arXiv:2108.13065v2 [cond-mat.str-el] 17 Sep 2021

Proposed Negative Thermal Expansion in Honeycomb-Lattice Antiferromagnets

Yuto Uwabo^1 and Masahito Mochizuki^1 1Department of Applied Physics, Waseda University, Okubo, Shinjuku-ku, Tokyo 169-8555, Japan

We theoretically propose possible magnetism-induced negative thermal expansion in honeycomblattice antiferromagnets with edge-sharing networks of MX6 octahedra where M and X are transition-metal and ligand ions, respectively. In this crystal structure, the nearest-neighbor exchange interaction is composed of two competing contributions, i.e., the antiferromagnetic contribution from a direct 180^∘ M-M bond and the ferromagnetic contribution from 90^∘ M-X-M bonds, amplitudes of which have different bond-length dependence. Numerical analysis of the spin-lattice model of the honeycomb-lattice antiferromagnets demonstrates that the negative thermal expansion can occur when the system enters the antiferromagnetic phase with lowering temperature so as to maximize the energy gain associated with the bond-length dependent antiferromagnetic exchange interaction. The present work provides a guiding principle for searching new materials and eventually contributes to diversify the family of materials that host the negative thermal expansion originating from the spin-lattice coupling on the honeycomb lattices or related crystal structures.

PACS numbers:

INTRODUCTION

Ordinary materials expand (contract) in volume as temperature increases (decreases) [1]. However, there are several rare examples of materials that exhibit an opposite behavior, i.e., expand (contract) upon cooling (heating) [2–8]. This unusual thermal volume effect is called negative thermal expansion. Research on such materials has more than 120-year long history since the discovery of invar alloys in 1897 [9]. The thermally induced changes of crystal volumes often cause serious problems in modern technologies. For highly developed precision machineries and optical devices, the changes of volumes and/or lengths can fatally spoil their functions. Combinations of materials with different rates of thermal expansion often suffer the peeling and dropping off. Therefore, managements of the thermal volume effects become more and more important nowadays, which have attracted a great deal of interest from viewpoints of both fundamental science and industrial technology. Because the crystal-volume change due to temperature variation can be suppressed by using a composite of normal material and negative-thermal-expansion material, the research of negative thermal expansion is now rapidly developed along with the growth of the demands from society.

However, physical mechanisms of the negative thermal expansion have not been fully clarified yet in spite of the long history of research. This is because this phenomenon is often caused by complex couplings among multi degrees of freedom in materials, e.g., spins, charges and orbitals of electrons and crystal lattices. Thus, search for new materials have long been depending on experiences and intuitions of researchers. Under this circumstance, an important guiding principle for the material search has been proposed recently from a theoretical study [10]. This study has revealed that competing two opposite contributions to the nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic exchange coupling and their different bond-length dependence can be a source of the negative thermal expansion by taking inverse perovskite manganese nitrides Mn_3AN (A=Zn, Ga, Cu_{1−x}Ge_x etc) as an important class of materials exhibiting a large crystal-volume expansion triggered by the magnetic phase transition [5, 6, 11–21]. The competing contributions are antiferromagnetic one from the direct d-d electron hopping between the adjacent M ions and ferromagnetic one from the indirect d-d electron hopping mediated by an in-between ligand ion on the 90^∘ bond. From this work, we have learned that antiferromagnets whose nearest-neighbor exchange interaction is composed of two opposite contributions potentially host large magnetism-driven negative thermal expansion.

In this paper, we expand this idea to another class of materials, i.e., honeycomb-lattice magnets. We construct a theoretical model to describe the spin-lattice coupled system in transition-metal compounds whose crystal structure contains honeycomb lattices composed of edgesharing MX_6 octahedra where M and X are transitionmetal and ligand ions, respectively [Figs. 1(a) and (b)]. On the basis of theoretical analyses of this model, we propose that large negative thermal expansion through this mechanism can be observed when certain conditions are satisfied. The exchange spin coupling between adjacent edge-sharing MX_6 octahedra has both the antiferromagnetic contribution from the direct 180^∘ M-M bond and the ferromagnetic contribution from 90^∘ M- X-M bonds [Fig. 1(c)], amplitudes of which have different bond-length dependencies. Note that the exchange interactions in ordinary materials without such competing contributions are usually weakened when the crystal volume expands because the bond elongation necessarily reduces the hybridization between the M-ion d orbitals. On the contrary, the nearest-neighbor exchange interactions in the honeycomb-lattice antiferromagnets can be strengthened upon the crystal-volume expansion because

