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Instability ofthe rhodium m agnetic m om ent as origin ofthe m etam agnetic phase

transition in �-FeR h
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Theoretische Tieftem peraturphysik,G erhard-M ercator-Universit�at Duisburg,47048 Duisburg,G erm any

(D ated:April14,2024)

Based on ab initio totalenergy calculationswe show thattwo m agnetic statesofrhodium atom s

togetherwith com peting ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic exchangeinteractionsareresponsible

for a tem perature induced m etam agnetic phase transition, which experim entally is observed for

stoichiom etric �-FeRh. Taking into account the results of previous and newly perform ed �rst-

principles calculations we present a spin-based m odel,which allows to reproduce this �rst-order

m etam agnetictransition by m eansofM onteCarlo sim ulations.Furtherinclusion ofspacialvariation

ofexchange param etersleadsto a realistic description ofthe experim entalm agneto-volum e e�ects

in �-FeRh.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In 1938Fallot1,2 discovered thatordered bccFe50Rh50

undergoesa �rstorderm etam agnetictransition from an

antiferrom agnetic (AF)ground state to a ferrom agnetic

(FM )phasewith increasingtem perature.Thistransition

occursat Tm � 320K and is accom panied by a volum e

increase ofabout 1% .3,4 The Curie tem perature TC of

the FM phase is ofthe order of670K .4,5 In contradic-

tion to the�rsthypothesisofFallotand Horcart,2 X-ray

di�raction m easurem ents showed that the transition is

isostructural.6 From M �ossbauerand neutron di�raction

m easurem entsoneknowsthattheFM phasehascollinear

m agneticm om entsof3:2�B perFe atom and 0:9�B per

Rh atom .7 Atlow tem peraturesan AF-IIspin structure

is found with Fe m om entsof3:3�B and with vanishing

Rh m om ents(seeFigure1).8,9 Application ofhydrostatic

pressuresuppressestheFM phase,i.e.foracriticalpres-

sure of60kbarthe system im m ediately transform sfrom

the AF to the param agnetic(PM )phase.

An earlyexplanationforthisbehaviorwasbasedonthe

phenom enological exchange inversion m odel10 by K it-

tel (which originally was designed to explain m etam -

agnetic transitions in other m aterials like Cr-m odi�ed

M n2Sb with a layered m agnetic structure). In this

m odelthe exchange param eter varies linearly with the

lattice constantand changessign fora criticalvalue ac.

However,experim ental�ndingslike the ratherlarge en-

tropy change3,4,11,12,13 at Tm , which is ofthe order of

�S(T m )� 12:5� 19:7Jkg�1 K �1 ,aswellaselasticprop-

erties could not correctly be described.13 Tu et al.14

used a di�erent approach by considering the large dif-

ference ofthe low-tem perature speci�c heat constants,

,ofthe AF and the FM phases: M easurem ents sug-

gestthatFM � 59� 62:5m Jkg�1 K �2 isaboutfourto

six tim es largerthan A F � 10:5� 16m Jkg�1 K �2 .14,15

Based on these observations, Tu et al. explained the

transition by a change in entropy ofthe band electrons

between the AF and the FM phases. An estim ation of

the free energy showsthatthese contributionshave the

rightorderofm agnitude to explain the AF{FM transi-

tion,ifoneassum esthattheelectronicdensitiesofstates

FIG .1: Left: Type IIantiferrom agnetic ground state struc-

turewith a nonm agneticRh atom atthecenterand Featom s

with m om entsof3:3�B atthe cornersite.Right:Ferrom ag-

neticstructurewith Fem om entsof3:2�B atthecornersand

Rh m om entof0:9�B atthe centersite.

attheFerm ileveldonotvary considerablyfrom low tem -

peratures up to the transition. However,since the FM

phase cannotbe stabilized atlow tem peraturesforstoi-

chiom etricFeRh,FM hasbeen m easuredin slightlym ore

iron-rich alloys.W ith respectto thestrong sensitivity of

the m agnetic phase diagram to sm alldepartures from

stoichiom etry,16 one m ay doubt that the low tem pera-

turespeci�cheatcan beconsidered to beindependentof

concentration.17,18 A further drawback considering the

explanation ofTu etal.arisesfrom the factthatadding

5% Iridium boostsA F by alm ostan orderofm agnitude

toavalueofA F = 101m Jkg�1 K �2 :15,19 Thecom pound

Fe49:5Rh45:5Ir5 alsoundergoesam etam agnetictransition

with Tm shifted to highertem peratures.3 Since the rela-

tion between A F and FM is reversed in this m aterial,

thepreviously sketched explanation cannotbeapplied to

thiscase.

