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M agnetic order in the Shastry-Sutherland m odel

A.Fledderjohann,K .-H.M �utter

Physics Departm ent,University ofW uppertal,42097 W uppertal,G erm any

The ground state properties ofthe Shastry-Sutherland m odelin the presence ofan external�eld

areinvestigated by m eansofvariationalstatesbuiltup from unpaired spins(m onom ers)and singlet

pairs ofspins (dim ers). The m inim um ofthe energy is characterized by speci�c m onom er-dim 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 ifthe frustrating coupling � exceeds a critical

value �c(M ),which dependson M .Specialattention ispaid to the ground state con�gurationsat

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

75.10.-b,75.10.Jm

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

The Shastry-Sutherland m odel1 de�ned by the two-

dim ensionalspin 1/2 Ham iltonian

H =
X

hx;yi

S(x)S(y)+ �
X

hhx;yii

S(x)S(y) (1.1)

with nearestneighborcouplingsand frustrating next-

nearestneighborcouplingson thediagonalsshown in Fig.

1 hasattracted a lotofinterestfortheoreticaland exper-

im entalreasons:

FIG .1. The couplings in the Shastry-Sutherland m odel.

Nearestand next-nearestneighborcouplings are represented

by dotted and solid lines.

(1)Theproductwavefunction

	 =
Y

hhx;yii

[x;y] (1.2)

builtup from singletstates

[x;y]=
1
p
2
(�+ (x)�� (y)� �� (x)�+ (y)) (1.3)

isknown to bean eigenstateoftheHam iltonian (1.1),

which turns outto be the ground state,ifthe coupling

� exceedsa criticalvalue�c (�c � 1:4).2 Thephasedia-

gram hasbeen studied recently by W eihong,O itm aaand

Ham er3 by m eansofseriesexpansions.

(2)TheHam iltonian (1.1)issuggested tobean appro-

priate m odelforthe com pound SrC u2(B O 3)2 the m ag-

neticpropertiesofwhich havebeen investigated in recent

high m agnetic �eld experim ents.4{6 Plateaushave been

found in the m agnetization curve M = M (B ) at ratio-

nalvaluesofthe m agnetization M =M S = 1=3;1=4;1=8,

whereM S = 1=2 isthe saturating m agnetization.

From the theoretical point of view the appearance

of m agnetization plateaus is well understood in quasi

one-dim ensionalsystem s, e.g. with ladder geom etry.7

Here, a quantization rule has been form ulated by O s-

hikawa,Yam anaka and A�eck,8 which originates from

theprediction ofsoftm odes9 based on theLieb-Schultz-

M attis (LSM ) theorem .10 O nly the position ofthe pos-

sible plateaus{ i.e. the quantized value ofthe m agneti-

zation { arepredicted by thisrule.Theupperand lower

critical�eldswhich de�nethewidth oftheplateau,how-

ever,depend on the m agnitude oftransition m atrix el-

em entswith a m om entum transfercorresponding to the

relevantsoftm ode.Thesem atrix elem entscontributeto

the dynam icaland static structure factorsand a strong

peak in these quantities at the soft m ode m om enta is

needed for a pronounced plateau in the m agnetization

curve.9

Theextension oftheLieb SchultzM attisconstruction

to higherdim ensions(D > 1)m eetsdi�culties. Aswas

pointed out by O shikawa11 m agnetization plateaus are

possible in higherdim ensionsaswell,provided thatthe

\com m ensurability condition" is satis�ed. Based on a

topologicalargum enthe shows,that this condition is a

robustnon-perturbativeconstraint.

