arXiv:0908.1937v1 [cond-mat.dis-nn] 13 Aug 2009

Mean-field type Ising spin glass in a diluted rare-earth intermetallic compound

Y Tabata^1, K Matsuda^1, S Kanada^1, T Waki^1, H Nakamura^1, K Sato^2 and K Kindo^2

1Department of Materials Science and Engineering, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606-8501, Japan 2The Institute for Solid State Physics, University of Tokyo, Kashiwa 277-8581, Japan

E-mail: y.tabata@ht4.ecs.kyoto-u.ac.jp

Abstract. We have investigated a phase transition of a long-range RKKY Ising spin glass DyxY1−xRu2Si2 by means of the dc and the ac magnetization measurements. The static nonlinear susceptibility χ2 exhibits a divergent behavior toward Tg = 1.925 K with the exponent of γ = 1.08. The characteristic relaxation time τ obtained from the ac magnetization measurements also diverges to the same Tg with the exponent of zν = 1.9 in zero static field . These results indicate the spin glass phase transition belonging to the mean-field universality class, in which the exponents of γMF and (zν)MF are 1 and 2 respectively. Moreover, we observed the divergence of τ in a finite field of 500 Oe toward Tg = 1.412 K with the exponent of zν = 2.1, being quite similar to that in zero field. It strongly suggests an existence of the spin glass phase transition in a finite field and the replica symmetry breaking (RSB) in the long-range Ising spin glass DyxY1−xRu2Si2.

In spite of the long-period investigation on the spin glass for more than 30 years, there are still several unsolved problems [1, 2]. One of them is whether the replica symmetry breaking (RSB) predicted by the mean-field theory of the spin glass [3] occurs or not in real spin glass materials. In the mean field picture, the spin glass state has a complicated multi-valley structure of the free-energy and survives in a finite magnetic field [4]. Alternative theory of the spin glass, so called the droplet theory based on the renormalization group arguments, predicts no RSB and that only two thermodynamic states related each other by a global spin flip exist in the spin glass state [5]. In the droplet picture, no spin glass phase transition exists in the presence of a magnetic field. Many numerical studies have been employed extensively on a stability of the spin glass phase in the presence of magnetic field [6, 7, 8, 9, 10] , however it is still controversial. Recent experimental study of the short-range Ising spin glass Fe_xMn_{1−x}TiO_3 gave an evidence against an equilibrium phase transition in a finite magnetic field and indicated that the droplet picture is appropriate [11, 12]. On the other hand, the magnetic torque measurements of several Heisenberg spin glasses exhibit the existence of true phase transitions in fields [13].

In this article, we reported recent ac and dc magnetization measurements for the Ising spin glass Dy_xY_{1−x}Ru_2Si_2 . DyRu_2Si_2 is a rare-earth intermetallic compound with the tetragonal ThCr_2Si_2-type crystal structure, exhibiting two successive antiferromagnetic transitions with T_{N1} = 29 K and T_{N2} = 3.5 K [14]. The compound has a strong uniaxial magnetic anisotropy and recognized as an Ising antiferromagnet. In the diluted system Dy_xY_{1−x}Ru_2Si_2, where the magnetic Dy^{3+}-ion is substituted by the non-magntic Y^{3+}-ion, a spin glass transition is undergone with x = 0.103. In this compound, the Ising Dy^{3+}-moments interact via the longrange RKKY interaction, and hence, its spin glass phase transition could belong to a different universality class from the short-range Ising spin glass such as Fe_xMn_{1−x}TiO_3. Our analyses of the static and the dynamic critical phenomena present that Dy_xY_{1−x}Ru_2Si_2 exhibits the mean field type phase transition in zero and finite fields where the replica symmetry should be broken.

