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Various types ofm ixed spin two-dim ensionalHeisenberg networks are investigated by m eans

ofM onte Carlo sim ulations. This study aim s at interpreting quantitatively the therm odynam ical

properties oftwo-dim ensionalm olecule-based m agnets recently synthesized. The proposed m odel

requires that: (i) one of the two m agnetic centers has a spin large enough to be treated as a

classicalspin;(ii)the zero �eld Ham iltonian isisotropic;(iii)thequantum spinshaveonly classical

spins as neighbours. The quantum Ham iltonian is then replaced by a classicalone with e�ective

ferrom agnetic interactions. The tem perature dependence ofboth the speci�c heat and m agnetic

susceptibility are calculated.The e�ectofthe lattice geom etry isanalysed.

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

A rather large num ber ofm olecule-based m agnets have been synthesized and investigated in the last few years

[1,2]. They correspond to low-dim ensionalm agnetic system s,either quasi-one-dim ensional[3{8]or m ore recently,

quasi-two-dim ensional[9,10].The one-dim ensionalcom poundsare wellm odeled forequally-spaced m agnetic chains,

alternating chainsinvolving a unique kind ofspin carrierand two kindsofinteraction pathways,m ixed spin chains,

ladder-typedoublechains,etc...

This paper is devoted to two-dim ensionalHeisenberg m ixed spin com pounds in which one ofthe spins is large

enough to betreated asa classicalspin and theotherisnorm ally treated asa quantum spin.Thiswork ism otivated

by thesynthesisofnoveltwo-dim ensionalm agneticm aterials.So far,two typesoftwo-dim ensionalm agneticlattices

havebeen described.Both havea honeycom b-likestructure.The form ertype isobtained using oxam ateasbridging

ligand.M n2+ ionsin octahedralsurroundingsarelocated atthecornersofthehexagons,and Cu2+ ionsin elongated

tetragonalsurroundingsarelocated atthem iddle oftheedges.A strong antiferrom agneticinteraction ispropagated

between the M n2+ and Cu2+ ions through the oxam ate bridge,so that the intralayer interaction is very large as

com pared to the interlayerinteraction. In these com pounds the layersare negatively charged,and the nature and

m agnitude ofthe interlayerinteraction isgoverned by the size ofthe countercationssituated between the layers.In

the case ofthe NBu4+ countercation a long range m agnetic transition was observed at 15 K ,probably due to the

synergy between a very weak m agneticanisotropy and a ferrom agneticinterlayerinteraction [11].Ithasbeen shown

in a previouspaper[12]thatourm odelleadsto an excellentinterpretation ofthem agneticpropertiesofthism aterial.

Theparam eterswerefound asJ = 47.6K ,gM n = 2.0and gC u = 2.2.Thesevaluesarevery closeto thoseobtained for

both Cu2+ M n2+ pairs[3]and chains[7]involving thesam ebridge.Thevalueoftheinteraction param eteressentially

dependson the natureofthe bridging network,and isnotvery sensitiveto the spin geom etry.

Thelattertypeoflatticeisrealised in a seriesoftwo-dim ensionaloxalate-bridged bim etalliccom poundswhich have

justbeen synthesized [10].In thatcasethetwo kindsofm agneticionsalternateatthe cornersofthe hexagons.The

layerswhich are again negatively charged are separated by countercations. The generalform ula ofthese com ponds

is(NBu4)[M
IIRuIII(ox)3]whereM

II iseitherM nII (S = 5/2)orFeII (S = 2)orCuII (S = 1/2)and thespin carried

by the high-�eld Ru3+ ion is S(Ru) = 1/2.The interaction is ferrom agnetic for M n and antiferrom agnetic for Cu

and Fe.In thelattercasea ferrom agnetictransition occursatTc = 13K .Letusm ention thatothercom poundswith

the sam e structure have been reported [13{16]. The nature ofthe spin carriers,however,doesnotallow to use the

classical-quantum spin approach.
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FIG .1. Foreach cases,on thelefthand side,theoriginallattice,wherethesquaresstand forquantum spins,and thecircles

forclassicalspins.O n the righthand side,the e�ective lattice ofclassicalspins,with in bold the unitcell.

Theaim ofthispaperisto study theinuenceofthegeom etry ofthespin latticeon thetherm odynam icalproperties

ofsuch system s. In this way,we derive from the m ixed quantum -classicalHeisenberg m odela purely classicalone

with an e�ectiveinteraction which dependson thelatticegeom etry.Thism odelisanalysed by m eansofM onteCarlo

(M C) sim ulations. W e investigate the di�erent realisations ofthe hexagonallattice described above,but also two

con�gurationsbased on the squarelattice.

