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Quantum order by disorder in frustrated diamond lattice antiferromagnets
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We present a quantum theory of frustrated diamond lattitiéearomagnets. Considering quantum fluctua-
tions as the predominant mechanism relieving spin frustratve find a rich phase diagram comprising of six
phases with coplanar spiral ordering in addition to thellpbase. By computing the specific heat of these or-
dered phases, we obtain a remarkable agreement befwgeyr)-spiral ordering and the experimental specific
heat data for the diamond lattice spinel compounds MB3cCo;0, and CoRhO4, i.e. specific heat dats
a strong evidence faik, &, 0)-spiral ordering in all of these materials. This predictam be tested in future
neutron scattering experiments onsCa and CoRhO,, and is also consistent with the existing neutron scatter-
ing data on MnSgS,. Furthermore, based on this agreement we infer a monotbninareasing relationship
between frustration and the strength of quantum fluctuation

Introduction. In insulating magnetic materials, new phasesHeisenberg model on the diamond lattice with the nearest
of matter may be found by letting local exchange interagion and next-nearest neighbor exchange interactions has been
compete. In such situations, the spins are said to be frustudied[13]. It was demonstrated that the frustrationearis
trated and intriguing new phases such as ordered phases willom the next-nearest neighbor interactions that couglessp
coplanar or spiral ordering or “spin liquid” paramagneta ca within each of the two face-centered cubic (FCC) subladtice
arise.[1] In any given frustrated material, the groundesstadly ~ of the diamond lattice structure[13]. This coupling create
be determined by identifying the primary mechanism reliev-a highly degenerate set of classical coplanar spirals whose
ing the frustration. While extrinsic mechanisms, such aglsm propagation vectors form a continuous surface in momentum
dipole interactions|2], disorder or lattice distorticBs[4], space. Relieving this classical ground state degeneracy by
may be important, perhaps the most interesting possilidity thermal fluctuations was then found to produce a rich phase
when temperature or quantum fluctuations alone relieve thdiagram at the classical leviel[13], including tfie &, 0) spi-
frustration, a process termed “order by disorder’.[5, 6] ral phase discovered in the neutron scattering experinoents

In this light, recent experiments which unveil strong frus-MnSGS;. This put diamond spinels in a promising class of
tration in spinel compounds AR, with magnetic ions oc- materials in which (thermal) “order by disorder” may be ex-
cupying the A-sites, are particularly interesting. Here th perimentally observed. However, this classical picturgy ma
A-sites form a diamond lattice of spii = 3/2,2,5/2 lo-  not be sufficient to describe possible effect of quantum fluc-
cal moments. Important examples include seven diamonthations in these materials with relatively small sgin=
spinels[7, B, 9, 10, 11], four that order: MnS;; MnAl,O4;  3/2,2,5/2 and the specific heat data beldw.

Co;0,4; CoRh,O,4 and three that do not down to the lowest In this letter, we present a quantum theory of frustrated di-
temperatures studied: CofD,; FeAlLO,; FeSeS;. When amond lattice antiferromagnets. We find that quantum fluc-
the moments order, the ordering temperatiftejs low com-  tuations act as an order dy disorder mechanism to produce a
pared to the Curie-Weiss temperatuBg;,y, with frustration  similar but richer phase diagram compared with that obthine
parameters[12]f = |Ocw|/T., varying from1.2 to 10. The  exclusively from thermal fluctuations. In particular, femg
magnetic ordering in one of the ordered materials, Mi3c  0n the ordered states, we demonstrate that the charaicterist
has been identified as an exatic &, 0) coplanar spiral viaex-  signatures in the specific heat data of three of the ordered ma
tensive neutron scattering experiments[7] while the mtigne terials (MnSgS,, Co;04 and CoRRO,) can be explained if
ordering patterns of other ordered diamond spinels areaot d the magnetic ordering pattern in these materialg:is:, 0)-
termined yet. Given that a diamond lattice is bipartites thi spiral selected by strong quantum fluctuations. THisn
ubiquitous evidence for frustration is highly unexpected.  their specific heat data aloneve may argue that all three of

In combination with their frustrated magnetic properties,these materials havg:, k,0) spiral order. Finally, based on
diamond spinels also have unusual temperature dependeni#és comparison, we show how frustration and quantum fluc-
of specific heat. Remarkably, among the four materials thatuations are strongly intertwined in these systems.
order, their specific heat data share the same unusual behavi Keeping in mind that frustration arises from the next-
belowT, (see Refl[7, 10, 11]). Instead of a pufé power-  hearest neighbor exchange interactions[13], we begintivéh
law expected for incommensurate magnetic ordering in threéollowing quantum Heisenberg model:
dimensions, two inflection points are observed. The thrat th
do not order also share the same characteristic specific heat H = Z Si-8; +J2 Z Si - 8;, @)
but is quite different from those that order. These material (ig) (i)
display aI’>® power-law over a decade in temperature.[11] whereS; are spin$' operators at site i,/; > 0 is the ex-

