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We report the structural and magnetic properties of high-quality bulk single crystals of the kagome
ferromagnet FesSn. The dependence of magnetisation on the magnitude and orientation of the ex-
ternal field reveals strong easy-plane type uniaxial magnetic anisotropy, which shows a monotonous
increase from K; = —0.99 x 10°J/m?® at 300K to —1.23 x 10°J/m?® at 2K. Our ab initio elec-
tronic structure calculations yield the value of total magnetic moment of about 6.9 up/fu. and
a magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy density of 0.406 meV/fu. (1.16 x 10°.J/m®) both being
in good agreement with the experimental values. The self-consistent DFT computations for the
components of the spin/orbital moments indicate that the small difference between the saturation
magnetisations measured along and perpendicular to the kagome layers results from the subtle bal-
ance between the Fe and Sn spin/orbital moments on the different sites. In zero field, magnetic
force microscopy reveals micrometer-scale magnetic vortices with weakly pinned cores that vanish
at ~3T applied perpendicular to the kagome plane. Our micromagnetic simulations, using the ex-
perimentally determined value of anisotropy, well reproduce the observed vortex-domain structure.
The present study, in comparison with the easy-axis ferromagnet FesSno, shows that varying the
stacking of kagome layers provides an efficient control over magnetic anisotropy in this family of

Fe-based kagome magnets.

Notes. Version 2. This manuscript is under review in Physical Review B.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetic compounds with kagome-lattice arrangement
of spins have recently attracted much attention due to
their unusual magnetic and electronic properties related
to the specific topology of their electronic band struc-
tures [IHB]. Recent theoretical and experimental stud-
ies have demonstrated that the existence of flat bands,
nodal points and nodal lines appearing close to the Fermi
energy significantly affect magnetic, magneto-transport
and magneto-optical properties of kagome materials [6].
In particular, fascinating physical phenomena like giant
anomalous and topological Hall effects, giant Nernst ef-
fect, topological superconductivity, magnetic spin chiral-
ity and skyrmion bubbles have been reported for large
group of kagome materials like van der Waals AV3Sbs
(A =K, Cs, Rb) [7, §], rare earth based ReT'sSng (Re
= Gd, Tm, Tb, Y; T = Mn,V) [9 0], magnetic Weyl-
semimetal CogSnaS, |11l [12], and binary metals T, Sn,,
(T = Fe, Mn, Co; z:y = 1:1, 3:2, 3:1) [13HIg]. The co-
existence of these effects provide an exceptional platform
to study electronic band topology and its interplay with

magnetic spin and orbital effects.

Here we focus on the magnetic properties of FegSn
quasi-2D kagome magnet, investigated by anisotropy
measurements, ab initio calculations and imaging of the
magnetic domain pattern. FezSn is an itinerant ferro-
magnet, a member of a family of iron stannides with
the general formula Fe,Sn,. Our particular interest
is on compounds with the kagome-lattice arrangement,
namely compounds with z : y = 1:1; 3:1; 3:2. Depend-
ing on the ratio of x : y, i.e. the stacking of kagome
layers, these compounds realize various hexagonal mag-
netic space groups and different magnetic ground state.
For example, FeSn crystallises in the P6/mmm sym-
metry and below 365K it is an easy-plane antiferro-
magnet with ferromagnetic arrangement of spins within
each kagome layer [I9H2I]. Fe3Sn has a structure of
P63/mmec symmetry and exhibits ferromagnetic order
below 743K [19, 22]. The crystal structure of FesSn
is shown in Figs. 1(a) and (b). The ab layer consists
of a breathing kagome lattice of two sizes of equilateral
Fe triangles with Sn atoms in the center of the kagome.
The unit cell of Fe3Sn contains two adjacent, laterally



displaced kagome layers, separated by half of the lat-
tice constant along the ¢ axis. The structure of Fe3Sn
is much simpler than of Fe3Sny, which realizes a third
type of stacking and crystallizes in the R3m symmetry.
Namely, Fe3Sny contains two such basic blocks of Fe3Sn
bilayers stacked along the ¢ axis and separated by a hon-
eycomb layer of Sn atoms [I9] 22]. In contrast to FesSn,
FesSns is an easy-axis ferromagnet with a Curie tempera-
ture of 612 K [23], which shows skyrmion bubbles at room
temperature [18, 24]. However, this compound shows
a spin reorientation below room temperature, when the
easy axis of magnetisation gets tilted towards the kagome
plane [22] 25H27].

