arXiv:1706.03326v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 11 Jun 2017

Transitions from a Kondo-like diamagnetic insulator into a modulated ferromagnetic metal in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y

Yao Zhang,^{1, 2, ∗} Masaki Imai,^1 Chishiro Michioka,^1 Yuta Hadano,^3 Marcos A. Avila,^4 Toshiro Takabatake,^3 and Kazuyoshi Yoshimura^{1, 5, †} 1Department of Chemistry, Graduate School of Science, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan 2School of Chemistry and Chemical Engineering, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai, 20040, China 3Graduate School of Advanced Sciences of Matter, Hiroshima University, Higashi-Hiroshima, 739-8530, Japan 4Centro de Ciências Naturais e Humanas, Universidade Federal do ABC, Santo Andrê-SP, 09210-580, Brazil 5Research Center for Low Temperature and Materials Sciences, Kyoto University, Kyoto 606-8502, Japan (Dated: June 5, 2017)

One initial and essential question of magnetism is whether the magnetic properties of a material are governed by localized moments or itinerant electrons. Here we expose the case for the weakly ferromagnetic system FeGa3−y Gey wherein these two opposite models are reconciled, such that the magnetic susceptibility is quantitatively explained by taking into account the effects of spin-spin correlation. With the electron doping introduced by Ge substitution, the diamagnetic insulating parent compound FeGa3 becomes a paramagnetic metal as early as at y = 0.01, and turns into a weakly ferromagnetic metal around the quantum critical point y = 0.15. Within the ferromagnetic regime of FeGa3−y Gey , the magnetic properties are of a weakly itinerant ferromagnetic nature, located in the intermediate regime between the localized and the itinerant dominance. Our analysis implies a potential universality for all itinerant-electron ferromagnets.

The studies on spin-orbit couplings, the Bir-Aronov-Pikus mechanism and related spin relaxation mechanisms, Dzyaloshinsky-Moriya (D-M) interactions etc., have recently revealed intriguing phenomena in many fascinating research areas, such as spintronics [1–4], skyrmions [5–7], spin caloritronics [8, 9]. Understanding the correlations of microscopic alignment of spin moments, i.e. the ingredients of magnetic mechanisms, is crucial to academic studies as well as technical applications. Spin fluctuations in many-body systems are of such importance, as it leads to the formation of “strange metals”, the non-Fermi liquid, extended to high temperature [10, 11]. In the cuprate and iron-based superconductors, the essential pairing interaction is proved to be mediated by the spin fluctuations as a common thread in the unconventional superconductors [12, 13].

In the field of magnetism, one open and important issue is to establish a unified model for itinerant ferromagnets. Well-established theories are restricted to two narrow extremes, i.e., the localized and itinerant-electron regimes. Though extensive effort has been made to elucidate the magnetic properties in the intermediate range of these two opposite extremes [14–16], a successful theory has proved to be elusive. A recent picture of the hybrid nature of localized moments and itinerant electrons was explored in several systems, on which the hybrid model was proposed in a two-band approximation to illustrate the magnetism and in some cases the origin of superconductivity [24, 25, 29– 35]. The self-consistent renormalization (SCR) theory of spin fluctuations and related theories successfully approach the localized regime based on the itiernant picture as an intermediate mechanism in the one-band model by mediating the magnetic momentum of itinerant electrons in terms of wave-number-dependent spin fluctuation and generalized dynamical fluctuations [22, 36]. Despite this, however, a unified dynamical theory is still being debated paticularly due to the limitated diversity for further study, as well as the difficulty in reconciling these two polar extremes [26].

The heavy-fermion Kondo insulators provide a good platform to explore the physical properties including magnetic ordering due to the coupling of the charge dynamics to the component ordering associated with its related fluctuations during a metal-insulator transition. The Kondo-insulator-like semiconductor, FeGa_3, which has a larger pseudogap compared to the typical Kondo insulators, is such an ideal system owing to its expected valence admixture [27, 28]. The energy gap of FeGa_3 is about 0.4 eV, and its pseudogap is formed by the strong hybridization between the 3d band of Fe and 4p band of Ga [37–39]. No magnetic ordering is detected in FeGa_3 by^{57}Fe Mössbauer experiments [38]. The nonmagnetic FeGa_3 is reminiscent of another Fe-based Kondo insulator: FeSi, which has drawn attention for decades. FeSi undergoes a first order transition and turns into a ferromagnetic metal at the critical composition of FeSi_{0.75}Ge_{0.25} with modest electron doping by Ge [41]. The Co substitution introduces strong magnetic resistivity, anomalous Hall effect and a chiral magnetic nature into Fe_{1−x}Co_xSi system. The interesting magnetic properties induced by the electron doping such as spiral magnetic structure and reentrant spin glass behaviors are represented by the D-M interaction, conventional isotropic exchange (J), anisotropic exchanges, the Zeeman interaction under applied field and cubic anisotropy effects [42, 43]. In this report, we follow the phase transitions by increasing the Ge doping of FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y from a nonmagnetic Kondo-like insulator to a paramagnetic metal and finally to a weakly ferromagnetic metal, through all of which the magnetic properties are significantly affected. In the ferromagnetic region, the magnetic ordering of FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y is shown to be located in a crossover between the localized model and itinerant regimes, and the localized/itinerant character in electrons can be enhanced/diminished by the filling control. A quantitative explanation of the magnetic properties is achieved by reconciling the localized model with the itinerant model by mainly taking into account the effects of temperature dependent spin fluctuations in general. Spin fluctuations may play a key role in approaching a unified theory for localized and itinerant ferromagnets, and FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y seems to be one of the best candidates for probing the unified theory for itinerant magnetism.

