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Oxygen-deficient layered perovskite YBaCuFeO5 (YBCFO) is one rare type-II multiferroic ma-
terial where ferroelectricity, driven by incommensurate spiral magnetic order, is believed to be
achievable up to temperatures higher than room temperature. A cycloidal spiral rather than helical
spiral order is essential ingredient for the existence of ferroelectricity in this material. Motivated
by a recent experimental work on Mn-doped YBCFO where the spiral plane is observed to cant
more towards the crystallographic c axis upon Mn doping at Fe sites compared to that in the parent
compound, we performed a detailed theoretical investigation using the density functional theory
calculations to understand the mechanism behind such spin reorientation. Our total energy calcu-
lations, within GGA+U+SO approximation, reveal that Fe/Cu spin moments indeed align more
towards c axis in the Mn-doped compounds than they were in parent compound YBCFO. Largest
exchange interaction (Cu-Cu in the ab-plane) is observed to decrease systematically with Mn dop-
ing concentration reflecting the lowering of transition temperature seen in experiment. Further, the
inter-bilayer Cu-Mn exchange interaction becomes ferromagnetic in the doped compound whereas
the corresponding Cu-Fe exchange was antiferromagnetic in the parent compound giving rise to
frustration in the commensurate magnetic order. Most importantly, our electronic structure calcu-
lations reveal that in the doped compounds because of hybridization with the dz2 orbital of Mn,
the highest occupied Cu orbital becomes dz2 as opposed to the parent compound where the highest
occupied Cu orbital is dx2−y2 . Therefore, we believe that the occupancy of out of plane oriented Cu
dz2 orbital in place of planar dx2−y2 orbital along with the frustrating exchange interaction drive
the spins to align along c in doped compound.

I. INTRODUCTION

Multiferroic materials with high transition tempera-
ture as well as strong coupling between magnetization
and polarization are highly sought after because of their
tremendous potential in device applications such as in
spintronics, storage devices, sensors etc.1,2. Type-I mul-
tiferroics, where magnetization and polarization have dif-
ferent origins, are found to have high transition temper-
atures but due to weak coupling between magnetization
and polarization these materials are less useful. In con-
trast, the type-II multiferroics where the ferroelectricity
is driven by the magnetic ordering, the coupling between
magnetization and polarization is strong and hence are
more useful for device applications3,4. Unfortunately,
most type-II multiferroics have much lower transition
temperatures compared to room temperature5.

Cupric oxide (CuO), and bilayer perovskite,
YBaCuFeO5 (YBCFO), are the two so far discov-
ered type-II multiferroics, which show ferroelectric
ordering at higher temperatures (> 200 K). In CuO, a
spiral magnetic order drives the ferroelectricity which
survives up to higher temperatures but in a narrow
temperature window (213 K - 230 K)6. YBCFO7–9,
on the other hand, has spiral (incommensurate) mag-
netic ordering up to a much higher temperature and
in a wide range (T < 230 K). YBCFO displays two
magnetic transitions, paramagnetic to commensurate
(CM) antiferromagnetic (TN1 ∼ 440 K) and CM to
incommensurate (ICM) (TN2 ∼ 230 K) spiral magnetic
ordering, respectively8. This ICM or spiral magnetic
order is believed to be accompanied by ferroelectricity
as some earlier experimental work reported8–10.

Of late, there has been a debate on the nature of spi-
ral magnetic state (whether helical or cycloidal) and ex-
istence of ferroelectricity in this material11,12. Cycloidal
spiral state (where the spin moments are directed out of
ab-plane) is necessary to have finite polarization in this
system12. In non geometrically frustrated system which
is the case in YBCFO, competing nearest (JNN ) and next
nearest neighbour (JNNN ) exchange interaction along c
direction can stabilize a cycloidal spiral state. However,
it has been found from density functional theory (DFT)
calculations that neither (JNNN ) nor the Dzyaloshinskii-
Moriya interaction (DMI) is strong enough to give rise
to such a state10,12. An alternative mechanism involv-
ing Fe/Cu chemical disorder giving rise to randomly dis-
tributed Fe-Fe antiferromagnetic bonds was subsequently
proposed for causing the desired frustration in the com-
mensurate magnetic structure and stabilizing the spiral
order thereby10,13. Later on, experimentally it was shown
that by introducing Fe/Cu chemical disorder during the
preparation of sample indeed gives rise to stable spiral
order up to a much higher temperature14. A combina-
tion of both chemical disorder and substitution at the Ba
sites by other rare-earth ions has been shown recently to
raise the spiral ordering temperature to way beyond room
temperature15,16. However, these authors did not report
any observation of ferroelectricity in their samples.

