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Superexchange-D riven M agnetoelectricity in M agnetic V ortices
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W e dem onstrate that m agnetic vortices in which spins are coupled to polar lattice distortions
via superexchange exhbit an unusually large linear m agnetoelectric response. W e show that the
periodic arrays of vortices form ed by frustrated spins on K agom e lattices provide a realization of
this concept; our ab initio calculations for such a m odel structure yield a m agnetoelectric coe cient
that is 30 tin es lJarger than that of prototypical single phase m agnetoelectrics. F inally, we identify
the design rules required to obtain such a response in a practicalm aterial.
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The ability to controlm agnetism w ith electric elds,
w hich can be realized through the Interplay between spins
and charges in solids, has an obvious technological ap—
peal. The smplest orm of such a control is the lnear
m agnetoelctric e ect, when an antiferrom agnet placed
In an ekctric eld E becom es a m agnetized w ith m ag—
netization M , whilke an applied m agnetic eld H induces
an electric polarization P , proportionalto the eld:

Pi = inj
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Here i; is the m agnetoelectric tensor and sum m ation

over repeated indices is mplied. This m agnetoelec-
tric regponse requires sin ultaneous breaking of inver-
sion and tim ereversal sym m etries, which de nes the al-
lowed m agnetic sym m etry classes and the non-zero com —
ponents of the m agnetoelectric tensor. W hilk the phe-
nom enology of the linear m agnetoelectric e ect is now

wellunderstood[l, 2], the use ofm agnetoelectrics isham —
pered by rather low values of their m agnetoelectric con—
stants: for exam ple In the prototypicalm agnetoelectric

Cr03,a (ame) ekctric eld of1 1¢ V/an induces a

(tiny) m agnetization of 9 10° 5 perCrion. The

search for m aterials with a much stronger response re—
quires a deeper understanding of the m icroscopic m ech—
anism s of m agnetoelectric coupling and new ideas about

spin orders and crystal lattices that can conspire to pro—
duce a large m agnetoelkctric e ect.

T he aforem entioned technological driver is likely also
regoonsible for the renew alof nterest in the related class
of m ultiferroic m aterdals which have sin ultaneous ferro-
electric and (ferro)m agnetic orders. T wo recent develop—
ments In this eld are particularly relevant for the work
we will present in this Letter. First, an early observa-—
tion that spiral m agnetic order can lad to an electri-
cal polarization[3], has been con m ed repeatedlyld, |9]
and the list of such m aterials has been considerably en—
larged. W hilke spectacular non-linear m agnetoelectric ef-
fects, such as reordentation of electric polarization w ith
a magnetic eld, have been observed, the polarizations

In such spiralm agnets are an allbecause the spin—lattice
Interaction is the weak spin-orbit-driven D zyaloshinskii-
M oriya interaction[g,|1]. At the sam e tin e, a new class
of m ultiferroics has been identi ed in which the m ag-
netic ordering couples to the lattice through m echanisn s
of non-relativistic origin, In particular exchange stric—
tion arising from superexchangeld,|9]. T he stronger soin—
lattice coupling leads to correspondingly larger m agnet—
ically induced ferroelectric polarizations, w ith polariza—
tion values close to those of conventional ferroelectrics
suggested.

In this Letter, we show that these two concepts from
the eld ofmultiferroics { symm etry breaking in soiral
m agnets, and super-exchange m ediated soin—lattice cou-
pling { can be combined to yield m aterdals w ith strong
linear m agnetoelectric response.

W e begin by considering the m agnetoelectric response
ofa single spin vortex Fig.[a). This can beviewed asa
m agnetic spiral rolled into a circle, and so we can use the
results from spiralm ultiferroics to analyze is m agneto-—
electric response. The m agnetically induced ferroelectric
polarization In spiralm ultiferroics is describbed by

