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Beyond conventional electric and magnetic monopoles, electric and magnetic toroidal monopoles,
which are rank-0 multipoles distinguished by opposite parities under spatial inversion and time
reversal, can exist in nature. The recent observation of electric-field-induced directional dichro-
ism in antiferromagnetic olivine Co25i04 has provided the first concrete example of a magnetic
toroidal monopole; however, its microscopic origin remains elusive. Here, we propose a minimal
spin model that incorporates magnetoelectric coupling via the d-p hybridization mechanism and
analyze it within the mean-field approximation. The model qualitatively reproduces the experimen-
tally observed temperature dependence of the dielectric constant and its pronounced sensitivity to
the direction of the applied electric field. Furthermore, it elucidates the temperature evolution of
the magnetic toroidal monopole and the strong electric-field-direction dependence of the magnetic
toroidal moment. Our calculations also predict a second-order nonlinear magnetoelectric response,
consistent with the symmetry classification of Co2SiO4 as an altermagnet. Additionally, we demon-
strate that the same framework is applicable to other antiferromagnetic olivines with analogous
magnetic order, indicating the robustness and generality of the toroidal-type magnetoelectric re-

sponse in this material family.

I. INTRODUCTION

From the viewpoint of two fundamental symmetries
in physics, spatial inversion and time reversal, the well-
known electric and magnetic monopoles share the same
parity combinations with respect to these symmetry op-
erations: the electric monopole is even under both, while
the magnetic monopole is odd under both. In contrast,
monopoles with opposite parity combinations can also
exist. A monopole that is even under spatial inversion
and odd under time reversal is referred to as a mag-
netic toroidal monopole, while one that is odd under spa-
tial inversion and even under time reversal is an electric
toroidal monopole [1, 2]. Within the multipole frame-
work, monopoles represent the lowest order in the hierar-
chy of multipoles as rank-0 scalar quantities and serve as
prototypes for higher-rank multipoles. Given the funda-
mental role played by electric and magnetic monopoles
in physics, it is crucially important to establish a sys-
tematic understanding of magnetic and electric toroidal
monopoles.

In this study, we focus on the magnetic toroidal
monopole. From a symmetry perspective, it can couple
to both an electric field E (even under spatial inversion
and odd under time reversal, corresponding to a rank-1
electric multipole field) and a magnetic toroidal moment
t (odd under both spatial inversion and time reversal,
corresponding to a rank-1 magnetic toroidal multipole,
i.e., the magnetic toroidal dipole). Consequently, the free
energy of the system may include a coupling term such as
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ToE-t, where Ty denotes the magnetic toroidal monopole.
Therefore, in the presence of nonzero Tj, the system can
exhibit a peculiar response: a magnetic toroidal moment
is induced by an applied electric field [3].

Recently, electric-field-induced directional dichroism
has been observed in the antiferromagnetic olivine
Co25i04, suggesting the presence of a magnetic toroidal
monopole [4]. The magnetic point group of the antifer-
romagnetic state in this compound is mmm, which al-
lows a finite Ty from a symmetry viewpoint [3]. Notably,
an antiferromagnet with mmm symmetry is classified as
an altermagnet, characterized by the breaking both 7T
and PT symmetries, where 7 and P represent time re-
versal and space inversion, respectively [5-8]. The ob-
served directional dichroism implies that an electric field
induces a magnetic toroidal moment [9], and thus, the
peculiar response can be qualitatively understood within
the phenomenological framework based on the coupling
term described above. However, its microscopic origin,
particularly the roles of spin degrees of freedom and or-
bital hybridization, remains unclear. Despite their im-
portance for confirming the existence of the magnetic
toroidal monopole in this material and advancing our un-
derstanding of the underlying mechanism, a comprehen-
sive microscopic description has yet to be established.

In this paper, we propose a minimal model to describe
the electric-field-induced magnetic toroidal moment in
Co02Si04 and clarify its microscopic origin. Based on the
local environment of Co?* ions and the d-p hybridization
mechanism [12], we introduce a spin model with magne-
toelectric coupling and analyze it within the mean-field
approximation. We show that this minimal model quali-
tatively reproduces the experimentally observed temper-
ature dependence of the dielectric constant for different
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FIG. 1.

