arXiv:1309.4232v1 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 17 Sep 2013

Tuning the Curie temperature of FeCo compounds by tetragonal distortion

A. Jakobsson,^{1, 2} E. Şaşıoğlu,^{1, a)} Ph. Mavropoulos,^1 M. Ležaić,^1 B. Sanyal,^2 G. Bihlmayer,^1 and S. Blügel^1 1)Peter Grünberg Institut and Institute for Advanced Simulation, Forschungszentrum Jülich and JARA, 52425 Jülich, Germany 2)Department of Physics and Astronomy, Uppsala University, Box 516, 75120 Uppsala, Sweden

Combining density-functional theory calculations with a classical Monte Carlo method, we show that for B2-type FeCo compounds tetragonal distortion gives rise to a strong reduction of the Curie temperature T_C. The T_C monotonically decreases from 1575 K (for c/a = 1) to 940 K (for c/a = √ 2). We find that the nearest neighbor Fe-Co exchange interaction is sufficient to explain the c/a behavior of the T_C. Combination of high magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy with a moderate T_C value suggests tetragonal FeCo grown on the Rh substrate with c/a = 1.24 to be a promising material for heat-assisted magnetic recording applications.

PACS numbers: 75.47.Np, 75.30.Kz, 75.50.Bb, 75.10.Jm

The recording density in a commercial hard disk drive (HDD), i.e., the amount of information that can be stored per square inch, has increased by more than 7 orders of magnitude since its first introduction in 1956.^1 Such an increase has been achieved by a simple scaling of the dimensions of the bits recorded in storage medium. However, the recording density has an upper limit due to the superparamagnetic effect and limited write field of the writing head. This limit is around 1 Tbit per square inch for current perpendicular magnetic recording.^{2–5} In order to further increase the recording density in future recording media new materials with the following properties are sought: (i) they should have large uniaxial magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy (MAE) K_u, (ii) large saturation magnetization, (iii) fast magnetic response to external applied fields, and (iv) moderate Curie temperatures above the room temperature.

Retaining the magnetization of the medium over a long period of time despite thermal fluctuations is one of the major problems in designing magnetic storage media. If the ratio of the magnetic energy per grain K_uV , where V is the grain volume, to the thermal energy k_BT becomes sufficiently small, the thermal fluctuations can reverse the magnetization in a region of the medium destroying the information stored there.^{3,6} To further increase the recording density high-K_u materials with large saturation magnetization M_s are needed. The large M_s is beneficial to reduce the write field. In addition to large K_u and M_s values, another important issue in magnetic recording applications is the magnetic switching time, which imposes physical limits on areal recording densities and data rates.^5 In current devices the switching speeds have reached a point where dynamical effects are becoming important.^{7–13} Collective magnon excitations play an important role in fast precessional magnetic switching processes because they serve as a heat bath for dissipation of the Zeeman energy and thus contribute to the relaxation of magnetization and switching time.

a)Electronic mail: e.sasioglu@fz-juelich.de

On the other hand, the large-K_u materials require very high magnetic fields for writing the information to the recording media. As the bit size gets smaller and smaller, at some point the magnetic field required for switching the magnetization direction exceeds the maximal available magnetic writing fields and thus data can no longer be written to the disk. To solve this problem the heatassisted magnetic recording (HAMR) was proposed as a promising approach, which enables large increases in the storage density of HDD.^{5,14,15} In HAMR a laser is used to momentarily and locally heat the recording area of the medium to reduce its coercivity. It has been suggested that magnetic recording close to or above the Curie temperature is required to achieve the highest areal density advantage of HAMR, making the T_C an important parameter for applications and choice of materials.^{46,47} With increasing temperature the K_u of the medium decreases and above T_C K_u vanishes, making it possible to write the information with available head fields. Thus, the T_C is an important parameter in the design of HAMR media.

Materials that combine most of necessary conditions for HAMR applications are B2-type tetragonal FeCo compounds. The large values of K_u, reaching 600 μeV, and M_s in these compounds were first predicted by first-principles calculations^{16} and then confirmed by experiments.^{17–20} Experimentally, FeCo compounds have been grown on the Pd, Ir, and Rh substrates in B2- type structure, in which the in-plane lattice constant a is enforced by the substrate and the out-of-plane lattice constant c changes so as to keep the volume constant. In particular, Yildiz et al.^{19,20} found in agreement with theoretical predictions that the perpendicular magnetic anisotropy is very sensitive to the tetragonal distortion and increases with increasing c/a ratio, which allows to tune the perpendicular anisotropy value by growing the alloys on different substrates. Yildiz et al.^{19,20} have also shown that the structure remains stable for film thicknesses of up to 15 monolayers. Note also that microscopic atomic order in B2-type FeCo compounds is crucial to achieve high K_u values.^{34,42}

