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This article describes a mean-field theoretical model for Spin-Crossover (SCO) materials and
explores its implications. It is based on a simple Hamiltonian that yields the high spin molar
fraction as a function of temperature and pressure, as well as a temperature-pressure phase diagram
for the SCO transition. In order to test the model, we apply it to the giant Barocaloric Effect (BCE)
of the SCO material [FeL2][BF4]2 and comprehensively analyse its behavior. We found that optical
phonons are responsible for 92% of the total barocaloric entropy change. DFT calculations show
that these optical phonons are mainly assigned to the low frequencies modes of vibration (< 400
cm−1), being associated to the Fe coordination.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-Crossover (SCO) materials exhibit a transition
between two spin states, that may be driven by pressure,
temperature or radiation. Depending on the system,
the crossover temperature may be extremely sensitive
to the external excitation. This sensitivity makes them
particularly useful for applications in devices, including
switches, actuators, data storage and many others[1]. It
was recently proposed by Sandeman[2], that the combi-
nation of a large volume change across the SCO tran-
sition coupled with a pronounced sensitivity to pressure
could make SCO compounds promising candidates to ex-
hibit strong Barocaloric Effect (BCE). This prediction
was confirmed in the molecular compound [FeL2][BF4]2,
where L=2,6-di(pyrazol-1-yl)pyridine (BPP)[3]. More re-
cently, this BCE has also been theoretically explored by
Ribeiro[4], von Ranke[5, 6] and co-workers.

The present article proposes an extension of the SCO
model developed by Babilotte and Boukheddaden[7],
that allows the creation of a detailed temperature-
pressure phase diagram mapping the SCO transition.
From those results, the barocaloric entropy change
could be obtained and the mean-field thermodynamic
model successfully deployed. Density functional the-
ory (DFT) provided important molecular dynamic pa-
rameters - inaccessible from previous diffraction data.
This parametrization of the proposed model, combin-
ing theory and experimental details about the material,
led to a satisfactory match between theory and experi-
ment with minimal free parameters. This model is tested
against the observation of giant BCE on a SCO com-
pound [FeL2][BF4]2 that was described in an earlier work
[3].
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II. MEAN-FIELD MODEL FOR SCO
TRANSITION: PRESSURE EFFECT AND

PHASE DIAGRAM

A. The model

The Hamiltonian used to model the SCO behavior fol-
lows what was proposed earlier by Babilotte [7]:

H =
K

2

∑
ij

(xij − aij)2 + ∆eff

∑
i

σi + P
∑
ij

xij . (1)

The first term accounts for the lattice elasticity, and the
second term for the energy gap between the eg and t2g or-
bitals, where σ = ±1 represents a virtual spin, being +1
a HS state and −1 a LS state. Finally, the third term in-
corporates the effect of applied pressure. Considering an
homogeneous distance about the metal centers, one can
simplify xij = x. Also following the rational presented
in reference [7], the operator:

aij = aHL +
δa

4
(σi + σj) (2)

is defined. Here δa = aHH−aLL represents the lattice pa-
rameter difference between HS-LS states; and aHH , aLL,
aLH = aHL are the corresponding metal-metal atomic
distances.

Considering equation 2, the proposed Hamiltonian de-
scribing the SCO mechanism can be rewritten as:

H =
k

2
(x− aHL)2 + px+ h

∑
i

σi + J
∑
ij

σiσj , (3)

where:

k = KN
q

2
, p = PN

q

2
, J = K

(
δa

4

)2

(4)

and

h = ∆eff −K
q

2

(
δa

2

)
(x− aHL). (5)
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Above, we have considered:

∑
ij

=

N∑
i=1

∑
j∈nn(i)

=
q

2
N. (6)

In other words, the sum runs over all i metal sites, from
1 up to N ; and for each site i, there is another sum,
counting the next-nearest neighbors, i.e., nn(i). We are
considering q next-nearest neighbors and dividing the re-
sult by two to avoid double counting. The Hamiltonian
described in equation 3 also contains an extra term, given
by D

∑
i σ

2
i , where D = Jq/2. This contribution repre-

sents a local anisotropy and therefore can be disregarded,
considering the last term of equation 3 is a Ising-like
term.

