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LocalM agnetic Im purities in the 2D Q uantum H eisenberg

A ntiferrom agnet

V.N.Kotov,J.Oitm aa,and O.Sushkov

SchoolofPhysics,University ofNew South W ales,Sydney 2052,Australia

The two-dim ensional(2D) quantum Heisenberg antiferrom agnet at zero

tem perature,with locally frustrating m agnetic defects,is studied. W e con-

sider two types of defects - an isolated ferrom agnetic bond (FM B) and a

quantum im purity spin,coupled sym m etrically to the two sub-lattices. A

techniqueisdeveloped to study strong defect-environm entinteraction.In the

case ofa FM B we�nd that,contrary to thepreviouslinearspin-wave result,

the localm agnetization stays �nite even forstrong frustration. Foran anti-

ferrom agnetic coupling ofa quantum im purity spin with itsenvironm ent,we

�nd a localchange in the ground state. Allour calculations are com pared

with num ericalresultsfrom exactdiagonalization.

PACS num bers:75.10.Jm ,75.30.Hx,75.50.Ee
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The two-dim ensionalquantum Heisenberg antiferrom agnet(HAFM )hasattracted a lot

ofattention in the lastseveralyears,m ainly because ofitsrelevance to the physics ofthe

high-Tc m aterials
1.Atzero holedoping,thesecom poundsform planesoflocalized Cu spins

and their physics is welldescribed by the spin-1/2 square lattice HAFM .There is strong

num ericalevidence that this system has long-range order (LRO) in its ground state at

T = 0. Due to quantum uctuations,the staggered m agnetic m om ent was found to be

reduced to about61% ofthe classicalvalue1. Doping with excessoxygen,which iscrucial

forsuperconductivity,createsspin-1/2 holeson theoxygen sites,located in between theCu

sites. The holes interact m agnetically with their Cu neighbors. This interaction leads to

frustration oftheCu spinsand ultim ately to destruction ofm agneticLRO,abovea critical

dopantconcentration.

Oneway to describethedoping processisvia an e�ective one-band m odel,like,e.g.the

t� J m odel2,in which theholeshop in theantiferrom agnetic(AFM )environm ent.

However,the extrem e lim itofstatic holes,which frustrate the AFM orderonly locally,

isalso believed to haverelevance.Thebasicidea,putforward by Aharony etal.3,isthata

hole,interactingwithitstwoneighborscreatesane�ectiveferrom agneticinteractionbetween

them .The m agneticpropertiesthen aredescribed by a HAFM with a given concentration

ofsuch ferrom agnetic bonds (FM B).As a start,it is im portant to understand the e�ect

thatoneisolated FM B hason theAFM environm ent.Thisproblem wasstudied by Leeand

Schlottm ann4 andAristovandM aleev5 in thelinearspin-waveapproxim ation(LSW A).They

found thatthem agnetization ofthetwospins,connected bythebond decreasesdram atically

asthestrength ofthebond increases,and noted an instability thatoccursin thetheory at

the"classical"transition point(thepointwherealocaltripletform ation isfavorablewithout

taking quantum uctuation into account).Therehavebeen severalextensionsofthiswork,

taking into account �nite tem perature and �nite concentration ofbonds6;7. One can also

treatthefrustration e�ectsm orerealistically,by consideringam odeloffrustration,in which

2



a static holeinteractswith itstwo neighborspins.Oitm aa,Betts,and Aydin8 studied this

m odelnum erically,viaan exactdiagonalization on sm allclusters,and found adiscontinuous

localphasetransition foran antiferrom agnetichole-neighborinteraction,whereasnochange

in theground stateoccurred fora ferrom agneticcoupling.A sim ilarm odelwasstudied by

Clarke,Giam archi,and Shraim an9 in onedim ension via bosonization.

In thepresentwork westudy thetwom odelswith localfrustration,m entioned above-an

isolated FM B in the 2D HAFM ,and a quantum defectspin,coupled sym m etrically to the

two sub-lattices.Ourm otivation istwofold.First,thebasic workson theFM B problem 4;5

usetheLSW A,which isonly valid forsm allFM B strength.In theoriginalfrustration m odel

however,Aharonyetal.3 concluded thattheinduced FM B couplingshould belarge.Thus,it

isim portantto study them odelforstrongcoupling,and,alongtheway,assesstheregion of

validity ofLSW A.Second,thetwo-dim ensionalspin defectm odel,which providesarealistic

frustration m echanism ,hasnotbeen studied analytically,asfaraswe know. The present

work,thus,extendsthepreviouswork ofOitm aa,Betts,and Aydin8 on thisproblem .

