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M agnetic phase diagram and structure ofthe m agnetic phases in the

quasi-one-dim ensionalantiferrom agnet B aC u2Si2O 7: sym m etry analysis.
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W e have perform ed a sym m etry analysis ofthe properties ofthe recently discovered quasi-one-

dim ensionalcom pound BaCu2Si2O 7. The existence ofthe unusualspin-reorientation transitions

is explained as an e�ect ofthe unusually strong relativistic interactions. The possible connection

between the m agnitude of the relativistic interactions and the low-dim ensional structure of the

BaCu2Si2O 7 isdiscussed.The structure ofthe m agnetic phasesisdeterm ined.

PACS num bers:75.50.Ee,75.30.K z

K eywords:one-dim ensionalm agnets,spin-reorientation transitions

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

Low-dim ensionalm agnetsaresubjectofintenseinter-
estduetotheim portantroleofthequantum uctuations
in thesesystem s.Asitwasrigorouslyshown1,noantifer-
rom agneticordercan existin an one-dim ensionalsystem .
However,a weak interchain interaction leadsto the for-
m ation oflong-rangem agneticorder.
Di�erenttypesofm agneticorder(di�ering by therel-

ativeorientation ofthespins)arepossibleiftheunitcell
ofan antiferrom agnetcontainsm ore than two m agnetic
ions. A transition from the param agnetic phase to the
phase with lowest exchange energy occurs at the N�eel
point.The di�erencebetween energiesofdi�erenttypes
ofm agneticorderin usual3D-antiferrom agnetsisofthe
scaleofthe exchangeinteraction J.
Q uasi-one-dim ensional antiferrom agnets have som e

unique properties: First,ifthe order types di�er only
by the orientations of the spins in the directions per-
pendicular to the chain,the energy di�erence between
these ordered states willbe sm all(of the scale of the
sm allinterchain-exchangeinteraction J? ).A second pe-
culiarity arises from the m icroscopic structure of low-
dim ensional m agnets. Sm all values of the interchain-
exchange constants in inorganic com pounds are fre-
quently due to the orthogonality of the corresponding
electron orbitals. Since this"90�"-rule isnotapplicable
tootherinterchain interactions,relativisticinterchain in-
teractions(such asanisotropicorDzyaloshinskii-M oriya
exchange interactions)can com pete with the interchain
Heisenberg-exchangeinteraction. These featuresoflow-
dim ensionalm agnetscan resultin m agnetic phase tran-
sitionswith a changeoftheexchangestructure,asin the
caseofLa2CuO 4.2

The recently discovered com pound BaCu2Si2O 7 has
attracted attention, since it was reported that it is a
quasi-one-dim ensionalantiferrom agnet3.The CuO 4 pla-
quettes form zigzag chains along the c direction ofthe
orthorhom bic crystal with a Cu-O -Cu bond angle of

about 124�. The exchange constants determ ined by
m eans ofneutron scattering4 are Jc = 24:1 m eV,Jb =
0:20 m eV,Ja = � 0:46 m eV and J[110]= 0:15 m eV.The
susceptibility3 �(T)alsodem onstratesabroad m axim um
characteristicforone-dim ensionalantiferrom agnets5 ata
tem peraturenear200 K .
Theweak interchain interaction leadsto theform ation

of long-range antiferrom agnetic order at TN = 9:2 K .
TheN�eeltem peratureiswellm arked by a kink in �c,in-
dicating easy-axisordering in low m agnetic �eld.Above
TN the susceptibility dem onstratesa deviation from the
Bonner-Fisherlaw3 | �c stronglyincreaseson approach-
ingtheN�eeltem perature.Them agneticm om entperCu-
ion is strongly reduced in the ordered phase due to the
e�ectofquantum uctuations:accordingto theinelastic
neutron scattering experim ents8 h�i= 0:15�B .
Unexpectedly,the m agnetization study in the ordered

staterevealstheexistenceoftwo spin-reorientation tran-
sitions at H k c (transition �elds Hc1 = 2:0 T and
H c2 = 4:9 T).6 Two spin-reorientation transitionsare a
surprising feature fora supposed-to-be-collinearantifer-
rom agnet.Usually an easy-axisantiferrom agnetexhibits
only one spin-reorientation transition (spin-op transi-
tion)caused by the com petition ofthe gain in m agneti-
zation energy with thelossin anisotropyenergy.Theob-
servation ofan additionalspin-reorientation transition7

atH ? catthe�eld Hc3 = 7:7T isalsointriguing| the
’classical’easy-axisantiferrom agnetdoes notundergo a
spin-reorientation transition,ifthe external�eld is ap-
plied perpendicular to the easy axis ofthe anisotropy.
Neutron-scattering experim ents8 have shown that the
interm ediate-�eld phase is noncollinear. However, the
origin of these exotic spin-reorientation transitions re-
m ainsa m ystery.
In the present paper we perform an analysis of the

phase diagram and m agnetic structure ofBaCu2Si2O 7

from a m acroscopic approach taking into account the
sym m etry ofthe crystal. W e show that both two spin-
reorientationtransitionsand thebehaviorofthesuscepti-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210670v3
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TABLE I:Ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic vectors al-

lowed by the sym m etry group D
16

2h.

