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We report our combined experimental and theoretical study of magnetoelectric properties of an
antiferromagnet Sr(TiO)Cus(PO4)4, in comparison with the isostructurals Ba(TiO)Cus(PO4)4 and
Pb(TiO)Cus(POy4)4. The family of compounds commonly possesses a low-symmetric magnetic unit
called the square cupola, which is a source of magnetoelectric responses associated with the magnetic
multipoles activated under simultaneous breaking of spatial inversion and time reversal symmetries.
Measuring the full magnetization curves and the magnetic-field profiles of dielectric constant for
Sr(TiO)Cus(PO4)s and comparing them with the theoretical analyses by the cluster mean-field
theory, we find that the effective S = 1/2 spin model, which was used for the previous studies
for Ba(TiO)Cus(PO4)s and Pb(TiO)Cus(PO4)4, well explains the experimental results by tuning
the model parameters. Furthermore, elaborating the phase diagram of the model, we find that the
square cupolas could host a variety of magnetic multipoles, i.e., monopole, toroidal moment, and
quadrupole tensor, depending on the parameters that could be modulated by deformations of the
magnetic square cupolas. Our results not only provide a microscopic understanding of the series of
the square cupola compounds, but also stimulate further exploration of the magnetoelectric behavior

arising from cluster multipoles harboring in low-symmetric magnetic units.

I. INTRODUCTION

The magnetoelectric (ME) effect is a cross correlation
between magnetic and electric properties of matters, and
enables us to control the electric (magnetic) polarization
by the magnetic (electric) field. The ME effect in a solid
was firstly conjectured for CryO3 by Dzyaloshinskii in
1959 [1], and indeed observed by Astrov in 1960 [2]. It
has attracted renewed interest since the discovery of a
huge ME effect in ThMnOj3 in 2003 [3]. Materials host-
ing such a huge ME response have been extensively stud-
ied as they are potentially useful for future power-saving
devices functioning without electric currents [4].

The necessary condition for linear ME effects (ME re-
sponses proportional to the applied magnetic and electric
fields) is the absence of both spatial inversion and time re-
versal symmetries. This condition is satisfied in magnet-
ically ordered states on noncentrosymmetric structures.
Among them particularly interesting are the systems in-
volving noncentrosymmetric clusters made of magnetic
ions, such as magnetic trimers. In such systems, the lin-
ear ME effect is explained by magnetic multipoles defined
on each cluster [5Hg]. In the cluster multipole description,
a spin texture on a cluster is decomposed into the mag-
netic monopole, toroidal moment, and quadrupole ten-
sor, all of which are odd under the operations of spatial
inversion and time reversal. Each multipole is associated
with a particular ME tensor, and hence, the decompo-
sition provides systematic understanding of the ME re-
sponses in these cluster systems.

Recently, single crystals of a series of ME active in-
sulating antiferromagnets, A(TiO)Cus(POy4)s (ATCPO,
A = Ba, Sr, and Pb), have been synthesized [9], [10].
These compounds are composed of magnetic clusters
CuyO12 resembling the square cupola that is the fourth
Johnson solid [II]. Each square cupola accommodates
four S = 1/2 spin degrees of freedom from Cu?* cations.
The family of compounds has a quasi-two-dimensional
lattice structure composed of a periodic array of the
square cupolas. More precisely, as schematically shown
in Fig. [I} upward («) and downward () square cupolas
are alternately arranged in each layer. In the absence
of an external magnetic field, these compounds exhibit
a finite-temperature (7') phase transition to an antifer-
romagnetically ordered phase where each square cupola
hosts a ¢,2_,2 quadrupole type spin texture [12] (the
Néel temperature is Ty ~ 9.5 K, 7.0 K, and 6.3 K for
A = Ba, Pb, and Sr, respectively). This leads to ME re-
sponses, such as a dielectric anomaly at Ty in BaTCPO
and SrTCPO [I0] 13] and a magnetic-field-induced net
electric polarization in PbTCPO [10]. The difference
originates from the way of layer stacking: the magnetic
layers are stacked in a staggered manner in the Ba and Sr
cases (layered antiferroic order of the g,2_,2 quadrupole),
while in a uniform manner in the Pb case (ferroic or-
der of the g,2_,» quadrupole). These ME behaviors
are understood in terms of the cluster multipoles of the
quadrupole type. The theoretical analyses based on a mi-
croscopic model were also reported for BaTCPO [I4] and
PbTCPO [15]. For both compounds, the cluster mean-
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FIG. 1. Schematic pictures of the lattice structure of

A(TiO)Cus(PO4)s (ATCPO, A =Ba, Sr, and Pb), which in-
cludes pairs of upward («) and downward () square cupolas
composed of CusO12. (a) Three-dimensional view including
16 Cu sites considered in the CMF analysis (numbered from 0
to 15). The spheres and black dots represent Cu cations and
O ions, respectively. The solid blue and green lines represent
the intracupola couplings J; and J2, respectively, while the
dashed red and dotted gray lines are the intercupola couplings
J’ and J”, respectively. The yellow arrows on the J; bonds
represent the DM vectors D;;; each D;; is perpendicular to
the bond connecting the Cu sites ¢ and j with the angle 6
from the [001] axis. (b) Top view showing the Cu sites and
the intralayer magnetic interactions.

field (CMF) theory for an effective quantum spin model
successfully explains the ME behaviors as well as the full
magnetization curves [14, [I5]. More recently, the mag-
netic property of STTCPO has been investigated using
polycrystalline samples [I6]. However, the detailed anal-
ysis for a single crystal as well as the microscopic theory
for ST'TCPO has been lacked thus far.

