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W e have perform ed a symm etry analysis of the properties of the recently discovered quasi-one—
din ensional com pound BaCu,S10 7. The existence of the unusual soin—reorientation transitions
is explained as an e ect of the unusually strong relativistic interactions. T he possble connection
between the m agnitude of the relativistic interactions and the low -din ensional structure of the
BaCuzS10 7 isdiscussed. T he structure of the m agnetic phases is determ ined.
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I. NTRODUCTION .

Low -din ensionalm agnets are sub fct of intense inter—
est due to the in portant roke ofthe quantum,, uctuations
in these system s. A s it was rigorously shown¥, no antifer—
rom agnetic order can exist In an one-din ensionalsystem .
However, a weak Interchain interaction leads to the for-
m ation of long-range m agnetic order.

D i erent types ofm agnetic order (di ering by the rel-
ative ordentation ofthe spins) are possible ifthe unit cell
of an antiferrom agnet contains m ore than two m agnetic
jons. A transition from the param agnetic phase to the
phase with lowest exchange energy occurs at the N eel
point. The di erence between energies ofdi erent types
ofm agnetic order in usual 3D -antiferrom agnets is of the
scale of the exchange Interaction J.

Q uasione-din ensional antiferrom agnets have some
unique properties: First, if the order types di er only
by the ordentations of the spins in the directions per—
pendicular to the chain, the energy di erence between
these ordered states will be small (of the scale of the
an all nterchain-exchange Interaction J, ). A second pe—
culiarity arises from the m icroscopic structure of low—
din 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 is not applicable
to other iInterchain interactions, relativistic interchain in—
teractions (such as anisotropic or D zyaloshinskii-M oriya
exchange Interactions) can com pete w ith the interchain
H eisenberg-exchange interaction. T hese features of low —
din ensionalm agnets can resul in m agnetic phase tran—
sitionsw ith a chapge of the exchange structure, as in the
case of La,Cu0 4 2

The recently discovered com pound BaCu,S10+ has
attracted attention, since it was reported that it is a
quastone-din ensional antiferrom agnet . The Cu0 4 pla-
quettes form zigzag chains along the c direction of the
orthorhom bic crystal wih a Cu-OCu bond anglk of

about 124 . The exchangg constants detem ned by
m eans of neutron scattering® are J. = 241 mev, Jp =
020mev,J,,= 046meV and Jyi0;= 015meV.The
susceptbility® (T ) also dem onstrates a broad m axim um
characteristic for one-din ensionalantiferrom agnets® at a
tem perature near 200 K .

T he weak Interchain Interaction leads to the form ation
of longrange antiferrom agnetic order at Ty = 92 K.
TheN eeltem perature iswellm arked by a kink in ., In—
dicating easy-axis ordering in low m agnetic eld. Above
Ty the susoeptjbﬂlqty dem onstrates a deviation from the
Bonner¥ isher law® | ¢ strongly Increaseson approach-—
IngtheN eeltem perature. Them agneticm om ent perC u—
jon is strongly reduced in the ordered phase due to the
e ectofquantum uctuations;,according to the inelastic
neutron scattering expermments® h i= 0:5 3 .

U nexpectedly, the m agnetization study in the ordered
state reveals the existence oftw 0 spin—reorientation tran—
sitions at H .k Cc (transition elds H.; = 2:0 T and
He = 49 T)¢ Two spihh—reorientation transitions are a
surprising feature for a supposed-to-be-collinear antifer—
rom agnet. U sually an easy-axis antiferrom agnet exhibits
only one spin—reorientation transition (soin— op transi-
tion) caused by the com petition of the gain in m agneti-
zation energy w ith the loss in anisotropy energy. T he oby
servation of an additional spin-reorientation transitiont
atH ? catthe edHg = 7:7T isalso ntriguing | the
'classical easy-axis antiferrom agnet does not undergo a
spoin-reorientation transition, if the extemal eld is ap-—
plied perpendicular to the easy.,axis of the anisotropy.
N eutron-scattering experin en have shown that the
Interm ediate- eld phase is noncollinear. However, the
origin of these exotic spin-reorientation transitions re—
m ains a m ystery.

