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Abstract:

This work systematically investigates the spin glass behavior of the double
perovskite Ca;FeReOs. Building on previous studies, we have developed a formula to
quantify the ions distribution at B-site, incorporating the next-nearest neighbor
interactions. Employing molecular field theory and Monte Carlo simulations, the
influence of various arrangements of two B-site ions on frustration effects was
uncovered. B-site is segmented into a and b-site, defining the number of nearest
neighbors from Fe“ to Fe’ (and vice versa) as Z«(Z,). The significant frustration effects
occur when 1<Z,(or Z,)<3, with Z,#Z, and also when Z(or Z,) ~ 3 while Z,(or Z,) ~ 4.
All of these are reflected in the variations observed in ground state magnetization and
the Thermal Energy Step relation to Zx and Zy. The model proposed in this work can be
applied to most B-site disordered in perovskite systems and even to other chemically

disordered in frustrated systems.

Keywords: Spin frustration; B-site distribution; Interaction competition; Monte Carlo method;
Molecular field theory.



TOC Graphic

The position occupied by B-site ions
B-site is divided into a and b-site " Fe3* @ Res

( (Neighbor relationship of A ion,
,QQ E O Nearest neighbors :

) O F i
% E O Next-nearest neighbors f
L‘w | |

i O Fourth nearest neighbors |
s |

| .

0>J,=-0.0645>J,=-1 | ZFZIN<Z(orZ)<3 !
The formula for next-nearest " ! W C [
(emmormmmnen)e) 0 | Mo |
Dy =1 a5 Uz a5 Al
s = ) w |
il 2 = = !

- 2.2,+(6—2,)"! f Z,~3(or 4),Z,~ 4(or 3) ,

g Yol ol

by az bl (a; fea)

1. Introduction

Since the 1960s, the discovery of half-metal double perovskites A2FeMoOs and
AsFeReOs (where A represents Ca, Sr, Ba) has attracted extensive interest due to their
potential in the field of spintronics!™. These double perovskite materials exhibit
significant spin polarization characteristics®, crucial for the performance of spintronic
devices, a feature attributed to their magnetic structure requiring strong spin splitting to
separate the itinerant bands. Moreover, the materials possess high Curie temperatures’,
which enable stable magnetic ordering amid thermal fluctuations and excitation.
However, for the development of new spintronic components, there is a strong desire

for them to have longer electronic relaxation times.

In the A,FeReOs series, CarFeReOs demonstrates a high Curie temperature®, a
monoclinic crystal system (P21/c space group) at room temperature. The Fe** ions in
CaxFeReOs exhibit antiferromagnetic interactions in numerous compounds, attracting
the interest of researchers.Theoretically, in Ca;FeReOQs, the Fe** and Re®" ions are
arranged in a checkerboard pattern, wherein the next-nearest neighbor interactions of
Fe*" ions are crucial for the magnetic characteristics of the compound. However,
previous research has shown that most double perovskites do not achieve this ideal
orderliness, instead exhibiting a degree of disorder, specifically in the form of anti-site
defects. Anti-site defects are characterized by lattice positions intended for Fe** ions
being occupied by Re®* ions, or vice versa, leading to defects. In an ideal double
perovskite, the nearest neighbor of a Fe** ion is only a Re®>* ion. Thus, when considering
only nearest-neighbor superexchange interactions, there is just one type of Fe*"-O-Re>"
superexchange pair. When anti-site defects are present, the ideal structure shifts to an
anti-site structure, in which a position contains two types of ions, resulting in four

different types of superexchange pairs. The presence of these pairs is crucial for



understanding the superexchange interactions between individual site and their
neighboring site in double perovskites; they collectively form a complex magnetic
system. The existence of various superexchange paths and the intricate competition
among multiple superexchange interactions contribute to frustration -effects,
subsequently resulting in spin glass behavior and longer electronic relaxation times®°.
Most reports have employed a parameter termed the degree of Anti-Site Disorder (ASD)
to quantify the extent of anti-site defects!!. The definition of ASD is the ratio of the
number of Fe*" ions lying on Re*>" ion positions to the total number of Fe** ions'?. While
this parameter effectively depicts the system's saturation magnetization, it fails to
provide insights into other physical characteristics. In our previous studies'’, we
categorized B-site into @ and b-site and approximated the magnetization patterns of the
entire system by defining the average number of nearest neighbors of the same ion type
on B-site. Although this method has achieved some success, we found that considering

only the nearest neighbors of B-site is insufficient to describe complex systems that

include frustration effects.

