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C lassical ground state of the isotropic H eisenberg spin H am iltonian on a prim itive B ravais lattice
is known to be a singleQ planar spin spiral. A uniaxial anisotropy and extemalm agnetic eld
distort this structure by generating the higher-order Fourier ham onics at wavevectors nQ in the
spatialspin con guration. T hese features are not captured in the fom alism based on the Luttinger—
T isza theorem , w here the classical ground state energy ism inin ized under the \weak" condition on
the length of the spins. W e discuss why the correct solution is lost In that approach and present
an altemative m icroscopic treatm ent of the problem . It allow s to nd the classical ground state for
generalQ forboth easy-axisand easy-plane uniaxial second-order anisotropy, and for any orientation
of the m agnetic eld, by treating the e ect of anisotropy (ut not the eld) as a perturbation to
the exchange structure. A s a resul, the classical ground state energy, the uniform m agnetization,

and the m agnetic B ragg peak Intensities that are m easured in experim ent, are calculated.

PACS numbers: 75.10Hk, 7525+ z, 75.50E e

I. NTRODUCTION

For more than three decades, helical spin struc—
tures have been a sub fct of intensive studies. Having
been discoyered theoretically in the pioneering works of
Yoshin or® and V illain?, they were found experin entally
In a large vardety ofm aterdals. M ost extensive work was
devoted to the investigation and explanation ofdi erent
ordered phases and phase transitions in the rareearth
metals from Tb to Tm . These phases were shown to re—
sult from the intricate distortion of the incom m ensurate,
aln ost ferrom agnetic exchange helim agnet by tem pera—
ture and strong crystal eld anisotropiegl? H owever, for
the reason discussed below , a classical treatm ent, nally
generalized by Lyons and K ap]anlrr_’, predicts no such dis—
tortion In the ground state of the quasi-isotropic H eisen—
berg Ham ittonian at T = 0.

A sinple but nontrivial exam ple of the comm ensu—
rate spiralis a triangularm agnetic ordering found in the
hexagonalantiferrom agnets ofC N IC I type. T heirm ag—
netic structure consists of six sublattices, three In each
hexagonalplaneatan angle 120 to each other, whereas
soins In the adpcent planes are antijparallel. Such com —
pounds have recently attracted m uch attention because
of their pronounced quasione-din ensional nature (ex—
change between the ad-pcent spins along the hexagonal
axis is much stronger than, that between the neighbors
in the plane). E xperin ents?? have dem onstrated large
deviations of the staggered m agnetization and suscepti-
bility in these m aterials from the results of the m ean

eld MF) calculations which should be valid for classi-
cal spins, S 1, and thus the In portance of quantum

uctuations. T herefore, these are also excellent exam ples
of quantum helim agnets which also have been recently

studie in the lrerature 24943 ¢ hubukov!? and Tanaka
et. altd calculated classical spin_reorientation process
In magnetic eld (see also Ref.:_l_‘A) and the antiferro—
m agnetic resonance spectra In the hexagonal antiferro-
magnets of CANIC L type on the basis of six-sublattice
m odel. Tt appears that even for six sublattices the prob—
lm is very di cul to handl in this way, and essen—
tially no explicit analytical results can be obtained for
the spin-wave spectrum . O ur m otivation In the present
work was to develop a sin pler and m ore general proce—
dure for nding the classicalground-state soin con gura-—
tions, which would allow to perform reasonably unsophis—
ticated spin-wave calculations. W g,adopt the approach
sim ilar to that used by Nagam iyaf and K aplnf. Es-
sentially, it is extension of, the iterative procedure st
suggested by C ooper et alld orthe easy-plane, aln ost
ferrom agnetic spirals, to a general helim agnet. How-—
ever, keeping iIn m ind its application to the com m ensu—
rate antiferrom agnets, we w ill neither discuss here the
Incom m ensurability e ects, nor changes in the ordering
wavevectorQ by the anisotropy and m agnetic eld that
occur for general 9 posiion. These problem s, as well
as the incom m ensurate-com m ensurate transitions, were
treated elsew here-jp. the fram ew ork of the phenom eno—
logical approach [Lhy

