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The triangular planar antiferromagnet (TPA) in an external magnetic field H is widely studied
both analytically and numerically. Low-temperature expansion of the free energy shows that the
infinite degeneracy of the minimum-energy configurations is lifted by thermal fluctuations and Monte
Carlo simulation provides a rich phase diagram in the H-T" plane where three different configurations
are encircled by the paramagnetic saturated phase. Here, we give explicitly the elementary excitation
dispersion curves. The field dependence of the uniform modes is closely related to the minimum-
energy configuration selected by thermal fluctuations. Some real compounds are indicated as possible
candidates to test experimentally the phenomenology of the TPA model. We have also explained the
stability over a finite region in the H-T plane of the phase characterized by two spins parallel and
one spin antiparallel to the field in the magnetic cell. The stabilizing mechanism of this phase arises
from crucial nonlinear effects. For this phase the presence of long-range order is proven analytically.

I. INTRODUCTION

The misfit between antiferromagnetism and triangular
structure is a well-known source of interesting frustration
phenomena. A classical example where this frustration is
found is the Ising triangular antiferromagnet, which was
solved exactly by Wannier.! This model shows a behav-
lor quite different from the square Ising antiferromagnet
where a second-order phase transition is found.? Indeed,
the triangular Ising antiferromagnet is disordered not
only at any finite temperature but even at zero tempera-
ture with a finite entropy S(0) = 0.3231R.! As concerns
the continuous symmetry models such as planar, XY,
and Heisenberg models, long-range order (LRO) is pre-
vented at any finite temperature for any 1D and 2D lat-
tice structure on the basis of the well-known Mermin and
Wagner theorem.3 The triangular planar antiferromag-
net (TPA) has been extensively studied by both Monte
Carlo (MC) simulations®® and analytic low-temperature
expansions®? in zero and finite external magnetic field.

An interesting phase diagram is suggested by MC
simulations.®® Some remarkable features of the phase
diagram are (i) the lifting at finite temperature of the
infinite degeneracy, which is present at zero temperature
at any magnetic field, and (ii) a sequence of three or-
dered phases at fixed temperature as the magnetic field
is increased until the saturated paramagnetic phase is
reached.

The analytic approach to the TPA (Refs. 6 and 7) con-
sists of a low-temperature expansion of the free energy,
the leading term of which is given by the harmonic ap-
proximation. The so-obtained harmonic free energy se-
lects a configuration with the spins of the three sublat-
tices forming an angle of nearly 120° at low field, with
one spin opposite to the field.®” In contrast, in Fig. 2 of
Ref. 4 the suggested configuration is a nearly 120° config-
uration with one spin pointing along the field. The same
assumption about the ground-state configuration was re-
cently performed® to explain the magnetic-resonance ex-
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perimental data concerning CsCuClj in an external mag-
netic field. This magnetic insulator consists of weakly
interacting spin chains crossing the ¢ plane according to
a triangular lattice. An easy plane anisotropy is present
so that the Hamiltonian model shows an XY symme-
try. We notice that the behavior of the uniform modes
in an external magnetic field perpendicular to the chains
is strongly dependent on the actual ground-state config-
uration. In particular, crossings between the resonance
frequencies are expected for the ground-state configura-
tion assumed in Ref. 8, at variance with the experiment.
In contrast, no crossing occurs if the ground state pointed
out in Refs. 6 and 7 is assumed. We stress that magnetic-
resonance experiment in this and related compounds of
the hexagonal ABXj3-type should be interesting tests of
the rich phenomenology related to the frustration of the
TPA model.

In Sec. IT we give explicitly the dispersion curves of the
elementary excitations of the TPA model for selected val-
ues of the magnetic field. Moreover, we prove that nonlin-
ear contributions to the free energy explain the stability
over a finite region in the H-T plane of the configura-
tion we call “up-up-down” phase where two spins of the
magnetic cell are parallel and the third spin is opposite
to the field.

In Sec. III we give analytic support to the existence
of genuine LRO in agreement with the indications ob-
tained by MC simulation.* We have also performed MC
calculations for temperatures lower than those explored
iR literature in order to test the agreement between the
low-temperature analytic results with the intermediate-
temperature numerical calculations.

