arXiv:1510.06185v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 21 Oct 2015

Effective low-energy description of almost Ising-Heisenberg diamond chain

Oleg Derzhko,^{1, 2, 3} Olesia Krupnitska,^1 Bohdan Lisnyi,^1 and Jozef Strečka^4 1Institute for Condensed Matter Physics, National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, Svientsitskii Street 1, 79011 L’viv, Ukraine 2Department for Theoretical Physics, Ivan Franko National University of L’viv, Drahomanov Street 12, 79005 L’viv, Ukraine 3Abdus Salam International Centre for Theoretical Physics, Strada Costiera 11, 34151 Trieste, Italy 4Department of Theoretical Physics and Astrophysics, Faculty of Science, P. J. Šafárik University, Park Angelinum 9, 040 01 Košice, Slovak Republic (Dated: February 28, 2018)

We consider a geometrically frustrated spin-1/2 Ising-Heisenberg diamond chain, which is an exactly solvable model when assuming part of the exchange interactions as Heisenberg ones and another part as Ising ones. A small XY part is afterwards perturbatively added to the Ising couplings, which enabled us to derive an effective Hamiltonian describing the low-energy behavior of the modified but full quantum version of the initial model. The effective model is much simpler and free of frustration. It is shown that the XY part added to the originally Ising interaction gives rise to the spin-liquid phase with continuously varying magnetization, which emerges in between the magnetization plateaus and is totally absent in the initial hybrid diamond-chain model. The elaborated approach can also be applied to other hybrid Ising-Heisenberg spin systems.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm; 75.10.Pa Keywords: Ising-Heisenberg spin systems, diamond chain

Exactly solvable models, which can be solved without resorting to approximations, are of great importance in statistical mechanics and condensed matter physics since they provide milestones for our understanding of macroscopic properties of matter.^{1,2} Well-known examples of such models are Ising models, vertex models, Betheansatz models, etc. Nowadays, numerous variations of Kitaev model^3 become quite popular.

Another way how to get exactly solvable models is to consider the so-called hybrid classical-quantum models, which can be viewed as a regular pattern of small quantum parts linked through classical parts. After making some transformations they can be mapped onto a simpler fully classical models with known exact solutions.^{4–7} One illustrating example of such a hybrid classicalquantum model is an Ising-Heisenberg diamond chain, see Fig. 1. This model takes into account the Heisenberg interaction J along the vertical bonds and the Ising interaction I along the bonds forming diamond motifs. In other words, the quantum Heisenberg spins (s-spins) are situated at the bottom and top sites (k, 1 and k, 2) of the vertical bonds and the Ising spins (μ-spins) are placed at the connecting interstitial sites k, k = 1, . . . , N , and N =

FIG. 1: (Color online) A schematic representation of the frustrated Ising-Heisenberg diamond chain with the Ising coupling I and the Heisenberg coupling J. In the present study, a small XY part ∝ δ, δ < 1 is added to the Ising coupling I within the perturbative approach.

3N is the total number of sites in the diamond chain, see Fig. 1. Over the last two decades, various versions of the spin-1/2 Heisenberg diamond chain have been extensively studied within different approaches.^{8,9} The considerable interest aimed at this model has been stimulated by several solid-state realizations of the spin-1/2 Heisenberg diamond chain.^{10,11} It is noteworthy that the simplified Ising-Heisenberg diamond-chain model allows a complete rigorous solution for all equilibrium properties.^{12–15} Although hybrid models can be also found among solidstate systems,^{16} it seems more plausible to find in real life a case around the exactly solvable point. In the present study we will therefore address a question how to describe almost hybrid classical-quantum spin models, in which the Ising couplings acquire a small XY part. The developed approach will be illustrated on a particular example of the frustrated spin-1/2 diamond-chain model, for which we will derive an effective Hamiltonian within the many-body perturbation theory. This description reproduces a low-temperature behavior of the initial model in a certain region of external magnetic fields.