Previous experimental reports10,11,17–19 suggest that
YBCFO crystallizes in to two possible space groups
P4/mmm and P4mm depending on Fe/Cu ion distribu-
tion where the former is centrosymmetric and the latter
is non-centrosymmetric. In Fig. 1 we present the crystal
structure of YBCFO where bipyramidal layers of MO5

(M = Fe, Cu) separated by Y+3 layer can be seen. Due
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FIG. 1. A 2 × 2 × 2 YBCFO supercell is shown with (a)
ABAB and (b) AABB Fe/Cu arrangements respectively. (c)
One unit cell of YBCFO is shown where inter-bipyramidal
distance (d1) and bipyramidal thickness (d2) are marked.

to very similar sizes of Fe3+ and Cu2+ ions both can
go to the same site. However, it has been found that
the experimentally observed ferromagnetic (FM) inter-
action within bipyramidal layers along c direction is only
possible if they are occupied preferentially by the Fe-Cu
pairs10. Keeping this in view and considering experi-
mentally observed antiferromagnetic (AFM) interaction
in the ab-plane, we have considered two possible Fe/Cu
arrangements as shown in Fig. 1: (a) ABAB arrangement
where FeO5-CuO5 bipyramidal layers are stacked along
c direction in such a way that Fe and Cu layers alternate
along c and (b) AABB arrangement where FeO5-CuO5

bipyramidal layers are stacked along c direction in such a
way that two layers of Fe and two layers of Cu alternate
along c. Fig. 1(c) depicts one unit cell of YBCFO, the
bipyramidal thickness (d2) and inter-bipyramidal sepa-
ration (d1).

In a very recent experimental work, Zhang et al.20 have
looked into the effect of doping of Mn at Fe sites, (i.e.
YBaCuFe1−xMnxO5 (YBCFMO) with x=0, 0.01, 0.05,
0.1, 0.15 and 0.2) on the nature the spiral state in this
system. The authors have observed that on increasing
Mn doping the spiral plane tilts more towards c-axis from
ab-plane even though the transition temperatures of spi-
ral state as well as commensurate magnetic state (TN2

and TN1 respectively) decrease with doping. The tilting
of spiral plane towards c-axis is a desirable property for
having finite electric polarization in the system21. In this
work we investigate the underlying mechanism behind
such a change in spin moments’ orientation through a
detail electronic structure calculation using density func-
tional theory.

II. METHODS

We used density functional theory (DFT), a first
principles approach, to investigate the magnetic or-
der, electronic structure, orbital state in Mn doped
YBCFO. Vienna Abinitio Simulation Package (VASP)
is used for DFT calculations which uses pseudopoten-
tials and plane-wave basis sets22,23. We considered

Perdew-Burke-Ernzerof generalized gradient approxima-
tion (PBE-GGA)24 as exchange correlation functional for
our calculations. We set the plane wave cut off to 600 eV
and sampled the Brillouin zone by 8 × 8 × 4 Monkhorst-
pack k-grid points. YBCFO and YBCFMO are strongly
correlated systems and so the effect of Coulomb correla-
tion (U) for localized d-states cannot be ignored. We
incorporated the on-site Coulomb correlation (U) and
Hund’s coupling strength (J) within the GGA+U ap-
proximation. For this purpose, we have set U (J) val-
ues at 5 (1), 5 (1) and 8 (0) eV for d-states of Fe, Mn
and Cu respectively as used in previous literature10. We
have considered YBCFO supercell as shown in Fig.1(a-b)
which is the parent compound where we substituted Fe
by Mn to create the doped compounds YBCFMO with x
= 0.125, 0.25. We used experimental20 lattice parameters
for YBCFO (x = 0) and to find the lattice parameters for
YBCFMO with x=0.125 and 0.25 we interpolated and ex-
trapolated the experimental lattice parameters available
for x=0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 0.15 and 0.220. For x=0.25 we have
also performed c/a optimization. These lattice parame-
ters for x=0.0, 0.125 and 0.25 are listed in Table I. We
then performed full ionic relaxation until the Hellman-
Feynman force reached 0.01 eV/Å for parent as well as
doped compounds. Non-collinear calculations were per-
formed within GGA+U+SO approximation where SO is
the spin-orbit (SO)25 coupling. Magnetic exchange in-
teractions are calculated using the method prescribed by
Xiang et al.26.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Crystal Structure Analysis

