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Abstract

W estudy theanisotropicHeisenberg spin-glassm odelin a three-dim ensionalhierarchicallattice

(designed to approxim ate the cubic lattice),within a real-space renorm alization-group approach.

Two di�erent initialprobability distributions for the exchange interaction (Jij), G aussian and

uniform ,are used,with zero m ean and width �J. The (kT=�J)� � 0 phase diagram is obtained,

whereT isthetem perature,� 0 isthe�rstm om entoftheprobability distribution fortheuniaxial

anisotropy,and k isthe Boltzm ann constant. Forthe Ising m odel(� 0 = 1),there isa spin-glass

phaseatlow tem peratures(high �J)and aparam agneticphaseathigh tem peratures(low �J).Forthe

isotropicHeisenbergm odel(� 0 = 0),ourresultsindicatenospin-glassphaseat�nitetem peratures.

Thetransition tem peraturebetween thespin-glassand param agnetic phasedecreaseswith � 0,as

expected,butgoesto zero ata �nite value ofthe anisotropy param eter,nam ely � 0 = � c � 0:59.

O urresults indicate thatthe whole transition line,between the param agnetic and the spin-glass

phases,for� c � � 0 < 1,belongsto thesam euniversality classasthetransition fortheIsing spin

glass.

PACS num bers:75.10.Hk;64.60.Ak;64.60.Cn

2



I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Considerable attention during the lastdecade hasbeen devoted to the investigation of

system sdisplaying spin-glass(SG)order. Num ericalstudies[1]have revealed thatthe SG

phasetransition occursin thethree-dim ensionalIsing m odel(strongly anisotropicsystem ),

indicating that the lower criticaldim ension for the Ising SG would be dl = 2. On the

otherhand,m any realm aterialsthatshow SG orderareHeisenberg-like ratherthan Ising-

like,in the sense that the m agnetic anisotropy is considerably weaker than the isotropic

exchangeinteraction.Som eM onteCarlo sim ulations[2,3]haveindicated thattheisotropic

three-dim ensionalclassicalHeisenberg SG with �nite-rangeinteraction doesnotexhibitthe

conventionalSG orderat�nite tem peraturesin zero �eld,while Lee and Young [4]found

such an ordered phaseat�nitetem peraturesforthism odel.

Experim ents clearly dem onstrate the existence of order at �nite tem peratures in

Heisenberg-like SG system s [5],where the chirality-driven m echanism proposed by Kawa-

m ura [3,6]can be interpreted consistently to explain som e ofthe puzzles concerning the

experim entally observed SG transition in zero �eld [5]. Note thatthe num ericalobserva-

tion ofa �nite-tem peraturechiral-glass(CG)transition (TC G > 0)in thethree-dim ensional

classicalHeisenberg SG isnotinconsistentwith theearlierobservation oftheabsenceofthe

conventionalSG order at �nite tem peratures (Tc = 0). In Refs. 3 and 6 it is suggested

thatthe SG-param agnetic criticaltem perature obeysTc < TC G ,and quite possibly Tc = 0

in three dim ensions.In the presence ofa sm allrandom m agnetic anisotropy,which always

existsin realexperim entalsituations,an SG phaseisexpected to em erge asa resultofthe

factthattheanisotropy m ixesthetwo degreesoffreedom ,spin and chirality.Therefore,in

the chirality-driven m echanism the SG phase transition experim entally observed in a class

ofcom poundssuch asCuM n isessentially governed by theCG �xed point.

Note,however,thatsom enum ericalresultssupportthattheSG transition tem perature

m ight coincide with the CG transition tem perature,i.e.,Tc = TC G > 0[4,7],in contrast

with the results ofRefs. 3 and 6 (which show thatin three dim ensions the spin and the

chirality are decoupled on su�ciently long length scales,with T c < TC G ). Therefore,the

presence ofSG order in the three-dim ensionalshort-range Heisenberg SG is stillan open

question.In fourorm oredim ensions,there isnum ericalevidence ofa phasetransition [8],

and sothelowercriticaldim ension dlfortheshort-rangeHeisenbergspin glassshould satisfy
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3� dl< 4.

