
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
40

33
56

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.d
is

-n
n]

  1
5 

M
ar

 2
00

4

R elative inuences ofdisorder and offrustration on the glassy dynam ics in m agnetic

system s

F.Ladieu1;�,F.Bert2,V.Dupuis3,E.Vincent1,J.Ham m ann1

1
DSM /DRECAM /SPEC C.E.A. Saclay, 91191 G if/Yvette,

France;
2
Laboratoire de Physique des Solides,Universit�e d’O rsay Bat. 510,91400 O rsay,

France;
3
L.M .D.H.,U.P.M .C.CNRS,4 place Jussieu, 75252 Paris C�edex 05, France.

(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

The m agnetisation relaxations ofthree di�erent typesofgeom etrically frustrated m agnetic sys-

tem shave been studied with the sam e experim entalproceduresaspreviously used in spin glasses.

The m aterials investigated are Y 2M o2O 7 (pyrochlore system ), SrCr8:6G a3:4O 19 (piled pairs of

kagom e layers) and (H 3O )Fe3(SO 4)2(O H)6 (jarosite com pound). D espite a very sm allam ount of

disorder,allthe sam plesexhibitm any characteristic featuresofspin glassdynam icsbelow a freez-

ing tem perature Tg,m uch sm aller than their Curie-W eiss tem perature �. The aging properties of

theirtherm orem anentm agnetisation can be wellaccounted for by the sam e scaling law as in spin

glassesand thevaluesofthescaling exponentsarevery close.The e�ectsoftem peraturevariations

during aging have been speci�cally investigated. In the pyrochlore and the bi-kagom e com pounds,

a decrease oftem peratureaftersom e waiting period ata certain tem peratureTp re-initialisesaging

and the evolution at the new tem perature is the sam e as ifthe system were just quenched from

above Tg. However as the tem perature is heated back to Tp,the sam ple recovers the state it had

previously reached at that tem perature. These features are known in spin glasses as rejuvenation

and m em ory e�ects.They areclearsignaturesofthespin glassdynam ics.In thekagom ecom pound,

there is also som e rejuvenation and m em ory,but m uch larger tem perature changes are needed to

observe the e�ects. In that sense,the behavior ofthis com pound is quantitatively di�erent from

thatofspin glasses.

Itwasusually thoughtthatboth disorderand frustra-

tion werenecessarytoobtain spin glassdynam ics(e.g.[1],

[2],[3]). However,severalfrustrated butnon-disordered

antiferrom agnets,ratherthan condensing into a spin liq-

uid state astheoretically expected,were found to enter

a glassy statebelow a wellde�ned freezing tem perature.

As in usualSpin G lasses, below this tem perature Tg,

theirdynam icresponsetoasm allm agnetic�eld becom es

very slow and depends on the tim e tw spent below Tg

(‘aging’,see e.g.[1],[2],[3]). The question thusarisesof

whethertheseglassy m aterialsarereally sim ilarto stan-

dard spin glasses. W e have addressed this question by

investigatingthreeexam plesofsuch antiferrom agnetsus-

ing thesam eexperim entalproceduresaspreviously used

in thedetailed study ofthedynam icalpropertiesofspin

glasses. The three exam ples correspond each to a dif-

ferenttopology ofthe frustrated spin network.The �rst

oneisY 2M o2O 7 (‘YM O ’)wherethe spins(S = 3=2)are

on a three-dim ensionnal(3d) pyrochlore lattice [4],[5].

Thesecond oneisSrCr8:6G a3:4O 19,(‘SCG O ’)wherethe

spinsarelocated on bi-layersof2d kagom elattices,each

bi-layerbeing wellseparated from theothers[6],[7].The

third oneisa Jarositecom pound (H 3O )Fe3(SO 4)2(O H)6
where the spins (S = 5=2) are located on genuine 2d

kagom elayers,with sm allinterlayercouplings[8].

