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An analysisoftheenergy spectrum and them agnetization curveoftwo-dim ensionalorganicanti-

ferrom agnetF2PNNNO with a spin-onedim erized structureshowsthata behaviorofthecom pound

in an externalm agnetic�eld can beexplained within a latticeboson m odelwith an extended Pauli’s

exclusion principle,i.e. no m ore than two bosons per a dim er. The unusualm agnetization curve

observed experim entally in the com pound re
ects a sequence ofphase transitions intrinsic for a

latticeboson system with strong on-siteand inter-siterepulsionsdueto a tuning ofm agnon density

by the applied m agnetic �eld.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A possibility to study the Bose-Einstein condensation (BEC)with low-dim ensionalm agnetic m aterialspredicted

theoretically twenty years ago1 gave rise to intense experim entalstudies in the �eld. The analogy between the

spinsand thebosonsbecom esevidentforantiferrom agnetswherespinsform dim erswith a spin-singletground state.2

O riginally,m ain attention wasfocused on spin-1/2system swhereexcitationsinsideeach dim er(triplons)areregarded

asbosonswith hard-core repulsion,i.e. no m ore than one boson presenton a single dim er. The analogy enablesto

treat the spin system s as that ofinteracting bosons whose ground state is determ ined by the balance between the

kinetic energy and the repulsive interactions.3 Ifthe repulsion dom inatesthe bosonswillform a superlattice and a

�niteenergy costisneeded to createan additionalparticle.Thisexhibitsitselfasa jum p in chem icalpotentialversus

boson num ber,in thespin language,asa plateau in m agnetization curveversusm agnetic�eld atrationalfraction of

saturated m agnetization.

The�eld induced condensation ofm agnonshasbeen experim entally observed in coupled quantum (s= 1=2)dim er

system sbased on Cu2+ ionssuch asTlCuCl3 and BaCuSi2O 6
4,5,6 and thecom pound Ba2Cr2O 8

7 which areadequately

described by the BEC theory.

Recently,m agneticweaklycoupled dim ersystem Ba3M n2O 8 with S = 1m om entsattracted alotofattention.8,9 The

�eld behaviorofm agnetization in thesystem ofantiferrom agnetically weakly coupled S = 1 dim erscan bedescribed

asBEC ofm agnonsby m apping the spin-1 system into a gasofsem i-hard-core bosons.10 O n an exam ple ofsim ple

two-dim ensional(2D)S = 1 isotropicHeisenberg m odelwith a dim erized structureand frustrating interactionsitwas

suggested an em ergence ofthe spin supersolid state (a long-range m ixing ofsuper
uid and charge ordered phases)

induced by a m agnetic�eld.11

The organic com pound F2PNNNO isa supplem entary exam ple ofspin-one dim erbased m agnetic insulator. This

is 2D Heisenberg system with a singlet ground state, in which S = 1 dim ers interact antiferrom agnetically.12,13

The lattice of the system is equivalent to the honeycom b one (Fig. 1). The �eld m agnetization process shows

a two-step saturation behavior that is a rare exam ple of observation of a plateau in a two-dim ensionalsystem .

The interm ediate plateau corresponds to the half value of saturation m agnetization. The consistent calculation

ofsusceptibility and m agnetization for the �nite-size cluster with im posed periodic conditions yields the following

estim ationsofantiferrom agneticexchangecouplings2J0 = 67:5 K ,2J1 = 7:5 K ,i.e.thesystem can be regarded asa

real2D dim erized spin-onesystem .

Apparently,the quantum antiferrom agnetF2PNNNO o�ersan opportunity to verify a relevanceofsem i-hard core

boson m odelfor description ofthe dim erized system . In the paper we perform a diagonalization of�nite cluster

ofN = 18 sites,calculate the m agnetization and dem onstrate that these results can be easily understood within

the sem i-hard boson m odelwith strong on-site and inter-site repulsions. The diagonalization procedure used by us

accountsthespin rotationalsym m etry.14,15 Theim plem entation ofnon-Abelian SU (2)spin sym m etry isbased on an

elim ination ofquantum num bersvia the W igner-Eckarttheorem .The advantageofthe approach isthatthe cluster

spin statesaredecom posed into di�erentsectorsofthe totalclusterspin.In addition,onecan independently handle

each ofthe targetspin state.
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Thepaperisorganized asfollows.Them odeland thediagonalization algorithm aregiven in Sec.II.Thetruncation

procedureisdiscussed in Sec.III.In Sec.IV wereportnum ericalclustercalculationsofthe spectrum and the m agne-

tization curve.Theanalogy with thelatticeboson m odelisperform ed in Sec.V.M ain resultsarerecapitulated in the

Conclusion part.

II. T H E M O D EL

The Ham iltonian ofweakly interacting spin-onedim erson a 2D lattice depicted in Fig.1 isgiven by

H S = J0

X

i

~Si1~Si2 + J1

X

hi�;j��i

~Si� ~Sj��; (1)

where J0 is the coupling inside the i-th dim er,J1 is the strength ofthe exchange interaction between the dim ers

located on the bonds hi;ji. The indices �, �� m ark S = 1 spins that enter into the interacting dim ers,nam ely, ��

