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W e study spin correlations for the highly frustrated classical pyrochlore lattice antiferrom agnets

with O N ) symmetry in the limit T !

0. W e concture that a local constraint cbeyed by the

extensively degenerate ground states dictates a dipolar form for the asym ptotic spin correlations,
at allN & 2 Por which the system is param agnetic down to T = 0. W e verify this confcture
In thecasesN = 1 and N = 3 by sinulations and to all orders In the 1=N expansion about the
solvable N = 1 lim it. Rem arkably, the N = 1 fomulae are an excellent t, at all distances, to
the correlators at N = 3 and even at N = 1. Thuswe obtain a sin ple analytical expression also for
the correlations of the equivalent m odels of spin ice and cubic water ice, I .

PACS num bers:

Introduction : In frustrated m agnets, m agnetic order is
strongly suppressed com pared to expectations from sim —
pl mean- eld theory. This gives rise to a cooperative
param agnetic, or soin liquid, regin €, where the energy
scale of interactions exceeds that set by the tem perature,
and nonetheless no long-range order ensues; if frustration
is particularly severe, m agnetic ordering can be absent
altogether. A particular case n point is the pyrochlre
lattice, where the absence of ordering for the Ising an-—
tiferrom agnet was already argued in 1956 IE.:]. The Ising
m odel is of particular interest on account of ts T = 0
entropy and is equivalence to cubic ice T, and it has
also been approxin ately realised experin entally In the
titanate spin ice com poundsi_ﬁ]. T here is strong evidence
that the H eisenberg m odelon the pyrochlore Jattice does
not order down to T = 0 E, :fi, E] and a general the-
ory based on constraint counting indicates that this is
o forallO N ) magnets with N > 3 although not for
N = 2, where them al uctuations lead to collinear or-
dering (\orderby disorder") 5, ).

FIG .1l: The pyrochlore lattice.

T he absence of long range order does not m ean the
physics is trivial at low tem peratures as the accessble
states have non-trivial Iocal constraints on them | hence
cooperative param agnet. For the therm odynam ics it is
possble to m ake do with sm all clusters, eg. Pauling’s
estin ate of the entropy of ice works rather well and the
therm odynam ics of the H eisenberg pyrochlore m agnet is
w ell-described even by an approxin ation based on an iso-
lated tetrahedron [_1]. For the soin correlations how ever,

the situation is presum ably di erent. Indeed, M onte
C arlo sin ulations of the H eisenberg m agnet by Zinkin et
al E] have dem onstrated the presence of sharp features in
the structure factor in certain high symm etry directions
(the \bow ~ties" in F ig.4), indicative ofextended spin cor-
relations. It is understood, qualitatively, that these are
a direct consequence of the ground state constraint that
each tetrahedron separately has vanishing total spin B].

In this paper we provide a theory ofthe T ! 0 soin
correlations of nearest neighbor O (N ) m agnets on the
pyrochlore lattice when they are param agnetic down to
T = 0. Thisrestriction excluidesonly thecaseN = 2,but
even there our results are probably applicable aswe dis—
cuss below . O ur work builds on two previous advances.
The rst is the recognition E'g, -'_1-(_):, :_l-]_:, :_l-%'], generalizing
work on two-din ensionalicef 3], that d= 3 m odelsw ith
binary degrees of freedom and a local \G auss's law " con—
straint should generally exhib it asym ptotic dipolar corre—
lations govemed by a pure M axwell action. T his applies
directly to ourN = 1 (Ising) case, whilke the underlying
argum ent has been confctured to apply also to Heisen-—
bery spins by Henlky [Ld]. The second is the solution by
Garani and CanalsoftheN = 1 I i {L4], in particu-
lar their num erical determ nation of the structure factor
in the N = 1 Ilim i, which exhibits the sam e bow —ties
observed by Zinkin et al.

In the llowing we (a) motivate how dipolar cor—
relations arise in pyrochlore m agnets from local con-—
straints, (o) dem onstrate their existence analytically in
the N = 1 Ilm it and their persistence to all orders in
the 1=N expansion, and (c) verify by sim ulation that the
correlationsat N = 3 and N = 1 are dipolar. We nd
that the correlationsat N = 3 are very well tted by the
N = 1 formulaeeven withoutm odi cationsat short dis—
tances. Ram arkably we nd that the N = 1 formulae
are probably even m ore accurate orN = 1 where the rel-
ative and absolute error never exceed 2% and 455 10 4,
respectively even though this is not a conclision that
one would guess on the basis of the 1N expansion! W e
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FIG .2: Top: The hhk]structure factorforN = 1 [dark= low
intensity; the x (y) axis corresponds to h (k)]. M iddle: Ising
correlations at T = 0 (pottom : Heisenbery, at T=J = 0:005)
from M onte Carlo sinulations, compared to T = 0 large-
N ocorrelations: hS; (x)S:1 (0)1i, for two Inequivalent directions,
[101] and R11], muliplied by the cube of the distance, x>
The errorbarsare around 5 10 °x° 5 10 5%%).D1i erent
curves are for system sizes L = 8;16;32;48 (L = 8;16;32).
There isno tting param eter.

close by noting the applicability of the ideas in the paper
to related system s, which will be detafled in a separate
publication '_ﬂﬁ], as wellas their known lim itations.

