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W e report an observation of a com m ensurate-incom m ensurate phase transition in the D zyaloshinskii-M oriya

spiralantiferrom agnet Ba2CuG e2O 7. The transition isinduced by an externalm agnetic �eld applied along the

c axisofthe tetragonalstructure,i.e.,in the plane ofspin rotation.Bulk m agnetic m easurem entsand neutron

di�raction experim entsshow thatthetransition occursin a critical�eld H c � 2:1 T.Experim entalresultsforthe

period ofthe m agnetic structure and m agnetization asfunctionsofm agnetic �eld are in quantitativeagreem ent

with our exact analyticalsolution for D zyaloshinskii’s m odelofcom m ensurate-incom m ensurate transitions in

spiralm agnets.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Am ongrelatively unusualand exoticm agneticinterac-

tionsin solidsistheDzyaloshinskii-M oriya(D-M )asym -

m etricexchangeinteraction.1;2;3 Unliketheconventional

Heisenberg exchange coupling,it is proportionalto the

vector productofinteracting spins,and isperm itted by

sym m etry only in non-centric crystalstructures. It re-

sults from relativistic spin-orbit corrections3 to the or-

dinary superexchange m echanism 4 and therefore isusu-

ally weak com pared to antiferrom agnetic sym m etric ex-

change. This is why only few m aterials in which D-M

interactions play an im portant role have been found so

far. The best known exam ples are cubic FeG e5;6 and

M nSi,7;8;9 whereD-M term sin theHam iltonian causean

instability offerrom agneticordertowardsthe form ation

ofan incom m ensuratespiralstructure.

Thispaperdealswith thepropertiesofBa2CuG e2O 7,a

newly investigated system in which D-M coupling plays

a key role. O riginally the m agnetic properties of this

quasi2-dim ensional(2D)antiferrom agnet(AF)werein-

vestigated aspartofthe ongoing search fornew singlet

ground state com pounds,triggered by the discovery of

a spin-Peierls transition and other extraordinary m ag-

netic properties ofCuG eO 3.
10;11 W hile som e new m a-

terials related to CuG eO 3, e.g., CaCuG e2O 6
12;13 and

BaCuSi2O 6,
14 have dim erized ground statesand energy

gaps in their spin excitation spectra,Ba2CuG e2O 7 un-

dergoesa transition to a m agnetically ordered phasebe-

low TN � 3:2 K and the m agnetic excitations are gap-

less spin waves.15 Even though the m agnetic properties

ofBa2CuG e2O 7 can beadequately described in term sof

classicalspins,they are ratherintriguing: the m agnetic

structureisan incom m ensuratespin-spiral.By perform -

ing detailed m easurem ents ofthe spin-wave dispersion

wehavepreviouslydem onstrated thatthisspiralordering

m aynotbecaused bycom petingexchangeinteractions.15

Since Ba2CuG e2O 7 has a non-centric crystalstructure,

we have suggested that the incom m ensurate m agnetic

phaseisa resultofDzyaloshinskii-M oriya interactions.

The crystal structure of Ba2CuG e2O 7, as well as

the spiralspin arrangem entin the m agnetically ordered

phase,were discussed in detailin our previous work,15

and only the essentialfeatures are reviewed here. The

m agnetic (S = 1=2)Cu2+ ionsare arranged on a square

lattice in the (a;b) plane of the tetragonal structure

[space group P421m (No. 113), lattice constants a =

8:466 �A,c= 5:445 �A].Thein-planeinteractionsbetween

spinsare established through G eO 4 tetrahedra that,to-

gether with the Cu2+ ions,form distinct Cu-G e-O lay-

ers. These layers are wellisolated by interstitialnon-

m agnetic planes of Ba2+ ions. O nly nearest-neighbor

in-planeantiferrom agneticexchangeinteractionsareim -

portant(J � 0:48m eV).Interplanecouplingisferrom ag-

neticand substantially weaker(J? � 0:013 m eV).In the

ordered phase the spinslie in the (1;1;0)plane and the

propagation vector for the spiralis (1 + �;�;0) where

� = 0:027 [Fig.1(a)].Them agneticstructureisa distor-

tion ofa N�eelspin arrangem ent:a translation along the

(1;1;0)direction (hereafterreferred to asthe x axis)in-

ducesarotation ofthespinsbyan angle� = 2�

�
� 9:7� in

the(1;1;0)plane(relativeto an exactantiparallelalign-

m ent).Along the(1;1;0)direction (y-axis)thespinsare

perfectly antiparallel.Nearest-neighborspinsfrom adja-

centCu-planesarealigned parallelto each other.

The m echanism by which D-M interactions can sta-

bilize the spiralstructure in Ba2CuG e2O 7 is illustrated

in Fig.1(b). The D-M energy for two interacting spins

S1 and S2 m ay be written as (S1 � S2)� D
(1;2),where

D
(1;2) istheso-called Dzyaloshinskiivectorattributed to
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the oriented bond between the two spins and \� " de-

notes a vector product. For spins lying in the (1;1;0)

plane the only relevant com ponent of the vector D is

D y.The sym m etry ofthe structure issuch thatfortwo

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

direction D
(1;2)
y = D

(2;3)
y [Fig.1(b)]. A �nite value for

D energetically favors a 90� angle between subsequent

spins.SinceAF exchangefavorsan angleof180�,theto-

talenergy ism inim ized atsom einterm ediate angle that

isde�ned by theratio ofexchangeand D-M interactions

strengths.

How can the m echanism described above be veri�ed

experim entally? If one could force the spins into the

(0;0;1) plane for exam ple,D y would becom e inactive,

due to the nature ofthe vectorproduct,and the incom -

m ensurate spiralwould disappear. The z-com ponentof

D ,i.e.,the(0;0;1)-projection,on theotherhand,would

becom e relevant. As shown in Fig. 1(b), for the D z,

unlike forD y,sym m etry dictatesa change ofsign from

one Cu-Cu bond to the next: D
(1;2)
z = � D

(2;3)
z . As a

result,D-M interactionswould tend to distortthe N�eel

spin arrangem enttowards a weak-ferrom agnet(canted)

structure, that is com m ensurate with the crystal lat-

tice. In practice forcing spins into the (a;b) plane can

beachieved by applying an externalm agnetic�eld along

the c-axisofthe crystal. Indeed,in structure with zero

netm agnetic m om entspinstend to align perpendicular

to the external�eld, which in the sim plest case leads

to spin-op transitionsin conventionalantiferrom agnets.

In otherwords,ifthe proposed m odelfor D-M interac-

tionsin Ba2CuG e2O 7 iscorrect,weexpecta�eld-induced

com m ensurate-incom m ensuratem agnetictransition (CI)

in thism aterial.

