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Phase diagram s ofa classicaltw o-dim ensionalH eisenberg antiferrom agnet w ith

single-ion anisotropy
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Institut f�ur Theoretische Physik, Technische Hochschule, 52056 Aachen, G erm any

(D ated:8 Septem ber,2004)

A classical variant of the two-dim ensional anisotropic Heisenberg m odelreproducing inelastic

neutron scattering experim entson La5Ca9Cu24O 41 [M .M atsuda etal.,Phys.Rev.B 68,060406(R)

(2003)] is analysed using m ostly M onte Carlo techniques. Phase diagram s with external�elds

paralleland perpendicularto theeasy axisoftheanisotropic interactionsaredeterm ined,including

antiferrom agnetic and spin-
op phases.M obile spinlessdefects,orholes,are found to form stripes

which bunch,debunch and break up ata phase transition. A parallel�eld can lead to a spin-
op

phase.

PACS num bers:75.30.D s,75.10.H k,74.72.D n,05.10.Ln

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

The com pounds (La,Ca)14Cu24O 41 have been

studied experim entally rather extensively in recent

years.1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9 They display interesting low-di-

m ensional m agnetic properties arising from Cu2O 3

two-leg ladders and CuO 2 chains. In addition, for

La14� xCaxCu24O 41 there is an intriguing interplay

between spin and charge ordering due to hole doping

when x > 8.

In particular, La5Ca9Cu24O 41 exhibits, at low tem -

peraturesand sm all�elds,antiferrom agnetic long range

order associated with the CuO 2 chains which are ori-

ented along the c axis. The Cu2+ ions in those chains

carryaspin-1/2.Thespinsareordered ferrom agnetically

in the chains,while the interchain coupling in the ac{

planes is antiferrom agnetic. The m agnetic interactions

between theac{planesarebelieved to bevery weak.The

couplings in the ac{planes are anisotropic with an easy

axis along the b axis,i.e.the m agnet has an Ising-like

character.5,6,8,9 Holesm ay originatefrom theLa and Ca

ions,transform ing Cu ionsinto spinlessquantities,with

a holecontentofabout10 percent.12

Experim ents on La5Ca9Cu24O 41 include therm ody-

nam icm easurem entson thespeci�cheat,m agnetization,

and susceptibility5,8 as wellas electron spin resonance6

and neutron scattering.3,8 M otivated by the experim en-

tal �ndings, di�erent m odels have been proposed and

studied.Firstly,a two-dim ensionalIsing m odelhasbeen

introduced,13,14 wherethe spinscorrespond to theCu2+

ions,and m obilespinlessdefectsm im ictheholes.In ad-

dition to theferrom agneticintrachain and antiferrom ag-

netic interchain couplings between neighboring spins,a

rather strong and antiferrom agnetic exchange between

next-nearestchain spinsseparated by a holeisassum ed.

The m odel has been shown to describe, at low tem -

peratures,antiferrom agneticdom ainsseparated by quite

straight defect lines which break up at a phase transi-

tion where also the long range m agnetic order gets de-

stroyed.Thestripeinstability iscaused by an e�ectively

attractive interaction between the defects m ediated by

the antiferrom agneticinterchain couplings.

Even m ore recently, a two-dim ensional anisotropic

Heisenberg m odel has been shown by M atsuda et al.

to reproduce the m easured spin-wave dispersionswhich

supposedly resultfrom the collective spin excitationsof

the Cu2+ ionsin the ac{planes.9 O ursubsequentM onte

Carlo sim ulations on the classicalvariant ofthe m odel

seem to indicate, however, that som e of its therm o-

dynam ic properties tend to deviate from experim ental

�ndings.15 In particular,in an external�eld along the b

axis,atlow tem peratures,the�eld dependenceofthesus-

ceptibility oftheanisotropicHeisenberg m odeldisagrees

with them easured behavior.Thedisagreem entcan prob-

ably notberesolved by invokingquantum e�ects.In par-

ticular,thecriticaltem peratureofthem odelseem sto be

signi�cantly lowerthan them easured one,ascan beseen

by com paring results on related quantum and classical

m odels.10,11,15 Indeed,in this paper we willshow that

the qualitative properties ofthe phase diagram of the

m odelarenota�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 ore detail.

Apart from the previous qualitative com parison15 with

experim entaldata,the classicalm odelisofgenuinethe-

oreticalinterestaswell. Perhapsm ostinterestingly,the

phase diagram in the (tem perature,�eld){plane isworth

studying in the context oftwo-dim ensionalanisotropic

Heisenberg m odels. Due to the anisotropy, there is a

spin-
op phase when applying a su�ciently high ex-

ternal�eld along the b axis. In two dim ensions, that

phase has interesting properties as it is believed to be

of K osterlitz-Thouless type with spin correlations de-

caying algebraically with distance. Furtherm ore, the

boundary line ofthe antiferrom agnetic phase aswellas

the transition between the antiferrom agnetic and the

spin-
op phase has been discussed controversially for

anisotropicnearest-neighborHeisenbergm odels.In three

and higherdim ensions,there is a bicriticalpoint where

the antiferrom agnetic,the spin-
op,and the param ag-

netic phases m eet.16 As it is wellknown,such a point

could occur in two dim ensions only at zero tem pera-

ture (M erm in-W agnertheorem ). Actually,di�erentsce-
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narios have been proposed.17 However,sim ulations and

