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M otivated by im purity-induced m agnetic ordering phenom ena in spin-gap m aterialslike TlCuCl3,we

develop a m ean-�eld theory for strongly disordered antiferrom agnets, designed to capture the broad

distribution ofcoupling constantsin the e�ective m odelforthe im purity degreesoffreedom . Based on

our results,we argue that in the presence ofrandom m agnetic couplings the conventional�rst-order

spin-op transition ofan anisotropic antiferrom agnet is split into two transitions atlow tem peratures,

associated with separateorderparam etersalong and perpendicularto the�eld axis.W edem onstratethe

existence ofeithera bicritcalpointora criticalendpointin the tem perature{�eld phase diagram ,with

the consequence thatsignaturesofthe spin op are m ore pronounced atelevated tem perature.

I. IN TRO D UCTIO N

The interplay ofm agnetism and disorder is a fascinat-

ing �eld ofresearch in condensed m atterphysics. Various

non-triviallow-tem perature phases,like spin glasses,Bose

glasses,random singletphases etc.,and associated phase

transitionshavebeenstudiedinboththeoryandexperim ent.

A particularlyinterestingm anifestationofquantum e�ectsis

im purity-inducedm agnetism in quantum param agnets:The

startingpointisaM ottinsulatorwitha�nitespingapwhich

separateselem entary spin excitationsfrom the spin singlet

groundstate;exam plesareSrCu2O 3,CuGeO 3,PbNi2V2O 8,

SrCu2(BO 3)2, KCuCl3, or TlCuCl3. As dem onstrated in

recent experim ents,1{8 non-m agnetic im purities,replacing

m agnetic ions in such quantum param agnets,can induce

e�ective m agnetic m om ents. These im purity-induced m o-

m entsrevealthem selvesin a Curie-likebehavioroftheuni-

form susceptibility,� / C=T,atinterm ediatetem peratures.

Rem arkably,in the presenceofthree-dim ensionalcouplings

theseinducedm om entscanorderatsu�cientlylow tem per-

atures,thuschangingthespin-gappedparam agneticground

stateofthepurecom poundintoan m agneticallylong-range

ordered stateupon doping.

On the theoreticalside,the appearance ofe�ective m o-

m ents upon doping vacancies into the spin system is well

understood in principle.Itoccursin system swith con�ned

spinons,i.e.,elem entaryS = 1excitations;forspin 1=2sys-

tem sitisbestvisualized in term s ofbroken singletbonds

whereonespin isreplaced bya vacancy.Theliberated spin

1=2 iscon�ned to the vacancy atlow energies,resulting in

an e�ective spin 1=2 m om ent.9,10 (In contrast,in hostsys-

tem swith elem entary S = 1=2 excitations,i.e.,decon�ned

spinons,no m om entsare generated by introducing vacan-

cies.) Thistheoreticalpicturehasbeensupportedbyvarious

num ericalstudies,in particularon spin chain11 and ladder

system s.12{14

A num beroftheoreticalworksalso addressed im purity-

induced antiferrom agnetic ordering. On the one hand,nu-

m ericalsim ulationson �nite-sizesystem sofspin gap m ag-

nets containing im purities studied signatures ofm agnetic

ordering.14{17 Ontheotherhand,analyticalapproaches18{21

typicallystartfrom ane�ectivespin-1=2m odelinvolvingthe

im purity-induced m om ents ~Si only:

H e� =
X

ij

Jij~Si�~Sj; (1)

where the interaction Jij between two im purity m om ents

dependson theirdistancerij asJij / exp(� rij=�),where

� is the m agnetic correlation length ofthe host m aterial.

Due to the random locationsofthe im puritiesthe system

showsa broad distribution ofcoupling valuesJij.Further-

m ore,on bipartite latticesthe sign ofJij willalternate as

function ofthe M anhattan distance between iand j.This

im pliesthatclassicallyallbondscanbesatis�edwithaNe�el-

typearrangem entofthee�ectivem om ents.In otherwords,

Eq.(1) de�nesa strongly disordered non-frustrated quan-

tum m agnet.Real-spacerenorm alization group studies20,21

indicatethattheground stateofthe m odel(1)with quan-

tum spins 1/2 shows long-range orderforany concentra-

tion ofim purity m om ents;this is supported by num erical

sim ulations ofvacancy-doped quantum param agnets with

con�ned spinons,which display m agnetic orderup to the

percolation threshold.14{17 Thus,although the system sun-

derconsideration are long-range-ordered antiferrom agnets,

their properties can be expected to be strongly di�erent

from that ofantiferrom agnets withoutquenched disorder,

dueto the broadly distributed Jij.

