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T he ground state of the square lattice bilayer quantum antiferrom agnet w ith nearest (J1) and
nextnearest (J2) neighbour intralayer interaction is studied by m eans of the dim er expansion

m ethod up to the 6-th order in the interlayer exchange coupling Js .

T he phase boundary betw een

the spin—gap phase and them agnetically ordered phase is determ ined from the polesofthe biased
P ade approxin ants for the susceptibility and the inverse energy gap assum ing the universality
class ofthe 3-dim ensionalclassicalH eisenberg m odel Forweak frustration, the critical interlayer

coupling decreases linearly w ith
layer Iim it) for 045<
is also discussed.

(= J2=J7). The spin-gap phase persistsdown to J3 = 0 (sihgle
< 0:65. T he crossover of the short range order w thin the disordered phase

KEYW ORD S: bilayer H eisenberg antiferrom agnet, frustration, Pade approxin ant, din er expansion m ethod, spin—

gap state

x1. Introduction

The spih-1/2 square lattice Heisenberg model is
now widely believed to have an ant::;é;tpm agnetic long
range order in the ground state 228 T is, how-
ever, expected that the strong quantum uctuation in
this system may lad to the destruction of the long
range order wih the help of som e additional m ech—
anisn . In this context, the square lattice antifer—
rom agnetic Heisenberg m odel w ith nearest and next-—

nearest, exchange, m.tez;amon- (hs%rea-ﬁ;er called J1-J2
m odelyd B b pad Lo tnd ud udadd,
layer Heisenberg m odeE? eq.eled,ed,pd eqed 0l ed
been studied extensively. Considering the di erence of
the nature of the m echanism lading to the spin-gap
phase in these two m odels, it m ust be m ost intergsting
to study their interplay 1 the bilayer J,-J, m odel24-29

In the bilayer m odel, if the interlayer antiferrom ag—
netic coupling is strong enough, the soins on both layers
form interlayer singlet pairs and the quantum uctua—
tion isenhanced leading to the quantum disordered state.
T he din eregpansion_study ofthism odelhasbeen quite
Successfi 2124292421 and i is shown that the transi
tion between the N eelphase and the spin-gap phase be-
longs to the universality class of 3-din ensional classical
Heisenbergm odel. Thisresultisalso con m ed by quan—
tum M onte C arlo sin ulation 29

On the other hand, in the J;-J, model, the com —
petition between the nearest neighbour interaction J;
and the nearest neighbour interaction J, introduces the
frustration in the spin con guration which enhances the
quantum uctuation. The conclusion about the pres—
ence of the quantum disordered state in this m odel is,
how ever, still controversial even in the m ost frustrated
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regin e.

In order to apply the din er expansion m ethod to the
single layer J; -J; m odel, it is Inevitable to start w ith the
din er con gurationswhich break the tll;a}ns]atjonalsym -
m etry as an unperturbed ground state 22 In the bilayer
J1-d, m odel, the unperturbed ground state can be taken
as the interlayer dim ers and the translational sym m etry
of the origihalH am iltonian is preserved throughout the
calculation. Therefore the bilayer m odel is m ore sui-—
able for the din er expansion study than the singlke layer
model. It is also possbl to get insight into the phase
transitions In the single layer m odel by investigating of
the asym ptotic behavior n the lim i of vanishing inter-
layer interaction.

T his paper is organized as follow s: T he bilayer J;-J,
m odel H am iltonian is introduced i, the next section. In
x3, the din er expansion m ethod®#23:82) is applied to
this m odel and the phase diagram is determ ined using
the biased P ade analysis. T he last section is devoted to
summ ary and discussion.

x2. Bilayer J;-J; M odel

The Ham iltonian of the bilayer J;-J, m odel is given
as ollow s,

X
H=2J c%sh +stst)
<i3>nn
X
+ 02 st +stst)
<1ii3>nnn
X
+J3  sist; 1)
i
wheresi\ andslf are the spin operatorsw ith m agnitude

1=2 on the i-th site of the layer A and B, respectively.
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X X

T he expression and denote the summ a—
<1ii3>nn <1ii3>nnn

tion over the Intralayer nearest neighbour pairs and next
nearest neighbour pairs, respectively. T he last term rep-—
resents the interlayer coupling. A 1l exchange couplings
are assum ed to be antiferrom agnetic. In the ©llow ing,
we denote the ratios J,=J; = and Jz;=J; = . In the
classical lim it, the ground state is the N eel state or the

collinear state according as < ¢ or > . where
= 05P ﬁ,Bd)

x3. D im er Expansion M ethod

In the absence of the intralayer coupling, the ground
state is the assem bly of lndependent interlayer dim ers.
T reating the intralayer coupling