Ouranalyticalapproach isspeci�cally designed to treatthestrong coupling regim e.The

m ain idea isthatsincetheperturbationsarelocal,oneshould �rstsolvethedefectproblem

separately,and then take into account the defect-AFM environm ent interaction. For the

FM B problem thisam ountsto considering thetwo-body Green’sfunction ofthetwo spins,

connected by thebond.Analogously,forthespin defectproblem ,weintroduceathree-body

Green’sfunction (ofthe spin defect and itstwo neighbors). Allouranalyticalresults are

com pared with num ericalsim ulations,based on exactdiagonalization on sm allclusters. A

short account ofthe m ain results ofthis work appeared previously in Ref.[10]. The rest

ofthe paperisorganized asfollows. Sec.IIdescribesthe basic idea behind ourtheoretical

approach and,as a �rst application,we consider the HAFM with no defects. In Sec.III

we presentouranalytical,aswellasnum ericalsolution ofthe FM B problem .Sec.IV deals

with the spin defectproblem from the sam e perspective. Ourconclusionsare sum m arized

in Sec.V.
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II.M ET H O D D ESC R IP T IO N .

Considerthetwo-dim ensionalspin-1/2 Heisenberg m odelon a squarelatticeatzero tem -

perature:

H J = J
X

< i;j>

~Si:~Sj: (1)

The sum m ation isovernearestneighborsonly,and J > 0. W e setJ = 1 from now on. It

isknown1 thatthereisLRO in theground stateofH J and thestaggered m agneticm om ent

m �< Sz
i >= 0:303.

Now assum e we introduce additionalinteractions (oftypicalstrength K ) between two

nearestneighborspins.Letuscallsuch a con�guration a spin defect.W ehavein m ind,for

exam ple,a FM B,connecting two ofthespins.Sincesuch a defectislocal,itdoesnota�ect

signi�cantly the LRO far away from it. Therefore,in order to treat the strong coupling

regim e (K � J),one m ust�rsttake into accountthe interaction between the spinsin the

defectand then treatthedefect-AFM environm entinteraction.

Asa sim pleillustration oftheaboveidea considertheHAFM (1)withoutany additional

interactions. Let a "defect" consist ofonly one spin ~S1,and separate (1) into an AFM

background (spin-wave)Ham iltonian and a defect-neighborinteraction:

H = H sw + S
z
1

5X

i= 2

S
z
i +

(
1

2
S
+

1

5X

i= 2

S
�
i + h.c.

)

; (2)

H sw =
X

k

"k(�
y

k
�k + �

y

k
�k): (3)

Hereis�k and �k aretheusualspin-wave operatorswith dispersion
1:

"k = 2
q

1� 2
k
;k =

1

2
(cos(kx)+ cos(ky)): (4)

Next,the Ising part ofthe interaction in (2) is taken into account in the m ean-�eld

approxim ation,i.e. we replace:
P

5

i= 2S
z
i ! 4m . Forthe spin ~S1 itisconvenientto use the

ferm ion representation:
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S
+

1
= 	

y

"	 #; S
z
1
=
1

2
(	

y

"	 " � 	
y

#	 #); (5)

where 	
y

" and 	
y

# create (acting on theircom m on vacuum )a Sz
1
com ponent1=2 and �1=2

respectively. In orderforthe two ferm ionsto represent a spin-1/2 operator,they have to

satisfy theconstraint: 	
y

"	 " + 	
y

#	 # = 1,i.e.thephysicalstateshaveonly oneferm ion.In

thisrepresentation theHam iltonian becom es:

H = H sw + H 0 + H int; (6)

H 0 = 2m (	
y

#	 # � 	
y

"	 "); (7)

H int=

s

8

N
	
y

"	 #

X

k

k(uk�k + vk�
y

�k )+ h.c.; (8)

where N isthe totalnum beroflattice sites,and uk =
q

1

2
+ 1

"k
,vk = �sign(k)

q

� 1

2
+ 1

"k

aretheparam etersoftheBogoliubov transform ation.Herewehaveassum ed thatthespins

~Si;i= 2;::;5 belong to theB sub-lattice(spin down).

