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Abstract

W e report results on the tem perature dependence of the susceptibilities of
a set of M BE grow n shortperiod EuTe/PbTe antiferrom agnetic superlattices
having di erent EuTe layer thicknesses. In-plane and orthogonal susceptibil-
ities have been m easured and digplay a strong anisotropy at low tem pera—
ture, con m ing the occurrence of a m agnetic phase transition 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 otherw ise

isotropic system and we present num erical and analytical results for the low —

*A uthor to whom correspondence should be addressed, please use French address.
em ail: bergom i@ spht.saclay.cea fr

ZCurrent address: Lehm an B rothers Inc., 3 W orld FinancialCenter, New York NY 10285.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9701175v1

tem perature orthogonal susoeptibility.

Typeset usihg REV TgX



I. NTRODUCTION

M agnetic In s and m ultilayers have been a sub £ct of ntense study since they provide
experin ental realizations for various tw o-din ensional (2D ) m agneticm ode]sﬂﬂ M ost of the
recent literature has ocused on m etallic m agnetic structures. However, insulating anti-
ferrom agnetic structures provide an opportuniy to study m agnetic long-range order in 2D
layered system s of localized spins. Am ong those, the EuTe/PbTe superlattice (SL) structures
are of special interest since only one of the two com ponents, EuTe, ism agnetic.

Buk EuTe is a typeII antiferrom agnet of the fam ily of Europium chaloogenides, w ith
the structure of NaC 1l Its m agnetic m om ents arise from the strongly localized 4f elec-
trons of the Eu?" atom s which are in a symm etric 8S,_, ground state. T hus, the europium
chaloogenides have Iong been considered ideal realizations of isotropic H eisenberg m ode]sE'H
A ntiferrom agnetic resonance experin ents have con m ed that, once dipolar interactions are
taken into account, the residual anisotropy in EuTe is negh'g:b]eﬁﬂ Buk EuTe hasa N ecl
tem perature (Ty ) 0of 98 K .Below Ty , spins belonging to a single (111) plne are paralkel
but antiparalle]l to spins in adpcent (111) planes. The m agnetic properties of EuTe are
described by a H eisenberg H am ittonian w ith two exchange constants: J; (nearest neighbors,
ferrom agnetic) and J, (hext-nearest neighbors, antiferrom agnetic) :

X X
Hx=Jd1 Si §+ J; Si § ¢ @)

nn nnn
The S; vectors denote Eu?" spins, which have m agnitude 7/2. J; and J, are not known very
precisely; currently accepted valuesare: J1=kg = 0:04 001K and J,=kz = 015 001K,
where kg is the Boltzm ann oonstantﬁﬂ

A tthough the Ham iltonian in eq. () has fiall rotational sym m etry, neutron di raction
experin ents show that the spins lie In (111) p]anesE T his easy-plane anisotropy is properly
acoounted forby adding dipole-dipole interactions to the exchange H am iltonian in eg. (1) E@

In this article we present experin ental and theoretical studies of the susceptibilities

of shortperiod EuTe/PbTe SL’s. W e use the notation EuTe( )/PbTe( ) to denote a SL



structure whose period consists of monolyers of EuTe and monolayers of PbTe. Each
sam ple used in the present work consisted of 400 such periods and was prepared so that
= 3 . Shce sampls are grown In the (111) direction, the structure wihin the EuTe
m onolayers is that of a trangular lattice and the m onolayers are stacked according to the
ABC s=equence. Section IT describes our sam ples and presents resuls for their tem perature—
dependent zero— eld susceptibbilities. Section ITI presents a discussion of the experim ental
results, then Section IV presentsam ean— eld detem nation ofthe orderparam eter, aM onte—
Carlo sinulation of the susoeptibilities of an EuTe(3)/PbTe(9) sam ple, and a calculation of

the out-ofplane susosptibility at low tem perature. Section V summ arizes our ndings.

