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In a recent paper b:], Radu et al. report experim ental
results they clain to support B oseE instein condensation
BEC) ofm agnonsin Cs,CuCl . kt istrue that an exper-
In entally m easured critical power law scaling exponent
In agreem ent w ith the BEC universality class would sup—
port the realization ofa BEC in m agnetic system s that
order as a canted antiferrom agnet. It can be shown, how —
ever, that the clain of Radu et al. is overstated in this
instance, because their determm ination of the critical ex—
ponent relieson am odeldependent theoretical approx—
in ation to the critical eld H 1 ©rwhich the associated
errors are neglected. W e show that when these errorsare
Included, the uncertainty in the obtained exponent is so
large that the available experin entaldata cannot be used
to di erentiate between contending universality classes.

A two param eter t to only a few data points delin—
eating the critical ordering tem perature (T¢) versusm ag—
netic eld # )in the viciniy ofthe quantum criticalpoint
Q@CP), to the power law
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w ith both H o1 and the critical exponent varying has
been shown to be unreliable i_i, -?;]. An independent ex—
perin ental determ ination of H 1 is therefore required
to obtaln an accurate estim ate of G wven that neu-
tron scattering m easurem ents on C 5,CuC ly presented in
Ref. Eﬂ] have provided such a detem ination, yielding
Hy =844 001T,thiswould be an appropriate valie
to use In the t to Eqn. é'_];'). Radu et al. nnstead use
a value of M ;’= 851 T i their t to Eqn. {), cal
culated using an approxim ate theoretical H am ilttonian,
that is subsequently assum ed to have zero error in their
analysis. T hisassum ption hastw o principal inaccuracies.
The st is that the m odel H am ittonian neglects higher
order Interactions, thereby introducing an unknown sys—
tem atic error n H 1. The second is that the exchange
couplings used in its com putation have signi cant exper-
in ental uncertainty, ntroducing a large error n H ;’.
Weobtain H 4= 851 012 T on usihg the published
errors In the exchange interactions g].

Fjg.:}'shows tsofEagn. 6:!:) to the experin entally m ea—
sured phase boundary data points using both the exper—
mentalvalie ofH o1 = 844 001 T ofColdeaetal {]
and the theoretical estim ate of H cl': 851 012 T,
yieding = 28 04and = 15 0.9 respectively,
on considering the dom inant contribution to the error:
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FIG.1l: Pointson the ordering phase boundary from the ex-—
perin entaldata in @]. T he solid line representsthebest tto

usjng the experin entally m easured value of H .y = 844 T
from ﬂﬁl]. The dashed line represents the best tto using
the ﬂleore‘dcalestjrnll ate of H 1'= 851 T asper the analysis
technique used in [L]. The inset show s the variation in the t
value of wih the value ofH ;.

responsble for the very large errorof  60% in the case
of the Jatter as com pared to the error of 14% In the
former t, is the extram e sensitivity of the t to the
theoreticalestin ate ofthe critical eld H ;’, asdepicted
graphically in the inset to Fig.il.

G iven the substantialuncertainty in thevalieof that
is obtained from a rigorous analysis, it is clear that the
available experin entaldata do not favorthe 3dBEC uni-
versality class ( = 1.5) overotherpossbilities, including
the 3d Ising universality class ( = 2).
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