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M otivated by recent experim ents on undoped La2CuO 4,which found pronounced tem perature-
dependent anisotropies in the low-�eld m agnetic susceptibility, we have investigated a two-
dim ensionalsquarelatticeofS = 1=2spinsthatinteractviaHeisenbergexchangeplusthesym m etric
and anti-sym m etric D zyaloshinskii-M oriya anisotropies. W e describe the transition to a state with
long-ranged order,and �nd the spin-wave excitations,with a m ean-�eld theory,linear spin-wave
analysis,and using Tyablikov’s RPA decoupling schem e. W e �nd the di�erent com ponents ofthe
susceptibility within allofthese approxim ations,both below and above the N�eeltem perature,and
obtain evidence ofstrong quantum 
uctuationsand spin-wave interactionsin a broad tem perature
region nearthe transition.

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

Q uantum m agnetism oflow-dim ensionalsystem s has
attracted considerable attention in recentyears,in part
due to the strong interest in the cuprate superconduc-
tors. Forexam ple,ithasbeen postulated thata strong
antiferrom agnetic(AF)exchange interaction m ay be re-
sponsible forthe high-tem perature superconductivity in
these com pounds.1

Theubiquitousstructuraland electronicconstituentof
this latter class ofm aterials is the CuO 2 plane,and in
this paper we consider the m agnetic properties ofsuch
planes in their undoped state. In particular, we con-
siderthe tem perature dependence ofthe static,uniform
m agnetic susceptibility fora single plane in an undoped
La2CuO 4 crystal. This system is known to be an AF
insulatorwith a very sim ple structure,nam ely itcan be
approxim ately thoughtofasoneCuO 2 planestacked be-
tween LaO planes,with thisstructuralunitrepeated,in
a body-centred tetragonalpattern,throughoutallspace.
However,a sm allorthorhom bicdistortion introducesim -
portantspin-orbitcouplingsinto the m agnetic Ham ilto-
nian, leading to an AF state with a weak canted fer-
rom agnetic m om ent. These spin-orbit interactions are
centralto the resultspresented in thispaper.

Aswasknown from thestartofresearch on thecuprate
superconductors, a com plete knowledge of the proper-
ties ofthe spin-1

2
quantum Heisenberg AF on a square

lattice is an absolute necessity.2 However,som e experi-
m entshavedem onstrated thata com pletedescription of
them agneticbehaviourfound in,e.g.La2CuO 4,requires
additional physics. Exam ples include (i) weak ferro-
m agnetism in the low-tem perature orthorhom bic (LTO )
phase;3,4 (ii) spin wave gaps with in- and out-of-plane
m odes;5 and perhapsm ostim portantly,(iii)theunusual
anisotropy of the m agnetic susceptibility observed by
Lavrov,Ando,K om iya and Tsukada.6 Itwasthislatter

experim ent that led us to com plete a sequence ofthe-
oreticalinvestigations on a m odelthat should describe
such athree-dim ensionalarrayofsuch CuO 2 planesm od-
elling La2CuO 4, a structure sim ilar to those found in
m any cuprate superconductors. This m anuscript sum -
m arizes the �rst ofthese studies,that concerned with
a single CuO 2 plane, with this plane described by a
near-neighbour Heisenberg m odel plus spin-orbit cou-
plingsasem bodied by theantisym m etricand sym m etric
Dzyaloshinskii-M oriya (DM )interactions.7,8

An im portant point needs to be raised to clarify the
applicability ofthiswork to a realphysicalsystem ,such
asLa2CuO 4.Firstly,notethataccordingtotheM erm in-
W agnertheorem a two-dim ensional(2D)system with a
continuoussym m etrycannotundergoacontinuousphase
transition,atany nonzero tem perature,to a state with
truelong-rangedorder.However,when oneincludesboth
the antisym m etric and sym m etric DM interactions this
sym m etry islifted,and thusthe m odelthatwestudy in
thispaperwillhavea truephasetransition to an ordered
phase at som e nonzero tem perature,which we shallla-
belby TN ,in analogy to the N�eelordering tem perature
ofa pureantiferrom agnet.So,theordered phaseforour
m odelofa singleplane willincludeaweak ferrom agnetic
canted m om ent,aswellas long-ranged AF order. Note
thatcurrentestim ates9 ofanotherinteraction presentin
the physicalLa2CuO 4 system ,that being a very weak
AF interlayercoupling which is usually denoted by J? ,
is that this energy scale is close to that ofthe DM in-
teractions,and thus itis likely thatboth this exchange
and the DM interactions are roughly equally responsi-
blefortheobserved transition.Thisservesto em phasize
thatourstudy ofa singleplane isnotexpected to accu-
rately explain allofthe observed m agneticpropertiesof
La2CuO 4;in fact,thiswork standsaloneasa theoretical
study ofan isolated plane,butitisofconsiderableinter-
estto learn which experim entaldata can and which data
can notbe explained by such a single-planem odel.
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W e focus on the role of the DM interaction be-
tween the neighbouring spins in a CuO 2 plane. This
interaction arises from the orthorhom bic distortion in
La2CuO 4 (which isassociated with the sm alltiltofthe
CuO 6 octahedra) together with the spin-orbit interac-
tion. The DM interaction leads to a sm allcanting of
the Cu spins out ofthe plane,so that the weak ferro-
m agnetic orderappearsin each CuO 2 plane,and subse-
quently allows for the form ation of3D AF order. This
allows one to observe a pronounced peak in zero-�eld
m agneticsusceptibility,10 �c(T),and theearliestworkon
theim portanceofthisinteractionfocusedon DM physics.
Tobespeci�c,Thioetal.3,11 analyzed theirsusceptibility
data using a Landau theory expanded to sixth order,for
a2D Heisenbergantiferrom agnetwith interlayercoupling
and theDM -generated term s.They obtained reasonable
�tsoftheirtheory to the susceptibility and �eld depen-
dentm agnetization data,and deduced param eterswhich
characterized m agnetic properties ofthe La2CuO 4 sys-
tem . As we shall explain below, we believe that the
necessity ofincorporating such higher-order term s into
their �ts is suggestive ofthe im portant role played by
spin-wave interactions,a conclusion consistentwith the
resultspresented in this,and ourfuture m anuscriptson
thisproblem .

Investigations of the m agnetic ground state of
La2CuO 4 were perform ed by severalgroups ofauthors,
usually within the fram ework of the linear spin-wave
(SW ) theory. The calculations were based on an e�ec-
tivem odelHam iltonian derived byM oriya’sperturbation
theory8 applied toHubbard typeHam iltoniansby taking
into account the spin-orbit coupling. In the m ost gen-
eralform ,the e�ective spin Ham iltonian,in addition to
the isotropic exchange interaction,includes the above-
m entioned antisym m etric and sym m etric DM interac-
tions.The�rstm icroscopicderivation ofthespin Ham il-
tonian wasperform ed by Co�ey,Rice,and Zhang;12 they
estim ated theantisym m etricDM coupling constantsand
showed that when the DM vectors alternate a net fer-
rom agnetic m om ent m ay be generated in the ground
state.Shekhtm an,Entin-W ohlm an,and Aharony13 sub-
sequently showed that the sym m etric anisotropies con-
tribute to the m agnetic energy in the sam e order as
the antisym m etricDM anisotropy,and can neverbe ne-
glected. Severalgroups9,14,15 reexam ined the M oriya’s
theoryand found expressionsforthee�ectivespin Ham il-
tonian which includes both types ofanisotropies. The
linear SW theory applied to such m odels at T = 0 al-
lowsonetoobtain previously reported valuesofthespin-
wave gaps at the centre of the 2D Brillouin zone, as
wellas to estim ate the m agnitudes ofthe anisotropic-
exchangeinteractions.However,a detailed consideration
ofthem odelwith theantisym m etricand sym m etricDM
anisotropiesatnonzerotem peraturesisup tonow absent
from the literature.

A very rough and sim ple approxim ation which can be
used to study thee�ectivem agneticm odelat�nitetem -
peratures is the m ean �eld approxim ation (M FA).The

M FA ignorese�ects of
uctuationsand correlationsbe-
tween thespins,hence,itfailsforT nearTN and givesno
short-range orderabove the transition tem perature. At
very low T the noninteracting SW theory isuseful,and
itgivesa successfulprediction oftheenergy oflow-lying
excited states, and correctly reproduces the dom inant
term in the low-T m agnetization. But,it fails nearthe
phasetransition point.To analyzethehigh tem perature
behaviourthe 1=T expansion m ethod can be em ployed.
But,since the La2CuO 4 crystalordering tem perature is
m uch sm allerthan the m agnitude ofthe superexchange
interaction (TN < < J),the high-tem perature expansion
(to the�rstfew ordersin J=T)isnotableto discussthe
tem peratureregion ofinterest,thatisT nearthetransi-
tion tem perature.

In the present paper tim e we consider the 2D spin-
1

2
anisotropic quantum Heisenberg antiferrom agnetover

theentiretem peraturerangeincludingboth thesym m et-
ricand anti-sym m etricDM interactions.W eem ploy the
techniqueofdouble-tim etem perature-dependentG reen’s
functionswithin thefram ework oftherandom -phaseap-
proxim ation (RPA).The �rst tim e such a schem e was
used wasby Tyablikov,16 and he applied thisform alism
to the Heisenberg ferrom agnet (the RPA for m agnetic
m odelsisoften referred to asTyablikov’sdecoupling ap-
proxim ation).Thiswork wasgeneralized by Liu17 to ob-
tain thelongitudinalcorrelation function,and thislatter
study isim portantin the developm entpresented in our
paper.Theim portantfeatureofthistechniqueisthatit
dealswith theentiretem peratureregion and isin a good
agreem entwith the SW theory atlow-T,aswellaswith
1=T expansionsathigh-T. In this paper,within such a
schem e,we�nd thetransitiontem peratureatwhich long-
range order would be established for an isolated plane.
W eobtain theexcitation spectrum ,sublatticem agnetiza-
tion and susceptibility tensorasfunction oftem perature
and coupling constants. W e also em ploy the M FA and
SW theoriestocom pareresultsofalloftheseapproxim a-
tion schem es,and note the essentialdi�erencesbetween
them .