To be more specific, we consider the frustrated spin- 1/2 Ising-Heisenberg diamond chain (see Fig. 1) defined through the Hamiltonian

H_0 = N∑ k=1 H_{k,k+1}, H_{k,k+1} = I ( μ^z_k + μ^z_{k+1} ) ( s^z_{k,1} + s^z_{k,2} ) + Js_{k,1} · s_{k,2} −h ( μ^z_k + s^z_{k,1} + s^z_{k,2} ) . (1)

This model is exactly solvable^{12–15} and all thermodynamic quantities can be in principle calculated quite rigorously. In particular, the ground state of the spin-1/2 Ising-Heisenberg diamond chain is known too and it basically depends on a relative ratio between the coupling constants I and J. In what follows we will consider the special case I > J > 0 for illustration.

Let us deviate from the exactly solvable point by adding a small XY part to the originally Ising coupling, i.e., H_0 → H = H_0 + V with V = N∑ k=1 V_{k,k+1}, V_{k,k+1} = δI 2 [( μ^+_k + μ^+_{k+1} ) ( s^−_{k,1} + s^−_{k,2} )

+ ( μ^−_k + μ^−_{k+1} ) ( s^+_{k,1} + s^+_{k,2} )] , (2)

and δ < 1 is a small parameter. Our aim is to construct an effective Hamiltonian for the low-energy properties of H which is not too far from H_0. The construction depends on the set of relevant ground states of H_0 which, in turn, depends on an external magnetic field h.

We begin with the case of high magnetic fields. The ground state of H_0 above the saturation field reads

. . . (| ↑⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_{k−1} (| ↑⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_k (| ↑⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_{k+1} . . . (3)

with the energy (I + J/4 − 3h/2)N . The ground state of H_0 below the saturation field reads

. . . (| ↓⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_{k−1} (| ↓⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_k (| ↓⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_{k+1} . . . (4)

with the energy (−I + J/4 − h/2)N . The saturation field h_{sat} follows from the equation I + J/4 − 3h_{sat}/2 = −I+J/4−h_{sat}/2 resulting in h_{sat} = 2I. At the saturation field the ground state is 2^N -fold degenerate: Each μ-spin may be directed either up ↑ or down ↓ without change of the ground-state energy ε_0 = (−2I + J/4)N .

Let us introduce the projector on the ground-state manifold of H_0 precisely at h = h_{sat} P = |φ_0⟩⟨φ_0| = ⊗^N_{k=1} (|u⟩⟨u| + |d⟩⟨d|)_k , |u⟩ = | ↑⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩, |d⟩ = | ↓⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩. (5) It is also convenient to introduce the following (pseudo)spin-1/2 operators

T^z_k = 1 2 (|u⟩⟨u| − |d⟩⟨d|)_k , T^+_k = (|u⟩⟨d|)_k , T^−_k = (|d⟩⟨u|)_k , T^x_k = 1 2 ( T^+_k + T^−_k ) , T^y_k = 1 2i ( T^+_k − T^−_k ) . (6)

It is quite evident that 2^N -fold degeneracy of H_0 is lifted under deviation from h = h_{sat} and switching on the perturbation V given by (2). There is an effective Hamiltonian H acting in this subspace, which yields the low-energy properties of the initial model H_0 + V in the high-field regime. The effective Hamiltonian can be calculated perturbatively according to the formula H = P HP + P V ∑ α≠0 |φ_α⟩⟨φ_α| ε_0 − ε_α V P + . . . , (7) where |φ_α⟩, α ≠ 0 denotes the excited states of H_0 at h = h_{sat}, see, e.g., Ref. 17.

Calculating each terms in the r.h.s. of Eq. (7) and using Eq. (6) (see Appendix A for details) we arrive at the following effective Hamiltonian

H = N C + N∑ k=1 [ −hT^z_k + J ( T^x_k T^x_{k+1} + T^y_k T^y_{k+1} ) + J^zT^z_k T^z_{k+1} ] , C = J 4 − h − 3δ^2I 8 , h = h − 2I − δ^2I 2 , J = −δ^2I, J^z = δ^2I 2 . (8)

This is nothing but the spin-1/2 XXZ Heisenberg chain in a longitudinal (z-directed) magnetic field. Compared to the initial model, the effective model contains only N = N/3 sites and is completely free of frustration.