Equation 3 can also be written by applying a mean
field approach by considering σi = 〈σi〉+ δσi, where 〈σi〉
is the mean value for σi and δσi the corresponding fluc-
tuation. From this assumption, neglecting δσiδσj terms,
we obtain:

σiσj = m(σi + σj)−m2, (7)

where m = 〈σl〉 represents the virtual magnetization for
this Ising model. The mean-field Hamiltonian for the
SCO mechanism then reads as:

HMF = E′p − heff
∑
i

σi, (8)

where

heff = −h− Jqm (9)

and

E′p =
k

2
(x− aHL)2 + px− jm2. (10)

Above, j = JNq/2. From the virtual magnetization m,
it is possible to obtain the HS molar fraction nHS and
the LS molar fraction nLS = 1−nHS . In this description,
for m = +1 (m = −1) all molecules are on the HS (LS)
state. It is then possible to write:

nHS =
(m+ 1)

2
. (11)

As expected, this molar fraction can vary between zero
and one.

B. Equilibrium thermodynamics

From equation 8, we can obtain the partition function
for this model:

ZMF =
∑
σi=±1

e−βHMF

= e−βE
′
p [2 cosh (βheff )]

N
, (12)

where β = 1/kBT . The virtual magnetization m = 〈σi〉
can be written as:

m =
1

NZMF

∑
σi=±1

σie
−βHMF

=
1

Nβ

∂

∂heff
ln(ZMF )

= tanh(βheff ). (13)

From these results, the free energy can be written as:

FMF = −kBT ln(ZMF )

= E′p − kBTN ln [2 cosh (βheff )] . (14)

The equilibrium position, based on the condition

∂FMF

∂x

∣∣∣∣
x=x̃

= 0 (15)

is

(x̃− aHL) = m
δa

2
− p

k
. (16)

From this equilibrium position, the equilibrium free en-
ergy F̃MF can be obtained:

F̃MF = Ẽ′p − kBTN ln
[
2 cosh

(
βh̃eff

)]
, (17)

where

Ẽ′p = − p
2

2k
+ paHL + jm2; (18)

and the equilibrium effective field:

h̃eff = h0 + kBT0m. (19)

Above,

h0 = −∆eff − P ′, P ′ = δa
q

4
P and kBT0 = Jq.

(20)
Considering δa represents the lattice parameter difference
between HS-LS states and q the number of next-nearest
neighbors, we can assume qδa = δV , where δV is the
volume change across the SCO transition.

SCO transition can be induced by external excitation,
such as temperature, mechanical pressure and radiation
[1]. Thus, the effective energy splitting can be considered
as the ligand-field energy ∆0 minus an amount of entropy
∆S, due to the spin crossover transition. This amount
of entropy is related with an amount of heat, written as:

∆Q = T∆S

= T (SHS − SLS)

= kBT (ln gHS − ln gLS), (21)

where gi are degeneracies . Thus, the effective energy
splitting can be written as[7]:

∆eff = ∆0 − kBT ln(g), (22)
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where gHS and gLS are the degeneracies of the corre-
sponding state, and g = gHS/gLS stands for the degen-
eracy ratio. For the present study, and many others[7, 8],
g is a number; however, Ribeiro [4] and von Ranke[9] have
been considering a more complex dependence for g.

At low temperatures, ∆0 � kBT ln(g) and the effective
crystal field splitting is bigger than the electron pairing
energy. Thus, the system lies in the LS state. Increas-
ing the temperature, the effective crystal field splitting
decreases in value and eventually becomes comparable
with the electron pairing energy. As a consequence, the
system changes to a HS state upon further increase of
temperature.

Replacing equation 22 into 19, the effective field can
be rewritten as:

h̃0
eff =

h̃eff
kBT0

= −γ + t ln(g) +m, (23)

where

γ =
∆0 + P ′

kBT0
and t =

T

T0
. (24)

Based on equation 23, the inverse function for the vir-
tual magnetization is:

t =
2(m− γ)

ln
[

(1+m)
g2(1−m)

] . (25)

For m = 0, the fraction of molecules in the HS state is
nHS = 1/2 and therefore:

teq = t(m = 0) =
γ

ln(g)
. (26)

Figure 1 presents the fraction of HS molecules nHS (see
equation 11), as a function of the reduced temperature
t = T/T0, for some values of γ (representing different
values of pressure - see equation 24). Note that, for
γ > ln(g), there is no hysteresis, with teq being the tem-
perature in which there is an inflection point for nHS(T );
while for γ < ln(g), there is hysteresis.