On the other hand, various types of anisotropies have a profound in
uence on the

SG phase such as Dzyaloshinski-M oriya (DM ),dipolar coupling, and uniaxial. A weak

anisotropyiscruciallyim portantinrealizinga�nite-tem peratureSG transition,which causes

a crossover from the isotropic Heisenberg behaviorto the anisotropic Ising behavior. The

expected Heisenberg-to-Ising crossover,however,hasnotbeen observed experim entally,and

this puzzle has rem ained unexplained. Using a hybrid M onte Carlo m ethod in the short-

range �J Heisenberg spin glass with random anisotropy ofa DM type (D ) on a sim ple

cubic lattice [9],ithasbeen shown thatforsm allvaluesofD ,the transition tem perature

vanishesas Tc
J
’ 0:53

�
D

J

�
1=4
.Thisresultisconsistentwith thosefound by M orrisetal.[10]

based on ascalingargum ent.W hen thespin interactionsareoflong-rangeRuderm an-Kittel-

Kasuya-Yoshida (RKKY)type,thecriticaltem peraturehasa m uch weakerdependence on

the anisotropy,nam ely Tc
J
’ [ln(J=D )]

� 1=2
(D <<< J) [11]. These two studies indicate

thatin the isotropic lim it(D = 0)there isno SG orderat�nite tem peratures,i.e,Tc = 0.

However,thisresulthasrecently been challenged [4].Tothebestofourknowledge,theonly

previous work on a spin-glass m odelwith uniaxialanisotropy is the one by M atsubara et

al. [12],where itisspeculated thatthisanisotropy doesnotlead to an SG phase at�nite

tem peratures.

Anotherquestion,which isparticularly signi�cant,isthestudy ofquantum e�ectsin the

theory ofspin glasses[13].From thetheoreticalpointofview,itiswellknown thatquantum

spin glasses,in com parison with theirclassicalcounterparts,arefarfrom being trivial,due

to thenoncom m utativity ofthespin operatorsinvolved (see,forexam ple,thediscussion for

thequantum transverseIsing SG m odelwith short-and long-rangeinteractions,in Refs.14

and 15,respectively).In thelim itofvery low tem peraturestheroleofquantum 
uctuations

in pure or disordered system s becom es m ore and m ore im portant. At the criticalpoint

itself,
uctuations exist over allscales. At m oderate tem peratures,quantum 
uctuations

are usually suppressed in com parison with therm alones. At low tem peratures,however,

quantum 
uctuations,specially in low-lying states,m ay dom inate and strongly in
uence

thecriticalbehaviorofthesystem .Therearea few workson quantum Heisenberg SG,but

only in�nite-range-interaction m odelshavebeen treated [16].

Ourm otivation forthiswork isthewellknown factthattheanisotropy m ay changethe

natureofphasetransitionsin a fundam entalway,and m ay inducetheappearanceofan SG
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phasein thethree-dim ensionalshort-rangeHeisenberg m odel.Also,thequantum in
uence

in the phase diagram is a m atter ofintrinsic interest,particularly from the experim ental

pointofview,with relation to high-tem peraturesuperconductorm aterials[17].Aharony et

al. [18]suggested a m echanism in which doping by holes introduces ferrom agnetic bonds

into an otherwise antiferrom agnetic quantum spin-1=2 Heisenberg m odel. These holesare

localized in theinsulatingantiferrom agneticphaseand theire�ectcan bewellapproxim ated

by a quenched random distribution offerrom agnetic bondswhich display an SG phase at

low tem peratures, as a window between the insulating antiferrom agnetic phase and the

superconducting phase. Physically,the SG phase in this new superconductor com pounds

is attributed to the presence of the random Dzyaloshinski-M oriya interaction [18]. W e

willshow in this work that the presence ofuniaxialanisotropy induces an SG phase at

low tem peratures only fora �nite value ofthe anisotropy;forsm allenough values ofthe

anisotropy,no long-range SG orderisobserved,which con�rm the resultsofM astubara et

al.[12].