other analyses on classicalm odels lead to controversial

results.17,18 Fairly recently,a S = 1=2 quantum version

has been sim ulated suggesting a topology ofthe phase

diagram with a tricriticaland a criticalend point.19 O ur

work willdealwith this aspect. Note that quasitwo-

dim ensionalanisotropicHeisenberg antiferrom agnetsex-

hibiting a spin-
op phase have attracted m uch exper-

im entalattention already som e years ago.20,21,22 W ell-

known exam ples are Rb2M nCl4 and K 2M nF4. The ap-

proach ofour study m ay be also usefulfor the correct

theoreticalanalysisofm odelsdescribing thesem aterials.

O urm ain em phasiswillbeon a classicalvariantofthe

m odelby M atsudaetal.obtained from thespin-wavedis-

persionsofLa5Ca9Cu24O 41. In addition,in an attem pt

to include possible e�ectsdue to the holes,we shallex-

tend the m odelby allowing form obile defectsfollowing

the previousconsiderations.13 In fact,the defects again

form stripeswhich aredestabilized ata phasetransition.

Bunching and debunching ofthe stripes are novelfea-

tures. E�ects ofan external�eld along the b axis will

also be considered.

Thelayoutofthearticleisasfollows:In thenextsec-

tion,the m odelwillbe introduced. Itsphase diagram s,

withoutdefectsand applying external�eldsparalleland

perpendicular to the easy axis ofthe m agnetic interac-

tions,willbepresented in Sec.III.Thepossiblein
uence

ofdefectson therm alpropertieswillbediscussed in sec-

tion IV,followed by a sum m ary.

II. T H E M O D EL,SIM U LA T IO N S,A N D

Q U A N T IT IES O F IN T ER EST

Following M atsuda et al.,9 the m agnetic properties

ofLa5Ca9Cu24O 41 depend on the Cu2+ ions located in

the ac{planes,having a centered rectangular geom etry

as depicted in Fig.1. Based on their spin-wave anal-

ysis,the spins (S = 1=2) ofthe ions couple along the

CuO 2 chains,i.e.alongthecaxis,through nearestneigh-

bor,Jc1,and next-nearestneighbor,Jc2,exchange con-

stants,with Jc1 = � 0:2m eV beingantiferrom agneticand

Jc2 = 0:18 m eV being ferrom agnetic.The ferrom agnetic

ordering in the chainsisdueto thestrong antiferrom ag-

neticinterchain couplings,seealso Fig.1:Jac1 = � 0:681

m eV refersto the two nearestneighborsin the adjacent

chain,and Jac2 = 0:5Jac1 = � 0:3405 m eV denotes the

couplingsto the two next-nearestneighbors.

Im portantly,there isan uniaxialexchange anisotropy

favoring alignm entofthespinsalong thebaxis.Itscon-

tribution to thedi�erentcouplingscannotbedeterm ined

in the spin-wave analysis,and only itsintegrale�ecton

thegap in thedispersion isquanti�ed.9 W hen going over

to a classicaldescription with spinsof�xed length,say,

one,the totalanisotropy m ay be m im icked by a single-

ion term .Such a term would be,ofcourse,m erely a triv-

ialconstantand unphysicalfor a quantum system with

S= 1/2.Thesingle-ion term ,avoidingam biguitiesin dis-

tributingtheanisotropyam ongthedi�erentcouplings,is

quitereasonablein theclassicalvariant.Itleadstoabout

thesam etransition tem peraturewithout�eld asvarious

exchange anisotropies ofthe sam e overallm agnitude.15

In addition,the entire phase diagram seem s to be not

a�ected by the type ofanisotropy. The anisotropy has

been estim ated from the gap energy to be D = � 0:211

m eV.9 Thence the Ham iltonian can be written as9,15

H = � Jc1

X

(l;m )

Sl;m Sl+ 1;m � Jc2

X

(l;m )

Sl;m Sl+ 2;m � Jac1

X

(l;m )

Sl;m (Sl;m + 1 + Sl+ 1;m + 1)

� Jac2

X

(l;m )

Sl;m (Sl� 1;m + 1 + Sl+ 2;m + 1)+ D
X

(l;m )

(Szl;m )
2 � H �

X

(l;m )

S
�
l;m ; (1)

whereSl;m = (Sx
l;m

;S
y

l;m
;Sz

l:m
)denotesthespin atthel{

th sitein them {th chain;� refersto di�erently oriented

m agnetic �elds,with � = z for the �eld parallelto the

easy axis,and � = x ory fora �eld perpendicularto it,

i.e.along the a orcaxis.