RESULTS

Phase transitions. Figure 1 displays the phase diagram of FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y obtained on the basis of the magnetic and transport measurements (see supplement Figs. S1 and S2). The open squares indicate the ferromagnetic transition temperatures T_C and the bold arrow indicates the quantum critical point (QCP). Increasing Ge substitution for Ga results in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y turning from a diamagnetic insulator into a paramagnetic metal, and eventually into a weakly ferromagnetic metal. The magnetization under H = 1 T is shown by the color scale. The spontaneous magnetic moment P_S of FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y is estimated in Arrott plots in Fig. 4 (and Fig. S4) by extrapolating the linear relation, and the values are summarized in Table 1. The relatively small magnitude indicates a weakly ferromagnetic nature. The critical point of electric and magnetic transitions for FeSi_{1−x}Ge_x occurred at x = 0.25, and the energy gap of FeSi is about one tenth of that of FeGa_3, the Ge substitution in FeGa_3 considerably affects the electronic state in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y.

Magnetic properties and magnetic orderings. The magnetization M versus temperature T , and P_{eff} /P_S versus T_C are shown for y ≥ 0.16 in Fig. 2a and Fig. 2b, respectively. The magnetization increases sharply with decreasing temperature in the low-temperature region, following the typical ferromagnetic behavior. Plots follow the Curie-Weiss (CW) law in the high-temperature region, (see Fig. 5 and Supplementary Fig. 6). The effective magnetic moment P_{eff} for various y are estimated from M versus T plots above 150 K. P_{eff} displays a relatively weak y dependence as an itinerant ferromagnet. In Fig. 2b, the relation of P_{eff} /P_S and T_C can be fitted by a nearly linear function P_{eff} /P_S = −aT^{(1+β)}_C + c, with a = −1/20, β ∼ 0.005, and c = 7.27.

To investigate the character of the magnetic ordering, a Rhodes-Wohlfarth plot and a Generalized Rhodes-Wohlfarth plot (or so-called Deguchi-Takahashi plot developed by Takahashi [23, 48]) are drawn in Fig. 3A and 3B, respectively. (1/2)P_C in Fig. 3A represents the effective spin per atom, whose value can be derived from P_{eff}^2 = P_C(P_C + 2). As shown in Fig. 3A, P_C/P_S of FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y are not described by the fitting curve and have much smaller values than other ferromagnetic metals and alloys with the same T_C. Unlike the majority of ferromagnetic metals or alloys, FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y contains a considerably low effective Fermi energy caused by its sharp density of states at E_F [37, 46], resulting in its T_C to vary considerably less rapidly than the E_F and the failure to follow the Rhodes-Wohlfarth curve which well describes the behavior of most other metals and alloys [47]. The largest value for P_C/P_S obtained in this work is 2.6 at y = 0.16 for FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y, corresponding to a weakly itinerant nature. The smallest P_C/P_S of 1.8 at y = 0.32 indicates an adequate localized nature within the system, which is comparable with that of nickel (1.5). Also in Fig. 3B, the magnitude of the magnetic ordering parameter T_C/T_0 of FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y is close to the localized regime value, 1, and spread towards the itinerant regime with increasing y, which is consistent with the results based on Fig. 3a, suggessting a modulated state of magnetic moments is present in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y.

Next, M^2 versus H/M plots (or so-called Arrott plots) and M^4 versus H/M plots are shown in Fig. 4a (Fig. S4 and) and Fig. 4b, (Fig. S5), respectively. According to the mean-effective-field solution of an arbitrary spin Ising model, if the Gaussian distribution of exchange coupling intensity is considerably greater than the mean value of exchange bonds, Arrott plots should show straight lines, and one plot must pass the origin at the critical temperature T_C. In the case of the FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y system, only the Arrott plots for y = 0.32 show good linear behavior. The other samples show convex curvature even at T_C, and the curvature decreases with the increasing electron doping. In contrast, all the M^4 plots show good linear behavior, especially at T_C where the M^4 plot passes the origin (0,0). Nonsignificant deviations from linear behavior for y = 0.14 and 0.15 are observed in M^4 plots (See Fig. 4b and Fig. S5). In these cases, the critical temperature T_C can still be estimated by the low-field data of the isothermal Arrott plots approximating the arbitrary spin Ising model. T_C reaches 0 at y = 0.15, indicating the QCP, and as shown in Fig. 1, FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y with y < 0.15 is paramagnetic, and samples with y > 0.15 are weak ferromagnets.