Theem ergenceofm agnetization plateausin am odi�ed

Shastry-Sutherland m odelhas been discussed in Ref. [

12].Recently,M isguich,Jolic�r,and G irvin studied the

em ergenceofm agnetization plateausin thefram eworkof

a Chern-Sim onstheory.13

In Ref. [4]K ageyam a et al. proposed that product

wavefunctionsofthetype(1.2)with certaindistributions

ofN S singlets(1.3)and N T triplets
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fx;yg = �+ (x)�+ (y) (1.4)

m ightyield an appropriateansatzfortheground state

in the sectorwith totalspin

ST = N T =4 (1.5)

whereN T and N S areconstrained by thetotalnum ber

ofsites

N S + N T = N =2: (1.6)

Typicalexam plesofthesestatesareshown in Figs.2(b),

3(b),4(c)and 4(d).An e�ectiveHam iltonian,describing

the interaction between singlets and triplets,has been

developed and evaluated in Refs.[14,15].

In this paper, we investigate a wider class of prod-

uct wave functions - which we call m onom er-dim er

con�gurations16 - and which are aim ed to describe

the m agnetic order at those m agnetizations (M =

1=4;1=6;1=8;1=16),whereplateausareexpected.Indeed

we�nd a changein the m agneticorderifthefrustration

param eterexceedsacriticalvalue�c(M ),which depends

on them agnetization M .For� > �c(M )werecoverthe

singlet-triplet con�gurations proposed in Ref.[4]. For

� < �c(M ),however,we �nd new con�gurations with

lowerenergy.

The outline ofthe paper is as follows: In Sec. IIwe

de�ne the m onom er-dim er con�gurations. In Sec. III

we m inim ize the expectation value ofthe Ham iltonian

(1.1)between m onom er-dim ercon�gurations. Thispro-

cedure singles out speci�c con�gurations,which visual-

ize the m agnetic order at �xed m agnetization M . In

Sec. IV we introduce the \frozen m onom er approxim a-

tion",whichallowstolowertheenergyexpectationvalues

between m onom er-dim er con�gurations without chang-

ing the m agnetic order,i.e. the distribution of\frozen"

m onom ers.

The quality ofthe frozen m onom er approxim ation is

studied for M = 1=8;1=6;1=4 in Sec. V by a com pari-

son with the ground state energiesobtained from exact

diagonalizationson �nite clusters.

W e also look for the form ation of m agnetization

plateaus. Possible interpretations of the observed

plateausin SrC u2(B O 3)2 arediscussed in Sec.VI.

II.M O N O M ER -D IM ER C O N FIG U R A T IO N S

The Shastry-Sutherland Ham iltonian (1.1) conserves

the totalspin

S =
X

x

S(x) (2.1)

and we thereforestartfrom eigenstatesof

S
2 = S(S + 1) and S3 = � S;:::;S : (2.2)

Following Hulthen17,these statesjK ;� = 2Sican be

constructed in the sectorwith totalspin S -i.e. m agne-

tization M = S=N -asproductstatesof

� unpaired spin-up statesatsitesx1;:::;x�,� = 2S:

jx+ i= �+ (x) (2.3)

which wecall\m onom ers"

� singlets of paired spins [x;y] (1.3) at sites x, y

(\dim ers"):

jK ;�i=

�= 2S
Y

j= 1

jxj+ i
Y

hx;yi

[x;y] (2.4)

Note,thatin them onom er-dim ercon�gurationK each

sitex isoccupied exactly once:eitherby am onom erora

dim er. M oreover,m onom er-dim er con�gurations jK ;�i

yield an overcom plete non-orthogonalset ofeigenstates

with totalspin S.

