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W e discuss the problem of a spin 1=2 im purity im m ersed in a spin S m agnetically ordered

background.W eshow thattheproblem m apsontoageneralization ofthedissipativetwolevelsystem

(D TLS) with two independent heat baths,associated with the G oldstone m odes ofthe m agnet,

that couple to di�erent com ponents ofthe im purity spin operator. Using analyticalperturbative

renorm alization group (RG )m ethodsand accuratenum ericalrenorm alization group (NRG )weshow

that contrary to other dissipative m odels there is quantum frustration ofdecoherence and quasi-

scaling even in the strong coupling regim e. W e m ake predictions for the behavior ofthe im purity

m agnetic susceptibility that can be m easured in nuclear m agnetic resonance (NM R) experim ents.

O urresultsm ay also have relevance to quantum com putation.

PACS num bers:71.55.-i,75.20.Hr,03.65.Yz,03.67.Lx

Q uantum im purity problem s are characterized by a

singlequantum m echanicaldegreeoffreedom coupled to

a reservoir. These are the sim plestproblem s in physics

thatexhibitnon-trivialm any-bodye�ects.Am ongthem ,

theDTLS [1]playsa centralrolebecauseitisrelated to

a variety ofdi�erentphysicalprocessessuch asthedissi-

pativetunneling ofa particlein a doublewellorthecou-

pling ofan Ising spin to a gaplessferm ionicenvironm ent,

i.e,the anisotropic K ondo problem . The K ondo prob-

lem isoneofthebestunderstood im purity problem sand

hasbeen studied by a largevariety ofm ethods.Itsther-

m odynam ic propertiescan be studied exactly via Bethe

ansatz[2]and RG [3],itsdynam icpropertiesatlow ener-

giescan becalculated via conform al�eld theory [4],and

m any ofitscorrelation functionscan beobtained exactly

[5]. The problem of quantum im purities im m ersed in

m agneticm edia closeto a quantum phasetransition has

also attracted a lotofattention recently due to itspos-

sible relevance to cuprates,heavy-ferm ions and organic

m aterials [6]. W hile m ost ofthe recent works focus on

the param agneticphase we concentrateon m agnetically

ordered phases[7,8].

In this paper we study a quantum im purity problem

of a di�erent nature, nam ely, the problem of a single

spin 1=2coupled toad-dim ensionalm agneticallyordered

system with spin S. A possible application ofour re-

sultscan be found,forinstance,in K M n1�x CuxF3 with

x � 1 (Cu hasspin 1=2 and M n hasS = 5=2).K M nF3
isa three dim ensional(d= 3)cubic quantum Heisenberg

antiferrom agnet(Q HAF) with exchange coupling J be-

tween theM n spins.Thism aterialordersin a N�eelstate

and haswellde�ned gaplessm agnon m odes[9].TheM n

spins interactwith the Cu spin via an exchange J0. In

the past this problem was studied by a series ofdi�er-

enttheoreticaltechniquesthatusually assum etheim pu-

rity spin to be aligned with the surrounding N�eelstate

and/or J0 � J [9,10]. As we are going to show,while

thiskind ofapproach iswarranted atlow tem peratures,

itfailsto describe the fullquantum behaviorofthe im -

purity at energy scales interm ediate between J0 and J

(J0 � J) where the im purity spin uctuates strongly

and gets m ixed with the quantum uctuations of the

m agnetic environm ent. The problem at hand is sim i-

larto the K ondo e�ectofm agnetic im puritiesin m etals

wherethereisam any-body crossoverfrom weak(param -

agnetic)tostrongcoupling(screened)asthetem perature

islowered below theK ondotem perature.In ourcase,the

screened stateoccurswhen theim purity spin fully aligns

with the surrounding background below an energy TA .

W e are particularly interested in the anom alous relax-

ation oftheCu ion spinsthatcan bem easured by NM R.

In particular,we calculate the frequency and tem pera-

ture dependence ofthe im aginary partofthe transverse

im purity susceptibility fortheQ HAF in d = 3,�? (!;T).

