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In correlated quantum materials, divergent critical fluctuations near the quantum critical point are often closely
associated with exotic quantum phases of matter, such as unconventional superconductivity and quantum spin
liquids. Here we present a simple yet highly sensitive composite magnetoelectric (ME) method for detecting the
critical spin fluctuations in quantum magnets. The ME signal is proportional the magnetostriction coefficient,
which directly probes the product of magnetization and spin-spin correlation. As a demonstration, the composite
ME method is applied to a Kitaev quantum spin liquid candidate Na3Co2SbO6, which shows signs of magnetic
field-induced quantum criticality. Notably, the ME signal prominently diverges at the magnetic field-induced
tricritical points, particularly at a tricritical point that lies in close proximity to a zero-temperature quantum
critical point. A crucial aspect of these tricritical points is their tunability through the modification of the
in-plane magnetic field’s direction. The direction of magnetic field can thus serve as a handful yet important
tuning parameter, alongside pressure and chemical doping, for searching quantum critical points in quantum
magnets with pronounced magnetic anisotropy.

Critical phenomena appear ubiquitously near continuous
phase transitions and critical points [see Fig. 1(a)] [1, 2].
Coexistence of indistinguishable phases in the critical region
is naturally associated with strong critical fluctuations [3, 4].
A classic manifestation of such phenomena is critical opales-
cence, observed at liquid-gas or binary liquid-liquid critical
points, where large density fluctuations blur the boundary be-
tween different phases [5, 6]. Similarly, in quantum spin sys-
tems, critical spin fluctuations near quantum critical points
(QCPs) can act as a driving force for the emergence of various
quantum phases of matter, including unconventional super-
conductivity, non-Fermi liquid states, or quantum spin liquids
[7–10].The exploration, identification, and manipulation of
these critical spin fluctuations hold profound implications for
both our fundamental understanding of quantum materials and
potential technological applications [11, 12].

As one approaches a magnetic critical point, spin fluctua-
tions can manifest across all spatial and temporal scales, lead-
ing to singularities or divergences in several physical quanti-
ties such as magnetic susceptibility, specific heat, correlation
length, and spin-spin correlation. While experimental mea-
surements of magnetic susceptibility and specific heat are rel-
atively straightforward, employing either commercial equip-
ment or custom setups, the determination of correlation length
and spin-spin correlation typically requires access to neutron
scattering facilities, which are less readily available. More-
over, neutron scattering experiments are limited in their ability
to map out spin-spin correlation across a restricted range of
wave vectors and frequencies. Notably, the strength of mag-
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netic exchange interactions is highly sensitive to the spatial
separation between adjacent magnetic moments. This depen-
dency means that the spin-spin correlation ⟨S𝑖 · S 𝑗⟩ (with S𝑖, 𝑗

denoting spin operators at sites (𝑖, 𝑗) can be directly accessed
by magnetostriction 𝜆(𝐻), i.e., the change in sample length
induced by an external magnetic field (H) [13–16]. The mag-
netostriction is a thermodynamic quantity that can be measured
with high precision using various homemade setups, including
capacitance dilatometer [17], optical fiber Bragg grating [18]
and piezoresistive cantilever [19], thereby offering a viable
method for studying spin fluctuations. This approach to ac-
cessing spin-spin correlations via magnetostriction has been
successfully applied in a variety of magnetic systems. No-
table examples include spin-chain magnet NiCl2 –4 SC(NH2)2
[16], quasi-one-dimensional spin-1/2 magnet LiCuVO4 [20]
and kagome spin-1/2 magnet Cu3V2O7(OH)2·2 H2O [21].

Even more interesting with this respect is the magnetostric-
tion coefficient 𝑑𝜆(𝐻)/𝑑𝐻, which is proportional to the prod-
uct of magnetization and spin-spin correlation [14, 15]:

𝑑𝜆(𝐻)
𝑑𝐻

∼
∑︁
𝑘⟨𝑖, 𝑗 ⟩

𝐷 (𝑖, 𝑗)⟨𝑆𝑧
𝑘
S𝑖 · S 𝑗⟩, (1)

where 𝐷 (𝑖, 𝑗) is the magnetoelastic constant between sites
(𝑖, 𝑗), ⟨𝑆𝑧

𝑘
⟩ is the average magnetization with the external

magnetic field applied along the 𝑧 direction. In the critical
region, the divergence of both ⟨𝑆𝑧

𝑘
⟩ and ⟨S𝑖 · S 𝑗⟩ renders the

magnetostriction coefficient exceptionally responsive to spin
fluctuations.