= 1,2 provided � = 2,1,respectively. The both types ofthe interactions are antiferrom agnetic J0;1 > 0,and the

regim eofweakly interacting dim ers,jJ0j� jJ1j,isconsidered.The Heisenberg m odelhasbeen previously suggested

to explain som e therm odynam icalpropertiesofF2PNNNO .
12 Num ericalcalculationsbased on the Ham iltonian (1)

via exactdiagonalization ofsm allclusters and their com parison with experim entaldata prove its relevance for the

ratio jJ1=J0j� 1. The dim erization caused by the anisotropy ofinteractionson a lattice issom ewhatanalogousto

a situation in two-leg spin-1 antiferrom agneticladdersin a strong antiferrom agneticrung-coupling regim e,when the

ladderground state iswellapproxim ated by the tensorproductofsingletrung-dim ers.16

To get the energy spectrum the �nite-size clusters com posed ofN = 10 and N = 18 sites are selected. In a

choice ofthe cluster care should be taken to ensure that the lattice point group sym m etry is hold. Since intra-

dim erinteractionsare the strongest,the clustershould consistofintactdim ers.To m ark sitesinside the clusterthe

chessboard-likenotationswillbe used,i.e. site positionsalong the x axisare m arked by num berswhereaspositions

along the y axisaredenoted by Latin letters.

To �nd eigenfunctionsofthe clusterthatinheritthe totalclusterspin asa quantum num berwe should develop a

consecutive procedure ofaddition ofspin m om ents. Itisconvenientto break the clusterin severalparts. Following

the strategy ofa clusterbuilding used in Ref.15,one should identify the centraldim er(center)and itsenvironm ent.

The centeriscom posed ofthe c3 and d3 siteswhereasanothersitesareem bodied into the environm ent.

TheHam iltonian ofthecentraldim erhastheform H c = J0~Sc3~Sd3;whereastheinteraction between thecenterand

itsenvironm entisgiven by

Vce = J1~Sc3

�
~Sc2 + ~Sc4

�

+ J1~Sd3

�
~Sd2 + ~Sd4

�

: (2)

The environm entconsistsoffourparts,nam ely oftwo dim ers,left(l)and right(r)ones,with the Ham iltonians

H l= J0~Sc1~Sd1;and H r = J0~Sc5~Sd5; (3)

respectively,aswellastwo fork-likeparts,i.e.the down and upperones,with the corresponding Ham iltonians

H dow n = J0

�
~Sb2~Sc2 + ~Sa3~Sb3 + ~Sb4~Sc4

�

+ J1~Sb3

�
~Sb2 + ~Sb4

�

; (4)

H up = J0

�
~Sd2~Se2 + ~Se3~Sf3 + ~Sd4~Se4

�

+ J1~Se3

�
~Se2 + ~Se4

�

: (5)

The interaction between the left/rightdim ersand the fork-likepartsispresented as

Venv = J1

�
~Sc2~Sc1 + ~Sd2~Sd1 + ~Sc4~Sc5 + ~Sd4~Sd5

�

: (6)

The Ham iltonian ofthe entireclustergathersalltheaboveterm s

H = H c + Vce + fH l+ H r + H dow n + H up + Venvg: (7)

There are three states ofthe dim er,which is the elem entary block ofthe cluster,with the totalspin Sdm = 0

(singlet),Sdm = 1 (triplet);and Sdm = 2 (quintiplet).TheenergiesofthestatesareE 0 = � 2J0,E 1 = � J0,E 2 = J0,

respectively,and the eigenstatesareobtained via the com m on ruleofaddition ofm om ents

j11;Sdm M dm i� jSdm M dm i=
X

�1�2

�
1 1 Sdm
�1 �2 M dm

�

j1�1ij1�2i; (8)
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FIG .1: The 18-site cluster used in num ericalcalculations. The environm entofthe centraldim er consists oftwo "fork"-like

parts(up and down),and the left (l)and right(r)dim ers. The intra-dim erJ0 and inter-dim erJ1 interactions are shown by

solid and dotted lines,respectively.

where[:::]isthe Clebsch-G ordan coe�cient.To increasethe clustersizethe reduced m atrix elem ents(RM E)ofthe

spin operatorsS(1)and S(2),thatconstitute thedim er,calculated within the basis(8)areneeded

D

Sdm kS(1)kS
0

dm

E

= (� 1)
1+ S

0

dm

q

(2Sdm + 1)(2S0
dm

+ 1)

�
Sdm 1 S0

dm

1 1 1

�

h1kSk1i; (9)

D

Sdm kS(2)kS
0

dm

E

= (� 1)
1+ Sdm

q

(2Sdm + 1)(2S0
dm

+ 1)

�
Sdm 1 S0

dm

1 1 1

�

h1kSk1i; (10)

wheref:::g isthe 6j-sym bolofthe rotation group,and the reduced m atrix elem enth1kSk1i=
p
6.

Thefork-likepartincludesthreeinteracting dim ers.Itisconvenientto build thebasisofthefragm entaccordingto

theschem e(2+ 4)+ 3 ofthem om entaddition,i.e.a com bining ofthe"prong" dim erfunctionsisfollowed by adding

ofthe"handle" function.Asa result,thebasicfunctionswith thetotalspin Sdow n ofthedown fork-likeparthasthe

form

j(S2S4)S24;S3;Sdow nM dow ni=
X

M 2M 3M 4M 24

�
S2 S4 S24

M 2 M 4 M 24

� �
S24 S3 Sdow n

M 24 M 3 M dow n

�

jS2M 2ijS3M 3ijS4M 4i; (11)

whereS2,S3 and S4 arethespinsofthedim erscom posed oftheb2and c2sites,etc.W ithin thebasistheHam iltonian

