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Spin dynamics of the quasi two dimensional spin- quantum magnet Cs,CuCl,
2

M. Y. Veillette, A. J. A. James and F. H. L. Essler
Rudolf Peierls Centre for Theoretical Physics,
University of Oxford, 1, Keble Road,
Oxford, OX1 3NP, United Kingdom

(Dated: June 30, 2018)

We study dynamical properties of the anisotropic triangglzantum antiferromagnet @SuCl,. Inelastic
neutron scattering measurements have established thdytiaenical spin correlations cannot be understood
within a linear spin wave analysis. We go beyond linear spavevtheory by taking interactions between
magnons into account inlg S expansion. We determine the dynamical structure factoccany out extensive
comparisons with experimental data. We find that compardihéar spin wave theory a significant fraction
of the scattering intensity is shifted to higher energies stnong scattering continua are present. However, the
1/S expansion fails to account for the experimentally obsetagge quantum renormalization of the exchange
energies.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm, 75.25.+2,75.30.Ds.,75.40.Gb

I. INTRODUCTION magnons acquire a finite life time, which in turn leads to a fi-
nite line width in the dynamical structure factor. Furthera,
ompared to linear spin wave theory, spectral weight isstran
ferred to higher energies via multi magnon scattering pro-
cesses. In the case of {LLuCl, one may expect the presence
of a strong scattering continuum in the ordered phase becaus
él) the low spin and the frustrated nature of the exchange in-
teractions lead to a small ordered moment and strong quantum
fluctuations around the ordered state; (2) the magnon ititera

The quasi two dimensional spin-1/2 quantum magne
Cs,CuCly has attracted much theoretical and experimental in
terest in recent years as a possible realization of a twordime
sional quantum spin liqui#?:3:4267.89.10.1L % hjs anisotropic
triangular Heisenberg antiferromagnet is believed to be
promising candidate due to its small spin, quasi two dimen

sionality and geometrically frustrated spin interactiomd- . _ m . like th found i

though CgCuCl, exhibits conventional incommensurate long t(l:oncs: |rC1:n(_)n(;co inear spll_n sguctures ke the onesdcl)um |

range magnetic order at low temperatures, neutron saaiteri S LU .'4 Induce a coupling between transverse and longitu-
glnal spin fluctuations. This interaction provides an addil

measurements have revealed unusual features in the spin ex . ; .
tation spectrum. In particular, the dynamical correlagiane mechanism for dampl_ng the Spin waves and can enhance the
I;ﬁtrength of the scattering continuum.

found to be dominated by an extended scattering continuu
over a relatively large window of energies. Several workers There is evidence of low-energy spin wave modes in the in-
have interpreted this observation as a signature of deaahfin €lastic neutron scattering data. Sharp peaks are alsovelser
fractionalized spin-1/2 (spinon) excitations, charasterofa  at high energies near special wave vectors where a putative
spin liquid phase. In this line of approach, the observeatiro Spin wave dispersion is at a saddle-point. It is important to

scattering continuum is interpreted in terms of a two-spino note that this spin wave dispersion is dramatically “reralrm
scattering continuur?:12 ized” compared to the prediction of linear spin wave theigty.

However, a strong scattering continuum does not entail an A priori it appears that nonlinear spin wave theory could
underlying spin liquid phase. In fact, a conventional mag-have the necessary ingredients to account for the spin-corre
netically ordered phase with strong magnon interactioms calations observed in GEuUCl;. The issue then is whether it
exhibit a broad continuum due to multi magnon scattering prois possible to achieve guantitative description of the exper-
cesses. A previous examination of the inelastic neutrofs scaiments in low orders of perturbation theory in the spin wave
tering data on GSCuCl, was performed in the framework of interactions.
linear spin wave (LSW) theod/The latter predicts sharp sin-  |n the present work we go beyond linear spin wave theory
gle particle excitations and weak two magnon scattering conand include, within the framework of &S expansion, the
tinua, features which were argued to be in poor agreememfuantum fluctuations around the classical ground state. We
with the data. Given that the magnetic properties derivefro then apply the results to the case = 1/2, in which the
smallS = 1/2 Cu spins, one would priori expect magnon formal expansion parameter becomes of ofdand is there-
interactions to play an important role. In order to assess thfore not small. We are motivated by the observation that spin
applicability of a spin wave based scenario taCsCl itis  wave theory gives a good description of physical propedies
therefore necessary to go beyond linear spin wave theory.  the square-lattice spié-Heisenberg Hamiltoniak3:14.15 |n-

