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LET T ER T O T H E ED IT O R
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A bstract. W eobserved a�eld-induced staggered m agnetization in the2D frustrated
dim er singlet spin system SrCu2(BO 3)2 by 11B NM R,from which the m agnitudes
ofthe intradim er Dzyaloshinsky-M oriya interaction and the staggered g-tensor were
determ ined. These anisotropic interactionscause singlet-tripletm ixing and elim inate
a quantum phase transition at the expected critical�eld H c for gap closing. They
provide a quantitative account for som e puzzling phenom ena such as the onset ofa
uniform m agnetization below H c and the persistence ofthe excitation gap above H c.
Thegap wasaccuratelydeterm ined from theactivation energyofthenuclearrelaxation
rate.

Spin system s with singlet ground states exhibit a variety of quantum phase

transitionsin m agnetic�eld [1].A genericexam pleistheBose-Einstein condensation of

tripletswhen the�eld exceedsthecriticalvalueatwhich theexcitation energy vanishes.

Thisresultsin an antiferrom agneticorderwith thestaggered m om entperpendicularto

the�eld,ashasbeen observed,e.g.,in TlCuCl3 [2].Anotherpossibility istheform ation

ofa superlatticeoflocalized tripletsdueto repulsiveinteractions,which translatesinto

m agnetization plateausatfractionalvalues ofthe saturated m agnetization. The best

known exam pleisSrCu2(BO 3)2 with itstwo-dim ensionalnetwork oforthogonaldim ers

ofCu2+ ions(spin 1/2).Thism aterialshowsan excitation gap � 0=35 K and plateaus

at1/8,1/4,and 1/3 ofthe saturated m agnetization [3,4,5]. A m agnetic superlattice

atthe1/8-plateau hasactually been observed by NM R experim ents[6].
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Figure 1. (color online) The m agnetic layer ofSrCu2(BO 3)2 viewed along (a) the
c-(z-) and (b) the [110]-(y-) directions. Num bers are the site indices for both Cu
and B.Sym bolsforD and D 0indicatethedirection ofd in theDzyaloshinsky-M oriya
interaction d� (si� sj)with the bond direction i! j shown by arrows.

These basic propertiescan be explained by a Heisenberg m odelon the frustrated

Shastry-Sutherland lattice,

H 0 = J
X

n:n:

si� sj + J
0

X

n:n:n:

si� sj; (1)

whereJ and J0aretheintra-and interdim erexchangeinteractionsasshown in �gure1a

[3,7]. However,severalaspects oflow-tem perature and high-�eld properties rem ain

m ysterious: i)a �nite m agnetization appearswellbelow the expected critical�eld for

thegap closing H c = � 0=gz�B ,wheregz istheg-valuealongthe�eld direction [5,8];ii)

a gap seem sto persistaboveH c [9,10,11];iii)thereappearsno phasetransition down

to T=0at�eldsbelow the1/8-plateau,which m eansthatno Bosecondensation occurs,

whileonehasbeen observed aboveit[11];iv)them agnetization showsa discontinuous

jum p atthelowerboundary ofthe1/8-plateau [6,8].Thepropertiesi)and ii)suggest

thattripletstatesarem ixed intotheground statebysom eanisotropicinteractions.The

interdim erDzyaloshinsky-M oriya (DM )interaction,

H 0=
X

n:n:n:

D
0

ij(s
x
is

y

j � s
y

is
x
j); (2)

wherejD 0

ij j= D 0and thesign alternatesasshown in �gure1a,wasrequired to explain

thesplitting oftripletenergy levels[12,9].However,itdoesnothave m atrix elem ents

between singlet and one-triplet states. Although the intradim er DM interaction is a

candidate,no estim ateforitsm agnitudehasbeen m adeso far.

In this Letter,we report observation ofa �eld-induced staggered m agnetization

by 11B NM R experim ents,which isalso caused by singlet-tripletm ixing.Quantitative

estim ates ofthe intradim er DM interaction and the staggered g-tensor are obtained.
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Furtherm ore,theseanisotropicinteractionsprovidequantitativeaccountsfortheabove

points i) and ii). W e also report the behavior ofthe gap obtained from the nuclear

relaxation rateupon entering into the1/8-plateau.

A single crystalofSrCu2(BO 3)2 was grown by the traveling-solvent-
oating-zone

m ethod using LiBO 2 solvent[13].TheNM R m easurem entsbelow 18 T wereperform ed

atISSP,University ofTokyo,while data athigher�eldswere obtained using a 20M W

resistive m agnetattheGrenobleHigh M agneticField Laboratory.

