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Abstract

A structuralmagnetic modal of the orthorhombic and triclinic modifications of the
arsenates GO(AsQy)2 and isotypic phosphates {&(PQy)2 has been built and analyzed.
Their base elements are the complicated risboamposed of antiferromagnetic £Lu
tetrahedraStructurally, these tetrahedra have no shared copper atomsyer, there are
strong anferromagnetic (AFM) and ferromagnetic (FM) couplings between them, both
within the complicated ribbons and betweennthdt has been established that both
modifications are strongly frustratedCB antiferromagnetics due to competition between
the nearest AFM interactions along the edges of the t€wahedra and competition
between interactions and a multiplicity of ler@nge secondary AFM and FM interactions.
Additionally, a large number of weaker longnge interactions are competing among each
other. However, there is a possibility of the ordering Dzyaloshirslariya (DM)
interaction in the centrosymmetric orthorhdminodification Pnm3g, because two of the
three types of magnetic ions, Cul and Cu3, are in the partial position 4c, where the ions are
not related by the inversion centér.the triclinic modification P -1) of CuO(AS(P)Oa)2,

all four copper ions araithe centrosymmetric equivalent position 2i, which prevents DM
interactions. This centropmmetry will allow magnetic interactions in the triclinic
modification of CUO(AS(P)Os). to be still frustrated at lower temperatulieis possible
that the triclinc modification of these compounds is a quantum spin liquid.
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1. Introduction

A large number of studies have been looking into the frustration of magnetic materials,
because this matter is attractive both in teaihtheoretical and experimental research [1

8]. Frustrated magnets are the materials in which localized magnetic moments (also known
as spins) interact through competing exchange interactions that cannot, for geometric
reasons, be satisfied at on@ue tofrustration, states can be reached that are no- long
range magnetic ordered on&gecial attention is being paid to the search for and research
into frustrated magneticompoundsas these, because these may be the materials whose
ground states are quantwepin liquids [4, 6]Just as there is no such thing as a single type



of a magnetic order, there is no such thing as a single type of quantum spin liquid either.
Different types of quantum spin liquid correspond to different models of-riamge
entanglemet.

The main objective of this work was to explain the role of a perfectly ordered
crystal structure in the emergence of the magnetic disorder knowge@setrical
frustration For the purpose of our study, we will use only the simplest geometrical part of
the huge body of scientific material devoted to frustrated magnets. This portion will be
exemplified with three randomly interacting magnetic ions, which reside on two
geometrical unitsa triangle and a linear chaingiire 1) [1, 3, 4].These geometritainits
represent the elementary components of the crystal structures of magnetic compounds.
Within the triangles and along the linear chains, frustration can exist at certain ratios of the
strengths of magnetic interactions: eithehif Jiz andJzs areantiferromagnetic at oncéj(
< 0) (figures1(a) and(e)) or if one of them, for exampldys, is antiferromagnetic Joz <
0), while the other twoJi> and Ji3, are ferromagneticJ{ > 0) (figures 1(b) and(f)). By
contrast, wherdi2, Ji3 andJz3 are erromagnetic at oncd;(> 0) (figures1(c) and(d)) i or
when only one of them, for exampl®g, is ferromagneticks > 0), and the other twdy»
andJi3, are antiferromagnetidi( < 0) (figures 1(g) and(h)), the system is not frustrated.

The same penomenon of ground state degeneiiatystrationi takes place in any closed
spin chain consisting of an arbitrary number of spins if the product of thesipin
interactions along the chain is negative.
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Figure 1. Frustration in a threspin systemThe system is frustrated whén, Jis andJ,; are AFM
((a) and @) 1 or whenJxzis AFM, and the other twdi» andJis, are FM (b) and(f)). The system
is not frustrated whebz, Jiz andJ.s are FM (¢) and(g)) i or whenJzs is FM, and the other two
Jiz andJdis, are AFM (d) and(h)).

However,the situation becomesiuch more complicated when it comes to real
systems.A huge number of spigpin interactionslj, which may have either sign and
diverse strengths on the triangles, linear units andedlosultispinned chains, can be
observed in lonsymmetry magnetic system3his will produce a large number of
frustrations.Dotsenko [1] showed that, to describe the state of complex systems come, the
concept of setaveraging should be introduced evethé system of spispin interactions
Jij being considered is fixed.