II. ELEMENTARY EXCITATIONS
AND CRUCIAL NONLINEAR EFFECTS

'The Hamiltonian of the model is

H=2] > S;-S;—pH-)_S;, (1)

<if>
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where 7 labels the sites of a triangular lattice, < ij >
means distinct nearest-neighbor (NN) pairs of two-
dimensional spins, 2J is the exchange coupling, p is the
magnetic moment of a spin, H is the external magnetic
field. Strictly following Refs. 6 and 7 we divide the tri-
angular lattice in three sublattices on which the spins are
supposed to form angles ¢; + 1/)51), b2 + 1#52), b3 + ¢§3)
with the external magnetic field. ¢, #2, #3 are the angles
that the spins of each sublattice form with the external
magnetic field in the minimum free-energy configuration.
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powers of 1{*) we obtain

H=E0+EH1‘U (2)

n=2

where n labels the number of ¢E") present in the Hamil-
tonian contribution H,,. Minimization of Fy with respect
to ¢; , i =1,2,3, gives the ground-state configuration®”

wz(’)(s = 1,2,3) are small deviations around the equi- $1=9 , d2=¢x , d3=91, @)
librium configuration. If we expand Hamiltonian (1) in  where
J
cos ¢y = % [h — cos ¢ Fsin /(3 — h? + 2hcos ) /(1 + h2 — 2h cos¢)] ,
sin ¢z = 1 [— sin¢ F (h — cos $)\/(3 — h2 + 2h cos ¢) /(1 + h2 — 2hcos¢)] , 4)

with —¢ar < ¢ < dar, where ¢y =

mfor0< h <1, ¢pr = cos™[(hZ —

3)/2h)for 1 <h <3 and h = pH/6J. As one

can see from Egs. (3) and (4) the ground state shows infinite degeneracy also in the presence of an external field.# Such
configurations are explicitly given by Eqs. (3) and (4) for the first time. For h > 3 the minimum-energy configuration
1s unique and corresponds to the saturated phase ¢; = ¢2 = ¢3 = 0. The ground-state energy is independent of ¢
and reads

Eo = —JN(3 + h?) (5)
for 0 < h <3 and
Ey=6JN(1—h) (6)
for h > 3. The first term of the sum appearing in Eq. (2) reads
3
My =37 3 S plasy§h, (7)
s,8'=1 q
where
¢) = (Oe=iari  5=1 23 8
¢q \/]\/,—/3 Zt:’l/}, € ) S ) &y ( )
and
1 Yq cos(¢1 — ¢2) 74 cos($1 — ¢3)
Aq=| 75c08(61 — ¢2) 1 Yq cos(p2 — ¢3) 9)
Yq cos($1 — ¢3)  7g cos(¢2 — ¢3) 1
[
for 0 S h S 3, and FZ = EO + }'kBTN In 127J
g . 2 kT
- Ya Tq 27 /3 2r/V/3
Ag=| 7 h—2 1q ) (10) += IcBTN 3V3 d /
N 9z dg, In(det Ay).
( Ya Ya h—2 (2m)2 Jo 0 ayIn ?)
for h > 3. The structure factor reads (12)
The free energy (12) is minimum for
1 - . .
Ta=73 Ze“’“ = % (e’q’ + 2e~%=/2 cos gqy) . (11)
’ ¢1=¢M:7r ¢—¢ —cos"l l+_h 14
Notice that Eq. (8) of Ref. 6 is identical to our Eq. (9) ex- G 2 (13)

cept that Al3 and A31 are interchanged. The free energy

of the mod1 in harmomc approximation reads when 0 < h <1 and
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h? —
1 =¢M=COS~1< oh 3);

(14)

h?+3
-1
¢2 = ¢3 = —cos ( M )

when 1 < h <3.

A selection in the infinite ground-state manifold is per-
formed by thermal fluctuations as correctly stated by
Kawamura.® Incidentally, we notice that an imaginary
free energy for h > /2 — 1 = 0.414 would be obtained
on the basis of Ref. 6 because the determinant of Aq
quoted there becomes negative at the zone boundary
q = (27/3,27/+/3) due to the discrepancy between our
Eq. (9) and Eq. (8) of Ref. 6. However, the above dis-
crepancy does not affect the ground-state configuration.