FIG. 1: (Color online) (a) Honeycomb lattice composed of edge-sharing MX6 octahedra where M and X are transitionmetal and ligand ions, respectively. (b) Ilmenite-type crystal structure as an example of the structures containing honeycomb lattices. (c) Nearest-neighbor exchange interaction composed of two opposite contributions, i.e., the antiferromagnetic contribution from the direct M-M bond and the ferromagnetic contribution from the 90^∘ M-X-M bonds. (d) Antiferromagnetic spin order on the honeycomb lattice. The software VESTA was used for drawing the crystal and magnetic structures [22].

the ferromagnetic contribution is strongly suppressed rather than the antiferromagnetic contribution when the bond is elongated. Consequently, the honeycomb-lattice antiferromagnets can exhibit a crystal-volume expansion when the system enters the antiferromagnetically ordered phase [Fig. 1(d)] with decreasing temperature so as to maximize the energy gain associated with the nearestneighbor antiferromagnetic exchange interactions. We derive conditions under which the magnetism-driven negative thermal expansion occurs in the honeycomb-lattice antiferromagnets and demonstrate its validity by analyzing the constructed theoretical model using the Monte- Carlo technique. The present work provides an important guiding principle for the material search and will diversify the family of materials hosting the negative thermal expansion. There are a huge number of honeycomb lattice transition-metal compounds which exhibit antiferromagnetic [23–52] and ferrimagnetic [53–56] phases or related crystal structures [57–63]. These compounds are candidate hosts of the magnetism-driven negative thermal expansion based on the proposed mechanism.

SPIN-LATTICE MODEL

We start with the following theoretical model to describe the spin-lattice coupling on a honeycomb lattice: H = ∑ ⟨i,j⟩ J(δ_{ij} )S_i · S_j − A ∑ i S^2_{iz} +K_1 ∑ ⟨i,j⟩ δ^2_{ij} − K_2 ∑ ⟨i,j⟩ δ^3_{ij} . (1)

The first term describes the antiferromagnetic exchange interactions between the nearest-neighbor spins on the adjacent sites. Here S_i denotes the classical spin vector at site i, and ⟨i, j⟩ denotes the adjacent site pair. The coupling constant J(δ_{ij} ) depends on the length ℓ_{ij} = ℓ_0 + Δℓ_{ij} of the bond connecting sites i and j where ℓ_0 is the standard lattice constant and Δℓ_{ij} is a deviation of the bond length from ℓ_0. The normalized deviation of the bond length is defined as δ_{ij} ≡ Δℓ_{ij} /ℓ_0. The second term describes the easy-axis magnetic anisotropy (A > 0), which is known to exist in real honeycomb-lattice antiferromagnets, e.g., MgMnO_3 [45]. The third and fourth terms describe the harmonic and higher-harmonic components of elastic energies, respectively. We analyze this classical spin-lattice model using the replica-exchange Monte Carlo technique where the heat bath method is adopted to update the spins S_i and the bond-length variation δ_{ij} . Here we mention that a theoretical analysis based on a localized spin picture was successfully applied to the anomalous thermal volume effect in invar alloys previously [64].

The nearest-neighbor exchange interaction is composed of opposite two contributions. One is a contribution from direct electron hopping on the 180^∘ M-M bond, which is expected to be antiferromagnetic according to the Kanamori-Goodenough rule [65–68]. Another contribution originates from indirect electron hopping between adjacent M ions mediated by the in-between X ion on the 90^∘ M-X-M bonds, which is expected to be ferromagnetic according to the Kanamori-Goodenough rule [65–68]. The former contribution J^{AF} is governed by the second-order perturbation processes with respect to the transfer integral t_{dd} between d orbitals on the adjacent M ions, whereas the latter contribution J^{FM} is governed by the fourth-order perturbation processes with respect to the transfer integral t_{pd} between p and d orbitals on the adjacent X and M ions. More specifically, the perturbation-expansion calculations give their explicit formulae as,

J^{AF} = 4t^2_{dd} U , J^{FM} = −

4t^4_{dp}J_H Δ^2U^2

. (2)

Here U and J_H are strengths of the repulsive Coulomb interaction and the Hund’s-rule coupling, respectively, whereas Δ is the charge-transfer energy between the d and p orbitals. Importantly, these two contributions have different bond-length dependence because the transfer integrals t_{dd} and t_{pd} have inherent distance dependence determined by radial parts of the wavefunctions of atomic orbitals [69]. Specifically, the transfer integral t_{dd} between adjacent d orbitals is proportional to ℓ^{−5}, whereas t_{pd} between adjacent p and d orbitals is proportional to ℓ^{−7/2} where ℓ is the distance between the atoms.