In this study, taking the double perovskite CaFeReO¢ as a case study, we
investigated the nearest and next-nearest neighbor interactions of Fe** ions within
CaFeReOs through first-principles calculations. After deriving and obtaining the
formula for next-nearest neighbor distribution at the B site, the Heisenberg model was
solved using molecular field theory, and the results were compared with those obtained

from the Monte Carlo method, which are reported in this article.

2. Theoretical model

In CaxFeReOg, both Fe** and Re ions are all at the center of the oxygen octahedron.
Under the ideal ordered structure, Fe** ions can only transfer superexchange coupling
through the next nearest neighbor interaction path such as Fe-O-O-Fe bonds. Once
disorder is introduced, it is possible to form a Fe-O-Fe nearest neighbor interaction path.

The Hamiltonian of the system is:

H=J, > 8.58+J, >, S8,+HY S, )

<i,j> <<i,j>> i
where <i,j> and <<i,j>> represent the nearest and next-nearest neighbors, respectively,

while J; and J> denote the nearest and next-nearest neighbor exchange coupling

interactions between Fe*" ions. H is the field acts on spins.



2.1 The mechanism of superexchange interaction in Ca:FeReQ6

The superexchange mechanism of the CazFeReOg system was thoroughly analyzed
using Density Functional Theory (DFT) to determine the presence of spin frustration
phenomena within the system. All the DFT calculation and the onstruction of magnetic
structure model are carryed out on Quantum ESPRESSO software!*!5, It should be
noted that the choice of exchange-correlation potential significantly affects the
accuracy of DFT calculations. In this study, the Local Spin Density Approximation plus
Hubbard U method (LSDA + U) was employed'®. During the application of the LSDA
+ U method, two crucial parameters are considered: Coulomb repulsion energy (U) and
exchange interaction (J). Typically, the Coulomb repulsion energy for transition metals
ranges from 4 eV to 8 eV ".In the research conducted by B C Jeon and others'®,
effective on-site Coulomb energy Uesr = U — J of Uer= 5.0 eV for Fe, and Uerr =3 eV
for Re, were deemed suitable parameters, leading to their adoption. Given the
alternating arrangement of Fe*" and Re’" in the ideal structure of Ca;FeReQs, in order
to calculate the nearest and next-nearest neighbor coupling interactions of Fe**, the
difference in system energy between the scenario where the positions of two Re>" and
two Fe" ions are interchanged and the original system without spin polarization and
magnetic moments is calculated. The corresponding data for each magnetic
configuration are listed in Table 1. The superexchange coupling interactions of Fe ions,
both nearest and next-nearest neighbor, were calculated using three magnetic structures
constructed in the unit cell (FM, AFM1, and AFM2), as shown in Figure 1. The

superexchange coupling interactions can be calculated using the Heisenberg model:

1

iF g

The energy for each magnetic structure is:

EAFMl/N:_SiFMl(Jl_QJQ)‘FEO (3)
E srma /N = — Sipa (= 3J, +6J5) + E,

Where Ey is the energy of the non-magnetic state, and N = 4 is the number of magnetic
atoms. Taking the FM magnetic structure as a reference (thus Erm = 0), and applying
the parameters of each magnetic configuration from Table 1 into equation (3), the
values of J; and J> are calculated to be -18.468 meV and -1.191 meV, respectively,

clearly indicating that both are antiferromagnetic superexchange interactions.



In the following discussion section, we set J>/J; = 0.0645 to simplify in the
CaxFeReOs system and let J; = -1. The initial magnetization and the magnetization-
temperature (M versus 7) curve for this system are derived by solving the Heisenberg

model using molecular field theory and the Monte Carlo method.

FM AFMI AFM?2

Figure 1. For calculating coupling interactions, three types of magnetic structures are used. J1 and J2 pertain to
the nearest neighbor and next-nearest neighbor coupling interactions for Fe3* ions.

