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Anisotropic spin-spin interactions of the sym m etry described by D zyaloshinsky and

M oriya are generally considered weak,asthey depend on the spin-orbitcouplings. In frus-

trated spin system swith singletground statesthey can,however,haveratherstrong e�ects.

W ediscussrecentresultsrelated to two gapped spin system s:CuG eO 3 and SrCu2(BO 3)2 in

particular.In the�rstcom pound theD zyaloshinsky-M oriyainteractionse�ectively lowerthe

sym m etry ofthem agneticunitcelland thisleadsto doubling ofthelow frequency m ode.In

the second case,the D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interactions also split the lowest m agnon m ode

linearly in the spin-orbit coupling. In addition,the relatively weak D zyaloshinsky-M oriya

interactionscan dom inate the dispersion.

Consideration of the selection rules for optical transitions show that while the

D zyaloshinsky-M oriyainteractionscan explain m uch ofthedynam ics,theydonotexplain the

observed transition am plitudes. Thisleads to a review ofrecentcalculations ofanisotropic

spin-phonon couplings.W ediscusshow thisleadsto a novelm echanism to explain theESR

intensitiesin thespin gap system sdiscussed.Selection rulesforthisnovelm echanism involv-

ing coupling to theelectric�eld oftheresonantprobearediscussed and relation to polarised

neutron experim entsbrie
y m entioned.

x1. Introduction

In strongly frustrated m agnetswith singletground statesDzyaloshinsky-M oriya

interactions1);2)
P

i;j
~D i;j:(~Si� ~Sj),(with sum over neighbours iand j),can have

m arked e� ects on the dynam ics even though they are generally considered to be a

relatively weak perturbation ofthe isotropic exchange. By strongly frustrated we

m ean system s that have singlet ground states separated by a gap. This m ay be

associated with a spin-Peierlsdistortion,asexem pli� ed by the com pound CuG eO3

orpurely geom etric frustration,asin thecaseofthecom pound SrCu2(BO 3)2 which

isclose to a m odelsystem fortheShastry-Sutherland m odelin two dim ensions.

M oriya2) estim ated thatthem agnitudeoftheDzyaloshinsky-M oriya vectorbe-

tween two sites is related to the isotropic exchange J by the relation D = (
�g

g
)J

ifit is allowed by sym m etry,where �g = g � 2 is the m easure ofthe strength of

spin-orbitinteractions,about.1 in the case ofthe copperoxides. J isthe isotropic

Heisenberg exchange. W e rem ark that one can � nd exceptions to the rule that

the Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction should be m uch sm aller than the isotropic
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exchangein m odelcalculations,essentially by involving superexchangewith copper-

oxygen-copper angles close to �
2
,in which case J is exceptionally sm all. These

exceptions involve � ne-tuning and have,as yet,not been shown to be relevant to

realsystem s. Localsym m etries or approxim ate sym m etries m ay ofcourse give a

Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya coupling that is m uch sm aller: if the relevant exchange J

com es from superexchange pathsthathave an inversion sym m etry ~D m ustvanish,

and ifthisinversion sym m etry isonly weakly broken ~D m ustbesm all.

W eshallarguenonethelessthat ~D can dom inatecertain featuresofthedynam ics

because:

(i)itistheleading source ofspin anisotropy in zero � eld,and

(ii)itm ay lowerthe spatialsym m etry ofthee� ective m agnetic m odel.

In each case itm ay be expected to allow transitionsforbidden by the originalspin

orspace sym m etries. Selection rulesare necessary to determ ine experim entally the
~D vectors and see what processes are allowed and distinguish from the e� ects of

otheranisotropies,forexam ple staggered g tensorsin � nitem agnetic � eld.In som e

cases the Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction alone does not perm ittransitions that

have actually been observed, and this willlead us to consider a higher order of

anisotropy:\dynam icalDzyaloshinsky-M oriya",in which thespin anisotropy isgen-

erated by distortionsoftheequilibrium lattice linearin thephonon coordinates.By

a perturbative treatm ent ofthis coupling we derive an e� ective operator purely in

term s ofspin-operators and again give selection rules. These m ay explain optical

transitions,atwave vectors q = 0,observed by ESR and infrared absorption,and,

for� nitevaluesofq,m ixing ofnuclearand m agneticneutron scattering am plitudes.

