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W e report neutron scattering m easurem ents of cooperative spin excitations in antiferrom agneti-
cally ordered BaFeA 5, the parent phase of an iron pnictide superconductor. T he data extend up
to 100m eV and show that the spoin excitation spectrum is sharp and highly dispersive. By tting
the spectrum to a linear spin-wave m odelw e estin ate the m agnon bandw idth to be in the region of

017€&V . The large characteristic spin
In the fom ation of the superconducting state.

PACS numbers: 7425Ha, 74.70Dd, 75.30D s, 78.70 N x

O ne of the greatest challenges presented by the re—
cently discovered iron pnictide superconductorst is to
dentify the electron pairing interaction which pem is
the form ation of a superconducting condensate. In con—
ventional superconductors this Interaction is provided
by the exchange of a phonon. For the iron pnictides,
however, theoretical calculations? indicate that the
electron {phonon coupling is too weak to account for the
observed high criticaltem peratures. A ttention hasthere-
fore tumed to other types of bosonic excitations which
could m ediate the pairing interaction.

One such candidate is spin  uctuationd . Tn comm on
w ith the layered cuprates, superconductivity in the pnic—
tides is found in close proxim ity to parent phases which
exhibit Jong—range antiferrom agnetic order?® . H owever,
unlike the cuprates, whose m agnetic properties are gov—
emed by strong superexchange interactions between lo—
calized q)jn{% moments in a single Cu 3d,2 - orbial,
m agnetism In the pnictides ism ore itinerant in character
and derives from multiple d ordbitals. Tk m ay also involve
a degree of frustration. In m agnetically ordered m ateri-
als the dom inant m agnetic exciations are coherent soin
waves. W avevectorresolved m easurem ents of the spin—
w ave goectrum by inelastic neutron scattering provide in—
formm ation on the findam entalm agnetic Interactions and
can also reveale ects due to itinerancy and frustration.
Such studies on the m agnetically ordered parent phases
of unconventional superconductors like the cuprates and
iron pnictides are im portant to establish the characteris—
tic energy scales ofthe spin  uctuations and also to pro—
vide a reference against which changes associated w ith
superconductivity can be identi ed.

H ere we present neutron scattering data on the collec—
tive spin excitations in antiferrom agneticBaFe,As,. W e

nd that the spin excitation spectrum has a very steep
dispersion within the FeA s layers w ith a bandw idth in
the region of 017&V, not much lss than that in the
cuprates. Such a high characteristic energy suggests that
soin  uctuations are a serjous candidate to m ediate high
tem perature superconductivity in the iron pnictides.

The parent phase BaFeA s, becom es superconduct—

uctuation energy suggests that m agnetisn could ply a role
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FIG. 1l: (Color online) Crystal and m agnetic structure of
BaFe,As,. On the lft is the crystal structure with the

conventional unit cell for the low tem perature orthorhom bic
Fmmm structure. The three{dim ensional antiferrom agnetic
(A FM ) ordering ofFe spins is indicated. O n the right isa sin—
gl layer of Fe spins show ing the n-plane AFM order and the
nearest— and nextnearestneighbour exchange interactions.

ing on doping w ith holes! or on application of pressured .
At Ts= 140K, BaFeA s, undergoes a structural transi-
tion from tetragonalto orthorhom bicand sin ultaneously
develops three-dim ensional long-range antiferrom agnetic
order21l | On cooling through Ts, the space group
changes from I4=mmm (lattice parametersa = 3:96A,
c= 130A) toFmmm (lattice parametersa = 5614,
b= 557A, ¢ = 129A). The magnetic structure of
BaFeA sy, shown In Fjg.III, is a collinear antiferrom agnet
w ith propagation vector Q ar = (1;0;1). The ordered
m om ents on the Fe atom s are of approxim ate m agniude
09 p and point along the orthorhom bic a axis.
Polycrystalline BaFe,As, was prepared by reacting
stoichiom etric am ounts of the elem ents in a tantalum
am poule sealed under argon (800 C for 2 days, then
900 C for 2 days after regrinding). Phase purity was
con m ed using X -ray powder di raction. T he neutron
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scattering experin ents were perform ed on the M ERLIN

