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D istinct order ofG d 4f and Fe 3d m om ents coexisting in G dFe4A l8
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(D ated:D ecem ber23,2021)

Single crystals ofux-grown tetragonalG dFe4Al8 were characterized by therm odynam ic,trans-

port,and x-ray resonantm agneticscattering m easurem ents.In addition to antiferrom agnetic order

atTN � 155K ,two low-tem peraturetransitionsatT1 � 21K and T2 � 27K wereidenti�ed.TheFe

m om entsorderatTN with an incom m ensurate propagation vector(�;�;0)with � varying between

0:06 and 0:14 asa function oftem perature,and m aintain thisorderoverthe entire T < TN range.

The G d 4f m om ents orderbelow T2 with a ferrom agnetic com ponent m ainly outofplane. Below

T1,the ferrom agnetic com ponents are con�ned to the crystallographic plane. Rem arkably,at low

tem peraturesthe Fe m om entsm aintain the sam e m odulation asathigh tem peratures,butthe G d

4f m om ents apparently do not follow this m odulation. The m agnetic phase diagram s for �elds

applied in [110]and [001]direction are presented and possible m agnetic structuresare discussed.

PACS num bers:75.25.+ z,75.30.-m

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

Understanding the interplay of rare-earth local-

m om ent m agnetism and 3d transition m etal itinerant

m agnetism isoffundam entalphysicalinterest1 and m ay

help in the design ofm ore e�cientperm anentm agnets.

The tetragonal RFe4Al8 (R = rare earth) com pounds

(Fig.1) are wellsuited for studying this interplay be-

causeofsim plesym m etry conditionsand becausethein-

teraction between the two m agneticsublatticesisrather

weak: Fe m om ents appear to order without a corre-

sponding R 4f order. Consequently,num erous studies

have been perform ed on RFe4Al8 (R148) over the last

30 yearsand interestin these com pounds hasrem ained

high.2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11

Neutron scattering studies perform ed on R148 with

various R indicate that Fe m om ents, between which

FIG .1:(Coloronline)ThecrystalstructureofR Fe4Al8.Thin

lines outline the tetragonal(I4=m m m ) unit cell,thick lines

denote the Fe \cage" around the rare earth R .

the coupling isstrongest,orderbetween 100 and 200K ,

generally in cycloidalstructures with propagation vec-

tors parallelto [110]and m om ents con�ned to the a� b

plane.8,9,10,11 Form agneticrareearthsR,orderingofthe

R m om ents, with m uch weaker coupling and at m uch

lower tem perature T,has been reported. However,the

criticaltem peratureassociated with thisordering isvery

poorly de�ned. For exam ple in Dy148 at � 50K the

m agnetic dc susceptibility risesfasterthan expected for

Curie-W eissbehavior,but there are no sharp features.8

Furtherm ore,the rareearth m om entswere found to fol-

low the Fe-m om entm odulation.8,10 Thisseem sto im ply

thatthe Fe� R m om entinteraction isstrongerthan the

R� R m om entinteraction.

O fallrare earth elem ents,G d has two highly inter-

esting speci�c featuresassociated with itshigh-spin and

zero-angular-m om entum 4f state: 1) high spin results

in strong m agnetic coupling between the localized 4f

and the conduction electrons,im plying large m agnetic

interactionsand the largestde G ennesfactorofallrare

earths; 2) zero angular m om entum im plies a spherical

4f charge-cloud and no m agneto-crystalline anisotropy

(M CA)resulting from crystal-electric-�eld e�ects� the

directinterplay ofm agnetic interactionscan be studied

without crystal-electric-�eld e�ects. In view ofthis,it

issom ewhatsurprising thatG dFe4Al8 (G d148)hasbeen

m uch less studied4,5 than R148 with other rare earths.

In particular,apartfrom M �ossbauerspectroscopy,2 there

havebeen no m icroscopicstudiesofG d148.

Here,we report on the ux-growth ofsingle crystals

ofthe G dFe4Al8 phase,and on the characterization of

the crystalsby m agnetization,electricaltransport,spe-

ci�c heat,and x-ray di�raction. W e also reporton �rst

synchrotron x-ray resonantm agneticscattering (XRM S)

data. W e provide evidence for two consecutive phase

transitionsatlow tem peratureT in addition to theN�eel

transition at155K ,and show thatthe two,low-T,tran-

sitions are associated with the ordering of the G d 4f

m om ents,resulting in com plex m agnetic structures in-
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volving both ferro- and antiferrom agnetic com ponents.

In contrast to other R148 com pounds,the 4f-m om ent

ordering isassociated with a propagation vectorthatis

distinctfrom thatassociated with theFem om entorder,

which atlow T hasthesam em odulation asin thevicinity

ofthe N�eeltem perature. W e also presentthe m agnetic

phase diagram for two �eld directions and discuss the

im plicationsofchangesin the Fe stoichiom etry.

The paper is organized into seven sections. In Sec.

II we describe the ux growth ofthe single crystalline

sam plesused in the study,and the experim entalproce-

dures.In Sec.IIIzero and low �eld electricaltransport,

m agnetization,and speci�c-heatdata arepresented,and

we evaluate the inuence ofthe iron stoichiom etry on

the physicalproperties. In Sec.IV we presentelectrical

transportand m agnetization data m easured in �eldsfor

two �eld directions,and in Sec.V the results ofa �rst

XRM S experim entaredescribed.Finally,wediscussthe

low-tem perature m agnetic phase diagram and possible

m agnetic structuresin Sec.VI,before sum m arizing our

m ain conclusionsin Sec.VII.

II. EX P ER IM EN TA L

W hereas allprevious single crystals ofRFe4Al8 m a-

terialwere obtained using the Czochralsky-m ethod,we

have grown single crystals ofG d148 (and other R148)

with a self-ux m ethod.12,13,14 O neoftheproblem swith

studieson singlecrystalsofR148 isa width ofform ation

often observed,involvingsom eFeatom soccupying nom -

inalAlpositionsand viceversa;thiscan lead to striking

di�erencesin the m agneticstructureand phasediagram

as com pared to the stoichiom etric m aterial (see, e.g.,

Refs.9,15). A ux-growth procedure m ay allow better

controlofthestoichiom etryofthecrystalsby varyingthe

starting com position. Unfortunately,inform ation about

the ternary phase diagram R-Fe-Alis very lim ited. W e

used di�erentialtherm alanalysis(DTA;seeRef.16 fora

review oftheuseofDTA in theux growth ofcrystals)to

establish i)thatG dFe4Al8 iscongruently m elting and ii)

selected solidustem peraturesin the ternary around the

G dFe4Al8 stoichiom etry. For the crystals used in this

study,we selected starting com positionsbetween G d148

and the also congruently m elting Fe2Al5 (G d3Fe16Al34
and G d2Fe14Al31),which should notlead to largeim bal-

ancesin the Fe to Alratio.

Elem entsin ratioscorresponding to the starting com -

position were �rst arc-m elted together. The resulting

ingot was placed in an alum ina crucible, which was

wrapped in Ta foil(to prevent any residualoxygen in

the Ar from reacting with the sam ple) and placed in a

verticaltubefurnacein owing Ar.Crystalsweregrown

by heating to 1475�C and then slowly (2�C=h)coolingto

1180�C,atwhich pointthe furnace wasturned o�.The

ux wasrem oved from the crystalsin a second step by

heating to 1200�C,keeping the tem perature for 30m in

and then decanting, following procedures described in

Refs.12,13,14,16.

Forboth startingcom positions,weobtained crystalsof

the G d148 phase,asidenti�ed via powderx-ray di�rac-

tion. Crystals typically grow prism atically with (110)

facets and the long direction parallel to [001], as de-

term ined with Laue scattering. W e obtained crystals

ofdim ensions up to about 10 � 2 � 2m m 3. W e deter-

m ined, via single crystalx-ray-di�raction-structure re-

�nem ent and electron-m icroprobe analysis (em ploying

single crystals of G dFe2 as standards), the crystals to

be slightly iron de�cient, but detected no Al on Fe

sitesorviceversa (m easured com positionswerebetween

G dFe3:88(5)Al8 and G dFe3:96(1)Al8;deviations ofthe Al

stoichiom etry from 8 were always less than 2 standard

deviationsand arenotlisted).