Crystal structure of Co2Si0O4 [10]. For clarity, Si atoms are omitted, showing only Co and O. (a) The unit cell (thin

black lines) contains two crystallographically distinct Co®T sites, denoted as Col (light blue) and Co2 (dark blue). Each Co?"
ion is octahedrally coordinated by six O~ ligands (red). In this study, we focus on the Co2 sites and assign sublattice indices
A, B, C, and D within the unit cell. (b) The Co2 sublattices A and B, and C and D, respectively, form square-lattice-like
networks in the be plane through corner sharing of octahedra. Arrows indicate the spin directions (parallel or antiparallel to
the b axis) in the ordered phase. (c¢) Octahedron formed by a Co2 ion of sublattice A and its surrounding ligands. eai1—eas
represent the relative position vectors from the Co2 site to the ligands. Crystal structures are visualized using VESTA [11].

directions of the electric field. Furthermore, we theoreti-
cally reveal the temperature dependence of the magnetic-
toroidal-monopole density, the electric-field-direction de-
pendence of the magnetic toroidal moment, and an anti-
symmetric magnetoelectric response associated with the
magnetic toroidal monopole, which we refer to as the
nonlinear electric-field-induced toroidal-type magneto-
electric effect. Our findings provide not only experimen-
tally measurable evidence for the existence of magnetic
toroidal monopoles but also a microscopic understanding
of toroidal-type magnetoelectric responses in antiferro-
magnetic olivines.

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II, we define the spin model, introduce the electric-
polarization operator based on the d-p hybridization
mechanism, and describe the method used for the fol-
lowing analyses. The corresponding experimental proce-
dure is briefly described in the same section. Section IIT
presents the main results: a comparison between theoret-
ical and experimental dielectric anomalies (Sec. IITA),
the temperature dependence of the magnetic-toroidal-
monopole density (Sec. IIIB), the electric-field-direction
dependence of the magnetic toroidal moment (Sec. ITI C),
and the second-order magnetoelectric response, i.e., the
electric-field-induced toroidal-type magnetoelectric ef-
fect (Sec. IIID). In addition, we extend the same frame-
work to other antiferromagnetic olivines with similar
magnetic order and compare the results (Sec. IITE). Fi-
nally, Sec. IV summarizes the key findings and discusses
possible future perspectives.

II. MODEL AND METHODS
A. Theoretical approach

Figure 1(a) shows the crystal structure of Co2SiO4.
Each unit cell contains eight magnetic Co?* ions with
S = 3/2, which are crystallographically classified into
two inequivalent sites, referred to as Col and Co2, each
hosting four ions. Each Co?*t ion is octahedrally co-
ordinated by six 02~ ligands, and the octahedra share
corners or edges to form a three-dimensional network.
Specifically, the Col octahedra form one-dimensional
edge-sharing chains along the b axis, while the Co2 oc-
tahedra constitute corner-sharing square-lattice-like net-
works within the be plane, as shown in Fig. 1(b). This
compound undergoes a magnetic phase transition at ap-
proximately 50 K [13-15]. In the magnetically ordered
phase, the Co2 spins form a collinear antiferromagnetic
structure along the b axis as shown in Fig. 1(b), while the
magnetic moments on the Col sites exhibit a noncopla-
nar configuration slightly tilted from the b axis. Because
including the Col spins makes the model unnecessarily
complex, we focus solely on the Co2 sites in the following
analysis.

The model considered here consists of the nearest-
neighbor antiferromagnetic Heisenberg interaction J on
the square-lattice-like network of Co2 ions, the single-ion
anisotropy A favoring an easy axis along the b direction,
and the Zeeman and magnetoelectric coupling terms rep-
resenting the interactions of spins with external magnetic
and electric fields, respectively. The Hamiltonian is given



by
H=JY S:Sy—A> (S)’-E-> p,—h-) 8,
(r,r’) r r r
(1)

where S, is the spin operator at site r with S = 3/2
(S? represents its component along the b axis), Y. and
> (ryvy denote summations over all sites and nearest-
neighbor pairs, respectively, E and h are respectively
the external electric and magnetic fields, and p, repre-
sents the local spin-dependent electric polarization oper-
ator defined below.

To incorporate the magnetoelectric effect in this mate-
rial, we consider the d-p hybridization mechanism arising
from the mixing between Co?t d orbitals and O?~ p or-
bitals [12]. This mechanism becomes relevant only when
the transition-metal site lacks an inversion center. This
condition is indeed the case for Co2, as illustrated in
Fig. 1(c). For a Co2 ion belonging to sublattice a (A, B,
C, or D), the relative position vectors of the six ligands
are denoted by e, (1 =1,2,...,6) and the correspond-
ing unit vectors by €,,. The local electric-polarization
operator in the d-p hybridization mechanism is then de-
fined as

N 2 .
Pr =) Aawy (Sr-€awy) €atrus (2)
I

where a(r) specifies the sublattice of site r. The coeffi-
cient A, depends on the crystal field and the strength
of d-p hybridization. Although it is generally sublattice
dependent, we set A\, = 1 for simplicity.

We investigate the model in Eq. (1) using the mean-
field approximation. Within this framework, the spin-
exchange term is decoupled as

Sp Sy~ S, My (p) + Mg(r) Sy — Me(r) - Me(r),
3)

with the mean field m, ) = (S;), which is computed as
the thermal average within the mean-field Hamiltonian
with this decoupling and is determined self-consistently.
In the present model, although the sublattice pairs
(A,B) and (C,D) are decoupled across different be planes,
a mean-field solution consistent with the experimental
magnetic order can be obtained by initializing the con-
figuration as shown in Fig. 1(b).

