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W e presenthigh-resolution m easurem ents ofthe therm alexpansion and the m agnetostriction of

TlCuCl3 which shows�eld-induced antiferrom agnetic order. W e �nd pronounced anom alies in the

�eld and tem peraturedependenceofdi�erentdirectionsofthelatticesignaling a largem agnetoelas-

tic coupling. The phase boundary isextrem ely sensitive to pressure,e.g.the transition �eld would

changeby about�185 % /G Pa underuniaxialpressureapplied along certain directions.Thisdrastic
e�ectcan unam biguously betraced back to changesoftheintradim ercoupling underuniaxialpres-

sure. The interdim er couplings rem ain essentially unchanged underpressure,butstrongly change

when Tlisreplaced by K .

O ne of the m ost sim ple quantum spin system is a

spin-1/2 dim er. If such dim ers are weakly coupled to

each other,very rich and fascinating physicalproperties

are predicted for varioustheoreticalm odels and can be

observed experim entally in suitable m aterials. For ex-

am ple,thetwo-dim ensionalShastry-Sutherland m odel[1]

is realized experim entally by SrCu2(BO 3)2 and its low-

tem perature m agnetization as a function of m agnetic

�eld showsdistinctplateausatcertain fractionalvaluesof

thesaturation m agnetization[2].M agnetization plateaus

arealsoobservedin thethree-dim ensionalspin-dim ersys-

tem NH 4CuCl3 [3].Such plateausare,however,absentin

its iso-structural(at 300K ) counterparts RCuCl3 with

R = Tland K ,which both have a non-m agnetic ground

state up to a certain m agnetic �eld[4]. Above this�eld

a N�eelorderwith staggered m agnetization perpendicular

to theapplied �eld occurs[5,6]and ithasbeen proposed

thatthistransition should be viewed asa Bose-Einstein

condensation (BEC) ofm agnons[7,8,9,10]. Accord-

ing to a recent neutron scattering study, the di�erent

behaviorofNH 4CuCl3 isconnected with two structural

phase transitions in that com pound[11]. Despite their

qualitative sim ilarity,the m agnetic system s ofTlCuCl3
and KCuCl3 show pronounced quantitative di�erences.

The triplet excitations ofTlCuCl3 are strongly disper-

sive, whereas those of KCuCl3 have a weak disper-

sion[10,12,13]. Consequently,the m inim um gap � ’

8K issigni�cantly sm allerthan the intradim ercoupling

J ’ 64K for TlCuCl3,whereas this di�erence is m uch

weakerforKCuCl3 (� ’ 30K and J ’ 50K )[10,12,13].

The very di�erentbehaviorofthe RCuCl3 seriesshows

that sm allstructuraldi�erences strongly in
uence the

m agneticsubsystem .Evidencefora strongm agnetoelas-

tic coupling in TlCuCl3 isalso found in ultrasound and

NM R data,which indicate that the phase transition of

TlCuCl3 hasasigni�cantcontribution of�rst-orderchar-

acter[14,15].A BEC isexpected to be ofsecond order,

but spin-phonon coupling can drive a continuous tran-

sition into a �rst-orderphase transition[16]. M oreover,

hydrostaticpressureoflessthan 0.5 G Pa isalready su�-

cientto close� and to induceantiferrom agneticorderin

TlCuCl3 without m agnetic �eld[17,18]. A m icroscopic

understanding ofthe relevantchangesunderpressure is

stillm issing. In particular,it is not clear why external

pressuredecreases�,whereasthesubstitution oftheTl+

ionsby the sm allerK + ionsincreases�.

