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The S = 1/2 distorted diamond spin chain with the anisotropic ferromagnetic interaction is investigated using the
numerical diagonalization and the level spectroscopy analysis. It is known that the system exhibits a plateau of the
magnetization curve at the 1/3 of the saturation. The present study indicates that as the anisotropy is varied the quantum
phase transition occurs between two different mechanisms of the 1/3 magnetization plateau. The phase diagram with
respect to the anisotropy and the ferromagnetic coupling is also presented.
PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm, 75.30.Kz, 75.40.Cx, 75.45.+j
I.

INTRODUCTION

The magnetization plateau is one of interesting phenomena
in the field of the magnetism. It possibly appears as the quantization of magnetization, when the one-dimensional quantum
spin system satisfies the necessary condition
Sunit − munit = integer,

(1)

where Sunit is the total spin and munit is the magnetization per
unit cell1 . The S = 1/2 distorted diamond spin chain2 is a
strongly frustrated quantum spin system which exhibits the
1/3 magnetization plateau according to the conditions. This
system was proposed as a good theoretical model of the compound Cu3 (CO3 )2 (OH)2 , called azurite3,4 . In fact, the magnetization measurement of azurite detected a clear magnetization plateau at 1/3 of the saturation magnetization. The theoretical study by the numerical exact diagonalization6,7 suggested that the 1/3 magnetization plateau is induced by two
different mechanisms. One is based on the ferrimagnetic
mechanism and the other is due to the formation of singlet
dimers at the J2 bonds in Fig.1 and free spins. The 1/3 plateau
of azurite is believed to be due to the latter mechanism4,5
Recently other candidate materials for the distorted diamond spin chain were discovered. They are the compound
K3 Cu3 AlO2 (SO4 )4 , called alumoklyuchevskite8–10 and related materials. All the exchange interactions of azurite are
antiferromagnet, while alumoklyuchevskite includes ferromagnetic couplings as well as antiferromagnetic ones. The
most important point is the the difference of the J2 bond,
although the model of alumoklyuchevskite is more complicated than that of azurite. The J2 bond is antiferromagnetic
on which a singlet dimer pair is formed in azurite, whereas
it is ferromagnetic in alumoklyuchevskite. Thus it would be
useful to investigate the distorted diamond chain with the ferromagnetic interaction. In this paper we investigate the distorted diamond spin chain model with the ferromagnetic exchange interaction and introduce the XXZ anisotropy to this
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ferromagnetic bond. It is expected that this model would exhibit the 1/3 magnetization plateau based on two different
mechanisms, as was predicted for the (S, s) = (1, 1/2) mixed
spin chain12 . Using the numerical diagonalization of finitesize systems and the level spectroscopy analysis, we investigate the mechanisms of the 1/3 magnetization plateau in the
present model and obtain the phase diagram with respect to
the anisotropy and the strength of the ferromagnetic coupling.
II.

MODEL

We investigate the model described by the Hamiltonian
H = H0 + HZ

(2)

N/3 

H0 = J1 ∑ S3 j−2 · S3 j−1 + S3 j−1 · S3 j
j=1



N/3 h
i
+J2 ∑ S3x j S3x j+1 + S3y j S3y j+1 + λ S3z j S3z j+1
j=1

N/3 

+J3 ∑ S3 j−1 · S3 j+1 + S3 j · S3 j+2
j=1
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FIG. 1. The model of the S = 1/2 distorted diamond spin chain. Solid
lines, wavy lines and dotted lines denote J1 , J2 and J3 , respectively.

where S j is the spin-1/2 operator, J1 , J2 , J3 are the coupling
constants of the exchange interactions, respectively, and λ is
the coupling anisotropy. The schematic picture of the model
is shown in Fig. 1. In this paper we consider the case where
J2 is ferromagnetic and the XY -like (easy-plane) anisotropy
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III.

MAGNETIZATION PLATEAU

In the isotropic coupling case λ = 1 the model (2) is the
ferrimagnet with the 1/3 spontaneous magnetization and has
the 1/3 magnetization plateau. The previous numerical diagonalization and the level spectroscopy study12 on the (S, s) =
(1, 1/2) mixed spin ferrimagnetic chain indicated that as the
easy-plane anisotropy increases, the system exhibits the quantum phase transition at the critical point where the ferrimagnetic magnetization plateau disappears and a new plateau due
to another mechanism appears. The equivalent quantum phase
transition is expected to occur in the present model. The initial
1/3 magnetization plateau is based on the ferrimagnetic mechanism shown in Fig. 2, while another mechanism of the 1/3
plateau is expected to be due to a strong easy-plane anisotropy
effect shown in Fig. 3. We denote these two plateaux as the
plateaux I and II, respectively.
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L=4
L=6
L=8