The elementary excitation energies hw((;) are related to

the eigenvalues of the Ay matrix given by Eq. (9) for
0 < h <3 or by Eq. (10) for A > 3. Indeed,

hw$) =370, s=1,2,3, (15)
where /\Ef) ’s are the solutions of the equation
(1=2q)° = (1= Ag)lral*F(h) + 9(N)3 (v +75°) =0
(16)
with
f(h) =3 [(h+1)* —2(h+1)? +4],
(17)
g(h)=5(h+1)* [(h+1)* - 2]
for 0 < h <1 and
fy=14+1(r*=5)", gh)=1(r>-5) (18)

for 1 < h < 3. For h > 3 the eigenvalues /\Ef)’s are the
solutions of the equation
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(h—2— ’\q)3 —-3h—-2~ ’\q)|'7q|2 + (73 + 7;3) =0.
(19)

The elementary excitation energies in the (1,1) direction
are shown for h = 0, h = 0.5, h = 1 in Fig. 1, and for
h =2, h =3 h =4in Fig. 2, respectively. With our
choice of axis the (1,1) direction corresponds to 0 < ¢, <
27/3, ¢y = 0. As one can see for 0 < h < 3 no gap
appears in the excitation spectrum, whereas a gap opens
for h > 3. The absence of gap for h < 3 is probably
an artifact of the harmonic approximation because the
lifting of the ground-state infinite degeneracy caused by
the magnetic field at finite temperature suggests that a
gap should appear if nonlinear contributions to the free
energy were taken into account. We will return to this
point in Sec. III.

In view of the promising experimental test by magnetic
esonance in ABX3 compounds® we give explicitly the
field dependence of the uniform modes

o) =0, R =3 BFCHA] (20)
for0<h<1
hol =0, B =2 [3 F 1+ 3(h% - 5)2] (21)
for1<h<3

ot =3J(h-3) , hw§? =37k (22)

for h > 3.

Note that the qualitative behavior agrees with exper-
imental data shown in Fig. 5b of Ref. 8. In contrast, a
quite different behavior is found if the ground-state con-
figuration was that assumed in Ref. 8 with a spin parallel
to the field. In this case one should have
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FIG. 1.

Elementary excitation energies for h = 0, 0.5, and 1 in harmonic approximation along the (1,1) direction.
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hw§D =0, Kl =27 [3F (2h — h?))] (23)

for 0 < h < 3, so that a crossing between the gaps should
occur at h = 2.

We consider now what happens at low but finite tem-
perature in the neighborhood of h = 1. We are particu-
larly interested in the mechanism that stabilizes the “up
up-down” phase over a finite region of the H-T plane as
found by MC simulation.%5 If one limits oneself to linear
approximation one should expect that such a configura-
tion is stable only at A = 1 even for T # 0, because
the corresponding free energy becomes imaginary when
h # 1. Here we show that crucial nonlinear contribu-
tions to the thermal renormalization of the elementary
excitations support LRO. Moreover, we find that the low-
temperature phase boundaries between the configuration
for h ~ 1 and the low-field (A < 1) and the intermediate-
field (1 < h < 3) configurations show the behavior sug-
gested by the MC simulation.

A perturbative approach using H, given by Eq. (7) as
unperturbed Hamiltonian is prevented by divergences in
T? contributions. For this reason we mtroduce a “trial”
bilinear Hamiltonian where the coefficients A“ are vari-
ational parameters that is
J

Hs

91,492,993

+ sin(¢2 —

+sin(¢s — ¢1) (79, ¥ DYDY —

In Eq. (28) one has

$3)(Yq: VPP ¥ —

Elementary excitation energies for h = 2, 3, and 4 in harmonic approximation along the (1,1) direction.

