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Anisotropic spin—spin interactions of the symm etry describbed by D zyaloshinsky and
M oriya are generally considered weak, as they depend on the spin-orbit couplings. In frus—
trated spin system s w ith singlet ground states they can, how ever, have rather strong e ects.
W e discuss recent resuls related to two gapped soin system s: CuGeO 3 and SrCuz BO3)2 In
particular. In the st com pound theD zyaloshinsky-M oriya interactionse ectively lower the
sym m etry of the m agnetic unit celland this leads to doubling of the low frequency m ode. In
the second case, the D zyaloshinsky-M ordya interactions also split the lowest m agnon m ode
linearly in the spin-orbit coupling. In addition, the relatively weak D zyaloshinsky-M oriya
Interactions can dom inate the dispersion.

Consideration of the selection rules for optical transitions show that whilke the
D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interactions can explain m uch ofthe dynam ics, they do not explain the
observed transition am plitudes. This leads to a review of recent calculations of anisotropic
spin-phonon couplings. W e discuss how this leads to a novelm echanisn to explain the ESR
Intensities in the soin gap system sdiscussed. Selection rules for this novelm echanism involr—
Ing coupling to the electric eld ofthe resonant probe are discussed and relation to polarised
neutron experim ents brie y m entioned.

x1. Introduction

In strongly strated m agnets w ith singlet ground states D zyaloshinsky-M oriya
interactions®??) 5D 53:61  S3), @ith sum over neighbours i and j), can have
m arked e ects on the dynam ics even though they are generally considered to be a
relatively weak perturbation of the isotropic exchange. By strongly frustrated we
m ean system s that have singlet ground states separated by a gap. Thismay be
associated w ith a soin-P eierls distortion, as exem pli ed by the com pound CuG €03
or purely geom etric frustration, as in the case of the com pound SrCu,; BO 3), which
is close to a m odel system for the Shastry-Sutherland m odel In two din ensions.

M oriya® estin ated that the m agnitude of the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya vector be—
tween two sites is related to the isotropic exchange J by the relation D = (?g)J
if it is allowed by symmetry, where g= g 2 is the m easure of the strength of
spn-orbit Interactions, about .1 in the case of the copper oxides. J is the isotropic
Heisenberg exchange. W e rem ark that one can nd exosptions to the rul that
the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction should be much am aller than the isotropic
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exchange In m odel calculations, essentially by involving superexchange w ith copper—
oxygen-copper angles clbse to 3 , In which case J is exogptionally snall. These
exceptions involve netuning and have, as yet, not been shown to be relevant to
real system s. Local symm etries or approxin ate symm etries m ay of course give a
D zyaloshinsky-M oriya coupling that is much analler: if the relevant exchange J
com es from superexchange paths that have an Inversion symm etry D' m ust vanish,
and if this inversion symm etry is only weakly broken D' must be an all.

W e shallargue nonetheless that D' can dom nate certain features ofthe dynam ics
because:
() i is the kading source of spn anisotropy in zero eld, and
(i) it m ay lower the spatial symm etry ofthe e ective m agnetic m odel.
In each case £ m ay be expected to allow transitions forbidden by the original soin
or space symm etries. Selection rules are necessary to detem ine experim entally the
D' vectors and see what processes are allowed and distinguish from the e ects of
other anisotropies, for exam ple staggered g tensors In  nitemagnetic eld. In some
cases the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction alone does not pem it transitions that
have actually been observed, and this will lead us to consider a higher order of
anisotropy: \dynam icalD zyaloshinsky-M oriya", in which the spin anisotropy is gen-—
erated by distortions of the equilbbriim lattice linear in the phonon coordinates. By
a perturbative treatm ent of this coupling we derive an e ective operator purely in
termm s of spin-operators and again give selection rules. These m ay explain optical
transitions, at wave vectors g = 0, cbserved by ESR and infrared absorption, and,
for nie valuesofq, m ixing of nuclkar and m agnetic neutron scattering am plitudes.