At long wavelengths and low energies the m agnetic

problem can bedescribed by spin coherentstatepath in-

tegralin term softhe Euclidean action SE (weuseunits

such that~ = kB = 1)with SE = SW Z + SM whereSW Z

istheW ess-Zum inoterm thatdescribesthequantum dy-

nam icsforthe im purity spin S and

SM =

Z

d
d+ 1

x�

�
1

2g

h

(@0n(x�))
2
+ c

2 (@in(x�))
2
i

+ �
d(xi) n(x�)� � � S(x0)

	
; (1)

where x� = (x0 = �;xi)with � = 0;1;::;d isthe space-

tim e coordinate, c = 2
p
dJaS is the spin-wave veloc-

ity,g = c2=�s is the coupling constant,�s = JS2a2�d

is the spin sti�ness for the non-linear sigm a m odel[11]

described by the vector �eld n (a is the lattice spac-

ing),� / J0isthem atrix coupling between theim purity

spin and the spin environm ent. The action (1) has to

be supplem ented by the localconstraintn2(x�)= 1. In

the ordered phase, we can write n � (’1;’2;1) with
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j’aj � 1. W e will assum e � = (�1;�2;�) and that

�;� 1;2 � D 0 � J where D0 is the bare cut-o� ofthe

problem .The action reducesto:

SM �

Z

d
d+ 1

x�

�
1

2g

h

(@0~’(x�))
2
+ c

2 (@i~’(x�))
2
i

+ �
d(xi)

"

�S 3 +
X

a= 1;2

�a’a(x�)Sa

#)

; (2)

where ~’ = (’1;’2)representsthe two G oldstone m odes

ofthe antiferrom agnet. Eq.(2) describes a problem of

two free bosonic m odes coupled to an im purity via its

di�erent spin com ponents. Notice that the � coupling

describes the m olecularW eiss �eld applied by the anti-

ferrom agnet. The othertwo term shave a very di�erent

m eaning,they representthequantum uctuationsofthe

im purity due to the coupling to the G oldstone m odes.

Since the operatorsSa obey the spin algebra they a�ect

the im purity spin by inducing transitions between the

eigenstatesofS3.Theproblem can bereduced to a one-

dim ension (1D) problem using an s-wave expansion [1]

with a Ham iltonian,H = H 0 + H I�(x),where:

H 0 =
1

2

X

a= 1;2

Z
1

0

dx
�
� 2

a(x)+ c
2(@x�a(x))

2
�
;

H I = �S 3 +

r
g

(2�)d

X

a

�a

Z
1

0

dkk
(d�1)=2 �a(k)Sa ; (3)

where �a(x)and � a(x)with a = 1;2 are conjugate real

scalar�eldson the halfline (� a(k)isthe Fouriertrans-

form of�a(x)wherek isthem om entum ).Itisconvenient

to furtherdecom posed the�eldsinto right,� a;R (x),and

left,�a;L(x), m oving com ponents associated with out-

going and incom ing waves out ofthe im purity,respec-

tively. Notice thatthe coupling ofthe im purity spin to

thebosonicreservoirdependsonthedim ensionality.This

should becontrasted with theK ondo problem wherethe

couplingtoferm ionswith aFerm isurfacem aketheprob-

lem insensitive to d. To m ake contact with the K ondo

problem we return to the path integrallanguage and

trace overthe bosonic m odes in order to obtain the ef-

fective action Seff = SW Z + SI forthe im purity alone,

where:

SI =

Z

d��S 3(�)�
X

a= 1;2

a

Z

d�

Z

d�
0
Sa(�)Sa(�

0)

j� � �0j�
; (4)

wherea = (�2agSd�(d� 1))=(4(2�)dcd)(Sd istheareaof

thehyperspherein d dim ensionsand �(x)istheG am m a

function)and � = d� 1 (fora ferrom agnet� = d=2).

There isa few wellunderstood lim itsofthisproblem .