At low temperatures the ordered cubic FeCo takes the

CsCl (B2) structure, at around 1000 K it undergoes an order-disorder transition and at around 1230 K a bcc-fcc transformation accompanied by a magnetic-nonmagnetic transition.^{21–23} In a recent paper Şaşıoğlu et al.^{25} have studied the effect of the tetragonal distortion on magnon spectra of the B2-type FeCo compounds by employing the many-body perturbation theory. The authors have shown that tetragonal distortion gives rise to a significant magnon softening, which indicates a strong reduction of the Curie temperature. Ab-initio calculations by Ležaić et al.^{24} on cubic ordered and disordered FeCo alloys have shown that the calculated T_C agrees well with experiment.

The aim of this Letter is to study the effect of the tetragonal distortion on the Curie temperature of the B2- type FeCo compounds from first principles. It is shown that tetragonal distortion gives rise to a strong reduction of T_C, that decreases from 1575 K (for c/a = 1) to 940 K (for c/a = √ 2). Combination of moderate T_C values together with large K_u suggests B2-type tetragonal FeCo grown on the Rh substrate with c/a = 1.24 to be a promising material for HAMR applications.

We calculate the Curie temperature using an established approach: the adiabatic approximation for the calculation of magnon spectra.^{26–28} Ab initio total-energy results, calculated within the frozen-magnon approximation, are mapped to the classical Heisenberg model, H = − 1 2 ∑ i,j(i≠j) J_{ij} e_i · e_j , (1)

where J_{ij} are the exchange constants between the magnetic moments at sites i and j and e_i is a unit vector along the moment of atom i. Accounting for the interactions up to the 12th nearest neighbor, T_C is calculated within this model by a Monte Carlo method by locating the crossing point of the fourth-order cumulants^{29} for 5488 and 8192-atom supercells in the bulk limit and neglecting the anisotropy, which is a good approximation for a film thickness of 15 monolayers.^{32,33}

The ab initio results are calculated within the generalized gradient approximation^{31} to density-functional theory. We employ the full-potential linearized augmented plane-wave (FLAPW) method as implemented in the

FLEUR code.^{30} The muffin-tin radii of Fe and Co are cho-

sen to be 1.21 Å. A dense 16 × 16 × 16 k-point grid is used. Keeping the volume of the B2-type unit cell constant (V = 23.766 Å^3) we vary the c/a ratio from 1 to √ 2. Note that if both atoms in the unit cell were identical we would get a bcc lattice for c/a = 1 and fcc for c/a = √ 2. As FeCo with c/a = 1 crystallizes in ordered B2 structure^{21,22} we assume the same type of structure with additional tetragonal distortion in our calculations. The mechanism behind the giant uniaxial MAE observed in tetragonal FeCo compounds has been discussed in detail in Ref. 16 and will not be analyzed here. Indeed, our calculated values of uniaxial MAE (results not shown) are very similar to those reported by Burkert et al.^{16}

We begin the discussion of our results by presenting the exchange interactions. Figures 1(a) and (b) show the calculated sizeable intra-sublattice Co-Co and Fe-Fe exchange parameters, respectively, as a function of tetragonal distortion, i.e., from c/a = 1 to c/a = √ 2 (more distant coupling parameters are included in the T_C calculation but not shown here). Figure 1(c) shows the c/a dependence of the nearest neighbor inter-sublattice Fe- Co exchange parameters as well as the calculated Curie temperature of the compounds. Due to the strong ferromagnetic nature of FeCo compounds (very low majorityspin DOS, see Fig. 2) the absolute value of the exchange parameters decays quickly with increasing interatomic distance^{35} and the main contribution to T_C comes from the interaction between atoms lying in a distance of a few first neighboring shells. The importance of each interaction (J_1, J_2, etc.) should be judged taking into account the number of neighbours in the corresponding coordination sphere, given in parentheses in Fig. 1. At c/a = 1 each Fe (Co) atom has 8 nearest neighbor Co (Fe) atoms and 6 next nearest neighbor Fe (Co) atoms, etc. With tetragonal distortion the distances between Fe or Co atoms in the atomic plane become different compared to the adjacent planes in the direction of the c/a distortion and as a consequence the intra-sublattice Fe-Fe and Co-Co exchange parameters split into two components, which are denoted as J_1, J_3, J_5 and J_2, J_4 for in-plane and neighboring-plane parameters, respectively. As seen from Fig. 1 the nearest (J_1) and next-nearest neighbor (J_2) Fe-Fe (Co-Co) parameters stand out and are much affected by the distortion showing in part variations between ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic values. A similar behavior is observed in the case of Ni_2MnGa and hcp Gd under distortion.^{36}