The single crystalline sample of Dy_xY_{1−x}Ru_2Si_2 with x = 0.103 was grown by the Czhochralski method with a tetra-arc furnace. The concentration of Dy was determined by comparing the saturated magnetization of the diluted compound along the magnetic easy c-axis with that of the pure compund DyRu_2Si_2. The ac and the dc magnetizations were measured with use of a SQUID magnetometer MPMS (Quantum Design). The ac measurements were performed with an ac-field of 3 Oe and frequency of 0.5 Hz ≤ ω ≤ 1000 Hz.

Figure 1. (a) Temperature dependences of the dc magnetizations divided by the magnetic field M/H at H = 10 Oe with the ZFC and the FC conditions. The temperature dependence of the negative nonlinear susceptibility −χ_2 is also shown. The vertical dashed line represents the spin glass transition temperature T_g. (b) Log-Log plot of −χ_2 vs. the reduced temperature ε = (T/T_g − 1).

Figure 1 (a) shows the temperature dependence of the dc magnetization divided by the magnetic field M/H at H = 10 Oe. The dc magnetization was measured with the zero-field-cooled (ZFC) and the field-cooled (FC) conditions. A distinct deviation of the ZFC and the FC magnetizations was found around 1.9 K, which is a characteristic of a spin glass phase transition. In Fig.1 (a) the temperature dependence of the negative nonlinear susceptibility −χ_2 is also shown, which is the order parameter susceptibility of the spin glass phase transition in zero field limit. The nonlinear susceptibility χ_2 was obtained by fitting the magnetization divided by the magnetic field M(H, T )/H at each temperature as a function of H^2 in the form of, M(H, T )/H = χ_0(T ) + χ_2(T )H^2 + χ_4(T )H^4 + · · · .

As shown in Fig. 1 (a), χ_2 exhibits negative divergent behavior toward ∼ 1.9 K. To examine the critical divergence of χ_2, a log-log plot of −χ_2 against the reduced temperature ε ≡ (T/T_g − 1) is shown in Fig. 1 (b). The best plot showing a linear relation between log(−χ_2) and log ε is obtained with T_g = 1.925 K and the critical exponent γ = 1.08. The value of γ is very close to γ_{MF} = 1 predicted in the mean-field theory [1]. This strongly suggests that the spin glass phase transition in Dy_xY_{1−x}Ru_2Si_2 is the mean-field type.

Figure 2 (a) and (b) show the temperature dependences of the real part of the ac susceptibility χ^′ with zero bias dc field and a finite field of 500 Oe, respectively. In the figures, thermodynamic equilibrium susceptibilities χ_{eq} at respective fields are also shown, which is determined as χ_{eq}(T, H) = dM_{eq}(T, H)/dH |_{H=Hdc} from the dc magnetization measurements. In both zero and

Figure 2. Temperature dependences of the real part of the ac susceptibility χ^′ with H_{dc} = (a) 0 Oe and (b) 500 Oe. In both (a) and (b), the solid lines represent the thermal equilibrium susceptibilities χ_{eq} at respective dc fields.

finite fields, the ac susceptibilities deviate from the equilibrium ones in low temperature regions and show broad maximums. The temperature showing the maximum increases with increasing the frequency. The maximum of χ^′ does not represent a thermal equilibrium phase transition but a spin freezing in a finite observation time (= 1/ω). According to the dynamic scaling hypothesis [15], the characteristic relaxation time τ exhibits the critical divergence as τ ∝ ε^{−zν} , where z and ν are the dynamic and the correlation length critical exponents respectively. In this study, we identify τ(T, H) (= 1/ω) in the criterion of χ^′(ω; T, H) = 0.9χ_{eq}(T, H). A similar criterion was also used to determine τ in Ref. [12].

Figure 3. (a) Dynamic spin correlation q(t) = 1 − χ^′(ω, T )/χ_{eq}(T ) with t = 1/ω in zero field as a function of time on a log-log scale. (b) Log-log plots of the characteristic relaxation time τ vs. ε = (T/T_g − 1) at H = 0 and 500 Oe.