W enotethatthex-ray-di�raction-structurere�nem ent

cannotdistinguish between a Fede�ciency dueto vacan-

cies and a (larger) Fe de�ciency due to Alon Fe sites,

both scenarioscan give an equalelectron density. How-

ever,assum ing an Al/Fe m ixture to retain the fulloc-

cupancy ofthe Fe site leads(forone ofthe investigated

crystals)to a G dFe3:92(1)Al8:08(1) com position and,thus,

toan excessofAl.Sincetheelectron-m icroprobeanalysis

resultsindicated nosigni�cantvariationsin the1=8ratio

ofG d to Al,we did the structure re�nem entsunderthe

assum ption that the electron density on the Fe sites is

caused by vacancies,although som e Al/Fe substitution

could never be excluded. W hatever scenario is chosen,

noneofourconclusionsdrawn in thisarticlearea�ected

by theissueofwhetherornotsom eAlatom sarepresent

on the Fe site,and forde�nitenesssubsequently we will

assum ethatthevacancy scenarioisthecorrectone.The

com position ofour sam ples can thus be described with

theem piricalform ula G dFe4�� Al8,with � � 0:04� 0:12.

Surfacescansin theelectron-m icroprobeanalysisgaveno

indications ofcom positionalvariations within the sam e

crystal.

Sincethe exactiron stoichiom etry variesslightly from

crystalto crystal(even within the sam e growth batch)

and this was found to have a signi�cant inuence on

the m agnetic properties(see Sec.IIIbelow)m ostofthe

m easurem ents presented below were perform ed on the

sam e crystal,sam ple I,which hasa re�ned com position

G dFe3:96(1)Al8 (a = 8:7699(9)�A,c= 5:0440(6)�A).A bar

cut from the crystalby a wire saw was connected with

contacts for 4-point electrical-transport m easurem ents

with thecurrentdensity jk[110](sam pleIa).O thersam -

pleswereconnected with contactsforelectricaltransport

m easurem entswith either jk[110]orjk[001]. O n a sec-

ond bar (sam ple Ib,which had a m ass of2:22m g) cut

from crystalIwe m easured the longitudinalm agnetiza-

tion and the zero-�eld speci�c heat. In order to inves-

tigatetherelation between com positionalvariationsand

variationsin thetransition tem peratures,wecarried out

additionalm agnetization m easurem entson severalother

crystals,thecom position ofwhich wasdeterm ined by x-

ray di�raction and electron m icroprobe. The additional

crystals are labelled II to VII in the order oftheir ap-
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pearancein thetext.Theabovem easurem entswereper-

form ed with com m ercial(Q uantum Design) laboratory

equipm ent.Forthehigh-�eld m easurem ents,thesam ple

orientation was �xed with a two-com ponent glue (X60

from W �agetechnik G m bH,Darm stadt,G erm any).

Sam pleIb wasalsoused in theXRM S experim ent,per-

form ed on the6ID-B undulatorbeam linein theM UCAT

sectorattheAdvanced Photon Source,ArgonneNational

Laboratory.The incidentenergy ofx-rayswastuned to

the G d LII edge (E = 7:934keV),using a liquid nitro-

gen cooled,doublecrystalSi(111)m onochrom atorand a

bentm irror.Sam pleIb wasm ounted on a copperrod on

thecold �ngerofa closed cycledisplex refrigerator,such

thatanatural(110)facetwasexposed tothex-raybeam .

Therm altransferwasenhanced by em bedding the sam -

ple in copper paste. The sam ple,oriented so that the

scattering plane ofthe experim ent was coincident with

thea� bplane,wasencapsulated in a Bedom ewith He

exchange gas to further enhance therm altransfer. The

incident radiation was linearly polarized perpendicular

to the scattering plane (� polarized). In this geom etry,

only the com ponentofthe m agnetic m om entthat is in

thescatteringplanecontributestotheresonantm agnetic

scattering arising from electric dipole transitions (E 1)

from 2p to 5d states. Furtherm ore,the dipole resonant

m agnetic scattering rotates the linear polarization into

thescattering plane(� polarization).In contrast,charge

scattering does not change the polarization ofthe inci-

dent beam (� ! � scattering). Pyrolytic graphite PG

(006)wasused asa polarization analyzer,selecting pri-

m arily � polarized radiation. For E = 7:934keV,the

polarization analyzer used reduces the detected inten-

sity resulting from � ! � charge scattering by about

99:9% ,whereasthe � ! � resonantm agnetic scattering

ispassed with little loss.Thus,the polarization analysis

suppressesthechargescattering relativeto them agnetic

scattering signal.

III. LO W FIELD M EA SU R EM EN T S A N D

IN FLU EN C E O F FE C O N T EN T

In thissection,wewill�rstpresentzero-�eld transport

and low �eld m agnetization m easurem entson ourm ain

crystal(sam ples Ia/Ib). Then, we willbriey discuss

sam ple-to-sam ple di�erences in the characteristic tem -

peratures,which wethinkarerelatedtoFede�ciency.Fi-

nally,wewillpresentspeci�cheatm easurem entson sam -

ple Ib indicating that the G d 4f m om ents are ordered

only atlow tem peratures.The m ain im plicationsofthe

m easurem entswillbe discussed laterin Sec.VI.

In Fig.2,we show,for sam ple Ia,the T dependence

ofthe resistivity � (jk[110]). Since the sam ple israther

sm all,theestim ated uncertainty in theabsolutevalueof

the resistivity is about 15% . The antiferrom agnetic or-

deringatTN ’ 155K isvisibleasa sharp kink in �(T).17

The inverse dc m agnetic susceptibility ��1 (M =H ) of

sam ple Ib, cut from the sam e crystalas sam ple Ia,is
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FIG .2: (Color online) Zero-�eld resistivity � (along [110],

sam ple Ia) and inverse dc susceptibility �
�1

vs tem perature

T (sam ple Ib).

also presented in Fig.2. The dashed and dotted curves

shown aredeterm ined from them agnetization M (T)in a

�eld of�0 H = 0:1T applied parallelto[110]and parallel

to [001].Below this�eld M vsH islinearforT & 40K .

Since � is slightly anisotropic, we also calculated the

polycrystalline average�poly = (2�110 + �001)=3,shown

assquares.In ��1 forboth directionsthe antiferrom ag-

netic ordering is m anifest by a change in slope,but it

is m uch less sharp than the corresponding signature in

the resistivity. A weak signature ofthe N�eeltransition

m ay be expected if,as we willdiscuss below,only the

Fe m om ents order at TN . In agreem ent with m easure-

m entson polycrystallinesam ples,2 � followsCurie-W eiss

behaviorboth above and,overa lim ited T range,below

TN .W efound (on thecalculated polycrystallineaverage)

aboveTN aW eisstem peratureof� 165K and an e�ective

m om entof11:4�B =f:u:.Assum ing contributionsby the

m agnetic atom sthatare additive in the Curie constant

and acontribution by G d of7:9�B =G d,thefreem om ent

perFeatom in theparam agneticstateis4:1�B =Fe.Be-

low TN (range70� 115K )wefound aW eisstem perature

of17K and an e�ectivem om entof7:4�B =f:u:.Thelat-

teris closerto the G d free-ion value (7:9�B =f:u:)than

the onereported by Buschow etal.2 (6:2�B =f:u:).

Theresistivity curveshowsadditionalfeaturesjustbe-

low 30K ,m agni�ed in Fig.3a) (thick line): The broad

peak in �(T) at � 28K with a drop at � 26:5K (T2)

indicatesa phasetransition.Furtherm ore,with decreas-

ing T,at� 21K (T1)there isa sudden increase in � by

� 10% . This feature is hysteretic in tem perature,sug-

gesting that the feature is associated with a �rst-order

transition.18 Note thatthe hysteresisvisible atT2 isop-

positetowhatisexpected fora�rst-ordertransition (i.e.,

superheating/supercooling). Itism ostlikely a rem nant

ofthe hysteresis associated with the T1 transition. At

T1,the form ofthe hysteresis is consistent with super-

heating/supercooling.

