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Theory of absorption in a frustrated spin gap system SrCu,(BO3),
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We achieve a comprehensive understanding of the magnetic excitations observed by electric spin
resonance and far-infrared spectroscopy in a frustrated spin gap system SrCuz(BOs3)2 by consider-
ing the effects of magnetoelectric couplings and Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions in the Shastry-

Sutherland model.

The transitions from the dimer singlet ground state to the triplon and the

bound states of two triplons are electroactive through the magnetoelectric couplings, even in the
Shastry-Sutherland Heisenberg model. The results indicate that an electro-triplon and a novel elec-
troactive magnetic excitation, as with an electromagnon in the multiferroics, can be realized in the
conventional spin-gapped singlet and anomalous spin-liquid states. Clarifying these electroactive
magnetic excitations in various spin systems will help analyze a broad range of quantum magnets,

e.g., quantum spin liquids and spin nematics.

The quasi-two-dimensional magnet SrCus(BO3)2 [II 2]
is a realization of the Shastry-Sutherland model, of which
the ground state is precisely described as a direct product
of dimer singlet states [3], and shows anomalous behav-
iors, e.g., spin-singlet ground states [2] [4], almost local-
ized triplon excitation [4H7], magnetization plateaus [8-
[TT] and pressure-induced quantum phase transitions [12}-
[I7]. These magnetic behaviors have been studied enthu-
siastically from experimental and theoretical viewpoints
as a typical example of two-dimensional frustrated mag-

nets [18].

Spin excitation spectra in SrCus(BO3)2 have been in-
vestigated by electron spin resonance (ESR) [14] 19} 20],
far-infrared (FIR) spectroscopy [21, 22] and Raman scat-
terings [23 24]. The resonance due to a triplon and
bound states of two triplons [25H28] have been observed.
However, these magnetic transitions are forbidden in a
singlet ground state of a Heisenberg model. Although
the several possible mechanisms of the triplon transition,
e.g., the effects of DM interactions, the spin-phonon in-
teractions, and/or magnetoelectric couplings were pro-
posed [20, 22, 29-31], a comprehensive understanding of
the mechanism and the selection rule in absorption in
SrCus(BOj3)2 has not yet been established.

In this Letter, we consider the effects of the couplings
between electric polarization and spin moments [32H38].
We show that the electric field of light can excite a triplon
excitation and bound states of two triplons in the Heisen-
berg model on the Shastry-Sutherland lattice, as with an
electromagnon [39] 0] and two-magnon excitations [41}-
[43] in ordered magnets, and a spin gap in dimer sys-
tems [31], [44]. By considering the effects of the magne-
toelectric couplings and the anisotropic spin interactions
in SrCus(BO3)2, we can explain the resonance peak po-
sitions and the selection rules observed in SrCuz(BO3)s.

The magnetic properties of SrCus(BO3)s under exter-
nal magnetic field B®* can be explained by a spin S = 1/2
Hamiltonian on the Shastry-Sutherland lattice [Fig.
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FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) Shastry-Sutherland model. The
four configurations of two-triplon bound states |a(r)) |b(r)),
le(r)), |d(r)), and 20-site and 32-site cluster. (b) The blue
(red) arrows define the bond directions (DM vectors).
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where J and J' are the intradimer and interdimer interac-
tions. up is the Bohr magneton, and ¢ is a g-tensor. The
diagonal components are estimated to be g, = g, = 2.05,
and g, = 2.28 [19]. We neglect the off-diagonal compo-
nents of § for simplicity.