Physical properties of FegSn are investigated predomi-
mantly on polycrystalline samples synthesized by solid
state reaction or by arc-melting of metalic Fe and Sn in
argon atmosphere. Early Mossbauer studies of Trumpy
et al. [23] and Djéga-Mariadassou et al. [28] revealed
a ferromagnetic behavior of FesSn and concluded that
the spin moment is oriented along the ¢ axis. In con-
trast, recent analysis of magnetic properties of Fe3Sn by
Sales et al. [29], performed on field-oriented polycrys-
talline powder, implied predominantly in-plane orienta-
tion of the magnetisation with the magnitude of easy-
plane anisotropy K1 = —1.8M.J/m? at 300 K. The easy-
plane character of the anisotropy was further supported
by magnetisation studies of Fayyazi et al. [30], that was
performed on an oriented plaque of very small crystals
with a mass of 10 ug, obtained by reactive flux technique.
However, this work reported an unusual temperature de-
pendence of the anisotropy field, namely its decrease from
200K to 10K.

The precise quantification of magnetic anisotropy is
the prerequisite to understand the diversity of complex
spin textures, for which kagome magnets offer a fertile
ground [3I]. Moreover, the magnetic anisotropy in in-
terplay with the Dzyaloshinskii-Moriya interaction, com-
peting and frustrated exchanges, or dipole-dipole inter-
actions, can affect the properties of mesoscale spin tex-
tures, including conventional domain walls, vortices, and
skyrmions [32H37]. As a prime example, the competition
between easy-axis magnetic anisotropy and dipole-dipole
interaction can stabilize magnetic bubbles and skyrmions
in finite magnetic fields [I8] 24] [33] 38]. On the other
hand, the in-plane magnetized systems, e.g., magnets
with easy-plane anisotropy, can develop magnetic vor-
tices and anti-vortices [39H43].

Although Fe,Sn, compounds are known for long, the
microscopic origin and the precise value of exchange in-
teractions and magnetic anisotropy constants is still un-
settled in these compounds, even the spin arrangement
is under debate in some of these materials. From the ex-
perimental point of view, the situation is complicated by
large variation of sample quality, leading to inconsisten-
cies of the data available in literature. A large piece of
the data was obtained on polycrystalline samples, while
those reported for single crystals show large scattering
evidently related to different quality of samples, e.g., ho-

mogeneity, deviation from the stoichiometry and impu-
rity content. Therefore, precisely quatifying the magnetic
interactions in a single bilayer FesSn is a prerequisite
for understanding magnetism on the microscopic level in
these kagome magnets.

Here we report detailed magnetometry studies per-
formed on large stoichiometric single crystals grown by
the chemical transport reactions. The appropriate size
of the crystals (several mg) allowed us to accurately
determine their orientation prior to the magnetisation
measurements along the different crystallographic direc-
tions. Moreover, our angular-dependent magnetisation
measurements, performed in different fields and at vari-
ous temperatures, allowed a highly reliable quantification
of the anisotropy constants of FesSn. The experimental
studies were complemented by ab initio electronic struc-
ture calculations to determine the magnetic properties
in the ground state (magnetic moments on Fe and Sn as
well as anisotropy energies).

The spin/orbital moments were restricted to specific
orientations and by including the spin-orbit coupling, cal-
culations revealed easy-plane magnetic anisotropy. The
computed uniaxial magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy,
which arises from the collective effect of the crystal struc-
ture and spin-orbit coupling, is in excellent agreement
with the experimentally determined value. Furthermore,
a slight departure from the collinear magnetic configu-
ration is predicted due to tilting of the orbital-magnetic
moment of Fe with respect to its spin moment. Finally,
our MFM study reveals the formation of a complex do-
main pattern built of in-plane flux enclosure domains, i.e.
magnetic vortices, on the micrometer scale. This vortex-
domain pattern is well reproduced by our micromagnetic
simulations using the magnetic interaction parameters
determined experimentally and theoretically, further sup-
porting the high reliability of these parameters.

II. METHODS

Crystal growth. Polycrystalline Fe3Sn was prepared
by solid state reactions of high purity elements of Fe
(99.99%) and Sn (99.995%). A stoichiometric amount of
Fe and Sn has been mixed and sealed in quartz ampule
evacuated to 1073 mbar. The mixture was annealed for
four days at 780°C followed by quenching in ice water.
In order to achieve the full reaction and homogeneity two
sintering cycles were performed. The phase purity after
each sintering was checked by x-ray powder diffraction.
Single crystals of FegSn have been grown by the chemi-
cal transport reactions method using the polycrystalline
powder as starting material and I3 as the transport agent.
The growth was performed in exothermic conditions in a
two-zone horizontal furnace with the temperature gradi-
ent of 50 °C in a temperature range of 850-800 °C. Crys-
tals up to 1.5 mm size have been obtained after 6 weeks
of transport. The chemical composition of single crystals
was analyzed by the ZEISS Crossbeam 550, using energy



dispersive x-ray spectroscopy (EDS) technique.

