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We report the magnetic properties of the double perovskites SrLaCuSbO6 (SLCSO) and
SrLaCuNbO6 (SLCNO). The temperature dependence of the magnetic susceptibilities of both com-
pounds shows a broad maximum characteristic of an S = 1/2 square lattice Heisenberg antiferro-
magnet. Magnetic ordering occurs at TN = 13.6 and 15.7 K for SLCSO and SLCNO, respectively.
Neutron powder diffraction measurements reveal contrasting spin structures in both compounds.
The spin structures of SLCSO and SLCNO below TN are Néel antiferromagnetic and collinear
antiferromagnetic, respectively. This result demonstrates that the nearest-neighbor interaction is
dominant in SLCSO, whereas the next-nearest-neighbor interaction is dominant in SLCNO. The
magnitude of the ordered moment was evaluated at 3.5 K to be m= 0.39(3)µB for SLCSO and
0.37(1)µB for SLCNO, which are significantly smaller than those calculated using linear spin wave
theory. We infer that the small ordered moment is caused by the effect of exchange bond randomness
arising from the site disorder of Sr and La ions.

I. INTRODUCTION

The quest for an experimental realization of a quan-
tum disordered ground state (QDGS) is a frontier of
condensed matter physics. In low-dimensional spin-1/2
magnets with competing exchange interactions, strong
quantum fluctuations suppress magnetic ordering and
lead to QDGSs such as the spin liquid state [1, 2] and
valence-bond-solid state [3]. The spin-1/2 square-lattice
Heisenberg antiferromagnet (SLHAF) with the nearest-
neighbor (NN) J1 and next-nearest-neighbor (NNN) J2
exchange interactions, referred to as the S= 1/2 J1−J2
SLHAF, is a prototypical frustrated quantum magnet,
whose ground state depends on the value of α= J1/J2.
The QDGS has been predicted to emerge in a critical
range of α1<J1/J2<α2 with α1' 0.4 and α2' 0.6 [4–
24]. However, no theoretical consensus has been achieved
on the nature of the ground state, even for the exis-
tence of an excitation gap. On the other hand, the
ground states for J1/J2<α1 and α2<J1/J2 are Néel an-
tiferromagnetic (NAF) and columnar antiferromagnetic
(CAF), respectively. Although many model materials
such as the double perovskite Sr2CuMO6 (M = Mo, Te,
and W) [25–34] and vanadium compounds [35–44] have
been reported, none of them are in the critical range.

The effect of randomness in the exchange interac-
tion in frustrated quantum magnets has been attracting
much attention from the viewpoint of realistic routes to
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QDGSs [45]. Recently, it has been theoretically demon-
strated that exchange randomness gives rise to a QDGS
in the S= 1/2 random J1−J2 SLHAF over a wide range
of J1/J2 [46–48], while magnetic ordering survives in
the case without frustration [49]. This QDGS is in-
terpreted as a random singlet state [50–53] or valence-
bond-glass state [54, 55]. In real materials, there exist
almost unavoidable lattice disorders such as defects, dis-
locations, and site disorder of ions, which give rise to
exchange randomness. Hence, it is necessary to investi-
gate the effects of exchange randomness on the ground
states in frustrated quantum magnets. Recently, the
low-temperature magnetic properties of B-site ordered
double perovskites Sr2CuTe1−xWxO6 have been actively
investigated from the viewpoint of the S= 1/2 random
J1−J2 SLHAF [56–60]. In the end member Sr2CuTeO6,
J1 is dominant, while J2 is dominant in the other end
member Sr2CuWO6. Thus, the random substitution of
W6+ ions for Te6+ ions induces exchange randomness
for J1 and J2 in the mixed system of Sr2CuTe1−xWxO6.
It was found from muon spin rotation and relaxation
(µSR) [58] and specific heat measurements [59] that mag-
netic ordering is strongly suppressed and the QDGS
emerges in the wide range of 0.1<x< 0.6. However, the
nature of the QDGS in Sr2CuTe1−xWxO6 is still under
debate.

In this paper, we report the magnetic properties of the
B-site ordered double perovskites SrLaCuSbO6 (SLCSO)
and SrLaCuNbO6 (SLCNO). Although the crystal struc-
tures of SLCSO and SLCNO were reported in previ-
ous studies [61, 62], no studies on their magnetism have
been published yet. At room temperature, SLCSO and
SLCNO crystallize in a monoclinic structure P21/n and
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FIG. 1: Schematic view of the crystal structures of (a)
SrLaCuSbO6 (SLCSO) and (b) SrLaCuNbO6 (SLCNO) with
the B-site ordered double perovskite structure. Blue, brown,
and green indicate CuO6, SbO6, and NbO6 octahedra, re-
spectively. Green and red spheres are Sr/La and oxide ions,
respectively. (c) and (d) show the linkages of CuO6 and
Sb(Nb)O6 octahedra in the ab-plane of SLCSO and SLCNO,
respectively. The hole orbitals dx2−y2 of Cu2+ ions are shown
in blue. The uniform NN interactions J1 and NNN interac-
tions J2 are illustrated by red solid and black dashed lines in
(d), respectively.

a triclinic structure P 1̄, respectively [61, 62]. In these
compounds, CuO6 and Sb(Nb)O6 octahedra are arranged
alternately in the ab-plane and Cu2+ ions form a slightly
distorted square lattice in the ab-plane as shown in
Figs. 1 (a) and (b). CuO6 octahedra are elongated ap-
proximately parallel to the c-axis owing to the Jahn–
Teller effect. Consequently, the hole orbitals dx2−y2
of Cu2+ ions with spin-1/2 are spread in the ab-plane,
as shown in Figs. 1 (c) and (d), which leads to good
two-dimensionality. While super-exchange interactions
are expected between the NN and NNN spins via non-
magnetic Sb(Nb)O6 octahedra, the disorder of Sr2+ and
La+3 ions produces weak randomness in the magnitude
of exchange interaction. Therefore, it is considered that
SLCSO and SLCNO are described as the S= 1/2 J1−J2
SLHAF with weak bond randomness.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Polycrystalline samples of SLCSO and SLCNO were
synthesized via a conventional solid-state method us-
ing SrCO3 (99.9 %), La2O3 (99.9 %), CuO (99.99 %),
Sb2O5 (99.99 %), and Nb2O5 (99.99 %) as starting ma-

terials. A stoichiometric mixture of the starting mate-
rials was ground well with an agate mortar and fired at
1000 ◦C for 24 h. The powder samples obtained were then
reground, pelletized, and calcined twice at 1200 ◦C for
24 h. The phase purities of the samples were confirmed
by powder X-ray diffraction measurements using a Mini-
Flex II diffractometer (Rigaku) with CuKα radiation at
room temperature.