(24)

3
Ho=3J 3 S wl)As v,

s,s'=1 q

So doing the perturbation expansion of the variational
free energy reads

Fy = Fo+ (V + Hy — Hoo, (25)

where Fj is the free energy corresponding to the “trial”
Hamiltonian H,

127J
kgT

1 1 -
Fy = E0+§ICBTN In ( >+§kBT‘L;ln(det Aq)

(26)

and (- --)o means thermal average over the canonical en-
semble of Hy. The “effective” interaction potential V
1s

3 . *
“3\ T 2 Carartasolsin(dr — 62)(ra VUV — 15, ¥ ¥R vY)

1
V= H‘I - 2kBTH3, (27)
where
7;1%/)(2) (3) (3))
7;1¢(3) (1) (1))]' (28)
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sin(¢y — ¢2) = sin(¢z — ¢1) = % 3—-hZ—-2n ,
(29)
sin(¢2 — #3) = 3(1 + h)\/3 — h2 — 2h
for 0<h<1and
sin(¢; — ¢2) = —sin(ds — ¢1) = %\/ 10h2 — h* — 9, sin(¢s — ¢3) =0 (30)
for 1 < h <3. In Eq. (27) H4 reads
3J
Ha= hm Z 6Q1+qz+q:1+<h,0
q1,92,93,94
3
x| D valvelveg)
s=1
+ cos(1 — 62) [ 170, B UDUDUD — 67 1a, KOV URUED + 4, vDUEWDu )
+cos(¢2 — bs) [47a, PVDULVD — 67q0 40 YD UDBDYE) + 5 DV v
+ cos(ds = 61) [17a UDVEVEVE) — 67004, WDV VDU + 475, DU v V)| ] : (31)
(N
In Eq. (31) one has 1 A2-5 h%=5_ «
14k T Ta 7 Ya
cos(¢1 — ¢2) = cos(¢3 — ¢1) = -5 A= | By 1 Yq (37)
(32) —h24_57q 7:1 1
_ h®+4+2h-1 ,
cos(¢z — ¢3) = - 9 for 1 < h < 3. The “self-energy” X3 in Eq. (34) is given
for 0 < h <1 and by
3
h? — VoG Ne — 67 (T y e (), (0)
cos(¢1 — ¢2) = cos(¢z —¢1) = T cos(¢pp—¢3) =1 (VYZaqvg )6 = Z (Vg '¥ZqdoZq (Vg '¥=g)o-
rori=1

(33)

for 1 < h < 3. Minimiz~atéon of F, with respect to the
variational parameters Ay’ leads to

Ay =AY +25. (34)
For convenience of the reader we give explicitly the Aq

matrix for the three configurations that meet at the triple
point (h =1,T =0)

14h 1+h
1 e Bt e
- _ 1+h 242h—
Ag =1 -5"74 1 At2h=lyg (35)
2 -
SRELIVNR FETENES 1

for 0 < h < 1. In the “up-up-down” configuration one

has

. b =7q —74

Ay=| -5 h Ya (36)
—Yq 7; 2—h

and

(38)

The superscript ¢ means cumulant. In the neighbor-
hood of h = 1 we perform a low-temperature expansion
in |1 — h| retaining only temperature-independent con-
tributions linear in |1 — k| and temperature-dependent
contributions independent of |1 — k|. Within this ap-
proximation Hz can be neglected because it contains a
|1 — h|/? factor so that its second-order contribution to
the free energy [see Eq. (25)] is proportional to |1 — A|
times a temperature-dependent factor vanishing for van-
ishing temperature, while H,4 is accounted for because
it provides temperature-dependent contributions of the
same order as H3 but independent of |1 — h|. The solu-
tion of Eq. (38) reads

X1 v Xi37q
Ta=| Z12vq X222 —X231q |, (39)
T137qa —X237q —L22
where
1 = §t(3L — 412), (40)
Y12 = %t(h —Ip), (41)
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Tog = 3t(I; — 4I,), (42)
T3 = 3t(I1 + I), (43)
with ¢t = kgT/2J and
_ 1- |'7q| \/§
I =+ Z Ay = o In(th), (44)
3 hal’ =304+ 1
L=— 4 ~ 1. 45
TN Z det Aq 2™ (4)

The approximate values of I; and I are obtained by
keeping the leading singular contribution. Notice that

det Aqg = 1—3|yql* + (13 + 2%
—(Z11 + 2Z2)(1 = |1ql»)
2 1 3 *3
+2(2Z12 + a3) [lral® — 3 (7q +7q ]. (46)

In the long—wa.velength limit we have

det Aq ~—3f-q + —q%(I; + 1015)

16 12
~%q4+ ;/—qutHnt] (47)

As one can see the convergence of I} and I is assured just
by the singular temperature-dependent contribution in
det A4, whereas a standard perturbation approach can-
not pick up this contribution.

