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M otivated by recent experin ents on undoped Lap;CuO 4, which found pronounced tem perature—
dependent anisotropies in the low-— eld m agnetic susceptibility, we have investigated a two—
din ensionalsquare lattice ofS = 1=2 spinsthat interact via H eisenberg exchange plus the sym m etric
and antisym m etric D zyaloshinskiiM oriya anisotropies. W e describe the transition to a state w ith
Iongranged order, and nd the spin-wave excitations, wih a m ean— eld theory, linear spin-wave
analysis, and using Tyablkov’s RPA decoupling scheme. W e nd the di erent com ponents of the
susceptibility within all of these approxim ations, both below and above the N eel tem perature, and
obtain evidence of strong quantum uctuations and spin-wave Interactions in a broad tem perature

region near the transition.

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum m agnetiam of low -din ensional system s has
attracted considerable attention in recent years, In part
due to the strong interest in the cuprate superconduc—
tors. For exam ple, it has been postulated that a strong
antiferrom agnetic AF) exchange interaction m ay be re-
sponsible for the high-tem perature superconductiviy in
these com pounds

T he ubiguitous structuraland electronic constituent of
this latter class of m aterials is the CuO, plane, and in
this paper we consider the m agnetic properties of such
planes In their undoped state. In particular, we con-—
sider the tem perature dependence of the static, uniform
m agnetic susceptibility for a single plane in an undoped
La,CuO 4 crystal. This system is known to be an AF
nsulator w ith a very sim ple structure, nam ely it can be
approxin ately thought ofas one CuO , plane stacked be-
tween La0O planes, w ith this structuralunit repeated, in
a body-centred tetragonalpattem, throughout all space.
H owever, a an all orthorhom bic distortion iIntroduces in —
portant spin-orbit couplings into the m agnetic H am iltto—
nian, leading to an AF state with a weak canted fer—
rom agnetic m om ent. These spih-orbi interactions are
central to the resuls presented in this paper.

A swasknown from the start ofresearch on the cuprate
superconductors, a com plete know ledge of the proper-
ties of the q)jn% quantum Heisenberg AF on a square
lattice is an absolute necessity? However, som e experi-
m ents have dem onstrated that a com plete description of
them agnetic behaviour found in, eg. La,Cu0 4, requires
additional physics. Examples include (i) weak ferro—
m agnetism in the low -tem perature orthorhom bic LTO)
phasef? (i) spin wave gaps with in— and out-ofplane
m odesp and perhapsm ost In portantly, (iii) the unusual
anisotropy of the m agnetic susceptibility observed by
Lavrov, Ando, K om iya and T sukada® Tt was this Jatter

experim ent that led us to com plete a sequence of the—
oretical investigations on a m odel that should describe
such a three-din ensionalarray ofsuch CuO ,; planesm od—
elling La,Cu0 4, a structure sim ilar to those found in
m any cuprate superconductors. This m anuscript sum —
m arizes the rst of these studies, that concemed w ith
a single CuO, plane, wih this plane described by a
nearneighbour Heisenberg m odel plis spin-orbit cou—
plings as em bodied by the antisym m etric and sym m etric
D zyaloshinskiiM oriya OM ) interactions. &

An in portant point needs to be raised to clarify the
applicability of this work to a realphysical system , such
asLa,Cu0 4. Firstly, note that according to the M em in—
W agner theorem a two-din ensional (2D ) system wih a
continuous sym m etry cannot undergo a continuousphase
transition, at any nonzero tem perature, to a state w ith
true long-ranged order. H ow ever, w hen one includesboth
the antisymm etric and symm etric DM Interactions this
symm etry is lifted, and thus the m odelthat we study In
this paperw illhave a true phase transition to an ordered
phase at som e nonzero tem perature, which we shall la—
belby Ty , In analogy to the N eel ordering tem perature
of a pure antiferrom agnet. So, the ordered phase for our
m odelofa singk plane w ill include a w eak ferrom agnetic
canted m om ent, as well as longranged AF order. Note
that current estin ates? of another interaction present in
the physical La,Cu0 4 system , that being a very weak
AF interlayer coupling which is usually denoted by J, ,
is that this energy scale is close to that ofthe DM in—
teractions, and thus i is lkely that both this exchange
and the DM interactions are roughly equally responsi-
ble for the observed transition. T his serves to em phasize
that our study of a single plane is not expected to accu—
rately explain all of the observed m agnetic properties of
La,Cu0 4; In fact, this work stands alone as a theoretical
study of an isolated plane, but it is of considerable inter—
est to leam which experim entaldata can and which data
can not be explained by such a single-plane m odel.
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We focus on the rl of the DM Interaction be-
tween the neighbouring spins in a CuO, plane. This
Interaction arises from the orthorhombic distortion In
La,Cu0,4 (Which is associated w ith the sm all tilt of the
CuO ¢ octahedra) together wih the spin-orbit interac—
tion. The DM interaction leads to a am all canting of
the Cu spins out of the plane, so that the weak ferro—
m agnetic order appears in each CuO , plane, and subse-
quently allow s for the form ation of 3D AF order. This
allow s one to observe a pronounced peak in zero— eld
m agnetic susceptbilityA%  ©(T), and the earliest work on
the In portance ofthis nteraction ocused on DM physics.
Tobe speci ¢, Thio et al32! analyzed their susceptibility
data using a Landau theory expanded to sixth order, for
a 2D H eisenberg antiferrom agnet w ith interlayer coupling
and the DM -generated tem s. T hey obtained reasonable

ts of their theory to the susceptibility and eld depen-
dent m agnetization data, and deduced param etersw hich
characterized m agnetic properties of the La,CuO 4 sys—
tem . As we shall explain below, we believe that the
necessity of Incorporating such higherorder tem s into
their ts is suggestive of the im portant role played by
spin-w ave interactions, a conclusion consistent w ith the
results presented In this, and our future m anuscripts on
this problam .

Investigations of the magnetic ground state of
La,Cu0 4 were perform ed by several groups of authors,
usually wihin the fram ework of the linear spin-wave
(SW ) theory. The calculations were based on an e ec—
tivem odelH am ilttonian derived by M oriya’sperturbation
theory® applied to H ubbard type H am iltonians by taking
Into account the spin-orbit coupling. In the m ost gen—
eral form , the e ective spin Ham iltonian, in addition to
the isotropic exchange interaction, inclides the above—
m entioned antisymm etric and symm etric DM interac-
tions. The rstm icroscopic derdvation ofthe spin Ham i~
tonian wasperform ed by Co ey, R ioe, and Zhang;*2 they
estin ated the antisym m etric DM ocoupling constants and
showed that when the DM vectors altemate a net fer—
rom agnetic m om ent m ay be generated in the ground
state. Shekhtm an, Entin-W chln an, and A harony*3 sub-
sequently showed that the sym m etric anisotropies con—
trbute to the m agnetic energy in the sam e order as
the antisymm etric DM anisotropy, and can never be ne—
glected. Several groups?2id3 reexam ined the M oriya’ s
theory and found expressions forthe e ective soin H am il
tonian which inclides both types of anisotropies. The
linear SW theory applied to such models at T = 0 al-
Jow s one to obtain previously reported values ofthe spin—
wave gaps at the centre of the 2D Brillbuin zone, as
well as to estin ate the m agnitudes of the anisotropic—
exchange interactions. H ow ever, a detailed consideration
ofthem odelw ith the antisym m etric and sym m etric DM
anisotropies at nonzero tem peratures isup to now absent
from the literature.

A very rough and sin ple approxin ation which can be
used to study the e ective m agneticm odelat nite tem —
peratures is the mean eld approxin ation M FA). The

M FA ignores e ects of uctuations and correlations be—
tween the spins, hence, i 2ils for T near Ty and givesno
short—range order above the transition tem perature. At
very low T the noninteracting SW theory is usefiil, and
it gives a successfiil prediction of the energy of low -lying
excited states, and correctly reproduces the dom inant
term in the low-T m agnetization. But, i fails near the
phase transition point. To analyze the high tem perature
behaviour the 1=T expansion m ethod can be em ployed.
But, since the La,Cu0 4 crystal ordering tem perature is
much sn aller than the m agnitude of the superexchange
Interaction (Ty << J), the high-tem perature expansion
(to the rst few orders n J=T ) is not able to discuss the
tem perature region of interest, that is T near the transi-
tion tem perature.

In the present paper tin e we consider the 2D soin—
% anisotropic quantum H eisenberg antiferrom agnet over
the entire tem perature range including both the sym m et—
ric and antisymm etric DM interactions. W e em ploy the
technigque ofdouble-tin e tem perature-dependent G reen’s
functions w ithin the fram ew ork ofthe random -phase ap—
proxim ation RPA). The rst tine such a scheme was
used was by Tyablikov,A¢ and he applied this form alism
to the Heisenberg ferrom agnet (the RPA for m agnetic
m odels is often referred to as T yablikov’s decoupling ap—
proxin ation). This work was generalized by Li#? to ob—
tain the longiudinal correlation function, and this latter
study is in portant In the developm ent presented in our
paper. The in portant feature of this technique is that it
dealsw ith the entire tem perature region and is In a good
agreem ent w ith the SW theory at low-T , aswellasw ith
1=T expansions at high-T . In this paper, w thin such a
schem e, we nd the transition tem perature at w hich long—
range order would be established for an isolated plane.
W e obtain the excitation spectrum , sublattice m agnetiza—
tion and susceptibility tensor as fiinction of tem perature
and coupling constants. W e also employ the M FA and
SW theordes to com pare results ofall of these approxin a—
tion schem es, and note the essential di erences between
them .

