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W estudy by extensiveM onteCarlo (M C)sim ulationsand analyticalG reen function (G F)m ethod

e�ectsoffrustrated surfaceson thepropertiesofthin �lm sm adeofstacked triangularlayersofatom s

bearing Heisenberg spins with an Ising-like interaction anisotropy. W e suppose that the in-plane

surface interaction Js can be antiferrom agnetic or ferrom agnetic while allother interactions are

ferrom agnetic. W e show that the ground-state spin con�guration is non linear when Js is lower

than a criticalvalueJ
c

s.The �lm surfacesare then frustrated.In thefrustrated case,thereare two

phase transitions related to disorderings ofsurface and interior layers. There is a good agreem ent

between M C and G F results. In addition,we show from M C histogram calculation thatthe value

ofthe ratio ofcriticalexponents=� ofthe observed transitionsisdeviated from the valuesoftwo

and three Ising universality classes. The origin ofthisdeviation isdiscussed with generalphysical

argum ents.

PACS num bers:

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

This paper deals with the e� ect ofthe frustration in

m agnetic thin � lm s. The frustration is known to cause

spectacular e� ects in various bulk spin system s. Its ef-

fectshavebeen extensivelystudied duringthelastdecade

theoretically, experim entally and num erically. Frus-

trated m odelsystem sservenotonly astestingground for

theories and approxim ations,but also to com pare with

experim ents.1

O n the other hand, surface physics and system s of

nanoscaleshavebeen alsoenorm ously studied during the

last twenty years. This is due in particular to applica-

tions in m agnetic recording,let alone fundam entalthe-

oreticalinterests. M uch isunderstood theoretically and

experim entally in thin � lm s where surfaces are ’clean’

i.e.no im purities,no stepsetc.2,3,4,5,6,7 Lessisknown at

leasttheoretically on com plicated thin � lm swith special

surface conditionssuch asdefects8,9,arraysofdotsand

m agnetization reversalphenom enon.10,11,12,13,14,15,16

In thispaperwe study the frustration e� ecton prop-

erties ofthin � lm s m ade ofstacked triangular lattices.

In-plane interaction ofthe surfacesis antiferrom agnetic

and thatofinteriorlayersisferrom agnetic.The� lm sur-

facesarefrustrated.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II is de-

voted to the description ofourm odel.Theground state

in the case ofclassicalspinsisdeterm ined asa function

ofthesurfaceinteraction.In section III,weconsiderthe

case ofquantum spinsand we apply the G reen function

techniqueto determ inethelayerm agnetizationsand the

transition tem perature as a function ofthe surface in-

teraction. The classicalground state determ ined in sec-

tion II is used here as starting (input)con� guration for

�Corresponding author,E-m ail:diep@ u-cergy.fr

quantum spins. W e are interested here in the e� ect of

m agneticfrustration on m agneticpropertiesofthin � lm s.

A phase diagram isestablished showing interesting sur-

face behaviors. Results from M onte Carlo sim ulations

forclassicalspinsareshown in section IV and com pared

to those obtained by the G reen function m ethod. W e

also calculate by M onte Carlo histogram technique the

criticalbehavior ofthe phase transition observed here.

Concluding rem arksaregiven in Section V.

II. M O D EL

Itisknown thatm any well-established theoriesfailed

to deal with frustrated spin system s.1 Am ong known

strikinge� ectsduetofrustration,letusm ention thehigh

ground-state(G S)degeneracy associated often with new

sym m etries which give rise som etim es to new kinds of

phase transition. O ne of the system s which are m ost

studied is the antiferrom agnetic triangularlattice. Due

to its geom etry,the spins are frustrated under nearest-

neighbor(NN)antiferrom agneticinteraction.In thecase

ofHeisenberg m odel,thefrustration resultsin a 120� G S

structure: the NN spins form a 120� angle alternately

in the clockwise and counter-clockwise senseswhich are

called leftand rightchiralities.

A . H am iltonian

In thispaperweconsiderathin � lm m adeup by stack-

ing N z planesoftriangularlattice ofL � L latticesites.

