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W e report an observation of a com m ensurate-incom m ensurate phase transition in the D zyaloshinskiiM oriya
spiral antiferrom agnet Ba;CuG e,0 7. T he transition is induced by an extemalm agnetic eld applied along the
c axis of the tetragonal structure, i. e., iIn the plane of spin rotation. Bulk m agnetic m easurem ents and neutron

di raction experim ents show that the transition occurs in a critical eld H .

2:1 T .Experim ental resuls for the

period of the m agnetic structure and m agnetization as fiinctions ofm agnetic eld are In quantitative agreem ent
w ith our exact analytical solution for D zyaloshinskii’s m odel of com m ensurate-incom m ensurate transitions in

spiralm agnets.

64.70Rh, 7530K z, 75254 z

I. NTRODUCTION

Am ong relatively unusualand exoticm agnetic interac-
tions in solids is the D zyaloshinskiiM ordya © M ) asym —
m etric exchange interaction £2% U nlke the conventional
H eisenberg exchange coupling, it is proportional to the
vector product of Interacting spins, and is pemm itted by
symm etry only in non-centric crystal structures. It re-
sults from relativistic spin-orbit gorrection? to the or-
dinary superexchange m echanisn? and therefore is usu—
ally weak com pared to antiferrom agnetic sym m etric ex—
change. This is why only f&w m aterials in which DM
Interactions play an im portant role have been foynd so
far. T.he best known exam ples are cubic FeG &% and
M nSj,:Z"ﬂif whereD M tem s in the H am iltonian cause an
nstability of ferrom agnetic order tow ards the form ation
of an Incom m ensurate spoiral structure.

T hispaperdealsw ith the propertiesofBa,CuG e,0 7, a
new Iy Investigated system in which D-M coupling plays
a key role. O righally the m agnetic properties of this
quasi2-din ensional (2D ) antiferrom agnet AF) were in—
vestigated as part of the ongoing search for new singlet
ground state com pounds, triggered by the discovery of
a spin-Pelerls transition and, ofher extraordinary m ag—
netic properties of CuGe0 ; L%% W hile some,new ma—
terials related to CuGeOs, eg. CaCuGe0 %321 and
BaCuSi0 G,E‘! have din erized ground states and energy
gaps in their soin excitation spectra, Ba;,CuGe,0 7 un—
dergoes a transition to a m agnetically ordered phase be—
Iow Ty 32 K and the m agnetic excitations are gap—
less spin waves.'wﬁ5 Even though the m agnetic properties
0fBa,CuG e,0 7 can be adequately described In term s of
classical spins, they are rather Intriguing: the m agnetic
structure is an incom m ensurate spin-spiral. By perform —
Ing detailed m easurem ents of the spin-wave dispersion

w e have previously dem onstrated that this spiralordering
m ay notbe caused by com peting exchange nteractionstd

Since Ba,CuG e,0 45 has a non-centric crystal structure,

we have suggested that the incomm ensurate m agnetic

phase is a result of D zyaloshinskiiM oriya interactions.

The crystal structure of Ba,CuGe,07, as well as
the spiral spin arrangem ent in the m agnetically ordered
phase, were discussed in detail in our previous work L3
and only the essential features are reviewed here. The
magnetic (S = 1=2) Cu?' ions are arranged on a square
lattice In the (a;b) plane of the tetragonal structure
[pace group P42;m (No. 113), lattice constants a =
8:466 A ,c= 5445A].The inplane interactions betw een
spins are established through G €0 4 tetrahedra that, to—
gether w ith the Cu?* ions, Hm distinct Cu-6e0 lay-
ers. These layers are well isolated by interstitial non-—
m agnetic planes of Ba?* ions. Only nearest-neighbor
In-plane antiferrom agnetic exchange interactions are in —
portant (J 0:48m &V ). Interplane coupling is ferrom ag—
netic and substantially weaker (J> 0:013meV).In the
ordered phase the spins lie in the (1;1;0) plane and the
propagation vector for the spiralis 1 + ; ;0) where

= 0027 Fig.l @)]. Them agnetic structure is a distor-
tion ofa N eel spin arrangem ent: a translation along the
(1;1;0) direction (hereafter referred to as the x axis) in—
duces a rotation ofthe spinsby an angle = - 977 in
the (1;1;0) plane (relative to an exact antiparallel align—
ment). A long the (1;1;0) direction (y-axis) the spinsare
perfectly antiparallel. N earest-neighbor spins from adp-—
cent Cu-planes are aligned parallel to each other.

The mechanism by which D-M interactions can sta—
bilize the spiral structure In Ba,CuG e,0 7 is illustrated
n Fjg.-'!.'(b). The D-M energy for two interacting soins
S; and S, may be written as (51 %) D', where
D 172) isthe so-called D zyaloshinskii vector attributed to
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the ordiented bond between the two spins and \ " de-
notes a vector product. For spins kg in the (1;1;0)

plane the only relevant com ponent of the vector D is
Dy . The symm etry of the structure is such that for two

subsequent Cu-pairs (1;2) and (2;3) along the (1;1;0)

direction D472 = D Fig.l@)]. A nite valie Hr
D energetically favors a 90 angle between subsequent
soins. Sihce AF exchange favors an angle 0o£180 , the to—
talenergy ism inim ized at som e interm ediate angle that
isde ned by the ratio of exchange and D -M interactions
strengths.

How can the m echanisn described above be veri ed
experim entally? If one could force the spins Into the
(0;0;1) plane for exam ple, D, would becom e inactive,
due to the nature of the vector product, and the incom —
m ensurate spiral would disappear. T he z-com ponent of
D , ie., the (0;0;1)-proEction, on the other hand, would
becom e relevant. As shown In Fig. -r_]:(b), for the D ,,
unlke forD ,, symm etry dictates a change of sign from

one Cu-€u bond to the next: D 2(1;2) = Dz(2;3) . Asa
resul, D-M Interactions would tend to distort the N eel
Spin arrangem ent tow ards a weak-ferrom agnet (canted)
structure, that is comm ensurate with the crystal lat-
tice. In practice forcing spins into the (a;b) plane can
be achieved by applying an extemalm agnetic eld along
the caxis of the crystal. Indeed, in structure w ith zero
net m agnetic m om ent spins tend to align perpendicular
to the extemal eld, which In the sinplest case leads
to spin— op transitions in conventionalantiferrom agnets.
In other words, if the proposed m odel for D-M interac-
tionsn Ba,CuG e,0 7 iscorrect, weexpecta eld-induced
com m ensurate-incom m ensurate m agnetic transition (€ I)
In thism aterdal.