In this context, we introduce a straightforward yet sensi-
tive technique for measuring the magnetostriction coefficient
and thus probing spin fluctuations in quantum magnets. As
shown in Fig. 1(b), this method is based on the composite
magnetoelectric (ME) effect [22, 23]. The method involves
mechanically coupling the sample to a piezoelectric single

ar
X

iv
:2

40
6.

16
25

1v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  2

4 
Ju

n 
20

24

mailto:afwang@cqu.edu.cn
mailto:yuan.li@pku.edu.cn
mailto:yschai@cqu.edu.cn
mailto:mingquan.he@cqu.edu.cn


2

crystal, 0.7Pb(Mg1/3Nb2/3)O3 - 0.3PbTiO3 (PMN-PT), using
silver epoxy. The PMN-PT crystals were shaped into [001]-cut
thin plates of 0.2 mm thickness and electrically poled at room
temperature with a 550 kV/m electric field. An applied ex-
ternal magnetic field induces magnetostrictive deformation in
the sample, which is transferred to the PMN-PT, generating an
electrical voltage𝑉ME via the piezoelectric effect. Here, PMN-
PT serves as a strain sensor, making 𝑉ME a direct indicator of
the magnetostriction coefficient:

𝑉ME ∝ 𝑘
𝑑𝐸

𝑑𝜆

𝑑𝜆

𝑑𝐻
, (2)

with 0 < 𝑘 < 1 reflecting the efficiency of strain transfer
between the sample and PMN-PT, 𝑑𝐸/𝑑𝜆 being the piezo-
electric coefficient of PMN-PT. To enhance sensitivity, an AC
magnetic field (1 Oe) generated by a custom Helmholtz coil
is superimposed onto the DC magnetic field. The resulting
voltage, 𝑉ME, is an AC signal that can be precisely measured
using lock-in techniques. This approach allows for the simul-
taneous measurement of both the real (𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻) and imaginary
(𝑑𝜆′′/𝑑𝐻) parts of the magnetostriction coefficient. Specifi-
cally, 𝑉ME/𝐻AC ∝ 𝜆AC/𝐻AC = 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 + 𝑖𝑑𝜆′′/𝑑𝐻. This AC
ME method is extremely useful for identifying critical points
that connect second-order and first-order phase transitions.
First-order phase transitions are often associated with dissi-
pation, which can be effectively indicated by the imaginary
component of the magnetostriction coefficient, similar to AC
susceptibility [23–25] [see Fig. 3 for example].

To illustrate the effectiveness of the magnetostriction coef-
ficient in detecting critical spin fluctuations, we applied the
composite ME method to a Kitaev quantum spin liquid (QSL)
candidate, Na3Co2SbO6. This approach revealed a clearly di-
vergent ME signal at magnetic field-induced tricritical points,
underscoring the composite ME method’s potential as a promi-
nent technique for identifying critical fluctuations in quantum
magnets.

