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We give a systematic treatment of the spin excitations of a family of disordered quasi-two-dimensional
Heisenberg antiferromagnets, Rb,Mn,Ni, ,F,, for arbitrary values of x. The density of states, static response
functions, and the dynamic susceptibility are calculated numerically. Results at several concentrations are
presented graphically. We derive simple analytic theories which give an adequate description of the calculated
quantities. The static response functions characterize excitations at low energy and long wave length, and
enable us to predict the concentration dependence of the anisotropy gap frequency and the temperature
dependence of the magnetization. The dynamic susceptibility is in good agreement with recent neutron-
scattering experiments on Rb,Mn, sNi, sF,. The spin-wave density of states for 0.1 < x< 1 is found to split into
two separated subbands, consisting essentially of Mn and Ni spin excitations, respectively. The evolution of
the two subbands as a function of concentration is studied through the dynamic susceptibility, which resolves
both g and w, and by numerical tests for localization of the normal modes. The two-mode character of this
system persists even after the gap between subbands has closed to become a pseudogap.

I. INTRODUCTION

Transition-metal fluorides of the form T'F,,
ATF;, and A,TF,, where A represents an alkali
metal, usually K or Rb, and T an iron-group
transition metal, are a family of insulating anti-
ferromagnets about which a great deal is known.
Their magnetic properties are accurately de-
scribed by the Heisenberg Hamiltonian
3=2 Z(; Ji35; '§j_ Z (0;4;S5+g; .UBE,‘EXt(t) ‘51) s
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in which J;; is the positive exchange interaction
between neighboring spins §i and § ; on sites ¢ and
j, A; is a uniaxial anisotropy energy, g; is the g
factor for atom ¢, #°% is an external field, ujis
the Bohr magneton, and

1  on even sublattice sites ,
—1 on odd sublattice sites.

Nearest-neighbor exchange has been found to
dominate Eq. (1) in these compounds. These
materials and their alloys have recently been re-
viewed by de Jongh and Miedema! and by Cowley
and Buyers.?

In this paper we shall give a systematic theo-
-retical study of the family Rb,Mn, Ni,_  F,, an al-
loy system which is just beginning to attract ex-
perimental interest.® In the tetrafluorides, the
transition-metal ions form layers separated suf-
ficiently to be treated as independent two-di-
mensional (2D) square lattices. Since Rb,MnF,
and Rb,NiF, differ considerably in the strength of
their magnetic interactions (the ordering tempera-
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tures® are 38.4 and 91 K, respectively), we can
expect the effects of disorder to be prominent in
the alloy system.

All the parameters to be used in the Hamiltonian
(1) for Rb,Mn, Ni;_, F, are known to roughly 10%
accuracy, either from measurements on the pure
2D systems, ! or from measurements at low con-
centrations on mixed 3D systems.? Cowley and
Buyers find that the expression for the exchange
interactionbetween different components, A and B,

Jap=TaaIsn)" "%, (3)

which would be expected from superexchange the-
ory, is in error by only + 5% for most iron-group
metal ions as impurities in manganese fluorides.
From Raman-scattering studies of the local im-
purity mode of low concentrations of Ni in the
perovskite KMnF,, Thorpe® has extracted a value
of Jy,n; about 1% greater than would be given by
Eq. (3).

In Rb,NiF,, the anisotropy terms in Eq. (1)
originate from local crystal-field splittings.
Therefore, A; on Ni sites should have essentially
the same value in the alloy as in the pure system.
In Rb,MnF,, however, the anisotropy is much
smaller and of dipolar origin.® Thus A; on Mn
sites is proportional to the average magnetic mo-
ment per site in the alloy. This dependence of A;
on composition has only a small effect on the
properties considered here, and will therefore be
neglected. Rb,Mn,Ni,_ . F, is thus to a good ap-
proximationa strongly disordered material for which
a microscopic model exists with no unknown parame-
ters. Itcanfurnisha critical test of theory and of
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our intuitions about excitations indisorderedsystems.

In principle, there are at least three distinct re-
gions of concentration which must be considered.
It is known from studies of 2D site percolation™®
that for x<0.4 all of the Mn atoms will lie in iso-
lated finite clusters, surrounded by Ni atoms, a
large fraction of which will be part of an infinite
connected cluster which spans the crystal. Like-
wise, for x>0.6, the Ni atoms will be isolated in
clusters in a Mn host. At the intermediate con-
centrations, only finite clusters are found. Spin
excitations which extend over large distances should
have different characteristics in the three regions.
We shall also find below that the region of low Mn
concentration introduces some novel features.

Isolated clusters are not necessarily small,
especially in the intermediate-concentration re-
gime. Dean and Bird® have studied the cluster
statistics of the randomly diluted 2D square lattice
with nearest-neighbor interactions, and find that
at 50% occupation of the sites, the largest clusters
in their Monte Carlo samples of 62 500 sites con-
tained more than 300 connected atoms. For this
case, the average cluster contained roughly 8
atoms. Although the average cluster size de-
creases rapidly at lower concentrations, some
large clusters will still occur. Dean and Bird
found an average connected cluster size of 3 sites
at 35% occupation, but each of their samples con-
tained a few clusters of 40 or more sites. Above
the percolation threshold, isolated small clusters
separated from the infinite cluster persist, their
average size decreasing with increasing x. For
67.5% occupation, the average isolated cluster
size was found to be 1.9 sites, with a few clusters
of 15-30 sites always present. It appeared in this
numerical study that for the same mean isolated
cluster size, larger fluctuations in the size of the
rare large isolated clusters observed occur above
the percolation threshold than below it. Study of
the strongly disordered Rb,Mn,Ni,_, F, system thus
should afford the opportunity to analyze the effects
of both large and small localized states, as well
as the feature, unique to 2D, of an intermediate re-
gion in which only isolated clusters are present.
There are other advantages to studying effects of
disorder in 2D rather than 3D systems. Not only
are the effects, in general, larger, but numerical
calculations such as we shall describe are more
practical.

Several strongly disordered 3D insulating anti-
ferromagnets have been studied previously by
neutron scattering, ° but the only experimental
studies of spin excitations in 2D mixed systems of
which we are aware are on Rb,Mny ;Ni, ;F,, by
Birgeneau et al.? Using inelastic neutron scat-
tering, they have observed two sets of excitations:
a branch consisting of sharp lines extending be-
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tween 1 and 9 meV, and a second set of broad lines
at energies above 16 meV. Since the energies of
the centers of both lines shift with momentum trans-
fer g, both were characterized as propagating ex-
citations. A four-sublattice model for the system
was proposed in Ref. 3 to interpret the two modes.
Ni and Mn atoms on each sublattice are distin-
guished, and assumed to satisfy the averaged
equations of motion. This model predicts two
modes of zero width for each value of ¢, and gives
wave functions which can be used to calculate
scattering intensities. On the basis of these wave
functions, Birgeneau ef al.? interpret the second
band as a propagating “optical” mode, in which

the Ni and Mn spins of each sublattice move in
opposite directions. Some of the 3D systems
studied by Svensson et al.'® also display this sort
of two-mode behavior,

Alben and Thorpe!! have recently performed a
Monte Carlo calculation of the neutron-scattering
intensities for x =0, 5, using Eq. (1) as the Hamil-
tonian, and making the assumption (3). Their re-
sults are in good agreement with those of Birgeneau
et al., and furnish support for our conjecture that
Egs. (1) and (3) should apply to the Rb,Mn,Ni,_, F,
svstem at arbitrary x.

The density of states for the closely related
K,;Mny ;Ni, ;F, has been evaluated numerically by
Huber.? Although his results, based on a small
(30x 30) sample with free edge boundary conditions,
are crude, Huber also observed two subbands,
separated in energy by a gap. Reasoning by
analogy with examples of strong scattering which
have been studied elsewhere in the disordered elec-
tron and phonon problem, ** he identified the
lower band as due to excitations involving Mn spins,
and the upper band as due to Ni.

Our studies show that this two-band behavior is
not restricted to x=0.5, but occurs at all but the
lowest Mn concentrations. We support Huber’s
interpretation of the character of the two subbands,
as opposed to the “optical-mode” picture, and
present calculations below which quantify the
amount of participation by Ni spins in the lower
subband, and vice versa, as well as the regions of
q space in which it occurs. By measuring the
sensitivity of specific eigenvalues of our Monte
Carlo samples to changes in the boundary condi-
tions, it is possible to determine the localized or
extended character of a state directly. In this way
we find that all of the states in the Ni subband at
x=0.5 are localized, despite the fact that the energy
at which their scattering is strongest shifts with
wave vector. By combining the Monte Carlo studies
at arbitrary concentrations with exact treatments
of the effects of very low concentrations of Mn in
Rb,NiF, or vice versa, we can assemble a com-
prehensive picture of the phenomena associated
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with the formation of the two subbands in the alloy.
Finally, we have carried out numerical calcula-
tions of the dynamical susceptibility which are in
agreement with the scattering experiments, and
can be used to give a more detailed characteriza-
tion of the eigenmodes than is possible from con-
sideration of the density of states alone.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II
we give derivations of most of the physical quanti-
ties which can be obtained either by exact solution
of the case of a single impurity!*=!" or from a
microscopic Monte Carlo model of the random
magnetic system. We present calculations of the
densities of states of four samples, representing
the different concentration regimes of interest.

In two of these cases, we have tested for the
presence or absence of extended states.

In Sec. II the extended states at low energy are
studied by first expressing their energies in terms
of static response functions, then calculating those
response functions numerically for Monte Carlo
samples. A report on the application of this type
of analysis to ferromagnets, ferrimagnets, and
antiferromagnets is in preparation. A summary
of those results has appeared elsewhere.!® In the
present work we consider only antiferromagnets,
and treat explicitly the presence of atoms with
differing g values. Calculations of the anisotropy,
exchange stiffness, and various susceptibilities
as functions of concentration are presented, and
used to predict the gap frequency and the tempera-
ture dependence of the magnetization. These pre-
dictions of dynamics from static properties are in
agreement with the small amount of experimental
data that exists, as well as with dynamical cal-
culations on the Monte Carlo samples. They can
readily be tested by future experiments.

Calculations of the dynamic susceptibility x'’(g, w)
are presented in Sec. IV for four concentrations,
and compared at x=0.5 with the neutron-scattering
experiments, which measure the same quantity.
The systematic trends in the types of states which
are found as x, ¢, and w are varied and discussed.
We compare several theories for the mode frequen-
cies. Arelatively simple estimate based on moments
of the average susceptibility is found to give accurate
predictions of the positions of the high-energy
peaks. This method introduces no assumptions of
homogeneity or that states are all either extended
or localized. Partial susceptibilities, which sepa-
rate the contributions of the two types of atoms to
X"’ (g, w) are also discussed in Sec. IV. They are
useful in testing the validity of approximate pic-
tures, including the four-sublattice model, of the
character of the modes of this system.

Some details of the numerical techniques we
employed are given in Appendix A. Appendix B
contains the details of our calculations of various
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response functions for the case of a single impurity
atom. In Appendix C, the formulas needed to
evaluate moments of x '’ (g, w) are tabulated. In
Appendix D, we derive the dynamic susceptibility
for the four-sublattice model.

II. DENSITY OF STATES

The equations of motion for a spin deviation
88,(8) = SH) (F + iD)e ¥t )

where X and j are unit vectors, obtained from the
Hamiltonian (1) in the presence of an external field

B,(0) = by (@) G+ iD)eit ()

are
HiwS; (w) =2 }; J,(SES% =528 +0; A, S}

-2g,uph;(t)S], ©)

where u 5 is the Bohr magneton. If we linearize
about the Néel state, in which

(8§)=0;5;, ™

where S; is the magnitude of the spin on site 7,
the equations of motion become

HwSi(w)=2 ;c Ji5S; SHw) + S; 57 (w)]
+0;[8;5(w) - 2g; uph;(w)S;] . (8)
Equations (8) may be transformed into
; M (@)S(w) =~ 2g;uphy(W)S; , 9)
where
M;;=0;; <Uiﬁw -48;-2 Zk: Jir Sk) =2J;;8; . (10)
The matrix M is not symmetric, which complicates

both numerical work and discussion of its eigen-
states. We can remedy this by introducing

Si(w) = S;l 2SHw) . (1)
These satisfy symmetric equations
3 Ny sie) = = 24l (@)S12 (12)
7
where

Ny;= 5ii<"iﬁw‘ A;-2 ;Jiksk>—2Jij(si SHOHZ

(13)
It is convenient to define a dynamical matrix W
by writing N in the form

N=oliw-W, (14)

where ois a diagonal matrix with elements o;.



