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Rare-earth iron garnets R3Fe5O12 are fascinating insulators with very diverse magnetic phases.
Their strong potential in spintronic devices has encouraged a renewal of interest in the study of their
low temperature spin structures and spin wave dynamics. A striking feature of rare-earth garnets
with R-ions exhibiting strong crystal-field effects like Tb-, Dy-, Ho-, and Er-ions is the observation
of low-temperature non-collinear magnetic structures featuring “umbrella-like” arrangements of the
rare-earth magnetic moments. In this study, we demonstrate that such umbrella magnetic states are
naturally emerging from the crystal-field anisotropies of the rare-earth ions. By means of a general
model endowed with only the necessary elements from the crystal structure, we show how umbrella-
like spin structures can take place and calculate the canting-angle as a result of the competition
between the exchange-interaction of the rare-earth and the iron ions as well as the crystal-field
anisotropy. Our results are compared to experimental data, and a study of the polarised spin wave
dynamics is presented. Our study improves the understanding of umbrella-like spin structures and
paves the way for more complex spin wave calculations in rare-earth iron garnets with non-collinear
magnetic phases.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic insulators in the family of rare-earth iron gar-
nets R3Fe5O12 (where R is a trivalent rare-earth ion) are
currently seeing a renewal of interest, in large part be-
cause of their interesting physical properties and possible
applications in the fields of spintronics, spin caloritron-
ics and magnonics [1–4]. In particular, Yttrium Iron
Garnet (Y3Fe5O12, YIG) has a ferrimagnetic structure
stable well above room temperatures – with a Curie
temperature of 560 K – and superior microwave prop-
erties with extremely long lifetime and diffusion length
of magnons [5, 6]. It is therefore a material of choice for
microwave devices and in the field of magnonics [7]. How-
ever, there is much interest in looking at other members
of the same R3Fe5O12-family by substituting the non-
magnetic Y3+-ions in YIG with other rare-earth ions:
R = Gd, Tb, Dy, Ho, Er, Tm, Yb or Lu. These rare-
earth ions now bear their own magnetic moments, which,
in contrast to the iron moments, have strong spin-orbit
coupling and crystal-field splittings [8]. This may lead to
a variety of magnetic phases with some of the attractive
features of YIG but differences which may be interesting
for specific applications. This was recognised soon after
the magnetic structures were elucidated by Néel, Bertaut
and collaborators in the mid 1950’s, who commented on
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the fact that large single crystals with very narrow res-
onance line-widths were common to all rare-earth iron
garnets and favoured applications in magneto-optics [9].
They also found that while the rare-earth ion did not
alter the temperature of ferrimagnetic order very much
– it remains between 548 K and 578 K for R= Gd, Tb,
Dy, Ho, Er, and Tm – there was a lower “compensa-
tion” temperature where the remanent magnetization of
the rare-earth ion exactly cancel the net iron magneti-
zation [10]. Néel suggested very soon that this implied
a magnetic model where the rare-earth moment had an
exchange with the iron moments that was weaker than
the exchanges within the iron sites leading to ferrimag-
netism [11]. The rare-earth ion can therefore be treated
as an “exchange-enhanced” paramagnetic moment with
a strong temperature dependence [12].

The magnetic structure of rare-earth iron gar-
nets R3Fe5O12 is a consequence of the antiferromag-
netic super-exchange between the iron moments on
the tetrahedrally-coordinated d-sites and that of the
octahedrally-coordinated a-sites as well as the rare-earth
moment on the dodecahedrally-coordinated c-sites of the
garnet unit cell [13]. While the magnetic structure of
R3Fe5O12 has been described in great detail, primarily by
neutron diffraction [14–18], only recently the spin wave
dynamics came into focus of research [19–22]. For exam-
ple, the chirality of the spin waves in YIG, while long
expected at least at zero temperature, was only recently
explicitly demonstrated by polarisation analysis of inelas-
tic neutron scattering, at both low and room tempera-
tures [23]. The observed opposite chirality, contrasting
the acoustic and the optical spin-wave modes, is expected
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to have great influence on experiments in the fields of
spintronics and magnonics. This was demonstrated in
Gd3Fe5O12 that shows an additional sign change of the
spin Seebeck voltage at low temperatures [24]. The influ-
ence of the rare-earth moments on the chiral properties
of the spin waves in R3Fe5O12 is therefore of paramount
importance.

In addition to the collinear magnetic structure between
the rare-earth and iron moments we have just described,
an “umbrella”-like structure is observed at low tempera-
tures in rare-earth iron garnets R3Fe5O12 with R-ions ex-
hibiting strong crystal-field effects [15, 16, 25, 26]. Such
a non-collinear structure is based on canting of the R-
moments with respect to the iron-moments at some angle
θR. In this paper, we introduce a simple model Hamil-
tonian to describe this non-collinear magnetic structure
and to explore the consequences on the spin wave dynam-
ics. The “umbrella”-like structure are seen to arise quite
naturally from the competition of the strong single-ion
anisotropies of different rare-earth ions and the exchange
interaction between the rare-earth and iron moments.

