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By determining the lattice parameters as a function of temperature of the hexagonal van der
Waals ferromagnet Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2 we obtain the temperature dependence of the spontaneous
in-plane magnetostriction in the ferromagnetic and the linear thermal expansion coefficients in the
paramagnetic state. The spontaneous magnetostriction is clearly seen in the temperature depen-
dence of the in-plane lattice parameter a(T ), but less well pronounced perpendicular to the planes
along c. Below TC the spontaneous magnetostriction follows the square of the magnetization and
leads to an expansion of the hexagonal layers. Extrapolating to T → 0 K we obtain a spontaneous
in-plane saturation magnetostriction of λsp,a(T → 0) ≈ −220 × 10−6. In the paramagnetic state
the linear thermal expansion coefficients amount to 13.9(1)×10−6 K−1 and to 23.2(2)×10−6 K−1 for
the in-plane and out-of-plane direction, respectively, indicating a linear volume thermal expansion
coefficient of 50.8(4)×10−6K−1 which we use to estimate the volume thermal expansion contri-
bution to the heat capacity determined at constant pressure. A Sommerfeld-type linear term in
the low-temperature heat capacities can be quantitatively ascribed to 2dim ferromagnetic magnon
excitations.

INTRODUCTION

Two-dimensional (2dim) van der Waals (vdW) ferro-
magnets with sufficiently high Curie temperatures lately
have attracted special attention with respect to their
applicability in modern nanoelectronic and spintronic
devices. Among a number of prominent systems, the
ternary iron germanium telluride, Fe3−δGeTe2 (δ ≈ 0.1)
(FGT), with a Curie temperature, TC, close to 220 K has
been intensively investigated. After the initial synthe-
sis of polycrystalline specimen and the basic structural
and magnetic characterization,[1] accessibility of larger
crystalline samples enabled a broad variety of experi-
ments with a focus on mono- and multilayer samples.
These proved FGT to be a highly promising platform
for studying the complex interplay of magnetic and elec-
tronic properties in reduced dimensions up to the point
of monolayer devices.

FGT exhibits a number of intriguing magneto-
electronic properties: Below TC FGT is an itinerant
ferromagnet.[1, 2] Though, an antiferromagnetic transi-
tion at ∼150 K has also been conjectured.[3] Using den-
sity functional calculations Jang et al. concluded that
Fe defects and hole doping are the key to drive FGT into
the ferromagnetic phase, whereas they proposed that sto-
ichiometric FGT to be antiferromagnetic.[4]

A large anomalous Hall effect already at small polar-
izing external magnetic fields has been found for bulk
samples.[5–8] Exfoliated monolayers still show uniax-
ial anisotropy and robust ferromagnetism, however with
TC reduced to ∼130 K.[9, 10] Broadest interest at-
tracted the electrolyte gating experiments by Deng et
al.. They showed that already small gate voltages ap-
plied to flakes of FGT with Li+ intercalated in between
the Te double layers can tune TC from 100 K up to room

temperature.[11] Laser-induced spin and charge pho-
tocurrents in single-layer FGT were predicted by first-
principles calculations suggesting applications of FGT in
opto-spintronics.[12] Néel- or Bloch-type skyrmions have
been reported to occur in FGT monolayers.[13–17] Xu et
al. argued that unusual terms in the Hamiltonian con-
necting four spins can account for these observations.[18]
Recently, successful generation and manipulation of ter-
ahertz spin-current has been reported by Chen et al..[19]

Despite the booming interest in the magnetic and
magnetoelectric properties of FGT, the lattice proper-
ties and especially magnetoelastic coupling still remained
scarcely explored. By using density-functional theory
Zhuang et al. found that the orbital moment of the Fe
atoms is sizeable, causing a large magnetic anisotropy en-
ergy increasing with tensile strain, and a large in-plane
magnetostrictive coefficient of -559×10−6 for monolayer
FGT.[9] In Raman spectroscopy measurements Milosavl-
jević et al. observed fingerprints of spin-phonon coupling
at around 152 K and also anomalous behavior of the Ra-
man frequencies and mode linewidths at the ferromag-
netic transition.[20]