(4)ispresented by the block diagonal141� 141 m atrix.The blocksarem arked by the totalspin Sdow n = 0;1;:::;6

values.A diagonalization ofthe H dow n m atrix yieldsthe spectrum E idow nSdow n
and the eigenfunctions

jidow nSdow nM dow ni=
X

S2S3S4S24

�
idow n Sdow n

(S2S4)S24;S3
j(S2S4)S24;S3;Sdow nM dow ni;

wheretheindex idow n distinguishesbasicfunctionswith thesam etotalSdow n spin.Theresultsfortheupperfork-like

partcan beobtained analogously provided thesitec4issubstituted ford2,and c2 ischanged by d4 etc.Theassem bly

ofthe clusterpartiscom pleted by calculationsofthe reduced m atrix elem ents[seeEq.(A1)in Appendix].
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Asthe nextstep,we constructthe spin functionsofthe non-interacting parts,i.e.ofthe leftand the rightdim ers

jSlSr;SlrM lri=
X

M lM r

�
Sl Sr Slr

M l M r M lr

�

jSlM lijSrM ri; (12)

whereSlr = 0;1:::;4,and the upperand down fork-likeparts

jiupSupidow nSdow n;SudM udi=
X

M up M dow n

�
Sup Sdow n Sud
M up M dow n M ud

�

jiupSupM upijidow nSdow nM dow ni; (13)

whereSud = 0;1:::;12,and add them togetherto build the basisofthe environm entofthe centraldim er

j(iupSupidow nSdow n)Sud;(SlSr)Slr;SenvM envi

=
X

M udM lr

�
Sud Slr Senv
M ud M lr M env

�

jiupSupidow nSdow n;SudM udijSlSr;SlrM lri: (14)

The reduced m atrix elem entsofspin operatorsneeded to build the Ham iltonian ofthe environm entarerelegated to

Appendix [see Eqs.(A2-A5)]. Note,thata num berofthe states(14)istoo m uch to avoid the truncation procedure

(see Sec.III).

M atrix elem entsofthe environm entHam iltonian H env = H l+ H r + H dow n + H up + Venv aregiven asfollows



(iupSupidow nSdow n)Sud;(SlSr)Slr;SenvM envjH envj

�
i
0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n

�
S
0
ud;(S

0
lS

0
r)S

0
lr;S

0
envM

0
env

�

=
�
E iup Sup

+ E idow nSdow n
+ E Sl

+ E Sr

�
�iup ;i0up �Sup;S

0
up
�idow n;i

0
dow n

�Sdow n;S
0
dow n

�Sud;S
0
ud
�Sl;S

0
l
�Sr;S

0
r
�Slr;S

0
lr
�Senv;S

0
env
�M env;M

0
env

+ J1�Senv;S
0
env
(� 1)Senv+ S

0
ud+ Slr

�
Sud Slr Senv
S0
lr

S0
ud

1

�

�M env;M
0
env

(15)

�
�
hSlSr;Slr kSc1kS

0
lS

0
r;S

0
lri



iupSupidow nSdow n;Sud kSc2ki

0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n;S

0
ud

�

+ hSlSr;Slr kSd1kS
0
lS

0
r;S

0
lri



iupSupidow nSdow n;Sud kSd2ki

0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n;S

0
ud

�

+ hSlSr;Slr kSc5kS
0
lS

0
r;S

0
lri



iupSupidow nSdow n;Sud kSc4ki

0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n;S

0
ud

�

+ hSlSr;Slr kSd5kS
0
lS

0
r;S

0
lri



iupSupidow nSdow n;Sud kSd4ki

0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n;S

0
ud

�	
:

Theterm sin f:::g includeproductofthereduced m atrix elem entsgiven by Eqs.(A2,A3)forspinsthatenterinto the

left/rightdim ersand by Eq.(A4,A5)forthe constituentsofthe fork-likeparts.

Aftera �nding oftheenvironm enteigenvaluesE ienvSenv
and eigenfunctions

jienvSenvM envi=
X

�
ienvSenv

(iup Supidow n Sdow n)Sud;(SlSr)Slr
j(iupSupidow nSdow n)Sud;(SlSr)Slr;SenvM envi; (16)

one calculate within the basisthe reduced m atrix elem entsforthe environm entspinsthatdirectly interactwith the

centraldim ersee[Eq.(A6)].

Atthe �nalstep ofthe diagonalization procedureonebuild the basisofthe entirecluster

jienvSenv;Sc;SM i=
X

M envM c

�
Senv Sc S

M env M c M

�

jienvSenvM envijScM ci;

and determ ine the m atrix elem entsofthe clusterHam iltonian (7)

hienvSenv;Sc;SM jH ji
0
envS

0
env;S

0
c;S

0
M

0
i= (E ienvSenv

+ E Sc
)�ienv;i0env�Senv;S

0
env
�Sc;S

0
c
�S;S 0�M ;M 0
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+ J1 (� 1)
S+ S

0
env+ Sc

�
Senv Sc S

S0c S0env 1

�

�S;S 0�M ;M 0

�

2

4hSckS(1)kS
0
ci

X

k= c2;c4

hienvSenv kSkki
0
envS

0
envi+ hSckS(2)kS

0
ci

X

k= d2;d4

hienvSenv kSkki
0
envS

0
envi

3

5 ; (17)

where the RM Esare previously derived [see Eqs.(9-10)and Eq.(A6)]. Num ericaldiagonalization ofthe m atrix (17)

yieldsthe targetspectrum E iS and the eigenfunctions

jiSM i=
X



iS
SenvM env;Sc

jSenvM env;Sc;SM i: (18)

III. T R U N C A T IO N P R O C ED U R E

Theclassi�cation ofeigenstatesofpartsused to gatherthetotalclusteraccording to irreduciblerepresentationsof

SU (2)-groupenablestoorganizeatruncation procedureinsidethesectorsofHilbertspacethatariseattheconsecutive

stepsofthe algorithm .A possibility to carry outcalculationswithin a reduced basisisfeatureofthe algorithm that

relatesitwith otherrenorm alization group m ethods.