At high tem perature,allthree com pounds exhibit a

Curie W eiss behaviour with a large negative value for

theCurie-W eisstem perature�,indicating strongantifer-

rom agnetic interactions between spins. The values of�

arem uch largerthan theobserved freezing tem peratures

Tg. The ratio j�j=Tg is oforder 10 for the (3d) YM O

sam ple [4],about 140 for SCG O [6],and about 60 for

the(2d)kagom esam ple[9].Thisrevealsthatfrustration

playsa key rolein the low-T physics.

Below Tg aclearseparation between ZeroField Cooled

(ZFC) and Field Cooled (FC) m agnetisations is found.

This is a standard indication suggesting that the low-

tem perature phase isa spin glassphase. The spin glass

transition is further con�rm ed by other m easurem ents:

(i) in the kagom e sam ple an analysisofthe criticaldy-

nam icswascarried outover10 decadesin frequency (in-

cluding M �ossbauerexperim ents)and ityielded the criti-

calexponentsusually found in standard spin glasses[10];

(ii)in YM O [4]itwasshown thatthe nonlinearsuscep-

tibility divergesatTg,asexpected forspin glasses. Be-

sides,both in YM O [5]and in the kagom e sam ple [11],

neutron di�raction experim ents do not detect any long

rangeordering.

Theam ountofdisorderisvery sm allin allthesem ate-

rials.In YM O them ain sourceofdisorderm ightbeafew

percents ofM o� M o bonds whose lengths are slightly

di�erentfrom thestandard one[5].In SCG O an obvious

source ofdisorder could arise from the non stoechiom -

etry ofthe com pound which leads to a C r coverage of

the m agnetic sublattice ofx = 8:6=9 = 95% ,i.e. to an

am ountofdisorderof5% . However,since itwasshown

thatTg isan increasing function ofx [6],one expectsa

spin glass phase even in the stoechiom etric com pound.

Thus,the im perfectcoverageofthe m agnetic sublattice

does not seem to trigger the spin glass phase. Last,in

theK agom esam ple[9],thecoverageoftheF enetworkis

higherthan 97% ,leading,asin thetwoothercom pounds,

to an upperbound ofa few percentsofdisorder.

To further investigate the spin glass phase in these
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FIG .1: Therm o Rem anent M agnetization experim ents car-

ried out at T = 0:7 � Tg (see text). >From top to bot-

tom :YM O ,SCG O ,kagom e sam ples.The longerthe waiting

tim e tw ,the slowerthe relaxation when the m agnetic �eld is

switched o�.Justasin standard spin glasses,theaging m ag-

netization M (t;tw )� A(�0=t)
� can be scaled (see the insets)

asa function of�=t
�
w ,where�= tw [(1+ t=tw )

1� �
� 1]=[1� �],

i.e. �=t
�
w ’ t=t

�
w for t <

�
tw . The best �t gives param eters

very close to those found in standard spin glasses. ForYM O

� = 0:85,� = 0:05,A = 0:3;for SCG O � = 0:85,� = 0:10,

A = 1:35;forthe kagom e sam ple �= 0:90 and A ’ 0:0.
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FIG .2: M em orydip experim ent(seetext):M ref ism easured

in a standard ZFC experim ent,while M (T) corresponds to

the experim entwhere the cooling wasinterrupted fora tim e

tw ata tem perature Tp (m arked by the dotted lines).>From

top to bottom :YM O ,SCG O ,kagom esam ples.Thewidth of

them em ory dip isquitesm allin YM O and in SCG O (justas

in standard spin glasses). It turns out to be m uch larger in

the kagom e sam ple.
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sam ples,we �rst perform ed Therm o Rem anent M agne-

tization (TRM ) experim ents. In the m easurem ents de-

scribed here,the sam ple is quenched from above Tg to

Tm = 0:7� Tg in a m agnetic�eld ofH = 50 O e.Aftera

certain waitingtim etw atTm ,the�eld isswitched o�and

them agnetization M isrecorded asa function oftim et.