The purposes of our research were (1) to find complex strongly frustrated low
symmetry magneticompoundghat have a simple chemical composition and formula and



(2) to build their struatrakmagnetic modelOur previous efforts [9, 10] suggest that the
framework for the geometrical frustration of magnetic systems to happen could be
oxocentered OCuetrahedra, which are basic to the crystal structures of most minerals at
the Tolbachik vicano, the Kamchatka Peninsula [11, 12], and so we decided to take these
minerals to our studyPekov et al. [12] showed that the diversity and originality of
fumarole systems of oxidizing type in this volcano are mineralogically unioen a

huge numbeof structural material [11, 12], we chose, for our purposes, two polymorphic
modifications (that is, different crystal forms of the same chemical compound) of the
arsenateaCwO(AsOy)2 [13]: triclinic ericlaxmanite and orthorhombic kozyrevskiteand

the nodifications of the phosphate &)(PQy). isostructural (isotypic) to them [14, 15].
These compounds consist of two types of centered tetrahedra:aD@Ws(P)Q@, where
oxygen ions play a dual roldn OCw, the oxygen ion occupies the center of the
tetrakedron, while in As(P)@ its corners.The oxygen ion is located centrally in the
tetrahedron made of magnetic ions and plays a pivotal role in defining the magnetic
properties of the material.

We will (1) calculate the parameters of the sgomn interacons Jj in these four
magnetic materials using the Crystal Chemistry Method -[18]; (2) construct their
structuralmagnetic models; and (3) demonstrate a strong frustration of the magnetic
system of these compounds, to raise awareness of mhatsgialsamong theorists and
experimenters.The structuralmagnetic models makes it possible to reveal main
correlations between the structures and magnetic properties of the compounds and thus to
determine the crystal chemistry criteria for a targeted searctewfunctional magnetics.

2. Method of calculation

The structuramagnetic models are based on crystal chemical parameters (crystal
structure, ion charge and ion siz€he characteristics of these models inclydgthe sign

and strength of magneticteractionsJij; (2) the dimensionality of magnetic structures (this
does not always coincide with the dimensionality of the crystal struct(Bgshie presence

of magnetic frustrations in specific geometric configuratiqd¥;a possibility to reorient
magnetic moments (that is, to enable Af®AFM transitions) due to displacement of
intermediate ions located at critical positions.

To infer the sign (type) and strength of the magnetic interacipfiem structural
data, we used the Crystal ChemistrytiMa, our previous development, and the associated
software program Maginter [188]. The Crystal Chemistry Methods descibed in
Supplementary Note lidlure 2). The Crystal Chemistry Methqgoluts together three well
known concepts about the nature of magt i ¢ Il nteractions: Kr am
GoodenoughKanamori Anderson's model [2@2] and the polar Shublivonsovskyoés
model [23].

We will consider pair exchange interactiollg, not only between the nearest
neighbors in the lattice, in the nodeswlfich they reside, but also at long distances.
However, it should be noted th@tystal Chemistry Methodverestimates the strength of
interactions between magnetic ions at long distano@di{d;)  ~)8Apparently, as the
distance between magnetic ionsreases, the rates of reduction in the strength of magnetic
interaction become highé&rand it becomes inversely proportional not to the square, but to
the cube of the distance between them.

It should be particularly emphasized that the magnetics inignésthe arsenate
CwO(AsQy)2 and the phosphate @GD(PQy)2 i belong to a specific class of compounds,



whose magnetic structure and properties are largely defined by two factors: the presence of
JahnTeller (JT) Cd" ions with orbital degeneracy [230] ard the geometrical frustration

of the magnetic couplings, both within the,Getrahedra and between thefitcording to

a large body of literature data and our crystal chemical studies{8]3intermediate X

ions, whose bond with copper is JT elongaidal,not contribute to magnetic coupling.
Therefore, when calculating the parameters of the magnetic coupfingsng the Crystal
Chemistry Method, we will neglect the contributigk®) made by the intermediate ions X

at elongated positions to magnetaupling with at least one of the two involved®Cions.

Finally, it should be noted that, unlike any experimental setting, the Crystal
Chemistry Method can calculate the ideal values of the magnetic parameters of separate
couplings. This method ignores he potential impact of structural/'nonstructural”
interactions and strengths on these couplings nor does it take account of the competition
that weakens the couplings. Our calculations apply only to the regular lattices of the
magnetic moments and inteediate ions that contribute to magnetic interactions.

