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Q uantum corrections to the Ising interactions in LiY 1� xHoxF4
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W esystem atically derivean e�ectiveHam iltonian forthedipolarm agnetLiY 1� xHoxF4,including

quantum corrections which arise from the transverse dipolar and hyper�ne interactions. These

corrections are derived using a generalised Schrie�er-W ol� transform ation to leading order in the

sm allparam eters given by the ratio ofthe interaction energies to the energy ofthe �rst excited

electronic state of the Holm ium ions. The resulting low-energy Ham iltonian involves two-level

system s,corresponding to thelow-lying electronicstatesoftheHolm ium s,which arecoupled to one

anotherand to the Holm ium nuclei. Itdi�ersfrom thatobtained by treating the electronic states

ofthe Holm ium as a spin-1/2 with an anisotropic g-factor. Itincludes e�ective on-site transverse

�elds,and both pairwise and three-body interactionsam ong thedipolesand nuclei.W eexplain the

originsofthe term s,and give num ericalvaluesfortheirstrengths.

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

Therare-earth com pound LiY 1� xHoxF4hasoften been

described as a m odel quantum m agnet, and as such

has been studied for over three decades1,2,3,4,5,6. The

basic m odelfor this m aterialis a diluted Ising m odel

with dipole interactions, and depending on the dilu-

tion the low-tem perature phase is expected to be ei-

ther a ferrom agnetor a spin-glass7. Applying a strong

transverse �eld to the m aterial introduces quantum


uctuations which can lead to dom ain walltunnelling

in the ferrom agnet8, and to quantum m elting of the

ferrom agnet3 and the spin-glass9,10,11,12,13. Even in

the absence of an applied transverse �eld, however,

quantum tunnelling of m agnetic dipoles can be ob-

served in LiY 1� xHoxF4
4,14. Furtherm ore,sam ples with

a Holm ium concentration of4:5% do not appearto be-

have as a spin-glass on cooling,as expected for a clas-

sicalIsing m odel. Instead they show unexplained \anti-

glass" properties which have been attributed to quan-

tum m echanics.5 This attribution is supported by the-

oretical predictions of the static susceptibility, which

agree with experim ents only once quantum corrections

areincluded6.

Although quantum e�ects are im plicated in several

phenom ena in LiY 1� xHoxF4in theabsenceofan applied

transverse �eld,there is no derivation in the literature

of an e�ective low-energy Ham iltonian which contains

them . Here we derive such a Ham iltonian, projecting

outthe high-energy electronic statesto obtain a theory

describingthelow-lyingelectronicdoubletand thenuclei.

W e shall�nd a Ham iltonian which has a di�erent form

from that appropriate in a strong applied �eld15, and

whose electronic part di�ers from the two-levelm odel

previously proposed forthe zero-�eld case6.

II. M O D EL

The m agnetic degreesoffreedom in LiY 1� xHoxF4are

the f electronson the Ho3+ ions.The strong spin-orbit

coupling ofthe ions leads to a well-de�ned J = 8 for

the ions,and an associated dipole m om ent � = gL�B ,

with the Land�eg-factorgL = 5=4.The 2J + 1 = 17-fold

degeneracy ofthe free ion is broken by the crystal-�eld

Ham iltonian,leaving a degenerateground-statedoublet.

Allm atrix elem ents ofJx and Jy are zero within this

ground-statesubspace,buttherearenon-zero m atrix el-

em ents for Jz. This is the source of the strong Ising

anisotropy in theinteractionsand responseto an applied

�eld.

The interactions between Holm ium ions are dipolar,

giving an interaction Ham iltonian

H int =
1

2

X

i;j

�0�
2
B g

2
L

4�r3ij
(Ji:Jj � 3(̂rij:Ji)(̂rij:Jj)): (1)

Thecrudestway to obtain a low-energy e�ectiveHam il-

tonian from (1)isto truncate the electronic state-space

to the ground-state doubleton each Holm ium ion. Itis

possibleto choosea basisforthedoubletin which Jz has

no o�-diagonalm atrix elem ents,while the diagonalm a-

trix elem ents are � and � �. W ith this choice ofbasis,

truncating leadsto the dipolarIsing m odel

H int =
1

2

X

i;j

�2�0�
2
B g

2
L

4�r3
ij

(1� 3(̂rij:̂k)
2)�zi�

z
j; (2)

where �x;�y and �z are the usualPaulim atrices. As

discussed in previous studies ofthis system 3,4,10,15 the

contacthyper�ne interaction between the Holm ium nu-

cleiand the electronic degreesoffreedom also playsan

im portant role,as it is typically ofsim ilar strength to

thedipolarinteraction.Underthesim pletwo-statetrun-

cation schem e described above the hyper�ne interaction

also takesa sim ple Ising form ,

H hyp =
X

i

A JIi� Ji (3)