Also shown in Fig.3a)are low-T zero-�eld resistivity
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FIG . 3: (Color online) Low-tem perature norm alized resis-

tance(panela)and derivativeofhigh tem peratureresistance

(panelb)vstem peratureT ofvariouscrystals:Ia (thick line)

and II(dotted line)forjk[110],III(open circles)and IV (full

circles)forjk[001].

curvesforthreeadditionalsam ples,onealsowith jk[110]

and two with jk[001]. W hereasthe feature ofa sudden

increase of� with decreasing T is visible in allcurves,

the otherfeature atslightly highertem peraturesisonly

identi�ablewhen jk[110].Based on theresultsfrom sam -

ple Ia only,itm ay be tem pting to associatethe increase

in � (with decreasing T) with the opening ofa super-

zone gap.19 However,the presence ofthis increase with

thesam eorderofm agnitudeforboth jk[110]and jk[001]

m akesa superzonegap scenario lesslikely.

Itisalso clearfrom Fig.3a)thatthere are signi�cant

variationsofthe tem peratures T1 corresponding to this

feature. For com parison,Fig.3b) shows the resistivity

derivative d�=dT for the sam e sam ples at higher T,in

order to m ake the N�eeltransition m ore visible, which

m anifestsitselfdi�erently forthetwo currentdensity di-

rections.Thecurvesindicateasharp,wellde�ned TN for

each sam pleand com paring Figs.3a)and 3b)suggestsa

correlation between higherT1 and lowerTN .

Figure 4 displays low �eld (H k[001]) m agnetization

m easurem ents perform ed on three sam ples with di�er-

ent Fe stoichiom etry as determ ined by x-ray di�raction

and electron m icroprobe: sam ples Ib (G dFe3:96(1)Al8,

thick line), V (G dFe3:94(6)Al8, full squares), and VI
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 GdFe
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 GdFe
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Al
8
 (50 Oe, sample VI, microprobe)

 GdFe
3.96(1)

Al
8
 (10 Oe, sample Ib, xray)

M
 / 
M

pe
ak

T (K)

FIG .4: (Color online)Low �eld (H k[001]) M agnetization of

various crystals with Fe stoichiom etry (as described in Sec.

II) determ ined by electron m icroprobe or x-ray-di�raction-

structure re�nem ent.

(G dFe3:88(5)Al8,dashed line). The data were taken for

both decreasing and increasing T (�eld cooled), and

norm alized20 to them axim um in m agnetization.A com -

parison with Fig.3a)indicates that the rise in M with

T is associated with T1, the subsequent decrease with

T2.A decreasein theFecontentseem sto system atically

shiftT1 and T2 to highertem peratures.W enotethatfor

crystalIM (T)(Fig.4)indicatesa higherT2 than �(T)

[Fig.3a)]. In principle,thism ightbe due to a di�erent

Fe content ofthe two pieces (Ia and Ib) cut from the

crystaland used for these m easurem ents. However,we

do notbelieve thatthisisthe case,becausethe speci�c-

heat peak associated with T2 (see below;m easured on

Ib)correspondswellto T2 deduced from �(T)on sam ple

Ia.

Com biningtheabovedataitseem sthatdecreasingthe

Fecontentresultsin a decreaseofTN and an increaseof

T1 and T2. In order to con�rm this,a study involving

sam plesthatarem uch m oreFede�cient,would behighly

desirable.

Figure5showsthem easured speci�cheatC p ofsam ple

Ib (closed squares)aftersubtraction oftheaddenda con-

tribution (thespeci�cheatofsam pleplatform and grease

m easured before m ounting the sam ple). Also shown is

them ass-scaledspeci�cheatofYFe4Al8 from Ref.21(full

line),and the di�erence between the two speci�c heats

(open circles).Sincethenecessary m ass-scaling issm all,

the rem aining speci�c heatiscloseto the m agnetic con-

tribution associated with the G d sublattice.The broad,

asym m etric,peakat�26:5K correspondstothedrop in �

atT2 [determ ined on sam pleIacutfrom thesam ecrystal
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FIG .5: (Color online)Speci�c heatC p m easured on sam ple

Ib in zero �eld (� ) and G d 4f m om ent contribution to the

speci�c heat(� ),obtained by subtracting the speci�c heatof

YFe4Al8 (fullline,from Ref.21).Inset:Entropy oftheG d 4f

m om entsobtained by integratingthe4f m om entcontribution

to C p=T. The two lines shown were calculated using two

extrapolations of the speci�c heat to T = 0, indicated by

dashed lines in the m ain panel(see text for details of the

extrapolations).Thedotted linein theinsetindicatesthefull

G d 4f entropy.

assam ple Ib,see Fig.3a)dashed curve].The broadness

ofthe speci�c-heat peak m ay suggesta degree ofinho-

m ogeneity oftheFedistribution in thesam ple,although

theelectron-m icroprobeanalysisprovided no indications

ofinhom ogeneitieswithin crystals.

No feature in the speci�c heat is visible around T1,

thesm alldiscontinuity at20K indicated by thedatawas

found tobean artifactduetothechangeoftheheatpulse

intensity applied by thesystem .W echecked thespeci�c-

heatraw data,and can excludeany latentheatrestricted

to a tem peratureregion sm allerthan thespacingofm ea-

surem entpoints.W econcludethatthelatentheatofthe

T1 transition hasto be sm all,i.e.,the phasesabove and

below T1 have sim ilarentropies. The alternative expla-

nation ofthe speci�c heat,that T1 is not a �rst-order

transition,seem s unlikely in light ofnot only the pres-

ence,but also the shape oftherm alhysteresis observed

in �(T),which isparticularly clearwhen a m agnetic�eld

isapplied in the [110]direction (see Sec.IV below).

Thecorrespondingm agneticentropyS,obtainedbyin-

tegration,isshown in theinsetofFig.5.Thetwo curves

shown arecalculated with two di�erentextrapolationsof

Cp to zero tem perature(dashed linesin them ain panel).

O neextrapolation isobtained by connecting theCp data

pointatthelowestT linearly to Cp = 0 atzero tem pera-

ture,theotherby connecting the Cp=T data atthe low-

estT linearly to Cp=T = 0 atzero tem perature. G iven

typically observed speci�cheatsofG d com pounds,22 the

actualspeci�c heat at low tem perature willm ost likely

be between these two extrapolations,and thus the two

curves shown in the inset ofFig.5 m ay be considered

lowerand upperlim itsofthe G d 4f entropy (neglecting

additionalexperim entaluncertainties).At30K them ag-

neticentropy already reaches80% (78% and 86% forthe

twolow-T extrapolationsm ade)ofthefullentropy ofG d

4f m om ents(R ln8,dashed line). Above 45K ithardly

variesanym ore,having reached > 90% and > 97% ofthe

full4f entropy for the two low-T extrapolations m ade.

Thisstrongly suggeststhatthe G d 4f m om entsare not

ordered above T2,and the transition at T2 corresponds

to the ordering ofthe 4f m om ents.

By carefulm easurem entand analysis ofthe low-�eld

therm odynam icand transportdataofsolution grownsin-

glecrystalsofG d148wehaveshown thattherearesharp

featuresassociated with two m agneticphasetransitions.

These transitions appear to be prim arily related to the

ordering ofthe G d sublattice.In addition we have been

ableto establish a clearcorrelation between sm allvaria-

tionsin theFestoichiom etryand TN ,T1,and T2.Having

done this,we willnow focuson the sam ple thatisclos-

estto fullstoichiom etry (crystalI)and try to m orefully

delineate and understand the �eld and tem perature de-

pendenceand thestructureofthem agneticphasesin this

sam ple.

IV . H IG H -FIELD M EA SU R EM EN T S

Applying a m agnetic �eld often helps to clarify the

nature of m agnetic phases observed in zero (or low)

�eld m easurem ents. W e therefore m easured the �eld

dependent electrical resistivity and the m agnetization

on severalsam ples. Shown in this section are electri-

caltransport(subsection IV A)and m agnetization (sub-

section IV B) data m easured on sam ples Ia/Ib at low

tem peraturesin �eldsapplied in-planeand out-of-plane.

