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Dimerized quantum magnets are exotic crystalline materials where Bose-Einstein condensation
of magnetic excitations can happen. However, known dimerized quantum magnets are limited to
only a few oxides and halides. Here, we unveil 9 dimerized quantum magnets and 11 conventional
antiferromagnets in ternary metal borides MTB4 (M = Sc, Y, La, Ce, Lu, Mg, Ca, Al; T = V, Cr,
Mn, Fe, Co, Ni). In this type of structure, 3d transition-metal atoms T are arranged in dimers.
Quantum magnetism in these compounds is dominated by strong antiferromagnetic interactions
between Cr (both Cr and Mn for M = Mg and Ca) atoms within the structural dimers, with much
weaker interactions between the dimers. These systems are proposed to be close to a quantum
critical point between a disordered singlet spin-dimer phase, with a spin gap, and the ordered
conventional Néel antiferromagnetic phase. This new family of dimerized quantum magnets greatly
enriches the materials inventory that allows investigations of the spin-gap phase. All the quantum-,
conventionally-, and non-magnetic systems identified, together with experimental synthesis methods
of a phase suitable for characterization, provide a platform with abundant possibilities to tune
the magnetic exchange coupling by doping and study this unconventional type of quantum phase
transition. This work opens up new avenues for studying the quantum magnetism of spin dimers in
borides and establishes a theoretical workflow for future searches for dimerized quantum magnets
in other families or types of materials.

INTRODUCTION
Quantum magnets have attracted great interest due

to their many exotic phenomena1,2. In quantum mag-
nets, tuning the quantum phase transition across the
quantum critical point (QCP) can lead to different novel
states of matter. One of the simplest kinds of quan-
tum magnets are those consisting of strongly coupled
spin dimers. Antiferromagnetic (AFM) intradimer cou-
pling results in a disordered quantum paramagnetic sin-
glet ground state. Its first excited state is a triplet
state. Interdimer interactions make the triplet bands
dispersive3,4. External parameters such as magnetic
field4–13, pressure14–18, and doping19,20 have been shown
to close the spin gap and generate magnetic order. Vari-
ous descriptions for the ground state of the triplets, such
as Bose-Einstein condensate4,5,7–9,21, a triplet crystal6,
or a supersolid10, have been proposed. Bose-Einstein
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condensation (BEC) of the bosonic triplons is a particu-
larly interesting phenomenon2 since BEC is well-known
for its credit to the superconductivity of Cooper pairs and
the superfluidity of 4He. In dimerized quantum magnets,
at the QCP, the singlet ground state intersects the bot-
tom of the lowest triplet’s band dispersion, where BEC
happens4. Exploring novel quantum magnets and states
of matter in the vicinity of the QCP is of great signifi-
cance.

So far, dimerized quantum magnets have been dis-
covered, and the associated BEC have been studied2

mostly in oxides and halides such as BaCuSi2O6
4,8,9,22,

Ba3Mn2O8
11–13,23, and TlCuCl3

5,7,14–19. Quantum spin
dimers have yet been scarcely discovered and reported
in boron compounds. Boron compounds are versatile
due to their unusual electronic24, magnetic24,25, and
structural26 properties. For example, boron nitride
(BN) is a chemical analog to carbon; both are ex-
pected to adopt similar one-, two-, and three-dimensional
structures27. Borides are often reported to be suitable
for high-temperature ferromagnets28–31, catalysis32–34,
thermoelectricity35, and superhard materials36–39. Su-
perconductivity has been discovered in magnesium di-
boride (MgB2)

40–43. Nd2Fe14B is one of today’s best-
performing permanent magnets44. The formation of bi-
nary, ternary, and multinary borides among boron and
metal elements provides a rich materials family to ex-
plore.
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FIG. 1. YCrB4-type crystal structure. (a) [001] and (b) [100] projections. Orange, blue, and green spheres show M, T, and
B atoms, respectively. Red arrows show magnetic moments. AFF magnetic ordering is displayed in the figure as an example.
The three-letter notation for the magnetic configuration indicates the relative alignment of the local moments inside a dimer
(D), between the nearby dimers in the same plane (L2), and between the neighboring layers (Z).

Driven by the idea to seek quantum spin dimers
in borides, we uncover the family of compounds
with YCrB4-type structure. YCrB4 was reported
to offer promising physical properties such as
thermoelectricity45,46 and high mechanical strength47–49.
This class of materials, i.e., metal (M ) - transition metal
(T ) - tetraborides (B4), was reported by early experi-
mental studies50,51. ScTB4 (T = Fe, Co, Ni), YTB4

(T = V, Cr, Mn, Fe, Co), CeTB4 (T = Cr, Mn, Fe,
Co), and LuTB4 (T = Cr, Fe, Co, Ni) were briefly
mentioned50–54. However, methods to produce single-
phase samples suitable for characterization are known
only for a subset of the reported compounds. On the
other hand, theoretical investigations of the fundamental
electronic and magnetic properties of these compounds
are scarce, even for the prototypical YCrB4

46,47,55.

Previous first-principles calculations for YCrB4 show
non-magnetic46,47 (NM) and semiconducting46,47,55

behavior. A remarkable structural feature of this class
of materials is a transition-metal dimer formation.
How such a transition-metal dimer formation quantum
mechanically impacts the materials’ electronic and
magnetic properties is unknown and to be explored.

In this study, we utilize first-principles calculations to
study the electronic and magnetic properties of MTB4,
where M is IIIB metals (Sc, Y, La, Ce, Lu) and T is 3d
transition metals (V, Cr, Mn, Fe, Co, Ni). The NM IIIB
elements are considered to eliminate the magnetic effects
arising from the M atoms on the transition-metal dimers.
Sc3+, Y3+, La3+, and Lu3+ all have a close-valence shell
structure; thus, their formed MTB4 compounds are ex-
pected to show similar physical properties. Our previous
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FIG. 2. Phase stability. (a) Stability of MTB4. Purple x-labels indicate stable compounds. (b) Convex hulls for M -Cr-B (M
= Sc, Y, and Lu).

study56 generalized M in this class of materials to the
main-group elements, Mg, Ca, and Al. However, whether
they are quantum magnets remains to be studied. In this
work, we investigate the quantum magnetism for this en-
tire generalized family of materials.