On a qualitative level the predictions of nonlinear spin@av deed, higher order (in &/.S expansion) corrections to linear
theory are readily anticipated. By Goldstone’s theorem thespin wave theory were shown to be small in this case. Fur-
breaking of a continuous symmetry in a magnetically orderedhermore, taking these corrections into account in theutalc
state enforces the presence of single particle excitatiblesy ~ tion of static and dynamical properties leads to an improved
energies. As aresult of the aforementioned interactitlesg  agreement with the results of more sophisticated numerical
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techniqueg®17.18 Although a corresponding analysis is not (see ReflI3 for details). For our purposes it suffices to note

available for the frustrated triangular antiferromagpettur-  that the magnetic Cd ions form a triangular lattice with

bative expansions ih/.S have shown the renormalization due anisotropic exchange interactions. As shown in Elg. 1, the

to quantum effects is relatively smaf2%:21.22 main exchange interactiohi = 0.374(5) meV is along the
This paper is organized as follows. The spin Hamiltoniancrystallographi® axis (“chain direction”). A weaker spin ex-

for Cs,CuCly is introduced in Se€lll. In SeclIl we determine changeJ’ = 0.128(5) meV occurs along the zig-zag bonds.

the magnon Green'’s function in the framework of a large-S exFinally, a Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) interactiéd2* D =

pansion. In Se€V we relate the experimentally measured dy0.020(2) meV is present along the zig-zag bonds.

namical correlation functions to the magnon Green'’s fuomcti

The results of our analysis and comparisons to the experimen

tal data on CsCuCl, are presented in Sdcl V. We conclude

with a summary of our results in SEC]VI.

1. SPIN MODEL

The full spin Hamiltonian of CgCuCl, has been deter- Denoting the spir‘é operators at the siteR by Sgr, the
mined previously from measurements in high magnetic fieldgjuasi two dimensional Hamiltonian takes the form

H =) JSR-SRisi+s: +J (SR SR4s + SR - Srs;) = (—1)"D - Sk X (S5, + SRes2) - 1)
R

Here the vectorg; andd, connecting neighboring sites are
shown in Fig[L. The vectdd = (D, 0,0) is associated with

the oriented bond between the two coupled spins connected
by é1 ord2 andn is a layer index. The factqr1)" indicates

that the interaction alternates between even and odd layers
which as a result can be considered to be inverted versions of 1
one another. A weak interlayer interactidfi is also present
between neighboring layers. However, dsis quite small we
neglect it in the following.

FIG. 2: (Color Online) The reciprocal space diagram of ©QsCl,
projected along th€0, k, 1) plane. Thel" points refer to the center
of the Brillouin zone and) is the ordering wave vector. The path of
the cut shown in Fidl3 is depicted as a dashed line.

Following the conventions of Coldest al. in Ref.l4, we
will discuss the dynamic response in terms of the two dimen-
sional Brillouin zone of the triangular lattice even thoubk
full crystal symmetry is orthorhombic. In our notation wave
vectors are expressed in terms of the reciprocal latticeovec
FIG. 1: (Color Online) The magnetic sites and exchange @ogpl gsk — (h, k,1), which is a shorthand fatr(h/a, k/b,1/c).

within a single layer of CsCuClL. Layers are stacked along the crys-  The Fourier transforms of the exchange and DM interac-
tallographica-direction with an interlayer spacing/2 and a relative tions are

displacement in the-direction.

Jq = J cos(27k) 4+ 2J cos(mk) cos(ml), )
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and two groups, differing according to the direction of the DM
vector. For the case where the layer indeis odd (even), the
Dq = —2iDsin(wk) cos(l). (3) DM vector is taken to point into (out of) the: plane.
. _ _ ) In what follows we present the results for the even layers
Itis convenient for what follows to define a quantity only. However, it is easy to see that the spin structure fasto

in fact independent of the layer index and the overall rasult
a simple summation over all layers.

Experimentally, spiral magnetic long range order is obsgry It iS convenient to define a local reference fraey, =)
in Cs,CuCl; at temperatures belo@y = 0.62(1)K. The su_ch that the plassmal spin direction is aligned along:zthe
ordered structure is found to lie in tie plane by virtue 28XIS ateverysite
of the small easy-plane anisotropy generated by the DM in-
teractions. The spin structure is an incommensurate @jcloi ! 0 0 51;1
with an ordering wave vecto® = (0.0,0.5 + ¢,0) where =10 CPS(Q ‘R) —sin(Q-R) [ [ Sg | . (5)
€ = 0.030(2). Se)  \0 sin(Q-R) cos(Q-R) ) \Si
The Holstein-Primakoff transformation regels

J§ = Jq —iDq. (4)

N
Home

IIl. LARGE SEXPANSION St o= & 4 iSY = e (25_0%%)%’

We now turn to a summary of our calculations. The pro- S= = ST _iSY — e~ (2S 4L )
cedure we follow is standard. We first express the fluc- R R R R RYR )
tuations around the “classical” ground state in terms of

J Sq = S— Ohon, (6)

boson operators using the Holstein-Primakoff transforma-
tion 20:21.22.25.26.27.28 2Y he term quadratic in the boson opera-
tors constitutes the basis for linear spin wave theory, eder . ] ] :

higher order terms represent spin wave interactions. The irf@nonical commutation relatiog , (bR’} = 0r,r/. Hered
teraction vertices of. bosons carry a facta§?—"/2, where s an arbitrary angle which we set equal#g2 in order to