0 f course, m any investigations of the 2D spin— have
been com pleted previous to this work. W e have already
m entioned them ost popularand sin plem ethodsto study
soin m odels, that is phenom enological Landau theory,
linear SW theory, the M FA, and high-tem perature ex—
pansions. They yield an analytical description ofa w ide
range of physical properties and are very useful for prac—
tical purposes. At the sam e tin e the great progress in
the understanding of the ground state, them odynam ic
properties, and soin dynam ics ofthe H eisenberg m agnets
was m ade w ith the use of the newer and m ore com pli-
cated analytical schem es. A rovas and A uerbadit® used
a path-integral form ulation of the M FA theory within
the Schw Ingerboson representation. Thism ethod corre—
soonds to the largeN lm it of the generalized SU (N )
m odel; however, various di culties wih this m ethod
have been discussed in the literaturei?2% Takahash#!
has formulated and successfully applied the so-called



modi ed SW theory to the Heisenberg m odel which re—
produced the resuls of conventional SW theory and is
closely related to the Schw ingerboson theory. For the
one din ensional chain, Takahashi’sm odi ed SW theory
yields very good agreem ent w ith B ethe ansatz results, as
wellas for the 2D classical ferrom agnet at low-T (in that
it agreesw ith M onte C arlo results). A self-consistent SW
theory that is based on the boson-pseudoferm ion repre—
sentation, w as developed to study therm odynam ics of 2D
system s, and was also applied to S 1 system swith an
Ising-anisotropy 2D m agnets22 An in portant feature of
all these m ethods is that they can be used to describe
both the ordered and disordered (ie. the case ofno long—
range order) states.

O ther related work inclides: (i) The ferm ion rep-
resentation to perform a 1=N expansion was used by
A eck and M arston,22 largeS 2D Heisenberg antifer—
rom agnet In the ong-wavelength 1im it; and (i) based
on the diagramm atic m ethod for the spin operators,
the them odynam ics and the longiudinal spin dynam —
ics of Heisenberg m agnets were studied 2422 H ow ever,
the m ost note-w orthy success in the investigation of this
system is the work iof Chakravarty et al2®, who used
a renom alization-group approach to the quantum non-—
linear m odel, the latterofw hich describesthe low -T be—
haviour of the 2d Heisenberg AF In the long-w avelength
Iim it.

A sw illbecom e apparent below , the form alisn thatwe
have chosen to in plem ent is m ore appropriate for this
problem than any of those listed above, or the theories
listed above are too com plicated to lnvoke when one goes
beyond the 2D spjn% Heisenberg AF and includes spin—
orbit couplings.

The above few paragraphs summ arize theoretical ef-
forts that were directed towards the understanding of
the 2D S=1/2 square lattice AF . T he application ofthese
and related work to describe the m agnetic properties of
so—called single-layer cuprate superconductors, such as
Lap;Cu0 4, has attracted the attention ofm any theorists,
and fortunately an extensive review ofthiswork, w ritten
by Johnston, already existsZ? Tn this review?! one can

nd the com parison ofthe tem perature dependence ofthe
m agnetic susogptbility oran AF H eisenberg square lat-
tice calculated by di erent analyticalm ethods and quan—
tum M onte C arlo calculations, and, apart from the (post—
review ) data given by Lavrov et. al:, the application of
the analyticalpredictions togetherw ith the num erical re—
sults show very good tting to the experin entaldata for
the di erent single-layer cuprate com pounds.

O urpaper is organized as ©llow s. In Jllw e present the
m odel H am iltonian that we w ill study, Introduce a con—
venient coordinate transform ation w ith which it issim ple
to com plete analytical calculations, and then derive the
transform ation that relates the static uniform suscepti-
bility in both coordhate system s. In Sl we derive and
describe theM FA results, and then 1 sllllwe present our
derivations from applying the T yablkov/L 1 approach to
ourm odel H am iltonian. In slll we present a detailed ex—

am nation ofnum erical resultsthat ollow from ourwork,
Including a com parison of M FA, RPA and SW theordes.
F inally, in sl we sum m arize our paper including a brief
discussion of the rem ainder of the work that we have
com pleted on the fi1ll three-din ensional problem .

II. MODEL AND DEFINITION S:

A . M odelH am iltonian and the initial
representation

W e consider a model for the Cu spoins that are
present n the CuO, plnes of a La,Cu0, crystal in
the low-tem perature orthorhombic (LTO) phase and
employ a square lhttice w ith nearest-neighbour inter-
actions described by the follow ing e ective m agnetic
H am iltonian #3424

X X X |

H=J S; $ Dy 6 S+ Si 55 £ Q)
hijji hijji hi;ji

This Ham ittonian consists of the superexchange inter—
action together w ith the antisym m etric D zyaloshinskii-
M oriya OM ) interaction (IIZ) termm ) and the symm etric
pseudodipolar interaction (~ tem ). A swasdiscussed in
the Introduction, the DM and pseudodipolar anisotropies
arise as a result of the m ixture of H ubbard-type interac-
tion energiesand spin-orbit coupling in the low sym m etry
crystal structure.

For the LTO phase, we use anisotropic interactions
given by of the follow Ing fom

d d
Dap= 19—5( 1;1;0); Dac= 19—5( 1; 1;0); @)
and
0 1 0 1
| 1 0 , 1 2 0
ap= 8 1 0A; T =0 > 1 048; @

O
o
w
o
o
w

w here the corresponding coordinates, In what we refer
to as the \initial representation" in the LTO phase, are
shown in Fig.l@). Note that the DM vector given in
Eq. W) altemates in sign on successivebonds in thea b
and in thea cdirection ofthe lattice, as is represented
schem atically by the double arrow s in Fjg.!(b) .

W e mention that the symm etric tensor =~ has been
obtained by severalauthors?234425:28 i di erent om s.
W e have chosen the general form of this tensor, from
which other specialized choices can be extracted. For
Instance, the form of the sym m etric tensor obtained by
K oshibae, O hta, and M aekawat? can be recovered from
thisde nition if 3= 1.

In the LTO phase the classical ground state is deter—
m fned uniquelyF422 and below the N eel tem perature the
Cu spin structure show s long-range antiferrom agnetic or-
der w ith weak ferrom agnetism (viz. all spins cant out of
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FIG.1l: (@) Coordinates in the initial representation. ()

Thin ar.tows| the Cu spins, open ar.tows| theDM vectors.

the plane). To be concrete, in the classical ground state
the soins are canted from in-plane antiferrom agnetic or-
derby a an all angle given by
jo
1 d= 2
P “)
J+35(1+ 3)
and each plane has a net ferrom agneticm om ent In the z
direction perpendicular to the CuO , planes weak ferro—
m agnetiam ).

In tl"le sin pli ed case ofthe zero pseudodipolar nterac—
tion (© = 0) twasPundi22? that the ground-state spin
con guration exhibits the rotational sym m etry about the
DM vector which is the origin of the G oldstone m ode
In the spin-wave spectrum . Since in this sin pli ed case
there is a continuous sym m etry in the ground state, the
them al uctuations destroy the long-range order for any
T > 0, according to the M em in and W agner theorem 22
In the generalcase of the m odel H am iltonian ofEqg. m,
the continuous sym m etry no longer exists and the spin—

wave spectrum is gapped in the long wavelength lim it
g = 0.Consequently, the e ectof uctuations is reduced.
Tpat is, the DM (O % 0) together w ith pseudodipolar
(" 6 0) Interactions can give rise to long-range order
for low (pbut nonzero) tem peratures even for the purely
two-din ensional case (Ty > 0), and the M emm in and
W agner theorem does not preclide the possbility of a
nonzero sublattice m agnetization for nonzero tem pera—
tures in this generalcase. NN ote that his does not Im ply
that the transition to 3d long—ranged m agnetic order is
not in uenced by the Interplanarexchange coupling, but
sim ply that this lJatter coupling is not, in general, neces—
sary to achieve such order.)