Since the eigenvalues of the original system (8) are
the same as those of (13), and the eigenvectors
are related by the transformation (11), we can dis-
cuss one-magnon excitations by examining the
eigenstates of (13).

For comparison with experiment, we also need
various susceptibilities. The most general two-
point susceptibility is defined by

Xij(w)=gi.U-B S;(w)/hj(w) (15)
=—ZgiUESt'/Z(E-I)ijgjﬂasglz . (16)
Its Fourier transform
-> 1 > .l =
X@ @)= 2 explid- R, - R)Ixis@) (A7)
J

where V is the volume of the crystal, can be ex-
pressed in the symmetric form

X@ ©)=-2(q|IN"(w)|q), (18)
where
G|@)=g;1p(S; /)2 exp(id - R;) . 19)

In order to study the nature of the elementary exci-
tations it is useful to distinguish the role of the

two different types of atoms by defining partial
susceptibilities. To do this, we define a diagonal
projection operator P, which is unity for sites
occupied by atoms of the type a and zero other-
wise. Then we write

Xas=— 23| PN (@) P,|) . 20)

We shall now consider excitations of the spin
system in the absence of external fields. N has
both positive.and negative eigenfrequencies, but
on the average the spectrum is symmetric about
zero, so we shall only consider the positive fre-
quencies. Formally, the density of states can be
extracted from N by

p(w):l— limImTroN *(w-i€) , 21)
NT .o+ -
where Tr denotes the trace and N is the total num-
ber of sites. Even frequency moments of p(w)

are easily calculated (odd moments vanish on the
average by symmetry) by expanding E" for large w:

oN Hw) = (T - oW)™!
=2 ()™ e W) . (22)

An integral over the density of states as given by
Eq. (21) with w?™ in the integrand can be trans-
formed into a contour integral which picks out the
coefficient of w?™?! in Eq. (22). (See Ref. 13,
Sec. 3, for a fuller discussion of the derivation
of moments.) The configurational averages of
the quantities in Eq. (22), denoted ( ),,, can be
carried out explicitly. For example,
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(70)5 = (1/N)(TroWoW) o 23)

=[<zk: TinSe+ Ai>2 - >k: Jixdwi Si Sk] (24)

av

was used to check the accuracy of the calculated
densities of states reported in this section. More
interesting are the projected moments,

(25a)

2
=<Aa+z ;xe Jasss> - ZB:ZxBJf:B SoSs s

(25b)
where « or § can stand for either Mn or Ni, S, is
the spin of an « atom, N, is the number of o
atoms, and so forth. Thus Eq. (25) gives mo-
ments over the density of states weighted by the
amplitude of the average spin deviation of the
states on the atoms in question.

In the numerical calculations which follow, we
shall adopt the parameters cited by Birgeneau et
al.,® although our definition of J differs from theirs
by a factor of 2. These are Jyuu,=0.328 meV,

7_
— 6
>
£ 5K
-l 4
N
3_.
3
2__
i
0 AR AN R NN SR N R B R
Ni 0.2 04 0.6 08 Mn

FIG, 1. Characteristic frequencies (w},;)./% and
(w%/[n)lav/z for Ni and Mn excitations, respectively, as func-
tions of Mn concentration x. The characteristic fre-
quencies are defined in terms of moments of the density

of states in Eq. (25).
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Suani = Iniva = 1. 17 meV, Jy;n=4.15 meV, Ay,
=0.03 meV, and Ay;=0.28 meV. The remaining
parameters needed to specify the alloy system are
Sm=2.0, gy;=2.22,1° 5, =2.5, and Sy;=1.0.

Because of the marked difference between the
rms -characteristic frequencies derived from the
projected second moments, as plotted in Fig. 1,
we can expect to find striking differences in the
dynamics of Ni and Mn spins in the mixed systems.
The characteristic frequency of the excitations
seen at a Mn site (7w%,)L/? is nearly concentration
-independent and equal to about 5.5 meV. The
frequency characterizing the Ni excitations de-
creases with decreasing Ni concentration, but is
never less than 22 meV, a value greater than the
highest single magnon energies (6.6 meV) ex-
pected for pure Rb,MnF,. Thus Ni spins at low
concentration will give rise to an isolated high-
frequency localized level, and we must expect to
find a two-band density of states at intermediate
concentrations. That is, there will be two distinct
parts to p(E), one consisting of excitations involv-
ing mostly Ni spins and one mostly Mn. Since the
characteristic frequency for Mn spins exceeds the
gap frequency (4.3 meV) for Rb,NiF, magnons,
there will be a strong effect caused by Mn im-
purities in the bottom of the Ni magnon. band.
However, a more detailed analysis is needed to
tell whether localized impurity modes will occur
in the Ni gap at low Mn concentrations.

The low-concentration regimes, when small
numbers of Mn spins are substituted into the Ni
compound and vice versa, can be treated essential-
ly exactly. The solution of the single-defect prob-
lem has already been studied extensively, **~17 so
we will not discuss the formalism in detail, but
will concentrate mainly on a presentation of nu-
merical results,

We will study the spin Green’s function G;;(w)
defined by

G;j(w) = f G;;,Wett dt (26)

G;;(0)=[e@/inK[Si®), S30)]), @7

where ( ) indicates a thermal average, which in
this case we take as a ground-state average, and
O(t)=1for +>0 and zero for £<0. Neglecting
spin-wave interactions and deviations from the
Néel ground state we may write the equations of
motion for the spin Green’s function as

2 M) Gplw) = 8,425, (282)

where M was defined in (10). We shall define Gy,
=20;H;,, in terms of which Eq. (28a) becomes

ZjLiiHlkzéik ’ (28b)
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where L;;=S7' M;;0;S;. Inthe case of a single
defect at the lattice site m one writes

Lij(w)ngj‘*‘ Viis (29)

where L‘,fj is the value of L,; for the pure crystal.

1

One can then write the solution for H
H=H°+H't"H’, (30)
where t™ is the ¢ matrix associated with V™
tr-y - By (51)
In discussing the ¢ matrix it is convenient to intro-
duce the following symmetry adapted basis func-
tions®;
lod=lm), [02)=2 2|m+3),
|00 (s ay= = ai)/2i2, (52)
| @) = (|m+ ady= | m - ai)) /212,

[cpd)=(|m+w?>+ lm-w?)-— | m+ ay)— |m—ap))/2,

(5 denotes one of the nearest-neighbor positions
+ax or +ay) in terms of which

=1 |¢m>t9<‘pw|
+ | 9p 20| + |02 tak0a] (33)

where

t(S):Etéﬁ)[¢si><q)31| * (34)
i
We express the density of states in terms of ™
by

N7p(w)=TrIm _I:'i(w - i€)
=Im ) Hy(w—i€), (35)
and if we write p(w) = p®(w) + N *6p(w), where p®(w)

is the density of states of the pure crystal, we
have

dp(w)=7"Im Z H?,(w - i€)T(w~i€)H oy (w— 7€) .
7k

(36)
It can be shown that
aH®,
;r};H‘;ngﬁ_ ol (37)
so that
76p(w) =— 7t % (Im E ng(w — i)t} (w - ii))
i3
(38a)
d
_ =1 % _ g oym
=T oS (ImTrin(I-HV™), (38b)

which is the usual phase-shift formula.?! That is,
we set det(I- H'V™) = ¢!’ and we obtain



impurity atom.

(a) The case of a Ni atom added to Rb,MnF,; (b) describes Mn in Rb,yNiF,.
states associated with each partial wave can be obtained from the slopes of the individual phase shifts by (39).
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FIG. 2. Phase shifts for s-wave (solid line), p-wave (dashed line), and d-wave (dotted line) scattering by a single

Change in the density of
Hori-

zontal arrows in each figure indicate the extent of the host magnon band.

d[8(w)]
dw

In Figs. 2(a) and 2(b) we show the results for
5,(w), where @ is the symmetry label, s, p, or
d, and

nmop(w) =7t

39)

8(w) = 6g(w) +28,(w) + 5,(w) . (40)

Figures 2(a) and 2(b) show 5,(w) for positive fre-
quencies and §,(w) and §,(w) for negative fre-
quencies. As Kanamori and Tonegawa!® have ex-
plained, 6,(w) for positive frequencies and §,(w)
and 6,(w) for negative frequencies contain informa-
tion concerning the nonresonant response in which
a sublatice is driven opposite to its natural sense
of precession, If one follows the variation of &(w)
as w increases, then the change in the density of
states due to the defect is given by Eq. (39).
Consider the case of a Ni defect in the Mn sys-
tem. Since Jy,n;> Jumms it is clear that a local-
ized Ni state will be formed at w~2zJy,y; Sy ~ 22
meV. Thus one s-like state must be removed
from the Mn band., From Fig. 2(a) we see that
about 0.7 of a state is taken from the extreme
high-energy edge of the Mn band at 6.5 meV and
the rest is taken more or less uniformly from
the entire band. Since Jy,y; Sni” Jvtama Svn» it iS
possible to form localized modes on the shell of

Mn atoms adjacent to the impurity. The p-wave
shell mode occurs at w~6.9 meV and the d-wave
mode occurs at w~"7.2 meV. The d-wave states
have higher energy than the p-wave states since
the former, having larger angular momentum,
have more nodes in their wave functions. Again,
the states removed from the Mn band come pri-
marily from the energy range above 5 meV. As
the Ni concentration is increased we expect the
sharp peak at the top of the Mn band to become
further eroded. Also, since the binding energy of
the shell modes is much less than the width of the
pure Mn band, we expect these states to become
broad resonances. This picture is easily extended
to higher concentrations and is confirmed by the
appearance of the Mn band in the numerical work
at x=0.5 reported below,

Adding a Mn defect to the pure Ni system [Fig.
2(b)] is more complex. There are no p- or d-wave
bound states because the shell modes would have
energies within the pure Ni band. About one-half
a p-wave and one-half a d-wave state are removed
from the top of the host band and are spread to
lower energies. There is an s-wave bound state
with extremely small (0.033 meV) binding energy
E,. In Fig. 2(b), one sees that one-half of this
state comes from the upper band edge, and one-
half from the lower band edge. If we relate the
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Single magnon density of states for Mn concentrations x=0.65 (a), x=0,50 (b), x=0.34 (c), and x=0,10 (d).
Light line in (d) indicates the density of states for RbyNiF,, Vertical scales are the same for Figs. 3(a)-3(c). In Fig.
3(d) one vertical division represents half as many states in Figs. 3(a)-3(c). Arrows in (a) and (b) mark the positions of
the lowest two modes predicted by the Ising cluster model (42), The characteristic frequencies for Ni and Mn excitations,
defined in (25), are also shown where appropriate.

energies near the host gap frequency w, to g by
[see Ref. 22, Eq. (4.10)]

fwy — Eg=Ti[wi+ w3(qa)/2]1? , (41)

where for a pure system wg=2JzS, we obtain iga
~0.023, which implies that the bound state size is

of the order of 280 lattice constants,

It is obvious

that the low-concentration regime in this case may

be minute.

In calculating response functions

which describe pulling the Mn spin out of align-
ment with its neighbors, low-concentration theory
may break down when the bound states overlap.