Following these experimental discoveries, the classicathange coupling on the nearest-neighbor links (between sit
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on different FCC sublattices) ané, > 0 is the exchange
coupling on the next-nearest-neighbor links (betweerssite
on the same FCC sublattice). By studying the lahgdimit

of the Sp(V) generalization of this modﬁh@lS], we study
the role of quantum fluctuations as a controlled expansion in
1/N. The advantage of this method is that, unlike the large-
S expansimﬂ6], the results are non-perturbative in tha spi
magnitudeS (strength of quantum fluctuations) and the cou- ?2- - -
pling constants [y and J;). The resulting phase diagram,

which indeed exhibits order by disorder, is presented idl-ig 4 points ]
For Jy/J; > 1/8, the energy of the degenerate set of classi- around I
cal states is given by the grey-to-black pixellated surface 0.0 =
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P J2/]1

—

&0,0 |
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the right hand side of the figure. Zero point energy correc- Ao
tions due to quantum fluctuations lift this degeneracy (grey Cross at
to-black pixels represent higher-to-lower energy spinfigen oo - Jxo00 ,
urations) and only the black pixels with the smallest energy P <
remain degenerate. The phase diagram was obtained based on Topomns
the resulting magnetic order of the selected ground state. (kk,0) |k kk)
Fig[ also shows clearly that quantum and thermal fluctu- Q [Lnlgl(l)lde
ations lift the classical ground state degeneracy diffidyen I L - -
Comparing our results with a study where only entropic ef- Circle
fects were considered[13], we notice that both kinds of fluc- around
tuations select states along similar high symmetry dioasti 6 points [(kkk)
such as(k, k, k), (k,k,0) and (k,0,0). However, similar aﬁ(ul?d F--a
states are not always present in the same rangk 6f; ra- (olol N
tios. In addition, we find that quantum fluctuations do not < \
=[Gk k) N

\
measured heat capacity and our lafge¢heory in a phase with Neel  (Neel ‘0

(k,k,0) ordering. As shown in Figl2C/T for CORh,Oy,
Co304 and MnSgSy, have two characteristic inflection points
before reachind’,, a feature that is best reproduced by the
(k, k,0) spiral ordering in the largé¥ limit. Consequently, FIG. 1: Structure of the ground states as a functiow.fJ, after
we propose that all of these spinels most likely h@gk, 0) the inclusion of quantum fluctuations. The versusfy, plots on the
spiral ordering. This is also in agreement with neutron-scat'ight are planar views of the somewhat distorted and/or fued

tering experiments on Mn584[E]. Future neutron scattering sphere forming the set of degenerate classical groundsstaseker

. ) . points represent lower energy. On each plot, red dots os ljiee
experiments on CoRI®, and CgO, would verify this pre- examples of states selected by quantum fluctuations. Toastrihe

diction. effects of quantum and thermal fluctuations, states seldmeen-
Through the remarkable fitting of the largé-theory to tropic effects are summarized on the 1&ftl[13]

the heat capacity data, we also find a simple relationship be-

tween the empirical frustration parametérand the strength

of quantum fluctuations given by the largé-effective spin  with the physical spin representation.

length parameter. = 2Ser/N (herex is held fixed in the In the sections to follow, we present in detail how the re-
N — oo limit). To describe adequatly the experimental spe-sults stated above were obtained. We begin this task by gen-
cific heat data of the more frustrated (larggrcompounds, eralizing the antiferromagnetic Heisenberg model on the di
we need to include stronger quantum fluctuations than reamond lattice to an SpX) model,]. We then present
quired to describe the moderately frustrated ones. As slrown the classical ground state configurations, and study tleeteff
Fig[2, the spirb/2 system MnSgS, with frustration parame- of quantum fluctuations. Finally, we generalize our study to
ter f = 10 is best fitted using = 1.7 while the spin3/2 sys-  finite temperatures and present our calculation of the fpeci
tem CoRhO, with f = 1.2 is best fitted withx = 2.5. Thus  heat.

for the diamond spinels that order at low temperatures,quan General Sp{V) mean-field free energyThe Hamiltonian
tum fluctuations correlate with frustration much more thandescribing the interactions between spins on the diamdnd la

always lift the degeneracy, or lift it only partly as in thee*d = e
generate”, “circle” and “cross” phases. This is in conttast ] i 2 .
thermal fluctuations, where points of the lowest energybrea  «kk | --- '*”
ways selected when entropic effects are considered. Degene’r\ate _ : 43
- -
. g ‘
6

