arXiv:1004.1486v2 [cond-mat.str-el] 26 Aug 2010

Chirality in spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chain: Low-temperature density-matrix renormalization group study

Takanori Sugimoto,^∗ Shigetoshi Sota, and Takami Tohyama Yukawa Institute for Theoretical Physics, Kyoto University, 606-8502, Kyoto, Japan (Dated: December 24, 2018)

We study spin chirality for a spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chain at low temperature by applying a lowtemperature density-matrix renormalization group technique. We calculate temperature dependence of dynamical and static correlations of the chirality. In a chiral phase, chiral long-range order at zero temperature disappears at finite temperature, consistent with the fact that there is no long-range order at finite temperature in one-dimensional systems with short-range interactions. In a dimer phase next to the chiral phase, we find an enhancement of static chiral correlation as well as spin correlation with increasing temperature. The enhancement corresponds to the increase in spectral weight inside a gap in the dynamical chiral-correlation function. This temperature-induced chiral correlation is a demonstration of the presence of a chiral state in excited states.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm, 02.60.Cb, 75.30.Kz, 75.25.-j

I. INTRODUCTION

Recently low-dimensional quantum spin systems have been attracting much attention, since there are many interesting phenomena associated with magnetic frustration. A spin-^1_2 zigzag XXZ chain is a typical onedimensional (1D) quantum spin system with frustration caused by competition between the first and second nearest-neighbor exchange interactions. Recent studies have shown that a vector chiral long-range order (LRO) (Ref. 1) occurs under certain conditions.^{2–4} More detailed studies of the model have been done very recently by searching for the vector chiral order in the whole parameter region.^5 It has also been shown that a magnetic field induces the vector chiral order even for a spin-^1_2 zigzag Heisenberg chain.^{6–8} Therefore, the vector chirality can be one of important concepts characterizing 1D spin-^1_2 frustrated magnets. The vector spin chirality is believed to be crucial for understanding the physics of 1D multiferroic cuprates^{9,10} such as LiCu_2O_2 (Refs. 11-13) and LiCuVO_4 (Refs. 14-16).

The ground-state properties of the spin-^1_2 zigzag XXZ chain have extensively examined numerically^{4,5} and analytically.^{17} However, physical properties at finite temperatures have not been studied as far as we know. Even for a simpler case without anisotropic z component, i.e., zigzag XY chain, there is no work on temperature dependence of physical quantities. In particular, it is interesting to clarify how the chiral properties change at finite temperature.

In the chiral phase of the spin-^1_2 zigzag XXZ chain, it is known that time-reversal symmetry and global U(1) symmetry are preserved but parity symmetry is broken. It is interesting to clarify how finite temperature affects on such a chiral phase and chiral properties in the model.

In this paper, we investigate finite-temperature properties of the spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chain that is the simplest frustrated quantum spin model. The model shows vector chiral LRO at zero temperature in some parameter regions.^7 It is known that the chiral ordered phase is located next to a dimer phase.^4 In order to clarify the effect of temperature on the chirality in both the chiral and dimer phases, we employ a recently developed lowtemperature density matrix renormalization group (LT- DMRG) technique^{18} and calculate temperature dependence of dynamical and static correlations of the chirality. In the chiral phase, we find that the chiral LRO disappears at finite temperature as expected form the fact that there is no LRO at finite temperature in 1D systems with short-range interactions. In the dimer phase, static chiral correlation as well as spin correlation is enhanced with increasing temperature, followed by subsequent suppression with further increase in temperature. The maximum of the correlations appears at a temperature where spectral weight inside a gap in the dynamical chiral correlation function increases. This temperature-induced chiral correlation is a demonstration of the presence of a chiral state in excited states.

This paper is organized as follows. The spin-^1_2 zigzag XY model is introduced in Sec. II. In Sec. III, LT- DMRG is briefly explained and quantities examined are introduced. The dynamical chiral correlation functions at both zero and finite temperatures are shown in Sec. IV. A. The static correlation functions are presented in Sec. IV. B. Conclusions are summarized in Sec. V.