Consider�rstthecasewhere1 6= 0but2 = 0and � = 2

(d = 3).In thiscasethe action (4)can be m apped onto

the anisotropic K ondo problem [3]and is equivalent to

the problem ofa classical1D spin chain with long range

interactions in a m agnetic �eld. There is a K osterlizt-

Thouless(K T)phasetransition at1 = 1:for1 < 1,�

scalesto in�nity indicating thattheim purity alignswith

thebulk -in theK ondolanguagethisisequivalentto the

form ation oftheK ondosinglet;for1 > 1,�isirrelevant

underthe RG and scalesto zero -thisisthe equivalent

oftheK ondo problem with ferrom agneticcoupling.The

second case is 1 < � < 2 and 1 = 2 = . Notice,

on the one hand,thatin term sofits Fouriertransform

thesecond term in (4)behaveslikej!j��1 jSa(!)j
2 where

! is the frequency. O n the other hand,SW Z describes

the area ofthe unit sphere bounded by the trajectory

param eterized by S(�). For a variation ofS by �S the

variation in this term issim ply �SW Z = �S � (S � @�S)

and thereforeSW Z scaleslike!.Thus,for� < 2 (d < 3)

thelong rangeinteraction isrelevantatlow energiesand

one can disregard SW Z , that is, the im purity behaves

classically. It m ay be surprising that as one lower the

dim ensionality (decreases�) the m agnetic im purity be-

haves classically but this results from the fact that the

interactionsin im aginarytim ebecom elongerranged.By

disregarding SW Z theproblem reducesto a classicalXY

chain with long-rangeinteractions[12]in thepresenceof

a �eld in the Z direction (proportionalto �) where 

plays the role ofthe inverse ofthe tem perature. � is

a relevantperturbation and the spin alwaysorderswith

the bulk withoutquantum e�ects.Forthe d = 2 Q HAF

this problem has been studied via spin-wave T-m atrix

scattering [13],�eld theoreticalm ethods[10],and quan-

tum M onte Carlo [14]. Finally,when � > 2 (d > 3)the

second term in (4) is irrelevantand the spin e�ectively

decouplesfrom theuctuationsoftheenvironm entatlow

energies,thatis,the problem can be described in term s

ofa quantum spin in the W eissm olecular�eld alone.

Itisclearthatthecaseofm ostinterestiswhen � = 2

and 1;2 6= 0. Notice thatforan antiferrom agnetthis

im pliesd = 3 which isalso the case ofexperim entalin-

terest. Returning to (3),it is convenient to work with

a single �eld on the entire real line by the unfolding

transform ation:�L (x)= �1;L (x),�R (x)= �2;R (x),and

�L (� x) = �1;R (x),�R (� x) = �2;L (x),allfor x > 0.

In this case the Ham iltonian can be written as (we set

c= 1):

H =

Z + 1

�1

dx
X

�= R ;L

(@x��(x))
2
+ �(x)[�S 3

�
p
8��1@x�R (x = 0)S1 �

p
8��2@y�L (x = 0)S2

i

; (5)

where �R (x)and �L (x)are rightand leftm oving �elds,

and �1;2 = g1=2�1;2=(4�
7=2)arethenew couplings.Sim i-

larproblem sto theonedescribed by (5)havebeen stud-

ied in thepast.In onecasea singleheatbath iscoupled

to di�erent spin com ponents but in the absence ofthe

W eiss �eld [6,15],in another,the W eiss �eld is consid-

ered only in �rstorder[16].In ourcaseitisnotonly im -
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portantto havetwo independentheatbathsbutwealso

considerthe strong renorm alization ofthe W eiss�eld.

W e have perform ed RG calculations for (5) in the

Coulom b gasform ulation [17]in two di�erentlim its:(i)

�1;2 � 1;(ii) �1 � 1 with �2 arbitrary and vice-versa.

The RG equationsare:

@‘�1 = � �1�
2

2 � �1�
2

3 ;

@‘�2 = � �2�
2

1 � �2�
2

3 ;

@‘�3 = (1� �
2

1 � �
2

2)�3 ; (6)

where �3 = �=D 0 � 1 and ‘= ln(D =D 0). Notice that,

asexpected,theseequationsaresym m etricundertheex-

changeofcouplings�1 and �2.Thereare3 �xed points:

(1)thetrivialoneat�1 = �2 = �3 = 0,(2)�1 = �3 = 0,

�2 = 1,and (3)�2 = �3 = 0,�1 = 1.Thetwonon-trivial

�xed points are the K T transitions of the anisotropic

K ondo m odel. In the �1 � �2 plane (�3 6= 0) the RG

ow isshown in Fig.1.