FGT crystallizes in the hexagonal crystal system with
lattice parameters a ≈ 3.99 Å and c ≈ 16.34 Å. The crys-
tal structure of FGT contains slabs of Fe3Ge sandwiched
by vdW bonded Te double layers.[1] The Fe atoms occupy
two different crystallographic sites. Notably, the Fe2 site
(Wyckoff position 2c) in samples prepared under stoi-
chiometric conditions is not fully occupied (typically δ ∼
0.1), whereas the Fe1 site, within error bars, exhibits no
deficiency. Increasing δ, i.e. enlarging the Fe2 deficiency
reduces TC. The in-plane lattice parameter a decreases
with increasing δ, whereas the out-of-plane lattice param-
eter c increases for larger Fe2 deficiency.[21] Strong uniax-
ial anisotropy aligns the Fe magnetic moments along the
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c easy axis making FGT an auspicious platform for mag-
netic data storage devices.[9, 22–24] The ordered mag-
netic moments of the Fe atoms for δ = 0.1 amount to
2.2 µB for the Fe1 and 1.5 µB for the Fe2 crystallo-
graphic sites, respectively.[21] For δ ∼ 0.25 both ordered
moments converge to a common value of ∼ 1.4 µB.[9, 21]

Here, we report on measurements of the zero-field
spontaneous magnetostriction when FGT enters into the
ferromagnetic state. Magnetostriction, i.e. the deforma-
tion of the geometrical shape of a ferromagnetic spec-
imen during the magnetization process can be evoked
e.g. by an external magnetic field. Especially magnetic
field induced magnetostriction is of great technological
importance but also fundamental to model the magne-
tization process itself and the formation of the domain
structure. Magnetostriction induced by an external mag-
netic field depends on the orientation of the external
magnetic field with respect to the orientation of domain
magnetization and the direction of the exchange inter-
action between the magnetic moments.[25] Spontaneous
magnetostriction where the shape change, λ=δl(T )/l(T ),
is initiated by the increase of the spontaneous magneti-
zation M(T < Tc, H = 0) below TC in vanishing ex-
ternal magnetic field H i.e. by the internal ferromag-
netic domain formation can provide very valuable infor-
mation, e.g. about spontaneous reorientation processes
and changes in the domain structure. Technologically
magnetostrictive effects may become important for the
interaction of FGT monolayers deposited on substrates.

In addition, we review preceding heat capacity exper-
iments which have found large linear terms in the low
and high temperature specific heats which the authors at-
tributed to magnetic contributions.[2] Especially in the
paramagnetic regime, the published heat capacity data
substantially overshoot the Dulong-Petit limit, suggest-
ing a critical reconsideration of the thermal properties.
By using the linear thermal volume expansion coefficients
in the paramagnetic state to determine the lattice ex-
pansion contribution to the heat capacities measured at
constant pressure, Cp, we revise these findings.
The Sommerfeld-like linear term in the low-

temperature heat capacities can be quantitatively
attributed to 2dim ferromagnetic magnon excitations.
A comparison with the spin stiffness constants found by
inelastic neutron scattering gives quantitative agreement.

EXPERIMENTAL

Samples of FGT were prepared from stoichiometric
mixtures of powders of the elements, Fe (Alfa Aesar,
purity 99.998%), Ge (Thermo Fisher, purity 99.999%)
and Te (Thermo Fisher, purity 99.999%) using a minute
amount of iodine as mineralizer. The starting materials
were thoroughly mixed and reacted in evacuated quartz
glass tubes in a two-zone furnace heated to temperatures

between 750◦C and 650◦C. Phase purity and compo-
sition of the samples was checked by energy-dispersive
spectroscopy (EDX) employing a Tescan Vega4 LMU
SEM equipped with an Oxford X-MaxNN20 detector and
by x-ray powder diffraction (XRPD) using MoKα1 and
CuKα1 radiation. The magnetic properties of the sample
were determined by powder and single crystal dc mag-
netization (MPMS, Quantum Design) and specific heat
measurements (PPMS, Quantum Design).
The lattice parameters of a polycrystalline sample of

FGT were determined in zero external magnetic field as a
function of temperature from Rietveld profile analysis[26]
of XRPD patterns collected on a Bruker D8 Discovery x-
ray diffractometer (Bragg-Brentano scattering geometry)
using CuKα1 radiation. A PHENIX (Oxford Cryosys-
tems) closed cycle cooling cryostat was used to set the
temperature of the sample. Each XRPD pattern was
collected at stabilized temperature. The particle size of
the powder was adjusted to 63 µm or less by straining the
powder through sieves of the respective mesh size. The
powder sample was thermally anchored with ApiezonN
vacuum grease to the sample holder platform, equipped
with an inlay of a Si wafer specially oriented to suppress
background scattering from the sample holder.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Sample Characterization

