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In actinide systems, the 5f electrons experience a uniquely delicate balance of effects and interac-
tions having similar energy scales, which are often difficult to properly disentangle. This interplay
of factors such as the dual nature of 5f-states, strong electronic correlations, and strong spin-orbit
coupling results in electronically unusual and intriguing behavior such as multi-k antiferromagnetic
ordering, multipolar ordering, mott-physics, mixed valence configurations, and more. Despite the
inherent allure of their exotic properties, the exploratory science of even the more basic, binary
systems like the actinide oxides has been limited due to their toxicity, radioactivity, and reactiv-
ity. In this article, we provide an overview of the available synthesis techniques for selected binary
actinide oxides, including the actinide dioxides, sesquioxides, and a selection of higher oxides. For
these oxides, we also review and evaluate the current state of knowledge of their crystal structures
and magnetic properties. In many aspects, substantial knowledge gaps exist in the current body
of research on actinide oxides related to understanding their electronic ground states. Bridging
these gaps is vital for improving not only a fundamental understanding of these systems but also of
future nuclear technologies. To this end, we note the experimental techniques and necessary future

investigations which may aid in better elucidating the nature of these fascinating systems.

ABBREVIATIONS

I. GLOSSARY OF ACRONYMS

fecc: Face-Centered Cubic

bee: Body-Centered Cubic

AFM: Antiferromagnetic

FM: Ferromagnetic

T'n: Néel temperature

To: Transition temperature

mK: Milli-Kelvin

mg: Milli-gram

pg: Micro-gram

JT: Jahn-Teller

DFT: Density Functional Theory
INS: Inelastic Neutron Scattering
NMR: Nuclear Magnetic Resonance
XPS: X-ray Photoelectron Spectroscopy
uSR: Muon Spin Relaxation

II. INTRODUCTION

The consequences of 5f electrons in the actinide el-
ements are as interesting as they are complex, with
actinide systems displaying dual nature of 5f states
(itinerant-localized), competing interactions, and strong
spin-orbit coupling[TH4]. Actinide materials can have
both local and itinerant moment character due to their
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partially filled 5f shells[5], effects which can exhibit pro-
found competition in actinide compounds. This interplay
results in unusual behavior from a magnetism perspec-
tive, such as hidden order[I], [6HI3], complex magnetic
order[I4HI6], topological phenomena[I7, [I8], mixed va-
lence configurations[I9-22], changes in covalency [23H25],
and Mott transitions[2] 18] 26]. Such dual moment na-
ture and large spin-orbit coupling observed in actinide
materials contribute to their diverse physical and chem-
ical properties, and therefore, a better understanding of
these properties has the potential to advance fundamen-
tal actinide science as well as the future of energy and in-
formation technology. However, the exploratory science
of actinide materials has been extremely limited due to
the toxicity, radioactivity, and reactivity of the actinide
elements. Consequently, not all established approaches
to sample synthesis can be employed, particularly when
it comes to single crystals. In addition to challenges re-
lated to sample quality, the complexity of actinide oxides
is further exacerbated by the absence of an accurate de-
scription of their electronic structure. This inaccuracy
stems from intricate interactions, including strong elec-
tron correlations, crystal field interactions resulting from
the electric field generated by surrounding ligands or ions,
and coupled spin-orbit interactions that arise from rela-
tivistic effects, which intertwine an atom’s electron spin
and orbital motion. These interactions profoundly im-
pact the electronic structure, magnetic and spectroscopic
properties of actinides, influencing their chemical reactiv-
ity and bonding patterns. A detailed description of these
interactions is well discussed in references[I} 2, 27] and
recent advancements in theoretical calculations and mod-
eling which consider these interactions in actinide oxides

are discussed here[20] 28432].
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Historically, the bulk of actinide oxide research has fo-
cused on the properties of various uranium and pluto-
nium compounds as they impact their use in the nuclear
fuel industry. While the fundamental understanding of
compounds such as UOy has improved, a fundamental
grasp of the physical properties of other actinide oxides
remains elusive. Several synthetic, structural and charac-
terization challenges have impeded a better understand-
ing of the actinide oxides: (i) a dearth of high-quality
polycrystalline samples or single crystals, (ii) conflicting
crystal structures of the higher actinide oxides, such as
PayOs, (iil) a severe lack of experimental characteriza-
tion of many actinide oxides, such as CmyO3, and (iv)
inconsistent and sometimes contradictory experimental
magnetic properties, as observed in NpOs and AmOs.

Synthesizing high-quality samples of the higher ac-
tinide oxides, especially as single crystals, has been chal-
lenging due to the coexistence of different oxides with
different oxidation states, as well as the inherent diffi-
culties in handling the toxic, radioactive, and reactive
actinide elements. This lack of high-quality samples has
limited the determination of exact crystal structures of
many higher actinide oxides. While the actinide dioxides
crystallize in the simple face-centered cubic (fec) fluo-
rite structure, the sesquioxides and the higher oxides have
more complicated crystal structures and can even crystal-
lize in several polymorphic structures. Inadequate crystal
quality, along with factors such as the inability of facili-
ties to handle analytically amenable quantities of mate-
rial and the lack of access to necessary experimental and
analytical techniques have drastically impacted investi-
gations into the electronic and magnetic properties, and
has made determination of magnetic ground states an en-
during problem in actinide materials. This is exemplified
in compounds such as AmQOy, CmO5, U305, and U307,
whose ground states are still unresolved due to a lack of
high-quality samples. Maossbauer spectroscopy[33] and
neutron diffraction measurements have failed to detect
any magnetic order below the transition temperature T
= 8.5 K in AmO»[34]. However, recent Nuclear Magnetic
Resonance (NMR) measurements on AmOy performed
by Tokunaga et al.[14] [15] confirmed the phase transi-
tion seen at Tp. Magnetic characterizations of higher
actinide oxides like U305, U307, and Pas;O5 have yet to
be explored. To overview such recent discoveries and un-
cover the potential of unexplored actinide oxides, there is
a need for a review article that summarizes the behavior
of actinide oxides.

In this article, we summarize the main challenges in ac-
tinide oxide synthesis together with their magnetic prop-
erties and the scientific potential of unexplored actinide

oxides. More comprehensive reviews on actinide metals,
intermetallic actinide materials, and thin film actinide
oxide materials have been covered elsewhere[35HA1]). It is
not our intention to cover any specialized techniques that
have been discussed in detail in other articles, such as
NMR[42] [43], Synchrotron Radiation[44], Density Func-
tional Theory (DFT)[45], or X-ray Photoelectron Spec-
troscopy (XPS)[6]. For most bulk binary actinide ox-
ides, we cover their crystal growth methods in Section
[T} the current state of our understanding of their mag-
netic properties in Section [[V] and summary and recom-
mendations for future work in Section [V1

III. CRYSTAL GROWTH

Actinides are generally difficult to handle due to their
scarcity, reactivity, radioactivity, and toxicity. Light el-
ements, such as Th and U, can be handled in kilogram
quantities, but heavier elements are typically limited to
mg or even ug sample sizes due to their high activity.
Given these limitations, work on actinide materials syn-
thesis is limited, and only very few specialized laborato-
ries across the globe are able to undertake such exper-
iments. Several reviews of the synthesis of binary ac-
tinide oxides exist[47H49]. We have attempted to give an
overview of all the synthesis techniques including those
developed since the last review over 15 years ago in Table
[ along with the corresponding references. A brief de-
scription of these methods with selected references is pro-
vided below. Structural information for each compound
is provided in Table[[lland [[TT] The lattice parameters re-
ported are at room temperature unless otherwise stated
in the text.

Polycrystalline samples of actinide oxides are most
commonly synthesized by calcination of various pre-
cursors including the oxalates[50, 5I] nitrates[b2] and
hydroxides[53]. Controlling the atmosphere during calci-
nation, or post-synthetic oxidation/reduction, allows for
control over the specific actinide oxide produced. For ex-
ample, curium oxides were synthesized by the calcination
of curium oxalate. Cm(III) was precipitated from a 0.1
M HCI solution with oxalate ions. The resulting curium
oxalate was calcined in oxygen at 1000 °C, resulting in
an intermediate oxygen stoichiometry. This product was
then heated at 1100 °C in vacuum or carbon monoxide
to produce CmzQOg, or at lower temperatures in 4 — 5
atm of oxygen to produce CmO;[5I]. For smaller scale,
ug reactions, calcination of ion-exchange resins is also
possible[54]. Synthesis of polycrystalline samples of ac-
tinide oxides have also been reported through sol-gel[55]
and aqueous routes[56H58].

