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W e consider the zero-tem perature properties of the spin-half tw o-din ensional Shastry-Sutherland
antiferrom agnet by using a high-order coupled clusterm ethod (CCM ) treatm ent. W e nd that this
m odeldem onstrates various ground-state phases (N eel, m agnetically disordered, orthogonaldim er),
and we m ake predictions for the positions of the phase transition points. In particular, we nd that

orthogonaldin er state becom es the ground state at J§:Jl

1:477. For the critical point J5=J;

where the sam iclassical N eel order disappears we obtain a signi cantly lower valie than J§=J1 ,
nam ely, J5=J1 in the range [1:14;1:39]. W e therefore conclude that an interm ediate phase exists
between the Neel and the dim er phases. An analysis of the energy of a com peting spiral phase
yields clear evidence that the spiral phase does not becom e the ground state for any value of J, .
T he Interm ediate phase is therefore m agnetically disordered but m ay exhibit plaquette or colum nar

din er ordering.

I. NTRODUCTION

The study of two-dim ensional (2D ) quantum m ag—
netian has attracted much experim ental and theoreti-
cal attention over m any years. In 2D antiferrom agnets
at zero tem perature the com petition between interac-
tions and quantum uctuations is wellbalanced and one
sees m agnetic longrange order (LRO) as well ag,qu ag—
netic disorder, dependent on details of the lattiog!2E2
In particular, frustration m ay lead to the breakdown of
sem iclassical Neel LRO in 2D quantum antiferrom ag-—
nets. M uch research activity In this area hasbeen focused
on frustrated spin-half Heisenberg antiferrom agnets on
the square lattice, such as the J;-J, model wih com —
peting antiferrom agnetic nearestneighbor J;, apd, pext=
nearestneighbor J, bonds (see, eg. Refs@@veandiy
and references therein), where a quantum param agnetic
phase near J; 0:5J; is cbserved the nature of which
is still under discussion. Another canonical m odel is
the Shastry=Sutherland antiferrom agnet introduced in
the eightied, which has special arrangem ent of frustrat—
Ing next-nearest-neighbor J, bonds on the square lattice,
cf. Fjg:g:. W e note that for bonds of equal strength,
ie., J; = J;, the Shastry-Sutherland m odel is equiva—
lent to a Heisenberg iy odelon one of the eleven unifom
Archin edean latticed? . A though the initial m otivation
to study this special frustrated square-lattice antiferro—
m agnet is related to the existence of a simple singlet-
product eigenstate which becom esthe ground state G S)
for strong frustration), the renewed interest in the last
yearsw as stin ulated by the discovering of the new quan-—
tum phase I SrCu @0 3),1324 which can be understood
In tem s of the Shastry-Sutherland m odel. A though the
G S ofthism odel in the lim it of sm all frustration J, and

large J, iswellunderstood, the G S phase at m oderate J,
is still a m atter of discussion.

In this paper, we study the GS phase diagram for
soin half Shastry-Sutherland m odel using a high-order
coupled cluster treatm ent. T he coupled cluster m ethod
(CCM ) has previously been app]jled-t}o various m
spin system s with much succesf it adadedeteged
W e mention that one particular advantage of this ap—
proach consists in applicability to strongly frustrated
quantum spin system s n any din ension, where som e
other m ethods, such as, eg., the quantum M onte Carlo
m ethod fail.

II. THE MODEL

T he Shastry-Sutherland m odel is a spjn% H eisenberg
m odelon a square lattice w ith antiferrom agnetic nearest—
neighborbonds J; and w ith one antiferrom agnetic diag—
onal bond J, In each second square (see Fjg:g:) . &t is
described by the H am iltonian
X X
H=4J si s+ J» ST ¥ 1)
hi;ji fijkg