The most decisive role for T_C is played by the nearest neighbor Fe-Co exchange as can be seen from Fig. 1(c): firstly, their value is significantly larger than the value of the Co-Co or Fe-Fe parameters shown in Fig. 1(a,b) [note the different scale in Fig. 1(c) compared to Fig. 1(a,b)]; secondly, we witness that they closely follow the monotonical reduction of T_C with increasing distortion, except for a flattening-out of T_C close to c/a = √ 2 which is not followed by the Fe-Co interaction and which we comment on later. The c/a behavior of the exchange interactions and resulting reduction of T_C can be attributed to the complex exchange coupling mechanisms and will be briefly discussed below.

Many-body model Hamiltonian approaches relevant to the problem provide useful insight into the qualitative interpretation of the density-functional results although a quantitative analysis of exchange parameters J in terms of different contributions is frequently not possible. It is meaningful to separate the interaction in two terms, J = J_{direct} + J_{indirect}. J_{direct} stems from the overlap of 3d wavefunctions of neighboring atoms and practically vanishes for distances larger than second-nearest neighbors. For FeCo it is ferromagnetic because of the doubleexchange mechanism^{37}, i.e., energy gain by broadening

FIG. 1. (Color online) (a) First four nearest neighbor intra-sublattice Co-Co exchange parameters as a function of tetragonal distortion in B2-type FeCo. (b) the same for Fe sublattice for the first five shells. (c) Nearest neighbor inter-sublattice Fe-Co exchange parameters and estimated Curie temperature of the FeCo compounds as a function of tetragonal distortion. In each panel for each exchange parameter the number of atoms in the corresponding coordination sphere is given. Positive exchange parameters correspond to ferromagnetic coupling, negative to antiferromagnetic.

of the half-filled minority d states due to hybridization if the moments are parallel-aligned. J_{indirect} is mediated by the Fermi sea, concerns interatomic distances from second-nearest neighbors and beyond, and is analyzed here in terms of the Anderson s-d mixing model because of the localized nature of magnetic moments in these systems.

We proceed with a qualitative analysis of the calculated exchange parameters. The monotonous reduction of the nearest neighbor Fe-Co exchange interaction [see Fig. 1(c)] with tetragonal distortion can be attributed to decrease of the direct coupling J_{direct} caused by three factors. (i) The energetic distance of the minority d bands to the Fermi level decreases with increasing c/a, from 1 eV to 0.3 eV, as seen in Fig. 2, leading to a strengthening of the antiferromagnetic kinetic-exchange^{37} contribution to J_{direct}. The latter mechanism is related to a repulsion of the occupied majority-spin with unoccupied minority-spin levels of neighboring atoms that stems from hybridization if the moments are antiparallel-aligned and results in energy gain as the occupied levels move lower in energy. (ii) The inter-atomic Fe-Co distance increases from 2.49Å to 2.56Å as c/a increases from 1 to √ 2 resulting in a weakening of the overlap of neighboring 3d wave functions. (iii) The magnetic moment amplitudes, that are included in the values of J_{ij} in Eq. (1), decrease from 2.86 μ_B to 2.65 μ_B for Fe and from 1.82 μ_B to 1.65 μ_B for Co.

Concerning the indirect coupling, within the Anderson s-d mixing model J_{indirect} can be separated into two contributions (see, e.g., Ref. 40): J_{indirect} = J_{RKKY} + J_S. Here the first term is an oscillating Ruderman-Kittel- Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY)-like, which stems from a spin polarization of the conduction electron sea by the local moments. The second “superexchange” term, J_S, is antiferromagnetic, decays exponentially with spatial distance, and stems from virtual excitations in which electrons from local d states of Fe and Co are promoted above the Fermi sea. J_S depends mostly on the distance of the unoccupied Fe (Co) 3d peaks from the Fermi energy. The closer the peaks to the Fermi level, the stronger becomes

FIG. 2. (Color online) Total and atom-resolved density of states of B2-type FeCo compounds for four different c/a ratios. In each panel we include atom-resolved magnetic moments. The positive (negative) DOS axis corresponds to the majority-spin (minority-spin) channel.

J_S.