Experiment vs. theory. Experimental results of χ^{−1} versus T and those of the theoretical reconstruction are shown in Fig. 5 (and Fig. S6).The reasonable consistency between experimental observations and theoretical calculations evidences the precision of the spin-fluctuation parameters we estimated in this work, and also the success of our analysis for the modulated ferromagnetic FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y.

Universality of spin fluctuations. In the generalized Rhodes-Wohlfarth plot shown in Fig. 3b, the red line represents the generalized Rhodes-Wohlfarth theoretical equation P_{eff}/P_S = 1.4 × (T_C/T_0)^{−2/3}, where T_0 represents the energy width of the dynamical spin fluctuation spectrum in frequency space corresponding to the stiffness of spin density in amplitude. FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y with various amplitudes of dynamical spin fluctuations corresponded to different T_0 values as shown in Table 1 roughly satisfy the equation and are relatively widely spread along the line, with its T_C increasing from 0 at QCP to a considerably high value of 53.1 K, lying in the crossover region between the localized and the weakly itinerant regimes. The good fitting of the equation for the entire range of weak ferromagnets shown in Fig. 3b implies a great reliance on spin fluctuations in reconciling the ferromagnets of different electron itinerancy from a localized regime to an itinerant regime.

DISCUSSION

Magnetic behaviors that are intermediate between localized and itinerant nature in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y imply great difficulty in explaining the magnetic properties within a unified theory. Additionally, we should go beyond the models limited at the ground state in order to elucidate the temperature dependent magnetic properties involving the effects of spin fluctuations. Starting by dealing with the intrinsic free energy F in magnetization, which can be expanded in powers of magnetization M by tracking the splitting in band calculation:

F (M, T ) = F (0, T ) + 1 2 a_1(T )M^2 + 1 4 a_2(T )M^4 + · · · , (1)

Converted as the magnetic field H dependent M equation: H = ∂F ∂M = a_1(T )M + a_2(T )M^3 + a_3(T )M^5 + · · · , (2)

where F (0, T ) is the free energy at M = 0, and a_i(T ) are expansion coefficients related with the electron density of states and its derivatives near E_F.

The thermodynamic state of the free energy is determined by the association of the hopping conduction electrons with the repulsion by electrons with opposite spin directions on site. For an itinerant ferromangetic system, where its thermodynamic state becomes stable at finite mangentization, its magnetic properties can be described by the linear Arrott plot within coefficients a_1 and a_2 neglecting higher power terms, since the conduction electron density is fairly restricted around the Fermi energy E_F in the ferromagnets, which leads to the famous equation:

M^2(M, T ) = − a_1(T ) a_2(T ) + 1 a_2(T ) H M(H, T ) . (3)

Numerous systems are governed by equation 3, some weakly ferromagnetic compounds similar to FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y have been reported as examples are ZrZn_2 [50], Sc_3In [58], ZrTiZn_2 [59], ZrZn_{1.9} [59], and Ni-Pt alloys [60]. However, Arrott plots of ferromagnetic FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y are not linear around the Curie points, especially when the positon, y, is close to the critical point of 0.15. This suggests the requirement for a higher power term of free energy a_3(T )M^5. The higher power term a_3(T )M^5 is not concerned by the ground-state-based theories such as Hartree-Fock approximation (HFA) or random-Phase approximation (RPA) etc. [15, 61, 62]. Even in the present form of the SCR theory, the fourth expansion coefficient, a_2(T ), is assumed to be temperature independent resulting in an inaccurate prediction that the spontaneous magnetic moment in ferromagets vanishes at Cuire temperature, this also implies the necessary for a higher power of term a_3(T )M^5 in the free-energy function for the approximation. Inputting all the dynamical parameters of a_i for the M^4 plots at the critical point T_C, we have [23]:

H/M = T^3_A 2μ_B[3πT_C(2 + √ 5)]^2 ( P_S M_S

)_5 M^4. (4)

where spin-fluctuation parameter T_A represents the width of the distribution of the dynamical susceptibility in the wave vector space. For y = 0.14 and 0.15 in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y, the small deviation from linear of the M^4 plots may be caused by the comparable a_2(T )M^3 terms and a_3(T )M^5 terms in the vicinity of the QCP, indicating the comparable effects in nonlinear couplings of spin fluctuations to the effects of non-negligible temperature dependence in general. For y ≥ 0.16, the term a_3(T )M^4 gradually becomes overwhelming compared to a_2(T )M^2, (_{T 3Aρ3}

2μ_B(ρ^{′2} /ρ^2 −ρ^{′′} /3ρ)[3πT_C(2+ √ 5)]^2 (_{PS} M_S

)_5 M^2 ≫ 1, where ρ represents the density of states ) , hence the M^4 plots show much better linear behaviors than the Arrott plots do, and synchronously the curvature begins to decrease in Arrott plots with the electron doping. For ferromagnetic FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y, we observe that the Arrott plots at T_C nearly pass the origin, indicating the non-negligible temperature dependence of spin fluctuations is still considerable, even in the case where their T_C approaches the minimum at the critical point.

