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P hase diagram s of a classical tw o-diIn ensional H eisenberg antiferrom agnet w ith
single—ion anisotropy
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A classical variant of the two-dim ensional anisotropic H eisenberg m odel reproducing inelastic
neutron scattering experin entson LasCasCuz4041 M .M atsuda etal, Phys.Rev.B 68, 060406 R )
(2003)] is analysed using mostly M onte Carlo techniques. Phase diagram s wih extemal elds
parallel and perpendicular to the easy axis of the anisotropic Interactions are detem ined, lncluding
antiferrom agnetic and spin— op phases. M obilke spinless defects, or hols, are found to form stripes
which bunch, debunch and break up at a phase transition. A parallel eld can lad to a spin- op

phase.

PACS numbers: 7530D s, 75.10Hk, 74.72D n, 05.10 Ln

I. NTRODUCTION

The oompounds (LaLa)i4Cuzs041 have been
studied, expenipgntally rather extensively in recent
years@RR M@l B8  They display interesting low -di-
m ensional magnetic properties arishg from Cu,03
two-leg ladders and CuO, chains. In addition, for
Lais xCaxCupq0 41 there is an JntJ::lgumg Jnterp]ay
between spin and charge ordering due to hole doping
when x > 8.

In particular, LasCagCuy40 41 exhbits, at low tem —
peratures and sn all elds, antiferrom agnetic long range
order associated with the CuO, chains which are ori-
ented along the c axis. The Cu?' ions in those chains
carry a oin-1/2. T he spins are ordered ferrom agnetically
In the chains, whik the interchain coupling in the ac{
planes is antiferrom agnetic. T he m agnetic interactions
betw een the ac{planes are believed to be very weak. T he
couplings in the ac{plnes are anisotropic with an easy
axis along, the,b axis, ie. the m agnet has an Ising-lke
character282% Holksm ay originate from the La and Ca
jons, transform ing Cu ions into spinless quantities, w ith
a holk content of about 10 percent 12

Experim ents on LasCagCuy40 41 include them ody-—
nam icm easurem eqfis on the speci ¢ heat, m agnetization,
and susceptibility?? as well as electron spin resonance?
and neutron scattering£2€ M otivated by the experin en—
tal ndings, di erent m odels have been proposed and
studied. Fi , a two-din ensional Ising m odelhas been
ntroduced 2314 where the spins correspond to the Cu?*
jons, and m obile spinless defects m im ic the holes. In ad—
dition to the ferrom agnetic ntrachain and antiferrom ag—
netic interchain couplings between neighboring spins, a
rather strong and antiferrom agnetic exchange between
next-nearest chain soins separated by a hole is assum ed.
The model has been shown to describe, at low tem -
peratures, antiferrom agnetic dom ains sgparated by quite
straight defect lines which break up at a phase transi-
tion where also the long range m agnetic order gets de—
stroyed. T he stripe instability is caused by an e ectively
attractive interaction between the defects m ediated by

the antiferrom agnetic interchain couplings.

Even more recently, a two-din ensional anisotropic
Heisenberg m odel has been shown by M atsuda et al
to reproduce the m easured spin-wave dispersions which
supposedly result from the collective spin excitations of
the Cu?® ions in the ac{planes? O ur subsequent M onte
Carlo simnulations on the classical variant of the m odel
seem to indicate, however, that som e of its them o—
dynam ig properties tend to deviate from experin ental

ndjngs.'l5: In particular, in an extemal el along theb
axis, at low tem peratures, the eld dependence ofthe sus—
ceptibility of the anisotropic H eisenberg m odel disagrees
w ith them easured behavior. T he disagreem ent can prob—
ably notbe resolved by Invoking quantum e ects. In par-
ticular, the critical tem perature of the m odel seem sto be
signi cantly lower than the m easured one, as can be seen
by com paring results on related quantum and classical
m odels292%49 Mdeed, in this paper we will show that
the qualitative properties of the phase diagram of the
m odel are not a ected qualitatively by quantum e ects.

