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Abstract

Single chain magnets (SCMs) can appear in different comfplems both chemically and

structurally. Since SCMs must have a magnetic ground stiteast one of the constituent
ions must have large anisotropy. Here we study an importass ©f SCMs where alter-
nate units are isotropic and anisotropic with anisotropgsaseing non-collinear. When
anisotropy is large and negative, anisotropic units belikgecanted spins at low temper-
atures; but even then simple Ising-type model does not mhe essential physics of
the system due to quantum mechanical nature of the isottopis. We study this class
of SCMs theoretically by a transfer matrix method which jdeg exact solution of the

model Hamiltonian. We also discuss the finite size effecttherdssue of weak inter-chain
interaction. At the end of this paper, we apply this techaitp study a real helical chain
magnet.

1 Introduction

In the area of magnetism, the field of single chain magnet8A§®as attracted huge interest
due to its potential use in dense data storage. Magnetisneidimension is not only interesting
from academic point of view, it has also created wide intei@sapplication in technology. A
huge body of research has already gone into understandéngysics of SCMs with the aim
of designing systems with desired properties [1, 2] B] 4, 5].

Though it is theoretically impossible to have a spontanenagnetization at finite temper-
ature in strictly one dimension, apparently there is no upip&t for the relaxation time of
induced magnetization. In the field of SCMs, the focus theeefs to increase the relaxation
time by combining two modes of relaxations, namely, dynamiaxation (creation and move-
ment of domain wall(s) along chain) and thermal relaxatfwpping across anisotropy barrier).
This is expected to be achieved by synthesizing a spin chiimamisotropic units. While syn-
thetic chemists are exploring different chemical posgied, theoreticians are developing new
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techniques to study these compounds. The theoreticakestudireturn help to understand the
paradigms involved in increasing the relaxation time.

Modeling a SCM has to take into account the chemical and geamakestructure of chain
units that the system possesses [6, 7]. With quantum unigsst @umerical diagonalization
technique is not feasible, due to large size of the systernticpkarly so at low temperatures as
correlation length grows exponentially as the temperatilewvered and the system size to be
studied should at least have dimension of the correlatiogtle While a large number of SCMs
have been synthesized over the years, here we will study portamt class of SCMs in detalil.
In this class of SCMs, units are alternately isotropic andaropic. Furthermore, anisotropy
axes are not collinear and since anisotropy is large andtimegthe anisotropic units can be
thought of as canted Ising spins at low temperatures. It ishwwting that, in this situation had
the anisotropy axes been collinear, we could have used desonp dimensional Ising model as
only one component of the spins of the isotropic sites woelddupled to the anisotropic units.
But the class of SCMs we wish to model, has non-collineafityye anisotropy axes, therefore
different components of the spin of the isotropic sites widug involved at different sites; as a
result, we have to treat the isotropic spins quantum mechHyi Herein, we model these type
of systems exactly by transfer matrix method and study teirtemperature properties. We
also discuss the issue of interchain interactions expljeithich has been a long pending issue
in this field [2].

There are some related theoretical/numerical studieshykiieserve a brief mention here.
Alternative classical-quantum (or anisotropic-isot@spin systems have been studied pre-
viously [8,9,[10/ 11]. There, classical nature of the spsmassumed from correspondence
principle, due to large value of the spin S, of the quantumspin an another work, a helical
spin chain with alternately classical spin (Ising-typedl guantum spin (coming from organic
radical) spins is studied [12]. But here the quantum spiesraduced to classical spins by
approximating Ising direction by averaging directionsladit neighboring classical spins.

Before we present our method in Sec. 3, we present in the eekbrs (Sec. 2) a brief
discussion of a real system which can be modeled to be in #ss df SCMs we are interested
here. This real example should clarify the present modedisges and provide the motivation
for the model studied in this paper. In Sec. 4, we apply ounrigpie to the real system and
present our results. We conclude our work in Sec. 5.