In the following calculations, we set J = 1 as the en-
ergy unit and take the single-ion anisotropy A4 = 0.1.
We confirm that calculations with A = 0.01 and A =1
give qualitatively similar results. This indicates that the
physical quantities discussed in this study are rather in-
sensitive to the value of A, indicating the robustness of
our results.

B. Experimental approach

A single crystal of CoSiO4 was grown by the floating
zone method [16]. The obtained crystal was oriented us-

ing Laue X-ray diffraction, and three plate-shaped sam-
ples with the widest faces perpendicular to the a, b, and
c axes were prepared. The dimensions of the samples
were approximately 3mm x 3mm X 0.2mm. Magnetiza-
tion measurements confirmed that the samples exhibit
antiferromagnetic order at 50 K. For dielectric measure-
ments, silver paste was painted onto the widest faces of
the samples to form a pair of electrodes. The dielectric
constant along the principal crystallographic axes was
measured using an LCR meter (E4980A, Agilent) while
the temperature was controlled with a commercial physi-
cal property measurement system (PPMS, Quantum De-

sign).

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. Dielectric anomalies

Figure 2 compares the temperature (7') dependence
of the dielectric constant along the principal crystallo-
graphic axes obtained from both theoretical calculations
for the model in Eq. (1) and experimental measurements
for CoSiOy4. In the theoretical calculations, the electric
polarization per Co2 site is defined as

p=i(pA+pB+pc+pD), (4)
where p,, represents the thermal expectation value of the
local spin-dependent polarization operator, (p,), on the
Co2 sites belonging to sublattice a. We probe the lin-
ear response by applying a weak electric field along each
crystallographic axis © = a,b,c, ie., E = Ete,. The
dielectric constant is defined as the directional derivative

el — op" ,
OEH g,

which is numerically evaluated using
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with a sufficiently small field strength E# = 0.005. Due
to the symmetry of the system, the polarization van-
ishes at zero field, i.e., p = 0 at E = 0, as discussed
in Sec. ITI B. Therefore, the above expression reduces to
e~ p'lp_pue, /B

The theoretical results shown in Figs. 2(a)—2(c) exhibit
a pronounced dependence on the field direction, while all
results consistently show an anomaly at the Néel tem-
perature Ty = 5.08. Specifically, convex anomalies are
observed for the a and ¢ axes, whereas a concave anomaly
appears for the b axis. Moreover, in the ordered phase
(T < Tn), € and e°° decrease monotonically with de-
creasing temperature, while £ increases. The exper-
imental data presented in Figs. 2(d)-2(f) show trends
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FIG. 2. Temperature dependence of the dielectric constant from theory and experiment. Panels (a)—(c) show the theoretical

results of (a) €2¢, (b) e**, and (c) £°°. Panels (d)—(f) show the corresponding experimental data of (d) 2, (e) €, and (f) £°°.

that are qualitatively reproduced by the theoretical re-
sults [Figs. 2(a)-2(c)], although they likely include mono-
tonically increasing background contributions with tem-
perature. Since no established method is available to sub-
tract these contributions, the raw data are presented as
measured. In contrast, the theoretical calculation shows
a discontinuous jump in £°¢ at Ty, which is not observed
experimentally. This discrepancy is likely an artifact of
the mean-field approximation and the simplifications in-
herent to the current model.

Taken together, these results indicate that the pro-
posed minimal model qualitatively reproduces the exper-
imentally observed temperature and field-direction de-
pendences of the dielectric constant. The consistency be-
tween the theoretical and experimental trends indicates
that the present model provides a reasonable microscopic
description of the magnetoelectric behavior in CosSi0y.

B. Magnetic toroidal monopole at zero fields

Figure 3(a) displays the spatial configurations of the
local magnetization m, and the local electric polariza-
tion p,, obtained from the mean-field calculation below
T =1y at E =0 and h = 0. In the mean-field solu-
tion, all Co2 sites carry magnetic moments of the same
magnitude, with my = mp pointing along the negative
b direction and mgp mc¢ along the positive b direc-
tion. Each Co2 ion possesses a mirror plane perpendicu-
lar to the b axis (the ac plane), which forces the b compo-
nent of the local electric polarization to vanish (p2 = 0).
The A and D sublattices are related by a 180° rotation

about the b axis, up to an appropriate lattice translation,
yielding pao = —pp. Similarly, the B and C sublattices
satisfy pg = —p¢. Furthermore, the A and B sublat-
tices are transformed into each other by reflection across
the bc plane, again up to an appropriate lattice transla-
tion. This operation reverses only the a component of
the polarization while keeping the ¢ component identi-
cal, namely p§ = —p{ and p§ = pf. Similar relations
also hold between B and D sublattices: p¢ = —pf, and
p& = ph. As a result of these three symmetry opera-
tions, the ac-plane mirror, the 180° rotation about the b
axis, and the be-plane mirror, the net electric polarization
vanishes.