In any event, the classical variant of the m odel of
M atsuda et al. deserves to be studied in m org detail.
Apart from the previous qualitative com pan'son'_la. with
experim entaldata, the classicalm odel is of genuine the—
oretical interest as well. Perhapsm ost Interestingly, the
phase diagram in the (tem perature, eld){plane is worth
studying in the context of two-din ensional anisotropic
Heisenberg m odels. Due to the anisotropy, there is a
soin—- op phase when applying a su ciently high ex—
temal eld along the b axis. In two din ensions, that
phase has Interesting properties as it is believed to be
of K osterlitz-T houless type wih spin correlations de-
caying algebraically wih distance. Furthem ore, the
boundary line of the antiferrom agnetic phase as well as
the transition between the antiferrom agnetic and the
soin— op phase has been discussed controversially for
anisotropic nearest-neighborH eisenbergm odels. In three
and higher din ensions, there is a bicritical point where
the antiferrom agnetic, the soin— op, and the param ag—
netic phases m ectl As t iswell known, such a point
could occur in two din ensions only at zero tem pera-
ture M em n-W agner theorem ). A ctually, di erent sce—
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narios have been proposed 1 How ever, sin ulations and
other gnalyses on classical m odels lead to controversial
resultst 124 Fairly recently, a S = 1=2 quantum version
has been sin ulated suggesting a topology of the phase
diagram w ith a tricriticaland a criticalend pomnt®d O ur
work will deal with this aspect. Note that quasi two—
din ensional anisotropic H eisenberg antiferrom agnets ex—
hibiting a soin— op phase have attracted mych-exper—
in ental attention already som e years ago 242123 W el
known exam ples are Rb,MnCl and K;M nF,. The ap—
proach of our study m ay be also useful for the correct
theoretical analysis ofm odels describbing these m aterials.

Ourm ain em phasisw illbe on a classicalvariant ofthe
m odelby M atsuda et al obtained from the spin-wave dis-
persions of LasCagCuz40 41 . In addition, in an attem pt
to Include possbl e ects due to the holes, we shall ex—
tend the m odel by allow ing, r m obile defects follow ing
the previous considerations?? T fact, the defects again
form stripeswhich are destabilized at a phase transition.
Bunching and debunching of the stripes are novel fea—
tures. E ects of an extermal eld along the b axis will
also be considered.

T he Jayout of the article is as follow s: In the next sec—
tion, the m odel w ill be introduced. Its phase diagram s,
w ithout defects and applying extemal elds paralleland
perpendicular to the easy axis of the m agnetic interac—
tions, w illbe presented in Sec.:!i;t. Thepossbl in uence
of defects on them alproperties w illbe discussed in sec—
tion '_m'{:, followed by a summ ary.

II. THE MODEL,SIM ULATIONS,AND
QUANTITIES OF INTEREST

II
Follow ing M atsuda et al? the m agnetic properties
of LasC agC uy40 41 depend on the Cu?* ions bcated in

the ac{plnes, havmg a centered rectangular geom etry
as depicted in Fig. -l Based on their spin-wave anal-
ysis, the spins (5 = 1=2) of the ions couplk along the
Cu0 , chains, ie.along the c axis, through nearest neigh—
bor, J.1, and next-nearest neighbor, J.,;, exchange con—
stants,wih J,; = 02m €V being antiferrom agneticand
Jez = 0:18 m &V being ferrom agnetic. T he ferrom agnetic
ordering in the chains is due to the strong antiferrom ag—
netic interchain couplings, see alo Fig.li: Jae1 = 0681
m eV refers to the two nearest neighbors in the adacent
chain, and Jac2 = 0:5J,c1 = 03405 meV denotes the
couplings to the tw o next-nearest neighbors.

In portantly, there is an uniaxial exchange anisotropy
favoring alignm ent of the spins along the b axis. Its con—
tribution to the di erent couplings cannot be determ ined
in the spin-wave analysis, and only itg integrale ect on
the gap in the dispersion is quanti ed 2 W hen going over
to a classical description w ith spins of xed length, say,
one, the total anisotropy m ay be m in icked by a single-
jon tem . Such a tem would be, of course, m erely a triv—
ial constant and unphysical for a quantum system w ith
S= 1/2. The single—on tem , avoiding am biguities in dis-
tributing the anisotropy am ong the di erent couplings, is
quite reasonable in the classicalvariant. It leadsto about
the sam e transition tem perature w ithout eld as varioys
exchange anisotropies of the sam e overall m agnimude £%
In addition, the entire phase diagram seem s to be not
a ected by the type of anisotropy. The anisotropy has
been estim ated from the gap energy to be D = I,..0_211
m eV # Thence the Ham iltonian can be w ritten agLd
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where Sy, = (S}, iSY, iSf, ) denotesthe spin at the I
th site In them {th chaln; refersto di erently ordented
magnetic elds, with = z for the eld paralkelto the
easy axis,and = x ory Pra eld perpendicular to i,

ie.along the a or c axis.

