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Polarized and unpolarized neutron di raction studies have been carried out on single crystals of
the coupled spin tetrahedra system sCu;Te; 05X, K=C1 Br). A m odelof the m agnetic structure
associated with the propagation vectors k%1 ( 0:150;0:422;2) and k% » ( 0:72;0356;%)
and stable below Ty =18 K forX=Cland Ty =11 K for X=Br isproposed. A feature of the m odel,
com m on to both the brom ide and chloride, is a canted coplanar m otif for the 4 cu?t spins on each
tetrahedron which rotates on a helix from cell to cell follow ing the propagation vector. The cu®
m agnetic m om ent determ ined for X=Br, 0.395(5) s , is signi cantly less than forX=C1 0.88(1) &
at 2 K . The m agnetic structure of the chloride associated w ith the wave-vector k° di ers from that

detemm ined previously for the wave vectork
93, 217206 (2004)].

PACS numbers: 75.30.m ,75.10.Jm , 61.12 L.d

I. NTRODUCTION

System s w th weakly Interacting frustrated m agnetic
clusters form an interesting class of m aterials wih
properties lying between those of quantum spin system s
and classicglm agnets® In this context the Cu; Te;0 sX
(X=C1, Br)2 com pounds have recently attracted strong
interest, as they contain Cu?' tetrahedralclusters. T he
antiferrom agnetic exchange interactions between the
soins within a tetrahedron are geom etrically frustrated
and the ocoupling between the tetrahedra was assum ed
to be weak. W hilst the excitation spectrum of isolated
tetrahedra is well known to be gapped, the presence of
even an all anisotropy or intertetrahedral coupling m ay
lead to interesting new ground states and excitations.
In these com pounds the m agnetic susceptibility reaches
amaxima at T 25 K before dropping sharply at low
tem peratures, which was Iaj.:t:mbuted to the presence of
a singlet-triplt spin-gap 22 Further evidence of spin—
gapped behavior In the brom ide is observed In Ram an

(0:150;0:422; 1) D .Zaharko, etal, Phys. Rev. Lett.
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scattering 22 which also reveals evidence of what is
suggested to be a low energy longiudinal m agnon.
F itting the susceptibility data to an isolated tetrahedral
model w ith four nearest neighbour (J;) and two next
nearest neighbour (J,) exchange Interactions gives the
coupling strengths Ji=J 43 K and 385 K for X,
= Br and Clyespectively. However, suspeptibility2~
heat capacity?? and them al conductivity®? m easure-
ments all show evidence of m agnetic ordering at low
tem peratures, Ty =18 K (€1 and 11 K @B1), which
requires intertetrahedral couplings. The e ect of
Intertetrahedral coupling and the relative strengths of
exchange interactions In this system have been Investi-
gated theoretically by band structure cglculationsf spin
din er ana]ysjg?l, ow -equation m ethod?? and a mean

eld analysisf€ The consequences of antisymm etric
D zyalosh;nsky-M orlya OM ) interactions have been also
analysed 13 E xperim entally, m agnetic excitations w ith a
dispersive com ponent are observed In both gom pounds
by inelastic neutron scattering m easurem entsﬂ"lﬁ: w hich


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0512617v1

are associated w ith the developm ent of long range order.
The ground state m agnetic structure is found from
neutron di raction studies to be rmather complex.td
Both oompounds have incommensurate m agnetic
structures w ith wavevectors k%1 ( 0:50;0:422;%)
and k%  ( 0:172;0356;3). For Cu;Te;0sCk the
co—existence of two di erent m agnetic structures w ith
k%= ( kejkyiz) and k = (ky;ky;3) has been detected.
In the model proposed for the k structure the four
Ccu®* fons of each tetrahedron orm two pairs w ith the
soins on the two ions of a pair rotating In the same
plane w ith a constant canting angle between them . The
canting angles were determ Ined as 38 (6) ffor the st
and 111 (10) for the second pair.