W e rem ark that in the frustrated cases we are discussing,e� ects such as the

splittingsm ay appearlinearly in thestrength oftheDzyaloshinsky-M oriya coupling:

this is in contrast to the case ofordered antiferrom agnets where,for exam ple the

contribution to the energy ofa weakly ferrom agnetic state isquadratic in the spin-

orbitstrength.In thatcasetheexchangeanisotropy,which isalso quadratic2),m ay

com pensate atleastin specialcases3);4).Here the exchange anisotropy isofhigher

orderand can safely beneglected.

Thispaperwillreview m aterialpresented in greaterdetailelsewhere,eitherfor

the static Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya5) and the dynam ic6);7).

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

In thissection wewilldiscusstwocaseswherethedirection oftheDzyaloshinsky-

M oriyavectorscan bepredicted from theknowledgeofthestructureand havem arked

e� ects on the dynam ics,producing an e� ective doubling or tripling ofthe low fre-

quency m ode, as observed in inelastic scattering of neutrons or in absorption of

light.

2.1. CuG eO 3

W e � rstconsiderthe case ofCuG eO3,thathasbeen m uch studied as the � rst

inorganic exam ple ofa spin-Peierls system . In fact analysis ofthe m agnetic sus-

ceptiblity hasshown thatthissystem is,in addition to being a spin-Peierlssystem ,
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m agnetically frustrated.Itm ay bedescribed by theHam iltonian

H = H 1D + H t (2.1)

H 1D =
X

i;j

Jc(1+ �(� 1)i+ j)~Si;j:~Si+ 1;j+ J2c
~Si;j:

~Si+ 2;j (2.2)

H t=
X

i;j

Jb
~Si;j:

~Si;j+ 1 (2.3)

cand brefertocrystallineaxesofstrongestand next-to-strongestm agneticexchange.

Theargum entiisin thechain direction c,and jin thetransversedirection b.Thelow

energy m agnetic excitationsarewelldescribed by an alternating exchange Jc(1� �)

and second-nearest-neighbourcoupling J2c and an interchain coupling Jb. The nu-

m ericalvaluesofthe couplingscan be estim ated,including the e� ectsofinterchain

coupling Jb=Jc = 0:15,as J2c=Jc = 0:2,dim erization � � :065,Jc = 12:2 m eV 8).

Theobservation ofa second m ode9);10)(called an \opticalm ode" by theexperim en-

talists), with weak intensity, was initially attributed to a slight di� erence in the

dim erization ofalternate chains8) butin factism oreconvincingly attributed to the

Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya interactions. The alternation ofdim erization from chain to

chain (the factor (� 1)i+ j)to give a chequer-board structure,isresponsible for the

factthatthem odeisoutofphasewith thestrongerm ode.From theobserved struc-

ture6) the Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya vectors should be in the ~c direction,act between

spinsin the perpendicular(b)direction and alternate:

H
D M
?

=
X

i;j

(� 1)jD b~c:(~Si;j � ~Si;j+ 1) (2.4)

Bym akingarotation ofthespin axesabouttheplaneperpendiculartotheDzyaloshinsky-

M oriya vectors,following an argum entofA� eck and O shikawa11);7),the m agnetic

responsecan bededuced from thatwithouttheDzyaloshinsky-M oriya interactions.

S
aa
D (~q;!)= cos2(

�

2
)Saa(~q;!)+ sin2(

�

2
)Sbb(~q� ~�;!)

S
bb
D (~q;!)= cos2(

�

2
)Sbb(~q;!)+ sin2(

�

2
)Saa(~q� ~�;!)

S
cc
D (~q;!)= S

cc(~q;!) (2.5)

where� isgiven by tan� = Db=Jb.S
��(~q;!)arethedynam icalstructurefactorsfor

an isotropicm odel.~� = (0;�)with respectto axes(qc;qb)and weneglectdispersion

in thea direction asitisvery weak.Thereshould alsobeaweak exchangeanisotropy

producingan unobservablysm allsplittingofthe\acousticm ode"butweshallneglect

this.Thusthe\opticm ode" isin factthesam em odeseen ata di� erentm om entum

transfer and should be visible with relative intensity: (
D b

Jb
)2. From the observed

intensity9),this gives an estim ate ofthe m agnitude ofthe Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya

vector as D � 0:4m eV.W e rem ark that a test ofthis m echanism should be the

behaviourin � nite� eld:asonly thetwo polarizationstransverse to the direction of
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the Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya vectorare involved in thedoubling,in externalm agnetic