W e rem ark that In the frustrated cases we are discussing, e ects such as the
splittings m ay appear linearly in the strength ofthe D zyaloshinsky-M oriya coupling:
this is In contrast to the case of ordered antiferrom agnets where, for exam ple the
contribution to the energy of a weakly ferrom agnetic state is quadratic n the spin—
orbit strength. In that case the exchange anisotropy, which is also quadratic?, m ay
com pensate at least in special cases®i? . Here the exchange anisotropy is of higher
order and can safely be neglected.

T his paper w ill review m aterial presented in greater detail elsew here, either for
the static D zyaloshinsky-M oriya® and the dynam ic®i7) .

x2. D ynam ics: Exam ples of the in uence ofD zyaloshinsky-M oriya

In this section wew illdiscuss tw o cases w here the direction oftheD zyaloshinsky-—
M oriya vectors can bepredicted from the know ledge ofthe structure and havem arked
e ects on the dynam ics, producing an e ective doubling or tripling of the low fire—
quency m ode, as observed In inelastic scattering of neutrons or In absorption of
light.
21. CuGeOs

W e rst consider the case of CuG €03, that has been much studied as the rst
norganic exam pl of a spin-Pelerls system . In fact analysis of the m agnetic sus—
ceptblity has shown that this system is, n addition to being a soin-P elerls system ,
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m agnetically frustrated. Tt m ay be described by the H am iltonian

H=Hipp +H¢ 2-1)
X L.
Hip =  Jc@+ (1" )Si58u 1,5+ J26S1;5 S 255 22)
i3
He= JpS1;9Si5+ 1 @-3)

i3

cand b refer to crystalline axes of strongest and next-to-strongest m agnetic exchange.
T he argum ent 1is In the chain direction ¢, and j In the transverse direction b. T he low

energy m agnetic excitations are well described by an altermating exchange J¢ (1 )
and second-nearest-neighbour coupling J,. and an interchain coupling J,. T he nu-
m erical values of the couplings can be estim ated, ncluding the e ects of interchain
coupling J,=J. = 0:15, as Jy=J. = 02, din erization 065, . = 122 mev &,
T he dbservation of a second m ode?7 19 (called an \opticalm ode" by the experin en—
talists), with weak intensity, was initally attributed to a slight di erence in the
din erization of altemate chains® but ;n fact ism ore convincingly attributed to the
D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interactions. The altemation of dim erization from chain to

chain (the factor ( l)i+ ) to give a chequerboard structure, is regponsble for the

fact that them ode is out of phase w ith the strongerm ode. From the observed struc—
ture® the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya vectors should be in the e direction, act between

spins in the perpendicular (o) direction and altemate:

X .
HY = ( 1)’DpeSi5 Suyie1) @2-4)
i3
By m aking a rotation ofthe soin axesabout the planeperpendicularto theD zyaloshinsky—

M oriya vectors, follow ng an argum ent of A eck and O shikawa'!)?”), the m agnetic
response can be deduced from that w ithout the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interactions.

S22 (g;!) = cos’ (E)Saa(q;! ) + sjn2<5>sbb<q ~il)
S (g;!) = cos (E)S‘fb(q;!n sin? <5>saa<q ~il)
S ! )= S @;!) @2-5)

where isgiven by tan = Dp=J,.S (§;!) are the dynam ical structure factors for
an isotropicm odel. ~ = (0; ) with respect to axes (q.;9,) and we neglect dispersion
In the a direction as it isvery weak. T here should also be a weak exchange anisotropy
producing an uncbservably an all splitting ofthe \acousticm ode" butwe shallneglect
this. Thus the \opticm ode" is in fact the sam em ode seen at a di erent m om entum

transfer and should be visbl with relative intensity: (DJ—;’)2 . From the ocbserved

intensity ¥, this gives an estin ate of the m agnitude of the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya
vector as D 0#4m eV . W e ram ark that a test of this m echanisn should be the
behaviour In nie eld: asonly the two polarizations transverse to the direction of
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the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya vector are lnvolred in the doubling, in extemalm agnetic
eld parallel toD the \optic m ode" should split into two branches