E xtending this H am iltonian ofM atsuda et al, we in—
troducedefects S, = 0, induced by the holesoriginating
from theLaand Ca ions?3w e neglect direct interactions
betw een the defects, and there are no couplings betw een
a defect and a spin. N extnearest neighbor soins in the

sam e chailn, Sy, and S; 2; , with a defect in between
them are coupled by the exchange constant Jy (replac—
ng Je,), which we presum e to be antiferrpm agnetic and
rather strong asbefore, ie.of severalm &V 3 Speci cally,
we choose Jg = 625m eV . Thence, the Ham ittonian (';I:)
is augm ented by the tem

X

Ha= Jo
(Lm )
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with nyn, = 0;1 being the occupation variable of a spin
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FIG . 1: Sketch of the the m agnetic interactions for the twgr
din ensional anisotropic H eisenberg m odel of M atsuda et ald
T he dots denote the sites of the Cu?* ions in the ac{plane of
LasCagCuz40471 .

at site (;m ). The defects are allowed to hop to a neigh—
boring site In a chain, transform ing the spin at that site
Into a defect and leaving a new spin w ith arbitrary orien—
tation at isinitialsite. T he probability of such a process
is determ ined by the Bolzm ann factor of the change in
the m agnetic energy, Egs. (-'!4') and @:2), associated w ih
the hop 23 It is easily ncorporated in M onte C arlo sin —
ulations. -

As bebre,'ﬁ we assum e that defects are separated
along the chain by at least one soin. T he num ber of de-
fects in each chain w illbe taken to be 10 percent of the
num ber of sites In that chain. The deﬁlq:l; ooncentration
is then close to that in LasC agC uy0 41 P12

W e shall study the m odel, w ith and w ithout defects,
using, apart from ground state calculations, standard
M onte C arlo techniques w ith local elem entary processes
changing at random ly chosen sites the soin ordentation
and m oving defects to neighboring sites. In the sin -

X h X
>=< Sim

=Xy (@lll;m even)

In addition, we recorded the m agnetic susceptibilities

, which may be computed from the uctuations or
eld derivatives of the corresponding m agnetizations,
< M >, and the ( nite lattice) staggered susceptibil-
ity I de nedby

zZ _ 2 Z\2
=L < MZ)¥>

< M Z3>? =2 ©6)
To dentify the type of transition from the antiferrom ag—
netic to the param agnetic and the spin— op phases, the
Purth-order, size dependent cum ulant of the staggered
m agnetization, the B inder cum u]antﬁ# Uy, , is rather use—

ulations, we consider lattices w ith the sam e number L
of chains and of sites per chain, ie.wih a total of L2
sites. Full periodic boundary conditions are em ployed.
To study nitesize e ects allow ing extrapolations to the
them odynam ic lm i, L. ! 1 , we consider typically
sizes ranging from L= 10 to L=200. Each run consists of
at least 10° andup to 5 10° M onte C arlo steps per site.
To obtain averages and error bars, we take into acocount
the results ofup to 10 realizationsusing di erent random
num bers.

W e com pute both quantities of direct experim ental In—
terest as well as other quantities which enable us to de-
term ine critical properties and the phase transition lines.
In particular, we recorded the soeci c heat C , both from
the uctuations and from the tem perature derivative of
the energy per site E . In the absence of defects, various
m agnetizations w ere com puted. E specially, we recorded

() the {com ponent of the m agnetization to study the
regponse to a eld in the direction,wih = x;y;z,
X
<M >=< Sim > =L%; €©))
(Lm )

(i) the z{com ponent of the absolute value of the stag—
gered m agnetization M Z and the square ofthe staggered
m agnetization to describe the order in the antiferrom ag—
netic phase,

X X
Z . z
< :Msj>=<j Sl;m

@lll;m even)

Slz;m 3> =1.?%;
(@lll;m odd)
)
(sum m Ing separately over sites In even and odd chains),
and sin iarly or< ™ Z)? > ; and
(iii) the square ofthe transverse sublattice m agnetization
to describbe the K osterlitz-T houless character of the soin—
op phase when applying a eld along the easy axis,

2 X o1 .
+ Sim > (L°=2): 5)
(@lll;m odd)
fil:
Up=1 < M5 >=3< MZ*>?% ; @)

where< ™ Z)* > isde ned ;n analogy to < M Z)? > .

In the presence of defects we studied, apart from the
speci ¢ heat, m agnetization and susoeptibility, also m i-
croscopic quantities deseribing the topology and stability
of the defect stripesi?4 incliding the average m inin al
distance betw een defects n adpcent chains and the den-
sity of defect pairs. Results w illbe discussed n Sec. V.



III. PHASE DIAGRAM S IN THE ABSENCE OF
DEFECTS

W e analysed the anisotropic H eisenberg m odelofM at-
suda et al? applying extemal elds along the easy axis
H ,) and perpendicular to it (say, H %'), and varying the
tem perature, see the Ham iltonian @). The resulting
phase diagram s are depicted In Fng'_Z
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FIG . 2: Phase diagram of the m odel w ithout defects, w ith
elds paralke], H ,, and perpendicular, H x, to the easy axis.
(@) G lobal phase diagram , (b) details in the (T ;H .) plane.

