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W econsiderthezero-tem peraturepropertiesofthespin-halftwo-dim ensionalShastry-Sutherland

antiferrom agnetby using a high-ordercoupled clusterm ethod (CCM )treatm ent.W e�nd thatthis

m odeldem onstratesvariousground-statephases(N�eel,m agnetically disordered,orthogonaldim er),

and wem akepredictionsforthepositionsofthephasetransition points.In particular,we�nd that

orthogonal-dim er state becom es the ground state at J
d
2=J1 � 1:477. For the criticalpoint J

c
2=J1

where the sem i-classicalN�eelorder disappears we obtain a signi�cantly lower value than J
d
2 =J1,

nam ely,J
c
2=J1 in the range [1:14;1:39]. W e therefore conclude that an interm ediate phase exists

between the N�eeland the dim er phases. An analysis ofthe energy ofa com peting spiralphase

yields clear evidence that the spiralphase does not becom e the ground state for any value ofJ2.

Theinterm ediatephaseisthereforem agnetically disordered butm ay exhibitplaquetteorcolum nar

dim erordering.

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

The study of two-dim ensional (2D) quantum m ag-

netism has attracted m uch experim entaland theoreti-

calattention over m any years. In 2D antiferrom agnets

at zero tem perature the com petition between interac-

tionsand quantum 
uctuationsiswellbalanced and one

sees m agnetic long-range order (LRO ) as wellas m ag-

netic disorder,dependent on details ofthe lattice1,2,3,4.

In particular,frustration m ay lead to the breakdown of

sem i-classicalN�eelLRO in 2D quantum antiferrom ag-

nets.M uch researchactivityin thisareahasbeen focused

on frustrated spin-halfHeisenberg antiferrom agnets on

the square lattice,such as the J1-J2 m odelwith com -

peting antiferrom agnetic nearest-neighbor J1 and next-

nearest-neighbor J2 bonds (see, e.g., Refs.5,6,7,8,9,10,11

and referencestherein),where a quantum param agnetic

phase near J2 � 0:5J1 is observed the nature ofwhich

is still under discussion. Another canonical m odel is

the Shastry-Sutherland antiferrom agnet introduced in

theeighties12,which hasspecialarrangem entoffrustrat-

ing next-nearest-neighborJ2 bondson thesquarelattice,

cf. Fig.1. W e note that for bonds of equalstrength,

i.e.,J1 = J2,the Shastry-Sutherland m odelis equiva-

lentto a Heisenberg m odelon one ofthe eleven uniform

Archim edean lattices4. Although the initialm otivation

to study this specialfrustrated square-lattice antiferro-

m agnet is related to the existence ofa sim ple singlet-

producteigenstate(which becom esthegroundstate(G S)

for strong frustration),the renewed interest in the last

yearswasstim ulated by thediscoveringofthenew quan-

tum phasein SrCu(BO 3)2
13,14 which can be understood

in term softheShastry-Sutherland m odel.Although the

G S ofthism odelin the lim itofsm allfrustration J2 and

largeJ2 iswellunderstood,theG S phaseatm oderateJ2
isstilla m atterofdiscussion.

In this paper, we study the G S phase diagram for

spin halfShastry-Sutherland m odelusing a high-order

coupled cluster treatm ent. The coupled cluster m ethod

(CCM )haspreviously been applied to variousquantum

spin system s with m uch success8,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23.

W e m ention that one particular advantage of this ap-

proach consists in applicability to strongly frustrated

quantum spin system s in any dim ension, where som e

otherm ethods,such as,e.g.,the quantum M onte Carlo

m ethod fail.

