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The ground state ofthesquare lattice bilayerquantum antiferrom agnetwith nearest(J1)and

next-nearest (J2) neighbour intralayer interaction is studied by m eans ofthe dim er expansion

m ethod up tothe6-th orderin theinterlayerexchangecouplingJ3.Thephaseboundary between

thespin-gap phaseand them agnetically ordered phaseisdeterm ined from thepolesofthebiased

Pad�e approxim ants for the susceptibility and the inverse energy gap assum ing the universality

classofthe3-dim ensionalclassicalHeisenbergm odel.Forweak frustration,thecriticalinterlayer

coupling decreaseslinearly with �(= J2=J1).Thespin-gap phasepersistsdown to J3 = 0 (single

layerlim it)for0:45<� �
<

� 0:65.Thecrossoveroftheshortrangeorderwithin thedisordered phase
isalso discussed.

KEYW O RDS:bilayerHeisenberg antiferrom agnet,frustration,Pad�e approxim ant,dim erexpansion m ethod,spin-

gap state

x1. Introduction

The spin-1/2 square lattice Heisenberg m odel is

now widely believed to have an antiferrom agnetic long

range order in the ground state.1,2,3,4) It is, how-

ever,expected that the strong quantum 
uctuation in

this system m ay lead to the destruction of the long

range order with the help of som e additional m ech-

anism . In this context, the square lattice antifer-

rom agnetic Heisenberg m odel with nearest and next-

nearest exchange interaction (hereafter called J1-J2
m odel)5,6,3,4,7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18) and the bi-

layer Heisenberg m odel19,20,21,22,23,24,25,26,27,28) have

been studied extensively. Considering the di�erence of

the nature of the m echanism leading to the spin-gap

phase in these two m odels,it m ustbe m ostinteresting

to study theirinterplay in thebilayerJ1-J2 m odel.
30,29)

In the bilayer m odel, if the interlayer antiferrom ag-

neticcoupling isstrong enough,thespinson both layers

form interlayer singlet pairs and the quantum 
uctua-

tion isenhanced leadingtothequantum disorderedstate.

Thedim erexpansion study ofthism odelhasbeen quite

successful21,24,25,26,27) and it is shown that the transi-

tion between the N�eelphaseand the spin-gap phasebe-

longsto the universality classof3-dim ensionalclassical

Heisenbergm odel.Thisresultisalsocon�rm ed by quan-

tum M onte Carlo sim ulation.23)

O n the other hand, in the J1-J2 m odel, the com -

petition between the nearest neighbour interaction J1

and the nearestneighbourinteraction J2 introducesthe

frustration in the spin con�guration which enhancesthe

quantum 
uctuation. The conclusion about the pres-

ence ofthe quantum disordered state in this m odelis,

however,stillcontroversialeven in the m ost frustrated
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regim e.

In orderto apply the dim erexpansion m ethod to the

singlelayerJ1-J2 m odel,itisinevitableto startwith the

dim ercon�gurationswhich break thetranslationalsym -

m etry asan unperturbed ground state.3,4) In thebilayer

J1-J2 m odel,theunperturbed ground statecan betaken

asthe interlayerdim ersand the translationalsym m etry

ofthe originalHam iltonian ispreserved throughoutthe

calculation. Therefore the bilayer m odelis m ore suit-

ableforthedim erexpansion study than thesinglelayer

m odel. It is also possible to get insight into the phase

transitionsin the single layerm odelby investigating of

the asym ptotic behaviorin the lim itofvanishing inter-

layerinteraction.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows: The bilayerJ1-J2
m odelHam iltonian isintroduced in thenextsection.In

x3,the dim er expansion m ethod3,4,31,32) is applied to

this m odeland the phase diagram is determ ined using

the biased Pad�eanalysis.The lastsection isdevoted to

sum m ary and discussion.

x2. B ilayer J1-J2 M odel

The Ham iltonian ofthe bilayer J1-J2 m odelis given

asfollows,

H = J1

X

< i;j> n n

(S
A
i S

A
j + S

B
i S

B
j )

+ J2

X

< i;j> n n n

(S
A
i S

A
j + S

B
i S

B
j )

+ J3

X

i

S
A
i S

B
i ; (2.1)

whereS
A
i and S

B
i arethespin operatorswith m agnitude

1=2 on the i-th site ofthe layerA and B ,respectively.
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The expression
X

< i;j> n n

and
X

< i;j> n n n

denotethe sum m a-

tion overtheintralayernearestneighbourpairsand next

nearestneighbourpairs,respectively.Thelastterm rep-

resents the interlayer coupling. Allexchange couplings

are assum ed to be antiferrom agnetic. In the following,

we denote the ratiosJ2=J1 = � and J3=J1 = �. In the

classicallim it,the ground state isthe N�eelstate orthe

collinear state according as � < �c or � > �c where

�c = 0:5.5,30)

x3. D im er Expansion M ethod

In the absence ofthe intralayercoupling,the ground

state is the assem bly ofindependent interlayer dim ers.