W e start from the follow ng spin Ham iltonian, which
describes the low -tem perature m agnetic properties of a
large class of crystals where spoins of the m agnetic ions
are localized at lattice sites,
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Here the 1rst tem is the Heisenberg exchange interac—
tion, the second temm describes the low est-order uniaxial
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anisotropy, and the last term is the Zeem an energy ( is
the gyrom agnetic ratio) . T he anisotropy arises from the
m agnetic spin-spin and spin-orbit interactions. Hence,
the constant D Incorporates a am all relativistic ratio
(v=c)?, where v is the average velocity of the electron
In the atom , and c is the velocity of light. T his constant
is usually considered to be an all in com parison w ith the
exchange coupling constants Ji5 which are ofthe electro-
static origin. This condition, however, can be violated
In the quasidow -din ensional m agnetic m aterials, where
the superexchange path along som e directions is indirect
and the corresponding constants J;j are very snall. A -
though such cases, aswellas singlet ground state system s
In which D is intrinsically very lJargem ay also be of inter—
est, in the present paperwe will always in ply condition
DI Ji576 0 ful lled. W e also resmctourattentjon
to the cases In which sum m ation In (L) is perform ed over
a single B ravais lattice w th N sites.

In the soin-wave theory, the ground state and the ex—
citation spectrum of quantum H am iltonian @) are ob—
tained in a sem iclassical approxin ation, based on 1=S
expansion. The starting point for such calculation is
to nd an equilbrium spin con guration with the m ini-
mum ground state (G S) energy Eg s In the classical lim i,
S ! 1 . In the case of the isotropic H eisenberg H am ik
tonian, a rather com plkte soin-wave theory desql;jb.mg
its Jow -tem perature properties has been developed 224414
H owever, the problem becom es extrem ely com plicated if
the anisotropy w hich exists in realcom pounds is ncluded
together w ith the m agnetic eld. In this case, even for
classical helim agnets, very little general results were ac—
tually obtained. Som e particular cases were sucoessfiilly
treated In Refs. :3 and iﬁ, but resulted in rather involred
and hardly usabl expressions (in part, because an at-
tem pt to account for the six-fold anisotropy, in addition
to the easy-plane anisotropy, m ade problm much m ore
com plicated) . H ere we present calculation of the ground
state spin con gurations for the H am ittonian :_(:L) for dif-
ferent ordentations of the m agnetic eld, and taking into
acoount the anisotropy put not the eld) asa rstorder
perturbation of the exchange H am ittonian.

II. FAILURE OF THE W EAK CONDITION

Tt is known that ground state of a system of equiva—
lent classical spins on a sin ple B ravais lattice, in the ex—
change approxin ation, isa at spin spiral described by
a wavevector Q (this includes ferrom agnetisn @ = 0)
and antiferrom agnetism @Q = K =2) asparticular cases).
A rigorous proofofthis result is obtained by solving the
m athem atical problem of nding the absolite m Inim um
of the function @:), which depends on 3N classical vari-
ables S; , under N conditions,
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In posed on the lengths of the classical soins. T his prob—
Jlem is solved by Introducing N Lagrange m ultipliers ;.

Sw itching to the Fourder representation to use the lattice
translationalsym m etry, one obtains the follow Ing system
of equations for spin con guration which m inim izes the
Ham iltonian
X 1
N Jy Sy + e,D S§ kSk k0= 5 B ki
kO
X
S5k o= 8" kot O
kO

Here J, Sy, and | are the lattice Fourier transfom s
ofthe functions Jij, S i, and ;, respectively; e, isa unit
vector along z direction, and y ,, is a three-din ensional
K ronekker symbol. From Eq. {3) we easily obtain the
classical ground-state energy as
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T here are tw o pointsto note here. F irst, Eq. 6'_3) isa com -
plicated inhom ogeneous system of nonlinear equations,
forwhich no general solution is easily found. Second, the
resultant ground-state energy explicitly depends only on
the values of ¢ and Sy (on the latter only ifH € 0),
soall  fork € 0 seem to be irrelevant. This fact
encourages one to look for the solution for which the La—
grange multipliers have the fom = o g, and the
system is lJargely linearized. Evidently, such procedure
is equivalent to taking into account only one of the N
conditions given by the second relation in Eqg. (3), or
g0 replacing Eq. (d ) by the so-called \weak" condition,

;5% = N s?. This standard approach was fom alized

by Lyonsand K ap]anE . Then, the solution is easily found
n the orm ofa single© spiral,