S is the “length” of the spin. In the second step we deter-make contact with the notation used in Ref. 21. Introducing
mine the renormalized magnon Green'’s function by calculatthe Fourier transform

ing the self-energy to leading order in/'S. Finally, the ex- )

perimentally observable dynamical correlation functians ¢1T< _ \/—N g(bke—zk»l{’ @)

where the boson creation and annihilation operators gdtisf

expressed in terms of the Green’s function of the Holstein-
Primakoff bosons.
The classical ground state is determined by treating then a lattice ofN sites, the Hamiltonian of Eq(1) takes the
spins as classical vectors and then minimizing the energy. Iform
this way one obtains a cycloidal structure with a charastieri
wave vectorQ that is fixed by the condition that it minimizes H="Ho+Ho+Hs+Ha+ -, (8)
the exchange energy per spin, i&j, = ming.J.. We find
Q = (0.0,0.5 + €9, 0) with ¢¢ = 0.054. This value differs where#,, is proportional toS2~"/2 and consists of normal
significantly from the measured incommensuration but quanerdered products aof boson operators. There is iy term,
tum fluctuations lead to a reductiondpand taking theminto  because Eq[18) is an expansion around a minimum of the clas-
account yields good agreement with experimésfs. sical energy. Linear spin wave theory takes into account onl
As we have already indicated in Effl (1), to a good approxithe termsH, andH». The higher order terms represent inter-
mation the layers are decoupled. Hence we consider from noactions between magnons. The leading terms in the expansion
on a set of independent 2-D layers, which are subdivided intare



Ho = NS*J§. 9)
Hy = NSIG+5Y A (8o + 0 i) = Bic (616l + 0 40y) (10)
k
My = 21fox 3 Griaes (Co+ o) (6Labatn — oloho ) (12)
3 D) 2N123 1+2+3 (V1 2 —-3%2%1 192%-3 ) >
1 2
Hi = I 1;46m+3+4 {g (B2 + B3 + Ba) (¢1¢>,2¢,3¢,4 + ¢t4¢13¢12¢1)

+ [(Arys +A1ya+ A2z + Azpq) — (Biys + Biya+ Bayz + Baga) — (A1 + Az + Az + Ay)] ¢I¢£¢_3¢_4(}2)

Here the sum ovek is performed in the first Brillouin zone In fact, the symmetry ofy is a consequence of time-reversal
and the subscript3 ... 4 denotek; ...ky. The quantities symmetry, which implies the following relation between the

Ax, Bx andC are expressed as elements of the dynamical structure factor (Ed.27),
1 wY o QUi
A = 7 QA+ T+ TG0 — TG, Slew = Sk (17)
1 - . The importance of quantum fluctuations can be gauged by de-
B = 7 (25 — o1k — Jq-x) » termining the average value of the local spin given by the-sta
dard formula
Ck = Jye— Jq i (13) 1
The coefficientsd,. and By are even functions d€, whereas (Sp)=S5—-AS=5- N > up 4R (18)
Cx is an odd function ofk. In the absence of easy-plane k

anisotropies, i.e whe vanishes and inversion symmetry is the hoson Green’s function at zero temperature is expressed
present, we recover the results of Ref. 21. [Note that our def, o

initions in Eqgs. [IB) differ from those of Ref.121 by a factor

of four.] We emphasize that the cubic interaction is gemerat R b () §

as a result of the coupling between transverse and IongitquM - _’/ dte T (bT—k(t) [¢k(0)¢7k(0)} ’
dinal fluctuations and hence can only exist in non-collinear (19)
spin structures. Furthermore, we note that the vertex facto

Cx o |k|* for smallk owing to the fact that/, is at a mini-  \hereT denotes time ordering and.) represents a ground

mum by construction. o ) . state expectation value. The inverse of the unperturbed
The quadratic Hamiltonia#; is diagonalized by a Bogoli- - Green’s function is given by 2 x 2 matrix,

ubov transformation

— 00

GOl = (—28 4y +in)o° + 2SBro® + wo*. (20
¢k = Uk7k+Uk71kv o ( ) 77) - >

¢>T_k = Y + UkVT_k, (14) Hereo® ando denote the identity and Pauli matrices respec-
tively andn = 0.
where The self-energy is defined by the Dyson equation,
1 Ay Gl =cl'_y (21)
2 2 w w w?
Uk—1+Uk—§<ﬁ+l>, k, | k, k,
and can be parameterized as
1 Bx (15)
e = 5 /Ai — BIQ{ Ek,w = OkwaO + Xkywcrw + Zkywcrz. (22)
The diagonal form of the quadratic Hamiltonian is The leading order (in/.S) contributions to the self-energy can
be divided into two parts
1
T T
Hy = NSJg+ Xk:wk (’Yﬂk + 5) , (16) Sho = fo) " ZS’L 23)

wherewy, = 25./A7 — B is the linear spin wave dispersion Here Eﬁ*) denotes the vacuum polarization contribution
relation28:27 We note thatuy is an even function ok, de-  that arises in first order perturbation theory#if. It is fre-
spite the absence of inversion symmetry in the Hamiltonianquency independent and purely real. On the other hﬁff@,



denotes the contribution in second order perturbationrtheo
of the three-magnon interacticks. It incorporates the ef-

fects of magnon decay. Using ER.120), m&” contribution
to the self-energy is found to be of the form

