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We perform first-principles calculations of multiferroiégdCoMnQ; and evaluate the exchange cou-
pling constants using the Green'’s function method. Wefgl#ne efect of intra-chain and inter-chain
exchange interactions on magnetic stability. We find thtrishain exchange coupling constants
are antiferromagnetic and that there are geometricakftishs in the triangular lattices of magnetic
chains in CagCoMnGQs. The magnetic transition temperature is evaluated udtiegteve Hamiltonian
with calculated exchange coupling constants. We obtaitr#msition temperature 5.80K. The value
has the same order as that of experimentally observed.
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1. Introduction

Multiferroics having both ferromagnetic and ferroelecfproperties attract wide scientific inter-
ests and are expected to be applied to spintronics devioesx&mples, TOoMng MnWQO,, NizV,0g
and LiCuVQ, have been studied [1-4]. These materials have non-callai#erromagnetic spiral
structures. Unlike these multiferroics, rare-earth freg@bMnGO; has collinear Ising spin structure
with strong anisotropy [5]. G&CoMnQ; consists of triangular lattice and Ising chains expressed b
axial next-nearest-neighbor Ising (ANNNI) model, and igghexpected to have frustration of mag-
netic interaction.

CasCoMnQ; consists of spin chains in the hexagoadirection, which form the triangular lattice
in the ab plane. Neutron powder fifaction measurements clarified that the magnetic ordereof th
chains (Co-Mn-Co-Mn) in the ground state offCaMnQ; wasTTl/| [5]. This order attracts scientific
interests because of the emergence of the electric pdianzdue to exchange striction mechanism.

On the other hand, first-principles calculations predidteat the magnetic order wdg 1| [6].
The inconsistency of stable magnetic order is expectediginate from the fact that, previous theo-
retical calculations neglect inter-chain interactiomsadédition, if there are strong antiferromagnetic
inter-chain interactions between triangular lattices) $pustration is expected to be induced.

In this study, we clarify the stability of the spin structwkthe chains. First, we perform first-
principles calculations and evaluate exchange couplinmgtamts using the Green'’s function method.
Next, the éfective Hamiltonian is obtained by using exchange couplmgstants. Then, we evaluate
the transition temperature of the magnetic phase transitio
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2. Computational Method

By using theoreENmMx code [7], we perform first-principles electronic-struetwalculations based
on the density functional theory (DFT) within the generatizgradient approximation (GGA) [8].
The norm-conserving pseudopotential method [9] is usedu¥¢ethe linear combination of mul-
tiple pseudo atomic orbitals generated by a confinementnseH&0, 11]. Kohn-Sham orbitals are

expressed,(r) = Z Cuia®io (r — ri) where,i is a site index ana;, is a numerical atomic orbital,

wherea = (plm) is gn orbital index and;, = YimRip. A radial wave functiorR , depends on a site
indexi, a multiplicity indexp and an angular momentum quantum numnlbédihe pseudo atomic or-
bitals are expanded Ca5.0-s2p2d2f1, C05.5-s2p2d2, MsZp3d2, 04.0-s2p2d1. The former num-
bers (5.0, 5,5, 4.0) are the ctitoadii (a.u.) and the latter parts (s2p2d2fl etc.) are thelbmurof or-
bitals for s, p, d and f composed. The detail of formulation lba found in Ref. [11]. The partial core
correction [12] is considered for all atoms. We use (4,4jasm k-point mesh for self-consistent
calculations. The electron configurations of transitiortahare considered to be high-spin states for
Co**(d’, S=3/2) and Mif*(d®, S=3/2). The exchange coupling constants are calculated by using
Green's function methods where magnetic force theorem A@plying magnetic force theorem to
non-collinear magnetic perturbation for calculated gbatate, we can obtain exchange interaction
Jij between two dterent sitei and j as following expressiod;; = 4 [ dé‘Tr[éa\A/jéjli\A/i] where,
G;TJ is one particle spin-dependent Green’s function consttiftom Kohn-Sham orbitals and is

the on-site exchange interaction potential. The detaibohfilation can be found in Ref. [14]. The
point sampling for magnetic force theorem calculation ig@). We have confirmed that calculated
exchange coupling constant varies very little if we douhlad cell along thec-axis.