We are now able to compare the free energies of the
three phases, which meet at the triple point A =1,¢ = 0.
Let us call AF* the difference between the free energies
of the high field (h > 1) and the “up-up-down” phases
and AF~ the difference between the free energies of the
low field (h < 1) and the “up-up-down” phases. We
obtain

AFt = —JN(h—1)? - tkgTN(h—1) (48)

and |

7941
AF~ =—JN(1 - h*) + $kgTN(1 - h)G, (49)
where
3 14572 -3003+753) 2v3
G=— —4 -~ Int|. 50
N Z dotA, - |Int].  (50)

The above approximate value of G is obtained by keeping
the leading singular contribution. In our approximation
we find that the “up-up-down” phase is stable in the H-T
plane below h = 1 and above the line of equation

2
——=t|Int|. 51
—tlint] (51)
In the low-temperature limit our evaluation of the phase
boundary is in good agreement with the extrapolation of
the MC data. For example, for ¢t = 0.1 both Eq. (51) and
MC simulation give h ~ 0.9.

h=1-—

III. ORDER PARAMETER

The interesting MC simulations®® are suitably inter-
preted on the basis of the order parameters

(1) = 5 ((co5 1) + €%7/(cos ) + €47/ (cos b))

(¥a) = — ((6in d1) + €7/ (sin ) + e7/(sin ) )

(52)

In Fig. 3 of Ref. 4 are quoted the magnitudes of these
order parameters as function of the magnetic field at fixed
temperature. The spin configuration suggested in Fig. 2
of the same reference is rotated by 180° with respect to
the configuration suggested by the analytic expansion.®’
However, we show that the spin configuration consistent
with Fig. 3 of Ref. 4 is just that obtained in Refs. 6 and
7. Indeed, we have evaluated the zero-temperature values

of |(#)| and [(% )|, obtaining

/2
_1[y3 1Y, 3. o, (3=h +2hcosd\]’
¥l =3 {(560545‘5”) 75n ¢(1+h2—2h008¢)] ’ (33)
_179 ., 3 2 (3=h?+2hcosg\]"”*
(o)l =3 [Zsm ¢+ 7 (h —cosg) (1+h2—2hc08¢>] '

In Figs. 3 and 4 we draw [(%y)| and [(¢)| for ¢ = 0
(the configuration suggested by Ref. 4) and for ¢ = ¢um
[the configuration suggested by Egs. (13) and (14)]. It
is clearly seen that the order parameters obtained by
the MC simulations? are a natural evolution of the zero-
temperature order parameters corresponding to ¢ = ¢ur.

We have performed MC simulation on a sample of
18 x 18, 24 x 24, and 30 x 30 spins for temperatures
lower than those explored in Ref. 4. We find that our
results for ¢ = 0.1 shown in Fig. 4 agree with the zero-
temperature values of the order parameters and have the
same qualitative behavior as the t = 0.4 values of Ref. 4.

We would like to remark on the existence of LRO
phases in this model. The proof of existence of LRO
could be hardly achieved on the basis of MC simulation
even for the largest samples considered in Refs. 4 and 5.
Indeed we prove that LRO is absent in a triangular pla-
nar antiferromagnet, even if a magnetic field is present,
when we limit ourselves to the harmonic approximation.
Indeed let us consider the average component of the spins
on a generic sublattice

(cos(¢s + 1[)5’))) = cos ¢, (cos 1/)5’)), (54)
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FIG. 3. Zero-temperature order parameters [(4)| and

[{¥L)| for ¢ = 0 as function of h.

where

feos 9y = 1= 2 () ) + 70 (4) )

()4 (35)

Notice that
()

where A;l is the inverse of the matrix Ag defined in
Egs. (9) and (10). The series (55) can be summed to
give

_3N/3 Z( (;1)“’ (56)

1—§(h2+2h—1)2+§q2(h2+2h

)2_+...,
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FIG. 4. Zero-temperature order parameters |(v)| and
[{¥L)| for ¢ = dar as function of h are shown by continuous
curves. Diamonds, stars, and squares are the same quantities
at t = 0.1 obtained by MC simulation for 18 x 18, 24 x 24,
and 30 x 30 samples, respectively.