W e presenthigh-resolution m easurem entsofthe ther-

m alexpansion and them agnetostriction ofa singlecrys-

talofTlCuCl3.Usingacapacitancedilatom eterwestud-

ied the length changes perpendicular to the (010) and

(102) cleavage planes of the m onoclinic crystal struc-

ture[5].Via therm odynam icrelationswederivetheuni-

axialpressure dependencies of the transition tem pera-

tures Tc, of the transition �elds H c, of the spin gap

�,and ofthe m agnetic coupling constants. For � we

�nd huge pressure dependencies ofabout � 185% /G Pa

foruniaxialpressureperpendicularto the(010)or(102)

planes,respectively.The uniaxialpressuredependencies

of � unam biguously correlate with changes of the in-

tradim ercouplingJ underpressure.In contrasttorecent

assum ptions[10],pressure-dependent changes ofthe in-

terdim ercoupling J0play a m inorrole.Thus,theweaker

J0 ofKCuCl3 isnota consequenceofchem icalpressure.

ThisgivesclearevidencethattheTl+ and K + ionsaredi-

rectly involved in thesuperexchangewhich isresponsible

forthe relevantinterdim ercoupling and experim entally

con�rm sthe theoreticalresultofa signi�cantly stronger

superexchangevia Tl+ than via K + forRCuCl3 [19].

In Fig. 1 we show the longitudinal therm al expan-

sion �i along di�erent directions ifor various values of

a m agnetic �eld applied parallelto the respective m ea-

surem entdirections.In low �eldsthereareno anom alies

of�i,whereas above 6 T strong anom alies ofopposite

signs appear for both directions. W ith increasing �eld

theanom aliesincreaseand system atically shiftto higher

tem perature.Theseanom aliessignalspontaneousdistor-

tionsbelow the phase transition:a spontaneouselonga-

tion perpendicularto the (010)and a spontaneouscon-
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FIG .1: Therm alexpansion �i perpendicular to the (010)

and (102)planesfordi�erentm agnetic-�eld strengthsapplied

parallelto the respective m easurem entdirection.

traction perpendicularto the (102)plane.

Fig.2 displays representative m agnetostriction m ea-

surem ents at di�erent constant tem peratures for both

m easurem ent directions. The relative length changes

�i = �L i(H )=Li asa function of�eld fori= (010)and

(102)are again ofcom parable size butofopposite sign.

Thephasetransition causesa sharp kink in �i asa func-

tion of�eld. W ith increasing tem perature these kinks

shiftto higher�eldsand cannotbeobserved anym orein

the studied �eld rangeaboveabout9K .ForH > H c,�i
changesessentially linearwith �eld,whereasforsm aller

�eldsorforhighertem peratures�i isproportionalto H
2

(see Fig.2b). A kink in �i is typicalfor a second-order

phase transition,which should give rise to a jum p-like

anom aly in the �eld-derivative @�i=@H . As m entioned

above,thereissom eindication fora �rst-ordercontribu-

tion tothephasetransition in TlCuCl3.A sm allregionof

coexisting phasesaround H c asproposed from theNM R

data[15]can be neithercon�rm ed norruled outby our

m easurem ents ofthe m acroscopic length changes. W e

can,however,exclude thatthere isa signi�canthystere-

sisofabout0:5 T between the H c valuesobtained with

increasing and decreasing m agnetic�eld ashasbeen ob-

served in an ultrasound study[14].In Fig.2cwecom pare

@�i=@H obtained with increasing and decreasing m ag-

netic �eld.Asexpected fora second-orderphase transi-

tion there isa (broadened)jum p atH c and both curves

agree wellwith each other over the entire �eld range.

Thus,any hysteresisofH c isrestricted to lessthan our

�eld resolution ofabout50m T.