In the present paper we report an experim ental ob—
servation of such a phase transition n Ba,CuGe,0 5 by
means of buk m agnetization and neutron di raction
measuram ents. W e nd that the phase transition is of
rather unusual character and is the rst \clean" realiza—
tion ofD zyaloshinskii’sm odel for C I transitions in spiral
m agnets induced by am agnetic eld applied in the plane
of spin rotation 24 W ealo present an exact continuous-
Iim i solution to D zyaloshinskii’s m odel. For the partic—
ular case of Ba,CuG e,0 ;7 theoretical predictions are in
quantitative agreem ent w ith experin entaldata. A shgort
prelin nary report on thiswork is published elsew here L’

II.EXPERIM ENTAL PROCEDURES

T ransparent, slightly yellow ish singlecrystal sam ples
were prepared using the oating-zone m ethod. M agne—
tization m easurem ents were perform ed with a conven—
tionalD C -squid m agnetom eter in the tem perature range
2{300K .Two setsofneutron scattering experin entswere
carried out on the H4M (them albeam ) and H9 (cold
beam ) 3-axis spectrom eters at the High Flux Beam Re-
actor HFBR) at B rookhaven N ationallaboratory on an

irreqularly shaped 4 4 4 mm sihglecrystal sam —
plk with a mosaic spread of 29. In the 1st set of
measuram ents on H4M (experinent I) the H -T phase
diagram was determ ined using neutrons of incident en—
ergy E; = 147 mev with a 20° 40 20 40) cok
Im ation setup and two PG lters. The second set of
m easuram ents was done on H9 (experin ent IT) and the

eld-dependence of the m agnetic propagation vectorwas
studied using (60° 40 60 sampl 18 80) colli-
m ations, an E; = 46 m eV neutron beam and a Be- ler
In front of the sam ple. In both experim ents the use ofa
pum ped *H e cryom agnet allowed us to work i the tem —
perature range 1 3{5 K and magnetic edsup to 65 T.
The sam ple was always m ounted w ith the (h;k;0) zone
In the scattering (horizontal) plane and the eld wasap-
plied along the vertical direction (caxis ofthe crystal).

The sam ple we used In prelin nary experim ents shat—
tered when it was cooled down in the cryom agnet for
the second tim e. W e therefore tried to m ount the new
crystal as strain-free as possble. The new sampl was
wrapped in alum lnum foil that was attached to a thin
A Fplate. This technique has one serious drawback. A s
w illbe explained below , a good alignm ent ofthe crystal-
lographic ¢ axis w ith the m agnetic eld is crucial. Un-
fortunately, the described m ounting procedure does not
allow to m aintain an alignm ent ofbetter than 1.Be-
fore the sam ple isput into the cryostat, an aln ost perfect
alignm ent is achieved. It is upon cooling to base tem -
perature that the undesirable m isalignm ent occurs. In
experim ent ITthe (1; 1;0) and (1;1;0) crystallographic
directions form ed anglesof1l:5 and 1 with the horizon—
tal plane, respectively, as m easured in situ at low tem —
perature. In experin ent IT these angleswere 1 and less
than 03 , respectively.

IITI.EXPERIM ENTAL RESULTS
A .M agnetization

The 1rst evidence ofa eld-nduced m agnetic phase
transition n Ba;,CuG 07 was found in buk m agnetic
m easurem ents. T he longitudinalm agnetization data col-
lcted at T = 2 K is plotted against magnetic eld H
applied along the a or c crystallographic axes in the In—
sert in Fig. :_2 For H Ja no anom alies are ocbserved. In
contrast, when the eld isapplied alongc, M #H ) hasa
broad step-lke feature arvound H = 2 T. The anom aly
is best seen In the plot #H ) that was ocbtained by nu-
m erically di erentiating the experin entalm agnetization
curve Fig. ::2:, m ain panel).

B .N eutron di raction

The phase transition is best ocbserved iIn neutron
di raction experin ents. Fjgure:_:% (experim ent II) show s



som e elastic scans along the 1 + ; ;0) direction m ea—
sured n Ba,CuGe;07 at T = 14 K .Thedi erent scans
correspond to di erent values of m agnetic eld applied
along the caxis. In zero eld - Jg:_é (@)] the m agnetic
peak ispositioned at = 0:027%% The incom m ensurabil

ity parameter decreases gradually with increasing H .
Around H = 18 T an additional peak appears at the

N eelpoint (1;0;0). At the sam e tim e the intensity ofthe
satelliteat 1+ ; ;0) startsto decrease rapidly and the
rateatwhich changeswih eld isincreased IFjg'v._:B ©)]1.
O n further increasing the eld the centralpeak gains in—
tensity and the satellite eventually vanishes at som e crit—

ical eld Hc 23T [E‘J'g:_B(c)].Athjgher eldsonly the
N eel (comm ensurate) peak is seen, allthe way up to the
highest eld available experim entally. T he Intensities of
the 1+ ; ;0) satellite and the (1;0;0) peak are plot—
ted against tem perature In Fjg.-'_j(d). M easured (T) is
shown In solid circles in FJg:ff

C .D om ains and sam ple alignm ent

The eld-dependent behavior is extrem ely sensitive to
the alignm ent of the crystallographic c axis wih the
applied eld. The lim itations of the sam ple-m ounting
technique em ployed, together w ith technical in possbil-
iy ofadijisting the alignm ent in siti at low tem perature,
are therefore a serious experin ental com plication. This
problem is closely linked to the issue of m agnetic do-—
m ans. In the tetragonal sym m etry two spiral structures
w ith propagation vectors 1+ ; ;0) and 1+ ; ;0)
areallowed. Zero— eld cooling produces dom ains ofequal
volim e. Ifthe samplkiscooled nanH = 1T eld, that
is rem oved only at low tem perature, only one dom ann is
present. Since we are able to exactly m easure (but not
adijust!) the orientation of the sam ple in sihi, we could
determ ine that it isthe dom ain forwhich the plane ofthe
spiral form s a larger angle w ith the applied eld that is
stabilized. T his behavior can easily be explained. If the
plane in which the spinsare con ned isnot parallelto the
extemal eld, the system can gain som e Zeem an energy
w fthout sacri cing much D-M or exchange energy: all
soinsm ay tilt slightly in the direction ofthe eld com po—
nent nom alto the spin plane, producing a cone structure
w ith practically no change in the angles between neigh—
boring spins. The dom ain forwhich the spin plane form s
a larger angle w ith the applied eld is thus energetically
m ore favorable. Note that In the comm ensurate thigh-

eld) structure there are also two possible dom ain types,
w ith spins :n the (1;1;0) or (1;1;0) planes.

