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Theproblem ofthe nuclar spin—lattice relaxation in La,Cu0 4 is revisited In con—
nection w ith the recent m easurem ents of the NQR relaxation rate for tem peratures
up to 900K [T .Imaietal, Phys.Rev.Lett. in press]. W e use an approach based on
the exact diagonalization for the H eisenberg m odelto calculate the short wavelength
contrdbution to the relaxation rate in the high tem perature region, T ~ J=2. It is
show n that the soin di usion acoounts for approxin ately 10% of the total relaxation
rate at 900K and would becom e dom inant for T > J. T he calculated 1=T; is iIn good
agreem ent w ith the experin ent both in tem s of the absolute value and tem perature

dependence.
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T he fact that the spin dynam ics ofthe parent insulating com pound La,CuO 4 isdescribed
by the S = 1=2 Heisenbergm odelw ith J’ 1500K isnow very wellestablished (forreview s, see
AA). Recently, T . Inaiet al. [J] have m easured the copper nuckar spin-lattice relaxation
rate, 1=T; In the undoped and Srdoped La,Cu0 ; fortem peraturesup to 900K . They nd a
plateau in 1=T; asa function oftem perature for 700< T < 900K . In this tem perature region,
the relaxation rate is insensitive to doping, a result which suggests that at high tem peratures
the dom inant relaxation m echanisn is the sam e in both m etallic and insulating sam ples J1.

A s it isknown, or ocalized spoins, the relaxation rate is determ ined by the socalled \ex—
change narrow ing" m echanisn []. The \exchange narrow ing" here refers to the relaxation
process govemed by the soin-spin exchange Interaction. A n approach based on the G aussian
approxin ation for the dynam ic structure factor has been developed in Ref. ] in order to
caloulate the relaxation rate or T J. In Ref. §§], this approach hasbeen combined w ith
high tem perature expansion m ethod and thus extended to nite tem peratures of the order
of J. For tem peratures larger than J, 1=T; hasbeen shown to Increase as the tem perature
Increases. O n the other hand, in the low tem perature lim it the dom inant contribution to the
copper relaxation rate is due to crtical uctuations around g= ( =a; =a), and it ncreases
exponentially as the tem perature decreases, 1=T; / T*?exp2 =T) []1. ForT J, the
soin stinessis ¢’ 0:18J. The Interpolation from low to high tem peratures show s that
1=T, asa finction oftem perature hasam ininum . Th Ref. [}], s position hasbeen predicted
at T ' 700K , a result which seem s to be In contradiction w ith the experin ental data of
Ref. 1.

T herefore, the purpose of this work is to understand whether or not this experin ental
result can be quantitatively understood in the fram ew ork of the nearest-neighbor H eisenberg
m odel. The analysisofthe NM R data In La, ,SrCuO 4 has kad to the conclusion that the
hyper ne constants in this m aterial approxin ately coincide w ith those of YBa,Cus0, [Jl.
W e take advantage of this and use the values of the hyper ne couplings obtained in Ref.
B] or the yttriim ‘based com pounds. A long with the use of J’ 1500K for the exchange

constant, this elin inates all ad jistable param eters in our calculation.



T he copper soin—lattice relaxation rate m easured in the NQR experin ent is:
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(for sin plicity, we use the unitswhere kg = h= 1). In the NQR experim ent, the hyper ne

form factor A (q) is given by [Q1:
A (@)= A, + 2B cos(xa) + 2B cos(ga); 3)

where A,, and B are the in-plane local and isotropic transferred hyper ne couplings, re-
spectively. Tn what ©llows, weuse A,,=B = 084,B = 408KO0e= 5 fI.

The relaxation rate of the Heisenberg antiferrom agnet has been discussed in several
publications. However, the low tem perature calculation based on the dynam ical scaling
theory D] isnot vald for T J=2 = 750K, where also the contrbution from wave vectors
other than g= ( =a; =a) becom es In portant. O n the other hand, it hasbeen m entioned in
Ref. [{] that the high tem perature expansion results based on the G aussian approxin ation
do not show the low tem perature increase of 1=T,, apparently because of the particular
functional form assum ed In this calculation for the dynam ical structure factor. U sing large
N expansion technique, it has been shown in Ref. [L(] that 1=T; is nearly tem perature
Independent for T J=2. Unlke our calculation, this approach does not start from the
S = 1=2 lattice m odel and o the absolute value of 1=T; is evaluated in Ref. [L4] using the
low tem perature t ofthe sam e data and not the hyper ne couplings A ;B .