M = S1 + S2 + S3 + S4 + S5 + S6 + S7 + S8

L1 = S1 � S2 � S3 + S4 + S5 � S6 � S7 + S8

L2 = S1 � S2 + S3 � S4 + S5 � S6 + S7 � S8

L3 = S1 + S2 � S3 � S4 + S5 + S6 � S7 � S8

L4 = S1 � S2 � S3 + S4 � S5 + S6 + S7 � S8

L5 = S1 + S2 � S3 � S4 � S5 � S6 + S7 + S8

L6 = S1 � S2 + S3 � S4 � S5 + S6 � S7 + S8

L7 = S1 + S2 + S3 + S4 � S5 � S6 � S7 � S8

TABLE II:M agnetic vectorcom ponentstransform ing within

the sam e representation. The signs in the �rst colum n

show the e�ect of the sym m etry operations I ((x;y;z) !

(� x;� y;� z)), C
2

z ((x;y;z) ! (1
2
� x;� y;

1

2
+ z)) and C

2

y

((x;y;z)! (� x;1
2
+ y;� z)),correspondingly.

+ + + L
x
1 L

y

2
L
z
3

+ + � L
x
2 L

y

1
M

z

+ � + L
x
3 M

y
L
z
1

� + + L
x
4 L

y

6
L
z
5

� � + L
x
5 L

y

7
L
z
4

� + � L
x
6 L
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4
L
z
7

+ � � M
x
L
y

3
L
z
2

� � � L
x
7 L
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5
L
z
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bility aboveTN aredueto theunusually largerelativistic
term sin the therm odynam icpotential.

II. C R Y STA LLO G R A P H IC ST R U C T U R E A N D

M A G N ET IC V EC T O R S.

The com pound BaCu2Si2O 7 crystallizes in the space
group P nm a (D 16

2h
)with fourform ula unitsperunitcell

i.e. with 8 Cu2+ ions per unit cell. The m agnetic ions
occupy the 8d positions form ing 4 zigzag chains along
the c axis (see Figure 1). The lattice param eters are
a = 6:862 �A,b= 13:178 �A,and c= 6:897 �A.
As it follows from neutron scattering, the m agnetic

unitcellcoincideswith the crystallographic one. In the
ordered state each m agnetic ion has a non-zero average
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FIG .1:Position ofthe m agnetic ionsin the unitcell.
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FIG .2:Relative ordering ofspinsin theplane perpendicular

tothechainsfordi�erentantiferrom agneticvectors.Thenext

layerisaligned antiferrom agnetically.Allspinscan berotated

sim ultaneously on an arbitrary angle,including outofplane.

spin Si (i= 1:::8).W ewilldescribethem agneticstruc-
tureusinglinearcom binationsofthesespin vectorswhich
com ponentstransform by theirreduciblerepresentations
ofthecrystal-sym m etry group.Thespacegroup D 2h ex-
hibits only one-dim ensionalirreducible representations.
Thus,the m agnetic vector com ponents willrem ain the
sam eorchangetheirsign undersym m etry operations.
In further analysis we will use the inversion I

((x;y;z) ! (� x;� y;� z)) and two sliding axes: C2z
((x;y;z) ! (1

2
� x;� y;1

2
+ z)) and C 2

y ((x;y;z) !

(� x;1
2
+ y;� z)) as independent sym m etry operations.