In this paper, we investigate the ME behavior of
SrTCPO by a combined experimental and theoretical
analysis. First, by experimentally measuring the magne-
tization curves up to full saturation for a single crystal,
we identify several anomalies depending on the field di-
rection. Then, we compare the experimental data with
the theoretical results obtained by the CMF theory for
the effective spin model, following the previous studies
for BaTCPO and PbTCPO. We find that the theory

successfully reproduces the experiment for STTCPO as
well, by tuning the model parameters. Next, by using
the same parameter set, we evaluate the dielectric con-
stant as well as antiferromagnetic order parameters and
electric polarizations, by which we elucidate the mag-
netic phase diagram at finite 7. We show that the the-
oretical results again well agree with the experimental
data of the dielectric constant measured up to 18 T.
Thus, we conclude that our effective spin model cap-
tures the essential physics in the series of compounds for
A=Ba, Pb, and Sr. In addition, we extend the theoretical
analysis by interpolating the model parameters between
the Sr and Ba cases and by changing the angle of the
Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) vectors for the Sr parame-
ter set. Although the former analysis simply connects
the magnetic phases between the two compounds with-
out any additional phases, the latter brings us a variety
of magnetic phases, which accommodate different types
of cluster multipoles: monopole, toroidal moment, and
quadrupole. We show theoretical predictions of the ME
responses in these phases, based on the cluster multipole
decomposition. The results would stimulate further ex-
ploration of the ME effects in the family of square cupola
compounds.

The structure of this paper is as follows. In Sec. [[I]
we describe the experimental and theoretical methods.
The results are presented in Sec. [T} In Sec. [[ITA] we
show the experimental data of the magnetization curves,
and determine the parameter set for the effective model
from the comparison with the theoretical results. We
demonstrate that the effective model well reproduces the
experimental data for the ME behaviors in Sec. [Tl B]and
the finite-T" phase diagram in Sec. [[ILC| Further theoret-
ical analyses for antiferromagnetic order parameters and
electric polarizations are shown in Sec.[[ITD] In Sec.[[ITE]
extending the theory to a wider parameter space, we find
several additional phases. In Sec.[[ITF] we show that the
distinct ME responses in these phases are explained by
considering cluster multipoles. Finally, Sec.[[V]is devoted
to summary and concluding remarks. In Appendices, we
show the additional theoretical results of the typical spin
configurations for several phases not reported in the pre-
vious study [14] and the phase diagram for BaTCPO with
the magnetic field B || [110] for a complete comparison
with SrTCPO.

II. METHODS

In this section, we describe the experimental meth-
ods for the measurements of magnetization and dielec-
tric constant. We also introduce the theoretical model
and method for analyzing the microscopic property of
the antiferromagnetic square cupola systems, ATCPO.



A. Experimental method

Single crystals of Sr'TCPO were grown by the flux
method as described previously [9]. Powder X-ray
diffraction (XRD) measurements on crushed single crys-
tals confirmed a single phase. The crystal orientation was
determined by the Laue X-ray method. A superconduct-
ing magnet system up to 18 T and down to 1.6 K at the
Tohoku University was used for measurements of dielec-
tric properties. For dielectric measurements, single crys-
tals were cut into thin plates and subsequently electrodes
were formed by painting silver pastes on a pair of the
widest surfaces. The dielectric constant € was measured
using an LC R meter (Agilent E4980) at an excitation fre-
quency of 100 kHz. Pyroelectric current was measured by
an electrometer (Keithley 6517) to monitor electric polar-
ization. High-field magnetization in magnetic fields up to
45 T was measured at 1.4 K using an induction method
with a multilayer pulsed magnet installed at the Inter-
national MegaGauss Science Laboratory of Institute for
Solid State Physics at The University of Tokyo. Multi-
frequency electron spin resonance (ESR) measurements
(600-1400 GHz) in pulsed magnetic fields were performed
at the Center for Advanced High Magnetic Field Science
in Osaka University to obtain the g-values for the field
directions along [100], [110] and [001]. The g-values were
found to be isotropic within the experimental accuracy:
g = 2.30(5) for all the three field directions.