O fcourse,m any investigationsofthe 2D spin-1
2
have

been com pleted previousto thiswork.W e have already
m entionedthem ostpopularandsim plem ethodstostudy
spin m odels, that is phenom enologicalLandau theory,
linear SW theory,the M FA,and high-tem perature ex-
pansions.They yield an analyticaldescription ofa wide
rangeofphysicalpropertiesand arevery usefulforprac-
ticalpurposes. At the sam e tim e the great progress in
the understanding ofthe ground state,therm odynam ic
properties,and spin dynam icsoftheHeisenbergm agnets
was m ade with the use ofthe newer and m ore com pli-
cated analyticalschem es. Arovas and Auerbach18 used
a path-integralform ulation of the M FA theory within
theSchwinger-boson representation.Thism ethod corre-
sponds to the large-N lim it of the generalized SU(N )
m odel; however, various di�culties with this m ethod
have been discussed in the literature.19,20 Takahashi21

has form ulated and successfully applied the so-called
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m odi�ed SW theory to the Heisenberg m odelwhich re-
produced the results ofconventionalSW theory and is
closely related to the Schwinger-boson theory. For the
one dim ensionalchain,Takahashi’sm odi�ed SW theory
yieldsvery good agreem entwith Betheansatzresults,as
wellasforthe2D classicalferrom agnetatlow-T (in that
itagreeswith M onteCarloresults).A self-consistentSW
theory thatisbased on the boson-pseudoferm ion repre-
sentation,wasdeveloped tostudy therm odynam icsof2D
system s,and wasalso applied to S � 1 system swith an
Ising-anisotropy 2D m agnets.22 An im portantfeature of
allthese m ethods is that they can be used to describe
both theordered and disordered (i.e.thecaseofnolong-
rangeorder)states.
O ther related work includes: (i) The ferm ion rep-

resentation to perform a 1=N expansion was used by
A�eck and M arston,23 large-S 2D Heisenberg antifer-
rom agnet in the long-wavelength lim it; and (ii) based
on the diagram m atic m ethod for the spin operators,
the therm odynam ics and the longitudinalspin dynam -
ics of Heisenberg m agnets were studied.24,25 However,
them ostnote-worthy successin theinvestigation ofthis
system is the work iofChakravarty etal.26,who used
a renorm alization-group approach to the quantum non-
linear� m odel,thelatterofwhich describesthelow-T be-
haviourofthe 2d Heisenberg AF in the long-wavelength
lim it.
Aswillbecom eapparentbelow,theform alism thatwe

have chosen to im plem ent is m ore appropriate for this
problem than any ofthose listed above,or the theories
listed abovearetoo com plicated to invokewhen onegoes
beyond the 2D spin-1

2
Heisenberg AF and includesspin-

orbitcouplings.
The above few paragraphs sum m arize theoreticalef-

forts that were directed towards the understanding of
the2D S= 1/2squarelatticeAF.Theapplication ofthese
and related work to describe the m agnetic propertiesof
so-called single-layer cuprate superconductors, such as
La2CuO 4,hasattracted theattention ofm any theorists,
and fortunately an extensivereview ofthiswork,written
by Johnston,already exists.27 In this review27 one can
�nd thecom parisonofthetem peraturedependenceofthe
m agneticsusceptibility foran AF Heisenberg squarelat-
ticecalculated by di�erentanalyticalm ethodsand quan-
tum M onteCarlocalculations,and,apartfrom the(post-
review)data given by Lavrov et.al.6,the application of
theanalyticalpredictionstogetherwith thenum ericalre-
sultsshow very good �tting to theexperim entaldata for
the di�erentsingle-layercupratecom pounds.
O urpaperisorganized asfollows.In xIIwepresentthe

m odelHam iltonian thatwe willstudy,introduce a con-
venientcoordinatetransform ation with which itissim ple
to com plete analyticalcalculations,and then derive the
transform ation that relates the static uniform suscepti-
bility in both coordinate system s. In xIIIwe derive and
describetheM FA results,and then in xIV wepresentour
derivationsfrom applyingtheTyablikov/Liuapproach to
ourm odelHam iltonian.In xV we presenta detailed ex-

am ination ofnum ericalresultsthatfollow from ourwork,
including a com parison ofM FA,RPA and SW theories.
Finally,in xVIwesum m arizeourpaperincluding a brief
discussion of the rem ainder of the work that we have
com pleted on the fullthree-dim ensionalproblem .

II. M O D EL A N D D EFIN IT IO N S:

A . M odelH am iltonian and the initial

representation

W e consider a m odel for the Cu spins that are
present in the CuO 2 planes of a La2CuO 4 crystal in
the low-tem perature orthorhom bic (LTO ) phase and
em ploy a square lattice with nearest-neighbour inter-
actions described by the following e�ective m agnetic
Ham iltonian:13,14

H = J
X

hi;ji

Si� Sj+
X

hi;ji

D ij� (Si� Sj)+
X

hi;ji

Si�
 !
� ij� Sj: (1)

This Ham iltonian consists of the superexchange inter-
action together with the antisym m etric Dzyaloshinskii-
M oriya (DM ) interaction (D term ) and the sym m etric

pseudodipolarinteraction (
 !
� term ).Aswasdiscussed in

theintroduction,theDM and pseudodipolaranisotropies
ariseasa resultofthem ixtureofHubbard-typeinterac-
tion energiesand spin-orbitcouplingin thelow sym m etry
crystalstructure.
For the LTO phase, we use anisotropic interactions

given by ofthe following form

D ab =
d
p
2
(� 1;1;0); Dac =

d
p
2
(� 1;� 1;0); (2)

and

 !
� ab=

0

@
�1 �2 0
�2 �1 0
0 0 �3

1

A;
 !
� ac=

0

@
�1 � �2 0
� �2 �1 0
0 0 �3

1

A; (3)

where the corresponding coordinates,in what we refer
to asthe \initialrepresentation" in the LTO phase,are
shown in Fig.1(a). Note that the DM vector given in
Eq.(2)alternatesin sign on successivebondsin thea� b

and in thea� cdirection ofthelattice,asisrepresented
schem atically by the doublearrowsin Fig.1(b).

W e m ention that the sym m etric tensor
 !
� has been

obtained by severalauthors9,13,14,15,28 in di�erentform s.
W e have chosen the generalform of this tensor, from
which other specialized choices can be extracted. For
instance,the form ofthe sym m etric tensorobtained by
K oshibae,O hta,and M aekawa14 can be recovered from
thisde�nition if�3 = �2 � �1.
In the LTO phase the classicalground state is deter-

m ined uniquely,14,15 and below theN�eeltem peraturethe
Cu spin structureshowslong-rangeantiferrom agneticor-
derwith weak ferrom agnetism (viz.allspinscantoutof
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FIG .1: (a) Coordinates in the initialrepresentation. (b)
Thin arrows| theCu spins,open arrows| theD M vectors.

the plane).To be concrete,in the classicalground state
the spinsare canted from in-plane antiferrom agneticor-
derby a sm allanglegiven by

� =
1

2
tan�1

�
d=
p
2

J + 1

2
(�1 + �3)

�

; (4)

and each planehasa netferrom agneticm om entin thez
direction perpendicularto the CuO 2 planes(weak ferro-
m agnetism ).
In thesim pli�ed caseofthezeropseudodipolarinterac-

tion (
 !
� = 0)itwasfound12,29 thattheground-statespin

con�guration exhibitstherotationalsym m etryaboutthe
DM vector which is the origin ofthe G oldstone m ode
in the spin-wave spectrum . Since in thissim pli�ed case
there isa continuoussym m etry in the ground state,the
therm al
uctuationsdestroy thelong-rangeorderforany
T > 0,according to theM erm in and W agnertheorem .30

In thegeneralcaseofthe m odelHam iltonian ofEq.(1),
the continuoussym m etry no longerexistsand the spin-

wave spectrum is gapped in the long wavelength lim it
q = 0.Consequently,thee�ectof
uctuationsisreduced.
That is,the DM (D 6= 0) together with pseudodipolar

(
 !
� 6= 0) interactions can give rise to long-range order

for low (but nonzero) tem peratures even for the purely
two-dim ensionalcase (TN > 0), and the M erm in and
W agner theorem does not preclude the possibility ofa
nonzero sublattice m agnetization for nonzero tem pera-
turesin thisgeneralcase.(Note thathisdoesnotim ply
that the transition to 3d long-ranged m agnetic orderis
notin
uenced by theinter-planarexchangecoupling,but
sim ply thatthislattercoupling isnot,in general,neces-
sary to achievesuch order.)

B . C haracteristic representation

In solving thissystem ,itism oreconvenient(theoreti-
cally)to transform from the initialrepresentation,given
above,to thecharacteristicrepresentation (CR)in which
thequantization axis(z)isin thedirection ofa classical
m om entcharacterizing the ground state. In the present
case there are two such classicalvectorsin the direction
ofthe canted m om ents (recallthat we are considering
only a single CuO 2 plane). Therefore,we introduce two
rotated coordinatesystem s,asshown in Fig.2.Spin de-
greesoffreedom in theinitialrepresentation aredenoted
by fSig,butin the characteristic representation we use
f�ig.(W efollow thenotation thati-sitesbelong to sub-
lattice1,whereasj-sitesbelong to sublattice2.) Forthe
sitesofsublattice1weapplyatransform ationoftheform

0

@
�xi
�
y

i

�zi

1

A =
1

2

0

@

sin�+ 1 sin�� 1 �
p
2cos�

sin�� 1 sin�+1 �
p
2cos�

p
2cos�

p
2cos� 2sin�

1

A

0

@

1p
2

1p
2
0

�1p
2

1p
2
0

0 0 1

1

A

0

@
Sxi
S
y

i

Szi

1

A

=
1
p
2

0

@

1 sin� � cos�
� 1 sin� � cos�
0

p
2cos�

p
2sin�

1

A

0

@
Sxi
S
y

i

Szi

1

A; (5)

and forsublattice2

0

@

�xj
�
y

j

�zj

1

A =
1
p
2

0

@

1 sin� cos�
� 1 sin� cos�
0 �

p
2cos�

p
2sin�

1

A

0

@

Sxj
S
y

j

Szj

1

A:(6)

The quantization axes (z) ofthe new spin operators�i
and �j coincide with the unitvectorsin the direction of
canted m om entsm om entsFig.2.

Them odelHam iltonian ofEq.(1)in term softhenew
operators� reads

H C R =
X

hi;jiab

�
A(�+

i
�
�

j
+ �

�

i
�
+

j
)� B

�
�
+

i
�
+

j

� B �
�
i �

�
j � J2�

z
i�

z
j

	

+
X

hi;jiac

�
A(�+i �

�

j + �
�

i �
+

j )+ B �
+

i �
+

j

+ B �
�
�

i �
�

j � J2�
z
i�

z
j

	
;

(7)
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FIG .2:Num bered arrowsrepresenttheCu spin structurein a
CuO 2 plane.Twosublattices1and 2areintroduced.Foreach
sublatticethespin coordinatesystem within thecharacteristic
representation (i.e. after the transform ations given by (5)
and (6))isshown.Thethin netisshown only to sim plify the
visualization ofthe spin structure.

whereweintroduced the following de�nitions

J1 = J + �1;

J2 =
1

2
(�1 � �3)+

r

(d2=2)+ [J +
1

2
(�1 + �3)]2;

J3 = �
1

2
(�1 � �3)+

r

(d2=2)+ [J +
1

2
(�1 + �3)]2;

J4 = � �2 sin� +
d
p
2
cos�;

(8)

A =
J1 � J3

4
; B =

J4

2
+ i

J1 + J3

4
: (9)

The subscriptshi;jiab and hi;jiac in the sum m ationsof
Eq.(7) im ply the nearest neighbours in the ab and ac

directions,asshown in Fig.1(b).

