
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

20
03

v2
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  1
4 

Fe
b 

20
05

C an Frustration Preserve a Q uasi-T wo-D im ensionalSpin Fluid?
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Abstract

Using spin-wave theory,we show thatgeom etric frustration failsto preserve a two-dim ensional

spin 
uid. Even though frustration can rem ove the interlayer coupling in the ground-state ofa

classicalantiferrom agnet,spin layers innevitably develop a quantum -m echanicalcoupling via the

m echanism of\orderfrom disorder". W e show how the orderfrom disordercoupling m echanism

can beviewed asaresultofm agnon pairtunneling,aprocessclosely analogousto pairtunnelingin

the Josephson e�ect. In the spin system ,the Josephson coupling m anifestsitselfasa biquadratic

spin coupling between layers, and for quantum spins,these coupling term s are as large as the

in-plane coupling. An alternative m echanism for decoupling spin layers occurs in classicalXY

m odelsin which decoupled "slidingphases"ofspin 
uid can form in certain �nely tuned conditions.

Unfortunately,these�nelytuned situationsappearequallysusceptibletothestrong-couplinge�ects

ofquantum tunneling,forcing usto concludethatin general,geom etricfrustration cannotpreserve

a two-dim ensionalspin 
uid.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,75.30.Ds
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

This study is m otivated by recent theories ofheavy electron system s tuned to an an-

tiferrom agnetic quantum criticalpoint1,2 which propose that the form ation of m agneti-

cally decoupled layers of spins plays a central role in the departure from Ferm iliquid

behavior. A wide variety of heavy electron m aterials develop logarithm ically divergent

speci� c heat coe� cients and quasi-linear resistivities in the vicinity of quantum critical

points1,2,4,8,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27. Severaltheories explaining these unusualproperties

have been proposed1,2,4,5,6,7,8,18,20,26. The standard m odelforthese quantum phase transi-

tions,proposed by Hertz and M oriya,involves a soft,antiferrom agnetic m ode coupled to

a Ferm isurface. Hertz-M oriya SDW theory can accountforthe logarithm ically divergent

speci� c heat coe� cients and quasi-linear resistivities1,3,but only ifthe spin 
 uctuations

are quasi-two-dim ensional. An alternative localquantum criticaldescription,based on the

extended dynam icalm ean � eld theory,also requires a quasi-two-dim ensionalspin 
 uid2.

Each ofthesetheoriescan only accountfortheanom aliesofquantum criticalheavy electron

m aterialsifthespin 
 uctuationsofthesesystem sarequasi-two-dim ensional1,4,5,6,7,8.

Thehypothesisthatheavy electronsinvolvedecoupled layersofspinsm otivatesa search

for a m echanism that m ight preserve quasi-two-dim ensionality in a diverse set ofheavy

ferm ion m aterials. One such frequently cited m echanism isgeom etric frustration1,4. Here,

the idea is that frustration,naturally induced by the structure ofthe crystal,decouples

layers ofspins within the m aterial1,4 (see Fig.1). In this paper, using the Heisenberg

antiferrom agnet as a sim ple exam ple to explore this line ofreasoning,we show with the

help ofspin-wave theory thatin general,zero-point
 uctuations ofthe spin overcom e the

frustration and generate a strong interlayer coupling via the m echanism of\order from

disorder" 9,10.

Toillustratethem ain pointsofourargum ent,considertwo separatelayersofHeisenberg

spins. AtT = 0 each layerisantiferrom agnetically ordered,and spin wavesrun along the

layers. Now consider the e� ect ofa sm allfrustrated interlayer coupling. In a system of

classicalspins,the layers rem ain decoupled in the classicalground state,and their spins

m ay be rotated independently. The long-wavelength spin wavescontinue to run along the

layers,and thespin 
 uid isquasi-two-dim ensionalatlong wavelengths.

In the quantum -m echanicalpicture,even a sm allinterlayer coupling enables m agnons
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FIG .1: Lattice Structure.

to virtually tunnelbetween layers. An antiferrom agnet can be regarded as a long-range

RVB state11,so individualm agnon transferisenergetically unfavorable,and thetransferof

m agnonsbetween thelayerstendsto occurin pairs,asin Josephson tunneling (seeFig.2).