From the synthesis point of view, YCrB4 is the
compound that gives the name to this structure
type. YCrB4 and YMnB4 have been experimentally
synthesized in single-phase form, and their crystal
structures were reported together with some conven-
tional properties45,46,49–51. In turn, YFeB4 and YCoB4

have been only briefly mentioned without properly
describing the experimental synthetic procedures. In
this study, experimental efforts are focused on the
synthesis of YFeB4 and YCoB4 and the characterization
of their structure and basic properties. Synthetic
and computational approaches were developed in
parallel in this work to further future studies of abun-
dant quaternary borides containing two IIIB metals
or two 3d metals, i.e., doping on the M site or the T site.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

YCrB4-Type Crystal Structure. The YCrB4-type
crystal structure is displayed in Figure 1. It crystallizes
in the Pbam space group with a layered structure, con-
sisting of alternating sheets of boron atoms and metal
atoms. The sheet of boron atoms forms a tiling of pen-
tagons and heptagons. The sheet of metal atoms con-

sists of a tiling of squashed hexagons of M atoms with a
transition-metal dimer inside each hexagon. Take YTB4,
for example. The intradimer distances (D) are ∼2.3–2.6

Å for different T elements. Dimers form ladders in the di-
rection perpendicular to the plane ([001]). Dimer-dimer
separation along the ladder (Z) is ∼1.4 D. Ladders make
up a two-dimensional lattice in directions parallel to the
plane ([110], [110], or [100]). Ladder-ladder separation
(L1, L2) is ∼2 D. (Each T atom has one L1 and two L2
neighbors at very similar distances.) Since the intradimer
distance is the shortest among the three, intradimer in-
teraction should be the strongest interaction among the
T atoms.

Phase Stability. The formation energy (Ef) is ob-
tained from spin-polarized calculations. Then, the for-
mation energy relative to the convex hull (Ed) is evalu-
ated by the formation energy differences with respect to
the three reference phases forming the Gibbs triangle on
the convex hull. The reference phases on the convex hulls
are obtained from materials databases such as Materials
Project57 and OQMD58. All phases are fully relaxed, and
the total energies are calculated using the same density-
functional theory (DFT) settings. If an MTB4 phase has
Ed < 0, then it is stable. In this case, the convex hull is
reconstructed to include theMTB4’s Ef, and theMTB4’s
stability is denoted as zero. If an MTB4 phase has Ed

> 0, then it is not stable. In this case, the MTB4’s sta-
bility indicates the distance above the convex hull. The
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FIG. 3. Non-magnetic (NM) electronic structures. Density of states (eV-1 f.u.-1 spin-1) for (a) YTB4 and (b) LuTB4 (T = V,
Cr, Mn, Fe, Co, and Ni). Orange, blue, and green curves represent partial DOS of M, T, and B atoms, respectively. Check
marks indicate systems with stable magnetic solutions. (c) Band structure for YTB4 (T = V, Cr, and Mn). High-symmetry
points in the Brillouin zone are denoted as follows: Γ(0, 0, 0), X(1/2, 0, 0), S(1/2, 1/2, 0), Y(0, 1/2, 0), Z(0, 0, 1/2), U(1/2,
0, 1/2), R(1/2, 1/2, 1/2), T(0, 1/2, 1/2). Red color highlights nearly flat bands in the Brillouin zone corresponding to two
narrow peaks in the NM DOS.

calculated stabilities of all MTB4 are shown in Figure
2a. Stability = 0 indicates a stable phase. We use 0.2
eV/atom59 as the criterion for choosing metastable com-
pounds that are possibly stabilized by thermodynamics.
Then, we obtain 21 stable and 25 metastable compounds
in MTB4. The calculated convex hulls for M -Cr-B (M
= Sc, Y, and Lu) systems are exhibited in Figure 2b.

Electronic Properties of the Non-Magnetic
(NM) States. The NM density of states (DOS) for the
representative Y and Lu compounds are plotted in Fig-
ure 3, and the DOS at the Fermi level N(Ef) are listed in

Table 1. Due to limited space, our discussion will mainly
focus on Y compounds. Other compounds have been an-
alyzed similarly. N(Ef) of these compounds are mainly
contributed by the T atom. V has a low DOS at the
Fermi level, making V compounds weakly metallic. Fe,
Co, and Ni have N(Ef) ∼ 0.5 eV-1 f.u.-1 spin-1. Hence,
these compounds are “good” metals. For Fe, the Fermi
level is at the minimum of DOS, but there is a peak right
above it. Applying some strain or doping may move the
Fermi level toward this peak. For Ni, the Fermi level is
located at a minor peak. In contrast, for Mn, the Fermi
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TABLE I. Density of states (DOS) of transition metals NT(Ef)
(eV-1 f.u.-1 spin-1) and total DOS Ntot(Ef) (eV

-1 f.u.-1 spin-1)
at the Fermi level for YTB4 and LuTB4.

Compound NT(Ef) Ntot(Ef) Compound NT(Ef) Ntot(Ef)

YVB4 0.165 0.331 LuVB4 0.117 0.230

YCrB4 0.0 0.0 LuCrB4 0.0 0.0

YMnB4 1.209 1.696 LuMnB4 1.194 1.656

YFeB4 0.425 0.680 LuFeB4 0.417 0.667

YCoB4 0.537 1.016 LuCoB4 0.516 0.972

YNiB4 0.488 1.142 LuNiB4 0.530 1.210

level is at a sharp peak of DOS, suggesting a strong elec-
tronic instability.