The fractionalcellcoordinates of the Cu2+ ion (1) in
Figure 1 are given by (1

4
� 0:028;0:004;3

4
+ 0:044) (see

Ref.3).
Aftertrivialcalculationsweobtain 8 m agneticvectors

(see Table I). The com ponents ofthe m agnetic vectors
thattransform within the sam erepresentation aregath-
ered in Table II. Here and further on we willuse co-
ordinates with x k a,y k b and z k c,respectively. All
possiblem agneticstructuresforthissym m etrygroup (in-
cluding canted ones) can be analyzed in term s ofthese
vectors.
A strongin-chain exchangefavorsorderingofthetypes

L1;L2;L4;L6.In these casesin-chain neighboring spins
are antiparallel. W e willnot consider other antiferro-
m agnetic vectors in the further analysis. The relative
orientation ofthespinsisshown fortheseordertypesin
Figure2.
Ifwewillneglecttheinterchain interactions,in classi-

cal(S � 1)approxim ation theexchangeenergy forthese
ordering typesisthesam e,i.e.theantiferrom agnetically
ordered state is four tim es degenerated. Interchain in-
teractionsliftthisdegeneration.Taking into accountthe
exchange-integralvaluesfound byneutronscattering,one
can estim atethehierarchyoftheenergiesofthecollinear
orderingdescribed byeach ofthesevectorsin theclassical
approxim ation.

�6 < �4 < �2 < �1 (1)
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TABLE III:Param etersofthetherm odynam ic potential(see

Eqn. 3) at 5K per gram m , calculated from the data of

Refs.3,6,7.

�k (1:98� 0:08)� 10
�6

em u/g

�? (3:53� 0:03)� 10
�6

em u/g

a1 (845� 50)erg/g

a2 (281� 13)erg/g

B 1 � (1:39� 0:07)� 10
�7

em u/g

B 2 (1:06� 0:14)� 10
�7

em u/g

�x � (1:30� 0:8)� 10
�7

em u/g

�z (1:10� 0:05)� 10
�6

em u/g

Zheludev etal. have found the structure ofthe m ag-
neticphasesby m eansofneutron scattering (seeRef.8).
In term softheabove-de�nedm agneticvectorstheresults
ofthis work can be expressed as follows: At low �elds
(phase I,H < H c1)allspinsare aligned collinearly with
antiferrom agneticvectorL6 kz.Forthehigh-�eld phase
(phaseIII,H > H c2)them agneticstructurewasfound to
bedescribed by thesam eorderingtypeL6 with theanti-
ferrom agneticvectoralongthex axis.Theinterm ediate-
�eld phase (phase II,Hc1 < H < H c2) was identi�ed
asnoncollinearantiferrom agneticstructuredescribed by
two m agneticvectorsL6 k y and L2 kx.

The easy-axism agnetic ordering isin agreem entwith
susceptibility m easurem ents,which show a characteristic
kink at TN for �c. The order of type L6 is also ex-
pected from classicalestim ations (see Eqn.(1)). How-
ever,the identi�cation ofthe noncollinearphase can be
questioned. First,since nuclear Bragg reections coin-
cide with m agnetic ones,the determ ination ofm agnetic
reection intensities initially involves a big relative er-
ror.Asitwasshown in Ref.8,a �tofthe experim ental
data with the collinear m odelL6 k y yields �2 = 2:8,
while for the proposed noncollinear structure �2 = 2:4
was found. Second,from Table II one can see that Lx

2

and Ly

6 transform di�erentlyundersym m etryoperations.
Thism eansthatcanting towardsLx

2 cannotbe induced
by the internal�elds.

III. M A G N ET IC P R O P ER T IES O F B A C U 2SI2O 7.

Thefollowingdiscussion isorganizedasfollows:in Sec-
tion IIIA we willanalyze the m agnetic phase diagram
ofBaCu2Si2O 7. The structure ofthe m agnetic phases
and thepossiblereason ofthebig valuesoftherelativis-
tic constantsin the therm odynam ic-potentialexpansion
willbe discussed in Section IIIB. The behavior ofthe
static susceptibility abovethe N�eelpointwillbe treated
in Section IIIC.

0 Hc2Hc'Hc1
H

l ||z

l ||y

l ||x

Φ(H)+H2/(8π)~

FIG .3:Field dependencesofthetherm odynam icpotentiale�

fordi�erentorientationsofthem ain antiferrom agneticvector.

External�eld H k z.

A . M agnetic phase diagram .

Thephasediagram ofan antiferrom agnetcan beana-
lyzed in term softhe m ain antiferrom agneticvector(i.e.
L6) only.9 Distortions ofthe collinear order (i.e. cant-
ing ofthe sublattices) are ofno interest in this subsec-
tion,while we are interested in the phase diagram only.
Relativisticinteractionsleading to thesedistortionscon-
tribute to the corresponding relativistic constants,asit
willbe dem onstrated in the nextsubsection.
Following the standard procedure,we willwrite down

an expansionofthetherm odynam icpotentiale�(l),where
l= L6=jL6j.
Thepotentiale� isde�ned in such a way that10

@e�

@H
= �

B

4�
= � M �

H

4�
(2)

Since m agnetization appears only in the presence of
a m agnetic �eld,the potentialexpansion can be written
via the land H variables.10 Requiring invariance ofthe
energy to sym m etry operationsweobtain:

e�(l;H ) = a1l
2
x + a2l

2
y �

�k

2
(l� H )2 �

�
�?

