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Abstract—Numerical studies on the effect of surface relaxation, namely, the equilibrium change in the inter-
planar distance, exerted on the values of the magnetic and energy characteristics of a Fe/Pt/Fe system have
been performed. The contribution of spin-orbit coupling to the value of magnetic anisotropy energy is studied
as a function of ferromagnetic film thickness.
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INTRODUCTION
The spin density functional theory (SDFT) is a

rather accurate approach to the static electron many-
body problem for an equilibrium electron gas, which is
widely used in a vast number of studies to describe dif-
ferent properties of the ground state, both for magnetic
and nonmagnetic solids.

One of the properties considered in this paper is
magnetocrystalline anisotropy, i.e., the tendency of
the system towards the orientation of its magnetization
predominantly in one direction with respect to the
crystal lattice.

Such a property is one of the most important of
magnetic materials, since it also attractive for techno-
logical applications in instrumentation and informa-
tion technologies, as well as spintronics. However,
magnetocrystalline anisotropy is also of interest for
fundamental physics.

Ab initio calculations of the magnetic anisotropy
energy (EMA) are particularly difficult. First, there are
substantial technical difficulties, since obtaining EMA
means that the difference between the total energy for
different magnetization orientations should be calcu-
lated with great accuracy. Second, factors difficult to
control, including many-particle effects beyond the
local density approximation (LDA) [1–3], could
affect the calculated EMA value.

Sequentially alternating conductive layers made of
ferromagnetic and nonmagnetic materials based on a
Fe/Pt/Fe multilayer structure make it possible to
achieve giant magnetoresistance effects. The magnetic
properties of ferromagnetic Fe films and the behavior

of exchange-coupled structures based on these films
are being intensively studied.

Relaxation studies show that the presence of an
inhomogeneous pattern of interatomic distances
causes a significant change in the EMA value and can
also be the reason for the reorientation of magnetiza-
tion in atoms. Papers by different authors confirm this.
In [3], the relaxation effect on EMA for clusters with a
face-centered cubic (fcc) transition metal lattice has
been studied. In [4], the relaxation effect on EMA has
been studied for the case of Co wires at the edge of a
Pt(111) step. In both papers, an improvement in the
quantitative description of EMA is observed when sur-
face relaxation is taken into account.

Studies of Fe films on the surfaces of different non-
magnetic metals, including Pt, is of great interest to
experimenters, because in order to investigate the
main structural properties and their relationship with
the magnetic properties, it is necessary to use an epi-
taxial film, since the crystallographic orientation can
be controlled by the orientation of the substrate. For
example, Fe/Pt epitaxial films have been prepared on
the surface of single-crystal substrates [4–8]. Studies
have shown that both the film thickness and choice of
substrate material, as well as the orientation of the sur-
face face, can affect the predominant type of EMA.

The authors of [9] have studied a Fe film on an Au
surface depending on the film thickness, for the case
of (100) face using the Korringa–Kohn–Rostoker
(KKR) formalism. For example, for the case of mono-
layer film thicknesses and two atomic layers, perpen-
dicular anisotropy predominates, whereas with a
1618
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greater thickness the anisotropy exhibits a planar char-
acter. In addition, the type of predominant anisotropy
can be affected by the substrate onto the surface of
which the film is deposited.

Studies performed by the authors of [10] have
shown that the in-plane anisotropy always prevails in
the case of Fe films on the surface of W(110), whereas
on the surface of Cr(110), for the case of small film
thicknesses, an easy axis type of anisotropy is
observed, and when the thickness exceeds three
monolayers, prevalent in-plane anisotropy is revealed.
Calculations based on the Green’s function approach,
a completely relativistic KKR method involving the
local density approximation and an idealized geome-
try reproducing the bulk structure of the substrate,
have shown the predominance of in-plane anisotropy
for the case of Fe monolayer deposited onto the
Pt(111) surface [11].

The authors of [1] studied the effect of surface
relaxation on the magnetic anisotropy energy for the
case of the (100) face using a theoretical ab initio
approach. The results have shown that surface relax-
ation can affect not only the EMA value, but also the
predominant type of anisotropy. Thus, for the Fe/Pt
system without relaxation, in-plane anisotropy is
observed, while when relaxation is taken into account,
perpendicular anisotropy predominates.

We have focused on studies concerning the effect of
surface relaxation exerted on the value of the energy
and magnetic components using the SDFT formalism
and calculating the self-consistent band structure.
Surface relaxation means a change in the interplanar
spacing of atoms, while the shape and volume of the
cell remain unchanged.

