qi =5, -s;6) ,
Si =57 (k) +S;(k) .

The Fourier transform of the staggered-spin
Green’s function is given in terms of the G, as

95-(E: Z) = zs[gaa (i;, Z) +gbb(i, Z)

~Guk, 2) -Gk, 2)]

(2. 34a)
(2. 34b)

(2.35)

and, similarly, for 9?;‘(;, z). From the properties
of the transformation U; [Eqs. (2.32) and (2. 14)],
we can easily show that

ik, 2)= 25tz = mz P [ Gaalk, 2) +Gas (&, 2)

-G sl 2) ~Ssalk, 2)], (2. 362)
and, similarly,
9}'(-12, Z) = 2S(lﬁ + mE)Z[ gaa(l;’ z) +9§B(i;: Z)
+Gas(, 2) +G4a (k, 2)] - (2. 36b)

If we neglect spin-wave interactions, we have G,
=G,,=GY, so that

(a)

FIG. 1. Lowest- (second-) order diagrams which con-
tribute to the decay rate of antiferromagnetic magnons
on resonance. The internal lines can either be all a
magnons or one @ magnon and two 8 magnons. These
choices correspond, respectively, tothe first, and the sum
of the last two terms in the bracket on the right-hand
side of Eq. (2.389). Our convention is that lines going
from right to left are hole lines. Interaction vertices
are represented by dots. The dashed lines connected to
the external vertices represent the propagators which
must be attached to the mass operator, in order to form
a Green’s function. These propagators are, of course,
not included in the evaluation of the mass operator.

3
— > (a)
a,k k+q
p
a.k
(b)
a,k
P
q-p
k+
a,k q

FIG. 2. Additional lowest-order diagrams which con-
tribute to the decay rate off-resonance, These scattering
processes cannot conserve energy and momentum on-re-
sonance because of the shape of the magnon dispersion
relation (see Appendix E). The contribution of (c) to
the damping is negligible even off resonance, as long as
k and w are small.

N 4S 1 1
55k, 2) = € (ﬁz - Hy€; Tz + Hp€g

> . (2.37)

(2.37p)

'Q'-" - - 1 1
S5 &, Z)—Sik(ﬁz - Hy€; "Iz + Hpe; ) )

In writing Eq. (2.37) we have kept only the leading
term in €.

D. Perturbation Expansion for Z,,

Compared to the term 3¢, the interaction term
Vpy in the Hamiltonian (2. 16) contains an extra
pair of operators « or 8, extra momentum sums,
and a factor of S”!. Roughly speaking, at low
temperatures each pair of operators yields either
an occupation number % proportional to T° or a fac~
tor 1+#n, and the momentum sums yield cutoffs
and factors of 1/z, where z is the number of near-
est neighbors (or the third power of the interaction
range, for long-range interactions). Thus an ex-
pansion in powers of Vj, will be an expansion in
powers of the temperature, of z™!, and, for zero
anisotropy, of S, We shall consider this expan-
sion in detail in Sec. V; for the moment, we cal-
culate the contributions to =%/, (X, z) from the low-
est-order diagrams, namely, those with two ver-
tices,® which are shown in Figs. 1 and 2. Note
that, in lowest order, a diagram gives a nonzero
contribution only if energy and momentum are con-
served in the intermediate state. We shall initially
consider the decay rate for a magnon which is
“on-resonance” (Zw=Ejy), i.e., we calculate I}
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= T'(k, 7'Ep) [see Eq. (2.27)]. As shown in Appendix

E, the diagrams of Fig. 2 cannot conserve momentum

and energy in this case, and hence give no contribu-
tion. We are left with those of Fig. 1 which, ac-
cording to the rules of Refs. 53 and 54, give

2k, B-Eg) =Ty = 1 (H, /ANS)E (1 —

X Egng(l +13) (1+nz) 6[Hg (€ + € — €z — €)]

-BEE)

XMZZ(i;; 5: E, ;) ) (2. 38)
where the “matrix element” M,, is given by™

Mi(ky, kg, Ky, ky) = 811 lél ll (‘I"1é§1‘1’§l12
™

+O1 1,3, 58851, 4+ 81 55,30 51,9 »
(2.39)
and the occupation number is
ng=n(€z) = (3 - 1) =(*8/7- 1)1, (2. 40)

In (2.38) and below momentum conservatwn is im-
plied, so that k1+k2 k3+k4 and k+p T+5. In

the derivation of Eq. (2.38) we have combined dia-
grams obtained from one another by interchanging
the “time order,” which yields the factor (1 — ¢ *%)
because of the relation

nz(1+n3) (1 +n3) — (1 +n3) ngnz

=n3(1 +n3) (1 +ng) [1 +n(ez+ €5 — €5)]™ (2.41)
The last equality in (2. 40) defines the dimension-
less temperature used in this paper:

T=kyT/J2S=2/BHy . (2.42)

III. DAMPING OF ON-RESONANCE MAGNONS IN QUAN-
TUM LOW-TEMPERATURE LIMIT OF ISOTROPIC MODEL
IN LOWEST BORN APPROXIMATION

We shall carry out the evaluation of the damping
constant I'; within the lowest Born approximation
as given by Eq. (2.38) in the long-wavelength limit
k< 1. In this section, we consider only magnons on
resonance (%w = E;) and neglect the damping of in-
termediate states. Both of these restrictions will
be lifted in Sec. IV. Here we treat the quantum
low-temperature limit kz T <<JzS, i.e., 7<1. The
classical low-temperature limit S—o, T < Ty,
J2S < kpT<< Jz8% i.e., 1< 7« S, will be treated
in Sec. VI. Since the long-wavelength quantum
low-temperature limit is characterized by two
small parameters, €; and 7, we must recognize
the possible existence of various regimes depending
on the relative size of these small parameters.
Accordingly, in Sec. IITA we give a discussion of
the possible shapes of the scattering surface de-
termined by the energy and momentum conserva-
tion laws for the processes in question. The exis-

"My, in Eq. (2.39).

tence of scattering surfaces of qualitatively differ-
ent shapes gives rise to different regimes for TI'.
In Secs. IIIB-IIIE, we present the detailed evalu-
ation of I'; to lowest order in both 2 and 7 within
the various regimes described in Sec. IMTA.

A. Long-Wavelength Regimes

It is clear that we shall want to use the long-
wavelength approximations for the matrix element
At long wavelength we also have,
from Eq. (2.15),

(8.1)

This approximation can be used for the energies in
the occupation numbers [Eq. (2.41)]. However, if
we replace the energies inside the § function by
their linear approximations, we will not, in gener-
al, describe the scattering surface correctly. By
the scattering surface we mean that surface in q
space, which for fixed values of p and k is deter-
mined by

~L
€g~3zk .

(3.2)

First of all, note that the point ﬁ=%(§ -X%) is a cen-
ter of inversion symmetry, i.e., if a satisfies Eq.
(3.2), then so does q'=p-Kk-gq. Next, let us ex-
amine the detailed shape of the scattering surface.
Using the linear approximation for the energies,
we write Eq. (3.2) as

k+p - |R+q| - [5-]=

which is the equation of an ellipsoid centered about
the point g =5( -k). This description of the scat-
tering surface will not be valid when either % is
much larger than p, or vice versa.

To see this quantitatively, let us study the func-
tion F(q), where

€;+€3—€5_a—€;,a=0.

(3.3)

FQ)=€.q+ . g~ G~ - (3.4)
In particular, if we set
q=q()= (13 )+, (3.5)

where 1 is a unit vector perpendicular to '§+K,

then F(@(t)) is a monotonically increasing function
of 1¢l. Thus if F(q) is positive for £=0, there can
be no solution of F(&)= 0 in the plane spanned by
q(t) for various ¢ and 1. Accordingly, the condition
that the scattering surface consist of two disjoint
pieces is

(3.6)

In order to manifest this condition, we need to

2€ gy /2 2€5+ €5 -

keep the cubic terms in the expansion for €;. From
Eq. (2.15) we find
2¢;=k[1 - K2g(R)] , (3.7
where
48g(k)=3 -k (ki + i+ R} . (3.8)
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For convenience, we shall generally approximate
g(k) by its average over angles, which we denote

by Zayv:

w5 - (3.9)

Using these expansions, we write the condition
equation (3. 6) as

IE"'B’ _%gav(l?+5|3>k+p _gav(k3+p3) .

There are now three cases to consider: (i) £*>p,
(ii) B®<p <%'/3, and (iii) k<p®. The cubic terms
in Eq. (3.10) are only important when %% (or %)
is comparable to or larger than p (or k). In other
words, the cubic terms are important in cases i)
and (iii), and then we write the condition for dis-
joint surfaces, Eq. (3.10), as

cosbz>1~3g,, k*/4p, k*>p
cosbz; > 1~ 3g,,p%/4k, P>k

where cosbzz=k- p. In case (ii), it is clear that
disjoint surfaces exist only for an infinitesimal
range of angles 0z;. Incase (ii) we cantherefore ap-
proximate the scattering surface by an ellipsoid
using Eq. (3. 3).

On the other hand, for cases (i) and (iii), it is
obvious that Eq. (3. 3) no longer describes the
scattering surface adequately, since in these cases
the scattering surface consists of two disjoint sur-
faces. To describe these disjoint surfaces, for
instance, in case (iii) when p3>%, we expand Eq.
(3.2) assuming p to be the dominant momentum.
Then we obtain the equation of the scattering sur-
face near ¢g=0 as

(3.10)

(3.11a)
(3.11p)

k- |k+q|+q- v3=0, (8.12a)
where '535 2;565. (We use this convention, because
then v, =1 for small p.) Equation (3.12a) may be

solved exactly for g:

q= Zk(zl’—";f—ii—;i) .

G (3.12p)

From this result we see that g is of order % except
when (g - '\75)2 approaches unity, i.e., except when
cos?043=(g - p*~1, in which case it can become as
large as ~ k/p%. To describe the regime (7. p)?
~1 we may use the approximation
a-V5=q-p[1-3p°()],
which can be obtained from Eq. (3.7). This ap-
proximation breaks down as (g - 5)? deviates from
unity. In that case, however, the curvature has
relatively little effect on the denominator in Eq.
(3.12b). Hence Egs. (3.12) and (3. 13) provide a
good description of the scattering surface when
p3>k. To illustrate this discussion, we show in
Fig. 3 the scattering surface for three sets of
values of the momenta, calculated using the exact

(3.13)
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0.0

-0.05

-0.10

. FIG. 3. Scattering surface for fixed incoming momenta.
kand P defined as a function of § by €3+€5=€g,q+€3._3.
Here we show a cross section of this surface for g,=0

for some cases when k and p lie in the x-y plane. The
outermost and innermost curves are given to very good
accuracy by Egs. (3.3) and (3. 12), respectively. For

the middle curve &~ gpa, so that the scattering surface

is in a transitional regime intermediate between the

other two cases.

equation (3.2). From these diagrams or from
Eq. (3.10), one sees that disjoint surfaces occur
when % < cp®, where c is a sufficiently small quan-
tity (c~ g,,) so that this regime is a very extreme
case.

Let us now see how the shape of the scattering
surface influences the evaluation of the decay rate
in lowest Born approximation. From Eq. (2.38),
it appears (and we shall see definitely later) that
the dominant contributions to I'; come when p= 7,
i.e., whenE is a thermal momentum. Thus in
regime A,

A T, (3.14a)

we have essentially £<<p3, so that the scattering

surface consists of two disjoint surfaces. In re-
gime B,
B: PgKT<, (3.14b)

we have a single scattering surface, but the temper-
ature is still large enough (7> €;), so that reverse
processes cannot be neglected, i.e., ¢ ®#E% is of
order unity. Regime C,

C: T T3« | (3.14c)

is similar to B, except that here the temperature
is low enough, so that reverse processes can be
neglected. Finally, in regime D,

D: i« g1, (3.14d)
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we again have disjoint scattering surfaces for
thermal momenta because for these 2*>p.

B. Regime A

We now proceed to evaluate the lowest Born ap-
proximation for the decay rate I'; of resonant spin
waves in regime A, where €;<< 7°, For the moment,
let us assume that the dominant contributions to
I'z come from thermal values of p, i.e., p= 7. For
such values of p the scattering surface consists of
two disjoint surfaces, one corresponding to values
of E near ¢ =0 and the other to values of ¢ near
a=f> -k. Since the surface near a='f> -k can be ob-
tained from the one near a= 0 by replacing a by f)
-k —a, and since the integrand is symmetric in
1'7:+a and 'f) —a, both disjoint surfaces give identical
contributions to I';. Taking twice the contribution
of the surface near ¢=0 and using Eq. (3.12) to
describe the scattering surface, we write Eq.
(2.38) as

Ti=4rwsS?(@n) (1 - e*5%) [ db [ dj

Xnz(1 +ng) (1 +ng)

> > >

X My (&, D, T, 5) 6(2€z — 2€5 - 2q - Vz) , (3.15)

where =k +q and F=p-q. At long wavelengths
we use the approximations of Eq. (A20) for the &
coefficients, from which Eq. (2.39) becomes
%MZZ(E’-{)’?, E):[(% * ﬁ - 1) (';‘ g - 1)
+(k-7-1)(p-s5-1)

)
+(k-s-1)(p-7r-1). (3.16)
Before continuing with the detailed evaluation of
Tz, let us make some general comments on the
form of Eq. (3.15). If we were to set vz=1 in Eq.
(3.15), then a dimensional argument would tell
us that I'; is of the form

T~ 7F(k/7) . (3.17)

In fact, however, the integrals thus obtained do
not converge without the introduction of an addition-
al cutoff. In regime A, this extra cutoff is provided
by the “curvature energy” of the thermal magnons,
as reflected by the fact that |1 -V is of order p2.

Since both 2 and g are small in comparison to
p, we retain only the leading order in %/p and q/p.
For this purpose we transform Eq. (3.16) into a
more convenient form. Note that the energy &
function restricts the momenta p, g, and k to be
on the scattering surface. In that case, My, may
be rewritten, using Eq. (A23), in the form

My, (&, D, T, 8) = 2(€gez€:€4) ™" [ Eg(k b-1)P
refgl- s -1+ ik 7 -1)],

(3.18)

since A€,,=0. Thus, neglecting ¢ and % in com-
parison to p, we find

> >

My(k, D, 7, 8) = (4eg /eg) (b- D =102 . (3.19)

In regime A, we may set (1 — ¢ %)~ BE; and 1 +n;4
~ (BEy)™l. Transforming the integration variable
from q to s=k+q we have

Tg = 2wpS2(2m) 2 21, | (3.20)
where

I=@r)2 [ dp [ dsnz(1+ng)s? (- v5—-1)

X6(k-s+vs (5-K)). (3.21)

We choose a coordinate system for the s integral
in which vy lies along the z axis, and we set

(3.22a)
(3. 22b)

‘;)3- §=V,
53' iC:IJ. .
Then I, becomes

L= [ db [ ds [ dvng(1+ng) (- 55— 1)

X 6(k—s +vz(sv—ku)) . (3.23)

The v integration satisfies the 5-function condition
providing vyl <1, where

vo=[(vzi—1)k+s]/vgs . (3.24)
This restriction may be written as
(1 - vk sss(l'”f’“)k , (3. 25)
1+v; 1-v;

so that, denoting these extreme values by s, and s,
respectively, we have

L= @m)" [ dpng(l+ng) (1 - w2 3! fs:bdss'l . (3.26)
Since vz~ 1, the result is

I,=2m)? [ dpng (1+ny) (1= p)?In[(1 +v5)/(1 - vy)]
(3.27)

Note that the quantities vz and 3 are identical for

f) and all points in the Brillouin zone equivalent

to 5 under the symmetry operations of the crystal.
Thus the quantity (1 - w)? may be replaced by its
average under the symmetry operations. For cubic
symmetry this average, denoted by brackets, is

(Q=-pPy=%. (3.28)

For vz we use Eq. (3.13), neglecting the angular
dependence of g(p):

v3=1-3p%g(p)=1 - 3pg,, . (3.29)
Then we find
I,=(alln7! +a’), (3.30)

where
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(3.31a)

- 2
a=%q%,

’-8 2 é.Q_L&i
a’ =gm°In3g 3 Iy [§(x)r(x+1)]x=zz16.1,

(3.31b)
where I'(x) and ¢(x) are the ' and Riemann ¢ func-
tions, respectively.” Thus in regime A, T} is
given in the first Born approximation as

i =2w;S? € P(2r) % (allnT| +a’) . (3.32)

We conclude this subsection by making some
comments to justify our method of calculation.
First, we remark that the contribution to I'; from
smaller values of p at which the energy surface
coalesces into a single distorted ellipsoid can be
shown to be negligible. Furthermore, the assump-
tion that the dominant contributions come when p
is a thermal momentum is justified a posteriori
by Eq. (3.27). Thus the retention of only the
leading order in k/p and ¢/p in Eq. (3.18) was
justified. These arguments indicate that Eq. (3.32)
is the correct asymptotic evaluation of Eq. (2.38)
when the approximation of Eq. (3.16) is made.

The one remaining point to consider is whether
there might be terms in I'; of much higher order
in 7 but of lower order in 2. Such terms would
clearly not be of the form of Eq. (3.17) and would
result from terms, if any, of higher order in p
but lower order in % in My, (k, b, T, S). To discuss
this question, it is necessary to study Mk, p, T, 5)
when k& is small and the other momenta are only
restricted by energy conservation but otherwise
are arbitrarily large (this case is also relevant
for the classical regime discussed in Sec. VI).
Using the asymptotic forms in Appendix A, Egs.
(A2), (A5), (A8), and (A11), we have for small

k, but for p and q finite,

‘I’é.lx)?.f,a~ (g—€x—€9) (3.33a)
lzd4,3,2,5~ const , (3.33b)
ééfti.é,-i?N (€x+€5-€5) , (3.33¢c)

fog, )-3,1?, =~ const , (3.33d)
d’é.{)é,?.-i'“ (€g+€:—€;) (3.33e)
lt®:5,z,-5~ const . (3. 33f)

Inserting these asymptotic forms into Eq. (2.39),
we see that Mza(ﬁ, P, T, 8) for small % is of order
(eg+€z—€5). On resonance, ? we thus conclude that
My, (&, b, T, 8) is of order k for small k. Since T';
~ €;M,,, we see that there can be no terms in I'; of
lower order in % than k? regardless of their order
in 7.

C. Regime B

To evaluate I'; within the lowest Born approxima-
tion in regime B, we again start from Eq. (2.38):

T; = (rwy/852%) (2m)¢ (1 - e %) [ dp [ dq
Xng(1 +mg) (1 +m5) My &, P, T,8)

X 5(2€E + 265 - 26; - 2€§) . (3. 34)

In this regime we may treat the scattering surface
as a single ellipsoid. Also, since k<< 7, we write
1-e®fi~BE;=2¢;/7 . (3.35)

On the energy shell, i.e., when € +¢€5=¢€;+€;5 we
have

(1 +m5) (1 +ng) = (1 +ng+ng) (1 - ¥F-%%8)"" (3, 36a)
= (1+ng+ng) (1 — e PFE-PE5) (3. 36D)
~ (1 +ng+n3) 1 +n) . (3. 36¢)

Since the rest of the integrand is symmetric in T
and 8, we may replace the factor 1 +nz+nz byl +2n;.
Inserting the long-wavelength approximation for
M,, given in Eq. (3.18), we obtain the result

T =3 (ws/S?7) 2m) 2 €f 1, (3.37)
where

Ip=(2m)2 [ dpng(L+ny) [ dS (1+2n5) (sp1D+

> > )_1

k-sl

X 5(2€; + 265 — 2€; — 2€5) [ p2(R - p ~1)°

+8%k- 8 =12 +%(k- v-1)7] . (3.38)
To evaluate the integral Iy we write
Ig=I" +15? (3. 39)

where I{" is the contribution in Eq. (3. 38) from
s <sgand I®) is that from s >so, Where so=(kp)/2.

In IV we have s <sq<p and k< p, so that we
neglect 2 and s in comparison to p. Then, using
the notation of Eq. (3:22), we obtain an expression
analogous to Eq. (3.23):

IV =7 [ dpng (L+ng) (k- p~ 1)2fosos ds (1 +2ng)

xf_i dv(k —s +vglvs — pk)), (3. 40a)
so that
1 =2(r/m) [ dpng (L +ng) (k- p 1) f;:o ds (vzs)™
(3. 40b)
which is comparable to Eq. (3.26). Here we as-

sume that s, =%(1 ~vz1)/(1 - v;) is larger than s,
which is true except for an infinitesimal range of
phase space, since vz~1. Thus

I =%7 [“p2dpn,(1+n,)[1+31n(sy/k)], (3.41)
where
ny =@’ "-1)" .

In I{? we have £ < s,<s, so that £ may be ne-
glected in comparison to either s or p. Also we

(3.42)



can perform the average over the orientation of
k as in Eq. (3.28). In this way we obtain
12 = (312 [ dpng (1+ng) [ dS(1+2n) (ps1p-51)7
X5(p+t—-s—I1p-51)(p2+s®+1p-312).
(3.43)

Here we include the positive infinitesimal £=%
-k V;.5>0 in order to resolve the indeterminacy
in the vanishing of the argument of the § function.
The integration is readily performed using

dpds=8r%pdpsdsvadr, (3.44)
and the result to lowest order in &/7 is
-t [Cap js‘:dsf:;sdrn,u +1,) (1 +2n,)
X5(p+E—s—7)(2p*+2s2—-2ps) .  (3.45)

We write the evaluation of this expression in the
form

0

A dpfds(1+2n ), (1 +m,) (2% + 252 - 2ps)
ul dpn, (1+n,) f (21/s)pids ,

I§2)=L
(3. 46)
from which we find
Iy=IV +1? —mf” dpf ds (1+2n,)n, (1 +m,)
X (p?+s2=ps)+ B 7 [ pPm,(Ln)dp . (3.47)

Explicit evaluation of these integrals to lowest or-
der in 7 leads to

Iz =% #*[bIn(7/k)+ '], (3.48)
where™

b=4¢(2)=%7%=6.58, (3.49a)

=18¢(2)-5£(3)=2.76, (3.49b)

so that the first Born result for I'; in regime B is
T; = (8wg/35%) (2m) 2 & 71 b1n(7/k) +b'| . (3.50)

The discussion to justify the above calculation is
quite similar to that given in Sec. IIIB, and hence
will be omitted. We note that the leading terms
in the asymptotic forms for I';, (3.32) and (3. 50),
become equal to each other if one sets k~ 7° in the
two expressions.

D. Regime C

To evaluate I'; within the first Born approxima-
tion in regime C, we again start from Eq. (2.38).
Here, since 2> 7, we have

1-e*Fix1 . (3.51)

Furthermore, since 2> 7, we may also drop the
exponential term in Eq. (3.36b), so that on the
energy shell

(1 +n3) A +mg)=1+n3+ng . (3.52)
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We again use the symmetry between T and S to re-
place the factor 1+nz+ng by 1+2n3. Use of the
long-wavelength expression for M,, given in Eq.
(3.18) yields

Ty =twsS2@n3¢l,, (3.53)
where
=(@2n)2 [ dpng [ d5 (1 +2ng) (spr)™
X 5(2€; + 265 — 265 — 2€;) [p2(R - p— 1)
+pr 2 b - 1)?
+p%%2(p- § 1) . (3.54)
As before, we write
I=IP+I1¥2 (3.55)

where I is the contribution in Eq. (3.54) from
s<spand I is that from s >s,, where so=(kp)'/2.
In I we have s <s;<<k and p<k, so that we ne-
glect p and s in comparison to k. Using the nota-
tion v’ =5 - I}, we then have to lowest order in p/k
and s/k,

1P =(2nk)™ [ dp [Os dsng (1+20) 2p(1 - )P

Xf_;b(p—s +op(sy —pu))av' . (3.56)
In analogy with Eq. (3.41), we obtain
1Y = @2nk)™ [ dp 2pmy (1 - #)ZI P (1+2n))ds .
(3.57)
Thus we conclude that I3 is of order
P~ tng, (3.58)

which is negligible in comparison to what we shall
find for I,

In I’ we have s >s,> p, so that we neglect p in
comparison to k and s. This procedure yields

12 = @red)t [ dﬁj:)sdsf_:du'n;p'l k-5
X6(k+t—s—k=-81)[p22(p- k-1)?
+@-k-p-S-plk-51)p
+p%s%(p- §-1)7], (3.59)

where £ is an infinitesimal as in Eq. (3.43). The
average over the orientations of p can be performed
as in Eq. (3.28), and we use

dp dv’' =4np®dp t dt (ks)™ (3.60)
where =k -5, from which
I(Z)=3k3l pn’dpj ds (212 + 252 — 2ks)
k+s
xf S(k+t-s-t)dt. (3.61)
k-s
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The s and ¢ integrals yield

-4 fomnppz a (3.62)
so that
Io=% *c(a)=2& r* . (3.63)

Thus the first Born approximation for the decay
rate in regime C is

T;=wg(1/1088%) € 7* .
E. Regime D

(3.64)

The calculations for regime D are quite similar
to those for regime A except that the roles of k
and E are reversed. Here, for the momenta p of
interest, i.e., for p= 7, the scattering surface
consists of two disjoint pieces. In this case, how-
ever, we need keep only the terms with a single
occupation number, because the other terms will
lead to a more rapid temperature dependence. Then
writing I'; as twice the contribution from the scat-
tering surface near ¢=0, we obtain

I = (rwy/45%) (1) [ db [ dins My (&, B, T, )
X5(p—7r+@-p)- V). (3. 65)

Here, since % is the dominant momentum, we use
Eq. (A23) to transform Eq. (3.16) for M,, at long
wavelength into the form

My, b, T, §) = 2(€z€5€€5) ™ [eéeé (B-p-1)2
+EGE-p-1P+ese(s- p-1)]
(3. 66a)
=4ee:' (- p-1)%, (3. 66b)

where we have used the conditions 2> p and &> g
in the last step. Use of this form in Eq. (3.65)
leads to the result

I; = (wg/48?) (2m)° 1, , (3.67)
where
Iy=@)" [ dp [ dEngk- p-1)%pr™
X8(p=7r+T-Vg—D- V) . (3.68)

To evaluate I, we note that the » integration here
is similar to the s integration in Eq. (3.21). Thus

;" :w'lf dpng(1 — p)p fr:” vitdr , (3.69)

where again p=%- p and
|
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(3.70a)
(3. 70b)

7,=p(1 = uvg)/(1 +v3) ,
1y =p(1 - pog)/1 -vg) .

