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Fortheweakly coupled S = 1 antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg chainson a sin ple cubic lat—
tice, the e ects ofm agnetic im purities are Investigated by the quantum M onte C arlo m ethod
w ih the continuoustim e loop algorithm . The transition tem peratures of the im puriy-
Induced phase transitions for m agnetic in purities with S = 1=2, 3=2, and 2 are detem ined
and com pared with the transition tem perature induced by the non-m agnetic im purities.
Im plications on the experin ental results are discussed.

x1. Im purity-Induced P hase T ransitions

T here have been extensive studies on the phase transitions caused by m agnetic
elds and/or inpurities in the low-din ensional quantum gapped m agnets, which
do not show phase transitions down to zero tem perature. Am ong them , the non—
m agnetic-in purity-induced phase transitions i the spin-P eferls m aterial C uG €0 32
and the Haldane m aterial PbN 1,V ,0 ¢ have been experin entally investigated and
the team perature-dependence of the im purity-induced transition tem perature has
been detem ned.

Recently in the experin ent on PbN 1,V ,0 g, the transition tem perature induced
by m agnetic in puritieswere also reported and it was found that the in purity-induced
transition tem perature show s strange non-m onotonic dependence on the m agniude
of the In purity spinh® Speci cally, the transition tem perature caused by S = 1=2
Cu®" ions is very low com pared with thatby S = 0 inpurity M g°* ions. Further-
more, S = 3=2 Co?" ions induce by far the highest transition tem perature and the
transition tem perature induced by S = 5=2M n?' in purities is again lower than that
induced by S = 0M g in purities. M otivated by these interesting experin ental re—
suls, we study the m agnetic-im purity-induced phase transition and determ ine the
In purity-induced transition tem perature In the quasitonedin ensional S = 1 anti-
ferrom agnetic H eisenberg m odel by the quantum M onte Carlo sim ulations. Based
on the sim ulational resuls, we discuss the picture for the in purity-induced ordered
state hoping to understand the experin ental resuls.

x2. M odel
As a sin ple m odel to describe the physics of static In purities In the Haldane—

gapped state, we take the weakly coupled S = 1 antiferrom agnetic H eisenberg chains
on a sin ple cubic lattice w ith the host S = 1 soins random ly replaced by im purities

typeset using P TP TpX <cls ver.0 .91


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412676v1

2 M .M atsum oto and H . Takayam a

with soin S € 1. The Ham iltonian is w ritten as follow s.

X X X
0
H=J Sx;y;z §+ 1yyiz +J Sx;y;z §;y+ 1;z + Sx;y;z §;y;z+ 1 (2 '1)

XYz XYz XYz

H ere the strength ofthe intrachain coupling isJ and thisparam eter isused asa unic
to m easure the energy and the tem perature. T he strength of the interchain coupling
is J% and we set the x-axis paralkl to the coupled chains.

T he m odel param aters and sim ulational conditions are as follow s. It is known
that the one-din ensional H aldane gap at J°= 0 survives even under the presence of
a three-din ensional interchain coupling if its strength J° is an all enough,® and we
set J%= 0:01J wih which the ground-state system is known to be i the Haldane
gapped phase® T he critical value JS between the H aldane gapped phase and the
antiferrom agnetic phase is estin ated to be 0:013 by the m ean— eld theory on the
interchain coupling, which is expected to give the lower bound ofJg, and the value
determ ined by the series-expansion m ethod is J2= 0:026 0:001" P ractically it is
not su cient Just to satisfy J %< JCO, but we should also take care to keep the gap of
the pure systam am all for the cbservation of the in purity-induced phase transition
at a reasonably high tem perature. That is why we set J° = 001 and not, say,
J%= 0:001. W e willexplain this point in m ore detail in Sec.[.

For the system wih J%= 001, we study the nitetem perature phase transition
Induced by doped Im purity soinsw ith S = 1=2, 3=2, and 2, random ly replacing the
host spins that have S = 1. W e utilize the quantum M onte C arlo m ethod w ith the
continuoustin e Ioop algorithm® and the subspin symm etrization technique? for
the e cient simnulation of system s w ith general soin m agnitude. T he sizes of the
system swe simulated are (Ly;Ly;L,) = (B;8;8), (16;16;16), and (32;32;32), where
the Ly, Ly, and L, are the number of sites along the x, y, and z axes, respectively.
For each systam size and tem perature, we took average over 50 random sam ples.

