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Abstract

Entanglement, magnetization and magnetic susceptibility for 1D antiferromagnetic spin 1 and

spin 3
2 Heisenberg XXX model with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction, single-ion anisotropy and

external magnetic field on the finite chain are obtained.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic quantum magnetism has become an extremely ac-

tive area of research [1, 2]. Experimental data on the supramolecular architecture, synthesis,

magnetic susceptibility with dinuclear, tetranuclear, heptanuclear, decanuclear, and polynu-

clear complexes of Cu2 ions in the antiferromagnetic case are found [3]. The preparation of

an antiferromagnetic trinuclear Ni2 ionic complex with spin 1 and magnetic susceptibility

via temperature have been obtained [4].

X-ray crystallographic structures, magnetic susceptibility from 2 to 300K and the theo-

retical analysis of magnetism for a triangular and a tetranuclear molecule consisting of linked

high-spin cobalt (II) centers were described by the inclusion of an antisymmetric exchange

term (Dzyaloshinsky-Moriya interaction) [5, 6].

Thermal non-classical correlations quantified by concurrence entanglement, local quan-

tum the uncertainty and quantum coherence in a four-qubit square chain (tetranuclear

copper (II) complex) of mixed ferromagnetic-antiferromagnetic interactions between nearest

neighboring spins with a magnetic field were examined exactly in [7]. Magnetic susceptibility

can reveal spin entanglement between individual constituents of a solid, and magnetization

describes their local properties [8].

In this paper, we consider analytically the thermal entanglement, magnetization and

magnetic susceptibility of antiferromagnetic high-spin dinuclear and trinuclear Ni2 (spin

1) and Co2 (spin 3
2
) metal ion complexes as a function of an external magnetic field and

single-ion anisotropy at low temperatures.
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II. MODEL AND DEFINITIONS

The Hamiltonian for 1D antiferromagnetic Heisenberg XXX model with Dzyaloshinskii-

Moriya (DM) interaction and single-ion anisotropy in external magnetic field given as

H = J

N∑
i=1

~Si
~Si+1 +G

N∑
i=1

(Sx
i S

y
i+1 − S

y
i S

x
i+1) +D

N∑
i=1

(Sz
i )2 −B

N∑
i=1

Sz
i . (1)

where J = 1 to fix the energy scale, G is DM interaction parameter, D represents uniaxial

single-ion anisotropy, B is the controlable parameter. The local spin vector Si for each site

has the components of the spin-1 operators:

Sx=
1√
2


0 1 0

1 0 1

0 1 0

 , Sy =
1√
2


0 −i 0

i 0 −i

0 i 0

 , Sz =


1 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 −1

 .

The components of the spin 3
2

operators are expressed as follows:

Sx =
1

2


0
√

3 0 0
√

3 0 2 0

0 2 0
√

3

0 0
√

3 0

 Sy =
1

2


0
√

3 0 0
√

3 0 2 0

0 2 0
√

3

0 0
√

3 0

 Sz =
1

2


3 0 0 0

0 1 0 0

0 0 −1 0

0 0 0 −3

 .

Logarithmic negativity [9] is an entanglement measure defined as

LN = log2

(
‖ ρTa

ab ‖1
)

= log2

(∑
k=1

|λk|

)
(2)

where λk are the eigenvalues of the matrix ρTa
ab . Ta denotes the partial pairwise transpose

with respect to the first system and ρab is partial trace of the density matrix of the whole

system between quantum states a and b.

III. CALCULATED RESULTS

The entanglement of the 1D antiferromagnetic spin 1 and spin 3
2

Heisenberg XXX model

with Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction, single-ion anisotropy and an external magnetic field

on finite chain with sizes N = 2, N = 3 and N = 4 is studied. The behavior of logarithmic

negativity LN as a function of the external magnetic field parameter B for spin 1 and spin
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is displayed in Fig. 1, for fixed J = 1, D = 1 and G = 1. The critical point Bc at B ≥ Bc

of the ground state, at which entanglement disappears, is shown if B > 0.

In Fig. 2 we present the behavior of logarithmic negativity LN via DM interaction pa-

rameter G at fixed J = 1, D = 1 for spin 1 at B = 5 and for spin 3
2

at B = 9. We fixed

these values of B near the Bc for spin 1 and spin 3
2

respectively.

In Fig. 1 and Fig. 2 (a, b, c) the upper curves show the logarithmic negativity of LN for

spin 3
2
, and the lower curves for spin 1 (N = 2, 3, 4). The same in plots (d, e, f) corresponds

to a fixed temperature kBT = 0.1.