22. SICU2 CBO3)2

The second case is that of Strontium C opper Borate. T his com pound is very
Interesting in that restricting rst to isotropic interactions, it can be considered as
plnes of spins % Interacting via the Ham iltonian of the Shastry-Sutherland m odel
In two dim ensions. T hism odelhas the peculiarity that the product of singlt states
on the closest dim ers w ith the stronger exchange J is still an exact eigenvector w hen
the frustrated second nearest neighbour interactions J° are included *?) . Furthem ore
this eigenvector is the ground state even for the relatively large value of the relative
coupling J%J = 0:62. This ratio is estin ated either from the susceptibility '3 orthe
ratio of the energies of singlkt states, seen In Ram an scattering to triplet energies,
seen by m agnetic neutron scattering’® . T he interaction between planes is via cou-
plings that are both weak and frustrated. W hen we take into account anisotropies
the ground state w illbe perturbed. N evertheless we have a rare exam plk of a system
w ith exponentially decaying m agnetic correlations and a ground state that can be
described as a localproduct of din ers w th an all corrections. Here we shall n fact
consider a slightly idealized view of the com pound, ignoring a am allbuckling of the
plnes. In this case the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya couplings are strictly perpendicular
to the planes, act between the nextnearest neighbour copper ions and, as shown
in'?, give ne structure to the Iowest Iyingm agnon: ie. a sm all splitting into three
m odes, as had been cbserved in the optical experin ents of N oJjiri et al'® and the
neutron inelastic scattering. Taking into acocount renom alisation of the gap by the
frustrated interactions, the splitting can be used to derive a precise num erical value
of the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya vectors D' ©= 0:18 meV .

The 1rst e ect of the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interactions is then to split the
originaltriplet states. Them ore strikking e ect isthat this golitting can dom nate the
dispersion. P ropagation of the m agnons in the Shastry-Sutherland lattice is weak:
frustration of the interdin er couplings lads to a bandw idth that begins in sixth
order n J%J. The D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction, in contrast, is not frustrated
and the splitting is lnear n " j. T hus the splitting due to D zyaloshinsky-M oriya
Interaction is estim ated to be larger than that of the dispersion due to interdim er
coupling, even though that coupling is m uch larger®® .

x3. Selection rules for D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction

In the optical experin ents of N ojiriet al'?71%), the resonance is from the ground
state to the excited m agnetic states. T he cbservation of absorption requires som e
anisotropies: as the ground state w ithout anisotropies is a spjp singlet the opera—
tor corresponding to coupling w ith the probem agnetic eldh: ;S; applied to the
ground state vanishes. A sthe D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction m ixes in non-singlet
com ponents the m atrix elem ents to excited statesm ay be non-zero. W e can rst es—
tin ate which ones are non-zero, and the dependence of the absorption strengths on
extemal eld, if we consider strictly local symm etries®® . This m eans we con—
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sidering two spins In extermal uniform applied eldH and with di erent possbl
polarizations of the resonating probe eldh:

H S1;S2)=JS1 S+ D 1 S2) H 1+ 8S2) HE S+ S2)61)

where D istheD zyaloshinsky-M oriya vector and H' is the extemalm agnetic eld. If
H isparallelto D then the com ponent oftotal spin In their comm on direction (z ket
us say) is a constant of the m otion. T herefore only polarisations of B perpendicular
toH orD willgive absorption to stateswih S *?= 1. The strength of absorption
w ill be independent of the eld as the eigenvectors do not change wih H . ForH
perpendicular to D', the total spin along the axis of D' is no longer a constant of
the m otion: therefore there willbe eld dependence of the absorption of the three
di erent com ponents of the resonating eld. These general properties are clearly
shared by the lattice m odel but the exact dependencies for B perpendicular to I
must be calculated. Explictt results are given in reference® . Such selection rules
are used to verify the direction of the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya vector, especially In
the case when sym m etry alone cannot uniquely determ ine its direction. In addition
there are further constraints we can call \lattice selection rules" which depend on
the overall pattem of D zyaloshinsky-M oriya vectors. A pplied to the two structures
we are considering, these have interesting consequences: In the case of CuGe0 3,
from the argum ent we have m entioned of a rotation of axes of the spin variables,
only the \optic m ode" should be visble at g= 0. Thiswas In agreem ent w ith older
results!”i1®), but the recent results of Nojiriet al'® showed that both m odes were
visble. Sin ilarly In the case of the SxCu,; BO 3),, a lattice symm etry (r2 ection in
a diagonal followed by rotation by ) leads to a zero am plitude for excitation of
the triplet states, even in the presence of the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya couplings. O £
course, there are additional anisotropies due to slight buckling of the planes and
anisotropies of the g tensors, but nevertheless the am plitude of the absorption in
the two cases is som ew hat surprising and this leads us to consider an altemative
explanation In term s of a dynam icalD zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction.

