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T he Sym m etry ofM ultiferroics
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Departm ent ofPhysics and Astronom y, University ofPennsylvania, Philadelphia,PA 19104

(D ated:M arch 23,2024)

This paper represents a detailed instruction m anualfor constructing the Landau expansion for

m agnetoelectric coupling in incom m ensurate ferroelectric m agnets. The �rst step is to describe

the m agnetic ordering in term s ofsym m etry adapted coordinates which serve as com plex valued

m agnetic orderparam eters whose transform ation properties are displayed. In so doing we use the

previously proposed technique to exploit inversion sym m etry,since this sym m etry had been uni-

versally overlooked. Having order param eters of known sym m etry which describe the m agnetic

ordering, we are able to construct the trilinear interaction which couples incom m ensurate m ag-

netic order to the uniform polarization in order to treat m any ofthe m ultiferroic system s so far

investigated.The role ofthistheory in com parison to m icroscopic m odelsisdiscussed.

PACS num bers:75.25.+ z,75.10.Jm ,75.40.G b

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Recently there has been increasing interest in the

interaction between m agnetic and electric degrees of

freedom .1 M uch interest has centered on a fam ily of

m ultiferroics which display a phase transition in which

uniform ferroelectric orderappears sim ultaneously with

incom m ensurate m agnetic ordering. Early exam ples of

such a system whose ferroelectric behavior and m ag-

netic structure have been thoroughly studied are Ter-

bium M anganate,TbM nO 3 (TM O ).2,3 and NickelVana-

date,Ni3V 2O 8 (NVO )
4,5,6,7.A num berofothersystem s

have been shown to have com bined m agnetic and ferro-

electric transitions,8,9,10,11 butthe investigation oftheir

m agneticstructurehasbeen lesscom prehensive.Initially

thiscom bined transition wassom ewhatm ysterious,but

soon a Landau expansion was developed4 to provide a

phenom enologicalexplanation ofthis phenom enon. An

alternative picture,sim ilar to an earlier result12 based

on the concept ofa \spin-current," and which we refer

to as the \spiralform ulation,"13 has gained popularity

due to itssim plicity,butaswe willdiscuss,the Landau

theory ism ore universally applicable and hasa num ber

ofadvantages. The purpose ofthe present paper is to

describe the Landau form ulation in the sim plest possi-

ble term sand to apply itto a largenum berofcurrently

studied m ultiferroics. In thisway we hope to dem ystify

thisform ulation.

It should be noted that this phenom enon (which we

call \m agnetically induced ferroelectricity") is closely

related to the sim ilar behavior of so-called \im proper

ferroelectrics," which are com m only understood to be

the analogous system s in which uniform m agnetic

order (ferrom agnetism or antiferrom agnetism ) drive

ferroelectricity.14 Severaldecadesago such system swere

studied15 and reviewed14,16 and present m any parallels

with the recentdevelopm ents.

O ne ofthe problem s one encounters at the outset is

how to properly describe the m agnetic structure ofsys-

tem s with com plicated unit cells. This,ofcourse,is a

very old subject,butsurprisingly,aswillbedocum ented

below,the fullram i� cationsofsym m etry arenotwidely

known. Accordingly,we feelit necessary to repeat the

description ofthe sym m etry analysisofm agnetic struc-

tures. W hile the � rst part of this sym m etry analysis

is wellknown to experts,we review it here,especially

because ourapproach isoften farsim plerand lesstech-

nicalthan the standard one. However,either approach

lays the groundwork for incorporating the e� ects ofin-

version sym m etry,which seem to have been overlooked

untilour analysis ofNVO 3,4,5,6,7 and TM O .3 Inversion

sym m etry wasalso addressed by Schweizerwith a subse-

quentcorrection.17 Very recentlyam oreform alapproach

tothisproblem hasbeen givenbyRadaelliandChapon.18

But,atleastin thesim plestcases,theapproach initially

proposed by us and used here seem s easiest. W e apply

this form alism to a num ber ofcurrently studied m ulti-

ferroics,such asM nW O 4 (M W O ),TbM n2O 5 (TM O 25),

YM n2O 5 (YM O 25),and CuFeO 2 (CFO ).Aswasthecase

forNVO 4,5,6,7 and TM O ,3 onceonehasin hand thesym -

m etry propertiesofthe m agnetic orderparam eters,one

is then able to construct the trilinear m agnetoelectric

coupling term in the free energy which provides a phe-

nom enologicalexplanation ofthecom bined m agneticand

ferroelectricphasetransition.

Thispaperisorganized in conform ity with the above

plan.In Sec.IIwereview asim pli� ed version ofthesym -

m etry analysisknown asrepresentation theory,in which

we directly analyze the sym m etry ofthe inverse suscep-

tibility m atrix. Here we also review the technique we

proposed som e tim e ago3,4,5,6,7 to incorporate the con-

sequences ofinversion sym m etry. In Sec. III we apply

thisform alism to develop m agneticorderparam etersfor

a num ber ofm ultiferroic system s and in Eq. (122) we

give a sim ple exam ple to show how inversion sym m e-

try in uencesthesym m etry oftheallowed spin distribu-

tion.Then in Sec.IV,weusethesym m etry oftheorder

param etersto constructa m agnetoelectric coupling free

energy,whose sym m etry properties are m anifested. In

Sec. V we sum m arize the results ofthese calculations

and discuss their relation to calculations based on the

spin current m odel12 or the phenom enology of contin-
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uum theory.13

II. R EV IEW O F R EP R ESEN TA T IO N T H EO R Y

Aswe shallsee,to understand the phenom enology of

them agnetoelectriccouplingwhich givesrisetothecom -

bined m agneticand ferroelectricphasetransition,itises-

sentialto characterizeand properly understand thesym -

m etry ofthe m agnetic ordering.In addition,aswe shall

see, to fully include sym m etry restrictions on possible

m agnetic structuresthatcan be accessed via a continu-

ousphase transition isan extrem ely powerfulaid in the

m agnetic structure analysis,Accordingly in this section

wereview how sym m etry considerationsrestrictthepos-

sible m agnetic structureswhich can appearatan order-

ing transition. The fullsym m etry analysis has previ-

ously been presented elsewhere,3,4,5,6,7,but it is useful

to repeat it here both to � x the notation and to give

the readerconvenientaccessto thisanalysiswhich isso

essentialto the present discussion. To avoid the com -

plexitiesofthem ostgeneralform ofthisanalysis(called

representation theory),17,18,19 we willlim itdiscussion to

system shaving som e crucialsim plifying features. First,

welim itconsideration to system sin which the m agnetic

orderingisincom m ensurate.In theexam pleswechoosek

willusually liealonga sym m etry direction ofthecrystal.

Second,weonly considersystem swhich havea centerof

inversion sym m etry,becauseitisonly such system sthat

havea sharp phasetransition atwhich long-rangeferro-

electric orderappears. Thirdly,we restrictattention to

crystalshaving relatively sim ple sym m etry. (W hat this

m eansisthatexceptforourdiscussion ofTbM n2O 5 we

willconsidersystem swhere we do notneed the fullap-

paratus ofgroup theory,but can get away with sim ply

labelingthespin functionswhich describem agneticorder

by theireigenvalueundervarioussym m etry operations.)

By avoiding the com plexities ofthe m ost generalsitu-

ations,it is hoped that this paper willbe accessible to

m ore readers. Finally,as we willsee,it is crucialthat

the phase transitions we analyze are either continuous

orvery nearly so. In m any ofthe exam pleswe discuss,

oursim pleapproach6 isvastly sim plerthan thatofstan-

dard representation theory augm ented by representation

theory specialized techniquesto explicitly includeexploit

inversion sym m etry.

A . Sym m etry A nalysis ofthe M agnetic Free

Energy

In this subsection we give a review ofthe form alism

used previously3,4 and presented in detailin Refs. 6,7.

Since we are m ainly interested in sym m etry properties,

we willdescribe the m agnetic ordering by a version of

m ean-� eld theory in which one writesthe m agnetic free

energy FM as

FM =
1

2

X

r;�;r0�

�
� 1

��
(r;r0)S�(r)S�(r

0)

+ O
�
S
4
�
; (1)

where S�(r) is the therm ally averaged �-com ponent of

the spin at position r. In a m om ent, we willgive an

explicit approxim ation for the inverse susceptibility �.

W e now introduce Fourier transform s in either of two

equivalent form ulations. In the � rst (which we refer to

as\actualposition")one writes

S�(q;�) = N
� 1

X

R

S�(R + � )eiq� (R + � ) (2)

whereasin the second (which we referto as\unitcell")

onewrites

S�(q;�) = N
� 1

X

R

S�(R + � )eiq� R ; (3)

where N is the num ber ofunit cells in the system , �
is the location ofthe �th site within the unit cell,and

R is a lattice vector. Note that in Eq. (2) the phase

factorin theFouriertransform isde� ned in term softhe

actualposition ofthe spin rather than in term s ofthe

origin ofthe unit cell,as is done in Eq. (3). In som e

case (viz. NVO ) the results are sim pler in the actual

position form ulation whereasforothers(viz.M W O )the

unit cellform ulation is sim pler. W e willuse whichever

form ulation is sim pler. In either case the fact that S�
hasto be realindicatesthat

S�(� q;�) = S�(q;�)
�
: (4)

W e thushave

FM =
1

2

X

q;�;�0;�;�

�
� 1

��
(q;�;�0)S�(q;�)

�
S�(q;�

0)

+ O
�
S
4
�
; (5)

where(forthe \actualposition" form ulation)

�
� 1

��
(q;�;�0) =

X

R

�
� 1

��
(�;R + �

0)eiq� (R + �0� � )
:(6)

To m akeourdiscussion m oreconcretewecitethesim -

plestapproxim ationforasystem with generalanisotropic

exchangecoupling,so thatthe Ham iltonian is

H =
X

�;�;r;r0

J��(r;r
0)s�(r)s�(r

0)+
X

�r

K �s�(r)
2
;(7)

where s�(r)isthe �-com ponentofthe spin operatorat

r and we have included a single ion anisotropy energy

assum ing three inequivalentaxes,so thatthe K � areall

di� erent.O nehasthat

�
� 1

��
(r;r0) = J��(r;r

0)+ [K � + ckT]��;��r;r0 ; (8)
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where �a;b is unity ifa = b and is zero otherwise and c

isa spin-dependentconstantoforderunity,so thatckT

istheentropy associated with a spin S.Then ifwehave

onespin perunitcell,one has

�
� 1

��
(q) = ���

�

2J1 [cos(a�qx)+ cos(a�qy)

+ cos(a�qz)]+ akT + K �

�

; (9)

wherea� isthe lattice constantin the�-direction20 and

we assum e thatK x < K y < K z. G raphsof�
� 1(q)are

shown in Fig.1 forboth theferrom agnetic(J1 < 0)and

antiferrom agnetic (J1 > 0)cases. Forthe ferrom agnetic

case we now introduce a com peting antiferrom agnetic

next-nearestneighbor(nnn)interaction J2 > 0 along the

x-axis,so that

�
� 1
�� (qx;qy = 0;qz = 0)= [4J1 + 2J1 cos(axqx)

+ 2J2 cos(2axqx)+ akT + K �] ; (10)

and this is also shown in Fig. 1. As T is lowered one

reaches a criticaltem perature where one ofthe eigen-

valuesofthe inversesusceptibility m atrix becom eszero.

This indicates that the param agnetic phase is unstable

with respectto ordercorresponding to thecriticaleigen-

vectorassociated with the zero eigenvalue. Forthe fer-

rom agnet this happens for zero wavevector and for the

antiferrom agnetforazoneboundarywavevectorin agree-

m ent with our obvious expectation. For com peting in-

teractions we see that the values ofthe J’s determ ine

a wavevectoratwhich an eigenvalue of�� 1 ism inim al.

This is the phenom enon called \wavevector selection,"

and in thiscasethe selected value ofq isdeterm ined by

extrem izing �� 1 to be21

cos(axq) = � J1=(4J2); (11)

providing J2 > � J1=4. (O therwise the system is ferro-

m agnetic.) Note also,thatcrystalsym m etry m ay select

a set ofsym m etry-related wavevectors,which com prise

whatisknown asthestarofq.(Forinstance,ifthesys-

tem weretetragonal,then crystalsym m etry would im ply

thatonehasthe sam ennn interactionsalong the y-axis,

in which case the system selectsa wavevectoralong the

x-axisand one ofequalm agnitude along the y-axis.

From theabovediscussion itshould beclearthatifwe

assum e a continuoustransition so thatthe transition is

associated with the instability in the term s in the free

energy quadraticin thespin am plitudes,then thenature

ofthe ordered phase isdeterm ined by the criticaleigen-

vectorofthe inverse susceptibility,i. e. the eigenvector

associated with the eigenvalue of inverse susceptibility

which � rst goes to zero as the tem perature is reduced.

Accordingly,the aim ofthis paper analyze how crystal

sym m etry a� ectsthepossibleform softhecriticaleigen-

vector.

W hen the unit cellcontains n > 1 spins,the inverse

susceptibility foreach wavevectorq isa 3n � 3n m atrix.

The ordering transition occurs when,for som e selected

wavevector(s),an eigenvalue � rst becom es zero as the

tem perature is reduced. In the above sim ple exam ples

involvingisotropicexchangeinteractions,theinversesus-

ceptibility was3� 3 diagonalm atrix,so thateach eigen-

vector trivially has only one nonzero com ponent. The

criticaleigenvector has spin oriented along the easiest

axis, i. e. the one for which K � is m inim al. In the

present m ore generalcase n > 1 and arbitrary interac-

tions consistentwith crystalsym m etry are allowed. To

avoid the technicalities ofgroup theory,we use as our

guiding principle the factthatthe free energy,being an

expansion in powersofthem agnetizationsrelativeto the

the param agnetic state,m ustbe invariantunderallthe

sym m etry operationsofthecrystal.22,23 Thisisthesam e

principlethatoneusesin discussing thesym m etry ofthe

electrostatic potentialin a crystal.24 W e now focus our

attention on the critically selected wavevector q which

has an eigenvalue which � rst becom es zero as the tem -

perature is lowered. This value ofq is determ ined by

the interactionsand we willconsideritto be an experi-

m entally determ ined param eter.O perationswhich leave

the quadratic free energy invariantm ustleave invariant

theterm in thefreeenergy F2(q)which involvesonly the

selected wavevectorq,nam ely

F2(q) �
1

2

X

�;�0;�;�

�
� 1

��
(q;�;�0)S�(q;�)

�
S�(q;�

0):(12)

Any sym m etry operation takestheoriginalvariablesbe-

foretransform ation,S�(q;�),into new onesindicated by

prim es.W e write thistransform ation as

S
0
�(q;� )=

X

� 0�
U�� ;�0�0S� 0(q;�0): (13)

According to a well known statem ent of elem entary

quantum m echanics, if an operator T com m utes with

�� 1(q), then the eigenvectors of �� 1(q) are sim ulta-

neously eigenvectors ofT. (This m uch involves a well

known analysis.25,26,27 W e willlater consider the e� ect

of inversion, the analysis of which is universally over-

looked). W e willapply this sim ple condition to a num -

berofm ultiferroicsystem scurrently underinvestigation.

(Thisapproach can be m uch m ore straightforward than

the standard one when the operations which conserve

wavevectorunavoidably involve translations.) Asa � rst

exam ple we considerthe case ofNVO and use the \ac-

tualposition" Fourier transform s. In Table I we give

thegeneralpositions(thissetofpositionsistheso-called

W ycko� orbit) for the space group Cm ca (# 64 in Ref.

28)ofNVO and thistable de� nesthe operationsofthe

spacegroup ofCm ca.In TableIIwelistthepositionsof

thetwotypesofsitesoccupied by them agnetic(Ni)ions,

which arecalled \spine" and \cross-tie" sitesin recogni-

tion of their distinctive coordination in the lattice, as

can be seen from Fig. 2, where we show the conven-

tionalunitcellofNVO .Experim ents6,33 indicatethatas

the tem peratureislowered,the system � rstdevelopsin-
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FIG .1: Inverse susceptibility �
�1
(q;0;0). a) Ferrom agnetic m odel(J1 < 0),b) Antiferrom agnetic m odel(J1 < 0),and c)

M odelwith com peting interactions (the nn interaction is antiferrom agnetic). In each panelone sees three groups ofcurves.

Each group consistsofthe three curvesfor��� (q)which depend on the com ponentlabel� due to the anisotropy.The x axis

is the easiest axis and the z axis is the hardest. (Ifthe system is orthorhom bic the three axes m ustallbe inequivalent. The

solid curvesare forthe highesttem perature,the dashed curvesare foran interm ediate tem perature,and the dash-dotcurves

are for T = Tc,the criticaltem perature for m agnetic ordering. Panelc)illustrates the nontrivialwavevector selection which

occurswhen one hascom peting interactions.

