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W e present them odynam ic and neutron data on N 3V ,0 g, a spin-1 system on a kagom e staircase.
T he extrem e degeneracy of the kagom e antiferrom agnet is lifted to produce two incom m ensurate
phases at nie T { one am plitude m odulated, the other helical { plus a comm ensurate canted

antiferrom agnet for T ! 0. The H

T phase diagram is descrbed by a m odel of com peting st

and second neighbor interactions w ith sm aller anisotropic temm s. N 3V ,0 g thusprovides an elegant
exam ple of order from sub-leading interactions in a highly frustrated system .

PACS numbers: 75.10.Jm , 75254+ z, 75.30K z

G eom etricalm agnetic frustration leads to unusual low
tem perature spin order and dynam ics and presents new
challenges for the theoretical understanding ofm agnetic
system s. Frustrated m aterdals are often characterized
by triangle-based lattiogs and short-range antiferrom ag—
netic AF) interactions® O fparticular interest has been
m agnetian on the two-dim ensional 2D ) kagom e lattice,
which consists of comer-sharing triangles. W hile the
H eisenberg spin-1/2 m odel appears to hayg short range
spin correlationsand a gap to free spjng,n_s,@‘-aptlge s! 1
classicalm odelhasN eplorderwith a 3 3 uni cell
at tem perature T = 0# M aterials that approxin ate the
kagom e AF can be expected to lie close to a quantum
critical point, and indeed early work on the kagom e sys—
tem SCGO exposed a spin liquid phase possessing a large

ion (15% ) thhe total spin entropy and short range

3 3 order?® Laterwork on “prosite system s showed
di erent \g= 0" long xange order apparently favored by
Interlayer interactionss

Here we study Ni3V,0g ONVO) in which the S =
1 N#' spis form the orthqrhombic kagom e staircase
structure shown in Fig. 1 @) £ T his structure has the co—
ordination and tw o-din ensionality of the reqularkagom e
lattice, but the kagom e planes are buckled. T he system
is particularly attractive because its com plex m agnetic
phase diagram can be understood on the basis ofan em —
bellished kagom e soin ham iltonian. The m odelwe intro—
duce also applies to the isostructural com pounds w here
N1iis replaced by cw orCold A though the symm etry
of these com pounds is the sam e as that of NV O, their
phase diagram s are very di erent. A s indicated below,
thisdi erence results from a an allquantitative change in
the param eters w hich dictate how frustration is relieved.

A previous study of the m agneto-them al response in

polycrystalline NVO revealed four zero eld phase tran-—
sitionswih y =Ty > 5, where y is the W eisg con—
stant and Ty the m agnetic ordering tem peratured
this letter we report an unexpectedly rich anisotropic

eld-tem perature H T) phase diagram Fig. 2), wih
high and low tem perature lncom m ensurate (IC) phases
HTIand LTI) and two comm ensurate (C and C’) spoin
structures. T hesem agnetic structures are determ ined via
neutron di raction. W e also explain the salient features
ofNVO by am odel, in which the spine (N i) and cross-tie
N i) spins interact via nearest neighbor (NN ) and sec—
ond nearest-neighbor (SNN) isotropic H eisenberg inter-
actions. In addition, and consistent w ith crystalsym m e~
try, it is necessary to take account of the D zyaloshinskii-
M oriya OM ) interaction and m agnetic anisotropy.

Sym m etry is key to understanding the ordered phases
that spring from the kagom e critical state n NVO %% T
the presence of AF ordering on the spine sites, isotropic
NN interactionsproduce zerom ean eld on cross-tie-sites.
Tn this regard, NVO is rem miscent ofSCusQ4C 124 and
of som e "ladder" system s of recent interest 23 How ever,
the structural anisotropy of NVO induces Interactions
not usually considered in frustrated system s. First, be-
cause the N O ¢ octahedra are edge-sharing, the NN N O —
N ibond angle is close to 90° so the NN and SNN N iNi
Interactions are weak and sin ilar In strength. Second,
the symm etry of the crystal structyre adm tsa DM in-
teraction am ong the NN spine spjns.'ézf T hird, anisotropic
pseudo dipolar PD ) exchange Interactionsbetween soine
and cross-tie spins induce both a uniform and a staggered
mom ent on the crosstie sitesti These interactions add
to the usual isotropic NN superexchange interaction to
produce the observed rich H T phase diagram .