(cos 1&5’))

t 3V3

= exp (——

2w /3 27 /\/3
e Al -1
S ), e (a3 ) |

(57)

The explicit expression of (A;l),, for the first sublattice
with 0 < h < 1 reads

(A3, = £4q2[9 — h2(h +2)?] —

As one can see (cos 1/),(")) vanishes at any finite temper-
ature even if the magnetic field is present because of a
logarithmic divergence in the argument of the exponen-
tial. However, this divergence for a sample of linear size
L should give

(cos(¢s + ${*)) = cos ¢ (L)~ (V3/12m), (59)

At t = 0.4 for L = 24 and L = 48 one obtains 0.943 cos ¢,
and 0.931cos ¢,, respectively. This apparent LRO is
clearly an artifact of the finite size of the sample at least
when only harmonic contributions are taken into account.
Note that the harmonic approximation provides very ac-
curate values of the internal energy for temperatures as
high as t = 0.1, as we have checked by comparison be-
tween the low-temperature expansion and MC calcula-
tion for selected values of the magnetic field. Obviously
we do not exclude that nonlinear contributions could sup-
port LRO. Indeed we expect that nonlinear contributions
modify crucially Eq. (57). Consequently the spin average
is modified, and the LRO described by Eq. (59), which

55594 33 — 9h2(h +2)?] + -

(58)

-
is an artifact of the finite size in the harmonic approx-
imation, becomes reliable via a possible replacement of
the “unphysical” power of L by a nonlinear contribution,
say a power of T'. Further theoretical effort will be neces-
sary to clarify this point. However, we can prove that a
genuine LRO is supported by anharmonic contributions
for the “up-up-down” phase. On the basis of the calcu-
lations performed in Sec. II we have to replace (A3')ss

by (A;l),_, in Eq. (57). For h =1 we have

(cos(¢s _H/)Es))) — cos ¢se—(\/§/121r)tllnt| = {0046t (o5 g
(60)

In Sec. II we have seen that linear approximation for
0 < h < 3 provides at least one excitation with zero
energy cost at the zone center (see Figs. 1 and 2) and
we have anticipated that this should be an artifact of
the harmonic approximation. We give partial support to
this guess on the basis of our evaluation of the leading
nonlinear contributions for h = 1. We find the following
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values of the uniform mode energies in the “up-up-down”
configuration.

ol =0, mel® =127%, mel® =9J(1-13%), (61)
where
52 iy (62)

127

We notice that linear approximation provides two zero-
energy uniform modes at h = 1, while nonlinear effects
we have accounted for lift one of them. It is reasonable to
think that higher-order nonlinear contributions lift even
the last zero-energy uniform mode.

On the basis of the analytic dependence on t shown
in Eq. (60) one expects a significant thermal demagne-
tization in the low-temperature limit, but this peculiar
behavior is restricted to a very narrow range of temper-
ature because of the smallness of the numerical coeffi-
cient appearing in the exponential. An analogous sce-
nario was recently found® on the ferro-helix phase bound-
ary of the quantum Heisenberg tetragonal model with
in-plane interactions up to third neighbors and a ferro-
magnetic nearest-neighbor interplane interaction. In this
model the linear spin-wave theory suggests a divergent
demagnetization at any finite temperature, whereas cru-
cial nonlinear contributions to the spin-wave self-energy
restoring LRO appear already at the first-order Hartree-
Fock correction. The resulting LRO shows in this model
a peculiar behavior in the low-temperature range because

the order by thermal disorder'® becomes effective only at
_

7943

intermediate temperatures, so that a steep demagnetiza-
tion of 40% or 50% sets up within temperature ¢t = 0.1
or 0.2.°

