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O n the nature and anisotropy ofQ 6 0 correlations in Tb,T 10 ;7 under the app lication
ofm agnetic elds
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W e report an analysis of neutron di raction from single crystals of the spin-liquid pyrochlore
Tb,T £0 7 under the application ofm agnetic elds along the crystallographic [110] direction. Such
a perturbation hasbeen shown to destroy the spin liquid ground state and induce long-range order,
although the nature of the ordered state was not inm ediately detem ined. Recently, it has been
proposed that the ordered state is characterized by spin—ice-lke correlations, evincing an em ergent
ferrom agnetic tendency in this m aterial despite the large negative CurieW eiss constant. Here,
we argue instead that the ordered state is dom inated by Q € 0 correlations that em erge either
from strong antiferrom agnetism orm agnetoelastic distortion of the crystal. In contrast to previous
reports, w e observe no evidence for reentrant behaviour in thehigh eld lim it. E xtrem e sensitivity of
the ordered state to the alignm ent of the applied eld is suggested to account for these discrepancies.

PACS numbers: 75254z, 7530Gw, 7530K z

A s orighally conceived by Andersont a sphh liquid
is a dynam ically disordered quantum antiferrom agnetic
AFM ) phase wherein strong m agnetic correlations ex—
ist, but do not extend beyond nearneighbour distances.
T his behaviour is dependent on geom etrical frustration
In the crystallattice, where the local connectivity of the
m agnetic ions prohibits the sin ultaneous satisfaction of
allnearneighbour interactions? T his frustration is com -
m only realized by a com bination of triangular or tetra—
hedral architectures and AFM interactions. Ferrom ag-
netic interactions can also be frustrated in the presence
ofstrong single—ion anisotropy, asoccurs in the spin icess3

The search for m aterdals that exhbi the ideal spin
licquid physics envisioned by A nderson has occupied ex—
perin entalists ©or decades, with m ixed results? Typi
cally, thesee ortshave focussed on the highly frustrated
kagom e and pyrochlore Jattices, in two and three din en—
sions respectively. In general, it has been di cul to
dentify a m aterialw ith spin 1/2 m om ents that crystal-
lizes into a perfect kagom e or perfect pyrochlore lattice,
w here only nearneighbour couplings are relevant. H ow —
ever, a host of nteresting m aterials w ith slightly m ore
com plicated interactions have been identi ed, and they
exhibit physics that is intriguing in its own right2

Tb,T 1,05 belongs to the fam ily of rareearth-m etal
titanate pyrochlores, which have gamered recent atten-
tion due to the exotic frustration-driven physics they
manifest? Th,T 10, is isostructural to the canonical
spin icesHo, T %07 and Dy, T %0 7,2 w ith m agnetic rare—
earth ions occupying the pyrochlore lattice EFig. 1).
In contrast to these frustrated ferrom agnets, Tb,T L0
presents a signi cantly reduced single-ion anisotropy
( 18 K ) aswell as a negative CurieW eiss constant
of cw 19 K & Interest in Thb,T 107 was ignited
when i was observed that dynam ic short—range m ag—

netic correlations appear on cooling through T cW s

but that long rangem agnetic order is absent dow n to the

Jowest m easurable tem peratures ( 20 mK ). These are

the key experim ental signatures of a soin liquid ground

state. However, Tb,T 105 is expected to be govemed

by a m ore com plicated Ham iltonian than those gener—
ally considered to m odel spin liquids, since the m agnetic

m om ents of the Th>" ions are lJarge and strongly in u-
enced by spin-orbit coupling and the crystalelectric eld.
O ne would therefore expect the moments in Tb, T 105

to be reduced from the free jon value, and to be ori-
ented along local< 111> directions that jpin the centers
ofthe comer<haring tetrahedra i the lattice Thishas
been experim entally con m edf? and yet a puzzle re—
m ains: naively, one would expect single-ion anisotropy

to lift the degeneracy ofthe spin liquid ground state, and

drive the system to a non-colinear ordered N eel state$-°

The m anner In which frustration is reintroduced is an

open topic, although recent work has shown that quan—
tum uctuations out of the Ising-like ground state dou—
blet can renom alize the e ective interactions to be fer-
rom agnetic, leading to a uctuating quantum spin ice
state at low tem peraturesd! There also exists experi-
m entalevidence pointing to m agnetoelastice ectsat low

tem peratures 243 which suggests that spin-lattice cou—
pling is an Im portant ngredient of the ground state.