In the present paper we perform an analysis of the
phase diagram and m agnetic structure of BaCu,;S1,0 4
from a m acroscopic approach taking into account the
symm etry of the crystal. W e show that both two spin—
reorientation transitionsand the behavior ofthe susogpti-
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TABLE I: Ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic vectors al-
lowed by the sym m etry group D 3¢ .
M =51+SZ+S3+S4+S5+56+S7+58
L= 51 S S3+ S4 + S5 Se S7 + Sg
L, = S S, + S3 Ss + Ss Se + Sy Ssg
L3=S1+S2 S3 Ssg+ Ss+ S S7 Ss
Ly = S S S3 + Sy Ss + Sg + Sy Ssg
Ls = S1 + S» Ss3 Sy Ss S¢ + S7 + Sg
Lg = S1 S, + S3 Sy Ss + Sg S + Sg
L;=S1+S8S2+S3+Ss Ss Ss S7 Sg

TABLE II:M agnetic vector com ponents transform ing w ithin
the sam e representation. The signs in the 1rst column
show the e ect of the symm etry operations I ((x;y;z) !

( x5 yi 2),C; (&iyiz) ! (¢ x; y;t+ z)) and C/
(k;y;z) ! ( x;2+ y; z)), correspondingly.

++ + LY L] L}
++ |L3 LY M°*®
+ +|L3 MY L}

++|L7 LY LE
Ly ¥ L»f

+ Ly Ly L3
+ M* LY L}
LY LI L%

bility above Ty are due to the unusually large relativistic
term s in the therm odynam ic potential.

II. CRYSTALLOGRAPHIC STRUCTURE AND
MAGNETIC VECTORS.

The com pound BaCu,S10 7 crystallizes in the space
group Pnm a (@ 3°) with four orm ula units per unit cell
ie. with 8 Cu?* ions per unit cell. The m agnetic ions
occupy the 8d positions form ing 4 zigzag chains along
the ¢ axis (see Figure -'_].'). The lattice param eters are
a= 6862A,b= 13178A,and c= 6897A.

As it Pllows from neutron scattering, the m agnetic
unit cell coincides w ith the crystallographic one. In the
ordered state each m agnetic ion has a non-zero average

FIG . 1l: Position of the m agnetic ions in the unit cell.
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FIG . 2: Relative ordering of spins in the plane perpendicular
to the chains fordi erent antiferrom agnetic vectors. T he next
Jayer is aligned antiferrom agnetically. A llspins can be rotated
sin ultaneously on an arbitrary angle, including out of plane.

M

soin S; (1= 1:::8). W ew illdescribbe them agnetic struc—
ture using linear com binationsofthese spin vectorsw hich
com ponents transform by the irreducible representations
ofthe crystalsym m etry group. T he space group D ,,, ex—
hibits only onedim ensional irreducible representations.
T hus, the m agnetic vector com ponents w ill rem ain the
sam e or change their sign under sym m etry operations.

In further analysis we will use the inversion I

(;v;z) ' ( x; y; 2) and two sliding axes: €
(&;yiz) ' G x; yg+ z) and C72 (Kjy;z) !
( x;% + y; z)) as Independent symm etry operations.
The fractional cell coordinates of the Cu?t ion (1) in
Fjgure:_]: are given by (% 0:028;0:004;% + 0:044) (see
Ref.d).

A fter trivial calculations we obtain 8 m agnetic vectors
(see Table :'I) . The com ponents of the m agnetic vectors
that transform w ithin the sam e representation are gath—
ered In Tabl :_f.[ Here and further on we will use co—
ordinateswih x k a, y kb and z k ¢, respectively. A1l
possblem agnetic structures forthis sym m etry group (in—
cliding canted ones) can be analyzed in temm s of these
vectors.