TheHam iltonian isgiven by

H = �
X

hi;ji

Ji;jSi� Sj �
X

< i;j>

Ii;jS
z
iS

z
j (1)

whereSiistheHeisenbergspin atthelatticesitei,
P

hi;ji

indicatesthesum overtheNN spin pairsSi and Sj.The

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0409543v3
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lastterm ,which willbetaken to bevery sm all,isneeded

to m ake the � lm with a � nite thicknessto have a phase

transition at a � nite tem perature in the case where all

exchange interactionsJi;j are ferrom agnetic.Thisguar-

anteestheexistenceofaphasetransitionat� nitetem per-

ature,since it is known that a strictly two-dim ensional

system with an isotropic non-Ising spin m odel(XY or

Heisenberg m odel)doesnothave long-rangeordering at

� nite tem perature.17

Interaction between two NN surface spins is equalto

Js. Interaction between layers and interaction between

NN in interior layers are supposed to be ferrom agnetic

and allequalto J = 1 forsim plicity.Thetwo surfacesof

the� lm arefrustrated ifJs isantiferrom agnetic(Js < 0).

B . G round state

In thisparagraph,wesupposethatthespinsareclassi-

cal.Theclassicalground state(G S)can be easily deter-

m ined asshown below. Note thatforantiferrom agnetic

system s,even for bulk m aterials,the quantum G S can-

not be exactly determ ined. The classicalNeelstate is

often used as starting con� guration for quantum spins.

W e willfollow the sam elinehereafter.

For Js > 0 (ferrom agnetic interaction),the m agnetic

G S is ferrom agnetic. However,when Js is negative the

surfacespinsarefrustrated.Therefore,thereisa com pe-

tition between thenon collinearsurfaceordering and the

ferrom agneticordering dueto theferrom agneticinterac-

tion from the spinsofthe beneath layer.

W e � rstdeterm ine the G S con� guration forI = Is =

0:1 by using thesteepestdescentm ethod :starting from

a random spin con� guration,we calculate the m agnetic

local� eld at each site and align the spin ofthe site in

its local� eld. In doing so forallspins and repeatuntil

the convergenceisreached,we obtain in generalthe G S

con� guration,without m etastable states in the present

m odel.The resultshowsthatwhen Js issm allerthan a

criticalvalue Jcs the m agnetic G S is obtained from the

planar 120� spin structure,supposed to be in the X Y

plane,by pulling them outofthe spin X Y plane by an

angle�.Thethreespinson atriangleon thesurfaceform

thusan ’um brella’with an angle� between them and an

angle� between a surfacespin and itsbeneath neighbor

(see Fig. 1). This non planar structure is due to the

interaction ofthespinson thebeneath layer,justlikean

externalapplied � eld in thez direction.O fcourse,when

Js islargerthan Jcs one hasthe collinearferrom agnetic

G S as expected: the frustration is not strong enough

to resistthe ferrom agnetic interaction from the beneath

layer.

W eshow in Fig.2cos(�)and cos(�)asfunctionsofJs.

The criticalvalue Jcs is found between -0.18 and -0.19.

This value can be calculated analytically by assum ing

the ’um brella structure’. For G S analysis,it su� ces to

consider just a cellshown in Fig.1. This is justi� ed by

the num ericaldeterm ination discussed above. Further-
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FIG .1: Non collinear surface spin con�guration. Anglesbe-

tween spins on layer 1 are allequal(noted �),while angles

between verticalspinsare �.
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FIG .2: cos(�)(diam onds) and cos(�)(crosses) as functions

ofJs.Criticalvalue ofJ
c

s isshown by the arrow.

m ore,we considerasa single solution allcon� gurations

obtained from each otherby any globalspin rotation.

LetusconsiderthefullHam iltonian(1).Forsim plicity,

the interaction inside the surface layer is set equalJs
(� 1 � Js � 1) and allothers are set equalto J > 0.

Also,we suppose thatIi;j = Is forspinson the surfaces

with the sam e sign as Js and allotherIi;j are equalto

I > 0 forthe inside spinsincluding interaction between

a surfacespin and the spin on the beneath layer.

The spins are num bered as in Fig. 1: S1,S2 and S3

arethespinsin thesurfacelayer(� rstlayer),S01,S
0

2 and

S03 arethespinsin theinternallayer(second layer).The

Ham iltonian forthe celliswritten as

H p = � 6[Js(S1 � S2 + S2 � S3 + S3 � S1)

+ Is (S
z
1S

z
2 + S

z
2S

z
3 + S

z
3S

z
1)

+ J (S01 � S
0

2 + S
0

2 � S
0

3 + S
0

3 � S
0

1)

+ I (S0z1 S
0z
2 + S

0z
2 S

0z
3 + S

0z
3 S

0z
1 )]

� 2J (S1 � S
0

1 + S2 � S
0

2 + S3 � S
0

3)

� 2I(Sz1S
0z
1 + S

0z
2 S

0z
2 + S

z
3S

0z
3 ); (2)