2
[l� H ]2 + C1(l� H )Hxlx +

+ C2(l� H )Hyly + B 1l
2
xH

2 +

+ B 2l
2
yH

2
�
�z

2
H

2
z �

�x

2
H

2
x �

H 2

8�
(3)

Thesm allparam eterin thisexpansion istheratio be-
tween the relativistic constants and the exchange con-
stants.The�rsttwo term s(ai)describethe orthorhom -
bicanisotropy,the term scontaining �k and �? describe
the exchange part ofthe susceptibility | they do not
change under sim ultaneous rotation ofland H on the
sam e angle. The term swith �� describe the relativistic
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contribution to the susceptibility which is independent
on the l orientation. O f the higher order term s con-
taining the m agnetic �eld,we have keptonly exchange-
relativistic term s which are a product ofexchange part
(invariantundersim ultaneousrotation ofland H )and
relativistic part. O ther higher-order term s are sm aller
duetothesupposed sm allnessoftherelativisticconstants
and, thus, can be om itted. Easy-axis ordering at low
�eldsrequiresthata1;a2 > 0.Concerningtheanisotropy
term sin the expansion (3),itisalso necessary to point
outthat,ifone (orboth)ofthe anisotropy constantsis
equalto zero or ifa1 = a2,then a consideration ofthe
higher-order anisotropy term s would becom e necessary.
However,there are no sym m etry reasons,causing these
specialvaluesofthe anisotropy constants.
M inim ization over the orientations of l in the exact

orientationsofthe externalm agnetic �eld dem onstrates
thatthe antiferrom agnetic vectorlis aligned along one
ofthe crystallographic axes except m aybe for the nar-
row �eld intervalnearthereorientation transitionswhere
its behavior would be determ ined by the higher-order
anisotropy term s.
The therm odynam ic-potential expressions and m ag-

neticsusceptibilitiesfordi�erentpossibleorientationsof
H and laregiven by:

H kz (seeFig.3)

lkz : e� = �
�
(1)
zz

2
H

2
�
H 2

8�
(4)

�
(1)
zz = �k + �z

lk y : e� = a2 �
�
(2)
zz

2
H

2
�
H 2

8�
(5)

�
(2)
zz = �? � 2B2 + �z

lkx : e� = a1 �
�
(3)
zz

2
H

2
�
H 2

8�
(6)

�
(3)
zz = �? � 2B1 + �z

H k x

lk z : e� = �
�
(1)
xx

2
H

2
�
H 2

8�
(7)

�
(1)
xx = �? + �x

lky : e� = a2 �
�
(2)
xx

2
H

2
�
H 2

8�
(8)

�
(2)
xx = �? � 2B2 + �x

H k y

lkz : e� = �
�
(1)
yy

2
H

2
�
H 2

8�
(9)

�
(1)
yy = �?

lk x : e� = a1 �
�
(2)
yy

2
H

2
�
H 2

8�
(10)

�
(2)
yy = �? � 2B1

Now we can �nd the �elds ofthe spin-reorientation
transitions by equalizing the therm odynam ic potentials
in the phaseswith di�erentorientationsofl.

H kz;(lk z ! lky) : H 2
c1 =

2a2
�? � �k � 2B2

(11)

H k z;(lky ! lkx) : H 2
c2 =

a1 � a2

B 2 � B1
(12)

H kz;(lk z ! lkx) : H 2
c0 =

2a1
�? � �k � 2B1

(13)

H k y;(lk z ! lkx) : H 2
c3 = �

a1

B 1

(14)

H kx;(lk z ! lkx) : H 2
c4 = �

a2

B 2

(15)

Allparam eters involved can be estim ated using the
static m agnetization data from Refs. 3,6 and the H c3

valuefrom Ref.7.Note,however,thatthe sam plesused
in theabovem entioned papersweredi�erent,thus,som e
uncertainty is possible. The values of the param eters
calculated from the 5 K data arepresented in TableIII.
Since a1 > a2,the hard axis ofthe m agnetization is

established along thex direction.Substituting thefound
values to Eqn.13,one can ascertain that H c0 > H c1,
i.e. a two-spin-reorientation transition scenario is m ore
energy bene�cient than a direct transition from ljjz to
ljjx. The positiveness ofB 2 explains the absence ofa
phase transition for H k x: for a2 > 0 and B 2 > 0
Eqn.15 hasno physicalsolutions.
The anisotropy constants determ ine the gaps of the

antiferrom agnetic resonance spectrum 11. Antiferrom ag-
neticresonanceon theBaCu2Si2O 7 wasstudied in Ref.12
and two gapsgiven by � 1 = 40 G Hz and � 2 = 76 G Hz
were found. The ratio ofthe AFM R gaps can be ex-
pressed as