A strong in-chain exchange favors ordering ofthe types
Li1;L5;L,4;Le. In these cases in—chain neighboring spoins
are antiparallel. W e w ill not consider other antiferro—
m agnetic vectors in the further analysis. The relative
ordentation of the spins is shown for these order types in
F jgureEZ.

Ifwe will neglect the interchain interactions, in classi-
cal (S 1) approxim ation the exchange energy for these
ordering types is the sam e, ie. the antiferrom agnetically
ordered state is four tim es degenerated. Interchain in-
teractions lift this degeneration. Taking into acocount the
exchange-integralvalues found by neutron scattering, one
can estin ate the hierarchy ofthe energies ofthe collinear
ordering described by each ofthese vectors in the classical
approxin ation.

6< 4< 2< 1 1)



TABLE IIT: P aram eters of the them odynam ic potential (see
Ean. ',3',) 'at 5K per gramm , calculated from the data of
Res. S

«| @98 008 10° emu/g
.| 353 003) 10° emu/g
ar (845 50) erg/g
az (281 13) erg/g
B:| (139 007) 10 emu/g
B,| 106 0:14) 10 emu/g
«| @30 08) 10 emu/g
.| @a10 005 10° emu/g

Zheludev et al. have found the structure of the m ag—
netic phases by m eans of neutron scattering (see R ef.-r_é) .
In tem softhe abovede nedm agnetic vectorsthe resuls
of this work can be expressed as follows: At low elds
(fphase I, H < H 1) allspins are aligned collinearly w ith
antiferrom agnetic vectorL¢ k z. Forthe high— eld phase
(phase ITT, H > H ;) them agnetic structure w as found to
be described by the sam e ordering type L w ith the anti-
ferrom agnetic vector along the x axis. T he interm ediate—

eld phase (phase IT, He; < H < Hy) was denti ed
as noncollinear antiferrom agnetic structure described by
two m agnetic vectors Ly ky and L, k x.

T he easy-axis m agnetic ordering is in agreem ent w ith
suscegptibility m easurem ents, which show a characteristic
kink at Ty for .. The order of type Ly is also ex-—
pected from classical estin ations (see Eqn. ()). How-
ever, the identi cation of the noncollinear phase can be
questioned. First, since nuclar Bragg re ections coin—
cide w ith m agnetic ones, the determm nation ofm agnetic
re ection intensities mnitially involves a big relative er—
ror. As it was shown In Ref. E, a tofthe experim ental
data with the collihearmodelLg k y yields 2 = 238,
while for the proposed nonooJJJnear structure 2 = 24
was found. Second, from Tabl -II one can see that L}
and L transform di erently under sym m etry operations.
This m eans that canting towards L} cannot be induced
by the ntemal elds.

ITII. MAGNETIC PROPERTIES OF BACU2S1;07.

T he Pollow ing discussion is organized as follow s: In Sec—
tion .]:-E[-A-' we will analyze the m agnetic phase diagram
of BaC 12530+ . The structure of the m agnetic phases
and the possble reason of the big values of the relativis—
tic constants in the them odynam icpotential expansion
w ill be discussed In Section 'DIBI T he behavior of the
static susceptibility above the N eelpomt w ill be treated

in Section :}]_I_C_-.

B(H)+H2/(8T)
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FIG . 3: Field dependences of the therm odynam ic potential ©
fordi erent orientations ofthem ain antiferrom agnetic vector.
Extemal eld H kz.

A . M agnetic phase diagram .

T he phase diagram of an antiferrom agnet can be ana—
Iyzed in {em s of the m ain antiferrom agnetic vector (ie
Lg) only? D istortions of the collhear order (ie. cant—
Ing of the sublattices) are of no Interest in this subsec—
tion, while we are interested in the phase diagram only.
R elativistic interactions leading to these distortions con—
tribbute to the corresponding relativistic constants, as it
w illbe dem onstrated in the next subsection.