@ _ 2551 |1 ) Bu
Ox Ak+N;wk,[(2Bk+Bk By

+ (Ax—x — Bx—w — A — Ayx) Ak/}

@ _ _ 25 1
xW = Bk-i-N;wk/[(Bk-i-Bk)Ak
1
+ (Ak—k’ — Bx-w — Aw — —Ak> Bk/},
7z = . (24)

The contributior=®) is most easily evaluated in the Bogoliubov basisgnd is equal to

-9 2 2 1 1
o) p— (K k- K @ (K k — K
k,w 16 N %: [ (I’ )} + [ (K’ )} Wk + Wk—k — W — 1N + W + Wk +w—in)’

xB® = — {{q)(l)(k’,k - k’)}2 _ [q)(?)(k’,k - k’)r} < ! + ! > ,

’ 16 N = Wk + Wk—k/ —W — 11 Wk + Wk—k’ + W — N
- 1 1
z® = =5 > {2<1><1>(k', k- kK)o (K k — k’)} ( — — , ) : (25)
’ 16 N = Wk + Wk—k’ —W — 1) Wk + Wk—k’ +wW — N
where
PW(K k—K) = (Cw + Cr—i) (ure + vier) (U1 + Vi) — 2Ck (U i1/ + Ve ie—er)
(I)(2) (k/, k — k/) = Ck (uk/ + vk/) (uk,k/ — 'kak/) + Cr_wr (uk,k/ + 'kak/) (uk/ — ’Uk/) . (26)
[
IV. DYNAMICAL CORRELATION FUNCTION of the time ordered correlation function in the followingyva
aa 1 TT
Inelastic neutron scattering experiments probe the dynam- Skiw = _;Im k,w> (29)

ical structure factof5}" . The latter is defined as the Fourier " e 1 N B
transform of the dynamical spin-spin correlation function Skw = Skw = —;Im [®k+Q,w + ®k7Q,w} . (30)
7
© g St = =St = —<m [0f,q. — O _qu (1
sp= [ g oS, @) ko T T = T [Prae T gl B
—o0 &7 where
Herep,v = (c_z,b,c) label the var_ious crystallographic_ axes @lﬁ(:w _1 [Fﬁzw +FY +i (Fﬁo _ Flfi)} _ (32)
and the Fourier-transformed spin operators are defined by ’ 4 ’ ’ ’ ’
Sk = \/—% >R Spe R To proceed further, we expand the dynamical correlation
It is convenient to introduce time-ordered spin-spin corre functions in inverse powers of to orderO(s°). The cor-
lation functions in the rotated coordinate system responding results have been derived previously by Ohyama

and Shib&! Here we merely quote their results for the sake
of oo - 5 of completeness. The transverse correlations are
FeP = i / dte = TS (0)SE (), (28) :
e Feo, = §ciTr [(cro - O'I) Gk_,w] ,
wherea, 8 = (z,y, z) are the rotated coordinate axes (Hqg. 5). S N
The dynamical structure factor is related to the imaginany p R = §C§Tr [(UO +07) Giw] (33)



where the Green’s function is given by EJ(21) and where must be retained. The mixing of transverse and longitudinal
fluctuations manifests itself in

1
Cg = 11— —— 202 — uvi)
1SN Xk:( ke~ et (R - ) = o (BT [(0° +07) Guo]
1
ey = 1= 1o 2 (208 + ). (34) + PO Tr [azak,w]} . (35)

k

We note that when squarinig{34) only terms to or@¢6 1) Here the function?li,lf) are defined as

1 1
P(l): S (I)(l) k/’k_k/ Uk’ Vi —k/ + Ve’ Uk — i’ ( —+ ),
oW %: ( ) (e tre e ek Wi Wk —wW— i) Wk +wk-k tw—in
1 1
PP — 5 NT 0@ (K k- K) (e vk + Vi ( - ) 36
oW %: ( ) (e tre e ek W twk-k —wW— i) Wk +wk-k tw—1n (36)
Finally the longitudinal correlations are decomposed weise powers of asFy%, = Su)fz + FSB}“ where
1 1 1
Oz Wkt + Vi)’ 37
k,w ON ; (U Vk—k + Vi Uk—K’) wk/—I—wk—k/—w—in+wk/+wk—k/+w—in ; (37)