The expectation value of the Ham iltonian (1.1) be-

tween m onom er-dim er con�gurations can be easily cal-

culated with the following rules:

h1+ ;2+ jS(1)S(2)j1+ ;2+ i=
1

4
(2.5)

h[1;2]jS(1)S(2)j[1;2]i= �
3

4
(2.6)

h[1;3]2+ jS(1)S(2)j[1;3]2+ i= 0 (2.7)

h[1;3][2;4]jS(1)S(2)j[1;3][2;4]i= 0: (2.8)

Ifwecounton each con�guration the num bers

� N
(0)

1
(K )ofnearestneighbordim ers

� N
(0)

2
(K ) of next-nearest neighbor dim ers (corre-

sponding to Fig.1)

� N
(1)

1
(K )ofnearestneighborm onom erpairs

� N
(1)

2
(K ) ofnext-nearest neighbor m onom er pairs

(corresponding to Fig.1)

wecan im m ediately com pute the expectation value:

hK ;�jH jK ;�i= �
3

4
N

(0)

1
�
3

4
�N

(0)

2

+
1

4
N

(1)

1
+
�

4
N

(1)

2
: (2.9)

In orderto m inim izethisexpectation valuewehaveto

look forcon�gurationswith

� a m axim um num ber of nearest neighbor dim ers

N
(0)

1
if� < 1

� a m axim um num ber of next-nearest neighbor

dim ersN
(0)

2
if� > 1

� a m inim um num ber ofm onom er pairs N
(1)

1
,N

(1)

2

on nearestand next-nearestneighborsites.
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III.M A G N ET IC O R D ER IN G A T FIX ED

M A G N ET IZA T IO N S

A .M = 1=4,� = N =2

Let us start with M = 1=4. In this situation we

have to distribute � = N =2 m onom ers and N =4 dim ers

on the square lattice. W e cannot avoid the appearance

ofm onom erpairson nearestand next-nearestneighbor

sites,butwecan m inim ize theirnum bersN
(1)

1
and N

(1)

2

ifwecoverthelatticein theway shown in Fig.2(a).The

bold lines sym bolize the nearest-neighbor singlets, the

thin linesthem onom erpairson nearestand next-nearest

neighbor sites. Dim er pairs can interact via the next-

nearestneighborcouplingsin the Ham iltonian;they are

represented by dotted lines. According to (2.9),the ex-

pectation valueofthe Ham iltonian isfound to be:

E (K 1;1=4)= hK 1;N =2jH jK 1;N =2i

=
N

8
(� 1+ �=4): (3.1)

A second con�guration,shown in Fig. 2(b) has been

proposed in Ref.[5]asa possibleground statecon�gura-

tion forM = 1=4.In thiscase,the expectation value of

H turnsoutto be:

E (K 2;1=4)= hK 2;N =2jH jK 2;N =2i

= � �
N

8
: (3.2)

(a) (b)

FIG .2. M onom er-dim er con�gurations with m inim alen-

ergy expectation value at M = 1=4. Bold lines represent

\dim ers" i.e. paired spins coupled to singlets. D otted lines

indicate the couplings between dim ers induced by Ham ilto-

nian (1.1). Unpaired spin-up states(\m onom ers") [Eq.(2.3)]

aresym bolized by solid points;theircouplingson nearestand

next-nearest neighbor sites are indicated by thin lines. (a)

con�guration K 1 for� < � c(M = 1=4)= 4=5;(b)con�gura-

tion K 2 for� > � c(M = 1=4)

The di�erenceof(3.1)and (3.2)

E (K 1;1=4)� E (K 2;1=4)=
N

8
(� 1+

5

4
�)

(3.3)

changes its sign for � = 4=5, which m eans there is

a change in the m agnetic order from con�guration K 1

to K 2 if the frustration param eter exceeds the value

�c(M = 1=4)= 4=5.

B .M = 1=6,� = N =3

Next,we turn to the case M = 1=6,where we have

to distribute� = N =3 m onom ersand N =3 dim erson the

lattice. The con�guration K 1 [Fig. 3(a)]m inim izes the

num ber N
(1)

2
ofm onom er pairs on next-nearest neigh-

bor sites,whereas in the con�guration K 2 [Fig. 3(b)]

the next-nearest neighbor sites ofFig. 1 are occupied

with singlets and triplets in the spirit ofRef.[5]. The

di�erenceofthe expectation valuesofH

E (K 1;1=6)= hK 1;N =3jH jK 1;N =3i

= �
N

4
(1�

�

12
) (3.4)

E (K 2;1=6)= hK 2;N =3jH jK 2;N =3i

= �
N

4

5�

6
(3.5)

E (K 1;1=6)� E (K 2;1=6)= �
N

4
(1�

11

12
�)

(3.6)

changes sign for �c(M = 1=6) = 12=11. Again we ob-

servea changein them agneticorderfrom K 1 to K 2 if�

passesthisvalue.