II. SIMPLE MODEL FOR UMBRELLA STATES

To investigate the influence of the non-collinear
“umbrella”-state on the spin wave dynamics in rare-earth
iron garnets R3Fe5O12, we introduce a simple model
Hamiltonian in the following, by taking into account
single-ion anisotropies of rare earth R3+-ions. From the
structure of the garnet unit cell, described by the space
group Ia3d, where the R3+-ions are dodecahedrally-
coordinated (c-sites) and the Fe3+-ions tetrahedrally- (d-
sites) as well as octahedrally-coordinated (a-sites), the
easy-axes of the rare-earth ions automatically lie in three
orthogonal directions within the unit cell (see Fig.1(a)).
When we consider the coupling between the R3+- and the
neighbouring Fe3+-moments of the majority d-sublattice
(blue spheres in Fig.1(b)), these act as torque and the
R3+ moments tilt away from the crystalline anisotropy,
and in favour of the [111] molecular field from the Fe3+-d-
site. While the existence of the three orthogonal two-fold
axes is a rigorous consequence of the D2 symmetry, the
selection of one of these as the easy axis can be seen intu-
itively from the positioning of the oxygen O2−-ions with
respect to the nearest Fe3+ a-sites (see Fig.1(b)). For ex-
ample, the ground state of the crystal-field of Tb3Fe5O12

has the easy axis (light blue arrows in Fig.1) aligned along
the direction connecting a Tb3+-c-site with its neighbour-
ing Fe3+-d-sites [27, 28]. As the c-d distances (3.11 Å)
are comparable to the c-h distances (of the eight h O2−-
ions in proximity of a c-site, four sit at 2.4 Å, and four at
2.5 Å) the electrostatic charges of the Fe3+ ions on the
d-sites might influence the orientation of the local easy
axis.

In order to understand the effects of the coupling on
the dynamics, including the frequencies and chirality of
spin wave propagation at finite wave vectors, we in-

(a) (b)

FIG. 1. (a) Portion of the hyperkagome lattice (red spheres
and links), with single-ion anisotropies (light blue arrows)
shown for three next-nearest neighbour rare-earth c-sites. The
easy-axes, each parallel to a given crystallographic direction,
are obtained by exact diagonalisation of the D2 crystal-field
Hamiltonians, for example from Tb3Fe5O12 in Ref. [27]. (b)
Local view of the complex crystal structure of rare-earth iron
garnets. We focus on one rare-earth ion of interest (red-sphere
with light blue easy-axis) and its neighbouring atoms. The
neighbouring rare-earth c-sites with its links are shown in red,
as in the left panel. The dark-yellow spheres are the oxygen-
ions (h-sites), the next nearest neighbours to the central R
site form a distorted cube and they have a dodecahedral point-
group symmetry (D2). The blue spheres are the two Fe d-sites
nearest to the c-site of interest, and are shown in their tetra-
hedral oxygen environment. The green spheres are the Fe
a-sites nearest to the same central c-site, and for simplicity
only one is shown in its octahedral oxygen environment.

troduce dispersion by coupling the moments in a one-
dimensional form. The model can be considered as a
minimal extension of that by Tinkham [29]. Tinkham
considered the coupled dynamics of rare-earth iron gar-
nets at low frequencies, where he reduced the system to
two effective moments, one representing the rare-earth
moment and the other the net iron magnetic moment.
The crucial element to allow for the non-collinear um-
brella structure is to include at least three rare-earth do-
decahedral c-sites with the three orthogonal directions
and the corresponding number of Fe-d and Fe-a-sites to
respect stochiometry. Therefore, the minimum cell with
three different anisotropy directions for the R3+ c-site,
and compatible with the stochiometry of the magnetic
sites in R3Fe5O12, would have a total of 8 magnetic sites:
3 R3+-moments with spin S, 3 tetrahedral Fe3+-d mo-
ments with spin sd, and 2 octahedral Fe3+-a moments
with spin sa. We consider a one-dimensional chain based
on such 8-sublattice unit cell, as represented in Fig. 2. As
in the real compounds, the different numbers of d- and
a-sites give ferrimagnetism quite naturally.

Our simplest Hamiltonian reads

H0 = −Ke

∑

i

(Sαi
i )2

+ Jcd
∑

〈ij〉
Si · sdj + Jad

∑

〈jk〉
sdj · sak .

(1)

where Ke > 0 regulates the easy-axis anisotropy of the
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FIG. 2. The one-dimensional 8 sublattice model. The dashed
line shows the unit cell. In accordance with Fig.1, rare-
earth ions (red spheres) are shown with magnetic anisotropies
(light-blue arrows) calculated from crystal-field Hamiltoni-
ans [27, 28]. The iron ions (blue d- sites, green a- sites) have
magnetic moments along the 111 direction (not shown) ac-
cording to their ferrimagnetic ordered phase.

moments considered as nearest-neighbours, and hjki over
nearest neighbour tetrahedral-octahedral pairs, again de-
fined by whichever model lattice we use. The strength of
the magnetic moments correspond to the total angular
momenta of the free ions (further discussion in Section
IV), hence |sa| = |sd| = 5/2, and |S| = total angular mo-
mentum of the R3+ of interest. In equation (1), there are
three possible values of the vector component ↵i = x, y
or z for the three n.n. rare-earth sites at the vertices of
the same triangle. These vector components, as shown
in Figs.1,2, define three mutually perpendicular easy-axis
anisotropies on each triangle. In the model Hamiltonian
H0, we consider only nearest-neighbor interactions and,
in particular, neglect exchange interaction between the
rare-earth ions Jcc, and the rare-earth ion and the iron
a-site Jca.