2 2
RO = {(Pﬁ}l) Tr [(0° +07) Giew] + (BE)) T [(0° = o) Gico] + 2R P T [aZGk,w]} . (39)

We note that thg"(°)#* term does not require the knowledge tion (I7) holds. However, due to a lack of self-consistency
of the bosonic self-energy and is basically a free bosortresu the 1/S expansion leads to an (unphysical) unequal treat-
For this reason, it is often included in linear spin wave galc ment of the one-magnon and two magnon scattering contri-
lation as a source of two magnon scattering, even though it ibutions to dynamical correlation functioflt is worthwhile
formally a higher order contribution ih/S. In what follows,  to discuss this issue in more detail. The leading order con-
we abide by this (in some sense inconsistent) convention antibution to the dynamical structure factor is due to coher-
consider the contribution of EG137 as part of linear spirvava ent single magnon excitations and is of the fatfw — wy).
theory. As a consequence we then retain &% contri-  The two magnon contribution due to longitudinal fluctua-
bution to the dynamical structure factor, although of highe tions (Eq.C3F) gives rise to a scattering continuum of the
orderinl/S (i.e. O(S™1)) than the other terms we take into form ", , I (k,k’) 6 (w — wx — wk—k’) With some function

account. I (k,k’). The extent of the two magnon contributiorkn- w
The (unpolarized) inelastic neutron scattering cross@ect space is determined by the lower and upper bounds of the
is given by functionwy: + wi_x for a givenk.
On general grounds, we expect the lower bound of the two
2o — |fif? Z (5 kK ) qhv magnon scattering continuum to be equal to or smaller than
dwdS) k s pr T ) Plew the “true” magnon dispersiofy. In fact, the existence of a

. . zero-momentum Goldstone mode guarantees that there exists
= |fil? [(1 —k2)Spe, + (1+ kg)Sfi’w} ,(39)  atwo magnon contribution at frequencigs + wo = Wk.
It is easy to see that this property dasst hold order by
Wherel}p is theyi-component of the unit vector kdirection. ~ order in al/S expansion. Indeed, the first order contribution
The magnetic form factofk is determined by the magnetic in 1/S shifts the pOle of the Green’s function and leads to a
ions. For Cd™, the isotropic form factor has a relatively weak renormalization of the magnon dispersion. The renormalize
wave vector dependence within the first Brillouin zone anddispersionvk can be determined from the Dyson equation
will be neglected from now o#? ©)-1
It is well known that thel /S expansion preserves many G;jbk =Gyz —2
physical properties “order by order” ih/S. For instance,
it follows from Egs. [ZB[25) that the Goldstone modes per-However, to ordeiO(S°) the threshold of the two magnon
sist beyond linear spin wave theory as one expects on phystontribution is still determined by the bare dispersioratel
cal grounds. A careful examination also shows that to ordetion wy. This results in an unphysical behavior, where the
0O(S°) the spectral functions are positive and that the relatwo magnon scattering continuum is separated from theesing|

= 0. (40)

k,wk
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magnon dispersion by a gap. In order to avoid this problem’secondary” spin wave mode:;‘{t = Wk+q are images of the
we impose the following self-consistency conditighe lin-  main mode but their momenta are shifted-b®. They are
ear spin wave dispersian. used in Eqs[(2%.B6,B7) is to be polarized in thebc plane (Eqs[Z3A-31). In linear spin wave
replaced by the renormalized dispersian theory, the three spin wave modes give rise to shafymnc-
tions and carry a large part of the spectral weight.
In addition to the single magnon modes there are multi

V. DYNAMICAL PROPERTIESOF Cs,CuCl, magnon scattering continua. Whenever the magnon disper-
sion lies within a scattering continuum, the single magnon e
. . . . citation gets broadened and acquires a finite line width. On
So far our discussion of th/ S expansion has been fairly the other hand, when the magnon dispersion lies at the thresh

general. In order to make contact with the experiments olyq of a scattering continuum, there is no significant decal a
Cs,CuCl, we now set the exchange constants to their appro

X ; the single magnon mode remains sharp.
34 = - . .
priate values® and fix § = 1/2: We then evaluate the _dy The unpolarized dynamical structure factor (where the var-
namical structure factor at a given wave vector numerlcallyio

Complex integrals such as EJS.JE5, 36) are evaluated by su r&-llésrg ?Er: ?Sr? Qtisoir?)fagr?:%; ifr? (;drlr? 3&25& }r??grlsasggr\fc\i@ul-n
ming the imaginary part of the integrands over a frequenc3(ar “cut” of momentum transfers. The cut along théirec-
grid of 1200 points and of 1009 1000 points in wave vector . . i o fom (000) to (010), shows large modulations of
space. The real parts are then determined from the Kramers: .~ ’