(a)

(b)

FIG .3. Sam e as Fig.2 for M = 1=6: (a) con�guration

K 1 � < � c(M = 1=6) = 12=11; (b) con�guration K 2 for

� > � c(M = 1=6)
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It is rem arkable to note, that in both cases � <

�c(M = 1=6) and � > �c(M = 1=6) a stripe order of

the m onom ersispredicted.

C .M = 1=8,� = N =4

In thecaseofM = 1=8 wehaveto distribute� = N =4

m onom ers and 3N =8 dim ers on the square lattice. W e

can avoid now com pletely the appearance ofm onom er

pairs on nearest and next-nearest neighbor sites as is

dem onstrated by the con�guration K 1 shown in Fig.

4(a).O wingtothestripestructure,wecan alsoconstruct

a second con�guration [Fig. 4(b)] with N
(0)

1
= N =8

dim erson nearestneighborsitesand N
(0)

2
= N =4 dim ers

on next-nearest neighbor sites. Two further con�gura-

tions K 3 and K 4 have been proposed in Refs. [5,15],

which only contain N
(0)

1
= 3N =8dim ersand N

(1)

1
= N =8

m onom erpairson next-nearestneighborsites.

The corresponding energy expectation valuesare

E (K 1;1=8)= �
9

32
N (3.7)

E (K 2;1=8)= �
3

32
N (1+ 2�) (3.8)

E (K 3;1=8)= E (K 4;1=8)= �
N

4
� : (3.9)

Com paring the expectation values(3.7)-(3.9)we expect

a changein the m agnetic orderwith �:

� < 1: E (K 1)< E (K 2)< E (K 3)= E (K 4) (3.10)

1 < � <
3

2
:E (K 2)< E (K 1)< E (K 3)= E (K 4) (3.11)

3

2
< � : E (K 3)= E (K 4)< E (K 2)< E (K 1): (3.12)

IV .T H E FR O ZEN M O N O M ER

A P P R O X IM A T IO N (FM A )

The m onom er-dim er con�gurations which we devel-

oped in the last section to describe the m agnetic order

in the Shastry-Sutherland m odelare not eigenstates of

the Ham iltonian (1.1). Application of (1.1) onto these

stateswillgeneratenew states.In thissection we study

theim pactofthosecouplingsin theHam iltonian,which

generate interactions only between dim er pairs,i.e. we

consider an approxim ation where the � m onom ers are

frozen atsites x1 :::x� in the con�guration jK ;�i. For

each ofthese con�gurations,we de�ne a decom position

ofthe Ham iltonian in threeparts:

H = H � + H (K )+
X

i

H (xi;K ) (4.1)

where

(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG .4. Sam e as Fig.2 for M = 1=8: (a) con�guration

K 1,� < 1;(b) con�guration K 2,1 < � < 3=2;(c) and (d)

con�gurationsK 3 and K 4,� > 3=2

a) H � containsallthenearestand next-nearestneigh-

borcouplingsbetween thesitesx1 :::x�,wherethe

m onom ersarelocated.Allothersitesareoccupied

with dim ers.They form an antiferrom agneticclus-

4



terK ,which arerepresented by thedim ersand the

dotted connections between dim ers in Figs. 2(a)-

4(d).

b) The cluster Ham iltonians H (K ) is de�ned by the

nearestand next-nearestneighborcouplingson the

dim erclusterK .

c) The nearest and next-nearest neighbor couplings

in H (xi;K )takeinto accountthe rem aining inter-

actions between the m onom er at site xi and the

dim ersin the clusterK .