Treating the intralayercoupling

H intra = J1

2

4
X

< i;j> n n

n

S
A
i S

A
j + S

B
i S

B
j

o

+ �
X

< i;j> n n n

n

S
A
i S

A
j + S

B
i S

B
j

o

3

5 ; (3.1)

asa perturbation,we apply the expansion with respect

to z = ��1 using the m ethod of G elfand, Singh and

Huse3,4,31) and G elfand32) for various values of�. In

order to calculate the staggered susceptibility �N and

collinear susceptibility �C , we also add the following

m agnetic �eld term swith wave num berQ = (�;�)and

(�;0),respectively.

H Q =

NX

i

h
�

S
zA
i � S

zB
i

�

(� 1)Q ri; (3.2)

and calculate the ground state energy E (h) up to the

second orderin h.Hereri istheposition ofthei-th site

and N isthe num berofthe lattice sitesin a layer.The

susceptibility isgiven by,

� = �
@2E (h)

@h2

�
�
�
�
h! 0

; (3.3)

where� standsfor�N or�C according asQ = (�;�)or

(�;0).Using them ethod ofG elfand,32) wealsocalculate

theexpansion seriesforthesingleparticleexcitation en-

ergies� N and � C atthe wave vector(�;�)and (�;0),

respectively.

These quantitiesare expanded as a powerseriesin z

and �z as

O =

1X

p= 0

1X

q= 0

cp;qz
p(�z)q =

1X

k= 0

ck(�)z
k
; (3.4)

and

ck(�)=

kX

q= 0

ck�q;q �
q
: (3.5)

Here O stands for �N ,�C ,� N and � C . Actually,the

coe�cientsc k(�)are calculated up to the 6-th orderin

��1 � J1=J3 for 7 di�erent values of� and cp;q’s are

calculated by inverting the relation (3.5).

Theratioseriesoftheseseriesare,however,ill-behaved

exceptforthecloseneighbourhood of� = 0.In orderto

locate the phase boundary asprecisely aspossible from

the lim ited data,we assum e that the phase transition

of the present m odelbelongs to the universality class

of 3-dim ensionalclassicalHeisenberg m odel for which

� � (� � �c)
�
 and � � (� � � c)

� with 
 ’ 1:4 and

� ’ 0:7133) even in the presence offrustration. Thisis

expected tobevalidbecausetheBerryphaseterm always

cancelbetween thetwolayersevenifitexistsin thesingle

layerm odeland the rem aining long wave length action

isgiven by the3-dim ensionalO (3)nonlinear� m odel,14)

Thusweobtain thebiased [L;M ]Pad�eapproxim antsfor

each value of� as,

O
1=�[L;M ]=

P

l= 0;L
pOl z

l

P

i= 0;m
qOm z

m
; (3.6)

with qO0 = 1 and L + M � 6 where � standsfor
 and

� �. From the poleszc ofthe approxim antsfor�N and

� N (�C and � C ),wedeterm inethecriticalvalues�c =

1=zc ofthe phase transition between the N�eel(collinear)

phaseand thespin-gap phaseforeach valueof�.These

approxim antsbehaveas

O
1=�[L;M ]�

A O
c

zc� z
=

B O
c

� � �c
; (3.7)

in the neighbourhood ofpoles z = zc. Depending on

L and M , we �nd m any poles which are rather scat-

tered. Am ong them ,we only accept the positive poles

with sm allest zc (largest �c) and positive am plitudes.

Thepoleswith am plitudesA O
c lessthan thecut-o�value

�A = 0:01� 0:1 arediscarded asspurious.Figures1(a),

(b)and (c)show the�-dependenceofthepolesofthe6-

th,5-th and 4-th orderapproxim antswith L = M ;M � 1.

Forsm all�,the criticalvalue of� decreaseslinearly

with �.Thisbehavioriscom m on forallpolesshown in

Fig.1 and consistent with other calculations.29,30) For

generalvalues of �, it is physically reasonable to as-

sum e that the criticalvalue of� decreases (increases)

with the increase of� forN�eel(collinear)-spin-gap tran-

sition.Som epoles,however,show theoppositebehavior

asshown in Fig.1.W eassum ethesepolesarephysically

m eaningless. Ifthese polesare om itted,the qualitative

featuresofthephasediagram iscom m on forallapprox-

im ants. Nam ely,no acceptable realpositive poles are

found in the interval0:45<
�
�<
�
0:65 indicating that the

spin-gap phaseisstableforthesinglelayerm odelin this

intervalof�.TheN�eel(collinear)ordered stateappears

for�<
�
0:45 (�>

�
0:65). This isconsistentwith the exact

diagonalization results12,13) and som eapproxim ateesti-

m ations,3,4,5,6,14,15,16,17,18) although the precise value

ofthe critical� depends on the m ethod used. O n the

other hand,the corresponding am plitude B �
c does not

show any singular behavior as �c ! 0 on these poles

as shown in Fig. 2 for the [3;3]approxim ants of� N

and � C .Thissuggeststhatthe universality classofthe

transition in the single layerm odelbelongsto the sam e

universality class as the bilayer m odel. This is consis-

tent with the prediction that the Berry phase term is

dangerously irrelevanteven ifitexistsin thesinglelayer
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m odel,34)

