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Abstract

U sing spin-w ave theory, we show that geom etric frustration fails to preserve a two-din ensional
soin uid. Even though frustration can rem ove the interlayer coupling in the ground-state of a
classical antiferrom agnet, spin layers nnevitably develop a quantum -m echanical coupling via the
m echanism of \order from disorder". W e show how the order from disorder coupling m echanisn
can be viewed as a result ofm agnon pair tunneling, a process closely analogous to pair tunneling in
the Josephson e ect. In the soin system , the Jossphson coupling m anifests itself as a biquadratic
soin coupling between layers, and for quantum spins, these coupling tem s are as large as the
Inplne coupling. An alemative m echanisn for decoupling spin layers occurs in classical XY
m odels In which decoupled "sliding phases" ofspin uid can orm In certain nely tuned conditions.
Unfrtunately, these nely tuned situations appear equally susoeptible to the strong-coupling e ects
ofquantum tunneling, forcing us to conclide that in general, geom etric frustration cannot preserve

a two-dim ensional spin uid.
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I. NTRODUCTION

This study is m otivated by recent theories of heavy electron system s tuned to an an—
tiferrom agnetic quantum critical pointt? which propose that the form ation of m agneti-
cally decoupled layers of spins plays a central role In the departure from Fem i liquid
behavior. A wide varety of heavy electron m aterials develop logarithm ically divergent
goeci ¢ heat coe cients and quasilinear resistivities in the vicinity of quantum critical
pointst@dEdsd11819,2021,222324252621 | Several theories explaining these unusual properties
have been proposedt@d2£d£482026 - The standard m odel for these quantum phase transi-
tions, proposed by Hertz and M oriya, involves a soft, antiferrom agnetic m ode coupled to
a Fem i surface. HertzM oriya SDW theory can account for the logarithm ically divergent
speci ¢ heat coe cients and quasilinear resistivities?, but only if the spin  uctuations
are quasi-two-din ensional. An altemative local quantum critical description, based on the
extended dynam icalmean el theory, also requires a quasitwo-din ensional spin  u#l.
E ach ofthese theordies can only acoount for the anom alies of quantum critical heavy electron
m aterials if the spin  uctuations of these system s are quasitwo-din ensional#=2£8 |

T he hypothesis that heavy electrons involre decoupled layers of soins m otivates a search
for a mechanian that m ight preserve quasitwo-din ensionality In a diverse set of heavy
ferm jon m aterials. O ne such frequently cited m echanism is geom etric frustrationt. Here,
the idea is that frustration, naturally induced by the structure of the crystal, decouples
layers of spins wihin the material? (see Fig.[l). In this paper, using the H eisenbery
antiferrom agnet as a sim ple exam pl to explore this line of reasoning, we show wih the
help of spin-wave theory that n general, zero-point uctuations of the spin overcom e the
frustration and generate a strong interlayer coupling via the m echanism of \order from
disorder" 29,

To illustrate the m ain points of our argum ent, consider tw o ssparate layers of H eisenberg
soins. At T = 0 each layer is antiferrom agnetically ordered, and soin waves run along the
layers. Now consider the e ect of a am all frustrated interlayer coupling. In a system of
classical spins, the layers ram ain decoupled in the classical ground state, and their spins
m ay be rotated independently. The long-wavelength soin waves continue to run along the
layers, and the soIn  uid is quasitwo-din ensional at long wavelengths.

In the quantum -m echanical picture, even a am all interlayer coupling enables m agnons



FIG .1: Lattice Structure.

to virtually tunnel between layers. An antiferrom agnet can be regarded as a long-range
RVB state!, so individualm agnon transfer is energetically unfavorable, and the transfer of
m agnons between the layers tends to occur In pairs, as In Jossphson tunneling (see Fig. 2).
Interlayerm agnon pair tunneling is ubiquitous in three-dim ensional spin systam s, frustrated
and unfrustrated alike. So unlss the interlayer coupling constant is set exactly to zero,
m agnons travel between the layers, producing a coupling closely analogous to Jossphson
coupling of superconducting layers. Such a coupling is an altemative way of view ing the
phenom enon of \order from disorder™?:?, whereby the free energy of zeropoint or them al
uctuations depends on the relative ordentation of the classical m agnetization.