II. MODEL

The Hamiltonian of the spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chain is given by H = 2∑ ρ=1 J_ρ ∑ l ( S^x_l S^x_{l+ρ} + S^y_l S^y_{l+ρ} ) , (1)

where S^{x(y)}_l is the x(y) component of spin operator at site l, and J_ρ is the nearest (ρ = 1) and next nearest (ρ = 2) neighboring spin coupling constant. In the present paper, we take antiferromagnetic spin couplings, i.e., J_1 > 0 and J_2 > 0, which lead to a frustrated spin system. At zero temperature, three phases have been identified:^7 gapless chiral phase (α_J ≡ J_1/J_2 ≲ 0.81), gapped dimer phase (0.81 ≲ α_J ≲ 3.1), and Tomonaga-Luttinger liquid phase (α_J ≲ 3.1). In the chiral phase, vector chirality

κ_l = S^x_l S^y_{l+1} − S^y_l S^x_{l+1} (2)

shows a finite expectation value that is evidence of LRO.

III. METHOD

In the present study, we examine effects of both quantum and thermal fluctuations on the frustrated spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chain. However, in such a frustrated system, it is difficult to employ standard Jordan-Wigner transformation, because phase factor corresponding to a nextnearest neighbor interaction remains after the transformation. Thus, we use the DMRG method^{19} to analyze properties of this frustrated system.

In the standard DMRG method at zero temperature, we consider the ground state as a target state. At finite temperatures, on the other hand, we employ a state |ξ̃⟩ as a target state. The state |ξ̃⟩ is defined as a product of the Boltzmann factor and a normalized state |ξ⟩ randomly generated,^{18} namely, |ξ̃⟩ = e^{−βH/2}|ξ⟩, (3) where β = 1/T with temperature T . (Hereafter we take the Boltzmann constant k_B = 1 and ℏ = 1.) Since an arbitrary state can be expanded with a complete set of basis |ζ_i⟩, the target state |ξ̃⟩ is rewritten by

|ξ̃⟩ = e^{−βH/2} N∑ i=1 r_i|ζ_i⟩, (4)

where N is the total number of the basis and r_i = ⟨ζ_i|ξ⟩ is a normalized random number. In our procedure, |ζ_i⟩ is constructed by the basis of a total system in DMRG procedure called superblock. |ξ̃⟩ is obtained by the regulated polynomial expansion of the Boltzmann factor.^{18} We next explain how to calculate thermodynamical quantities. |ζ_i⟩ can also be expanded by eigenstate |ϵ_n⟩ with eigenenergy ϵ_n. |ξ̃⟩ thus reads

|ξ̃⟩ = N∑ i=1 N∑ n=1 r_ib_{i,n}e^{−βϵn/2}|ϵ_n⟩ (5)

with b_{i,n} = ⟨ϵ_n|ζ_i⟩. We consider a normalized expectation value of an arbitrary operator A in terms of |ξ̃⟩, ⟨⟨A⟩⟩ ≡ ⟨ξ̃|A|ξ̃⟩ ⟨ξ̃|ξ̃⟩ . (6)

By using Eq. (5), the denominator is given by

⟨ξ̃|ξ̃⟩ = ∑ n e^{−βϵn} ∑ i r^2_i b^2_{i,n} + ∑ i≠j r_ir_j b_{i,n}b_{j,n} . (7)

If the coefficient r_i is randomly generated from a rectangular distribution and a plenty of the random number set is averaged, a square of r_i converges on a nonzero constant ⟨r^2_i ⟩_r = C, where ⟨· · · ⟩_r denotes random sampling and averaging. A product ⟨r_ir_j ⟩_r converges on zero because positive and negative values appear with same probability during averaging. After random sampling and averaging, the denominator is expected to be a product of the constant C and the partition function Z, ⟨ξ̃|ξ̃⟩ = C ∑ n e^{−βϵn} = CZ, (8) because of the normalized condition ∑ i b^2_{i,n} = 1. The numerator of ⟨⟨A⟩⟩ in Eq. (6) reads ⟨ξ̃|A|ξ̃⟩ = ∑ n S_{n,n} + ∑ n≠m S_{n,m}, (9) where S_{n,n} = e^{−βϵn} ⟨ϵ_n|A|ϵ_n⟩ ∑ i r^2_i b^2_{i,n} + ∑ i≠j r_ir_j b_{i,n}b_{j,n} (10) and S_{n,m} = e^{−β(ϵn+ϵm)/2}⟨ϵ_n|A|ϵ_m⟩ × ∑ i r^2_i b_{i,n}b_{i,m} + ∑ i≠j r_ir_j b_{i,n}b_{j,m} . (11)

