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M agnetic order in the Shastry-Sutherland m odel

A .Fldderphann, K -H .M utter
P hysics D epartm ent, University of W uppertal, 42097 W uppertal, G em any

T he ground state properties of the Shastry-Sutherland m odel in the presence of an extermal eld
are Investigated by m eans of variational states built up from unpaired soins (m onom ers) and singlet
pairs of spins (dimers). The m Ininum of the energy is characterized by speci ¢ m onom erdin er
con gurations, which visualize the m agnetic order in the sectors with xed m agnetization M =
S=N . A change in the m agnetic order is observed if the frustrating coupling exceeds a critical
valie M ), which dependson M . Special attention is paid to the ground state con gurations at

M = 1=4;1=6;1=8.
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I. NTRODUCTION

"
The Shastry-Sutherland m ode¥ de ned by the two—
din ensional spin 1/2 Ham iltonian
X X
H = S®)S )+

hx;yi

S x)S (y) 1)

hhx ;y i1

w ith nearest neighbor couplings and frustrating next—
nearest neighbor couplingson the diagonalsshown in F ig.
:]: has attracted a lot of interest for theoreticaland exper—
In ental reasons:

FIG.1l. The couplings in the Shastry-Sutherland m odel.
N earest and next-nearest neighbor couplings are represented
by dotted and solid lines.

(1) The product wave fiinction

Y
= iyl 12)

hhx ;y i1

built up from singlet states
1
kivl= P—E (+ &) ) ®) « ) r3)

isknown to be an elgenstate of the H am iltonian C_l-_i'),
w hich tums out to be the ground state, if the coupling

exceeds a criticalvaluie . ( ¢ 1:4):@ T he phase dia—
gram hasbeen studied recently by W ethong, O itm aa and
Ham e by m eans of series expansions.

(2) The H am ilttonian d_l-;i') is suggested to be an appro—
priate m odel for the com pound SrCu,; B O3), them ag—
netic properties ofw hich have beglljnvestjgated in recent
high m agnetic eld experin ents#{€ P lateaus have been
found In the m agnetization curve M = M (B) at ratio-
nalvalues of the m agnetization M =M g = 1=3; 1=4; 1=8,
where M g = 1=2 is the saturating m agnetization.

From the theoretical point of view the appearance
of m agnetization plateaus is well understood n quagi
one-din ensional system s, eg. wih ladder geom etry?
Here, a quantization rule has heen formulated by O s-
hikawa, Yam anaka and A ek, € which orighates from
the prediction of soft m pdeé based on the Lieb-Schultz—
M attis (LSM ) theorem 19 Only the position of the pos—
sble plateaus { ie. the quantized value of the m agneti-
zation { are predicted by this rule. T he upper and lower
critical eldswhich de ne the w idth ofthe plateau, how —
ever, depend on the m agnitude of transition m atrix el-
em ents with a m om entum transfer corregoonding to the
relevant soft m ode. T hese m atrix elem ents contribute to
the dynam ical and static structure factors and a strong
peak In these quantities at the soft m ode m om enta is
needeqd for a pronounced plateau in the m agnetization
curver

T he extension of the Lieb Schultz M attis construction
to higher dimensions © »-1) meets di culties. Aswas
pointed out by O shikaw alim agnetization plateaus are
possible In higher din ensions as well, provided that the
\com m ensurability condition" is satis ed. Based on a
topological argum ent he show s, that this condition is a
robust non-perturbative constraint.

