arXiv:cond-mat/0511304v2 [cond-mat.dis-nn] 24 Aug 2006

Quantum spin glass and the dipolar interaction
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Systems in which the dipolar energy dominates the magmegcdction, and the crystal field generates strong
anisotropy favoring the longitudinal interaction terme aonsidered. Such systems in external magnetic field
are expected to be a good experimental realization of thevease field Ising model. With random interactions
this model yields a spin glass to paramagnet phase tramsgofunction of the transverse field. Here we
show that the off-diagonal dipolar interaction, althoudfle&ively reduced, destroys the spin glass order at any
finite transverse field. Moreover, the resulting correlatiength is shown to be small near the crossover to
the paramagnetic phase, in agreement with the behavioreafdhlinear susceptibility in the experiments on
LiHoxY1-xF4. Thus, we argue that the in these experiments a cross-otiee fgaramagnetic phase, and not
quantum criticality, was observed.

The study of quantum phase transitions (QPT) is of prime g .,
recent interest, as it is believed that the understandirijeof \
physics at the vicinity of quantum critical points will shed \
light on some of the most interesting problems in condensed
matter physics, such as the metal insulator transitionersup
conducting insulator transition and high temperature supe
conductivity. Quantum magnets, and specifically their mod-
eling by the transverse field Ising model (TFIM)

Spin gl ass domain size
.

- ~
Quasi spin glass  ~~<_ | Paramagnet

Transverse Field Ht
H=— z; Jiyrirs — Azi}; . @ Q SRy </\\\§2\»

g s

P B

are a particularly good laboratory to study QPT, as this rhode
is rich enough to capture the interesting physics of QPT, ye

simple enough t‘? allow theoretlc_al treatment. Experimignta main (depicted below the x-axis) decreases with with a critical
much effort was invested to realize the TFIM, and maybe theexponemy (see text). At large enougH, the system becomes PM,

best realization is in anisotropic dipolar systems. Iné€/®s-  via a crossover and not a quantum critical paint
tems the dipolar energy dominates the spin-spin intenactio

and the crystal field generates strong anisotropy resutiag

ground state Ising like doublet for the single spins and an efthat the experimental line drawn at the peak values of the non

fective reduction of all but the longitudinal interactia@rms. linear susceptibilitﬂ3] is not a phase transition line. cEpt
Indeed LiHo,Y_,F4 with x= 1 was shown|:[|1] to exhibit  for the point atl; = 0, this line corresponds to a cross-over

a ferromagnetic to paramagnetic (PM) transition as fumctio between a paramagnet to a phase we denote a "quasi spin-

of transverse field?; and temperatur. As x is reduced, the glass” (QSG). In this phase the system separates into dsmain

randomness in the position of the magnetic Ho atoms resultwithin which the random ordering of the spins is maintained.

in frustration, and for x 0.167 a spin-glass (SG) phase was These domains have a typical sigeff;) which dictates the

observed|]2|:|3]. Furthermore, applying a transverse magnetcorrelation length in the system, and its dependencH pis

field induces quantum fluctuations, leading to a PM phasgiven by the critical exponemntcalculated below. The domain

at large fields. Thus, this compound is considered to be thstructure is maintained until the crossover field, where-fluc

archetypal experimental realization of a quantum B(E|[4, 5]. tuations between the relevant Ising like states dominate an
In this letter we show that for anisotropic dipolar glassesthe system becomes PM (see Hig.1 for a schematic picture at

in general, and for theiHo, Y;_,F4 compound in particular, 7T = 0). This crossover is expressed as a cusp in the non-linear

the off-diagonal terms of the dipolar interaction, albdiee-  susceptibility. Importantly, the reduction gfwith increasing

tively reduced, qualitatively change the physics of thebpro H; results in the corresponding reduction of the cusp in the

lem. In particular, in the presence of a transverse field th@onlinear susceptibility, explaining the peculiar experntal

off-diagonal dipolar terms reduce the symmetry of the syste result[3] where the cusp is reduceith decreasingl’. Inter-

in comparison to the TFIM, and render the latter inadequatestingly, we show below that & = 0 the crossover takes

in studying the system. A proper treatment of the off-diagjon place at a value off; which corresponds t¢ ~ 1, and there-

dipolar terms results in the absence of long-range SG otder &re to a complete absence of a cusp of the non-linear suscep-

any finite H;, and a reduction of the cusp in the non-linear sus4ibility at 7" = 0, as can be inferred from the experimEht[S].

ceptibility at the crossover to the PM phase. Thus, we argue Theoretical considerations.-Qur analysis below is valid