3. Crystal Structure

The K4CdCk-type CaCoMnQ; under the room temperature belongs to the space dr8ufl5].
The unit cell of the hexagonal type contains six formulasi(i@6 atoms) and its perspective view is
shown in Fig. 1(a),(b). Experimental lattice constantsaaie= 9.1314 A c = 10.5817 A [15]. Figure
1(c) atomic distances in three chains. (i), (ii) and (iipmesent index of quasi-one-dimensional Ising
spin chains of (CoMng),. In Fig. 1(a), we can see that the Ising spin chains are aedhimgtriangular
lattices. Each chain consists of Co@igonal prisms and Mngoctahedra irt direction. The former
and latter are indicated by blue and magenta colors in Flg). Ithe oxygen atoms in the CgO
trigonal prisms and the Mn§octahedra are shared by Co and Mn.

4. Resultsand Discussion

4.1 Evaluate of Exchange Coupling Constants
4.1.1 Intra-chain Exchange Coupling Constants

In order to reveal the magnetic interaction in the intraichae calculate exchange coupling
constants between magnetic atoms using the Green'’s farmotithod. We define the nearest neighbor
exchange coupling constanti%*""”, the next nearest neighbor exchange coupling constanekatw
Co atoms as]%*co and the next nearest neighbor exchange coupling constamede Mn atoms as
JYn=Mnin intra-chain. We find thad<>™M" is larger thand,, and J$°M" is antiferromagnetic as
shown in Table I. Therefore}| 7| order is stable. This result agrees with our first-princptetal
energy calculations and the previous first-principlesudaton [6].
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Fig. 1. (@) Crystal structure of [001] direction. (i), (ii) and fiiiepresent quasi-one-dimensional Ising spin
chains of (CoMn@),. (b) Crystal structure of [110] direction. (c) Atomic distees between magnetic atoms.

Table I. Calculated intra-chain exchange coupling constants (meV)

Magnetic structurg JFo-Mn | gSo-co [ ghin-Mn
(distance A) (2.65) | (5.30) | (5.30)
AFM(TIT)) | -2.15 | -0.08 | 0.19

4.1.2 Inter-chain Exchange Coupling Constants

We calculate the inter-chain exchange coupling constattgden magnetic atoms. As shown in
1(c), we define the nearest neighbor exchange couplingammuic*""“, the next nearest neighbor
exchange coupling constant between Co atomg%’sco, the next nearest neighbor exchange cou-
pling constant between Mn atoms@é"”"\"”, the third nearest neighbor exchange coupling constant
between Co atoms a%C*CO, the third nearest neighbor exchange coupling constamielset Mn
atoms asJ""Mn and the fourth neighbor exchange coupling constarl@sM" in inter-chain. As
shown in Table I, exchange coupling constants are anbifleagnetic except fol'zc‘*co. In particular,
the magnitude oﬂé""”""'” is the largest exchange coupling constant in the interachairthermore,

the magnitude of,M"M" is larger than that of intra-chain next nearest neigh3-". Therefore,
it is necessary to consider inter-chain exchange couplimgtants.
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Table II. Calculated inter-chain exchange coupling constants (meV)

Magnetic structure J:LC(FMn JZC(}CO JzMnan JSC(FCO JSMnan J4C(FMn
(distance A) (5.35) | (5.56) | (5.56) | (6.34) | (6.34) | (6.87)
AFM(11T]) | 0.03 | 001 | -043 | -0.06 | -0.02 | -0.02

4.2 Effective Hamiltonian
In order to study the energetics of all the possible spin gonditions within the crystallographic
unit cell, we define thefective Hamiltonian as follows

Hett = Hintra + Hinter, (1)
Co-Mn Co-Co Mn-Mn
Hinra = - Z Jl gi0j— Z J2 agko| — Z ‘]2 ooy, (2)
i<j k<l k<I’
Hiter = - Z J:’LCO_MnO'iO'j _ Z JéCO_COO'k0'| _ Z JéMn—MnO_klo_ll
i<j k<l k<I’
_ Z JéCO_COO'mO'n _ Z JéMn—Mno_mo_n/ _ Z JaCo—Mno_ilo_j,, 3)
m<n m<n i'<j’

whereo denote+1, i.e., classical Ising spin.