Sk =So0k0t S0 k0 *Sg k;0 i

w hich isactually a correct result forD Oand H along
the z axis. In this case one can easily choose vectors S g
and Sy in () that satisfy allN \strong" conditions )
forany D orﬁ)rany direction ofthe eld,ifD = 0.T hus,
according to the LuttingerT isza theorem , the resultant
sodn con guratJon is the solution of .(3), ie i m inin izes
the energy @Zh) under the \strong" conditions {_2)

U nfortunately, exoept for the above In portant but sin —
Pl cases, sin ple solution obtained in thisway appearsto
be physically m eaningless. For exam ple, for the negative

(easy-axis) anisotropy, the H = 0m agnetic structure pre—
dicted w ith the help ofthe \weak" condition isa collinear
con gpration w ith spins of varying length, parallelto the
z axis® This prediction, in particular, contradicts the
experim ental data in CaNIL and related com pounds,
w here the easy-axis anisotropy is know n to align the spin
plane parallelto z-axis and to distort slightly the perfect
120 exchange structure, initially descrbed by a spiral
with @ = (£;%;1), i reciprocal lattice units (fn). In
fact, the \lncorrect" collinear phase, corregponding to



the longiudinal helim agnet, also appears in C N iIC L, 4n
the narrow tem perature intervalbetween the two Ty 9.

T he reason for this contradiction and inconsistency of
the trick w ith the \weak" condition is the follow ing. &t
is easy to see, that by weakening the conditions on the
sodn length one m ay obtain additionalm inim a that do
not satisfy Eqg. ‘_2). These artifacts are thrown away
by verifying all the conditions explicitly. H ow ever, som e
extrem a of the initial problem {3) are also st in this
way. This can be visualized by considering the energy
surface C;I:) in the space of soin com ponents, cut through
by the \physical' m anifold (::J) . Ifthe realsolution, ie the
globalm inin um , is one of the intersection points, it will
be mevitably m issed by em ploying the \weak" g?ndjtjon,
sihce it is not an extremum of the function () In the
extended space.

III. TRANSFORMATION TO THE LOCAL

AXES

In order to perform the spin-wave calculation, one de—

nes the local coordinate axes, xvy;zi, such that classical
soin at a site 1 points in z; direction. T he spin operators
are then transform ed to these axes and expanded into
a serdes in Bose operators, eg using H olstein-P rim ako
transform ation. Because the local axis z; is a classical
equilbriim direction for spin at site i, the linear in spin
deviations (ie, in operators a; ;4;) term sare absent in the
resultant boson Ham ittonian. Starting from this point,
one can develop a slightly di erent procedure to nd the
classicalground state ofthe Ham iltonian ) and its sub-
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sequent decom position Into a serdes in B ose operators.
F irst, we transform the spins from the crystallogra cxyz
fram e to the local coordinate axes x;vy;z; . In general, this
isachieved by two rotations: rst, by an angle ; around
the y axis, and then by an angle ; around the new xf
axis, as shown in Fig.1l. In the resultant local fram e the
Spin operators are

Si=kTzzk kTzk 8=kTik §; (6)
w here the transfom ation m atrices are de ned by
COS 1 0 sin i
kT 1;:k = 0 1 0 ;
sin i 0 cos i
1 0 0
kT 2;j_k= 0 cos i sin i (7)
0 sin i COS i
T he transform ed H am iltonian becom es,
N X (ex) X @)
H = JijSi Tij Sj+D Si Ti Si
i3 i
X 1
H kTik ~ S;: (8)

Here the m atrices and TSX) , which de ne
the bilinear in spin com ponents form s com ing from the
anisotropy and the exchange coupling, respectively, are
given by
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to the linear, :n &; ;&;, contrbution to the Ham iltonian
@) . This leads to the follow ing system of2N equations:
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FIG . 1l: Transform ation to the local axes for the distorted
exchange spiral.

where ~ = =S.Evidently, this system for the angles ;
and ; cannotbe solved PorarbitraryD andH .Asiwas
mentjonedabove,on]ytlll.ecasesD = QandD > 0,H kz
can be treated explicitl®23. H owever, we can start w ith
the H eisenberg exchange H am iltonian in a m agnetic eld

as a zero approxin ation and then look for the correc—
tions, expanding them in powers of D . A very sin ilar
approach was developed by Andreev and M archenkotd
In the fram ework of the phenom enological Lagrangian
theory. They found a rather sin ple and general solution
of the problem in the lading order of perturbation.