Theform oftheHam iltonian in thecharacteristicrep-
resentation is sim ilar to an XYZ m odel,but is clearly
m orecom plicated sinceterm softheform �

�

i �
�

j � �
+

i �
+

j

arepresent,which thusim ply term slikeSxiS
y

j.Thus,we
can extractfrom ourresults,in this representation,the
m agneticsusceptibility oftheXYZ calculated in both the
m ean-�eld and random phaseapproxim ations,by setting
the im aginary part B = 0. W e willconsider num erical
resultsforthissim plerm odelin a future publication.

C . M agnetic susceptibility in the initialand

characteristic representations

W e considerthe response ofthe system ,described by
theHam iltonian H in eithertheinitial(Eq.(1))orchar-
acteristic representation (Eq.(7)),to an externally ap-
plied constantm agnetic �eld h. Itisconvenientto con-
sider the application ofthis �eld in one direction only,
which we take to be the � direction ofthe initialrepre-

sentation,

H
0= H � h

�

NX

l= 1

S
�
l ; (10)

where � = x or y or z,it is to be noted that � is not
sum m er over in Eq.(10),and N is the num ber ofthe
latticesites.
The statisticaloperator ofthe system is required to

evaluate ensem ble averages ofrelevant physicalquanti-
ties,notably correlatorsand therm alG reen’s functions,
and can be written as

� = e��H
0

= e��H T� exp

(

h
�

NX

l= 1

Z �

0

S
�
l (�)d�

)

; (11)

where Sl(�)= eH �Sle�H � isthe operatorin the Heisen-
berg representation forim aginary tim e argum ent�,and
T� isthetim e-orderingoperator.Thezero-�eld suscepti-
bility describestheresponseofthesystem tosuch a�eld,
and isde�ned to be

�
�
�
@hM �i

@h�

�
�
�
h� = 0

=
1

N

NX

l= 1

NX

l0= 1

Z �

0

hT�S
�
l (�)S

�
l0(0)id�;

(12)
where

hM
�
i = 1=N

NX

l

hS
�
l i; (13)

with correlatorssuch as hT�S�l (�)S
�
l0
(0)i taken with re-

spectto the zero �eld Ham iltonian H .
Thesquarelatticeisbipartiteand can bedivided into

sublattices1 and 2.Then,by using the de�nitions

�
�
11 =

2

N

N =2X

i= 1

N =2X

i0= 1

Z �

0

hT�S
�
i (�)S

�
i0(0)id�; (14)

�
�
22 =

2

N

N =2X

j= 1

N =2X

j0= 1

Z �

0

hT�S
�
j (�)S

�
j0(0)id�; (15)

�
�
12 =

2

N

N =2X

i= 1

N =2X

j= 1

Z �

0

hT�S
�
i (�)S

�
j (0)id�; (16)

�
�
21 =

2

N

N =2X

j= 1

N =2X

i= 1

Z �

0

hT�S
�
j (�)S

�
i (0)id�; (17)

where

i;i
0
2 sublattice1; j;j

0
2 sublattice 2

wecan expressthe quantity ofinterest,��,as

�
� =

1

2
f�

�
11 + �

�
22 + �

�
12 + �

�
21g: (18)
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Then,using sym m etry equivalentthissim pli�es(seebe-
low)thecalculation ofthezero-�eld susceptibility in the
initialrepresentation to

�
� = �

�
11 + �

�
12: (19)

The sim pler form ofEq.(7) vs. Eq.(1) m akes clear
thatitisdesirableto perform calculations�rstusing the
characteristicrepresentation,and tothen transform back
intotheinitialrepresentation.Tothisend werequirethe
relevantform ofthe susceptibility tensor in the charac-
teristicrepresentation.Tobegin,letusperform transfor-
m ationsS1 = A �1,S2 = B�2 (A = [a�� 0],B = [b�� 0])to
thecharacteristicrepresentation,such thattheanalogue
ofEq.(10)is

H
0= H C R �

N =2X

i= 1

(a�x �
x
i + a�y �

y

i + a�z �
z
i)h

�
1

�

N =2X

j= 1

(b�x �
x
j + b�y �

y

j + b�z �
z
j)h

�
2:(20)

Notethatwehavegeneralized the applied �eld to be h1

forsublattice 1,and h2 forsublattice 2,and in general
we willtreatthese astwo independentapplied �elds. If
wede�nethecom ponentsofsusceptibility in thecharac-
teristicrepresentation as

�
�
�
�
�
0

11 =
2

N

N =2X

i= 1

N =2X

i0= 1

Z �

0

hT��
�
i (�)�

�
0

i0 (0)id�; (21)

�
�
�
�
�
0

12 =
2

N

N =2X

i= 1

N =2X

j= 1

Z �

0

hT��
�
i (�)�

�
0

j (0)id�; (22)

then the susceptibility given in Eq.(14) (N.B. in the
initialrepresentation)can be written as

�
�
11 =

2

N

N =2X

i= 1

@hS�i i

@h�
1

=
2

N

N =2X

i= 1

�

a�x
@h�xii

@h�1
+ a�y

@h�
y

ii

@h�1
+ a�z

@h�zii

@h�1

�

= a
2
�x �

�
x
�
x

11 + a�x a�y �
�
x
�
y

11 + a�x a�z �
�
x
�
z

11

+ a
2
�y �

�
y
�
y

11 + a�y a�x �
�
y
�
x

11 + a�y a�z �
�
y
�
z

11

+ a
2
�z �

�
z
�
z

11 + a�z a�x �
�
z
�
x

11 + a�z a�y �
�
z
�
y

11 ; (23)

and,in the sam eway (see Eq.(19))

�
�
12= a�x b�x �

�
x
�
x

12 + a�x b�y �
�
x
�
y

12 +a�x b�z �
�
x
�
z

12

+ a�y b�y �
�
y
�
y

12 +a�y b�x �
�
y
�
x

12 +a�y b�z �
�
y
�
z

12

+ a�z b�z �
�
z
�
z

12 +a�z b�x �
�
z
�
x

12 +a�z b�y �
�
z
�
y

12 : (24)

The quantities ��
�
�
�
0

that are introduced above in
Eqs.(21,22) have the following interpretation. For in-

stance, the com ponent ��
�
�
�
0

12 determ ine the response
ofthe expectation value 2=N

P N =2

i= 1
h��i i ofthe spins of

sublattice 1 to the m agnetic �eld applied to the spins
sublattice 2 (no �eld applied to the spins of sublat-
tice 1) in the �0 direction. Indeed, the perturbation

H 0= H � h�
0

2

P N =2

j= 1
��

0

j form ally leadsto the response

2

N

@

@h�
0

2

N =2X

i= 1

h�
�
i i=

2

N

N =2X

i= 1

N =2X

j= 1

Z �

0

hT��
�
i (�)�

�
0

j (0)id� � �
�
�
�
�
0

12 : (25)

Sim ilarly,the responseofthe spinsofsublattice 1 to the perturbation H 0= H � h�
0

1

P N =2

i= 1
��

0

i isgiven by

2

N

@

@h�
0

1

N =2X

i= 1

h�
�
i i=

2

N

N =2X

i= 1

N =2X

i0= 1

Z �

0

hT��
�
i (�)�

�
0

i0 (0)id� � �
�
�
�
�
0

11 : (26)

So,by substituting the inverseto the CR transform a-
tion,given by Eqs.(5,6),into Eqs.(23,24),and taking
into accountthat��

x
�
z

= ��
y
�
z

= ��
z
�
x

= ��
z
�
y

= 0 in the

characteristic representation (which can be derived an-
alytically), one obtains the desired transform ation be-
tween the two representations,nam ely
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�
x = �

x
11 + �

x
12 =

1

2
(��

x
�
x

11 + ��
x
�
x

12 + ��
y
�
y

11 +��
y
�
y

12 � �
�
x
�
y

11 � �
�
x
�
y

12 � �
�
y
�
x

11 � �
�
y
�
x

12 ); (27)

�
y = �

y

11 + �
y

12 =
sin2(�)

2
(��

x
�
x

11 +��
x
�
x

12 +��
y
�
y

11 + ��
y
�
y

12 + ��
x
�
y

11 +��
x
�
y

12 +��
y
�
x

11 + ��
y
�
x

12 )

+ cos2(�)(��
z
�
z

11 � �
�
z
�
z

12 ); (28)

�
z = �

z
11 + �

z
12 =

cos2(�)

2
(��

x
�
x

11 � �
�
x
�
x

12 +��
y
�
y

11 � �
�
y
�
y

12 + ��
x
�
y

11 � �
�
x
�
y

12 +��
y
�
x

11 � �
�
y
�
x

12 )

+ sin2(�)(��
z
�
z

11 +��
z
�
z

12 ): (29)

III. M EA N FIELD A N A LY SIS

In this section we develop the m ean �eld approxim a-
tion (M FA)forthesystem de�ned by Eq.(1),and obtain
thebehaviourofthem agneticsusceptibility and a de�n-
ing equation for the order param eter as a function of
tem perature.In partweinclude thisderivation to m ake
evidenthow theform alism ofxIIC isapplied to extract
the zero-�eld uniform m agnetic susceptibility. However,
and m oreim portantly,wewillshow thatwhen thecant-
ing angle induced by the DM couplings is sm all,there
aresigni�cantdeviationsfrom them ean-�eld results,viz.
quantum 
uctuation e�ectsare large.Thus,here we es-
tablish theM FA susceptibility with which to m akethese
com parisons.
W ithin the M FA we focuson one ofthe spinsand re-

placeitsinteraction with otherspinsby an e�ective�eld.
To thisend the following replacem entisused:

S
a
iS

b
j = hS

a
iiS

b
j + S

a
i hS

b
ji � hS

a
iihS

b
ji; (30)

where a and b can be equalto any ofx;y;z. It is to
benoted thatitism oreconvenientto perform theM FA
calculations starting from the m odelin the characteris-
tic representation,and thuswe considerEq.(7)and the
analogueofthe aboveequation forthe � operators.
First,we �nd the equation for the order param eter.

