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Abstract

W e study the anisotropic H eisenberg spin-glassm odel in a three-dim ensional hierarchical Jattice
(designed to approxin ate the cubic lattice), within a realspace renom alization-group approadh.
Two di erent initial probability distrdoutions for the exchange interaction (Ji5), G aussian and
uniform , are used, with zero mean and width J. The kT=J) o phase diagram is cbtained,
where T isthe tem perature, o isthe rstm om ent of the probability distribution for the uniaxial
anisotropy, and k is the Boltzm ann constant. For the Isngmodel ( g = 1), there is a spin-glass
phaseat Iow tem peratures (high J) and a param agnetic phase at high tem peratures (ow J). Forthe
isotropic H eisenbergm odel ( ¢ = 0), ourresuls ndicate no spin-glassphase at nitetem peratures.
T he transition tem perature between the spin-glass and param agnetic phase decreaseswih ¢, as
expected, but goes to zero at a nite value of the anisotropy param eter, namely = . 0:59.
O ur resuls indicate that the whole transition line, between the param agnetic and the soin-glass
phases, for o < 1, belongs to the sam e universality class as the transition for the Ising soin

glass.

PACS numbers: 7510Hk; 64.60Ak; 64.60Cn



I. NTRODUCTION

Considerabl attention during the last decade has been devoted to the investigation of
system s digplaying soin-glass (SG ) order. Num erical studies [I] have revealed that the SG
phase transition occurs in the three-din ensional Ising m odel (strongly anisotropic system ),
Indicating that the lower critical dim ension for the Ising SG would be d; = 2. On the
other hand, m any realm aterials that show SG order are H eisenberg-like rather than Ising-
like, In the sense that the m agnetic anisotropy is considerably weaker than the isotropic
exchange Interaction. Som e M onte C arlo sin ulations [4,I13] have indicated that the isotropic
three-din ensional classical H eisenberg SG w ith niterange interaction does not exhibit the
conventional SG order at nite tem peratures in zero eld, whilk Lee and Young [4] found
such an ordered phase at nite tem peratures for thism odel.

Experim ents clarly demonstrate the existence of order at nite tem permtures in
H eisenberg-like SG system s [B], where the chirality-driven m echanisn proposed by K awa—
mura [3,16] can be Interpreted consistently to explain som e of the puzzles conceming the
experin entally observed SG transition n zero eld [B]. Note that the num erical cbserva—
tion ofa nitetem perature chirmalglass CG) transition (Tcg > 0) In the three-din ensional
classical H eisenberg SG is not noconsistent w ith the earlier observation ofthe absence ofthe
conventional SG order at nite tem peratures (T, = 0). In Refs. 13 and |6 i is suggested
that the SG “param agnetic critical tem perature cbeys T, < Tc¢, and quite possbly T, = 0
In three dim ensions. In the presence of a an all random m agnetic anisotropy, which always
exists In real experin ental situations, an SG phase is expected to em erge as a result of the
fact that the anisotropy m ixes the two degrees of freedom , soin and chirality. T herefore, in
the chirmlity-driven m echanian the SG phase transition experin entally ocbserved In a class
of com pounds such as CuM n is essentially governed by the CG  xed point.

N ote, however, that som e num erical results support that the SG transition tem perature
m ight coincide w ith the CG transition tem perature, ie., T = Tcg > 0B, 17], In contrast
w ih the results of Refs. |3 and |6 Which show that In three din ensions the soin and the
chirality are decoupled on su ciently long length scales, with T . < Tcg ). Therefore, the
presence of SG order In the threedin ensional short—range H eisenberg SG is still an open
question. In four orm ore din ensions, there is num erical evidence of a phase transition [],

and so the lower criticaldin ension d; forthe short—range H eisenberg soin glass should satisfy



3 d;< 4.