To build thestructuralmagnetic models of the mineral polymorphs kozyrevskite
CwO(AsQy)2 (Pnmg, ICSD-239833, 13]) and ericlaxmanite R -l, ICSD-404850), 13)),
we used their perfect synthetic analoghe crystal structure of the synthetic mineral
kozyrevskite (ICSBEB1295 B3, 34] was determined much more accurately (R value =
0.038) than that of its natural counterpart (R value = 0.1@&#&)Jaxmanite was chosen for
another reasonts synthetic aalog (ICSBD404850 B5]) is a stoichiometrically perfect
crystal, while the Cliposition in its natural sample split into two subsites, each having an
occupancy factor less than 100%.

The format of input data for the Maginter software program (crystallbgrap
parameters, atom coordinates) is compatible with thdileifin the Inorganic Crystal
Structure Database (ICSD) (FIZ Karlsruhe, Germaiiyje ionic radii of Shannon [36]
rcw) =0650 r(M0*) = 1A U= O0r(3Bp H,0.170 U) wel
for calculations.

Tables 1 and 2 (Supplementary Note 1) show the crystallographic characteristics
and parameters of magnetic couplings)(calculated on the basis of structural dmtal
respective distances between magnetic ions in the materials underAsiddionally, the
degree of overl apping of t he h(K)p asgrhmetgypaces
(I wbn) of the position relative to the middle of theiGTy bond line, andhe Cui Xi Cu
angle are presented for the intermediate ions X, which provide the maximal contributions
((X)) to the AFM or FM components of these couplidgs

3. Results and discussion

3.1. Coordination polyhedra and the crystal structure of a subie¢t of magnetic ions
Cu?*

The kozyrevskite CD(AsQy). (ICSD-81295) B3] (Supplementary Notel, Table 1)
crystallizes in the centrosymmetric orthorhombic space gRaupa(N62). The magnetic
Cu?* ions occupy three crystallographically independent &ital, Cu2, and Cu3 and
have a characteristic distortion of the ?Coordination polyhedra (CukQa trigonal
bipyramid, where d(CubO) = 1.8422 . 1 09 |s5,;a diStartBdCetragonal pyramid,
where d(Cu0) =1.9122 . 337 j ; s atrigonal®@ipyBa@id, were d(CudbO) =
19262 . 182 ) ddlellerteftect énhaacedlby genmetric hindrances related to
the packing featureg¢figure 3). Table 1 in Supplementary Note 1 also contains the
crystallographic characteristics and parameters of the magnepitngs)Jn, of the



Kozyrevskite CusO(AsO,); (ICSD — 81295): orthorhombic Pnma
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Figure 3. Assembly of the Cuf coordination polyhedra into tetramers | (a) in the kozyrevskite
CwO(AsQy). The arrangement of intermediate ions in the local space of 2F{{d),J2 (c),J5 (d)
andJ6 (e) in the tetrahedron O6CulCuZCw3 and in the local space of AR (f), J4 (g), J9

(i), J10 (j), *? (k) and FMJ7 (h) between the Guetrahedra in the complicated ribbons and in
AFM J12 (1),J19 (n),J21 (o) and FMJ18 (m) between these complicated ribbons.

orthorhombic phosphatewO(PQy). (ICSD-50459), with Cu2 replaced by Cu3, according
to the original work 15. The corresponding changes in the designations of the oxygen
ions were taken into account, too.

The ericlaxmanite CD(AsQy). (ICSD-404850) [35] (Supplementary Noté,
Table 2), which crystallizes with centrosymmetric triclinic symmetry (space dpajp



has four main crystallographically independent Cu sité® Cu(1) ions center distorted
tetragonal pyramids (Cu(0O =19261 . 959 of0O8amrd 2C & @Bhe | ) , w
Cu(3) ions center distorted trigonal bipyramids (C#f@)=1.9112 . 015 | -@hd Cu(
= 2. 4 &he Cy(49) ions take positions in the elongated octahedra (@4 1.909

2.011 {O(6Qu(=4)2. 45@( 4) as dPheCa@u@Mpdlyhedronan also

be described as a distorted octahedron (GA#RF 19032 . 045 +Q( 8Qu=(22)316 |
and Cu(O( 4) =  2Th& B&ypicj phosphat€wO(PQy)2 (ICSD-1666) [14]
(Supplementary Note 1, Table 2) has the same structure as arsenate, exceptopaethe

ions in the phosphate are replaced as follows: Cul by Cu2, Cu2 by Cu3, and Cu3 by Cul.
Discrepancies in the designations of the oxygen ions in arsenate [35] and phosphate [14]
were taken into account, tod.ater on, we will only focus on two polymghic
modifications of the arsenate LY(AsOu)2; while similar data on the polymorphic
modifications of the phosphate f&(PQy)2 isotypic to them will appear in Tables 1 and 2
(Supplementary Note 1).