IG. 1: Schematic picture for tHE = 0 behavior of a dipolar Ising
G in a transverse fiell;. The typical size of a SG ordered do-
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both specifically to thd.iHo,Y;_F4 system, as we further Consider first

comment on below, as well as to any anisotropic dipolar sys- ,

tem. The only requirement is that the single spins have a Hy =— ZViijiZS;E — ksHy ZS;”. ®)
ground state Ising like doublet, with a large energy separa- i#] i

tion to the excited states. To emphasize the generality of ou.l_ . / -
. A . 2 he addition ofH | to H; changes$ v,) — | ) and| ¢,) —
approach we consider the following spiHamiltonian | &) with energies,, and 7, respectively. The energy the

system gains by choosing locally the lowest energy state is
_ z af ga oB x .
- _DZ [(85)2 =57 -5 Z Vij 5785 —nsH, Z S SFE = |Ey — E,| which we now calculate. In second order

#J o ’ ) perturbation theory,, = £, + Eff) where
Herei, j denote the positions of the spins, randomly diluted

2T Qz QT )2
on some IattlceV denotes the dipolar interaction (5 = E® _ _ (o |(Zz7éa Vii" 5757 + psHi 32, ST)7| o) .
x,y, z),andD > O is the anisotropy constant due to the crys- v Qo
tal field. ForH, = 0 the GS of a single spin is doubly de- (6)

generate withs. — +s and zero energy. The corresponding Here we used the fact that the only relevant excited stages ar

states are denotddl,) and|L.). The first excited states have 1'0S€ in which onhe spfm chﬁnges IS st?te” fmim: +s to g
s. = (s — 1) and energy2, = (25 — 1)D. Throughoutthe ~ * = (s = 1), Therefore the energy of all refevant excited
paper we assume tht, > jipH,. Ve, WhereV,,., is the  States i, in leading order, and the sum over the excite

largest dipolar energy between two spins in the system. watates can be taken out as the identity operator. A similar
now defineH = H + #, such that equation holds forZ,,. One can show that the terms with

even powers off; are equal fotz;, andE,/, while the term
linear in H, is equal in magnitude but has opposite signs for

H) = _DZ [(S7)2 — &2 Z Vi57878:,  (3) EyandE,, [ﬁ] Using the fact that sinck # [ the operators
#J commute we obtain
and T zx
0E = <wo (s H Y SPY V" SiSTI o) (7)
1 a8 crar . i k£l
L=gds Y VEUSTS) My ST 4)
i#j (af)#£(22) i and therefore

We assume that the dilution is such théf is equivalentto  §E = 4SMBHt Z (1 |S7| o) = QSéBHt > ny,

the classical Ising model with random interactions and ex- ° i

hibits a SG phase at low temperature. As this classical dipo- (8)

lar Ising SG is equivalent to the short range Edwards Anwhere we definé? = 3°, V7 (Sf) as an effective transverse

derson modelﬂGﬁ?] (EdI1) with random nearest neighbomagnetic field at sité. For eachi all theV;;’s are small except

Jij andA = 0 [€]), our analysis is done within the scaling the few for which the sitesand are spatially close. Due to

(“droplet”) picture [9] which accounts for its behavior atge  the randomness of the sign, retaining for eatie term with

sizes. The GS oft is then two fold degeneratd [9] with states the largest absolute value, denotégl gives a good approxi-

| o), | o), Wh|ch are related by, — —S, symmetry, and mation foré £ up to a numerical factar of order unity. Since

in which each spin is in either statg,) or ||,). Importantly, ~V; is random in sign, the average energy gained by flipping a

adding a transverse field term preserves the above symmetgfoplet of N spins is given by

and therefore the TFIM is the archetypal model for the quan- )

tum SG phase. However, when additig which includes the (6E) = ¢ peH,VVN : 9)

off-diagonal dipolar terms, this symmetry is not preserved Qo

The GS degeneracy breaks, and the system gains energy b¥1

choosing locally a state similar taj,) or | 1,) according to ereV is the average magnitude ‘W

which optimizes the energy gain due#o, . | 1,) and| v,) such that £ > 0.
Following the scaling picture of Fisher and Hukk [9] and The above resulf9) is central to our analysis, and in order

using an Imry- Ma]_L_JIO] like argument we calculate this energyto check our approximation of randomness leading to it we

gain, i.e. the energy to flip a droplet of sizehavingN ~ L¢ calculated the gap between the GS and the first excited state

spins, due to the addition 8¢, . This energy gain (see EQ.(9) numerically using Lanczos exact diagonalization (E@ [11]

below) is then compared with the energy cost due to the dowe consider system sizes in the regime where they are much

main wall formation, and the correlation length is obtainedsmaller thans. This is important for our calculation, since

(@D). Although, as is shown below, one can define an effectivéhen we are dealing with single domains, and therefore the

longitudinal random field at each site and use a direct anaftwo lowest states correspond|t@), | ¢’), and the gap t6 E.