LW

is introduced to this bond only (J2 < 0 and λ < 1), while
J1 and J3 are isotropic antiferromagnetic bonds (J1 , J3 > 0 ).
(We note that the case of J1 < 0, J2 > 0, J3 ≷ 0 and λ = 1
was studied.11). N is the number of spins and L is defined
as the number of the unit cells, namely N = 3L. For Lunit systems, the lowest energy of H0 in the subspace where
∑ j Szj = 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, namely Ms = 3L/2 for this system.
E(L, M) is calculated by the Lanczos algorithm under the periodic boundary condition (SN+l = Sl ) and the twisted boundx,y
z
ary condition (SN+l
= −Slx.y , SN+l
= Slz ), for L =4, 6 and 8.
Under the twisted boundary condition we calculate the lowest energy ETBC,P=+ (L, M) (ETBC,P=− (L, M)) in the subspace
where the parity is even (odd) with respect to the lattice inversion Sl → SN−l+1 at the twisted bond.
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FIG. 4. Scaled plateau width LW for L =4, 6 and 8 is plotted versus
the anisotropy λ in the case of J1 = 1.0, J2 = −1.0 and J3 = 0.5

tween the plateaux I and II, we apply the phenomenological renormalization for the plateau width W = E(L, M + 1) +
E(L, M − 1) − 2E(L, M) at M = L/2 calculated by the numerical diagonalization. The scaled plateau width LW for
L =4, 6 and 8 is plotted versus the anisotropy λ in the case
of J1 = 1.0, J2 = −1.0 and J3 = 0.5 shown in Fig. 4. It indicates the quantum phase transition around λ ∼ 0.2 where the
first plateau vanishes and the other plateau appears with decreasing λ . The phase boundary will be estimated in the next
section.

IV.

LEVEL SPECTROSCOPY AND PHASE DIAGRAM

In order to detect the quantum phase transitions among the
plateaux I, II and plateauless phases, the level spectroscopy
analysis13,14 is one of the best methods. According to this
analysis, we should compare the following three energy gaps;
E(L, M − 2) + E(L, M + 2) − 2E(L, M)
,
2
∆TBC,P=+ = ETBC,P=+ (L, M) − E(L, M),
∆TBC,P=− = ETBC,P=− (L, M) − E(L, M).
∆2 =

FIG. 2. Schematic picture of the ferrimagnetic mechanism of the 1/3
magnetization plateau.

FIG. 3. Schematic picture of another mechanism of the 1/3 magnetization plateau, induced by the strong easy-plane anisotropy of the
ferromagnetic
J2 bond. Here the rectangles denote the two spin state
√
(1/ 2)(↑↓ + ↓↑).

In order to investigate the quantum phase transition be-

1

(5)
(6)
(7)

The level spectroscopy method indicates that the smallest
gap among these three gaps for M = L = Ms /3 determines
the phase at m = 1/3. ∆2 , ∆TBC,P=+ and ∆TBC,P=− correspond to the plateauless, plateau I and plateau II phases, respectively. Especially, ∆TBC,P=+ and ∆TBC,P=− directly reflect the symmetries of two plateau states. The physical explanation is very simple. In the ferrimagnetic mechanism,
the state is essentially composed of the direct product of local
state, which leads to no change (P = +) under the space inversion
√ operation. On the other hand, there is a two-spin state
(1/ 2)(↑N ↓1 + ↓1 ↑N ) on the J√
2 bonds connecting SN and S1 .
This state changes into the (1/ 2)(↑N ↓1 − ↓1 ↑N ) state if the
corresponding J2 bond is twisted. When we√
perform the space
inversion operation, this state becomes (1/ 2)(↓1 ↑N − ↑1 ↓N
), which means P = −. The λ dependence of these three gaps
for J1 = 1.0, J2 = −1.0 and J3 = 0.5 is shown in Fig. 5 for
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FIG. 5. Level spectroscopy analysis applied to the present model for
J1 = 1.0, J2 = −1.0 and J3 = 0.5.

FIG. 7. Phase diagram on the J2 -λ plane at m = 1/3 for J1 = 1.0 and
J3 = 0.5.
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sis. As a result it is found that as the easy-plane anisotropy
of the ferromagnetic bond increases the quantum phase transition occurs at the critical point where the mechanism of the
1/3 magnetization plateau changes. The phase diagram with
respect to the strength of the ferromagnetic coupling and the
anisotropy is also presented.
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FIG. 6. Process of the extrapolation of the phase boundary to the
thermodynamic limit L → ∞. The model parameters are the same as
those of Fig.5.

L =8. It indicates that the quantum phase transition between
the plateaux I and II phases occurs, but the plateauless phase
does not appear.
Assuming that the finite-size correction is proportional to
1/L2 , we estimate the phase boundaries in the thermodynamic
limit from every level-cross point. The process for the same
parameters as Fig. 5 is shown in Fig. 6.
The phase diagram on the J2 -λ plane at m = 1/3 for J1 =
1.0 and J3 = 0.5 is shown in Fig. 7. The two different plateau
phases appears, but the plateauless phase does not appear. The
plateau II phase is predicted for the first time at least for the
distorted diamond spin system.

V.

SUMMARY

The S = 1/2 distorted diamond spin chain with the
anisotropic ferromagnetic interaction is investigated using the
numerical diagonalization and the level spectroscopy analy-
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