W ehold thefollowing strategy ofthetruncation procedureto build targetstatesthatareobtained aftercom bining

two partsofthelattice.Fora given spin-S sectora certain am ountofstateshaving thelowestenergy arekept.Thus

every group ofthejiSistatesispresented in the reduced basis.W etruncatethe basisoftwo "fork"-likepartsbefore

to com binethem into a largerlattice segm ent.Thisisnotthe uniqueway,forexam pleonecan truncatethe basisof

the environm entaftercom bining the "fork"-likeparts,butthe form eriseasierto perform .

W etested severalrealizationsofthetruncation procedureeitherby sim ply controlling a num berofvectorsretained

in thereduced basisorby m onitoring a genealogy ofthetargetspin-S statethrough thetrianglerule,i.e.only states

that contribute into the target state are took into account. The last approach gives an opportunity to keep m ore

vectors in the basis due to an om itting ofredundant states. M oreover,highest-spin cluster states,i.e. those with

S � 15 in ourproblem ,aretreated exactly.Thesizeoftruncated basiswaschosen to beequalto either64 or121 for

theschem ewithoutan accountofgenealogy ofthetargetstate,and itvariesfrom 12 till352,being depending on the

totalspin S,forthe "genealogical" schem e.

An accuracy ofthe truncation procedure iscontrolled by m onitoring an energy ofthe loweststate within an each

spin sector. The variation ofthis observable com puted through the both schem es doesnot usually exceed 1-2% (a

m axim aldiscrepancy oforder6% isreached only in the S-8 sector)thatevidencesa correctnessofthe constructed

basiswhich exhibitsalm ostno dependence on the used truncation procedure.The resultsthatwe presentbelow are

obtained within the "genealogical" schem e.

Anotherfeatureofthealgorithm isan addition ofacentralunit(onesiteordim er)with itsenvironm entatthe�nal

step.The procedure doesnotdepend on a structure ofthe environm entand lookssim ilarforany cluster.However,

the inform ation aboutquantum num bersofthe environm entstatesenablesto sim plify calculationssubstantially at

thestageofthealgorithm .Indeed,fora given spin-S sectoroftheHilbertspaceoftheentireclusteroneshould pick

outonly thoseenvironm enteigenfunctionswhosespinsSu obey the rule

jSu � Scj� S � Su + Sc:

Using ofthetruncation procedureresultsin thebasisescom posed m axim ally from 4-5 thousand states.To control

an accuracy ofthe procedurethe resultsobtained forthe 18-sitesystem arecom pared with those for10-sitesystem .

The sm aller cluster enables to handle a whole basis without any truncation. The 10-site system is em bedded into

the biggerclusterand consistsofthe following parts:the centraldim erc3;d3 and the neighbordim ersb2;c2,b4;c4,

d2;e2 and d4;e4. Apparently,a construction ofthe environm ent requires two consecutive steps (i) an addition of

the dim ersb2;c2 and b4;c4 aswellas d2;e2 and d4;e4 onesaccording to Eq.(12) then followed by a calculation of

reduced m atrix elem entsaccording to Eq.(A2,A3);(ii)a construction ofthe environm entstatesfrom the upperand

down partsbuiltpreviously and a calculation ofRM E oftheenvironm entspinsthatinteractdirectly with thecentral

dim er.The entire clusterHam iltonian isobtained through (17).The biggestHilbertspace dim ension (2025� 2025)

isreached in theS-2 sector.Thenum ericalresultsforthesupplem entary clusterarelisted in TableIforcom parison.

Note thatoneshould com pareenergy valueswith the sam em agnetization perdim er(See Fig.2).
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FIG .2:Plotofthe lowestenergy perdim er ~"(m )vsm forthe N = 10 and N = 18 clusters.The cusp isseen atm = 1.

IV . EN ER G Y SP EC T R U M A N D M A G N ET IZA T IO N C U RV E

The results ofthe energy spectrum calculation fortwo N = 10 and N = 18 clusters are listed in Table I,where

we give m inim alenergy E m in within the each spin-S sector along with the energy per dim er ~" = 2E m in=N . The

m agnetization per dim er is determ ined by m = 2S=N . The N = 10 and N = 18 dependencies ~"(m ) are shown

together in Fig. 2. The points for both clusters lay on one curve,i.e. �nite-size e�ects m ay be ignored that is

expected forthe regim eofa sm alldim er-dim erinteraction J1 � J0.

A rem arkable feature ofthe curve is a cusp in the m iddle,i.e. atm = 1. The independent �tting ofboth parts

jointed in thepointby thequadraticform "(m )= "2m
2 + "1m + "0 yields"2 = 0:190� 0:018,"1 = 0:828� 0:019,and

"0 = � 2:0073� 0:0040forthelowerpartofthecurve(0 < m < 1)togetherwith "2 = 0:200� 0:058,"1 = 1:4578� 0:018,

and "0 = � 2:629� 0:014 forthe upperpart(1 < m < 2).

O n thebaseofdata forN= 18 casewebuild a dependenceofjum psE m in when thetotalspin S changesfrom 0 till

18,orthedim erm agnetization variesfrom 0till2(Fig.3)O necan seethatthevaluesofthejum psareapproxim ately

J0 for S � 9 and they are increased by a factor of2 as S � 10. It m eans that the energy ofthe totalsystem of

weakly interactingdim erswillchangewith an increasingm agnetic�eld duetolocalexcitationsinsideseparatedim ers.