The purpose ofthis paperisto introduce a generalized

m ean-�eld theory,which takesinto accountthe broad dis-

tribution ofcoupling constants in Eq. (1). The central

ideaisto param eterizethespinsaccording to theircoupling

strength to the environm ent,i.e.,by theirsum ofcoupling

constantstoallotherspins,�J,seeEq.(2)below.Foreach �J

a separatem ean-�eld param eterwillbeintroduced,leading

tointegralequationsreplacingthestandard self-consistency

relations.Although such a m ean-�eld theorym issescertain

aspectsofdisorderphysics,likelocalization phenom ena,we

willdem onstratethatitcapturesvariousdistinctproperties

ofm agnetsdescribed by Eq.(1). Forinstance,the overall

behavior of the order param eter as function of tem pera-

ture is signi�cantly di�erentfrom non-disordered m agnets

and from conventionalm ean-�eld theory. In particular,we

discuss the physics in an external�eld the presence ofa

m agneticanisotropy,relevantform ostrealm aterials.Here,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606753v2
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a spin-op transition is expected to occur for �elds par-

allelto the easy axis,which indeed has been observed in

TlCu1� xM gxCl3.
7 W earguethatstrongdisorderleadstoan

interesting tem perature evolution ofthe spin-op physics:

at low tem perature the transition is generically split into

two (with atleastoneofthem being continuous),whereas

atelevated tem perature a single�rst-ordertransition isre-

stored.

The bulk ofthe paperisorganized asfollows:In Sec.II

wedescribeourgeneralizedm ean-�eldtheory,togetherwith

the num ericalprocedure to solve the m ean-�eld equations.

Sec.IIIdiscussesthesym m etriesand possiblephasesofthe

m odelinthepresenceofa�eldparalleltotheeasyaxis,and

presents tem perature{�eld phase diagram s obtained from

the m ean-�eld theory. In Sec.IV we take a closerlook at

the phase transitions,in particularatthe spin-op transi-

tion.A com parison to experim entsand availablenum erical

results for vacancy-doped m agnets is given in Sec.V. A

briefoutlook concludesthepaper.

II. M EAN -FIELD TH EO RY

A. Param eterization

In standard m ean-�eld theory, the m any-body problem

is reduced to one single-spin problem in an e�ective �eld.

Following this idea in the presence ofdisorderrequires to

considerdistincte�ective �elds forallspins. Physicswise,

we expectspinsto behave di�erently ifthey have di�erent

couplingsto theirenvironm ent;spins in a sim ilarenviron-

m entm ay behave in a sim ilarfashion.Thisisthe basisfor

the m ain sim pli�cation ofourm ean-�eld theory: W e will

param eterizethe spinsby the coupling sum �J,de�ned as

�Ji =
X

j

Jij(� 1)
i� j+ 1

=
X

j

jJijj: (2)

Thuswe replace the spin variables ~Si by ~S(�J).The factor

(� 1)i� j+ 1 accountsforthe sublattice structure ofthe bi-

partite lattice,with (i� j)being the M anhattan distance,

and the second identity follows from the alternating sign

ofthe coupling Jij. W ith thisde�nition, �Ji isthe m agni-

tude ofthe e�ective �eld on spin iin a perfectly ordered

antiferrom agneticstate.

Fora description ofthe m agnetic interactions in term s

ofthecoupling sum ,weintroducea probabilitydistribution

P (�J)according to

P (�J)=
1

N

X

i

�(�J � �Ji) (3)

whereN isthenum berofspins.Further,weneed an inter-

action function f(�J1;�J2),de�ned as

f(�J1;�J2)=
1

N P (�J1)P (�J2)

X

ij

jJijj�(�J1 � �Ji)�(�J2 � �Jj):

(4)

which issym m etric w.r.t. to �J1 $ �J2 and ful�llsnorm al-

ization conditions
Z

d�J2P (�J2)f(�J1;�J2)= �J1 : (5)

W ith these de�nitions, a ferrom agnetic Heisenberg

m odel,H = �
P

ij
Jij~Si�~Sj,takesthe form

H = � N

Z

d�J1d�J2P (�J1)P (�J2)f(�J1;�J2)~S(�J1)�~S(�J2):

(6)

De�ning an e�ective �eld

~m (�J)=

Z

d�J2P (�J2)f(�J;�J2)h~S(�J2)i; (7)

them ean-�eld Ham iltonian reads

H m f = � N

Z

d�JP (�J)

h

~m (�J)+ ~B

i

�~S(�J); (8)

wherewehave included an external�eld ~B .