While the model defined by equation (1) is the sim-
plest to look at, further terms ought to be included to
investigate qualitative features of the magnetic structure
and the spin dynamics . These include exchange inter-
actions within the iron a- and d-sites, but also hard-axes
terms accounting for the complex constraints from the
crystalline fields. These are gathered in the following
Hamiltonian

H1 = Kh

X

i

(S�i

i )2

+ Jdd

X

hjj0i
sd
j · sd

j0 + Jaa

X

hkk0i
sa
k · sa

k0 ,
(2)

which includes a hard axis �i orthogonal to the easy axis
↵i of the i-th rare-earth site (Kh > 0, if Ke is taken to
be positive in H0). To simplify the numerical calcula-
tions we will take �i also orthogonal to the Fe moments
so that it does not influence the canting. The e↵ect of
the additional magnetic anisotorpy Kh will not be dis-
cussed further in this paper except in the discussion of
“double-umbrella” spin structures found in Tb3Fe5O12

and Yb3Fe5O12. It will also influence the chirality of ex-
citations, but this will be left to a future,more detailed,
publication.

If we fix the spin values of the rare-earth and iron mo-
ments and first neglect Kh, there are five parameters left

for the minimal Hamiltonian H = H0 + H1. These pa-
rameters can be set initially by di↵erent observables of a
compound showing an umbrella structure:

1. The ordering temperature for ferrimagnetism or
alternatively the dispersion of the lowest energy
mode in R3Fe5O12: this gives an estimate of Jad,
Jdd, and Jaa for a given lattice. Since the Curie
temperature TC is almost independent of the rare-
earth R3+-ion, a very good first approximation is to
take these values from YIG. Recently, Jad, Jdd, and
Jaa are estimated from the spin-wave dispersion of
YIG measured by inelastic Neutron scattering. We
therefore take 6.8meV, 0.52meV, and 1.1meV for
Jad, Jdd, and Jaa, respectively[23, 30].

2. The gap �CF, between the ground state doublet (or
quasi-doublet for non-Kramers systems) and the
first excited state of the crystal-field spectrum: this
determines Ke [27, 28].

3. The magnetic compensation temperature, where
the remanent total magnetisation of the garnet
compound vanishes: an estimate of the ratio
Jcd/Jad. It is worth mentioning that Jcd can vary
depending on the rare-earth considered (see Section
IV), however in general |Jcd/Jad| < 1.

In the remaining of this paper the use of superscript
or subscript for the kind of spins is interchanged for no-
tational convenience (sd ⌘ sd), and the c label for the
rare-earth site is omitted (S ⌘ Sc), as in Eqs.1-2.

III. GROUND STATE PROPERTIES

In our one-dimensional spin model each iron Fe3+-
d moment is coupled to a single rare-earth R3+-c mo-
ment canted in one of three directions. This will in-
duce an additional canting ✓Fe of the Fe3+-moments, i.e.
in this model the Fe moments themselves have a small
“umbrella-like” spin structure induced by the rare-earth
R3+-moments. However, the canting angle ✓Fe is ex-
pected to be small since the ratio Jcd/Jad is known to
be small. Moreover, the exchange interaction within the
iron d-sites and a-sites (Jdd and Jaa, respectively) further
reduces this secondary canting.

As the single-ion anisotropy of the rare-earth ions pull
towards orthogonal directions, the net magnetic moment
remains at the [111]-directions of the garnet structure
and we can minimize the pairs of terms of H = H0 + H1

separately with respect to the canting angle of the rare-
earth R3+-moments ✓R and the secondary canting of the
Fe3+-moments ✓Fe. If we define ↵o as the angle of the
three orthogonal axes of the net moment with respect to
the [111]-direction, ↵o = cos�1(1/

p
3), then equation (2)

yields the classical energy as a function of the canting

FIG. 2. The one-dimensional 8-sublattice model. The dashed
line shows the unit cell. In accordance with Fig.1, rare-
earth ions (red spheres) are shown with magnetic anisotropies
(light-blue arrows) calculated from crystal-field Hamiltoni-
ans [27, 28]. The iron ions (blue d-sites, green a-sites) have
magnetic moments (not shown) along the [111] direction ac-
cording to their ferrimagnetic ordered phase.