Thefeaturesin resistivity corresponding to the two low-

tem perature transitions are m uch sharper when an in-

plane�eld isapplied and observed featuressuggestcom -

plex dom ain e�ects. The m agnetization data are used

to estim atethe in-planeand out-of-planecom ponentsof

the spontaneousferrom agneticm om ent.The phase dia-

gram sforH k[110]and H k[001],which canbeconstructed

from thesetransportand m agnetization data,willbepre-

sented and discussed in Sec.VI.

A . Electricaltransport

Figure 6 showsthe resistivity � (jk[110])ofsam ple Ia

when a �eld of3:5T isapplied eitherkj(longitudinalre-

sistivity)ork[110](i.e.transverse resistivity,? j,butin

a crystallographically equivalentin-planedirection).For

both �eld directions,them agnitudeofthejum p atT1 is

enhanced and the hysteresis in tem perature greatly in-

creased,m aking the �rst-order nature ofthe transition
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FIG .6:(Coloronline)resistivity � vsT in �eldsof3:5T ap-

plied in-planeparallelorperpendicularto thecurrentdensity

jk[110](sam pleIa).ArrowsindicatetheT direction in which

the m easurem entswere perform ed.The open circle indicates

thevalueoftheT1 transition in 3:5T,averaged forT increas-

ing and decreasing.

m ore apparent. The average (T ",T #) tem perature of

the T1 feature,however,isonly weakly inuenced by an

in-plane�eld.In contrasttothis,theT2 featureisshifted

to higherT by H k[110],suggesting a ferrom agnetic na-

ture ofthe phase at T < T2. Furtherm ore,the �elds

rem ove the peak in � just above the drop at T2, and

cause the feature to exhibit hysteresis. This di�erent

response to H k[110]con�rm sthatthere are indeed two

independentm agnetictransitionsT1 and T2,dividingthe

orderedstatebelow TN intothreem agneticphases,alow-

tem perature phase (LTP),an interm ediate-tem perature

phase(ITP),and a high-tem peraturephase(HTP).

W hereastherearesim ilaritiesin �(T)forthetwo �eld

directionsconsidered,therearealsovery pronounced dif-

ferences,particularly fortheT1 feature,below which the

�eld cooled �(T)ism uch higherforH ? j than forH kj.

A transverse m agnetoresistance higher than the longi-

tudinalone m ight arise from a bending ofthe electron

trajectory by theLorentzforce(see,e.g.,Ref.23).How-

ever,thezero-�eld-cooled �(T)below 33K (black dotted

line)isthe sam e (within errorbars)forH kj and H ? j.

Indeed,as we willsee (Fig.8 below),at 5K after cool-

ing in zero �eld the resistivity is only very weakly �eld

dependentforan in-plane �eld (both fortransverse and

longitudinalcon�gurations).

Thisindicatesthatthedi�erencein the�(T)curvesof

Fig.6 originates from the m agnetism . The m agnetore-

sistance then m ay arise either from spin-disorder scat-

tering orscattering ofdom ain walls24 and the di�erence

can be due to a di�erent con�guration ofdom ains. In

principle, this con�guration (dom ain population, aver-
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FIG . 7: (Color online) a) Resistivity � vs T (sam ple Ia,

jk[110], T increasing) in �elds applied parallel to jk[110].

From top to bottom 0 (thick line),0.1,0.2,0.4,0.5,0.8,1

(thick line),1.5,2,2.5,3:5T.b)Aspanela),butin �eldsap-

plied parallelto [001](jk[110]).From top to bottom 0 (thick

line),0.1,0.2,0.3,0.4,0.5,0.7,0.8,0.9,1,2,5:5T.

age size ofdom ains,etc.) m ay be di�erent for H k[110]

(transverse m agnetoresistance) and H k[110](longitudi-

nal m agnetoresistance) due to di�erent dem agnetizing

e�ects(the sam ple wascutin a rod such thatthe [110]

direction isaboutthreetim eslongerthan the[110]direc-

tion).In any case,the factthatthe resistivity isalm ost

�eld-independent(foran in-plane �eld)at5K indicates

thattherelevant(forresistivity)dom ain con�guration in

the LTP isvery hard to change by applying a m agnetic

�eld,whereasa �eld applied in the ITP preparesa cer-

tain LTP dom ain con�guration upon cooling below T1.

W enotethatapplication ofa �eld in theITP also seem s

tolead tosm all,butsystem atic,changesin theresistivity

valuesin the HTP,persisting up to � TN .

Figure 7a) shows the evolution of �(T) [for clarity

only the data m easured upon warm ing,after the low-

est tem perature had been reached by cooling with the

sam e �eld applied (�eld-cooled-warm ing m easurem ent
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protocol)aredisplayed]with increasing H kj(again sam -

ple Ia, jk[110]). It seem s clear that the T2 transition

system atically shifts to higher tem peratures with in-

creasing H . The T1 transition is far less �eld depen-

dent (for H k[110]),and as discussed above,quite hys-

teretic.Furtherm ore,the resistivity in the ITP becom es

lowerin higherH ,developing into a well-de�ned weakly

tem perature-dependentvalleyabove� 2T.Thisdevelop-

m entisalso visible in the �(H )dependence atconstant

T (Fig.8).Thereisonly a m inim al�eld dependenceof�

at5K in theLTP.In contrastto this,a pronounced drop

in low �eldsat25K in theITP isshifted to higher�elds

by increasing T and seem s to transform into the drop

associated with the ITP-HTP transition. In the �(T)

curves of Fig.7a), for interm ediate �eld ranges,there

areindicationsforan additionalfeaturein theITP-HTP

transition.Thedetailsofthisfeaturehaveto beclari�ed

in future work.

The evolution of�(T)with increasing H k[001]forthe

sam e sam ple and current density direction is shown in

Fig.7b). The data shown were again obtained using

the �eld-cooled-warm ing m easurem entprotocol,but we

notethatapplication ofH k[001](unlikeH k[110])quickly

suppressesany hysteresis,and broadensthe transitions.

Apartfrom abroadening,theT2 transition doesnotseem

to be strongly a�ected.In contrastto this,H k[001]sys-

tem atically shiftstheT1 transition tolowertem peratures

and above � 1T there are no longer any indications for

a transition to the LTP.This indicatesthatthe LTP is

suppressed by H k[001].

B . M agnetization

In order to investigate the m agnetic nature ofthese

phases,wem easured them agnetization M asa function

ofT and H (k[110]and k[001]). In Fig.9,we display

for sam ple Ib M (H ) loops at selected T. For H k[110],

at40K ,M (H )showsalm ostlinearbehavior,butat2K

M (H )hasabehaviortypicalforsoftferrom agnets:satu-

ration in a �eld which isoftheorderoftheestim ated de-
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H || [001]

40 K

26 K

2 K

M
 (
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.)
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FIG .9:(Coloronline)M agnetization M asa function of�eld

H atselected T,H k[110](blue)and H k[001](red),sam pleIb.

Thin arrows indicate the H direction ofthe m easurem ents,

thick arrowsindicatethecriterion taken fortheestim ation of

the spontaneousferrom agnetic m om ent.

m agnetizing �eld,butno hysteresisorrem anence.How-

ever,the saturation value of4:5�B =f:u:at 2K is m uch

lowerthan thefullG d m om entof7�B =f:u:.At26K ,pro-

nounced hysteresisisvisiblein low H .Thisisubiquitous

forM (H )in the ITP and correlateswith the hysteresis

in the drop in � visible in Fig.8a). The hysteresism ay

suggesta �rst-orderm etam agnetic transition. In higher

�eldsM (H )isnearly constant,resem bling the behavior

at2K .In low �eldsM (H )indicatesaspontaneousferro-

m agneticm om ent,unlike at2K ,at26K we did observe

rem anence.TheT dependenceofthespontaneousferro-

m agnetic m om ent,asestim ated from Fig.9 taking into

account dem agnetizing e�ects (we took the m agnetiza-

tion atthe�rstkink in low H ,indicated by thick arrows

in Fig.9),isshown in Fig.10 (black squares).TheLTP-

ITP transition in M (H ),H k[110]is accom panied by a

drop ofthe spontaneousm om entto � 1�B ,and by the

appearanceofhysteresis.