T he em ergence ofm agnetization plateausin am odi ed
S_hast.ty—Suther]and m odel has been discussed In Ref. [
:;Lé]. R ecently, M isguich, Jolic r, and G irvin studied the
em ergence ofm agnetizafion plateaus in the fram ew ork of
a Chem-Sin ons theory £3

In Ref. [-:4] K ageyam a et al. proposed that product
w ave functions ofthe type C_Z[;g) w ith certain distributions
ofN g singlets (L 3) and N tripkts
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m ight yield an appropriate ansatz for the ground state
In the sectorw ith total spin

fx;yg= 14)

ST :NT:4 (1.5)

whereN : and N 5 are constrained by the totalnum ber
of sites

Ng+ Nt = N=2: 1.6)

T ypicalexam ples of these states are shown iIn F igs. :_2 ©),
:_3 (b),:ff(c) and :_4 (d).An e ective H am ilttonian, describbing
the interaction between singlets an_d g:ip]et's, has been
developed and evaliated in Refs. [{4,5].

In this paper, we investigate a wider class of prod—
uct wave functions — which we call m onom erdin er
con gurationd4 — and which are ained to descrbe
the magnetic order at those m agnetizations ™M =
1=4;1=6;1=8;1=16), w here plateaus are expected. Indeed
we nd a change in the m agnetic order if the frustration
param eter exceeds a criticalvalue .M ), which depends
on them agnetization M .For > .M ) we recover the
singlet—triplet con gurations proposed in Ref.[ :ff]. For

< <M ), however, we nd new con gurations w ih
low er energy.

T he outline of the paper is as follows: In Sec. ITwe
de ne the m onom erdin er con gurations. In Sec. IIT
we m Inin ize the expectation value of the Ham iltonian
{L 1) between m onom erdin er con gurations. This pro—
cedure singles out goeci ¢ con gurations, which visual-
ize the m agnetic order at xed m agnetization M . In
Sec. :_1?: we introduce the \frozen m onom er approxin a—
tion", w hich allow sto low erthe energy expectation values
between m onom erdin er con gurations w thout chang-
ing the m agnetic order, ie. the distribution of \frozen"
m onom ers.

The quality of the frozen m onom er approxin ation is
studied ©rM = 1=8;1=6;1=4 in Sec. Vi by a com pari-
son w ith the ground state energies obtained from exact
diagonalizations on nite clusters.

We also ook for the fom ation of m agnetization
plateaus. Possble interpretations of the observed
plteaus n SrCu,; B O3); are discussed in Sec. V1.

II.MONOMER-DIM ER CONFIGURATION S

T he Shastry-Sutherland H am iltonian C_l-;i') conserves
the total spin

X
S = S (%) (2.1)
and we therefore start from eigenstates of
S?=5(@+1) and S3 = S;:::;S: @2)
Follow ing Hulthen®?, these states K ; = 2Si can be

constructed in the sector w ith total spin S —ie. m agne-
tization M = S=N —as product states of

unpaired spin-up statesat sitesx;:::;x , = 2S:

kti= | x) (23)

which we call \m onom ers"

singlets of paired spins k;y] |(13) at sites x, y
(\din ers"):

y2s Y
Kyt i
=1 hx;yi

X; i= iyl (2 .4)

N ote, that in them onom er-dim ercon guration K each
site x is occupied exactly once: ettherby a m onom erora
din er. M oreover, m onom erdin er con gurations K; i
yield an overcom plete non-orthogonal set of eigenstates
wih totalspin S.

The expectation value of the Ham iltonian @-_j,') be-
tween m onom erdin er con gurations can be easily cal-
culated w ith the follow ing rules:

1
HL+ G2+ B WS @3+ 2+ is o @ 5)
3
h[l;21H 1)S @)JjL;21i= 2 (2.6)
hil;3R2+ $ 1)S @)IL;3R+i= 0 )
h[1;312;41B )s 2)j;31R;41i= 0: (2.8)

Ifwe count on each con guration the num bers

(0)

N,’ (K ) of nearest neighbor din ers

NZ(O) K ) of nextnearest neighbor din ers (corre—
soonding to F ig. g,')

Nl(l) K ) ofnearest neighbor m onom er pairs

Nz(l) K ) of next-nearest neighbor m onom er pairs
(corresponding to F ig. gl)

we can Inm ediately com pute the expectation value:

3 3
ja2¢ ; j'l j< ; i= ZN 1(0) Z NZ(O)

1
PN e

2.9
2 @.9)

In order to m inin ize this expectation value we have to
ook for con gurationsw ith

a maximum number of nearest neighbor dim ers
N <1

a maximum number of next-nearest neighbor

dinersN,” if > 1

. . 1 1
a m ininum number of m onom er pairs N1( ’, Nz( )
on nearest and next-nearest neighbor sites.