The couplings between electric polarization and spin
moments can be introduced through spin-dependent elec-
tronic polarization [42] [45] 46]. We consider the electric
polarizations couple to a symmetric spin pair PS on the
J’ bond and an antisymmetric spin pair PAS on the J
bond, which are

PS = Z Heij Sz . S]‘, (2)
PAS = "de;; x (Si x ;). (3)



The direction of the bond e;;(|e;;| = 1) is defined in
Fig.[1|(b). We assume that the direction of I1;; is parallel
to that of the next nearest neighbor (n.n.n.) bond e;;.
We assume that the crystal structure of SrCuy(BOs3)s9 is
the tetragonal 142m space group [I, 47] for simplicity.
Furthermore, we neglect the P oc S; x S; on the n.n.n.
bonds, and the symmetric anisotropic term of P like P x
SEST + 5755

We calculate the dynamical electric susceptibility
X35 (w) to clarify the electroactive excitation processes
in the Shasry-Sutherland-Heisenberg model.
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where @« = S, AS and 8 = z,y,2. |0) is a ground
state with an eigenenergy Fy and |n) is an n-th mag-
netic excitation state with an eigenenergy FE,. Here,
hwpo = E, — Eg, V is a unit volume per spin, N is the
number of spins, and € is the permittivity in vacuum.
We fix that T=1,d =1, iNVe¢y = 1, and §/J = 0.005.
X575 (w) is calculated on 20- and 32-site clusters using the
Lanczos method [48] [49).

The results for J'/J = 0.2 under the external
magnetic field BS*/J = 0 and 0.1 are presented in
Fig. Imy 55 (w)[= Imxgs*® (w)], Imye*¥(w), and
Im x5 (w)[= Imx§e? (w)] show resonance peaks. We per-
form the third-order perturbation to clarify the resonance
origin and find the nonzero terms of (n|Pg0) for the
triplon and the bound states of two triplons. Note that
the bound states are linear combinations of four two-
triplon states |a(r)), |b(r)), |c(r)), and |d(r)) in Fig.
(a), with a total spin of §** = 0,1, and 2 [25H28]. The
results indicate that the S = 0(+1) triplon and two of
the four modes of the S*' = 1 [S* = 0(+1)] bound states
are excited by E(w)|z (z,y) through the coupling PAS
and one of the four modes of the S** = 0 bound states
is excited by E(w)|z,y through the coupling PS. The
perturbation calculation results correlate with the exact
diagonalization (Fig. . Fig. [2 shows that the resonance
intensities of the triplon and S%' = 0 bound state ex-
citations are much stronger than those of the S** = 1
bound state.

The results in the dimer singlet phase (J'/J =
0.2,0.4,0.55,0.6, and 0.65) under the external magnetic
field Bg*/J = 0.1 are shown in Fig. [3{ and the tendency
of the resonance hardly depend on the parameter J'/.J.
Thus, we conclude that the primary resonance peaks
in the dimer singlet phase on the Shasry-Sutherland-
Heisenberg model are the S* = 0 (S* = £1) triplon
branch [E|z,y (E|z)-active] and one of the S*' = 0
bound state branches (E||z, y-active).

To assign the peaks observed in the experiments [19-
22, the effects of the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) inter-
actions, which lift the degeneracy of the magnetic ex-
citations [30], should be considered. The DM terms in
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FIG. 2. (Color online) The imaginary parts of the dynamical
electric susceptibility x35"(w) on the 20- and 32-site clusters
for J'/J = 0.2 under the external magnetic field Bs*/J = 0
and 0.1. The dotted lines show the spin gap and the S*' =0
bound state energy obtained by third-order perturbation cal-
culations. The red, blue, and green dotted lines, respectively,
indicate the active modes for E L z through PS5, for F 1 z
through P*%, and for E||z through P*S. (inset) The magni-
fied view in the range 1.6 < hw/J < 2.2. The blue and green
dotted lines, respectively, indicate the active modes for £ 1 z
through PA% and for E||z through P** due to the S** =1
bound state excitations obtained by third-order perturbation
calculations.
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The imaginary parts of the dynamical

eeq

electric susceptibility x35"(w) on the 20- and 32-site clusters
when J'/J = 0.2,0.4,0.55,0.6, and 0.65 under the external
magnetic field Bg*/J = 0.1.