In 1992 M oruzziand M arcusperform ed ab initio cal-

culations using spin polarized density functionaltheory

(DFT)in thefram ework ofthe localdensity approxim a-

tion (LDA) and the augm ented sphericalwave (ASW )

form alism .18,20,21 They calculated the total energy of

FeRh asafunction ofvolum efordi�erentm agneticstruc-

tures. They found that the AF-IIspin structure is the

ground state,whereastheFM structureisanotherstable

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0207577v3
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V0 �E m Fe B N (E F)

a.u./atom m Ry �B G Pa states/Ry

AF FM AF FM AF FM AF FM

Ref.18 90.2 91.8 1.9 2.98 3.15 214 202 37 32

Ref.25 91.9 92.9 2.2 3.13 3.20 227 244 13 32

Thiswork 91.4 93.0 2.5 3.18 3.23 197 193 13 29

TABLE I:Com parison ofab initioresults.Here,V0 istheequi-

librium volum e ofAF and FM phases,�E = E F M � EA F is

the energy di�erence per atom ,m Fe is the Fe m agnetic m o-

m ent,B isthebulk m odulus,and N (E F)thedensity ofstates

perform ula unitatthe Ferm ilevel. The m om enton the Rh

sites is 1:0�B in the FM phase and zero in the AF phase in

allcalculations.

solution with higherenergy and a largervolum e.Forthe

m om ents they obtained �Fe = 2:98�B,�R h = 1:02�B
(AF phase)and �Fe = 3:15�B (FM phase),in agreem ent

with experim entalresults.

In thiswork,we presentfurtherab initio totalenergy

calculations of stoichiom etric �-FeRh using the ASW

form alism and the generalized gradient approxim ation

(G G A).22 The corresponding code also allows to eval-

uatenoncollinearalignm entofspins(seeRef.23 and ref-

erencestherein).Form any casesLDA givesa reasonable

description oftheground statepropertiesofsolids.How-

ever,in som ecasesitpredictsthewrong ground stateas

e.g.for iron24. For Fe, the hcp structure is found to

be 10m Ry lowerin energy than the bcc phase.Because

FeRh has also a bcc ground state lattice structure (un-

like pure Rh),itis necessary to go beyond LDA by us-

ingG G A.W ehaveconsidered di�erentpossiblem agnetic

ground state structures presented in section II. Based

then on the speci�c energetic order ofresulting energy

versus volum e curves,we discuss a new m echanism for

thetem peraturedrivenm etam agnetictransitionin FeRh.

In contrast to prior explanations, our m odeldoes not

rely on ground state propertiesorlow tem peraturedata

alone. Instead,we propose that therm alexcitations at

�nite tem peratures are the driving force for the transi-

tion. This is dem onstrated in section III on the basis

ofM onte Carlo sim ulationsofan Ising-type spin m odel,

showing thata com petition between AF Fe-Feexchange-

interactionsand anonm agneticRh stateon theonehand

andFM Fe-Rh interactionsontheotherissu�cienttoex-

plain the m etam agnetic transition ofFeRh.Inclusion of

spatialdegreesoffreedom (section IV)byaddingpairpo-

tentialsand assum ing a linearvariation ofthe exchange

param eter with the lattice param eter proves that this

m odelexplanation is in accordance with the ab initio

data and leadsfurtherm ore to a nearly quantitative de-

scription ofexperim entaldetails.

0

1

2

3

4

M
o

m
e

n
t 

(µ
B
 /

 a
to

m
)

70 80 90 100 110

Volume (a.u.
3
 / atom)

0

10

20

30

40

50

T
o

ta
l 
E

n
e

rg
y
 (

m
R

y
 /

 a
to

m
)

NM

FM (µ
Rh

=0)

FM

AF-II

µ
Fe

µ
Rh

FIG .2: Totalenergy and m agnetic m om ent versus atom ic

volum e asobtained by ab initio calculations(presentwork).

II. A B IN IT IO T O TA L EN ER G Y

C A LC U LA T IO N S

W ehaveperform ed ab initio calculationsby using the

ASW -m ethod26 and G G A. Relativistic e�ects are in-

cluded in the scalarrelativistic approxim ation. The ba-

siswavefunctionsofFe and Rh atom sinclude spd and f

stateswhich aresu�cientto obtain thecorrectm agnetic

behavior of -iron. W e assum e that the AF like spin

structure can best be described by a spin-spiral(Ref.

23)with wave vector(0:5;0:5;0:5)in units of2�=a. As

�rst step,we optim ized the volum e ofthe AF-II state

with equalASA-radiifor both types ofatom s. For the

resulting equilibrium volum e, the totalenergy is then

m inim ized with respectto the ratio ofthe ASA-spheres

leading to rR h=rFe = 1:15.In orderto investigatethein-

uenceofthe Rh m om entin theFM phasewehavealso

used the�xed spin m om entm ethod23 to restrictm R h to

zero.TableIcontainsthecalculated equilibrium proper-

tiesforAF-IIand FM phaseswhich arein fairagreem ent

with previous calculations. Com pared to previous non-

relativisticASW LDA calculations(M oruzzietal.18),we

obtain equilibrium volum eswhich areabout1-2% larger,

being typicalforG G A.In contrastto the casesofpure

iron27 and FeNiInvaralloys28,the m agnetic energy dif-

ferencesareonly slightly inuenced by the gradientcor-

rections.Also,noevidencewasfound thatanoncollinear

structure could be lower in energy than the previously

found collinearAF and FM spin arrangem ents.W ith re-
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specttothedensityofstatesattheFerm ilevelourresults

com pare betterwith resultsofSzajek etal.25 than with

resultsofRef.18.Since the latterresultswere obtained

by using LDA ASW (with a spd basis),weconcludethat

thedensity ofstatesattheFerm ilevelisvery sensitiveto

com putationaldetails.The valuesobtained forthe bulk

m oduli,B A F and B FM ,are lower com pared to those of

Ref.18 (where B A F > B FM wasobtained in contrastto

B FM > B A F in Ref.25).