Now we discuss the bond-length dependence of the coupling coefficient J(δ). Because the relationships J^{AF} ∝ t^2_{dd} and t_{dd} ∝ ℓ^{−5} hold, the bond-length dependence of J^{AF} is given by,

J^{AF}(δ) = J_{AF}(1 + δ)^{−10} ≈ J_{AF}(1 − 10δ), (3)

where ℓ = ℓ_0(1 + δ). The coefficient J_{AF} corresponds to the antiferromagnetic contribution when the bond length is ℓ_0. On the other hand, because the relationships J^{FM} ∝ t^4_{pd} and t_{pd} ∝ ℓ^{−7/2} hold, the bond-length dependence of J^{FM} is given by,

J^{FM}(δ) = J_{FM}(1 + δ)^{−14} ≈ J_{FM}(1 − 14δ), (4)

The coefficient J_{FM} corresponds to the ferromagnetic contribution when ℓ = ℓ_0. Here the standard lattice constant ℓ_0 is defined as the bond length at T =0 in the absence of the spin-lattice coupling where the exchange interaction is independent of δ.

The bond-length dependence of the nearest-neighbor exchange interaction J is given by a sum of these two contributions as J = J^{AF} +2J^{FM}. Here the factor 2 appears because there are two M-X-M paths for the neighbored edge-sharing MX_6 octahedra. Eventually we obtain

J(δ) = J^{AF}(δ) + 2J^{FM}(δ)

∼ J_{AF}(1 − 10δ) − 2 |J_{FM}| (1 − 14δ) = (28 |J_{FM}| − 10J_{AF})δ + (J_{AF} − 2 |J_{FM}|) (5)

RESULTS

We substitute the expression of J(δ) in Eq. (5) into the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) and analyze this Hamiltonian using the replica-exchange Monte-Carlo technique. In the Monte-Carlo simulations, we update not only the spin vectors S_i but also the bond-length deviations δ_{ij} at finite temperatures using the Metropolis algorithm to produce thermal equilibrium states and take statistical samplings to calculate thermal averages of several physical quantities. We adopt a honeycomb-lattice system with 20^2 unit cells for the simulations where one unit cell contains two spin sites.

We first calculate several physical quantities to study the phase transitions. Figure 2(a) shows calculated temperature profiles of specific heat C_s, averaged difference of normalized bond length δ, and spin correlation Ŝ when the lattice elastic energy is a harmonic one with K_1 = 250

FIG. 2: (Color online) (a) Calculated temperature profiles of specific heat Cs, averaged difference of normalized bond length δ̄ = (2/3N) ∑ <i,j>⟨δij ⟩, and spin correlation Ŝ =

(−1/Npair) ∑ <i,j>⟨Si · Sj ⟩ when the lattice elastic energy

contains only the harmonic component with K1 = 250 and K2 = 0. (b) Those when the lattice elastic energy is anharmonic with K1 = 250 and K2 = 200. Insets in (a) and (b) show harmonic and anharmonic behaviors of the lattice elastic energy E_{el}, respectively.

and K_2 = 0. We set J_{FM} = −0.45J_{AF} for the calculations. The quantities Ŝ and δ are defined by,

Ŝ = − 1 N_{pair} ∑ ⟨i,j⟩ ⟨S_i · S_j ⟩ , δ̄ = 2 3N ∑ <i,j> ⟨δ_{i,j} ⟩, (6) where N and N_{pair} are the numbers of lattice sites and the nearest-neighbor site pairs, respectively, while ∑ <i,j> denotes the summation over the nearest-neighbor

site pairs. Noticeably, the specific heat C_s has a sharp peak at k_BT/J_{AF} ∼ 1, which indicates that a magnetic phase transition occurs at T_c ∼ J_{AF}/k_B. The spin correlation Ŝ is used to identify the type of magnetic order. This quantity takes a positive (negative) value in the presence of antiferromagnetic (ferromagnetic) correlation. Note that Ŝ = +1 corresponds to a perfect staggered spin configuration, whereas Ŝ = −1 corresponds to a fully polarized spin configuration. We find that the quantity Ŝ exhibits an abrupt increase below T_c and takes an almost saturated value of Ŝ = +1 at the lowest temperature, indicating that the antiferromagnetic order emerges below T_c.