SrCuy(BOs3)s are given by

Hp =D | (S;S7 — SIS+ (SySf — Sisy)

A B

+Df; Y (S7SY —5YS)), ()

n.n.n.



TABLE I. The spin gap (S** = 1) and S** = 0 bound state
excitation energy Aw under a zero magnetic field (B* = 0).
w (cm™!) observed in FIR[22] and theory. The selection rules
of E1 due to the PA% and P® and M1 processes predicted in
theory.

Stot — 1 Stot — 0
FIR 227 241 255 52.2 53.4
theory 23.4 24.5 24.7 25.9 52.8 53.4
E1 (P*%) x,y z 0z
E1 (PS) T,y T,y
M1 (M) z oz,

where D and Dj;(|D;;| = D’) are the intradimer and
interdimer DM interactions, as shown in Fig. [1| (b). The
bond directions, i — j and k — [, and the sign of ng
are also defined in Fig. [1] (b). The parameter values for
SrCus(BO3)s9 are fixed to be J'/J = 0.635, D/J = 0.034,
D'/J = 0.02, and J = 85 K [50]. We neglect the in-
plane components of the interdimer DM interaction for
simplicity.

Since anisotropic interaction terms allow a transition
from a singlet ground state to a triplon [29], we must
consider the magnetic (M1 transitions) and electric pro-
cesses (E1 transitions) in Eq. . The magnetic processes
can be read from the dynamical magnetic susceptibility

Xg5 (@),

Xsp (w)_hNVZ Wpo —w — 16 (6)

n

Here, the 8 component of magnetization Mg is Mg =
Z 9BUB Sf and p is the magnetic permeability in a vac-
uum. The other parameters are defined in Eq. . We
fix that poud/ANVeo = 1.

The spectra of the imaginary parts of dynamical sus-
ceptibility calculated using the Lanczos method in the
N = 20 cluster for SrCuy(BOg3)s are shown in Fig.
Table [[] summarizes the peak positions and selection
rule corresponding to the spin gap (S** = 1) and
Stt = 0 bound state excitations in Fig. In the
FIR spectroscopy, the strong resonances were observed
at w = 24.1cm™! in Eljz, w = 25.5cm™ ! in E|/z, and
w = 52.2 and 53.4cm~! in E||z through electroactive
processes [21], 22]. Note that the resonances at approx-
imately w = 53cm ™! are much stronger than the other
two and can be explained by the magnetoelectric cou-
plings II > d, where the spin-orbit interactions induce
the d but the II is caused only through exchange pro-
cesses [41], [42, [45] [51]. As shown in Table [} the experi-
mental observations of the selection rules and excitation
energies are consistent with the theoretical calculations
in Fig. {4l and the electroactive processes are dominant in
SI’CUQ(BOg)Q.

For further comparison with ESR and FIR experi-
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FIG. 4. (Color online) The imaginary parts of dynamical sus-
ceptibility for B®* = 0 in the N = 20 cluster. The parameters
are fixed to be J'/J = 0.635, D/J = 0.034, D'/.J = 0.02, and
J =85 K.

ments, dynamical susceptibility under external magnetic
fields B**||xz and z was calculated using the Lanczos
method in the N = 20 cluster. Figures [5] and [6] show
the peak positions and spectra of the imaginary parts
of dynamical susceptibilities. When B®*||z, the triplon
modes split into three, higher energy S, = £1, lower en-
ergy S, = £1, and almost degenerate S, = 0 modes, due
to interdimer DM interaction D’[30]. The results indi-
cate that higher energy S, = +1 modes are electroactive,
and the lower energy S, = 41 modes are magnetoac-
tive. S, = 0 modes are electroactive and magnetoactive.
When B*||z, the triplon modes split into three, S, = 1,
Sy =0, and S; = —1 modes[30], and all modes are elec-
troactive and magnetoactive. The results indicate that
the S*' =1 bound states of two triplons (triplet triplon
pairs) are excited primarily through electroactive pro-
cesses. Since the triplet triplon pair can move due to
correlated hoppings [25H28], the system size effects can-
not be neglected, and the quantitative comparison of the
peak positions between the experimental and theoretical
results is challenging. However, the qualitative features
are consistent. At around the critical field, resonances
due to the S*°' = 2 bound states of two triplons (quintet
triplon pairs) are active due to the electric components
[Fig. [Blc)], consistent with the ESR observations [20].
Therefore, the quintet pair can be the primitive excita-
tion at around the 1/8-plateau [I1].