IIT.M AGNETIC ORDERING AT FIXED
MAGNETIZATIONS

Let us start with M = 1=4. In this siuation we
have to distrbbute = N =2 monom ers and N =4 din ers
on the square lattice. W e cannot avoid the appearance
of m onom er pairs on nearest and next-nearest neighbor
sites, but we can m inin ize their num bers N 1(1) and N 2(1)
ifwe cover the lattice in the way shown In Fjgn'_Z @). The
bold lines symbolize the nearest-neighbor singlkts, the
thin linesthem onom er pairs on nearest and next-nearest
neighbor sites. D im er pairs can interact via the next-
nearest neighbor couplings in the Ham iltonian; they are
represented by dotted lines. A ccording to {2.9), the ex—
pectation value of the H am ilttonian is found to be:

E Ki;1=4)= IK;N=2H K ;N=2i

N
= —( 1+ =4): 3.1)
8
A second con guration, shown in Fig. -'_2(b) has been
proposed in Ref.[ﬁ] as a possible ground state con gura-

tion forM = 1=4. In this case, the expectation valie of
H tums out to be:

E K,;1=4)= IK,;N=2H K;N=2i
N

= —: 32
p 32)

(a) (D)

HHHE

$
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FIG.2. M onom erdin er con gurations with m inin al en—
ergy expectation valie at M = 1=4. Bold lines represent
\din ers" ie. paired spins coupled to singlets. D otted lines
jndjcalzei the couplings between dim ers induced by Ham_jJE:o—
nian Q._]:) . Unpaired spin-up states (\m onom ers") [Eq.@:’{)]
are sym bolized by solid points; their couplings on nearest and
next-nearest neighbor sites are indicated by thin lines. (@)
con guration K1 for < M = 1=4) = 4=5; (b) con gura—
tion K, or > M = 1=4)
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The di erence of @-._]-1') and C_B-:Z)

N 5
E Ky;1=4) E K2;1=4)= E( 1+Z )

33)

changes is sign for = 4=5, which means there is

a change In the m agnetic order from con guration K 1

to K, if the frustration param eter exceeds the value
cM = 1=4) = 4=5.

Next, we tum to the case M = 1=6, where we have
to distribute = N =3 m onom ers and N =3 din ers on the
lattice. The con guration K ;1 Fig. :;(a)] m Inin izes the
num ber N 2(1) of m onom er pairs on nextnearest neigh—
bor sites, whereas in the con guration K, Fig. :;’(b)]
the nextnearest neighbor sites of Fig. -r};' are occupied
with singkets and tripkts in the spirit of Ref.[§]. The
di erence of the expectation values ofH

E K.;1=6)= K ;N=3H X ;N=31

_ N
= Z(l E) (34)
E K2;1=6) = HK2;N=3H K ;N=31
N5
- T G5)
i o N 11
E Ki1;1=6) E K2;1=6)= Z(l E)
(3.6)

changes sign or M = 1=6) = 12=11. Again we cb-
serve a change In the m agnetic order from K1 to K, if
passes this value.

(a)

1=6:
12=11; (o) con guration K, for

FIG.3. Same as Figd ©rM =
K1 < M = 1=6) =
> M = 1=6)

(@) con guration



Tt is rem arkable to note, that In both cases <
cM = 1=6)and > M = 1=6) a stripe order of
the m onom ers is predicted.