Thecalculated totalenergy curvesareshown in Fig.2.

The large energetic di�erence between the usual FM

phase and the hypothetic FM phase with zero rhodium

m om ent im plies that a �nite Rh m om ent plays an im -

portantrole forthe stability ofthe FM phase. Itseem s

unlikely that a m agnetic �eld at the Rh sites induced

by the surrounding iron atom sisresponsible forthe ap-

pearance ofa Rh m om entin the FM phase,aswaspro-

posed in previous discussions. However,a strong ferro-

m agnetic exchange interaction between the Rh and the

iron atom sthatoverridesan antiferrom agneticexchange

between nextnearestneighboriron sites,would explain

how the existence ofa Rh m om entcan help to stabilize

the FM phase. W e have evidence as shown in the fol-

lowing sections,thata com petition between a low lying

nonm agnetic Rh state and another one with higher en-

ergyand �nitem om ent(which can bene�tfrom exchange

with ferrom agneticiron neighbors)isthem ain reason for

the m etam agnetictransition.

III. A SP IN -A N A LO G O U S M O D EL

In ordertocon�rm ourhypothesiswehaveconstructed

a m odelbeing suitable foran exam ination ofthe m eta-

m agnetictransition at�nitetem peratures.Thesim plest

way to do this is by m eans ofM onte Carlo sim ulations

with alocalized spin m odel.Tokeep them odeltractable,

weneglectspin waveexcitationsand restrictourselvesto

Ising spins.Thisisjusti�ed becausethe transition takes

place between two ordered structures and both phases

have collinear spin structures. For a description ofthe

nonm agneticRh statein addition tothem agneticFeand

Rh states,wechosea spin-1 Ising m odel,wherethespin

variablescan take the valuesSi = � 1;0;+ 1. The spins

are located on a bcc lattice with nearestand nextnear-

estneighborinteractions.Depending on theirpositions,

we distinguish between Fe orRh sites,where each type

occupies a sim ple cubic sublattice,corresponding to an

ordered equiatom icalloy.Theinteraction param etersde-

pend then on the type ofsites involved. This situation

can be described by the following Ham iltonian,

H = �
X

i

D iS
2
i �

X

< nn;nnn>

Jik SiSk : (1)

W ithout the assum ption of di�erent types of atom s,

Ham iltonian (1) is also known as the Blum e-Capel

m odel.29,30 The �rst term separates the nonm agnetic

D Fe D R h J
nn
FeR h J

nnn
FeFe J

nnn
R hR h

� kB T � 11:1 2:13 � 1:00 0

TABLE II: Param eters for the spin-analogous m odel (in

m Ry).

Si = 0 and the m agnetic Si = � 1 states. For Fe we

choose a large positive value in order to suppress the

Si = 0 state.ForRh we choosea negativevalue leading

to a nonm agnetic ground state. The second term con-

tainstheexchangeparam etersJik which depend only on

the type ofatom s located at the sites i and k. In the

caseofordered equiatom icFeRh,wehaveonly threedif-

ferentparam eters:JnnnFeFe,J
nn
FeR h

and Jnnn
R hR h

.The�rstone

is chosen to be negative in order to accom plish an AF

ground state. The second is taken to be large and pos-

itive asoutlined in the previoussection. The third one,

forthesakeofsim plicity,issetequalto zero.Thechoice

forJnnnFeFe is�xed by the N�eel-tem peratureTN ofthe AF

phase assum ing thatno transition to a FM phase takes

place.TN can bedeterm ined from theP-T phasediagram

by extrapolating thetransition linebetween AF and PM

phases(occurringatpressureslargerthan 6G Pa)to zero

pressure. Jnn
FeR h

and D R h have been chosen to yield re-

alistic valuesforTC and Tm ,respectively.The valuesof

param etersused in thesim ulationsaregiven in TableII.

A . D etails ofcom putation

The evaluation oftherm odynam ic propertiesof(1)is

done on the basisofM onte Carlo sim ulationsaccording

to the M etropolis schem e31 using a sequentialupdate.

Interestingquantitieslikem agnetization orm agneticm o-

m entarecom puted and sum m ed up every10to20lattice

sweeps,which ensuresthatthe evaluated lattice con�g-

urations are su�ciently uncorrelated. Furtherm ore,we

discard the �rst 20000 lattice sweeps in order to allow

the system to reach therm alequilibrium before com put-

ingaverages.In ordertospeed thisup,wehavealsoused

the �nalcon�guration of the last run to initialize the

sim ulation forthe nexttem perature. Sim ulationswhich

involve a phase transition are perform ed twice,with in-

creasing and decreasing tem peratures,in orderto assure

thattherm alequilibrium hasbeen reached.

