arXiv:2007.15113v1 [cond-mat.mtrl-sci] 29 Jul 2020

Reinvestigation of the intrinsic magnetic properties of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys and crystallization behavior of ribbons

Tej Nath Lamichhane^{1,2}, Olena Palasyuk^{2,4}, Vladimir P. Antropov^2, Ivan A. Zhuravlev^3, Kirill D. Belashchenko^3, Ikenna C.

Nlebedim^2, Kevin W. Dennis^2, Anton Jesche^{1,2}, Matthew J. Kramer^{2,4}, Sergey L. Bud’ko^{1,2}, R. William McCallum^2, Paul C. Canfield^{1,2}, and Valentin Taufour^{5,2}

1Department of Physics and Astronomy, Iowa State University, Ames, Iowa 50011, U.S.A.

2Ames Laboratory, U.S. Department of Energy, Iowa State University, Ames, Iowa 50011, USA 3Department of Physics and Astronomy and Nebraska Center for Materials and Nanoscience, University of Nebraska-Lincoln, Lincoln, Nebraska 68588, USA 4Department of Materials Science and Engineering, Iowa State University, Ames, Iowa 50011, USA 5Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of California Davis, Davis, California 95616, USA

August 1, 2020

Abstract New determination of the magnetic anisotropy from single crystals of (Fe1−xCox)2B alloys are presented. The anomalous temperature dependence of the anisotropy constant is discussed using the standard Callen- Callen theory, which is shown to be insufficient to explain the experimental results. A more material specific study using first-principles calculations with disordered moments approach gives a much more consistent interpretation of the experimental data. Since the intrinsic properties of the alloys with x = 0.3 − 0.35 are promising for permanent magnets applications, initial investigation of the extrinsic properties are described, in particular the crystallization of melt spun ribbons with Cu, Al, and Ti additions. Previous attempts at developing a significant hysteresis have been unsuccessful in this system. Our melt-spinning experiment indicates that this system shows rapid crystallization.

1 Introduction

Magnetocrystalline anisotropy is one of the key ingredient for high-performance permanent magnets. In the rare-earth based magnets, the anisotropy comes mainly from the rare-earth 4f electrons. When, at sufficiently high temperatures, the anisotropy is uniaxial with a easy-axis for magnetization, large hysteresis and coercivity can be obtained resulting in high-performance permanent magnets. However, the criticality in the supply of rare-earth elements is driving researchers to look for new magnets with less or no rare-earth at all. One possible strategy is to take a closer look at the less studied 3d compounds [1].

Recently, we re-investigated the magnetic properties of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys [2]. The two end compounds Fe_2B and Co_2B have planar anisotropy at room temperature. However, a rather large uniaxial anisotropy is observed at some intermediate levels of substitutions with a maximum near x = 0.3. Our new determination of the anisotropy constant K_1 at 2 K as a function of doping x can be well reproduced by first-principles electronic structure analysis [2]. The spin-reorientation can be understood by considering the filling of electronic bands with increasing electronic concentration [2]. Another peculiar feature of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys is that the change of anisotropy can also be observed by varying the temperature at a given composition [3]. Since magnets are expected to operate at elevated temperatures, it is necessary to study the temperature dependence of the magneto-crystalline anisotropy. This is the purpose of this article, in which the temperature dependence of K_1 for (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys is reported. Measurements between 77 K and 600 K have already been reported and showed an anomalous dependence in which the magneto-crystalline anisotropy switches between planar and uniaxial anisotropy when the temperature is varied [3]. Here, the measurements are extended both at lower temperatures (to 2 K) and higher temperatures (to 1000 K). Our results are in qualitative agreement with the previous report with a few quantitative differences. Our analysis shows that this anomalous temperature dependence cannot be fully described by the Callen and Callen (CC) theory [4, 5] which is the standard theory for the temperature dependence of the magneto-crystalline anisotropy, while a first principle band structure analysis provides a rather satisfactory description of the magneto-crystalline anisotropy. In addition, magnetization, x-ray diffraction and differential scanning calorimetry measurements of melt-spun ribbons are presented. The results indicate that one of the major difficulty in developing coercivity in the (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys will be to control the rapid crystallization. The addition of Al can stop the crystallization but only temporarily, and crystallization occurs at 540°C, or after a few months at room temperature.