Follow ing the standard procedure, we w ill w rite dow n
an expansion ofthe themm odynam ic potential®© (1), w here
1= Le=F6

The potential © isde ned i such a way tha’éq

@e B H
- = —= M — @)
QH 4 4

Since m agnetization appears only In the presence of
amagnetic eld, the potential expansion can be w ritten
via the land H variables2d R equiring Invariance of the

energy to sym m etry operationswe obtain:

SMH) = al+ al 7]‘(1 )
H)HL +
+C,( H)YL + B, FH?+
+B,EPH* ZH? ExHi 2—2 3)

T he an allparam eter in this expansion is the ratio be—
tween the relativistic constants and the exchange con—
stants. The rsttwo tem s (g) describe the orthorhom —
bic anisotropy, the tem s containing , and -, descrbe
the exchange part of the susceptibiliy | they do not
change under sin ultaneous rotation of 1 and H on the
sam e anglke. The term s w ith describe the relativistic



contrbution to the susceptibility which is independent
on the 1 orientation. O f the higher order tem s con-
taining the m agnetic eld, we have kept only exchange—
relativistic tem s which are a product of exchange part
(nvariant under sin ultaneous rotation of 1 and H ) and
relativistic part. O ther higher-order tem s are an aller
due to the supposed an allness ofthe relativistic constants
and, thus, can be om itted. Easy-axis ordering at low

eldsrequiresthat g ;a, > 0. C onceming the anisotropy
term s in the expansion {_ﬂ), it is also necessary to point
out that, if one (or both) of the anisotropy constants is
equalto zero or if a; = ap, then a consideration of the
higher-order anisotropy tem s would becom e necessary.
However, there are no symm etry reasons, causing these
special values of the anisotropy constants.

M Inin ization over the ordentations of 1 n the exact
orientations of the extemalm agnetic eld dem onstrates
that the antiferrom agnetic vector 1 is aligned along one
of the crystallographic axes except m aybe for the nar-
row eld intervalnear the reordentation transitionsw here
is behavior would be determ ined by the higher-order
anisotropy tem s.

The them odynam icpotential expressions and m ag—
netic susceptbilities for di erent possible orientations of
H and lare given by:

H kz (seeFigd)

(1) Hz
lkz: & = —2Z2g? — @)
2 8
1
z(z)= kt 2
(2) H2
lky: © =a ) 5
y 2 > 5 )
2 = . 2B+,
(3) 2
lkx: © =a L 6
1 > 5 (6)
3
z(z)= ? 2Bl+ z
H kx
(1) 2
H
lkz: © = Xpg?2 — @)
8
= 2t
2) Hz
lky: © =a —H? — 8
y 2 > 5 (8)
>(§2x)= ? 2B2+ X
H ky
(1) 2
H
lkz: € = ¥pg2z __ 9)
2 8

v _
yy = ?

2) H 2
lkx: € =a %H 2 = (10)
3%/) = ? 2B1

Now we can nd the elds of the spin—reorientation
transitions by equalizing the them odynam ic potentials
In the phasesw ith di erent ordentations of 1.

2 2a2
Hkz;Qkz! lky) :HZ= — =2 a1)
2 x 2B
a
H kz; (ky! lkx) :HZ = —= 2 (12)
B, B
2 2a1
H kz;Qlkz! lkx) : HSH= 13)
2 k2B
2 _ a1
HkyiQkz! lkx) tHh= = a4)
1
2 _ &
Hkx;0kz! 1lkx) : H, = B_ 15)
2

A 1l param eters involved can be estin ated using the
static magnet:zat:on data from Refs. -3;6 and the H .3
value from Ref. -72 N ote, how ever, that the sam ples used
In the abovem entioned paperswere di erent, thus, som e
uncertainty is possble. The values of the param eters
calculated from the 5K data are presented in TableIf.

Sihce a; > ap, the hard axis of the m agnetization is
established along the x direction. Substituting the found
valies to Eqn. :13 one can ascertain that Ho > Hg,
ie. a two-spin-reorientation transition scenario is m ore
energy bene cient than a direct transition from 1jg to
1jk. The positiveness of B, explains the absence of a
phase transition or H k x: fora, > 0 and B, > 0
Ean. ';LS has no physical solutions.