II.EXPERIM ENTAL RESULTS
A . Sam ple C haracterization

E xperin ents were conducted on SL sam plesofEuTe( )/PbTe(3 ) forl 7. In each
sam ple the SL stack wasgrown on a 3000 A PbTe (111) oriented bu er layer, itself grown on
aBaF, (111) substrate. A 500 A PbTe cap layerwasused to prevent oxidation ofthe highly
reactive EuTe. D etails ofthe M BE grow th process have been published e]sewherefEI IE The
SL’s have approxin ately square wave com position m odulation, as re ected by the multiple
narrow SL peaks of the high-resolution xray di raction dataiB E kctron spin resonance
(E SR ) experin ents show very little interdi usion attheEuTePbTe jnterb Furthem ore,
carefl in situ scanning tunneling m icroscopy (STM ) investigations have shown that the
PbTe and EuTe heterointerfaces are quite am ooth on a length scale of at least 200 A, with
In perfections strictly lim ited to single m onolayer sta_osE The ex situ crosssectional TEM
In ages also exhibit am ooth PbTe and EuTe jnterfaoes@

The m agnetic properties of the SL’s used have been studied previously by SQU DD
m agnetom euy,B and elastic neutron scatteldngfE M agnetic hysteresis curves and neutron

di raction spectra taken at 1.8K and 4 2K show that for all sam plesw ith 3 a transition



to a low -tem perature ordered phase takes place at Ty 4 2K , the order being that of a
type II antiferrom agnet, ie. identical to that of bulk EuTe. Since the M BE sam ples are
grown along the (111) direction, this in plies that the soins in each EuTe m onolayer order
ferrom agnetically and are antjparalkl to those in neighboring m onolayers. M oreover, the
soins lie w ithin the EuTe m onolayers. Static m agnetization m easuram ents taken paralkel to

the SL plane show no detectabl in-plane anjsottopyB

B .Experin ental C onditions

O ur susosptiblility m easurem ents used a Quantum Design (M PM S5) AC susceptom eter.
Susoceptbilities were m easured in two geom etrdes : 3, wasm easured w ith the AC probing
eld h paralkel to the SL plane, o+ wasmeasured with h orthogonalto the SL plane (see
Fig.[l).
Foreach sampl, i and o+ have been m easured as a function of tem perature from 15
K in theparam agnetic region to below the transition tem perature, in a nom inalzero extemal
staticm agnetic eld (ie., lessthan 2 Gauss) with a 20 HzAC probing eld of4 G auss. Since
the probing el is an all, diam agnetic contrioutions from the BaF, substrate and the PbTe
bu er layer can safely be ignored. A study of the dependence of the susceptibbility on h and
on the AC frequency indicates that ourm easuram ents are always in the linear regin e of the

static susceptibility.

C .Experim ental Susceptibilities

F igure ] displays the tem perature dependence of the in-plane and ou-ofplane m agnetic
susceptibilities 5, and o, OrsamplsEuTe)/PbTe(6) through EuTe(7)/PbTe(21). The
experin ental susceptibilities have been nom alized by the num ber of Eu?" spins, determ ined
using high tem perature susosptibility data; no dem agnetizing corrections have been applied

to the data. In the ollow ing we w illbe m ostly Interested In 4+, Whose m agnitude changes



little below the tem perature at which o+ and 3, ssparate. Since there isno observable dif-
ference n o and 4, above thistem perature we can assum e that dem agnetizing corrections
are not signi cant.

Forallsampleswith > 1 apltof T? versus T showed that, as the tem perature is
lowered, the Curie behavior of ;, and .y persists until they ssparate at a tem perature
T, E Fig.[d shows such a plot for sam ple EuTe(3)PbTe(9). G enerically, below the point of
separation a very anisotropic behavior of the susosptibility is observed, with out insan
unusual feature. Furthem ore, whilke ;, displays a peak, oy hasa very m id tem perature
dependence below T,. In addition, them agnitude of ¢ at low tem perature, ofthe order of
1:10 2* emu/spin, has little dependence on the thickness of the EuTe layer. Since we do not
have other experim entaldata (eg. speci cheat) thatwould allow usto de nem ore precisely
the transition tem perature Ty , we assum ed that it lies In between T and the tem perature
atwhith , Ismaximmum . Ty increases with the thickness of the EuTe layer, as expected,
and reaches values higher than that for buk EuTe for sam ples w ith 5, an unexpected
result. A possible explanation could be that coupling constants have values di erent from
the buk ones, a point developed further in section [V]. W e comm ent now on sam plks that

show non-generic behavior.

1.EuTe(@)/PbTe(3)

n and o aswellas 1, T2 and o, T2 have been measured for T > 18K . They
are plotted in Fig. §. O ne sees that in this tem perature regin e sam ple EuTe(1)/PbTe(3)
rem ains in a param agnetic phase : i and o+ coincide and exhibit a Cure behavior. The
absence of a transition in this tem perature range can be understood by noting that in a
m onolayer geom etry the J, exchange coupling is not present and the energy scale is set by
the nearest-neighbor exchange coupling only, which is very anall. W e expect however a

transition at a lower tem perature.