For a response in which Mn and Ni spins move in
phase, low-concentration theory may be used to
much higher concentration. Low-concentration
calculations of the susceptibility x and the ex-
change stiffness A are summarized in Appendix
B; the results are used in subsequent sections of
this paper. From the arguments given above,
we conclude that these results for x will have a
smaller range of validity than do those for A.
Now we turn to our numerical results, which are
useful at arbitrary concentrations. Densities of
states were obtained for four large Monte Carlo
samples, each 64-by-64 sites with periodic bound-
ary conditions, representing the four concentra-
tion regimes of interest. The results are plotted
in Fig. 3 as histograms, sampled at 0.5-meV
intervals. The numerical techniques used to ob-
tain Fig. 3 are described in Appendix A. The
four regimes and the concentrations chosen to
represent them are isolated Ni clusters in a con-
nected Mn host [x=0.65, Fig. 3(a)]; both Ni and

Mn confined to isolated clusters, which may be rather
large [x=0.5, Fig. 3(b)]; Ni concentration sufficient

to insure connectedness, while the Mn are isolated
[x=0.34, Fig. 3(c)]; and low Mn concentration [x

=0.1, Fig. 3(d)]. The low Ni concentration limit will
notbe considered further inthis section, as it is similar

to the cases discussed extensively in Refs. 15-17,
In the first three cases, there are two subbands,
separated by an apparent gap. This gap cannot be
a true gap, with zero density of states. One can
argue, following Lifshitz,? that there is a finite
probability of finding a region sufficiently large and
Ni rich to give rise to Ni modes of any energy down
to the gap energy, 4.3 meV, of Rb,NiF,. Such
states deep in a pseudogap are too rare to be seen
in a finite sample simulation such as this, How-
ever, this argument also suggests that the states
that are found at the bottom of the upper subband
will form some kind of band tail, and may be
localized. There will be a similar tail of rare Mn
states down to 0.63 meV, the gap energy of
Rb,MnF,, but we were not able to observe these
in our numerical studies.

The characteristic excitation frequency for Ni
spins, (w%,)/?, was found to lie in the peak of the
upper subband, and is indicated by an arrow in
each plot. We carried out a detailed comparison
of (wW¥4y)a, and (w3,), With the second moments of
the upper and the lower subbands, respectively.
The characteristic frequency of the upper subband
was within a few tenths of an meV of (w%;)1/2 in
each case, but the lower subband frequency was
typically 1 meV greater than (w2,)}/2. This strong-
ly supports a picture of the two subbands as owing
to Ni and Mn excitations, respectively, with only
a slight amount of mixing. The second moment is
sensitive to states at high energies. Admixture
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such that the amplitudes of the spin deviations on
Ni sites are roughly 1% of those on the Mn sites,
when averaged over the lower subband, is suffi-
cient to cause the observed difference between the
lower subband characteristic frequency and (w%,)L/2.
A comparable admixture of Mn in the upper sub-
band modes is presumed to occur, but will have no
observable effect on the characteristic frequency.

The usual result for the strong scattering limit,
that the number of states in each subband is equal
to the number of atoms from which the subband
was derived, need not hold in this system, since
the density of states between the subbands is not
strictly zero. However, we examined 64-by-64
samples with gaps as small as 1 meV (at x=0. 15)
and found in all cases that the number of states in
each subband was equal to the number of the ap-
propriate type of atoms on the resonant sublattice.

In Fig. 3(d), the light line shows, for compari-
son, the density of states of a pure Rb,NiF, sam-
ple the same size as the Monte Carlo samples.
Adding 10% Mn is seen to broaden the peak at the
top of the band, and create a sharp resonance at
low energies. Although there is no gap at this
concentration, there appears to be a decrease in
the density of states just above the resonance.

Cowley and Buyers, 2 among others, have ana-
lyzed the high-frequency excitations of this class
of antiferromagnets using an Ising cluster ap-
proximation. The approximation consists of ne~
glecting the terms in Eq. (1) involving S* and S?,
Then the excitation energy for a unit spin excita-
tion will depend only upon the atomic character of
its nearest neighbors:

AEi=ZZj:J‘,Sj. (42)

For Ni atoms surrounded by 0—4 Mn neighbors,
the excitation energies given by Eq. (42) are 33.2,
30.8, 28.3, 25.8, and 23.3 meV, respectively,
and in this picture they would enter the density of
states weighted by the respective probabilities of
finding that number of Mn nearest neighbors.
Since the Ising Hamiltonian lacks those terms
which mix spin excitations on adjoining sites, this
approximation is perhaps best viewed as the first
of a series of approximations to localized spin
excitations. Perturbations starting from this
picture will broaden the Ising levels downward in
energy, ®® with those excitations which are most
extended in space lowered the most in energy.
This model has no relevance to the low-lying
Mn modes, but we can find some support for it in
the upper subband densities of states shown in
Figs. 3(a) and 3(b). The peaks at 23.5 and 25.5
meV in Fig. 3(a) correspond to the energies of
likely Ising clusters, and both peaks are still evi-
dent in Fig. 3(b). However, the cluster picture
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FIG, 4. Density of states in the upper subband at x
=0, 5, for two Monte Carlo samples, results superim-
posed. One vertical division represents half as many
states as in Figs, 3(a)-3(c).

would predict that the 25. 5 peak should be twice

as large as the 23, 5 peak in the sample with Ni
concentration of 0. 35, while, in fact, it is some-
what smaller. This could reflect the fact that
excitation of a single Ni spin surrounded by Mn
atoms comes closer to being a true excitation of
the system than does a mode which involves one Ni
atom but not its Ni neighbor,

To check the reliability of interpretations based
on peaked structures in these Monte Carlo densi-
ties of states, we repeated the calculation of the
upper subband in another nearly equal concentra-
tion sample. The two results are compared in
Fig. 4. The most apparent features, such as the
sharp shoulder at 30.5 meV and the tail in the
density of states below 20 meV, are well re-
produced, but the spikes appear subject to small
shifts, and may not be observable in crystals of
macroscopic dimensions. However, the modes at
23.5 and 25.5 meV do survive averaging over the
two cases in Fig, 4.

The rather different appearance of the two sub-
bands in Figs. 3(a)-3(c) suggests that spatial
characteristics of the states will be different in
the two subbands. In all three of Figs. 3(a)-3(c),
the lower subband has the characteristic shape of
a band of 2D antiferromagnetic magnons, such as
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that plotted in Fig. 3(d). The curves are smooth,
and each is peaked at higher energies. The upper
subbands in Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) are roughly sym-
metric, and spiky. In Fig. 3(c), where the Ni
concentration is 0,65, the spikes are less evident,
and the density of states is shifting to higher ener-
gies within the band. Spiky densities of states like
those in Figs. 3 and 4 have been observed in the
strong-scattering limit in many other types of dis-
ordered systems, and are usually associated with
localized eigenstates, 2425

An indirect measure of the degree of localiza-
tion of an eigenstate, first suggested by Thouless,?®
is the sensitivity of the corresponding eigenvalue
to a change from periodic to antiperiodic boundary
conditions. States whose extent is less than the
sample dimensions are not affected by this change,
while the energies of extended states may shift by
as much as the typical spacing between eigenvalues,
in our examples, a few hundredths meV. The test
ceases to be useful when the density of states per
unit energy exceeds the inverse of the resolution
with which eigenvalues can be determined. In our
examples, this could occur only within 0.5 meV
of the top of a band of extended magnons.

We applied this test at approximately 30 points
each in the spectra of an x=0.5 and an ¥=0.1 sam-
ple. Inthe x=0.5 sample, seven states below
5 meV were studied; all showed energy shifts be-
tween 6X10-% and 2% 102 meV, as would be ex-
pected for extended states. The shifts decreased
monotonically between 5 and 6.5 meV, Above 6.6
meV, no eigenstates shifted by more than 2x10-*
meV, indicating that the states in the upper sub-
band as well, are indeed localized. Localization
at the top of the lower subband is not unexpected,
since Mn spin excitations can have energies greater
than 6.5 meV only with Ni atoms as neighbors.
This is apparent from the formation of localized
shell modes at these energies in the low-concentra-
tion limit. Since Ni spins at ¥=0.5 occur in iso-
lated clusters, these Mn modes can be localized.

The results for the x=0,1 sample were more
complicated. Only states with energies below 21
meV were tested. All states studied at energies
below 6.1 meV or above 16 meV appeared to be
extended. Three states between 11.6 and 15 meV
proved relatively insensitive; their energies shifted
by (1-5)%x10-%. The six states studied between
6.6 and 11.6 meV, a region comprising the top of
the Mn resonance and the dip just above it, shifted
less than 2x10-* meV when boundary conditions
were reversed., Ordinarily, one would expect that
this strong a modification of the host band wave
function would only occur for impurity concentra-
tions greater than some threshold value x,, and
that below this threshold the Mn spins will act in-
dependently. But the very large size of the Mn



bound state found at low concentrations suggests
that, in this case, x,<107%,

We did not find clear evidence in our calcula-
tions for the vanishing points®” or blocked states
discussed by Eggarter and Kirkpatrick,?® but it
is possible that our samples were too small, or
our resolution too broad, to observe this.

III. STATIC AND LOW-TEMPERATURE PROPERTIES

In this section we sketch a continuum theory of
the low-frequency, long-wavelength excitations
which yields a description of these modes in terms
of static response functions. In the absence of
anisotropy, this derivation gives a consistent ex-

]

12 THEORY OF THE SPIN EXCITATIONS OF Rb,Mn,Ni,_,F,

4989

pansion in the small quantities ¢ and w, and is
equivalent to the hydrodynamic treatment of
Halperin and Hohenberg.2® In this limit the ex-
pressions derived are valid at arbitrary tempera-
tures. When anisotropy is present, all magnon
frequencies are finite, a consistent expansion in
powers of g and w is not possible, and our results
are approximate. However, corrections to the
theory are of order the ratio of an anisotropy field
to an exchange field, both of which will be defined
below, and this ratio is less than 0.01 for the
Rb,Mn, Ni,_, F, system.

Our starting point is a macroscopic expression
for the increase in energy AE,

sp=gar [ a¥r T Wi -s5@N0 gz [a¥r T [s2EF+s36P)

=Xy y av

+2_S£2; stv Z [SeE)+SeE@)E,

=Xy y

due to components of spin deviation S¢(¥) and
S¢(¥) per unit volume, on the ¢ and b sublattices.
Say s Which denotes the macroscopic average magni-
tude of the spin density, is assumed to be the same
on the two sublattices and independent of position.
In a pure system, S,,=NS/2V. A, K, and £ are
macroscopic magnetic elastic constants: A is the
exchange stiffness, 3° K auniaxial anisotropy energy,
and &, which describes the exchange coupling be-
tween sublattices, is related below to the uniform
static susceptibility.

gquations of motion for any Fourier component
of S(t) are obtained by using AE as an effective
Hamiltonian and treating the averaged spins as
spin operators in the commutation relation,

-[aE, §F)] . (44)

For spins restricted within a manifold of g de-
generate crystal-field levels, the spin to be used
in (44) is the effective spin defined by 25+ 1=g.%°
From the resulting equations of motion

TwSi(q) = (2/Sy) [(Aq%/4+ K+ £/2)S%(q)

+(8/2-Aq?/8)S}(a)] , (45a)
fwS3(a)=— (2/S,)(£/2 - Aq®/4)S(q)
+(Aq%/4+ K+ £/2)S3(q)] (45b)

the dispersion relation
[mw(@)]?= SZ[2A89% + 4K (K + £)] (46)

is extracted.
To put Eq. (46) into a more familiar form we
relate £ to a susceptibility by adding to AE a term

=Xy y

(43)

F

describing the interaction with a uniform field,

o X
AE®=— 1T J d3[SEE)+ SiE)] . (47)

The equilibrium values of S7 and S3, calculated
by minimizing the sum of Egs. (43) and (47), are

S%=S8%= pughySL/2(K+ £) . (48)
If we define

XSS=U-B(SZ+S§)/I’ZO ’ (49)
we obtain

E=(1pSu)V/x* =K. (50)

Using Eq. (50), the dispersion relation (46) is ex-
pressed as

wi(@)=wi+ C%?, (61)
where

wo=@up/B)(K/x*) ", (52)

C=(/m2A(n%5 /x> - K/S3)]' 2, (53)
and in the absence of anisotropy,

C=(up/MQRA/X*) . (54)

Expressions for the gap frequency w, in terms
of anisotropy and exchange fields are obtained by
defining

H,=2K/M , (55)
Hy= E/M ’ (56)

where M is the magnitude of the magnetic moment
per unit volume, from spins of one sublattice, and
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Vett = M/ﬁsav ’ (57)
to yield the usual expression
Wo=Vers[HaRHy+ Hy)|' /2 . (58)

The above derivation in terms of spin densities
differs slightly from the completely classical
treatment of an antiferromagnet reported in Ref.