The so-called Deguchi-Takahashi plots (Fig. 3b) should also be considered in analyzing the doping effects in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y, where the parameter, T_0, characterizing the energy width of the dynamical spin fluctuation spectrum, is involved. In ferromagnets, if T_0 is comparable with T_C in magnitude, the localized nature of electrons becomes dominant according to the SCR theory of spin fluctuations and the related approximations [22, 23, 63].The right side of the abscissa in Fig. 3b, where T_C/T_0 ∼ 1, represents the extreme of localization, the left side where T_C/T_0 ≪ 1 represents the extreme of itinerancy. Fig. 3b demonstrates that the nature of the electrons in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y is in the crossover region between localized picture and itinerant picture. In terms of the model of closed Kondo-Heisenberg approximation for a Kondo-Heisenberg lattice, the electron doping effects of the Kondo interaction ⟨J_K ∑ i S_i · s_{ci}⟩ become relatively weaker than the Heisenberg interaction ⟨(J_H /z) ∑ (ij) SiSj ⟩ does by the Ge substitution in the

FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y system, i.e., the itinerancy acquired from the Kondo effect in d electrons through intersite exchange becomes less significant by the continuous electron doping in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y. Importantly, the red line of the generalized Rhodes-Wohlfarth equation that fits the FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y system in Fig. 3B fairly well describes not only the localized systems but also the itinerant ones by taking into account the effects of spin fluctuations, implying the crucial role of spin fluctuations in properly understanding ferromagnetism in systems showing coexistence of localized and itinerant characters.

Celebrated approximations such as HFA and RPA only deal with the paramagnetic contributions of spin fluctuations, however for FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y, effects of temperature dependent mode-mode coupling spin fluctuations on the thermal equilibrium state is crucial for its magnetic properties. We take the quantum statistical mechanical theory of SCR approximation of spin fluctuations into consideration, in which two well-known assumptions are inherited: (1) In the ground state, the magnetic properties can be described by the band calculation; (2) The effects of spin-spin couplings can be mainly represented by the second expansion coefficient of the free energy. We should mention that the theories of spin fluctuations are then in contrast with the phenomenological-theoretical-based technique of the Modified Arrott plot in which arbitrary critical exponents can be applied [22, 64], since the function of free energy in the theories of spin fluctuation is even.

In the weakly ferromagnetic limit of the SCR approximation, the imaginary part of the dynamical spin susceptibility for ferromagnets is described by the double Lorentzian form in the small q, ω-region [22]:

Imχ(q, ω) = χ(0, 0) 1 + q^2/κ^2 ωΓ_q ω^2 + Γ^2_q

. (5)

where Γ_q is the spectral width of the spin fluctuations given by Γ_q = (A/C)q(q^2 + κ^2) = Γ_0q(q^2 + κ^2), and κ^2 = ϱ/2Aχ = N_0/2Āχ, and it leads to:

P^2_S 4 = 15T_0 T_A c ( T_C T_0 )_{4/3} , (6)

in weakly ferromagnetic systems.

Derived from equation 5, the inverse magnetic susceptibility is given by [23]: y = N_0 2T_Aη^2 κ^2 κ^2 + q^2 χ^{−1} ∼=

F̄_1P 2_s 8T_Aη^2 { −1 + 1 + νy c ∫_{1/η} 0 dzz^3 [ lnu − 1 2u − Ψ(u) ]} . (7)

with u = z(y + z^2)/t, t = T/T_C, ν = η^2T_A/U, η = (T_C/T_0)^{1/3}, c = 0.3353. Ψ(u) is the digamma function, and parameter F̄_1 is the mode-mode coupling constant, representing the fourth order expansion coefficients of magnetic free energy. F̄_1 = N^3_A(2μ_B)^4/ζk_B, ζ is the slope of the Arrott plots at low temperature, N_A and k_B are Avogadro’s number and Boltzmann constant [65].

Due to the compensation of the increasing thermal amplitude of spin fluctuation for the suppression of the zeropoint spin fluctuation under applied magnetic field with increasing temperature, the local spin amplitude squared at finite temperature can be treated as nearly conserved, which leads to [63]:

F̄_1 = 4 15 k_BT^2_A T_0

. (8)

Then all the spin-fluctuation parameters can be estimated merely from the macroscopic magnetization measurements, without the need of pursuing any extra dynamical measurements such as nuclear magnetic resonance or neutron scattering [51, 66–70].