B. Model and theoretical method

We consider an effective model for the S = 1/2
spin degrees of freedom of Cu?* cations, which was
first introduced for BaTCPO [I4] and later applied to
PbTCPO [15]. The model includes four dominant anti-
ferromagnetic exchange interactions, Ji, Js, J', and J”,
where J; and Jo are intracupola exchange interactions,
and J' and J" are intralayer and interlayer interactions
between the cupolas, respectively (Fig. [1). In addition,
we take into account the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya (DM) in-
teraction originating from the relativistic spin-orbit cou-
pling on the J; bonds as well as the Zeeman coupling to
an external magnetic field. The Hamiltonian reads

H:Z[Jlsi'Sj—Dij'SiXSj]+J2 Z SZSJ
(i,5) ((4,9))

>
((#,9))
where S; = (S7,S7,S7) represents the S = 1/2 spin
at site 4, and the sums for (i,7), ((i,5)), (4,7), and
((7,4)) run over the Jy, Jo, J', and J” bonds, respec-
tively. The last term represents the Zeeman coupling
with the isotropic g-factor g and the Bohr magneton ug.
The DM interaction is characterized by the DM vector
D;;. For simplicity, we assume that the CusO12 magnetic
units have the same symmetry with the perfect square

—|—J/ZSZ"S]‘—|-JN Si-Sj—guBZB'Sn (1)
(i:4) ‘

cupola, Cy4,. Then, referring the Moriya rules [I7], we
set D;; in the plain perpendicular to the corresponding
J1 bond with a common angle 6;; = 6 from the [001]
axis, and a common strength D = |D;;| [the yellow ar-
rows in Fig.[I[a)]. Note that some features are omitted in
the present model, such as the chiral twist of the square
cupolas and anisotropic exchange interactions other than
the DM.

In the previous analysis for BaTCPO, the effective
model in Eq. successfully reproduces the entire mag-
netization curves up to above the saturation field and the
dielectric anomaly observed at the Néel temperature in
the low magnetic field regime with the parameter set [14]:

Ji=1, J,=1/6, J =1/2, J" =1/100,
D =0.7, and 6 = 80°, (2)

on the basis of an estimate of J; = 3.03 meV by first-
principles calculations [I3]. Furthermore, by switch-
ing the sign of J” from antiferromagnetic to ferromag-
netic with slight changes of other parameters, this model
is capable of reproducing the uniform manner of layer
stacking with the net electric polarization appearing in
PbTCPO when B || [110] [I5]. In particular, the unusual
sign change of the polarization observed in the high field
regime is explained by the model analysis. Through the
analyses of BaTCPO [I4] and PbTCPO [10,[15], the main
origin of the ME effects is identified as the nonrelativistic
exchange striction mechanism [I8§].

In the present analysis, we optimize the model parame-
ters to reproduce the experimental magnetization curves
measured for STTCPO, as discussed in Sec. [[ITA] In the
calculations, following the previous analyses [14} [15], we
employ the CMF method, which is suitable for cluster-
based magnetic insulators. In the CMF method, the
weak intercupola interactions (J' and J” terms) are
dealt with by the conventional mean-field approximation,
namely, S; - S; is decoupled as S; - S; ~ (S;) - S; + S, -
(S;) — (Si) - (S;), where (S;) is the expectation value of
the spin operator S;. On the other hand, the intracupola
interactions are dealt with by the exact diagonalization,
and therefore, quantum fluctuations in each cupola are
fully taken into account. In this paper, we consider four
square cupolas allocated as shown in Fig. [[a) in the
CMF method, namely we consider 16 sublattices.

III. RESULTS

In this section, the results of experiments and theoret-
ical calculations are shown. In Sec. [[ITA] we show the
experimental data of the full magnetization curves for
three different directions of magnetic fields for StTCPO,
and determine the optimal parameter set of the theoreti-
cal model to reproduce the experimental results. We
demonstrate the validity of the model for the dielectric
constant and the phase diagram in Secs. [[IIB] and [[TTC]
respectively. In Sec. [[ITD] we show the detailed analy-
sis of the antiferromagnetic order parameters and electric



polarizations in each phase. In Sec. [ITE| we show the
ground-state phase diagrams of the theoretical model in
an extended parameter space: an interpolation between
SrTCPO and BaTCPO, and a change of the DM angle 6
for the Sr parameter set, for the latter of which we find
additional phases. Finally, in Sec. [[ITF] we investigate
the ME responses for all the phases appearing in this pa-
per by the cluster multipole decomposition of the spin
configuration of each phase.

A. DMagnetization curves and model setup
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FIG. 2. (a,c) Magnetization curves and (b,d) their field
derivatives: (a,b) experimental data for S'TCPO at T=1.4 K
and (c,d) CMF results for the spin model in the ground
state with the model parameters, J1=0.6, Jo=1/6, J'=1/2,
J"=1/100, D=0.7, and 6=90°.

Figure a) shows the experimental results of full mag-
netization curves at 7' = 1.4 K < Ty for the magnetic
field applied along the [001], [100], and [110] directions.
In the low field region (B = |B| < 5 T), the slope of
the magnetization M is smaller for the out-of-plane field
(B || [001]) than for in-plane fields (B || [100] and [110]),
similarly to BaTCPO [14] or PbTCPO [I5]. In the higher
field region, we find a jump-like anomaly in M with a
small hysteresis for all the B directions. The critical
fields, defined as a central value of B for each hysteresis,

are BI'% ~ 135 T, B ~ 15.0 T, and B ~ 274 T
for B || [100], [110], and [001], respectively. These anoma-
lies are more clearly seen in the field derivative dM/dB
in Fig. b). Above B ~ 40 T, the magnetization for all
the B directions shows a saturation at ~1.15 up/Cu®".
The saturation-magnetization values are corrected by the
g-values determined by the ESR. We note that dM/dB
shows a hump at B ~ 35 T only for B || [110] as shown
in Fig. 2b).

