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Inipient magnetism in the ubi perovskites M gCN i3 and Y B Rh3: A omparison
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Using density-funtional-based methods, we have studied the e�ets of inipient magnetism in

the ubi perovskites M gC N i3 and Y B R h3. Our results show that (i) at the equilibrium volume,

both M gC N i3 and Y B R h3 alloys remain paramagneti and (ii) at expanded volumes, only Y B R h3

shows the possibility of a ferromagneti phase with a loal magneti moment larger than 0:25�B

per R h atom.

The oexistene of magnetism and superondutivity,

predited to be inompatible [1℄ due to pair-breaking ef-

fets of magneti sattering of eletrons [2℄, has been ob-

served in a wide variety of materials suh as the uprates

[3, 4℄, the ruthenates [5, 6℄, the heavy fermion ompounds

[7, 8℄, the organi superondutors [9, 10℄, the boro-

arbides [11, 12℄ and the transition-metal intermetallis

ZrZn2 [13℄.

One of the reently disovered superonduting mate-

rial, the ubi perovskite M gC N i3 [14℄ with a superon-

duting transition temperature TC = 8K , shows subtle

signatures of inipient magnetism in the form of spin-

�utuations. The density of states of M gC N i3 has a

strong van-Hove singularity, primarily omposed of N i

3d states, just below the Fermi energy E F [15, 16℄, whih

suggests that the material may be lose to a magneti

instability. Using the rigid band approah, one expets

� 0:5holes to drive M gC N i3 to ferromagnetism [16, 17℄.

However, experiments �nd that hole-doped M gC N i3,

with the hole-doping ahieved via F eor C o substitutions

in the N i sub-lattie [18, 19, 20, 21, 22℄, and vaanies

[23, 24℄ or B substitutions in the C sub-lattie [25℄, re-

mains non-magneti.

A variety of transition-metal-rih ubi perovskite ma-

terials have been synthesized [26℄ and tested for super-

ondutivity. Con�rmed report of superondutivity ap-

pears only for Y B xRh3, for whih resistivity harater-

ization �nds TC of � 1K [27℄. Magneti measurements

show that Y B Rh3 remains a Pauli paramagnet over a

wide temperature range, 4:2� T � 300K [27℄. The den-

sity of states of Y B Rh3 reveals that the density of states

at E F , N (E F ), is dominated by the Rh 4d states, with

little or no ontribution of the B 2p states [28, 29℄. For

expanded volumes, the E F is expeted to lower in energy.

Suh a movement in E F is expeted to enhane N (E F ),

thus raising the possibility of satisfying the Stoner ri-

teria. At the equilibrium volume, model alulations for

M gC N i3 show that the Stoner riteria is far from be-

ing satis�ed [16, 30℄, but is found large enough to indue

spin-�utuations.

Given that M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3 are perovskite su-

perondutors, and that inipient magnetism resides in

M gC N i3 in the form of spin-�utuations [30, 31℄, it is in-

teresting to ompare the propensity of magnetism in the

two alloys as a funtion of volume. The present study

of ordered M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3 alloys is a step in that

diretion.

The unpolarized, spin polarized, and �xed-spin mo-

ment alulations for ordered M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3 al-

loys are arried out, self-onsistently, using the Korringa-

Kohn-Rostoker method in the atomi sphere approxima-

tion (KKR-ASA). The alulations are salar-relativisti

with the partial waves expanded up to lm ax = 3 in-

side the atomi spheres. The exhange-orrelation ef-

fets are taken into aount using the Perdew and Wang

parametrization [32℄. The ore states have been real-

ulated after eah iteration. The overlap volume result-

ing from the blow up of the mu�n-tin spheres was less

than 15%. The integration of the Green's funtion over

the energy to evaluate moments of the density of ele-

troni states was arried out along a semi irular on-

tour omprising of 20 points in the omplex plane. For

the Brillouin zone integrations, the speial k� point teh-
nique was employed with 1771 k� points spread in the

irreduible wedge of the ubi Brillouin zone. The on-

vergene in the harge density was ahieved so that the

root-mean square of moments of the oupied partial den-

sity of states beomes smaller than 10� 6.

The alulated equilibrium lattie onstants for

M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3 are found to be 7:138a:u:and

7:919a:u:, respetively. For M gC N i3 the alulated

lattie onstant is onsistent with the previous �rst-

priniples reports [30℄, but the value is underestimated by

1% when ompared with the experiments [14℄. Surpris-

ingly, for Y B Rh3 the alulated lattie onstant appears

to be overestimated in omparison with the experiments

[27, 33, 34℄, whih is not so ommon. A previous the-

oretial estimate of the lattie onstant of Y B Rh3 also

�nds an overestimated value [28℄. Suh a disrepany

also exists for ZnC N i3 alloys [35, 36℄. For the latter,

it is argued that the material ZnC N i3 subjeted to ex-

periments may be o�-stoihiometri in C sub-lattie [36℄.