2 Description of a Real System

Recently a compound, we refer to Bs;Nb, whose chemical formula is{{H20) Fe(L)}
{NDb(CN)g} {Fe(L)}]» has been synthesized [13]. Its crystal structure studie=atehat it
consists of topologically quasi-one dimensional spinehavith helical geometry. This system
shows SCM character of slow relaxation and large DC suduiéfytiat low temperatures. The
back bone of each chain consists of alterfa@ndNbions with eachiNbion connected to an
additional off-chairFeion (see Fidg l)Nbions have spin 1/2 whilEeions have spin of 2. The
coordination aroundFe(ll) is the unusual hepta coordination which leads to large &oisp



I
chain axis

Figure 1:0ne structural unit oFe;Nb chain is shown herew is the angle made by anisotropy axis of
in-chainFe-ions with chain-axisd is the angle made by anisotropy axis of off-ch&ion with z-axis

of associatedNb-ion. a is the angle made by locai-plane of Nb with the plane formed by all alternate
in-chain Fe-ions (her€e; andFey) along with their anisotropy axes. Alternate classical gandntum
units are also indicated here by dotted boxes (see Sec. 3).

of the Fe spins. All the intrachain interactions are antiferromagnand much stronger than
interchain interaction. Since theeions have large and negative (easy-axis) anisotropy, we can
assume thé&e spins to be Ising-type, with non-collinear spin orientai@ue to helicity of the
chain. As the spin axes are non-collinear, different coneptgofNb spins are involved in in-
teractions at different sites along the helix and therefioust be treated quantum mechanically.
A careful examination of the chain structure, shows that ¢twemical units form a geometri-
cal unit which are used as basic blocks in our transfer matekhod. To define this complex
structural unit, we introduce three structural parameteys andd, which are defined in Fig
(@). We note that, here a quantum unit is formed by Nmions connected by one in-chake
ion and each of th&lb ions being connected to an off-chdte ion. These quantum units are
connected by in-chaiRe ions, which behave like classical spins. Therefore, thitesy falls
into the class of SCMs we discussed in the previous sectin8et 4, we first discuss in detalil
the application of our technique to solve the spin modeltier$CM system. This is followed
by presentation of results and their comparison with expenital studies.
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Figure 2:Schematic diagram of a chain with alternative quantum aassatal units

3 Description of the Technique

Let us consider our system formed by identical quantum watsected by classical (Ising-
type) spins (see Figl 2). LeHiQM(Qi) be the Hamiltonian associated witlth quantum unit
with the set of quantum and classical spin operafyrd_et the Hamiltonian for the interaction
of thei-th quantum unit with classical spi, to the left, beH!"“(q", §) with - the quantum
spin operator of theth quantum unit involved in interaction to the left. We camitarly define
Hi"R(qiR,S-H) as the Hamiltonian for the interaction of théh quantum unit with classical spin,
S.1, to the right. In the presence of (uniform) external magnii¢id B, there will be Zeeman
interaction termsH#™M(Q;, B) and HZ™(S;, B) respectively associated wiikth quantum unit
andi-th classical spin. We now can write our total Hamiltonianaoghain asH = $N ; Hj,
where,

Hi = HPM(ahS) +HRM(Q) +HR(oR S +

2HI™(S,B) +HIMQ,B) + 2HEN(S 1. B) )

We here note that, Zeeman interaction partftr and(i + 1)-th classical spins have been taken
with weights 1/2 to avoid double counting. L8%; be theZ-component of spin for theth
block, and this term is here interpreted as sum of the prioject spin for the-th quantum unit
and half of that for both-th and(i 4+ 1)-th classical spins along the global (laborataZyaxis.
Here agairs; j is defined with weight 1/2 for the classical spins to avoidl@ewcounting. We
can now write the Zeeman term in Hd (1) simply ag/sSziB (B is assumed to be alorig
axis of the laboratory frame). In this expressigrfactor is assumed to be an average over all
the corresponding-factors of different spin-sites ang is the Bohr magneton. We now can
rewrite Eq ) as,

Hi = HPM(ahS) +HRM(Q) +HR(OR Siy1) — 1Sz B @)

Partition function for the chain (having quantum and classical units) at temperaflian be
written as,

Qn(B,B) = Tre P! (3)

where, ‘Tr' means trace arftl= 1/(kgT), kg being the Boltzmann constant. Now let us consider
direct product basis of the whole chain. This can simply bitew as,|---,0;,Q;,---), where




|oj) and|Q;) represents convenient basis feth classical spin and quantum unit, respectively.
Eq (3) can now be written as,

QN(B?B) = Z < 70-i7Qi7‘”|e7BH““ 70-i7Qi7“'> (4)
{o0.Q}

Here the sums run over all possible configuratigosQ} of all the classical spins and the
quantum units. Now sincé; andH; commute, we can rewrite EQI(4) in the following form:

N
Qn(B,B) = (-,0u,Qi- [ []e P, 01,Q, )
{GzQ} I:l

_ {0} ‘l_! (g Ql‘eBHi‘QO) |-+, 0%, ) (5)

Here, Q; is the set of configurations farth quantum unit. Note, the quantity in parentheses,
g@i |e‘[3Hi |Qi), is a purely classical operator (containf§gandS; ;1 only) as we have summed

I
over quantum variables of the unit. Denoting iflasenables us to rewrite EfQI(5) as,

Qu(B.B) = ;<---,oi,---|_ﬂTi|---,oi,---> (6)

This form is familiar to us, witil'; being the transfer operator. Introducing the |denEty0. (ail

between successivies, will enable us to write the Partition function as a tracelcrh power of
a transfer matrixp,

Qu(B.B) = trP" (7)
where, elements of the transfer matfxare given by,
Poioia = (0i|TilOit1) (8)

Since we have taken classical spins to be Ising-type (whacht@ave only two valuest-1),
the P matrix will be a 2x 2 matrix. Diagonalizing this matrix is trivial; lek,. andA_ be
the two eigenvalues of the matrix, then they can be expreasstnims of four elements d?

as: A =3 [(IO11+ p22) £ \/ (p11— P22)? +4p12p21} In terms of eigenvalues, the partition
function can now be written as,

On(B,B) = AY+Al 9)

Note both the eigenvalues are functiorfandB. For thermodynamically largd, one can only
take the larger eigenvalue (hexe), but for finiteN, one should take both of them to evaluate
the partition functionXT as a function off (x being susceptibility), can be obtained as,

NakgT?2 92

XT S INQN(B.B) (10)
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where,Na is the Avogadro’s number. In EG_(1L0), 2nd order differembiatcan be done easily,
one can even get simple closed analytical form for smalliagphagnetic field. In general,
one can do simple numerical differentiation to gé&tvalue as a function of temperature T.

We now need to discuss a little more abdut If we take basisQ;) to be eigenstates of
Hi, thenT; will just be sum of exponential of those eigenvalues. Let agdnalizing it (if
guantum unit has unconnected spin-1/2 quantum spins, weadririvially and get analytical
expression) we get eigenvaluéjs wherej runs from 1 tad (humber of basis vectors or dimen-
sionality of configurational space for the quantum unit).tdNthese eigenvalues are functions
of only § andS, 1, the classical spin operators. So we can writén the following way:

Ti = g(Qi|e_BHi|Qi>

d )
= Sefh (11)
=1

In our casefFe;Nb), quantum unit has five spins (3 Ising spins and 2 quantumXfais), hence
d = 32 andT; will involve summation over the 32 eigenvalues.

3.1 Consideration of I nterchain Interaction

Interchain interaction is an importantissue in this fiel&afMs; in real systems it is not possible
to separate chains to eliminate this interaction. Withease in this interaction strength, a
one dimensional system like SCM gradually transforms iniagaer dimensional system with
remarkably different properties. Even a weak interchaiaraction can change properties of a
chain -its presence can be seen both in static flikesT plots, hysteresis curves) and dynamic
(like, Cole-Cole plots) measurements. Unfortunatelye¢heno detailed and explicit discussion
on how one can treat this interaction theoretically. In féus issue has been highlighted in a
paper by Miyasakat al. [2], where it is posed as an open problem. In this section weudis
interchain interaction in detail.

We first note that, since interchain interaction is weak €othse the system would not
show SCM behavior!), one should be able to treat it by a medah dipproximation. Here a
widely used formula for corrected (or modified) susceptipilue to the interaction ixy =
Xo/(1+2zJI%0/Nag?3), wherexo is susceptibility of the chain without interchain inteiacts,

z is the number of nearest neighbors alds interchain interaction strengtJ together is
called mean field parameter) [14,/15, 16]. However we wishnpleasize that, this formula
is for vanishing applied magnetic field. So in case of finitegnetic field and at very low
temperatures this formula is not appropriate. In additfon,a chain, unlike for molecular
systemsS; can be very large; so it is not clear whether it is valid to msées expansion of
exponential function of the Zeeman and interchain intévastand retain terms only up to first
order. Here we discuss a mean-field approach where thedtitaras dealt by transfer matrix
technique and can be used to study the case when magnetis fielite. \We also wish to make
it clear that, there has to be a facté(number of chemical units in a chain) multiplyiag in
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the above formula of modified susceptibility for vanishinggnetic field. To the best of our
knowledge, this is the first attempt to deal with interchaiteractions by the transfer matrix
technique.