Regardless of the exact origin of the exotic ground
state In Tb,T%07, L is now well known experin en-—
tally that long range order can be induced by the ap—
plication of m agnetic eldd?? or pressurel® It is not
unreasonable to expect that an understanding of these
perturbation-induced ordered phases could unravelsom e
ofthem ysteries ofthe unperturbed ground state. T here-
fore, a carefiil characterization of the ordered states is
crucial. T he origihaldiscovery ofm agnetic eld induced
order? did not collect enough m agnetic Bragg re ec—
tions to facilitate a 1ll m agnetic structure re nem ent,
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FIG.1l: (Colur online) The pyrochlore lattice. The four

tetrahedra in the unit cell are labeled by @ ,B,C /D) and the
four m agnetic sublattices are labeld by (1,2,3,4). Chains
running along the [L10] applied m agnetic eld direction are
known as -chains, and are shown in red. Perpendicular -
chains are shown in blue. A classical expectation for AFM

Ising spins in high eld is shown.

TABLE I:Phase factors in the 16 spin unit cell

Tetrahedron Sublattice (002) (113) 112)
A 1() 1 1 1
2 () 1 -1 i

3() -1 1 -

4 () 1 1 1

B 1() 1 1 E]
2 () -1 -1 -

3() -1 1 i

4 () 1 1 -1

C 1() 1 1 E]
2 () 1 -1 =

3() -1 1 i

4 () 1 1 -1

D 1() 1 1 1
2 () 1 -1 i

3() -1 1 -

4 () 1 1 1

although it did identify the high— eld ordering wavevec—
torasQ = @ =a)(@12), where a sharp, intense B ragg
re ection was observed at a Q 6 0 position. A weaker,
di use feature centered at (112) wasalso observed, which
form s a halo around the sharp peak. This is evident in
Fig. 1c in Ref. [14. Subsequent studies involring m any
m ore m agnetic re ections retumed qualitatively di er—
ent results,® nding instead that the dom inant scatter—
Ing was at the Q = 0 positions. This was Interpreted
as evidence for the predicted spin ice like character of
Tb,T 10 7. These m easuram ents found weaker evidence

for the Q & 0 phase, with a reduced volum e fraction
and a transition tem perature that was suppressed at
high eldd relative to the orighal work. This phase
was re ned as a polarization of spins with Ising axes
that profct along them agnetic eld (generally referred
to as —chains), and AFM ordering of spins w ith Ising
axes perpendicular to the m agnetic eld (kknown as -
chains). A depiction of this phase wih a fiill volum e
fraction, which isan AFM analogue to theQ = X phase
in the spin icest®?? is illistrated 1 Fig. 1. Assum-—
Ing com parabl sam ple quality, the main di erence be-
tween the original m easurem ents of Rule et al? and
the subsequent m easurem ents of C ao et ald is that the
original experin ent was perform ed w ith the m agnetic

eld aligned along [110] to w thin an accuracy of 035,
within the m osaic spread of the single crystal sam ple,
w hile the subsequent experin ent w asperform ed w ith the
magnetic eldm isset from [110]by 5 according to the
authors® A magnetic eld m isalignm ent of this order
hasbeen shown to qualitatively change the ground state
in the sister spin-ice com pounds, both experin entalk~8
and theoretically1® T herefore, it is nteresting to nvesti-
gate the discrepancies betw een these two m easurem ents
In further detail.

Here we report a carefil analysis of Bragg re ec—
tions collected using tin e-of- ight neutron scattering, in
the case where the m agnetic eld is nom inally perfectly
aligned (ie. to w ithin the m osaic spread ofthe crystal).
W e present param etric studies of the nuclkar allowed
(113) peak and the superlattice (002) and (112) peaks.
A though Insu cient for a brute-force m agnetic struc—
ture re nem ent, the relative Intensities of these re ec—
tions strongly constrain the nature of the ordered state.
M easurem ents were perform ed using the D isk Chopper
Spectrom eter at the N IST C enter for N eutron R esearch,
wih cold (5A) incident neutrons2 This tin eof- ight
Instrum ent is Inm une to higher-order wavelength con—
tam ination problem s system atic to di ractom eters em —
ploying a crystalm onochrom ator. B ragg intensitiesw ere
collected asa fuinction oftem perature and m agnetic eld
using an 11 .5 Tesh superconductingm agnet system w ith
a dilution insert, and nom alized to lncoherent vanadium
scattering to correct for relative detectore ciencies and
cryostat dark angles. The results are shown in Fig. 2,
where we plot the results of the raw m easurem ent in
2a and 2b, and a useful rescaling of the data in 2c and
2d. This rescaling is perform ed as follow s: the zero—

eld com ponent is subtracted out, and intensities are
scaled to Inooherent vanadiim scattering to correct for
e ciency. Then, we multiply by the m agniude of the
m om entum transfer, take the square root, and divide by
them agnetic form factor calculated in the dipol approx—
Im ation. T he resulting quantity is directly proportional
to the total scattering length in the unit cellw hich gives
rise to the Bragg peak, and therefore also proportional
to the related ordered m agnetic m om ent transverse to
Q . It is clear from both the raw and rescaled Intensities
that the dom inant scattering in the eld-induced ordered
phase occurs at the superlattice (112) position. Tt is n -
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FIG.2: (Colour online) Tem perature and applied m agnetic

eld dependence 0fB ragg scattering at three reciprocal space
positions. 2a and 2b show integrated intensitiesm easured by
rocking the crystalthrough the B ragg angle, as a function of
m agnetic eld and tem perature. 2c and 2d show a rescaling
ofthis data as described in the text. The low — eld hysteresis
shown in (c) has been previously discussed ¢ The rem nant
intensity at high tem perature at the (112) position is due to
the di use halo discussed In the text.