� eld parallelto~D the\optic m ode" should splitinto two branches

2.2. SrCu2(BO 3)2

The second case is that ofStrontium Copper Borate. This com pound is very

interesting in thatrestricting � rstto isotropic interactions,itcan be considered as

planesofspins 1

2
interacting via the Ham iltonian ofthe Shastry-Sutherland m odel

in two dim ensions.Thism odelhasthepeculiarity thattheproductofsingletstates

on theclosestdim erswith thestrongerexchangeJ isstillan exacteigenvectorwhen

thefrustrated second nearestneighbourinteractionsJ0areincluded12).Furtherm ore

thiseigenvectoristheground stateeven fortherelatively large valueoftherelative

coupling J0=J = 0:62.Thisratio isestim ated eitherfrom thesusceptibility13) orthe

ratio ofthe energies ofsinglet states,seen in Ram an scattering to triplet energies,

seen by m agnetic neutron scattering14).The interaction between planesisvia cou-

plingsthatare both weak and frustrated. W hen we take into accountanisotropies

theground statewillbeperturbed.Neverthelesswehavea rareexam pleofa system

with exponentially decaying m agnetic correlations and a ground state that can be

described asa localproductofdim erswith sm allcorrections. Here we shallin fact

considera slightly idealized view ofthe com pound,ignoring a sm allbuckling ofthe

planes. In this case the Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya couplings are strictly perpendicular

to the planes,act between the next-nearest neighbour copper ions and,as shown

in14),give� nestructureto thelowestlying m agnon:i.e.a sm allsplitting into three

m odes,as had been observed in the opticalexperim ents ofNojiriet al15) and the

neutron inelastic scattering. Taking into accountrenorm alisation ofthe gap by the

frustrated interactions,thesplitting can beused to derivea precisenum ericalvalue

oftheDzyaloshinsky-M oriya vectors ~D c = 0:18 m eV.

The � rst e� ect of the Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya interactions is then to split the

originaltripletstates.Them orestrikinge� ectisthatthissplittingcan dom inatethe

dispersion. Propagation ofthe m agnonsin the Shastry-Sutherland lattice is weak:

frustration ofthe interdim er couplings leads to a bandwidth that begins in sixth

orderin J0=J. The Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction,in contrast,isnotfrustrated

and the splitting is linear in j~D j. Thus the splitting due to Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya

interaction is estim ated to be larger than that ofthe dispersion due to interdim er

coupling,even though thatcoupling ism uch larger14).

x3. Selection rules for D zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction

In theopticalexperim entsofNojirietal10);15),theresonanceisfrom theground

state to the excited m agnetic states. The observation ofabsorption requires som e

anisotropies: as the ground state without anisotropies is a spin singlet the opera-

torcorresponding to coupling with the probe m agnetic � eld~h:
P

iSi applied to the

ground statevanishes.AstheDzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction m ixesin non-singlet

com ponentsthem atrix elem entsto excited statesm ay benon-zero.W ecan � rstes-

tim ate which onesare non-zero,and the dependenceofthe absorption strengthson

external� eld,ifwe consider strictly localsym m etries16);5). This m eans we con-
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sidering two spins in externaluniform applied � eld ~H and with di� erent possible

polarizationsofthe resonating probe� eld~h:

H (~S1;~S2)= J~S1 �
~S2 + ~D � (~S1 � ~S2)� ~H � (~S1 + ~S2)� ~h(t)� (~S1 + ~S2);(3.1)

where ~D istheDzyaloshinsky-M oriya vectorand ~H istheexternalm agnetic� eld.If
~H isparallelto ~D then thecom ponentoftotalspin in theircom m on direction (z let

ussay)isa constantofthem otion.Thereforeonly polarisationsof~h perpendicular

to ~H or ~D willgiveabsorption to stateswith �S z = � 1.Thestrength ofabsorption

willbe independentofthe � eld as the eigenvectors do not change with H . For~H

perpendicular to ~D ,the totalspin along the axis of ~D is no longer a constant of

the m otion: therefore there willbe � eld dependence ofthe absorption ofthe three

di� erent com ponents ofthe resonating � eld. These generalproperties are clearly

shared by the lattice m odelbut the exact dependencies for ~H perpendicularto ~D

m ust be calculated. Explicit results are given in reference5). Such selection rules

are used to verify the direction ofthe Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya vector,especially in

thecase when sym m etry alone cannotuniquely determ ineitsdirection.In addition

there are further constraints we can call\lattice selection rules" which depend on

the overallpattern ofDzyaloshinsky-M oriya vectors. Applied to the two structures

we are considering,these have interesting consequences: in the case ofCuG eO 3,

from the argum ent we have m entioned ofa rotation ofaxes ofthe spin variables,

only the\optic m ode" should bevisibleatq= 0.Thiswasin agreem entwith older

results17);18),butthe recentresultsofNojirietal10) showed thatboth m odeswere

visible. Sim ilarly in the case ofthe SrCu2(BO 3)2,a lattice sym m etry (re
 ection in

a diagonalfollowed by rotation by �) leads to a zero am plitude for excitation of

the triplet states,even in the presence ofthe Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya couplings. O f

course,there are additionalanisotropies due to slight buckling ofthe planes and

anisotropies ofthe g tensors,butnevertheless the am plitude ofthe absorption in

the two cases is som ewhat surprising and this leads us to consider an alternative

explanation in term sofa dynam icalDzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction.