x4 . D ynam icalD zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction

W e shallnow consider a generalanisotropic spin-phonon couplings corresoonding
to m odulation of the exchange by linear coupling to lattice distortions. The term in
the H am iltonian coupling the phonon and spin operators is:

X
HO= JqUSiS5+ dy Ui Sy1) 4-1)
ijd
where uy, isthe com ponent of the displacem ent operator of atom d In unit cell i,
gy and dy are, respectively, the isotropic spin-phonon coupling and the dynam ical
D zyaloshinskiM oriya interaction.

A typical case in Copper oxide is that there are frequently bridges of Cu,0 »
w ith inversion symm etry in the equilbbrium state. In the presence of a phonon, the
atom ic positionsm ay m ove so as to instantaneously rem ove the inversion sym m etry,
generating a D zyaloshinsky-M oriya anisotropy.
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Consideration of \dynam ical" D zyaloshinsky-M oriya termm s were in fact m oti-
vated rst by experin ents in inelastic neutron scattering in which by m easurem ent
of the polarisation of scattered neutrons one can probem ixed \nuclar", ie. nvol/—
ing the positions of the nuclki that scatter from neutrons via the strong interaction
and \m agnetic", ie. Interactions from them agnetic elds generated by the spin and
orbitalm om ents of electrons??i29 | In this case the geom etry of the experin ent is
such that only correlations between the two termm s can give a non—zero resuls, and
furthem ore, as a rotation can bem easured only an interaction w ith a \handedness"
such as the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction can give a non-zero resul?? .

41. Consequences for optical experim ents: e eld absorption

In thispaperwe w illnot consider the e ect In neutron scattering ( see reference
7)) but the analogous e ect In optical absorption. The essential ponnt is that as
the spin-orbit Interaction m ixes orbital and spin degrees of freedom , the ssparation
between coupling to the m agnetic eld and the elctric elds of the probe is no
longer com plte: In fact the electric eld, which one would expect to couple only
to the dipolk electric m om ents will also e ectively coupl to the spins and give
absorption to excitations considered nom ally sin ply \m agnetic". Thee ectscan be
calculated perturbatively in the spirit of F leury and Loudon ??) ©rR am an absorption
to m agnetically excited states, but w ith the di erence that the spin-orbit interaction
is included, and that the excited states are nvolring a phonon excitation rather than
an electronic excitation?® . The linear Ham iltonian is applied to the ground state
and the excited m agnetic state of the unperturbed Ham iltonian to st order. The
m atrix elem ent of the electric dipolk operator between the perturbed states 0° and
0including H ° can then be w ritten as that of an e ective operator acting betw een
the unperturbed states 0 and . This operator is purely written in tem s of soin
operators:

h% qugedli=h j SiS5+ ~:6; S4) j0i 42)
id ij
X S
= Tz 2% Ds») 4-3)
s S
X S
= 57— —3%&0s® (4-4)
s S

where Dg = F a9 dsg=0) is the am plitude of the Instantaneous elkctric dipole of
the unit cell due to the phonon mode s with energy s = (o) wlﬂ)ich displaces
the charges ¢ . The nalm agnetic state has an energy ! . gs = a; 94 gs IS
the am plitude of the variation of the m agnetic exchange energy due the atom ic
distortions of the phonon s ( 4, is the am plitude of the m otion of the atom d, in
the direction due to the phonon s at g= 0). Here the sum 1ij is assum ed to run
over a set of equivalent neighbours: m ore generally there could be a set of and
for di erent nequivalent neighbours. The selection rules for the contribution of a
particular phonon m ode s to contribute are that:
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(@) Dsw») 6 0: the virtual phonon s creates distortions that carry an instan—
taneous elctric dipole D . In other words, the phonon s must be optically
active.

