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Abstract

W e report results on the tem perature dependence ofthe susceptibilities of

a setofM BE-grown short-period EuTe/PbTeantiferrom agneticsuperlattices

having di�erentEuTelayerthicknesses.In-planeand orthogonalsusceptibil-

ities have been m easured and display a strong anisotropy at low tem pera-

ture,con�rm ing the occurrence ofa m agnetic phasetransition in the thicker

sam ples,as seen also in neutron di�raction studies. W e suggest that dipo-

lar interactions stabilize antiferrom agnetic long-range order in an otherwise

isotropic system and we presentnum ericaland analyticalresultsforthelow-
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

M agnetic �lm sand m ultilayershave been a subjectofintense study since they provide

experim entalrealizationsforvarioustwo-dim ensional(2D)m agneticm odels.1;2 M ostofthe

recent literature has focused on m etallic m agnetic structures. However, insulating anti-

ferrom agnetic structuresprovide an opportunity to study m agnetic long-rangeorderin 2D

layered system soflocalizedspins.Am ongthose,theEuTe/PbTesuperlattice(SL)structures

areofspecialinterestsinceonly oneofthetwo com ponents,EuTe,ism agnetic.

Bulk EuTe isa type-IIantiferrom agnetofthe fam ily ofEuropium chalcogenides,with

the structure ofNaCl. Its m agnetic m om ents arise from the strongly localized 4f elec-

tronsoftheEu2+ atom swhich arein a sym m etric 8S7=2 ground state.Thus,theeuropium

chalcogenideshavelong been considered idealrealizationsofisotropicHeisenberg m odels.3;4

Antiferrom agneticresonanceexperim entshavecon�rm ed that,oncedipolarinteractionsare

taken into account,the residualanisotropy in EuTe isnegligible.5;6 Bulk EuTe hasa N�eel

tem perature (TN )of9.8 K.Below TN ,spinsbelonging to a single (111)plane are parallel

but antiparallelto spins in adjacent (111) planes. The m agnetic properties ofEuTe are

described by aHeisenberg Ham iltonian with two exchangeconstants:J1 (nearestneighbors,

ferrom agnetic)and J2 (next-nearestneighbors,antiferrom agnetic):

H ex = J1
X

nn

Si� Sj + J2
X

nnn

Si� Sj : (1)

TheSivectorsdenoteEu
2+ spins,which havem agnitude7/2.J1 and J2 arenotknown very

precisely;currently accepted valuesare:J1=kB = �0:04� 0:01K and J2=kB = 0:15� 0:01K ,

wherekB istheBoltzm ann constant.3;7

Although the Ham iltonian in eq. (1)hasfullrotationalsym m etry,neutron di�raction

experim entsshow thatthespinsliein (111)planes.8 Thiseasy-planeanisotropy isproperly

accounted forbyaddingdipole-dipoleinteractionstotheexchangeHam iltonianineq.(1).9;10

In this article we present experim entaland theoreticalstudies ofthe susceptibilities

ofshort-period EuTe/PbTe SL’s. W e use the notation EuTe(�)/PbTe(�) to denote a SL

3



structure whose period consistsof� m onolayersofEuTe and � m onolayersofPbTe. Each

sam ple used in the present work consisted of400 such periods and was prepared so that

� = 3�. Since sam ples are grown in the (111) direction,the structure within the EuTe

m onolayersisthatofa triangularlattice and the m onolayersare stacked according to the

ABC sequence.Section IIdescribesoursam plesand presentsresultsfortheirtem perature-

dependent zero-�eld susceptibilities. Section IIIpresents a discussion ofthe experim ental

results,thenSectionIV presentsam ean-�eld determ inationoftheorderparam eter,aM onte-

Carlo sim ulation ofthesusceptibilitiesofan EuTe(3)/PbTe(9)sam ple,and a calculation of

theout-of-planesusceptibility atlow tem perature.Section V sum m arizesour�ndings.