Let us decom pose each spin into two com ponents: an

xy com ponent, which is a vector, and a z com ponent

Si = (S
k

i;S
z
i). O nly surface spins have xy vector com -

ponents.Theanglebetween thesexy com ponentsofNN
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surfacespinsisi;j which ischosen by (i;j isin factthe

projection of� de� ned aboveon the xy plane)

1;2 = 0;2;3 =
2�

3
; 3;1 =

4�

3
: (3)

The angles�i and �
0

i ofthe spin Si and S
0

i with the z

axisareby sym m etry

�
�1 = �2 = �3 = �;

�01 = �02 = �03 = 0;

Thetotalenergy ofthecell(2),with Si = S0i =
1

2
,can

be rewritten as

H p = �
9(J + I)

2
�
3(J + I)

2
cos� �

9(Js + Is)

2
cos2 �

+
9Js

4
sin2 �: (4)

By a variationalm ethod,them inim um ofthecellenergy

correspondsto

@H p

@�
=

�
27

2
Js + 9Is

�

cos� sin� +
3

2
(J + I)sin� = 0

(5)

W e have

cos� = �
J + I

9Js + 6Is
: (6)

For given values of Is and I, we see that the solu-

tion (6) exists for Js � Jcs where the criticalvalue Jcs
is determ ined by � 1 � cos� � 1. For I = � Is = 0:1,

Jcs � � 0:1889J in excellentagreem entwith the num eri-

calresult.

TheclassicalG S determ ined herewillbeused asinput

G S con� guration for quantum spins considered in the

nextsection.

III. G R EEN FU N C T IO N M ET H O D

Let us consider the quantum spin case. For a given

value ofJs,we shalluse the G reen function m ethod to

calculate the layer m agnetizations as functions oftem -

perature. The details ofthe m ethod in the case ofnon

collinear spin con� guration have been given in Ref.18.

W e brie y recallithereand show the application to the

presentm odel.

A . Form alism

W e can rewrite the fullHam iltonian (1) in the local

fram ework ofthe classicalG S con� guration as

H = �
X

< i;j>

Ji;j

(

1

4
(cos�ij � 1)

�
S
+

i S
+

j + S
�

i S
�

j

�

+
1

4
(cos�ij + 1)

�
S
+

i S
�

j + S
�

i S
+

j

�

+
1

2
sin�ij

�
S
+

i
+ S

�

i

�
S
z
j �

1

2
sin�ijS

z
i

�
S
+

j
+ S

�

j

�

+ cos�ijS
z
iS

z
j

)

�
X

< i;j>

Ii;jS
z
iS

z
j (7)

wherecos(�ij)istheanglebetween two NN spinsdeter-

m ined classically in the previoussection.

Following Tahir-K heliand ter Haar,19 we de� ne two

double-tim eG reen functionsby

G ij(t;t
0) = � S

+

i (t);S
�

j (t
0)� ; (8)

Fij(t;t
0) = � S

�

i (t);S
+

j (t
0)� : (9)

Theequationsofm otion forG ij(t;t
0)and Fij(t;t

0)read

i
d

dt
G i;j (t;t

0) =

�
S
+

i (t);S
�

j (t0)
��
� (t� t

0)

�


�

H ;S
+

i
(t)
�
;S�

j
(t0)

��
; (10)

i
d

dt
Fi;j (t;t

0) =

�
S
�

i (t);S
�

j (t0)
��
� (t� t

0)

�


�

H ;S
�

i
(t)
�
;S�

j
(t0)

��
; (11)

W e neglect higher order correlations by using the

Tyablikov decoupling schem e20 which is known to be

valid for exchange term s.21 Then, we introduce the

Fouriertransform s

G i;j(t;t
0) =

1

�

Z Z

dkxy
1

2�

Z + 1

�1

d!e
�i! (t�t 0):

gn;n0(!;kxy)e
ikx y �(Ri�R j); (12)

Fi;j(t;t
0) =

1

�

Z Z

dkxy
1

2�

Z + 1

�1

d!e
�i! (t�t 0):

fn;n0(!;kxy)e
ikx y �(Ri�R j); (13)

where! isthespin-wavefrequency,kxy denotesthewave-

vectorparallelto xy planes,R i istheposition ofthespin

atthe site i,n and n0 are respectively the index ofthe

layerswherethesitesiand jbelongto.Theintegralover

kxy isperform ed in the� rstBrillouin zonewhosesurface

is� in the xy reciprocalplane.