Bearing this in mind, one may conclude that the model defined by the Hamiltonian H = H_0 +V [see Eqs. (1) and (2)] with I > J > 0 around h ≈ 2I for δ < 1 is represented by the effective model given by the Hamiltonian H [see Eq. (8)]. As a consequence, there exists a mapping relationship between the free energy of the initial and effective models − 1 N T ln Tr exp ( − H_0 + V T )

→ − 1 3 1 N T ln Tr exp ( − H T ) , (9)

which is valid for h ≈ 2I, δ < 1 and sufficiently low temperatures. According to Eq. (9), one can use a broad knowledge about the spin-1/2 XXZ Heisenberg chain in a longitudinal field to understand the behavior of a more complicated initial diamond-chain model (1), (2).

This conclusion can be checked numerically performing exact-diagonalization (ED) and density-matrix-renormalization-group (DMRG) calculations.^{18} We consider periodic chains with N = 4, . . . , 12 in ED calculations or open chains with N = 50 in DMRG calculations, set I = 1, δ = 0.2 . . . 0.5, J = 0.5, h = 1.5 . . . 3 and compute the magnetization per site of the initial chain m(T, h) at low temperatures and the specific heat per site of the initial chain c(T, h) at high fields for both models, see Figs. 2, 3, and 4.

As one can see from Fig. 2, the magnetization jump observable for δ = 0 in a zero-temperature magnetization curve at h = 2I between the one-third of the saturated magnetization m_{sat} = m(0, ∞) = 1/2 and the saturated magnetization m_{sat} transforms into a region h_l ≤ h ≤ h_h with continuously varying magnetization whenever δ deviates from zero. The effective model reproduces this behavior reasonably well up to δ ≈ 0.3 and it gives evidence for a presence of the gapless spin-liquid phase before the magnetization reaches saturation. It is quite clear from Fig. 2 that the effective theory slightly overestimates a magnetic-field range h_l = 2I − δ^2I and

FIG. 2: (Color online) High-field magnetization m(T, h) vs h at low temperatures T for the initial model (1), (2) (bold green curves) and the effective model (8) (thin black curves) with I = 1, δ = 0.2 (upper panel) and δ = 0.4 (lower panel), J = 0.5, T = 0.001. ED data obtained for N = 4 (short-dashed curves), DMRG data obtained for N = 50 (solid curves).

FIG. 3: (Color online) Ground-state phase diagram in the plane h–δ. Spin-liquid phase appears in the region h_l ≤ h ≤ h_h as δ deviates from zero instead of the jump from 1/3-plateau state at h = 2I as δ = 0. Effective model predictions (thin black solid curves) are: δ(h) = √ 2 − h/I, h ≤ 2I (left boundary for the spin-liquid phase) and δ(h) = √ 2 − h/I/ √ 2, h ≥ 2I (right boundary for the spin-liquid phase). Results for the initial model (bold green solid curves) are obtained by DMRG calculations for open chains with N = 50.

FIG. 4: (Color online) Specific heat c(T, h) vs T at high fields h for the initial model (1), (2) (bold green curves) and the effective model (8) (thin black curves) with I = 1, δ = 0.2, J = 0.5, h = 1.9, 2, 2.1, 2.2 (from top to bottom). ED data reported for N = 4 (short-dashed curves) and N = 12 (double-dashed curves).

h_h = 2I + 2δ^2I pertinent to continuous change of the magnetization within the spin-liquid regime. The finitesize effects present in ED data (main panels in Fig. 2) can be simply estimated from a comparison with DMRG data (insets in Fig. 2). In Fig. 3 we present the groundstate phase diagram in the h–δ plane, which was obtained from DMRG simulations for the initial model and the analytical calculations for the effective model. Apparently, the magnetic-field range corresponding to a spin-liquid regime generally broadens upon increasing of the parameter δ, which means that the XY -part of the originally Ising coupling is a primary cause for an existence of the spin-liquid phase.