Er= (x;y;z) 2cr= (x;y+ 1=2;z+ 1=2)

2br= (x;y+ 1=2;z+ 1=2) 2ar= (x;y;z)

Ir= (x;y;z) m cr= (x;y+ 1=2;z+ 1=2)

m br= (x;y+ 1=2;z+ 1=2) m ar= (x;y;z)

TABLE I:G eneralpositions28,29 within theprim itiveunitcell

for Cm ca which describe the sym m etry operations
31

ofthis

spacegroup.2� isa two-fold rotation (orscrew)axisand m �

isa m irror(orglide)which takesr� into � r�.

rs1 = (0:25;� 0:13;0:25)

rs2 = (0:25;0:13;0:75)

rs3 = (0:75;0:13;0:75)

rs4 = (0:75;� 0:13;0:25)

rc1 = (0;0;0)

rc2 = (0:5;0;0:5)

TABLE II: Positions
29,30

ofNi
2+

carrying S= 1 within the

prim itive unitcellillustrated in Fig.2.Here rsn denotesthe

position ofthenth spinesiteand rcn thatofthenth cross-tie

site.NVO ordersin space group Cm ca,so thereare six m ore

atom s in the conventionalorthorhom bic unit cellwhich are

obtained by a translation through (0:5a;0:5b;0).

com m ensurate order with q along the a-direction with

q̂� 0:28.34

Thegroup ofoperationswhich conservewavevectorare

generated by a)thetwo-fold rotation 2x and b)theglide

operation m z,both ofwhich are de� ned in Table I. W e

now discusshow the Fourierspin com ponentstransform

undervarioussym m etry operations. Here prim ed quan-

titiesdenote the value ofthe quantity aftertransform a-

tion. Let O � O sO r be a sym m etry operation which

wedecom poseinto operationson thespin O s and on the

position O r. The e� ect oftransform ing a spin by such

an operatoristo replace the spin atthe \� nal" position

R f by the transform ed spin which initially was at the

position O � 1
r R f.So wewrite

S
0
�(R f;�f) = O sS�(O

� 1
r [R f;�f])

= ��(O s)S�(R i;�i); (14)

where the subscripts\i" and \f" denote initialand � nal

values and ��(O s) is the factor introduced by O s for a

pseudovector,nam ely

�x(2x) = 1 ; �y(2x)= �z(2x)= � 1 ;

�x(m z) = �y(m z)= � 1 ; �z(m z)= 1 : (15)

Note thatO S�(R ;� )isnotthe resultofapplying O to

m ove and reorientthe spin atR + � ,butinstead isthe

value ofthe spin at R + � after the spin distribution

is acted upon by O . Thus,for actualposition Fourier

transform swehave

S
0
�(q;�f) = N

� 1
X

R

S
0
�(R f;�f)e

iq� (Rf + �f )

= ��(O s)N
� 1

X

R

S�(R i;�i)e
iq� (Rf + �f )

= ��(O s)S�(q;�i)e
iq� [Rf + �f � R i� �i] :(16)

W e m ay writethisas

O S�(q;�f) = ��(O s)S�(q;�i)e
iq� [Rf + �f � R i� �i] :(17)

This form ulation m ay not be totally intuitive,because

one is tem pted to regard the operation O acting on a

spin atan initiallocation and taking it(and perhapsre-

orienting it)to anotherlocation. Here,instead,we con-

siderthespin distribution.Thetransform ed distribution

ata location r isrelated to thedistribution attheinitial

location O � 1
r r.

Sim ilarly,the resultforunitcellFouriertransform sis

S
0
�(q;�f) = ��(O s)S

0
�(q;�i)e

iq� [Rf � R i] : (18)
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Asbefore,wem ay write thisas

O S�(q;�f) = ��(O s)S�(q;�i)e
iq� [Rf � R i] : (19)

Undertransform ation by inversion,��(I)= 1 and

S
0
�(q;�f)

� = N
� 1

X

R

S�(R i;�i)e
� iq� (Rf + �f )

= S�(q;�i)e
iq� [� Rf � �f � R i� �i]

= S�(q;�i) (20)

for actual position Fourier transform s. For unit cell

transform sweget

S
0
�(q;�f)

� = S�(q;�i)e
iq� [� Rf � R i]

= S�(q;�i)e
iq� [�f + �i] : (21)

Irrep �1 �2 �3 �4

�(2x )= + 1 + 1 � 1 � 1

�(m z)= + 1 � 1 � 1 + 1

S(q;s1)

n
a

s

n
b

s

n
c
s

n
a

s

n
b

s

n
c
s

n
a

s

n
b

s

n
c
s

n
a

s

n
b

s

c
s

S(q;s2)

n
a

s

� n
b
s

� n
c

s

n
a

s

� n
b
s

� n
c

s

� n
a

s

n
b
s

n
c

s

� n
a

s

n
b
s

n
c

s

S(q;s3)

� n
a
s

n
b

s

� n
c

s

n
a
s

� n
b

s

n
c

s

� n
a
s

n
b

s

� n
c

s

n
a
s

� n
b

s

n
c

s

S(q;s4)

� n
a

s

� n
b

s

n
c
s

n
a

s

n
b

s

� n
c
s

n
a

s

n
b

s

� n
c
s

� n
a

s

� n
b

s

n
c
s

S(q;c1)

n
a

c

0

0

n
a

c

0

0

0

n
b
c

n
c

c

0

n
b
c

n
c

c

S(q;c2)

� n
a
c

0

0

n
a
c

0

0

0

n
b

c

� n
c

c

0

� n
b

c

n
c

c

TABLE III: Allowed spin functions (i. e. actualposition

Fouriercoe�cients)within theunitcellofNVO forwavevec-

tor (q;0;0) which are eigenvectors of 2x and m z with the

eigenvalues� listed.Irrep standsfortheirreduciblerepresen-

tation aslabeled in Ref. 6. The labeling ofthe sites isasin

Table IIand Fig. 2. Here n�p (p = sorc,� = a;b;c)denotes

the com plex quantity n
�
p (q).

Now weapplythisform alism to� nd theactualposition

Fourier coe� cients which are eigenfunctions ofthe two

operators2x and m z. In so doing note the sim plicity of

Eq. (16): since,forNVO ,the operations2x and m z do

notchangethe x coordinate,wesim ply have

S
0
�(q;�f) = ��S

0
�(q;�i): (22)

Thustheeigenvalueconditionsfor2x acting on thespine

sites(# 1-# 4)are

S�(q;1)
0 = ��(2x)S�(q;2)= �(2x)S�(q;1)

S�(q;2)
0 = ��(2x)S�(q;1)= �(2x)S�(q;2)

S�(q;3)
0 = ��(2x)S�(q;4)= �(2x)S�(q;3)

S�(q;4)
0 = ��(2x)S�(q;3)= �(2x)S�(q;4); (23)

from which weseethat�(2x)= � 1 and

S�(q;2) = [��(2x)=�(2x)]S�(q;1);

S�(q;3) = [��(2x)=�(2x)]S�(q;4): (24)

Theeigenvalueconditionsform z actingon thespinesites

are

S�(q;1)
0 = ��(m z)S�(q;4)= �(m z)S�(q;1)

S�(q;4)
0 = ��(m z)S�(q;1)= �(m z)S�(q;4)

S�(q;2)
0 = ��(m z)S�(q;3)= �(m z)S�(q;2)

S�(q;3)
0 = ��(m z)S�(q;2)= �(m z)S�(q;3);(25)

from which weseethat�(m z)= � 1 and

S�(q;4) = [��(m z)=�(m z)]S�(q;1): (26)

W ethereby constructtheeigenvectorsforthespinesites

asgiven in Table III. The results for the cross-tie sites

are obtained in the sam e way and are also given in the

table. Each set of eigenvalues corresponds, in techni-

calterm s,to a single irreducible representation (irrep).

Since each operatorcan have either oftwo eigenvalues,

we have four irreps to consider. Note that these spin

functions,sincethey areactually Fouriercoe� cients,are

com plex-valued quantities. [The spin itself is realbe-

cause F (� q)= F (q)�.]Note thateach colum n ofTable

IIIgives the m ost generalform ofan allowed eigenvec-

tor for which one has 4 (or 5,depending on the irrep)

independentcom plex constants.To furtherillustratethe

m eaning ofthis table we explicitly write,in Eq. (45),

below,the spin distribution arising from oneirrep,�4.

So far,the present enalysis reproduces the standard

resultsand indeed com puterprogram sexistto construct

such tables. But for m ultiferroics it m ay be quicker to

obtain and understand how toconstructthepossiblespin

functionsby hand ratherthan to understand how to use

the program ! Usually these program s give the results

in term sofunitcellFouriertransform s,which we claim

arenotasnaturala representation in caseslikeNVO .In

term sofunitcellFouriertransform sthe eigenvaluecon-

ditionsfor2x acting on the spine sites(# 1-# 4)are the

sam e asEq. (23)foractualposition Fouriertransform s

because the operation 2x doesnotchange the unitcell.

However,forthe glideoperation m z thisisnotthe case.

Ifwestartfrom site# 1 orsite# 2 the translation along

the y axis takes the spin to a � nalunit celldisplaced

by (� a=2)̂i+ (b=2)̂j,whereasifwestartfrom site# 3 or

site # 4 the translation along the y axis takes the spin

to a � nalunit celldisplaced by (a=2)̂i+ (b=2)̂j. Now

theeigenvalueconditionsform z acting on thespinesites

(# 1-# 4)are

S�(q;1)
0 = ��(m z)S�(q;4)� = �(mz)S�(q;1)

S�(q;4)
0 = ��(m z)S�(q;1)�

� = �(m z)S�(q;4)

S�(q;2)
0 = ��(m z)S�(q;3)� = �(mz)S�(q;2)

S�(q;3)
0 = ��(m z)S�(q;2)�

� = �(m z)S�(q;3);(27)
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FIG .2:(Coloronline).Nisitesin theconventionalunitcellof

NVO .Theprim itivetranslation vectorsvn arev1 = (a=2)̂a+

(b=2)̂b,v2 = (a=2)̂a � (b=2)̂b,and v3 = ĉc. The \cross-tie"

sites(on-line= blue)c1 and c2 lie in a plane with b= 0. The

\spine" sites(on-line= red)are labeled s1,s2,s3,and s4 and

they m ay be visualized as form ing chains parallelto the a-

axis. These chains are in the buckled plane with b = � �,

where � = 0:13b as is indicated. Cross-tie sites in adjacent

planes (displaced by (� b=2)̂b) are indicated by open circles.

Spine sites in adjacent planes are located directly above (or

below) the sites in the plane shown. In the incom m ensurate

phasesthewavevectordescribing m agneticordering liesalong

thea axis.Theaxisofthetwo-fold rotation aboutthex-axis

isshown.The glide plane isindicated by the m irrorplane at

z = 3

4
and thearrow abovem z indicatesthata translation of

b=2 in the y-direction isinvolved.

where � = exp(i�q). O ne � nds that all entries for

S(q;s3),S(q;s4),and S(q;c2)now carry thephasefac-

tor�� = exp(� i�q̂). Butthisisjustthe factorto m ake

the unitcellresult

S(R ;� ) = S(q;� )e� iq� R (28)

be the sam e (to within an overallphase factor) as the

actualposition result

S(R ;� ) = S(q;� )e� iq� (R + � )
: (29)

W eshould em phasizethatin such a sim plecaseasNVO ,

it is actually not necessary to invoke any group theo-

reticalconcepts to arrive at the results ofTable IIIfor

them ostgeneralspin distribution consistentwith crystal

sym m etry.

M ore im portantly, it is not com m only

understood25,26,27 that one can also extract infor-

m ation using the sym m etry ofan operation (inversion)

which need does not conserve wavevector.3,4,5,6,7,17,19

Since what we are about to say is unfam iliar,we start

from � rstprinciples. The quadratic free energy m ay be

written as

F2 =
X

q

X

�;�0;��

F
� �

0

�� S�(q;�)
�
S�(q;�

0); (30)

wherewerestrictthesum overwavevectorsto thestarof

the wavevectorofinterest.O ne term ofthissum is

F2(q0) =
X

�;�0;��

F
� �

0

�� S�(q0;�)
�
S�(q0;�

0): (31)

Itshould beclearthatthequadraticfreeenergy,F2 isin-

variantunderallthesym m etry operationsoftheparam -

agneticspacegroup (i.e.whatonecallsthespacegroup

ofthe crystal).22,23 For centrosym m etric crystals there

arethree classesofsuch sym m etry operations.The � rst

classconsistsofthoseoperationswhich leaveq0 invariant

and these are the sym m etriestaken into accountin the

usualform ulation.25,26,27 Thesecond classconsistsofop-

erationswhich takeq0 intoanotherwavevectorofthestar

(callitq1),whereq1 6= � q0.Useofthesesym m etriesal-

lowsone to com pletely characterizethe wavefunction at

wavevectorq1 in term softhewavefunction forq0.These

relationsareneeded ifoneisto discussthe possibility of

sim ultaneously condensing m ore than one wavevectorin

thestarofq.35 Finally,thethird classconsistsofspatial

inversion (unless the wavevector and its negative di� er

by a reciprocallatticevector,in which caseinversion be-

longs in class # 1). The role ofinversion sym m etry is

alm ost universally overlooked,25,26,27 as is evident from

exam ination ofa num ber ofrecent papers. Unlike the

operationsofclass# 1 which takesSn(q)into an Sn0(q)

(forirrepsofdim ension one which istrue form ostcases

considered in this paper),inversion takesSn(q)into an

Sn0(� q). Nevertheless it does take the form written in

Eq.(31)into itselfand restrictsthepossibleform ofthe

wavefunctions. So we now considerthe consequencesof

invarianceofF2 underinversion.
3,4,5,6,7 Forthispurpose

we write Eq.(12)in term softhe spin coordinatesm of

Table III. (The resultwill,ofcourse,depend on which

irrep � we consider.) In any case,the partofF2 which

dependson q0 can be written as

F2(q) =
X

�;�0;��

F
� �

0

�� S�(q0;�)
�
S�(q0;�

0)

=
X

N ;�;N 0;�

G N ;�;N 0;�[n
�
N ]

�[n
�

N 0]

=
X

N ;�;N 0;�

G N ;�;N 0;�[In
�
N ]

�[In
�

N 0]; (32)

whereN and N 0 assum ethe values"s" forspin and "c"

forcross-tieand � and � labelcom ponents.Now weneed

to understand the e� ectofI on the spin Fouriercoe� -

cients listed in Table III. Since we use actualposition

Fouriercoe� cients,we apply Eq.(20).Forthe cross-tie
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variables(which sitatacenterofinversionsym m etry)in-

version takesthespin coordinatesofonespinesublattice

into the com plex conjugateofitself:

IS(q;cn)= [S(q;cn)]� : (33)

Thusin term softhe n’sthisgives

In�c = [n�c]
�
; � = x;y;z : (34)

Thee� ectofinversion on thespinevariablesagain fol-

lowsfrom Eq.(20).Since inversion interchangessublat-

tice # 1 and # 3,wehave

[S(q;s3)]0= [S(q;s1)]� : (35)

For�(2x)= �(m z)= + 1 (i. e. forirrep �1),we substi-

tute the valuesofthe spin vectorsfrom the � rstcolum n

ofTableIIIto get

I[� nas] = [nas]
�
; I[nbs]= [nbs]

�
;

I[� ncs] = [ncs]
�
: (36)

Notethatsom ecom ponentsintroducea factor� 1 under

inversion and othersdonot.(W hich oneshavethem inus

signsdependson which irrep weconsider.) Ifwem akea

changeofvariableby replacingn�s in colum n # 1ofTable

IIIby in�s forthose com ponentsforwhich I introduces

a m inussign and leavetheothercom ponentsalone,then

wem ay rewritethe � rstcolum n ofTable IIIin the form

given in Table IV. In term s ofthese new variables one

has

I[n�s]= [n�s]
�
: (37)

(It is convenient to de� ne the spin Fourier coe� cients

so thatthey alltransform in the sam e way underinver-

sion.O therwiseonewould havetokeep trackofvariables

which transform with a plussign and thosewhich trans-

form with a m inus sign.) Repeating this processfor all

the other irreps we write the possible spin functions as

those ofTable IV. W e give an explicit form ula for the

spin distribution foroneirrep in Eq.(45)below.