T he anisotropy constants detemn J'ne.the gaps of the
antiferrom agnetic resonance spectrum i, A ntiferrom ag-
netic resonanceon theBaCu,Si10 7 wasstudied in Ref.gg
and two gapsgiven by 1= 40GHzand ,= 76GHz
were found. The ratio of the AFM R gaps can be ex—
pressed as

r___
a
2 a

Inserting the values of the anisotropy constants from
Tabl I} yields for this ratio 057 004 which is in per-
fect agreem ent w ith the valie 053 found from the ex—
perim ent. The-absolute valie of the AFM R gap can be
approxin ated®’ as

j oS

1= 2H 51H e

30GHz a7)

which is in reasonable agreem ent w ith the experin ent,
sihce a good deal of uncertainty is involved in the es-
tin ation of the exchange eld H. In the case ofa low—
din ensionalm agnet. Thus, expansion @) correctly de—
scribes the cbserved spin-reorientation transitions and is
In agreem ent w ith other experin ental observations.



T he additionalphase transitionsoccurasa resul ofthe
com petition of anisotropy and relativistic corrections to
the susceptibility. T he transition at H ; isa nom alspin—

op transition: all spins are rotated perpendicular to the

eld direction and are aligned along the second-easy axis
y. Atthistransition the loss ofthe easy-axis anisotropy is
com pensated by the gain In m agnetization energy, sihoe

» > . The second phase transition @t H ;) is caused
by the com petition of the in-plane anisotropy and di er—
ence ofthem agnetization energy in di erent ordentations
of 1due to the relativistic corrections: T he m agnetic sus-
ceptibility for 1k x tums out to be larger than that for
1k y, thus, the loss of anisotropy energy is overcom e by
the gain in m agnetization energy. T he spin-reorientation
transition at H ky isdue to the same e ect: relativistic
corrections to the susceptibility m ake the susceptibility
to be the lJargest for 1k x, thus, the gain in m agnetization
energy overcom es the loss In anisotropy energy.

N ote that the relativistic correctionsB ; and are un—
usually large In BaCu,S10+: , tums out to be com pa—
rablewih , .TheB;H ? term snom ally should becom e
com parable w ith the anisotropy constants only at m ag—
netic elds of the scale of the exchange eld. Thus, a
m echanian , which strongly enhances the rok of the rel-
ativistic interactions, has to be found. O ne possbility is
the e ect of anisotropic reduction of the spin In di gr-
ent phases. A ccording to the neutron-scattering data?,
the average m agnetic m om ent of the Cu ion changes
as 1 changes its orientation. A ccounting for this e ect
would result in the sam e exchangerelativistic term s in
the thermm odynam icpotential expansion. A nother possi-
ble reason for the large values of these constants w illbe
discussed In the next section.

Tt is necessary to recall that the above expansion of
the them odynam ic potential was perform ed assum ing
the relativistic contributions to be an allcom pared to the
exchange part. Hence, higher-order term s have been ne-
glected. H owever, in principle the increasing in portance
of the relativistic interactions should also lad to an In—
crease of the higher-order tem s, which especially would
a ect the phase transitions at higher elds #He, H 3).
M oreover, this should give rise to other e ects, such as
a nonlinearity of the m agnetization, which has not been
reported yet.

W e also have to note another possibl explanation of
the com parablk m agnitude of the elds He; and H;:
nam ely that, if a; = a;, then Eqn:_fzj becom es ill-
de ned. As it was noted earlier, in this case higher-
order (fourth-order) anisotropy tem s have to be con-
sidered, and higher-order anisotropy constants (contain—
ng additional relativistic sn allness, com pared to aj;)
would appear in the num erator of Eqnjld. The B;H 2
term s should becom e com parable w ith the fourth-order
anisotropy tem s in  elds ofthe order ofthe nom alspin—

op eld H.;.However, we would lke to point out again
that there are no symm etry reasons causing the equiva—
Jence ofthe anisotropy constants, and the values ofthe a;
and a, constants derived from the experim entaldata are

phase phase II
Do —® (7)% ‘&(4)
v
0O+ +2® (1)‘; ‘;(6)
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X