W e�rstdescribetheanisotropicinteractionscom patiblewith thecrystalstructure

(spacegroup I42m [14]).A crucialfeatureisthenon-coplanarbuckling ofthem agnetic

CuBO 3 layersasdepicted in �gure1b.Thisallowsadditionalanisotropicinteractions,

H 1 = � �B H � (

4X

i= 1

gi� si)+

D

(
X

A

(sz1s
x
2 � s

x
1s

z
2)�

X

B

(s
y

3s
z
4 � s

z
3s

y

4)

)

; (3)

whereA (B)denotesdim ersalongthex-(y)direction.Thesecond term ,theintradim er

DM interaction,isallowed since the buckling breaksinversion sym m etry atthe center

ofdim erbonds.The�rst,Zeem an term involvesanisotropicg-tensors,which forsite1

isgiven by

g1 =

0

B
@

gx 0 � gs

0 gy 0

� gs 0 gz

1

C
A ;

while g2, g3, and g4 are obtained from g1 by sym m etry operations of the crystal

(�gure 1). The sign ofthe xz-com ponent is opposite for g2,i.e., gs represents the

staggered com ponent. The diagonalcom ponents were determ ined asgx=gy=2.05 and

gz=2.28 from ESR m easurem ents [9]. W e estim ate gs=0.023 by assum ing that the

principalaxisofg1 coincideswith thatoftheelectric�eld gradientatCu1 nuclei(5.6
�

from the c-axis [15]),which is nearly perpendicular to the plane containing the four

oxygen atom ssurrounding oneCu1.

In m agnetic �elds, the anisotropic Ham iltonian H 1 results in a non-collinear

m agnetization consisting of four sublattices m i=gi � hsii�B (i=1 to 4). W e de�ne

the uniform and staggered m om ents on A and B dim ers as m A
u = (m 1 + m 2)=2,

m
A
s = (m 1 � m 2)=2 and m

B
u = (m 3 + m 4)=2,m

B
s = (m 3 � m 4)=2. The crystal

sym m etry tellsusthatan external�eld H ext k z (H ext kx)inducesstaggered m om ents

m
A
s k x and m

B
s k y (m A

s k z). Such non-collinearm om ents,unobservable from bulk

m agnetization m easurem ents,can be accurately detected by 11B NM R.The m agnetic

hyper�ne �eld acting on a nuclear spin at site iis expressed as H hf
i =

P
4

j= 1
A ij � mj,

where A ij isthe hyper�ne coupling tensorbetween the i-th nuclearspin and m j.The

projection ofH hf
i along H ext,denoted as H i,is obtained from the shift ofthe NM R

frequency.
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Figure 2. Angularvariation ofH 1 atdi�erenttem peraturesin the external�eld of
6.948 T.

W e �rstdiscuss the resultsfora sm all�eld (6.948 T)rotated in the (110)-(xz-)

plane.TheNM R spectra consistofseveralsetsofquadrupole-splitlines.Each setwas

assigned to a particularsitebased on theknown anisotropy ofthequadrupolesplitting

[16]. In �gure 2,H 1 is plotted against the angle � between H ext and the c-axis at

severaltem peratures. By sym m etry,H 2(�)=H1(� �) and H3(�)=H4(�) (not shown).

The�-dependencecan bewell�tted by a sim plesinusoidalcurve(curvesin �gure2),

H 1 + H 2 = H u cos2� + const;

H 1 � H2 = H ssin2� : (4)

T-dependencesofH u and H s areplotted in �gure3.

The�-dependenceofH1 isnotsym m etricaround � = 0,leadingtoa�niteHs.Both

m
A ;B
s and m

A ;B
u contribute to H s through the uniform (diagonal) and the staggered

(o�-diagonal)partsofthecoupling A ij,respectively.Ifm
A ;B
u and m A ;B

s had thesam e

T-dependence,thisshould stand forH s and H u.Thisisindeed notthe case,since H s

extrapolatesto a large �nite value atT=0,while H u alm ostvanishessim ilarly to the

m agneticsusceptibility[4].Thisprovesthatasizablestaggeredm om entm A ;B
s isinduced

atT=0at�eld valuesH ext � H c,whiletheuniform m om entisnearly zero.Thiscan be

qualitatively explained by considering H 1 asa perturbation foran isolated dim er[17].