Extending this Ham iltonian ofM atsuda etal.,we in-

troducedefectsSl;m = 0,induced bytheholesoriginating

from theLaand Caions.13 W eneglectdirectinteractions

between thedefects,and thereareno couplingsbetween

a defectand a spin. Next-nearestneighborspinsin the

sam e chain,Sl;m and Sl� 2;m ,with a defect in between

them are coupled by the exchange constant J0 (replac-

ing Jc2),which we presum e to be antiferrom agneticand

ratherstrongasbefore,i.e.ofseveralm eV.13 Speci�cally,

wechooseJ0 = � 6:25m eV.Thence,theHam iltonian (1)

isaugm ented by the term

H d = � J0

X

(l;m )

Sl;m Sl+ 2;m (1� nl+ 1;m ); (2)

with nl;m = 0;1 being the occupation variable ofa spin
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FIG .1: Sketch ofthe the m agnetic interactions for the two-

dim ensionalanisotropic Heisenberg m odelofM atsuda etal.
9

ThedotsdenotethesitesoftheCu
2+

ionsin theac{planeof

La5Ca9Cu24O 41.

atsite(l;m ).Thedefectsareallowed to hop to a neigh-

boring site in a chain,transform ing the spin atthatsite

into adefectand leavinga new spin with arbitrary orien-

tation atitsinitialsite.Theprobability ofsuch aprocess

isdeterm ined by the Boltzm ann factorofthe change in

the m agnetic energy,Eqs.(1) and (2),associated with

the hop.13 Itiseasily incorporated in M onte Carlo sim -

ulations.

As before,13 we assum e that defects are separated

along the chain by atleastone spin.The num berofde-

fectsin each chain willbe taken to be 10 percentofthe

num berofsitesin thatchain. The defectconcentration

isthen closeto thatin La5Ca9Cu24O 41.
8,12

W e shallstudy the m odel,with and without defects,

using, apart from ground state calculations, standard

M onte Carlo techniqueswith localelem entary processes

changing at random ly chosen sites the spin orientation

and m oving defects to neighboring sites. In the sim -

ulations,we consider lattices with the sam e num ber L

ofchains and ofsites per chain,i.e.with a totalofL2

sites. Fullperiodic boundary conditions are em ployed.

To study �nite-sizee�ectsallowing extrapolationsto the

therm odynam ic lim it, L �! 1 , we consider typically

sizesranging from L= 10 to L= 200.Each run consistsof

atleast106 and up to 5� 106 M onteCarlostepspersite.

To obtain averagesand errorbars,we take into account

theresultsofup to10realizationsusingdi�erentrandom

num bers.

W ecom puteboth quantitiesofdirectexperim entalin-

terestaswellasotherquantitieswhich enable usto de-

term inecriticalpropertiesand thephasetransition lines.

In particular,werecorded thespeci�cheatC ,both from

the 
uctuationsand from the tem perature derivative of

the energy persite E .In the absenceofdefects,various

m agnetizationswerecom puted.Especially,werecorded

(i) the �{com ponentofthe m agnetization to study the

responseto a �eld in the � direction,with � = x;y;z,

< M
�
> = <

X

(l;m )

S
�
l;m > =L

2; (3)

(ii) the z{com ponent ofthe absolute value ofthe stag-

gered m agnetization M z
s and thesquareofthestaggered

m agnetization to describetheorderin theantiferrom ag-

netic phase,

< jM z
sj> = < j

X

(alll;m even)

S
z
l;m �

X

(alll;m odd)

S
z
l;m j> =L

2
;

(4)

(sum m ing separately oversitesin even and odd chains),

and sim ilarly for< (M z
s)

2 > ;and

(iii)thesquareofthetransversesublatticem agnetization

to describetheK osterlitz-Thoulesscharacterofthespin-


op phasewhen applying a �eld along the easy axis,

< M
2
xy > = <

X

�= x;y

h� X

(alll;m even)

S
�
l;m

�2
+

� X

(alll;m odd)

S
�
l;m

�2i

>
�
(L4

=2): (5)

In addition, we recorded the m agnetic susceptibilities

��, which m ay be com puted from the 
uctuations or

�eld derivatives of the corresponding m agnetizations,

< M � > ,and the (�nite lattice) staggered susceptibil-

ity �zs de�ned by

�
z
s = L

2
�
< (M z

s)
2
> � < jM z

sj>
2
�
=2: (6)

To identify thetypeoftransition from theantiferrom ag-

netic to the param agnetic and the spin-
op phases,the

fourth-order,size dependent cum ulant ofthe staggered

m agnetization,the Bindercum ulant23 UL,isratheruse-

ful:

UL = 1� < (M z
s)

4
> =

�
3 < (M z

s)
2
>
2
�
; (7)

where< (M z
s)

4 > isde�ned in analogy to < (M z
s)

2 > .

In the presence ofdefects we studied,apartfrom the

speci�c heat,m agnetization and susceptibility,also m i-

croscopicquantitiesdescribingthetopology and stability

ofthe defectstripes,13,14 including the average m inim al

distancebetween defectsin adjacentchainsand theden-

sity ofdefectpairs.Resultswillbe discussed in Sec.IV.
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III. P H A SE D IA G R A M S IN T H E A B SEN C E O F

D EFEC T S

W eanalysed theanisotropicHeisenbergm odelofM at-

suda etal.9 applying external�elds along the easy axis

(H z)and perpendicularto it(say,H x),and varying the

tem perature, see the Ham iltonian (1). The resulting

phasediagram saredepicted in Fig.2.