The paper is organized as follows: the m odelis developed in the �rst section,then the M onte Carlo analysis is

presented,and the resultsarediscussed in the lastsection.

II.T H E M O D EL

Letuswrite down the Heisenberg spin Ham iltonian as:

H = J
X

hiji

S
(Q )

i � S
(C )

j � g1�B H

N CX

j= 1

S
z(C )

j � g2�B H

N QX
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i

Here S
(C )

j is the large spin operator (5/2 for M n,2 for Fe) which willbe approxim ated by a classicalvector,Ss

where s is a unit vector and S =
p
S(C )(S(C )+ 1).The 1=2 spin quantum operator (for Cu or Ru) is denoted by

S
(Q )

i = 1

2
�i with �i the Paulim atrices.The interaction param eterJ ispositive foran antiferrom agnetic interaction

(in thefollowing,weonly considerthiscase);H isa weak m agnetic�eld applied along thez direction.< ij> stands

fora pairofnearestneighbourspins,N C isthe num berofclassicalspinsand N Q isthe num berofquantum spins.

Two kinds ofm agnetic lattices are investigated,the hexagonalone,which has been realised experim entally,and

the squareone.Foreach lattice,the spinscan be arranged in two fashions:eitherthe classicalspinsareattached at

each vertex,and the quantum spinsoccupy the m iddle ofthe links,orthe classicaland quantum spinsalternate at

the verticesofthe lattice.The structuresareschem atized in �gure1 (a)to (d).

In allcases,aquantum spin issurrounded only by classicalones.Therefore,thepartition function can befactorized

with respectto the quantum spin operators:
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In this expression,V (i) is the set oflabels ofthe classicalspins nearest neighbours ofthe quantum spin at site i.

Let us callthis set ofclassicalspins a unitcell. Depending on the lattice,the unit cellis a link (lattices (a) and

(c)of�gure 1),a triangularplaquette (lattice (d))ora squareplaquette (lattice (b)).Due to the factorized form of

Z(T;H ),the quantum spin dependence can be traced outto givea fully classicalpartition function:
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wheref�g isthe setofunitcellson the lattice.

The originalm ixed spin system is then equivalent to a classicalone with an e�ective ferrom agnetic interaction

between the classicalspinson theplaquettesf�g which becom es(in zero �eld):

H e� = � kB T
X

f�g

ln

 

2cosh k K
P

j2�

sj k

!

In the following,we shallusethe notations

K =
1

2

JS

kB T
; W (�)=

P

j2�

sj ; W (�)= k W (�)k ; W z(�)= W (�)� bez

The various observables, like the heat capacity CV = kB �
2 @

2

@�2 lnZ(T;0) and the zero �eld suceptibility

� = kB T

V

@
2

@H 2 lnZ

�
�
�
H = 0

are sim ple generalisations ofthe ones de�ned in ref.[12]and can be expressed as ensem ble

averageswith respectto the Boltzm ann weighte��H eff=Z(T;0).By de�ning E = � 1

2
JS

P

f�g
W (�) tanh(K W (�)),

we�nd thatthe internalenergy and the speci�c heataregiven by
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The m olarm agneticsusceptibility isobtained from eq.(1):
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whereN M isthe num berofm oleculesand P ,Q ,and R havethe following expression1:
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where�(�)=
W z(�)

W (�)
and �sz(�)= � �(�)tanh(K W (�))

III.M O N T E C A R LO SIM U LA T IO N S

Thesevarioustherm odynam icalquantitiesaredeterm ined by M onteCarlosam pling,with respecttotheBoltzm ann

weight e��H eff=Z(T;0). The sim ulations were �rst perform ed using the m etropolis m ethod [17]. This m ethod has

been proved to be very usefulathigh tem perature,farfrom the phase transition. However,itsu�ersfrom a severe

slowing down near the phase transition,and therefore becom es rather ine�cient at low tem perature,since,for an

isotropic two-dim ensionalsystem ,the criticaltem perature isTC = 0K [18].A clusteripping m ethod developed by

W ol� [19]drastically reducestheslowingdown,and theW ol� algorithm wasused forhigh valuesofK (i.e.low values

1
The num ericalvaluesofhP i

H eff

,hQ i
H eff

and hR i
H eff

asa function ofthe tem perature forthe fourlatticescan be provided

on request.
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ofT). To overcom e the �nite size e�ectsin the criticalregion,we increased the size ofthe system sasT decreased.