18, which considered the dynamics of the magnetiza-

tion density. The present treatment avoids am-
biguity in the definition of ¥, in cases, such as
Rb,Mn,Ni, . F,;, in which components with different
g values are present. Neither g nor y appears in
Egs. (43)-(54). If we take y in the expressions of
Ref. 18 to be given by Eq. (57), the results of that
paper are identical to the present work.

A consequence of the fact that the dynamics
does not involve g factors is that the susceptibility
which affects low-frequency modes is not the same
as the susceptibility measured by applying an ex-
ternal field. The susceptibility defined by Eqgs.
(18) and (19) can be reduced to s by setting all
g factors equal to unity, Thus we define the gen-
eralized spin-spin susceptibility as

X, w)=-2(q°|N"w)|q*), (59)
with
(| d%)= na(S; /M2 TR (60)

and x°° in Eqgs. (49)-(54) is identified as x%(0, 0)/
2. [The factor of 2 arises because x*%(q, w) is

0.3 T T 1.0

0.2

A eff

(meV)

0.1

0.0 1 ! 1 1 0.0
Ni 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 Mn

X
FIG. 5. Relative anisotropy constant K (x)/K(0) (right-
hand vertical scale) and anisotropy energy Ay, defined
as 2K(x)/S,, (left-hand scale), as function of con-
centration,

defined as X, instead of y*". ]

At the nuclear zone center (q=0), x° is de-
termined by the macroscopic quantities S,,, Hp,
and K. Likewise, in the vicinity of the magnetic
zone center Q, where ¢'®®i=¢;, x* can be ex-
pressed in terms of S,,, K, A:

x*@+3*, 0)~4p2 S, /(@K + Aq*?) . (61)

~Equation (61) was used to calculate K and A as

funcj:_ions of x for the Monte Carlo samples. From
X*(@Q, 0), the staggered susceptibility, we ob-
tained K. Then the slope of X*(Q+d*, 0)! - x*(Q,
0)"!, when plotted against ¢*2, determined A. The
numerical procedures used to obtain x* are de-
scribed in Appendix A,

In the Rb,Mn,Ni,_, F, system, K should depend
nearly linearly upon concentration, To zeroth or-
der in H,/H, the spins respond to a staggered
field of the form (47) by rotating uniformly, and
K is the average of the Mn and Ni values:

K(x) ~xKyy+ (1 = x)Ky; . (62)

Higher-order terms represent relaxation to a non-
uniform response, which decreases AE and K by
trading off anisotropy energy for exchange energy,
but this effect is small when H, < Hp. The exact
limiting slope, — K-'dK/dc, for x close to 0 or 1
is 13% greater thanthat given by Eq. (62) when
small concentrations of Mn are added to Rb,NiF,,

- and 4% less than Eq. (62) predicts for Ni added to

Rb,MnF,. This calculation is summarized in
Appendix B. As expected, calculated values of
K(x), shown in Fig. 5, lie only slightly below
the straight line connecting the two end points. %

The Monte Carlo data for concentrations within
10% of the end points of Fig. 5 agree with the low-
concentration predictions. At intermediate con-
centrations, however, Eq. (62) is more accurate.

For the exchange stiffness A(x), the approxima-
tions of assuming that the gradient of spin density
remains uniform on the local scale and neglecting
the anisotropy terms lead to

A(x) ~x2 Ay + 22 (1 = x) (Ayy Ayy)'/?

+(1-x)PAy; , 63)

where we have made use of Eq. (3). Effects of
local relaxation about the uniform response are
more important in A(x) than in K(x), because
variations in exchange energy from site to site
are an appreciable fraction of the average ex-
change energy. As with K(x), local relaxation to
a lower-energy arrangement of spins depresses
A below the uniform theory result (63), as the
results in Fig. 6 show. The relative decrease
due to relaxation is largest, although only 6-8%,
in the concentration range from x=0.3 to 0.6.
This is to be expected, since the fluctuations
which accompany the breakup of the stiff infinite
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FIG. 6. Exchange stiffness constant 4 (x)/A (0) nor-
malized tothe value for RbyNiF,, calculated from
X*$@Q +3d*, 0), as described in the text, Solidline gives the
approximationto A (x)/A (0) defined in Eq. (63). Dashed
lines show the limiting slopes calculated from the exact
single-defect solution.

Ni cluster will have an important effect on A(x),
while the formation of an infinite soft Mn cluster
is not a dramatic change in the already soft ma-
terial. At the Mn-rich end, for x>0,%75, the uni-
form approximation is accurate to better than 3%.
Because the ratio of the endpoints, A(0)/A(1), is
only a factor of 2, the amount of bowing seen in
Fig. 6 in both the approximate and the calculated
stiffness is relatively slight.

|

x(0, 0) = (%8 Sun = &y Si)’ + 229 Sy Sy (08 3s+ @ g d)

(XZn Sutn Xotn/®+ Y w1 Swi X wi 2V

where &= (Jyp /Jwins)' /%, and y=1-x. The upper
solid line in Fig. 7 is the result of applying Eq.
(64) to Rb,Mn, Ni,_ F,. Local relaxation causes

a shift upwards in this response function, since °
the elastic energy is proportional to x-!. The ex-
tent of the bowing is greater in Fig. 7 than in

Fig. 6 for two reasons. First, the endpoints are
further apart. Second, at intermediate concentra-
tions, there will be regions in which the net spin
on the two sublattices does not cancel and the ma-
terial will respond locally to a field as a ferrimag-
net, 3! rather than as an antiferromagnet.

To separate the effects of the ferrimagnetic
fluctuations, we have calculated x, for a hypotheti-
cal alloy with the same parameters J and A as
Rb,Mn, Ni,_. F,, but with g=2 and S=1 for both
atomic species. For this material, the net torque
on the system is always locally zero, and only the
stiffness of the spin system fluctuates. The re-
sulting susceptibility, plotted against concentra-
tion as crosses in Fig. 7, bows downward, and
agrees with its corresponding virtual crystal pre-
diction about as closely as did A(x) in Fig. 6. The
much larger upwards relaxation and scatter in the
data points for the true x(0, 0) is clear evidence for
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The limiting slopes of A(x) at x=0 or 1 were
calculated from the low-concentration results for
X(d, 0), keeping terms to first order in H, /Hj.
The details of this calculation are summarized in
Appendix B. The calculated values of ~ A™(dA/dx),
as indicated by the dashed lines in Fig. 6, were
0.827 at the Ni-rich end (x=0), and 0.691 at the
Mn-rich end (x=1). Both are in good agreement
with the Monte Carlo results. The curvature of
the data away from its limiting slope is much
greater at the Ni-rich end, as is expected from
the arguments introduced above: soft inclusions
in a stiff matrix will cause larger local relaxation
effects than stiff inclusions in a soft matrix.

The perpendicular susceptibility, x,, giving the
response to a uniform external field, i.e., x(0, 0)
as calculated from (18), is shown by the solid-circle
data points in Fig. 7. As was done with A(x), we
can obtain a simple approximation to x(0, 0) by
neglecting local relaxation and assuming that all
Ni spins rotate by the same angle, 6y;, and all
Mn spins by 6y, , in response to a uniform applied
field. The expression for y(0,0) which results
from minimizing the average energy under this
assumption can be expressed in terms of the values
at the Mn and Ni endpoints if we make use of Eq.
(3):

’ 64)

I

the strong response of local ferrimagnetic fluctua-
tions. The effect is greatest near the percolation
threshold for Mn, the component with the greater
spin and weaker exchange interactions. This type
of fluctuation does not have a strong effect on the
values of A or K. Although in the ordered system
one can write 4, K, and X, in terms of Hy and
H,, in the disordered system the three quantities
become independent. This difference is most
marked in dilute antiferromagnets, where y,
diverges at the percolation threshold, 183!

A low-concentration calculation of x,(x), which
gives the limiting slopes indicated by dashed lines
in Fig. 7, is summarized in Appendix B. Unlike
the “averaged medium” arguments which were used
to derive Eq. (64), this treatment includes (to
lowest order) the effects of ferrimagnetic fluctua-
tions. In particular, it predicts the increase in y;
on adding Ni to Rb,MnF,, which is seen in Fig. 7.
The range of validity for the low-concentration
treatment of the Ni-rich end is quite small, as we
argued above in discussing the very-large bound
state formed by Mn impurities. At the Mn-rich
end, Fig. 7 shows that the limiting slope agrees
with the data over a larger range of concentrations.
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FIG. 7. Perpendicular susceptibility X, (¥)/X,(1) (solid
circles) for several 64-by-64—site samples of
Rb,Mn,Ni;_F,. Crosses represent X,(x)/X,(1) for a hy-

- pothetical material without ferrimagnetic fluctuations,
derived from RbyMnyNi,.,F, by setting S=1 and g=2 for
all atoms. Solid lines show the prediction of the virtual
crystal approximation (64) for these two cases, while
dashed lines give the limiting slopes for the actual X,
calculated from low-concentration theory., The two cases
are normalized to unity at x=1, in contrast to Figs. 5
and 6, since both have the same magnitude at that point.

Calculation of x*¢ gave results similar to Fig. 7,
although the bowing was more extreme. At con-
centrations between x=0.5 and 0.9, x*° slightly
exceeded its value at the endpoint x=1.0. This
type of concentration dependence for an elastic
constant can only occur through the effects of those
fluctuations (e.g., in S, or g;) whichaffect the cou-
pling to the external field. Itis absent, for example,
inthe virtual crystal approximation to x%%, obtained
from Eq. (64) by settingall g’s equal to unity. We can
use x*and K(x)to predict the gap frequency, via (52).
This prediction is compared in Fig. 8 with the
only available experimental data, from the work
of Birgeneau et al.,® and with the lowest eigen-
value found in our 64-by-64-site Monte Carlo sam-
ples at several concentrations. As mentioned
above, the lowest-lying state in our simulations
was always found to be an extended state. Its
frequency is therefore a good approximation to the
frequency of the =0 extended mode in the infinite
system. The predictions are higher than the ob-
servations in all cases, with the error increasing
as the gap frequency increases toward the Ni-rich
end, but the discrepancy is never more than 0.3
meV. Such a discrepancy is expected, since our

" procedure of calculating the effective value of the
quotient of two response functions as the quotient
of their effective values is strictly valid only in the
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limit of vanishing ¢ and w. The gap frequency can
be measured quite accurately by antiferromagnetic
resonance, an experiment which would provide a
valuable test of the present theory.