II. T H E M O D EL

The Shastry-Sutherland m odelisa spin-1
2
Heisenberg

m odelon asquarelatticewith antiferrom agneticnearest-

neighborbondsJ1 and with one antiferrom agneticdiag-

onalbond J2 in each second square (see Fig.1). It is

described by the Ham iltonian

H = J1

X

hi;ji

si� sj + J2

X

fi;kg

si� sk; (1)

wheretheoperatorssirepresentspin-halfoperators,i.e.,

si = s(s+ 1) with s = 1=2. The sum s over hi;ji and

fi;kg run overallnearest-neighborbondsand oversom e

ofthenext-nearest-neighborbondsaccording to thepat-

tern shown in Fig.1.Due to the specialarrangem entof

the J2 bondsthe unitcellcontainsfoursites.Therefore

itisconvenientto splitthesquarelatticeinto fourequiv-

alentsublatticesA,C,B and D asshown in Fig.(1). It

what followswe set J1 = 1 and consider J2 > 0 as the

param eterofthe m odel.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504283v2
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FIG .1: Illustration ofthe classicalspiralstate forShastry-

Sutherland m odel of Eq. (1), with nearest-neighbor bonds

J1 (solid lines) and next-nearest-neighbor bonds J2 (dashed

lines). The spin orientations at A,C and B,D lattice sites

arede�ned by theangles� = n� and � = n�+ �,respectively,

where n = 0;1;2;:::;and � isthe characteristic angle ofthe

spiralstate.Thestateisshown for� = �=6 and n = 0;1:::5.

The classical (i.e., s ! 1 ) G S of the Shastry-

Sutherland m odelisthecollinearN�eelstate forJ2=J1 �

1,buta noncollinearspiralstateforJ2=J1 > 1 (seeFig.1

and Refs.24,25)with acharacteristicpitch angle� given

by

� =

�
0 J2 � J1

� � arccos(� J1=J2) J2 > J1
(2)

W e note that for � = 0 the spiralstate becom es the

collinear N�eelstate classically. The transition from the

collinear N�eelto noncollinear spiralstate is of second

orderand takesplaceatJ2=J1 = 1.W enotefurtherthat

there are only two di�erent angles between interacting

spins,nam ely,�+ � fortheJ1 couplingsand � 2� forthe

J2 couplings.

The quantum s = 1=2 version ofthe m odelhas been

treated previously by variousm ethodslikeSchwingerbo-

son m ean-�eld theory24,exactdiagonalization14,26,series

expansions25,27,28,29,renorm alizationgroup30 and alsoby

a gauge-theoreticalapproach31. A recentreview can be

found in Ref.32.From thesestudiesoneknowsthatfor

sm allJ2 � J1 thephysicsofthequantum m odelissim ilar

to thatoftheclassicalm odel,i.e.,wehavesem i-classical

N�eelorder. Furtherm ore,one knows already from the

early work ofShastry and Sutherland12 thatforlargeJ2
thequantum G S isa rotationally invariantproductstate

oflocalpair singlets (so-called orthogonal-dim er state)

j	idim er =
Q

fi;jgJ2
[j"iij#ji� j#iij"ji]=

p
2 ,where

i and j correspond to those sites which cover the J2
bonds.Theenergypersiteofthisorthogonal-dim erstate

is E dim er=N = � 3J2=8. It becom es the G S at around

Jc2 � (1:44:::1:49)J1 (see Table 2 in Ref. 32). Note

thatsuch an orthogonal-dim erstatecan beobserved also

in corresponding one-dim ensionaland three-dim ensional

m odels33,34,35.The nature ofthe transition between the

sem i-classicalN�eelstateand theorthogonal-dim erphase

isstilla m atterofcontroversialdiscussion.In theregion

1:2J1 <
� J2 <

� 1:45J1 the m ain question is whether the

system hasan interm ediatephase.A directtransition be-

tween the N�eelphase and the orthogonal-dim erphaseis

favoredin Refs.14,27,28,30,whereasin Refs.24,25,26,31

the existence ofan interm ediate phase is found. How-

ever,concerning the nature ofthis interm ediate phase

controversialresults are reported,as candidates for the

interm ediate phase are quantum spiralphases24,31 or a

plaquetteorcolum narsingletphases25,26 discussed.