The NM DOS for YCrB4 shows a semiconducting char-
acter with a narrow band gap of 0.20 eV, which agrees
with the experimental estimate of 0.17 eV45. The semi-
conducting character of NM YCrB4 agrees with previous
first-principles calculations46,47,55, which reported a gap
of 0.05 eV55, 0.14±0.04 eV46, and 0.17 eV47.
A remarkable feature in the NM DOS of these com-

pounds is the presence of two narrow peaks, which are
both empty in V, straddle the Fermi level in Cr, and both
filled in Mn compounds. These narrow peaks displayed in
the electronic spectrum are known as Van Hove singulari-
ties (VHS). Generally, VHS near the Fermi level can lead
to instabilities, such as charge density waves, and induce
phase transitions under changing temperature, pressure,
or chemical doping. They can also be associated with in-
teresting optical properties and with large DOS near the
Fermi level, the latter of which tends to enhance super-
conductivity. Understanding the presence and influence
of VHS is valuable in the design and engineering of new
materials.

These VHS result from two pairs of bands, highlighted
in red in Figure 3, that are nearly flat on the kz = 1/2
plane (Z-U-R-T-Z path in Figure 3). The flat bands are
formed by dz2 orbitals of the transition-metal atoms46,
and the two pairs of bands correspond to bonding and an-
tibonding states of the dimers. (Two bands in each pair
correspond to two dimers per unit cell.) For a generic
wavevector, the dimer states can hybridize with B atoms,
leading to significant dispersion visible along the Γ-X-S-
Y-Γ-Z path. However, this hybridization is suppressed at
kz = 1/2 due to the destructive interference between the
hopping amplitudes for the two transition-metal sheets
to the s, px, and py orbitals of the B atoms. This cancel-
lation effectively localizes the dimer states with kz = 1/2,
leading to flat bands and the corresponding peaks in the
DOS. The strength of the interdimer hybridization de-
termines the width of the peaks and is, therefore, much
smaller (at about 0.2 eV for Cr compounds) than in Cr
metal, where it is in the range of 1-2 eV.

The DOS for the different transition metals exhibits an
approximately “rigid band” behavior. By tuning electron
concentration and changing the transition metal from V

to Mn, the DOS plots show similar patterns with the
Fermi level located below, in between, and above the two
major VHS, respectively. Such a “rigid band” behavior
is common for similar systems56.

Magnetic States. VHS near the Fermi level may be
associated with various electronic instabilities. Based on
the analysis of the real-space paramagnetic Pauli spin
susceptibility matrix (see Methods), we consider mag-
netic orderings with ferromagnetic (FM) or antiferromag-
netic (AFM) alignment of the local moments within a
dimer, between the nearby dimers in the same plane, and
between the adjacent layers (see Figure 1). We will use a
three-letter notation consisting of letters F (for FM) and
A (for AFM) to denote these orderings, such as AFF,
where each letter identifies the alignments in this partic-
ular order. The labeling of the first and the third letters
is straightforward. A few comments are in order about
the in-plane interladder ordering, which is indicated by
the second letter. (1) It indicates the ordering between
dimers along the L2 but not L1 direction (see Figure 1).
(2) The alignment is identified by comparing spins be-
tween DL2, which is the linked path of D and L2. (3)
The A ordering is similar to the stripe ordering on the
hexagonal lattice. The specific ordering patterns are dis-
played in Figure 4.

Eight magnetic configurations are obtained through all
possible combinations of these alignments and are con-
sidered in the calculations. For example, AFF means
intradimer AFM, interladder FM, and interlayer FM cou-
pling. The AFF configuration is displayed in Figure 1.
However, not all of these configurations are stable; many
do not have a self-consistent DFT solution with finite
magnetic moments.

Figure 4a shows all the stable magnetic solutions for
MTB4, with the eight magnetic configurations illustrated
in Figure 4b. The top panel of Figure 4a shows the stabi-
lization energy relative to the NM state, and the bottom
panel shows the magnetic moment on the T atoms. Com-
pounds without any magnetic solutions are not shown.
In total, we find 20 magnetic compounds, among which
10 are stable (purple x-labels in Figure 4a) and 10 are
metastable (black x-labels). Strong AFM intradimer ex-
change and weak interdimer interactions result in quan-
tum spin-gap systems. According to the alignment of
intradimer coupling of the DFT ground state, we group
these compounds into two categories: quantum spin-
dimer magnets and conventional magnets (see Figure
4). Such categorization immediately justifies itself. It
is clear that the DFT ground state always has the same
intradimer spin alignment, indicated by the symbol color,
as those of multiple low-energy states. Such a phe-
nomenon results from the dominating intradimer cou-
pling strength compared to the interdimer ones. Dimer-
ized quantum magnets own AFM intradimer spin align-
ments (red symbols in Figure 4) as DFT ground state
and low-energy states, while conventional magnets own
FM intradimer spin alignments (blue symbols) as ground
and low-energy states.
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. The DFT magnetic solutions. (a) The relative energy difference of the magnetic solutions to the NM one (top) and
the magnetic moment on the transition metal T (bottom) for MTB4. The green and orange regions indicate quantum spin
dimers and antiferromagnets, respectively. Purple and black x-labels indicate stable and metastable compounds, respectively.
(b) Different magnetic configurations and the associated symbols and labels.

We identify a total of 9 quantum spin-dimer magnets
and 11 conventional magnets. Note although the ground
states of the conventional magnets have FM intradimer
ordering, they are still overall AFM with zero net spins.
The only exception is ScMnB4, the ground state of which
is overall FM (FFF). Considering the closeness of its en-
ergy to other AFM states, we do not specifically distin-
guish this one and denote all the conventional magnets as
conventional antiferromagnets. Remarkably, compounds
with the same valence shell electron count belong to the

same magnets category and exhibit a similar distribu-
tion of magnetic solutions. Cr forms a quantum AFM
dimer with two ordered solutions when combined with
Sc3+, Y3+, La3+, and Lu3+. Mn forms a conventional
FM dimer with four well-defined magnetic solutions when
combined with Sc3+, Y3+, La3+, and Lu3+. V, Fe,
Co, and Ni are NM when combined with these IIIB ele-
ments. Accordingly, the main-group element Al3+ makes
Cr quantum and Mn conventional with similar distribu-
tions of magnetic solutions. Analogously, when it comes
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FIG. 5. Magnetic electronic structures. The partial spin-polarized density of states (in eV-1 f.u.-1 spin-1) of the DFT ground
state of (a) YTB4 and (b) LuTB4. T = Cr has AFF solution, and T = Mn has FFA solution. Positive (negative) DOS indicates
majority (minority) spin. The corresponding NM partial DOS for a Cr atom is displayed as gray curves for comparison. (c)
Spin-polarized electronic band structure for the magnetic ground-state YCrB4 (top) and YMnB4 (bottom).