For an antiferrom agnet on a bipartite lattice di�erent

m ean �elds are required forthe two sublattices A and B,

which can becom e inequivalentin the presence ofsym m e-

try breaking and a �nite �eld. Using PA (�J) = PB (�J) =

P (�J)=2,thee�ective �eld becom es

~m A ;B (�J)= �

Z

d�J2P (�J2)f(�J;�J2)
h~SA (�J2)i� h~SB (�J2)i

2
:

(9)

Thecorresponding m ean-�eld Ham iltonian reads

H m f = �
N

2

Z

d�JP (�J)

�h

~m A (�J)+ ~B

i

~SA (�J)+

+

h

~m B (�J)+ ~B

i

~SB (�J)

� (10)

replacing (8).

In general,two anglesare needed to specify the orienta-

tion ofa spin.In the following,we willexclusively consider

situationswhereH hasaU(1)sym m etryofrotationsabout

the z axis(see Sec.III). Then we can describe the orien-

tation ofa spin justby one angle,’,between spin and z

axis;theanglein thexy planecan be�xed to zero,positive

(negative)valuesof’ on the A (B)sublattice accountfor

the staggered in-planeorder.Hence,the expectation value

ofa spin can be written in thefollowing way:

h~SA ;B (�J)i=

�
�
�h~SA ;B (�J)i

�
�
�

0

@

sin’A ;B (�J)

0

cos’A ;B (�J)

1

A : (11)

Thesingle-spin problem ofEq.(8)can bereadily solved,

yielding the m ean-�eld equations:

cos’A ;B (�J)= ~ez �
[~B + ~m A ;B (�J)]

j~B + ~m A ;B (�J)j
; (12a)
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and

�
�
�h~SA ;B (�J)i

�
�
�= stanh

�
�
�~B + ~m A ;B (�J)

�
�
�

kB T=s
: (12b)

The am plitude equation (12b)hasbeen written fora spin

with two states � s, appropriate for quantum spins s =

1=2 { this willbe used in the num ericalcalculations. For

continuousclassicalspinsthe tanh()needsto be replaced

by a Brillouin function asusual.

In thecaseofP (�J)= �(�J � �J0)and f(�J1;�J2)= �J0 the

m ean-�eld equations (9,12) reduce to the self-consistency

equation of the fam iliar W eiss m ean-�eld theory, with
�J0 = zJ for a Ham iltonian with a nearest-neighborcou-

pling strength J and a coordination num berofz.

B. M agnetic anisotropy

In thispaperweconsiderthe form ally sim plestsourceof

m agneticanisotropy,nam elyan anisotropicexchangeinter-

action ofeasy-axistype (the behaviorin the presence ofa

Dshyaloshinski-M oriyainteractionisexpectedtobesim ilar).

Thus,in the Ham iltonian weperform thereplacem ent

Jij~Si�~Sj ! Jij
�
�(S

x
iS

x
j + S

y

iS
y

j)+ S
z
iS

z
j

�
(13)

with an anisotropy constant� < 1;we keep the coupling

to the external�eld as ~B �~S.W e note thatin the context

ofim purity-inducedm agnetism ,e.g.,in TlCuCl3 som ecom -

plicationsarise(which wewillignorehere):Theanisotropy

ofthee�ectiveinteraction willdepend on theexternal�eld

and the interaction itself;furtherm ore the form ofthe �eld

couplingwillbem odi�ed,leadingtoananisotropicgtensor.

Theanisotropyaccording to Eq.(13)requiresthefollow-

ing replacem entin the m ean-�eld equations(12):

~m A ;B !

0

@

�m x
A ;B

�m
y

A ;B

m z
A ;B

1

A (14)

where m xy and m z denote the com ponentsperpendicular

and parallelto the easy axis.

C. Choice ofinputparam eters

The described m ean-�eld theory requires the coupling

distribution P (�J), Eq. (3), and the interaction function

f(�J1;�J2),Eq.(4),as input. Both functions are given by

the underlying m icroscopic m odel. W e have num erically

determ ined P (�J) and f(�J1;�J2) for an e�ective m odelof

im purity-induced orderin quantum param agnets,Eq.(1),

asdescribed in the Appendix.