We plot q(t) = 1 − χ^′(ω, T )/χ_{eq}(T ) with t = 1/ω, corresponding the dynamic spin correlation function, in zero field against time at several temperatures in Fig. 3 (a). Above criterion to identify τ, q(t) = 0.1, is represented by the horizontal dashed line in the figure. τ(T, H) at H = 500 Oe was also determined by using the same plot. Because the frequency dependence of the ac susceptibility of Dy_xY_{1−x}Ru_2Si_2 is very strong, as shown in Fig. 2, we can see the decay of the spin correlations over three decades in magnitude at 4 K in Fig. 3 (a). As decreasing temperature, the dynamics becomes slower, and q(t) does not reach 0.1 below 2 K, which is very close to T_g = 1.925 K obtained from the static critical scaling analysis of the nonlinear susceptibility. It is consistent with the general feature of τ, being infinite below T_g, and hence, we concluded that our criterion to identify τ is appropriate for the present compound.

Figure 3 (b) shows log-log plots of τ(T, H) vs. ε = (T/T_g − 1) at H = 0 and 500 Oe, respectively. In zero field, we assigned T_g = 1.925 K, being the same value obtained from the static critical scaling analysis of the nonlinear susceptibility, and obtained the dynamic critical exponent zν = 1.9. Moreover, the analysis of τ(T, H) at H = 500 Oe gives a finite spin glass transition temperature T_g(H) = 1.412 K and quite similar critical exponent zν = 2.1 to that in zero field. These results strongly suggest a presence of the thermal equilibrium spin glass phase even in a finite magnetic field in Dy_xY_{1−x}Ru_2Si_2. The value of zν is much smaller than that in other spin glasses, for instance zν ≈ 11 in Fe_xMn_{1−x}TiO_3 [11, 12]. On the other hand, it is consistent with the prediction of the mean-field theory, where (zν)_{MF} is 2 with z_{MF} = 4 and ν_{MF} = 1/2 [1].

In conclusion, the static scaling analysis of the nonlinear susceptibility and the dynamic scaling analysis of the characteristic relaxation time reveal the presence of the mean-field type phase transition in the long-range RKKY Ising spin glass Dy_xY_{1−x}Ru_2Si_2 in both zero and finite magnetic fields. The validity of the mean-field picture indicates that the replica symmetry is broken in the spin glass state of the compound.

References

[1] Binder K and Young A P 1986 Rev. Mod. Phys. 58 801 [2] Young A P 1998 Spin Glasses and Random Fields (World Scientific) [3] Parisi G 1980 J. Phys. A 13 1101 [4] de Almeida J R L and Thouless D J 1978 J. Phys. A 11 983 [5] Fisher D S and Huse D A 1986 Phys. Rev. Lett. 56 1601 [6] Krzakala F, Houdayer J, Marinari E, Martin O C and Parisi G 2001 Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 197204 [7] Leuzzi L, Parisi G, Ricci-Tersenghi F and Ruiz-Lorenzo J J 2008 Phys, Rev. Lett. 101 107203 [8] Leuzzi L, Parisi G, Ricci-Tersenghi F and Ruiz-Lorenzo J J 2008 cond-mat. 0811.3435 [9] Young A P and Katzgraber H G 2004 Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 207203 [10] Sasaki M, Hukushima K, Yoshino H and Takayama H 2007 Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 137202 [11] Mattsson J, Jonsson T, Nordblad P, Aruga Katori H and Ito A 1995 Phys. Rev. Lett. 74 4305 [12] Jönsson P E, Takayama H, Aruga Katori H and Ito A 2005 Phys. Rev. B 71 180412(R) [13] Petit D, Fruchter L and Cambell I A 2002 Phys. Rev. Lett. 88 207206 [14] Iwata N, Hattori K, Kadota M, Takahashi M, Kawano S and Shigeoka T 2003 J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 256 189 [15] Hohenberg P C and Halperin B I 1977 Rev. Mod. Phys. 49 435