Thenum berofcellsis214 forK < 2,and increasesup to 216 forK = 5.Periodicboundary conditionswereim posed

to thesystem ,and a random spin con�guration wastaken asan initialspin con�guration.Thenum berofM etropolis

stepsnecessary to reach theterm alequilibrium wasfound to bebetween 102 and 104 latticesweepsdepending on the

tem perature.The averaging ofthe variousobservableswasstopped when ��=� < 0:01.The relativeuncertainty on

the energy and the speci�c heatwasthen betterthan 10�2 .Thesecalculationswereperform ed on a Cray J916.
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FIG .2. �T (in cm
3
K m ol

� 1
units) as a function oftem perature (in units ofJ). The localspins are assum ed to be

SC = S(M n)= 5/2 and SQ = S(Cu)= 1/2,and thelocalZeem an factorsg1 = g2 = 2.Thelabelsreferto thelatticesof�gure

1.

A .T he M agnetic Susceptibility

Figure2 showsthebehaviourof�T (in cm 3 K m ol�1 units)asa function ofthetem perature(in unitsofJ)forthe

fourlattice con�gurations.Thefourcurvespresentthe sam egeneraltrend characterised by the following features:

� a constantvalueathigh tem peraturecorresponding to the param agneticlim it;

� a shallow m inim um ,characteristicofa ferrim agnetic system with antiferrom agnetic couplings.Itisdue to the

localordering appearing asthetem peratureislowered,and which causesa decreaseofthelocalm agnetisation;

� a rapid increaseatlow tem perature due to the criticaldivergenceatT = 0.

Itisinterestingto determ inetheextenttowhich alltheseresultscan bedescribed by thesam euniversaltrend,sim ply

corrected by thelatticee�ects.Actually,athigh tem perature,thesusceptibility isgiven by theCurieconstantwhich

dependsin a sim ple way on the spin arrangem ent:

(�T)
T = 1

=
�2B

3kB

�
35

4
nC g

2

1 +
3

4
nQ g

2

2

�

(4)

where nQ and nC are the num bers oflow spin (quantum ) and high spin (classical)ions per m olecule,respectively

(thesenum bersaregiven in tableIforeach lattice).In equation (4)wehavetaken S(Q ) = 1=2,S(C ) = S(M n)= 5=2.

Forthe curvesof�gure2 wesetg1 = g2 = 2:

lattice a2 a4 a6

(a) 4 -20
3

8

(b) 4 -4 -152
9

(c) 3 -5 6

(d) 3 -7 140

9

TABLE I. Coe�cientsofthe high tem perature expansion forc v forthe fourlattices.
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Thetem peraturewherethem inim um occursism easured from theM onte-Carlodata.W epresenttheresultsin table

I(colum n 4)foreach lattice.W ehavecom puted thisquantity in them ean �eld theory,and wefound thesurprinsingly

sim pleresult:T �
m (M F )= 1

3
JS2n,wheren isthenum berofclassicalspinsin a unitcell(orequivalently thenum ber

ofclassicalneighbours ofa quantum spin).These values are presented in the 5th colum n oftable I.Although the

m ean �eld and M onte-Carlo resultsarequantitatively di�erent,onecan seefrom tableIthatthe relativeposition of

the m inim a with respectto the lattice isthe sam e forthe two results.Thisisan indication thatthe param etern is

probably relevantto thisquantity.

Atlow tem perature,the criticaldivergenceisdescribed by the non linearsigm a m odel.Them apping between the

discrete m odelon a speci�c lattice and the universal�eld theory can be established as follows.First,take the low

tem peraturespin wavelim itofthe latticem odel.

H e�(J)�! H SW (J
�)= �

1

2
J
�
X

< ij>

�
2

ij

Then takethe long wavelength lim itin orderto go to the continuum m odel

H SW (J�)�! H �(eJ)=
1

2
eJ

Z

d
2
r
P

�

@� n(r)� @� n(r) (5)

The �rst step depends on the e�ective interaction between the classicalspins whereas the second is related to the

geom etryoftheclassicalspin lattice.TheexpressionofeJ isgivenin tableIforeachlatticem odel.Asaconsequence,we

expectauniversalbehaviourofthelow tem peratureregim eofallthelattices,provided thetem peratureisrenorm alised

in such a way that eT = T=eJ. W e do notobserve this behaviourquantitatively on ourM onte-Carlo data,since our

lowest tem peratures do not lie within the universalcriticalregim e2.However,the hierarchy ofthe eJ values gives

qualitatively wellthe relativepositionsofthe criticalincreaseof�T foreach lattice.