Neutron powder diffraction (NPD) measurements
were performed at 2.6, 20, and 300 K using the Su-
perHRPD(BL08) time-of-flight diffractometer installed
at the Material and Life Science Facility (MLF) at J-
PARC, Japan [63, 64]. The crystal structures of SLCSO
and SLCNO were refined using the high-resolution NPD
profiles obtained from the backscattering (BS) bank by
Rietveld analysis with the Fullprof program [65]. For the
magnetic structure analysis, the diffraction data were col-
lected from the 90 degree (QA) bank and low-angle (LA)
bank. The magnetic structures of SLCSO and SLCNO
were determined by irreducible representation analysis
using the SARAh program [66].

X-band (9.44 GHz) electron spin resonance (ESR)
spectra of SLCSO and SLCNO were collected with a
Bruker spectrometer at room temperature to estimate
the g-factor. ESR data were analyzed using the EasySpin
software package [67].

Magnetization M(H,T ) measurements on SLCSO
and SLCNO were performed in the temperature
range of 1.8≤T ≤ 300 K at applied magnetic fields of
0.1≤µ0H ≤ 7 T using a superconducting quantum in-
terference device (SQUID) magnetometer (MPMS XL,
Quantum Design). Specific heat C(H,T ) measurements
on SLCSO and SLCNO were carried out down to 1.8 K
at magnetic fields of up to 9 T using a physical property
measurement system (PPMS, Quantum Design) by the
relaxation method. Nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR)
measurements were performed on SLCSO and SLCNO
using a 16 T superconducting magnet in the tempera-
ture range between 1.8 and 20 K.

121Sb and 93Nb NMR measurements were performed
on powder samples of SLCSO and SLCNO, respectively,
using a 12 T superconducting magnet in the tempera-
ture range between 4 and 30 K. Spectra were obtained
by recording the spin-echo amplitude against a slowly
varying applied field [68]. The measurement field region
was restricted to the central transition part of the elec-
tric quadrupolar powder pattern for I = 7/2 (121Sb) and
I = 5/2 (93Nb) nuclei. The longitudinal nuclear spin re-
laxation rate was obtained by the saturation recovery
method using a pulse train [69]. The recovery of nu-
clear spin magnetization was traced after saturation until
the difference from the thermal equilibrium value became
less than 1%. The relaxation time T1 was evaluated by
fitting the observed recovery curves to the conventional
theoretical formulas of 0.363e−45τ/T1 + 0.192e−28τ/T1 +
0.153e−15τ/T1 + 0.140e−6τ/T1 + 0.152e−τ/T1 for 93Nb
and 0.029e−τ/T1 + 0.178e−6τ/T1 + 0.793e−6τ/T1 for 121Sb
for the central transition of nuclear spins with electric



3

FIG. 2: NPD patterns of SLCSO collected at 300 and 20 K,
and the results of Rietveld fitting (red lines). Green curves
show the differences between the observed and calculated
intensities. A minor 0.96(3) wt% nonmagnetic impurity of
SrSb2O6 was found.

quadrupole interaction [70, 71].

III. RESULTS

A. Crystal structure

Figure 2 shows NPD patterns for SLCSO collected
from the BS bank at 300 and 20 K, and the results
of Rietveld analysis. The analysis was based on the
P21/n structure reported by Attfield et al. [61]. It was
found that the SLCSO sample contains a minor 0.96(3)
wt% nonmagnetic impurity of SrSb2O6. Also, there is
no structural transition and SLCSO retains the P21/n
structure down to 3.8 K. The structural parameters ob-
tained by Rietveld analysis are listed in Table I.

Figure 3 shows NPD patterns for SLCNO collected
from the BS bank at 300 and 20 K, and the results of
Rietveld analysis. The analysis was performed on the
basis of a structural model with the space group P 1̄ re-
ported by West and Davies [62]. Structural parameters
of SrLaCuTaO6 [62], which is isostructural with SLCNO,
were chosen as initial parameters of Rietveld refinement,
and the isotropic atomic displacement parameter Biso

was fixed for each type of atom. A minor 1.0(1) wt%
nonmagnetic impurity of La3NbO7 was found. The struc-
tural parameters obtained by Rietveld analysis are listed
in Table II.

It was confirmed from the present structural refine-

FIG. 3: NPD patterns of SLCNO collected at 300 and 20 K,
and the results of Rietveld fitting (red lines). Green curves
show the differences between the observed and calculated
intensities. A minor 1.0(1) wt% nonmagnetic impurity of
La3NbO7 was found.

ment that all the CuO6 octahedra are elongated approx-
imately along the c-axis owing to the Jahn–Teller effect
in both compounds. The hole orbital dx2−y2 , which gives
the lowest orbital level of the Cu2+ ion, is spread in the
ab-plane, as shown in Figs. 1 (c) and (d). Hence, the
super-exchange interactions mediated via O2− ions in the
ab-plane must be much larger than those along the c-axis,
which leads to the good two-dimensionality in SLCSO
and SLCNO. The crystal lattices of SLCSO and SLCNO
are nearly tetragonal, as shown in Tables I and II; thus,
the NN and NNN exchange interactions are expected to
be nearly uniform in both compounds.