The data shown In Fig. -?: were collected on a eld-
cooled sam ple and the satellites correspond to the m ore
misaligned 1+ ; ;0) domain domain A, 1 tit).
N o satellites were observed In the 1+ ; ;0) dom ain
domain B, < 03 tik) n any eldsin eld-cooling ex—
perin ents. W hen themeasurementsat T = 14 K were
doneon a zero eld cooled sam ple, we observed that scat—

tering intensities originating from both dom ains rem ain
com parable in  eldsup to 17 T.Athigher eldsthe
N eel peak appears and dom ain B is rapidly destroyed.
Applying a su ciently large eld thus brings us back to
the situation w here the entire crystalis a single m agnetic
dom ain.

D .P hase diagram

The expermmental H T phase diagram fHor
Ba;,CuGe07 is shown in Fig. :_5 The IO -IT line cor-
regoonds to the appearance of the m agnetic re ection at
the comm ensurate (1;0;0) position. The IITO -IV lne
show sw here the satellite peaks disappear. B oth the O -IT
and the O -IV linesweremeasured In a eld-cooled sam —
pl and the m isalignm ent of the corresponding dom ain
was 15 (experin ent I).

In the high— eld phase the structure is com m ensurate,
with a propagation vector (1;0;0). This may be the
signature of N eel order or (see Introduction) a canted
\weak ferrom agnetic" structure. In the low - eld region
the structure is incom m ensurate w ith a propagation vec—
tor @+ ; ;0). Only one dom ain is present since, as
m entioned, eld-cooling was used. Note that except for
the ncom m ensurability of the low — eld phase, the phase
diagram strongly resem bles that of an easy-axis H eisen-
berg antiferrom agnet n extermal eld applied along the
easy axis.

In the IO -IV region the N eelpeak coexists w ith the
Incom m ensurate satellite. Tt would seem that in them is-
aligned dom ain the eld-induced transition is of st or-
der and that the ITO -IV region corresoonds to a m ixed—
phase state. Indeed, at T = 14 K wehave cbserved som e

eld-hysteresis: on sweeping the extemal eld down from
H = 4 T the N eel com ponent vanishes and the satellite
appears at slightly ower elds, than in the casewhen the
H is gradually increased from zero. W e believe that in
a perfectly aligned sam ple the transition m ust be of 2nd
order, In which case the IO -IV region is replaced by a
single line.

E .M easurem entsof H )

A ccurate m easuram ents of the eld-dependence of
were perform ed in experim ent IT where one dom ain was
tiltted by 1 (dom ain A ) and the other aln ost perfectly
aligned (dom ain B).M easurem ents for dom ain A could
easily be done at base temperature (14 K) n a eld-
cooled sam ple CFJ'g.:_4, solid circles). Additionaldata for
domain A were collected at T = 24 K. At this tem -
perature H ) was found to ollow the sam e curve as at
T = 14 K towihin experim ental error.

For dom ain B experin ents in the interesting eld re—
gion, where  starts to decrease rapidly w ith Increasing



H , could not be perform ed at low tem perature: the do—
m ain itselfisdestroyed In eldshigherthan 17 T (see
above). Nevertheless, H ) fordomain B could be m ea—
sured In a zero— eld-coolked sampleatT = 24K, ie., just
at the tem perature of the critical point O in the phase
diagram . At this tem perature the B-dom ain survives up
to the critical eld and the N eel com ponent does not ap—
pear before the 1+ ; ;0) peak vanishes. A pparently
even at 24 K dom ain wall pinning is su ciently strong
and kinetics su clently slow to m ake the energetically
less favorable (better aligned) dom ain m etastable even
In high elds. This does not happen at low tem pera—
ture: the com m ensurate structure em erges in a 1lst-order
transition and presum ably the therm odynam ic force that
destroys the better aligned dom ain is Jarger. Som e typi
calscans fordomain B at T = 24 K are shown in Fjg.-'_é.
T he dashed line show s experin ental Q -resolution. The
a4+ ; ;0) satellite is resolution—lim ited at H < 195 T
F J'g.[lé (@)]and startsto gradually broaden at higher elds
Fi. §(b,c)]. The experin ental (#H ) is plotted in open
circles in FJg:ff W e clearly see the sensitivity ofthe sys—
tem to even a m inor tilt of the applied eld relative to
thecaxis. W hieat low elds H ) PrdomamnsA and
B ocoincide, there is a substantial discrepancy near the
transition point.

F . C ritical indexes

In our previous work we have reported m easure—
ments of the orderparam eter critical exponent =
0:145(0005) for the zero— eld transition from param ag-—
netic PM ) to spiral states. H aving discovered the com —
m ensurate phase, we have in addiion determ ined  for
the PM ! ocomm ensurate transition at H = 3:66T . The
Intensity of the (1;0;0) magnetic re ection is plotted
against (Ty T)=L In a loglog plot in Fjg.:_'l (open
circles). Fitting the data wih a powerdaw dependence
we obtain z-4r = 0:185(0:005). The previously m ea—
sured tem perature dependence of the (1:0273;0:0273;0)
Bragg intensity at H = 0 is shown in solid sym bols in
Fig. -'j: A Ythough the experin entally determ ined critical
indexes are rather close to each other, in our data we
clearly see that = 0:145 is hcompatble with the 4 T
m easuram ent F ig. :j, dashed line).

IV.THEORY

In the Introduction section we have qualitatively shown
how D-M interactions stabilize the m agnetic spiral in
Ba,CuGe,07 and why applying a eld along the c axis
ofthe crystalshould result in a com m ensurate structure.
W e shallnow develop a quantitative description ofa D -M
soin-spiralin an externalm agnetic eld. T he generalex—
pression for the fipe energy of such system was obtained
by D zyaloshinskii24 who also predicted the C I transition

and obtained analytical expressions for the critical prop—
erties at H . H)=H << 1]. In the present work we
extend D zyaloshinskii’s approach and derive analytical
expressions for the period and the uniform m agnetiza—
tion of the spiral valid throughout the phase diagram .
W e start by considering a sin ple, yet illistrative, case of
a classicalsoin chain at T = 0.

A .Classicalspin chain with D -M interactions.