If the interchain interaction is weak, we can bring in theeeffof environment by placing a
chain in the mean field generated by neighboring chains. 4 rbw conside{Sz) be the expec-
tation value ofZ-component of spin for each chain andl be the interchain interaction (mean
field) parameter, then the interaction energy can be writerzJS;(Sz), with Sz being the

N

Z-component of total spin for a chain. Now sirnge—= Z Sz with Sz j being theZz-component
i=1

of spin fori-th block, we can rewrite the interaction energst{zJSz,(Sz)) which can be

viewed as sum of interaction energy of each block of a chath wimean field generated by
neighboring chains. Now if we add this mean field block intémn energy termzJSz (),
to H; of Eq (2), we get,

Hi = Hi'(ahS)+HMQ) +H(aR, Si1) — greSziB+ 23Sz (S) /N
= HM(ahS) +HPY(Q) +Hi (R, Siv1) — 01eSz,iB (12)

where,B' = B — %@z). We can then follow the usual transfer matrix technique agidag

partition function for the chain in the presence of a modifieegnetic fieldB’. Since,(S7) =
1 dln Qn(B.B)

Giep oy We see that(Sz7) has to be solved self-consistently by an iterative procedur
We can use the following self-consistent scheme develogdiidt noting thatzJ being very
small, internal field AB = —%(Sﬁ is a slowly varying function of external applied fiell

resulting in| aAB\ <1 or\ \ ~ 1. Using the conditions and making the Taylor series exjpansi
of In Qn(B, B’) aboutB, we get,

oep (sy) = SNMPE) QaNé,B’m
din QN(B7 B) zJ \ 0%n QN<B7 B)
0B —<9UB) og2 (T
2 33
EARI VI -

Iteration can be started wittsz) = gégw, without interchain interaction, finally lead-

ing to a convergedSy) value. The self-consistent result correct to second orded iis given
by,

oholse) — M(BB)— (o M(pe) R ¢

2 2 2
() [mee (M52) +mEer 502 as




where,M(3,B) = %a'”QaiNB(B’B) is the magnetization in the absence of interchain intesacti
Going to higher order izJ is possible but generally not necessary. Obtaining modsgfiesd

ceptibility (xm) from Eq (14) is straight forward. In the vanishing field megi, we can get
the widely used formula fogy by retaining terms up to first order ) of the Eq [(18) and

subsequently solving fo|Sz). This gives,
10In On(B,B)

_ B o8B
glJB<SZ>_ 27 62|n QN(B,B) (15)

1+ gPHgB 0B

Now in this regime, modified susceptibility yg1 = %ng(Sﬁ and susceptibility without in-
terchain interaction igo = &, M NEBE) T directly leads to:

BNE 0B
X0
XM = m (16)
92HENA 0

Note the difference of factor dl with this formula and the one generally used in this field
[14,[15,16]. Appearance of this factor in Eq16) is easy tdaratand: while susceptibility is
measured for Avogadro numbe,) of chemical units, in the transfer matrix method we com-
pute partition function foN (chemical) units; therefore, we need to normalize the sutgmbty
computed from the partition function. The facfdezJ can be given a physical interpretation.
Let us assume that a unit in a given chain interacts only véhdorresponding units of the
neighboring chains anplbe the total effective coupling strength, then the assediateraction

term will be pSZJ%, Where% is the expectation value &-component of spin for a unit.

The total mean field interaction term is therefore givenzbyosz7i<,s\lz—>. Comparing this with
conventional chain-chain total interaction tejyzJ Sz i (Sz), we getp = NzJ. Thus, whilezJ

is the coupling strength of a chain with #seighboring chaind\zJ is the coupling strength of
a given unit with the corresponding units of thaeighboring chains. We will report the latter
parameterNzJ) for our study of real system.

This way of introducing interchain interaction in compugtimagnetic susceptibility is fairly
general and can be applied to any class of SCMs. Here we heserged a formula for modified
susceptibility which is very similar to the one used for nmoikar systems and generally adopted
for SCMs. The higher order self-consistent method[(Eq 1#)ase general and applicable even
when the magnetic field is not vanishingly small.