B. Electron spin resonance

We performed ESR measurements on SLCSO and
SLCNO to estimate the g-factors. Figures 4 (a) and (b)
show the field derivative of the ESR absorption intensity
dI/dH for SLCSO and SLCNO, respectively, measured
at room temperature using an X-band spectrometer. The
shape of the ESR spectrum of SLCSO is typical of the
powder spectrum of Cu2+ ions in an elongated octahedral
environment with two principal values of the g-factors
g‖ and g⊥ for magnetic fields parallel and perpendicular
to the elongated axis, respectively. Fitting a superposi-
tion of field derivatives of two pseudo-Voigt functions to
the ESR spectrum for SLCSO, we obtain g‖= 2.437 and
g⊥= 2.076 for SLCSO. The blue solid line in Fig. 4 (a)
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TABLE I: Structural parameters of SrLaCuSbO6 obtained by Rietveld analysis of neutron power diffraction spectra at 300 and
20 K.

300 K 20 K

Space group: P21/n (No.14) Space group: P21/n (No.14)

a= 5.51406(2) Å, b= 5.510057(20) Å, c= 8.39673(3) Å a= 5.504498(19) Å, b= 5.50362(17) Å, c= 8.38456(2) Å

α= 90◦, β= 90.4888(3)◦, γ= 90◦ α= 90◦, β= 90.5138(3)◦, γ= 90◦

Rp = 9.33 %, Rwp = 11.7 %, Re = 2.26 % Rp = 8.80 %, Rwp = 9.04 %, Re = 0.88 %

RB = 3.89 %, RF = 3.08 % RB = 4.60 %, RF = 3.22 %

Atom Site x y z g Biso x y z g Biso

Sr/La 4e 0.0109(2) 0.0207(2) 0.24859(14) 0.5/0.5 0.61(2) 0.0109(19) 0.23366(20) 0.24861(12) 0.5/0.5 0.29(2)
Cu 2c 1/2 0 1/2 1 0.34(3) 1/2 0 1/2 1 0.17(2)
Sb 2d 1/2 0 0 1 0.11(3) 1/2 0 0 1 0.06(3)
O1 4e 0.2815(3) 0.2808(3) 0.0391(2) 1 0.84(3) 0.2829(3) 0.2834(3) 0.04046(18) 1 0.70(2)
O2 4e 0.2218(3) −0.2190(3) 0.038107(19) 1 0.84(3) 0.2203(3) −0.2184(3) 0.03937(17) 1 0.67(3)
O3 4e −0.0695(2) 0.4919(3) 0.27144(16) 1 0.65(2) −0.0724(2) 0.4909(3) 0.27164(15) 1 0.56(3)

TABLE II: Structural parameters of SrLaCuNbO6 obtained by Rietveld analysis of neutron power diffraction spectra at 300
and 20 K.

300 K 20 K

Space group: P 1̄ (No.2) Space group: P 1̄ (No.2)

a= 7.80121(6) Å, b= 7.82001(7) Å, c= 8.36915(8) Å a= 7.78131(5) Å, b= 7.80553(5) Å, c= 8.36347(7) Å

α= 89.6533(11)◦, β= 89.6630(9)◦, γ= 89.9235(9)◦ α= 89.5094(8)◦, β= 89.6578(7)◦, γ= 89.9049(7)◦

Rp = 9.02 %, Rwp = 10.1 %, Re = 2.44 % Rp = 10.3 %, Rwp = 8.13 %, Re = 0.745 %

RB = 3.38 %, RF = 5.09 % RB = 5.84 %, RF = 5.88 %

Atom Site x y z g Biso x y z g Biso

Sr1/La1 2i 0.2499(16) 0.4855(15) 0.4960(15) 0.5/0.5 1.09(3) 0.2513(19) 0.483(2) 0.494(2) 0.5/0.5 0.30(3)
Sr2/La2 2i 0.2525(16) −0.0150(15) 0.4916(14) 0.5/0.5 1.09(3) 0.2522(17) −0.019(2) 0.483(3) 0.5/0.5 0.30(3)
Sr3/La3 2i 0.2514(15) 0.4822(15) −0.0195(12)) 0.5/0.5 1.09(3) 0.2480(18) 0.484(2) −0.018(3) 0.5/0.5 0.30(3)
Sr4/La4 2i 0.7529(15) 0.0155(15) 0.0136(14) 0.5/0.5 1.09(3) 0.7495(18) 0.017(2) 0.009(2) 0.5/0.5 0.30(3)
Nb1 2i 0.004(2) 0.252(2) 0.7549(17) 1 0.24(6) 0.005(2) 0.253(2) 0.755(2) 1 0.03(3)
Nb2 2i 0.505(2) 0.255(2) 0.2515(18) 1 0.24(6) 0.499(2) 0.2618(16) 0.2581(16) 1 0.03(3)
Cu1 2i 0.003(2) 0.253(2) 0.2534(19) 1 0.61(5) 0.005(2) 0.253(2) 0.253(3) 1 0.03(3)
Cu2 2i 0.5002(20) 0.256(2) 0.7563(17) 1 0.61(5) 0.504(3) 0.255(2) 0.750(3) 1 0.03(3)
O11 2i 0.0400(18) 0.002(2) 0.2255(17) 1 1.11(2) 0.042(2) 0.0103(19) 0.220(3) 1 0.57(2)
O12 2i −0.0501(18) 0.2737(18) −0.0145(15) 1 1.11(2) −0.047(2) 0.277(2) −0.023(2) 1 0.57(2)
O13 2i −0.0311(18) 0.500(2) 0.2893(18) 1 1.11(2) −0.033(2) 0.502(2) 0.287(3) 1 0.57(2)
O14 2i 0.0356(18) 0.2113(18) 0.5187(15) 1 1.11(2) 0.041(2) 0.209(2) 0.514(2) 1 0.57(2)
O21 2i 0.2482(20) 0.2936(18) 0.2265(15) 1 1.11(2) 0.248(3) 0.292(3) 0.221(3) 1 0.57(2)
O22 2i 0.250(2) 0.2248(19) 0.7928(17) 1 1.11(2) 0.252(3) 0.225(3) 0.798(3) 1 0.57(2)
O23 2i 0.246(2) 0.7257(20) 0.2987(17) 1 1.11(2) 0.254(3) 0.723(3) 0.297(4) 1 0.57(2)
O24 2i 0.250(2) 0.7857(18) 0.7166(16) 1 1.11(2) 0.250(3) 0.792(3) 0.723(3) 1 0.57(2)
O31 2i 0.4625(19) 0.003(2) 0.2187(19) 1 1.11(2) 0.466(3) −0.002(3) 0.211(3) 1 0.57(2)
O32 2i 0.5292(19) 0.283(2) 0.0195(17) 1 1.11(2) 0.5230(17) 0.2810(18) 0.022(2) 1 0.57(2)
O33 2i 0.4530(18) 0.209(2) 0.4801(17) 1 1.11(2) 0.4491(16) 0.2044(18) 0.4739(17) 1 0.57(2)
O34 2i 0.5301(18) 0.499(2) 0.2934(19) 1 1.11(2) 0.534(3) 0.497(3) 0.285(3) 1 0.57(2)

indicates the fit. These g-factors are typical for copper
(II) oxides with elongated CuO6 octahedra.