Forthe actualm ean-�eld calculationswe found itm ore

convenientto useplausiblem odel(i.e.�tting)functionsin-

stead.However,adi�cultyariseshere:P ( �J)and f(�J1;�J2)

cannotbechosen independently,becausethenorm alization

0.5 1 1.5

1

1 2 3 4

0.5
b)a)

0 0
00

P
(J̄

)

J̄J̄

FIG .1: M odelfunctions for the coupling-sum distribution

P (�J) obtained from di�erent generating functions g(�J1;�J2):

a)Lognorm al-likedistribution from Eq.(18),with theparam -

eters�2 = 0:699,�L = � 0:171,�L = 1:3,and �Jm ax = 4:317.

b)G auss-likedistribution from Eq.(19),with theparam eters

�1 = 0:59,�1 = 0:289,�2 = 0:193,and �Jm ax = 1:929.In both

cases,
R
d�JP (�J)= 1.

conditions(5)cannotbeeasilyful�lled whilepreserving the

sym m etry w.r.t. �J1 $ �J2. W e have therefore resorted

to the following construction. From an arbitrary sym m et-

ric \generating" function g(�J1;�J2)we de�nethe functions

P (�J)and f(�J1;�J2)according to:

P (�J)=
a

�J

Z

d�J2g(�J;�J2) (15)

and

f(�J1;�J2)= a
g(�J1;�J2)

P (�J1)P (�J2)
: (16)

Choosing thenorm alization factoras

a
� 1

=

Z

d�J1
1

�J1

Z

d�J2g(�J1;�J2); (17)

allnorm alization conditionsareful�lled.

Asdetailed in the Appendix,in vacancy-doped m agnets

the function P (�J) willbe peaked at a value which in-

creaseswith im purity concentration,and itwillbe increas-

inglyasym m etricatlow concentrations,withatailtohigher
�J. Thus,am ong others,we have em ployed the following

generating functionsg(�J1;�J2).

g(�J1;�J2)= exp

�

�
(ln(�J1)� �L )

2

2�2
L

�

exp

�

�
(ln(�J2)� �L )

2

2�2
L

�

� exp

�

�
(�J1 � �J2)

2

2�22

�

�(�Jm ax � �J1)�(�Jm ax � �J2)

(18)

generates a Lognorm al-like distribution P (�J) which cap-

turesthe coupling distribution fora sm allim purity concen-

tration.In contrast,

g(�J1;�J2)= �J1 �J2 exp

�

�
(�J1 � �1)

2

2�21

�

exp

�

�
(�J2 � �1)

2

2�21

�

� exp

�

�
(�J1 � �J2)

2

2�22

�

�(�Jm ax � �J1)�(�Jm ax � �J2)

(19)
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FIG .2:(coloronline)Anglecon�gurations’(�J)occurring in

theordered phasesoftheantiferrom agnetwith �eld parallelto

the easy axis,with blue/red (dark/gray)showing ’A /’B .a)

Ising phase,b)m ixed phase,c)canted phase. The evolution

from a) to c) represents the behavior at low tem peratures

upon increasing the �eld,see Figs.3,4 below.

leads to a Gauss-like distribution P (�J),corresponding to

higherim purity concentrations.The�i and �i are free pa-

ram eters.Exam plesfortheresultingP (�J)areshowninFig.

1;hereandinthefollowingthe �J valuesarescaledsuchthat

them ean valueof �J isunity.In Fig.8below weshow P (�J)

resultsofthenum ericalsim ulationsforcom parison.

To m odelan easy-axis situation, we have chosen the

anisotropyparam eter� = 0:9.

III. PH ASE D IAGRAM S

A. Sym m etries and phases

W e willrestrictourattention to m agnetic �eldsparallel

to the easy axisin which case interesting spin-op physics

arises.Then,thesym m etryoftheantiferrom agneticHam il-

tonian (10)in thepresenceofa�eld isU(1)� Z2 (whereas

forB = 0 we have U(1)� Z2 � Z2 which becom esSU(2)

� Z2 in theabsenceofexchangeanisotropy).Herewehave

assum ed a unit cellsize of2 sites,and the Z2 sym m etry

correspondsto theexchangeofthetwo sublattices.