4 Application to the Fe;Nb system

In this section we will apply our technique to the systEeNb which is already introduced
in Sec. 2. All theFe— Nb couplings are supposed to be antiferromagnetic and arenasksu
to be of same strengtld)Y, We assume that the strength of axial anisotropy confat be

the same for eacke ions. As we already mentioned, since tbBiss known to be large and



negative, we treat the spins &eions as two state Ising spins along their respective ampgptr
axis. We also further assume tbdactor to be isotropic and has same value for all the ions.
Three parameters are defined in Eig (1), nanwe)y andd, to describe complex structural unit
of the chain. In Eq[(10) we need to use average partition foncaveraged over all possible
orientations of a chain to compare with experiments done povader sample. The averaging
can be done by noting that a chain orientation in space caefiiged by three angles, namely,
0, @ andy. HereB andg are usual spherical polar coordinates to define the orientaf the
chain axis andp is measure of rotation of the chain about its own axis. Outitpar function
will depend on (a) temperature, (b) magnetic field and (c)hatte structural parameters, (o
andd)for a single chain, it will also depend on orientational lasgpb, ¢ andy) with respect to
laboratory frame. The partition function can be averagest all orientations of the chain axis
to obtain an average partition functi@gy (3, B), given by,

— m 2 p2m
BB =[ [ [ QuB.B8.oY) sBdddpdy )

where,Qn (B, B; 8, @, ) is the partition function of the chain for a particular otigtion @, @, ).
We have ignored a normalization constant, as it will notaféur result. Integrations in EQ_(1L7)
can be done by simple numerical methods (analytically it matyalways be possible). So in
this particular problem, Ed_(10) must be replaced by,

NakgT?2 a_2
2N  0B2

XT In Qn(B,B) (18)
Note, we have also replacédby 2N, as one structural unit consists of two chemical units and
susceptibility from experiment is quoted for an Avogadroner of chemical units.

The Hamiltonian foii-th quantum unit consisting &by, Fe|, Fe;, Nk, andFé, site spins
and connected to neighboring quantum unitsHgy and Fe, site spins respectively, can be
written as:

Hi = JS&.gVoy ggFer Qb2 j(gFer gDy dFec gNbL | gFec g2 | Ry G2
1 mpe = 1 e
oSV B+ F% B S% B SV B4 % B) (19)

HereSis a vector spin operator for the specified ion. All these spi@rators are defined relative
to their corresponding local coordinate systems (seélFigdn) examplez-axis of aFeion is
taken along its easy anisotropy axis. First and second terras (19) are interaction terms
between quantum unit and its neighboring classical unig. 3rd term within brackets includes
all the interactions within the quantum unit. The 4th, 5tk &th terms are the Zeeman terms
associated with classical spins with appropriate weightthe quantum unit respectively. All
these terms can be expressed explicitly with the help otsiral angles or parametexs,(a, d)

and polar coordinates of the chab (p, {). Table [1) gives the expression for each of the terms
in the laboratory frame assuming that the magnetic fieldpdieg alongZ-axis of the laboratory
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Table 1:Expression for all 13 interaction terms appearing in[Eq {$3)iven below. Treating thEe
spins as Ising spins with anisotropy alandirection, we replace the spin by?, whereo™®

is the Ising-variable with only possible valugd, the factor 2 is to account for the spin of the
Feion which is 2.

Term Expression

SFer. b | ogFer (™ cogo comr + S) ™ sinw+ S, ™ coso sina)

SFe. N0 | ogFe (2 cogp com — S sinw+ S, ™ coso sina)

§e . SNb ZoFdl( 7 coD+S) ™ sind)

SFe. gNby [ pgFec(gibn cosw cosu — Sybl sinw+ SH™ coso sinat)

Sre. gk ZGFeC( % cogn cozn 4+ G sinw+ Sy 2 cogw sinal)

& . N | 2gFe (S co5+ S)™2 sind)

Se. B ZGFel( cogn coB+ sinw siny sing)B

Se.B o"e2( cogn coP+ sinw siny sind)B

SNk B [S'?'bl(cosa cosH — sina sind coal) + S) Lsiny sing
+Ssz1(sincx cod + cosx sind cosp)|B

Se.B | 207 (sind siny sind + coD sina cod + cod cosu coap sinb)B

Se.B | 20"%(coxn cod — sinw siny sind)B

N B | [S{™2(cost cos + sina sind cosl) — S, 2siny sing
+Ssz2(sina co — coxx sind cosp)|B