We find that δ increases as temperature decreases, which indicates the occurrence of crystal-volume expansion. Importantly, the increase of δ becomes abrupt below T_c, and its profile perfectly coincides with the growth of antiferromagnetic spin correlation Ŝ, indicating that the antiferromagnetic order on the honeycomb lattice indeed triggers the negative thermal expansion.

In Fig. 2(b), we present calculated temperature profiles of the same physical quantities when the lattice elastic energy contains an anharmonic component with finite K_2 as K_1 = 250 and K_2 = 200. We find that the behaviors of these quantities are not affected by the anharmonic component even quantitatively except for the behavior of δ̄ in the temperature regime above T_c. When the elastic energies are harmonic with K_2 = 0, the bond length monotonically increases upon cooling [Fig. 2(a)]. On the contrary, when the elastic energy is anharmonic with K_2 = 200, the bond length decreases upon cooling (or increases upon heating) above T_c [Fig. 2(b)]. This behavior is nothing but the normal thermal expansion, i.e., the volume contraction (expansion) upon cooling (heating). The consideration of the anharmonic nature of elastic energy is necessary to reproduce the normal thermal expansion above T_c [70]. We have, however, learned that the arguments on the magnetism-induced negative thermal expansion below T_c are not affected even if this anharmonicity is neglected. Therefore, we will discuss the results obtained for K_2 = 0 in the following.

It should be noted that lengths of neighboring bonds in a crystallographic network are mutually correlated, and thus the bond-length variations occur cooperatively in real materials. On the contrary, our model neglects this kind of bond cooperative effects and treats the bondlength deviations δ_{ij} as individual degrees of freedom localized at the bonds. Because of this approximate treatment, our calculations tend to overestimate the entropies, particularly those associated with the lattice degrees of freedom. We expect, however, that this overestimate cause only negligible influence and the results and conclusions of this work are never affected qualitatively. Indeed, we have also examined a hypothetical situation that all the M-M bonds have the same length where the bondlength changes occur uniformly in the system. This situation is opposite to the above situation, for which the entropies are underestimated, and we have found that the temperature profiles of the physical quantities shown in Fig. 2 are not altered even semi-quantitatively.

Figure 3 presents a calculated phase diagram of the spin-model in Eq. (1) and a color map of the averaged difference of normalized bond length δ in the plane of temperature k_BT/J_{AF} and the ratio |J_{FM}|/J_{AF}. We first note that the system enters the antiferromagnetic (ferromagnetic) phase with lowering temperature when |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} < 0.5 (|J_{FM}|/J_{AF} > 0.5). In both regions, the critical temperatures decrease as the ratio |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} approaches 0.5. Eventually, both critical temperatures are

FIG. 3: (Color online) Phase diagram of the spin-lattice model in Eq. (1) and color map of the averaged difference of normalized bond length δ in the plane of temperature kBT /JAF and the ratio |JFM|/JAF. The negative thermal expansion manifested by positive δ is observed in an area inside the antiferromagnetic (AFM) phase on the verge of the phase boundary to the ferromagnetic (FM) phase.

suppressed to zero at |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} = 0.5, for which the δindependent term of the exchange coupling J in Eq. (5), i.e., J_{AF} −2 |J_{FM}|, vanishes. We next note that the negative thermal expansion characterized by a positive value of δ appears in a limited area within the antiferromagnetic phase near the phase boundary to the ferromagnetic phase, indicating that the antiferromagnetic order does not necessarily induce the negative thermal expansion, but it occurs only when the ratio |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} satisfies a certain condition.

This aspect can be seen in the calculated temperature profiles of δ for several values of |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} in Figs. 4(a) and (b). Here, Fig. 4(a) shows the results for |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} ≤ 0.45 where the antiferromagnetic order emerges at low temperatures, whereas Fig. 4(b) shows those for |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} ≥ 0.55 where the ferromagnetic order emerges. The phase transition points are indicated by inverted triangles in both figures. The plots in Fig. 4(a) show increasing behaviors with δ > 0 upon cooling when the ratio |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} takes rather large values of 0.375, 0.4, and 0.45, and their rates of increase show noticeable rise at the phase transition points. On the contrary, we observe decreasing behaviors with δ < 0 upon cooling in Fig. 4(a) when the ratio |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} is rather small as 0.3 and 0.35. Moreover, the plots in Fig. 4(b) always show decreasing behaviors with δ < 0, and they exhibit an abrupt drop at the phase transition points. These facts indicate that the negative thermal expansion occurs in the antiferromagnetic system when a rather strong ferromagnetic contribution J_{FM} from the 90^∘ M-X-M bonds competes with the antiferromagnetic contribution J_{AF} from the direct M-M bond. We also find that the negative thermal expansion does not occur in the ferromag-

FIG. 4: (Color online) Calculated temperature profiles of averaged difference of the normalized bond length δ for several values of |JFM|/JAF. (a) Those for |JFM|/JAF ≤ 0.45 with which the system exhibits the antiferromagnetic order at low temperatures. (b) Those for |JFM |/JAF ≥ 0.55 with which the system exhibits the ferromagnetic order at low temperatures. Here a positive (negative) value of δ corresponds to the expansion (contraction) of crystal volume. The magnetic transition temperatures are indicated by inverted triangles.

netic system.

