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Control of ferroelectric phase by chemical pressure
In (Gd, Tb)MnG; crystals

K. Noda, S. Nakamura, and H. Kuwahara

Abstract—We have investigated the dielectric properties of the Gd £ moments, exists along theaxis in zero field [2].
Gd; »Tb.MnOs crystals in magnetic fields to clarify the |n our previous work, we demonstrated that the mechanism
crossover between two distinct ferroelectric phases, GdMQD;- of the ferroelectric transition in GdMnQis different from

type (first-order displacive) and TbMnO;-type (second-order . . . .
order-disorder). We have found that the compositional phas hat in ToMnQ in zero field, although Gd and Tb ions are

boundary between the phases exists around k< 0.4. For the ~adjoining members of the lanthanum series [3]. The former
x=0.1 sample exposed to magnetic fields above 3T, we haveshould be classified as a first-order displacive-type ttamsi
discovered successive ferroelectric phase transitions dh occur  gnd the latter as a transition of the second-order orderdks-
at two different temperatures. We have determined the eleeic e The difference in ferroelectric transition mecharss
and magnetic phase.dlag.ram forx=0, 0.1, and 0.3 in the plane bet GdM d TbM th ht t . .
of temperature and field in order to demonstrate the change in PEWeeNn nG an _nQ .are thougnt to originate n
the ferroelectric phases. their degree of orthorhombic distortion and in the magrétud
of their rare earth moments. Therefore, to clarify the cvues
between the two distinct magnetic and ferroelectric phases
measured the ferroelectric and magnetic propertiesMhOs
(R=Gd; 4Th,, 0 x 1) compounds while exerting a fine
. INTRODUCTION degree of control of the degree of orthorhombic distortals

ULTIFERROIC materials, which are simultaneoushknown as the chemical pressure, and the magnitude of the rare

(anti)ferromagnetic and (anti)ferroelectric, are now thearth moments, by changirrg-site chemical composition.
subject of renewed interest [1]-[3]. However, in spite of
intensive recent research, such substances are quite rare.
A newly discovered compound, TbMnQis a multiferroic
material. In zero magnetic field, it shows a spontaneousAll single crystals used in this work were prepared by
ferroelectric polarization along the axis ®.F) below the the floating zone method. We carried out an x-ray diffraction
incommensurate-commensurate (IC-C) or lock-in antiferrexperiment to confirm that all crystals showed an orthorhiomb
magnetic (AF) transition, temperature,{) [1]. In magnetic Pnm Structure without any impurity phase. All specimens
fields along thévaxis, its direction of ferroelectric polarizationused in the measurements were cut along the crystallographi
(P¥) changes from along the to the a axis, an event principal axes into a rectangular shape. The temperature de
called a “magnetic-field-induced electric polarizationpflo pendence of the dielectric constan} &ndp ¥ were measured
The compound TbMn© has several magnetic transitionsin a temperature-controllable cryostat with a supercotidgc
the IC AF ftransition { 41K), the IC-C (lock-in) AF magnet that provided a field up to 8T. Thé was estimated
transition o 27K), and the ordering transition of theby a pyroelectric-current measurement taken in a warming
Tbh 4f moments T 7K). The ferroelectric transition of scan at a rate of 4K/min, after the sample had been cooled
TbMnOs corresponds to an IC-C AF transition that is duender a poling field of 300500kV/m.
to the magnetic ordering of Mnd3spins.

In the case of another such compound, GdMnR],
we have found the ferroelectric phase below 13K. At this
temperature, the Gdfdamoments antiferromagnetically couple Figure[l shows the dielectric and ferroelectric properies
with the Mn 3 spins and the weak ferromagnetism of theeveral Gd ,Tb,MnO; (0.0 x 1.0) crystals. The amount
Mn 3d spins, caused by the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM)f orthorhombic distortion was systematically increassd b
interaction, is suppressed. Transitions displayed by GdMn varyingx between 0 and 1. As a result, the dielectric behavior
include the IC AF transition Tz 42K), the aA-type AF systematically changed from GdMpdike to TbMnOs-like.
transition ;'™ 20K), and the ordering transition of the Gdlt is clear that, the dielectric constant along the axis
4f moments or an AF coupling between the Gl fhoments (",) changed drastically from GdMngtype to ToMnQ-type
and Mn 3 spins €F¢ 13K). In GAMnQ,, the A-type AF around 0.3 x<0.4. A sharp change irt,, associated with
transition and the transition of the Gd 4noments possess athe AF transition temperaturgy™ *, that exhibited thermal
thermal hysteresis, and the temperatures listed above teefehysteresis @ symbol in Figll) gradually disappeared and
a warming scan. The ¥ of GAMnG;, relative to the order of changed to a small inflection associated with, as x

_ increased. At the same composition (0% 0.4) the direction
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Fig. 1. Temperature dependence of the dielectric constangahea axis Fig. 2.  Ferroelectric transition induced by application affield for the

