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Instability of the rhodium m agnetic m om ent as origin of the m etam agnetic phase
transition in FeRh
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0 ated: April 14, 2024)

Based on ab initio total energy calculations we show that two m agnetic states of rhodium atom s
together w ith com peting ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic exchange interactions are responsble
for a tem perature induced m etam agnetic phase transition, which experim entally is cbserved for
stoichiom etric FeRh. Taking into account the resuls of previous and new ly performed rst—
principles calculations we present a spinbased m odel, which allows to reproduce this rst-order
m etam agnetic transition by m eans ofM onte C arlo sim ulations. Further inclusion of spacialvariation
of exchange param eters leads to a realistic description of the experin entalm agnetovolum e e ects

In FeRh.

I. NTRODUCTION

In 1938 Fa]Joﬂll'"I? discovered that ordered bcc FesoR hsg
undergoes a rst order m etam agnetic transition from an
antiferrom agnetic A F) ground state to a ferrom agnetic

FM ) phasew ith increasing tem perature. T his transition
occurs at Ty 320K ,and is accom panied by a volim e
increase of about 1% 24 The Curie teq perature Tc of
the FM phase is of the order of 670K 2 In contradic-
tion to the rst hypothesis of Fallot and H orcart,t X -ray
di raction m gasurem ents showed that the transition is
isostructurald From M ossoauer and neutron di raction

m easurem entsone know sthat the M phasehas collinear
magneticmomentsof 32 p perFe atom and 0:9 g per
Rh atom ¥ At low tem peratures an AF-II spin structure
is found with Fe mom ents 9f3:3 g and with vanishing
Rhmoments (seeF J'gure:_]:) 82 A pplication of hydrostatic
pressure suppressesthe FM phase, i.e. fora criticalpres—
sure of 60 kbar the system inm ediately transform s from

the AF to the param agnetic PM ) phase.

An early explanation forthisbehaviorwasbased on the
phenom enological exchange inversion m odeltd by K it
tel Which origihally was designed to explain m etam —
agnetic transitions in other m aterials lke Crmodi ed
Mn,Sb wih a layered m agnetic structure). In this
m odel the exchange param eter varies linearly wih the
lattice constant and changes sign for a critical value a..
H ow ever, expgrin-ental ndings lke the rather large en—
tropy change2#L3834% 4t T, , which is of the order of

STn) 125 19:7Jkg 'K ', aswellaselastic prop-
erties could not correctly be described 3 Tu et a1t
used a di erent approach by considering the large dif-
ference of the low -tem perature speci ¢ heat constants,

, of the AF and the FM phases: M easurem ents sug—
gest that yy 59 625mJkg 'K 2 isabout oyr o
six tines larger than .y 105 16mJkg K 2 2419
Based on these observations, Tu et al. explained the
transition by a change in entropy of the band electrons
between the AF and the FM phases. An estim ation of
the free energy show s that these contrbutions have the
right order of m agniude to explain the AF {FM transi-
tion, if one assum es that the electronic densities of states

FIG.1: Left: Type II antiferrom agnetic ground state struc-
ture w ith a nonm agnetic Rh atom at the center and Fe atom s
with m om ents 0f 3:3 g at the comer site. R ight: Ferrom ag-
netic structure with Fem om ents of 32 y at the comers and
Rhmoment of0:9 p at the center site.

at the Fem ileveldo not vary considerably from low tem -
peratures up to the transition. However, since the F'M
phase cannot be stabilized at low tem peratures for stoi-
chiom etricFeRh, py hasbeen m easured in slightly m ore
iron-rich alloys. W ith respect to the strong sensitivity of
the m agnetic,phase diagram to am all departures from
stoichiom etry24 one m ay doubt that the low tem pera—
ture speci c heat can be considered to be independent of
concentration 2424 A firther drawback considering the
explanation of Tu et al. arises from the fact that adding
5% Iridium boosts ar by alm ost an order ofm agnitude
toavalieof ay = 10lmJkg 'K 2 £329 T he com pound
Fey9.5Rhy5.5 Irs also undergoes am etam agnetic transition
wih T, shifted to higher tem peraturest Since the rela-
tion between ar and ry is reversed In this m aterial,
the previously sketched explanation cannot be applied to
this case.