In the case 0ofM = 1=8 we have to distrbbute = N=4
m onom ers and 3N =8 din ers on the square lattice. W e
can avold now com pltely the appearance of m onom er
pairs on nearest and nextmnearest neighbor sites as is
dem onstrated by the con guration K1 shown in Fig.
¥}
4 (@) . O w ing to the stripe structure, w e can also construct
a second con guration [Fig. :ﬁl:(b)] wih N 1(0) = N=8
din ers on nearest neighbor sites and N ,°’ = N =4 din ers
on next-nearest neighbor sites. Two further con gura—

] -1

tions K 3 and K 4 have been proposed in Refs. [5,:_[5],
which only contain N 1(0) = 3N=8dmersand N 1(1) = N=8
m onom er pairs on next-nearest neighbor sites.

T he corresponding energy expectation values are

9
—N

E ;1=8) = .7

K 171=8) e 3.7)
3

E K2;1=8) = EN 1+ 2) (38)

E K3;1=8)=E K4;1=8) = (3.9)

N
4
C om paring the expectation values B.1)-{3.9) we expect

a change in the m agnetic order w ith

<l: EK{)<EEK2)<EK3)=E[K,) 310
3
1< <5:ECK2)<ECK1)<ECK3)=ECK4) (3.11)
3
§< : EK3)=E K4)<EEK2)<E[K7): 312)

IV.THE FROZEN M ONOM ER
APPROXIM ATION (FM A)

The m onom erdin er con gurations which we devel-
oped in the last section to describe the m agnetic order
In the Shastry-Sutherland m odel are not eigenstates of
the Ham ilonian C_Z[:i'). Application of C_l-j]') onto these
states w ill generate new states. In this section we study
the in pact of those couplings in the H am iltonian, which
generate Interactions only between din er pairs, ie. we
consider an approxin ation where the monomers are
frozen at sites x; :::x In the con guration K ; i. For
each of these con gurations, we de ne a decom position
of the Ham iltonian in three parts:

X

H=H +HEK)+ H xi;K) 4.1)

w here

S

1=8: (a) con guration
< 3=2; () and @)

FIG.4. Same as Figd ©rM =
Ki, < 1; ) con guration K 2, 1 <
con gurationsK 3 and K4, > 3=2

a) H oontainsall the nearest and next-nearest neigh—
bor couplingsbetween the sitesx; :::x , where the
m onom ers are located. A 1l other sites are occupied
w ith dim ers. They form an antiferrom agnetic clis—



terK , which are represented by the din ers and the
dotted connections between din ers in Figs. -’a* @)-—
4@).

b) The cluster Ham itonians H K ) is de ned by the
nearest and next-nearest neighbor couplings on the
din er clusterK .

c) The nearest and nextnearest neighbor couplings
In H (x;;K ) take into account the ram aining inter-
actions between the m onom er at site x; and the
din ers In the clusterK .

The ground state energy E K ) of the antiferrom ag—
netic cluster Ham iltonian H K )

HK) K)=EK) K): @2)

is obviously lower than the expectation valie of H K )
betw een the dim er product wave fiinction on the clister
K.

T he product ansatz

y2S Y
Kiti X )
i=1 j

K iix ;K i= 43)

yields an eigenfunction ofH + H K ) with energy

o 2‘” K)+E K) 4.4)

1
EK; )=-— K)+ —
4
which again represents an upper bounsi_ for the exact
ground stateenergy Eo M = =2N ) of {4.]) In the sector
w ith m agnetization M = S=N :
EoM = =2N) EK; ): 4.5)
In the derivation of Cfl-:E{) one has to use the fact, that
the expectation value of the interaction tem H ( ;K )
betw een the product state {4.3) vanishes, since
yi=0 yv2K; 1= 1;2;3:

)BT K 4.6)

V.NUMERICAL RESULTS

In order to check the quality of the frozen m onom er
approxin ation EM A ), we have com puted the energies
%4 and compared with exact diagonalizations of the
Shastry-Sutherland Ham iltonian at xed m agnetization
M = =2N on latticeswith N =4 4= 16andN =
4 6= 24.