�! �
X

i

A JI
z
i�

z
i; (4)

asdo othercouplingsto the Holm ium m om ents.
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The procedure ofprojecting into the low-energy sub-

space ofthe single-ion Ham iltonian hasbeen applied in

the presence ofan applied transverse �eld.15 The �eld

changes the low-energy states,leading to �nite m atrix

elem ents for Jx and Jy within the low-energy doublet.

Thisleadsto correctionsto theIsing form s(2,4)thatare

pair interactions involving at least one of�x;�y;Ix;Iy,

and to e�ective�eld term s.

To obtain quantum term sin theabsenceofan applied

transverse �eld we m ust go beyond a sim ple projection

onto the low-lying single-ion states. W e thus now con-

sider the lowest three levels ofthe crystal-�eld Ham il-

tonian,denoting the two states ofthe doublet as j"i,

j#i and the �rst excited state,with energy �,as j�i.

The param eters in such a three-levelm odelare � and

them atrix elem entsoftheangularm om entum operators,

and can beobtained from a num ericaldiagonalisation of

the fullcrystal�eld Ham iltonian. W ith an appropriate

choiceofbasisthisgives,15

h" jJzj"i = � h# jJzj#i= 5:52= �; (5)

h# jJxj�i = h" jJxj�i= 2:4= �; (6)

h# jJyj�i = � h" jJyj�i= i�; (7)

� = 10:8K : (8)

Allotherm atrix elem entsofangularm om entum am ong

the threestatesvanish.

III. D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E EFFEC T IV E

H A M ILT O N IA N

Q uantum corrections to the Ising Ham iltonian (2,4)

appear once one includes the state at j�i because

the interaction term s (1) and (3) couple j�i to the

electronic ground-state doublet. The typical nearest-

neighbour dipolar interaction energy scale is � 300m K

and A J � 38m K 4,15. Since these interaction scales are

sm allcom pared with � the couplings to the j�i states

can be treated in perturbation theory,and an e�ective

Ising m odelobtained using thestandard Schrie�er-W ol�

procedure16. The resulting m odel will include quan-

tum term s arising from virtualtransitions between the

ground-statedoubletand the j�istate.

Toderivethee�ectiveHam iltonian webegin bywriting

the three-levelm odelasH = H 0 + H T ,where H 0 con-

tainsterm swhich do notcouple the doubletto j�i,and

H T containsthosewhich do.M easuring energy from the

electronic ground-state doublet,H 0 containsthe crystal

�eld term Vc = �
P

i
j�iih�ijand the Ising partsofthe

interactions,while H T containsthe partsofthe interac-

tions which involve Jx and Jy. Including the hyper�ne

interaction the Ham iltonian can be spiltas

H 0 = Vc +
1

2

X

i6= j

J
zz
ij J

z
iJ

z
j +

X

i

A JI
z
iJ

z
i; (9)

H T =
1

2

X 0

i6= j
�;�

J
��

ij J
�
iJ

�

j + A J

X

i

(IxiJ
x
i + I

y

iJ
y

i); (10)

where �;� = x;y;z,butthe prim e on the sum indicates

thatwem ustexcludeallterm sthathave� = � = z.

W e then seek a unitary transform ation H ! eSH e� S

which decouplestheelectronicdoubletfrom thej�istate

to �rstorderin H T .Such a transform ation obeys

[S;H 0]= � H T : (11)

An S which approxim ately satis�es (11) can be con-

structed from H T using projection operators,

S =
X 0

i6= j
�;�

J
��

ij (�
�
i�

�

jJ
�
i J

�

j PiPj � PiPjJ
�
iJ

�

j �
�
i�

�

j)

2����

+
A J

�

X

i

�i(I
x
iJ

x
i + I

y

iJ
y

i)Pi

�
A J

�

X

i

Pi(I
x
iJ

x
i + I

y

iJ
y

i)�i; (12)