Kronia relat The af ioned self . ; the dispersion relation due to the strong intra-chain daire
{ronig relations. The aforementioned se —con&stsancryjn:o_ tions. Near the ordering wave vect@ the scattering inten-
tion is implemented by calculating the full Green’s funatio

. : L o, sity increases sharply. For momentum transfers perpendic
iteratively on a 100x 100 grid in the Brillouin zone. We ! Py y perpendicu

b isf ical tter ab h lar to the chains, (i.e. along th®1#) direction), the single
i(zefaetirz)/(ra]ssatls actory numerical convergence after aboeet particle modes are seen to be resolution limited. The two

) , , . . in-plane modes become degenerate and their dispersions are

We first turn to the magnon dispersion. The linear spinpeayly featureless, whereas the out-of-plane fluctuaiitips
wave resultvy vanishes at the center of the paramagnetic Bril, Sarq energy at011), in accordance with Goldstone’s the-
louin zone. The corresponding Goldstone mode is associatgg}am. Along the(0nn) direction the spectrum is symmetric
with small fluctuations of the ordered moment within the Cy-5cross the Brillouin zone boundary. Additional structutes

cloidal plane. In helimagnets, the spectrum often exhi@its to two magnon scattering are clearly visible at higher eiesrg
second Goldstone mode at the ordering wave vector. This 9@Bong the(0,,0) and(07) directions.

less mode is due to fluctuations of the plane of the cycloid. In" |, "5rder to illustrate how the spectral weights associated

the case at hand, the easy-plane anisotropy generated by ig the single-particle excitations are affected by thenen

DM term forces the cycloidal structure to lie in theplane  jnteractions, we have estimated their contributions fahea
and creates an excitation gap at the ordering wave V€Eor  o|arization to the integrated spectral weights. The toitah

framework of thel /S expansion is obtained from the poles cqrrejation functions,

of the Green’s function (Eq_%#0). In Fifll 4 we compare the

results of thel /S expansion with the linear spin wave the- 70— 1 /dw oz

ory. Itis customary to quantify the effects of the “quantum” k™ kw

renormalization of the magnon dispersion by parametrizing n 1 n

the latter in terms of “effective” exchange constants/’, D I = r /d‘*’ Ok+Qu (41)

and comparing them with the “bare” parametérs/’ andD.

Experimentally, the quantum renormalization is found toThe one-magnon contribution to the integrated intensity of
be rather large, namelgl = 1.63(5) and% = 0.84(9). The each polarization is then determined by integrating theges
renormalization oD was not established. THe'S expansion tive correlation function in the vicinity of the single pite

yields the significantly smaller renormalizatioés: 1.131, dlspgrsmns. In practice we find that Integrating the peaks a
~ . ‘ suming a Lorentzian form is a poor prescription for strongly

2. =0.648 and 2 = 0.72. The difference between the theo- damped peaks. Instead we numerically integrate the inyensi

retical and experimental values indicates that the leanlidgr  over an energy window of three times the width at half maxi-
in al/S expansion underestimates fluctuation effects. On thenym

other hand one should note that thye5 expansion gives a re-
sult of 0.031 for the incommensuration, which is very close to
the experimentally observed valuect 0.030(2).

Before turning to a comparison of our results for the dy- N N

. K . Wit -Q—l.t')A(.uki _@i

namical structure factor with the experimental results, we RE — 1 Q @ Jo kEQu 42)
briefly review some facts about excitations in helimagnets. k IZ Jo*  _1snw* T
Generally it is useful to distinguish between three spinavav e e
modes. In the case at hand, the “principal” mege= @x  The results are shown in Fifll 5. We see that the integrated
is polarized along the axis and is probed by th&;¢ com-  spectral weight is concentrated in the vicinities of theewrd
ponent of the dynamical structure factor (Egl 29). The twoing wave vectoiQ and(O%%) and is largely suppressed near

0 0
1.5A T
1 @it “k _Fk,w
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FIG. 3: (Color Online) Density plot of the scattering crasstion (EqLZ39) as a function of energy and wave vector. iti (dark) regions
represent regions of small (large) scattering intensitye fiesults have been convolved with the experimental eresgpjution of the detectors
(The full width at half maximum isAE = 0.016 meV). The magnetic form factor of copper in EE](39) shows/weeak wave vector
dependence in the regime of interest and therefore was takea unity?? The filled circles along the (010) direction are the experitak
position of the most intense peaks in the line shapes taktweigpiral phasel{ < 0.1K).#
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FIG. 5: (Color Online) Upper panel (A): The integrated spaict
FIG. 4: (Color Online) The renormalization of the spin wapes-  weights for the three polarizations (Hgl 41) as functionsofnen-
trum. The solid and dashed lines are results oflth& expansionivi tum transfer. The principal® and secondarw™, w™ spin wave
(Eq.[0) and the linear spin wave dispersian(Eq.[I8). The cutin  modes are defined in the text. Lower panel (B): The ratios ef th
the paramagnetic Brillouin zone runs frai00) to (010) to (011) spectral weights of the single-particle excitations oftepolariza-
and back to the center of the Brillouin zof#0). tion to their respective integrated intensities (Ed. 42).