For H k[001]at 26K (ITP),the form ofM (H ) (Fig.

9 red curves)isconsistentwith a spontaneousferrom ag-

neticm om entofabout2�B .FortheLTP considerM (H )

at2K .Below 0:5T,M (H )islinear,aboveitrisesm ore

strongly beforeslowly starting to saturate.The�eld H 1

whereM (H )startsto increasefasterthan linearislower

at higher T,extrapolating to zero at T1. For sam ples

with a higherT1,H 1 atlow tem peraturesisproportion-

ally higher (not shown). W hereas the feature at H 1 as

de�ned above israthersharp,the slow saturation ofM

aboveH 1 m ay bedueto a sm allinhom ogeneity oftheFe

contentin the sam ple,asdiscussed in Sec.III.

For H k[001],the saturation value ofM . 5�B =f:u:

is higher than for H k[110],but stillfar below the full

G d 4f m om ent. Note thatthe di�erence to 7�B =f:u:is
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m uch too large to be explained by a negative contribu-

tion ofthe G d conduction electrons. The low saturated

m om entim plies that the m agnetization does notcorre-

spond to them agnetization ofa sim pleferrom agnet.For

H k[001],the tem perature dependence ofthe estim ated

spontaneous ferrom agnetic m om ent is shown in Fig.10

as red circles. It is sim ilar to M (T)in low H (c.f.Fig.

4).

The linear M (H ) behavior (below 0:5T at 2K ) m ay

beduein-planeferrom agneticm om entsresisting a reori-

entation by an out-of-plane �eld. The LTP-ITP transi-

tion could correspond to a reorientation offerrom agnet-

ically aligned 4f m om ents(assuggested in Ref.4).Fig-

ure 10 indicates that in the LTP the ferrom agnetically

aligned m om entsarecon�ned to thea� bplane,whereas

in the ITP the m om entsare m ainly out-of-plane,point-

ing into a direction with an angle ofabout25� to [001].

A crude estim ate ofthe m agnitude ofthe spontaneous

m om entisgiven by (M 2
s;110 + M 2

s;001)
1=2,shown in Fig.

10 as open triangles. Apart from one point near the

LTP-ITP transition (where the estim ation ofM s is less

clearthan in otherregions)thetem peraturedependence

of(M 2
s;110 + M 2

s;001)
1=2 is consistent with the LTP-ITP

transition not a�ecting the m agnitude ofthe ferrom ag-

neticcom ponent,butonly it’sdirection.Finally,wenote

that,like the low-�eld m agnetization (Fig.4 fullline),

the estim ated spontaneousm om entextrapolatesto zero

around 30 � 35K ,i.e.,slightly higher than T2 as indi-

cated by resistivity and thespeci�cheatm axim um .This

roughly correlateswith the onsetofthe 4f contribution

to the speci�c heat (Fig.5),which is not sharp at all.

W ethereforethink itisnotan indication ofan additional

transition,ratheritm ay bedueto an inhom ogeneousFe

distribution or due to signi�cant precursor-e�ects (e.g.

uctuations).

The electrical-transport and m agnetization data pre-

sented in this section willallow us to construct H � T

phase diagram s for H k[110]and H k[001]. W e willdo

this in Sec.VI. Furtherm ore,we have established that

theG d 4f m om entordersetting in atT2 hasa largefer-

rom agnetic com ponent,and the �rst-order (see Fig.6)

transition atT1 involvesa reorientation oftheferrom ag-

neticcom ponentinto thea� bplaneforT < T1.In order

to elucidate the underlying m agnetic structure we will

now focuson scattering data.

V . X -R A Y M A G N ET IC R ESO N A N T

SC A T T ER IN G

In ordertoprovethelong-rangenatureofthem agnetic

order,and to learn m ore about the m agnetic structure

than the inform ation that is obtainable from therm o-

dynam ic and transport m easurem ents,scattering tech-

niquescan be applied,typically neutron scattering. For

G d148,neutron scattering islessfeasible because ofthe

largeneutron absorption cross-section ofthenaturaliso-

topeofG d.An alternativetechnique,which relieson in-

tensesynchrotron radiation and exploitsa largeincrease

in thescattered intensity dueto resonantprocesseswhen

theenergy oftheradiation iscloseto an absorption edge

ofam agneticallyordered elem ent,isx-rayresonantm ag-

netic scattering (XRM S).25,26,27 To gain further insight

into the m agnetism ofG d148,we therefore perform ed a

�rst XRM S experim ent on the (together with piece Ia

from the sam ecrystal)bestcharacterized sam ple Ib.

Based on theneutron scattering and XRM S resultson

R148 with other rare earths,7,8,9,10,11 as wellas on the

therm odynam ic and transport results presented in ear-

lier sections,we expected at tem peratures between T2
and TN a m odulation ofFe m om ents with propagation

along the [110]direction to be present,with a feasible

resonant enhancem ent ofthe intensity scattered at the

corresponding satellite reections at the G d L II edge.

Figure 11a) shows reciprocalspace scans along [h,h,0]

with � ! � polarization analysisand the energy tuned

to theG d LII edge(7:934keV)at37and 160K .At37K ,

the charge reection at(4,4,0)is accom panied by sm all

satellitesat(4� �,4� �,0)with � = 0:086.Thesatellite

reectionsarenotpresentat160K ,indicating thatthey

are due to the m agnetic ordering at the N�eeltem pera-

ture (c.f.Fig.2). W e also found satellite reections at

(3� �,3� �,0),(2� �,2� �,0),and (1� �,1� �,0),with

0:06 � � � 0:135,depending on T. The fullwidth at

halfm axim um (FW HM )ofthesatellitereectionsisap-

proxim ately twice the FW HM ofthe charge reections.

Thecorrespondingsm allercorrelation length ofthem ag-

neticorderm ay bean indication ofthepresenceofsm all

dom ains.W eroughly estim atetheaveragesizeofthedo-

m ains (in [110]direction)to be � 0:17�m or about 140

unit cells. Rearrangem ents ofthese dom ains m ight be

thecauseofthesm allchangesin resistivity valuesin the
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FIG .11:(Coloronline)a)Reciprocalspacescansalong[h,h,0]

at 37 and 160K (sam ple Ib,G d LII edge). The data in the

rangeh = 3:96 to 4:04 havebeen divided by a factorof10000.

b)Energy scansoftheintensity ofthe(4� �,4� �,0)satellite

reectionsat9,37,and 130K .Note thatintensitiesin panel

a)are notcom parable to intensitiesin panelb).

HTP (see the discussion ofFig.6 in Sec.IV A).

Theintensityofthe(4� �,4� �,0)satellitereectionsis

aboutfourordersofm agnitude lowerthan the intensity

ofthe(4,4,0)chargereection,despitetheuseofthepo-

larization analysis,which suppressesthechargereection

intensity by threeordersofm agnitude.Dueto thesm all

intensity ofthe satellite reectionsand their vicinity to

thechargereections,thereisconsiderableintensity due

to the charge tailat the position ofthe satellite reec-

tions. A slightasym m etry in the charge tailleads to a

larger charge contribution to the scattered intensity at

the (4 + �,4 + �,0) reection,and we therefore further

analyzed only the (4� �,4� �,0)satellitereection.

Figure11b)shows,atselected T,energyscansoverthe

G d LII edgeforthesatellitereectionsat(4� �;4� �;0).

The intensity ofthe resonance is largest at 37K . The

lowerintensity at130K isdueto thevicinity oftheN�eel

transition,the lower intensity at 9K willbe discussed

below in Sec. VI. The position and the (am plitude-

norm alized) peak shape ofthe resonance is T indepen-

dent within our resolution and consistent with dipolar

(E 1) transitions.7,25,26,27 W e note that a resonant en-

hancem entatthe G d LII edge wasobserved only atthe

(4� �;4� �;0)satellitereections,therewasno enhance-

m entatthe(4,4,0)chargereection,consistentwith res-

onant m agnetic scattering. Reciprocalspace scans and

theresonantenhancem entattheG d LII edgeareconsis-

tentwith am agneticm odulation with propagationvector

(�,�,0)associated with G d.