The quantitative agreement between the theoretical reconstruction and experimental results shown in Fig. 5 (and Fig. S6) implies the success of the elucidation of the magnetization that involves the spin fluctuations for the intermediate FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y system. Moreover, our analysis successfully explains the ferromagnetic FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y ranging from the adequate localized region to the itinerant regime that well fits the generalized Rhodes-Wohlfarth relation P_{eff} /P_S = 1.4 × (T_C/T_0)^{−2/3} describing various ferromagnets as shown in Fig. 3B, indicates a potential universality to quantitatively explain magnetism in weakly ferromagnetic systems in a broad T_C range.

In summary, we have shown that electron doping by Ge substitution substantially affects the magnetic ground state and spin-spin correlation in FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y, causing phase transitions as well as changes in magnetic orderings within the system. We successfully take the temperature-dependent effects of spin fluctuations in general into account for the modulated ferromagnetic FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y, and the theoretical results agree well with the experimental observations. Our analysis shows a potential universality for the entire range of weakly itinerant ferromagnetic systems by involving the spin fluctuations. FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y should be the promising model system to unify the magnetic theory for localized and itinerant electrons.

METHODS

Experiment. Single crystals of FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y were synthesized by Ga self-flux method. Powders of Fe (99.99%), Ge (99.99%) and Ga (99.9999%) ingot with the ratio of Fe : Ge : Ga = 1 : Y : 9 (0.01 ≤ Y ≤ 3) were loaded and sealed in an clean evacuated silica tube. The mixture were melted and homogenized in a furnace at 1273 K for 40 hours, and cooled to room temperature slowly. Excess Ga flux was removed with aqueous solution of H_2O_2 and HCl. X-ray diffraction pattern confirmed the samples are single crystal in FeGa_3 type structure without second phase. The chemical composition of FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y was determined by wavelength-dispersive electron microprobe analysis (EPMA). Since Ge is insoluble over entire range, the maximum y obtained in this work is 0.32. The lattice parameter a increases from 6.263 to 6.279 Å and c decreases from 6.554 to 6.540 Å with Ge substitution, following Vegard’s law, which is consistent with the former report [71]. The magnetization (M) of FeGa_{3−y}Ge_y was measured as a function of T and H up to 7 T by the superconducting quantum interference device (SQUID) magnetometer in Research Center for Low Temperature and Materials Science, Kyoto University. The electrical resistivity measurements were employed on a home-built quadrupole electrical conductivity measuring device from 5 to 300 K.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We thank Y. Takahashi for commenting on the manuscript and useful discussions. This work is supported by Grantsin-Aid for Scientific Research 22350029 and 26410089 from the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology of Japan and Grants for Excellent Graduate Schools, MEXT, Japan.

∗ yao.ns@sjtu.edu.cn † kyhv@kuchem.kyoto-u.ac.jp [1] Žutić, I. Fabian, J. Das Sarma, & S. Spintronics: Fundamentals and applications. Rev. Mod. Phys. 76, 323-410 (2004). [2] Ohno, Y. et al. Electrical spin injection in a ferromagnetic semiconductor heterostructure. Nature 402, 790-792 (1999). [3] Wolf, S. A. et al. Spintronics: A spin-based electronics vision for the future. Science 294, 1488-1495 (2001). [4] Sun, J. Spintronics gets a magnetic flute. Nature 425, 359-361 (2003).

[5] Sondhi, S. L. Karlhede, A. Kivelson, S. A. & Rezayi, E. H. Skyrmions and the crossover from the integer to fractional quantum Hall effect at small Zeeman energies. Phys. Rev. B 47, 16419-16426 (1993).

[6] Senthil, T. Vishwanath, A. Balents, L. Sachdev, S. & Fisher, M. P. A. Deconfined quantum critical points. Science 303, 1490-1494 (2004).

[7] Rößler, U. K. Bogdanov, A. N. & Pfleiderer, C. Spontaneous skyrmion ground states in magnetic metals. Nature 442, 797-801 (2006).

[8] Bauer, G. E. W. MacDonald, A. H. & Maekawa, S. Spin caloritronics. Solid State Commun. 150, 459-460 (2010). [9] Bauer, G. E. Saitoh, E. & van Wees, B. J. Spin caloritronicsl. Nat. Mater. 11, 391399 (2012). [10] Pfleiderer, C. Borderline metals. Nature 455, 1188-1189 (2008).

[11] Smith, R. P. et al. Marginal breakdown of the Fermi-liquid state on the border of metallic ferromagnetism. Nature 455, 12201223 (2008).

