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We derive a sum rule to demonstrate that the static mageetoel (ME) dfect is governed by optical tran-
sitions that are simultaneously excited via the electrid aragnetic components of light. By a systematic
analysis of magnetic point groups, we show that the ME sum isulapplicable to a broad variety of non-
centrosymmetric magnets including ME multiferroic compds. Due to the dynamical MHfect, the optical
excitations in these materials can exhibit directionahdidtsm, i.e. the absorption cfiieient can be dferent
for counter-propagating light beams. According to the MEsule, the magnitude of the linear MEect of a
material is mainly determined by the directional dichroighits low-energy optical excitations. Application of
the sum rule to the multiferroic BE€0Ge0O;, SLCoSLEO; and CaCoShO; shows that in these compounds the
static ME dfect is mostly governed by the directional dichroism of thimspave excitations in the GHz-THz
spectral range. On this basis, we argue that the studiesedftidinal dichroism and the application of ME sum
rule can promote the synthesis of new materials with largcsME efect.

I. INTRODUCTION These studies can be particularly useful to promote the sys-
tematic synthesis of new materials with large static ME ef-

fect. We derive a relation, hereafter referred to asmie

sum rule, which shows the connection between the static ME

effect and the directional dichroism observed for low-energy

of the ferroelectric polarization by magnetic field and npani ex0|tat|0ns.| \_Ned:'spe?fy th?. CISISS Of. mﬁterlals_ Wher_e this
ulation of the magnetic order via electric field can be real—'vIE sum rule is directly applicable. Finally, we investigate
ized in most of these materials as a direct consequence (t)l?e consequences of the ME sum rule for three multiferroic
the coupling between spins and local electric dipoles. Thi atenal-s, BaCoGe0y (BCGO)’ SECOSEO; (SCSO) and .
offers a fundamentally new path for data storage by com- "*ZFOS?? ﬁCQSO). FO: tht's tphurpose, we cg)_mpatret_thle;Er di-
bining the best qualities of ferroelectric and magnetstas rectionaldic r0|scrjn_spﬁc rlf';‘ 0 zéﬁg{fgpon Ing stall
memories: fast low-power electrical write operation, andn efficients reported in the literature:=" Absorption measure-
destructive non-volatile magnetic read operafiéihe efi- ments used to determine the d|rect|on_al dichroismin the-GHz
ciency of multiferroics in such memory applications depend THz spectral range were performed in the present study and

12
on the strength of the magnetization-polarization coupta partly reproduced from our fqrmer work:: _
sponsible for the ME phenomena The Kramers-Kronig relation, also known as the Hilbert

transformation, connects the re®) and imaginary §) parts

_ The ME dfect has also been proposed to open new perspegy 4 general frequency dependent response function (suscep
tives in p_hotonlcs. The entanglement between spins andj |0Cﬁbi|ity), x(w), which corresponds to a linear and causal re-
polarization governs not only the ground-state propetigs sponse function in the time domain:

also the character of excited states. Consequently, tloe ele

Magnetoelectric (ME) multiferroics, where ferroelectric
ity coexists with (ferro)magnetism, represent the mostmext
sively studied class of multiferroiés® A spectacular control

tric component of light can induce precession of the spirs an Ry(w) = 1, ) 4
the magnetic component of light can generate electric polar T Jw—w
ization waves. This is termed as the optical Mfeet and 1 * Ry(w') ,
has recently been observed for the spin excitations in akver Ix(w) = ‘;P . md‘“ ’

multiferroic compoundg:2®

As one of the most peculiar manifestations of the Mieet
in the optical regime, counter-propagating light beamsesan

where® stands for the Cauchy principal value integral. In
many cases, either the real or the imaginary pajt(af) can
be determined experimentally and the Kramers-Kronig trans

perience dierent refractive indices in multiferroics. Strong formation is used 1o obtain the entire complex response-func
directional dichroism, that is fierence in the absorption co- . e omp >pons
tion. In the limit of w=0, these expressions are simplified to

efficient for light beams traveling in opposite directions, hasthe followina form. which shows close similarity with sum
been reported for spin excitations in these materials aad pr 9 ' Y

posed as a new principle to design directional light swische rules:

operating in the GHz-THz regiol-24 Ry(w=0) = y(0) = Epfw (w) )
Here, we show that optical studies of low energy magnons T Jo w |

and phonons in ME multiferroics, provide affieient tool to 5 _0) = 0= 1 0 %X(w)d 5

further elucidate microscopic mechanisms of multiferitgic Y(w=0) = 0= - e @ @
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Equatiorl shows that the static response of a system is fullyn Table[]l and discussed later in this article. In this calse, t
determined by the corresponding dynamical susceptilaifity ~ static ME properties and the optical directional dichroesm
the frequency denominator on the right-hand side indidates  described by the same element of the ME tensor, hence, Egs. 1
vital role in low-energy excitations to the static susdeifity. and 4 yield the following ME sum rule:

A common example is the dielectric permittivity of semi-
conductors, which is usually larger for compounds with VE(0) = Sp foo Aa(w) , (5)
smaller charge gap and can be consideraliigcéed by the 0 2" Jo  @?

contributions from low-energy phonon modes. A particylarl , , ) )
strong enhancement is found in quantum paraelectrics due fdccerding to this sum rule the static MEect is mostly gov-

the presence of soft polar phonon mod&& Besides low- e_rned by the diregtionql dichroism_of low-energy ex<2:i1nsip
energy or soft modes, in materials with ferroic orders, the a SiNce the absorption fierenceAa, is cut df by thew*” de-
susceptibility related to the domain dynamics can also influ"ominator at higher frequencies. The ME sum rule in Eq. 5
ence the static response. can also be_ derived using the Kubo formula as described in
In multiferroic materials the coupling between the elec-the Appendix. o _

tric polarization and the magnetization can be phenomeno- Following Neuma}nns principle, we Epemfy the symme-
logically described by the magnetoelectric susceptpigin- Y Of those magnetic crystals for whigff;(w) changes sign
sors y"(w) and y*"(w), where AM® = y™(w)E“ is the ~ Uupon the ime reversal. Thisfediagonal ME tensor compo-

1 ’y - . - . .
magnetization generated by an oscillating electric field an "€Nntis antisymmetric if and only if

AP3 = xgy(w)Hy is the polarization induced by an oscillat- (1) 4| spatial symmetry operations of the magnetic point
ing magnetic field, respectively. Hegeands stand for the group (MPG) transforming/™(w) into —y"(w) are
Cartesian coordinates and the two cross-coupling tensers a combined with the time revrersal operatign and there

connected by thé.. .}’ time-reversal operation according to is at least one such symmetry operation present in the

Ws (@)Y = x5 (w). MPG and

In a broad class of materials lacking simultaneously spatia
inversion and time reversal symmetrfs2® including also (2) none of the spatial symmetry operations that leave
multiferroic compounds, the time reversal odd part of the ME X’y";(w) invariant are combined with time reversal and
susceptibility can induce aftiérence in the complex refractive )
index of counter-propagating electromagnetic waves, (3) symmetry elements connecting’f(w) to ) (w)

1 or —{xjs(w)y' and symmetry elements transforming
N*(w) = ,/gﬁﬁ(w),uw(w) + > [X'y"(f(w) - {,\/;"(f(w)}']. (3) X’y"f(w) to —Xg’;(a)) or {Xg’;(a))}’ are not present in the

MPG at the same time.
Here N* stands for the refractive indices of waves propagat-
ing in opposite directionstk). Thee; ande, unit vectors are
parallel to the direction of the electriE{) and magneticl{*)
fields of light, respectively, whiless(w) andu,, (w) are diag-

When light propagates along the principal axis of the crys-
tal labeled as the axis, the df-diagonal tensor component
X'y (w) can generate directional dichroism, wher@ndy axis

onal components of the complex relative permittivity andpe &'€ Perpendicular to theaxis. These three conditions are ful-
filled for y¢(w) if the MPG meets all of the following crite-