2 Methods

Single crystals of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B were grown from high-temperature solution out of an excess of (Fe,Co) which was decanted in a centrifuge [6]. The single crystals are grown as tetragonal rods which were cut using a wire saw to give them the shape of a rectangular prism. Magnetization measurements were performed in a Magnetic Property Measurement System (MPMS, Quantum Design) from 2 K to 50 K up to 5.5 T and using a Vibrating Sample Magnetometer (VSM) in a Cryogen-free Physical Property Measurement System (Versalab, Quantum Design) from 50 K to 350 K up to 3 T and up to 1000 K using the oven option. An alumina cement (Zircar) was used to hold the sample on the heater stick for the high temperature measurements. The demagnetization factors along different directions were determined from the sample dimensions [7]. The values along the easy magnetization direction were confirmed experimentally by using Arrott plots [8]. The anisotropy constant K_1 was determined as the area between the two magnetization curves, with the field parallel and perpendicular to the c axis, taken at the same temperature [1].

X-ray diffraction (XRD) was performed using a Rigaku Miniflex diffractometer (Cu-Kα radiation). Lattice parameters were refined by the LeBail method using General Structure Analysis System (GSAS) [9] and EXPGUI [10]. Instrument parameter files were determined from measurements on Si and Al_2O_3. XRD powder diffraction measurements on these standard materials have been performed regularly and allow to estimate the relative error for the given lattice parameters to be less than 0.002 [11]. XRD for melt spun ribbons was carried out using a PANalytical X-Pert Pro Diffraction System (Co-Kα radiation, λ = 1.78897 Å).

Melt-spun ribbons of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B with x = 0.3 and 0.35 with 3wt% Cu, 3wt% Al, 4at.% Ti, 8at.% Ti were prepared. Melt spinning was performed in zero grade helium 1/3 atm. A 10 g ingot of arc-melted alloy was held in a SiO_2 crucible with a 0.8 mm orifice until superheated by induction to 150°C above the liquidus, then ejected with 120 torr pressure onto a Oxygen-Free High Conductivity copper wheel rotating at 20 m/s for (Fe_{0.7}Co_{0.3})_2B and 30 m/s for the other alloys. Differential scanning calorimetry (DSC) was performed using a simultaneous thermal analysis apparatus (STA) (Netzsch, DSC 404C). The STA measurements were performed in a helium atmosphere with a sweep rate of 20°C/min up to 1300°C.

For the electronic-structure calculations, we used the Green’s function based linear muffin-tin orbital method with spin-orbit coupling included as a perturbation [2]. Computations have been performed with 6 atoms per cell, a 24 × 24 × 24 k-points grid for self-consistent calculation and a 30 × 30 × 30 kpoints grid for anisotropy calculations. Temperature has been included using the disordered local moment formalism with the computational details being similar to Refs. [2, 12, 13], where the temperature dependence was studied earlier. Static density functional overestimation of local moment in Co_2B (1.1 μ_B compared to experimental 0.76 μ_B /Co) has been corrected by adding magnetic field using the procedure suggested in Ref. [14, 15].

3 Intrinsic Properties

Figure 1 shows the lattice parameters a and c as a function of x in (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B. Both a and c decrease monotonically with Co substitution, in agreement with previous reports [3, 16]. The small deep observed in the a axis at x = 0.8 is smaller than the relative error, but interestingly, such an anomaly is expected from recent calculations in the generalized gradient approximation, treating disorder by the Virtual Crystal Approximation [16]. In that theoretical study however, a small increase in the c axis is also expected to occur at x = 0.8 but is not observed in our experimental study.

Figure 1: (Color online) Room temperature value of the lattice parameters as a function of x in (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B. Data from Refs. [17, 18, 3, 16] are also reported.

The Curie temperature decreases monotonically from 1015 K in Fe_2B to 426 K in Co_2B as shown in Fig. 2. Similarly, Fig. 2 shows that the spontaneous magnetization at low temperature decreases almost linearly from 1.9 μ_B /Fe in Fe_2B to 0.81 μ_B /Co in Co_2B in agreement with previous results [19, 20, 21]. Calculations of the Curie temperature were recently performed with the density functional theory using the Coherent-Potential-Approximation to treat (Fe,Co) compositional disorder [22] and the results agree well with the experiments.