FIG . 4: Proposed structures for allphases ( eld-induced dis—
tortions are om itted): phase I: collinear structure I (direc—
tion of the spins is shown by the sign); phase II: weakly non—
collinear antiferrom agnet ¥ and I ; phase III: weakly non-
collinear structure § and ]3,’ . Next layer of spins aligned an—
tiferrom agnetically.

alm ost ourfold di erent. A m icroscopic consideration of
the interspin Interactions, w hich isbeyond ofthe scope of
the present paper, is necessary to check this probability

In detail. The angular dependence of the transition eld
H ., also has to contain inform ation on whether second-
or fourth-order anisotropy tem s are responsble for the

additional spin—reorientation transition.

N evertheless, the present experim ental results can be
consistently explained in the fram ework of our sinm pli ed
approach. Therefore, it seem s to be reasonable to start
again w ith the assum ption of sn all relativistic contribu-
tions in the follow ing re nem ent of the them odynam ic
potentialw ith the ain to analyze the m agnetic structure
In detail.

B . Structure ofthe m agnetic phases.

R elativistic interactions, such as the D zyaloshinskii-
M orlya interaction, can cause an all distortions of the
collinear structure, which can be expressed by m agnetic
vectors. T hese distortions, however, have to be com —
patble w ith the crystalsymm etry. T hism eans that the
com ponents ofthe m agnetic vectors corresponding to the
distortions in the given phase have to transform in the
sam e way as the corresponding com ponent of the m ain
m agnetic vector, ie. they have to belong to the sam e rep—
resentation of the symm etry group. The possble types
of canting ofthe spins can be easily found from Table :!-:F
W e w ill consider here only distortions described by the
m agnetic vectorsL,, L, and L4, foronly these m agnetic
vectors correspond to the antiferrom agnetic in-chain or-
der. O ther distortions would lead to a violation of the



In-chain antiferrom agnetic ordering and, therefore, they
are strongly suppressed by the strong in-chain exchange
Interaction.

T hus, we obtain

phase I 4 k z)
no canting is allowed by sym m etry

phase IT G kvy)
L% isallowed

phase ITT (4 k x)
L} isallowed

T he structure of the m agnetic phases is shown in Fig—
ure -4 N ote that the proposed structure isdi erent from
that of R ef. |, where canting described by the m agnetic
vector L, was proposed. H owever, vector L, has com po—
nentstransform ing in the sam ew ay asthem agnetization,
ie. distortions describbed by the com ponents of L, can
be induced by the m agnetic eld.

To nd the am plitudes of the distortions we have to
w rite an expansion of the them odynam ic potential in—
cluiding vectorsL1, L, and L4 and then tom inin ize this
potential w ith respect to the com ponents of these vec—
tors. In this expansion we will nom alize all m agnetic
vectors by the length of the m ain m agnetic vector 1.4 j
L=Li;=T¢J (18)

R equiring nvariance of the energy to sym m etry oper—
ationswe obtain:

25+

€ = A1ﬁ+A2]2+A4]4 1]?]31/4'
+ JEHY +

1]§Hz 2]2H + 3]§Hx+
0 0

__Pp2 £ 2y 2

+214H S G B HT+

)2 O ]yg)ZHZ_'_ Bg(]g)ZHZ

+CJ0 H)HY

o2 H_2

1
5 19)

s
NN
N|><o

W e want to em phasize that this expansion is essen-—
tially the same as Eqgn. 6'3). The only di erence is that
the interactions leading to the distortions of the collinear
order are w ritten explicitly, now .

In the expansion given above, the termm s containing A ;
are of exchange origin, they describe the loss In exchange
energy. A llofA ; arepositive. Thetem swih ; descrbe
the canting ofthe antiferrom agnetic sublattices (so called
weak antiferrom agnetism ), those wih ; descrbe eld-
Induced distortions. Both ; and ; param etersarisedue
to the m icroscopic D zyaloshinskiiM oriya interaction.