Figure 1 displays a SEM picture of a typical crystal an-
alyzed with energy dispersive x-ray spectroscopy. Three
spots on an a-b surface were tested and very good agree-
ment was found for the element concentration, proving
homogeneity of the element concentration. EDX analy-
ses carried out on crystals of several other FGT sample
preparations indicated a spread of the Fe2 concentration
of 0.82 ≤ (1− δ) ≤ 0.92.
XRPD on crushed crystals and polycrystalline samples

of FGT proved phase purity of our specimen. Figure 2
displays a typical room-temperature XRPD pattern an-
alyzed with a Rietveld profile refinement assuming the
structure model proposed by Deiseroth et al. (space
group P63/mmc, no. 194).[1] At room temperature the
refined lattice parameters amount to a = 3.99939(8) Å
and c = 16.3225(4) Å, in good agreement with the val-
ues reported by Deiseroth et al.. In the refinements
the Ge and Fe1 lattice sites were assumed to be fully
occupied, whereas for Fe2 the occupancy converged to
0.918(11),in good accord with the EDX result. At room
temperature the z-positional parameter of the Te and Fe1
atoms (Wyckoff positions 4f and 4e, respectively) were re-
fined to 0.5902(2) and 0.6702(3), also in good agreement
with the values obtained from single crystal structure
determination.[1]
The Curie temperatures of the FGT samples were de-
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FIG. 1. SEM image of a crystal of our sample with the rect-
angles marking the areas where EDX element analysis was
performed. The variation of element concentration across the
analyzed areas amounted to less than 0.5%, 1.4% and 0.07%
for Fe, Ge and Te, respectively. The lower inset shows the
SEM spectrum collected at spot no. 1.
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FIG. 2. (color online) XRD pattern of FGT (CuKα1 radi-
ation) collected at 295 K. The red circles represent the ex-
perimental data, the solid black line show the result of the
Rietveld profile refinement and the vertical green bars mark
the positions of the Bragg reflections used to calculate the
refined pattern.

termined from heat capacity and magnetization measure-
ments. Figure 3 summarizes the magnetic susceptibili-
ties and the specific heat of the sample with composi-
tion Fe2.92(1)Ge1.00(3)Te2. The magnetization data ex-
hibit the characteristic splitting of the zero-field cooled
(zfc) and field - cooled (fc) branches reported before.[1]
The zfc - fc hysteresis closes with increasing magnetic
field. The steepest descent of the magnetization is found
at ∼218 K (see inset (b) in Figure 3) where also the
λ-type anomaly in the specific heat is observed (Figure
3(d)). At room temperature the heat capacity linearly
approaches a value of ∼156 J/molK, consistent with the
Dulong-Petit value of 5.92×3R, where R is the molar gas
constant, but substantially lower than the findings re-
ported by Bin Chen et al..[2] The linear increase of the
heat capacity will be discussed in detail below. At low
temperatures in the ferromagnetic state the heat capac-

ities follow a power law (Figure 3(e))

Cmol/T = γ + βT 2, (1)

with γ = 109(1) mJ/molK2, close to what has been ob-
served by Bin Chen et al..[2] The slope β = 1.25(6)
mJ/molK4 implies a Debye temperature, ΘDeb(T →
0 K) of 210(2) K. The majority of the linear contribution
to the heat capacity can be ascribed to two-dimensional
ferromagnetic magnons, as will be analyzed in detail be-
low.
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FIG. 3. (color online) (upper panel, black circles) (a) Molar
heat capacity of a crystal of Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2. The blue
dots exemplify the reduction of the Curie temperature for a
sample with element composition Fe2.85GeTe2 (data down-
shifted by 10 J/molK for better comparison). (b) displays
the power law behavior at low temperatures.(lower panel) (c)
zfc and fc magnetic susceptibilities (indicated by the arrows)
of the FGT sample of composition Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2 mea-
sured with external magnetic fields of 100 Oe, 1 kOe and
10 kOe. The inset (d) displays the derivative of the magneti-
zation measured with an external field of 100 Oe as a function
of temperature. The (upper) inset (e) shows the magnetic mo-
ment per Fe atom. The (red) solid line is a guide to the eye.