Similar to the denominator, after random sampling and averaging, the bracket [· · · ] in Eq. (10) converges on the constant C. On the other hand, the bracket in Eq. (11) converges on zero because ⟨r^2_i ⟩_r = C, ⟨r_ir_j ⟩_r = 0, and ∑ i b_{i,n}b_{i,m} = δ_{n,m}. The numerator of ⟨⟨A⟩⟩ then reads ⟨ξ̃|A|ξ̃⟩ = C ∑ n e^{−βϵn} ⟨ϵ_n|A|ϵ_n⟩. (12) From Eqs. (8) and (12), ⟨⟨A⟩⟩ becomes the same as the thermodynamical average ⟨A⟩ = 1 Z ∑ n e^{−βϵn} ⟨ϵ_n|A|ϵ_n⟩. (13) Dynamical correlation function for an arbitrary operator A is given as χ(ω) = − 1 πLZ ∑ n e^{−βϵn} ℑ⟨ϵ_n|A^† 1 ω − H + ϵ_n + iγ A|ϵ_n⟩, (14) where L is the system size and γ is an infinitesimally small energy. In our DMRG simulations, we take γ to be a small but finite value, which makes a delta function to a Lorentzian-type broaden function. To calculate the dynamical correlation function, we introduce an integral

χ^′(ω) = − 1 πL⟨ξ̃|ξ̃⟩ ∫_∞ −∞ dϵe^{−βϵ/2}ℑ⟨ξ̃|A^† 1 ω − H + ϵ + iγ A|ϵ⟩, (15) where |ϵ⟩ = δ(ϵ−H)|ξ⟩. The integral χ^′(ω) is expected to converge to χ(ω) after random sampling and averaging mentioned above.^{18}

During DMRG procedure before the final calculation of Eq. (15), we make use of the following approximation to prepare a target state for dynamical quantity: ∫_∞ −∞ dϵe^{−βϵ/2} 1 ω − H + ϵ + iγ A|ϵ⟩ ≃ 1 ω − H + Ẽ + iγ A|ξ̃⟩, (16) where Ẽ ≡ ⟨ξ̃|H|ξ̃⟩.^{18} In dynamical DMRG calculations, we use three target states: |ϵ_0⟩, A|ϵ_0⟩, and [ω − H + ϵ_0 + iγ]^{−1}A|ϵ_0⟩ at zero temperature, and |ξ̃⟩, A|ξ̃⟩, and [ω − H + Ẽ + iγ]^{−1}A|ξ̃⟩ at finite temperatures.

To study the chiral order, we calculate a chirality correlation function, which is defined by

C_κ(r_l) = 1 S^4 ⟨κ_{lL} κ_{lR} ⟩, (17) where S = 1/2 and l_L (l_R) denotes the left (right) site of chirality,

l_L = L 2 − int ( r_l 2 ) (18) and l_R = L 2 + int ( r_l + 1 2 ) (19)

with r_l being the distance between both sites. The integer part of x is represented by int(x).

We also examine spin-correlation function, whose momentum representation is assumed to be

C_S (q) = 1 LS^2 ∑ r_l cos(qr_l)⟨S^x_{lL} S^x_{lR} ⟩. (20) Dynamical chiral-correlation function is defined by K(q, ω) = − 1 πLZS^4 N∑ n=1 e^{−βϵn} ×ℑ⟨ϵ_n|κ(q) 1 ω − H + ϵ_n + iγ κ(q)|ϵ_n⟩, (21) where κ(q) is the momentum representation of chirality under open boundary condition: κ(q) = √ 2 L + 1 ∑ l sin(ql)κ_l (22) with q = nπ L + 1

(n = 1, 2, . . . , L) . (23)