TABLE I: GROWTH METHODS

Compound Synthesis Method Form References
ThO- Calcination of oxalate - air Powder 50, 59
Sol-gel Powder 59, 60!
From melt Single Crystal [61]
Flux - Lead and other flux Single Crystal [62H68]




TABLE I — Continued from previous page

Compound Synthesis Method Form References
Hydrothermal Single Crystal [69, [70]
Sublimation/deposition Single Crystal [71]
Electrodeposition from plasma Single Crystal 72, [73]
PaO2 Reduction of oxide hydrate - Ho Single Crystal 74
PasO5 Calcination of various Pa compounds - air/O2 Powder 75
Dehydration of oxide hydrate Powder 74, [76)
Precipitation of molten salt - HF /H2O purge Powder i
UO2 Sol-gel Powder 5o
Reduction of U3Og or UO3 Powder 78
Aqueous Powder
From melt Single Crystal [61], [79], 180]
Floating Zone Single Crystal &1
Flux growth - UCly Single Crystal
Electrodeposition - chloride melt Single Crystal 183HR5)]
Hydrothermal Single Crystal 86HRS
Vapor Transport - chloride species or others Single Crystal 89H92
Sublimation Single Crystal ]9, 193
Electrodeposition from plasma Single Crystal [73]
U409 Comproportionation of UO2 and UsOsg Powder (94 195]
Oxidation of UO; Single Crystal or Powder [96H101]
Electrodeposition - chloride melt Single Crystal ]3]
Vapor transport - HCI or Cly Single Crystal
U307 Oxidation of UO, Powder 97
B-UsO7 Oxidation of UO» Powder 198, 100}, [102-104]
U,0s5 Comproportionation of UO2 and U3zOg - High P Powder 105
Reduction of U3O—8 single crystals Single Crystal 106
Decomposition of UO2Cls Single Crystal 107
a-U30sg Calcination of oxalate or nitrate - air/He/O2 Powder 152, [108]
U0, Oxidation Powder [109, 110]
UOs3 Reduction Powder 11T
Vapor Transport - HCL Single Crystal 89]
UO2Cly decomposition Single Crystal 112
B-Us0s Heat treating a-U3Os Powder 113
Sublimation/Deposition Single Crystal 114
a-UO3 Crystallization of amorphous UOgs - High pressure O2 Powder 83|
Dehydration of HoU3O1¢ Powder [115]
Calcination of UO42H20 or NH4UO42(NO3)3 - air or others Powder [116H119]
Oxidation of U3sOg - High pressure Oz Powder 120
B-UO3 Calcination of nitrate or NH4sUO2(NOs3)s - air or others Powder 118, 1211, [122]
Oxidation of UzOg Powder 120
~v-UOs3 Calcination or nitrate or (NH4)2UO2(NO3)42H20 - air or others Powder [116] 118, 123]
Flux - ZnCl, Single Crystal 124
0-UO3 Dehydration of 5-UO3H20 Powder 100, [125, 126
6—U03 Oxidation of U308 - N02/02/03 Powder m m m
U0, Aqueous Powder 57
NpO2 Calcination of oxalate or other compounds Powder [53] 127, [129H132)
Aqueous Powder 156,
Flux - Lead or LiMoO; Single Crystal 1661 [133]
Electrochemical - Cl melt Single Crystal [134]
Vapor transport - TeCly Single Crystal [92], 135], [136]
Np20s Calcination of various Np compounds - air/vacuum Powder [130}, 132 [137]
Flux - LiClO4 Powder [138], 139
Aqueous Powder 140
Mild hydrothermal Single Crystal 141]
Pus O3 Reduction of PuOs - Hs or C Powder 142, [143]
PuO. Calcination of various Pu compounds - air Powder 132, 144
Oxygenation of PuF—4 - H,O Powder [145]
Sol-gel Powder [55], 146, [147]
Aqueous Powder [56]
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Compound Synthesis Method Form References
Flux -various Single Crystal |66, [148-150]
Vapor transport - TeCly Single Crystal 151]
Precipitation from silicate glass Single Crystal 152
Ams0O3 Reduction of AmOs - Ho Powder [153HI55)]
AmO» Calcination of oxalate - air/O2 Powder [131], 153 [154} 156l [157]
Calcination of exchange resin - O, Powder [155]
Cm->03 Calcination of oxalate - CO/vacuum Powder
Calcination of exchange resin - air Powder [158]
Reduction of CmOs - Ha/Ars/vacuum Powder [159H161]
CmO3 Calcination of oxalate or nitrate - Oz or O2-Os mixture Powder [511 160, [162]
Calcination of exchange resin - O» Powder [163), [164]
Oxidation of Cm20O3 - O2 Powder [165]
BkO- Calcination of oxalate - air/O2 Powder (51, 1311, [166]
Calcination of exchange resin Powder [167, [168]
Cf203 Calcination of exchange resin - air Powder 169
Reduction of CfO> - Hs Powder 170
C1fO, Calcination of exchange resin - O2 Powder 169

Many of the actinide oxides can be hypo- or hyper-
stoichiometric, i.e. containing less or more oxygen than
the integer stoichiometry would imply. These require
specific synthesis conditions or post-synthetic treatments
to achieve stoichiometric products. Hypo- or hyper-
stoichiometry has been extensively studied in the ura-
nium oxides. For example, highly variable stoichiometry
exists between UQO5 and U30Og. This includes several dis-
tinct stoichiometries, such as UsOg, U307, and UyOs5.
Careful control of the oxidation of UO2[94] [97, [99, 100]
or reduction of U3Og[106] allows for the synthesis of these
various compounds. For example, UsOg can be synthe-
sized by the comproportionation of UOs and UsOg[94].
It can also be synthesized by the oxidation of powder or
single crystalline samples of UO4 using either a low oxy-
gen concentration[97] or an adjacent UsOg sample, which
releases oxygen upon heating, in a sealed system[99].
McEachern and Taylor provided a thorough review of
the oxidation behavior of uranium dioxide[I7T].

In contrast to polycrystalline samples, single crystals
offer the highest-quality specimens and enable the mea-
surement of anisotropic properties, which are crucial for
determining their often intricate magnetic characteris-
tics. Techniques such as neutron scattering, resonant
X-ray scattering, electronic and heat transport, and spe-
cific heat measurements become invaluable tools in this
regard. Actinide materials exhibit complex magnetic be-
havior due to strong electronic correlations, spin-orbit
coupling, and crystal-field interactions, underscoring the
importance of precise and comprehensive characteriza-
tion. However, achieving single crystal growth of actinide
oxides presents an added layer of complexity in material
preparation and handling, especially when compared to
non-radioactive substances. For instance, when working
with reactive, radioactive, and toxic elements, it is typ-
ically necessary to seal the materials in a quartz tube
during crystal growth. One notable advantage of single
crystals is that, in many instances, they require a sig-
nificantly smaller quantity of material compared to poly-

crystalline samples for magnetic characterization, such as
magnetic susceptibility and specific heat measurements,
as well as neutron diffraction. Moreover, single crystals
are the preferred choice when working with actinide ma-
terials for measurements, as polycrystalline powder ma-
terials have a higher potential for contamination.

The crystal growth of actinide oxides is made even
more challenging by their very high melting points, their
proclivity for auto-reduction at high temperatures, and
their high inertness, especially of the dioxides. For in-
stance, ThO5 has the highest melting point of any known
binary oxides reaching up to 3,300 ° [I72]. Despite their
high melting points, single crystals of ThOy and UO4
have been synthesized from their melts using synthe-
sis methods that allow for extremely high temperatures,
such as solar furnaces[8(], electric arc furnaces[I73], and
RF furnaces[61]. Single crystals of UOy have also been
achieved using a floating zone furnace[81].

The difficulties of direct melt growth of actinide ox-
ides make crystal growth techniques that can provide sin-
gle crystal samples at more moderate temperatures very
desirable[I74HI76]. Flux crystal growth[I77] has been
reported for AcOy (Ac = Th, U, Np, Pu). Lead contain-
ing fluxes, namely PbF5, PbO, and lead vanadate[63], [66]
are the most commonly used, but other fluxes includ-
ing lithium tungstate, NaBOs, and MoO4 have also been
reported[62] [67), 14]]. In addition to flux growth, where
precipitation is typically driven by cooling or evaporation
of the flux, electrochemical crystal growth from chloride
melts has been reported for UOy and NpO4[84] [134].

Along with using molten salts as a solvent, recent
years have seen a number of developments in the use
of hydrothermal synthesis wherein supercritical water
is the solvent[T41] [I78] to grow crystals of ThOs and
UO0,[69] [86]. For example, large single crystals of ThOa,
up to several mm per side, were grown across a temper-
ature gradient from seed crystals at 710 °C using poly-

crystalline ThOs as a source material in 6 M CsF at
750 °C[69]. Mild hydrothermal synthesis[T79], which oc-



curs in the temperature range above the boiling point
of water but below the supercritical point, and aque-
ous routes[56}, [180], which occur below the boiling point
of water, have also been reported for some of the ac-
tinide oxides, but have only resulted in polycrystalline
samples[50] or nanoparticles[I'79, 180].

A final, commonly reported growth method for the
synthesis of single crystals is vapor transport[I8I], a
method in which a polycrystalline material or precursor
mixture is transported across a temperature gradient by
a transport gas and redeposited as single crystals. Vapor
transport has been reported for NpOz, PuO5 and several
of the uranium oxides[89, 02, [I51]. A chloride containing
species, namely HCI, Cly, or TeCly, is the most common
transport agent. ThO5 has been grown by the direct sub-
limation/deposition of polycrystalline ThO5 without the
use of a transport gas[71]. A graphical representation of
synthesis methods is presented in Fig. 77.