II.EX P ER IM EN TA L R ESU LT S

A .Sam ple C haracterization

Experim entswereconducted on SL sam plesofEuTe(�)/PbTe(3�)for1� � � 7.In each

sam pletheSL stack wasgrown on a3000�A PbTe(111)oriented bu�erlayer,itselfgrown on

aBaF2 (111)substrate.A 500�A PbTecap layerwasused topreventoxidation ofthehighly

reactiveEuTe.DetailsoftheM BE growth processhavebeen published elsewhere.11{13 The

SL’shaveapproxim ately square wave com position m odulation,asre
ected by them ultiple

narrow SL peaks ofthe high-resolution x-ray di�raction data.14 Electron spin resonance

(ESR)experim entsshow verylittleinterdi�usion attheEuTe-PbTeinterface.15 Furtherm ore,

carefulin situ scanning tunneling m icroscopy (STM ) investigations have shown that the

PbTe and EuTeheterointerfacesarequitesm ooth on a length scale ofatleast200 �A,with

im perfectionsstrictly lim ited to single m onolayersteps.17 The ex situ cross-sectionalTEM

im agesalso exhibitsm ooth PbTeand EuTeinterfaces.18

The m agnetic properties of the SL’s used have been studied previously by SQUID

m agnetom etry,14 and elastic neutron scattering.19 M agnetic hysteresis curves and neutron

di�raction spectra taken at1.8K and 4.2K show thatforallsam pleswith � � 3 a transition
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to a low-tem perature ordered phase takes place at TN � 4.2K,the order being that ofa

type IIantiferrom agnet,i.e. identicalto that ofbulk EuTe. Since the M BE sam ples are

grown along the (111)direction,thisim pliesthatthe spinsin each EuTe m onolayerorder

ferrom agnetically and are antiparallelto those in neighboring m onolayers. M oreover,the

spinsliewithin theEuTem onolayers.Staticm agnetization m easurem entstaken parallelto

theSL planeshow no detectablein-planeanisotropy.16

B .Experim entalC onditions

Oursusceptiblility m easurem entsused a Quantum Design (M PM S5)AC susceptom eter.

Susceptibilitieswere m easured in two geom etries:�in wasm easured with the AC probing

�eld h parallelto the SL plane,�out wasm easured with h orthogonalto the SL plane (see

Fig.1).

Foreach sam ple,�in and �out havebeen m easured asa function oftem peraturefrom 15

K in theparam agneticregion tobelow thetransition tem perature,in anom inalzeroexternal

staticm agnetic�eld (i.e.,lessthan 2Gauss)with a20HzAC probing�eld of4Gauss.Since

theprobing �eld issm all,diam agneticcontributionsfrom theBaF2 substrateand thePbTe

bu�erlayercan safely beignored.A study ofthedependenceofthesusceptibility on h and

on theAC frequency indicatesthatourm easurem entsarealwaysin thelinearregim eofthe

staticsusceptibility.

C .Experim entalSusceptibilities

Figure2 displaysthetem peraturedependence ofthein-planeand ou-of-planem agnetic

susceptibilities�in and �out forsam plesEuTe(2)/PbTe(6)through EuTe(7)/PbTe(21).The

experim entalsusceptibilitieshavebeen norm alized by thenum berofEu2+ spins,determ ined

using high tem peraturesusceptibility data;no dem agnetizing correctionshavebeen applied

to thedata.In thefollowing wewillbem ostly interested in �out,whosem agnitudechanges
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littlebelow thetem peratureatwhich �outand �in separate.Sincethereisnoobservabledif-

ferencein �outand �in abovethistem peraturewecan assum ethatdem agnetizingcorrections

arenotsigni�cant.

Forallsam ples with � > 1 a plotof�T2 versus T showed that,asthe tem perature is

lowered,the Curie behavior of�in and �out persists untilthey separate ata tem perature

Ts.
16 Fig.4 showssuch a plotforsam ple EuTe(3)PbTe(9).Generically,below the pointof

separation a very anisotropicbehaviorofthesusceptibility isobserved,with �out � �in,an

unusualfeature.Furtherm ore,while �in displaysa peak,�out hasa very m ild tem perature

dependencebelow Ts.In addition,them agnitudeof�out atlow tem perature,oftheorderof

1:10�24 em u/spin,haslittledependenceon thethicknessoftheEuTelayer.Sincewedo not

haveotherexperim entaldata(e.g.speci�cheat)thatwould allow ustode�nem oreprecisely

the transition tem perature TN ,we assum ed thatitliesin between Ts and thetem perature

atwhich �in ism axim um . TN increaseswith the thicknessofthe EuTe layer,asexpected,

and reachesvalueshigherthan thatforbulk EuTe forsam pleswith � � 5,an unexpected

result. A possible explanation could be thatcoupling constantshave valuesdi�erentfrom

the bulk ones,a pointdeveloped furtherin section V. W e com m entnow on sam plesthat

show non-genericbehavior.