In the present paper we report an experim entalob-

servation ofsuch a phase transition in Ba2CuG e2O 7 by

m eans of bulk m agnetization and neutron di�raction

m easurem ents. W e �nd that the phase transition is of

ratherunusualcharacterand isthe �rst\clean" realiza-

tion ofDzyaloshinskii’sm odelforCItransitionsin spiral

m agnetsinduced by a m agnetic�eld applied in theplane

ofspin rotation.16 W e also presentan exactcontinuous-

lim itsolution to Dzyaloshinskii’sm odel. Forthe partic-

ular case ofBa2CuG e2O 7 theoreticalpredictions are in

quantitativeagreem entwith experim entaldata.A short

prelim inary reporton thiswork ispublished elsewhere.17

II.EX P ER IM EN TA L P R O C ED U R ES

Transparent,slightly yellowish single-crystalsam ples

were prepared using the oating-zone m ethod. M agne-

tization m easurem ents were perform ed with a conven-

tionalDC-squid m agnetom eterin thetem peraturerange

2{300K .Twosetsofneutronscatteringexperim entswere

carried out on the H4M (therm albeam ) and H9 (cold

beam )3-axisspectrom etersatthe High Flux Beam Re-

actor(HFBR)atBrookhaven NationalLaboratoryon an

irregularly shaped � 4� 4� 4 m m3 single-crystalsam -

ple with a m osaic spread of� 250. In the �rst set of

m easurem ents on H4M (experim ent I) the H -T phase

diagram was determ ined using neutrons ofincident en-

ergy E i = 14:7 m eV with a (200� 400� 200� 400) col-

lim ation setup and two PG �lters. The second set of

m easurem entswasdone on H9 (experim entII) and the

�eld-dependenceofthem agneticpropagation vectorwas

studied using (600� 400� 600� sam ple� 150� 800)colli-

m ations,an E i = 4:6 m eV neutron beam and a Be-�lter

in frontofthe sam ple.In both experim entsthe use ofa

pum ped 4He cryom agnetallowed usto work in the tem -

peraturerange1.3{5 K and m agnetic�eldsup to 6.5 T.

The sam ple wasalwaysm ounted with the (h;k;0)zone

in thescattering (horizontal)planeand the�eld wasap-

plied along the verticaldirection (c-axisofthe crystal).

The sam ple we used in prelim inary experim entsshat-

tered when it was cooled down in the cryom agnet for

the second tim e. W e therefore tried to m ount the new

crystalas strain-free as possible. The new sam ple was

wrapped in alum inum foilthat was attached to a thin

Al-plate. This technique has one serious drawback. As

willbeexplained below,a good alignm entofthecrystal-

lographic c axis with the m agnetic �eld is crucial. Un-

fortunately,the described m ounting procedure doesnot

allow to m aintain an alignm entofbetterthan � 1�.Be-

forethesam pleisputintothecryostat,an alm ostperfect

alignm ent is achieved. It is upon cooling to base tem -

perature that the undesirable m isalignm ent occurs. In

experim entIthe (1;� 1;0)and (1;1;0)crystallographic

directionsform ed anglesof1:5� and 1� with thehorizon-

talplane,respectively,as m easured in situ at low tem -

perature.In experim entIIthese angleswere1� and less

than 0:3�,respectively.

III.EX P ER IM EN TA L R ESU LT S

A .M agnetization

The �rst evidence ofa �eld-induced m agnetic phase

transition in Ba2CuG e2O 7 was found in bulk m agnetic

m easurem ents.Thelongitudinalm agnetization data col-

lected at T = 2 K is plotted against m agnetic �eld H

applied along the a orc crystallographicaxesin the in-

sert in Fig.2. For H jja no anom alies are observed. In

contrast,when the �eld isapplied along c,M (H )hasa

broad step-like feature around H = 2 T.The anom aly

is best seen in the plot �(H ) that was obtained by nu-

m erically di�erentiating theexperim entalm agnetization

curve(Fig.2,m ain panel).

B .N eutron di�raction

The phase transition is best observed in neutron

di�raction experim ents. Figure 3 (experim entII)shows
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som e elastic scans along the (1+ �;�;0) direction m ea-

sured in Ba2CuG e2O 7 atT = 1:4 K .Thedi�erentscans

correspond to di�erent values ofm agnetic �eld applied

along the c-axis. In zero �eld [Fig.3(a)]the m agnetic

peak ispositioned at� = 0:027.15 Theincom m ensurabil-

ity param eter � decreases gradually with increasing H .

Around H = 1:8 T an additionalpeak appears at the

N�eelpoint(1;0;0).Atthesam etim etheintensity ofthe

satelliteat(1+ �;�;0)startsto decreaserapidly and the

rateatwhich � changeswith �eld isincreased [Fig.3(b)].

O n furtherincreasing the�eld thecentralpeak gainsin-

tensity and thesatelliteeventually vanishesatsom ecrit-

ical�eld Hc � 2:3 T [Fig.3(c)].Athigher�eldsonly the

N�eel(com m ensurate)peak isseen,alltheway up to the

highest�eld available experim entally. The intensitiesof

the (1+ �;�;0) satellite and the (1;0;0)peak are plot-

ted againsttem perature in Fig.3(d). M easured �(T)is

shown in solid circlesin Fig.4.

C .D om ains and sam ple alignm ent

The �eld-dependentbehaviorisextrem ely sensitive to

the alignm ent of the crystallographic c axis with the

applied �eld. The lim itations of the sam ple-m ounting

technique em ployed,togetherwith technicalim possibil-

ity ofadjustingthealignm entin situ atlow tem perature,

are therefore a seriousexperim entalcom plication. This

problem is closely linked to the issue of m agnetic do-

m ains.In thetetragonalsym m etry two spiralstructures

with propagation vectors(1+ �;�;0) and (1+ �;� �;0)

areallowed.Zero-�eld coolingproducesdom ainsofequal

volum e.Ifthesam pleiscooled in an H = 1 T �eld,that

isrem oved only atlow tem perature,only one dom ain is

present. Since we are able to exactly m easure (but not

adjust!) the orientation ofthe sam ple in situ,we could

determ inethatitisthedom ain forwhich theplaneofthe

spiralform sa largerangle with the applied �eld thatis

stabilized.Thisbehaviorcan easily be explained.Ifthe

planein which thespinsarecon�ned isnotparalleltothe

external�eld,the system can gain som e Zeem an energy

without sacri�cing m uch D-M or exchange energy: all

spinsm ay tiltslightly in thedirection ofthe�eld com po-

nentnorm altothespin plane,producingaconestructure

with practically no change in the anglesbetween neigh-

boring spins.Thedom ain forwhich thespin planeform s

a largeranglewith theapplied �eld isthusenergetically

m ore favorable. Note that in the com m ensurate (high-

�eld)structuretherearealso two possibledom ain types,

with spinsin the (1;1;0)or(1;1;0)planes.