In 1992 M oruzziand M arcus perform ed ab initio cal-
culations using spin polarized density functional theory
OFT) In the fram ew ork ofthe localdensiy approxin a—
tion (LDA))-and-the augm ented spherical wave (A SW )
fom alisn 24292% They calulated the total energy of
FeRh asa function ofvolum e fordi erentm agnetic struc—
tures. They found that the AF-IT spin structure is the
ground state, whereasthe FM structure is another stable
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Vo E m pe B N Er)
au./atom mRy B GPa  states/Ry
AF FM AF FM AF FM AF FM

19 298 315 214 202 37 32
22 313 320 227 244 13 32
25 318 323 197 193 13 29

Ref.l§ 902 918
Ref.25 919 929
Thiswork 914 930

TABLE I:Com parison ofab iniio resultsH ere, Vi isthe equi-
lbrium volim e of AF and FM phases, E = E gu Ear is
the energy di erence per atom , m re is the Fe m agnetic m o—
ment, B isthebulk m odulus,and N (Er ) the density of states
per orm ula unit at the Femm i level. The m om ent on the Rh
sites is 10 g In the FM phase and zero in the AF phase in
all calculations.

solution w ith higher energy and a larger volum e. For the
mom ents they obtained re = 298 5, rn = 102 3
AF phase) and pe= 315 g EM phase), In agreem ent
w ith experin ental results.

In this work, we present fiirther ab initio total energy
calculations of stoichiom etric -FeRh using the ASW
form align and the generalized gradient approxim ation
GGA) 2% The corresponding code also allows to eval-
uate noncollinear alignm ent of soins (see Ref. 2-,3; and ref-
erences therein) . Form any cases LDA gives a reasonable
description ofthe ground state properties of solids. H ow —
ever, In som ¢ cases it predicts the w rong ground state as
e.g. Pr iron?4. For Fe, the hep structure is fund to
be 10m Ry lower in energy than the bcc phase. Because
FeRh has also a bcc ground state lattice structure (Un-—
like pure Rh), it is necessary to go beyond LDA by us—
Ing GGA .W ehave considered di erentpossib]e m agnetic
ground state structures presented in section -H Based
then on the speci ¢ energetic order of J:esultmg energy
versus volum e curves, we discuss a new m echanisn for
the tem perature driven m etam agnetic transition in FeRh.
In contrast to prior explanations, our m odel does not
rely on ground state properties or low tem perature data
alone. Instead, we propose that them al excitations at

nite tem peratures are the driving force for the transi-
tion. This is dem onstrated in section If on the basis
ofM onte C arlo sin ulations of an Ising-type spin m odel,
show ing that a com petition between AF FeFe exchange—
Interactionsand a nonm agnetic R h state on the one hand
and FM FeRh interactionson the otherissu cient to ex—
plain the m etam agnetic transﬂ:Jon of FeRh. Inclusion of
spatialdegrees of freedom  (section -N.) by adding pairpo—
tentials and assum ing a linear variation of the exchange
param eter w ith the lattice param eter proves that this
m odel explanation is in accordance with the ab initio
data and leads furthem ore to a nearly quantitative de—
scription of experin ental details.
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FIG . 2: Total energy and m agnetic m om ent versus atom ic
volum e as obtained by ab initio calculations (present work).

II. AB INITIO TOTAL ENERGY
CALCULATIONS

W e have pgrform ed ab initio calculations by using the
ASW -method?? and GGA. Relativistic e ects are in-
cluded in the scalar relativistic approxim ation. T he ba—
sis wave functions of Fe and Rh atom s include sod and £
stateswhich are su cient to obtain the correct m agnetic
behavior of -iron. W e assum e that the AF lke spin
structure can best be descrbed by a spin-—spiral Ref.
:_2;%') w ith wave vector (05;0:5;05) In unitsof2 =a. As

rst step, we optin ized the volum e of the AF-IT state
w ith equal A SA radii for both types of atom s. For the
resulting equilbrium wvolum e, the total energy is then
m Inin ized w ith respect to the ratio of the A SA -spheres
lading to iy h=tre = 145. In order to nvestigate the in—

uence ofthe Rh m om ent in the FM, .phase we have also
used the xed soin m om ent m ethod?3 to restrict m Rh tO
zero. Table _-'I contains the calculated equilbriim proper-
ties or AF-ITand FM phaseswhich are iIn f2ir agreem ent
w ith previous calculations. Com pared to previoys non-—
relativisticASW LDA calculations M oruzziet all®), we
obtain equilbrium volum eswhich are about 1-2% larger,
benng typical for GGA . In gantrast to the cases of pure
iron?? and FeN i Invar allby®4, the m agnetic energy dif-
ferences are only slightly in uenced by the gradient cor-
rections. A 1so, no evidence was found that a noncollinear
structure could be lower in energy than the previously
found collinearAF and FM spin arrangem ents. W ith re—



spect to the density of statesat the Ferm ilevelour results
com pare better w ith results of Sza gk et al?d than wih
results of Ref.;18. Since the latter results were cbtained
by ushg LDA ASW (wih a sod basis), we conclude that
the density of states at the Ferm 1 level is very sensitive to
com putationaldetails. T he values obtaied for the buk
moduli, Bar and Bry , are Iower com pared to those of
Ref. -13 Where Bar > Bry was obtained in contrast to
Bru > Bar in Refipi).