1.EuTe(1)/PbTe(3)

�in and �out as wellas �inT
2 and �outT

2 have been m easured for T > 1:8K.They

are plotted in Fig. 3. One seesthatin thistem perature regim e sam ple EuTe(1)/PbTe(3)

rem ainsin a param agneticphase:�in and �out coincideand exhibita Curiebehavior.The

absence ofa transition in this tem perature range can be understood by noting that in a

m onolayergeom etry the J2 exchange coupling isnotpresentand the energy scale issetby

the nearest-neighbor exchange coupling only,which is very sm all. W e expect however a

transition ata lowertem perature.
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2.EuTe(2)/PbTe(6)

Elasticneutron scattering spectra show no long-rangeorderat4.2K butthey do show a

peak correspondingtotypeIIantiferrom agneticorderingat1.8K.Thusthebroad m axim um

in �in doesnotsignala transition from theparam agneticto theantiferrom agneticphase.

3. EuTe(6)/PbTe(18)

The sharp drop in �out around 5K is reproducible. However we only had one

EuTe(6)/PbTe(18) sam ple. EuTe(6)/PbTe(18) is the only sam ple in our series that dis-

playsthisfeature,asyetunexplained.

III.D ISC U SSIO N

A qualitatively di�erentbehaviorfor�in isexpected a priori,depending on whetherthe

num ber ofEuTe m onolayers per SL period is odd or even. In the �rst case,each period

should behaveasa ferrom agnetand thereshould bea peak in �in whereasin thelattercase

each period should behave as an antiferrom agnetand we should see a sm ooth m axim um .

Although we use integers � and � to labeloursam ples,the average thickness of,say,the

EuTe layerin an actualSL period asdeterm ined by X-ray scattering isfractionalbecause

oftheinterfacestructureso thattheodd/even e�ectisin factexpected to beblurred.14

In ourview,them ain issuesraised by ourdata isthe existence ofa phase transition in

sam ples with � � 3 at tem peratures com parable to the bulk TN . As m entioned above,

neutron di�raction spectra unam biguously dem onstrate that these sam ples have a low-

tem peratureordered phase.Also,anisotropy in theHam iltonian forEu2+ spinsisnegligible,

sothatoursam plescan beconsidered asrepresentingam odel2D Heisenbergsystem .Insuch

a system ,with isotropic exchange couplings,the transition should occuratT=0K.20 The

Ham iltonian ishoweverincom pleteand weneed to supplem enttheexchangecouplingswith

dipole-dipoleinteractions.Although thedipole-dipolecoupling m ay beweak,itbreaksthe
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rotationalsym m etry and islong-range,which prevents application ofthe M erm in-W agner

theorem .20 Dipolarcouplingsareknown to havelargee�ectsin m etallicthin �lm s,in which

they com petewith uniaxialanisotropy.21;22

Early work23;24 hasdem onstrated thepossibility ofa phasetransition driven by dipolar

interactionsin a2D isotropicspin system .M orerecentworkhasinvestigated thedependence

ofTN on the m agnitude ofthe dipolar coupling.25{27. It is our hypothesis that dipolar

interactions are responsible for stabilizing m agnetic long-range order in EuTe/PbTe SL’s.

In thenextsection wediscusssom eim plicationsofthishypothesis.

Theobservation that�out � �in forallsam plescan beunderstood by noting thatthere

are actually three pertinent susceptibilities in oursystem : �k,along the direction ofthe

orderparam eter in the SL plane,�? ,in the SL plane,but orthogonalto the direction of

theorderparam eter,and �out,orthogonalto theSL plane.In ourcase,�? and �out willbe

di�erentbecause ofdipolarinteractions,and �out willbesm allerthan �? .Usually onehas

�k � �? ,and in ourcase we expect�k � �out � �? . The assum ption thatin each atom ic

layerthespinsbelong to dom ainswith random orientationsyields:�in =
1

2
(�k + �? ).Itis

thuspossiblefor�out to besm allerthan �in.

IV .T H EO RY

In this section,we use the following Ham iltonian to describe the interaction ofEu2+

spins:

H = J1
X

nn

Si� Sj + J2
X

nnn

Si� Sj +
X

ij;��

Q ��(rj � ri)S
�
iS

�

j; (2)

wherethethird sum runsoverallsitesiand jin theSL and on spin com ponents�,�.Here

Q ��(rj � ri)isthedipolartensorwhich reads:

Q ��(rj � ri)=
(g�b)

2

2

0

@
���

r3ij
� 3

r�ijr
�

ij

r5ij

1

A : (3)

In thisexpression,�b istheBohrm agneton and g istheLand�eg factorwhich we willtake

equalto 2. Throughoutthissection we willapproxim ate the spinsSi by classicalvectors.
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Thisisjusti�ed by thelargem agnitudeS = 7

2
oftheEu2+ spinsand thefactthatwedon’t

expect quantum e�ects in the tem perature range we willbe considering. The structure

within theEuTelayersisthatofa triangularlatticeand thelayersarestacked according to

the ABC sequence. W e willtake the x and y axesin the plane ofthe layerand the z axis

orthogonalto thelayerplane.