M inin ization over the com ponents of m agnetic vec—
tors w ill dem onstrate that the am plitudes of 3, 1, and
1y are proportional to the ratio of som e relativistic con—
stant to the exchange constantsA ;. W e w ill suppose here
that all relativistic constants are an all com pared w ih

exchange constants. Then, the m agniude of 3, L, and
1y already contains relativistic an allness and we can ne—
glect all higher-order relativistic term s containing these
vectors.

M inin ization of the {1d) yields
¥ = —H" 20)
2A,
e - le y @1)
= I";H 2 ©2)
E = sz x @3)
i ( 524 + KE By (24)
Y ( i + Klg By ©@5)

T he canting angles (see Fjgure-'_4) can be expressed as
follow s:

tan tan

=i =1

N ote that the distortions of type & (which were ound
nRef. -é) are possible, but they are induced by the exter—
nal eld and they are independent on the ordentation of
them ain antiferrom agnetic vector. T hus, they have to be
observed in allphases. M oreover, their am plitude should
Increase w ith increasing m agnetic eld, while according
to the ndingsofR ef.:_ the noncollinearity is suppressed
by the m agnetic eld in phase II.

On the other hand, the distortions described by the
com ponents of 1 are consistent w ith the experim ental
observations: they are absent in phase I, and their am -
plitude In phases IT and III are govemed by di erent
constants ;. The fact that the canting In phase IIT is
much an aller than In phase IT foroes us to suppose that

1 2. A suppression of the canting In phase IT corre—
sponds to > 0.

Substituting these results to Eqn. :LQ we obtain an
equation of the sam e type as Eagn. d w ith renom alized
constants. The com parison of Eqn. Qj) w ith the resuls
of the substitution yields

(26)

2 = pa T —— 27
k;? k;? 2A1 ( )
2 2 2
.= J+ L+ = L @8)
2A, 27, 2R,
0o, 3 i
= 0+ = 4L 29
¥ 2, 27, @9
2
a = al Elz; (30)
2
a, = aJ —= (31)
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If the relativistic constants are sn all com pared to the
exchange constants (as it was supposed In the expansion
{19)), then the distortions caused by relativistic inter-
actions result in an all corrections to the constants con-—
nected w ith the m ain antiferrom agnetic vector.

In the case of the low -din ensional antiferrom agnet, i
is another situation. T he antiferrom agnetic ordering of
the types L1, Ly, Ly, and Lg di ers only by the rela—
tive ordentation of the spins in the direction perpendic-
ular to the chain. Thus, the loss In exchange energy for
the canting from one of these order types to the other
(ie. A, constants in the expansion C_ffi)) is governed
by the weak interchain exchange. A s i was m entioned
In the Introduction, In a quasitone-dim ensionalm agnet
the interchain-exchange interaction can be com parable
In strength wih the relativistic nteractions. T hus, the
relativistic contributions in E qns:_Z-j—'g::’_: w ill not becom e
an all.

This argum entation cannot be considered as a strict
proof of the role of low -din ensionality for the large val-
ues of the relativistic constants in Eqgn. -?'z because ex—
pansion C_lS_i ) becom es incom plete, if som e of the rela-
tivistic constants are com parable to the exchange ones.
H ow ever, the fact that In quasione-din ensionalm agnets
strong distortions w ith am all losses of exchange energy
are possble, can result in an increase ofthe e ect due to
relativistic interactions.

C . Susceptibility ofBaCu,5i0 7 above the N eel
point.

T he susceptibility ofBaCu, S0 7 above t'he N eelpoint
strongly deviates from a B onner§ isher ]awe characteris-
tic for one-din ensional m agnet$®. Tt dem onstrates a
broad m aximum near 200 K but then shows a strong
Curielike increase to lower tem peratures. T his increase
is anisotropic. It is strongest for . and sm allest or ;.

