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Low dim ensionality quantum spin system s constitute an ideal built=in laboratory to study fun-
dam ental agpects of solid state physics. By engineering suitable com pounds, findam ental theories
have been tested during the past decades and m any studies are still underway. Q uantum phase
transitions, possible coupling m echanisn s to explain high-T¢ superconductivity, ring exchange and
orbial and spin currents, Luttinger liquids and B ose E Instein condensation are am ong the m atters
studied in this fascinating land of quantum system s. Here we add two new values to this extensive
list, that are the study ofthe spin anisotropy in spin-singlet ground state com pounds and the study
of m agnetic chirality, as m easured by inelastic polarized neutron scattering techniques. To this
end we have used a param agnetic spin singlet ground state com pound and discussed in detail the
scattering properties of the st excited state, a soin triplet. Inplane and out of plane m agnetic

uctuations arem easured to be anisotropic and firtherdiscussed in the light ofthe current hypothe—
sis of soin-orb it coupling. W e show that under appropriate conditions ofm agnetic eld and neutron
polarization, the trivial m agnetic chirality selects only one of the Zeem an splitted triplet states for
scattering and erases the other one that posses opposite helicity. O ur analysis pertains to previous
studies on dynam ical m agnetic chirality and chiral critical exponents, where the ground state is
chiral itself, the socalled non-trivial dynam icalm agnetic chirality. A s it tums out, both trivial and
non-trivial dynam icalm agnetic chirality have identical selection rules for nelastic polarized neutron
scattering experim ents and it isnot at allevident that they can be distinguished in a param agnetic

com pound.

PACS numbers: 78.70 Nx,7525+ z,74.72 -h

I. NTRODUCTION

Spiral or helix-type arrangem ents are well known ge—
om etrical exam ples of chirality, of crucial in portance In
life, the relevant feature of these geom etries being the
handedness (eft or right) of the arrangem ent}. Trivial
sym m etry considerations dictate that structuralchirality
is tin ereversaleven and parity-reversalodd,P T = +
(oralso called P asymm etry), whereasm agnetic chiral-
iy breaks the Invariance ofboth tim e and parity, P T =

(orP T asymm etry). In generaltem s, chirality re—
sults from com peting Interactions-induce-frustration and
is a property related to parity violation, whether it is
at the level of atom ic arrangem ent within a m olcule
or to the presence of gpoecial electronic con gurations
w ithin a given atom . M agnetoelectric m ultipoles such as
polar toroidalm om ent, m agnetic quadrupole and polar
toroidal octupol all have the same P T breaking sym —
metry. For com plteness, spin polarization, ie. mag-
neticmoments, hasPT = + symm etry properties (or
T asymm etry)?.

T he in portance of the spin-chirality in accounting for

a certain number of properties has been put forward
In the context of, for instance, strongly correlated
electron system 242, In the doped planar cuprates,
chiral spin  uctuations have been speculated to play a
central role In establishing the nom alstate properties.
Spin chiral uctuations In insulating planar cuprates
have been m easured by Ram an scattering where it has
been shown that the wuctuations of the spin chiral
operator S; (§ Sx) contribute in the A, scattering
geom etry®?!. T order to explain the anom alies in
the pseudogap phase and eventually shed light into
the superconducting order param eter of the high-Tc

cuprates, a number of propositions have appeared in
the literature. The 1rst oné involves orbital currents of
the form d,2 dy2 + ix x = sjdgy Orpx  py yilding
a k=0T odd component). This theory has received
the support of som e experin ental clain s: (@) dichroic
studies of the photoem ission signa® and () in neutron
polarization studiest’. Finally, Chakravarty et alil

have proposed a d,: d,: density wave state as order
param eter that breaks P , T reversal symm etries, as
well as translation by one lattice spacing and rotation
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by =2. This idea has equally received som e support
from polarized neutron scattering experin entst2d3
although Stock et all?! found no indication of this
phase in the elastic channel using nonpolarized neutron
beam s suggesting that its contribution m ight be inelastic.

In much the sam eway as for the sym m etry ofthe oper—
ators, one can de ne the sym m etry properties of the pair
correlation finctions, asm easured in a polarized neutron
scattering experin ent. Follow ng G ukasov:3, a fiirther
distinction between ! = 0 (orelastic) from ! € 0 (or In—
elastic) correlations ought to bem ade. P asymm etry is
an Intrinsic property ofnon-centrosym m etric crystalsand
yields antisym m etric correlations In the (quasi)elastic
channel, alone. An extemal magnetic eld can favor
m agnetic dom ains ofthe appropriate direction and hence
induce m acroscopic T asymmetry in a ferrom agnett®e.
C onversly, the param agnetic ground state does not vi-
olate T symm etry unless a m agnetic eld that induces
a hom ogeneous m agnetization is applied. T his m agnetic

eld-induced ground states do not violate P symm etry
In the elastic channeland T asymm etry develops in the
nelastic scattering channelalone. T hesem agnetic Inelas-
tic excitationst? are described as spin precessions around
the quantization axis or n the case of param agnets, the
magnetic eld. The direction of precession is given by
the standard algebra of spinorst®. T hus, m agnetic exci-
tationshave a built—=in P violation regardless ofw hether
or not the structure violatesP symm etry. This iswhat
we shall call trivial2? dynam ic m agneto-chirality.

The question of how m agnetic chirality appears in
the neutron scattering experim ents has been theoreti-
cally tackled since the aurora of this technique??2l | The
elastic case, spiral m agnetic arrangem ents, have been
widely studied in polarized neutron scattering experi-
m ents and the form alisn can be checked in neutron scat-
tering textbooks?223 . T he possibility of doservation of
nontrivial m agnetic order by neutron scattering experi-
m ents, tensor-like m ultijpolar orderings, was rst formmu—
lated by Barzykin and G or’kov?? and later developed by
M aleyev22:28:27:28 and applied to chiralcom poundsw here
the chirality clearly arises from m agnetic frustration.

Trivial?® dynam ic m agneto-chirality has been ocb-
served in the magnetic exciations of ferrom agnetic
com pounds. Very recently experim ental evidence for
chirality In the 1D S=1/2 quantum Ising antiferro—
magnet CsCoBr; has been detected??. Excitations
corresponds to the Ipping ofa single spin, thus creating
a dom ain wall, and the propagation of two solitons In
both directions of the chain. As this soliton can be
placed anywhere along the chain, the resulting state
is highly degenerate. The propagation involves the
coherent rotation of spins at next-nearest neighbor sies,
the handedness of the rotation being opposite for the
two solitons. An In niely an all externalm agnetic eld
is going to rem ove the degeneracy between both states,
thus allow Ing the cbservation of a net chirality in the
polarized neutron scattering experim ents. T his type of

dynam icm agneto-chirality has predicted by the theory=°
and boldly deduced in unpolarized neutron scattering
experin ents under m agnetic eld! is called hidden by
the authors?2.