Pi = j"iih"i j+ j#iih#i j; (13)

��i =

�

j�ih�j if� = x;y

Pi if� = z
; (14)

��� =

�

2 if� = �

1 if� 6= �:
: (15)

Theform (12)forS actually obeystherelation [S;Vc]=

� H T ,and although we have successfully elim inated the

linear term in H T the rem ainder of the com m utator

[S;H 0� Vc]generatesnew couplingsbetween thedoublet

and j�i. However these tunnelling term s are of order

(interaction)2=�;and as they can only couple between

the ground states and j�i,they can only contribute to

thee�ectivelow-energy Ham iltonian in higherorderper-

turbation theory. Therefore they do not contribute to

the e�ective low-energy Ham iltonian to leading orderin

(interaction)2=�,and vanish when we project onto the

Ising basisatthe end ofthe Schrie�er-W ol� procedure.

Having elim inated H T ,the e�ective two-state Ham il-

tonian isgiven to lowestorderin (interactions)2=� by 16

H e� =
Y

i

Pi(H 0 +
1

2
[S;H T ])

Y

i

Pi: (16)

Thisform extends the Ising interaction Ham iltonian by

including second-orderprocessesin which H T causesvir-

tualtransitions from the electronic doublet to j�i and

then back again.

IV . EFFEC T IV E H A M ILT O N IA N

Substituting the form (12)forS into Eq.16 and dis-

carding irrelevantenergy shiftswe�nd thatthee�ective

Ham iltonian takesthe form

H e� = H 0 + H D + H D T B + H N + H N D : (17)
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This Ham iltonian operates in the space with sixteen

statesforeach ion:two low-lying electronic states,each

with the eightnuclearstates.The variouscontributions

toH e� arelabelled accordingtotheinteractionsthatgive

riseto them .

A . D ipolar processes

The �rst term in (17) arises from the second-order

dipolarprocessesthatinvolve only single pairsofspins,

and is

H D =
X

i

(hxi�
x
i + h

j

i�
y

i)+
X

i6= j

�
� �

ij �
�
i�

�

j: (18)

W e see thatthe pairwise dipolarinteraction thusgener-

atesboth transverseinteraction term sand e�ectivem ag-

netic �elds. In appendix A we give expressions for the

strengthsofthe param etershi and � �� in term softhe

param eters ofthe underlying three-levelm odel. Using

these relationswe estim ate the characteristicm agnitude

ofthesecorrectionsby calculating thecontribution from

asinglenearest-neighbour.Thisyieldshx � 3m K;hy � 0

and � �� � 0:06m K,which m aybecom pared tothedipo-

larIsing energy JzzN N � 300m K,and the Ising hyper�ne

splitting�A J � 210m K.Notethatterm ssuch as(18)de-

scribetunnelling between thelow-lying electronicstates.

Itisim portantto stressthatthisisnotsu�cientto gen-

erate tunnelling between the two electro-nuclearground

statesofH 0
10.

In addition to the dipolar processes involving only a

singlepairofHolm ium ionsthereareprocessesinvolving

threeions.In such a processtheinteraction between one

pairofspins,say i;j,virtually excitesthe jth spin into

j�i,and thedipolarinteraction ofthisspin with thekth

spin bringsthejth spin back intotheIsingdoublet.This

generatestwo-and three-body interaction term sin the

e�ective theory,

H D T B = �
�2�2

�

X

i6= j6= k

(Jxzik J
xz
ij + J

yz

ik
J
yz

ij )�
z
k�

z
j (19)

�
�2�2

�

X

i6= j6= k

(Jxzik J
xz
ij � J

yz

ik
J
yz

ij )�
z
k�

z
j�

x
i (20)

�
�2�2

�

X

i6= j6= k

(Jxzik J
yz

ij + J
yz

ik
J
xz
ij )�

z
k�

z
j�

y

i:(21)

Foran isolated group ofthree spinsin which fi;jg and

fi;kg are nearest neighbours we obtain 3 m K for the

m agnitude of the interaction term s �zk�
z
j;�

z
k�

z
j�

x
i and

�zk�
z
j�

y

i.