The data shown in Fig.3 were collected on a �eld-

cooled sam ple and the satellitescorrespond to the m ore

m isaligned (1 + �;�;0) dom ain (dom ain A,� 1� tilt).

No satelliteswere observed in the (1+ �;� �;0)dom ain

(dom ain B,< 0:3� tilt)in any �eldsin �eld-cooling ex-

perim ents. W hen the m easurem entsatT = 1:4 K were

doneon azero�eld cooled sam ple,weobserved thatscat-

tering intensitiesoriginating from both dom ainsrem ain

com parable in �eldsup to � 1:7 T.Athigher�eldsthe

N�eelpeak appears and dom ain B is rapidly destroyed.

Applying a su�ciently large�eld thusbringsusback to

thesituation wheretheentirecrystalisa singlem agnetic

dom ain.

D .P hase diagram

The experim ental H � T phase diagram for

Ba2CuG e2O 7 is shown in Fig.5. The I-O -II line cor-

respondsto theappearanceofthem agneticreection at

the com m ensurate (1;0;0) position. The III-O -IV line

showswherethesatellitepeaksdisappear.Both theO -II

and the O -IV lineswerem easured in a �eld-cooled sam -

ple and the m isalignm ent ofthe corresponding dom ain

was� 1:5� (experim entI).

In thehigh-�eld phasethestructureiscom m ensurate,

with a propagation vector (1;0;0). This m ay be the

signature of N�eelorder or (see introduction) a canted

\weak ferrom agnetic" structure. In the low-�eld region

thestructureisincom m ensuratewith a propagation vec-

tor (1 + �;�;0). O nly one dom ain is present since,as

m entioned,�eld-cooling wasused. Note thatexceptfor

theincom m ensurability ofthelow-�eld phase,thephase

diagram strongly resem blesthatofan easy-axisHeisen-

berg antiferrom agnetin external�eld applied along the

easy axis.

In the II-O -IV region the N�eelpeak coexistswith the

incom m ensuratesatellite.Itwould seem thatin them is-

aligned dom ain the �eld-induced transition isof�rstor-

derand thattheII-O -IV region correspondsto a m ixed-

phasestate.Indeed,atT = 1:4K wehaveobserved som e

�eld-hysteresis:on sweepingtheexternal�eld down from

H = 4 T the N�eelcom ponentvanishesand the satellite

appearsatslightly lower�elds,than in thecasewhen the

H is gradually increased from zero. W e believe that in

a perfectly aligned sam plethetransition m ustbe of2nd

order,in which case the II-O -IV region isreplaced by a

singleline.

E.M easurem ents of�(H )

Accurate m easurem ents ofthe �eld-dependence of�

were perform ed in experim entIIwhere one dom ain was

tilted by � 1� (dom ain A)and theotheralm ostperfectly

aligned (dom ain B).M easurem ents for dom ain A could

easily be done at base tem perature (1.4 K ) in a �eld-

cooled sam ple (Fig.4,solid circles).Additionaldata for

dom ain A were collected at T = 2:4 K .At this tem -

perature �(H )wasfound to follow the sam e curve asat

T = 1:4 K to within experim entalerror.

For dom ain B experim ents in the interesting �eld re-

gion,where � startsto decrease rapidly with increasing

3



H ,could notbe perform ed atlow tem perature:the do-

m ain itselfisdestroyed in �eldshigherthan � 1:7 T (see

above).Nevertheless,�(H )fordom ain B could be m ea-

sured in azero-�eld-cooled sam pleatT = 2:4K ,i.e.,just

at the tem perature ofthe criticalpoint O in the phase

diagram .Atthistem peraturethe B-dom ain survivesup

to thecritical�eld and theN�eelcom ponentdoesnotap-

pearbeforethe (1+ �;� �;0)peak vanishes.Apparently

even at2:4 K dom ain wallpinning is su�ciently strong

and kinetics su�ciently 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:thecom m ensuratestructureem ergesin a 1st-order

transition and presum ably thetherm odynam icforcethat

destroysthe betteraligned dom ain islarger.Som e typi-

calscansfordom ain B atT = 2:4 K areshown in Fig.6.

The dashed line shows experim entalQ -resolution. The

(1+ �;� �;0)satelliteisresolution-lim ited atH < 1:95T

[Fig.6(a)]and startstograduallybroadenathigher�elds

[Fig.6(b,c)]. The experim ental�(H ) isplotted in open

circlesin Fig.4.W eclearly seethesensitivity ofthesys-

tem to even a m inor tilt ofthe applied �eld relative to

the c axis. W hile atlow �elds�(H )fordom ainsA and

B coincide,there is a substantialdiscrepancy near the

transition point.

F.C riticalindexes

In our previous work we have reported m easure-

m ents of the order-param eter critical exponent � =

0:145(0:005)for the zero-�eld transition from param ag-

netic (PM )to spiralstates.Having discovered the com -

m ensurate phase,we have in addition determ ined � for

the PM ! com m ensuratetransition atH = 3:66T.The

intensity of the (1;0;0) m agnetic reection is plotted

against (TN � T)=TN in a log-log plot in Fig.7 (open

circles). Fitting the data with a power-law dependence

we obtain �H = 4T = 0:185(0:005). The previously m ea-

sured tem perature dependence ofthe (1:0273;0:0273;0)

Bragg intensity at H = 0 is shown in solid sym bols in

Fig.7. Although the experim entally determ ined critical

indexes are rather close to each other,in our data we

clearly see that� = 0:145 isincom patible with the 4 T

m easurem ent(Fig.7,dashed line).

IV .T H EO R Y

In theintroduction section wehavequalitativelyshown

how D-M interactions stabilize the m agnetic spiral in

Ba2CuG e2O 7 and why applying a �eld along the c axis

ofthecrystalshould resultin a com m ensuratestructure.

W eshallnow develop aquantitativedescription ofaD-M

spin-spiralin an externalm agnetic�eld.Thegeneralex-

pression forthe freeenergy ofsuch system wasobtained

by Dzyaloshinskii,16 who alsopredicted theCItransition

and obtained analyticalexpressionsforthecriticalprop-

erties [at (H c � H )=H < < 1]. In the present work we

extend Dzyaloshinskii’s approach and derive analytical

expressions for the period and the uniform m agnetiza-

tion ofthe spiralvalid throughout the phase diagram .

W estartby considering a sim ple,yetillustrative,caseof

a classicalspin chain atT = 0.

A .C lassicalspin chain w ith D -M interactions.