Thus, it an be inferred that the material Y B Rh3, whih

is reported to be a superondutor [27℄, may be de�ient

in B ontent, and if so, following the ase of M gC N i3 one

may expet higher TC for the stoihiometrially ordered

materials.

The densities of states of M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3, alu-

lated at the respetive equilibrium lattie onstants, are

shown in Fig.1. For both the materials, the density of

states at E F is dominated by the transition-metal states,

N i in M gC N i3 and Rh in Y B Rh3. For M gC N i3, the

van-Hove singularity is well reprodued, and it is about

0:06m Ry below E F , in agreement with the earlier band-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505310v1
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Figure 1: The total and sub-lattie resolved partial densities

of states of M gC N i3 (upper panel) and Y B R h3 (lower panel)

, alulated at their equilibrium lattie onstants. The thik

line represents the total density of states while dotted, dashed

and thin lines represent partial densities of states for N i(R h),

M g (Y ), and C (B ). The inset is a blow up of the states near

the Fermi energy whih is shown as a vertial line through

the energy zero.

struture reports [16℄. For Y B Rh3, the van-Hove singu-

larity falls at E F . In the itinerant model of magnetism,

a high N (E F ) is essential for magnetism, and thus it ap-

pears that both M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3 alloys are lose

to ferromagneti instability. In the ase of Y B Rh3 the

total energies of both spin polarized and unpolarized

alulations at the equilibrium lattie onstant remain

degenerate, making Y B Rh3 into a paramagneti mate-

rial. The alulated paramagneti N (E F ) for M gC N i3
and Y B Rh3 are 14:562 and 11:212state=Ry� atom re-

spetively, whih are onsistent with the previous reports

[16, 17, 28, 30, 37℄.

The harateristi di�erene in the densities of states

of M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3 is the absene of non-metal 2p

states at E F in Y B Rh3. This ompares well with its iso-

eletroni ounterpart M gC C o3. However, M gC C o3 is

found to be a weak ferromagnet with C o having a loal

magneti moment of 0:33�B [38, 39℄. Next, we desribe

the e�ets of volume expansion on the inipient mag-

netism in M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3.

For M gC N i3, up to a 15% inrease in lattie onstant

from the equilibrium showed no loal magneti moment

at the N isite. The results of our alulations are sum-

marized in Fig.2, where we show the density of states as

a funtion of lattie onstant in M gC N i3 over an energy

interval of � 0:2 � E � 0:2. Though N (E F ) inreases

steadily with inreasing lattie onstant, the peak, whih

is harateristi of the N i3d bands, does not hange its

position on the energy sale, onsistent with the observa-

tions made by Rosner et:al. [16℄. However, the inrease

in N (E F ) is not su�ient to indue a magneti phase

transition in M gC N i3 even at expanded volumes.

For Y B Rh3, our alulations reveal a sharp ferromag-
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Figure 2: The total density of states of M gC N i3 for various

lattie onstants (as indiated in the left inset), alulated as

desribed in the text. The density of states is shown over an

energy interval � 0:2 � E � 0:2 with respet to the Fermi

energy. The vertial line through the energy zero represents

the Fermi energy. The total density of states at E F as a

funtion of lattie onstant is shown in the right inset.
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Figure 3: The total magneti moment as well as its ontri-

butions from the Y , B and R h sub-latties in Y B R h3 as a

funtion of lattie onstant, alulated as desribed in the

text.

neti transition with respet to expanded lattie on-

stants. In Fig.3, we show the total magnetization as a

funtion of lattie onstant for Y B Rh3. The individual

ontributions to the magnetization from Y , B and Rh

sub-latties in Y B Rh3 are also shown in Fig.3. We �nd a

sudden appearane of loal magneti moment larger than

0:25�B per Rh atom for lattie onstants larger than 15%

of the equilibrium value in Y B Rh3. Small magneti mo-

ments, whih are anti-ferromagnetially oupled to the

magneti moment at the Rh site, also develop at the Y

and B sites due to the hybridization with the 4d states

of Rh.