Recently the quest for m agnetic uctuations issued
from a chiralspin arrangem enthasraised a ot of interest.
Follow ing K aw am ura’s con ecture®?, the m agnetic phase
transitions of chiral m agnetic com pounds should belong
to a new universality classes (the chirality universality
class), wih its own order param eters and novel criti-
cal exponents. P lakhty’s group have conducted inelas—
tic neutron scattering experin ents in som e well known
chiralcom pounds (in the triangular lattice antiferrom ag—
nets CsM nBr; and C =N i€ 3333435 and in the helin ag-
netic phase of Ho®3). Energy scans of the quasielastic
scattering were carried out right above the phase tran-
sition tem perature and under a polarizing eld of 13T
parallel to the m om entum transfer wave vector, H k Q .
From the di erence between the neutron counts for "
and # neutron channels they clain ed to have shown the
presence of dynam ic spin chirality and associated crit—
ical exponents above Ty (in the param agnetic phase).
In a parallel work, Roessli and coworkers®® have shown
the presence of dynam ic spin chirality ln M nSi. M nSi
is a single-handed spiral ferrom agnet, w th a very sm all
m odulation wave vectorg= ( ; ; ),wih =0.017. I this
case the experin ent consisted In g-scans at xed energy
and no polarizingm agnetic eld (except fora sm allguid—
ing eld of100e). T he critical exponent 067837 is
rather close to the value expected for chiral sym m etry=>2
and the results of polarized neutron am all angle scatter—
ing have shown that the di use scattering looks like half
m oons oriented along the ncident neutron polarization? .
In both cases, the spin chirality was extracted by per—
form ing the di erence between the intensity collected at
polarizing " and # incident neutron beam s at non-null
energy transferred. W e de ne non-trivial m agnetic dy—
nam ical chirality as that PT = com ponent of the
excitations arising from an antiym m etric vector arrange—
ment, C = S; Sj or from electron spin currents that
m ay be present in the com pound.

Both trivial and non-trivial m agnetic dynam ical chi-
rality neutron scattering cross-sections share the same
selection rules, the form er being m ore stringent than the
latter. From the experin ents carried out in these system s
it is far from obvious how one can actually discrin inate
both contrbutions. Thism ay tum out to be di culk as
m ost of these m easurem ents (except for those on M nSi)
rely upon the application ofa rather strongm agnetic eld
(34T ) in the close neighborhood of Ty . And i is in this
region where a sm allperturbing eld is going to have the
largest e ect. T herefore, the question ofhow to separate
the sought non-trivial m agnetic dynam icalchirality from
the trivial part should be addressed prior to any further
clain on the criticality of the chiral uctuations.

In this paper we address the issue of the the m easure-
m ent of trivial dynam ic m agneto-chirality. The choice



of the com pound, Sr4Cuy40 41, is not purposeless: it
represents a suittable exam ple of a two Interpenetrating,
non-interacting spin-liquids com pound where quantum
soin  uctuations are seen to survive up to room tem per-
ature. W e thereby present a detailed polarized inelastic
neutron scattering study of the excitations in the para—
m agnetic com pound Sr14Cu240 41 . This fam ily of com -
pounds exhibi a com posite structure m ade up ofa sub-
lattice of S=1/2 spin chains and a sublattice of S=1/2
spin-ladders. T he m agnetic excitations of the chain sub-
lattice will be addressed here, wih a special em phasis
In (a) the anisotropy of the spin excitations of a de-
generate spin triplet and () a thorough study of the
spin-spin antisym m etric correlation fiinctions. In view of
the close relation betw een the observed anisotropy ofthe
m agnetic excitations and the occurrence of anon-trivial
m agnetic chirality we have decided to study both in this
paper. This paper is structured as follows: W e  rst dis-
cuss the experin ental details and the basic features of
longitudinal neutron polarization analysis needed to fol-
Iow the resuls of this paper. Next, the anisotropy of
the m agnetic excitations is characterized in two di er-
ent experin ents (i) by measuring the intensity of the
soin-triplet com ponents underm agnetic eld and (i) by
perform ing a neutron polarization analysis and extract—
Ing the n and out-of the scattering plane spin-spin cor—
relation finctions. Polarization studies under m agnetic

eld of the spin-excitations, H k Q , allow to m easure
the n uence of the antisym m etric spin-spin correlation
(or trivial chirality) onto the scattering cross section. F i
nally we conclude by hinting on the possible origin ofthe
anisotropy ofthe spin-triplet correlation functionsand on
the in pact of our studies on the ocbservation of possble
dynam ic chirality features (or non-trivial chirality) In a
neutron scattering experin ent.

II. EXPERIM ENTAL DETAILS
A . Longitudinal P olarization A nalysis

Longitudinal Polarization Analysis (LPA )38 has been
largely used to study m agnetic excitations in condensed
m atter. Tt consists of creating a spin-polarized incident
neutron beam (the polarization rate ofthe Incident beam
isP o) along a given direction and m easuring the num ber
of neutrons scattered in the sam e direction and in the
di erent polarization states, parallel or antiparallelw ith
respect to the incident neutron polarization settings. If
each ofthe polarization states is labelled by the direction
of the neutron spin, + (or") and (or #), then the dif-
ferent cross sections are denoted by the pairs (++ ) and
() forthenon-spin— Ip NNSF) processesand (+ ) and
( +) forthe spin— Ip (SF) ones. It can be easily shown
that the m ost suiable reference system for the neutron
polarization analysis refers to the scattering vector, Q ,
and thuswede nethecomponentsas:xkQ,y? Q and
z verticalto the scattering plane. T hism ethod allow sthe

determm ination of both nuclear and m agnetic contribu-—
tions by m easuring the polarization cross-sections for the
three di erent directions of Py. Theoretical equations
describing cross—sectionsand nalpolarization state have
been independently derived by B lum e and M aleyev222L
T hese equations and, in general, the LPA m ethodology
has been recently revisited by us®?, and in what ollow s
only the nalequationsw illbe given
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). For com plteness the unpolarized neutron scatter—
Ing crosssection s = N + M, + M ,. The notation of
the above equations is as ollow s:
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whereH\IQNgi! and M ¢ Mg i, ( =y, z) are the
space and tin e Fourier transform of the nuclearnuclkar
and spin-spin correlation functions, respectively. R, and
R, are the sym m etric part of the nuclearm agnetic inter—
ference temm s and M o, is the chiral (or antisym m etric)
correlation fiinction. It is worth noting that antisym -
m etric part of the interference term s and the sym m etric
counterpart of the chiral correlation finction are not ac—
cessble by the LPA technique as the polarization of the
Incident neutrons resuts rotated after scattering by these
termm s. In orxder to access these correlation functions the
use of sphericalneutron polarim etry based on, eg., "C ry—
opad" devices24% ism andatory.

