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New hard magnetic materials with zero or low rare earth content are in demand due to the high
prices of the rare earth metals. Among the candidates for such materials, we consider MnB, FeB and
their alloys, because previous experiments suggest that FeB has a relatively high magnetic hardness
of about 0.83 at room temperature. Using first-principles calculations, we examine the full range of
alloys from CrB, through MnB, FeB, to CoB. Furthermore, we consider alloys of MnB and FeB with
substitutions of 3d, 4d and 5d transition metals. For the above ninety compositions, we determine
magnetic moment, magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy and magnetic hardness.

For the alloys with transition metals we calculated also formation energies and Curie temperatures.
For (Fe-Co)B alloys, the calculated values of magnetic hardness exceed five, which is an exceptionally
high. While these values are inflated by the virtual crystal approximation used, we still expect actual
magnetic hardnesses well above unity. Furthermore, we classify considered MnB alloys substituted
with transition metals as magnetically soft or semi-hard and FeB alloys with Sc, Ti, V, Zr, Nb, Mo,
Hf, Ta, or W as magnetically hard (with magnetic hardness exceeding unity).

I. INTRODUCTION

In this theoretical work, we will consider the applica-
tion of monoborides as magnetically hard materials. To
this end, we will examine the full range of alloys from
CrB, through MnB, FeB, to CoB, and also consider the
complete series of MnB and FeB alloys with 3d, 4d, and
5d element substitutions. One of the main motivations
for the search for magnetically hard monoborides is the
promising experimental results for FeB (magnetic hard-
ness around 0.83) [1, 2] and for half-borides [3, 4].

The basic magnetic properties of transition metal
monoborides in a series passing through the elements V,
Cr, Mn, Fe, Co, and Ni (with increasing atomic num-
ber) have been known since at least 1962 [5, 6], while the
more recent advances in transition metal monoborides
are summarized in Refs. [7] and [8]. MnB received sig-
nificant attention between 2016 and 2023 [9–15]. This
led to characterization of its lesser-known phases, such
as α phase (CrB-type, s.g. Cmcm) [15] as well as α′

phase (stacking-fault dominated CrB-like variant, s.g.
Cmcm) [13]. In addition, the well-known β phase (FeB-
type, orthorhombic, s.g. P nma) was also reexamined [9–
11, 13, 15]. Moreover, the theoretical determination of
the most energetically stable phases of FeB [16] and first-
principles calculations for CrB [17] suggest the possibility
of obtaining also a tetragonal MnB phase (Pearson sym-
bol tI16). Conventionally, MnB is assumed to have a
low-temperature mixed phase of CrB + FeB and a high-
temperature FeB-type phase. [18].

In this work, we focus on the high-temperature phase
β-MnB. It is a ferromagnetic phase with the mag-
netic moment equal to 1.9 µB f.u.−1 [15] (the highest
value among all transition metal monoborides), satu-
ration magnetization of 156 Am2 kg−1 (at 10 K) [15],
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magnetization remanence of 9.0 Am2 kg−1 [12], rela-
tively high Curie temperature of 568 K [15], low coer-
cive field of 15.9 Oe, classifying MnB as a magnetically
soft material [10], enormously high Vickers hardness of
15.7 GPa [10], and a large magnetocaloric effect driven
by anisotropic magnetoelastic coupling [11].

Similar to MnB, the FeB crystallizes in a low-
temperature α-phase (CrB-type) [11, 18, 19], which
detailed structural properties have been recently dis-
cussed [20] along with a structural analysis of a high-
temperature β phase (orthorhombic, s.g. P nma). As we
already mentioned, for FeB theory also suggests an en-
ergetically stable tetragonal phase (tI16) [16]. For the
β-FeB phase, the Curie temperature is relatively high
at around 590 K [21], the magnetic moment (at 4 K)
is equal to 1.1 µB f.u.−1 [22], and the effective mag-
netic anisotropy constant K∗

1 (for orthorhombic system)
is equal to 0.4 MJ m−3. This leads to a magnetic hard-
ness of 0.83 and just slightly fails to meet criterion for
magnetically hard materials (κ = 1). [2]. However, the
coercivity of FeB is low, similar to that of MnB, and
equal to 10 Oe at 290 K [21]. The range of monoborides
we consider in this work is limited on both sides by CrB
(s.g. Cmcm) and CoB (s.g. P nma) [17, 23].