We note that open boundary condition is better in getting a good convergence than periodic boundary condition^{19}

IV. RESULTS

A. Dynamical chiral-correlation function

We calculate the dynamical chiral-correlation function K(q, ω) to confirm chiral properties of the ground state at α_J = 0.5 (the chiral phase) and α_J = 1.0 (the dimer phase). Figure 1(a) shows K(q, ω) in various sizes in the chiral phase (α_J = 0.5). The momentum q is taken to be the smallest one on each system, i.e., q = π/(L + 1). The factor γ in Eq. (21), which makes a delta function Lorentzian shape, is taken to be 0.01J_2. Since a peak structure in K(q, ω) is well described by a single Lorentzian with the half width at half maximum, γ, its peak position is regarded as the position of the delta function. The peak position approaches zero energy ω = 0 with increasing the system size. The size dependence of the peak position is plotted in Fig. 2. We find that an excited state forming the peak degenerates with the ground state in the thermodynamic limit L → ∞. This is simply due to the presence of degeneracy in the ground state as a result of chiral LRO.

In Ref. 10, excited states above the peak position have been examined by the exact diagonalization (ED) method and no gap has been identified between the ground state and the excited states. In the present calculation, it is difficult to identify precise energy of such excited states. For example, there is a very small hump structure at ω ∼ 0.25J_2 for L = 256 in Fig. 1(a) but precise determination of the energy of a corresponding eigenstate is impossible unlike the ED method.^{10} Peak positions for α_J = 1.0 (the dimer phase) in Fig. 1(b) approach a finite energy with increasing the system size accompanied by the reduction in spectral weight. Figure 2 shows that gap magnitude in the thermodynamic limit is ω ∼ 0.05J_2. The spectral weight at the gap energy seems to vanish in the thermodynamic limit [see Fig. 1(b)], in contrast to the case of the chiral phase.

In order to investigate the effect of temperature on chiral excitation, we calculate K(q, ω) at finite temperatures for the L = 256 zigzag chain. At α_J = 0.5, spectral weight decreases monotonously with increasing temperature as shown in Fig. 3(a). On the contrary, K(q, ω) for the dimer phase [Fig. 3(b)] shows a non-monotonic behavior: the peak position shifts to the lower energy side accompanied by an enhancement of spectral weight below ω ∼ 0.05J_2. At T/J_2 = 0.04, the ω dependence is qualitatively similar to the case of α_J = 0.5 at the same

FIG. 1. (Color online) Dynamical chiral correlation function K(q, ω) in spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chains with various system size L at zero temperature. (a) αJ = 0.5 and (b) αJ = 1. The broadening factor γ = 0.01J2 . The momentum q is the smallest one defined in each system. The maximum DMRG truncation number is m = 400 for L = 256.

temperature. There is a crossover from gapped to gapless excitation between T/J_2 =0.02 and 0.04.

B. Static correlation functions

In order to understand the behaviors of dynamical chiral correlation mentioned above, we calculate temperature dependence of static chiral-correlation function C_κ(r) as a function of distance r. Figure 4 shows C_κ(r) up to r = 100 for the L = 256 system. We found that finite-size effects seem to be serious when r is more than 100, judging from the fact that the value of the correlation is independent of system size up to r ∼ 20 and r ∼ 40 for L = 64 and L = 128, respectively. Concerning convergence of the data in terms of the truncation number m in LT-DMRG, we checked that m = 500 gives a good convergence even for the highest temperature T = 0.06J_2 examined. At zero temperature for α_J = 0.5 shown in Fig. 4(a), C_κ(r) is almost constant, representing the presence of chiral LRO.^4 We note that the data show a very slight decrease beyond r ∼ 80. This is actually the finite-size effect. In contrast to the zero-temperature

FIG. 2. Peak position of the spectra in Fig. 1 as a function of the inverse system size.