� 1

� 2

=

r
a2

a1
(16)

Inserting the values ofthe anisotropy constants from
TableIIIyieldsforthisratio 0:57� 0:04 which isin per-
fect agreem ent with the value 0:53 found from the ex-
perim ent. The absolute value ofthe AFM R gap can be
approxim ated11 as

� 1 = 
p

2H a1H e � 30 G Hz (17)

which isin reasonableagreem entwith theexperim ent,
since a good dealofuncertainty is involved in the es-
tim ation ofthe exchange �eld He in the case ofa low-
dim ensionalm agnet. Thus,expansion (3) correctly de-
scribestheobserved spin-reorientation transitionsand is
in agreem entwith otherexperim entalobservations.
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Theadditionalphasetransitionsoccurasaresultofthe
com petition ofanisotropy and relativistic correctionsto
thesusceptibility.Thetransition atH c1 isanorm alspin-
op transition:allspinsarerotated perpendicularto the
�eld direction and arealigned along thesecond-easy axis
y.Atthistransition thelossoftheeasy-axisanisotropyis
com pensated by the gain in m agnetization energy,since
�? > �k.Thesecond phasetransition (atH c2)iscaused
by thecom petition ofthein-planeanisotropy and di�er-
enceofthem agnetization energy in di�erentorientations
ofldueto therelativisticcorrections:Them agneticsus-
ceptibility forlk x turnsoutto be largerthan thatfor
lk y,thus,the lossofanisotropy energy isovercom e by
thegain in m agnetization energy.Thespin-reorientation
transition atH k y isdue to the sam ee�ect:relativistic
corrections to the susceptibility m ake the susceptibility
tobethelargestforlk x,thus,thegain in m agnetization
energy overcom esthe lossin anisotropy energy.

NotethattherelativisticcorrectionsB i and �� areun-
usually largein BaCu2Si2O 7:�z turnsoutto be com pa-
rablewith �? .TheB iH

2 term snorm ally should becom e
com parable with the anisotropy constantsonly atm ag-
netic �elds ofthe scale ofthe exchange �eld. Thus,a
m echanism ,which strongly enhancesthe role ofthe rel-
ativisticinteractions,hasto befound.O nepossibility is
the e�ect ofanisotropic reduction ofthe spin in di�er-
ent phases. According to the neutron-scattering data8,
the average m agnetic m om ent of the Cu ion changes
as lchanges its orientation. Accounting for this e�ect
would result in the sam e exchange-relativistic term s in
the therm odynam ic-potentialexpansion.Anotherpossi-
ble reason forthe largevaluesofthese constantswillbe
discussed in the nextsection.

It is necessary to recallthat the above expansion of
the therm odynam ic potentialwas perform ed assum ing
therelativisticcontributionstobesm allcom pared tothe
exchangepart.Hence,higher-orderterm shavebeen ne-
glected.However,in principletheincreasing im portance
ofthe relativistic interactionsshould also lead to an in-
creaseofthe higher-orderterm s,which especially would
a�ect the phase transitions at higher �elds (Hc2,H c3).
M oreover,this should give rise to other e�ects,such as
a nonlinearity ofthe m agnetization,which hasnotbeen
reported yet.

W e also have to note another possible explanation of
the com parable m agnitude of the �elds Hc1 and H c2:
nam ely that, if a1 = a2, then Eqn.12 becom es ill-
de�ned. As it was noted earlier, in this case higher-
order (fourth-order) anisotropy term s have to be con-
sidered,and higher-orderanisotropy constants(contain-
ing additionalrelativistic sm allness,com pared to a1;2)
would appear in the num erator ofEqn.12. The B iH

2

term s should becom e com parable with the fourth-order
anisotropyterm sin �eldsoftheorderofthenorm alspin-
op �eld Hc1.However,wewould liketo pointoutagain
thatthere are no sym m etry reasonscausing the equiva-
lenceoftheanisotropyconstants,and thevaluesofthea1
and a2 constantsderived from theexperim entaldata are

(1) (6)

(7) (4)

Y

X

(1) (6)

(7) (4)

(1) (6)

(7) (4)

γ

(1) (6)

(7) (4)