Interlayerm agnon pairtunnelingisubiquitousin three-dim ensionalspin system s,frustrated

and unfrustrated alike. So unless the interlayer coupling constant is set exactly to zero,

m agnons travelbetween the layers,producing a coupling closely analogous to Josephson

coupling ofsuperconducting layers. Such a coupling is an alternative way ofviewing the

phenom enon of\orderfrom disorder"9,10,whereby the freeenergy ofzero-pointortherm al


 uctuationsdependson therelativeorientation oftheclassicalm agnetization.

Ifweusetheanalogy between superconductorsand antiferrom agnets,then spin rotations

ofan antiferrom agnetm ap onto gaugetransform ationsoftheelectron phasein a supercon-

ductor. In a superconducting tunneljunction,the Josephson energy isdeterm ined by the

productoftheorderparam etersin thetwo layers,i.e.

� E J � �
t2?

�
Re

h

h 
y

2"
 
y

2#
ih 1" 

y

1#
i

i

/ cos(�2 � �1)

where t? isthe tunneling m atrix elem ent,� the superconducting gap energy and  l� (l=

1;2)representsan electron � eld in lead oneand two.By analogy,in a corresponding \spin

3



junction",the coupling energy is determ ined by the product ofthe spin-pair am plitudes.

Supposeforsim plicity thatthesystem isan easy-planeXY m agnet,then

� E S(� �)� �
J2?

Jk
Re

�
hS+

2 (i)S
+

2 (j)ihS
�
1 (i

0)S�
1 (j

0)
�
/ �

J2?

Jk
cos(2� �);

where S�

li
represents the spin raising,orlowering operatoratsite iin plane l,parallelto

thelocalm agnetization.Thefactor2� � arisesbecausethespin-paircarriesa phasewhich

istwice the angulardisplacem ent ofthe m agnetization (S+ � Sx + iSy � Sei�). In other

words,

� E S(� �)� �
J2?

2Jk
cos2(� �)+ const;

so the interlayer coupling induced by spin tunneling is expected to be biquadratic in the

relative angle between the spins. Clearly, this is a m uch oversim pli� ed argum ent. W e

need to take accountofthe O (3),ratherthan the U(1)sym m etry ofa Heisenberg system .

Nevertheless,thissim ple argum entcapturesthe spiritofthe coupling between spin layers,

asweshallnow seein a m oredetailed calculation.

II. SP IN -W AV E SP EC T R U M FO R D EC O U P LED LAY ER S

Considera Heisenberg m odelwith nearest-neighborantiferrom agnetic interaction in its

ground statede� ned on thebody-centered tetragonallattice.Thischoiceofm odelism oti-

vated by thestructureofCePd2Si2,oneofthecom poundsforwhich theidea ofquasi-two-

dim ensionality was originally proposed4. In this lattice structure (Fig.1),square lattices

stack with a shift of(a
2
, a

2
) between adjacent layers (a is the lattice constant within the

layer). Forsim plicity,the distance between the layers is also a. The spins ofthe nearest

neighborsin each layerareanti-parallel.In theclassicalground statethespinsin di� erent

layersaredecoupled and m ay assum eany relativealignm ent.

Forsim plicity,letusconsiderjusttwo adjacentlayers,theargum entbeing easily gener-

alized to an in� nitenum beroflayers.TheHam iltonian isthen

H = H 0 + V; (1)

with

H 0 = H
(B )+ H

(T)
; (2)
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FIG .2: Contrasting (a) Josephson tunneling between paired superconductors and (b) m agnon

tunneling between antiferrom agnets,viewed within a resonating valence bond (RVB)picture.

where H (T) and H (B ) are the Ham iltonians for the top and bottom layers,and V is the

interlayercoupling.

