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Weak Antiferromagnetic Order in Anisotropic Quantum Pyroc hlores

Valeri N. Kotov
Department of Physics, Boston University, 590 Commonwealth Avenue, Boston, Massachusetts 02215

We study the ground state properties of an anisotropic,i€iiasersion of the quantum (S=1/2) pyrochlore
antiferromagnet. In the presence of Dzyaloshinsky-Moiiy@ractions, in addition to the Heisenberg ex-
changes, it is shown that two types of ordered magneticsstate generally possible: non coplanar “chiral,”
and coplanar antiferromagnetic order. The magnetic masreratl cases are determined by the Dzyaloshinsky-
Moriya interactions and in this sense the antiferromagratier is “weak.”

I. INTRODUCTION AND DESCRIPTION OF THE MODEL @ /ﬁ /Q
a 7\

The pyrochlore antiferromagnet is strongly frustrated and
the structure of its ground state represents a challenguig p
lem in the field of magnetism. It has been argued that, for
purely Heisenberg interactions, both the classical anah-qua
tum versions of the model are magnetically disordéred.

It also appears that in the extreme quantum limit (S=1/2),
lattice-symmetry breaking and spontaneous dimerizatike t
place, although the ground state still exhibits macroscopi
degeneracy*® Thus it is natural to expect that interac- D

tions beyond the Heisenberg exchange, as well as inclusion (b) © : 3
of various magnetic anisotropies, can impose their own or- ‘
der, such as orbital, dimer, or magnetic, or combinations of )
these. Effects due to orbital degenerfdyng-range dipolar ‘ 4
interactions, and spin-lattice interactioA$iave been studied. X TL}’,
Ising anisotropies can lead to the formation of “spin ige”, 2 M NG e X
which bears resemblance to the problem of proton disorder in
ice 1% Various planat**? and other anisotropté versions are 4
also of strong theoretical interest, although they do noere
sarily reflect the physics of the full 3D pyrochlore struetur

Finally, under certain conditions, even more .exqtic 9rouncyy, o, for clarity.) (b) 2D Pyrochlore “layer.” showing thends
states have been proposed, such as U(1) spin lidfialsnon- (001) slice of the pyrochlore lattice. (c) DM interactions on a
magnetic chiral state's. tetrahedron. The DM vectors are represented by blue arrows.

In this work we will discuss certain aspects of the mech-
anism for magnetic order formation due to the presence of
Dzyaloshinsky-Moriya (DM) interaction®. For the case of “layers,” defined in Figl(b). Our goal is to investigate the
classical spins, this mechanism was studied recEnfsee  possible types of magnetic order arising in this situatitn.
alsd®). The quantum case (S=1/2) was discus®edthin a s technically very advantageous to consider the anisiatrop
technical scheme, similar to the one used in Rébr the pure  |imit, namely J, < J’ < J, where.J, is the Heisenberg
Heisenberg case. A puzzling difference between the classicexchange between the layers (thin black lines in E@)),
and the extreme quantum case is that in the classical case nand.J’ is the inter-tetrahedral exchange (solid blue lines in
planar, chiral-like (see below) as well as coplanar spireord Fig. 1(a,b))..J is the exchange on the “strong” (shaded) tetra-
is possible}” while in the quantum case only the chiral or- hedra, shown as plaguettes in Figh). This strong-coupling
der was predictetf Naturally, the way spin order emerges is approach is similar to the one used earfil® except that
also quite different in the classical and quantum cases, angow we consider an anisotropic version of it. The quasi 2D
for S=1/2 the induced antiferromagnetic order is “weak,” inversion allows us also to monitor the low-energy excitation
a sense that the ordered moment is proportional to the DMpectrum, and determine the conditions under which difere
interaction itself. We point out that the role of DM interac- types of DM-induced order can arise. In order to implement
tions has been extensively studied only in the context of nonthis program we need to know the exact excitation spectrum
frustrated lattices, such as the square lattice, wherpitdjly ~ on a single tetrahedron, which we calculate below, and then
leads to weak ferromagnetic moments (present, for exampleonsider the lattice version of coupled tetrahedra. Thieéat
in the copper oxide compounds.) In frustrated lattices,-howshown on Fig.1(b) is a frustrated one, and we will present
ever, the DM interaction effects can be much more profoundarguments why the strong-coupling expansion, governed by
and are expected to lead to complex types of oftier. the parametey’ < .J, should work well in determining the