ogy to the Ising SG in a random field, we would proceed byTo reproduce the experimental situation, we focus on thiree d

calculating directly the energy gain. mensional finite size clusters, randomly distributiNgspins

, and we choose
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at the rare earth sites of théHo, Y;_.F, lattice. Since we with 8 ~ 0.2 in 3 dimensions|.L_1|4D5]. Furthermore, under
are interested in small fields, it is sufficient to use 1 parti-  quite general conditions Fisher and Huse argmed [91ahat
cles with on-site anisotrop,,. We therefore study the spin-1 (d—1)/2. For the dipolar Ising SG we expect the same scaling

version ofH = H| + Hl: behavior with a similar exponefl; ~ 6 to hold B[ﬂ:b] and
the energy of flipping a domain is thereforelV s? L%, As a
_ L ecrar | 1emasan result, forL such tha(s?ug H,Vv/N)/Q, > Vs2L0% it will
= ; [2Vij 5085+ VS Sﬂ} be preferable for domains to choose their state between
: and| ¢') as the one that locally minimizes\> . This results
T 212 2 (3
—ksH: Z S = Z (CHEEEDE (10)  in afinite correlation length
1

Here and below all energy scales are expressed in units of ¢~ ( Q ><3/2)9d . (11)

the typical n.n. dipolar energy,. We fixed the dilution to upHy

a constantz = 3/16 = 18.75% by using2 x 2 x N/3 unit ) ) L o

cells, N being the total number of spins (there anare earth  For the Ising SG in longitudinal field it was argued [9] 16]

sites per unit cell). For this dilution we find th&t = 0.8. and then verified exper_lmentallﬂllm 19] and_numerl-

Thus the Lanczos ED have been performed inftiied =  ca@lly [20,[21] that there is no de Aimeida Thouless e [22],

[2s + 1] dimensional Hilbert space faN = 6, 9 and12 and no SG phase at any finite field. At < €,/up our

s = 1 spinst]. Then, the gaps have been computed foﬁystem is equivalent to the above rr_mdel in small Iong|tud|na}

10,000 independent random samples for each size. fields, and we thus argue that thgre isno SG phase at any finite
transversdield when the interaction is dipolar, andids — 0

1 . : . - . 3 the correlation length diverges with the same form [9] of the

] critical exponent = rzh—5-.

In our treatment the only dipolar terms we considered are
the longitudinal and thez terms. However, one can show that
all the neglected terms [see the terms preseft in Eq. [4)
but not inHl, Eq. [@)] do not contribute t&F in second order
perturbation theory [7].

Interestingly, the two effects of the transverse magnetic
field, i.e. inducing the crossover to the paramagnetic phase
and the reduction i calculated above, behave very differ-

00045 ' 5 ' s ' 7 ently as function off,. The former is dictated by fluctuations
In SE between the two single spin Ising ground states, which de-
VN - i
pend onH,; to a high power, of ordeg, and are practically
FIG. 2: Distribution P(ln “—\/’%) plotted in a semi-log scale. Lanczos negligible as long ag{;, <« $2y/up. However,the fluctua-
ED data obtained for the spin-1 Hamiltonidil(10) with = 50  tions that dictate the reduction @f at low transverse fields
andus H¢ = 0.5, have been collected over 10,000 random samplesare between each single spin ground state and its first ekcite
vv_ith theLi_HoxYl,xF4 structure and a dilutiom = _18._75%. Three  stateat energyfy. The latter depend off, to second order
different SI'ZB.S have been used:= 6, 9 and12, asindicated onthe 5,4 resylt in a reduction of which depends o /I, to a
f}oﬁt' ITns Eta L'Eezrl.dep.endf? ane r? f tfhe;\;s%rdgrhave:age(.gﬁp v powerv close to unity. Therefore, the disordering of the SG
- The dashed line Is a fit of the for with o = 0.008. order by H, occurs in two stages. At low field domains of
size¢ are formed, within which the GS is very similar to ei-
&her of the two zero field SG ground states. At ~ Q,/up
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In Fig.[A we present the numerical results obtained in th

i i i 2
[‘:J/erturbz_T_trl]ve\;ejz_\gfglmel_(|.eQ?6]>E> v Hy aggl (’EBH% /.Qol < | a crossover occurs where the order within each domain is de-
maz)- The scaling o as stated in EqLI9) is clearly stroyed, and each spin in the system fluctuates indepegdentl

demonstrated, as we found a very good data collﬁ{;e [13] fqrnportantly, when reaching the crossover region at veryfow