2. EuTe(2)/PbTe(6)

E Jastic neutron scattering spectra show no long-range order at 4 2K but they do show a
peak corresoonding to type IT antiferrom agnetic ordering at 1 .8K . T hus the broad m axin um

In ; doesnot signala transition from the param agnetic to the antiferrom agnetic phase.

3. EuTe(6)/PbTe(18)

The sharp drop In o+ around 5K is reproducbl. However we only had one
EuTe(6)/PbTe(18) sampl. EuTe(6)/PbTe(18) is the only sampl In our serdes that dis—

plays this feature, as yet unexplained.

IIT.D ISCU SSION

A qualitatively di erent behavior for ;, isexpected a priori, depending on whether the
num ber of EuTe m onolayers per SL period is odd or even. In the 1rst case, each period
should behave as a ferrom agnet and there should be a peak In  ;, whereas in the latter case
each period should behave as an antiferrom agnet and we should see a an ooth m axinum .
A though we use integers and  to label our sam pls, the average thickness of, say, the
EuTe layer n an actual SL period as detem Ined by X ay scattering is fractional because
of the Interface structure so that the odd/even e ect is in fact expected to be b]urred

In our view , the m aln issues raised by our data is the existence of a phase transition in
sam ples w ith 3 at tem peratures com parablk to the buk Ty . A s mentioned above,
neutron di raction spectra unambiguously dem onstrate that these sam ples have a low—
tem perature ordered phase. A Iso, anisotropy in the H am iltonian forEu?* spins isnegligible,
so that our sam ples can be considered as representing am odel2D H eisenberg system . In such
a system , with isotropic exchange couplings, the transition should occur at T= 0K @ The
H am ilonian is however incom plete and we need to supplam ent the exchange couplings w ith

dipoledipol Interactions. A Ihough the dipoledipole coupling m ay be weak, it breaks the



rotational sym m etry and is long-range, which prevents application of the M emm In-W agner
theoram @ D Jpolar couplings are known to have largee ects nmetallicthin  In s, in which
they com pete w ith unjaxjalanjsouopy.a@

Early workaﬂ has dem onstrated the possbility of a phase transition driven by dipolar
Interactions in a 2D isotropic spin system . M ore recent w ork has investigated the dependence
of Ty on the m agniude of the dipolar ooup]jngE %] . It is our hypothesis that dipolar
Interactions are responsible for stabilizing m agnetic long—range order n EuTe/PbTe SL’s.
In the next section we discuss som e in plications of this hypothesis.

The observation that ou¢ i for all sam ples can be understood by noting that there
are actually three pertinent susosptibilities In our system : |, along the direction of the
order param eter in the SL plane, -, in the SL plane, but orthogonal to the direction of
the order param eter, and oy, orthogonalto the SL plane. In ourcase, ., and o willbe
di erent because of dipolar nteractions, and o+ willbe sn aller than - . Usually one has

" > ,and In our case we expect out » . The assum ption that in each atom ic
layer the spins belong to dom ains w ith random ordentationsyields : i = % (x+ -).Itis

thus possbl or ¢ tobe analler than .

IV.THEORY

In this section, we use the llow ng Ham iltonian to describe the interaction of Eu?t
Soins:

X X X
H=Jq S; §+ J, S; §+ Q (rj ri)S- S.; (2)

nn nnn ij;

w here the third sum runsover all sites i and j In the SL and on soin com ponents , .Here

Q (ry 1) isthedipolar tensor which reads:

0 1
@ ») T3y

e - 33 Ha . 3
> I‘;’j 5 3)

1]

2

Q [ n)=

In this expression,  isthe Bohrm agneton and g is the Land e g factor which we w ill take

equalto 2. Throughout this section we w ill approxin ate the spins S; by classical vectors.



This is justi ed by the largem agnitude S = % ofthe Eu?" spins and the fact that we don’t
expect quantum e ects in the tem perature range we w ill be considering. The structure
w ithin the EuTe layers is that of a trangular lattice and the layers are stacked according to
the ABC sequence. W e will take the x and y axes In the plane of the layer and the z axis

orthogonal to the layer plne.