(a)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
k

B
T

0

2

4

6

8

H
z  (

H
x)

field along easy axis (H
z
)

field perp. to easy axis (H
x
)

spin-flop (for H
z
=/ 0)

antiferromagnetic

paramagnetic

T
N

(b)

0.74 0.76 0.78 0.8 0.82 0.84
k

B
T

1.6

1.7

1.8

1.9

2

H
z

spin-flop

antiferromagnetic

paramagnetic

FIG .2: Phase diagram ofthe m odelwithout defects,with

�elds parallel,H z,and perpendicular,H x,to the easy axis.

(a) G lobalphase diagram ,(b) details in the (T;H z) plane.

Crosses denote approxim ate locations ofthe tricriticalpoint

and the criticalend point(see text).

In thecaseofa �eld H x > 0 perpendicularto theeasy

axisoneencounters,atzerotem peratureand sm all�elds,

H x < H pm
x ,an antiferrom agnetic ground state with the

non-zero, �eld-dependent z{com ponent of the spins in

each chain pointing in the sam e direction and alternat-

ing sign from chain to chain,Sz
l;m

= � Sz
l;m + 1. At zero

tem perature and larger�elds,H x > H pm
x ,the m agnetic

�eld term dom inates,and thespinsarealigned along the

direction ofthe �eld,Sx
l;m

= 1. The critical�eld H pm
x is

readily calculated.Inserting thevaluesoftheintrachain,

Jc1 and Jc2,and interchain coupling constants,Jac1 and

Jac2,aswellasthe spin anisotropy,D ,asstated in the

preceeding section,one gets H pm
x = 8:594::m eV.Cer-

tainly,this is an arti�cialunit,which had to be tran-

scribed into thestandard unitTesla,taking into account

the g-factorand the actualspin value,when com paring

resultsfor non-vanishing �elds quantitatively to experi-

m ental�ndings.However,in the contextofouranalysis

the arti�cialunitwillbe su�cient.In the following,the

unit"m eV" willbe suppressed in allexpressionsforthe

energy,kB tim es tem perature (kB T),and the m agnetic

�eld.

At non-zero tem peratures,a criticalline arises from

(T = 0;H x = H pm
x ) ending at (T = TN ;H x = 0),see

Fig.2a. The transition separatesthe ordered antiferro-

m agneticphasewith a non-zero staggered m agnetization

< jM z
sj> ,see Eq.(4),from the disordered (param ag-

netic) phase, where < jM z
sj > = 0. The phase tran-

sition is expected to be continuous and of Ising type,

i.e.with the well-known criticalexponents ofthe two-

dim ensionalIsing m odel. The criticalline has been ob-

tained by �xing eitherthe tem perature and varying the

�eld orby �xing the �eld and varying the tem perature.

Then standard �nite-size analyseson the peak positions

ofthe speci�c heat,T C
m (L), were done. Indeed, these

positions approach, for su�ciently large system sizes,

the critical tem perature Tc of the in�nite system like

Tc� T
C
m (L)/ 1=L,which isconsistentwith thetransition

belonging to the Ising universality class.Forillustrative

purposes,som e raw data on the speci�c heatare shown

in Fig.3.Thetherm albehaviorofthestaggered m agne-

0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2
k

B
T

0

1

2

3

4

C

L=20
L=40
L=100

FIG .3: Speci�c heat vs.tem perature at �xed �elds H x =

H z = 0 (solid lines),H x = 4:0 (dotted lines),and H z = 4:0

(dashed lines),for system s,without defects,ofvarious sizes

L.

tization isshown,fora few selected exam ples,in Fig.4.

In the case ofan external�eld H z > 0 along the easy

axis one obtains a m ore com plex and m ore interesting

phase diagram ,see Fig.2. In the ground state (T = 0),
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0.8
<

(M
sz )2

>
1/

2
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x
=H

z
=0

H
x
=2.0

H
z
=4.0

H
x
=5.0

FIG .4:Staggered m agnetization vs.tem perature forvarious

�eldsparallel(H z)and perpendicular(H x)to the easy axis,

sim ulating system s,withoutdefects,ofsize L = 100.

one hasto distinguish two critical�elds,H sf
z and H pm

z .

For H z < H sf
z ,the antiferrom agnetic structure,as de-

scribed above,has the lowest energy. At larger �elds,

H sf
z < H z < H pm

z ,the spin-
op state is stable. There

the z{com ponentofthe spins in allchains acquiresthe

sam e,�eld-dependent value Sz(H z) > 0. The planar,

xy{com ponentsofthe spinsare aligned parallelto each

other in each chain,pointing in an arbitrary direction

dueto therotationalinvarianceoftheinteractionsin the

xy{plane,see Eq.(1). The xy{com ponents ofspins in

neighboring chains point in the opposite direction be-

cause ofthe antiferrom agnetic interchain couplings. At

H > H pm
z ,onehasaferrom agneticorderingwith Sz = 1.

