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Abstract

A two-dim ensional Heisenberg m odel with random antiferrom agnetic

nearest-neighborexchangeisstudied using quantum M onteCarlo techniques.

Asthestrength oftherandom nessisincreased,thesystem undergoesa tran-

sition from an antiferrom agnetically ordered ground state to a gapless dis-

ordered state. The �nite-size scaling ofthe staggered structure factor and

susceptibility isconsistentwith a dynam icexponentz = 2.
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The copper-oxygen layersofthe parentcom poundsofthe high-Tc superconductorsare

good physicalrealizationsofthetwo-dim ensional(2D)antiferrom agneticHeisenberg m odel

[1].Recently,signi�cantprogresshasbeen m adein thetheory ofclean 2D antiferrom agnets

with short-range interactions [2,3]. The nonlinear �-m odel(nl�m ) in 2+ 1 dim ensions is

believed to describe their long wavelength physics. Chakravarty etal.[2]concluded that

the ground state ofthis�eld-theory can be eitherordered ordisordered,depending on the

couplingconstantg,which dependson theinteractionsand them agnitudeofthespin.There

is convincing num ericalevidence thatthe S = 1

2
Heisenberg m odelwith nearest-neighbor

interactionson asquarelatticeison theordered sideofthephasediagram ,with asublattice

m agnetization m � 0:3 [4],which isclose to the ordered m om entobserved in the cuprates

[1].

The m icroscopic m echanism leading to the destruction ofthe antiferrom agnetic long-

range order upon doping the cuprates is stillnot understood. In particular,in spite of

som e experim entalsupport [5,6], it is not clear whether the nl�m indeed describes the

phase transition,as the dopants are expected to induce strong random ness in the spin-

spin interactionsbefore the charge carriersbecom e m obile [7]. Itistherefore im portantto

investigate how various types ofquenched disorder a�ect the long-range order ofthe 2D

Heisenberg m odel,and how thenl�m description [2,3]isaltered by random ness.

In thisLetterwe presentquantum M onteCarlo resultsfortheS = 1

2
random exchange

m odel

Ĥ =
X

hi;ji

Jij~Si�~Sj; (1)

where hi;ji is a pair ofnearest-neighbor sites on a 2D square lattice. The couplings Jij

take two values,Jij = J(1� �),atrandom ,with a probability p for1+ � and 1� p for

1� �. W e consideronly the case � < 1,i.e. allcouplingsare antiferrom agnetic and the

system isnon-frustrated.Although theham iltonian (1)doesnotexactly representthekind

ofdisorderpresentin the cuprates,where one would expectlightdoping to cause random

frustrated interactions[7](correspondingto�> 1),weexpectittobeofrelevancein gaining

2



understanding ofthe e�ectsofrandom nessin quantum antiferrom agnets. In 2D an order-

disordertransition can only take place atzero tem perature,where the criticalbehavioris

governed by quantum uctuations.Theopportunity to num erically study a disorder-driven

quantum phasetransition isa furtherm otivation forthiswork.

W estudythebehavioroftheham iltonian (1)in the(p;�)plane.For�! 0theclean 2D

Heisenberg m odelisrecovered independently ofp,and thesystem ishenceordered atT = 0.

For� ! 1 (but� 6= 1)both lim its p ! 0 and p ! 1 correspond to the 2D Heisenberg

m odelwith dilutebond-im purities.Thusthesystem should beordered in theseregim esas

well. As p is increased from 0 there willbe an increasing fraction ofsinglets form ing at

isolated strong bondsin a background ofweakly coupled spins. W e argue thatata lower

criticalconcentration p = pc1,this leads to an order{disorder transition,in analogy with

order{disordertransitionsduetosingletform ation in clean quantum antiferrom agnets,such

asthe2-layerHeisenberg m odel[8]and variousotherdim erized m odels[9].Aspisincreased

further,therem ustbeanothertransition toan ordered stateatp= pc2,asthestrong bonds

start to dom inate and the weak bonds e�ectively becom e im purities in a background of

strongly coupled spins. As� islowered the tendency to singletform ation dim inishes,and

one would expect the range [pc1(�);p c2(�)]to becom e sm aller and eventually vanish at

som e � = � m in [10]. Below we presentnum ericalresultssupporting thispicture,which is

illustrated by thephasediagram outlined in Fig.1.Thesolid circlesatthephaseboundary

areresultsofourquantum M onteCarlo sim ulations,which arediscussed below.

W e have used a m odi�cation ofHandscom b’s quantum M onte Carlo technique [11,12],

and averaged over 50-300 realizations ofthe random couplings in order to obtain results

usefulforextrapolation to the therm odynam ic lim it. W e have studied system sofL2 spins

with periodicboundaryconditions.In ordertoobtain ground stateresultsforL = 4� 10,we

havecarried outsim ulationsatinversetem peratures� = J=T aslargeas128,which forthese

system sizesisenough forallcalculated quantitiesto have saturated to theirT = 0 value.

