
論文 / 著書情報
Article / Book Information

Title Two-dimensional superconductivity in the layered organic
superconductor kappa_H_-(DMEDO-TSeF)_2_[Au(CN)_4_](THF) with
thick dielectric insulating layers

Authors Tadashi Kawamoto,Takehiko Mori,Yamaguchi Takahide,Taichi
Terashima,Shinya Uji,Takashi Shirahata,Tatsuro Imakubo

Citation Phys. Rev. B, Vol. 85, No. 1,

発行日/Pub. date 2012, 1

公式URL/Journal
URL

 http://journals.aps.org/prb/

権利情報/Copyright  Copyright (c) 2012 American Physical Society

Powered by T2R2 (Science Tokyo Research Repository)

http://journals.aps.org/prb/
http://t2r2.star.titech.ac.jp/


PHYSICAL REVIEW B 85, 014504 (2012)

Two-dimensional superconductivity in the layered organic superconductor
κH-(DMEDO-TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF) with thick dielectric insulating layers

Tadashi Kawamoto* and Takehiko Mori
Department of Organic and Polymeric Materials, Graduate School of Science and Engineering, Tokyo Institute of Technology,

O-okayama, Meguro-ku, Tokyo 152-8552, Japan

Yamaguchi Takahide, Taichi Terashima, and Shinya Uji
National Institute for Materials Science, Tsukuba, Ibaraki 305-0003, Japan

Takashi Shirahata
Department of Applied Chemistry, Ehime University, Ehime 790-8557, Japan

Tatsuro Imakubo
Department of Materials Science and Technology, Nagaoka University of Technology, Nagaoka, Niigata 940-2188, Japan

(Received 17 May 2011; revised manuscript received 5 December 2011; published 17 January 2012)

We have systematically investigated the resistive superconducting transition in the layered organic
superconductor κH-(DMEDO-TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF) [where DMEDO-TSeF is dimethyl(ethylenedioxy)
tetraselenafulvalene and THF is tetrahydrofuran], which consists of two crystallographically independent
conducting layers and one independent thick dielectric insulating layer. Applying a slight pressure of up to
0.35 GPa suppresses the superconducting phase. The angular dependence of the upper critical field and the short
interlayer coherence length indicate that the present compound is a highly two-dimensional superconductor. The
upper critical field parallel to the conducting layers exceeds the Pauli paramagnetic limit. These superconducting
properties are consistent with the crystal structure in which the superconducting layers are well separated by a
thick anion insulating layer.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevB.85.014504 PACS number(s): 74.70.Kn, 74.25.F−, 74.62.Fj

I. INTRODUCTION

Most layered organic superconductors have one crys-
tallographically independent conducting layer.1,2 Two new
organic superconductors with the same chemical composition,
κL- and κH-(DMEDO-TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF) (see Fig. 1),
have been developed.3,4 The κL phase (onset Tc = 3.0 K)
has a disordered solvent molecule THF and exhibits an
orthorhombic–monoclinic distortion phase transition at Td =
209 K.5–7 The low-temperature structure consists of two
monoclinic domains. On the other hand, the THF molecule
of the κH phase (onset Tc = 4.8 K) is ordered even at room
temperature. Moreover, there are two crystallographically
independent conducting layers (A and B) [see Fig. 1(b)] and
both layers have a κ-type donor arrangement. We consider
that both layers exhibit superconductivity because the volume
fraction of superconductivity at 1.9 K is about 90% that
of perfect diamagnetism.3 This compound is a rare organic
superconductor, having two independent conducting layers.
Other organic superconductors with two independent conduct-
ing layers have one- and two-dimensional (2D) conducting
layers,8,9 whereas the present compound has two kinds of 2D
κ-type conducting layers.