S%.B | 207%(—sind siny sinB+ cosd sino coH — cosd cost cog) sing)B
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frame. Knowing all these interaction terms, now we can fdnen transfer operatdr for the
i-th unit as,

Ti = Y (QlePQ)
{Qi}

— z<Qi|e(aS’:‘b1+bSD‘b1+csszl)( tes) 2415} 2) Q) (20)
{Qi}

Expressions fog, b, ¢, d, e, f andh, which are functions of classical spins involved in the
problem, are given in Tablé](2). Het®;) is the direct product basis of the spins by,

Table 2:Expression for variables appeared in Eg (20)

Variable | Expression
a —B[2J(c™® + 0"%)cosw com — gusB(cost coH — sina sind cogp)]
—B[2J{ (0" — 6™%)sin+ c"%sind} — gpeB siny Sinf]
—B[23{(c"e + 0"%)cosw sina + 6 €1coD} — gusB(sina coH + cosx sind cosp)]
—B[2J(c"® 4 6"%)cogn cost — gugB(cosx coH + sina sind cogp)]
—[3[2J{(c5':ec o™€2)sinw+ aFesind} + gueB siny sind]
—B[23{ (0% + 67&)cogw sina + 67coD} — gpeB(sina coP — cosx sind coa)]
BoueB[(0™® + 07%) (cosw coB + sinw sind siny)
+20€1(sind sin siny + coD sinal cos + cosD cosx sind cos))
(
(=

S|—=| 0|20 |T

+20"%(cosw coH — sinw sind siny)
+20F€

Sind sind siny + co sind coPH — coD cox Sinb coap)]

Fe), Fe,, Nbp, andFé,. If we take the basis foNb; to be eigenstates oh@'}'bl + bSL\lbl +

CS'Z\'bl) (the quantum mechanical operator in the exponent of thieefiggonential in EqL(20)),
the corresponding exponential term will be reduced to suexpbnential of the eigenvalues of
the operator. Similarly second exponential term can alsebaced to the sum of exponential

of the eigenvalues of the corresponding quantum operdﬁﬁb( —i—eS!,\'bZ + fS’Z\'bZ). Finding
eigenvalues of these quantum mechanical operators is fiiotitli they are-£AN2 and AN

respectively, whereANt = 2v/a2+ b2+ c2 andANP2 = 1,/d2+ €2+ f2. We now write the
transfer operator in Eq_(20) as,

Ti _ Z (e2\Nb1 7)\Nb1)(é\Nb2 7)\Nb2)
{Q}
= 4 g coshNPL cosiNPz ¢ (21)
{Q}

where the sum runs over all the configurations of the claksias,{c"1, 6", "€}, within
the quantum unit, which is denoted byQ/}. Note, T; depends only oo™® ando™® and we
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Figure 3:xTvsT curve forFe;Nb. Open circles ©), connected by segmented line, represent experi-
mental data points whereas filled trianglas,(connected by continuous line, represent calculated data
points. The experiment was done with applied field of 100 Oe.

can write elements of transfer matixas:

Porrgree = 4 costNPL cosNPz ¢ (22)
{Q}

whereANPr ANB2 andh are evaluated with the particular value of £, 0F®2). Next step here
would be to get eigenvalues of tliematrix, which in turn will give partition function for a
particular orientationf, @, ) of the chain. Now Eq(17), Ed _(18) and Eq [16) can be used for
obtainingxTvsT curve at low temperature (note, while Eql(18) will giye Eq (16) will give

usxm)-

4.1 Result and Discussion

In Fig (3) we show the best f{TvsT plot with experimental data. The best fit parameters
are:J = 20.3cm ! (antiferromagnetic)NzJ = 2.3x10~4 cni 1 (antiferromagnetic)g = 2.08,

o =33, w=22.5 andd = 8. The theoretical fit was obtained from 110 geometrical units
or 220 chemical units. We observe that, below §K, value decrease with temperature due
to two effects: (a) finite size of chains and (b) antiferrometge interchain interaction. Due to
finite size, magnetization of the chain has an upper boundgaeeches a saturation value and
below this temperaturg,T value will begin to decrease. Effect of antiferromagnetieichain
interaction further reduces the value of susceptibilitjoat temperatures. We also note that,
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at higher temperatures theoretical value of susceptiliditower compared to the experimental
value. Since, unlike in areal system, the directioRemoments in the model are fixed and can
not change, resulting in smaller magnetization than thedeowompound. Two more things
can be estimated from our model; first is the energy for angatidomain wall in the chaid,
the second being the anisotropy constant,