B . C haracteristic representation

In solving this system , it ism ore convenient (theoreti-
cally) to transform from the initial representation, given
above, to the characteristic representation (CR) in which
the quantization axis (z) is in the direction ofa classical
m om ent characterizing the ground state. In the present
case there are two such classical vectors in the direction
of the canted m om ents (recall that we are considering
only a single CuO, plane). T herefore, we Introduce two
rotated coordinate system s, as shown in Fig.l. Spin de—
grees of freedom in the Iniial representation are denoted
by £S;g, but In the characteristic representation we use
f ;g. W e Pllow the notation that i-sites belong to sub—
lattice 1, whereas j-sites belong to sublattice 2.) For the
sitesofsublattice 1 we apply a transform ation ofthe form

0 1 o ) — 10 , 4 10 1
X ; sh +1 sn 1 2cos g5 #5 0 S¥
@ YA = -@ 1 sn +1  2cos A@ L L oA G gYA
L 2 P2 > 2 72 L
i 2 cos 2 cos 2 sin 0O 0 1 Si
0 10 1
1 1 sin cos ST
= p=0 1_sh _cos A G sfA; ©)
2 0 "Zocos @ 2sin Sz
[
and for sublattice 2 Them odelH am ittonian of Eq. M) in temm s of the new
operators reads
o 1 0 ) 10 1 X . . ..
c %A 1@1 s:|n cos A@S%A Hcr = A(y 3+ 4 3) B 4
i = 19_5 1 Sill’l _OOS Sj : (6) hi;jiap
Z : Z
3 0 2 cos 2 sin Sj B i 3 z z
% i 3 i 3
+ + + o+
+ A(; g+ 5 9)+B [ ]
o ) hijjiac
T he quantization axes (z) of the new spin operators ; . 2
and 5 coincide with the unit vectors in the direction of By AR
canted m om ents m om ents F ig. M. (7)



FIG .2: Numbered arrow s represent the Cu spin structure in a
CuO ; plane. Two sublattices 1 and 2 are introduced . Foreach
sublattice the spin coordinate system w ithin the characteristic
representation (ie. after the transfom ations given by W)
and ) is shown. The thin net is shown only to sim plify the
visualization of the spin structure.

w here we introduced the ©llow ng de nitions

Ji=Jd+ 1
r
1 5 1
J2=5(1 3) + @=2) + U+5(1+ 3)F;
r
1 5 1
J3 = 5(1 3)+ @=2) + D+E(l+ 3)F;
. d
Js = 2 sIn +p—§oos;
8)
J J J1+ J
A=17%; B=—4+i1 3- (9)
4 2 4

T he subscripts hi; ji;p and hi; ji.. In the sum m ations of
Eq. ) inply the nearest neighbours in the ab and ac
directions, as shown i Fig.l@©).

The form ofthe Ham iltonian in the characteristic rep—
resentation is sin ilar to an XY Z m odel, but is clearly
m ore com plicated since term s of the form y 13
are present, which thus in ply tem s lke S¥SY. Thus, we
can extract from our resuls, in this representation, the
m agnetic suscgptibility ofthe X Y Z calculated in both the
m ean— eld and random phase approxin ations, by setting
the In aghary part B = 0. W e will consider num erical
results for this sin plerm odel in a future publication.

C . M agnetic susceptibility in the initial and
characteristic representations

W e consider the response of the system , describbed by
the Ham iltonian H in either the initial Eg. M) or char-
acteristic representation Eq. W), to an extemally ap—
plied constant m agnetic eld h. Tt is convenient to con—
sider the application of this eld in one direction only,
which we take to be the direction of the initial repre—

sentation,

H°=H nh Sy 10)
=1

where = x ory or z, it is to be noted that is not
summer over in Eq. ), and N is the number of the
lattice sites.

T he statistical operator of the system is required to
evaluate ensem ble averages of relevant physical quanti-
ties, notably correlators and them al G reen’s fiinctions,
and can be w ritten as

C az )
s, (Hd ; au

=e =e BT exp h

=1

where S;( )= & S  isthe operator in the Heisen—
berg representation for in agihary tim e argum ent , and
T isthe tin e-ordering operator. T he zero- eld suscepti-
bility describes the response ofthe system to such a eld,
and is de ned to be

Z
@M i RSP .
i HT S, ()Sp 0)id ;

=11=1 0
12)
where

by
K, i 3)
1

m i= 1=N

w ith correlators such as T S, ( )S, (0)i taken with re-
spect to the zero eld Ham ittonian H .

T he square lattice isbipartite and can be divided into
sublattices 1 and 2. Then, by using the de nitions

5 &=2 &=2 Z

h= = HT S; ()Sp 0)id ; a4)
i=110=1 0
5 §=2 =2 Z

22 = N_ el Sj( )Sjo ©0)id ; 15)
=13-1 0
5 &=2&=2Z

L= = HT S, ()S; 0)id ; 16)
=13=1 0
5 &=2&=2Z

L, = = HT S5 ()S; O)id ; an

=131 0

w here
i;i°2 sublattice 1; ;%2 sublattice 2

we can express the quantity of interest, , as

1
=zttt

> 219¢ 1s)

2t 127t



T hen, using sym m etry equivalent this sin pli es (see be—
low ) the calculation ofthe zero— eld susceptibility in the
niial representation to
= 1+ g5 19)
The sinpler om ofEq. ) vs. Eq. ) m akes clear
that it is desirable to perform calculations st using the
characteristic representation, and to then transform back
Into the niial representation. To this end we require the
relevant form of the susceptibility tensor in the charac—
teristic representation. To begin, ket usperform transfor-
mationsS;=A 1,S,=B , A= @A o],B= b o])to
the characteristic representation, such that the analogue
ofEq. Il is

=2
X y z
(aX i+ay i+az i)hl
i=1
&=2
bx $+by T+Db,
=1

J?)h2 : (20)

N ote that we have generalized the applied eld to beh;
for sublattice 1, and h, for sublattice 2, and in general
we will treat these as two independent applied elds. If
we de ne the com ponents of susceptibility in the charac—
teristic representation as

, 5 &=2&=2Z
- 5 () p Oid ; @l)
=110=1 0
, 5 &=2§<=2Z
L == 5 ()5 ©id 5 @2)
i=14=1 0
|
2 @ X7 o X7K7E
— 5 h,i= —
N @h, N

Sin ilarly, the response of the spins of sublattice 1 to the perturbation H °= H h .1:12 i ’

2 @ X7
J— 5 h i
N €hy i=1 i=1i%=1

So, by substiuting the inverse to the CR transform a-
tion, given by Egs. lill), into Eqgs. [, and taking
into account that = 7= = =0 i the

Mo, ()5 Oid g,

5 y-2§=22

then the susceptibility given in Eq. ) O B. in the
Initial representation) can be w ritten as

-2 .
2 X7 @rs, 1
1 - 5
N h
i=1 @h,
=2 . . .
2X @h *i eh Yi @h Zi
= = a, +ay +a,
N eh, eh, eh,
,  x o= <y -
= a, 11 taxay ;1 taxaz g
2 vy vy vy x vy z
tay, n tayax 11 tayaz: 1
, oz : : v
ta%, 11 tazax ;1 tazay 115 (@3)

and, n the sameway (see Eq. )

. .y .
2=axbx 1, taxby 1, taxb, g,

y v Yy % y z
12 taybx 5, taybs

5 +a.by 1, +a,by .t (4)

+ayby

+a,b,

0

T he quantities that are Introduced above In
Egs. [l have the ©low ing interpretation. For in—
0

stance, the component ,, %le;%enn ne the response
of the expectation value 2N |_ 'h ,; i of the spins of
sublattice 1 to the m agnetic eld applied to the spins
sublattice 2 (ho eld applied to the soins of sublat—
tice 1) in the © direction. Indeed, the perturbation

H°=H h hjl:lz joﬁ)nna]Jy leads to the response

@5)

M, () o 0)id o 26)

characteristic representation Wwhich can be derived an-
alytically), one obtains the desired transfom ation be-
tween the two representations, nam ely
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III. MEAN FIELD ANALY SIS

In this section we develop the mean eld approxin a—
tion M FA ) forthe system de ned by Eq. W), and cbtain
the behaviour of the m agnetic susceptibility and a de n—
Ing equation for the order param eter as a function of
tem perature. In part we include this derivation to m ake
evident how the orm alisn of x|l is applied to extract
the zero— eld uniform m agnetic susceptibility. H ow ever,
and m ore in portantly, we w ill show that when the cant-
Ing angle induced by the DM couplings is am all, there
are signi cant deviations from them ean— eld resuls, viz.
quantum uctuation e ects are large. T hus, here we es—
tablish the M FA susceptibility w ith which to m ake these
com parisons.

W ithin the M FA we focus on one of the spins and re—
place its interaction w ith other sopinsby an e ective eld.
To this end the follow Ing replacem ent is used:

nsimsi;

where a and b can be equal to any of x;y;z. It is to
be noted that it ism ore convenient to perform the M FA
calculations starting from the m odel in the characteris—
tic representation, and thus we consider Eq. ) and the
analogue of the above equation for the operators.

First, we nd the equation for the order param eter.
The Ham iltonian Eq. W) within the M FA reads as

sish=rsiish + simshi (30)

M FA
Hj

Z %h %1 %;

1

(31)

and we nd that the order param eter, to be denoted by
, is found from the solution of

1
h?i= —tanh —Z Jyh *i ; (32)
2 2

where J, is given by Eq. ), and Z is the coordination
num ber. From this equation it is Inm ediately seen that

w ithin theM FA theN eeltem peratureatwhich vanishes

r

1
@=2) + U+§( 1+ 3)F

(33)
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Now, we nd the susceptbility of the system wihin
the M FA below T F» . First, we apply a m agnetic eld
In the z direction of the sublattice 1

X

H isites2 1 sublattice: (34)

Z-
ir

i
T he Ham iltonian within the M FA can be w ritten as
X X X X

z

OM FA _
H - i

Joh §i+ hi
hids

zZ: Z,
th i1 g7

i J  hiiy
P (35)
w here pii, T €aNS sum over all sites iwhich are nearest

neighbours of site j. T hen

8 9
1 < X =
h ?i = Ztanh — Joh #i+ hi ;
2 ) J ;
hiis
8 9
1 < X =
h§l= Etanh - J2h fl.
hii; !