T he calculated totalenergy curves are shown in F ig. d
The large energetic di erence between the usual FM
phase and the hypothetic FM phase w ith zero rhodium
moment Implies that a nie Rh moment plays an in —
portant role for the stability of the FM phase. It seem s
unlkely that a m agnetic eld at the Rh sites induced
by the surrounding iron atom s is responsible for the ap—
pearance ofa Rh mom ent In the FM phase, as was pro—
posed In previous discussions. However, a strong ferro—
m agnetic exchange interaction between the Rh and the
iron atom s that overrides an antiferrom agnetic exchange
betw een next nearest neighbor iron sites, would explain
how the existence ofa Rh m om ent can help to stabilize
the FM phase. W e have evidence as shown In the Pl
Jow Ing sections, that a com petition between a Iow lying
nonm agnetic Rh state and another one w ith higher en—
ergy and niem om ent (which can bene t from exchange
w ith ferrom agnetic iron neighbors) is them ain reason for
the m etam agnetic transition.

III. A SPIN-ANALOGOUSMODEL

In orderto con m ourhypothesiswe have constructed
a m odelbeing suitable for an exam ination of the m eta—
m agnetic transition at nite tem peratures. T he sin plest
way to do this is by m eans of M onte C arlo sin ulations
w ith a localized spin m odel. To keep them odeltractable,
w e neglect spin wave excitations and restrict ourselves to
Ising soins. This is jasti ed because the transition takes
place between two ordered structures and both phases
have collinear spin structures. For a description of the
nonm agneticRh state In addition to them agneticFe and
Rh states, we chose a spin-1 Ising m odel, where the spin
variables can take the values S; = 1;0;+ 1. The soins
are located on a bcc Jattice w ith nearest and next near-
est neighbor interactions. D epending on their positions,
we distinguish between Fe or Rh sites, where each type
occupies a sin ple cubic sublattice, corresponding to an
ordered equiatom ic alloy. T he interaction param etersde—
pend then on the type of sites nvolved. T his situation
can be descrbed by the follow ing H am iltonian,

X X
Jj_k SiSk : (1)

i < nn;nnn>

W ithout the assum ption of di erent types of atom s,
Ham iltonian (g}) is also known as the Blum e<apel
model?d8Y The rst tem separates the nonm agnetic

nn nnn nnn
JFeRh JFeFe JRth

213 1:00 0

Dpe DRh
ks T 111

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

S; = 0 and the m agnetic S; = 1 states. For Fe we
choose a large positive valle n order to suppress the
S; = 0 state. ForRh we choose a negative value leading
to a nonm agnetic ground state. The second term con—
tains the exchange param eters J; which depend only on
the type of atom s located at the sites i and k. In the
case of ordered equiatom ic FeRh, we have only three dif-
ferent param eters: Jp 57, Jpegy, and Jgpxy, - 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 as outlined In the previous section. T he third one,
for the sake of sim plicity, is set equalto zero. T he choice
or Jpr. is xed by the N eeltem perature Ty ofthe AF

phase assum ing that no transition to a FM phase takes
place. Ty can bedeterm ined from theP -T phase diagram

by extrapolating the transition line between AF and PM

phases (occurring at pressures larger than 6G P a) to zero
pressure. Ji:, and D gy have been chosen to yield re-
alistic values for Tc and Ty , respectively. T he values of
param eters used in the sin ulations are given in Tablke .

A . D etails of com putation

T he evalnation of therm odynam ic properties of @) is
done on the basis ofM onte C arlo sin ulations according
to the M etropolis schem &% using a sequential update.
Interesting quantities likem agnetization orm agneticm o—
m ent are com puted and sum m ed up every 10 to 20 lattice
sweeps, which ensures that the evaluated lattice con g-—
urations are su ciently uncorrelated. Furthem ore, we
discard the rst 20000 lattice swesps in order to allow
the system to reach them alequilbriim before com put-
Ing averages. In orderto soeed thisup, we have also used
the nal con guration of the last run to initialize the
sim ulation for the next tem perature. Sin ulations which
nvolve a phase transition are perform ed tw ice, w th in—
creasing and decreasing tem peratures, In order to assure
that them alequilbrium hasbeen reached.