Letusconsiderthe 1-D case:a uniform chain ofclas-

sicalspinswith isotropic(Heisenberg)antiferrom agnetic

exchange. In addition,we include a Dzyaloshinskiien-

ergy term with theD vectorpointing along thearbitrary

chosen y-axis. The system is then characterized by the

following Ham iltonian (energy functional):

H = 2J
X

n

SnSn+ 1 + D
X

n

(Sn � Sn+ 1)y (1)

Itisstraightforward to show thatto take fulladvantage

oftheDzyaloshinskiiterm ,thespinshaveto becon�ned

to the (x;z) plane. The totalinteraction energy of a

pair ofspins is given by E = 2JS2 cos� + D S2 sin� =

S2
p
4J2 + D 2 cos(� � �),where � is the angle between

the spins, and � = arctanD =2J � 1, provided J �

D . The classicalground state istherefore an AF spiral,

wheretheanglebetween subsequentspinsisequalto �+

�.

Physically interesting behavior occurs when an ex-

ternal m agnetic �eld is applied perpendicular to the

Dzyaloshinskii vector D , e.g., along z-axis. In this

case one has to take into account the Zeem an energy

� H g�B
P

n
Sz,where g is the gyrom agnetic ratio and

�B istheBohrm agneton.Denoting by �n theanglethe

n-th spin Sn form s with the z-axis,we can rewrite the

energy functionalas:

H =
X

n

[~J cos(�n+ 1 � �n � �)� ~H cos�n]; (2)

W here ~J = S2
p
4J2 + D 2 and ~H = H g�B S.

In Eq.(2)weclearlyseethecom petingterm sthatdrive

the CI transition. The J-term favors an incom m ensu-

rate (spiral) structure, where the phases �n of subse-

quent spins di�er by � + �. The e�ect of the m ag-

netic �eld is m ore subtle. For ~H � ~J the spins tend

to align parallelto the �eld. For ~H � ~J however,the

system stillcan gain som eZeem an energy withoutsacri-

�cing m uch ofitsexchangeenergy.Thisisachieved in a

spin-op state,whereallspinsareroughly perpendicular

to the m agnetic �eld and slightly tilted in its direction.

The external�eld thusfavorsa com m ensurate spin-op

structure,butitcan only berealized by sacri�cing som e

Dzyaloshinskiienergy. Indeed,the energy di�erence be-

tween the spin-op con�guration and the spiralstate is
~J(1� cos�)� ~H 2=8~J. The spin op state becom esen-

ergetically favorable in �elds ~H > ~H c � 2�~J. This is

4



the sim pli�ed physicalpicture already discussed in the

introduction section. The above crude argum ents does

nottake into accountthe distortion ofthe spiralby the

applied �eld.The exactresultforourm odel,~H c = � ~J�

isderived below.

B .Exact ground state in the continuous lim it

Itisconvenientto changeanglevariablesso that

�n = �n + �n (3)

The energy functionalin thisnotation becom es

H =
X

n

h

� ~J cos(�n+ 1 � �n � �)� (� 1)n ~H cos�n

i

: (4)

Theadvantageofthenew setofvariablesisthatassum -

ing � = 2�� < < 1 and ~H < < ~J,the phase di�erence

�n+ 1� �n � � < < 1,sowecan safely replacethe1stterm

in Eq.(4)with � ~J + ~J(�n+ 1 � �n � �)2=2.

The ground state satis�es the extrem al conditions

@H =@�n = 0,which gives us the following set ofequa-

tions:

�n+ 1 + �n�1 � 2�n =
~H

~J
(� 1)n sin�n (5)

Theseequationscan besolved in thecontinuouslim it.

W e shalllook for a solution in the form �n = �(n)+

(� 1)n#(n),whereboth �(n)and #(n)arefunctionsthat

only slowly change on the scale ofa single lattice spac-

ing.From Eq.(5)weobtain theextrem alcondition that

should be satis�ed in an energy m inim um :

d2�

dn2
= �

~H 2

8~J2
sin2� (6)

# = �
~H

4~J
sin� (7)

The�rstoftheseequationsisthefam oussine-G ordon

equation,which allows for exact soliton solutions. The

trivial\no-soliton" solution to Eqs.(6,7)is�(n)= �=2,

and #(n)= � ~H =4~J.Thisispreciselythespin-op phase,

realized in strong enough m agnetic �eld. Less trivialis

the one-soliton solution:

�(n)= 2arctan[exp(n ~H =2~J)]� �=2 (8)

#(n)= � ~H =4~J tanh(n ~H =2~J)

which has boundary conditions �(� 1 ) = � �=2 and

�(+ 1 )= �=2.

For � = 0 the energy ofthe one-soliton state willbe

alwayshigherthan thatofthesoliton vacuum (spin-op

state). In the generalcase,substituting (8)into the en-

ergyfunctional(4),we�nd theenergydi�erencebetween

theone-soliton and soliton-freestate:E1� E0 = ~H � ~J��.

W e seethatfor ~H < ~H c,where

~H c = �� ~J = 2�2�~J ;

H c = 4�2�
JS

g�B
; (9)

the energy of a single soliton is negative and solitons

spontaneously \condense". This process willeventually

saturate,dueto them utualrepulsion ofsolitons,and the

ground state willbe a periodic\soliton lattice".

At the non-negligible soliton density the interaction

startsto changetheshapeofindividualsolitonsand has

to betaken into accountexplicitly.Fortunately thegen-

eralsolution ofthe sine-G ordon equation isknown:

Z � (n)

0

�dx
p
1� �2 sin2 x

=
n ~H

2~J
; (10)

�(n)= am (n
~H

2~J�
;�) ; (11)

#(n)= �
~H

4~J
sin�(n)= �

~H

4~J
sn(n

~H

2~J�
;�) ; (12)

wheream (x;�)and sn(x;�)areJacobiellipticfunctions

ofm odulus�.Substituting thissolution into the energy

functional(4)weobtain theinteraction energy perspin:

E =
(g�B H )2

16J

�

�
1

�2
+

2E (�)

�2K (�)
�

2H c

�H K (�)

�

; (13)

where K and E are the com plete elliptic integralsofthe

�rstand second kind,respectively.

Equation (13),aswellastheexpression forH c [Eq.(9)]

were derived in Ref.16. In the presentwork we go one

step furtherand determ ine which ofthe solutionsgiven

by Eqs.(11,12) indeed correspond to the ground state

at any particular H < H c. Unlike that in Ref.16,our

treatm ent is not lim ited to the narrow critical region

(H c � H )=Hc < < 1. Taking the partialderivative of

theenergy functional(13)with respectto �,and substi-

tutingidentitiesforderivativesofellipticintegrals18 after

som ealgebra weget:

H

H c

=
�

E (�)
: (14)

E = �
(g�B H )2

16J

1

�2
(15)

Equation (14)is to be solved with respectto � for any

given H =H c.�(H )can then be expressed in term sof�:

�(H )

�(0)
=

H

H c

�2

4�K (�)
=

�2

4E (�)K (�)
: (16)

Equations(14)and (16)provideuswith �(H )in a para-

m etric form . The ratio �(H )=�(0) is plotted against

H =H c in Fig.8.Theinsertschem atically showsthespin

structureforH = 0,0< H < H c,and H > H c.