w here the operators s; represent spin-halfoperators, ie.,
si = s(s+ 1) with s = 1=2. The sum s over hi; ji and
fi;kg run over all nearest-neighborbonds and over som e
of the next-nearest-neighborbonds according to the pat—
tem shown in Fig. -r_]: D ue to the special arrangem ent of
the J, bonds the unit cell contains four sites. T herefore
it is convenient to split the square lattice nto four equiv—
alent sublatticess A, C,B and D as shown iIn Fjg.('_]:). It
what follows we set J; = 1 and consider J, > 0 as the
param eter of the m odel.
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FIG .1: TIlustration of the classical spiral state for Shastry-
Sutherland m odel of Eq. Cln), w ith nearest-neighbor bonds
J1 (solid lines) and nextnearest-neighbor bonds J; (dashed
lines). The soin ordentations at A, C and B, D lattice sites
arede nedby theangles = n and = n + ,respectively,
wheren = 0;1;2;:::; and is the characteristic angle of the
spiralstate. The state isshown for = =6andn = 0;1:::5.

The classical (ie., s ! 1) GS of the Shastry—
Sutherland m odel is the collinear N eel state for J,=J;
1, butanonoo]]mearspjxalstate forJ,=J; > 1 (seeFJgJ.
and R efs. .24.25) w ith a characteristicpitch angle given
by

_ 0 Js Jq @)
arccos( J1=J3) Jz2 > J1

W e note that for = 0 the spiral state becom es the
collinear N eel state classically. The transition from the
collinear N eel to noncollinear spiral state is of second
order and takesplace at J,=J; = 1. W e note furtherthat
there are only two di erent angles between interacting
soins,namely, + fortheJ; couplingsand 2 forthe
J, couplings.

The quantum s = 1=2 version of the m odel has been
treated previously by,variousm ethods like Schw ingerbo—
son m ean-,el_theary? 24, exact dJagonahzatan'Qq series
expans:onsa-q’gz‘zg'?q renom alization group®? and also by
a gauge—ﬂleoretjcalapproadl3]: A recent review can be
found in Ref. -32- From these studies one know s that for
an alld, J; thephysicsofthe quantum m odelis sin ilar
to that ofthe classicalm odel, ie., we have sem iclassical
N eel order. Furthem ore, one know g.already from the
early work of Shastry and Sutherland? that for large J,
the quantum G S is a rotationally Invariant product state
of local paersjng]ets (so—called orthogonal ner state)
j 1dim er = fijjgs, [j "iij #ji j #113 "ji]= 2 , where
i and j correspond to those sites which cover the J,
bonds. T he energy per site ofthis orthogonaldim er state

is E gim er=N 3J,=8. It becomes the GS at around
Js (144 :::1:49)J; (see Tablke 2 in Ref. .32 N ote
that such an orthogonal—djm er state can be observed also
In corresponding one-din ensionaland three-dim ensional
m odel$i2429. The nature of the transition between the
sem iclassicalN eel state and the orthogonaldin er phase
is still a m atter of controversialdiscussion. In the region
12J; < J, < 145J; the main question is whether the
system hasan interm ediate phase. A direct transition be—
tween the Neelphase and the orthogonal—djm erphase J's
the existence of an Jntem ed:ate phase is ﬁ)lzr-ld- . f-I-ow—
ever, conceming the nature of this intermm ediate phase
controversial results are reported, as candidates,or the
interm ediate phase are quantum spiral hase&‘g‘ffn or a
plaquette or colum nar singlet phase2324 discussed.

To contrdbute to the solution ofthis open problem the
CCM is an appropriate m ethod, sihce it is one of the
m ethods wh.1c:h <pn dealw ith spiral phases in quantum
spin m odels: dries

III. THE COUPLED CLUSTER M ETHOD

The CCM fOom alisn is now brie y considered, al-
though the iInterested reader is re&ned to Reﬁ :lé,lé
CCM calculation is the d1030e of a nom alized reference
or model state ji. For soin system s, an appropriate
choice for the CCM m odel state j i is often a classical
soin state, In which the m ost general situation is that
each spin can point in an arbitrary direction. In order
to treat the Shastry-Sutherland m odel using the CCM ,
we choose the N eel state and the spiral state in Fjg.@:)
to be ourm odel states. W e note that we do not choose
the classical result for the pitch angle but we consider
i rather as a free param eter in the CCM calculation.