Focusing on the diamond spinels that magnetically orderat ==~ T =~ r’ﬂ *
low temperatures, we find remarkable agreement between the ! ; '
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1 Y Y Y Y the temperature by?, we obtain the mean-field free energy
1 T —T
Eosll madedt 1 / o Jij 2 T
osl Soall o ] ] N2 = > — (1Qi]” = Qij(apaiantip) + c.c.)
g % #5 i
T 04 (1 1 3
c S o2l 1 T + A (lzial — (l +1)) + fert 3)
SRR N I ——— e 1 - “ K
3 0 02 04 06 08 1 - v
£ T, - g
g wu (@A) _ (@)
g 04r 1 where fe = >° , === + 2kpT'In(l — e **57 ) where
w,(Q, A) are the eigenvalues of the mean-field Hamiltonian.
0z | Corn,0, SSETS U Note that the chemical potential is now taken to be uniform
i o0 SEONE39 since each site has the same number of nearest neighbor and
.:Q / 1. . . . .
i 257 nse,s, 52512 =10 fow- T<Sub[gacted) next nearest neighbor links. In general, magnetic ordering
0 02 04 06 08 1 Tio # 0 Occursin the semiclassical I|rn|t at Iatgerwhlle
T, guantum paramagnetic phases are obtained wheismall.

. L Classical ground stateln the classical limitx — oo at
FIG. 2: Comparison of specific heat data of CgRh, Co;0;,,

(& — (& (&
MnSc;Ss and the theoretical largd- specific heat of thé€k, k, 0) TI e O’I one can Sh_OW tEaQij = €apTiaTjpr SO that the
spiral ordering. Herd /x = N/2Se, held fixed in the largeV Cclassical energy IS given Dy
limit, gives the strength of quantum fluctuations and insesanono-

) . - . E° J
tonically with the frustration parametgi = |Ocw|/7.. The inset - Y e gzt xCal% £ N ¢ |2 . 4
shows the subtraction of the nuclear contribution with astamt Nk? ; 2 [eapia Jﬁ' Z:(' ol 1)
“background” from the specific heat of Mn&®: using C;/T = '
A% /T3 (B /(1 4 B/)? + Co. Minimizing this expression with respect tgf, and \° is

equivalent to determining the classical ground states ¢ Eq
provided the solution hagré, |> = 1. Rewriting E€ in
tice is given by E@JL. The SQ) spin symmetry of the Hamil- terms of a quadratic form in the classical unit spin vectors
tonian is generalized to S by first recastlng the spins SC = T§,00pT5s and transforming to momentum space un-
using the bosonic representatnﬂa 2bmo—a5b s Where ve|Is two bands with energy
a,B = {1,!} labels two possible spin states of each boson

and then by introducingV flavors of such bosons on each er(k) = Jo(A*(k) — 1)+ LA (K) (5)
site. In order to keep the physical Hilbert space of spins, a
constraint on the number of bosons givenvhy= b{7'b =  whereA’(k) = 4{[],_,,.cos’ & + ], , .sin® 5},

2S¢t = kKN wherem = 1,..., N must be imposed at each The minimum e|genvalue is obtamed in the Iower band
site. Note thatV = 1 corresponds to the physical limit Sp(1) and is unique ak = 0 for J>/J; < 1/8 but highly de-
= SU(2). The action of the corresponding 8f)(generalized generate, corresponding to a surface in momentum space, for
model is then given by Jo/J1 > 1/8. Forl/8 < Jy/J1 < 0.28, the space of ground
states resembles the surface of a slightly deformed sphRere.
1 - larger.J,/J1, the size of the “sphere” increases and eight holes
S = / dr{b;o,0- b, — IN > JiAiAi; (2 centered around thgk, k, k) directions begin to puncture its
0 ij surface (see also Ref.J13]).
+ Z i (5:;1,?; — )} The solution of the classical limit is then completed by find-
- ing for each degenerate eigenstate, labeled bly italue, its
corresponding real space spin configuration and chemieal po
whereA;; = eap Sy b (Ea,é’ Smm is the Sp(V) gener-  tential. In terms of our spinor representation, we obtain
alized antisymmetric tensor of S)j and the chemical poten-

c A 1 i 1
tial \; keeps the average number of bosons fixedyte=- <IN iy = iﬁ exp(F3(k-r; — 50(k))) and
at.every site. Tne mean-ﬂeld actton is the.n obtained by decou ;i — \% exp(FL(k -1 %g(k)))’ (6)
pling the quartic boson interaction i using the Hubbard-
Stratonovitch field€);; = —@Q;; directed along the lattice \yhere A and B label the two interpenetrating FCC sublattices