Thecom puted AF and FM phasesarem etastable,i.e.

they areseparated by alargeenergy barrier,which arises

from thefactthatin thetransition statesa considerable

am ount ofFM dom ains have to be created in the AF

phase and vice versa. So the standard algorithm is un-

likely to overcom ethisbarrierand asa resultthe m eta-

m agnetic transition m ight not be seen at all. Instead

the phaseshave to be overheated orundercooled before

transform ing,which resultsin a large hysteresisorirre-

versible behaviorwhich m akesitdi�cultto obtain reli-

able inform ation aboutthe transition point. Therefore,
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itisnecessary to m odify the algorithm in orderto allow

for a direct jum p to the other phase by circum venting

the energy barrierwith a globalupdate step,where all

spinswillbeupdated atonce.Thisalgorithm ideallycon-

nectsequilibrium con�gurationsoftheAF phasedirectly

with equilibrium con�gurations ofthe FM phase while

ensuring that the entropy di�erence between the states

iscorrectly reproduced.Thiscan be done by choosing a

uniquem apping between latticecon�gurationsoftheAF

and FM phases,respectively. O r,m ore general,the se-

lection probability ofa speci�ctargetcon�guration m ust

be the sam e asthe selection probability ofthe previous

startcon�guration in the backward direction.

Since itisa priorinotclearhow equilibrium con�gu-

rations willlook like at �nite tem peratures,we sim ply

use an update schem e which connects the ground state

con�gurations of both phases and thus works at least

at low tem peratures. In the vicinity ofthe transition

tem perature,this algorithm m ight not reproduce equi-

librium statesforthetrialcon�guration,becausenature

and am ount of excitations are presum ably di�erent in

both phases. Since o�-equilibrium m eans that m ost of

the trialstates are too high in energy,the probability

thatthetrialstateisby chancecloseenough to an equi-

librium stateto be accepted,decreasesforlargersystem

sizes.

In orderto obtain a trialcon�guration,we divide the

system into Rh and Fe sublattices. The Fe sublattice

is again divided into two sublattices according to spin

up and spin down positions (see Fig.1). For each of

these sublattices,itisdecided random ly (with probabil-

ity 1=2),whetherthe corresponding sublattice isipped

asa whole.Forthe Rh sublattice anotherrandom num -

berdecideswhetherthe spin valuesSi 2 f� 1;0;+ 1g are

rotated clockwise orcounter-clockwise (i.e.� 1 becom es

0,0 becom es + 1,+ 1 becom es � 1,or vice versa). So,

each trialcon�guration is chosen with the sam e prob-

ability. Afterwards the energy di�erence �H between

the presentand the previouscon�guration is com puted

and the new con�guration is accepted with probability

m in(exp(� �H =k B T);1)assuring detailed balance. This

globalupdate step isperform ed aftereach com plete lat-

tice sweep.

W e perform ed for each tem perature between 100000

and 1000000(around Tm )latticesweepsfordi�erentlin-

earsystem sizesL = 6to16.However,ourglobalupdate

schem edoesonly show a m etam agnetictransition within

reasonablesim ulationtim esup toasystem sizeofL = 10.

Looking for a di�erent way to determ ine the transition

pointwhich would also work forlargersystem sizes,we

estim atethefreeenergy by integrating thespeci�cheat,

F (T) = E (T)� T

 

S(0)+

Z T

0

C

T
dT

!

: (2)

In the com putation we �t the sim ulated results for the

speci�c heat divided by tem perature,C=T,and the in-

ternalenergy E with 10th orderpolynom ials,which can
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FIG .3: AF order param eter (diam onds) and m agnetization

(circles) as a function oftem perature. The m agnetization is

obtained by m ultiplying thespin valueswith a valueof3:0�B
for Fe and 1:0�B for Rh before averaging. The sim ulated

system size isL = 10.

be integrated analytically. Forthe system characterized

by the Ham iltonian (1),we neglect the entropy contri-

bution atzero tem perature S(0),since the ground state

spin structure in both phases is nondegenerate except

forsystem swith spin inversion sym m etry.Furtherm ore,

concerning the estim ation ofthe free energy �nite size

e�ectsarenotexpected to a�ectthe results,sincephase

transitionsarenotencountered during thesesim ulations.

For the rest ofthe calculations a com parison ofthe re-

sultsforsm allerand largersystem ssizes(ascan beseen

in the upcom ing �gures)revealsthatthe m ain issuesof

thispaperare also nota�ected by the restricted system

sizes.

B . C om putationalresults

Theorderparam eterofthe AF phaseisthestaggered

m agnetization forthe AF-IIspin structure,i.e.the sum

(ofthe absolute values)ofthe staggered m agnetizations

ofthetwosim plecubicsublatticesthatconstitutethebcc

lattice structure.The staggered m agnetization ofa sim -

plecubic(NaCl)latticeisde�ned assum ofspinsm ulti-

plied with a sign which alternatesdepending on whether

the corresponding spin occupies a Na or a Clposition.

