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W e calculate the electron spin resonance (ESR) spectra of the quasitwo-dim ensional dim er spin
liquid SrCu, BO3)2 as a function of m agnetic eld B . Using the standard Lanczos m ethod, we
solve a Shastry-Sutherland H am iltonian w ith additional D zyaloshinsky-M oriya O M ) tem s which
are crucial to explain di erent qualitative aspects of the ESR spectra. In particular, a nearest—
neighbor DM interaction wih a non-—zero D , com ponent is required to explain the low frequency
ESR lnes for B kc. This suggests that crystal symm etry is lowered at low tem peratures due to a

structural phase transition.

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm , 7540Gb, 7540M g, 7545+ 3, 7550 M m

I. NTRODUCTION

T he soin liquids are states of m atter that occur when
quantum uctuations are strong enough to avoid any
type ofm agnetic ordering. T his leads in generalto a non—
degenerate ground stateand a nite gap forthe soectrum
of excitations. SrCu; B0 3); is a quasitwo-din gnsional
spi system with a singlet diner ground statef. This
com pound isatp [resent the only know n realization ofthe
Shastry-Sutherland m odeB. In this m odel the e ect of
the quantum uctuations is am pli ed by the geom etrical
frustration of the spin lattice. The low energy excia—
tions of the ground state are local triplets w hose \kinetic
energy" is an all com pared to the repulsive triplet-triplet
Interaction. T he application ofa strongm agnetic eld in-
duces a quantum phase transition in which the dim erized
ground state starts to be populated w ith triplets. The
m agnetic eld plays the role of a chem ical potential for
the triplet quasiparticles. In this scenario it is possble
to study the com petition between the \gaseous" triplet
phase and the crystallization of triplets (\solid phase").
T he crystallization of triplets gives rise to m agnetization
plateaus that have been observed In SrCu, BO 3)84 .

T he anisotropic spin Interactions are in general weak
but they can have a strong e ect on a highly frustrated
system, ., Jp particular, as it was already established in
Refs?@1?P2  the inclision of the nearest neighbor (n)
and next-nearest neighbor (mnn) D zyaloshinsky-M orilya
DM ) Interactions is required to explain som e qualitative
features of the speci ¢ heat and electron spin resonance
(ESR) experin ents In SrCu, BQ 3)2. However, as it was
noted recently by C epas et al2®, a lattice symm etry (re—

ection in them irror plane containing the caxis and one
diner followed by a  rotation arround the dim er bond)
leads to a zero am plitude for the ocbserved single-triplet
E SR transitions forB kc. In addition, a levelanticrossing
betw een the ground state and the low est triplet excitation
is observed forB 20 T . T his kevel anticrossing in plies
som e m ixing between two states with di erent m agne-
tization M , along the tetragonal caxis, som ething that
cannot be explained within the U (1) invariant m odels

(Invardiant under rotations around the caxis) for which
M , is a good quantum -num ber.

R ecent experin entdd revealked additional quantitative
and qualitative aspects of the ESR transitions. Besides
the two non-degenerate one-triplet excitations, various
types of m ultiple-triplet bound states form ing singlets,
triplets and quintuplets were identi ed. These m easure—
m ents opened the possibility for a direct com parison be-
tween the observed fam ily of m agnetic excitations and
the theoretical predictigns based on the soin m odel pro—
posed fr SrCu, BO3),%%. In addition, as it is shown
In the present paper, they provide indirect inform ation
about the crystalsym m etry at low tem peratures and the
role of the spin—lattice coupling as a function of the ap—
plied m agnetic ed B .

The considerable am plitude of the ESR absorption
lines that according to the crystal sym m etry are not ex—
pected to be observed poses a challenge for nding an
adequate explanation. Cepas et alt¥ proposed a m echa—
nism based on a dynam ically generated DM interaction
Induced by the spin-phonon coupling. H ow ever, they did
not provide any com parison between a calculated ESR
spectrum based on thism echanism and their experin en—
talobservation. In this paper we suggest that the crystal
symm etry is lowered due to a structural phase transi-
tion that occurs n a low tem perature region that has
not yet been explored w ith X -rays. A s a consequence, a
non-zero ¢ com ponent of the neayest neighbor DM vec-
tor appears. In a previous paper¥ we showed that this
com ponent is required to reproduce the m easured spe-
ci c heat at low tem peratures and high m agnetic elds.
Here,we show that the sam e com ponent also explainsthe
observed singletriplet E SR lines aswell as other qualita—
tive aspects of the E SR spectra as a function ofB kc and
Bka.