x4. D ynam icalD zyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction

W eshallnow considerageneralanisotropicspin-phononcouplingscorresponding

to m odulation oftheexchange by linearcoupling to lattice distortions.Theterm in

the Ham iltonian coupling the phonon and spin operatorsis:

H
0=

X

ijd��

g
�
du

�
id
~Si:
~Sj + d

��

d
u
�
id(
~Si�

~Sj+ 1)
� (4.1)

where u�
id
isthe � com ponentofthe displacem entoperatorofatom d in unitcelli,

g�
d
and d

��

d
are,respectively,the isotropic spin-phonon coupling and the dynam ical

Dzyaloshinski-M oriya interaction.

A typicalcase in Copper oxide is that there are frequently bridges ofCu2O 2

with inversion sym m etry in the equilibrium state.In the presence ofa phonon,the

atom icpositionsm ay m oveso asto instantaneously rem ovetheinversion sym m etry,

generating a Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya anisotropy.
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Consideration of\dynam ical" Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya term s were in fact m oti-

vated � rstby experim entsin inelastic neutron scattering in which by m easurem ent

ofthepolarisation ofscattered neutronsonecan probem ixed \nuclear",i.e.involv-

ing the positionsofthe nucleithatscatterfrom neutronsvia the strong interaction

and \m agnetic",i.e.interactionsfrom them agnetic� eldsgenerated by thespin and

orbitalm om entsofelectrons19);20) .In thiscase the geom etry ofthe experim entis

such thatonly correlations between the two term scan give a non-zero results,and

furtherm ore,asa rotation can bem easured only an interaction with a \handedness"

such astheDzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction can give a non-zero result21).

4.1. Consequencesfor opticalexperim ents:~e �eld absorption

In thispaperwewillnotconsiderthee� ectin neutron scattering (seereference
7)) but the analogous e� ect in opticalabsorption. The essentialpoint is that as

the spin-orbitinteraction m ixesorbitaland spin degreesoffreedom ,the separation

between coupling to the m agnetic � eld and the electric � elds of the probe is no

longer com plete: in fact the electric � eld,which one would expect to couple only

to the dipole electric m om ents will also e� ectively couple to the spins and give

absorption toexcitationsconsidered norm ally sim ply \m agnetic".Thee� ectscan be

calculated perturbativelyin thespiritofFleuryand Loudon22)forRam an absorption

to m agnetically excited states,butwith thedi� erencethatthespin-orbitinteraction

isincluded,and thattheexcited statesareinvolving aphonon excitation ratherthan

an electronic excitation23). The linear Ham iltonian is applied to the ground state

and the excited m agnetic state ofthe unperturbed Ham iltonian to � rstorder. The

m atrix elem ent ofthe electric dipole operatorbetween the perturbed states 00 and

�0including H 0can then be written asthatofan e� ective operatoracting between

the unperturbed states 0 and �. This operator is purely written in term s ofspin

operators:

h�
0
j
X

id

qd~uid:~ej0
0
i= h� j

X

ij


~Si:
~Sj + ~�:(~Si� ~Sj)j0i (4.2)


 =
X

s


 s

!2� � 
 2
s

gs(~D s:~e) (4.3)

~� =
X

s


 s

!2� � 
 2
s

~ds(~D s:~e) (4.4)

where ~D s =
P

dqd
~�ds(q= 0) is the am plitude ofthe instantaneous electric dipole of

the unitcelldue to the phonon m ode s with energy 
 s = 
 (q= 0;s) which displaces

the charges qd . The � nalm agnetic state has an energy !�. gs =
P

d;� g
�
d�

�
ds is

the am plitude of the variation of the m agnetic exchange energy due the atom ic

distortions ofthe phonon s (��
ds

is the am plitude ofthe m otion ofthe atom d,in

the direction � due to the phonon s atq = 0). Here the sum ij isassum ed to run

overa setofequivalentneighbours:m ore generally there could be a setof
 and �

for di� erent inequivalent neighbours. The selection rules for the contribution ofa

particularphonon m odes to contribute are that:
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� (i) (~D s:~e)6= 0: the virtualphonon s creates distortions that carry an instan-

taneous electric dipole D s. In other words,the phonon s m ust be optically

active.