Atlow density soliton repulsion isexponentially sm all

and thesystem closeto thetransition pointisextrem ely

5



sensitive to any perturbations ofthe originalHam ilto-

nian,that willtend to pin down the soliton lattice in

one ofthe m etastable con�gurations. As H ! Hc � 0,

the soliton density decreasesas1=jln(H c � H )j,i.e very

rapidly.16 The transition is thus alm ost �rst order [the

criticalexponent� = 0 in �(H )� (Hc � H )�].

The soliton lattice at H 6= 0, unlike the pure sinu-

soidalspiralat H = 0, has higher Fourier harm onics

at �2n+ 1 = � (2n + 1)�(H ). The knowledge ofthe ex-

actground stateenablesusto calculatetheseharm onics

analytically. Forthe Bragg intensity (square ofthe am -

plitude)ofthe strongest3rd harm onic,forexam ple,one

gets

I3(H )

I1(H )
=
q2(1� q2 + q4)

(1+ q2 + q4)2
; (17)

I3(H )

I1(0)
=
2�2(q3=(1� q3)2 + q3=(1+ q3)2)

�2K (�)2
(18)

;where q= exp(� �
K (

p
1� �2)

K (�)
) :

This ratio ofintensities is plotted against�(H )=�(0) in

Fig.9. Exceptvery close to H c allharm onicsare m uch

weakerthan the �rstone.

Aswederived a param etricexpression for�(H ),so we

can also obtain an exact param etric form for the uni-

form m agnetization M = � @E=@H . From Eqs. (14,15),

and theidentitiesforderivativesofellipticintegrals18 one

gets:

M =
(g�B )

2H

8J

1

�2

�

1�
E (�)

K (�)

�

: (19)

The m agnetization curve is continuous at the critical

�eld. O n the other hand,its derivative with respect to

H (the �eld dependentsusceptibility)divergeswhen Hc
isapproached 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 ofhigher system dim en-

sionalityand �nitetem peratures.W efollow theapproach

developed by Dzyaloshinskiiin Ref.16and introducethe

expression for the free energy ofa generalalm ost anti-

ferrom agnetic spiralin an externalm agnetic �eld. W e

generalize the results derived for the 1-D chain in the

previoussection to obtain analyticalexpressionsforthe

period and the m agnetization ofthe structure valid not

only in the criticalregion,buttroughoutthe phase dia-

gram .

Sincetheperiod ofthespiralislong,nearestneighbor

m agnetic m om ents are alm ost opposite to each other.

Thisenablesusto approxim ately describe the structure

in term sofposition dependentstaggered m agnetization

L(r).TotakefulladvantageoftheD-M interaction,L(r)

m ustbe perpendicularto the D-M vector,and therefore

be con�ned to the x � z plane. W e furtherassum e that

the m agnitude jL(r)jdoes not depend on r. This sim -

pli�cation isjusti�ed since the Zeem an energy,which at

H c isoforderofD-M interaction energy,ism uch sm aller

than the energy ofisotropic exchange. The localm ag-

netic structure is thus fully de�ned by the angle �(r),

thatL(r)form swith the z-axis.The total\elastic" free

energy persingleCu plane,associated with spin-spin in-

teractions,can then be written as:

Felast =
1

2
�s(T)

Z

dxdy

 �
@�(r)

@x
�
�

�

� 2

+

+

�
@�(r)

@y

� 2

+ 

�
@�(r)

@z

� 2
!

: (20)

Equation (20) is given in the form suitable for describ-

ing a single Cu plane in Ba2CuG e2O 7. �s(T)isthe so-

called spin sti�nessatgiven tem perature,� = �ab isthe

in-plane nearestneighbor Cu-Cu distance,and  is the

spin sti�nessanisotropy factor,de�ned as(�c=�ab)
2 =

jJcj=jJabj� 1=37in Ba2CuG e2O 7.Coordinatesx,y,and

zrun along(1,1,0),(1,1,0),and (0,0,1)directions,respec-

tively.Thespin sti�nessatzero tem peratureisgiven by

�s(0) = 2JS2.19 As T approachesTN the spin sti�ness

decreasesasjL(r)j2 and vanishesprecisely atTN .

In taking into account the external m agnetic �eld,

it is convenient to introduce the quantities �k(T) and

�? (T),the m agnetic susceptibilities ofthe system with

respect to a �eld that rotates along with the spiral

structure and is alwaysparallelorperpendicular to the

local staggered m agnetization, respectively. As in a

usualantiferrom agnet,these susceptibilities do not di-

verge at TN . In the param agnetic phase (at T > TN ),

�k(T)= �? (T).Atzero tem peraturetheclassicalresult

is�? (0)= (g�B )
2=(8dJ�2),19 and �k(0)= 0.

The fullexpression for the free energy density in the

presenceofm agnetic�eld H applied along z-direction is:

F = Felastic �
�? H

2 sin2 �(r)+ �kH
2 cos2 �(r)

2
=

=
�s

2

 �
@�(r)

@x
�
�

�

� 2

+

�
@�(r)

@y

� 2

+



�
@�(r)

@z

� 2
!

�
(�? � �k)H

2

2
sin2 �(r)�

�kH
2

2
: (21)

AtT = 0and d = 1Eq.(21)coincideswith theexpression

for the energy ofa spin chain derived in the previous

section.

The equilibrium con�guration of �(r) m inim izes the

free energy and therefore satis�es a generalized form of

Eq.(6):

@2�

@x2
= �

(�? � �k)H
2

�s
sin� cos� = �

1

2�2
sin2�; (22)
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where� = (�s=H
2(�? � �k))

1=2.Thecritical�eld isnow

given by

H c = �2�(0)

r
�s

(�? � �k)�
2

(23)

For a 4-nn AF like Ba2CuG e2O 7 at T = 0 we can use

�? = (g�B )
2=16J�2,�k = 0,and �s = JabS

2. Substi-

tuting these expressionsinto Eq.(23)we obtain

H c = 4
p
2��2

JS

g�B
; (24)

a factor of
p
2, com pared to the 1-D case [Eq. (9)].

This factor is due to the fact that in 2 dim ensions

each spin isantiferrom agnetically coupled to four,rather

that two nearestneighbors,and the overallstructure is

sti�er. Unlike antiferrom agnetic in-plane interactions,

ferrom agnetic coupling between adjacent Cu-planes in

Ba2CuG e2O 7 does not change �? or the expression for

the critical�eld.