TheFouriertransform softheretardedG reen functions

satisfy a setofequationsrewritten undera m atrix form

M (!)g = u; (14)

where M (!) is a square m atrix (2N z � 2Nz),g and u

arethe colum n m atriceswhich arede� ned asfollows

g =

0

B
B
B
B
@

g1;n0

f1;n0

...

gN z;n
0

fN z;n
0

1

C
C
C
C
A

; u =

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

2hSz1i�1;n0

0
...

2


SzN z

�
�N z;n

0

0

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

; (15)
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and

M (!)=

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

A
+

1
B 1 D

+

1
D

�

1
� � �

� B1 A
�

1 � D
�

1 � D
+

1

...
... � � � � � � � � �

...
... C

+

N z
C
�

N z
A
+

N z
B N z

� � � � C
�

N z
� C

+

N z
� BN z

A
�

N z

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

; (16)

where

A
�

n = ! �

h
1

2
Jn hS

z
ni(Z)(cos�n + 1)

� Jn hS
z
niZ cos�n � Jn;n+ 1



S
z
n+ 1

�
cos�n;n+ 1

� Jn;n�1


S
z
n�1

�
cos�n;n�1 � ZIn hS

z
ni

� In;n+ 1


S
z
n+ 1

�
� In;n�1



S
z
n�1

�i

; (17)

B n =
1

2
Jn hS

z
ni(cos�n � 1)(Z); (18)

C
�

n =
1

2
Jn;n�1 hS

z
ni(cos�n;n�1 � 1); (19)

D
�

n =
1

2
Jn;n+ 1 hS

z
ni(cos�n;n+ 1 � 1); (20)

in which,Z = 6 is the num ber ofin-plane NN,�n;n�1
the angle between two NN spinsbelonging to the layers

n and n � 1,�n the angle between two in-plane NN in

the layern,and

 =

h

2cos(kxa)+ 4cos(kya=2)cos

�

kya
p
3=2

�i

=Z:

Here,forcom pactnesswe have used the following nota-

tions:

i) Jn and In are the in-plane interactions. In the

presentm odelJn isequalto Js forthetwo surfacelayers

and equalto J for the interiorlayers. AllIn are setto

be I.

ii) Jn;n�1 and In;n�1 are the interactions between a

spin in the nth layer and its neighbor in the (n � 1)th

layer. O fcourse,Jn;n�1 = In;n�1 = 0 ifn = 1,Jn;n+ 1 =

In;n+ 1= 0 ifn = N z.

SolvingdetjM j= 0,weobtain thespin-wavespectrum

! ofthepresentsystem .Thesolution fortheG reen func-

tion gn;n isgiven by

gn;n =
jM j

n

jM j
; (21)

where jM j
n
is the determ inant m ade by replacing the

n-th colum n ofjM jby u in (15).W riting now

jM j=
Y

i

(! � !i(kxy)); (22)

one sees that !i(kxy); i= 1;� � � ; Nz,are poles ofthe

G reen function gn;n.!i(kxy)can beobtained by solving

jM j= 0.In thiscase,gn;n can be expressed as

gn;n =
X

i

hn (!i(kxy))

(! � !i(kxy))
; (23)

wherehn (!i(kxy))is

hn (!i(kxy))=
jM j

n
(!i(kxy))

Q

j6= i
(!j(kxy)� !i(kxy))

: (24)

Next,usingthespectraltheorem which relatesthecor-

relation function hS
�

i S
+

j ito the G reen functions,22 one

has



S
�

i
S
+

j

�
= lim

"! 0

1

�

Z Z

dkxy

Z + 1

�1

i

2�

�
gn;n0(! + i")

� gn;n0(! � i")
� d!

e�! � 1
e
ikx y�(Ri�R j); (25)

where � is an in� nitesim al positive constant and � =

1=kB T,kB being theBoltzm ann constant.Forspin S =

1=2,thetherm alaverageofthez com ponentofthei� th

spin belonging to the n � th layerisgiven by

hS
z
ii=

1

2
�


S
�

i S
+

i

�
(26)

In the following we shalluse the case ofspin one-half.

Note that for the case ofgeneralS,the expression for

hSziiism orecom plicated sinceitinvolveshigherquanti-

tiessuch as


(Szi)

2
�
.

Using the G reen function presented above, we can

calculate self-consistently various physicalquantities as

functions oftem perature T. The � rst im portant quan-

tity isthe tem peraturedependenceoftheanglebetween

each spin pair.Thiscan becalculated in aself-consistent

m anneratanytem peraturebym inim izingthefreeenergy

ateach tem peratureto getthecorrectvalueoftheangle

asithasbeen donefora frustrated bulk spin system s.23

In thispaper,welim itourselvestotheself-consistentcal-

culation ofthe layer m agnetizations which allows us to

establish the phasediagram asseen in the following.