T he strongest e ects due to the frozen m onom er ap—
proxim ation occur at an allm agnetizations. W e therefore
startwith M = 1=8.

From Fig. :ff(a)w'_él(c) we see that the interactions be—
tween the dim ers generate a two-dim ensional cluster
which contains all dim ers in the con guration. In con—
trast, the din ers In F ig. 4 (d) om quasi-one-din ensional
\stripe" clusters.
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FIG .5. Ground state energies per site Eo N ;M ; )=N for
Shastry-Sutherland latticesof N = 4 4;4 6 sites and corre—

soonding FM A energies of con gurations K 1;::5;K 4 at m ag—
netization M = 1=8.
In Fig. :_5 the expectation valuesE K ;M = 1=8; ),

J= 1;2;3;4 In the frozen m onom er approxin ation { cor-
responding to the con gurationsF ig. 'Q:(a)—:ﬁl: d) { are rep—
resented by dotted lines.

T he follow Ing points should be noted:

T he transition in the m agnetic order from con g—
uration K, Fi. é(b)] to con guration K 3 Fig.
:ff (c)] occurs here at a larger value of the frustration

param eter
<M =1=8)" 23: 6.1)

At this value the di erence in the expectation val-

ues E K{;M = 1=8; ) EK;3;M = 1=8; )
changes sign. For an aller values of the distri-
bution of m onom ers according to Fig. :_4(a),(b)

is favored In com parison w ith the distrdution of
triplets in Fig. 4 (), (@)

> 13 the expectation values

EK3iM)=E K4M)

For

(52)

corresoonding to con gurations K 3 and K, Fig.

-4 (©) and Fig. -4 (d)] coincide in the frozen m onom er
approxin ation. Indeed, here, the din er product
ansatz @4) is an eigenstate of the antiferrom ag-
netic cluster H am iltonian @;2) In other words:
T he Interactions between the din ers [dotted lines
n Fig. :ff(c),(d)] do not low er the ground state ex—
pectation value.



The expectation values E Ky;M 1=8) deviate
signi cantly for 13 from theexact resultsgiven
by the solid curves. T herefore, other distributions
ofm onom ers should play an im portant role in the
exact ground state.

Foramall ,the eact resuls show a linearbehavior
which is well reproduced in a perturbative expan—

sion In

N 'EqcM; )= 1M+ 2 M) 63)
where

5M ) =P K)S¥)PL = 1;2 5.4)

1(1=8)" 0359
2(1=8)" +043

are the ground state expectation values ofthe near-
est neighbor (j= 1, hx;yi) and next-nearest neigh—
bor (j = 2, Hx;yii) soin—spin correlators of the
unfrustrated Ham iltonian H ( = 0) = H, (1;1) 28

F inite-size e ects are an all, as can be seen from a
com parison of the exact results for the two system s
N = 1l6and N = 24.

In this case the Interactions between the dim ers form
quastone-dim ensional clisters w ith stripe geom etry as
can be seen from Fig. ::;(a),(b). T he expectation values
EK4y;M = 1=6; ) J= 1;2 In the frozen m onom er ap—
proxim ation are shown in F ig. :_6 T he transition point in
the m agnetic order is found her at

cM =1=6)= 12: 5.5)

At this point the exact result ofthe N = 4 6= 24
system (solid line) has s maximum . The expectation
valiesE K ;M = 1=6) deviate signi cantly for < 12
from the exact results given by the solid curve.

The con guration K1 In Fig. :_Z(a) is built up from
4-point singlet clusters. In the frozen m onom er approx—
In ation we lower the energy if we substiute each dim er
pair
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FIG .6. Ground state energy persite Eqg W ;M ; )=N fora
Shastry-Sutherland lattice of N = 4 6 sites and correspond-—
Ing FM A energies of con gurations K ;K 2 at m agnetization
M = 1=6.