A significant difference between the magnetization
curves of ST'TCPO and those of BaTCPO and PbTCPO

is found in the relative magnitude of B¢ " and BEOO],

4

namely, B£°0” > BEOO] for ST'TCPO while BLOOH < BEOO}
for BaTCPO and PbTCPO. Furthermore, the ratio of the

critical field to the saturation field, b[0001] = B£001]/B[001]

sat

is much larger: b[cOOl] ~ 0.75 for STTCPO while b[com] ~

0.2 for BaTCPO [14] and b"°") ~ 0.3 for PbTCPO [15].
We find that these aspects are reproduced simply by tak-
ing a smaller J; as J; < 0.6, while keeping the other
parameters as those for BaTCPO in Eq. . We note
that the smaller J; is also reasonable to reproduce the
smaller saturation fields ~ 40 T compared to ~ 60 T
in BaTCPO [14]. At the same time, however, we find
that the parameter change leads to an additional phase
transition not observed in experiments in the higher field
regime for B || [110]. This is remedied by a slight increase
of 8. Consequently, we obtain the optimal parameter set
for S'TCPO by adjusting only J; and 6 as

Ji =06 and 6 = 90°, (3)

from Eq. for BaTCPO.

The main difference of the model parameters be-
tween S'TCPO and BaTCPO is in the magnitude of the
nearest-neighbor exchange interaction Jy; J; for S'TCPO
is taken as 60% of that for BaTCPO. The parameter
change is consistent with the fact that both the satura-
tion field and the Curie Weiss temperature of ST TCPO
are approximately 2/3 of those of BaTCPO in experi-
ments [I0]. We note that J; was estimated to be ~ 3 meV
commonly for the Sr and Ba cases in the first-principles
calculations [10, 3], but the values cannot explain the
experimental observations within the model analysis.

In Figs. [2|(c) and 2{d), we show the theoretical results
for the magnetization curves and their field derivatives
at zero T, respectively. The entire magnetization curves
are well reproduced by the optimal parameter set, in

the following aspects: (i) BSES” < Bs[iio] < BSES‘”, (ii)
B o B IO (4ii) bl . 0.75, (iv) the field
derivative for out-of-plane field (B || [001]) lower than
that for in-plane field (B || [100] or [110]) in the low field
regime, and (v) a hump near the saturation in the field

derivative for B || [110].

B. Dielectric anomaly

Since the maximum field of 18 T available in the
present dielectric measurements cannot access the critical
field for B || [001], we performed the dielectric measure-
ments only in B || [100] and B || [110]. Figures Bfa) and
b) show the experimental data of the dielectric constant
at low T measured for S'TCPO in B || E || [100], and
B || [110] and E || [001] up to B = 18 T, respectively (E is
the electric field). The dielectric constant exhibits sharp
anomalies at the magnetic fields where the magnetization
changes discontinuously. Note that the pyroelectric cur-
rent measurement does not detect any signal indicative of
an onset of a macroscopic electric polarization associated
with these dielectric anomalies.
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FIG. 3. Magnetic field dependence of the dielectric constant
at low T obtained in (a,b) experiments for S'TCPO and (c,d)
theoretical calculations for the model . The magnetic and
electric fields are taken as (a,c) B || E | [100] and (b,d)
B || [110] and E || [001]. The parameter set for ST TCPO
(see the caption of Fig. [2) and AE = 0.0025 [see Eq. ()] are
used in (c,d).

For comparison, in Figs. Bfc) and [3(d), we show the
corresponding theoretical results computed by the CMF
method with the parameter set for S'TCPO (see the cap-
tion of Fig. . Note that the experimental data are lim-
ited to the field range below 18 T, which roughly cor-
responds to gupB < 1.5 in the theoretical results. In
the CMF method, introducing an electric field term to
the Hamiltonian as H — E - P, the dielectric constant is
evaluated as

abe] _ (P - m)B=npn — (P -n)m=0
: AL ’ @

with a sufficiently small AE where n is the normal-
ized vector directing [abc]. Following the previous stud-
ies [I4l [15], we consider the electric polarization induced
by the exchange striction mechanism [I8]: the net electric
polarization is defined as

P:Znij<si'sj>7 (5)
(4:4)

where n;; is the normalized vector from the center of the
i7 bond to an O site shared by the CuO4 squares for the
Cu sites ¢ and j [T4]. We note that elabel in Eq. repre-
sents not the entire but major contribution to the dielec-
tric constant from the spin texture through the exchange
striction mechanism in an arbitrary unit. The theoretical
curves for gugB < 1.5 qualitatively well reproduce the
experimental results, not only the sharp anomalies but
also the asymmetric shapes of the peaks. In addition,
they also reproduce further details of the data: the de-
crease (increase) while increasing B after the peaks for
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FIG. 4. T dependence of the dielectric constant obtained in
(a—d) experiments for S'TCPO and (e-h) theoretical calcu-
lations for the model , for various magnetic field strength:
(a,b,e,f) B || E || [100] and (c,d,g,h) B || [110] and E || [001].
(b,d,f,h) are the results close to the critical fields. The same
parameters as in Fig. [3| are used in the theory.