The dimensionality of the electronic states of the layered
conductors is related to the magnitude of the interlayer
interaction. The interlayer interaction depends on the distance
between the conducting layers and the thick anion layers
form a well-separated layered conducting system. Such a
layered system has a highly 2D electronic state. Both κL- and
κH-(DMEDO-TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF) superconductors have
thicker anion layers than other organic superconductors.3

The present compounds have THF solvent molecules in the
anion insulating layers. The THF molecule is a polar molecule
and exhibits ferroelectric ordering in the insulating layer of the
κH phase, even at room temperature [Fig. 1(c)]; the relationship
between the insulating layers is antiferroelectric. The polarized
THF polarizes the anion [Au(CN)4]−. This anion has four
crystallographically nonequivalent CN units, in agreement
with the polarization. The present organic superconductor, κH-
(DMEDO-TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF), may exhibit Ginzburg’s
mechanism of superconductivity because its superconducting
layers are sandwiched between dielectric insulating layers.10

The present paper reports the superconducting properties
of the κH phase in terms of its transport properties. The
results reveal that the present compound is a highly 2D
superconductor with a short coherence length perpendicular
to the conducting layer and that the superconducting phase is
sensitive to the applied pressure.

II. EXPERIMENT

Single crystals were prepared by electrocrystallization.3

The crystal has the shape of hexagonal plate with the typical
size of 0.4 × 0.3 × 0.05 mm3. High-pressure resistance mea-
surements were performed using a clamped piston-cylinder
cell consisting of a BeCu cylinder with Daphne 7373 oil as the
pressure-transmitting medium; the sample was cooled to 1.6 K.
The room-temperature pressure was determined by measuring
the resistance of a Manganin wire with a pressure coefficient
of 2.4%/GPa.11 Because the pressure decreased by about
0.15 GPa between 300 and 50 K, this pressure was subtracted
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FIG. 1. (a) DMEDO-TSeF and THF molecules. THF is a polar
molecule. (b) Crystal structure projected along the long molec-
ular axis and (c) projection onto the ab plane of κH-(DMEDO-
TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF). A and B are two crystallographically inde-
pendent conducting layers. The conducting layers of DMEDO-TSeF
dimers are separated by insulating anion layers, where the insulating
layer is composed of [Au(CN)4]− and polar THF molecules. The
arrows both in (a) and (c) denote the polarization vector p of THF
molecules.

from the pressures measured at room temperature.12 The
resistance measurements were performed by the four-probe
method along the a∗ axis (the interlayer resistance) with an ac
current (0.01–0.3 μA). For magnetoresistance measurements,
the samples were mounted on a two-axis rotator in a cryostat
in a 17 T superconducting magnet and were cooled to
1.6 K. For magnetoresistance measurements below 1.6 K, the
samples were mounted in a dilution refrigerator in a 20 T
superconducting magnet with one degree of rotational freedom
with respect to the magnetic field and were cooled to 35 mK.
All magnetoresistance measurements were performed at the
National Institute for Materials Science.

III. RESULTS

Figure 2(a) shows the temperature dependence of the
electrical resistance for six different pressures. The resistance
decreases with decreasing temperature, even at ambient
pressure. In our measurements, the superconducting transition
temperature at ambient pressure is Tc = 4.4 K (midpoint
Tc). Applying a slight pressure drastically reduces the room-
temperature resistance. Tc decreases gradually with increasing
pressure and superconductivity disappears at around 0.35 GPa
above 1.6 K. Figure 2(b) shows the temperature–pressure
phase diagram. The superconducting phase exists in a narrow
pressure range. The pressure dependence of Tc displays a
power-law-like behavior.
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FIG. 2. (Color online) (a) Temperature dependence of the re-
sistance for six pressures. (b) The phase diagram of κH-(DMEDO-
TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF). The inset in (b) shows the Tc ∝ (Pc − P )α

dependence, where Pc = 0.33(2) and α = 0.35(8). The solid line in
(b) shows the same Tc ∝ (Pc − P )α dependence.