Before closing this section on the LPA technique it is
worth recalling that the last three correlation functions
M < ,Ry andR ), ifnon null, generate a polarized beam ,
when the incom ing beam in unpolarized, Py = 0. The
resulting polarization of the scattered neutrons is along
X,y and z directions, respectively, and the cross-sections
for this case are

0
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A variant ofthis lJast con guration hasbeen used by au—
thors in refs332435 o select the chiral correlation filnc—
tion from the rest of sym m etric contributions to the scat—
tering cross section. The altemative experim ental situ—
ation oconsists of producing a polarized incom Ing beam
and no polarizarion analysis is carried out In the scat-
tered beam . Note that because of the symmetry of
the equations, the very same tem s can generate an
unpolarized scattered beam out of polarized incident.
Ma 1=2(,° P 1=2( 2 9*). Fially, one
has to keep In m ind that the developm ent of the neu—
tron scattering cross sections is com pletely general and
exclusively based on the properties of the m agnetic inter—
action vector and the neutron spin polarization. These
equations are independent of the choice of a particular
m agnetic Interaction (as for Instance the D zyaloshinskii-
M ordya antisym m etric spin-exchange) or soin m odel.

-

FIG.1l: (coloronline) (Left) Structure ofSri4Cuz40 41. It is
a stacking of layers of chains and layers of Jadders separated
by Sr (orCa, La,
chain sublattice and the ladder sublattice

B . Sam ple description and experim ental conditions

Polarized neutron experin ents were performed on
the param agnetic, spin-singlet ground state com pound
Sri4Cu4041. This compound displays a com posite
structure m ade up ofthe stacking of two distinct low di-
mensional Cu-O arrangem ents exhbiing a spin-singlet
ground state?l. The rst sub-system is a 1-din ensional
lattice of edge sharing CuO ,-chains and the second one
isa 2D system of two-leg ladders, Cu,0 3, the stacking
direction being the b axis. Lattice param eters for the
chain sublattice are a=11.53 A, b= 1337 A, c.=3.93 A~
The adm ixture of both sub-system s originates a super—
structure w ith a nearly com m ensurate ratio of chain and
ladder units along the ¢ direction, 10c Tc. that re—
sults In a rather large lattice param eter c= 27:52 A for
the supercell. A representation ofboth atom ic positions
and m agnetic system of chains and ladders is given on
Figure[ll. As st reported by M cCarron IIT et al2 and
latter re ned w ithin the superspace form alisn by Frost-
Jensen et al3, the Cu0, sublattice is descrbed in the

J). Right) D etail of the structure of the

Amm a goace group whilke the SrCu,0 3 sublattice can be
describbed In space group Fmmm . In-between these two
types of copper oxide layers, the layers of Sr atom s are
Interleaved ' ig. 1c) and a num ber of dopings have been
studied?t . A14Cuys041 A = Sr,Ca, La,
known spin ladder m aterial supporting carriers doping.
Interestingly, by substituting S¥** by La®>* the number
ofholes in the unit greatly din nisheswhereasCa?* dop-
Ing favors a transit of holes from the chain sublattice to
ladder sublattice. Note that on going from pure Sr to
pureCatheb IJattice param eter shrinksby 1 A, and for
x 136 it hasbeen shown to exhibit superconductivity
under pressure (3-5 kbar)3443,
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FIG . 2: D ispersion of the chain excitations along the a
and c directions. The continuous line is the resul ofa t
based on a isolated dim ers m ode®L. E xperin ents reported
here have been carried out at Q = (2.5, 0, 025), where the
two branches m erge and becom e degenerated.

In this paper, we have studied the chain sub-system .
According to previous studiest®??4® the inelastic
soectrum of chain system has been investigated and a
well de ned m agnetic gap is observed around 11 m &V
for tem peratures below T < =kp . As there are 2
symm etry di erent, hardly interacting chains per uni
cellalong a, tw o distinct triplet states appear € igurel).
To deal wih the di culty of well separating the two
excited states, the experim ent was carried out at Q
= (25, 0, 025) (@nd symmetry related positions)
where digpersion curves of the two distinct triplet
states cross and a single m ode appears at this position.
As it can be seen in  qure[d, the magnetic ground
state observed at low tem peratures results from the
peculiar charge ordering (ol ordering) developing in
this com pound where the extra holes serve to fom
ZhangR ice singlets?®?? at given Cu positions. Indeed
this charge ordering develops continuously w ithout a real
sym m etry-breaking phase transition and its origin still
de esunderstanding. Rem arkably, the re nem ent ofthe

) isthe only



nelastic neutron scattering data has yielded a unique
solution for the location of the m agnetic m om ents,
and from there the determ ination of the charge order
pattem?’#8 . This is n strking contrasts w ith reqular
X -ray and neutron di raction studies that require the
re nement of the intensities of the peaks from both
the ladders and the chain sublattices, as well as of the
Interference peaks between both substructures. This
extraordinary ocomplexity hinders the realization of
reliable crystallographic re nem ents%2! and the whol
issue is still under active debates®? . T herefore the study
of the magnetic excitations, where both sublattices
have di erent energy ranges w ih hardly no m agnetic
Interference between them, o ers the possbility of
carrying out a sort of unconventional crystallography
of the charges them selves, a m atter that is otherw ise
challenging. The neutron scattering data on the pure
S1r14Cu240 41 agreesw ith the picture of 6-holes per chain
per unit cell and hole-em pty ladder sublattice. R ecently,
Abbam onte et al. have given evidences for the presence
of a hole crystallization in the ladder sublattice due
to long-range Coulomb repulsion and w ithout lattice
distortion®32%, This feature, st revealed i the pure
com pound through the presence of a 5¢; ordering wave
vector, has been further detected In the Ca-doped
SrsCa;1Cuyg0 41 wih a 3C1 modu]atjonﬁ. In view of
these results it is certain that the m odelused to analyze
the g dependence of the inelastic neutron scattering
data and thus to locate the holes in the of the chaimn
sublattice?®4748 should be in proved. However it does
not cast any doubt that m agnetic excitations are issued
from spin-singlet to spin-triplet transitions and this
feature w ill be utilize all through this paper.

OurSr,Cuy0 41 sam plewascut from an ingot grown
by the traveling solvent zone m ethod under a pressure
of 3 bars of oxygen2®. The sampl used in the inelastic
neutron scattering experin ent ism ade up ofa set of ve
cylindrically shaped single crystals of volume 5 5 10
mm? with ¢ axis along the rod with a m isalignm ent
am ong the ve single crystals ofthe orderof 0.5

E xperim ents were carried out on the CRG threeaxis
spectrom eter IN 22 at the Institute LaueLangevin set in
3 di erent m onochrom atoranalyzer con gurations:

1. Pyroliticgraphite PG ) —-P G, for standard unpolar-
ized studies.

2. HeuslkrH euskr, for full polarization analysis stud—
ies.

3. and PG H euskr for experin entsw here only the po-—
larization ofthe scattered beam is analyzed, out of
a unpolarized incom ing neutrons beam .

and threedi erent sam ple environm ent con gurations,

1. ILL-+type orange cryostat, available to cover the
range 1 .4-300K .

1‘ Copper 5=1/2
b

[*] Copper 5=0 aq#
@ Oxygen &
FIG. 3: (color online) Hole ordering and the concom i-

tant m agnetic arrangem ent as it has been detem ined at low
tem peratures by nelastic neutron scattering experim entstl,
T he green shadowed area represents the spatial extension of
the spin-dim er, where spin-spin (super)exchange takes place
through a S=0 Cu.