The order param eter ofthe FM phase is given by the

m agnetization ofthe lattice. The variation ofboth or-

derparam eterswith tem perature is shown in Fig.3 for

a system ofsize L = 10. Atlow tem peraturesthe stag-

gered m agnetization approachesa m axim um valueof0:5

due to the fact that the Rh sublattice has no m om ent

(Fig.4) and therefore does not contribute to the sum .

At Tm = 268K the staggered m agnetization abruptly

drops to zero,whereas m agnetic m om ent and m agneti-
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FIG .4:M ean m agnetic m om entofthe Rh atom s.

zation increase close to their saturation values. Above

TC = 610K ferrom agnetism breaksdown and thesystem

becom es param agnetic. At the sam e tim e,the average

m om entoftheRh atom sfallsdown to a valueof0:2�B.

Thisisalso thereason,why thedecreasein them agneti-

zation appearsunusually sharp.From the data,a phase

transition ofsecond aswellasof�rstorderseem sto be

possible. Accordingly,itisknown thatfornegative val-

uesofD theBlum e-Capelm odelcan show both kindsof

phase transitions separated by a tricriticalpoint in the

T-D -plane.32,33,34 Hencein orderto safely determ inethe

nature ofthis phase transition further calculations are

necessary.

A close look atthe speci�c heat(Fig.5)helps to ex-

plain the occurrence ofa m etam agnetic transition. At

�rstsightitseem sasifthe speci�cheatsofFM and AF

phasesdo notdi�ervery m uch below 350K .Above this

tem perature the speci�c heatofthe AF phase increases

m ore rapidly with tem perature untilaround 570K the

overheated AF phase is not stable anym ore in the sim -

ulationsand transform sto the FM phase.However,the

insetshowsthatstartingaround100K thespeci�cheatof

theFM phaseisenhanced com pared to theAF heat.W e

explain this enhancem ent by a Schottky-type anom aly

which addsup to the excitationsfrom spin ips. Schot-

tky anom alies are observed in system s with two levels

separated by a sm allenergy barrier. In facta crossover

from m agnetictononm agneticRh atom sisconform with

thispicture.In the FM phase the Rh atom shavea m o-

m entbeing ferrom agneticallyaligned to theFem om ents,

because the lossofthe m om entwould correspond to an

energy loss ofeight tim es the exchange constant. This

am ountisdim inished by theenergy gain dueto theD R h

term ,which is sm aller than 8 � JnnFeR h but larger than

4� Jnn
FeR h

,sincetheground stateisotherwisenotantifer-

rom agnetic.Increasing uctuationsofthem agnetization

ofthe Fe sublattice cause this energy di�erence to de-
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FIG .5:Speci�cheatasa function oftem peraturefortheFM

and the AF phases (L = 16) and for sim ulations on sm aller

latticesusingtheglobalM C step (L = 10).Inset:Thespeci�c

heatofthe AF and FM phase between 0 and 500K .Clearly

visibleisaSchottky-typeenhancem entbelow 300K in theFM

phase,which is responsible for the m etam agnetic transition.

The sharp peak around 270K corresponds to the m etam ag-

netictransition,which isobserved in thesm allsystem dueto

the globalM C step.
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FIG .6: Free energy ofthe FM and AF phases obtained by

integrating C=T,with the transition pointatTm = 266K .

creaseand �nally lead to a breakdown oftheaverageRh

m om ent at TC . In the AF phase m agnetic Rh atom s

can be excited atthe expense ofthe energy D R h.There

is,however,no gain in energy due to the exchange in-

teraction,since the contributionsfrom the AF Fe atom s

cancelattheRh site.Thiscorrespondsto a m uch larger

energy di�erencebetween m agneticand nonm agneticRh

states com pared to the FM phase and does notlead to

an appreciablecontribution to the speci�c heat.
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Thisview isfurthersupported by a com parison ofthe

free energy ofboth phasesshown in Fig.6: The curves

intersectatT � 266K ,which is in excellentagreem ent

with the sim ulated Tm = 268K .Thisaccuracy could be

achieved,becausethedata forthespeci�cheatobtained

from thesim ulationshaveonlylittlespread and the�tted

curves interpolate the data points perfectly. From the

di�erence between the internalenergies ofboth phases

atthetransition point,theentropy jum p atTm isdeter-

m ined to �S(T m )= 5:2JK g�1 K �1 ,which isonly 30 to

45% ofthe experim entalvalues (but ofthe right order

ofm agnitude). But,one hasto bearin m ind thatwith

the choiceofan Ising m odelweneglected the possibility

ofnon-collinearm om ents.Forthe Rh m om entsthiscan

only occur in the FM phase,and would therefore con-

tribute to �S(T m ).A second pointisthatthe weightof

the Si = 0 state isthe sam e asforeach m agnetic state

Si = � 1. This is a naturalchoice for the spin-1 Ising

m odel;butfortherealsystem thisissom ehow arbitrary,

becausewehaveno inform ation abouttheelectronicori-

gin ofboth Rh states.

