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The magnetization plateau of the S = 2 antiferromagnetic chain with interaction and single-
ion anisotropies is investigated using the numerical diagonalization of finite-size clusters
and some size scaling analyses. The previous level spectroscopy analysis indicated that two
different magnetization plateau phases appear at half of the saturation magnetization. One is
due to the large-D mechanism and the other is due to the Haldane one. In the present study
the phase diagram is extended to wider region of the anisotropies. As a result we find another
half magnetization plateau phase, where the translational symmetry is spontaneously broken
.
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1. Introduction

The magnetization plateau is one of interesting topics in the field of the low-temperature
physics. It was proposed as the Haldane gap induced by the external magnetic field [1]. Ac-
cording to the extended Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem [1, 2], the S = 3/2 antiferromagnetic
chain was revealed to exhibit the magnetization plateau at 1/3 of the saturation magnetiza-
tion, even without any translational symmetry breaking. The previous numerical diagonal-
ization and some finite-size scaling analyses indicated that the 1/3 magnetization plateau of
the S = 3/2 antiferromagnetic chain would appear with some anisotropies [3, 4]. The 1/2
magnetization plateau at half of the saturation magnetization of the S = 2 antiferromag-
netic chain would also possibly appear even without the translational symmetry breaking.
The recent numerical diagonalization and the level spectroscopy analysis on the S = 2 chain
with the single-ion anisotropy D and the XXZ coupling anisotropy λ [7] indicated that the
system exhibited two different 1/2 magnetization plateau phases; one is the Haldane plateau
phase and the other is the large-D one. The Haldane plateau phase is the symmetry protected
topological (SPT) phase [5,6], which was also revealed to appear as the intermediate-D phase
in the ground state of the same system without magnetic field [8–12]. The same numerical
diagonalization and the level spectroscopy analysis indicated that the biquadratic interac-
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tion stabilizes these SPT phases [13]. In these magnetization plateau phases any translational
symmetry is not broken.

In this paper we investigate the same S = 2 antiferromagnetic chain model in wider range
of the anisotropies, using some finite-size scaling analyses. As a result, we find a new 1/2
magnetization plateau phase, where the translational symmetry is broken. Thus it should be
called the Néel plateau phase. We also obtain the phase diagram at half of the saturation
magnetization, which includes three plateau phases, which will be shown later.

2. Model

The magnetization process of the S = 2 antiferromagnetic Heisenberg chain with the
exchange and single-ion anisotropies, denoted by λ and D, respectively, is described by the
Hamiltonian

H = H0 +HZ , (1)

H0 =

L
∑

j=1

[

Sx
j S

x
j+1 + Sy

j S
y
j+1

+ λSz
jS

z
j+1

]

+D

L
∑

j=1

(Sz
j )

2, (2)

HZ = −H

L
∑

j=1

Sz
j , (3)

where Sµ
j denotes the µ(= x, y, z) component of the S = 2 operator at the jth site, and H

is the external magnetic field. The exchange interaction constant is set to unity as the unit
of energy. For L-site systems, the lowest energy of H0 in the subspace where

∑

j S
z
j = M ,

is denoted as E(L,M). The reduced magnetization m is defined as m = M/Ms, where Ms

denotes the saturation of the magnetization, namelyMs = LS for the spin-S system. E(L,M)
is calculated by the Lanczos algorithm under the periodic boundary condition (SL+1 =
S1) and the twisted boundary condition (Sx,y

L+1
= −Sx.y

1 , Sz
L+1

= Sz
1), up to L = 12. Both

boundary conditions are necessary for the level spectroscopy analysis.

3. Magnetization Plateau

We focus on the state at m = 1/2 in the magnetization process of the system (1) at
T = 0. In this state the magnetization per unit cell is M/L=1. Thus Oshikawa, Yamanaka
and Affleck’s theorem [1] suggests that the magnetization plateau possibly occurs without
the spontaneous breaking of the translational symmetry, because S − M/L = integer. In
the previous work [7], two different m = 1/2 magnetization plateau phases without the
translational symmetry breaking were revealed to appear and the phase diagram for 1.0 <
λ < 2.5 and 0.0 < D < 3.0 was presented. The main purpose of this paper is to report a new
m = 1/2 plateau phase with the translational symmetry breaking, and present the phase
diagram in wider region of the anisotropies including the previous result. Then we briefly
review the previous work about two plateau phases without the translational symmetry
breaking in the next subsection.

3.1 Plateau without Symmetry Breaking

In the previous work, the present system was revealed to exhibit two different 1/2 magne-
tization plateau phases without the translational symmetry breaking; they are the Haldane
plateau phase, where the valence bond solid [14,15] is realized, and the large-D one. Schematic
pictures of these two states are shown in Figs. 1(a) and (b).
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Fig. 1. Schematic pictures of (a) the Haldane plateau state, (b) the large-D plateau state, and (c)
the Néel plateau state. An S = 2 spin consists of four s = 1/2 spins. Big open circles denote S = 2
spins and small dots s = 1/2 spins. Open triangles denote s = 1/2 spins with sz = 1/2. Solid lines
represent singlet dimer pair (1/

√
2)(| ↑↓ − ↓↑〉) and rectangles (1/

√
2)(| ↑↓ + ↓↑〉). Squares denote

the lowest four spin state with sztot = 0.

