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In this study, I have investigated the magnetic and critical properties of manganese pyrochlore
fluoride NaSrMn2F7, which exhibits a glass transition at Tf=2.5 (K) due to charge disorder. A
DFT+U+SOC framework is used in this paper to derive spin-Hamiltonian terms, including isotropic
and anisotropic exchange interactions. An optimized geometry reveals a local distortion of the
F-Mn-F angle along the <111> direction (95.48◦ and 84.51◦), which is considered a weak bond
disorder (δJ). In spite of the complex structure of this material, first principle calculations show
that its magnetic properties are only controlled by the nearest neighbor’s Heisenberg exchange
interaction, and other interactions do not affect spin arrangements in the ground state. Thus, this
material is considered a suitable candidate for studying electron correlation in spin glasses. Using a
replica-exchange framework, Monte Carlo simulations indicate that with δJ=0, no phase transition
is observed when magnetic susceptibility changes with temperature. Based on δJ and the spin
Hamiltonian, 2.6 (K) is obtained as the phase transition temperature.

PACS numbers: 71.15.Mb, 75.40.Mg, 75.10.Hk, 75.30.Gw

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-glass (SG) is a type of magnetic phase in which
the spatial arrangement of spins at low-temperatures is
completely random1–4. The presence of frustration (co-
existing and competing ferromagnetic and antiferromag-
netic interactions) and randomness (such as chemical dis-
orders or weak bond disorders) are essential for glass
formation1,2,6. These materials undergo a second-order
phase transition which makes the study of SG materials
attractive to scientists6. Experimental evidence to detect
such a phase are bifurcation of the field cooled (FC) and
zero field cooled (ZFC) of DC susceptibility, frequency
dependence of AC susceptibility, no magnetic saturation
even at low-temperature and high magnetic field and dif-
fusive peaks inelastic neutron scattering pattern1,3,7. In
recent years, some geometrically frustrated pyrochlores
have shown the SG phase8,9. These materials are com-
posed of a network of corner-sharing tetrahedra10,11. If
the exchange interaction between the nearest neighbor is
antiferromagnetic, the system fails to reach the ground
state with a global minimum. This condition is called
geometric frustration10–13. Despite many studies and re-
searches, there are still many questions about what is
the truly thermodynamic SG transition2. Determination
of the ground state of classical Heisenberg antiferromag-
netic SG pyrochlores in which only Heisenberg interac-
tions play a key role can be a good candidate to answer
these questions.

In 1997, with the discovery of the spin-ice phase in
Ho2Ti2O7

14, study on the magnetic properties of ox-
ide pyrochlores increased15–21. One of the main prob-
lems in the study of these materials is the difficult con-
ditions of their crystal growth. As a consequence, the
availability of large crystal pyrochlores in large sizes has

made it impossible. There is no such problem for py-
rochlore fluoride with general chemical formula A2B2F7

in which Na1+/Sr2+(Ca2+) atoms occupy A-site posi-
tion randomly and magnetic atoms such as Mn2+, Fe2+,
Co2+ and Ni2+ occupy B-site5,22–24. The result of this
random occupation is the presence of the δJ (difference
in the bond angle between the magnetic ions). There-
fore, all of these materials exhibit SG properties at low-
temperatures9,25. In this paper, I intend to investigate
the magnetic and critical properties of NaSrMn2F7 which
has the largest spin moment among the pyrochlore fluo-
ride by first-principle methods in the framework of DFT
and Monte Carlo (MC) simulation. In this material, the
Mn2+ terminates in 3d5. Therefore, S=5/2 and the or-
bital moment has a small contribution to the effective
moment (6.25 µB/Mn5). The absence of orbital moment
and its associated complexities make this material a suit-
able candidate to study the effect of bond weak disorder
in the phase transition of SG ground state.