II. NEW DIFFRACTION RESULTS

To obtain am ore com plete picture ofthe ground states
ofCuy,Te,0 5X 5, wehavem ade severalnew di raction ex—
perin ents. An X -ray di raction experin ent was carried
outon aCu,Te;,05CL shgle crystal ( 10 m3) at 10K
and 25 K at the X10 beam line ( = 0:71073 A) at the
SLS synchrotron. It revealed that the crystal structure
0fCuyTe;05CL at tem peratures below and above Ty ,
has thg sam e tetragonal space group P 4, as it does at
300 K 2 The group is non-centrosym m etric and racem ic
twins were found to be present with the volim e ratio
37@4)63(@). No features which could explin the co—
existence of wave vectors k and k° below Ty were de-
tected. T he possibility of grow th tw Ins related by re ec—
tion in 100 planes was considered. N o evidence for such
tw Inning was obtained in the structure re nem ents con—

m ing that the fhklg and fkhlg fam ilies of re ections
are independent.
Spherical neutron polarin etricm easurem entswerem ade
at 2 K on a CuTe05CL single crystal (6 x 28 x 2.6
mm?) with CRYOPAD II installed on the D3 di rac-
tometerat ILL ( = 0:843 A).These were supplem ented
by unpolarized integrated intensity m easurem entsat 2 K
onthesameCu,;Te;05CL crystalandonaCu,Te,OsBn
@4 x1x1mm?) crystalusing the D 10 di ractom eter at
ILL ( = 2:359A).
T he m agnetic di raction pattems given by the various
Cu,Te, 05X, crystals studied so far show an in portant
qualitative di erence. The Cu,;Te,0s5CL crystalused in
the present experin ent gave 4 m agnetic re ections at the
Iowest 2 value (black spots in Fjg.:_i). They orighate
from two con guration dom ainsw ith wave vectors k© re—
lated by the fourfold axis (rotation of 90 ). For the
Cu;Te0sBr, crystal on the other hand only 2 re ec—
tions, corresponding to a sihgle con guration dom ain,
were found at the lowest anglke (plack spots connected
by solid lines in Eig.d). It should be recalled that in
the previous studyg‘g 8 re ections from two con guration
dom ains of two independent w ave vectors k® and k were
reported (black and grey spots in Fig.d).

There is a quantitative di erence between the intensi-
ties of corresponding re ections obtained from the prop—
agation vectors k and k°. This di erence can be clearly
seen by com paring the intensities I; and I, ofthe re ec—
tions 000 + k and 100 k. Forthe Cu,Te,0sCL and
Cu,Te,0 5By crystals studied In the present experim ent
the inequality I; < I, holds.In the previous study ofan—
other Cu,Te;05C L crystal? this relation was the sam e
I < I, Prthe k® set, but opposite I; > I, orthe k set;
and it was from this latter set that the k structure was
derived 4

In what follow s we w ill describe the experin ental obser-
vations m ade on wave vector k° and will use them to
derive a m odel ©or the k° m agnetic structure.

FIG.1l: The hkO and hk% layers of reciprocal space of a
Cu,Te;05X, crystal. Black circles correspond to m agnetic
re ections fhk%g of k° and grey circles — of k wave vectors.
T he circle radii are proportional to intensities of m agnetic re—

ections. D ashed circlesw ith center at 000 connect re ections
with intensity I; and L.
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For polarim etric m easurem ents the crystalwasm ounted
w ith the a -direction vertical inside an ILL orange cryo-—
stat and coold to 2 K. As the wave vector k°

[ 0:150;0:422;%] has a snalla ocomponent, the beam
scattered by a m agnetic re ection hkl wih h = 0:45
is tilted from the horizontal plane by an angle 1
and can be m easured by ensuring that the vertical aper-
ture of the detector is w ide enough. The inclination of
the scattering vectors to the horizontalplane is =11.6
fork = 0422;1= z and =46 fork= 0422;1= 3.The
polarization of the scattered beam wasm easured using a
spin polarized *He lter. The Ier polarization decayed
wih a tin e constant of 100 h and its e ective polar-