The possible phasesare easily enum erated: (i)An Ising

phase,wherespinson theA (B)sublatticepointpreferren-

tially up (down). Thisbreaksthe Z2 sym m etry,butleaves

the U(1) rotations aboutthe z axis intact. (ii) A canted

phase,where the spins orderspontaneously perpendicular

to the�eld,and have a �nitecom ponentin the�eld direc-

tion (equalforboth sublattices)aswell. Z2 and U(1)are

broken,buta com bination ofsublatticeexchangeand 180o

rotationisanintactZ2 sym m etry.(iii)A m ixedphasewhere

Z2 and U(1)are fully broken.(iv)A disordered phase with

no sym m etrybreaking.Fornon-zero �eld thespinspointin

the�eld direction only.

The orderparam eters are the com ponents ofthe stag-

gered m agnetization paralleland perpendiculartothedirec-

tion ofthe applied m agnetic �eld,M stagg;z and M stagg;xy.

Further,theordered phases(i){(iii)can benicelycharacter-

ized bytheangles’,Eq.(11).W ithoutquenched disorder,

i.e.,for P (�J) = �(�J � �J0),we have (i) Ising: ’A = 0,

’B = �;(ii) canted: 0 < ’B = � ’A < �;(iii) m ixed:

’A < 0,’B > 0,j’A j6= j’B j. In the disordered case

with broad P (�J),the anglesbecom e functionsof �J,with

exam plesfor’A ;B (�J)shown in Fig.2.

0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5 3

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

0
0

B/s

T
/s

2

Ising Canted

Mixed

Para

BP

FIG . 3: Tem perature{�eld phase diagram of a disordered

easy-axis antiferrom agnet,obtained from the present m ean-

�eld theory,for the Lognorm al-like distribution ofcoupling

constants P (�J) as shown in Fig. 1a. The calculation was

doneforspinswith eigenvalues� s,hence theaxesare scaled
by appropriate powers of s. First-order transitions (thick

lines)weredeterm ined from crossing pointsofthefreeenergy,

whereassecond-ordertransitionswere obtained from extrap-

olations ofthe order param eters. BP is a bi-criticalpoint.

M agnetization data along thedotted gray lineswillbeshown

in Figs.5,7 below.

B. N um ericaliteration ofthe m ean-�eld equations

Forgiven functionsP (�J)and f(�J1;�J2)and �xed values

ofapplied m agnetic�eld ~B ,tem peratureT,and anisotropy

constant� onecan iteratethem ean-�eld equations(9,12),

usingalineardiscretizationforthe �J values.Theinitialdis-

tributionsforthe angles’A ;B (�J)and am plitudesjh~SA ;B ij

could be chosen random in principle; we found it m ore

convenientto em ploydistributionscorresponding to perfect

Ising orXY orderinstead. The m ean �eldsare calculated

from Eq.(9);new am plitudesareobtained from Eq.(12b).

Som e care isrequired with the angleequation (12a)in the

caseofanIsinginitialcon�guration:inadditiontoEq.(12a)

weused an updateschem ewherespinson the sublatticeB

ipping from ’B = � to ’B = 0 are setto ’B = �=2 by

hand in orderto m ix thesym m etry breakings.

These di�erent initial conditions and di�erent update

schem es lead to potentially di�erent �xed-point distribu-

tions after convergence is reached. These correspond to

di�erent localm inim a in the free-energy landscape;com -

parison ofthefree energiesthen yieldsthestablephase.

C. Phase diagram s from m ean-�eld theory

In Figs. 3,4 we show representative phase diagram sfor

thedisordered easy-axisantiferrom agnetwith alongitudinal

�eld,obtainedfrom solvingthem ean-�eldequations(9,12).

Atzero �eld,the Ising order,presentatlow tem peratures

T,is destroyed at a continuous transition to a param ag-
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FIG .4:Tem perature{�eld phasediagram asin Fig.3,butfor

the G auss-like distribution P (�J)shown in Fig.1b. (CE is a

criticalendpoint.)

