
ar
X

iv
:2

01
0.

10
84

8v
1 

 [
co

nd
-m

at
.s

tr
-e

l]
  2

1 
O

ct
 2

02
0

Effect of pressure on electric transport properties of carbon-doped EuB6
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Abstract

We report about influence of external pressure on electrical resistivity of EuB5.99C0.01, the compound believed to be
intrinsically inhomogeneous due to fluctuation of carbon content. Our results show that the low-temperature resistivity
maximum shifts to lower temperature with applied pressure, opposite to the behavior reported for stoichiometric
EuB6. The origin of such qualitative difference we associate with the increasing volume fraction of the phase that
is not compatible with ferromagnetic ordering (originating in regions with relatively higher carbon concentration)
with enhancing pressure. Our results support a recent proposition [1] that carbon-rich regions strongly influence
magnetotransport properties of carbon-doped EuB6, such as they play a role of “spacers”, which prevent percolation
of ferromagnetic phase.
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1. Introduction

EuB6 orders ferromagnetically at low temperatures
and undergoes a metal-insulator phase transition [2, 3,
4]. Physical properties of this stoichiometric hexa-
boride are thought to be governed by magnetic polarons
[4, 5, 6, 7] indicated by Raman scattering measurements
[5] to appear during the cooling at about 30 K. As sug-
gested by Süllow et al.[4], at 15.5 K a spontaneous mag-
netization emerges accompanied by metalization, and
magnetic polarons begin to overlap and form a con-
ducting, ferromagnetically ordered phase that acts as
a percolating, low-resistance path across the otherwise
poorly conducting sample. With decreasing tempera-
ture the volume fraction of the conducting FM phase
expands until the sample becomes a homogeneous con-
ducting bulk ferromagnet at 12.6 K [4]. High-pressure
measurements [8] indicate that ferromagnetic (FM) or-
der in EuB6 is driven by an RKKY interaction.

According to theoretical studies [9], both electron
doping, as well as pressure enhance the FM interac-
tion between Eu atoms. In agreement with this assump-
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tion experiments [10, 11, 8] show that increasing pres-
sure continuously reduces the resistivity of EuB6 and
enhances the temperature of FM ordering.

Because of the very low number of intrinsic charge
carriers (∼1020 cm−3) [12], even a slight increase in the
concentration of conduction electrons drastically mod-
ifies electric and magnetic properties of this compound
[1, 13, 14]. Substitution of boron by carbon increases
the number of conduction electrons in the system. It
seems that the prevailing effect of the additional elec-
trons (above a certain concentration) is to produce an-
tiferromagnetic exchange that competes with the ini-
tial FM interaction [15]. As shown by neutron diffrac-
tion studies [15], the predominant FM ordering in sto-
ichiometric EuB6 changes with increasing carbon con-
tent through a mixture of ferromagnetic and helimag-
netic domains into a purely antiferromagnetic state in
EuB6−xCx with x ≥ 0.125 [15, 13]. The helimag-
netic domains are formed in carbon-rich regions, which
are characterized by higher carrier density than the sur-
rounding FM matrix [15]. Different types of magnetic
order are a consequence of a distinct impact of the
RKKY interaction due to distinct carrier densities [15].
The presence of the helimagnetic domains is also be-
lieved to be responsible for an additional scattering term
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in the electrical resistivity below the bulk FM phase
transition [1, 16].

Recently, an anomalously large negative magnetore-
sistance of EuB5.99C0.01 was reported [1] and attributed
to a local fluctuation in carbon content. The proposed
new scenario [1] on the role of regions with increased
carbon concentration has allowed to explain huge dif-
ferences between the ρ(T ) characteristics of pure and
carbon-doped EuB6. As follows from this scenario
[1], regions with charge-carrier concentration exceed-
ing a certain threshold value, represented by the regions
with correspondingly higher carbon concentration, are
not compatible with the existence of magnetic polarons
(and with FM state in general). Thus, in the tempera-
ture region close above the temperature of the bulk FM
ordering, Tc = 4.3 K, these regions act as spacers that
prevent magnetic polarons to link, to form FM clusters,
and eventually to percolate [1]. As a result, the per-
colation and the bulk FM state occur at lower temper-
ature. According to this scenario the principal differ-
ences between the pure EuB6 and EuB5.99C0.01 can be
summarized as follows [1]. (i) While the paramagnetic
state in EuB6 is homogeneous, the paramagnetic state in
EuB5.99C0.01 has to be treated as inhomogeneous, con-
taining regions with increased carbon content and with
correspondingly higher electrical conductance in com-
parison to the remaining matrix. (ii) The magnetic po-
laron phase in EuB6 can be treated as two-component
system, consisting of highly conducting FM phase rep-
resented by MPs and poorly conducting paramagnetic
matrix. This phase in EuB5.99C0.01 does have three com-
ponents at least: highly conducting FM phase repre-
sented by MPs, regions with lower carbon content, and
carbon-rich domains. The latter, incompatible with the
existence of MPs due to too high charge carriers concen-
tration, work as “spacers”, preventing MPs to link and
to form a conductive path across the sample. (iii) Fi-
nally, in the magnetically ordered state EuB6 is a homo-
geneous ferromagnet, while EuB5.99C0.01 can be treated
as two component system consisting of FM matrix and
HM domains formed in the carbon-rich regions. An
important consequence of this scenario from an appli-
cation point of view is that it might show a route for
optimization of the magnetoresistive properties also in
other spatially inhomogeneous systems with magnetic
polarons, or with FM phase in general [1]. The aim of
this paper is to give another experimental support that
regions with increased charge-carrier concentration, not
compatible with FM ordering, are responsible for huge
differences between pure and carbon-doped EuB6.