[12] Scalapino, D. J. A common thread: The pairing interaction for unconventional superconductors. Rev. Mod. Phys. 84, 1383-1417 (2012).

[13] Wu, B. et al. Pairing mechanism in the ferromagnetic superconductor UCoGe. Nat. Commun. 8, 14480 (2017). [14] Falicov, L. M. & Kimball, J. C. Simple Model for Semiconductor-Metal Transitions: SmB6 and Transition-Metal Oxides.

Phys. Rev. Lett. 22, 997-999 (1969).

[15] Izuyama, T. Kim, D. J. & Kubo, R. Band Theoretical Interpretation of Neutron Diffraction Phenomena in Ferromagnetic Metals. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 18, 1025-1042 (1963).

[16] Lederer, P. & Blandin, A. Localized moments and magnetic couplings in the theory of band magnetism. Philos. Mag. 14, 363-381 (1966).

[17] Wolff, P. A. Localized Moments in Metals. Phys. Rev. 124, 1030-1035 (1961). [18] Cyrot, M. Electronic properties of narrow energy bands. Phil. Mag. 25, 1031-1039 (1972). [19] Cyrot, M. Theory of Mott transition. Applications to transition-metal oxides. J. Phys. (Paris) 33, 125-134 (1972). [20] Herring, C. Energy of a Bloch wall on the band picture. II. perturbation approach. Phys. Rev. 87, 60-70 (1952). [21] Moriya, T. & Kawabata, A. Effect of spin fluctuations on itinerant electron ferromagnetism. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 34, 639-651 (1973).

[22] Moriya, T. Spin Fluctuations in Itinerant Electron Magnetism (Springer, 1985). [23] Takahashi, Y. Spin Fluctuation Theory of Itinerant Electron Magnetism (Springer, 2013). [24] Vojta, M. Mobile or not? Nat. Phys. 5, 623-624 (2009).

[25] Xu, G. Y. et al. Testing the itinerancy of spin dynamics in superconducting Bi2Sr2CaCu2 O_{8+δ} . Nat. Phys. 5, 642-646 (2009).

[26] Svanidze, E. et al. An itinerant antiferromagnetic metal without magnetic constituents. Nat. Commun. 6, 7701 (2015). [27] Varma, C. M. Aspects of strongly correlated insulators. Phys. Rev. B 50, 9952-9956 (1994). [28] Tomczak, J. M. Haule, K. & Kotliar, G. Signatures of electronic correlations in iron silicide. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 109, 3243-3246 (2012).

[29] Paglione, J. & Greene, R. L. High-temperature superconductivity in iron-based materials. Nat. Phys. 6, 645-658 (2010). [30] Dai, P. C. Hu, J. P. & Dagotto, E. Magnetism and its microscopic origin in iron-based high-temperature superconductors.

Nat. Phys. 8, 709-718 (2012).

[31] Kou, S. P. Li, T. & Weng, Z. Y. Coexistence of itinerant electrons and local moments in iron-based superconductors. Eur.

Phys. Lett. 88, 17010 (2009).

[32] You, Y. Z. Yang, F. Kou, S. P. & Weng, Z. Y. Phase diagram and a possible unified description of intercalated iron selenide superconductors. Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 167001 (2011).

[33] You, Y. Z. Yang, F. Kou, S. P. & Weng, Z. Y. Magnetic and superconducting instabilities in a hybrid model of itinerant/localized electrons for iron pnictides. Phys. Rev. B 84, 054527 (2011).

[34] Hu, J. P. Xu, B. Liu, W. M. Hao, N. N. & Wang, Y. P. Unified minimum effective model of magnetic properties of iron-based superconductors. Phys. Rev. B 85, 144403 (2012).

[35] Dai, J. Si, Q. Zhu, J. & Abrahams, E. Iron pnictides as a new setting for quantum criticality. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. 11, 4118-4121 (2009).

[36] Moriya, T. & Takahashi, Y. Spin fluctuation theory of itinerant electron ferromagnetism - unified picture. J. Phys. Soc.

Jpn. 45, 397-408 (1978).

[37] Arita, M. et al. Electronic structure of a narrow-gap semiconductor FeGa 3 investigated by photoemission and inverse photoemission spectroscopies. Phys. Rev. B 83, 245116 (2011).

[38] Tsujii, N. et al. Observation of energy gap in FeGa3. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 77, 024705 (2008). [39] Häussermann, U. Boström, M. Viklund, P. Rapp, O. & Björnängen, T. FeGa3 and RuGa3: Semiconducting intermetallic compounds. J. Solid State Chem. 165, 94-99 (2002).

[40] Yin, Z. P. & Pickett, W. E. Evidence for a spin singlet state in the intermetallic semiconductor FeGa3 Phys. Rev. B 82, 155202 (2010).

[41] Yeo, S. et al. First-order transition from a Kondo insulator to a ferromagnetic metal in single crystalline FeSi1−xGex. Phys.