neticphase.Applying a �eld to the Ising phasedrivesvari-

oustransitions,resulting in a canted phaseatinterm ediate

�eldsand�nallya�eld-polarized(disordered)phaseatlarge

�eld. The m ain di�erence to the text-book antiferrom ag-

net is the presence ofa m ixed phase. The conventional

�rst-orderspin-op transition issplitinto two transitionsat

low T:Atsom esm all�eld,thereisa continuoustransition

from the Ising to a m ixed phase,where an in-plane stag-

gered m agnetization M stagg;xy perpendicular to the �eld

develops.Onlyatalarger�eld,theIsingorderm easured by

M stagg;z isdestroyed,leading to a spin-op transition into

a canted phase,see Figs.5,6. The origin ofthisbehavior

liesin the broadly distributed couplings: Already forsm all

�elds,weaklycoupled spinswith �J � B cannotsustain the

zero-�eld Ising orderand ip in the�eld direction,whilefor

strongly coupled spins(�J � B )Ising orderisfavored. At

low T,spinswith �J � B reach theirlowest-energystateby

canting { thisresultsin an overallm ixed phaseand can be

nicely seen in Fig.2b.(However,atelevated tem peratures

the in-plane m ean-�eld from these spinsalone isnotsu�-

cienttoestablisham ixedphase.) Atthespin-optransition

(m ixed! canted atlow T,Ising! canted athigherT),the

spinswith thelargestcouplingsloosetheirIsing order.The

evolutionoftheangledistributions’A ;B (�J)withincreasing

�eld atlow T isshown in Fig.2.

Note thatthe partofthe phase transition line between

Ising and m ixed phasesatsm allT and B (dashed)isdi�-

cultto extractnum erically fora lineardiscretization of �J.

However,by a com parison ofenergies it is easy to prove

thatatT = 0,B > 0 the Ising phase is always unstable

towardsthe m ixed phase fordistributionsP (�J) which are

non-zero forarbitrarily sm all �J.

Thetwo phasediagram sin Figs.3,4 di�erin theexten-

sionsofthem ixed phase,and in thecharacterofthephase

transitionlinebetweenm ixedandcantedphase(seebelow).

Clearly,thedeviationsfrom thetextbook spin-op behavior

ofnon-disorderedantiferrom agnetsarem ostpronouncedfor

broad distributionsP (�J).
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FIG . 5: (color online) M agnetization curves for the

Lognorm al-likedistribution P (�J),Fig.1a,ata)T=s2 = 0:435

and b) T=s2 = 2:177. The red (dashed) part indicates the

jum p atthe �rst-ordertransition.

Both the N�eeltem perature TN and the critical�eld B c

where long-range orderis destroyed,scale with the m ean

value ofthe exchange constant (which is set to unity in

our calculations). Sim ilarly,the op �eld B op scales as

(1� �)1=2 tim esthem eanexchange.Furtherm ore,anasym -

m etric distribution P (�J) as the one in Fig.1a leads to a

largerTN ,B c,B op com pared to asym m etriconewith the

sam em ean �J,thereason being thatthescalesareprim arily

determ ined by thespinswith large �J.

IV. PH ASE TRAN SITIO N S AN D CRITICAL

PRO PERTIES

A. M agnetizations and criticalexponents

TheFigs.5,6 show curvesforthestaggered m agnetiza-

tions(M stagg;xy and M stagg;z)aswellasthetotalm agneti-

zationM ,alongthegraydotted linesin thephasediagram s

in Figs. 3,4. The role ofM stagg;xy and M stagg;z asorder

param eterscan be clearly seen.

Fig.7 showsthetotalstaggered m agnetization vs.tem -

perature forboth coupling-sum distributions. The transi-

tion to the disordered phase at high T (or B ) is always

continuous. The corresponding order-param eterexponent

�, de�ned through M stagg / (Tc � T)�, should be 1=2

in conventionalm ean-�eld theory. Interestingly, Fig. 7a

showsan overallbehaviorvery di�erentfrom thisstandard

square-rootlaw.Thisisagainduetothebroadlydistributed
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FIG .6:(coloronline)AsFig.5,butfortheG auss-likedistri-

bution P (�J),Fig.1b,ata)T=s
2
= 0 and b)T=s

2
= 0:675.

couplings:Closeto Tc them agnetization ise�ectively only

carried by a sm allfraction ofthe spinswith large �J { note

thatthe distribution P (�J) corresponding to Fig.7a hasa

pronounced tailatlarger �J. W e note thatasym ptotically

close to the phase transition standard m ean-�eld behav-

iorisrestored within the presentapproach,with exponent

� = 1=2.

B. Spin-op transition

In a non-disordered easy-axis antiferrom agnet, a �rst-

orderspin-op transition from an Ising to a canted phase

occurs upon increasing the �eld,leading to a jum p in the

totalm agnetization.