The computed AF and FM phases arem etastable, i.e.
they are separated by a large energy barrier, which arises
from the fact that In the transition states a considerable
am ount of FM dom ains have to be created In the AF
phase and vice versa. So the standard algorithm is un—
likely to overcom e this barrier and as a result the m eta—
m agnetic transition m ight not be seen at all. Instead
the phases have to be overheated or undercooled before
transform ing, which results in a large hysteresis or irre—
versible behavior which m akes it di cult to obtain reli-
able nform ation about the transition point. T herefore,



it is necessary to m odify the algorithm in order to allow

for a direct Jim p to the other phase by circum venting
the energy barrier w th a global update step, where all
soinsw illbeupdated at once. T hisalgorithm ideally con—
nects equilbrium con gurationsofthe AF phase directly
w ith equilbriuim con gurations of the FM phase whike
ensuring that the entropy di erence between the states
is correctly reproduced. T his can be done by choosing a
uniguem apping between lattice con gurationsoftheAF

and FM phases, respectively. O r, m ore general, the se-
Jection probability ofa speci c target con guration must
be the sam e as the selection probability of the previous
start con guration in the backward direction.

Since it is a priorinot clear how equilbrium con gu-
rations w ill ook like at nite tem peratures, we sinply
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 vicihiy of the transition
tem perature, this algorithm m ight not reproduce equi-
Ibrium states for the trial con guration, because nature
and am ount of excitations are presum ably di erent in
both phases. Since o —equilbriim m eans that m ost of
the trial states are too high in energy, the probability
that the trial state is by chance close enough to an equi-
Ibrum state to be acocepted, decreases for larger system
sizes.

In oxder to obtain a trial con guration, we divide the
system Into Rh and Fe sublattices. The Fe sublattice
is again divided Into two sublattices according to soin
up and spin down positions (see Fig. :1;'). For each of
these sublattices, it is decided random ly (W ith probabil-
iy 1=2), whether the corresponding sublattice is ipped
as a whole. For the Rh sublattice another random num -
ber decides w hether the spin values S; 2 £ 1;0;+ 1lg are
rotated clockw ise or counter<clockw ise (i.e. 1 becom es
0, 0O becomes +1, +1 becomes 1, or vice versa). So,
each trial con guration is chosen with the sam e prob-
ability. A flerwards the energy di erence H between
the present and the previous con guration is com puted
and the new con guration is accepted w ith probability
mihEexp( H=kpT);1l) assuring detailed balance. This
globalupdate step is perform ed after each com plete lat—
tice sweep.

W e perform ed for each tem perature between 100000
and 1 000000 (@around Ty, ) lattice sweeps fordi erent lin—
earsystem sizesL = 6 to 16. However, our globalupdate
schem e does only show a m etam agnetic transition w ithin
reasonable sin ulation tin esup to a system size ofL = 10.
Looking for a di erent way to detem ine the transition
point which would also work for larger system sizes, we
estin ate the free energy by Integrating the speci c heat,
|

F @)= E(@T) T SO+ %dT @)

0

In the com putation we t the simulated resuls for the
speci ¢ heat divided by tem perature, C=T, and the in-
temalenergy E with 10th order polynom ials, which can
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FIG . 3: AF order param eter (diam onds) and m agnetization
(circles) as a function of tem perature. T he m agnetization is
obtained by m ultiplying the spin valuesw ith a value of3:0 3
for Fe and 1:0 5 f©r Rh befre averagihg. The sin ulated
system size isL = 10.

be integrated analytically. For the system characterized
by the Ham ittonian @), we neglct the entropy contri-
bution at zero tem perature S (0), since the ground state
soin structure in both phases is nondegenerate except
for system s w ith spin inversion symm etry. Furthem ore,
conceming the estin ation of the free energy nite size
e ects are not expected to a ect the resuls, since phase
transitions are not encountered during these sin ulations.
For the rest of the calculations a com parison of the re—
sults for am aller and larger system s sizes (@s can be seen
In the upoom ing gures) reveals that the m ain issues of
this paper are also not a ected by the restricted system
sizes.