For T J, the spin diusion (! 0) contrbution to the relaxation rate, (1=T1)girf,
is negligile because the spin di usion constant, D , is exponentially large [Jf13]]. H owever,
D rapidly decreases as the tam perature increases, that is, the g! 0 component m ay be
In portant for higher tem peratures. In a pure two-dim ensional m odel, the conservation of
FoIn kads to the divergence of (1=T1 )q:ir ¢ ; that is, the relaxation would be faster than expo—

nential. However, n a realsystem (1=T1)g4ir¢r ram ains nite and itsm agnitude is detem ined



by the length scale Lg, set either by soiIn-nonconserving foroes or three-dinm ensional e ects.
Sihce in any cluster calculation (exact diagonalization or M onteC arlo) the cuto is set by
the lattice size, we have taken into acoount the g! 0 contrdbution ssparately.

O ur approach for the calculation of the short wavelength contribution to the relaxation
rate isbased on the exact diagonalization ofthe H am iltonian forthe 4 4 cluster. Since the
nuclkar spin-lattice relaxation rate is determ Ined by short+range soin correlations, our results
are relevant to the real system as long as the correlation length is not large com pared to the
cluster size. T he spectral representation or P can be w ritten in tem s of the H am iltonian
eigensystem as follow s:
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where E ., are the eigenvalues of the Ham iltonian and 2 = F 2exp ( E;=T) isthe partition
function. In the them odynam ic limit & ! 1 ), % isa continuous function of frequency,
whilke for nite size it is a superposition of delta finctions.

Fora nite cluster, thelmit ! ! 0 in Eq.@) isnot de ned, but we argue that the ther-
modynam ic L (!) can be caloulated using the ©llow ing procedure. C onsider the auxiliary

function Iy (!') given, for a cluster of size N , by
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From this equation, & (!)=! = ¢ 2 @4 =d!). For nite cluster, Iy (!) can easily be
calculated from the eigenstates of the H am iltonian:
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(bra=bwetakethelimit E,! Ey). The auxiliary function Iy (!) is quite sm ooth as long
as the tem perature isnot m uch an aller than the gap between the ground state and the rest
ofthe spectrum , which for the 16-site cluster is of order J=2. For tem peraturesT > 15 2J,
we nd no appreciable size dependence: I’ ILis. In the study of static properties of the
H eisenberg m odel [[J], no discrepancy was found between the 4 4 cluster and M onte<€ arlo
resuls for larger system s at T > J. Both the discrepancy and the errorbars In the tting
of I;¢ by a an ooth function Increase up to approxin ately 10% for T/ J=2. Thus, we will
assum e that our calculation of the short wavelength contribution to 1=T; has 10% accuracy.

Now we tum to the calculation of the g! 0 contrbution to 1=T;. For le < g<

max( j;a) ! and ! 1, the dynam ical spin susceptibility (g;!) has the follow Ing fom :
Dq
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where D is the di usion constant and  a characteristic relaxation tin e. Substituting this

expression into Eq.{), we obtain
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where we take Lfs.>  to be equal to the size of our cluster. For T J, the di usion
constant is D / 0:43Ja% [[3], so that (1=T1)qics 7400  lg@=L¢s.) sec * is at kast
several tin es larger than them easured rate at the m axin alaccessble tem perature 900K [].
T his contrdbbution is larger than the calculated short wavelength contribution at the sam e
tem perature. T herefore, the relaxation rate ofthe 2D Heisenbergm odelfor T > J is a poorly
de ned quantity, sihce it strongly depends on the way the cuto is taken into account. In
this tem perature region, an accurate caloulation of 1=T; would have to involve the actual
m echanism destroying the di usion. H owever, since tem peratures larger than the exchange
constant are not experin entally accessble in La,Cu0 4, we w illexam Ine now whether or not
the soin di usion substantially contributes to the relaxation rate at 600 900K .

In order to address this issue, we have to determ ine both the di usion constant D and

the length scale L, ©r T’ J=2. The di usion constant is estin ated as [L4,19]:



D= Img “n! 257%n! 44 1 (10)

w here h! 2niq are the frequency m om ents of the dynam ical regponse fiinction,
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and isa num erical factor which depends on the assum ed short tin e relaxational behavior
[4]. Taking = B =2 125 [Ip]lyiedsDr_; = 0:40Ja*, which is quite close to the value
0:43Ja” [[3] obtained through an evaliation of the m em ory function. In Ref. [[]], general
expressions for the series n = J=T for h! 2n1'q have been derived. U sing these resuls, we
calculate rst two temn s of the high tem perature expansion for the di usion constant:
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Two leading tem s In the high tem perature expansion seriesarenot su cient forthe accurate
estinate of D at T J=2. However, we know that the di usion constant should scale
approxin ately asD /  in the quantum critical region, (< T < J. UsingM onte< arlo data
ofRef. [[] for the correlation length, (T),weestinateD 3J4 at T = 900K , which when
substituted into Eq.@) gives (1=T1)girr @00 300) Jog@Lss.) s=c '.