The continuum theory of this section can also be
applied to calculate the temperature dependence
of the sublattice magnetization. From the basic
expressions (43) we can evaluate AS(7)/S,,, where
AS(T)=S,,(0) = S,.(T). The continuum-theory re-
sults given in Eqs. (51)-(53) are restricted to the
case H, < Hy. In this limit, all spins precess in
phase in the low-frequency modes, so that AM(T)/
M~AS(T)/S,,. Since

SiF)=[S5 - SyE P - S3E@ P2, (65)
we can evaluate AS by expanding (65) for small S*
and S? and, assuming isotropy in x and y,

AS/S=SE(S:ET )

=(1/2 S2)IS5(E )+ S3E)) (66)

where ( ) denotes a thermal expectation value.
Then

[
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FIG, 8, Gap energy F,(x) as predicted from the static
properties x*¥(x) and K(x), using Eq. (52) (squares), and
as observed in Monte Carlo simulations (circles) and, for
x=0,5, by inelastic neutron scattering (diamond). The
solid line is drawn through the observed points as a guide
to the eye.
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e I RHC R R (67)
S zsav H
= @52 20 (| S3@)+ 5@ *+ [ $3@) - s3@)[2)
) (68)
For continuum variables we shall use the following
definitions of the Fourier transform:

s:@)=v- J' aF SEE)e T | (692)

-o

S%(F)= Z S*@)e™ (69D)

where V is the volume of the system. Because
fluctuations of S,+ S, are of high energy, we can
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in which
n@ =S%q) - S3@) . (71)

We distinguish the independent contributions of
fluctuations in the real and imaginary parts of »:

A_S,S = (25,2 20 (' @R+ n " @) (72)
- e (@R . (73)

Since our macroscopic theory is not quantizedy
we shall use classical statistics to evaluate the
amplitudes (%’(d)?). The energy of a fluctuation
n(d@), obtained from Eq. (43), is

neglect (1S%+ S%1%), and obtain | AE@®)= :1_;_’_2__ Z |n@)|2(452+2K) . (74)
a5 _ 2 av q
(ZSav)'az (ln(q)l ’s (70) Using Eq. (74), we obtain
1
(' @y 122 n' @) expi- [2n" @ )/RT](V/45%)(Aq® + 2K)} (15)
D= T an" expl- 20’ G P/RTI(V/45%5) (Aq®+ 2K}
—(kTS /V)(Aq +2K)' (76)

where we have used n’(d)=»'(-q) in Eq. (75).
~ Substituting Eq. (76) into (73) we find

(77)

Using Eqs. (52) and (53) in the limit H, < Hj, the
spin-wave energies at low g are of the form

nw@)=AMAg®+2K)' 7% . (78)
Then Eq. (77) can be written

AS Az

s E [h“w(q) (79)

We can now make contact with the usual quan-
tum-mechanical expressions by identifying 7T/
%w(d) as a Bose occupation probability:

%b: A? Z [ @)] 1 (e @ /47 _ 1)1 | 0)
ASS A2 jqdq Tiw(g)] (Mo @ /RT 1)t (81)

where ¢ is the lattice constant perpendicular to
the plane of spins. As long as Eq. (78) is valid,
Eq. (81) can be evaluated exactly, and reduces to
the same form® as that for a perfect 2D lattice:

AM/M~AS/S~ - (RT/AncA)In(l — e~ Be/*T) , (83)

where E, is the gap energy and cA is the exchange
stiffness in units appropriate to a 2D system. For
the planar square antiferromagnet, for example,
cA=JS?%. Inserting this value of A into Eq. (83)
gives the expression used by de Wijn et al.,® who

r

have obtained good agreement between the predic-
tion of this formula and the temperature depen-
dence of the sublattice magnetization in K,NiF,
and K, MnF, .

In Fig. 9, we indicate the predictions of several
approximations to AM(T)/M for the case
Rb,Mn, 5 Niy 5 F,. The dashed line was obtained
by using the uniform approximation, Eq. (63), in
Eq. (83). Introduction of the more accurate Monte
Carlo value for A(0.5) gives a further increase in
the slope of AM(T)/M, of about 10%. Experimental
data on this system, obtained by Birgeneau et al.,?
are plotted against Tln[1 - exp(- E, /FT)] in Fig.

9. As in the pure systems, ® AM(T)/M proves to
be linear on this scale at low temperatures. Both
of our static approximations to AM(7T) agree with
the data to within experimental accuracy. The
solid line, using the numerical calculation for A,
appears to be in somewhat better agreement than
the dashed line.

IV. EXCITATIONS AT HIGHER ENERGIES

The static response functions discussed in Sec.
IIT are sufficient to characterize the extended
states at low energies but contain no useful infor-
mation about the excitations at higher energies,
some of which may be localized. To study these
states we have calculated the dynamic susceptibility

. X(d@, w) for frequencies up to the highest magnon

energies of Rb,NiF,, and d along the symmetry di-
rection from (0, 0) to Q- (n/a, n/a), the magnetic
zone center. Henceforth, in referring to a wave
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FIG, 9, Sublattice magnetization M(T) as a function of
temperature for x=0,5. Dashed line was obtained by
using the result (83) of the long-wavelength theory and
the uniform approximation (63) to A (x). 'Solid line results
from using the Monte Carlo results for A (x) with (83).
Data points were obtained from neutron-scattering in-
tensities by Birgeneau et al.® (Ref, 3).

vector along this direction, we will use units of Q:
d=(qn/a, qu/a) . (84)

The results can be directly compared with neu-
tron scattering data, since the inelastic scattering
intensity at momentum transfer ¢ and energy trans-
fer w is proportional to x ''(¢g, w), the imaginary
part of x evaluated at an w just off the real axis.

In the work reported in this section, the imaginary
part of w was taken to be 0.2 meV, a value smaller
than present experimental resolution, but large
enough to eliminate the effects of the discrete
spectrum of the 64-by-64-site samples studied.

Since x’’ is odd in w, its even moments will
vanish, on the average, but the average value of
its odd moments can be evaluated exactly. The
moments can be calculated in two ways. The .
Kramers-Kronig relation between x’ and x'’ re-
quires that

L de w '@, w)=x@, 0) . (85)

In addition, a procedure of expanding 5-1 and
doing a contour integral, as in the derivation of
(23), gives
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(#%/m) j dwwx" @ ©=(d|oWe|d), (86)

(87)
Equations (85)—(87) were used as checks on our
calculations. The data which will be plotted and
discussed below satisfied them to 5% or better at
all values of q.

By inserting projection operators, Py, and Py,
to the left and right of the operators whose matrix
elements are evaluated in Eqs. (86) and (87), we
can evaluate moments of the partial susceptibilites,
Xitaa(@); Xifani (@), and X iin;(@). Just as was done
in studying the subbands of the density of states,
it is possible to obtain characteristic energies for
the excitations associated with a given type of
atom which scatter at wave vector 4. Since high
energies dominate the moments defined in Eqgs.

(86) and (87) this procedure is most useful for the
Ni subband. We shall define a characteristic en-
ergy for Ni

wNi(q):{[wl?nNi(q)]av/[wNiNi(a)]av}ilz
1/2
(J dw w3X Mm@, w))

_(j dw X s @, w))1 o (88)

The terms which must be evaluated to use Eqgs.
(86)—(88) are derived in Appendix C and tabulated
as (C7) and (C10).

The calculated total scattering intensities x'’(g,w)
for the four concentration regimes studied are dis-
played in Figs. 10(a)-10(d). Each of the figures
shows x’’(q, w) for 14 values of g between 0 and 1.
The origins of the plots are shifted upwards in
proportion to the magnitude of q. Although the
vertical scale is in arbitrary units, all of the curves
in the four figures are plotted to the same scale
and may be compared against one another. Re-
sults were obtained at intervals of 0.5 meV,

Figure 10(a) shows the highest Mn concentration
studied, x=0.662. The low-energy lines seen in
Fig. 10(a) show the expected behavior for extended
states in that the width of the peaks is limited by
the imaginary part added to w and the intensities
increase smoothly as q increases towards 1. The
Ni states between 16 and 32 meV appear to be
strongly localized. These lines are all 4-8 meV
wide, depending upon how the width is defined,
and the peak centers shift with ¢ over an amount
which is less than this width., The characteristic
frequency wy;(q) is plotted as a vertical solid line
on each of the upper subband scattering intensities.
It gives an accurate estimate of the position of the
upper subband peaks. Fingally, we note that the
line widths are insensitive to ¢ in both subbands.
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At a Mn concentration of 0.48, shown in Fig.
10(b), both the Mn and Ni lines are broader than
in the previous case. The dispersion of the Ni
peaks is now slightly greater than their width, yet
it was shown in Sec. II that these states are well
localized. Therefore, this rule of thumb for dis-
tinguishing localized from extended states is in-
sufficient, at least in 2D. One can also infer from
Fig. 10(b) that the Ni states are relatively large.
A band of localized states confined to a few atomic
sites each will get its width from the distribution
of local environments which are encountered. The
scattering of such states will occur at the same
frequency for all ¢q. In contrast, the upper sub-
band of Fig. 10(b) must include states which have
lowered their energies by spreading over large
clusters. Large localized states of this type will
scatter preferentially at 4 near a reciprocal lat-
tice vector. Deanand Bird’s observation® fhat, in
asample with x=0.5, the average cluster contained
eight sites is consistent with this interpretation,

Measurement of half-widths of the peaks near
q~0.5 indicates that the lines seen at concentra-
tions for which either the Mn or the Ni atoms are
connected in an infinite cluster [Figs. 10(a) and
10(c)] are narrower than those of Fig. 10(b). Also
the apparently “propagating” Ni modes at x=0.5
were shown in Sec. II to be localized. Both of these
observations are consistent with our intuition that
the intermediate regime, in which the underlying
lattice consists only of isolated clusters, should
be the most disordered.

The calculation in Fig. 10(b) is in agreement with
the neutron scattering data of Birgeneau et al.?
The experimental peak positions are indicated on
the upper subband scattering intensities with heavy
dashed lines, and are within less than 0.5 meV
of the characteristic frequency predicted from
moments in each case. The lower subband peak
positions also agree with those measured by neu-
tron scattering. Our calculation for this case,
and the calculations of Alben and Thorpe, ** appear
to agree down to the presence of similar fine
structure in the upper subband intensities. This
is to be expected since their calculations differ
from the present one only in the numerical tech-
niques employed.

In Fig. 10(c), for a Mn concentration of 0, 354,
the peaks in both subbands have developed an asym-
metric shape, with long tails to lower energies.
The upper subband lines are narrower than in Fig.
10(b). As the dispersion of this subband increases,
and the peaks become skewed, wy;(¢) becomes less
accurate as an estimate of the mode energy. It
is in error by as much as 1 meV at the extremes
of the upper subband in Fig. 10(c). A lack of sym-
metry between the two subbands is evident in Figs.
10(a) and 10(c). Although both the Mn spins at
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x=0.662 and the Ni spins at x=0. 354 occur in
infinite clusters, the Ni subband states for x=0. 354
are more strongly affected by disorder than are the
Mn subband states at x=0.662. The Ni states are
considerably broader than the Mn states, and show
a spiky structure like that found in the density of
states and discussed in Sec. II. The dissimilarity
in these two cases can be related to their respec-
tive low-concentration limits. When x is close to
1, Ni addition leads to localized modes above the
Mn band. At values of x close to 0, Mn impurities
cause a low-energy resonance, but cannot localize
the long-wavelength acoustic modes.

The most intriguing and complex case studied
is ¥=0.104, shown in Fig. 10(d). The Ni lines
have narrowed further, and have the appearance
of extended states, at least at the top of the spec-
trum, around ¢=0.5. The Ni peak positions could
be estimated with an accuracy of better than 1
meV from wy,(q), as would be expected for such
narrow lines. The Mn subband scattering shows
a constant width and nearly constant intensity
from ¢=0.375 to 0. 625, as one would expect for
strongly localized states. The calculations of the
sensitivity of specific eigenvalues to changes in the
boundary conditions, discussed in Sec. II, support
this interpretation. The states which had filled
in the gap just above the Mn resonance in the
density of states shown in Fig. 3(d) can be seen in
Fig. 10(d) to come from a small area of ¢ space
near the point @ (or, equivalently, 0). Even in the
absence of a gap in p(E), two-mode behavior is
seen at all 4. We shall discuss the gap states
further below, in the light of the partial suscepti-
bilities calculated for this case.