chopper spectrom eter at the ISIS Facility!?. Approxi-
mately 8g of the BaFe,As, powder was sealed inside
a cylindrical alum inium can m ounted in a top—Joading
closed—cycle refrigerator. Spectra were recorded at a tem —
perature of 7K wih four di erent neutron incident en—
ergies: E; = 25meV, 50mev, 200m eV and 400m &V .
The scattering from a standard vanadiim sampl was
used to nomn alize the spectra and to place them on an

absolute intensity scalew ith unitsmbsr! mev ' fu.?!,
where fu. stands for Yorm ula unit’ ©fBaFeAsy). The
spectra were azim uthally-averaged and transform ed onto
a @ j;energy) grid, where Q = P jis the m agnitude of
the neutron scattering vector. The presented intensity
isthe partialdi erentialcrosssection & =d dE¢muli-
plied by the factor ki=k¢%, where k; and k¢ are the initial
and nalneutron wavevectorsand E¢ isthe nalneutron
energy.

Figure[d (@) illustrates the general features of the data.
At Iow energies there is strong di use scattering due to
the elastic peak and scattering from phonons, the lat—
ter of which Increasesw ih Q . The phonon signaldrops
o sharply above 40m &V, which is the upper lim it of
the vibrationaldensity of statest®. Two distinct features
stand out from the phonon signal. O ne is a narrow pillar
of scatteringat Q = 12A !, and the second is a plum e
of intensity centred on Q = 2:6A ! . The latter extends
In energy to at least 90m €V where it disappears out of
the accessble region of Q jenergy) space. The 12A !
feature is Hllowed to Iower energies in Fig.[2 ), which
was obtained w ith a higher resolution con guration.

The originh of the 12A ! and 2:6A ' features is the
cooperative spin wave excitations (m agnons) associated
w ith the antiferrom agnetic A FM ) zone centres (1;0; 1)
and (1;2; 1). Since the structure is lJayered we expect only
a weak variation In the inelastic scattering with 1. The
e ect of powderaveraging and resolution-folding m akes
the 2D m agnon scattering appear at slightly higher Q
than the 2D AFM wavevectorsQ (,0) = 114 *
25A 1, asobserved in Fig.[2.

Figure [§ shows examples of a series of cuts taken
through the data at di erent energies. At the higher
energies the signalis seen to broaden (right panel). T his
is due to dispersion of the spin waves. Below 15m ev
the m agnetic signal decreases in intensity. W e tted the
cuts taken through Q = 12A ! wih a Gaussian lne
shape on a quadratic background and plot the integrated
Intensities of the tted peaks at each energy in the In—
sert to Fig.[3. The data show that the m agnetic excita—
tions are gapped, w ith no detectable signalbelow 5m €V .
However, the gap is not sharp since a sharp gap would
produce the resolution-broadened step In energy shown
in Fig.[3. The broadening of the step could be due to
dispersion of the gap in the ¢ direction and/or the ex—
istence of two or m ore gaps in the 5{15m &V range. In
orthorhom bic sym m etry two gaps are expected at Q a¢
as a result ofm agnetic anisotropy which splits the soin
waves Into two non-degenerate branches w ith predom i-
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FIG. 2: (Colr online) Neutron scattering spectra of
BaFe;As,. The data were recorded at a tem perature of

7K wih incident neutron energies of (@) 200m &V and (b)
50m eV . The pillars of scattering centred near Q = 12A !
and Q = 2:6A ' are caused by highly dispersive collective
excitations associated w ith the antiferrom agnetically ordered
Fe spins (see Fig.[l). () isa higher resolution in age show ing
the m agnetic signalem erging from Q = 12A b,

nantly in-plane and out-ofplane character, respectively.
W e now compare our data wih a lnear spin wave
model for BaFe;A's, based on an e ective Heisenberg
soin Ham iltonian. The suitability of such a model is
perhaps questionable in view of the itinerant character
of the m agnetism 4, but at the very least it w ill provide
an estin ate of the scale ofthe m agnetic interactions. W e
calculated the spectrum by the sam em ethod as Yao and
C arlson®® but extended the H am iltonian to inclide term s
that represent the single—ion anisotropy:
X X
Jik Sy Bt
hiki J