For the set ofcouplings obtained from the spin-wave

analysis,the critical�eldsareH sf
z = 1:808::and H pm

z =

7:75. At H z = H sf
z ,the z{com ponent takes the value

Sz(H sf
z ) = 0:233::,corresponding to an angle of76:5::

degreesform ed by the z axisand the orientation ofthe

spins.

Thecom pletephasediagram in the(T;H z)planecon-

sistsoftheantiferrom agnetic,thespin-
op and thepara-

m agnetic ordisordered states,see Figs.2a and 2b. The

antiferrom agnetic phase exhibits long-range order with

the staggered m agnetization M z
s as order param eter.

Thespin-
op phasehasbeen argued to beofK osterlitz-

Thoulesscharacter,16,17,18,19 wheretransversespin corre-

lations,i.e.< Sx
lm
Sx
l0m 0+ S

y

lm
S
y

l0m 0 > ,decay algebraically

with distance
p
(l� l0)2 + (m � m 0)2. Accordingly,the

transverse sublattice m agnetization,see Eq.(5),being

the order param eter ofthe spin-
op phase in three di-

m ensions,isexpected tobehaveforT > 0and su�ciently

largesystem sas

< M
2
xy > / L

� g (8)

with g approaching 1/4 atthe transition from the spin-


op to theparam agneticphase,24 and g = 2 in thepara-

m agnetic phase. Thence,the order param eter vanishes

in the K osterlitz-Thoulessphase asL �! 1 atalltem -

peraturesT > 0.O fcourse,in thedisordered phasespin

correlationsdecay exponentially with 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 param agnetic phases have been discussed

controversially,17,18,19 and they m ay,indeed,depend on

detailsofthe m odel.

W edeterm ined theboundary lineoftheantiferrom ag-

neticphaseby m onitoring especially thespeci�cheatC ,

the (square ofthe) staggered m agnetization,< jM z
sj>

and < (M z
s)

2 > , the staggered susceptibility, �zs, and

the Binder cum ulant,UL,Eq.(7). A few raw data for

thespeci�cheatand thestaggered m agnetization arein-

cluded in Figs.3 and 4.

Thetransition from theantiferrom agnetictothedisor-

dered phaseatlow �eldsand high tem peraturesiscontin-

uousand ofIsing type.Itslocation,asdisplayed in Figs.

2a and 2b,followsfrom �nite-sizeanalysesofthevarious

physicalquantities.Thedata areconsistentwith a loga-

rithm icdivergenceofthespeci�cheataswellaswith the

well-known Ising valuesforthe criticalexponentsofthe

orderparam eter,� = 1=8,and ofthestaggered suscepti-

bility,
 = 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 tricriticalpoint

at kB Ttr = 0:79� 0:015 and H tr
z = 1:665� 0:01. The

boundary line of the antiferrom agnetic phase rem ains

to be �rst order at lower tem peratures when separat-

ing the antiferrom agnetic and the spin-
op phase. The

K osterlitz-Thouless line separating the spin-
op phase

from theparam agnetic(disordered)statehitsthebound-

ary oftheantiferrom agneticphasein a criticalend point

at kB Tcep = 0:75 � 0:015 and H cep
z = 1:675 � 0:01,

see Fig. 2b. Note that the phase diagram has qual-

itatively the sam e topology as the one suggested for

the spin{1/2 quantum version ofthe standard nearest-

neighbor antiferrom agnet with exchange anisotropy in

two dim ensions,19 in agreem ent with the classicalver-

sion ofthatm odelaswell.25 Therefore,weconcludethat

quantum e�ects are ofm inor im portance for the m ain

featuresofthe phasediagram .

The tricriticalpoint m ay be located by studying the

Bindercum ulant.In the therm odynam ic lim itthe value

ofthecum ulantatthetransition point,UL = 1 ,isknown

to depend on thetypeand universality classofthetran-

sition.In sim ulations,UL = 1 can beestim ated from sys-

tem atic �nite-size extrapolationsofthe intersection val-

uesofthe Bindercum ulantfordi�erentsystem sizesL 1

and L2,UL 1
= UL 2

= U (L1;L2).
23 In Fig.5,we depict

resultsforU (80;100),obtained usually at�xed tem pera-

tureand varying the�eld in thevicinity oftheboundary

ofthe antiferrom agneticphase.O bviously,U (80;100)is
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nearly constant at high tem peratures,U � 0:6,with a

fairly rapid changearound kB T � 0:80.This�nding and

further �nite-size analyses on U (L 1;L2) for other sys-

tem sizes allow us,indeed,to approxim ately locate the

tricriticalpoint which separates the transition ofIsing

type,where UL = 1 = 0:6106::,26,27 and the transition of

�rstorder.NotethatthevalueofU L = 1 m ay beslightly

a�ected due to the interactions Jc1, Jc2 and Jac2. If

only the predom inant coupling Jac1 were non-zero,the

m odeliseasilyseen tobeequivalenttoanearest-neighbor

Heisenberg antiferrom agneton a square lattice (cf.Fig.