+ +

--
phase I phase II

phase III

η

FIG .4:Proposed structuresforallphases(�eld-induced dis-

tortions are om itted): phase I:collinear structure l
z
6 (direc-

tion ofthespinsisshown by the sign);phase II:weakly non-

collinear antiferrom agnet l
y

6
and l

x
4; phase III:weakly non-

collinear structure lx6 and l
y

4
. Nextlayerofspinsaligned an-

tiferrom agnetically.

alm ostfour-fold di�erent.A m icroscopicconsideration of
theinterspin interactions,which isbeyond ofthescopeof
the presentpaper,isnecessary to check thisprobability
in detail.The angulardependence ofthetransition �eld
H c2 also hasto contain inform ation on whethersecond-
orfourth-orderanisotropy term sare responsible forthe
additionalspin-reorientation transition.
Nevertheless,the presentexperim entalresultscan be

consistently explained in thefram ework ofoursim pli�ed
approach. Therefore,itseem sto be reasonable to start
again with the assum ption ofsm allrelativisticcontribu-
tions in the following re�nem entofthe therm odynam ic
potentialwith theaim to analyzethem agneticstructure
in detail.

B . Structure ofthe m agnetic phases.

Relativistic interactions, such as the Dzyaloshinskii-
M oriya interaction, can cause sm all distortions of the
collinearstructure,which can be expressed by m agnetic
vectors. These distortions, however, have to be com -
patible with the crystalsym m etry.Thism eansthatthe
com ponentsofthem agneticvectorscorrespondingtothe
distortions in the given phase have to transform in the
sam e way as the corresponding com ponent ofthe m ain
m agneticvector,i.e.theyhavetobelongtothesam erep-
resentation ofthe sym m etry group. The possible types
ofcanting ofthespinscan beeasily found from TableII.
W e willconsider here only distortions described by the
m agneticvectorsL1,L2 and L4,foronly thesem agnetic
vectorscorrespond to the antiferrom agnetic in-chain or-
der. O ther distortions would lead to a violation ofthe
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in-chain antiferrom agnetic ordering and,therefore,they
are strongly suppressed by the strong in-chain exchange
interaction.
Thus,we obtain

� phaseI(L6 kz)
no canting isallowed by sym m etry

� phaseII(L6 k y)
Lx
4 isallowed

� phaseIII(L6 k x)
L
y

4 isallowed

Thestructureofthe m agneticphasesisshown in Fig-
ure4.Notethattheproposed structureisdi�erentfrom
thatofRef.8,where canting described by the m agnetic
vectorL2 wasproposed.However,vectorL2 hascom po-
nentstransform ingin thesam ewayasthem agnetization,
i.e. distortions described by the com ponents ofL2 can
be induced by the m agnetic�eld.
To �nd the am plitudes ofthe distortions we have to

write an expansion ofthe therm odynam ic potentialin-
cluding vectorsL1,L2 and L4 and then to m inim izethis
potentialwith respect to the com ponents ofthese vec-
tors. In this expansion we willnorm alize allm agnetic
vectorsby the length ofthe m ain m agneticvectorjL6j

li= Li=jL6j (18)

Requiring invarianceofthe energy to sym m etry oper-
ationsweobtain:

e� = A1l
2
1 + A 2l

2
2 + A 4l

2
4 + �1l

x
6l

y

4 + �2l
y

6l
x
4 +

+ �1l
y

1
H

z + �2l
x
2H

z + �3l
z
2H

x + �4l
z
1H

y +

+
��

2
l
2
4H

2
�
�0
k

2
(l6 � H )2 �

�0
?

2
[l6 � H ]2 +

+ a01(l
x
6)

2 + a
0

2(l
y

6)
2 + B

0

1(l
x
6)

2
H

2 + B
0

2(l
y

6)
2
H

2 +

+ C 0

1(l6 � H )Hxlx6 + C
0

2(l6 � H )Hyly6 �

�
�0z

2
H

2
z �

�0x

2
H

2
x �

H 2

8�
(19)

W e want to em phasize that this expansion is essen-
tially the sam e as Eqn.(3). The only di�erence is that
theinteractionsleadingto thedistortionsofthecollinear
orderarewritten explicitly,now.
In theexpansion given above,theterm scontaining A i

areofexchangeorigin,they describethelossin exchange
energy.AllofA iarepositive.Theterm swith �idescribe
thecantingoftheantiferrom agneticsublattices(socalled
weak antiferrom agnetism ),those with �i describe �eld-
induced distortions.Both �iand �i param etersarisedue
to the m icroscopicDzyaloshinskii-M oriya interaction.
M inim ization over the com ponents of m agnetic vec-