Table 1. The energy difference between the system with interchanged positions of two Re5+ and two Fe3+ ions
and the original system without spin polarization and magnetic moments under different magnetic structures,
the magnetic moments in the scenario of position interchange, and the pseudospin calculated as M/2, where
M represents the value of the magnetic moment.

magnetic energy magnetic moment pseudospin
configuration
(meV) (M)
FM 0 3.76 1.88
AFM1 -661.7 3.72 1.86
AFM2 -1546.4 3.704 1.852

2.2 B-site analysis

To enhance the computational accuracy of the model, this study has derived a
formula for next-nearest neighbors at B-site based on previous work. In the ideal double
perovskite Ca;FeReOg, B-site ions are aligned in a rock-salt structure, where Fe** and
Re®" are designated at a and b-site, respectively, as illustrated in Figure 2(a). Under
disordered conditions, both the a and b-site at the B position can be occupied by either

Fe or Re ions, labeled as Fe“, Fe?, Re?, and Re”, as depicted in Figure 2(b), while Zij 18



defined as the average count of j-site around an i-site, quantitatively representing the
average number of superexchange pairs in the system, e.g., Zr."r.” = 0 in the ideal
configuration. To simplify the analysis, Zr“r.” and Zr."r." are abbreviated as Z. and Z,,

respectively.

The Fe® ion has been selected as the central ion for the study (denoted as A ion),
with the average counts of Fe’ and Re” ions in the nearest neighbor of A ion being Z;
and 6-Z, respectively. The average nearest neighbor counts for Fe* with Fe’ and Re”
are Z, and 6-Z, respectively. Thus, A ion is connected with Zy*Z,+(6-Z:)* next-nearest
neighbor Fe® ions via Z, Fe’ ions and 6-Z, Re’ ions. In the scenario where Z, equals 6,
each Fe’ ion has six nearest neighbor Fe® ions, one of which is A ion itself, and another
is the fourth-nearest neighbor Fe“ ion to A ion. Therefore, of these six Fe® ions, four
serve as effective next-nearest neighbor ions to A ion, i.e., 2/3 of the Fe? ions are

effective next-nearest neighbor ions.

Since that Z; and Z, represent macroscopic statistics, the nearest neighbor ions to
Fe’ and Re’ are equally likely to be the fourth-nearest neighbors to A ion, thus the count
of A ion's next-nearest neighbor Fe ions is 2Z,*Z,+(6-Z:)?/3. Note that each next-
nearest neighbor ion is shared by two of A ion's nearest neighboring ions, thus this
quantity relationship must be halved, thereby deriving the final relationship between
next-nearest neighbors Zr."r, Zr're, and Z, Z,:

Z,Z,+(6—2,)°

Fe®Fe? 3

C)

_ Z.2,+(6-2)"




Figure 2. The structure diagram of a and b-site, (a) in the ideal structure, Fe3* and Re5* occupy the a and b-site
respectively; (b) the disordered structure, a and b-site can both be occupied by Fe3* and Re>*. B-site divided
into eight sublattices, (c) the structure of sublattice;(d, e) the label diagram of sublattices.

2.3 Molecular field theory

For a more precise simulation of exchange interactions between next-nearest
neighbors, the number of sublattices in the molecular field model has been expanded
from four to sixteen, enabling a finer subdivision of the a and b-site. Figures 2(c)-(e)

shows the division of eight sublattices at B-site without atomic species.

Since Re®* ions are non-magnetic, their sublattices have an energy value of zero
and do not impact the system. Thus, it is unnecessary to create sublattices for Re>" ions,

and the internal magnetic fields for the eight sublattices pertaining to Fe*" ions are as



follows!:
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where \;; =27 ;J,;/n: N4 (gus)? is the molecular field coefficient of j-sublattice for i-
sublattice'?, J; 1s the exchange constant of j-sublattice for i-sublattice, n, is the molar
fraction of the ith ionic site,N, is the Avogadro constant,g is the Lande factor, whose

value is 2 in this paper, and u5 is the Bohr magneton.

The magnetization of the i-sublattice is represented as follows:

M= N gps S, Bs (242511 ©)
i kT
C2J41 (2741 )\ 1 R W
where By (v) = 57 coth( 57 '7) 57 coth<2 7 7) is Brillouin function.