The Curie temperature TC depends on the Fe2 con-
tent. An increase of δ leads to a reduction of the Curie
temperature (see blue dots in Figure 3(a)). Figure 4(a)
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displays the variation of the Curie temperature as a func-
tion of the composition around δ ≈ 0.1. A decrease of
TC is paralleled by a decrease of the volume of the crys-
tallographic unit cell (Fig. 4(b)), the latter induced by
the decrease of the in-plane lattice parameter a.
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FIG. 4. (color online) (a) Curie temperature, TC as a function
of the Fe2 deficiency, δ of our samples. δ was determined from
the Rietveld refinements of the XRPD patterns collected using
MoKα1 radiation and from EDX analyses. (b) Volume of the
crystallographic unit cell as a function of δ. The (red) dashed
lines are guides to the eye.

Spontaneous Magnetostriction

A fraction of the same sample with composition
Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2 which had never been exposed to an
external field was subsequently used for the temperature
dependent XRPD measurements. Figure 5 displays the
reduced lattice parameters a∗(T )=a(T )/a(295 K) and
c∗(T )=c(T )/c(295 K), relative to their room temperature
values, as derived from the Rietveld profile refinements
of the temperature dependent XRPD patterns. With de-
creasing temperature the relative contraction of the lat-
tice parameters perpendicular to the layers is about a
factor of two larger than the in-plane contraction. In
the paramagnetic regime the cell volume and the lat-
tice parameters decrease linearly with temperature with

rates (dVcell/dT )/Vcell(295 K) = -50.8(4)×10−6 K−1, and
-13.9(2)×10−6 K−1, and - 23.2(2)×10−6 K−1, for a and
c, respectively.
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FIG. 5. (color online) Temperature dependence of
the lattice parameters a∗(T )=a(T )/a(295K) and of
c∗(T )=c(T )/(295K).

Figure 6 displays the temperature dependence of the
z-positional parameters of the Te and the Fe1 atoms.
Whereas z(Fe1) shows a faint increase with decreasing
temperature, still within error bars, the z positional pa-
rameter of the Te atoms decreases and levels off at low
temperatures.
Figure 7 compiles the volume of the hexagonal unit cell

and the lattice parameters a(T ) and c(T ) as a function
of the temperature. Whereas the in-plane lattice param-
eter a(T ) exhibits a noticeable shoulder near T ∼ TC,
c(T ) bents away from the high-temperature linear behav-
ior before leveling off at low temperatures. A noticeable
response to the onset of ferromagnetic order is not seen
for the out-of-plane lattice parameter c. The shoulder in
a(T ) is ascribed to a negative spontaneous in-plane mag-
netostriction, i.e. an expansion of the hexagonal planes,
induced by ferromagnetic ordering.
Extrapolating the linear behavior of a(T ) from the

paramagnetic regime and subtracting from the data be-
low TC, reveals a spontaneous in-plane magnetostriction
starting below ∼223 K, which saturates below ∼50 K.
The temperature dependence of the spontaneous magne-
tostriction (see Figure 8) is reminiscent of a continuous
phase transition with a critical temperature of 223(1) K,
matching TC, as determined from the magnetization and
specific heat experiments. A tentative extrapolation of
the spontaneous magnetostriction to T → 0 K (see the
black dashed line in Fig. 8) indicates a spontaneous in-
plane saturation magnetostriction, λsp,a(0)), of

λsp,a(T → 0) ≈ −2.2× 10−4.
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FIG. 6. z positional parameters of the (a) Fe1 and (b)
the Te atoms (Wyckoff positions 4e and 4f, respectively) of
Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2 as a function of temperature.

Attempts to model the temperature dependence of the
lattice parameters to a Debye function over the whole
temperature range lead to unstable fits and were not
meaningful. For the same reason the out-of-plane spon-
taneous magnetostriction was difficult to ascertain since
there is no visible anomaly in the temperature depen-
dence of the c-lattice parameter at TC.