(i)

{ g5 & 0: The distortion ofthe unit cell due to the phonon s m odulates the

m agnetic exchange between the spins. O nly spin-conserving transitions at
S tr= 0 are allowed.

{ ds & 0: The distortion of the unit cell due to the phonon s must break
Instantaneously the sym m etry by inversion at them iddl ofthebond; so as
to allow an Instantaneous D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction of am plitude
ds. Transitionsbetween di erent spin states Sy = 0; 1 are allowed.

N ote that the selection rules nvolre detailed know ledge ofdi erent phonons. D irec—
tions of the vector d5 are constrained by the sym m etry rules for static D zyaloshinsky—
M oriya interactions applied to structure distorted by the given phonon s from the
equilbrium structure. The factors O'gr) can be m easured ndependently from the
Intensity at the frequency ¢ of the real phonon creation. For extemal m agnetic
eld parallel to™ the total com ponent of spin In this comm on direction say is
conserved ( if this is the soke form of anisotropy or, if not, if this direction is an
axis of symm etry shared w ith the other anisotropies) and only transitions to the
eld-independent level S = 0 should be cbserved: thus the selection rule is quite
di erent from that for m agnetic transitions wih a (static) D zyaloshinsky-M oriya
Interaction in the sam e direction. Again ora eld in the transverse directions there
w ill be transitions to the three states w ith m agnetic eld dependence that could be
calculated as in reference® . Note that the wave fiinctions m ust lnclude any static
D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction D' and the m atrix elem ents involve in general dif-
ferent vectors ¥. From the absolute intensities one should be abl to deduce the
m agneto-elastic constants g5, and the com ponents of ;. In a fiill com parison to ex—
perim ent it is desirable to controlthe polarisations ofthee and i elds of the probe
separately. Frequently only the direction ofpropagation, ie. their vector product, is
controlled w ith respect to the crystalaxes. R ecent experin entsby Roeem et al.??) of
Infrared absorption w ith polarised electrom agnetic waves seem to be consistent w ith
the selection rules enunciated: for exam ple in CuG eO 3 extinction for e k ¢?°)i26)
follow s as the m irror planes of the equilbrium structure are m aintained under an
assum ed distortion of the atom s along the ¢ axis. In SrCu; BO 3), we have also
found " good agreem ent w ith the experin ents??), at Jeast by using a sin pli ed view
of the structure. If, for exam ple, e is taken in the (ab) plane and we assum e that
even w ih the virtual phonon that couples to such an elkctric eld the (@b) plane
ram ains a m irror plane. In this case the e ective operator, by the standard sym —
m etry argum ents, w ill have com ponents along the caxis only. A s argued above,
there should be absorption to the S, = 0 m ode only, provided the extemalm agnetic
edH k c, and eld-dependent absorption to the (static) D zyaloshinsky-M oriya
Interaction split lines for H ? c.
W ew illnot com pare to the neutron case in detail®?”) butnote that in calculating
the relevant m atrix elem ent for \nuclear" scattering to a m agnetic state, w hike the
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sam e m agneto-elastic constants and vectors w ill enter, the vectors ~ willdi er as
Dse) for exam ple w illbe replaced by the phonon form factor for nuclkar neutron
scattering. T he selection rules involve the scattering geom etry, and thereforedi erent
phononsm ay contribute.

x5. Conclusions

W e have reviewed results for the selection rules goveming optical absorption, in
particular In the presence ofboth staticD zyaloshinsky-M oridya interactions and temm s
generated by coupling to phonons that lower the sym m etry. In the second case both
nuclear and m agnetic scattering am plitudes arem ixed in inelastic neutron scattering,
and optically, m agnetic states m ay be excited by the electric eld com ponent of the
probe. Testing of these e ects can be by a fi1ll polarization experin ents in both
cases: In neutron scattering by polarisation ofboth incom ing and outcom ing beam s,
and, In the optical experin ents, by controlling the polarisation of the electric and
m agnetic com ponents.
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