The effect of ferromagnetic film thickness on the
magnetic anisotropy energy has also been studied. The
contribution of spin-orbit coupling to the magnetic
anisotropy energy has been determined. We have stud-
ied all surface faces with a low Miller index.

In our article, we have already studied the effects of
anisotropy without taking into account relaxation
[12]. The dependence of EMA on the thickness of the
substrate and film has been demonstrated. In addi-
tion, the anisotropy parameter has been calculated for
further applications in Monte Carlo calculations [13].
This article was aimed at studying the effects of anisot-
ropy for a three-layer Fe/Pt/Fe system, as well as the
impact of surface relaxation on these effects.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
The ab initio calculations were performed using the

SDFT implemented with VASP software package [14]
based on the method of projected augmented waves
(PAW) with the Perdew–Burke–Ernzerhof (PBE)
version of the generalized gradient approximation
(GGA). The values of the convergence parameters
were chosen based on our earlier studies [15].
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The article focuses on studies on the relaxation
effect on the value of magnetic anisotropy energy EMA
and magnetic moments of atoms under varying ferro-
magnetic Fe film thicknesses, with a fixed thickness of
the Pt substrate. We have already studied the effect of
the substrate thickness on the EMA value [12].

Here, we emphasized variation of the film thick-
ness from one monolayer to seven atomic layers, with
the substrate thickness fixed at three atomic layers. All
surface faces with low Miller indices were examined.
To conserve the inversion symmetry, the ferromag-
netic film was placed on both sides. We obtained the
value of the lattice constant earlier from calculations
with complete optimization of the crystal structure:
3.87125(3) Å [15].

The energy of magnetic anisotropy was calculated
as the difference between two values of the total energy
of the system with magnetic moments directed perpen-
dicularly and in parallel to the plane ΔEMA = E⊥ – E||. In
the case of ΔЕМА > 0, the orientation of the magnetic
moments parallel to the plane prevails, which corre-
sponds to in-plane anisotropy. In the case of ΔЕМА < 0,
the orientation of the magnetic moments perpendicu-
lar to the plane is energetically more favorable, which
corresponds to the easy-axis anisotropy.

For the calculations on the Fe film, the fcc struc-
ture of the Pt substrate was used. The use of one atom
in the layer in our calculations with the setting of a
supercell prevents tracing of the rearrangement transi-
tion of the Fe film from the fcc to body-centered cubic
(bcc) structure in the case of large film thicknesses. Of
course, in EMA studies, it is necessary to take into
account structural aspects.

Calculations are required that assume a simultane-
ous, unlimited change in the geometry of the crystal
structure. For such calculations, it is necessary to use
several atoms in a layer. However, even one atom in a
layer in the case of noncollinear magnetic calculations
involves huge computational costs. For example, for a
monolayer film, calculations taking into account spin-
orbit coupling require 2.5 GB of memory per nucleus
and 34 h of calculation time [15].

Relaxation was taken into account as follows. First,
surface relaxation of the nonmagnetic system was per-
formed; i.e., only the positions of atoms changed. In
this case, the cell size and shape remained unchanged.
Then, the obtained relaxed nonmagnetic system was
used to study the following two cases. In the first, the
magnetic system was calculated with no relaxation
taken into account, while conserving the volume, cell
shape, and atomic coordinates. In the second case, the
the magnetic system was calculated taking into
account surface relaxation, i.e., taking into account
the change in position of atoms.

Figure 1 shows calculations of the surface relax-
ation effect on the position of atoms in the system. The
surface relaxation parameter δ was calculated, which
: PHYSICS  Vol. 87  No. 11  2023
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Fig. 1. Effect of surface relaxation on position of atomic planes in Fe/Pt/Fe system; δ, relaxation parameter; (1) initial position
of atoms; (2) nonmagnetic system relaxation; (3) relaxation of magnetic system for in-plane direction of magnetization vector;
(4) relaxation of magnetic system for perpendicular-to-plane direction of magnetization vector.
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represents a relative change in the interplanar dis-
tance, in percent. Clearly, the interplanar spacing
between Fe atoms after relaxation is smaller than that
between Pt atoms. The greatest compression was
observed near an atom on the surface. The direction of
the magnetic moment significantly affects the relax-
ation parameter, changing not only the value, but also
the character of displacement.