Local constraints and dipolar correlations: We
consider the classical nearest nejghbﬁr antiferrom agnet
on the pyrochlore lattice, H = J hizii SiSy, where
the S; are N -com ponent spins of xed length N . We
st J = 1 in the Pllowing. The pyrochlore lattice
consists of comer sharing tetrahedra, and the Ham it
tonjar# can, be rewritten, up to a constant, as H =
1=2) 4 ( , 4Si)?,wherethe sum in parentheses runs
over all four spins at the comers of a given tetrahedron,

4 , and the outer sum is over all tetrahedra. H ence, the
ground states (m iInin um energy con gurations) are such
that for each tetrahedron and each spin com ponent ,
X
S, = 0: @)
24
T his can be tumed into a m anifest conservation law on
the dual { bipartite diam ond { lattice, the sites ofwhich
are given by the centres ofthe tetrahedra w hile the spins
sit at the m idpoints of its bonds.

FIG . 3: The centres of the tetrahedra de ne (the two sublat—
tices of) the diam ond Jlattice, denoted by black and grey dots.
T he orientation of the diam ond bonds, and the four sublat-
tices of the pyrochlore lattice, are de ned by the vectors é

F irst, we ordent each bond, ,by de ning a unit vector
¢ , which points along the bond from one sublattice to
the other, see F1ig. :j Next we de ne N vector elds
oneachbond,B =S é ,whereS denotesthe spin on
bond . Theground state constraint @) in pliesthat each
B separately form s a set of solenoidal edsat T = O,
r B =0.

ForN = 1, soin Ips connecting two ground states
correspond to reversing the direction of a closed loop of
\m agnetic ux", B ; evidently, B averages to zero over
such a dIppabl cluster of spins. Upon coarsegraining,
a high density of Ippable clisters (and therefore a large
num ber of ground states) translates into a small well-
averaged) coarsegrained B . W e now posi that this fea—
ture carries through to N > 1, so that stateswih snall
valies of B will in generalbe (entropically) favoured.
This is captured m ost sin ply by Introducing a weight
flinctional,
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provided the solenoidal constraint is In plem ented, w here
K is the sti ness constant. (Iffwe solve the constaint by
Introducing a vector potential for each com ponent, we
are kd to the M axwell action.)

From thiswe can deduce the long distance correlators,
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which are dipolar as advertised. T he appropriate long—
wavelenth form ulae forthe case N = 1 have already been
given in Ref. 3.

T his argum ent does not take into account therm al uc—
tuations out of the ground state m anifold. These are
gapped, and thus unimportant or T ! 0, forN = 1.
However, for continuous spins they endow each m icro—
scopic ground state w ith a non-trivial entropic weight,
and are essential for even de ning what is m eant by a
m easure on the set ofground states. An analysisbased on
M axw ellian constraint counting in plies that this weight-
Ing is su clently uniform to be innocuous for N 3
so that the dipolar form s should hold. ForN = 2 this
is not the case and the weighting lads to an orderby-
disorder phase transition E, :_é]. However at this tran—
sition, the spins order collinearly but do not pick xed
orientations along their comm on axis. Hence, for the
resulting collinear ensemble, the N = 1 results can be
applied, w ith the caveat that i has not been established
w hether a further phase transition w ill select a subset of
collinear states at even low er tem peratures.

W hile the argum ents given above are based on the
plusbl ansatz @'_2), wenow tum to establishing theirac—
tualcorrectness. T he continuiy ofthe physics forN > 3
willallow usto tackle this n the 1N expansion and we
w ill supplem ent this w ith explicit sim ulation at sm allN .
N = 1 :W estartwih the sin ple classicalO NN ) m odel;
#sN = 1 saddlk pointll6] is, of course, the one dis-
cusssd I Refs. 14, The partition finction is given by
Z= D D expl S(; )] wih the action de ned as

XX\]]_

S(;) = (A s+ i

where A i5 is the interaction m atrix divided by T .