The antiferromagnetic order shown in Fig. 3(a) is char-
acterized by

(7)

whose b component m{  serves as the conventional order
parameter. As shown in Fig. 3(b), m4y develops below
the Néel temperature Tn and exhibits a typical square-
root-type T' dependence near Ty.

The noncollinear configuration of m, and p, in the
antiferromagnetically ordered phase activates a magnetic
toroidal moment at each Co2 site. Following Refs. [4, 17],
the local magnetic toroidal moment is defined as

marp = —Imp + mg + mc — mp,

to = Pa X My,

(8)

which, by definition, is perpendicular to both m,, and pg.
The same symmetry relations that apply to p, also hold
for t4: ta = —tp, tg = —tc, t§ = —t3, and 1§ = t§.
The resultant t, are shown in Fig. 3(a). This peculiar
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FIG. 3. Antiferromagnetic order and magnetic toroidal

monopole. (a) Real-space distributions of the local magne-
tization m,, the local electric polarization p., and the local
magnetic toroidal moment t, in the low-temperature antifer-
romagnetically ordered phase. (b) Temperature dependence
of the antiferromagnetic order parameter m%y. (c) Tempera-
ture dependence of the magnetic toroidal monopole Tp.

spatial configuration of t, generates a magnetic toroidal
monopole via the definition:

1
T0:§§a:ra-tm (9)

where r, denotes the position vector of the Co2 ion in
sublattice o, measured from the inversion center of the
unit cell shown by the black dot in Fig. 3(a).

Figure 3(c) presents the temperature dependence of
To. Similar to m4y, it becomes finite below Ty, while
exhibiting nonmonotonic behavior at low temperatures.
Although the magnitude of T depends on the choice of
the unit cell, its nonzero value is essential: Ty # 0 implies
that the coupling between the magnetic toroidal moment

(dipole) and the electric field is symmetry-allowed. No-
tably, Ty represents the lowest-rank (rank-0) scalar quan-
tity among magnetic toroidal multipoles, forming the
most fundamental element in this multipole series. Our
results clearly demonstrate the existence of the funda-
mental magnetic toroidal monopole associated with the
antiferromagnetic order in this system.

C. Electric-field-induced magnetic toroidal moment

When the magnetic toroidal monopole Ty is finite, the
electric field E can induce a net magnetic toroidal mo-
ment [18, 19]. The observation of directional dichroism in
Co25i04 strongly suggests the existence of this electric-
field-induced magnetic toroidal moment [4]. Within the
linear response, this phenomenon is described by

=X VE, (10)

where t# represents the y component of the induced mag-
netic toroidal moment, defined as

t=tar +tg +tc+tp, (11)

and Xff: denotes the linear magnetoelectric coefficient.

We analyze this effect within our model by applying a
sufficiently weak electric field with magnitude E = |E| =
0.005. Figures 4(a)-4(c) present the field-angle depen-
dence of the induced t under E. Here, the electric field
is rotated within the ab, be, and ac planes as

E.;, = E(cos8,p,8in 044, 0), (12)
Ep. = E(0, cos Op, sin Op,.), (13)
Euc = E(cos0yc,0,s8n6,.). (14)

Each induced component t* is well fitted by either a cos
or sinf function (dashed lines), enabling extraction of
the coeflicients XZE . The results reveal that only the

diagonal components of Xﬁ’f are nonzero:

X =0.188, X}F=-3748, X!F=-0.188. (15)
Thus, the linear response is most pronounced along the
antiferromagnetic moment direction b, accompanied by
much weaker responses in the a and c¢ directions, with
XM — _ X! The relation between these coefficients in
the weaker responses is likely not coincidental and can be
understood as follows. At E = 0, the magnetic moment
m,, has only the b component, so that t, is given by

to, =0, tg,=pime. (16)

a __ c b
ta = —PaMgy; «

Within the linear response regime, the local electric
polarization p, varies linearly with E, and its change
can be expressed using a “local dielectric tensor” e, as
Ap, = e,E. Using this expression, the E*-induced
change in t£ is written as

At? = —cEm?

Ath =0, At = EmE. (17)
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FIG. 4.  Electric-field-induced magnetic toroidal moment.