II. M ET H O D

Them ain issuewewantto addressisthein
uenceofa uniaxialanisotropy on thephase

diagram oftheanisotropicquantum Heisenberg spin-glass,with ham iltonian:

H = �
X

< i;j>

Jij

�

(1� � ij)(�
x
i�

x
j + �

y

i�
y

j)+ �
z
i�

z
j

�

;

where��i isthecom ponent� ofaspin-1/2Paulim atrix in siteiand thesum isoverall�rst-

neighborbondson a cubic lattice. In thiswork,we study two di�erentinitialprobability

distributionsforJij,a Gaussian and a uniform one,respectively:

P(Jij)=
1

p
2� �J

exp(�J2ij=2
�J2);

or

P(Jij)=

8

<

:

1

2

p
3 �J
;�

p
3�J < Jij <

p
3�J

0; otherwise;

where �J isthe width ofthe distributions. On the otherhand,the probability distribution

for� ij is,initially,given by:

P(� ij)= �(�ij � � 0):
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W eusea real-spacerenorm alization-group approach;thism ethod hasbeen successfully ap-

plied in thestudy ofboth classicaland quantum m odels.Theform alism isspecially suitable

to obtain m ultidim ensionalphase diagram sand qualitative results,indicating universality

classes and possible crossover phenom ena. A great variety ofRG m ethods has been pro-

posed [19,20]overthelastyearsand applied with successin m anydi�erentquantum system s

[21,22]. Recently,an im portantsim pli�cation ofthe successfulm ethod introduced in Ref.

19 hasbeen proposed [23];wewilldevelop even furtherthisnew approach in thiswork.

W ithin thecontextofa sm all-cellapproxim ation,thesim ple cubiclatticeisrepresented

by a hierarchicalone[24],depicted in Fig.1.The use ofthisparticularhierarchicallattice

isequivalentto a M igdal-Kadano� approxim ation [25].Theoriginallatticeisshown on the

left-hand sideofFig.1,with di�erentinteractionsK ij � Jij=kB T and anisotropyparam eters

� ij between �rst-neighborspins�i and �j.Perform ing a partialtraceoverspins�3,�4,�5,

and �6,we obtain a renorm alized Ham iltonian,with param eters K 0
ij and � 0

ij (right-hand

sideofFig.1).

First,wehaveto calculatetherenorm alized distributions(forcing back thedistributions

totheiroriginalshapesleadstowrongresults[26]).Todoso,wechoosetheeightinteraction

param etersfortheoriginallattice,K ij,from theoriginaldistribution,whileall� ij arethe

sam e,initially;then we calculate the renorm alized K 0 and � 0. Thisisdone a num berof

tim es (usually ofthe order of1 m illion),to get new probability distributions for K 0 and

� 0.Theanisotropy param eter,although uniform in the�rstiteration oftherenorm alization

group,followsa disordered probability distribution,afterwards. Also,the distribution for

K 0isno longerthesam eastheinitialone.Forthesecond iteration,wechooseK 0
ij and �

0
ij

from the renorm alized distributionsobtained in the �rstiteration,com bine them asin the

left-hand sideofFig.1,and then calculateK 00and � 00,i.e,therenorm alized quantitiesfor

the second iteration. This process isrepeated untilwe reach a "�xed-point" distribution.

Alternatively,wecan choosetofollow thedistribution functionsforK and K xy � K (1� �);

wewillcom parebelow theresultsforboth procedures.

Foreach setofK ij and � ij,therenorm alized quantitiesarecalculated asfollows.Given

a setofparam eters,chosen from a given probability distribution,weim posethat:

hm 1m 2j�
0
jm 1m 2i= Tr

0
hfm gj�(fK ;�g)jfm gi;

where jfm gi stands for jm 1m 2m 3m 4m 5m 6i (and in a sim ilar way forthe \bra"),�(�0) is
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the density m atrix ofthe original(renorm alized)cell(�0 isa function ofthe renorm alized

param etersK 0,� 0,and C 0),m i isthe eigenvalue ofthe �
z operatoratsite i,Tr0 m eansa

partialtraceoverspins�3,�4,�5,and �6,and fK ;�gstandsforallsixteen param etersin the

originalcell.Only threeelem entsof�0arenon-zero,and thisisthenum berofrenorm alized

quantities: K 0
ij,�

0
ij and C 0 (C 0 isa constantgenerated by the renorm alization procedure

which isnotrelevantforobtaining thephasediagram ).So,no extra equation isneeded and

the procedure is exact at the cluster level. One great advantage ofthis approach is that

no expansion ofthe Ham iltonian isnecessary;thisexpansion becom escum bersom e ifcells

with m oresitesareem ployed orifm odelswith spin 1 orgreateraretreated.M oreover,our

procedurerecoversthesam erecursion relationsasform ertreatm ents[19].