3
->infinity

3
-> 0κ κ

κ

1

10

1

2

κ

FIG .1. RG ow in the �1 � �2 plane.

Notice that when the couplings are large and

anisotropic (�1 � �2 > 1) the RG indicates that one

ofthe couplingsow a �xed value while the othersow

to zero (�3 ! 0). In term s of(5) this indicates that

the im purity spin alignsin a direction perpendicular to

them olecular�eld which wasassum ed to pointin theZ-

direction in (2).In theK ondolanguagethisistheequiv-

alent to the K ondo e�ect with ferrom agnetic coupling,

when the im purity decouples from the environm ent. A

possibility that is not considered in this work is associ-

ated with theform ation ofa spin texturearound theim -

purity spin.In a classicalspin system a spin texturecan

beform ed in thebulk spinsdueto thepresenceofstrong

and/or anisotropic interactions. The spin texture can

follow the im purity as ittunnels invalidating the m eth-

odsused here(an instanton calculation isrequiredtotake

intoaccountthecollectivenatureofthetexture)[8].O ur

resultsareonly valid ifno spin textureisform ed around

the m agneticim purity.

In the isotropic case when �1 = �2 = � the RG equa-

tionsbecom e:

@‘� = � �
3 � ��

2

3 ;

@‘�3 = (1� 2�2)�3 : (7)

O bservethatcontrary to theK T transition �3(‘)always

scalestowardsstrongcouplingindicatingtherelevanceof

the m olecular�eld (although itdecreasesinitially under

the RG if� > 1=
p
2). However,the RG breaks down

at a scale ‘� = ln(D 0=TA ) when �3(‘
�) � 1. TA is the

crossoverenergy scalefrom weak to strong coupling (the

equivalentofthe K ondo tem perature). Itiseasy to see

thatthe value ofTA dependsstrongly on the barevalue

of�(‘ = 0). If�(0) < �3(0) the �3 term in (7) does

not play a role,the ow is essentially the sam e as the

usualK T ow and TA � D0[�3(0)]
1=(1�2�

2
(0)) � �[1�

2�2(0)ln(D 0=�)]. If,on the other hand,�(0) > � 3(0)

then the �3 term dom inates and �3(‘) ows to strong

coupling leading to: TA � �(1 + 2�2(0)ln(D 0=�))
�1 .

W e im m ediately notice thatthe �3 term in the RG de-

stroystheK T transition.UnliketheK ondo problem the

system retains coherence even at large coupling and is

neveroverdam ped.Thisisa quantum m echanicale�ect

and com esfrom the factthatthe spin operatorsdo not

com m ute. W hile the S1 operatorin (5)wantsto orient

the im purity spin in itsdirection,the sam e happensfor

the S2 operator.In a classicalsystem (largeS)the spin

would orientin a �nite angle in the XY plane.However

fora S = 1=2 im purity this is notpossible and the im -

purity couplingise�ectively quantum frustratedreducing

thee�ectivecoupling totheenvironm ent.Anotherinter-

esting featureoftheRG ow isthatfor1> �(0)> 1=
p
2

the value of�� = �(‘�)� ln(D0=TA )=2 isessentially in-

dependentof�(0)atenergy scaleTA .W hileTA givesthe

crossoverenergyscalebetween weakand strongcoupling,

�� providesinform ation aboutthe dissipation rate,��1 ,

ofthe im purity dynam ics. O urresultsindicate thatfor

�(0) su�ciently large,� �1 is independent ofthe initial

coupling to the bosonicbaths.

0 1 2 3
ω / TA

0

2

4

6

8

[ χ
’’ ⊥

(ω
)/

ω
] /

 [ 
∂ ω

 χ
’’ ⊥

(ω
=

0)
]

γ1=γ2=0.15
0.29
0.40
0.59
0.69
0.75
0.79
0.82
0.84

FIG .2. �
00

?
(!;�)=! asa function of!=TA .