In the present study, we x the concentration of in puritiesat 10% and determ ine
the m agnetic-im puriy-induced transition N eel tem perature and com pare them w ith
the non-m agnetic-im purity-nduced N eel tem perature.

x3. Resuls

W e show theway how we detem ine the in purity-induced transition tem perature
and its dependence on the spin m agnitude of the in purities. By the analogy w ith
the standard nite-size scaling analysis, we plot the ratio of the correlation length
to the linear system size L w ith respect to tam perature varying the system size and
observe the crossing point in =L to determ ine the transition tem perature. H ere the
antiferrom agnetic correlation length is calculated by the second m om ent m ethod®
using the dynam ic staggered correlation function. T he analysis forthe S = 2 m pu-—
rities is shown in Fig.[l. T he im purity—induced N eel tem perature is determ ined to
beTy = 012 0:01. Thusdetem ined in purity-induced transition tem peratures are
plotted against the spin m agnitude of the im purities .n Fig.[d. This gure includes
the results for the non-m agnetic In purities. Aswe can see, the S = 1=2 In puriies
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give higher transition tem perature than the non-m agnetic in purities. Further, aswe
Increase the spin m agniude of the In purities, the transition tem peratures ncrease
m onotonically in contrast to the experin ental resuls.
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Fig.1l. The detem hation of the transition 0 0.5 1 15 2
tem perature by the crossing point of the S

ratio of the correlation length x to the lin-
ear system size for system sizes Lx = 8,
16, and 32, where y and Ly are the corre—
Jation length and the num ber of sites, re—
spectively, along the x axis. Here plotted
are the data for them odeldoped w ith 10%
S = 2 in purities.

Fig.2. Impurty-induced tem perature plotted
against them agnitude ofthe in purity spin.
T he concentration ofthe im puritiesis xed
to be 10% .

x4 . D iscussions I: Interpretation of the Sim ulationalR esults

T o discuss the In purity-soin dependence ofthe in purity-induced transition tem —
perature for our sim ple m odel, ket us begin w ith the picture for the non-m agnetic—
in purity-induced Iong-range ordered phase? “0A0 which is schem atically shown in
Fig.[3. The ground state of the pure system is basically understood as the valence—

Fig.3. Schem atic gure of the sitedilution-induced antiferrom agnetic state. T he superexchange
interaction strength along the chain is set to be unity and that along the interchain direction is
J°. In this gure, only the cross section on the xy plane is shown. T he coupled chains are parallel
to the x-axis. The em pty circle denotes the diluted site and the lled one doesthe S = 1 spins.
T he arrow s denote the e ective S = 1=2 goins that appear on both of the nearest-neighboring
sites next to the diluted site along the chain. The Interaction between them is ferrom agnetic
along the shortest path that is indicated as 'F’ in the gure.
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bond solid (VBS)y4 ke state. Non-m agnetic in purities in this state act as cuts
In the Haldane chain and the doped state can be regarded as a set of nitedength
S = 1 Haldane chains wih the open boundary condiion. On both edges of the

nite length chain, there appear e ective soin degrees of freedom w ith m agniude
s = 1=2%3949 Thuson both neighboring sites of the diluted site, S = 1=2 e ective
spoIns appear and the interaction between them along the shortest path is ferrom ag—
netic as shown in Fig.[d. T he lJong+ange staggered correlation between the e ective
soins is supported by all of the interactions and thus the non-m agnetic in purities
Induce the antiferrom agnetic long-range order.

T he typical energy ofthe Interaction between the e ective soinsdecays exponen—
tially w ith respect to the distance betw een them w ith the decay constant proportional
to the gap of the pure system 240D por the observation of the in purity-induced
transition at a reasonably high tem perature, we need the gap of the pure system to
be su ciently am all to m ake large the length scale of the correlation between the
e ective spins that contribute to the long—range order. So in the Haldane phass we
choose a point near the phase boundary as described in Sec.[, where the gap is
alm ost collapsing approaching the quantum critical point of the pure system .

T his VB S-1ke picture reveals several subtle aspects when we consider the e ects
of S = 1=2 magnetic mpurities. At st glnce, i m ight be expected that the
S = 0 Inpuriies induce higher transition tem perature than S = 1=2 im purities
do if we focus on the point that an e ective S = 1=2 spin per S = 1=2 Inpuriy
contribbute to the buk longrange order whik an e ective S = 1 spmn per S = 0
In purity do. Here we In agine that the S = 1=2 spin in the position of the diluted
site in Fig.[d form s a sihglkt pair with one of the e ective spins. On the other
hand, it is thought that the opposite situation m ay well be realized if we consider
the paths of the interaction of the e ective soins that contrbute to the buk long-
range order. The S = 0 spins cut the strong Intrachain couplings and only the
extram ely weak interchain couplings m ediate the Interaction between the e ective
soins. O ppositely, the m agnetic in purities keeps the strong intrachain coupling by
de nition ofthe present m odeland the strength of the interaction between the local
e ective spins around the In purities ism uch larger. Furthem ore, the VB S structure
m ight be broken around the S = 1=2 inpurity spins and three S = 1=2 goins per
S = 1=2 mpuriy soin m ight contribute to the bulk antiferrom agnetic order. T he
sin ulational results showed that indeed the latter scenario ism ore plausbl for the
In purity e ects in the present sin ple m odels. W e should re ne the naive VB S-1ke
picture by investigating the m agnetic structure near the In purity sites. T his is the
next problem now being studied.