Figure 3 shows the magnetic field dependence of the elec-
trical resistance for various field directions and temperatures at
ambient pressure. The upper critical fields, Hc2, are determined
from 50% recovery of the extrapolated magnetoresistance
R(H ) in the higher field region in Fig. 3. In several highly
2D superconductors including high-Tc cuprates, the curvature
of the resistive transition field, Hc2(T ), is reported to vary
depending on the definition of the recovery percentage and
in the low resistance limit, the shape of Hc2(T ) perpendicular
to the conducting sheet approaches the irreversibility line.13,14

Moreover, flux-flow resistance gives a finite resistance even
in the superconducting state. In κ-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2

[BEDT-TTF: bis(ethylenedithio)tetrathiafulvalene], the slope
of Hc2(T ) determined by the specific heat measurement
is larger than that obtained from the magnetoresistance
measurement.15 However, in the present compound, even when
Hc2 is defined by 10 or 90% recovery, the shape of Hc2(T )
does not qualitatively change. This indicates the validity of
magnetoresistance as a probe of Hc2.
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FIG. 3. Magnetic field dependence of resistance for various (a)
field directions and [(b) and (c)] temperatures.

Figure 4 shows the angular dependence of the upper
critical fields at 1.6 K. For anisotropic three-dimensional (3D)
superconductors, the angular dependence of the upper critical
field is given by

[
Hc2(θ ) sin θ

Hc2⊥

]2

+
[
Hc2(θ ) cos θ

Hc2‖

]2

= 1, (1)

FIG. 4. Angular dependence of the upper critical field at 1.6 K.
The solid and dotted lines indicate the results of calculations based on
the Tinkham 2D model and the anisotropic 3D model, respectively.
The inset shows the low-angle region.

where θ is the angle of the field from the conducting plane (‖ bc

plane) and Hc2‖ and Hc2⊥ are, respectively, the upper critical
fields parallel and perpendicular to the conducting plane.16

For 2D superconductors, the angular dependence of the upper
critical field varies according to:16

∣∣∣∣Hc2(θ ) sin θ

Hc2⊥

∣∣∣∣ +
(

Hc2(θ ) cos θ

Hc2‖

)2

= 1. (2)

The difference between the 3D and 2D models is large near θ =
0◦; the 2D curve has a cusp for the magnetic field parallel to
the conducting sheet. The observed upper critical fields (Hc2‖
and Hc2⊥) are well reproduced by the 2D model (Fig. 4). The
present compound is recognized as being a 2D superconductor.
A 2D angular dependence of the upper critical field has also
been observed in some organic superconductors.7,17–21

Figure 5 shows the temperature dependence of the upper
critical fields. We can estimate the Ginzburg–Landau (GL)
coherence lengths at T = 0 K using the following relation:22

−dHc2⊥(T )

dT

∣∣∣∣
T =Tc

= �0

2πμ0

1

ξ 2
‖ Tc

(3)

−dHc2‖(T )

dT

∣∣∣∣
T =Tc

= �0

2πμ0

1

ξ‖ξ⊥Tc

, (4)
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FIG. 5. Temperature dependence of the upper critical fields. The
solid lines show the slope of Hc2(T ) around T = Tc.
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where �0 is the flux quantum, μ0 is the magnetic constant,
and ξ‖ and ξ⊥ are, respectively, the GL coherence lengths
parallel and perpendicular to the conducting layers at T =
0 K. The coherence lengths estimated from the slope of
Hc2(T ) at Tc are ξ‖ = 530(20) Å and ξ⊥ = 3.1(3) Å. The
transverse coherence length, ξ⊥, is considerably shorter than
the thickness of the effective conducting sheet, [a sin(β)]/2 =
19.359(3) Å, indicating that the superconductivity is 2D. The
superconducting anisotropy parameter, γ ,16 is defined as

γ =
dHc2‖(T )

dT

∣∣
T =Tc

dHc2⊥(T )
dT

∣∣
T =Tc

= ξ‖
ξ⊥

, (5)

and it is 170(15).

IV. DISCUSSION

Although the present compound is a well-separated layered
system at ambient pressure, the room temperature resistance
rapidly decreases at a slight applied pressure ∼0.18 GPa. This
indicates that the pressure drastically changes the value of the
interlayer interaction. However, the reason of such a sensitive
interlayer interaction is not clear. The temperature dependence
of the resistance, R(T ), in κ-type BEDT-TTF conductors
has a broad peak around 100 K.1,2 Moreover, the κL phase
of (DMEDO-TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF) and other κ-(DMEDO-
TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](solvent) superconductors also have a peak
structure around 100 K.3,4 By contrast, the resistance of the
present compound decreases monotonically with decreasing
temperature despite its κ-type structure [Fig. 1(a)]. The origin
of this difference between the κH phase and the other phases
is not clear.