Temperature dependences of the specific heat at high enough fields are shown in Fig. 4 in order to demonstrate up to which temperature the elaborated effective description remains valid. For the selected set of parameters it holds until the temperature does not exceed approximately 0.08 (in units I = 1). Note that a lowtemperature discrepancy between the initial model and the effective model seen at h = 2.0 and h = 2.1 is a finitesize artifact, because finite-size effects are strong if the energy spectrum is gapless in contrast to the cases with gapped energy spectrum, cf. the panels for h = 2.0, 2.1 and for h = 1.9, 2.2 in Fig. 4.

In the case of low magnetic fields, the ground state of H_0 for infinitesimally small h > 0 is

. . . (| ↓⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_{k−1} (| ↓⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_k (| ↓⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_{k+1} . . . (10)

with the energy (−I + J/4 − h/2)N . The ground state of H_0 for infinitesimally small h < 0 is

. . . (| ↑⟩| ↓_1↓_2⟩)_{k−1} (| ↑⟩| ↓_1↓_2⟩)_k (| ↑⟩| ↓_1↓_2⟩)_{k+1} . . . (11) with the energy (−I +J/4+h/2)N . At h = 0 the ground state is 2-fold degenerate and the effective Hamiltonian acting in this subspace is simply

H = N ( −I + J 4 − δ^2I 2 − hT^z ) , (12)

see Appendix B.

To summarize, we have perturbatively added a small XY part to the pure Ising coupling when starting from the exactly solvable Ising-Heisenberg model with the goal to construct an effective low-energy description of the full quantum Heisenberg analog of this hybrid classicalquantum model. We have exemplified this idea by investigating the symmetric spin-1/2 Ising-Heisenberg diamond chain with all equal Ising interactions along the diamond sides. It is worthwhile to remark that the developed approach can be adapted for other hybrid classical-quantum models such as for instance the Ising-Heisenberg orthogonal-dimer chain or the Ising- Heisenberg model on Shastry-Sutherland lattice.^{19} The authors thank T. Verkholyak for fruitful discussions. O. D. acknowledges financial support of the Abdus Salam International Centre for Theoretical Physics (Trieste, August, 2015). He also acknowledges support of the Pavol Jozef Šafárik University in Košice during the 13^{th} Czech and Slovak Conference on Magnetism CS- MAG’07 (Košice, July 9 – 12, 2007) when an idea of the present study arose. O. K. thanks National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine for the Scholarship for Young Researches. J. S. acknowledges financial support by Slovak Research and Development Agency provided under contract Nos. APVV-0132-11 and APVV-14-0073.

1 R. J. Baxter, Exactly Solved Models in Statistical Mechanics (Academic Press, London, 1982).

2 D. C. Mattis, The Many-Body Problem: An Encyclopedia of Exactly Solved Models in One Dimension (World Scientific, Singapore, 1993).

3 A. Kitaev, Annals of Physics 321, 2 (2006). 4 I. Syozi, Prog. Theor. Phys. 6, 306 (1951). 5 M. E. Fisher, Phys. Rev. 113, 969 (1959). 6 J. Strečka, Phys. Lett. A 374, 3718 (2010). 7 J. Strečka, On the Theory of Generalized Algebraic Transformations (LAP LAMBERT Academic Publishing, Saarbrücken, 2010) [arXiv:1008.2071].

8 K. Takano, K. Kubo, and H. Sakamoto, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 8, 6405 (1996); H. Niggemann, G. Uimin, and J. Zittartz, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 9, 9031 (1997); 10, 5217 (1998); A. Honecker and A. Läuchli, Phys. Rev. B 63, 174407 (2001); K. Okamoto, T. Tonegawa, and M. Kaburagi, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 15, 5979 (2003).

9 O. Derzhko, J. Richter, O. Krupnitska, and T. Krokhmalskii, Phys. Rev. B 88, 094426 (2013); O. Derzhko, J. Richter, and M. Maksymenko, Int. J. Mod. Phys. B 29, 1530007 (2015).