to Mg2+ and Ca2+, Mn and Fe play the same role as Cr
and Mn, respectively, for the 3+ elements. Therefore, Mn
forms quantum spin dimers when combined with Mg2+

and Ca2+, and Fe forms FM spin dimers with Mg2+

and Ca2+. In turn, Cr plays the same role as V but is
not as silent as V. Cr forms extra quantum spin dimers
when combined with Mg2+ and Ca2+. Ce case is more
complicated due to the issue of 4f electron localization.
GGA+U may be required, which may change the cur-
rent results for Ce. We leave this to future study and
only report Ce’s magnetism by GGA here.

Next, we analyze the magnetic solutions for the repre-
sentative Y and Lu compounds in detail. Earlier calcu-
lations predicted these systems to be NM46,47. However,
we find the DFT ground states to be AFF for Cr and FFA
for Mn. In their respective DFT ground states, the mag-
netic moments on Cr and Mn atoms are close to 1 µB .
Besides the ground states, self-consistent magnetic solu-
tions were found in Cr and Mn compounds with AAF
ordering for Cr and FFF, FAF, FAA, AFA, and AAA
orderings for Mn. Among these, the AFA and AAA so-
lutions for Mn have small magnetic moments of about
0.3 µB and the total energies are very close to the NM
solution. It may indicate a weak magnetic moment de-

pendence for the energy surface near the NM state, which
could enhance magnetic fluctuations.

Focusing on the solutions with well-defined magnetism,
YMnB4 has stable magnetic solutions in all configura-
tions with FM intradimer alignment (FFF, FAF, FFA,
FAA), which all have similar energies (84–103 meV per
dimer below the NM solution) and local moments close
to 1 µB . This reflects the small scale of the interdimer
exchange coupling compared to the intradimer coupling.
AFM interlayer orderings, FFA and FAA, are more sta-
ble than FM interlayer orderings, FFF and FAF, by 2.5
and 5.2 meV per dimer, respectively. FM interladder
orderings, FFF and FFA, are more stable than AFM in-
terladder orderings, FAF and FAA, by 16 and 13 meV
per dimer, respectively. On the other hand, YCrB4 has
only two stable magnetic solutions, AFF and AAF, which
have AFM intradimer spin alignment and energies 63 and
40 meV per dimer below the NM solution, respectively.
Interestingly, Cr only has AFF and AAF solutions, indi-
cating stable spin ladders with in-plane moment disorder
with a significant energy separation of 23 meV per dimer.
This energy is like that for YMnB4 (16 and 13 meV per
dimer) but slightly larger. These observations for the Y
compounds also apply to the Lu compounds.
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TABLE II. Exchange parameters Jij (in mRy) in magnetic MTB4 (M = Y and Mg).

AFF-YCrB4 FFA-YMnB4 AAA-MgCrB4 AFF-MgMnB4 FFA-MgFeB4

Pair Nj Rij Jij Rij Jij Rij Jij Rij Jij Rij Jij

D 1 2.36 -2.2 2.44 2.00 2.35 -1.40 2.40 -1.36 2.42 0.94

Z 2 3.44 0.26 3.42 -0.09 3.25 -0.02 3.19 0.15 3.18 -0.15

DZ 2 4.17 -0.40 4.20 0.08 4.01 0.52 3.99 -0.17 4.00 -0.14

L1 1 4.83 -0.02 4.79 0 4.73 -0.03 4.70 0.004 4.67 0.02

L2 2 4.89 -0.03 4.81 -0.01 4.79 0.03 4.73 -0.03 4.69 -0.02

DL1 2 5.93 0 5.90 0.09 5.85 -0.06 5.83 0.02 5.79 0.09

DL2 2 5.93 -0.01 5.89 0.08 5.80 -0.06 5.76 -0.03 5.73 0.04

ZL1 2 5.93 -0.15 5.88 -0.03 5.74 -0.08 5.68 -0.11 5.65 0

ZL2 4 5.98 -0.11 5.90 -0.03 5.79 -0.06 5.71 -0.10 5.66 -0.01

J0 4.54 2.59 2.94 2.49 1.98

M 1.01 0.91 1.00 0.93 0.68

JD/J0 -0.48 0.77 -0.48 -0.55 0.47

|J
′

0/JD| 1.06 0.29 1.10 0.83 1.11

The three typical T -T distances for the NM and DFT
ground-state magnetic solutions are displayed in Figure
S1 of the Supporting Information. For the NM states,
D, L2, and Z show nonmonotonic trends with varying 3d
transition metals. For the magnetic states of the Cr and
Mn systems, Z is insensitive to magnetism, whereas D is
increased, and L2 is slightly decreased by magnetism. D
of both AFM Cr dimers and FM Mn dimers are longer
than their respective NM ones by ∼0.04 Å. This suggests
that the intradimer exchange coupling in both Cr and Mn
compounds is strengthened when the intradimer bond
length increases, which is somewhat unusual. Note that
the T -T distances for different stable magnetic solutions
agree with the DFT ground-state ones, and those for the
two marginally stable AFA and AAA solutions for Mn
are similar to those for the NM solution. Therefore, only
DFT ground states of the magnetic solutions are shown.

We now examine the electronic properties of the DFT
ground states. Figure 5 displays the spin-polarized DOS
for the ground-state AFF Cr and FFA Mn compounds.
The results for the Y and Lu compounds are very similar.
AFF-ordered YCrB4 is a magnetic semiconductor with a
small band gap of 0.05 eV. Compared to the NM partial
DOS of a Cr atom, which is shown in gray in Figure 5,
the peaks in the magnetic DOS are shifted by about 0.3
eV. FFA-YMnB4 is a “bad” magnetic metal with a low
total DOS of 0.13 eV-1 f.u.-1 spin-1 at the Fermi level.
While Mn atoms are aligned ferromagnetically in each
layer, different layers align antiferromagnetically along
the z-direction. The spin-polarized band structures for
the ground-state AFF-YCrB4 and FFA-YMnB4 are dis-
played alongside the DOS in Figure 5.