In summary, we achieved a comprehensive understand-
ing of the magnetic excitations observed by ESR and
FIR in SrCuz(BOs3)y by considering the effects of the
magnetoelectric couplings and the DM interactions in
the Shastry-Sutherland model. The dominant absorption
processes in SrCus(BOs3)9 are electro-triplon at approx-
imately 25 cm™' and the S** = 0 bound states of two
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FIG. 5. (Color online) The imaginary parts of dynamical
susceptibility under an external magnetic field B®*||z in an
N = 20 cluster. The parameters are fixed to be J'/J = 0.635,
D/J =0.034, D’'/J = 0.02, and J = 85 K. (a) The peak posi-
tions of the imaginary parts of dynamical electric susceptibil-

ity x5 (w), x&A% (w), and X245 (w), and dynamical magnetic
susceptibility x™™(w) and x™™(w). (b) Im x5 (w). (c) Im

Xoo (). (d) Im X35 (w). (e) Im X2y (w). (f) Im X7 (w).

triplons at approximately 55 cm™!. The latter process

can be active only through electromagnetic couplings.
In this way, clarifying the electroactive magnetic exci-
tation in various nonmagnetic spin states will be cru-
cial to find novel magnetic excitations from a theoreti-
cal viewpoint. Furthermore, establishing the theory of
electroactive magnetic excitations in a nonmagnetic spin
state can lead to observing novel magnetic excitations in
experiments.

The transitions between the spin-singlet ground state
and the triplet excitations were observed in various spin
gap systems, e.g., the spin-Peierls material CuGeOs [52]
[53], the spin ladder Sr14Cu2404; [54], the Haldane ma-
terial Ni(C3H19N3)2NO3ClO4 [55], and the trellis lat-
tice NaVyO5 [56]. So far, the theoretical analysis of
such a forbidden transition in the Heisenberg model is
based on the magnetoactive process in a spin model with
anisotropic interaction terms [29] 57]. This Letter indi-
cates that these singlet-triplet transitions can be under-

FIG. 6. (Color online) The imaginary parts of the dynamical
susceptibility under an external magnetic field B®||z in the
N = 20 cluster. The parameters are fixed to be J'/J = 0.635,
D/J = 0.034, D’'/J = 0.02, and J = 85 K. (a) Peak posi-
tions of imaginary parts of the dynamical electric susceptibil-
ity €5, (w), €£25(w), and €23 (w) , and dynamical magnetic sus-
ceptibility fizz(w) and .. (w). (b) Im €5, (w). (c) Im €45 (w).

(d) Im €25 (w). () Im praz(w). (f) Im pras (w).

stood naturally through electroactivity, even in a Heisen-
berg model.

Since the electroactive process can exist in anomalous
nonmagnetic spin states, e.g., quantum spin liquid and
spin nematics, there is room to excite novel magnetic ex-
citations, which cannot be excited by magnetic processes
and neutron scattering experiments. Confirming the ex-
citation modes and selection rules in various magnets will
be crucial for searching the novel magnetic excitations.
Moreover, clarifying the electroactive processes in quan-
tum magnets will help control the quantum spin states,
i.e., in condensed matter physics and quantum informa-
tion science.
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