Fornum ericalcalculation,we used I = 0:1J with J =

1. For positive Js,we take Is = 0:1 and for negative

Js,we use Is = � 0:1. A size of802 points in the � rst

Brillouin zoneisused fornum ericalintegration.W estart

the self-consistent calculation from T = 0 with a sm all

step fortem perature5� 10�3 or10�1 (in unitsofJ=kB ).

The convergence precision has been � xed at the fourth

� gureofthevaluesobtained forthelayerm agnetizations.

B . P hase transition and phase diagram ofthe

quantum case

W e � rstshow an exam ple where Js = � 0:5 in Fig.3.

Asseen,thesurface-layerm agnetization ism uch sm aller

than the second-layerone. In addition there isa strong

spin contraction atT = 0 forthe surface layer. Thisis

due to the antiferrom agnetic nature ofthe in-plane sur-

face interaction Js. O ne sees that the surface becom es

disordered ata tem perature T1 ’ 0:2557 while the sec-

ond layerrem ainsordered up to T2 ’ 1:522. Therefore,
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the system is partially disordered for tem peratures be-

tween T1 and T2.Thisresultisvery interesting because

itcon� rm sagain the existence ofthe partialdisorderin

quantum spin system sobserved earlierin bulk frustrated

quantum spin system s.18,23 Note that between T1 and

T2,the ordering ofthe second layeracts asan external

� eld on the� rstlayer,inducing thereforea sm allvalueof

itsm agnetization.A furtherevidenceoftheexistenceof

the surface transition willbe provided with the surface

susceptibility in the M C resultsshown below.

T

M

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

0.45

0.5

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6

FIG .3:Firsttwolayer-m agnetizationsobtained by theG reen

function technique vs. T for Js = � 0:5 with I = � Is = 0:1.

Thesurface-layerm agnetization (lowercurve)ism uch sm aller

than the second-layerone.See textforcom m ents.

Figure4 showsthenon frustrated casewhereJs = 0:5,

with I = Is = 0:1.Asseen,the � rst-layerm agnetization

is sm aller than the second-layerone. There is only one

transition tem perature.Notethedi� culty fornum erical

convergencywhen them agnetizationscom eclosetozero.

T

M

0

0.05

0.1

0.15

0.2

0.25

0.3

0.35

0.4

0.45

0.5

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6

FIG .4:Firsttwolayer-m agnetizationsobtained by theG reen

function techniquevs.T forJs = 0:5 with I = Is = 0:1.

W e show in Fig. 5 the phase diagram in the space

(Js;T). Phase Idenotesthe ordered phase with surface

non collinear spin con� guration,phase II indicates the

collinearordered state,and phaseIIIistheparam agnetic

phase.Notethatthesurfacetransition doesnotexistfor

Js � Jcs.

Js

T

Js

c

c

I

II

III

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

1.2

1.4

1.6

1.8

−1 −0.5 0 0.5 1

FIG .5: Phase diagram in the space (Js;T)forthe quantum

Heisenberg m odelwith N z = 4,I = jIsj= 0:1. See textfor

the description ofphasesIto III.

IV . M O N T E C A R LO R ESU LT S

Itisknown thatm ethods forquantum spins,such as

spin-wave theory or G reen function m ethod presented

above,su� er at high tem peratures. Spin-wave theory,

even with m agnon-m agnon interactions taken into ac-

count, cannot go to tem peratures close to Tc. G reen

function m ethod on the otherhand can go up to Tc but

dueto thedecouplingschem e,itcannotgivecorrectcrit-

icalbehavior at Tc. Fortunately,we know that quan-

tum spin system sbehave astheir classicalcounterparts

athigh T.So,toseeifthephasediagram obtained in the

previoussection forthequantum m odelispreciseornot,

wecan consideritsclassicalversion and use M C sim ula-

tions to obtain the phase diagram for com parison. M C

sim ulationsareexcellentm eansto overcom eapproxim a-

tionsused in analytic calculationsforthe high T region

asdiscussed above.

In thisparagraph,weshow theresultsobtained by M C

sim ulations with the Ham iltonian (1) but the spins are

the classicalHeisenberg m odelofm agnitudeS = 1.

The� lm sizesareL � L � Nz whereN z = 4isthenum -

beroflayers(� lm thickness)taken asin thequantum case

presented above.W e usehereL = 24;36;48;60 to study

� nite-sizee� ectsasshown below.Periodicboundarycon-

ditionsareused in theX Y planes.Theequilibratingtim e

is about106 M C steps per spin and the averaging tim e

is2� 106 M C stepsperspin. J = 1 istaken asunitof

energy in the following.