tors willdem onstrate that the am plitudes ofl1,l2 and
l4 are proportionalto the ratio ofsom e relativistic con-
stanttotheexchangeconstantsA i.W ewillsupposehere
that allrelativistic constants are sm allcom pared with

exchange constants. Then,the m agnitude ofl1,l2 and
l4 already containsrelativistic sm allnessand we can ne-
glectallhigher-orderrelativistic term s containing these
vectors.
M inim ization ofthe (19)yields

l
y

1 = �
�1

2A 1

H
z (20)

l
z
1 = �

�4

2A 1

H
y (21)

l
x
2 = �

�2

2A 2

H
z (22)

l
z
2 = �

�3

2A 2

H
x (23)

l
x
4 � (�

�2

2A 4

+
�2

4A 2
4

�� � H
2)ly6 (24)

l
y

4 � (�
�1

2A 4

+
�1

4A 2
4

�� � H
2)lx6 (25)

The canting angles(see Figure 4)can be expressed as
follows:

 � tan = l
x
4 � � tan� = l

y

4 (26)

Notethatthedistortionsoftypelx2 (which werefound
in Ref.8)arepossible,butthey areinduced by theexter-
nal�eld and they are independenton the orientation of
them ain antiferrom agneticvector.Thus,they havetobe
observed in allphases.M oreover,theiram plitudeshould
increase with increasing m agnetic �eld,while according
to the�ndingsofRef.8 thenoncollinearity issuppressed
by the m agnetic�eld in phaseII.
O n the other hand,the distortions described by the

com ponents ofl4 are consistent with the experim ental
observations: they are absentin phase I,and their am -
plitude in phases II and III are governed by di�erent
constants �i. The fact that the canting in phase III is
m uch sm allerthan in phase IIforcesusto suppose that
�1 � �2.A suppression ofthecanting in phaseIIcorre-
spondsto �� > 0.
Substituting these results to Eqn. 19 we obtain an

equation ofthe sam e type as Eqn.3 with renorm alized
constants. The com parison ofEqn.(3)with the results
ofthe substitution yields

�k;? = �
0

k;? +
�24

2A 1

(27)

�z = �
0

z +
�21

2A 1

+
�22

2A 2

�
�24

2A 1

(28)

�x = �
0

x +
�23

2A 2

�
�24

2A 1

(29)

a1 = a
0

1 �
�21

4A 4

(30)

a2 = a
0

2 �
�22

4A 4

(31)
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B 1 = B
0

1 +
1

8

�
�1

A 4

� 2

�� (32)

B 2 = B
0

2 +
1

8

�
�2

A 4

� 2

�� (33)

Ifthe relativistic constantsare sm allcom pared to the
exchangeconstants(asitwassupposed in theexpansion
(19)),then the distortions caused by relativistic inter-
actionsresultin sm allcorrectionsto the constantscon-
nected with the m ain antiferrom agneticvector.
In the case ofthe low-dim ensionalantiferrom agnet,it

is another situation. The antiferrom agnetic ordering of
the types L1,L2,L4,and L6 di�ers only by the rela-
tive orientation ofthe spins in the direction perpendic-
ularto the chain. Thus,the lossin exchange energy for
the canting from one ofthese order types to the other
(i.e. A i constants in the expansion (19)) is governed
by the weak interchain exchange. As it was m entioned
in the Introduction,in a quasi-one-dim ensionalm agnet
the interchain-exchange interaction can be com parable
in strength with the relativistic interactions. Thus,the
relativistic contributionsin Eqns.27-33 willnotbecom e
sm all.
This argum entation cannot be considered as a strict

proofofthe role oflow-dim ensionality forthe large val-
ues ofthe relativistic constants in Eqn.3,because ex-
pansion (19) becom es incom plete, if som e of the rela-
tivistic constants are com parable to the exchange ones.
However,thefactthatin quasi-one-dim ensionalm agnets
strong distortions with sm alllosses ofexchange energy
arepossible,can resultin an increaseofthee�ectdueto
relativisticinteractions.

C . Susceptibility ofB aC u2Si2O 7 above the N �eel

point.