W e de�ne the Green’s functions for the two ferm ion and spin-wave species:

G �(t)= �i< T(	 �(t)	
y
�(0))>,� =";#, D (k;t)= �i< T(�k(t)�

y

k
(0))> (and sim ilarly

for�k).Theunperturbed Green’sfunctions(H int= 0)are:

G ";#(!)=
1

! � 2m + i�
; D (k;!)=

1

! � �k + i�
: (9)

Next,the term H int istreated in perturbation theory. The self-energy to one-loop orderis

given by thediagram in Fig.1a :

�"(")= i
8

N

X

k


2

k
u
2

k

Z

D (k;"0)G #("� "
0)
d"0

2�
=

8

N

X

k

2
k
u2
k

"� 2m � "k
: (10)

Thusthespectralfunction ofthe	 " particlesto thisorderis
11:

A "(")= �
1

�
Im G ret

" (")= �("+ 2m � �"("))� Z�("� "
�); (11)

where"� isthesolution oftheequation:
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"
� + 2m � �"("

�)= 0: (12)

Therenorm alization factorZ isdeterm ined from (11):

Z = 1+
@�"("

�)

@"
: (13)

Theground statewave function ofthe	 particle-spin-wave system isthen:

jG >=
p
Z	

y

"j0> +
X

k

A k	
y

#�
y

k
j0>; (14)

wherej0> isthevacuum forthe	 � and thespin-waveoperators:

	 �j0>= �kj0>= �kj0>= 0: (15)

From now on wewillalso adopttheshort-hand notation:

j� >� 	 y
�j0>; j�;� >� 	 y

��
y

k
j0>; j�;� >� 	 y

��
y

k
j0>; � =";#: (16)

Thewavefunction (14)isasum ofcoherent(�rstterm )and incoherentpart.In thecoherent

part,
p
Z represents the probability am plitude ofhaving the particle 	 " (i.e. the spin ~S1

being up) in the ground state ofH . The incoherent part com es from the adm ixture of

interm ediatestates,each ofthem entering with probability am plitude

A k =
<#;�jH intj">

"� 2m � "k
: (17)

Itiseasy to seethat:

X

k

jA kj
2 = 1� Z; (18)

which reectsthenorm alization condition forjG >.Finally,them agnetization is:

< GjS
z
1
jG >=

1

2
Z �

1

2
(1� Z)= 0:27: (19)

The agreem ent between (19)and the spin-wave theory result (m = 0:3)is quite good.

There are two ways to im prove our calculation. First,two-loop (see Fig.2b),and higher

ordercorrectionscan be included. Letusnote thatdue to spin conservation there are no
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vertex correctionsto theself-energy (ofthe type,shown in Fig.2c).A sim ilarphenom enon

occursin thet� J m odel12.Second,we could de�ne clustersofm orethan onespin asour

"defect". Although the calculation accuracy is expected to im prove by taking the above

two points into account,the leading order result is quite reliable,and,for the problem s

considered in thenexttwo sections,isin good agreem entwith num ericalsim ulations.

III.FER R O M A G N ET IC B O N D P R O B LEM .

A .T heory.

Considera ferrom agneticbond ofstrength K,connecting thesites1 and 2:

H = H J � K ~S1:~S2; (20)

whereK > 0.Thesecond term in (20)frustratestheLRO in theneighborhood ofthedefect

and thereforeleadsto localsuppression ofthem agnetization.

Following theidea,outlined in Sec.II,weseparatetheinteractionsinto a partwithin the

defect (i.e. between the spins ~S1 and ~S2)and a defect-spin-wave interaction. The Ising

partofthelatteristreated in m ean-�eld approxim ation,whereasthetransverse part(H int

below)isourperturbation:

H = H sw + H 0 + H int; (21)

H 0 = �(K � 1)~S1:~S2 + 3m (Sz
2
� S

z
1
); (22)

H int=

s

1

2N

(

S
+

2

X

k

�(k)eikx(uk�
y

k
+ vk��k )+ S

+

1

X

k

�(k)(uk�k + vk�
y

�k )+ h.c.