The Ham iltonian Eq.(7)within the M FA readsas

H
M F A
i = � Z J2h�

z
i�

z
i; (31)

and we �nd thatthe orderparam eter,to be denoted by
�,isfound from the solution of

� � h�
z
i=

1

2
tanh

�
�

2
Z J2h�

z
i

�

; (32)

where J2 isgiven by Eq.(8),and Z isthe coordination
num ber. From thisequation itisim m ediately seen that
within theM FA theN�eeltem peratureatwhich� vanishes
is

T
M F A
N = J2 =

1

2
(�1� �3)+

r

(d2=2)+ [J+
1

2
(�1+ �3)]2

(33)

Now,we �nd the susceptibility ofthe system within
the M FA below T M F A

N .First,we apply a m agnetic �eld
in the z direction ofthe sublattice 1

H
0= H � h

z
1

X

i

�
z
i; i-sites2 1 sublattice: (34)

TheHam iltonian within the M FA can be written as

H
0 M F A = �

X

i

�
X

hjii

J2h�
z
ji+ h

z
1

�

�
z
i �

X

j

X

hiij

J2h�
z
ii�

z
j;

(35)
where

P

hiij
m eanssum overallsitesiwhich arenearest

neighboursofsitej.Then

h�
z
ii =

1

2
tanh

8
<

:

�

2

�
X

hjii

J2h�
z
ji+ h

z
1

�
9
=

;
;

h�
z
ji =

1

2
tanh

8
<

:

�

2

X

hiij

J2h�
z
ii

9
=

;
:

(36)

W e writethe m ean valueof�z operatorsin the form

h�
z
ii= h�

z
1i0 + ��

z
1;h�

z
ji= h�

z
2i0 + ��

z
2; (37)

where h�z1i0 = h�z2i0 = �,isthe expectation value of�z

operatorin the absence ofthe �eld,and the term ��z is
the partofh�ziinduced by the applied �eld. Since the
applied �eld hz1 as wellas the term s involving ��z are
sm all,wem ay expand Eq.(36)in powersoftheseterm s.
Then,we�nd

�
�
z
�
z

11 =
��z1

hz1

�
�
�
hz
1
= 0

=

�

4
sech2

n
�

2
Z J2�

o

1� (�J 2Z

4
)2sech4

n
�

2
Z J2�

o ;

�
�
z
�
z

21 =
��z2

hz1

�
�
�
hz
1
= 0

=
Z J2(

�

4
)2sech4

n
�

2
Z J2�

o

1� (�J 2Z

4
)2sech4

n
�

2
Z J2�

o :

(38)

Due to the com plicated couplings found in Eq.(7),
the transverse com ponents are m uch m ore involved to
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calculate.Applying a �eld in thex direction to thespins
ofsublattice1 we consider

H
0= H � h

x
1

X

i

�
x
i; i-sites2 1-sublattice; (39)

and within the M FA wethusexam ine

H
0 M F A = �

X

i

([hx1 + h
x
1]�

x
i + h

y

1�
y

i + h
z
1�

z
i)

�
X

j

(hx2�
x
j + h

y

2�
y

j + h
z
2�

z
j): (40)

Sim ilarly,by applying a �eld in the y direction to the
spinsofsublattice 1 weconsider

H
0 M F A = �

X

i

(hx1�
x
i + [hy1 + h

y

1]�
y

i + h
z
1�

z
i)

�
X

j

(hx2�
x
j + h

y

2�
y

j + h
z
2�

z
j); (41)

where

h
x
1 =

X

hjii

f� 2Ah�xji+ 2=B h�yjig;

h
x
2 =

X

hiij

f� 2Ah�xii+ 2=B h�yiig;

h
y

1 =
X

hjii

f� 2Ah�yji+ 2=B h�xjig;

h
y

2
=
X

hiij

f� 2Ah�y
i
i+ 2=B h�xiig;

h
z
1 =

X

hjii

J2h�
z
ji; h

z
2 =

X

hiij

J2h�
z
ii;

where =B denotes the im aginary partofB . Then,the
system ofequations determ ining the transverse com po-
nents ofsusceptibility Eq.(25)and Eq.(26)within the
M FA schem eisfound to be

�
J2

2
�
�
x
�
x

11 = A�
�
x
�
x

21 � =B �
�
y
�
x

21 �
1

2Z
;

�
J2

2
�
�
x
�
x

21 = A�
�
x
�
x

11 � =B �
�
y
�
x

11 ;

�
J2

2
�
�
y
�
x

11 = A�
�
y
�
x

21 � =B �
�
x
�
x

21 ;

�
J2

2
�
�
y
�
x

21 = A�
�
y
�
x

11 � =B �
�
x
�
x

11 ;

�
J2

2
�
�
x
�
y

11 = A�
�
x
�
y

21 � =B �
�
y
�
y

21 ;

�
J2

2
�
�
x
�
y

21 = A�
�
x
�
y

11 �
Z

4
=B �

�
y
�
y

11 ;

�
J2

2
�
�
y
�
y

11 = A�
�
y
�
y

21 � =B �
�
x
�
y

21 �
1

2Z
;

�
J2

2
�
�
y
�
y

21 = A�
�
y
�
y

11 � =B �
�
x
�
y

11 :

(42)

Thesolution ofthissystem s,Eq.(42)turnsoutto be

�
�
x
�
x

11 = �
�
x
�
x

22 = �
�
y
�
y

11 = �
�
y
�
y

22 =
J2=2+A

4Z !2
1

+
J2=2� A

4Z !2
2

;

�
�
x
�
x

12 = �
�
x
�
x

21 = �
�
y
�
y

12 = �
�
y
�
y

21 =
J2=2+A

!21
�
J2=2� A

4Z !22
;

�
�
x
�
y

11 = �
�
x
�
y

22 = �
�
y
�
x

11 = �
�
y
�
x

22 =
=B

4Z

�
1

!21
�

1

!22

�

;

�
�
x
�
y

12 = �
�
x
�
y

21 = �
�
y
�
x

12 = �
�
y
�
x

21 =
=B

4Z

�
1

!21
+

1

!22

�

;

(43)

where

!1 =
q

(J2=2+ A)2 � =B
2
;

!2 =
q

(J2=2� A)2 � =B
2
:

(44)

Usingtherelationbetween thecom ponentsofsusceptibil-
ity in the initialand characteristicrepresentationsgiven
in Eqs.(27)-(29),weobtain the �nalresultforzero-�eld
uniform susceptibility within the M FA below the M FA
ordering tem perature,T M F A

N ,viz.

�
x M F A =

1

4

1

J1 + J2
; (45)

�
y M F A =

1

4

sin2(�)

J2 � J3
+
cos2(�)

4

sech2
n
�

2
zJ2�

o

T + J2 sech
2
n
�

2
zJ2�

o ;

(46)

�
z M F A =

1

4

cos2(�)

J2 + J3
+
sin2(�)

4

sech2
n
�

2
zJ2�

o

T � J2 sech
2
n
�

2
zJ2�

o ;

(47)

with the equation for the order param eter � given by
Eq.(32).(Ford = �i = 0,im plying that� = 0 and J2 =
J,theaboveseem inglycom plicated resultsindeed reduce
to the correctM FA expression forthe susceptibility.)
The following com m entson the M FA resultarein or-

der. First, note that for physical values of d and �i
(d; �i � J) the canting angle out ofthe xy plane
is very sm all; thus,since the AF m om ent is in the yz
plane and nearly aligned along the � y axes,�z diverges
atT M F A

N ,buttheothertwo com ponentsrem ain �niteat
the transition. However,while the x com ponent ofthe
susceptibility rem ainsindependentoftem perature,since
thecantingproducesanetFM m om entin thezdirection
thatiscoupled to they com ponentofthelocalm om ent,
there isan additionalincrease of�y asthe transition is
approached from below.
Now consider the param agnetic tem perature region

(T > TN ),forwhich the only com ponentswith nonzero
spin expectation values are those driven by the applied
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�eld.Following sim ilarconsiderationsto above,the�nal
resultsforthe com ponentsofsusceptibility in the initial
representation forhigh tem peratures(T > TN )reads

�
x M F A =

1

4

1

J1 + T
; (48)

�
y M F A =

1

4

sin2(�)

T � J3
+
1

4

cos2(�)

T + J2
; (49)

�
z M F A =

1

4

cos2(�)

T + J3
+
1

4

sin2(�)

T � J2
: (50)

Note thatin the lim itT ! T M F A
N

= J2 we obtain that
the x;y com ponentsofthe susceptibility are continuous
atthetransition,whereasthezcom ponentofthesuscep-
tibility divergesatthe N�eelpoint,from above orbelow,
owingto thepresenceoftheweak ferrom agneticm om ent
that�rstdevelopsatthe transition.

IV . LIN EA R R ESP O N SE T H EO R Y W IT H IN

T H E R PA

A . Susceptibility below TN

In thissection wederiveexpressionsforthestatic,uni-
form susceptibility within the RPA below the ordering
tem perature,TN . Note that this tem perature is deter-
m ined with theRPA,and isnotequivalentto thatfound
in the previoussection.
W e em ploy therm alG reen’s functions in the analysis

ofthespin Ham iltonian given in Eq.(1)with spin 1

2
.The

de�nition ofsuch G reen’sfunctionsfortwo Bose opera-
torsA,B and thecorresponding equation ofm otion,are
given by

G A B (�)= hT�A(�)B (0)i; (51)

dG A B (�)

d�
= �(�)h[A;B ]i+ hT�[H (�);A(�)]B (0)i: (52)

Asdiscussed in theintroduction,weadoptaprocedure
thatwasintroduced by Liu,17 asthistechniqueallowsfor
us to �nd longitudinalcom ponent ofthe susceptibility.
To thisend,weintroducetheperturbed Ham iltonian (in
the characteristicrepresentation)

H
f

1 = H C R � f
X

i

�
z
i; (53)

where f is a sm all�ctitious �eld;note that the �eld is

applied to the spinsofsublattice 1 only,and within the
presentpaperwerestrictf to be constantand static.
In theim aginary-tim eform alism ,theG reen’sfunctions

to be used are

G
f

ln
(�)= hT��

+

l
(�)��n (0)i

f
;

G
f�

ln
(�)= hT��

�

l
(�)��n (0)i

f
;l2 sublattice 1;

G
f

n0n
(�)= hT��

+

n0(�)��n (0)i
f
;

G
f�

n0n
(�)= hT��

�

n0(�)��n (0)i
f
;n2 sublattice 2;

(54)
where the expectation values are taken with respect to
the perturbed Ham iltonian in Eq.(53).Afteran expan-
sion in a powerseriesoff wecan write

G
f

ln
(�)= G

(0)

ln
(�)+ fG

(1)

ln
(�)+ O (f2): (55)

Since G (0)

ln
(�) = Gln(�),from now drop the superscript

and use

G
f

ln
(�)= Gln(�)+ fG

(1)

ln
(�)+ O (f2): (56)

Also,weintroduce

h�
z
i(�)i

f = h�
z
ii+ fvi+ O (f2); (57)

where,due to the translation periodicity h�zii = �,the
orderparam eteratf = 0.
Theequation ofm otion fortheG reen’sfunction G f

ln
(�)

isgiven by

dG f

ln
(�)

d�
= 2�(�)�lnh�

z
li

f

+ hT�[H C R (�);�
+

l
(�)]��n (0)i

f
� fG

f

ln
: (58)

In orderto solve this equation for the G reen’s function
it m ust be linearized. W e willuse the random phase
approxim ation (RPA),in which the
uctuationsof�z are
ignored and theoperator�z isreplaced by itsm ean value
h�zif | this is the so-called Tyablikov’s decoupling.16

Forexam ple

hT��
z
l(�)�

+

i (�)�
�
j (0)i

f
!