In the presentsituation with quenched disorder,a m ixed

phase with both M stagg;xy and M stagg;z non-zero occursat

low tem peratures. The spin-op transition splits;forsm all

disorder (a narrow distribution P (�J)) the m ixed! canted
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FIG .7: Staggered m agnetization for a) the Lognorm al-like

distribution P (�J),Fig.1a,atB =s= 0:209,and b)theG auss-

like distribution P (�J),Fig.1b,atB =s= 0:189.

transition rem ainsof�rstorder,butbecom essecond-order

atlargerdisorder,whereastheIsing! m ixed transition isal-

wayscontinuous.Asthem ixed phase only existsatlow T,

the conventional�rst-orderspin-op transition is restored

atelevated tem peratures. Thishas the rem arkable conse-

quence that the jum p in the m agnetization is m ost pro-

nounced atinterm ediate T,nam ely atthe position ofthe

criticalend point or the bicriticalpoint,respectively (see

Figs.5,6).In general,the m agnetization jum p islargerin

situationswith lessdisorderbecausethecollectivespin op

iscarried by a largerfraction ofspinshere.

V. RELATIO N TO VACAN CY-D O PED M AGN ETS

In the previous sections, we have described a general

m ean-�eld theory for disordered non-frustrated antiferro-

m agnets. W e now discuss the applicability to im purity-

induced m agneticorderin quantum param agnets.

A. Experim ents

Thelow-energyphysicsofM g-dopedTlCuCl3 m aybeex-

pected to be welldescribed by a Ham iltonian ofthe form

(1),providedthattheim purityconcentrationissm all.M ag-

netization m easurem ents7 have indicated the presence ofa

spin-optransitionat1.8K for�eldsparalleltotheeasyaxis

[2,0,1]ata�eldofapproxim ately0.35T,signi�cantlybelow

the �eld corresponding to the bulk gap,6T.Interestingly,

thespin-op�eldseem stobealm ostindependentoftheim -

purityconcentration(in them easured rangeof0.8{ 2.5% ).

Ourtheory doesnoto�eran easy explanation forthat:As

discussed above,the spin-op �eld B op isroughly propor-

tionalto the m ean exchange (for�xed anisotropy param e-

ter�),which would resultin aconcentration dependenceof

B op.W ithin thee�ectivem odel(1),itishard to envision

a m echanism leading to a concentration-independentop

�eld,therefore we speculate thatcorrelationsbetween the

im puritiesbeyond thise�ectivem odelplaya rolehere.W e

also consideritpossiblethatB op willactuallydecreasefor

im purityconcentrationssm allerthan theonesm easured.In

thiscontextwenotethattheexperim entsofRef.22m apped

outthephasediagram forTlCuCl3 doped with 1% M g and

showed thezero-�eld im purity-induced ordered phaseto be

continuouslyconnectedtothehigh-�eldbulkorderedphase.

Togetherwith recenttheoreticalstudies16,23,thissuggests

thatthe im purity and bulk energy scalesare notwellsepa-

rated there,i.e.,the im purity concentration istoo high to

allow fora description using the e�ective m odel(1).

Further m agnetization m easurem ents on M g-doped

TlCuCl3 would also be interesting regarding the tem per-

ature dependence ofthe spin-op physics:Ourtheory pre-

dictsinteresting behaviorforvery low tem peratures,where

thespin-op transition should split.Thisrequiresm easure-

m entsdowntoe.g.1/10thoftheorderingtem peratureTN ;

theexperim entsofRef.7 have T & TN =2.
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B. N um ericalresultsfrom Q uantum M onte Carlo

sim ulations

Num ericalsim ulationsusingQuantum M onteCarlo tech-

niques can go beyond the e�ective m odel(1) and study

the fullsystem ,i.e.,quantum param agnetplus vacancies.

Those calculationshave been reported in Refs.14{17,but

allwere restricted to the spin-isotropic situation. These

sim ulationsm apped outthe com plete phase diagram ,with

distinctlow-�eld and high-�eld ordered phases.Am ong the

interesting aspectsarethe occurrence ofBoseglassphases

nearthe bulk �eld-ordered phase16,and ofa quantum dis-

ordered phaseatinterm ediate�eldswhereim purity-induced

transverseorderisdestroyed and theim puritym om entsap-

pearto form a random -singlet-like phase17. Clearly,these

propertiesrely on the one hand on the quantum nature of

the im purity-induced spin-1=2 m om ents and on the other

handonlocalizatione�ects,bothnotcapturedbyourm ean-

�eld approach. Quantum M onte Carlo calculationsforthe

spin-anisotropiccasestudiedbyuswouldbeinteresting,but

m ay be di�cultdue to the sm allenergy scalesinvolved in

thespin-op physics.