To contributeto thesolution ofthisopen problem the

CCM is an appropriate m ethod, since it is one ofthe

m ethods which can dealwith spiralphases in quantum

spin m odels.19,21,36

III. T H E C O U P LED C LU ST ER M ET H O D

The CCM form alism is now brie
y considered, al-

though the interested reader is referred to Refs. 16,18,

19,20,22 for further details. The starting point for the

CCM calculation isthe choice ofa norm alized reference

or m odelstate j�i. For spin system s, an appropriate

choice for the CCM m odelstate j�i is often a classical

spin state,in which the m ost generalsituation is that

each spin can point in an arbitrary direction. In order

to treat the Shastry-Sutherland m odelusing the CCM ,

we choose the N�eelstate and the spiralstate in Fig.(1)

to be ourm odelstates. W e note thatwe do notchoose

the classicalresultforthe pitch angle� butweconsider

itratherasa free param eterin the CCM calculation.

To treateach site equivalently we perform a rotation

ofthe localaxis ofthe spins such that allspins in the

referencestatealign in thesam edirection,nam ely along

the negativez axis,such thatwehavej�i=j#ij#ij#i:::.

W e de�ne a set ofm ulti-spin creation operators C +

I
=

s+r ;s+r s
+

l
;s+r s

+

l
s+m ;:::.

ThechoiceoftheC
+

I
ensuresthath�jC

+

I
= 0 = CIj�i,

whereCI isthe Herm itian adjointofC
+

I
.

In order to m ake the spin si to be aligned along the

negative z axisone hasto perform a rotation ofthe re-

spective spin by an appropriate angle �i. This rotation

isequivalentto the canonicaltransform ations,

s
x
i = cos�is

x
i + sin�is

z
i

s
y

i = s
y

i

s
z
i = � sin�is

x
i + cos�is

z
i: (3)

Using this transform ation the Ham iltonian (1) is then
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rewritten as

H = J1

NX

hi;ji

�
1

2
sin’i;j[̂s

+

i ŝ
z
j � ŝ

z
iŝ

+

j + ŝ
�
i ŝ

z
j � ŝ

z
iŝ

�
j ]

+ cos’i;jŝ
z
iŝ

z
j +

1

4
(cos’i;j + 1)[̂s+i ŝ

�
j + ŝ

�
i ŝ

+

j ]

+
1

4
(cos’i;j � 1)[̂s

+

i ŝ
+

j + ŝ
�

i ŝ
�

j ]

�

+ J2

NX

fi;kg

�
1

2
sin’i;k[̂s

+

i ŝ
z
k � ŝ

z
iŝ

+

k
+ ŝ

�

i ŝ
z
k � ŝ

z
iŝ

�

k
]

+ cos’i;kŝ
z
iŝ

z
k +

1

4
(cos’i;k + 1)[̂s

+

i ŝ
�

k
+ ŝ

�

i ŝ
+

k
]

+
1

4
(cos’i;k � 1)[̂s+

i
ŝ
+

k
+ ŝ

�

i
ŝ
�

k
]

�

; (4)

where the angles’i;j � �j � �i,’i;k � �k � �i between

twonearest-neighborand next-nearest-neighborspinsare

’i;j = � + �,’i;k = � 2�,respectively,and s� � sx � isy

arespin raising and spin lowering operators.

The ket and bra G S’s j	i and h ~	j of H are

param etrised within the CCM asfollows:

H j	i= E j	i; h ~	jH = E h ~	j ;

j	i= e
S
j�i; S =

X

I6= 0

SIC
+

I
;

h~	j= h�j ~Se� S ; ~S = 1+
X

I6= 0

~SIC
�

I
: (5)

The correlation operators S and ~S contain the corre-

lation coe�cients S I and ~SI which have to be deter-

m ined. Using the Schr�odingerequation,H j	i= E j	i,

wecan now writethe G S energy asE = h�je� SH eSj�i.

After the notational rotation of the local axes of the

quantum spins,the sublattice m agnetization isgiven by

M = � 1=N
P N

i
h~	js z

ij	i.