Thus the 7 integration yields

af ~ 1-vpu 1-ovgp\ .
1 2 2 k k sl
ID_ﬂ' J-dpnsp (l—IJ.) (1 " - 1 " ) V% .

(3.71)

Noting that v;=1, and also using the average under
cubic symmetry

(1-wuP =2, (3.72)
we find
Ip=(2/n) [ dpngp?(1 - vg)™ = 64L(5)7°/R2g(R) .
(3.73)

Thus the first Born result for the decay rate in re-
gime D is

Iy = (wp/25%1%)7°L(5)] g(k) &)1,
with g(%) given in Eq. (3.8) and £(5)=1.037.™

(3.74)

IV. SELF-CONSISTENCY OF BORN APPROXIMATION

In the foregoing calculation of the damping of
long-wavelength magnons we have treated the in-
termediate thermal magnons as free particles,
i.e., we have completely neglected their damping.
On the other hand, by interpolating between the
results of regimes B and C we may estimate the
damping of a thermal (Hz€;~7%w=kyT) magnon to
be of order Ty, ~wzS27. It is quite possible that
when the frequency w of the incoming particle be-
comes less than this decay rate of thermal magnons,
the Born approximation will cease to give a correct
estimate of the damping I';. In particular, a new
“hydrodynamic” regime might set in, when w << Ty,
as it does in phonon systems such as liquid helium
at low temperatures,® -3 or a crystal, 33638 1t g
thus important to test the stability of the Born ap-
proximation with respect to the inclusion of damp-
ing in intermediate states.

Such a test seems particularly necessary, in
view of the fact that the calculations of Sec. II de-
pend critically on the precise form of the surface
generated by the energy-conserving § function. In-
deed, using Eq. (A23), we may write the matrix
element in Eq. (3.18) as

LMKy, Ky, Ky, Ky) = (q€3€5€3) {565 (R, - By = 1)7 + €le3 (R, - kg =1+ 2§k, - ky- 1)
— A€[€ €1 =Ty By) (€ + €5+ €5+ €,)— €€5(1 = by ky) €y €1€4(1 -y - By) A€y}, (4.1)

In the limit when €;=¢€;~ 0, M,, has one term pro-
portional to €;, which was retained previously,

r

plus another term proportional to A€;,—~ €, —€;— €,
=€ ~ €3 — €_s which remains finite when €; -~ 0.
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This term did not contribute in the calculation of
Sec. IIIB because of the §-function condition, which
assumed the intermediate magnons to be on the
energy shell, and placed the incident magnon on
resonance™ (A€;,=0). When the damping of the in-
termediate magnons is included, however, the -
function condition must be relaxed, and the finite
matrix element M,, for €;—~0 could lead to a cor-
rection in the decay rate I'; of relative order
(Tyn/wp€g)> 1.

In fact, the §-function condition must already
be modified in Born approximation, even without
including damping in intermediate states, if the
imaginary part of the self-energy is calculated
off-resonance, i.e., for an incoming magnon whose
frequency and wave number are not related by the
resonance condition 7Zw = Hz€;. In that case, the
argument of the energy-conserving § function is
not A€y, = €; + €; + €3 — €;, but rather o +€; - € — €,
where

@=hw/Hy =w/wg . (4.2)

The quantity A€, =¢€; — @ will not vanish, and hence
must be retained in M,, in calculating the decay
rate, which we now proceed to do.

A. Born Approximation for Off-Resonance Magnons

When the argument of the § function is modified,
J

the scattering surfaces are no longer exactly as
described in Sec. III. In particular, certain pro-
cesses which were excluded from the previous cal-
culation because they could not satisfy “energy
conservation” must now be taken into account.
Specifically, we must include diagrams such as

in Figs. 2(a) and 2(b), containing vertices in which
three magnons come in and one goes out, and vice
versa.”™ In the Born approximation, the contribu-
tion from the diagrams of Fig. 1 considered earlier,
and of Figs. 2(a) and 2(b), may be written, after
some manipulation, in the form

T'&, w)=712"" &, w) =41 wpS2 (1 — ™#%) (27)6
X [ dp [, d8ng(1+n5) (1+ny)
X [5(2(I)+ 265 - 265 - 26?)M22( E, ﬁ, §, -f)

+&795(~ 20+ 265 - 26 — 2€) My K, B, 5, T)]

4.3)

where M,, at long wavelengths is given by Eq.
(3.16), and for the diagrams of Figs. 2(a) and 2(b),
we have the corresponding matrix element M, given

as™

> > 2 .2 .2 o > > > > P i > - > o
M31(E1’ k27 Es, k4) = 8l§ lﬁ l§ l'4 [(I)(e)(kli kz, k37 k4) ‘1)(5) (Esy k4) kl, ka) + (I)(s) (" kb k4; kz, - ks) ‘I’(Z) (122) - ka; - kl; k4)

+8(-k,, kg, &y, - k,) 02 (&, — &y, — Ky, Ky)]

which at long wavelengths becomes

My~ = [(L+ky - By) (U —Rg- B+ (Lky- kg) (1 =Ry~ Ry + (L4ky- By) (1 =p- By)] .

(4. 4)

(4.5)

If we restrict ourselves to regime A, in which 2<< 713, we may follow the procedure of Sec. III B and ex-
pand the integrand in powers of €;/€; and €;/€;. Then the matrix elements in Eq. (4.3) may be approxi-

mated as

1My &, D, 5, T)~ (6 /€){(1 - w)? - [(A+ &)/ €] (1 - w)},

> > e

My (&, B, 8, T)~ (¢ /€){(1+ n)? = [(- A+ )/ ] 1+ )},

where

2A=—-s+vgsv—vzkl,

(4. 62)

(4. 6b)

(4.7)

and we have used Eq. (A23) and the notation of Sec. III B for the coordinates. In analogy with Eq. (3.20),

let us write Eq. (4.3) as

Tk, w)=2wsS2(21) p&§ K(ez, p)

where

(4.8)

K(g, p)= (@) [ dp [ dSny(1 +n5) s {5(2€z p+24) [(1 - n)? - (1+A/€) (1 - p)]

+6(2€gp - 2A) [(1+ )2 -1 -a/) 1+ w)]},

4.9)
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with
p=nw/E;=&/€=w/wp -

The integral in Eq. (4.9) is performed in Appendix
D in the limit €;~ 0, with p finite, and the result

is

(4.10)

K(0,p)=1(1+3p)1, , (4.11)

where I, is given in Eq. (3.30). On resonance,
we have p=1 and the previous result is recovered.

B. Inclusion of Damping in Intermediate States

In order to take into account the effect of the fi-
nite lifetime of thermal magnons, we shall rewrite
the mass operator with fully dressed propagators
in the intermediate states. According to the rules
of Refs. 53 and 54, we have

* de do
T(k, w)=ﬁ1erS'2(1—e'Br'“’)/ 2/ >

X L» %u% 1(@,) [1+n(3)][1 +n(d,)] (27)8

><f dp / dGA(B, 3,)AG, 69 AR, G,

X[6(@ + @y — @3 = @4) Mgy (K, p, S, T)

+epﬁw6(-6+(52—£)3_034)M31(E7 E’ g! ;)] )

(4.12)

where @&;=w;/wg (tildes usually denote dimension-
less quantities), and
A(k;, @;)=2H; imImG,, (K;, w; - in)
1-0*
is the spectral-weight function.
(4.12) we have used the relation

Aua(ﬁi, CBi):"‘ziBB(Ei’ _(:’i) 3

which follows from the general symmetry proper-
ties, Eq. (2.24), and we have neglected the off-
diagonal term A,;, which would lead to corrections
of higher order in the density of spin deviations,
i.e., in the temperature or in 1/zS. For undamped
spin waves we have

Ak, ¢,)=216(>-¢,), (4.15)

in which case Eq. (4.12) reduces to Eq. (4. 3).

In order to evaluate the decay rate we must solve
Eq. (4.12) self-consistently, since the spectral
weights are themselves functions of the mass op-
erator =. Let us take A(K,;, &,)to be a function
sharply peaked about @;=¢€;, whose dominant con-
tribution occurs within a characteristic width v,
which is assumed to be of order $%7° for a momen-
tum &; of order 7. In particular, we are assuming
here that any collective effects of the magnon in-
teractions such as possible bound states™ ™" or
“second magnons”® =" may be neglected in the

(4.13)
In deriving Eq.

(4.14)
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spectral-weight function at long wavelenghts. ® If
we now perform the @; integrals in Eq. (4.12), we
may replace the frequencies @; in the occupation
numbers by the corresponding energies €;, since
the occupation numbers vary on a scale 7> v;. The
@; intggrals then reduce to

mé{g&/ dwa/ dﬂA(p, wa)A(. CU3)A( w,;)

><5((5+ng—653—654)E(P(03+€3—€f.—€§). (4.16)
The function ¢ (x) is again sharply peaked at x=0,
with a width equal to the sum of the widths ¥;. This

function may be thought of as a normalized prob-

ability® ® which smears the scattering surface by
an amount
V= wE Pth~S (4.17)

As always, our main interest centers on the domain
p= 7. Inthat case, it is clear from the discussion
in Sec. IIIB that in Eq. (4.12) we have ¢<<p and,
therefore, also s<p and =p. In the limit when

k and g vanish, it is easily verified from Eq. (4. 16)
that ¢(x) is an even function of x independent of the
shape of the spectral-weight function, assuming the
width y; to vanish at zero momentum. Hence, we
conclude that for the important values of p (i.e.,

= 7) ¢(x) is essentially an even function of x. This
argument justifies writing
[owax=1, (4.18a)
7o) dx=x (5)¥*, (4.18b)

where x(p) is a dimensionless function which is of
order unity for p= 7.

Restricting ourselves to small values of €; and
@ (in regime A we have Gg<< ), we may transform

Eq. (4.12) to a form analogous to Eq. (4. 8):
I(k, w)=25"%w; pe(2n)* R(eg, p) , (4.19)

where Kis given as
Rlez, p)=@m)2 [dp [ dSng(1+ny)s? [ ¢(a)da

x{5(2€z p+24 - @)[(1 - )2 - (1+ a/€)A - p)]

(1-a/¢)1+w]}.
(4.20)

+6(—2€p+2A - a)[(1+ )% -

If we change u to — u in the second term in the curly
bracket, and change variables in the « integrals,
we find

K(eg, p)=@m)2 [ dp fdSny(1 +ng) s [~ da(l - u

x5(24° - a){€' [¢p(a - 2€; p + 2€; 1)

- ¢(a+2¢p-2¢ p)]}, (4.21)
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with

2A°=2A+2€iu=—s+vasv. (4.22)

In obtaining Eq. (4. 21) we have dropped a term of
relative order €;(1 - v3), which is negligible for
p=7. Similarly, we have set v3~1 in the argument
of the ¢ functions. In the limit €¢/y< 1 we may ex-
pand the curly bracket in Eq. (4. 21) about €;=0,
since the expansion is in powers of (€;/v)%, as is
discussed in Appendix D. Keeping only the leading
term, we find an expression independent of €, and
we can now set € equal to zero. The remaining
integral is a simple one (see Appendix D) and the
answer is once again

K(0, p)=2(1+3p)I, , (4.23)

to leading order in (€;/7). Thus we find identical
results for y=0 and for €/y< 1. In fact, Eq. (4.21)
may be evaluated for finite values of /v, if it is
assumed that the probability function ¢(x) is an even
function of x. ® This evaluation is also given in
Appendix D and again the result is the one in Eq.
(4.23). Thus for arbitrary values of €;/v, we have

T(k, w)=2w;S2(2m) I, €px5(1+3p) . (4.24)

Accordingly, we conclude that the Born approxi-
mation is self-consistent both on and off the energy
shell, in that it is stable with respect to inclusion
of damping in the intermediate states. In particu-
lar, although the matrix elements My, and My, re-
main finite for €;— 0 [see Eq. (4.6)], the combina-
tion of M,, and My, which occurs in the decay rate
I'(k, w) [see Eqgs. (4.12) and (4. 20)] vanishes in the
limit €~ 0, &= 0, with p=@/€; finite. This means
that, within the Born approximation, a long-wave-
length magnon does interact weakly with other mag-
nons, both on and off the energy shell. Near reso-
nance, Eq. (4.20) yields a damping proportional to
€E, a result in agreement with the predictions of
hydrodynamics. *!® This behavior sets in when the
energy Ej;= Hp€; becomes much less than the curva-
ture energy of thermal magnons Hy 73, and remains
unchanged when E; becomes less than the average
width 7Ty, ~ H;S27° of thermal magnons. This point
will be discussed further in Sec. VIIC. Finally,
we remark that the Holstein-Primakoff formalism
might be expected not to lead to a self-consistent
result in the regime 2< vy, because in that formal-
ism all matrix elements occur in positive combina-
tions due to the Hermiticity of the Hamiltonian, and
hence in lowest Born approximation no cancellation
of terms of relative order (v/ €;) is possible. The
Holstein-Primakoff formalism is discussed in de-
tail in Appendix F.

V. HIGHER-ORDER PROCESSES
A. Introduction

In Sec. IV, we have carried out a calculation of

the decay rate, taking into account second-order
processes involving self-consistently damped mag-
nons. In this section, we consider the contributions
to the decay rate from higher-order processes.
Although our analysis is not rigorous, it does sug-
gest that these higher-order processes do not qual-
itatively affect the results of the lowest Born ap-
proximation. In order to avoid obscuring the gen-
eral lines of our arguments, we have placed most
of the computational details in Appendices G-1I.

For finite wave vectors, the analysis is simple
because contributions to the decay rate are negligi-
ble if they are of sufficiently high order in 7. Since,
roughly speaking, each hole line introduces a factor
7%, one can in this case restrict one’s attention to
diagrams with a minimum number of hole lines.
Similarly, one can consider only diagrams with a
fixed number of repeated scatterings, because pro-
cesses which are of sufficiently high order in 1/z
are also negligible for finite €;. Thus the lowest
Born approximation is expected to give the leading
term for finite wave vectors.

On the other hand, in the regime where ¢; is the
smallest energy in the problem, the above consid-
erations do not apply, and the analysis is consider-
ably more complex. We wish to show that even in
this regime, higher-order processes lead to cor-
rections to the decay rate which are small when
€;- 0 and the density of spin deviations remains
small. This means that we must show that terms
of relative order 7°/ €;, for instance, do not occur
in the perturbation series. Then the long-wave-
length limit may be taken at fixed temperature, and
the lowest Born approximation also represents the
leading contribution in the limit € < 7. A rigorous
proof of this assertion, even within perturbation
theory, would involve examining the analytic prop-
erties of diagrams of arbitrary order. Although
we do not have such a proof, we are able to argue
that the various cancellations which are responsible
for the long-wavelength behavior of the decay rate
in the Born approximation, will also occur in higher
orders. Thus the physical spin waves interact
weakly at long wavelengths, and the decay rate
agrees with the predictions of hydrodynamics. 13
The weakness of the interaction between antiferro-
magnetic magnons forms the basis of an analogy
with the ferromagnet, considered in Sec. VC.

B. Analysis of Higher-Order Diagrams:

In order to clarify the discussion of higher-order
terms, let us reexamine the self-consistent calcu-
lation of Sec. IV, and try to identify those proper-
ties which are responsible for the result obtained
there, namely, ’

r'(k, w)=wgS?€f(p) In7 . (5.1)
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Here f(p) is a function of order unity, and through-
out this section we consider the “long-wavelength
limit” to be defined by €;<< 7%, with p=@/¢€; finite,
and n; is an unknown fixed number. First, we note
that one factor of €; in Eq. (5.1) comes from a “de-
tailed balance” term (1 - ¢®" )~ Biiw = fliw, pe; rep-
resenting the difference between “forward” and
“backward” processes (see Sec. IID and Appendix
G). Thus we may write

I'(E, 0))=(1—emw)r> (E, w)~ Blwg p&g Ty (E, w),
(5.2)

where 1">(E, w) is the decay rate for “forward”
processes. The second essential feature in the
calculation of Sec. IV is the cancellation, or inter-
ference, between the matrix elements M,, and Mg,
in Eq. (4.3), corresponding to the contributions
from the diagrams in Figs. 1 and 2, respectively.
This cancellation ensures that there are no constant

terms in F>(E, w) as €~ 0, so that
I, (X w)~€'T(K, w)=0 as 0. (5.3a)

If we generalize the definition of K(€g, p) in Eq.
(4. 8) and write

I'(k, w)=ws pefK(€z, p) (5. 3b)
then the cancellation implies that
Pz K(p, €z)~0 as ¢~0. (5. 3c)

In other words, the “dangerous” terms of order
A/€; in Eq. (4.9) cancel to leading order in €;. Note
that the property (5. 3a) does not imply the validity
of Eq. (5.1), since a decay rate of order es/z, for
example, would be consistent with Eq. (5. 3) but not
with Eq. (5.1). But if €'T'(k, ) is a regular func-
tion of €, i.e., if K(0, p) is finite, then we may
write

I(k, w)=wsS?eglp, 7), €=~0.

This regularity in €; is the third essential prop-
erty of the calculation of Sec. IV and, as shown in
Appendix D, it arises from the expansion of the
spectral weight functions in powers of €;/v, where
v is the effective width of thermal magnons. The
fourth and final feature of the calculation in Sec.
IV is the absence of large temperature renormal-
izations, when the damping of intermediate states
is taken into account. This comes about because
in the absence of damping in intermediate states,
the matrix elements are proportional to the energy
transfer [see Eq. (4.1)]. As we shall show below,
this property is a result of the Hermiticity of the
effective interactions on resonance.

To illustrate the significance of these four prop-
erties of the second-order calculation (viz., de-
tailed balance, cancellation of matrix elements,
regularity in €;, and absence of anomalous tempera-

(5.4)
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ture renormalization), let us use them to estimate
the decay rate which we have calculated explicitly

in Secs. III and IV and in Appendix D. Let us first
consider the decay rate for an incoming magnon
which is on-resonance (®=¢;), neglecting the damp-
ing of intermediate states. Then from Eq. (3.19)
we see that M,,~ €;/€; which leads to the estimate

T~ (Be)(€i/ €5) (1) (5. 5a)

~ 2
-r’e; .

Here (B¢€;) is the detailed-balance factor, (€;/<;)
comes from M,,, and (7€) is the volume element
in phase space when the occupation numbers are
averaged over the scattering surface. For the de-
cay rate off-resonance (®# ¢;), one finds terms with
€; replaced by @, which are of the same order when
p=@/<; is finite. For the decay rate when damping
of intermediate states is allowed, we encounter
terms in M,, and Ms, of order y/€; [see Eq. (4.20)].
Then we estimate

(5. 5b)

Ty~ (Bep) (v/ ) (T*e)(€/7) (5. 6a)
Iy~ 7°¢ . (5.8b)

The first term is the detailed-balance factor, the
factor v/€; comes from the matrix element, 7¢;
comes from the volume element in phase space, and
the final factor €;/y reflects the cancellation of
matrix elements which occurs between the leading
(k-independent) terms in M,y and My, [this term van-
ishes for €; =0 by the second property, and it is
linear in €;/y by the third (see also Appendix G 2)].
Terms linear in k in My, and My, such as appear

in Eq. (5.5), do not, in general, tend to cancel:

The cancellation of matrix elements only occurs to
leading order in k. Thus the off-shell terms are
expected to be of the same order as the on-shell
terms.

Finally, let us show how the fourth property
arises from the Hermiticity of the interactions on
resonance. If we ignored the Hermiticity, we would
estimate for a typical matrix element, using Eq.
(A20) with g, =0,

M(k, p, T, 8)~ 21313 Bo(K, b, 7, 5@, 5k p)
(5.7a)

~ (kpvs)™ (rs) (kp) , (5.7b)

which is of order unity as 2~ 0. The error in this
estimate comes from setting &(k, p, ¥, §)~»s. In
fact, according to Eq. (A23),

a(k, b, T, 8)~ & (}, 5,k B) + Cpac , (5.7c)

where C, is of the order of the largest momentum,
which is p. On-shell (A€=0), the interaction is
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Hermitian and the correct estimate for &(k, p, T, §),
obtained from Eq. (5. 7c), yields

M(X, B, T, 8)~ (kprs)™ (kp P~ €i/¢5 , (5.7d)
as in Eq. (5.5a). Off shell, the incorrect estimate
(5.7b) for M, when inserted into Eq. (5.6a), yields

r;“’ (Bii)(l)(#i;)@;/?’) (5. 8a)

~Ted, (5. 8b)

because the small momentum s is of order v/ 7
[see Eq. (D16)]. Once again the correct estimate
for &(k, p, T, §), given by Eq. (5.7c), yields the
smaller estimate for M:

M~ (kprs)™ (kp) (kD +p¥)~ v/€5 (5. 8c)

as in Eq. (5.6a). If there were a breakdown of the
Hermiticity property [Eq. (5.7c)], in higher-order
perturbation theory, we would presumably still
have I';~ eé as in Eq. (5. 8b), but the temperature-
dependent constant of proportionality would be much
larger than that found in lowest Born approximation
[Eq. (5.6Db)].

Thus, the four features of the second-order cal-
culation must persist in higher orders, if the re-
sult in Eq. (5.1) is to be valid in the limit €;~ 0.
The first two properties are demonstrated by a de-
tailed analysis in Appendix G1, where we consider
terms of arbitrary order in perturbation theory.
That discussion establishes the validity of Eq. (5.3).

With regard to the other two properties, our
arguments are much less complete. We shall first
discuss the third property, namely, the regularity
in €;. From an analysis of diagrams of relatively
low order, we argue in Appendix G2 that there ex-
ists an ny, such that for €;<< 7™ the function K(€z, p)
in Eq. (5. 3) may be expanded in powers of ei/'r"ﬂ.
From that analysis, however, it follows that the
expansion is probably only asymptotic, since the
higher-order terms in €;/7" have apparent diver-
gences. Moreover, for diagrams with many ver-
tices, the number #n, appears to be quite large, al-
though this probably reflects a weakness of our an-
alysis, rather than a real physical effect. It would,
of course, be desirable to give a more rigorous
discussion of the existence of an expansion in €,
but such a discussion appears to be very difficult,
since it must involve diagrams of arbitarily high
order. In Appendix G2, this point is illustrated by
considering a class of diagrams, corresponding to
the interaction of a magnon with a longitudinal fluc-
tuation of the sublattice magnetization, which leads
to arbitrarily large values of n,. In order to remove
this divergence, which we believe to be unphysical,
we would have to perform a complete resummation
of the longitudinal spin-correlation function. ® 1t is
reasonable to conjecture that the interaction of a
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spin wave with longitudinal fluctuations is finite
at long wavelengths, so that the divergence is
effectively removed, but we have not demonstrated
this in the present work. We shall assume that all
such apparent divergences can be summed, so that
for sufficiently small values of €;, an (asymptotic)
expansion of K(ez, p) exists, which is the third prop-
erty that was required [see Eq. (5.4)]. It must be
stressed here that we cannot make any firm state-
ment concerning the value of the exponent »n, which
defines the small parameter of the expansion,
€z/7"0. We believe that n, is a finite number, prob-
ably close to five (i.e., 7"0~y), but we cannot sub-
stantiate this conjecture in detail.

