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W hy spin ice obeys the ice rules
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The low tem perature entropy of the the spin ice com pounds, such asHo;T107 and Dy2T %0+, is
well described by the nearest-neighbor antiferrom agnetic Ising m odel on the pyrochlore lattice, ie.

by the \ice rules".

This is surprising since the dom inant coupling between the spins is their long

ranged dipole interaction. W e show that this phenom enon can be understood rather elegantly: one
can construct a m odel dipole interaction, by adding tem s of shorter range, which yields precisely
the sam e ground states, and hence T = 0 entropy, as the nearest neighbor interaction. A treatm ent
of the sm all di erence between the m odel and true dipole interactions reproduces the num erical
work by G Ingras et al. in detail. W e are also led to a m ore general concept of pro fctive equivalence

between Interactions.

PACS numbers: 75.10Hk, 7550E¢e, 7540 C x

Introduction: In 1956, Anderson [ cbserved that an
Ising antiferrom agnet on the pyrochlore lattice would
exhibit a m acroscopic ground state entropy equivalent
to that of water ice I]. A In ost four decades later, in
1997, such \spin ice" behavior was experin entally dis-
covered. Harris et al. noticed that the pyrochlore com —
pound Ho, T 10 7, whereonly the Holn ium ionsarem ag—
netic, failed to display any signs of ordering down to be—
Iow the ferrom agnetic Curie tem perature deduced from

its high tem perature susoceptbility. T hey proposed that
this was due to the presence of an easy-axis anisotropy,
which leads to the ferrom agnet e ectively becom ing an
Ising pseudospin antiferrom agnet at tem peratures well
below the anisotropy strength I]. T his Interpretation
was strongly supported by a rem arkable experin ent, in
which Ram irez et al. showed that the related com pound
Dy,T £0 5 displayed a residual entropy, S, at low tem —
peratures, which was in excellent agreem ent with the
Pauling estin ate Hrwater ice, Sy (1=2) h 3=2) M1

H owever, i was quickly pointed out that the dom inant
Interaction in these com pounds isdipolardue to the large
momentson Ho®** and Dy, 10 5 ,where p isthe
Bohr m agneton l]. Yet, the dipole interaction is long
ranged, decayng w ith separation, r, as 1=r>. W hy, then,
isthe entropy ofthe nearest-neighborm odel stable to the
inclusion of the rest of this interaction I,I]?

T hat this is the case hasbeen checked In detailby ex—
plicit simulation. Further, two qualitative cbservations
have been m ade In the literature. F irst, the anisotropic
nature of the dipole Interaction preclides any obvious
ordering instability stemm ing from is long range. It is
probably 2ir to say that i is now agreed that instead,
it leads to a weak ordering instability away from g = 0
B, 0, 0,0, abet one which is not observed M. Sec
ond, explicit evaluation of the Fourder transform of the
easy-axis pro gcted dipole interaction to large (@nd, us—
Ing Ewald summ ation, In nite) distances yielded a sur-
prise: the in nite distance result resembled the nearest-

neighbor interaction m ore than an interaction truncated
at, say, 10 or so nearest neighbors; this selfscreening’
G ingras) indicates that there is som ething specialabout
the dipole interaction 1, 1.

In this paper we show what it is that is special about
sodn ice and dipole interactions. Them ain insight com es
from recent progress in understanding the correlations
dictated by the ice rukell, B, B, B11: i was shown
that the pyrochlore Ising m odel dynam ically acquires a
gauge structure at T = 0, which m anifests itself in the
em ergence of dipolar correlations as the ice rules are en—
forced. T he crucial cbservation is that this gauge struc—
ture is (form ally, not In origin) exactly the sam easthat of
brdinary’ m agnetostatics; this latter, of course, is what
determ ines the form of the dipole interactions.

M ost crisply, we use this observation to show that
there exists a slightly m odi ed \m odel" dipole interac-
tion, which di ers from the physical nteraction by tem s
that 21l o faster and are an all in m agniude, whose
ground states are identically the sam e as those of the
nearest neighbor interaction. This accounts for their
dentical low tem perature entropy.

T he m athem atical in plem entation of this insight re—
volves around relating two quantities { dipol interac—
tions, and the operator enforcing the ice rules { to the
sam e pro gctor, P . Finally, this leads us to a generaliz—-
able equivalence between a long ranged interaction and
one of shorter range pro gcted onto its low energy m ani-
fold; thiswe tem \pro fctive equivalence".

In the balance of the paper we esh out these state-
ments. W e begih by recalling the energetics of spin ice.
T he ground state degeneracy of the nearest-neighbor an—
tiferrom agnet m anifests iself in a pair of atbands. W e
show next that a m odeldipole interaction possessing the
correct long distance form , leads to exactly the same
pair of at bands and thence to the sam e ground state
m anifold, even w ith arbitrary adm ixture of the nearest—
neighbor interaction (as long as not so overw helm ingly
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antiferrom agnetic to nvert the ordering of the bands).
The deviation of the m odel interaction from the true
dipole interaction is seen to vanish as an integrable r °.
T reating thisby elem entary m eanswe are able to account
for the weak residual dispersion and ordering tendency
found in previous work. A s a byproduct, this analysis
m akes clear that at higher tem peratures, the correlations
arisinhg from the dipole Interaction are not the sam e as
those stemm ing from the ice rules alone. W e close w ith
som e com m ents on pro gctive equivalence.