C. Phase diagram

For the condition γ < ln(g), there are two specific
temperatures to explore: t+(m−) and t−(m+), where
t+ > t− and m+ > m−. In order to obtain further
information about these specific temperatures, we must
find the minimum of the equation 25, i.e., dt

dm |m± = 0:

2m± [1−m± ln(g)]+(m2
±−1) ln

(
1 +m±
1−m±

)
= 2 [γ − ln(g)] .

(27)
The equation (27) above was solved numerically for m±
for a set of γ and for g = 1000.[8] The results were
plugged into equation 25 to obtain the specific values
t∓(m±), as shown in the phase diagram in Figure 2.

FIG. 1. High spin molar fraction nHS as a function of reduced
temperature t. These results were obtained from the Ising-like
model described in section II A. The condition for hysteresis
is γ < ln(g).

FIG. 2. Temperature-Pressure phase diagram. 1 < γ < ln(g)
is the region with hysteresis and γ > ln(g) the region without
hysteresis.

It is possible to determine a minimum value for γ. The
minimum value for t− is tmin− = 0, as temperature is al-
ways positive. From equation 25, it is possible to ob-
tain mmax

+ = 1, following from tmin− = 0. The condition
mmax

+ = 1 into equation 27 gives the unity as the min-
imum value for γ. Thus, hysteresis will occur once the
following condition is true: 1 < γ < ln(g).

As can be seen in Figure 2, hysteresis is predicted for
1 < γ < ln(g); and no hysteresis is observed for larger γ
values. These regions are directly related to the value of
applied pressure, as γ depends on pressure (see equation
24). However, one question arises: what is the influence
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FIG. 3. The hysteresis branches of the PD (t+ and t−) were
fitted with a polynomial function, equation 28. The panels
(top for t− branch and bottom for t+ branch) present these
coefficients as a function of ln(g). The fits to these coefficients
were made using equation 29.

of g on the onset of hysteresis? To answer this ques-
tion, a similar procedure was performed (not shown), for
102 . g . 104; and a polynomial fit were made on t±(γ)
branches using the equation:

t±(γ) = C±0 + C±1 γ + C±2 γ
2

=

2∑
n=0

C±n γ
n. (28)

One fit can be seen on the hysteresis region of the PD
in Figure 2. The parameters C±n are in Figure 3, as a
function of ln(g), and the fit to the numerical results
(dots), was made empirically, following the function:

C±n =
[
α±n ± β±n lnδ

±
n (g)

]−1

. (29)

The parameters α±n , β±n and δ±n determining the PDs
(for any value of 102 . g . 104) are listed in Table II.
Note, in Figure 3, that for g & 250 (i.e., ln(g) & 5.5) the
quadratic term from equation 28 can be neglected.

TABLE I. Parameters obtained from the fit of the hysteresis
branches of the PD (t+ and t−) with a polynomial function:
equation 28. These coefficients, as a function of ln(g), are
presented on Figure 3. Fittings to these coefficients were made
using equation 29.

α±n β±n δ±n
C+

0 0.34(8) 1.78(5) 0.84(1)

C+
1 2.21(8) 0.67(4) 1.15(3)

C+
2 -3.2(1) 3.99(3) 2.63(1)

C−0 0.32(4) -0.55(2) 1.24(2)

C−1 -0.52(4) 0.47(2) 1.28(2)

C−2 -0.12(6) -0.34(1) 3.46(2)

III. APPLICATION: BAROCALORIC EFFECT

This section explores the barocaloric effect (BCE). For
this purpose, a benchmark material will be described in
terms of structure and thermodynamic properties; as well
as its corresponding entropy contributions. Finally, the
results from the mean field model will be compared with
experimental data.

A. Entropy contributions

In order to obtain the entropy contributions, the HS
molar fraction nHS = nHS(T, P ) must be determined, as
described earlier in the manuscript. This fraction can be
obtained from the virtual magnetization m (that results
from equation 25) or from the self-consistent equation 13,
using the equilibrium effective field (equation 19).

The entropy contributions for these materials have
been previously addressed [3, 5, 10–12]; and it is agreed
that there are four main terms for the total entropy:

S(T, P,B) = Sc(T, P )+Ss(T, P,B)+Sl,o(T, P )+Sl,a(T ).
(30)

These are, in order: configurational entropy, related with
the spatial distribution of HS and LS molecules; the spin
entropy and the last two account for lattice contributions
(optical and acoustic phonons).