A .O rders ofm agnitude

Letusdenoteby Ey and E, thedipolarenergiesper soin ofan EuTem onolayer, assum ing
the sons are ferrom agnetically aligned either In the layer plane or orthogonal to the layer

plne. E, isgiven by :

X @ pS)*X%X 1
E, = 2z (L) = ——— — 4
> ) Q2 (ry) > =K @)
w here the sum s run on the sites of a singk layer. Ey is given by :
X @ pS)X 1
Ex= ) Qxx (1) = % . E ; ©)

where we have used the fact that Q is tracelkess and rotationally invariant In the xy plane.
Notice that Ex < 0, which favors nplane alignm ent, as cbserved In neutron di raction
experin ents. U sing the value ofP 1?13 = 11:035=a’ fr a triangular lattice and the value of
the In—plane lattice param eter a = 4:6A taken from X -ray data, weget E, = 086K and
E, = 1{2K, to be com pared w ith the exchange energies J;5% = 05K, J,5% = 18K and
the average exchange energy per oln Eox = 67,5 = 11K, which we have estin ated using
buk EuTe values for J; ,J, .

N ext we estin ate the size of the Interlayer dipolar energies. To this end we have used
Ewald sum m ation techniques that allow one to rew rite r—l3 sum s as fast-converging semesEE
Let us consider two neighboring EuTe m onolayers (1) and (2) a distance h apart. Let r
be the vector pining a lattice site In layer (1) to a Jattice site In Jayer (2). A ssum ing that

the spins in Jayer (1) and ) are all ferrom agnetically aligned but w ith opposite directions



depending on which layer they belong to, the interaction energy ofa soin in layer (1) wih
all spins In layer (2) is:

S)?2 X G2
E = M_ —xgh6 ©0sG ) 6)
2 A G

where the sum runs over all reciprocal lattice vectors G , and G and G, are, respectively,
the m odulus and the x-com ponent ofG and A is the area of the trangular lattice unit cell

in the layer. W e thus get :

S 2
E = 01014% - 00317K :
a

This energy ismuch an aller than the Intralayer energy Ey . If the soin density In the layer
were uniform , no eld would be created outside the Jayer and this energy would be 0. The
very existence of a lattice structure within the layer makes i nite. Furthem ore, the
Interaction energy is expected to decay fast as the distance from the layer becom es larger
than the in-plane lttice constant. For instance, at a distance two layers aw ay, this energy
is 8810 °K, and three layers away it is4:7 10 'K .

A sa result, we can safely discard all interlayer couplings as well as interperiod couplings,
w hich couple soinsbelonging to di erent SL periods. A though an all, the intralayer coupling

has to be retained for the reasons m entioned in section [II.

B .M ean Field analysis

W e now tum to a M ean Field treatm ent of our problem . Our ain here is to identify
the order param eter for the phase transition rather than nd the expression for §; .. W e
consider a single period ofa SL which consists of N EuTem onolayers. T he spins are labelled
w ith two indices: i denotes their position in a layer, n the layer to which they belong. W e
rew rite the H am iltonian as:

X
H = Hj_n,-jm S, S. (7)

in* jm
ijnm ;

where them atrix H isde ned by:

10



Hin jjn = Jry mym n)+ "MQ (@ ny) 8)

In which J denotes the m atrix of the exchange couplings and its elem ents are equalto J; if
(in) and (jm ) are nearest neighbors, to J, if they are next-nearest neighbors, and to zero
otherw ise. The ™" factor expresses the fact that Interlayer dipolar couplings are neglected.
A mean— eld calculation In our context am ountsto diagonalizngH and nding itslowest
eigenvalue. The m agnitude of the latter detem ines Ty whik the associated eigenvector
de nes the order param eter for the ‘t:cau’lsnrjonE
Sihce Q is diagonal in the layer indices we concentrate rst on J. W e de ne inplane

Fourier transform s Sy, for the spins through:

Sqn = Pp— Sjnejqxi ©)
N

where N is the number of spinsper layer. Likewisswede ne J (;m n) as:

J@;m n)= * Jd;m n)e? : 10)

d
Sihce we expect the ordered phase to be hom ogeneous in the plane of the layers, we now
restrict ourselves to the g = 0 sector of the Ham iltonian. The neighbors and nearest—
neighbors ofa spin In layern allbelong to layersn 1;n;n + 1. The only non—zero m atrix

elem ents of J O;m n) are thus:
J@0;0)=6J; and J@©0;1)=J©0; 1)= 3T+ Jy):