Since H 1 hasm atrix elem entsbetween singletand tripletson the sam e dim er,triplets

arem ixed into theground state,resulting in �nitem A ;B
s to �rstorderin perturbation.

In contrast,m A ;B
u ism uch sm allerthan m A ;B

s ,sinceonly higherorderterm scontribute

tom A ;B
u .Although �eld-induced staggered m om entshavebeen reported in theHaldane

chain com pound NENP [18,19],thisisthe�rstobservation in quasi2D system s.

Fora quantitative analysis,wewrite

H 1 � H2 = 2(B xz + Cxz)
�
m

A
uzsin� + m

A
ux cos�

�

+ 2(B xx � Cxx)m
A
sx sin� + 2(Bzz � Czz)m

A
szcos�

+ 4D xz

�
m

B
uzsin� + m

B
ux cos�

�
+ 4D xym

B
sy sin�; (5)

where wehave de�ned B =A 11,C =A 12,and D =A 13 and used sym m etry propertiesto
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Figure 3.Tem peraturedependencesofH u,H s,(4)H su,and H ss (6)atH ext= 6.948T.

obtain otherA ij’s.Thesin2� dependenceofH1-H 2 in (4)isreproduced ifthem om ents

vary asm A
sx;m

B
sy;m

A ;B
uz / cos�,and m A

sz;m
A ;B
ux / sin�.Thisisapproxim ately con�rm ed

by thenum ericalcalculationspresented below.W ede�ne

�x � m
A
sx(� = 0)= m

B
sy(� = 0);�z � � m

A
sz(� = �=2);

M z � m
A ;B
uz (� = 0);M A (B )

x � m
A (B )
ux (� = �=2):

Com bining theserelationswith (5),weobtain

H s = H su + H ss (6)

H su = (B xz+ Cxz+ 2D xz)M z + (B xz + Cxz)M
A
x + 2D xzM

B
x (7)

H ss = (B xx � Cxx + 2D xy)�x � (Bzz � Czz)�z: (8)

Theanalysisofthe 11B NM R spectrum in the1/8-plateau phase[20]indicatesthat

allhyper�ne couplingsexceptB areapproxim ately given by theclassicaldipolar�elds

thatwe can calculate. Since the diagonalcom ponents ofB +C +2D were determ ined

previously [16],allthe coupling param eters in the above equations are known except

forB xz. Athigh tem peratures,the staggered m om ents �x,�z are m uch sm aller than

the uniform m om entsM z,M
A ;B
x ,and M A

x � M B
x . Assum ing �x=�z=0 above T=70 K,

which isalso supported by prelim inary num ericalcalculations,wedeterm ined B xz from

thedata ofH s and them agnetization at70K,using (7).Theparam etersin (7)and (8)

aredeterm ined asB xz+Cxz+2D xz=0.10,B xz+Cxz=0.09,2D xz=0.01,B xx-Cxx+2D xy= -

0.06,and B zz-Czz=-0.32(T/�B ).W ethen obtained H su atothertem peratures(�gure3)

from the m agnetization data. Finally,subtracting thisfrom H s,H ss isdeterm ined in

thewholetem peraturerangeasshown in �gure3.Thisdem onstratesthatthestaggered

m agnetization increasesvery steeply below 10 K and saturatesatlowertem peratures.

M easurem entsofH i wereextended to higher�eldsup to 26 T.Them agnetization

data in ref.[8]wasused to calculateH su [21],which wasthen subtracted from thedata

ofH s to obtain H ss. In the m ain panelof�gure 4,we plot H su and H ss in the low

tem peraturelim it.

In orderto see ifthese results are explained by anisotropic interactions,we have

calculated m i by exact diagonalization (ED) ofthe ham iltonian H 0+H 1+H
0 at T=0
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Figure 4. Field dependencesofH su and H ss m easured atlow tem peratures,2.5 K
(for H ext= 7 and 12 T),1.5 K (15 and 17.9 T),0.64 K (20 T),0.46 K (24 T),and
0.21 K (26 T).Thecurvesareobtained from theED resultsof�x,�z,M z,and M A ;B

x

shown in the insetby using (7)and (8).

and H ext=6.948 T in the (110)-plane forclusterswith up to 24 sitesforvariousvalues

ofD .Valuesofotherparam etersare�xed:J=85K,J0=54K [3],D 0=J=-0.02[12],and

gs=0.023.By requiring thatthecalculated valueofH s from (6)to (8)agreeswith the

experim entaldata atthelowesttem perature(2.5 K),weobtained D =J=0.034.Taking

into account the uncertainty in gs leadsto possible valuesofD =J between 0.030 (for

gs = 0:030)and 0.038(forgs = 0:014).ThechoiceofD 0haslittlee�ecton thecalculated

valuesofm i.