As will be discussed in the Magnetic Properties sec-
tion, achieving a better understanding of the behavior of

many of the binary actinide oxides necessitates further
measurements, especially on single crystalline samples.
The provided summary and Table[[] can serve as a guide
for synthesizing such samples. For binary actinide oxides
with only a limited number of synthesis procedures, espe-
cially where only polycrystalline products are obtained,
the synthesis methods of other actinides, with proper
consideration of oxidation states, can guide the develop-
ment of suitable routes for synthesis. For later actinides
particularly, issues both of supply and high radioactiv-
ity limit the amount of material available, complicating
synthesis. For such species, hydrothermal synthesis has
been shown to be scalable down to very small sample
reaction masses,[I82HI85] using as little as < 1 mg of
actinide[I85]. Recently, we have shown that flux growth
can also be scaled down to the mg scale or even 1 mg
scale[I86l [I87]. This suggests that these two synthesis
techniques are likely suitable for the synthesis of many
of the binary actinide oxides whose complete magnetic
characterization necessitates single crystalline samples.

TABLE II: Crystal structure information of Actinide Oxides

Compound|Crystal Symmetry|Space Group| Lattice Parameters(A) References
a b c B
ThO» Cubic Fm3m 5.597 [188]
PaO- Cubic Fm3m 5.505 [74)
Pas0Os3 Cubic Fm3m 5.505 [74]
NpO- Cubic Fm3m 5.434 [188]
Np20s Monoclinic P2/c 8.168 | 6.584 | 9.313 |116.09 [141]
PuO, Cubic Fm3m 5.395 [188]
a-Puz 03 Cubic Ia3 11.04 [189]
o/-Pus03 Cubic Ia3 5.409 [189]
B-Puz O3 Hexagonal P63 /mmc 3.841 | 3.841 | 5.958 [189]
AmO, Cubic Fm3m 5.139 [190]
Am>03 Monoclinic C2/m 14.315|3.6793|8.9271|100.37 [191] 192
Hexagonal P3ml 3.8123|3.8123|5.9845 [155] 1911 [192]
Cubic a3 11.012 [155] 1911 [192]
CmO; Cubic Fm3m 5.358 [511, 190, 193]
Cm203 Monoclinic C2/m 14.282| 3.652 | 8.900 |100.31 [511 [194]
Hexagonal P3ml1 3.80 | 3.80 | 6.00 [51]
Cubic Ia3 10.97 [195]
BkO- Cubic Fm3m 5.333 [511, 196]
Bk203 Cubic Ia3 10.887 [196]
Monoclinic C2/m 14.197| 3.606 | 8.846 |100.23 [54)
CfO, Cubic Fm3m 5.310 [169]
Cf,03 Cubic Fm3m 10.809 [169] 197, 198
Monoclinic C2/m 14.124 3.591 | 8.809 [100.31 [197, [199]
* = Magnetic properties and the magnetic ground state have not been studied in detail or remain unresolved

TABLE III: Crystal structure information of Uranium Oxides

Compound|Crystal Symmetry|Space Group| Lattice Parameters(A) References
a b c B
UO2 Cubic Fm3m 5.47 5.47 5.47 [188] 200, 201]
a-UO3 Orthorhombic C2mm 3.913 | 6.936 | 4.167 [202] 203]
C222 6.84 | 43.45 | 4.157 117
B-UOs3 Monoclinic P2;/m 10.34 | 14.33 | 3.910 [99.03 (121, 203]
~-UO3 Orthorhombic Fiaa 9.79 19.93 9.71 [204)
Tetragonal 14, 6.90 6.90 19.98 [204)
0-UOs3 Cubic Pm3m 4.165 | 4.165 | 4.165 [126]
1n-UO3 Orthorhombic P2:2:2, 7.51 5.47 5.22 [205]




TABLE III — Continued from previous page

Compound|Crystal Symmetry|Space Group| Lattice Parameters(A) References
a b ¢ 153
a-U30sg Orthorhombic Amm?2 6.716 | 11.960 | 4.147 [110] 202, 206]
Hexagonal P62m 6.812 | 6.812 | 4.142 | 120 [110]
3-Us0s Orthorhombic Cmcem 7.069 | 11.445 | 8.303 [1T10} 113)
U307 Cubic Pdy/nnm | 5.3799 | 5.3799 | 5.5491 [207]
a-U205 Unk. Unk. Unk. | Unk. | Unk. |Unk. [105], 208]
B-U205 Hexagonal Unk. 3.813 | 3.813 | 13.180 [1035]
v-U205 Monoclinic Unk. 5.410 | 5.481 | 5.410 [90.49 [105]
0-U205 Orthorhombic Pnma 6.849 | 8.274 | 31.706 [208]
a-U409 Cubic R3c 18.928618.9286 | 18.9286 [98, 209]
B-U400 Cubic T43d 21.766 | 21.766 | 21.766 [98]
~-U40q Cubic T43d 21.944 | 21.944 | 21.944 1]
Note: The magnetic properties and magnetic ground state of the above uranium oxides, except for UO2 and UsOg, have not
been studied in detail or remain unresolved

IV. MAGNETIC PROPERTIES

The magnetism of binary actinide oxides through cal-
ifornium are discussed. The oxidation states of these ac-
tinides within these compounds are complex. If these
actinide compounds follow the same magnetic system-
atics as the lanthanide compounds and, assuming the
ground state is defined by Hund’s-rule and L — S cou-
pling (L being the total orbital angular momentum, S
being the total spin angular momentum), the ionic-like
compounds which correspond to 5f electronic configura-
tions should have finite paramagnetic effective moments,
with the exceptions of the 5f* (singlet ground state) and
5f6 (J=0) states that lead to a theoretical moment of 0
up. For example, AmsO3 and CmO; should be ionic-like
compounds corresponding to the 5f° electronic configu-
ration and therefore, should have theoretical values of
0 pup for their paramagnetic effective moment. CmyO3
and BkOs should be ionic-like compounds corresponding
to the 5f7 configuration, with J = S = % (J being the
total angular momentum), and an expected effective mo-
ment of 7.94 up. However, L — S coupling may not be
the most appropriate scheme for describing the ground-
state wave functions in heavy actinides due to the large
spin-orbit coupling and significant mixing of Hund’s rule
ground states by other LS states with the same J value.
Thus, an intermediate coupling model between L — S
and j—j coupling may be necessary[51]. The magnetic
ordering temperatures and effective moments of actinide
oxides through californium are shown in Fig.[Il Mag-
netic susceptibilities of various binary actinide oxides are
presented in Fig.[2 and [3]

In general, in the 5f-electron materials with strong
spin-orbit coupling, dipole moments (the first term of
a multipolar expansion) are insufficient to explain the
observed phase transitions or quantum phenomena and,
therefore, higher terms of the multipolar expansion are
required. For example, multipolar ordering in NpO,
arises at the atomic scale from strong spin-orbit coupling,
which is difficult to detect because of the lack of response
of high-rank multipoles to external perturbations. In
other words, the characterization of the anisotropic dis-

tributions of electric and magnetic charges around given
points of the crystal structure is challenging. Similar to
NpOs, Mdéssbauer spectroscopy[33] and neutron diffrac-
tion measurements failed to detect any magnetic order
below Ty = 8.5 K in AmO5 [34]. However, NMR measure-
ments on AmQOs performed by Tokunaga et al.[14] [15]
confirmed the phase transition seen at Tp, although the
NMR spectrum of AmO, is rather different from that
seen in the antiferromagnetic ground state of UO2[210]
or the multipolar ground state of NpO[211].

For some actinide oxides, their true magnetic ground
state remains undetermined despite prior investigation of
their magnetic properties. For example, PuO, shows a
temperature independent magnetic susceptibility in be-
tween 4 — 1000 K [212] and NMR measurements have
confirmed the absence of any magnetic order or struc-
tural distortions down to 6 K[2I3]. However, several
theoretical studies[32] 214H216] have predicted an anti-
ferromagnetic (AFM) ground state for PuOy. Based on
the ionic picture, CmO4 should have a singlet, nonmag-
netic ground state and the magnetic susceptibility should
behave as in PuOs. In actuality, the magnetic suscepti-
bility of CmO; is temperature-dependent, shows a large
effective moment of 3.36(6) wp[51l 193], and is suggested
to have a mixed valence configuration of 5f electrons|20)].