The field dependence of the magnetization for alloys of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B with x = 0.3 is shown in Fig. 3. We can see the uniaxial anisotropy with the c-axis

Figure 2: (Color online) Curie temperature and spontaneous magnetization as a function of x in (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B. Data from Refs. [19, 20, 21] are also reported.

being the easy magnetization axis. In a tetragonal system, if we neglect the in-plane anisotropy, the anisotropy energy E_A can be written [23]: E_A V = K_1 sin^2 θ + K_2 sin^4 θ (1)

where θ is the polar angle of the magnetization direction. In (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B, K_2 can be neglected [3, 1] and the anisotropy is directly given by K_1 (we confirm this assumption later in this article). When K_1 is positive, the spontaneous magnetization is along the easy axis c-axis, whereas it is in the easy plane perpendicular to the c-axis when K_1 is negative.

The temperature dependence of the anisotropy constant K_1 for various alloys is reported in Fig. 4b. Our results are in qualitative agreement with the previous report [3] (reproduced in Fig. 4a for comparison) and confirm the very anomalous temperature dependence of K_1 in this system. We note a few quantitative differences. For x = 0.1, our results indicate a negative value of K_1 at low temperature whereas it seems to extrapolate to a positive value in Ref. [3]. Interestingly, a negative value was also obtained in our recent density-functional calculations [2]. Similarly, for x = 0.2, a large value of K_1 ∼ 0.33 MJ/m^3 was obtained in Ref. [3], whereas our results indicate K_1 ∼ 0.08 MJ/m^3, in bet-

Figure 3: (Color online) Magnetization versus internal magnetic field with the field applied parallel or perpendicular to the c-axis a) at 300 K, and b) at 500 K.

ter agreement with the theoretical value of ∼ 0.07 MJ/m^3 [2]. For x = 1, i.e. for Co_2B, our measurements indicate that the anisotropy is axial (K_1 > 0) at lower temperatures whereas it becomes planar (K_1 < 0) at higher temperatures. A positive value of K_1 was expected from extrapolation of the previous results to lower temperatures [24, 3] and a corresponding anomaly was observed near 70 K in ac susceptibility measurements [25]. We note that this spin reorientation is suppressed with Fe substitution since it is not observed for x = 0.9 in our data and for x = 0.95 in Ref. [3]. Using Mössbauer spectroscopy, it was found that the reorientation occurs between 1.6 and 4.2 K with 1 at.%^{57}Fe [26]. Recent density-functional-theory calculations [2, 16] were not able to reproduce the positive sign of the magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy of Co_2B. However, good agreement is obtained on the Fe-rich side, in particular for the optimal value at x = 0.3.

We now comment on the anomalous temperature dependence of K_1 in this system. In principle, the temperature dependence of the anisotropy constant is

Figure 4: (Color online) Temperature dependence of the anisotropy constant K_1 for various alloys of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B from the previous report [3] in a) and from this study in b). Lines are guides to the eyes.

given by the so-called Callen-and-Callen (CC) law [27, 4, 28, 5]. In a system with uniaxial anisotropy, the temperature dependence of the anisotropy constants are given by:

K1(T ) = ( K^0_1 + 7 8 K^0_2 ) ( M(T ) M(0)

)_3 − 7 8 K^0_2 ( M(T ) M(0)

)_{10} (2) K2(T ) = K^0_2 ( M(T ) M(0)

)_{10} (3) Since K^0_2 is usually negligible, equation 2 is often reduced to:

K_1(T ) = K^0_1 ( M(T ) M(0)

)_3 (4) It follows from equation 4 that the temperature dependence of K_1 is monotonic and cannot reproduce the observed change of sign. However, large values of

K^0_2 can induce a change of sign in the temperature dependence of K_1(T ) [23]. Therefore, before claiming that the CC law is violated, it is necessary to confirm the assumption that K^0_2 is negligible.

Figure 5: (Color online) a) Comparison of the anisotropy energy constants K_1 and K_2 determined by two techniques: area between the two magnetization curves, with the field parallel and perpendicular to the c axis, taken at 2 K (neglecting K_2); or using the Sucksmith method [29, 30] (K_1 and K_2). b) Temperature dependence of K_1 for Fe_2B. The expected behavior from the CC law is shown in the cases when K^0_2 is neglected (full line, eqn. 4) or not (dashed line, eqn. 2). Density functional calculations are shown by black lines.

