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Abstract

B a,Cu304C L consists of two types of copper atoms, Cu@) and Cu@®).
W e study the corresponding H eisenberg m odel w ith three antiferrom agnetic
couplings, Jaa , Jgg and Jag - W e nd interesting frustration e ects due to
the coupling Ja g -
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I. NTRODUCTION

The exciting collective m agnetic properties of layered cuprates have attracted much
attention over the last decade. Recent experin ents on Ba,Cuz;04,C L El] show m agnetic
properties of this quasi 2d quantum antiferrom agnet which di er from the well studied an—
tiferrom agnetian of the parent cuprates lke La,C uO 4. M ost Interesting is the observation
oftwo m agnetic critical tem peratures (Iy 330K , Ty 40K ) and ofa weak ferrom agnetic
mom ent [l}], where a sin ple explanation of the ferrom agnetic m om ent by a D zyaloshinsky—
M ordya exchange can be ruld out P].

T he In portant di erence between the parent cuprates and B a,C u30 4C L isthe existence

ofadditionalC u B ) atom s Jocated at the centre ofevery second C u @A ) square. T he coupling
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between the A spins Jpa is strongly antiferrom agnetic. T he observation ofa an aller second
critical tem perature TS5 fli] ndicates a weaker antiferrom agnetic coupling Jg 5 between the
B soins. Additionally, there is a com peting coupling Jaz between A and B soins giving rise

for nteresting frustration e ects.

II.THE MODEL

W e consider the classical and the quantum (spin 1=2) version of the H eisenberg m odel
X X X
H = Jan S;S; + Jss S;S; + Jas S;S; 1)
<i2R ;528> <i2B ;2B > <i2R ;2B >

w here the sum s run over nearest neighbourbondsoftypeA A,B B,A B.Tight
binding calculations B] and the large TS indicate a strong antiferrom agnetic J, » - Because
the couplings Jgs and Jpp are of higher order of the hopping integrals 3] they can be
assum ed as much) an allerthen J, » . In thispaperwe focusour interest on antiferrom agnetic
Jes s Jas < Jaa and discuss the m agnetic properties in dependence on Jag and Jgg for
xed Jpaa = 1. Sihce the copper soin is 1=2 the quantum nature of the spins is of great
In portance. To take nto acocount fullquantum uctuations we use an exact diagonalization
algorithm to calculate data fortwo nite Jattices of N = 12 sites (8 A spinsand 4 B spins)
N = 24 sites (16 A spinsand 8 B spins). For com parison we present also som e data for the

corresponding classical systam s.

IIT.RESULTS

The ground state results or sn allJz g and Jap are as follow s:

—C lassicalm odel: Starting from the point Jox = 0 we have N ecl ordering in the subsys-
tem s A and B. These two Neel states are decoupled and can rotate freely with respect to
each other, ie. the ground state is highly degenerated.

Increasing the frustrating Ja 5 thereisa rst ordertransition to a non-planar canted state

P
at Jyp; = 2 Jaadep (seeFigl). In this nonplanar state the A spins form a slightly tilted



N eel state, w here the sublattice m agnetization M ¢, is lowered to about 90% forJys ~ IS,
and decreases w ith increasing J,g . In the B subsystam the anglke between neighbouring
Foinsis =2 and the spinsbuil a planar state perpendicular to the sublattice m agnetization
axis of the A subsystem . However, due to the canting of A spins there is a correlation
between A and B soins. There isno ferrom agnetic m om ent in the non-planar canted state.
However, an aln ost degenerated classical planar state exists with a weak ferrom agnetic
mom ent which Increases wih Jag . Quantum uctuations m ay change this situation and
could sekct a planar state nstead of a non-planar ground state. For larger J,p further
transitions to other ground states take place, which are not considered here.

—Quantum model: W e focus our consideration on the lattice with N = 24 sites. The
results orN = 12 are com parabl supposing a relation of Ji4 = 2J2%1 . N otice, that for
N = 12 the B -spins have only two nearest B neighbors instead of four.) First we consider
the antiferrom agnetic ground state ordering for sm all J, 5 , where the two subsystam s order
In a quantum Neel state. In contrast to the classical case the quantum uctuations cause
a typical 'order from disorder’ e ect and lift the classical degeneracy by selecting a state
with a oollinear structure of two sublattice m agnetizations. This is accom panied by the
developm ent of a m agnetic coupling between A and B subsystem s. A sin ilar ‘order from
disorder’ phenom enon is welkknown from the J; J, antiferrom agnet on square lattice for
Jr,=J1 065 [4]. The stability of the Neel state is supported by quantum uctuations
Figl). The transition line to a canted state lies well above the classical nstability line and
foranalldgs < 0:07Ja the lne Ollow s approxin ately the relation J, 2 :7p Jandeg - A
detailed analysis of the canted state gives indications for planar structure which is, however,
slightly di erent from that classical planar state which is aln ost degenerated w ith the non—
planar classical ground state. The ground state order param eters for the N = 24 site
lattice are shown In Fig2 for Jgg = 0:4Jax which corresponds to the relation of crtical
tam peratures. Obviously, both system s are antiferrom agnetically ordered. However, the

antiferrom agnetic order in the B system is weakened by Jxz and drops down dram atically



at the critical Iine. This is acoom panied by an Increase of the square of the totalm agnetic
momentsM 2,M 7 indicating the possbility ofa weak ferrom agneticm om ent in the quantum
system .

Let us nally present the tem perature dependence of the speci ¢ heat c(T) for the
quantum case Fig.J3). The exact calculation of c(T) needs the com plete diagonalization
of the Ham iltonian and is restricted to very small system, ie. to N = 12 in our case.
We nd two peaks In c(T) Indicating the two transition tem peratures. The peak posi-
tions Tp and Ty oorresoond to the coupling strengths Jpa and Jgg . T he frustrating cou-
plng Jag causes a decrease of T, and Tz . For the param eters used In Fig.3 we have

TA (JAB = 0:5)=TA (JAB = 0) = 0:99 and TB (JAB = 0:5)=TB (JAB = 0) = 087.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Transition line between the Neel phase and the canted phase (see text) for anall
Jap and Jgg (N = 24). Notice that for larger Jag several other phases appear which are not

considered here.

FIG.2. Square of magnetic order param eters versus Jag or Jgg = 01 N = 24). MSZ;A
™ SZ;B) — staggered m agnetic m om ent of subsystem A CB),MZf (ME%) —totalm agnetic m om ent of

subsystem A (B)

FIG .3. Speci cheat versus tam perature or Jgg = 025 W = 12) and two di erent Jap -
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Fig.1, J. Richter et al., Magnetic model ...
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Fig.2, J. Richter et al., Magnetic model ...
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Fig.3, J. Richter et al., Magnetic model ...