Now weim plem entEq.(32),wherethespin functions

are taken to be the variables listed in Table IV. First

note thatthe m atrix G in Eq.(32)hasto be Herm itian

to ensurethatF2 be real:

G M ;�;N ;� = [G N ;�;M ;�]
�
: (38)

Then,using Eq.(37),we� nd thatEq.(32)is

F2(q0) =
X

M ;�;N ;�

[n�M ]�G M ;�;N ;�n
�

N

=
X

M ;�;N ;�

[In�M ]�G M ;�;N ;�[In
�

N
]

=
X

M ;�;N ;�

n
�
M G M ;�;N ;�[n

�

N
]�

=
X

M ;�;N ;�

[n�M ]�G N ;�;M ;�[n
�

N
]; (39)

Irrep= �1 �2 �3 �4

�(2x )= + 1 + 1 � 1 � 1

�(m z)= + 1 � 1 � 1 + 1

S(q;s1)

in
a

s

n
b
s

in
c

s

n
a

s

in
b
s

n
c

s

in
a

s

n
b
s

in
c

s

n
a

s

in
b
s

n
c

s

S(q;s2)

in
a
s

� n
b

s

� in
c

s

n
a
s

� in
b

s

� n
c

s

� in
a
s

n
b

s

in
c

s

� n
a
s

in
b

s

n
c

s

S(q;s3)

� in
a

s

n
b

s

� in
c
s

n
a

s

� in
b

s

n
c
s

� in
a

s

n
b

s

� in
c
s

n
a

s

� in
b

s

n
c
s

S(q;s4)

� in
a

s

� n
b
s

in
c

s

n
a

s

in
b
s

� n
c

s

in
a

s

n
b
s

� in
c

s

� n
a

s

� in
b
s

n
c

s

S(q;c1)

n
a
c

0

0

n
a
c

0

0

0

n
b

c

n
c

c

0

n
b

c

n
c

c

S(q;c2)

� n
a

c

0

0

n
a

c

0

0

0

n
b

c

� n
c
c

0

� n
b

c

n
c
c

TABLE IV: As Table III except that now the e�ect ofin-

version sym m etry istaken into account,asa resultofwhich,

apartfrom an overallphasefactorallthen’sin thistablecan

be taken to be real-valued.

where,in the lastline,we interchanged the rolesofthe

dum m y indices M ;� and N ;�. By com paring the � rst

and lastlines,one seesthatthe m atrix G issym m etric.

Sincethism atrix isalso Herm itian,allitselem entsm ust

be realvalued. Thus allits eigenvectors can be taken

to have only real-valued com ponents. But the m ’s are

allowed to be com plex valued.So,the conclusion isthat

foreach irrep,wem ay write

n
�
N (� ) = e

i�� [r�N (� )]; (40)

where the r’s are allrealvalued and �� is an overall

phase which can be chosen arbitrarily for each � . It is

likely thatthephasewillbe� xed by high-orderUm klapp

term s in the free energy,but the e� ects ofsuch phase

locking m ay be beyond the rangeofexperim ents.

Itisworth noting how theseresultsshould be (and in

a few cases3,4,6 havebeen)used in thestructuredeterm i-

nations.O neshould choosethebest� tto thedi� raction

data using,in turn,each irrep (i. e. each set ofeigen-

values of2x and m z). W ithin each representation one

param etrizesthe spin structure by choosing the Fourier

coe� cientsasin the relevantcolum n ofTable IV. Note

thatinstead ofhaving 4 or5 com plex coe� cientsto de-

scribe the six sites within the unit cell(see Table III),

one has only 4 or 5 (depending on the representation)

real-valued coe� cientsto determ ine.Therelativephases

ofthe com plex coe� cientshave allbeen � xed by invok-

ing inversion sym m etry.Thisisclearly a signi� cantstep

in increasing the precision ofthe determ ination ofthe

m agneticstructurefrom experim entaldata.
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B . O rder Param eters

W enow review how theabovesym m etry classi� cation

in uencestheintroduction oforderparam eterswhich al-

low the construction ofLandau expansions.4,6 The form

oftheorderparam etershould besuch thatithasthepo-

tentialto describe allordering which are allowed by the

quadratic free energy F2. Thus,foran isotropic Heisen-

berg m odelon a cubic lattice,the order param eter has

three com ponents (i. e. it involvesa three dim ensional

irrep) because although the fourth order term s willre-

strictorderto occuronly along certain directions,asfar

as the quadratic term s are concerned,alldirectionsare

equivalent. The analogy here is that the overallphase

ofthe spin function �(� ) is not � xed by the quadratic

free energy and accordingly the order param eter m ust

be a com plex variablewhich includessuch a phase.O ne

alsorecognizesthatalthough theam plitudeofthecritical

eigenvectorisnot� xed by thequadraticterm sin thefree

energy,theratiosofitscom ponentsare� xed by thespe-

ci� c form ofthe inverse susceptibility m atrix. Although

wedonotwish todiscusstheexplicitform ofthism atrix,

whatshould beclearisthatthecom ponentsofthespins

which orderm ustbe proportionalto the com ponentsof

thecriticaleigenvector.Theactualam plitudeofthespin

ordering is determ ined by the com petition between the

quadraticand fourth orderterm sin thefreeenergy.If�p
istheirrep which iscritical,then justbelow theordering

tem peraturewewrite

n
�
N (q) = �p(q)r

�
N (�p); (41)

wherether’sarerealcom ponentsofthecriticaleigenvec-

tor(com ing from irrep �p)ofthe m atrix G ofEq. (32)

and arenow norm alized by

X

�N

[r�N ]
2 = 1 : (42)

Heretheorderparam eterforirrep � (q),�p(q)isa com -
plex variable,since it has to incorporate the arbitrary

com plex phase�p associated with irrep �p:

�p(� jqj) = �pe
� i�p : (43)

Theorderparam etertransform sasindicated in thetables

by itslisted eigenvaluesunderthe sym m etry operations

2x and m z.Sincethecom ponentsofthecriticaleigenvec-

toraredom inantly determ ined by thequadraticterm s,36

onecan say thatjustbelow theorderingtem peraturethe

description in term sofan orderparam etercontinuesto

hold but

�p � jTc � Tj�p ; (44)

where m ean-� eld theory gives � = 1=2 but corrections

due to  uctuation areexpected.37

To sum m arize and illustrate the use ofTable IV we

writean explicitexpression forthem agnetizationsofthe

# 1 spine sublattice and the # 1 cross-tie sublattice for

irrep �4 [�(2x) = � 1 and �(m z) = + 1]. W e use the

de� nition oftheorderparam eterand sum overboth signs

ofthe wavevectorto get

Sx(r;s1) = 2�4r
x
s cos(qx + �4)

Sy(r;s1) = 2�4r
y
s sin(qx + �4)

Sz(r;s1) = 2�4r
z
s cos(qx + �4)

Sx(r;s2) = � 2�4r
x
s cos(qx + �4)

Sy(r;s2) = 2�4r
y
s sin(qx + �4)

Sz(r;s2) = 2�4r
z
s cos(qx + �4)

Sx(r;s3) = 2�4r
x
s cos(qx + �4)

Sy(r;s3) = � 2�4r
y
s sin(qx + �4)

Sz(r;s3) = 2�4r
z
s cos(qx + �4)

Sx(r;s4) = � 2�4r
x
s cos(qx + �4)

Sy(r;s4) = � 2�4r
y
s sin(qx + �4)

Sz(r;s4) = 2�4r
z
s cos(qx + �4)

Sx(r;c1) = 0

Sy(r;c1) = 2�4r
y
c cos(qx + �4)

Sz(r;c1) = 2�4r
z
c cos(qx + �4)

Sx(r;c1) = 0

Sy(r;c2) = � 2�4r
y
c cos(qx + �4)

Sz(r;c2) = 2�4r
z
c cos(qx + �4) (45)

and sim ilarly for the other irreps. Here r � (x;y;z) is

theactuallocation ofthespin.Usingexplicitexpressions

liketheabove(orm oredirectly from TableIV),onecan

verify thattheorderparam etershavethetransform ation

properties:

2x�1(q) = + �1(q); m z�1(q)= + �1(q);

2x�2(q) = + �2(q); m z�2(q)= � �2(q);

2x�3(q) = � �3(q); m z�3(q)= � �3(q);

2x�4(q) = � �4(q); m z�4(q)= + �4(q) (46)

and

I� n(q) = [�n(q)]
�
: (47)

Notethateven when m orethan a singleirrep ispresent,

the introduction oforderparam eters,asdone here,pro-

vides a fram ework within which one can represent the

spin distribution asa linearcom bination ofdistributions

each having a characteristic sym m etry,as expressed by

Eq.(46).W hen thestructureoftheunitcellisignored13

thatinform ation isnotreadily accessible.Also notethat

thephaseofeach irrep �n isde� ned sothatwhen �n = 0,

thewaveisinversion-sym m etricaboutr= 0.Forasingle

irrep thisspeci� cation isnotim portant.However,when

onehastwoirreps,then inversionsym m etryisonlym ain-

tained iftheirphasesareequal.

In m any system s, the initial incom m ensurate order

that� rstoccursasthe tem perature is lowered becom es

unstable as the tem perature is further lowered.21 Typi-

cally,theinitialorderinvolvesspinsoriented along their
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easy axiswith sinusoidally varying m agnitude.However,

the fourth order term s in the Landau expansion favor

� xed length spins. As the tem perature is lowered the

� xed length constraint becom es progressively m ore im -

portant and at a second,lower,criticaltem perature a

transition occursin which transversecom ponentsbecom e

nonzero. Although the situation is m ore com plicated

when there are severalspins per unit cell,the result is

sim ilar:the� xed length constraintisbestrealized when

m ore than a single irrep has condensed. So,for NVO

and TM O asthe tem perature islowered one encounters

asecondphasetransitionin which asecondirrep appears.

W ithin a low-orderLandau expansion thisphenom enon

isdescribed by a free energy ofthe form 6

F =
1

2
(T � T> )�

2
> +

1

2
(T � T< )�

2
< + u> �

4
>

+ u< �
4
< + w�

2
> �

2
< ; (48)

where T> > T< . This system has been studied in de-

tailby Bruceand Aharony.38 Forourpurposes,them ost

im portant result is that for suitable values of the pa-

ram etersordering in �> occursatT> and atsom elower

tem perature orderin �< m ay occur. The application of

thistheorytothepresentsituation issim ple:wecan (and

usually do)havetwom agneticphasetransitionsin which

� rstoneirrep and then ata lowertem peraturea second

irrep condense.A question arisesasto whetherthecon-

densation ofone irrep can induce the condensation ofa

second irrep.Thisisnotpossible becausethe two irreps

have di� erentsym m etry. Butcould the presence oftwo

irreps,�> and �< inducetheappearanceofa third irrep

�3 at the tem perature at which �< � rst appears? For

that to happen would require that �n> 
 �m< 
 �3 con-

tain theunitrepresentation forsom evaluesofn and m .

Thisorany highercom bination ofrepresentationsisnot

allowed for the sim ple four irreps system like NVO .In

m ore com plex system sone m ighthave to allow forsuch

a phenom enon.

III. A P P LIC A T IO N S

In thissection weapply theaboveform alism toanum -

berofm ultiferroicsofcurrentinterest.

A . M nW O 4

M nW O 4 (M W O )crystallizesin the space group P2/c

(# 14 in Ref. 28) whose generalpositions are given in

Table V.The two m agnetic M n ionsperunitcellare at

positions

�1 = (
1

2
;y;

1

4
); �2 = (

1

2
;1� y;

3

4
): (49)

Thewavevectorofincom m ensuratem agneticordering

is34,39 q = (qx;1=2;qz)with qx � � 0:21 and qz � 0:46)

E r= (x;y;z) m yr= (x;y;z+ 1

2
)

Ir= (x;y;z) 2yr= (x;y;z+ 1

2
)

TABLE V:G eneralPositionsforspace group P2/c.

and isleftinvariantby theidentity and m y.W estartby

constructingtheeigenvectorsofthequadraticfreeenergy

(i.e.theinversesusceptibility m atrix).Hereweuseunit

cellFouriertransform sto facilitatecom parison with Ref.

39.Below X ,Y ,and Z denoteintegers(in unitsoflattice

constants).W hen

R f + �f = (X ;Y;Z)+ �1

= (X +
1

2
;Y + y;Z +

1

4
); (50)

then

R i+ �i = [m y]
� 1(R f + �f)

= (X +
1

2
;� Y � y;Z 1

4

)

= (X ;� Y � 1;Z � 1)+ �2 : (51)

Then Eq.(18)givestheeigenvaluecondition to be

S
0
�(q;�1) = ��(m y)S�(q;�2)e

2�îq� [(2Y + 1)̂j+ k̂]

= ��(m y)S�(q;�2)e
�i+ 2�îqz

= �S�(q;�1); (52)

where�x(m y)= � �y(m y)= �z(m y)= � 1.W hen

R f + �f = (X ;Y;Z)+ �2

= (X +
1

2
;Y + 1� y;Z +

3

4
); (53)

then

R i+ �i = (X +
1

2
;� Y � 1� y;Z +

1

4
)

= (X ;� Y � 1;Z)+ �1 ; (54)

and Eq.(18)givesthe eigenvaluecondition to be

S
0
�(q;�2) = ��(m y)S�(q;�1)e

2�îq� (2Y + 1)̂j

= ��(m y)S�(q;�1)[� 1]= �S�(q;�2):(55)

From Eqs.(52)and (55)weget� = � ei�q̂z and

S�(q;�2) = � [��(m y)=�]S�(q;�1): (56)

So wegetthe resultslisted in Table VI.

So far the analysisis essentially the com pletely stan-

dard one. Now we use the fact that the free energy is

invariantunderspatialinversion,even though thatoper-

ation doesnotconservewavevector.3,4,6,7 W enow deter-

m ine the e� ect ofinversion on the n’s. As willbecom e

apparentuse ofunit cellFourier transform s m akes this
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Irrep �1 �2

�(m y)= e
i� q̂z � e

i� q̂z

S(q;1)

a
�
nx

a
�
ny

a
�
nz

a
�
nx

a
�
ny

a
�
nz

S(q;2)

anx

� any

anz

� anx

any

� anz

TABLE VI: Allowed spin eigenfunctions for M W O (apart

from an overallphase factor) before inversion sym m etry is

taken into account,wherea = exp(� i�q̂z=2).Herethen(q)’s

arecom plexand wehavetaken thelibertytoadjusttheoverall

phase to give a sym m etricallooking result.Butthese results

are equivalentto Table IIofRef.39.

analysis m ore com plicated than if we had used actual

position transform s.W e useEq.(21)to write

IS(q;� = 1) = S(q;� = 2)�e� 2�îq� (̂i+ ĵ+ k̂)

� bS(q;2)� ; (57)

whereb= � exp[� 2�i(̂qx + q̂z)].For�2 weget

I[nx;ny;nz] = [� nx;ny;� nz]
�
b; (58)

which wecan writeas

In� = b��(m y)n
�
� : (59)

Now thefreeenergy isquadraticin theFourierspin coef-

� cients,which arelinearly related to then’s.So thefree

energy can be written as

F2 = n
y
G n ; (60)

wheren = (nx;ny;nz)isacolum n vectorand G isa3� 3

m atrix which wewriteas

G =

2

6
4

A � �

�� B 

�� � C

3

7
5 ; (61)

where,for Herm iticity the Rom an letters are realand

the G reek onescom plex. Now we use the factthatalso

wem usthaveinvariancewith respectto inversion,which

afterallisa crystalsym m etry.Thus

F2 = [In]yG [In]: (62)

Thiscan be written as

F2 =
X

��

b��(m y)n�G ��b
�
a
�
��(m y)n

�
�

=
X

��

��(m y)n�G ����(m y)n
�
� : (63)

Irrep �1 �2

�(m y)= e
i� q̂z � e

i� q̂z

S(q;1)

a
�
r

ia
�
s

a
�
t

� ia
�
r

a
�
s

� ia
�
t

S(q;2)

ar

� ias

at

iar

as

iat

TABLE VII: As Table VI,except that here inversion sym -

m etry is taken into account. Here r,s,and t are real. All

six com ponents can be m ultiplied by an overallphase factor

which we have notexplicitly written.

Thuswem ay write

F2 = n
tr

2

6
4

A � � �

� �� B � 

�� � � C

3

7
5 n

�

= n
y

2

6
4

A � �� ��

� � B � �

� �  C

3

7
5 n ; (64)

where "tr" indicates transpose (so ntr is a row vector).

Since the two expressions for F2, Eqs. (60) and (64),

m ust be equalwe see that � = ia,� = b,and  = ic,

wherea,b,and cm ustbe real.ThusG isofthe form

G =

2

6
4

A ia b

� ia B ic

b � ic C

3

7
5 ; (65)

whereallthelettersarereal.Thism eansthatthecritical

eigenvectordescribing the long range orderhasto be of

the form

(nx;ny;nz) = e
i�(r;is;t); (66)

wherer,s,and tarereal.For�2 wesete
i� = � i.For�1

a sim ilarcalculation again yieldsEq. (66),buthere we

setei� = 1. (These choicesare notessential. They just

m ake the sym m etry m ore obvious.) Thuswe obtain the

� nalresults given in Table VII. Lautenschlager et al39

say (justaboveTableII)\Depending on thechoiceofthe

am plitudesand phases..." W hatwe see here isthatin-

version sym m etry � xesthephaseswithoutthepossibility

ofa choice (justasitdid forNVO ).Note again thatwe

haveabouthalfthe variablesto � x in a structure deter-

m ination when wetakeadvantageofinversion invariance

to � x the phaseofthe com plex structureconstants.