In the present compound, the conducting donor layers are
separated by insulating layers composed of [Au(CN)4]− and
THF molecules. Moreover, there are two crystallographically
independent conducting layers, A and B. Therefore, this
compound should be modeled by the S − I − S ′ − I . . . layer
structure, where S(S ′) and I denote the superconductor and
insulator, respectively. Although the present compound has
two nonequivalent superconducting layers, it is not clear that
the superconducting transition temperature of the layer A is
the same as that of B. If Tc of the layer A differs from that
of B, it is theoretically expected that the anisotropy of the
London penetration depth rapidly decreases with decreasing
temperature below the highest Tc.23 However, our results
cannot clarify this problem. The interlayer coherence length,
ξ⊥, is comparable to the distance between the Se atoms of the
TSeF unit along the long molecular axis (∼3.4 Å), as shown
in Fig. 1(a). This indicates that Cooper pairs condense into
the TSeF unit in the superconducting phase. The anisotropic
coherence lengths are almost the same as those of the κL

phase (see Table I) despite the difference in Tc.7 The present
compound has a much larger anisotropy parameter γ than
other organic superconductors (γ ∼ 10–50).2 The values of γ

for both the κL and κH phases are close to that of the high-Tc

cuprate, Bi2Sr2CaCu2O8+x .2,16

There are two limits for the critical magnetic field at which
superconductivity is destroyed. The first limit is the orbital
effect. The expected zero temperature critical field is given
by Horb = 0.7 Tc|dHc2/dT |T =Tc

.24 For the present compound,

TABLE I. The midpoint superconducting transition temperature
T mid

c , the GL coherence lengths ξ‖ and ξ⊥, the anisotropy parameter γ ,
the orbital limit μ0Horb, the Pauli limit μ0HP , and the Maki parameter
α for κL- and κH-(DMEDO-TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF). The results for
the κL phase from a previous study.7

κL phase κH phase

T mid
c (K) 2.2 4.4

ξ‖ (Å) 510(30) 530(20)
ξ⊥ (Å) 3.5(5) 3.1(3)
γ 150(20) 170(15)
μ0Horb (T) ∼13 ∼14
μ0HP (T) ∼4.0 ∼8.1
α ∼4.6 ∼2.5

the orbital limit estimated from the slope of Hc2‖(T ) at Tc in
Fig. 4 is about 14 T. For a layered superconductor, the parallel
critical field can be rewritten as

Hc2‖ = �0

2πμ0

√
12

ξ‖t
(6)

by considering the thickness of the superconducting layer,
t .25 The present compound satisfies the relationship between
the insulating layer thickness and the coherence length (ξ⊥ <

di/
√

2), where we define the insulating layer thickness,
di ≈ 4.7 Å, as the distance between the planes composed of
the outside edge of the hydrogen atoms of DMEDO-TSeF
molecules. Setting the corresponding values, ξ‖ = 530(20) Å
and t = [a sin(β)]/2 − di ≈ 14.66 Å, we find μ0Hc2‖ ∼ 15 T.
This estimated value is comparable to experimentally obtained
μ0Horb.

The second limit originates in the Pauli pair breaking
mechanism; the external magnetic field destroys the spin-
singlet state of the Cooper pair, imposing the Clogston–
Chandrasekhar paramagnetic limit.26,27 For a BCS super-
conductor, this is given by μ0HP = 1.84 Tc T/K. For the
present compound, the paramagnetic limit is about 8.1 T
when Tc = 4.4 K. Figure 6 shows a plot of the critical
fields of different materials, κL and κH phases, scaled by
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FIG. 6. (Color online) The critical fields with the magnetic
field parallel to the conducting layers of κL- and κH-(DMEDO-
TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF) as a function of temperature. The results
for the κL phase are from a previous study.7
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their critical temperatures and Pauli limits. The upper crit-
ical field parallel to the conducting sheet of the κH phase
exceeds the paramagnetic limit below T/Tc ∼ 0.3 and does
not exhibit saturation behavior. This is similar to that of
κ-(BEDT-TTF)2Cu(NCS)2.28 However, the actual value of
the Pauli limit is increased by the factor (1 + λep)1/2, where
λep is the electron-phonon coupling constant.22,26 The simple
relationship, μ0HP = 1.84 Tc, is true in the weak-coupling
limit. Therefore, the real value of HP might be larger than our
estimation.