The g= 0 part of the Ham iltonian now reads:

X
Hq=0 = Anm S0nSOm (ll)

where A, = J(O;m n). Now A can be diagonalized in the basis of N -din ensional

orthonom al vectors Ty, whose com ponents are:

s !
2 nk

o= 519" v +2 1)

where k is an integer ranging from 1 to N . T he corresponding eigenvalies are:

11



k
N +1

a = 6J;+ 6J; + Jy) cos 13)

In the same way as for J in eq. Q) one can de ne a Fourker transom Q (g). Ik is

diagonal forg= 0 wih:

Qxx0)=090,0)= C (14)
Q..0)=2C 15)
where
@ )X 1
= —. 1
C= = 3 (L6)

The Iowest eigenvalue ofm atrix H isthusay 2C and themean eld T isgiven by:

Ty = 287 (@n 2C)
3Kkg
- 2572 6J, 6(J;+ J,)cos N +2C 17
3kg ' LT N +1 )

U sing buk values forJ;, J, we nd T = 6:93K .The associated order param eter is a linear

com bination of the n-plane proctions of the spins w ith weights (T} ), de ned in [IR):

2 X nN

Sn 18)

where S, denotes the in-plane progction of the sum of all spins belonging to layer n. Note
that, asN ! 1 the usual antiferrom agnetic staggered m agnetization is recovered. W e will

In the next section check that M y is indeed the correct order param eter.

C .M onte C arlo sim ulation

W ehave perform ed aM onte C arlo sim ulation forour system in orderto check thatdipolar
Interactions can drive a transition at a tem perature Ty > 0 and can generate an anisotropy
In the susceptibility sin ilar to that cbserved In experim ents. W e have also chedked the

rekevance ofthemean eld order param eter.

12



W e present here results of a M onte C arlo sim ulation carried out on a system of 3 layers,
each consisting of23 23 soins, w ith periodic boundary conditions in the plane ofthe layers,
In order not to introduce In-plane anisotropy. Each layer is thus m apped to a torus. The
1ll Ham iltonian {]) has been used, where the distance rj; between pairs of sites has been
taken to be the an allest distance on the torus between sites i and j. A 1l couplings in the
Ham iltonian have been expressed In units of J; and we have used EuTe buk values for
the ratios J,=J; = 375 and (g p)’=(J:a°) = 0:64, which are the only param eters of our
m odel. T he heat-bath algorithm w ith sequential updating of the spins has been used, w ith
400 equilbbration swesps and 2000 swesps w ith a m easuram ent after each swesp . E rrorbars
have been carefully com puted as standard deviations ofestin ators ofthe cbservables. T hree
susosptibilities have been evaluated: ,, along the nom al to the layers, corresponding to

wutr @and  and  In the plane of the layers. The speci c heat has also been m easured
to check that it has a lin it of kg per soin as T ! 0, a general property of classical soin
system s.@ Tt isshown in Fig. f orthe EuTe(3)/PbTe(9) system . Susceptibilities have been
com puted as:
@ p)? 5

= —"— ns®i hs i
NN kg T

where S is the total soin and N is the num ber of soins per layer.

Because the sin ulation hasbeen doneon a nite system , the nplane rotational symm e~
try is not broken in the ordered phase w ith the result that the above averages are not well
de ned.W ehave thusevaluated , and , only at tem peratures higher than the transition
tem perature.

E xperim ental and sin ulated susceptibilities have been plotted as a function of tem per-
ature in Fig. [§. One can see that the simulation qualitatively reproduces the anisotropy
observed In the experim ents, w ith a rem arkable atnessof , ( o) at low tem perature. W e
have also run sim ulationson 3-layer system sofsizes29 29and 13 13 and thesetwo system s
didn’t show any signi cant di erence in the transition tem perature or the low -tem perature

m agnitude of ,.

13



W e then checked the relevance of the order parameter M y found in the mean eld
approach of section B. In the same way asM y in eq. {1§) hasbeen de ned using vector

Ty—y each vector Ty can be used to build an order param eterM |, de ned by:

S !

2 X nk
N +1 N +1

Sn 19

using the sam e notations as before. The M s are lnear combinations of the in-plane
proection ofthe spins. O ne could sim ilarly de ne linear com binations oftheir z com ponents,
although we know that spins order n-plane. For a 3-layer system , three order param eters

can bede ned:

One can de ne susceptibilities , for the m oduli of these three order param eters k = 1;2;3

as:
o= M h
NNkgT
Because vectors Ty are nom alized, the y allhave the sam e lkading behavior at high tem -
perature. T hese susceptibilities are plotted In Fig[]. 3 is the susosptibility that displays a
sharp peak, thus suggesting that M ; is the appropriate order param eter for describing the

phase transition.