1. O rder Param eter

Now we discussthe de� nition ofthe orderparam eter

forthis system . Forthispurpose we replace r by �r,s
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by �s.etc.,with the norm alization that

r
2 + s

2 + t
2 = 1 : (67)

Here the order param eter � is com plex because we al-

wayshave the freedom to m ultiply the wavefunction by

a phasefactor.(Thisphasefactorm ightbe \locked" by

higherorderterm sin thefreeenergy,butwedo notcon-

siderthatphenom enon here.43)W erecord thesym m etry

properties ofthe order param eter. W ith our choice of

phaseswehave

I�n(q) = [�n(q)]
�
;

m y�n(q) = �(�n)�n(q)

m y�n(� q) = �(�n)
��n(� q); (68)

where �n(q) is the com plex-valued orderparam eterfor

ordering ofirrep �n and �(�n) is the eigenvalue ofm y

given in TableVII.Now wewritean explicitform ula for

thespin distribution in term softheorderparam etersof

the two irreps:

S(R ; � = 1)= 2�1

h

(r1î+ t1k̂)cos(q � R + �1 � �qz=2)

+ s1ĵsin(q � R + �1 � �qz=2)

i

+ 2�2

h

(� r2î� t2k̂)sin(q � R + �2 � �qz=2)

+ s2ĵcos(q � R + �2 � �qz=2)

i

; (69)

S(R ; � = 2)= 2�1

h

(r1î+ t1k̂)cos(q � R + �1 + �qz=2)

� s1ĵsin(q � R + �1 + �qz=2)

i

+ 2�2

h

(r2î+ t2k̂)sin(q � R + �2 + �qz=2)

+ s2ĵcos(q � R + �2 + �qz=2)

i

: (70)

O ne can explicitly verify thatthese expressionsarecon-

sistent with Eq. (68). Note that when only one ofthe

order param eters (say �n) is nonzero, we have inver-

sion sym m etry with respectto a rede� ned origin where

�n = 0. For each irrep we have to specify three real

param eters,�rn,�sn,and �tn and oneoverallphase�n
ratherthan threecom plex-valued param etershad wenot

invoked inversion sym m etry.

B . T bM nO 3

Here we give the full details of the calculations for

TbM nO 3 described in Ref. 3. The presentation here

di� erscosm etically from thatin Ref.5.Thespacegroup

ofTbM nO 3 isPbnm which is# 62 in Ref. 28 (although

thepositionsarelisted thereforthePnm a setting).The

space group operations for a generalW ycko� orbit is

given in Table VIII. In Table IX we list the positions

E r= (x;y;z) 2xr= (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;z)

2z = (x;y;z+ 1

2
) 2y = (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;z+ 1

2
)

Ir= (x;y;z) m xr= (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;z)

m zr= (x;y;z+ 1

2
) m yr= (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;z+ 1

2
)

TABLE VIII:G eneralPositions for Pbnm . Notation as in

Table I.

M n (1)= (0;1
2
;0) (2)= (1

2
;0;0)

(3)= (0;1
2
;
1

2
) (4)= (1

2
;0;1

2
)

Tb (5)= (x;y;1
4
) (6)= (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;
3

4
)

(7)= (x;y;3
4
) (8)= (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;
1

4
)

TABLE IX:PositionsoftheM agneticIonsin thePbnm Struc-

ture ofTbM nO 3,with x = 0:9836 and y = 0:0810.
41

oftheM n and Tb ionswithin theunitcelland theseare

also shown in Fig.3.

To startwe study the operationsthatleave invariant

the wavevectorofthe incom m ensurate phase which � rst

ordersasthe tem perature islowered. Experim entally42

this wavevector is found to be (0;q;0), with34 q �

0:28(2�=b). These relevant operators (see Table VIII)

m x and m z. W e follow the approach used for M W O ,

but use \actuallocation" Fourier transform s. W e set

R f + �f � r in order to use Eq. (16) and we need to

evaluate

� � exp

�

2�i(q=b)� [r� [mx]
� 1
r

�

= exp

�

2�(q=b)̂j� [ŷj� [m x]
� 1
yĵ]

�

= e
i�q̂ (71)

and

�0 � exp

�

2�i(q=b)� [r� [mz]
� 1
r

�

= exp

�

2�i(q=b)̂j� [ŷj� [m x]
� 1
yĵ]

�

= 1 : (72)

W elist,in TableX thetransform ation tableofsublattice

indicesofTM O .

Thereforetheeigenvalueconditionsfortransform ation

by m x are

S
0
�(q;�f) = ��(m x)S�(q;�i)� = �(mx)S�(q;�f)(73)

and

S
0
�(q;�f) = ��(m z)S�(q;�i)= �(m z)S�(q;�f);(74)

where �x(m x) = � �y(m x) = � �z(m x) = 1 and ��(m z)

was de� ned in Eq. (15). From these equations we see

that�(m x)assum esthevalues� � and �(mz)thevalues

� 1.Then solvingtheaboveequationsleadstotheresults
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z=1/4

m x

z

x
b

a

y

m

c

z

FIG .3:(Coloronline).M n sites(sm allercircles,on-line red)

and Tb sites(largercircles,on-lineblue)in theprim itiveunit

cellofTbM nO 3. The Tb sites are in the shaded planes at

z = n � 1

4
and theM n sitesare in planesz = n orz = n + 1

2
,

where n is an integer. The incom m ensurate wavevector is

along the b axis. The m irror plane at z = 1=4 is indicated

and the glide plane m x is indicated by the m irror plane at

x = 3=4 followed by a translation (indicated by thearrow)of

b=2 along the y-axis.

�i �f(m x) �f(m z) �f(I)

1 2 3 1

2 1 4 2

3 4 1 3

4 3 2 4

5 8 5 7

6 7 6 8

7 6 7 5

8 5 8 6

TABLE X: Transform ation table for sublattice indices of

TM O undervariousoperations.

given in Table XI. (These results look di� erent than

those in Ref. 3 because here the Fouriertransform sare

de� ned relative to the actualpositions, whereas there

they arede� ned relativeto the origin ofthe unitcell.)

Now, since the crystal is centrosym m etric, we take

sym m etry with respect to spatialinversion,I,into ac-

count.Asbefore,recallthatI transportsthe spin to its

spatially inverted position withoutchanging theorienta-

tion ofthespin (a pseudovector).Thechangeofposition

isequivalenttochangingthesign ofthewavevectorin the

Fourier transform and this is accom plished by com plex

conjugation.SincetheM n ionssitatcentersofinversion

sym m etry,onehas,forthe M n sublattices,

IS(q;n) = S(q;n)� ; (75)

Irrep �1 �2 �3 �4

�(m x )= + � � � � � + �

�(m z)= + 1 � 1 + 1 � 1

S(q;M 1)

n
a
M

� n
b

M

� n
c

M

� n
a
M

n
b

M

n
c

M

� n
a
M

n
b

M

n
c

M

n
a
M

� n
b

M

� n
c

M

S(q;M 2)

n
a
M

n
b

M

n
c
M

n
a
M

n
b

M

n
c
M

n
a
M

n
b

M

n
c
M

n
a
M

n
b

M

n
c
M

S(q;M 3)

� n
a

M

n
b

M

� n
c
s

� n
a

M

n
b

M

� n
c
M

n
a

M

� n
b

M

n
c
M

n
a

M

� n
b

M

n
c
M

S(q;M 4)

� n
a

M

� n
b
M

n
c

M

n
a

M

n
b
M

� n
c

M

� n
a

M

� n
b
M

n
c

M

n
a

M

n
b
M

� n
c

M

S(q;T 1)

0

0

n
c

T 1

n
a
T 1

n
b

T 1

0

0

0

n
c

T 1

n
a
T 1

n
b

T 1

0

S(q;T 2)

0

0

� n
c
T 2

� n
a

T 2

n
b

T 2

0

0

0

n
c
T 2

n
a

T 2

� n
b

T 2

0

S(q;T 3)

0

0

n
c

T 2

n
a

T 2

n
b
T 2

0

0

0

n
c

T 2

n
a

T 2

n
b
T 2

0

S(q;T 4)

0

0

� n
C

T 1

� n
a
T 1

n
b

T 1

0

0

0

n
c

T 1

n
a
T 1

� n
b

T 1

0

TABLE XI: Spin functions(i.e.actualposition Fourierco-

e�cients)within theunitcellofTM O forwavevector(0;q;0)

which are eigenvectors of m x and m z with the eigenvalues

listed,with � = exp(� i�q̂).Allthe param etersare com plex-

valued.The irreduciblerepresentation (irrep)islabeled asin

Ref. 3. Inversion sym m etry is not yet taken into account.

Note thatthe two Tb orbits have independentcom plex am -

plitudes.

where the second argum ent speci� es the sublattice, as

in Table IX. In order to discuss the sym m etry ofthe

coordinateswe de� ne x1 = naM ,x2 = nbM ,x3 = ncM and

for irreps �1 and �3,x4 = ncT 1 and x5 = ncT 2,whereas

forirreps�2 and �4,x4 = naT 1,x5 = naT 2,x6 = nbT 1,and

x7 = nbT 2.ThusEq.(75)gives

Ixn = x
�
n ; n = 1;2;3 : (76)

For the Tb ions I interchanges sublattices # 5 and # 7

and interchangessublattices# 6 and # 8.So wehave

IS(q;5) = S(q;7)�

IS(q;6) = S(q;8)� : (77)

Thereforewehave

Ix4 = x
�
5 ; Ix6 = x

�
7 : (78)

Now we use the invariance ofthe free energy underI

to write

F2 =
X

X ;�;Y;�

S�(q;X )�Fnm S�(q;Y )
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=
X

m ;n

x
�
nG nm xm

=
X

m ;n

[Ix�n]G nm [Ixm ]; (79)

wherethe m atrix G isHerm itian.

Forirreps�1 and �3 them atrix G in Eq.(79)couples

� ve variables. Equation (76)im pliesthatthe upperleft

3 � 3 subm atrix ofG is real. Equations (76) and (78)

im ply thatG n;4 = G 5;n and forn = 1;2;3.W e � nd that

G assum esthe form

G =

2

6
6
6
6
6
4

a b c � ��

b d e � ��

c e f  �

�� �� � g �

� �  �� g

3

7
7
7
7
7
5

; (80)

where the Rom an lettersare realvalued and the G reek

arecom plex valued.Asshown in theappendix,theform

ofthism atrix ensuresthatthecriticaleigenvectorcan be

taken to be ofthe form

 = (naM ;n
b
M ;n

c
M ;n

c
T 1;n

c
T 1

�
)� (r;s;t;�;��);(81)

where the Rom an letters are realand the G reek ones

com plex.O fcourse,becausethe vectorcan be com plex,

weshould includean overallphasefactor(which am ounts

to arbitrarily placing the origin ofthe incom m ensurate

structure),so thatm oregenerally

 = e
i�(r;s;t;�;��): (82)

Forirreps�2 and �4 them atrix G in Eq.(79)couples

theseven variableslisted justbelow Eq.(75).Equations

(76)and (78)im ply thatG n;4 = G 5;n and G n;6 = G 7;n

forn = 1;2;3.ThereforeG assum esthe form

G =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

a b c � �� � ��

b d e � �� � ��

c e f  � � ��

�� �� � g � � �

� �  �� g �� ��

�� �� �� �� � h �

� � � �� � �� h

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

; (83)

where Rom an letters are realand G reek are com plex.

As shown in the appendix,this form ensures that the

eigenvectorsareofthe form

 = (naM ;n
b
M ;n

c
M ;n

a
T 1;n

a
T 2;m

b
T 1;n

b
T 2)

= e
i�(r;s;t;�;��;�;��): (84)

These results are sum m arized in Table XII. Note that

the use ofinversion sym m etry � xes m ost ofthe phases

and relatestheam plitudesofthetwo Tb orbits,thereby

elim inating alm osthalfthe � tting param eters.3

Irrep �1 �2 �3 �4

�(m x )= + � � � � � + �

�(m z)= + 1 � 1 + 1 � 1

S(q;M 1)

r

� s

� t

� r

s

t

� r

s

t

r

� s

� t

S(q;M 2)

r

s

t

r

s

t

r

s

t

r

s

t

S(q;M 3)

� r

s

� t

� r

s

� t

r

� s

t

r

� s

t

S(q;M 4)

� r

� s

t

r

s

� t

� r

� s

t

r

s

� t

S(q;T 1)

0

0

�

�

�

0

0

0

�

�

�

0

S(q;T 2)

0

0

� �
�

� �
�

�
�

0

0

0

�
�

�
�

� �
�

0

S(q;T 3)

0

0

�
�

�
�

�
�

0

0

0

�
�

�
�

�
�

0

S(q;T 4)

0

0

� �

� �

�

0

0

0

�

�

� �

0

TABLE XII: As Table XI. Apart from an overallphase ��
foreach irrep,inversion sym m etry restrictsallthem anganese

Fourier coe�cients to be realand allthe Tb coe�cients to

have the indicated phase relations.

1. O rder Param eters

W e now introduce order param eters �n(q) � �ne
i�n

forirrep �n in term sofwhich wecan writethe spin dis-

tribution.Forinstanceunder�3 one has

Sx(r;M 1) = � 2r�3 cos(qy+ �3)

Sy(r;M 1) = 2s�3 cos(qy+ �3)

Sz(r;M 1) = 2t�3 cos(qy+ �3)

Sx(r;M 2) = 2r�3 cos(qy+ �3)

Sy(r;M 2) = 2s�3 cos(qy+ �3)

Sz(r;M 2) = 2t�3 cos(qy+ �3)

Sx(r;T1) = Sy(r;T1)= 0

Sz(r;T1) = 2��3 cos(qy+ �3 + ��)

Sx(r;T2) = Sy(r;T2)= 0

Sz(r;T2) = 2��3 cos(qy+ �3 � ��); (85)

where we set� = �ei�� and the param etersare norm al-

ized by

r
2 + s

2 + t
2 + j�j2 = 1 : (86)

In Eq.(85)r� (x;y;z)istheactualposition ofthespin

in question.From TableXIonecan obtain thesym m etry
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E r= (x;y;z) 2xr= (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;z)

2z = (x;y;z) 2y = (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;z)

Ir = (x;y;z) m xr= (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;z)

m zr= (x;y;z) m yr= (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;z)

TABLE XIII:AsTable XIII.G eneralPositionsforPbam .

properties ofthe order param eters for each irrep. For

instance

m x�1(q) = + � �1(q); m z�1(q)= + �1(q)

m x�2(q) = � � �2(q); m z�2(q)= � �2(q)

m x�3(q) = � � �3(q); m z�3(q)= �3(q)

m x�4(q) = + � �4(q); m z�4(q)= � �4(q)(87)

and

I�n(q) = ��
n(q): (88)

Note that in contrast to the case ofNVO ,inversion

sym m etry does not � x all the phases. However, it

again drastically reduces the num ber of possible m ag-

neticstructureparam eterswhich haveto bedeterm ined.

In particular,itisonly by using inversion thatone� nds

thatthem agnitudesoftheFouriercoe� cientsofthetwo

distinct Tb sites have to be the sam e. Note that ifwe

choose the origin so that � = 0 (which am ounts to re-

nam ing the origin so that that becom es true),then we

recover inversion sym m etry (taking account that inver-

sion interchanges terbium sublattice # 3 and # 1). O ne

can determ inethatthespin structureisinversion invari-

antwhen onecondensesa singlerepresentation.

The result ofTable 5 applies other m anganates pro-

vided theirwavevectorisalso oftheform (0;qy;0).This

includes YM nO 3
44 and HoM nO 3.

45,46 Both these sys-

tem s order into an incom m ensurate structure at about

Tc � 42K . The Y com pound has a second lower-

tem perature incom m ensurate phase, whereas the Ho

com pound hasalower-tem peraturecom m ensuratephase.

C . T bM n2O 5

Thespacegroup ofTbM n2O 5 (TM O 25)isPbam (# 55

in Ref. 28)and its generalpositionsare listed in Table

XIII. The positions ofthe m agnetic ions are given in

TableXIV and areshown in Fig.4.

W e willaddressthe situation justbelow the ordering

tem perature of43K .10 W e take the ordering wavevector

to be10 to be (1
2
;0;q) with34 q � 0:306. (This m ay be

an approxim ate value.49) Initially we assum e that the

possible spin con� gurations consistent with a continu-

ous transition at such a wavevector are eigenvectors of

theoperatorsm x and m y which leavethewavevectorin-

variant. W e proceed as for TM O .W e use the unit cell

z=1/4

m x

z

x

a

y

c

b

ym

FIG .4: (Color online). Two representations ofTbM n2O 5.

Top: M n sites (on-line red) with sm aller circles M n
3+

and

larger circles
4+

and Tb sites (squares,on-line blue) in the

prim itive unit cellofTbM n2O 5. The M n
+ 4

sites are in the

shaded planesatz = n � � with � � 0:25 and theM n+ 3 sites

arein planesz = n,wheren isan integer.TheTb ionsarein

theplanesz = n + 1

2
.The glide plane m x isindicated by the

m irrorplane atx = 3=4 followed by a translation (indicated

by the arrow) ofb=2 along the y-axis and sim ilarly for the

glide plane m y. Bottom : Perspective view. Here the M n
3+

are inside oxygen pyram ids ofsm allballs and the M n4+ are

inside oxygen octahedra.