(36)
W e write the m ean value of * operators in the form

hfi=hfig+ f;h%i=hjZio+ 3; 37)
whereh iy = h Ziy = , is the expectation value of *
operator In the absence ofthe eld, and the tem Z is
the part of h *i induced by the applied eld. Since the
applied eld h} as well as the tem s mvolving ? are
sn all, wem ay expand Eq. [lll) in pow ers of these term s.
Then,we nd

n

2
Zsech EZ Jy

o

z z

11

o -
’

z 7 _ i
hf ni=0 1 (J42Z )2 sech? 5% J;
n o
z ZJ2 (Z)Zsech4 EZ Jz
= = 2 = n Fa Ny
21 Y =
hf ni=0o 1 (sz )2 sech? 523,

(38)

Due to the com plicated couplings ound in Eq. W),
the transverse com ponents are much m ore involed to



calculate. Applying a eld in the x direction to the spins
of sublattice 1 we consider
X
Hi=H W

i

isites 2 1-sublattice; 39)

and w ithin the M FA we thus exam Ine

X

gHOMEA = (k¥ +h¥1 ¥+ 0! Y+ nf %

i
Xl
O T+nd Y+ng %) (40)
3

Sin ilarly, by applying a eld in the y direction to the
soins of sublattice 1 we consider

X
BOMER = GF I+ BI+RI1T+n D)
i
X Yy v
X X Z Z
0 ¥+hy Y+n3 %) 41)
3
where
X
hf = f 2Ah%i+ 2=Bh Yig;
hijis
hi= £ 2AhYi+ 2=Bh {ig;
hiis
X
hi = f 2ahYi+ 2=Bh Yig;
hijis
h! = f 2AahYi+ 2=Bh Fig;
hiij
X X
hi = th ;l; hg = th Jz_l;
hji; hiis

where =B denotes the in aginary part ofB . Then, the
system of equations determ ining the transverse com po—
nents of susceptibiliy Eq. ll) and Eq. ) within the
M FA schem e is found to be

Jpoxx _ o oxx _govs 1
5 1 21 21 o7 '
Jy o« x < x -

oo T A =B 11

J2 y % y % X X

oo = A 5 =B 5 7

Ty v o= - -
PR A =B 11

Js Xy Xy y v

- 1 = A 5 =B 2 i

2

P Xy x y Z y v
PRk = A =B 11 7

J2 Yy v _ A Yy v —B Xy l .
5 11 21 21 o7
J2 Yy v y Y Xy

7 21 = A | =b 11

@4z2)

The solution ofthis system s, Eq. [lll) tums out to be

xox xox y v o yy_J2=2+A J2=2 A
i1 - 22 T 11 T 22 2 7
47,12 47,12
®ox x Yy v Yy v J2=2+A J2=2 A
12 = 21 T 12 T 21 T T3 2 7
17 4z '3
sy xv_ wx_ wax_=B 1 1
11 = 22 T 11 T 22 T2 G2 7
4z, 12 12
vy Yo vox yx_:B 1+ 1
12 = 21 T 12 T 21 T2 72 7
47 17 12
43)
where
a
Iy =  (@,=2+ A)2 =B%
a
1, = J,=2 AP =B%:
(44)

U sing the relation betw een the com ponents of susceptibil-
ity in the initial and characteristic representations given
in Egs. -, we obtain the nalresulk for zero— eld
uniform susceptibility wihin the M FA below the M FA

ordering tem perature, T F*, viz.
xMFA _ } 1 45)
+ 14
47, + Jp n o
2
YMFAZESjIIZ()+CDSZ() sech EZ‘::‘J-Z O .
43, % 4 T+ J, sechz EZJ2
(46)
2 sech? =zJ
cura _ 100 () sin®() 222 )
4Jd2+ Js S R =S L,
@7)
w ith the equation for the order parameter given by

Eq. . Ford= ;= 0,mplyingthat = 0and J, =
J, the above seem Ingly com plicated results indeed reduce
to the correct M FA expression for the susceptibility.)

The ollow Ing comm ents on the M FA result are in or—
der. First, note that for physical values of d and ;
d; i J) the canting angle out of the xy plane
is very am all; thus, since the AF moment is in the yz
plane and nearly aligned along the vy axes, * diverges
at T} 2, but the other two com ponents rem ain  nite at
the transition. However, while the x com ponent of the
susceptbility rem ains independent of tem perature, since
the canting producesa net FM m om ent in the z direction
that is coupled to the y com ponent of the localm om ent,
there is an additional increase of Y as the transition is
approached from below .

Now consider the param agnetic tem perature region
(T > Ty), Prwhich the only com ponents w ith nonzero
soin expectation values are those driven by the applied



eld. Follow ing sin ilar considerations to above, the nal
results for the com ponents of suscgptibility in the initial
representation for high tem peratures (I > Ty ) reads

xMFA } 1 ; 48)
43, + T
2
yura _ 1sih®() }oosz(); @9)
4T & 4T+ J,
s 2
S 1oos2()+1s:n()_ 50)

4T +J; 4T 3

Notethatin thelimit T ! T) F* = J, we obtain that
the x;y com ponents of the susceptibility are continuous
at the transition, w hereas the z com ponent ofthe suscep—
tibility diverges at the N eelpoint, from above or below,
ow Ing to the presence of the weak ferrom agneticm om ent
that rst develops at the transition.

IVv. LINEAR RESPONSE THEORY W ITH IN
THE RPA

A . Susceptibility below Ty

In this section we derive expressions for the static, uni-
form susceptbility within the RPA below the ordering
tem perature, Ty . Note that this tem perature is deter-
m ined w ith the RPA , and is not equivalent to that found
In the previous section.

W e em ploy them alG reen’s functions in the analysis
ofthe spin Ham iltonian given in Eq. M) with spin 2. The
de nition of such G reen’s functions for two B ose opera—
tors A, B and the corresponding equation ofm otion, are
given by

Gas ()=HTA()B (0)i; (61)
dGas () . :
—a (hRA;B I+ HTH ( );A()B O)i: (52)

A sdiscussed In the introduction, we adopt a procedure
that was Introduced by L11A? asthis technique allow s for
us to nd longitudinal com ponent of the susceptibbility.
To thisend, we introduce the perturbed H am iltonian (in
the characteristic representation)

X
f Y (53)

i

£
Hl =HCR

where £ isa anall ctitious eld; note that the eld is

de X n
—é“( '~ 2 (pn i

X n abf
2h 2 fRG, ), (

ac

4 f
2h f(H)fRG,

(@]
#B Gy, . ()I+ 3% (HfGy ()

applied to the spins of sublkattice 1 only, and w ithin the
present paper we restrict £ to be constant and static.

In the in aginary-tin e form aliam , the G reen’s functions
to be used are

GL (=1 (), Oi;
GE ()=t | (), 0)i; 12 sublattice 1;
Glo. (V=1 '5(), Oi;
GE ()=H _o( ), 0)if; n2 sublattice 2;

(54)
w here the expectation values are taken w ith respect to
the perturbed Ham iltonian in Eq. M) . A frer an expan-—
sion in a power serdes of £ we can w rite

et (=62 r+ £ (H)+0@): (55)
Since Gl(g)( ) = Gn (), from now drop the superscript
and use
G ()=Gn( )+ £6Y ()+0@): (56)
A 1so, we introduce
hi()f=nh%i+ fvi+ 0 (£%); (57)

w here, due to the translation periodicity h 71 =
order param eterat £ = 0.

T he equation ofm otion forthe G reen’s function G fn ()
is given by

, the

aG 1 ()

=2 n #if
d ()ln 1

+H Her ()1 ()], OiFf  £GL: (58

In order to solve this equation for the G reen’s function
it must be lnearized. W e will use the random phase
approxin ation RPA ), n which the uctuationsof * are
ignored and the operator * isreplaced by itsm ean value
h 2if | this is the socalled Tyablikov’s decoupling+2
Forexam ple

P ()f (), 0f !
PaioEm D) @OFf=h )6 () 69

A fter this decoupling is introduced, Eq. [lll) is ound to
be

(]
() BG, ,,()+ &% (G ()

n

£GL (); (60)



w here " refersto a sum m ation over the nearest neigh—
gours of the site 1 in the ab direction, and sim ilarly for
B | seeFig.M@). Here, allsites 1+  belong to the
sublattice 2.
W e Introduce the Fourier transformation In the
m om entum —frequency representation for the G reen’s
fiinction and the spin operator

2 X . y

GL ( )= Gl Kk;ln)el BrRaledn o (61)
k m
1X . y
hi()f = = higk;ly)ffe™Retn
km
X .