H am iltonian: Thedom inanttem in the spin iceH am i
tonian is a strong easy easy axis anisotropy, which al-
Iow s us to transform the vector spins S to Ising pseu—
dospins = lviasS; = ;e (o sum over ).
e denote the Ibcal easy axes of the pyrochlore lattice,
which consists of comer<haring tetrahedra. It can be
thought of as a facecentred cybic lattice with a %Er
site basis: e; = ( 1; 1; 1)= 3, = (1; 1;1)= 3,
es = (1;1; 1)= 3,eq = ( 1;1;1)= 3; iisa unt cell
index, and is the sublattice index.

Thedipolar spin icem odelcontainstw o tem s. F irst, a
nearest-neighbour exchange, J , of strength J, to which
we add a constant so that its ground states have zero
energy; these ground states obey the ice rules or equiva—
lently the constraint that the total pseudospin of each
tetrahedron vanish. And second, the dipolk interac—
tion D, which is summed over all pairs of sites, w ih
D = o ?=@ r.,), isthe magnetic moment of the
spins, 1., is the nearest-neighbor distance, and rj 5
is th@ vector separating spins S; and Sj De ning
H - Hi;j i j,theHaijtonja.njs:
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Spectrum and eigenvectors ofH : In this section, we

establish the connection of the ice rules w ith the dijpol

Interaction; this we do by discussing the gpectrum and

eigenvectors ofthe H am iltonian m atrix H . T hese, specif-

ically tw o digpersionlessbands, w ill form the basis ofour

discussion of the zero tem perature entropy and zero and
nite tem perature correlations below .

F irst, consider the spectrum of the ad-pcency m atrix
Ji ;3 - It iswellknow that this has a pair of degener—
ate at bands and two dispersive bands (one of them is
gapless at zero wavevector), see Fig.ll. T he diagonaliz—
Ing transform ation is given in Ref.llll. W e can w rite the
result as the schem atic decom position,
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FIG. 1: (color online). M ode spectrum of the nearest-
neighbor interaction m atrix, J , in the hhl] plane 1], g is
in units of 2 . Note that here and on the ollow ing plots we
plot the elgenvalues, i, wih m inus sign.

A s shown below, at T = 0, the physics is determ ined
sokly by the m odes in the zero-energy at bands; i will
therefore be unchanged for a fam ily of interaction m atri-
ces w ith any other choice of 3;4 > 0 (out keeping the
vectors v unchanged). T he fam ily mPan berwith 3;; 1
isthen a sin pleprogctorP = P2 = 4:3j7 @iv @)j
Fo.B.

T his is a longitudinal pro ector; for form aldetails, see
Refs.l, L, 0, v but In a nutshell, what happens is
this. The icerules ,,,, iareequivalenttor S = 0.
Here, the spins are thought of link variables (JYattice

uxes’) on the diam ond lattice, which is dualto the py—
rochlore, and r is the appropriate lattice divergence.
This equation encodes the statem ent that longiudinal
m odes, those with r S € 0, cost energy, w hereas trans—
verse ones do not. T he energetically enforced constraint
r S = 0 is at the origin of the ®m ergent gauge struc—
ture’ of soin ice, as it can be resolved by transform ing to
a gauge eld (vectorpotential), S = r A.

W hat are the matrix elements of P in real space?
W orking backwards from the form of the spin ice cor-
relations obtained iIn [, 0, 0, ], one can read o
that, asym ptotically at large distances, D / P . M ore
precisly, de ning a correction term  through

8
Dijy = ZPisg + 145 i @)
3
analyticity and symm etry considerations give ; ;5

0> ).

Thl?ls, an interaction P (i) has the sam e long-distance
form asD and (i) has the sam e eigenvectors and sam e
ground-state m anifold as J . W ih this in hand, we can
now understand all the im portant qualitative features of
the spectrum of H analytically and gain a quantitative
understanding w ith com putations that do not require us
explicitly to treat the conditional convergence of dipole
sum s. (N ote that we again add an overallconstant to the
energy so that the at bands occur at zero energy).



Starting w ith the m odel dipole interaction P Fig.Hl,
top panel), it is trivialto add in the superexchange as J
and P have the sam e eigenvectors. T he sam e is true of
the nearest-neighbor pieces of ; ;3 , by far is largest
m atrix elem ents, which are also proportionalto J . The
net resul is that the lower pair of at bands rem ain at
w hile the upper pair acquire the sam e dispersion as J |
this is illustrated in the m iddle panel of F ig. .