FIG. 3. (Color online) Temperature dependence of dynamical chiral correlation function K(q, ω) in a 256-site spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chain for (a) αJ = 0.5 and (b) αJ = 1. The broadening factor γ = 0.05J2 . The maximum DMRG truncation number is m = 500.

result, C_κ(r) decreases with r at T/J_2 = 0.02, indicating that the LRO at zero temperature disappears at finite temperature. The difference between the T = 0 and T = 0.02J_2 results becomes clear when we plot the data with a log-log graph (not shown): The T = 0 data exhibit an upward bending that is an indication of LRO (Ref. 4)

FIG. 4. (Color online) Temperature dependence of chiral correlation function Cκ(r) in a 256-site spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chain for (a) αJ = 0.5 and (b) αJ = 1.0 as a function of the distance r. The maximum DMRG truncation number is m = 500.

while the T = 0.02J_2 data do not show such an upward bending. With further increasing temperature, C_κ(r) decreases monotonously. We note that the monotonous decrease in C_κ(r) corresponds to the monotonous decrease in K(q, ω) with temperature as shown in Fig. 3(a).

We also performed the LT-DMRG calculate of an order parameter ⟨κ_{L/2}⟩ for L = 400 chain, according to a technique proposed in Ref. 7 (not shown here). We found that, at T/J_1 = 0.01, ⟨κ_{L/2}⟩ becomes zero. Together with the results of C_κ(r) in Fig. 4(a), we conclude that no chiral LRO at finite temperature in the chiral phase of the spin-^1_2 zigzag chain. This is consistent with the fact that there is no LRO at finite temperature in 1D systems with short-range interactions.

Figure 4(b) shows C_κ(r) for α_J = 1.0 without chiral LRO. At T = 0, C_κ(r) rapidly decreases with r as expected. With increasing temperature, C_κ(r) at all r increases and then decreases, showing maximum values at T/J_2 = 0.03. This temperature corresponds to the crossover temperature in K(q, ω) discussed above. The enhancement of C_κ(r) can be attributed to the contribution of excited states with strong chiral correlation. It is natural to assign the eigenstate at the gap position of K(q, ω) as such an excited state. In fact, corresponding

FIG. 5. (Color online) Temperature dependence of spin correlation function CS (q) in a 256-site spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chain for (a) αJ = 0.5 and (b) αJ = 1.0 as a function of the wave number q. The maximum DMRG truncation number is m = 500. Inset shows the height of the peaks as a function of temperature.

gap energy ω ∼ 0.05J_2 is close to the crossover temperature. Therefore, this temperature-induced chiral correlation together with the enhancement of low-energy chiral excitations in K(q, ω) is a demonstration of the presence of a chiral state in excited states in the dimer phase.

It is known that chiral LRO at the ground state does not need LRO of spin.^4 In fact, spin-correlation function decays in the power law while chiral-correlation function remains finite in the limit of r → ∞. However, the magnitude of the spin correlation seems to be correlated with that of the chiral correlation.^4 Therefore, it is expected that the spin correlation shows temperature dependence similar to that of the chiral correlation. In order to confirm this, we also calculate spin correlation function C_S (q) in Eq. (20).

Figure 5 shows C_S (q) for α_J = 0.5 and 1.0. For α_J = 0.5, peak height at q ∼ 0.53π decreases with increasing temperature. The decrease is similar to that in the chiral correlation shown in Fig. 4(a). In the case of the dimer phase (α_J = 1), peak height increases up to the characteristic temperature T/J_2 ∼ 0.03 before it decreases, similar to the behavior of C_κ(r). The correspondence between the chiral and spin correlations, thus, confirms the presence of excited states that have strong chiral correlation in the dimer phase. The position of the peaks is not the same for α_J = 0.5 and for α_J = 1. The position is consistent with a characteristic vector of the spiral phase in the classical limit, given by q = cos^{−1}(−α_J /4). We also note that the peak at q = 0 and dip at q = π for α_J = 1.0 seen in Fig. 5(b) can be assigned to the signature of dimer correlation.

The most important finding in this section is the fact that the chiral correlations arise at finite temperature from the dimer ground-state phase. This reminds us of similar behaviors seen in order-by-disorder phenomena, i.e., induced ordering at finite temperature from disordered ground state.^{20,21} However, physics behind the present results and order by disorder looks different, because no disorder exists in the ground state in the present case.