= k)[ + fvle ™ ®y (62)

k

where the expansion in Eq. [lll) and the linear response
to the uniform perturbation expressedby vi k) = k)w
were taken into account. In the transform ation given by
Eqgs. ), the sum overk runs over %N points of the

rst zone In the m om entum space, and !, = 2 n= DHr
n 2 Z aretheBoseM atsubara frequencies. Then, we can
w rite down the equation for the G reen’s function an ()
n the om

£Gr, k;ln)
230 + fuGL, Kiln)
222 [ + £ 5, Kiln)

+ 2Z2By [ + fviGs, (iln); (63)

. £
l!rnGlz(k;!m):

iy J2 Gi2 = AxGar BiG,,;

27 2

;-Zm % Gaz = AxG12z BxGy,
L 2 GH-ach med -
Bn %o acl mol) s
Bn % ocn ol esel
a % G0 - acl sl

10

where, as before, Z is the coordination num ber, and we
Introduce

Ay=A y; By= KB) ,+ EB) g; (64)

1 1
x = 5 (cosky + cosky); ]S = 5 (coskx cosk; ) :

From these we can write down the follow Ing two equa—
tions:

in

J2
Giz = —G1p+ AyG ByG,,; (65)
>z 12 > 12 kG 22 kG oo7
i.'m (1) 1
= —oG
27, 12 27, Y
vy J J. A%
+—2?2G12 + ?ZG{IZ’ + ARG + ByG Ly
Vi 1)
—BxG,, BG,, ; (66)

where in all equations we drop the wave vector and fre—
quency dependencies for the G reen’s functions, that is
G=Gkjln)andGP =GPV k;!y,).

In the same way we obtain the equations of m otion
for the other G reen’s finctions (see Eq. ) within the
RPA scheme. The nalsystem s of equations for zeroth—
and rst-order quantities can be w ritten as

itn J2
> + 7 G, = A Gy, + By Gonj
Lm Jy
; 57 ? G22 AkG12+ BkG12;
(67)
vy J vy i J.
veda v Hn Z 1.
2 27, 2 27,
v1 Jp ve il J2
—_—+ — — G
2 2% 2 221
vy J. vy il J.
vede vi ile 2 6o
2 27 2 27
vi Jo Vo l!m Jy G
2 27 2 22!

(68)



w3 oA - mcl mef s
w3 o = mch med s
7 o = ach el
7 ol = ach el

w here we have taken Into account the relations

G2 =
G, =

G111 =
G, =

Go2i
Gy,

Go1i
G 217 (70)
T he poles of the zero-order G reen’s functions G have
to be the sam e as the poles found forthe rst-order ones
G Y, This can be seen directly by com paring the struc—
ture of the system s of equations for the corresponding
quantities: the system in Eq. [l Brthe zero-order fiilnc—
tions is identicalw ith the system s in Eqgs. [l ©r the
rst-order ones, except for the free term s. T he free term s
In the rstorder system s are detem ined by the zero—
order G reen’s functions, thus, the rst-order quantities
G Y can be w ritten down in term s of the solution or the
zero-order system of Eq. [, and the as yet unknown
quantities v; and vy .
To calculate vi;; we use a relation connecting v and
the G reen’s functions G * ;0 ). From the de nitions
in Eq. [l and the expansion in Eq. [l we have

11

v1 Jo Vo j—'m Jy
— =t — - G127
2 27 2
v, J v il J
Y22 A2 m 22 Gas;
2 27 2 27
vidy v iy J2
- =y CEPY
2 27 2
J ! J. 1
vede v in T2, G,
2 27 2
(69)
while the expansion in Eq. [lll) leads to
£ _ @ _ 1 @ .
G0 )=G40 )+ £Gi © )—5 + £G; 0 ):
(72)
Thus, we can write down v = Gﬁ) O ), and after
Fourier sum m ation one obtains
2 X @
M = — G, k;0 ); (73)
N
k
2 X )
% = g G,y k;0 ): (74)

o~

The solution of the system i Eq. [l gives us the

rst-order G reen’s function G 2(12) k; !y ) and therefore v, .
Sin ilarly, to nd v, weuseEq. ).

T he solution ofthe system ofequationsin Eq. [l Hr

1 1
iji(O )= > hizif= > fw (71) the zeroth-order G reen’s fiinctions tums out to be
|
Jo,=2+ A 1 Jr=2+ A 1
Glok;ly)= — 1+ =2 k + 1 =z £
2 k) i, MK) k) at™ k)
Jr=2 A 1 J,=2 A 1
l+ 2 kK : 1 2 k :
k) i, %K) k) at"™ k)
J,=2+ A 1 J,=2+ A 1
Gakjiln)= =< 2 £ — + 1 z £ —
2 k) i, MK) k) ila+™ k)
Jr,=2 A 1 J,=2 A 1
1+ 2 K - + 1 2 K - ;
fak) iy %k) fak)  iat+" k)
6 kil = —B 1 1 1 , L 1 1
e 275 k) i, k) it k) lok) iy Mk) iatmk)
6 kil)= —B 1 1 1 1 1 1 )
sz 275 k) i, k) it k) lok) iy mk) iat"k)

(75)



where the spectra for the out-ofplane "; k) and inplane ", ) m odes* are given by

") = 22
" &) = 22

k)= 22
lok)= 22

(J2=2 + Ak )2
p
@2=2  Ay)?

ZBij;
BrT:

12

(76)

A fter the substitution of the results in Eq. [l into the system of equations in Egs. [lllll), and then using the

solutions ﬁ)rG{ll) &;!'n ),G2(12> k; !y ), the resuls for quantities v; and v, are ound to be

2c
v = — a7
LR T Ty g2gc,’
+ _C2 (78)
Vit vy = ;
TP 1 sec,
where
o - 2%, , 22 & BF nr) ne) (02=2)? 2 BF n(Dtn(2)tl
L= =
N k) k) k) k) k) k) " k) + "2 k)
( )
o2 2% @=24a)? 22 BBt (=2 A =2 BFRn(+1l)
TN 1Z)snn’ 3 2 m &) 12 ) sinh? == Zeom k)
( )
2 X (3=2+RAy) =2 (3,=2 B) =2
C; = — e ; here n("z)= Exp( ", k) 11':
N sinh® —+ sinh® =%
k 2 2
(79)
Now ltus nd the quantitieswhich determm ine a linear found to be
regoonse to am agnetic eld applied to the one of sublat— 1 1
tice { sece Egs. ). The bngitudinal z com ponents ¥ = - 82)
of the susceptibility In the characteristic representation 4J1: J2
are given b 1sin® ()
gren By V- L h o (I w) ®3)
43, &
.. @hzif .. @hZif . _ 1o ()
= — 1= = . = 2= = . = —— + sin + vy ]t 84
11 @f o Vi 12 @f o Vo, 4J2+ J3 ( )M 2] ( )
(80)

where the expansion of Eq. ) was used. The trans-
verse x and y com ponents of the susceptibility tensor are
determm ned in the temm s of G reen’s functions as

For com pleteness, we m ention that we have also per-
form ed the theoretical investigation of this m odel [ )
wihin spin-wave (SW ) theory, and the nal result for

the com ponents of static susceptibility tums out to be

7
0 2 X 0 sw 101
= = : . id ; * = -— 85
1 N OhT () p 0)id ; 1.5 0, (85)
1 sin?
0 2% ° o . yew _ IO o )s’Cy i 86)
12 = N_ o1 )j 0)id ; 43, N :
A 0
i;J z SW lcosz() 2 2
= ———— + sin s°C : 87
61) 13, + 75 ()5°€Ca 5 ®D

Tt can be noted that the di erence In the results w ithin

where = x;y.By substituting the solutions in Eq. [l
into the de nition in Eq. {lll) ©r the transverse com po—

theRPA ,Eqgs. l)-Il), and spin-w ave theory, Eqs. Il -

nents of susoceptibility, we easily obtain exactly the sam e
result that we have already found wihin our M FA cal-
culations { that is, Eq. [l .

Then, using Eqgs. [ll)-l) the com ponents of the sus-
ceptibility in the initial coordinate system ofEq. ) are

), cam e from the calculation ofthe com ponents ofthe
susceptbility in the direction of the sublattice m agne—
tization (that is 1; " and 1; "). The spin-wave the-
ory gives uniy in the denom inator of the expressions

, “and ,, i Eq. ), and S = 1=2 mstead

for 4
of the order param eter everywhere in the num erator.



The sin ilar situation takes place for antiferrom agnetic
Heisenberg m odel w thin the RPA schem et! and spin—
wave theory3t

W e alsom ention that the transverse com ponents ofthe
susceptibility in the characteristic representation [lll) are
equalw ithin theM FA, RPA, and SW theordes.

B . Related Them odynam ic quantities

In order for the above RPA theory to be com plete, we
need to determ ine the behaviour of the order param eter
and the transition tem perature.

The above expressions for the com ponents of sus—
ceptibility Egs. Illll), and for the elem entary excita—
tions (spin waves) given by Eq. [lll), include the asyet-
unknow n valie of the order param eter . From the de —
nition on the G reen’s functions we can obtain

+ o 1
Gnn ( =O)=hn nl=5 I (88)
2 X
w here Gnn O )=N— G2 k;0 ):

k

Substituting G 55 ;! ) from Eq. M), and perform ing the
sum m ation on the M atsubara frequencies, the equation
on the order param eter tums out to be

1 2X J=2+ Ay Pn (4 1]
—_ = — — n
N k) '
Jo=2 By
- ")+ 1] 89
) Rn ("2)+ 1] 89)

Since order param eter ) (sublattice m agnetization) is
tem perature dependent, it follow s that the spectrum of
elem entary excitations Eq. ) is also tem perature de—
pendent.