Thesusceptibility ofBaCu2Si2O 7 abovetheN�eelpoint
strongly deviatesfrom a Bonner-Fisherlaw5 characteris-
tic for one-dim ensionalm agnets3,6. It dem onstrates a
broad m axim um near 200 K but then shows a strong
Curie-like increase to lowertem peratures. Thisincrease
isanisotropic.Itisstrongestfor�c and sm allestfor�a.
Such a behavior is typicalfor antiferrom agnets with

possible weak ferrom agnetism 13,14. As it follows from
Table II,weak ferrom agnetism is allowed for antiferro-
m agneticorderoftypesL1 and L2 | thesevectorshave
com ponentstransform ingin thesam eway asthem agne-
tization com ponents.
Atthe vicinity ofthe N�eelpointthe am plitude ofthe

orderparam eterissm alland we can write down an ex-
pansion overthepowersoftheorderparam eterasin the
usualLandau theory ofsecond-orderphasetransitions:

e� = A1L
2
1 + A 2L

2
2 + A 4L

2
4 + A 6L

2
6 + �2L

y

6L
x
4 +

+ �1L
x
6L

y

4 + �1L
y

1H
z + �2L

x
2H

z + �3L
z
2H

x +

+ �4L
z
1H

y
�
1

2
�pH

2
�
H 2

8�
(34)

Here the A i term s are ofexchange origin,those with
� and � are responsible for the canting, �p is the
param agnetic-statesusceptibility.W eneglectanisotropy
term sand higher-orderterm s.Here we haveused desig-
nationsforthe term ssim ilarto those in Eqn.19. Note,
however,thatcoe�cientswith thesam edesignationsare
di�erentin Eqn.19 and Eqn.34.
Atthetransition pointthefactorsA ichangetheirsign:

itispositive above the transition tem perature and neg-
ative below. In the vicinity ofthe corresponding N�eel
tem peratures

A i = �i(T � T
(i)

N
); � > 0 (35)

Atthe N�eelpointorderoftype L6 isestablished.W e
willsuppose that in som e tem perature range above TN
the values ofA 1 and A 2 continue to increase with in-
creasing tem peratureand,thus,can beapproxim ated as

A 1;2 = A
(0)

1;2 + �
0

1;2(T � TN ) A
(0)

1;2;�
0

1;2 > 0 (36)

To �nd the valuesofthe m agnetic vectorcom ponents
wehavetom inim izeexpansion (34).Herewewillrestrict
ouranalysistothecaseofT > TN .AbovetheN�eelpoint
wehaveA i > 0,and in absenceofan external�eld H the
m inim um ofthepotential(34)correspondstojLij= 0.If
a m agnetic�eld isapplied,weak antiferrom agneticorder
param etersofthetypesL1 orL2 areinduced.Allother
m agneticvectorsarezero.
The existence of�eld-induced orderparam etersleads

to an additionalcontribution to thesusceptibility.Using
Eqn.36,weobtain forthe m agneticsusceptibilities:

�xx = �p +
�23

2(A (0)

2 + �02(T � TN ))
(37)

�yy = �p +
�24

2(A (0)

1
+ �0

1
(T � TN ))

(38)

�zz = �p +
�21

2(A (0)

1 + �01(T � TN ))
+

+
�22

2(A (0)

2 + �02(T � TN ))
(39)

I.e. with decreasing tem perature the susceptibilities
should increase. The am plitudes ofthis increase in dif-
ferentorientations3 allow to conclude that

�
2
1 + �

2
2 > �

2
4 � �

2
3 (40)

The strongeste�ectfor�zz isin accordance with the
largerelativisticcontribution �z in Eqn.3.
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IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

Starting from a sym m etry approach wehaveanalyzed
them agneticphasediagram and thecorrespondingm ag-
netic structuresofthe antiferrom agnetBaCu2Si2O 7. In
the�rststep,wehaveobtained a therm odynam icpoten-
tialin term s ofthe m ain antiferrom agnetic vectoronly,
dem onstrating additionalspin-reorientation transitions,
which are due to the unusually strong relativistic term s
in the expansion ofthe therm odynam ic potential. The
strength ofthe relativistic term s is probably connected
to the low-dim ensionality ofthe com pound.
In thesecond step,wehavere�ned thetherm odynam ic

potentialby including the m agnetic vectors,which de-
scribe distortions ofthe m agnetic structure com patible
with the crystalsym m etry. Based on our analysis,we
proposed a structureofthem agneticphases(cf.Fig.4),
which isdi�erentfrom thatin Ref.8.
In addition, we were able to explain the deviations

ofthe susceptibility from the Bonner-Fisherlaw on ap-

proaching the 3D-m agnetic order. The analysis ofthe
susceptibility behavior above TN also shows the im por-
tanceoftherelativisticinteractionsfortheunderstanding
ofthe propertiesofBaCu2Si2O 7.
The strong enhancem ent of the relativistic e�ects

should resultin otherinteresting propertiesofthiscom -
pound,such as nonlinear m agnetization. Thus,further
experim ental and theoretical studies are necessary to
achieve a deeper insight into the unusualproperties of
BaCu2Si2O 7.
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