2. Vertical superconducting m agnet of 12T . For the
polarized neutron scattering experin ents a 6T
sueproonducting m agnet was used and the m axi-
mum polarizing eldwasof3T.

3. H orizontal superconducting m agnet of 4T .

Neutron
source

Heusler_111 monochromator

Heusler_111 analyzer

kg ¢ F2

Sample

FIG.4: (color online) Sketch of the experim ental device for
the type2 con guration. N eutrons were m onochrom atized
and vertically polarized by m eans of a H eusler crystal, say in
the + state; the Ipper F1l) allows fora + ! neutron Ip
if required. A fter being conducted and preserved from depo—
larization by a guide- eld (GF1), neutrons are aligned along
a given polarization direction w ith the help of, either a m od—
ied Helmholtz 4 set—coils (3 coils horizontally spanning 120
degrees each and 1 vertical) or a horizontal/vertical super-
conducting m agnet. A fter interaction w ith the sam ple, neu—
trons ollow through a guide- eld (G F2) and can be vertically

pped F2) if required ( ! +). Finally a second Heusler
crystal, having the sam e setting as the st one, selects the
corresponding polarization channel and energy analyzed the
neutrons.

Fig. [ shows a sketch of the experin ental device. A
particular care have been taken to detem ine the ip-—
pihg ratio for the di erent eld con gurations. In order



to m nim ize the e ect of the variation of the cryom ag—
net stray eldsduring the course of the scans, the Ipper
currents were tuned to operate at 3 Ipping, instead
of the m ost classical ppihg. This operation m ode
has dem anded the developm ent ofa specialw ater-cooled
Ipper as the current for the 3 - Iping is three tin es
larger than that ofthe Ipping. Ideally one would lke
to run the Ipperathigher Ipping angles. However this
In plies a con-comm itant increase of the current in the
Ippers that gives rise to an augm entation of the ther-
m alcharge,di cul to dissipate in such com pact devices.
Inthe3 - Ppihgmode,a Ipping ratioashigh as30was
acheived at 2.662 A * .
Inelastic scanswere performed at xed nalwave vec—
tor ke=2.662 or 3.84 A-' and a 40-mm -thick graphite
Terwasused after the sam ple to m inim ize higher-order
ux contam nation. The neutron m easurem ents were
perform ed wih the (@,c) crystallographic plane paralt
¥l to the scattering plane. The m agnetic eld was ap—
plied either vertical to the scattering plane (parallel to
theb axis) orparallelto the scattering vector. O nly the
chain-sublattice m agnetic exciations are here reported
and the experim ents w ere perform ed in the energy trans—
fer range 8-15 m €V, w ith typical resolution of the order
of15meV EFW HM ). The ladder excitations appear to
have a soin-single to spin-triplet gap of 31lm eV and an
analogous study w illbe reported elsew here®’ .

C . D escription of the spin triplet and correlation
functions

The spin pairing takes place through a non-m agnetic
Cu (ZhangR ice singlet), the description of the spin ex—
citations in tem s of the lowest lying energy levels suf-

ces to acoount for the inelastic neutron scattering data
(below 40m €V ). Indeed a full description ofthem agnetic
din erunit involvesthe electronic orbitals ofnot lessthan
3 CuO, unis (see gureld) which, in view of the large
degrees of freedom involved, m ay result In an in portant
num ber of excited states. D espite the apparent com plex—
iy of the soin chains sublattice ground state, the theo—
retical fram ew ork to account for the lowest lying excited
states is rather trivial. Tt is certain that, at som e point
In the analysis, a full description of the electronic states
and their hybridizations ought to be invoked. This is
particularly true if one wants to explain the anisotropy
of the spin susoceptibilin8 .

At su clntly low tem peratures, T< =k, the para-
m agnetic excitations becom e very well de ned and the
recorded spectra are resolution lim ited. Spin singlet-to—
triplet transitions can be evaluated by using the equation

( KK)
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TABLE I: ValuieofhO ;@ Jiforthedi erent com ponentsofthe

triplet, 1. These are Jabelled, ollow ing the notation Hs, 1.
Sx Sy Sy

301 0 0 T2

J1i 1 i

J1i 1 i

and therefore the scattering cross section is proportional
to P Linl $Pi, with Pi  P0i  J"#i J#"i the
soin shglkt and ji f111;901; 11ig £ g4
i+ F#"i; ##ig, the spin—triplet. By using the traditional
axis or quantum m echanic calculations ( x j"i = Jj#i;

y J"i= ij#i; 7 J"i= j"i, and identically for j#i) the
scattering probabilities are found to be those in Tabk[.

ITII. RESULTS

A . M agnetic excitations w ithout polarization
analysis

T he excitations corresponding to the spin-chain sub-
lattice have been studied in detailf®4748 abeit w ithout
neutron polarization analysis. Undera eld of115T the
resolution conditions are such that the three com ponents
of the Zeem an-splitted triplet can be well separated (see

gurdd). From the peak positions~!1= ~!¢ g, gHp=
98meV,~!p=113meV and~!= ~!pg+ g gHp= 123
m eV the value of the Land e factor perpendicular to the
chain axis can be calculated, g, =231 0.06, In agree-
ment wih magnetic susceptibility®® and ESR22:£0£61
data. No nuclkar com ponent has been detected at this
Q position Figure [A) and the scattering cross-section
is proportionalto Q;~!'o g sH)+ @;~!g). The
direction of the m agnetic eld, z, in poses this direction
to be the quanti cation axis which, from the tabkl[j,
Inplies that Z z. Under these circum stances and
by looking at the results in Table[d one can safely con—
cludethat Q;~!o gsgH) Myand Q;~!¢) M,.

A careful analysis of the integrated mntensities
of the three peaks reveals that these are weaker
than that of the degenerate H=0T integrated inten-—
sity, L,; H=115T)=035* H=0) for the side peaks
and Iy H=11.5T )= 054*T, = 0) for the unshifted one.
ThereforetheratioM ,=M , (~! )+ M y (~!1)) isnot1but
rather 1.3 0., which leads to the conclusion that the
m agnetic uctuations are anisotropic. These values of
the Intensities obtained underm agnetic eld, once added,
yield the sam e am ount as that obtained for the intensity
of the degenerate triplet at H=0T .