The Kitaev QSL represents an exactly solvable model char-
acterized by bond-dependent spin-1/2 Ising interactions on a
two-dimensional honeycomb lattice [26]. Notably, the Ki-
taev QSL features anyonic excitations, which hold promise
for applications in topological quantum computing [27]. The
quest for material realizations of the Kitaev QSL has led
to the identification of several spin-orbital assisted Mott in-
sulators, including (Li, Na)2IrO3[28–31], 𝛼−RuCl3[32–35],
BaCo2(AsO4)2[36–38], Na2Co2TeO6 and Na3Co2SbO6[39–
43]. However, real materials often host additional interactions
beyond the Kitaev model, culminating in long-range magnetic
order. Despite this, the suppression of long-range order via ex-
ternal parameters like magnetic fields has unveiled signatures
of Kitaev QSL behaviors in these materials. Among such
candidates, Na3Co2SbO6 emerges as a particularly promising
example, distinguished by its relatively low magnetic order-
ing temperature and the modest magnetic field required to
mitigate magnetic order [44–46]. Furthermore, signatures of
quantum criticality have been found in Na3Co2SbO6 when
its magnetic order is suppressed by magnetic field [46], thus
making Na3Co2SbO6 a prime subject for studying critical spin
fluctuations using the composite ME method.
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FIG. 1. (a) A schematic phase diagram showing both classical
and quantum critical fluctuations. (b) A schematic setup of the
composite ME method used to measure the magnetostriction co-
efficient. A sample is mechanically bonded to a PMN-PT sin-
gle crystal using Ag epoxy. In the presence of a magnetic field,
the magnetostriction (𝜆) of the sample is converted to the voltage
(𝑉ME) across the PMN-PT via the piezoelectric effect. By super-
imposing a small AC component (𝐻AC) onto the DC magnetic field
(𝐻DC), the AC magnetostriction coefficient 𝑑𝜆AC/𝑑𝐻 of the sam-
ple can be probed by monitoring the AC voltage of the PMN-PT:
𝑉ME/𝐻AC ∝ 𝜆AC/𝐻AC = 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 + 𝑖𝑑𝜆′′/𝑑𝐻 with 𝜆′ and 𝜆′′ being
the real and imaginary parts of 𝑑𝜆AC/𝑑𝐻. (c) Top view and (d) side
view of the crystal structure of Na3Co2SbO6. Edge sharing CoO6
octahedra form a honeycomb lattice within the 𝑎𝑏 plane.
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FIG. 2. (a) and (b) Temperature-dependent magnetostriction coeffi-
cient measured with H ∥ 𝑎. (c) Comparison of the real parts of the
AC magnetostriction coefficient (𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻, green lines) and the AC
magnetic susceptibility (𝜒′, black dots) measured at 𝐻c2. (d-f) Sim-
ilar to (a-c) but with H ∥ 𝑏. Curves in (b) and (e) have been shifted
vertically for clarity. The green dots in (b) and (e) mark the AFM
transition temperature𝑇N. The crossover temperature𝑇∗ between the
field-polarized FM and PM states is labeled by orange dots, chosen
as the intersecting points of the linear extrapolated lines of the high-
and low-temperature data [see dashed lines in (a)].
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FIG. 3. (a) The magnetostriction coefficient measured as a function
of magnetic field captured at selected temperatures (H ∥ 𝑎). (b) and
(c) Comparison of the real and imaginary parts of the ac magne-
tostriction coefficient and ac magnetic susceptibility recorded at 2 K
(H ∥ 𝑎). (d-f) Similar to (a-c) but with H ∥ 𝑏. Solid and dashed
arrows in (b,c) and (e,f) represent increasing and decreasing magnetic
fields, respectively.

As shown in Figs. 1(c,d), Na3Co2SbO6 features a mono-
clinic layered structure (space group 𝐶2/𝑚) [39]. Co atoms
form a honeycomb lattice within each layer along the 𝑎𝑏-plane.
Adjacent [Co2SbO6]3− layers are stacked along the 𝑐-axis, sep-
arated by Na+ ions. The high-spin state of the Co2+ (3𝑑7) leads
to a pseudospin 𝑗eff = 1/2, facilitated by spin-orbit couplings.
Dominant Kitaev interactions are theoretically expected due to
the involvement of 𝑡2𝑔− 𝑒𝑔 and 𝑒𝑔− 𝑒𝑔 exchange paths [47], as
also evidenced by neutron scattering measurements [48–50].
Like other Kitaev materials, Na3Co2SbO6 enters a long-range
antiferromagnetic (AFM) state below 𝑇N ∼ 5− 8 K depending
on sample quality [39, 44–46, 51–54].