Ifwe use the analogy between superconductors and antiferrom agnets, then soin rotations
of an antiferrom agnet m ap onto gauge transformm ations of the electron phase in a supercon—
ductor. In a superconducting tunnel jinction, the Jossphson energy is determm ined by the

product of the order param eters in the two layers, ie.

2 h i

where t; is the tunneling m atrix elem ent, the superconducting gap energy and ; (1=
1;2) represents an electron  eld in kad one and two. By analogy, In a corregponding \gpoin



Junction", the coupling energy is detem ined by the product of the soin-pair am plitudes.
Suppose for sim plicity that the system is an easy-plane XY m agnet, then

J?2 J?2
Eg( ) —Re bS] B)S; (iks; s, ) / S s );
k k

where S, represents the spin raising, or lowering operator at site i in plane 1, parallel to
the localm agnetization. T he factor 2 arises because the soin-pair carries a phase which
is tw ice the angular displacem ent of the m agnetization (S, S+ iSy Sé ). In other
words,

J7

Es( ) 25 o () + oonst;
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0 the Interlayer coupling nduced by soin tunneling is expected to be biquadratic in the

relative angle between the spins. Clearly, this is a mudch oversimpli ed argument. W e
need to take acoount of the O (3), rather than the U (1) symm etry of a H eisenberg system .
N evertheless, this sim ple argum ent captures the soirt of the coupling between spin layers,

aswe shallnow see In a m ore detailed calculation.

ITI. SPIN-WAVE SPECTRUM FOR DECOUPLED LAYERS

Consider a Heisenberg m odel w ith nearest-neighbor antiferrom agnetic interaction in is
ground state de ned on the body-centered tetragonal lattice. T his choice ofm odel ism oti-
vated by the structure of C eP d,S iy, one of the com pounds for w hich the idea of quasi-two—
din ensionality was orighally proposed?. In this lattice structure € ig.[l), square Jattices
stack wih a shift of (g, %) between ad-pcent layers (@ is the lattice constant w ithin the
layer). For sin plicity, the distance between the layers is also a. The soins of the nearest
neighbors in each layer are antiparallel. In the classical ground state the soins In di erent
layers are decoupled and m ay assum e any relative alignm ent.

For sin plicity, ket us consider jist two ad-pcent layers, the argum ent being easily gener—

alized to an In nite number of Jayers. The H am iltonian is then

H=Hy+V; @)

w ith

Ho=H® +8; @)
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FIG. 2: Contrasting (a) Josephson tunneling between paired superconductors and (o) m agnon

tunneling betw een antiferrom agnets, viewed w ithin a resonating valence bond RV B) picture.

where H ®) and H 8’ are the Ham iltonians for the top and bottom layers, and V is the
Interlayer coupling.

B)g®) T) @)
Ho=J°  s7'sy’ +s5'sy’. @)

+sPst @)

.(I)) is the spIn variable de ned at the site i in the bottom (top) layer. The

1

HereS®' (s
vector  denotes a displacam ent to the nearest neighbor sites w ithin the plane, = (@;0)
or (0;a). = @=2;a=2) de nes a shift between layers. Since the coupling between layers
isanall (J° J¥), wem ay treat this m odel using perturbation theory where the ratio of
coupling constants J° =J* is taken as a an all param eter.

For our purposes, it is su cient to consider a sinple case w ih the soins Iying in the



planes of the 2-din ensional Jattice. At sitesi= (la;ma) and i+ = (la+ %a;m a+ %a) the

Soins are

si®=s( 1F"; s/®=0; 5)
qu)=8( l)HerlOOS; S¥(T)=S( li.+m+lsjn ; (6)

1t

where X and Y aremutually perpendicular directions in the plane, 1land m are integers.
Follow ing a standard procedure!??3, we use the Holstein-Prim ako  approxin ation for
the spin operators to determ ine the spin-wave spectrum . T he single-layer H am iltonian H ¢’

becom es

h i
HO =  angd*+  8sdfalVal)+ sd*@Rk!’a') + hey; )
d

and on diagonalization the H am iltonian H ( for the decoupled layers can be w ritten as

X X

Ho = Eo+ e SRR SR @®)

T he ground state energy of the decoupled two-layer system is then

X

Eo= BNSE+1)F+ 1k )

q

!]c; de nes the spectrum of spin waves propagating in each of the layers

q
l5=4sJ° 4 [oosga+ cosqgal: 10)

ITT. MAGNON PAIR TUNNELING BETW EEN THE LAYERS

Now we express the perturbation V. in [4) jntennsofa;( ),aq() as

v=s Al@ Pa® +hry+s B?@Ma% +nhcy; 1)



whereA; anqu? arede ned as

h i
- 2 qa gqa . 9a ., ga
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where 4= (A sihh2uq+ B} cosh2u,) describes the am plitude form agnon pair tunneling,
and Vp, = S F q B2 cosh2ug + B sinh2uy) ©; "B + 1 ®'b) describes sihgle m agnon
tunneling between layers.