The Neel tem perature at which  vanishes w ithin the
adopted RPA approxin ation is determm ined by

( ) 1

12X J=2+A J=2 A
Ty= —~— L+ :(90)
AN 11 k) 17 k)
By putting ! O wecan nd that z-com ponent of sus—
ceptbilty ? i Eq. )
:I.CDS2 TCoJ1
S A e T
10 4J,+ J3 1 Th

diverges at the N eel tem perature, w hereas other com po—
nents of susceptbility rem ain nite as the Neelpoint is
approached from below .

13

C . Susceptibility in the param agnetic case

W hen the tem perature ofthe system is above the N eel
tem perature, Ty , there still exists short—range m agnetic
order. To model such an order? we Introduce a cti-
tious eld h pointing in the direction of the sublattice
m agnetization, that is the z direction in the characteris—
tic representation. To this end, the H am iltonian

X X

Hp = Hcr h Y h i (92)

isused,and thelimith ! 0 istaken after the calculation
is carried out. To obtain the susceptibility above the
N eel tem perature, it is convenient to ntroduce an order
param eter de ned by

y= lim 2Z =h): 93)
ht! 0

T he calculations for the m odel are very sin ilar to the
ones above presented. It is easy to show that param ag—
netic version of the equation on the order param eter in
Eq. Il keadsto

1+ y(J2=2+Ak)
¥BxF
+ 1+ yWJa=2 A)

1+ y@2=2 A))? ¥BxTF

Z 1+ y(J2=2+Ak))2

2 X 1
N

Ko

k

(94)

T he quantity y approachesto in nity asthe tem perature
is lowered to Ty . Indeed, puttingy ! 1 i Eq.
we nd the tem perature at which y diverges, which is
nothing but N eel tem perature.

By a procedure sin ilar to the above presented (that
is, the RPA schem e below Ty ) the di erent com ponents
ofthe m agnetic susceptibility in the param agnetic phase
are found to be

1 1

T, (©5)
4J1+ J2+ 2=y
1 s 2 2

g losO oL yD, ;
4 J, &+ 2=y 1+ 8y (@1+vyJd,=2)D ;

(96)

1 2

z _ _ﬂ+ sin? ( )yiDz; 97)
4J2+ J3+ 2=y 1 8y2D3

w here
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O (+y@2=2+Ayx)) A+y(2=2 A)) ¥ Bx T )
‘U222 N fA+y @2=2+A))?  ¥BFof+y@=2 A))? ¥ BrFg
R (L+y T2=2+Ax))* + v* By § U+y@=2 A+ v Bf
f227 N fMry@=2t20)?  ¥BxFP fQHy(ER=2 A)?  ¥BixFF
. 1 2% 1+y (J,=2+Ay) . 1+ y@2=2 2Ay)
222 N (+y(@2=2+Ax))?  ¥BxF (Q+y@=2 AP ¥ BT
(98)
Byputtingy ! 1 weobtain that the com ponentsofsus— In the lim it of the sm all anisotropy d; J the com —
ceptbility * and Y are continuous at the Neel point, ponents of the susceptdbility at T = 0 within the M FA

w hereas the z-com ponent of susceptibility diverges in the
y ! 1 lim it at the Neelpoint, the latter result re ect—
Ing the presence of the spontaneous canted ferrom agnetic
m om ent In the z direction.

D . Susceptibility in the T = 0 lim it

A swew illpresent in the results discussion, the dim en—
sionality ofthe param eter space that seem sto be relevant
to the cuprates is large, but there are only a few iIn por—
tant values that determm ine the physical properties of the
system . Here we discuss two key experim entally obtain—
able quantities, and their relation to the above theory.

Tthasbeen reported, using inelastic neutron scattering,
that the out-ofplane (";) and in-plne (";) spin-wave
gapsare 5:0 and 2:3m €V, resgpectively, in the LTO phase
of La,Cu0 4 crystal® Using these results let us predict
the ratio ofthe com ponents of susceptibilicy Y= *. The
zone-centre (k = 0) spin-wave gaps are given by

" =2 T2+ J1) T2

(T2

%);
J) J2+ J3);

"> = Z 99)

and they are real if J, < J;;J3. So, from these relations
we obtain

nocom J > Jst (100)

Also, In the T = 0 lm it the y com ponent of the suscep—
tibilty n Eq. Il is given by

.2
yMFA _ }S]l’l ( )= }JZ LE‘
43, & 432 ZF'
yMFA J2 le
then = = : 101
T herefore, w thin the M FA
xMFA § yMFA , J.> Js: 102)

Thus, if", < "1 ("2 > "), In the 1im it of zero tem pera-
ture the M FA predictsthat Y < * (Y > *).

tum out to be

xMFA ZMFA i
87’
d2
yMFA - 103)
3202 ( ¢ 3)

w hile the expressions for the spin-w ave gaps are

p
" Z 23 ( 1 3); "2 Z d= 2: (104)

W e can see that com ponents *# are aln ost lndependent
of the anisotropy param eters, while the Y com ponent is
very sensitive to the ratio between the antisym m etric d
and symm etric 1 3 param eters of anisotropy. T hen,
the ratio betw een the com ponents of the susceptibility is
given by

x;z M FA "l 2
Tt can be noted that w ithin the M FA schem e the dif-
ferent com ponents of the susceptbility, ie. *, Y and
?, are detemm ined by the contributions from the trans-
verse com ponents of the susceptibility in the character—
istic representation. Indeed, as should be expected, the
Iongiudinal com ponents of the susoeptibility in the CR
(sceEq. ) are equalto zero in the T = 0 lini. As
showed earlier in this paper, in the characteristic rep—
resentation the RPA and SW theories lead to the same
result for the transverse com ponents of the susoeptibil-
ity asthe M FA does. Since the longitudinal com ponents
in the CR, given by the Eq. ) within the RPA, and
their sin pli ed expressions wihin the SW theory (see
Egs. ) becom e negligbly snallin the T = 0 Iim i,
we predict that RPA, SW and M FA within the reason-
able range of the m odel param eters (d; J) satisfy
the ratio of Eq. ), and the di erent com ponents of
the susceptbility at T = 0 can be approxin ated by the
Eq. N .
W e also note the analogy w ith the pure 3D H eisenberg
m odel where, in the lim i of zero tem perature, all ap—
proxim ations considered here give the sam e m agniude



for the transverse com ponents of the susceptibility, and
zero for the Iongiudinal oned?

V. RESULTSOF CALCULATIONS

In this section we present the results of a num erical
Investigation of the m agnetic properties of the system
m odelled by the H am iltonian given by Eq. ) based on
the above presented analytical form ulae. Speci cally, we
are Interested In the tam perature dependencies ofthe var-
Jous com ponents of the susceptibility for di erent values
(speci cally, ratios) of the m odel param eters. Further,
we w illnum erically dem onstrate the correlation between
the m agnitudes of the two spin-wave gaps in the exci
tation spectrum and the behaviour of the susceptibility
com ponents; this relation was discussed analytically in
the previous subsection. A Iso, and m ost In portantly, we
w illm ake clear the role played by quantum uctuations
by com paring the resuls of the di erent approxin ation
schem es.

In what ollow s, we w illm ainly exam ine one set ofpa—
ram eters that are suggested from experin entalm easure-
m ents discussed In the previous subsection, and this w ill
allow us to \zero n" on a param eter regin e. H ow ever,
since have developed the theory for one plane and not
a 3d solid, we do not necessarily expect this set of pa-
ram eters to be representative of a system lke La,CuO4;
Instead, as we discussed in the introduction to this pa—
per, this approach will allow us to determ ine if a one—
plane approach is adequate, since, as we and others have
discussed, a true T, > 0 phase transition is possible for
one plane and thus could possbly be su cient for this
system .

In the present calculationsw e expressallm odelparam —
eters in temm s of J. A Iso, as will be m ade clear below ,
Instead ofusing the set ofparam eters 1, ,,and 3,we
dealw ith com bination of param eters 1 3, 1+ 3,
and ,. T llle chosen m agnitudes of the m odel param e~

tersdand
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give the reported m agnitude of gaps in the

wo_n

o=" 5mev; "=, 23mev; (106)

at the tamperature T = Ty =3 Pr the superexchange
valie J = 130 m eV 2 This Jleads to the param eters given
by

d=J = 0:02; (1 3)=J = 042 10°; (107)
w here, as discussed below , we have set
(1 + 3)=0 = 0; , = 0: (108)

A . TheAFM order param eter, spin-w ave
excitations, and Ty

To exam ine the di erent analytical schem esused in the
previous sections, we com pare the representative solu—
tions of the order param eter, , w ithin the RPA m ethod,

15

Eq. @), and within the M FA, Eq. [l . M ost interest—
ingly, we note the results shown in Fig.l@) look very
sim ilar to the corresponding ones for the pure 3D quan-—
tum Heisenberg antiferrom agnet w ithin the RPA and
M FA schem es®

Since the orderparam eter  is tem perature dependent,
it follows that within the RPA schem e the spih-wave
spectrum  (see Eq. ) is also tem perature dependent.
In Fig. M) we present the behaviour of both m odes
In the excitation spectrum at the long wavelength lin i
k = 0) (energy gaps) with respect to the relative tem —
perature (T=Ty ); these resuls com pare favourably w ith
the experin entalm easurem ents of the sam e quantity2
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FIG.3: (Colr online) The (a) order param eter vs. T=Ty
w ithin the RPA method (plack solid line) and the M FA (red
dashed line), and the (b) spin-wave gaps, in units of J, in the
spectrum ofelem entary excitationsvs. T=Ty within theRPA
m ethod. In both of these gures we have used d=J = 002,
(1 3)=0J=0#42 10°, 1+ 3= 0,and ,= 0.