The barocaloric effect (BCE), on the other hand, de-
pends on the entropy change due to the application of
pressure. It can be written as:

∆S(T,B,∆P ) = ∆Sc(T,∆P )+∆Ss(T,B,∆P )+∆Sl,o(T,∆P )
(31)

This assumes that in the pressure range considered - only
a few hundred bar - the acoustic entropy is pressure in-
dependent (in a first approximation), and thus does not
contribute to barocaloric effect.
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1. HS-LS spatial distribution entropy term

The entropy due to the spatial distribution of HS-LS
molecules (configurational entropy) Sc(T, P ) can be ob-
tained from the equilibrium free energy (equation 17),
by using the standard thermodynamic relationship S =
−∂F/∂T . Thus, we obtain for the configurational (mo-
lar) entropy:

Sc(T, P ) = R
{

ln
[
2 cosh

(
βh̃eff

)]
− βh̃effm

}
. (32)

This contribution is the same if written as:

Sc(T, P ) = −R{nHS(T, P ) ln [nHS(T, P )]

+ [1− nHS(T, P )] ln [1− nHS(T, P )]}.
(33)

2. Spin entropy term

This contribution can be written as the spin (molar)
entropy of the HS molecules (times the corresponding
molar fraction) plus the spin (molar) entropy of the LS
molecules (times the corresponding molar fraction), as
follows:

Ss(T, P,B) =nHS(T, P )SHSs (T,B)

+ [1− nHS(T, P )]SLSs (T,B). (34)

The spin molar contribution for each state (either LS
or HS), is given by:

Sis(T,B) = R {ln [Z(xi)]− ximi} , (35)

where

Z(xi) =
sinh(aixi)

sinh(bixi)
(36)

is the spin partition function, ai = 1 + bi and bi = 1/2ji.
For these equations, ji is the total angular momentum for
each spin state. In addition, xi = ḡijiβµBB, where ḡi is
the Landé factor for each spin state and B the applied
magnetic field. Finally, mi = ai coth(aixi)−bi coth(bixi)
is the real magnetization for each the spin state, given
by the Brillouin function. For further details about this
spin magnetization, see reference [13].

3. Lattice entropy term I: Optical

This contribution takes into account optical phonons
[10, 12]. Considering the metal at the center of an oc-
tahedron has ν modes of vibration with corresponding
frequencies ων , and each mode behaves as a quantum
harmonic oscillator, the energy per octahedron can be
written as: εi =

∑
ν(nν + 1/2)~ωiν , where i stands for LS

or HS state. The corresponding partition function is:

Zi(T ) =
∏
ν

1

2 sinh(β~ωiν/2)
; (37)

with the (molar) entropy due to the optical phonons:

Sil,o(T ) = R
∑
ν

{
− ln

(
1− e−β~ω

i
ν

)
+

β~ωiν
eβ~ω

i
ν − 1

}
.

(38)
Considering HS and LS molecules, we can write the

overall contribution due to the optical phonons as: equa-
tion 38 for molar fraction of molecules in the HS state
plus the same for molecules in the LS state, as follows:

Sl,o(T, P ) =nHS(T, P )SHSl,o (T )

+ [1− nHS(T, P )]SLSl,o (T ). (39)

Molnar and co-workers[10] pointed out that low-
frequency modes (< 400 cm−1 ) contribute significantly
to this optical contribution; and the well known 3n−6 =
15 modes of the coordination octahedron have a predom-
inant contribution of 70%. The conclusion is that these
15 modes are major contributors for the overall lattice
entropy; however, other intramolecular modes also play
a role and must be taken into account for the SCO phe-
nomenon. A calculation and assignment of the possible
modes has been performed via DFT and will be used
later in section III B 2 for assessing how well this model
matches the benchmark material.

4. Lattice entropy term II: Acoustic

This contribution takes into account the acoustic
phonons. In this context we use the standard Debye
term, where the specific heat c = c(T ) is considered in
its standard form (see references [14] and [15]):

c(T ) = 9R

(
T

TD

)3 ∫ TD/T

0

x4ex

(ex − 1)2
dx. (40)

From the above result, the molar entropy can be obtained
from the standard thermodynamic equations: S(T ) =∫ T

0
(c/T ) dT . Note the acoustic contribution Sl,a(T ) only

depends on the temperature (in the first approximation)
and, consequently, the total entropy change due to ex-
ternal excitation (magnetic field, pressure, etc), does not
depend on this term.