Let us show in Fig. 6 the layerm agnetization ofthe

� rsttwo layersasa function ofT ,in the case Js = 0:5

with N z = 4 (thethird and fourth layersaresym m etric).

Though we observea sm allerm agnetization forthe sur-

facelayer,thereisclearly no surfacetransition justasin

the quantum case.

In Fig. 7 we show a frustrated case where Js = � 0:5.

The surface layer in this case becom es disordered at a

tem perature m uch lowerthan thatforthe second layer.

Note thatthe surface m agnetization isnotsaturated to

1 at T = 0. This is because the surface spins m ake an
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FIG .6: M agnetizations oflayer 1 (circles) and layer 2 (dia-

m onds) versus tem perature T in unit ofJ=kB for Js = 0:5

with I = Is = 0:1,L = 36.
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FIG .7: M agnetizations oflayer 1 (circles) and layer 2 (dia-

m onds)versustem perature T in unitofJ=kB for Js = � 0:5

with I = � Is = 0:1,L = 36.

anglewith thez axisso theirz com ponentislessthan 1

in the G S.

Figures8showsthesusceptibilitiesofthe� rstand sec-

ond layersin the case where Js = 0:5 with I = Is = 0:1

where one observesthe peaks at the sam e tem perature

indicatingasingletransition in contrasttothefrustrated

case shown in Fig. 9. These results con� rm the above

resultsoflayerm agnetizations.

To establish thephasediagram ,thetransition tem per-

aturesare taken atthe change ofcurvature ofthe layer

m agnetizations,i.e. atthe m axim a oflayersusceptibil-

ities shown before. Figure 10 showsthe phase diagram

obtained in the space (Js;T). Interesting enough,this

phasediagram resem blesrem arkably tothatobtained for

the quantum counterpartm odelshown in Fig.5.

Letusstudy the � nite size e� ectofthe phase transi-

tionsshown in Fig.10.To thisend weusethehistogram

techniquewhich hasbeen proved sofartobeexcellentfor

thecalculation ofcriticalexponents.24,25,26 Theprinciple

is as follows. Using the M etropolis algorithm to deter-

m ineapproxim atelythecriticaltem peratureregion,then

choosingatem peratureT0 ascloseaspossibletothepre-

supposed transition tem perature. W e then m ake a very

long run at T0 to establish an energy histogram . From

T

χ

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

FIG .8: Susceptibilities oflayer 1 (circles) and layer 2 (dia-

m onds) versus tem perature T in unit ofJ=kB for Js = 0:5

with I = Is = 0:1,L = 36.
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0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8 2

FIG .9: Susceptibility of layer 1 (circles) and layer 2 (dia-

m onds)versustem perature T in unitofJ=kB for Js = � 0:5

with I = � Is = 0:1,L = 36. Note that for clarity,the sus-

ceptibility ofthe layer2 hasbeen m ultiplied by a factor5.

J

T

s

c

Js
c

I

II

III

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

−1 −0.5 0 0.5 1

FIG .10:Phase diagram in the space (Js;T)forthe classical

Heisenberg m odelwith N z = 4,I = jIsj= 0:1. Phases Ito

IIIhave the sam e m eaningsasthose in Fig.5 .

form ulaeestablished usingthestatisticalcanonicaldistri-

bution,we can calculate physicalquantitiesin a contin-

uousm annerfortem peraturesaround T0.
24,25,26 W e do

nothaveproblem to identify the transition tem perature

as wellas the m axim alvalues of uctuation quantities

such asspeci� c heatand susceptibility.
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Figure 11 shows the susceptibility versus T for L =

36;48;60in thecaseofJs = 0:5.Forpresentation conve-

nience,the sizeL = 24 hasbeen rem oved sincethe peak

forthiscaseisrather atin thescaleofthe� gure.How-

ever,it shallbe used to calculate the criticalexponent

 forthe transition.Asseen,the m axim um �m ax ofthe

susceptibility increaseswith increasing L.

T

χ

 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 1.85  1.86  1.87  1.88  1.89  1.9  1.91

L = 36
L = 48
L = 60

FIG .11:Susceptibility versusT forL = 36;48;60 with Js =

0:5 and I = Is = 0:1.
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FIG .12:Transition tem perature versusL with Js = 0:5 and

I = Is = 0:1.The insetshowsthe enlarged scale.