It is strmightforward to see that the particlke-hole tem s do not a ect the ground-state
energy, for Vi, 5S >= 0, where S > denotes the ground state wave-function of the

system . T he second order correction to the ground state energy E o is then

p@ o 3 y$s> 35, (15)
° E  Es

where § > denotes a state w ith two m agnons being transfered between layers. T hus,

X
E," = s? =@!): (16)

q

To understand the nature of coupling between the layers (dipolar or quadrupolar), ket us

retrive the dependence of E 0(2) on the angle

S J? 2
EO(Z) = E(Jk) Co+ Croo8 1=
S ) [Co + C2)+ 2 s ] a7)
= — —)+ —cos2 I
2 Jk o7 2

T he particular form ofthe coe cients is



r

dx dy 1 x y 1 2
Co= 1 “fosx+ cosyPoosd —cos = 1 = [oosx + cos ; 18
0 2 5 oo yF 2 > 5 lposx yl'; as)
r
dx dy 1 o X L,y 1 2
C,= W 1 2 osx + cosyP cos  sin? 2 SJn2§ 1+ > [cosx + cosy] 19)

T he interlayer coupling is indeed quadrupolar in nature, as oreseen earlier. M oreover,
there is no sm all param eter, and for snallS, when J° J¢, this coupling is not weak.

Iv. DISCUSSION

In the above calculation, we considered an ordered H eisenberg antiferrom agnet at zero
tem perature. In practice, provided the spin-spin correlation length  is Jarge com pared w ith
the lattice constant a, a, a biguadratic interlayer coupling w ill still develop. M ore—
over, at nite tem peratures, them al uctuations w ill produce further nterlayer coupling.
Both them al and quantum interlayer coupling processes are m anifestations of \order from
disorder". Themain di erence between the them al and quantum ocoupling processes lies
in the replacam ent of the m agnon occupation numbers w ith a BossE Instein distrioution
function, and in general both the sign and the angular dependences of the two couplings
are expected to be the same?. In general, geom etrical frustration is an extrem ely fragilke
m echanisn for decoupling spin layers and w ill alw ays be overcom e by quantum and them al

uctuations. O ur work was m otivated by heavy electron system s. These are much m ore
com plex systam s than insulating antiferrom agnets, but if our m echanian for the form ation
oftwo-din ensional spIn  uid is to be frustration, it isdi cul to see how sin ilar interlayer
coupling e ects m ight be avoided. W e are led to conclude that for the hypothesis of the
reduced dim ensionality of the spin  uid in heavy fem ion m aterials to hold, a com plktely
di erent decoupling m echanian must be at work.

In the special case 0of XY m agnetian there is, In fact, one such altemative m echanisn ,
related to "sliding phases". Som e heavy fermm ion system s, such as YR h,S i, are XY -lke,
m ost others, such as C eC ug, are Ising-lke. It is, therefore, nstructive to consider whether
the sliding phase m echanisn m ight be generalized to H eisenberg or Ising spin system s to
provide an escape from the uctuation coupling that we have discussed.



T he existence of a "sliding phase" In weakly coupled stacks of two-din ensional 2D ) XY
m odelswas predicted by O 'H em, Lubensky and Toner . In addition to Jossphson interlayer
couplings, these authors Included higher-order gradient couplings between the layers. In the
absence of Jossphson ocouplings, these gradient couplings preserve the decoupled nature
ofthe spin layers, only m odifying the powerdaw exponents of the 2D correlation functions,
hS;S45i  r . Asthetan perature is raised, Josephson interlayer couplingsbecom e irrelevant
above a particular "deocoupling tem perature" Ty. O ne can always select nterlayer gradient
couplings to satisfy Tq < Tk ¢ and produce a stable sliding phase in the tem perature w ndow
Tg< T < Tgr.