A .O rders ofm agnitude

LetusdenotebyE k and E ? thedipolarenergiesperspin ofanEuTem onolayer,assum ing

the spinsare ferrom agnetically aligned eitherin the layerplane ororthogonalto the layer

plane.E ? isgiven by :

E ? =
X

i

Q zz(ri) =
(g�bS)

2

2

X

i

1

r3i
; (4)

wherethesum srun on thesitesofa singlelayer.E k isgiven by :

E k =
X

i

Q xx(ri) = �
(g�bS)

2

4

X

i

1

r3i
; (5)

where we have used the factthatQ istracelessand rotationally invariantin the xy plane.

Notice that E k < 0,which favors in-plane alignm ent,as observed in neutron di�raction

experim ents. Using the valueof
P

i
1

r3
i

= 11:035=a3 fora triangularlatticeand thevalue of

the in-plane lattice param etera = 4:6�A taken from X-ray data,we getE k = �0:86K and

E ? = 1:72K,to be com pared with the exchange energiesJ1S
2 = �0:5K,J2S

2 = 1:8K and

theaverageexchangeenergy perspin E ex = �6J2S
2 = 11K,which wehaveestim ated using

bulk EuTevaluesforJ1,J2.

Nextwe estim ate the size ofthe interlayer dipolarenergies. To thisend we have used

Ewald sum m ation techniquesthatallow onetorewrite 1

r3
sum sasfast-convergingseries.23;28

Let us consider two neighboring EuTe m onolayers (1) and (2) a distance h apart. Let r

be the vectorjoining a lattice site in layer(1)to a lattice site in layer(2). Assum ing that

thespinsin layer(1)and (2)areallferrom agnetically aligned butwith oppositedirections
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depending on which layerthey belong to,theinteraction energy ofa spin in layer(1)with

allspinsin layer(2)is:

E = �
(g�bS)

2

2

2�

A

X

G

G 2
x

G
e
�hG cos(G :r) (6)

where the sum runs overallreciprocallattice vectors G ,and G and G x are,respectively,

them odulusand thex-com ponentofG and A isthearea ofthetriangularlatticeunitcell

in thelayer.W ethusget:

E = 0:1014
(g�bS)

2

a3
= 0:0317K :

Thisenergy ism uch sm allerthan the intralayerenergy E k.Ifthe spin density in the layer

were uniform ,no �eld would becreated outside thelayerand thisenergy would be0.The

very existence of a lattice structure within the layer m akes it �nite. Furtherm ore, the

interaction energy isexpected to decay fastasthe distance from the layerbecom eslarger

than the in-plane lattice constant.Forinstance,ata distance two layersaway,thisenergy

is�8:8 10�5 K,and threelayersaway itis4:7 10�7 K.

Asaresult,wecan safely discard allinterlayercouplingsaswellasinterperiod couplings,

which couplespinsbelongingtodi�erentSL periods.Although sm all,theintralayercoupling

hasto beretained forthereasonsm entioned in section III.

B .M ean Field analysis

W e now turn to a M ean Field treatm ent ofour problem . Our aim here is to identify

the order param eterforthe phase transition ratherthan �nd the expression forTN .. W e

considerasingleperiod ofaSL which consistsofN EuTem onolayers.Thespinsarelabelled

with two indices:idenotestheirposition in a layer,n the layerto which they belong.W e

rewritetheHam iltonian as:

H =
X

ijnm ;��

H in�;jm � S
�
inS

�

jm (7)

wherethem atrix H isde�ned by:
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H in�;jm � = �
��
J(rj � ri;m � n)+ �

nm
Q ��(rj � ri) (8)

in which J denotesthem atrix oftheexchangecouplingsand itselem entsareequalto J1 if

(in)and (jm )are nearestneighbors,to J2 ifthey are next-nearestneighbors,and to zero

otherwise.The�nm factorexpressesthefactthatinterlayerdipolarcouplingsareneglected.

