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C om m ent on \System atics ofthe Induced M agnetic M om ents in 5d Layers and the

V iolation ofthe T hird H und’s R ule"

Recently,W ilhelm et al.[1]reported x-ray m agnetic

circulardichroism (XM CD)m easurem entsattheW and

IrL2;3 edgesofW /Feand Ir/Fem ultilayers.The5d spin

and orbitalm agnetic m om ents,�S and �L ,ofW and

Ir were deduced by applying the sum rules. These m o-

m entsareinduced in the5dband,through hybridization,

by the spin polarization ofthe Fe,which is re
 ected in

their sm allvalues. For Ir,�S and �L align both paral-

lelto the Fe spin m om ent,while forW they align both

anti-parallelto Fe. Asa result,itwassuggested thatin

the caseofW ,with itslessthan half� lled 5d band,this

im pliesa violation ofHund’sthird rule.Itseem sa m is-

nom ertocallthisaviolation ofHund’srule,sinceHund’s

rulesdo notgenerally apply to induced m om ents,being

only strictly valid for isolated atom s. However,on the

basis oftheir results for only two system s,the authors

further concluded: \This rem arkable �nding shows that

the induced m agnetic behavior of5d layers m ay be radi-

cally di�erentthan thatofim purities and alloys." Here

weshow,on thebasisofa system aticsetofcalculations,

thatthe behaviorof�S and �L of5d m agnetic im puri-

tiesin an Fe host is notradically di�erentthan thatof

5d interface layers in Fe m ultilayers,proving that their

conclusion,inferred on the basisoftwo exam ples,isnot

correct.

Calculations were perform ed for the electronic and

m agneticpropertiesofperiodicm ultilayersFe/Z consist-

ing of5 m onolayers(M L)ofFe(100)and 3 M L ofthe5d

transition m etal,Z,using the relativistic spin-polarized

linear m u� n-tin orbitals(LM TO ) m ethod.[2]Figure 1

includes,besidesthe presentresultsforthe 5d interface

layer,two di� erentim purity calculations.Thesereferto

a non-self-consistentfully-relativisticcalculation using a

self-consistentscalar-relativistic potential[3]and a self-

consistentfully-relativistic calculation.[4]The �S of5d

im puritiesin Fe[4,5]isaligned anti-parallelforthe� rst

part ofthe 5d transition m etalseries,i.e.for less than

half� lled band.From O sonwards�S ofthe5d im purity

and Fe are parallelaligned. For 5d im purities to obey

Hund’sthird rule,�L should be positivethroughoutthe

5d series:thisisnotthe caseforRe,O s,and Ir.

The curvesofthe calculated �S and �L forthe m ulti-

layersshow a sim ilarbehaviorasforthe im purities.�L,

being m oresensitiveto the structureand chem icalenvi-

ronm ent,switches between paralleland anti-parallelat

nearly the sam e location,resulting in a negative value

forW ,Re,and O s. Therefore,the relative alignm entof

�S and �L in the 5d m etalsisthe sam e asin the single

im purity case,with the exception ofW and Ir.

The present calculations agree wellwith the experi-

m entaldata which are for �S and �L (� 0:18;� 0:016)
and (0:20;0:019)in W and Irrespectively,whilethethe-

ory gives (� 0:11;� 0:031) and (0:26;0:003). It just so

happensthatin thevicinity ofW and Ira sign changeof

�L occurs(Fig.1).Thusitseem sobviouswhy a system -

aticstudy should notbe based on these two data points

alone.O urresultsindicatethatm ostly band � lling,and

toalesserextentgeom etricale� ects,determ inethetrend

of�S and �L overthe 5d series.This� nding iscorrobo-

rated by the factthata sim ilartrend also occursforthe

4d series.[5]
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FIG .1: Calculated spin m agnetic m om ents (�S ,top panel)

and orbitalm agnetic m om ents(�L ,lowerpanel)in �B /atom

for 5d interface layers in 5Fe(100)/3Z m ultilayers,including

interface relaxations,(Ref.[5]:�)com pared to 5d im purities

in Fe (Ref.[3]:2 and Ref.[4]:4 )
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