To treat each site equivalently we perform a rotation
of the local axis of the soins such that all spins in the
reference state align in the sam e direction, nam ely along
the negative z axis, such that we have j i= Fififi:::.
W e de ne a set of multigoin creation operators C; =

+

St isis) isSis sy oot

The choice ofthe C| ensuresthath £ ] =
where C is the Hem itian adpint ofC;

In orxder to m ake the spin s; to be aligned along the
negative z axis one has to perform a rotation of the re—
spective spin by an appropriate anglke ;. This rotation
is equivalent to the canonical transform ations,

= CIjiI

cos ;S + sin st
Y

5;

]

D—‘('/)N [

= sin ;sf + cos ;st: (3)

U sing this transform ation the H am iltonian @') is then



rew ritten as
A + +
H=Jd Esm’i;j [éi éj éisj + Si éj Siéj]
hi;3i
+ cos’ 1588 + E(oos'.-+ 1) 8, + 8 8]
535195 T 7 13 ] 1S5
+}(oos’-- 1) & + 8, 8.1
4 i3 i) ERS|
X\I 1 . + AZ Z At VA Z
+ J2 Esm'i;k B & S5 *+8 8 881
fikg
’ 7 AZ 1 , + +
+ Cos i;k§i§’k+ Z(OOS ik T 1) [élék + élsk]
+}( T LIBIS + 8,81 4)
2 COS” ik 5 Sk 3 815 (
where the angles ' ;5 5 i ik k  ibetween

tw 0 nearest-neighborand next-nearest-neighbor spinsare
4 iy = + ’ ik = 2 ’ ]:espect:lyely, and s s* is¥
are spin raising and spn lowering operators.

The ket and bra GS’s ji and h™ of H are
param etrised w ithin the CCM as follow s:

Hiji=Eji; h~;HX:Eh~j;
ji=eS91i; S = S:C; ;
160
h™j=h jSe 5 ; S=1+ SiC; )

160

The correlation operators S and S contain the corre-
Jation coe cients S ;1 and ST which have to be deter-
m ined. Using the Schrodinger equation, H ji= E ji,
we can now writethe GS energy askE = h £ SH &° 7 i.
A fter the notational rotation of the local axes of the
quantum spﬂps, the sublattice m agnetization is given by
M = 1N | hiji.

To nd the ketstate and bra-state correlation coe -
cients S; and ST we require that the expectation value
H=h"Hjiisamhmum wih respectto S 1 and Si,
such that the CCM ket-state and bra-state equations are
given by:

hi{,eHeji=0
h iSe SH;C; ¥ ji=0

816 0
8I6 0:
®)

TheCCM fom alisn isexact ifwe take Into account all
possble mulispin con gurations in the correlation oper-
ators S and S, which is, however, In general in possible
for a quantum m any-body model. Hence, it is neces-
sary to use approxin ation schem es in order to truncate
the expansion of S and § in the Egs. ('_5) n any practi
calcalculation. Them ost comm on schem e isthe LSUBnN
schem e, wherewe Include only n or few er correlated spins
In all con gurations (or lattice anim als in the language
of graph theory) which span a range of no m ore than n
adpcent (contiguous) lattice sites.

TABLE I:Number of fuindam entalG S con gurations of the
LSUBnN approxin ation for the Shastry-Sutherland m odelus—
ing the Neelstate ( = 0) and the spiralstate ( 6 0) as the
CCM reference state.

LSUBnN Neelstate: =0 soiralstate: € 0
2 1 12
4 35 248
6 794 6184
8 20892 166212

To nd allpossble fiindam ental con gurations which

aredi erent under the point and space group sym m etries
ofboth the lattice and the H am iltonian, we use the lattice
sym m etries. T he num bers of fuindam entalcon gurations
m ay be further reduced by the use of additional conser-
vation laws. For exam ple, in the case of the Neel state
( = 0), the Ham iltonian ofEq. @ﬁ: com m utes w ith the
totaluniform m agnetization, s7 = « S (the sum on k
runs over all Jattice sites). the G S lies In the s7 = 0 sub—
space, and hence we exclude con guration w ith an odd
num ber of spins or w th unequalnum bers of spins on the
tw o equivalent sublattices. For the spiral state we cannot
apply this property because it is not an eigenstate of s7 .
W e calculate the findam entalcon gurationsnum erically,
and the results of the num bers of LSUBn con gurations
for n 8 are given in Tabl I. By using parallel com —
puting we are able to solve the 20892 equations of the
CCM -LSUB 8 approxin ation for the N eel reference state.
However, for the spiral state the current lin itations of
com puter power allow then solution of the CCM equa—
tionsup to LSUB 6, only.