Such a behavior is typical for antiferrom agnets w ith
possble weak ferrom agnetisn 1314, As it ©lows from
Tabl :_I[, weak ferrom agnetian is allowed for antiferro-
m agnetic order of types L; and L, | these vectors have
com ponents transform ing in the sam e way as them agne-
tization com ponents.

At the vicinity of the N eelpoint the am plitude of the
order param eter is sm all and we can write down an ex-—
pansion over the pow ers of the order param eter as in the
usualLandau theory of second-order phase transitions:

© = ALZ+ A,Li+ A LS+ AL+
+ LELY+ (LYH?+ LLIH?+

y
ZLGLZ +
3L§H * 4

s
N

+ JLIHY oH? (34)

NI
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Here the A; tem s are of exchange origin, those w ith
and are responsble for the canting, , is the
param agnetic-state susceptibility. W e neglect anisotropy
temn s and higher-order tem s. H ere we have used desig-
nations for the temm s sin ilar to those in Eqnt_Lgi N ote,
how ever, that coe cientsw ith the sam e designations are
di erent in Eqn:_-l_é and Eqn:_é_th
At the transition point the factorsA ; change their sign :
it is positive above the transition tem perature and neg—

ative below . In the vichiy of the corresponding N eel
tem peratures

_ €3]
A i— i (T '];\] )r > 0 (35)

At the N eelpoint order of type Ig is established. W e
w il suppose that in som e tem perature range above Ty
the values of A; and A, continue to increase with in-
creasing tem perature and, thus, can be approxin ated as

0

0) 0
Aip=RA,+t 1, &) Aipi 12> 0

; (36)

To nd the valiesofthem agneUc vector com ponents
wehave tom Inin ize expansion @4 Herewew ill restrict
ouranalysisto the case of T > Ty . Above theN eelpoint
wehaveA; > 0,and in absence ofan extemal eld H the
m ininum ofthepotential C_3-é_i) corresoondsto Lij= 0. If
amagnetic eld isapplied, weak antiferrom agnetic order
param eters of the types L; or L, are induced. A 1l other
m agnetic vectors are zero.

T he existence of eld-induced order param eters leads
to an additional contribution to the susceptibility. U sing
Ean. ',_3-6, we obtain for the m agnetic susceptibilities:

w = ot 67)
T2a2% 0 T
2
= o+ . (38)
o T2+ o g
= + % +
zz (O) 0
20+ 0r  m))

+ ) 39)
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Ie. wih decreasing tem perature the susceptibilities
should increase. The am plitudes of this Increase in dif-
ferent orientations? allow to conclude that

w N

40)

The strongest e ect for ,, is In accordance w ith the
large relativistic contrbution , i Eqn.d.



Iv.. CONCLUSIONS

Starting from a sym m etry approach we have analyzed
the m agnetic phase diagram and the correspondingm ag—
netic structures of the antiferrom agnet BaCu,S%0 7. In
the rst step, we have obtained a them odynam ic poten—
tial in tem s of the m ain antiferrom agnetic vector only,
dem onstrating additional spin-reorientation transitions,
which are due to the unusually strong relativistic tem s
In the expansion of the them odynam ic potential. The
strength of the relativistic term s is probably connected
to the low -dim ensionality of the com pound.

In the second step, we have re  ned the them odynam ic
potential by incliding the m agnetic vectors, which de-
scribe distortions of the m agnetic structure com patble
w ith the crystal symm etry. Based on our analysis, we
proposed a structure ofthe m agnetic phases (cf. F ig. :_4),
which isdi erent from that in Refu§.

In addition, we were able to explain the deviations
of the susceptbility from the Bonnert isher law on ap-—

proaching the 3D -m agnetic order. The analysis of the
susceptibility behavior above Ty also show s the In por—
tance ofthe relativistic interactions forthe understanding
of the properties ofBaCu,;S10 7.

The strong enhancem ent of the relativistic e ects
should result in other interesting properties of this com —
pound, such as nonlinear m agnetization. Thus, further
experin ental and theoretical studies are necessary to
achieve a deeper insight into the unusual properties of
BaCu, S:IQ O7.
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