Turning to the fourth property, the absence of
large temperature renormalization, we would like
to determine the function g(p, 7) of Eq. (5.4). In
particular, we shall argue that higher-order dia-
grams do not invalidate the result of the lowest Born
approximation, namely, g« 7°In7f(p) [Eq. (5.1)].
Since at this point we consider it established (by
properties one through three) that the decay rate is
proportional to €, it is sufficient to examine terms
of lowest order in 7. In other words, we rely on
Eq. (5.4) to rule out the possibility of terms of

. higher order in 7 but of lower order in €;, which

would dominate in the limit 2- 0 at fixed 7. We
have thus eliminated the difficulties associated with
the order in which the limits £~ 0 and 7—0 are
taken. In fact, using this reasoning, we argue in
Appendix G 3 that the family of diagrams which de-
termines the leading 7 dependence is characterized
by having the minimum number of hole lines, and
therefore consists of diagrams of the form shown
schematically in Fig. 4. In other words, in the
low-temperature limit we replace the potential co-
efficients &”, which occur in the lowest Born ap-
proximation, by effective potential coefficients,
R™W_ i.e., we use “dressed” vertices. These
dressed vertices, examples of which are shown in
Appendix G, can be computed with bare propagators,
since the damping of internal intermediate states
gives rise to terms of higher order in 7. Thus, in
analogy with Eq. (4. 3), we write the decay rate as

I, )= (rws/168)(1 - ¢™*) [ ¢(a)da
X (2m)°8 [ dqnz(1 +ng)(1 +nz)
X Mo 5(6 + €5~ €~ €5~ @)

+EMOMy 5( =G+ €5~ &~ €5 a)] (5.9)

where the matrix elements M,, and 3M,, are calcu-
lated from the R'? in just the same way, viz., Egs.
(2.39) and (4.4), as M,, and My, are obtained from
the & 8

It is apparent that an analysis of the decay rate
necessitates a study of the matrix elements IM,, and
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Mgy, which in turn requires estimates of the dressed
interactions, R‘”. As we have already seen in Eq.
(5.7c), in order to obtain the fourth property it is
necessary to take account of the Hermiticity of the
interactions on resonance. It seems likely that the
dressed interactions also obey the Hermiticity re-
lations, which take the form

for €;+€=€+¢€;, (5.10a)

@) =R,
1231 34z

and so forth. Although we have not been able to
prove these relations to all orders in 1/z and 1/2S,
we believe them to be true for the following rea-
sons: First, we have already seen that they hold
in lowest Born approximation. Second, we verify
in Appendix H1 that these relations are satisfied
for some third-order perturbation-theory terms.
Third, they were found to hold to lowest order
in 1/z for the anisotropic antiferromagnet.® That
calculation is quite relevant, because in order
to collect all terms of lowest order in 1/z, it was
necessary to resum completely a certain class of
repeated anisotropy scatterings. Fourth, as we
show in Appendix H2, the effective interactions in
a ferromagnet at low temperature satisfy this Herm-
iticity property. Finally, we may justify these re-
lations by a heuristic argument, based on a hydro-
dynamic decoupling scheme, similar to the one used
by Schwabl and Michel®” for the ferromagnet. In
that theory, the decay rate may roughly be written
as

r;~5w§ (A vy |26(E, - EDpy
i

for 653 E-i +€5 +€-a ’ (5. 10b)

(5.11)

where p; is the Boltzmann probability of the states
i and the perturbation V is

v~[sc, S;®)] - E; S, () ,

where S; (&) = ; S;(&) + mzS;(&). Then one might ar-
gue that, neglecting the kinematic interactions as-
sociated with the nonorthogonality of the spin-wave
states, the matrix element of V in Eq. (5.12)
should be obtained from [, af], since S &)= 2Saf.
But [iC, a}] corresponds to &, [see Eq. (G8)], or
in a renormalized theory to R;,, so that the matrix
element which in our boson formalism appears as
R R, is really |R,;|1%. Thus the Hermiticity
relations (5.10), which appear in an oblique way in
our theory, hold automatically, since the spin-
wave interactions are themselves Hermitian. It
would be highly desirable to develop a microscopic
spin-wave formalism in which this property appears
in a natural manner.

Let us now analyze the matrix elements My, and
M, in Eq. (5.9), assuming the Hermiticity rela-
tions (5.10) for the dressed vertices. We note that
the dressed vertices include a factor &'¥ at the

(5.12)
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external vertex, and, consequently, the long-wave-
length estimates for the &' also hold for the R‘?,
1t follows that the estimates given in Egs. (5.7d)
and (5. 8c) are also correct for the matrix element
M, so that Eq. (5.6) for I'; remains valid. Thus
we may conclude that g~ 7°In7 f(p), which together
with Eq. (5.4) establishes Eq. (5.1). The function
f(p) is of order unity, and it is given in terms of
the infinite series needed to construct the dressed
vertices R). This series is in the parameters

z7' and (2S)™, and is quite similar to the series
describing other “1/z effects” such as zero-point
spin deviations.® To illustrate this expansion, we
have evaluated the dressed vertices to order 1/z

in Appendix G3. In conformity with our discussion,
we find that the dressed vertices have the same
long-wavelength behavior as the bare vertices, dif-
fering from the latter by numerical factors which
are small when zS> 1. The result found in Appen-
dix G 3 for the decay rate on resonance may be
written as

T;=2wyS2@2r)% L F (5.13)

(a)

|
|

a,i (1) a,4 | (1
|

->—— R34|2 (w) R|234 (w)
I
2
e AT
a,l [
a,! | (b)
.__>.__ _______ T.__
a,2 (1)
| Raarz (w)
a,3
a, |
-<—{Rjz34 (w) |
ad !
al | (c)
._9___’ _____ _%_.._
- (5)
! 3l Ragrz (w)
-4
Qi (6) A |
-<—Riz34 (w) |
|
Bv_g !

FIG. 4. Schematic form of dominant diagrams at low
temperature for the imaginary part of the self-energy.
Here 1, 5, etc., denote ky, ky, etc., with 1?1 +ky=ky +ky.
Here and below, the vertical dashed line indicates the
energy-conserving 6 function. Note that (a) and (b) are
related by the detailed balance factor. According to the
cancellation theorem the “dangerous” terms from (a)
and (c) cancel one another.
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with

F=1+a,(z8)"+--- . (5.14)

The explicit calculation yields a,=0, i.e., there
are no vertex corrections to order (zS)™'. This re-
sult is similar to that for the ferromagnet,® where
only the first term in the Born series in S contri-
butes to the decay rate at long wavelengths and low
temperatures.®

The results of Eq. (5.14) are not complete, in
that we have not included effects due to the renor-
malization of the spin-wave energies. We have
justified the neglect of the damping of intermediate
states in detail, but from Appendix G4, it is clear
that in higher order in 1/z one must include self-
consistently the renormalization of the real part
of the spin-wave energy. Such effects can in fact
be included without difficulty in our calculation of
the decay rate, by suitably replacing the unperturbed
spin-wave velocity by its fully renormalized value,
as is done in Appendix I1.

C. Analogy with Ferromagnet

The discussion in Sec. VB implies that the inter-
actions between physical spin waves in an antiferro-
magnet vanish in the long-wavelength limit. This
observation is the basis of a natural and unified
picture of spin-wave interactions in Heisenberg
systems. In order to develop this idea, let us
first consider spin-wave interactions in a Heisen-
berg ferromagnet, where the magnon gas at low
temperatures can be treated via a low-density ex-
pansion. Using the Dyson-Maleev representation
for spin operators given in Egs. (2.2a)-(2.2c), we
obtain the decay rate as®
I‘(E,PZ'IE,;%BE;E ) .Za _(R2|v|3ay (3| V(K2

,3, 42,3, %

(5.15)

where F is a generalized scattering amplitude or
vertex function. At long Wavelengths*, Jthe matrix
elements of the potential behave as (12]V[34)
~k&,- k,, so thatas k-0,

(k2|v|34)~k,- k,~0 (1), (5.16a)
whereas
(34| v|k2')~k- Ky~ 0 (EY?) (5. 16b)

where we have used the fact that for a ferromagnet
E;< k%, Inserting these expressions into Eq. (5.15)
and including also the next term in k, we obtain

r(k, #'E;)~BE; 2 5k 2,3 4k,2,%,9)
ETE)~ %5,3,48, 3,1 e

X[C . K+ CRhylg++-+], (5.17)
aB
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where a and B are summed over the values x, y,
and z. If one neglects the k dependence of &, one
sees that by symmetry the term proportional to

K in the square bracket drops out, and consequently
one obtains

I(k, 7 'Ey)=AE (5.18)

where A is formally given by a momentum in-
tegral. It is thus correct to view the product

(V) (V) in Eq. (5.15) as being of order k*~ E;
rather than of order &~ Eky % as might appear from
Eq. (5.16). However, since the integral A actually
diverges, a detailed calculation retaining the k
dependence of F is necessary. Such a calculation
at low temperatures, neglecting the damping in in-
termediate states, yields® 2%

T (k, 77 E;) ~ EX[In(Ey/kp T)J? . (5.19)

Perhaps a self-consistent calculation will restore
the result in Eq. (5.18) at long wavelengths. In
any event, the potential may still be regarded as
weak for small &, since the correction to Eq. (5.18)
is logarithmic.

The analogous situation holds for the antiferro-
magnet, where we have (see Appendix A)

(12| v|33y~ (E,E/E.E,)"?, (5. 20)

since here E;yx<k. In other words, for both the
ferromagnet and the antiferromagnet one can write

(12| V|32 ~ (B, E,ELE) /R R, (5.21)

so that one factor in Eq. (5.15) appears to be of
order E}/? and the other of order EY?/k. Aswe
have discussed in Sec. V B, however, a can-
cellation of matrix elements occurs also in the
antiferromagnet, and the product ( V) ( V) appearing
in Eq. (5.15) is in fact of order E;.

It seems clear from this discussion, that for both
systems the appearance, when the damping of in-
termediate states is taken into account, of a “dan-
gerous” term of order E;/k in{ V) { V), is an arti-
fact of the boson formalism, since this term can-
cels in the calculation of the decay rate. As men-
tioned earlier, this suggests that a formalism deal-
ing directly with spin operators might avoid this
term, and lead to Eq. (5.18) in a simpler way,
without the necessity of a detailed cancellation.

VI. DAMPING OF SPIN WAVES IN CLASSICAL REGIME
A. Classical Formalism

In Secs. I-V, it was shown that the Born approx-
imation gives the leading contribution to spin-wave
damping at long wavelengths and low temperatures
(kg T << JzS). Moreover, this result is self-consis-
tent and has the hydrodynamic form at long wave-
lengths. Since hydrodynamics is essentially a
classical theory, we should expect to be able to
find hydrodynamic damping in the classical regime
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as well, at least for some range of temperatures.
As we show below, the lowest Born approximation
again turns out to give the leading contribution to
the spin-wave damping in the classical low-temper-
ature regime T<< Ty .

We shall obtain the classical expressions by
taking the following limits:

-0, J~0, S—=, (6.1)

with
753=%N0 (6.2)

and
kgTo=8y = HpS = 22J5% = 3Ngwp (6.3)

remaining finite. (7 is equal to 37Ty is the mean-

field theory.) The classical theory for a ferromag-
I

>
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net has very recently been considered by Loly.%

The quantum-mechanical low-temperature regime
considered previously is k5T << J2S< kg Ty/S and is
now vanishingly small, since J2S—0. The classi-
cal low-temperature regime is T << T, and since
kpT> JzS, the Bose occupation numbers are arbi-
trarily large:

ng~kyT/(2J25¢;) = S(T/To)fg'l" i (6.4)

for all values of p in the Brillouin zone. Let us
therefore introduce the classical operators

a5 =S"% a5 By=57/%p;, (6. 5)

with finite occupation numbers 7i; =S"'#;. The Ham-
iltonian is then

=85 2 €3(85 Gy + By - (4N)” 200 +2-3-Dnpra (60 Gha ayage o), (6.6)

where the dots denote the other terms in the Hamil-
tonian, which are the same as in Eq. (2.17) with

o and B replaced by & and B, and €, [;, and 3"
are dimensionless functions of the k;. The interac-
tion term is of relative order &d;~ (T/T,)¢;! com-
pared to the quadratic term. This means that each
interaction leads to an additional power of the small
parameter 7/T,, atlow temperatures. Since the
occupation numbers no longer limit the integrals

to small intermediate momenta, however, we must
redo the Born-approximation calculation of Sec.

III in this case.

B. Born Approximation On-Resonance

In the classical regime, Eq. (2.38) for the decay
rate may be written as

Ti=frwp(T/ToR €L, (6.7)
where
L=N22 (e3€:€56) " 6 (€ + €5 — € = &)
5.8
(6. 8)

XMZZ(E: 5, -f'> E) ’

with M,, given in Eq. (2.39). In obtaining this re-
sult we have taken the limits described in Eq. (6.1).
As mentioned above, the momentum integrals are
not restricted by the occupation numbers, but only
by the energy-conserving 5 function and the condi-
tion € <<1. As shown in Appendix E, for any ¢#0,
we have e53<€;+€;_5. It follows that for €; <1 and
s sélﬁ—l? |, the 5 function is only satisfied for s~0,
or equivalently for T~p. For this region, we may
use the small-% and small-s expansions of the &
coefficients given in Appendix A. The momentum
p, on the other hand, ranges over the entire Bril-

[

louin zone. For s>%|p-Xl, the contribution to
Eq. (6.8) is obtained from the case s < 1D -kl by
interchanging § and T as in the quantum case.
From the expressions for M,,, I; [Eqs. (2.13) and
(2.14)], and the limiting forms given in Eqs. (A14)
and (A17), we find, in the limit €g<<1, € <1,
€/€;<< 1, and €/€;<< 1,

My, = (€z/€g)[1 -V - (A+€p)/] (1 -5 k),
(6.9)
where

A=€y—€—€;=3[-s+7V;- 5-K)]. (6.10)

Inserting this expression into Eq. (6.8) and multi-
plying by 2 to take into account the domain,
s>31K-pl (i.e., r=0), we find

L=16N'2“ZJ (5€5)25(k—s+75- B -K))
, S8~ 0

XL~k %) (6.11)
This integral has the same form as the one for the
quantum case, cf. Eq. (3.21). We may replace the
sum over S by an integral and repeat the steps lead-
ing to Eq. (3.27), with minor modifications, to find

L=16122 €% v3' (1 - v3u)?In[(1 +05)/(1 - v3)] ,
(6.12)
with p=9;- k and v3=|vz|. As before, we perform
the sum over u in Eq. (6.12) by replacing (1 —vzu)?

by its average under the symmetry operations,

which for cubic symmetry is
(A -vgp)?)=1+%f, (6.13)

independent of the direction of k. Equations (6. 7),
(6.12), and (6.13) then lead to
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T = (41/3m)wg (T/To? € |
where the numerical constant 7 is given by
N=N125 %0 G + 503 In[(1 +v5)/(1 - v5)] , (6.15)

and the sum goes over the entire zone. At the zone
edge, where v3—~0, the integrand remains finite.
We have not acutally carried out the sum in (6.15),
but we estimate the value of 7 to be roughly 2.

(6.14)

C. Born Approximation Off-Resonance and Self-Consistency

For @+ €;, we must again take into account the
term involving M;,, which in the limit €5/€;<< 1,
€;/€;<< 1 takes the form

My = (/€)M +75- B)[1 -5 k- (g +0)/€z] .

(6.16)
Then the decay rate is
T(k, )=t rwp(T/T d€; £(€;, p) , (6.17)
with
L(eg, p)=2N2 2 (€Zezep)t

P8;s= 0
X [5(egp + D) M,y +5(€gp — A)M3] . (6. 18)

Once again, this expression may be evaluated by
repeating the steps which led to Eq. (4.11) in the
quantum case, and the answer is

T, w)=(4/3m)ws(T/To? deg4m,+3n0) ,  (6.19)
where again p=@/€;, @=w/wgy, €=%k, and
N, =N125 €620} " In[(1+v5)/(1 -v5)] . (6.20)

Note that 47, +37,="7, so that on-resonance (p=1)
we recover our previous results.

The self-consistency check proceeds as in the
quantum case, the result being unchanged when
the finite decay rate, Ty =~wg(T/T,), of intermedi-
ate magnons is taken into account. Similarly, the
discussion of higher-order terms is analogous to
that given for the quantum regime in Sec. V. It
is expected that these terms will be smaller than
those in Eq. (6.19) by a factor of order T/T, or
higher.

The formulas in this section were written in the
classical limit, Eq. (6.1), where the spin S tends
to infinity and drops out of the formalism. We
may clearly keep S finite but large, and use these
expressions in the range 2Jz8 < kT < 2J28%, i.e.,
STy < T<«<T,. There will then be corrections not
only of relative order % and T/T,, but also of
relative order Ty/ST ~2JzS/kT.

VIL. SPIN-CORRELATION FUNCTIONS AND COMPARISON
WITH HYDRODYNAMICS

Having obtained the damping rates for both the
quantum and classical cases, we may now calcu-
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late the spin Green’s functions G5~ and g5~ given in
Eq. (2.36). In Sec. VIIA we construct simple ap-
proximate forms for the spin spectral-weight func-
tions valid at low temperatures in the long-wave-
length limit. From these functions we obtain the
correlation functions C5 and Cy” for the staggered
and total spin, respectively. These correlation
functions are then compared in Sec. VIIB with the
hydrodynamic results. In this way we not only
verify the hydrodynamic predictions, but we also
obtain an evaluation, to lowest order in the tem-
perature, of the thermodynamic and transport co-
efficients introduced phenomenologically in the hy-
drodynamic theory.!® Finally, in Sec. VIIC we
compare our results with those obtained for phonon
systems.

A. Spin Spectral-Weight Function

In order to simplify the algebra, we shall obtain
representations of the spin Green’s functions at
low temperatures which are valid to lowest order
in the small parameters €;, 7, and 1/2S. (In Ap-
pendix I, the treatment of this section is general-
ized to include terms of arbitrary order in 1/z and
1/2S.) To do this we start from Eq. (2.33) which
relates the “spin normal-mode” Green’s functions
G to their boson counterparts G,,:

$=(1+A)G (7.1)

in matrix notation. We wish to construct a simple
expression for the spin spectral-weight function,®
Ixngu,,(l?, w). In deciding which terms to keep it is
helpful to use the results of the analysis of Sec. V
and Appendix G, where we justified the following
asymptotic momentum dependences:

ReA~o(1), (7.2a)
ImA~ o(€g) (7. 2b)
ReZ~ o(€p) , (7. 2¢)
Imz~ 0(ef) . (7.2d)

Furthermore, since A and Z involve the interaction
between spin waves, we may estimate the numerical
coefficients in Eq. (7.2), for 7«1, (2S)™"«1, as

ReA«1, (7.3a)
ImA/€;<<1, (7. 3b)
ReZ/E;<1, (7. 3c)

wEImZ_)/Eé <1, (7.3d)

Note that we have already assumed IZIl < E; to
obtain the results of Eq. (2.26). Use of Eq. (7.3a)
also allows us to neglect the term (ReA) (ImG) in
comparison to ImG in Eq. (7.1) so that o

Im'G~ ImG + (ImA)(ReG) . (7.4)
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To evaluate the first term in Eq. (7. 4) it is conve-
nient to rewrite Eq. (2.26) as

G=Gp+GpZoGp » (7.5)

where the subscripts D and O indicate the diagonal
and off-diagonal parts of the matrices, respective-
ly. Interms of these matrices, one can write®

ImG,=G{Z7 , (7.6)
where G is a diagonal matrix with elements
sin(p —*1) | Gyo (&, w —40%)| and sgn(~1-p)
X | Ggg(k, w —70")|, where sgn(x)=x/lx/. Note that

the sgn factors do not appear in Eq. (7.86), since
there only gf is involved. We include these phase
factors so that G, can be used below as an ap-
proximation to ReG,. Now let us consider the sec-
ond term on the right-hand side of Eq. (7.5). On
resonance, i.e., for |w—¢€;|~|IZ1l, this term is
dominated by the term G,. Accordingly, we need
to develop an expression for G, Z, G, which is val-
id off resonance. In that case, using Eq. (7.3) we
see that to lowest order in 7 and (zS)™! we can ne-
glect higher powers of Z, so that

ImG, 26Gp=~ Gy Z¢' Gy - (7.7)
Combining Egs. (7.6) and (7.7), we may write the
boson Green’s function as

ImG =G, 2" G, (7.8)
Next let us consider the second term in Eq. (7.4).

Here for G we need only use the first term in Eq.

(7.5), since terms of order Z A may be dropped.

Accordingly, we have
(ImA) (ReG)~ (ImA) (ReGp) .

Furthermore, it is easily seen that this term is
negligible on resonance. Therefore, it is permis-
sible to replace ReG, by G;,. Moreover, off reso-
nance G, is well approx1mated by the unperturbed
Green’s functlon G° so that

(ImA) (ReG)~ G,(G%)™ (ImA) G,
Finally, combining this result with Eq. (7. 8) we
write Eq. (7. 4) in the form

Im§ =G, Im2°G, ,
with

ES :§+ (gﬂ)—lA

(7.9)

(7.10)

(7.11)

(7.12)
)
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Thus we see that =° plays the role of a mass opera-
tor for the “spin normal-mode” Green’s function
$,,(k, w). Thatis, §,,(k, w)bears the same re-
lation to =5 (K, w), viz., Eq. (2.26), as its boson
counterparts do to the boson self-energies. %

Let us now explicitly construct Im=5 (%, w). We
write the results of Egs. (4. 24) and (6.19) as

Bzl (K, 0)=T (K, 0)=wp €(CIp+C3p"), (7.13)
where
Ccl=48%@2n)3 1, <1, (7.14a)
c9=3C%«1, (7.14b)
in the quantum case, and
C%=(n,/37) (T/Tol<< 1, (7.15a)
=(o/m) (T/Tof <1, (7.15Db)

in the classical case. Furthermore, as shown in
Appendix B, we may write in both the classical and
quantum low-temperature limits

w)=Za(k, —w)=-24,(k, w).
(7.186)

2 (K, w)=25(k, -

In addition, we shall need the evaluations of A, (k,w)
from Appendix C. We write the results for both the
quantum case, Eq. (C24), and the classical case,
Eq. (C29), in the form

ALk, w)=-Clep .

Inserting these evaluations into Eq. (7.12) we ob-
tain the spin normal-mode mass operator as

(7.17)

(k, )=(C}+Cuwr €p,
(7.18a)

7 Imzg(k, w)=k ' Im3z$,

7 ImE, (k, w) =7 ImE5,(k, w)=(C3- CHwp p .

(7.18b)

Note that in contrast to Z, the physically interesting
mass operator Z =% does satisfy the stability criterion
that ImwZ; ,(w) be positive definite. In view of Eq.
(7.11) this evaluation of Ist yields directly an
evaluation of the spin spectral—we1ght function Im 9 S.

B. Comparison of Spin-Correlation Functions with Hydrodynamics

In this subsection we shall construct the total and staggered spin Green’s functions defined in Eq. (2. 36).

Taking (I;

ci+C)

- mg)® =2/¢; and using Eq. (7.18) for ImZ° we find®

c?+C)

- _(45p
83 g, ) ( -DP+ (C2+CIP

(p+1 +(C +Cg)2€§
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_ 2(C3-Csgn(l-p?) (7.19)
lp-1)+i(CY+Cellp+1)+i(CT+Ce;l) )
which we write to lowest order in C? and CJ as
MNC02 02
ImS ;= (16Sp/Hy €;)(C Y+ C3p?) (7. 20a)

[o-17+(CT+CIFe] [+1*+(CT+CE]

A similar calculation gives the total spin Green’s function as

g = 4Sp€~,§/HE| [c3+Cip?]
$ [-1F+(Cy+CIPE [+ 1P+ (CT+CRE] - (7. 20D)

These functions are also the Fourier transforms of response functions, and as such can be related to Fourier
transforms of correlation functions. We define [see Eq. (2.34)]

cy(k, )=3({nQ;t), 7Q;(0)}) , (7.21a)
sk, 0 =3({ns:0), 7s;0)}) , (7. 21b)

where the curly bracket is an anticommutator. The Fourier transforms of these correlation functions at
low frequency (7w < ks T) are proportional to the spin Green’s functions:

C&(&, w) =722k T/ w) ImGy (&, w - i0°) , (7. 22a)
Cy(k, w)=7*(2ks T/ w) ImS (K, w - 0*) . (7. 22D)
These relations yield the results

3257k, T CY+ Chp?