Indeed,forthesingleS = 1dim erthespectrum consistsofa singlet,atriplet,and a quintuplet.Theenergy di�erence

between thesingletand tripletisJ0 whilethedi�erencebetween thequintupletand thetripletis2J0 (seediscussion

in the nextSection).

A standard way to consider a m agnetization process at T = 0 is to de�ne E
(S)

m in
(N ) as the lowest energy ofthe

Ham iltonian (1) in the spin-S subspace for a �nite system of N elem entary dim ers. Applying a m agnetic �eld

B leads to a Zeem an splitting ofthe energy levels E
(S)

m in(B ) = E
(S)

m in � SB ,and therefore levelcrossing occurs at

values B S = E
(S+ 1)

m in
(B )� E

(S)

m in
(B ) when increasing the �eld. These levelcrossings correspond to jum ps in the

m agnetization atzero tem peratureofthevalue1=N ,untilthefully polarized statewith them agnetization perdim er

m sat = 2N =N = 2 is reached at the value ofthe m agnetic �eld B sat = E
(2N )

m in (B )� E
(2N � 1)

m in (B ). The calculation

perform ed forN =2 = 9 dim ersyieldsthe m agnetization pointspresented in Fig. 4 and dem onstratesan appearance

ofthe ground state plateau aswellasthe plateau atone-halfofthe saturation value.

Toguaranteeavalidityofthem agnetizationcurveweuseanapproachdevelopedbySakaiand Tahakashi17 torecover

them (B )dependencein thetherm odynam icallim it.In thiscasethecondition forthecrossover�eldstransform sinto

B = "0(m ),where" istheenergy perdim er.Theplateau boundariesaredeterm ined by thederivativesin thespecial

points: (i)B 1 = "0(+ 0)isrelated with the end ofthe ground state plateau;(ii)B 2 = "0(1� 0)and B3 = "0(1+ 0)

correspond to the beginning and the end ofthe interm ediate plateau,respectively;(iii) B 4 = "0(2 � 0) m arks an

em ergenceofthe saturation m agnetization.

A treatm entofthe energy spectrum resultsin the lineardependencesrelevantforsectorsbetween the plateaus

(

"0(m )= 0:83+ 0:38m ;0 < m < 1;

"0(m )= 1:46+ 0:40m ;1 < m < 2;
(19)
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0

FIG .3:Plotofthe changes�E m in versusthe dim erm agnetization m .A distinctjum p isseen atm = 1.

TABLE I:Num ericalresults ofthe lowest energy E m in and the energy ~" per dim er in the spin-S subspaces for N = 10 and

N = 18 clusters.

S E m in(N = 10)=J0 ~"(N = 10) E m in(N = 18)=J0 ~"(N = 18)

0 � 10:0334 � 2:0067 � 18:0336 � 2:0037

1 � 9:1853 � 1:8371 � 17:1431 � 1:9048

2 � 8:2123 � 1:6425 � 16:2529 � 1:8059

3 � 7:1978 � 1:4396 � 15:2935 � 1:6993

4 � 6:1430 � 1:2286 � 14:3205 � 1:5912

5 � 4:9344 � 0:9869 � 13:3164 � 1:4796

6 � 2:9787 � 0:5957 � 12:2745 � 1:3638

7 � 0:9610 � 0:1922 � 11:1879 � 1:2431

8 1:0849 0:2170 � 10:0260 � 1:1140

9 3:1588 0:6318 � 8:8335 � 0:9815

10 5:4418 1:0883 � 6:8807 � 0:7645

11 � 4:8994 � 0:5444

12 � 2:8795 � 0:3199

13 � 0:8172 � 0:0908

14 1:2815 0:1424

15 3:4533 0:3837

16 5:6844 0:6316

17 7:960 0:8844

18 10:3254 1:1473

thatproduces im m ediately B 1 = 0:83J0,B 2 = 1:21J0,B 3 = 1:86J0,and B 4 = 2:26J0. The valuesnorm alized to

thesaturation �eld B sat arelisted in the TableIIand exhibita reasonableagreem entwith theexperim entaldata for

F2PNNNO system . A com parison ofthe �nite clustercalculationswith those ofthe therm odynam icallim it(19)is

given in Fig.4.Itisseen thatboth m ethodsproduce the closeresults.

Notethatthe m ethod weused fornum ericalcalculationsisintrinsically two-dim ensionalonewhereastheprevious

num ericalstudy ofthe system 12 dealtwith the clusterem bedded into a chain. The regionsbetween the plateausof

the m agnetization curveexhibita behaviorcloserto linearone instead ofthe S-shapeform searly obtained.
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FIG .4:Plotofm versusB obtained via B = "
0
(m ).The dotsm ark valuesfound through the diagonalization algorithm .

TABLE II:Valuesofthe m agnetic �eld specialpointscom pared with the experim entaldata.