D . Low —tem perature orthogonal susceptibility

Sihce ot is at at low tem perature, it is desirable to have an estin ate of itsm agniude.

W e present here a calculation of .. using the spin Ham iltonian given in eq. 7).
H=Hg,+Hgqg

w here the exchange tem is:

14



He = J@y rym  n) Sy S (20)
and the djpolar tem is:

H a= 0 (rj ri) S. S. (21)

in*~jn
ijm

In each layer we de ne a fram e of reference as shown in Fig.[B, such that the y axis lies
along the direction of the Jayer m agnetization, w hile the direction of the z axis, orthogonal

to the layers, is the sam e for all layers. The soin com ponents In the layerdependent

in

fram es are related to the S, through:

st = (10 %
sh= (1" Y 22)
st - %,

At low temperature ? and * willbeanall, while { willbe nite,witha =xed sign. ou

in in in

isde ned as:

(g b)2 2.

= ———h( ?)1

out NNkBT ( )

P
where *= | I . Forclssical3D spinsh( *)?i isgiven by:

Z

Y 424 %
h( %)*i= v (e’ @3)

where = kBLT . The partition function Z reads:

At low temperature ( %)? and ( ¥ )* willbe oforderks T if ., istobe nite. W ecan thus
ktthe ntegralsrun from 1 to+1 ,instead of S to+S.W enotethat ! appearsboth

n

in the integration m easure and H and is given by:

= 82 (i*+

y
in

W e now expand . in powers of ( jznz + ;2) keeping only the lowest order term s. This

n

am ounts to an expansion in pow ers of the tam perature. Them easure becomesd % d fn=82.

15



In the expression of H only the rstorder tem need be kept. W e are then kft wih a

quadratic om for 2 and ¥ which we need to diagonalize in order to calculate h( ?)%1i.

n n

Let us rst consider Hey . In our approxin ation Sy,  §, reads:

|
22+ X 2 Z2+ x 2 °

_ z z X X in in jm Jm .
Sin S T i ogm T (n"-" n ogm T (] T)(S T) : (24)

A fter discarding constant tem s, we get the follow Ing expression for H o,

X

Hex = (J (rj riym n)+ n ij nm) Jzn ;m + ( l)m " j(n )j(m (25)

ijmnm
where = 3J, J;)ifn=lorn=N and , = 6J, otherwise. Let usde ne Fourier
transpm s for %, ¥ andJ(; r;m n) inthesmeway asi (@ and {13). W e now

in’7 in

have:

X

Hee=  @@m D+ nan) 2y o+ (DX (D™ 50 (26)

nm ;q

Let usnow tum to H 4 and expand 7, . Because of the layer geom etry Q,, = Qy, = 0.

Furthem ore, since Q (g = 0) is diagonal, non-diagonal tem s Qy, (ry 1) iy %, do not
contrbute at the quadratic order, but rather yield a tertm Inear in i, which vanisheswhen
summed on j. W e are thus kft with diagonaltem s only. The contrbutions ofQ ., and Q ,,

are then:

X
Q@I ZF+op@is T @7)
an
and that ofQ yy, after expanding i, to rst order, is:
X X
Qw@=0) (2%+ ) =c @gaLf+3ahH
i qn

Since only the g = 0 m ode contributesto ,,wenow restrict H 4 to tsq = 0 part. A fter

using {I4) and {3) we get
Hq= 3C z 2 28)

and

16



Hex = @O/m )+ 5oan) gy o T (DT LCDT &) @9)
mn
W e only need diagonalize the z part of H which reads:
X
H,= Bom  on om (30)
w ih
Boin = BC+ ) nm + J0O0;m  n) 31)

M atrix B has the sam e form asm atrix A used in section [IV B| w ith the di erence that the
m atrix elem ents at both ends of the principal diagonalare di erent. B can be diagonalized

in the basis of orthonom al vectors U, de ned by:

(U)_i' n })k— (32)
o =g, S0 2'N

jo
where the Integer k ranges from 1 to N . The nom alization factor Ny isequalto N if

q__
k=N and N =2 otherw ise. T he corresponding eigenvalues are:

k
bh=3C+6J+ J,) 1+ COS(N—) : (33)