One method of tuning the properties of monoborides
is nanostructurization [7, 8, 21]. Whereby, particularly
interesting form of monoborides are nanosheets [24], as
experimentally obtained in two-dimensional CrB [25],
MnB [26] and CoB [27] systems. In the case of MnB
nanosheets, the saturation magnetization is equal to
15.5 Am2 kg−1 (emu g−1) at 300 K, and the Curie
temperature of 586 K is the highest among all known
two-dimensional ferromagnets [25]. Recent experimen-
tal efforts on monoboride nanosheets are complemented
by theoretical work on two-dimensional CrB [28, 29],
MnB [26, 29–31], FeB [28, 29, 32], and CoB [27, 32],
which predicts both the magnetic properties of these
systems and their dynamical stability. The calcula-
tions for magnetic monoboride nanosheets complement
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earlier first-principles studies on bulk CrB [17, 33, 34],
MnB [10, 35, 36], and FeB [16, 37], as well as work com-
paring various bulk magnetic monoborides [11, 38–40].

Transition metal borides are involved in energy-related
electrocatalysis [8]. FeB, CoB, and NiB are being investi-
gated as thermoelectrics [41], and nanoscale boron pow-
ders are being considered for hyperthermia and boron
neutron capture therapy [21]. Two-dimensional transi-
tion metal borides are being investigated for magnetic
information storage [28, 42]. CrB-based devices have
been considered as sensors or adsorbents [43], and CrB
nanosheets as promising anode materials in lithium-ion
batteries [25]. MnB and its alloys exhibit a large magne-
tocaloric effect [9, 11, 15, 44] and very high Vickers hard-
ness (15.6 GPa), combined with ferromagnetic proper-
ties, make MnB a promising mechanically hard magnetic
material [10]. In addition, MnB is suggested for mag-
netic hyperthermia [15] and improves the hard magnetic
properties of a combined hard / soft magnetic system
(98% MnAl-C / 2% MnB) [12]. On the other hand,
amorphous Co-B is considered as a catalyst [45] and
CoB nanosheets as an electrocatalyst for metal-air bat-
teries [27]. Finally, an example of a high-entropy pseudo-
monoboride is (Cr0.2Mn0.2Fe0.2Co0.2Mo0.2)B [46].

The long list above does not include applications of
magnetic monoborides as magnetically hard materials,
most likely due to the fact that coercivity measurements
indicate that MnB and FeB are magnetically soft [10, 21].
However, given the arguments we are about to present,
we decided to theoretically explore the possibility of using
alloys of MnB and FeB as magnetically hard materials.
To this end, we choose to calculate from first principles
the magnetic hardness values for about ninety chemical
compositions, which we hope will allow us to propose
promising candidates for permanent magnets or discredit
the idea. The following arguments led us to consider the
use of monoboride alloys in permanent magnets: (1) rea-
sonably high Curie temperatures, above 540 K for MnB
and FeB, and above 800 K for (Mn,Fe)B alloys [1, 10, 21],
(2) reasonably high saturation magnetization of MnB and
FeB [1, 10, 21], (3) orthorhombic crystal system of MnB
and FeB, which can provide a good starting point for the
development of magnetic hardness, (4) relatively high ex-
perimental effective magnetocrystalline anisotropy con-
stant of FeB monocrystal (K∗

1 = 0.4 MJ m−3) [2], (5)
relatively high magnetic hardness of FeB which we es-
timated as 0.83 from the experimental K∗

1 , magneti-
zation and lattice parameters [1, 2], (6) elevated mag-
netic hardness of annealed α-FeB [21] and FeB nanopar-
ticles [20], (7) semi-hard magnetic properties determined
for some of (Fe,Co)5PB2 [47–49], (Fe,Co)3B [50], and
(Fe,Co)2B [3, 4, 51] borides, and last but important (8)
excellent hard magnetic properties of another transition
metal boride, Nd-Fe-B, one of the most popular perma-
nent magnets today.