The lattice of the NaSrMn2F7 consists of two separate
sublattices with corner-shared tetrahedra (Fig. 1). In one
sublattice, the Na1+/Sr2+ ions and in the other the mag-
netic ion (Mn2+) sit on the vertices of each tetrahedra.
The space group of this pyrochlore is Fd-3m (No. 227).
Accordingly, the Na1+/Sr2+, Mn2+ and F1− occupy the
16d (0.5, 0.5, 0.5), the 16c (0, 0, 0), 48f (x, 1/8, 1/8)
and the 8b (3/8, 3/8, 3/8), respectively. The only vari-
able parameter in this structure is the x-positional pa-
rameter. This parameter (x=0.33315) controls the bond
angle (Mn-F-Mn) and bond length (Mn-F) which plays
a decisive role in the magnetic properties. Experimen-
tal measurements show that this material is an insulator
and shows a SG transition at 2.5 (K)5. The most im-
portant reason for SG transition can be attributed to the
change in the bond angle due to the presence of charge
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FIG. 1: (Color online) Crystal structure of SG pyrochlore NaSrMn2F7 with corner-shared tetrahedrons for (Left) A-site (Na-Sr
atoms) and (right) B-site (Mn atoms). Green, yellow and purple spheres are Na1+, Sr2+ and Mn2+, respectively. x=0.3331 is
experimental value which is reported from the X-ray measurement5. The experimental F-Mn-F bond angles in <111> direction,
lattice constant and F-Mn bond length in this material are 80.9 and 99.1◦, 2.06 Åand 10.8012(3) Å, respectively5.

disorder (Na1+/Sr2+) in the lattice5. The interaction be-
tween Mn2+ ions is the superexchange mediated by F1−.
This mechanism is directly related to the bond length and
bond angle. Around each Mn ions, there is a flattened
octahedra by F ions. In this octahedra, the F-Ni-F an-
gles are different in <111> direction (97.8◦ and 82.2◦5).
The change in F-Ni-F bond angle causes variations in ex-
change parameters. As a result, the ground state of the
system takes SG order. The Curie-Weiss temperature
(θCW) equals −89.72 (K) which indicates the presence of
strong antiferromagnetic interactions between magnetic
ions5.

Microscopic examination of the exchange interactions
in this material and its effect on the formation of the
SG phase as well as the study of the critical properties
seem interesting. This paper aims to determine magnetic
and critical properties of NaSrMn2F7 by constructing a
spin Hamiltonian model. It includes various interactions
such as the Heisenberg exchange parameters up to the
third neighbor, the bi-quadratic, single-ion anisotropy
(SIA) and Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interactions (DMI) as
obtained by the first-principle methods. By using this
information, one can obtain the critical properties of this
material, including transition temperature. The current
calculations show that only the J1 + δJ is important in
determining the magnetic properties of this material, and
the effect of other interactions is negligible. As a result,
this material is considered as a simple model of SG and
it can be a good candidate for further studies such as
understanding the electron-electron correlation influence
on magnetic ground state26 especially in the SG phase,
the effect of δJ on thermal fluctuations and removing
huge degeneracy25 and what is the border between SG
and liquid phase according to the strength of δJ27–29.

The paper is structured as follows. In section II the
details of the DFT and MC computational methods have
been presented. Section III is devoted to deriving the
spin Hamiltonian and the different aspects of exchange
interactions in determination of magnetic ground state of

NaSrMn2F7 and in the following, the critical properties
are discussed. Finally, In section IV a summary is given.

II. COMPUTATIONAL METHODS

In this paper, I introduce the classical spin Hamilto-
nian (H) to get magnetic properties of SG pyrochlore
NaSrMn2F7:

Hspin = −1

2

∑
i 6=j

Jij(~Si · ~Sj) +
1

2
B
∑
n.n

(~Si · ~Sj)
2

+
1

2
D

∑
n.n

D̂ij · (~Si × ~Sj) +
1

2
∆

∑
i

(~Si · ~di)2

(1)

where ~Si denotes magnetic spins, vector D̂ij shows di-
rection of DM which is determined by Moriya’s rules
30,31 and vector ~di is the single-ion easy-axis direction
at each site i. According to Moriya’s rules, if the mirror
planes join two sites and the middle point of the op-
posite bond then the DM vectors should be perpendic-
ular to the mirror plane30,31. It should be noted that