The results are shown in Fig.1. They look very sim ilar

to those ofstandard spin glasses,displaying a very slow

tw dependent relaxation. The largertw ,the slowerthe

relaxation,and thelargertherem anentm agnetization at

a given tim e t. Thisindicatesthatm ore and m ore spin

correlationsdevelop astim e tw becom eslarger.[1,2,3],

[12].

Ascan beseen in Fig.1,thewholesetofTRM experi-

m entsyieldsresultsvery sim ilarto thoseofspin glasses.

M oreover,applying the standard scaling procedureused

in spin glasses,(see, e.g. [2]) allows a perfect scaling

ofallthe M (t;tw ) data on a unique curve. This is ob-

tained by �tting the relaxation curves to an expression

with two additive term s. The �rst one is a stationary

(tw independent) power law relaxation A(�0=t)
� which

ispredom inantatvery sm alltim es. The second term is

a function F (t;tw ) oftand tw . This function is found

to scale as t=t�w at short t with � being an exponent

close to 1. In this short t region,tw is approxim ately

the age ofthe system i.e. the tim e spent at the m ea-

suring tem perature. At larger t,the realage m ust be

taken ast+ tw ,in otherwords,the system continuesto

ageasonem easuresitsrelaxation.Itcan then beshown

that the correctscaling variable should be rewritten as

�=t�w where�= tw [(1+ t=tw )
1�� � 1]=[1� �].Notethat

one recovers�=t�w ’ t=t�w for t<� tw ,as expected. The

insets ofFig.1 show the plots ofthe function F versus

thisreduced variable forthe presentsam ples. The scal-

ing isshown to apply quitewell.Setting them icroscopic

attem pt tim e to �0 = 10�12 s,one �nds �tting param e-

tersvery close to those ofthe standard spin glasses(see

thecaption ofFig.1),especially fortheaging exponent�

which isslightly below 1,indicatingtheusual‘sub-aging’

phenom enon.

Beyond these standard TRM m easurem ents which

are perform ed at constant tem perature (after the ini-

tialquench), experim ents involving tem perature varia-

tions during aging below Tg usually reveals very strik-

ing characteristic features in standard spin-glasses [13],

[14]. For exam ple,it is now wellestablished that aging

atany Tp < Tg hasno apparente�ecton thestateatall

other tem peratures su�ciently di�erent from T p. This

was found, for instance,in ZFC experim ents in which

m odi�ed cooling protocolswereapplied [13],[14].W hile

in theusualZFC protocolthesystem iscooled (ata con-

stant cooling rate)in zero �eld from above Tg down to

the lowest tem perature,in the m odi�ed protocols,the

cooling isinterrupted atsom etem perature(s)Tp and re-

sum ed aftersom ewaiting tim etw .In both cases,a sm all

dc�eld isapplied atthelowesttem peraturereached,and

them agnetisation isrecorded whilethesystem isheated

up ata constantrate.The ZFC m agnetisation,asm ea-

sured in the m odi�ed protocolclearly showed m arked

singularities(‘dips’)centered around thetem perature(s)

Tp. Far enough from Tp,it recovered the values ofthe

usual(reference) ZFC m agnetisation ([13], [14]). This

showed that aging at Tp during tw did not a�ect the

system ata tem peratureT di�erentfrom Tp.Italso im -

plied that the system kept the m em ory ofaging at Tp
while it was at lower tem peratures and was able to re-