Table 1 presents the calculation results for the total
energy per atom, depending on the thickness of the
ferromagnetic Fe film. Clearly, relaxation exerts an
insignificant effect on the reduced energy. The mini-
mum contribution is observed for a monolayer film.
With increasing ferromagnetic film thickness, an
BULLETIN OF THE RUSSIAN ACADEM

Table 1. Calculated values for energy per atom with and withou

(100)

E, meV/atom. E, meV/atom.
with relax. E, meV

Fe1 –6.782 –6.817 –6.
Fe2 –7.163 –7.207 –7.
Fe3 –7.344 –7.446 –7.
Fe4 –7.498 –7.586 –7.
Fe5 –7.611 –7.685 –7.
increase in the relaxation effect on the reduced energy
and decrease in energy per atom are observed.

Figures 2a and 2c show the relaxation effect on the
average value of magnetization with increasing film
thickness. Clearly, with increasing film thickness, the
average value of magnetization decreases. In addition,
for all the faces, taking relaxation into account leads to
an increase in the magnetic moment, except for two
cases: for face (111) with a film thickness of three lay-
ers and for face (110) with a film thickness of five
monoatomic layers. It is just for these systems affected
by relaxation that a change in the type of anisotropy is
observed, which is shown in Figs. 3a–3c. Figure 3c
Y OF SCIENCES: PHYSICS  Vol. 87  No. 11  2023

t relaxation taken into account for faces (100), (110), and (111)

(110) (111)

/atom. E, meV/atom.
with relax. E, meV/atom. E, meV/atom.

with relax.

804 –6.830 –6.833 –6.860
025 –7.060 –7.208 –7.218
275 –7.329 –7.270 –7.405
388 –7.446 –7.495 –7.520
462 –7.685 –7.584 –7.599
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Fig. 2. Value of average magnetic moment depending on thickness of Fe film (a) for (100) faces, (b) for (110) faces, and (c) for
(111) faces; without relaxation (1) and with relaxation (2).
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shows a change in the type of anisotropy for a film
thickness of three monoatomic layers.

In the calculations without relaxation, in-plane
anisotropy predominates, whereas when relaxation is
taken into account, easy-axis anisotropy is observed. A
similar, although less ample transition can be observed
for the (100) face, for a film thickness of five layers
(Fig. 3a). In this case, conversely, when relaxation is
taken into account, in-plane anisotropy begins to pre-
dominate.

For face (111), with increasing film thickness,
regardless of the relaxation effect, a transition to pre-
dominant perpendicular anisotropy is observed (see
Fig. 3c). For faces (100) with increasing film thick-
ness, an oscillatory behavior is characteristic (see
Fig. 3a). Each new film layer changes the type of
anisotropy from perpendicular to planar and back. For
face (110), such strong oscillations like for the (100)
face are not observed; however, as the film thickness
changes from one to two and three to four monoat-
BULLETIN OF THE RUSSIAN ACADEMY OF SCIENCES
omic layers, the type of anisotropy exhibits a change
(see Fig. 3b).

The results of our calculations correlate with those
for a single Fe monolayer performed by other authors
using the Korringa–Kohn–Rostoker method. The
authors of [16] obtained the perpendicular magnetic
anisotropy for the Pt(100) face. In [11], calculations
for the Pt(111) face demonstrate that in-plane mag-
netic anisotropy with ЕМА = 0.71 meV prevails. Our
calculations without relaxation yield ЕМА = 2.2 meV,
whereas taking relaxation into account leads to a
decrease to ЕМА = 1.8 meV.

The studies on relaxation show that the presence of
an inhomogeneous pattern of interatomic distances
causes a significant change in the value of EMA and can
also be the reason for reorientation of magnetization in
atoms. Publications by other authors confirm this for
other systems. The authors of [17] have studied the
relaxation effect on EMA for the fcc transition metal
clusters. In [18], the relaxation effect on EMA for a Co
wire at the edge of a Pt(111) step has been studied. In
: PHYSICS  Vol. 87  No. 11  2023
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Fig. 3. Value of magnetic anisotropy energy ΔEMA and its spin-orbital component ΔESOC for Fe/Pt/Fe heterostructure with
change in thickness of Fe film: (a) for face (100), (b) for face (110), (c) for face (111); (1) ΔEMA without relaxation, (2) ΔEMA with
relaxation, (3) ΔESOC without relaxation, (4) ΔESOC with relaxation.
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both papers, an improvement of the quantitative
description of EMA is observed when surface relaxation
is taken into account.