x5. D iscussions II: Tow ard the U nderstanding of the E xperim ental
Resuls

O bviously our m odel is too sin ple to describe the realm aterials. O ne of the
features we have not taken into acoount is the anisotropy e ects speci ¢ to each
m agnetic in purity soins which m ight be playing a signi cant role In determ ining
the real in purity-induced transition tem peraturet”) For exam ple, possble strong
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Ising-type anisotropy in S = 3=2 Co’" impurities could induce higher transition
tem perature than the others do A nother property we have m issed is the next—
nearest ferrom agnetic coupling that is known to be strong for PbN LV ,0 g2 4% and
we should include thisto give them ore qualitatively precise results. A ccording to the
discussions In the previous section, the e ects of nextnearest ferrom agnetic coupling
m ust be strong as it enables the e ective soins Interact strongly even in the case of
S = 0 In purities. Ludkily we can do the quantum M onte C arlo sim ulations w thout
su ering from the sign problm = ofthem odelsw ith the next-nearest ferrom agnetic
coupling as these additional interactions do not Introduce frustration. T hese are the
next problem s and now under Investigation.

A cknow ledgem ents

O ne of the authors M .) would lke to thank Prof. S.Todo and Prof. T . Sakai
for valuable discussions and P rof. K . Uchinokura and Prof. T .M asuda for usefil
comm ents. The loop algorithm codes for the present calculations are based on the
Ibrary \LOOPER version 2" developed by Prof. S.Todo and Dr. K .Kato and
the codes for parallel sin ulations are based on the lbrary \PARAPACK version 2"
developed by Prof. S. Todo. The num erical calculations for the present work were
done on the SG I 2800 at the Supercom puter center in the Institute for Solid State
P hysics, University of Tokyo.

R eferences

1) M .Hase, I.Terasaki, Y .Sasago, K .U chinokura, and H .Obara, Phys.Rev.Lett.71 (1993),
4059.

2) Y .Uchiyam a, Y . Sasago, I. T sukada, K .U chinokura, A . Zheludev, T . Hayashi, N .M fura,
and P.Boni, Phys.Rev.Lett. 83 (1999), 632.

3) S.Imai T.M asuda, T .M atsuoka, and K .U chinokura, unpublished (cond-m at/0402595).

4) T .Sakaiand M .Takahashi, J.Phys. Soc.Jpn. 58 (1989), 3131.

5) A.Koga and N .Kawakam i, Phys.Rev.B 61 (2000), 6133.

6) H.G.Evertz, G.Lana, and M . M arcu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 70 (1993), 875; B.B . Beard
and U ~J.W dese, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996), 5130; A review has been published In N .
Kawashinm a and K .Harada, J.Phys. Soc. Jpon. 73 (2004), 1379.

7) S.Todo and K .K ato, Phys.Rev. Lett. 87 (2001), 047203.

8) F.Cooper, B.Freedm an, and D .Preston, NuclL Phys.B 210 FS6] (1982), 210.

9) M .Sigrist and A .Furusaki, J. Phys. Soc. Jon. 65 (1996), 2385.

10) N.Nagaosa, M . Sigrist, A . Furusaki, and H . Fukuyam a, J. Phys. Soc. Jon. 65 (1996),
3724.

11) C.Yasuda, S.Todo,M .M atsum oto, and H . Takayam a, Phys.Rev.B 64 (2001), 092405.

12) I.A eck,T.Kennedy,E.H .Lib, and H.Tasaki Phys.Rev.Lett.59 (1987), 799; Com —
mun.M ath.Phys.115 (1988), 477.

13) S.M iyashita and S.Yam am oto, Phys.Rev.B 48 (1993), 913.

14) T .M asuda, K .Uchinokura, T .Hayashi and N .M 1ura, Phys.Rev.B 66 (2002), 174416.

15) M .Troyerand U ~J.W lese, unpublished cond-m at/0408370).


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0402595
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408370

	Impurity-Induced Phase Transitions
	Model
	Results
	Discussions I: Interpretation of the Simulational Results
	Discussions II: Toward the Understanding of the Experimental Results