10 H. Kikuchi, Y. Fujii, M. Chiba, S. Mitsudo, T. Idehara,

T. Tonegawa, K. Okamoto, T. Sakai, T. Kuwai, and H. Ohta, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 227201 (2005); H. Kikuchi, Y. Fujii, M. Chiba, S. Mitsudo, T. Idehara, T. Tonegawa, K. Okamoto, T. Sakai, T. Kuwai, K. Kindo, A. Matsuo, W. Higemoto, K. Nishiyama, M. Horvatić, and C. Bertheir, Prog. Theor. Phys. Suppl. 159, 1 (2005); H. Jeschke, I. Opahle, H. Kandpal, R. Valenti, H. Das, T. Saha- Dasgupta, O. Janson, H. Rosner, A. Brühl, B. Wolf, M. Lang, J. Richter, S. Hu, X. Wang, R. Peters, T. Pruschke, and A. Honecker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 217201 (2011).

11 M. Fujihala, H. Koorikawa, S. Mitsuda, M. Hagihala, H. Morodomi, T. Kawae, A. Matsuo, and K. Kindo, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 84, 073702 (2015).

12 L. Čanová, J. Strečka, and M. Jaščur, J. Phys.: Condens.

Matter 18, 4967 (2006).

13 L. Čanová, J. Strečka, and T. Lučivjanský, Condensed Matter Physics (L’viv) 12, 353 (2009).

14 B. Lisnii, Ukr. Fiz. Zh. 56, 1238 (2011) [Ukr. J. Phys. 56, 1237 (2011)].

15 B. Lisnyi and J. Strečka, Phys. Status Solidi B 251, 1083 (2014).

16 W. Van den Heuvel and L. F. Chibotaru, Phys. Rev. B 82,

174436 (2010).

17 P. Fulde, Electron Correlations in Molecules and Solids (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, Heidelberg, 1993).

18 A. F. Albuquerque et al. (ALPS collaboration), J. Magn.

Magn. Mater. 310, 1187 (2007); B. Bauer et al. (ALPS collaboration), J. Stat. Mech. P05001 (2011).

19 T. Verkholyak et al., in progress.

Appendix A: Derivation of effective Hamiltonian (8)

Here we provide details of the derivation of the effective Hamiltonian, Eq. (8). Let us calculate each terms in the r.h.s. of Eq. (7).

For H_0 (1) at h = h_{sat} = 2I we have H_0|φ_0⟩ = ε_0|φ_0⟩ resulting in P H_0P = ε_0, ε_0 = N (−2I + J/4). Furthermore,

− (h − h_{sat}) ( μ^z_k + s^z_{k,1} + s^z_{k,2} ) |u⟩_k = − 3 2 (h − h_{sat}) |u⟩_k, − (h − h_{sat}) ( μ^z_k + s^z_{k,1} + s^z_{k,2} ) |d⟩_k = − 1 2 (h − h_{sat}) |d⟩_k , (A1)

and therefore we get

P H_0P = N∑ k=1 [ −2I + J 4 − 3 2 (h − 2I) (|u⟩⟨u|)_k − 1 2 (h − 2I) (|d⟩⟨d|)_k ] (A2)

for arbitrary h. Using Eq. (6), we write Eq. (A2) as follows:

P H_0P = N∑ k=1 [ J 4 − h − (h − 2I) T^z_k ] . (A3)

Furthermore, by direct calculations we find V_{k,k+1}|u⟩_k|u⟩_{k+1} = 0, V_{k,k+1}|u⟩_k|d⟩_{k+1} = δI √ 2 (| ↑⟩|t, 0⟩)_k |u⟩_{k+1}, V_{k,k+1}|d⟩_k|u⟩_{k+1} = δI √ 2 (| ↑⟩|t, 0⟩)_k |u⟩_{k+1}, V_{k,k+1}|d⟩_k|d⟩_{k+1} = δI √ 2 [(| ↑⟩|t, 0⟩)_k |d⟩_{k+1} + (| ↓⟩|t, 0⟩)_k |u⟩_{k+1}] , (A4) where |t, 0⟩ = (| ↑_1↓_2⟩ + | ↓_1↑_2⟩)/ √ 2. Importantly, the energy of the state (| ↑⟩|t, 0⟩)_k |u⟩_{k+1} is higher than the energy of the states |u⟩_k|d⟩_{k+1} and |d⟩_k|u⟩_{k+1} by I, whereas the energy of the states (| ↑⟩|t, 0⟩)_k |d⟩_{k+1} and (| ↓⟩|t, 0⟩)_k |u⟩_{k+1} is higher than the energy of the state |d⟩_k|d⟩_{k+1} by 2I; this can be easily checked by direct calculations.