C rosses denote approxin ate locations of the tricritical point

and the critical end point (see text).

In the caseofa eld H ; > 0 perpendicular to the easy
axisone encounters, at zero tem perature and sn all elds,
Hy < HE", an antiferrom agnetic ground state w ith the
non-zero, eld-dependent z{com ponent of the spins in
each chain pointing in the sam e direction and altemat—
ing sign from chain to chain, S§;, = Si, ,;. At zero
tem perature and larger elds, H x > HE™, the m agnetic

eld term dom inates, and the spins are aligned along the
direction of the eld, Sf,m =1. The critical ed HE™ Is
readily calculated. Inserting the valies ofthe intrachain,
Jo1 and Jep, and interchain coupling constants, J;¢1 and

Jac2, @as well as the soin anisotropy, D , as stated In the
preceeding section, one gets HE™ = 8:594:meV. Cer
tainly, this is an arti cial unit, which had to be tran-
scribbed into the standard unit Tesla, taking into account
the g-factor and the actual spin value, when com paring
results for non-vanishing elds quantitatively to experi-
mental ndings. However, iIn the context of our analysis
the arti cialunit willbe su cient. In the follow ing, the

uni "m eV " will be suppressed in all expressions for the
energy, kg tin es tem perature (kg T ), and the m agnetic

eld.

At non-zero tem peratures, a critical line arises from
(T = 0;Hy = HE") endingat (T = Ty ;Hx = 0), see
Fig. :_Za. T he transition separates the ordered antiferro-
m agnetic phase w ith a non-zero staggered m agnetization
< MZj>, s=eEq. ('_4), from the disordered (param ag—
netic) phase, where < M ?j>= 0. The phase tran-
sition is expected to be continuous and of Ising type,
ie. wih the wellknown critical exponents of the two—
din ensional Ising m odel. The critical line has been ob—
tained by xing either the tem perature and varying the

eld orby xing the eld and varying the tem perature.
Then standard nite-size analyses on the peak positions
of the speci c heat, TS (L), were done. Tndeed, these
positions approach, for su ciently large system sizes,
the critical tem perature T, of the in nite system lke
T, TS L)/ 1=L,which isconsistentw ith the transition
belonging to the Ising universality class. For illustrative
purposes, som e raw data on the speci c heat are shown
nFig. :_3: T he them albehavior of the staggered m agne—
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FIG . 3: Speci c heat vs. tem perature at xed elds H x =
H, = 0 (solid lines), Hx = 4:0 (dotted lines), and H, = 40
(dashed lines), for system s, w ithout defects, of various sizes
L.

tization is shown, for a few selected examp]es,jnFjg.:_ll.
In the case of an extemal eld H, > 0 along the easy

axis one obtains a m ore com plex and m ore interesting
phase diagram , see Fjg.:_z. In the ground state (T = 0),
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FIG . 4: Staggered m agnetization vs. tem perature for various
elds parallel H ;) and perpendicular #H ) to the easy axis,
sin ulating system s, w thout defects, of size L = 100.

one has to distihguish two critical elds, H 5f and HP™ .
For H, < H£f, the antiferrom agnetic structure, as de-
scribed above, has the lowest energy. At larger elds,
HSf < H, < HP", the spin- op state is stablk. There
the z{com ponent of the spins in all chains acquires the
sam e, eld-dependent value S*#H ,) > 0. The plnar,
xy{com ponents of the spins are aligned parallel to each
other n each chain, pointing In an arbitrary direction
due to the rotational invariance of the interactions in the
xy{plane, seec Eq. ('_]:) . The xy{com ponents of spins In
neighboring chains point in the opposie direction be-
cause of the antiferrom agnetic interchain couplings. At
H > HP",onehasa ferrom agnetic orderingw ith S% = 1.

For the set of couplings obtained from the spin-wave
analysis, the critical eldsareH 5f= 1:808::and HP™ =
775. At H, = H 5, the z{com ponent takes the valie
S*H 5f) = 0233:, corregponding to an angle of 76:5:
degrees form ed by the z axis and the orientation of the
spins.

T he com plete phase diagram in the (T ;H ,) plane con—
sists of the antiferrom agnetic, the spin— op and the para—
m agnetic or disordered states, see F igs. -'_Za and -r_ib . The
antiferrom agnetic phase exhdbits long-range order w ith
the staggered m agnetization M ? as order param eter.
T he spin— op phasg has,keen argued to be ofK osterlitz—
T houless character,292 12424 w here transverse spin corre-
lations, ie.< S¥ S¥ o+ Sy S% >, decay algebraically
wih distance” (1 192+ m m%2. Accordingly, the
transverse sublattice m agnetization, see Eq. (_5), being
the order param eter of the spin— op phase In three di-
m ensions, isexpected to behave forT > 0 and su ciently
large system s as

<Mz >/L°¢ ®)
w ith g approaching 1/4 at the tzansition from the spin-—

op to the param agnetic phase,g‘! and g= 2 in the para—
m agnetic phase. Thence, the order param eter vanishes

In the K osterlitz—T houlessphaseasL ! 1 atalltem-—
peraturesT > 0. O focourse, in the disordered phase spin
correlations decay exponentially w ith distance.