Thus far we have shown that \much" of H is charac-
terized by a pair of low lying at bands. W hat rem ain,
them atrix elem entsof ; ;; beyond the nearestneighbor
distance, are an all. T hus their inclision does not m od—
ify the gross features signi cantly, preserving a spectrum
sin ilar to that of the nearest-neighbor m odel. Indeed,
adding i beyond the nearest-neighbordistance w eak Iy
splits the ram aining pair of at bands, which acquire a
an all dispersion; the other pair ofbands is barely m odi-

ed on the scale of their dispersion; this is shown in the
gure’s bottom panel.

The full was included by adding is num erical
Fourier transform to that ofJ and P obtained analyti-
cally, and diagonalising the resulting 4 4 matrix. W ih

i ;3 snalland decaying fast, its Fourder transform is
quickly and absolutely convergent; we have checked that
the results are essentially independent of the truncation
distance for r. 121y, . W e would lke to stress that
this truncation is not equivalent to the truncation ofthe
longrange dipole interaction since in our case the m ain
long distance part of the dipole interaction is already
contained n P .

Ih Fig.M, we show the band ofm axin aleigenvalues of

the dipole m atrix. Tt is weakly dispersive because i
is am all. O ur results are In quantitative agreem ent w ith
the Ewald summ ation results [0].
G round states and entropy: The nearest neighbor
Interaction by itselfgives rise to a m acroscopic entropy at
T = 0.W enow show that any com bination ofthe nearest
neighbour, J and them odeldipole, P , Interactions leads
to precisely the sam e ground states, and hence entropy.

F irst, note that the ground states of J have zero en—
ergy; an arbitrary ground state, i can thus be w ritten
as a linear com bination ofm odes in the at zero-energy
bands only, as an adm ixture of other bands would lead
to a non—zero energy:
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T he hard-spin condition im poses constraints on the am —
pliudesa (q), which we do not need to resolve explicithy.
Tt su ces to note that, having written the ground
statesofJ in tem softhe atbands, it ©llow sthat they
rem ain ground statesupon adm ixing them odeldipole n—
teraction, P , as this only a ects the relative position of
the excluded positive energy bands = 3;4. Indeed,

FIG.2: (color online). M ode spectrum of the dipole Inter—
action (the eigenvalues, i, of the D rﬁnD 55 M atrix). Top:
M odel dipole Interaction, P only. There are two degener—
ate pairs of at bands. M iddl: A fter inclusion of nearest-
neighbor correction. Two bands rem ain degenerate and at.
T he other tw o becom e digpersive. A dding a nearest-neighbor
superexchange can enhance/suppress this change. Bottom :
Correlation function plus i3 - The rem aining at bandsbe-
com e weakly dispersive. The m iddle and bottom plots are
alm ost dentical on this scale. (The spikes in the gure have
to w ith the special character of the single point at g = 0 for
the conditionally convergent dipole interaction.)

this in plies that the set of ground statesofJ and P are
dentical.

The addition of w ill lift this degeneracy but, aswe
saw , only weakly. C onsequently the low tem perature en—
tropy of spin ice w illbe quite close to that of ice before
it goes away at the lowest tem peratures as the system



nax, Of the
16rn .

FIG. 3: (color online). M aximum eigenvalue,
dipolem atrix in the hhl]plane, g isin unitsof2 ,r. =

ordersi].

C orrelations: This explains why the sim ilarity of
the spectrum is su cient to yield the correct low-—

tem perature physics: for the m odel dipole interaction,
the ground state correlations are exactly those averaged
over the ice rule m anifold. H owever, this equivalence be—
tween the m odeldipole and the nearest neighbor antifer—
rom agnetic Isingm odelbreaksdow n at nonzero tem pera—
tures. Forthe nearest-neighbor Ising m odel, the presence
of them ally activated ice rule violating defects leads to
an exponential decay of correlations on a length scale
diverging as exp 2J=3T )atlow T.

By contrast, for the dipole problem the long range of
the interaction in plies long ranged correlations at any
tem perature. T his is already evidenced by the st tem
In the high-tem perature expansion of

Sy § i/ Hiy =T O ): (6)

In fact, n a saddlepoint treatm ent for P , one can show
that this holds for any tem perature, and to all orders in
corrections to the saddle point.

P ro ective equivalence: The m athem atics under-
Iying our analysis of dipolar soin ice can be general-
ized. One can construct other exchange m atrices J °
w hich share their low-lying at bands (and its eigenvec—
tors) w ith interactionsD ° of Ionger range; w e should note
though, that generically, neither the J ° nor the D ° are
ofbounded range. In this fashion, we nd pairs of inter-
actions which are equivalent under pro gction to the at
bands; thiswe tem \pro gctively equivalent”.

The m iracke of soin ice is hence twofold: rst, that
the physical dipole interaction restricted to the site de—
pendent easy axes on the pyrochlore lattice provides one
m em ber of such a pair; and second, thanks to is em er—
gent gauge structure, the otherm em ber of the pair is the
classic ice problm dating back to Bemal, Fow ler and
Pauling. In short: dipolar spins are ice because ice is
dipolar.
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