. - . (SE . -
the distribution ofln Ok The inset of Figl2 also shows that one is already in the regime whefex 1 in units of inter-spin

the disorder average gadpE) = av/N. Confronting the nu-  spacing, resulting in small features in the relevant suscep
merical estimate obtained for the prefactowith Eq. (3), bilities, in agreement with experimen! |2, 3]. We would like
we getc ~ 1. We have also checked the scaling of the gapo emphasize that the understanding of the scenario akeve
with H,/Q,, where for several combinations d2{,H;), we  quiresa model in which the large spins are considered and
obtain an excellent collapse of the data by rescalifg—  the anisotropy in explicitly taken into account. Indeeds th
% [@. anisotropy energy2, enters explicitly into EqLI9L1). A

In order to obtain the correlation length of the system, i.e presumably simpler model in which one treats spin-half par-
the typical domain size, we have to compare the domain’s erticles and models the effective reduction of the off-diagon
ergy gain® to the energy cost due to the formation of a doterms in the dipolar interaction by a multiplicative redant
main wall. For the short range Ising SG this energyid.’ factor will not be sufficient, since in such a model both the re
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duction in the correlation length and the crossover to the PMstate. An example would be the change, with applied pres-
phase are induced by fluctuations between the Ising grounsure, of crystal field terms which induce quantum fluctuation
states, and therefore have the same scale in magnetic field. between the Ising like doublet (such(@ +52 ) terms added

In addition to changing the symmetry of the system atto the Hamiltonian[{R) for integer spin systems).

H, # 0, resulting in the destruction of the SG phase and the Recently there is an increasing experimerital [17,[1B, 19]
QPT to the PM phase, the off-diagonal terms of the dipolaind numerical[2d,_21] support for the validity of the drdple
interaction also enhance the effective transverse ffie]dp3 picture in describing short range Ising SG in general, and to
though, in principle):§ [see Eq[[B)]is a random quantity, do- ts prediction [b16] of the non-existence of a de Almeida-
mains of size{ choose to be in a state equivalent|tp) or  Thouless|[22] in particular. For the anisotropic dipolas-sy
| ¢') by the maximization of_, hf. As a result a net mag- tems discussed here the crossover to the PM phakg at
netic field in thex direction, (hf) = (§E)/N o {7%/2, is O,/us is a result of quantum fluctuations, and there is no
added to the external transverse field. As the crossover r'emalog to the de Almeida-Thouless line. Howeverfat<
gion is approachegis small and the effective transverse field Q,/us the system is equivalent to a classical Ising SG in a
due to the off-diagonal dipolar interaction is significalle  small random longitudinal field. Thus, the above numerical
thus give a precise physical origin to the conjecture made idind experimental results 17,1 18] 19] B0, 21] support the va-
Ref.128. lidity of the droplet picture for dipolar Ising systems in aiin
Our analysis above could equally be done by defidifign  transverse field as well. Still, we believe that experiméms
Eq. @) as), hi.(Si), wherehf = (2supH:/Q0) >, Vi would directly observe whether dipolar Ising glasses in-gen
Using this definition one can make the analogy between theral andLiHo, Y;_,Fy in particular have a SG phase at a fi-
current problem to the Ising SG in random longitudinal field, nite transverse magnetic field are of much interest, both as a
as an alternative to the direct calculationd performed verification of our results, and as an additional supporttier
above. droplet picture in general.
Experimental consequences.Fhe crystal field Hamil- Finally, our analysis is applicable also to any Ising SG

tonian in LiHo.Y;_«F4 is different from the one given where the dipolar interactions are present, even if tha-inte

in Eq. {2). Furthermore, the strong hyperfine interactions, .tion that governs the ordering is different. In such chse t
strongly re-normalize the parameters of the TFIM, invalida ( o \ T

ing the simple model in the electronic degrees of freefigin[23correlation length will be given by [#; ~ T e ,

Still, for our purpose here an equivalent physical picturewhere.J is the strength of the dominant interaction. The qual-
emerges: the two relevant (electro-nuclear) Ising stafes dtative picture will remain similar, only now the size of the
each Ho ion couple very weakly at small transverse field, andlomains at the quantum crossover to the PM phase would be
the relevant excited states are~at 10K above the ground (i)l/(3/2*9>_

states Thus, the requirements for the validity of our theory It"/ | to0 thank 1an Affleck. A AR d
given before Eq.[{2) are fulfilled. Our analysis and results IS a pleasure to thanx fan /AIeck, Amnhon Anharony, an

. , . . Philip Stamp for useful discussion. This work was supported
[and in particular EqL{J1)] are therefore directly applilesto . ) .
the SG experiments in theiFo, Y, . F systemlﬂz ], with by NSERC of Canada and PITP. The numerical simulations

0, ~ 10K and suggest thdtiHo, Y; F, is nota SG at any were carried out on the WestGrid network, funded in part by

H; # 0. Furthermore, the peculiar experimental result [3] the Canada Foundation for Innovation.

where the cusp in the nonlinear susceptibility is reducetl wi

decreasingl’ is naturally explained: a§’ is reduced the
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