The ESR spectrum of SLCNO is symmetric, but its
linewidth is much broader than that of SLCSO. We infer
that line broadening arises from the additional magnetic
anisotropy such as the antisymmetric exchange interac-
tion of the Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya type, which is induced
by the low symmetry of the crystal lattice. We obtain
g‖= 2.259 and g⊥= 2.100 from the same analysis as that

applied to the ESR spectrum of SLCSO. The average
of the g-factors for SLCNO, gavg = 2.15, is smaller than
gavg = 2.20 for SLCSO, which is consistent with the Curie
constants of both compounds shown below. Note that
the accuracy of the g-factors for SLCNO will be signif-
icantly worse than that for SLCSO, because the ESR
spectrum of SLCNO is not well reproduced by the fit with
a single component of the derivative pseudo-Voigt func-
tion and the linewidth of SLCNO is much broader than
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FIG. 4: Field derivative of the ESR absorption intensity
dI/dH for (a) SLCSO and (b) SLCNO. Blue solid lines are
fits using two pseudo-Voigt functions with the anisotropic g-
factors given in the text.

that of SLCSO. However, the average of the g-factors for
SLCNO is considered to be close to the true value. The
CuO6 octahedron in SLCNO is tetragonally elongated
and the Cu2+ ion is located almost at the center of the
octahedron. For SLCNO, there are two kinds of CuO6 oc-
tahedron, which are elongated approximately along the
c-axis. In both octahedra, Cu2+ ions are off-centered.
We infer that the difference in the local environment of
Cu2+ ion gives rise to the difference in the values of gavg
between these two compounds.

C. Magnetic susceptibility and magnetization

The temperature dependence of the magnetic suscep-
tibilities of SLCSO and SLCNO measured at H = 0.1 T
is shown in Fig. 5 (a). With decreasing temperature,
the magnetic susceptibility (χ) exhibits a broad max-
imum at Tmax = 71 K for SLCSO and at Tmax = 44 K
for SLCNO. The broad maximum is attributable to the
evolution of magnetic short-range correlations, which is
characteristic of two-dimensional SLHAFs [72–74]. Be-
low Tmax, small hump anomalies indicative of magnetic
ordering are observed in d(χT )/dT at TN = 13.6 K for
SLCSO and at TN = 15.7 K for SLCNO, as shown in the
inset of Fig. 5 (a). Above 150 K, the magnetic suscepti-
bilities of both compounds are described by the Curie–
Weiss law χ=C/(T −Θ) with C ' 0.51 emu K mol−1 and
Θ'− 120 K for SLCSO, and C ' 0.47 emu K mol−1 and
Θ' − 77 K for SLCNO. The large Weiss constants Θ in-

dicate that the dominant exchange interaction is antifer-
romagnetic and large. Details of exchange parameters
will be discussed in Sec. IV.

Figure 5 (b) shows the magnetic field dependence of
magnetization M and its field derivative dM/dH for
SLCSO and SLCNO at 1.8 K. A small cusp anomaly of
dM/dH is observed around 1.4 T for SLCSO, which indi-
cates a spin-flop transition. Since ordered spins lie in the
ab-plane as shown in Sec. III E, the spin-flop transition
is caused by easy-axis anisotropy in the ab-plane. The
spin-flop transition was not detected in SLCNO powder,
which suggests that the in-plane anisotropy is negligible
in SLCNO.

D. Specific heat measurement

Figure 6 shows the temperature dependence of the to-
tal specific heat divided by temperature C/T in SLCSO,
SLCNO, and nonmagnetic SrLaZnSbO6 measured at zero
magnetic field. No anomaly indicative of a phase tran-
sition was observed down to 1.8 K in these three com-
pounds. We extracted the magnetic contribution of the
specific heat Cmag by subtracting the lattice contribution
from the raw data. The lattice contribution was eval-
uated using the nonmagnetic counterpart SrLaZnSbO6,
which has a similar crystal structure to SLCSO and
SLCNO. Figures 7 (a) and (b) show the temperature de-
pendence of Cmag at zero magnetic field.

The magnetic entropy Smag(T ) was obtained by in-
tegrating Cmag/T over the interval 1.8 K to T . The
obtained Smag(T ) is shown on the right vertical axis
of Figs. 7 (a) and (b). The magnetic entropies at 100
K are Smag' 0.89R ln 2 and 0.94R ln 2 for SLCSO and
SLCNO, respectively, which are consistent with the theo-
retically expected value of R ln 2 for the S= 1/2 systems.

Small kinks were observed in Cmag at temperatures
very close to the ordering temperatures TN determined
from the magnetic susceptibility data for both com-
pounds, indicative of the magnetic ordering, as shown
in Figs. 7 (a) and (b). These anomalies are small be-
cause the magnetic entropy is considerably decreased
by the development of short-range correlations above
TN as S(TN)' 0.03R ln 2 and 0.11R ln 2 for SLCSO and
SLCNO, respectively. A similar behavior of specific
heat was also found in other S= 1/2 J1− J2 SLHAFs
Sr2CuMO6 (M = Te and W) [57].