The speci�c-heat m easurem ent discussed in Sec. III

im plies that in the HTP the G d 4f m om ents are not

ordered. Since XRM S is elem ent-sensitive, this m ight

seem in contradiction to our observation ofa resonant

m agneticsignalattheG d LII edgeat37 and 130K (Fig.

11). However,XRM S (E 1) ofthe G d L edges is sen-

sitive to the polarization ofthe G d 5d bands,not (di-

rectly)to the4f m om ents.7,25,26,27 A G d 5d band polar-

ization can also be induced by the Fe 3d m om ents. For

thissituation,a very weak intensity ofthecorresponding

m agneticsatellitesisexpected.28 Com pared to otherG d

com pounds,29,30,31,32 the intensity ofthe satellite reec-

tionsweobserved isindeed very weak � m orethan three

ordersofm agnitude lower. Thislow intensity m ightbe

due to the ordered m om ents pointing into a direction

close to [001],since in our scattering geom etry we are

not sensitive to m om ents in [001]direction. However,

changing the orientation ofthe sam ple such that [001]

isin thescattering plane7,31 did notsigni�cantly change

the intensity,suggesting thatitslow valueisnotrelated

to the direction ofm agnetic m om ents. The behavioris

sim ilarto the situation in Dy148 athigh tem peratures.7

At this point it m ay be useful to briey com m ent

on an XRM S signalcom ing directly from the Fe m o-

m ents. This would ofcourse be very im portantto con-

�rm the above considerations. Unfortunately, the en-

ergies ofthe L absorption edges of 3d transition m et-

alsdo notallow di�raction experim entsforregularcrys-

talline m aterials.33 Resonances at the K edge m ay be

used instead,but the x-ray resonant process at transi-

tion m etalK edges is neither wellunderstood nor ef-

�cient. Reported resonant enhancem ents at transition

m etalK edges of m agnetic scattering intensities were

typically very sm all and often broad (see, e.g., Refs.

34,35,36,37,38), com pared to the substantial enhance-

m ents often observed at rare earth L edges (see for ex-

am pleRefs.29,30,31,32).

An additionalproblem in ourcase isthe large charge

scatteringbackground duetothevicinity ofthem agnetic

satellitereectionstothechargereections.Thisism ore

problem aticforFeK edgem easurem ents,becauseatthe

FeK edge,theangleoftheanalyzercrystalforthepolar-

ization analysisisfurther away from the ideal90� than

in thecaseoftheG d LII edge,resulting in a signi�cantly

higher charge scattering background at the Fe K edge.

Perform ing energy scans in the range ofthe Fe K edge

(7:11keV)we did notobserve a clearresonantenhance-

m ent.In view ofthem entioned di�culties,thisdoesnot,

however,im ply thattheFe3d m om entsarenotordered.

Rather,we conclude that the direct observation ofan

XRM S signalfrom the Fe m om entswillneed a separate

experim entwith specialized equipm entand enough tim e

to gatherhigh statistics.
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Although wedid notobservea clearresonantenhance-

m ent at the Fe K edge,based on the above discussion

ofthe intensity ofthe XRM S at the G d LII edge and

thecom parisonwith otherR148com pounds,weconclude

thatthe (�;�;0)propagation vectordescribes the order

oftheFem om ents.A Fem om entm odulation along[110]

iscom m on forR148 com pounds,butin R148 with other

rareearths� istypically larger(0:127 < � < 0:243)and

varieslesswith T.8,9,10,11

At9K ,thesatellitereectionsarepresentaswell[Fig.

11b)], with the propagation vector in the sam e direc-

tion. Thisdem onstratesthatthe Fe m om entsm aintain

their m odulation from the HTP,where the G d 4f m o-

m ents are not ordered, in the LTP,where the G d 4f

m om ents are ordered. This is sim ilar to the situation

in other R148 com pounds. However,the low intensity

ofthe (4� �;4� �;0)satellite reectionsatlow T indi-

cate thatforG d148,unlike the situation in other R148

com pounds,7,8,10 the rare-earth 4f m om entsdo notfol-

low theFem om entm odulation.In orderto �nd possible

m odulationsinvolving the G d 4f m om ents,we searched

at9K alsoform agneticsatellitereectionsin otherhigh-

sym m etry directions. However, fullscans along [110],

[100], and [001] (for scattering geom etries m entioned

above)did notturn up any reectionswith intensity high

enough to correspond to a m odulation ofa signi�cant

partofthe 4f m om ents.

Further XRM S experim ents, including tracking the

observed m agnetic satellite reections in detailthrough

tem perature and applied �eld,and com paring the res-

onances at absorption edges other than G d LII are

planned.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In the following we willdiscuss our results,starting

with them agneticordering attheN�eeltem peratureand

the nature ofthe resulting phase. W e willthen discuss

the H � T phase diagram s (for two �eld directions) at

low tem peratureand them agneticorderin thesephases.

O ur resistivity and m agnetization data indicate that

G dFe4Al8 orders m agnetically at TN � 155K (see Sec.

III). Even sm all(1 � 3% ) iron de�ciency signi�cantly

lowersTN ,indicating thatm agnetic interactionsinvolv-

ing theFe3d m om entsdrivethetransition.In thex-ray

resonantm agnetic scattering (XRM S) experim ent(Sec.

V),the orderbelow TN wasidenti�ed asan incom m en-

surateantiferrom agneticorderwith propagation in [110]

direction. Although corresponding satellite reections

werem easured on theG d LII edge,theT dependenceof

entropy associated with the G d 4f m om ents,estim ated

from speci�c-heatdata (see Fig.5 in Sec.III),indicates

that at high tem perature,the G d 4f m om ents do not

participatein thisantiferrom agneticorder,which isthus

driven by Fe-Fe m om ent interactions. This can explain

the weak intensity ofthe m easured satellite reections.

Antiferrom agnetic order propagating in [110]direction,
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FIG .12: (Color online) Low-tem perature phase diagram s of

G dFe3:96(1)Al8 (sam ple Ia/b) for H k[110] (a) and H k[001]

(b). Triangles in a) are from resistivity m easurem ents on

sam ple Ia, the other sym bols from m agnetization m easure-

m entson sam pleIb (seetextfordetails).Thethreem agnetic

phases LTP (low-tem perature phase), ITP (interm ediate-

tem perature phase),and HTP (high-tem perature phase),as

wellas the zero-�eld transition tem peratures T1 and T2 are

indicated in both panels. A possible fourth m agnetic phase

existing in �eldsapplied parallelto [110](HFP)is indicated

in panela).Underlaid isa contourplotofthem agnetization

M (sam ple Ib).

athigh T con�ned to Fe3d m om ents,seem sto berather

typicalforRFe4Al8 com pounds.

In addition to the N�eeltransition,we found two m ore

phase transitions at low tem perature (T1 and T2), di-

viding the ordered state into three phases: LTP (low-

tem perature phase), ITP (interm ediate-tem perature

phase),and HTP (high-tem perature phase).Due to the

proxim ity ofthe two low-T transitions it proved to be

very usefulto apply m agnetic�eldsin twodirectionsand

thereby m oreclearly separatethese phases.

Low-tem peraturephase diagram sestablished from re-

sistivity and and m agnetization m easurem ents(see Sec.

IV) on crystalI (sam ples Ia and Ib) are presented in

Fig.12 [forH k[110]in panela)and forH k[001]in panel
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b)]. The phase diagram sare underlaid with a contour-

plotofthe m agnetization [data determ ined from M (H )

m easurem entsasdisplayed in Fig.9,forH increasing].