B. Connections with experimental results

1. Material description

As a benchmark material, we will use the molecular
compound [FeL2][BF4]2, where L is [L=2,6-di(pyrazol-1-
yl)pyridine] (BPP). This material was reported to exhibit
a giant barocaloric effect associated with the SCO tran-
sition [3]. The present discussion applies the mean field
model described above to this material and assesses how
suitable it is in predicting its BCE performance, as well
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(a)

(b)

FIG. 4. (a) Structural representation of 1-BPP ligand and
its coordination with Fe. (b) Detail of the FeN6 octahedral
coordination. Arrows highlight the local octhaedral average
distortion when transitioning from the LS to HS state. Color
codes: Fe-Green, N–Gray, C-Brown and H-White.

as how the different contributions to the entropy change
are partitioned.

The BPP ligand consists of a planar arrangement of
two pyrazoles, surrounding a central pyridine, as shown
in Figure 4(a). Three nitrogen atoms of the ligand co-
ordinate with the central iron ion. In the crystal form,
two BPP ligands arranged perpendicularly about the iron
form a slightly distorted FeN6 octahedron, as seen in Fig-
ure 4(b). In this coordination, there are two opposing
FeNpyridine, while four FeNpyrrole are slightly staggered
above and below the equatorial plane (see arrows). This
FeN6 octahedra presents, at all temperatures, a slightly
distorted D2d symmetry.

The Fe(BPP)2 complex has an overall +2 charge that
must be balanced with counter ions. In the present com-
pound the charge balance is achieved via two BF4 anions.
This compound has been shown to undergo a LS to HS
transition centered at 259 K, with a narrow (3 K) hys-
teresis [16]. From the structural point of view, the LS to

TABLE II. Main structural parameters for [FeL2][BF4]2,
where L is a [L=2,6-di(pyrazol-1-yl)pyridine] (BPP). VO: oc-
thaedral volume. VC : cell volume. The data was obtained
from neutron powder data. Refinment of the octahedral di-
mensions at high pressure was not possible.

LS HS

Average bond length (Å) 1.9580 2.1785
Nap − Fe−Nap 178◦ 173◦

Neq − Fe−Neq 160◦ 146◦

Pressure
(MPa)

VO

(Å3)
VC

(Å3)
VO

(Å3)
VC

(Å3)
ambient 9.7 1331 12.6 1365

20 - 1329 - 1360

HS transition results in an increased Fe coordination vol-
ume, consistent with the occupancy of the most outward
d orbitals.

The source data for this benchmark was gathered in
part, from in-situ high pressure neutron powder diffrac-
tion data collected at the SNAP beamline at the SNS[3],
to determine the spin transitions temperatures at each
pressure, along with the corresponding unit cell volume.
High pressure magnetization and calorimetry are also re-
ported in reference 3, and references within. Table II
summarizes the main structural parameters, such as av-
erage bond length, octahedral and cell volumes and an-
gles, for LS and HS states. It is noteworthy that the LS
to HS transition corresponds to c.a. 30 % increase in the
Fe first neighbors coordination sphere (VO), but only 5%
in the unit cell (VC), regardless of the applied pressure.
However, in absolute terms, the volume change in the
unit cell is much larger. These values are in accordance
with the literature[10], where typical volume changes for
octahedra are close to 25%. As mentioned by Molnar
and co-workers[10], these structural changes are respon-
sible for changes on the vibrational spectra, measured
by Raman scattering, IR absorption spectroscopies and
DFT calculations. This fact will be discussed in detail
further below. This provides a structural illustration of
how the SCO transition merely triggers the caloric ef-
fect, while the structure as a whole is responsible for the
caloric performance.

2. Modes of vibrations: DFT

The vibration spectra of the Fe(BPP)3 clusters in the
LS and HS configuration, were calculated using Gaus-
sian 09 [17], using starting configurations extracted from
single crystal diffraction [16]. Following the method re-
ported by Cirera et al. [18], TPSSh functional was
adopted, with QZPV basis set on the metal center and
TZV basis for all the other elements. Structure opti-
mization and vibrational analysis were performed, and
the calculation results agree with those reported in refer-
ence 18. The normal modes from the vibrational analysis
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were then used to calculate the partial phonon density of
states, as well as to visualize the polarization vectors with
Jmol [19].