rare-earth c- moments, while Jad and Jcd are exchange
constants. The model is defined by these three couplings
and of course also by the lattice of sites considered. The
summation 〈ij〉 runs over pairs of rare-earth and iron d
moments considered as nearest-neighbours, and 〈jk〉 over
nearest neighbour tetrahedral-octahedral pairs, again de-
fined by whichever model lattice we use. The strength
of the magnetic moments correspond to the total angu-
lar momenta of the free ions (see further discussion in
Section IV), hence |sa| = |sd| = 5/2, and |S| = the to-
tal angular momentum of the R3+ of interest. In equa-
tion (1), there are three possible values of the vector com-
ponent αi = x, y or z for the three next-nearest neigh-
bour rare-earth sites at the vertices of the same triangle.
These vector components, as shown in Figs. 1,2, define
three mutually perpendicular easy-axis anisotropies on
each triangle. In the model Hamiltonian H0, we consider
only nearest-neighbor interactions and, in particular, ne-
glect exchange interaction between the rare-earth ions
Jcc, and the rare-earth ion and the iron a-site Jca.

While the model defined by equation (1) is the simplest
to look at, further terms ought to be included to investi-
gate quantitative features of the magnetic structure and
the spin dynamics. These include exchange interactions
Jaa and Jdd within the iron a- and d-sites, respectively,
but also hard-axes terms with anisotropy constant Kh ac-
counting for the complex constraints from the crystalline
fields. These are gathered in the following Hamiltonian

H1 = Kh

∑

i

(Sβi

i )2

+ Jdd
∑

〈jj′〉
sdj · sdj′ + Jaa

∑

〈kk′〉
sak · sak′ ,

(2)

which includes a magnetically hard axis βi orthogonal to
the easy axis αi of the i-th rare-earth site (Kh > 0, if
Ke is taken to be positive in H0). To simplify the nu-
merical calculations we can take βi also orthogonal to
the Fe moments so that it does not influence the cant-
ing. The effect of the additional magnetic anisotropy Kh

will not be discussed further in this paper, except in the
discussion of “double-umbrella” spin structures found in

Tb3Fe5O12 and Yb3Fe5O12 (see Section V). It will also
influence the chirality of excitations, but this will be left
to a future, more detailed, publication.

If we fix the spin values of the rare-earth and iron mo-
ments and first neglect Kh, there are five parameters left
for the minimal Hamiltonian H = H0 + H1. These pa-
rameters can be set initially by different observables of a
compound showing an umbrella structure:

1. The ordering temperature for ferrimagnetism or
alternatively the dispersion of the lowest energy
mode in R3Fe5O12: this constrains estimates of
Jad, Jdd, and Jaa for a given lattice. Since the
Curie temperature TC is almost independent of the
rare-earth R3+-ion, a very good first approxima-
tion is to take these values from YIG. Recently,
Jad, Jdd, and Jaa have been estimated from the
spin-wave dispersion of YIG measured by inelas-
tic neutron scattering [23, 30]. We therefore take
6.8 meV, 0.52 meV, and 1.1 meV for Jad, Jdd, and
Jaa, respectively.

2. The gap ∆CF between the ground state doublet (or
quasi-doublet for non-Kramers systems) and the
first excited state of the crystal-field spectrum: this
determines Ke [27, 28] for each compound.

3. The magnetic compensation temperature, where
the total remanent magnetisation of the garnet
compound vanishes: this gives an estimate of the
ratio Jcd/Jad. We should emphasize that Jcd can
vary depending on the rare-earth considered (see
Section IV), however, in general |Jcd/Jad| < 1.

In the remaining of this paper the use of superscript
or subscript for the kind of spins is interchanged for no-
tational convenience (sd ≡ sd), and the c label for the
rare-earth site is omitted (S ≡ Sc), as in Eqs. (1), (2).

III. GROUND STATE PROPERTIES

In our one-dimensional spin model each iron Fe3+-
d moment is coupled to a single rare-earth R3+-c mo-
ment canted in one of three directions (αi = x, y or z).
This will induce an additional canting θFe of the Fe3+-
moments, i.e., in this model the Fe moments themselves
have a small “umbrella-like” spin structure induced by
the rare-earth R3+-moments. However, the canting an-
gle θFe is expected to be small since the ratio Jcd/Jad is
known to be small. Moreover, the exchange interaction
within the iron d-sites and a-sites (Jdd and Jaa, respec-
tively) further reduces this secondary canting.

As the single-ion anisotropy of the rare-earth ions pull
towards orthogonal directions, the net magnetic moment
remains at the [111]-directions of the garnet structure
and we can minimize the pairs of terms of H = H0 +H1

separately with respect to the canting angle of the rare-
earth R3+-moments θR and the secondary canting of the
Fe3+-moments θFe. If we define αo as the angle of the
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FIG. 3. Canting angles θR (red line) and θFe (blue line) of
the rare-earth c-moments and the iron d-moments, respec-
tively, as a function of the dimensionless ratio of c-d exchange
Jcd to single-ion anisotropy Ke calculated using the spin val-
ues |sa| = |sd| = 5/2 and |S| = 6. Due to the interaction
with the rare-earth moments, the Fe-d moments also become
slightly non-collinear. The dashed lines indicate a canting
angle θR = 32◦, which is used for the calculation of the spin-
wave dynamics in Section III.

three orthogonal axes of the net moment with respect
to the [111]-direction, αo = cos−1(1/

√
3), then Eq. (2)

yields the classical energy as a function of the canting
angles θR and θFe

ε(θR, θFe) =−KeS
2 cos2(αo − θR) + JcdSsd cos(θR − θFe)

+ Jdds
2
d(2 cos2 θFe − sin2 θFe)/2

− 2Jad sdsa cos2 θFe .