)

; (23)

where

�(k)= 2cos(ky)+ exp(ikx); (24)

and H sw is given by (3). In (22)and (23)itis assum ed that ~S1 belongs to sub-lattice A

(spin up)and ~S2 -to sub-latticeB.
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W eintroducea ferm ion representation forthespins ~S1 and ~S2,sim ilarly to (5),and call

thecorrespondingferm ions	 ";# and �";#,respectively.Thus(22)and (23)should bethought

ofasexpressed in term s ofthese ferm ions. In order to diagonalize H 0 it is convenient to

de�nethetwo-particlem atrix Green’sfunction Ĝ ��:

Ĝ ��(t)= �i

0

B
B
@

< T(	 "(t)�#(t)	
y

"�
y

#)> < T(	 "(t)�#(t)	
y

#�
y

")>

< T(	 #(t)�"(t)	
y

"�
y

#)> < T(	 #(t)�"(t)	
y

#�
y

")>

1

C
C
A : (25)

As(25)suggests,the diagonalelem ents (11 and 22)correspond to the two-particle states

j1>� j"#> and j2>� j#">,respectively,wherethe�rstarrow representsthespin ~S1 and

the second one -the spin ~S2. The o�-diagonalcom ponents represent transitions between

thesetwo states.Forfuturepurposesitisconvenientto de�nealso thestates:j3>� j"">

and j4>� j##>.Theunperturbed Green’sfunctions(corresponding to H 0)are:

G 11;22(!)=
1

! � (K � 1)=4� 3m + i�
; G 12(!)= G 21(!)=

1

! + (K � 1)=2+ i�
: (26)

Next,we evaluate the self-energies to lowest orderin perturbation theory with respect to

H int. Itis,in fact,m ore convenient to use the Releigh-Schr�oedinger perturbation theory,

ratherthan Feynm an’s diagram m atic technique. Using notations,sim ilarto (16),the ex-

pression for�11 is:

�11(")=
X

k

j< 3;�jH intj1> j2

"+ (K � 1)=4� "k
+
j< 4;�jH intj1> j2

"+ (K � 1)=4� "k
: (27)

Here by H int we m ean the interaction Ham iltonian at�xed wave vector,i.e. (23)without

thek sum m ation.Evaluating (27),weget:

�11(")=
1

N

X

k

j�(k)j2u2
k

"+ (K � 1)=4� "k
: (28)

Sim ilarcalculationsfortheothertwo Green’sfunctionsgive:

�22(")=
1

N

X

k

j�(k)j2v2
k

"+ (K � 1)=4� "k
; �12(")=

1

N

X

k

Re
h

�2(k)eikx
i

ukvk

"+ (K � 1)=4� "k
: (29)

Thisisthe one-loop resultwhich issu�cientforourpurposes.Letusm ention thathigher

loop orders ofperturbation theory for Ĝ �� are m ore com plicated than those for the one-

particlepropagatorofSec.II,becausevertex correctionsareallowed.
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In orderto evaluatevariouscorrelation functions,weproceed sim ilarly to thecalculation

oftheprevioussection.SincetheHam iltonian m ixestheferm ionicstatesj1> and j2>,the

equation forthee�ective energy level"�,corresponding to (12)now hastheform :
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

"� � (K � 1)=4+ 3m � �11("
�) �(K � 1)=2+ �12("

�)

�(K � 1)=2+ �12("
�) "� � (K � 1)=4� 3m � �22("

�)

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

= 0: (30)

The correctnorm alized eigenstate isofthe form j12 >= �1j1 > +�2j2 >,where (�1;�2)is

an eigenvectorofthem atrix in (30),and �2
1
+ �2

2
= 1.

Theground statewave function can bewritten as:

jG >=
p
Zj12> + incoherentpart; (31)

where the incoherentpartrepresents the contribution ofthe interm ediate statesj3 > and

j4>.Thenorm alization factorZ isde�ned as:

Z = 1+
@~�("�)

@"
; (32)

wheretheselfenergy ~�:

~�(")= �
2

1
�11(")+ �

2

2
�22(")+ 2�1�2�12("): (33)

Theaverageofany spin operator Ô in thestatejG > is:

< G ĵOjG > = < 12ĵOj12> Z +
X

i= 3�;4�

X

k

j< ijH intj12> j2

["+ (K � 1)=4� "k]
2
< iĵOji>

=< 12ĵOj12> Z +
1� Z

2

X

i= 3;4

< iĵOji> : (34)

Using theaboveform ula,wegetforthem agnetization and thelongitudinaland transverse

spin-spin correlation functions:

M �< S
z
1
>=

�2
1
� �2

2

2
Z; (35)

CL(1;2)�< S
z
1
S
z
2
>= �

1

4
�
1

2
(Z � 1); (36)

CT(1;2)�
1

2
< S

+

1
S
�
2
+ h.c.>= �1�2Z: (37)

Thenum ericalevaluation ofthesum s(28)and (29)and thesolution of(30)arestraightfor-

ward.Thecorrelatorsarethen com puted by using Eqs.(32,33,35-37).
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B .Exact diagonalization studies.