! h�
z
l(�)i

f
hT��

+

i (�)�
�
j (0)i

f= h�zl(�)i
f
G
f

ij(�): (59)

Afterthisdecoupling isintroduced,Eq.(58)isfound to
be

dG f

ln
(�)

d�
= 2�(�)�lnh�

z
li

f
�
X

�ab

n

2h�zl(�)i
f[AG f

(l+ �)n
(�)� B G

f�

(l+ �)n
(�)]+ J2h�

z
l+ �(�)i

f
G
f

ln
(�)
o

�
X

�ac

n

2h�zl(�)i
f[AG f

(l+ �)n
(�)+ B�G f�

(l+ �)n
(�)]+ J2h�

z
l+ �(�)i

f
G
f

ln
(�)

o

� fG
f

ln
(�); (60)
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where
P

�ab
referstoasum m ation overthenearestneigh-

bours ofthe site lin the ab direction,and sim ilarly forP

�ac
| see Fig.1(b).Here,allsitesl+ � belong to the

sublattice 2.
W e introduce the Fourier transform ation in the

m om entum -frequency representation for the G reen’s
function and the spin operator

G
f

ln
(�)=

2

N �

X

k;m

G
f

12
(k;!m )e

ik�(Rl�R n )e�i! m �
; (61)

h�
z
l(�)i

f =
1

�

X

k;m

h�
z
1(k;!m )i

fe�ik�R le�i! m �

=
X

k

�(k)[� + fv1]e
�ik�R l; (62)

where the expansion in Eq.(57)and the linearresponse
totheuniform perturbation expressed by v1(k)= �(k)v1
weretaken into account.In the transform ation given by
Eqs.(61,62),the sum overk runsover 1

2
N pointsofthe

�rstzone in the m om entum space,and !n = 2�n=� for
n 2 Z aretheBoseM atsubarafrequencies.Then,wecan
writedown theequation fortheG reen’sfunction G f

ln
(�)

in the form

� i!m G
f

12(k;!m )= � fG
f

12(k;!m )

� Z J2[� + fv2]G
f

12(k;!m )

� 2Z Ak[� + fv1]G
f

22(k;!m )

+ 2Z B k[� + fv1]G
f�

22 (k;!m );(63)

where,asbefore,Z isthe coordination num ber,and we
introduce

A k = A
k; B k = (<B )
0
k
+ (=B )
k; (64)


k =
1

2
(coskx + cosky); 


0
k
=
1

2
(coskx � cosky):

From these we can write down the following two equa-
tions:

i!m
2Z �

G 12 =
J2

2
G 12 + A kG 22 � BkG

�
22; (65)

i!m
2Z �

G
(1)

12 =
1

2Z �
G 12

+
v2
�

J2

2
G 12 +

J2

2
G
(1)

12
+
v1
�
A kG 22 + A kG

(1)

22

�
v1
�
B kG

�
22 � BkG

(1)�

22 ; (66)

where in allequationswe drop the wave vectorand fre-
quency dependencies for the G reen’s functions,that is
G = G (k;!m )and G (1) = G (1)(k;!m ).

In the sam e way we obtain the equations ofm otion
fortheotherG reen’sfunctions(see Eq.(54))within the
RPA schem e.The �nalsystem sofequationsforzeroth-
and �rst-orderquantitiescan be written as

�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

�

G 12 = A kG 22 � BkG
�
22;

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

�

G
�
12 = � AkG

�
22 + B

�
k
G 22;

�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

�

G 22 = A kG 12 � BkG
�
12 �

1

Z
;

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

�

G
�
22 = � AkG

�
12 + B

�
k
G 12;

(67)

�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

�

G
(1)

12 = A kG
(1)

22 � BkG
(1)�

22 +

�
v2
�

J2

2
+
v1
�

�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

�

+
1

2Z �

�

G 12;

�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

�

G
(1)

22 = A kG
(1)

12 � BkG
(1)�

12 +

�
v1
�

J2

2
+
v2
�

�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

��

G 22;

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

�

G
(1)�

12 = � AkG
(1)�

22 + B
�
k
G
(1)

22 �

�
v2
�

J2

2
�
v1
�

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

�

+
1

2Z �

�

G
�
12;

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

�

G
(1)�

22 = � AkG
(1)�

12 + B
�
k
G
(1)

12 �

�
v1
�

J2

2
�
v2
�

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

��

G
�
22;

(68)
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�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

�

G
(1)

21 = A kG
(1)

11 � BkG
(1)�

11 +

�
v1
�

J2

2
+
v2
�

�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

��

G 12;

�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

�

G
(1)

11 = A kG
(1)

21 � BkG
(1)�

21 +

�
v2
�

J2

2
+
v1
�

�
i!m
2Z �

�
J2

2

�

+
1

2Z �

�

G 22;

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

�

G
(1)�

21 = � AkG
(1)�

11 + B
�
k
G
(1)

11 �

�
v1
�

J2

2
�
v2
�

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

��

G
�
12;

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

�

G
(1)�

11 = � AkG
(1)�

21 + B
�
k
G
(1)

21 �

�
v2
�

J2

2
�
v1
�

�
i!m
2Z �

+
J2

2

�

+
1

2Z �

�

G
�
22;

(69)

wherewehavetaken into accountthe relations

G 12 = G 21; G 11 = G 22;

G
�
12 = G

�
21; G

�
11 = G

�
22: (70)

The polesofthe zero-orderG reen’sfunctions G have
to bethesam easthepolesfound forthe�rst-orderones
G (1). Thiscan be seen directly by com paring the struc-
ture ofthe system s ofequations for the corresponding
quantities:thesystem in Eq.(67)forthezero-orderfunc-
tionsisidenticalwith thesystem sin Eqs.(68,69)forthe
�rst-orderones,exceptforthefreeterm s.Thefreeterm s
in the �rst-order system s are determ ined by the zero-
order G reen’s functions,thus,the �rst-order quantities
G (1) can bewritten down in term softhesolution forthe
zero-ordersystem ofEq.(67),and the as yet unknown
quantitiesv1 and v2.
To calculate v1;2 we use a relation connecting v and

the G reen’s functions G (1)(k;0� ). From the de�nitions
in Eq.(54)and the expansion in Eq.(57)we have

G
f

ii(0
� )=

1

2
� h�

z
ii

f =
1

2
� � � fvi; (71)

while the expansion in Eq.(56)leadsto

G
f

ii(0
� )= G ii(0

� )+ fG
(1)

ii (0
� )=

1

2
� � + fG

(1)

ii (0
� ):

(72)

Thus, we can write down � vi = G
(1)

ii
(0� ), and after

Fouriersum m ation oneobtains

� v1 =
2

N

X

k

G
(1)

11 (k;0
� ); (73)

� v2 =
2

N

X

k

G
(1)

22 (k;0
� ): (74)

The solution of the system in Eq. (68) gives us the

�rst-orderG reen’sfunction G (1)

22 (k;!m )and thereforev2.
Sim ilarly,to �nd v1 weuse Eq.(69).

Thesolution ofthesystem ofequationsin Eq.(67)for
the zeroth-orderG reen’sfunctionsturnsoutto be

G 12(k;!n)= �
�

2

��

1+
J2=2+A k

!1(k)

�
1

i!n� "1(k)
+

�

1�
J2=2+A k

!1(k)

�
1

i!n+ "1(k)

�

�

1+
J2=2� Ak

!2(k)

�
1

i!n� "2(k)
�

�

1�
J2=2� Ak

!2(k)

�
1

i!n+"2(k)

�

;

G 22(k;!n)= �
�

2

��

1+
J2=2+A k

!1(k)

�
1

i!n� "1(k)
+

�

1�
J2=2+A k

!1(k)

�
1

i!n+ "1(k)

+

�

1+
J2=2� Ak

!2(k)

�
1

i!n� "2(k)
+

�

1�
J2=2� Ak

!2(k)

�
1

i!n+"2(k)

�

;

G
�
12(k;!n)= �

�

2
B
�
k

�
1

!1(k)

�
1

i!n� "1(k)
�

1

i!n+ "1(k)

�

+
1

!2(k)

�
1

i!n� "2(k)
�

1

i!n+"2(k)

��

;

G
�
22(k;!n)= �

�

2
B
�
k

�
1

!1(k)

�
1

i!n� "1(k)
�

1

i!n+ "1(k)

�

�
1

!2(k)

�
1

i!n� "2(k)
�

1

i!n+"2(k)

��

;

(75)
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wherethe spectra forthe out-of-plane"1(k)and in-plane"2(k)m odes14 aregiven by

"1(k)= 2Z �!1(k)= 2Z �
p
(J2=2+ A k)2 � jBkj

2;

"2(k)= 2Z �!2(k)= 2Z �
p
(J2=2� Ak)2 � jBkj

2:

(76)

After the substitution ofthe resultsin Eq.(75)into the system ofequationsin Eqs.(68,69),and then using the

solutionsforG (1)

11 (k;!m ),G
(1)

22 (k;!m ),the resultsforquantitiesv1 and v2 arefound to be

v1 � v2 =
�2C1

1+ 4�2J2C1

; (77)

v1 + v2 =
�2C2

1� 8�2C3

; (78)

where

C1 =
2

N

X

k

2

��

1+
(J2=2)2� A2

k
� jBkj

2

!1(k)!2(k)

�
n("1)� n("2)

"2(k)� "1(k)
�

�

1�
(J2=2)2� A2

k
� jBkj

2

!1(k)!2(k)

�
n("1)+ n("2)+ 1

"1(k)+ "2(k)

�

;

C2 =
2

N

X

k

(

(J2=2+A k)2�=2

!21(k)sinh
2 �"1

2

+
jB kj

2[2n("1)+ 1]

!21(k)"1(k)
+
(J2=2� Ak)2�=2

!22(k)sinh
2 �"2

2

+
jB kj

2[2n("2)+ 1]

!22(k)"2(k)

)

;

C3 =
2

N

X

k

(

(J2=2+A k)�=2

sinh2 �"1
2

+
(J2=2� Ak)�=2

sinh2 �"2
2

)

; here n("1;2)= [exp(�"1;2(k))� 1]�1 :

(79)

Now letus�nd thequantitieswhich determ inealinear
responseto a m agnetic�eld applied to theoneofsublat-
tice { see Eqs.(25,26). The longitudinalz com ponents
ofthe susceptibility in the characteristic representation
aregiven by

�
�
z
�
z

11 =
@h�z1i

f

@f

�
�
�
f= 0

= v1; �
�
z
�
z

12 =
@h�z2i

f

@f

�
�
�
f= 0

= v2;

(80)
where the expansion ofEq.(57) was used. The trans-
versex and y com ponentsofthesusceptibility tensorare
determ ined in the term sofG reen’sfunctionsas

�
�
�
�
�
0

11 =
2

N

X

i;i0

Z �

0

hT��
�
i (�)�

�
0

i0 (0)id�;

�
�
�
�
� 0

12 =
2

N

X

i;j

Z �

0

hT��
�
i (�)�

�
0

j (0)id�;

(81)

where� = x;y.By substituting thesolutionsin Eq.(75)
into the de�nition in Eq.(81)forthe transversecom po-
nentsofsusceptibility,we easily obtain exactly the sam e
result that we have already found within our M FA cal-
culations{ thatis,Eq.(43).