B i=B sat i= 1 i= 2 i= 3 i= 4

Theory 0:37 0:53 0:82 1

Experim ent
12

0:33 0:53 0:89 1

V . SEM I-H A R D C O R E B O SO N M O D EL

Letusintroduce the boson picture on the base ofdata presented in Fig.3. ForJ1 � J0 the low energy subspace

ofspin Ham iltonian (1) consists ofthe singlet,the Sz = 1 com ponent ofthe triplet,and the Sz = 2 com ponent

ofthe quintuplet. It is convenient to identify the triplet state with a presence ofa bosonic particle (triplon),the

quintipletstateasa pairofbosons(quintuplon),and thesingletstateasan absenceofbosons.Then theboson m odel

isform ulated viathesem i-hard corebosonicoperatorsgi and g
y

i with theextended Pauli’sexclusion principleg
y3

i = 0,

i.e. m ore then two bosonspersite are forbidden. Note thatthe principle m ay be realized via paraferm ion language

but the description requiresa transm utation ofstatistics that com plicatescalculationsin a 2D case (see Appendix

B).The algebra ofthe operatorsare[gi;gi]=

h

g
y

i;g
y

i

i

= 0,and

h

gi;g
y

i

i

= �ij(1� Fi),where Fi = (3=2)ni(ni� 1)is

the deform ation ofthe canonicalboson algebra,ni = g
y

igi isthe num beroperator.
10

The boson Ham iltonian in term softheseoperatorsiswritten as

H =
1

2

X

hiji

�

g
y

igj + g
y

jgi

�

(h1 + h2 + h3)� �
X

i

ni+
U

2

X

i

ni(ni+ 1)+ V
X

hiji

(ni� 1)(nj � 1); (20)

wherethe hopping term s

h1 = t1 (nij � 2)(nij � 3);h2 = 2t2 (nij � 1)(3� nij);h1 = t3 (nij � 1)(nij � 2)

depend on a num berofparticlesnij = ni+ nj on the bondsi;j.

The m ap between the bosonic(20)and the spin Ham iltonian (1)isreached through the representation11 (seeFig.

5)

ni = S
z
i = S

z
i1 + S

z
i2;

where(1;2)m arkstwo spinson each dim er,and

g
y

i =
1
p
2

�

S
y

i2 � S
y

i1

�
" p

3

2
p
2
+

 

1�

p
3

2
p
2

!

S
z
i

#

:
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J

J2

S=0

S=1

S=2

S =2Z

S =0Z

S =1Z

n=1.0n=0.5 CO-phase MI-phase

0

0

FIG .5:Thelow energy subspace ofthesingle dim erspectrum in thepresence ofa m agnetic �eld.Boson superlattice patterns

corresponding to the charge-ordered and M ottinsulating phasesare shown above.

Thisestablishesthe relationship between the spin and the bosonic param etersU = J0,V = J1=2,� = B � 4J1,and

ti = � 8
p
2

3
p
3
aiJ1,wherea =

p
3

2
p
2
(i= 1;2;3).Thus,thebosonicm odelincludesthestrong on-siteboson repulsion U as

wellasthe noticeablerepulsiveintersiteinteraction V .The m agnetic�eld B playsthe roleofthe chem icalpotential

�.

The boson Ham iltonian (20)constituteslow-energy e�ective m odelofthe spin Ham iltonian (1)thatappearsfrom

restricting H S to the subspace ofthe sem i-hard core bosonic operators. The m ap is valid in the lim itJ1 � J0,or

in the boson language ti=U ,V=U � 1,when the m ain physics is governed by a com petition between the one-site

repulsion and the chem icalpotential.

The quantum phase diagram ofthe boson Ham iltonian (20) was built in Ref.11 by using the stochastic series

expansion quantum M onteCarlom ethod (seethereFig.4).Ithasbeen found thata Bosecondensatefraction appears

in the regionsofthe chem icalpotential(m agnetic�eld)between the platosofthe g-particlesdensity (m agnetization

curve). In contrast,the charge density wave (Ising-like charge order (CO ) phase) form s around the interm ediate

plato.Thereareregions,wheresupersolid phase,a m ixing ofthechargeorderand theBose-supe
uid (BS),em erges.

According to the study the m agnetization curve shown in Fig. 4 can be interpreted as a tuning ofboson density

by the applied m agnetic �eld. Atsm allchem icalpotentialthe em pty stateshasthe lowestenergy,when alldim ers

in the singletstate (boson vacuum ). For B > B 1 a �nite density ofbosons (triplons) em ergesin the ground state

and contributesinto a BS phase. The triplon excitationsare m obile due to weak interdim ercoupling. The density

(m agnetization)increasesm onotonically asa function ofm agnetic�eld untilB 2,wherea transition to theCO -phase

com es up. This corresponds to the boson concentration n = 0:5,when the triplons crystallize in a superstructure

pattern (Fig. 5). The fractionalplateau requiresstrong boson interactionsin com parison to the kinetic energy. At

B > B 3 the �lling increasesm onotonically in the resulting BS phase (quintiplon condensation)tillthe ground state

transform sinto a M ottinsulating (M I)phasewith two bosonsperdim eratB > B 4.Theboson concentration in the

M Iphase n = 1. The reasoningsare easily reproduced ifto analyze the boson Ham iltonian (20)by neglecting the

intersiteterm s.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

Q uantum dim erantiferrom agneticsystem sisa nicetesting area to study BEC ofinteracting particles.Along with

theultracold atom icgasesin opticallattices18,19 they o�eran opportunity to observetransitionspredicted by lattice

boson m odels.In m any problem stheboson pictureism orephysically transparentthan theoriginalspin language.O n

the base ofthe analysisofthe �nite clusterenergy spectrum forthe two-dim ensionalspin-1 organicantiferrom agnet
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F2PNNNO with thedim erized structureweprovea relevanceofthem odelofsem i-hard corebosonswith pronounced

on-site and inter-site repulsionsforthe low-dim ensionalspin system . The unusualm agnetization curve observed in