As a ross hek to the self-onsistent alulations,
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Figure 4: The Magneti energy � E (M )(in m R y) as a fun-

tion of magnetization M (in �B ) for M gC N i3 (upper panel)

and Y B R h3 (lower panel), alulated as desribed in the text.

as desribed above, we have arried out �xed-spin mo-

ment alulations [40℄ to estimate the magneti energy

� E (M )= E (M )� E (0), where E (0)and E (M )are the

total energies for the paramagneti phase and ferromag-

neti phase with a magneti moment M respetively, for

both M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3 at various lattie onstants.

In Fig.4, we show the alulated magneti energy

� E (M )as a funtion of M for various lattie onstants

for both M gC N i3 and Y B Rh3. From Fig.4, it is lear

that M gC N i3 remains paramagneti throughout, as no

minimum, other than for M =0, appears in � E (M ) vs.

M urve. However, for Y B Rh3 a seond minimum ap-

pears in the � E (M )vs. M urve, indiating a ferromag-

neti transition. Hene, both self-onsistent and �xed-

spin moment methods show a greater propensity of mag-

netism in Y B Rh3 than in M gC N i3. The existene of

an enhaned magneti behavior in Y B Rh3is due to a

weak hybridization of the metal d states with that of

the non-metal p states in omparison with M gC N i3. In

M gC N i3, one �nds that the C 2p states and the N i3d

states hybridize strongly with signi�ant ontribution to

N (E F ) from the C sub-lattie.

In onlusion, �rst-priniples, density-funtional-based

alulations �nd Y B Rh3 to be loser to a magneti in-

stability than M gC N i3 with respet to lattie onstant.

The enhaned propensity of magnetism in Y B Rh3 may

be responsible for lowering the value of TC , in spite

of high density of states at E F . The superondutor

Y B Rh3 thus falls in the same lass as the refratory

ompounds V N , where spin-�utuations lower the TC
drastially.

[1℄ J. Bardeen, L. N. Cooper, and J. R. Shrie�er Phys. Rev.

106, 162 (1957)

[2℄ A.A. Abrikosov and L.P. Gorkov, Sov. Phys. JETP 12,

1243 (1961)

[3℄ J. G. Bednorz and K. A. Muller, Z. Phys. B 64, 189 (1986)

[4℄ M. K. Wu, J. R. Ashburn, C. J. Torng , P. H. Hor, R.

L. Meng, L. Gao, Z. J. Huang, Y. Q. Wang, and C. W.

Chu, Phys. Rev. Lett. 58, 908 (1987)

[5℄ Y. Maeno, H. Hashimoto, K. Yoshida, S. Nishizaki, T.

Fujita, J. G. Bednorz, and F. Lihtenberg, Nature (Lon-

don) 372, 572 (1994).

[6℄ W. E. Pikett, R. Weht, and A. B. Shik, Phys. Rev.

Lett., 83 3713 (1999).

[7℄ S. S. Saxena, P. Agarwal, K. Ahilan, F. M. Groshe, R. K.

W. Haselwimmer, N. J. Steiner, E. Pugh, I. R. Walker,

S. R. Julian, P. Monthoux, G. G. Lonzarih, A. Hux-

ley, I. Sheikin, C. Braith- waite, and J. Flouquet, Nature

(London) 406, 587 (2000).

[8℄ F. Steglih, J. Aarts and H. Sha�er, Phys. Rev. Lett.

43, 1892 (1979)

[9℄ K. Behagaard, C. S. Jaobsen, K. Mortensen, H. J. Ped-

ersen, N. Thorup, Solid State Commun., 33, 1119-1125.

(1980)

[10℄ D. Jerome, A. Mazaud, M. Ribault, J. Phys. Lett. 41,

L95 (1980)

[11℄ R. Nagarajan, C. Mazumdar, Z. Hossain, S. K. Dhar,

K. V. Gopalakrishnan, L. C. Gupta, C. Godart, B. D.

Padalia, and R. Vijayaraghavan, Phys. Rev. Lett.72, 274

(1994)

[12℄ R. J. Cava, H. Takagi, H. W. Zandbergen, J. J. Krajew-

ski, W. F. Pek Jr., T. Siegrist, B. Batlogg, R. B. van

Dover, R. J. Felder, K. Mizuhashi, J. O. Lee, H. Eisaki,

and S. Uhida, Nature 367, 254 (1994).

[13℄ C. P�derer, M. Uhlarz, S. M. Hayden, R. Vollmer, H.

von Lohneysen, N. R. Bernhoeft, and G. G. Lonzarih,

Nature (London) 412, 58 (2001).

[14℄ T. He, K.A. Regan, M. A. Hayward, A. P. Ramirez, Y.