Single-crystal x-ray diffraction. The single-crystal
x-ray diffraction measurement was carried out with a
Rigaku Oxford-Diffraction XCALIBUR E CCD diffrac-
tometer equipped with graphite-monochromated MoKa
radiation. The data were corrected for the Lorentz and
polarization effects and for the absorption by multi-scan
empirical absorption correction methods. The structure
was refined by the full matrix least-squares method based
on F? with anisotropic displacement parameters. The
unit cell determination and data integration were car-
ried out using the CrysAlis package of Oxford Diffraction
[44]. All calculations were carried out by the programs
SHELX12014 [45] and the WinGX software [46].

Magnetic properties. Magnetic properties were
measured by a SQUID magnetometer (MPMS 3, Quan-
tum Design) in the temperature range of 1.8-900 K and
magnetic fields up to 7T. The angular-dependent magne-
tization measurements have been performed both within
ab and ac planes on cylindrical sample with the ac plane
as the basal plane of the cylinder. The measurements in
fields up to 14 T were performed with a vibrating-sample
magnetometer using a physical properties measurement
system (PPMS, Quantum Design).

Computational Details. Density Functional Theory
(DFT) calculations were performed with the Vienna Ab
initio Simulation Package (vasp) [47H49] using projec-
tor augmented wave (PAW) pseudo-potentials [50] 51].
We treated the Fe(3d, 4s) and Sn(5s, 5p) electrons as
valence. Plane waves were expanded to an energy cut-
off of 800 eV, and a Monkhorst-Pack Gamma-centered k-
point grid of 10 x 10 x 10 for structural optimizations and
20 x 20 x 20 for accurate total energy calculations to ob-
tain the magnetic energetics. A smearing value of 0.02 eV
was used for all calculations. The PBEsol functional was
used throughout [52]. Spin-orbit coupling was included
self-consistently as implemented in VASP. The electronic
convergence criteria set to 1078 eV and the force conver-
gence criteria set to 0.002eV/A. Our reference structure
was taken from the Materials Project (mp-20883) [63-
50].

ELK [567] computation has been performed for the a
equally large k-mesh (21 x 21 x 21), and the PBE-GGA
functional was used with the experimental lattice param-
eters given in Table I. For the FPLAPW calculations the
plane-wave cutoff K,,,, was set so that R,,; Kz = 7.0,
where R,,; is the smallest muffin-tin radius.

MFM imaging. The magnetic domain pattern was
imaged using a low-temperature attocube attoAFM I,
in MFM mode, equipped with a superconducting mag-
net. The magnetic texture on an as-grown ab surface was
recorded via a phase-sensitive feedback loop that records
changes in the resonance frequency, which are propor-
tional to the gradient of the stray magnetic field of the
sample along the magnetisation of the MFM tip, that
is normal to the surface. The magnetic tips used were
PPP-MFMR probes from NanoSensor with the magnetic
moment of 5.09 x 10713 A/m?. All data was collected

at 100K for experimental reasons, such as the thermal
stability of the equipment.

Micromagnetic simulations. Simulations were
carried out using MuMax3 v3.10 [58]. Here, the mi-
crostructure is found by minimizing a total energy made
up of terms representing, Heisenberg exchange, first-
order uniaxial anisotropy, Zeeman and demagnetisation
energy. Practically this is done by solving the equation

1
e= / [Aee(Am)? — Kym? + MyBegym — 5J\@Ezdmm] dr
Vs
(1)

Where the reduced magnetisation, m(x,y,z), is the
magnetisation M(x,y,z) divided by the saturation mag-
netization, My, within a sample volume Vg, where
the magnetization makes up a continuous vector field.
The exchange stiffness constant, the first order uniaxial
anisotropy constant, the external magnetic field and the
demagnetisation field are represented by Ac, Ky, Beat,
Bgem, respectively. Periodic boundary conditions were
not necessary; the simulation was initiated from a ran-
dom state, and easy-plane anisotropy (0, 0, 1) was used.
The mesh was 4 x 4 x 4nm cells, and the geometry was
2048 x 1024 x 256 nm. Note, that MuMax3 is able to
calculate the MFM response as it knows the orientation
of the magnetisation, and therefore the stray fields, and
the MFM response comes from the interactions between
the MFM tip and the gradient of the stray fields.