P/e Q ; @)

where e is the axis around which the spins rotate and
Q isthe spiralwavevector[l(]. In our context, this cou—
pling nduces an inhom ogeneous electric polarization lo—
cally ordented along the radial direction, so that the net
polarization of the vortex is zero. A m agnetic eld ap-
plied In the xy plane lads to a non-uniform rotation of
soins In the vortex, which results In a nonzero net elec—
tric polarization proportional to the m agnetic eld (see
Fig.[lb). The spin vortex shown in Fig.[la has a diago—
nalm agnetoelectric tensor, w ith m agnetization induced
parallel to the applied ekctric eld, while for the vortex
shown in Fig.[Ik an applied m agnetic eld induces a per-
pendicular electric polarization and the m agnetoelectric
tensor is antisym m etric (see Fig.[Id). These conclusions
are actually independent of the m echanisn ofm agneto-
electric coupling and generally ollow from the fact that
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the vortices shown in F ps.IIla and [Ik have respectively a
m onc%po]em omentA / r S and a toroidalm om ent
T / r S nil.
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FIG.1l: (@) A magnetic vortex carrying a pseudoscalar m o—
ment. The thin solid arrow s indicate the spin ordentation,
while the thick open arrow s show the local polarization vec—
tor; (©) A magnetic eld applied to the vortex shown in (@)
induces a net polarization along the eld direction; (c) A m ag—
netic vortex carrying a toroidalm om ent; (d) A m agnetic eld
applied to the vortex shown In (c) lnduces an electric polar-
ization perpendicular to the eld.

Next we analyze the spin-lattice coupling resulting
from the dependence ofthe H eisenberg superexchange in—
teraction between spins on their relative positions. C on—
sider a threeatom unit consisting of two m agnetic tran—
sition m etal ions connected by a ligand such as oxygen
that m ediates superexchange F ig.[2). D ue to charge dif-
ferences, the cations and ligand shift in opposite direc—
tions under application ofan electric eld. T he exchange
constant coupling the spins depends on the am plitude
of the relative shifts through the changes in the m etal-
oxygen distance and the m etaloxygen-m etalbond angle

A cocording to the A nderson-K anam ori oodenough
rules[ld], the exchange is antiferrom agnetic (J > 0) for
= 180 and ferromagnetic (J < 0) or = 90 . Ex—
perin ents varying A -site cation size In transition m etal
oxides have shown that the crossover from ferrom agnetic
to antiferrom agnetic coupling is continuous[L3]. T here—
fore, the totalm agnetization ofthe unit can bem odi ed
by applying an electric eld; conversely changes in soin
orientation willa ect is electric dipole m om ent.
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FIG .2: (@) Twom agnetic cations (solid circles) connected by
a ligand (open circle); (o) Upon application of electric eld
the bond lengths and angle change resulting in a di erent
relative alignm ent of spins S1 and S; .

Now we combine these two concepts to form a peri-
odic array of m agnetic vortices in which the m agnetic
m om ents are coupled through superexchange, and show
that the com bination leads to a lJarge m agnetoelectric re—
soonse. T he m acroscopic m agnetoelectric response of an

array of m agnetic vortices is proportional to the vortex
density. T herefore we choose the am allest possible m ag—
netic vortex asourbuilding block: a triangle of antiferro—
m agnetically coupled spins, in which the angle between
spins In the lowest-energy state is 120 Fig.[3a). Ushg
transition m etal (TM ) ions to provide the soins, and in—
corporating oxygen ligandsbetween them Fig.[3a), leads
to superexchange soin-goin interactions. Upon applica—
tion of an elctric eld, the shifts of the oxygen anions
relative to the positive TM ions induce changes in the
H eisenberg exchange energy, changing the soin canting
angles and resulting in a nonzero m agnetization. The
symm etry of the m agnetoelectric response of the trian—
gle is identical to that of the m agnetic vortices of F ig.[d,
w ith the form ofthe in-planem agnetoelectric tensor con—
strained by is C 3, symm etry to
4 - 7
ij = 0 ooSan , Os:ls, : 3)

Here’ istheanglbetween spinsand the vectorsdirected
from the triangle center to the corresponding vertex. In
particular,’ = 0 Fig.[3a) kadsto 5= 0 ijs SO that
for ¢ > 0 the Induced m agnetization M is antiparallel
to the ekectric ed E; for’ = =2,M isperpendicular

toE Fig.Bo).
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FIG . 3: M agnetoelectric response of a single TM O triangu-—
Jar unit. For antiferrom agnetic exchange coupling the angle
between the spins S1, S and Ss (solid arrows) In the zero—

eld ground state is 120 , so that the net m agnetization is
zero. For’ = 0 [panel (@)] all spins are oriented out from
the center of the triangle resulting in a nonzero pseudoscalar
m om ent. Upon application of an electric eld, E , the oxygen
atom s (open circles) displace (open arrow s) relative to m an—
ganese (solid circles) inducing a net m agnetization through
changes In the exchange coupling. T he net m agnetization M
is then opposite In direction to E for’ = 0, regardless of the
orientation of E with respect to the spins. For’ = 5 [panel
()] the spin trianglk has a toroidalm om ent and the induced
m agnetization is perpendicular to the electric eld.