Then,using Eqs.(27)-(29)thecom ponentsofthesus-
ceptibility in the initialcoordinatesystem ofEq.(1)are

found to be

�
x =

1

4

1

J1 + J2
; (82)

�
y =

1

4

sin2(�)

J2 � J3
+ cos2(�)[v1 � v2]; (83)

�
z =

1

4

cos2(�)

J2 + J3
+ sin2(�)[v1 + v2]: (84)

For com pleteness,we m ention that we have also per-
form ed the theoretical investigation of this m odel (1)
within spin-wave (SW ) theory,and the �nalresult for
the com ponentsofstatic susceptibility turnsoutto be

�
x SW =

1

4

1

J1 + J2
; (85)

�
y SW =

1

4

sin2(�)

J2 � J3
+ cos2(�)S2C1

�
�
�! S

; (86)

�
z SW =

1

4

cos2(�)

J2 + J3
+ sin2(�)S2C2

�
�
�! S

: (87)

Itcan be noted thatthe di�erence in the resultswithin
theRPA,Eqs.(82)-(84),and spin-wavetheory,Eqs.(85)-
(87),cam efrom thecalculation ofthecom ponentsofthe
susceptibility in the direction ofthe sublattice m agne-
tization (that is ��

z
�
z

11 and ��
z
�
z

12 ). The spin-wave the-
ory gives unity in the denom inator of the expressions
for ��

z
�
z

11 and ��
z
�
z

12 in Eq.(77),and S = 1=2 instead
ofthe order param eter � everywhere in the num erator.
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The sim ilar situation takes place for antiferrom agnetic
Heisenberg m odelwithin the RPA schem e17 and spin-
wavetheory.31

W ealsom ention thatthetransversecom ponentsofthe
susceptibility in thecharacteristicrepresentation (43)are
equalwithin the M FA,RPA,and SW theories.

B . R elated T herm odynam ic quantities

In orderfortheaboveRPA theory to becom plete,we
need to determ ine the behaviourofthe orderparam eter
and the transition tem perature.
The above expressions for the com ponents of sus-

ceptibility Eqs.(83,84),and for the elem entary excita-
tions(spin waves)given by Eq.(76),include the as-yet-
unknown valueofthe orderparam eter�.From the de�-
nition on the G reen’sfunctionswecan obtain

G nn(� = 0� )= h�
�
n �

+
n i=

1

2
� �; (88)

where G nn(0
� )=

2

N

X

k

G 22(k;0
� ):

SubstitutingG 22(k;!)from Eq.(75),and perform ingthe
sum m ation on the M atsubara frequencies,the equation
on the orderparam eterturnsoutto be

1

�
=

2

N

X

k

�
J2=2+A k

!1(k)
[2n("1)+ 1]

+
J2=2� Ak

!2(k)
[2n("2)+ 1]

�

: (89)

Sinceorderparam eter(89)(sublatticem agnetization)is
tem perature dependent,it follows that the spectrum of
elem entary excitations(Eq.(76))isalso tem peraturede-
pendent.
The N�eeltem perature atwhich � vanisheswithin the

adopted RPA approxim ation isdeterm ined by

TN =

(

1

4

2

N

X

k

�
J2=2+A k

!2
1
(k)

+
J2=2� Ak

!2
2
(k)

�) �1

: (90)

By putting � ! 0 we can �nd thatz-com ponentofsus-
ceptibility �z in Eq.(84)

�
z

�
�
�
�! 0

=
1

4

cos2(�)

J2 + J3
+ sin2(�)

TC2j�! 0

1� TTN
; (91)

divergesatthe N�eeltem perature,whereasothercom po-
nentsofsusceptibility rem ain �nite asthe N�eelpointis
approached from below.

C . Susceptibility in the param agnetic case

W hen thetem peratureofthesystem isabovetheN�eel
tem perature,TN ,there stillexistsshort-range m agnetic
order. To m odelsuch an order17 we introduce a �cti-
tious �eld h pointing in the direction ofthe sublattice
m agnetization,thatisthe z direction in the characteris-
tic representation.To thisend,the Ham iltonian

H h = H C R � h
X

i

�
z
i � h

X

j

�
z
j (92)

isused,and thelim ith ! 0 istaken afterthecalculation
is carried out. To obtain the susceptibility above the
N�eeltem perature,itisconvenientto introduce an order
param eterde�ned by

y = lim
h! 0

(2Z �=h): (93)

The calculationsforthe m odelarevery sim ilarto the
onesabove presented. Itiseasy to show thatparam ag-
netic version ofthe equation on the orderparam eterin
Eq.(89)leadsto

1

y
=

2

N

X

k

1

Z �

�
1+ y(J2=2+A k)

(1+ y(J2=2+A k))2 � y2jB kj
2

+
1+ y(J2=2� Ak)

(1+ y(J2=2� Ak))2 � y2jB kj
2

�

: (94)

Thequantity y approachesto in�nity asthetem perature
is lowered to TN . Indeed,putting y ! 1 in Eq. (94)
we �nd the tem perature at which y diverges,which is
nothing butN�eeltem perature.

By a procedure sim ilar to the above presented (that
is,the RPA schem e below TN )the di�erentcom ponents
ofthem agneticsusceptibility in theparam agneticphase
arefound to be

�
x =

1

4

1

J1 + J2 + 2=y
; (95)

�
y =

1

4

sin2(�)

J2 � J3 + 2=y
+ cos2(�)

y2D 1

1+ 8y(1+yJ2=2)D 1

;

(96)

�
z =

1

4

cos2(�)

J2 + J3 + 2=y
+ sin2(�)

y2D 2

1� 8y2D 3

; (97)

where
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D 1 =
1

2Z 2�

2

N

X

k

2
(1+y(J2=2+A k))(1+ y(J2=2� Ak))� y2jB kj

2

f(1+y(J2=2+A k))2 � y2jB kj
2gf(1+y(J2=2� Ak))2 � y2jB kj

2g
;

D 2 =
1

2Z 2�

2

N

X

k

�
(1+y(J2=2+A k))2 + y2jB kj

2

f(1+y(J2=2+A k))2 � y2jB kj
2g2

+
(1+y(J2=2� Ak))2 + y2jB kj

2

f(1+y(J2=2� Ak))2 � y2jB kj
2g2

�

;

D 3 =
1

2Z 2�

2

N

X

k

�
1+y(J2=2+A k)

(1+y(J2=2+A k))2 � y2jB kj
2
+

1+y(J2=2� Ak)

(1+ y(J2=2� Ak))2 � y2jB kj
2

�

:

(98)

By puttingy ! 1 weobtain thatthecom ponentsofsus-
ceptibility �x and �y are continuous at the N�eelpoint,
whereasthez-com ponentofsusceptibility divergesin the
y ! 1 lim itatthe N�eelpoint,the latterresultre
ect-
ingthepresenceofthespontaneouscanted ferrom agnetic
m om entin the z direction.

D . Susceptibility in the T = 0 lim it

Aswewillpresentin theresultsdiscussion,thedim en-
sionalityoftheparam eterspacethatseem stoberelevant
to the cupratesislarge,butthere areonly a few im por-
tantvaluesthatdeterm inethephysicalpropertiesofthe
system .Here we discusstwo key experim entally obtain-
ablequantities,and theirrelation to the abovetheory.
Ithasbeen reported,usinginelasticneutronscattering,

that the out-of-plane ("1) and in-plane ("2) spin-wave
gapsare5:0 and 2:3m eV,respectively,in theLTO phase
ofLa2CuO 4 crystal.5 Using these results let us predict
theratio ofthecom ponentsofsusceptibility �y=�x.The
zone-centre(k = 0)spin-wavegapsaregiven by

"1 = Z �
p
(J2 + J1)(J2 � J3);

"2 = Z �
p
(J2 � J1)(J2 + J3); (99)

and they arerealifJ2 < J1;J3.So,from these relations
weobtain

"2 < "1 , J1 > J3: (100)

Also,in the T = 0 lim itthe y com ponentofthe suscep-
tibility in Eq.(46)isgiven by

�
y M F A =

1

4

sin2(�)

J2 � J3
=
1

4

J2 � J1

J22 � J23
;

then
�y M F A

�x M F A
=
J22 � J21

J22 � J23
: (101)

Therefore,within the M FA

�
x M F A

> �
y M F A

, J1 > J3: (102)

Thus,if"2 < "1 ("2 > "1),in the lim itofzero tem pera-
turethe M FA predictsthat�y < �x (�y > �x).

In thelim itofthesm allanisotropy d;� � J thecom -
ponents ofthe susceptibility at T = 0 within the M FA
turn outto be

�
x M F A

� �
z M F A

�
1

8J
;

�
y M F A

�
d2

32J2(�1 � �3)
; (103)

while the expressionsforthe spin-wavegapsare

"1 � Z �
p
2J(�1 � �3);"2 � Z �d=

p
2: (104)

W ecan seethatcom ponents�x;z arealm ostindependent
oftheanisotropy param eters,whilethe�y com ponentis
very sensitive to the ratio between the anti-sym m etricd
and sym m etric �1 � �3 param etersofanisotropy.Then,
theratio between thecom ponentsofthesusceptibility is
given by

�x;z M F A

�y M F A
�

�
"1

"2

� 2

: (105)

Itcan be noted thatwithin the M FA schem e the dif-
ferentcom ponents ofthe susceptibility,i.e. �x,�y and
�z,are determ ined by the contributionsfrom the trans-
verse com ponents ofthe susceptibility in the character-
istic representation. Indeed,asshould be expected,the
longitudinalcom ponentsofthe susceptibility in the CR
(see Eq.(38)) are equalto zero in the T = 0 lim it. As
showed earlier in this paper, in the characteristic rep-
resentation the RPA and SW theorieslead to the sam e
result for the transverse com ponents ofthe susceptibil-
ity astheM FA does.Sincethelongitudinalcom ponents
in the CR,given by the Eq.(77) within the RPA,and
their sim pli�ed expressions within the SW theory (see
Eqs.(86,87))becom enegligibly sm allin theT = 0 lim it,
we predictthat RPA,SW and M FA within the reason-
able range ofthe m odelparam eters (d;� � J) satisfy
the ratio ofEq.(105),and the di�erent com ponents of
the susceptibility atT = 0 can be approxim ated by the
Eq.(103).
W ealso notetheanalogy with thepure3D Heisenberg

m odelwhere,in the lim it ofzero tem perature,allap-
proxim ations considered here give the sam e m agnitude
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forthe transverse com ponentsofthe susceptibility,and
zero forthe longitudinalone.17