IVv. EASY-AXISANISOTROPY (D < 0)

F irst, we consider the m ore com plicated case of the
easy-axis anisotropy, which leadsto them ost generaldis—
tortion of the exchange structure. W ithout the loss of
generality we can set the m agnetic eld to lie In the yz
plane. In this case the \right" unperturbed spiral should
contain the z axis already at H = 0. T herefore, we ook
for the solution of Eq. (L) in the fom ,

i = Qi+t 5 . ~H

i oshhoo= 2 1z)

i = ot i 5) )
In m ost cases we w ill consider only the leading (i, the
]owes_t order J'n_D ) corrections ;, . Thus, substitut—
ing ¢2) into (L), it is su cient to expand the trigono-
m etric finctionsto the rstorderin ;, ;.Asaresuk,
we obtain the follow Ing equations for the deviations
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which are rather easy to solve. Indeed, upon convoli—
tion w ith J;5 cos@Q r;y), the variations ; and ; should
yield the trigonom etric functions cos@ rj), sin @ rj),
cos (20 rj), sin (20 rj),_etc, w hich must cancel the right-
hand side ofthe Eq. {{1). Thus, they should be searched
In the orm of an expansion, ;= o (noosnQr;)+
n sih MQ r,)), where the order ofthe coe cients ,,
iSH™ and P F72.

An inportant rem ark is due here. One can also look
fr the solution of Eq. {I1) with 3= +Qry+
nstead of Eq. (14). Tt di ers by rotation of the arbi-
trarily chosen \ rst" soin, and thus of the whole spin
structure, by an angle wihin the plane of the spiral.
Evidently, in the leading approxin ation (to the rst or-

j+ ~Hzsih osin@Qry) (13)

der In D) all such structures have the sam e energy, as
i was the case Por the pure exchange. This fact re ects
the rem aining continuous degeneracy of the ground state
w ith respect to such rotations. M oreover, by perfom —
ing the corresponding expansions, it can be shown In a
straightforw ard algebraic WaY / that this degeneracy ex-—
istsforallordersin H and P jup ton which satis es
the condition nQ 0, if such n exists. This condition
m eans that soin structure is a com m ensurate spiral and
can be described In term s of n sublattices. In this case
the continuous degeneracy corresoonding to spin rota—
tionsw ithin the spiralplane is lifted in the orderH " and
P F72. The ground state preserves only n-Hld degener—
acy corresponding to the arbitrary choice of the \ rst"



spin, ie, to the rotation ofall spins in the exchange struc—
ture by an anglke @2 m )=n in the plane of the spiral. In
the case of the incom m ensurate helim agnet, where this
discrete sym m etry is absent, the continuous degeneracy
of the ground state is not lifted.

T he above conclusions can be established from very
general argum ents. Evidently, a pertuﬂg,atjon of the n—
sublattige exchange spiralby adding D ;cos ( + )
and H ;cos( + ) to the exchange Ham iltonian is
Invariant w ith respect to the transform ation ! +
2 m)=n. Thus, the perturbed ground-state energy
should not contain ham onicsbelow cosih )andsin@ ).
Hence, explicit dependence on the angle in its Taylor
expansion w ith respect to the perturbation param etersD
and H only appears in the n=2-th and n-th order tem s,
respectively. Another way to estghlish this fact is based
on exchange sym m etry argum entdd. E xchange structure
w ith n sublatticeshasan n—fold rotation axisperpendicu—
larto the spin plane. T hus, the low est-orderperturbation
of the exchange energy w hich has appropriate sym m etry
and which lifts such rotations m ust be proportional to
cos(n ). In the case of the uniaxial anisotropy which al-
ready contains the two—fold symm etry, i is achieved In
the n=2-th order of perturbation. M agnetic eld, on the
other hand, can lift the n—fold rotation axis characteris—
tic of exchange spiral only in the n-th order of pertur-
bation. W ith the continuous G S degeneracy rem oved,
the energy gap appears in the corresponding (fom erly)
G oldstone m ode. This gap is induced by an \e ective

ed"  PY?,or H",and, therefre, is of the order

P 374, and H"™?, respectively.