B. Com putational results

T he order param eter of the AF phase is the staggered
m agnetization for the AF-IT spin structure, i.e. the sum
(of the absolute values) of the staggered m agnetizations
ofthe tw o sin ple cubic sublattices that constitute thebcc
lattice structure. T he staggered m agnetization ofa sin —
pl cubic WaCl) lattice isde ned as sum of spinsm ulti-
plied w ith a sign which altemates depending on w hether
the corresponding spin occupies a Na or a Clposition.
T he order param eter of the FM phase is given by the
m agnetization of the lattice. T he variation of both or-
der param eters w ith tem perature is shown in Fjg.:_ﬂ for
a system ofsize L = 10. At low tem peratures the stag-
gered m agnetization approachesa m axim um valie of0:5
due to the fact that the Rh sublattice has no m om ent
Fig. :fl) and therefore does not contrbute to the sum .
At T, = 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 ent of the Rh atom s.

zation increase close to their saturation values. Above
Tc = 610K ferrom agnetism breaksdown and the system
becom es param agnetic. At the sam e tin e, the average
m om ent ofthe Rh atom s allsdown to a value of 02 5.
T his is also the reason, w hy the decrease in the m agneti-
zation appears unusually sharp. From the data, a phase
transition of second aswellas of rst order seem s to be
possble. A ccordingly, it is known that for negative val-
ues ofD the B lum e apelm odelcan show both kinds of
phase trangitions separated by a tricritical point in the
T-D plane 848184 Hence in order to safely detemm ine the
nature of this phase transition fiirther calculations are
necessary.

A close Jook at the speci ¢ heat Fig. b) helps to ex-—
plin the occurrence of a m etam agnetic transition. At
rst sight i seem s as if the speci c heats of FM and AF
phases do not di er very much below 350K .Above this
tem perature the speci ¢ heat of the AF phase increases
more rapidly with tem perature until around 570K the
overheated AF phase is not stable anym ore in the sim -
ulations and transform s to the FM phase. H owever, the
Inset show sthat starting around 100K the speci cheatof
the FM phase is enhanced com pared to the AF heat. W e
explain this enhancem ent by a Schottky-type anom aly
which adds up to the excitations from spin ips. Schot—
tky anom alies are observed In system s wih two levels
separated by a an all energy barrier. In fact a crossover
from m agnetic to nonm agneticRh atom s is conform w ith
this picture. In the FM phase the Rh atom s have a m o—
m ent being ferrom agnetically aligned to the Fem om ents,
because the loss of the m om ent would correspond to an
energy loss of eight tin es the exchange constant. This
am ount is din Inished by the energy gain due to the D gy,
tem , which is snaller than 8 Jf%, but larger than
4 JpL. ., since the ground state is otherw ise not antifer—
rom agnetic. Increasing uctuations ofthe m agnetization
of the Fe sublattice cause this energy di erence to de—
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FIG .5: Speci cheat as a function of tem perature for the FM
and the AF phases (L = 16) and for sin ulations on sm aller
Jattices using the globalM C step (L = 10). Inset: The speci ¢
heat ofthe AF and FM phase between 0 and 500K . C learly
visible isa Schottky-typeenhancem ent below 300K in theFM
phase, which is responsible for the m etam agnetic transition.
The sharp peak around 270K corresponds to the m etam ag—
netic transition, which is cbserved in the sm all system due to
the globalM C step.
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FIG . 6: Free energy of the FM and AF phases obtained by
integrating C=T , w ith the transition point at T, = 266K .

crease and nally lead to a breakdown ofthe averageRh
moment at Tc. In the AF phase magnetic Rh atom s
can be excited at the expense of the energy D gy . T here
is, however, no gain in energy due to the exchange in—
teraction, since the contrbutions from the AF Fe atom s
cancelat the Rh site. T his corresponds to a m uch larger
energy di erence betw een m agnetic and nonm agneticRh
states com pared to the FM phase and does not lad to
an appreciable contribution to the speci c heat.



This view is further supported by a oompar:ison ofthe
free energy of both phases shown in Fig. 6: T he curves
intersect at T 266K , which is in excellent agreem ent
w ith the simulated T, = 268K . This accuracy could be
achieved, because the data for the speci ¢ heat obtained
from the sim ulationshave only little spread and the tted
curves Interpolate the data points perfectly. From the
di erence between the intemal energies of both phases
at the transition point, the entropy juimp at T, is deter—
mihedto ST )= 52JKg 'K !, which isonl 30 to
45% of the experim ental values (but of the right order
ofm agniude). But, one has to bear in m ind that with
the choice of an Ising m odelwe neglected the possibility
of non-collinearm om ents. For the Rh m om ents this can
only occur in the FM phase, and would therefore con-
tributeto S (T ). A second point is that the weight of
the S; = 0 state is the sam e as for each m agnetic state
S; = 1. This is a natural choice for the soin-1 Ising
m odel; but for the realsystem this is som ehow arbitrary,
because we have no inform ation about the electronic ori-
gin ofboth Rh states.