Co&, w)= B Lt
5 o ( wE€; ) [ - 17+ (CT+CPF e[ + 17+ (C2+ CPF ] * (7. 23a)

Stiky T C) + Clp®

Ct™ k, - B 2 1 .

& w) (8 W > [o-1)2%+(CY+CY? EE] [(p+1)%+(C+ Y €§] (7. 23D)

Let us rewrite these functions in terms of the variables k=2¢;, w=wz€zp, and c=3wg:

. 32k, TSH D' ck*+ cO? (w? - c2R?)
c* - B ) 2
o ) ( ck® ) [lw = cklP+ CDRP] [+ ck)e+ DR (7. 24a)
2k TSH D'kt + cCP (w? - )
Cs &, w)=—2 !
s (.: w) ( c ) [(w- ck)2+(%D'kz)2] [(@ PSALIN (%D'ka)z] » (7. 24Db)
where
D' =4(C3+ CYwp =c(CI+CY . (7. 25)
From the hydrodynamic theory we have the results [Eq. (6.11) of Ref. 13]
. ~ _(ANERsT D2kt + ps bR (w? - %F)
€& ©)=2Cy,, "( psk ) [(w = ck)2+ GDRAV] [(w + ck ) + GDRY] ’ (7. 262)
. _ Dc?k* + x K K¥(w® = c*P)
Cys &, w)= Zcmy,m” = (4xkpT) [ - ck?+ (%Dka)z] [(w+cki+ (%Dkz)z] s (7. 26b)
T
where are related to D by
- &\ —
No=n(Qq)=257, (7. 27a) D=x"K,+p,t . (7.28)
= 2
xX=ps/ ¢, (7. 27b) Comparing Egs. (7.24) and (7. 26), we see that the
and ¢ and K, are transport coefficients analogous microscopic calculations do yield the hydrodynamic

to second viscosities in superfluid helium, 15 which form, and hence we may make the identifications
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p,=1HcS | (7. 292)
D=D'=3wz(CY+CY , (7. 29b)

psé =3w5Cy, (7.29¢)
XK, =twzC} . (7. 20d)

We also verify that the hydrodynamic prediction
equation (7. 28) is fulfilled.

The present derivation, valid in the low-temper-
ature quantum (7< 1) or classical (7/T, < 1) re-
gimes, represents a microscopic calculation of
the hydrodynamic parameters correct to lowest
order in 1/z. In Appendix I1, the calculation of
the spin-correlation functions is generalized to in-
clude effects of arbitrary order in 1/z at low tem-
peratures. Although the forms of the vertex func-
tions T and A at long wavelengths are known, the
evaluation of the coefficients appears to require an
essentially intractable resummation in 1/z.%
Therefore, in Appendix I1 we express the spin-
correlation functions in terms of these unknown
numerical constants, which are then analogous to
the Landau parameters in the theory of a Fermi
liquid.®® From this more extensive treatment we
find that the spin-correlation functions are of the
hydrodynamic form to all orders in 1/z and 1/zS,
providing certain relations between the vertex func-

(a) (b)
T=0 T#0
small k

Im gs
Im gs

o

T#0
large k

T=0 (d)
large k

Im gs
Im gs

FIG. 5. Schematic diagram of Img%(k, ), the spectral
weight of the total spin-correlation function. (The staggered
spin function is qualitatively similar.) Only the positive
frequency domain is shown. At zero temperature [(@)
and (c)], the spectral-weight function consists of a sharp
single-particle excitation and, above this, a diffuse
multiple-magnon band whose presence is a manifestation
of zero-point motion. At finite temperatures [(b) and
(d)], the single-particle excitation develops a width, al-
though the width remains small at long wavelengths. The
relative intensity of the multiple-magnon band is of order
(29)-! for short wavelengths at low temperatures, andits
weight goes to zero in the limit 2—0.
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tions are satisfied. We verify in Appendix 12
that these relations hold in low-order perturbation
theory. Presumably, they are quite general and
possibly follow directly from the conservation laws,
in which case they would be analogous to the Ward
identities developed in the microscopic derivation
of Fermi liquid theory.%® %

1t is perhaps worthwhile to make a few general
remarks about the spin-wave spectrum and the
spin-correlation functions outside the hydrodynamic
regime considered here. In particular, one might
ask whether spin-wave interactions and zero-point
motion will lead to finite lifetimes for the elemen-
tary excitations at any wavelength, for 7=0." In
the case of liquid helium, it is well known that, be-
cause of the shape of the energy spectrum, the re-
quirement of energy and momentum conservation
forbids the spontaneous decay of one excitation into
two or more excitations.!® As a result, the elemen-
tary excitations have infinite lifetimes at zero tem-
perature. As shown in Appendix E, the same prop-
erty holds for the unperturbed magnon energy spec-
trum, and in view of the results of the previous
sections, it probably also holds self-consistently
for the true renormalized spectrum. Thus the
dressed magnons have zero width at 7 =0 for all
wavelengths. This means that the spin spectral-
weight function has a 5-function contribution at the
magnon energy. At T=0, the effects of spin-wave
interactions and zero-point motion are manifested
in the spin spectral-weight function by the presence
of multiple-magnon bands at energies above the
single-magnon peak. These bands correspond to
processes in which a single magnon with frequency
above the resonance frequency decays, either di-
rectly or indirectly via higher-order processes,
into several lower-momentum magnons. In gener-

.al, the weight in an z-magnon band varies as some

power of z™! and will vanish at long wavelengths.
The weight in these bands is thus a reflection of
“depletion” or “renormalization” effects similar
to those present in Bose!®?" and Fermi® % liquids.
To illustrate this discussion the spin spectral-
weight function is shown schematically in Fig. 5.
Note that the single-magnon peak, which is a §
function at 7 =0, broadens progressively as the
temperature is raised. Above T the spin waves
disappear completely at long wavelengths, but may
still exist for shorter wavelengths.?®

C. Physical Conditions for Hydrodynamics

The lowest Born-approximation calculations for
® &, ) and A, &, w) lead to the hydrodynamic
forms (7.13) for the correlation functions, in the
long-wavelength limit defined by

w<wpTInT=w;, (quantum mechanically),
(7.30a)
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W< Wp = Wy (classically) . (7. 30b)

As was mentioned in the Introduction, the limiting
frequency for hydrodynamics wy,, defined in Eq.
(7. 30), is much larger than the width of the ther-
mal magnons T'y,, which is of order wzS?7" and
wp(T/Ty)?, in the quantum and classical cases,
respectively. This situation is different from the
case of first sound in helium® =3 or in a crys-
tal,338-38 where even in the lowest approximation,
the breakdown of hydrodynamics occurs when the
frequency of the incident phonon reaches T'y,.

Some insight into the reason for this difference
can be gained by considering the lowest Born calcu-
lation of T// (K, w) for finite w, but for £—0. For
the phonon system, this is equivalent to the calcu-
lation of the energy dissipation in the presence of a
hypothetical force causing the system to expand and
contract uniformly, at a frequency w. The anharm-
onic force responsible for decay of a sound wave
comes principally from terms in the Hamiltonian
that are cubic in the phonon amplitudes. These
terms give rise to a shift in the phonon frequencies
linear in the dilation of the medium. Because of
collisions among thermal phonons these will relax
towards the thermal equilibrium appropriate to
their shifted energies in a time I';y. If w is small
compared to Ty, there will be a small hysteresis
loss in this process, with a dissipation rate propor-
tional to w? For w much larger than I'y,, however,
the distribution of thermal phonons does not have
time to change at all during the contraction-dilation
cycles, and the dissipation will be smaller than
the w? extrapolation from low frequencies.

From the microscopic point of view, the fore-
going argument corresponds to a calculation of the
transition rate for a process in which a thermal
phonon is scattered, with the emission or absorption
of an off-resonance phonon of wave vector zero
and frequency w. Since the momentum transferred
to the thermal phonon is zero, it is clear that this
process cannot proceed if the frequency w is much
larger than the spectral width T'y, of the thermal
phonon. More generally, for finite 2, but for /Ten
large, the scattering rate will depend in a compli-
cated way on the ratio of % to w and will depend on
the deviation from linearity of the spectrum of
thermal phonons, etc. Nonetheless, consideration
of the 2=0 limit is sufficient to show that hydro-
dynamics cannot be valid for w/T'y,> 1 in the
phonon case.

For the isotropic antiferromagnet there are no
terms in the Hamiltonian that are cubic in the spin-
wave amplitudes. This may be seen by consider-

"ing a long-wavelength spin wave as a gradient in the
direction of alignment of the staggered magnetiza-
tion and/or a small deviation of the total magnetiza-
tion from its equilibrium value of zero.”® It is clear
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by symmetry that there can be no shift in the fre-
quencies of the local thermal magnons linear in

the amplitudes of such a spin wave.”® Thus the
hysteresis process responsible for the energy loss
in the case of sound waves does not have a direct
analog in the case of spin waves. The quartic term
in the Hamiltonian does not require collisions of
the thermal magnons for the effective restoration
of equilibrium. Consider, for example, the calcu-
lation of Z//(&, w) in regime A performed in Sec.
IV, where the wave vector is equal to zero. The
process where a thermal magnon collides with the
incident, off-resonance magnon with zero wave
vector and nonzero frequency w, can occur even
when T, is taken to zero, since this process pro-
duces fwo short-wavelength magnons which can take
up the necessary momentum and energy. Further,
we have seen that when the contributions from the
various diagrams corrésponding to magnon emis-
sion and absorption are added together, the total
decay rate does not depend on the ratio of w to T'y,.
Thus the condition w/Ty, <1 is not necessary for
for establishing local equilibrium in the antiferro-
magnet. The actual conditions that we have found
in Eq. (7.30) depend on the details of the scattering
process, and are different for the classical and
quantum cases. It is therefore more difficult tor
give simple physical arguments to justify the de-
pendences obtained, and we shall not attempt to

do so here.

The above discussion was confined to the lowest
Born approximation with inclusion of decay in inter-
mediate states. In order for Eq. (7.30) to deter-
mine the true conditions for hydrodynamic behavior,
we must verify that the contributions to Z,, and
A, from higher-order diagrams are small through-
out the range w <X w,,. In Sec. V, we argued that
these higher contributions would be small asymp-
totically, as k-0, but we were unable to determine
the precise expansion parameter. If we confine
ourselves to the term of order GE, then the exact
decay rate has the same form as in lowest Born
approximation, except that the bare vertices &‘¥
are replaced by dressed vertices R‘”. In that case,
the physical arguments given above are applicable,
and Eq. (7.30) should describe the domain of valid-
ity of the hydrodynamic form. As mentioned in
Sec. V, however, there are terms in the decay rate
T'; with higher powers of €;, corresponding to an
expansion in E;/ 7', which could invalidate thé hy-
drodynamic result at frequencies which are lower
than w,, given in Eq. (7.30). Since we are unable to
make any precise statements about this expansion,
we must leave the determination of the exact cri-
terion for hydrodynamics as an open question. The
difference between phonon and magnon systems re-
mains in any case, since the situation described in
Eq. (7.30), for which w,, > Ty, is possible for
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magnons, but incorrect for phonons.

VIII. DAMPING OF UNIFORM MODE VIA ANISOTROPY

In this section we shall calculate the damping of
the =0 mode due to the presence of anisotropy.
We consider only the case of uniaxial single-ion
anisotropy. As one might expect, these calcula-
tions are quite similar to those for the isotropic
model. In Sec. VIIIA, we discuss the problem
of kinematic consistency, requiring that for spin 3
there should be no dynamical effects due to anisot-
ropy. In Sec. VIIIB, we discuss the various pos-
sible shapes of the scattering surface. This dis-
cussion leads directly to the classification of dif-
ferent regimes. In Secs. VIIIC-VIIIE, we carry
out the calculations of the damping of the uniform
mode in the first Born approximation in the various
regimes described in Sec. VIIIB. Finally, in
Sec. VIIIF, we discuss the self-consistency of
the results of the lowest Born approximation.

A. Kinematic Consistency to Lowest Order in 1/z

In order to carry out the calculation of the damp-
ing of the uniform mode due to anisotropy, we again
use the lowest Born approximation as given in Eq.
(2.38). Here, of course, we include the contribu-
tions of the single-ion anisotropy energy,

— DJ(S%)%, both to the unperturbed free spin-wave
Hamiltonian and to the spin-wave interaction terms.
For simplicity, we confine our attention to the case of
small anisotropy, and thus we keep only terms of
lowest order in H,/Hy, where H, is the anisotropy
field, H,=D(2S-1). As can be seen from Eq.
(2.15), the effect of anisotropy on the noninteracting
spin-wave spectrum is simply to change the dis-
persion relation to

E=ef+ (), (8.1)
where
H% €=2H,H, + H:~ 2H, H, (8.2)
and
sg=(1—7§)”2 . (8.3)

Let us study interactions between spin waves in
the anisotropic system. For simplicity, we shall
consider only the interactions & and ‘¥, since
their behavior is typical. In the presence of aniso-
tropy and at long wavelengths we have, for instance,

Bk~ 49, + (G iy &, - 2¢5¢) (8. 4a)
Bk~ dg, + (3K K+ 2656;) (8. 4b)

as given by Eq. (A20), where
(8.5)

g, =2DS/Hy .

Note that the use of these coefficients will lead to
a kinematic inconsistency for the special case of

spin 3. In this case, the anisotropy term
- DY#(S%)? reduces to a constant, and accordingly
should not cause any spin-wave scattering. Ashas
been shown elsewhere,* ® this kinematic property can
be recovered by resumming over ladders made up
of anisotropy vertices. Since summing over these
ladders must be equivalent to an exact solution of
a local potential problem, it is not surprising that
we should thereby satisfy the spin kinematics. The
most convenient way to perform this resummation
is via a vertex renormalization. The procedure is
almost identical to that in Ref. 62, except that here
the energy dependence of the renormalization factor
can be ignored.

The renormalization can be obtained simply as

follows. We note that internal summations involving
factors such as
-1 2 - n-1 2
N Z;m;—N E;l;xg, (8.62a)
N'IZ;l5m375 s (8. 6b)
or
N2, (8. 6c)

introduce factors of 1/z, and will be neglected. The
only way we can obtain diagrams which have no ad-
ditional internal summations giving factors of 1/z,
is by introducing repeated anisotropy scatterings.
We then make the short-wavelength expansions

B=1+mi~1, (8.7a)
V3230, (8.7b)
=1, (8.17¢)

for all momenta which are not restricted to be
small by occupation numbers. This procedure is
most efficiently carried out in the a, b representa-
tion, and leads to the renormalized perturbation®?

-t > ;%) T +
V==N %‘5; 5{{(14-2—5—3)(25 ZyE_Zaib_Eaab_;

HE + + \I AL
+Pagg (30 b 5a305+7;5,550: 0 505075)

t ot t ot
+pa D(a; a; aza; + b3 b b b;)) s (8.8)

where the renormalization factor p, is

pa=[1-D/(H, +Hg)]™ .

The terms involving yj_ or 3.3 are not renormal-
ized in lowest order in 1/z, because there are y;
factors on both sides of the vertex. This prevents
insertion of anisotropy ladders without concom-
mitant factors of 1/z. The renormalizations are
shown in Figs. 6 and 7, from which the physics of
the method should be apparent.

(8.9)
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FIG. 6. Spin-wave interactions for the anisotropic

system in the a-b representation. Scatterings of types
(a) and (b) are due exclusively to exchange interactions,
whereas those of types (c) and (d) are due solely to
anisotropy.

With these renormalized potentials we find that
in the zero-wave-vector limit ¥ and ¥ become

2H 4D H
Wy (ea\ (22 A 8.10
¢ (HE)<HA+HE—D HE)’ (8.10a)
2H 4(H,+H;) H
o (22a)( 22aT B ZAN 8.10b
® (HE>(HA+HE"D +HE) ( )

Note that these renormalized interactions are pro-
portional to H, = D(2S - 1) and hence they vanish for
spin 1, as is required by spin kinematics. For
small anisotropy, the renormalized interactions are

V~0+0(H,/Hy)?, (8.11a)

(8.11b)

In contrast, without the vertex renormalization,
the interactions in the zero-wave-vector limit are
found from Eq. (8. 4) to be

9~ 8H,/Hy + O(H,/Hy ) .

M ~4q, -4H,/H, , (8.12a)

®¥~aq, +4H,/H, , (8.12b)

where we have used Eq. (8.2). Here & and ¥
do not vanish for spin 3, because g, is proportional
to 2DS rather than, say to 2DS[1-(1/2S)]=H,. In
fact, it is apparent from Eqgs. (8.11) and (8.12)
that to lowest order in H,/Hy the vertex renormal-
ization is equivalent to redefining g, as

qa=Hy/Hg . (8.13)

Similar results are obtained for the other & coef-
ficients. Henceforth, for simplicity we shall con-
sider only the case of small anisotropy and shall
rely on the above discussion to justify the use of
Eq. (8.13) in place of Eq. (8.5).
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B. Classification of Regimes

As we have seen in the isotropic Heisenberg mod-
el, various regimes may occur either because of
the possibility of qualitatively different shapes of
the scattering surface, or because of the need for
a self-consistent treatment in the hydrodynamic
regime. First, let us consider the possible shapes
of the scattering surface, which for the uniform
mode is given by

€ot€ =g+ €q . (8.14)

In Sec. IIIA, we have seen that for very small in-
cident momentum the scattering surface consists

of two disjoint pieces. By continuity, there must
be a regime for the uniform mode in the anisotropic
case which also has this property. To see this,

we write Eq. (8. 14) under the assumption that p is
much larger than g in the form

€-€+q-V€;=0, (8. 15)
which has a solution of the form
a=4¢€,4-V3/[1-(G-%)7] . (8.16)

In the expansion of the dispersion relation at long
wavelengths, the correction terms to the linear
spectrum can come either from the cubic term in
p [as in Eq. (3.7)], or from the anisotropy:

€=30(1 - gp?+2€3/p?) . (8.17)
For p*> €, the cubic correction term dominates
the anisotropy correction term in both €; and v;.
Using (8.16), we then see that the maximum value

of g (i.e., for p- g=1) satisfies the ansatz for
disjoint scattering surfaces g=¢€,/p? <p. Since

(a) (b)

al_-
-

e
0,3, a53\_al b2 7ps b3

e * > - 3 2
ot a6 b,6 | b4

(c) (d)

a,l 3 5
g,i a,5 - \b;\ b, L sb.t
7 a,2 7 b,2
94 a,6 F>- “b4 b6 >’

FIG. 7. Renormalized interactions for the anisotropic
system in the a-b representation. Here the boxes re-
present ladders made up of anisotropy vertices only.
Ladders of exchange scatterings involve higher powers
of 1/z due to internal sums over factors of vg.
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p is a thermal momentum, this regime is charac-
terized by > ¢,. Now let us see if there is a
regime involving disjoint surfaces in which the
anisotropy correction dominates. From Eq. (8.17)
we see that this requires that p? « €, in which

case vz~ 1 - 2¢%/p®. But according to Eq. (8.16),
the values of g then range between ¢, and p/¢,
depending upon the orientation of -\75. Since the
geometric mean of these two values is of order

p, it is clear that our ansatz of disjoint surfaces

is violated. The second regime occurs when the
scattering surfaces coalesce. But since we obtain
different forms depending on how €, compares with
7, it is clear that the second regime occurs when
€K TK €(‘,/3. Finally, there is the regime when
T<< €, and the scattering surface consists of a single
component. In this low-temperature regime the
dispersion relation is dominated by the anisotropy
and hence is quadratic in the momentum. As in the
case of a ferromagnet, one does not obtain disjoint
scattering surfaces for this type of dispersion rela-
tion. Thus we expect the following three regimes:

A €< T, (8.18a)
B: T<e<rT, (8.18b)
C': 7<¢q. (8.18c)

Already, at this stage of the calculation, we see an
analogy with the isotropic case, since these re-
gimes are identical to those of Eq. (3.14) when the
dispersion relation for the anisotropic case is re-
placed by the isotropic dispersion relation.

In all three regimes we shall calculate the decay
rate of an on-resonance zero-wave-vector magnon
using the formula of Eq. (2. 38), which becomes in
this case

Ty=7"'2,,(k=0, 3=€7) =57 wzS2 (1 — & *¥E%)
x (2m)7 [ dp [ ddns(1 +ng)(1 +nz)
x 5(2€9+2€5 — 2€3 — 2¢;)
X Mg 0, B, G, T), (8.19)

where we have used H, << Hy to replace H, + Hy by
Hg. From the asymptotic forms, Eqgs. (A20) and
(A23), we obtain the following expression for the
matrix element, M,,(0, D, q, T) at long wavelengths
and on the energy shell:

MZZ(O’ 5, ay ?) = zeo(eﬁeaif)-l (563 + €% + Eg + 5121) .
(8.20)

A self-consistent calculation of the decay rate of
off-resonance zero-wave-vector magnons will be
given in Sec. VIIIF.
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C. Regime A’

The calculation of the decay rate of on-shell zero-
wave-vector magnons in regime A’ is based on Eq.
(8.19). In this regime the scattering surface con-
sists of two equivalent components. Hence we ex-
press I'y as twice the contribution from the term
for which ¢~0. Then we have ¢<<p, so that to
lowest order in g/p:

My (0, B, G, T)=4(c0/€3) » (8.21)
also both €, and €4 are much less than 7, so that
(1 - e®¥E%0) (1 +n5) =€p/€4 . (8.22)

Thus, using Eq. (8.15) to describe the scattering
surface, we have
To=(ws/S?) @) [ db [ dqnz(1 +np)

X €526(2€5 — 2€5+q - V3) . (8.23)

We shall take ¢, along the direction of ?fﬁ, S0
that a . Tf; =quvgcosb=quzv. The angular integrals
are trivial, the result being

To=20,S722n) [7 p2 dp v [ qdgn,(1+n,) €2 .
(8.24)

Here n, is given by Eq. (3.42), €, ~(€2+%¢®"% and
v,=1-3gp? [see Eq. (3.29)]. AlSO, ¢, the larg-
est possible value of ¢, is given by Eq. (8.16) as

Omax =260/ (1 = v,)~ 2€,/3gp? . (8.25)
Thus we find
o= - (wa/S%®) [ p2n,(1+m,)In(3gp*)dp ,  (8.26)
which leads to the result
To=3w,S2(2r)°% 7 (a|In7| +a’ - & 721n2) , (8.27)

where the constants a and a’ are given in Eq. (3.31).
It should be noted that the result in Eq. (8.27) can
be obtained from Eq. (3. 32), apart from numerical
factors of order unity, by simply replacing the iso-
tropic spin-wave energy by that appropriate to the
anisotropic case, since we may write 3 w €3 in
place of w,.

D. Regime B’

Next we consider regime B’. Over most of the
phase space one has p~ 7> €, and, similarly, ¢> €.
In this case, the scattering surface is approximate-
ly given by

©+ip=%q+3|p-dl . (8.28)
However, the integrals have a divergence at small
q, so that it is necessary to use a form which rep-
resents this region correctly. Accordingly, we use
the form

&g=e+ipP=€l. (8.29)
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We write T=p-q, so that
dpdq=8mipqrdpdqdr , (8. 30)
which allows us to write Eq. (8.19) as

To=(wp/48") €771 ()3 [pdp [qdq [vadr
Xn,(1+n,)(1 +n,) (€] + e +e?)

X (€, €,€,) (€ +€, - €, —€,) . (8.31)

Here we have neglected €, in comparison to p, ¢,
and 7. As in Eq. (3. 36¢), we have
(1+n,)A +n,)=1+n,)(1 +n, +n,) . (8.32)

But, because of the symmetry between T and a, we
can replace 1+n, +n, by the factor 1+2n,. Then
using Eq. (8.29), we obtain

To= 8w,/ 78%°) jem de, n, (1 +np)j;:‘° de (1 +2n,)
0

x(€+€-¢,e,) . (8.33)

It is apparent, however, that this integral is the
same as the first one in Eq. (3.47). Thus we have

Ty = (3w,/3278%°) [I (€, =€0) - 8 T4 £(2)] , (8.34)
which leads to the result
Ty=(w,7/215%) [b1n(7/2€,) + b’ —&7%] . (8.35)

Again, apart from factors of order unity, one gets
the correct result for the anisotropic case by
merely inserting the anisotropic spin-wave energy
into the results for the isotropic case.

E. Regime C'

Finally we consider regime C’. Here all the
momenta are in the quadratic regime, i.e., for all
momenta we have

€~ € (1+p%/8€3) , (8. 36a)

ng~ e TaE/T e’ , (8. 36b)
where kg T 5 = Hg€, and

Y =Hg/8€ykpT = (4€,7) . (8.37)

We now evaluate Eq. (8.19) to lowest order in
T/T,z by replacing the energies where possible by
their zero-momentum value. Then, keeping only
the minimum number of Boltzmann factors, we
find

Ty = (wg/25%)(2m)S e Tan/T[ dp [ dG e
x5 ([p? - ¢ - (p — q)?)/8¢€,) .