A m ean-�eld calculation in ourcontextam ountstodiagonalizingH and �ndingitslowest

eigenvalue. The m agnitude ofthe latter determ ines TN while the associated eigenvector

de�nestheorderparam eterforthetransition.29

Since Q is diagonalin the layer indices we concentrate �rst on J. W e de�ne in-plane

Fouriertransform sSqn forthespinsthrough:

Sqn =
1

p
N

X

i

Sine
iq:ri (9)

whereN isthenum berofspinsperlayer.Likewise wede�neJ(q;m � n)as:

J(q;m � n)=
X

d

J(d;m � n)eiq:d : (10)

Since we expect the ordered phase to be hom ogeneous in the plane ofthe layers,we now

restrict ourselves to the q = 0 sector ofthe Ham iltonian. The neighbors and nearest-

neighborsofa spin in layern allbelong to layersn � 1;n;n + 1.Theonly non-zero m atrix

elem entsofJ(0;m � n)arethus:

J(0;0)= 6J1 and J(0;1)= J(0;�1)= 3(J1 + J2):

Theq = 0 partoftheHam iltonian now reads:

H q= 0 =
X

nm

A nm S0nS0m (11)

where A nm = J(0;m � n). Now A can be diagonalized in the basis ofN -dim ensional

orthonorm alvectorsTk,whosecom ponentsare:

(Tk)n =

s

2

N + 1
sin

 
nk�

N + 1

!

(12)

wherek isan integerranging from 1 to N .Thecorresponding eigenvaluesare:
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ak = 6J1 + 6(J1 + J2)cos

 
k�

N + 1

!

: (13)

In the sam e way asforJ in eq. (10)one can de�ne a Fouriertransform Q��(q). Itis

diagonalforq = 0 with:

Q xx(0)= Q yy(0)= �C (14)

Q zz(0)= 2C (15)

where

C =
(g�b)

2

4

X

i

1

r3i
: (16)

Thelowesteigenvalueofm atrix H isthusaN � 2C and them ean �eld TN isgiven by:

TN = �
2S2

3kB
(aN � 2C)

=
2S2

3kB

�

�6J1 � 6(J1 + J2)cos

�
N �

N + 1

�

+ 2C

�

: (17)

Using bulk valuesforJ1,J2 we�nd TN = 6:93K.Theassociated orderparam eterisa linear

com bination ofthein-planeprojectionsofthespinswith weights(Tk)n de�ned in (12):

M N =

s

2

N + 1

X

n

sin

�
nN �

N + 1

�

Sn (18)

whereSn denotesthein-planeprojection ofthesum ofallspinsbelonging to layern.Note

that,asN ! 1 theusualantiferrom agneticstaggered m agnetization isrecovered.W ewill

in thenextsection check thatM N isindeed thecorrectorderparam eter.

C .M onte C arlo sim ulation

W ehaveperform edaM onteCarlosim ulation foroursystem inordertocheckthatdipolar

interactionscan drivea transition ata tem peratureTN > 0 and can generatean anisotropy

in the susceptibility sim ilar to that observed in experim ents. W e have also checked the

relevanceofthem ean �eld orderparam eter.
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W epresenthereresultsofa M onteCarlo sim ulation carried outon a system of3 layers,

each consisting of23�23spins,with periodicboundary conditionsin theplaneofthelayers,

in ordernotto introduce in-plane anisotropy. Each layeristhusm apped to a torus. The

fullHam iltonian (7)hasbeen used,where the distance rij between pairsofsiteshasbeen

taken to be the sm allestdistance on the torusbetween sitesiand j. Allcouplingsin the

Ham iltonian have been expressed in units ofJ1 and we have used EuTe bulk values for

the ratiosJ2=J1 = �3:75 and (g�b)
2=(J1a

3)= 0:64,which are the only param etersofour

m odel.Theheat-bath algorithm with sequentialupdating ofthespinshasbeen used,with

400 equilibration sweepsand 2000 sweepswith a m easurem entaftereach sweep.Errorbars

havebeen carefully com puted asstandard deviationsofestim atorsoftheobservables.Three

susceptibilities have been evaluated: �z,along the norm alto the layers,corresponding to

�out,and �x and �y in the plane ofthe layers. The speci�c heathasalso been m easured

to check thatit hasa lim it ofkB per spin asT ! 0,a generalproperty ofclassicalspin

system s.30 Itisshown in Fig.5 fortheEuTe(3)/PbTe(9)system .Susceptibilitieshavebeen

com puted as:

�� =
(g�b)

2

N N kB T

�

hS
2

�i� hS�i
2
�

whereS isthetotalspin and N isthenum berofspinsperlayer.