meability tensors in thés, e,, e, ||k} basis. From this pointon "% T8 Xy 107 15 Iy :
we restrict our study to those cases, when the solutionseof thfia: i) it contains either an’ or 2, symmetry operation where
Maxwell equations are linearly polarized waves or the linea” € {1,2,3,6}, ii) the MPG does not have any element com-
polarization of the incident light is nearly preserved dgrihe  bined with time reversal besides the previous onesdarahd
propagation through the magnetoelectric medium. This coniii) the MPG does not contain any of the previously listed op-
dition needs to be satisfied to have direct comparison betweeerations without a subsequent time reversal. Here sultscrip
the static and optical ME data. Thefdirence in the imaginary stand for the axis of the-fold proper ) orimproper ) rota-
part of theN* and N~ refractive indices gives rise to a dif- tions, primes’) following spatial transformations indicate the
ference in the absorption cieients of counter-propagating time reversal operation.
waves, termed as directional dichroism: For light propagation along theaxis perpendicular to the
2w pr_incipalz axis,)(’x”j(a_))_ can generate dir_ec_tional dichro_ism. In
Aa(w) = @i () — a-(w) = —I(xys (W) = s (@))), (4) this case, the conditions (1)-(3) specifying the requinetse
¢ of x“(w) being antisymmetric with respect to the time re-
wherec is the speed of light in vacuum. versal are fulfilled if the MPG matches all of the following
criteria: i) it contains at least one symmetry element from

-/

{T, 2X,2;,2;,§;,6;}, ii) the MPG does not have any element
combined with the time reversal besides the previous ones,
and iii) the MPG does not contain, 4, or any of the previ-
ously listed operations without a subsequent time reversal
The MPGs fulfilling these requirements are listed in Ta-
In several classes of non-centrosymmetric magn:%‘t&u) ble[l together with example materials. For MPGs marked by

is antisymmetric with respect to the time reversal, asdiste asterisks, the refractive index of the corresponding redser

II. RESULTS

A. The ME sum rule



TABLE I: Crystallographic magnetic point groups (MPG) fingtyy’ andy’y ME tensor elements, which are antisymmetric with respect to
the time reversal, listed in the second and fifth columngeetively. Here; denotes the principal symmetry axis and MPGs are labeled in
the international notation. The subscripts of the symmepgrations show the axes of thgroper andz improper rotations and the axes
perpendicular to the: mirror planes. Subscript denotes the diagonal direction between thendy coordinate axes. Symmetry operations
marked by prime /) are combined with the time reversal. Th¢ andy’¥ ME tensor elements correspond to light propagation aloeg th
z andy axes, respectively. For the MPGs marked with asteriskserthird and sixth columns, the solutions of the Maxwell eipuret in

the transverse-wave approximation are linearly polarizades. The few remaining MPGs are chiral, hence, they shawlar dichroism.
Several example materials are given in the fourth and seveattimns, wheré?, —if specified— stands for an external magnetic field pointing
to thea crystallographic direction. In these casesndz are the actual high-symmetry axes, i.e. Moo}, Hioo1) @nd H[110) the corresponding
coordinates are, z and againx, respectively. In hexagonal manganites ScMra@d LuMnG, there are coexisting magnetic phases with
sample dependent temperature rarfdebus, they are indicated in two lines of the table.

Crystal

system X (W) = =y (W)Y Materials Xe(w) = (e (w)Y Materials
Triclinic T * T *
Monoclinic m; * Ni 3B7013|;§) BiTel 11[1()0]iL 22 L|COP04,§) Cu,0SeQ H[]_lo];ﬂ) CQ:,Te(%ﬂ"u
2.m., * TbhOOH;¥2 BayNizF%2 2'm; * TbPO,;4 MNPS;24 Co;TeO; 17 K< T < 21 K&
Rhombic  Mmm.  * LiNiPO ;24 m,m2, *  BCGOX SCSO%1’ CCSO CuB,0,% Hpyioff
22,2 BCGOX SCSO¥.Y CCSOR CuB,0,% Hzoqf’
4.m. *
Tetragonal 2.m4, *
224, NdsSis8
memg4.m’, *
§; * Cr2033—7 §; * Cr2033—7
mi3z * BiTel H[oo]_]g'
Rhombohedral 23 2,/;-32
m3 * Gd,Ti, 0,38 m3 * Gd,Ti, 0,38
m3 * Nb,Mn,05, Nb,C0, 005
6. * 6/ ScMnQ;, LUMNO;2
6.m * 6.m, *
Hexagonal mXZ;E; * 2.8, * Fe,P54
2,26, mm;,6), * HoMnO3;2%%5 YMNnO3, ErMNnQ;, YoMnO,2%*
mymy,6,m’, * 2,6,
mymm, *