The tem perature dependence ofH c can be easily un-

derstood within the m ean-�eld (M F)approxim ation.In

this fram ework �? is T-independent,�k decreaseswith

TN � T and �? = �jjatT = TN .Thee�ectivestrength of

exchange coupling,represented by JS2 in Eq.(23)goes

asthesquareoftheorderparam eter,i.e.,asTN � T (the

M F order-param etercriticalexponent� = 0:5). Substi-

tutingthesevaluesin Eq.(23),we�nd thatwithin theM F

approxim ation H c is independent oftem perature. This

resultisthe sam e asforthe spin-op �eld in a conven-

tionaleasy-axisHeisenberg antiferrom agnet.

Finally,we can generalize the expression (19) for the

m agnetization.W ith new param etersin thesine-G ordon

equation weget:

M = �kH + (�? � �k)
H

�2

�

1�
E (�)

K (�)

�

; (25)

forH � Hc.ForH > H c one hasM = �? H .The �eld

dependentsusceptibility �(H )= dM =dH isgiven by:

�(H )= �k +
(�? � �k)

�2

�

1+
E (�)3

(1� �2)K (�)3
�
2E (�)

K (�)

�

:

(26)

AtH = 0 thisexpression gives�(0)= (�? + �k)=2:the

structure is a uniform spiral,which e�ectively averages

outthesusceptibility foralldirectionsin thespin plane.

Thesusceptibility divergesatH c as1=(H c� H )ln
2
(H c�

H ).16 AboveH c ithasa constantvalueequalto �? .

V .D ISC U SSIO N

A .D -M interactions in B a2C uG e2O 7

W e have shown that the spiralspin arrangem ent in

Ba2CuG e2O 7 is due to the in-plane com ponent D y of

the Dzyaloshinskiivector D for nearest-neighbor Cu2+

ions. It is rather di�cult to experim entally determ ine

whether or not the out-of-plane com ponent D z is also

active.In thespin-op phasethepredicted canted weak-

ferrom agneticstructure di�ersfrom a N�eelstate only in

that it gives rise to additionalm agnetic peaks coinci-

dentwith nuclearBragg reections.Thelatterarem uch

stronger than any m agnetic scattering intensities, and

m ake m easurem entsofthe ferrom agnetic com ponentall

butim possible. In the spiralphase however,ifD z 6= 0,

satellites oftype (h + �;k + �;l) should be observable

around ferrom agnetic zone-centers, in addition to the

principalm agneticpeakspositioned around theAF zone-

centers. In prelim inary experim ents at T = 1:5 K we

have indeed observed extrem ely weak elastic featuresat

reciprocal-spacepositions(2+ �;�;0)and (1+ �;1+ �;0).

So far we have not investigated the possibility ofthese

features being artifacts due to nuclear-m agnetic double

scattering.20 W e plan to resolve this uncertainity in fu-

tureexperim ents.

B .T he com m ensurate-incom m ensurate transition

StudiesofCIphasetransitionshavealonghistory,dat-

ing back to pioneering worksofFrenkeland K ontorova21

and Frank and van derM erwe.22. Since then CItransi-

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 surface23,charge

density wave m aterials24,ferroelectrics25 and rare-earth

m agnets26 (For com prehensive reviews see for exam ple

Ref.27). As a rule, CI transitions result from a com -

petition between two distinct term s in the Ham iltonian

thathavedi�erent\built-in"spatialperiodicitiesand are

often referred to aspotentialand elastic energy,respec-

tively.The potentialenergy by de�nition favorsa struc-

ture com m ensurate with the crystallattice. Such isthe

interaction between gas atom s and the graphite m atrix

in intercalated and adsorbed system s.Theelasticterm is

intrinsic to the system where the transition occurs,and

hasadi�erent\natural"built-in period.Foradatom son

graphite this term represents their m utualinteraction.

In our case ofa Heisenberg AF with D-M interactions

itisthe ~H cos�n term in Eq. (2)thatplaysthe role of

an e�ectivepotential,forcing thespinsin theplane,and

thusfavoring a com m ensuratestructure.Thecom peting

elastic term is ~J cos(�n+ 1 � �n � �),and the \natural"

periodicity issetby the angle�.

In m any known realizationsofCItransitions,such as

adsorbed gasm onolayers,itistheperiod setby theelas-

tic term that can be varied in an experim 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 rare-earth m agnets,both the elastic

term (exchange coupling between spins)and the poten-

tial(m agnetic anisotropy)can be changed,butonly in-
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directly,by varying the tem perature. In both casesone

typicallyobservesa\devil’sstaircase"phasediagram (for

a review see for exam ple Ref.27): the incom m ensurate

structuretendsto lock onto rationalfractionsofthe pe-

riod ofthe potential. Instead ofa continuous CI tran-

sitionsonegetsa seriesofcom m ensurate-com m ensurate

transitionsbetween di�erentlock-in states.

The interest ofDzyaloshinskii’s m odelfor CI transi-

tions is that it is driven by a changing strength ofthe

potentialalone,with both built-in periodsrem ainingcon-

stant. The experim entalist has a convenient handle on

the potentialterm that he can vary by sim ply adjust-

ing the external�eld. Since the \built-in" periods do

notchange,the transition iscontinuouswith no \devil’s

staircase" behavior.

The other advantage ofthe present realization ofCI

transitionsliesin thefactthatthepotentialenergy hasa

puresinusoidalform asa function oftheangle�(x).The

m odelcan be exactly solved and a quantitativecom par-

ison oftheory and experim entarepossibleforthe entire

phasediagram .In m ostotherCIsystem soneknowsonly

that the potentialenergy is a periodic function with a

given period,determ ined by theunderlying lattice,while

itsexactfunctionalform rem ainsundeterm ined.Q uanti-

tative com parison ofexperim entand theory in thiscase

is restricted to the narrow criticalregion close to the

transition point.

It is im portant to note here that while �eld-induced

CI transitions have been previously observed in a

num ber of m agnetic insulators with incom m ensurate

structure28;29;30;6 forvariousreasonsnoneofthem iswell

described by Dzyaloshinskii’s m odel. In FeG e (Ref.6)

the problem is that in the high-sym m etry cubic struc-

tureapplyingeven avery sm allm agnetic�eld rearranges

the spins so thatthe spin rotation plane is perpendicu-

larto the �eld direction,in violation ofDzyaloshinskii’s

requirem ent.Instead ofa 2-nd orderDzyaloshinskiitan-

sition one gets a 1st-order spin-ip transition from the

incom m ensurate phase directly into the papram agnetic

state.Although thisdoesnothappen in com poundslike

RbM nBr3
28;29 and CsFeCl3

30,the phase behaviorthere

isseriously com plicated by thequantum e�ectsand frus-

tration in the triangularspin lattice.31

In the following paragraphs we shall dem onstrate

that the experim ental data on the CI transition in

Ba2CuG e2O 7 agrees with our solution to Dzyaloshin-

skii’s m odel at the quantitative level. Ba2CuG e2O 7

thus appears to be the �rst system that exhibits a

Dzyaloshinskii-typetransition in itsoriginalform .