To see this In a little m ore detail, consider the continuous version of the H am iltonian of
two layersof XY models,H = Hy+ V ,whereH ; isa sum ofindependent layer H am iltonians

and V is the usual Jossphson-type interlayer coupling

x 2 k2
J J
Ho= — drke 1 @F+ — drk. » OF; 20)

V=2J" &roos[: (@ s (1 1)

At low tem perature, when the interlayer coupling J° is zero, the average of the intralayer

FoIn—spin correlation fiinction with respect to H is

h?@ig= logL=b); 22)

and
hoos[ (r) Ok C= ; @3)
where = T=2 J¥, L isthe sample width and b is a short-distance cuto in the XY plane.

The average of Jossphson interlayer coupling V scales as 1 i I? , so Jossphson
couplings becom e irrelevant at Tq = 4 J¥. At tem peratures above the K osterlitz-T houless
transition tem perature Tx = J*=2, them ally excited vortices destroy the quasi-ong—
range order and drive the system to disorder. In this sinpl exam ple, i happens that
Tq > Tk r, which doesnot pem it a sliding phase. H ow ever, higherorder gradient interlayer
couplings between the layers, when added to thism odel, suppress T4 below Tk r, producing
a stablk sliding phase for T4 < T < Tk r .



So can the sliding phase concept be generalized to Heisenberg soin system s? A sliding
phase develops In the XY m odelbecause powerdaw spin correlations introduce an anom a—
lous scaling dim ension, but unfortunately, a nite tem perature H eisenberg m odel has no
phases w ith power-aw correlations?. In general, biquadratic interlayer couplings will al
ways ram ain relevant in Heisenberg m odels. In the quantum -m echanical picture, as soon
as a frustrated interlayer coupling is introduced, the order-from -disorder phenom enon?<®
generates a coupling ST ?=J% between the layers:

2 X X

H= 5 (rﬁi>2+5 @ )% 4)

where = $%23?J*. This coupling gives us a length scale 1y determ ined from  (ly) 2 =
or L :ngk=J? . Once the spin correlation length aexp (2 ¥S%=T) wihih a
layer grow s to becom e larger than 1, ie. 1 < aexp (2 J¥S?=T), a 3D -ordering phase
transition occurs. An estin ate of the 3D -ordering transition tem perature is then T,
2 J%s%=T (p SJ¥=J?). The answer is essentially dentical in the classical picture, for here,
them al uctuations generate an entropic interlayer coupling max (S J?=J%; TS?),
so at high enough tem peratures, for large S, TF?=3%, 1 Sad >?=7° P T. A
classical estin ate of the 3D -ordering tem perature is T, 2 FS%=h (J%=J7).

A nother interesting question is whether XY m odels pem it sliding phasesat T = 0. The
decoupling tem perature, as ound by O 'Hem, Lubensky and Toner?, is

4

Ta ) = fligl : (25)

O ne sees no obviousm echanisn of suppressing T4 to zero. A 2D sliding phase is equivalent
toa3D nie tem perature sliding phase, so the existence of a sliding phase in the XY m odel
at zero tem perature would m ean a power-law phase n 3D XY m odel. Since no pow erlaw
phase exists n 3D XY -lke system s, sliding phases at T = 0 are extrem ely unlkely. In
conclusion, the sliding phase scenario also fails to provide a valid general m echanian for
decoupling layers in Ising-like and H eisenberg-like system s.

Let us retum m om entarily to consider the in plications of these concluisions for the m ore
com plex case ofheavy electron m aterials. It is clear from our discussion that sin ple m odels
of frustration do not provide a viable m echanism for decoupling soin layers. One of the

cbvious distinctions between an insulating and a m etallic antiferrom agnet is the presence

10



of dissppation which acts on the spin uctuations. The interlayer coupling we considered
here relies on shortwavelength spin  uctuations, and these are the ones that are m ost
heavily dam ped in a m etal. O ur exclusion of such e ects doeshold open a an all possibility
that order-from -disordere ectsm ight be substantially weaker in a m etallic antiferrom agnet.
However, ifwe are to take this route, then we can certainly no longer appeal to the analogy
of the nsulating antiferrom agnet w hile discussing a possble m echanian for decoupling soin
layers.
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