cond-mat/0306373v3 [cond-mat.str-€l] 1 Sep 2003

arxXiv

Spiral order induced by distortion in a frustrated square-lattice antiferrom agnet.

I. A. Zaliznyak
B rookhaven N ational Laboratory, Upton, New York 11973-5000 USA .

In a strongly frustrated square-lattice antiferrom agnet w ith diagonal coupling J°% for =

J=@2J% .

1, an Incom m ensurate spoiral state with propagation vector § = ( ;

) near

( ; ) com petes closely with the N eel collinear antiferrom agnetic ground state. For classical H eisen—
berg soins the energy of the spiral state can be lowered as it adapts to a distortion of the crystal
lattice. As a result, a weak superstructural m odulation such as exists in doped cuprates m ight

stabilize an incom m ensurate spiral phase for som e range of the param eter

PACS numbers: 75.104 75254z 7550~y 7590+ w

An interplay between am all distortion of the crystal
lattice and the m agnetic properties of the m aterial is
currently a sub ect of Intense research. O ne problem
w hich supplies strong m otivation for such studies is that
of stripe order in the lightly doped high-T. cuprates
La, 4S5 CuO 4.y (LSCO)and in related nickelates {i, &1.
T hese phases are always associated with a weak super-
structural distortion of the original \stacked square lat-
tice" structure of the un-doped parent m aterial. Tncom —
m ensurate m agnetisn In these com pounds is usually in—
terpreted In term s of a segregation of the doped charges
into lines which separate the antiferrom agnetic dom ains
(\stripes") characteristic of the un-doped m aterdial. A -
though m odulation of the crystal structure which is in—
duced by charge-stripe segregation is offten too am all to
be observed In experin ent EI_:], it is clear that essential
result of the stripe order for the spin system of cuprates
is a periodic m odulation of the exchange coupling in the
H eisenberg spin H am ittonian which describes their m ag—
netic properties t_‘z’]. So far, though, only the sin plest \av—
erage" consequence of the stripe superstructure, n the
form of the e ective weakening of exchange coupling in
the direction perpendicular to the stripes, has been con—
sidered {]. A sin ilar problem , of an interplay between
the spin order and the cooperative Jahn-T eller distortion
accom panying the charge order, arises in the context of
the charge-ordered phases n doped m anganies E].

B ecause the low -energy m agnetic properties of layered
LSCO cuprates are believed to be adequately described
by the two-din ensional (2D ) Heisenberg soin Ham iltto-
nian, this m odel has recently becom e a focus of intense
research. Specialattention was devoted to the frustrated
square lattice, where in addition to the nearest-neighbor
exchange interaction, J > 0, there is a diagonalcoupling,
J%> 0, such that = ;%5 isclose to 1. It was originally
m otivated by the predictions that non-N eel resonating
valence bond states [5:, :_72] and quantum -critical behavior
f_ﬂ] associated with the T = 0 order-disorder phase tran—

sitions which m ay occur in this case m ight be in portant
for the physics of the superconductivity in cuprates.

Despite RVB soin-liquid state and quantum critical-
iy are strongly predicated upon the quantum nature of

close to 1.

the spins (S=1/2 In cuprates), a sam iclassical spin-w ave
theory appears to provide a surprisingly good guidance
to the behavior of the frustrated square-lattice antiferro-
magnet (FSLA) {4,110, 11, 13,13,114, 5]. Pethaps, this
is because the phenom enon of frustration m ainly rests
on the ground state degeneracy which exists for classi-
cal, as well as or quantum spoins. In fact, existence of
the spin-liquid phase possbly related to the RVB state
In the FSLA for the range of the param eter around

= lwas st confctured in Ref. .9: on the basis of the
conventional spin-w ave calculation to the order1/S.This
suggestion w as then supported by the eld-theory m eth-
ods [_l-é], num erical calculations i_l-(_j, :_1-1:, :_1'gi] and other
studies [13,114, 15]. Tt was established that a disordered
phase, whose nature is still controversial, is realized for
08 . 1d. Although these studies were essentially
ain ed at understanding the physics of doped LSCO and
related m aterials, the lattice m odulation was generally
ignored. O ne reason forthis isthat, traditionally, the lat-
tice distortion In a spin system is treated by sw itching to
a larger unit cell, w ith m ultiple di erent soin sites. This
approach is not viable for the long-periodic superstruc—
tures, and is not possble for the charge-ordered states
w ith Incom m ensurate m odulation.