We consider the anisotropic version of the 3D pyrochloreground state structure. In order to avoid cumbersome for-
lattice (Fig.1(a)), where it can be viewed as weakly-coupledmulas we present below results for the strict linfit = 0,

IG. 1. (Color online) (a) Pyrochlore lattice (not all tétegira
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while we have checked that the types of order we find are
pretty generic (as long as the system is away from the strictl
isotropic 3D case, which requires different consideraipn
Notice also that the lattice of Figl(b) is not the same as
the 2D projection of the 3D pyrochlore, i.e. the checkerdoar
lattice}* which has valence-bond solid order (expected, quite
generally, to compete with DM-induced magnetic order.)

The Hamiltonian reads

H = Z Jid-Si.Sj + ZDi,j-(Si X Sj), (1)

ij ij

where the couplings; ; are assumed to be antiferromagnetic
(Ji; > 0) and are distributed as already discussed. All spins
are S=1/2. The DM vector®; ; on a tetrahedron are shown
in Fig. 1(c),}” and have equal magnitudB; ;| = |D|. Two
patterns are possible: the one shown on the figure, and a pat-
tern with all DM vectors reverse@; ;j — —D; ;. There is no
reason to expect that the induced order in the two cases will
be the same; in fact two different types of order were found in
the classical versiol.

In the rest of the paper, we first calculate the exact spectrurp

oln a smgle tetr?hedront%SeftL?n ), v(\;h:jcr: is thentl;]sed to QS ,(H)— Eo (dashed line), and the “hopping” parametégq. (18)),
alyze the spectrum on the fatlicé and determine the possIbiG, g pye line, as a function of the DM interaction strengtb)

types of order in Section Ill. Section IV contains our CORCIU The parameteF (Eq. (15)) which determines the magnitude of the

(b)]

IG. 2: (Color online) (a) The gaps = E, — Ep (solid line),Apy =

sions. ordered momentsD is in units of J = 1.
Il. QUANTUM SPINS ON A TETRAHEDRON WITH DM The coefficientsy, 5 in the wave-functions?) are given ex-
INTERACTIONS plicitly by the formulas
Without DM interactions, the ground state on a tetrahedron a= A 8= CoA= —ﬂ. (5)
; ; i VA2 ’ A’ 3/2+ E
of spins S=1/2 is a twofold degenerate singlet. We denote the +4 / 0

two states bys1),|s2). Their explicit definition is given in ; ;
) ’ ._Itis also useful to have the expansion for sniajl
Appendix A. The spectrum above the ground state consists P

of 3 degenerate tripletsz(.), |9a), |ta), o = z,y,2), see 2v6 1 3
Appendix A, as well as S=2 states which are irrelevant for our Ax 5 D a = signD), 8~ ——=|D|. (6)
purposes. However, the DM interactions break spin-ratafio 3 26
symmetry, and thus lead to mixing of singlet and tripletestat In our convention, the positive sign &, D > 0 in all the
The ground state is still degenerate, and the two new groungy, e equations corresponds to the pattern shown i fy.
states are: (called “indirect” in Ref.17), while D < 0 (“direct” case
from Ref.17) is the situation when all arrows in Fid(c) are
W) = alss) reversed|D| is the magnitude of thB®; ; vectors.
(3
+% {Ipm> +lpy) + las) — lay) +2\/§|tz)}, Next, the first excited state (which we cdl)) is
9 = als) +i () o) Fla) Fla))- @ = o= { + ) +lad) —la) = VER)} . @)

From now on we measure all energies in unitgof.e. we
setJ = 1, and consequently’/J — J', D/J — D, etc.
The ground state energy, corresponding to the stajes (