II. MODEL HAM ILTONIAN

To describe the present system , we consider the ol
low Ing H eisenberg H am iltonian In a m agnetic eld on a
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Shastry-Sutherland lattice? :

X X X
He = J 83 §+J3° Si S+ g5 B $
hij i hi; 310 i

X X
+ D (§ Sy+ D% (¢ sy: @
hi! i hi! ji0

Here, hi; ji and hi;ji® indicate that i and jare nn and
nnn, resgpectively. In addition to the Shastry-Sutherland
Ham iltonian, H g includes DM interactions to nn and
nnn. T he corresponding DM vectors areD and D °, re-
spectively. T he arrow s indicate that bopds have a par-
ticular orientation as descrbed in Reff. The quanti
zation axis 2 is paralkl to the caxis and R to the a-
axis. The nnn DM interaction has already been con-—
sidered in previous paperdth to explain the splitting be—
tween, the two sihglgirplet excitations observed w ith
ESR2LY, far mfrared ™ and ielastic neutron scattering
m easurem entdl?. The valie of the DM interaction ob—
tained from this splitting is: D °= 2:1 K 2. A ccording to
the crystal symm etryt4, only the xy com ponent ofD is
non-zero and perpendicular to the corresponding dim er.
However, as i is explained below, a non—zero z com po—
nent ofD is required to explain the speci c heat and the
ESR data or niem agnetic eldsB .

ForD , = 0 and in two din ensions the relevant space
group ofH 3 in Eq. @) isp4gm , w ih a point group 4mm
at g = 0 point in the Brillouin zone. However, the ab
plane in Sr1Cu, BO 3), containing dim ers is slightly budk—
kd and the (three din ensional) space group P42m is
m ore appropriate. Nam ely, the associated point group
42m inchlides the roto-inversion symm etry IC, (rotation
through 90° arround the caxis llowed by inversion
I) which allows for a di erent ordentation of the DM
Interaction wih respect to the point group 4mm , and
thus resuls in lowering the ground state energy. In zero
m agnetic eld H g is m oreover tim ereversal nvariant so
that the point group at g = 0 should be enlarged to
Gy = 42m fE; g, where isthe tin exeversal oper-
ator and E is the identity operator.

III. ENERGY SPECTRUM

N um erical calculations were done using the standard
Lanczos technique at zero temperature (T = 0) on a
tiltted square cluster of20 sites. W e start by analyzing the
fullenergy spectrum forqg = 0. Figs. la and 1b show the
calculated energy spectra as a function ofB kc and B ka,
regpectively. The vertical axis is in units of frequency
to facilitate the com paxison w ith the ESR experin ental
results by Nodjiriet alt%. W ith the exception ofD 2, the
param eters of themodel, J = 74 K, J%= 0:62J,D =
P2K;22K;37K),andD °= (0;0;22K), arethe same
asthe onesused to t the speci c hgat data fordi erent
values of the applied m agnetic eld”.

In both cases, there isa cleardistinction betw een states
that belong to the continuum in the therm odynam ic lim it

and those that w illbe called \localized" states. T he bot-
tom edge of the continuum appears around 1100 GHz
above the ground state for B = 0. W ith increasing B
thisedgedropsto 450GHzatB 20 T and then sat-
urates as a function ofB . Sincethe DM tem sare anall
com pared to J and J°, the localized states can be classi-

ed according to their approxin ate total soin quantum
numbers, S and S,, In theregineB < 20T .ForB < 6T
there are at least four singlet and two triplet states split
dueto niteB andD?.
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Figure 1: Energy soectrum re]atiyelto the ground state energy
Eo of the Ham iltonian H, Eg. (1)) calculated on a 20-site
clister w ith periodic boundary conditions for a) B kc and b)
B ka. Theparam etersofthem odelare: J = 74K,JO: 0:62J,
D = 22K;22K;37K)andD = (0;0;22K).

A s it isexpected from the Zeem an interaction, forB kc
Fi. :}:a) the energy of the two S, = 1 triplet states
©, and 07 in the notation ofReft?) decreases linearly
In the applied eld. These two states are separated by an
energy 90 GHz and their position aggees well w ith
experin ental ESR lhes observed in Refs?29. A round
B. = 20 T, the lower triplet state gets m ixed w ith the
singlet ground state producing a level anticrossing that
is a consequence of the nite values ofD x and D . For
D, = 0, only the lowest triplet state O, m ixes w ith the
singlet ground state. T his isbecause the O triplet state
and the singlet ground state belong to di erent represen—
tations of the point group Gy . M ore precisely, a nite
m agnetic eld breaks the -invariance and reduces the
sym m etry from, the fullpoint group Gy to the (m agnetic)
subgroup 42m%%. The ground state and 0, transfom
according to the irreducble representation A, of 42m,
while O; transfom s according to B,. The main di er-
ence between these representations is in the fact that a
roto-inversion w ith respect to the caxisgivesa sign + 1
for the ground state and O,, whike t gives 1 for0O;.