W hile the existence of these phases for weakly an—
isotropic Heisenberg antiferrom agnets in two dim en—
sions is undisputed, basic aspects of the topology of
the phase diagram and especially the transitions be-—
tween the antiferrom agnetic phase and the spin— op as
well as the pamnm agnetic phases have been discussed
controversially2 2849 and they m ay, indeed, depend on
details of the m odel.

W e determ ined the boundary line of the antiferrom ag—
netic phase by m onioring especially the speci cheat C,
the (square of the) staggered m agnetization, < M 2j>
and < M™ Z)? >, the staggered susoeptbiliy, %, and
the Binder cumulant, Uy, Eq. {1). A £w raw data for
the speci c heat and the staggered m agnetization are In—
clided in Figs. '3 and -4

T he transition from the antiferrom agnetic to the disor-
dered phaseat low eldsand high tem peratures is contin—
uous and of Ising type. Its location, as displayed in F igs.
lﬁa and n2b follow s from nite-size analyses of the various
physical quantities. T he data are consistent w ith a loga—
rithm ic divergence of the speci c heat aswellasw ith the
wellknown Ising values for the critical exponents of the
order param eter, = 1=8, and ofthe staggered suscepti-
biltty, = 7=4.

M ore interestingly, the transition from the antifer-
rom agnetic to the param agnetic phase eventually be-
com es rst order when increasing the eld and lower-
Ing the transition tem perature, with a tricritical point
at ks Tey = 0579 0015 and HF = 1665 001. The
boundary line of the antiferrom agnetic phase rem ains
to be st order at lower tem peratures when separat-
Ing the antiferrom agnetic and the spin— op phase. The
K osterlitz-T houless line separating the spin— op phase
from the param agnetic (disordered) state hits the bound-
ary of the antiferrom agnetic phase in a criticalend point
at kg Teep = 075 0015 and H P = 1675 001,
e Fig. :_Zb Note that the phase diagram has qual-
ftatively the sam e topology as the one suggested for
the spin{1/2 quantum version of the standard nearest—
neighbor antifermom agnet w ith exchange anisotropy in
two din ensionst? i agreem ent with the classical ver—
sion ofthatm odelaswell?d T herefore, we conclude that
quantum e ects are of m Inor im portance for the m ain
features of the phase diagram .

T he tricritical point m ay be located by studying the
B inder cum ulant. In the them odynam ic 1im it the value
ofthe cum ulant at the transition point, Uy, -; , isknown
to depend on the type and universality class of the tran—
sition. In sin ulations, Uy, -1 can be estim ated from sys—
tem atic nite-size extrapolations of the Intersection val-
ues of the B iInder cum ulant for dq. .erent system sizes L
and L,, Uy, = Uy, = U L1;L,) 23 Tn Fig. &, we depict
results orU (80;100), obtained usually at xed tem pera—
ture and varying the eld in the viciniy ofthe boundary
of the antiferrom agnetic phase. O bviously, U (80;100) is



nearly constant at high tem peratures, U 06, wih a
fairly rapid change around kg T  0:80. This nding and
further nitesize analyses on U (L1;L,) for other sys—
tem sizes allow us, indeed, to approxin ately locate the
tricritical point which separates the transition of Ising
type, where Up,_; = 0:6106::2927 and the transition of

rst order. N ote that the value 0ofUp -1 m ay be slightly
a ected due to the Interactions J.1, Jeo and Jaep . If
only the predom inant coupling J,.1 were non-zero, the
m odeliseasily seen to be equivalent to a nearest-neighbor
H eisenberg antiferrom agnet on a square lattice (cf. Fig.
:g:). C learly, the H am iltonian then respects the full sym —
m etry of the lattice. Any of the couplings Je;, Jez and
Jac2 destroys this lattice isotropy, leading to a spatially
anisotropic system for which cum ulant ratios usually ex=
hibit (an all) deviations from their \isotropic" valies24284
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FIG . 5: Binder cumulant U (80;100), close to the boundary
line of the antiferrom agnetic phase, as a function of tem per—
ature.