F2PNNNO isnothing buta m anifestation of�ne-tune ofdensity ofthe bosonsby the applied m agnetic �eld,when

thelow-density Bose-super
uid,chargeordering with oneboson pera dim er,and high-density Bose-supe
uid phases

changesubsequently each otherwith an increasing ofthe �eld.
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A P P EN D IX A

The reduced m atrix elem ents for spins on the c2 and c4 sites com puted in the basis of eigenfunctions of the

Ham iltonian H dow n aregiven by the 141 � 141 m atrix

D

idow nSdow n



Sc2(c4)




i

0
dow nS

0

dow n

E

=
X

S2S3S4S24

X

S 0
2
S 0
3
S 0
4
S 0
24

�
idow n Sdow n

(S2S4)S24;S3
�
i
0

dow n S
0

dow n

(S 0
2
S 0
4)S

0
24
;S 0

3

�


(S2S4)S24;S3;Sdow n




Sc2(c4)




(S02S

0
4)S

0
24;S

0
3;S

0
dow n

�
: (A1)

The reduced m atrix elem entsthatenterinto the expression arecalculated according to the rules

h(S2S4)S24;S3;Sdow n kSc2k(S
0
2S

0
4)S

0
24;S

0
3;S

0
dow ni= (� 1)S2+ S4+ S3+ S24+ S

0
24+ S

0
dow n [S24;S

0
24;Sdow n;S

0
dow n]

1=2

�

(

S24 1 S024

S02 S4 S2

) (

Sdow n 1 S0
dow n

S024 S3 S24

)

h11;S2 kS(2)k11;S
0
2i�S4S

0
4
�S3S

0
3
;

h(S2S4)S24;S3;Sdow n kSc4k(S
0
2S

0
4)S

0
24;S

0
3;S

0
dow ni= (� 1)S2+ S

0
4+ S3+ 2S24+ S

0
dow n [S24;S

0
24;Sdow n;S

0
dow n]

1=2

�

(

S24 1 S024

S04 S2 S4

) (

Sdow n 1 S0
dow n

S024 S3 S24

)

h11;S4 kS(2)k11;S
0
4i�S2S

0
2
�S3S

0
3
;

where[S]= (2S + 1).

The reduced m atrix elem ents for spins on the sites c1 (d1) are given by the 19� 19 m atrix built in the basis of

functionsconstructed from the "left" and the "right" dim ersEq.(12)



SlSr;Slr




Sc1(d1)




S0lS

0
r;S

0
lr

�
=

q

(2Slr + 1)(2S0
lr
+ 1)(� 1)1+ Sl+ Sr+ S

0

lr

(

Slr 1 S0lr

S0l Sr Sl

)

h11;SlkS(1(2))k11;S
0
li�SrS

0
r
:

(A2)

The RM E forspinson the c5 (d5)sitesam ountto



SlSr;Slr




Sc5(d5)




S0lS

0
r;S

0
lr

�
=

q

(2Slr + 1)(2S0
lr
+ 1)(� 1)1+ Sl+ S

0

r
+ Slr

(

Slr 1 S0
lr

S0r Sl Sr

)

h11;SrkS(1(2))k11;S
0
ri�SlS

0
l
:

(A3)

The reduced m atrix elem ents ofspin operatorson sites c2(d2);c4(d4) calculated on the eigenfuctions ofthe upper

and down partsform the 73789� 73789 m atrices.



iupSupidow nSdow n;Sud




Sc2(c4)




i

0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n;S

0
ud

�
=

q

(2Sud + 1)(2S0
ud
+ 1)(� 1)1+ Sup+ S

0

dow n
+ Sud
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(

Sud 1 S0ud

S0dow n Sup Sdow n

)
D

idow nSdow n



Sc2(c4)




i0dow nS

0

dow n

E

�iup i0up �SupS
0
up
: (A4)



iupSupidow nSdow n;Sud




Sd2(d4)




i

0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n;S

0
ud

�
=

q

(2Sud + 1)(2S0
ud
+ 1)(� 1)1+ Sup+ Sdow n+ S

0

ud

(

Sud 1 S0
ud

S0up Sdow n Sup

)
D

iupSup



Sd2(d4)




i0upS

0

up

E

�idow ni
0
dow n

�Sdow nS
0
dow n

: (A5)

The reduced m atrix elem entsofspin operatorson sitesc2(d2);c4(d4)calculated on the eigenfuctionsofthe envi-

ronm ent.The dim ension ofthism atricesdeterm inesby dim ension oftruncated basisofenvironm ent

hienvSenv kSkki
0
envS

0
envi=

X
�
ienvSenv

(iup Supidow n Sdow n)Sud;(SlSr)Slr
�
i
0

env
S
0

env

(i0up S 0
up
i0
dow n

S 0
dow n)S

0
ud
;(S 0

l
S 0
r)S

0
lr

�


(iupSupidow nSdow n)Sud;(SlSr)Slr;Senv kSkk

�
i
0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n

�
S
0
ud;(S

0
lS

0
r)S

0
lr;S

0
env

�
; (A6)

wherek = c2(d2);c4(d4)and



(iupSupidow nSdow n)Sud;(SlSr)Slr;Senv kSkk

�
i
0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n

�
S
0
ud;(S

0
lS

0
r)S

0
lr;S

0
env

�
=
p
(2Senv + 1)(2S0env + 1)

� (� 1)1+ Sud+ Slr+ S
0
env

(

Senv 1 S0env

S0
ud

Slr Sud

)


iupSupidow nSdow n;Sud kSkki

0
upS

0
upi

0
dow nS

0
dow n;S

0
ud

�
�SlS

0
l
�SrS

0
r
�SlrS

0
lr
: (A7)