Now lt us show that in contrast to the M FA ap-
proach, where Ty = J; J is alm ost independent of
the anisotropy, the Neel tem perature w ithin the RPA
analytical schem e is very sensitive to m odel param eters
dand ; 3. Figurell show s the zero+em perature en—
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FIG.4: The (@) T = 0 energy gaps, In units of J, vs. the
DM param eter d=J, aswellas () the N eel tem perature Ty ,
in unisofJ, vs d=J. In both ofthese gures, ( 1 3)=J =
042 10°%, 1+ 3=0,and 5= 0.

ergy gaps and the N eel tem perature as functions of the
DM antisym m etric exchange interaction d=J w ithin the
RPA method. A sone can see, the energy gap "1 isaln ost
Independent ofthe d=J, whilke ", depends aln ost linearly
on the DM interaction d=J, and In fact goes to the zero
in the Imit d=J ! 0. Asa result, when d=J = 0 the
G oldstone m ode appears in the spin-w ave spectrum and
them al uctuations destroy the long-range ordering for
any T > 0. Consequently, the N eel tem perature drops to
zero In case ofd= 0.

In the next two gures we present the dependencies
on the model param eter ( ; 3)=J. Now, the en—
ergy gap ", is jnde'pendent of the param eters of sym —
m etric anisotropy = and thus determ ined by the DM
Interaction d=J alone, while the gap "; varies strongly
wih ( 1 3)=J. As in the above case, In the lm it
of ; 3! 0themode ", in the spectrum becom es
gapless and, therefore, the transition tem perature to the
long-range ordered state would be suppressed to zero.

One can understand the above results for the zone-
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FIG .5: The (@) energy gaps, in unitsofJ, vs. ( 1 3)=J,
and (o) the Neel tem perature, n units of J, as function of
(1 3)=J.

centre excitation spectrum inm ediately from the the ex—
pressions Eq. M) in the lin it of am all anisotropy. O ur
num erical results, shown in the previous gures, dem on—
strate that these expressions are valid over a large range
of param eter values.

B . Param eters regim es

W e now sum m arize our num erical results w ith regards
to the dependence of various them odynam ic quantities
on the m aterial param eters appearing in the Ham ilto-
nian.

F irstly, we nd that the N eeltem perature isaln ost in—
dependent ofthe ( 1+ 3)=J wihin the reasonable range
ofthem odelparam eters (see below ). In fact, In order to
argue for the independence of the them odynam ic quan—
tities centralto this study on certain m aterialparam eters
that appear in the Ham iltonian, viz. , and ;+ 3, in
Fig.llwe show two representative plots for the order pa—
ram eter and the susogptibility within the RPA scheme
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FIG. 6: (Colr online) The (a) order param eter vs. T=J
for the di erent valuesof ,=J and ( 1 + 3)=J,and () the
susceptibility, in units of 1=J, vs. T=J for the di erent values
of , and 1+ 3 discussed in the test. In these plotswe have
xed d=J = 002,and =J ( 1 3)=J= 042 10°7).

for the constant values of the d and = 1 3 (@again
in units of J). That is, in each ofthe plots in Fig.lWwe
have sin ultaneously plotted ten data sets each w ith the
di erent valuesofthe , and 1+ 3, wheretheparame-
terratio , hasbeen varied from thevalie 10 up
to the 10° ,and 1+ 3 from thevalie 1C

to the 10? (@llin units of J). A s one can see, even
for such a large range of the param eters, one can hardly
see the di erence of the absolute values of the N eel tem —
perature, order param eter and susceptibility.

T hus, to study the m agnetic properties of the system
we can use only the DM interaction d and the com bina-
tion 1 3 of the sym m etric tensor com ponents as two
Independent param eters, and so we conclide (sin ilar to
others?222) that the system can be studied ushg , = 0
and 1+ 3= 0.

In various lim its, it can be shown that this result fol-
low s from the above presented analyticalwork. T he non—
diagonalterm , of the symm etry anisotropy tensor is
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nvolved In allexpression through the com bination in the
J; Eqg. W)). For the reasonable anisotropy param eters

(that s < d J) the spins are canted by a very
an all angle d=J, and as a result we can neglect the
term 5 sin d,=J wih respect to d, and hence we

can ignore the quantity ., In all our formulae. Sin i-
larly, 1+ 3 is mvolved In the fom ulae through the
com bination in the J;, J3, and canted angle , where it
appeared only asthe com bination J + % (1+ 3).Thus,
theparam eter 1+ 3 can be ignored w ith respect to the
superexchange interaction J (seeEq. ).

T herefore, one can assert that the m odel H am iltonian
ofEq. ) leads to the sam e resuls as, for instance, the
m odel described by the spin H am iltonian

X
H = JS; $ Sisz;+ D i3 Sy Sj)]; (109)
hi;ji
where we de ne 1 3.

C . Susceptibility

Now lt us consider the m ain focus of our paper, that
being the behaviour of the di erent com ponents of static
uniform m agnetic susoceptibility as a function of tem per—
ature. Our results or *, for the param eters discussed
in the previous subsections, are shown in Fig.ll (recall
our earlier result that the M FA and SW theories predict
the sam e T -independent value for this quantity). The x
com ponent of susceptibility below the N eel tem perature
is the tem perature independent and isequalto  1=(8J)
wihin theMFA Eqg. ), the RPA scheme Eq. ),
or spin-wave theory Eq. ). However, above the or—
dering tem perature, the RPA and M FA yield di erent re—
sults, w ith a weak T -dependence w ithin the RPA, whilke
a strong Curielike f2allo is found within the M FA .

0.13 v T T T T
AN
012} AN 1
— RPA N
o) ---- MFA N
= AN
~ 011} < 4
x N
> N
0.10+ .
009 I/ 1 1 1 1 1
0.00 09 10 11 12 13 14
TIT,
FIG.7: (Color online) The susceptibility *, in units of

1=J, within the RPA (plack solid line) and M FA (red dashed
line), for the param eters valies d=J = 0:02 and =J =
042 10 ° . Below Ty these theories both predict the sam e
constant value that is independent of tem perature.



As we will discuss In a future publication, this be-
haviour changes if one includes 4-spin ring exchange, or
goes beyond the T yablkov RPA decoupling schem e that
we em ploy In this paper. T his is In portant since the ex—
perin entaldata of Lavrov et al® showsa smallnonzero
slope of * vs. T . Indeed, a successfiil com parison w ith
the sm allslope seen below Ty in experin entaldata® nec—
essarily requiresthat we go beyond the treatm ent of spin—
wave interactions and/or H am iltonian that are included
In this paper. W e em phasize that the necessity of go-—
ing beyond the T yablikov RPA decoupling to ocbtain this
slope is a m anifestation of the presence of strong quan-—
tum uctuations, a them e that will be repeated In our
discussion in this and the next section of this paper.

Our resuls for the y com ponent of the susceptibil-
iy, Y, are shown in Fig.ll. These plots show that be-
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FIG.8: (Colronline) The (a) susceptibility ¥ within the
RPA (black solid line) and M FA (red dashed line), and (o) a
com parison ofthe RPA (black solid line) and spin-wave (SW )
(blue dotted line) results below Ty . As In previous gures,
weareusihgd=J = 0:02and =J= 042 10 °.

low the ordering tem perature the RPA schem e leads to
the good agreem ent w ith the M FA schem e near the Ty
08Ty < T < Ty ), and good agreem ent w ith the SW
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theory at low-T (that is, or T < Ty =2). Above the Neel
tem perature, the RPA and M FA theordes lead to very dif-
ferent results. TheM FA m ethod givesan abrupt decrease
of Y to a value that is close to that of the purely trans—
verse com ponent * 1=(8J) (see Inset of this gure),
while the RPA leadsto a much m ore gradualdecrease of
the value of Y with the tem perature.

T he z com ponent of the susceptibility, *, is shown in
Fig.l. W e nd that at Iow T, aswas also ound or Y,

0.4
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0.0
0.0

0.25

0.20

X* (W)

0.15

0.10 1 1 1 1
0.0 0.2 04 0.6 0.8 1.0

FIG.9: (Color online) The susceptbility * within (@) the
RPA (lack solid line) and M FA (red dashed line), aswellas
() a com parison of * below the ordering tem perature w ithin
the RPA (plack solid line) and spin-wave (SW ) (olue dotted
line) theory. A s in previous plots, we have used d=J = 0:02
and =J= 042 10 °.

the RPA is In the the good agreem ent w ith spin-wave
predictions. Near the transition tem perature, the RPA
m ethod leads to the qualitatively di erent behaviour of
the z com ponent of susceptibility w ith respect to both
the M FA and spin-wave form alism s.