Let us consider the 1-D case: a uniform chain of clas—
sical spins w ith isotropic H eisenbery) antiferrom agnetic
exchange. In addition, we include a D zyaloshinskii en—
ergy term w ith theD vectorpointing along the arbitrary
chosen y-axis. The system is then characterized by the
follow ing H am iltonian (energy fiinctional):

X X
Sn S‘n+ 1t D (Sn

n n

She1dy @)

Tt is straightforward to show that to take full advantage
ofthe D zyaloshinskii term , the spins have to be con ned
to the (x;z) plane. The total interaction energy of a
pajy of spins is given by E = 2JS%c0s + DS%sin =

S2 432+ D 2 cos( ), where is the angle between
the soins, and = arctanD =2J 1, provided J

D . The classical ground state is therefore an AF spiral,
w here the angle between subsequent soins isequalto +

Physically interesting behavior occurs when an ex-—
temal m agnetic eld is applied perpendicular to the
D zyaloshinskii vector D, eg. alng z-axis. In this
case onePhas to take into account the Zeem an energy

Hgp ,S:, where g is the gyrom agnetic ratio and

p Isthe Bohrm agneton. D enoting by , the anglk the
n-th spin S, fom s wih the z-axis, we can rew rite the
energy functional as:

X
H =

n

Jcos( n+1 n ) Hocos ,J; @)

W here J = s2p4J2+ D2andH =Hg S.

In Eq.@) w e clearly see the com peting tem s that drive
the CI transition. The J-tem favors an incomm ensu—
rate (spiral) structure, where the phases , of subse-
quent soins di er by + The e ect of the mag—
netic eld is m ore subtle. ForH J the spins tend
to align parallel to the eld. ForH’ J however, the
system still can gain som e Zeam an energy w ithout sacri-

cing much of its exchange energy. T his is achieved In a
soin— op state, where all soins are roughly perpendicular
to the m agnetic eld and slightly tilted in its direction.
The extermal eld thus favors a comm ensurate spin— op
structure, but i can only be realized by sacri cing som e
D zyaloshinskii energy. Indeed, the energy di erence be—
tween the sopIn— op con guration and the spiral state is
J(@1 cos ) H?=8J.The spin op state becom es en—
ergetically favorable In  eldsH > H. 2 J. This is



the sin pli ed physical picture already discussed in the
Introduction section. The above crude argum ents does
not take Into acocount the distortion of the spiralby the
applied eld. The exact result orourmodel,H.= J
is derived below .

B . Exact ground state in the continuous lim it

Tt is convenient to change anglk variables so that
n= n+ g, 3)

T he energy fiinctional in this notation becom es
X h i
H= Jcos( n+1 n ) ( DH cos n : (4)

n

T he advantage ofthe new set of variables is that assum -
hng = 2 << 1 andH << J, the phase di erence
n+ 1l n << 1,sowe can safely replace the 1st tem
NEq.{)with T+ I(ne1  n F=2.

The ground state satis es the extrem al conditions

@H=@ , = 0, which gives us the follow ing set of equa-
tions:
H .
nt1t n1 2n=;( ]jlsmn ©)

T hese equations can be soked in the continuous lim it.
W e shall ook for a solution in the fom L, = n) +
( 1V'# (n),whereboth (n) and # (n) are functions that
only slow ly change on the scale of a single lattice spac—
ng.From Eqg. 6'_5) we obtain the extrem alcondition that
should be satis ed in an energy m Inimum :

d? K2
a7 T g o ©
H |

The rst ofthese equations is the fam ous sineG ordon
equation, which allow s for exact soliton solutions. The
trivial \no-soliton" solution to Egs. @;j) is )= =2,
and # W) = H'=4J. Thisisprecisely the soin— op phase,
realized in strong enough m agnetic eld. Less trivial is
the one-soliton solution:

(n) = 2arctan fexp MH'=2J)] =2 8)
# ()= H=4Jtanh @i =2J)
which has boundary conditions ( 1 ) = =2 and
+1)= =2.
For = 0 the energy of the one-soliton state willbe

always higher than that of the soliton vacuum (spin— op
state). In the generalcase, substituting {é into the en—
ergy functional 64 we ndtheenergy di erencebetween
the one-soliton and soliton-free state: E;, B =H T

W e see that or H" < H'., where

H=42JS ; ©)
(o] gB 14

the energy of a singlke soliton is negative and solitons
soontaneously \condense". T his process w ill eventually
saturate, due to the m utual repulsion of solitons, and the
ground state w ill be a periodic \soliton lattice".

At the non—negligble soliton density the interaction
starts to change the shape of individual solitons and has
to be taken into acoount explicitly. Fortunately the gen—
eral solution of the sine-G ordon equation is known:

Z
@) dx nH
= — ; 10)
0 1 2 sin®x 2T
(n) = am (n—l ) 7 (ll)
2T
s Iy Iy
#nh)= —sh @©)= —snhh—:; ) ; (12)
47 47 2T
wheream (x; ) and sn (x; ) are Jacobielliptic fiinctions

ofmodulus . Substituting this solution into the energy
functional (@) we obtain the interaction energy per spin:

H )? 1
@ sH) +

16J

2E ()
K ()

2H ¢
HK ()

i (13)

where K and E are the com plete ellptic integrals of the
rst and second kind, respectively.

E quation C13 aswe]las the expression forH . Eqg. (9)
were derived In Ref. ,16 In the present work we go one
step further and determ ine which of the solutions given
by Egs. {{1,13) indeed correspond to the ground state
at any particular H < H.. Unlke that in Ref. :_L-é, our
treatm ent is not lim ited to the narrow critical region
H ¢ H )=H. << 1. Takmg the partial derivative of
the energy fiinctional C13 w ith respect to , and, substi-
tuting identities for derivatives ofelliptic Jntegra]éq after
som e algebra we get:

= (14)

9sH) 1
16J 2

E= @5)

E quation Z_l-g:) is to be solved w ith respect to  for any

given H =H . (H ) can then be expressed in term s of
2 2
i)zi = . (16)
0 H:4 K () 4E (K ()

E quations C_l-é_b') and C_l-é) provideuswih (@ ) in a para-
metric form. The ratio ® )= (0) is plotted against
H=H. in Fig.§. T he insert schem atically show s the spin
structure forH = 0,0< H < H.,andH > H..

At low density soliton repulsion is exponentially am all
and the system close to the transition point is extrem ely



sensitive to any perturbations of the original H am iltto-—
nian, that will tend to pin down the soliton lattice in
one of the m etastable con gurations. AsH ! H. 0,
the solifon density decreasesas 1=JnH . H )j ie very
rapidly 8 The transition is thus alnost rst order fthe
criticalexponent = 0in #) ® H)I.

The soliton lattice at H 6 0, unlke the pure sinu—
soidal spiral at H = 0, has higher Fourier hamm onics
at on+1 = @n+ 1) #H ). The know ledge of the ex—
act ground state enables us to calculate these ham onics
analytically. For the Bragg intensity (square of the am -
plitude) of the strongest 3rd ham onic, for exam ple, one
gets

LE)_ <4 d+d) )
LHE) 0+F+ )2 ’
LE) 22@=0 JdP¥+=0+)?)
= (18)
L 0) 2K ()2
p
jwhere g= exp ( M)
’ K ()
T his ratio of intensities is plotted against ® )= (0) in

Fig. :_S% E xcept very close to H . allhamm onics are m uch
weaker than the rst one.