Fouriertransform sand write the eigenvectorconditions

fortransform ation by m x as

S�(q;�f)
0 = ��(m x)S�(q;�i)e

iq(rf � R i)

= �xS�(q;�f); (89)

where �i and R i are respectively the sublattice indices

and unitcelllocationsbeforetransform ation and �f and
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M n3+ (1)= (x;y;0) (2)= (x;y;0)

(3)(x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;0) (4)= (x + 1

2
;y+ 1

2
;0)

M n
4+

(5)= (1
2
;0;z) (6)= (0;1

2
;z)

(7)= (1
2
;0;z) (8)= (0;1

2
;z)

RE (9)= (X ;Y;1
2
) (10)= (X ;Y ;1

2
)

(11)= (X + 1

2
;Y + 1

2
;
1

2
) (12)= (X + 1

2
;Y + 1

2
;
1

2
)

TABLE XIV: Positionsofthem agnetic ionsofTbM n2O 5 in

the Pbam structure. Here x = 0:09,y = � 0:15,z = 0:25,47

X = 0:14,and Y = 0:17.
48
. Allthese values are taken from

the isostructuralcom pound HoM n2O 5.

R f arethoseaftertransform ation.Theeigenvalueequa-

tion fortransform ation by m y is

S�(q;�f)
0 = ��(m y)S�(q;�i)e

iq(rf � R i)

= �yS�(q;�f): (90)

Ifone attem ptsto constructspin functionswhich are

sim ultaneously eigenfunctions ofm x and m y one � nds

that these equations yield no solution. W hile it is, of

course, true that the operations m x and m y take an

eigenfunction into an eigenfunction,itis only forirreps

of dim ension one that the initial and � nal eigenfunc-

tions are the sam e,as we have assum ed. The present

case, when the wavevector is at the edge of the Bril-

louin zoneisanalogousto thephenom enon of\sticking"

where,fornonsym m orphicspace group (i.e.those hav-

ing a screw axis or a glide plane) the energy bands (or

phonon spectra) have an alm ost m ysterious degeneracy

atthezoneboundary50 and the only activeirrep hasdi-

m ension two.Thism eansthatthe sym m etry operations

induce transform ations within the subspace ofpairs of

eigenfunctions. W e now determ ine such pairs ofeigen-

functions by a straightforward approach which do not

require any knowledge ofgroup theory. Here we explic-

itly consider the sym m etries ofthe m atrix �� 1 for the

quadraticterm sin thefreeenergy which hereisa 36� 36

dim ensionalm atrix,which wewriteas

�� 1 =

2

6
4

M (xx) M (xy) M (xz)

M (xy)y M (yy) M (yz)

M (zx)y M (yz)y M (zz)

3

7
5 ; (91)

where M (ab) is a 12 dim ensionalsubm atrix which de-

scribescoupling between a-com ponentand b-com ponent

spins and is indexed by sublattice indices � and �0 The

sym m etries we invoke are operationsofthe screw axes,

m x and m y which conserve wavevector(to within a re-

ciprocallattice vector), and I, whose e� ect is usually

ignored. To guide the reader through the ensuing cal-

culation we sum m arize the m ain steps. W e � rst ana-

lyzeseparately thesectorsinvolving thex,y,and z spin

com ponents.W edevelop aunitary transform ation which

takesM (��) into a m atrix allofwhoseelem entsarereal.

ni m x m
a
y m xm

a
y I

b
m xm yI

nf nf e
i�

nf e
i�

nf e
i�

0

nf

1 3 4 1 2 1 2 1 1

2 4 3 1 1 1 1 1 2

3 1 2 � 1 4 � 1 4 � 1 3

4 2 1 � 1 3 � 1 3 � 1 4

5 6 6 � 1 5 � 1 7 � 1 7

6 5 5 1 6 1 8 1 8

7 8 8 � 1 7 � 1 5 � 1 8

8 7 7 1 8 1 6 1 7

9 11 12 1 10 1 10 1 9

10 12 11 1 9 1 9 1 10

11 9 10 � 1 12 � 1 12 � 1 11

12 10 9 � 1 11 � 1 11 � 1 12

TABLE XV:Transform ation tableforsublattice indiceswith

associated factors for TM O 25 under various operations. as

de�ned by Eq. (19). Form x,one hasexp[iq � (Rf � R i)]=

1 for all cases and for m xm yI the analogous factor is + 1

in allcases and thisoperator relates S� (q;�)and S� (q;�)
�
.

NO TE:Thistabledoesnotincludethefactorof�� (O )which

m ay be associated with an operation.

a)� = q � (Rf � R i),asrequired by Eq.(18).

b)�0= q � (�i+ �f),asrequired by Eq.(21).

This � xes the phases within the 12 dim ensionalspace

ofthe � spin com ponentswithin the unitcell(assum ing

theserelationsarenotinvalidated by theform ofM (��),

with � 6= �). The relative phasesbetween di� erentspin

com ponentsis� xed byshowingthattheunitarytransfor-

m ation introduced aboveleadsto M (xy) having allreal-

valued m atrix elem entsand M (xz) and M (yz) having all

purely im aginary m atrix elem ents.Theconclusion,then,

isthatthe phasesin the sectorsofx and y com ponents

arecoupled in phaseand the sectorofz com ponentsare

outofphasewith the x and y com ponents.

1. x Com ponents

As a prelim inary, in Table XV we list the e� ect of
the sym m etry operationson the sublattice index.W hen
these sym m etries are used,one � nds the 12 � 12 sub-

m atrix ofM (xx) which couplesonly thex-com ponentsof
spinsassum esthe form

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

A g h 0 � � �
�

�
�

a b c d

g A 0 � h � � � � �
�

�
�

b a � d � c

h 0 A g � � �
�

�
�

c d a b

0 � h g A � � � �
�

� �
�

� d � c b a

�
�

� �
�

�
�

�
�

B 0 � 0  �  � �

�
�

�
�

�
�

� �
�

0 B 0 � � �  � 

� � � � � �
�

0 B 0 
�

� 
�

�
�

�
�

� � � � � 0 �
�

0 B �
�

�
�


�

� 
�

a b c � d 
�

�
�

 � C e f 0

b a d � c � 
�

�
�

�  � e C 0 � f

c � d a b �
�


�

�  f 0 C e

d � c b a �
�

� 
�

� �  0 � f e C

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

;(92)
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where Rom an lettersare realquantitiesand G reek ones

com plex. (In this m atrix the lines are used to separate

di� erentW ycko� orbits.) Thenum beringoftherowsand

colum nsfollowsfrom Table XIV. Igive a few exam ples

ofhow sym m etry isused to getthisform . Considerthe

term T1,where

T1 = �
� 1
1;5Sx(� q;1)Sx(q;5): (93)

Using Table XV wetransform thisby m x into

T
0
1 = �

� 1
1;5Sx(� q;3)Sx(q;6); (94)

which says that the 1,5 m atrix elem ent is equalto the

3,6 m atrix elem ent. (Note that in writing down T 0
1 we

did notneed to worry about��,since thisfactorcom es

in squared asunity.) Likewiseifwetransform by m y we

get

T
0
1 = �

� 1
15 [� Sx(� q;4)][Sx(q;6)]; (95)

which says that the 1,5 m atrix elem ent is equalto the

negative ofthe 4,6 m atrix elem ent. Ifwe transform by

m xm y weget

T
0
1 = �

� 1
1;5[Sx(� q;2)][� Sx(q;5)]; (96)

which says that the 1,5 m atrix elem ent is equalto the

negativeofthe2,5m atrixelem ent.Toillustratethee� ect

ofI on T1 we write

T
0
1 = �

� 1
1;5[Sx(q;2)][� Sx(� q;7)]; (97)

sothatthe1,5elem entisthenegativeofthe7,2elem ent.
From theform ofthem atrix in Eq.(92)(orequivalently

referring to Table XX in Appendix B),we see that we
bringthism atrixintoblockdiagonalform by introducing
the wavefunctionsforSx(q;�),

� = 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
p
2O

(x ;1)

1;�
= 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

p
2O

(x ;1)

2;�
= 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2O
(x ;1)

3;�
= 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 0 0 0

2O
(x ;1)

4;�
= 0 0 0 0 i i � i � i 0 0 0 0

p
2O

(x ;1)

5;�
= 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0

p
2O

(x ;1)

6;�
= 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1

: (98)

Thesuperscripts�;n on O label,respectively,theCarte-
sian com ponent and the colum n of the irrep accord-
ing to which the wavefunction transform s. The sub-
scriptsm ;� label,respectively,the index num berofthe
wavefunction and the sublattice label. In this subspace

hO
(x;1)
n jM (xx)jO

(x;1)
m i� hnjM (xx)jm iis

2

6
6
6
6
4

A + h g �
0
+ �

0
� �

00
� �

00
a + c b+ d

g A � h �
0
� �

0
�
00
� �

00
b� d a � c

�
0
+ �

0
�
0
� �

0
B + �

0
�" �

0
+ 

0
�
0
� 

0

� �
00
� �

00
�
00
� �

00
�
00

B � �
0

�
00
+ 

00
�
00
� 

00

a + c b� d �
0
+ 

0
�
00
+ 

00
C + f e

b+ d a � c �
0
� 

0
�
00
� 

00
e C � f

3

7
7
7
7
5

;(99)

wherethe coe� cientsareseparated into realand im ag-

inary parts as
p
2� = �0 + i�00,

p
2� = �0 + i�00p

2 = 0 + i00, and
p
2� = �0 + i�00. There are no

nonzero m atrix elem ents between wavefunctions which

transform according to di� erentcolum nsofthe irrep.

Thepartnersofthese functionscan be found from

O
(x;2)
n = m yO

(x;1)
n ; (100)

so that,using Table XV and including the factor��,we
get

� = 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
p
2O

(x ;2)

1;�
= 0 1 0 � 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

p
2O

(x ;2)

2;�
= 1 0 � 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

2O
(x ;2)

3;�
= 0 0 0 0 � 1 1 � 1 1 0 0 0 0

2O
(x ;2)

4;�
= 0 0 0 0 � i i i � i 0 0 0 0

p
2O

(x ;2)

5;�
= 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 � 1

p
2O

(x ;2)

6;�
= 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 � 1 0

:(101)

W ithin thissubspacethem atrixhnjM (xx)jm iisthesam e

asin Eq.(99)because

hnjm � 1
y M

(xx)
m yjm i = hnjM (xx)jm i: (102)

These functions transform as expected for a two di-

m ensionalirrep,nam ely,

m x

"

O
(x;1)
n

O
(x;2)
n

#

=

"

O
(x;1)
n

� O
(x;2)
n

#

m y

"

O
(x;1)
n

O
(x;2)
n

#

=

"

O
(x;2)
n

� O
(x;1)
n

#

: (103)

W e willrefer to the transform ed coordinates ofEqs.

(98)and (101)as\sym m etry adapted coordinates." The

factthatthe m odel-speci� c m atrix thatcouplesthem is

real,m eansthatthe criticaleigenvectorisa linearcom -

bination ofsym m etry adapted coordinateswith realco-

e� cients.

2. y Com ponents

The 12� 12 m atrix M (yy) coupling y com ponents of

spin hasexactly thesam eform asthatgiven in Eq.(92),

although thevaluesofthe constantsareunrelated.This

isbecausehereonehas�2y = 1 in placeof�2x = 1.There-

fore the associated wavefunctionscan be expressed just

asin Eqs.(98)and (101)exceptthatallthesuperscripts

arechanged from x to y and � now labelsSy(q;�).How-

ever,thetransform ation ofthey com ponentsratherthan

the x com ponents,requiresreplacing �x by �y which in-

ducessign changes,so that

m x

"

O
(y;1)
n

O
(y;2)
n

#

=

"

� O
(y;1)
n

O
(y;2)
n

#

m y

"

O
(y;1)
n

O
(y;2)
n

#

=

"

� O
(y;2)
n

O
(y;1)
n

#

: (104)
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W ewantto constructwavefunctionsin thissectorwhich

transform just like the x com ponents,so that they can

be appropriately com bined with the wavefunctions for

the x-com ponents.In view ofEq.(103)we set

O
(y;1)
n;� = O

(x;2)
n;� ; O

(y;2)
n;� = O

(x;1)
n;� : (105)

So the coe� cientsforO
(y;1)
n are given by Eq.(101)and

those for O
(y;2)
n by Eq. (98). These wavefunctions are

constructed to transform exactly asthoseforthex com -

ponents.

3. z Com ponents

Sim ilarly,weconsiderthee� ectofthetransform ations

ofthez com ponents.In thiscasewetakeaccountofthe

factor�z to get

m x

"

O
(z;1)
n

O
(z;2)
n

#

=

"

� O
(z;1)
n

O
(z;2)
n

#

m y

"

O
(z;1)
n

O
(z;2)
n

#

=

"

O
(z;2)
n

� O
(z;1)
n

#

: (106)

W e now construct wavefunctions in this sector which

transform just like the x com ponents. In view ofEq.

(103)weset

O
(z;1)
n;� = O

(x;2)
n;� ; O

(z;2)
n;� = � O (x;1)

n;� ; (107)

So the coe� cients for O
(z;1)
n are given by Eq. (101)

and those for O
(z;2)
n are the negatives of those of Eq.

(98). These wavefunctionsare constructed to transform

exactly asthoseforthe x com ponents.

4. The TotalW avefunction and O rder Param eters

Now weanalyzetheform ofM (ab)ofEq.(91)fora 6= b,

using inversion sym m etry.To do thisitisconvenientto

invokeinvarianceunderthesym m etry operation m xm yI

whosee� ectisgiven in TableXV.W e write

m xm yISa(q;�) = �a(m x)�a(m y)

� Sa(q;R �)
�
; (108)

where R � = � for � 6= 5;6;7;8,otherwise R � = � � 2

within the rem aining sector of�’s and a (and later b)

denotesoneofx,y,and z.Thus

T � Sa(q;�)
�
M

(ab)

� �0
Sb(q;�

0)

= [m xm yISa(q;�)]
�
M

(ab)

� �0
[m xm yISb(q;�

0)]

= CabSa(q;R �)M
(ab)

� �0
Sb(q;R �

0)� ; (109)

where

Cab = �a(m x)�a(m y)�b(m x)�b(m y): (110)

From thiswededuce that

M
(ba)

R �0;R �
= CabM

(ab)

� �0
; (111)

or,sinceM isHerm itian that

M
(ab)

� �0
= Cab

h

M
(ab)

R �1 �;R �1 �0

i�

: (112)

Now we consider the m atrices M (ab),in the sym m etry

adapted representation where

M
(ab)
n;m =

X

� �0

[O ap
n�]

�
M

(ab)

� �0
O
bp

m �0

=
X

� �0

Cab[O
ap
n�]

�

h

M
(ab)

R �1 �;R �1 �0

i�

O
bp

m �0

= Cab

X

� �0

[O
ap

nR �
]�
h

M
(ab)

�;�0

i�

O
bp

m R �0
: (113)

There are no m atrix elem ents connecting p and p0 6= p

and the resultisindependentofp. O ne can verify from

Eqs.(98)and (101)that

O
ap

n;R �
=

�
O
ap
n;�

��
; (114)

so that

M
(ab)
n;m = Cab

�

[O �p
n�]

�
M

(ab)

�;�0
O
bp

m �0

� �

= Cab

�
M

��
nm

��
: (115)

W e have thatCxy = � Cxz = � Cyz = 1,so thatallthe

elem entsofM (xy) arerealand alltheelem entsofM (xz)

and M (yz) are im aginary. Thus apart from an over all

phasefortheeigenfunction ofeach colum n,thephasesof

allthe Fouriercoe� cientsare� xed.W hatthism eansis

thatthe criticaleigenvectorcan be written as

 =

2X

p= 1

�p

6X

n= 1

 

rnxO
(x;p)
n + rnyO

(y;p)
n

+ irnzO
(z;p)
n

!

; (116)

wherethe r’sareallreal-valued and arenorm alized by

6X

n= 1

X

�

[rn�]
2 = 1 ; (117)

and �p are arbitrary com plex num bers. Thus we have

the resultofTableXVI.

Theorderparam etersare

�1 � �1e
i�1 ; �2 � �2e

i�2 : (118)

Neither the relative m agnitudesof�1 and �2 northeir

phasesare� xed by the quadraticterm swithin the Lan-

dau expansion.Notethatthestructureparam etersofTa-

ble XVIare determ ined by the m icroscopic interactions
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Spin � 1 � 2 Spin � 1 � 2

S(q;1)

r1x

r1y

ir1z

r2x

r2y

ir2z

S(q;7)

z
�

x

� z
�

y

iz
�

z

� z
�

x

z
�

y

iz
�

z

S(q;2)

r2x

r2y

� ir2z

r1x

r1y

� ir1z

S(q;8)

z
�

x

z
�

y

� iz
�

z

z
�

x

z
�

y

iz
�

z

S(q;3)

r1x

� r1y

� ir1z

� r2x

r2y

ir2z

S(q;9)

r5x

r5y

ir5z

r6x

r6y

ir6z

S(q;4)

r2x

� r2y

ir2z

� r1x

r1y

� ir1z

S(q;10)

r6x

r6y

� ir6z

r5x

r5y

� ir5z

S(q;5)

zx

� zy

izz

� zx

zy

izz

S(q;11)

r5x

� r5y

� ir5z

� r6x

r6y

ir6z

S(q;6)

zx

zy

� izz

zx

zy

izz

S(q;12)

r6x

� r6y

ir6z

� r5x

r5y

� ir5z

TABLE XVI: Norm alized spin functions (i. e. Fourier co-

e�cients) within the unit cell of TbM n 2O 5 for wavevector

(1
2
;0;q). Here z� = (r3� + ir4� )=

p
2. Allthe r’s are real

variables. The wavefunction listed under�1 (�2)transform s

according to the �rst (second) colum n ofthe irrep. The ac-

tualspin structureisa linearcom bination ofthetwo colum ns

with arbitrary com plex coe�cients.

which determ ine the m atrix elem ents in the quadratic

freeenergy.(Sincetheseareusually notwellknown,one

has recourse to a sym m etry analysis.) The direction in

�1-�2 spacewhich thesystem assum es,isdeterm ined by

fourth or higher-order term s in the Landau expansion.