C .Estim ates for the critical�eld

Theappealofthetheory presented aboveisthatital-

lowsforan exactsolution.Itsm ajorlim itation ofcourse

isthatitisbased on aclassical,ratherthan quantum spin

m odel. Nevertheless, our theoreticalpredictions seem

to be in excellent agreem ent with what is experim en-

tally observed in Ba2CuG e2O 7,even atthe quantitative

level. To begin with,the m odelgives the correctvalue

forthe critical�eld Hc.The in-plane exchange param e-

terJ = 0:48 m eV waspreviously determ ined by m easur-

ing the spin-wavedispersion spectrum ,15.The exchange

energy perbond isthen ~J = 2JS2 � 0:24 m eV.The g-

values were m easured in ESR experim ents: ga = 2:044

and gc = 2:474.32 By substituting �(0) = 0:027 into

Eq.(24)weim m ediately obtain H c = 3:3 T,thatshould

becom pared to theexperim entalvalueH c � 2:1T.Con-

sidering that for the theoreticalestim ate we used pre-

dictions for T = 0 and ignored quantum e�ects,a 30%

consistency isquite acceptable.

D .T he soliton lattice

The m ost intriguing prediction ofour theory for CI

transition in Ba2CuG e2O 7 isthatthespin structureclose

to the phase transition is no longer an idealspiral,but

rathershould be viewed asa lattice ofsolitons,i.e.,do-

m ain walls separating regionsofN�eel-like spin arrange-

m ent. The soliton lattice is a distinguishing character-

istic ofallCI system s. Severalcom prehensive reviews

on the subjectexist,am ong them papersby Bak27 and

Pokrovskyetal.33 Thebasicphysicalm echanism isquite

sim ple.W hen thepotentialterm issu�ciently large,but

stillsm allerthan thecriticalvalue,itisfavorableforthe

system to havelarge\com m ensurate" regions.Theelas-

ticenergyfrom the\incom m ensurate"term in theHam il-

tonian is partially released by form ing dom ain walls or

phaseslipsthatseparate\com m ensurate" dom ains.

From the experim entalpoint ofview the soliton lat-

tice concept has three im portant consequences. The

�rstisthattheincom m ensurability param eter� is�eld-

dependent,and � ! 0 continuously asH ! Hc (Fig.8).

M oreover,the transition itselfisvery unusual: continu-

ous,yet logarithm ically steep at H c. The experim ental

�(H )data collected forthe well-aligned dom ain (Fig.4,

open circles) can be nicely �t by the theoreticalcurve

shown in Fig. 8, treating �(0) and Hc as adjustable

param eters. A very good agreem ent is obtained with

�(0)= 0:027(1)and Hc = 2:13(2)T atT = 2:4 K (solid

line in Fig.4). Allthe way up to �(H )=�(0)� 2=3 the

theoreticalcurve follows the experim etalpoints closely.

In theveryproxim ityofH c however,adeviation isappar-

ent. Thisisto be expected: the soliton lattice becom es

in�nitelysoftatthetransitionpointand pinningtostruc-

turaldefects leads to a saturation of�(H ) at H ! Hc
and e�ective broadening of m agnetic Bragg reections

(Fig.6).Thealm ost-�rst-ordertransition isvery fragile.

A sm allm isalignm entofthe �eld produceswhatwe see

in the m isaligned dom ain asa �rst-ordertransition with

a m ixed-phase region and a substantially di�erentform

of�(H )in the vicinity ofHc.

Inherently related to the unusual logarithm ic phase
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transition is an anom aly in the m agnetic susceptibility

atH c. W e have used the theoreticalexpression (25)to

�ttheexperim ental�(H )shown in Fig.2.Sincewecan-

notexplicitlytakeintoaccountthequantum and therm al

spin uctuations,wehavetreated �jj,�? ,and H c asin-

dependent �tting param eters. In addition,we allowed

for a linear term vH in �(H ) that is present in both

the H jja and H jjc data.Thisterm em pirically accounts

for intrinsic non-linearities in m agnetization curves in

the quantum (quasi)2-dim ensionalAF Heisenberm odel

(Ref.34,esp. Fig. 5),thatin ourcase e�ectively m od-

ify the localsusceptibilities �? and �k at high �elds.

The �t is shown in a solid line in Fig.2. The values

ofthe �tting param etersare: �jj = 0:89� 10�5 em u/g,

�? = 3:43� 10�5 em u/g,v = 1:72� 10�10 em u/g,and

H c = 1:88 T.Thisvalue forH c obtained from m agneti-

zation atT = 2 K isslightly lowerthan H c = 2:13(2)T

obtained from neutron di�raction atT = 2:4K .

Finally,an im portantfeatureofthem agneticstructure

at�nite �elds is that it no longer is an idealsinusoidal

spiral. As discussed above,this distortion is character-

ized by higher-order Bragg harm onics, that should be

observablein neutron di�raction experim ents.Although

we havespentsom etim e looking forthe 3rd orderm ag-

neticsatelliteduring experim entII,atT = 2:4K and for

severalvalues ofapplied �eld,we were so far unable to

�nd it. The reason isprobably the lack ofintensity. As

can be seen from Fig.9,the relativeintensity ofthe 3rd

harm onicisvery sm allexceptin the im m ediate proxim -

ity ofH c,where the 1stsatellite itselfisbroadened and

weakened.W ewouldliketoem phasizeherethattheform

of�(H )and the existence ofhigher-orderharm onicsare

in essence one and the sam e e�ect. Since theory agrees

so wellwith experim entasfaras�(H )isconcerned,we

are con�dent in that satellites are present and willbe

observed in future experim entale�orts.

E.System dim ensionality

W e �nally com m ent on our m easurem ents ofcritical

exponents. In our previous work we have shown that

thereareseveralhints,including thetem peraturedepen-

dence of m agnetic susceptibility, to that Ba2CuG e2O 7

should prim arily beconsidered a2-dim ensionalantiferro-

m agnet.Thisisfurthercon�rm edbythem easuredorder-

param etercriticalexponent� = 0:184forthePM ! com -

m ensurate transition,i.e.,substantially sm aller than in

standard 3-D m odels,where� > 0:3 forHeisenberg,XY

and even Ising system s. O ne could naively expect that

athigh external�eldsthecriticalindex would besm aller

than atH = 0,sincethesym m etry ofthecorresponding

Ham iltonian issm aller.Exactly theoppositeisobserved

experim entally.Theonly suggestion thatwecan m akeat

thispointisthatBa2CuG e2O 7 fallsintoacom pletelydif-

ferentuniversalityclassthan conventionalm agnets.Con-

sidering the natureofthe spiralphaseand D-M interac-

tions,we m ay be dealing with one ofthe chiraluniver-

sality classes.35 To obtain further insight into the crit-

icalproperties of Ba2CuG e2O 7 further �eld-dependent

m easurem entsofthe of� and othercriticalindexesare

required.