We have investigated in detail the effect of Mn doping
on the YBCFO crystal structure using density functional
theory calculations as discussed below. As it is observed
experimentally that Mn ions have strong preference for
Fe sites20, we have performed calculations considering
Mn ions substitute Fe rather than Cu in YBCFO. In
Table I we list the lattice parameters and the total en-
ergies of ABAB and AABB arrangements (see Fig.1) for
undoped and Mn-doped cases considered in our calcu-
lations. Looking at Table I we observe that the lat-
tice constants a and b decrease slowly but monotonically
with Mn doping whereas the lattice constant c increases
with doping exactly similar to what is observed in the
experiment20. We further observe from Table I that
ABAB arrangement has lower energy than AABB ar-
rangement both in undoped and doped cases considered
which is consistent with the P4mm symmetry observed
in experiment. Therefore, in the discussion below we will
mostly focus on ABAB structure.

To explore how local Jahn-Teller splitting is affected
by doping we look at the average M-O bonds (M =
Fe/Mn/Cu) in the ab-plane (basal) and along c-direction
(apical). We present in Fig.2 (a)-(c) these bond lengths
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TABLE I. Lattice parameters (in Å) for 2 × 2 × 2 supercell
for YBCFO and YBCFMO are listed for different x values.
∆E(x) = Ex(AABB) - Ex(ABAB) is the energy difference,
in meV , per formula unit between the two Fe/Cu ordering
considered within GGA+U+SO approximation.

x 2a 2b 2c ∆E(x)

0.0 7.7493 7.7493 15.3253 72.01

0.125 7.7447 7.7447 15.3386 4.06

0.25 7.7405 7.7405 15.3503
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FIG. 2. (a)-(c) show the calculated average basal and api-
cal M-O bond lengths for M=Fe, Cu and Mn respectively
as a function of doping concentration (x) in YBCFMO. (d),
(e), and (f) represent the inter-bilayer separation (d1), bi-
layer thickness (d2), and their ratios (d1/d2), respectively as
a function of doping.

as a function of doping. We would like to note here that
for x = 0.25 we have considered four different Mn distri-
butions as shown in Fig. 3. The data used in Fig.2 for x
= 0.25 are extracted from the lowest energy configuration
out of the four. From Fig.2 we observe that in case of Fe-
O, the basal bond is longer than the corresponding apical
bond whereas it is the opposite in Cu-O case. This is con-
sistent with the experimental observations by Zhang et
al.20. In case of Mn-O, the apical bond is longer than
the basal ones. Thus the doping of Mn at Fe site would
decrease the average basal M-O bond length and increase
the average apical M-O bond length. The difference be-
tween apical and basal M-O bond lengths is maximum for
Cu-O and minimum for Mn-O. Hence local Jahn-Teller
effect is more in CuO5 than in MnO5. In Fig.2 (d)-(f) we
present the variation of inter-bilayer separation (d1) (see
Fig.1(c)) , bilayer thickness (d2) and their ratio (d1/d2)
respectively. Comparing with experiment20, we find the
behaviour of these three parameters are quite similar to
that observe in experiment up to x = 0.125. However,
their behaviour differs from experiment when we go from
x = 0.125 to 0.25.

O

(f)(e)

(a) (b) (c)

(d)

Cu

Mn

Fe

FIG. 3. Ground state spin orientation in YBCFMO calculated
within GGA+U+SO for (a) x=0, (b) x=0.125, (c) x=0.25
(confg-I), (d) x=0.25 (confg-II), (e) x=0.25 (confg-III) and
(f) x=0.25 (confg-IV).