The results presented here provide a systematic de-
scription of the rudamental magnetic properties of doped
monoborides, which can be used in many of the numerous
potential applications listed above. However, especially

FIG. 1. (a) Crystal structure of β-MnB (FeB-type; space
group P nma). The lattice parameters of a single unit cell are
a = 5.6377 Å, b = 2.9945 Å, and c = 4.1795 Å [10]. The unit
cell is multiplied 2×3×3 times along the main axes for better
visualization. (b) Crystal structure of Mn11X1B12 supercell
(space group P 1m1) with transition metal substitution X.
The supercell was obtained by duplicating the MnB unit cell
three times along the b-axis and substituting one of twelve
Mn atoms.

in the context of volatile neodymium prices observed be-
tween 2011 and 2024 [52], it is important to search for
new permanent magnets that contain little or no rare-
earth elements [53, 54].

II. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

For density functional theory calculations, we used
the full-potential local-orbital electronic structure code
FPLO18.00-52 including relativistic effects in the full
four-component formalism [55, 56]. Unless otherwise
noted, we employed the generalized gradient approxima-
tion (GGA) in the form proposed by Perdew, Burke, and
Ernzerhof (PBE) [57]. We choose a tetrahedron method
for Brillouin zone integration. All calculations were fully
converged with density criterion 10−6.

For MnB, we assumed a P nma space group (FeB-
type) with experimental lattice parameters a = 5.6377 Å,
b = 2.9945 Å, and c = 4.1795 Å, and initial Wyckoff po-
sitions from Ref. [10], see also Table I and Fig. 1(a). For
FeB, we adopted the space group P nma with experimen-
tal lattice parameters a = 5.4954 Å, b = 2.9408 Å, and
c = 4.0477 Å, and initial Wyckoff positions from Ref. [19].
We optimized the initial atomic positions and present our
results in Table I as well. The Wyckoff positions pre-
dicted theoretically for MnB differ significantly from the
experimental results from work of Ma et al. [10]. The
calculated positions are instead very close to another ex-
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perimental result for MnB from work of Kalyon et al. [15]
and to the results for isostructural FeB [19]. Regardless,
we use the optimized atomic positions throughout our
work.

TABLE I. Experimental and theoretical Wyckoff positions of
MnB and FeB (s.g. P nma). Atomic positions for B and M (M
= Mn or Fe) are presented. The DFT results were calculated
with FPLO18 code and the GGA-PBE exchange-correlation
potential.

Ref. x(M) y(M) z(M) x(B) y(B) z(B)
MnB expt. [10] 0.1680 0.25 0.1244 0.1482 0.25 0.6375
MnB expt. [15] 0.1762 0.25 0.1206 0.0312 0.25 0.6133
MnB PBE 0.1746 0.25 0.1211 0.0330 0.25 0.6169
FeB expt. [19] 0.1771 0.25 0.1195 0.0332 0.25 0.6168
FeB PBE 0.1776 0.25 0.1199 0.0344 0.25 0.6200

For modeling the solid solutions in a range from CrB
(Z = 24), through MnB (Z = 25), FeB (Z = 26), to
CoB (Z = 27) we employed virtual crystal approxima-
tion (VCA). For the whole range of VCA compositions,
we kept the space group P nma. For MnB [10], FeB [19],
and CoB [23] we used experimental lattice parameters
and optimized atomic positions. For the CrB-MnB range,
we set lattice parameters and Wyckoff positions extrap-
olated from the MnB/FeB pair. For other intermedi-
ate concentrations, we used interpolated values of lat-
tice parameters and Wyckoff positions. To determine the
magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy (MAE) within the
VCA, we performed self-consistent scalar-relativistic cal-
culations, followed by a single fully-relativistic iteration
for each of three main crystallographic axes. We used
11 × 20 × 15 k-mesh.