Becausethesim ulation hasbeen doneon a�nitesystem ,thein-planerotationalsym m e-

try isnotbroken in the ordered phase with theresultthatthe aboveaveragesarenotwell

de�ned.W ehavethusevaluated �x and �y only attem peratureshigherthan thetransition

tem perature.

Experim entaland sim ulated susceptibilitieshave been plotted asa function oftem per-

ature in Fig. 6. One can see that the sim ulation qualitatively reproduces the anisotropy

observed in theexperim ents,with arem arkable
atnessof�z (�out)atlow tem perature.W e

havealsorun sim ulationson 3-layersystem sofsizes29�29and 13�13and thesetwosystem s

didn’tshow any signi�cantdi�erence in thetransition tem peratureorthelow-tem perature

m agnitudeof�z.
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W e then checked the relevance ofthe order param eter M N found in the m ean �eld

approach ofsection B.In the sam e way asM N in eq. (18)hasbeen de�ned using vector

Tk= N each vectorTk can beused to build an orderparam eterM k,de�ned by:

M k =

s

2

N + 1

X

n

sin

 
nk�

N + 1

!

Sn (19)

using the sam e notations as before. The M k’s are linear com binations of the in-plane

projection ofthespins.Onecould sim ilarlyde�nelinearcom binationsoftheirzcom ponents,

although we know thatspinsorderin-plane. Fora 3-layersystem ,three orderparam eters

can bede�ned:

M 1 =
1
p
2

 
1
p
2
S1 + S2 +

1
p
2
S3

!

M 2 =
1
p
2
(S1 � S3)

M 3 =
1
p
2

 
1
p
2
S1 � S2 +

1
p
2
S3

!

:

Onecan de�nesusceptibilities�k forthem oduliofthesethreeorderparam etersk = 1;2;3

as:

�k =
1

N N kB T

�

hM 2

ki� hjM kji
2
�

:

Because vectorsTk arenorm alized,the�k allhave the sam eleading behaviorathigh tem -

perature.These susceptibilitiesareplotted in Fig.7.�3 isthesusceptibility thatdisplaysa

sharp peak,thussuggesting thatM 3 isthe appropriate orderparam eterfordescribing the

phasetransition.

D .Low -tem perature orthogonalsusceptibility

Since�out is
atatlow tem perature,itisdesirabletohavean estim ateofitsm agnitude.

W epresentherea calculation of�out using thespin Ham iltonian given in eq.(7).

H = H ex + H d

wheretheexchangeterm is:
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H ex =
X

ij;nm

J(rj � ri;m � n)Sin � Sjm (20)

and thedipolarterm is:

H d =
X

ij;n

Q ��(rj � ri)S
�
inS

�

jn : (21)

In each layer we de�ne a fram e ofreference as shown in Fig. 8,such thatthe y axis lies

along thedirection ofthelayerm agnetization,whilethedirection ofthez axis,orthogonal

to the layers,is the sam e for alllayers. The spin com ponents ��in in the layer-dependent

fram esarerelated to theS�
in through:

S
x
in = (�1)n�xin

S
y

in = (�1)n�
y

in (22)

S
z
in = �

z
in :

Atlow tem perature�zin and �
x
in willbesm all,while�

y

in willbe�nite,with a �xed sign.�out

isde�ned as:

�out=
(g�b)

2

N N kB T
h(�z)2i

where�z =
P

in �
z
in.Forclassical3D spinsh(�z)2iisgiven by:

h(�z)2i=
1

Z

Z
Y

in

d�zind�
x
in

S j�
y

inj
(�z)2 e��H (23)

where� = 1

kB T
.Thepartition function Z reads:

Z =

Z
Y

in

d�zind�
x
in

S j�
y

inj
e
��H

:

Atlow tem perature(�zin)
2 and (�xin)

2 willbeoforderkB T if�out istobe�nite.W ecan thus

lettheintegralsrun from �1 to+1 ,instead of�S to +S.W enotethat�
y

in appearsboth

in theintegration m easureand H and isgiven by:

�
y

in =

q

S2 � (�zin
2 + �xin

2):

W e now expand �
y

in in powers of(�zin
2 + �xin

2)keeping only the lowest order term s. This

am ountsto an expansion in powersofthetem perature.Them easurebecom esd�zind�
x
in=S

2.
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In the expression of�H only the �rst-order term need be kept. W e are then left with a

quadraticform for�zin and �
x
in which weneed to diagonalizein orderto calculateh(�

z)2i.