ITITI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
A. Structure, magnetic properties and anisotropy

Typical as-grown FezSn crystals used in our study are
shown in the inset of Fig. [2[ (a). The energy-dispersive x-
ray analysis found an excess of Fe <1 %, indicating that
the stoichiometry FesSn is close to ideal. Single-crystal
x-ray diffraction study revealed the hexagonal P63/mmc
(#194) space group symmetry and showed no traces of
impurity phases. The calculated cell parameters a and ¢
are close to those reported for polycrystalline FesSn [19]
29]. The structural parameters obtained from the single-
crystal refinement are summarised in Table [? ].

The magnetisation measurements were carried out on
a single crystal with a size of 0.7 x 0.6 x 0.5mm?.
The temperature-dependent magnetisation in 1 T applied
along the a axis exhibits a steep increase below 750
Kindicating the onset of ferromagnetic order, as shown
in Fig. |2| (a). The Curie temperature of T = 705 K was
obtained as the location of the maximum in the temper-
ature derivative of the magnetisation, and is close to pre-
viously reported data for polycrystalline samples [19] [22].

Figure (b) shows the field-dependent magnetisation
curves, M(H), measured at 2K for magnetic fields ap-
plied along three orthogonal directions. Two directions
are in the basal ab plane, [1210] and [1010] being paral-
lel and perpendicular to the a axis, respectively, and the
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FIG. 1. (a) Schematic representation of the crystal struc-
ture of layered FesSn. Red and green spheres represent Fe
and Sn ions, respectively. Transparent and bold atoms are
from different planes. (b) Breathing kagome lattices of equi-
lateral Fe triangles of two distinct sizes (marked by blue
and red lines) in the ab plane, as seen when viewed along
the ¢ axis. (c)/(d) Magnetic structure with moment paral-
lel/perpendicular to the ¢ axis. Green and orange arrows
show Fe and Sn spin moments, respectively. (e) Calculated
magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy for rotation of Fe spin
within the ab plane (purple) and the ac plane (green), as-
suming a ferromagnetic ordering. In the former no angular
dependence is observed, while in the latter case the energy
has a maximum for spins pointing along the ¢ axis (¢ = 0).
(f) Calculated orbital moment magnitude of Fe for in-plane
(Iz) and out-of-plane (I.) projections as a function of Fe spin
tilt angle.

hexagonal ¢ axis (equivalently [0001]) is chosen as the
third direction. The magnetisation within the ab plane
reaches the saturation already at ~1T. We found that
the saturation is reached in a slightly higher field for
H]||[1010] than for H||[1210], indicating that the a axis
is the easy axis of the magnetisation. For fields along
the ¢ axis, the saturation takes place at higher fields,
above 3T. The uniaxial magnetocrystalline anisotropy
within the ac plane was calculated from the hysteresis

TABLE I. Structural refinement details and crystal data for
FesSn determined through single-crystal x-ray diffraction.

Refined empirical formula FesSn
Space group P63 /mmec (No. 194)
a (&) 5.4604(3)
c(A) 4.3458(3)
Volume (A?%) 112.215(15)
Z, Deate (g/Cmd) 2, 8.472
p (mm™1) 29.551
© range (°) 4.310 - 29.014
Reflections collected /unique 577/68 [Rin: = 0.0467)]
No. variables 8
Goodness-of-fit on F* 1.001
Extinction coefficient 0.174(9)
R1, wR (all data) 0.0143, 0.0352
Atom Position T Y z Ueq
Fe 6h  0.1544(1) 0.3088(2) 0.2500 7(1)
Sn 2d 0.6667 0.3333 0.2500 5(1)

curves using an “area method” [59], considering the dif-

ference of the integrals fOM" H;dM for in-plane (a axis)
and out-of-plane (c axis) field orientations. Here H; is
the internal field determined as the difference between
the applied magnetic field H and the demagnetizing field
DM, where D is the demagnetisation coefficient. We
obtained the value of K, = —1.27 x 106J/m3 at 2K
for the uniaxial anisotropy constant, which decreases to
K,=-0.97x10° J/m? at room temperature. A similar ap-
proach was used to calculate the sixth-order anisotropy
in the ab plane, that led to the value of 2.3 x 10%J/m3
at 2K, which decreases to 1.8 x 10*.J/m? at 300 K. The
anisotropy in the basal plane is nearly two orders of mag-
nitude weaker than uniaxial anisotropy.