B. Magnetic state and exchange interaction

In the experimental measurements by Zhang et al.20,
it has been observed that Mn doping drives the system
more towards a cycloidal spiral state where moments
tend to move away from ab-plane unlike the helical spi-
ral state of the parent compound observed previously by
Lai et al.11. To explore the effect of Mn doping on the
spin orientation, we performed total energy calculations
for various non-collinear spin orientations such as [100],
[110],[001] and [111] within GGA+U+SO approximation
considering the commensurate magnetic state. The total
energy comparison is presented in Table II. Here for x =
0.25 case we have considered four different Mn distribu-
tions (see Fig. 3, denoted as confg-I, confg-II, confg-III
and confg-IV).

TABLE II. Total energy comparison among various orienta-
tions of spin moments for different Mn doping values calcu-
lated within GGA+U+SO approximation.

Orientation of spin moments

Doping (x) [100] [110] [001] [111]

0.0 0.44 0.47 1.11 0.0

0.125 1.84 1.94 0.0 1.42

0.25 (confg-I) 3.46 3.69 0.0 2.59

0.25 (confg-III) 0.0 0.05 0.55 0.50

The ground state spin orientation is shown for various
undoped and doped cases considered in our calculations
in Fig. 3. We observe that in the parent compound the
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spins prefer to lie in the ab-plane if we consider AABB
stacking as reported previously12. However, if we con-
sider ABAB stacking spins prefer to lie along [111] direc-
tion (see Fig 3(a)) which is consistent with data reported
by Zhang et al.20. With Mn doping of 12.5% (x = 0.125),
the spin moments are seen to reorient towards c-axis (see
Fig. 3(b)). For x = 0.25, the ground state spin orien-
tations for four different Mn configurations (confg-I to
confg-IV) are shown in Fig. 3(c)-(f) respectively. We
observe that except confg-III (i.e. Fig. 3(e)) which is
not the lowest energy state, all the remaining three con-
figurations have their spin easy axis oriented towards c-
axis. In confg-III the spin easy axis lies in the ab-plane.
Amongst these four configurations, confg-I (Fig. 3(c))
has the lowest energy. Therefore, we also conclude from
our calculations that with Mn doping the spin easy axis
is driven towards c axis as observed in the experiment.
To understand the spin reorientation with Mn doping, we
evaluated various exchange interactions as listed in Table
III using the method prescribed by Xiang et al.26.

FM AFM

Mn

Cu

Fe

J

J
BP

IP

J
IP

c

c

c

(d)(c)(b)(a)

0.0 ABAB 0.125 ABAB 0.25 ABAB (I) 0.25 ABAB (III)

FIG. 4. Depicting the nature of interaction (by colored
bonds) between the nearest neighbour magnetic moments (on
the basis of Table III) for the for (a) x=0, (b) x=0.125,
(c) x=0.25 (confg-I), (d) x=0.25 (confg-III). Yellow and red
colored bonds represent the ferromagnetic (FM) and anti-
ferromagnetic (AFM) interaction, respectively. Stacking of
pyramids along c is shown on the right side for reference.

From Table III, we observe that the ab-plane exchange
interactions between Fe-Fe, Cu-Cu and Fe-Mn remain
antiferromagnetic in nature with Mn doping similar to
the parent compound. The largest interaction among
all is Cu-Cu exchange which is seen to decrease with
Mn doping. This is in line with the experimental ob-
servation that with Mn doping the magnetic transition
temperatures of both commensurate and incommensu-
rate phases decrease20. Looking at the exchange inter-
actions along c direction we find that for parent com-
pound there exists ferromagnetic interaction within the
bi-pyramid (Jc

BP , see Fig.4) whereas inter-bilayer (Jc
IP )

it is antiferro which is consistent with the experimentally
observed commensurate magnetic structure10. When
we dope 12.5% Mn at Fe sites (x=0.125), we observe
that inter-bilayer Cu-Mn exchange becomes ferromag-
netic whereas the corresponding Fe-Cu exchange remains
antiferro. The magnitude of this inter-bilayer Cu-Mn
exchange is also larger than other Fe/Mn-Cu exchange
along c-direction. Therefore, this causes frustration in
the commensurate magnetic interactions forcing the mo-

ments to cant away. When we move to higher Mn doping
(i.e. x = 0.25, confg-I) we observe similar behaviour as
in x = 0.125. Interestingly, in confg-III of x = 0.25,
we observe that along c direction the exchange interac-
tions within the bi-pyramid have become antiferromag-
netic whereas the inter-bilayer ones ferromagnetic; just
opposite to the case in parent compound. These obser-
vations have been depicted in Fig.4. In this case the
frustration is therefore released. This can be further un-
derstood from the electronic structure which we present
in the following section.