Despite the minor orthorhombic distortion (< 0.2%) within
the 𝑎𝑏 plane, giant in-plane magnetic anisotropy has been
found by magnetization and neutron diffraction experiments
[44]. To resolve the in-plane anisotropy using the composite
ME method, a twin-free single crystal was employed. Figure
2 displays the temperature-dependent ME signal with external
magnetic fields applied along different in-plane directions. In
small magnetic fields, 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 increases rapidly upon cooling
and drops sharply at 𝑇N, akin to magnetic susceptibility. In
0.1 T, the transition temperature is found to be 𝑇N = 6.7 K,
agreeing well with our earlier study [44]. In both configu-
rations, 𝑇N shifts gradually towards lower temperatures with
increasing magnetic fields. At a critical field of 𝜇0𝐻c2 ∼ 1.8
T (0.8 T) in the H ∥ 𝑎 (H ∥ 𝑏) configuration, the AFM tran-
sition is suppressed below 2 K. The large differences in 𝐻c2
for different in-plane field directions indicate large in-plane
magnetic anisotropy, as also revealed by magnetization and
neutron scattering experiments [44]. As shown in Figs. 2(c,f),
near the critical field 𝐻c2 where spin fluctuations are most pro-
found, the magnetostriction coefficient and the AC magnetic
susceptibility scale nicely with each other, further demonstrat-
ing that the magnetostriction coefficient directly probes spin
fluctuations. In higher magnetic fields well above 𝐻c2, the

long-range AFM state is suppressed and a field-polarized fer-
romagnetic (FM) state is reached at low temperatures. In
the high-field region, a broad hump peaking at 𝑇∗ appears
in the temperature-dependent 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 signal, which signifies
the crossover between the paramagnetic (PM) state and the
field-polarized FM phase. Similar crossover behavior near 𝑇∗

is also observed in AC magnetic susceptibility [see Fig. S1
Supplemental Material [55]].

To further study the magnetic field-induced transitions, we
present the magnetic field-dependent 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 data in Fig. 3.
Well above the AFM transition, 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 only varies weakly
with magnetic field. As 𝑇N is approached with cooling, the
development of spin fluctuations leads to a broad hump in
𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 between approximately 1 and 2 T (0.5 and 1 T) for
H ∥ 𝑎 (H ∥ 𝑏). Below 𝑇N, two distinct peaks emerge at 𝐻c1
and 𝐻c2, indicative of field-induced transitions. The 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻
signal is most intense near𝑇N for the transition at 𝐻c1, while for
the transition at 𝐻c2, 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 significantly increases at lower
temperatures. These transitions have also been clearly ob-
served in AC magnetic susceptibility, as shown in Figs. 3(c)
and 3(f). Notably, a clear hysteresis near 𝐻c1 is observed both
in 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 and 𝜒′ when comparing the data measured with
increasing and decreasing magnetic fields [see Figs. 3(b,c)
and 3(e,f)]. A similar hysteresis behavior is also present in DC
magnetization measurements, suggesting a first-order transi-
tion at 𝐻c1 [44]. Moreover, a peak feature is also seen in
the imaginary part both in 𝑑𝜆′′/𝑑𝐻 and 𝜒′′, suggesting finite
dissipation and further pointing to the first-order nature of the
transition at 𝐻c1. Above 𝐻c1, Na3Co2SbO6 transitions into an
AFM state characterized by different wave vectors than those
in zero field, as evidenced by neutron diffraction experiments
[44]. Here, we denote the phases below and above 𝐻c1 as
AFM1 and AFM2, respectively. In higher magnetic fields well
above 𝐻c2, the system ultimately reaches a field-polarized FM
state. Unlike the transition at 𝐻c1, no hysteresis is observed
at 𝐻c2 down to 1.35 K for both field configurations. However,
clear peaks are found at 𝐻c2 in 𝑑𝜆′′/𝑑𝐻 and 𝜒′′ at low temper-
atures, indicative to sizable dissipation likely originated from a
first-order transition [see Figs. 3(b,c) and 3(e,f)]. Indeed, near
𝐻c2, neutron scatting measurements performed with B ∥ 𝑎