1
1.5

2
2.5

3
3.5

∆

∆
2

∆
TBC+

∆
TBC−

1
1.5

2
2.5

3

∆

0 1 2 3
D

1
1.5

2
2.5

∆

(a) L=8

(b) L=10

(c) L=12

Fig. 2. The D dependence of three gaps ∆2 (black dashed-dotted line), ∆TBC+ (blue dashed line),
and ∆TBC−

(red solid line) for λ = 2.5 calculated for (a) L = 8, (b) L = 10 and (c) L = 12.

These two plateau phases and the gapless Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid (TLL) phase (no
plateau phase) can be distinguished using the level spectroscopy method [4]. According to
this analysis, we should compare the following three energy gaps;

∆2 =
E(L,M − 2) + E(L,M + 2)− 2E(L,M)

2
, (4)

∆TBC+ = ETBC+(L,M)− E(L,M), (5)

∆TBC−
= ETBC−

(L,M)− E(L,M), (6)
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where ETBC+(L,M) (ETBC−
(L,M)) is the energy of the lowest state with the even parity

(odd parity) with respect to the space inversion at the twisted bond under the twisted
boundary condition, and other energies are under the periodic boundary condition. The level
spectroscopy method indicates that the smallest gap among these three gaps for M = L =
Ms/2 determines the phase at m = 1/2. Namely, ∆2, ∆TBC+ and ∆TBC−

correspond to the
TLL, large-D-plateau and Haldane-plateau phases, respectively.

The D dependence of the three gaps calculated for L = 8, 10, and 12 is plotted for λ = 2.5
in Figs. 2(a), (b), and (c), respectively. These figures indicate that the system is in the no-
plateau phase for small D, in the Haldane plateau phase for intermediate D, and in the
large-D plateau phase for large D. The system size dependence of the boundary is predicted
to proportional to 1/L2.

Thus assuming the finite-size correction proportional to 1/L2, we estimate each phase
boundary in the infinite length limit from the intersections of the gaps for L =8, 10 and 12.

3.2 Translational Symmetry Broken Plateau

If the Ising-like anisotropy λ is sufficiently large, the system is expected to exhibit another
m = 1/2 magnetization plateau phase, where the translational symmetry is spontaneously
broken like the Néel order, namely | · · · , 2, 0, 2, 0, · · · 〉. It should be called the Néel plateau
phase. The schematic picture of the Néel plateau state is shown in Fig. 1(c). In this phase the
excitation with the momentum k = π would be degenerate to the lowest state with k = 0.
Thus the phenomenological renormalization is a good method to detect the quantum phase
transition to the Néel plateau phase. The lowest excitation gap with k = π in the subspace
m = 1/2 is denoted as ∆π. The size-dependent fixed point λc(L + 1) is determined by the
equation

L∆π(L, λ) = (L+ 2)∆π(L+ 2, λ). (7)

The scaled gap L∆π for D = 2.0 is plotted versus λ for L =6, 8, 10 and 12 in Fig. 3. The
size-dependent fixed point λc(L) for L =7, 9, 11 is plotted versus 1/L for D = 2.0 in Fig. 4.
λc in the infinite length limit is estimated as λc = 4.896 ± 0.004. The boundary of the Néel
plateau phase is estimated by this method.
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Fig. 3. The scaled gap L∆π for D = 2.0 is plotted versus λ for L =6, 8, 10 and 12.
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Fig. 4. The size-dependent fixed point λc(L)
for L =7, 9, 11 is plotted versus 1/L for D =
2.0. Assuming the size correction proportional to
1/L, λc in the infinite length limit is estimated
as λc = 4.896± 0.004.
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Fig. 5. The boundary of the missing region
Dc(L) for λ = 5.0 is plotted versus 1/L. As-
suming the size correction proportional to 1/L,
Dc in the infinite length limit is estimated as
Dc = 1.286± 0.003.

3.3 Phase diagram

Apart from the gapless (no plateau) and the magnetization plateau phases, there is a
parameter region where the m = 1/2 magnetization is not realized due to the magnetization
jump. We think this jump corresponds to the spin flop transition [16, 17] where the Néel
order parallel to the external field changes to the quasi-Néel order perpendicular to it. We
can find the boundary of this missing region by checking the magnetization curve. Namely,
if the m = 1/2 magnetization is included in the magnetization jump, the system is in the
missing region. The boundary of the missing region Dc for λ = 5.0 is plotted versus 1/L in
Fig. 5. Assuming the size correction proportional to 1/L, Dc in the infinite length limit is
estimated as Dc = 1.286 ± 0.003. The boundary of the missing region is determined by this
method.
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Fig. 6. Ground state phase diagram at m = 1/2 of the present model. It includes the gapless (no
plateau), the Haldane, the large-D, the Néel plateau phases, and the missing region.

Finally we present the phase diagram at half of the saturation magnetization with respect
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to the anisotropies λ and D shown in Fig. 6. It includes the gapless (no plateau), the Haldane,
the large-D, the Néel plateau phases, and the missing region. In the Néel plateau phase the
translational symmetry is broken.

4. Summary

The m = 1/2 magnetization state of the S = 2 antiferromagnetic chain with the
anisotropies λ and D is investigated using the numerical diagonalization and some finite-
size scaling analyses. As a result we found a new 1/2 magnetization plateau phase with the
translational symmetry breaking. The phase diagram at half of the saturation magnetization
is presented..
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