To determ ine the boundary of the spin— op phase, we
analysed the size dependence of the transverse sublattice
m agnetization, < M f,y > . W eapply the criterion that the
exponent g, see Eq. @), is 1/4 at the transition. T ypical
data are shown in Fig. :g{, dem onstrating that the m ag—
netization decaysmuch m ore rapidly w ith system size in
the param agnetic phase than in the soin— op phase. To
estin ate the transition point, we determm ined the local
slope (in a doubl logarithm ic plot),

o) dh< M fy > o)
ge - d nL ’ (
from tw o consecutive system sizes, typically, L and L+ 20.
Indeed, when crossing the phase boundary by xing the
tem perature and lowering the eld, g. L), or arge L,
tends to jimp from 2, characterizing the decay in the
disordered phase, to 1/4 at the transition to the spin-—

op phase. D egper in the soin— op phase, g decreases
slightly.
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FIG . 6: Logarithm ofthe transverse sublattice m agnetization
< M 2, > versus the logarithm of the system size L at xed
tem perature kg T = 0% and forvarious eldsH ,, close to the
boundary between the spin— op and the disordered phase.

T he K osterlitz-T houless character of the transition be-
tween the spin— op and the param agnetic phases is also
re ected in the them albehavior of the speci cheat C,
w hich displays a non—criticalm axin um close to, but not
exactly at the transition. O f course, from sim ulational
data one cannot identify the expected essential singular-
ity ofC at the transition.

IV. EFFECTS OF DEFECTS

A sdiscussed bebretd experim ents on LasC agC uz40 a1
Ina eldH , along the easy axisprovide no evidence fora
sharp transition from the antiferrom agnetic to the spin—

op phase. Instead, when xing the tem perature and in—
creasing the eld, the antiferrom agnetic phase eventually
becom esunstable against the disordered phase, and spin—

op structures seem to occur at higher eldsonly locally
as indicated by a quite large, but non-criticalm axin um
in the susceptbility 22 T he reason forthis experin entally
observed behavior isnot understood yet. Tentatively, one
possbl explanation invokesthe holesor deﬁcts,'l% which
m ay drive the transition and suppressthe soin— op phase.

In the ollow Ing, we shallexplore this possbility by ex—
tending the classicalvariant ofthe anisotropic H eisenberg
m odel of M atsuda et al. by adding defects as described
In Sec. IT. Actually, ten percent of the lattice sites will
be occupied by these spinless, m obilke defects, In accor—
dance w ith the experin ents'a W e neglect the quantum
nature ofthe holes and do not, eg., nclide a kinetic en—
ergy or \hopping" term in the H am iltonian as one would
nom ally expect in the case ofa doped quantum antifer—
rom agnet. O f course, quantum e ectsm ay play an in -
portant role for the phase behavior of the doped m odel.
E g, quantum uctuations lead to a non-zero m obility of
the holes even at T = 0 where our spinless defects are
static due to the absence of them al uctuations. Nev-
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At low tem peratures, the bunching dom inates the typ—

W ithout extemal eld #H, = 0) In the ground state
(T = 0), the defects will form straight stripes perpen—

dicular to the chains. D ue to the next-nearest neighbor
Interactions, Je; and Jicz, the stripes are bunched w ith
two consecutive defects In a chain keeping the m Inim um

couplingswere assum ed. In any event, the bunchingm ay
be suppressed, or exam ple, by a pinning of the defects

antiferrom agnetic ordering from chain to chain, as in the
ical equilbrium con gurations, as illustrated in Fig.

In the ground state, are ordented along the z axisw ith an
case w fthout defects.

the two defects. Such a,bunching did not occur in the
related Ising description 13 where only nearest-neighbor
or repulsive Interactions between the defects. T he spins,

distance of two Jattice spacingsw ith one spin In between

ertheless, our classical description is believed to provide
som e guidance to novele ects induced by the holes.

Tb. The de-

Upon increasing the tem perature, the stripes tend to de—

bunch, thereby gaining entropy, see Fig.

0-~0 ~<Or++0O -~ =
[SRIRNING ST RGN N, PR NN RSN R NSRNNE
PEBIRS. ¢ v ¢ PRSI e PRSPPI SRS
Ot et O 40 Attt <O e e e
PEPISSYS A APPEIRSET, ANGNNG, SRPPRBBIPINPISIRE
SRS e R ¢ B T L L
PP .S e PEEPEIPI, AN  PREPSSIS PP
[NNNG Pxife AENNNNINNG SEPIPES: NSNS NN
PPy e P RIBPPERE e NNENING ARSI RIS
o I N O o R B o
P O O R e e e
e 2 OO > 2 22Ot ettt O > e e e
PSS I oL DTG AR g PRSPPI ISR
[ERNN g5 S NRRG g RSISIEEIV, ARSI RSN
PR e TIPSy o DRI g PRSI
> 20O~0 O~ - -
PASSSSIb ¢l s SRR G RNRIRNGRY o DRSS
e Ot <O e Ot ettt et <) A e e e
PIERESIN e Er PRt AR, S PEPPIS SIS
e 2O 2Or - 2t Attt et e e

~~

o)

N—r

m )‘l and
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7, ie.ata signif-

14

0

icantly low er tem perature than in the absence of defects.