B . H yper�ne processes

The contributions to the e�ective Ham iltonian from

the hyper�ne interactions are sim pler to dealwith, as

they arecon�ned to each site.They are

H N =
�2A 2

J

�

X

i

�

(I2i � (Izi)
2)+ ((I+i )

2 + (I�i )
2)�xi

�

�
�2A 2

J

�

X

i

�

i((I+i )
2 � (I�i )

2)�
y

i � 2Izi�
z
i

�

: (22)

W e see that in second order perturbation theory the

hyper�ne interaction leads to spin 
ipping term s which

require the z com ponent ofthe nuclear spin to change

by two units,gives a slight correction to the longitudi-

nalhyper�neinteraction,and introducesa weak nuclear

anisotropy.Thefactorsoutsidethesum give0:86m K for

the interaction energy.

C . M ixed hyper�ne-dipolar processes

Finally,the term in the e�ectiveHam iltonian labelled

H N D arises due to second-order processes whereby the

electrons are virtually excited into the state j�i by the

dipolarinteraction and then de-excited by the hyper�ne

interaction orviceversa:

H N D = �
��2A J

�

X

i6= j

J
zx
ij (I

x
i(1+ �

x
i)+ I

y

i�
y

i)�
z
j

�
��2A J

�

X

i6= j

J
zy

ij
(I

y

i
(1� �

x
i)+ I

x
i�

y

i
)�zj:(23)

Note that the nucleim ediate a coupling between elec-

tronicstatesofthe form �x;y�z which doesnotoccurin

H D .

V . D ISC U SSIO N

In recentpapers10,11,12,13 it was shown that the non-

Ising parts ofthe dipolar coupling provide a route by

which an applied transverse �eld can destroy spin-glass

order in LiY 1� xHoxF4. Although our m odel contains

spontaneoustransverse �elds we do notexpectthem to

destroy the spin-glass phase in this way, because the

m odelretains tim e-reversalsym m etry. An interesting

feature of the e�ective Ham iltonian is that the spon-

taneous transverse �elds and the two-and three-body

interactionsare allcorrelated.Theoreticalwork on spin

m odelswith severalform sofrandom couplings,such as

therandom transverse-�eld Isingm odel17,generally con-

sidersdi�erentinteraction term sasindependent.

The approach given here could be straightfor-

wardly extended to derive an e�ective Ham iltonian for

LiY 1� xHoxF4in an applied transverse�eld,solongasthe

�eld strength issu�ciently sm allforperturbation theory

to apply. This generates a variety ofnew processes at

second order.The straightforward process,in which the

applied �eld excitestothej�istateand backagain,leads

to an electronictunnelling term / B 2=�.Butnotethat
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therewillalsobem ixed processes,forexam plewherethe

applied �eld causesthe transition to j�iand the dipole

interaction causesthe transition back into theelectronic

doublet,which willgenerate electronic tunnelling term s

/ B =�.

W e stress that although our Ham iltonian contains

term s which generate transitions between the states of

the electronic Ising doublet,and furthersuch term swill

be introduced by an applied �eld,these term salone do

notcouplethedoubly-degenerateelectro-nuclearground

states ofthe Ising single-ion Ham iltonian. To generate

quantum 
uctuationsbetween theelectro-nuclearground

statesrequiresprocesseswhich 
ip thenuclearspin,and

hence the splittingsofthe electro-nuclearground states

willbe m uch sm allerthan the tunnelling term sconnect-

ing the bareelectronicstates.

Although we do not expect the quantum corrections

to form ally destroy the ordered phase unless there is

an applied �eld,they can stilla�ectthe therm odynam -

ics,changing the susceptibilities and m oving the phase

boundary. However, we only expect this to occur at

very low tem peratures.In thiscontextwe note thatthe

experim entalsusceptibility ofLiY 1� xHoxF4in the 10 {

100 m K tem perature regim eofthe antiglassexperim ent

hasbeen reproduced by a quantum theory ofa two-level

m odel6. That m odelis obtained by neglecting the nu-

cleiand treating theHolm ium ionsasspin-1=2 ionswith

an anisotropic g-factor,i.e. writing J
�

i = g��
�

i, with

� = x;y;z. W e note that the resulting Ham iltonian

is very di�erent from that which would be obtained by

neglecting the nucleiin our m odel: there are no spon-

taneous �eld term s and the non-Ising interactions de-

cay as 1=r3 (here 1=r6),while the quoted values for g

givetheenergy scaleforthelargestnon-Isingcoupling of

� 30m K,whereashere wehave3m K .