in this model |~S|=1. Different terms of spin Hamil-
tonian express different types of exchange interactions
without (isotropic terms) and with (anisotropic terms)
considering spin-orbit coupling (SOC). Isotropic terms,
Jij and B are Heisenberg and bi-quadratic coupling, re-
spectively. Heisenberg interaction decreases rapidly with
distance because the NaSrMn2F7 is an insulator. There-
fore, Heisenberg terms are calculated up to the third
nearest neighbor(J1, J2 and J3a). To this end, one has to
regard the conventional unit-cell (88 atoms) with 4×4×4
optimized Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh. Then, J1, J2

and J3a values can be obtained by calculating the total
energy of different collinear spin configurations and map-
ping them to the Heisenberg model (Fig. 2 and Fig. 6).
There are two possible third nearest neighbor exchange
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FIG. 2: (Color online) Different collinear spin configurations for calculation Heisenberg couplings. The purple spheres denote
Mn2+. The arrows indicate the direction of the spins for each atom. From left to right, the colors of some of the spins are
selected differently to distinguish between different configurations. The ferromagnetic configuration has been chosen as the
reference to calculate the total energy difference of the various configurations. In this paper, 20 different spin configurations
have been used to make sure that the J1 converges with respect to the number of configurations.

interaction in this structure, J3a and J3b
32–34. Generally,

in the cubic pyrochlore structures J3b � J3a. Therefore,
J3b is approximated 032–34.

The nearest neighbor coupling is important for B and
anisotropic terms such as Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya coupling
(D) and single-ion anisotropy strength (∆). Therefore,
the primitive cell (22 atoms) with 6 × 6 × 6 optimized
Monkhorst-Pack k-point mesh must be regarded. The
strength of B can be determined via total energy of non-
collinear spin configurations in the absence of spin-orbit
coupling (GGA+U). In this case, if one starts from the
all-in/all-out spin configuration (where all spins are ori-
ented towards in/out center of tetrahedra) and if one

rotates the spins so that ~S1 + ~S2 + ~S3 + ~S4 = 0, it can be
shown that Heisenberg term is degenerated34. The total
energy difference of different noncollinear spin configura-
tions can be attributed to B34.

With the uniform rotation of magnetic moments in the
absence of SOC, the isotropic terms of the spin Hamil-
tonian are degenerated. By considering the spin-orbit
coupling (GGA+U+SOC), the total energy difference of
the various noncollinear spin configurations is entirely
attributed to D provided that the SIA is negligible34.
Given that Mn+2 ends in 3d5, it is expected that SIA
has a very small contribution. To calculate this term, one
has to examine two different noncollinear spin configura-
tions. In the first spin configuration, one magnetic mo-
ment points outward from the center of the tetrahedra.
The other three moments point inward toward the cen-
ter of the tetrahedra. For the second spin configuration,
the magnetic moments of the first configuration rotate
about 120◦ around the Z axis. It can be demonstrated
that for these two spin configurations in the absence of
SOC, isotropic terms do not change. In the presence of
SOC, the D remains unchanged and the total energy dif-
ference between these two spin configurations is entirely
attributed to ∆35.

The derivation Heisenberg term and Other terms of
Eq. (1) have been done by the full-potential linearized
augmented plane wave (FPLAW) method as imple-
mented in the FLEUR36 code and Quantum Espresso

(QE)37,38 code which employs the plane wave basis set,
respectively. For the exchange-correlation energy, I em-
ploy the Perdew Burke Ernzerhof parametrization of
the generalized gradient approximation (GGA)39. The
GGA+U approximation40 is used to account for the on-
site Coulomb interaction for 3d orbitals of Mn atoms.
The optimized cut-off of wave function expansion in the
interstitial region is set to kmax = 4.2 a.u.−1. The muffin-
tin radius of Na, Sr, Mn and F atoms are set to 2.6, 2.8,
2.3 and 1.4 a.u., respectively. To increase the accuracy
of the calculations, I have considered the 3s and 3p or-
bitals of the Mn as semicore electrons (FLAPW+LO).
The effective U parameter (Ueff=U − JH), where U and
JH are screened on-site Coulomb and Hund exchange in-
teractions, is calculated by the Density Functional Per-
turbation Theory (DFPT)41 using the QE code. The
optimized 40 Ry and 400 Ry cutoff have been considered
for expanding wavefunction and charge density in plane
wave, respectively. The approximation electron-ion in-
teraction has been controlled through GBRV ultra-soft
pseudo-potential42. In order to investigate the effect of
random distribution on A-site, one considers a conven-
tional unitcell with 88 atoms. For this unitcell, 97 dif-
ferent configurations with different A-site distributions
can be defined by using the supercell program43. Each of
these distributions has a specific and unique symmetry.
For calculations of the total energy for each configura-
tion, QE code has been used in GGA approach.