theT" point. The weights associated with single magnon exciushed upwards in energy for a given momentum. For in-
tations are strongly suppressed for the secondary modés. Ttstance, near wave vectd, 0.8,0) the principal spin wave

is a consequence of the non-collinearity of the magnetic ormode lies within the two magnon continuum and as a result
der. The in-plane modes are significantly damped as a resuiss than 50 % of the spectral weight is attributed to the one-
of the coupling between longitudinal and transverse fluctuimagnon excitation.

ations. Such a coupling is not present for the out-of-plane The scattering intensity can also be studied by performing
mode and therefore the principal mode carries generallgmora wave vector average,

spectral weight. Nevertheless the fraction of spectragivei 1

gssomated with smgle-partlcle_excnatl_ons decrgasg:sﬁg _ It(w) = — ZZ Spr (43)
icantly whenever the renormalized spin wave dispersion is N x 7



By the frequency sum rule, the scattering intensity [Ehid-3) 0.0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1.0
tegrated over all energies (including the elastic Bragdpaa
w = 0) hasto equab(S+1). However, this sum rule does not 0.9 0.9

hold “order by order” in perturbation theory. For instantte
total intensity within linear spin wave theory exceeds then s
rule by AS(1 + 2AS). Bearing this caveat in mind, the sum
rule is a useful tool for comparing the one and two magnor
contributions as well as analyzing the shift in spectralghei

In Fig.[M, we plot the scattering intensities as functionsiof
ergy within linear spin wave theory and théS expansion. In
linear spin wave theory the integrated intensity exhihitsas,
which are associated with van-Hove singularities in the sin
gle particle density of states. In th¢S expansion such sharp
features are absent. Above approximately meV the one
magnon contribution vanishes and the scattering intensity
entirely due to multi magnon states.

To quantify the shift of the spectral weight we calculate the
first moment of the normalized scattering intensity. We
find that the linear spin wave theory valie) = 0.35 meV
is renormalized upwards t@w) = 0.40 meV in thel/S ex-
pansion. This observation is in line with the expectaticat th
the higher orders of thé/S expansion induce a transfer of
spectral weight to higher energies via multi magnon scatter
ing processes. In fact, as shown in Hig. V the two magnor

contribution to the overall intensity 20% in linear spin wave 0.0 0.25 0.5  0.75 1.0

theory but46% in the 1/.S expansion. kB Teked) g elhed

FIG. 7: (Color Online) Density plot of the scattering crasstion as
a function of energy and wave vector along the((tlkt%). The light
(dark) regions represent regions of small (large) scatjdritensity.

LsW
LSW (2-Magnon)

LSW+1/S

LSW+1/S (2-Magnon)

for further details. The various scans are shown in . 8.
Also shown are the regions in which significant magnetic-scat
tering is observed experimentally and the location of thenma
peaks. For comparison we plot the principal and secondary
spin wave dispersions obtained from theS expansion. As

we have already emphasized, théS expansion underesti-
mates the quantum renormalization of the exchange cosstant
and as a result the agreement of the calculated spin wave dis-

FIG. 6: (Color Online) The scattering intensity as a funetad en- persions with the main peaks observed experimentally is poo

ergy (EQIZB) for LSW theory (dashed line) and LSW+1/S exjzans The experimental energy and momentum resol_utions have
(solid line). The contributions of the scattering contirigashown ~ P€eN accounted for to make contact with experiment. We

using thin lines. find that the effects of the finite energy resolution®f/ =
0.016 meV are generally outweighed by the effects of the fi-
nite momentum resolution. This is a consequence of the large
modulation of the spin wave dispersion along the chain di-
rection, i.e(0k0), (whose slopes can rea%% ~ 1.6 meV),
A. Excitation line shapes which causes an amplification of the effects of the momentum
resolution. Given that the spin waves are nearly dispelessn
In order to exhibit the properties of the dynamical struetur along the(00!) direction, we have only taken into account the
factor in greater detail we have generated a series of snans $patial resolution along the chain direction.
k—w space. The inelastic neutron scattering measurements onTo illustrate this point, let us consider the results fomsca
Cs,CuCly were not performed at constant momentum transfeB, E, G and H shown in Fig19. The insets of panel (4) show
but followed various trajectories in energy-wave vect@csp  the results of both linear spin wave theory andtji8 expan-
We have generated our theoretical scans using the known paion for a hypothetical energy resolutiond¥ = 0.002 meV
rameterizations of the scans A to J of Ref. &in- w space, which has been introduced to make the various delta func-
which we summarize in TablB. I. We refer the reader to Ref. 4ion peaks visible (the momentum resolution is set to zero
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TABLE |: Parameterization of energy-momentum scans peré
in Ref.l4: the momentum transfeks= (h, k,[) are parameteriz
in terms of the energy transfé’ (in meV). k, is a measure of t
polarization factor. Given that the weak interlayer conglis ne ;
glected,h is not needed for the purpose of our calculation. La
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Ak = 0). First we consider the results for scan H (Par