T he hybridization which is nduced by a nite valie of
= 37K istoo sm allto be observed w ith the ESR ex—
perin ent In the absence ofD y and D ytermm s. These nd-
Ingsare In agreem ent w ith the experim entaldata??d. For
B ka the two triplets are nearly degenerate except above
.20 T .Agalh, in agream ent w ith the experim ental
data;’-- the two triplet states split around B > 20 T
because of the di erent hybridization between each of
them and the ground state. Note that the e ect of this
hybridization becom es signi cant when the energy dif-
ference betw een the triplets and the singlet ground state
becom es com parable to DM interaction.

T he agream ent w ith the experim ent extends even fiir-
ther. T he kevel anticrossing of triplet and singlet states
around 646 GH z and 860 GH z forB ka is also reproduced
(see Figs. 4b and 7 in Refld). Fig. b also shows a weak
level anticrossing ofthe 01 S, = 1 triplet state w ith
the rst singlet excitation located around 520 GH z. T his
e ect seam s to be too an allto be experin entally observ—
able. However, a m uch stronger level anticrossing of the
O, triplt with a sihglet located around and 600 GHz
is observed at B 235 T . Anocther strong level anti-
crossing of the O; triplet with a sihglt bound state is
observed near B 4 T and 800 GHz. A Ilhough the
valies of the m agnetic elds of these anticrossings are
In good agreem ent w ith the experin ent, the calculated
frequencies deviate from the observed values. A com par-
ison of the calculated ESR spectra for di erent cluster
sizes suggests that this deviation is due to nite-size ef-
fects. For B k¢, the 01 triplet produces strong level anti-
crossings for B 45T, = 600GHzandB 25T,

= 800 GH z. Experim entally, only the later crossing is
clearly visble in Figda of Ref2d.

Iv. SPIN STRUCTURE FACTOR

To m ake account of the frequency and the Intensity of
the ESR lines we need to com pute the dynam ical spin
structure factor org = 0,

2
S (1)= “Re dte""™ms (S

0)i; Xjy Or z;

@)

In the direction perpendicular to the applied m agnetic
eld. The method jthat we used to compute S (!) is
described in Refst927. Fig. " show s the com puted ESR
spectrum  as a function of frequency = !=2 and the
extermalm agnetic eld B along the c-and the a-axis. W e
use this frequency— eld type of diagram to directly com —
page with the experin ental data obtained by Nojiri et
altl. Thebest agreem ent w ith the experin ent was found
by nom alizing the calculated intensity S (!) In a way
that its Integral over all frequencies at a xed m agnetic

eld equalsunity. In all gurespresenting the calculated
ESR spectrum such a nom alized intensity is visualized
by the height of the peaks (in arbitrary units). For B kc
(see Fig. :ga) we obtain a nite spectral weight for the

two S, = 1 trplet statesO, and O;. The 90 GHz
splitting between the O, and O; states is a consequence
ofthe nite D ? = 22 K. The kvel anticrossing of the
Iowest O, triplet w ith the ground state near critical eld
B. 20T isduetoa nievalieofintra-dinerDM inter-
action D 4, D ,, since these are the only interactions that
break the rotational sym m etry around the z-axis. These
term s are also responsible for the level anticrossings at
B 45T, = 600GHzandB 25T, = 800GHz.
Exper:im entally, -only the later one is clearly visbl In
Fig. da of Refll. The overalle ect of nite valies of
Dy, Dy can be clearly seen com paring F igs. -2:a and da
ﬁ)rwhx:hD = Dy, = 0. ForBkc there isno Jevel anti-
crossing neither w ith the singlet ground state, nor w ith
excited singlets.

In principle, the D 2, DS termm s could also contrbute
to level anticrossing of O; and (or) O, states w ith the
ground state. However, a closer analytical calculation
show s, that these termm s connect the ground state w ith a
state, that consists of a product of two triplet states, the
onewih S, = 0 and the otherwith S, = 1, located on
the tw o perpendicular din ers. T his state is consequently
orthogonalto O; and O, states. T herefore, one does not
expect kevel anticrossing in the rstorderin D J,D J.
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Figure 2: Spin structure factora) S* (! = 2 ) orBkc and
b) S?*(!) for Bka. Param eters of them odelare: J = 74 K,
J%= 062J,D = R2K;22K;37K)andD = (0;0;22K).
Note that the computed ESR spectrum is nom alized as
d!'s (!)=1forany xedB ( = x;z).

