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F�ak,van D ijk and W ills (FDW )question ourinterpretation ofelastic neutron-scattering exper-

im ents in the antiferrom agnetic phase ofUPt3. They state that our analysis is incorrect because

we average over m agnetic structures that are disallowed by sym m etry. W e disagree with FDW

and reply to their criticism below. FDW also point outthat we have m istaken the m agnetic �eld

direction in the experim ent reported in Ref. 1. W e correct this error and note that our previous

conclusion isalso valid forthe correct�eld orientation.

PACS num bers:74.70.Tx,75.20.H r,75.25.+ z

W edisagreewith theclaim ofF�ak,etal.2 thatouranal-

ysisofelasticneutron-scatteringexperim entsin theanti-

ferrom agnetic(AFM )phaseofUPt3 isincorrectbecause

we average overm agnetic structuresthatbelong to dif-

ferentirreducible representationsofthe crystallographic

space group. Classi�cation ofm agnetic structures and

m agnetic phase transitions on the basis of irreducible

representationsofthespacegroup and tim e-inversion ne-

glects the fundam entalrole that exchange interactions

play in m agneticphasetransitions.3,4,5,6 Exchangeinter-

actionsareinvariantundercontinuousrotationsofallthe

m om ents,and typically dom inatetheanisotropyenergies

thatcoupletheatom icm om entstothelattice.Classi�ca-

tion ofm agneticstructuresbased on theexchangegroup

accountsforthewidevariety ofm agneticstructuresthat

areobserved in m agneticm aterials.TheShubnikov clas-

si�cation,which does not take into account the higher

sym m etry ofthe exchange interactions,disallows som e

ofthesestructures.6

Thus, for a m agnetic instability driven by exchange

interactions the prim ary irreducible representation is

based on the com bined group ofcontinuousrotationsin

spin space,the crystallographic space-group and tim e-

reversal,Gex. The irreducible representationsofthe ex-

changegroup com bineseveralirreduciblerepresentations

ofthe space group.7 Thus,notonly are m agnetic struc-

turescorresponding to irreduciblerepresentationsofthe

space group allowed. O n the contrary,structures that

are a com bination ofirreducible representations ofthe

spacegroup,butbelong to oneexchangerepresentation,

are also possible m agnetic structures. M any exam ples

ofm agnetic structureswith these type of\m ixed space-

group representations"8 aredescribed in theliterature.3,9

In m ost m aterials the m agnetically ordered phase is

de�ned by one irreducible representation of the space

group due to the anisotropy energies which resolve (at

leastpartially)orientationaldegeneracieswithin the ex-

change representation.10 However,since the anisotropy

term sare relatively weak,the energy splitting ofdi�er-

ently oriented m agneticstatesaresm all.Thus,m agnetic

dom ain structures,including theirresponse to m agnetic

�elds,should beanalyzed usingthedegenerate,ornearly

degenerate,stateswithin thefullexchangem ultiplet.W e

believethisisthecorrectapproach to understanding the

m agnetism and to analyze the possible m agnetic struc-

turesin the heavy ferm ion com pound UPt3.

In ouranalysis,weconsideredageneralm odelforUPt3
com patiblewith theavailabledata.11 W eselected oneir-

reducible representation of Gex that is consistent with

elastic neutron scattering data in zero �eld. Ifwe ne-

glectthespin-latticecouplingsthen only therelativeori-

entations ofthe atom ic m om ents in the m agnetic unit

cellare �xed by the prim ary irreducible representation.

Anisotropy energiesare also included to resolve,orpar-

tially resolve,thedegeneraciesoftheexchangerepresen-

tation.

Neutron scattering and X-ray experim ents in UPt3
show AFM order with propagation vector ~q1 = ~a�1=2.

12

The m agnetic U ions occupy two sym m etry equivalent

positions in the unit cell. The m agnetic representation

has6 dim ensions(3 tim esthenum berofm agneticions).

Untilvery recently, the crystalstructure of UPt3 was

thought to be hexagonalwith space group D 4
6h
. How-

ever, a recent X-ray di�raction experim ent revealed a

lowertrigonalsym m etry with space group D 3
3d
.13 In ei-

ther case, the m agnetic representation can be decom -

posed in six one-dim ensionalrepresentations. Three of

thesecorrespond to FM alignm entoftheionsin theunit

cell;the otherthree representationscorrespond to AFM

alignm ents.The alignm entofthe m agnetization orsub-

lattice m agnetization m ay be along the x̂, ŷ or ẑ axes.

However,these six structures are connected with only

two exchange representations corresponding to FM or

AFM alignm ent in the unit cell. Table I shows the ir-

reduciblerepresentationsand basisfunctionsofthecrys-

tallographicspacegroupsD 4
6h

and D 3
3d
grouped by their

corresponding exchangem ultiplets.

O ur study is based on a free energy functional(Eq.