C. Electronic structure

We performed electronic structure calculations for un-
doped and Mn doped YBCFO for their respective mag-
netic ground state within GGA+U+SO approximation
as shown in Fig.3. We present in Fig.5 the total density
of states (TDOS) where we observe insulating state for
the undoped (x = 0.0) and 12.5% Mn doped (x = 0.125)
case (see Fig.5(a) and (b)) whereas for 25 % Mn doped
case (x=0.25) out of the four configurations we have
studied, three (confg-I,II and IV) are insulating and one
(confg-III, Fig.3(e)) is metallic. In Fig.5(c) we present
the TDOS for the lowest energy configuration (i.e. confg-
I, 3(c)) at x=0.25 and in Fig.5(d) we present the same for
highest energy configuration (i.e. confg-III). We further
observe that around the Fermi level Cu/Fe/Mn states
are present which strongly hybridized with oxygen states.
To understand the mechanism of different ground state
spin orientations as discussed in the previous section and
also different transport behaviour (insulating/metallic)
we looked into the details of electronic structure around
the Fermi level. We calculated the orbital projected
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FIG. 5. Atom projected total density of states (TDOS) cal-
culated within GGA+U+SO for (a) x=0, (b) x=0.125, (c)
x=0.25 (confg-I) and (d) x=0.25 (confg-III).

partial density of states (PDOS) as well as 3D electron
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TABLE III. Calculated nearest neighbour magnetic exchange interaction (J), in meV, within GGA+U. Here Jab, JBP
c , and JIP

c

denote the interaction between magnetic moments within ab-plane, along c within bi-pyramids (BP), and along c inter-bilayer
(IP) respectively. Positive sign indicate antiferromagnetic interaction and negative sign indicate ferromagnetic interaction.

J x−→ 0.0 0.125 0.25 (confg-I) 0.25 (confg-III)

Jab JCu−Cu = 200.09 JCu−Cu = 183.08 JCu−Cu = 165.26 JCu−Cu = 151.65

JFe−Fe = 14.54 JFe−Fe = 12.92 JFe−Fe = 15.03 JFe−Fe = 7.19

JFe−Mn = 4.18 JMn−Mn = -0.15 JFe−Mn = 3.71

JMn−Fe = 4.33

JBP
c JFe−Cu = -1.79 JFe−Cu = -1.94 JFe−Cu = -2.11 JFe−Cu = 5.39

JCu−Mn = -1.17 JCu−Mn = -0.89 JCu−Mn = 2.68

JIP
c JFe−Cu = 1.29 JFe−Cu = 1.18 JFe−Cu = 1.16 JFe−Cu = -8.31

JCu−Mn = -2.42 JCu−Mn = -2.91 JCu−Mn = -0.77
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FIG. 6. Orbital projected partial density of states (PDOS)
calculated within GGA+U+SO for (a) x=0, (b) x=0.125, (c)
x=0.25 (confg-I) and (d) x=0.25 (confg-II).

densities which we present in Fig.6 and Fig.7, respec-
tively. As we see in Fig.6(a) the Cu dx2−y2 is the high-
est occupied orbital in the parent compound (x = 0.0).
Upon doping Mn at x = 0.125 we observe that Mn dz2

becomes the highest occupied orbital which hybridizes
with Cu dz2 and oxygen p-orbital. Same situation is also
observed at x = 0.25 with confg-I with even stronger
hybridization between Mn dz2 , Cu dz2 and Oxygen pz

orbital. This can be clearly seen in calculated 3D elec-
tron densities in the energy range -0.25eV to Fermi level
(0 eV) which are shown in Fig.7(a) to (c) for x = 0.0,
0.125 and 0.25 respectively. Interestingly, in confg-III at
x=0.25 (see Fig.6(d)) we observe that there is a charge
transfer from the occupied Mn dz2 orbital to unoccupied
Fe dz2 and Cu dx2−y2 orbitals making the system metal-