2

X n o
Hintre = J1 2 stst +stist
<1;3>nn
3
X n o
+ stsi+sisi 5; @1

<1ii3>ann

as a perturbation, we apply the expansion w ith respect
to z,=,,- ' usihg the pethod of Gelfand, Singh and
Huse®®8) and G eland®® for various valies of . In
order to calculate the staggered susceptibility  and
collinear susceptibility -, we also add the ollow Ing

m agnetic eld tem swih wave numberQ = ( ; ) and
( ;0), respectively.
byl

Ho = hsP? s@® (1925 32)

1
and calculate the ground state energy E () up to the
second order in h. Here r; is the position ofthe i-th site
and N is the num ber of the lattice sites in a layer. T he
susceptibility is given by,

Q%E
N 33)
@h? ht! 0
where standsfor y or  accordingasQ = ( ; )or

( ;0). Using them ethod ofG eland 23 we also calculate
the expansion series for the single particle excitation en—
ermgies  and ¢ atthewavevector ( ; ) and ( ;0),
respectively.

T hese quantities are expanded as a power series In z
and z as

® R *®
0= Gz (2)T= o ()25 (3.4)
p=0g=0 k=0
and
Xk
& ()= S giq (35)
ag=0
Here O stands for , ¢, pyn and . Actually, the

coe clents cy ( ) are calculated up to the 6-th order in
1 J;=J; for 7 di erent values of and cp4's are
calculated by nverting the relation @ 2.

T he ratio series ofthese series are, how ever, illHoehaved
exoept or the close neighbourhood of = 0. In orderto
locate the phase boundary as precisely as possible from
the lin ted data, we assum e that the phase transition
of the present m odel belongs to the universality class
of 3-dim ensional classical Heisenberg m odel for which

( ,-2¢) and ( c) wih ' 14 and

r 0:718% even in the presence of frustration. This is
expected to be valid because the B erry phaseterm always
cancelbetw een the tw o Jayerseven if it exists In the single
Jayer m odel and the rem aining long wave length action
is given by the 3-dim ensionalO (3) nonlinear m od
Thuswe obtain thebiased [L.;M ]Pade approxin ants for
each value of as,

P
o1
- S
07 LM J= B (3.6)
=om f 2
withq = land L + M 6 where stands or and

. From the poles z of the approxim ants for  and
N (¢ and (), wedetem ine the criticalvalues =
1=z. of the phase transition between the N eel(collinear)

phase and the spin-gap phase foreach valuie of . These
approxin ants behave as
_ a9 BY
o LM] ——=——; 3.7
Zc  Z c

in the neighbourhood of poles z = z.. Depending on
L and M , we nd many pols which are rather scat-
tered. Among them , we only acoept the positive poles
wih snallest zc. (largest ) and positive am plitudes.
Thepolsw ith am p]ji:udesA‘é lessthan the cuto value
a = 001 02 are discarded as spurious. Figures 1 @),
©) and (c) show the -dependence ofthe polesofthe 6—
th, 5-th and 4-th orderapproxim antswih L = M ;M 1.
Foramall , the criticalvalue of decreases linearly
wih . This behaVJor is comm on for allpolesshown in
Figl and consistent with other calculations2d &) For
general valies of , i is physically reasonabl to as—
sum e that the critical value of decreases (Increases)
w ith the increase of fOr Neel(collinear)-spin-gap tran—
sition. Som e poles, how ever, show the opposite behavior
asshown in Fig. 1. W e assum e these poles are physically
m eaningless. If these poles are om itted, the qualitative
features of the phase diagram is comm on for all approx—
In ants. Nam ely, no acosptable real positive poles are
found in the interval 0:45< < 065 indicating that the
spin-gap phase is stable for the single layerm odel in this
Intervalof . TheNeel (collinear) ordered state appears
or <045 ( > 0:65). This is consistent w ith the exact
diagonalization, msu rsultdild and som e approxin ate esti-
m ations2 @28 141904.1%28) J¥hough the precise valie
of the critical depends on the m ethod used. On the
other hand, the corresponding am plitude B, does not
show any singular behavioras - ! 0 on these polks
as shown in Fig. 2 for the [3;3] approxin ants of
and ¢ . This suggests that the universality class of the
transition in the singlk layer m odel belongs to the sam e
universality class as the bilayer m odel. This is consis—
tent with the prediction that the Berry phase tem is
dangerously irrekevant even if it exists in the single layer
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U sing the [3,3] approxin ant, the -dependence ofthe
energy gap isshown in Fig. 3 forvariousvaluesof . Itis
clarthattheenergy gap y at ( ; ) lncreasesand ¢
at ( ;0) decreasesw ith . The crossoverpoint - ( ), at
which the position of the am allest gap shifts from ( ; )
to ( ;0),varieswith asshown inFig. 4. For largeval-
uesof , riscloseto 0.5 atwhich the classicalground
state changes from the N eel state to the collinear state.
Tt shifts to 0576 as  tends to 0. It should be noted
that the phase boundary between the Neel phase and
the collinear phase is also, ghifted to 0.6 In the m odi ed
soin wave approxin ation?2? for snall . This can be
Interpreted In the llow ing way. The dom inant short
range order is N eel type or the collinear type according
as <0576 o0or>0:576 oramall . In them odi ed spin
wave approxin ation, the corresponding long range or-
der is established because of the underestin ation of the
quantum uctuation.