1).Clearly,the Ham iltonian then respectsthe fullsym -

m etry ofthe lattice. Any ofthe couplings Jc1,Jc2 and

Jac2 destroysthislattice isotropy,leading to a spatially

anisotropicsystem forwhich cum ulantratiosusually ex-

hibit(sm all)deviationsfrom their\isotropic"values.26,28

0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
k

B
T

0.3

0.4

0.5

0.6

U
(8

0,
10

0)

FIG .5: Binder cum ulant U (80;100),close to the boundary

line ofthe antiferrom agnetic phase,asa function oftem per-

ature.

To determ ine the boundary ofthe spin-
op phase,we

analysed thesizedependenceofthetransversesublattice

m agnetization,< M 2
xy > .W eapplythecriterionthatthe

exponentg,seeEq.(8),is1/4 atthetransition.Typical

data are shown in Fig.6,dem onstrating that the m ag-

netization decaysm uch m orerapidly with system sizein

the param agnetic phase than in the spin-
op phase. To

estim ate the transition point, we determ ined the local

slope(in a doublelogarithm icplot),

ge�(L)= �
dln < M 2

xy >

dlnL
; (9)

from twoconsecutivesystem sizes,typically,L and L+ 20.

Indeed,when crossing the phase boundary by �xing the

tem perature and lowering the �eld,ge�(L),forlarge L,

tends to jum p from 2,characterizing the decay in the

disordered phase,to 1/4 at the transition to the spin-


op phase. Deeperin the spin-
op phase,ge� decreases

slightly.

2.5 3 3.5 4 4.5
ln L

-7

-6

-5

-4

-3

-2

-1

ln
 <

 M
xy2   > H

z
=4.0

H
z
=4.4

H
z
=4.7

H
z
=4.8

H
z
=4.9

H
z
=5.0

H
z
=5.2

H
z
=5.4

FIG .6:Logarithm ofthetransversesublatticem agnetization

< M
2
xy > versusthe logarithm ofthe system size L at �xed

tem peraturekB T = 0:6 and forvarious�eldsH z,closeto the

boundary between the spin-
op and the disordered phase.

TheK osterlitz-Thoulesscharacterofthetransition be-

tween the spin-
op and the param agnetic phasesisalso

re
ected in the therm albehaviorofthe speci�c heatC ,

which displaysa non-criticalm axim um closeto,butnot

exactly at the transition. O fcourse,from sim ulational

data onecannotidentify theexpected essentialsingular-

ity ofC atthe transition.

IV . EFFEC T S O F D EFEC T S

Asdiscussed before,15 experim entson La5Ca9Cu24O 41

in a�eld H z alongtheeasy axisprovidenoevidencefora

sharp transition from the antiferrom agneticto the spin-


op phase.Instead,when �xing thetem peratureand in-

creasingthe�eld,theantiferrom agneticphaseeventually

becom esunstableagainstthedisordered phase,and spin-


op structuresseem to occurathigher�eldsonly locally

asindicated by a quite large,butnon-criticalm axim um

in thesusceptibility.5,8 Thereasonforthisexperim entally

observedbehaviorisnotunderstoodyet.Tentatively,one

possibleexplanation invokestheholesordefects,13 which

m aydrivethetransitionand suppressthespin-
op phase.

In thefollowing,weshallexplorethispossibility by ex-

tendingtheclassicalvariantoftheanisotropicHeisenberg

m odelofM atsuda etal.by adding defects asdescribed

in Sec.II. Actually,ten percentofthe lattice sites will

be occupied by these spinless,m obile defects,in accor-

dance with the experim ents.12 W e neglectthe quantum

natureoftheholesand do not,e.g.,includea kineticen-

ergy or\hopping" term in theHam iltonian asonewould

norm ally expectin thecaseofa doped quantum antifer-

rom agnet. O fcourse,quantum e�ects m ay play an im -

portantrole forthe phase behaviorofthe doped m odel.

E.g.,quantum 
uctuationslead to a non-zerom obility of

the holes even at T = 0 where our spinless defects are

static due to the absence oftherm al
uctuations. Nev-
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ertheless,ourclassicaldescription isbelieved to provide

som eguidanceto novele�ectsinduced by the holes.

W ithout external�eld (H z = 0) in the ground state

(T = 0),the defects willform straight stripes perpen-

dicularto the chains. Due to the next-nearestneighbor

interactions,Jc2 and Jac2,the stripesare bunched with

two consecutivedefectsin a chain keeping the m inim um

distanceoftwo latticespacingswith onespin in between

the two defects. Such a bunching did not occur in the

related Ising description,13 where only nearest-neighbor

couplingswereassum ed.In any event,thebunchingm ay

be suppressed,for exam ple,by a pinning ofthe defects

orrepulsiveinteractionsbetween the defects.Thespins,

in theground state,areoriented alongthez axiswith an

antiferrom agneticordering from chain to chain,asin the

casewithoutdefects.

Atlow tem peratures,thebunching dom inatesthetyp-

icalequilibrium con�gurations,asillustrated in Fig.7a.