B || [100] ([110]), and the reduction and shift of the peak
while increasing T for B || [110].

Figures [d(a-d) show the experimental data for the T
dependence of the dielectric constant for different mag-
netic fields, and Figs. e—h) are the corresponding theo-
retical results. Again, the theoretical curves well repro-
duce the experimental results; for instance, in comparison
of Figs. [ffa,b) and []e,f) for B || E || [100], the increase
of the dielectric anomaly while increasing B toward the

critical field BEOO] ~ 13.5 T in the low field regime, and
the nondivergent cusplike feature for higher fields. In
the same way, Figs. [f{c,d) and [#(g,h) for B || [110] and
E || [001] show good correspondence between the exper-
imental measurements and the theoretical calculations;
the increase of the dielectric anomaly in the low field

regime, and the sharper anomaly for higher fields.



C. Finite-temperature phase diagram
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FIG. 5.  Finite-T phase diagrams obtained in experiment

for the magnetic field (a) B || [100] and (b) B || [110]. The
phase boundaries £(T") and e(B) are determined by the peak
positions of the dielectric constant while changing 7" and B ,
respectively.

We summarize the experimental phase diagrams in
Fig. |5| by plotting the peak positions of the dielectric
constant. For both cases with B || [100] and B || [110],
the critical temperatures separating the high-T" param-
agnet and the low-T" ordered phase are reduced by in-
creasing the magnetic field in the low field region. The

system exhibits a phase transition at BEOO] ~ 13.5 T and

BE“” ~ 15 T at low 7', and the critical fields slightly in-
crease while raising T'. The critical temperatures of the
high field phase to the paramagnetic state show a small
increase in the narrow field region of the measurement.

We show the finite-T' phase diagram obtained by the
CMF method in Fig.[6] Figures[6{b) and[{c) correspond
to the experimental results in Fig. [}] We find that the
phase diagrams for B || [100] and B || [110] are simi-
lar to each other; we call the low-field ordered phase Z
(Z’) and the high field one Y (Y?) for B || [100] ([110]).
The results indicate that our theory well reproduces the
experimental results in Fig. bl except for the small en-
hancement of the critical temperature in the high field
phase. This discrepancy might be reconciled by taking
into account the fluctuation effect beyond the CMF ap-
proximation which may play an important role in the
phase competing region. Based on the good agreement
between the experiment and theory, we identify the low
field phases in experiments as Z and Z’ and the high field
phases as Y and Y’. We will discuss the order parameters
and electric polarizations in these phases in Sec. [[ITTD]

In addition, we also show the phase diagram for B ||
[001] in Fig. @(a), in which the high-field phases (II
and III) are not accessible in the present dielectric ex-
periments. The phase diagram is similar to that for
BaTCPO [I4]: the stabilized phases are common, in-
cluding the hidden phase III. We note that the phase
diagrams in Figs. [6[b) and [6](c) are also similar to those
for BaTCPO (see Ref. [14] for B || [100] and Appendix [B]
for B || [110]).

D. Order parameters and electric polarizations

Based on the similarity of the phase diagrams, here
we analyze the theoretical results for STTCPO by the

antiferromagnetic order parameters used in the study of
BaTCPO [14]:

1
Nspin

> (=1 pe(Se), (6)
4

MAfp =

where py = +1(—1) for the upper (lower) layer in
Fig. a), and Ngpin is the number of spins. Figures a—
¢) show the magnetic field dependence of mar at zero T
for the three different field directions [19]. While only the
z component of the order parameter is nonzero (miy # 0
and m ¢ = 0) for the low field phase including B = 0, the
orientation of map changes to the perpendicular direc-
tion to the z axis through a first-order phase transition
with the magnetization jump: |m%p| = |m4p| # 0 for
B || [001], m4p # 0 for B || [100], and m[Aléo] # 0 for
B || [110]. map vanishes continuously at the saturation
field for all the directions.

Figures m(d—f) show the field dependence of the stag-
gered component of the electric polarization, Pap, com-
puted based on the exchange striction mechanism [I8].
In the present system, a ferroelectric polarization can
appear in each layer, but the direction is antiparallel be-
tween the neighboring layers, resulting in the vanishing
net polarization. Thus, we define the interlayer-staggered
component as [20]

Par =Y pimn;(Si-S;). (7)
(i.3)
Par behaves differently for three field directions:
|P{p| = [P{p| # 0 in the phase II for B || [001], P{p # 0
in Z for B || [100], and P{2% # 0 in 2’ and PV = 0
in Y’ for B || [110]. Note that P}fg” changes its sign in
the phase Y’. Similar behavior was found in PbTCPO as
a sign change of the net electric polarization parallel to
[001] [I5].
The results for mar and Pap are summarized in Ta-
ble[} The table includes other phases found in Sec. [[ITE|
by changing the model parameters.

E. Ground-state phase diagram in an extended
parameter space

Thus far, we have discussed the model in Eq. with
the parameter set for STTCPO. In this section, we extend
the parameter space and try to find other interesting ME
behaviors for future material investigation.