E. Magnetic structure of SrLaCuSbO6

Figure 8 shows NPD spectra of SLCSO collected frin
the LA and QA banks at 3.5 K, where the diffraction
spectrum at 20 K (>TN = 13.6 K) has been subtracted so
that only magnetic Bragg peaks are extracted. All the
magnetic peaks can be indexed by the propagation vector
k= (1/2, 1/2, 0) on the body-centered structure. There-
fore, the magnetic structure in the two-dimensional (2D)
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FIG. 5: (Color online) (a) Temperature dependence of mag-
netic susceptibilities χ of SLCSO (red squares) and SLCNO
(black circles) measured at µ0H = 0.1 T. The green and blue
solid curves are fits by the HTSEs of the S= 1/2 J1−J2
SLHAF for SLCNO and SLCSO, respectively. The orange
and light blue dashed curves are fits by the Curie–Weiss law
for SLCNO and SLCSO in the temperature range of 150-
300 K, respectively. The inset shows the temperature depen-
dences of d(χT )/dT for SLCSO and SLCNO between 5 and
25 K. Downward arrows indicate small humps suggestive of
magnetic phase transitions at TN = 13.6 K for SLCSO and at
TN = 15.7 K for SLCNO. (b) Magnetization curves of SLCSO
and SLCNO measured at 1.8 K. The solid curves show the
field derivatives dM/dH. The downward arrow indicates a
small bend anomaly in the dM/dH data of SLCNO, which is
suggestive of a spin-flop transition.

layer of SLCSO is determined to be NAF, as observed
in Sr2CuTeO6 [31]. The absence of superlattice mag-

FIG. 6: (Color online) Temperature dependence of total spe-
cific heat divided by temperature C/T in SLCSO, SLCNO,
and nonmagnetic SrLaZnSbO6 powders measured at zero
magnetic field.

netic reflection for the doubling of the lattice constant c
is consistent with good two-dimensionality.

To determine the magnetic structure in the ordered
state of SLCSO, we performed the irreducible represen-
tation analysis using the SARAh program [66] for the
space group P21/n with k= (1/2, 1/2, 0). In SLCSO, Cu
occupies the Wyckoff 2c position, which has two identical
sites of (x, y, z) = (1/2, 0, 1/2) and (0, 1/2, 0). Because
the decomposition of the magnetic representation of the
Cu site is expressed as Γmag = 3Γ1

2+3Γ1
4 in Kovalev’s no-

tation, there are two possible models corresponding to Γ2

and Γ4, as shown in Fig. 9. In the Γ2 model, if one sub-
lattice magnetic moment is expressed as (mx,my,mz),
where the x-, y-, and z-axes are chosen to be parallel to
the lattice vectors a, b, and c, respectively, the other is
expressed as (mx,−my,mz). On the other hand, in the
Γ4 model, if one sublattice magnetic moment is expressed
by the basis vector (mx,my,mz), the other is defined
by (−mx,my,−mz). However, from “powder-averaged”
neutron diffraction data, it is difficult to distinguish the
Γ2 and Γ4 models. Thus, to estimate the size of the mag-
netic moment m, we examined the three Γ2-based mag-
netic models, in which the magnetic moments are aligned
parallel to the a-, b-, and c-axes. As shown in Fig. 8,
the Rietveld analysis of the magnetic structure reveals
that the experimental diffraction patterns are well repro-
duced by the models with m ‖a and m ‖ b rather than
m ‖ c, although the former two models are indistinguish-
able with the present data. The R-factors and magnetic
moments for these models are listed in Table III. From
these results, it is concluded that the ordered magnetic
moments lie in the ab-plane in the magnetically ordered
state of SLCSO. The refined Cu2+ total magnetic mo-
ment, that is, the average of those for the two Γ2 models
with m ‖ a and m ‖ b, is 0.39(3)µB, which is consid-
erably smaller than m= 0.69(6)µB observed at 1.6 K for
Sr2CuTeO6 [31]. We also estimated the size of the mag-
netic moment, assuming the Γ4 model. However, the ob-
tained size of the magnetic moment was the same as that
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FIG. 7: (Color online) Temperature dependence of Cmag for
(a) SLCSO and (b) SLCNO at zero magnetic field. Solid
curves represent the magnetic entropy Smag. Vertical arrows
indicate ordering temperatures TN determined from the mag-
netic susceptibility data.

TABLE III: R-factors and magnetic moments obtained by
magnetic structure refinement based on the three Γ2 models
for SrLaCuSbO6.

LA bank QA bank
Model Rwp(%) Re(%) χ2 Rwp(%) Re(%) χ2 m (µB)
m ‖ a 74.1 65.5 1.28 84.6 71.3 1.41 0.38(2)
m ‖ b 74.2 65.5 1.28 84.0 71.3 1.39 0.39(2)
m ‖ c 76.0 65.5 1.35 95.0 71.3 1.78 0.29(2)

obtained by assuming the Γ2 model within error range.
It will be possible to determine uniquely the spin struc-
ture of SLCSO, if a single crystal is available. However,
a high-resolution diffractometer is necessary because the
crystal lattice of SLCSO is nearly tetragonal and the dif-
ference between the diffraction spectra for the Γ2 and Γ4

models will be very small.

F. Magnetic structure of SrLaCuNbO6

Figure 10 shows NPD spectra of SLCNO collected
from the LA bank at 3.5 K, where the diffraction spec-
trum at 20 K (>TN = 15.7 K) has been subtracted so that

FIG. 8: NPD spectra collected from the (a) LA and (b) QA
banks at 3.5 K for SLCSO, where the diffraction spectrum at
20 K was subtracted as the background. The red, green, and
black lines are patterns calculated in accordance with the Γ2-
based model described in the text. Vertical bars are expected
reflections.

FIG. 9: Possible magnetic structures of (a) Γ2 and (b) Γ4

models for SLCSO obtained by the irreducible representation
analysis of the P21/n crystal structure.
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only magnetic Bragg peaks are extracted. All the mag-
netic peaks can be indexed by the propagation vector
k= (−1/2, 1/2, 1/2) on the face-centered structure. This
indicates that the magnetic structure in the 2D layer of
SLCNO is CAF, as observed in Sr2CuWO6 [30]. Note
that there are other possibilities for the propagation vec-
tors, such as k= (1/2, 1/2,−1/2), (1/2,−1/2, 1/2), and
so on, because the crystal lattice of SLCNO is triclinic.
However, it is difficult to distinguish these propagation
vectors within experimental error range, because a≈ b
and α≈β≈ γ≈ 90◦, as shown in Table II.