("2 (upper panel)) ang ¥ along the same axis (lower) for Gd, TbyMnOs;  Gd; ,ThxMnO3 x=0.1 sample. Upper (lower) panel shows the temperature
(0.0 x 1.0) crystals in zero field. The AF transition temperatoge” ® and dependence of, (P,F) in magnetic fields applied parallel to theaxis. The
T are shown by open and solid triangles, respectively. Thewarindicate arrows indicate the direction af scan. For clarity, the plot for each fields
the direction of temperature scan. For clarity, the plotdach compound in in upper panel is shifted vertically without any change ddle(refer to the
the upper panel is shifted vertically without any changeaaes (refer to the scale shown in the right side of the panel).

scale shown in the right side of the panel).

a temperature higher than the magnetic transition temyerat
and that byH symbol abovex=0.4 shifted toward higher of rare-earth ion 4 moments. In the case of the Gd ion, the
temperature. magnetic transition temperature is 6K [4], and that of Thi®n

Except for the two end members, the magnetic structurek [5]. This result strongly suggests that FE2 has a differen
of these materials below the temperature of the anomaly hawigin from FE1 and is associated with the ordering of the
not yet been identified. However, the systematic change @d 4f moments. Therefore, we propose that the origin of
", suggest that the anomalies indicated by the open and sa#i@2 is related tary ™ *, which is the temperature of an AF
triangles correspond toy ™ " andTy,.«, respectively. Concern- transition of Mn 31 spins. We investigated the lattice striction
ing our initial motivation of clarifying the change of dieleic  of this compound and there was no first-order like transiéibn
properties betweem=0 andx=1, we can conclude that theT" ». This result suggested that the ferroelectric transitibn o
compositional phase boundary between0 (GdMnGO;-type, FEZ2 in x=0.3 is the order-disorder type, like TbMOWith
first-order displacive-type) and=1 (TbMnOs-type, second- further increase ok, FE2 disappeared arml.® (signaling the
order order-disorder-type) exists around 0% 0.4. appearance of the TbMn@ype ferroelectric phase) appeared

For the x=0.1 sample in zero field, the ferroelectric pofor the x=0.4 sample. (not shown in Fig.1.)
larization along the axis ®.F, FE1) disappeared (see lower Next, in order to reveal the crossover between FE2Q)
panel), and the thermal hysteresis'indue to the ferroelectric and FE2 &= 0.3), we examined the dielectric (upper panel of
transition below 13K, as seen in the=0 sample, was also Fig[d) and ferroelectric (lower panel) properties of the0.1
suppressed (upper panel). However, when we increasied sample, in whichp ¥ can not be detected along any axis
0.3, anotherr ,F (FE2) was observed at arourtgi ™ ». The zero field, in various magnetic fields applied parallel to the
transition character of FE2 seems to be different from tiiat b axis. We chose this direction to enhance the ferroelectric
GdMnG; (FEL). In the case of GdMn{the origin of FE1 is phase (FE1) because theaxis is the easy magnetic axis
the magnetic ordering of Gdfdmoments and the ferroelectricin the case ofx=0 (GdMnQ;) [2], [3]. The behavior of",
transition is accompanied by thermal hysteresis, as destrifor x=0.1 changes from GdMn@like (FE1) to FE2-type
in the introduction. Therefore, unless a sample is cooléakbe behavior atx=0.3 with increase of field. In spite of absence
6K, at which temperature the magnetic transition of the &d 4f a ferroelectric phasén zero field, when we applied fields
moments occurs in a cooling process [4], FE1 does not appaarto 2T in strength parallel to theaxis, thermal hysteresis
at all. In order to clarify the difference between FE1 and FE# ", similar to the case ok=0 appeared below 13K, and
we have investigated the existencerdf (FE2) for thex=0.3 thep.* also appeared. Furthermore, if the field was increased
sample after the sample was cooled down to several differémtmore than 4T, a peak emerges'in aroundTy ™ in the
temperature above 6K. Consequently, it turns out thatthe warming process. As can be clearly seen in the lower panel
(FE2) still appears even if the sample is cooled down to 10kf Fig[, the transition temperature for the appearanae, 6f



JOURNAL OF BETEX CLASS FILES, VOL. 1, NO. 11, NOVEMBER 2002

x=0.0

T
40F H 1/ b-axis

Antiferromagnetic and Paraelectric

diagrams shown in Figl.3 for Gd, Th,MnO; (x=0.0, 0.1, and
0.3). These are derived from the dielectric anomalies oleser

in fields parallel to the> axis. In the case of=0 (GdMnG;)