To estim atetheaccuracy ofouranalyticapproach wehaveobtained num ericalresultsby

exactdiagonalization ofsm allclusters. Instead ofusing periodic boundary conditions,we

have applied a staggered m agnetic �eld in the z direction to spinson the boundary ofthe

cluster.Thisbreaksthesublatticesym m etry and allowsusto com putesingle-spin averages

aswellasto distinguish between longitudinaland transverse correlations.

Thisprocedure ofcourse also breaksthe translationalinvariance oftheclusterand will,

in general,lead to increased �nite size e�ectsand slow convergence to the bulk lim it. W e

have chosen a cluster ofN = 18 sites and a boundary �eld to give < Sz >= 0:3 on the

boundary spins. Extrem ely good qualitative agreem ent was obtained with the analytical

results,and tuning ofthe �eld would achieve even betteragreem ent. Thishowever isnot

warranted without,at the sam e tim e,a system atic extrapolation ofthe cluster results to

thetherm odynam iclim it.

C .R esults.

Theresultsobtained by theGreen’sfunction m ethod aswellastheexactdiagonalization

resultsaresum m arized in Figures2 and 3.

Figure 2 plots the localm agnetization M and the totalspin-spin correlation function

across the FM B C(1;2)�< ~S1:~S2 >= CL(1;2)+ CT(1;2)asa function offrustration K .

W e have also calculated M by using LSW A,essentially following Lee and Schlottm ann4.

By treating K as a perturbation one can,in fact,exactly solve the Dyson equation for

the spin-wave Green’sfunction4. The LSW A resultshowsthatthe m agnetization vanishes

around K = 1:9 and an instability occursatK = 2,which isthepointwhen a localtriplet

form ation isexpected to occurclassically.

Our result (35) shows qualitatively di�erent behavior. Up to K = 1 the two curves

follow each otherclosely,both predicting aslightincreaseofM atthatvalue(corresponding
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to a m issing bond). A sim ilar suppression ofquantum uctuations was observed in the

case ofa m issing site13. However,beyond K = 1 we predictthatthe localm agnetization

decreases slowly and stays non-zero even for large K . On the other hand,the correlator

C(1;2)changessign and becom esferrom agneticataround K = 2:1.Asshown in Figure3,

itis,in fact,thetransversepartofthecorrelatorthatchangessign,whiletheIsing parthas

antiferrom agnetic sign forallK . W ith increasing K the transverse partincreasesand the

Ising one decreases(in m agnitude),butrem ainsnon-zero,which isconsistentwith a �nite

m agnetization.

The exact diagonalization results agree qualitatively wellwith those obtained by the

Green’sfunction m ethod.

W e would like to stress that,asourresultsshow,the range ofvalidity ofthe LSW A is

lim ited to sm allfrustration only (K < 1).Beyond thispointthenum berofgenerated spin

wavesislarge and the interactionsbetween them becom e im portant.The vanishing ofthe

m agnetization in LSW A is thus an artifact ofthe approxim ation. Our treatm ent,on the

otherhand,isapplicablefarbeyond K = 1.

IV .IM P U R IT Y SP IN P R O B LEM .

In this section we consider local frustration due to an additional quantum spin

~� (� = 1=2),coupled sym m etrically to thetwo sub-lattices:

H = H J + L~�:(~S1 + ~S2)� ~S1:
~S2: (38)

Foreithersign ofthecouplingL,thesecond term in (38)frustratesthespins ~S1 and ~S2.Itis

also assum ed thattheim purity spin e�ectively rem ovesthesuperexchange between them 8.

Sim ilarly to the approach used in Sec.III,�rst we diagonalize the second term in (38)

exactly,and then treattheinteraction of~S1 and ~S2 with theAFM background (spin waves)

perturbatively.Thuswehave:

H = H sw + H 0 + H int; (39)
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where

H 0 = L~�:(~S1 + ~S2)+ 3m (Sz
2
� S

z
1
); (40)

and H sw and H int are given by (3) and (23) respectively. W e have assum ed, as in the

derivation of(23),that ~S1 2 (sub-latticeA),~S2 2 (sub-latticeB).