In contrast with the previous studies, present paper
addresses the consequences of the superstructural lattice
distortion for the ground state ofthe 2D H eisenberg spin
Ham iltonian w ith classical spins, ie essentially presents
an \unrealistic" m ean— eld M F) treatm ent of the realis—
tic spin m odel. A lthough M F results are sub fct to sig—
ni cant quantum ocorrections, especially or am all soins
S. 1, they nevertheless provide usefiil guidance about
the hierarchy ofthe com peting ground states G S) in the
system . In fact, the M F ground state very often survives
acoount for quantum and them al uctuations, as it does
for the un-frustrated 2D antiferrom agnet.

M ain nding of this paper is that a weak superstruc—
tural m odulation of the crystal lattice in the FSLA
m ay stabilize an incom m ensurate spin-goiralground state
w ith the propagation vector ¢ = ( ; ) close to
(; ) for 1. Although iIn the absence of a struc—
turalm odulation the energy ofthe spiral states is higher
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than that of the collinear N eel states illustrated In Fig.
l@) (exoept or = 1), they are n close com petition
for nearl. W hile spin spiralis usually ignored In the
analysis of the possible phases in FSLA , in presence ofa
superlattice m odulation it m ight actually win the com —
petition for som e range of 1. Here this is shown
explicitly on the mean eld level, by treating the e ect
of a am all but otherw ise quite arbitrary lattice distor-
tion, as a perturbation in the m icroscopic classicalspin
H eisenberg H am iltonian.

Consider a system of N equivalent spins on a square
lattice, Fig. 1 E(a), coupled by Heisenberg exchange in-—
teraction, H = i Ji5 (SiS5).W hile only coupling be—
tw een the nearest neighbors along the side (J) and along
diagonal (7% willbe of interest in this paper, here J;5 =
J;1 param eterize a general exchange coupling betw een
the spins at arbitrary lattice sites i and j. In the absence
of a distortion the M F classical ground state is a planar
transverse spin spiral, S5 = (S cosQ r;);S snQ r4);0),
ﬁ_l]l, :_l§‘] T he ordering w ave vector Q corresponds to the
m Inimnum ofthe JatE,]'oe Fourier transform ofthe exchange
interaction, Jq = T Jijexp( :'qrij), iy = Iy 5.
ThisG S isobtained by nding them Inin um -energy con—

guration for the Heisenberg H am iltonian w ith classical
spinsunder the constraint that S5 = S? forallsites 3. In
general case, spontaneous sym m etry breaking is de ned
by the tw o m utually perpendicular spin vectorsw hich de—
term ine the polarization ofthe spiral, ie by the Fourrier
transbm ofthe lattice spin distrbution, S = %+ 5%,
For collinear situations, such as ferro—or antiferrom agnet,
correspondingtoQ = O0and,eg,Q = ( ; ), respectively,
only a single vector is needed for the order param eter.

A slight distortion of the crystal structure which is
characterized by the appearance of the additional, weak
supperlattice B ragg re ections at wavevectors Q., cor-
responds to a gn all ham onic m odulation of the ionic
positions, (£j)° = rj+ 1008Q.rj)+ 2sh@Q.ry). I
m ost general case, this results in a ham onic m odula—
tion of the exchange coupling. It has either the same
wavevectorQ ., if it appearsasa rst-order correction to

1;2
rij

tor 20 ., if it appears only in the second order, 2,
ELQI]. T here is also a second-order correction to the bond
energy, Ji; = Ji3+ J5. The spin Ham iltonian becom es,
X

H =

i3

Ji; In sn all param eter 1, or the wavevec—

Jig + jijeJQ Ry Jise LRa SiSy: @)

where the tildes were om itted, and the com plex jij =
i + i} was introduced. W hile w ithout distortion Ji
would satisfy all sym m etries of the lattice, exchange con—
stants n Eq. @.') possess only those sym m etries of the
un-distorted lattice which preserve Q . and the distortion
polarizations 1; o (this Includes all transhtions).

T he m odulated-exchange term s allow um klapp pro—

cesses w hich couple S g andSq o  In the spin Ham ilto—

FIG.1: (@) Frustrated square lattice w ith diagonal coupling
J=2J°% < 1; continuous degeneracy of the M F ground state
corresponds to an arbitrary angle between the two antiferro—
m agnetic sublattices. (b) \Stripes" on the square lattice w ith
diagonalm odulation, Q ¢ = ZT;ZT), n = 4 case is shown.