Sihgle crystals ofNVO were grown from a BaO V05
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FIG.1: (@) Structure ofNVO , show ing the crosstie N & (ple
(gray)) and spine N i (red (plack)) sites. (b)—(c) indicate the
soin structures in the incom m ensurate phases. + and —indi-
cate spin com ponents along b. Symbol sizes scale w ith the
dipolemoment. (d) indicatesthe sym m etry ofthe low T com —
m ensurate spin structure. Spin canting has been exaggerated
for clarity and the relative sym bol sizes for spine and cross
tie spins are not to scale. Subsequent layers are displaced by
(@+ b)=2 wih spine spins satisfying Eq. (1). Lattice param -
eters serve as axis length units.

ux and powder-sam ples were synthesized w ith stan—
dard techniguesd24 The unifbm m agnetization, M ,
was probed usihg a comm ercial SQU ID m agnetom eter.
The speci c heat, C, was m easured with a comm ercial
calorin eter using the relaxation m ethod orT > 2K and
the sam iadiabaticm ethod for ower T . Pow der and sin—
gk crystal neutron di raction m easurem ents were car—
ried out at the NIST Center for Neutron Research %4
The space group of NVO isCmca (No. 64)? with lat—
tice param eters a=5.921973) A b=1137213(7) A, and
c=822495(B) A at T = 15 K. Throughout we index
w ave vectors in the orthorhom bic reciprocal lJattice w ith
a =2 =a,b =2 =p,and c = 2 =c. Representative
soeci cheatdataareinFig. 3(@) foram agnetic eld H )
0f0,5,and 8 T alongc. Asihpreviouszero eldm easuye—
m entson pow der sam ples, there are fourpeaksin C (T ) [
T he entropy reduction associa w ith these phase tran—
sitions is detem ned by S = (C=T)dT , after sub—
tracting an estin ate of the lattice contribution ocbtained
from the non-m agnetic structural analog Zns;V,0g. W e

nd S 79 J/molkK,or87% ofRIn3,which iscloseto
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FIG .2: Phasse diagram forNVO asa function of tem perature
and m agnetic eld applied along the three principal crystal-
lographic directions. For H k ¢ no true phase boundary sep—
arates the P and C phases. W hite areas were not probed.

that expected for ordering am ong spin-1 N£* ions. W e
Infer that the speci c heat peaksm ark phase transitions
to unique structures nvolring the N £+ spin-1 degrees of
freedom . The H = Opeaksat 22K, 63 K,and 91K
Indicate second order phase transitions, whereas the 3.9
K peak marksa rst order transition.

T hrough extensive speci c heat m easurem ents, we de—
term ined the phase boundaries shown in Fig. 2. These
were con m ed by susceptibility ( ) and m agnetization
m easuram ents (see Fig. 3 ©)), which provide additional
clues to the nature of the phases. T he susceptbility ex—
hibits signi cant m agnetic anisotropy. As T is reduced
and the C phase isentered, thereisa sharp jimp InM ,up
to 3.5% oftheN £ saturation moment ®rH k ¢, which
Indicates a weak ferrom agnetic FM ) m om ent along c.
W ith H k a, there is a sharp drop n M . Fially, or
H k b, there is no sharp feature indicating no FM m o—
ment along b. A surprising result of this study is that
the Tpy and Ty ; transitions do not produce cbservable
anomaliesin (T). Ina eldof0.1 T them agnetization

anomaly at Tpy islssthan 4 105 5 /Nior03% of
the signalwhil i is kssthan 4 106 5 /Nior0.03%

at Ty 1, . Nonlinear susoceptibility m easurem ents likew ise
produced no Indication of these phase transitions.

Neutron di raction, however, reveals tem perature de—
pendent magnetic Bragg peaks at Q = (@n + 1
g=a ;2m + 1;0) and Q=@n+ 1 o=a ;2m + 1;2m + 1)
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FIG.3: (@) Speci cheat ofNVO , in zero eld and forH kc.
() Longiudinal m agnetization versus T for H = 01 T
along the three principal crystallographic directions. (c) Inte—
grated intensity of com m ensurate and incom m ensurate m ag—
netic Bragg peaksat Q = (110) and 1 g=a ;1;0), respec—
tively. (d) Tem perature dependence of the incom m ensurate
m agnetic wave vector. In the C and C’ phases we believe the
incom m ensurate peak re ects a m eta-stable m nority phase
as it is only present after cooling through the HT I and LT I
phases and can be fully suppressed by eld cycling.