2 1 1/2
Eo = —1+§D— . 4+4\/§D+26D2}

with the exact energy
1
By =—5 - V2D. (8)
(3)  The next excited state is the “tripleffl®) with components:

1
Forsmalll <1, IPo) = 5 {=lpe) + py) + lax) + 1)}, (9)

Ey~—-=—< D% (4) |Poy) = % {|pz> +|g.) + \/Eltwﬂ)} . (10)
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The corresponding energy is

1 V2
Ep=———D. 11
P=—5-3 (11)
For D = 0 all excited states are degenerate and separated
by an energy gap = 1 from the ground state. However (@) (b)

for finite D, the b-state is the lowest (fob > 0), and the

variation of its gapA = E}, — Ej as a function ofD is shown

in Fig. 2(a). In fact the gap vanishes for the (unphysically) H
large value ofD = /2; on the other hand the gap increases
for D < 0. We proceed to explore if this difference can affect
the type of magnetic order on the lattice (i.e. we study the
conditions under which can condense.)

. LOW-ENERGY EFFECTIVE LATTICE THEORY: (C)
CHIRAL VERSUS COPLANAR SPIN ORDER

FIG. 3: (Color online) Types of magnetic order: (a) Chirdd) (
A. Low-energy dynamics of interacting spins Coplanar, and (c) Coplanar in an external magnetic fielde(lalu
rows are longer than green ones.)
The ground state structure fro2) mplies that the spin op-
erators have non-zero matrix elements of the t{pes;|D).
This is due to the presence of triplet states within the gdounimplying that ferromagnetic ordering takes place (sitite>

state subspace. Using the explicit form for the variouddtip  0), i.e. on every tetrahedrof}’) = 1/2 (or (I}) =
triplet transition matrix elements, summarizedAif, we ob-  —1/2). The Ising symmetryly — —T} is spontaneously
tain broken. Physically, the statél}’) = 1/2 corresponds to

S T A TV (12) a unique ground state formed as the linear combination:
v v (|®) +1i|®¥)) /v/2. There is magnetic order in this ground
where the vector; are defined as state, as follows from1(2): (S;) = (1/2)T'A;; itis shown in
Fig. 3(a). This is a magnetic “chiral” state, characterized by a
Ar=(=1L-1,1), Ay=(-1,L,-1),  (13)  non-zeroscalar chiralityS; - (S, x Si)) # 0. The magnitude
As = (1,1,1), Ay=(1,-1,-1). of the magnetic moment i$S;)| = (v/3/2)|T'|, and the order
is “weak” in a sense thdt is determined by the value of the
DM vectors. It is interesting to note that chiral order hasrbe
discussed in the context of spin liquid phystésd! where one
can presumably have a state with broken time-reversal sym-
metry and yet not magnetic order. In our case however the
TV — i (\I/T(I) B @T\IJ) ’ (14) presence of DM int_eractions (which break spin-rotatiqn sym
! 2 metry) makes any time-reversal broken state magnetic.

where¥!, dt are operators that create the two ground states. Magnetic chiral spin states were also discussed in the con-

ObviouslyT¥ is they (“magnetic”) component of the pseu- €Xt of the full 3D pyrochlore lattice and in other (quasi 2D)
dospin operatofl = 1/2, defined in such a way that* = non-frustrated situation$?? Such states generally compete

+1/2 label the two ground state€)( i.e. 7% = %(Q)T@ _ with dimer order, which tech_nically manif_ests itse_lf in_ the
W), The coefficient in (12) depends orD through the ~PréSence off;", T; operators in the effective Hamiltonian.
wave-function coefficients Averages of such operators in the ground state lead to dimer
’ order, and in turn diminish the magnetig, componeng!%22
(D < 1). (15) The specifips of this (_:ompetition depend on the_Iattice. In
our case (Figl(b)) the issue of spontaneous dimerization has
not been studied, to the best of our knowledge. However, it
is clear that couplings involvin@;”, 7;? appear only in order
(J")%, and higher. Thus we will assume they can be neglected