The pronounced drop

m + 1), de ned by2i24
BN 4

14

055. However, the debunching seem s
hn in Jy

to be a gradual, sn ooth process, without any them al

sihgularities.

dy =

bunching is re ected by a steep decrease In the density
A phase transition occursat kg T

of defect pairs, ie. consecutive defects In the sam e chain

separated by merely one spin.
the Ising m odelw ith m obile defects, the stripe instabil-

ity m ay be inferred from the averagem inim aldistance d,

At the transition, the defect stripes destabilize. As for
between each defect in chain m , at position (4

takes place in a rather narrow range of tem peratures at

those in the next chain, at (1§

roughly kg T

This

dividing the sum by the number N4 of defects.
quantity increases rapidly at the transition. T he transi-

Typical low tem perature M onte Carlo equilbriuim

FIG.7

03, the bunching of

con gurations showing @) at kg T =

tion is also m arked in the sim ulations by a pronounced
peak in the speci c heat and a drastic decrease in the
sublattice m agnetization, which is expected to vanish at

6, the onset of debunching,

defect lines, and @) atkg T = 0

both for system s of size L

40. The open circles denote the

m obile defects, w hile the arrow s sym bolize the z{com ponents

of the spins.

Sin

T. in the them odynam ic 1 it.
Applying an increasing extemal eld H, > 0 alng

the easy axis, the results of the ground state calcula—
tion (for even num bers of at least four defects per chain)

T

case,'l3: we refer to these tw o ground state con gurations

m ay be sum m arized as follow s. F irst, one has to distin-

(

Z

)

and H
Jac2 + Je2=2

. Inserting the values of the interaction

1)

Z

as "zig—zag" structures. The two elds H

one

)

(1

Z

?)  For0< H,<H

1
)ande(

keeps the sam e antiferrom agnetic structure w ith bunched

(

z

guish two eldsH

(1)

Z

are readily found to be given by H

(1)

z

= 2H

2)
z

Then, and H

, precisely one additional spin

defect stripes as in the case of vanishing eld.

4305 and

0

861. Note that broader regions of "inserted"

1)

Z

0

spoins are, how ever, not favored energetically even when
Increasing the eld. Instead, for larger elds, eventually

a spin— op transition occurs at H 5, fllowed by a ferro—

(2)
z

constants (see Sec. II) one obtains H

Ea.

, and

now an additional spin pointing in the z direction is in-

)

2

< H, < H,

(1)

z

(fcointing along the eld direction) is inserted between

tw 0 consecutive defects in every other chain, see F ig.»

for H

(2)
Z

This con guration becom es unstable at H ,

m agnetic structure at higher elds, asin the casew ithout

defects.

serted between two consecutive defects in every chain

Fig. 8b). For sinplicty and by analbgy to the Ising
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FIG . 8: Ilustration of the ground state con gurations in an
extemal eldH , > 0 fora system w ith four defectsper chain;

prE@ B <H,<H?,and ©)E, Y < H, < H.

T he zig—zag structures lead to a stepw ise ncrease In
the totalm agnetization, which gives rise to rather sm all
m axin a In the susceptibility * at low tem peratures, as
depicted In Fig. -'_é O ne observes a an all, non-critical
peak atH , 0:9, which is the rem nant of the transition
at T = 0 between the two zig—zag structures depicted
in FJg:g M oreover, a very weak, non-criticalm axin um
can be denti ed at H , 05 (see nset). This peak is
associated w ith the zig—zag structure ofF jg.:_ga .Athigher

elds, a pronounced peak occurs signaling the transition
to the spin— op phase.

1_2; 0.14 ,

L 012t 1 !

- od .

08; 0.08" i

Noo L 006 |

0.6 oo ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ T
04
0.2
O<O

FIG . 9: Susceptibility

? as a function of the m agnetic eld
H, at xed temperature kg T = 03, for a system ofsize L =
40. The inset show s the existence of a very weak m axim um
atH, 0:5.

W e found, however, no evidence for a phase transition
at nite tem peratures associated w ith the sn allpeaks in
?. Instead, upon increasing the eld, straight stripes
seam to transform gradually Into zig-zag stripes, as for

8

the Ising m odel w ith m obile defects?? The rst peaks
already vanishes at about kg T 03, and the position
ofthe second an allpeak shifts to som ewhat higher elds
and gets less pronounced as the tem perature is Increased.
Tt disappears at about kg T 035, possbly due to the
debunching. O bviously, the occurrence of zig—zag struc—
tures cannot be identi ed with the phase transition In
LasCagCuy40 417 Observed well below the onset of soin—
op structures.