On the other hand, various types of anisotropies have a profound In uence on the
SG phase such as D zyaloshinskiM oriya (O M ), dipolar coupling, and uniaxial. A weak
anisotropy iscrucially in portant in realizinga nitetem perature SG transition, which causes
a crossover from the isotropic H eisenberg behavior to the anisotropic Ising behavior. The
expected H eisenberg-to-Ising crossover, how ever, has not been cbserved experin entally, and
this puzzle has rem ained unexplained. U sihg a hybrd M onte Carlo m ethod in the short-
range J Heisenberg spoin glass wih random anisotropy ofa DM type O ) on a simpk
cubic lattice [@], it has been shown that for an all values of D , the transition tem perature
vanishesas =/ 053 & ™ This resul is consistent w ith those und by M orris et al. [10]
based on a scaling argum ent. W hen the spin Interactions are of long-range R udem an-K itel-
Kasuya-Yoshida RKKY ) type, the critical tem perature has a m uch weaker dependence on
1=2

the anisotropy, nam ely % ’ I J=D)]

that in the isotropic Im it © = 0) there isno SG order at nite tam peratures, ie, T, = 0.

DO <<< J) [1]. Thess two studies Indicate

H owever, this result has recently been challenged E£]. To the best of our know ledge, the only
previous work on a soin-glass m odel w ith uniaxial anisotropy is the one by M atsubara et
al. [12], where it is speculated that this anisotropy does not kad to an SG phase at nite
tam peratures.

A nother question, which isparticularly signi cant, is the study of quantum e ects in the
theory of soin glasses [L3]. From the theoreticalpoint ofview , it iswellknown that quantum
SoIn glasses, In com parison w ith their classical counterparts, are far from being trivial, due
to the nonocom m utativity ofthe spin operators involved (see, for exam ple, the discussion for
the quantum transverse Ising SG m odelw ith short—and long-range interactions, In Refs. |14
and |15, respectively) . In the lin it of very low tem peratures the role of quantum uctuations
In pure or disordered system s becom es m ore and m ore in portant. At the crtical point
itself, uctuations exist over all scales. At m oderate tam peratures, quantum uctuations
are usually suppressed in com parison with them al ones. At low tem peratures, however,
quantum uctuations, specially In low-lying states, m ay dom inate and strongly in uence
the criticalbehavior of the system . There are a few works on quantum H eisenberg SG , but
only in niterange-interaction m odels have been treated [L6].

Ourm otivation for thiswork is the wellknown fact that the anisotropy m ay change the

nature of phase transitions in a findam entalway, and m ay induce the appearance ofan SG



phase In the three-dim ensional short—range H eisenberg m odel. A 1so, the quantum in uence
In the phase diagram is a m atter of intrinsic interest, particularly from the experim ental
point of view , w ith relation to high-tem perature superconductorm aterials [L7]. Aharony et
al. [18] suggested a m echanian In which doping by holes Introduces ferrom agnetic bonds
Into an otherw ise antiferrom agnetic quantum spin-1=2 Heisenberg m odel. These hols are
Jocalized In the Insulating antiferrom agnetic phase and theire ect can be well approxin ated
by a quenched random distrbution of ferrom agnetic bonds which 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 attrbuted to the presence of the random D zyaloshinskiM oriya interaction [L8]. W e
will show iIn this work that the presence of uniaxial anisotropy Induces an SG phase at
low tem peratures only for a nite valie of the anisotropy; for am all enough values of the
anisotropy, no long-range SG order is observed, which con m the results of M astubara et
al [124].

II. METHOD

Them ain issue we want to address is the in uence of a uniaxial anisotropy on the phase
diagram ofthe anisotropic quantum H eisenberg spin-glass, w ith ham ilttonian:

X

H = Jiy (1 ) (1 5+ D+

Z.
ij i’

< i3>

where , isthe component ofa soihn-1/2Paulim atrix in site iand the sum isoverall rst-

neighbor bonds on a cubic Jattice. In this work, we study two di erent initial probability
distrdbutions for J5, a G aussian and a uniform one, respectively:
_ 1 2 72y,
2 J
or 8
< 1 P 3
==y 3J < Jlj < 3J
P (J:L]) — ) 2 337
. 0; othew ise;
where J is the width of the distrdbbutions. O n the other hand, the probability distribution

for 5 is, initially, given by:



W e use a realspace renom alization-group approach; thism ethod hasbeen successilly ap—
plied in the study ofboth classical and quantum m odels. T he form alian is specially suitable
to obtain m ultidinm ensional phase diagram s and qualitative results, indicating universality
classes and possble crossover phenom ena. A great variety of RG m ethods has been pro—
posd [19,120] overthe last years and applied w ith success In m any di erent quantum system s
21,122]. Recently, an in portant sim pli cation of the successfilm ethod introduced in Ref.
19 has been proposad R3]; we w ill develop even fiirther this new approach in this work.