The ground state energy E (K ) ofthe antiferrom ag-

netic clusterHam iltonian H (K )

H (K )	(K )= E (K )	(K ): (4.2)

is obviously lower than the expectation value ofH (K )

between the dim erproductwavefunction on the cluster

K .

The productansatz

jx1 :::x�;K i=

�= 2S
Y

i= 1

jxi+ i
Y

j

	(K ) (4.3)

yieldsan eigenfunction ofH � + H (K )with energy

E (K ;�)=
1

4
N

(1)

1
(K )+

�

4
N

(1)

2
(K )+ E (K ) (4.4)

which again represents an upper bound for the exact

ground stateenergyE 0(M = �=2N )of(4.1)in thesector

with m agnetization M = S=N :

E 0(M = �=2N )� E (K ;�): (4.5)

In the derivation of (4.5) one has to use the fact,that

the expectation value of the interaction term H (�;K )

between the productstate (4.3)vanishes,since

h	(K )jS l(y)j	(K )i= 0 y 2 K ;l= 1;2;3: (4.6)

V .N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

In order to check the quality ofthe frozen m onom er

approxim ation (FM A),we have com puted the energies

(4.4) and com pared with exact diagonalizations ofthe

Shastry-Sutherland Ham iltonian at �xed m agnetization

M = �=2N on lattices with N = 4� 4 = 16 and N =

4� 6 = 24.

The strongest e�ects due to the frozen m onom er ap-

proxim ation occuratsm allm agnetizations.W etherefore

startwith M = 1=8.

A .M = 1=8

From Fig. 4(a)-4(c) we see that the interactions be-

tween the dim ers generate a two-dim ensional cluster

which contains alldim ers in the con�guration. In con-

trast,thedim ersin Fig.4(d)form quasi-one-dim ensional

\stripe" clusters.

K1,K2

K3,K4←↑

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

α

-0.7

-0.6

-0.5

-0.4

-0.3

E
(N

=
4
x
4
,4

x
6
,α

,M
=

1
/8

)/
N

E0(N=4x4,α,M=1/8)/NE0(N=4x4,α,M=1/8)/N

E0(N=4x6,α,M=1/8)/NE0(N=4x6,α,M=1/8)/N

0 0.5 1 1.5 2 2.5

-0.7

-0.6

-0.5

-0.4

-0.3

FIG .5. G round state energies persite E 0(N ;M ;�)=N for

Shastry-Sutherland latticesofN = 4� 4;4� 6 sitesand corre-
sponding FM A energies ofcon�gurations K 1;:::;K 4 at m ag-

netization M = 1=8.

In Fig. 5 the expectation values E (K j;M = 1=8;�),

j= 1;2;3;4in thefrozen m onom erapproxim ation { cor-

respondingtothecon�gurationsFig.4(a)-4(d){arerep-

resented by dotted lines.

Thefollowing pointsshould be noted:

� The transition in the m agnetic order from con�g-

uration K 2 [Fig. 4(b)]to con�guration K 3 [Fig.

4(c)]occurshereata largervalueofthefrustration

param eter

�c(M = 1=8)’ 2:3: (5.1)

Atthisvalue the di�erence in the expectation val-

ues E (K 1;M = 1=8;�) � E (K 3;M = 1=8;�)

changes sign. For sm aller values of� the distri-

bution of m onom ers according to Fig. 4(a),(b)

is favored in com parison with the distribution of

tripletsin Fig.4(c),(d).

� For� > 1:3 the expectation values

E (K 3;M )= E (K 4;M ) (5.2)

corresponding to con�gurations K 3 and K 4 [Fig.