In order to relate the spontaneous magnetostriction
to the temperature dependence of the magnetization we
carried out isothermal magnetization measurements on
a thin crystal platelet of Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2 with the
magnetic field aligned along the c-axis. After a correction
for the demagnetizing field, we derived the temperature
dependence of the zero-field magnetization from modified
Arrott Belov plots[27, 28] (see inset in Fig. 9). The zero-
field magnetization can be very well fitted to a critical
power law (see Fig. 9) given by

M(T ) = M0(1− T/TC)
β , (2)

with a critical exponent β = 0.32(1), consistent with find-
ings reported earlier by Liu et al..[29, 30]

Fig. 10 displays the temperature dependence of the
spontaneous magnetostriction as a function of the mag-
netization. The log-log plot reveals a power law behavior
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FIG. 7. (color online) Temperature dependence of the lat-
tice parameters a (a), c (b), and the cell volume (c) of
Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2. Error bars are of the size of the sym-
bols. The solid (red) lines represent linear fits between 235 K
and 295 K of the temperature dependence of the respective
quantities. The relative slopes are given in the text.

of the spontaneous magnetostriction according to

λsp,a(T ) = [M0(1− T/TC)
β ]1.5(1). (3)

Taking into consideration the critical exponent β = 0.32
for the magnetization, eq.(3) indicates a critical exponent
for the spontaneous in-plane magnetostriction of ∼0.48,
i.e. close to the critical exponent expected for mean field
behavior.
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rived from modified Arrott Belov plots displayed (lower inset)
adopting critical exponents β = 0.33 and γ = 1.38. The main
frame shows a fit of the magnetization with a power-law tem-
perature dependence (solid red) line according to eq. (2).

Thermal Lattice Expansion Contribution to the
Specific Heat

In a first investigation of the heat capacities of FGT
Bin Chen et al. had found large linear contributions
at low and high temperatures, hitherto no conclusively
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FIG. 10. (color online) Log-log plot of the spontaneous in-
plane magnetostriction as a function of the magnetization.
The blue dashed line corresponds to a power law with an
exponent 1.5.

explained.[2] At room temperature they found a value
of ∼200 J/molK and a stark linear increase above
TC, which they attributed to electronic and magnetic
contributions.[2]
In contrast to these earlier findings our heat capacity

data measured at constant pressure, Cp, (see Fig. 3(d))
tend to a value of ∼156 J/molK, only moderately ex-
ceeding the Dulong-Petit limit for the heat capacity at
constant volume, Cv(T → ∞) × 3NR = 148 J/molK,
with N = 5.92 being the number of atoms per formula
unit and R the molar gas constant. At 350 K our Cp

data attain a value of ∼158 J/molK, substantially lower
than that reported by Bin Chen et al..
In the following, using our thermal expansion data for

T > TC, we estimate the electronic and the lattice ther-
mal expansion contribution to the heat capacities at high
temperatures. The difference between the heat capacities
measured at constant pressure and at constant volume is
given by

Cp − Cv = α2
v(T )BVmolT, (4)

where αv(T ) is the temperature dependent coefficient of
the volume thermal expansion, B is the bulk modulus
and Vmol the molar volume.

In the paramagnetic regime above TC and up to room
temperature the lattice expands approximately linearly
with increasing temperature. The linear thermal expan-
sion coefficients amount to αa = 13.9(1)×10−6 K−1 and
to αc = 23.2(2)×10−6 K−1 for the in-plane and out-of-
plane direction, respectively, resulting in a linear vol-
ume thermal expansion coefficient of αv = 50.8(4)×10−6.
The in-plane linear thermal expansion coefficient of
Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2 in the paramagnetic state compares
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FIG. 11. (color online) High-temperature heat capacities at
constant pressure, Cp, of Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2. The solid (red)
line is a fit to eq.(5) with parameters given in the text.

well with that of elementary iron for which an ex-
pansion coefficient of 11.6×10−6 was observed at room
temperature.[31]

In order to fit the heat capacity at high temperatures
displayed in Figure 11 we used a series expansion for
the Debye contribution[32] and included a term linear in
temperature, E T ,

Cp(T ) = 5.92× 3R (1− 1

20

Θ2
∞

T 2
+

1

560

Θ4
∞

T 4
)+E T, (5)

with R being the gas constant, and Θ∞ the Debye tem-
perature. E T comprises the thermal expansion contri-
bution given by Eq. (4) but also a linear electronic (Som-
merfeld) term γ. A fit of the heat capacities of several
runs (Fig. 11) using data for T > 225 K yields