IV . A N EX T EN D ED M O D EL

Since the sim ple spin Ham iltonian (1) can reproduce

a m etam agnetic transition asobserved in �-FeRh,itre-

m ainsan interesting question whetherotheroutstanding

properties ofthis alloy,as the large volum e increase at

Tm ,can also beexplained.Furtherm ore,ithasstillto be

proven whetherourspin analogyisagood approxim ation

to the ab initio resultsin the sensethatithascom para-

ble low tem perature properties. In order to check this

we have to extend (1) for a description ofelastic and

m agneto-volum eproperties:

H = �
X

i

D iS
2
i �

X

< nn;nnn>

Jik(rik)SiSk

+
X

< nn>

Vnn(rik)+
X

< nnn>

Vnnn(rik): (3)

ForV (rik)weusesim plepairpotentialsoftheLennard-

Jonestype:

V (rik)= 4�

"�
�

rik

� 12

�

�
�

rik

� 6
#

: (4)

Sincein generalthelattice structureofa Lennard-Jones

system isclosely packed,two di�erentpairpotentialsfor

nearest and next-nearest neighbors have to be used in

orderto stabilizethebccstructure.Thepotentials,how-

ever,do neitherdistinguish between di�erentatom types

nor between the di�erent spin states,as has been done

in previous sim ulations of related m aterials like Fe-Ni

Invar or Y(M nxAl1�x )2.
35,36 The use ofLennard-Jones

potentialsisfarfrom being optim um form etals,buthas

num ericaladvantagesthatenableusto speed up thecal-

culationssubstantially.Itisthen su�cientto choosethe

D Fe D R h J
nn
FeR h(2:6�A) J

nnn
FeFe(3:0�A) J

nnn
R hR h(3:0�A)

� kB T � 11:1 2:10 � 1:04 0

@J
nn
FeR h=@r @J

nnn
FeFe=@r @J

nnn
R hR h=@r

1:97 1:58 0

�nn �nn �nnn �nnn

25:23 2:32 25:23 2:67

TABLE III:M agneticand elasticparam etersfortheextended

spin m odel(energiesin m Ry,distancesin �A).

param etersso thatbasic elastic propertieslike low tem -

perature lattice constant,bulk m odulus or therm alex-

pansion arereproduced.

Anotherchange com pared to (1)isthatthe exchange

param eteris now taken to be a function ofinteratom ic

distance.Forsim plicity,weassum ea lineardistancede-

pendence:

Jik(rik)= Jik +
@Jik

@r
rik : (5)

The valuesforJik which we take in the extended calcu-

lationsareroughly thesam easin TableII.Therelation

between thederivativesofJnn
FeR h

and JnnnFeFe with respectto

the interatom icdistance wasdeterm ined by the relation

ofthe pressure derivatives ofthe Curie and N�eeltem -

peratures,respectively,which have been obtained from

theexperim entalphasediagram by assum ingalinearde-

pendence between @Jik=@r and @TC ;N =@p.The absolute

valueshavebeen adapted to reproducethevolum ejum p

at Tm . An exchange interaction ofthis form has also

been used to describe m agneto-volum e e�ects in Fe-Ni

Invar.37,38,39 In thiscase,the derivative ofthe exchange

constant@Jik=@rwasafactorof2to20largerthan in the

presentwork.The valuesofparam etersaresum m arized

in TableIII.

A . D etails ofcom putation

For the evaluation of Ham iltonian (3) we use a

textbook isotherm al-isobaric M onte Carlo m ethod (e.g.

Ref.40) consisting ofalternating spin and position up-

datesforeach atom and a globalvolum eupdatestep af-

ter�nishing each latticesweep.Thisalgorithm hasbeen

used by the the authors in previous calculations and is

explained in detailin thecorrespondingreferences.35,36,41

In orderto sim ulatethem etam agnetictransition,an ad-

ditionalglobalspin updatestep hastobeintroduced.W e

use the sam e algorithm as described in the last section

for the spin system in connection with a sim ultaneous

volum eadaption.Sincethelatterreducestheacceptance

probabilityconsiderably,theglobalupdateschem ehasto

be repeated severalthousandsoftim es.Itisnotpracti-

cableto usea new spin con�guration foreach trialstep,

because the evaluation of the energy is com paratively
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FIG . 7: Internalenergy and m om ent as a function of the

atom ic volum eobtained forHam iltonian (3)atT = 4K .The

sim ulations have been perform ed for �xed spin structuresas

wellasfora freely relaxed spin system .

tim e consum ing. O n the other hand, the new energy

after solely rescaling the volum e can be calculated very

quickly,sincedueto theuseofLennard-Jonespotentials

the energy can be written asa function ofintegralpow-

ersofthelatticeparam eter.Therefore,wechoosea trial

spin con�guration asdescribed before and com pute the

new energy.Then weattem pta previously �xed num ber

N ofM etropolissteps,each with a newly chosen volum e.