nian, and couple these Fourriercom ponents in the equa—
tions expressing the conditionalm inim um ofthe classical

exchange energy. As a resul, addiional Fourrier har-

m onics, at wavevectorsQ + nQ ., n = 1; 2;:, appear
In the GS soin structure. It has the form of expansion,
X
Sa=  S0+n0. g0+n0,. v SQ04n0. qQ+nQ .7

n

0 (#J). This correspondsto abunched
spiral t_l-]', :_f@l, :_ié] Based on very general exchange sym —
m etry argum ents E[i_i, ,'_Is_i, :_2-£5], In the absence of any ad-
ditional sym m etry breaking, the perturbing tem s have
to be proportional to the non-perturbed order param e—
ter. As a resul, the leading new Fourrier-com ponents,
S 0 0 N are,

wheJ:eSQ +nQ
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the spin-wave spectrum in the initial, non-distorted,



h ig
» @ = 20g J)
is is transverse (perpendicular to the spin plane),
q—depekr,ldent staggered static spin susceptibility, and
Iq = Ty Jyexp( fmj) = J 4 is a lattice Fourrier-
transform of the m odulated exchange tem . Neglecting
the O (*) tem s, the corrected ground state energy is cb—
tained in the second order of the perturbation theory,

single© exchange spiral,

2
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and, corresoondingly, is, in general, lowered by the ex-—
changem odulation. This occurs as a resut ofthe appro-
priate adjustm ent bunching) of the niial shgle© spi-
ral soin structure, through appearance of the additional
Fourrier-ham onics, So o i In addition, the pitch of
the prin ary spiral component, Sy, may also change,
Q ! @, because the spiralpropagation vector, Q@ , isnow
de ned by them inimum ofthe corrected energy, Eq. (:f!) .
A sihgular situation occurs when the lattice m odula—
tion has the wavevector Q . which is near the dispersion
soft soot of the iniial spiral, eg close to its G oldstone
mode. In this case corrections C_ﬁ) - (:ff) diverge, and
the perturbation approach fails, highlighting the sensi-
tivity of spin system to such m odulations. In frustrated
soin system s, entire soft regions, such as the lines of
soft m odes, offen appear due to the accidental cancel-
lation ofthe interactions. A sa result, such system smust
be extrem ely sensitive to structural distortions. On the
other hand, in m any in portant cases, such as a nearest-
neighbor non-frustrated antiferrom agnet, Q is a special
symmetry point of J5 (Jg ¢ ), and the correc-
tion tem vanishes. Therefore, sin ple structures, such
as collinear antiferrom agnets, are, In general, not sensi-
tive to am all Jattice m odulations. In what follow s, the
singular cases w ill be excluded from the consideration.

T he results cbtained above can now be applied to an—
alyze the e ect of lattice m odulation In a square-lattice
antiferrom agnet, which m ay be ofdirect relevance for the
charge-ordered phases in doped LSCO cuprates and re—
lated perovskites. For de nitiveness, consider the case
of n-periodic diagonalm odulation wih Q . = (27 ;ZT),
where n = 2;3;4;::, illustrated In Fig. 1 () (n LSCO
the m ost stable superstructure occurs for n = 8, E}']).
W ithout frustration, jCI = J, and, upon sw itching to

Q = qi(alza” and Q%= qi(alza”,theprob]an is fac-

torized and corrections are essentially the sam e as for 1D
chain. There isno change ofthe globalm Inim um ofclas-
sical spin energy, so the nearest-neighbor antiferrom ag—
netian is stable w ith respect to the bond m odulation.

In the frustrated case, Jg = 4JcosQ cosQ? +
23%c0s20 + ©0s209Y%, and, if both side and diagonal
bondsarem odulated, J; = 4jcosQ cosQ %4 29 (cos20 +

00520 % . Upon account for distortion the G S energy is,

2
E sin®Q JoosQ %+ 2jooos; cosQ

=Jg + : 6
Q J cosQ cosQ %+ 2J%cos” — cos2Q ®)

N S2

In the absence of bond m odulation, the ground state
is determ ined by the hierarchy of the local m ininma
of Jy , which only depends on = 5%;. For weak
frustration, > 1, the glbbal m inimum is that wih
shQ = sinQ®= 0. &t corresponds to the conventional,
collinear N eel antiferrom agnetic orderw ith a single prop—
agation vectorQ = ( ; ), and the ground state energy
LiE(,, = 4380 ). Although there are four
equivalent Q -points in the B rillouin zone B Z), ( ; ),
( ; ), which restore the lattice G rotationalsymm e-
try, they are related through addition ofthe appropriate
reciprocal lattice vectors , so there is no true GS de-
generacy In Q -space. The only degeneracy is the G S
rotational symm etry In soin space, which is lkeft of the
O (3) symm etry of the H eisenberg spin H am iltonian.