In Fig.3 we show the phase diagram obtained from

our data (circles) together with a power-law �t (solid

line) ofthe form (g=2)[H c(T)� H c(0)]/ T � . This �t

yields � = 2:6 and H c(0) = 5:6T. The exponent is

larger than the value of 2.1 obtained in Ref.[20] (for

T < 4K ), but agrees well with the result of Q uan-

tum M onte Carlo (Q M C)sim ulations[21].According to

a m ore recent Q M C study[22], � sensitively depends
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FIG .2: M agnetostriction �i = �L i=Li perpendicularto the

(010) and the (102) planes at selected tem peratures. Panel

(a) shows �ivs:H and (b) �ivs:H
2
,respectively. Panel(c)

displaysthe �eld-derivatives
@�i
@H

for i= (010) obtained with

increasing (line)and decreasing (sym bols)�eld atT = 3:8K .

on the tem perature range of the �t and in the low-

tem peraturelim it� = 1:5isapproached,which agreesto

the expected value fora BEC.Thus,ourlargervalue of

� arisesm ostprobably from theused tem peraturerange

(3K < T < 9K ),butone should also keep in m ind that

� could change due to the �nite spin-phonon coupling,

which isnotconsidered in the m odels[7,8,21,22].

The anom aliesatthe phase boundary allow to derive

the uniaxialpressure dependencies ofTc and H c by the

Ehrenfestrelations

@Tc

@pi
= Vm Tc

�� i

�C p

and
@H c

@pi
= Vm

� @�i
@H

� @M m ol

@H

: (1)

Here,Vm isthe m olarvolum e,�� i isthe heightofthe

therm al-expansion anom aly (see Fig.1) and �C p that

ofthe corresponding speci�c-heatanom aly[20],� @�i
@H

is

theslopechangeof�i atH c (seeFig.2)and �
@M m ol

@H
the

corresponding slope changeofthe m agnetization[4].

W ith Cp and M from Refs.[4,20]we �nd huge uni-

axialpressure dependencies ofTc and H c,e.g.
@Tc
@p010

’

� 9K /G Pa for Tc = 7:2K and H = 12T,or @H c

@p
102

’

� 8T/G Pa for H c = 6T and T = 4K .A hypotheti-

caluniaxialpressureof0.1G Pa on (010)would strongly

shiftthephaseboundary towardshigherH c and lowerTc
values,respectively,whereas uniaxialpressure on (102)

would cause a shift in the opposite direction as shown

in Fig.3 by theupward and downward triangles,respec-

tively.The dashed and dotted linesrepresentpower-law

�ts(keeping � �xed)ofthesehypotheticalphasebound-

ariesunderuniaxialpressure,and theirextrapolationsto

T = 0K revealthe uniaxialpressuredependenciesof�

@ln�

@p
102

= � 180
%

G Pa
and

@ln�

@p010
= + 190

%

G Pa
:
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FIG .3: Phase diagram ofTlCuCl3 from the m agnetostric-

tion and therm alexpansion m easurem ents perpendicular to

the (010)(�)and (102)(�)planesnorm alized by the respec-

tiveg factors[20].Thetrianglesdisplay thehypotheticalshift

ofselected Tc and H c valuesfora uniaxialpressureof0.1G Pa

perpendicularto (010)(N)and (102)(H)calculated by Eq.1.

The linesare power-law �tsofthe phase boundaries.

These are huge values, but due to the opposite signs,

theyalm ostcanceleach otherunderhydrostaticpressure.

Nevertheless,a strong decrease of� has been observed

underhydrostatic pressure[17,18]. Thus� should also

strongly decrease for uniaxialpressure along the [201]

direction,which is perpendicular to both directions of

ourm easurem ents.The geom etry ofourcrystaldid not

allow m easurem entsalong the[201]direction,butweex-

pect that there willbe sim ilar anom alies at the phase

boundary asthoseperpendicularto the (102)plane.