To determine the possible magnetic structures of
SLCNO, irreducible representation analysis using the
SARAh program [66] was performed for the P 1̄ crys-
tal structure. In SLCNO, both Cu1 and Cu2 occupy
the Wyckoff 2i position, which has two identical sites
of (x, y, z) = (X,Y, Z) and (−X,−Y,−Z). The mag-
netic representation of both the Cu1 and Cu2 sites are
described by Γmag = 3Γ1

1 + 3Γ1
2 in Kovalev’s notation for

k= (−1/2, 1/2, 1/2) in the P 1̄ crystal structure. This in-
dicates that there are two possible magnetic structures
corresponding to Γmag = 3Γ1 and 3Γ2, assuming that
magnetic moments on the Cu1 and Cu2 sites belong to
the same irreducible representation, as shown in Fig. 11.
In the Γ1 model, if one sublattice magnetic moment is ex-
pressed as (mx,my,mz), where the x-, y-, and z-axes are
chosen to be parallel to the lattice vectors a, b, and c, re-
spectively, the other is expressed as (mx,my,mz). On the
other hand, in the Γ2 model, if one sublattice magnetic
moment is expressed by the basis vector (mx,my,mz),
the other is given by (−mx,−my,−mz). Spins align fer-
romagnetically along the [1,−1, 0] and [1, 1, 0] directions
in the ab-plane for the Γ1 and Γ2 models, respectively.
These two models are degenerate when the NN interac-
tions J1 and J ′1 along the [1,−1, 0] and [1, 1, 0] directions,
respectively, are the same as in the case of the tetragonal
crystal lattice. For SLCNO with a triclinic crystal struc-
ture, J1 6= J ′1, although they are close to each other; thus,
the Γ1 and Γ2 models will have slightly different ground
state energies.

For both the Γ1 and Γ2 models, a strong diffrac-
tion peak is observed only at d≈ 9.2 Å. This peak is
(1/2, 1/2,−1/2) reflection with d= 9.165 Å for the Γ1

model, while for the Γ2 model, it is (−1/2, 1/2, 1/2)
reflection with d= 9.205 Å. The d-spacing for the
(−1/2, 1/2, 1/2) reflection is slightly larger than that for
(1/2, 1/2,−1/2) reflection due to the triclinic crystal lat-
tice. The R-factors of the refinement and magnetic mo-
ments for the Γ1 and Γ2 models are listed in Table IV.We
can see that R-factor and χ2 for the Γ2 model are sig-
nificantly smaller than those for the Γ1 model. Thus,
we can deduce that the Γ2 model reproduces the experi-
mental diffraction patterns more accurately than the Γ1

model. However, it is difficult to determine the orienta-
tion of the ordered moment from the present experiment.
To evaluate the magnitude of the ordered magnetic mo-
ment, we examined three Γ2-based models with magnetic
moments parallel to the a-, b-, and c-axes, and took the

average. The refined Cu2+ total magnetic moment was
evaluated to be 0.37(1)µB, which is approximately two-
thirds of m= 0.57(1)µB observed at 3 K for Sr2CuWO6

[30].

FIG. 10: NPD spectra of SLCNO collected from the LA bank
at 3.5 K, where the diffraction spectrum at 20 K was sub-
tracted as the background. The red, green, and black lines
are patterns calculated in accordance with the (a) Γ1- and
(b) Γ2-based models described in the text. Vertical bars are
expected reflections.

TABLE IV: R-factors and magnetic moments obtained by
magnetic structure refinement based on the Γ1 and Γ2 models
for SrLaCuNbO6.

Γ1 Γ2

Model Rwp(%) χ2a m(µB) Rwp(%) χ2a m (µB)
m ‖ a 73.7 1.42 0.36(2) 66.3 1.15 0.37(1)
m ‖ b 73.2 1.40 0.36(2) 66.8 1.16 0.37(1)
m ‖ c 74.3 1.44 0.34(1) 68.7 1.23 0.35(1)

aRe =61.9%

G. NMR measurement

First, we show the temperature dependence of 1/T1
for the two systems in Fig. 12. Typical recovery curves
of nuclear spin magnetization are shown in each inset,
with the theoretical curves from which T1 was evalu-
ated. In both systems, 1/T1 decreases with decreasing
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FIG. 11: Possible magnetic structures of (a) Γ1 and (b) Γ2

models for SLCNO obtained by the irreducible representation
analysis of the P 1̄ crystal structure.

temperature in the paramagnetic state, and after show-
ing divergence for SLCSO or a small hump for SLCNO
at TN, decreases again to the lowest temperature. The
divergence or hump at TN clearly shows critical slow-
ing down around the second-order phase transition, and
hence, ensures that the observed anomalies in the mag-
netic susceptibility and specific heat are due to the long-
range magnetic order. Note that in SLCSO, the tempera-
ture region in which 1/T1 diverges is slightly higher than
TN determined by magnetic susceptibility measurement.
This is simply because the critical divergence occurs at
the temperature where the mean frequency of the spin
fluctuation coincides with the NMR Larmor frequency.
This divergence temperature is usually higher than TN,
at which spin fluctuation freezes completely.

Next, typical spectra at various temperatures below
and above TN are shown in the inset of Fig. 13. They
show appreciable broadening below TN, reflecting the
long-range ordering of Cu moments. This is particu-
larly noteworthy for SLCSO, showing a flat-top shape
in the middle of a powder pattern, which is indicative of
3D antiferromagnetic ordering [75]. Although the NMR
measurement field is much higher than the spin-flop tran-
sition at 1.4 T, most spins in the powder sample may still
be randomly directed randomly to form a 3D powder pat-
tern, because only a limited number of spins whose direc-
tion is parallel to the applied field are strongly affected
by the spin-flop transition.