While the antiferromagnetic structure in UO; (fluorite
type, Fm3m s.g. crystal structure) was first reported by
Frazer et al. in 1965[217], the internal distortion of oxy-
gen atoms within the ordered state was discovered using
high-quality single crystals in 1975[12]. More recently, it
was shown that the dynamic Jahn-Teller distortion[21§]
(internal distortion) causes change in the space group
from Fm3m to Pa3[Il, 219]. This detailed crystal struc-
ture information, obtained from single crystals of UOs,
has proven invaluable in comprehending both the com-
plex magnetic structure and phonon dispersion. Such in-
depth studies of other actinide oxides, particularly higher
actinide oxides, have seldom (if ever) been explored ex-
perimentally, and their magnetic ground states often re-
main unresolved. For instance, no magnetic characteriza-
tion, including thermodynamic measurements, has been
conducted on oxides like U305, U307 and PasOs5. In
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FIG. 1. (a) Magnetic ordering temperatures (left-

axis) and de Gennes factor dG (right-axis) (b) exper-
imental effective moments (left-axis) and theoretical ef-
fective moment (right-axis) of actinide elements: UO2
[20], UsOs[21, 222], U4O00[223], NpO2[224], Np,Os[I4d],
B-Puz03[225], AmO[226], CmO:[5I, 193], CmyO03[I59],
BkO2[227], Cf203[170].

the following sections, we provide a review of the cur-
rent magnetic properties reported for actinide dioxides
in Sec.[[VA] the actinide sesquioxides in Sec.[[VB] and
various selected higher oxides in Sec.[[VC]

A. Magnetic properties of actinide dioxides

1. Thorium Dioxide: ThOs

Due to the stability of ThO5 and its importance in the
nuclear technology, it is one of the most widely studied
and well-characterized actinide dioxides. ThO, is a dia-
magnetic insulator marked by a negative magnetic sus-

ceptibility (y = —16 x 107% ¢cm?/mol [228]) and a heat
capacity that does not show any sign of phase transitions
[229], as well as a band gap near 6 eV [230, 231]. Other
physical properties have been well studied and are sum-
marized by Belle et al.[232] and recently by Hurley et
al [4I]. ThOs crystallizes in a fluorite-like face-centered
cubic (fcc) structure (Fm3m Space Group [233]) with a
lattice parameter of 5.597 A[I88]. It is worth mentioning
that all actinide dioxides are isostructural, sharing the
same fluorite fcc structure as that of ThOs and there-
fore, ThO2 is often used as a matrix for studying the
unique properties of the rarer transuranic elements. Un-
der the pressure of 40 GPa, ThO> undergoes a structural
phase transition like other flourite structures from cubic
to a high-pressure orthorhombic structure (Pnma Space
group, known as cotunnite)[234-H236].

2. Uranium Diozide: UO-

UO2 has been shown to be rather complex as com-
pared to ThOs due to the presence of 5f-electrons in its
electronic configuration. A Mott-Hubbard insulator UO4
crystallizes in the shared fluorite cubic structure seen in
ThO, with a lattice parameter of 5.4731(4) A and also
displays the cotunnite orthorhombic structure at high
pressure200, 236H239]. In UOg, uranium exhibits the
4+ oxidation state, yielding a 5f2 configuration based
on the ionic picture. An initial specific heat experiment
hinted at a magnetic phase transition[240]. Shortly there-
after, neutron diffraction studies on UO5 single crystals
determined a first-order AFM phase transition at Ty =
30.8 K[217, 241]. After decades of research, the mag-
netic state below T was determined to be characterized
by an antiferromagnetic non-collinear 3-k structure[242-
246] accompanied by Jahn-Teller (JT) distortions of the
oxygen atoms in the fee fluorite structure[ll, T0HI3].

Inelastic neutron scattering experiments first reported
a possible strong coupling between the magnons and
the crystal lattice in UQO2[247, 248]. The first-order
nature of the phase transition at T arises from cou-
plings between magnetic dipoles and electric quadrupoles
(3-k type)[1, 8, @] as marked by a sharp transition
in various thermodynamic measurements such as mag-
netic susceptibility[249], heat capacity[250], thermal ex-
pansion, and elastic constants [11, 42, 43| 49, [249].
Subsequently, a dynamic JT distortion model was pro-
posed to explain the strong magnetoelastic interactions
seen well above Tw[243]. NMR studies[2I0] support
the idea of a 3-k magnetic structure in UOy below
Tn and provide strong evidence for local distortions
as well as an excitation spectrum that shows the pres-
ence of magnon—phonon coupling. Many first prin-
ciple studies have further explained and successfully
modeled the non-coplanar 3k magnetic structure below
Tn[28, 251H254]. Due to the non-collinear magnetic
structure that breaks time-reversal symmetry in a non-
trivial way seen below Ty in UQOs, the existence of piezo-



magnetism is possible[255]. The piezomagnetic effect (to-
gether with trigonal distortion upon applied magnetic
field along 111 direction) has recently been observed in
UO; crystals[249], revealing broken time-reversal sym-
metry and strong coupling between uranium magnetic
moments and lattice degrees of freedom.

8. Neptunium Dioxide: NpQO2

NpOs crystallizes in the same fcc fluorite structure
as the other actinide oxides, with a lattice parameter of
5.434A[I88]. Based on the ionic picture, the 5f% config-
uration for Np** ions in NpO, predicts the crystal field
ground state to be a magnetic doublet, suggesting the
smallest amount of magnetic exchange could result in
subsequent magnetic ordering. Early magnetic suscepti-
bility and specific heat measurements [256] suggested a
magnetic phase transition T at 25 K. Although NpO,
is isostructural to UO2 and the entropy calculated from
the specific heat below the phase transition (T = 25 K)
is very similar to that of UO3[257], the magnetic ground
state of NpOg turned out to be complex [258]. Despite
the magnetic phase transition suggested by earlier ex-
periments, low-temperature neutron diffraction[259-261]
and Mossbauer[262], 263] experiments have failed to iden-
tify an ordered magnetic moment. Fried et al.[263] later
revisited the low-temperature Mossbauer measurements
down to 1.5 K with an applied magnetic field up to 8 T
suggesting no dipole magnetism and that the phase tran-
sition Ty can be attributed to a hypothesized competitive
structural transition. However, this structural transition,
consisting of a JT distortion of the oxygen cage, has not
been experimentally confirmed[258].

To understand the phase transition Ty of NpO2 and
address the experimental inconsistencies, Zolnierek et
al.[264] hypothesized the cation is trivalent in NpOs.
However, crystal field measurements using neutron spec-
troscopy displayed an inelastic peak originating from
excitations between the I's?, and T'g' crystal field
quartets and crystal field parameters are consistent
with Np** ions[265]. The observed ordering in NpO,
with no net magnetic moment could be explained by
quadrupolar ordering[266]. However, this cannot ac-
count for the observation of a temperature-independent
susceptibility[224] and the asymmetry in the muon
experiments|267]. However, octupolar ordering in NpOo
could explain the essentially ‘zero’ moment of Mossbauer
spectroscopy and the asymmetry in the muon experi-
ments. The possibility of having octupolar magnetic
ordering in NpOs has been studied from a theoretical
perspective[268] [269]. A resonant X-ray scattering study
performed at the Np M, 5 edges below T has shown a
growth of superlattice Bragg peaks related to the long-
range order of Np electric quadrupoles[266] 270] and a
complex ordering of higher-order magnetic multipoles,
which lead to a singlet ground state with zero dipole-
magnetic moment[I] 6] 271 272]. Unlike UO3, no sym-

metry change have been observed in NpOs, and recent
neutron powder diffraction data collected down to 300
mK showed no significant changes in the diffraction pat-
tern below and above Ty = 25 K[273]. Frontzek et al.[273]
suggested that neutron single crystal diffraction on NpOo
could improve the detection limit for octupolar order.

4. Plutonium Diozide: PuQO2

Despite PuOs being used in the nuclear fuel indus-
try and being the subject of nearly 80 years of research,
its ground state is still a subject of extensive studies.
PuOs also crystallizes in the same fcc fluorite struc-
ture as the other actinide oxides, with a lattice param-
eter of a = 5.395A[I88]. Laser heating studies have
shown PuOs melts at 3017(28) K[274], several hundred
degrees higher than the previously cited melting point of
2700 K[275]. Recent X-ray absorption near edge spec-
troscopy (XANES) and X-ray absorption fine structure
(EXAFS) measurements suggest an optical band gap of
2.8(1) eV at room temperature[275]. Furthermore, the
low-temperature electronic contribution to the specific
heat in PuO, can be extrapolated to zero at T = 0, in
agreement with its Mott-insulating ground state [41].

Based on the ionic picture, the Pu** ion with a 5f*
configuration in PuOs suggests the crystal field ground
state to be a I'y singlet[276, 277]. The presence of a non-
magnetic ground state in PuOs is supported by the spe-
cific heat of PuOy (polycrystalline samples) that shows
no anomaly in the C,(T)[I]. Early experimental ev-
idence pointed to a paramagnetic ground state with a
constant magnetic susceptibility of 0.54x1073 ecm3mol~!
up to 1000 K [212] suggesting Van Vleck paramagnetism
due to the crystal electric field transition between the I'y
ground state and the I'y state [212]. This understand-
ing was confirmed through inelastic neutron scattering
(INS) measurements; however, the transition was mea-
sured to be 123 meV, suggesting a magnetic susceptibil-
ity of ~ 1x1073 em®mol 1 [278]. The constant magnetic
susceptibility measured in between 4 — 1000 K [212] es-
timated the transition energy for I'y — I'y to be ~ 284
meV, much higher than measured from the INS exper-
iments. Subsequent NMR measurements confirmed the
absence of any magnetic order or structural distortions
down to 6 K, verifying the temperature independence of
the magnetic susceptibility [213].