W ithin the context of a am allcell approxin ation, the sin ple cubic lattice is represented
by a hierarchical one R4], depicted in Fig.[l. The use of this particular hierarchical lattice
isequivalent to a M igdalK adano approxin ation [25]. T he original Jattice is shown on the
left-hand side ofF i.[l, w ith di erent interactionsK 35 Ji3=ks T and anisotropy param eters

iy between rstneighbor spins ; and 5. Perform ing a partialtrace over spins 3, 4, s,

0
3

and 4, we obtain a renom alized Ham iltonian, wih param eters K . and Sj (cight-hand
side of F ig.[J) .

F irst, we have to calculate the renom alized distributions (forcing badk the distrloutions
to their original shapes leads to w rong results 26]) . To do so, we choose the eight Interaction
param eters for the original lattice, K i3, from the original distrdbution, while all ;5 are the
sam e, initially; then we calculate the renom alized K °and  °. This is done a number of
tines (usually of the order of 1 m illion), to get new probability distributions for K ° and

%, The anisotropy param eter, although uniform in the st iteration ofthe renom alization

group, ollow s a disordered probability distrioution, afterwards. A Iso, the distrbution for

0
i3

K ° is no Jonger the sam e as the hitial one. For the second iteration, we choose K ; and
from the renom alized distributions obtained in the rst iteration, combine them as in the
left-hand side of Fig. 1, and then calculate K ®and @, ie, the renom alized quantities for
the second iteration. This process is repeated untilwe reach a " xed-point" distribution.
A tematively, we can choose to follow the distrioution finctions forK and K *¥ K (1 );
we w ill com pare below the resuls forboth procedures.

Foreach set ofK ;5 and 45, the renom alized quantities are calculated as follow s. G iven

a s=t of param eters, chosen from a given probability distrioution, we In pose that:
mm,3%nim.i= Tr'hfmgj K ; g)Fm gi;

where jfm gi stands for jn ;m ,m sm 4m sm ¢i (@nd in a sim ilar way for the \bra"), ( 9 is



the density m atrix of the original (renom alized) cell ( 0 is a fiinction of the renom alized

z

parameters K %, % and C9%, m; is the eigenvalue of the ? operator at site i, Trmeans a
partialtrace over soIns 3, 4, s,and 4,and fK ; g stands forall sixteen param eters in the

original cell. O nly three elem ents of ° are non—zero, and this is the num ber of renom alized
quantities: K}, §, and C° (C° is a constant generated by the renom alization procedure
which isnot relevant for obtaining the phase diagram ). So, no extra equation is needed and
the procedure is exact at the cluster level. One great advantage of this approach is that
no expansion of the H am iltonian is necessary; this expansion beocom es cum bersom e if cells
w ith m ore sites are em ployed or ifm odelsw ith soin 1 or greater are treated. M oreover, our

procedure recovers the sam e recursion relations as fom er treatm ents [19].

ITT. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Ourgoalisto obtain the kT=J o phassediagram . W e start from m any di erent points
in this diagram and follow the renomm alized distributions until a given attractor is reached.
In F ig.[ this phasediagram is depicted: SG stands for the spinglassphase whik P stands
for the param agnetic one. W e expect the soin-glass phase, which is certainly present for the
Isngmodel ( o = 1) R6], to extend for sm aller values of . This is the case but notice
that the transition line goes to zero at a value of ( greater than zero. This behavior is
analogous to the one for the antiferrom agnetic anisotropic H eisenberg m odel on the square
lattice 4], except that In the lJatter m odel a reentrant behavior is obtained. The fact that
the transition line doesnot extend to o = 0 isusually due to quantum uctuations which,
at low tem peratures, are in portant and, together w ith them al uctuations, tend to drive
the systam to a disordered phase.

Forthe Ising sub-space ( o = 1) the xed-point distribution for the param agnetic phase
attractor is such that J=kT = 0, whilk for the SG attractor, J=kT = 1 . There are still
possbl xed points at the lne (= 0 (isotropic Heisenberg soin glass) but they were not
found in thiswork (see below). Forany o 6 0, the attractor is found to be at the line

o= 1,thatis, any nitialpontwih 6 0 ows, upon application ofthe renom alization—
group procedure, to the (= 1 subspace. Exactly at the transition line, the ow istowards
the Ising " xed-point” (point I in Fig.[d) and the whole Iine is attracted to the distribution
at that point. Physically, this m eans that the critical behavior along the line is the sam e



as for the Ising spin glass. C rtical exponents for the Ising spin glass are the sam e as those
calculated In Ref. 127; m oreover, the critical probability distrioution is the sam e as in the
cited reference, for both G aussian and uniform probability distributions.