For com pleteness,we show in Fig. 12 the transition

tem perature as a function ofL. A rough extrapolation

to in� nity givesT1c ’ 1:86� 0:02.

In the frustrated case,i.e. Js < Jcs,we perform the

sam e calculation for � nite-size e� ect. Note that in this

casetherearetwo phasetransitions.W eshow in Fig.13

thelayersusceptibilitiesasfunctionsofT fordi� erentL.

As seen,both surface and second-layertransitions have

a strong sizedependence.

W e show in Fig. 14 and 15 the size dependence of

the transition tem peratures T1 (surface transition) and

T2 (second-layertransition).

Thesizedependenceofthem axim aobserved aboveal-

lowsusto estim ate the ratio =�.W e show now ln�m ax

asafunction oflnL forthedi� erentcasesstudied above.

Figure16(a)and (b)correspond respectively to thetran-

sitionsofsurface and second layeroccurring in the frus-

trated case with Js = � 0:5,while Figure16(c) corre-

(a)

χ

T

(b)
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 0.25  0.255  0.26  0.265

L = 36
L = 48
L = 60

 0.27
 1

 2

 3

 4

 5

 6

 7

 8

 1.76  1.78  1.8  1.82  1.84

L = 36
L = 48
L = 60

 1.74

FIG .13:LayersusceptibilitiesversusT forL = 36;48;60with

Js = � 0:5 and I = � Is = 0:1.Left(right)�gurecorresponds

to the �rst(second)layersusceptibility.
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FIG .14:Transition tem peratureversusL forthesurfacelayer

in the case Js = � 0:5 with I = � Is = 0:1. The inset shows

the enlarged scale.
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 1.788
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FIG .15:Transition tem peratureversusL forthesecond layer

in the case Js = � 0:5 with I = � Is = 0:1. The inset shows

the enlarged scale.

spondstotheuniquetransition occurringin thenon frus-

trated case with Js = 0:5. The slopes ofthese straight

lines give =� ’ 1:864 � 0:034 (a), 1:878 � 0:027 (b),

1:801� 0:027 (c). The errors were estim ated from the
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FIG .16: M axim um of surface-layer susceptibility versus L

for L = 24;36;48;60 with Js = � 0:5 (a,b), Js = 0:5 (c)

and I = jIsj= 0:1,in the ln� ln scale. The slope gives =�

indicated in the �gure foreach case.See textforcom m ents.

m ean least-square � tting and errors on the peak val-

uesobtained with di� erentvaluesofT0 (m ultihistogram

technique). W ithin errors,the � rst two values,which

correspond to the frustrated case,can be considered as

identical, while the last one corresponding to the non

frustrated case isdi� erent. W e willreturn to thispoint

later.

Atthisstage,wewould liketo em phasizethefollowing

points. First,we observe that these values of=� are

found to be between those ofthe two-dim ensional(2D)

Ising m odel(=� = 1:75)and the three-dim ensionalone

(=� = 1:241=0:63 ’ 1:97). A question which naturally

ariseson theroleoftheIsing-likeanisotropy term ,ofthe

two-fold chiralsym m etry and ofthe � lm thickness.The

role ofthe anisotropy term and the chiralsym m etry is

obvious: the Ising character should be observed in the

result(we return to thispointbelow).Itishowevernot

clear for the e� ect ofthe thickness. Som e argum ents,

such as those from renorm alization group,say that the

correlation length in the direction perpendicular to the

� lm is� nite,hence itisirrelevantto the criticality,the

2D characterthereforeshould betheoretically preserved.

