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Comm ent on \System atics of the Induced M agnetic M om ents in 5d Layers and the
V lolation of the Third H und’s Rule"

Recently, W iheln et al ﬂ:] reported x-ray m agnetic
circular dichroisn XM CD ) m easurem entsat theW and
IrL,,; edgesofW /Fe and Ir/Fem ultilayers. T he 5d spin
and orbital m agnetic moments, s and 1, of W and
Ir were deduced by applying the sum rules. These m o—
m ents are nduced in the 5d band, through hybridization,
by the spin polarization of the Fe, which is re ected In
their sm all values. For Ir, g and ; align both paral-
¥l to the Fe soin mom ent, whilk for W they align both
antiparallelto Fe. A s a resul, it was suggested that In
the case of W , with its less than half 1lled 5d band, this
In plies a violation of Hund’s third rule. It seem sa m is—
nom erto callthisa violation ofH und’s rule, since Hund’s
rules do not generally apply to induced m om ents, being
only strictly valid for isolated atom s. However, on the
basis of their results for only two system s, the authors
further concluded: \This rem arkabke nding shows that
the induced m agnetic behavior of 5d layers m ay be radi-
cally di erent than that of im purities and allbys." Here
we show, on the basis of a system atic set of calculations,
that the behavior of s and 1 of 5d m agnetic im puri-
ties in an Fe host is not radically di erent than that of
5d interface layers in Fe m ultilayers, proving that their
conclusion, nferred on the basis of two exam ples, is not
correct.

Calculations were perform ed for the electronic and
m agnetic properties of periodic m ultilayers Fe/Z consist—
Ing of 5 monolayers M L) ofFe(100) and 3 M L ofthe 5d
transition m etal, Z, using the relativistic spin-polarized
linearmu n-tin orbitals LM TO) method. @] Figure 1
Includes, besides the present results for the 5d interface
layer, two di erent in purity calculations. T hese refer to
a non-selfconsistent fillly—relativistic calculation using a
selfconsistent scalar-relativistic potential 3] and a self-
consistent fully-relativistic calculation. Ei] The 5 of5d
In purities in Fe f_4,:_5] is aligned antiparallel orthe rst
part of the 5d transition m etal series, ie. for less than
half lkd band.From O sonwards g ofthe 5d in purity
and Fe are paralkel aligned. For 5d im purities to ocbey
Hund’s third rule, 1 should be positive throughout the
5d serdes: this is not the case forRe, O s, and Ir.

The cuxves of the calculated 5 and ; forthemulti-
layers show a sin ilar behavior as for the mm purities. 1,
being m ore sensitive to the structure and chem icalenvi-
ronm ent, switches between parallel and antiparallel at
nearly the sam e location, resulting in a negative value

forW ,Re, and O s. T herefore, the relative alignm ent of
s and 1 In the 5d m etals is the sam e as In the singk
In purity case, w ith the exception of W and Ir.

T he present calculations agree well with the experi-
mental data which are for ¢ and 1 ( 0:d18; 0:016)
and (020;0:019) n W and Ir respectively, while the the-
ory gives ( 0:1; 0:031) and (026;0:003). It jist so
happens that in the vichhity ofW and Ira sign change of

1 occurs EFig.d). Thus it seam s obviouswhy a system —
atic study should not be based on these two data points
alone. O ur results indicate that m ostly band 1lling, and
to a lesserextent geom etricale ects, determ ine the trend
of s and p overthe 5d series. This nding is corrobo—
rated by the fact that a sin ilar trend also occurs or the
4d series. f)
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FIG.1l: Caloulated soin m agnetic m om ents ( s, top panel)
and orbitalm agnetic m om ents ( 1., lower panel) In 5 /atom
for 5d interface layers in 5F'e (100)/3Z m ultilayers, including
interface re]a‘xatjons, R ef. '{_'5]: ) com pared to 5d in purities
in Fe Ref. 3]:2 and Ref. f]:4)
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