Iv. AN EXTENDED MODEL

Since the sinple spin Ham ittonian 6'_]:) can reproduce
a m etam agnetic transition as observed in FeRh, it re—
m ains an Interesting question w hether other outstanding
properties of this alloy, as the large volum e Increase at
Ty , can also be explained. Furthem ore, it has stillto be
proven w hether our spin analogy is a good approxin ation
to the ab initio results in the sense that it has com para—
ble low tem perature properties. In order to check this
we have to extend (:!.:) for a description of elastic and
m agneto-volum e properties:

X X

D;s? Tac (£3) S Sk
i < nn;nnn>

X

+ Vnn (rj.k) +

< nn>

Vann ik ) ¢ 3)

< nnn>

ForV (rx ) we use sin ple pair potentials of the Lennard—
Jones type:
L #

12 6

Viex)=4  — — : @)
Tix Tix

Since In generalthe lattice structure of a Lennard-Jones
system is closely packed, two di erent pair potentials for
nearest and next-nearest neighbors have to be used in
order to stabilize the bce structure. T he potentials, how —
ever, do neither distinguish between di erent atom types
nor between the di erent soin states, as has been done
In previous simulations,.Qf related m aterials lke FeNi
Tvaror Y M nyAlL 4 ) 2324 The use of Lennard-Jones
potentials is far from being optim um form etals, but has
num erical advantages that enable us to speed up the cal-
culations substantially. It is then su cient to choose the

D re Dgrn JFnenRh(216A) JFnenFne@:OA) Jgﬂ;h@:OA)
kg T 111 2:10 1:04 0
@Jpo: n=@r @Jpere=Qr @JIgprpn=Cr

1:97 158 0

2523 232 2523 2067

TABLE III:M agnetic and elastic param eters for the extended
soin m odel (energies n m Ry, distances In A ).

param eters so that basic elastic properties like low tem —
perature lattice constant, bulk m odulus or them al ex—
pansion are reproduced.

A nother change com pared to {_]:) is that the exchange
param eter is now taken to be a function of interatom ic
distance. For sin plicity, we assum e a linear distance de-

pendence:

QJ;
Tie () = Tie + —— 1y 5)
Qr

T he values for J; which we take in the extended calcu—
lations are roughly the sam e asin Tabl EEI T he relation
betw een the derivativesof J_; , and J 5, w ith respect to
the Interatom ic distance was determ ined by the relation
of the pressure derivatives of the Curie and Neel tem —
peratures, respectively, which have been obtained from

the experin entalphase diagram by assum ing a linear de—
pendence between @Jy=Q@r and @T¢ ,y =@p. T he absolute
values have been adapted to reproduce the volum e jim p
at Tp . An exchange interaction of this form has also
been psed,to descrbe m agnetovolme e ects in FeN i
Invar212989% In this case, the derivative of the exchange
constant @Jy =@r wasa factorof2 to 20 largerthan in the
present W Qll’_‘k . The values of param eters are sum m arized

n TableiITl.

A . D etails of com putation

For the evaluation of Ham iltonian {3.‘) we use a
textbook isotherm alHsobaric M onte C arlo m ethod (e.g.
Ref. :_4-(_i) consisting of altemating soin and position up-—
dates for each atom and a globalvolum e update step af-
ter nishing each lattice sweep. T his algorithm hasbeen
used by the the authors in previous calculations,and,is
explained in detailin the corresponding references 338444
In order to sim ulate the m etam agnetic transition, an ad—
ditionalglobalspin update step hasto be introduced. W e
use the sam e algorithm as described in the last section
for the spin system in connection with a simultaneous
volum e adaption. Since the Jatter reduces the acceptance
probability considerably, the globalupdate schem ehasto
be repeated several thousands of tim es. It is not practi-
cable to use a new spin con guration foreach trial step,
because the evaluation of the energy is com paratively
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FIG . 7: Intemal energy and m om ent aga function of the
atom ic volum e obtained for Ham iltonian @) at T = 4K .The
sim ulations have been perform ed for xed spin structures as
well as Por a freely relaxed spin system .

tin e consum ing. On the other hand, the new energy
after sokely rescaling the volum e can be calculated very
quickly, since due to the use of Lennard-Jones potentials
the energy can be w ritten as a function of integralpow —
ers of the lattice param eter. T herefore, we choose a trial
spin con guration as described before and com pute the
new energy. Then we attem pt a previously xed num ber
N ofM etropolis steps, each w ith a new Iy chosen volum e.
Tfone step is acoepted, we continue w ith the origihalspin
con guration as trial system (and so on) untilN steps
have been m ade. Since the number of trial steps N has
been previously xed, detailed balance is still valid.