A swe derived a param etric expression or H ), sowe
can also obtain an exact param etric form for the uni-
rm magnetizationM = QE=QH . From Egs. (14;15),
and the identities for derivatives ofelliptic J'ntegralé}?i one
gets:

@ 5)°H
8J

M =

1 E ()
= a9)

1
K ()

The m agnetization curve is continuous at the critical

eld. On the other hand, is derivative w ith respect to
H (the eld dependent susceptibility) diverges when H¢
is approached from below .

C .G eneralization to nite tem peratures and higher

dim ensions

The results obtained in the previous chapter can be
easily generalized to the cases of higher system dim en—
sionality and nite tem peratures. W e ollow the approach
developed by D zyaloshinskiiin Ref. 16 and introduce the
expression for the free energy of a general alm ost anti-
ferrom agnetic spiral in an extermalm agnetic eld. W e
generalize the resuls derived for the 1-D chain in the
previous section to obtain analytical expressions for the
period and the m agnetization of the structure valid not
only in the critical region, but troughout the phase dia—
gram .

Since the period ofthe spiral is long, nearest neighbor
m agnetic m om ents are aln ost opposite to each other.
T his enables us to approxin ately describe the structure
In tem s of position dependent staggered m agnetization

L (r). To take fulladvantage ofthe D -M interaction, L (r)
m ust be perpendicular to the D M vector, and therefore
be con ned to the x z plane. W e further assum e that
the m agniude 1L (r)jdoes not depend on r. This sin —
pli cation is justi ed since the Zeam an energy, which at
H . isoforder ofD -M interaction energy, ismuch sn aller
than the energy of isotropic exchange. The localm ag—
netic structure is thus fully de ned by the angke (v),
that L (r) om s w ith the z-axis. T he total \elastic" free
energy per single Cu plane, associated w ith spin-spin in-
teractions, can then be w ritten as:

Z 2
(x)
Felast = 5 s (T) dXdy @x - +
!
+ € @ 2+ e & ’ (20)
Qy Qz

E quation (.'_Z-C_i) is given in the form suitable for describ—
ing a single Cu plane in Ba,CuGe,07. (') is the so—

called spin sti ness at given tem perature, = ., isthe
In-plane nearest neighbor Cu-€u distance, and  is the
spin sti ness anisotropy factor, de ned as (= ap)° =

VeFTapd 1=371n BaCuGe,05. Coordihates x, y, and
z run along (1,1,0), (1,1,0), and (0,0,1) directions, respec—
tively. The soin-sti ness at zero tem perature is given by
s(0) = 23529 AS T approaches Ty the spin sti ness
decreases as L. (r) ¥ and vanishes precisely at Ty .

In taking Into account the extemal m agnetic eld,
i is convenient to introduce the quantities  (T) and
2 (T), the m agnetic susceptibilities of the system wih
regpect to a eld that rotates along wih the spiral
structure and is always paralkel or perpendicular to the
lIocal staggered m agnetization, respectively. As In a
usual antiferrom agnet, these susceptibilities do not di-
verge at Ty . In the param agnetic phase @t T > Ty ),
x (T)= - (T).At zero tan perature the classical result

is ;0= @ 5)2=6dT )t and , ©0) = 0.
The full expression for the free energy density in the
presence ofm agnetic eld H applied along z-direction is:

»H? sin?® (@) + H 2o ()
F' = Feiastic =
2
. @ @ e o’
= = -+ +
2 @x Ry
1
2 » H? H?
Q (@ ( ? k) Sjn2 ) k . Q1)
Qz 2 2

AtT = 0Oandd=1 Eq.C_Z-l:) coincidesw ith the expression
for the energy of a soin chain derived iIn the previous
section .

The equilbrium con guration of (r) m inim izes the
free energy and therefore satis es a generalized form of
Eq. @):

2 2 )H 2 1
_S ~= Lo BT 4 s —sh2 ; (2)
X s



where = (=H?( » W))P2 . Thecritical el isnow

given by
@3)

Fora 4nn AF lke Ba,CuGe,07 at T = 0 we can use

: = @ p)*=16J ?, = 0,and_ = J,pS”. Substi-
tuting these expressions into Eq. @3) we cbtain
P— ,JS
He=4 2 ; (24)
g B

a factor ofpz, com pared to the 1-D case Eqg. (:_g)],
This factor is due to the fact that In 2 dim ensions
each spoin is antiferrom agnetically coupled to four, rather
that tw o nearest neighbors, and the overall structure is
sti er. Unlke antiferrom agnetic in-plane interactions,
ferrom agnetic coupling between ad-pcent Cu-planes In
Ba,CuG e,0 7 does not change , or the expression for
the critical eld.

T he tem perature dependence of H . can be easily un-
derstood within themean— eld M F) approxin ation. In
this fram ework -, is T -independent, | decreases w ith
Iy Tand » = yatT = Ty . Thee ective strength of
exchange coupling, represented by JS? in Eq. C_Z-;’:) goes
as the square of the order param eter, ie., as Ty T (the
MF orderparam eter critical exponent = 0:5). Substi-
tuting these values in E q.€_2§'),we nd thatw ithin theM F
approxin ation H . is independent of tem perature. This
result is the sam e as for the sopin—- op eld in a conven—
tional easy-axis H eisenberg antiferrom agnet.

Finally, we can generalize the expression C_l-S_i) for the
m agnetization. W ih new param eters in the sineG ordon
equation we get:

H E()
2

M = H+ (-, ) 1 ;i @25
k k K ()
for H He.. ForH > HoonehasM = ,H .The eld

dependent susceptibility H )= dM =dH is given by:

E ()
2K ()P

2E ()
K ()

(@6)

+
2 (1

AtH = 0 thisexpression gives ()= ( ; + ()=2:the
structure is a uniform gpiral, which e ectively averages
out the susceptibility for all directions in the soin plane.
T hg susceptibility divergesat H . as1l=H. H )]n2 H .

H )9 Above H . i has a constant value equalto - .