The inset in Figb) shows the temperature depen-
dence of the magnetisation measured in 7T. The value
of the saturation moment is 2.27 up/Fe at 2K for field
in the ab plane, which is ~2 % larger than the saturation
value along the ¢ axis. Although this difference is rather
small it cannot originate from demagnetisation effects,
since the sample has a circular shape in the ac plane.
Additional measurements, not shown here, show this dif-
ference is present up to 14 T.

[t]
“Ueq is defined as one third of the trace of the orthog-
onalized U;; tensor.

The angular dependence of the magnetisation M (¢)
within the ac-plane, measured in different fields at 300 K,
is shown in Figure b). Here ¢ is the angle spanned by
the magnetic field and the c axis (see inset of Fig. [B[b)).
As a general trend, the modulation of M (¢) is suppressed
with increasing magnetic field. In addition, there is a
change in its functional form. While M (¢) exhibits a
minimum and a maximum in low fields parallel and per-
pendicular to the ¢ axis, respectively, upon saturation a
local maximum develops also for fields applied along the ¢
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FIG. 2. (a) The temperature-dependent magnetisation of

FesSn single crystal measured in 1T applied along a axis.
The inset shows as-grown FezSn single crystals on a mm-scale
paper.(b) Magnetisation curves measured at 2 K in magnetic
fields applied in two directions in the ab plane—parallel to
the a axis or [1210] and perpendicular to the a axis or [1010],
and with fields along the ¢ axis or [0001]. The inset shows
the temperature dependence of the magnetisation in 7T for
these three directions.

axis. To avoid complications due to the presence of mul-
tiple magnetic domains, we determined the anisotropy
based on M(¢) curves measured in the fully field polar-
ized state, as shown in Fig. [3(b) for the 4T curve. The
angular dependence of the magnetisation was fitted based
on commonly used phenomenological expression for the
magnetic anisotropy energy for a hexagonal ferromagnet

[59]
E4 = K;sin?60 4 Kysin® 0 + K5sin® 0 cos 6. (2)

Here, K; and K, are the first- and second-order
anisotropy constants, respectively. 6 is the angle spanned
by the magnetisation with the c axis, while ¥ denotes the
angle between the projection of the magnetisation to the
ab plane and the a axis. In our fitting the K3 term is ne-

0 45 90 135 180
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(a) Angular dependence of the magnetisation mea-
sured in different fields at 300 K. The magnetisation compo-
nent parallel to the field is detected. (b) Experimental data
(open circles) and fit to the experimental data (solid lines) in
4T at 300 K.

FIG. 3.

glected, since our data show that the in-plane anisotropy
is less than 2% of the total magnetic anisotropy, as al-
ready discussed above.

The fitting formula for calculation of the anisotropy
constants K1 and K for angular-dependent magnetisa-
tion measurements was derived by minimising the total
energy per unit volume described as £ = F4+ FEz + Ep,
where Ey; = —MHcos(f — ¢) corresponds to the Zee-
man energy, and Ep =1/ 2(M|2| D) is the magnetostatic
energy of a sample in its own field. The formula of fitting
of the experimental data is given by

sin 20( K, + 2Ky sin?0) = —H; /M2 — M‘Qp (3)

where M) is the projection of My on the applied field,
which is measured in experiment (see inset of Fig. [3(b)).

The fit to the angular-dependent magnetisation
(marked as R method, fit 1 in Fig. [3(b)) describes well
the angular dependence of M(¢) over the whole angu-
lar range except for the immediate vicinity of the ¢ axis,
where it overshoots the experimental data. The exper-
imentally observed difference in M, for fields parallel
and perpendicular to the ¢ axis indicates an anisotropy
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FIG. 4. (a) Temperature-dependent anisotropy constants K
and K> as determined from the angular dependence of the
magnetisation (circles, marked as R) and by the S-T method
(triangles). (b) The uniaxial constant K, determined by the
“area method” (Ar) is plotted together with K1 + K> taken
from panel (a). Lines are guides to the eye.

(~ 2%) of the g-tensor, i.e. imply peculiar orbital con-
tributions to the magnetisation. (Please notice, if the
g-tensor anisotropy is completely negligible, the mag-
netisation should point parallel to the applied field in
the high-field limit, hence 6 in Eq. 2| and ¢ in Fig. (b)
would become identical.) From the fit to the experimen-
tal data we derived the value of the first anisotropy con-
stant Ky = —1.32 x 105J/m? at 2 K, which is in good
agreement with the K; = —1.34 x 10°.J/m3 determined
by Sucksmith-Thompson (S-T) method (see below) [60].