Indeed, the anisotropic H eisenberg m odel w ith m obilke
defects still displays, at low tem peratures, a sharp tran—
sition from the antiferrom agnetic phase, w ith straight or
zig—zag defect stripes, to a soin— op phase, as signaled by
a delta-like peak In the susceptibility *? (seeFjg.:g) .The
topology ofthe phase diagram in the (T;H ;) p]ane' seem s
to resem ble that in the absence ofdefects, seeF igs.da and
:_2b . A ctually, at the triple point (or criticalend point) be—
tw een the antiferrom agnetic, soin— op and param agnetic
phases, located roughly at kg T = 0:5;H, = 1:7), the,
presum ably, non-critical debunching line seem s to m eet
aswell. However, we did not attem pt to m ap the phase
diagram accurately, because obviously the introduction
of defects does not su ce to reconcike the experin ental

ndings on LasCagCuy40 41, show Ing no direct transi-
tion from the antiferrom agnetic to the soin— op phase.
In fact, the possible destruction ofthe spin— op phase by
the Instability of the defect stripes tends to be hindered
by the bunching ofthe stripes. Further investigations are
desirable, but beyond the scope of the present study.

V. SUMMARY

W e have analysed In detail a classical variant of a
tw o-dim ensional H eisenberg antiferrom agnet w ith weak,
uniaxial anisotropy proposed by M atsuda et al to re—
produce spin-wave dispersions m easured in the m agnet
LasCagCuy40 41 . In particular, we determ ined the phase
diagram s of the m odel applying elds paralkel, H ,, and
perpendicular, H  , to the easy axisofthe spin anisotropy.

In the case of a transverse eld H ; (perpendicular to
the easy axis), the transition from the antiferrom agnetic
phase to the param agnetic phase belongsto the Isihg uni-
versality class. The phase diagram in the case ofa eld
H , pointing along the easy axis consists of the antifer—
rom agnetic, the soin— op, and the disordered (param ag—
netic) phases. E xtensive analyses have been perform ed
to locate the phase boundaries, partly m otivated by con—

icting analyses of related m odels. Indeed, our anal-
ysis, studying especially the B inder cum ulant and the
transverse sublattice m agnetization, allow s one to locate
reasonably well both the tricritical point on the phase
boundary betw een the antiferrom agnetic and the param —
agnetic phases as well as the critical end point between
these two phases and the spin— op phase. Q uantum ef-
fects seem to play no essential role for the topology of
the phase diagram , which is In qualitative disagreem ent
w ith experim ental observations on LasCagCuy40 41 .«



W e extended the classicalvariant ofthem odelofM at-
suda et al. by including spinlessm obilk defectsm in icking
the holes In LasC agCuz40 41, thereby follow ing previous
suggestions on a related Ising m odel. In the antiferro-
m agnetic phase, the defects, at low tem peraturesand low

elds, are ound to form stripes as in the corresponding
Ising case. However, due to nextnearest neighbor cou—
plings, the stripestend to bunch. T he debunching, occur-
ring at higher tem peratures, seem s to be non-critical, al-
bei it takesplace In a rather narrow tem perature range.
A phase transition at which the antiferrom agnetic order
isdestroyed isdriven by a destruction ofthe defect stripes
loosing their coherency at the transition.

The model w ith defects has also been studied in the
presence ofa eld along the easy axis. There, a soin— op
phase is observed as well, separated from the antiferro-
m agnetic phase presum ably by a transition of rst order.
T herefore, we conclide that adding the m obile defects
is not su cient to reconcile m odel properties w ith ex—
perin ental ndings ruling out a direct transition from
the antiferrom agnetic to the soin— op phase. Perhaps a
destruction of the spin— op phase m ay occur when the
bunching is suppressed.

However, when interpreting our ndings for them odel
w ith defects one should keep In m ind that our descrip—

tion ofthe holes is a purely classicalone. Q uantum uc—
tuations reduce the clustering tendency of the holes and
may also destroy the bunched structures that we nd
from our classical ground state analysis. T hus the role
ofquantum e ects should certainly be Investigated m ore
carefully when com paring w ith actualexperin ents.

In any event, them odels display various Interesting be—
havior, and they m ay well contribute to arriving at a re—
ally satisfying theoreticaldescription ofthe ntriguing ex—
perin entalobservationson the LasCagCuy40 41 m agnets.
M oreover, the m ethods used in our study m ay be help—
fulin analysing phase diagram s of other tw o-din ensional
weakly anisotropic H eisenberg antiferrom agnets.
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