These limits for the critical field give the Maki parameter,
α = √

2Horb/HP (see Table I).29 The Maki parameter of the
κH phase is smaller than that of the κL phase. Although
the Fulde-Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO) state may exist
below T/Tc = 0.55 for superconductors with α > 1.8,30 the
κH phase does not show a clear anomaly below T/Tc = 0.55
in Fig. 6. Several research groups have recently found the
phase transition from the conventional superconducting state
to the FFLO state in several layered organic superconductors

by the penetration depth,31 magnetic torque,32 and specific
heat measurements.33 For the 2D organic superconductor β ′′-
(BEDT-TTF)2SF5CH2CF2SO3 with the anisotropy parameter
γ = 18,34 the FFLO phase transition has been detected below
T/Tc = 0.24 using a tunnel diode oscillator.31 However,
the magnetoresistance does not show a clear anomaly in
this temperature region.35 This indicates the difficulty in
detecting the FFLO phase transition by magnetoresistance
measurements.36

Finally, we discuss the interlayer upper critical field.
The interlayer upper critical field, Hc2⊥(T ), shows upward
curvature and exhibits a (1 − T/Tc)3/2 dependence, which has
been also observed in the κL phase, as shown in Fig. 7.7

In the κH phase, Hc2⊥ gradually deviates from this power-
law dependence below T/Tc ∼ 0.7. Many superconductors
including high-Tc cuprates exhibit this behavior but its origin
is still controversial.37–40

V. CONCLUSION

The room-temperature resistance decreases rapidly with
increasing pressure. The superconducting phase is sensitive to
the pressure and exists in a narrow pressure range. The angular
dependence of the upper critical field and the short coherence
length perpendicular to the conducting sheet demonstrate that
κH-(DMEDO-TSeF)2[Au(CN)4](THF) is a highly 2D super-
conductor. The upper critical field parallel to the conducting
layers exceeds the paramagnetic limit but is smaller than the
orbital limit. Although the present compound may exhibit
the FFLO state at low temperature, the magnetoresistance
measurements have not detected the FFLO phase transition.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors acknowledge M. Kibune and H. Yoshino
for assistance in the sample preparation. This work was
partially supported by a Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research
on Innovative Areas (Grant No. 23110709) from MEXT.

*kawamoto@o.cc.titech.ac.jp
1T. Ishiguro, K. Yamaji, and G. Saito, Organic Superconductors,
2nd ed. (Springer, Berlin, 1998).

2N. Toyota, M. Lang, and J. Müller, Low-Dimensional Molecular
Metals (Springer, Berlin, 2007).

3T. Shirahata, M. Kibune, and T. Imakubo, Chem. Commun. 1592
(2006).

4T. Shirahata, M. Kibune, H. Yoshino, and T. Imakubo, Chem. Eur.
J. 13, 7619 (2007).

5T. Kawamoto, T. Mori, T. Kakiuchi, H. Sawa, T. Shirahata,
M. Kibune, H. Yoshino, and T. Imakubo, Phys. Rev. B 76, 134517
(2007).

6T. Kawamoto, T. Mori, Y. Takahide, S. Uji, D. Graf, J. S. Brooks,
T. Shirahata, M. Kibune, H. Yoshino, and T. Imakubo, Phys. Rev.
B 83, 012505 (2011).

7T. Kawamoto, T. Mori, T. Shirahata, and T. Imakubo, J. Phys. Soc.
Jpn. 80, 054706 (2011).