After assembly of the Cufcoordination polyhedra intetramers, the following
oxocenetered OGutetrahedra form: O6CulCu2Cu2Cu3 in the orthorhombic arsenate
CwO(AsQy): (Fig. 3a), O7CulCu3Cu3Cu2 in the orthorhombic phosphat©@@)o,
O3CulCu2Cu3Cu4 in the triclinic arsenatesG(AsQy). and O1Cu2Cu3CulCu4 ithe
triclinic phosphate GO(PQy).. Structurally, these tetrahedra do not have shared copper
atoms (Fig. 4); however, as we will show below, there are strong magnetic couplings
between them.In this paper, we will look at these polymorphic modificationis
CwO(As(P)Q). at a different angle and show the crystal structure of the sublattices of
magnetic C&'ions.

What the crystal structures of thabdattice of the magnetic uions of both
modifications have in common are the complicated ribbons matg tie Cu tetrahedra
extending along thé-axis in Pnma (figures4(a) and 5(a)) and along thex-axis in P-1
(figures 4(b) and 5(b)). Any complicated ribbon resembles a zippkrappears as two
parallel rows of tetraddra, with the vertices nearly mesgi with each otherThe main
difference in the crystal structure of the complicated ribbons between the two polymorphs
is that the tetrahedra of the two rows mesh into each other in a perfectly aligned manner in
the rhombic modification and are misalignéd the triclinic modification. Such a
displacement leads to differences in magnetic couftiggres4(c) and(d)).

Thus, the crystal structures of the *Cusublattice in the two distinct
CwO(As(P)Q)2 modification® orthorhombic and triclini@ have quitea lot in common.
However, there is no evidence about polymorphic transitions of one modification to
another, which are normally caused by pressure or temperatarsitions as these can be
either reversible (enantiotropic), which, together with changemagnetic properties,
would be of particular interest, or irreversible (morphotrogfglymorphism is common
in ClP*-based compounds, because the JT effect makdsc@ardination be quite flexible
and is responsible for there being transitional formswéen the main types of
coordination: (4+2), a distorted octahedron; (4+1), a tetragonal pyramid and a trigonal
bipyramid; and (4), a square [25, 27].

3.2. Structuratmagnetic models
In this chapter, we will buil and discuss the structurabgnetic mods of the arsenate

CwO(AsQy)2 in the form of its orthorhombic modification kozyrevskite and triclinic
modification ericlaxmanite, and the phosphatesd{BQ). isotypic to themAccording to



our calculations (Tables 1 and 2, Supplementary Note 1), s&&iW couplings occur
along all Cutetrahedral edge# major contribution to the AFM components of all these
couplings is made by the intermediate oxygen ions centering these tedréthedd6 ion

in the oxocentered tetrahedron O6CulCu2Cu2Cu3 in kozytevad the O3 ion in the
oxocentered tetrahedron O3CulCu2Cu3Cu4 in ericlaxmanite).

3.2.1. Structuratmagnetic model of the orthorhombic arsenata@AsQ). and isotypic

phosphate CO(PQ)2. Let us look closer at the characteristics that the magnaetiogs

in these magnetics could possess if their formation were due to the crystal structure alone.
The arrangement of intermediate ions in the local space of 2F{igure 3(b)), J2 (figure

3(c)), J5 (figure 3(d)) and J6 (figure 3(e)) in tetrahedron O6@1Cu2Cu2Cu3 for the
kozyrevskite CuO(AsOs)2 is shown iniigures3 and 4a). The strongest AFM couplindb

(J5=-0. 078@CupCu2) = 3.292 ) in the btadstrahedr
This coupling is at the same time dominating throughoutsthecture.The second and

third strongest couplings in the tetrahedron are two AFM coupliitgélé =-0 . 0 6 35 |

d(Cu2Cu 3) = JB/I53=0®@0),and the fourth and fifth are two AFM couplinds,
(J1=-0. 0538@8CutCu2) = 2N/IPH0B8) and AFMI2 (J2=-0. 0465 |
d(CukCu 3) = 312/35 290.59). All couplings in the tetrahedron are strong

antiferromagnetic couplings, which compete with each other in the triangles along the
tetrahedral edges and therefore, the tetrahedra ateated.