Letus�rstconsiderHex.In ourapproxim ation Sin � Sjm reads:

Sin � Sjm = �
z
in�

z
jm + (�1)m �n

 

�
x
in�

x
jm + (S �

�zin
2 + �xin

2

2S
)(S �

�zjm
2 + �xjm

2

2S
)

!

: (24)

Afterdiscarding constantterm s,wegetthefollowing expression forH ex

H ex =
X

ij;nm

(J(rj � ri;m � n)+ �n�ij�nm )
�

�
z
in�

z
jm + (�1)m �n

�
x
in�

x
jm

�

(25)

where�n = 3(J2 � J1)ifn = 1 orn = N and �n = 6J2 otherwise.Letusde�neFourier

transform sfor�zin,�
x
in and J(rj � ri;m � n)in the sam e way asin (9)and (10). W e now

have:

H ex =
X

nm ;q

(J(q;m � n)+ �n�nm )
�

�
z
qn

�
�
z
qm + (�1)n�xqn

�
(�1)m �xqm

�

: (26)

Letusnow turn to H d and expand �
y

in.Because ofthe layergeom etry Q xz = Q yz = 0.

Furtherm ore,since Q(q = 0) is diagonal,non-diagonalterm s Q yx(rj � ri)�
y

in�
x
jn do not

contributeatthequadraticorder,butratheryield a term linearin �xin which vanisheswhen

sum m ed on j.W earethusleftwith diagonalterm sonly.ThecontributionsofQ xx and Q zz

arethen:

X

qn

Q zz(q)j�
z
qnj

2 + Q yy(q)j�
x
qnj

2 (27)

and thatofQ yy,afterexpanding �
y

in to �rstorder,is:

�Q yy(q = 0)
X

i

(�zin
2
+ �

x
in

2
) = C

X

qn

(j�zqnj
2 + j�

x
qnj

2)

Sinceonly theq = 0 m odecontributesto�z,wenow restrictH d toitsq = 0 part.After

using (14)and (15)weget

H d = 3C
X

n

�
z
0n

2
(28)

and
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H ex =
X

m n

(J(0;m � n)+ �n�nm )(�
z
0n�

z
0m + (�1)n�x0n(�1)

m
�
x
0m ): (29)

W eonly need diagonalizethez partofH which reads:

H z =
X

nm

B nm �
z
0n�

z
0m (30)

with

B nm = (3C + �n)�nm + J(0;m � n) (31)

M atrix B hasthesam e form asm atrix A used in section IV B with the di�erence thatthe

m atrix elem entsatboth endsoftheprincipaldiagonalaredi�erent.B can bediagonalized

in thebasisoforthonorm alvectorsUk de�ned by:

(Uk)n =
1

N k

sin

 

(n �
1

2
)
k�

N

!

(32)

where the integer k ranges from 1 to N . The norm alization factor N k is equalto
p
N if

k = N and
q

N =2 otherwise.Thecorresponding eigenvaluesare:

bk = 3C + 6(J1 + J2)

 

1+ cos(
k�

N
)

!

: (33)

Expanding �z on thebasisofthe�z0k de�ned by:

�
z
0k =

X

n

(Uk)n �
z
0n

weget:

�
z =

X

k

�k

N k

�
z
0k

where

�k =

8
>><

>>:

0 ifk even
p
N

sin(
k�

2N
)
ifk odd.

(34)

The integration overthe �zin in eq. (23)isstraightforward since the �z0k have Gaussian

weightsand wegetthefollowing resultfor�out atlow tem perature:

�out=
(g�b)

2

2N 2

NX

k= 1

fk

3C + 6(J1 + J2)
�

1+ cos(k�
N
)
� (35)
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wheretheweightsfk aregiven by:

fk =

8
>>>>>>><

>>>>>>>:

0 ifk even

2

sin
2
(
k�

2N
)
ifk odd and k 6= N

1

sin2(
k�

2N
)
ifk odd and k = N :

(36)

Theenergy C isde�ned in (16)and equals2:759
(g�b)

2

a3
.Thefk satisfy thefollowing sum

rule:
P

k fk = N 2.

The �out we have found is tem perature-independent;it is in fact the �rst term in an

expansion of�out in powers ofT. Using bulk values forthe couplings,we �nd thatfora

3-layersystem �out = 0:025
(g�b)

2

jJ1j
in excellent agreem entwith the sim ulation resultin Fig.