forTre < T < Tpy . The peaks are resolution lim ited
Indicating a correlation length in excessof500A .The T -
dependence of the peak Intensities is shown in Fig. 3 (c).
Anom alies are apparent at the three high T transitions,
Tey , Tu1,and Ty, and the peaks vanish n theH = 0
param agnetic @) phase. The absence of an anom aly to
the level 0of 0.5% (see inset) In the T -dependence of the
(110) m agnetic B ragg peak through the phase transition
at Tc ¢ o Indicates that this transition involves degrees of
freedom that are decoupled from the prevailing AF order.
Fig. 3() shows that the weak FM m om ent is also un—
changed through this transition. N onetheless we believe
the soeci c heat anom aly at T ¢co is intrinsic as i was
observed In all sam ples studied (1 powderand 5 crystals).

T he T -dependence of the characteristicm agnetic wave
vector, g, is shown in Fig. 3(d). Again there are anom a—
lies at all the upper transitions but not at Tcco. In
phases HT I and LT I, g varies continuously indicative of
an IC m agnetic structure. The C phase is comm ensu—
rate though cooling through phasesHT ITand LT Iyieldsa
m etastable rem nant ofthe IC m odulation. To determ ine
the soin structures in the HT I, LT I, and C’ phases we
collected zero eld (ZF) m agnetic Bragg intensity data
for 170 peaks in the hk0) and (hkk) planesatT = 7K,
5K,and or 70 peaksat T = 0:1 K after ZF cooling. W e

analyzed the data using group -theoretical classi cation
ofthe possble spin structures®?

In the HT Iphase, we lin ited consideration to m agnetic
structuresthat orm a single irreducble representation of
the corresponding space group, because w e repct the pos—
sbility ofa m ulticritical point w here m ore than one irge=
ducble representation sin ulaneously becom e critical®¥
Irreduchle representation 424 provides an excellent ac—
count of the HT I phase wih a reliability coe cient
R=17% . The corresoponding m agnetic structure is illis—
trated n Fig. 1 0). At T = 7K thewavelength ofthe a—
m odulated structureis , = 2 =@ g = 137(Q1)awih
an am plitude vector m i = (1:12@4);0:04(9);0:01(8)) &
for spine spnsand m 2 = (0; 0:3(1);0:00(6)) 5 Pr
crosstie spins. There is a phase shift 0of 04 2) between
the IC waves on the two sublattices.

The LT I phase contains an additional irreducible rep—
resentation, 5, for the c component of spine spins
Fig. 1l(). For T = 5 K the spine sopin ampli-
tudesarem 2 = (1:04(8);0:0(1);001(6)) 5 andm 2 =
0; 0:01(6);0:76(7)) g . The wavevectors for the two
com ponents were experim entally indistinguishable and
the phase shift of 03 (1) indicates an elliptical spiral
in the a c plane. The crosstie ampliude ism & =
(O0; 08@4);01(1)) s wih a phase shift of052) to
m 2. There is no detectable cross tie spin com ponent
associated with irreducble representation ,: m?2 =
0:0@);0;0) g .Thereliability coe cientwasR = 22% .

In the low tem perature comm ensurate C’ phase the
data are consistent w ith the soin structure shown in Fig.
1(d) which corresponds to a m ixture of representations

1 and 7. W hilk the spine sublattice is fiully polarized:
ml= (0;029();0) s andm = 228(6);0;0:1(4)) 5,
this is not the case r the cross tie sites where m ! =
( 026);0;0) g andm Z = (0;03@);018)) 5. In
this t the totalm agnetization along ¢ was xed to the
valie of 005  per Niatom as detem ined from bulk
m agnetization m easurem ents. T he reliability coe cient
wasR = 11 % . Having two active representations in C’
Indicatesthat Tc ¢ o could m ark the adm ixture upon cool
Ing of ;. This scenario is, however, di cul to reconcile
w ith the absence ofan anom aly in the T dependence of
the (110) Bragg intensity (nset to Fig. 3(c)).