“NdFe;(BO3)s Ho101*2

bone-dimensional photonic crystal with four-layered ueil®

‘CdS#® AN, GaN, InN Hpoop®! CaBaCO7# GaFeQ;4®
C03B7013Br;20 KMnFeRs33

1Cp0SeQ Hyioo 2 [Ru(bpy)k (ppY)IIMNCr(ox)]2? one-dimensional pho-
tonic crystal with three-layered unit &I

¢ScMnQ;, LUMnO3, TmMnO32°

is described by Ed.]3. In all these MPGs, the solutions oferved even then. Thus, the index of refraction can be ap-
the Maxwell-equations are linearly polarized waves. In som proximated by Ed.]3 for all of the listed MPGs. This allows
of these cases, when there is a finite magnetization perpea-direct comparison between the static and dynamical ME ef-
dicular to the light propagation, the polarization can have fects according to the ME sum rule in Hd. 5, since the static
small longitudinal component, which is neglected here.sThi measurements used to determine tffediagonal ME tensor
transverse-wave approximation means that we neglect addélements can be compared to the optical experiments with lin
tional terms in the refractive index, which are higher-aorde early polarized light. In the second and third rows of Elché t
products of tensor components li¢e; /€., OF X7\ frox/ e 22,2 chiral state of BCG& and CCS@? is studied in the
for propagation along theaxis. Faraday configuration, where the material shows poladrati

In materials belonging to MPGs not marked by asteriskrotation. Nevertheless, the directional dichroism can ke# w
natural and magnetic circular dichroism can appear, sincapproximated by EqJ#
these MPGs are all chiral and in some cases finite magne-
tization is allowed parallel to the light propagation diien
(Faraday configuration). However, forfRaiently thin sam-
ples the linear polarization of the incident light is negrhg-
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B. Application of the ME sum rule to multiferroic materials Prior to saturation, the magnetization follows a nearlgdin
field dependence due to the increasing canting of the sublat-

In order to check the applicability of the ME sum rule, ticeé moments for any direction of the magnetic field.
we compare the magnetic field dependence of the static
and optical ME &ects for three members of the multifer-  The multiferroic character of these materials has
roic melilite family, namely for BaCoGeO;, C&CoSkO7;  peen intensively studied both theoretic#y® and
and SpCoSpO;. These compounds crystallize in the non- experimentally#-22.6967 via their static ME properties.
centrosymmetric tetragonai2;m structuré®=°where C8*  The strong optical ME fect emerging at their spin-wave
cations with $3/2 spin form square-lattice layers stacked excitations has also attracted much intet&g#2.68=70.72The
along the tetragonal [001] axis. They undergo an antifermagnetically induced ferroelectric polarization has been
romagnetic transition at ;J=6-7K. Due to strong single- described by the spin-dependent hybridization of thé*Gb
ion anisotropy, the two-sublattice antiferromagnetitesteas  orbitals with thep orbitals of the surrounding oxygen ions
an easy-plane character with spins lying within the tetragforming tetrahedral cagé&!® When the magnetization is
onal plang?®=8.89-62The free rotation of the magnetization a linear function of the applied field, the direction of the
within the tetragonal plane can already be realized by modsublattice magnetizations can be straightforwardly esged
erate fields of<1-2T, which is an indication of a weak in- as a function of the orientation and the magnitude of the
plane anisotropy?.5® As another consequence of the single-magnetic field. Then, the components of the magnetically
ion anisotropy, the magnetization is saturated éiedént mag-  induced ferroelectric polarization are directly deteremn
netic field valuesH® andH3“, when the field is applied from the orientation of the sublattice magnetizations inith

plane axis’

within the easy plane and along the hard axis, respectivelyhe spin-dependent hybridization mod&F!

[ N2
Hsing Hsing .
Prioo) = Apiane HST - \1— (HST) Sing, (6)

plane plane

(Hcosy)2 Hcod)
1_ it
HSar HSut

axis axis

Hsing 1_(Hsin€)2 1_(H0039)2Hcos9

P[OlO] = Aplane TrSar S S TCO%, (7)
H[ll‘tll';’le \ plttlltne \ Hafifv Ha;li';
Hsimg\'  Hsing Hsirg)® 1 Heow)
P[OOl] = Aaxi‘v Sar ] - —HSat 1- (—Sat ] - E |:1 - (—HSaT ] j|Sin2¢- (8)
plane plane plane axis