The evaluation of this expression is elementary,
the result being

_ [ 16wg€p\ (kpT\? EA) /T
1"0—< SW3><HE> Hg eraE

(8.38)

(8.39)

This result does not bear quite as close an analogy

with the isotropic case as the previous ones. One

can reason that the four powers of momentum which
give rise to the factor 7* in Eq. (3. 64) now lead to
the factor (k5 T/Hy)? (H,/Hg). After that, replace-
ment of wz€; by wz€, leads to the result, Eq. (8.39),
for the anisotropic case apart from factors of order

unity.

F. Self-Consistent Magnons

Now let us discuss the self-consistency problem.
We shall study the various regimes starting at the
highest temperature and working towards zero tem-
perature. At sufficiently high temperatures, it is
clear that our calculations are not self-consistent.
For instance, if ;< 7°, then perforce €< T, SO
that the energy of a thermal spin wave is predomi-
nantly due to exchange energy. Accordingly, it is
reasonable to assume that its damping is due to ex-
change interactions, so that, using the results of
Sec. III, we estimate the relaxation rate of a ther-
mal spin wave to be of order I'y;~ wz7°. Thus when
€,< 7, we have w/T}, <1, and the thermal energy
widths are much larger than the energy of the uni-
form mode; this necessitates a self-consistent
treatment analogous to that given in Sec. IV for the
isotropic system. As the temperature is reduced,
it is reasonable to assume that although anisotropy
eventually plays a role, the energy width of ther-
mal spin waves decreases. If this is so, then we can
conclude that our calculations are self-consistent
for < €.

Thus self-consistency need only be considered
for €y<< 7°. We shall calculate the decay rate as
a function of frequency, assuming @& =p€, with p
of order unity. In this regime, the energy width
of thermal spin waves dominates Zwz€,. As in the
isotropic case, this circumstance enables the three-
magnon creation and annihilation processes to be
operative. The method for taking account of the
damping of the intermediate states was discussed
in detail for the isotropic case in Sec. IV. By an
entirely analogous calculation, we find here

I‘o(w)EF(lZ=0,w)=%7rS‘ wEﬁh’w(Zw)‘ef di;ns
x[ di(1+ng) 1 +n0) [ 9l da

% [6(2@ - 20+ 2€; - 2¢; - 2€4) M,,(0, D, g, T)

e

+6(_ 20 -2a+ 2€§ - 2€§ - 263) M31(07 P, q, r)] .

(8. 40)

Substituting the asymptotic forms given by Egs.
(A20) and (A23) into the expressions for

My,(0,p, q, T) and My, (0, b, §, T) given in Egs. (2. 39)
and (4. 4), respectively, we find
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Mys(0, D, q, T) = (€5€5€5) ™ {4eped ~ Ae[€d + €€+ 2€;5€4

+26€5(— A€ + €5~ 2€5) + (- A€ + €5 - 2€))%] }
(8. 41a)

My (0, B, G, T) = (€5€5€;) " {4€ped + be[€d + €2 + 2€;¢,

+2€4(~ b€ +€5— 2€5) + (- b€+ €5 — 2%},
(8. 41Db)

where A€ =€,+€;— € —€; and §€=€5 — €;— € — €.
The terms independent of A€ and §€ contribute on
resonance and give rise to the results found in

Sec. VIIIC. The other terms, since they are of
relative order a/€, potentially dominate, but, as
in the isotropic case, there is a partial cancellation
between the matrix elements M,; and M3, and the
decay rate remains of order €§. Accordingly, it

is correct to keep only the dominant terms in A€
and 5¢€:

(8.42a)
(8. 42b)

Mgy~ 4(€g— A€)/€y
My~ 4(€q - 6€)/¢4 .

Expressing T'y(w) as twice the contribution from
the component of the scattering surface near ¢=0,
and using the asymptotic forms of Eq. (8.42) we
find
Lolw) =/, ¢(a)dale! (5 - a) 200G - @)
+€1 G+ @) A (-G - a)], (8.43)
where
Aw®(8) = (pw ,/S?) (211)'5f dpng(1 +mny)
X [, 40 €262t~ vy-2¢p) . (8.44)

Since ¢(a) is essentially an even function of @, we
can write Eq. (8.43) as

I‘o(w) = [_;” Aw? (@) da[gp(a -w) - gp(a.;_w)] (Ecoi> ,

(8. 452)

Tolw)=- [~ Aw°(a)da<-2;°‘°—‘-‘i) (%%’Q) . (8.45Db)

Let us now evaluate Aw’(¢). In analogy with Eq.
(8.24), we have

Aw®(£) = 2pw 4872 (21)73 f:pz dap vy n,(1+m,)
max -2
dq €
Xf.:,,in qdge?,

where ¢, and g,,, are the extreme values of g for
which the 5-function condition in Eq. (8.44) can be
satisfied. This condition is

(8.46)

2t - 2¢5=v, v(4€ - 4€2)'/2 | (8.47)

where v is defined in Eq. (3.22a), and we have ap-
proximated the dispersion relation by Eq. (8.29).
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Solving the quadratic equation for €; implied by
(8.47), one determines the maximum and minimum
values of €; for £>0 as

(8.48a)
(8. 48b)

€max =€ (Gmax) = £/ (1 = 1) ,

€nin Ei(qmin) = E/(l +'Up) .
For £ <0, the §-function condition cannot be satis-
fied. In obtaining these results we have assumed
&> €, since the variable a in Eq. (8.42) may be
considered to be of order 7°. Inserting these re-
sults into Eq. (8.45), we find that

Aw®(£)=3w,S(1/2m)3 plallnT| +a’), £>0
A0’(¢)=0, £<0, (8. 49Db)

We can now evaluate Eq. (8.45b) by integrating the
second term by parts, followed by use of Eq.
(D12):

To(w)=3w,S2(7/21)2 p%(allnT| +a’) ,

where a and a’ are as in Eq. (3.31). Thus we see
that the damping of intermediate states does pro-
duce a slight change relative to Eq. (8.27). The
dominant term in In7 is invariant, however.

(8. 49a)

(8. 50)

IX. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
A. Summary of Decay-Rate Calculations

The decay rate of antiferromagnetic magnons has
been calculated in a number of low-temperature
regimes for a bcce lattice, with interactions between
nearest neighbors on opposite sublattices. Let us
summarize the results of these calculations.

In the quantum region for the isotropic model
there are four regimes, depending on the relation
between the reduced spin-wave energy ¢; = E;/2JzS
and the dimensionless temperature 7="£ky7T/JzS:

Regime A: < 78«1,

;="K wp€g)

= (2wz/S?)€é P(21)3 (alInTl +a'); (9.1a)
Regime B: P << 7K1,
T;=(8wg/35%) €7° (2m)* [bIn(7/k)+b'];  (9.1b)
Regime C: 7 < 71/%«< 1,
T; = (rwz/1085%)e; 1t ; (9.1c)
Regime D: 7"/3«< «1,
I; = (wp/25%°) 7°4(5) [ g(R) €€] . (9.1d)

In these formulas wg=2J2zS/7, g(k) is an angular
function defined in Eq. (3.8), the numerical con-
stants @, a’, b, and b’ are given in Eqgs. (3.31) and
(3.49), and £(5)=1.037. In all four regimes the
calculations are stable with respect to self-consis-
tent inclusion of damping in intermediate states.
Regime A is the hydrodynamic region, in which the
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mass operator has also been calculated off-reso-
nance, i.e., for Zw# E;, and the result is given in
Eq. (4.24). The corrections to the above formulas
are of relative order (zS), 7, and €;, and are
therefore small at long wavelengths and low tem-
peratures, as long as 2S>1.

In the quantum-mechanical model with uniaxial
single-ion anisotropy there are four regimes,
depending on the relation between 7 and the dimen-
sionless anisotropy energy €, defined by

(9.2)

where 7w, is the anisotropy energy which we assume
to be much less than the exchange energy 7Zwz. The
damping of the uniform (2=0) mode is given by

2. 2
W€s= 2w, g + WE~ 20405

Regime Aj: €< P «1,
Ty=(8w,7%/S% (21)2 (alInT| +a’) ;
Regime A): P < €K P« 1,

Ty= (8w, 7/5%) (21)3 [allnT| +a’ - (87%/9)1n2];

(9. 3a)

(9. 3b)
Regime B': P <€« 7,
Ty = (w,7°/21%%) [b1n(7/2€) + b’ —47°] ;  (9.3c)
Regime C': T<¢€,<1,
wo\ (ks T\2 (H,\ .
L

where wy=H"Hy€o ="y T 45~ (2w, w5) 2.

The classical low-temperature regime is ob-
tained in the limit Z7—- 0, J- 0, S— with 7S, kzT,
=22J5% and wy = 22JS/% remaining finite (T, is of
order Ty). For the isotropic model, the calcula-
tions may be performed at long wavelengths, and
the behavior is hydrodynamic for any 2<<1. We
find

;= (4n/31) we(T/To? €€, T/Ty<1 (9.4)

where the numerical constant 7 is defined in Eq.
(6.15). Corrections to Eq. (9.4) are of relative
order T/T, and €. Here again the decay rate has
been calculated off resonance, for w/wg€; finite,
and is stable with respect to the inclusion of damp-
ing in intermediate states.

B. Comparison with Other Authors’s Results

For the isotropic model, calculations of the damp-
ing were performed previously by Kaganov,
Tsukernik, and Chupis,® who found

I;~S2weT , (9.5)
and by Tani,'” who found
I~ S2we e . (9.6)

These two calculations do not agree with our results
for any regime [see Eq. (9.1)]. We believe that in
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both cases the error lies in the use of an incorrect
magnon-magnon interaction at long wavelengths.
Very recently, Solyom!® has evaluated the decay
rate using the formalism of Vaks et al., % obtaining
the result

Ti~wsS2e Pln(r/gg), <T<1

Iy~ (,;)ES'2 Esz ,

(9.7a)
(9.7p)

Although the formula for the decay rate used by
Solyom [his Eq. (3.10)] is very similar to our
lowest Born approximation, there seem to be some
algebraic errors in his work which make a detailed
comparison difficult. The recent calculation of
Cottam and Stinchcombe!® predicts a decay rate
proportional to 7% at low temperatures, which does
not agree with the results in any of our regimes.
Since the coefficient is not evaluated by these au-
thors, it is difficult to pinpoint the source of the
discrepancy.

For the anisotropic model, there have been sev-
eral calculations of the damping of the uniform (¢=0)
mode. For instance, Urushadze®® found

TLEGK] .

(9.8)

whereas Genkin and Fain® obtain the result (using
our definition of wy)

Ty~ (w5/we)T, T>» Ty,

(9.9)

Both of these results are based on a Golden Rule
calculation of the scattering rate in a Boltzmann
equation, and hence these were exclusively on-
resonance calculations. Kashcheev®® was the first
to calculate the mass operator of a Green’s function,
thus retaining the possibility of discussing off-reso-
nance processes. However his result, which is
applicable to nonzero values of 2, has a very un-
physical behavior in the limit of small anisotropy:

(9.10)

By using an equation-of-motion method, Tani'’ has
been able to allow renormalized, but undamped,
propagation in intermediate states. By a similar
method, Kawasaki*® has essentially reproduced
Tani’s results, and has evaluated the numerical
constants, finding

Ty=(2722/2°8%) w,Te TAE!T, T<T,p (9.11a)
Ty = (272%/2%/21°8%) wor? | (9.11b)

To=32wiTw; e TAB/T TKT,, .

I~ Por€p(wp/wa)? .

Tp<T.

One of the present authors®’ previously investigated
the damping in the lowest Born approximation using
the Dyson-Maleev formalism, obtaining the results
Ty = (8wawy/1°S%wg) P eTas!T, T< T,z (9.12a)
Ty=[5w,6(3)/20%5%] 7, Tye<<T. (9.12b)

Finally, Solyom!® has also calculated the damping;
his result is unphysical, because the damping does
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not vanish for £=0 in the limit of vanishing anisot-

ropy:

Tp~ S27%1/2 (9.13)

where § is the double-ion anisotropy constant.

It is clear that the previous authors have not
treated the shape of the scattering surface correct-
ly, nor have they considered the self-consistency
problem adequately. In this connection we note that
while it is important to take account of the damping
of intermediate states, the (real) renormalization
of the magnon energies is rather unimportant at
low temperatures. The various calculations seem
to differ because of differences in the matrix ele-
ments (analogous to our M,,) which are used. This
comment does not appear to apply to Ref. 47, where
the result Eq. (9.12a) agrees with the present one,
apart from numerical factors. The other result,
Eq. (9.12b), is slightly different, the logarithmic
cutoff factors having been lost by an incorrect
treatment of the scattering surface. It is probable
that the incorrect results of other authors are
again due to an insufficiently delicate handling of
the cancellations involved in computing the matrix
elements. Since these cancellations are crucial
for obtaining physically correct results, we have
discussed them in great detail in the present paper.
As remarked above, it seems likely to us that a
different formalism could be found in which the
long-wavelength form of the magnon interaction can
be obtained in a simpler way, without the necessity
of these delicate cancellations.

C. Experimental Prospects

€;<< 7K1

Two of the present authors have discussed else-
where!® the prospects for observing the hydrody-
namic damping of spin waves experimentally, using
the technique of neutron scattering. Since this
damping is small at low temperatures, it is neces-
sary to perform the experiments near the Néel
point, where the present results do not apply. Sim-
ilarly, the damping in the nonhydrodynamic low-
temperature regimes is probably too small to be
observed by neutron scattering. One method which
seems more hopeful is the parallel-pumping tech-
nique, **°° for which the resolution is much greater.
A difficulty, however, is that this method is con-
fined to very long wavelengths, where microscopic
inhomogeneities, imperfections, and dipolar inter-
actions'”™ may play a large role. In any event, be-
fore detailed predictions can be made, the present
work must be extended to treat finite momentum and
anisotropy together, which is probably not difficult
in principle, using the methods employed here.

In addition, it might be necessary to use a more
realistic model including effects such as anisotropic
exchange, dipolar interactions, and higher-order

anisotropy terms.
For the uniform mode in the anisotropic model,
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the situation is more hopeful, because it is possible
that under the right conditions one might observe
the intrinsic width of the antiferromagnetic reso-
nance mode at the frequency wgy~ (2w, wz)/% In
fact, we can compare the order of magnitude of
our results with the experiments of Johnson and
Nethercot'® for MnF,, although there the anisotropy
is due mainly to dipole-dipole interactions, rather
than to a single-ion crystalline field.!?®*!** None-
theless, for the crude comparison between theory
and experiment which we make here, perhaps the
microscopic details of the anisotropy are not so
important, and we shall use our results in terms
of the observed anisotropy field. From the data

of Johnson and Nethercot'® we see that the line-
width does not vanish in the zero-temperature
limit. This behavior would imply that other mech-
hanisms, such as strains and impurities unfor-
tunately are dominant in the low-temperature re-
gime, where our theory might be expected to be the
most reliable. Consequently, the only reasonable
procedure is to compare our values of 2T, with

the experimental values of Av(T)~ Av(0) (note that
their Av is the full width at half-intensity), so that
we eliminate the breadth due to the zero-tempera-
ture mechanisms. It is clear that Av(T) - Av(0) is
too small to be defined precisely by the data.
Nevertheless, from Fig. 9 of Ref. 102 we estimate
that at T/Ty=0.5, (W/gug) [av(T) - av(0)] =200 G,
where g is the appropriate g value of Mn spins in
MnF,, and uy is the Bohr magneton. We use our
formula, Eq. (8.35), taking H,/gu; =8800G, 7
=2kyT/Hy=0.95, and €,~ (2H,/H;)'/2=0.17, which
then gives 2I';=180 G. The excellent agreement
with the experimental value is clearly fortuitous,
but it is gratifying that the orders of magnitude

are in agreement.

Recently, Seehra and Castner!® have studied the
antiferromagnetic resonance linewidth in copper
formate tetrahydrate. They find that the linewidth
varies as 733 in qualitative agreement with our
results [see Eq. (9.3)]. Since they attribute this
linewidth to a large Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interac-
tion, it is clear that again our model does not really
apply. As mentioned above, however, it is possible
that the decay rate depends only on the value of the
anisotropy field and not on the details of the under-
lying microscopic mechanism. To the extent that
such an argument is tenable, the experimental data

confirm our calculation.
Further experimental studies of linewidths either

via antiferromagnetic resonance (for anisotropic
systems), parallel pumping, or inelastic neutron
scattering would be desirable to check our calcula-
tions. Possibly, a fruitful line of investigation
would be to study two-dimensional systems,? where
the decay rates may be larger than those found for
three-dimensional systems.
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D. Conclusion

We shall conclude by restating the principal re-
sults of the present work:

(i) The decay rate of magnons in antiferromag-
nets has been calculated self-consistently at long
wavelengths and low temperatures for isotropic
systems in classical and quantum low -temperature
regimes. For the anisotropic model, the decay
rate was calculated quantum mechanically at 2=0.
In all cases, the decay rate is small in compari-
son to the spin-wave energy, so that spin waves are
appropriate elementary excitations.

(ii) In the isotropic model, the decay rate at
long wavelengths has the form predicted by hydro-
dynamics, namely, Tjo e. This result is valid
for ep<< (ks T/2J2S)° quantum mechanically, and
for €g«< 1 classically. For very small anisot-
ropy in the quantum low-temperature limit, a
similar result is found: I'yc €2,

(iii) The dynamic correlation functions for the
transverse components of the staggered and total
spin have been calculated at long wavelengths and
low frequencies in the isotropic model at low tem-
peratures. They are also found to have the form
predicted by hydrodynamics. A comparison of the
microscopic and macroscopic results yields ex-
pressions for the thermodynamic parameters and
transport coefficients at low temperatures in terms
of microscopic quantities in both the classical and
quantum regimes.

Within the approximation of low density of spin
deviations, i.e., for 7<<1 and (28)*«1, the (+-)
spin Green’s functions may be written in the usual
form for single-particle boson Green’s functions.
The mass operator 2}5 is different from the boson
mass operator Z, namely, 3°= =2 +G;'A. In higher
orders in (zS)™ this picture breaks down, and then
the transverse spin-correlation functions are ex-
pressed in terms of vertex functions at long wave-
lengths and low temperatures, in a way reminiscent
of the theory of Fermi liquids.%®

(iv) The magnons obtained in the Dyson-Maleev
formalism are found to interact weakly in the iso-
tropic system, both on and off the energy shell,
and hence the self-consistent inclusion of damping
in intermediate states leads only to perturbative
effects. The magnon interactions turn out to be
analogous to those present in a ferromagnet. In
particular, in the low-temperature limit the re-
normalized interactions are Hermitian on resonance
and on the energy shell, at least within low-order
perturbation theory. This property is shown to
hold to all orders in 1/S for the two-spin-wave ¢
matrix of the ferromagnet.

(v) Spin-wave damping and spin-correlation
functions have also been calculated using the Hol-
stein-Primakoff boson representation. As one
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might expect, the boson self-energies are not iden-
tical in the two formalisms. However, physically
meaningful results, in particular, the decay rate
on resonance and the spin-correlation functions,
agree in the two formalisms, when the corrections
due to the self-consistent inclusion of damping in
intermediate states are estimated to be small. At
the longest wavelengths, however, the Holstein-
Primakoff expressions are not self-consistent, and
the lowest Born approximation contains large cor-
rections, of relative order (kzT/2Jz5)%/S%;, quan-
tum mechanically and of order (T/7,)?/€; classi-
cally. When these quantities become large, the
Holstein-Primakoff bare spin excitations do not
provide a convenient basis for calculating the damp-
ing of the spin waves.

APPENDIX A: ASYMPTOTIC FORMS OF INTERACTION
COEFFICIENTS

In this Appendix we shall give the asymptotic
forms of the interaction coefficients in the limit
when one or more of the interacting spin waves
has very small momentum. These results will be
of use for both the classical and quantum-mechan-
ical calculations described in the main body of this
paper. Unless explicitly stated to the contrary,
our discussion will be confined to the isotropic mod-
el. In obtaining the results of this Appendix the
following relations are useful:

§=01-%)""2~3, E~0 (Ala)
%n=(1-e)/e~1-1e, k=0 (A1b)
q=[1-€)/1+e)]'?~1-¢, k-0 (Alc)
szi=1~<i, (A1d)
n/a=l+e, (Atle)
Vg™ Ye - 2Vi'Gve- 4, q—~0 (A1f)
Mg~ -2 (L) e (Alg)

where V; is defined as V= 2V;€;, so that vz—% as
k=0.

First we give asymptotic forms of the interaction
coefficients™ when a single incoming momentum
ka approaches zero. (We shall frequently denote
this asymptotic limit by the symbol &,,.) We find
for ‘I’ln'

(1)
13,3, 4= 1331 = € (vixers + vaxing — v30 — 7400)

|r—

+1vs €5V - Kylng + x3x)
+3rieby Kyt +x3%) (A2)
" _(®)
1,3, -3,1= P1331= €3 (vining + vaxani — vixg — vx1)
-1 - >
- 271 V1 * Kolxgng + x3)

- 3vi'evs - Ryl ay) (A3)
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(4> (2)
81,33, -3 = Pi331 = €3(vixgxz + ¥3 — vivg — Ys¥ixgxy)

— Lyileqvi - Rylxgns +x3)
- Iyilesvs - Kol + wymsn) , (A4)
8) ()
37,3, .3,1= Pizza=e3(vi + vaxing — Vawg — Vixixzxa)
S
+371 €1Vi * Kg(1 + %7 3%3)
1= o
+375 €393 * Kylwing +x3) (A5)
(8)
¥1,3,3, -3 = Pi33 = €3(vixgxe + vaxang — vins — ¥3x7)
+371 €5vi " Kylog + x1x1)

+375 €5v3 " Ko(vg +x303) , (A6)

~Loi'eqvy - ks(xz+xm) . (A7)

Similarly, we find for &,,;, the asymptotic form
when an outgoing momentum k1 -0,

Pitsi=- @é%z —(G-G-)1-xxm),  (AB)
5= - <I>153; (5 +€5+€3) (w3~ x3x3) (A9)

= - <I>5iaz= (+e—eg)(prg-xg),  (A10)
‘I’;::)sr - <I>1234 = (5 + €3 - €3) (v3— w303) (A11)
Q;;;r - ‘1’2134— (€3 + €3+ €3) (w3xg — x3) (A12)
Fipn= - dig= (Grag-) 1-man) . (AL3)

We shall also have occasion to use formulas
when two momenta are small. In particular, we
shall need these results for the treatment of the
classical regime. We quote only those results
(correct to linear order in the small momenta)
which are actually needed for our calculations:

ki, ky=0  (A14)
kg, kg~ 0 (Al5a)
kg, kg~ 0 (A15D)
Ry ky~0 (Al62)

@;55; 2€3€3(1 + €3)™ (k3 -1),
(2)

Bid~ 265651+ ) (1= hy- 7) ,
ié:'zi 0,

(3)
o153~ 0,
3)

P13~ — 2€3€5(1+ €)™ (L+ Ry V3), Ky, k=0
(A18Db)
@éé%r 0, kyky=~0 (A17a)
55,; 2es€5(1+€3) (L+hy+ V3), Ry ks—0 (A17h)
<I>1§§z 0, kg kgm0 (a17c)
<I>15§;~ —2€i5(1+€)) T (L + - V1), ko k3= 0  (A18)
Big~ 265631+ ) (L =k, ¥5),  ky ka=0. (A19)

In the quantum-mechanical regimes we are pri-
marily interested in the case when all the momenta
are small. Then we may use the following results
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from Ref. 62, which include the effects of anisot-
ropy (g, =2DS/Hy):

a4~ dg, + 6K, -k, - 2€3€7) (A20a)
B2~ —4q, - GK Ky~ 2€5¢9) (A20D)
ok~ -4, - GK -K,- 25€9) , (A20c)
P43k~ 4q, + GR Ryt 2€3€7) (A20d)

m.~4qA_ (zk K, +2€3¢€3) , (A20e)
¢i§§Z~_4qA _(§E3.E4—2€§€;) . (A20f)

In the isotropic case these relations, together with
the condition k, +k, =K, +k, imply that

3€5 (kg By=1)

= hoo b —1) 4L
=665 (kb ky 1)+2A€i§(€i+€§+€§+€1)’

L w o (A21a)
2 Bz~ € (Ra Ryt 1)
= 5355(’31 . /%2 +1)+% AE«Aiﬁ s (A21b)
1 2(3) _ %
-3 q): b 3° €§€§(1 k3 ka)
=€65(1 — oy - ky) + 3 A€A65; (A21c)
(3 ~
q>-1 3,31 % (1- k4 ks)
=€;€65(1 Ry * kg) +hAgAe (A214)
where we use the notation
A€ §=€i+€~é—€§—€-‘i (Azza)
(A22b)

A€i§=€~i+€§—'€§—€z’

and so forth. More generally, in both isotropic
and anisotropic systems at long wavelengths we have
the relations

Bisn= B + Acpp(€grez v ey rey), (A23a)
(3) _ x(2) _ o € — € — € Y € — € — €
SO GGG 9G4 -9),
(A23b)
(4) _ x(4)
sk = D5ty + A30%; - (a23c)
(8 _ x(5)
TR PRSI R RUUCE LR R
(A23d)

APPENDIX B: EVALUATION OF X ;;a(f(, w)

Here we outline the evaluation of the off-diagonal
elements of the mass operator 3/,(k, w). The di-
agrams which contribute to =7, (k, w) in the lowest
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Born approximation are the same as those of Figs.
1 and 2, except that the outgoing a magnon is now
replaced by an incoming B magnon. Accordingly,
the interaction coefficients associated with the out-
going vertex in the matrix elements M,, and M,
used in Sec. IV must be modified in order to evalu-

ate =, (k, w). For instance, in My(K, p, p-q,k+q)

one should made the replacements'"’
(K, p, p~-q K+~ 2®(H, &k, p-q k+q),
(Bla)
3P (k -k-4,p-4 ~P)
~89(k, -K-q, b-q -p), (Blb)
&M (k, §-p, k+q, -p)~ (K, §-b, k+3, -p),

(Blc)
and in My (K, p, -4, kK+q) the replacements

3Ok B, p-3 k+3)~ (% B, -3 k+d),
(B1d)
P (-% k+q, b, a-0)~&*®(k+q, -k, b, 4-D),
(Ble)
(-F, -3 § -k~
~3(p-3, -k p, -k-q). (B1)

Referring to Appendix A for the asymptotic forms
of the interaction coefficients for small 2, we see
that the coefficients for Z;, differ from those for
Zqa by a factor —1. In fact, this result is an ex-
plicit example of

Bout (K, Ky, Ky, K= - 80,0 (K, Ky, Ky, Ky) (B2)

in the sense of Eq. (G23). Consequently, we have
i (&, w)=-24,(k, w)

= -3 Hg(2m) 38?1, 5€;(1+3p) . (B3)

Moreover, using the general symmetry relations,
we have that

20K, 0)= - Zgy (K, - w)
= -3 H(2m) 8521, (1 -3p) . (B4)

The results for the classical case follow from
Egs. (B2) and (6.19):

Bt (K, w)==E"130, (K, w)

=~ (4/3m) wg (T/Tof &€ (19, +3700) . (B5)

Use of the general symmetry relations then leads to

Brol (K, w) == (K, -w)

== (4/31m) wg (T/Ty)? G€; Gy - 3Myp0) . (BG)

APPENDIX C: EVALUATION OF THE VERTEX
FUNCTION A, (k,z)

In this Appendix we shall describe the diagram-
matic calculation of the vertex function A, (K, z)
required for the evaluation of the spin-correlation
functions in Sec. VII. The diagrammatic series for
A, K, z) is most conveniently represented as that
for the self-energy Z),“,(E, 2) except that one ex-
ternal vertex is replaced by a suitably constructed
external potential V,,. Thus we shall be able to
use the standard rules for the diagrammatic calcula-
tion of (K, z) in the presence of a fictitious inter-
action.