In ordertodiagonalizeH 0,de�nethebarestates(thearrowsrepresent,from lefttoright,

thez com ponentsof ~S1,~� and ~S2):

j1>= j""#>;j2>= j#"">;j3>= j"#">; Sz
tot = 1=2; (41)

j4>= j"##>;j5>= j##">;j6>= j#"#>;Sz
tot = �1=2; (42)

jup>= j""">; Sz
tot = 3=2: (43)

ObservethatSz
tot=

P

iS
z
i+ �

z isconserved and thuseach sectorcan bedealtwith separately.

Diagonalizing H 0 in thesectorsS
z
tot = �1=2:

det(< ijH 0jj> �"�ij)= 0 (44)

wegettheeigenenergies"i which correspond to theeigenvectors:

ji+ >=

3X

j= 1

aijjj>;S
z
tot = 1=2; (45)

ji� >=

6X

j= 4

aijjj>;S
z
tot = �1=2: (46)

Both statesare assum ed to be norm alized. The above two sectorshave the lowestenergy

(com pared to Sz
tot = �3=2) and are degenerate. For de�niteness we choose,for exam ple

Sz
tot = 1=2.Itwillbeproven below,both analytically and num erically thattheground state

ofH staysin thissectorforany L even afterH int istaken into account.

In orderto develop a perturbation theory in H int itisconvenient to introduce Green’s

functions.Sincetherearethreestatesofthreeparticles,wehaveto considera 3� 3 m atrix

three-particle Green’sfunction Ĝ ij;i;j = 1;2;3. The polesofĜ ij are the m atrix elem ents

< ijH 0jj >. In orderto de�ne Ĝ ij letusintroduce a ferm ionic operatorrepresentation for
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thethreespins,analogously to (5).Theferm ionsrepresenting ~S1,~S2 and ~� are	 �,�� and

� �,respectively,� =";#.TheHam iltonian now should bethoughtofasexpressed in term s

oftheseoperators.Then,forexam ple Ĝ 11 isde�ned as:

Ĝ 11(t)= �i< T(	 "(t)� "(t)�#(t)	
y

"�
y

"�
y

#)>; (47)

and sim ilarly foralltheothers.Theunperturbed Green’sfunctionsare:

Ĝ
�1
ij (!)= !� < ijH 0jj> +i�; i;j= 1;2;3: (48)

To lowestorderofperturbation theory with respectto H int,theself-energies,corresponding

to Ĝ ij arecalculated as:

�ij(")=

3X

l= 1

X

k

< i+ jH intjl�;� >< l�;�jH intjj+ >

"� "l� "k
+

X

k

< i+ jH intjup;� >< up;�jH intjj+ >

"� "up � "k
; (49)

where"up = L=2 istheenergy,corresponding to thestatejup> (43).

Then theequation forthee�ective energy level"� (com parewith (30))is:

det(("i� "
�)�ij + �ij("

�))= 0: (50)

Thecorrectthree-particleSz
tot = 1=2 eigenstateisgiven by:

j123>=

3X

i= 1

�iji+ > : (51)

Here�iarethenorm alized eigenvectorsofthem atrix in (50).Thethree-particle-spin-wave

ground stateto lowestorderis,sim ilarly to (31):

jG >=
p
Zj123> +incoherentpart: (52)

Thenorm alization factorZ isde�ned as:

Z = 1+

3X

i;j= 1

�i�j
@�ij("

�)

@"
: (53)
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The incoherent part is a m ixture ofthe interm ediate states ji�;� > and jup;� > with

appropriateweights,which aretoo lengthy to writedown explicitly.