The DFT ground states are either semiconducting or
weakly metallic for MTB4 (M = Y and Lu). The semi-
conducting Cr compounds in the NM state46,47,55 remain
semiconducting in the magnetic state. In contrast, a
change from a good metal to a bad metal is seen in

Mn compounds when they switch from NM to magnetic.
Considering that conventional DFT functionals such as
LDA and GGA tend to underestimate the band gap, the
band gaps in Cr compounds are expected to be more
significant. Mn compounds can also be magnetic semi-
conductors.
Further, we calculate the exchange coupling parame-

ters in the DFT ground states of MTB4 using the lin-
ear response technique60 implemented within the tight-
binding linear muffin-tin orbital (TB-LMTO) method in
the Questaal code61. For YCrB4, we note that the mag-
netic moment on the Cr atoms is sensitive to computa-
tional details and is too small at 0.49 µB in LMTO com-
pared to the full-potential VASP calculation (0.99 µB).
We correct this discrepancy by scaling the exchange-
correlation field by a factor of 1.13, which increases the
magnetic moment to 1.01 µB . Similarly, for MgCrB4, the
exchange-correlation field is scaled by 1.19 to obtain the
local moment of 1.00 µB . For YMnB4, MgMnB4, and
MgFeB4, the local magnetic moment in the ground state
in LMTO is 0.91, 0.93, and 0.68 µB , respectively.
The calculated exchange parameters are listed in Ta-

ble 2. The parameters are defined as the effective Heisen-
berg model, E = −

∑
ij Jijm̂im̂j , where each atomic pair

is counted twice, and m̂i are unit vectors showing the
direction of magnetization for magnetic atom i. Posi-
tive (negative) exchange parameters correspond to FM
(AFM) coupling. Antiparallel pairs are highlighted in
bold. Nj : number of neighbors of a given type. Rij (in

Å): distance to the given neighbor. D: dimer pair. Z:
nearest neighbor along the c axis. DZ: the nearest neigh-
bor along the c axis of the D neighbor. L1, L2: two
inequivalent neighbor types between the nearest ladders.
A combination of symbols designates links of a path to
the other site. J0 =

∑
j Jijm̂im̂j is the total exchange

coupling between a given site and the rest of the crystal.
M (in µB) is the local moment in LMTO. J

′

0 is similar
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to J0 but excludes the contribution from the D neighbor.

The nearest-neighbor intradimer exchange coupling
(denoted as D) is dominant and quite strong in both
YCrB4 and YMnB4. This intradimer exchange coupling
is AFM in YCrB4 and FM in YMnB4, consistent with the
magnetic ground states determined above based on total
energy calculations. The signs of all significant exchange
parameters listed in Table 2 for YCrB4 agree with their
relative alignment in the ground state, indicating the ab-
sence of any magnetic frustration. In YMnB4, only the
weak DZ and L2 couplings are frustrated among those
listed in Table 2.

The last line in Table 2 lists the |J
′

0/JD| ratio, where
J

′

0 is the total exchange coupling of a given magnetic mo-
ment to the rest of the lattice, excluding its D neighbor.
This ratio is 1.06 in YCrB4 and only 0.29 in YMnB4.
Because the total coupling with other dimers is at most
comparable with intradimer coupling, the spins of the
dimer partners should be strongly correlated in the inter-
esting temperature range where a magnetic phase tran-
sition is possible. For YMnB4 with FM intradimer cou-
pling and much weaker coupling to the rest of the lattice,
it is reasonable to assume that each dimer is maximally
correlated, i.e., consider it a composite entity with effec-
tive spin 1. Because the frustrated DZ and L2 couplings
only amount to 15% of J

′

0, the effect of this frustration
on magnetic thermodynamics should be negligible. Ex-
amination of the exchange parameters in YMnB4 also
shows that the coupling has a three-dimensional char-
acter; neither the interlayer nor interladder coupling is
anomalously small.

Because the exchange coupling between dimers in
YMnB4 is three-dimensional without significant frustra-
tion, it is expected to order antiferromagnetically at a
temperature that may be estimated using the mean-field
approximation. The total coupling of a dimer to the rest
of the crystal is 2J

′

0. Treating the spins classically, we

obtain TN ∼ (2/3)2J
′

0/kB ≈ 120 K.

Now consider YCrB4, where strong AFM intradimer
coupling favors the formation of a singlet spin-gap state
with no magnetic order62,63. The singlet spin-gap state
competes with the antiferromagnetically ordered state fa-
vored by exchange coupling between the dimers. Pro-
ceeding similarly to Ref.63, we consider a Heisenberg
lattice spin-1/2 Hamiltonian where interaction between
dimers will be treated on the mean-field level, while the
4 × 4 Hamiltonian of a given dimer will be diagonalized
exactly. In this dimer Hamiltonian, interactions with
other dimers are represented by effective fields obtained
by replacing the spin operators for other dimers by their
expectation values. The solution of this quantum mean-
field model predicts a QCP between the singlet spin-gap

and the magnetically ordered state at |J
′

0/JD| = 1. With

|J
′

0/JD| = 1.06, YCrB4 is thus expected to be close to
the QCP.