V .DISCUSSION
A .D-M interactions in B a,C uG e,0 4

W e have shown that the spiral soin arrangem ent In
Ba;CuG e,04 is due to the in-plane com ponent D, of

the D zyaloshinskii vector D r nearest-neighbor Cu?*
jons. It is rather di cult to experim entally determm ine
w hether or not the outofplane com ponent D , is also
active. In the spin— op phase the predicted canted weak—
ferrom agnetic structure di ers from a N eelstate only in
that it gives rise to additional m agnetic peaks coinci
dent w ith nuclearBragg re ections. T he latter arem uch
stronger than any m agnetic scattering intensities, and
m ake m easurem ents of the ferrom agnetic com ponent all
but In possble. In the spiral phase however, ifD , § 0,
satellites of type h + ;k + ;1) should be observable
around ferrom agnetic zone-centers, In addition to the
principalm agnetic peakspositioned around the AF zone-
centers. In prelin inary experiments at T = 15 K we
have Indeed observed extrem ely weak elastic features at
recprocalspace positions 2+ ; ;0)and @1+ ;1+ ;0).
So far we have not Investigated the possbility of these
features being artifacts due to nuclkarm agnetic double
scatterjng..q W e plan to resolve this uncertainity in fii—
ture experin ents.

B .The comm ensurate-incom m ensurate transition

Studies ofC Iphase transitionshave a long history, dgt=
ing back to pioneering w orks of,Erenkeland K ontorova2l
and Frank and van der M erwe®3. Since then C I transi-
tions were discovered and studied experim entally in a
num ber of such seem ingly unrelated system s.as noble
gas m onolayers adsorbed on graphite .wrfaoe‘fg., charge
density wave m aten'a]ﬁ‘l, ferroekectric®? and rare-earth
m agpets.@q (For com prehensive review s see for exam ple
Refﬂ). As a rule, CI transitions result from a com —
petition between two distinct termm s in the Ham iltonian
thathavedi erent \built-n" spatialperiodicities and are
often referred to as potential and elastic energy, respec—
tively. T he potential energy by de nition favors a struc—
ture com m ensurate w ith the crystal lattice. Such is the
Interaction between gas atom s and the graphite m atrix
In intercalated and adsorbed system s. T he elastic term is
Intrinsic to the system where the transition occurs, and
hasadi erent \natural" built-n period. For adatom son
graphite this term represents their m utual Interaction.
In our case of a Heisenberg AF wih D-M interactions
it isthe H cos , term In Eq. 6'_22) that plays the rok of
an e ective potential, orcing the soins in the plane, and
thus favoring a com m ensurate structure. T he com peting
elastic term is Jcos( n+ 1 n ), and the \natural"
periodicity is set by the angle

In m any known realizations of C I transitions, such as
adsorbed gasm onolayers, it is the period set by the elas—
tic term that can be varied n an experin ent to drive
the transition, whereas both the strength and the pe-
riod of the potential rem ain constant. In other sys—
tem s, am ong them rareearth m agnets, both the elastic
termm (exchange coupling between spins) and the poten—
tial (m agnetic anisotropy) can be changed, but only in-



directly, by varying the tem perature. In both cases one
typically observesa \devil's staircase" phase diagram (for
a review see for exam ple Ref. :_2]'): the incom m ensurate
structure tends to lock onto rational fractions of the pe—
riod of the potential. Instead of a continuous C I tran—
sitions one gets a serdes of com m ensurate-com m ensurate
transitions between di erent lock-in states.

T he interest of D zyaloshinski’s m odel for C I transi-
tions is that it is driven by a changing strength of the
potentialalone, w ith both built—n periods rem aining con—
stant. The experin entalist has a convenient handle on
the potential temm that he can vary by sin ply adjist—
ing the external eld. Since the \built=nh" periods do
not change, the transition is continuous w ith no \devil's
staircase" behavior.

T he other advantage of the present realization of CI
transitions lies in the fact that the potentialenergy hasa
pure sihusoidalform asa fiinction ofthe angle (x). The
m odel can be exactly solved and a quantitative com par-
ison of theory and experim ent are possibl for the entire
phase diagram . In m ost other C I system sone know sonly
that the potential energy is a periodic function wih a
given period, determ ined by the underlying lattice, while
its exact functional form rem ainsundetem ined. Q uanti-
tative com parison of experim ent and theory in this case
is restricted to the narrow critical region close to the
transition point.

Tt is In portant to note here that while eld-induced
CI transitions have been previously cbserved in a
num ber of, magnetic insulators wih incomm ensurate
structurd?2989# £r various reasons none ofthem iswell
described by D zyaloshinski’s m odel. In FeGe Ref. :_é)
the problem is that In the high-sym m etry cubic struc-
ture applying even a very sn allm agnetic eld rearranges
the spins so that the spin rotation plane is perpendicu—
lar to the eld direction, in violation ofD zyaloshinskii’s
requirem ent. Instead ofa 2-nd order D zyaloshinskii tan—
sition one gets a lstorder spin—- i transition from the
Incom m ensurate phase directly into the papram agnetic
state. A lthough this does net happen in com pounds like
RbM nB ;2827 and C FeC 1,29, the phase behavior there
is seriously com plicated by the quantuum e ects and frus—
tration in the triangular soin lattice 3

In the following paragraphs we shall dem onstrate
that the experimental data on the CI transition in
Ba,CuGe,07 agrees wih our solution to D zyaloshin—
ski’s m odel at the quantitative level. Ba,CuGe,05
thus appears to be the st system that exhbis a
D zyaloshinskii-type transition in is original form .

C . E stim ates for the critical eld

T he appealofthe theory presented above is that it al-
low s for an exact solution. Itsm a pr lim itation of course
isthat it isbased on a classical, ratherthan quantum spin
m odel. Nevertheless, our theoretical predictions seem

to be In excellent agreem ent with what is experin en—
tally observed In Ba,CuG &,0 7, even at the quantitative
¥vel. To begin wih, the m odel gives the correct value
for the critical eld H.. The inplane exchange param e-
terJ = 048 m eV was previously detenn_ined by m easur—
Ing the spin-w ave dispersion spectrum 5% . The exchange
energy per bond is then 5= 2J5?2 024me&V.The g-
values were m easured In ESR experim ents: g, = 2:044
and g, = 2474 83 By substituting (0) = 0:027 into
Eq. £4) we inm ediately obtain H . = 3:3 T, that should
be com pared to the experin entalvalue H . 21T .Con-
sidering that for the theoretical estin ate we used pre—
dictions for T = 0 and ignored quantum e ects, a 30%
consistency is quite acoeptable.