In order to determine the anisotropy constant K_2, we used the Sucksmith method [29, 30]. In this method, the first and second order uniaxial anisotropy constants, K_1 and K_2, can be determined by plotting H/M vs M^2 and by fitting the linear part to:

μ_0H M_⊥ = 2K_1 M_s^2 + 4K_2 M_s^4

M_⊥^2 (easy axis) (5)

μ_0H M_{||} = − 2K_1 + 4K_2 M_s^2 + 4K_2 M_s^4

M_{||}^2 (easy plane) (6)

where M_⊥ (M_{||}) is the magnetization measured perpendicular (parallel) to the easy (hard) axis. M_s can be obtained from the magnetization curves along the easy axis. The obtained values of K_1 and K_2 are shown in Fig. 5a. We can see that K_2 is indeed negligible. The effect of K_2 on the expected temperature dependence of K_1 in the CC theory is illustrated as a dashed line in Fig. 5b where we can see that considering K_2 produces only a small correction. It can therefore be concluded that K_1(T ) in (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B does not follow the CC law.

A modification of the CC law can be made to account for the effect of thermal expansion [31]. Due to anisotropic thermal expansion, K^0_1 has a temperature dependence [32] so that K_1(T ) is written in the form [31]:

K_1(T ) = K_1(0)(1 − uα_{c/a}T ) ( M(T ) M(0)

)_3 (7) where α_{c/a} is an average thermal expansion coefficient for c/a and u is a constant determined experimentally. Such formula was used to describe the temperature dependence of K_1 in Co_2B [24]. However, the thermal expansion of c/a is very small in (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B [3] and it is unlikely that it could be responsible for a change of sign of the anisotropy.

The established above failure of the CC model to describe K_1(T ) is not very surprising in a system such as (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys, which are metallic alloys with magnetic moments being itinerant to a large extent. The magnetic anisotropy is not expected to have a pure single ion origin and there are several atomic components with magnetic states strongly depending on the chemical composition. All these facts possibly lead to the clear deviation from the CC model predictions, and serve as a clear indication of the presence of a very different and more complicated physical mechanism for the magnetic anisotropy.

Alternatively, one can study the magnetic anisotropy energy (MAE) using ab-initio electronic structure analysis of these alloys. In this approach, no assumptions related to the MAE structure are made and a possible itineracy of the conduction electrons in metals is taken into account.

Two major effects contribute to the unusual concentration dependence of the anisotropy: a change of the exchange splitting and a band broadening. Both spin-conserved and spin-flip transitions contribute significantly to the anisotropy. Each spin contribution depends strongly on the position of the minority spin bands. For instance, while at T = 0 K the minority spins dominate and stabilize the magnetic moments in plane (negative sign), at the Curie temperature the majority spins already reorient their moments along the z-direction (positive sign). Thus, the spin reorientation is determined by this spin polarization change of dominating electrons. In addition, due to such mechanisms, in a certain range of the amplitudes of magnetic moments, the resulting anisotropy can increase with decreasing magnetization. Such band structure effect can be common in metallic itinerant magnets and cannot be described by such simple single ion anisotropy model such as the CC model.

To demonstrate how different scattering processes contribute to the anisotropy, we decompose the spin-orbit coupling anisotropy, following the prescription from Ref. [33]. In this case, the total anisotropy can be presented as K = K_{SO}/2, where the spin-orbit coupling anisotropy K_{SO} in turn can be decomposed into different spin channels contributions K_{σσ}′ . In Fig. 7, we show K_{SO}/2 for Fe_2B and its spin components. Clearly, different spin channels have contributions with different signs, amplitudes and very different dependencies on temperature reflecting the complicated character of the magnetic anisotropy in metallic systems. The strong concentration dependence is due to the modification of the

Figure 6: (Color online) A comparison of the experimental and theoretical temperature dependencies of the anisotropy constant K_1 for various alloys of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B.

character of electronic bands near the Fermi level with chemical doping. All these results demonstrate a rich physics of anisotropic phenomena in metals.