Since notm uch is known aboutthese term s,this direc-

tion isreaosonablytreated asaparam etertobeextracted

from the experim entaldata.W e use TableXVIto write

the m ost generalspin functions consistent with crystal

sym m etry as

S(R ;1) = �1

h

(r1x î+ r1yĵ)cos(q � R + �1)

+ r1zk̂sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(r2x î+ r2yĵ]cos(q � R + �2)

+ r2zk̂sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R ;2) = �1

h

(r2x î+ r2yĵ)cos(q � R + �1)

� r2zk̂sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(r1x î+ r1yĵ]cos(q � R + �2)

� r1zk̂sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R ;3) = �1

h

(r1xî� r1yĵ)cos(q � R + �1)

� r1zk̂sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(� r2xî+ r2yĵ]cos(q � R + �2)

+ r2zk̂sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R ;4) = �1

h

(r2xî� r2yĵ)cos(q � R + �1)

+ r2zk̂sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(� r1xî+ r1yĵ]cos(q � R + �2)

� r1zk̂sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R ;5) = �1

h

(z0xî� z
0
yĵ� z

00
z k̂)cos(q � R + �1)

+ (z00x î� z
00
y ĵ+ z

0
zk̂)sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(� z0xî+ z
0
yĵ� z

00
z k̂]cos(q � R + �2)

+ (� z00x î+ z
00
y ĵ+ z

0
zk̂)sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R 6) = �1

h

(z0xî+ z
0
yĵ+ z

00
z k̂)cos(q � R + �1)

+ (z00x î+ z
00
y ĵi� z

0
zk̂)sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(z0xî+ z
0
yĵ� z

00
z k̂]cos(q � R + �2)

+ (z00x î+ z
00
y ĵ+ z

0
zk̂)sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R ;7) = �1

h

(z0xî� z
0
yĵ+ z

00
z k̂)cos(q � R + �1)

+ (� z00x î+ z
00
y ĵ+ z

0
zk̂)sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(� z0xî+ zyĵ+ z
00
z k̂]cos(q � R + �2)

+ (z00x î� z
00
y ĵ+ z

0
zk̂)sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R 8) = �1

h

(z0xî+ z
0
yĵ� z

00
z k̂)cos(q � R + �1)

+ (� z00x î� z
00
y ĵ� z

0
zk̂)sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(z0xî+ zyĵ+ z
00
z k̂]cos(q � R + �2)

+ (� z00x î� z
00
y ĵ+ z

0
zk̂)sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R ;9) = �1

h

(r5xî+ r5yĵ)cos(q � R + �1)

+ r5zk̂sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(r6x î+ r6yĵ]cos(q � R + �2)

+ r6zk̂sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R ;10) = �1

h

(r6xî+ r6yĵ)cos(q � R + �1)

� r6zk̂sin(q � R + �1)

i
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+ �2

h

(r5x î+ r5yĵ]cos(q � R + �2)

� r5zk̂sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R ;11) = �1

h

(r5x î� r5yĵ)cos(q � R + �1)

� r5zk̂sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(� r6xî+ r6yĵ]cos(q � R + �2)

+ r6zk̂sin(q � R + �2)

i

S(R ;12) = �1

h

(r6x î� r6yĵ)cos(q � R + �1)

+ r6zk̂sin(q � R + �1)

i

+ �2

h

(� r5xî+ r5yĵ]cos(q � R + �2)

� r5zk̂sin(q � R + �2)

i

(119)

In TableXVItheposition ofeach spin isR + �n,where
the � are listed in Table XIV and R isa Bravaislattice

vector.Thesym m etrypropertiesoftheorderparam eters

are

m x

"

�1

�2

#

=

"

�1

� �2

#

m y

"

�1

�2

#

=

"

�2

� �1

#

I

"

�1

�2

#

=

"

��
2

��
1

#

: (120)

W e now check a few representativecasesofthe above

transform ation. If we apply m x to S(q;1) we do not

change the signsofthe x com ponentbutdo change the

signs ofthe y and z com ponents. As a result we get

S(q;3) except that �y has changed sign,in agreem ent

with the� rstlineofEq.(120).Ifweapply my to S(q;1)

we do not change the sign ofthe y com ponent but do

changethesignsofthex and z com ponents.Asa result

wegetS(q;4)exceptthatnow �1 isreplaced by �2 and

�2 isreplaced by �1,in agreem entwith the second line

ofEq. (120). W hen inversion is applied to S(q;1) we

changethesign ofR butnottheorientation ofthespins

which arepseudovectors.W ethen obtain S(q;2)provid-

ingwereplace�1 by �
�
2 and �2 by �

�
1,in agreem entwith

the lastline ofEq.(120).

5. Com parison to G roup Theory

HereIbrie y com paretheabovecalculation totheone

using the sim plestform ulation ofrepresentation theory.

The � rststep in the standard form ulation isto � nd the

irreps ofthe group ofthe wavevector. The easiest way

to do this is to introduce a double group having eight

elem ents(seeAppendix B)sinceweneed to takeaccount

oftheoperatorm 2
y � � E .(Thisisdonein Appendix B.)

From thisone� ndsthateach W ycko� orbitand each spin

com ponent can be considered separately (since they do

nottransform into one anotherunderthe operationswe

consider).Then,in everycasetheonlyirrep thatappears

isthe two dim ensionaloneforwhich weset

m x =

"

1 0

0 -1

#

m y =

"

0 1

-1 0

#

m xm y =

"

0 1

1 0

#

:(121)

Indeed, one can verify that the functions in the sec-

ond (third) colum n ofTable XVIcom prise a basis vec-

tor for colum n one (two) ofthis two dim ensionalirrep.

O ne m ightask:\W hy have we undertaken the ugly de-

tailed consideration ofthe m atrix forF2?" The pointis

thatwithin standard representation theory allthe vari-

ablesin Table XVIwould be independently assigned ar-

bitraryphases.In addition,theam plitudesfortheTb or-

bits(sublattices# 5,# 6 and sublattices# 7,# 8)would

haveindependentam plitudes.Togettheresultsactually

shown in TableXVIonewould haveto do theequivalent

ofanalyzing the e� ectofinversion invariance ofthe free

energy. This task would be a very technicalexercise in

the arcane aspectsofgroup theory which here we avoid

by an exercise in algebra,which though m essy, is ba-

sically high schoolm ath. I also warn the reader that

canned program sto perform thestandard representation

analysiscan notalwaysberelied upon tobecorrect.Itis

worth noting thatpublished papersdealingwith TM O 25

have not invoked inversion sym m etry. For instance in

Ref. 10 one seesthe statem ent\Asin the incom m ensu-

ratecase[3],each ofthem agneticatom sin theunitcellis

allowed to havean independentSDW ,i.e.,itsown am -

plitude and phase," and lateron in Ref. 49 "allphases

weresubsequently � xed ...to berationalfractionsof�."

Use ofthe present theory would elim inate m ost ofthe

phasesand would relate the two distinctM n4+ W ycko�

orbits(justashappened forTM O ).

Finally,toseethee� ectofinversion on aconcretelevel

Ianalyze the situation within the M n3+ orbitand con-

sider only the x com ponents ofspin. The inverse sus-

ceptibility would then be the upperleft4� 4 subm atrix

shown in Eq.(92).Had wenotused inversion sym m etry

thissubm atrix would bethesam eexceptthatonewould

havehad

M 14 = � M 23 = M 32 = � M 41 = ir ; (122)

where r is real. O ne can verify that when r = 0 the

eigenvectorscan betaken to haveonly realcom ponents,

whereaswhen r 6= 0,the eigenvectorsare com plex with

relativephasesdependenton the valueofr,

6. Com parison to YM n2O 5

YM n2O 5 (YM O 25) is isostructuralto TM 025,so its

m agnetic structure isrelevantto the presentdiscussion.



20

Iwillconsiderthe highesttem perature m agnetically or-

dered phase,which appearsbetween about20K and 45K .

In this com pound Y is nonm agnetic and in the higher-

tem perature ordered phase qz = 1=4,so the system is

com m ensurate. Butsince the value ofqz isnotspecial,

thesym m etry ofthisstateisessentially thesam easthat

ofTM O 25. Throughout this subsection the structural

inform ation is taken from Fig. 2 ofRef. 11. (The up-

perm ostpanelism islabeled and isobviously the one we

wantforthe highesttem perature ordered phase.)

y

m
x

1

43

2

m
y

x

FIG .5:(Coloronline).Top:The spin structureoftheM n
3+

ions in YM n2O 5 (lim ited to one a-b pane),taken from Fig.

2 ofRef. 11. The sublattices are labeled in our convention.

Bottom left:thespin structureofaftertransform ation by m x.

Bottom right: spin structure ofTbM n2O 5 after transform a-

tion by m y.

From Fig. 5 we see that the spin wavefunction is an

eigenvectorofm x with eigenvalue � 1.So thisstructure

m ustbethatofthesecond colum n oftheirrep.In accor-

dance with this identi� cation one sees that the initial

wavefunction is orthogonalto the wavefunction trans-

form ed by m y (since this transform ation willproduce a

wavefunction associated with the � rst colum n). Refer-

ring to Eq. (119),one seesthatto describe the pattern

ofM n3+ spinsonechooses

�1 = 0 ; r2x = � r1x � 0:95 ;

r1y = � r2y � 0:3 : (123)

The point we m ake here is that �1 = 0. Although the

values ofthese orderparam eterswere notgiven in Ref.

11,it seem s clear that in the lower tem perature phase

theorderparam etersm ustbecom parablein m agnitude.

D . C uFeO 2

The space group ofCuFeO 2 (CFO ) is53 R3m (# 166

in Ref. 28) and its generalpositions are given in Table

XVII.

W e are interested in structures that can appear for

generalwavevectorsofthetypeq � (q;q;0)(in crystallo-

graphicnotation),in otherwordsforwavevectorsparallel

E r= (x;y;z) 3r= (z;x;y) 32r= (y;z;x)

m 3r= (y;x;z) m 2r= (z;y;x) m 1r= (x;z;y)

Ir= (x;y;z) I3r= (z;x;y) I3
2
r= (y;z;x)

Im 3r= (y;x;z) Im 2r= (z;y;x) Im 1r= (x;z;y)

TABLE XVII:G eneral Positions for R3m , with respect to

rhom bohedralaxes. Here "3" denotes a three-fold rotation

and m n labelsthethreem irrorplaneswhich contain thethree-

fold axis.

q
x

z

FIG . 6: The lattice of m agnetic Fe ions in CFO . Here I

show sectionsofthree adjacenttriangularlattice layers.The

wavevector lies along the x-axis. The dashed line indicates

thatthe centralsite lies directly above (below)the centerof

gravity,indicated by a dot,ofa triangle ofthe layer below

(above)it.

to a nearestneighborvectorofthetriangularplaneofFe

ions. The only operation (otherthan the identity)that

conserveswavevectoris2x a two-fold rotation aboutthe

axis ofthe wavevector. Clearly,the Fouriercom ponent

m z(q)obeys

2xm x(q)= m x(q) (124)

and wecallthisirrep # 1.Forirrep # 2 wehave

2xm y(q) = � m y(q)

2xm z(q) = � m z(q): (125)

Asbeforeinversion � xesthephaseofthesecoe� cientsto

be the sam e(within a given irrep),so one has

m x = �1 (126)

and

m y = �2r ;m z = �2s ; (127)
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where r2 + s2 = 1 and �n(� jqj) = �ne
� i�n . Thus,if

both irrepsarepresent,wewould have

m x(r) = 2�1 cos(qx + �1)

m y(r) = 2�2rcos(qx + �2)

m z(r) = 2�2scos(qx + �2): (128)

W e havethe transform ation properties

2x�1 = �1 ; 2x�2 = � �2

I� 1 = [�1]
�
; I�2 = [�2]

�
: (129)

Forfuture reference itisinteresting to note thatatzero

applied electricand m agnetic� eldsthefreeenergy m ust

be invariantundertaking either�1 or�2 into itsnega-

tive.To seethiswritethefreeenergy asan expansion in

powersofthe orderparam eters:

F =
X

k;l;m ;n

aklm n�
k
1�

�
1

l�m
2 �

�
2

n
: (130)

Tobetim ereversalinvariant,thetotalnum berofpowers

(k+ l+ m + n)m ustbeeven.Also,to beinvariantunder

2x the totalnum berofpowersof�2 (m + n)hasto be

even.So both k+ land m + n areeven.Butwavevector

conservation im plies that l+ n = k + m (assum ing we

have a truly incom m ensurate phase). Thus l= k + 2�

and n = m � 2�.Then

F =
X

k;l;m ;n

aklm n�
2k+ 2�
1 �

2m � 2�
2 e

2i�(�2� �1) :(131)

E. D iscussion

1. Sum m ary ofResults

In Table XVIIIwe collectthe resultsforvariousm ul-

tiferroics.

2. E�ectofQ uartic Term s

Aswenow discuss,thequarticterm sin theLandau ex-

pansion can have signi� cantqualitative e� ects.6 In gen-

eral,the quartic term s are the lowestorder ones which

favorthe� xed length spin constraint,a constraintwhich

isknown to bedom inantatlow tem perature.54 How this

constraintcom esinto play depends on whatstate isse-

lected by the quadratic term s. Forinstance,in the sim -

plestscenariowhen onehasaferrom agnetoranantiferro-

m agnet,theinstability issuch (seeFig.1)thatordering

with uniform spin length takesplace.Thus,asthe tem -

perature islowered within the ordered phase,the order-

ing ofwavevectorsnearq = 0 forthe ferrom agnet(near

q = � for the antiferrom agnet) which would have be-

com eunstableifonly thequadraticterm swererelevant,

is strongly disfavored by the quartic term s. In the sys-

tem sconsidered herethesituation isquitedi� erent.For

instance,in NVO ,33 TM O ,3 and M W O 39 the quadratic

term s select an incom m ensurate structure in which the

spins are aligned along an easy axis and their m agni-

tudesaresinusoidally m odulated.Asthetem peratureis

lowered thequarticterm slead to an instability in which

transverse spin com ponent break the sym m etry ofthe

longitudinalincom m ensurate phase. This scenario ex-

plainswhy thehighest-tem peratureincom m ensuratelon-

gitudinalphasebecom esunstabletoalower-tem perature

incom m ensurate phase which hasboth longitudinaland

transverse com ponentswhich m ore nearly conserve spin

length.

To see thisresultform ally forNVO ,TM O ,orM W O ,

let�> (�< )be the com plex valued orderparam eterfor

the higher-tem perature longitudinal(lower-tem perature

transverse)ordering. The fourth orderterm s then lead

to the free energy as

F = a(T � T> )j� > j
2 + b(T � T< )j� < j

2

+ A(j�> j
2 + j�< j

2)2 + B j�> �< j
2

+ C [(�< �
�
> )

2 + (� �
< �> )

2]; (132)

where A,B ,and C are real. That C is realis a result

ofinversion sym m etry,which,forthese system sleadsto

I�n = ��
n. The high-tem perature representation does

allow transversecom ponentsand could,in principle,sat-

isfy the � xed length constraint. In the usualsituation,

however,theexchangecouplingsarenearly isotropicand

thisstateisnotenergetically favored.Ifthe highertem -

perature structure islongitudinal,then B willsurely be

negative, whereas if the higher tem perature structure

conserves spin length B willprobably be positive. By

properly choosing the relative phases ofthe two order

param eters the term in C always favors having two ir-

reps. So the usualscenario in which the longitudinal

phasebecom esunstablerelativeto transverseorderingis

explained (in thisphenom enology)by having B be neg-

ative,so thatthe discussion afterEq.(48)applies.

To � nish theargum entitrem ainsto considertheterm

in C ,which can be written as

�F4 = 2C �2< �
2
> cos(2�< � 2�> ); (133)

whereagain weexpressed theorderparam etersasin Eq.

(43). Norm ally,iftwo irreps are favored,it is because

together they better satisfy the � xed length constraint.

W hat that m eans is that when spins have substantial

length in one irrep,the contribution to theirspin length

from the second irrep issm all. In otherwords,the two

irrepsare out ofphase and we therefore expectthat to

m inim ize �F4 we do notset�< = �> ,butrather

�< = �> � �=2 : (134)

In otherwords,weexpectC in Eq.(133)to be positive.