Ifonestep isaccepted,wecontinuewith theoriginalspin

con�guration as trialsystem (and so on) untilN steps

have been m ade. Since the num beroftrialstepsN has

been previously �xed,detailed balance isstillvalid.

W e have perform ed sim ulations with system sizes of

L = 6 to 12. A direct m etam agnetic transition could

onlybeseen forsystem sizesup toL = 8.Thesim ulation

tim e ranged from 120000 up to 1000000 lattice sweeps

around Tm with values from 1000 to 10000 for N . As

before we estim ated G ibbs’free energy forzero pressure

by integrating the speci�cheataccording to Eq.(2).

B . C om putationalresults

Fora com parison ofourm odelpropertieswith there-

sultsofab initio calculations,we calculated in isochoric

sim ulationstheenergy asafunction ofthevolum eatlow

tem peraturesfordi�erent�xed spin structures(Fig.7).

Here,we cooled a system ofsize L = 16 exponentially

down from 100K down to 4K .W e �nd good agreem ent

with the resultsofFig.2 in the sense thatthe orderof

m agnetic phases is sim ilar. Although the ab initio to-
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FIG .8: AF order param eter (diam onds) and m agnetization

(circles)asa function oftem perature asobtained forthe ex-

tended m odelHam iltonian (3).The system size isL = 8.
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FIG . 9: M ean m agnetic m om ent of the Rh atom s for the

extended m odel(L = 8).

talenergy di�erencesaresom ewhatlarger,thisindicates

thatourm odelHam iltonian (3)isa qualitatively correct

description ofthem echanism sleadingtoam etam agnetic

transition in FeRh.

As in the sim ple m odel without volum e-dependent

term s, we �nd an abrupt increase of the m agnetiza-

tion in com bination with a discontinuous decrease for

the staggered m agnetization with increasing tem pera-

ture (Fig.8). Consequently the m ean m om ent at the

Rh sites(Fig.9)also raisessharply around the m etam -

agnetic transition tem perature ofTm = 322K .Around

the Curie tem perature T = 720K the m agnetization de-

creasesm ore sm oothly than forthe sim ple m odel. This

m ay bedueto theenhancem entofthee�ectiveexchange
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FIG .11:Adiabaticbulkm odulusasafunction oftem perature

for the AF and FM phases (L = 12) and with the global

update schem e (L = 8). The latter data, which show the

m etam agnetic transition,reveala very large softening ofthe

lattice around Tm .

param etergiven by Eq.(5)which iscaused by thelattice

expansion.

As expected from the low tem perature calculations,

the volum e ofthe AF phase issm allerthan the volum e

oftheFM phasethroughoutthestability range(Fig.10).

Forthefreely uctuating system a volum ejum p of0:8%

occursatTm .Below TC thevolum eexpansion isreduced

in the FM phase,which isin qualitativeagreem entwith

experim ent4,42.

The bulk m odulus B S ofthe AF phase is about 6%

largerthan theFM bulk m odulusthroughoutthestabil-
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FIG .12: Speci�c heat for the extended m odelas a function

of tem perature for FM and the AF phases (L = 12) and

for sim ulations on sm aller lattices using the globalM C step

(L = 8). The relationship between the speci�c heats ofAF

and FM phasesbelow 400K isshown in the inset.

ity range (Fig.11). Around Tm and TC we �nd a con-

siderable weakening ofthe m aterialwhich is caused by

them agneto-volum eanom alies.ThevaluesforB S atlow

tem peraturescan beestim ated m oreaccurately by using

a polynom ial�t to the E -V curves in Fig.7. W e �nd

B S = 231G Pa forthe AF phase and B S = 217G Pa for

theFM phase.Thesevaluesarein good agreem entwith

results ofisobaric calculations shown in Fig.11. Com -

pared with the resultsofab initio calculations(Table I)

the absolute values are too large,whereas these calcu-

lations do not give a unanim ous prediction for the sign

and them agnitudeofthedi�erence�B S (with respectto

the m agnetic structures). Experim entalm easurem ents4

ofYoung m odulussuggestthatthe bulk m odulusofthe

AF phaseshould in factbelowerthan in theFM phase.

The m odulus ofthe AF phase,however,has only been

estim ated in thevicinity ofTm ,whereaweakeningofthe

m aterial(asa precursorofthe transition)ispresent(as

in oursim ulations).

The speci�c heats obtained for the extended m odel

(Fig.12)resem ble the �ndingsforthe spin-only Ham il-

tonian (1),exceptthatnow additionalcontributionsdue

to atom ic displacem ents are included. This shows that

theproposed explanation ofthem etam agnetictransition

isstillvalid.SincetheHam iltonian (3)doesnotcontain

any kinetic term s,the low tem peraturevalueofthespe-

ci�c heat is only halfofthe Dulong-Petit lim it of3R,

whereR isthe kineticgasconstant.