of Fig.[@). Linear spin wave theory predicts peaks at apf

mately0.27 meV and0.37 meV corresponding to the deg FIG. 8: (Color Online) The dispersion relation of magneticita-
erate spin wave mode,fr,wo and tow™ respectively. Tr tions. The shaded regions labeled with capital letters Augh K
1/S correction yields a slight upward shift in the energ indicatc_e scan dire_ctions (the line thicknes_s indicatt_esr\tme_ vector
these peaks. In both linear spin-wave and calculations, averagl_ng). The f|I_Ied symbqls are the main peaks in the hiaps as
the two magnon scattering continuum is found to carry nearly€termined experimentally in the ordered phase (from RefT#e
a quarter of the integrated spectral weight. Taking into aCplotted area indicates the extent of the scattering continu@rhe

.- . . open circles and squares are respectively the upper and honad-
count the finite momentum resolution (the width at half MaX-51v of the scattering continuum as determined experimgntahe

imum is Ak = 0.057) we find that the sharp peaks get broad-ysner thick dashed line is a guide to the eye. The thin satiel i

_ened very significantly as is S_h_OW” in panel (4). The_ dynar_nthe experimental fit to the principal mode using effectiveapaeters
ical structure factor now exhibits an extended continuum in.j = 0.61 meV, J’ = 0.107 meV). The thick solid, dashed and dash

which the single-particle excitation can no longer be restl  dotted lines are respectively thg'S results for the principalu
and merges smoothly with the two magnon continuum. Thisaind secondary.(, w, ) modes determined from EGJ40.
result is qualitatively similar to the experimental obsgions

shown for comparison in panel (2) of Flg]10.

Next we turn to scan G (Panel 3 of F[g. 9), which probesdata, our calculation suggests that the lower boundary of of
the vicinity of the wave vecto(0,0.5,1.5). Experimen- the measured scattering continuum in scan G could be due
tally a resolution-limited peak is observed at an energy ofo unresolved transverse magnons. Such a scenario had been
0.107(10) meV in this region of intense scattering, see panepreviously considered and ruled out on the basis of the small
(1) of Fig[ID. However, about two thirds of the spectral viatig ness of the ratid,../I,»; of spectral weights of the secondary
is associated with a scattering continuum at higher engrgiemodes to the principal mode predicted by linear spin wave
Both linear spin wave theory and th¢ S expansion predict theory? However, the results of the/S expansion show that
sharp peaks in this region of the Brillouin zone. TheS ex-  spin wave interactions lead to an enhancement of this ratio f
pansion gives a spin wave peakudt = 0.18 meV carrying the G scan.
nearly half of the spectral weight and two further peaks aten Next, we examine scan E (Panel 2), which probes wave vec-
ergies around.25 meV corresponding to the two secondary tors neak = (0, —0.25, 1). Linear spin wave theory predicts
spin wave modes. The two magnon scattering continuum exeoherent peaks at’ = 0.35 meV for the principal mode and
tends up td).9 meV and carries nearly a quarter of the spectralat w= = 0.44 meV andw™ = 0.33 meV for the secondary
weight. We emphasize that, in contrasti@, the principal modes (see the inset in Panel 2). The two magnon scatter-
modew? is close to a saddle point and therefore is nearly dising continuum is relatively weak and carries only about 23
persionless. In Panel 3 the finite energy and momentum res@é of the total spectral weight. In the framework of theS
lutions are taken into account. We see that the almost dispeexpansion the principal mode is pushed upwards in energy to
sionless main mode remains sharp but the secondary mode$ = 0.42 meV and occurs very close to the secondary mode
can no longer be resolved and are found to merge with the~ = 0.45 meV. The other secondary mode" is shifted
two magnon continuum. Irrespective of the discrepancies bevery significantly t00.39 meV, but carries only a minute frac-
tween the results of the/.S expansions and the experimental tion of the spectral weight. The two magnon continuum is also
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FIG. 9: (Color Online) Scattering cross section. The nuragranels (1-4) correspond to energy scans B, E, G and H teghgcThe data
has been convolved with the energy and spatial resoluthafi.= 0.016 meV for all plots andAk = {0.035, 0.039, 0.085, 0.056} for plots
(1-4). The insets show the results of linear spin wave (LSWdty and the /S expansion (LSW+1/S) foAk = 0, AE = 0.002 meV.

speculate that the experimentally observed single peateis a
sult of the accidental near degeneracy oftheandw® modes

in the vicinity ofk = (0, —0.25, 1). This would explain both
the absence of the~ peak in the experimental data and the
anomalously large intensity of the observed peak.
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FIG. 10: Observed neutron scattering lineshape in scan @n