In Figs. 10(a)-10(c), there is structure in

""(q, w) near ¢g=0.5, some, but not all, of which
can be associated with the Ising resonances seen
in the density of states and discussed in Sec. II.
Such resonances will be more pronounced and
easier to analyze in a dilute one-component sys-
tem. They have previously been studied numerlca.l-
ly for a dilute 3D antiferromagnet. 2

In order to give a quantitative analysis of the
Monte Carlo results displayed in Figs. 10(a)-10(d),
we shall develop some analytic approximations for
Xx''(d@, w). The most useful of these is a generaliza-
tion to arbitrary x of the four-sublattice model
introduced in Ref. 3. This model is just an aver-
aged medium approximation carried out at finite
q and w, and is similar in some respects. to the
“average f-matrix” approximation which has been
used in the study of electrons in alloys.!® One
makes the Ansatz that the response of a spin on
site ¢ to a driving field 7, exp(zq Ri —iwt) can have
one of four values, S, exp(iq . R iwt), depending
only on the type of atom at site ¢ (a; =Mn or Ni)
and the sublattice (5;=+1). To determine the



Sq46(d, w), one minimizes the average energy of the
system (1) in the presence of the driving field.
The linearized equations which result are

2 M@, S0, @)=~ 28alipSulto s (89)
in which
M¥ =045 05:(d o+ Tiow)
+(1=8,,)227(@) I 45 Su %p » (90)
where z is the number of nearest neighbors,
do =84+ 22X J gun Svn+ 229 J oni Swi » (91)
and for the 2D square lattice,
(@) =z[cos(¢7a) + cos(q” a)] . ©2)
In calculating X(J, w) it is in convenient to have a
symmetric system of equations. This is achieved
by defining
See(@, w)=(x1/2872/2)5 ., ), (93)
which satisfy
)
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BZNEaB‘r(a: w)sﬂf(a, w) == Zga LpXx ]&/zsz/zho ’
T

(94)
where the diagonal elements of N* are the same
as those of M*, and for o #7,

N;‘(JBT: 227/(6 )JotB(xoz Xg SaSB)l & . (95)

Averaging the response S,,(J, w) over sublattice
and type of atom gives for the dynamic susceptibili-
ty in this approximation

-2 _
———Z gagauzB(saSBxaxB)l /2(§* 1)fxaB'r .

X@, w)=
b 14 aoBT
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The imaginary part of N*(J, w)™ is evaluated in )
Appendix D, and will be used below in the dis-
cussion of the total and projected scattering in-
tensities. It is not difficult to show that the real
part of Eq. (96) reduces at ¢=0 in the static limit
to the average medium expression for y, given in
Eq. (64) and tested in Fig, 7. The approximation
(63) for A can also be extracted from this theory.

The secular equation that results from inverting
M* or N* and using Eq. (3) is

0=w!- wz[dim-&‘ dzm -4z ZY(E)Z(XJMnMnSMn+ Y xingS Ni)2]+ d%ﬂn dzm -4z ZV(Q)Z(xJMnMn Syin Ani+ YInini Swi dMn)2 .

When Eq. (3)does nothold, the more general secular
-equation is easily obtainedby setting the determi-
nant A, calculated in Appendix D, equal to zero.
This theory must be used with caution, since N*(w)
- is not the average of a dynamical matrix for a_ﬁy
actual arrangement of “effective” spins. Equation
(97) gives reasonable results in some limits, and
incorrect predictions in others. Thus, at ¢=0.5,
all the terms involving y in Eq. (97) vanish, leaving

wy=tdyy , wp=*dy;, (98)

which are the average for each type of atom of its
Ising cluster energy levels. This is a quite reason-
able result. At ¢=0 or 1, however, the frequency
of the upper mode always exceeds dy,, so there is
always a gap between subbands. In addition, in

the absence of disorder, when all J;;=J, and all

S; =S, the two modes are

d®-18vy(d)?Js%s?,

3= (992)
g=a®,

w
w (99b)
and w, is spurious. Hcwever, the difficulty seen
in Eq. (99) does not immediately rule out applying
this model to a material in which the J;,’s and

S,’s differ considerably.

The mode frequencies predicted by the four-
sublattice model are qualitatively correct, but not
in quantitative agreement with the observed results
plotted in Fig. 11. We have plotted the energies of

97)

r

the two modes at ¢=1.0 in this figure, since the
presence or absence of an energy gap between the
subbands depends primarily upon the energy of the
upper mode at this point. The agreement is best
in the lower subband. The difference between the
four-subblatice prediction of the gap frequency
and the value observed in our Monte Carlo calcula-
tions is roughly twice the error found for the pre-
dictions of the static theory, plotted in Fig. 8.
The upper mode frequency, however, is seen to
be 3-5 meV less than the prediction of the four-
sublattice model, while the estimate from moments
of the partial susceptibility is reasonably accurate.
We were not able to obtain accurate estimates of
wz(é) from the moments at concentrations close
to the Ni or Mn endpoints, because of the greater
strength of the scattering from the lower subband.
At the Ni endpoint, of course, w;@)=w,@)=E,.
At the Mn endpoint, the low-concentration theory
of Sec. II was used to obtain the limiting value of
w, which is indicated

A stronger test of our physical picture of the two
branches of excitations and of the four-sublattice
theory is the calculation of scattering intensities,
which depend sensitively upon wave functions. The
absolute scattering intensities I; and I, from our
Monte Carlo calculations, defined as

nv

In:_J’ de"(a, (D—ii),
nthsubband

= (100)
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FIG. 11, Energies of the two modes at Q, the magnetic
zone center, as a function of x, as observed in 64-by-64—
site Monte Carlo calculations (data bars denote half-maxi-
mum widths of the upper subband peaks, the short dashed
line indicates the lowest eigenvalue, or gap frequency,
from the simulations), are compared with prediction of
the four-sublattice model (solid lines) and extrapolations
from moments (long dashed line), Experimental data
from Ref. 3 at x=0.5 agree with the observations plotted
here [see Figs. 8 and 10(b)], The arrow at the Mn-rich
end of the upper mode indicates the energy of an isolated
Ni spin in RbyMnF,, as shown in Fig. 2(a).

are displayed as functions of ¢, normalized in ap-
propriate ways, in Figs. 12(a) (lower mode) and
12(b) (upper mode). Since I, can be thought of as
due to Mn spin excitations, we have used the scat-
tering intensity per Mn spin in pure Rb,MnF, :
H, +Hg[1 -v(q)
Lure wn(7) :giln “2}3 Sitn [(HAi HE)EZ[_ H% 3(6]])2]1 72
(101)

as a reference, and plot Iy, ..(q)/%I e in Fig.
12(a). In each case we find that the scattering in-
tensity is decreased at intermediate values of q.
The decrease is greatest, roughly 50%, for the
most dilute sample studied, x=0.104, and least,
about 20%, for the most concentrated, x=0.662.

At each concentration shown in Fig. 12(a), there
is excess scattering in I; above this reference
level for ¢<0.25. This occurs in part because the
spin waves near q=0 are not just Mn excitations,
but must involve both Mn and Ni spins, precessing
in phase. The scattering intensity at 4=0 is there-
fore proportional to g2, S,, instead of to Xy, 5 » Sua -
Including Ni participation in this way accounts
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for an enhancement of 5.6 times at x =0. 104 (our
calculations give a 7.3 times enhancement), 2.0
times at x=0.35 (2.8 is calculated), 1.6 times at
x=0,48 (2.6 is calculated), and 1.4 times at x
=0.66 (1.7 is calculated). The remaining enhance-
ment may be due to ferrimagnetic fluctuations, or
to fluctuations in g;, both of which shift scattering
intensity from the vicinity of @ to the vicinity of 0.
The rolloff of intensity seen near ¢=1 in Fig. 12(a)
is consistent with this interpretation.

Since the Ni-dominated upper mode consists
primarily of localized states in several of the
samples under study, we have plotted I, ,..(g) for
the four cases [in Fig. 12(b)], normalized to the
constant Ising cluster prediction, yg%; Sy;. In the
upper mode, all the calculated intensities at inter-
mediate values of ¢q are higher than the scattering
intensity per spin found in pure Rb,NiF,, which is
shown with a dotted line in Fig. 12(b). The dif-
ference increases monotonically as the Ni concen-
tration decreases.

Since the upper-mode frequency remains large

T T T T T T —
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._‘2 20" .......
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FIG. 12, Integrated scattering intensities in the upper
and lower subbands as functions of ¢, for the four cases
plotted in Figs. 10(a)~10(d). In (a) the lower subband in-
tensities are plotted, normalized to the product of the Mn
concentration and the scattering intensity expected for
pure RbyMnF,, as given in (101). Upper subband inten~
sities, shown in (b), are normalized to the constant,
yg%“ uzﬂ Sni» the intensity predicted by the Ising cluster
model.



at ¢=0 and 1, I, does not show the enhancement
due to the factor w(d)™! in (101), which comes
from coupling to the nonresonant sublattice. In-
stead, in all four cases, ,(0)/9 e n;©)~5(1)/
Lyeni(1)~0.2, In Figure 10(a), which depicts
x=0.66, the upper mode has almost no dispersion.
We have compared L(q) per Ni atom for this case
with the scattering intensity for the localized res-
onance on an isolated Ni atom, as calculated in
Appendix B. The two intensities are identical for
q>0.5. As g tends to 0, the upper-mode intensity
per Ni atom for x=0.66 was less than the isolated
Ni limit, ‘but the maximum error was 25%. This
corroborates our observation above that localiza-
tion has set in in the Ni subband by x=0.5. Since
the scattering intensity has saturated by the time
q is within 0. 25 of the magnetic zone center, we
conclude that localized states of greater extent than
(1 - g)'~4 sites are probably rare. The most Ni-
rich sample studied, x=0.104, showed the greatest
variation in L(q). I, increased to a maximum of
3.4 [,(0.5), just before the two modes merged at
q=1, making separation of the intensity into 7; and
I, somewhat arbitrary.

Our calculated intensities are in fair agreement
with the experimental data on Rb,Mn,, s;Ni, ;F,
published by Birgeneau ef al.® Although they did
not measure absolute intensities, we can compare
our calculations with their measured intensity
ratios. For L(q)/I,(q) at ¢=0.2, 0.5, and 0.8,
they obtained 0.4%7, 0,9+0.2, and 0.58, while our
calculations give 0.26, 0.7, and 0.44, respective-
ly. The consistently larger ratios observed ex-
perimentally may be a consequence of spin-wave
interactions, We found in Sec. II that the Ni
modes are localized at this concentration, which
implies relatively large spin deviations per atom
in each mode. Since each such excitation will de-
crease the exchange stiffness felt by nearby spins,
the net effect is an enhanced susceptibility. If this
interpretation is correct, a similar, but smaller
increase of intensity, due to these interactions in
the lower subband, will be observed at low Mn con-
centrations, such as the x=0.104 case discussed
above, when all the Mn states are localized and
the Ni states extended for ¢~0.5.

The scattering intensities of the two sharp modes
within the four-sublattice model have qualitatively
the same dependence on x and q as do the Monte
Carlo integrated intensities, I; and I, shown in
Figs. 12(a) and 12(b). Since this approximation
is a simple one, we will discuss the limits of its
accuracy in some detail. The intensity predicted
by the four-sublattice model is larger than that
observed in the lower subband, and smaller in the
upper subband. The ratio of the model’s intensi-
ties to the observed J; and I, however, is nearly
constant over the range 0.25<¢<0.75, and can
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be obtained from Figs. 12(a) and 12(b), as dis-
cussed below,

First we consider the lower subband. At ¢=0.5
in the lower mode, the four-sublattice model gives
spin deviations on Mn sites of the resonant sub-
lattice only. Consequently, the predicted intensity
is the Ising cluster intensity, and the amount by
which the model overestimates I,(q) can be read off
Fig. 12(a) by comparing the Monte Carlo results
with the dotted line at ¢=0.5, where the dotted line
is equal to the four-sublattice prediction. The
discrepancy between this approximation and the
Monte Carlo results decreases as q tends to 0 or 1,
and the modes become more extended. The ob-
served L (0) and [;(1) reach 85%-95% of the four-
sublattice prediction for all x studied. Most of
the shift in intensity from the vicinity of g=1 to
q=0 seen in Fig, 12(a) is predicted in this model
as well,

In the upper subband we find that I,(q) exceeds the
four-sublattice estimates by a constant 10%-25%
for most values of q. The difference, which de-
creases with increasing Ni concentration, may be
read off Fig. 12(b) by comparing the data with
the dotted line at ¢=0.5. In the discussion below,
we attribute this systematic overestimate by the
four-sublattice model of the lower-mode intensity
and underestimate of the upper-mode intensity
to the fact that the model underestimates the net
coupling between Ni and Mn spin deviations in the
random system.