When calculating the magnetic anisotropy energy,
one should estimate what exactly draws the greatest
contribution to the value of EMA i.e., find out where it
comes from. In order to answer this question, we have
estimated the contribution of the spin-orbit compo-
nent to the magnitude of the magnetic anisotropy.
Inclusion of spin-orbit coupling (SOC) in DFT leads
to an additional contribution  to the
Hamiltonian that relates the Pauli spin operator to the
angular momentum . As a relativistic correc-
tion, the SOC acts predominantly in the immediate
vicinity of nuclei, so it is suggested that  contribu-
tions beyond the PAW sphere are negligible. Thus,

∝ σ ⋅
�

�αβ
SOCH L

= ×
�

� �L r p

SOCH
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VASP can calculate the matrix elements HSOC only for
single-center contributions of all electrons:

(1)

The crystal lattice affects the orbitals, which in turn
are coupled to spins in the localized case via the spin-
orbit coupling. For materials with band gaps, spin-
orbit coupling induces an orbital momentum that
relates the total magnetic moment to the crystal axes.
Table 2 presents the calculated orbital and spin mag-
netic moments for each Fe atom depending on the
film thickness.

From this, one can calculate the total energy that
depends on the orientation of the magnetization con-

�
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Table 2. Values of orbital magnetic moment μorb, μB and spin magnetic moment μ, μB, for each atom of film depending on
film thickness

Atom NFe = 1, μorb NFe = 2, μ NFe = 2, μorb NFe = 2, μ NFe = 3, μorb NFe = 3, μ

Fe1 0.078 2.943 0.054 2.777 0.097 2.851
Fe2 0.072 2.779 0.083 2.587
Fe3 0.087 2.833

Table 3. Calculation results for ESOC, meV, for thickness of magnetic Fe film of three to five monolayers and interlayer
thickness of three monolayers, (111) face

ESOC, meV

Atom NFe = 5 NFe = 5
with relax.

NFe = 4 NFe = 4
with relax.

NFe = 3 NFe = 3
with relax.

Pt1 –749.6 –747.9 –751.1 –747.4 –751.9 –747.8
Pt2 –752.8 –751.1 –754.1 –750.4 –764.4 –750.5
Pt3 –749.6 –747.9 –751.1 –747.4 –751.9 –747.8
Fe1 –9.0 –9.2 –9.1 –9.2 –10.5 –9.1
Fe2 –11.9 –12.2 –12.1 –12.3 –12.5 –11.7
Fe3 –12.3 –12.1 –11.4 –11.6 –12.7 –12.9
Fe4 –11.4 –11.6 –12.4 –12.7
Fe5 –12.5 –12.6

Table 4. Results for ESOC, meV, for thickness of magnetic Fe
film of five monolayers for different orientations of surface
face taking into account relaxation

Atom (100) (110) (111)

Pt1 –749.0 –752.5 –747.9
Pt2 –767.9 –766.8 –751.1
Pt3 –750.1 –752.4 –747.9
Fe1 –8.8 –8.6 –9.2
Fe2 –11.7 –11.7 –12.2
Fe3 –11.7 –11.8 –12.1
Fe4 –11.7 –11.7 –11.6
Fe5 –12.5 –12.5 –12.6
tributed to the anisotropy. Therefore, spin-orbit cou-
pling is the main source of magnetocrystalline anisot-
ropy. In the absence of spin-orbit coupling, the direc-
tions of spins have no relationship with the crystal
structure, which means that the system is invariant
with respect to the overall rotation of all spins. There-
fore, all our calculations here take spin-orbit coupling
into account.

Figures 3a and 3b, in addition to the magnetic
anisotropy energy, show the values of its spin-orbit
component for all studied faces. By analyzing the
behavior of spin-orbit coupling, it can be concluded
that the greatest contribution to the oscillatory behav-
ior of he EMA comes from the energy of spin-orbit cou-
pling.

Pt atoms play an important role in the magnetic
anisotropy of the Fe film. The hybridization with Fe
orbitals induces spin polarization on the Pt atom and,
as a result, increases EMA owing to the large spin-orbit
coupling in the Pt atom. This is clearly seen from the
calculated values of ESOC for the individual atoms
given in Table 3 depending on the magnetic film thick-
ness for the (111) face, and in Table 4, depending on
the orientation of the face for a film thickness of five
monolayers.

The ESOC value for platinum atoms is almost
70 times greater than that for iron atoms. Except for
the Fe atom closest to the interface, the value of ESOC
BULLETIN OF THE RUSSIAN ACADEMY OF SCIENCES
for which the spin-orbit coupling energy is minimal
and varies with the thickness to an insignificant extent.
The effect of relaxation and face orientation on the
ESOC value are comparable in magnitude and do not
exceed 10%.