(a)—(c) Field-angle dependence of the induced components:
(a) t* and t® for E L ¢, (b) t* and t° for E L a, and (c) t*
and t¢ for E L b. Solid lines are the numerical results ob-
tained within the mean-field approximation, and dashed lines
are fits to either cos@ or sinf functions. (d) Distribution
of the induced toroidal-moment response with respect to the
electric-field direction, visualized on a sphere. The color of
each arrow indicates the magnitude of the magnetic toroidal

> (X[ Er)?, where X} is the magneto-

electric coefficient estimated from the fitting, for an electric
field with normalized amplitude |[E| = 1.

moment |t| =

Since p,, is even under time reversal, Onsager reciprocity
requires the corresponding response tensor €, to be sym-
metric, and thus €5* = €%° holds. Therefore, one can
understand that

Xoe ==X == extmy,. (18)

We confirm that this relationship also holds in the cal-
culations for other olivine compounds presented in Ap-
pendix A.

Figure 4(d) displays the electric-field-direction depen-
dence of the induced magnetic toroidal moment calcu-
lated using these coefficients. This plot clearly illus-
trates the highly anisotropic nature of this response. The
prominent response along the b component results in the
large nonlinear magnetoelectric response discussed in the
next subsection.

D. Second-order magnetoelectric response

The induced magnetic toroidal moment t activates a
nonlinear magnetoelectric effect [20]. Specifically, it in-
duces antisymmetric components of the magnetoelectric
tensor, resulting in a nonzero uniform magnetization

1
m:Z(mAerBerCerD) (19)

in the direction perpendicular to both E and t. This
represents a second-order magnetoelectric effect through
a two-step coupling mediated by the magnetic toroidal
moment. In this phenomenon, crystal anisotropy plays
an important role. In isotropic systems, the effective lin-
ear coupling between E and t can be written as ToE - t,
resulting in t || E, and therefore, no magnetization is
induced via this mechanism. However, as illustrated in
Fig. 4(d), the induced t in our anisotropic system is gen-
erally neither parallel nor antiparallel to E. This oblique-
ness enables the emergence of an electric-field-induced
magnetization perpendicular to E in this second-order
magnetoelectric effect.

Figure 5 shows the angular dependence of the field-
induced magnetization m arising from this second-order
magnetoelectric effect. As in the previous subsection,
a sufficiently weak field with magnitude £ = 0.005 is
applied and rotated within the ab, bc, and ac planes
as Egs. (12)—(14). The obtained angular dependences
are analyzed using a fitting function proportional to
E?sinf cos @, which successfully reproduces the data for
all field-rotation planes. This confirms that the induced
perpendicular magnetization scales quadratically with
the electric field. Defining the nonlinear magnetoelectric
tensor by

mt = XM EPEVED, (20)

pvy



©w 2
m*/E 7
—a
= b (x10)
0.05] =c
01 (deg)
o 50 150 200 250 300 3
-0.05,
FIG. 5. Electric-field angle dependence of the second-order

magnetoelectric effect. A uniform magnetization m" along
the p axis is induced in the perpendicular direction to an ap-
plied electric field E. Solid lines are the numerical results
obtained within the mean-field approximation, and dashed
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the fits yield

XmEE — xmBE _ 1417, (21)
XpEE — xmEE — 00051, (22)
XmEE — xmEE _ .1673; (23)

all other components are zero. These results indicate that
an antisymmetric toroidal-type magnetoelectric effect is
induced by the electric field in this system, which would
be verified in future experiments.

Finally, we remark on the nonlinear magnetoelectric
response from a symmetry perspective. As mentioned in
Sec. I, the magnetic point group of the antiferromagnetic
state in Co2Si04 is mmm, indicating that this state is
classified as an altermagnet [5-8]. More specifically, the
magnetic order considered in this study breaks both T
and PT symmetry, and belongs to the S-type altermag-
nets, which allow higher-order off-diagonal magnetoelec-
tric responses [8]. In particular, a transverse even-order
E-induced magnetization is symmetry-allowed in this S-
type. This feature is fully consistent with the present
results.

E. Other antiferromagnetic olivines

Building on the successful microscopic modeling of
Co5Si0y4, we extend our analysis to other olivine com-
pounds. Several olivine compounds have been reported
to exhibit antiferromagnetic order qualitatively similar to
that of Co0ySi0y, including FeaGeSy [21], FeoSiO4 [22],
MnyGeOy [23], and MnsSiSy [21, 24]. The magnetic

ions in these compounds are Fe?t (S = 2) and Mn?*
(S = 5/2), differing from Co** (S = 3/2) in spin quan-
tum number. Although these materials share the same
crystal symmetry, the arrangements of ligands around
the magnetic ions differ slightly. Using the reported
crystallographic data for each compound, FeoGeSy [25],
FGQSiO4 [22], MHQGGO4 [23], and MHQSiS4 [26], we per-
form theoretical calculations following exactly the same
procedure as for CosSiOy.