Rev. Lett. 91, 046401 (2003).

[42] Chattopadhyay, M. K. Roy, S. B. & Chaudhary, S. Magnetic properties of Fe1−xCoxSi alloys. Phys. Rev. B 65, 132409 (2002).

[43] Grigoriev, S. V. et al. Principal interactions in the magnetic system Fe1−xCoxSi: Magnetic structure and critical temperature by neutron diffraction and SQUID measurements. Phys. Rev. B 76, 092407 (2007).

[44] Rhodes, P. & Wohlfarth, E. P. Effective Curie-Weiss constant of ferromagnetic metals and alloys. Proc. R. Soc. London, Ser. A 273, 247-258 (1963).

[45] Wohlfarth, E. P. Magnetic properties of crystallineand amorphous alloys: A systematic discussion based on the Rhodes- Wohlfarth plot. J. Magn. Magn. Mater. 7, 113-120 (1978).

[46] Gippius, A. A. et al. Interplay between localized and itinerant magnetism in Co-substituted FeGa3. Phys. Rev. B 89, 104426 (2014).

[47] Wohlfarth, E. & Cornwell, J. F. Critical points and ferromagnetism. Phys. Rev. Lett. 7, 342-343 (1961). [48] Murata, K. K. & Doniach, S. Theory of magnetic fluctuations in itinerant ferromagnets. Phys. Rev. Lett. 29, 285-288 (1972).

[49] Bloch, D. Voiron, J. Jaccarino, V. & Wernick, J. H. The high eldhigh pressure magnetic properties of MnSi. Phys. Lett. A 51, 259261 (1975).

[50] Ogawa, S. Magnetic properties of Zr1−xTixZn2, Zr1−xYxZn2, Zr1−xNbxZn2 and Zr1−xHfxZn2. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 25, 109-119 (1968).

[51] Yoshimura, K. Takigawa, M. Takahashi, Y. Yasuoka, H. & Nakamura, Y. NMR study of weakly itinerant ferromagnetic Y(Co1−xAlx)2. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 56, 1138-1155 (1987).

[52] Deboer, F. R. Schinkel, C. J. Biesterbos, J. & Proost, S. Exchange enhanced paramagnetism and weak ferromagnetism in the Ni3Al and Ni3Ga phases; giant moment inducement in Fe doped Ni3Ga. J. Appl. Phys. 40, 1049-1055 (1969).

[53] Ogawa, S. Electrical resistivity of weak itinerant ferromagnet ZrZn2. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 40, 1007-1009 (1986). [54] Shimizu, K. Maruyama, H. Yamazaki, H. & Watanabe, H. Effect of spin fluctuations on magnetic properties and thermal expansion in pseudobinary system FexCo1−xSi. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 59, 305-318 (1990).

[55] Nakabayashi, R. Tazuke, Y. & Murayama, S. Itinerant electron weak ferromagnetism in Y2Ni7 and YNi−3. J. Phys. Soc.

Jpn. 61, 774-777 (1992).

[56] Fujita, A. Fukamichi, K. Arugakatori, H. & Goto, T. Spin fluctuations in amorphous La(Ni−xAl1−x)13 alloys consisting of icosahedral clusters. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 7, 401-412 (1995).

[57] Reehuis, M. Ritter, C. Ballou, R. & Jeitschko, W. Ferromagnetism in the ThCr2Si2 type phosphide LaCo2 P2. J. Magn.

Magn. Mater. 7, 401-412 (1994).

[58] Takeuchi, J. & Masuda, Y. Low temperature specific heat of itinerant electron ferromagnet Sc3In. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 46, 468-474 (1979).

[59] Wohlfarth, E. P. & De Chatel, P. F. On the possibility of accounting for the behaviour of ZrZn2 above its curie point within the framework of the band theory of very weak ferromagnetism. Physica 48, 477-485 (1970).

[60] Beille, J. Bloch, D. & Besnus, M. J. Itinerant ferromagnetism and susceptibility of nickel-platinum alloys. J.

Phys.F:Met.Phys. 4, 1275-1284 (1974).

[61] Bloch, F. Bemerkung zur Elektronentheorie des Ferromagnetismus und der elektrischen Leitfähigkeit. Z. Phys. A 57, 545-555 (1929).

[62] Herring, C. Rado, G. T. & Suhl, H. Magnetism (Academic Press, New York, 1966).

[63] Takahashi, Y. On the origin of the Curie-Weiss law of the magnetic susceptibility in itinerant electron ferromagnetism. J.

Phys. Soc. Jpn. 55, 3553-3573 (1986).

[64] Stanley, H. E. Introduction to Phase Transitions and Critical Phenomena (Oxford Univ. Press, 1971). [65] Takahashi, Y. & Moriya, T. Quantitative aspects of the theory of weak itinerant ferromagnetism. J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 54, 1592-1598 (1985).