Mn

(a) (b)

0.25 ABAB (I) 0.25 ABAB (III)

0.125 ABAB0.0 ABAB

(c) (d)

Cu

Fe

O

FIG. 7. 3D electron density plotted for the energy range :
-0.25 eV to Fermi level (0 eV) showing the occupied orbitals
at various sites for (a) x=0, (b) x=0.125, (c) x=0.25 (confg-I)
and (d) x=0.25 (confg-III).

lic. From Fig.7(d) we can clearly see the occupied Cu
dx2−y2 orbitals similar to the parent compound. Thus
we can conclude that with Mn doping Cu dz2 becomes
the highest occupied orbital due to its hybridization with
Mn dz2 in contrast to the parent compound where Cu
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dx2−y2 orbital was the highest occupied orbital. The oc-
cupancy of out of plane oriented Cu dz2 orbital in the
doped compounds in place of the planar Cu dx2−y2 of
parent compound facilitates the spin moments canting
towards c direction upon doping Mn as observed in the
experiment. In confg-III of x = 0.25 as the Cu dx2−y2

gets occupied through charge transfer from Mn, the spin
moments prefer to lie in the ab-plane as observed in our
calculation (see Fig.3(e)). Therefore, the orbitals play a
major role in driving the spin moments out of plane in
YBCFMO.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we carried out a thorough investigation
to understand the mechanism behind spin reorientation
upon Mn doping at Fe sites in YBCFO using density
functional theory calculations. In this context, we stud-
ied the non-collinear magnetic order, electronic struc-
ture and orbital state of doped and undoped YBCFO.
Through a detailed analysis of optimized crystal struc-
tures of the undoped (x=0.0) and doped (x=0.125 and
0.25) compounds, we have found the local Jahn-Teller
distortions of CuO5, FeO5 and MnO5 pyramids which are
consistent with experimental results observed by Zhang
et al.20. From our total energy calculations we have ob-
tained the lowest energy configurations for Fe/Cu dis-
tribution as well as Mn distribution in the three com-
pounds. Considering the respective lowest energy con-
figurations we have performed non-collinear magnetic
calculations within GGA+U+SO approximation to ob-
tain the ground state magnetic order. Considering the
commensurate magnetic structure for all the three com-
pounds, we observe that the spin moments indeed prefer
to align along crystallographic c direction in the doped
compounds whereas in parent compound they are aligned
along (111) direction. This is consistent with the trend
observed in the experimental measurements. Further,
our estimates of nearest neighbour magnetic exchange
interactions in the ab-plane and along c direction reveal

that the Cu-Cu exchange in ab-plane which is AFM and
the largest amongst all, decreases with Mn doping. This
is again in line with the experimental observation of low-
ering of transition temperature upon doping. More inter-
estingly, we find that Mn doping gives rise to a frustrat-
ing inter-bilayer ferromagnetic exchange which otherwise
should have been antiferromagnetic in the commensu-
rate magnetic structure. This we believe may be one of
the reasons behind spins canting away from their corre-
sponding orientation in the parent compound. The other
possible reason is the change in the nature of highest oc-
cupied Cu orbital. In parent compound, the orbital is
dx2−y2 which is a planar orbital but in the doped com-
pound due to hybridization with Mn dz2 , Cu dz2 becomes
the highest occupied orbital. This change in orbital state
we believe drives the spin moments out of plane towards c
direction in the doped compounds. We found one partic-
ular configuration of Mn distribution (not lowest energy)
in x=0.25 case which is metallic due to charge transfer
from Mn dz2 to unoccupied Cu dx2−y2 in the conduction
band. Interestingly, we find that in this case also the
spin moments prefer to lie in the ab-plane. Therefore,
the spin orientation in the doped compound appears to
be orbitally driven aided by the frustrating exchange in-
teractions.
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14 Mickaël Morin, Emmanuel Canevt2, Adrien Raynad1,
Marek Bartkowiak, Denis Sheptyakov, Voraksmy Ban,
Michel Kenzelmann, Ekaterina Pomjakushina, Kazimierz
Conder, and Marisa Medarde, Nature Communications 7
13758 (2016).

15 Tian Shang, Emmanuel Canévet, Mickaël Morin1, De-
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