Wang, P. Khalifah, T. He, J.S. Slusky, N. Rogado, K.



4

Inumaru, M.K. Haas, H.W. Zandbergen, N.P. Ong, and

R.J. Cava, Nature, 411, 54 (2001)

[15℄ J. H. Kim, J. S. Ahn, J. Kim, Min-Seok Park, S. I. Lee,

E. J. Choi, and S.-J. Oh, Phys. Rev. B 66, 172507 (2002)

[16℄ H. Rosner, R. Weht, M. D. Johannes, W. E. Pikett, and

E. Tosatti, Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 027001 (2002)

[17℄ S. B. Dugdale and T. Jarlborg, Phys. Rev. B 64, 100508

(2001)

[18℄ T. G. Kumary, J. Janaki, A. Mani, S. M. Jaya, V. S.

Sastry, Y. Hariharan, T. S. Radhakrishnan, and M. C.

Valsakumar, Phys. Rev. B 66, 064510 (2002)

[19℄ T. Klimzuk and R.J. Cava, Solid State Commun 132,

379 (2004)

[20℄ M. A. Hayward, M. K. Haas, A. P. Ramirez, T. He, K.

A. Regan, N. Rogado, K. Inumaru and R. J. Cava, Solid

State Commun. 119, 491 (2001)

[21℄ M. Alzamora, D. R. Sanhez, M. Cindra and E. M.

Baggio-Saitovith, Brazilian J. Phys 32, 755 (2002)

[22℄ A. Das and R. K. Kremer, Phys. Rev. B 68, 064503 (2003)

[23℄ T.G. Amos, Q. Huang, J.W. Lynn, T. He, R.J. Cava,

Solid State Commun 121, 73 (2002)

[24℄ A. Ren, G. C. Che, S. L. Jia, H. Chen, Y. M. Ni, G. D.

Liu and Z. X. Zhao, Physia C 371, 1 (2002)

[25℄ T. Klimzuk, M. Avdeev, J. D. Jorgensen, R.J. Cava,

ond-mat/0412551

[26℄ R. E. Shaak , M. Avdeev , W. -L. Lee , G. Lawes , H. W.

Zandbergen , J. D. Jorgensen , N. P. Ong , A. P. Ramirez

and R. J. Cava, J. Solid State Chem. 177, 1244 (2004)

[27℄ H. Takei, N. Kobayashi, H. Yamauhi, T. Shishido and

T. Fukase, J. Less Common Metals 125, 233 (1986)

[28℄ P. Ravindran, S. Sankaralingam, and R. Asokamani

Phys. Rev. B 52, 12921 (1995)

[29℄ M. Oku, T. Shishido, K. Wagatsuma, Q. Sun and Y.

Kawazoe, Journal Alloys and Compounds 349, 206 (2003)

[30℄ D. J. Singh and I. I. Mazin, Phys. Rev. B 64, 140507

(2001)

[31℄ P. M. Singer, T. Imai, T. He, M. A. Hayward, and R. J.

Cava, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 257601 (2001)

[32℄ J. P. Perdew and Y. Wang, Phys. Rev. B 45, 13244

(1992).

[33℄ T. Shishido, J. Ye, K. Kudou, S. Okada, K. Obara, T.

Sugawara, M. Oku, K. Wagatsuma, H. Horiuhi and T.

Fukuda, Journal Alloys and Compounds 291, 1999, 52

(1999)

[34℄ T. Shishido, J. Ye, S. Okada, K. Kudou, K. Iizumi, M.

Oku, Y. Ishizawa, T. Amano, S. Kohiki, Y. Kawazoe and

K. Nakajima, J. Alloys and Compounds 354, 198 (2003)

[35℄ M. S. Park, J. S. Giim, S. H. Park, Y. W. Lee, S. I. Lee

and E. Choi, J. Superond. Si. Tehnol. 17, 274 (2004)

[36℄ M. D. Johannes and W. E. Pikett Phys. Rev. B 70,

060507 (2004)

[37℄ J. H. Shim, S. K. Kwon, and B. I. Min, Phys. Rev. B 64,

180510 (2001)

[38℄ I. G. Kim, J. I. Lee, and A. J. Freeman, Phys. Rev. B

65, 064525 (2002)

[39℄ J. L. Wang, Y. Xu , Z. Zeng, Q. Q. Zheng, H. Q. Lin, J.

Appl. Phys 91, 8504 (2002)

[40℄ K Shwarz and P Mohn, J. Phys. F: Met. Phys. 14, L129

(1984)

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0412551