ization transm ission varied from  0.73to 055 between
ter changes. T he decay was followed by m easuring the
polarization scattered by the 002 nuclkarre ection at reg-
ular intervals and an appropriate correction was applied
to the scattered polarizations.
M easurem entsofeach re ection werem ade w ith the Inci
dent neutrons polarized successively in three directions:
parallel to the vertical z direction P ZO), along the x hor—
izontal com ponent of the scattering vector g CP}S) and in
the y direction that com pletes the right-handed C arte—
sian set. In this polarization coordinate system them ag—
netic interaction vector M , = C + 1D ), which is the
progction of the Fourder transform of the m agnetization
M (r) onto the plane perpendicular to g, liesmanly In
the yz-plane. Foreach incident polarization direction the
com ponents of scattered polarization parallel to the x;y
and z directions were determm ined. T he six m agnetic re—
ections Iabelled hi-hg in Tabk I were studied. Their
Intensities were rather weak, and the background at low
2 rather high, especially for the re ections h; ;h;,;hs,
S0 reasonable statistics could only be obtained by m ea—
suring for about 6 hours/re ection. Even a qualitative
analysis of the scattered polarization sets a num ber of
valuable constraints on possible m odels for the m agnetic
structure of Cu;Te;05C L.
T he polarization P ofneutrons scatfered by a pure m ag—
netic re ection can be w ritten asf42’

P°M ,
2=M

PI = M,)+2<M, ®P° M,))

M, ) @)

with the rsttem parallelto P ©, the second toM , and
the third to g. I isthe scattered Intensity which contains
a polarization ndependent and a polarization dependent
tem :

H
Il

M, M +P% =M, M,) @)

These equations rew ritten in the form of polarization
m atrices?d

2
M 2+ Jy, 0 0
M 2+ 3y, ,
J M ?+R R
P..: yz Yy vz 3
1] M2+Jyz M 2 M 2 ()
Jyz Ry M 2+R,,
M 2+ 3y, M 2 M 2
withM?=M, M,,Ry= 2R M 73M , ;) and Ji =

2JM - 3M , j) can b_e directly com pared w ith the results
presented In Tablk T.

Before attem pting a detailed analysis, the di erent
types of magnetic domans which can be present
in Cu;Te,053X, should be considered. It is worth
rem em bering®3 that con guration, orientation and chi-
ral m agnetic dom ains are all possble. The con gura—
tion dom ains give rise to separate sets ofm agnetic peaks
and are not in portant for the polarization data analy-
sis. O rentation dom ains can occur if the 2,-axis is not

In the m agnetic sym m etry group. Chirality dom ains are
present because the propagation vector k® is not one half
of a reciprocal lattice vector k°6 g k%. They are not
the sam e as racam ic tw Ins w hich are allow ed because the
Inversion center is m issing in the crystallographic space
group. The last two types of dom ain contribute to the
sam e m agnetic peaks and their presence could signi —
cantly com plicate the D 3 data analysis since ordentation
dom ains can depolarize the scattered beam and chirality
dom ains can concealthe special features ofhelical struc—
tures.

Ttwas found that w thin the statisticalaccuracy the scat-
tered beam was fully polarized for all m easured re ec—
tions which suggests that only one orientation dom ain
is present. The two chiral dom ains are also unequally
populated, since the h; and h, re ections were aln ost
absent for incident polarization P, but had signi cant
intensity orp °, .

Furthem ore, based on the polarization data we can in -
m ediately deduce the type of m agnetic structure. The
very presence of the x-com ponents in the scattered po—
larization (P, and Py,) indicates rotation of polariza—
tion towards g, which is not com patbl wih any am —
plitude m odulated or collinear structure. Such struc—
tures would have M , kM , and the neutron polariza—
tion would only precess by 180 about M , . Therefore
the m agnetic structure m ust be helical.

Them ost signi cant qualitative conclusions from the po—
larim etric m easurem ents are as ollow s:

1. The scattered polarization for the re ection h,
with g,k k% shows that the structure is not com —
posed of helices w ith spins rotating in a plane nor-
m al to the wave vector k% for in such a case all
polarization would be rotated tow ards the x direc—
tion. The presence of y and z com ponents of scat-
tered polarization indicates that one orm ore ofthe
planes In which the soins rotate (plane of helices)
m ust be inclined to the wave vector.

2.For all the re ections studied the P,, compo—
nents are positive, while P, are negative. i) This
clkarly indicates that all M , vectors have a z—
com ponent, so there m ust be a com ponent of the
m agnetic m om ent along a. i) It also m eans that
the z-com ponents of M , are larger than the y-
components (C7 + D > C2+ DZ). Thismight
indicate that the planes of the helices are close to
or contain the a—axis.