For H k[110][Fig.12a)]the phase boundaries (4 ,5 )

were determ ined from �(T) m easurem ents [steepest

slope,c.f.Fig.7a);shown isthe averagebetween points

determ ined on curves m easured with T increasing and

decreasing]. In M (T;H )the ITP-HTP transition corre-

spondsto,upon decreasingT,asteep risein M and satu-

ration.Forde�niteness,weused theextrem a in dM =dH

[d(M T)=dT],plotted in Fig.12a) as � (� ). In case of

hysteresis we again took the average between T or H

increasing and decreasing. Above 0:5T,this tracks the

ITP-HTP transition deduced from �(T)well,butin lower

H thesm allnessofthem agnetization com ponentin [110]

direction leadsthetransition lineestablished bythesecri-

teria two lowerT,in factextrapolating to T1 forH = 0.

TheM (H )curvem easured at26K (Fig.9)and the�(H )

curvem easured at25K (Fig.8)do suggestan additional

m etam agnetictransition in thetem peratureregion ofthe

ITP.Thistransition iswhatisdeterm ined from thecrite-

ria abovebelow 0:5T,starting from T1 in zero �eld and

apparently m erging with the boundary to the HTP at

about28K in 0:5T.

Thisseem sto separatetheITP asdeduced from resis-

tivitym easurem entsintotwophases,wecallthetentative

high �eld phaseHFP.In the(longitudinal,H k[110])m ag-

netization the HFP is indistinguishable from the LTP,

and thus it could be that the HFP is better described

as a \m odi�ed LTP" phase rather than as a \m odi�ed

ITP" one. However,the electricaltransport data (see,

e.g.,Fig.6)clearly indicatea �rst-ordertransition sepa-

ratingLTP and HFP.Thistransition exhibitsawidehys-

teresis in tem perature when H k[110]is substantial(see

Fig.6)and likely involvescom plex transform ation ofdo-

m ainspresentin the LTP and in the HFP (see the brief

discussion in Sec.IV A;note thatthe HFP wasnotyet

introduced there)warranting furtherinvestigation. The

connection ofthe LTP-HFP transition with pronounced

dom ain e�ectsm ightindicate thatdom ainsarea signif-

icant force driving this transition,but presently this is

tentative at best. The large hysteresis associated with

the LTP-HFP transition com plicates the determ ination

oftheequilibrium transition line.Estim atingtheequilib-

rium transition by taking the average ofthe transitions

forT increasingand decreasing[for3:5T thisisindicated

byan opencirclein Fig.6,in thephasediagram ,thetran-

sition isindicated by open down triangles]suggeststhat

H k[110]favors neither the LTP nor the HFP strongly.

Sim ilarly,thetransition between theITP and theHTP is

hardtopin downfrom M (T)m easurem entswith H k[110]

becauseofthesm allnessofthecom ponentalong [110]of

the m agnetization. W e observed no second \extrem um

in [d(M T)=dT]",using this criterion only leads to the

transition between the HFP and the ITP,rather than

to the one between the ITP and the HTP.For a �eld

applied along [110],resistivity vstem perature m easure-

m entsclearly indicate two transitions,whereas(longitu-

dinal) m agnetization vs tem perature m easurem ents in-

dicate only one. O nly when exam ining the spontaneous

m agnetization along[110](Fig.10)isthepresenceoftwo

separatetransitionsclearly indicated.

For H k[001][Fig.12b)],three distinct regions in the

contour-plot ofthe m agnetization are readily identi�ed

with LTP (low M ),ITP (high M ) and HTP (low M ).

The transition lines between these phases are qualita-

tively consistentwith whatm ay bededuced from there-

sistivity m easurem entspresented in Fig.7b).In contrast

to the phase diagram for H k[110],there are no indica-

tions for the presence ofadditionalphases for H k[001].

SinceH k[001]signi�cantlybroadensthefeaturesin �(T),

we rely here on m agnetization m easurem ents (see Figs.

4 and 9) only to draw the transition lines in Fig.12b).

To �x theITP-HTP transition,weused thesam eproce-

dure as for H k[110](squares). For H k[001]too,the H

dependenceofthetransition and a saturation consistent

(considering dem agnetizing e�ects) with a spontaneous

m om entindicate a ferrom agneticcom ponentin the ITP

(seealsoFig.10).TheLTP-ITP transition isdeterm ined

from the M (H )loops(c.f.Fig.9),taking the �eld value

whereM startstoincreasefasterthan linearasthecrite-

rion forthe transition �eld. Thistransition isdisplayed

by yellow circlesin Fig.12b). ForH ! 0 the transition

line extrapolates to T1, rea�rm ing it’s identity as the

LTP-ITP transition.Itcan beseen thatH k[001]quickly

suppressesthe LTP.

Based on the speci�c-heatdata,wecan conclude that

theHTP toITP transition correspondstotheorderingof

the G d 4f m om ents.Since the m agnetization data indi-

catethepresenceofaspontaneousferrom agneticm om ent

in the ITP,this G d 4f ordering is either ferrom agnetic

orhas a ferrom agnetic com ponent. The increase ofthe

transition tem peratureT2 upon application ofam agnetic

�eld (Fig.12)isconsistentwith this.Thus,G d m om ents

do not sim ply follow the Fe m om ent order from higher

tem peratures[thisisin contrastto,e.g.,DyFe4Al8 (Ref.

8)].

The transition from the LTP to the ITP seem sto be

of�rst-orderasindicated by the observation oftherm al

hysteresis in the resistivity (see Fig.3) as wellas the

m agnetization (see Fig.9). Surprisingly though,no fea-

turecould beidenti�ed in thespeci�cheatcorresponding

to this transition and any latentheatwould have to be

very sm all.TheLTP-ITP transition isassociated with a

lock-in ofthe observed spontaneousferrom agnetic com -

ponent(Fig.10)intothea� bplanein theLTP,butthere

areno clearindicationsthatitsm agnitudeischanged by

the transition.The appearance ofan additionalantifer-

rom agneticm odulation ispossible,atleastitisnotclear

why a pure lock-in transition ofa ferrom agneticcom po-

nentshould resultin a sizeableincreaseoftheresistivity

(both forjk[110]and jk[001]).

The presence ofthe HFP in H k[110]com plicates the

situation. In fact, there are clear indications (m eta-

stability) for the �rst-ordernature ofthe transitions at

allboundariesofthe HFP.In contrastto this,there are
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no indicationsform eta-stability in theITP-HTP transi-

tion.M eta-stability seem sto bepresentin theLTP-ITP

transition,butitism uch weakerthan in any transition

from or to the HFP.W e point out that the �rst-order

transition lines LTP-HFP and HFP-HTP both seem to

extrapolatetoT1 in zero�eld,and thereforetheobserved

sm aller m eta-stability ofthe LTP-ITP transition m ight

wellbe connected with the HFP phase.Thisisa strong

incentiveforfurtherinvestigationsofthe HFP.

W e now attem ptto draw a picture accounting forthe

fullm agnetic m om ent ofboth G d and Fe. The fullor-

dered m om ent ofG d is 7�B =G d. Since the valence of

G d is�xed and there areno crystal-electric-�eld e�ects,

thisisthesam efordi�erentcom pounds,with only sm all

corrections,up to � 0:5�B ,dueto contributionsby itin-

erant electrons (such as the G d 5d electrons). The full

m om entofFe can vary from com pound to com pound.

W e know from the speci�c heatand XRM S m easure-

m ents that in the HTP G d m om ents (the G d 4f m o-

m entsatleast)arenotordered,and Fem om entsarean-

tiferrom agneticallyordered with propagation along[110].

M agnetization m easurem entsfurther show thatthere is

no signi�cantferrom agnetic com ponentpresent[see the

40K M (H ) loops in Fig.9]. W e recallthat,according

tothex-ray-di�raction-structurere�nem entand speci�c-

heatm easurem ents,the G d lattice isfully occupied and

thatatlow tem peraturestheG d 4f m om entsarewellor-

dered. The appearance ofa spontaneous ferrom agnetic

m om ent below the tem perature T2 where the G d m o-

m entsstartto order(com pare Figs.5 and 10)indicates

that the ordering ofthe G d m om ents is ferrom agnetic,

butthe saturation m om entsforboth �eld directionsare

far below the 7�B =f:u:(see Fig.9) expected for a full

ferrom agneticalignm entofG d m om ents.W hatcould be

the reason forthis?