4 Extrinsic Properties: crystallization of meltspun ribbons

Although large single crystals with minimal defects, are ideal to investigate the intrinsic properties, and in particular the magnetic anisotropy, they cannot be used as permanent magnets. This is because magnetic domains can form easily in the absence of pinning by defects and almost no coercivity can be obtained. In order to develop coercivity, it is necessary to control the defects, and the macro and microstructure. We now turn to the investigation of the extrinsic properties in (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys. Since the magnetic anisotropy is axial and the highest at x = 0.3 − 0.35, we focus our efforts near that composition. In order to provide pinning sites for the magnetic domains, a possibility is to

Figure 7: (Color online) Total magnetic anisotropy K_{SO}/2 for Fe_2B (black line) and its spin components as a function of temperature

add other phases to the composition. We note that a coercivity of 30 kA/m (380 Oe) was recently observed on melt spun ribbons with a nominal composition of (Fe_{0.7}Co_{0.3})_{71}B_{29}, i.e. between (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B and (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_3B [34]. In heavily milled (Fe_{0.675}Co_{0.3}Re_{0.025})_2B with and without excess boron, coercivity near 900 Oe was obtained after annealing [35]. In this study, we attempted to control the crystallization by producing melt-spun ribbons with the addition of Al, Cu, and Ti which are known to improve magnetic properties in other Fe or Co based magnets [36, 37, 38, 39, 40].

The magnetic hysteresis loop of as spun ribbons with wheel speed of 20 or 30 m/s are shown in Fig. 8. No detectable hysteresis can be observed for the pure (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys as well as with 3 wt% Al. The alloys with 3 wt% Cu have a coercive field of 220 Oe and the alloys with 4 and 8 at.% Ti both have a coercive field of 160 Oe. These small values confirm the difficulty to develop hysteresis in these alloys [34, 35]. In order to understand the small values of coercivity, we performed x-ray powder diffraction and DSC analysis.

As can be seen on figure 9, the as spun ribbons of the (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys (pure, or with Cu and Ti additions) are already crystalline, indicating

Figure 8: (Color online) Magnetic hysteresis loop of as spun ribbons of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B with x = 0.3 and 0.35, with 3wt% Cu, 3wt% Al, 4wt% Ti, 8wt% Ti. The insets are zoom in the low field region.

a rapid crystallization of this system upon cooling. We note that additional diffraction peaks corresponding to Cu are observed in the (Fe_{0.65}Co_{0.35})_2B ribbons with 3wt% Cu, and few additional peaks of unidentified phases are also observed in the ribbons with Ti additions. The presence of impurity phases can explain the origin of the small coercivity observed in these alloys. On the other hand, the addition of 3 wt% Al, is successful in retarding the crystallization. However, we can see that the crystallization occurs after 3 months at ambient temperature.

Figure 10 shows the DSC data for (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B ribbons with x = 0.3 (as spun) and x = 0.35 with 3wt% Al (as spun and after 3 months). There is no crystallization peak for the (Fe_{0.7}Co_{0.3})_2B in agreement with the fact that the powder x-ray diffraction indicates that (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B has already crystallized

Figure 9: (Color online) Powder x-ray diffraction of the as spun (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B ribbons with x = 0.3 and 0.35, with 3wt% Cu, 3wt% Al, 4wt% Ti, 8wt% Ti, as well as the 3wt% Al ribbons after 14 days and 3 months.

during the melt-spinning. On the other hand, there is a clear crystallization peak at 540°C for the alloy with 3wt% Al. The peak is smaller (lower area under the curve) for alloys that were annealed at room temperature for 3 months,

Figure 10: (Color online) DSC plot during heating of the (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B ribbons with x = 0.3 (as spun) and x = 0.35 with 3wt% Al (as spun and after 3 months).

in agreement with the partial crystallization in the powder x-ray diffraction pattern.

A desired approach would be that Al additions promote amorphization during the synthesis, such that grains can grow uniformly during crystallization. Our results show that Al additions combined with melt-spinning with an injection temperature of 1450 °C and wheel-speed of 30 m/s will not be sufficient to control the crystallization on a time-scale long enough for permanent magnet applications, and that other methods to control the macro and microstructure will be necessary. One of the major difficulty in developing coercivity in the (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys will be to control the rapid crystallization. The addition of Al can stop the crystallization but only temporarily, and crystallization occurs at 540°C, or after a few months at room temperature.