2. Material and Methods

We studied single crystal EuB5.99C0.01 with Tc =

4.3 K, grown by the zone-floating method. (For more
details see Ref. 1.) The electrical resistivity was mea-
sured by a standard DC four-probe method. Hydrostatic
pressure conditions up to 10.3 kbar were generated by a
piston-cylinder cell (liquid pressure cell). The absolute
value of the pressure was determined from the super-
conducting transition of Pb.

3. Results and Discussion

We measured temperature dependence of the electri-
cal resistivity between 1.6 and 300 K for three distinct
values of the applied pressure: ∼0, 4.4 and 10.3 kbar.
As it is evident from Fig. 1, increasing pressure has
two kinds of effect on the temperature dependence of
the resistivity: (i) decrease of the overall resistivity in
the whole temperature interval investigated, and (ii) a
shift of the resistivity maximum towards lower temper-
ature. The former one, qualitatively similar to the ob-
servation in pure EuB6, can be simply ascribed to an
increased concentration of charge carriers due to ap-
plied pressure. The latter one, however, shows an oppo-
site tendency compared to pure EuB6 [10, 8], where the
(low temperature) resistivity maximum increases upon
pressure due to enhanced FM interactions caused by the
increased electron concentration. A qualitative differ-
ence reflects itself also in a position of the maximum in
dρ/dT (T ) (see inset in Fig. 1). While the maximum in
dρ/dT (T ) for pure EuB6 shifts to higher temperatures
with pressure increase [8], in the case of EuB5.99C0.01 it

Figure 1: External-pressure influence on the ρ(T ) and dρ/dT (T ) de-
pendences of EuB5.99C0.01.
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does not change the position on temperature scale with
respect to the experimental error.

Especially the opposite effect of pressure on the posi-
tion of the peak in ρ(T ) indicates that another phenom-
ena than those governing electrical transport properties
of pure EuB6 should be dominating in EuB5.99C0.01.
This seems to be a consequence of local fluctuations
in carbon content and corresponding local fluctuations
in charge-carrier concentration, whereas the latter leads
to the magnetic phase separation [1]. Taking into ac-
count that concentration of charge carriers is a primary
parameter governing a position of the boundary between
FM and non-FM regions, an increase in charge-carrier
concentration due to applied external pressure shifts this
boundary to the zone with lower carbon concentration.
Such as spacers are defined as regions not compatible
with FM ordering, external pressure in fact increases
their volume and space distribution. As a consequence,
conditions for a mutual interconnection of higly con-
ductive FM regions (resulting from an overlap of mag-
netic polarons) close above Tc become unfavourable
with pressure increase. Thus, the transition from a
metal-like transport (dρ/dT > 0) to a transport regime
with a predominant semiconducting, nonferromagnetic
phase (dρ/dT < 0), shifts towards lower temperature.
In such way the scenario [1] on the spacing role of the
charge-carrier-rich regions in carbon-doped EuB6 yields
a consistent explanation of the effect of external pres-
sure on the electrical resistivity of EuB5.99C0.01.