4.3 Total Energy of the Magnetic Sructure

To evaluate the ground state, we consider triangular ésttaf the spin chains in the crystal-
lographic unit cell. Each spin chain consists of the pedddur magnetic atoms (Co-Mn-Co-Mn).
Then, there are 12 magnetic atoms in the unit cell. By usiegathove Hamiltonian egs.(1) - (3),
we calculate the total energy £€0) of 4096& 212) spin configurations which are all possible spin
configurations in the crystallographic unit cell. In the mstble structure, the spin configurations
three chains ar¢ /7| as shown in Fig.2(a). This result agrees with our first-ppiles total energy
calculations. Fig.2(b) is the magnetic structure wherectiagn (iii) is shifted to next site compared
to Fig.2(a). Total energy of Fig.2(b) become3.16 meVf.u. higher energy than Fig.2(a). This is due
to the strong interchain exchange interactions.

As for theTT]| spin configurations, Fig.2(c) is experimentally observeynetic structure. The
magnetic ordef 1] | (Fig.2(c)) hast+3.90 meVf.u. higher energy than the most stable magnetic struc-
ture (Fig.2(a)). Due to the strong interchain exchangeaat@ons, thisiT]] spin configurations in
Fig.2(c) also change there energies decrgagease up to -0.28mefu./+1.64meVf.u. if we shift
the spin along the chain. Figure 3 shows, density of magsédies, degeneracy of magnetic states
on total energy dferences obtained from egs.(1) - (3) in all magnetic strestu4096 spin configu-
rations are classified into 187 groups by energy and symmafeyfind that the energy distribution
of 4096 spin configurations in narrow. In particular, thergres of 1094 spin configurations are less
than the energy of experimentally observed spin configumaf3.90meW .u., which is indicated by
a dotted line in Fig.3. This is because the magnetic frustrah the triangular lattice of spin chains
due to antiferromagnetic coupling. This feature may be tiggroof untrue long-range order nature
reported by neutron ffraction measurements in g&oMnG; [5].

4.4  Transition Temperature with Exact Enumeration

The method of exact enumeration in statistical physics jg&al method to evaluate the parti-
tion function of the simple model [16]. To evaluate the titias temperature, we first calculate the
partition functionZ by using calculated total energyfidirences. Then, we calculate expectation value
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Fig. 2. (a) The magnetic structure of the ground state calculatetidogfective Hamiltonian. (b) The chain
(iii) is shifted to next site compared to Fig.2(a). (c) Theesmentally observed structure. The black box is

the unit cell of CgCoMnGs.
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Fig. 3. The energy dterence vs. the degeneracy factor. The vertical axis is tinebeu of the magnetic
structure comprising the same energffetience. The dotted line shows the energy of experimentafigiwved

spin configuration (Fig.2(c)).
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of energy(E) and specific healC). The formulas ar& = Z exp( kBT)' (E) Z —

and(C) = <E2|EB;§E>2 wherekg is Boltzmann constant anf is temperature. The results are shown in
Fig.4. Then we estimate magnetic transition temperatuma fresult of calculated specific heat. We
estimate the transition temperature by finding the maximamtmf the specific heat. The calculated
magnetic transition temperaturg ¥ 5.80 K is the same order of magnitude with experimentakT

16.5K [5].
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Fig. 4. The energy expectation and the specific heat by the parfitioction with exact enumeration. The
maximum point of the specific heat is 5.80K.

5. Summary

We perform first-principles calculations of €2oMnQ; and evaluate the exchange coupling con-
stants using the Green’s function method. We clarify thassatering inter-chain exchange coupling
constants are substantial. The inter-chain exchange iogugbnstants are mostly antiferromagnetic
and the largest one exceeds second nearest neighbor iairaexchange interaction. This interchain
antiferromagnetic coupling causes the frustration in tlaagular lattice of spin chain. We calculate
4096 total energies using Ising Hamiltonian with the exgeanoupling constants. We find that a
large number of magnetic structures distribute in a narnogrgy range. This is due to the frustration
in triangular lattice of spin chain induced by antiferromatic interchain coupling. We estimate the
transition temperature by using the partition function abthin T, = 5.80 K. The magnetic transi-
tion temperature has the same order as that of experimentakerved T (16.5 K). Nevertheless, the
ground state in our result is not agreement with experintlgresult. Both the ground state and the
transition temperature depend on the exchange couplingtais. Hence, we try other methods to
include the exchange correlatioffext such as LDAU, LDA+DMFT [14, 17] which are more reli-
able than the GGA to obtain exchange coupling constants.l¥deshould confirm the convergence
the cell-size dependence of the exchange coupling cosstdardn we use magnetic force theorem.
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