W e have perform ed sin ulations with system sizes of
L = 6 to 12. A direct m etam agnetic transition could
only be seen forsystem sizesup toL = 8. T he sin ulation
tin e ranged from 120000 up to 1000000 lattice sweeps
around T, wih valies from 1000 to 10000 for N . A s
before we estin ated G bbs’ free energy for zero pressure
by integrating the speci c heat according to Eq. @) .

B. Com putational results

For a com parison of ourm odel properties w ith the re—
sults of ab initio calculations, we calculated in isochoric
sim ulations the energy as a function ofthe volum e at low
tem peratures for di erent xed soin structures F ig. -rz:) .
Here, we cooled a system of size L = 16 exponentially
down from 100K down to 4K .W e nd good agresm ent
w ith the resuls ofFjg.-'_Z In the sense that the order of
m agnetic phases is sim ilar. A though the ab initio to-
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FIG.8: AF order param eter (diam onds) and m agnetization
(circles) as a function of tem perature as obtained for the ex-
tended m odel H am iltonian d 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 model L = 8).

talenergy di erences are som ew hat larger, this iIndicates
that ourm odel H am iltonian (:_3:) is a qualitatively correct
description ofthem echanisn s leading to am etam agnetic
transition in FeRh.

As in the sinpl model wihout volum edependent
term s, we nd an abrupt increase of the m agnetiza-
tion In combination with a discontinuous decrease for
the staggered m agnetization wih increasing tem pera—
ture Fi. :8’). Consequently the mean m om ent at the
Rh sites Fig.d) alo raises sharply around the m etam —
agnetic transition tem perature of T, = 322K . A round
the Curie tem perature T = 720K the m agnetization de—
creases m ore an oothly than for the sin ple m odel. This
m ay be due to the enhancem ent ofthe e ective exchange
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FIG .11: Adiabaticbulk m oduluisasa function oftem perature
for the AF and FM phases (L = 12) and with the global
update scheme (L = 8). The latter data, which show the
m etam agnetic transition, reveal a very large softening of the
Jattice around Ty, .

param eter given by Eq. (3) which is caused by the lattice
expansion.

A s expected from the low tem perature calculations,
the volum e of the AF phase is an aller than the volum e
ofthe FM phase throughout the stability range F ig.id).
For the freely uctuating system a volum e jump of0:8%
occursat Ty, . Below T¢ the volum e expansion is reduced
in the FM phase, w hich is n qualitative agreem ent w ith
experin ent? 44

The buk m odu]us Bs of the AF phase is about 6%
larger than the FM bulk m odulus throughout the stabilk-

Cp (Jmol K™
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Temperature (K)

FIG . 12: Speci c heat for the extended m odel as a function
of tem perature for FM and the AF phases (L = 12) and
for sim ulations on an aller lattices using the globalM C step
(L = 8). The relationship between the speci c heats of AF
and FM phasesbelow 400K is shown in the inset.

iy range (Fjg.:}-}') . Around T, and T we nd a con—
siderable weakening of the m aterial which is caused by
them agnetovolum e anom alies. The values forB g at low

tem peratures can be estin ated m ore accurately by using
a polynom ial t to the E -V curves In FJg-':/: We nd
Bs = 231GPa forthe AF phase and Bg = 217GPa for
the FM phase. These values are in good agreem ent w ith
resuls of isobaric calculations shown in Fig. :1]: Com -
pared w ith the results of ab initio calculations (Table g

the absolute values are too large, whereas these calcu—
Jations do not give a unanim ous prediction for the sign
and them agnitude ofthe di erence B 5 (with respecttq
the m agnetic structures). Experin entalm easurem ents
of Young m odulus suggest that the bulk m odulus of the
AF phase should in fact be Iower than In the FM phase.
The m odulus of the AF phase, however, has only been
estin ated In the vicihiy of T, , where a weakening ofthe
m aterial (@s a precursor of the transition) is present (as
In our sim ulations).

The speCJ. c heats obtained for the extended m odel
Fig. :12 ressmble the ndings for the spin-only Ham ik
tonian @) except that now additional contrdbutions due
to atom ic displacem ents are included. This show s that
the proposed explanation of the m etam agnetic transition
is stillvalid. Since the H am iltonian 6'_3’) does not contain
any kinetic temm s, the low tem perature value of the spe-
ci c heat is only half of the DulongPetit lm it of 3R,
where R is the kinetic gas constant.