Using the sam e param etervalues,we have also calculated m i athigher�elds,as

shown in theinsetofin �gure 4.The agreem entbetween thecalculated resultsofH su

and H ss shown by the lines in the m ain panelof�gure 4 and the experim entaldata

issatisfactory up to about20 T.Thuswe now have a quantitative explanation forthe

developm entofauniform m agnetization at�eldsaslow as18T.Notethatthestaggered

m om entissizable even atlow �elds(� 0:03 �B =Cu at15 T,�gure 4 inset),where the

uniform m om entisnegligible. The experim entaland theoreticalresultsofH ss deviate

athigher�elds,probably dueto �nitesizee�ectsasdiscussed below.

Letusnow discussthedynam ics.Thenuclearspin-latticerelaxationrate(1/T1)was

m easured forH ext kc up to27.5T.Itshowsan activated behavioratlow tem peratures

(�gure5inset).Theactivation gap (�)shown in �gure5followsalinearH -dependence

below 20 T,� = � 0 � gz�B H with � 0=34.8 K and gz=2.28 asexpected. At higher

�elds,however,itdeviatesfrom thisrelation and rem ains�niteeven abovetheexpected

critical�eld H c=� 0=gz�B =22.7 T.The gap reachesa m inim um at26.5 T,which isat

the boundary to the 1/8-plateau,and increasesagain inside the 1/8-plateau (27.5 T).

The�nitegap aboveH c,which naturally explainstheabsenceofBosecondensation,is
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ofED calculation (open circles).Thedataat27.5T,whereNM R spectrum show m any
linesin the 1/8-plateau phase,were obtained forthe line with the largest(negative)
hyper�ne�eld.

consistent with earlierreports. Forexam ple,the gap was estim ated from the speci�c

heatdata [11]as �=4.6 (3.2)K atH ext=22 (24)T.The ESR data [10]also shows a

sim ilardeviation from thelinearH -dependenceofthelowesttripletenergy nearH c.

One expects that the singlet-triplet m ixing due to H 1 willprevent the gap from

closing,as has been discussed for NENP [22]. W e have con�rm ed this by num erical

calculations.The energy ofthe lowestexcited stateobtained by ED calculationsusing

thesam eparam etersisplotted in �gure5.Theconstantvalueatlow �eldsisduetothe

singletbound state oftwo tripletshaving lowerenergy than one triplet[23].However,

they do notcontributeto thenuclearrelaxation.Near22 T,theresultsclearly indicate

levelrepulsion due to m ixing,reproducing theexperim entalbehavior.Letusnote one

subtle point. The interdim er DM interaction H 0 splitsthe one-tripletexcitationsinto

two branches[12]. Only one ofthem ism ixed with the singletby H 1 and thisbranch

m usthave a lowerenergy forthe levelrepulsion to occur. Thisdeterm inesthe sign of

D 0to benegative.Notethatthesign ofD 0wasnotknown before.

Finally,thetheory isnotapplicable when the�eld istoo closeto the1/8-plateau.

The cluster size of our calculation is not large enough to take proper account of

interaction between triplets,which should becom eim portantnearthe1/8-plateau.

In conclusion,we have shown thata large staggered m agnetization isinduced by

the m agnetic �eld in the presence ofthe intradim er DM interaction and staggered g-

tensor,whose m agnitudesare obtained as0:03 � D =J � 0:038 for0:014 � gs � 0:03.

The singlet-tripletm ixing and levelrepulsion caused by these interactionsaccountfor

the �nite uniform m agnetization below H c and the persistence ofthe excitation gap

above H c. They thusturn the quantum phase transition atH c into a crossover. This
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is the �rst exam ple ofsuch �eld-induced phenom ena in quasi2D spin system s. Our

determ ination ofthe m agnitudesand sign ofthe DM interactionsshould setthe stage

forfurtherinvestigation ofotherrem arkable propertiesofSrCu2(BO 3)2. In particular,

the signature ofa phase transition in the speci�c heatobserved above the 1/8-plateau

by Tsujiiet al. [11]calls for a precise understanding ofthe interplay between the

DM interaction and otherbosonic interaction such asbound state form ation [23]and

correlated hopping [24].
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