Upon increasing thetem perature,thestripestend to de-

bunch, thereby gaining entropy, see Fig.7b. The de-

bunching is re
ected by a steep decrease in the density

ofdefectpairs,i.e.consecutivedefectsin thesam echain

separated by m erely one spin. The pronounced drop

takesplace in a rathernarrow range oftem peraturesat

roughly kB T � 0:55. However,the debunching seem s

to be a gradual,sm ooth process,without any therm al

singularities.

A phasetransition occursatkB Tc � 0:7,i.e.atasignif-

icantly lowertem peraturethan in theabsenceofdefects.

At the transition,the defect stripes destabilize. As for

the Ising m odelwith m obile defects,the stripe instabil-

ity m ay beinferred from theaveragem inim aldistanceda
between each defectin chain m ,atposition (ld;m ),and

thosein the nextchain,at(l0
d
;m + 1),de�ned by13,14

da =
X

ld

hm injld � l
0

dji=N d; (10)

dividing the sum by the num ber N d of defects. This

quantity increasesrapidly atthe transition. The transi-

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 isexpected to vanish at

T � Tc in the therm odynam iclim it.

Applying an increasing external�eld H z > 0 along

the easy axis, the results of the ground state calcula-

tion (foreven num bersofatleastfourdefectsperchain)

m ay be sum m arized asfollows. First,one hasto distin-

guish two �eldsH
(1)
z and H

(2)
z . For0 < H z < H

(1)
z one

keepsthesam eantiferrom agneticstructurewith bunched

defect stripes as in the case ofvanishing �eld. Then,

for H
(1)
z < H z < H

(2)
z , precisely one additionalspin

(pointing along the �eld direction) is inserted between

two consecutivedefectsin every otherchain,seeFig.8a.

Thiscon�guration becom esunstable atH z = H
(2)
z ,and

now an additionalspin pointing in the z direction isin-

serted between two consecutive defects in every chain

(Fig.8b). For sim plicity and by analogy to the Ising
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FIG .7: Typicallow tem perature M onte Carlo equilibrium

con�gurations showing (a) at kB T = 0:3, the bunching of

defectlines,and (b)atkB T = 0:6,the onsetofdebunching,

both forsystem sofsize L = 40.The open circlesdenote the

m obiledefects,whilethearrowssym bolizethez{com ponents

S
z
lm ofthe spins.

case,13 wereferto thesetwo ground statecon�gurations

as "zig-zag" structures. The two �elds H
(1)
z and H

(2)
z

are readily found to be given by H
(1)
z = � Jac2 + Jc2=2

and H
(2)
z = 2H

(1)
z .Inserting thevaluesoftheinteraction

constants (see Sec.II) one obtains H
(1)
z = 0:4305 and

H
(2)
z = 0:861. Note that broader regions of"inserted"

spins are,however,notfavored energetically even when

increasing the �eld. Instead,forlarger�elds,eventually

a spin-
op transition occursatH sf,followed by a ferro-

m agneticstructureathigher�elds,asin thecasewithout

defects.



8

(a)

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

?

?

?

h

h

h

h

6

?

6

?

?

?

?

?

?

h

h

h

h

6

?

6

?

?

?

?

?

?

h

h

h

h

6

?

6

?

?

?

?

?

?

h

h

h

h

6

?

6

?

?

?

(b)

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

6

6

6

h

h

h

h

?

6

6

?

6

6

6

?

?

?

h

h

h

h

6

?

6

6

?

?

?

?

?

h

h

h

h

6

?

6

6

?

?

?

?

?

h

h

h

h

6

?

6

6

?

?

?

?

?

h

h

h

h

6

?

6

6

?

?

FIG .8: Illustration ofthe ground state con�gurations in an

external�eld H z > 0 fora system with fourdefectsperchain;

for(a)H
(1)

z < H z < H
(2)

z ,and (b)H
(2)

z < H z < H
sf
.

The zig-zag structures lead to a stepwise increase in

the totalm agnetization,which givesrise to rathersm all

m axim a in the susceptibility �z atlow tem peratures,as

depicted in Fig.9. O ne observes a sm all, non-critical

peak atH z � 0:9,which istherem nantofthetransition

at T = 0 between the two zig-zag structures depicted

in Fig.8.M oreover,a very weak,non-criticalm axim um

can be identi�ed at H z � 0:5 (see inset). This peak is

associatedwith thezig-zagstructureofFig.8a.Athigher

�elds,a pronounced peak occurssignaling thetransition

to the spin-
op phase.

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5
H

z

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

χz

0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0.04

0.06

0.08

0.1

0.12

0.14

FIG .9: Susceptibility �
z
as a function ofthe m agnetic �eld

H z at�xed tem perature kB T = 0:3,fora system ofsize L =

40. The inset shows the existence ofa very weak m axim um

atH z � 0:5.

W efound,however,no evidencefora phasetransition

at�nitetem peraturesassociated with thesm allpeaksin

�z. Instead,upon increasing the �eld,straight stripes

seem to transform gradually into zig-zag stripes,as for

the Ising m odelwith m obile defects.29 The �rst peaks

already vanishes at about kB T � 0:3,and the position

ofthesecond sm allpeak shiftsto som ewhathigher�elds

and getslesspronounced asthetem peratureisincreased.