The saddle point evalnation orN = 1 is analogous
to that of Refs. :_lé, as we are not aware of an analyt-
ical treatm ent of the full pyrochlore correlations in the
literature, we provide it here.

T he Fourder transform of the interaction m atrix is

0 1
1 Gz Gy Gz
1
28 = gz wg, @)
Gy Gz 1 Gz
&z Gy Gz 1
where ¢p = cos(E37%) and ¢ = cos(E;%). The eigen-
=1

valies of the interaction m atrix are [L7]

P
1+Q;

12=0;
whemQ=c§y+c%+c§Z+c%+(flz+c% 3. )
T hese can be com bined to give the spin oon:e]ators[_lé_i].
For the zero tem perature case discussed here, only the
modeswih = 0 contrbute. T here are two Independent
correlators, nam ely those between spins on the sam e and

between spins on di erent sublattices. W e thus nd the

34= 2

follow ing spin correlators (we label four sublattices as
shown in Fig.d)

. 6 2&; 2¢; 2¢;
bS; @)s; ( @)i = 3 o i
2 cos@)erz G
hS; @S, ( g)i = g 5 )

Erom these one can calculate the correlators of B =
S é and verify that they have the snallg fom s,

iles]

B @B, @i/ (1 ) 6)
T
equivalent to the real space form s {_3) noted earlier.
T he structure factor in this lim i is
. %
S@=4 —— (g.+ cz)sn® =
@) 3 0 Gz + cgz) sin 2
+ (oo + Geg) sin’ % + Gy + Ge) s’ % :(7)

Tt has been custom ary to consider the structure factor
of the pyrochlore antiferrom agnets in the hhk] plane in
reclprocal space, as it contains the high-symm etry di-
rections [100], [110] and [11]. Here, the wavevector
9= @i%;%), and Eq.i sinpli esto

32 cos(®)  cos(E) 2s:in(q}‘T)2
Shnky = & o ®
5 oos(xk) 4cos()cos(3)

This is plotted in Fig. :_2; the sam e plot has previously
appeared in Ref. :_Z[fl . W e em phasize that i is the trans—
verse, dipolar form of the correlators which gives rise to
the bow tie structures.

1=N expansion: To set up the 1=N expansion f_l-e_i], we
expand away from the saddle point by allow Ing the La—
grangem ultiplier eld to vary from itsuniform saddle
point value, ¥: ; = T+ ;. Integrating out the 's
rem oves the term linear in  ; the quadratic tem yields
the propagator and hjgher order tem s ge@erate vertices.
Thequadratjcteﬂn, 13 ih 4 j~2 5 13 ;M ijl Jr
inplies a propagator h ; 51 = M ;3. One can argue,
and w e have checked by explicit num erical com putation,
that h ; i decays inversely as the sixth power of the
separation between i and j. Hence its Fourder trans-
forms, M (), are continuous fiinctions over the B ril-
Jouin zone. W e note that the N = 1 ocorrelators of the
spins GO , (q) are discontinuous at g = 0 on account of
their dipolar character.

W e now brie y sketch the proofthat the dipolar form
on the spin correlations survives to allorders in the 1=N
expansion; details w illbe presented in [_i§'] C onsider the
D yson series for the spin correlator, G, at nieN:

G @=6"c@+6G° @ ,,@G’ J@+

w here the selfenergy  is the sum ofthe relevant graphs
at allorders In 1=N . Foreach graph that enters this sum



one can show (I) that ;(g) isa continuous function of
g in the Brillbuin zone, (1) that lim 41 ¢ o(q) = 929
or = %and ©°9 otherwise. (I) Pllows from the fact
that in allsuch diagram sone integrates over an integrand
that is bounded and at m ost discontinuous at isolated
points, while (II) uses the action of lattice sym m etries on
G% and M . Using these observations the leading sm allg
term s In the D yson series kead to a sin ple geom etric sum

and one ndsthat

G @/ G°o@ ©)

nearq = 0. Consequently, the correlations are stilldipo—
lar at long distances. However, even in the m ost opti-
m istic case we would not expect the series to converge
beyond N = 3, where long range order sets In due to
order by disorder.