Expanding * on thebasisofthe j, de ned by:

(Z)k_ Ux)n (Z)n
n
we get:
A
. Nk Ok
where
8
$ 0 ifk even
k=3 p_ (34)
? N ifk odd.
Sln(m)

The integration over the [ i eq. @3) is straightforward since the £, have G aussian

n

weights and we get the follow Ing result or .+ at low tem perature:

2 N
_ 9 ») i 35)

2N? _13C+ 6@+ J) 1+ cos)

out
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w here the weights fi, are given by:
8
% 0 ifk even
<
fr=_ —%— ifkoddand k 6 N (36)

———— ifkoddand k= N:

The energy C isde ned in [(1f) and equals 2:759@3—’;)2 . The £ satisfy the ollow ing sum
P 2
m:le: k fk =N .

The ot we have found is tem perature-independent; it is in fact the st temn in an
expansion of o+ I powers of T . Using buk values for the couplings, we nd that for a
3-layer system & = 0:025(°“'jj—f)j2 In excellent agreem ent w ith the simulation result in Fig.
@G: 0026 8:10° )(gjj—ff;z . A s the number of layers is increased, . Slow Iy decreases. For a

7-ayer system , expression (39) yields: ou = 0:02L7(c-’jj—f)j2 .

V.DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The sinulation results reported in section for a 3-ayer system qualitatively re—
produce the anisotropy in susceptibilities cbserved In the experin ents. However they do
not agree quantitatively w ith the experinm ental results. W e list below the experim ental and

theoretical values of Ty and o+ at low tem perature, In din ensionless units.
TSP = 161  TIr°= 95 05 in units of 2.2

SP=0013 1= 0026 8:10° i unitsofi:l
OurM onte Carlo sin ulations have been run on nite systam s: although Ty and o+ didn't
change appreciably when we increased the size of the systam to 29 29 or decreased it to
13 13,wecannot muke out nitesize corrections. For o, however, analytic and sin ulation
resuls are In excellent agreem ent which indicates that nite-size corrections are not signif-
icant in the low-tem perature region. The num erical values listed above suggest that the

e ective value of J In the sam ples is approxin ately tw ice as big as In the bulk. H owever,

since the sin ulation uses buk values orthe ratios J,=J; and g )?=@3J;) thiswould in ply

18



that J, and the djpolar coupling are rescaled by the sam e factor. This cannot be the case,
as the value of the dipolar coupling only depends on the in-plane lattice param eter, known
from X -ray spectra. O ne possibl explanation is that the exchange constants are di erent
In the SL’s relative to buk values. Because ofa 2.1% IJattice m isn atch between EuTe and
PbTe, the SL will be strained and the in-plane and out-ofplane lattice constants w ill be
di erent from one another, and di erent from theirbulk value@ . Asa resuk, the exchange
couplingsw illalso be som ewhat di erent. W ithin the fam ily of Eu chaloogenides the lattice
constant Increases as the size of the anion Increases from O to Te which m akes it possible
to study the dependence of the exchange couplings on the lattice param eterﬁ In our case
the In-plane lattice constant is reduced w ith respect to the bulk value whilk the out-ofplane
constant is ncreased. Thus, in the SL's, the nplane J; is lkely to increase, whilke the
out-ofplane J; willdecrease.

A though dipolar interactions acoount forthe atnessof .+ at low tem perature, we can
expect a single-ion anisotropy temm of the fom F in sznz to have the same e ect. Let us
replace Hy wih such a tem . The calculation of ¢ is sim ilar, exoespt that in equation
©8), 3C is replaced by . Thus for single-ion anisotropy to have the same e ect as dipoke
Interactions, would have to be of the order of 02K , which is larger than the exchange
couplings, an unlkely situation.

Tn conclusion, we have presented experin ental susosptibilities of EuTe/P bTe shortperiod
antiferrom agnetic superlattices. W e suggest that dipolar interactions m ay stabilize long-
range order in these 2D structures. A dditional theoretical work along w ih m ore precise
susoeptibility data and speci ¢ heat m easurem ents are needed to con m this hypothesis

and to study the critical behavior, an aspect not touched upon in the present work.
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FIG .1l. The two principal orientations of the sam ple w ith respect to the AC probing eld for

the i, @), and our ©) susceptibility m easurem ents.
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