To �nd the ket-state and bra-state correlation coe�-

cients SI and ~SI we require that the expectation value
�H = h~	jH j	iisa m inim um with respectto S I and ~SI,

such thattheCCM ket-stateand bra-stateequationsare

given by:

h�jC �

I
e
� S

H e
Sj�i= 0 8I 6= 0

h�j~Se� S[H ;C +

I
]eSj�i= 0 8I 6= 0:

(6)

TheCCM form alism isexactifwetakeintoaccountall

possiblem ultispin con�gurationsin thecorrelation oper-

atorsS and ~S,which is,however,in generalim possible

for a quantum m any-body m odel. Hence, it is neces-

sary to use approxim ation schem esin orderto truncate

the expansion ofS and ~S in the Eqs.(5)in any practi-

calcalculation.Them ostcom m on schem eistheLSUBn

schem e,whereweincludeonly n orfewercorrelated spins

in allcon�gurations(or lattice anim als in the language

ofgraph theory)which span a range ofno m ore than n

adjacent(contiguous)lattice sites.

TABLE I:Num ber offundam entalG S con�gurations ofthe

LSUBn approxim ation forthe Shastry-Sutherland m odelus-

ing the N�eelstate (� = 0)and the spiralstate (� 6= 0)asthe

CCM reference state.

LSUBn N�eelstate:� = 0 spiralstate:� 6= 0

2 1 12

4 35 248

6 794 6184

8 20892 166212

To �nd allpossible fundam entalcon�gurationswhich

aredi�erentunderthepointand spacegroup sym m etries

ofboth thelatticeandtheHam iltonian,weusethelattice

sym m etries.Thenum bersoffundam entalcon�gurations

m ay be furtherreduced by the use ofadditionalconser-

vation laws. For exam ple,in the case ofthe N�eelstate

(� = 0),the Ham iltonian ofEq.(1)com m uteswith the

totaluniform m agnetization,szT =
P

k
szk (the sum on k

runsoveralllatticesites).theG S liesin theszT = 0 sub-

space,and hence we exclude con�guration with an odd

num berofspinsorwith unequalnum bersofspinson the

twoequivalentsublattices.Forthespiralstatewecannot

apply thisproperty becauseitisnotan eigenstateofszT .

W ecalculatethefundam entalcon�gurationsnum erically,

and the resultsofthe num bersofLSUBn con�gurations

for n � 8 are given in Table I.By using parallelcom -

puting we are able to solve the 20892 equations ofthe

CCM -LSUB8approxim ation fortheN�eelreferencestate.

However,for the spiralstate the current lim itations of

com puter power allow then solution ofthe CCM equa-

tionsup to LSUB6,only.

SincetheLSUBn approxim ation becom esexactin the

lim itn ! 1 ,itisusefulto extrapolatethe’raw’LSUBn

results to the lim it n ! 1 . Although an exact scal-

ing theory forthe LSUBn resultsisnotknown,there is

som eem piricalexperience18,19,20 how thephysicalquan-

titiesforantiferrom agneticspin m odelsscalewith n.As

stated above forthe N�eelreference state we are able to

calculatetheG S energy E and thesublatticem agnetiza-

tion M within LSUBn up to n = 8. In orderto obtain

m oreaccurateresultsforthe G S energy,wenow em ploy

a scaling law19,20 in order to extrapolate our results in

the lim itm ! 1 ,where

E (n)= a0 + a1
1

n2
+ a2

�
1

n2

� 2

: (7)

W e use CCM results for n = 4;6;8 in order to carry

outthese extrapolations.20 W e �nd,however,thatother

scaling laws proposed in the literature yield very sim i-

larresultsforthe energy. In the N�eelordered phase we

utilise20 a scaling law with leading power1=n,i.e.,

M (n)= b0 + b1
1

n
+ b2

�
1

n

� 2

: (8)

W e �nd thatthisprescription again leadsto reasonable

results20.However,applying thisscaling ruleto system s
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showingan order-disordertransition atzerotem perature

this kind ofscaling tends to overestim ate the m agnetic

orderand yieldstoo largecriticalvaluesfortheexchange

param eterdrivingthetransition19,23.Thereasonforthat

m ightconsistin the changeofthe scaling neara critical

point. Hence in addition to the scaling rule (8)we also

usea leading ’power-law’scaling20,given by

M (n)= c0 + c1

�
1

n

� c2

: (9)

Theleading exponentc2 isdeterm ined directly from the

LSUBn data.