3.The magnitude of the Py, and P,, components

tend to be lJarger for re ectionsw ith 1= % than for
those with 1= 1 which strongly suggests the exis-
tence of a cocom ponent of the m agnetic m om ent.

Follow Ing the description ofa m agnetic structure given in
reference! we express the m om ent S 4 of the jth Cu?*
jon iIn the lth uni cellas

Sy=Ajc0sk’ r+ )+ Bssnk’ r+ ) @)



TABLE I: Polarization m atricesP i3 m easured fork°m agnetic
re ectionsofCuTe,0s5CL at2K (i—incom ing, j —outcom ing
com ponent of polarization). I ism easured intensity.

TABLE II: Polarization m atrices Pi; calculated for nal
m odelofthek m agnetic structure ofCuzTe; 0 5sC L presented
in Tab]enIII

h k 1 p? P Py P, I
015 -042 1 = 0935) -004() 019@) 5 0@3)
h; y 0839 -071(9) 003@8) 3002)

z 0601 -02@Q) 10Q) 2@)
= 12(@1) 018@®) -034(10) 22(2)
015 -042 =< = 093@) -003(9) 033() 45@)
h y 082 05@Q) 06@Q) 27Q)
z 07@Q) -00@Q) 11@Q) 23(Q)
2 07@Q1) 021 -03@) 31@)
015 058 2 x -103(3) -004(3) 027(3) 64(1)
hs y -112(6) -032(6) -0.08(6) 3.6(1)
z -097(7) -032(6) 055(6) 34()
015 042 2 x -088(10) -011(@) 016@) 23()
hq = 101@4) 006@) -016@) 33Q)
y 044() -092(6) -047(5) 3.9(1)
z 056() -040@4) 0.76(5) 38()
= 024(6) 032(5) -088(5) 38()
015 042 - x -093(10) 003©@) 0116) 200)
hs y 052(6) -073(6) 032(G) 30@)
z 054(6) 034(5) 088(6) 42(3)
015 -042 2 x -092(6) -010(6) -0274) 33(6)
he y 053() -084(4) -038(3) 44Q)
z 043(4) -0613) 0863) 34(Q)

h k 1 p? Pix Py P,

015 042 : = 0.97 0.00 026
hy y 0383 053 015
z 0.64 -0.02 0.77

= 0.97 0.02 026

015 042 = = 0.97 0.00 026
h» y 083 053 019
z 0.64 0.03 0.77

= 0.97 -0.02 -026

015 058 z x -0.94 -030 013
hs y -0.98 -0.03 021
z -0.79 -034 050

-0.15 0.42 3 x -0.98 -0.06 0.19
hy = 0.99 003 013
y 038 -0.80 -0.47

z 054 -0.42 0.73

= 028 045 085

-0.15 042 -2 x -0.98 0.06 019
hs y 045 -0.80 040
z 054 042 0.73

015 -0.42 3 x -0.98 0.06 019
he y 045 -0.80 -0.40
z 028 -0.45 085

w ith r; being the vectorde ning the origih ofthe 1th unit
cell. A 5 and B j are orthogonal vectors w hich determ ine
the m agnitude and direction of the helix associated w ith
the jth ion, whilst 5 de nes is phase. The 4 indepen-—
dent Cu?" mom ents of the Cu,Te;05C L unit cell could
rotate on Independent helices in which case it would be
necoessary to de ne the plane of each helix In polar co—
ordinatesby the angles j, 5 ofB j. There is freedom to
choose the origin ofeach helix and a convenient choice is
w ith the vector A 5 in the ab plane ( A= 90 ). For the
class ofm odels in which the urCu?" ions rotateastwo
canted paird? there are only two planes to de ne since
the m om ents on the two ionsofa pair rotate In the sam e
one ( , arethe same). The di erence between the
valuies ofthe tw o ions is the canting angle for the pair,
Leastsquares re nement ofthe , and param eters
against the polarin etricm easurem ents for the re ections
hi-h¢ m ade using a C C SL program2¢ Jead to the Hlow —
ing conclusions:

1. Thedata are sensitive to the di erence betw een the
angles of the two helices which de nes the angle
between the two planes, and to the absolute value
of g which de nes their inclination to the caxis.
However, the sensitivity to the absolute values of
the angle which de nes their inclination to the

a-axis and the phase isnot very high.