5 Conclusions

In conclusion, we have re-investigated the intrinsic and extrinsic magnetic properties of (Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2B alloys. The temperature dependence of the anisotropy constant K_1 is largely anomalous with some temperature induced changes of sign which cannot be accounted for by the Callen-and-Callen model. Instead, our realistic electronic structure analysis produces a remarkably successful description of the temperature and concentration dependence of the anisotropy in these metallic itinerant magnets. The alloys with x = 0.3 − 0.5 are the most promising for permanent magnet applications. However, previous attempts at developing a significant hysteresis have been unsuccessful in this system. Our melt-spinning experiment indicates that this system shows rapid crystallization. Further studies will be necessary to control the crystallization and develop the extrinsic properties in these materials.

Acknowledgements

We would like to thank D. Finnemore, M. Däne for useful discussions. The research was supported by the Critical Materials Institute, an Energy Innovation Hub funded by the U.S. Department of Energy, Office of Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy, Advanced Manufacturing Office and by the Office of Basic Energy Science, Division of Materials Science and Engineering. The work at UNL was supported by the National Science Foundation through Grant No. DMR-1609776 and performed utilizing the Holland Computing Center of the University of Nebraska. Ames Laboratory is operated for DOE by Iowa State University under contract No. DE-AC02-07CH11358.

References

[1] M. D. Kuz’min, K. P. Skokov, H. Jian, I. Radulov, O. Gutfleisch, J. Phys.- Condes. Matter 26 (2014) 064205. doi:10.1088/0953-8984/26/6/064205.

[2] K. D. Belashchenko, L. Ke, M. Däne, L. X. Benedict, T. N.

Lamichhane, V. Taufour, A. Jesche, S. L. Bud’ko, P. C. Canfield, V. P. Antropov, Appl. Phys. Lett. 106 (2015) 062408. URL:

http://scitation.aip.org/content/aip/journal/apl/106/6/10.1063/1.4908056.

doi:10.1063/1.4908056.

[3] A. Iga, Jpn. J. Appl. Phys. 9 (1970) 415. doi:10.1143/JJAP.9.415.

[4] E. R. Callen, J. Appl. Phys. 33 (1962) 832. doi:10.1063/1.1777176.

[5] H. B. Callen, E. Callen, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 27 (1966) 1271.

doi:10.1016/0022-3697(66)90012-6.

[6] P. C. Canfield, Z. Fisk, Philos. Mag. B-Phys. Condens. Matter Stat. Mech. Electron. Opt. Magn. Prop. 65 (1992) 1117–1123. doi:10.1080/13642819208215073.

[7] A. Aharoni, J. Appl. Phys. 83 (1998) 3432–3434. doi:10.1063/1.367113.

[8] A. Arrott, Physical Review 108 (1957) 1394–1396.

doi:{10.1103/PhysRev.108.1394}.

[9] A. C. Larson, R. B. Von Dreele, General Structure Analysis System (GSAS), Los Alamos National Laboratory Report LAUR 86-748, 2004.

[10] B. H. Toby, J. Appl. Crystallogr. 34 (2001) 210–213.

doi:10.1107/S0021889801002242.

[11] A. Jesche, P. C. Canfield, Philosophical Magazine 94 (2014) 2372.

[12] I. A. Zhuravlev, V. P. Antropov, K. D. Belashchenko, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015) 217201. URL:

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.217201.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.217201.

[13] B. S. Pujari, P. Larson, V. P. Antropov, K. D. Belashchenko, Phys. Rev. Lett. 115 (2015) 057203. URL:

http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.057203.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.115.057203.

[14] T. Moriya, Spin Fluctuations in itinerant electron magnetism, Spriner- Verlag, 1985.

[15] V. P. Antropov, A. Solontsov, J. Appl. Phys. 109 (2011) 07E116. URL:

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3549656. doi:10.1063/1.3549656.

[16] A. Edström, M. Werwiński, D. Iuşan, J. Rusz, O. Eriksson, K. P. Skokov, I. A. Radulov, S. Ener, M. D. Kuz’min, J. Hong, M. Fries, D. Y. Karpenkov, O. Gutfleisch, P. Toson, J. Fidler, Phys. Rev. B 92 (2015) 174413. URL: http://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevB.92.174413. doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.92.174413.