4(c)and Fig.4(d)]coincidein thefrozen m onom er

approxim ation. Indeed, here, the dim er product

ansatz (2.4) is an eigenstate ofthe antiferrom ag-

netic cluster Ham iltonian (4.2). In other words:

The interactions between the dim ers [dotted lines

in Fig.4(c),(d)]do notlowerthe ground state ex-

pectation value.
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� The expectation values E (Kj;M = 1=8) deviate

signi�cantlyfor� � 1:3from theexactresultsgiven

by the solid curves. Therefore,otherdistributions

ofm onom ersshould play an im portantrole in the

exactground state.

� Forsm all�,theeactresultsshow a linearbehavior

which iswellreproduced in a perturbative expan-

sion in �:

N
� 1
E 0(M ;�)= �1(M )+

�

4
�2(M ) (5.3)

where

�j(M )= h0jS(x)S(y)j0i j= 1;2 (5.4)

�1(1=8)’ � 0:59

�2(1=8)’ + 0:43

aretheground stateexpectation valuesofthenear-

estneighbor(j= 1,hx;yi)and next-nearestneigh-

bor (j = 2, hhx;yii) spin-spin correlators ofthe

unfrustrated Ham iltonian H (� = 0)= H 1(1;1).
18

� Finite-size e�ectsare sm all,ascan be seen from a

com parison oftheexactresultsforthetwo system s

N = 16 and N = 24.

B .M = 1=6

In thiscase the interactionsbetween the dim ersform

quasi-one-dim ensionalclusters with stripe geom etry as

can be seen from Fig. 3(a),(b). The expectation values

E (K j;M = 1=6;�)j = 1;2 in the frozen m onom er ap-

proxim ation areshown in Fig.6.Thetransition pointin

the m agneticorderisfound herat

�c(M = 1=6)= 1:2: (5.5)

Atthis pointthe exactresultofthe N = 4� 6 = 24

system (solid line) has its m axim um . The expectation

valuesE (K j;M = 1=6)deviate signi�cantly for� < 1:2

from the exactresultsgiven by the solid curve.

C .M = 1=4

The con�guration K 1 in Fig. 2(a) is built up from

4-pointsingletclusters. In the frozen m onom erapprox-

im ation we lowerthe energy ifwe substitute each dim er

pair

K1

K2←
↑

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

α

-0.5

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

E
(N

=
4
x
6
,α

,M
=

1
/6

)/
N

E0(N=4x6,α,M=1/6)/NE0(N=4x6,α,M=1/6)/N

0 0.5 1 1.5 2

-0.5

-0.4

-0.3

-0.2

FIG .6. G round state energy persite E 0(N ;M ;�)=N fora

Shastry-Sutherland latticeofN = 4� 6 sitesand correspond-

ing FM A energies ofcon�gurationsK 1;K 2 atm agnetization

M = 1=6.

1

2

3

4

FIG . 7. The 2-dim er cluster in the con�guration K 1

[Fig.2(a)]

[1;2][3;4]! 	(1;2;3;4) (5.6)

by the ground state ofthe 4-point cluster com puted

from the 4-pointHam iltonian

H (1;2;3;4)= S(1)S(2)+ S(3)S(4)+ �S(2)S(3): (5.7)

Thecorresponding ground stateenergy

E (1;2;3;4)= �
2+ �

4
�
1

2

�

4� 2� + �
2
�1=2

< �
3

2
(5.8)

islowerthan the energy ofthe dim erpair. Taking into

accountthise�ectin theexpectation value(3.1)we�nd

E (K 1;M = 1=4)= �
N

16

�

4� 2� + �
2
�1=2

: (5.9)

Notethattherearenointeractionsbetween thedim ersin

the con�guration K 2 [Fig. 2(b)]. Therefore the ground

state energy (3.2)cannotbe lowered through the frozen

m onom erapproxim ation.Theenergy di�erencesof(5.9)

and (3.2)changesitssign at

�c(M = 1=4)=
1

3
(� 1+

p
3)’ 0:869: (5.10)