1. Diagrammatic Series for A, v(f(. z)

For convenience, let us first construct A,,m(i'(, 2),
or equivalently, the function &F,,,,,(E, z), which is de-
fined as®®

gmn(Es 2,')= gmn(-ﬁ’ z) - G,,,,,(E, 2.') ’ (Cl)

where G and G are the spin and boson Green’s func-
tions defined in Egs. (2.30) and (2. 20). Explicitly,
Eq. (C1) is

Fon(K, 2) = (((29)1/252(K) = a3 ; (25)1/25;(K)))
(C2a)
= 4;,(29)725,(k))) (C2b)

Fpn(k, 2)=(((28)V2(k) -b";; (25)Y25;(k))) (C3a)

={ B'g;(29)V25®))) , (C3b)

where { A; B)) is the Fourier transform, as in Eq.
(2.21), of the imaginary time Green’s function
-i(TA()B(0)). (Recall our convention with re-
gard to Latin and Greek subscripts, Ref. 68.) It
is clear that &,,(k, z) is a Green’s function whose
diagrams have the structure shown in Fig. 8. The
three external lines on the left-hand side of the up-
per diagram of Fig. 8 carry total momentum k and
energy z as indicated by the fact that they end at a
single vertex. For comparison, we also show in
Fig. 8 a typical diagram for (G’Z°*G),,, where we
use matrix notation

@2 G),=Z Cho(k, 2)Z51(K, 2) G, (K, 2) .

(ce)
Note that we “read” diagrams from right to left,
ie., G (t, t;T', ') is conventionally represented
by a line from (¥', ') to (T, t). It is clear from
Fig. 8, that if we construct V,,, correctly, and use
it only at the outgoing vertex, we may write

F,.(K 2)=2,2% (k, 2)G,,(k 2) . (c5)

Consider the choice
Vore =25 (g 0~ mg Bp) Ay +2 3 (5B 5 - g o) By
(ce)
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where we require the external lines to be contracted

only with the o% or B3 operators. We assert that
this choice for V.4, satisfies Eq. (C5). To see this
consider (£ G),,. From Fig. 8, and using the
above expression for V,,, we see that

(" G)ap=( Ay - my B' ;5 (29)1 /25K )  (C7a)
=F,,(K, 2). (C'o)

To obtain this equation we note that the external «

line contracts only with the aE operators of Eq. (C6).

Similarly, we find

(G, =( I BY; — my A5 (29)1 25D (Cga)
=F5,(K, 2), (C8b)
so that indeed
E*G)uy=8uy= Guv > (C92)
(z*"G),,=(AG),, , (C9b)
which implies that
Ak, 2)=22(K, 2) . (c10)

It is apparent that we shall need Vg, in terms of
the o’s and f’'s. We write®
&Y} T

~25 V=Nt Z LI L1 (8 of of og 0

2L, of - &2 s Qs
<I>~»- o B 0504 & B; oz ag oy

k234 2k34
K t $(5)
#2383 of of a5 B+ 29{3;8 8 033

ges eff ¢

FIG. 8. Equivalence of the vertex function A to an
effective self-energy. The upper diagram shows the
structure of F, that part of the spin Green’s function
arising out of the cubic terms in the Dyson-Maleev repre-
sentation of the spin operators. The lower diagram shows
the structure of g"ze“g for a boson system with the usual
quartic interactions at the internal vertices, and with an
effective interaction on the left external vertex. Here
double lines represent true boson propagators and single
lines the unperturbed propagators.
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(4t T = (4) T t
+ 2853, 0; B 5 By - 2855 B of 05 B4
( u ( t
Sigh o 836535 - égsl: PR
=(7)
+ &l ol ol BB + 8RB By
+ 3B B3R A (c11)

where the coefficients are determined from the def-
inition, Eq. (C6), as

201 _ 2(9

iih= BiPa=1 - Xy Nz x5 %5, (C12a)
2(2) _2Q) _2G) __ 28 _

25 = Pashe = P = = Kot K X X

bisai- P Pisd ssis % T4 %%, (C12b)
204 _ AN _ 28 _ e

e = O™ Tei = M T % (C12c)

To summarize: A, (K, z)is calculated according
to the usual rules for a self-energy diagram, ex-
cept that the potential at the outgoing vertex is taken
to be that of Eq. (C11) with the proviso that the ex-
ternal line contracts only with the a;‘; or B3 opera-
tors.

2. Calculation of A ;L'V(i, w) in Lowest Born

Approximation

We shall now evaluate A[,(K, w) in the lowest Born
approximation. We shall initially consider the
quantum low-temperature limit, regime A, € << 7.
From our previous discussion, we see that the cal-
culation of AZ,(k, z), for instance, is similar to
that of =7, (k, z), except that the coefficients &¥
are replaced by &'? at the outgoing vertex. Denot-
ing the corresponding matrix elements!% as M,
and My, we have, for k/p<<1 and q/p<<1,

My, (i, B K43, B - 0) = (4/€0) (1 -1)
My, B K+, B~ 3) = (4/€5) (- 1 =1).
Thus we find the analog of Eq. (4. 8):
ALk, w)=252(2m)° pgR ez, p) |
K(ez, 0) = (2m)" 2 f dpfdsnb(l +13)s
X[(u=1)5(2€zp +24)

(C13a)
(C13b)

—(u+1)6(-2€gp +2A)] . (C14)

This integral can be done in exactly the manner of
Appendix D, and so we quote only the result'?":

R(eg, p)=~31, (C15)
where I, is again given by Eq. (3.27). Thus
At,xloz (E; Q)) == %S-Z(ZW)-slAC:) . (Clﬁ)

To obtain Agé(ﬁ, w), we use the symmetry relation
1, )= - AL &, - w), (c17)
so that from our above result for AL/, (k, w) we have

2k, w)= ALK, o) . (C18)
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Next we evaluate ’;(E w) Here the calculation
is analogous to that for Zg; (k w) given in Appendix
B, exceptforthe replacementof 3D py &1 at the
outgoing vertex. Denoting the corresponding ma-
trix elements by Nj, and Nj,, we have for 2/p <1
and ¢/p <1,

Nio(k, B3 K+, 5 - @) =Mk, 5; K+, 5 -3 , (C192)
Ny, 538+, 5 - @) =My, B; K+3, 5 - ), (C19D)
where we have used!?®
Bour = By for k-0, (C20)
i.e.,
3, p;E+4,p-2)=- 3?0, EK+3,p-)
for k-0, (C21)

and so forth. Equations (C19a) and (C19b) imply

that
AL, )= AL, (&, w) . (C22)

Furthermore, use of the general symmetry rela-
tions given in Eq. (2.24) yields

AL, @)= = Mg G, — w)= AL, (&, w) - (C23)
We may summarize our results as
ALK, )= - 352(21) 6 (C24)

3. Classical Regime

Again the calculations for Aj, are quite similar
to those for Z”(k z) presented in Sec. VI. In par-
ticular, A"(k w) is given by the analog of Eq. (C14),
except that we must use the classical analogs of the
matrix elements M, Ms,, Nj,, and Ng, introduced
in Appendix C2. As discussed in Sec. VI, we may
assume k/p <1 and g/p <1, but p ranges over the
entire zone. The expansions for & are very
simple, e.g.,

D, ;K +q, p-q)~1 -xE=2¢ /(1+¢€;), (C25)

and so forth. As a result, we find in the regime
described
M, 5; % +Q, - Q)= (4/€5.9) (k- 73— 1), (C262)
(@/€z.9) (=~ ¥5-1) .
(C26b)
To evaluate A,’,'a(ﬁ, w) we insert these matrix ele-
ments into Eq. (6.18). Then we obtain the result

AL (K, w)==(ny/m)(T/To)2® (c27)

To calculate (12 ) we proceed as in Appendix
C2. Replacing d>( &, p;k+q,p-q) by
3@(p, k; K+d, p-q) and so forth, as is required
for the matrix elements N 5, and N , for AjL(K, w),
we find

NZZ MZZ ’

@)
My (, D3+, D -Q) =

(C28a)

1001
Nj =My, (C28b)
so that again all the A"(k w) are the same. Thus

in the low-temperature classical regime we have
A, )= = (1y/m) (T/ T & (C29)
4. Self-Consistency

We now consider the effect of requiring self-
consistency in the preceding calculations. The
discussion can be based on Eq. (D15). The present
calculations differ from those of Appendix D only
in the form for F(y, u). In the present calculation
we have

F(y, w)ecl—p (C30)

For this form of F(y, 1), the discussion in Appen-
dix D3 shows that the result for Al(k, ) is stable
when damping of intermediate states is taken into
account. These arguments apply equally well to
the low-temperature quantum and classical
regimes.

APPENDIX D: EVALUATION OF INTEGRALS IN SEC. IV
1. Evaluation of Eq. (4.9)

We wish to evaluate the integral in Eq. (4.9),

which we write as
K=K,+K_, (D1)
where
= @n)? [ dp | dSnz(1+nz)s™26(2€zp+24)
-1-p)-p)],

X[l-—u (D2a)

=@m)? [ db [ dSnz(1+ngz)s™26(- 2€zp+24)
X[+ pP-0=-p)+p)]. (D2b)

Proceeding as in Sec. IIIB, we may use the 6 func-
tion to do the v integral which yields limits on s
given by

_(p- Us#)k<s<(P vz )k o5

+= (D3a)
1+v; 1-v;

s c(=p- v'“)k<s< (= p-vs1)k =s!, (D3b)

- 1+U~ 1- Vg

for K, and K_, respectively. Since we must have
s 20, the p integral is limited by the conditions

(D4a)
(D4b)

-1<usy* for K, ,
—-1<pus—-p'for K_ ,
with p*=min{l, p/v,}. Equations (D2) then become

© u"‘
K‘=f dpp2(1+n,,)n,v;1f dp
0 1

><[ d;[(l—u)z—u p)(l-pw], (D5a)

+
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© o, e do the s integrals, at which point % drops out com-
K. = f app*(1+n,Jnpv; [ dp pletely, so that the limit &0 is trivial. Carrying
0 - out the remaining integrals, we find

X/—df[(H pE-@-p)1+u)],  (D5b) K=K,+K_=+1+3p), , (D6)

S.

where v,=1-3g,, p? [see Eq. (3.29)]. We may now where I, is given by Eq. (3.27).
|

2. Evaluation of Eq. (4.21) for (e; /7)< 1

Let us first evaluate Eq. (4.21),
K(ez,p)= @n)2 [ db [ dSnz(1+mg)s™ [““da(1- p)a%(2a° - @)

X {eil@(a- 2650+ 2ez1) - @(a+2€;p - 263u)]}, 4.21)

in the limit € /¥ <1, where the curly bracket in Eq. (4.21) may be expanded in powers of €;. Let us set

ela)=yflaly), (D7)

where 7 is the thermal width defined by Eq. (4.17), and f is a numerical function of order unity. We then
have

i [o(a- 2p€z+2€31) ~ p(a+ 2pe; — 2€; )]~ 4y [(u - p)f’(f) + g(“ - p)"f"'-sx%i)z), .. ] , (D8)

so that the expansion is indeed in the small parameter (€ /7)?, and the series may be terminated [note that
the derivatives f'(a/v), f"'(a/v), etc., are of order unity]. Equation (4.21) then has the form

K(eg, p)= @n)? [ dp [ dSn,(1+n,)s /. : dxA%(1 - u)6(2A° - yx)ay-1f'(x) , (D9)

where 24°= —s +v;sv. Since K is independent of K, the limit €z~ 0 is trivial. Proceeding as in Sec. III, we
use the b function to do the v integral, which yields the limits

yx(1+ v‘-,)'1 SsSyx(l-op)t, (D10a)
x>0 . (D10b)

Performing the s and u integrals we find

K@O,p)=-%Q1+ 3p)f dpn,(1+n,)p? ln(»i * v,,)
() ~Up

fwxf'(x)dx . (D11)

0
Using Eq. (4.18) and the fact that ¢ is an even function we have
Jy of'e)dx== | "pla)da=- 1, (D12)

which yields Eq. (4.21).
3. Evaluation of Eq. (4.21) to All Orders in €z /vy

Let us break up Eq. (4.21) into two parts as in Eq. (4.9):

K,=@n)y? [ dp [ dSnz(L+nz)s™ LT pla)das@ezp+ 28, - a)l (1= pf -1~ p)1-p+a/260)] , (D132)

K_=@n)? [d5 [ dSng(1+ng)s j_:"qo(a)da 6(—2€zp+2a, - a1+ uf~-(1+p)l-p~a/2¢)] , (D13b)

with 24, = -s +vgsvxvzkp. I u is replaced by —p in K, then these integrals are of the form

K,=(2m)? J db [ dSnz(1+nz)s? f_'mcp(a)daﬁ(i 2€;p+ 24, - Q)F(xy, 1), (D14)
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where we have set a=2€;y and

F(y, u)=p2=(A+p=y)u+p-y. (D15)

We shall carry out the calculation in such a way that

results for different functions F which occur in the

calculation of T or of A can be inferred immediately.

As before we use the 6 function to do the v inte-
gral, obtaining the limits

_(p- y-van)k < p=y=-vzu)k

P
T+5; 1= =s], (D16a)

_(=p- Yroghlk o oo (=p-yrvgle o
T+v; 1-v; - (D16b)

for K, and K_, respectively. The condition s >0
sets the limits on the p integral

—1<u<p*ly) for K,, (D17a)

pr(-y)<pcl for K_, (D17b)
where

w@)==-1, y2p+v, (D18a)

@)= p=9), p+v,2y2p=7, (D18b)

pr@)=1, p-v,2y. (D18c)

Performing the s integrals, we obtain

K=K, +K = f dpn,(1+n,)p? m(%%)

x f ** da¢(a)G(a, p), (D19)
with
G(zeky’p) L F(’Y, u)d“+~£l,1*(-y)F(‘y’ l“‘)d“‘.
(D20)

Since ¢(a) is assumed to be an even function, we
need keep only the even part of G(a), which we
denote by G,(a@). From Eq. (D20), we find

G,(2¢€1v, p) =[G (2€zy, p)+ G(~2€3y, p)] (D21a)
=1 [1aulF, w)+ F(-y, w). (D21b)

In the present case, this result yields

G.(a,p)=%+2p, (D22)
and thus we find, using Eq. (4.18),
Ky, p)=50+3p),, (D23)

so that K is stable with respect to the inclusion of
damping in the intermediate states.

More generally, we can say that an integral of
the type given in Eq. (D19) is self-consistent if
G,(a, p) is independent of @. From Eq. (D21b) it
is clear that this condition will be fulfilled if all
terms in F(y, ) which are even in both u and

are independent of y, as is true, for instance, when
F is given by Eq. (D15). In addition Eq. (D21b)
justifies averaging F(y, u) over u and keeping only
the part even in y.

APPENDIX E: STABILITY OF MAGNONS AGAINST
SPONTANEOUS DECAY

In this Appendix we shall prove that the require-
ments of conservation of energy and momentum for-
bid the spontaneous decay of one magnon into two
or more magnons, for a spin system where the only
interactions are antiferromagnetic couplings be-
tween spins on opposite sublattices. The unper-
turbed spin-wave spectrum for this system is

Ef =J%, (0) -JZ (&), (E1)
where
T 4s(®) =2 I@) 7 (E2)

where the sum is over T in the sublattice including
1 1 1

1,%,%), and J(T) is the magnitude of the antiferro-
magnetic interaction between the spin at the origin
and the one at r. We write

2= § J(F)IE) (1 - 't FD) (E3a)
¥,

=1 2 JE) J(8)(2 e +s>_e-¢2-(i+s)) (E3Db)
£,8
=2 2 J(F)J(S) sin? [k - (F+8)] , (E3c)
7,8
which shows that E? is of the form

EE =79 sin?Gk- D) , (E4)

where the coefficients $(I) are non-negative, be-
cause

@) =22;: J(r)J(d-1)20. (E5)

Accordingly, we may write
(Eg+E3)*=Ef +E: + 2E; Ey (E6a)

(E2+Ei)z=zI: o) [sin®G k 1)+Sln2(%§-i)]

+z<Z WD st GR- DT I sin'(5 '))1/2.

(E6b)
But by the Cauchy-Schwartz inequality,
(Z (1) sin®3k - T) (') sin®G3 - T))”a
229D sinGk- 1) sinp- D , (E7)

so that

(Be+Eg)?> 21 9(D) [| sinGE- D) +| sinGp- |2 .
(E8)
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But

| sin(3k - T')| +|sin(¢p - 1)| > | sinGk- 1) coslp - 1)

1)
E-T) =] sin(®+p)- )|, (E9)

+sin(Gp * 1) cos(3k

so that

(Bz+E5)*> Z (1) sin?(3(k+$)- 1), (E10)
and thus

E;+E;>FEgz;z, (E11)

where the equality is only realized if either % or »

vanishes. As a corollary to this, we see that for
any n
Egl +E52+ P Eg" >Ei1+§2+. veoy (E12)

except for the case where all k’s but one are zero.
It follows that one magnon cannot decay into two or
more magnons, simultaneously conserving energy
and momentum.

A second corollary of Eq. (E11) is that if » is
sufficiently small, and |K+p| is not close to zero,
then the condition

E:+Eg33=E¢+Eg (E13)

can only be satisfied if either % or p are close to
zero. This theorem thus shows that there exists
a regime in which the scattering surface defined
in Sec. III A consists of disjoint pieces. The same
conclusion also holds by continuity for # or p=0
for sufficiently small anisotropy.

Although the relations (E12) and (E13) were de-
rived using the unrenormalized magnon energies, we
expect these relations to hold also for the renor-
malized energies at low temperatures, at least for
(28)1«<1, since one finds RellTll /E; <1,

APPENDIX F: CALCULATIONS USING HOLSTEIN-
PRIMAKOFF FORMALISM

1. Formalism

In this Appendix we shall perform the calcula-
tion of Secs. III, IV, VI, and VII using the Hol-
stein-Primakoff Hamiltonian? obtained from Eq.
(2.1) via the transformation!®

$i=S-ajay, (F1a)
51= (28121 - 1)/, (F1b)
5i=6D'= 28) 2 a}(1 - ;)2 (Fic)
Si=~S+blb,, (F1d)
;= (2S) /%p](1 - g,)' 2, (Fle)
85= ()= @81 /2(1 - g,) /%b,, (F1f)
where
fi=(28)'ala,, (F2a)
;= (28)"v]0; . (F2b)

KUMAR, HALPERIN, AND HOHENBERG 3

Treating f; and g; as small parameters, we may
expand the radicals appearing in the Hamiltonian
obtained by inserting Eq. (F1) into Eq. (2.1).
Performing the transformation to normal modes,
Eq. (2.13), we then find

7 ? 7 !
Hgp =Eg+3Co+ Vyp

where E{is a constant,>* JCg is again given by Eq.
(2.17a), and

(F3)

Vo= V&4 VA 4 (Fa)
where V%) is proportional to S, Here
1({02’)— Z[VDM+(VDM)] (F'5)

Thus the term V,%) is identical in form to the term
Vou of Eq. (2. 16) with the potential coefficients
& ) replaced by functions ¢ ’, given by

= (1) = (9) 145 (1) (1)
Srasr = Srzsr= 3 (Pi3ar + P3ins) (F6a)
@) _26) _z(s) _F6) _ 1(pE) (3)
Sragr = Pgars= P =Paiyp= 2 (@55 + Pis), (F6D)
L. - L(@4l L 4L
123 = 2 2 1231 | 3412 ), (Féc)
a) @), - L),
1238 q>12§4 BERARET: ! 3412 ). (F6d)

2. Calculation of Eu',;(i,w) in Born Approximation in
Quantum Low-Temperature Regime

At low temperatures, we shall keep only the low-
est-order term in Eq. (F4), since the other terms
contain higher powers of 1/S and 1/z. The matrix
elements which enter the Born-approximation cal-
culation of =7/, (K, w) will have the same form as in
Egs. (2.39) and (4.4) with ‘? replaced by ‘. At
long wavelengths, we thus obtain the matrix ele-
ments

M22=§[€i€§(%1‘ ];z —1)+€§€;(%3 * %4—1)]2
+é[€i€§(l%1 < By —1)+eéez(l7cz- Ey-1)J?

vilegeg oy by-1) 4 e5e5(ky Ry -1

(F7a)
My =gle; €5y Rov 1) +€5 €5y - by — 1)
%[e €- (k1 k3+1)+e €. (k2 -1
+3e;€; (kl k4+1)+€ €, (kz ky-1)%.

(F7b)

Note that in contrast to the Dyson-Maleev case,
both M, and Mg are positive. This is a conse-
quence of the Hermitian nature of the Holstein-
Primakoff Hamiltonian. We may anticipate that the
cancellation which was necessary for self-consis-
tency in Sec. IV will not occur in this case. On
shell, i.e., for A€;,=0, the term M3 does not con-
tribute, and M,, agrees with the Dyson-Maleev ex-
pression, Eq. (3.18), as can be seen from Eq.
(A21). It follows that whenever all four magnons
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are confined to the energy shell, the Born-approx-
imation results will be identical in the two formal-
isms. Thiswillbe the case in regimes B-D of

Sec. III for an incoming magnon which is on-res-
onance. Moreover, as was remarked in Sec. IV,
the lowest Born approximation is self -consistent
in these regimes. In regime A, the two formal-
isms will be identical for magnons on the energy
shell, and on resonance (p=1)." For arbitrary
values of p, however, and taking into account the
possibility of intermediate-state widths, we have in
regime A, instead of Eq. (4.6),

Mgy =(ei/€s) G - — A/2€7)?,

Mg = (ep/€s) G+ u+A/2€)°
and, in place of Eq. (4.20),
Rez,p)=(2m2 [ dp [ dSns(1+ng)s-2 J;:ow(a)da

(F8a)
(F8b)

X [6(2¢g p+24 — @) G - p-a/2¢)?