links so that one obtain@,; = (A4,;)/N at the saddle point.
The mean field solution becomes exact in the lahgdéimit
whereN — oo is taken whilex = n;/N is fixed. We also

andf(k) = arctan(tan &= tan % tan %=). Varying ¢ with
respect to\° then gives the correspondlng chemical potential

introduce the paramerizatidil, = ( v/ Nz;o b7 )T where ye o L Z Jid ger e @)
m = 2,..., N to allow for the possiblity of long-range order R ¢ 2 U

that occurs wher;, # 0. Consequently, after integrating
over the bosons, and rescali@g; andX by «, z;, by v/ and  and is the same on all lattice sites.
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Effect of quantum fluctuationsGiven the above solution low temperaturesR(7) andr(T') are approximately inde-
to the classical ground states, consider expanding thendrou pendent of temperature add ~ T3 as expected for three-

state energy’ in powers ofl /x so thatEl = F€+ %El +... dimensional antiferromagnets. However, as temperatune is
This leads to the quantum correction creased, the temperature dependende ahdr becomes im-
o portant and the specific heat departs frontitsbehavior. As
— = Zw#(QC’ ) — X°Ng (8)  shownin Fid.2, the specific heat obtained from fkek, 0)
Nk M spiral ordering agrees well with the experimental speciiath

data of CoRhO,, Co;04 and MnSegS,. For these three ma-
terials, C/T presents two inflection points befofg, a fea-
ture that is best reproduced by this ordering. Note thataive |

where Ny is the number of lattice sites argF, the classical
values for the link variables, are given by

Q:;xA/BB = T sin(%k -(r; — 1)) and temperature part 0)‘ the spt_ecifi.c heat data on MiSgbas §ub-
c.AB/BA stantial nuclear spin contributions and we subtract themgus
Qi = +cos(z(k-(r; —r;) £0(k))). (9)  a simple two-level system formula as described in the figure

Since ¢, is only dependent on the difference between twoCaptlon (.)f F'dl'. As_a “_’S“'t* the error in the_ es_tl_mat|0|l @ ¢
. J . electronic contribution is expected to be significantlygkar
sites, we can Fourier transform back to momentum space an : )

1 . and may have lead to a less satisfactory fit compared to other
solve for E' analytically as a sum over wave-vectors. In

. . o . two materials.
practice, this energy correction is computed using an adap- Conclusion. In this work, we presented a theory of frus-

tive Monte Carlo integration method and the new ground stat? . ) . .
: i . rated diamond lattice quantum antiferromagnets. Conside
is found by sampling the surface of equal energy. The first or:

der quantum corrections dramatically alter the topologyef ing quantum fluctuations as the predominant mechanism re-

degenerate ground state manifold reducing kkepace sur- lieving spin frustration in this spin system we found a rich

face of lowest energy to only points or lines of lowest energyp hc;a\sg dlggr?jg_t_conflsttrl]nquf ‘T"thhaS%S with coplanar sp_:jal
represented by the black pixels in Fig1. ordering in addition to the Néel phase. By comparing specifi

The effect of quantum fluctuations, depicted in Fig.1, Canheat curves found in the largg-mean-field theory with data

. . 7 obtained from CoR}0D,, Co;0, and MnSgS,, (three dia-
be summarized as follows: f(.ﬂ'l% < oS 0.18, the mond spinel antiferromagnets), we propose that they atesha
“sphere” of equal energy remains surprisingly degenefate; P i 9 » We prop y .
0.18 < 2 < 0.28, the eight(k, k, k) directions are se: the same magnetic order in their ground state: a coplanar spi
Iécted' foﬁ) 08 < 'J_2 ’< 05 states’la;oeled bl points form- ral with propagation vectofk, k,0). Note that the neutron
1 . J -y

: ; ; 1 o _ scattering data is currently available only for MRSg. From
ing eight C|Jrcles around thek, k, k) directions are chosen; it in Figl2, we conclude that a remarkable correlation ex
for 0.5 < 2 < 0.65, each circle gives way to six points

1 e ) i ists between the strength of quantum fluctuations, measured
around eacltk, k, k) direction (among which three points are

A _ T by the effective spin magnitude = 2Sex/N, and the em-
(k, k,0) directions); for0.65 < 2 < 0.75, the states la- ircq) frystration parametef — |©cw|/T. while x and the

beled byk points fprm a de_generateJcross centered arounﬂhysical spin magnitudé = 3/2,5,/2 of the magnetic ions

each(k, 0,0) direction and finally forz > 0.75 states la-  55ne4r only loosely related. We expect future neutroneseatt

beled by points along the si%;, 0,0) directions become the ing experiments will verify our predictions.
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