Experimental measurements show that YCrB4 has a
very small magnetic susceptibility, which was attributed

to a small concentration of magnetic impurities46. In
dimerized spin-gap systems, the magnetic susceptibility
is suppressed at temperatures that are small compared
to the singlet-triplet energy gap64–66. In the mean-field
approximation for the interaction between quantum spin-
1/2 dimers, the susceptibility is64–66

χ = kBC

kBT( 3
4+

1
4 exp (2β|JD|))+2J

′
F

, (1)

where it is assumed that JD < 0, C is the Curie-Weiss

constant, and J
′

F =
∑′

j Jij with JD excluded.
Using JD = −2.2 mRy from Table 2, we can esti-

mate the singlet-triplet splitting for the isolated dimer
Hamiltonian HD = −2JDσ̂1σ̂2 as 2 |JD| = 4.4 mRy. (We
assume the DFT calculations correspond to mean-field
energies ED = −2JDm̂1m̂2.) This corresponds to a tem-
perature of order 700 K, below which the magnetic sus-
ceptibility should be suppressed due to the formation of
a spin gap.
Exchange parameters for Mg compounds are also listed

in Table 2. Mg has a different valence shell electron count
from Y. Two quantum spin-dimer magnets, MgCrB4

and MgMnB4, have relatively weaker JD, -1.40 and -
1.36 mRy, respectively, compared to that of YCrB4.
Thus, the spin gaps are expected to cause a suppres-
sion for the magnetic susceptibility below a temperature
of around 450 K. Nevertheless, due to a relatively weaker

J
′

0, MgCrB4 and MgMnB4 produce similar |J
′

0/JD| ra-
tios to that of YCrB4, 1.10 and 0.83, respectively, and
thus are also expected to be close to the QCP.

As for the conventional antiferromagnet, MgFeB4, the
frustrated L2 coupling only contributes to 2% of J

′

0.
Hence, the effect of frustration is weaker than the one

for YMnB4. On the other hand, the |J
′

0/JD| ratio of
MgFeB4 is significantly larger than that of YMnB4 due to
MgFeB4’s much weaker intradimer coupling and stronger
coupling of a dimer to the rest of the crystal. We further
estimate TN ∼ 220 K, again, as in the case of YMnB4,
considering the dimer to be rigidly coupled.

By alloying the dimerized quantum magnets with dif-
ferent T elements on the T sublattice or with different
M elements on the M sublattice, it may be possible to
tune the exchange coupling across the QCP, providing a
rare platform and abundant candidates for studying the
spin-gap QCP.

Experimental Synthesis. The synthesis and basic
properties of YCrB4 and YMnB4 borides have already
been reported. In turn, for YFeB4 and YCoB4, the for-
mation of the phases was mentioned, but neither the
procedure to produce single-phase samples nor proper-
ties were reported45,46,49–51. Our experimental interest
in Fe- and Co-containing compounds was two-fold: (i)
to achieve future targeted properties modifications by
fine-tuning of the Fermi level position via aliovalent sub-
stitution, the synthesis of corresponding parent ternary
phases need to be developed; (ii) such boron-rich layered
structures with boron networks analogous to MgB2 call
for experimental verification of the presence or absence
of superconductivity in those compounds. We focused
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FIG. 6. Experimental powder X-ray diffraction (PXRD) patterns (colored) of the arc-melted ingots with varying loaded
composition of 1Y+xFe+4B, where x = 1.0, 1.25, 1.5, 1.75, and 2.0. The values of x are indicated on the top left corner of
the PXRD pattern. The calculated patterns of YFeB4 (based on the single crystal structural model) and YB4 are shown in
black on the bottom and top, respectively. The phase composition for each sample, as determined by PXRD, is provided in the
boxes to the right. The major phase(s) of each sample are indicated in bold. The most intense peaks of Y2O3 (blue triangles),
YFe2B2 (yellow stars), and YB2 (red circles) are also indicated.

on the synthesis of YFeB4 and YCoB4. While the forma-
tion of YCoB4 was observed in the experimental samples
as one of the major phases, we were not able to reduce
the amounts of admixtures to a minimum level, and the
properties of YCoB4 were not investigated.

Arc-melting of the stoichiometric YFeB4 samples re-
sulted in ingots containing a mixture of two major phases,
YFeB4 and YB4, along with minor impurities of Y2O3

and YFe2B2. Single crystals of YFeB4 were obtained,
and the crystal structure was refined using single crystal
X-ray diffraction (SCXRD). Synthetic efforts were un-
dertaken to characterize YFeB4 properties, aiming at a
single-phase sample of YFeB4. To suppress the forma-
tion of the YB4 phase, an excess of Fe was loaded into
the starting composition (see Figure 6). As expected, the
excess of Fe reduced the formation of YB4 but resulted in
an incomplete elimination of the admixture. Moreover,
samples with > 25% of Fe excess exhibited an increase
in the formation of YFe2B2 impurity.

Further treatment was applied to reduce the impurity
phases. Heat treatment of the arc-melted ingots for 120
hours at 1050◦C was used to improve the homogeneity

of the sample. This allowed for YB4 and Fe-containing
admixture phases to react further and yield YFeB4 (see
Figure 7). Finally, an acid wash in 3M HCl was used to
remove some of the remaining impurities, as the target
YFeB4 phase is stable under these acid washing condi-
tions.

Thus, the optimized synthesis of YFeB4 required the
arc-melting of samples containing an Fe excess, 25-50
at.%. After arc-melting, the samples were isothermally
annealed at 1050◦C for 120 hours, followed by HCl
acid washing the finely ground polycrystalline samples
overnight (see Figure 7). This optimized synthesis yields
YFeB4 samples with minimal impurities, suitable for ba-
sic properties characterization. Characterization of basic
properties for YFeB4 is presented in Text S1 of the Sup-
porting Information.