The partial susceptibilities x /5 (g, w) were cal-
culated for the x=0.48 sample at all frequencies,
and for the x =0, 104 sample at energies in the
lower subband and the pseudogap, up to 14.5 meV,
We can estimate the admixture of Ni states in the
lower subband by comparing the integrals of
X Nini(g, @) and X ifma(q, w) over that subband at
values of ¢~0.5. At q=0.5 this ratio is 3% in the
x=0.48 sample, and 5% in the x =0, 104 sample.

It was no greater than 5% in both samples over the
range 0,25<¢<0.75, which constitutes most of
phase space in 2D. In the upper subband, for
x=0,48, the integrated Mn intensity at ¢=0.5 in
6% of the Ni intensity, and remains less than 10%
of the Ni intensity for 0.25<¢<0.75. This sub-
stantiates the interpretation of the two subbands as
due largely to spin deviations on Mn and Ni sites,
respectively.

The four-sublattice model does not treat these
admixture effects correctly in the vicinity of ¢=0.5,
since interactions between neighboring spins vanish
at ¢=0.5 in the high symmetry of the averaged
medium, The normal modes in the four-sublattice
model at ¢=0.5 consist only of spin deviations on
Ni or on Mn sites on the resonant sublattice. Thus
the model predicts X 4;n;(0.5, wy)=Xiani1 0.5, wy)
=0, and conversely, X irmma(0.5, ws)=X¥Nimn(0.5, ws)
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=0. The systematic differences in absolute inten-
sities between the four-sublattice model and our
observations seen in Figs, 12(a) and 12(b) are due
to the underestimate of X {f,y; in the model. The
contribution of this cross term to 7;(0.5) in the
Monte Carlo results at x=0.48 is negative and
about 20% of the contribution from X {fu,. In
L,(0.5) for the same sample the cross-term con-
tribution is positive, and about 7% of the Ni-Ni
contribution. For the more dilute x=0. 104 sample
the cross term was again negative, reducing X ifamm
by more than 40%. The difference in sign between
the two subbands can be explained by the fact that
in the lower subband, the Ni spins are below their
resonant frequency, and will tend to lag the driving
Mn spins, while in the upper subband the Mn spins
are above resonance, and will lead. This mixing,
which vanishes by symmetry in the pure system,
will not vanish in the presence of fluctuations, and
accounts for the systematic trends in the intensi-
ties seen in Figs. 12.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We summarize our conclusions as follows

(i) The low-frequency behavior of mixed magnetic
systems is conveniently formulated in terms of the
static magnetic elastic constants, the exchange
stiffness, the spin-spin susceptibility, and the
anisotropy, in the context of a continuum theory
which reproduces hydrodynamics in the limit of
small anisotropy.

(ii) The concentration dependence of these mag-
netic elastic constants in mixed crystals can be
qualitatively understood within an average medium
theory which is equivalent to the “four-sublattice”
model introduced by Birgeneau ef al.® The ratio
of the exchange fields of the two components in the
system under study is not sufficiently different from
unity for dramatic effects of the respective perco-
lation thresholds to be observable, as they would
be in a dilute one-component system.

(iii) The high-frequency excitations can usefully
be simulated by exact solution of the dynamical
equations of a large randomly prepared system.

In the case of Rb,Mn,Ni,_, F,, the Ising resonances
are barely observable. It is clear from previous
work?® that these should be prominent in 2D alloys
with one component nonmagnetic.

(iv) The partial susceptibilities and intensities
calculated numerically agree qualitatively with
results from the simpler four-sublattice model.
The conditions under which this model can fail
are discussed in Sec. 1IV.

(v) Low-concentration theory provides useful in-
sight into the higher concentration behavior of
mixed crystals, especially when the different types
of spins have widely differing Ising excitation en-
ergies. The localized Ni modes seen in
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Rb,Mn,Ni,_ F, for x>0.5 are tightly bound to Ni
clusters, and have properties very similar to those
of isolated Ni spins.

(vi) In Rb,Mn,Ni,_,F,, localization, as indicated
by insensitivity of the eigenvalues to changes in
the boundary conditions, is usually accompanied
by spikiness in the density of states, and some-
times by similar structure in the dynamic sus-
ceptibility, For x=0.5 we find that the high-fre-
quency excitations are predominantly Ni modes.
They are localized even though they exhibit dis-
persion, which is normally taken to be a sign of
delocalization. The energies at which localization
is observed can be crudely accounted for by sim-
ple arguments based on the relation of the Ising
energies to the pure-system spin-wave bands, and
on a knowledge of the cluster statistics of the un-
derlying lattice.

(vii) We could find no evidence in Rb,Mn,Ni,_. F,
for Lifshitz states localized in those statistically
rare large regions rich in one spin species. Pre-
sumably these states are sufficiently rare that
they can not be seen by direct simulation. This
implies that split band arguments, while not strictly
applicable to this system, are in effect rigorous.

(viii) The numerical and analytic techniques used
in this work are generally applicable to any ran-
dom system. Results for other cases of interest
will be presented elsewhere.
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APPENDIX A

A common set of numerical procedures was used
in all calculations based upon large Monte Carlo
samples of interacting spins. This includes both
the static properties of Sec. III and the dynamic
properties of Sec. IV, and the densities of states
discussed in Sec. II. In this appendix, we describe
these procedures, characterize their performance,
and contrast them with the molecular dynamics
method used in calculation of the dynamic sus-
ceptibility by Alben and Thorpe. !

Each of the response functions we are concerned
with can be written in the form

Xas(@) = (a|N"(w)|B), (A1)

where N was given in Eq. (13). In practice one
need not compute g'l, but can introduce an auxilia-
ry vector, |y), which satisfies®



N[y)=8). ' (A2)
The desired susceptibility is then
Xas={|7) . (A3)

Linear systems such as (A2) are most economi-
cally solved by factorization.* Since N is sym-
metric, it can be transformed to the form

N=LDLT, (A4)

Where L, a lower triangular matrix, has ones on

the diagonal and only zero elements above the dia-
gonal, D is a diagonal matrix, and L7 is the trans-
pose of L. Solution of (A2) by back substitution in
two stages, using (A4),

£|6>: lB} s
ET|7’>:P_-1l5> )

(A5a)
(A5Db)

is straightforward, since the triangular form of
L implies that 8;=8;, 3,=p8,— Ly, 6;, and so forth.

A second advantage of factorization over direct
calculation of N-! for our problem is the saving of
computer storgge space. Essentially all of the
elements of N-! are nonzero. Thus to calculate
E'l for an n-—by-n sample requires computing and
storing 3 * quantities. For #=64, more than
8% 10° numbers, an impossible amount, must be
stored. On the other hand, the matrix L can be
kept relatively sparse, and sparse matrix packages
exist which, in performing the factorization, will
store only the nonzero elements of L, and carry
out only those operations which proauce nonzero
results, One such package has been described by
Gustavson®* and by Woo et al.,3% and is available
commerically.

Factorization into the form (A4) can be viewed
as a process of successive elimination of variables
from the system of linear equations (A2). The
number of fill-ins, or elements of L generated de-
pends sensitivity on the order in which the variable
are eliminated. A natural strategy is to eliminate
spins by rows in the original sample, If the further
simplification of free edge rather than periodic
boundary conditions is made, all interactions in
N will be contained within a band of width » about
the diagonal. Factorization into the form (A4)
then requires 3»* operations, and generates 3n°
nonzero elements of L. For n=64, these are of
order 8% 10° operations, and 1.3x 10° storage
locations. Finally, back substitution requires
twice as many operations as there are nonzero
elements of L, or 3x10° steps.

It has recently been shown that factorization in
O(r®) steps and generation of O(®In,n) fill-ins is
both optimal® and feasible.3” By using George’s
nested dissection sequence for the five-point dif-
ference equation on a planar mesh (described in
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the appendix of Woo et al. %), we were able to
factor the 64-by-64—site problem, with periodic
boundary conditions, in 2x10° steps, generating
7x10* elements of L. Generalizations of this
optimal ordering also exist to treat the matrices
which result from three dimensional problems.

It can be shown that the number of positive
eigenfrequencies of (8) less than a given real w
is equal to the number of negative eigenvalues of
any matrix D which results from a transformation
of N(w) into the form of (A4), Since D in this case
is Eiagonal, a count of its negative elements is suf-
ficient to determine the integrated density of
states, and from that, p(w) as discussed in Sec. II.

Typical running times of the programs used,
for n=64, were 7.5 sec to obtain the integrated
density of states at one energy, 10 sec for a
static susceptibility, and roughly 1 min to evaluate
x'' (g, w), using complex arithmetic, at 14 wave
vectors. All programs were run on an IBM 370/168,
in an interactive, paged environment.

Alben and Thorpe!! have recently calculated
x''(gq, w) for Monte Carlo samples by integrating
forward in time the disturbance resulting from an
exciting field %*(q), using Egs. (8), and then Fourier
transforming the result. The length of time over
which they must integrate is inversely proportional
to the energy resolution desired. The computing
effort associated with the methods used in this paper
is independent of resolution, which ih'our case is
determined by the imaginary part added to w. At
the energy resolution of 1.8 meV, typical of the
neutron scattering experiments, Alben and Thorpe’s
procedure appears to be from three to ten times
faster than the exact methods. At the energy
resolutions which represent the limit of useful
data from the finite samples, i.e., from five to
ten times the average spacing between eigenvalues,
the exact methods appear preferable.

APPENDIX B

In this appendix we give detailed expressions
for the effect of a single defect on the response
functions. For this purpose the explicit form of
the single defect # matrix is introduced. Exact
expressions for the magnetic elastic constants K,
X%, X., and A in the limit of low defect concentra-
tion are developed. These expressions are valid
for bce, simple cubic, simple square, and cen-
tered square antiferromagnets. Simple formulas
for the elastic constants at low defect concentra-
tion are obtained when the anisotropy energies are
much less than the exchange energy. Expressions
for the case of nonmagnetic defects are derived
from the same treatment, and presented.