2. The assum ption that the envelope of the helices is
circular (A jj= B 4I) and that all the Cu®* ions
have the sam e m om ent is supported by the polari-
m etric data. No signi cant In provem ent In the t
w as obtained by allow ing any ofthe com ponents of
m om ent to vary.

3. The best agreem ent (Iab]e:_f.[) was achieved for a
m odel com prising two pairs of spins with the A
vectors lying in the abplane (=90 ) and the B
vectors directed along the caxis (g =0 ). The an—
gle betw een the two planes on which the soin pairs
rotate is an all, not exceeding 10 . A llow ing the 4
helices to be independent did not in prove the t.

4.To x other details of the m agnetic structure we
need to com plam ent the polarim etric data w ith the
Integrated Intensity m easurem ents.

The unpolarized Integrated intensity sets consist of
98 k° m agnetic (@nd 286 nuclkar) re ections for the
Cu;Te,0s5CL crystal and 44 m agnetic (30 nuclear) for
the Cu;Te,O 5By crystal. Due to the sn all size of the
Cu;Te05Bry crystal and its low magnetic m oment,
very long counting tin es were needed; m easurem ent of



TABLE IIT: The k° magnetic structure of Cu;Te;0s5X
X=CJ1, Br). The origin of the helices is chosen In the ab
plane (2 =90). The phase ofthe rst helix 1 issstto 0 .
B = a+ 90 dueto orthogonality ofA 5;and B y. g is xed to
zero based on polarization data. i (i;J=1,4) is the canting
angle between m om ents of the cu®" ions with coordinates

x 0730,y 0453,z 0:158:1 x;v;z),2 1 =x;1 vy;z),
3 wil x; z),4 @0 yix; z).
m, [ g =Cu] A 2 3 4, [1]

X=Cl 0.88(1) 14(5) 13@3) 44Q) 26 (4)
X=Br 0.395(5) 9(5) 22(4) 75(5) 46 (3)

12 34 13 14 23 24, []
X=Cl 13 70 135 154 147 142
X=Br 22 120 105 134 127 112

each m agnetic re ection lasted up to 45 h. Nuclar
Intensities were corrected for absorption and extinction,
which for the Cu;Te,05CL crystal was signi cant.
W hen m odeling the m agnetic structure the scale re ned
from the nuclear re ections and the param eters reliably
determm ined from the polarin etry experin ent were xed.
W e assum ed a constant m om ent m odel and constrained
A to lie n the ab plane and B to be parallel to the ¢
axis. The Intensity data are sensitive to the absolute
values of the m agnetic m om ent and the angles , and
, In contrast to the polarim etric data, and the values
obtained from these re nem ents are given in Tabl :p-i
The m odel itself is illustrated schem atically in Fig. @
The goodness of t of the model in which there was a
di erence n the , angles of two pairs of 10 was not
signi cantly di erent from that in which i was zero,
so within the statistical accuracy all spins rotate in the
sam e plane.
ForCu,;Te,0 5B, the sam e constraints were used in the
re nem ent of the integrated intensity data. The nal
values are listed in Table -'_D-;t and the structure is pre—
sented in FJg:_‘n’ The re nem ent wasmuch m ore stable
than for the Cu;Te,0sCL intensity data and always
converged to these nalvalues, even when releasing the
constraints and starting w ith di erent,niial valies. In
fact, a sinulated annealing a]gorjtl'un@li'éq was applied
to the generalised helix m odel (in which the m om ents
are equal but all other constraints on the helices are
relaxed), and the resulting structure was extrem ely close
to that presented In FJg:_3

The model Pr the k° structure of Cuy;Te0s5CL
developed here gives a good t to the lin ited k° set of
re ectionsm easured prevjousJyH T his m odel gives very
poor agreem ent with the k re ections, but signi cant
In provem ent can be achieved by allow ing the planes in
w hich the two pairs rotate to be inclined to one another
In accordance w ith the previously determm ined k m odel.
An interesting detail is that the canting angles 1, and