First, considering a solid solution of the Sr and Ba
compounds, we study the interpolation between the pa-
rameter sets for S’ TCPO and BaTCPO. Figure [§] shows
the ground-state phase diagrams computed by chang-
ing the parameters continuously between SrTCPO and
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FIG. 7. B dependence of (a-c) the antiferromagnetic order

parameter mar [Eq. (6)] and (d-f) the interlayer-staggered
component of the electric polarization, Par [Eq. @], for (a,d)
B || [001], (b,e) B || [100], and (c,f) B || [110].

BaTCPO. For simplicity, here we interpolate J; and 6
linearly between (J1,0) = (0.6,90°) for SrTCPO and
(J1,0) = (1,80°) for BaTCPO. For all the three field di-
rections, the phase diagrams change continuously, with-
out any additional phases. The experimentally-observed
jumps in the magnetization curves of ST'TCPO in Fig.
are identified as the ME transitions between I and II
for B || [001], between Z and Y for B || [100], and be-
tween Z’ and Y’ for B | [110] as those of BaTCPO.
(See Appendix [B| for the phase diagrams for BaTCPO
with B || [110]. The phase diagrams for the other field
directions are in Ref. [I4].) Thus, although the phase
boundary between I and II in Fig. a) shows a rapid
and reentrant change for slight doping of Ba, our results

mar Par P notes
I [001] - ]
I [110]/[110] [110]/[110] - mar L Par
B [001] III  [100]/[010] [100]/[010] - maF || Par
v - - [001] P | B
\Y - - -
Z [001] (1000 - mar L Par
Y 010] - -
B [100] M - - [1o0] P | B
T - - [ab0] P® # PV
S [001] [abO] - Plp # Py
A [001] [110] - mar L Pap
B [110] Y’ [110] [001] - mar 1L Par
M’ - - 110, P | B
B=0 (0>0.,) [001] - ;
B=0 (0<6.) - - -

TABLE I. Direction of the antiferromagnetic order parame-
ter mar [Eq. @], the interlayer-staggered component of the
electric polarization, Par [Eq. @], and the net electric po-
larization P [Eq. ] in each phase. The symbol “-” indicates
that the order parameter vanishes. 6. is the critical angle at
B =0: 6. =12.5£0.05° (see the text for details).

imply no qualitatively new ME phase for a solid solution
(Sr,Ba)TCPO.

Next, we study the ground-state phase diagram by
changing only the DM angle 6 for the parameter set for
Sr'TCPO. Such a change may be possible by a defor-
mation of square cupolas, e.g., by an external pressure
and chemical substitutions. Figure [0] shows the results
as functions of # and the magnetic field B. In addition
to the phases appearing in the previous sections (I, II,
III, Z, Y, Z’, and Y’), we find additional phases IV, V,
M, T, S, and M’ in the small 6 region.

When B = 0, the system exhibits a phase transition at
the critical angle 8. = 12.5+0.05° between the spin con-
figuration of monopole type for § < 6. [Fig.[10(a)] and of



a te ty t. Quy Qza Qyy remarks
I * - - - -
II * v v - * * * [tz] = |ty| in a layer
B || [001] III * v /- -/ - - * * Either t; or t, is nonzero.
1Y ° - - - - © © Qea = Qyy
A% * - - v /o - * * t. depends on the layer stacking; ¢z = qyy
Z v - * - - v v Guw ™~ —Qyy in a layer [21]
Y - v * - - - -
B | [100] M o - * - - o o
T ° * * o o o o |gzy| < |al, |21, |goe|, and |gyy|
S v * * v v v v |gzy| < lal,|tz], |gz<|, and |gyy| in a layer
VA - * * v - v v Qzz = —Qyy
B [110] Y’ - v v - - - - t, = —ty (] [110])
M’ o - * - o o o Gz = Qyy
B=0 (0>06.)| - - - - - v v Gzz = —Qyy in a layer
B=0 (0<0.)| o - - - - Qe = Qyy

TABLE II. Cluster multipole decomposition of the spin configurations in each square cupola into the monopole a, toroidal
moment t, and quadrupole tensor g,.. See Eqgs. @—. The symbol o means that the net value for the four cupolas in the
unit cell is nonzero in the CMF solutions; the symbol v means that the value for each layer is nonzero, but the net value
vanishes because of the cancellation between the layers; the symbol * means that the value for each square cupola is nonzero,
but that of each layer vanishes because of the cancellation; the symbol “-” means that the value for each square cupola is zero.
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FIG. 8. Ground-state (T = 0) phase diagrams for

the parameter sets linearly interpolated between (Ji,0) =
(0.6,90°) for Sr(TiO)Cus(POs4)s and (J1,0) = (1,80°) for
Ba(TiO)Cus(POy4)s. The other model parameters are fixed
at Jo =1/6, J' =1/2, J” = 1/100, and D = 0.7. The mag-
netic field direction is (a) B || [001], (b) B || [100], and (c)
B || [110].