Hered and¢ are the polar and azimuthal angles of the mag-when experimental curves are not available, the ME tensor el
netic field relative to the [001] and [100] axes, respecyivel ements are evaluated using the fitted parameters as describe
and H is the magnitude of the field.A .. and A, are  above.

constants describing the strength of the magnetoeledtie ¢

pling. To make the formulas more compact, the tilting an- Fig. [I(a) displays the ferroelectric polarization induced
gle of the two inequivalent oxygen tetrahedra in the unit cel along the [001] axis in BCGO by magnetic fields applied par-
was approximated by/4, which is close to the experimen- allel to the [110] directionPjoo1j(Hf1107), @s reproduced from

tal value of 48 for CCSO2! For BCGO, the saturation fields Ref.[18. The field dependence of 011[110 static ME ten-
areHﬁZZ;ez16T andHS% ~36 T as found both in the sta$it  sor element for external fields along the [ilO] axis, given by

axis

and optical experimen#&.By fitting the field dependence of the derivativedPioo1)/0H10}, is shown in FigLlL(c). Via the
the static polarization reproduced from Refl[18,19inFig)1 ME sum rule in EqLB, this element of the static ME tensor
and (g), we obtait ,,,,=410uC/m? andA,,;,=180uC/m? 1S related to the integral of the directional dichroism spen

for BCGO. Using these parameters, the field dependence d¢f the Voigt configuration, where the magnetic component of
every component of the staﬁg;z = dP;/0H,, ME tensor can light is parallel to the static magnetic field applied alohg t

be calculated for BCGO accordina to EBE 16-8. [110] direction and the electric component of light is phelal
g Gl to the [001] axis. In this configuration, the directionalltlic-

For these three compounds, several elements of the statism spectra reported for BCGO by Ref] 10 correspond to the
ME tensor, which are used in the present study for comparisodifference of the red and blue curves in Fib. 1(b), which are
with the directional dichroism spectra, can be directlyedet the absorption spectra obtained for counter-propagatitg T
mined from the measured field dependence of the ferroelewaves. The comparison between the static and optical data
tric polarization reported in the literature. Only in thasses  using Eq[b is shown Fif] 1(c).
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Comparison of the static and opticdt ldroperties of multiferroic BaCoGeO; (BCGO), CaCoSp0O; (CCSO) and
SrL,CoSpO; (SCSO) based on the ME sum rule in Eb. 5. Panel (a): Dependaéribe ferroelectric polarization?) on the magnitude of the
magnetic field ) in BCGO. Panels (d), (g) and (j): Dependence’ai the orientation of the field in BCGO. In these panels thieldioles are
experimental data reproduced from Ref. 18, while the dakhes are calculated using the spin dependent p-d hybtidizanodel according
to Eqs[#-8 The slopes of the green lines in the same panels are propairtmthe corresponding elements of the ME tensor. Arrols|&d
with E® andH“ show the electric and magnetic components of the absortetiti the corresponding optical experiment, respectivieanels
(b), (e), (h) and (k): Field dependence of the magnon ahisorgpectra of BCGO in the GHz-THz range. The light polaiaa indicated
in these panels correspond to the lal#&tsand H” shown in the panels of the first column. The spectra are shiféetically proportional
to H. For BCGO, the spectra corresponding to counter-propagdight beams are plotted by red and blue lines, while for OGfsown
and dark green lines represent the two propagation directibhe absorption céigcient of CCSO is multiplied by a factor of two for better
visibility. The spectra in panels (b) and (k) are measuretiénpresent study, while the data in panels (e) and (h) aredaped from Ref. 11
for BCGO and from Ref._12 for CCSO, respectively. Panels(fg)(i) and (I): Magnetic field dependence ofigirent components of the ME
tensor. Symbols indicate the tensor elements calculated fihe corresponding optical measurements using the ME slenempty square,
full diamond and empty triangle stand for BCGO, CCSO and SG8&pectively. The field dependence of the static ME tensomponents
are plotted with solid, dashed and dotted lines for the thogepounds in the same order. The points corresponding teldpe of the green
lines in the left panels are indicated by a green dot. Thel $iolé in panel (c) is calculated directly from the measurethpzation-magnetic
field curve shown on panel (a), while the curves in panelgiffand () are evaluated using Ef3.6-8. Static experimemtscal measurements
and model calculations were carried oufat2 K, T=4K andT=0K, respectively.
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The following part of FiglL shows similar analysis for other the field region investigated here, its energy remains densi
three elements of the ME tensor in BCGO. In two cases, datarably smaller than those of the other magnon modes. Hence,
for SCSO and CCSO are also included. The dependence d@fdominates the integral in the Eg. 5 sum rule due todRe
the ferroelectric polarization on the orientation of a dans  frequency denominator. This mode is not allowed in an easy-
field H is shown in panels (d), (g) and (j). The directional plane magnet if the magnetic component of light is paratlel t
dichroism spectra in these three cases are displayed itispané¢he static magnetic field as seen in [Elg. 1(b). Corresporyling
(e), (h) and (k), while the comparison between the static anih Fig.[I(c) the ME tensor element calculated from the direc-
optical data is given in panels (f), (i) and (). tional dichroism data is smaller than those for the trarsser