� (ii)

{ gs 6= 0:Thedistortion oftheunitcelldueto thephonon s m odulatesthe

m agneticexchangebetween thespins.O nly spin-conserving transitionsat

�S tot= 0 are allowed.

{ ~ds 6= 0: The distortion ofthe unit celldue to the phonon s m ust break

instantaneously thesym m etrybyinversion atthem iddleofthebond;soas

to allow an instantaneousDzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction ofam plitude
~ds.Transitionsbetween di� erentspin states�Stot= 0;� 1 are allowed.

Notethattheselection rulesinvolvedetailed knowledgeofdi� erentphonons.Direc-

tionsofthevector~ds areconstrained by thesym m etry rulesforstaticDzyaloshinsky-

M oriya interactions applied to structure distorted by the given phonon s from the

equilibrium structure. The factors(~D s:~e)can be m easured independently from the

intensity at the frequency 
 s ofthe realphonon creation. For externalm agnetic

� eld parallelto~� the totalcom ponent ofspin in this com m on direction � say is

conserved ( ifthis is the sole form ofanisotropy or,ifnot,ifthis direction is an

axis ofsym m etry shared with the other anisotropies) and only transitions to the

� eld-independentlevel�S� = 0 should beobserved:thustheselection ruleisquite

di� erent from that for m agnetic transitions with a (static) Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya

interaction in thesam edirection.Again fora � eld in thetransversedirectionsthere

willbetransitionsto the three stateswith m agnetic � eld dependencethatcould be

calculated as in reference5). Note thatthe wave functionsm ustinclude any static

Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction ~D and them atrix elem entsinvolve in generaldif-

ferent vectors ~�. From the absolute intensities one should be able to deduce the

m agneto-elastic constantsgs,and thecom ponentsof~ds.In a fullcom parison to ex-

perim entitisdesirableto controlthepolarisationsofthe~eand ~h � eldsoftheprobe

separately.Frequently only thedirection ofpropagation,i.e.theirvectorproduct,is

controlled with respectto thecrystalaxes.Recentexperim entsby R~o~om etal.24) of

infrared absorption with polarised electrom agnetic wavesseem to beconsistentwith

the selection rules enunciated: for exam ple in CuG eO 3 extinction for ~e k c25);26)

follows as the m irror planes ofthe equilibrium structure are m aintained under an

assum ed distortion ofthe atom s along the c� axis. In SrCu2(BO 3)2 we have also

found7) good agreem entwith theexperim ents24),atleastby using a sim pli� ed view

ofthe structure. If,for exam ple,~e is taken in the (ab) plane and we assum e that

even with the virtualphonon that couples to such an electric � eld the (ab) plane

rem ains a m irror plane. In this case the e� ective operator,by the standard sym -

m etry argum ents,willhave com ponents along the c-axis only. As argued above,

thereshould beabsorption to theSz = 0 m odeonly,provided theexternalm agnetic

� eld ~H k c,and � eld-dependent absorption to the (static) Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya

interaction splitlinesfor ~H ? c.

W ewillnotcom paretotheneutron casein detail6);7)butnotethatin calculating

the relevantm atrix elem entfor\nuclear" scattering to a m agnetic state,while the
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sam e m agneto-elastic constants and vectors willenter,the vectors ~� willdi� er as

(~D s:~e)for exam ple willbe replaced by the phonon form factor fornuclear neutron

scattering.Theselection rulesinvolvethescatteringgeom etry,and thereforedi� erent

phononsm ay contribute.

x5. C onclusions

W ehavereviewed resultsfortheselection rulesgoverning opticalabsorption,in

particularin thepresenceofboth staticDzyaloshinsky-M oriyainteractionsand term s

generated by coupling to phononsthatlowerthesym m etry.In thesecond caseboth

nuclearand m agneticscatteringam plitudesarem ixed in inelasticneutron scattering,

and optically,m agnetic statesm ay beexcited by theelectric � eld com ponentofthe

probe. Testing ofthese e� ects can be by a fullpolarization experim ents in both

cases:in neutron scattering by polarisation ofboth incom ing and outcom ing beam s,

and,in the opticalexperim ents,by controlling the polarisation ofthe electric and

m agnetic com ponents.
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