8R. Kato, K. Yamamoto, Y. Okano, H. Tajima, and H. Sawa, Chem.
Commun. 947 (1997).

9J. A. Schlueter, L. Weihl, H. Park, M. de Souza, M. Lang, H.-J.
Koo, and M.-H. Whangbo, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 132, 16308 (2010).

10V. L. Ginzburg, Contemp. Phys. 9, 355 (1968).
11H. Fujiwara, H. Kadomatsu, and K. Tohma, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 51,

1345 (1980).
12K. Murata, H. Yoshino, H. O. Yadav, Y. Honda, and N. Shirakawa,

Rev. Sci. Instrum. 68, 2490 (1997).
13W. K. Kwok et al., Phys. Rev. B 42, R8686 (1990).
14Y. Ando et al., Phys. Rev. B 60, 12475 (1999).
15J. E. Graebner, R. C. Haddon, S. V. Chichester, and S. H. Glarum,

Phys. Rev. B 41, 4808 (1990).
16M. Tinkham, Introduction to Superconductivity, 2nd ed. (McGraw-

Hill, New York, 1996).
17J. S. Brooks, S. Uji, H. Aoki, T. Terashima, M. Tokumoto,

N. Kinoshita, Y. Tanaka, and H. Anzai, Synth. Met. 70, 839 (1995).

014504-5

http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/B516940B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/B516940B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.200700314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/chem.200700314
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.134517
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.76.134517
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.012505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.83.012505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.80.054706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.80.054706
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/A700629B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/A700629B
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ja105854m
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00107516808220090
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1136061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1136061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.1148145
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.42.8686
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.60.12475
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.41.4808
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0379-6779(94)02672-L


TADASHI KAWAMOTO et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW B 85, 014504 (2012)

18S. Wanka, D. Beckmann, J. Wosnitza, E. Balthes, D. Schweitzer,
W. Strunz, and H. J. Keller, Phys. Rev. B 53, 9301 (1996).

19F. Zuo, J. S. Brooks, R. H. McKenzie, J. A. Schlueter, and J. M.
Williams, Phys. Rev. B 61, 750 (2000).

20S. Uji, C. Terakura, T. Terashima, Y. Okano, and R. Kato, Phys.
Rev. B 64, 214517 (2001).

21E. S. Choi, E. Jobilong, A. Wade, E. Goetz, J. S. Brooks, J. Yamada,
T. Mizutani, T. Kinoshita, and M. Tokumoto, Phys. Rev. B 67,
174511 (2003).

22T. P. Orlando, E. J. McNiff Jr., S. Foner, and M. R. Beasley, Phys.
Rev. B 19, 4545 (1979).

23L. N. Bulaevskii, R. M. Osgood III, and M. V. Zyskin, J. Phys.
Condens. Matter 2, 7867 (1990).

24N. R. Werthamer, E. Helfand, and P. C. Hohenberg, Phys. Rev. 147,
295 (1966).

25F. E. Harper and M. Tinkham, Phys. Rev. 172, 441 (1968).
26A. M. Clogston, Phys. Rev. Lett. 9, 266 (1962).
27B. S. Chandrasekhar, Appl. Phys. Lett. 1, 7 (1962).
28C. C. Agosta, C. Martin, H. A. Radovan, E. C. Palm, T. P. Murphy,

S. W. Tozer, J. C. Cooley, J. A. Schlueter, and C. Petrovic, J. Phys.
Chem. Solids 67, 586 (2006).

29K. Maki, Phys. Rev. 148, 362 (1966).

30L. W. Gruenberg and L. Gunther, Phys. Rev. Lett. 16, 996
(1966).

31K. Cho, B. E. Smith, W. A. Coniglio, L. E. Winter, C. C. Agosta,
and J. A. Schlueter, Phys. Rev. B 79, 220507(R) (2009).

32B. Bergk, A. Demuer, I. Sheikin, Y. Wang, J. Wosnitza,
Y. Nakazawa, and R. Lortz, Phys. Rev. B 83, 064506 (2011).

33R. Lortz, Y. Wang, A. Demuer, P. H. M. Böttger, B. Bergk,
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