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In a recentpaper[1],Radu etal.reportexperim ental

resultsthey claim to supportBose-Einstein condensation

(BEC)ofm agnonsin Cs2CuCl4.Itistruethatan exper-

im entally m easured criticalpower law scaling exponent

in agreem entwith theBEC universality classwould sup-

portthe realization ofa BEC in m agnetic system sthat

orderasacanted antiferrom agnet.Itcan beshown,how-

ever,thatthe claim ofRadu etal. is overstated in this

instance,because theirdeterm ination ofthe criticalex-

ponent� relieson am odel-dependenttheoreticalapprox-

im ation to thecritical�eld H c1 forwhich theassociated

errorsareneglected.W eshow thatwhen theseerrorsare

included,the uncertainty in the obtained exponentisso

largethattheavailableexperim entaldatacannotbeused

to di�erentiate between contending universality classes.

A two param eter �t to only a few data points delin-

eatingthecriticalorderingtem perature(Tc)versusm ag-

netic�eld (H )in thevicinityofthequantum criticalpoint

(Q CP),to the powerlaw

Tc � (H � H c1)
1

� (1)

with both H c1 and the criticalexponent� varying has

been shown to be unreliable [2,3]. An independentex-

perim ental determ ination of H c1 is therefore required

to obtain an accurate estim ate of�. G iven that neu-

tron scattering m easurem entson Cs2CuCl4 presented in

Ref. [4] have provided such a determ ination, yielding

H c1 = 8.44� 0.01T,thiswould bean appropriatevalue

to use in the �t to Eqn.(1). Radu et al. instead use

a value of‘H c1’= 8.51 T in their �t to Eqn.(1),cal-

culated using an approxim ate theoreticalHam iltonian,

thatissubsequently assum ed to have zero error in their

analysis.Thisassum ption hastwoprincipalinaccuracies.

The �rstis thatthe m odelHam iltonian neglectshigher

orderinteractions,thereby introducing an unknown sys-

tem atic errorin ‘H c1’.The second isthatthe exchange

couplingsused in itscom putation havesigni�cantexper-

im entaluncertainty,introducing a large error in ‘H c1’.

W e obtain ‘H c1’= 8.51 � 0.12 T on using the published

errorsin the exchangeinteractions[4].

Fig.1shows�tsofEqn.(1)totheexperim entallym ea-

sured phaseboundary data pointsusing both theexper-

im entalvalueofH c1 = 8.44 � 0.01 T ofColdea etal.[4]

and the theoreticalestim ate of‘H c1’= 8.51 � 0.12 T,

yielding � = 2.8 � 0.4 and � = 1.5 � 0.9 respectively,

on considering the dom inant contribution to the error:

�� =
d�

dH
j
H c1

�Hc1. The single m ostim portantfactor
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FIG .1:Pointson the ordering phase boundary from the ex-

perim entaldata in [1].Thesolid linerepresentsthebest�tto

� using the experim entally m easured value ofH c1 = 8.44 T

from [4]. The dashed line represents the best �t to � using

the theoreticalestim ate of‘H c1’= 8.51 T asperthe analysis

techniqueused in [1].Theinsetshowsthevariation in the�t

value of� with the value ofH c1.

responsibleforthevery largeerrorof� 60% in thecase

ofthe latterascom pared to the errorof� 14% in the

form er �t,is the extrem e sensitivity ofthe �t � to the

theoreticalestim ateofthecritical�eld ‘H c1’,asdepicted

graphically in theinsetto Fig.1.

G iven thesubstantialuncertaintyin thevalueof� that

isobtained from a rigorousanalysis,itisclearthatthe

availableexperim entaldatadonotfavorthe3dBEC uni-

versalityclass(� = 1.5)overotherpossibilities,including

the 3d Ising universality class(� = 2).
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