2.4 Monte Carlo Simulation

Following the Hamiltonian description, Monte Carlo simulations using various Zx

and Z, combinations were performed®’-*!

. The lattice arrangements for the disorder
levels Z, and Z, were acquired via reverse Monte Carlo simulations®*. In the simulation,
the lattice was set as LXLxL, where L=20, as no significant differences were observed
when the value of L exceeded 20 [26]. To minimize computational time, parallel
checkerboard algorithms®* and Gaussian adaptive sampling techniques®* were utilized
for faster calculations. For each set of Z; and Z,, 10° Monte Carlo steps were used as
the initial data for calculations. The simulation process required flip operations in each

cycle, with probabilities satisfying the Boltzmann statistics:

AH

P=¢"" 7
where kg is the Boltzmann constant, and AH is the energy difference before and after

the flipping.

When the loop runs L? times, the entire process constitutes one Monte Carlo step.

For each Monte Carlo simulation, the algorithm calculates internal energy and



magnetization.

The internal energy is:

E= < I},i = (8
The magnetization is calculated as
M=\/m§—|—m;—|—mz2 9
wherein
| &
ma=FZS;”,(a=:v,y,z) (10)

where kp is the Boltzmann constant, and its value is set as 1 for simplicity. 7 represents

the absolute temperature.

3. Results and discussion

A. The relationship between disorder and spin frustration

Employing molecular field theory and Monte Carlo algorithms, the ground state
magnetization of the Ca;FeNOg system was calculated for various Z, and Z, values by

resolving the Heisenberg model, with results displayed in Figures 3(a) and (b).

M, (1) ~ M,(1p)

Zy Zy Z
(a) (b) ()

Figure 3. Magnitude of the ground state magnetization under different Z, and Z, values: (a) molecular field
theory, (b) Monte Carlo simulation, (c) difference between Monte Carlo simulation and molecular field theory.

Monte Carlo simulations take into the degrees of freedom for spin with three
components. For the system with infinite limit of S (S— o), the spin can be considered
as classical spin, in this case the Heisenberg model is more suitable. The large spin of
Fe3+ (S =5/2) can be viewed as classical spin, in this situation, using Heisenberg model
making them more realistic compared to molecular field theory. Therefore, the ground
state energy predicted by Monte Carlo simulations is more accurate and closer to the

real state of the system than that predicted by molecular field theory, which is less



effective in simulating spin frustration phenomena, highlighting one of the limitations

of molecular field theory.

In Figures 3(a) and (b), the peak ground state magnetization is observed at Z, (or
Zy)=5,7Z,(or Z,) =2, and Z, (or Z,) =5, Z, (or Z,) = 3. When both Z, and Z, are small
and not equal, the former exhibits greater magnetization, in ground state, while the latter
has less, clearly resulting from the system’s frustration effects. Moreover, the
magnetizations in ground state determined by molecular field theory and the Monte
Carlo method bear some resemblance. As Z, and Z, approach zero, the system becomes
fully ordered. Given that the nearest-neighbor antiferromagnetic coupling significantly
outweighs that of next-nearest neighbors, the system is antiferromagnetic with ground

state magnetization nearing zero.

To display the system's frustration effects, the differences are calculated between
the ground state magnetization derived from molecular field theory and that from
Monte Carlo simulations, as depicted in Figure 3(c). Based on the difference results,
when Z, and Z, are small, the difference in ground state magnetization is lower, which
can usually be attributed to the system's antiferromagnetic state or strong frustration
effects within the system. Where Z, and Z, values exceed 3 or when Z, is roughly equal
to Z,, the ground state magnetization determined by molecular field theory aligns
closely with that from Monte Carlo simulations. In the former case, it can be attributed
to the increase in clusters of both types of B-site ions as Z; and Z, values exceed 3 in
the system. This increase in Zx and Zy diminishes the occurrence of frustration
phenomena’, bringing the ground state magnetization calculated by molecular field
theory and Monte Carlo simulations closer together. For the latter, when Z, and Z,
values are similar, the coupling interactions within the system nearly offset each other,
leading to a reduced frustration effect in the system and a smaller influence on ground
state magnetization. In other scenarios, due to the complex competitive relationships

between B-site ions within the system, the system exhibits stronger frustration effects.