Finally,the average ofany com bination ofspin operators Ô in thisground state can be

easily calculated:

< G ĵOjG >=< 123ĵOj123> Z +
X

k

j< up;�jH intj123> j2

("� "up � "k)
2

< upĵOjup> +

3X

l;m = 1

X

k

< 123jH intjm �;� >< l�;�jH intj123>

("� "m � "k)("� "l� "k)
< m � ĵOjl� > : (54)

Using (54)we have calculated the spin-spin correlation functionsfor ~S1;2 and ~�,aswellas

theappropriatem agnetizations.Thefollowing notationsareadopted:

C(�;i)�< ~�:~Si>;i= 1;2; C(1;2)�< ~S1:~S2 >; (55)

M (�)�< �
z
>;M (i)�< S

z
i >;i= 1;2 (56)

W e have also perform ed num ericalsim ulations,based on exactdiagonalization on sm all

clusterswith typicalsizeN = 18+ 1.Thenum ericalprocedureissim ilartotheoneoutlined

in Sec.IIIB.Allourresultsaresum m arized in Figures4 and 5.W ehavechecked with both

m ethodsthattheground stateisin thesectorSz
tot = 1=2forallL and thusno levelcrossing

occurs.

Forferrom agneticvalueofthecoupling,L < 0,allcorrelationsbecom eferrom agneticfor

su�ciently large jLj(Fig.4.). However,thisisnotaccom panied by a change in the ground

state,since allthe three spins have a non-zero m agnetization (Fig.5.). This was already

pointed outby Oitm aa,Betts,and Aydin8.The situation israthersim ilarto thecase ofa

FM B in an AFM background,studied in theprevioussection.

Forantiferrom agnetic coupling,L > 0,there isa localground state phase transition at

L � 2:3,when thespins~S2 and ~� changethedirection oftheirm agnetization.Naturally,the

m agnetization of~S1 increasesatthispoint,sinceitisnolongerfrustrated.Thislocalchange

in the ground state was observed num erically by Oitm aa,Betts,and Aydin8. However,
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they found a discontinuity in allcorrelation functionsaswellasthe m agnetizationsatthe

transition point,which wasattributed to levelcrossing. W e,on the otherhand,observe a

continuoustransition.Itisquitepossiblethatthediscontinuity isdueto a �nitesizee�ect.

V .SU M M A RY A N D C O N C LU SIO N S.

In sum m ary,wehavedeveloped an analytictechniquewhich allowed astostudy thee�ect

oflocally frustratingperturbations(staticspin defects)in 2D quantum antiferrom agnetsfor

any strength ofthecoupling.Such defectsareofrelevanceto thephysicalsystem ofoxygen

holes in the CuO planes ofthe high-Tc cuprates at low doping. Allanalytic results are

in good agreem ent with num ericalsim ulations, based on exact diagonalization on sm all

clusters.

Foran isolated ferrom agneticbond wefound thatthelocalm agnetization doesnotvanish

even forstrongfrustration.Ourresultsuggests,thatthepreviouscalculationsusingLSW A 4;5

lead to qualitatively wrong behavior. The region ofvalidity ofLSW A isthusrestricted to

sm allfrustration only.

W e also studied frustration due to a quantum im purity spin coupled sym m etrically to

the two sub-lattices. It was found that for a ferrom agnetic sign ofthe coupling there is

no change in the ground state,sim ilarly to the case ofa FM B.For an antiferrom agnetic

interaction between the im purity and itsneighborswe reporta localchange in the ground

state.

Thetechniquepresented in thispaperisnotlim ited to thestudy oftheaboveproblem s.

It can be applied to any spin system s where LRO is suppressed locally due to additional

interactionsand representsa nicealternativeto LSW A forstrong interactions.
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FIG .1. Diagram sforthe self-energy �":a)O ne-loop contribution.b),c)Exam plesoftwo-loop

corrections. Solid lines represent ferm ionic G reen’s functions,while dashed lines are spin-wave

propagators.

FIG .2. Localm agnetization M (solid line)and the correlation function C (1;2)(long dashed

line),calculated by using theG reen’sfunction m ethod,asa function oftheFM B strength K .The

diam ondsand squaresare the corresponding exactdiagonalization results.The shortdashed line

isthe m agnetization,calculated in LSW A.

FIG .3. The transverse (solid line) and the longitudinal(dashed line) parts ofthe spin-spin

correlation function across the FM B.The triangles and the circles are the corresponding exact

diagonalization results.

FIG .4. Correlationsbetween the im purity spin and itsneighbors,asde�ned in Eq.(55). The

linesand the sym bolsrepresent,respectively,the analyticaland the exactdiagonalization results.

FIG .5. Them agnetization oftheim purity (solid line)and theneighboring spins(dashed lines)

asa function ofthe interaction L.Thesym bolsrepresenttheexactdiagonalization results.
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