It is worth mentioning that the magnetic ground state
of PuO, is a subject of ongoing, mostly theoretical,
studies that might suggest the existence of antiferro-
magnetic order in this system. A first-principles cal-
culation of the crystal field scheme reported the tran-
sition energy for I'y — Ty to be 99 meV, which is
relatively close to the INS value of 123 meV and in-
troduced the idea of an antiferromagnetic exchange in-
teraction between the Pu*t ions[279]. Recently, Pegg
et al.[32] 216] suggested a longitudinal 3k AFM struc-
ture that retains the Fm3m symmetry and the calcu-



lated band gap (2.97 eV) associated with this magnetic
structure agrees well with experimental optical band gap
of 2.8(1) eV at room temperature[275], indicating the
need to consider noncollinear and spin—orbit interactions
in PuO,. Furthermore, the first principles local density
+ U (LDA+U) and generalized gradient + U (GGA+U)
approximations have also predicted an AFM ground state
for PuO.[214] 215].

5. Americium Dioxide: AmOs

AmO; crystallizes in the same fcc fluorite structure as
the other actinide dioxides, with a lattice parameter of
5.379A[280]. Although AmOs is a simple tetravalent ox-
ide isostructural to UO4 and NpOg, the magnetic ground
state of AmQs is poorly understood due to the rarity
of its parent actinide, along with the more serious lim-
iting factor with experiments, the strong self-radiation-
induced crystalline disorder that arises due to the con-
tinuous a—particle decay of Am[I4]. Despite these diffi-
culties, more than 40 years ago, a phase transition was
observed near T = 8.5 K through magnetic susceptibility
experiments demonstrating an effective moment of 1.31
up and suggesting the ground state of Am*t to be a
I'; doublet carrying a dipole degree of freedom[281] 282].
At the time, a comparison was made with the antiferro-
magnetic order seen in UOg; however, Méssbauer[33] and
neutron diffraction measurements failed to detect any
AFM order[34]. More recently, the I'; doublet has been
shown to be converted to a I's quartet through spin-orbit
couplings and Coulomb Interactions[283]. Since, the T'g
quartet can carry not only dipole but also quadrupolar
and octupolar moments, it hints at the possibility of mul-
tipolar ordering in AmO4[283] [284].

The first and subsequent NMR measurements on
AmO; done by Tokunaga et al. confirmed the phase
transition seen at Ty = 8.5 K[I4] [15]. The signal wipe-
out below 12 K and a broadening of the spectrum with a
randomly distributed hyperfine field developing at the
lowest temperature of 1.5 K[I4] revealed short-range,
spin-glass-like character for the magnetic phase transi-
tion seen at 7p. The NMR data was remarkably similar
to that of a geometrically frustrated antiferromagnetic
NiGayS4[285]. Over the course of the experiment, sig-
nificant NMR intensity change occurred, indicating the
electronic ground state is extremely sensitive to disorder
induced by self-irradiation through the decay of Am[I4].
Moreover, the NMR, spectrum of AmOs is rather differ-
ent from that seen in the antiferromagnetic ground state
of UO; or the multipolar ground state of NpOo[211]. The
intense radioactivity and self-induced disorder present in
any AmQOs powder sample make experimentation partic-
ularly delicate and, thus, limit the available experimental
techniques. Hence, detailed characterization on AmO, is
severely lacking. Single crystal neutron scattering, NMR,
Muon spin relaxation (uSR), or even a specific heat study
could help reveal the exact nature of the phase transition

observed in AmOs.

6. Curium Dioxide: CmOs

Like PuOy and AmQO,, CmOs is lacking in experimen-
tal data, and the existing data sometimes contradict one
another. CmO; crystallizes in the shared fcc fluorite
structure with a lattice constant of 5.359(2) A[I65]. In
theory, the Cm** ion with a 5f% configuration in CmO,
should exhibit a singlet ground state with J = 0 and
therefore, be nonmagnetic. Yet, magnetic susceptibility
measurements of CmOs show a Curie-Weiss behavior (in-
stead of temperature independence) and a large effective
moment of 3.36(6) pp[bll 193]. Morss et al.[193] de-
termined that no long-range order was present in CmQOs
using neutron diffraction measurements, indicating the
absence of any oxygen superlattice or superstructure
and carefully determined the sample was stoichiometric
CmO, without additional phases.

Niikura et al.[2806] predicted the excitation energy be-
tween the ground and magnetic excited states become
small due to the combined effect of Coulomb interac-
tions, spin-orbit coupling, and crystal electric field po-
tential and could be responsible for the magnetic be-
havior of CmOQOs. The lattice parameters of CmQO5 de-
viate from the actinide contraction (a steady decrease
in lattice parameters as the atomic number increases in
the Actinide Series), suggesting a possible mixed-valence
configuration for Cm atoms in CmO5[19] [20]. Recently,
Huang et al.20] theorized the Cm ions in CmOs2 con-
sist of such a mixed-valence electronic structure between
the 5f% and 5f7 configurations. The Cm>* ion with
5f7 could contribute a moment up to 7.94up. In this
mixed-valence scenario, the effective magnetic moment
agrees well with the experimental value[20]. However,
these theoretical models for CmO5 have not been con-
firmed by experiments. Making matters worse, CmO4
does not appear to be an insulator with a large band
gap like the other actinide oxides; rather, the band gap
is predicted to be small, on the order of ~ 0.4 eV
[287, [288]. High-temperature magnetic susceptibility and
X-ray absorption spectroscopy experiments may provide
further insight into the mixed-valence scenario suggested
for CmOs.

7.  Berkelium Dioxide: BkO2

Following the discovery of americium and curium,
berkelium (Bk) and californium were produced and dis-
covered via nuclear bombardment in 1949-50. However,
due to the difficulty in production, the most stable iso-
tope of Berkelium, 24”Bk is not commonly used for exper-
imental work; rather the 24°Bk isotope is the only isotope
available in bulk form, and thus is used for experimental
studies [4 289]. BkOs also crystallizes in the same fcc
fluorite structure shared by the other actinide dioxides
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FIG. 2. Magnetic susceptibility of NpO2[224], AmO, [227],

B-Puz03]225] and Np2Os[I41] as a function of temperature
showing a cusp anomaly related to magnetic phase transitions.

with a lattice parameter of 5.334(5) A[I68]. In BkO,
berkelium exhibits the same 44 oxidation state as the
other actinide dioxides, therefore exhibiting a half-filled
5f7 electronic configuration with a total angular momen-
tum L = 0.

Early electron paramagnetic resonance (EPR)[290]
and magnetic susceptibility [226] experiments determined
the ground state to be the I'g doublet, while the I's quar-
tet followed by ~ 6 — 10 meV. These measurements used
BkO; in a ThO5 matrix. The magnetic susceptibility
displayed two temperature-dependent paramagnetic re-
gions with effective moments of 7.66 pp (10 to 95 K)
and 5.8 pup (95 to 220 K) while below 10 K, the data
suggests a possible AFM transition at 3 K[226]. Later,
Nawve et al.[51] reported an effective moment of 7.92 pup
(alocalized 5f7 configuration) as found by a Curie-Weiss
fit to the magnetic susceptibility (50-300 K) with a large
Weiss temperature 6y = 250(50) K. Calculating the crys-
tal field levels using the perturbative model proposed
by Magnani et al., finds agreement with the ground
state levels. However, the energy splitting is significantly
smaller (~ 1 meV) than experimental estimates (6-10
meV)[226] 290, 291]. Recently, Putkov et al.[289] cal-
culated the electronic structure and XPS spectrum for
the valence electrons of BkOs in the 0 to 50 eV range,
finding excellent agreement with the experimental XPS
spectrum|[292] and suggesting covalence between orbitals
plays a major role in BkOy. Neutron diffraction, NMR
or uSR measurements are critical to resolve the nature
of the phase below the T = 3 K magnetic susceptibility
phase transition.

10
8. Californium Diozide: CfO2

Californium, like berkelium, is one of the last elements
to be discovered in the actinide series. CfOq crystallizes
in the same fcc fluorite structure shared by the other
actinide dioxides with a lattice parameter of 5.310(2)
A[169]. Californium can adopt a range of oxidation states
ranging from 2+ to 5+[293] and in CfO,, californium ex-
hibits a 4+ oxidation state, yielding a 5f® electronic con-
figuration and a J = 6 multiplet. Magnetic susceptibil-
ity experiments determined that this multiplet is heavily
split by crystal electric fields between 20 and 100 K and
CfO4 exhibited antiferromagnetic ordering below Ty =
7 K[294]. Above 100 K, CfO, displays Curie-Weiss be-
havior with an effective moment perr = 9.1(2) pp, in
agreement with the theoretical moment of 9.3 pp[294].
Magnani et al.[297] proposed a perturbative model for
the crystal electric fields in the actinide elements and
determined the ground state of CfOs is the I's doublet
with one of the I's triplets laying only 3.5 meV higher.
The calculated magnetic susceptibility of this perturba-
tive model agrees exceptionally well with existing exper-
imental magnetic susceptibility data[294].