Thesam ereasoningindicatesthatthefourth orderterm s

willfavor�2 � �1 = �=2 in Eq.(128)forCFO .

For allofthese system s which have two consecutive

continuous transitions one has a fam ily ofbroken sym -

m etry states.Atthe highesttem perature transition one
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Phase T< (K ) T> (K ) q Irreps Refs. FE? Refs.

NVO (HTI) 6.3 9.1 (q,0,0) �4 6,33 No 4,6

NVO (LTI) 3.9 6.3 (q,0,0) �4 + �1 6,33 jjb 4,6

TM O (HTI) 28 41 (0;q;0) �3 3,42 No 2

TM O (LTI) 28 (0;q;0) �3 + �2 3 jjc 2

TbM n2O 5 (HTI) 38 43 (1
2
;0;q)(a) �(b) 10,49 No 58

TbM n2O 5 (LTI) 33 38 (1
2
;0;q) �

(c)
10,49 jj b 58

YM n2O 5 (C)
(d)

23 45 (1
2
;0;1

4
) �

(b)
11 jjb 58

YM n2O 5 (IC) 23 (� 1

2
;0;q) 11 jjb 58

CFO (e) (HTI) 10 14 (q;q;0) �1 51 No 9

CFO (LTI) 0? 10 (q;q;0) �1 + �2 9
(f)

? c 9

M W O 12.7 13.2 (qx;
1

2
;qz) �2 39 No 40

M W O 7.6 12.7 (qx;
1

2
;qz) �2 + �1 39 jjb 40

TABLE XVIII: Incom m ensuratePhasesofvariousm ultiferroics.ExceptforCFO each phaseisstableforzero applied m agnetic

�eld forT< < T < T> .W hen T< = 0 itm eansthatthe phase isstable down to the lowesttem perature investigated.W e give

the incom m ensurate wavevector and the associated irreducible representations in the notation ofour tables. In the colum n

labeled \FE?" ifthe system isferroelectric we give the direction ofthe spontaneouspolarization,otherwise the entry is"No."

a)Atthe highesttem perature the value ofqx m ightnotbe exactly 1/2.

b)The irrep isthe two dim ensionalone (see Appendix B).In the HTIphase only one basisvectorisactive.

c)The irrep isthe two dim ensionalone (see Appendix B).In the LTIphase both basisvectorsare active.

d)Thisphase com m ensurate.

e)D ata forCuFeO 2 isforH � 8T.

f)The m agnetic structure wasinferred from the existence offerroelectricity.

hasspontaneouslybroken sym m etry which arbitrarilyse-

lectsbetween �> and � �> .(Thisisthesim plestscenario

when thewavevectorisnottrulyincom m ensurate.) Inde-

pendently ofwhich sign isselected fortheorderparam e-

ter�> ,onesim ilarly hasa furtherspontaneousbreaking

ofsym m etry to obtain arbitrarily either i�< or � i�< .

(Here,asm entioned,weassum ea relativephase�=2 for

�< .In thisscenario,then,thereare fourequivalentlow

tem perature phasescorresponding to the choice ofsigns

ofthe two orderparam eters.

The cases ofTM O 25 and YM O 25 are di� erent from

the abovebecause they havetwo orderparam etersfrom

the sam e two-dim ensionalirrep and which therefore are

sim ultaneously critical.Atquadratic orderone hasSU 2

sym m etry, but this is broken by quartic term s in the

free energy. The sym m etry ofthese is such that in the

representation ofEq.(120)one has

F = a(T � Tc)
�
j�1j

2 + j�2j
2
�

+ A(j�1j
2 + j�2j

2)2 + B j� 1�2j
2

+ C
�
(� 1�

�
2)

2 + (��
1�2)

2
�
: (135)

Term sodd in �2 arenotallowed according to Eq.(120).

Alsowavevectorconservationindicatesthattwovariables

m ust be at wavevector q and two at wavwevector � q.

Also A,B ,and C are real. ThatC isrealisa resultof

sym m etry under m y,as in Eq. (120). Here the fourth

orderanisotropy m akesitselffeltassoon asthe ordered

phase isentered. O ne can see thatthe phase di� erence

between �1 and �2 depends on the term proportional

to C . Since the � xed spin length constraintfavorsthis

phase di� erence to be �=2,we intuitthatC ispositive,

so that�2 = � i�1. In any case,after m inim izing with

respecttotherelativephaseofthetwoorderparam eters,

onegetsthe sum ofthe B and C term sas

�F4 = (B � jC j)j� 1�2j
2
: (136)

IfB � jC jis positive,then either �1 = 0 or �2 = 0.

In the form ercase the state isodd underm x and in the

lattercase even under m x. IfB � jC jis negative,then

the quarticterm sfavor

j�1j= j�2j: (137)

It is am using that the quartic term s in the Landau ex-

pansion dictatethatthesearethetwoallowablescenarios

unless one adm its to having a m ulticriticalpoint where

B � jC j= 0.

Now we � rst consider YM O 25 in its higher tem per-

ature com m ensurate (HTC)ordered phase. Foritaddi-

tionalfourth orderterm soccurbecause4q isareciprocal

latticevector,butthesearenotim portantforthepresent

discussion.HeretheanalysisofRef.11indicates(seethe

discussion ofourFig.5)thatonly a singleorderparam e-

tercondensesin theHTC phase.Thisindicatesthaten-

ergeticsm ustfavorpositiveB � jC jin thiscase.Theques-

tion iswhetherB � jC jisalso positive forTM O 25. As

wewillseein thenextsection onehasferroelectricity un-

lessthe m agnitudesofthe two orderparam etersare the
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sam e.ForYM O 25theHTC phaseisferroelectricand the

conclusion thatonly one orderparam eterisactive com -

portswith this.However,forTM O 25thesituation isnot

com pletely clear.Apparently there isa region such that

onehasm agneticorderingwithoutferroelectricity.10,58 If

this is so,then TM O 25 di� ers from YM O 25 in thatits

high tem perature incom m ensurate phase has two equal

m agnitudeorderparam eters.

IV . M A G N ET O ELEC T R IC C O U P LIN G

Ferroelectricity is induced in these incom m ensurate

m agnetsby a coupling which issom ewhatsim ilarto that

forthe so-called \im properferroelectrics."14 To see how

such a coupling arises within a phenom enologicalpic-

ture,we im agine expanding the free energy in powersof

them agneticorderparam eterswhich wehavestudied in

detailin the previous section and also the vector order

param eter for ferroelectricity which is the spontaneous

polarization P , which, of course, is a zero wavevector

quantity. Ifwe had noninteracting m agnetic and elec-

tricsystem s,then wewould writethenoninteractingfree

energy,Fnon as

Fnon =
1

2

X

�

�
� 1

E ;�
P
2
�

+
1

2

X

�

a�(T � T�)j��(q)j
2 + O (�4):(138)

The � rst term describes a system which is not close to

being unstable relative to developing a spontaneouspo-

larization (sincein thesystem sweconsiderferroelectric-

ityisinducedbym agneticordering).Them agneticterm s

describethepossibility ofhavingoneorm orephasetran-

sitionsatwhich successivelym orem agneticorderparam -

eters becom e nonzero. As we have m entioned,the sce-

nario ofhaving two phasetransitionsin incom m ensurate

m agnets is a very com m on one,21 and such a scenario

is welldocum ented for both NVO 6,33 and TM O .2,3 A

sim ilarphenom enologicaldescription ofsecond harm onic

generation has invoked the necessity ofhaving sim ulta-

neously twoirreps.55 Below wewillindicatetheexistence

ofa term linearin P ,schem atically oftheform � �M 2P ,

where� isacouplingconstantaboutwhich notm uch be-

yond itssym m etry isknown.O neseesthatwhen thefree

energy,including thisterm ,ism inim ized with respectto

P oneobtainsthe equilibrium value ofP as

hP i = �E �M
2
: (139)

A . Sym m etry ofM agnetoelectric Interaction

W enow considerthefreeenergy ofthecom bined m ag-

netic and electric degreesoffreedom which wewrite as

F = Fnon + Fint : (140)

In view oftim e reversalinvariance and wavevectorcon-

servation,thelowestcom bination ofM (q)’sthatcan ap-

pear is proportionalto M �(� q)M �(q). So generically

the term we focuson willbe ofthe form

Fint =
X

��

c��M �(q)M �(� q)P ; (141)

where �,�,and  labelCartesian com ponents. But,as

wehaveseen in detail,thequantitiesM �(q)arelinearly

related totheorderparam eter��(q),associated with the

irrep � .Thusinstead ofEq.(141)wewrite

Fint =
X

�;�0;

A ��0��(q)��0(q)�P : (142)

Theadvantageofthiswritingtheinteraction in thisform

isthatitisexpressed in term sofquantitieswhose sym -

m etry is m anifest. In particular,the order param eters

we have introduced have wellspeci� ed sym m etries. For

instanceitiseasytoseethatform ostofthesystem sstud-

ied here,m agnetism can notinduceferroelectricity when

there isonly a single representation present.3,4 Thisfol-

lowsfrom thefactthatforNVO and TM O ,forinstance,

Ij�nj
2 = j�nj

2
; (143)

asisevidentfrom Eq.(47).Theinterpretation ofthisis

sim ple:when onehasonerepresentation,itisessentially

the sam e ashaving a single incom m ensurate wave. But

such a single wave willhave inversion sym m etry (to as

close a tolerance as we wish) with respect to som e lat-

tice point.Thisisenough to exclude ferroelectricity.So

the canonicalscenario3,4 isthatferroelectricity appears,

not when the � rst incom m ensurate m agnetic order pa-

ram eter condenses,but rather when a second such or-

derparam etercondenses.Unlessthetwo waveshavethe

sam e origin,theircentersofinversion sym m etry do not

coincide and there is no inversion sym m etry and hence

ferroelectricity willoccur.O nem ightask whetherornot

the two waves (i. e. two irreps)willbe in phase. The

e� ect,discussed above,ofquartic term s is crucialhere.

The quartic term stypically favorsthe � xed length spin

constraint.To approxim ately satisfy thisconstraint,one

needs to superpose two waves which are out ofphase.

Indeed theform alresult,obtained below,showsthatthe

spontaneous polarization is proportionalto the sine of

the phase di� erence between the two irreps.4 W e now

considerthe varioussystem sin turn.

B . N V O ,T M O ,and M W O

W e now analyze the canonicalm agneto-electric inter-

action in thecasesofNVO ,TM O ,ad M W O .Thesecases

areallsim ilarto one anotherand in each casethe order

param eters have been de� ned so as to obey Eq. (47).

Thisrelation indicatesthatifwem aychoosetheorigin of

theincom m ensuratesystem sothatthephaseoftheorder
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param eteratthe origin ofa unitcellisarbitrarily close

to zero.W hen thisphaseiszero,thespin distribution of

thisirrep hasinversion sym m etry relativeto thisorigin.

In the case when only a single irrep isactive,this sym -

m etry then indicatesthatthem agneticstructurecan not

induceaspontaneouspolarization.4 Asm entioned,in the

high tem peratureincom m ensuratephasesofNVO ,TM O ,

and M W O only one irrep ispresent,and thisargum ent

indicates that the m agneto-electric interaction vanishes

in agreem entwith theexperim entalobservation2,4,40 that

thisphaseisnotferroelectric.

W e now turn to the generalcase when one or m ore

irreps are present.4,5,6,7 W e write the m agneto-electric

interaction as

Fint =
1

2

X

��0

P [A ��0��(q)� �0(q)�

+ A �0���0(q)� �(q)
�]: (144)

Forthistoyield arealvalueofF wem usthaveHerm itic-

ity: A ��0 = A �
�0�. In addition,because this is an ex-

pansion relativetothestatein which allorderparam eters

arezero,thisinteraction hasto beinversion underallop-

erations which leave this \vacuum " state invariant.22,23

In other words this interaction has to be invariant un-

derinversion (which takesP into � P).Thiscondition,

togetherwith Eq. (47)indicatesthatA ��0 = � A �0�.

Thiscondition taken in conjunction with Herm iticity in-

dicatesthatA ��0 ispureim aginary.Thus

Fint =
i

2

X

��0

Pr��0 [��(q)� �0(q)�

� ��(q)
���0(q)] : (145)

Sinceusually wehaveonly twodi� erenetirreps,wewrite

thisas

Fint =
X



rP�> �< sin(�> � �< ): (146)

where r isreal.The factthatthe resultvanisheswhen

the two wavesare in phase isclearbecause in thatcase

onecan � nd acom m on origin forboth irrepsaboutwhich

onehasinversion sym m etry.In thatspecialcaseonehas

inversion sym m etry and no spontaneouspolarization can

be induced by m agnetism . The above argum entapplies

to allthree system s,NVO ,4 TM O ,3 and M W O .As we

willseein a m om ent,itisstillpossibleforinversion sym -

m etry to be broken and yetinduced ferroelectricity not

be allowed.

W e can also deduce the direction ofthe spontaneous

polarizationbyusingthetransform ationpropertiesofthe

orderparam eters. given in Eq. (46). W e startby ana-

lyzing the experim entally relevant cases at low or zero

applied m agnetic � eld. ForNVO the m agnetism in the

lowertem peratureincom m ensuratephaseisdescribed6,33

by the two irreps �4 and �1. O ne sees from Eq. (46)

that the product ��1�4 is even under m z and odd un-

der 2x. For the interaction to be an invariant, P

has to transform this way also. This im plies that only

theb-com ponentofthespontaneouspolarization can be

nonzero,asobserved.4 ForTM O the lowertem perature

incom m ensuratephaseatlow m agnetic� eld isdescribed3

by irreps�3 and �2.From TableXIIweseethat��3�2 is

even underm x and odd underm z,which indicatesthat

P hasto beeven underm x and odd underm z.Thiscan

only happen ifP liesalong thec direction,asobserved.2

Finally,forM W O ,weseethat�1�
�
2 isodd underm y.

ThisindicatesthatP also hasto be odd underm y. In

other words P can only be oriented along the b direc-

tion,again asobserved.40 In thisconnection one should

note that this conclusion is a result ofcrystalsym m e-

try,assum ing that the m agnetic structure results from

two continuous transitions,so that representation the-

ory is relevant. This conclusion is at variance with the

argum entgiven by Heyer etal.56 who \expect a polar-

ization in the plane spanned by the easy axis and the

b axis ...," which they justify on the basis ofthe spi-

ralm odel.12,13 Itshould be noted thattheirobservation

that the spontaneous polarization has a nonzero com -

ponent along the a-axis at zero applied m agnetic � eld

contradicts the sym m etry analysis given here. The au-

thorsm ention thatsom eoftheunexpected behaviorthey

observe m ightpossibly be attributed to a sm allcontent

ofim purities.

Itisim portantto realize thatthe above resultsare a

consequence ofcrystalsym m etry. In view ofthat,it is

notsensibleto claim thatthefactthatatheory givesthe

result that the polarization lies along b m akes it m ore

plausiblethan som ecom peting theory.Thepointisthat

any m odel,ifanalyzed correctly,m ust give the correct

orientation forP .

It is also worth noting that this phenom enology has

som esem iquantitativepredictions.To seethis,wem ini-

m izeFnon + Fint with respectto P to get

P = � �E ;r�> �< sin(�> � �< ): (147)

Thisresultindicatesthatnearthe m agneto-ferroelectric

phase transition ofNVO one has P / �4�1,
57 or since

thehigh-tem peratureorderparam eter�4 ism oreorless

saturated when theferroelectricphaseisentered,onehas

P / �1,where �1 is the order param eter ofthe lower

tem peratureincom m ensuratephase.

Aswediscussed,in thelow tem peratureincom m ensu-

rate phase one willhave arbitrary signs ofthe two or-

derparam eters.However,the presence ofa sm llelectric

� eld willfavoroneparticularsign ofthepolarization and

hence,by Eq. (147)one particularsign forthe product

�> �< . Presum ably this could be tested by a neutron

di� raction experim ent.

C . T M O 25

The case ofTM O 25 is som ewhat di� erent. Here we

haveonly a singleirrep.O neexpectsthatasthetem per-

ature islowered,ordering into an incom m ensurate state
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willtake place,but the quadratic term s in the free en-

ergy do notselecta direction in �1-�2 space.Atpresent

the data has not been analyzed to say which direction

is favored at tem perature just below the highest order-

ing tem perature.(ForYM O 25,asm entioned above,the

direction �1 = 0 is favored.) As the tem perature is re-

duced, it is not possible for another representation to

appearbecause only one irrep isinvolved. However,or-

dering according to a second eigenvaluecould occur.W e

� rstanalyzethe situation assum ing thatwe haveonly a

single doubly degenerateeigenvalue.In thiscasewe can

havea spin distribution [asgiven in Eq.(119)]involving

the two orderparam eters�1 and �2 which m easurethe

am plitudeand phaseoftheorderingoftheeigenvectorof

thesecond and third colum nsofTableXVI,respectively.

In term softheseorderparam eters,them agneto-electric

coupling can be written as

Fint =
X

nm 

anm �
�
n�m P  ; (148)

where  = x;y;z and n;m = 1;2 labelthe colum ns of

the irrep labeled �1 and �2,respectively,in Table XVI.