In Fig. 5, we plot δ at the lowest temperature of the present simulations (i.e., k_BT/J_{AF} = 0.01) as a function of |J_{FM}|/J_{AF}. We find that δ is positive in the region 0.357 ≲ |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} < 0.5 indicating that the negative thermal expansion occurs when the ratio |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} is within this region. The reason why the negative thermal expansion is observed in this limited regime can be understood by a similar argument as in our previous paper [10]. For the occurrence of the magnetism-induced negative thermal expansion, the following two conditions are required. First, the system should exhibit the antiferromagnetic phase transition with lowering temperature. This means that the nearest-neighbor exchange coupling J(δ) in Eq. (5) should be positive even at δ = 0, which gives a condition J(0) = J_{AF} − 2|J_{FM}| > 0. Second, the exchange coupling J(δ) in Eq. (5) should be an increasing function with respect to δ such that the crystal-volume expansion or the bond-length elongation could further stabilize the antiferromagnetic order

FIG. 5: Calculated averaged difference of the normalized bond length δ at the lowest temperature of the Monte-Carlo simulations, i.e., kBT /JAF = 0.01, as a function of the ratio |JFM|/JAF. The negative thermal expansion with δ > 0 occurs in the range 0.36 ≲ |JFM|/JAF ≲ 0.5.

via enhancing the antiferromagnetic exchange interaction J. Therefore, the coefficient of the δ-linear term in Eq. (5) should be positive, which gives another condition 28|J_{FM}| − 10J_{AF} > 0. These two conditions are summarized as 0.357 ≲ |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} ≤ 0.5, and this is nothing but the required condition for which the honeycomb-lattice magnets can host the negative thermal expansion.

It is worth mentioning that the negative thermal expansion is never triggered by the ferromagnetic ordering. This is because the following two conditions, i.e., J(0) = J_{AF} − 2|J_{FM}| < 0 and 28|J_{FM}| − 10J_{AF} < 0 are required for the occurrence of ferromagnetism-induced bond elongation according to the same argument as above. These two conditions are reduced to |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} > 0.5 and |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} < 0.357, respectively, and there is no parameter range which simultaneously satisfies these conditions. We also note that these arguments do not provide any information of behaviors and properties of the negative thermal expansion and the associated magnetic phase transitions at finite temperatures. Thus, we have performed the Monte-Carlo analyses, which successfully demonstrated the thermal evolutions of bond lengths and spin correlations as well as their correlations.

CONCLUSION AND DISCUSSION

To summarize, we have theoretically predicted possible magnetism-driven negative thermal expansion in honeycomb-lattice antiferromagnets with networks of edge-sharing MX_6 octahedra, in which the nearestneighbor exchange couplings are composed of competing antiferromagnetic and ferromagnetic contributions originating respectively from the direct 180^∘ M-M bond and the 90^∘ M-X-M bonds. Although both contributions decrease with increasing bond length or crystal-volume expansion, the decrease of ferromagnetic contribution is more significant, and, thereby, the nearest-neighbor exchange coupling as a sum of these opposite contributions can be enhanced upon the bond elongation in contrast to our naive expectation that the exchange coupling should be reduced by the bond elongation via weakening of the orbital hybridizations. Consequently, the crystal volume can expand when the system enters the antiferromagnetic phase with lowering temperature so as to maximize the energy gain associated with the nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic exchange coupling. We derive required conditions for the emergence of negative thermal expansion with respect to the ratio of these two contributions as 0.357 < |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} < 0.5.

Note that there is a long history of research that localized spin models such as classical and quantum Heisenberg models have been successfully applied to the honeycomb-lattice magnets. In this study, we, therefore, employed a classical spin-lattice model with the localized spins S_i and the nearest-neighbor exchange couplings among them. Here we neglect further-neighbor exchange couplings and possible magnetic interactions originating from itinerant electrons such as the Stonertype ferromagnetic interactions, the double-exchange interactions, and the RKKY interactions. The present work provides a rather general theory for the magnetisminduced negative thermal expansion for the honeycomblattice magnets without considering any specific compounds by taking the typical and simple model. We may need to consider additional interactions including the above-mentioned ones when we investigate specific materials.