K

0.0 1.0 2.0 3.0 4.0 5.0

c
V

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

1.2

1.4

1.6

Net (a)

Net (b)

Net (c)

Net (d)

FIG .3. The speci�c heatcv =
C v

N ckB
versusK = J S

2kB T
forthe fourlattices.

B .T he Speci�c H eat

The speci�c heat is plotted as a function ofK in �gure 3 for the four types oflattices. In allcases,it presents

a wellpronounced m axim um . Beside this com m on trend,the dependence on the lattice geom etry ofthe details of

thesecurvescan beunderstood from sim pleargum ents.TheT = 0 (largeK )lim iting valuecan beobtained from the

m agnon contribution to the ham iltonian ofeq.(5)which givesan energy per classicalspin

2
we noticed in ref[12]thatthisbehaviourisobserved forlattice (c)forK >

�
2:5 which correspondsto T <

�
0:59J
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E � E 0 + kB T

Therefore,by norm alising the heatcapacity to the num berofclassicalspins,we getforT = 0,cV = CV =N C kB = 1

ascan beseen on �gure3 from theresultofthesim ulation.ForlargeT (sm allK ),thebehaviourofthespeci�cheat

can beinferred from thehigh tem peratureexpansion.The�rstfew term softhisexpansion can easily bederived and

weget

cV = a2K
2 + a4K

4 + a6K
6 + � � �

where a2 turnsoutto be the num berofunitcellsconnected to a single (classical)site.This num bertogetherwith

thecoe�cienta 4 and a6 aregiven in tableIIforeach latticeTheresult,presented in �gure4 in com parison with the

M onte-Carlo data,showsthatup to K ’ 0:4,thesystem isdriven by itshigh tem peraturebehaviour.Thebehaviour

atinterm ediate and low tem peratureresultson the superposition oftwo contributions,

K

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4

c
V

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

Net (a)
Net (b)
Net (c)
Net (d)
Series

FIG .4. Sam e as�gure 3 butin the high tem perature regim e. The data pointscorrespond to the M onte-Carlo resultsand

the linesto the low orderhigh tem perature expansion.

sim ilarly to the caseoflattice (c)already analysed in ref.([12])and wherethise�ectisclearly visible:

� a �rstbum p forK � 1 resulting from the localordering ofthe quantum spin with respectto theirrandom ly

distributed classicalneighbours.By neglecting thecorrelationsbetween theclassicalspins,wecan estim atethis

contribution

C
Q

V
’ N Q kB K

2

Z
Q

i2�

d
i

4�

W 2(�)

cosh
2
(K W (�))

(6)

� a second bum p athighervalue ofK ,connected to the criticalbehaviourofthe system and which isexpected

to be described by the low tem peraturelim itofthe m odel(eq.(5)).

lattice a2 a4 a6

(a) 4 -20
3

8

(b) 4 -4 -152
9

(c) 3 -5 6

(d) 3 -7 140

9

TABLE II. Coe�cientsofthe high tem perature expansion forc v forthe fourlattices.
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FIG .5. Thespeci�cheatsubstracted from thequantum spin contribution asa function ofthelatticerenorm alised coupling

eK = eJ
J
K ,(see table I).

By substracting the speci�c quantum contribution given by eq.(6)and renorm alising the tem peraturedependence of

the residualspeci�c heatby the factorde�ned in the preceding section,we should obtain a universalcurve. Thisis

whatwecan observein �gure5,wherethedependence ofthe latticehasbeen washed outby com parison with �gure

3.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwe havedeterm ined the e�ectofthe topology ofthe spin lattice on the therm odynam icalproperties

oftwo-dim ensionalsystem swith alternating quantum -classicalspins,m odeling a wide fam ily ofm agnetic m olecular

com pounds. Since the quantum spin dependence can be traced out,we can used the very powerfulclassicalM onte-

Carlo techniquesto analysethese system s.

W efound thatthetem peraturedependenceofboth them agneticsusceptibilityand thespeci�cheatcan bedescribed

on the ground ofgeneralbehaviourson which the lattice inuence isexplicited. Thisanalysisallowsone to predict

in principle whatwould be the speci�c heatand the m agneticsusceptibility forothercom poundswith di�erentspin

geom etry.Alternatively,itcan beused to determ inetheinteraction param eterstogetherwith theZeem an factorsout

ofexperim entaldata [10].

In m ost cases [3],one observes experim entally at low tem perature (typically 10 to 15K ) a transition towards a

ferrom agnetic ordered phase which cannot be accom odated within our isotropic interaction [18]. Therefore, the

present analysis is only valid in the param agnetic phase. At low tem perature,spin anisotropy [11]and/or spatial

anisotropy m ustbe taken into accountto explain thisferrom agneticphasetransition.
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