Below thisvalue the expectation value E (K 1;M = 1=4)

isa very poorapproxim ation forthe exactground state
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FIG .8. G round state energies persite E 0(N ;M ;�)=N for

Shastry-Sutherland latticesofN = 4� 4;4� 6 sitesand cor-

responding FM A energies ofcon�gurations K 1;;K 2 at m ag-

netization M = 1=4.

energy,indicatingthatthetrueground stateisnotrepro-

duced adequatelyby thefrozen m onom erapproxim ation.

In Fig. 8 we com pare the energy expectation values

E (K 1;M = 1=4;�)(5.9)and,E (K 2;M = 1=4;�)(3.2)

with theexactdiagonalizationon�nitesystem swith N =

4� 4 = 16 and N = 4� 6 = 24 sites. The m axim um of

the exactground state energy E 0(M = 1=4;�)isfound

at � ’ 1:5 far beyond the transition point (5.10) from

con�guration K 1 to K 2.

W e havealso studied the form ation ofplateausin the

m agnetization curveatM = 1=8;1=6;1=4by exactdiag-

onalizationson the �nite clusterswith N = 4� 4 = 16

and N = 4� 6 = 24 sites. The lowerand uppercritical

�elds

B L(M ;�)= E 0(M ;�)� E 0(M � 2=N ;�) (5.11)

B U (M ;�)= E 0(M + 2=N ;�)� E 0(M ;�) (5.12)

were com puted from ground state energies E 0(M �

2=N ;�),E 0(M ;�),E 0(M + 2=N ;�)with neighboringto-

talspins S � 1;S;S + 1,S = M � N . The results are

shown in Fig.9 (a)forM = 1=8 (b)forM = 1=6 (c)for

M = 1=4.

For� < 1:2 allcritical�eldsarerather�-independent.

The �nite-sizee�ectsindicate thatthe plateau width

�(M ;�)= B U (M ;�)� B L(M ;�) for� < 1:2 (5.13)

willvanish in the therm odynam ic lim itN ! 1 asitis

known forthe unfrustrated m odel(� = 0).

For � = 1:5 the lower critical�elds B L (M = 1=8;�)

and B L (M = 1=6;�)have a pronounced m inim um ;be-

yond this value (� > 1:5) alllower and upper critical

�eldsforM = 1=8;1=6 increasewith �.

ForM = 1=8 [Fig.9(a)]and � > 1:5,�nite-sizee�ects

appear to be sm allfor B L(M = 1=8;�) but large for

B U (M = 1=8;�). W e suggest that the rectangular ge-

om etry ofthe 4� 6 system m ightberesponsibleforthis

(a)

(b)

(c)
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4
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4
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=
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1.5
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B
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=
4
x
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=
1
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)

0.5 1 1.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

B
L

,U
(N

=
4
x
4
,4

x
6
,M

=
1
/8

)

BL(N=4x6)BL(N=4x6)

BL(N=4x4)BL(N=4x4)

FIG .9. Upper(B U ) and lower(B L ) critical�elds for m ag-

netizationsM = 1=8 (a),1=6 (b),1=4 (c)calculated on Shas-

try-Sutherland latticesofN = 4� 4 (a,c)and N = 4� 6 (a-c)

sites.

failure.Itbreaksthe rotationalinvarianceand therefore

doesnotallow forthe rotated patternsin Fig.4.