Our work provides us an important guiding principle to search for new materials hosting the negative thermal expansion because there are a huge number of antiferromagnetic [23–52] and ferrimagnetic [53–56] honeycomb-lattice magnets with edge-sharing octahedra. One promising candidate is a solid solution system of the ilmenite-type manganese oxide Mg_{1−x}Zn_xMnO_3, in which we can change the nearest-neighbor exchange coupling from antiferromagnetic (MgMnO_3) to ferromagnetic (ZnMnO_3) by cation substitution [45]. Because the negative thermal expansion is expected to occur in the antiferromagnetic phase near the boundary to the ferromagnetic phase, the solid solution system is promising because the strength ratio |J_{FM}|/J_{AF} can be tuned rather continuously by varying the Zn concentration. In addition to the honeycomb-lattice antiferromagnets, magnets having edge-sharing MX_6 octahedra also provide candidate materials [57–63]. We expect that the present work will contribute to diversify the family of materials hosting the magnetism-induced negative thermal expansion.

ACKNOWLEDGMENT

This work is supported by JSPS KAKENHI (Grants No. 19K21858 and No. 16H06345) and the Waseda University Grant for Special Research Projects (Project No. 2019C-253).

Note added in proof: After completion of this work, we have realized Ref. [71] which reported an experimental observation of theantiferromagnetism-induced expansion of the in-plane lattice constant in a honeycomblattice antiferromagnetBaCo_2(AsO_4)_2. We expect that this compound is a precious example of materials hosting the magnetism-drivennegative thermal expansion caused by the proposed mechanism. Further theoretical studies based on the first-principles calculations may prove this naive expectation in the future.

[1] J. M. Ziman, Principles of the Theory of Solids (Cambridge University Press, London, 1972).

[2] C. N. Chu, N. Saka, N. P. Suh, Mater. Sci. Eng. 95, 303 (1987).

[3] A. W. Sleight, Inorg. Chem. 37, 2854 (1998). [4] G. D. Barrera, J. A. O. Bruno, T. H. K. Barron, and N.

L. Allan, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 17, 217 (2005). [5] K. Takenaka, Sci. Technol. Adv. Mater. 13, 013001 (2012).

[6] K. Takenaka, M. Ichigo, T. Hamada, A. Ozawa, T.

Shibayama, T. Inagaki, and K. Asano, Sci. Technol. Adv. Mater. 15, 015009 (2014).

[7] J. Chen, L. Hu, J. X. Deng, and X. R. Xing, Chem. Soc.

Rev. 44, 3522 (2015).

[8] K. Takenaka, Front. Chem. 6, 267 (2018). [9] Ch. E. Guillaume, CR Academie des Sciences, 125, 235 (1897).

[10] M. Kobayashi and M. Mochizuki, Phys. Rev. Mater. 3, 024407 (2019).

[11] J. P. Bouchaud, Ann. Chim. 3, 81 (1968). [12] R. Fruchart, R. Madar, M. Barberon, E. Fruchart, and M. G. Lorthioir, J. Phys. (Paris) 32, C1-982 (1971).

[13] K. Takenaka and H. Takagi, Appl. Phys. Lett. 87, 261902 (2005).

[14] K. Takenaka and H. Takagi, Mater. Trans. 47, 471 (2006).

[15] K. Takenaka, K. Asano, M. Misawa, and H. Takagi, Appl.

Phys. Lett. 92, 011927 (2008).

[16] T. Hamada and K. Takenaka, J. Appl. Phys. 109, 07E309 (2011).

[17] R. J. Huang, L. F. Li, F. S. Cai, X. D. Xu, and L. H.

Qian, Appl. Phys. Lett. 93, 081902 (2008).

[18] Z. H. Sun, X. Y. Song, F. X. Yin, L. X. Sun, X. K.

Yuan, and X. M. Liu, J. Phys. D: Appl. Phys. 42, 122004 (2009).

[19] Y. Sun, C. Wang, Y. C. Wen, K. G. Zhu, and J. T. Zhao, Appl. Phys. Lett. 91, 231913 (2007).

[20] Y. Sun, C. Wang, Y. C. Wen, L. H. Chu, H. Pan, and M.

Nie, J. Am. Ceram. Soc. 93, 2178 (2010).

[21] X. Y. Song, Z. G. Sun, Q. Z. Huang, M. Rettenmayr, X.