The hyperfine field at the NMR site in the ordered
state was extracted from the spectra as the width of

FIG. 12: Temperature dependence of 1/T1 for (a) 121Sb nu-
cleus in SLCSO and (b) 93Nb nucleus in SLCNO. Dashed
curves are a guide to the eyes. Arrows show TN determined by
the magnetic susceptibility measurements. Each inset shows
typical recovery curves of nuclear spin magnetization at var-
ious temperatures. Solid curves show theoretical curves for
I = 5/2 nuclear spins for 121Sb and for I = 9/2 nuclear
spins for 97Nb [68, 69].

the flat-top part for SLCSO and as the FWHM for
SLCNO [69]. Their temperature dependences are shown
in Fig. 13, where one can see that the hyperfine field for
both systems shows an abrupt increase at TN and contin-
ues to increase monotonically to the lowest temperature.
The increase in hyperfine field at 4 K compared with the
paramagnetic state markedly differs for the two systems,
that is, for SLCSO, it is 1.8 T, nine times larger than
0.2 T for SLCNO. Note that if one adopts the FWHM as
the width definition for SLCSO, the difference becomes
even larger.

Subsequently, we discuss the origin of these differences
in the NMR results of the two systems. The two systems
have nearly the same TN and are isomorphic, indicating



10

FIG. 13: Temperature dependence of static hyperfine field at
(a) Sb site for SLCSO and (b) Nb site for SLCNO. Solid curves
are a guide to the eyes. Each inset shows typical spectra of the
electric quadrupolar powder pattern for the central transition.
The NMR zero-shift position is shown by the vertical dashed
line. The size of the static hyperfine field in the ordered state
shown by the horizontal line with edges is determined as the
flat-top width in SLCSO and as the FWHM in SLCNO.

that the strength of hyperfine coupling is also nearly the
same. However, there is a large difference both in the size
of the static hyperfine field at the lowest temperature and
in the strength of the critical divergence at around TN.
This difference is considered to reflect the different spin
structure of each system. That is, when the two spins
are located symmetrically around the NMR site, their
hyperfine fields cancels out if the two align antiferromag-
netically (see Fig. 14), a phenomenon known as geomet-
rical canceling [75]. This cancellation effect also works
for dynamically fluctuating spins. If there is a strong
antiferromagnetic correlation between the two spins, the
resultant hyperfine field may vanish.

Here, we show that the different NMR results observed

for the two systems originate from the different spin
structures, which are described in the preceding section,
via geometrical canceling. That is, the cancelation within
the ab-plane occurs in both systems, but that along the
c-axis does not occur for SLCSO, where the two adjacent
spins above and below the Sb site align or correlate fer-
romagnetically, and hence, the hyperfine field from these
spins is not canceled out, resulting in a large static hy-
perfine field in the ordered state and a strong critical
divergence in 1/T1 at around TN, which are exactly what
have been observed. In contrast, the two spins are anti-
ferromagnetically aligned for SLCNO, thus, most of the
hyperfine field is canceled out at the Nb site. The small
but finite-size hyperfine field observed at the Nb site is
simply due to the slight inhomogeneity brought about by
the mixing of Sr and La ions [75].

FIG. 14: Illustrations of spin configurations and resulting hy-
perfine fields acting on the NMR sites (a) 121Sb and (b) 93Nb
in SLCSO and SLCNO, respectively. Two spins facing to each
other with NMR sites interposed in between are parallel and
antiparallel in SLCSO and SLCNO, respectively. For SLCNO,
hyperfine fields from neighboring spins cancel out, while the
resulting hyperfine field is finite for SLCSO.

IV. DISCUSSION

The present NPD experiments reveal that the mag-
netic structure in a 2D layer of SLCSO is NAF, which
is identical to that of Sr2CuTeO6 [31], while the mag-
netic structure in a 2D layer of SLCNO is CAF, which is
identical to that of Sr2CuWO6 [30]. These results indi-
cate that the NN interaction J1 and the NNN interaction
J2 are dominant in SLCSO and SLCNO, respectively.
This difference can be explained by the super-exchange
interactions according to the Kanamori theory [78] as an
analog to the cases of Sr2CuTeO6 and Sr2CuWO6. In
SLCSO and SLCNO, the Cu2+−O2−−O2−−Cu2+ path
is one of the dominant paths between the NN Cu ions
(see Figs. 1 (c) and (d)) and is considered to be anti-
ferromagnetic, as observed in many magnetic materials.
The super-exchange interaction via this path gives an an-
tiferromagnetic contribution to the J1 interaction. The



11

other dominant path is Cu2+−O2−−M5+−O2−−Cu2+,
which is composed of corner-sharing CuO6 and MO6 oc-
tahedra with M = Nb and Sb. The difference in the elec-
tronic structure of the nonmagnetic pentavalent Sb5+

and Nb5+ ions is responsible for the difference in the
magnitude of J1 and J2. In SLCSO, the Sb5+ out-
ermost occupied 4d orbitals should be core-like below
the valence 3d orbital of Cu and the 2p orbital of O
as in the case of hexavalent Te6+ ions in Sr2CuTeO6

[26, 27, 29]. The orbital hybridization between the 4d
orbital of Sb5+, the 3d orbital of Cu2+, and the 2p or-
bital of O2− should be small. Therefore, the contribution
of the Cu2+−O2−− Sb5+−O2−−Cu2+ super-exchange
path to the J1 and J2 interactions is expected to be
negligible. On the other hand, in SLCNO, since the 5d
orbital of Nb5+ is unoccupied, the 5d orbital can hy-
bridize with the Cu2+ 3d and O2− 2p orbitals in the
valence band as in the case of hexavalent W6+ ions
in Sr2CuWO6 [26, 27]. This hybridization allows the
Cu2+−O2−−Nb5+−O2−−Cu2+ super-exchange path,
leading to the prominent antiferromagnetic contribution
to the J2 interaction. For these reasons, we can deduce
that in SLCSO, the NN interaction J1 is strongly anti-
ferromagnetic and the NNN interaction J2 is negligible,
while in SLCNO, J2 is stronger than J1, but they are of
the same order of magnitude.

Next, we estimate the exchange constants of SLCSO
from the magnetic susceptibility data using the [5, 5]
Padé approximation combined with the result of the
high-temperature series expansion (HTSE) for the mag-
netic susceptibility of S= 1/2 J1−J2 SLHAF model up
to the tenth order of J/kBT [74]. The best fit between 25
and 300 K under the condition of |J1|> |J2| is obtained
with J1/kB = 74.7(1) K and J2/kB = 1.62(4) K using an
average g-factor of gavg = 2.197 determined from the ESR
measurement. The magnetic susceptibility calculated
with these parameters is shown by a blue solid line in
Fig. 5 (a). The calculated magnetic susceptibility fit well
the experimental result, although slight disagreement is
observed around the broad anomaly at Tmax = 71 K.