The intra-sublattice, i.e. Fe-Fe and Co-Co, exchange interactions depend strongly on J_{indirect}, showing in part stronger variations with tetragonal distortion compared to the Fe-Co interaction. However, as the nearest neighbor Fe-Fe and Co-Co pairs are relatively close (the inplane distance decreases from 2.87Å at c/a = 1 to 2.56Å at c/a = √ 2), the variation of J_1 also has a directexchange contribution. In both sublattices we observe that J_1 is sizeable and changes sign in the c/a interval. In a large section of the interval the various intra-sublattice interactions partly compensate each other due to sizeable antiferromagnetic J_1 and J_5 (for Co-Co) terms. Only close to the end of the interval at c/a = √ 2 do the Co- Co and Fe-Fe interactions contribute towards a stronger ferromagnetic coupling, which results in a flattening-off of the curve of T_C close to c/a = √ 2 that is not witnessed in the Fe-Co coupling [see Fig. 1(c)].

Having established the possibility of tuning T_C via the c/a ratio, we should note that an additonal parameter that may be used for the tuning is the film thickness. It is known that two-dimensional Heisenberg magnets without anisotropy have T_C = 0^{43}. However, in the presence of uniaxial MAE, T_C > 0 and it grows with increasing film thickness, coming close to the bulk value already at 15-20 atomic layers^{33,44,45} (depending of course on the magnitude of K_u). Since in HAMR applications one could conceivably wish a lower T_C than the bulk limit shown here, this can be achieved by reducing the film thickness. Of course the functionality will be also determined by the thickness dependence of K_u which we do not study here, however, for thin films K_u is expected to be appreciable because of the reduced symmetry even if it differs from the value of 600 μeV that was found for c/a = 1.24. In conclusion, combining density-functional theory calculations with a classical Monte Carlo method, we show that for B2-type FeCo compounds a tetragonal distortion with 1 < c/a < √ 2 gives rise to a strong reduction of the Curie temperature T_C. In this interval the T_C decreases monotonically from 1575 K to 940 K. We find that due to the strong ferromagnetic character of FeCo compounds the exchange interactions are strongly damped for large interatomic distance and thus the nearest neighbor Fe-Co exchange interaction is sufficient to explain the c/a dependence of the T_C. Combination of high magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy with a moderate T_C value suggests tetragonal FeCo grown on the Rh substrate with c/a = 1.24 to be a promising material for HAMR applications.

This work was partly supported by the Young Investigators Group Programme of the Helmholtz Association, Germany, contract VH-NG-409. We gratefully acknowledge the support of Jülich Supercomputing Centre.

1D. A. Thompson and J. S. Best, IBM J. Res. Dev. 44, 311 (2000). 2R. Fontana, N. Robertson, S. Hetzler, IEEE Trans. Magn. 44, 3617 (2008).

3S. N. Piramanayagam, J. Appl. Phys. 102, 011301 (2007). 4N. Amos, J. Butler, B. Lee, M. H. Shachar, B. Hu, Y. Tian, J. Hong, D. Garcia, R. M. Ikkawi, R. C. Haddon, D. Litvinov, S. Khizroev, PLoS One 7, e40134 (2012).

5M. Plumer, J. van Ek, and D. Weller (Eds.) The physics of Ultrahigh-Density Magnetic Recording, Springer, Berlin, 2001. 6D. Weller and A. Moser, IEEE Trans. Magn. 35, 4423 (1999). 7P. B. Visscher, O. Traistaru, D. M. Apalkov, and X. Feng, J. Appl. Phys. 91, 7544 (2002).

8V. L. Safonov, J. Appl. Phys. 95, 7145 (2004).

9J. Fidler, T. Schrefl, W. Scholz, D. Suess, V.D. Tsiantos, R. Dittrich, M. Kirschner, Physica B 343, 200 (2004).

10D. A. Garanin and H. Kachkachi, Phys. Rev. B 80, 014420 (2009).

11. T. J. Silva, P. Kabos, and M. R. Pufall, Appl. Phys. Lett. 81, 2205 (2002).

12K. Lenz, H. Wende, W. Kuch, K. Baberschke, K. Nagy and A.

Jánossy, Phys. Rev. B 73, 144424 (2006).

13K. Baberschke, physica status solidi (b) 245, 174 (2008). 14M. H. Kryder, T. W. McDaniel, W. A. Challener, R. E.

Rottmayer, J. Ganping, Y-T. Hsia, and M. F. Erden, Proceedings of the IEEE 96, 1810 (2208).