This situation was closely studied In the hexagonal
C N i€ L type antiferrom agnets, which are our reference
In the present paper. It was shown, that In the easy-axis
case the structurew ih = 0, descrbed by Egs. Cl-2:), i
stabilized by the anisotropy in the third order ofpertu,r.
bation, and that them agnon gap P ¥ appears? ede
For the easy-plane antiferrom agnetic spiral in the trans—
verse eld the situation isdi erent @swe dJscuss later),
and the structure with = =2 is realized 1414 Below,
we consider the solution {14), which is stabilized by the
easy-axis anisotropy, D < 0, for two im portant orienta—
tions ofthe m agnetic eld.

A . M agnetic eld perpendicular to z-axis

This eld ordentation gives rise to the m ost general
distortion ofthe exchange spiral. D eviationsofthe angles
satisfying {13) are ound in the om

D
= n@2Q ry); 1= ————— ! 20 r;);
# sin (20 ;) 20 %)tg0+ cos(2Q ;)
D D
# = + tg2 ;' = —tg o:
Jio b Jdo b ’ Jo b ’
(14)

N ote, that according to these expressions, the anisotropy

causes a gn all modulation of the spiral winding an—
gk, Qr;), which propagates as 2Q r;). This natu-
rally results in appearance of the ham onics at wave—
vectors 20 and 30 In the lattice Fourder transform
of the ground-state spn arrangem ent,,in agreem ent w ith

the eaxly results of Nagam iya et al2 and Cooper and

E lliott L% A nother point to be mentioned here is that

an all variations d_l-l_f), which are treated here in the lin-
ear approxin ation, actually contain temm swhich increase

with the magnetic eld (the m ost dram atic is the sec—
ond tem 1in #, proportionalto H ?). T herefore, although

these expressions are valid up to very high elds, they
failnear the spin— I transition, at

D

~H
° 20,0

2 §) 1+ o

In fact, this failure is indicative of a phase transition
to a new spin arrangem ent of the \fan",type, that was
considered In detail by Nagam iya et alf A sinpl way
to study this transition and the behavior of the system
In the vicihity ofthe spin- i eld H, is to expand the
angles ; In anall deVJatJons from =2. This approach
wasapplied n Ref. .14 wherethe eld-induced transitions
In the easy-plane triangular antiferrom agnet C M nB 13
were studied.

T he classical ground-state energy corresoonding to the
soin arrangem ent ofthe globalm'jnjm um found above can
be easily calculated from Egs. (-j){ (10),

2

1 1
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w here we have Introduced the transverse spin suscepti-
bility per site, as ©llow s,
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Spin structures are usually studied In neutron scattering
experim ents, by m easuring the intensities ofthem agnetic
Bragg peaks. At each k, these are proportional to the
structure factor, ie the square of the absolute value of
the corresponding Fourder transform of spin density, Sy,
w hich, therefore, can be called a B ragg am plitude. T hus,
for com parison with the experim ent, it is im portant to
calculate the nonzero B ragg am plitudes S which result
from the solution C_l-fi) . Introducing the unit vectors ey



and e, along the x and y axes, regpectively, we obtain,

So= e,S si 1 = (H);
0= €yosm o + 20, %) 2 ( )
!
Sg = ;€ i8)Scos o 1 200 tgz 0
!
D D
+ iex)S cos + ;
& ) 0 105 5) 205 Cb)tgz 0
S = e,S sin D ;
TP N
S ( g )S P @a7)
30 = €: 1&)S cos 79 :
30 %)

In calculating the B ragg intensities, I, Br ¥, one has
tokeep nm ind that vectorsS ; and S ;5 have a nonzero
In aghhary part.