Single Crystal Diffraction. The crystal structure of
YCrB4 was recently redetermined with the single crystal
diffraction method67. In general, in the structures
of borides, mixed occupancy and vacancies in metal
sites may occur, which can, in turn, affect the position
of the Fermi level and result in properties that are
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FIG. 7. PXRD patterns of the sample with a loaded composition of Y+1.5Fe+4B. The sample was arc-melted (red pattern),
then annealed isothermally at 1050 ◦C for 5 days (blue pattern), followed by being ground into a fine powder and acid washed
using 3M HCl (green pattern). Theoretical powder patterns of YB4 and YFeB4 (both black) are shown on top and bottom,
respectively. The most intense peaks of Y2O3 (blue triangles) and YFe2B2 (yellow stars) are indicated. The boxes on the right
reveal the phase composition of the samples. Bold text indicates a major phase.

different from the expected properties for stoichiometric
compounds. We determined the crystal structure of
YFeB4. The refinement of the single crystal diffraction
data reveals 100% occupancy of Fe and Y sites with no
Y/Fe mixing or vacancies. In the structure of YFeB4

determined at 100 K, the B-B distances vary in the
1.689(9)-1.825(7) Å range. This is comparable to the
range of B-B distances in YCrB4 determined at 294 K:
1.72-1.83 Å range. Replacing Cr with Fe resulted in a
significant increase in the metal-metal distance in the
dimer from 2.374 Å for Cr-Cr to 2.539(1) Å for Fe-Fe.
The latter distance agrees with the computationally
predicted Fe-Fe distance (2.546 Å, ∆=0.28%) for the
optimized structure. Further details of the crystal
structure are provided in Table 3 and in the Supporting
Information as a crystallographic information file (CIF).

CONCLUSIONS

In summary, using first-principles calculations, we
identified 21 structurally stable and 25 metastable
ternary metal borides of MTB4-type (M = Sc, Y,
La, Ce, Lu, Mg, Ca, Al; T = V, Cr, Mn, Fe, Co,
Ni). Among them, we uncovered 20 magnetic systems,
the rest being non-magnetic. Electronic and magnetic

calculations for this family of materials reveal similarities
in their electronic and magnetic structures for those
compounds with the same valence shell electron count.
Magnetism in these compounds is dominated by strong
antiferromagnetic Cr (both Cr and Mn for M = Mg
and Ca) or ferromagnetic Mn (Fe for M = Mg and Ca)
interactions within the structural dimers with much
weaker interactions between the dimers. The magnetic
ground states in DFT are semiconducting or weakly
metallic for these systems. Mn compounds are predicted
to be conventional Néel antiferromagnets with layered
(A-type) ordering and TN below room temperature. In
contrast, Cr compounds are proposed to be close to
a quantum critical point between a singlet spin-dimer
phase, with a spin gap above room temperature, and
the conventional Néel antiferromagnetic phase. In total,
we unveiled 9 dimerized quantum spin-gap systems and
11 conventional antiferromagnets. 4 of the dimerized
quantum magnets are stable (ScCrB4, YCrB4, LuCrB4,
and MgMnB4) and 5 are metastable (MgCrB4, CaCrB4,
AlCrB4, LaCrB4, and CaMnB4). They provide a unique
possibility for investigating Bose-Einstein condensation
of magnetic excitations in crystalline systems2. The
prediction of this new family of dimerized quantum
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TABLE III. Data collection and structure refinement param-
eters for YFeB4. The deposition number 2325813 contains
supplementary crystallographic data. These data are pro-
vided free of charge by the joint Cambridge Crystallographic
Data Centre and FIZ Karlsruhe Access Structures service
(https://www.ccdc.cam.ac.uk/structures).

Compound YFeB4

CSD-numbers 2325813

temperature (K) 100

radiation (Å) Mo-Kα, 0.71037

crystal system Orthorhombic

space group Pbam (no. 55)

a [Å] 5.9049(3)

b [Å] 11.4160(6)

c [Å] 3.4094(2)

Volume [Å3] 229.83(2)

Z 4

data/parameters 533/37

density (g/cm3) 5.43

u (mm−1) 31.01

Rint 0.043

GOF 1.38

R1 [I > 2σ(I )] 0.028

wR2 [I > 2σ(I )] 0.078

R1 0.030

wR2 0.080

diff. peaks [e Å−3] 1.34/–1.31

magnets greatly expands the materials inventory that
allows such an investigation2. Experimental methods
to produce single-phase YFeB4 suitable for character-
ization and YFeB4’s measured crystal structure are
reported. All the stable and metastable MTB4 systems
identified in this study, whether quantum-magnetic,
conventionally-magnetic, or non-magnetic, provide a
platform with numerous possibilities for future doping
on the M site or the T site. Tuning the magnetic
exchange coupling by doping may facilitate the study
of this rare type of quantum phase transition across the
spin-gap quantum critical point. This work offers new
opportunities for studying the quantum magnetism of
spin dimers in borides. The step-by-step methodology
used in this work also demonstrates a theoretical work-
flow for future searches for dimerized quantum magnets
in other families or types of materials.

METHODS
Density-Functional Theory Calculations. We

conducted DFT calculations using the projector aug-
mented wave (PAW) method68 as implemented in the
VASP package69. The exchange-correlation energy was
treated by the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE)70 gen-
eralized gradient approximation (GGA). A plane-wave-
basis set was used with a kinetic energy cutoff of 520

eV. The convergence thresholds were 10-5 eV for elec-
tronic self-consistency and 0.01 eV Å-1 for ionic relax-
ation. The tetrahedron method with Blöchl corrections
was used for the Brillouin zone integration. In the struc-
tural optimization, the Brillouin zone was sampled by
the Monkhorst-Pack scheme with a k-point grid of 2π
× 0.033 Å-1. In the static calculations, energy, magnetic
moments, and electronic density of states were computed
with a denser k-point grid of 2π × 0.022 Å-1.

Real-Space Paramagnetic Pauli Spin Suscepti-
bility Matrix Calculations. Electronic instabilities
suggest that analysis of the possibility of local magnetic
moments and magnetic order stabilization is required.
Take Y compounds, for example. As discussed in the
main text, Fe, Co, and Ni compounds are good metals,
but according to the Stoner criterion, their N(Ef) is insuf-
ficient to generate FM instability. In contrast, in YMnB4,
the Fermi level is located at a peak with N(Ef) > 1 eV-1