C . Estim ation ofG ibbs free energy

The calculation ofG ibbsfree energy G forthe m odel

with classicalm otion (3)ism orecom plicated than in the
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The transition point is Tm = 324K .The experim entaldata

havebeen obtained by integrating overthehysteresisloop for

di�erenttem peratures.
17

spin-only case (1).Firstofallabsolute valuesofG can-

notbe given,since the speci�cheatatzero tem perature

is �nite and the resulting entropy would diverge. But

since the lim it for T ! 0 ofCp is 1:5R and hence the

sam eforallm agneticstructures,di�erencesoffreeener-

gies can be com puted. In contrastto the previous sec-

tion,theentropycontribution atzerotem perature�S(0)

m ust be considered. As before a contribution from the

m agnetic system can be neglected,while we have to ac-

countforthe di�erencesin the elastic propertiesofFM

and the AF phases. Since we only need the entropy at

zero tem perature, we choose an ensem ble ofharm onic

oscillatorsasan approxim ation forourspatialdegreesof

freedom ,neglecting the anharm onicity ofthe potentials

and the coupling ofthe oscillators. Di�erentiating the

free energy obtained from the logarithm ofthe partition

function leadsthen toasim pleexpression fortheentropy

di�erence,

�S =
3

2
N kB ln(kA F=kFM ); (6)

where kA F and kFM are the force constants ofthe har-

m onic potentials which are estim ated from the curva-

ture ofthe ground state energy (versus lattice param e-

ter) curve. For the entropy di�erence we obtain then:

�S(0) = 9:17Jkg
�1
K �1 . Taking this into account,we

achieve again a rathergood value forTm . From the dif-

ferencesofinternalenergiesatTm we obtain forthe en-

tropy jum p atthe transition �S(T m )= 15:9Jkg
�1
K �1 ,

which iswithin the rangeofexperim entalresults.Com -

parison ofthe calculated free energy with experim ental

values for �G shows excellent agreem ent. The experi-

m entalvalues have been obtained by a graphicalinte-

gration ofthe m agnetic �eld expressed as a function of

the m easured m agnetization.17 Extrapolation ofexperi-

m entalvaluesto zero tem peratureshowsthattheenergy

di�erence�E (0)between theAF and FM phasesism uch

betterdescribed by ourm odelparam etersthan by abini-

tio results,sincethelattershow that�E isoneorderof

m agnitudetoo large.Thisdiscrepancy hasalready been

noticed by M oruzziand M arcus20 who relatethisto the

om ission ofzero point energy corrections in their total

energy calculations.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W eproposeon thebasisofnew abinitioresultsam ech-

anism forthe m etam agnetic transition in FeRh at�nite

tem peratures. In contrastto previousexplanations,our

m odeldoes not rely on a large di�erence between the

low tem perature speci�c heatconstantsofboth phases.

Theseareexpected to be sensitiveto externalinuences

asboth experim entalm easurem entsand band structure

calculations suggest,so that it seem s im plausible that

a constant contribution of the given m agnitude m ight

survive up to room tem perature. Instead,we propose

that the existence oftwo m agnetic states ofRh atom s

connected with com peting FM Fe-Rh and AF Fe-Fe ex-

changeinteractionsareattheorigin ofthem etam agnetic

transition. The m agneto-volum e e�ects can sim ply be

explained on the basis ofdistance dependent exchange

param eters. The applicability ofthis m echanism to the

Fe-Rh problem hasbeen veri�ed by M onte Carlo m odel

calculations,showing thata m etam agnetic transition of

thedesired kind doesin factoccurand,by extending the

m odel,m agneto-volum e e�ects and other experim ental

propertiescan be su�ciently welldescribed.

As we have pointed out,our explanation is in agree-

m ent with existing experim entaldata. However,a fur-

ther check of our m odel would be a com parison with

(non-existing)speci�cheatdata from aboveTC down to

very low tem peraturesforboth,theAF and FM phases.

From this one could then estim ate the m agnetic contri-

bution by subtracting the lattice partwithin the Debye

approxim ation,the electronic partand the contribution

by the anharm onicity ofthe potentials.43,44 So far,the

speci�cheathasonly been determ ined in therangefrom

100K to 500K and only for the nearly stoichiom etric

Rh-rich alloy.45,46 System atic m easurem ents on the Fe-

rich sidewith a FM ground stateand m easurem entsun-

der pressure, suppressing the m etam agnetic transition

would yield inform ation whether a Schottky-type exci-

tation plays an im portant role,which should show up

around 200K in the m agnetic contribution to the spe-

ci�cheatofferrom agneticsam ples.

M onteCarlo sim ulationswith applied pressureareleft

forfuturework,sincewith increasingpressureand hence

increasingTm a reliableestim ation ofthetransition tem -

perature isratherdi�cultand requiresan im provem ent

oftheglobalM C step.Firsttests,however,showed that

thelocation ofthephaseboundariesunderpressureisin
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su�cientagreem entwith experim entaldataforpressures

below 20kbar and above 40kbar,where the m etam ag-

netic transition iscom pletely suppressed.The tricritical

point,ifoneexists,should belocated som ewherebetween

20kbarand 40kbarfortheparam etersused here.
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