6:(0:026� 8:10�4 )
(g�b)

2

jJ1j
.Asthenum beroflayersisincreased,�out slowly decreases.Fora

7-layersystem ,expression (35)yields:�out= 0:017
(g�b)

2

jJ1j
.

V .D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N

The sim ulation results reported in section IV C for a 3-layer system qualitatively re-

produce the anisotropy in susceptibilities observed in the experim ents. However they do

notagreequantitatively with theexperim entalresults.W elistbelow theexperim entaland

theoreticalvaluesofTN and �out atlow tem perature,in dim ensionlessunits.

T
exp

N = 16:1 Tm c
N = 9:5� 0:5 in unitsof

jJ1jS
2

k

�
exp
out = 0:013 �m c

out = 0:026� 8:10�4 in unitsof
(g�b)

2

jJ1j

OurM onteCarlo sim ulationshavebeen run on �nitesystem s:although TN and �out didn’t

change appreciably when we increased the size ofthe system to 29�29 ordecreased itto

13�13,wecannotruleout�nite-sizecorrections.For�out,however,analyticand sim ulation

resultsarein excellentagreem entwhich indicatesthat�nite-size correctionsarenotsignif-

icant in the low-tem perature region. The num ericalvalues listed above suggest that the

e�ective value ofJ1 in the sam plesisapproxim ately twice asbig asin the bulk. However,

sincethesim ulation usesbulk valuesfortheratiosJ2=J1 and (g�b)
2=(a3J1)thiswould im ply

18



thatJ2 and the dipolarcoupling arerescaled by thesam e factor.Thiscannotbethecase,

asthevalueofthedipolarcoupling only dependson thein-planelatticeparam eter,known

from X-ray spectra. One possible explanation isthatthe exchange constantsare di�erent

in the SL’srelative to bulk values. Because ofa 2.1% lattice m ism atch between EuTe and

PbTe,the SL willbe strained and the in-plane and out-of-plane lattice constants willbe

di�erentfrom oneanother,and di�erentfrom theirbulk values14.Asa result,theexchange

couplingswillalso besom ewhatdi�erent.W ithin thefam ily ofEu chalcogenidesthelattice

constantincreasesasthe size ofthe anion increasesfrom O to Te which m akesitpossible

to study the dependence ofthe exchange couplings on the lattice param eter.7 In ourcase

thein-planelatticeconstantisreduced with respecttothebulk valuewhiletheout-of-plane

constant is increased. Thus,in the SL’s,the in-plane J1 is likely to increase,while the

out-of-planeJ1 willdecrease.

Although dipolarinteractionsaccountforthe
atnessof�outatlow tem perature,wecan

expecta single-ion anisotropy term ofthe form �
P

in S
z
in
2 to have the sam e e�ect. Letus

replace H d with such a term . The calculation of�out is sim ilar,except that in equation

(28),3C isreplaced by �. Thusforsingle-ion anisotropy to have the sam e e�ectasdipole

interactions,� would have to be ofthe order of0:2K,which is larger than the exchange

couplings,an unlikely situation.

Inconclusion,wehavepresented experim entalsusceptibilitiesofEuTe/PbTeshort-period

antiferrom agnetic superlattices. W e suggest that dipolar interactions m ay stabilize long-

range order in these 2D structures. Additionaltheoreticalwork along with m ore precise

susceptibility data and speci�c heat m easurem ents are needed to con�rm this hypothesis

and to study thecriticalbehavior,an aspectnottouched upon in thepresentwork.
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FIGURES
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FIG .1. The two principalorientations ofthe sam ple with respectto the AC probing �eld for

the �in (a),and �out (b)susceptibility m easurem ents.
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FIG .2. �in (in-plane,�) and �out (orthogonal,�) susceptibilities in em u norm alized per Eu

atom ,forsam plesEuTe(2)/PbTe(6)through EuTe(7)PbTe(21).
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FIG .3. (a)�in (in-plane,�)and �out(orthogonal,�)susceptibilitiesin em u norm alized perEu

atom ,forsam pleEuTe(1)PbTe(3).(b)Sam e susceptibilities,m ultiplied by T2.
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FIG .5. Sim ulated speci�cheatfora EuTe(3)/PbTe(9)system in unitsofkB .
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FIG .6. (a) M easured �in and �out for the EuTe(3)/PbTe(9) sam ple. (b) Sim ulated x;y;z

susceptibilitiesfora 3-layersystem ofsize 23�23.
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FIG .8. Layer-dependentreference fram esasde�ned in section IV.D.
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