V . R ESU LT S O F C A LC U LA T IO N S

In this section we present the results ofa num erical
investigation of the m agnetic properties of the system
m odelled by the Ham iltonian given by Eq.(1)based on
theabovepresented analyticalform ulae.Speci�cally,we
areinterestedin thetem peraturedependenciesofthevar-
iouscom ponentsofthe susceptibility fordi�erentvalues
(speci�cally,ratios) ofthe m odelparam eters. Further,
wewillnum erically dem onstratethecorrelation between
the m agnitudes ofthe two spin-wave gaps in the exci-
tation spectrum and the behaviourofthe susceptibility
com ponents;this relation was discussed analytically in
theprevioussubsection.Also,and m ostim portantly,we
willm ake clearthe role played by quantum 
uctuations
by com paring the resultsofthe di�erentapproxim ation
schem es.
In whatfollows,wewillm ainly exam ineonesetofpa-

ram etersthataresuggested from experim entalm easure-
m entsdiscussed in theprevioussubsection,and thiswill
allow us to \zero in" on a param eterregim e. However,
since have developed the theory for one plane and not
a 3d solid,we do not necessarily expect this set ofpa-
ram etersto be representativeofa system likeLa2CuO 4;
instead,as we discussed in the introduction to this pa-
per,this approach willallow us to determ ine ifa one-
planeapproach isadequate,since,asweand othershave
discussed,a true Tc > 0 phase transition is possible for
one plane and thus could possibly be su�cient for this
system .
In thepresentcalculationsweexpressallm odelparam -

eters in term s ofJ. Also,as willbe m ade clear below,
instead ofusing thesetofparam eters�1,�2,and �3,we
dealwith com bination ofparam eters�1 � �3,�1 + �3,
and �2. The chosen m agnitudes ofthe m odelparam e-

tersd and
 !
� givethereported m agnitudeofgapsin the

spectrum 5,32

"o = "1 � 5 m eV; "i = "2 � 2:3 m eV; (106)

at the tem perature T = TN =3 for the superexchange
valueJ = 130 m eV.5 Thisleadsto theparam etersgiven
by

d=J = 0:02; (�1 � �3)=J = 0:42� 10�3 ; (107)

where,asdiscussed below,wehaveset

(�1 + �3)=J = 0; �2 = 0: (108)

A . T he A FM order param eter,spin-w ave

excitations,and T N

Toexam inethedi�erentanalyticalschem esused in the
previous sections, we com pare the representative solu-
tionsoftheorderparam eter,�,within theRPA m ethod,

Eq.(89),and within the M FA,Eq.(32). M ostinterest-
ingly,we note the results shown in Fig.3(a) look very
sim ilarto the corresponding onesforthe pure 3D quan-
tum Heisenberg antiferrom agnet within the RPA and
M FA schem es.16

Sincetheorderparam eter� istem peraturedependent,
it follows that within the RPA schem e the spin-wave
spectrum (see Eq.(76)) is also tem perature dependent.
In Fig. 3(b) we present the behaviour of both m odes
in the excitation spectrum atthe long wavelength lim it
(k = 0)(energy gaps)with respectto the relative tem -
perature(T=TN );these resultscom parefavourably with
the experim entalm easurem entsofthe sam equantity.5
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FIG .3: (Color online) The (a) order param eter vs. T=TN

within the RPA m ethod (black solid line)and the M FA (red
dashed line),and the(b)spin-wavegaps,in unitsofJ,in the
spectrum ofelem entary excitationsvs.T=TN within theRPA
m ethod. In both ofthese �gures we have used d=J = 0:02,
(�1 � �3)=J = 0:42� 10�3 ,�1 + �3 = 0,and �2 = 0.

Now let us show that in contrast to the M FA ap-
proach,where TN = J2 � J is alm ost independent of
the anisotropy, the N�eeltem perature within the RPA
analyticalschem e isvery sensitive to m odelparam eters
d and �1 � �3.Figure4 showsthe zero-tem peratureen-
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FIG .4: The (a) T = 0 energy gaps,in units ofJ,vs. the
D M param eterd=J,aswellas(b)the N�eeltem perature TN ,
in unitsofJ,vs d=J.In both ofthese�gures,(�1 � �3)=J =
0:42� 10�3 ,�1 + �3 = 0,and �2 = 0.

ergy gapsand the N�eeltem perature asfunctionsofthe
DM antisym m etric exchange interaction d=J within the
RPA m ethod.Asonecan see,theenergygap "1 isalm ost
independentofthed=J,while"2 dependsalm ostlinearly
on the DM interaction d=J,and in factgoesto the zero
in the lim it d=J ! 0. As a result,when d=J = 0 the
G oldstone m ode appearsin the spin-wavespectrum and
therm al
uctuationsdestroy the long-rangeordering for
any T > 0.Consequently,theN�eeltem peraturedropsto
zero in caseofd = 0.

In the next two �gures we present the dependencies
on the m odel param eter (�1 � �3)=J. Now, the en-
ergy gap "2 is independent of the param eters of sym -
m etric anisotropy

 !
� and thus determ ined by the DM

interaction d=J alone,while the gap "1 varies strongly
with (�1 � �3)=J. As in the above case, in the lim it
of�1 � �3 ! 0 the m ode "2 in the spectrum becom es
gaplessand,therefore,thetransition tem peratureto the
long-rangeordered state would be suppressed to zero.

O ne can understand the above results for the zone-
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FIG .5: The (a)energy gaps,in unitsofJ,vs.(�1 � �3)=J,
and (b) the N�eeltem perature,in units ofJ,as function of
(�1 � �3)=J.

centreexcitation spectrum im m ediately from thetheex-
pressionsEq.(104)in the lim itofsm allanisotropy.O ur
num ericalresults,shown in the previous�gures,dem on-
stratethattheseexpressionsarevalid overa largerange
ofparam etervalues.

B . Param eters regim es

W enow sum m arizeournum ericalresultswith regards
to the dependence ofvarioustherm odynam ic quantities
on the m aterialparam eters appearing in the Ham ilto-
nian.
Firstly,we�nd thattheN�eeltem peratureisalm ostin-

dependentofthe(�1+ �3)=J within thereasonablerange
ofthem odelparam eters(seebelow).In fact,in orderto
arguefortheindependence ofthe therm odynam icquan-
titiescentraltothisstudy on certain m aterialparam eters
thatappearin the Ham iltonian,viz. �2 and �1 + �3,in
Fig.6 weshow two representativeplotsfortheorderpa-
ram eter and the susceptibility within the RPA schem e
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FIG .6: (Color online) The (a) order param eter vs. T=J

forthedi�erentvaluesof� 2=J and (�1 + �3)=J,and (b)the
susceptibility,in unitsof1=J,vs.T=J forthedi�erentvalues
of�2 and �1+ �3 discussed in thetest.In theseplotswehave
�xed d=J = 0:02,and ��=J � (� 1 � �3)=J = 0:42� 10�3 ).

fortheconstantvaluesofthed and �� = � 1� �3 (again
in unitsofJ). Thatis,in each ofthe plotsin Fig.6 we
have sim ultaneously plotted ten data setseach with the
di�erentvaluesofthe�2 and �1+ �3,wheretheparam e-
terratio�2 hasbeen varied from thevalue� 103� ��up
to the103 � ��,and � 1 + �3 from thevalue� 102 � ��
to the102 � �� (allin unitsofJ).Asonecan see,even
forsuch a largerangeofthe param eters,onecan hardly
seethedi�erenceofthe absolutevaluesoftheN�eeltem -
perature,orderparam eterand susceptibility.
Thus,to study the m agnetic propertiesofthe system

we can use only the DM interaction d and the com bina-
tion �1 � �3 ofthesym m etrictensorcom ponentsastwo
independentparam eters,and so we conclude (sim ilarto
others32,33)thatthesystem can bestudied using �2 = 0
and �1 + �3 = 0.
In variouslim its,itcan be shown thatthisresultfol-

lowsfrom theabovepresented analyticalwork.Thenon-
diagonalterm �2 ofthe sym m etry anisotropy tensor is

involved in allexpression through thecom bination in the
J4 (Eq.(8)). For the reasonable anisotropy param eters
(that is � < d � J) the spins are canted by a very
sm allangle � � d=J,and asa resultwe can neglectthe
term �2 sin� � d�2=J with respectto d,and hence we
can ignore the quantity �2 in allour form ulae. Sim i-
larly,�1 + �3 is involved in the form ulae through the
com bination in the J2,J3,and canted angle �,where it
appeared only asthecom bination J + 1

2
(�1 + �3).Thus,

theparam eter�1+ �3 can beignored with respectto the
superexchangeinteraction J (seeEq.(8)).
Therefore,onecan assertthatthe m odelHam iltonian

ofEq.(1)leadsto the sam e resultsas,forinstance,the
m odeldescribed by the spin Ham iltonian

H =
X

hi;ji

[JSi� Sj � ��S z
iS

z
j + D ij(Si� Sj)]; (109)

wherewede�ne �� � � 1 � �3.

C . Susceptibility

Now letusconsiderthe m ain focusofourpaper,that
being thebehaviourofthedi�erentcom ponentsofstatic
uniform m agneticsusceptibility asa function oftem per-
ature. O ur results for �x,for the param etersdiscussed
in the previous subsections,are shown in Fig.7 (recall
ourearlierresultthattheM FA and SW theoriespredict
the sam e T-independentvalue forthisquantity). The x
com ponentofsusceptibility below the N�eeltem perature
isthetem peratureindependentand isequalto � 1=(8J)
within the M FA (Eq.(45)),the RPA schem e (Eq.(82)),
orspin-wave theory (Eq.(85)). However,above the or-
deringtem perature,theRPA and M FA yield di�erentre-
sults,with a weak T-dependence within the RPA,while
a strong Curie-likefallo� isfound within the M FA.
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FIG . 7: (Color online) The susceptibility �
x, in units of

1=J,within theRPA (black solid line)and M FA (red dashed
line), for the param eters values d=J = 0:02 and ��=J =
0:42� 10�3 . Below TN these theories both predictthe sam e
constantvalue thatisindependentoftem perature.
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As we will discuss in a future publication, this be-
haviourchangesifone includes4-spin ring exchange,or
goesbeyond theTyablikov RPA decoupling schem ethat
weem ploy in thispaper.Thisisim portantsincetheex-
perim entaldata ofLavrov etal.,6 showsa sm allnonzero
slope of�x vs. T.Indeed,a successfulcom parison with
thesm allslopeseen below TN in experim entaldata6 nec-
essarilyrequiresthatwegobeyond thetreatm entofspin-
wave interactionsand/orHam iltonian thatare included
in this paper. W e em phasize that the necessity ofgo-
ing beyond theTyablikov RPA decoupling to obtain this
slope is a m anifestation ofthe presence ofstrong quan-
tum 
uctuations,a them e that willbe repeated in our
discussion in thisand the nextsection ofthispaper.
O ur results for the y com ponent of the susceptibil-

ity,�y,are shown in Fig.8. These plots show thatbe-
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FIG .8: (Color online) The (a) susceptibility �
y within the

RPA (black solid line)and M FA (red dashed line),and (b)a
com parison oftheRPA (black solid line)and spin-wave(SW )
(blue dotted line) results below TN . As in previous �gures,
we are using d=J = 0:02 and ��=J = 0:42� 10 �3 .

low the ordering tem perature the RPA schem e leads to
the good agreem entwith the M FA schem e nearthe TN
(0:8TN < T < TN ),and good agreem ent with the SW

theory atlow-T (thatis,forT < TN =2).AbovetheN�eel
tem perature,theRPA and M FA theorieslead toverydif-
ferentresults.TheM FA m ethod givesanabruptdecrease
of�y to a valuethatiscloseto thatofthe purely trans-
verse com ponent �x � 1=(8J)(see inset ofthis �gure),
whiletheRPA leadsto a m uch m oregradualdecreaseof
the valueof�y with the tem perature.
Thez com ponentofthesusceptibility,�z,isshown in