For M = 1=4 [Fig. 9(c)]and � > 1:5 we observe a

rather clean signalfor the opening ofa m agnetization

plateau.
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V I.D ISC U SSIO N A N D P ER SP EC T IV ES

In thispaper,wehaveinvestigated them agneticorder

oftheShastry-Sutherland m odelat�xed m agnetizations

M = 1=8;1=6;1=4. Forlarge enough valuesofthe frus-

tration param eter

� > �c(M = 1=8)= 2:3; � > �c(M = 1=6)= 1:2;

� > �c(M = 1=4)= 0:89

con�gurationsbuiltup from singletsand tripletson the

Shastry-Sutherland lattice [cf.Figs.2(b),3(b),4(c),(d)]

{ as they were proposed in [4,5,14]{ yield the lowest

energy expectation values. Here,a strong coupling ap-

proach (�� 1 ! 0) to take into account singlet-triplet

interactionsisapplicable.W ith thism ethod M om oiand

Totsuka14 found evidenceforplateausin the m agnetiza-

tion curveatM = 1=4 and M = 1=6.However,they did

not �nd plateaus at sm aller m agnetizations (M = 1=8

and M = 1=16),\since the m echanism to stabilize these

plateausisnotyetclear" { asthey say.

W e think that this failure has a sim ple explana-

tion: The singlet-triplet con�gurations on the Shastry-

Sutherland lattice (cf. e.g. Fig. 4(c),(d) for M = 1=8)

are unfavorable,since the form ation oftripletson next-

nearestneighborsitescostsenergy [cf. e.g.(2.9)]. Con-

�gurations { like K 2 in Fig. 4(b) for M = 1=8 { with

wellseparated m onom ers(unpaired spin-up states)yield

a lowerenergy aslongas� isnottoo large(� < �c(M =

1=8)= 2:3).

If the coupling � { realized in the com pound

SrC u2(B O 3)2 { is indeed below this value,the exper-

im entally observed plateausatM = 1=8 and M = 1=16

cannot be associated with singlet-triplet con�gurations

on the Shastry-Sutherland lattice.

In order to �nd the correct m agnetic order at low

m agnetizations M < �=2N and � < 2:3 a m ore gen-

eralansatzfortheground statecon�gurationsisneeded.

This can be constructed in term s ofm onom ersat�xed

sites x1 :::x�. The spins on the rem aining sites form

an antiferrom agneticcluster,the ground state energy of

which dependson the�xed positionsofthe� m onom ers.

Therefore, a speci�c distribution of m onom ers charac-

terizing the m agnetic order is given by a m inim um of

the ground state energy ofthe corresponding antiferro-

m agnetic cluster (cf. e.g. Fig. 4(a),(b) for M = 1=8).

W e expect that for sm allvalues of M { in particular

in the sectors with a �nite num ber � ofm onom ers,i.e.

M = �=2N ! 0 forN ! 1 { the singlet-tripletcon�g-

urationson theShastry-Sutherland lattice aredom inant

again (for� � �c(M = 0)= 1:4).Each ofthe(N � �)=2

singletslowerstheenergy by � 3�=4 whereaseach ofthe

few (�=2)tripletscostsenergy �=4.

It should also be noted that the frozen m onom er ap-

proxim ation becom esbetterand betterforM ! 0,since

the antiferrom agnetic clusters cover m ore and m ore of

the wholelattice.

Finally,wehavealsostudied theform ation ofplateaus

in the m agnetization curve of the Shastry-Sutherland

m odel.

W elooked forthe�-dependenceofthelowerand upper

critical�eldsasthey follow from exactdiagonalizations

on �niteclusterswith N = 4� 4= 16and N = 4� 6= 24

sites.Allthe critical�eldsarealm ost�-independentfor

� < 1:2,butchangerapidly abovethisvalue.Indications

fortheopening ofa plateau arevisibleforM = 1=4;1=6

supporting previousresultswith otherm ethods.13{15

Thesituation forM = 1=8 appearsto bem oresubtle.

The lower critical�eld has a pronounced m inim um at

� = 1:5.Here,the �nite-size e�ectsarerathersm all.In

contrasttheuppercritical�eld revealsastrong�nite-size

dependence.Com putationson largersystem sareneeded

fora reliableestim ateofthe therm odynam iclim it.
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