TABLE II: M easurem ent of the m agnetic susceptibility anisotropy M ,=M , of the chain sublattice at T=2.5K and H= 0T

Q ! meV) M. My Background M onitor Counting time (s) M.My
(-2,0,03) 10 442 339 30 5000 2430 133 011
113 [334 270 30 5000 2519 128 0.15
(-2,0,0.7) 11 437 290 25 4000 2010 158 0.14
11 127 101 38 4000 2018 129 027%
(3,0,03) 10 470 348 44 8000 3998 160 0.5
113 [274 194 28 5000 2515 160 023
(3,0,0.7) 10 598 477 50 5000 2422 122 012
2T em perature for this point was 150K
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FIG .5: (color online) Unpolarized neutron scan of the Zee— 5
m an splitting ofthe tripletat Q = (2.5,0,025) at H=11.5T "é’ 80
(vertical), and com parison with H= 0. T he neutron polariza— g
tion conditions appear as an insert. —
=
2 40
3
£
B . M agnetic excitations under polarization analysis g 3 k
0]
0 L L L L L L
P olarized neutrons are m ost frequently utilized In ex— 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
perin ents aim Ing at separa.tjng nuc]gar and m agnetic Energy (meV)
contrbutions to the scattering. By inspecting the po—
larized neutron scattering equations (egs. 1) one realizes
FIG .6: (coloronline) (@) Polarized Po k Q ) neutronsenergy

that the con guration Py k Q , Independently of the di-
rection ofthem agneticm om ents, is the m ost sin ple way
to discrin Inate betw een both contrbutions. Indeed, the
N SF cross—sections ( , ) contains the nuclear contribu-
tion alone, whereas the SF channel ( , ) isproportional
to the com ponents ofthe m agnetization perpendicular to
Q,My+M, M.ResuksatH=0T ;n gureld shows
that the NSF contrdbution is zero and therefore a pure
m agnetic scattering appears at the Q ‘position of the ex—
perin ent. Before closing this section it is im portant to
recall that polarization analysis in plies the presence ofa
rather sm allpolarizing eld at the sam ple position (Hy
01T ) in order to prevent neutron depolarization. T here—
fore, and strictly speaking, the sam ple is never at H= 0T

scan at Q= (2.5, 0, 025) and with H=0T . The scattering
crosssectionsare , inblieand , ' in red. The fact that

% 0 (except for background correction) in plies that the
excitationsm easured at thisQ -position and energy are purely
m agnetic. (o) Sam e scan under horizontal m agnetic eld of
3T with ;% inbleand ; i red. Asa comparison we
have included the H=0T data as a blue shadow. Data at
H= 3T clearly display a shift to low energieswhereasno signal
appears at high energies.

In our polarized neutron scattering experin ents.
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FIG.7: (color online) Polarized inelastic spectra under a
vertical m agnetic eld of 4T with . inred and ; i
blue.

1. Anisotropy in the vertical eld con guration

A s already m entioned above and shown in Figure[,
Inelastic neutron scattering experin ents at rather high
m agnetic elds have revealed a unexpected anisotropy
between the 31i (or 31i) and 30i com ponents of the
spin-triplet or, in otherw ords, betw een the Inplane M )
and outofplane M ,) spin-spin correlation fiinctions.
Identical conclusion can be drawn out from the stud-
ies at zero eld and under a polarized beam . Indeed,
and In the absence of a nuclear contrbution (m eaning
that N and R, are zero in equations 1) the con guration
Pp k z ? Q readily im plies that the signal in the N SF
channels ( , ) is proportionalto M , whereasM , cor-
relation functions appear in the the SF channels ( , ).
Results are shown in Fiqure[d orQ = (2.5 0 025). Note
that the use ofa m agnetic eld In this experin ent is ex—
clusively jisti ed in term sofcoam etic reasonsand i does
not bring relevant nform ation otherthan to separate the
s,=1 from the s, = 1 com ponents of the triplt. Iden-
tical studies can be carried out at di erent Q positions
and data are displayed in Tabl[[d. Regardless the Q -
position, an anisotropy in the susceptibility of the order
0f30% , rstevidenced In susceptibility m easurem ents, is
thus con m ed by our analysis of the soin-soin correla—
tion functions. The fact that this ratio is roughly inde-
pendent on Q . in plies that m agnetic uctations w ithin
the (a;c) plane are isotropic. The origin and m agnitude
of this anisotropy is puzzling and di cul to justify in
tem s ofthe current, although sin pli ed, m odels of spin—
soh Interactions. In the case of a S=1/2 system , sin—
gk ion anisotropy is zero. O ther well known sources of
anisotropy is the D zyalozhinskiiM oriya OM ) antisym —
m etric interactions. H ow ever this antisym m etric interac-
tion will in tum break the spin-triplet degeneracy, and
such a splitting hasnotbeen observed in ourexperin ents.
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FIG .8: (coloronline)Inelastic spectra at H= 4T and w ith un—
polarized incom ing beam , Pg = 0 (G raphiteH eusler). C ross—

sectionsare ' mmblieand ? in red.

M oreover DM is not allowed by symm etry In this com —
pound. W e shall com e back to this point below .

2. Study of the m agneto—chiral correlation fiinction

M agnetic excitations are de ned as spin-precessions
around the quantization axis. In the absence of a m ag—
netic eld, energy m inin ization considerations dictate
that there are equal number of spins pointing up @)
and pointing down (n4)%2, and therefore there is not net
m acroscopic helicty in the system . In a param agnet
the quantization axes is de ned by the magnetic eld
itself which, in addition, de nes the beam polarization
direction. In this con guration H k Q k x, the spin
correlations that one have access to are My and M,
(symmetric) and M o, (antisymm etric) (see equations
1 and 2). W e shall call this Jatter tem trivial dynam —
ical m agnetochirality (proportional to the di erence
(» nyg)) in order to distinguish it from the proposal
of m agneto-chiral uctuations issued from a odd-parity
m agnetic arrangem ent32432 | The necessary condition
for its observation requires either a com pletely polarized
neutron beam or at least one of the components of
the polarization (incom ing or outgoing beam ) be well
de ned. As it is pointed out in the introduction, this
condition, however, does not su ce to observe it as
tin e reversal sym m etry should be broken m acroscopi-
cally) In order to have only one of the helicities in the
groundstate or at least to unbalance them . D ynam ical
m agnetochirality should be observed in uniaxial ferro
and ferrim agnets and param agnets under an extemal
m agnetic eld, either to create a sihgk dom ain (in the
form er) or to privilege a given direction (in the latter).

So far we have discussed the param agnetic state of



com pounds that are going to m agnetically order as the
tem perature is decreased. A di erent class of param —
agnetic com pounds are those exhbiing a non-m agnetic
soin-singlet ground state down to the lowest tem pera—
tures. Here m agnetic uctuations arise from the pop-
ulation of the rst (and beyond) excited state, a S=1
soin triplet. Apart from the compound under con-—
sideration, 1D spih chahs, CuGeO 583, Nav,0 5%, the
high T. superconductors, the frustrated dim er arrange—
ment SrCu, B0 ;)22 or the spin-ladder com pounds,
CuHpC ¥887 (70 ),P,0 2842, etc., are specially in por—
tant. P aram agnetic excitations appear at the spin-triplet
gap and above, and are clearly nelasticat su ciently low
tem peratures.
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FIG. 9: (color online) (@) Inelastic spectra at H=0 and
w ith unpolarized incom ing beam , Py = 0 (G raphite-H euslkr).
Crosssections are 2" in blie and ! i red. In this case
the + and are related to the sign of Q . (o) Idem with a
horizontalm agnetic eld H= 3T oriented in the sam e direction
that Q . In the presence ofan applied m agnetic eld ,i” mea—
sures JL1i com ponent ofthe triplet w hereas 2 measures jL1i
com ponent. Because of the selection rules orP kQ kM 3,
JL01 does not appear In the spectra.