(3)

Minimizing the energy ε(θR, θFe) gives θR and θFe as a
function of Jcdsd/ (KeS). The thus obtained canting an-
gles θR and θFe are shown in Fig. 3 as a function of the di-
mensionless ratio of the c-d-exchange Jcd to the single-ion
anisotropyKe. A large canting of the rare-earth moments
is expected for a large single-ion anisotropy and weak c-d
coupling. By increasing the exchange interaction Jcd the
Fe-d-moments also become slightly non-collinear. How-
ever, we note that we do not consider any crystalline
anisotropy on the Fe-sites, since this is expected to be
weak [31].

Linear Spin wave dynamics

Once we have determined the ground state of our 8-
sublattice model in a mean field approach, we now can
calculate the dynamical structure factor via linear spin
wave theory [32]. Because of the interest in the chiral-
ity, especially of the low energy spin waves, we calculate
the spin polarized cross-sections with the sign of chiral-
ity defined with respect to the spin axis along the [111]

direction, i.e. the direction of the Fe-a-moments. To
introduce the main qualitative features, we will restrict
our discussion on the results calculated using the basic
Hamiltonian introduced in Eq. (1). In Figure 4(a) we
show the dispersion of the lowest five modes of our sim-
ple one-dimensional model for a small c-d coupling with
Jcd = 0.05Jad. This implies a relatively weak coupling
between the acoustic as well as optic modes on the Fe-
ions and the essentially local modes on the rare-earth
R3+-ions. The gap ∆CF between the ground state dou-
blet and the first excited state of the crystal-field spec-
trum of the R3+-ions is assumed to be 4.2 meV. As there
are three rare-earth ions per unit cell, the weakly disper-
sive single-ion mode at around 1 THz is 3-fold degenerate.
Figure 4(b) shows an enlargement of the region around
the avoided crossing of the original acoustic branch and
the single-ion levels, demonstrating that in fact there is
level repulsion between the upper and lower levels, while
the intermediate level is apparently not hybridized. The
property of this intermediate level is a consequence of a
reflection symmetry of the one-dimensional model. Hy-
bridization of the acoustic mode with the rare-earth ions,
which are strongly anisotropic, leads to a gap in the
acoustic mode - there is no longer a Goldstone mode as
rotational symmetry is broken. In the two figures the
dispersion is colour-coded in terms of the chirality X of
the modes, defined simply as

X (q, ω) =
χ+−(q, ω)− χ−+(q, ω)

χ+−(q, ω) + χ−+(q, ω)
, (4)

where χ−+ and χ+− are, respectively, the spin-flip up and
spin-flip down dynamical structure factors. Therefore,
the upper, optical mode has a chirality X = −1 (full blue)
and so only the χ−+ cross-section contributes. Instead,
the lower, acoustic mode, which would have a chirality
X = +1 (full red) in the decoupled limit (Jcd = 0), now
develops a more complex, q-dependent, chirality X (q, ω)
due to its hybridization with the rare-earth ions.

If we now increase the coupling strength Jcd to a value
that gives an umbrella structure with a canting angle
of θR = 32◦ of the rare-earth ions (see dashed lines in
Fig. 3) and Jcd = 0.2Jad, which is a reasonable value [33],
the originally gapless Goldstone mode is actually pushed
above the single-ion levels, but retains a complex chirality
X (q, ω) (see Fig. 5). This may be compared to Ref. 34
where there is no-anisotropy and a collinear structure but
level repulsion gives a gapped “acoustic” mode.

IV. COMPARISON TO REAL MATERIALS

While the one-dimensional spin lattice is obviously
simplified structurally compared to real R3Fe5O12 ma-
terials, there are further simplifications that are inherent
in the formulation. The rare-earth “spin” S should be
identified as the total angular momentum J = L + S
where the orbital L and spin S are strongly coupled
by L · S coupling. By writing a single quadratic term
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FIG. 4. (a), (b) Spin wave dispersion and chirality cal-
culated using Eq. (1) assuming a weak c-d-coupling with
Jcd = 0.05Jad. The gap ∆CF between the ground state dou-
blet and the first excited state of the crystal-field spectrum
of the R3+-ions is assumed to be 4.2 meV corresponding to
1 THz. The chirality X is colour coded with the extreme val-
ues X = −1 (blue) and X = +1 (red). The momentum vector
q is in units of the reciprocal lattice of the unit cell. (b) En-
largement of the region of the avoided crossing indicated by
the dashed box in (a).