A theorem by Lieb and M attis[13]guaranteesthattheground stateofa �nitesystem with

an even num berofspinsisasinglet,aslong asallcouplingsareantiferrom agnetic.W ehave
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therefore restricted the sim ulations to the subspace with zero m agnetization (
P

iS
z
i = 0).

W e have also studied lattices with L = 32 at higher tem peratures. In these sim ulations

M onteCarlo m oveschanging thetotalm agnetization wereincluded.

Thesublatticem agnetization m fora �nitesystem can bede�ned according to

m
2 = 3S(�;�)=L2; (2)

whereS(�;�)isthestaggered structurefactor

S(�;�)=
1

L2

X

j;k

ei~��(~rj�~r k)hS
z
jS

z
ki: (3)

Forthe clean 2D Heisenberg m odel,spin-wave theory givesthe leading size dependence of

m 2 as[15]

m
2(L)= m

2(1 )+ kL
�1
: (4)

In Fig. 2 we show resultsform 2 ata strong-bond concentration p = 1=4 forsystem sizes

L = 4;6;8;10,and various values ofthe disorder strength �. An approxim ately linear

dependence on 1=L isseen for� < 0:8. W e therefore �tstraightlinesto those pointsand

extrapolate to obtain the sublattice m agnetization forthe in�nite system s. For� = 0 we

obtain m = 0:276� 0:004,which isslightly lower[14]than the spin-wave resultm = 0:303

[15]. For � = 0:70 the extrapolated m 2 is zero within statisticalerrors,and this should

thereforebecloseto thecriticaldisorderstrength forp= 1=4.For�> � c thescaling with

system sizem ustchangeto(1=L)2 forlargeL,asS(�;�)saturates.W ehavealsoperform ed

sim ulationsatp = 1=8 and p = 1=2,and obtained � c � 0:75 and � c � 0:80,respectively.

These points are shown as the solid circles in Fig. 1. The rest ofthe phase boundary is

outlined schem atically.Theresultfor� c(p = 1=2)indicatesthatthecriticalconcentration

pc2 as�! 1 islargerthan thepercolation threshold [10].

Fora given p,with pc1 < p < pc2,as� ! � c the spatialcorrelation length �r diverges

as��� ,where� = j�� � cj.Thecorrelation length in im aginary tim e,��,divergesas�
�z� ,

where z isthe dynam ic exponent[16]. W ith � > 0 Lorentz-invariance isbroken,and one
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expectsz 6= 1.Thedynam icexponentcan bedeterm ined by com paringthesize-dependence

ofthe staggered structure factor S(�;�) and the staggered susceptibility �(�;�). For a

zero-tem perature quantum phase transition the exponent � forthe algebraic decay ofthe

spatialcorrelation function C(r)isde�ned by [17]

C(r)!
1

r2�D + z+ �
; r! 1 ; (5)

where D isthe spatialdim ensionality. The staggered structure factortherefore divergesas

���(2�z��) .Thestaggered susceptibility isgiven by

�(�;�)=
1

L2

X

j;k

ei~��(~rj�~r k)

�Z

0

d�hS
z
j(�)S

z
k(0)i; (6)

and divergesas���(2��) .

Finite-size scaling theory [18]gives the size dependence ofS(�;�) and �(�;�) at the

criticalpoint:

S(�;�)� L
2�z��

; (7a)

�(�;�)� L
2��

: (7b)

Hence,ifS(�;�)� LS and �(�;�)� L� ,thedynam icexponentisgiven byz = �� S.In

Fig.3,ln[S(�;�)]and ln[�(�;�)]aregraphed versusln(L)fortwo pointswhich weestim ate

to be close to the phase boundary in the (p;�)-plane. Least-squares �ts ofstraightlines

givetheslopess = 1:01� 0:01,� = 2:88� 0:09 forp= 1=4;�= 0:7 and  s = 1:00� 0:02,

� = 3:12� 0:15 forp = 1=2;� = 0:8. Hence we have two independent estim atesforthe

dynam ic exponent;z = 1:87� 0:10 and z = 2:12� 0:15.The indicated errorsareofcourse

only statistical. There are also errors,which we believe sm aller than the statisticalones,

dueto thepointsinvestigated notbeing exactly on thephaseboundary.

The value ofz hasconsequencesforthebehavioroftheuniform susceptibiliy �u atthe

transition point.Thehyperscaling theory developed by Fisheretal.gives[17]

�u =
�

N

X

i;j

hS
z
iS

z
ji� �

�(D �z)
: (8)
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Hence,depending on z,the uniform susceptibility diverges,rem ains �nite or vanishes at

the criticalpoint. For\dirty bosons",Fisher etal. argued thatthe totalcom pressibility

(which correspondsto �u)rem ains�nite,and z = D [17].The spin m odelconsidered here

can be m apped onto a hard-core bose system with particle-hole and SU(2) sym m etries.

The additionalsym m etriesm ightin principle changethe universality classfrom theoneof

the system s considered in Ref.[17]. Our results for the dynam ic exponent are,however,

consistentwith z = 2 = D . The resultsdisplayed in Figs. 2 and 3 indicate that� isclose

to �1,which satis�esthebound � < 0 [17].In principle,one can use �nite-size scaling for

� > � c to obtain the correlation length exponent �. W e do notpresently have su�cient

data fora preciseestim ate,butthebound � � 2=D = 1 [17,19]appearsto besatis�ed.