[66] Ishikawa, Y. Noda, Y. Uemura, Y. J. Majkrzak, C. F. & Shirane, G. Paramagnetic spin fluctuations in the weak itinerantelectron ferromagnet MnSi. Phys. Rev. B 31, 5884-5893 (1985).

[67] Bernhoeft, N. R. Lonzarich, G. G. Mitchell, P. W. & Paul, D. M. Magnetic Excitations in Ni3Al at Low Energies and Long Wavelengths. Phys. Rev. B 28, 422-424 (1983).

[68] Corti, M. et al. Spin dynamics in a weakly itinerant magnet from^{29} Si NMR in MnSi. Phys. Rev. B 75, 115111 (2007). [69] Yoshimura, K. Mekata, M. Takigawa, M. Takahashi, Y. & Yasuoka, H. Spin fluctuations in Y(Co1−xAlx)_2: A transition system from nearly to weakly itinerant ferromagnetism. Phys. Rev. B 37, 3593-3602 (1988).

[70] Yoshimura, K. et al.^{17}O NMR Observation of Universal Behavior of Ferromagnetic Spin Fluctuations in the Itinerant Magnetic System Sr1−x Cax RuO3. Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 4397-4400 (1999).

[71] Umeo, K. et al. Ferromagnetic instability in a doped band gap semiconductor FeGa3. Phys. Rev. B 86, 144421 (2012).

FIG. 1. Phase diagram of FeGa3−yGey . Open squares represent the ferromagnetic transition temperature TC and the bold arrow shows the quantum critical point (at y = 0.15). Solid line at y = 0.01 corresponds to critical transition edge between the Kondo-like insulator and the paramagnetic metal. Color scale represents magnetization of FeGa3−y Gey measured at H = 1T at various temperatures.

FIG. 2. Temperature dependent magnetization, and linear relation bewteen Peff /PS and TC. (a) T dependence of M of ferromagnetic FeGa3−y Gey at H = 1 T. P_{eff} are obtained by fitting the Curie-Weiss law using data at high temperature region. (b) P_{eff} /PS versus TC plots. Solid line is the fitting line: P_{eff} /PS = −1/20 T^{1.005}_C + c.

FIG. 3. Rhodes-Wohlfarth plot and Deguchi-Takahashi plot. PC/PS versus TC plot and P_{eff} /PS versus TC/T0 plot for FeGa3−y Gey and various ferromagnets, as (a) and (b) respectively. Data are reproduced from Refs. [44, 45, 49–57, 60]. (a) Parameters of FeGa3−y Gey do not follow the universal line, and PC/PS of FeGa3−y Gey is relatively small compared with other ferromangets with same magnitude of TC. (b) Red straight line represents Takahashi’s theoretical line, P_{eff} /PS = 1.4 × (TC/T0)^{−2/3}, which roughly describes FeGa3−y Gey .

FIG. 4. Arrott plots and M^4 plots. M^2 versus H (Arrott plots) and M^4 versus H for FeGa3−y Gey with y = 0.14, 0.15, 0.16, 0.18, 0.24, and 0.32 respectively, as (a) and (b). Dash lines in (b) are the description of the equation (4), and should be where M^4 plots shown up at the critical temperature TC (see text).

FIG. 5. Temperature dependence of inverse susceptibility. T dependences of χ^{−1} for FeGa3−y Gey with y = 0.16, 0.20, 0.24 and 0.32. Black lines and squares represent experimental results. Red lines represent reconstructed results based on the theories of spin fluctuations (see text).

y P_{eff} PC PS TC TA(10^4 ) T0(10^2 ) F̄1(10^5 ) 0.16 0.71 0.226 0.087 7.2 7.56 1.10 1.39 0.18 0.74 0.244 0.112 14.3 9.67 1.87 1.33 0.20 0.79 0.274 0.133 24.8 1.23 2.99 1.35 0.21 0.80 0.281 0.136 32.6 1.42 3.48 1.59 0.24 0.90 0.345 0.156 36.4 1.33 4.23 1.11 0.27 0.91 0.352 0.187 46.9 1.29 4.30 1.03 0.32 0.96 0.386 0.216 53.1 1.18 4.56 0.73

TABLE I. Spin-fluctuation parameters estimated from Arrott plot and M^4 plot for y = 0.16, 0.18, 0.20, 0.21, 0.24, 0.27, and 0.32. P_{eff} , PS, TC, TA, T0 , and F̄1, represent effective magnetic moment ( μB/Fe atom), spontaneous magnetic moment at ground state ( μB/Fe atom), Curie temperature (K), the width of the distribution of the dynamical susceptibility in the q space (K), the energy width of the dynamical spin fluctuation spectrum (K), and fourth order expansion coefficients of magnetic free energy (K), respectively.^1_2 PC represents effective spin per atom ( μB ).