The three diagrams in Figure 3 exhibit a degree of diagonal symmetry. Apart from
molecular field theory exhibiting diagonal symmetry due to its neglect of frustration
effects, Monte Carlo simulations also indicate that, far from the Z,= Z, diagonal, there
are significant differences in ground state magnetization between points of diagonal

symmetry, revealing a strong frustration effect.

B. Special point of spin frustration---based on energy step temperature diagram



In order to delve deeper into the system's frustration effects, the Monte Carlo
method, in conjunction with the Heisenberg model, is employed to simulate M versus

T curves for different Z and Z, values, as illustrated in Figure 4.
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Figure 4. Relationship between magnetization intensity and temperature using Monte Carlo simulation, where
green dots denote the energy step temperature.

Frustration effects within the system initially rise and subsequently fall during the
transition from a ordered system (Z,= 1, Z,= 1) to a clustered system (Z:= 5, Z, = 5).
Although the magnetic exchange properties of systems (Zx=x, Z,=y) and (Zx =x, Z, =
x) are the same, and theoretically, the dependence of magnetization strength on
temperature is similar, each simulation calculation may fall into different metastable
states, and due to the strong frustration effects in the system, it is difficult to overcome
energy barriers at low temperatures. When the temperature reaches a certain value, the
thermal energy kz7 will exceed the energy barrier £, and then the system will transition
from the metastable state into a relatively stable state. This temperature is referred to as
the energy step temperature, abbreviated as Tg;. Beyond this temperature, both the (Z;
=x, Z,=y) and (Z: = x, Z, = x) systems undergo identical evolutionary processes. In
Figure 4, this is shown as the convergence of two M versus T curves after 7> Tk,
signifying that their magnetization dependency on temperature is similar. Therefore,

the Tk of the curves corresponding to Figures 4(b) and (¢) are larger, indicating that the



system's frustration effects are greater when Z, (or Z,) = 1, Z, (or Z;) = 4,5 and Z; (or
Zy)=2,2Zy(or Z;) =4,5.
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Figure 5. Variation of Tes with changes in Z, and Z, with the values in the graph representing Tgs values.

Figure 5 presents the Tk in different ionic arrangenment to depict the degree of
frustration within them. Figure 5 bears resemblance to Figure 4(c), as both are used to
represent the level of frustration in systems with varying anti-site defects. In Figure 5,
the frustration intensity remains highest when Z, = 2, Z,= 5, and Z, = 5, Z, = 2,
displaying a radial pattern under comparable conditions. Interestingly, in situations
approaching orderliness, 7gs is actually higher, suggesting that introducing slight
disorder can significantly increase the degree of frustration in the system. Additionally,
a certain degree of frustration exists when Z, (or Z,) = 3, Z, (or Zx) =4, a phenomenon
not observed in Figure 4(c). This is because, in these two cases, the difference in ground
state magnetization intensity between molecular field theory and Monte Carlo
simulations is not significant, being on the order of 102, However, the maximum value

in Figure 4(c) is slightly less than 0.5, and thus is overlooked.

4. Conclusions

This paper has taken Ca;FeReOg as an example and conducted an in-depth study
of the spin glass behavior caused by anti-site defects. Building upon past research, a
formula for the number of next-nearest neighbors at B sites was derived. The ground

state magnetization strength under various anti-site defects was obtained and analyzed



through the solution of the system's Heisenberg model using the Monte Carlo algorithm
and molecular field theory. It was discovered that the system exhibits less frustration
effect when Z; and Z, values are greater than 3 or near 0, as well as when Z; and Z, are
equal. In contrast, stronger frustration effects are observed in other scenarios due to
intricate competition among ions at B sites. Additionally, by plotting the variation of
TEs with Z, and Z,, it was revealed that the system exhibits significant frustration effects
when the value of Z, (or Z)) is 3 and Z, (or Z;) is 4.

This study not only reveals the spin glass behavior of half-metallic double
perovskite materials, but also provides new insights for the selection of materials for

novel spin electronic devices.
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