FIG. 1. The logarithmic negativity LN versus of external magnetic field parameter B

We found out also the phase diagrams of ground-state in the D−B and the G−B planes

at fixed value J = 1 for N = 2, see Fig. 3. The entanglement region is located below the

linear line and the adjacent curve for the corresponding values of the parameter G (Fig. 3

(a) and (b)). For example for spin 1 and N = 2 at G = 1 equations of the linear line and

the adjacent curve are obtained as follows:

B = 2 + 2
√

2 +D

(
for D > −2

7

(
2 + 3

√
2
))

, (3)

B =
1

2

(√
D2 − 2D + 17 +D + 3

) (
for D < −2

7

(
2 + 3

√
2
))

. (4)

The curve connecting the corner points shows the possible values B and D of the triple
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FIG. 2. The logarithmic negativity LN versus of DM interaction parameter G

points for various quantities of G and in the case of spin 1 and N = 2 is defined by:

B = 2

√
1

2

(
D2 +

√
(D + 1)2 (D2 + 1) +D − 1

)
+ 1 +D + 2. (5)

FIG. 3. Ground-state phase diagrams in the D−B plane at fixed value J = 1 and various values of

G (from top to bottom G = 1, G = 1
2 , G = 0), plot (a) corresponds the spin 1, plot (b) corresponds

the spin 3
2 . Plot (c) corresponds the ground-state phase diagrams in the G − B plane at fixed

values J = 1 and D = 1. The entanglement area is between the upper and lower curves for the

spin 1. The region between middle curves corresponds the entanglement states, for the spin 3
2 .

The ground state of the system in the non entanglement region (LN = 0) has a wave

function corresponding to the state with all spins down (ΨGS = | ↓↓ .... ↓〉). The first

nonzero plateau ground state wave function for the spin 1 for chain sizes N = 2 and N = 3
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is defined follow:

ΨGS(N = 2) =
1√
2

(| ↓ 0〉+ (cos(
π

4
) + i cos(

π

4
))|0 ↓〉) (6)

ΨGS(N = 3) =
1√
3

(|0 ↓↓〉+ i| ↓ 0 ↓〉 − | ↓↓ 0〉) (7)

The coefficients for the spin 3
2

are the same with replacements in the labels of vector of state

↓ by −3
2

and 0 by −1
2
.

The entanglement values LN as a function of temperature T (from now on kB = 1) at

fixed J = 1, DM interaction parameter G = 1 and single-ion anisotropy D = 1 are shown

in Fig. 4

FIG. 4. The upper curves represent the behaviour of entanglement amount LN for the spin 3
2 , and

lowest curves show the same for the spin 1. Plots (a), (b), (c) correspond N = 2, N = 3, N = 4,

respectively.

The behavior of magnetization and magnetic susceptibility of the chain size N = 2 are

presented in Fig. 5. As it was found, the plateau of magnetization and the plateau of

logarithmic negativity coincide. For chains of size N = 3 and N = 4, we get the results that

are qualitatively similar.

N. A. acknowledges the receipt of the grant No. SCS 21AG-1C006.

[1] T. Nagamiya, K. Yosida, R. Kubo, Antiferromagnetism, Advances in Physics 4 (13) (1955)

1-112. DOI.org/10.1080/00018735500101154.

[2] I. M. Georgescu, S. Ashhab, and F. Nori, Quantum Simulation, Rev. Mod. Phys. 86, 153 (2014).

DOI: 10.1103/RevModPhys.86.153.

6



FIG. 5. The logarithmic negativity (red curve), magnetization (orange curve) and magnetic sus-

ceptibility (blue curve) for N = 2 as a function of B at J = 1, D = 1, G = 1 and kBT = 0.05.

Plots (a) and (b) corresponds spin 1 and 3
2 , respectively.

[3] S. S. Tandon, S. D. Bunge, N. Patel, E. C. Wang and L. K. Thompson, Self-Assembly of

Antiferromagnetically-Coupled Copper(II) Supramolecular Architectures with Diverse Struc-

tural Complexities, Molecules 25 (2020) 5549(pp 31). DOI:10.3390/molecules25235549.

[4] N. M. Bonanno, A. J. Lough, M. T. Lemaire, Atrinuclear nickel(II) cluster containing a ditopic

redox active ligand: Structural and magnetic properties, Polyhedron 183 (2020) 114536 (pp 6).

DOI:10.1016/j.poly.2020.114536.

[5] J. F. Berry, F. A. Cotton, C. Y. Liu, T. Lu, C. A. Murillo, B. S. Tsukerblat, D. Villagran, and X.

Wang,Modeling Spin Interactions in a Cyclic Trimer and a Cuboidal Co4O4 Core with Co(II)

in Tetrahedral and Octahedral Environments, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 127 (13) (2005) 4895–4902.

DOI: 10.1021/ja044185b.

[6] H. Arian Zad, R. Kenna and N. Ananikian, Magnetic and thermodynamic properties

of the octanuclear nickel phosphonate-based cage, Physica A 538 (2020) 122841. DOI:

10.1016/j.physa.2019.122841.

[7] F. Benabdallah, S. Haddadi, H. A. Zad, M. R. Pourkarimi, M. Daoud, N. Ananikian Pairwise

quantum criteria and teleportation in a spin square complex, Scientific Reports 12(1) (2022)

1-12, DOI: 10.1038/s41598-022-10248-2.

[8] M. Wieniak, V. Vedral and C. Brukner, Magnetic susceptibility as a macroscopic entanglement

witness, New J. Phys. 7 (2005) 258 (pp 8). DOI: 10.1088/1367-2630/7/1/258.

[9] G. Vidal, R. F. Werner, A computable measure of entanglement. Phys. Rev. A. 65 (3) (2002)

032314 (pp11). DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevA.65.032314.

7


	Quantum Magnetic Properties, Entanglement for Antiferromagnetic Spin 1 and 3/2 Cluster Models
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Model and Definitions
	III Calculated Results
	 References