The host (A) lattice parameters are denoted by
Ja(=J44)y Sas Bwg=22J 4 Sy, g4, and w,. The
defect (B) parameters are the spin Sy, the anisot-
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ropy frequency, wp, g value g5, and host-defect
exchange coupling, Jz(=J,5). We also use a=dJy/
Jus B=Sy/S,, and

2
Py=N1D, —2E__ B1
0 T wz_w(q)z ’ ( )

2
W

P =N E —z'% . (B2)
The p- and d—wave components of the { matrix are
given by

to= Va(]‘ -H, Va)-l s
where V,={(¢,|Vlp,), and H,={¢,/Hl¢,), and
the lg,) are the symmetry adapted basis functions

defined in (32). In the same representation, the
s-wave { matrix is

a#s, (B3)

tl(s)=;z[wE(a_ 1) =Ty (wg+ Wy = w)+ wg— wA] /A ’

(B4a)
18 =rwy(1 - a+Ty) /224, (B4b)
1 =hwy(@f-1-T,)/21/2A (B4c)
18 =rwp( = aB)+ To(w+ wg+wy)] /24, (B4d)
where
T,=(wy— wp)(l = aBP,/wg (B5)
and

A=a+ (af-1)(w- wy)/wg
+[(w+wyt wp)/wi][wy - wpt (wy = W) (a=1)
- (wp=w)(aB=1)(wg+ w, — w)/wgl Py (B6)
in agreement with Tonegawa. !¢ .
In the presence of a low concentration of defects
we find that
X@ w)= XA(CI’ w)(1+ %C{C’-’A‘*’ U-)E[l - 7(6)]}-1
x{A4; (w)[w? - 0@ ]+ Ag(w)
+ A (W[w? - w@P, (B7)
where

- 222 SN{w, + w[1 - ¥(a)]}
VW = w(gP]

and A,(w) = 2,(w) + a,(- w). We find

XA(E’ w) =

ay(w) = 1og(wg+ w,) Py /w0

+ 10g (e @) [ |95 (0))/7 (B8a)
ay(w) = M+ 8)[wp+ wy — wrv([d)]

+0g(2s(w) [t |4s(w))/7

+ 0P () || Q(w))/7 , (B8b)
a3 (w) = Q(w) [ £ (w))/7

+Hw, - wrwl-7@)1P

x ; |@]ea@Ne (—;ﬂ) . (B8o)

where 6g=g5/g.-1, n1=B(1+6g)~-1, and the com-

baZSav

ponents of the vectors appearing in Eqs. (B8) are

<Qs‘ 1= l Qh=w+wy+ wgll-7@)], (B9a)
(R]2== 1202 =2" 7@ {wa - 0+ wpll - @)1},
(B9b)
(Psl1= |¥sh = Polw+ wp+ w )/ 0%, (B9c)
(Bsla== |dg)e==212P, Jwg . (B9d)

The general definition of ¥(J) is

@)= Z

To evaluate K(c) and A(c) we set g4=g5=1,
w=0, and take the limit q*=q - Q tending to zero,
SO that according to Eq. (61),

4p3 5, X @+ 3%, 0)~ @K+ Ag*?)/S,, .
Using Eq. (B7) we find for §*=0,

(Z/Sav)K(C)=ﬁwA+ C(l, —lea)t(8)<_\/]?)

iqb

(B10)

-c(B- l)GA(P0(1+5A), -z I/ZPI)t(s)( 1) . (B11)
vz /.
Keeping only terms up to order §,=w,/wy and
dp=wp/wy we find

dK Kp—-K
K-l_: B A+B
dc K,

Ca= 048 ((p, +1)5- o)
A

(B12)

To evaluate A(c) we examine the terms of order
q* in x"1(@Q+d*, 0). Using Eqs. (B7) and (61) we
obtain

A(c)

=THwy - 2zct®

0 1
1/2),(s) 172 ()
z' %)t <1> +cz /2(0, 1)¢ <\/'z_>

—c(B-1)(Py(1+35,), - z”%)t‘“(é)

- CZI /2(]_, -

0
+c(B=1)z1/26,(Py(1+6,), —2'/2P)) t(s)<1) ,

(B13)

where b depends upon the lattice under considera-
tion through the relation

@) ~1-ba3q?, (B14)

as § tends to zero. Again, keeping only terms up
to order 6, and 05, we find that

A‘I% =—22ﬁ——2(53—5,4 Bl(B-1)P,

+(B=aM]. (B15)

Finally, to obtain x* and y, we use (B7) with
d=w=0. Taking g, =g5=1, we obtain x** to ordez
8, and 0g:
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(x*)? %; ==2(B=12(Py+1)+28( - )/ a—46,(8- a")(8-1)P,
+ @ (65=-8,){(B=1)[P - (1 - aB)(1+ Py)] - 3[1+ (1 - ap)3+4P)]}

+[65(B=a™)+ Py(BO5—08,)][28/a-2B(8-1)-1-B-2P(1-B)].

By including the terms involving §g in Eq. (B7),
we can calculate (x,)!dx,/dc. Since 5g~0.1 is
small, we neglect further corrections of order
6, or 85, and obtain

ad -
(x)™ d—)c‘* =(x*)tdx® +285g{l - P 6g— (2+ 5g)

x[(B=1Py+B-et]}. (B17)
The numerical results for low concentrations of
Mn in Rb,NiF, are found using Py=-2.156,
=0.281, wp/wz=0.0009, w,/w;=0.0084, V,/liwy,
=5(1- ap)=0.0746, and 7wy H,=1.403:

K
K 'Z? =1.05[(Kyy /Kny) - 11, (B18a)
At % --0.827, (B18b)
ss
(x%9)! %c— =18.0, (B18c)
1 AX g
(x) 70 3.4. (B184)

~ Likewise, for small concentrations of Ni ina Mn host,
we use Py=-2.361, a=3.563, w,/wy=0.0046,
wp/wg=0.0427, V,/liwy=~-0.106, and 7w H,
=1,423:

K- % -0.97 [(Ky; /Ku) - 11, (B19a)
A Z—? =0.691, (B19b)
(x*)! d;C =0.40, (B19c)
(x)? %"C—* =0.22 . (B19d)

To treat nonmagnetic impurities, we set a=8
=0 and take the limit wy—. The results are

1 _dA _ Zzt(ﬁ)
-t (B20a)
K Z_f -1, (B20b)
(%)t dx® __ 4+0,+Py(1+6,)(5,+2)
X Tae (Gat2)1+0,(+0,) B
(B20c¢)

For ,=0, these results agree with previous work
of Kumar, 38

(B16)

APPENDIX C

We wish to evaluate the averaged odd-order
moments of x”' (@, w) and its components x 5@, w)
as defined in (18), (20), (86), and (87), where a,

B refer to types of atoms. We will present formu-
las for projected moments M'&B(E) defined such
that

ﬁ - - N
;fdw(ﬁw)"x"(q, w) =ZB 22485SaSe Me(@) 1% Ve
Oy

(c1)
Two cases have been treated:
Mlas(q) = (gmge S Ss .UiN/V)-I
X(q| P, oWoP|d), (C2)
M?xB(a) = (gangaSB IJ'ZB]V/V)M1
X (| P,oWoWoWoP,|q) , (C3)

where |q) was defined in (19).
First we separate W into its diagonal and off-
diagonal parts,

W“=5”d,-+wi,, (c4)
where
4;=2 3 J1xSe s (Cc5)
-3
w;;=2J;;(S; S,H? (c8)

and we shall neglect anisotropy terms 4, in (C5).
M) is readily found to be

M) =06422(J0, Su) St =227 ) gs,  (CT)

where in this appendix { ) will be used to denote a
configuration average of the free indices u or v
(used below) over the types of atoms present.
Evaluation of M3,(d) is also straightforward,
but lengthy. We first expand the the polynomial

in each term, and distinguish those cases in which
repeated site indexes will affect the configuration
average. We obtain

- [4]+[5]-[6]+[7], (c8)

where
[1] :d:; Gij s (C9a)
[2]=w; (d5~d;d;+d?) , (C9b)
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[3]=Xk:w,kwu(di—dk+ dyt-5;), (C9c)
[4]=5;; Zk w?2d; - dy) (C9d)
[5]:@31 , (C9e)

6] =Z w; ;[0 = 8, + w%(1 - 8;)] , (C9of)
%

]

[1]’: 8qu 50!8 S;"[(Jiu S?L >+ 3(2 - 1)<Jiu Si><J¢xuSu> + (Z - 1)(‘Z - 2)<Jap,su.>3] ’
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[7] = ; WipWe wlj(l - 6kj)(1 -5;) . (C9g)

The contributions of Eqs. (C9) to M3,(@) are
tabulated below, in a form which is valid for a 3D
simple cubic antiferromagnet (z=6), as well as for
the 2D square case (z=4). Again we write

M3,@)=[1]-[2]-[3] - [4]+[5]-[6]+[7], ‘(010)‘

in which

(Cl1a)

[2] = éZ'}’(& )xo:xB JaB{J%zB(S%z- S uSB+ S%) + (Z - l)JaB[Sa(2<JBuSu> - <chusu>)+ Sﬂ(z <Jozusu> - <JBusu>)]

+ (@ =D [TESIH(TE SEY = (2 = 1T 0y S, Y (Jau Su ) + (2 = 2) (T g Sy P+ (Jpn Su DT,

(C11b)

[3] = 85[27(6)2 - l]xaxB [<mesu (Su - Sa) JIpu >+ <Jau su(su - SB) J82u>

+ (Z - 1)<Jau, Su, JBu >(<Juusu > + <JBu, Su. >) - (Z - 2)<Jatu su. JMV SUJBH >]
[4]=82x, 045 [(J3, 5,25, = S))+2(z = 1){IZ, S, (T 0 Su) = (2 =1XJE, S, I, S)] »

[5]=827(d)x o %5 I35 Se Ss »

[6]1=82(z = 1)¥()x o %5 Jos T2, S, ) Se+{JE S, )Ss)

[7]=827@)[2%7@)° - 22+ 11 0 Su I, Sy s »

and y(§) is defined in general as

o 1 s
Y(Q)=-Z'Z€”6 .
6

APPENDIX D

In this section we evaluate Im(N *-!), as re-
quired in Eq. (96) to determine the dynamic sus-
ceptibility in the four-sublattice approximation.
We write N * in block form as four 2X2 sub-
matrices:

D* K
E*: ) (D1)
K D

where D° is a diagonal matrix with elements (dy,

1 -(1/pYK (D*y? 0
(N*)1t=

0 1 0

If we restrict attention to positive frequencies,
Im(D*)™* =0, and evaluation of x'/(q, w) reduces,
upon averaging over the two sublattices, to the
2x2 problem:

X”(ay (4)) = ZB ga88 L‘LZB(SL! SBxO!xB)l &
@

[D- - (K/D*)K]?

(Clle)
(C11d)
(Clle)
(C11%)
(Clig)

(C12)

+0w) and (dy;+0w). The elements of the sym-
metric matrix K are given by (95). We can factor
N* into
1 0\ /D* 0 1 1/DY)K
N*=
~ \x/bp* 1/\o0 D - (&/DNK/\O 1
(D2)

Using the fact that if L is a matrix with zeroes every-
where on the diagonal and above, (1-L)(1+L)=1,
we can write

1 0
(D3)
-K/D* 1

xIm{[l - 1/D*)K][D" - (K/D*)K]*

X[1=K/D*]} 48 (D4)

We denote the coefficients of D~ - (K/D*)K as



Cl - CZ
D~ - (K/DYK= s (D5)
-C G

where
Cr=dy—w—a®(dy+ )™ = b%(dg+w)?,
Co=abld,+ 0™+ be(dg+ w)?t (D8)
Cy=dg—w—b2(d,+w) = c3ldz+w)?,

and a, b, ¢, the components of the off-diagonal
matrix K, are

a=2zvY(q)x 4 I 54 S4
b=22v({d)J 5k, x5S, Sp)t/? , (D7)
c=22y@)%3JI 55 S -

Using these definitions, the components of
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X' (@, w) are

X a=2, 8% p% S, ImA[Cy = 2(aCy+ bCy)/(dy+ w)
+(a%Cy+2abCy+ B2Cy)/(dy+ w)]

XAB=X5a=8488 W3, ¥pS, Sp)! 2 ImA{C,
= (aCy+ bCy)/(dy+ w) = (bC3+ cCy)/ (d g+ w)
+[abCy+ (b2+ ac) Co+ beCy) /(dy+ w)dg+ w)}

X Hp=%p8% % SpImA1[Cy - 2(bCy+ cCy)/(dp+ w)
+(b2C3+ 2bcCy+ ¢2Cy)/(dp+ w)?] (D8)

and when A, the determinant of D~ - (K/D*)K is
evaluated at w,, a root of the secular equation (97),
it gives

(dy+ w)(dg+ w)B(w = w,)

2m) ImA™t =
(m) on (w0 = w2)

. (D9)
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