Since the LSUBnN approxin ation becom es exact in the
Imin! 1 ,1iisusefilto extrapolate the 'raw’/LSUBN
results to the Imit n ! 1 . Alhough an exact scal-
Ing theory for the LSUBnN xesylks is not known, there is
som e em pirical experiencdt3292¢ how the physical quan-—
tities for antiferrom agnetic spin models scalewih n.As
stated above for the N eel reference state we are ablk to
calculate the G S energy E and the sublattice m agnetiza—
tion M wihin LSUBn up ton = 8. In oxder to obtain
m ore accurate-yesuls for the G S energy, we now em ploy

a scaling law24%2¢ in order to extrapolate our results i
thelimim ! 1 ,where
1 12
En)=ay+ a1—2+a2 ) : (7)
n n

We use CCM results or-n = 4;6;8 In order to carry
out these extrapo]atjons.'%q W e nd, however, that other
scaling law s proposed in the literature yield very sin -
lar results for the energy. In the N eel ordered phase we
utilis?d a scaling law with leading power 1=n, ie.,
1 1 e

M@O)=h+b—-+b — : ®)
n n

W e nd that this prescription again leads to reasonable
result£?. g ow ever, applying this scaling rule to system s



show ing an order-disorder transition at zero tem perature
this kind of scaling tends to overestin ate the m agnetic
order and yields too large criticalyalues for the exchange
param eterdriving the transition®%23. T he reason Hrthat
m ight consist In the change of the scaling near a critical
point. Hence In addition to the.scahng rule (d) we also
use a kading poweraw ’ scaling®d, given by

1 @
M @©=co+ta — : )
n
T he leading exponent ¢, is determm ined directly from the
LSUBnN data.

IV. RESULTS

W e start w ith the discussion of the onset of the spiral
phase in the quantum m odel. W e calculate the G S en-
ergy as a function of J, using as reference state a spiral
state as sketched In Fig. :}' As quantum uctuations
may lad to a \quantum " pitch angle that is di erent
from the the classical case, we consider the pitch angle
In the reference state as a free param eter. W e then de-
term lne the \quantum " pich angle q by m inim izing
Ersysm () wih regpect to in each ordern. As for
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FIG . 2: G round-state energy versus the pitch angle wihin
CCM -LSUB4 approxin ation for di erent values of J, In the
range 1:55 J; 1:59.

the classicalm odel for sm all J, the energy Ersygm ( )
hasitsminimum at 4 = 0, ie, thequantum GS isthe
sam iclassicalcollinearN eelstate. C ontrary to the classi-
calcase, this collinear quantum state can survive into the
region J, > J1, where classically it is a]ready unstable.
This e ect is known as order from disorder®’84 and is
w:de]y observed In quantum spin system s, see, eg., Refs.
1936. For frustrating couplings J, > 1:5J, apart from
the mininum at = 0 a second mininum at a nite
> 0 em erges, which becom es the globalm ininum for
strong enough J; . T his scenario illistrated i Fig. & is
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FIG. 3: The \quantum " pitch angle 4 as a function of
J, calculated wihin CCM -LSUBnN approxin ation wih n =
2;4;6.

typicalfora rst-ordertransition, ie., we nd indications
that quantum uctuationsm ay change the nature ofthe
phase transition betw een the the collinear N eelphase to
the noncollinear spiral phase from a second-order classi-
cal transition to a rstorder quantum transition. Note
that a sin ilax situation can be found in other frustrated
soin system £923. The \quantum " pitch angle qu » Where
Ersysm ( ) has its globalm ininum , is shown i Fig. -3

qu showsa typical jimp from 4, = 0 to a nite valie.
O urdata clkarly indicate that the quantum noncollinear
spiral phase has lower energy than the collinear phase
only Hr strong frustration J, > 1:5J; .
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FIG .4: The energy of (i) the collinear quantum ground state
as function of J, obtained by CCM -LSUBn wih n = 4;6;8
and its extrapolated valueton ! 1 , see Eq. 6'_72), and (i) of
the orthogonaldim er state.