+6(—2€§p+2A—a)(%+u +A/2€2)%] . (F9)

It is already clear from Eq. (F9), that for p=0,

for instance, we have a term proportional to €3
X['7 ofp(a)da=(v/;)?, whichdivergesas €z~ 0.
Thus the result of Eq. (F9) is not self-consistent for
p=0. We may evaluate Eq. (F9) for arbitrary values
of p by the method of Appendix D. We again find an
expression of the form of Eq. (D14), with F now
given by

F(y,w)=[p-30-y+p)?. (F10)
Using Eqgs. (D19) and (D20) we find the result
Rz, p)=1 4[5+ 51 +p)%+ & (v/€)?] , (F11)

where 7 is defined in Eq. (4.17). This result im-
plies that when v/e; <1:

7tsl (&, w) = Lwgeip(2m)?S21,(7+6p+3p%) .
(F12)

Thus the Holstein-Primakoff expression for the
decay rate in first Born approximation is not self-
consistent in all of regime A, since there is a term
in Eq. (F11) which diverges when €; <7, i.e.,
when E; <7T,. According to our evaluation, how-
ever, as long as €;>y, the Holstein-Primakoff
answer should be correct, since then the correc-
tions due to self-consistency are small. We note
first that for p=1, i.e., on-resonance, Eq. (F12)
agrees with the Dyson-Maleev result, Eq. (4.24).
Thus the decay rates are the same. On the other
hand, we have asserted that the values of =, (k, w)
are also physically significant for p# 1, since they
enter the correlation functions. We must therefore
check that in the case €;> ¥, the two formalisms
predict the same spin-correlation functions. We
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shall study this question in part 6 of this Appendix.
In order to evaluate the correlation function, it
will be necessary to compute T4/ (k, w). We shall
only consider the regime €;>> 7. As indicated in
Appendix B, in order to calculate =;, (k, w) we
proceed as for =2, (K, w), except that in the matrix
elements we make the replacements given in Eq.
(B1). We find that instead of Eq. (F8) we have

(F13a)
(F13b)

M= (€5/€9)3 — p+3p)G +1u —3p)
Mgy =(eg/€)G+u+3p)G -1 —3p) ,

so that now we evaluate Eq. (D14) with F(y, u)~%
—(u -3p)®. Then use of Eqs. (D19) and (D20) leads
to the result

i i (K, w) = - fwg 2 p(2m)3S=2 ,(1 + 3p?) .
(F14)

The other elements of the self-energy matrix can
be determined using the general symmetry rela-
tions given in Eq. (2. 24):

SUE, w)==DiLEK, - w)=Di(EK, 0), (F152)
Sa(K, 0)==ZL (K, - w). (F15b)

3. Calculation of E‘w (f( ,w) in Born Approximation in
Classical Low-Temperature Regime

The results in the classical regime can be in-
ferred immediately from the above calculations,
by replacing u by vzu [e.g., compare Eqgs. (4.6a)
and (6.9)]. Thus, for instance, in the classical
regime and when €3>y (so that y can be neglect-
ed), we have instead of Eq. (F10)

Fly, p)=lvzu-31+p)]%,

which leads to the result

ﬁ'IE;;(E,w)= ”'I(T/To)zwgeép[%ng‘* i+ P)z 7]0] ,

(F16)

(F17)

which again agrees with the Dyson-Maleev answer
given in Eq. (6.19) on resonance (p=1). For
Zao(k, w) we have (neglecting y, which is of order
v/€)

Fly, 1) =% - (zn —3p)? .
This form leads to

(F18)

- 2
7240 (K, w)=mHT/ToPwgerpl = 3Mp+ 5 (1 = p)mg) .

(F19)
Note that this result does #nof agree with the Dy-
son-Maleev result, Eq. (B5), even on resonance.
However, agreement between the two formalisms
is not required, since the off-diagonal elements
of Z,, represent higher-order corrections; the
dominant diagonal terms are the same in the two
formalisms, as we have already seen.
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4. General Form of Spin-Correlation Functions in
Holstein-Primakoff Formalism

In this section we investigate the general form
of the spin-correlation functions in the Holstein-
Primakoff formalism. In order to obtain the cor-
relation functions to the desired accuracy, we need
to evaluate Green’s functions of the type

Sua(K, 2) =({ag+ 1A al+ LAD)), etc. , (F20)

where A; is defined in Eq. (2.29). By diagrammatic
reasoning analogous to that of Appendix C we see
that we can write

G=@+3AM) G (L+3AM+3W

where A° (k, z) and A'* (K, z) are self-energy ma-
trices in which the outgoing and incoming vertices
are replaced by Vg, and V,},,, respectively. Also,
W is a self-energy in which both external vertices
are replaced by these effective interactions. Dia-
grammatically, this equation is shown in Fig. 9.
As we have seen above, the Holstein-Primakoff
and Dyson-Maleev results agree on resonance, be-
cause they give identical results for I, (k, ek)
which determines the resonant behavior of Sw(k w)
for w ®wg€g. On resonance, the other functions
are of higher order, i.e.,

mS,, (K, €2)/ImS,, (i, )~o(z)~kET

unless p=v=a. The fact that the two formalisms
give different results for =), (k €;) except when

(F21)

, (F22)

«Q
Il

FIG. 9. Expansion of the spin Green’s function in the
Holstein- Primakoff formalism. Here we show the dia-
grammatic representation of Eq. (F21), which takes ac-
count of terms up to third order in the Holstein-Primakoff
expansion of the spin operators in terms of boson opera-
tors. The double lines represent true boson propagators.
The vertex functions are assumed to be irreducible (i.e.,
they cannot be partitioned by cutting only a single line),
so that the reducible contribution to the spin Green’s
function in the next-to~lowest line must be given explicitly.
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L=v=a, is a higher-order effect about which our
calculation can say nothing, Hence in this discus-
sion we need only concern ourselves with the non-
resonant behavior of the correlation functions.
For this purpose, we shall discuss the properties
of A‘,’,‘{f(k z) and A'%(K, z). We wish to express
A'(K, z) in terms of A%(K, z), since the latter
quantity has been discussed at length in Appendix
C. First of all, it is clear from their diagrammatic
structure that

A“’,“of(k z)=AR (K, z) . (F23)

Second, we note that
(A (k,2) G (K, 2)] =((Az; b)) (F24)
(G (&, 2) A™ (&, 2)],, =((ag; B2)) (F25)

But using the symmetry in the Holstein- Primakoff
Hamiltonian between a3 and b, we have that

(ag; Be» =(bg A (F26)
so that
[G (k, 2) A™ (&, 2)]p = [0 (&, —2) G (&, ~2)],, . (F27)
Iﬁ a similar fashion, one can deduce that
(G (K, 2) A'™ (K, 2) ]op =[A°" (K, —2) G(K, =2) |55 .
Thus, finally, (F28)
1A (K, ) G (§, ) + G (K, ©) A'(E, ) ]4s
=1 1m [A% (K, 0) G (K, ©)
- A K- w)GE, - 0)]ag (F29)

Using these results and carrying out a calculation
analogous to that of Sec. VII, we find the correla-
tion functions off resonance to be given to lowest
order in 7 and (z9)-!

MG ., (K, @) =2 W2 (K, )+ Hz Zaa (K, 0 (@ - €

+H AL, (K, W) (@ -€ep)~t ,  (F30a)

Ims 5, (K, ) =3 ws', K, o)~ Hi® 5o (K, 0) (52 €2)!
+%H£1Aé; (E,w) (@-eg)?

—LH AN K, w) (@ reg)t . (F30b)

Here we used the notation A,, (k,z)=A%%" (k, 2).

Thus Au,,(k z) is calculated as in Appendlx C, ex-
cept that the matrix elements are constructed using
the interaction appropriate to the Holstein-Prima-
koff Hamiltonian, Eqs. (F8).

— —
5. Calculation of A}, (K ,w) and Wy, (k ,w)

We need to calculate the vertex function Aw(k z)
and the self-energy W, (k z). Let us first consider
Al (k,z). We may modify the calculation of Ap-
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FIG. 13. Anomalous contribution to the decay rate.
The singular behavior of this diagram is due to the par-
ticle-hole ladder discussed in the text [see Eq. (G27)].

(4. 20), one finds
K(e, p)~ [ @(@)de [ ¢(a’)da’ [ ¢(a')da”

X[ap Jao' [ap” [ ds(t/€3) (M /ez)
Xn3(1 +mz)nge (L+my Iz (1 +7500)

x6(24"-a’)s(2a" -a'"). (G27)
In writing this result we have used the fact that p,
p’, and p’’ are thermal momenta much larger than
s. Also, M denotes the matrix element for this
process which we estimate to be of order y/€3, and
the A’s in the energy 6 functions are given by an-
alogs of Eq. (4.22). From that equation we see that
the integration over the orientations of the momenta
leads to integrals over v, v’, and v'’, each of which
produce factors of 1/s, Thus the s integral in Eq.
(G27), denoted I,, is highly singular:

L= [ :z s%ds , (G28)

Compared to Eq. (D5a), we have a factor s, rather
than s~!, because there are three energy denomin-
ators in the particle-hole ladder instead of one as

in the first Born approximation, Clearly, with
more rungs in the ladder we could generate even
more singular factors. Since s, ~v, this integral
gives the anomalously large contribution

I ~y2~7-10) (G29)

As mentioned in Sec. V, to avoid this difficulty it
is clear that one must perform a resummation over
particle-hole ladders, replacing them by a finite
scattering amplitude. It is just such a sum over
particle-hole ladders which describes the longitu-
dinal susceptibilty, so it is not surprising that the
perturbation expansion of this four-point function
does not converge. Furthermore, from this ex-
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ample, we may conclude that for a complete analy-
sis it would be necessary to consider the possibility
of resonances in many-point functions. Clearly,
the analysis of such general collective excitations
is beyond the reach of our formalism.

3. Absence of Anomalous Temperature Renormalizations

Let us now accept the validity of the € expansion,
and write the decay rate in the form

Ik, w)= wgS2eig(p, ), <1, (G30)

The assumption of the validity of this result simpli-
fies the analysis in that now we can restrict our at-
tention to terms of lowest order in 7. Indeed,
terms of higher order in 7 are only dangerous if
they lead to a dependence on €; of lower order than
ei, but such a dependence has been excluded in
writing Eq. (G30). For the present discussion, we
shall assume that contributions to the decay rate
from interactions with collective modes, such as
second magnons, can be ignored. Mathematically,
this assumption means that perturbation theory gives
qualitatively correct results and that terms which
are of higher order in some expansion parameter
can be neglected.,

Taking this point of view, one is led to the conclu-
sion that the term of lowest order in the density (of
spin deviations) is found by considering the family
of diagrams with the minimum number of hole lines.
In other words, to lowest order in 7 we need con-
sider only those diagrams which involve no hole
lines other than those required for energy conserva-
tion. Furthermore, processes with more than one
energy-conserving 8 function involve exira thermal
magnons, and hence give contributions which are of
higher order in 7., In addition, it is clear that to
achieve the minimum number of hole lines, the en-
ergy-conserving 6 function should involve four par-
ticles in just the same way as the lowest Born ap-
proximation. Energy conservation for six particles,
for example, requires two extra independent mo-
menta to be thermal, so that effectively there are
two extra hole lines in this case. From these re-
marks we conclude that to lowest order in 7, only
diagrams similar to those in Fig. 4 contribute to the
decay rate, In other words, to lowest order in 7
we replace the vertices o'" by vertices R'Y which
are obtained by “dressing” the &' with subdia-
grams involving no extra hole lines, Note that all
energy denominators other than the 6 function “cut, ”
which we have explicitly represented in Fig. 4 by
adashedline, involve some nonthermal particle lines,
Since the momenta of these internal particle lines
range over the entire Brillouin zone, the inclusion
of damping for such intermediate states leads to
negligible corrections at low temperatures. In
short, we can evaluate the scattering amplitudes
or dressed vertices at zero temperature. As we
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shall see later in this Appendix, and also more
explicitly in Appendix H, these dressed vertices
are given as a series in the parameters z™* and
(29) .

As mentioned in Sec. VB, we shall assume that
these vertex functions satisfy “Hermiticity” rela-
tions like Eq. (5.10). These equalities are strongly
documented by evidence presented in Sec. V C and
Appendix H. Therefore, the estimates of Eq. (5.5)
and (5. 6) will still be valid for the renormalized
vertices. In particular, in Eq. (5.9) the matrix
elements I, and Nig; will be of the form

IM~ez'(Aeg+ B+ Ca). (G31)
In writing down this estimate we have dropped terms
of higher order in €3/€z or a/e;. Using this form
of matrix element, one can carry out the integrals
over the scattering surface in the manner of Appen-
dix D, and show that the term Cv’, involving the
damping of intermediate states does not contribute
to the result. In other words, the matrix elements
can be evaluated on shell, in which case we may
estimate them as follows: The dressed interaction
R,, must be linear in %2 and p, and hence is of the
form

w~A'+B'Wep , (G32a)

where p=%-p. On resonance (o= 1) we assume
that R,,; = R;,, so that in general we have
out [A +B lJ’+C (D 1)] kp’

which enables us to write

M, p,7,8)~(eg/ez)A" +B) A +v,+C'(p-1)].

(G32¢)

But this matrix element leads to exactly the same
temperature dependence, viz., =/, &, w)~ Flng
as was found in lowest Born approximation [see
Eq. (5.1)]. Thus we argue that higher-order
terms will only give rise to 1/z corrections to
f(p) in Eq. (5.1), and hence that the first Born
approximation is qualitatively correct.

In order to give this discussion in more detail, it
is necessary to clarify some points connected with
the enumeration of diagrams. For this purpose we
shall study the symmetry number,!!! g(D), of the
diagram D, The symmetry number is the number
of ways of relabeling the lines which leaves the dia-
gram topologically unchanged. In particular, con-
sider the diagrms for R shown in F1g 14. If we
denote by m, n the full dlagram for = '/, obtained
by using the diagram m for RV at the incoming
vertex, and »n for R at the outgoing vertex, then
we have

glm, 4)= 2g(m)g(4),

but for any other combinations of the diagrams of
Fig. 14,

(G32b)

m=1,3 (G33a)
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FIG. 14. Some dressed vertices for the self-energy.
Any self-energy diagram with a single 6-function cut,
such as that shown at the bottom, can be constructed from
dressed vertices. In the first five diagrams we show
dressed vertices involving four @ magnons. All lines
internal to the vertex are particle lines. Diagrams1, 3, and
4 are “symmetric” in the sense of Appendix G3, whereas
2 and 5 are “unsymmetric”.

(G33Db)

glm,n)=glm)gm) .

Thus we must separate the vertex functions into con-
tributions from diagrams which have two equivalent
external lines, which we shall call “symmetric, ”
and those from diagrams which do not have two
equivalent external lines, which we shall call “un-
symmetric, ” The symmetric and unsymmetric
parts of R‘" will be denoted S’ and U'Y, respec-
tively. 12 Taking account of the symmetry number,
we write the matrix elements in Eq. (5.9) as

ity (Ely 1-;2’ Es, E4)= 8l-21-l§l [ZRgl)fz(w)R§l2)5' (w)

- 58917 (@)St¥57 (@)+ RSz 5, 2(wRY 5, 3()

4
+RYs,1, 3R 7,5 (0)] (G34a)

and

oy (8, Kz, s, Ky) = BIRG151E [2REY 7 5(0)R{Y52(w)

- S§%15( w)S{Ys Z(w)+Ra,-3,- 1(@)RY1,3,.3()

+R¥?z, 1,3(@RY353(0)] . (G34b)

The frequency dependence of the dressed vertices
arises because the energy associated with the ex-
ternal line (always k,) is Zw.
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To illustrate the 1/z expansion for the renor-
malized vertices we have evaluated the dressed ver-
tices on shell to first order in 1/z, using diagrams
typified by those of Fig. 15. We have obtained the
following results:

St9r1=[1 - (22511 ]$ %57 (G352)
Us¥sz = (225)"94¥sz (G35b)
Ri¥s1=[1- 225181357 , (G35¢)
Dii=[1- @esyoi¥ss (G35d)
Uifsi = @22 s)"<1>*5’5 , (G35e)
R(;z) =1+ (ZzS)‘l]tP;z) i, (G35¢f)
Ri¥sz=[1+ (225) 1]@‘;2);;. (G35g)

Since these dressed vertices have the same long-
wavelength behavior as the bare vertices, Eqgs.
(G31)and (G32) are obviously satisfied, to this order
in 1/z,

4. Other Functions

A completely analogous discussion can be given
for the real part of the self-energy Eaa(k w). In-
stead of Eq. (G7) one finds

2halK, )= 125 [20.(D;K, w)+ L, (DK, w)] . (G36)

In this case, note that the detailed-balance factor
(1 - e™%)~KBw is missing. Also, one has an even
number of 0 functions, so that

AR, w)=A(=K, - w) . (G37)

The differences in signs between Eqs. (G7) and
(G13) on the one hand and (G36) and (G37) on the
other hand, compensate one another. Thus the pre-
vious discussion can be used to support the claim

FIG. 15. First-order dressed vertices for S’ [(a)
and (b)] and U'? [(c) and (d)] at zero temperature. All
lines internal to the vertex are particle lines. The rules for
evaluating the dressed vertices follow directly from those
for the self-energy.
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that the square bracket in Eq. (G36) is of order €3,

We may discuss the temperature dependence of
%! &, ») in close analogy with the discussion in
part 3 of this Appendix. Since we have established
that = ., (K, w)~€;z, it suffices to restrict our atten-
tion to contributions to Z ., (k, w) which are of low-
est order in 7. That is, we need consider only dia-
grams with no hole lines, and consequently no en-
ergy-conserving 0 functions. Thus, in the expres-
sion for =4, (K, w) similar to Eq. (G8), there does
not appear the factor A({k,}, {w;}, K, w). As a result,
it is clear that the external momentum and energy,
Kk and w, appear only in combinations of the form

(G38a)
(G38b)

W+ Wg€P+D ;W5

K+ Z/t ﬁi s
as can be seen from analysis of the expressions for
the other factors, P, L, N, &, etc., in Eq. (G8).
Note that there are no 8 functions to restrict the
summations, which therefore range over the entire
Brillouin zone. Accordingly, ®; and k, are of order
unity. As a result, we may write

Zaa(D;K, 0)=2 A0l , (G39)

nm
where the coefficients 4,,, are of order unity. Like-
wise, we may write

DaalDiK, )= AL W€} | (G39b)
nm

and the cancellation theorem ensuresthat Ay =— Aéo.
Thus we have established that

Ze o, w)=Twge(Cs+ Cyp) ,

in the zero-temperature long-wavelength limit,
where C; and C, are constants.

Up to now we have considered explicitly only
Zealk, 2). But it is easy to see that our arguments
go through unchanged for any of the components,
Zuv(k.; z).

We can carry out a similar type of analysis for
A(k, z), except that in this case the arguments
simplify, because there are no cancellations analo-
gous to those in E(IE w). As explamed in Appendix
C, we use the matrix element & at the outgoing
vertex, so that &,; is still of order unity, cf. Egs.
(G21) and (C12). Since there is no cancellation
here, one sees that €A and Z are of the same order:

AR, w)~o(1), (G41a)
A"k, w)~ez . (G41b)

We are now in a position to develop a formally
exact description of the self-energies and vertex
functions at long wavelengths and low temperatures,
without any restriction on the parameters z and S.
We write

(G40)
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&, w)=€tf 2 (p,T) , (G42a)

(E w)=€ghsy (p,T) (G42b)

&, w)=€xf (o, 7), (G42c)

A,w(k w)=hi) (p, 7, (G42d)

and we wish to determine the leading temperature
dependence of these functions. To do this we need
consider only diagrams with the minimum number
of hole lines. From the discussion following Eq.
(G32), it is clear that we may write

Ta K, w)= ﬁwEek(Clp+ C,0%) , (G43)

where C, and C, are parameters proportional to
78In7and independent of K and » which reduce to C?
and CJ in lowest order in 1/z and 1/S. Using the
general symmetry relations we also have that

(K, - w)= T wzed(Cp ~ Cyp?).

(G44)
From Appendix B, we see that in lowest Born ap-
proximation 2, (K, w)=- =, (&, w). Since this equal-
ity was a result of &,,,= - ®,, [see Eq. (B2) or
(G23)], it will be valid to arbitrary order in pertur-
bation theory. Hence we have

Zﬁl(lxa.;) w)= - hwEE?z(Cler Czpz) s
- 2
as (&, w)= = T wg€z(Cyp~ Cop?)

The analysis for A, is essentially the same, so we
quote only the results:

A&, w)= C®,

where C; is again a parameter proportional to 3 1In7T
and independent of k and w,

Next we consider the real parts of these functions,
From Eq. (G40), we have that

Toalk, w)=Twgez(Cy+ Cyp)
where C; and C; are constants independent of E, w,
and 7. Use of the general symmetry relations
yields,

e, 0)=Z L (K, - w)=Fwgex(Cy — Cyp) .
To determine Z 4 and Z;, we use the following dis-
persion relations:

Ze®, w)==2g

(G45a)
(G45b)

u=a,B, v=0a,p (G46)

(G47)
(G48)

§’<E,w>-_2_'<ﬁ’°°>=%[ PR W),
(G49)

But at 1ong wavelengths, we havel? E (E w)
= -2 (€, w), hence it follows from Eq (G49) that
uBa(k w)—-— ZeoolE, w). Thus we have

Beo &, w)= = Hwgez(Cy+ Cyp) ,
2o, w)= - Hwges(Cy = Cyp) .

the analysis is similar to that for ', ex-

(G50a)
(G50b)

For A,
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pect that one should write (for notation, see Appen-
dix C)

28G5 — 25G =~ N 125 (a} 2 azais;; b5)) , (G51a)
pr

258 — 25G 5= - 2N "1 2. (alaz) Gap
r

-N 1% (al 030305 05D con,s
(G51b)

where the subscript “con’” denotes contributions
from connected diagrams, In terms of the relative
sublattice magnetization o, let us write

gab(ﬁ, w)= OGab(E’ w)"’zm)‘am(ﬁ; (‘-’)Gmb(ﬁ, w) .
(G52)

From Eq. (G51), we see that the diagrams for
A, w) are connected. The analysis of these dia-
grams is then straightforward, and we find that

8+ AL,=00,,+Cq , (G53)

where §,, is the Kronecker § and o and C; are con-
stants, independent of K, v, and 7.

Thus we have achieved a complete parametriza-
tion of the dynamics in the long-wavelength limit at
low temperatures in terms of the parameters
Cy...,Cq and o:

Zaa(E; W= Z'O‘)= - Eﬂa(ﬁp (CRd io*)

= =T ok, ~ w+i0*)

= Zge(K, = w+90°)= Fwz€g(Cy + C,p)

+ilwe(Cp+ Go?) | (G54)
14+ A 4o &, w—i0*)=1+ Agy(K, - w+i0*)
=0+ Cy+iCy® (G55a)
Ay, 0 =i0%)=Ago(k, - w+i0%)
= Cg+iCs® (G55b)

To actually evaluate these parameters in terms of
the exchange constant J would involve summing an
infinite series in the parameters 1/z or 1/S. In
principle, it is necessary to determine C; and C,
self-consistently. Here self-consistency does not
involve treating the damping of intermediate states,
as these effects are negligible at low temperatures.
Rather, we must renormalize the undamped spin-
wave energies by the 1/z effects. After this has
been done, the other parameters can be determined
in terms of these dressed spin-wave energies. Ex-
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cept for a few low-order calculations to illustrate
some features of this expansion [see Appendixes H
and I and Eq. (G35)], we shall not attempt a more
quantitative analysis.
APPENDIX H: HERMITICITY OF DRESSED VERTICES ON
RESONANCE: ANTIFERROMAGNETS
AND FERROMAGNETS

1. Antiferromagnet with First-Order Dressed Vertices

In this section, we shall verify the conjectured
Hermiticity property [Eq. (5.10)] for some first-
order dressed vertices on shell. Since we consider
only terms of leading order in k5T /JS, we restrict
the discussion to the dressed vertices R'*’ with no
hole lines, which were introduced in Sec. VB and
Appendix G 3.