C . Estim ation ofG ibbs free energy

The calculation of G bbs free energy G for the m odel
w ith classicalm otion @) ism ore com plicated than in the
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T he transition point is T, = 324K . The experin ental data
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soh-only case (:I:) . First of allabsolute values of G can-—
not be given, since the speci ¢ heat at zero tem perature
is nite and the resulting entropy would diverge. But
since the limit or T ! 0 of Cy is 1:5R and hence the
sam e for allm agnetic structures, di erences of free ener-
gies can be com puted. In contrast to the previous sec—
tion, the entropy contribution at zero tem perature S (0)
must be considered. A s before a contrbution from the
m agnetic system can be neglected, whilke we have to ac-
count for the di erences in the elastic properties of FM
and the AF phases. Since we only need the entropy at
zero tem perature, we choose an ensemble of ham onic
oscillators as an approxin ation for our spatial degrees of
freedom , neglecting the anham onicity of the potentials
and the coupling of the oscillators. D i erentiating the
free energy obtained from the logarithm of the partition
function leadsthen to a sin ple expression for the entropy
di erence,

3
S = EN kg In kar=Kkpm ) ; (6)

where kar and krpy are the force constants of the har-
m onic potentials which are estin ated from the curva-
ture of the ground state energy (versus lattice param e—
ter) curve. For the entropy di erence we obtain then:

S(©O) = 917Jkg 'K !. Taking this into account, we
achieve again a rather good value for T, . From the dif-
ferences of intemal energies at T, we obtain for the en—
tropy jimp at the transition S (T, )= 159Jkg 'K !,
which is w ithin the range of experim ental results. Com —
parison of the calculated free energy w ith experin ental
valies or G shows excellent agreem ent. The experi-
m ental valies have been obtained by a graphical inte-
gration of the m agnetic eld expressed as a function of

the m easured m agnetization 17 E xtrapolation of experi-
m entalvalues to zero tem perature show s that the energy
di erence E (0) between the AF and FM phasesismuch
better described by ourm odelparam eters than by ab ini-
tio results, since the Jatter show that E is one orxder of
m agnitude too large. T his discrgpancy has already been
noticed by M oruzziand M arcu who relate this to the
om ission of zero point energy corrections in their total
energy calculations.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W eproposeon thebasisofnew ab initio resultsam ech—
anisn for the m etam agnetic transition In FeRh at nie
tem peratures. In contrast to previous explanations, our
m odel does not rely on a large di erence between the
low tem perature speci c heat constants of both phases.
T hese are expected to be sensitive to external n uences
as both experim entalm easurem ents and band structure
calculations suggest, so that it seem s In plausble that
a constant contrbution of the given m agnitude m ight
survive up to room tem perature. Instead, we propose
that the existence of two m agnetic states of Rh atom s
connected w ith com peting FM FeRh and AF FeFfe ex—
change interactions are at the origin ofthe m etam agnetic
transition. The m agnetovolum e e ects can sinply be
explained on the basis of distance dependent exchange
param eters. T he applicability of this m echanisn to the
FeRh problem has been veri ed by M onte C arlo m odel
calculations, show ing that a m etam agnetic transition of
the desired kind does in fact occur and, by extending the
m odel, m agneto-volum e e ects and other experin ental
properties can be su ciently well described.

A s we have pointed out, our explanation is in agree-
ment with existing experin ental data. However, a fur-
ther check of our model would be a com parison w ih
(non-existing) speci c heat data from above T down to
very low tem peratures for both, the AF and FM phases.
From this one could then estin ate the m agnetic contri-
bution by subtracting the lattice part w ithin the D ebye
approxin ation, the electronic part and fhe_contribution
by the anham onicity of the potentials®3#4 so far, the
speci cheat has only been determm ined in the range from
100K to 500K ,and only for the nearly stoichiom etric
Rh-rich allby®3#4 System atic m easurem ents on the Fe-
rich side wih a FM ground state and m easurem ents un—
der pressure, suppressing the m etam agnetic transition
would yield inform ation whether a Schottky-type exci-
tation plays an in portant role, which should show up
around 200K In the m agnetic contribution to the spe-
ci c heat of ferrom agnetic sam pls.

M onte C arlo sin ulations w ith applied pressure are eft
for future work, since w ith Increasing pressure and hence
Increasing Ty, a reliable estin ation ofthe transition tem —
perature is rather di cul and requires an in provem ent
ofthe globalM C step. F irst tests, however, showed that
the location of the phase boundaries under pressure is in



su client agreem ent w ith experim entaldata forpressures
below 20kbar and above 40kbar, where the m etam ag—
netic transition is com pletely suppressed. T he tricritical
point, ifone exists, should be located som ew here betw een
20kbar and 40 kbar for the param eters used here.
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