1;21B7410  (1;2;3;4) 5.6)

1

FIG.7. The 2-dimmer cluster In the con guration K ;
. rl
Figl@)]

by the ground state of the 4-point cluster com puted
from the 4-point Ham iltonian

H 1;2;3;4)=SML)s@)+sS@)SsS@+ s@)s@: &.7)
T he corresponding ground state energy
2+ 1 5 1=2 3
E (1;2;3;4)= ——— -4 2 + < = (68
4 2 2

is ower than the energy of the din er pair. Taking into
acoount this e ect in the expectation value (:_3._]1') we nd

N =
—1=4)= — a4 2 + 277,

(5.9)
N ote that there are no interactionsbetw een the din ers in
the con gurai:_'qn K, Fi. :g(b)]. T herefore the ground
state energy @;2) cannot be lowered through the ﬁ:o_zgn
m onom er approxin ation. T he energy di erences of C_5;9|)
and {32) changes its sign at
P—

cM =1=4)= —( 1+ 3)" 0869: (5.10)

Below this value the expectation valuie E K 1;M = 1=4)
is a very poor approxin ation for the exact ground state
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FIG .8. Ground state energies per ste Eo N ;M ; )N for
Shastry-Sutherland lattices of N = 4 4;4 6 sites and cor—
responding FM A energies of con gurationsK 1;;K 2 at m ag—
netization M = 1=4.

energy, Indicating that the true ground state isnot repro—
duced adequately by the frozen m onom er approxin ation.

In Fig. g we com pare the energy expectation values
EKi;M = 1=4; ) 69 and, E K;M = 1=4; ) B2
w ith the exact diagonalization on nite system swihN =
4 4= 16andN = 4 6= 24 sites. Themaximum of
the exact ground state energy Eq ™M = 1=4; ) is found
at ' 15 far beyond the transition point (5.1d) from
con guration K1 toK ;.

W e have also studied the form ation of plateaus in the
m agnetization curve at M = 1=8;1=6;1=4 by exact diag—
onalizations on the nite clusterswih N = 4 = 16

and N = 4 6= 24 sites. The lower and upper critical
elds
BL™M; )=EocM; ) EoM™ 2N ; ) (6.11)
ByM; )=EqM +2N; ) E;M;) 612)

were computed from ground state energies Eg M
2N; ),Eqo™M; ),Eo M + 22N ; ) wih neighboring to-
tal spins S 1;8;8S+1,S = M N . The results are
shown n Fig.d @) ©rM = 1=8 () HrM = 1=6 () or
M = 1=4.

For < 12 allcrtical eldsare rather -independent.
The nitesize e ects Indicate that the plateau w idth

M; )=ByM™M; ) BLM; ) or <12 (13)
will vanish in the them odynam ic lim it N ! 1 as i is
known for the unfrustrated model ( = 0).

For = 15 the ower critical edsB; M = 1=8; )
and By M = 1=6; ) have a pronounced m Inim um ; be—
yond this value ( > 135) all ower and upper critical
elds forM = 1=8;1=6 Increase w ith

ForM = 1=8 Fig.'d@Jland > 15, nitesizee ects
appear to be small or By M = 1=8; ) but large for
By M = 1=8; ). W e suggest that the rectangular ge-
om etry ofthe 4 6 system m ight be responsble for this
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FIG.9. UpperBy ) and lowerB1, ) critical elds for m ag-
netizationsM = 1=8 (@), 1=6 (), 1=4 (c) calculated on Shas-
try-Sutherland latticesofN = 4 4 (@,c) andN = 4 6 (@)
sites.

faiure. It breaks the rotational invariance and therefore
does not allow for the rotated pattems In F i. :ﬁf

ForM = 1=4 Fig. 4@]land > 15 we cbserve a
rather clean signal for the opening of a m agnetization
plateau.