Using the [3,3]approxim ant,the �-dependence ofthe

energygap isshown in Fig.3forvariousvaluesof�.Itis

clearthattheenergy gap � N at(�;�)increasesand �C
at(�;0)decreaseswith �.Thecrossoverpoint�cr(�),at

which the position ofthe sm allestgap shiftsfrom (�;�)

to (�;0),varieswith � asshown in Fig.4.Forlargeval-

uesof�,�cr iscloseto 0.5 atwhich theclassicalground

state changesfrom the N�eelstate to the collinearstate.

It shifts to 0.576 as � tends to 0. It should be noted

that the phase boundary between the N�eelphase and

the collinearphase isalso shifted to 0.6 in the m odi�ed

spin wave approxim ation7,30) for sm all�. This can be

interpreted in the following way. The dom inant short

range orderisN�eeltype orthe collineartype according

as�<
�
0:576 or >

�
0:576 forsm all�. In the m odi�ed spin

wave approxim ation,the corresponding long range or-

derisestablished because ofthe underestim ation ofthe

quantum 
uctuation.

x4. Sum m ary and D iscussion

Thespin-1/2 bilayerJ1-J2 m odelisstudied by m eans

of the dim er expansion m ethod and the ground state

phase diagram is obtained by the biased Pad�e analy-

sis assum ing the universality classofthe 3-dim ensional

Heisenberg m odel. For sm all interlayer coupling, the

criticalvalue of� for the transition between the N�eel

phase and the spin-gap phase decreaseslinearly with �.

W ithin the available data,the spin-gap phase rem ains

stable down to � = 0 for0:45<
�
�<
�
0:65 which is consis-

tentwith som eofearlierestim ations.Itisalsosuggested

thatthe phase transitionsin the bilayerm odeland the

singlelayerm odelbelong to thesam euniversality class.

Theexcitation gapsat(�;�)and (�;0)arecalculated

as a function of� and � using the [3,3]Pad�e approx-

im ant. It is shown that the m inim um gap shifts from

(�;�) to (�;0) at �cr which is close to 0.5 for large �

and growsto 0.576 as� ! 0.

Atthe �rstglance,these resultsappearto contradict

with the results ofthe m odi�ed spin wave approxim a-

tion7,30)which predictstheabsenceofthespin-gapphase

in thesinglelayerm odel.Thism ethod alsopredictssub-

stantially largecriticalvalue of�.These are due to the

underestim ation ofthequantum 
uctuation in them od-

i�ed spin waveapproxim ation.From thispointofview,

thepresentresultsareconsistentwith them odi�ed spin

waveresults30) ifthe long rangeordersfound in the lat-

terapproxim ation isreinterpreted asthe corresponding

shortrangeorders.

Needlessto say,thepresentconclusion isfarfrom con-

clusive. The orderofthe expansion isstilltoo low and

only sm allnum berofapproxim antsareavailable.Higher

ordercalculation is required to obtain m ore reliable re-

sults. Unfortunately,however,the num berofthe dim er

expansion graphsbecom esenorm ousdueto thepresence

of next nearest interaction. For exam ple, it am ounts

64303 even fork = 6 (presentcalculation)and the CPU

tim e consum ed forthe calculation isnearly 10 hourson

FACO M VPP500 supercom puterforeach �. Fork = 7

the num ber ofthe graphsincrease by m ore than a fac-

torof10 and thecalculation ofeach graph requireseven

m orecom putationaltim e.

The num ericalsim ulation isperform ed using the FA-

CO M VPP500 at the Supercom puter Center,Institute

for Solid State Physics, University of Tokyo and the

HITAC S820/80 at the Inform ation Processing Center

ofSaitam a University. This work is supported by the

G rant-in-Aid for Scienti�c Research from the M inistry

ofEducation,Science,Sportsand Culture.
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Fig. 1. The poles �c = 1=zc for (a) N = 6, (b) N = 5 and

N = 4.The sym bolsare de�ned in the �gure.The pointsin the

left (right) halfofthe �gures are the poles of�
1=


N
and �

�1=�

N

(�
1=


C
and �

�1=�

C
).

Fig. 2. Theam plitudeB �

c for[3;3]approxim antsof� N and � C .

The sym bolsare com m on with Fig.1(a).

Fig. 3. The �-dependence of the energy gaps � N and � C for

various values of� based on the [3,3]Pad�e approxim ant. The

sym bols are de�ned in the �gure.

Fig. 4. The crossover point �cr at which the m inim um energy

gap shiftsfrom (�;�)to (�;0) based on the [3,3]Pad�e approxi-

m ant.
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