VI. CO N CLUSIO N S

W ehaveproposed a m ean-�eld theoryforstronglydisor-

dered m agnets,which takesinto accountthe broad distri-

bution ofenergy scalesin the system . Param eterizing the

spinsby theirsum ofcoupling constants,equivalentto the

exchange �eld in a perfectly ordered state,yields a con-

tinuoussetofm ean-�eld equations. W e have applied the

form alism to am odelforim purity-induced orderin spin-gap

quantum m agnets,and derived detailed phase diagram sas

function oftem peratureand external�eld.W ehaveshown

thatthe conventional�rst-orderspin-op transition gener-

ically splitsatlow tem peratures,leaving room fora m ixed

phasewith both transverse and longitudinalorder.

W e envision ourapproach ofcontinuousm ean �elds to

beapplicableto a num berofinteresting problem sinvolving

strong disorder,like m agnetic ordering in dilute m agnetic

sem iconductors24,chargeordering in thepresenceofstrong

pinning,orelectronic m odels treated within m odi�cations

ofdynam icalm ean-�eld theory (DM FT)25.
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1% .(The energy unitfortheverticalaxisisJk ofthebilayer

m odel;note that the rather large values of �J arise from the

inaccurate short-range behaviorofEq.(A3).)

APPEN D IX A:CO UPLIN G CO N STAN TS FO R

IM PURITY-IN D UCED M O M EN TS IN PARAM AGN ETS

Ourm ean-�eld theory requirestheknowledgeofthedis-

tribution ofthe coupling-constantsum s,P (�J),and the in-

teraction function f(�J1;�J2). W e have num erically deter-

m ined thesefunctionsfrom an e�ectiveHam iltonian forthe

im purity-induced m om entsofthe form (1).

The e�ective interaction between two im purity spins

(~si;j),coupled to two di�erentspins(~Si;j)ofabulksystem

according to

H = H bulk + K

�

~Si� ~si+ ~Sj � ~sj

�

(A1)

can be determ ined in perturbation theory in K . In lowest

order and in the static approxim ation,it is given by the

! = 0 bulk susceptibility:

J
�
e� = K

2hhS�i ;S
�
j ii(! = 0): (A2)

Forvacancy-induced m om ents,K can be approxim ated by

a bulk exchangecoupling.

Tobespeci�c,considerabulksystem consistingofdim ers

on a d-dim ensional hypercubic lattice, with intra-dim er

(inter-dim er)coupling J? (Jk).Using a bond-operatorfor-

m alism in the linearized (harm onic) approxim ation26, we

�nd forthe e�ective coupling in thelong-distancelim it:

Je� = �
K 2

2Jk
(� 1)

�
(� 1)

r
�
(3� d)=2

2
(d� 1)=2

�
(d+ 1)=2

� r
� (d� 1)=2

exp(� r=�)

(A3)

where r denotes the distance between the im purity spins,

(� 1)r accountsthealternating sign oftheinteraction,and

� = 0 (1) for spins i;j on the sam e (on di�erent) sites

of the dim er pairs. Note that the asym ptotic behavior

r� (d� 1)=2 exp(� r=�)isgeneric,whereastheconcretevalue

of� and the prefactorin (A3) depend on the levelofap-

proxim ation used;in ourcase �2 = Jk=(J? � 2dJk). For

the purpose of our num ericalsim ulation, we willem ploy

Eq.(A3)with K = Jk foralldistancesr { thiswillover-

estim ate couplingsatsm allr. The sign ofJe� leads to a

non-frustrated system on a bipartitelattice.

Thesim ulationisdonebyrandom lyplacingim puritieson

sitesofabilayersquarelattice(i.e.d = 2),calculatingP (�J)
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and f(�J1;�J2),Eqs.(3,4),from the e�ective coupling con-

stants(A3),and averaging the resultoverseveralim purity

con�gurations. The bilayersystem isassum ed to be in its

quantum disordered phase,close to the m agnetic ordering

transition. In the linearized bond-operator approach,the

phasetransition takesplaceatJk=J? = 1=4;wechoosein

thefollowingJk=J? = 0:249,correspondingtoacorrelation

length of� � 7:9.Fig.8 showsthe resulting P (�J)fortwo

di�erentim purity concentrations:In the low-concentration

lim it,thedistribution isstrongly asym m etric,with a tailto

high energies.(Note thatin thislim itanalyticalresultsare

availableaswell,seee.g.Ref.23.)
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