Figure 5 represents a frequency histogram for all pos-
sible modes of vibration, considering the LS state, panel
(a), and HS state, panel (b). Both states show a clear
tri-modal behavior, corresponding to predominant types
of vibration. It is clear from these results that the two
groups corresponding to higher frequency modes – the
one at high frequencies (close to 1450 cm−1) and the one
at intermediate frequencies (close to 900 cm−1) – are in-
sensitive to the SCO transition. In contrast, the modes
at low frequencies exhibit a remarkable shift in frequency
across the SCO transition, changing, on average, from
264 cm−1 (LS state) down to 72 cm−1 (HS state). In
addition, the mode of the Gaussian fits indicates that
about 15 modes are involved in these vibrational changes.
This observation is in agreement with Molnar and co-
workers[10], which stated that the low-frequency modes
(< 400 cm−1 ) are the most important; and the 15 modes
of vibration of the coordination octahedron would have
a predominant contribution. These results are also sup-
ported by references 4 and 6. Finally, we note that the
normal mode calculation of the isolated molecules does
not take anharmonicity into consideration. However, we
believe the effects are secondary compared to the other
approximations used in the model, and the “shift” in fre-
quency between LS and HS should not be affected.
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FIG. 6. (a) Experimental and theoretical barocaloric entropy
change. Experimental data are from reference 3. Theoretical
model is the preset work. (b) Entropy change contributions
to the total entropy change, namely: optical phonons (re-
sponsible for 92 % of the entropy change), spin and spatial
distribution of HS-LS molecules.

3. Barocaloric potentials

In the work by Vallone and co-workers, in addition to
the structural information, it also reported experimental
thermodynamic properties measured in-situ under pres-
sure, such as magnetization and calorimetry. From the
latter, the absolute entropy at ambient conditions and
under pressure (43 MPa) were obtained. Based on these
results, the present work steps forward and evaluated the
experimental barocaloric entropy change.

The fit of the theoretical model (see subsection III A)
to the experimental data is presented in Figure 6(a). The
modal number of modes (ν̄ = 15) and the average fre-
quency for these modes in the LS (ω̄LSν̄ = 264 cm−1)
and HS (ω̄HSν̄ = 72 cm−1) states were fixed inputs to the
model derived from the DFT calculation (see subsection
III B 2). The volume change δV = 35 Å3 across the SCO
transition under 43 MPa was obtained from reference 3.
The three free parameters allowed to vary were: the de-
generacy ratio g = 862 (see equation 22), the ligand-field
energy ∆0 = 1741 K and the characteristic temperature
T0 = 236 K (see equation 20). It can be seen that this
mean field approach does result in a very satisfactory
match with experiment.

Figure 6(b) presents the partition of the entropy
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change in terms of the contributions discussed in sub-
section III A. There are three contributions to the total
entropy change: lattice (optical phonons), spin and con-
figurational. From these, optical phonon contribution is
responsible for 92% of the total entropy change, while the
spin and configurational account for the remainder 8%.
As represented on Figure 5, those ν̄ = 15 modes at low
frequency (from ω̄LSν̄ = 264 cm−1 to ω̄HSν̄ = 72 cm−1)
are responsible for this effect.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

The mean field model for SCO transition, based on lat-
tice elasticity, HS-LS molecule state and applied pressure,
was proposed. From this model, the high spin molar frac-
tion was then obtained as a function of temperature and
pressure, where first or second order transitions could
be induced, depending on the thermodynamic state of
the sample. From these results, a comprehensive phase
diagram can be constructed. In order to validate this
approach we applied this strategy on a SCO-driven giant
barocaloric system experimentally studied [3]. Several
entropy contributions were considered, such as HS-LS
spatial distribution of molecules, spin and lattice, with
the last one containing optical and acoustic phonons. In
addition, we performed DFT calculations to derive the
vibration modes and corresponding frequencies. Fitting
of the theoretical barocaloric entropy change to the ex-
perimental data produces a satisfactory matching. This
fitting procedure allows for only three free parameters:
the degeneracy ratio g, the ligand-field energy ∆0 and
the characteristic temperature T0. Finally, as a conclu-
sion, it is found that the optical phonons are responsible
for 92% of the total barocaloric entropy change. From our

DFT calculations, it is clear that among the three main
groups of frequencies, the one at lower frequency, below
400 cm−1, shifts from 264 cm−1 down to 72 cm−1, these
are associated with Fe-N participating modes is respon-
sible for the BCO. This is also in agreement with earlier
observations by Molnar[10]. Given the recent interest in
caloric effects, this model may present an accessible way
to screen other potential systems that rely on SCO as a
trigger for the BCE as well as other SCO applications.
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