To capture the critical properties and low-temperature
spacial spin arrangement of NaSrMn2F7, one performs
MC simulation. The effect of charge disorder has been
regarded in this simulation. Since SG materials have mul-
tiple local minimums in their energy landscape, reaching
to a global minimum specially at low-temperature is not
possible. To tackle this problem, the replica exchange
method44 should be employed as implemented in the ES-
pinS package45. The Gaussian distribution has been con-
sidered as the particular choice of disorder. In the replica
exchange algorithm, the high-temperature configurations
are swapped for the low-temperature configurations so
that the system reaches thermal equilibrium. The con-
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TABLE I: For various Ueff values, Heisenberg couplings up to third neighbors have been determined. A negative value denotes
anti-ferromagnetic exchange inetraction, whereas a positive value denotes ferromagnetic exchange interaction. Tf can also be
determined via MC simulations. To account for the effect of random A-site occupations, δJ=0.13(meV) can be regarded as a
weak bond disorder.

Ueff (eV) J1 (meV) J2 (meV) J3 (meV) Tf (K)
4.58 −1.97 −0.03 0.02 1.8
4.00 −2.33 −0.04 0.03 2.6
EXP 2.55

dition for the system to reach equilibrium is that the
MC steps should be sufficiently selected so that, first,
the temperature behavior of the specific heat and energy
of the system is smooth and, second, the position of the
specific heat peak changes slightly by changing the seed
and third, the acceptance ratio of MC steps at each tem-
perature reaches at least to 65 percent. The linear size of
the simulation cell (L=16) is used to ensure the presence
of phase transition. In this way, there are N×L3 spins in
the three-dimensional lattice where N is the number of
spins (N=4 for one tetrahedron). For MC calculations,

0 40 80
A-site distributions

2

6
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E m
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(e

V)

FIG. 3: (Color online) Ab initio calculations of total energy
for different A-site distributions in GGA approach. The red
circle which has minimum total energy is related to homoge-
neous distribution in which Na and Sr occupy A-site tetrahe-
dral with two by two ratio. The total energy of homogeneous
distribution has been considered as Emin. It should be noted
that primitive cell for calculating exchange paremeters be-
yond Heisenberg term can be made only for the homogeneous
distribution.

when δJ is considered, the calculations are performed for
ten different starting points (different seeds) and then the
final result is expressed as the average of them. 3×106

MC steps per spin at each temperature are performed
for the thermal equilibrium and data collection, respec-
tively. To reduce the correlation between the successive
data, measurements are done after skipping every 10 MC
steps.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Different distributions of Na-Sr on A-site