IV . R ESU LT S

W e startwith the discussion ofthe onsetofthe spiral

phase in the quantum m odel. W e calculate the G S en-

ergy asa function ofJ2 using asreference state a spiral

state as sketched in Fig. 1. As quantum 
uctuations

m ay lead to a \quantum " pitch angle that is di�erent

from the the classicalcase,we consider the pitch angle

in the reference state asa free param eter. W e then de-

term ine the \quantum " pitch angle �qu by m inim izing

E LSU B m (�) with respect to � in each order n. As for

-0.529
-0.5285
-0.528

-0.5275
-0.527

-0.5265
-0.526

-0.5255
-0.525

-0.5245
-0.524

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2

E/N

φ

J2=1.55
J2=1.56
J2=1.57
J2=1.58
J2=1.59

FIG .2:G round-state energy versusthe pitch angle � within

CCM -LSUB4 approxim ation for di�erentvaluesofJ2 in the

range 1:55 � J2 � 1:59.

the classicalm odelfor sm allJ2 the energy E LSU B m (�)

hasitsm inim um at�qu = 0,i.e.,thequantum G S isthe

sem i-classicalcollinearN�eelstate.Contrarytotheclassi-

calcase,thiscollinearquantum statecan surviveintothe

region J2 > J1,where classically it is already unstable.

This e�ect is known as order from disorder37,38 and is

widely observed in quantum spin system s,see,e.g.,Refs.

19,36. For frustrating couplings J2 >� 1:5J2 apart from

the m inim um at � = 0 a second m inim um at a �nite

� > 0 em erges,which becom es the globalm inim um for

strong enough J2. Thisscenario illustrated in Fig. 2 is

0
0.1
0.2
0.3
0.4
0.5
0.6
0.7
0.8
0.9

1

1.48 1.49 1.5 1.51 1.52 1.53 1.54 1.55 1.56 1.57 1.58

φqu

J2

LSUB2
LSUB4
LSUB6

FIG . 3: The \quantum " pitch angle �qu as a function of

J2 calculated within CCM -LSUBn approxim ation with n =

2;4;6.

typicalfora�rst-ordertransition,i.e.,we�nd indications

thatquantum 
uctuationsm ay changethenatureofthe

phasetransition between the the collinearN�eelphaseto

the noncollinearspiralphase from a second-orderclassi-

caltransition to a �rst-orderquantum transition. Note

thata sim ilarsituation can be found in otherfrustrated

spin system s19,21.The\quantum "pitch angle�qu,where

E LSU B m (�)hasitsglobalm inim um ,isshown in Fig. 3.

�qu showsa typicaljum p from �qu = 0 to a �nite value.

O urdata clearly indicatethatthequantum noncollinear

spiralphase has lower energy than the collinear phase

only forstrong frustration J2 >� 1:5J1.

−0.7
−0.68
−0.66
−0.64
−0.62
−0.6

−0.58
−0.56
−0.54
−0.52
−0.5

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1  1.2  1.4  1.6  1.8

E
/N

J2

LSUB4
LSUB6
LSUB8
extrapol

orthog.dimer

FIG .4:Theenergy of(i)thecollinearquantum ground state

as function ofJ2 obtained by CCM -LSUBn with n = 4;6;8

and itsextrapolated value to n ! 1 ,see Eq.(7),and (ii)of

the orthogonal-dim erstate.

Nextwe com pare the energy ofthe orthogonal-dim er

state j	idim er and the energy ofthe collinear quantum

ground state (i.e. the reference state j�0i is the N�eel
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state), see Fig 4. W e can postpone the discussion of

the question whether that quantum ground state pos-

sesses N�eel LRO or not, since it is possible (starting

from the N�eelreference state) to calculate the energy

up to high accuracy even in a param eter regim e where

the N�eel order breaks down due to quantum 
uctua-

tions,i.e. for a m agnetically disordered state,see e.g.