W e think that such argum ents are not always true be-

cause itisdi� cultto conceivethatwhen the � lm thick-

nessbecom eslargerand largerthe2D universalityshould

rem ain. Instead,we believe that that the � nite thick-

ness ofthe � lm a� ects the 2D universality in one way

or another,giving rise to "e� ective" criticalexponents

with values deviated from the 2D ones. The largerthe

thickness is,the stronger this deviation becom es. The

observed valuesof=� shown above m ay contain an ef-

fectofa 2D-3D cross-over.Atthispoint,we would like

to em phasize that,in the case ofsim ple surface condi-

tions,i.e. no signi� cantdeviation ofthe surface param -

eterswith respectto those ofthe bulk,the bulk behav-

ior is observed when the thickness becom es largerthan

a dozen ofatom ic layers:4,5 surface e� ects are insigni� -

canton therm odynam icpropertiesofthe� lm .Thereare

thereforereasonsto believethatthereshould bea cross-

over from 2D to 3D at som e � lm thickness. O fcourse,

this is an im portant issue which needs to be theoreti-

cally clari� ed in the future.W e return now to the e� ect

ofIsing anisotropy and chiralsym m etry. The deviation

from the 2D values m ay result in part from a com plex

coupling between the Ising sym m etry,due to anisotropy

and chirality, and the continuous nature of the classi-

calHeisenberg spins studied here. This deviation m ay

be im portantifthe anisotropy constantI is sm all. For

the e� ect chiralsym m etry,it is a com plex m atter. To

show the com plexity in determ ining the criticaluniver-

salitywith chiralsym m etry,letusdiscussaboutasim pler

casewith sim ilarchiralsym m etry:theXY m odelon the

fully frustrated Villain’slattice. There hasbeen a large

num berofinvestigationson the nature ofthe transition

observed in this2D casein thecontextofthefrustration

e� ects.1,27,28 In thism odel,though thechirality sym m e-

try argum ent says that the transition should be of2D

Ising universality class,m any investigators found a de-

viation ofcriticalexponents from those ofthe 2D case

(seereview in Ref.28).Forexam ple,the following values

are found for the criticalexponent �: � = 0:88929 and

� = 0:813.30 These valuesare close to thatobtained for

thesingletransition in a m ixed X Y -Ising m odelwhich is

0.85.31,32 Itisnow believed thattheXY characterofthe

spinsa� ectstheIsingchiralsym m etrygivingrisetothose

deviated criticalexponents.Sim ilarly,in thecaseofthin

� lm studied here,we do notdealwith the discrete Ising

m odelbut rather an Ising-like Heisenberg m odel. The

Ising characterdue to chiralsym m etry ofthe transition

atthesurfaceisbelieved to beperturbed by thecontinu-

ousnatureofHeisenbergspins.Thetransition ofinterior

layershown in Fig.16(b)su� erssim ilarbutnotthesam e

e� ectsbecauseoftheabsenceofchiralsym m etry on this

layer. So the value =� is a little di� erent. In the non

frustrated case shown in Fig. 16(c),the deviation from

the 2D Ising universality classislessim portantbecause

ofthe absence ofthe chiralsym m etry. This sm allde-

viation is believed to stem m ainly from the continuous

natureofHeisenberg spins.

To conclude thisparagraph,we believe,from physical

argum entsgiven above,thatthedeviation from 2D Ising

universality classofthe transitionsobserved here isdue

to,in an decreasingorderofim portance,thee� ectofthe

coupling between the continuous degree of freedom of

Heisenberg spin to the chiralsym m etry,the sm allIsing-

likeanisotropy and the � lm thickness.

V . C O N C LU D IN G R EM A R K S

W ehavestudied,bym eansofaG reen function m ethod

and M C sim ulations,theHeisenberg spin m odelwith an

Ising-like interaction anisotropy in thin � lm s ofstacked

triangularlattices.Thetwo surfacesofthe� lm arefrus-

trated. W e found thatsurface spin con� guration isnon

collinear when surface antiferrom agnetic interaction is

sm aller than a criticalvalue Jcs. In the non collinear

regim e,the surface layerisdisordered ata tem perature
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lowerthan thatforinteriorlayers("soft" surface).This

can explain theso-called "m agneticallydead surface"ob-

served in som em aterials.33,34 Thesurfacetransition dis-

appearsforJs largerthan thecriticalvalueJ
c
s.A phase

diagram isestablished in thespace(T;Js).A good agree-

m ent between the G reen function m ethod and the M C

sim ulation is observed. This is due to the fact that at

high tem peratureswhere the transition takesplace,the

quantum nature ofspins used in the G F is lostso that

weshould � nd resultsofclassicalspinsused in M C sim -

ulations. W e have also studied by M C histogram tech-

nique the criticalbehaviorofthe phase transition using

the � nite-size e� ects. The result ofthe ratio ofcritical

exponents=� showsthatthenatureofthetransition is

com plicated duetothein uenceofseveralphysicalm ech-

anism s.Thesym m etry oftheground statealonecannot

explain such a result. W e have outlined a num ber of

the m ostrelevantm echanism s. Finally,we note thatin

surfacem agnetism the low surface m agnetization exper-

im entally observed33,34 hasbeen generally attributed to

the e� ectsofthe reduction ofm agneticm om entsofsur-

faceatom sand/orthesurface-localizedlow-lyingm agnon

m odes.Them odelconsidered in thispaperaddsanother

origin forthelow surfacem agnetization:surfacefrustra-

tion. It com pletes the list ofpossible explanations for

experim entalobservationsin thin � lm s.
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