W e now tum to a theoretical interpretation of these
resuls. F irst, note that the dom inant AF com ponent of
the spine m agnetization in allH = 0 phases satis es

1
-c+ b); @)
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where j j= 026048 (6§ accounts for the kagom e plane
buckling. T his indicates AF interactions between neigh—
boring spines. The spin-structure within soines is con—
trolled by com peting NN and SNN isotropic H eisenberg
interactionsdenoted J; and J,. A mean el treatm enté
Indicates that for J, > J; ¥4 the spine Ham ittonian is
m inin ized by a mean eld spin m odulation with wave
vector, g, which satis es cos((@ qa=2) = J1=4J3).
Putting aside the an all T -dependence of g, we deduce



from the experim entalvalue (@ 027a ) in theLT Iand
HTI phases that J; 2:6J,. In the presence of easy—
axis anisofropy the highest-tem perature ordered phase is
predicted 24 in agreem ent w ith our experim ents, to be a
Iongitudinally m odulated phase in which the soins are
con ned to the easy a axis. If the anisotropy eld Hy
isnot too large Ha < H;), then, as the tem perature is
Jow ered the longitudinally m odulated phase gives way to
one In which an additionaltransverse m odulated com po—
nent of spin appears, grow ing continuously from zero as
the LT I phase is entered. This scenario is also consis—
tent w ith ourdi raction data. At still low er tem perature
the di raction data indicate the presence of a comm en—
surate AF phase. A coording to m ean— eld theory, such
a transition can occur for su ciently large anisotropy,
Ha > H,%8 Our numerical mean eld calculationd’
show that for J,=J, = 2:6 indeed H; > H ,, so that there
isa range of anisotropy eld orwhich mean eld theory
predicts the observed sequence of ZF phase transitions.
W e now discuss some of the ner details of these
phases. From the M versus H data, extrapolated to
H = 0, we nd that n the C phase there is a weak
ferrom agnetic m om ent. Structural considerations show
that the DM iInteraction for a single spine takes the form

X

Dcct+ ( 1)"Dpb]l B@) S@+ 1IA)

Hpw =

n

where n labels the spins consecutively along the spine.
D gives rise to a linear coupling between the staggered
m om ent of the spine along a and the weak ferrom agnetic
m om ent of the spine along c. This weak ferrom agnetic
m om ent can Induce a ferrom agnetic m om ent along ¢ on
the crosstie spins via isotropic H eisenberg exchange. In
addition, such a m om ent on the crosstie spins can also
arise via PD interaction between the staggered m om ent
on the spines and a uniform moment on the crosstie
spins. Symm etry also adm its a staggered g-tensor along
the spines, the physical origin and consequences ofw hich
are sinilar to DM interactions®% The weak ferrom ag—
netisn explainsthe absence ofa phase boundary between
theP and C phase forH jr. In the IC phases, these nter—

actions would give rise to m odulated m om ents along c.
T he anisotropic Interactions w e invoke also generate cou—
plings between the various IC order param eters, w,hich
result in weak T -dependence of the IC wave vectort’,

N ext we discuss the phase boundaries between the C
phase and the IC phases. Barring a m ulicritical point,
these must be rst order transitions. For H jr the Zee—
man energy, HM ,oftheFM moment (in the C phase)
explains why the transition tem peratures Ty, ¢ and Ty ¢
Increase linearly with increasing H. For H ? c the
Zeam an energy does not appear and the phase bound-
ary of the C phase should be quadraticin H [Iy H ) =
Ty O)+ H 2] as it dependson thedi erences in the sus—
ceptbilities of the phases involved. In particular, when
H Ja, the longiudinal susceptibility of the C phase is
an alland the coe cient is negative, disfavoring the C
phase. The other phase boundaries (Tpy and Ty 1) are
also expected to be quadratic in H and the experin ental
phase diagram s are consistent w ith this although for the
HT Iphaseswhen H isalongb, the coe cient isunusu—
ally sm all. T his fact is linked to the absence ofanom alies
In atthe HT Iphase boundaries. Both featuresm ay be
a consequence of a frustrated and weakly connected spin
system wherephase transitionsoccur from a strongly cor-
related state w ith short range AF order.

In sum m ary, we have studied the phase diagram ofthe
soin-1 kagom e staircaseN3iV,0g.W e nd that although
thisphase diagram is quite com plicated, it can be under-
stood on the basis ofa rather sin plem odelwhich re ects
the symm etry of the crystal structure. T he experim ents
andm odelo era speci cexampl ofhow SNN exchange,
easy axis anisotropy, and D zyaloshinskiiM oriya interac—
tions can induce and control com plex low tem perature
phases in a frustrated m agnet.
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