To transform the conoepts outlined above into am odel
m aterialw ith a three-din ensional periodic structure, we
begin w ith planes of M n atom s situated on the vertices
of a Kagom e lattice and assum e that their spins fom
the 120 structure w ith zero wave vector (see F ig.[4), as
observed eg. In iron prosite KFe3 OH)g (SO 4)2 [L4]. At

rst glance, such a spin lattice would yield no m agne—
toelectric response because soins In the vortices form ed



at \up" and \down" triangles are oriented In opposite
senses (" = 0and’ = ). However, when oxygen ions
are positioned outside the \up" trianglks and inside the
\down" triangles, the sign of m agnetoelectric coupling
[ o ;h Eq.[3] also altemates and the contributions of all
triangles to  i; have the sam e sign. T his can be under-
stood by com paring the m agnetoelectric response of the
S, SiandS; SJ spin pairsand noting that, or xed
bond lengths and angle, only the scalar product of soins
is In portant In H eisenberg exchange.

T he tw o-din ensionalplane shown in Fig.[4 has a sin -
ilar structure to the M nO Jlayers of the experim entally
realized YM nO 3 structure[l5], which consists of a con—
nected mesh of oxygen trigonal bipyram ids wih M n
atom s at their centers. Usihg this structure as mo—
tivation, we extend our two-din ensional M nO planes
to a threedin ensional periodic structure and introduce
counter-ions (Ca and A 1) in the voids ofthe lattice so that
the correct charge balance is attained. To ensure that
the sign of m agnetoelectric response is the sam e for all
layers, the neighboring M nO planes are rotated by 180
with respect to each other Fig.[d). This reverses the
positioning of oxygen ions w ith respect to the \up" and
\down" spin trianglks in the next layer, which com pen—
sates the reversal of the soin direction that must result
from the antiferrom agnetic interlayer coupling provided
by the 180 connectionsthrough the apicaloxygen atom s.
Ourresulting X ITP ie’ structure22], w ith chem ical for-
mula CaA M n30+, correctly breaks I and T symm etry;
In addition the apicaloxygen ionsbetween theM nO lay-
ers are centers of combined IT symm etry.

FIG . 4: The structure of one M nO plane. The M n atom s
(solid circles) are arranged on a K agom e lattice (dashed lines)
w ith oxygen atom s (open circles) m ediating the binding and
superexchange.

Finally, to assess the strength of the m agnetoelectric
response ofthem odelm aterial introduced in the previous
section, we tum to rst principles calculations em ploy—
Ing plane-wave density functionaltheory OFT) asinple—
mented n VASP [L4]. W e use PAW potentials for core—

FIG .5: Two layers ofK IT P ite in the relaxed structure (space
group Pmma). TheM n ions are at the center of the oxygen
trigonal bipyram ids (urple polyhedra). The correct charge
balance is obtained through Ca (lue) and A 1 (green) counter
jons situated in voids oftheM nO mesh.

valence separatjonm], and inclide non-collinear m ag-—
netisn for the valence electrons. W e approxin ate the
exchange-correlation part of the K ohn-Sham potential
using the rotationally invariant form of the LSDA+U

In the fully localized lim ji:@], wih the Hubbard U

applied only to the Mn d electrons U = 55&V and
J = 05ev E]). Tt is in portant to note that we delb—
erately do not include spin-orbit coupling in our calcula—
tions so as to ensure that our calculated m agnetoelectric
regponse arises entirely from the superexchange coupling.
A s a resul, the pseudoscalar and toroidal spin arrange—
ments Figs.[d @) and (o)) are degenerate, and we are
unable to determ ine whether is diagonal or antisym —
m etric.