The Ppog(9) curve in Fig.[A(g) is reproduced from spin excitations shown in panels (f), (i) and ().

Ref.[18, whered is the angle of the magnetic field rela-
tive to the [001] axis. Since the tilting of the magnetic Moreover, the ME tensor element calculated from the sum

field from the [010] direction by a small angle 66 intro- rule in Fig.[A(c) is one order of magnitude smaller than the

duces a weak transversal figlH=(0, 0, Hsinsg), for H||[010] value determined from the static measurement, though they

em ]:aP[loo]/aH[()o]_]%1/HX6P[100]/(99. The correspond- both change sign in the same field regioneH=7-9T.

X[100]j001 S e ! )
ing optical experiment can be realized in the Faraday config,-rh's significant diference may come from directional dichro

uration, wherdH[[[010], while the electric and magnetic com- ism exhibited by excitations out of range of our optical de-

ponents of light are parallel to the [100] and [001] axes, re‘_tection. Since all magnon modes expected in the micro-

spectively. These THz absorption spectra are shown for th@COIOiC spin model of BCGO are observed in the absorption

two opposite wave propagation directions in Fiy. 1(h) as re_experimenté? we think that low-energy phonon modes can

produced from Ref.[ 11 for BCGO and from R 12 for show strong optical magnetoelectritext due to coupling to
CcCSsO ' magnon modes. Though directional dichroism has not been

P - directly observed for phonon modes, recent optical studies
The P, curve in Fig.[A(d) is taken from Ref. 118 ST .
and the[(l)gll]l(fze) curve in gFig(E)l(j) is calculated using on multiferroic BaNbFe&Si,O,4 reported about the magneto-
Eqs. 658 : In] the former and .Iater cases the elements 0eflectric nature of low-energy lattice vibratiof5As another

the static ME tensor are respectively obtained accordin stibility, Spin excitations located out of our experifatn
10 {20 11010y= Pioon/Hior0~L/ HXOPioou /3¢ for HI|[100] and indow and not captured by the spin-wave theory can also

contribute to the directional dichroism spectrum.
[llo][OOl]ZP[llo]/6H[001]z1/HX(3P[110]/69 for H||[110]. The P

corresponding THz absorption spectra are shown in parjels (e Besides the comparative analysis of static and optical ME
and (k), respectively. data carried out for the three compounds above to demoastrat
the applicability of the ME sum rule, we also make predic-
tions for the same and other multiferroic materials. Presio
III. DISCUSSION studies report about magnetically induced ferroelectiap
ization in the paramagnetic phase of BCB@nd SCSE&p:/

The comparison between the ME tensor elements calctHP t07=300K, while their magnetic ordering temperature is
lated from the static and optical data in the last column gf Fi 7~~7 K. Since the magnetic symmetry (MPG) of these com-
[ supports the applicability of the ME sum rule in these multi Pounds depends on the orientation of the magnetic field but
ferroic compounds. The magnitude and the field dependendkis the same for the ordered and the paramagnetic state, we
of the static and optical data in panels (f), (i) and () showeXpect that f[he dl_rec'uonal dlch_r0|sm observed belbwin
guantitative agreement. Theirfilirence can be attributed to Vvarious configurations can survive up to room temperature.
the following factors: i) the directional dichroism measur
ments were performed &t=4 K, while the static experiments
were carried out &t <2 K where the ME coféicients are larger
by ~10-20%, ii) the two set of experiments were performed