portant to note that the intensity of this Bragg peak
continues to increase up to the highest applied m agnetic
eld (9 Tesla), in contrast to the re-entrant behaviour
recently reported to set in above 5 Teskh® The two
preceding points illustrate a clear and qualitative dif-
ference between the results presented here, and those
reported by Cao et alf They report weak scattering at
the (112) position that is further suppressed for large
applied m agnetic elds; we report exactly the opposite.
Tt is possble to assign qualitative signi cance to the
Intensities of each of the m easured Bragg re ections, if
we assum e that the scattering ism agnetic in origin. Ta—
bl 1 shows the phase factor e®* calculated or each
of the three re ections, and for each spin in the cubic
nuclkar unit cell. The m agnetic ion sites are labeled to
colncide wih Fig. 1, where each of the four uni cell
tetrahedra @ B,C D) contain four spins wih di erent
easy-axes (1,2,3,4). It becom es inm ediately clear that
ferrom agnetic ordering or eld-induced polarization w ill
not contribute to the scattering at (112), and that AFM
correlationsbetween @A ,D) tetrahedra and B ,C) tetra-—
hedra will. Further, an AFM moment on the -chains
doesnot nterferew ith an AFM m om ent on the -chains
— the two contributions are decoupled since the form er
contrbutes to the in agihary part of the cross—section,
while the latter contrbutes to the realpart. It is also
evident that a net polarization of -chainsw illcontribute
to scattering at (113) but a net polarization of -chains
w ill not, and that (002) scattering is a m easure of the
vectordi erence in net polarization between the -and
—chains. Therefore, despite the fact that this subset
of re ections is nsu cient to fully re ne the m agnetic
structure, we can con dently com m ent on the size ofthe

TABLE II: O rdered m om ent in the unit cell. (04K, 7T).

(002)
140 s

(113)
208

(112)
415

AFM ordered m om ent, the di erence in polarization be—
tw een the tw o sets of chains, and the degree to which the

—chains are polarized along the applied m agnetic eld.
By nom alizing to the nuclear scattering at (113) m ea—
sured and high and low tem perature in zero eld, we can
extract a ower lim it on the sizes ofthesem om entsw hich
is constrained only by an incom plete understanding of
extinction e ects In our crystal, which we necoessarily
ignore.

Let us begin by considering the AFM analogue of the

Q = X spin ice phase'®t! QXAFM phase), which is
shown in Fig. 1. This is a classical ground state for
an Isihg AFM in high eld, where eld perpendicular
soins (on —chains) order into AFM chains, w ith a phase
di erence of between the @A ,D) tetrahedra and the
B ,C) tetrahedra, while -chain spoins m axin ize their
polarization along the eld. A lthough it is possibl to
constructa Q = 0 state In thisway aswell, where @ ,D)

—chain spins are not Ipped relative to B ,C) —chain
spins, such a con guration would not generate scatter—
Ingat (112). T he classicalexpectation would be that the
states described above are degenerate for nearest negh—
bour interactions, so the selection ofQ 6 0 order is In—
dicative of the in portance of long-range interactions. A
ground state resem blingQ XAFM wasre ned asam inor-
iy phase in the work ofC ao et al.? but here we consider
a full volum e fraction. By considering the phase factors
displayed In Table 1, it is clear that such a ground state
would have identical m agnetic scattering cross—sections
at (002) and (113), which would be proportionalto the
net polarization of the -chain spins. An inspection of
Fig. 2 will satisfy that this is not the case experim en—
tally. The reduction of (002) w ith respect to (113) in -
plies som e polarization ofthe beta chainsalong the eld,
away from their easy-axes. T he cross—section at (112) is
due sokly to the com ponent ofthe -chain spinswhich
isAFM ordered and transverse to Q , which is reduced
from the single-ion -chain m om ent by a factor of 2=3.
T herefore, even by prom oting the m nority phase ofC ao
etal toa fullvolum e fraction, we do not recover enough
scattering powerat (112) to account forthem easured in—
tensity, assum ing that and chain m om ents have the
sam e m agnitude in the ground state. O ne would expect
the scattering at (002) and (113) to be dom inant in this
case. W orse still, we have the unfortunate problem of
requiring a larger than expected AFM mom ent on the

~<hannswhil at the sam e tin e requiringa nie polar-
ization of these sam e spins. C karly, the classical Ising
expectation is not a good approxin ation to the eld-
Induced ground state realized experin entally.