We have not been able to develop a general proce-
dure for this discussion, and hence we shall merely
show that a subset of diagrams for one of the
dressed vertices does have the Hermitian form on
resonance, We shall consider corrections only of
first order in 1/S, but we shall treat the resulting
expressions exactly with regard to their dependence
on 1/z, in contrast to the results of Eq. (G35) where
only leading terms in both 1/z and 1/S were kept.
By carrying out the calculation of the dressed ver-
tex to first order in 1/S, we are effectively calcu-
lating terms in third-order perturbation theory.

We shall examine those diagrams which corre-
spond to scattering processes involving only o mag-
nons. To first order in 1/S, the relevant diagrams
are those of Fig. 15, from which we obtain!!* for the
symmetric and unsymmetric dressed vertices, re-
spectively,

Sir1z(w)=d3trs- (ZNS)"EZE% o;(Ks+ Ko - K, - k;)

W gl
AS-A®=S3373- Siz5i— P3iTs+ BiEsd

_ (2NS)'1% w

2 - > > -
Graop(k, + K- ks - Ky) [- @332
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and
Usrrz(w)= #(V3i13+ Vi313) , (H2a)

where
Vitii=- (Sy' ) 83 (ks + Ky — &y~ ko) 72

(3)
[ #ns0itas | _efinseidss
T-€3-€3-€5 €z-€1-€5-€

(H2b)
From Eq. (2.18) we obtain the exact relations
(1) (1)
®3531~ B5175= (€3+ €5 €3 €1)(1 - x3xpagxg) ,
(H3a)
8§051- dy35= (€g+ €1+ €3+ €) vgnr - x3%3)
(H3b)
(€7 - €3 - €3 — €3)(xg — xzx3x3) .
(H3c)

(3) (2)
3378 - P1833=

We shall only be concerned with the on-shell on-

resonance case:
O=€p=€3+ €~ €5 . (H4)

The Hermiticity properties we wish to establish
may be written as

AS=Sjz75-
AU=Usz1z- Up351=0 -

S733i=0, (H5a)
(H5b)

We have already seen that these relations are valid
to lowest order in 1/S:
A® =773 81537=0 . (H5c)

In order to study these relations to the next order
in 1/S, we write

(1 = x3xgxzxg) + ‘I’ssé’l (1 - xixzxzx3)

+ (€7+ €3 — €3 = €3)(1 — xixgxgxg)(1 = xgx;xgxs)wblggs(xsxe x3%3)+ égssz(x'xz x3x3)

+(e1+e3+ €5+ €3) (g g~ x327) (x1 23— x3x8)],

AU=Usii5- Uizsi=

(2)
+ (€7+ €3+ €3 — €3)(vgnznz — x3) (g = wpxgg) + Brggang -

(NS)JEEG' 1315 6; (kg + K - K, - ks) [‘1’:‘35)'

(H6a)

( )
§ (rpxgag — xg)+ 83873 (g — xixgxg)

(3
xgxxng)+ B33 13 (xpxsxs - x3)
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. - 2 .2
+ (€3+ €5+ €5 - €3) (%3 — w3 %3 x5) (07 ¥3 03— x3)] + (2NS) 12,1315 8(ky + Kg — Ky — Ks)
5,6
33) (2)
X[@7535 (w55~ %) + D3533 (x5 — xix3x3) + (€3+ €3+ €§— €3) (w323 %3 = x3) (03 — %1 23 %3)

2)

(3)
215 (0z— a3 a3xg) + 3533 (Riwgxg— x3) + (€3 + €3+ €5 — €3) (x5 — x3 03 x3) (g x5 45— x3)].. (H6b)

+ @%
After some tedious algebra we find
AS—~Ad=(2NS)! sZGGE (i, + Ky — K; — Ko) {= 5.2 [ (7 + xggag)long + (g + apgog)iing)
-vz.3l(z+ xfxsxz)l%x;+ O + xaxgn Mng) + ve s [ G+ wpegog)anz + (o + wgogws )3
+v3.2[ g+ wpegs) g + (w3 + xpxangNgngl} + (2NS) SZ% 13136 (kg + kg — bz - k3)
x{[2 - €1~ €3+ xpxpnzng 2+ €7+ €3)](1 ~ xgxpagng) [- 2+ €3+ € — x3xpx3xg (2+ €3+ €3)] (1 = xixgazxg)
+ (€5+ €3 — €3 - €z)(1 - xpxgazng) (1 — w3x7%3%8) + [ xxg(2 + €7+ €3) + x3x3(2 — € — €3)] (wgxg — x3xg)

+{xgxg(2+ €3+ €3) + x3x7 (2 — €3~ €3)] (xzxg — x7x3) + (€3+ €3+ €3+ €3) (xawg ~ x3xz) vz — x3x3)},  (HT)

where we have used ygrz=1-€; and y3/x3= 1+ €;. equation®-®
In the second summation in Eq. (H7) the summand - > - - - i -
vanishes, and the first one can be evaluated using te; Kk, k)= Vly, ko) + N %VR &y, ks)

the formula .
. . 1+n(3R+k)+n(2K -k > > -
2 Vet f@)=ve2i vof @) (H8) x Tiz -ké;i'(l?s) S k),
for functions f(@) which are invariant under the cubic
symmetry group. In this way we find that when
€;+€z=¢€3+ €z, and ky+ k3= k;+ k7, the first summa-

(H9)

where we shall use the conventions of Ref. 8, so
that the potential can be written in the form

tion in Eq. (H7) vanishes also, and thus, on reso- vz, k)= @S)EEK, - k) + E(k, +K;) - 8z(&,)] ,
nance AS-A®=0. But since & is Hermitian on
resonance, i.e., since A®=0, it follows that AS=0, (H110)
i.e., S is Hermitian on resonance. By an entirely where E(K) is the unperturbed magnon energy :
similar calculation, we have also verified that "
AU=0 on resonance. E(k)=2728(1- %), (#11)

Thus we have shown that insofar as the terms in- and we have also introduced the two-particle prop-
volving the scattering of four o magnons are con- agation energy as
cerned, the dressed vertices are Hermitian on res- . - - - -

8zK)=E(3K+k)+ EGK -k). (H12)

onance up to order 1/S. As is discussed in Sec. V,
this result is just the property needed to ensure that  For convenience, we introduce the following matrix

the lowest Born results do not suffer anomalous notation:

temperature renormalizations when higher-order

perturbation terms are included. trs=t(z;K;K,,K,) , (H13a)

2. Ferromagnet at Low Magnon Density Viz=Vz (Eu Ez) , (H13b)

We shall show that the effective interactions at _ 1+n(3K+K)+n(3K -k _

low magnon density in a ferromagnet are Hermitian D3 =6§1'Ez Fiz — 8;5(1?1) =Dy

on resonance. In this low-density regime, it is (H13c)

possible to express the static and dynamic quantities  Using this notation, we write Eq. (H9) as

in terms of the two-spin-wave ¢ matrix, which thus t=V+VDt (H14a)

plays the role of the energy-dependent dressed ver-
tex for the ferromagnet. The ¢ matrix obeys the or, equivalently, as
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t=V+tDV , (H14b)

f_r m which we see that the transpose of t, denoted
t, (13=137) satisfies

t=V+vDt , (H14c)

where 17;5= Vz:. Since the potential in Eq. (H13Db)
is real, the ¢ matrix satisfies

tl)*=t (%) . (H15)

For a Hermitian potential, it is easy to show that
on resonance the { matrix satisfies the Hermiticity
relation

Hw - i8;K; ky, Ky)* =1 (w+i6;K; &y, K,) - (H16)
We wish to show that this relation still holds, at
least to lowest order in the density of magnons,
for the non-Hermitian potential of Eq. (H10), when
rw=ey(k,) = g (K;). At low magnon density, we may
replace the propagator D by its zero temperature
value D°, where

DYz=0; gl 0z - 8z (,)]" =D} . H17)
Thus the zero-temperature { matrix, denoted f’, is
given by

t°=v+VvD%° . (H18)

In this approximation, Eq. (H16) may be written as

-133=0 for nz= 8z &,)-id=8z(,)-id,
(H19)

where we have used Eq. (H15).

We shall demonstrate Eq. (H19) by expanding the
t matrix in powers of the potential V and proving
that Eq. (H19) holds to all orders in V. Using Egs.
(H14a) and (H14c), we write Eq. (H19) to nth order
in V as

Vag—Vi3=0, n=1; (H20a)
VatDiVisD3- - D3.iVai,s
- VilDIVIZDE % "-73_’1";= 0, nZZ; (H20b)

where 2 and b denote the initial and final states with
relative momenta k, and k,, respectively. On res-
onance we have

= [ gﬁ(ﬁa) - é’ﬁ@,) - ia]-l = [8]-('(Eb) - gf{'a;r) - 7:5]-l
(H21)
since for the # matrix on resonance
8z (k,)= 8z (&,) . H22)
We now verify Eqs. (H20a) and (H20b). We shall

make repeated use of the relation

1017
%7 Ve®;, &) =2) Viz=2) Vs1= (H23)
A i i
which follows from Eq. (H10) when
2k vi= (H24)

is used. Also note that using Eq. (H10) we may
write

25(Viz- Viz) = 8z(&,) - &x(K,) . (H25)

Using Eqs. (H22) and (H25), it is clear that Eq.
(H20a) is valid. To establish Eq. (H20b), we define

= VDYV , (H26a)
T"= (VD) (VD)"'-"V, 1<7rsn-1 (H26b)
nn _ _@O)n-1{_, , (H26¢)
and we wish to show that
Thy=T3 (H27)
or, equivalently, that
T3=T3%", s=1,2,...,n (H28)

In other words, we shall show that E can be obtained
from t by successively replacing the V’s in Eq.
(H20b) by V’s starting from the left. We first show
that T3= Tys. We have, for n>2,

.0 (Vai=Vag) D}

0
* D3 3Vai0 s
1,2,000,8-1

(H29)
but from Eqs. (H25), (H22), and (H21), we seethat
(Va1- 747)D3= - (25) . (H30)

Taking account of Eq. (H23) and substituting Eq.
(H30) into Eq. (H29), we see that the sum over k,
vanishes, so that

Typ=T3 . (H31)
Next, for n23, consider

2 o ol -~
Tys-Tiy=_ =2 VeiDHViz-Viz)--

12900iy =l

n.
Ty -Ths=

0 v ..
D3 iViis -

(H32)
Using Eqs. (H21) and (H25), we may write

DY(V;; - Vi3)D§= (25)'D3[ 8z lk,) - 8z(,)1D§
= (25)' D[ 8z (k,) - 8z (K,)1D}
- (25D} &g k,) - 6z (K,)1DF
- @Sy (D%-D3). (H33)
Then may write
- T3=- (@S)! 122“ VaiD§ - Vais

+@S)y' XD VaiDiee-Viig,

1, ,....n- (H34)

where in the last term V;
for n=3.

- V3.1,; becomes V33
In any case, the sum over k; in the first
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term and that over K, in the second term vanish
because of Eq. (H23). Thus we have that

Tys=T0s . (H35)

This process can be continued indefinitely and
establishes Eq. (H28). Thus Eq. (H19) is verified
to all orders in V, and we conclude that the effec-
tive interactions between spin waves in the Dyson-
Maleev representation are Hermitian on resonance
at low temperatures.

Let us make a few comments about this result.
First of all, it has only been proved to lowest order
in the density of spin waves. A treatment of the
next order in the density of spin waves [ ~ (¢T/JS)/?]
would be extremely difficult. Second, observe that
the proof depends essentially on the interplay be-
tween the interaction potential and the energy de-
nominators and hence cannot be expected to remain
valid when damping of intermediate states is in-
cluded.

APPENDIX I: HYDRODYNAMICS AT LOW TEMPERATURES
TO ALL ORDERS IN 1/z

1. Spin-Correlation Functions in Hydrodynamic Regime at Low
Temperatures

In this Appendix, we shall obtaip exact forms for
the spin-correlation functions C3*&, ) and C3~ (&, )
in the low-temperature long-wavelength limits, cor-
rect to all orders in 1/z or 1/S,% When higher-
order effects in 1/z or 1/S are taken into account,
it is no longer helpful to introduce a spin self-energy.
Instead, we shall calculate the spin-correlation
functions directly. Of course, actual numerical
evaluation of the vertex functions to all orders in
1/z or 1/S is essentially out of the question. How-
ever, since we have established the long~wavelength
behavior of these functions and the general rela-
tions among them, we may parametrize them in a
way similar to the Landau theory of a Fermi lig-
uid, 96,63 )

To do this, we shall use the relation between the
spin and boson Green’s functions

§=(1+A)G , 1)
where the boson Green’s function is obtained from

J

~p(1 = Cy) = (1+ Cy) - i€z(Cyp~ Cyp?)

G= ﬁwEigA'l
~ Cy~ Cyp - i€z(Cyp+ Cyp?)

where 4 =detG™!, which to leading order in €; is given as
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the self-energy by
G=Gs'-2)".

Finally, the spin-correlation functions are given in
terms of the spin Green’s functions by [see Egs.
(7. 22) and (2. 36)]

Ch (K, w) = (27%Sky Teg/w)

(12)

XIm[G 4o &, )+ Ga (K, )

+ gaB(Ea w)+ gﬂa(E’ w)] ’

Cy (&, w)= (8%2SksT/€zw) (13a)
X Im[gaa(ﬁ, w)+ SBB(E, w)
—gaﬂ(izy w)_ gﬁa(ﬁy w)] . (I3b)

Having constructed the spin-correlation functions,
we shall then be able to compare our results with
the predictions of hydrodynamics. !*

We summarize the results of Appendix G4, where
the following asymptotic forms at long wavelengths
and low temperatures (€;<< 7® < 1) were obtained:

Taa, 0=i0%)= =35, &, 0-i0")=-Z [, - 0+40%)
= Zgs(K, = w+10*)= wgei(Cy+ Cyp)

+ 17w z€3(Cyp+ Cyp%) (14)
and
1+ Mg (K, w=i0%) =1+ Ag(k, — w+i0*)
=0+ CGg+iCs€zp , (15a)
Ay &, 0 - 30%)= A4, (K, - w+i0%)
= Ce+iCs€zp . (I5b)

Here 0=(S%)/S, p=hw/Ep=w/wgep= d/€z, and
Cy,...,Cq are parameters independent of frequency
and momentum. Inserting these results into Eq.
(12) we determine the boson Green’s function as a

2 X2 matrix;

A= (Fwger)¥(1- 2C,)[p} - p? + 2ip €3(C, + Cop?)(1 - 2C,) 1],

where
pi=(1+2C;)/(1-2C,) .

- Cy+ Cyp—i€3(Cyp~ Cpp%) 16)

p(l = Cy) = (1+ C3) - i€z(Cyp+ Cp0)
@)
(18)
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The spin-wave velocity c¢ is determined from the poles of G, which are found by setting ReA =0, which

yields

1
C=3WEgPg »

(19)

The next step in constructing the correlation functions is to evaluate the spin Green’s functions,
$(K, w—-i0"), via Eq. (I1) with the boson Green’s function of Eq. (I6) and the vertex function A as given in

Eq. (I5). For instance, these evaluations yield

where

CQ-(E) w)=

Im(S o+ Gp+ Sap+ Gsa)= | A 2Im{fiwzA *(0+ 2C,+ 2iCs€z p) - 2€3(1 + 2C;) - 4i€dC,p]} . (110)
Note that to lowest order in €3, we can write
|a|2=n%1-2C M (0 - ckP+ (DY) (w+ ckP+ (3D#V] , 1)
D'=3wg(Cy+ CRd) (L - 2C,) . 112)
In this way we express the total-spin-correlation function as
eeie (2SR TR\ (0 = 2N Cs(1+2C5)+ (0+2C)(Cy + Copf)] + PR (0+ 2Cg) (Cy + Cap3)]
Cstk, “’)'( 1-2C, ) [(w=ckP+ GDZF(w+ ckF+ GD'FY] (132)
and the staggered-spin-correlation function as
(_ 32k SokyT ) [(? ~ RP)Coph+ PRP(Cy+ Capf)] IT13b)
\1-2C,)(1+2C;)) [(w= ckF+ GDEP(w+ ckF+ GD V] °
[
Note that to lowest order in 1/z, one has 0=1, ps=zchiSapy(l-2Cy) , (117a)
Cy=C3=C4=0, C;=C}, C,=C3, and C;=~-C, as _1
found in the lowest Born approximation, and, con- Ki=2CihS0 (117b)
sequently, we recover the results of Sec. VII. x={#S/2)ope(1-2Cy) , (117¢)
These spin-correlation functions are indeed of the £=2C,[ohS(1 -2 C4)‘°‘ I (117d)

hydrodynamic form given in Eq. (7.26), and from
the poles of the correlation functions we may make
the identification

D=D', (114a)

and also we confirm that the microscopic and hydro-
dynamic spin-wave velocities coincide. It is also
clear that we should set

No=2iSo . (114b)

Next, we determine the transport coefficients.
Note, however, that according to the hydrodynamic
theory the parameters in the correlation function
must obey Egs. (7.27b) and (7.28). In order for
the correlation functions of Eq. (I13) to be consis-
tent with those relations, we must have

O'CZ-FCs:O y
0Cy+Cg=0 .

(115)
(1186)

Assuming these relations to hold, we then find by
comparison with the hydrodynamic results, that the
transport coefficients and thermodynamic parame-
ters are given as

If we could derive the equalities (I15) and (1186),
we would then have given a complete microscopic
derivation of hydrodynamics in the low-temperature
limit, We have not been able to prove these equali-
ties, in general. However, in Appendix I2 we show
that they hold to order S°%, at least for a selected
subset of diagrams,

2. Verification of Hydrodynamic Relations

In this section, we shall check that the relations
given in Egs. (I15) and (I16) remain valid when the
first-order dressed vertices of Appendix H are used
for the imaginary parts of the vertex functions, and
the real parts are calculated in second-order per-
turbation theory. Although this check is by no
means a complete proof, it is a nontrivial test of
hydrodynamics and of our formalism,

First we consider Eq. (I15). We shall study to
order S°2 the quantity @, which is given as

Qu=Zi &, w)+Hwg 0™ € (p=po) ALy (K, 0) .
(118)
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This quantity is a generalization of the spin self-
energy [e.g., see Eq. (7.12)], but we have been
unable to establish any sound physical interpreta-
tion along these lines, We shall rearrange the ex-
pression for @, into the form of Eq. (5.9), but
where the matrix elements involve products of the
form ®2, rather than &. Then we may conclude
that these matrix elements are of order e;/e;, and
that there are no terms of order peg/€;. Then @,
is explicitly of order pe§~ wEp: There are no terms
of order w?~p®ef. But using Eqs. (G43) and (G48),
this means that C,+0™ C5=0, which is Eq. (I15), as
desired.

We shall study contributions to these quantities
which involve dressed vertices describing the col-
lision of four @ magnons, These contributions are
of the form of Eq. (5.9) with 9,, replaced by

M (k,, kzy ks, k4) 813 $131313(2R i‘% '15251 - SsmsSizm)
(119)

where the dressed vertices § and U are calculated
according to the same rules as S and U, but with
the outgoing vertex associated with the coefficient

FD -8 4 gl ez (p—py) 8P (120)
and R=S+U. Thus we write schematically
Soet+Bwgoter(p—po) ALy~ Mp, (121)
We wish to show that @ ,=@Qp, where
Qs~M5, , (122)

e., Qp is formed from Eq. (5.9) with 9,, replaced
by ME, given by

mE, (&, &y, K, k,) = 88151315 [2(RE, )2~ (Ssmp)?) .
(123)

Since M3, is of order €g, Qp is of order pef and if
we show that @5 and @, are equal, then we may
conclude that @4 is also of order peé. As men-
tioned above, this implies that Eq. (I15) is valid.
Since we consider only contributions up to order
S"2, we may use the expressions for S and U which
are given in Eqs. (H1) and (H2). The expressions
for S and U are the same as those for S and U in
Eqs. (H1) and (H2), except that in each case ®’s,
involving Ea should be replaced by the corresponding
¥’s. Note also that to first order in S™* we have
Sts3i= %43k (1242)
Uizi=0 . (124b)

It is clear that @, and @, will be equal if Mz, and
MBS, are equal on shell, i.e., for @=pg(e3+€7—- €3).
Note that in this calculation it is necessary to use
the renormalized energies, py €z in the propagators
(i.e., in the 6 function). Using the aforementioned
forms for S, S, U, and U, and also taking note of
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Eq. (I24), we find that to order S~2,M#and MZare
equal if

(St331 - Ssz13 + 2Uss31 — 2U3113)
X b [pei+po(e3— €3 - €3)]= (125)
where El :E, and
w=pr€15pr0C:’ 5 (126)
so that
6[pes+po (€3 €3- €2)]=p5' 6 (3 + €3~ €3 - €3)
(127a)
and
pET— Pp€T=Po (> — €1) . (127b)

We use these relations to write Eq. (I25) in terms
of the unperturbed energies and find that it will be
valid if

(@fh + @ - €1) Dighy - o)) 0 (@ +e3—€3-€1)=0

(128)
and
(Stss1 - Wiy - (Sszrs — @52hs) + 2(Utmsz - Ustry)
+[(0o/0) P = 1](@ - €7) 3§32}
X8 (®+ez3—e3—€7)=0 , (129)

where (py/0)® is the value of g,/0 correct to order
Sl The first equation, which says that the equality
holds within lowest Born approximation, follows
from Eqs. (H3a) and (C12a). To verify the second
equation we use Eq. (H3) and also some extensions
thereof:

Uit = B8+ (0 + €3 - €3 - €g) (L - xprpegxg) ,  (130a)
‘Ifg-;.a <I>§5.1.5+(w+€ +e3+€3)(vzxg—x7x3) ,  (130b)
Wf%%;:@éé%y(eyepeg—@)(xg-x;xgxg) . (130c)
=084 (65— 0 - €5 )z - xix3x3).  (130d)

To derive these relations we have set (py/0) =1,
which is correct to the order in 1/S to which we
work,

The calculation is straightforward, but lengthy,
and since it proceeds along the lines of Appendix
H, it will not be given here, We quote the results
on shell, i.e., when & +€3=€3 +€3:

(131 - Uik — (Ssr3— ‘I’;ﬁz) £, (@ - €3)

x(1-xix3x3x3) , (I31a)
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Utsst - Usiz=— £, (@ — e1) (1 - xgxgxgng)

where (131b)
£p= (NS)-1 Z; l%x;‘)’; ’ (132a)
=(2NS)! 255 (e5' - €3) . (132b)

Substituting these evaluations into Eq. (I129), we
see that the left-hand side of that equation is pro-
portional to

[- Ez+(po/0')(1)—1]EK0 (133)

From Oguchi’s work?*® we have, to first orderin S~

o=1- (NS 2Zymd , (134a)
o=1-(2NS)" 2s(e5'- 1) (134b)
and
Po=1+(2NS)™ 22;(1 - €3) (135)
so that

(Po/0) P =1+ (2NS)! 25 [(1 - €y) + (5'-1)] ,
(136a)

(00/0)“) =1+ (ZNS)-I Z; (€§1 - €3 ) =1+ gz ,
(136b)

and therefore K,=0, Thus @,=Qp and Eq. (I15)
is verified to order S°2 for the processes we have
considered.

In order to check Eq. (I16), we need a second-
order perturbation-theory evaluation of A, and

1021

9% 4/ 8w. For the diagrams of Fig. 2(c), we find
(omitting irrelevant constants)

Cg=Al,(0,0)~ 0~1kinol Z; (egezezep)™
=0 F

20 3B, (ex -1
Xéépméim(ep'*'ef""ei) ’

(137)
Cy=082l, (0,w)/ 8w [w=o~1ki_n(r)1 BZ?: (€5ezeger )™

x®2, ), (€5+€;+€3)'z . (138)

kprs ~ rskp
Since we are evaluating Cq and C, to lowest order
in §7!, we may set o=1 in Eq. (I16), which then
reads

Cs+C4=0 . (139)

This relation will hold for the contributions of Fig,
2(c) if

2. (e;+e;+eg)+<1>k£§§;=o , k=0 . (140)

But according to Eq. (A9) and (C12b) this relation
is valid. Accordingly, we have verified that Eq.
(116) holds when Cq and C, are computed from a
particular second-order diagram,

In this Appendix, we have extended the micro-
scopic derivation of hydrodynamics at low tempera-
tures to arbitrary order in z°! and S, The weak-
est point in our argument is that we have not proved
the necessary conditions for hydrodynamics, Eqs.
(115) and (I116). We have made some nontrivial
checks of these relations, however, and find that
they are valid within low-order perturbation theory.

*Work done at the University of Pennsylvania supported
in part by the Office of Naval Research and the National
Science Foundation.
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