A-site is completely randomly occupied by Na/Sr with
equal concentrations. I take into account 97 various con-
figurations with various A-site distributions with a dis-
tinct and special symmetry in order to examine the im-
pact of varied A-site distributions on structural and mag-
netic properties. First, I compute the total energy of all
97 distributions. The diagram reffig:tfe depicts how the
different 97 configurations are arranged in terms of total
energy. In the GGA approach, I use the QE code for this
calculation. One distribution has the lowest total energy,
according to Fig. 3. I call it homogeneous distribution be-
cause Na-Sr occupy A-site in such a way that there are
two Sr and two Na in each A-site tetrahedral. For this
distribution, one can only make primitive cells with 22
atoms. Although the obtained band structure (Fig. 4)
suggests that the material is an insulator in the GGA
approach, one needs to describe accurately the electron-
electron Coulomb correlation due to the 3d orbital of the
Mn atom. Therefore, one should apply the Hubbard po-
tential to 3d electrons as an on-site Coulomb interaction.
Based on the ab initio calculations (DFPT method), the
effective Hubbard parameter Ueff obtains 4.58 eV for this
system. In this paper, I have taken into account JH∼1.0
eV as it is suggested for 3d materials46,47. After deter-
mining the U parameter, I optimize the primitive cell’s
lattice constants and ion locations. To eliminate bias, I
examine FM order and maintain symmetry so that the
final geometry has the same experimental symmetry and
space group as the original geometry. The obtained re-
sults reveal that the F-Mn-F angle is distorted in the
<111> direction (see Fig. 1). The estimated values are
95.48◦ and 84.51◦, which accord well with the experimen-
tal values (97.8◦ and 85.2◦). The optimized x parameter
and lattice constant are 0.3337 and 10.8930Å, respec-
tively, which are equivalent to the experimental values
0.3331 and 10.8012Å.

B. Magnetic and electronic properties

The quantitative derivation spin Hamiltonian (Eq. (1))
is effective to explain or predict the magnetic proper-
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FIG. 4: (Color online)Obtained the band structure of NaSrMn2F7 in (Left)GGA and (Right)GGA+SOC approaches, re-
spectively. The Fermi energy is set to zero. The all-in/all-out magnetic configuration (noncollinear spin texture) has been
considered for these calculations. The figures exhibit that the SOC has an ignorable effect on energy bands near the Fermi
level.
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FIG. 5: (Color online) PDOS calculated for AFM-ordered
NaSrMn2F7 using the GGA functional. It illustrates the lo-
cal 3d DOS of a single Mn atom for majority spins. The
obtained Lowdin Charge analysis indicates that the major-
ity spin levels are fully occupied and minority spin levels are
negligibly occupied. That’s why the 3d DOS for minority of
spins has not been exhibited. It should be noted that this
calculation has been done by using QE code37,38.

ties of this pyrochlore. This information can answer the
fundamental question about how a novel ground state
emerges. The results of calculations of different spin
Hamiltonian terms for different Hubbard parameters are
given in Table. I. To ensure the exact value of Ueff, Tf

obtained from the MC simulation can be compared with
the experimental value. As shown in Table. I, I have
started from Ueff=4.58 eV and decreased it until the ob-
tained Tf is equal to the experimental value. In this way,
the optimum Ueff is 4.0 eV.

According to the chemical valence of different atoms in
NaSrMn2F7 compound, one expects that Na, Sr, Mn and
F are in the +1, +2, +2 and -1 oxidation states, respec-

tively. Therefore, the external shell of Mn+2 is 3d5 and
Hund rule predicts a spin S=5/2, and thereby a magnetic
moment 5 µB for it. The DFT calculations obtain 4.8 µB ,
not far from the native ionic picture. With this simple
picture, one expects the quantum angular momentum of
Mn to be zero and the magnetization of this compound
originated only from spin part. The DFT calculations
give some residual magnetization 0.024 µB , 0.0008 µB

and 0.0005 µB for F, Sr and Na atoms, respectively.