9 ofRef. 11) which includes the exchange,anisotropy

and Zeem an energies. First,a uniaxialanisotropy term

(notshown in Eq. 9 ofRef. 11)restrictsthe orderpa-

ram eter to the basalplane. In addition, the in-plane

(hexagonal) anisotropy energy favors alignm ent of the

m om ents along any ofthe three directions perpendicu-

larto the hexagonallattice vectors. Note thatthe form

ofthe anisotropy energy isthe sam e foreitherD 4
6h

and

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202504v1
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FM AFM FM AFM

�2 : x̂ �7 : x̂ �2 : x̂ �3 : x̂

D
4

6h
�4 : ŷ �5 : ŷ D

3

3d
�4 : ŷ �1 : ŷ

�6 : ẑ �3 : ẑ �
0

2 : ẑ �
0

3 : ẑ

TABLE I:Irreducible representations and basis func-

tionsofthe space groupsD
4

6h
and D

3

3d
grouped by ex-

changem ultiplets.FM and AFM refertoferrom agnetic

orantiferrom agneticalignm entofthetwo U ionson the

unitcell.W e use the notation ofK ovalev in Ref.14.

D 3
3d

sym m etry groups.The e�ectofa m agnetic �eld on

theAFM orderisincluded through theZeem an coupling

to the atom ic m om ents,which in generalm ixes di�er-

entnearly degeneraterepresentationsofthespacegroup

within the exchange m ultiplet.15 The com petition be-

tween theanisotropyenergyand theZeem an couplingin-

duceshexagonalm odulationsoftheuppercritical�eld as

afunction oftheorientation ofthe�eld in thebasalplane

atthe transition to the superconducting phase.16,17 The

in-planeanisotropy energy issm all,sincealargein-plane

anisotropy energy would producean orthorhom bicm od-

ulation ofthe uppercritical�eld,which isnotobserved.

Higherorderanisotropy term s18 which m ightresolvethe

rem aining degeneracy and thus favor alignm ent ofthe

m om ents along the propagation vector ofthe m agnetic

order would be extrem ely sm all. Therefore, the three

structuresshown in Fig.1 ofRef.11 aredegenerate,or

quasi-degenerate,and certainly should be considered in

the analysisofthe m agneticstructureand neutron scat-

teringin thepresenceofan in-planem agnetic�eld.Thus,

in ouranalysisweconsiderthe possibility ofdegenerate,

ornearly degenerate,m agnetic structuresby m aking an

averageoverdi�erentdistributionsofdom ains. W e also

presented resultsand predictionsforthesinglem agnetic

structure with the m agnetization parallelto the propa-

gation vector.Theauthorsofthecom m entseem to have

overlooked thisprediction,which ifwe had con�ned our

analysisto a singlerepresentation ofthespacegroup,as

F�ak,et al. advocate,would be the only relevantstruc-

ture.

W e did m istakethem agnetic�eld direction in the ex-

perim entreported in Ref. 1. In the correctgeom etry of

thatexperim entthe�eld wasalong thereciprocallattice

direction [-1,2,0].Theratiosreported in Eq.5ofRef.11,

and in the paragraph thatfollowsthatequation,should

be m odi�ed asfollows.W hen only dom ain \1" ispopu-

lated wehaver= 1.Foracrystalwith equallypopulated

m agneticdom ains,thecorrectratio between thescatter-

ing rateathigh �eld and zero �eld is

r=
1� (0:441 cos(�H + �=2))2

h1� (0:441 cos(�))2i
= 0:89: (1)

O urpreviousconclusion,stated fortheincorrect�eld ori-

entation,isunchanged forthecorrect�eld orientation;it

isnotpossiblebased on existingdatatoconcludewhether

or notthe U m om ents rotate with the �eld,because of

the sm allchange in intensity that is expected for this

Bragg peak and the large error bars that are reported

for the intensity. W e also concluded that,in order to

understand UPt3 m agnetism in thepresenceofm agnetic

�eld or under pressure,system atic,zero-�eld m easure-

m entsofthe intensity ofa num berofm agnetic peaksin

the sam e single crystal,such as those reported in Ref.

19,need to be carried out.Furtherm ore,ourhypothesis

thatintrinsic stacking faultspin the AFM dom ain walls

in theab-planeand �xthespatialdistribution ofdom ains

with di�erentpropagation vectorshasbeen recently rein-

forced.Foruniaxialpressuresapplied to the basalplane

a signi�cantincrease in the m agnetic intensity hasbeen

reported20 in contrastwith therelatively sm allchangein

a m agnetic �eld.1,21 Pinning by intrinsic stacking faults

m ay help explain thisdi�erence,since the applied m ag-

netic�eld leavesthedistribution ofregionswith di�erent

propagation vectors unaltered. However,uniaxialpres-

sure likely disturbs the con�guration ofstacking faults

leading to a strongere�ecton the m agneticstructure.

In conclusion,our analysis ofthe neutron scattering

data is based on a sound theoreticalm odelfor possi-

ble m agnetic structures in UPt3,which is m ore general

than would be allowed based on a singleirreduciblerep-

resentation ofthe space group.The relative im portance

ofexchange interactions leads naturally to m ixed irre-

duciblerepresentationsofthecrystalspacegroup,which

arerelevantbecausethey areenergetically allowed.
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