D .The soliton lattice

The m ost Intriguing prediction of our theory for CI
transition n Ba,CuG 0 ;7 isthat the soin structure close
to the phase transition is no longer an ideal spiral, but
rather should be viewed as a lattice of solitons, ie., do—
m an walls ssparating regions of N eellke soin arrange-
ment. The soliton lattice is a distinguishing character—
istic of all CI system s. Several com prehensive rpview s
on the sub ct exist, am ong them papers by Bak%% and
P okrovsky et alfi T he basic physicalm echanisn is quite
sin ple. W hen the potentialterm issu ciently large, but
still an aller than the critical value, it is favorable for the
system to have Jarge \com m ensurate" regions. T he elas—
ticenergy from the \incom m ensurate" term in the H am il-
tonian is partially released by form ing dom ain walls or
phase slips that separate \com m ensurate" dom ains.

From the experim ental point of view the soliton lat-
tice conoept has three important consequences. The

rst is that the ncom m ensurability param eter is eld-
dependent, and ! 0 continuously asH ! H. Fig.ig).
M oreover, the transition itself is very unusual: continu-—
ous, yet logarithm ically steep at H .. The experin ental

@ ) data collected for the weltaligned dom ain Fig.4,
open circles) can be nicely t by the theoretical curve
shown in Fig. :_8, treating (0) and H. as adjistable
param eters. A very good agreem ent is obtained w ith

0)= 0027(1) and Ho, = 2:13@2) T at T = 24 K (solid
line in Fig.4). Alltheway up to @® )= (0) 2=3 the
theoretical curve follow s the experin etal points closely.
In the very proxin ity ofH . how ever, a deviation isappar-
ent. This is to be expected: the soliton lattice becom es
In niely soft at the transition point and pinning to struc—
tural defects leads to a saturation of #H ) at H ! H.
and e ective broadening of m agnetic Bragg re ections
(Fjg.-r_é) . The aln ost—~ rst-order transition is very fragike.
A anallm isalignm ent of the eld produces what we see
In them isaligned dom ain asa rst-order transition w ith
a m ixed-phase region and a substantially di erent form
of (# ) in the vicihiy ofH..

Inherently related to the unusual logarithm ic phase



transition is an anom aly in the m agnetic susceptibility
at H.. W e have used the theoretical expression C_ZE;) to
tthe experimental H ) shown in Fjgal_é. Since we can—
not explicitly take into account the quantum and them al
spin  uctuations, we have treated 55, - ,and H. as in-
dependent tting param eters. In addition, we allowed
for a Inear tetm vH In  # ) that is present in both
the H Tp and H jr data. This tem em pirically accounts
for Intrinsic non-linearities in m agnetization curves in
the quantum (quasi) 2-din ensionalAF H eisenberm odel
Ref. E-%é', egp. Fig. 5), that in our case e ectively m od—
ify the local susceptibilities , and ¢ at high elds.
The t is shown In a solid line In Fjg.:_i. T he values
ofthe tting parametersare: 3= 089 10° emu/q,

» = 343 10 emu/g,v= 172 10'° emu/g, and
H.= 188 T.Thisvalie for H . obtained from m agneti-
zation at T = 2 K is slightly lowerthan H., = 213@2) T
obtained from neutron di raction at T = 24K .

F inally, an in portant feature ofthem agnetic structure
at nie elds isthat it no longer is an ideal sinusoidal
spiral. A s discussed above, this distortion is character-
ized by higher-order B ragg ham onics, that should be
observable in neutron di raction experin ents. A lthough
we have spent som e tim e looking for the 3rd orderm ag—
netic satellite during experim ent I, at T = 24 K and for
several values of applied eld, we were so far unabl to

nd i. The reason is probably the lack of intensity. As
can be seen from Fig.d, the relative intensity of the 3rd
ham onic is very an all exoept in the Inm ediate proxin —
ity of H ., where the 1lst satellite itself is broadened and
weakened. W ewould like to em phasize here that the form
of (H ) and the existence of higher-order ham onics are
in essence one and the same e ect. Since theory agrees
so wellw ith experim ent as faras (#H ) is concemed, we
are con dent in that satellites are present and will be
observed in fiture experim entale orts.

E . System dim ensionality

W e nally comment on our m easurem ents of critical
exponents. In our previous work we have shown that
there are severalhints, including the tem perature depen—
dence of m agnetic susceptibility, to that Ba,CuG e 04
should prim arily be considered a 2-din ensionalantiferro—
m agnet. Thisis furthercon m edby them easured order—
param eter criticalexponent = 0:184 forthePM ! com —
m ensurate transition, ie., substantially an aller than in
standard 3-D m odels, where > 0:3 for Heisenberg, XY
and even Ising system s. O ne could naively expect that
at high extemal eldsthe critical index would be an aller
than at H = 0, sihce the sym m etry of the corresponding
Ham ilttonian is an aller. E xactly the opposite is cbserved
experin entally. T he only suggestion that we can m ake at
thispoint isthat Ba,CuG e,0 ; falls into a com pletely dif-
ferent universality classthan conventionalm agnets. C on—
sidering the nature of the spiralphase and D-M interac—

tions, we m ay be dealing w ith one of the chiral univer—
sality classes®d To obtain further insight into the crit—
ical properties of Ba,CuG e,0; further eld-dependent
m easurem ents of the of and other critical indexes are
required.

N o m atter what the observed critical exponents are,
the long-range m agnetic ordering is still a purely 3—
din ensional phenom enon. For a CI occurring at -
nite tem perature din ensionality is known to play a key
role. In a purely 1D systam at non-zero tem perature the
ground state w illbe destroyed, since the energy required
to create a soliton is nite w hik the entropy gain propor-
tionalto InL isin nite in them odynam ic lim it. Solitons
w illbe spontaneously created at any tem perature and no
sharp transition willoccur. In two din ensions, the e ect
ofthemn al (or quantum ) uctuations ism ore subtle. For
a general case P okrovskii, Talapov and B ak have dem on—
strated that the e ective soliton-soliton interaction is al-
tered by uctuations®3 The short range exponential re—
pulsion exp (1) is replaced by a long range term 1=¢.
Thism odi es the behavior close to the transition point,
m aking the phase transition a usual second order-type
wih @) H H )} ?.0nly in 3 dim ensions the re—
sults that we have derived for the ground state should
rem ain valid at nite tem peratures. The transition in
this case is of almost  rst order, w ith logarithm ic \cor-
rections" near the transition point m aking it continuous.