In order to investigate the dynam icalcorrelationswe

study thefrequency dependentim purity spin correlation

function, �
00

?
(!) = =

�R
1

0
dtei!th[S1(t);S1(0)]i

	
. O ne
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of the great advantages of writing the problem in the

form ofan im purity problem asin (5)is that itcan be

accurately studied by num ericalrenorm alization group

m ethods(NRG )[18].In orderto perform the NRG cal-

culation we transform (5) into a 1D ferm ionic problem

and m ap the bosonic couplings onto ferm ionic coupling

by studying the spectrum ofboth problem s[8].In Fig.2

we plot�
00

?
(!)=! for di�erent values of1 = 2 =  as

a function of!=TA . W e see thatthe curvescollapse for

 > 0:4 (quasi-scaling)while deviationsareobserved for

sm allenough .Thisresultagreeswith theRG sincethe

width of�
00

?
(!)=! is exactly the dissipation rate,��1 ,

which becom es independent of (or �(0)) for  > 0:4.

In Fig.3wecom parethebehaviorofthecorrelation func-

tion in the isotropiccase(1 = 2 = 0:59)to the behav-

iorin thestrongly anisotropiccase,thatis,in theDTLS

(1 = 0:59 and 2 = 0). The di�erences are striking.

W hile in the isotropic case the peak in the response at

! = TA rem ains,thatis the system isunderdam ped,it

has disappeared in the anisotropic case where the dy-

nam icsisoverdam ped.

0.0000 0.0005 0.0010
ω/D

0.0

1.0

2.0

3.0

[χ
’’ ⊥

(ω
)/

ω
] /

 [ 
∂ ω

 χ
’’ ⊥

(ω
=

0)
] γ1=γ2=0.59

γ1=0.59  γ2=0

∆/D=0.01

FIG .3. �
00

?
(!)=! asa function of!=D .

Since the RG indicates that the transverse couplings

oftheim purity to theenvironm entalwaysow to � � 1

one could use perturbation theory to calculate �
00

?
(!).

However,perturbation theory in � onlygeneratesaDirac

delta peak at! = �,thatis,� �1 = 0 .In orderto geta

�nite��1 oneneedsa non-perturbativecalculation.The

RPA with thebareparam etersreplaced by therenorm al-

ized onesgives[8]:

�
00

?
(!)

!
=

(�=2)[arctan(��)]�1 TA =�

(!2 � (TA )
2 � 1=�2)

2
+ 4!2=�2

; (8)

where ��1 � (��)2TA . Notice that (8) reduces to

a Dirac delta function at ! = � as �(0) ! 0, as

expected. W e �nd that this approxim ation is good

for ! � TA and also describes well the NRG re-

sults for all ! < D 0 when D 0 > TA � D 0�
�. In

the zero frequency lim it (8) reduces to �? (! = 0) �

(��)2!=(TA )
2 + O ((��)4) and the K ram ers-K ronig rela-

tion im m ediately leadsto �? (! = 0;T = 0)= �=[8(1+

(��)4)arctan(1=(��)2)]1=TA � 1=(4TA )+ O ((��)2). For

D 0 > ! � TA > D 0�
� (8)agreeswith the NRG results

giving �
00

?
(!)/ 1=!3.In the case where TA � D 0�

�,in

thefrequency and tem peraturerange:TA � !;T � D 0,

we �nd: �
00

?
(!) � �=[8�2(0)! ln

2
(D 0=!)]and �? (T) �

1=[8�2(0)T ln(D 0=T)][8].

In sum m ary,we have studied a problem ofa spin 1=2

quantum im purity coupled to the G oldstone m odesofa

m agnetically ordered system and found that the prob-

lem m apsinto a generalization ofthe DTLS thatshows

no decoherence even in strong coupling. W e have cal-

culated the frequency and tem perature behavior ofthe

im purity susceptibility thatcan be m easured directly in

a NM R experim ent. W e assign the destruction ofdeco-

herence(and theK T transition)toaquantum frustration

between non-com m uting spin operators.Thisresultm ay

have im plicationsin quantum com putation where deco-

herence e�ects are detrim entaland the use ofquantum

frustration m ay be explored asa way to avoid decoher-

ence.
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