It disappears at about kB T � 0:5,possibly due to the

debunching. O bviously,the occurrence ofzig-zag struc-

tures cannot be identi�ed with the phase transition in

La5Ca9Cu24O 41 observed wellbelow the onset ofspin-


op structures.

Indeed,the anisotropicHeisenberg m odelwith m obile

defectsstilldisplays,atlow tem peratures,a sharp tran-

sition from theantiferrom agneticphase,with straightor

zig-zagdefectstripes,to a spin-
op phase,assignaled by

adelta-likepeak in thesusceptibility �z (seeFig.9).The

topologyofthephasediagram in the(T;H z)planeseem s

toresem blethatin theabsenceofdefects,seeFigs.2aand

2b.Actually,atthetriplepoint(orcriticalend point)be-

tween theantiferrom agnetic,spin-
op and param agnetic

phases,located roughly at (kB T = 0:5;H z = 1:7),the,

presum ably,non-criticaldebunching line seem s to m eet

aswell.However,we did notattem ptto m ap the phase

diagram accurately,because obviously the introduction

ofdefects doesnotsu�ce to reconcile the experim ental

�ndings on La5Ca9Cu24O 41, showing no direct transi-

tion from the antiferrom agnetic to the spin-
op phase.

In fact,thepossibledestruction ofthespin-
op phaseby

the instability ofthe defectstripestendsto be hindered

by thebunchingofthestripes.Furtherinvestigationsare

desirable,butbeyond the scopeofthe presentstudy.

V . SU M M A R Y

W e have analysed in detail a classical variant of a

two-dim ensionalHeisenberg antiferrom agnetwith weak,

uniaxialanisotropy proposed by M atsuda et al. to re-

produce spin-wave dispersions m easured in the m agnet

La5Ca9Cu24O 41.In particular,wedeterm ined thephase

diagram softhe m odelapplying �elds parallel,H z,and

perpendicular,H x,totheeasyaxisofthespin anisotropy.

In the case ofa transverse �eld H x (perpendicularto

theeasy axis),thetransition from theantiferrom agnetic

phasetotheparam agneticphasebelongstotheIsinguni-

versality class. The phase diagram in the case ofa �eld

H z pointing along the easy axis consists ofthe antifer-

rom agnetic,the spin-
op,and the disordered (param ag-

netic) phases. Extensive analyses have been perform ed

to locatethephaseboundaries,partly m otivated by con-


icting analyses of related m odels. Indeed, our anal-

ysis, studying especially the Binder cum ulant and the

transversesublatticem agnetization,allowsoneto locate

reasonably wellboth the tricriticalpoint on the phase

boundary between theantiferrom agneticand theparam -

agnetic phasesaswellasthe criticalend pointbetween

these two phasesand the spin-
op phase. Q uantum ef-

fects seem to play no essentialrole for the topology of

the phase diagram ,which isin qualitative disagreem ent

with experim entalobservationson La5Ca9Cu24O 41.
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W eextended theclassicalvariantofthem odelofM at-

sudaetal.byincludingspinlessm obiledefectsm im icking

the holesin La5Ca9Cu24O 41,thereby following previous

suggestions on a related Ising m odel. In the antiferro-

m agneticphase,thedefects,atlow tem peraturesand low

�elds,are found to form stripesasin the corresponding

Ising case. However,due to next-nearestneighbor cou-

plings,thestripestend tobunch.Thedebunching,occur-

ring athighertem peratures,seem sto benon-critical,al-

beitittakesplacein a rathernarrow tem peraturerange.

A phase transition atwhich the antiferrom agneticorder

isdestroyedisdrivenbyadestructionofthedefectstripes

loosing theircoherency atthe transition.

The m odelwith defects has also been studied in the

presenceofa �eld along theeasy axis.There,a spin-
op

phase is observed as well,separated from the antiferro-

m agneticphasepresum ably by a transition of�rstorder.

Therefore,we conclude that adding the m obile defects

is not su�cient to reconcile m odelproperties with ex-

perim ental�ndings ruling out a direct transition from

the antiferrom agnetic to the spin-
op phase. Perhapsa

destruction ofthe spin-
op phase m ay occur when the

bunching issuppressed.

However,when interpreting our�ndingsforthem odel

with defects one should keep in m ind that our descrip-

tion oftheholesisa purely classicalone.Q uantum 
uc-

tuationsreduce the clustering tendency ofthe holesand

m ay also destroy the bunched structures that we �nd

from our classicalground state analysis. Thus the role

ofquantum e�ectsshould certainly beinvestigated m ore

carefully when com paring with actualexperim ents.

In anyevent,them odelsdisplayvariousinterestingbe-

havior,and they m ay wellcontributeto arriving ata re-

allysatisfyingtheoreticaldescription oftheintriguingex-

perim entalobservationson theLa5Ca9Cu24O 41 m agnets.

M oreover,the m ethods used in ourstudy m ay be help-

fulin analysingphasediagram sofothertwo-dim ensional

weakly anisotropicHeisenberg antiferrom agnets.
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