To account for the angular dependence of the satu-
ration magnetisation anisotropy we used the approach
developed by J. Alameda etal. and A. S. Bolyachkin
etal. [61,[62]. This fit (fit 2 in Fig. [3(b)) improves
the description of the experimental data for angles close
to the ¢ axis. Figure [4] (a) summarizes the tempera-
ture dependence of the anisotropy constants K; and Ko,
as determined by two independent methods: a) from
the fits to the angular dependence of the magnetisa-
tion measured in 4T and b) calculated from the mag-
netisation curves along the ¢ axis, following the mod-
ified (S-T) method, which considers the anisotropy of
the saturation magnetisation [62]. At 300K, both meth-
ods yield very close values K; = —0.99 x 105J/m3 and
—1.01 x 105J/m3, respectively. The magnitude of K
shows a monotonous increase with decreasing tempera-

ture in contrast to non-monotonous behavior reported by
Fayyazi etal. [30]. Moreover, the absolute values of K
reported in [30] are by about 20% lower than our ex-
perimental values. These discrepancies likely arise due
to limitations of proper sample orientation in the former
study, which was not an issue in our case due to the larger
single crystals. K3 has opposite sign and is lower by ap-
proximately one order magnitude than K;. At 300K, we
obtained K> = 1.4 x 10°J/m? and 2.7 x 10*J/m? using
the R and S-T methods, respectively.

The reason of the difference in the values of K7 and Ko
is unclear and may be related to different data sets for fit-
ting: high-field magnetisation data in the saturated state
in R method and low-field data in S-T method. However,
the value of K5 derived from the R method should be
taken with precaution because of larger error in determi-
nation due to nonlinear extension of the rotator spring
and change of its elasticity with lowering temperature.

To further validate our quantification of the uniaxial
anisotropy in FegSn, in Fig. 4(b), we compare the sum
of K1 + K>, as determined using the angular dependent
magnetisation and the Sucksmith-Thompson methods,
with the overall K, anisotropy, as obtained using the
“area method”. The values obtained by the three meth-
ods agree within less than 10% at all temperatures.

B. Ab initio calculations of magnetic moments and
anisotropy

The origins of magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy
(MAE) is well-established for 3d-transition metals as aris-
ing from a combination of the spin-orbit coupling and the
crystal-field environment of the magnetic species. Being
a ground state property the MAE can in principle be cal-
culated using DFT, however, the small energy scales as-
sociated with MAE in 3d transition-metal systems make
this challenging owing to the tight convergence and sam-
pling needed. Because of this, we compare two different
implementations of DFT - a pseudo-potential code with
a plane-wave basis set (VASP), and an all-electron code
with LAPW basis (ELK).

DFT computation of FezSn binary system has been
recently published [29] [30] and in particular it was found
that the easy magnetic axis lies in the hexagonal plane.
Here, we first present our calculations of the magnetic
properties using VASP. We find the calculated ground
state to be ferromagnetic order with a spin moment of
2.20 pp per Fe, an orbital moment of 0.06 up per Fe, and
a small antiparallel moment of 0.18 up on the Sn site,
giving a total magnetisation of 6.4 pp/fu., consistent
with our experimental value of 6.8 pp/f.u.. We find no
off-plane canting of moments aligned along the easy-plane
direction in our VASP calculations, as shown in Fig[iff).

To calculate the magnetocrystalline anisotropy, we ro-
tate the spin in the in-plane and out-of-plane directions,
finding the corresponding energy for several angles, as de-
picted in Figure e). We find the ground state magnetic



order to be ferromagnetic with an easy-plane anisotropy.
In fact, we find the in-plane (ab) spin directionality to
be fully degenerate (up to 2 peV), in agreement with
the negligible sixth-order ab-plane anisotropy found ex-
perimentally is this study. Our calculated magnetocrys-
talline anisotropy energy by comparing the energy of the
in-plane and out-of-plane spin axes is 0.406 meV/f.u.
(1.16 x 105J/m?), fully consistent with our experiment.
Note that this value is by ca. 20 % lower/higher than the
theoretical estimate reported by Sales et al. [29]/Fayyazi
etal. [30]. In Fig[i[f) we also plot the variation of the
calculated orbital moment on Fe from varying the spin
easy-axis in the (ac) direction. For the ground-state spin
direction (fully in-plane), we find no out-of-plane contri-
bution to either the spin or orbital moment. However,
as the spin axis is rotated in the out-of-plane direction,
we find a gradual increase in the out-of-plane orbital mo-
ment which is compensated by a decrease in the in-plane
orbital moment.