¢z2—,2 quadrupole type for § > 6. [Fig. b)] [13} [14]
(see also Appendix |A)). This transition occurs mainly
because of the energy competition between the DM in-
teraction and the J; exchange interaction, as shown in
Fig. ¢); the former energy increases while the latter
decreases for § > 6.. We note that the Jy exchange
interaction also contributes to the stabilization of the
monopole-type spin configuration. The competition is
also understood from the spin configurations shown in

Figs. [I0(a) and [L0{b). For 6 < 6., (S;) x (S;) is almost

parallel to D;;, which is preferable for the DM energy,
while the neighboring spin pairs are almost perpendicu-
lar to each other, which is unfavorable for the J; energy.
They are vice versa for 6 > 6.

Figure [0fa) shows the phase diagram for B | [001].
When turning on the magnetic field, the monopole
(¢z2—y2 quadrupole) type spin configuration continuously
develops into that of the phase IV (I) for § < 6. (6 > 6,.).
While increasing B, the phase IV is extended to the larger
0 region, and instead the phase I is narrowed. With a fur-
ther increase of B, the phase IV turns into the phase V,
while the phase I turns into the phase II before saturation
in the region of 8 < 110°. The typical spin configurations
are shown in Appendix [A] and Supplemental Material for
Ref. [14].

Figures [0)(b) and [0fc) show the phase diagrams for
B || [100] and B || [110], respectively. Similar to the case
of B || [001], by introducing the magnetic field B || [100]
and B || [110], the monopole (g 2_,2 quadrupole) type
spin configuration appears in the phase M (Z) and phase
M’ (Z’) for 0 < 6. (8 > 0.), respectively. However, the
phases M and M’ shrink as B increases, in contrast to
the case of B || [001]. For B || [110], the phase M’ di-
rectly turns into the phase Z’, whereas for B || [100],
intermediate phases S and T are found before entering
to the phase Z. The typical spin configurations for these
additional phases are shown in Appendix [A] In the inter-
mediate 6 region, the phase Z (Z’) turns into the phase
Y (Y’) before saturation.

We summarize in Table [[] the antiferromagnetic or-
der parameter mapr and the interlayer-staggered compo-
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type at 0 = 8° < 6. and (b) g,2_,2 quadrupole type at 6 =
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and the gray arrows on the bonds represent (S;) x (S;). (c)
Contributions to the energy density from the Ji, J2, and DM
interaction terms.

nent of the electric polarization, P sr, for the additional
phases IV, V, M, T, S, and M’ found in the small 6 region
in Fig. [0l We also show the net electric polarization P
[Eq. (5)] in the table.

For 8 < 6. at B = 0, may is zero. Accordingly, mayp
remains zero in the phases IV, M, and M’, where the
spin configurations are continuously deformed from that
for B = 0 (see also Appendix [A]). Although the spin
configurations drastically change through the transitions
from IV to V and from M to T, mar remains zero in
both phases V and T. On the other hand, map # 0 in the
phase S because of the antiferromagnetic layer stacking in
contrast to the ferromagnetic one in the phase T. In the
phase V, within the numerical accuracy, the interlayer
spins are uncorrelated in spite of the finite J”: the states
with ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic layer stackings
are energetically degenerate in the phase V. We note that
the spin configuration in the phase V is of toroidal type
in terms of the cluster multipole decomposition discussed
in Sec. [[ITE1

For the electric property, remarkably, the net polariza-
tion P || B becomes nonzero in the phases IV, M, and
M’. As we will discuss in Sec. this behavior origi-

nates from the monopole type spin configuration. In the
phase T, PY (perpendicular component to B) becomes
nonzero in addition to P* because the spin configuration
is regarded as a superposition of a toroidal type and a
monopole type spin configuration with the uniform man-
ner of the layer stacking. Meanwhile, in the phase S,
Parp L [001] becomes nonzero because of the antifer-
romagnetic layer stacking of a similar mixed type spin
configuration.

F. Cluster multipole decomposition

The ME behaviors in different phases found in the pre-
vious sections can be understood in terms of multipoles.
In the present system, the multipoles are defined in a
cluster form for a square cupola. For the cluster multi-
pole description, we define a 3 x 3 tensor by using the
spin configuration in a square cupola as

Mij =
4

S7, (8)

where i, j takes x, y, or z; Ty is the relative coordinate of
site ¢ from the center of the square cupola, and the sum
is taken for the four sites in the square cupola. Then,
the tensor M;; can be decomposed into the cluster mul-
tipoles, i.e., the pseudoscalar monopole a, the toroidal
moment vector t = (¢,,t,,t,), and the quadrupole ten-
sor ¢;;, which are defined as

1

a=z ;Mu‘, (9)
1

tk = 5 ;6ijkMij7 (10)

1
% =5 (Mij + Mji —



respectively [6], where 0;; and €;;, represent the Kro-
necker delta and the three-dimensional Levi-Civita sym-
bol, respectively.