W ehavecalculated theuniform susceptibility forL = 32system sattem peraturesT=J =

0:2� 1:0. Resultsforp = 1=2 and various� are displayed in Fig. 4. The disorderclearly

enhances the low-tem perature susceptibility. In view ofthe fact that �u is non-zero at

T = 0fortheclean 2D Heisenberg m odel,itisunlikely thatthesusceptibility oftherandom

system s vanishes as T ! 0. According to Eq. (8),this im plies that z � 2,consistent

with the above estim ates from �nite-size scaling. Ifz = 2,�u approaches a constant as

T ! 0 at� = � c. In 1D,random exchange leadsto a low-tem perature divergence ofthe

uniform susceptibility [21]. This is also predicted in higher dim ensions for system s with

longer-range interactions [22]. The naturalinterpretation ofthisbehavior isthatsom e of

thespinsaree�ectively isolated from therestofthesystem dueto theirlocalenvironm ent

ofstrongly coupled spins. One would expect thisbehaviorin the disordered phase ofthe

m odelconsidered hereaswell,butnoton thephaseboundary ifindeed z= 2.

A non-zero T = 0 uniform susceptibility im pliesthatthedisordered phaseisgapless.In

ordertofurtherinvestigatethespectrum ,wehavecalculated theim aginary-tim ecorrelation

function C(�) = 1=N
P

ihS
z
i(�)S

z
i(0)i,and used the m axim um entropy analytic continua-

tion procedure[20]to obtain thereal-tim ewave-vectorintegrated dynam icstructurefactor

S(!)= 1=N
P

qS(q;!). W e have calculated S(!)forboth clean and random system s. In

addition,in orderto testthem ethod,wehavestudied thecasewherethestrong bondsare
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arranged in a regularstaggered pattern such thatevery spin belongsto a pairconnected by

a strong bond (p = 1=4).In thiscase one expectsa gap for� largerthan a criticalvalue.

Fig. 5 showslow-tem perature results forL = 10 system s. Forthe staggered and random

cases� = 0:8,and the ground statesofthe corresponding in�nite system sare disordered.

Thestaggered system exhibitsa cleargap;S(!)isa narrow peak centered at!=J � 1+ �,

corresponding to theenergy required fora singlet-tripletexcitation ofa spin pairconnected

by a strong bond. Forthe clean system there isa broad m axim um around !=J � 2,and

a narrow peak close to ! = 0. In the therm odynam ic lim it,long wavelength uctuations

ofthe orderparam eterlead to a �-function peak at! = 0. Thispeak ishere shifted to a

non-zeroenergy by thesm allgap presentin the�nitesystem .Fortherandom casethepeak

at! = 0 isdue to localized,gaplessexcitations. There isalso m ore weightatlow energies

than fortheclean system ,which weassociatewith excitationsinvolving prim arily theweak

bonds.

It would clearly be interesting to study the properties ofa random quantum antifer-

rom agnetwith a gap. Two coupled layers,each described by the ham iltonain (1),should

haveboth gapped and gaplessdisordered phases,depending on p,� and the(non-random )

inter-layercoupling.W ork on thism odelisin progress.
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FIGURES

FIG.1.Proposed phasediagram oftherandom exchangem odel(1)in the(p;�)-plane.

The solid circlesare M onte Carlo estim atesoftransition pointsbetween the antiferrom ag-

netic(AF)and gaplessdisordered (GD)phases.Thecurveisa schem aticoutlineoftherest

ofthephaseboundary.

FIG.2.Thesublatticem agnetization squared versustheinversesystem sizeata strong-

bond concentration p = 1=4 and � = 0 (solid circles),� = 0:5 (open circles),� = 0:7

(solid squares),� = 0:8 (open squares),and � = 0:9 (solid triangles). W here notshown,

statisticalerrorsare sm allerthan the size ofthe sym bols. The dashed and solid linesare

�tsto the�= 0 and �= 0:7 data,respectively.

FIG.3.Finite-sizescaling ofthestaggered structurefactor(open circles)and thestag-

gered susceptibility (solid circles)forp= 1=2;�= 0:8(top)and p= 1=4;�= 0:7(bottom ).

Thestraightlinesareleast-squares�tsto thepoints.

FIG.4.Theuniform spin susceptibility versustem peratureforsystem sofsize32� 32,at

a strong-bond concentration p = 1=2.Solid circlesarefor� = 0,open circlesfor� = 0:5,

solid squaresfor�= 0:7,open squaresfor�= 0:8,and solid trianglesfor�= 0:9.

FIG.5.W ave-vectorintegrated dynam icstructurefactorsforL = 10.Thedashed curve

isfora clean system at� = 32,thesolid curvefora random system with p= 1=4,�= 0:8

at� = 64,and thedotted curvefora staggered strong-bond pattern with �= 0:8.
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