Figure 6 shows the temperature dependences of the di-
electric constants €%, €, and €% for these olivine com-
pounds, corresponding to Figs. 2(a)-2(c) for Co2Si04.
Although the magnitudes of the responses vary among
compounds, all of them exhibit qualitatively similar
trends to those of CoySi0O4. Within the present frame-
work, MnyGeQOy4 shows the largest overall response. It
should be noted, however, that the definition of the
electric polarization operator used in this study sets all
proportional coefficients Ao, to unity for simplicity (see
Sec. ITA). For a quantitative comparison with experi-
ments, these coefficients should be determined based on
experimental data. Performing calculations correspond-
ing to the analyses presented in Secs. IIIC and IIID,
we also confirm that all these related compounds exhibit
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Mn2GeOy4, and Mn2SiS4, obtained within the mean-field ap-
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qualitatively similar magnetoelectric behaviors to those
in Co2Si04 (see Appendix A).

Experimentally, unlike Co5Si04, which shows a sin-
gle magnetic transition, the other materials examined
here undergo more complex phase transitions. Specifi-
cally, FeoGeS, exhibits two successive magnetic transi-
tions, with the intermediate-temperature phase sharing
the same magnetic point group symmetry as the ordered
phase of Co5Si0y4 [21]. Similarly, FesSiO4 also undergoes
two transitions; both ordered phases possess the same
symmetry as that of CoySi04, while the low-temperature
phase additionally exhibits a weak ferromagnetic mo-
ment [27]. MnyGeO, also shows a similar antiferromag-
netic order in an intermediate-temperature phase, de-
spite exhibiting more complex behaviors through three
successive magnetic transitions [23, 28-30]. Finally,
Mn,SiS,; undergoes an antiferromagnetic transition at
low temperature, and a weak ferromagnetic order has
been reported within a narrow temperature range just
above the transition [21, 26], although a recent pow-
der neutron diffraction study did not detect this addi-
tional order [24]. These sequential phase transitions and
complex magnetic behaviors are beyond the scope of the
present minimal model, indicating the need for further
theoretical extensions.

IV. SUMMARY AND PERSPECTIVES

In this study, we have theoretically elucidated the mi-
croscopic origin of the magnetoelectric effect arising from
an electric-field-induced magnetic toroidal moment in the
antiferromagnetic olivine Co2SiO4. Based on its crystal
and magnetic structures, we constructed a minimal spin
model that incorporates couplings of S = 3/2 spins at
the Co2 sites to an external electric field through the d-
p hybridization mechanism. By applying the mean-field
approximation to this model, we systematically evaluated
the electric-field responses of the electric polarization,
magnetic toroidal moment, and magnetization. First,
our theoretical calculations revealed anisotropic dielectric
anomalies along the principal crystallographic axes at the
antiferromagnetic transition temperature. These trends
qualitatively reproduce the experimental observations,
demonstrating that the present minimal model provides a
valid microscopic framework for understanding the mag-
netoelectric effect in CosSi0O4. In addition, we showed
that the antiferromagnetic order is accompanied by the
emergence of magnetic toroidal monopoles, which enable
a linear response of the magnetic toroidal moment un-
der an applied electric field. The response is found to
be anisotropic, with both the magnitude and orientation
of the induced moment strongly depending on the field
direction. Furthermore, our calculations clarified that
a uniform magnetization is electric-field-induced via the
magnetic toroidal moment as a second-order magneto-
electric effect, which is symmetry-allowed within its al-
termagnet classification. Finally, analogous analyses for

related antiferromagnetic olivines demonstrated qualita-
tively similar behaviors to those of Co2SiOy4, suggesting
that the electric-field-induced magnetic toroidal phenom-
ena are universally realized in a broad family of olivine-
type antiferromagnets.

Future work should first extend the present model by
including the Col sites, which have been neglected here
for simplicity. Such an extension is expected to provide
a more complete understanding of the detailed magnetic
structure and magnetoelectric responses. In addition,
several of the related compounds exhibit multiple or com-
plex magnetic transitions, with some magnetic phases
sharing the same symmetry with that of Co2SiO4 and
classified as altermagnetic states. Clarifying the dielec-
tric and toroidal responses in these phases and phase
transitions between them will be essential for uncover-
ing the intrinsic nature of magnetoelectric coupling in
olivine compounds.

From the viewpoint of antiferromagnetic domain con-
trol, the existence of magnetic toroidal monopoles Ty is
particularly noteworthy. In systems with a finite Ty, not
only the coupling term E*T* but also symmetry-allowed
terms such as m- (V x E) ~ Ty m - (0;B) can appear [3].
This implies the possibility of aligning and controlling
antiferromagnetic domains through time-dependent mag-
netic fields. Such novel magnetoelectric responses me-
diated by toroidal monopoles may open new routes for
information-writing mechanisms in antiferromagnetic de-
vices and thus hold promise for future technological ap-
plications.
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Appendix A: Theoretical results for other
antiferromagnetic olivines