9. PGOQ

Protactinium (Pa) has no current uses outside of scien-
tific research, and in combination with its activity, rarity,
and toxicity, it is one of the least studied and understood
actinide elements. While protactinium can form vari-
ous compounds with oxidation states ranging from 2+
to 5+, it is most commonly present in the 5+ oxidation
state where it forms the pentoxide PasOs. Reduction of
the pentoxide using hydrogen at 1550 °C forms the diox-
ide PaOy, where Protactinium takes a 4+ oxidation state
with a 5f! electronic configuration[74]. PaOy crystallizes
in the fce structure with a lattice constant of 5.505(1)
A[74). Recently, Obodo et al. predicted PaOy to be a
Mott-Hubbard insulator with a band gap of 3.48 eV[295];
however, no experimental studies have been made for
comparison.

B. Magnetic properties of sesquioxides
1. Cf03

In the lanthanide sesquioxides, three crystal structures
are known (the M2Oj3 structures): the body-centered cu-
bic (bec) MnyOg structure, the hexagonal LagOs struc-
ture, and the monoclinic SmyOg3 structure. Cfy03 is
known to crystallize in the monoclinic Sm2QOj3 type (lat-
tice parameters a = 14.124(20) A, b = 3.591(3) A,
c = 8.809(13)A)[199], as well as the cubic MnyO3 struc-
ture (lattice parameter a = 10.839(4)A) [I70]. Cali-
fornium exhibits a 3+ oxidation state in the sesquioxide
Cf,03, yielding a 5f electronic configuration. Both cubic



and monoclinic structures of Cf;O3 exhibit Curie-Weiss
behavior above 100 K with effective moments perr =
9.8(2)up (bee) and pepr = 10.2(2)pp(monoclinic)[294].
Moore et al.[294] reported both structures exhibit AFM
ordering with Ty = 19.0(1.5) K for cubic and Ty = 8(2)
K for monoclinic structure, while in between 20 and 100
K, the magnetic susceptibilities displayed pronounced
crystal field effects. However, later Morss et al.[I70] re-
ported no magnetic ordering down to 1.5 K based on
their magnetic susceptibility measurements on bec Cf20s5.
Morss et al.[I70] noted that their study used 1.23 mg
sample for magnetic susceptibility measurements, which
is significantly larger than the 31 pug sample used by
Moore et al.[294] and the magnetic ordering could have
been impacted due to significantly more radioactive self-
heating. The magnetism of Cf3Og is not yet fully resolved
and single crystal neutron diffraction, magnetic suscepti-
bility, or SR studies could resolve the magnetic ordering
observed in Cfy03.

2. sz 03

Cms O3 exhibits all three known MsQOg structure types
as well as two additional high-temperature polymorphic
phases[296]; above 1615 °C CmyO3 forms the hexago-
nal LasOg structure, between 800 — 1615 °C the mon-
oclinic SmsQO3 structure forms, and below 800 °C, the
bce MnoOj structure forms[I59, 297]. Lattice param-
eters for the hexagonal structure are a = 3.80(2)A, ¢
= 6.00(3) A at 1750 °C, [195 298], for the monoclinic
structure are o = 14.282(8)A, b = 3.652(3) A, ¢ =
8.900(5)A, B = 100.31(5)°[162], and for the bee struc-
ture a = 10.97(1)A[195]. In CmyO3, curium exhibits the
same 3+ oxidation state as the other sesquioxides, there-
fore exhibiting a half-filled 5f7 configuration with total
angular momentum L = 0. So, Cm3O3 could exhibit the
T'¢ doublet ground state like in BkOg; however, this has
yet to be verified.

Magnetic susceptibility experiments determined mon-
oclinic CmyQOg3 exhibits Curie-Weiss behavior between
100 — 300 K with perr = 7.89(4)up whereas the cal-
culated moment for the free ion is 7.94 pp[I59]. Fur-
thermore, Morss et al.[I59] reported low-temperature an-
tiferromagnetic ordering below 13(2) K[I59]. Sample
preparation using the very long-lived 2*8Cm (half-life =
3.39x10° year) isotope over the high a specific activities
of the most common 2*2Cm (half-life = 163 days) iso-
tope could enable further physical property characteriza-
tion on this compound beyond the known current crystal
structures[I59]. Neutron diffraction, pSR, and specific
heat studies are needed to further understand magnetic
properties of CmsQO3.
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3. Amz 03

Amy0Og3, like its dioxide AmOs, is very poorly un-
derstood. Like the other actinide sesquioxides, AmsQOg3
is known to crystallize in the three MsOgs structures:
the bcc MnyOg structure, the hexagonal LasOg, and
the monoclinic SmyQO3 structure. Lattice parameters
for the hexagonal structure are a = 3.8123(3) A, ¢ =
5.9845(5) A[155] 1911 [192], for the monoclinic structure
are a = 14.315(2) A, b = 3.6793(5) A, ¢ = 8.927(1)
A, B =100.37(2)° [191, 192], and for the bce structure
a = 11.012(5) A[I55, 192]. The monoclinic Am,O3 is re-
ported to have O/Am ratios between 1.54 and 1.51[192]
and has never been isolated alone[299].

XAFS measurements[300] show excellent agreement
with existing X-ray diffraction data and theoretical pre-
dictions using the Full-Potential Linearized Augmented
Plane Wave (FP-LAPW) method in DFT, indicating the
electronic structure and formation enthalpies of hexago-
nal Amy0O3 can be modeled successfully using DFT[I55]
299H301]. Recently, modeling using the GGA+4U as well
as hybrid functionals has predicted hexagonal AmsQO3 to
be a Mott insulator with a band gap around 2.85 eV
(U =5 ¢eV) and determined it is the most stable form at
low temperatures[299, [302]. Unlike AmO,, americium in
Amy0O3 exhibits a 3+ oxidation state in the sesquioxide,
yielding a 5f% electronic configuration with J = 0. Thus,
Am,03 may have a non-magnetic ground state yet to be
experimentally verified.

4. PUQ 03

B-PuyO5 crystallizes in the hexagonal Las O3 structure
shared with the other actinide sesquioxides as well as
Nd05[303], B04], with lattice parameters a = 3.841(6)
Aand ¢ = 5.958(5)A[189]. In PuyO3, plutonium exhibits
a 3+ oxidation state, yielding a 5 electronic configura-
tion with a Kramer’s doublet ground state. A heat capac-
ity anomaly associated with an antiferromagnetic transi-
tion Ty = 19 K[225] was measured by Flotow et al.[142].
Mccart et al.[225] reported two magnetic transitions (T
=19 K and T = 4 K) in 3-PuyOj3 from neutron diffrac-
tion and magnetic susceptibility measurements. Later
Wulff et al.[305] solved the magnetic structures below
both magnetic transitions by performing neutron pow-
der diffraction. The magnetic structure below Ty = 19
K was described by a magnetic cell that is doubled rela-
tive to the chemical unit cell in all three crystallographic
directions and below 4 K the magnetic cell is identical to
the chemical unit cell. The magnetic moment was found
to be 0.60(2) up per Pu ion pointing along the unique ¢
axis at all temperatures below T [305] and is consistent
with a Kramer’s doublet ground state.

In addition to the stoichiometric 8-PusO3, two forms
of sub-stoichiometric a-Pus O3 sesquioxides are known to
exist due to loss of oxygen from the dioxide. The first
form, a-PuyOgs, has an O/Pu ratio of 1.515 with a bee



structure with lattice parameter a = 11.04(2)A. The sec-
ond form, a’-PuyO3, has an O/Pu ratio of 1.61 with a
fee structure with lattice parameter a = 5.409(1)A[189].
A theoretical DFT + U study predicts an AFM semi-
conducting ground state for a-PuyO3 with an electronic
band gap of 1.40 eV[306], which has yet to be experimen-
tally measured.

C. Magnetic properties of other actinide oxides
1. Us 05

U30Op5 lies on the transition point between the fluorite
structure and the layered structures found in other ura-
nium oxides and is one of the least understood of the vari-
ous uranium oxides, owing to its instability relative to the
other oxides[307]. U305 is known to crystallize in at least
4 structures, a-, 8-, v-, and J-, indicating complicated
structures of UyO5[105], 208]. The crystal symmetry of
a-U30s5 is unknown (Unk.), while 5-UsOj5 is hexagonal
with lattice parameters a = b = 3.813 A, ¢ = 13.180
A, and the v-Us0s5 is monoclinic with a = 5.410 A,
b =5481 A, ¢ = 5410 A, B = 90.49° [105]. 6-Uy0s
crystallizes in the orthorhombic structure (Pnma space
group) with a = 6.849 A, b = 8.274 A, and ¢ = 31.706
AJ208] and contains a mixture of distorted O coordina-
tion geometries (6- and 7-fold).