In the lattice geometry of Fid.(b), the effective interaction n th_e I'm'F J. < 1. Given the _coefflment in16), a more
between the pseudospins is determined by the spin-spin intePrecise criterion for the magnetic order to be dominant over

actions, and appears already at orderFrom (1L2) we easily potgntia_l spontaneous dimerizgtignJSF? > (T, Wh.iCh
obtain ' we implicitly assume to be satisfied. Thuks) determines

R the ground state structure within the degenerate subspade,
H(e’:f’fM) = —JT? ZTf’TJy, (16) the degeneracy is lifted as explained previously, by logkin
(ij) (1) = 1/2, which will be assumed from no on. (The choice

The site label = 1,2,3,4in S;, A;, refers to the number-
ing of spins on a tetrahedron as displayed in Big). The
operator?} is defined as (its bold indeixrefers to the whole
tetrahedron)

4 2 2
l'=-af——=p*~-—=D,
3BT
We have also given the smdll expansion which follows from
(6). The plot of the exact functiofr = T'(D) is shown in
Fig. 2(b); notice that it is nofD — —D symmetric.



(TY) = —1/2 leads to time-reversal of all magnetic states.) 0.05—— d
Now we write the effective Hamiltonian for the lowest ex- - (a) I )
cited state), Eq. (7). It is convenient to express the spin op- 0.04- _ _ H=2D ] N
erators in the ground staté}’) = 1/2 via theb, b operators, 0 03; H=0 i
similarly to the way it is summarized for the case of zero chi- | 777 - |
rality (D = 0) in (A1). Performing the necessary calculations, 0.02- i
we obtain T / ]
t
.= +— (1—-iv3) bl +he, 5%, =57,
1,3 /2 ( ¢ ) 2.4 1,3 0
t -03 0.2 -01 0 021 02 0.3
SY, = +—=(1+iV3)bl +he, SY, =57, I B T, T
173 \/§ 2,4 1.,3 | I i
- - - 1.2 (b) CO-PLANAR 5
Sis = V2ibt + h.c, S5,=—573. a7) 1; STATES (F=1) —— _
In (17) we use notation such that the lower left indexss; 0 8; 7
(which stands for eithes;* or S5) corresponds to the up- F L j
per sign on the right hand side, and the lower right index— 0.6 CHIRAL y
to the lower sign (i.e.S7 = +% (1—4v3)b' + h.c., and 0.4 STATES (F=0) ]
SE = _\/Li (1 —iv3)b! + h.c., etc.) The formulasl() re- 0 2;/ ]
fer to a single tetrahedron which we label (as before) with a .07 == | L

bold indexi (i.e. b will carry this index,b — b;.) The site
indexi = 1,2, 3, 4 of the spinsS{* on a tetrahedron again fol-
lows the convention shown in Fig(c). We also emphasize
that equations1(2),(17) simply mean that the spin operators
have the same matrix elements as the right hand sides of tho§

ol
w

1

N

FIG. 4: (Color online) (a) Thé condensate density = |(b)|? in
&ro field (solid red line), and in a finite magnetic field (dedkine).

equations, i.e. the expressions should be added up to obtaeg)

the total spin operators.
The coefficient is defined as

o 8 _sgnD)  |D)

6v2  2v6  6y2 @ 8

t=

(D<),

(18)

and the smallD limit expansion is also given. Figur&a)

shows a plot of.