The nie intensitiesofO; and O, triplkts orB kc are
a consequence of a non—zero value of D , which requires
a loyer crystal sym m etry than the one cbserved w ith X —
rayé" T Fig.4dwe show the calculated ESR spectra for
D, = 0. The O; and O, triplt lines are not cbserved
for B kc whik in B ka case, the lowest triplet excitations
are ckarly visble. Finite values ofD, Dy orD 2, DS



do not induce these transitions in the lowest order. The
reason isthat theymix S, = 1 statesw ith the ground
state. The non—zero D , tem Jsl 'thereﬁ)re the only term
within the given Ham iltonian @) that leads to O; and
O, transitions for B kc.

C om paring results of the m odel (-';') w ith \optin ally"
chosen param eters (see Fig.d) with the experinent in
Ref.iiq reveals a good agreem ent for the line positions,
and in som e cases even m atching of level anticrossings
w ith singlet states. T he m ain disagreem ent w ith the ex—
perin ent is in line intensities. W hilk on the one hand
ESR m easurem ents of Refld show that for B kc the 04
line is nearly B — eld independent, O , line show s rather
strong eld dependence: the intensity ofthe line increases
w ith the applied m agnetic eld. O n the other hand, our
num erical calculations in F ig. '_a show a nearly constant
line intensities or both O, and O, lines.
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Figure 3: The same as in Fjg.:_iexoeptD = (0;0;3:7K).

W e focus now on the case Bka which is shown In
Fjg.:_Zb. The O; and O, triplets are nearly degenerate.
A Ievel anticrossing w ith the ground state is well seen
around B 20 T .The Intensity ofthe S, = 1 lnesis
varying non m onotonously w th B . T hisnon m onotonous
behavior could be due to a weak level anticrossing w ith
bcalized singlkets at = 600 GHz dbserved in Fig.idb.
P ronounced level anticrossings are obtained in the up-
per triplet branches wih S, = 1. In contrast to the
B kc case, D , is not the only term that leads to transi-
tions between the ground state and the excited triplet
states. Tn Fjgs.:_jb and :_4b we show S%(!) orBka and
D = (0;0;3:77K) and D = (22 K;22 K;0), respec—
tively. In both cases we see nite intensities 0of0; and
O, trplets, howeverD = (0;0;3:7 K) leads to a sm aller
Intensity than D = (22 K;22 K;0). Note that even
though Intensities are presented in arbirary units, the
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Figure 4: ThesameasjnFig.:_Z'exoeptD = R2K;22K;0).

scaling of intensities in all gures is identical to allow
com parison.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In summ ary, the ESR spectra predicted by m odel G'J:)
reproduce several aspects of the experim ental data ob—
tained by Nojiriet all for SrCu, B0 3),. In particular,
for B ke, the crystal sym m etry breaking interaction D ,
is the only term that leads to nite ESR intensities for
01 and O, triplt states. W e have tested other possible
scenarios that could provide nite ESR intensities for the
low ying triplet excitations. O ne possbility is the Intro—
duction ofar} 'anjsottopjc gyrom agnetic g-tensor (Zeem an
term in Eq. ()} with a di erent ordentation forall4 spins
in theunit celf4. In ordertogeta niteESR line ©rB ke,
the extermal eld coupled to the g-tensor would have to
Induce a staggered eld along the m agnetic z-axis, such
that each spin In a dimer would feel di erent eld ori-
entation. However, due to the particular structure of
the g-tensor, which is a conssquence of the buckling of
the ab planes .n SrCu, B0 3),%Y, eld Bkc only induces
staggered eld com ponent along the x— and y-axis. A
second possibility is the existence ofa an all nite anglke

between the crystallographic caxis and the direction
of the applied m agnetic eld B due to an error in the
ordentation of the crystal. Taking into account that the
o -diagonal com ponent of the g-tensor is at m ost of the
orderofgs 0:05g 0:1,we found aln ost no detectable
signalfor < 5°.

The inclusion of the DM interaction D , provides the
sim plest way to explain som e qualitative aspects of the
E SR experim ents or SrCu, BO 3),. This sinple expla—



nation has very im portant experin ental consequences.
T he existence of nonzero D , suggests that the system

should undergo a structuralphase transition at low tem —
peratures that lowers the crystal symm etry. In the new

phase, the planes containing the caxis and one din er
are no ongerm irror planes. In addition, we also expect
a strong spin-lattice coupling when the O; and O, triplkt
states get close to the singlet ground state. Such a cou—
pling could contribute to the stabilization ofthe di erent
plateaus that are observed in the m agnetization vs. eld
experin ents#
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