We now discuss our results using ELK. For systems
containing 3d-electrons, the relatively weak SOC can be
treated in a Russel-Sounders (LS)-coupling scheme, with
well defined spin and orbital quantum numbers. In this
case it is possible to define a quantization direction (di-
rection of magnetisation). In practice we have consid-

-,

ered the quantization axis (spin moment S) aligned along
the a- and ¢- crystallographic directions and performed
DFT self-consistent computations for the components of
the spin/orbital moments. The values of Fe spin/orbital
moments are about 2.32/0.07 up for the considered ori-
entations. We have noticed, however, that in the self-
consistent computation with the moment along the crys-
tallographic a-direction the overall (unit cell) moment is
slightly increased. The DFT self-consistent configuration
for spin moments of Fe and Sn atoms oriented along the
¢/ a-directions respectively are shown in Figs. [1| (¢)/(d).
In the ferromagnetic ground state the induced spin mo-
ment on Sn-sites is of about 0.12 up. Orbital moments
of Sn although existing, have no significant magnitudes
(< 1072 up). The total magnetic moment per formula
unit, as obtained from DFT is 6.9 up/f.u., in good agree-
ment with the experimental value of 6.8 up/f.u.

The DFT moments (on all atoms) computed for the
configuration aligned along the a-direction are somewhat
smaller, in particular the decrease in the magnitude of
the Sn atoms spin-moments (pointing opposite to the
Fe spins) are larger than the corresponding decrease for
Fe atoms. This is the cause for a slightly larger total
(unit cell) moments along the a-direction. Thus, the
anisotropy of the moments results from the subtle bal-
ance between spin and orbital moments on the different
sites of the unit cell.

Let us comment further upon the distinction between
the anisotropy of magnetic moments and the macroscopic
anisotropy energies. In systems (containing heavier ele-
ments) with lower than cubic symmetry the magnetic
moment per atom or the corresponding g-tensor is ex-
pected to be anisotropic and the spin-orbit interaction

might be important also in the absence of a long-range
order. Below the ordering temperature, the cooperative
alignment of the moments produces a net magnetisation.
The energy cost to rotate the magnetisation from the
easy axis (lowest energy) into the hard direction is higher
at lower temperatures. In the framework of second-order
perturbation theory (at zero temperature) the anisotropy
energy is proportional to the anisotropy of the orbital
magnetic moment. Note also that for Fe3Sn, for the ¢ di-
rection configuration, the spin and orbital moments align
collinearly. At the same time, we found that the orbital
moments rotate slightly in the ab plane away from the ini-
tial a direction (angular departure of about 7 degrees).
Although the bulk measurements presented here are not
able to capture the small changes in the orientation and
magnitude, recent progress in XMCD allows for a precise
determination of spin and orbital moments. Through the
XMCD sum rules also the magnitude of the orbital mo-
ment and its anisotropy can be measured, note that the
relative change in the orbital moment magnitude and di-
rection is important, not the absolute number, which is
obviously small.

C. Imaging and simulations of magnetic vortices

To move beyond the investigation of bulk properties,
we use MFM to image the local magnetic textures on an
as-grown ab plane. A contact-mode topography image
is given in Fig. [5f(a), to show that the surface is smooth
enough for the magnetic signal to be collected in a single-
pass, constant height mode. While generally flat, there is
a change in topography in the top-left of the image and
a few point defects which need to be considered when in-
terpreting the MFM data. The magnetic microstructure
of the sample is represented by the relative shift of the
cantilever’s resonance frequency, at a lift height of 150
nm. Figure [5b) shows a representative MFM image of
the virgin zero-field magnetic state. Strikingly this evi-
dences the formation of smooth vortices across the sam-
ple. Such vortices are characteristic of systems where the
magnetisation is confined to a nearly isotropic plane, ei-
ther via easy-plane anisotropy or shape anisotropy, the
latter being the consequence of dipole-dipole interaction
in thin samples.