Sincereality requiresthatanm  = a�m n,thisinteraction

isofthe form

Fint =
X



P

"

a1j�1j
2 + a2j�2j

2

+ b�1�
�
2 + b

�
�

�
1�2

#

: (149)

Now use invariance under inversion,taking note ofEq.

(120). O ne sees that under inversion �1�
�
2P changes

sign,so the only term swhich survivelead to the result

Fint =
X



rP[j�1j
2 � j�2j

2]: (150)

Aswediscussedin connectionwith Eq.(137)wehavetwo

scenariosdepending on whetherB � jC jin Eq. (136)is

positiveornegative.Ifitispositive,then only oneorder

param eterisnonzeroand wehaveanonzerospontaneous

polarization according to Eq. (150). In thatcase,using

Eq.(120)weseethat[j�1j
2� j�2j

2]iseven underm x and

odd underm y. ForFint to be invariantunderinversion

thereforerequiresthatP beodd underm y and even un-

derm x,soP hastobealongb asisfound.58 In theother

scenario,when B � jC jisnegative,then the right-hand

sideofEq.(150)iszeroand thestateisnotferroelectric.

ForTM O 25weareprobably in theferroelectricscenario.

O uranalysisthereforesuggeststhatthespin structureof

TM O 25 should be given by Eq. (119)with only one of

theorderparam etersnonzero.Itwould beinteresting to

analyzethe di� raction data to testthisassertion.

D . C FO

Again we startwith the fam iliar m agneto-electric in-

teraction

Fint =
X

nm 

A nm �n�
�
m P ; (151)

wherereality im pliesthatA nm  = A �
m n.Sincewehave

I�n = ��
n,we elim inate term s with n = m : we need

two irreps for ferroelectricity. Indeed,the higher tem -

perature phase with a single orderparam eter�1 is not

ferroelectric.9 Thusthem agnetoelectricinteraction m ust

be ofthe form

Fint =
X



�
a�1�

�
2 + a

�
�

�
1�2

�
P : (152)

Inversion sym m etry indicatesthata = � a�,sowewrite

Fint = i
X



r [�1�
�
2 � � �

1�2]P

= 2
X



r�1�2 sin(�2 � �1)P ; (153)

where r is real. Now use Eq. (129) which gives that

�1�
�
2 changes sign under 2x. So for the interaction to

be invariantunder2x (asitm ustbe),P hasto be odd

under 2x. This m eans that P has to be perpendicular

to the x axis. Note that sym m etry does not force P

to lie along the three-fold axis because the orientation

oftheincom m ensuratewavevectorhasbroken thethree-

fold sym m etry.

In theaboveanalysiswedid notm ention thefactthat

theexistenceoftheferroelectricphaserquiresam agnetic

� eld ofabout8-10T oriented alongthethree-fold axis.In

principleoneshould expand thefreeenergy in powersof

H . Then presum ably as a function of H one reaches

a regim e where � rst one incom m ensurate phase orders

and then atalowertem peraturethesecond incom m ensu-

rateorderparam eterappears.Then the phenom enology

ofthe trilinear m agnetoelectric interaction would com e

into play as analyzed above. There is one additional

point which m erits attention. Nam ely,q could assum e

a sym m etry-related value obtained by one ortwo three-

fold rotations about the c axis. In the absence ofany

externalperturbation to break the three-fold sym m etry,

thesystem would spontaneouslybreaksym m etrybyarbi-

trarily selecting oneofthewavevectorsin thestar.How-

ever,itisinterestingtospeculatewhethertheapplication

ofa weak in-plane m agnetic (or electric)� eld would be

enough to enforcetheselection ofoneofthewavevectors

in the star. Ifthis were so,then the transverse com po-

nentofthepolarization (which,however,m ightbesm all)

would be rotated by the application ofsuch a sm allex-

ternal� eld.
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E. H igh M agnetic Field

W e can also say a word or two about what happens

when a m agnetic � eld isapplied.In TM O ,forinstance,

one � nds2 that for applied m agnetic � elds above about

10T in eitherthea orb directions,thelowertem perature

incom m ensurate phase has a spontaneous polarization

along the a axis.K eep in m ind thatwewantto identify

this phase with two irrepsand from the phase diagram

we know that the higher tem perature incom m ensurate

phase is m aintained into this high � eld regim e. So the

highertem peraturephaseisstillthatof�3 atthesehigh

� elds.Referring to TableXIIweseethatto get�m �
�
n to

be odd underm x and even underm z (in orderto geta

polarization along thea axis)wecan only com bineirrep

�1 with theassum ed preexisting �3.Thereforeitisclear

that the m agnetic structure has to change at the sam e

tim e thatdirection ofspontaneouspolarization changes

asafunction ofapplied m agnetic� eld.7,13 Itisalsointer-

esting,in thisconnection to speculate on whathappens

ifthe loweradditionalirrep had been �4 so that�4 and

�3 would coexist.In thatcase�4�
�
3 isodd underboth m x

and m z.Theseconditionsarenotconsistentwith any di-

rection ofpolarization,so in thishypotheticalcase,even

though wehavetwoirrepsand breakinversion sym m etry,

a polarvector(such asthe spontaneouspolarization)is

notallowed.63

ForM W O a m agnetic � eld along the b axisofabout

10T causesthespontaneouspolarization to switch itsdi-

rection from along the b-axisto along the a axis.40 W e

havenophenom enologicalexplanation ofthisbehaviorat

present.Thisbehaviorseem sto im ply thatthewavevec-

torforH > 10T isno longerofthe form q = (qx;
1

2
;qz).

F. D iscussion

W hatisto be learned from the sym m etry analysisof

the m agnetoelectric interactions? Perhapsthe m ostim -

portantpointto keep in m ind is to recognize which re-

sultsare purely a resultofcrystalsym m etry and which

arem odeldependent.Forinstance,aswehaveseen,the

direction ofthe spontaneouspolarization isusually a re-

sultofcrystalsym m etry.So the factthata m icroscopic

theory leadsto theobserved direction ofthepolarization

does not lend credence to one m odelas opposed to an-

other.In a sem iquantitativevein,onecan say thatsym -

m etry alone predicts that near the com bined m agneto-

electric phase transition P willbe approxim ately pro-

portionaltotheorderparam eterraised tothenth power,

where the value ofn isa resultofsym m etry.(n = 1 for

NVO orTM O ,whereasn = 2 forTM O 25).

Italso goeswithoutsaying thatourphenom enological

results are supposed to apply generally,independently

ofwhat m icroscopic m echanism m ight be operative for

the system in question. (A num ber ofsuch m icroscopic

calculations have appeared recently.12,59,60,61,62) There-

fore,wetreatYM O 25 and NVO with thesam em ethod-

ology although these system s are said10 to have di� er-

entm icroscopic m echanism s. A popularphenom enolog-

icaldescription is that given by M ostovoy13 based on

a continuum form ulation. However,this developm ent,

although appealing in its sim plicity,does not correctly

capturethesym m etry ofseveralsystem sbecauseitcom -

pletely ignores the e� ect ofthe di� erent possible sym -

m etrieswithin the m agnetic unitcell.63 Furtherm ore,it

doesnotapply to m ultiferroic system s,such asTM O 25

or YM O 25,in which the plane ofrotation ofthe spins

is perpendicular to the wavevector.11 (The spin-current

m odel12 also does not explain ferroelectricity in these

system s.) In addition,a big advantage ofthe sym m e-

try analysispresented hereconcernssm allperturbations.

W hilethestructureofNVO and TM O ispredom inantly

a spiralin the ferroelectric phase,one can speculate on

whether there are sm all spiral-like com ponents in the

nonferroelectricphase.In otherwords,could sm alltrans-

verse com ponents lead to a sm all(m aybe too sm allfor

currentexperim entsto see)spontaneouspolarization? If

we take into account the sm allm agnetic m om ents in-

duced on the oxygen ions,could these lead to a sm all

spontaneouspolarization in an otherwisenonferroelectric

phase? The answerto these questionsisobviouswithin

a sym m etry analysis like that we have given: these in-

duced e� ects stillare governed by the sym m etry ofthe

phasewhich can only be lowered by a spontaneoussym -

m etry breaking(which weonly expectifwecrossaphase

boundary). Therefore allsuch possible induced e� ects

aretaken into accountby oursym m etry analysis.

Finally,wenote thatthe form ofthe m agneto-electric

interaction � M 2P suggests a m icroscopic m echanism

thathasgeneralvalidity,although itisnotnecessarilythe

dom inant m echanism . This observation stim ulated an

investigation ofthe spin phonon interaction one obtains

by considering the exchangeHam ilton

H =
X

ij��

J��(i;j)S�(i)S�(j) (154)

when J��(i;j) is expanded to linear order in phonon

displacem ents.59 After som e algebra it was shown that

the results for the direction of the induced sponta-

neous polarization (when the spins are ordered appro-

priately)agreeswith the results ofthe sym m etry argu-

m entsused here.In addition a� rst-principlescalculation

ofthephonon m odesled to plausibleguessesasto which

phonon m odesplay the key role in the m agneto-electric

coupling.Butwhateverthe m icroscopicm odel,thephe-

nom enology presented hereshould apply.

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper we have shown in detailhow one can

describethesym m etry ofm agneticand m agneto-electric

phenom ena and have illustrated the technique by dis-

cussing severalexam plesrecently considered in theliter-

ature.
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The principalresultsofthiswork are

� W e discussed a m ethod alternative to the tradi-

tionalone (called representation analysis)forconstruct-

ing allowed spin functions which describe incom m ensu-

ratem agneticordering.In m any casesthistechniquecan

beespecially sim pleand doesnotrequirean understand-

ing ofgroup theory.

� For system s with a center of inversion sym m e-

try, whether the sim ple m ethod m entioned above or

the m ore traditionaltraditionalrepresentation form al-

ism isused,itisessentialto furtherinclude the restric-

tionsim posed by inversion sym m etry,aswe pointed out

previously.3,4,5,6,7

� W e have illustrated this technique by applying it

to system atizethem agneticstructureanalysisofseveral

m ultiferroicsm any ofwhich had notbeen analyzed using

inversion sym m etry.

� By considering severalexam plesofm ultiferroicswe

furtherillustrated the generalapplicability ofthe trilin-

earm agneto-electriccouplingoftheform M (q)M (� q)P ,

whereM (q)isthem agnetization atwavevectorq and P

is the uniform spontaneouspolarization. Usually,when

expressed in term soforderparam eters,thisinteraction

requirestwo activeirreduciblerepresentations.

� For TbM n2O 5 we analyzed the fourth order term s

in the Landau expansion and predictthatthe factthat

thesystem m agnetically ordersinto a ferroelectricphase

indicatesthatthespin stateisdescribed by asingleorder

param eter according to Eq. (119). The analysis ofthe

di� raction data to test this assertion has not yet been

done.

� W ebrie y discussed theim plicationsofsym m etry in

assessing the role ofvariousm odels proposed form ulti-

ferroics.
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A P P EN D IX A :FO R M O F EIG EN V EC T O R

In this appendix we show that the m atrix G ofthe

form ofEq.(83)[and thisincludesasa subcasetheform

ofEq. (80)]has eigenvectors ofthe form given in Eq.

(84).De� ne G0� U � 1G U ,where

U =

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

1 0 0 0 0 0 0

0 1 0 0 0 0 0

0 0 1 0 0 0 0

0 0 0 1=
p
2 i=

p
2 0 0

0 0 0 1=
p
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2 0 0
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2 i=

p
2

0 0 0 0 0 1=
p
2 � i=

p
2

3

7
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7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

:(A1)

W e � nd that
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;(A 2)

where �0 and �00 are the realand im aginary parts,re-

spectively of� and sim ilarly forthe othercom plex vari-

ables.Notethatwehavetransform ed theoriginalm atrix

intoarealsym m etricm atrix.Any eigenvector(which we

denote jRi) of the transform ed m atrix has real-valued

com ponentsand thussatis� esthe equation

U
� 1
G U jRi = �R jRi; (A3)

from which itfollowsthat

[G ]U jRi = �R U jRi; (A4)

so thatany eigenvectorofG isofthe form U jRi,where

allcom ponents ofjRi are real. IfjRi has com ponents

r1;r2;:::r7,then

U jRi = [r1;r2;r3;(r4 + ir5)=
p
2;(r4 � ir5)=

p
2;

(r6 + ir7)=
p
2;(r6 � ir7)=

p
2]; (A5)

which hasthe form asserted.

A P P EN D IX B :IR R EP S FO R T M O 25

In this appendix we give the representation analysis

forTbM n2O 5 forwavevectorsoftheform (1
2
;0;q),where

q hasa nonspecialvalue.The operatorswe considerare

E ,m x,m y and m xm y,as de� ned in Table XIII. Note

thatm 2
y(x;y;z)= (x + 1;y;z),so thatm 2

y = � 1 forthis

wavevector. Thus, the above set offour operators do

notactually form a group. Accordingly we considerthe

double group which follows by introducing � E de� ned

by m 2
y = � E ,(� E )2 = E ,and (� E )O (� E )= O .Since

addition hasnom eaningwithin agroupwedonotdiscuss

additivepropertiessuch as(E )+ (� E )= 0.Then,ifwe

de� ne � O � (� E )O ,we have the charactertable given

in TableXIX.
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Irrep E � m x � m y � m xm y � E

�a 1 1 1 1 1

�b 1 -1 1 -1 1

�c 1 1 -1 -1 1

�d 1 -1 -1 1 1

�2 2 0 0 0 -2

G n 0 0 0 � n

TABLE XIX: Character table for the double group ofthe

wavevector.In the�rstlinewelistthe�veclassesofoperators

forthisgroup. In the lastline we indicate the charactersfor

thegroup G which isinduced by then-dim ensionalreducible

representation in the space ofthe � spin com ponentofspins

in a given W ycko� orbit.

Spin � 1 � 2 Spin � 1 � 2

S(q;1)

r1x

r1y

r1z

r2x

r2y

r2z

S(q;7)

r6x

r6y

r6z

� r6x

� r6y

r6z

S(q;2)

r2x

r2y

� r2z

r1x

r1y

� r1z

S(q;8)

r6x

� r6y

� r6z

r6x

� r6y

r6z

S(q;3)

r1x

� r1y

� r1z

� r2x

r2y

r2z

S(q;9)

r3x

r3y

r3z

r4x

r4y

r4z

S(q;4)

r2x

� r2y

r2z

� r1x

r1y

� r1z

S(q;10)

r4x

r4y

� r4z

r3x

r3y

� r3z

S(q;5)

r5x

r5y

r5z

� r5x

� r5y

r5z

S(q;11)

r3x

� r3y

� r3z

� r4x

r4y

r4z

S(q;6)

r5x

� r5y

� r5z

r5x

� r5y

r5z

S(q;12)

r4x

� r4y

r4z

� r3x

r3y

� r3z

TABLE XX: Spin functions (i. e. unit cellFourier coe�-

cients)determ ined by standard representation analysiswith-

outinvoking sym m etry operationsthatrelateq and � q.The

second and third colum nsgivethefunctionswhich transform

according to the �rst and second colum n ofthe two dim en-

sionalirrep.These coe�cientsare allcom plex param eters.

The M n4+ W ycko� orbits contain two atom s and all

the other orbits contain four atom s. In either case we

m ayconsiderseparatelyan orbitand asinglecom ponent,

x,y,or z ofspin. So the corresponding spin functions

form a basis set ofn vectors,where n = 2 for the sin-

gle spin com ponentsofM n4+ and n = 4,otherwise. In

each case,the operationsinvolving m x and/orm y inter-

change sites and therefore have zero diagonalelem ents.

Theircharacter,which istheirtracewithin thisspaceof

n vectors is therefore zero. O n the other hand E and

� E give diagonalelem ents of+ 1 and � 1,respectively.

So theircharacter(ortrace)is� n and we have the last

line ofthe table forthisreduciblerepresentation G .

In thischaractertablewealso list(in thelastline)the

charactersoftheseoperationswithin the vectorspaceof

wavefunctionsofa given spin com ponentovera W ycko�

orbitofn sites. Com paring thislastline ofthe table to

thecharacteroftheirrepsweseethatG containsonlythe

irrep �2 and itcontainsthisirrep n=2 tim es.Thism eans

that for the system of three spin com ponents over 12

sites,wehave36com plex com ponentsand thesefunction

generatea reduciblerepresentation which contains�2 18

tim es. Ifthere were no other sym m etries to consider,

this resultwould im ply thatto determ ine the structure

onewould haveto � x the18 com plex-valued param eters.

The two dim ensionalrepresentation can be realized by

Eq.(121).Thebasisvectorswhich transform asthe� rst

and second colum ns,respectively ofthetwo dim ensional

representation aregiven in TableXX.O necan check the

entriesofthistableby verifyingthatthee� ectofmx and

m y on thevectorsofthistablearein conform ity with Eq.

(121).

However,after taking account ofinversion sym m etry

wehaveonly 18 real-valued structuralparam etersofTa-

ble XVIto determ ine.
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