Figures 7 and 8 show the electric-field-induced mag-
netic toroidal moments and uniform magnetization, re-
spectively, for the related olivine compounds, obtained
through the mean-field calculations for the model in
Eq. (1). These results, corresponding to those in Figs. 4
and 5 for CosSi0Q4, indicate qualitatively similar Tg-
related magnetoelectric responses across all compounds.
We note that, in Fig. 8, m¢ induced by E in the ab
plane for FesGeS, exhibits an opposite sign compared
with those of the other compounds. We do not attribute
physical significance to this sign reversal, as it likely de-
pends on the choice of the coefficient A, which is set to
unity in the present study.
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magnetoelectric-induced uniform magnetization m". Re-
sults are shown for the related olivine compounds, FeoGeSy,
Fe2Si04, Mn2GeOy, and Mn2SiSy, obtained within the mean-
field approximation: (a) m® for E L ¢, (b) m® for E L a, and
(c) m® for E L b.



10

[1] H. Kusunose and S. Hayami, Generalization of micro-
scopic multipoles and cross-correlated phenomena by
their orderings, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 34, 464002
(2022).

[2] S. Hayami, Magnetic toroidal monopole in a single-
site system, Magnetism 5, 10.3390/magnetism5030015
(2025).

[3] S. Hayami and H. Kusunose, Time-reversal switching re-
sponses in antiferromagnets, Phys. Rev. B 108, .140409
(2023).

[4] T. Hayashida, K. Matsumoto, and T. Kimura, Electric
Field-Induced Nonreciprocal Directional Dichroism in a
Time-Reversal-Odd Antiferromagnet, Adv. Mater. 37,
2414876 (2025).

[5] L.-D. Yuan, Z. Wang, J.-W. Luo, and A. Zunger, Predic-

tion of low-Z collinear and noncollinear antiferromagnetic

compounds having momentum-dependent spin splitting

even without spin-orbit coupling, Phys. Rev. Mater. 5,

014409 (2021).

L. Smejkal, J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Beyond Con-

ventional Ferromagnetism and Antiferromagnetism: A

Phase with Nonrelativistic Spin and Crystal Rotation

Symmetry, Phys. Rev. X 12, 031042 (2022).

[7] L. Smejkal, J. Sinova, and T. Jungwirth, Emerging Re-
search Landscape of Altermagnetism, Phys. Rev. X 12,
040501 (2022).

[8] S.-W. Cheong and F.-T. Huang, Altermagnetism classi-
fication, npj Quantum Mater. 10, 38 (2025).

[9] X. Xu, F.-T. Huang, and S.-W. Cheong, Magnetic
toroidicity, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 36, 203002 (2024).

[10] A. Sazonov, M. Meven, V. Hutanu, V. Kaiser, G. Heger,
D. Trots, and M. Merz, Structural behaviour of synthetic
Co02S5i04 at low temperatures, Acta Crystallogr. B 64,
661 (2008).

[11] K. Momma and F. Izumi, VESTAS for three-dimensional
visualization of crystal, volumetric and morphology data,
J. Appl. Crystallogr. 44, 1272 (2011).

[12] T.-h. Arima, Ferroelectricity Induced by Proper-Screw
Type Magnetic Order, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 76, 073702
(2007).

[13] W. Lottermoser and H. Fuess, Magnetic structure of the
orthosilicates Mn2SiO4 and Co2SiOy4, Phys. Status Solidi
A 109, 589 (1988).

[14] O. Ballet, H. Fuess, K. Wacker, E. Untersteller,
W. Treutmann, E. Hellner, and S. Hosoya, Magnetisa-
tion measurements of the synthetic olivine single crystals
A3Si04 with A = Mn, Fe or Co, J. Phys. Condens. Mat-
ter 1, 4955 (1989).

[15] A. Sazonov, M. Meven, V. Hutanu, G. Heger, T. Hansen,
and A. Gukasov, Magnetic behaviour of synthetic
Co025i04, Acta Crystallogr. B 65, 664 (2009).

[16] Q. Tang and R. Dieckmann, Floating-zone growth and
characterization of single crystals of cobalt orthosilicate,
C02Si04, J. Cryst. Growth 317, 119 (2011).

[17] K. Kimura and T. Kimura, Nonvolatile Switching of
Large Nonreciprocal Optical Absorption at Shortwave In-
frared Wavelengths, Phys. Rev. Lett. 132, 036901 (2024).

6

[18] H. Schmid, On ferrotoroidics and electrotoroidic, magne-
totoroidic and piezotoroidic effects*, Ferroelectrics 252,
41 (2001).

[19] H. Schmid, Some symmetry aspects of ferroics and sin-
gle phase multiferroics*, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 20,
434201 (2008).

[20] N. A. Spaldin, M. Fiebig, and M. Mostovoy, The toroidal
moment in condensed-matter physics and its relation to
the magnetoelectric effect™, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 20,
434203 (2008).

[21] A. Junod, K.-Q. Wang, G. Triscone, and G. Lamarche,
Specific heat, magnetic properties and critical behaviour
of Mn2SiSs and FeoGeSy4, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 146,
21 (1995).