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

Ourgoalistoobtain thekT=�J� � 0 phase-diagram .W estartfrom m any di�erentpoints

in thisdiagram and follow therenorm alized distributionsuntila given attractorisreached.

In Fig.2 thisphase-diagram isdepicted:SG standsforthespin-glassphasewhileP stands

fortheparam agneticone.W eexpectthespin-glassphase,which iscertainly presentforthe

Ising m odel(� 0 = 1)[26],to extend forsm allervaluesof� 0. Thisisthe case butnotice

thatthe transition line goes to zero ata value of� 0 greater than zero. This behavior is

analogousto theonefortheantiferrom agneticanisotropicHeisenberg m odelon thesquare

lattice[22],exceptthatin thelatterm odela reentrantbehaviorisobtained.Thefactthat

thetransition linedoesnotextend to � 0 = 0 isusually dueto quantum 
uctuationswhich,

atlow tem peratures,are im portantand,togetherwith therm al
uctuations,tend to drive

thesystem to a disordered phase.

FortheIsing sub-space(� 0 = 1)the�xed-pointdistribution fortheparam agneticphase

attractoris such that �J=kT = 0,while forthe SG attractor, �J=kT = 1 . There are still

possible �xed pointsattheline� 0 = 0 (isotropicHeisenberg spin glass)butthey were not

found in this work (see below). Forany � 0 6= 0,the attractoris found to be at the line

� 0 = 1,thatis,anyinitialpointwith � 0 6= 0
ows,upon application oftherenorm alization-

group procedure,to the� 0 = 1 subspace.Exactly atthetransition line,the
ow istowards

theIsing "�xed-point" (pointI in Fig.2)and thewholelineisattracted to thedistribution

atthatpoint. Physically,thism eansthatthe criticalbehavioralong the line isthe sam e

7



asfortheIsing spin glass.CriticalexponentsfortheIsing spin glassarethesam easthose

calculated in Ref. 27;m oreover,the criticalprobability distribution isthe sam e asin the

cited reference,forboth Gaussian and uniform probability distributions.

Som epointsareworth m entioning here.ThedistributionsforK ij and � ij,afterthe�rst

iteration,donotretain itsoriginalform .Therefore,am orecom pletepictureofthisproblem

would involve a 
ux on a space ofprobability distributions. The phase diagram we chose

to representourresultsisonly a schem atic one.On theotherhand,if� 0 isdi�erentfrom

0 and 1,itsdistribution afterthe �rstiterationsisnotuniform anym ore. Itevolvesalong

therenorm alization-group procedureand only when thenum berofiterationsincreases,the

distribution for� isagain a delta function,P(� ij)= �(�ij � � 0),with � 0 = 1 and zero

width.

Thephase-diagram (Fig.2)showsthatthereisnospin-glassphasefortheisotropicspin-

1/2Heisenberg m odelin threedim ensions.Thisresultcon�rm sthosefound in earlierworks

[9,28],indicating that the lower criticaldim ension for the isotropic spin-1/2 Heisenberg

spin glassisgreaterthan three. On the otherhand,Lee and Young [4]found a spin-glass

phasefortheclassical3-D isotropicHeisenberg m odel.Asthetransition takesplaceatlow

tem perature,itispossible thatquantum 
uctuations,present forthe spin-1/2 m odel,are

strong enough to elim inatethespin-glassphase.W ealso �nd thatan in�nitesim aluniaxial

anisotropy is not able to create an SG phase in a Heisenberg spin-1/2 system , in three

dim ensions;thisisconsistentwith the�ndingsofRef.12.

Ourresultsarequalitatively thesam e forboth Gaussian and uniform distributions.W e

havealsoused acorrelated distribution forK ij and � ij [29]and theresultssu�eronly m inor

changes,m aintaining theoverallbehavior.In anotherapproach wefollowed,theprobability

distributionsfortheinteractionsK ij and K
xy

ij werefollowed;again,thequalitativebehavior

isthesam easwhen wefollow thedistributionsforK ij and � ij.