To determine the dependency of magnetocrystalline
anisotropy energy on magnetic moment of FeB we used
a fully-relativistic fixed-spin-moment method. Moreover,
we used the local spin density approximation (LSDA) in
the forms of von Barth and Hedin (BH) [58] and Perdew
and Wang (PW92) [59] to analyze the effect of the form of
exchange-correlation potential on the magnetic moment
and MAE.

Based on Mn11X1B12 and Fe11X1B12 supercells, we
studied the effect of substituting MnB and FeB with 3d,
4d, and 5d elements. The supercells are three-times rep-
etitions in b direction of P nma unit cell, see Fig. 1(b).
The Wyckoff positions of MnB and FeB unit cells were
first optimized, assuming the force convergence criterion
of 10−3 eV Å−1. The lattice parameters of the super-
cells were kept fixed at a = 5.6377 Å, b = 8.9835 Å, and
c = 4.1795 Å for Mn11X1B12 [10] and a = 5.4954 Å,
b = 8.8224 Å, and c = 4.0477 Å for Fe11X1B12 [19]. The
reduced space group of these structures was P 1m1. For
supercells, we choose an 8 × 5 × 11 k-mesh. Drawings of
the structures were made using the VESTA code [60].

To determine the magnetic hardness, we need to calcu-
late the magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy. For uni-
axial crystal systems, such as tetragonal and hexagonal,
the MAE can be evaluated from the difference in energies
determined for the axis along the unique crystallographic

axis and the axis perpendicular to it. Here, since FeB
and MnB crystallize in an orthorhombic system charac-
terized by three different lattice parameters a, b, and
c, the approach used for uniaxial systems cannot be di-
rectly applied. Usually in that case, only the magnetic
easy axis is determined [36]. In this work, to quantify
the MAE, we use the following approach. We calculate
the fully relativistic energies for three quantization direc-
tions along the main crystallographic axes: [100] (along
a), [010] (along b), and [001] (along c).

The lowest energy indicates the magnetic easy axis,
and the difference between the middle energy (E2) and
the lowest energy (E1) determines the MAE. As a re-
sult, all values of MAE are non-negative. One could
also take the difference between the highest (E3) and
lowest (E1) energy. However, we opted for the first op-
tion, interpreting MAE as a parameter that determines
the uniaxial preference for magnetization direction. To
complement this parameter, we calculate also the energy
difference between the highest (E3) and the middle (E2)
of the three energies, which we denote as magnetocrys-
talline anisotropy energy DE32. A similar approach
was used by Zhdanova et al. [2] to experimentally de-
termine the effective magnetocrystalline anisotropy con-
stants K∗

1 = K1 − K2 and K∗

2 = K3 − K2 of orthorhom-
bic FeB, where K1, K2, and K3 are the three anisotropy
constants determined in the three main crystallographic
planes and arranged in descending order.

When discussing applications for permanent magnets,
magnetic hardness is another crucial metric [54]. It can
be expressed as:

κ =

√

|K|

µ0M2
S

, (1)

where K stands for the magnetocrystalline anisotropy
constant, MS denotes the saturation magnetization, and
µ0 the vacuum permeability. In order to determine the
theoretical value of κ, we assume that the calculated
MAE is equal to the anisotropy constant K. To esti-
mate the value of MS we use the total magnetic moment
and the unit cell volume.

Starting from the magnetic force theorem [61, 62], we
determined the contributions from each k-point to the
MAE using the equation:

MAE = E(θ = 90◦) − E(θ = 0◦) =

=
∑

occ’

ǫi(θ = 90◦) −
∑

occ”

ǫi(θ = 0◦), (2)

where θ is the angle between the direction of magnetiza-
tion and the selected axis, E(θ) is the total energy for a
specific direction; and ǫi is the band energy of the i state,
see Ref. [48].

Furthermore, we determined the formation energies of
Fe11X1B12 compositions from the formula:

Ef = EF e11X1B12
− 11EF e − EX − 12EB, (3)

where EF e11X1B12
, EF e, EB , and EX are the total ener-

gies of the EF e11X1B12
supercell and the crystals of iron,
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boron, and transition metal (X), respectively. In order to
determine the total energies, we prepared and optimized
the geometry of 3d, 4d, and 5d elemental bulk materi-
als. Formation energies of Mn11X1B12 compositions we
established in an analogous manner.