To ensure that the bond disorder does not affect the
crystal field and its consequences for higher order ex-
change interactions, other important and effective ex-
change couplings must be calculated. DFT calculations
show that other exchange parameters like B, D, and ∆
are 3 to 4 times smaller than J1. As a result, these
interactions are negligible and have no bearing on the
magnetic properties of the ground state. The orbital
moment of the magnetic ion strongly influences the an-
tisymmetric exchange interactions (DMI and SIA). The
Mn orbital moment plays a very small role in the ef-
fective orbital of this material, according to experimen-
tal measurements5. The orbital moment of each Mn ion
obtained from ab initio calculations (GGA+U+SOC) is
0.0001 µB , which is a very small amount. It is possible
to conclude that antisymmetric exchange interactions in
this material are unimportant. Fig. 4 also compares band
structures for noncollinear (all-in/all-out) magnetic con-
figurations with and without SOC. As can be seen, the
SOC has very little effect on the energy bands, espe-
cially near the Fermi level. As a result, the SOC ef-
fect in this material is very weak. The spin-projected
DOS (PDOS) and Lowdin charge analysis calculations
for a Mn atom confirm that the SOC effect is negligible
(Fig. 5). According to the Lowdin charge analysis, the
total charge for majority and minority spin levels are
dz2=0.9973, dxz=0.9905, dyz=0.9909, dx2−y2=0.9973,
dxy=0.9927 and dz2=0.0348, dxz=0.0723, dyz=0.0707,
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FIG. 6: (Color online) (Left) Mapping total energy for various collinear spin configurations obtained by DFT+U into the
Heisenberg model. The error of fitting is 2%. (right) Variation of J1 with respect to different random collinear spin configu-
rations. After 20 different configurations, J1 trend has been constant.
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FIG. 7: (Color online) The calculated (Left) magnetic specific heat and (right) magnetic susceptibility for δJ=0.13 (meV).
The obtained freezing temperature is similar to the experimental value. The temperature of the peak has been considered as
Tf because this point is where the break between high and low temperature data is defined. L=16 has been used as the size of
the simulation lattice for these calculations.

dx2−y2=0.0358, dxy=0.0723, respectively. As a result,
the majority spin levels are completely occupied, while
the minority spin levels are barely occupied. It is rea-
sonable to conclude that the orbital moment is quenched
in this material. Fig. 6 shows how J1 has been calcu-
lated. As one can see, the choosing number of differ-
ent collinear magnetic configurations continues until J1

reaches a constant value which is −2.33 (meV). Also,
Fig. 6 illustrates how the total energies from DFT+U
calculations are mapped to the Heisenberg model via the
least-square fitting method. The error of fitting obtains
2%. The exchange parameters of the second (J2) and
third (J3) nearest neighbors are very small. Thus, A-site
random occupation only changes J1. One can estimate

this weak bond disorder by using δJ =
√

3
8kBTf

48. Since

the experimental value of the freezing temperature is 2.5
(K)5, δJ is equal to 0.13 (meV).

C. Critical properties

In the following, I perform MC simulations to find the
optimal Ueff and the ab initio freezing temperature. The
calculations are done taking into consideration δJ to ac-
count for the impact of A-site random occupancy on MC
simulation. The temperature behavior of the sample’s
specific heat (C) and magnetic susceptibility (chi) are
shown in Fig. 7. I consider the position of peak for C and
χ to define freezing temperature. For δJ=0.13 (meV),
Tf obtains 2.6±0.1 K. By decreasing the amount of δJ ,
the freezing temperature decreases so that for δJ=0, no
phase transition is observed up to 0.5 K. Therefore, one
can conclude that the δJ acts as a small perturbation and
must account for the system SG phase transition at low-
temperature by eliminating the degeneracy of the ground
state48.
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IV. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, spin Hamiltonian for spin-glass
pyrochlore NaSrMn2F7 were calculated using
DFT+U+SOC. The spin Hamilton comprised isotropic
and anisotropic concepts such nearest neighbor bi-
quadratic, Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya, and single-ion
anisotropy, as well as Heisenberg coupling up to third
neighbors. Since the Hubbard parameter played a
decisive role in describing the electron-electron corre-
lation and consequently the magnetic properties, this
value was determined via the DFPT method. Then,
I reduced it to such an extent that the Tf obtained
from the MC simulations equaled to the experimental
Tf . The DFT computations revealed that the sole
thing that matters most in determining this material’s
magnetic characteristics is J1 (as nearest neighbor
Heisenberg exchange). Following that, the specific heat
and magnetic susceptibility temperature behavior were
calculated using the obtained spin Hamiltonian from

MC simulations. Because Na-Sr random occupancy on
A-site causes weak bond disorder(δJ), δJ=0.13 (meV)
was assumed to produce freezing temperature equals
the experimental freezing temperature. δJ behaves like
a perturbation and is what causes the spin-glass phase
transition at low temperatures because no phase transi-
tion can be seen even at low temperatures when δJ=0.
To better comprehend the nature of fluctuations at
low temperatures and their impact on electron-electron
correlation, experimental data like inelastic neutron
scattering may be useful.
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