on samples from derent growths, iii) in Fig[1L(e) and (h) these d-d transitions to the ME sum rule is negligible due to

the polarization of light beams can change during the propag, oy high frequency and the? denominator in E5, we ex-

gation _throu_gh the samples due to natural and magnetic Cll'ﬁect that directional dichroism should also be presentiwr |
cular dichroism, iv) the model used to calculate the field deTrequency magnon excitations in this material

pendence of the static ME ciheients is not accurate due to
the linear field dependence of the magnetization assumed her The magnetic control of the ferroelectric polariza-
to reduce the number of fitting parameters, and v) unceytainttion andor the electric control of the magnetization
in the geometrical factors of samples used in the static antlave been observed in a plethora of multiferroic mate-
optical experiments may also cause an error of typicall9-  rials including perovskite manganites with cycloidal spin
20%. order>=’8 the room temperature multiferroics BiFg®&°

In the last three rows of Fig] 1 the dominant contributionand SgCo,Fe4041.282:8? Based on the ME sum rule, we pre-
to the integral in the ME sum rule comes from the Goldstonedict that these compounds can also show directional dichro-
mode, whose excitation energy is proportional to the easyism as already has been found forgEsY ¢4sMn032 and
plane component of the static magnetic field. This mode ha&dysThysMNnOs% in the spectral range of the magnon excita-
a very small gap of less than0¥5THz in zero field? In  tions.

In the non-centrosymmetric soft magnet (Cu,NiQB the
electric control of the magnetization direction has been
demonstrated together with directional dichroism of near-
infrared electronic excitation. Since the contribution from



IV. CONCLUSIONS where z=w+ie and e—0+. M, and Ps are the magnetic
and electric dipole operators, respectively:) and |n) are
We derived a ME sum rule and discussed its validity foréigenstates of the unperturbed system with energidsogf
non-centrosymmetric magnets. We showed that the ME surfind w,, while g is the inverse temperature. In the zero-
rule can be used to predict the static ME properties based dgmperature limit the Boltzmann factors vanish exceptlfier t
the directional dichroism spectra governed by the optical M [0) zero energy ground state:
effect and vica versa, whenever the ME susceptibility of a

material is antisymmetric with respect to the time reversal 1 Z (O My, lm) (m| P510) ~ (O| P [m) (m| M, |O)
B

We verified this approach by a quantitative comparisony;(z) =
between static ME cdicients and directional dichroism

spectra experimentally determined for three multiferroic ) i . i (A.2)
compounds in the melilite family. In most cases we found!f X7 (@) is antisymmetric with respect to the time reversal,
that the dominant contribution to the ME sum rule comesthe (0l My |m) (m| P;|0) product of the transition matrix ele-
from magnon excitations located in the GHz-THz region.Mments of _the magnetic and eleqnc d|pol_e operators is real.
Our approach is applicable to most of the magnetoelectrid Ne imaginary part of the transition matrix element product
multiferroics, where the magnetically induced electritapo ~ vanishes since the magnetic dipole operator changes sign un

ization can be controlled by the magnitude or the directibn o der time reversal operation, which also requires the carjug
external magnetic field. tion of the matrix elements due to the exchange of the initial

and final states. The Kubo formula at zero temperature for the
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Z— Wy Z+a)m

win (0| My [m) (m| P; |0)

2 _ )2
w Wi,

. (A3

m

These expressions can also be obtained by second order per-
turbation theorn#® With Aa(w) = %SX;"(;’(w) one can repro-

duce Eq[b:
Appendix: Derivation of the magnetoelectric sum rule from the 2 (0| M., [m) (m| P |0)
o
Kubo formula Xys(0) = EPZ z o
m
The microscopic description of the linear response of a 2 * (0| My Im) (m| Ps |0)
R = —SDZ 0w — wy)dw
guantum system to external stimuli is given by the Kubo for- h & o w
mula. For the frequency dependence of the ME susceptibility c “ Aa(w)
tensor, the finite-temperature Kubo formula reads = ZPI 5— dow. (A.5)
0 w
-phw, _ ,~phw, .
Q) = _}Z e f ‘ (nl My, Im) {m| Ps In>’ (A1)
h mn zi:e_ﬁlw' = Wy t+ w,
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