E = 37(2) mJ/molK2,

and

Θ∞ = 222(3) K,

the latter being very close to the Debye temperature
ΘDebye(T → 0 K) which amounts to 210 K.
The Sommerfeld-term, γ, from the heat capacity of the

conduction electrons can be estimated from

γ =
π2k2B
3

N(EF), (6)

with the Boltzmann constant kB and the electronic den-
sity of states N(EF) at the Fermi level. The electronic
densities of states for two spin directions at EF per for-
mula unit obtained from density functional calculations
has been reported to 6(2) states/eV.[33, 34] Using this

value and Eq. (6) one arrives at a conduction electron
term of 14 mJ/molK2 and at a value of 23 mJ/molK2 for
the thermal expansion contribution. Adopting the vol-
ume thermal expansion coefficient αVol = 50.8×10−6 K−1

and the molar volume Vmol = 6.785×10−5 m3mol−1 [1]
results in a Bulk modulus B of

B ∼ 130(40)GPa,

wherein the sizeable error bar arises from the uncer-
tainty of the electronic density of states at the Fermi
energy. Our finding for the bulk modulus is by a fac-
tor of two larger than the value of ∼70 GPa reported
in literature[34, 35] The difference between our value
and the reported results might be partially due to the
negligence of possible electron-phonon enhancement of
the electronic Sommerfeld term. We also note that for
their high-pressure Mössbauer measurements O’Hara et
al. used FGT samples with a TC of 155 K, indicating a
substantial deficit on the Fe2 site which may also affect
their value for the bulk modulus.[35]
Even accepting the full value of E ≈ 37 mJ/molK2 as

due to the electron contribution, the excess heat capac-
ity of almost 50 J/molK at room temperature over the
Dulong-Petit limit reported by Bin Chen et al.[2] is far
too large to be reconciled with our findings.

2dim Ferromagnetic Magnon Heat Capacity

We finally comment on the linear contribution to the
low temperature heat capacity which amounts to ∼109
mJ/molK2, again too large to be attributed to the con-
duction electron contribution. However, the increase lin-
ear in temperature, also reported by Bin Chen et al.
with a similar magnitude, can be readily reconciled if we
take ferromagnetic magnon excitations in a 2dim lattice
into account. Adopting a quadratic dispersion for long-
wavelength magnons in a 2dim ferromagnet the magnon
contribution to the heat capacity at low temperatures
varies linearly with temperature.[36] From inelastic neu-
tron scattering data, Song Bao et al. have derived spin
wave stiffness constants for FGT between 57 and 69
meVÅ2 for the in-plane spin waves.[37] For the magnon
heat capacity, Cmag, of a 2dim honeycomb lattice, Grosu
et al. arrived at[38]

Cmag = R
3
√
3 π2a2

24D
T, (7)

where R is the molar gas constant, a ≈ 4Å the in-plane
lattice parameter and D the spin wave stiffness constant.
With D ≈ 63 meVÅ2 one estimates a magnon contribu-
tion linear in temperature of

Cmag/T = 123 mJ/molK2.

Adding the conduction electron contribution of
∼14 mJ/molK2, this finding is in fair agreement
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with our experimental observation of 109 mJ/molK2

found from the Sommerfeld plot at low temperatures
(see Fig. 3).

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

Using temperature dependent XRPD measurements
we have determined the hexagonal lattice parameters of
the 2dim van der Waals ferromagnet Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2
which exhibits a Curie temperature of ∼ 217 K. Spon-
taneous magnetostriction induced by the transition into
the ferromagnetic state leads to an expansion of the vdW
coupled layers, whereas a noticeable effect of the sponta-
neous magnetostriction perpendicular to the layers is not
seen in the c-lattice parameters. For T → 0 K, the in-
plane spontaneous magnetostriction can be extrapolated
to ∼-220×10−6 K−1 by more than a factor of two smaller
than the ab-initio calculations Zhuang et al..
Using the linear volume thermal expansion coefficient

in the paramagnetic regime we estimate the difference
of the specific heats determined at constant pressure and
constant volume. The majority of the linear Sommerfeld-
type contribution to the low-temperature heat capac-
ity can be quantitatively ascribed to 2dim ferromagnetic
magnon excitations.

In summary, our experimental results evidence a sub-
stantial in-plane magnetostriction for a sample of FGT
with composition Fe2.92(1)Ge1.02(3)Te2 having a Curie
temperature of 217 K. A careful reconsideration of the
heat capacities of such sample enables us to correct and
understand previously reported linear contributions to
the low- and high-temperature heat capacity data of
FGT. Particularly noteworthy is the low-temperature
magnon heat capacity contribution, linear in tempera-
ture, which can be quantitatively attributed to the lay-
ered ferromagnetic character of FGT.
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