A P P EN D IX B

Q uantum statistics is based on two principles,the �rst is the exchange statistics,when a perm utation oftwo

identicalparticlescausesan appearanceofa phasefactorin the totalwavefunction,and the second isthe exclusion

statistics,which re
ectsan ability to accom m odate p particlesin the sam e single-particle quantum state. W hereas

the �rstconceptdependson the spacedim ensionality ofthe system ,the second onedoesnot.20

Theexclusion statisticsalgebra obeying thegeneralized Pauliexclusion principlecan beform ulated in term softhe

bond g operatorsthathasbeen used in them ain text.Anothervariantoftheexclusion statisticscan berealized,for

exam ple,via G reen’sparaferm ion statistics.21,22 According to com m on form alism based on Burnside’stheorem ofthe

group theory (see Ref.10 fordetails)the both algebraicapproachesarerelated with each other.

Indeed,letusintroduce two m odes(� = 1;2)forthe each i-th bond

8
<

:

�
d�i;d

�
j

	
=

n

(d�i)
y
;
�
d�j

�y
o

= 0;
n

d�i;
�
d�j

�y
o

= �ij

(B1)

with the condition d�jjvacuum i= 0.For� 6= � the m odessatisfy non-standard relations

8
>><

>>:

h

d�i;d
�

j

i

=

�

(d�i)
y
;

�

d
�

j

�y
�

= 0;
�

d�i;

�

d
�

j

�y
�

= 0:

(B2)

Paraferm ion creation and annihilation operatorsaredeterm ined as

d
y

j =
�
d
1
j

�y
+
�
d
2
j

�y
; dj = d

1
j + d

2
j: (B3)

They satisfy the com m utation relations

( hh

d
y

i
;dj

i

;dl

i

= � 2�ildj;

[[di;dj];dl]= 0:
(B4)
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The paraferm ion num beroperatorndj =
�
d1j

�y
d1j +

�
d2j

�y
d2j can be written as

n
d
j =

1

2

�h

d
y

i
;dj

i

+ 2

�

; (B5)

and obeysthecom m utation rule

h

n
d
j;d

y

j

i

= �ijd
y

j: (B6)

From the property
�
n�j

�2
= n�j itfollowsthatndj variesfrom 0 to 2.M oreover,

�

d
y

j

�2
= 2

�
d
1
i

�y�
d
2
i

�y
; (B7)

thatm eans

�

d
y

j

�3
= 0.Therefore,the paraferm ion representation providesthe extended Pauliexclusion principle.

To establish a connection between thebond g-algebraand theparaferm ion statistics,wenotethatthelocalHilbert

space related with a bond hasthe dim ension D = 3.Therefore,one can m ap the g-particlesonto the algebra ofS-1

operators

S
+
i =

p
2g

y

i

�

1+

�
1
p
2
� 1

�

n
g

i

�

;

S
�
i =

p
2

�

1+

�
1
p
2
� 1

�

n
g

i

�

gi; (B8)

S
z
i = n

g

i
� 1:

Thesespin operatorsareconnected with two-
avourhard-corebosonsvia the generalization ofthe Jordan-W igner

transform ation23,24

S
+

i =
p
2

�

b
y

i1 + bi2

�

;

S
�
i =

p
2

�

bi1 + b
y

i2

�

;

Szi = b
y

i1bi1 � b
y

i2bi2

(B9)

with the im posed constraintb
y

i1bi1 + b
y

i2bi2 = 1,and the spin state Sz = 0 istaken asa vacuum . The com m utation

relationsforthe hard bosonsare

[bi�;bi�]=

h

b
y

i�;b
y

i�

i

= 0;

h

bi�;b
y

i�

i

= �ij���
�
1� n

b
i�

�
;

h

n
b
i�;b

y

j�

i

= �ij��� b
y

i�; (B10)

wherenbi� = b
y

i�bi� (� = 1;2)isthe num beroperatorforthe hard bosons.

A transition from the hard-core bosons to the paraferm ions is related with a transm utation of statistics. In

two-dim ensional case the change of statistics is based on a generalization of the conventional Jordan-W igner

transform ation.25,26 In the following,for sim plicity,we illustrate the connection on an exam ple ofdim erized one-

dim ensionalS-1 chain.

The paraferm ion m odesare converted into the canonicaltwo-
avourcanonicalferm ionsci� (� = 1;2)determ ined

on the i-th bond ofthe chain through the partialnon-localtransm utators

�
d
1
i

�y
= c

y

i1
exp

2

4i�
X

j< i

nj2

3

5 ;
�
d
2
i

�y
= c

y

i2
exp

2

4i�

0

@
X

j< i

nj1 + ni1

1

A

3

5 ; (B11)

where

fci�;cj�g =

n

c
y

i�;c
y

j�

o

= 0;

n

ci�;c
y

j�

o

= �ij��� ; (B12)
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and ni� = c
y

i�ci� isthe num beroperatorforthe ferm ions.

A m ap between thehard-corebosonsand thetwo-
avourferm ionsisestablished bythetotalnon-localtransm utators

b
y

i1 = c
y

i1 exp

2

4i�
X

j< i

�

c
y

j1cj1 + c
y

j2cj2

�
3

5 ;

b
y

i2 = c
y

i2 exp

2

4i�
X

j< i

�

c
y

j1cj1 + c
y

j2cj2

�
3

5 e
i�c

y

j1
cj1: (B13)

The relations(B8,B9,B11,B13)providea m ap between the paraferm ionsand the g-particles.
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