x4. Summ ary and D iscussion

The spin-1/2 bilayer J;-J, m odel is studied by m eans
of the dim er expansion m ethod and the ground state
phase diagram is obtained by the biased Pade analy—
sis assum ing the universality class of the 3-din ensional
Heisenberg m odel. For sm all interlayer coupling, the
critical value of  for the transition between the Neel
phase and the spin-gap phase decreases linearly w ith
W ithin the available data, the spin-gap phase rem ains
stable down to = 0 for 045< < 065 which is consis—
tent w ith som e of earlier estin ations. It is also suggested
that the phase transitions in the bilayer m odel and the
single layerm odelbelong to the sam e universality class.

T he excitation gapsat ( ; ) and ( ;0) are calculated
as a function of and using the [3,3] Pade approx—
Inant. It is shown that the m inimum gap shifts from
(; )to (;0) at o which is close to 05 for large
and growsto 0576as ! O.

At the rst glance, these results appear to contradict
w ith, the results of the modi ed spin wave approxin a—
tiond 8D which predictsthe absence ofthe spin-gap phase
in the single layerm odel. T hism ethod also predicts sub—
stantially lJarge critical value of . These are due to the
underestin ation ofthe quantum uctuation in them od—
i ed spin wave approxin ation. From this point of view,
the present pesults are consistent w ith them odi ed spin
wave resulr£?d ifthe Iong range orders ound in the lat-
ter approxin ation is reinterpreted as the corresponding
short range orders.

N eedless to say, the present conclusion is far from con—
clusive. T he order of the expansion is still too low and
only sm allnum ber of approxin antsare available. H igher
order calculation is required to obtain m ore reliable re—
sults. Unfortunately, how ever, the num ber of the din er
expansion graphsbecom es enom ous due to the presence
of next nearest interaction. For exam ple, i am ounts
64303 even fork = 6 (oresent calculation) and the CPU
tim e consum ed for the calculation is nearly 10 hours on
FACOM VPP500 supercom puter foreach . Fork = 7
the num ber of the graphs Increase by m ore than a fac-
tor of 10 and the calculation ofeach graph requires even

m ore com putational tim e.

T he num erical sin ulation is perfom ed using the FA -
COM VPP500 at the Supercom puter Center, Institute
for Solid State Physics, University of Tokyo and the
HITAC S820/80 at the Infom ation P rocessing Center
of Saitam a University. This work is supported by the
G rant-in-A id for Scienti ¢ Research from the M inistry
of Education, Science, Sports and Culure.
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Fig.1l. The poles ¢ = 1l=zc for @) N = 6, ) N = 5 and
N = 4. The symbols are de ned in the gure. T he points in the
left (right) halfof the gures are the poles of . and
1= 1=

( c and c ).

N N

Theam plitudeB . for 3;3]approxin ants of N and c-

Fig. 2.

The symbols are comm on with Fig. 1(a).
Fig. 3. The -dependence of the energy gaps y and  for
various values of based on the [3,3] Pade approxin ant. T he

sym bols are de ned in the gure.
Fig. 4. The crossover point ¢r at which the m inimum energy
gap shifts from ( ; ) to ( ;0) based on the [3,3] Pade approxi-

m ant.
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