have clearly found coexistence of the AFM2 and the field-
polarized FM state at 0.25 K [44]. A recent nuclear magnetic
resonance (NMR) study also hints at a weak first-order quan-
tum phase transition at 𝐻c2 [46]. The absence of hysteresis in
a first-order transition is not uncommon, especially when the
energy barrier separating two phases is smaller than the energy
associated with fluctuations [56–58]. During the process of
a first-order transition, migration of phase interfaces between
coexisted phases act as internal friction, which causes dissi-
pation [23–25]. This dynamic process can be nicely captured
by AC probes, such as AC magnetic susceptibility and our
AC magnetostriction method presented here. While a second-
order phase transition could produce an imaginary response
due to a resonating soft mode with the AC probe, such phe-
nomena typically occur at much higher frequencies than those
used in our measurements and are unlikely to explain our ob-
served data. Note that in the high-temperature region above
3 K (4 K) with H ∥ 𝑎 (H ∥ 𝑏), the imaginary part 𝑑𝜆′′/𝑑𝐻
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is featureless at 𝐻c2, suggestive to a second-order transition
[see Figs.S3 and S4 in Supplemental Material [55]]. These
findings thus imply the existence of a tricritical point that con-
nects the high-temperature second-order transition line with
the low-temperature first-order line at 𝐻c2.

In Fig. 4, we summarize the phase diagrams derived
from the composite ME method. Similar phase diagrams
are obtained using AC magnetic susceptibility measurements
[see Fig. S2 in Supplemental Material [55]]. For both
H ∥ 𝑎 and H ∥ 𝑏 configurations, 𝑇N is suppressed contin-
uously with increasing magnetic fields. The field dependence
of 𝑇N (𝐻) can be nicely described by a power law scaling
𝑇N (𝐻) ∼ (1 − 𝐻/𝐻c2)𝑧𝜈 , as depicted by the solid green lines
in Figs. 4(a) and 4(c). The scaling gives a critical field of
𝐻c2 = 1.71± 0.01 (𝐻c2 = 0.84± 0.01 ) and a critical exponent
𝑧𝜈 = 0.32±0.01 (𝑧𝜈 = 0.24±0.01) for H ∥ 𝑎 (H ∥ 𝑏). The crit-
ical exponent is consistent with that reported in polycrystalline
samples using magnetization experiments [45]. More notably,
the 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 signal intensifies significantly near the transitions
at 𝐻c1 and 𝐻c2, with two distinct maxima observable in each
phase diagram displayed as the contour plot of the data shown
in Fig. 3. The first maximum in 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 emerges at the junc-
ture of the second-order 𝑇N (𝐻) line and the first-order 𝐻c1 (𝑇)
line. This convergence point is thus a tricritical point (TCP),
denoted as TCP1 in Figs. 4(a,b). In addition, three phases
including PM, AFM1 and AFM2 converge at this point. The
coexistence of multiple phases triggers intense fluctuations,
leading to divergent magnetic susceptibility and magnetostric-
tion coefficient.Note that the slight deviation of the diverging
point from TCP1 is caused by the coarse temperature step (1
K) used in the magnetic field scan presented in Fig. 3. It can
be observed that the diverging point is located exactly at TCP1
when finer temperature steps are used, as evidenced by AC

susceptibility data shown in Fig. S2 Supplemental Material
[55].