T he spin-spin correlation functions for the spin-singlet
to spin-triplet transition can be easily calculated (see
table[l). Here jl1i and dl1i excitations describe right
and kft handed helices, respectively. The experin ent
was carried out wih a magnetic eld of 3T parallel
to Q that inposes the quantization direction for the
excitations and thus rem oves the degeneracy of the
modes P k Q k Z). Folowing the results In the
Appendix, one can Inmediately see the e ect of the
chiraltemm in each one of the energy shifted triplets: for
the right-handed com ponent, j1i, the m ode appears at
~ly g g H and the scattering cross section is

¥ Q1) / M 13+M @, - Forthe kefi-handed com ponent,

J1i, themode appearsat ~!; 11) = ~!y+ g gH . The
chiral term enters the scattering cross section w ith the
sign reversed which, in the absence of spin anisotropy,
lads to a perfect cancellation wih the symm etric
son-spin correlation fiinction and yields a null scatter-
ing crosssection, ; (@;1) / My, Mg, 0. By
reversing the direction ofthe m agnetic eld w ith respect
to Q or by reversing the neutron polarization directions
or even by conducting the experim ent at neutron energy
gain’® the jl1i com ponent can be m aterdalized. The
full calculation of the scattering cross sections has been
perform ed by Lovesey’® with identical results to ours.
Figure [Bb shows the e ect described above for the

; (11) scattering channel. A s shown in the appendix,
if the anisotropy of the spin-spin correlation function
is taken Into account then [ (1;1) 6 0. However for
the values of the anisotropy found here in the preceding
section, the caloulation showsthat | (1;1) am ountsto
0.7% of ; (1;1) and therefore should barely show up
above background.
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FIG .10: (coloronline) D i erence §+ }O( for a horizontal

magnetic eld of 3T @Q k H), ®llowing thedata in gqure[@b.
Continuous line is a guide-to-the-eye.

Thise ect ofthe neutron beam polarization on the split—
ted triplet is even m ore spectacular when the incident



beam is unpolarized and the nal neutron polarization
is analyzed, parallel and antiparallel to the applied
magnetic eld (and to Q ). The corresponding scattering
cross sectionsarenow ' and U , respectively. Under
these conditions, the jlli com ponent of the triplet
appears in the + channel whereas the jl1i appears in
the channel. This is jist the consequence of having
and + polarized neutrons along x in the incident beam
(neutrons polarized otherw ise do not contribute to the
m easured cross section), respectively. Figure[@a shows
that or H= 0T the scattered intensities are the sam e for
both + and channels and little can be said on the
origin ofthe signals. W hen the horizontalm agnetic eld
is applied Figure[@b) each one of the channels displays
the e ect predicted by the theory.
The di erence %% 9 Figure[d) bears an aston-
ishing resem blance to the result proposed as the signa-
ture of the dynam ical chirality in som e param agnetic
com pounds?324:33 | but centered at 11.3 meV instead of
at zero energy. A part from the energy location, our gure
is connected to the trivial chirality of the m agnetic exci-
tations w hereas in theirs authors have clain ed that it is
the signature of chiralm agnetic uctuations induced by
a m agnetically chiral ground state3324:32 je, the non-
trivial m agnetochiral uctuations. D isclosed from the
argum ent outlined above, the actual contribution to this
di erenceis Lirs Miag+Mmpmagy ™ 1;1+Mch;1),whjd’l
In ourconditionsreadas M 1;1] M cn;1 Jand dentically
Mi13 Ml Therefore Lyire is a properm easure of
chirality. N ote that we have included a di erent term of
chirality for each one of the triplkts as, In general, the
non-trivial chirality m ay favor one or the other. In the
absence of non-trivial m agneto-chirality both tem s are
identical, athough centered at their respective m agnetic
eld Zeem an splitted positions.

IV.. DISCUSSION
A . M agnetic anisotropies

O urpolarized nelastic neutron scattering experim ents
have revealed an anisotropy between the m agnetic uc—
tuations along a ;c (or in the plane of the chains) and
b (the stacking direction). It is im portant to discuss
to which extent m agnetic anisotropies cbserved by other
techniques m ay relate to the evidences here reported.
This result, offen present in antiferrom agnetic Cu-sals,
has been found in other Cu?*t spin-singlet ground state
com pounds such as CuG e0 322, BaCuS10 ¢22, and also
the chain part of S14Cu,40 4122 . T also appears in com —
pounds w here the absence ofholes and the near 90 Cu-—
O bonding lads to the condensation of a ferrom agnetic
order along the chains and an antiferrom agnetic order
am ong the chains. This is the case of L Cu0 /37478
and LasCasCuz40 417 in which the m agnetic m om ents
point along the stacking direction and there is, in addi-
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tion, a substantialm agneticm om ent at the oxygen sites,
01 g forthe former and 002 g for the latter. Exper—
In ents under m agnetic elds have shown a nearly Ising
behavior’® that underlines the rather strong anisotropy
for this spin 1/2 com pound. W hether the presence of a
m agneticm om ent on the oxigen isa signature ofsom e cir-
culating currents, the origin of such anisotropy rem ains
unclear yet.

Tt is well established that, in the absence of sizeable
spin-orbit coupling, them agneticm om ent ofC u?* would
be isotropic and equalto 1 5 (g =2). The spih-orbi
coupling introduces the m ixing of the ground state w ith
the excited states yielding an orbial contribution to the
wave fiinction. T his orbital contrdbution (@) m odi esthe
m agnetic m om ent and (o) introduces an anisotropy in
the g values, g; 6 g, 6 g.. Early ESR experim ents
on Sri4Cuy40 4122 have revealed that the Land e tensor
is anisotropic (@, =205, g, =226, and g. =2.04) and
tem perature Independent. T he values for the anisotropy
of the Land e factors are typical or a Cu-ion in a square
planar coordination of the oxygen ligands.

A seocond mechanisn that renders anisotropy is the
spin-orbit interaction associated to antisym m etric spin—
(super)exchange interactions, or D zyaloshinskiiM oriya
Interactions. In this case the standart H eisenberg ham it
tonian

HB]=JS;: S, 5)

transform s into

D? 1
H = Jd —)S; S+ D So)+ — S S
B1= 4J2) 1 52 31 S2) 2J(U 1) 0 S3)
(6)
with J = 4t?=U the antiferrom agnetic superexchange
and D' = 8tt=U is the D zyaloshinskiiM oriya vector. t

and t are the transfer integralsand P j/ ¥j/ , and

the spin-orbi coupling constant. The third tem is
an anisotropic exchange that is of second order in the
soin-orbit coupling. It is this temm that provides the
anisotropy as P ¥ / g=g. The caveat of this DM
Interaction is that it results in a splitting ofthe triplet of
excitations as it is the case in the frustrated spin-din ers
SrCu, BO 3)222. Notw tthstanding, Shektm annn, Entin—
W olhm an and Aharony (SEA 2% have realized that there
is a hidden symmetry In the ham itonian above which
can be w ritten in the form

2

D
g+ —)s%y 5% 7

H B0 a3

with 5,° = e*=253,,52= 52,5, = e*™253, and
S3°= S%. This ham iltonian with this de nition of the
spins is exactly isotropic and therefore has the same
elgenvalues and eigenvectors as the previous one. The
triplet rem ains degenerate and anisotropic as required
by the experim ental results. It was pointed out later
that som e restrictions apply to SEA’s result in that the
hidden degeneracy exclusively appears in the case of the



one band m odel and that the degeneracy is raised once
them ultiorbitalaspect is taken into account®:£2 | M ore-
over, Hund’s rule coupling w asnot considered in the SEA

transform ation which again will act in the way to raise
the degeneracy of the triplkt.