W e can better characterize the nature of the ordered
state by relaxing the Isihg constraint. The necessity
of this procedure is not unexpected, since the rela—



tively am allanisotropy gap is expected to allow for som e
restoration of rotationalsym m etry &4 I general, the
symm etry of the problem suggests that we consider in—
dependent [L10}- eld-polarized m om ents on the and

chain sites, which wewillrefer to asP and P re—
spectively. In addition, we consider independent AFM
ordered m om ents on each sets of chains: S and S ,
which contribute to the scattering at (112). In this pic-
ture, the scattering at (002) willarise from B P P )j
the scattering at (113) willarise from BP J and the scat-
tering at (112) willprobe the quantity B(S +iS )3 . &t
is in portant to note that while the polarized m om ents
are transverse to Q since the m agnetic eld is applied
transverse to the scattering plane, forthe AFM m om ents
this is not necessarily the case. Only the AFM moment
transverseto Q w illcontribute to the scattering at (112).
In order to convert the quantities plotted in Fig. 2c,d
to Bohr m agnetons, we rst nomn alize to the nuclear
contrbution m easured at (113), orwhich the scattering
length can be calculated for the known crystal lattice in
an '? . Thisvalue is then converted to Bohrm agnetons
using the ratio 2= 1) 2! The resulting totalm om ents
transverse to Q , summ ed over the 16 soin uni cell, are
listed in Table 2. T hese values constitute low er Iim its, as
extinction e ectsw illact to decrease the m easured m ag—
netic m om ents. However, since extinction is expected
to preferentially suppress strong re ections, one would
expect that the dom inant e ect of a proper extinction
correction would be to increase the AFM ordered m o—
m ent relative to the polarization.

Now,we are in a position to o er a description ofthe
ordered state. T he net polarization per soin, given by
thequantity @ + P )=2,can bederived as 1.7 p if
P > P ,and 35 5 ifP < P . These values are
signi cantly lowerthan the saturation m agnetization re—
ported 1 the literaturef?? which could either indicate
that a strong extinction correction is necessary, that pre—
cise alignm ent of the applied m agnetic eld lads to a
reduction in the polarized m om ent, or both. A s for the
AFM ordered m om ent, if we assum e that it is entirely
transverse to Q , we arrive at an average value o£3.7 3
per soin. H ow ever, this represents an extrem e departure
from Ising anisotropy. If we Instead assum e that the
AFM moment rem ains Isinglke, we arrive at a value
ofof4.9 jp per spin. Inplicitly, we have assum ed that

them om ent is equally distrbbuted am ongst all soins (ie.
B j= B J= S). This is neither necessary or lkely.
However, we do so because i is an instructive way to
estin ate the average value. If we assum e that only the

—chain spinsparticipate n the AFM order, then we nd
that § j= 78 .

Tt bears m entioning that the above discussion of the
ordered state, Ike that of C ao et al8, isbased on unpo—
larized neutron scattering m easurem ents. It is therefore
possible that the nuclkar B ragg scattering could m an—
ifest som e m agnetic eld dependence, which would be
In possible to deconvolute from the response ofthem ag—
netic soins In thesem easurem ents. Tb, T 0 7 isa known
giant m agnetostrictive m ateria:2, although no evidence
for a m agnetic eld induced structural phase transition
haseverbeen reported. N everthelessm agnetoelastic dis—
tortion of the lattice has not been ruled out, and m ay
wellplay a role in the nature of the ordered phase.

In conclusion, we have reported a carefiil analysis of
three neutron Bragg re ections that strongly constrain
the character of the ordered phase n Tb,T 407 un-
der the application ofm agnetic elds along [L10]. The
dom nant scattering originates from Q € 0 correlations,
which are robust in elds as large as 9T, in contrast
to the recent report of Cao et al® W e have developed a
generalm odelbased on the assum ption that this scatter—
ing hasm agnetic origin, and nd that the AFM ordered
m om ent is appreciable — conceivably on the order of4.9

B per soin ifthe system retains an Ising-lke character.
T his represents a roughly threefold increase in the size
ofthe AFM ordered m om ent relative to that re ned In
Refl8. W e contend that this discrepancy arises due to
an extrem e sensitivity tom agnetic eld m isalignm ent. A
possble test for this con ecture would be vectorm agnet
susceptibility m easurem ents of the type reported in Ref
23. W e hope that this work m otivates such further ex—
perin ental investigation, as well as theoretical work fo—
cusing on the nature ofthe perturbation-induced ordered
phases of this enigm atic m agnet.
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