H 0 = J
k
X

i;�

�

S
(B )

i
S
(B )

i+ �
+ S

(T)

i+ �
S
(T)

i+ �+ �

�

; (3)

V = J
?
X

i;�

�

S
(B )

i
S
(T)

i� �
+ S

(B )

i
S
(T)

i+ �� �

�

: (4)

HereS
(B )

i
(S

(T)

i
)isthespin variablede� ned atthesiteiin thebottom (top)layer.The

vector� denotesa displacem entto thenearestneighborsiteswithin theplane,� = (a;0)

or(0;a). � = (a=2;a=2)de� nes a shiftbetween layers. Since the coupling between layers

issm all(J? � Jk),we m ay treatthism odelusing perturbation theory where the ratio of

coupling constantsJ? =Jk istaken asa sm allparam eter.

For our purposes,it is su� cient to consider a sim ple case with the spins lying in the
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planesofthe2-dim ensionallattice.Atsitesi= (la;m a)and i+ � = (la+ 1

2
a;m a+ 1

2
a)the

spinsare

S
X (B )

i
= S(� 1)l+ m ; S

Y (B )

i
= 0; (5)

S
X (T)

i+ �
= S(� 1)l+ m + 1cos�; S

Y (T)

i+ �
= S(� 1)l+ m + 1sin�; (6)

whereX and Y arem utually perpendiculardirectionsin theplane,land m areintegers.

Following a standard procedure12,13,we use the Holstein-Prim ako� approxim ation for

thespin operatorsto determ inethespin-wavespectrum .Thesingle-layerHam iltonian H (�)

becom es

H
(�) = � 4N S2Jk +

X

q

h

8SJka+ (�)q a
(�)
q + SJ

k(q)[a(�)q a
(�)

� q + h:c:]

i

; (7)

and on diagonalization theHam iltonian H 0 forthedecoupled layerscan bewritten as

H 0 = E 0 +
X

�= T;B

X

q

!
k
qb

+ (�)
q b

(�)
q : (8)

Theground stateenergy ofthedecoupled two-layersystem isthen

E 0 = � 8N S(S + 1)Jk +
X

q

!
k
q: (9)

!
k
q de� nesthespectrum ofspin wavespropagating in each ofthelayers

!
k
q = 4SJk

q

4� [cosq�a+ cosq�a]
2: (10)

III. M A G N O N PA IR T U N N ELIN G B ET W EEN T H E LAY ER S

Now weexpresstheperturbation V in (4)in term sofa
+ (�)
q ,a

(�)
q as

V = S
X

q

A
?
q (a

+ (T)
q a

(B )
q + h:c:)+ S

X

q

B
?
q (a

(T)
q a

(B )

� q + h:c:); (11)
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whereA ?
q and B ?

q arede� ned as

A
?
q = 2J?

h

cos(
q�a

2
)cos(

q�a

2
)+ sin(

q�a

2
)sin(

q�a

2
)cos�

i

; (12)

B
?
q = 2J?

h

cos(
q�a

2
)cos(

q�a

2
)� sin(

q�a

2
)sin(

q�a

2
)cos�

i

: (13)

In term sofb
+ (�)
q ,b

(�)
q

V = S
X

q

�q(b
(T)
q b

(B )

� q + b
+ (T)
q b

+ (B )

� q )+ Vph; (14)

where�q = (A ?
q sinh2uq + B ?

q cosh2uq)describestheam plitudeform agnon pairtunneling,

and Vph = S
P

q
(A ?

q cosh2uq + B ?
q sinh2uq)(b

+ (T)
q b

(B )
q + b

+ (B )
q b

(T)
q )describessingle m agnon

tunneling between layers.

It is straightforward to see that the particle-hole term s do not a� ect the ground-state

energy, for VphjGS >= 0,where jGS > denotes the ground state wave-function ofthe

system .Thesecond ordercorrection to theground stateenergy E 0 isthen

� E
(2)

0 =
X

�

j< �ĵV jGS > j2

E � � EG S
; (15)

wherej� > denotesa statewith two m agnonsbeing transfered between layers.Thus,

� E
(2)

0 = �
X

q

S
2
�
2

q=(2!
k
q): (16)

To understand thenatureofcoupling between thelayers(dipolarorquadrupolar),letus

retrivethedependence of� E
(2)

0 on theangle�.