In am odelofdim erscoupled by an e�ectiveinterdim er

couplingJ0them agnitudeof� isdeterm ined by thebal-

ance ofJ and J0[10]. An increase ofJ willenlarge �,

whereas an increase ofJ0 willenhance the bandwidth

ofthe tripletexcitationsand therefore lower�. Due to

thesm allvalueof� com pared to J (and J 0)in TlCuCl3
already m oderate pressure-dependent changes ofJ (or

J0) m ay cause drastic changes of�. In order to gain

inform ation whetherthesechangesarisefrom a pressure-

dependence ofJ or ofJ0,we �t the m agnetic suscepti-

bility � [23]fortem peratureswellabovethe gap by

�M F (T)=
�0(T)

1+ �0(T)J
0kB =N A g

2�2
B

with (2)

�0(T)=
N A g

2�2B S(S + 1)

3kB T

2(S + 1)exp(� J=T)

1+ 2(S + 1)exp(� J=T)
:(3)

Here,�0(T)is the susceptibility ofnon-interacting spin

dim ers with intradim er coupling J,and �M F accounts

for a m ean-�eld correction with an e�ective interdim er

coupling J0. As shown by the solid line in Fig.4 the

�t forT > 25K yields a good description ofthe exper-

im entaldata for J = 60K ,J0 = 53K ,and g = 1:48.

O ur value ofJ is close to the neutron scattering result

J ’ 64K [8,10,12,13],whereas our J0 is signi�cantly
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FIG .4: M agnetic susceptibility (�) with a �t for coupled

dim ers(solid line,Eq.2). The dashed and dotted linesshow

theexpected changesof� foran increase ofJ and a decrease

ofJ
0
,respectively.Both caseswould cause an increase ofthe

spin gap � (see text.).

larger than the largest interdim er coupling (37K ) and

ourg factorissigni�cantly sm allerthan g010 = 2:06 ob-

tained by ESR [20]. O ne hasto expectquantitative dis-

crepancies due to our oversim pli�ed m odel. However,

thisdoeshardly a�ectthe following analysisofthe rela-

tivevariationsaround them axim um of�(T)arisingfrom

pressure-dependentchangesofJ orJ0,becausethem ain

resultisobtained from thesignsoftheuniaxialpressure

dependenciesof� and �,respectively.

Let us discuss the case that � increases as it would

under uniaxialpressure on (010). This m ay result ei-

therfrom an increase ofJ orfrom a decreaseofJ0.For

both cases �(T) can be m odeled by Eq.2. As shown

in Fig.4 the m axim um �m ax decreases if J increases

(dashed line)whereas�m ax increasesifJ
0decreases(dot-

ted line).Thus,the sign ofthe uniaxialpressuredepen-

dence of�m ax allowsan unam biguousdecision whether

the uniaxial pressure dependence of � results from a

change ofJ or ofJ0. M easurem ents of� under uniax-

ialpressuredo notexist.However,the uniaxialpressure

dependence of� isrelated to the m agnetostriction by a

M axwellrelation,and �i / H 2 isexpected fora param -

agneticm aterialwith M = �H ,i.e.

@�i

@H
= �

@M

@pi
and �i = �

1

2

@�

@pi
H

2
: (4)

Asshown in Fig.2c,the relation �i / H 2 isindeed ful-

�lled and forthediscussed caseone�nds�010 > 0 (upper

panel),which im plies @�m ax=@p010 < 0. A decreasing

�m ax m eansthattheintradim ercouplingJ increases(see

Fig.4).The sam e argum entation with inverted signsfor

allthe uniaxialpressure dependencies is valid for pres-

sure on (102). Thus,J isthe relevantparam eterwhich

changesunderpressure!

Theanisotropyof
@�m ax

@pi
fori= (010)and (102)agrees

well with that of @�

@pi
. This indicates that J0 hardly
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changesunderpressure[24]. Setting @J
0

@pi
= 0,ourm odel

yields
@ ln �m ax

@pi
’ � 0:7 @ ln J

@pi
and allowsusto estim ate

@lnJ

@p
102

’ � 34
%

G Pa
and

@lnJ

@p010
’ + 39

%

G Pa
:

TherelativechangesofJ arem uch sm allerthan thoseof

�,butbecause � ism uch sm allerthan J,the absolute

changesofJ and �arenottoodi�erent(� 22K /G Paand

� 14K /G Pa,respectively). This can be interpreted as

follows.Thepressure-induced changeofJ causesm ainly

a shift ofthe center ofm ass ofthe triplet excitations,

but hardly changes its bandwidth. This is com pletely

di�erent from what is observed when Tlis substituted

by K :The triplet excitations ofKCuCl3 have a m uch

sm aller bandwidth than those ofTlCuCl3. O ur analy-

sis ofthe pressure dependencies clearly shows that this

sm allerbandwidth isnotaconsequenceofchem icalpres-

sure,although K + issigni�cantlysm allerthan Tl+ .Thus

the very di�erent values ofJ0 in KCuCl3 and TlCuCl3
m ean that the K + and Tl+ ions directly in
uence the

e�ective interdim er coupling. This conclusion has been

proposedalsofrom abandstructurecalculation[19]and is

now experim entally con�rm ed by ourdata.The sm aller

J0 arises m ost probably from a weaker overlap via the

sm all[Ar]shellofK + than via Tl+ with the con�gura-

tion [Xe]4f145d106s2.

Although it is,in general,di�cult to predict the m i-

croscopicchangesunder(uniaxial)pressure,onem ay un-

derstand qualitatively the uniaxialpressure dependen-

cies ofJ in a sim ple m icroscopic picture. The dim ers

areform ed by the Cu2+ spinsoftwo neighboring CuCl6
octahedra,which are connected via a com m on edge of

theirbasalplanes. The Cu{Cl{Cu bond angle am ounts

to ’ 96�. Thusthe weak antiferrom agnetic coupling of

TlCuCl3 agreeswith theexpectation oftheG oodenough-

K anam ori-Andersonrulesthatthecouplingchangesfrom

weaklyferro-tostronglyantiferrom agneticwhen theCu{

Cl{Cu bond angleincreasesfrom 90� to 180�.Since the

line connecting the two Cl� ionsand the [010]direction

havean angleofabout29�,onem ay expectthatpressure

along [010]willshorten the Cl{Cldistance. Thiswould

increase the Cu{Cl{Cu bond angle and enhance J.The

opposite m ay be expected forpressurealong [201],since

thisdirection hasan angleofabout25� with theconnec-

tion ofthe Cu2+ ions,and a shortening ofthe Cu{Cu

distance would lowerthe Cu{Cl{Cu bond angle and de-

creaseJ.Thenorm alofthe(102)planeisnearlyperpen-

dicular to both,the Cu{Cu (’ 82�) and the Cl{Clline

(’ 77�).Thusonem ay expectthatpressureon the(102)

plane willhardly changethe Cu{Cl{Cu bond angle,but

willslightly increaseboth theCu{Cu and theCl{Cldis-

tance.ThereforetheCu{Cldistanceswillincreaseand J

decreases,sincetheoverlap between theCu-3d and Cl-2p

orbitalsbecom esweaker.

In sum m ary,we have presented high-resolution m ea-

surem ents of therm al expansion and m agnetostriction

perpendicularto the (010)and (102)planesofTlCuCl3.

For both directions the �eld-induced N�eelorder causes

very pronounced anom alies,which allow a detailed de-

term ination ofthe phase boundary. There isessentially

nohysteresisasexpected forasecond-orderphasetransi-

tion.Theanom aliessignalhugeuniaxialpressuredepen-

denciesofthe phaseboundary,e.g.� 185% /G Pa forthe

spin gap obtained from H c(0K )with the signsdepend-

ing on the direction ofpressure.Largeuniaxialpressure

dependencies ofopposite signs are also present for the

susceptibility around 40K .O uranalysisunam biguously

reveals that the huge pressure dependencies of� arise

from pressure-dependentchangesofthe intradim ercou-

pling,whereas changes ofthe interdim er coupling play

a m inor role. Thus,the sm aller interdim er coupling in

KCuCl3 com pared to TlCuCl3 is clearly not a conse-

quenceofchem icalpressure.
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