(top panel), FE1 was observed in fields up to 8T and it was

=20 o \ i -
enhanced by application of the field. This result indicakes t
Amiferron;a%netic anclizgje-rroelectric TC increases W|th the f|e|d Strength. On the Othel‘ haiﬁ’(D3
a"s( : (bottom panel) shows FE2 in fields, which was also enhanced
HoH (T) at higher fields. This behavior seems to be connected with
40[ 1 ib-axis ‘ the stabilizing AF ordering of Mn & spins. In thex=0.1
Antiferfomagnetic and Paraelectric case (middle panel), we did not obse®é in zero field.
30}-Ferroelectric Antiferromagnetic . . .
P/l a-axis (FE1)? : However, we believe that, for this material, the occurs
x=0.1 B aeanie (¢ below 5K, the lowest temperature we can attain. Accordingly
Aniferromagretic we have represented the low temperature regiork60.1
an . . .
Bl below 2T as FE1. We have confirmed the existence of FE1 in
2 x=0.1in a field of 2T. When we increased the fields up to 3T,
_ HHM FE2 appeared at a higher temperature than FE1, and both FE1
40 H/1b-axis ] and FE2 coexisted in fields up to 8T. This phase assignment
30L  Antferromagnetic and Paraelectric is reasonable considering the results of a systematicdsere
x=03 €[ . . . of T. with the fields forx=0 (FE1) and 0.3 (FE2).
—20F :
Antiferromagnetic and Ferroelectric IV. CONCLUSIONS
10 P/l a-axis (FE2) . . . .. . .
We have investigated the systematic variation of dielectri
0 Il L Il

8 and ferroelectric properties between GdMnénd TbMnQ
in magnetic fields. We have clearly demonstrated that the
Fig-O (3)} Egelctriqd;nd ngge?fi% trzhase_dii:lr?ran?s oféthT b>t<MnOzd compositional phase boundary betweerf (GdMnOs-type:
géld..T(th)’:O..l grg:nplg)ér?gws t.he( r?re(;g]rzz:énof beotﬂ eli:nlgl anp(f?ElJZriiaﬁltalﬁEl) ande " (TOMnO;-type) is located at 06X<. 0.4. More-
ously at higher magnetic fields (see text). The dotted lirvéen 0 x 2T oOver, we have found that another ferroelectric phase (FE2)
was extrapolated from the value of higher magnetic fields. exists even below the phase boundary, which was contrary to
our simple expectation, i.e. the ferroelectric transitioould
systematically change from GdMnQo TbMnQOs. Although
corresponding to the dielectric peak, systematicallydgased FE2 originates in the AF ordering of Mnd3spins seen in
for fields above 4T. We suppose that the ferroelectric ttamsi TbhMnOs-type materials, the direction af ¥ is not along
temperaturec) of the x=0.1 compoundn zero fieldin a the c axis but is along thex axis, as observed in GdAMn©
cooling scan occurs at lower temperature than we couldnattalype compounds. These results suggest®awith the same
In other words, by the application of the fields tle was origin (the AF ordering of Mn @ spins) can be made to occur
shifted toward a higher temperature that we could obser¢gong thea or thecaxis simply by changing the orthorhombic
Thus, we suggest that the ferroelectric phase insth@®.1 distortion and the magnetic moment of the dlectrons. We
material present below 3T has the same origin as FE1 in thave found successive phase transitionsxe0.1, in which
x=0 compound (GdMng). both FE1 and FE2 coexistel a m agnetic field. The wide
On the other handin m agnetic field above 4T, theP*  variety of ferroelectric phases found as a function of field
that appeared arounty "™ ( 23K) closely resembles FE2or change in orthorhombic distortion and 4noments will
in the x=0.3 sample. As one can immediately notice frortikely provide significant information on the mechanism of
the lower panel of Fifl2p.* in the field above 4T shows the ferroelectric phase transition in this system.
two successive phase transitions: an abrupt jump arayfd
( 23K) corresponding to FE2 and a gradual increase around REFERENCES
15K corresponding to FE1. These results suggest that bath FE2] T. Kimura, T. Goto, H. Shintani, K. Ishizaka, T. Arima antl Tokura,
and FE2 coexist in the=0.1 samplein the higher fislis, ~ Magnetie control of ferraclectric. polarization'Neture, Vol. 426,
We investigated the cooling-hysteresis dependeneeoin  [2] H. Kuwahara, K. Noda, J. Nagayama, and S. Nakamura, “Mfign
the x=0.1 compoundin fields for the purpose of exploring Field and !Exterr}al-Pre;sure Control of FerroelectricityMultiferroic
the possible existence of FE1 ami FE2 and the correlation [3% maﬁ%{:‘j’;’teélpﬂfk‘;am%rg? Efeﬁzggsgg;:aggglﬁlf(i)\;vahara’ “Ntign
between FE1 and FE2 (i.e. the same zero field experiment Field and External-Pressure Efect on Ferroelectricity ianifnites:

as discussed previously for the 0.3 sample). After cooling Corgparif/%gf;{\yg)en GdMnCand TbMnQ", J. Appl. Phys. (in press,
A cona-mat .
down to 18K under 4T, we observed Only the FE2-Iike'. %4 J. Hemberger, S. Lobina, H.-A. Krug von Nidda, N. Tristan Yu.

This result strongly implies that both FE1 and FE2 coexist = |vanov, A. A. Mukhin, A. M. Balbashov, and A. Loidl, “Complex
independently, although transitions of FE1 and FE2 occurre interplay of 31 and 4 magnetism in La xGd.MnOs", Phys. Rev.
sequentially forx=0.1 (Gdh.sThy1MNnO;) in a field. B, Vol. 70, 024414, pp.1-8, July 2004,
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