Thedi erencesbetween theM FA vs. RPA data shown
above can be understood using the follow ing reasoning.
F irstly, considerbelow the N eeltem perature. T he canted



m om ents which develop are con ned to lie n they Z
plane; as well, they are ferrom agnetically ordered in the
z-direction (recall that we are studying a single CuO,
plane). Then, one can see that w thin theM FA the weak
FM producesa divergence ofthe z-com ponent of the sus—
ceptibility only in a very narrow tem perature region close
to the Neel point. Since the M FA does not account for
nearneighbourcorrelationsbetw een the soins, aw ay from
the In m ediate vicinity of Ty theweak FM is ignored and
? behaves like a T -independent transverse susceptibil-
iy (that is, transverse to the ordered AF moment). In
contrast to this, the z-com ponent of the susceptibility
calculated w ithin the RPA has a strong tem perature de—
pendence and show s that the e ects ofthe quantum uc—
tuations are I portant in a w ide region below the Neel
tem perature. The other com ponent which shows som e
di erencesbetween the M FA and RPA below the transi-
tion is ¥, and for this com ponent it is seen that since the
M FA doesnot lnclude the reduction ofthe staggered m o—
ment Which is in this direction) due to quantum uctu—
ations at low tem peratures, linear spin-w ave theory, and
not theM FA , agreesw ith the RPA for low tem peratures.

Further, above the Neecl tem perature the di erences
can be understood as Hllow s. In aM FA (thatisTj ©*
J), both com ponents of the susceptbiliy Y and * are
rapidly changing functions in the imm ediate vicinity of
Ty ( T=T 0:005), and then have the sam e behaviour
asthe * tem further above the transition. ThisM FA
behaviour is In no way sim ilar to that found in the RPA .
That is, our resuls are an exam ple of the pronounced
e ects of shortrange correlations and quantum uctua-
tions. The RPA schem e gives a m uch lower value of the
N eel tem perature than M FA does (Ty 0:3J),butin a
broad T region above the N eel point strong short-range
correlations exist, and the RPA includes the m anner in
which these uctuations strongly m odify the suscepti-
bility. Sim ilar reasoning explains the di erences n = *
between the M FA and RPA.

For com pleteness, in F igs. Il v e present all com —
ponents of the susceptibility together, within both the
M FA and the RPA, contrasting di erent values of the
physical param eters describing the DM interaction. To
be speci ¢, n Fig. .MMl we show the situation when "; > ",
with the ratio (";=",)? 42 at zero tem perature. As a
result, we obtain that or T = 0 ¥ < *; ? with the
sam e ratio between the x;z and y com ponents of sus—
ceptbility *#= Y 42 (sce ) . By hcreasing the
m agniude of the DM param eter d, due to the strong
dependence of them ode ", ofthe d (see Fjg.l), we ob—
tain the siuation corresponding to ", = ";. Then, as is
seen in Fig.llll, both the M FA and RPA schem es result
In equalvalues of the all com ponents of susceptibility at
Iow T. A further increasing ofd lads to the situation
", > ", opposite to the one presented in Fig.lll. In
Fig.lll we show the susceptibility in the case of the ra—

tio (",=";)2> 20,andatT = Oone nds Y > X; Z
and Y= *i# 20 or T = 0. W e note that for other
sets of d; , the behaviour of the com ponents of is
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FIG .10: (Coloronline) A 113 com ponentsofthe susceptibility

wihin (@) theM FA, and () within the RPA, ford=J = 0:02
and =J= 042 10 °.

determm ined alm ost entirely by the ratio of the spin-wave
gaps, "1=", = . These results agree w ith our analytical
predictions (see section 1IV).)

Then, com paring the z-com ponent of the susceptibil-
ity within the RPA Figs.lll )Ml ©)) we also nd that
Increasing of the anisotropy param eter d lads to the
broadening T regionswhere (i) thee ectsofthe quantum

uctuations are inportant T < Ty and (i) the strong
shortrange correlations exists T > Ty .

VI. SUMMARY AND
CONCLUSIONS/D ISCU SSION

To summ arize, we have presented a theoretical in-
vestigation of a sihgle CuO, plane of the undoped
Lap,Cu0 4 crystalin the low-T orthorhom bic phase. The
Cu spins in the plane were m odelled by the 2D soin—
1/2 Heisenberg AF with spin-orbit coupling, the lat-
ter represented the antisymm etric and symm etric DM
anisotropies. W e have adopted the G reen’s function
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FIG .11: (Coloronline) A 113 com ponents ofthe susceptibility
wihin (@) theM FA ,and () wihin theRPA, ford=J = 0:041
and =J =042 10 °.

m ethod wihin Tyablikov’s RPA decoupling schem e to
calculate the m agnetic susogptibility of such a m odel.
In order to allow us to accurately m odel the longitu-—
dinal susceptbility within such a level of decoupling of
high-order G reen’s functions, we have extended Liu’s
m ethod? for the isotropic H eisenberg m odelto one that
Inclides a weak canted FM m om ent in the plane.

W e can em phasize several in portant conclusions from
our results. W e have found that the anisotropy n-
troduced Into the problem by the symm etric and anti-
symm etric DM interactions leads to in portant changes
In the behaviour of the m agnetic susceptibility near the
transition point. By com paring the M FA and RPA re—
sults we conclide that the e ects of quantum uctua—
tions and the short—range correlations are very strong in
the broad tem perature region of near the N eel tem pera—
ture. Further, we nd that since the RPA and SW re—
sults are quite di erent near the N eel tem perature, the
e ects of spin-wave Interactions, which are included in
an approxin ate way in the RPA but not the SW the-
ories, are very important In this system . This neces—
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FIG .12: (Coloronline) A 113 com ponentsofthe susceptibility
wihin (@) theM FA ,and () within theRPA , ford=J = 0:058
and =J =042 10 °.

sarily leads to the question, would m ore advanced de—
coupling schem es, nam ely im provem ents on T yablikov’s
decoupling (eg., seceourEq. ), or, possbly, the ncli—
sion ofnonlinear e ects in the SW theory, lead to quali-
tatively di erent results?

Secondly, we have obtained that the weak ferrom ag-
netian in the z-direction (caused by the DM interaction)
Jeads to the essentialdi erence betw een the tem perature
behaviours of the transverse * and * com ponents of
the susceptibility (recall that the AF m om ents lie in the
y z plne and are nearly aligned along the y axis). W e
established the correlation between the ratio of the in—
and out-ofplane spin-wave m odes of the excitation goec—
trum in the long wavelength lim it k = 0), which is xed
by the ratio between thed and ; 3 DM param eters,
and the behaviour of *# vs. ¥ in the zero tem perature
Ilim it. This conclusion is independent on the analytical
m ethod which we used to calculate the susceptibilities,
sihce all m ethods agree in the low-T regin e, and could
allow one to m ake predictions conceming the gaps in the
excitation spectrum based on the data for the suscepti-



bility.

Now we comm ent on the com parison of our resuls to
the experin entally observed anisotropies® thatm otivated
this work. W e can state that, in addition to the known
resultst2d322 that DM interaction induces the weak fer—
rom agnetian in the LTP phase and the spin-wave gaps,
this interaction is at least in part responsible for the un-
usualanisotropy in the m agnetic susoeptibility W e can
m ention them ost signi cant features observed in the ex—
perin ent that are in qualitative agreem ent w ith the pre—
sented In paper theoretical results: (i) the absence ofany
specialbehaviour (anom aly) in the transverse com ponent

* across the N eel tam perature; (i) the additional in—
crease of the ¥ com ponent In the ordered state and its
an ooth decrease In a broad tem perature region In the
param agnetic state; (i) a signi cant tem perature de-
pendence of the com ponent * in the broad tem perature
region below and above the transition point.

Now we brie y discuss the experim ental data which
cannot be explained w ihin the fram ework of the pro—
posed here theory. Firstly, we have found that the ob-
served ratio between the x and y com ponents * < ¥
(in the T = 0 lm it) takes place only if the spin-wave
gap w ith out-ofplane m ode is less than the in-plane one
", < ™. However, older neutron-scattering experin ents®

nd the opposite ratio: the m agnitude for the outof-
planem ode is5m &V, forthe out-ofplanemode 23 m eV .
Recent Ram an work con m s one of these values32 So,
other interactions which a ect these gaps must be in -
portant for an accurate explanation of the susceptibil-
ity data. Secondly, our results cannot explin a T-
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ndependent shift between *; Y and * observed in ex—
perin ents { an explanation of this physics is provided in
the experin ental paper, nam ely that one m ust include a
van V leck contribution which shifts, in a T -independent
m anner, these com ponents of the susceptibility, but we
defer our nclusion of this physics until the second paper
In this serdes of theoretical studies.

For further In provem ents of our theoreticalm odelling
of the La,Cu0 4, com pound, it seem s to be im portant to
nvestigate a 3D m odel on a body-centered lattice w ith
theweak AF Interlayer coupling. It isalso possble to ex—
tend the 2D m odelby considering the ring exchange, and
the interaction betw een the next nearest neighbour sites,
and we expect that som e of these additional physics can
be responsible for the correct ratio betw een the spin-w ave
gapsw ith regpect to the ratio between * and Y. In ad—
dition, the anisotropic Van V leck contrbution (orbital
susceptibility) and gyrom agnetic (Lande) factor need to
be taken Into account. W ew illpresent a detailed com par-
ison to these experin ents when these other Interactions
are nclided in fiture publications.
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