A strong anisotropy of the superexchange in the 90
Cu-O chains has been advanced as a very lkely prop—
erty of this type of chahs®3 which underlines the in -
portance of orbital degrees of freedom . This thid
possbility has been invoked to explain the very large
lnew idth of the ESR sjgnal in Lajs x CaxCuyyO 4160’61 ’
and In LILuvo .8, and the melastic neutron scatter—
ing data on the m agnetic excitations in L1 Cu0 »28 and
CayY,Cus0 1085'86 . ESR studies on pure Sr;4Cuy40 4161
have disclosed a sin ilar anisotropy aswellas a particular
tem perature dependence of the linew idth, constant up to
T 200K and then linearly increasing. T his tem pera—
ture m arks the onset ofa 1D charge m elting and i does
not correspond to a realphase transition. Sin ilar drastic
changes above T have been observed in the spin excita—
tions of the chain sublattice?’“® and in the tem perature
evolution of som e Bragg re ectionsi®2. However, and
contrary to expected, the broadening of the ESR line—
shape In Sri4Cuy40 41 am ountsto 1/100 ofthat observed
In LasCagCuy40 41 thus ruling out the In uence of the
anisotropic superexchange in Sry4Cuz40 47 .«

Tt seem s that for this com pound the presence of long
range ordered Zhang-R ice hole pairshelps stabilizing and
strengthening the antiferrom agnetic interactions (and
from that the presence of a large spin gap), the ex—
change coupling becom es drastically di erent as now
next-nearest neighbors couplings have to be taken into
account as welf!. Thus the theoretical m odel casts to
describe all the above m entioned com pound<®2 tum out
to be inadequate for chain-com pounds having a rather
strong antiferrom agnetic Cu-Cu super-exchange as it is
found in pure Sr4Cuz40 41 . The case of superexchange
coupling m ediated by a doublbridge (see gureld) has
been recently considered®’? follow ing em bedded crystal
fragm ent, ab-initio cluster calculation. Very in portantly,
this work show s that the m agnetic orbital is essentially
supported by the 3dyy Cu orbitalw ith a delocalization
tailon the surrounding O 2p oxbitals, the average repar—
tition being 2/3 and 1/3, respectively. Such m agnetic
contrbution of the oxygen orbitals is the largest found
In spinchains, at last three tim es larger than that of
LiCu0 22, and has in portant consequences in the neu—
tron scattering experin ents: (@) the m agnetic form fac-
tor for the spin-spin correlation functions is going to be
very anisotropic due to the planar geom etry of orbitals
involved” and (b) the phase factors of Cu and O will
produce interferences that result in rather unusual Q —
dependence of the structure factor of excitations.

From the ab initio calculations??, m agnetic electrons
are broadly distrbbuted w ithin the cluster that results in
a large oxygen contrbution. This result and the pres—
ence of a large anisotropy of the spin-spin correlation
functions leads us to the conclusion that the spin-orbit
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Interactions w ithin this cluster are going to be signif-
icant, probably m ore Im portant than in ferrom agnetic
LasCagCuss0 412 . T he occurrence ofan orbitalm om ent
w ithin the cluster is certainly the signature of uncom —
pensated currents, long predicted for these type of com —
pounds.

B . Trivial chirality

T he intrinsic helicity of the spin excitations can, un-
der appropriate conditions ofm agnetic eld, give rise to
a non null antisym m etric spin-spin correlation function
or dynam ical m agnetochirality. This feature is consid-
ered In the neutron scattering equations and is a general
property of any m agnetic system . In this paper we have
exam Ined the In uence ofM o, in the scattering cross sec—
tion ofthe spin-singlet to spin-triplet transitions in a spin
1/2 dim er com pound. W hen com pare w ith the classical
system s, the interest ofthisquantum spinssystem sistwo
fold: (@) Excitations are wellde ned at su ciently low
tem peratures and appear at nite energy. ) D ue to the
nature of the excitations, soin singlt-to-triplt transi
tions can be easily calculated (see Tablell) and resultsare
rigorous. Each com ponent of the triplet is going to split
follow ing the Zeem an energy term , ~! 1, = ~!y g g H .
T he com ponents that are in portant for our purposes are
the jl1i and jl1i, whereas the jl0i is dispersionless and
lack of further interest and, furthem ore, is not visble in
the experin entalcon guration H k Q . Interestingly, the
num ber of com ponents available for scattering studies in
this con guration is reduced to two. The m ost appeal-
Ing result of our experim ent is that if a polarized neu—
tron beam is created then the chiraltemm is going to act
di erently on each one of the com ponents of the triplet
depending upon the polarization of the incident beam .
Follow ing the results in Table[l and in the appendix, the
com ponent jlli appears n the * channel, the "+ "
sign m eaning that the arrow ofH, of Q , and ofPy point
tow ards the sam e direction. T he other com ponent, jl1i,
becom esenhanced by M o, n the * channel. W ewant
to stressthat M o, is entirely part of the scattering cross
section of the m agnetic excitations, as it is proved by the
exact cancellation of the scattering cross-section in the
corresponding channels shown in  gure[d and perfectly
reproduced in the equations (see A ppendix).

Interestingly, the use of polarized neutrons allow s to
single out each one ofthe com ponents ofthe triplet which
thus endorsing detail studies as a a function of pressure,
m agnetic eld, tem perature, separately. Indeed in soin—
singlet ground state com poundsw ith spin gaps ofthe or-
derof1040m eV ,m agnetic eldsdo not allow fora clear
separation of each one of the com ponents of the triplet
beyond energy resolution. As a result, a large peak is
seen in the scattering experim ents that can hardly be an—
alyzed. By combiningm agnetic eldsw ith neutron polar-
ization analysis thisdi culy can be easily overcom e. A
further application ofour resuls is in detecting spin-only



molecularcrystal eld excitation, ie. dimer (mulimer)
physics hidden in the energy spectra ofm any antiferro—
m agnetic com pounds and probably at the origin of spe-
ci ¢ behavior such as heavy ferm ion, superconductivity,
etc.