Fig.9.W e �nd thatatlow T,aswasalso found for�y,
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FIG .9: (Color online) The susceptibility �
z within (a) the

RPA (black solid line)and M FA (red dashed line),aswellas
(b)acom parison of�z below theorderingtem peraturewithin
the RPA (black solid line)and spin-wave (SW )(blue dotted
line) theory. As in previous plots,we have used d=J = 0:02
and ��=J = 0:42� 10 �3 .

the RPA is in the the good agreem ent with spin-wave
predictions. Near the transition tem perature,the RPA
m ethod leadsto the qualitatively di�erentbehaviourof
the z com ponent ofsusceptibility with respect to both
the M FA and spin-waveform alism s.
Thedi�erencesbetween theM FA vs.RPA datashown

above can be understood using the following reasoning.
Firstly,considerbelow theN�eeltem perature.Thecanted
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m om ents which develop are con�ned to lie in the y � z

plane;aswell,they are ferrom agnetically ordered in the
z-direction (recallthat we are studying a single CuO 2

plane).Then,onecan seethatwithin theM FA theweak
FM producesadivergenceofthez-com ponentofthesus-
ceptibility only in averynarrow tem peratureregion close
to the N�eelpoint. Since the M FA doesnotaccountfor
near-neighbourcorrelationsbetween thespins,awayfrom
theim m ediatevicinity ofTN theweakFM isignored and
�z behaves like a T-independent transverse susceptibil-
ity (that is,transverse to the ordered AF m om ent). In
contrast to this, the z-com ponent ofthe susceptibility
calculated within theRPA hasa strong tem peraturede-
pendenceand showsthatthee�ectsofthequantum 
uc-
tuations are im portantin a wide region below the N�eel
tem perature. The other com ponent which shows som e
di�erencesbetween theM FA and RPA below thetransi-
tion is�y,and forthiscom ponentitisseen thatsincethe
M FA doesnotincludethereduction ofthestaggered m o-
m ent(which isin thisdirection)due to quantum 
uctu-
ationsatlow tem peratures,linearspin-wavetheory,and
nottheM FA,agreeswith theRPA forlow tem peratures.

Further, above the N�eeltem perature the di�erences
can beunderstood asfollows.In aM FA (thatisT M F A

N �

J),both com ponentsofthe susceptibility �y and �z are
rapidly changing functions in the im m ediate vicinity of
TN (�T=TN � 0:005),and then havethesam ebehaviour
asthe �x term furtherabove the transition. ThisM FA
behaviourisin no way sim ilarto thatfound in theRPA.
That is,our results are an exam ple ofthe pronounced
e�ectsofshort-range correlationsand quantum 
uctua-
tions.The RPA schem e givesa m uch lowervalue ofthe
N�eeltem perature than M FA does(TN � 0:3J),butin a
broad T region above the N�eelpointstrong short-range
correlationsexist,and the RPA includes the m anner in
which these 
uctuations strongly m odify the suscepti-
bility. Sim ilar reasoning explains the di�erences in �x

between the M FA and RPA.

Forcom pleteness,in Figs.10,11,12wepresentallcom -
ponents ofthe susceptibility together,within both the
M FA and the RPA,contrasting di�erent values ofthe
physicalparam etersdescribing the DM interaction. To
bespeci�c,in Fig.10weshow thesituation when "1 > "2

with the ratio ("1="2)2 � 4:2 atzero tem perature. Asa
result,we obtain that for T = 0 �y < �x;�z with the
sam e ratio between the x;z and y com ponents ofsus-
ceptibility �x;z=�y � 4:2 (see xIV D). By increasing the
m agnitude ofthe DM param eter d, due to the strong
dependence ofthe m ode "2 ofthe d (see Fig.4),we ob-
tain the situation corresponding to "2 = "1. Then,asis
seen in Fig.11,both the M FA and RPA schem esresult
in equalvaluesofthe allcom ponentsofsusceptibility at
low T. A further increasing ofd leads to the situation
"2 > "1,opposite to the one presented in Fig.10. In
Fig.12 we show the susceptibility in the case ofthe ra-
tio ("2="1)2 � 2:0,and atT = 0 one �nds �y > �x;�z

and �y=�x;z � 2:0 for T = 0. (W e note that for other
sets ofd;��,the behaviour ofthe com ponents of� is
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FIG .10: (Coloronline)All3com ponentsofthesusceptibility
within (a)theM FA,and (b)within the RPA,ford=J = 0:02
and ��=J = 0:42� 10 �3 .

determ ined alm ostentirely by the ratio ofthespin-wave
gaps,"1="2 = . These results agree with our analytical
predictions(seesection IV).)
Then,com paring the z-com ponentofthe susceptibil-

ity within the RPA (Figs.10(b)-12(b))we also �nd that
increasing of the anisotropy param eter d leads to the
broadeningT regionswhere(i)thee�ectsofthequantum

uctuations are im portant T < TN and (ii) the strong
short-rangecorrelationsexistsT > TN .

V I. SU M M A R Y A N D

C O N C LU SIO N S/D ISC U SSIO N

To sum m arize, we have presented a theoretical in-
vestigation of a single CuO 2 plane of the undoped
La2CuO 4 crystalin the low-T orthorhom bicphase.The
Cu spins in the plane were m odelled by the 2D spin-
1/2 Heisenberg AF with spin-orbit coupling, the lat-
ter represented the antisym m etric and sym m etric DM
anisotropies. W e have adopted the G reen’s function
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FIG .11: (Coloronline)All3com ponentsofthesusceptibility
within (a)theM FA,and (b)within theRPA,ford=J = 0:041
and ��=J = 0:42� 10 �3 .

m ethod within Tyablikov’s RPA decoupling schem e to
calculate the m agnetic susceptibility of such a m odel.
In order to allow us to accurately m odel the longitu-
dinalsusceptibility within such a levelofdecoupling of
high-order G reen’s functions, we have extended Liu’s
m ethod17 fortheisotropicHeisenberg m odelto onethat
includesa weak canted FM m om entin the plane.
W e can em phasizeseveralim portantconclusionsfrom

our results. W e have found that the anisotropy in-
troduced into the problem by the sym m etric and anti-
sym m etric DM interactions leads to im portant changes
in the behaviourofthe m agnetic susceptibility nearthe
transition point. By com paring the M FA and RPA re-
sults we conclude that the e�ects ofquantum 
uctua-
tionsand the short-rangecorrelationsarevery strong in
the broad tem perature region ofnear the N�eeltem pera-
ture. Further,we �nd that since the RPA and SW re-
sults are quite di�erent near the N�eeltem perature,the
e�ects ofspin-wave interactions,which are included in
an approxim ate way in the RPA but not the SW the-
ories, are very im portant in this system . This neces-
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FIG .12: (Coloronline)All3com ponentsofthesusceptibility
within (a)theM FA,and (b)within theRPA,ford=J = 0:058
and ��=J = 0:42� 10 �3 .

sarily leads to the question,would m ore advanced de-
coupling schem es,nam ely im provem entson Tyablikov’s
decoupling(e.g.,seeourEq.(59)),or,possibly,theinclu-
sion ofnonlineare�ectsin the SW theory,lead to quali-
tatively di�erentresults?
Secondly,we have obtained that the weak ferrom ag-

netism in thez-direction (caused by theDM interaction)
leadsto theessentialdi�erencebetween thetem perature
behaviours ofthe transverse �x and �z com ponents of
the susceptibility (recallthattheAF m om entsliein the
y� z planeand arenearly aligned along they axis).W e
established the correlation between the ratio ofthe in-
and out-of-planespin-wavem odesoftheexcitation spec-
trum in thelong wavelength lim it(k = 0),which is�xed
by theratio between thed and �1 � �3 DM param eters,
and thebehaviourof�x;z vs.�y in thezero tem perature
lim it. This conclusion is independent on the analytical
m ethod which we used to calculate the susceptibilities,
since allm ethods agree in the low-T regim e,and could
allow oneto m akepredictionsconcerning thegapsin the
excitation spectrum based on the data forthe suscepti-
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bility.
Now we com m enton the com parison ofourresultsto

theexperim entallyobservedanisotropies6 thatm otivated
thiswork. W e can state that,in addition to the known
results12,13,14 thatDM interaction inducesthe weak fer-
rom agnetism in the LTP phase and the spin-wave gaps,
thisinteraction isatleastin partresponsiblefortheun-
usualanisotropy in the m agneticsusceptibility.6 W e can
m ention them ostsigni�cantfeaturesobserved in theex-
perim entthatarein qualitativeagreem entwith thepre-
sented in papertheoreticalresults:(i)theabsenceofany
specialbehaviour(anom aly)in thetransversecom ponent
�x across the N�eeltem perature;(ii) the additionalin-
crease ofthe �y com ponentin the ordered state and its
sm ooth decrease in a broad tem perature region in the
param agnetic state; (iii) a signi�cant tem perature de-
pendenceofthecom ponent�z in thebroad tem perature
region below and abovethe transition point.
Now we brie
y discuss the experim entaldata which

cannot be explained within the fram ework ofthe pro-
posed here theory. Firstly,we have found that the ob-
served ratio between the x and y com ponents �x < �y

(in the T = 0 lim it) takes place only ifthe spin-wave
gap with out-of-planem odeislessthan thein-planeone
"o < "i.However,olderneutron-scattering experim ents5

�nd the opposite ratio: the m agnitude for the out-of-
planem odeis5m eV,fortheout-of-planem ode2.3m eV.
RecentRam an work con�rm sone ofthese values.32 So,
other interactions which a�ect these gaps m ust be im -
portant for an accurate explanation ofthe susceptibil-
ity data. Secondly, our results cannot explain a T-

independentshiftbetween �x;�y and �z observed in ex-
perim ents{ an explanation ofthisphysicsisprovided in
theexperim entalpaper,nam ely thatonem ustinclude a
van Vleck contribution which shifts,in a T-independent
m anner,these com ponents ofthe susceptibility,but we
deferourinclusion ofthisphysicsuntilthesecond paper
in thisseriesoftheoreticalstudies.
Forfurtherim provem entsofourtheoreticalm odelling

ofthe La2CuO 4 com pound,itseem sto be im portantto
investigate a 3D m odelon a body-centered lattice with
theweak AF interlayercoupling.Itisalsopossibleto ex-
tend the2D m odelby consideringtheringexchange,and
theinteraction between thenextnearestneighboursites,
and weexpectthatsom eoftheseadditionalphysicscan
beresponsibleforthecorrectratiobetween thespin-wave
gapswith respectto theratio between �x and �y.In ad-
dition,the anisotropic Van Vleck contribution (orbital
susceptibility)and gyrom agnetic(Land�e)factorneed to
betaken intoaccount.W ewillpresentadetailed com par-
ison to these experim entswhen these otherinteractions
areincluded in future publications.
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