In the row lying along hé-axis (Fig. 4(a)), these tetrahedra are coupled, at short
distances, by rather strong AFKteractions)3 (J3 = -0.0395; 1, d(Cu2Cuw2) =3.120j ,
J3/J5 = 0.9)) (figure 3(f)). Additionally, they are coupled, at long distes, by two strong

AFM interactionsJ9 39 =0 . 0 45 8(CutCu 2) = I/IB=6057) (fgure 3(i))
and AFM J,?2 (J22=-0. 032 8(CugCu 2) = 62%a51=20.42) (gure 3(k)),
and one weaker FM interactiody’® (J°3= 0. 0R2d)cAB-Cu3 ) = 6. AldtHese | )

couplings are frustrated, too, as they compose $pae AFM systems along the linear
chain J3-J5-J,%2 and in the triangle)3-J9-J1 (J3/J1 = 0.74and J9/J5 = 0.85) In the
triangle CulCu3Cu3, the ferromagnetic couplist® competes withll (J,>%/ J1=-0.38)
andFMJ22 32 2 = Ol @a@us@B) = 7J2200B=1-0.2p),

There are two AFM couplings between the rows in the complicated ribbon: one at a
short distance, but weak4 (J4 =-0 . 0 1 6, 9(Cup-Cu3) = 3.13  {J4/J5 = 0.14)
(figure 3(g)), and another at a long distance, but much strod@érJ10 =-0 . 0 44 0 |
dCuw2-Cu3 ) = 5J1@EIB=10.56) figure3())). Both these couplings are frustrated, as
they compete with each other in the AFM trianglgs)4-J10 and J3-J4-J4 (J4/J3 = 0.28)
Three withinrribbon FM couplingd J7 37 = 0 .'0d@gc83cuid) = HIH/B=89 | ,
0.36),J8 (8 = 0.0d)CBACuUij2) = 2B/I58=80406) andl> (J>3= 0.0204
i 1, dlCu3Cu3) = 6b>W8=2-0.26),0 are not competing with withinibbon
interactions.However, they are active players in the competition with betwibdon
interactionsThe strongest interactionstheen the complicated ribbonsgire 6) areJ19
(J19=-0. 053 a&Cu3-Cu3) = 6J193=80.73) (igure3(n)), AFM J12 (J12 =-
0. 04%dCui-Cu3) = 5J12940.52)figure3()),FMJ18@18 = 010329 |
d(Cul-Cu3 ) = 6J1&I89-0.42) figure3(m)) andJ21 321 =-0. 0 27§ 8(Cup
Cu3) =  021/062=90.38) figure 3(0)).The couplings between the complicated
ribbons (figure (6)) form six triandes of two types: AFMAFM-AFM (figure 1(a)) and
AFM-FM-FM (figure 1(b)), and thus introduce amadditional competition to the
complicated ribbonsThe competition betweethe AFM couplingsl5-J15-J15 (J15/05 =
0.27)in the triangles CulCu2CuZ2 and between the AFM



Jn in the complicated ribbons from the Cu,-tetrahedra

Kozyrevskite CusO(AsQ4). (ICSD-81295): orthorhombic Pnma
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Figure 4. The couplings,Jn, in the complicatedribbons from the Cu4 tetrahedra in the
kozyrevskite CuO(AsQy) (PNnm3g (a) and in the ericlaxmanite &MAsQy) (P -1) (b). In this and

the other figures, the thickness of lines is proportional to the strength of the coupliAgdv and

FM couplings are indicated by solid and dashed lines, respectvelys s i bl e FMYAFM tr a
are shown by strokes in the dasheed. The diagramsomplicated ribbon# the orthorhombic

(c) andin the triclinic (d) modifications.



Projections of complicated ribbons (d(Cu-Cu) = 2.90 - 3.61 A)
Kozyrevskite Cuy;O(AsQ,) (Pnma) Ericlaxmanite CuyO(AsOy) (P -1)

Figure 5. Complicated ribbons (d(GGu) =290-3. 61 ) i n projectkd perp
axis in the kozyrevskite GO(AsQ:) (Pnmag (a) and perendicular onto thea-axis in the
ericlaxmanite CkO(AsQy) (P -1) (b).

Figure 6. Jn between the complicated ribbons composed of thee@ahedera in the kozyrevskite
CwO(AsQy) (Pnm3.