F . Ideas for future experim ents

Ba,CuG e,0 7 isa very interesting system , yet it isrela—
tively easy to investigate experin entally. T he H eisenberg
exchange constants are am all, so the m agnon dispersion
relations could be m easured in the entire B rillouin zone.
D-M Interactions are relatively strong and the incom —
m ensurability param eter (0) is su ciently large to be
easily m easurable. H . 2 T is also readily accessble
In m ost types of experin ent, even those that require the
use of di raction-adapted horizontal- eld m agnets. T he
work on Ba,CuG e,0 7 is far from being com plted. The

rst priority isto nd the higher-order ham onics of the
Incom m ensurate m agnetic peaks and study the tem per—
ature dependence of their intensities. O ne should also
ook for satellites around ferrom agnetic zone-centers to
see if there is a weak—ferrom agnet distortion ofthe spiral
structure. Thee ectofm agnetic eld applied in the (@;b)
plane is worth investigating. T he criticalbehavior is not
fully understood and accurate eld-dependent m easure—
m ents of all critical indexes are highly desirable. F inally,
it would be interesting to look at dynam ical propeties
of the soliton lattice. Near the critical eld the soliton—
soliton interaction is extrem ely weak, which gives rise to
soin waves w ith very low velocity.



VI.CONCLUSION

W e have observed a rare type of CI transition in an
antiferrom agnetic nsulator w ith D zyaloshinskiiM oriya
Interactions. T he transition is driven exclisively by the
changing strength of the com m ensurate potential. The
latter is directly controlled in an experin ent by varying
the m agnetic eld. A transition of this kind was envi-
sioned over three decades ago by D zyaloshinskii, and we
have now found that Ba,CuG e,0 ;7 exhibits it in its origi-
nalfom . In addiion, we have extended D zyaloshinskii’s
theoretical treatm ent to derive exact param etric equa—
tions for the eld dependence of m agnetization and in—
com m ensurability vector.
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FIG.1. a) M agnetic structure of Ba,CuG &0~ (Ref.if-j).
b) DM interactions in the Cu-planes of Ba;CuGe;,07. The
(1,-1,0)-com ponent of the D zyaloshinskii vector D (solid ar-

rows) is the same for all oriented Cu-Cu bond (dashed
arrow ) along the (1;1;0) direction. The z-com ponent is
sign-altemating.

FIG. 2. Insert: M agnetization of sihgle crystal

Ba;CuGe;,07 measured as a function of m agnetic eld ap-—
plied along the c and a crystallographic axes. M ain panel:
Field-dependence of m agnetic susceptbilty = dM =dH de-
duced from m agnetization curves shown in the insert. The
solid line representsa tto the data, as descrbed in the text.

FIG . 3. a<) Elastic scansm easured along the 1+ ; ;0)
direction at T 14 K for several values of m agnetic eld
applied along the c axis of the crystal. d) Field-dependence
of the intensity In the (1;0;0) Neelpeak (solid symbols) and
the 1+ ; ;0) satellite (open circles).



FIG.4. M easured eld dependence of the m agnetic propa—
gation vector in the incom m ensurate phase ofBgCuG &0 7.
T he data shown by solid circles correspond to a dom ain m is—
aligned by 1 wih respect to the applied eld, and were
collected on a eld-cooled samplk at T = 14 K. Open cir
cles are data points measured at T = 24 K in an almost
perfectly aligned dom ain, obtained by zero— eld-cooling the
sam ple from T = 5K .The solid line isa twith a theoretical
curve descrbed in the T heory section.

FIG. 5. M easured magnetic phase diagram of
Ba;CuGe07. The eld is applied along the caxis of the
crystal.

FIG .6. Elastic scansm easured along the 1+ ; ;0) di-
rection in Ba,CuGe, 07 at T = 24 K for several values of
m agnetic eld applied along the c axis ofthe crystal. For this
dom ain the (1;0;0) com ponent does not appear before the
critical eld is reached.

FIG .7. M easured Bragg intensity ofthe (1;0;0) (open cir-
cles, H = 366T, Ty = 35K)and 1+ ; ;0) (solid circles,
H = 0,Ty = 32 K) magnetic Bragg re ections. The solid
lines lines are power-law ts to the data. The dashed line is
an aid to the discussion in the text.

FIG .8. Theoretical eld-dependence ofthem agnetic prop—
agation vector ,obtained from an exact solution ofa classical
1-dim ensional antiferrom agnet with D zyaloshinskiiM oriya
interactions in the continuous lin it. Insert: schem atic rep—
resentation of the spiral phase ## = 0), soliton lattice
O < H < H.) and the spin— op comm ensurate state
H > He).

FIG .9. Theoretically predicted B ragg intensity of the 3rd
Fourder ham onic of the soliton lattice plotted as a function
of H )= (0).

11



y » (1,0,0)

Fig.1



60

D
o
|

-6

X (10~ emu/q)

N
o
|

Ba,CuGe,O, T=2K

Hl|c

Fig. 2






| (rescaled to counts/ 40 sec)

1 BaCuGe,0, T=148K
| Q=(1+2.2,0)

(@)

500_- H=183T (b)

1000 (c)

0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03

1200

1000 —-

800 —-
600 —-
400 —-

200 —

Fig. 3






(r.1.u.)

0.030

0.025

0.020

0.015

0.010

0.005

0.000

8
e DomanA (T=14K)
O DomanB (T=2.4 K)
| Theory
H=213T
| ' | | ' |
0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

H (T)

2.5

Fig. 4






5 S

Ba,CuGeO,

Sp| n-fIOp (CommenSUraIe)
Nedal or weak FM

| ncommensurate
(spiral or soliton lattice)

T (K)

Fig. 5






600

—
(]
N
(90}
) i)
b\ o
- P
e L §l|l|
fof S,
——
J.Q::
7
B2
o
. i
<
W g
= S
e
O o |
3 S
st
T T T T T T T m
S 8 8 8 8 =©°
Te) <t (3p] N —
(ne)|

o)
g8
ﬁ o
o
g
g
VOA N
fof E\
o L .
kod.------~ o
R S
o ~-. o
o
e
o] Tl
TLWL b
o
HE
H o
- ]
(o]
o vr
W 5
T g
T T T m
g 8 s c°

(nwe)|

(c)

H=2.15T

-,

Prae

~—e
S

80

60

40

(nwe)|

20

0.02 0.03
(r.l.u)

0.01

0.00

Fig.6






| (au.)

1000

100

()
"
(o~

1Ba,CuGe0, (1.027,0.027,0)

"
'
@
@
@
@
@
4
@
@'
{4
@
@
@
@
@
"
@

"
"
@ —
"
o —
@'
o .
C 4
@
@
4
@
@
@
4
@
"
Lo ] ]
@
@
{4
@
@
@
C 4
@
@
4
@
"
L4

oo1 od
(T -T)/T,

Fig. 7






¢(H) /¢(0)

H/H=1.10

e ol - - P& A A PN AN N N A ) i A

H/H =0.9973

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0

H/H,
Fig. 8






0.2

0.4

Ol.6
(H)2(0)

0.8

1.0

Fig. 9