M. Liu, M. Seyring, G. N. Li, G. G. Rao, and F. X. Yin, Adv. Mater. 23, 4690 (2011).

[22] K. Momma and F. Izumi, J. Appl. Crystallogr. 44, 1272 (2011).

[23] G. Shirane, S. J. Pickart, and Y. Ishikawa, J. Phys. Soc.

Jpn. 14, 1352 (1959).

[24] B. L. Chamberland, A. W. Sleight, and J. F. Weiher, J.

Solid State Chem. 1, 512 (1970).

[25] K. Tuzuki, Y. Ishikawa, N. Watanabe, and S. Akimoto, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 37, 1242 (1974).

[26] L. P. Regnault, J. Y. Henry, J. Rossat-Mignod, A. De Combarieu, J. Mag. Mag. Mat. 15-18, 1021 (1980).

[27] N. Rogado, Q. Huang, J. W. Lynn, A. P. Ramirez, D.

Huse, and R. J. Cava, Phys. Rev. B 65, 144443 (2002). [28] A. A. Tsirlin, O. Janson, and H. Rosner, Phys. Rev B 82, 144416 (2010).

[29] E. C.-Pascual, P. Norby, N. H. Andersen, P. W. Stephens, H. W. Zandbergen, J. Larsen, and R. J. Cava, Inorg. Chem. 51, 557 (2012).

[30] S. Lee, S. Choi, J. Kim, H. Sim, C. Won, S. Lee, S. A.

Kim, N. Hur, and J.-G. Park, J. Phys.: Cond. Mat. 24, 456004 (2012).

[31] S. Lee, J. Park, J. Kim, K. -P. Hong, Y. Song, and J.-G.

Park, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 26, 306002 (2014). [32] Y. J. Yan, Z. Y. Li, T. Zhang, X. G. Luo, G. J. Ye, Z. J.

Xiang, P. Cheng, L. J. Zou, and X. H. Chen, Phys. Rev. B 85, 085102 (2012).

[33] M. Iakovleva, O. Janson, H.-J. Grafe, A. P. Dioguardi, H.

Maeter, N. Yeche, H. -H. Klauss, G. Pascua, H. Luetkens, A. Moller, B. Buchner, V. Kataev, E. Vavilova, Phys. Rev. B 100, (2019).

[34] M. Rani, H. Sakurai, S. Okubo, K. Takamoto, R. Nakata, T. Sakurai, H. Ohta, A. Matsuo, Y. Kohama, K Kindo, and J. Ahmad, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 25, 226001 (2013).

[35] E. M. Seibel, J. H. Roudebush, H. Wu, Q. Huang, M.

N. Ali, H. Ji, and R. J. Cava, Inorg. Chem. 52, 13605 (2013).

[36] Y. Tang, Z. He, W. Guo, S. Zhang, and M. Yang, Inorg.

Chem. 53, 5862 (2014).

[37] G. N. Rao, R. Sankar, I. P. Muthuselvam, and F.C. Chou, J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 370, 13 (2014).

[38] M. Rani, H. Sakurai, and J. Ahmad, Physica B Condens.

Matter 456, 182 (2015).

[39] Y. Itoh, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 84, 064714 (2015). [40] D. E. McNally, J. W. Simonson, J. J. Kistner-Morris, G. J. Smith, J. E. Hassinger, L. D. -Schmitt, A. I. Kolesnikov, I. A. Zaliznyak, and M. C. Aronson, Phys. Rev. B 91, 180407 (2015).

[41] S. W. Kim, Z. Deng, M.-R. Li, A. S. Gupta, H. Akamatsu, V. Gopalan, and M. Greenblatt, Inorg. Chem. 55, 1333 (2016).

[42] A. K. Bera, S. M. Yusuf, A. Kumar, and C. Ritter, Phys.

Rev. B 95, 094424 (2017).

[43] K. Sugawara, K. Sugimoto, N. Katayama, M. Hagiwara, Z. Honda, and H. Sawa, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 86, 123302 (2017).

[44] Y. Haraguchi, C. Michioka, A. Matsuo, K. Kindo, H.

Ueda, and K. Yoshimura, Phys. Rev. Mater. 2, 054411 (2018).

[45] Y. Haraguchi, K. Nawa, C. Michioka, H. Ueda, A. Matsuo, K. Kindo, M. Avdeev, T. J. Sato, and K. Yoshimura, Phys. Rev. Mater. 3, 124406 (2019).

[46] V. B. Nalbandyan, I. L. Shukaev, G. V. Raganyan, A.