C om parison to M onte Carlo sim ulations: To the
naked eye, the N = 1 structure factor of Fig. d looks
alm ost identicalto the one obtained by Z inkin forH eisen—
berg q)jnsﬁ%_'j’] and by us for Ising spjrls[_I§‘]. For a m ore
sensitive test we have com pared the realspace expres—
sionsto M onte C arlo sin ulations for Ising and H eisenberg
soins for di erent system sizes, shown In the same gure.
W e nd that the error for Ising spins is very am all ndeed
{ the relative and absolute system atic error never seem s
to exceed 2% and 45 10 ? respectively. T he agreem ent
for H eisenberg spins is som ew hat worse. H owever, since
the disagreem ent is of the size of the nitetem perature
error bars, we cannot extrapolate down to T ! 0 reli-
ably. In either case, one sees that the N = 1 formu-
lae we have derived work rem arkably well quantitatively
even w thout any further oortectjons| indeed, far better
than onem ight have guessed at the outset| even at sm all
distances, and they correctly capture nite-size e ects.
A pplicability to other m odels: As the Ising anti-
ferrom agnet on the pyrochlore lattice is isom orphic to
(nearest-neighbour) [_1§'] spin ice, the results can straight—
forw ardly be transcribed, and fiirther carried over to cu—
bic water) ice I, which is again equNa]ent'g:]. In the
latter context the asym ptotic form of the correlations is
known i_é] and the interest ofour resuls is in the accuracy
of our analytic form s at all distances. The analysis pre—
sented here straightforwardly generalises to other three
din ensional cooperative param agnets w ith conservation
law s.

The present approach can also be applied to two—
din ensionalm odels w ith a conservation law . However,
i breaks down form odels w ith a discrete set of ground
states. Technically, the e ective height (two-din ensional
gauge) eld acquires a non-zero com pacti cation radius
In this case, which leads to the appearance of additional
operators under coarsegraining. These are absent for
N = 1, and their appearance is non-perturbative in
N . For the kagom e m agnet, for exam pl, they arise or

N = 2;3,which iswhy the P3 P35 omehtions known
to be present there were not found In Ref. :_1-4_; . However,
Inform ation gleaned from the present approach, such asa
sti ness, can nonetheless usefiillly be fed into these m od-
els. Finally, we have shown that the present approach
can also be applied to a class of param agnetic m odels
w ithout a conservation law, for which so far very little
has been known iIn tem s of correlation fiinctions. This,
along w ith the m ore technicalm aterial, w illbe discussed
elsew here[15].

A cknow ledgem ents: W e would lke to thank Hans
Hansson, M ike Hem ele, Chris Henly, AndersK arlhede,
0O kg T chemyshyov and K ay W iese forusefiildiscussions.
W e are also grateful to D avid Huse and W emer K rauth
for collaboration on closely related work. Thiswork was
In part supported by the M inistere de Ia Recherche et
des N ouvelles Technologies wih an ACI grant, by the
N SF' w ith grantsDM R-9978074 and 0213706, and by the
D avid and Lucik P ackard Foundation.

[L]P.W .Anderson,Phys.Rev.102, 1008 (1956).

RIM .J.Harriset al.,, Phys.Rev.Lett. 79, 2554 (1997); A .
P.Ram irez et al.,, Nature 399, 333 (1999).

B] J.villain, Z.Phys.B 33, 31 (1979).

] J.N .Reiners, Phys.Rev.B 45, 7287 (1992)

Bl R .M oessnerand J.T .Chalker, Phys.Rev.Lett.80,2929
(1998); Phys.Rev.B 58, 12049 (1998).

[6] This is assum ing the easy planes for all four sublattices
coincide. For the case where they do not, see J.D .M .
Cham pion andP.C .W .Holdsworth, J.Phys.Cond.M at.
16, 3665 (2004) and references therein.

[71R .M oessner and A . J. Berlinsky, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83,
3293 (1999)

BIM .P.Zinkin,M .J.Harrs, and T . Zeiske, Phys.Rev.B
56, 11786 (1997)

PIR.W .Youngblood and J.D .Axe, Phys.Rev.B 23, 232
(1981).

[10] C.L.Henlky, unpublished.

111D .A .Huse, W .Krauth, R .M oessner, and S.L. Sondhi,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 91, 167004 (2003).

[l2]M .Hemele, M .P.A .Fisher, and L.Balents, Phys.Rev.
B 69, 064404 (2004).

31 R .Youngblood, J.D .Axe,and B.M .M cCoy,Phys.Rev.
B 21,5212 (1980).

141D .A.Garanin and B. Canals, Phys. Rev. B 59, 443
(1999); B.Canalsand D A .Garanin, Can.J.Phys. 79,
1323 (2001).

[15] SV . Isakov et al, in preparation.

[16] O ur treatm ent ollow s the Introduction to largeN by M .
M oshe and J. Zinn-Justin, Phys.Rep. 385, 69 (2003).

[l7] J.N .Rein ers, A .J.Berlinsky, and A C . Shi, Phys.Rev.
B 43,865 (1991).

[18] For correlations in dipolar spin_ice, see M . Enjlran and


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307151