N ext we com pare the energy of the orthogonaldin er
state j 1igim er and the energy of the collinear quantum
ground state (ie. the reference state j ¢i is the Neel



state), see Fig ff W e can postpone the discussion of
the question whether that quantum ground state pos—
sesses Neel LRO or not, sihce it is possbl (starting
from the Neel reference state) to calculate the energy
up to high accuracy even In a param eter regin e w here
the Neel order breaks down due to quantum uctua-
tions, ie. fOor a m agnetically disordered state, see eg.
Refs. 8,8,921,24,23. Our results dem onstrate, that
the orthogonaldim er state has lower energy than the
collinear state for J, > 1:477J1. J igmer rem ains the
state of lowest energy also In the region where the non—
collinear spiral state has lower energy than the collinear
phase. W e conclude that there is no Intem ediate spi-
ral phase in the quantum model. O ur estim ate of the
critical value J$ = 1:477J; where the transition to the
orthogonaldim er phase takes place is in good agream ent
w ith other resuls, cf. Tabl 2 In Ref. .32

So far we have discussed m ainly the energy of com —
peting G S phases. The last question we would lke to
discuss is the question of the stability of the Neel LRO
In the frustrated regin e. For that we calculate the or-
der param eter (sublattice m agnetization) M w ithin the
LSUBN approxin ation schem e up to n = 8 and extrapo—
lateton ! 1 usihg two variants of extrapolation as de—
scribed in Sect.:_fgt. The results are shown in FJg:_5 The
extrapolated data clearly dem onstrate that the LRO van-—
ishes before the orthogonaldim er state becom esthe G S.
T he transition from NeeclLRO to m agnetic disorder is of
second order. Hence we com e to the second im portant
statem ent that there exists an intermm ediate m agnetically
disordered phase. W ithin the used CCM schem e starting
from the N eel reference state we are not able to discuss
the nature ofthem agnetically disordered state preceding
the orthogonaldin er state. Though there are some 1rst
attem pts to develop a CCM fgmn alisn for m agnetically
disordered valence bond phase$ g., a high level of approx—
In ation is reached currently only starting with Neel or
spiral reference states.

O bviously, the critical value where J5 the Neel LRO
breaks down depends on the used extrapolation formula.
T he extrapolation accordingto Eq. é'_é) leads accurate re—
sukts orM In the unfrustrated J, = 0) square—]attjge
lin it and yields J§  1:39J;. As discussed in Sect. [Tt
this extrapolation schem e tends to overestin ate the re—
gion ofm agnetic LRO and indeed the value J5=J; = 1:39
is signi cantly larger than the corresponding valuie cal-
culated by series expansion, see Table 2 in Ref. :32 The
extrapolation according to Eq. @Ei wih a varable ex—

ponent ¢, is less accurate n the unfrustrated lim it but
i seem s ro be m ore appropriate to nd the position of
the critical point J5, since the scaling behaviorm ight be
changed at the criticalpoint. W e get J;  1:14J; which

ts well to the corresponding value calculated by serdes
expansion.
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FIG . 5: Sublattice m agnetization M versus J, obtained by
CCM -LSUBn with n = 4;6;8 and is extrapolated values to
n ! 1 using two di erent extrapolation schem es, nam ely
according to Eq. @ ) (extrapoll) and to Eq. (:9 ) (extrapol?2).

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied the GS phase diagram of the spin
half Shastry-Sutherland am tiferrom agnet m aking use of
high-order coupled cluster calculations. Com paring the
energies of com peting N eel, spiraland orthogonaldin er
phases we can rule out the existence of a noncollinear
spiral phase. Considering the N eel order param eter we

nd that the sam iclassical N eel Iong-range order disap—
pears before the orthogonaldin er phase sets In. Hence
we conclide that the Neel phase and the dim er phase
are separated by a m agnetically disordered interm ediate
phase.
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