Finally, we offer a comment on the persistence of the
V/3x+/3 periodicity in an external magnetic field at finite
temperature. A simple argument has been given in the
Appendix of Ref. 5 showing that the ground state (T'=0
configuration) consists of the spin arrangement where in
each triangle

prH
Si1+ S5+ S3 6.]_0

At finite but low temperature (8 — o0), a straightfor-
ward saddle-point evaluation of the partition function
can show that such configurations must dominate the
thermodynamics. However, the locking of commensu-
rate helices by an external magnetic field at nonzero T
can be rigorously proven, because é-like terms appear in
an exact low-temperature low-field expansion of the free
energy.!! In particular such contribution for 120° three-
sublattice configuration reads

AFs = —L(uH)*A1NkpTcos(3¢) > 5(3Q - G), (64)
G

(63)

where G is a reciprocal lattice wave vector and Q is the
helix wave vector (47/3,0):

Ay = —% <§1j>31(Q),

where

(65)

_ 1 V(Q+4q) - J(IJ/(Q—q) - J(q)]
19=% L Gr@- i@+ 9~ J@IEI@ - Q- 0~ T

with

- (67)

1
J(q) =2J (cos gz + 2 cos 5 cos ﬁ@) i
By numerical integration we have I(Q) = 0.1524. Sub-
stituting this value in the free energy (64) we obtain

AFs = tkpTNE®0.2032 cos(3¢) > 6(3Q — G),  (68)
G

which coincides with the expansion of Eq. (12) for small
fields except for the 6§ factor. Equation (68) shows that
the v3x/3 periodicity is preserved at finite temperature
as a special case of the more general locking of commen-
surate helices. In the present situation the helical struc-
ture is caused by the misfit between antiferromagnetism
and triangular lattice (frustration from lattice topology).
However, a generic helix can be produced on a generic lat-
tice by suitable exchange competitions (frustration from
competition).

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have shown that analytic expansion®”? and MC
simulations*® give concordant suggestions about the

(66)

I
phase diagram in the field-temperature (H-T') plane. To
this end we have also performed MC calculations at tem-
perature low enough to match with the zero-temperature
analytic result. We have explicitly evaluated the elemen-
tary excitation energies obtained in harmonic approxima-
tion and we have found that no gap appears for vanish-
ing wave vectors in the ordered phases although thermal
fluctuations select one spin configuration out of the zero-
temperature infinitely degenerate manifold. We believe,
however, that nonlinear contributions should provide a
gap at finite temperature. This is a relevant point be-
cause the model should be disordered at any finite tem-
perature if the essential physics was fully treated within
the harmonic approximation. Further theoretical effort
is required to understand whether the LRO suggested
by MC calculation is a reliable result or it is an artifact
of the finite-size sample. However we have proven that
a genuine LRO onsets at h = 1 in the “up-up-down”
phase. The mechanism supporting LRO originates from
crucial nonlinear effects that we have accounted for by
a variational approach because they cannot be treated
conveniently by a standard perturbation approach owing
to divergences in T2 contributions. Such crucial nonlin-
ear contributions lead also to the stability over a finite
region of the H-T plane of the “up-up-down” configura-
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tion. The persistence of the /3 x /3 periodicity in an
external magnetic field is traced back to the locking of
commensurate helix configurations in an external mag-
netic field.!!

Finally, we suggest CsV X3,with X=Cl, Br, I (Ref. 12)
as possible candidates to see the phenomenology of the
triangular planar antiferromagnet in an external mag-
netic field. From a magnetic point of view these systems
are chains along the ¢ axis of localized spins S = 3/2.
The chains are arranged to form triangular lattice in the
planes perpendicular to the ¢ axis. The small easy-plane
anisotropy forces the system in the symmetry class of
the present model. As concerns the transition in the H-
T plane we are interested in, the relevant coupling is the
interchain coupling J' ~ 1073 meV (Ref. 12) so that
the saturation field h. = 3 in our notation corresponds
to external magnetic fields of 1.4, 4.4, and 18.8 kG, for
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CsVCls, CsVBr3, and CsVIs, respectively. Magnetic res-
onances in CsCuClz,® where the weak interacting spin
chains with § = 1/2 can be simulated at temperature low
enough as a triangular Heisenberg antiferromagnet with
easy plane anisotropy, show that the uniform modes are
changed by an external magnetic field perpendicular to
the chains in a way confirming the lifting of infinite de-
generacy of the minimum energy configurations, as sug-
gested by the low-temperature free-energy expansion of
the TPA model.
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