in Eqs. (1) and (2) we are implying that the single-
ion ground state is a doublet. This is exact only for
half-integer Kramers ions, naturally having a crystal-
field spectrum of doublets, whereas for integer angular
momenta (non-Kramers ions) the ground state magnetic
moment originates from a crystal-field quasi-doublet of
two low-lying singlets. In practice the aim is to bene-
fit from an effective model, Eq. (1), accounting for the
physics of a single-ion ground-state doublet; this is valid
also for non-Kramers compounds (e.g. Tb3Fe5O12) in the
regime where the coupling Jcd is sufficient to induce mag-
netic order thanks to the mixing of the low-lying singlets
of the quasi-doublet [28]. In fact, each rare-earth com-
pound has crystal-field parameters multiplying the gen-
eral Steven’s operators up to the order determined by the
total angular momentum. As we treat the Hamiltonian
in linear spin wave theory, this would renormalise some
of the diagonal terms in the matrices without changing
their structure substantially, but would clearly distort
predictions of higher spin wave branches.

We include the anisotropy only via the single-ion term
and take isotropic exchange for the interaction between
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FIG. 5. Spin wave dispersion and chirality (colour coded)
calculated using Eq. (1) assuming a stronger c-d-coupling
Jcd = 0.2Jad, which is a reasonable value [33]. The origi-
nally gapless fundamental Goldstone mode is pushed above
the single-ion levels of the R3+-ions, but still exhibiting a
complex chirality X (q, ω).

ions. This may be accurate for the Fe-Fe exchange (Jad,
Jaa, and Jdd), where spin-orbit is relatively weak, but
is clearly an approximation for the rare-earth iron ex-
change Jcd and is retained for simplicity only. To lowest
order, the super-exchange Jsuper between the rare-earth
ions and the Fe will involve only the total Si component
of the R3+ ion, and thus our parameter Jcd should be
understood as (gJ − 1) ∗ Jsuper with the Landé g-factor
of the R3+ considered. We note the very recent study
of Ref. [35], where fitting to inelastic neutron scattering
on Yb3Fe5O12 was optimised including also anisotropic
exchange. This is in accordance with earlier optical spec-
troscopy for this particular compound by Wickersheim
and White [36, 37]. It remains to be seen for other com-
pounds whether the anisotropy in the exchange is as cru-
cial as the full crystal field parameters.

Notwithstanding the simplifications noted, the results
shown in Figs. 4 and 5 point to new and interesting
features to be expected in the dynamics of umbrella
structures compared to those of YIG and GdIG. The
non-collinearity means that even at low temperatures we
can no longer expect individual branches to have con-
stant chirality, as has been demonstrated in YIG [23] and
would be expected in the collinear GdIG [21]. The effect
seems to be strongest in the acoustic mode which now
has strongly changing q-dependent chirality. As seen in
Ref. [23] a still modest coupling between the rare-earth
and Fe-d is enough to push the acoustic mode above the
single-ion levels. We emphasise that, since for the dis-
persion we only used the Hamiltonian H0 in Eq. (1), the
exact quantitative values at which this happens should
not be considered precise for real materials (where Jaa
and Jdd are non-zero).
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FIG. 6. Mean field theory of the canting angle θR of
Tb3Fe5O12 (red symbols) calculated based on measured mag-
netization data from Ref. [38]. Contrary to the canting angle
θR derived from Neutron diffraction measurement (blue sym-
bols) no transition between a non-collinear “umbrella”-like
spin state to a collinear arrangement at 150 K is expected.

Magnetic moment at finite temperature

To have a very simple treatment of finite temperature
effects we will simply include a renormalization of the ef-
fective rare-earth moment, treated in the molecular field
of the more strongly coupled Fe moments. Therefore,
within a mean field theory, we can estimate the canting
angle of the rare-earth moments θR as a function of tem-
perature by simply substituting S by an effective mag-
netic moment mR(T ) and take temperature independent
estimates of Ke. The temperature dependent rare-earth
moment mR(T ) can be obtained by neutron diffraction
or SQUID magnetometry measurements [10, 39]. For
Tb3Fe5O12, for example, the temperature evolution of
θR calculated, again using Jcd = 0.2Jad, can be com-
pared to θR from one of the umbrella by neutron diffrac-
tion experiments [39]. As shown in Fig. 6, given such a
simplistic approach, the agreement is remarkable. There
is, however, no prediction of a transition to a collinear
state above 150 K, contrary to the past experimental in-
terpretation, which is based on a structural transition
from a low-temperature rhombohedral phase to a high-
temperature cubic phase at around 150 K [40]. As in
our model the umbrella state is induced by the pres-
ence of competing axes, its appearance does not involve
any spontaneous symmetry breaking. Therefore, in the
framework of this model, the non-collinear umbrella state
persists up to the magnetic ordering temperature and
some other mechanism would be needed to produce a
collinear to non-collinear transition within the ordered
phase.