Refs. 8,18,19,21,22,23. O ur results dem onstrate,that

the orthogonal-dim er state has lower energy than the

collinear state for J2 >
� 1:477J1. j	idim er rem ains the

state oflowestenergy also in the region where the non-

collinearspiralstate haslowerenergy than the collinear

phase. W e conclude that there is no interm ediate spi-

ralphase in the quantum m odel. O ur estim ate ofthe

criticalvalue Jd2 = 1:477J1 where the transition to the

orthogonal-dim erphasetakesplaceisin good agreem ent

with otherresults,cf.Table 2 in Ref.32.

So far we have discussed m ainly the energy ofcom -

peting G S phases. The last question we would like to

discuss is the question ofthe stability ofthe N�eelLRO

in the frustrated regim e. For that we calculate the or-

der param eter(sublattice m agnetization)M within the

LSUBn approxim ation schem eup to n = 8 and extrapo-

lateto n ! 1 using two variantsofextrapolation asde-

scribed in Sect.III.Theresultsareshown in Fig.5.The

extrapolated dataclearlydem onstratethattheLRO van-

ishesbeforetheorthogonal-dim erstatebecom estheG S.

Thetransition from N�eelLRO to m agneticdisorderisof

second order. Hence we com e to the second im portant

statem entthatthereexistsan interm ediatem agnetically

disordered phase.W ithin theused CCM schem estarting

from the N�eelreference state we are notable to discuss

thenatureofthem agnetically disordered statepreceding

the orthogonal-dim erstate.Though there aresom e�rst

attem pts to develop a CCM form alism form agnetically

disordered valencebond phases39,a high levelofapprox-

im ation is reached currently only starting with N�eelor

spiralreferencestates.

O bviously,the criticalvalue where Jc2 the N�eelLRO

breaksdown dependson theused extrapolation form ula.

Theextrapolation accordingto Eq.(8)leadsaccuratere-

sults for M in the unfrustrated (J2 = 0) square-lattice

lim it and yields Jc2 � 1:39J1. As discussed in Sect.III

this extrapolation schem e tends to overestim ate the re-

gion ofm agneticLRO and indeed thevalueJc2=J1 = 1:39

is signi�cantly larger than the corresponding value cal-

culated by seriesexpansion,see Table 2 in Ref.32.The

extrapolation according to Eq.(9) with a variable ex-

ponent c2 is less accurate in the unfrustrated lim it but

it seem s ro be m ore appropriate to �nd the position of

thecriticalpointJc2,sincethescaling behaviorm ightbe

changed atthe criticalpoint.W e getJc2 � 1:14J1 which

�ts wellto the corresponding value calculated by series

expansion.

 0

 0.05

 0.1
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 0.25

 0.3

 0.35

 0.4

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1  1.2  1.4  1.6

M

J2

LSUB4
LSUB6
LSUB8

extrapol 1
extrapol 2

FIG .5: Sublattice m agnetization M versus J2 obtained by

CCM -LSUBn with n = 4;6;8 and its extrapolated valuesto

n ! 1 using two di�erent extrapolation schem es, nam ely

according to Eq.(8)(extrapol1)and to Eq.(9)(extrapol2).

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have studied the G S phase diagram of the spin

halfShastry-Sutherland am tiferrom agnetm aking use of

high-ordercoupled cluster calculations. Com paring the

energiesofcom peting N�eel,spiraland orthogonal-dim er

phases we can rule out the existence ofa noncollinear

spiralphase. Considering the N�eelorder param eter we

�nd thatthe sem i-classicalN�eellong-rangeorderdisap-

pearsbefore the orthogonal-dim erphase setsin. Hence

we conclude that the N�eelphase and the dim er phase

areseparated by a m agnetically disordered interm ediate

phase.
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