W hile we do notexpectthe sm allcorrectionsderived

heretoa�ecttherm odynam icsexceptatverylow tem per-

atures,they m ay be relevant to understanding dynam -

ics at m uch higher tem peratures. Q uantum tunnelling

ofthe m agnetisation hasbeen observed in the m agneti-

sation relaxation and susceptibility of the dilute com -

pound LiY 0:998Ho0:002F4, due to both single-ion4 and

two-ion processes14,and itwould be interesting to com -

parethe detailsoftheseresultswith the processesgiven

here. An understanding ofthe single orfew-ion electro-

nuclear dynam ics,based on the Ham iltonian (17),m ay

also help to explain the antiglass experim ents5. In the

high-tem peratureregim etheseexperim entsshow a char-

acteristic relaxation tim e forthe m agnetisation which is

activated,with a barriersim ilarto the width ofthe hy-

per�ne m ultiplet and the nearest-neighbour interaction

strength. Extrapolating this behaviour indicates that

thisparticularactivated dynam icsfreezesouton theex-

perim entalfrequency scaleasthetem peratureislowered

into the antiglass regim e. The quantum term s derived

here,although sm all,m ay perhapsthen provide a route

to the observed dynam ics. The potentialsigni�cance of

quantum electro-nuclear dynam ics for the antiglass ex-

perim enthasbeen noted by Atsarkin18,who proposesa

speci�c relaxation m echanism due to interactionsofthe

form (18).

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehavem otivated theneed togobeyond

thesim pledipolarelectro-nuclearIsingHam iltonian com -

m only used to describe LiY 1� xHoxF4,and have derived

an e�ective low energy Ham iltonian which includes the

quantum corrections caused by the transverse elem ents

ofthedipolarand hyper�neinteractions.W ehavegiven

estim atesforthe typicalm agnitudesofthese correction

term sand haveshown thatthey aretypically aboutone

percentasstrong astheenergy scaleassociated with the

Ising interactions. As a result, we do not expect any

qualitative changes to the Ising phase diagram ,but as

we have highlighted in this paper,these quantum cor-

rectionscan describea largevariety ofsingleand m any-

body processeswhich m ightplay signi�cantrolesin the

observed dynam ics. Thus,forlow tem peratures,ouref-

fectiveHam iltonian should serveasagood startingpoint

fora m icroscopic investigation ofthe dynam icalphysics

ofLiY 1� xHoxF4,and asitcan be used acrossthe whole

dilution series,should contain therich low energyphysics

which characterisesthe spin glass,freeion,and presum -

ably,the \antiglass" phasesofthism aterial.
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A P P EN D IX A :R ELA T IO N O F M IC R O SC O P IC

PA R A M ET ER S T O T H E EFFEC T IV E

IN T ER A C T IO N A N D O N -SIT E T ER M S IN H D

Thecom ponentsofthee�ectivem agnetic�eld h i,de-

�ned in Eq. 18,are related to the originalm icroscopic

Ham iltonian by,

h
x
i =

�2�2

�

X

j

((J
zy

ij
)2 � (Jzxij )

2)

+
�4

2�

X

j

((J
yy

ij )
2 � (Jxxij )

2); (A1)

h
y

i
= � 2

�2�2

�

X

j

J
zy

ij
J
zx
ij

�
�4

2�

X

j

J
xy

ij (J
xx
ij + J

yy

ij ) (A2)

h
z
i = 0: (A3)
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The com ponents of the e�ective m agnetic �eld vanish

in the undiluted crystal, as expected from the crystal

sym m etry.

The transverse dipolarinteractionsbetween spinsare

described by the following couplings,

� xx
ij =

�4
�

2(J
xy

ij )
2 � (Jxxij )

2 � (J
yy

ij )
2
�

4�
; (A4)

�
yy

ij =
� �4

�

Jxxij J
yy

ij
+ J

xy

ij
J
xy

ij

�

2�
; (A5)

� zz
ij =

�4
�

Jxxij J
yy

ij � J
xy

ij J
xy

ij

�

2�
; (A6)

�
xy

ij
=

�4
�

J
yy

ij J
xy

ij � Jxxij J
xy

ij

�

2�
; (A7)

�
yx

ij
= �

xy

ij
: (A8)

These are the only couplings generated; there are no

term ssuch as�x�z,sincethesewould breaktim e-reversal

sym m etry.
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