We summarize the results of the cluster multipole de-
composition in Table [[Il Here g.., g., and ¢., are omit-
ted because 77 = 0 for all ¢ leads the three relations,
@ = —Q, ty = Qyz, and t; = —q,;. The nonzero
components of the cluster multipoles explain the ME be-
haviors in each phase. For example, in the phases I, Z,
and Z’, the nonzero Pap in B || [100] and [110] is nat-
urally expected from the quadrupole of z2 — 32 type,
(z2—y> = Quz — Qyy.- The quadrupole also explains the
divergent behavior of the dielectric anomaly in e1(T)
(eM)(T)) for B || [100] (B || [110]) at the Néel tem-
perature, as commonly observed in BaTCPO [I3] [14]
[Figs.[d(a) and[d[(e)]. On the other hand, in the phase Y’,
the toroidal moment t || [110] becomes nonzero in each
layer, which indicates the free energy has a coupling term
between E9U and B9, This explains Par || [001] in-
duced by B || [110]. Similarly, in the phase II, t || [110]
or t || [110] becomes nonzero in each layer, which ex-
plains Pap || [110] or [110] induced by B || [001]. In the
phase III, ¢, or t, becomes nonzero in each layer, which
explains Pap || [010] or [100] induced by B || [001].

Meanwhile, in the newly-found phases in the small
region, the net monopole a is activated, together with the
quadrupole tensor ¢z, = gyy 7 0. This indicates that the
free energy has a coupling term of E* B* with a uniaxial
anisotropy, i.e., the coefficient of E*B~ is different from
that of E*B* and EYBY. This explains P || B in the
phases IV, M, and M’. In the phase T, the net toroidal
moment t || [001] is activated, which explains a nonzero
component of P perpendicular to both B and t, in addi-
tion to a component parallel to B. In the phase V where
P = Par = 0, the nonzero t || [001] indicates the free
energy term of E*BY — EYB*. This means that P or
P Ar, which is perpendicular to B and [001], is activated
by tilting the magnetic field from B || [001] depending on
the way of layer stacking.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUDING
REMARKS

In conclusion, we have investigated the magnetoelec-
tric behavior of S'TCPO composed of antiferromagnetic
square cupolas by the combination of experimental mea-
surements and theoretical analyses. In experiments, by
the help of stable single crystal growth, we obtained the
full magnetization curves at low temperature (1.4 K up
to 45 T) for three different field directions, B || [001],
B || [100], and B || [110], and the dielectric constant
as functions of temperature and the magnetic field (up
to 18 T) for B || [100] and B || [110]. The magneti-
zation curves show magnetization jumps, whose critical
fields depend on the field direction, similar to those of
isostructurals BaTCPO [9, [14] and PbTCPO [15]. The
dielectric constant shows an anomaly at the critical fields.
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We found several differences between SrTCPO and pre-
viously studied BaTCPO and PbTCPO; in particular,
the ratio of the critical field to the saturation field is
much larger in St'TCPO for B || [001]. To understand
the experimental observations, we studied a spin model
by using the the CMF method, following the previous
studies for BaTCPO [14] and PbTCPO [I5]. We found
that the model well explains all the data for S'TTCPO, in-
cluding the finite-T phase diagrams, by tuning the model
parameters. The agreements strongly support the valid-
ity of the simple microscopic model and our analyses for
the isostructural series of ATCPO.

We have also investigated further interesting ME be-
haviors by extending the model parameter space. Al-
though we did not find any additional phases by lin-
early interpolating the parameters between the Sr and
Ba cases, we unveiled a variety of unprecedented phases,
including ferroelectric ones, by changing the DM angle
with the parameter set for the Sr case. We investigated
the ME behaviors in all the phases, and rationalized them
by using the cluster multipole decomposition. We found
that the spin configurations in the additional phases for
a small DM angle acquire the cluster form of not only
quadrupole, which was already identified for the previous
studies, but also monopole and toroidal moments. Thus,
our results indicate that the antiferromagnetic square
cupola could host all the multipoles giving rise to the
linear ME effect. A smaller 6 is expected to be possibly
realized by compressing the cupola in the [001] direction,
e.g., by an external pressure and chemical substitutions.
Our findings would stimulate further material investiga-
tion in the family of ATCPO and the materials composed
of the Cu-based square cupolas [22H24] for such intrigu-
ing ME behaviors.
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Appendix A: Spin configurations in the small 6
region

Figure shows typical spin configurations in the
phases IV, V, M, T, S, M’, Y’, and Z’ in the small 0 re-
gion, obtained by the CMF method. Spin configurations
of other phases (I, II, III, Y, and Z) have been reported
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in Ref. [14].

Appendix B: Phase diagram for BaTCPO with
B || [110]

Figure [I2] shows the phase diagrams computed with
the parameter set for BaTCPO [Eq. (2)] and B || [110]
by the CMF method for comparison to those for STTCPO
in Figs. [9[c) and [6|c). The phase diagrams for the other
two field directions were reported in Ref. [I4].
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= 90°. The field strength is (a,b) B = 0, (¢,d) B = 0.5, (e,f) B = 1.5, (g;h) B = 0.3, (i,j) B = 04, (k,]) B = 0.5, (m,n)
=0

0
B .5 (o,p) B =0.8, and (q,r) B = 1.5,
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FIG. 12. (a) Ground-state and (b) finite-T" phase diagrams
in the magnetic field parallel to [110] (B || [110]), obtained
by the CMF method with the parameter set for BaTCPO
[Eq. ] The DM angle is changed in (a), as in Fig. |§| for
SrTCPO.
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