54 arealnostthe same in thek®X=Cl Brandk X=C1

FIG .2: Theac (top) and ab (oottom ) view on the layerofspin
tetrahedra of the Cu,;Te;05CL km agnetic structure. The
origin is shifted by [ 0 1/2] relative to the crystallographic
unit cell.
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ITI. D ISCUSSION

The ndings of our experinent, namely, the co—
existence, iIn some crystals, of two symm etrically
independent wave vectors, k and k; two di erent
m agnetic structures, one associated with each wave
vector; two di erent con gurations for the soins in the
Cu®" tetrahedra: the ‘canted coplanar’ and ‘canted pair’
m otifs In these m agnetic structures, are very puzzling.
The ground state of an isolated tetrahedron wih AF
exchange jnteractjoBs between S=1/2 spoins at the
vertices is a singlet: ‘il= 1 S;= 0. No long rangem agnetic
order would exist In a structure built from such isolated
tetrahedra at any tem perature. If the tetrahedra have
tetragonal rather than cubic sym m etry, as in the present
case, there are two di erent Intra-tetrahedral exchange



FIG . 3: The ac layer of spin tetrahedra ofthe Cu;Te20OsB 1
k°m agnetic structure.
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TABLE IV : Com parison between selected cbserved and cal-
culated m agnetic structure factors ofk° (oresent D 10 experi-
0 0
ment, F k ;hk ) and k (previousD 15 experim ent, F k ;hk ) re—
ections of Cu,Te;05CL crystals.

=]

g%
—

ol Ea et

hko k 1 Ft;(bos F(l(aolc hk Fokbs F(l(alc
015 042 05 7280 6487 015 8.8130 82691
015 042 05 7550 6206 015 84691 82893
015 058 05 8544 7545 015 7.1362 6.8697
015 058 05 8,602 6892 015 72834 6.8684
085 058 05 8.000 7426 085 2.0599 1.1244
115 042 05 5099 5118 115 28397 42169
115 058 05 5385 4851 115 32573 3.9668
085 042 05 3606 2.003 085 5.8267 6.0495
185 042 05 5477 4.607 185 7.1667 6.4599
015 042 -15 8.660 8310 015 8.8371 7.8371
015 042 15 8,660 8285 015 85935 7.8208
015 042 15 8.718 8310 015 8.8130 7.8371
015 058 -5 11.747 12104 015 58990 5.1342
015 058 -15 11874 12.058 015 5.9349 5.1453
015 058 15 11.662 12104 015 64821 5.1342
085 058 -15 6000 6474 085 2.0599 0.7765
constants: nearest neighbour J; and next nearest

neighbour J,. If J; > J, the sihglkt state nvolves all
four spins whereas if J; < J, the spins form twp.dim ers,
each din er individually form ing a spin singkt2d I the
Cu,Te,0s5X, system due to strong intertetrahedral
coupling the tetram ers and din ers are not true singlts
and the ground state ism agnetically ordered.

The system is very com plex and the ground state soin
arrangem ent is determ ined by com petition between the
geom etrically frustrated intra-tetrahedral coupling, the
exchange between tetrahedra and the antisymm etric
D zyaloshinskiM oriya interactions. It is possbl that
the iInterplay between these various couplings could