W e rstrelax the structure In the absence of an elec—
tric eld by optim izing the ionic coordinates to nd the
low est-energy state w ith the constraint that the trigonal
bipyram ids are prevented from tilting. This constraint
preservesthe K agom e structure oftheM nO planesw hich
is essential for dem onstrating the superexchange m agne—
toelectricity of this m odel. The resulting structure is
shown in Fig.[H. O ur calculated valence electronic struc—
ture is, as expected, sin ilar to that ofYM nO 3 E]: The
form alM n charge is 3+, with four m a prity d electrons
perMn (Gyy, dy2 y2, dy, and dy,), and an unoccupied
m nority channel providing a localm oment of4 /M n.

Subsequently, we apply an electric eld and calculate
the linear response ofthe ions, which issu cient forcom —
puting the linear m agnetoelctric coe cient. The force
on an lon upon application of an extemal electric eld
is determ fned by the Bom e ective charge tensor, z°,
through F ; = Z°;E 4, where F is the force, E is the
applied ekctric eld, isan index denoting the ion, and
i; j are spatialdirections. T he sum m ation convention for
repeated indices is once again em ployed. A llelem ents of
the Z? tensor are com puted through derivatives of the



buk polarization z %, = <, where P is calculated us-
Ing the Berry-phase approachR0] for a sm all displace-
m ent In alldegrees of freedom individually. The m ethod
is close to that em ployed by Iniguez[21].

In order to obtain the rst-order onic response to the

eld, we use the Proe-constant matrix C 5, 5 = FF{ j .
T hen, to lnear order, the ionic digplacem ents for a given
force are found by nverting the force-constant m atrix
through R j=C ; ; F i, 50 that the ionic response to
an applied ekectric edis Ry= C i ;2% Ex . Finally,
the totalm agnetization is calculated as a function ofEy,
yielding the linear m agnetoelectric coupling constant.

F ig. 6 show s the calculated m agnitude of the induced
m agnetization asa function ofapplied electric eld. W ith
a edofl 10V /an, the ionic response lads to an
average displacem ent of M n atom s of 0:007A in the di-
rection ofthe eld and ofO atom sof0:003 against the

eld. The Bom e ective charges, 77, have an In-plane
average m agniude of + 330e forMn and 226e for
0 .Using an equilbriim spin arrangem ent as shown in
Fig. [, the spins S, and S; rotate by 0: and 0:l
respectively, leading to a m agnetoelectric coupling coef-

cientof = 140 10°JT 'V 'm ? . Transfom ation
to reqularized CGS units yields cgs = 4:15 10 3.
For a benchm ark, we com pare to the m agnetoelectric
response of Cr,03 com puted also within density finc—
tional theoryR1], (€1r03) = 13 10* i Gaussian
units (In good agreem ent w ith the experim ental valie).
Hence, ourm odel system has a m agnetoelectric coupling
around 30 tin es larger than that of Cr,0 5. Since the
soin-orbit coupling wasnot considered In thiswork, m ag—
netic anisotropies that detem ine the angle ’ were ne—
glected. W e therefore cannot predict whether K IT P ite
would carry a pseudoscalar or a toroidalm om ent in the
ground state. H ow ever, the strength ofthe m agnetoelec—
tric coupling resulting from H eisenberg superexchange
[ o n Eq.[@)] is insensitive to ’ .
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FIG. 6: Calculated m agnetoelectric response of the m odel
system using density functional theory and a linear t.

In conclusion, we have com bined the conocegpts ofm ag—
netically induced polarization in m agnetic vortices w ith
latticem ediated coupling through the superexchange
m echanisn to dem onstrate strong m agnetoelectric cou-
pling in geom etrically frustrated antiferrom agnets. W e
showed that such a mechanisn can be studied usihg
m odem density-finctional theory approaches w ith non-
collinear spn densiy functionals and augm ented w ith
linearresponsem ethods, and we explicitly calculated the
m agnetoelectric coupling of a m odel transition m etal ox—
ide. W hilke the linear m agnetoelectric response of our
m odel com pound is Jarger than that of any known single
phasem aterial, we anticipate that m any further in prove—
m ents are possble: In particular m aterials w ith larger
polarizability through increased Z°s or reduced rigidity
would be prom ising. W e hope that this study w ill stim u—
late the search foradditionalnovel strongly-coupled m ag—
netoelectric m aterials.
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