Som e points are worth m entioning here. T he distrbutions forK ;5 and 5, afterthe rst
iteration, do not retain its original form . T herefore, a m ore com plete picture of this problem
would Involre a ux on a space of probability distrbutions. The phase diagram we chose
to represent our results is only a schem atic one. On the other hand, if ( is di erent from
0 and 1, is distrbution after the rst iterations is not uniform anym ore. It evolves along
the renom alization-group procedure and only when the num ber of iterations increases, the
distrbbution for isagain a delta function, P ( i) = ( i 0),with ¢ = 1 and zero
width.

The phassdiagram F ig. 2) show s that there isno soin-glass phase for the isotropic spin—
1/2 Heisenberg m odel in three din ensions. This resul con m s those found in earlier works
9, 28], ndicating that the lower critical din ension for the isotropic spin-1/2 H eisenbery
soin glass is greater than three. On the other hand, Lee and Young M] found a spin—glass
phase for the classical 3-D isotropic H eisenberg m odel. A s the transition takes place at low
tem perature, it is possible that quantum uctuations, present for the spin-1/2 m odel, are
strong enough to elin inate the spinglass phase. W e also nd that an In nitesin al uniaxial
anisotropy is not able to create an SG phase In a Heisenberg spin-1/2 system , in three
din ensions; this is consistent w ith the ndings ofRef. [17.

O ur resuls are qualitatively the sam e for both G aussian and uniform distrbutions. W e
have also used a correlated distribution forK ;5 and ;5 R9]and the results su eronly m inor
changes, m aintaining the overallbehavior. In another approach we followed, the probability
distrbutions for the interactions K j; and K ij were Hllowed; again, the qualitative behavior
is the sam e aswhen we ollow the distrbutions forK ;5 and 5.

F inally, ket usm ention that, contrarily to what happens for system swhere only ferrom ag—
netic (or antiferrom agnetic) Interactions are present [L9], there isa strong di erence between
treating the cell \as a whole" or \by pieces". In the latter, the original cell (see F ig.[) is
Seen as a combination In paralkel of 4 interactions, each one m ade of two Interactions in
series. In this way, the renom alized interaction and anisotropy can be st calculate for
each combination In series and then combined in parallel. For system s w ith no frustration

[19], this is shown to introduce an error am aller than 10% , when com pared to treating the



eight bonds and six spins of the cell \as a whol". This is no longer the case for the m odel
we study here and the errors are much bigger. W e believe that, for any system in which
frustration ispresent, the RG procedure has to done using the whol cell. This is due to the
fact that frustration is not taken into account when the cell is renomm alized by pieces.

Iv. SUMMARY

W e applied a quantum renomn alization-group procedure to the anisotropic three-
dim ensional spin-1/2 Heidsenberg soin glass. A M igdalK adano approxin ation is used and
thekT=J o Phasediagram iscaloulated. T he soin—glassphase, present forthe Isihgm odel
( o= 1) extendsto an aller values ofthe anisotropy param eter. T he transition tem perature,
which separates the ferrom agnetic and param agnetic phases, goes to zero at approxin ately

o= 059. A cording to the approxin ation we used, the isotropic quantum H eisenberg spin
glass has no soin glass phase at nie tem perature. The whole transition line between the
SG phase and the param agnetic one is found to belong to the sam e universality class ofthe
three-din ensional Ising spin glass. O ur conclusions hold true f©or G aussian and uniform dis-
tributions, for correlated distributions, and when the probability distributions for K i5;  i3)

or K ij;K ij) are renom alized.
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FIG . 1l: H jerarchical lattice suitable for calculating the renom alization-group transform ations on
the sin ple cubic Jattice. T he calculation of the renom alized quantities (right-hand side of gure)

is explained in the text.

FIG .2: Approxin ate phase diagram for the anisotropic H eisenberg spin-glass on the cubic lattice.
SG stands for the spin—glass phase, P stands for the param agnetic phase, and I stands for the

Ising transition point. T he continuous line is a guide to the eye.
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