As is seen from Eq. (A4), a nontrivial result of acting by V_{k,k+1} gives a new state of the kth cell. From Eq. (A4) one immediately concludes that

P V P = 0. (A5)

However, the second term in Eq. (7) may be nonzero. Really, P V ∑ α≠0 |φ_α⟩⟨φ_α| ε_0 − ε_α V P = N∑ k=1 (_{δI√} 2 )_2 −I [ (|u⟩⟨u|)_k (|d⟩⟨d|)_{k+1} + (|u⟩⟨d|)_k (|d⟩⟨u|)_{k+1} + (|d⟩⟨u|)_k (|u⟩⟨d|)_{k+1} + (|d⟩⟨d|)_k (|u⟩⟨u|)_{k+1} ]

+ (_{δI√} 2 )_2 −2I 2 (|d⟩⟨d|)_k (|d⟩⟨d|)_{k+1} .(A6)

After some manipulations and utilizing Eq. (6), Eq. (A6) can be cast into P V ∑ α≠0 |φ_α⟩⟨φ_α| ε_0 − ε_α V P = − δ^2I 2 × N∑ k=1 [ 3 4 − T^z_k + 2 ( T^x_k T^x_{k+1} + T^y_k T^y_{k+1} ) − T^z_k T^z_{k+1} ] .(A7)

Combining Eqs. (A3), (A5), and (A7) we obtain the effective Hamiltonian H = N∑ k=1 [ J 4 − h − 3δ^2I 8 − ( h − 2I − δ^2I 2 ) T^z_k −δ^2I ( T^x_k T^x_{k+1} + T^y_k T^y_{k+1} ) + δ^2I 2 T^z_k T^z_{k+1} ] , (A8)

i.e., H as it is given in Eq. (8).

Appendix B: Effective Hamiltonian around h = 0

In this appendix we derive effective Hamiltonian (12). We denote |u⟩ = . . . (| ↓⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_k . . . and |d⟩ = . . . (| ↑⟩| ↓_1↓_2⟩)_k . . . and introduce the projector P = |u⟩⟨u| + |d⟩⟨d| and the (pseudo)spin-1/2 operators T^z = (|u⟩⟨u| − |d⟩⟨d|)/2, T^+ = |u⟩⟨d|, T^− = |d⟩⟨u|, cf. Eqs. (5) and (6). Repeating the arguments which lead to Eq. (A3), we get P H_0P = ∑_N k=1(−I + J/4 − hT^z). Furthermore, V_{k,k+1}|u⟩ = δI √ 2 [. . . (| ↑⟩|t, 0⟩)_k . . . + . . . (| ↓⟩|t, 0⟩)_k (| ↑⟩| ↑_1↑_2⟩)_{k+1} . . . ] , V_{k,k+1}|d⟩ = δI √ 2 [. . . (| ↓⟩|t, 0⟩)_k . . . + . . . (| ↑⟩|t, 0⟩)_k (| ↓⟩| ↓_1↓_2⟩)_{k+1} . . . ] ; (B1) the energy of the excited states which appear in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B1) is higher than the ground-state energy by 2I. Obviously, P V P = 0 and P V ∑ α≠0 |φ_α⟩⟨φ_α| ε_0 − ε_α V P

= N∑ k=1

(_{δI√} 2 )_2 −2I 2|u⟩⟨u| + (_{δI√} 2 )_2 −2I 2|d⟩⟨d|

= N∑ k=1 ( − δ^2I 2 ) . (B2)

Combining all together, we immediately get Eq. (12).