f.u.-1 spin-1. Thus, ferromagnetism in Mn compounds
is plausible, while the insulating state of Cr compounds
suggests antiferromagnetism as the most likely option.
Accordingly, we calculated the real-space paramagnetic
Pauli spin susceptibility matrix (see details in Ref.71)
for transition metal atoms and their neighbors. As ex-
pected, the important elements of χij involve transition-
metal atoms and their dimer partners. The on-site term
χ00 dominates, and the intradimer matrix element χij is
about 10% of the former in magnitude. The Anderson lo-
cal moment criterion (S00 = Iχ00 > 1) is barely satisfied
in Mn (S00 = 1.08), marginal in Cr (S00 = 0.98), and not
satisfied in all other systems. However, the generalization
of the Anderson local moment criterion is satisfied for a
FM dimer in YMnB4 with I(χ00 + χ01) = 1.2 and for
an AFM dimer in YCrB4 with I(χ00 − χ01) = 1.1. For
all other systems, local moments on a single dimer are
unstable. Thus, while the local magnetic instability on
Cr and Mn atoms is likely, the resulting atomic moment
can be classified as weakly local. This can be compared
to strong local moment systems such as bcc iron, where
S00 = 1.671. The values obtained above are somewhat
similar to the situation in hcp cobalt71. However, calcu-
lations of susceptibility in cases of weak local moments
may not be reliable, and only more precise full-potential
self-consistent calculations of the magnetic ground state
as seen in the main text can provide a justified answer.

Synthesis. High-purity Y fingers (99.9999 %) were
acquired from the Materials Preparation Center at Ames
National Laboratory. Other chemicals were received from
Alfa Aesar: Fe powder (99.9%), Co powder (99.5%), and
amorphous B powder (98%). Y fingers were cut into
small pieces and weighed out to approximately 230 mg.
Based on Y weight and desired molar ratio, i.e., 1:1:4
or 1:1.5:4, Fe and amorphous B amounts were recalcu-
lated and weighed out. The mixture of Fe and B was
then cold pressed into a pellet. The total sample weight
(Y+Fe+B) was approximately 500 mg. Yttrium pieces
and the (Fe+4B) pellet were placed onto a water-cooled
copper hearth in a tungsten anode arc melter. The cham-

https://www.ccdc.cam.ac.uk/structures
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ber was evacuated for 20 minutes and filled with Ar gas.
Additionally, a Zr getter was placed in the chamber and
arced to remove any traces of oxygen. The YFeB4 sample
was arc-melted, and then the ingot was flipped and re-
melted. This process was repeated four times. A similar
procedure was applied for Co-containing samples.

Annealing. After arc melting, selected samples were
loaded into a carbonized silica ampoule, which was evac-
uated and flamed sealed. The ampoules were placed into
a muffle furnace and heated to 1050◦C with a heating
rate of 175◦C per hour. Once at 1050◦C, the samples
were isothermally annealed for 120 h. The furnace was
turned off and allowed to cool. After annealing, the ingot
sample was ground into a fine powder using a tungsten
carbide mortar in air.

Selected annealed samples were acid-washed to reduce
impurities. Our studies indicated that the target YFeB4

phase is acid-stable. The samples were washed in 3M
hydrochloric acid overnight to remove YB4 and any Fe
impurities. After that, the sample was filtered, washed
with distilled water, and dried on air.

Powder X-ray Diffraction (PXRD). The sam-
ples were characterized using powder X-ray diffraction
(PXRD) on a Rigaku MiniFlex 600 powder diffractome-
ter with Cu-K a radiation (λ = 1.54059 Å) and a Ni-K b

filter. Fluorescence reduction was used to minimize back-
ground fluorescence from Fe.

Single Crystal X-ray Diffraction (SCXRD). Sin-
gle crystals of YFeB4 were picked out from a crushed
ingot with a loaded composition of Y+Fe+4B. No fur-
ther treatment was done to the ingot after arc melting.
Single crystal diffraction experiment was conducted us-
ing a Bruker D8 Venture diffractometer with a PHOTON
detector and Mo-K a radiation. The crystal was cooled
to 100 K with a stream of nitrogen gas. Structure de-
termination and the final refinement of the dataset were
carried out using the SHELX suite of programs. Refining
of the occupancies of Fe and Y indicated no deviations
from 100% within one standard uncertainty.

Scanning Electron Microscopy and Energy Dis-
persion X-ray Spectroscopy (SEM EDS). Elemen-
tal analysis was carried out using an FEI Quanta 250 field
emission SEM with an EDS detector (Oxford X–Max 80,
ThermoFischer Scientific, Inc.). The resulting data were
analyzed using the Aztec software. Powdered samples
were mounted in epoxy, polished to a level surface, and
coated with a conductive layer of carbon. An acceler-
ating voltage of 15 kV was used. Compositions were
normalized with respect to 1 Y atom to provide infor-
mation about the Y:Fe ratio. The quantification of light
elements, such as B, is not accurate using this technique,
but the presence of B was evident from EDS spectra and
elemental mapping (see Figure S4 of the Supporting In-
formation).

Magnetic Measurements. Magnetic properties
were measured by an MPMS-XL SQUID magnetometer
(Quantum Design) on two polycrystalline YFeB4 sam-
ples. The temperature dependence of the magnetic sus-

ceptibility was measured from 2 K to 300 K at applied
magnetic fields of 0.1 T and 2T. The isothermal magne-
tization field dependence was measured from –7 T to 7 T
at 2 K and 300 K.
Resistivity Measurements. A physical property

measurement system (PPMS, Quantum Design) was used
to characterize the electrical resistivity of the arc-melted
ingot of YFeB4 (see Figure S5 of the Supporting Infor-
mation). The ingot was sanded down until a smooth flat
surface remained. 50 mm platinum wire was attached
to the smooth surface using conductive silver paste. A
four-probe method was used for the measurements.
Heat Capacity Measurements. Heat capacity was

measured from 3.5-300 K using the heat capacity option
of the Quantum Design Physical Property Measurement
System. The small part of the ingot (13.4 mg) was
mounted to the sample platform with Apiezon “N”
grease. An addenda measurement containing the heat
capacity of the grease was subtracted from the total
heat capacity.
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C.; Kageyama, H.; Ueda, Y.; Miyahara, S.; Becca, F.;
Mila, F. Magnetic superstructure in the two-dimensional
quantum antiferromagnet SrCu2(BO3)2. Science 2002,
298, 395–399. https://doi.org/10.1126/SCIENCE.
1075045.
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