Using the same parameters, i.e. Jcd = 0.2Jad and
treating 2Jcds as a temperature independent molecular
field from the two next-nearest neighbour Fe-d-ions, we
calculate a Brillouin function to compare with the tem-
perature dependence of the measured Tb3+ magnetic mo-
ment in Tb3Fe5O12 [26, 38]. As shown in Figure 7, we

Neutron diffration (Lahoubi 2015)

Theory based on CF Hamiltonian

Theory with rank-2 only CF Hamiltonian

Brillouin function
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FIG. 7. Temperature dependence of the magnetic moment of
Tb3+ in Tb3Fe5O12 (total angular momentum J = 6 and
gJ = 3/2). Neutron diffraction measurements (blue dots,
Refs. [26, 38]) are compared with theoretical calculations. The
best fit (red thick line) is reproduced by crystal-field (CF)
Hamiltonian [27] perturbed by an effective field of 13 Tesla
(from the surrounding Fe-ions). The results of calculations us-
ing only rank-2 Stevens operators from the same crystal-field
Hamiltonian are also shown (green line). The Brillouin func-
tion (dashed magenta) uses the mean-field theory in Sec. III
with Jcd = 0.2Jad.

find reasonable agreement, even though at low tempera-
tures the Brillouin function does not match the measured
magnetic moment. This is not surprising as at low tem-
peratures crystal-field effects become more relevant, and
the Tb3+-ion is prone to a reduction of the magnetic mo-
ment [28].

To enrich our analysis and include such effects, we then
consider the full crystal-field Hamiltonian ĤCF (param-
eters from Ref. [27]), and we study the behaviour of the
magnetic moment of Tb3+ at finite temperatures under
an effective magnetic perturbation, Beff , mimicking the
molecular field on the single rare-earth ion. From ex-
act diagonalisation of ĤCF − gJµBĴ ·Beff we define the
micro-canonical ensemble of the single-ion states, and we
calculate the thermal average of the magnetic moment
using Boltzmann statistics. Tailoring this to our case
of interest, the field is taken along the crystallographic
[111] direction (the direction of the iron moments neglect-
ing any secondary canting effects), and the thermal ex-
pectation value of the single-ion magnetic moment under
B111 is also averaged over the six inequivalent coordinate
systems [28] of the crystallographic c-sites of the garnet
lattice. As shown by the red line in Fig. 7, B111 = 13 T
accounts for a remarkable overlap with the experimental
measurements. Moreover, without any further tuning of
parameters, the fit is maintained for the lowest temper-
atures, in contrast to the Brillouin function.

In this context, the existence of actually six different lo-
cal coordinate systems [28] for the rare-earth c-sites is not
strongly relevant to the curves. This is because the [111]
direction is highly symmetric for a cubic lattice and, more
importantly, because in Fig. 7 we only average the mod-
ulus of the magnetic moment, without considering the
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local anisotropies. Nevertheless, it should be emphasized
that the crystalline environments cause each local refer-
ence frame of a R3+-ion in a garnet to “see differently”
a field pointing along a global crystallographic direction.
In fact, even a field aligned with the global [111] direc-

tion, would be “seen” along the local
[
1, 0,
√

2
]

for the

sites i = 1, 2, 3, and along the local
[
−1, 0,−

√
2
]

for the
sites i′ = 4, 5, 6 – see appendix of Ref. [28] for the nota-
tion of the 6 inequivalent coordinate systems. In general
xi = −xi+3,yi = −zi+3, zi = −yi+3, with i = 1, 2, 3.
As discussed in the following section, this distinction is
important in that is enough to suggest a simple, and yet
original, interpretation of the double umbrella structure.

V. HARD-AXIS ANISOTROPY AND THE
DOUBLE UMBRELLA STRUCTURE

We now return to the question of the “double-
umbrella” spin structure and its relation to crystal sym-
metry. In the past it has not been clear whether this
complication to the magnetic structure was because of
extra features, for example, the lowering of the crystal
symmetry from cubic to rhombohedral or coupling to
the elastic degrees of freedom. In fact we can now ar-
gue that it arises even naturally in the cubic structure,
if we include an additional uniaxial magnetic anisotropy
with constant Kh > 0, which results in a magnetically
hard axis βi. As we know from the crystal-field D2 sym-
metry in garnets, βi lies orthogonal to the easy axis αi
of the i-th rare-earth site (see Eq. (2)).

The point is that in the cubic garnet structure there are
not three but six distinct sites of the rare-earth ions with
3 pairs including the same orthogonal axes, which we
have argued leads to the umbrella spin structure. How-
ever, as discussed at the end of Sec. IV, the pairs differ in
that the local environment is related by a triple of axes
which are not simply reversed. For example, one such
pair has local axes x1 = [0, 0, 1],y1 = 1√

2
[1, 1̄, 0], z1 =

1√
2
[1, 1, 0] and x4 = [0, 0, 1̄],y4 = 1√

2
[1̄, 1̄, 0], z4 =

1√
2
[1̄, 1, 0], respectively, in the notation of Ref. [28]. The

other two pairs have coordinates permuted in the three
crystal directions. As the single-ion anisotropies are even
powers of the spin operators – they do not break time-
reversal symmetry – the three axes taken as directions
without senses are identical, but the order of the sec-
ond and third axes is reversed: S2

y4
= S2

z1
, S2

z4
= S2

y1
.