Recently, 0-UsO5 was successfully modeled using the
DFT+U method suggesting only U%T to be present[308].
All U50j5 structures, a-, 8-, -, and -, are predicted to be
insulators with band gaps of 2.01, 2.23, 2.19, and 1.60 eV,
respectively[308]. DFT has also shown §-U3O5 to have
the highest formation energy of any known uranium oxide
[309]. Using the GGA+U method in DFT predicted that
Np2Os structured U, Os is just slightly more stable than
0-U5 05 under ambient conditions and no thermodynamic
studies have been reported for it, suggesting a new avenue
of work in low-temperature uranium oxides[307].

2. Np2 05

NpO; and Np5Oj are the only two stable oxides of nep-
tunium. NpOs has been extensively studied from both
experimental and theoretical studies compared to NpyOs
and studies on NpyOj are severely lacking[T4T], 310}, B311].
Forbes et al.[141] reported the structure of Np2Os to be
monoclinic (P2/c Space Group) with lattice parameters
a = 8.168(2)A, b = 6.584(1)A, ¢ = 9.313(1) Aand 8 =
116.09(1)° and to contain three symmetrically distinct
neptunyl(V) ions.

In Np2Os5, neptunium exhibits a 5+ oxidation state,
yielding a 5f2 electronic configuration. Magnetic sus-
ceptibility data on a polycrystalline sample revealed a
cusp at 22(3) K, suggesting long-range antiferromag-
netic ordering. An effective moment of 2.2(1) pp and
a Weiss constant of —43(5) K were extracted from the
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Curie-Weiss fit[I41]. The effective moment is signifi-
cantly smaller than the free ion value of 3.58 pp and
may result from crystal-field effects on the f-spin states.
Np2Os5 could exhibit complex magnetic structures due to
the three distinct Np crystallographic sites and the Np-
O-Np superexchange pathways, which are impacted by
bond lengths and angles. Yun et al.[310] predicted Np2Os
to have insulting behavior and complicated noncollinear
magnetic order with a ferromagnetic (FM) exchange cou-
pling along the ¢ axis and a weaker antiferromagnetic
coupling in the a — b plane. Experiments like neutron
diffraction and magnetic susceptibility on Np,Os single
crystals are essential to understand the exact magnetic
ground state and examine the impact of multiple Np sites
and the Np-O-Np superexchange pathway in generating
competing exchange interactions leading to long-range
magnetic order.
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Despite PasO5 being the most stable protactinium ox-
ide, the ground state and crystal structure are still poorly
understood. The only experimental study on PayO5 was
undertaken by Sellers et al. in 1954, and reported not
only an fec structure with a lattice constant of 5.455(7)
A but a second, layered orthorhombic structure, isostruc-
tural with NbyOs and TazOs pentoxides[74]. In this
orthorhombic structure, the unit cell was found to be
6.92(2)A by 4.02(1)A by 4.18(2)A[74]. In its cubic form,
PayO5 follows the fluorite cubic structure with the addi-
tional oxygen atoms randomly occupying available holes
[74]. Recently, Liu et al.[312] has shown that doping ex-
cess oxygen atoms into the octahedral position of Protac-
tinium is the most stable doping position for the fluorite
structure and even predicted PasOj to crystallize in the
(-Nd5Oj structure, resulting in a charge-transfer insula-
tor with a band gap of 2.67 eV. This (-PasOs phase has
not been experimentally observed; however due to the
aforementioned lack of protactinium oxide investigations
it remains a possibility. Recent work on the excitation
spectrum of protactinium has shown significant under-
estimations of the density of states, which needs to be
considered in any future theoretical work on the pro-
tactinium oxides[313]. The synthesis of single crystals
of PayO5 and performing single crystal X-ray diffraction
(XRD) are key to resolving the existing ambiguity in the
exact crystal structure. Furthermore, the availability of
high-quality crystals will provide an opportunity to probe
the thermodynamic properties of PasOs.

4. Us Og

Triuranium octoxide, U3Og, can be formed through
oxidation of UOy and is one of the most stable forms
of uranium under environmental conditions. UzOg is
reported to crystallize in two common polymorphs (a-
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FIG. 3. Magnetic susceptibility per g of UO2 (in inset)[221],
Us0s[221] and U409 [221] as a function of temperature show-
ing a cusp anomaly related to a magnetic phase transition.
Note: Magnetic susceptibility of UsOg is multiplied by 3 times
the original susceptibility values for the better visibility of the
phase transitions within the frame.

U30g and $-U30s). At room temperature, a-UsOg crys-
tallizes in an orthorhombic Amm?2 structure while upon
heating a-U3Og to 1350 °C, an expansion along the c-
direction along with an accompanying contraction along
the b-direction induces an isomorphic transition in struc-
ture to the P62m phase at 573 K[110, 314, [B15]. The
low temperature Amm2 a-U30Og phase has two distinct
crystallographic sites, one U(VI) site and one double de-
generate U(V) site (2U(V)), while the high temperature
P62m p-U3Og phase has only a single crystallographic
site[200], [308| BT0, BI6]. «-U30s is semiconducting with
a band gap of ~ 1.80 eV[206].

Early magnetic susceptibility experiments displayed
three distinct peaks, a single large peak at 4.2 K, and
two other small peaks at 8 and 25.3 K, as shown in Fig.[3]
[221]. Heat capacity measurements also displayed a peak
at 25.3 K[222]. Recent INS experiments confirmed AFM
below 22 K (onset between 25 and 22 K) down to at least
1.7 K, with peaks corresponding to [0.5 1 1] and [0.5 2 2]
in an orthorhombic structure[316]. No magnetic intensity
was observed at [0.5 1 1], ruling out AFM order along the
a axis[316l B17]. A quasielastic scattering term appears
above 100 K, increasing in intensity and width up to 600
K, confirming a-U3Og is a mixed-valence state system,
similar to CmO[316]. Isbill et al.[312] recently used
DFT to show that antiferromagnetic ordering along the
[0.5 1 1] is indeed lower in energy than along any Miller
indices. Isbill et al.[312] determined that moments which
point along the in-plane directions will gradually relax
until they point along a direction between the two dis-
tinct crystallographic uranium sites in rather complex
noncollinear structures.
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5. UsOg

U409 is formed in the process of oxidizing UOs to
U30s and crystallizes in three structures (a-, 8-, and 7-)
which are based on the fluorite crystal structure of UOs.
a- and $-Us0q form similar super-structures to that of
UOs, but with a unit cell 4 times larger. In cubic 5-U4Qy,
additional oxygen atoms are “accommodated” in cuboc-
tahedral clusters (space group 143d) whose centers are
unoccupied [101), BI8], [319]. In a-U4Og the same cubocta-
hedral clusters form, however, the positions are slightly
displaced due to a shift in the position of the central atom
(trigonal distortion) and are extremely similar to that
of U30g[209]. These clusters form layered sheets which
transform driven by shear transformations from a-U4QOg
into UsOg sheets[2I], 209] and this transformation has
been shown to be accompanied by a complex change in U
oxidation states[320]. Raman spectroscopy has recently
determined a band at 630 cm™! in UsOg determined
to be characteristic of clusters composed of the excess
“accommodated” interstitial oxygen atoms[32I]. Neu-
tron diffraction measurements have shown S—U4QOg to
be crystallographically ordered with no Uranium-Oxygen
bonds shorter than 2.2 Awhile a—U4Oq¢ was shown to
have some Uranium-Oxygen bonds on the order of 1.8
AR09, 322].

Recent high energy resolution limited fluorescence
detection X-ray absorption near edge spectroscopy
(HERFD-XANES) measurements[323] have shown ura-
nium adopts a mixed valence configuration in U4Og, with
U** and UST oxidation states[21]. The high temperature
(T = 77 to 500 K) magnetic susceptibility experiments
determined paramagnetic behavior in UsO09[223]. The
low-temperature (T = 1.5 to 44 K) magnetic suscepti-
bility measurements reported a maximum at 6.4 K[221].
However, the low-temperature phase transition at 6.4 K
was not observed in specific heat measurements[95], [324].
New magnetic susceptibility and specific heat measure-
ments with improved experimental techniques and im-
proved synthesis routes could resolve ambiguity around
the low-temperature phase transition observed at 6.4 K.