[17] C. Kapfenberger, B. Albert, R. Poettgen, H. Huppertz, Z. Kristallogr. 221 (2006) 477–481. doi:10.1524/zkri.2006.221.5-7.477.

[18] K. H. J. Buschow, P. G. Vanengen, R. Jongebreur, J. Magn. Magn. Mater.

38 (1983) 1–22. doi:10.1016/0304-8853(83)90097-5.

[19] M. C. Cadeville, R. Wendling, E. Fluck, P. Kuhn, W. Neuwirth, Phys. Lett.

19 (1965) 182. doi:10.1016/0031-9163(65)90054-5.

[20] M. C. Cadeville, I. Vincze, J. Phys. F: Met. Phys. 5 (1975) 790–799.

doi:10.1088/0305-4608/5/4/020.

[21] L. Takacs, M. C. Cadeville, I. Vincze, J. Phys. F: Met. Phys. 5 (1975) 800–811. doi:10.1088/0305-4608/5/4/021.

[22] M. Däne, S. K. Kim, M. P. Surh, D. Aberg, L. X. Benedict, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 27 (2015) 266002. URL:

http://stacks.iop.org/0953-8984/27/i=26/a=266002.

[23] Y. Millev, M. Fahnle, Phys. Rev. B 52 (1995) 4336–4352.

doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.52.4336.

[24] A. Iga, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 21 (1966) 1464. doi:10.1143/JPSJ.21.1464.

[25] C. Bormio-Nunes, C. A. Nunes, A. A. Coelho, M. I. Sodero Toledo Faria, P. A. Suzuki, G. C. Coelho, J. Alloy. Compd. 508 (2010) 5–8. doi:10.1016/j.jallcom.2010.08.019.

[26] S. Morimoto, A. Ito, Hyperfine Interact. 41 (1988) 451–454.

doi:10.1007/BF02400425.

[27] E. R. Callen, H. B. Callen, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 16 (1960) 310–328.

doi:10.1016/0022-3697(60)90161-X.

[28] E. R. Callen, H. B. Callen, Phys. Rev. 129 (1963) 578.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.129.578.

[29] W. Sucksmith, J. E. Thompson, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 225 (1954) 362–375.

doi:{10.1098/rspa.1954.0209}.

[30] L. Neel, R. Pauthenet, G. Rimet, V. S. Giron, J. Appl. Phys. 31 (1960) S27–S29.

[31] W. J. Carr, Phys. Rev. 109 (1958) 1971–1976.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.109.1971.

[32] R. Brenner, Phys. Rev. 107 (1957) 1539–1541.

doi:10.1103/PhysRev.107.1539.

[33] V. Antropov, L. Ke, D. Åberg, Solid State Communications 194 (2014) 35–38. URL:

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0038109814002476.

[34] W. Wallisch, J. Fidler, P. Toson, H. Sassik, R. Svagera, J. Bernardi, J. Alloy. Compd. 644 (2015) 199–204. URL:

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0925838815012050.

doi:http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jallcom.2015.04.179.

[35] K. M. Kim, H. W. Kwon, J. G. Lee, J. H. Yu, IEEE Transactions on Magnetics 54 (2018) 1–5.

[36] D. S. Yi Liu, D.J. Sellmyer, Handbook of Advanced Magnetic Materials, volume 1, 1 ed., Springer, 2005.

[37] R. Mottram, A. Williams, I. Harris, Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 222 (2000) 305 – 313. URL:

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S0304885300005679.

doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/S0304-8853(00)00567-9.

[38] W. Cong, G. ZhiMeng, S. YanLi, B. XiaoQian, C. ZhiAn, Journal of Nanomaterials 2012 (2012) 425028. URL:

https://doi.org/10.1155/2012/425028.

[39] K. Hono, D. Ping, M. Ohnuma, H. Onodera, Acta Materialia 47 (1999) 997 – 1006. URL:

http://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/S1359645498003929.

doi:https://doi.org/10.1016/S1359-6454(98)00392-9.

[40] A. M. Kadin, R. W. McCallum, G. B. Clemente, J. E. Keem, MRS Proceedings 80 (1986) 385. URL:

https://www.cambridge.org/core/article/meltspun-permanent-magnet-alloy-with-enhanced-isotropic-remanence/B82E08F107C59B30F064F6D0EB61F6B9.

doi:10.1557/proc-80-385.