O ne possibility is that the G d 4f m om ents are not

fully ferrom agnetically ordered,butratheralso have an

antiferrom agneticcom ponent.However,sincewedid not

�nd any satellite reections with high enough intensity

to account for the necessary fraction ofthe fullG d 4f

m om entin any ofthehigh sym m etry directions(seeSec.

V,notethattheintensity ofthe(4� �;4� �;0)reection

ism uch too low)thisscenario isnotvery likely.

From high-�eld m easurem ents on �nely ground free

powder particlesofG d148 (likely,atleastroughly,cor-

responding to H k[001],ITP),Duong et al.5 suggested

for H ! 0 a ferrim agnetic structure with G d m om ents

parallel,Fem om entsantiparalleltothe�eld,with an an-

tiferrom agnetic Fe m om ent order re-established only in

high �elds. O n the one hand,such a sim ple ferrim ag-

neticarrangem entofG d and Fem om entsisinconsistent

with our observation in the XRM S experim ent of the

presenceofthe(4� �;4� �;0)satellitereection charac-

teristic forthe antiferrom agnetic Fe m odulation even at

9K [Fig.11b)].O n the otherhand,a related idea would

be consistentwith both the XRM S and the m agnetiza-

tion m easurem ents: upon the ferrom agnetic ordering of

the G d 4f m om ents,the Fe m om ents could pick up a

ferrom agnetic com ponent,leading to a canted antiferro-

m agnetic structure. Such a canted m agnetic structure

with a large ferrom agnetic com ponentm ay also explain

why theintensity ofthe(4� �;4� �;0)satellitereection

isaboutthreetim essm allerat9K (in theLTP)than at

37K (in the HTP).Furtherm ore,itwould also allow Fe

to inuence the low-T transitions,as indicated by the

inuence ofFe de�ciencies on allcharacteristic tem per-

atures (see Sec.III). The results ofa recent dichroism

experim ent(on a crystalground to powder),which will

bediscussed in detailelsewhere,areconsistentwith such

a scenario aswell.

Thispicturecovers,atleastfortheLTP and theHTP,

allthedatapresented in thepaper,butwithoutm orede-

tailed scatteringdataitrem ainsspeculative.Particularly

concerning the ITP and HFP,the absence ofscattering

data m akesdetailed conclusionselusive.

Since the direction ofthe spontaneous ferrom agnetic

m om ent is di�erent for the ITP and the LTP,m agne-

tocrystallineanisotropy (M CA)islikely oneoftheforces

driving this transition. In rare earth com pounds,M CA

typically arisesfrom crystal-electric-�eld e�ects. As we

m entioned in Sec.I,this source ofanisotropy is absent

forG d.Signi�cantM CA thatwasneverthelessobserved

for both elem ental G d and G d com pounds has been

ascribed to a com bination ofdipole-dipole interactions

and (m ainly)anisotropy in the5d bands.39,40 Thecorre-

sponding m agnetic-anisotropy energies are m uch lower

than the m agnetic-anisotropy energies resulting from

crystal-electric-�eld e�ectsin otherrare earths.A weak

m agnetic-anisotropy energy m ight also,at least partly,

explain why no latentheatcould be observed atT1. In

G d148,anisotropy in the Fe3d bandsm ightbe an addi-

tionalsource ofM CA.41 In any case,the di�erentspon-

taneousm om entdirection in the ITP likely resultsin a

di�erentstructureoftheFem om ents.Theapparentshift

ofT1 upon changing the Fe stoichiom etry m ay be taken

as an indication of the involvem ent ofFe m om ents in

theLTP-ITP transition.Beforegoing any furtherin the

discussion ofthe driving forces(there islikely a delicate

balancebetween m ultipleenergyscales)ofthetransitions

between LTP,ITP,and HFP,the m agneticstructuresof

these phasesneed to be solved. W ith thisaim in m ind,

additionalscattering experim entsareplanned.

Regardlessofthe detailsofthe m agnetic structure at

low tem perature,itisim portantto pointoutthati)on

the one hand,the Fe m om ents have at least a com po-

nent antiferrom agnetically m odulated in [110]direction

ii)TheG d 4f m om ents,on theotherhand can nothavea

com ponentordered with thesam epropagation astheFe

3d m om ents,becausethen theintensity ofthereections

m easured at 9K would have to be ordersofm agnitude

higher(see Sec.V).Thisisstrikingly di�erentfrom the

behaviorforexam plein Dy148,wheretherareearth m o-

m entsorderatlowertem perature,butthen follow theFe

m om entm odulation,and itim pliesa co-existence oftwo

distinctordersassociatedwith G d 4f andFe3dm om ents.

W hereas com pounds in which one m agnetic sublattice
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ordersattem peraturesm uch lowerthan the otherm ag-

netic sublattice are not very rare (indeed this was well

known to be the case for R148 com pounds in general),

we are aware ofonly one exam ple,PrBa2Cu3O 6:92,
36 in

which the m agnetic sublattice ordering at lower T has

no com ponentwith the sam e m odulation thatthe other

sublattice hasatallT.

The atlow tem peraturespersisting antiferrom agnetic

m odulation oftheFem om entscoexistingwith an orderof

the G d m om entswith a large ferrom agnetic com ponent

and withouta com ponenthaving the Fe m om entm odu-

lation isthe centralpointofourpaper. Itm ay indicate

a m odi�ed relation between the strength ofthe G d-G d

and G d-Fe m om ent interactions in G d148 as com pared

to otherR148 com pounds.Aswem entioned,apartfrom

the strongercouplingsbetween 4f and conduction elec-

tronsin general,them ostpeculiarproperty ofG d isthe

absenceofcrystal-electric-�eld e�ects.

It seem s rem arkable that in the absence ofthe M CA

due to crystalelectric �eld e�ects,the m agnetic behav-

iorin G d148ism orecom plex than in otherR148.Likely,

strong crystal-electric-�eld e�ects play a centralrole in

the m agnetism in R148 (except for G d148). E.g., in

Dy148,crystal-electric-�eld e�ectspressthe4f m om ents

into the crystallographic plane,m aking an orderfollow-

ing theFe-m om entm odulation m oreprobable,sincethe

Fem om entsarealready in-plane.O urresultson G d148,

in contrast,indicatea com plex interplay oflocal4f and

itinerant 3d m om ents when crystal-electric-�eld e�ects

areabsent.

V II. SU M M A R Y

W epresented an extensivesetofdataincludingm agne-

tization,electricaltransport,speci�cheat,and x-ray res-

onantm agnetic scattering,m easured on ux-grown sin-

glecrystalsofG dFe4Al8.W e found thattwo transitions

atT1 � 21K and T2 � 27K at low tem perature divide

the ordered state below TN � 155K ,where Fe m om ents

orderantiferrom agnetically with m odulation along [110],

into threephases.Thecorrespondingphasediagram sfor

�eldsapplied in [110]and [001]direction werepresented.

G d 4f m om ents order,m ainly ferrom agnetically,be-

low T2. Above T1 the ferrom agnetic com ponent ofthe

m om ents points into a direction close to [001],whereas

below T1 theferrom agneticcom ponentislocked into the

a� b plane. The G d 4f m om ent order is distinct from

theFe-m om entorderAtlow tem peratureT:the Fem o-

m ents stillhave at least a com ponent m odulated along

[110],but the G d 4f m om ents apparently do not have

such a com ponent.W e proposed a canted antiferrom ag-

netic structure ofthe Fe m om ents at low T,which can

coverallthe low-T data presented in the paper,but to

som eextentstillisspeculative.AboveThetransition at

T1 likely involves a delicate balance ofm ultiple energy

scalesassociated with both G d and Fe.

The com plex m agnetism in G dFe4Al8 ascom pared to

RFe4Al8 com pounds with other rare earths R likely is

related to a m odi�ed ratio ofcoupling strengthsand to

the absence ofcrystal-electric-�eld e�ects. In order to

furtherelucidatethestructureofthem agneticphasesof

G dFe4Al8 additionalscatteringexperim entsareplanned.
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