� E
(2)

0 = �
S

2

(J? )2

Jk
[C0 + C2cos

2
�]=

= �
S

2

(J? )2

Jk
[(C0 +

C2

2
)+

C2

2
cos2�]: (17)

Theparticularform ofthecoe� cientsis
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C0 =

�Z

� �

dx dy

(2�)2

r

1�
1

4
[cosx+ cosy]2cos2

x

2
cos2

y

2

�
1�

1

2
[cosx + cosy]

�2
; (18)

C2 =

�Z

� �

dx dy

(2�)2

r

1�
1

4
[cosx+ cosy]2cos2�sin2

x

2
sin2

y

2

�
1+

1

2
[cosx + cosy]

�2
: (19)

The interlayer coupling isindeed quadrupolarin nature,asforeseen earlier. M oreover,

thereisno sm allparam eter,and forsm allS,when J? � Jk,thiscoupling isnotweak.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

In the above calculation,we considered an ordered Heisenberg antiferrom agnetatzero

tem perature.In practice,provided thespin-spin correlation length � islargecom pared with

the lattice constant a,� � a,a biquadratic interlayer coupling willstilldevelop. M ore-

over,at� nite tem peratures,therm al
 uctuationswillproduce furtherinterlayer coupling.

Both therm aland quantum interlayercoupling processesarem anifestationsof\orderfrom

disorder". The m ain di� erence between the therm aland quantum coupling processes lies

in the replacem ent ofthe m agnon occupation num bers with a Bose-Einstein distribution

function,and in generalboth the sign and the angular dependences ofthe two couplings

are expected to be the sam e9. In general,geom etricalfrustration is an extrem ely fragile

m echanism fordecoupling spin layersand willalwaysbeovercom eby quantum and therm al


 uctuations. Our work was m otivated by heavy electron system s. These are m uch m ore

com plex system sthan insulating antiferrom agnets,butifourm echanism fortheform ation

oftwo-dim ensionalspin 
 uid isto befrustration,itisdi� cultto seehow sim ilarinterlayer

coupling e� ects m ight be avoided. W e are led to conclude that for the hypothesis ofthe

reduced dim ensionality ofthe spin 
 uid in heavy ferm ion m aterials to hold,a com pletely

di� erentdecoupling m echanism m ustbeatwork.

In the specialcase ofXY m agnetism there is,in fact,one such alternative m echanism ,

related to "sliding phases". Som e heavy ferm ion system s,such asY bRh2Si2,are XY-like,

m ostothers,such asCeCu6,areIsing-like.Itis,therefore,instructive to considerwhether

the sliding phase m echanism m ight be generalized to Heisenberg or Ising spin system s to

providean escapefrom the
 uctuation coupling thatwehavediscussed.

8



Theexistenceofa "sliding phase" in weakly coupled stacksoftwo-dim ensional(2D)XY

m odelswaspredicted by O’Hern,Lubensky and Toner14.In addition toJosephson interlayer

couplings,theseauthorsincluded higher-ordergradientcouplingsbetween thelayers.In the

absence ofJosephson couplings, these gradient couplings preserve the decoupled nature

ofthespin layers,only m odifying thepower-law exponentsofthe2D correlation functions,

hSiSji� r� �.Asthetem peratureisraised,Josephson interlayercouplingsbecom eirrelevant

above a particular"decoupling tem perature" Td.One can alwaysselectinterlayergradient

couplingstosatisfy Td < TK T and produceastableslidingphasein thetem peraturewindow

Td < T < TK T.

To see thisin a littlem oredetail,considerthecontinuousversion oftheHam iltonian of

twolayersofXY m odels,H = H 0+ V ,whereH 0 isasum ofindependentlayerHam iltonians

and V istheusualJosephson-type interlayercoupling

H 0 =
Jk

2

Z

d
2
r[r ? �T(r)]

2 +
Jk

2

Z

d
2
r[r ? �B (r)]

2
; (20)

V = J
?

Z

d
2
rcos[�T(r)� �B (r)]: (21)

Atlow tem perature,when theinterlayercouplingJ? iszero,theaverageoftheintralayer

spin-spin correlation function with respectto H 0 is

h�2(r)i0 = � log(L=b); (22)

and

hcos[�(r)� �(0)]i0 � (L=b)� �; (23)

where � = T=2�Jk, L isthesam plewidth and bisa short-distancecuto� in theXY plane.