No m atter what the observed criticalexponents are,

the long-range m agnetic ordering is still a purely 3-

dim ensional phenom enon. For a CI occurring at �-

nite tem perature dim ensionality isknown to play a key

role.In a purely 1D system atnon-zero tem peraturethe

ground statewillbedestroyed,sincetheenergy required

tocreateasoliton is�nitewhiletheentropy gain propor-

tionalto lnL isin�nitein therm odynam iclim it.Solitons

willbespontaneously created atany tem peratureand no

sharp transition willoccur.In two dim ensions,thee�ect

oftherm al(orquantum )uctuationsism oresubtle.For

a generalcasePokrovskii,Talapov and Bak havedem on-

strated thatthee�ectivesoliton-soliton interaction isal-

tered by uctuations.33 The shortrange exponentialre-

pulsion exp(� �r)isreplaced by a long rangeterm 1=r2.

Thism odi�esthe behaviorclose to the transition point,

m aking the phase transition a usualsecond order-type

with �(H )� (Hc � H )1=2.O nly in 3 dim ensionsthe re-

sults that we have derived for the ground state should

rem ain valid at �nite tem peratures. The transition in

this case is ofalm ost�rstorder,with logarithm ic \cor-

rections" nearthetransition pointm aking itcontinuous.

F.Ideas for future experim ents

Ba2CuG e2O 7 isaveryinterestingsystem ,yetitisrela-

tivelyeasytoinvestigateexperim entally.TheHeisenberg

exchange constantsare sm all,so the m agnon dispersion

relationscould be m easured in the entireBrillouin 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 c � 2 T is also readily accessible

in m osttypesofexperim ent,even thosethatrequirethe

use ofdi�raction-adapted horizontal-�eld m agnets. The

work on Ba2CuG e2O 7 isfarfrom being com pleted.The

�rstpriority isto �nd the higher-orderharm onicsofthe

incom m ensurate m agnetic peaksand study the tem per-

ature dependence oftheir intensities. O ne should also

look for satellites around ferrom agnetic zone-centers to

seeifthereisa weak-ferrom agnetdistortion ofthespiral

structure.Thee�ectofm agnetic�eldapplied inthe(a;b)

planeisworth investigating.Thecriticalbehaviorisnot

fully understood and accurate �eld-dependent m easure-

m entsofallcriticalindexesarehighly desirable.Finally,

it would be interesting to look at dynam icalpropeties

ofthe soliton lattice. Nearthe critical�eld the soliton-

soliton interaction isextrem ely weak,which givesriseto

spin waveswith very low velocity.
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V I.C O N C LU SIO N

W e have observed a rare type ofCI transition in an

antiferrom agnetic insulator with Dzyaloshinskii-M oriya

interactions. The transition isdriven exclusively by the

changing strength ofthe com m ensurate potential. The

latterisdirectly controlled in an experim entby varying

the m agnetic �eld. A transition ofthis kind was envi-

sioned overthreedecadesago by Dzyaloshinskii,and we

havenow found thatBa2CuG e2O 7 exhibitsitin itsorigi-

nalform .In addition,wehaveextended Dzyaloshinskii’s

theoreticaltreatm ent to derive exact param etric equa-

tions for the �eld dependence ofm agnetization and in-

com m ensurability vector.
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FIG .1. a) M agnetic structure ofBa2CuG e2O 7 (Ref.15).

b) D -M interactions in the Cu-planes ofBa2CuG e2O 7. The

(1,-1,0)-com ponent ofthe D zyaloshinskiivector D (solid ar-

rows) is the sam e for all oriented Cu-Cu bond (dashed

arrow) along the (1;1;0) direction. The z-com ponent is

sign-alternating.

FIG . 2. Insert: M agnetization of single crystal

Ba2CuG e2O 7 m easured as a function of m agnetic �eld ap-

plied along the c and a crystallographic axes. M ain panel:

Field-dependence ofm agnetic susceptibility � = dM =dH de-

duced from m agnetization curves shown in the insert. The

solid linerepresentsa �tto thedata,asdescribed in thetext.

FIG .3. a-c)Elastic scansm easured along the (1+ �;�;0)

direction at T = 1:4 K for severalvalues ofm agnetic �eld

applied along the c axis ofthe crystal. d) Field-dependence

ofthe intensity in the (1;0;0)N�eelpeak (solid sym bols)and

the (1+ �;�;0)satellite (open circles).
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FIG .4. M easured �eld dependenceofthem agnetic propa-

gation vector� in theincom m ensuratephaseofBa2CuG e2O 7.

The data shown by solid circlescorrespond to a dom ain m is-

aligned by � 1
�
with respect to the applied �eld,and were

collected on a �eld-cooled sam ple at T = 1:4 K .O pen cir-

cles are data points m easured at T = 2:4 K in an alm ost

perfectly aligned dom ain,obtained by zero-�eld-cooling the

sam plefrom T = 5 K .Thesolid lineisa �twith a theoretical

curve described in the Theory section.

FIG . 5. M easured m agnetic phase diagram of

Ba2CuG e2O 7. The �eld is applied along the c-axis of the

crystal.

FIG .6. Elastic scansm easured along the (1+ �;� �;0)di-
rection in Ba2CuG e2O 7 at T = 2:4 K for severalvalues of

m agnetic�eld applied along thecaxisofthecrystal.Forthis

dom ain the (1;0;0) com ponent does not appear before the

critical�eld isreached.

FIG .7. M easured Bragg intensity ofthe(1;0;0)(open cir-

cles,H = 3:66T,TN = 3:5 K )and (1+ �;�;0)(solid circles,

H = 0,TN = 3:2 K ) m agnetic Bragg reections. The solid

lines linesare power-law �tsto the data. The dashed line is

an aid to the discussion in the text.

FIG .8. Theoretical�eld-dependenceofthem agneticprop-

agation vector�,obtained from an exactsolution ofaclassical

1-dim ensional antiferrom agnet with D zyaloshinskii-M oriya

interactions in the continuous lim it. Insert: schem atic rep-

resentation of the spiral phase (H = 0), soliton lattice

(0 < H < H c) and the spin-op com m ensurate state

(H > H c).

FIG .9. Theoretically predicted Bragg intensity ofthe 3rd

Fourier harm onic ofthe soliton lattice plotted as a function

of�(H )=�(0).
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