B. M agnetic eld along z-axis; low elds

This case seem s to be less com plicated, since the dis—
tortion ofthvfj exchange spiral 6'_5) occursonly at low elds,
H < H. ﬁ, and is such that it leaves the spins
coplanar. Th:IS means that ; = 0, and that the second
equation in (lL) and in Clii) is autom atically satis ed.
The rstequation is reduced to a rather sin ple relation,
from which, to the leading order n D and H , the small
deviations ; are,

=#sn@Qr;)+ snQun);
~H

18
Jo+ Jyo 48

25

Tt is clear from these expressions, that a leading order is
Insu cient for our approxim ation. To be consistent to
the rst order In the anisotropy constant D , one has to
erform the expansions to the second order In H
P 7. Such i proved procedure leads to the follow ng
corrected expression for #,

D
D

Jo0
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T he corresponding ground-state energy and the parallel
susceptibility per soin are

(~H ¥
4o+ Jyg

1
=D
2
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23)
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so that we can rew rite, 2y (~H
plitudes are also easy to calculate,

). The Bragg am —
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A ctually, we can calculate the hom ogeneous com ponent
ofthe spin density, S, (Je them agnetization) w ith better
accuracy than nEq. €3),to P 3. Tobe com plktely
consistent in this order, one should add to ; tem s like

sin 30 r;), w ith P F?. However, J:etajnedjnthe

rst order, these term s would not contribute to Sy . For
our purpose it is therefore su cient to take ; in the
form ('_lé_i), and sin ply retain m ore temm s in the subse-
quent expansions. In this way we obtain the follow ing
correction to S g,

J
So= « H 1 D 3 g D
Jip D e
4~H P 3 0 D 22
fanf fog g T ©2)

T his expression inclides the lrading nonlineariy of the
m agnetization, which is offen in portant for com parison
w ith experim ent.

C . M agnetic eld along z-axis; high elds

T his is the sin p]e% and thebest-known case. At some
critical eld, Hc P 7, a usual spin— op transition
takes place, and structure becom es the sam e as that of
the m agnetized exchange spiral, {5),

Sk= eZSsjn 0 k;0+ (eX+ iey)Soos 0 k;0

+ ex  1i§)Scos o k; o (23)
In this case,
!
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40 & +D)
sin —#. (24)

20, H+D)



T hese expressionshold up to a full saturation. T he corre—
sponding spin—- i eld, H,isde ned from the condition
sin ¢ = 1.Com paring the expressions £0) and £4) for
the ground state energy, one obtains the ollow ing uni-

versal orm ula forthe spin—- op ed R,
v }
a J, b ’
0
~He=t 2D 0 H) 1+ ———— @5)
Joo b
V. EASYPLANE ANISOTROPY (O > 0)

For the easy-plane H eisenberg helin agnet, soin reori-
entation In m agnetic eld revealsno new features in ad-
dition to those described in the previous section. A1l
spdn con gurations occurring in this case have their ex—
act analogs for the easy-axis helin agnet. Therefore, it
issu cient to establish the correspondence between the
cases. The sinplest case is that of magnetic eld di-
rected along the z axis. The spin arrangem ent in this
case appears to be exactly the sameas in Sec. 4.3, and is
described by the sam e expressions, Egs. £3) and £4).
However, here we m ust keegp In m ind that constant D is
now positive.

Ifthe eld isapplied In the easy plane, eg along the x
axis, the soin arrangem ent in low  elds is sin ilar to that

described In Sec. 42. This correspondence, how ever, is
not as direct as the one above. Since all spins lie in
the sam e plane, the solution of Egs. (11) is obtained
wih ; =2and ;=Qr;+ ;. The 1st equation is
then autom atically satis ed, w hile the second one, for i,
becom es exactly the sam e as equation for ; in the case
of a anall eld along the z-axis in the easy-axis case,
D<O0,H kz, H<H,butwithD 0. Since now the
symm etry breaking in the (easy) soin plane isdi erent,
we m ust consider tw o possible solutions.

A .First,weassume ; sihQ r;+ # sin 20 r;, which
is exactly the sam e as considered in Sec.4 2. In this case
we ndthat and# aregiven by Egs. (18) and (19), but
with D 0. It is clear from the transform ation Eqg. (7)
that the resultant Fourdier com ponents ofthe soin density
are given by the sam e expressions (21), only w ith e, and
e, replaced by e, and e, respectively. Evidently, such
solution can be stabilized by the m agnetic eld in the
case of a nearly ferrom agnetic helin agnet, where spins
tend to align along the eld direction.