Magnetic specific heat Cmag exhibits a rounded maxi-
mum at T ∗max = 44 K owing to the short range spin corre-
lation, as shown in Fig. 7 (a). The value of the Cmag at
T ∗max is Cmax

mag = 0.47R, which coincides with that for an
S= 1/2 SLHAF with the NN interaction [76]. Using a
relation T ∗max = 0.582 J/kB for the S= 1/2 SLHAF with
the NN interaction [76], we obtain J/kB,= 76 K, which
is very close to J1/kB = 74.7 K obtained from the analy-
sis of the magnetic susceptibility based on the S= 1/2
J1−J2 SLHAF model. From these specific heat re-
sults, we can deduce that SLCSO is described as a uni-
form S= 1/2 J1−J2 SLHAF with dominant NN interac-
tion, and that the exchange constants J1/kB = 74.7 K and
J2/kB = 1.62 K obtained from the magnetic susceptibility
data are reasonable.

Although the crystal lattice of SLCNO is actually tri-
clinic, it is nearly tetragonal. Thus, we can expect that
SLCNO is described as a uniform S= 1/2 J1−J2 SLHAF

as SLCSO. For this reason, we analyze the exchange con-
stants in SLCNO on the basis of S= 1/2 J1−J2 SLHAF
model, assuming that J2>J1 in contrast to the case for
SLCSO with J1� J2. The exchange constants J1 and
J2 of SLCNO were estimated by the [5, 5] Padé approx-
imation using the result of HTSE for the magnetic sus-
ceptibility of the S= 1/2 J1−J2 SLHAF up to the tenth
order of Jn/kBT (n= 1 and 2) [74]. The best fit be-
tween 25 and 300 K under the condition of J2>J1 is ob-
tained with J1/kB = 18.5(2) and J2/kB = 44.32(5) K us-
ing gavg = 2.153 evaluated from the ESR measurement,
which is shown by the green solid line in Fig. 5 (a). The
calculated magnetic susceptibility is in good agreement
with the experimental data. Thus, it is concluded that
SLCNO is described as an S= 1/2 J1−J2 SLHAF with
J1/J2 = 0.42.

From the Rietveld analysis, the magnitudes of the
ordered moments of SLCSO and SLCNO were found
to be m= 0.39(3)µB and 0.37(1)µB at 3.5 K, respec-
tively. These values are significantly smaller than those of
their counterparts Sr2CuTeO6 and Sr2CuWO6, in which
m= 0.69(6)µB at 1.5 K [31] and 0.57(1)µB at 3 K, respec-
tively [30]. The linear spin wave theory (LSWT) [79]
does not reproduce well the magnitudes of the ob-
served magnetic moments of SLCSO and SLCNO. The
LSWT calculation for the uniform S= 1/2 SLHAF gives
mcalc = 0.303 gavg = 0.666µB [77]. The calculated or-
dered moment is 1.7 times larger than the experimen-
tal value for SLCSO. For SLCNO, the LSWT calculation
for the S= 1/2 J1−J2 SLHAF with J1/kB = 18.5 K and
J2/kB = 44.3 K gives mcalc = 0.65µB, which is more than
twice the observed value. We infer that the small ob-
served ordered magnetic moment is ascribed to the bond
randomness effect caused by the site disorder of Sr2+

and La3+ ions. Some theories show that when frustra-
tion is weak, the bond randomness does not destroy the
magnetic ordering, while it reduces the magnitude of the
ordered moment [48, 49]. It is considered that the site
disorder of Sr2+ and La3+ ions in SLCSO and SLCNO
disturbs the local crystal structure and induces weak ran-
domness in the exchange interactions J1 and J2. It is
also notable that in Sr2CuTe1−xWxO6, a small amount
of substitution of nonmagnetic hexavalent ion W6+ with
the different filled outermost orbital from Te6+ modifies
local exchange interactions and causes drastic reduction
of ordering temperature, which leads to QDGS [56–60].
The effect of the bond randomness has yet been fully
explained.

V. CONCLUSION

We have presented the results of NPD, ESR,
NMR, magnetization, and specific heat measurements
on SLCSO and SLCNO powders. Magnetization
and specific heat measurements show that the quasi-
two-dimensional S= 1/2 J1−J2 SLHAFs SLCSO and
SLCNO undergo three-dimensional magnetic ordering at
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TN = 13.6 and 15.7 K, respectively. From NPD measure-
ments, the magnetic structures in 2D layers of SLCSO
and SLCNO were determined to be of the Néel antiferro-
magnetic (NAF) type characterized by the propagation
vector k= (1/2, 1/2, 0) on the body-centered structure
and of the columnar antiferromagnetic (CAF) type de-
scribed by the propagation vector k= (−1/2, 1/2, 1/2)
on the face-centered structure, respectively. These mag-
netic structures were consistent with the results of 121Sb
and 93Nb NMR measurements. The exchange parame-
ters of SLCSO were estimated to be J1/kB = 74.7 K and
J2/kB = 1.62 K, which are in the parameter range for the
NAF order. On the other hand, the exchange parame-
ters of SLCNO were estimated to be J1/kB = 18.5 K and
J2/kB = 44.3 K, which are in the parameter range for the
CAF order. The difference in the relative size of J2 to J1
between these two compounds is attributed to whether
the electronic configuration of the nonmagnetic pentava-
lent ions of Nb5+ and Sb5+ is d0 or d10. The magnitudes

of the ordered moments of SLCSO and SLCNO were eval-
uated to be m= 0.39(3)µB and 0.37(1)µB at 3.5 K, re-
spectively, both of which are significantly smaller than
those observed in the related systems Sr2CuTeO6 and
Sr2CuWO6, and those calculated by the linear spin wave
theory. We infer that the small ordered magnetic mo-
ments observed in SLCSO and SLCNO are ascribed to
the effect of bond randomness arising from the disorder
of Sr2+ and La3+ ions. SLCSO and SLCNO are thus
magnetically described as S= 1/2 J1−J2 SLHAFs with
weak bond randomness.
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