[22] W. Lottermoser, R. Miiller, and H. Fuess, Antiferromag-
netism in synthetic olivines, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 54-
57, 1005 (1986).

[23] J. S. White, T. Honda, K. Kimura, T. Kimura, C. Nieder-
mayer, O. Zaharko, A. Poole, B. Roessli, and M. Kenzel-
mann, Coupling of Magnetic and Ferroelectric Hysteresis
by a Multicomponent Magnetic Structure in MnzGeOy,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 077204 (2012).

[24] H. C. Mandujano, M. S. Tafere, N. K. Chogondahalli Mu-
niraju, T. D. Creason, T. M. McWhorter, K. Gofryk,
T. W. Heitmann, Q. Zhang, B. Saparov, and H. S. Nair,
Magnetic structures and excitations in sawtooth olivine
chalcogenides Mn2SiXy (X = S, Se), Dalton Trans. 52,
5652 (2023).

[25] H. Vincent, E. F. Bertaut, W. H. Baur, and R. D. Shan-
non, Polyhedral deformations in olivine-type compounds
and the crystal structure of Fe2SiSs and FeaGeS4, Acta
Crystallogr. B 32, 1749 (1976).

[26] A.-M. Lamarche, G. Lamarche, C. Church, J. Woolley,
I. Swainson, and T. Holden, Neutron diffraction study
of magnetic phases in polycrystalline Mn2SiS4, J. Magn.
Magn. Mater. 137, 305 (1994).

[27] E. K. Tripoliti, D. P. Dobson, A. D. Fortes, A. R.
Thomson, P. F. Schofield, and I. G. Wood, Structure
and thermal expansion of end-member olivines I: Crystal
and magnetic structure, thermal expansion, and sponta-
neous magnetostriction of synthetic fayalite, Fe2SiOy4, de-
termined by high-resolution neutron powder diffraction,
Mineral. Mag. 87, 789 (2023).

[28] T. Honda, Y. Ishiguro, H. Nakamura, Y. Wakabayashi,
and T. Kimura, Structure and Magnetic Phase Diagrams
of Multiferroic Mn2GeOy, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 81, 103703
(2012).

[29] T. Honda, T. Aoyama, J. S. White, T. Stréssle, L. Keller,
M. Kenzelmann, F. Honda, A. Miyake, K. Shimizu,
Y. Wakabayashi, and T. Kimura, Pressure effect on mag-
netism and multiferroicity in MnaGeQOy, Phys. Rev. B 89,
104405 (2014).

[30] T. Honda, J. S. White, A. B. Harris, L. C. Chapon,
A. Fennell, B. Roessli, O. Zaharko, Y. Murakami,
M. Kenzelmann, and T. Kimura, Coupled multiferroic
domain switching in the canted conical spin spiral sys-
tem Mn2GeQOy, Nat. Commun. 8, 15457 (2017).


https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/ac9209
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/ac9209
https://doi.org/10.3390/magnetism5030015
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.L140409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.108.L140409
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202414876
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/adma.202414876
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.014409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevMaterials.5.014409
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.031042
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.040501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.12.040501
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41535-025-00756-5
https://doi.org/10.1088/1361-648X/ad2426
https://doi.org/10.1107/S010876810803214X
https://doi.org/10.1107/S010876810803214X
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0021889811038970
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.76.073702
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.76.073702
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/pssa.2211090226
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/pssa.2211090226
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/1/30/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/1/30/009
https://doi.org/10.1107/S0108768109042499
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jcrysgro.2011.01.014
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.132.036901
https://doi.org/10.1080/00150190108016239
https://doi.org/10.1080/00150190108016239
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/43/434201
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/43/434201
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/43/434203
https://doi.org/10.1088/0953-8984/20/43/434203
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(94)01665-8
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(94)01665-8
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(86)90355-0
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(86)90355-0
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.108.077204
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3DT00052D
https://doi.org/10.1039/D3DT00052D
https://doi.org/10.1107/S056774087600633X
https://doi.org/10.1107/S056774087600633X
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(94)90716-1
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0304-8853(94)90716-1
https://doi.org/10.1180/mgm.2023.66
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.81.103703
https://doi.org/10.1143/JPSJ.81.103703
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.104405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.89.104405
https://doi.org/10.1038/ncomms15457

	 Electric-field-induced magnetic toroidal moment and nonlinear magnetoelectric effect in antiferromagnetic olivines 
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Model and methods
	Theoretical approach
	Experimental approach

	Results and Discussion
	Dielectric anomalies
	Magnetic toroidal monopole at zero fields
	Electric-field-induced magnetic toroidal moment
	Second-order magnetoelectric response
	Other antiferromagnetic olivines

	Summary and Perspectives
	Acknowledgments
	 Theoretical results for other antiferromagnetic olivines 
	References