H =

Ke6)5+Kap 6] §)39: (1)

The rst summ ation is over nearest-neighbour and next—
nearest-neighbourpairsw ith each pair counted only once.
The Jy are exchange param eters as de ned i Fig[ll,
and K ,, and K . are in-plane and out-ofplane anisotropy
constants, respectively. D iagonalisation of equation [Il)
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FIG.3: (Colr online) The kft and right panels show a se—
ries of constant-energy cuts through the m agnon signals at
Q0 =12A ' andQ = 26A * , respectively. The data were
averaged over the energy ranges indicated. Successive cuts
are displaced vertically for clarity. T he sym bols represent dif-
ferent neutron incident energies: 25m eV (red circles), 50m eV
blue squares), 200m €V (green triangles), 400m eV (grey in-
verted triangles). In the left panel the lines are tsto G aus—
sian peaks on a sloping background. In the right panel the
lines are constant-energy cuts (averaged over the sam e en—
ergy ranges as the data) through the pow deraveraged spin
wave soectrum calculated w ith param eters SJ, = 2SJ1, =
2SJ1p, = 35mevVv, J. = 0, SKap = SKce = 0:042mevV and
Se = 028 (see Fig.[d). The insert show s the integrated in—
tensities of the m agnon scattering measured at Q = 12A !
as a function of energy. T he line indicates the expected step
in intensity for a clean gap folded w ith the experin ental res—
olution.

Jeads to tw o non-degenerate branches w ith dispersion

a
hlhi, Q)= A € D)% @)
w here
Q b
AQ = 2SfJ1b[COS( ) 11+ Ja + 2J2 + ch
+S BKapt+ Ko)
c = S(Kab Kc)
b
Dg = ZSleaoos(Q )a+ 2J2c>os(Q2 ()aoos(Qz )
+ J. cosQ c)g: 3)

T he neutron scattering cross section m ay be w rittent®

d2 kf hy) 2 2
= — — f ex] 2W
S @& k2 G2 Q) exp( )

where ( ro=2)2 = 728mb, g is the gfactorof iron, £ Q)
the form factor of iron, exp ( 2W ) is the D ebye{W aller
factor which is close to unity at low tem peratures, o}
is the component of a uni vector in the direction of
Q,andS (@ ;!) isthe response function describing
soin correlations. Only the transverse correlations (yy
and zz PrBaFeA s,) contribute to the linear soin wave
cross section and the response finctions (per BaFeA s,
form ula uni) form agnon creation are given by

S¥¥Q;!) = Se %ﬂl(!ﬂ' lg It b Q)]

s Qi) = s, 25 _Pgayrig L))
hl Q)

)

where S, 1is the e ective spin and n (! ) is the boson

occupation num ber. In linear soin wave theory S = S,
but we keep them distinct here because In the analysis
they are obtained essentially independently (see below ).

B ecause our data do not extend overthe fiilll soin wave
dispersion we were unable to determ ine J1,, J1p, and Jz
independently. However, several authorst’282220 haye
m ade predictions of e ective Heisenberg exchange pa—
ram eters from  rst-principles electronic structure calcu—
lations. In som e casest’2822 J, is predicted to exceed
J1a and Jip, by about a factor of two, wih J;, and Jip
either both ferrom agnetic or both AFM (oroviding Ji14
and Ji, are the sam e sign the spectrum at low energies is
not very sensitive to which sign it is*2). A temativel?2?,
J1a Jip and J15 7 2J2. Guided by these predictions
we xed the ratios of the exchange param eters to be ei-
ther (1) Jia = Jip = J2=2, 0r (i) J1a = 2J2 = 5.
Since we cannot resolve m ore than one gap In the data
we st K 5 = K. 0 that the in-plane and out-ofplane
gaps are the sam e, and we neglected the caxis coupling,
which is expected to be much an aller than the in-plane
coupling. The g-factorwas set to 2.