Finally,letusm ention that,contrarily towhathappensforsystem swhereonly ferrom ag-

netic(orantiferrom agnetic)interactionsarepresent[19],thereisastrongdi�erencebetween

treating the cell\asa whole" or\by pieces". In the latter,the originalcell(see Fig.1)is

seen as a com bination in parallelof4 interactions,each one m ade oftwo interactions in

series. In this way,the renorm alized interaction and anisotropy can be �rst calculate for

each com bination in seriesand then com bined in parallel. Forsystem swith no frustration

[19],thisisshown to introduce an errorsm allerthan 10% ,when com pared to treating the
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eightbondsand six spinsofthecell\asa whole".Thisisno longerthecaseforthem odel

we study here and the errors are m uch bigger. W e believe that,forany system in which

frustration ispresent,theRG procedurehasto doneusing thewholecell.Thisisdueto the

factthatfrustration isnottaken into accountwhen thecellisrenorm alized by pieces.

IV . SU M M A RY

W e applied a quantum renorm alization-group procedure to the anisotropic three-

dim ensionalspin-1/2 Heisenberg spin glass.A M igdal-Kadano� approxim ation isused and

thekT=�J� � 0 phase-diagram iscalculated.Thespin-glassphase,presentfortheIsingm odel

(� 0 = 1)extendstosm allervaluesoftheanisotropyparam eter.Thetransition tem perature,

which separatestheferrom agneticand param agneticphases,goesto zero atapproxim ately

� 0 = 0:59.Acording to theapproxim ation weused,theisotropicquantum Heisenberg spin

glasshasno spin glassphase at�nite tem perature. The whole transition line between the

SG phaseand theparam agneticoneisfound to belong to thesam euniversality classofthe

three-dim ensionalIsing spin glass.Ourconclusionshold trueforGaussian and uniform dis-

tributions,forcorrelated distributions,and when theprobability distributionsfor(K ij;� ij)

or(K ij;K
xy

ij )arerenorm alized.

A cknow ledgm ents

Theauthorswould liketo thank CNPq,CAPES,FAPERJ,FUNCITEC,and FAPEAM

forpartial�nancialsupportand E.Curado and S.Coutinho forhelpfuldiscussions.

[1] H.G .Ballesteros,etal.,Phys.Rev.B 62,14237 (2000);P.O .M ariand I.A.Cam pbell,Phys.

Rev.E 59,2653 (1999);M .Palassiniand S.Caracciolo,Phys.Rev.Lett.82,5128 (1999);R.

R.P.Singh and S.Chakravarty,Phys.Rev.Lett.57,245 (1986);N.K awashim a and A.P.

Young,Phys.Rev.B 53,R484 (1996);R.N.Bhatt and A.P.Young,Phys.Rev.Lett.54,

924 (1985);ibid Phys.Rev.B 37,5606 (1988).

[2] J.A.O live,A.P.Young,and D.Sherrington,Phys.Rev.B 34,6341 (1986);M .M atsum oto,

K .Hukushim a,and H.Takayam a,Phys.Rev.B 66,104404 (2002).

9



[3] K .Hukushim aand H.K awam ura,Phys.Rev.E 61,R1008 (2000);H.K awam ura,Phys.Rev.

Lett.68,3785 (1992);ibid Intr.J.M od.Phys.7,345 (1996).

[4] L.W .Lee and A.P.Young,Phys.Rev.Lett.90,227203 (2003).

[5] D.Petit,L.Fruchter,and I.A.Cam pbell,Phys.Rev.Lett.88,207206 (2002).

[6] H.K awam ura and D.Im agawa,Phys.Rev.Lett.87,207203 (2001);H.K awam ura,Can.J.

Phys.79,1447 (2001);D.Im agawa and H.K awam ura,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.71,127 (2002).

[7] T.Nakam ura and S.Endoh,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.71,2113 (2003);F.M atsubara,T.Shirakura,

and S.Endoh,Phys.Rev.B 64,92412 (2001);F.M atsubara,S.Endoh,and T.Shirakura,J.

Phys.Soc.Jpn.69,1927 (2000).

[8] D.Im agawa and H.K awam ura,Phys.Rev.B 67,224412 (2003);T.Shirakura and F.M at-

subara,Phys.Rev.B 67,R100405 (2003).