For strong frustration, < 1, there are two non-—
equivalent lowestenergy minina of Jy , they satisfy

7

cosQ = cosQ®= 0 and have the G S energy NLE( 0) =

4s? =  4J8°;-. They correspond to two pairs of
equivalent Q -pointsin theBZ, ( ;0) and (O; ), which
represent the antiferrom agnetic order propagating along
the X and Y axis, regpectively. T his double degeneracy
In Q -space can be used to construct a continuum ofstates
w hich are the linear com binations ofthe above two. This
continuousG S degeneracy isusually described In term sof
tw o decoupled antiferrom agnetic sublatticesbased on the
diagonals ofthe originalsquare lattice, w hich istranspar-
ent orJ® J.Each sublattice has an antiferrom agnetic
order, but there m ay be an arbitrary angl between the
two, because the mean eld from one sublattice cancels
on the sites ofthe other, F ig. 1la. T his continuous degen—
eracy is lifted by zeropoint or them al spin uctuations
which prefer collinear arrangem ents of the two sublat-
tices in the G S. This phenom enon is known as \order
from disorder" P1, 231.

A Ythough it isnotthe ocusofthispaper, an interesting
situation occurs for = 1,when, on theM F lvel, there
is also a continuous G S degeneracy in the Q -space. The
m Inin um condition for JQ becom es 0sQ = cosQ ?, and
is satis ed for any spiralw ith the propagation vector Q
that belongs to the square w ith the vertices at ( ; ),
( ; ). They all have the sam e energy,NiE -1 =

2J38% =  43°S?. This continuous Q -space degeneracy
is at the origin of the spin-liquid phase confctured in
FSLA ©r coseto =1 8,100,112 14,13, 14,13, 16].

W hat is In portant here, is that the spiral states w ith
Q ( ; ) are n close com petition with the collinear
states for 1. In particular, the spiralw ith the prop—
agation vector de ned from Q%= 0, cosQ = 35, i

0 = oos I ZLJO);oosl( ZLJO) ,isa localm ninum of



JQ along the diagonal, (g;q), direction, whose energy in
the absence of modulation is #+Eq = 2 JS°. Except
for 1, though, the energy of this local extrem um

(and of all other spiral states) is higher than that for the
decoupled antiferrom agnetic sublattices, E | ;o,, and for
this reason they are usually ignored. H owever, it is clear
from the Eq. ("E'z') that, whik the energy of the antifer—
rom agnetic states is insensitive to the bond m odulation,
the energy of the spiral state can ke bwered as it adapts
to the lattice distortion ! T herefore, at least on the M F
kevel, a spiralm ay becom e the lowest energy state (ie
the ground state) for som e range of the param eter in
the vicinity of 1 wWhose width is O (2)). For a long—
periodicm odulation, Q. 1, and for j0= 0, it iseasy to

nd that the spiralphase isstabke orl =33 . < 1.
T he principalpropagation vector ofthe soiral is ocbtained
by m inin zing Eq. ().

W hilk it would be interesting to study the m odulated—
exchange H am ittonian @:) for quantum spins and for the
arbitrary values of jJ;;=Ji5) this is a form idabke task
which is beyond the scope of this paper. Here a per—
turbative schem e is used to nd the mean eld ground
state. It is valid for classical spins, S 1, and for
sm all exchange m odulation, j;;=Ji5] 1. Never-
theless, it provides an in portant insight into behavior
of the frustrated square-attice antiferrom agnet. A nd-
Ing that (py selecting the spiral order) exchange m od—
ulation e ectively destabilizes collinear N eel states pre—
ferred by the uctuations clearly supports the instabil-
iy of the frustrated square-lattice antiferrom agnet w ith
J=(2J°% close to 1 with respect to the bond-m odulated
states, 3,14, 73,

T he essential results of this paper are sum m arized by
Egs. {_2) - @). Themain nding is that the energy of
the equalspin transverse spiral state can be lowered by
the exchange m odulation in the Heisenberg spin Ham i
tonian. This happens as spiral adapts to the m odu-
lation through appearance of the additional Fourrier-
hamonjcs,SQ+ch,n = 1; 2;:x: bunching). Asa
result, in frustrated square-lattice antiferrom agnet w ith
diagonalcoupling J° such, that = J=QJ% isclseto1,
lattice m odulation m ay open a region of stability of the
ncom m ensurate spiralphase. T his \order by distortion"
phenom enon com petes w ith \order by disorder", which
prefers collinear arrangem ents of two antiferrom agnetic
sublattices. Tncom m ensurate spiralphase w ith the prop—
agation vector Q" = ( ; ) closeto ( ;
the range O (?) of around = 1.

The argum ents presented here provide plausble ex—
plnation for the incom m ensurate soin-ordered phases,
which are am ong the m ost interesting and puzzling fea—
tures observed in the doped perovskites, and m ay also be

) wins for

ofdirect relevance forthe doped LSCO m aterials. Forthe
H eisenberg spin H am iltonian on square lattice in the ab—
sence of distortion, one needs at least a third-neighbor
coupling In order to stabilize the M F spiralground state.
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