The parameteF’ characterizing the level of coplanarity of the
spin order at zero field (solid red line) and in a finite magnééld
along [001] (dashed line.)

the type(Z“iy(biT +h.c), i.e. the coupling between the magnetic
component of the ground state pseudospin and the magnetic
excited state (we have s&f — (TY) = 1/2, as (L6) de-

The effective Hamiltonian, describing the low-energy dy-mands.)

namics ofb can now be readily obtained:

Hy = A bjb+ > (tibfty + tabfe] + hic)

(i)

_— (bj + bi) : (19)
The parameters appearingiif, are
A = Eb - E07
t, = —2t3(J + V2D,
ty = 4t*(J' —V/2D'/2),
ty = 4 (g) t(2V2J + D). (20)

Here we have also included the DM interactidiswhich ap-
pear on inter-tetrahedral bonds (and wel3ét= D from now
on); their distribution is explained in Ref7. The presence
of D’ is not qualitatively (or even quantitatively) important
for our following discussion. The quantit is the on-site
gap already discussed previously, whilet, originate from
the representatiori{) for two spins on neighboring tetrahe-
dra (thust;,to ~ J't2.) Finally, ts ~ J'tT" reflects terms of

From (19) it follows that b condenses with a condensate
value of

t3

calculated in the mean-field approximation. It is easy takhe
that(b) < 0. Theb bosons are hard-core, in order to represent
correctly the original spin operators. However their haode
nature can be neglected, and thus the mean-field works well,
as long as the condensate density= |(b)|? is small. We
find this to be the case faD| < 0.4; beyond this value the
boson repulsion would stabilize the rise(bf, but this regime
occurs only for unphysically large values bt The density
is plotted in Fig4(a) with a solid red line, and from now on we
setJ’ = J, for definitiveness. It is clear that a big difference
exists between the two casés > 0 and D < 0, partially
reflecting the difference in the behavior &f(Fig. 2(a)). For
D > 0 the value of(b) is significantly different from zero,
while (b) ~ 0 for D < 0.

Let us now investigate how the presenceif+# 0 affects

the spin order in the ground state. We combine equatib?)s (
and (L7), with 7 = 1/2, b = (b), to obtain (the site indek



5

is defined as in Figl(c)) two main types of spin order are possible, as summarized in
r Figure3. These are (non-coplanar) chiral and coplanar order-
(S7) = (-1 - (1-F), i=1,234, ings, depending on the sign @f. In our model the spin or-
2 der also generally deviates slightly from the exact chirad a
(ST) = (S%) = —(5%) = —(§%) = L (1 + E)’ coplanar configurations, and this deviation itself depess
2 2 D. ltis interesting to note that magnetic order of the kind de-
” ” ” ) r r scribed in this work was also found in th& (V) (large N)
(S7) = (51) = —(55) = ~(83) = —3 (1 + 5) (22)  approach to the Heisenberg pyrochlore madéh addition,
collinear order is also possible in that case, while DM iater
where we have defined tions do not favor collinear states. The types of DM-induced
4V2t 42t order (chiral and coplanar) we found in the quantum case are
F=——F—(b) = ——10). (23)  also consistent with the Monte-Carlo results for the ctzsi
S o . _ (3D) model*’
The functionf” is plotted in Fig4(b)(solid red line.) Foi™ = Itis also important to emphasize that our approach assumes