C . non-Trivial chirality

T hroughout this w ork we have in plicitly assum ed that
the chain sublattice of Sry4Cuz40 41 does not support
non-trivial dynam ical chirality. This may not be to—
tally true if the proposal for the presence of ring ex—
change between in the 90 Cu-O-€u bonds is further
con med?8i83 A5 it is well known from the spin-—
ladder system s this ring exchange is produced by a cyclic
four-spin exchange and gives rise to a very Intricate phase
diagram , that includes ground statesw ith vectoror scalar
chirality. D espite their underlying interest, these phases
have not been observed yet. T he proposed ring-exchange
in the chain sublattice®®©183 is of di erent nature, and
50 is the analogous phase diagram , yet to be determ ined.
T hese ring exchange m ay tum out to be enhanced as a
result of the strong antiferrom agnetic interactions that
mediate the Cu-...Cu superexchange m aking up the
din er in the chain sublattice, as pointed out by Gelle
and Lepetif?.

N evertheless the chiral interaction vector, ifany, would
be perpendicular to the plane of chains and w ill thus re—
maln undetectable In our experim ents. A s it has been
worked out by M aleyev??, the non-trivial dynam ic m ag—
netochirality scattering cross section arises from the pres—
ence of an axialvector interactions and contains the pro—
Fction of the spin—-spin cross product, C = S; S5, In
the follow ng form :

MS/ @ C) @®)

N on-trivial dynam icalm agneto-chiral uctuationscan be
seen as phason-lke (or twist) as well as am plitudon —1ike
excitations of the helix (or varations of the pitch of the
helix), or soliton type Bloch dom ain walf®. Note that
both type of uctuations of the helix can be understood
as equaland unequalvariations of the phase betw een op—
erators S; and S, respectively. A lthough not much is
known about the properties of these m odes, we expect
that both to be low lying energy m odes. In our exper—
Inent, and because P ? C, we do not expect any non—
trivial dynam ic m agnetochirality contribution to appear
In our neutron scattering experin ents, if any.

A di erent proposal of non-trivial m agnetochiral ef-
fects arises from hidden order param eters that em -
body electronic degrees of freedom in highly covalent
m olecules. W e have seen in the introduction that a num -
berofproposalshave appeared in the literature to explain
particular features in high T superconductors. Q uan-—
tum spoin-ladders, the ladder sublattice of Sry4,Cuz40 41
have been seen to display features that can interpreted
as the e ect of spin-currents, ring exchange, biquadratic
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exchange, our-spin exchange, allthese term sused in the
literature to nam ethe sam ee ect®82 | B esides, the likely
anisotropy originating from these electronic degrees of
freedom  (see the previous paragraph) that translates the
occurrence ofan orbitalm om ent n am olecularassaem bly,
one can speculate on the advent of non-trivial chirality
on the singlt (ground state) or the triplet state. Be-
cause of the peculiar sym m etry properties of these states
it can be easily seen that the triplet is even under the
exchange of positions 1 and 2 and therefore M Cch 0 for
the triplet where the opposite holds for the soin-singlet
state. T herefore a m agnetic com ponent of chiral origin
and perpendicular to the CuO, rdbbons can appear in
the elastic channel despite that the totalm agnetization
of the spin-singlet state is null. This has not been ob—
served yet although not toomuch e ort hasbeen put on
the detection of this eventuality. Recently, i has been
found a m agnetic order in the pseudogap phase of high
T¢ superconductorst? that hasbeen interpreted in tem s
of the circulating currents m odel proposed by Vam a8.
W hether this very long sought result can be analyzed
within the fram ework of a non-trivial chirality in the
soin-singlet channel is m atter that certainly deserves a
closer Iook.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we have carried out a thorough neutron
polarization analysis study of the quantum m agnetic ex—
citations in the spin-chain com pound Sr;4Cu40 41 . TWO
m ain resuls unfold from our study. First, the spin-spin
correlation fiinctions are found to be rather anisotropic
w hereas the spin triplet rem ain degenerate w ithin our
Instrum ent resolution. Both features are hard to rec—
oncilke wihin the standard, but otherw ise sinple, pic—
ture of m agnetic Interactions m odel. W e speculate on
the origin of this anisotropy as com ing from orbitalelec—
tronic currents that induce an e ective orbitalm om ent
to the dimer. Fially, we have evidenced the presence
of non-null antisym m etric inelastic spin—spin correlation
functions under an externalm agnetic eld. The exper—
In ental conditions were exactly the sam e as those set—
up or chiral com pounds in refs333132, However, the
m aterial under consideration is a spin-liquid, param ag—
netic com pound that exhibis a spin-singlet ground state
and the lattice structure supports an Inversion center.
P symmetry is, therefore, not violated in the ground
state and thus this com pound isnot chiral. T he presence
of non-null antisym m etric inelastic spin-spin correlation
functions is quantitatively accounted for under the ba-
sis of singlet-to-triplet m olecularcrystal eld exciations.
T he fact that non-trivial chirality have the sam e selection
rule as trivial chirality casts serious doubts on its obser—
vation In param agnetic com pounds by polarized inelastic
neutron scattering experin ents under parallerto-Q m ag—
netic eld.
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APPENDIX A:APPEND IXES

H ere w e calculate the cross sections taking into acocount
egs. 1 and 2 and Tabk[d. Forthe cassH k Py k Q the
convention goes as follows: x kK Z2 ,y k £X;Yg v and
zk fX ;¥Yg w,wherevandw representsa linearcombi-
nation ofoperators Sy and Sy ,w ih v and w orthogonal.
T he m ost ocbvious choice is Sy, Sx and S, Sy .We
have dropped the nuclkar correlation function, that ap—
pears n the non-spin— ip channels, as i is irrelevant In
this calculation. In order to account for the anisotropy of
the correlation functions two phenom enological param e~
ters, a and b, are used in the calculations.

M, (1) = M, ({11) / a® ~!)s,  Ei= a®(+!)
M, (1) = M, (1) / KPS, i=¢!)
Mo (J11) = Mg (1) / dab®s, i S,  §9)
=  2a(!)b@!)
@1)
and M1, M, (1i) + M, ({J1i), M,; M, (J1i) +

M , (11i). A s each com ponent of the triplet occurs at
di erent energies (in the presence ofam agnetic eld) we
further de ne g aCr~!'), b b~'1), a; aC!y),

and b br!'). ~!1 = ~ly gsH and ~!; =

13

~!o+ g g H . The scattering cross-sections under po—
larized neutrons for jl1i and jl1i read as ollow s

Yol / al+ B+ 2ab
< @1 / af+ 5 2aib
Poay / af+ 1y 2ab
L GlY) / af+ B+ 2ab

A2)

Taking into account the anisotropy M ,=M , = K=a? =
B=a? 14, then it is straightforward to calculate the
cross sections above

P/ al+ 00074
/00072 + a?

X

@A 3)

Note that the contrbution of a; (com pared to that of
ai;) In the + polarization channels is rather smn all (of
the order 0of 0.7% ) and i can be ignored. T he opposie
applies to a; In the + channels. This non-null value
of a; In the + channel arises from the anisotropy of
soin-spin correlationsbetw een the z and the y-directions.
Form any of the purposes we can approxin ate the above
equation by

0

Z— }|—{

% Mu+Mamt+ M1y Ma)

« = fMll Mch1+Mll+MCh
{zm—

0

@a4)
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