To be consistent with crystal symmetry, the directions
of the hard axis, for example, at a site “1” will then be
orthogonal to the hard axis at site “4”. In other words,
the choice of the [1,1,1] direction for the iron sublattice
magnetization breaks symmetry differently with respect
to the local axes of the pairs of rare-earth sites: one of
the magnetically hard axis βi might be orthogonal to the
canting plane and can alter the spin-wave dynamics but
not the canting angle as calculated above. On the other
site there would be a term of the same numerical coef-

ficient but with axis β′ 6= β in the canting plane. The
presence of such a term will increase, on half the sites, the
effective value of Ke in Eq. (3), and so it would increase
the predicted canting angle on half the triangles.

We therefore have a simple model of the “double-
umbrella” spin structure by inclusion of a magnetically
hard axis. The difference of the angles of the two different
umbrellas is thus a measure of the strength of the hard
axis. We will not pursue the dynamics of the more com-
plex, double umbrella structure here, as we would have
to make our simple model of the lattice rather complex.
It is clear that this will lead to six, rather than three,
bands that are primarily of single-ion “crystal-field” na-
ture with rather different chiral properties.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have shown that the simple Hamilto-
nian H0 in Eq. (1), with or without the extra terms of H1

in Eq. (2), provides a natural description of non-collinear
spin structures featuring “umbrella-like” spin arrange-
ments in rare-earth iron garnets R3Fe5O12. We have
demonstrated that this canted spin structure persists up
to the magnetic ordering temperature of R3Fe5O12. We
further predict an induced canting on the Fe-d moments,
which has not been observed experimentally so far. We
note that the predicted angles are within past experimen-
tal errors quoted [40] so this prediction is not excluded.

We use linear spin-wave theory to calculate the spin-
wave dispersion of R3Fe5O12. In the framework of our
simple model, the acoustic mode becomes gapped, and its
chirality gets mixed. To estimate the quantitative depen-
dence of the gap on the exchange parameters, it is needed
an extended three-dimensional model with the iron-iron
exchange couplings, Jdd and Jaa, which partially frus-
trate the ferrimagnetic order. The chirality effects are
mainly caused by the non-collinearity of the spin struc-
ture, which mixes polarisations via hybridization between
the propagating parts on the Fe sublattices. This hy-
bridization, produced by the coupling between the rare-
earth and the iron moments, has been studied experimen-
tally in Yb3Fe5O12 in light of a microscopic model for the
R-Fe exchange interactions [35]. We would expect that
inclusion of hard axes will enhance the effects on chirality.
The complex chirality of the acoustic mode in Figures 4-5
is clearly different from previous spin-wave calculations
of Gd3Fe5O12 with negligible crystal-field effects [21, 24]
and is expected to have great influence on experiments in
the fields of spintronics and spin caloritronics. For exam-
ple, both the gapping of the acoustic modes and their de-
polarisation will most certainly reduce their spin-current
contributions to the total spin Seebeck effect signal at
low temperatures. However, inelastic neutron scatter-
ing experiments with polarisation analysis are needed to
attain a full quantitative understanding of the spin-wave
dispersion of rare-earth iron garnets at low temperatures.



8

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

T. Z. would like to acknowledge the privilege of having
met Igor Dzyaloshinskii in person, thanks to the life-long
friendship of Igor with the late Philippe Nozières.

T. Z. acknowledges support for this work from ICC-
IMR, Tohoku University. B. T. would like to thank the

theory group of the Institut Laue-Langevin for the hos-
pitality and the support offered for the writing of this
manuscript. This publication is funded in part by a
QuantEmX grant from ICAM and the Gordon and Betty
Moore Foundation through Grant GBMF5305 to Bruno
Tomasello.

[1] V. V. Kruglyak, S. O. Demokritov, and D. Grundler, J.
Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 43, 264001 (2010).

[2] G. E. W. Bauer, E. Saitoh, and B. J. van Wees, Nat.
Mater. 11, 391 (2012).

[3] W. Han, Y. Otani, and S. Maekawa, npj Quantum Ma-
terials 3, 27 (2018).

[4] A. Brataas, B. van Wees, O. Klein, G. de Loubens, and
M. Viret, Phys. Rep. 885, 1 (2020), spin Insulatronics.

[5] L. J. Cornelissen, J. Liu, R. A. Duine, J. B. Youssef, and
B. J. van Wees, Nature Physics 11, 1022 (2015).

[6] J. S. Jamison, Z. Yang, B. L. Giles, J. T. Brangham,
G. Wu, P. C. Hammel, F. Yang, and R. C. Myers, Phys.
Rev. B 100, 134402 (2019).

[7] A. A. Serga, A. V. Chumak, and B. Hillebrands, J. Phys.
D: Appl. Phys. 43, 264002 (2010).

[8] D. J. Newman and G. E. Stedman, The Journal of Chem-
ical Physics 51, 3013 (1969).
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