6. U307

U307 is another oxide formed during the oxidation
of UOy to U30g. Historically, U3O; was thought to
crystallize in two structures, a- and (-U3O7. How-
ever, early experiments failed to differentiate a-UsO7
from cubic 8-UsOg in the sample[I00, 102, 207, B325].
Neutron diffraction studies and DFT have confirmed
U307 crystallizes in a fluorite-type structure consist-
ing of cuboctahedral oxygen clusters very similar to
U409[209, BT9]; however, the clusters are tilted and
skewed from those seen in U,O0¢[08, 207, [309] [326]. The
fluorite-like structure can be characterized by a unit cell
containing 15 fluorite-like subshells with lattice param-
eters a = b = 5.3900(2) A, and ¢ = 5.5490(2) A(c/a =



1.031)[207]. Recent total reflection X-ray fluorescence-
based XANES (TXRF-XANES) has shown U307 is a
mixed-valence compound, consisting of uranium in both
U4t and Ut states[327]. First principle calculations
using the Vienna ab initio simulation (VASP with the
projector-augmented wave (PAW) method) and DFT
combined with Perdew, Burke, and Ernzerhof func-
tionals (PBE+U) to account for exchange-correlation in-
teractions, including spin-orbit coupling, predicts U3O7
to be a charge-transfer insulator with a band gap of 0.32
eV[328]. Additionally, in such a structure with cuboc-
tahedral clusters, U4t and Ut are predicted to carry
noncollinear magnetic moments of 1.6 and 0.8up respec-
tively, resulting in the fluorite-based structure having
canted FM order in characteristic layers[328]. However,
this FM order has yet to be experimentally observed.

7. UOs

Heating uranyl nitrate to 400 °C forms Uranium tri-
oxide, UO3[120], in which uranium takes a 6+ oxidation
state. The uranium atoms within UOj3 can be coordi-
nated with either 6, 7, or 8 oxygen atoms leading to at
least 7 known structures, a-, 5-, v-, d-, e—, (-, and - as
well as an amorphous UO;3[105], 116, 117, 12T, 126, 202]
204, 205}, [329], [330]. «-UO3 crystallizes in an orthorhom-
bic structure (C2mm[202] or C222[I17] space group),
while 8-UOg crystallizes in a monoclinic structure[121]
with lattice parameters a = 10.34A, b = 14.33A, ¢ =
3.910A, and 8 = 99.03°[121], 203]. v-UO3 crystallizes in
an orthorhombic structure (Fddd space group) at room
temperature and lower the symmetry to a tetragonal
(14, space group) structure at high temperatures[204].
0-UO3 crystallizes in the ReOjs structure (Pm3m space
group)[126]. e-UO; crystallizes in a triclinic (P—1) struc-
ture with lattice parameters a = 4.01 A, b = 3.85 A,
c = 4.18A, a = 98.26°, § = 90.41°, and v = 120.46°,
best described by a 2x1x2 supercell of P — 1 with lattice
parameters a = 8.03 A, b = 3.86 A, ¢ = 8.37 A, and
B = 90.41°[128]. Heat capacity and susceptibility mea-
surements on high purity - and v-UQOgs suggest weak
paramagnetism; however no anomalies were found be-
tween 1.3 — 5 K[330]. A recent DFT+U study has pre-
dicted three new structures for UO3 under 13, 62, and
220 GPa of pressure, predicting a semiconducting phase
that transforms under further pressure to semi-metal and
metallic phases[331]. DFT+U has predicted a band gap
around 1.6 — 2.6 eV for a-UQOg, while -, -, and §-UQOg3
all have predicted band gaps of ~ 2 — 2.4, ~ 2.4 — 2.8,
and ~ 2.1 — 2.2 eV respectively[331H334]. Epitaxial film
growths of a-UOQO3 allowed an indirect measurement of
the band gap of 2.26 eV[203].
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V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

The present article focuses on synthesis methods and
bulk magnetic properties of the known actinide oxides,
binaries in particular. We have also included a discus-
sion of their crystal structures and appropriate methods
for crystal growth. Since these actinide oxides are insu-
lators and crystallize in relatively simple crystal struc-
tures, it might be expected that these compounds and
their magnetic behavior would be well understood, both
theoretically and experimentally. Contrary to this expec-
tation, however, the magnetic ground states of actinide
oxides, other than maybe ThO5 and UQOs, are still unre-
solved due to the lack of high-quality samples, especially
single crystals, the dual nature of 5f electrons, and the
electronic correlations and strong spin-orbit coupling as-
sociated with these actinide materials.

An improved understanding of the chemical and physi-
cal properties of these actinide materials at low tempera-
ture may prompt new areas of actinide research, opening
critical avenues for the design and control of novel phe-
nomena related to 5f electrons, including electronic cor-
relations and topology. Moreover, this improved founda-
tional understanding will impact advanced modeling and
materials design for high-temperature environments for
nuclear industry applications[I8] 32]. As detailed in our
discussion on crystal growth, a lack of effort and progress
in the growth of actinide oxide single crystals hinders
the study of their fundamental structural and electronic
properties, which are necessary for enabling the above
opportunities. For example, U3Og forms through fur-
ther oxidation of UOs, and studying the physical and
chemical properties of high-quality crystals of U3Og will
allow us to gain new knowledge concerning its magnetic
ground state, permitting us to develop models for in-
terpreting and explaining uranium chemistry at a fun-
damental level, and ultimately, enable us to apply such
an improved understanding to uranium science and re-
search in the nuclear fuel industry. Therefore, the pursuit
of high-quality samples is imperative for unraveling the
intricate interplay of factors, including crystal field and
strong spin-orbit coupling, which underlie the captivat-
ing magnetic behaviors observed in actinide oxides such
as UOg, CfOs, CmO3, Amy03, and U3Og. Combining ef-
forts of high-quality samples, detailed crystal structures,
and magnetic characterization techniques holds the key
to unraveling the complexities of magnetic ordering in
these materials.

In general, the magnetic properties of the actinide
dioxides appear to lack notable trends, however both
theoretical models and existing experimental data hint
at the possibility of similar ground states common to
the various dioxides. For instance, experimental evidence
from magnetic susceptibility and X-ray resonant scatter-
ing for NpO2 suggests a magnetic phase transition at
Ty = 25 K, yet magnetic order has not been observed
in neutron diffraction studies. Magnetic susceptibility
measurements suggest a phase transition at Ty = 8.5 K



in AmQOs, and confirmed through NMR measurements,
which suggest short range, glass-like character. However,
the possibility of multipolar ordering has not yet been
ruled out for AmOs,, as well as for NpOs. UO4 displays
a first order antiferromagnetic transition at Ty = 30.8 K
with a 3 — k noncollinear magnetic structure below Ty .
Ultimately, UO2, NpOs, and AmO; might all be rea-
sonably well described by various complicated magnetic
structures or multipolar ordering. BkOs was suggested
to exhibit an AFM transition at T = 3 K, while an AFM
transition at Ty = 7 K in CfO5 was confirmed. In theory,
CmOs should be nonmagnetic; however, it also displays
a temperature-dependent magnetic susceptibility, hinting
at the possibility of a multivalent configuration present
in this material. Despite the expected ground state for
CmOs that should be nonmagnetic, it follows the trend
set by the heavier BkOy and CfO5, which both display
Curie-Weiss behavior above 100 K. However, whereas be-
low 100 K the magnetic susceptibilities of BkO5 and CfO4
become dominated by crystal field effects and subsequent
AFM ordering, in CmQO», the possibility of a multivalent
configuration may complicate the crystal field effects and
any subsequent order.

The actinide sesquioxides and higher oxides have been
largely understudied and the available data to date is too
inconclusive to grasp at potential connections. CfsOg fol-
lows the trend set by its dioxide, exhibiting Curie-Weiss
behavior above 100 K with a large effective moment, and
AFM ordering seen at Ty = 19(1.5) K in the bce struc-
ture. That was later revisited with a larger sample sug-
gesting no AFM order, together with Ty = 8(2) K in the
monoclinic structure. CmsO3 again, follows the same
trend, with an AFM transition at T = 13(2) K. AmyO3
may be nonmagnetic; however no experimental measure-
ments have been completed. PuyOjs exhibits an AFM
transition at Ty = 19 K, where the magnetic unit cell
is double the chemical unit cell, and a second transition
at T = 4 K, where the magnetic unit cell is equal to the
chemical unit cell. Magnetic susceptibilities have never
been measured for UsOs and PasOs5; however measure-
ments for NpyOs reveal an AFM transition at 22(3) K
that might be explained by a complicated noncollinear
magnetic structure which has yet to be verified experi-
mentally. The higher uranium oxides, U30g and U Og
display paramagnetic Curie-Weiss behavior at high tem-
peratures and undetermined phase transitions at 4, 8, and
25.3 K in U305 and 6.4 K in UsQg, respectively. UO3
displays weak paramagnetic behavior, while U307 has

15

never undergone experimental magnetic characterization,
although theory suggests noncollinear magnetic moments
resulting in an unverified canted FM order.

At present, despite large previous experimental and
theoretical efforts, a vast bounty of scientific knowledge
regarding the actinide elements remains untapped, their
applications and our understanding constrained by a
dearth of needed synthetic and experimental work. It
is our hope that this article will serve to alleviate at
least some of the factors currently impeding such work,
by promulgating further the requisite methods for single
crystal syntheses and more broadly advertising the value
of those syntheses. High-quality single crystals are crit-
ical for the determination of accurate crystal structures
and investigations of complex magnetism and relevant
electronic and thermodynamic properties, both in the
chronically underexplored actinide oxides, as well as in
actinide species more broadly. The understanding thus
gained will play an indispensable role in unlocking new
areas of actinide research (both applied and fundamen-
tal), and revealing the full breadth of possibilities the
actinides present.
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