CONCLUSIONS

Thus, the relaxation effect with changing ferro-
magnetic film thickness on EMA and magnetic
moments has been studied. It is shown that the great-
: PHYSICS  Vol. 87  No. 11  2023
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est compression level occurs near the a surface atom,
whereas the direction of the magnetic moment signifi-
cantly affects the relaxation parameter, which changes
both the value and character of displacement. Relax-
ation exerts an insignificant effect on the reduced
energy. With increasing ferromagnetic film thickness,
a decrease in the value of energy per atom is observed.
The relaxation effect increases the values of magnetic
moment, except for two cases: for face (111) for a film
thickness of three layers and for face (110) for a film
thickness of five monoatomic layers, for which a
change in the type of anisotropy is observed, affected
by relaxation. For the case of the (100) and (110) faces,
with increasing film thickness, an oscillating behavior
is typical, whereas for the (111) faces, a transition to
predominant perpendicular anisotropy is observed. It
has been shown that the greatest contribution to the
oscillatory behavior of EMA comes from the spin-orbit
coupling energy, whereas the value of ESOC for Pt
atoms is almost 70 times greater than that for Fe
atoms.

FUNDING
The study was financially supported by the Russian Sci-

ence Foundation (project no. 23-22-00093). Computa-
tional resources of the shared services center of the Far
Eastern Branch of the Russian Academy of Sciences
(Khabarovsk) were used.

CONFLICT OF INTEREST
The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest.

REFERENCES
1. Yang, I., Savrasov, S.Y., and Kotliar, G., Phys. Rev.

Lett., 2001, vol. 87, no. 21, p. 216405.

2. Shick, A.B. and Mryasov, O.N., Phys. Rev. B, 2003,
vol. 67, no. 17, p. 172407.

3. Savrasov, S.Y., Toropova, A., Katsnelson, M.I., et al.,
Z. Kristallogr., 2005, vol. 220, p. 473.

4. Ohtake, M., Itabashi, A., Futamoto, M., et al., IEEE
Trans. Magn., 2014, vol. 50, p. 2104204.

5. Ohtake, M., Itabashi, A., Futamoto, M., et al.,
J. Magn. Soc. Jpn., 2015, vol. 39, p. 167.

6. Ravelosona, D., Chappert, C., and Mathet, V., Appl.
Phys. Lett., 2000, vol. 76, p. 236.

7. Hsu, Y.N., Jeong, S., and Lambeth, D.N., IEEE Trans.
Magn., 2000, vol. 36, p. 2945.

8. Shima, T., Takanashi, K., and Takahashi, Y.K., Appl.
Phys. Lett., 2002, vol. 81, p. 1050.

9. Mankovsky, S. and Ebert, H., Electron. Struct., 2022,
vol. 4, no. 3, p. 034004.

10. Fritzscht, H. and Gradmann, U., MRS Proc., 1993,
vol. 313, p. 671.

11. Etz, C., Zabloudil, J., Weinberger, P., and Vedmeden-
ko, E.Y., Phys. Rev. B, 2008, vol. 77, no. 18, p. 184425.

12. Makeev, M.Yu. and Mamonova, M.V., Bull. Russ.
Acad. Sci.: Phys., 2023, vol. 87, no. 4, p. 427.

13. Shlyakhtich, M.A. and Prudnikov, P.V., Bull. Russ.
Acad. Sci.: Phys., 2023, vol. 87, no. 3, p. 389.

14. Kresse, P.G. and Furthmuller, J., Phys. Rev. B, 1996,
vol. 1996, p. 54, p. 11169.

15. Mamonova, M.V., Makeev, M.Y., Kalinin, D.S., and
Zenova, A.A., Phys. Solid State, 2022, vol. 63, no. 11,
p. 1787.

16. Tsujikawa, M., Hosokawa, A., and Oda, T., Phys. Rev.
B, 2008, vol. 77, p. 054413.

17. Frantisek, M., Alexander, B., and Peter, M., Czecho-
slov. J. Phys., 2006, p. 51.

18. Guirado-Lopez, R., Phys. Rev. B, 2001, vol. 63,
p. 174420.

Translated by O. Polyakov
BULLETIN OF THE RUSSIAN ACADEMY OF SCIENCES: PHYSICS  Vol. 87  No. 11  2023


	INTRODUCTION
	RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
	CONCLUSIONS
	REFERENCES

		2023-11-21T19:09:15+0300
	Preflight Ticket Signature