0 the magnetic order is of the chiral type (F&fa)), while for 5 specific type of lattice-symmetry breaking (as the explici
I = 1itis coplanar, as shown in Fig(b). At the coplanar  anjisotropy of Fig.1(b) demands.) In the full (3D) quantum
point the magnetic moment {$S;)| = (3v2/4)I'. Foran  pyrochiore lattice, with Heisenberg interactions onlysibe-
universal trend that foD <0 the order is almost Chil’alF( takes p|ace in the ground Sta’?té?vlg and a certain dimeriza-
is small), and forD > 0 there is a strong tendency towards tjon pattern sets in. Two-dimensional projections presipu
coplanar order. studied®!? also exhibit valence-bond solid ground states. In
our quasi-2D version (Figl(b)), the dimerization tendency
on the tetrahedra is very weak (as it occurs only in fourth
order of perturbation theory) and does not interfere with th
DM-induced magnetic order formation. At the same time our
We now proceed to investigate how an external magnetigesults are not directly relevant to the 3D pyrochlore datti
field can affect the ordering tendencies described above. It Also, in this work we have not provided a dynamical mech-
known, for example in dimer systerfiSthat a field can in-  anism for the layer decoupling, which we have taken as our
duce magnetization perpendicular to it in the presence of DMtarting point (the presence of spin-phonon interactioitis w
interactions. The exact solution of the problem in our case ithe correct symmetry can certainly accomplish this tagh:) |
rather complex, and below we only give a summary of the restead, our goal has been the study of time-reversal symmetry
sults for the case of weak fields. We consider a magnetic fielgreaking in certain anisotropic model situations with styo
H along [001], i.e. in the direction in the coordinate system frystration.
of Fig. 1(c). The field is assumed to be weak in the sense that Finally, the magnetic order sets in only below the Ising-tran
H ~ D. The presence of a field leads to changes in the spegition temperaturd, ~ J'I'2, as dictated by the pseudospin
trum, and we have found that quantitatively the most visibleinteractions. Sincé is determined by the DM interaction
effect is related to the Change of thievel energy?.“ In factin (F|g 2(b))’ we expec]’[‘c to be small, and so are the magnetic
magnetic field thé state mixes with the staté”.) (Eq. ©)),  moments (in all magnetic patterns}S;)| ~ |T'|. So far we
and the new eigenstatg,|b) + c2|P;), has energy are not aware of any convincing evidence that DM-induced
1/2 order takes place in the pyrochlore-related compounds; nev
Ey(H) = L @D _ @D {1 + } . (24) ertheless the presence of genuine antiferromagnetic eder
2 4 4 a fundamental property of pyrochlore systems, which distin
guishes them from other situations with more “trivial” mani
festations of DM interactions (such as weak ferromagnejism

B. Enhancement of coplanar order by magnetic field

16 H?
3 D?

The on-site gap in a field\y = Ey(H) — Ey, is plotted in
Fig. 2(a) with a dashed line (for the specific choile= 2D).
This behavior in turn enhances the tendency towards coplana
order, as evidenced by the dashed lines in &{g,b). We do

not present the exact form of the spin operators in this case,
but just mention that they differ slightly from the zero-fiel
case £2). In particular, at the coplanar point, the magnetic e are grateful to M. Elhajal, F. Mila, A. Sandvik, M. Zhit-
moments are are not equal on all sites of the tetrahedron, &nirsky, and A. H. Castro Neto for valuable discussions re-
shown in Fig.3(c), where the blue (upper) arrows are longerlated to the topic of this paper.

than the green (lower) ones.
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APPENDIX A: SPIN OPERATORS ON A TETRAHEDRON
IV. CONCLUSIONS

For completeness we summarize the values of the various
In this work we showed that, in the anisotropic version ofmatrix elements used in the main text. Bt= 0, |s1), |s2) are
the pyrochlore lattice and in the presence of DM interastjon the singlet ground states, aftd), |pa), [¢«), @ = z,y, z are



S = 1 states. The lower left (site) index on the spin operatornly the spin zero components of the triplets are shown, and
corresponds to the upper sign on the right hand side (and tha the notation of the typé 1]]1) the spins follow the order

lower right index corresponds to the lower sign, if diffet:gn

o 1 1
Stg = \/_ ths) £ %plsl ¥5 ql sy +h.c.
_3. afysty ) 0B T i 0B
1 € 'Ytﬁt'y ’YQBQ'V 2\/5 'y(tﬂpy +p5 +)

1 1
5’5‘74 \/_ tlsl + % qasl F EpLSQ + h.c.

" (thay + ality).
(AL)

_Z eaﬂvt};t _ 5 eOZB’Yp,Bp’Y T

2
2v2
The states are defined as

1) =

1
55 [T+ LA + 1) + 1)
—2(| 1) + | )],

32 = 2 (11U + | L1 — | P14) = 1)),
1

) = 5 [ 140 = [ 1144)]

Ipz>==%[IT¢¢T>—-|¢TT¢>+—|TT¢¢>-|¢¢¢¢H,

02) = 5 [~ L0 |10 | 1) — | 1)),

(A2)

1,2, 3,4, with the site labels defined in Fig(c).
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