Fig. 2 illustrates how external pressure influences
the temperature dependence of the resistivity of
EuB5.99C0.01 in the paramagnetic state, focusing on the
temperature between ∼10 K and ∼20 K. As demon-
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Figure 2: Influence of external pressure on the ρ(T ) dependence.

strated previously [1, 17], a dominant contribution to the
temperature dependence of the resistivity in this tem-
perature range arises from the spin disorder scattering;
the ρ(T ) dependence can be satisfactorily analyzed us-
ing the formula ρ(T ) = A.T/(T − θC) + ρd, where A is
a constant, parameter θC is the paramagnetic Curie tem-
perature, and ρd represents a contribution due to tem-
perature independent scattering on defects. As can be
seen from Fig. 2, external pressure lower than 4.4 kbar
practically does not influence the θC (θC = 6.98±0.05 K
and 6.96 ± 0.05 K for ∼ 0 and 4.4 kbar, respectively).
At higher pressure the paramagnetic Curie temperature
slightly decreases (θC = 6.38 ± 0.05 K), which could
be also associated with the expansion of non-FM re-
gions (spacers) and strengthened antiferromagnetic in-
teractions inside them, consistently with the above men-
tioned scenario.

Of course, application of the scenario on the role of
spacers requires to take into account the following as-
pects/limitations. (i) The volume fraction of the phase
not compatible with FM ordering should be comparable
to the volume fraction of the vast phase, where MPs can
exist. Too high volume fraction of the phase not com-
patible with FM ordering would prevent the percolation
process, thus only islands of FM phase would exist in
the system and the percolation would not occur at all; on
the other hand, too low fraction of these regions would
not have any important impact on the percolation pro-
cess. (ii) Characteristic dimensions of regions not com-
patible with FM ordering should be comparable with
dimensions of MPs at temperatures close above Tc. If
these regions were much larger than MPs, theys would
only represent some ”restricted regions”, but could not
effectively play the role of spacers, such as MPs could
easily percolate in the remaining volume of the material.
On the other hand, if these regions are too small, they
would not effectively prevent the percolation/overlap of
significantly larger MPs.

Applying the above mentioned criteria on the case
of the investigated EuB5.99C0.01 leads to the conclusion
that the volume fraction of the charge-carrier-rich re-
gions should be comparable to the vast material and
characteristic dimensions of these regions should be
of the same range as MPs close above Tc. Unfortu-
nately, we have no direct evidence on the volume of
regions not compatible with FM state in the investi-
gated compound. More light into the problem should
be brought e.g. by detailed neutron diffraction stud-
ies.) However, we strongly suppose a comparable vol-
ume fraction of the charge-carrier-rich regions and the
vast material. (Just for illustration purposes, a consid-
eration of the system as a mixture of EuB5.995C0.005 and
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EuB5.985C0.015 phase would yield a volume ratio 1:1; a
mixture of EuB5.97C0.03 or EuB5.95C0.05, as the carbon-
rich phase and EuB6 as the carbon-poor one would pro-
vide the ratio 2:1 or 4:1, respectively.) A rough estima-
tion of an expected size of the spacers and MPs in the
studied system can be performed as follows. Estimation
of the radius of MPs in EuB6 close above Tc from Ra-
man scattering studies [5] yields a value R ≈ 2a, where
a = 4.19 Å is the lattice parameter of EuB6 close above
the Tc = 12 K [15]. Thus, an estimated size/diameter
of MPs in EuB6 close above the Tc is 2R ≈ 16.76 Å.
According to the neutron scattering studies reported by
Tarascon et al., the size of incoherent regions present
in EuB5.95C0.05 due to the fluctuation in carbon con-
tent is about 50 Å [15]. Supposing that carbon-rich
regions in EuB5.99C0.01 have the same carbon concentra-
tion but adequately reduced size when comparing with
EuB5.95C0.05, the estimated size/diameter of the spacers
in the tudied compound should be ≈ 29.2 Å, what is
comparable with the above mentioned size of MPs in
EuB6. According to this rough estimation EuB5.99C0.01

can be treated within the limits of the scenario of spac-
ers [1].

The above presented results and related discussion
shed new light on an understanding of the very in-
triguing behavior of EuB5.99C0.01 system and allow
to explain qualitatively different effect of pressure on
the electrical characteristics of pure and carbon-doped
EuB6. As stated previously [1] and discussed in this pa-
per, a major difference between the two systems is rep-
resented by the presence of the spacers, i. e. regions not
compatible with FM order due to high carrier concentra-
tion, which prevent FM phase to percolate and to form
an electrically conductive path along the carbon doped
sample. It can be therefore concluded that both, the ob-
served shift of the resistivity maximum to lower temper-
ature, as well as a decrease of the paramagnetic Curie
temperature upon increasing pressure, can be attributed
to the expansion of the spacers upon increasing pres-
sure. Thus the results confirm that the dominant effect
of substitution of boron by carbon in EuB5.99C0.01. is an
inhomogeneous volume distribution of carbon, causing
magnetic phase separation at low temperatures, instead
of (an homogeneous) increase of the charge-carrier con-
centration.
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