Similarly, another TCP (labeled as TCP2) emerges at
the second maximum in 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻, which connects the high-
temperature second order and low-temperature first-order
𝑇N (𝐻) lines. Compared to TCP1, the intensity of the 𝑉ME
signal near TCP2 is significantly stronger, especially for the
configuration with H ∥ 𝑏. This enhancement can be attributed
to strong quantum fluctuations in the vicinity of TCP2, as
evidenced by nuclear NMR experiments that detected signs
of QSL behaviors and quantum criticality [45, 46]. Hence,
TCP2 resides within a quantum critical region, which leads
to an amplified 𝑉ME signal in comparison to the classical crit-
icality observed at TCP1. With both of the in-plane field
geometry, we believe that TCP2 is situated at finite temper-
atures, hence giving rise to the first-order characteristics we
observed in the dissipative (imaginary part of) ME signals.
An intriguing direction for future research would be to explore
methods to lower TCP2 to zero temperature, thereby poten-
tially realizing a quantum tricritical point (QTCP). Achieving
a QTCP, especially given the first-order nature of the tran-
sition between the two ordered states (AFM2 and FM), may
also facilitate the emergence of a deconfined QTCP. It is im-
portant to note the sensitivity of TCP2 to the direction of the
applied in-plane magnetic field, a consequence of the signifi-
cant in-plane magnetic anisotropy in Na3Co2SbO6. As shown
in Figs. 4(e,f), both the critical temperature (𝑇TCP2) and crit-
ical magnetic field (𝐻c2) of TCP2 vary significantly with the
direction of the in-plane magnetic field. A similar angular
dependency is also found in the phonon thermal conductiv-
ity (𝜅ph) of Na3Co2SbO6, in which 𝜅ph measured at 0.3 K is
largest when the magnetic field (𝐻 = 𝐻c2) is directed 50 de-
grees away from the 𝑎-axis (𝜃 = 50◦) [59]. As seen in Fig.
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4(e), for 𝜃 = 50◦, 𝑇TCP2 is furthest from 0 K, and spin fluc-
tuations are expected to be the weakest at 0.3 K compared to
other directions. This naturally explains the largest 𝜅ph due to
the weakest spin-phonon scattering at 0.3 K for 𝜃 = 50◦. Note
that for H ∥ 𝑎, 𝑇TCP2 can not be determined in the present
study. As shown in Fig. 4(b), at 𝐻c2, 𝑑𝜆′/𝑑𝐻 continues to
increase with cooling from 2 K to 1.35 K. In addition, a shoul-
der feature is found slightly above 𝐻c2 near 𝐻∗, indicating the
crossover between PM and field-polarized FM phases, or the
ultimate disappearance of the AFM2 state. Previous neutron
study has shown that the AFM2 and FM coexists at 0.25 K
near 𝐻c2 for H ∥ 𝑎 [44]. This suggests that for H ∥ 𝑎, the
𝑇N (𝐻) and 𝑇∗ (𝐻) lines have crossed (if not merged together)
somewhere between 1.35 and 0.25 K, with TCP2 likely lo-
cated at the crossing point. Although a QTCP is not realized
here in Na3Co2SbO6, the findings provide a crucial insight
into manipulating critical points and pursuing QCP by varying
the direction of the magnetic field in quantum magnets with
pronounced anisotropy. Similar tunable critical points by the
direction of the magnetic field have been found in the itinerant
metamagnet Sr3Ru2O7, which shows non-Fermi liquid behav-
ior near the field-induced QCP with H ∥ 𝑐 [60, 61]. Compared
to conventional tuning parameters like pressure and chemical
doping, adjusting the magnetic field direction is considerably
more straightforward. Utilizing the composite ME method
alongside this approach enables the efficient exploration and
characterization of various critical points, including both clas-
sical and quantum critical points.

A final remark about the AC magnetostriction coefficient
and AC magnetic susceptibility measurements is that although
they are extremely sensitive to critical spin fluctuations, un-
veiling the nature of a critical point remains challenging. As
displayed in the inset of Fig. 4(f), at TCP2, the intensity
of 𝜒′ is highly frequency-dependent and diverges sharply in
the zero-frequency limit. Although a relatively low frequency
(211 Hz) is used in the AC magnetostriction coefficient exper-
iments, it is still far from the static limit. The critical slowing

down at finite frequencies can originate from disorder and/or
the presence of domain walls near the first-order transition
[61, 62]. Consequently, extracting the critical exponents with
great certainty from the temperature- and field-dependent AC
magnetostriction coefficient and AC magnetic susceptibility
measured at finite frequency is difficult.

In summary, we have introduced a straightforward yet
highly sensitive technique for probing critical spin fluctuations
through the measurement of the magnetostriction coefficient
via a composite magnetoelectric (ME) method. Utilizing this
approach, we have successfully delineated the intricate mag-
netic phase diagrams of the Kitaev material Na3Co2SbO6. No-
tably, we identified two tricritical points within these diagrams,
where the ME signal sharply diverges under the influence of
in-plane magnetic fields. Interestingly, one of these tricritical
points is in close proximity to a quantum critical point and
demonstrates considerable tunability through adjustments in
the direction of the in-plane magnetic field. This offers an
alternative avenue for exploring quantum phase transitions,
complementing traditional methods such as pressure and dop-
ing, particularly in quantum magnets characterized by signifi-
cant magnetic anisotropy. The composite ME method thereby
serves as a powerful tool for advancing the investigation of
quantum critical points as well as the associated quantum crit-
ical spin fluctuations.
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