Now we tum to the evaluation ofthe logarithm in Eq.(§). Since the hyper ne splitting
15 10eV isvery sm alland above the tetragonalto-orthorhom bic transition tem perature,
Tr o ' 525K, theD zyaloshinskiiM ordya interaction vanishes, the cuto isdetemm ined either
by the three din ensional e ects or by the nonconservation of spin. Consider st the cuto
due to the threedin ensionale ects, L 2° , which is set by the interplanar di usion constant,
D, . For estin ation purposes, we express D in tem s of the characteristic dam ping of soin
waves for an all wave vectors, ]. W ith om ission of all factors of the order of unity, we
getD,=D, F=J,whith yeldsLP 300a, a quite Jarge value.

G iven the size of L2’ , we consider an altemative physical origin for the cuto , the
presence ofweak disorder In CuO , planes. For tem peratures above 700K , the oxygen content
changes after the heating cycle by approxin ately 0004 per unit cell []; that is, the average

distance between nonstoechiom etric oxygen atom s, which we dentify with Lg, is 10 20a.



A Tthough the value of L cannot be determm ined quite accurately, the g! 0 contrbution
to 1=T; depends on Ly only weakly. In what follows, we plot the resuls for Ly = 10a
and L= 20a. Substituting the above values of Ly into Eq.{3), one cbtains that the spin
di usion contribution acoounts for approxin ately 10% of the total spin lattice relaxation
rate for T = 900K , but rapidly decreases as the tem perature decreases. T his explains why
the tetragonalto-orthorhom bic transition at Tr o = 525K does not have any observable
e ect on the soin lattice relaxation although it a ectsL 4.

T he total relaxation rate or L= 10 and L = 20 and the short wavelength contrioution
alone are plotted in Fig[ll together w ith the experim ental result of Ref. 1. The theoretical
result is In 15% agreem ent wih the experiment (for Ly = 10). The agreem ent can be
In proved by either taking sm aller L, or changing the hyper ne constantsby 7% (actually,
A,y;B are known only with 5-10% accuracy {)]). It is in portant to em phasize, however,
that the ambiguity in de niion of 1=T; as a function ofthe cuto L ¢ exoeeds our estin ate
of the system atic error of the nite cluster calculation; m oreover, the cuto itself can not
be determ ined quite accurately. The soin diusion (! 0) contrbution rapidly increases
as the tem perature Increases (Fjg, inset) and becom es dom lnant for T > 1:5J, as it is
shown on Figf]. A though this tem perature range is beyond the lin it of chem ical stability
for La,Cu0 4, i m ay be of interest for other m aterials described by the H eisenberg m odel
but with smaller J, such asCu@®HCO;,), 4H and Cu (pyz), C10 ), R(].

To summ arize, we have calculated the copper spin—lattice relaxation rate for La,CuO 4
w ithout introducing any adjistable param eters. The soin di usion (! 0) contrbution is
shown to acoount for 10% of the relaxation for the m axim al tem perature achieved in the
experin ent, 900K , although it would becom e dom inant for larger tem peratures, thereby
explaining the discrepancy between di erent calculations of the relaxation rate at high
tem peratures. The measured 1=T; [§] tumed out to be quantitatively consistent w ith the
nearest-neighbor H eisenberg m odel description of the soin dynam ics in La,CuO 4.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. The calculated 1=T; as a function of tem perature w thout (solid line) and w ih the
sodn di usion contribution for Lg = 10 (dashed line), and for L = 20 (dotted line). D ots are the
experin ental result of Ref. E]. T he errorbars due to the calculation naccuracy (less than 10% ,
not shown) are an aller than the am biguiy in the de nition of 1=T; related to g! 0 cuto . Inset:

the spin di usion (g! 0) contrdbution to the relaxation rate.

FIG.2. Same as Fjgﬂ, but in the temperature range J=2 < T < 3J for a hypothetical

heat—resistant sam ple.
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