trieve the aged state previously reached at Tp. These

resultsproved thatin spin glassesdi�erentspin correla-

tionsare building up atdi�erenttem peraturesand that

the correlationsbuiltup atany tem perature rem ain im -

printed atlowertem peratures.In these experim ents,the

width ofthe dips gives an idea ofthe ‘tem perature selec-

tivity’ofthe spin correlations. The resultsofsuch ZFC

experim entsare displayed in Fig.2 forthe three consid-

ered com pounds. In this�gure,the di�erencesbetween

the m odi�ed ZFC and the reference ZFC data are plot-

ted asa function oftem perature.Clearsingularitiesare

observed around the variouschosen valuesofTp exactly

asin spin-glasses. The (3d)YM O sam ple aswellas the

SCG O m aterialpresent narrow dips characterised by a

value �T=Tg = 0:17� :03 very close to the valuesfound

in standard spin glasses:forinstance,�T=Tg = 0:16� :03

in theC dC r1:7In0:3S4 Heisenbergspin glassforcom para-

bletw ,while�T=Tg = 0:21� :03 in theF e0:5M n0:5TiO 3

Ising spin glass. This is in contrastwith the resultson

the kagom e(2d)com pound where�T=Tg = 0:39� :05 is

rem arkably larger.

The ‘tem perature selectivity’has been studied m ore

quantitatively by m easuring the e�ectatsom etem pera-

tureT ofagingataslightly sm allertem peratureT � �T.

Thisexperim entyieldsaTRM m easurem entwith thefol-

lowing procedure : (i)after �eld cooling from above Tg

to T,the sam ple is kept for a shorttim e t1 = 500 s at

constantT,(ii)itisthen furthercooled to T � �T and

aged duringt2 = 9000sbeforebeingre-heated toT where

itstaysforanothershorttim et3 = t1,(iii)last,the�eld

is switched o� and the TRM curve is recorded. >From

these experim ents,an e�ective tim e t
eff

2
can be de�ned

such astosuperim posethem easured TRM with apurely

isotherm alTRM recorded attem peratureT with waiting

tim et1+ t
eff

2
+ t3.In otherwords,t

eff

2
isam easureofthe

e�ectatT ofaging atT � �T fora tim et 2.The actual

quantitative results for the presently studied m aterials

arereported in Fig.3 and com pared to thoseobtained in

Ref[15]fortheC dC r1:7In0:3S4 Heisenbergspin glassand

fortheF e0:5M n0:5TiO 3 Ising spin glass.Theresultsfor

YM O and SCG O are clearly in agreem entwith those of

spin glasses,theslopesoft
eff

2
=t2 versus�T forthesetwo

system s are indeed within the values delim ited by the

Heisenberg and Ising cases. As for the Fe-jarosite,the

e�ective tim e t
eff

2
does not vary m uch with the change

oftem perature. The system ages alm ost as quickly at

T � �T than at T,and builds up the sam e pattern of

spin correlationsatboth tem peratures.

The conclusion ofthis investigation is that,in spite

of their very sm all am ount of disorder, the two frus-
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2
=t2 plotted versus �T=T (see text): the data

for F e0:5M n0:5TiO 3 and C dC r1:7In0:3S4 are plotted as ex-

am ples of, respectively, an Ising spin glass and an Heisen-

berg spin glass. The steeperthe slope in thisplot,the m ore

‘tem perature-selective’ the aging (solid line: prediction as-

sum ing thataging occurs via therm alactivation with an ac-

tivation energy independenton T).In contrastto SCG O and

YM O data which fallwithin thestandard spin glassarea,the

kagom e data are wellabove this region, with a very sm all

slope.

trated antiferrom agnets,the YM O pyrochlore and the

bi-kagom e SCG O ,behave exactly as the standard spin

glasses.The Fe-jarosite kagom e com pound,though pre-

senting m any sim ilarities in term s ofthe existence ofa

freezing tem perature and the presence ofaging e�ects,

hasquite di�erentdynam icalpropertiesasa function of

tem perature. It appears,indeed,in Fig.3 that t
eff

2
re-

m ainsvery closetot2 even forlarger�T’s,m eaningthat

agingatT� �T contributessigni�cantlytotheageofthe

system atT.Thebehaviorisnotvery tem peratureselec-

tiveim plying thatthe pattern ofthe spin correlationsis

not very tem perature dependent. The two-dim ensional

characterofthe jarositecom pound m ay be atthe origin

ofthe observed di�erenceswith thetwo otherm aterials.

[16].
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