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M asuda et al. reply: In our originalwork[1]we

reported the observation ofan incom m ensurate ordered

state in the frustrated quasi-one-dim ensionalantiferro-

m agnetLiCu2O 2.TheCom m entbyDrechsleretal.chal-

lengesourconclusionsregardingthehierarchyofrelevant

exchangeinteractionsin the system and the m icroscopic

origin offrustration. In Ref.[1]we postulated a sim -

plem odelthatseem ed to explain theavailabledata with

onlytwoAF exchangeconstantsJ1 > J2 > 0(seeinsetin

Fig.1). Drechsleretal. pointoutthatstructuralargu-

m entsand LDA calculations[2]favora totally di�erent

picture [5]:J4 > � J2 > 0 and J1 � 0.

A determ ination of exchange param eters from bulk

data is notoriously am biguous. To resolve the contro-

versy wehaveinstead recently perform ed 3-axisinelastic

neutron scattering experim entsthatprobe the coupling

constants directly [3]. Fig.1 (sym bols) shows the spin

wavedispersion m easured along the (0:5;k;0)reciprocal

space rod at T = 1:7 K .Additionaldata (not shown)

weretaken along (h;0:827;0)and reveala sinusoidaldis-

persion with m axim a at integer h values and a band-

width of7.5 m eV.The m easured dispersion curves can

be analyzed in the fram ework oflinear spin wave the-

ory (SW T)[4]. Itcan be shown thatin the generalized

J1-J2-J4 m odelwith inter-chain coupling J? there are

exactly two setsofSW T coupling constantsthat�tthe

data:(i)J1 = 105m eV,J2 = 34m eV,J4 = � 2m eV and

J? = 0:2 m eV and (ii)J1 = 6:4 m eV,J2 = � 11:9 m eV,
J4 = 7:4 m eV and J? = 1:8 m eV.In the energy range

shown in Fig.1,the spectra claculated from these two

m odels (solid line) are indistinguishable . Solution (i)

alm ostexactly correspondsto ouroriginalJ1-J2 m odel.

Note,however,thatthe �tted e�ective J’sare unrealis-

tically large.W hile thism ay m erely re
ectseverequan-

tum renorm alization corrections,the alternative m odel

(ii)appearstobeam orelikelycandidateforLiCu2O 2.It

incorporatesa ferrom agneticJ2 bond,justliketheLDA-

based m odelof[2]. However,itinvolvesonly weak frus-

tration and requiresa strong AF J1 bond,asoriginally

proposed in ourwork. In addition,the estim ated inter-

chain coupling constantis sm aller than the LDA result

by halfan orderofm agnitude. These two discrepancies

willhave opposite e�ects on the Curie-W eiss tem pera-

ture,which could in turn explain why the LDA-based

m odelstillyieldsreasonableestim atesofthisquantity.

Trying to reconcilethe resultby Drechsleretal. with

them easured dispersion ofspin waves,wenotethatjust

the data taken along (0:5;k;0)can be also perfectly re-

produced by J1 = 0,J2 = � 10 m eV,J4 = 7 m eV and

J? = 8 m eV.Thissetofparam etersisatleastqualita-

tively consistentwith theirm odel. However,with these

num bersSW T givesan a-axisbandwidth of13 m eV,al-

m osttwice aslarge asobserved. O ne possibility isthat

Drechsler’s m odelis actually correct,but SW T breaks

down qualitatively, and can not give correct excitation

energiesin the entire Brillouin zoneeven using som e ef-

FIG . 1: Spin wave dispersion in LiCu2O 2 m easured using

constant-E (solid sym bols) or constant-Q scans (open sym -

bols).Linesare asdescribed in the text.

fective setofrenorm alized coupling constants. This in-

triguing possibility deserves a closer theoreticalinvesti-

gation,butseem sunlikely.Indeed,in LiCu2O 2 the sup-

pression ofTc isnottoo pronounced,and a renorm alized

quasiclassicalpicture should work ratherwell.

In sum m ary,thefrustration m echanism in LiCu2O 2 is

m ore com plex than we originally thought,and involves

a ferrom agnetic J2 bond. However,our present under-

standing ofthe inelastic neutron scattering results sug-

gestsastrong\rung"interaction J1 and weakinter-chain

coupling,in contradiction with them odelofDrechsleret
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