VI.DISCUSSION AND PERSPECTIVES

In this paper, we have Investigated the m agnetic order
of the Shastry-Sutherland m odelat xed m agnetizations
M = 1=8;1=6;1=4. For large enough valies of the frus-
tration param eter

> M
> M

=1=8)=23; > .M = 1=6)= 12;
= 1=4) = 089

con gurations built up from singlets and triplets on the
Shastry-Sutherland lattice [f. Figs. 3 ®), 3®),4 (©),@)]
{ as they were proposed in [4,3,14] { yield the lowest
energy expectation values. Here, a strong coupling ap—
proach ( ' ! 0) to take Into account singlet-triplet
Interactions is applicable. W ih thism ethod M om oiand
Totsukald ound evidence for plateaus in the m agnetiza-
tion curve atM = 1=4 and M = 1=6. However, they did
not nd plateaus at sn aller m agnetizations M = 1=8
and M = 1=16), \sihce the m echanisn to stabilize these
plateaus is not yet clear" { as they say.

W e think that this failire has a sinpl explana-
tion: The sihglettriplet con gurations on the Shastry—
Sutherland lattice (cf. eg. Fig. -'_4(c),(d) forM = 1=8)
are unfavorable, since the formm ation of u:ip]et:s_on next—
nearest neighbor sites costs energy [kf. eg. £.9)]. Con-

gurations { lke K, in Fig. :fi(b) forM = 1=8 { wih
w ell ssparated m onom ers (unpaired soin-up states) yield
a lowerenergy aslongas isnottoolarge ( < M =
1=8) = 23).

If the ocoupling { mealized in the compound
SrCu, BO3), { is Indeed below this value, the exper—
In entally observed plateausatM = 1=8 and M = 1=16
cannot be associated w ith sihglt-triplt con gurations
on the Shastry-Sutherland lattice.

In order to nd the correct m agnetic order at low
m agnetizations M < =2N and < 23 a more gen—
eralansatz for the ground state con gurations is needed.
This can be constructed in term s of m onom ers at  xed
sites x7 :::x . The goins on the rem aining sites fom
an antiferrom agnetic cluster, the ground state energy of
which depends on the xed positionsofthe m onom ers.
Therefore, a speci ¢ distrdbution of m onom ers charac-
terizing the m agnetic order is given by a m inimum of
the ground state energy of the corresponding antiferro—
m agnetic cluster (cf. eg. Fig. 4(@),b) HrM = 1=8).
W e expect that or anall values of M { in particular
in the sectorswith a nite number ofm onom ers, ie.
M = =N 1! 0frN ! 1 { the shglkttriplktcon g-
urations on the Shastry-Sutherland lattice are dom inant
again (for cM = 0)= 14).Each ofthe N )=2
sihglets lIowers the energy by 3 =4 whereas each ofthe
few ( =2) triplets costs energy =4.

It should also be noted that the frozen m onom er ap—
proxim ation becom esbetter and better forM ! 0, sihce
the antiferrom agnetic clisters cover m ore and m ore of
the whole Jattice.

F inally, we have also studied the form ation ofplateaus
in the m agnetization curve of the Shastry-Sutherland
m odel.

W e looked forthe -dependence ofthe lowerand upper
critical elds as they follow from exact diagonalizations
on niteclisterswithN = 4 4= l6andN =4 6= 24
sites. A Il the critical elds are alm ost -independent for

< 12,but change rapidly above this value. Indications
for the opening of a plateau are visble orM = 1=4;1=6
supporting previous results w ith otherm ethods23{Ld

T he situation forM = 1=8 appears to be m ore subtle.
The lIower critical eld has a pronounced m Ininum at

= 15. Here, the nitesize e ects are rather am all. In
contrast the upper critical eld revealsa strong nite-size
dependence. C om putations on larger system s are needed
for a reliable estin ate of the therm odynam ic 1im it.
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