B . Now oonsider the solution with i =2 +

cosQr; #sh20r. Parameters and # are again
given by Egs. (18) and (19). A s discussed above, In our
approxin ation this solution is degenerate w ith the previ-
ous @A ),and di ers from it only by the phasem ultipliers
In Bragg am plitudes,

. ! ¢
J 1
So = y H 1+ @HP 200 &) JZQ % =
30
" # " #
1 J 1 1 J
Sg = Sy +ie)s 1 222 R > 2,
2 20 H) 2 2 Jxn &
S, = (x i8)S i -l He e
20 7 &8 400+ Tyg  2FH) 2 ° e
J
S, = (g + s 222 L, 26)
400 D)

It was shown by Chubukov’? for the case of a six-
sublattice comm ensurate helim agnet C M nBrs, that i
isa typeB structure that is stabilized by m agnetic eld
in the sixth order, H®. A non-zero frequency, cor-
responding to the m agnon gap H3, appears in the
m agnetic resonance spectrum . M agnetic eld favors this
solution for an antiferrom agnetic spiral because In this
case it tends to align all spins perpendicular to its direc—
tion. In a general case of n—sublattice antiferrom agnetic
spiral, structure {26) is stabilized by the m agnetic el
in the n-th order, as we have discussed In Sec. 4.

Above the spin— op transition which occurs orH ? z
andD > 0 at sameH ., given by C_2§),the spin structure

becom es exactly the sam e as that discussed in Sec. 4.1
(@ssum Ing H ky), and is described by the sam e expres—
sions, butwih D > 0.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper we presented a general pertutbative
treatm ent of the spin reorientation process for a weakly
anisotropic spin spiral described by the classical H eisen—
berg spin Ham iltonian (1) n a m agnetic eld. The calk
culations were performed up to the rst order in the
anisotropy constant D . P reviously, each particular case



ofthisgeneralproblem wastreated individually, typically
In the fram ew ork ofthem ultisublatticem odel. M any ex—
am ples of such approach are found In the literature de-
voted to calculating the spin reordentation-in-\triangular"
antiferrom agnets on hexagonal lattice 132324 A part from
the lossofgenerality, In m any in portant non-trivialcases
such calculations are very di cul and lead to involved
form ulas which depend on a particular setup of the ex—
change couplings. A s a resul, In m ost cases neither the
soin-waves spectrum , nor even the m agnetic resonance
frequencies, can be calculated in an explicit analytical
form on the basis of the sublattice m odel. In contrast,
the description presented here is quite general, and the
results are rather sin ple. They provide a solid basis for
soin-w ave calculations and for the estin ates of the soin—

uctuation contribution to the ground-state energy w hich
can often be very in portant (even for selecting the cor—
rect ground state) . A though here we calculated the soin
con gurations only for two principal ordentations of the
m agnetic eld, the derivation can be easily generalized
for any eld ordentation. To this end, one must sinply
retain all relevant tem s in Egs. (11), (13), and adm ix
the sih Q r;) and cos@Q r;) rotations to the angle varia—
tions ir 1. T hus, for exam ple, som e resuls reported
In Ref. :_14_: can be obtained in a m ore generalway.

A s discussed above, one can treat the m agnetic struc—
tures and the long-wavelength spin dynam ics w ithin the
perturbation approach based on exchange approxin ation
In the fram ework of the phenom enological m acroscopic
Lagrangian, theory, as was proposed by Andreev and
M archenko L% For the system s descrbed by the Ham i
tonian (1) the lrading relativistic corrections are equiva—
lent to our treatm ent ofthe anisotropy. T hem acroscopic

theory has the advantage of being less sensitive to the

uctuation e ects (them ean— eld ground state is chosen
better, to partially account for the uctuations). How—
ever, it also has two substantial disadvantages in com —
parison w ith the m icroscopic description presented here.
First, it isnot ained at (and is not suitable for) calcu—
lating a m icroscopic spin-density distribution, or a spin—
wave soectrum in the whole Brillbuin zone. Therefore,
the results cannot be directly com pared with neutron
scattering experin ents w hich are the m ost sensitive and
powerfiil tool for studying spin system s. Second, to re—
produce the higherordere ects, such as nonlinearm ag—
netization given by Eq. {_Z-Q),m acroscopic theory requires
Introducing additional phenom enological constants. It is
clear, that m icroscopic theory which is developed here n
the classicalspin approxin ation is far from being com —
plte, and requires additional treatm ent of quantum cor-
rections. This point, as well as calculation of the soin—
wave spectra, are beyond the scope of this paper, and
w il be sub Ects of our further studies.
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