result In several di erent but nearly degenerate spin
con gurations. In this case the spin system could be
prom pted to adopt one out of several possible arrange-
m ents by perturbations due to oxygen or copper defects
associated wih slight chem ical inhom ogeneiy. This
would explain why the coexistence ofk® and k is strongly
sam ple dependent. If we consider the lattice de ned by
the centers of the tetrahedra, ignoring their sym m etry,
another observation, the equality In the lengths of the
com ponents k, and k, for the k® and k wave vectors,
becom es clear. Such a lattice has full tetragonal sym —
m etry and the k° and k wave vectors are sym m etrically
equivalent. This could mean that the length of the
wave vector is detemm ined by the intertetrahedral
exchange and until there is intra-tetrahedral ordering,
the two wave vectors are degenerate. W e suggest that
the nal arrangem ent adopted by the tetrahedra m ay
be determm ined either by chance nucleation and grow th
of one rather than the other wave vector or by small
alterations in the relative strengths of intra-tetrahedral
Interactions caused by crystal inhom ogeneities.
T he k? structure is the one which occursm ost frequently
In the Cu;Te,0s5X, crystals studied up to now by
neutron di raction. Ttsm ain feature is that the helices
of all spins rotate almost In a single plane, which is
close to (010). The 4 spins of each Cu?' tetrahedron
form a canted coplanar m otif which rotates on a single
helix w ith propagation vector k°. The re ned m om ent is
088() g/Cu K=C1) and 0395(5) 5 /Cu X=Br).
The angles between the spins on the sites 12 and
34 are very di erent from one another: the Cul-Cu2
soins are alm ost collinear wih 1,=13(3) ®=CD and
12=22 (@) K=Br), whik the Cu3-€Cu4 arrangem ent is
aln ost orthogonal 3,=70(4) ®=CD and 34=120(5)
X=Br). Noting that the overlap between m agnetic
orbitals associated w ith the J, path is aln ost zero2® this
m ght indicate that the intra-tetrahedral J, coupling
is rather weak. On the other hand the angles between
soins of di erent pairs In the sam e tetrahedron di er
only slightly (sse Tabk dIIf) and are close to 145
K=CJ and 120 K=Br). These angls are the same
for all tetrahedra in the structure and such regularity
m ight In ply that the J; coupling m ediated through the
Cu-0 €u superexchange path (\Cu-O0-€Cu 110) is
strong.

Analysis of the angles between soins in adipcent
tetradedra reveals that neigbouring ions across the
o 1 0] diagonals are almost antiparallel F i. :_2!1
bottom ). This In plies that the intertetrahedral diag—
onal Jgq ocoupling could be important wih the lnear
superexchange path CuX .X-Cu providing a strong AF
Interaction ££ The angles between neighbouring ions
jons related by the [100] and [010] lattice translations
are very di erent, In spite of the underlying tetragonal
symm etry. One, for [100], is acute ( 40 ) and the
other obtuse ( 140 X=CJ1, 110 X=Br) mplying
weak J; and Jp coupling In accord w ith band-structure



I‘
calculations?
O ne further property of the proposed k° spin arrange—

FIG .4: The ac layer of resultant m om ent of tetrahedra ofthe
Cu,Te;05CL km agnetic structure.
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ment should be discussed. Thismodel leads to a nie
resultant m om ent on each tetrahedron which is constant
throughout the whole crystal. This m om ent rotates in
the ac plane Fig. :ff) on a cycloid with the propagation
vector ( ki, 0, ) giving an angle of 54 (®=CJ)
and 62 (K=Br) between the neighbouring tetrahedra
along a. Interestingly, the resultant m om ents on the
tetrahedra in the chloride (0333 ) and brom ide
(0388 3 ) are aln ost equal, athough the m om ent of

the Cu?" ions is close to the saturated value of 1 5 /Cu
for Cu;Tee0s5CL, whereas i is signi cantly less for
Cu;Te,0sBn .

As the S=1/2 Cu?" ion has very little single ion
anisotropy, it is not clear what is resgponsble for the
choice of the ac plane as the easy plane of the spins. It
m ight be either the anisotropy ofthe intertetrahedralin-
teractionsortheDM interactionsthe direction ofw hich,is
determ ined by the symm etry ofthe localenvironm ent 23
TheDM interaction could be nonzero in theCu,Te,05X 5
system and would give a DM vector in the ab plane?4
perpendicular to each Cu€u bond wihin the tetrahe-
dra. T his antisym m etric coupling would favor two spins
to cant In opposite directions in the plane perpendicular
to the DM vector and the fairly constant angle between
nearest neighbour spins could re ect the ratio DM /J; .
A thorough theoretical study is needed to clarify a num —
ber of questions raised by our ndings.

1.W hat relative strengths,.of the J;, J, Itra—
tetrahedraland J., Jq, Jx2¢ inter-tetrahedral cou—
plings are needed to give the experim entally ob—
served k° and k structures.

2. Can anisotropy ofthe intertetrahedral nteractions
alone explain the easy plane of the m agnetic m o—
m ents in the k° structure.

3. D oes the choice of wave vector (k° ork) detem ine
the nal spin arrangem ent adopted by the tetra—
hedra or do changes in strength of the J;, J, cou—
plings m oderate the choice between the k° (tanted
coplanar’ ) and the k (tanted pair’) structures.
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