The average ofJosephson interlayer coupling V scales as hV i0 � L2� �, so Josephson

couplingsbecom eirrelevantat Td = 4�Jk. Attem peraturesabovetheKosterlitz-Thouless

transition tem perature TK T = �Jk=2, therm ally excited vortices destroy the quasi-long-

range order and drive the system to disorder. In this sim ple exam ple, it happens that

Td > TK T, which doesnotperm itasliding phase.However,higher-ordergradientinterlayer

couplingsbetween thelayers,when added to thism odel,suppressTd below TK T,producing

a stablesliding phasefor Td < T < TK T.
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So can the sliding phase conceptbe generalized to Heisenberg spin system s? A sliding

phase developsin the XY m odelbecause power-law spin correlationsintroduce an anom a-

lous scaling dim ension,but unfortunately,a � nite tem perature Heisenberg m odelhas no

phases with power-law correlations15. In general,biquadratic interlayer couplings willal-

ways rem ain relevant in Heisenberg m odels. In the quantum -m echanicalpicture,as soon

as a frustrated interlayer coupling is introduced,the order-from -disorder phenom enon9,10

generatesa coupling � � SJ? 2=Jk between thelayers:

H =

Z
�

2

X

i

(r n̂i)
2 +

�

2

X

i

(̂ni� n̂i+ 1)
2
; (24)

where � = S2a2Jk. Thiscoupling givesusa length scalel0 determ ined from (l0)
� 2 � �=�

or l0 � a
p
SJk=J? . Once the spin correlation length � � aexp(2�JkS2=T) within a

layergrowsto becom e largerthan l0, i.e. l0 < aexp(2�JkS2=T), a 3D-ordering phase

transition occurs. An estim ate ofthe 3D-ordering transition tem perature is then Tc �

2�JkS2=ln(
p
SJk=J? ). Theanswerisessentially identicalin theclassicalpicture,forhere,

therm al
 uctuations generate an entropic interlayer coupling � � m ax(SJ? 2=Jk; TS2),

so athigh enough tem peratures,forlarge S, � � TJ? 2=Jk2, l0 � SaJk 3=2=J?
p
T. A

classicalestim ateofthe3D-ordering tem peratureis Tc � 2�JkS2=ln(Jk=J? ).

Anotherinteresting question iswhetherXY m odelsperm itsliding phasesatT = 0.The

decoupling tem perature,asfound by O’Hern,Lubensky and Toner14,is

Td(p)=
4��

f� 1o � f� 1p

: (25)

Oneseesno obviousm echanism ofsuppressing Td to zero.A 2D sliding phaseisequivalent

toa3D � nitetem peraturesliding phase,sotheexistenceofaslidingphasein theXY m odel

atzero tem perature would m ean a power-law phase in 3D XY m odel. Since no power-law

phase exists in 3D XY-like system s,sliding phases at T = 0 are extrem ely unlikely. In

conclusion,the sliding phase scenario also fails to provide a valid generalm echanism for

decoupling layersin Ising-likeand Heisenberg-like system s.

Letusreturn m om entarily to considertheim plicationsoftheseconclusionsforthem ore

com plex caseofheavy electron m aterials.Itisclearfrom ourdiscussion thatsim plem odels

offrustration do not provide a viable m echanism for decoupling spin layers. One ofthe

obvious distinctions between an insulating and a m etallic antiferrom agnetis the presence

10



ofdissipation which acts on the spin 
 uctuations. The interlayer coupling we considered

here relies on short-wavelength spin 
 uctuations, and these are the ones that are m ost

heavily dam ped in a m etal.Ourexclusion ofsuch e� ectsdoeshold open a sm allpossibility

thatorder-from -disordere� ectsm ightbesubstantially weakerin am etallicantiferrom agnet.

However,ifweareto takethisroute,then wecan certainly no longerappealto theanalogy

oftheinsulating antiferrom agnetwhilediscussing a possiblem echanism fordecoupling spin

layers.
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