Svyazhin, A. N. Vasiliev, and E. A. Zvereva, Inorg. Chem. 58, 5524 (2019).

[47] R. Tursun, Y. C. Su, Q. S. Yu, J. Tan, T. Hu, Z. B. Luo, and J. Zhang, J. Alloys Compd. 773, 298 (2019).

[48] M. Ni, S. Zhang, S. Han, X. Liu, X. Zhu, H. Lu, S. Zhou, and H. Zhao, Phys. Lett. A 384, 126943 (2020).

[49] G. Sala, M. B. Stone, B. K. Rai, A. F. May, P. Laurell, V. O. Garlea, N. P. Butch, M. D. Lumsden, G. Ehlers, G. Pokharel, A. Podlesnyak, D. Mandrus, D. S. Parker, S. Okamoto, G. D. Halasz, and A. D. Christianson, Nat. Commun. 12, 171 (2021).

[50] Y. S. Tang, J. H. Zhang, L. Lin, R. Chen, J. F. Wang, S. H. Zheng, C. Li, Y. Y. Zhang, G. Z. Zhou, L. Huang, Z. B. Yan, X. M. Lu, D. Wu, X. K. Huang, X. P. Jiang, and J.-M. Liu, Phys. Rev. B 103, 014112 (2021).

[51] Y. Ishii, Y. Narumi, Y. Matsushita, M. Oda, T. Kida, M.

Hagiwara, and H. K. Yoshida, Phys. Rev. B 103, 104433 (2021).

[52] O. Smirnova, M. Azuma, N. Kumada, Y. Kusano, M.

Matsuda, Yuichi. Shimakawa, T. Takei, Y. Yonesaki, and N. Kinomura, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 131, 8313 (2009).

[53] S. Nakayama, R. Nakamura, M. Akaki, D. Akahoshi, and H Kuwahara, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 80, 104706 (2011).

[54] Y. Wang, G. L. Pascut, B. Gao, T. A. Tyson, K. Haule, V. Kiryukhin, and S.-W. Cheong, Sci. Rep. 5, 12268 (2015).

[55] S. W. Kim, Z. Deng, Z. Fischer, S. H. Lapidus, P. W.

Stephens, M.-R. Li, and M. Greenblatt, Inorg. Chem. 55, 10229 (2016).

[56] W. Wang, P. Z. Li, Y. T. Chang, M. F. Liu, C. L. Lu, X.

B. Lu, M. Zeng2, and J.-M. Liu, Appl. Phys. Lett. 118, 112901 (2021).

[57] B. Zhang, Y. Zhang, and D. Zhu, Chem. Commun. 48, 197 (2012).

[58] X.-L. Cao, F. Kong, Z.-Z. He, J.-G. Mao, Dalton Trans.

44, 11420 (2015).

[59] S.-Y. Zhang, W.-B. Guo, M. Yang, Y.-Y. Tang, M.-Y.

Cui, N.-N. Wang, and Z.-Z. He, Dalton Trans. 44, 20562 (2015).

[60] N. Kumada, A. Miura, T. Takei, S. Nishimoto, Y.

Kameshima, M. Miyake, Y. Kuroiwa, and C. Moriyoshi, J. Asian Ceram. Soc. 3, 251 (2015).

[61] G.-J. Zhou, J. Richter, J. Schnack, and Y.-Z. Zheng, Eur.

J. Org. Chem. 22, 14846 (2016).

[62] H. Cho, M. Kratochvilova, N. Lee, H. Sim, J.-G. Park, Phy. Rev. B 96, 224427 (2017).

[63] D. Otsuka, H. Sato, A. Matsuo, K. Kindo, D. Nakamura, and S. Takeyama, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 87, 124701 (2018).

[64] G. Hausch, Phys. Stat. Sol. 18, 735 (1973). [65] J. Kanamori, J. Phys. Chem. Solids 10, 87 (1959). [66] J. Kanamori, J. Appl. Phys. Suppl. 31, 145 (1960). [67] J. B. Goodenough, Phys. Rev. 100, 564 (1955). [68] J. B. Goodenough, J. Phys. Chem. Sol. 6, 287 (1958). [69] W. A. Harrison, Electronic Structure and the Properties of Solids: The Physics of the Chemical Bond (Dover, New York, 1989).

[70] C. Kittel, Introduction to Solid State Physics 8th edition (Wiley, New York, 2004).

[71] N. Martin, L.-P. Regnault, and S. Klimko, J. Phys.:

Conf. Series 340, 012012 (2012).