W e com puted the powderaveraged spin wave spec—
trum convoluted with the Instrum ental resolution and

tted it to the experim entaldata near Q = 26A ' al-
Iowing only SJ, and S to vary. Se is essentially de—
termm ined by the absolute intensity, and SJ, by the dis—
persion. Data near Q = 12A ! were excluded as the
peak w idths are dom inated by instrum ent resolution and
consequently are nsensitive to SJ, . W e obtained equally
good tsto the data w ith both sets of param eter ratios.
Thebest- tparam etersare, forcase i) SE = 35 3mev
and S, = 028 004,and forcase (1) S& = 18 1mev
and S¢ = 0:54 0:05. The highest resolution data re—
vealsagap of 757 02 mev | Figld (nsert) | which
yieds SK. = SK,, = 0042 0004meV [case (I)] and
0053 0:005m eV [case (i1)]. Forcase (i) wetried di erent
values of J;=J,, but the best- t value of S% was rela—
tively insensitive, varying from 33m eV (J;=J, = 025)



Intensity
(mbarn/sr/meV/f.u.)

120
1.2
100
1
S 80
E 0.8
5 60 0.6
2
20 0.2
0 0

FIG .4: (Coloronline) Sin ulation ofthe pow deraveraged spin
wave spectrum ofBaFe;A s, . The sim ulation covers the sam e
Q and energy range as the data in Fig.[2(@). The param eters
used for the sin ulation are given in the caption to Fig.[3.

to 46meV (J1=J; = 1). Aside from the uncertainty in
J1=J,, the m apr error in SJ, is the statistical error on
the t. Theemor in S© ocomes from estin ates of the
background and instrum ental resolution.

To illustrate the level of agreem ent, F ig.[4d show s the
pow der-averaged spin wave spectrum calculated w ith the
best- t param eters for case (i) over the sam e range ofQ
and energy covered by the m easurem ents in Fig.[2(@).
Themaxinum spin wave energy is 175 m eV for both
param eter sets, well out of range of the present exper-
Inent. W e note that the order of m agnitude of the
experim entally-determ ined exchange param eters is con—
sistent w ith theoretical predictionst?284220 providing S
isclosetounity. ThevaluiesofgS, [0.56 forcase (i),1.08

for case (ii)] obtained from our analysis are com parable
w ith them easured orderedmoment n 5 of0.8{0.0021,

Our results show that spin uctuations in the parent
phase of the pnictides exist over a wide energy range
extending up to 175m &V, not much lss than that
found in the cuprate high tem perature superconductors.
R ecent neutron scattering studies on single crystals of
SIFe,A 52! and CaFeA 5,22, though restricted to ener—
gles below 25meV, also nd steep magnon dispersion
relations. For high T. it is natural to look for a pair-
Ing boson w ith a large characteristic energy. The data
here show that spin uctuations satisfy this requirem ent.
However, ifm agnetian is to play a rolk in the supercon—
ducting state then therem ust also be a coupling between
soin  uctuations and the electrons involved in pairing.
O ne piece ofevidence for this is the recent observation of
a resonant spin excitation in the superconducting state of
BagK guFeA 5,23 . M ore generally, the itinerant charac—
ter ofm agnetism in the pnictides hasbeen inferred from
the nesting of electron and hole Fem i surface pockets
w ith nesting vector Q » r2242328 and by the cbserved ef-
fect of AFM order on the Fem i surface as revealed for
exam ple by optical spectroscopy®2?, angle-resolved pho—
toem ission spectroscopy?® and quantum oscillations?? .

On the other hand, the dynam ic m agnetic response
m easured here does not show any obvious ngerprints
of itinerant magnetian , such as damping due to a
Stoner continuum . It will be interesting to ollow the
soin excitation spectrum to still higher energies where
itinerant e ects generally have the largest in uence.
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