[9] F.M atsubara,T.Iyota,and S.Inawashiro,Phys.Rev.Lett.67,1458 (1991).

[10] B.W .M orris,S.G .Colborne,M .A.M oore,A.J.Bray,and J.Canisius,J.Phys.C 19,1157

(1986).

[11] A.J.Bray,M .A.M oore,and A.P.Young,Phys.Rev.Lett.56,2641 (1986).

[12] F.M atsubara,T.Iyota,and S.Inawashiro,Phys.Rev.B 46,8282 (1992).

[13] S.Sachdev,Q uantum PhaseTransition,Cam bridgeUniversity Press,Cam bridge,2001.

[14] B.Boechat,R.R.dosSantosand M .A.Continentino,Phys.Rev.B 49,6404 (1994).

[15] T.K .K opec,Phys.Rev.Lett.79,4266 (1997);N.Read,S.Sachdev,and J.Ye,Phys.Rev.

B 52,384 (1995);Y.Q .M a,Z.Y.Li,and C.D.G ong,J.Phys.: Condens.M atter 3,4687

(1991);J.R.Viana,Yam illes Nogueira,and J.Ricardo de Sousa,Phys.Rev.B 66,113307

(2002);ibid Phys.Lett.A 311,480 (2003).

[16] T.K .K opec,G .B�uttner,and K .D.Usadel,Phys.Rev.B 41,9221 (1990);A.J.Bray and

M .A.M oore,J.Phys.C 13,L655 (1980);Y.Y.G oldschm idtand P.Y.Lai,Phys.Rev.B

43,11434 (1991).

[17] J.G .Bednorz and K .A.M uller,Z.Phys.B 64,189 (1986).

[18] L.Shekhtm an, O .Entin-W ohlm an, and A.Aharony, Phys.Rev.Lett.69, 836 (1992); L.

Shekhtm an,A.Aharony,and O .Entin-W ohlm an,Phys.Rev.B 47,174 (1993).

[19] A.M .M ariz,C.Tsallis,and A.O .Caride,J.Phys.C 18,4189 (1985).

[20] J.A.Plascak,W .Figueiredo and B.C.S.G randi,Braz.J.Phys.29,2 (1999)and references

therein.

10



[21] J.Ricardo de Sousa,Phys.Lett.A 216,321 (1996);ibid Physica A 259,138 (1998);Ijan��lio

G .Ara�ujo,J.Ricardo deSousa,and N.S.Branco,Physica A 305,585 (2002);

[22] N.S.Branco and J.Ricardo deSousa,Phys.Rev.B 62,5742 (2000).

[23] J.Ricardo de Sousa,N.S.Branco,B.Boechat,and Claudette Cordeiro,Physica A 328,167

(2003);T.G .Rappoport,A.Saguia,B.Boechat,and M .A.Continentino,Phys.Rev.B 64,

140402 (2001).

[24] R.B.G ri�thsand M .K aufm an,Phys.Rev.B 26,5022 (1982).

[25] A.A.M igdal,Sov.Phys.JETP 42,743 (1975);L.P.K adano�,Ann.Phys.100,359 (1976).

[26] B.W .Southern and A.P.Young,J.Phys.C 10,2179 (1977);S.Prakash and I.A.Cam pbell,

Physica A 235,507 (1997).

[27] E.Nogueira Jr,S.Coutinho,F.D.Nobre,and E.M .F.Curado,Physica A 271,125 (1999).

[28] J.R.Banavarand A.J.Bray,Phys.Rev.B 38,2564 (1988);T.Shirakura and F.M atsubara,

Phys.Rev.B 67,100405(R)(2003).

[29] S.M cK ay and A.N.Berker,J.Appl.Phys.64,5785 (1988).

11



FIG .1:Hierarchicallattice suitable forcalculating the renorm alization-group transform ationson

the sim plecubic lattice.Thecalculation ofthe renorm alized quantities(right-hand sideof�gure)

isexplained in the text.

FIG .2:Approxim atephasediagram fortheanisotropicHeisenberg spin-glasson thecubiclattice.

SG stands for the spin-glass phase,P stands for the param agnetic phase,and I stands for the

Ising transition point.Thecontinuouslineisa guideto the eye.
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