15T. W. McDaniel, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 17, R315 (2005).

16T. Burkert, L. Nordström, O. Eriksson, and O. Heinonen, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 93, 027203 (2004).

17G. Andersson, T. Burkert, P. Warnicke, M. Björck, B. Sanyal, C.

Chacon, C. Zlotea, L. Nordström, P. Nordblad, and O. Eriksson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 037205 (2006).

18F. Luo, X. L. Fu, A. Winkelmann, and M. Przybylski Appl. Phys.

Lett. 91, 262512 (2007).

19F. Yildiz, F. Luo, C. Tieg, R. M. Abrudan, X. L. Fu, A. Winkelmann, M. Przybylski, and J. Kirschner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 037205 (2008).

20F. Yildiz, M. Przybylski, X.-D. Ma, and J. Kirschner, Phys. Rev.

B 80, 064415 (2009).

21L. Li, J. Appl. Phys. 79, 4578 (1996).

22D. W. Clegg and R. A. Buckley, Metal Sci. J., 7, 48 (1973). 23R. M. Bozorth, Ferromagnetism, D. Van Nostrand Company, Princeton (1961).

24M. Ležaić, Ph. Mavropoulos, and S. Blügel, Appl. Phys. Lett.

90, 082504 (2007).

25E. Şaşıoğlu, C. Friedrich, and S. Blügel, Phys. Rev. B 87, 020410(R) (2013).

26S. V. Halilov, H. Eschrig, A. Y. Perlov, and P. M. Oppeneer, Phys. Rev. B 58, 293 (1998); L. M. Sandratskii and P. Bruno, Phys. Rev. B 66, 134435 (2002).

27A. I. Liechtenstein, M. I. Katsnelson, V. P. Antropov, and V. A.

Gubanov, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 67, 65 (1987). 28A. Jakobsson et al, submitted (2013).

29D. P. Landau and K. Binder, A guide to Monte Carlo simulations in statistical physics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (2000).

30http://www.flapw.de 31J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, and M. Ernzerhof, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 3865 (1996).

32A. Grechnev, I. Di Marco, M. I. Katsnelson, A. I. Lichtenstein, J. Wills, and O. Eriksson, Phys. Rev. B 76, 035107 (2007).

33R. P. Erickson and D. L. Mills, Phys. Rev. B 43, 11527 (1991). 34I. Turek, J. Kudrnovský, K. Carva, Phys. Rev. B 86, 174430 (2012).

35M. Pajda, J. Kudrnovský, I. Turek, V. Drchal, and P. Bruno, Phys. Rev. B 64, 174402 (2001); J. Rusz, L. Bergqvist, J. Kudrnovský, and I. Turek, Phys. Rev. B 73, 214412 (2006).

36I. Galanakis and E. Şaşıoğlu, J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 44, 235001 (2011); I. Turek, J. Kudrnovský, G. Bihlmayer and S. Blügel, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 15, 2771 (2003).

37The terms double and kinetic exchange were first coined for the description of magnetism in transition metal oxides or diluted magnetic semiconductors^{38} but we adopt them here for metallic systems because of an analogy as far as level repulsion is concerned^{39} .

38C. Zener, Phys. Rev. 82, 403 (1951); H. Akai, Phys. Rev. Lett.

81, 3002 (1998).

39P. Mavropoulos, S. Lounis, and S. Blügel, Phys. Status Solidi B 247, 1187 (2010).

40E. Şaşıoğlu, L. M. Sandratskii, and P. Bruno, Phys. Rev. B 77, 064417 (2008); Z-P. Shi, P. M. Levy, and J. L. Fry, Phys. Rev. B 49, 15159 (1994).

41I. Schnell, G. Czycholl, and R. C. Albers, Phys. Rev. B 65, 075103 (2002).

42C. Neise, S. Schönecker, M. Richter, K. Koepernik, and H. Eschrig, Phys. Status Solidi B 248, 2398 (2011).

43N. D. Mermin and H. Wagner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 17, 1133 (1966). 44P. J. Jensenh, H. Dreysse, and K. H. Bennema, Europhys. Lett., 18, 463 (1992); R. Schiller and W. Nolting, Solid State Commun. 110, 121 (1999).

45J-T. Wang, L. Zhou, D-S. Wang, Y. Kawazoe, J. Magn. Magn.

Mater. 226, 633 (2001).

46A. Lyberatos and K. Y. Guslienko, J. Appl. Phys. 94, 1119 (2003).

47J. J. M. Ruigrok, J. Mag. Soc. Jpn. 25, 313 (2003).