Following the procedure used for the bulk measure-
ments, we collect MFM images in a 3 T magnetic field,
perpendicular to the sample surface. As expected from
the bulk measurements, a), Figure c) shows a nearly
mono-domain, saturated, state. The remaing contrast
predominantly originates at features that correlate with
the topography changes seen in Fig. [5[ (a), suggesting
that they are not purely of magnetic origin. The field is
removed and a subsequent scan, Fig. d), shows that the
vortices have reformed but in different positions and with
different geometries. The different positions of the vor-
tices show that the vortex microstructure is not pinned.
The more angular geometry of vortex cores, see the high-
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FIG. 5. (a) Topographic image collected in contact mode on an as-grown FezSn ab surface, also imaged in the MFM scans in
panels (b), (c¢), and (d). (b)-(d) MFM images, recorded at 100 K, showing the shift in resonance frequency of the cantilever:
Light/dark colors show an increase/decrease in the resonance frequency. (b) Extended domain walls meeting at vortex cores
in the zero-field state. (c) Uniform MFM signal, observed except in the vicinity of topographic features, indicate uniform
magnetisation in 3T. (d) The zero-field state after field treatment hosts a high density of vortices, some of which are much
more angular in structure. The difference between the fully relaxed vortex structure (b) and the metastable structure shortly
after the removal of a field (d) is highlighted by the dashed circle and square, respectively. (e) Micromagnetic simulations of
the local orientation of the magnetisation (gray arrows), viewed down the ¢ axis. The false color code (bottom right) indicates
the in-plane orientation of the magnetisation vector. (f) Magnified view of one of the closure structures (vortices) in (e). (g)
MFM response calculated for the domain pattern in panel (e).

lighted square in Figure d)7 are associated with larger
stray fields, this likely indicates that the microstructure,
at 100 K, has not fully relaxed on the measurement time
scale of tens of minutes.

In order to directly connect our images of vortex-
antivortex microstructure to our bulk measurements, we
use micromagnetic simulation. The bulk data are used
as input parameters to compute the expected orientation
of the local magnetic moments, as shown in Fig. e).
Here, the small arrows represent the nanoscale orienta-
tion of the magnetisation vector and the rainbow false
colors showing areas of the same orientation. The pattern
is typical for an easy-plane magnet, with sets of vortex-
antivortex pairs. Figure f) shows one such example of
this, with a continuous in-plane rotation of magnetisa-
tion.

The connection between the local moment and the
stray fields, that our MFM senses, can be counterintu-
itive, and so we use MuMax3 to calculate the expected
MFM response of the microstructure (shown in Fig. [5{e))
which is presented in Fig. g). This is possible once the
tip material and lift height are given, as the force on the
MFM tip goes as the gradient of the stray field — which is
known via the preceding magnetisation calculations. The
calculated MFM signal is in excellent qualitative agree-
ment with the observed signal of the zero-field state, e.g.
Fig. b) and (d), showing a series of vortex points con-
nected by domain walls. The simulations also show that

the contrast at the walls depends on the exact nature
of the magnetisation reorientation: some walls have very
sharp bright-dark features, while others have smoother
transitions; again, as observed in the MFM data. Note,
observing in-plane closure domains with an MFM is long
established for thin-films, for instance, Ref. [63].

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, we have grown high-quality bulk single
crystals of single kagome bilayer ferromagnet FegSn and
performed magnetisation and magnetic-force-microscopy
studies. The studies revealed a strong uniaxial easy-plane
anisotropy characterized by the first-order anisotropy
constant K; = —0.99 x 106J/m3 at 300K and —1.23 x
106J/m? at 2K. The three independent methods, ap-
plied for the calculation of anisotropy constants in our
work, provide values that are in good agreement with
each other as well as the anisotropy energy obtained from
our ab initio study. Moreover, the used angular depen-
dent measurements allowed to evidence the anisotropy
in the saturation magnetisation along the a and the c
axes, which we ascribe to orbital contributions. Our DFT
calculations predict an induced spin moment on the Sn
sites of a similar magnitude to the Fe’s orbital moment,
the two pointing opposite to each other. All-electron
DFT calculations suggest that the orbital-magnetic mo-



ments of Fe tilt within the easy plane with respect to the
main crystallographic directions, thus a slight departure
from the collinear magnetic configuration is obtained.
Although the current experimental analysis of the bulk
magnetisation data can not distinguish between the or-
bital collinear and non-collinear configuration within the
ab-plane, the neutron diffraction measurements might
confirm the existence and the magnitude of the induce
spin moment on Sn sites. Moreover, XMCD studies have
the potential to reveal the predicted non-collinearity of
the orbital moments.

Our MFM study further confirms the system is
an easy-plane ferromagnet that contains a rich mi-
crostructure of the magnetisation pattern, dominated
by (anti)vortices. The experimentally observed MFM
contrast is well reproduced by the micromagnetic sim-
ulations, using experimentally determined values of the
magnetic interaction parameters.

Overall, our bulk and microscopic experimental studies
in combination with ab initio and micromagnetic calcu-
lations provide a multi-scale, highly reliable approach to
quantify magnetic interactions, e.g., magnetic anisotropy
and spin arrangement, and to reveal their origins in the

kagome bilayer model system FesSn. This is an im-
portant step towards understanding complex magnetism
emerging in kagome magnets in presence of remarkable
spin-orbit effects.
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