One of the important properties of SCMs is the slow relaxatid magnetization. The
relaxation dynamics is controlled by the blocking tempamaif the system and is related to
the energy required to create a domain wall in the chain. dWwest energy required to create a
domain wall is the absolute difference in energy betweemgtbaend state and an exited state, in
which one part of the chain is magnetized in one directionthadest of the chain is magnetized
in the opposite direction. In the class of SCMs we are disngssisualization of domain wall
may be difficult due to its complex structure, especially thuéhe presence of both quantum
and classical units. It is sufficient here to consider ddbtion and the associated off-chéte
ion as one quantum unit, since all of these units are iddntithe absence of external magnetic
field. In order to get ground state energy of the SCM, we savéhie eigenvalues of a quantum
unit for different configurations of the surrounding classiunits. Here the Hamiltonian to be
considered includes interaction Wb ion with the associated off-chalfe ion and half of the
interactions of thalNb ion with surrounding in-chaire ions. We obtain the minimum energy
when all the three Ising spins connected to [#feion are in same state, say,'+1’ state. So the
ground state of the chain is when all the Ising spins (botlaund off-chin) are in the *+1’ state.
Now to create a domain wall, we reverse all the Ising spingefart, say right half, and keep
the remaining Ising spins of left half in the initial state'®1’. This will change energy of only
one quantum unit, where the off-chain and one in-chain Ispigs are in ‘+1’ state and another
in-chain Ising spin is in ‘-1’ state. The difference in engrge., the energy to create a domain
wall is given by (see Figl1):

Fé/

1
N = é(\/a2+b2+02\(,Fec_l—\/ahrbhcm\(,Fec__l)oFel_m -
~ 345K (23)

This compares well with the experimental energy gap of 33 taioled from loggT) vs. /T
plot above temperature of 6K (to exclude effects due to fgide and interchain interactions).

Estimation of anisotropy parameté&y)(can not be done directly from the fits as our Hamil-
tonian does not contain tHe parameter. Here we employ an indirect way for its estimation
We have assumed that low temperature spinBesions behave like Ising spins due to large
and negativeD-value from experiment. Spin dfe ion being 2, we have also assumed that
spin values that can be assumedHR®yis only +-2. If we attribute the deviation of the theo-
retical curve from the experimental curve due to an assumpif canted Ising-type spin for
the Fe spins, then from the deviation temperatiiggabout 12K in Fig B) we can estimate the
anisotropy parameter. To do this, we solve the quantum nmécdlaexchange Hamiltonian,
namely,H = JS™¢. SVP _ D(S5€)2, with bothJ andD positive, of 2-spin problem involvinge
andNb spins exactly. Note, all the intrachain interactions arthif antiferromagnetiEe— Nb
type. We conjecture that the deviation from the experimexfarsT plot occurs due to sig-
nificant population of the 3rd eigenstate relative to theoedceigenstate. That is the thermal
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energyksTy is such that the ratio of the population of the 3rd eigendtatee 2nd eigenstate
is 1/e. This yields the result thalE = E3 — E; ~ 3D — 2J = kgTy. Since we know) from the
fitting, we estimateD ~ 16.3cnm L. This estimation is close to the experimental value of 17
cm L,

5 Conclusion

We have outlined a method which can be used to study an impat@ss of SCMs where al-
ternate units are of classical and quantum nature with aojgp axes of classical units being
non-collinear. We have also discussed in detail the issuet@fchain interaction and showed
how to incorporate it in transfer matrix technique. We aggblthis method to a real system
and studied its low temperature behavior. We have carri¢chowaveraging process that al-
lows computing the magnetic properties of a powder sample.h#e estimated anisotropy
parameter and energy associated with domain wall withsrtiodel. At this point it is worth
mentioning that, it may be better to consider all five stafgst{l, +2) of thez-component of
Fe spin instead of the two states considered here. Howevdnaincase, one has to deal with
little bigger transfer matrix (dimension&); but the main disadvantage of this extension will
be that it will add one more parameter to the HamiltoniarDasill now appear explicitly in
the model.
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