V. CONCLUSION

We have investigated finite-temperature effects on vector chirality in spin-^1_2 zigzag XY chains, employing LT- DMRG. We have compared two cases: with and without chiral LRO. The latter corresponds to the dimer phase.

We have calculated the temperature dependence of dynamical and static correlations of vector chirality as well as static spin correlation. In the chiral phase, chiral LRO disappears at finite temperature as expected form the fact that there is no LRO at finite temperature in 1D systems with short-range interactions. In the dimer phase next to the chiral phase, static chiral correlation as well as spin correlation is enhanced with increasing temperature up to a characteristic temperature that is related to the gap magnitude of chiral excitation. This temperature-induced chiral correlation is a demonstration of the presence of a chiral state in excited states.

The present result also reveals usefulness of LT-DMRG for the numerical studies of 1D frustrated quantum spin systems at low temperature.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank J. Kokalj, P. Prelovsek, and S. Onoda for fruitful discussions. This work was supported by Nanoscience Program of Next Generation Supercomputing Project, the Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (Grants No. 19052003 and No. 22340097) from MEXT, the Grant-in-Aid for the Global COE Program “The Next Generation of Physics, Spun from Universality and Emergence,” and the Yukawa International Program for Quark-Hadron Sciences at YITP, Kyoto University. A part of numerical calculations was performed in the supercomputing facilities in ISSP and ITC, the University of Tokyo, YITP and ACCMS, Kyoto University. The financial support of JPSJ and MHEST under the Slovenia- Japan Research Cooperative Program is also acknowledged.

∗ takanori@yukawa.kyoto-u.ac.jp 1 H. Kawamura, Phys. Rev. B 38, 4916 (1988). 2 A. A. Nersesyan, A. O. Gogolin, and F. H. L. Eßler, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 81, 910 (1998).

3 P. Lecheminant, T. Jolicoeur, and P. Azaria, Phys. Rev. B 63, 174426 (2001).

4 T. Hikihara, M. Kaburagi, and H. Kawamura, Phys. Rev.

B 63, 174430 (2001); Can. J. Phys. 79, 1587 (2001). 5 S. Furukawa, M. Sato, and S. Onoda, arXiv:1003.3940. 6 A. Kolezhuk and T. Vekua, Phys. Rev. B 72, 094424 (2005).

7 K. Okunishi, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 77, 114004 (2008). 8 A. K. Kolezhuk and I. P. McCulloch, Condens. Matter Phys. 12, 429 (2009).

9 S-W. Cheong and M. Mostovoy, Nature Mater. 6, 13 (2007).

10 S. Furukawa, M. Sato, Y. Saiga, and S. Onoda, J. Phys.

Soc. Jpn. 77 123712 (2008).

11 T. Masuda, A. Zheludev, A. Bush, M. Markina, and A.

Vasiliev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 177201 (2004).

12 S. Park, Y. J. Choi, C. L. Zhang, and S.-W. Cheong, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 98, 057601 (2007).

13 S. Seki, Y. Yamasaki, M. Soda, M. Matsuura, K. Hirota, and Y. Tokura, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 127201 (2008).

14 Y. Naito, K. Sato, Y. Yasui, Y. Kobayashi, Y. Kobayashi, and M. Sato, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 76, 023708 (2007).

15 Y. Yasui, Y. Naito, K. Sato, T. Moyoshi, M. Sato, and K.

Kakurai, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 77, 023712 (2008). 16 F. Schrettle, S. Krohns, P. Lunkenheimer, J. Hemberger, N. Buttgen, H.-A. Krug von Nidda, A. V. Prokofiev, and A. Loidl, Phys. Rev. B 77, 144101 (2008).

17 C. D. Batista, Phys. Rev. B 80, 180406 (2009). 18 S. Sota and T. Tohyama, Phys. Rev. B 78, 113101 (2008). 19 S. R. White, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69, 2863 (1992) Phys. Rev.

B 48, 10345 (1993).

20 J. Stephenson, Can. J. Phys. 48, 1724 (1970) J. Math.

Phys. 11,420 (1970).

21 D. Bergman, J. Alicea, E. Gull, S. Trebst, and L. Balents, Nat. Phys. 3, 487 (2007).