Moreover, using the mean-field theory, we calculated
the Curie temperature (T MFT

C ) of Fe0.917X0.083B alloys
with 3d, 4d, 5d transition-metal elements (X) [63, 64].
We used the equation:

kBT MFT
C =

2
3

(EDLM − EFM), (4)

where EDLM and EFM are the total energies of paramag-
netic and ferromagnetic solutions, and kB is Boltzmann
constant. We model the paramagnetic configuration us-
ing the disordered local moment (DLM) approach [65]
with the coherent potential approximation (CPA) [66].
The scalar-relativistic DLM-CPA calculations were per-
formed using the FPLO5 code, which is the latest public
version of the FPLO code including CPA. Unfortunately,
it does not have the PBE-GGA implemented, thus the
DLM calculations were performed with the PW92-LDA
exchange-correlation potential [59].

In this work, we have determined the magnetic prop-
erties for temperature of 0 K (ground state), while per-
manent magnets usually operate at room or higher tem-
perature. While in this situation the calculated magnetic
moments can be reasonably treated as upper limits, the
issue of MAE’s dependence on temperature is more com-
plex. For example, it has been experimentally shown for
magnetic halfborides (Fe-Co)2B, that magnetocrystalline
anisotropy constant (K1) depends on temperature in a
nonlinear manner (including a change of sign) [4]. How-
ever, a similarity was observed by us between the con-
centration dependence and temperature dependence of
K1. Thus, we assume that the highest MAEs among the
values determined at 0 K for the full range of the con-
centrations will at the same time represent a limit in the
temperature dependence of MAEs.

Furthermore, the MAE values determined for alloys in
the VCA are often overestimated [3]. However, calcula-
tions for alloys modeled by the supercell method (without
VCA) yield similar and in some cases even higher MAE
and κ values than those determined by VCA for (Mn-
Fe)B compositions, which makes our VCA results more
reliable. Another constraint of the calculation method we
employed is the accuracy of the GGA. Therefore, we will
discuss the effect of the form of the exchange-correlation
potential on the obtained MAE values [67]. Finally, the
other known limitation is lack of disorder in supercells
due to their limited size, which can also affect the deter-
mined MAE [51, 67].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Problems with the availability and prices of rare earth
ores [52] are stimulating the search for new permanent
magnets with zero or low rare earth content [3, 4, 47, 51,

53, 54]. As part of this investigation, here, we consider
monoboride alloys ranging from CrB (Z = 24), through
MnB (25) and FeB (26), to CoB (27), or in other words,
concentration ranges: Cr1−xMnxB, Mn1−xFexB, and
Fe1−xCoxB. Furthermore, we study MnB and FeB alloys
with substitutions of thirty different transition metal el-
ements.

In the Introduction we said that high-temperature
phase of both MnB and FeB is orthorhombic phase with
space group P nma [18]. Despite the experimentally con-
firmed distinct low-temperature phases, and theoretical
predictions of a stable tetragonal phase in the ground
state, in this computational work we consider MnB, FeB,
and their alloys in high-temperature phase P nma. Our
choice is dictated by the fact that the orthorhombic phase
characterizes the studied systems at room temperature
and above – the range in which we expect their practical
applications as permanent magnets.

A. (Cr-Mn)B, (Mn-Fe)B, and (Fe-Co)B alloys
from virtual crystal approximation

From the perspective of application as permanent mag-
nets, the three most important intrinsic properties of
a magnetic material are Curie temperature, saturation
magnetization and magnetocrystalline anisotropy. Be-
low, we will summarize all three for magnetic mono-
borides, with the last two quantities expressed in a form
of magnetic moment and magnetocrystalline anisotropy
energy. Although the concentration dependence of Curie
temperature and magnetic moments have long been
known, our calculations complement the picture, provid-
ing the values of magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy
and magnetic hardness.

TABLE II. Calculated magnetic properties of characteristic
compositions in the MnB-FeB-CoB range (s.g. Pnma). The
magnetic easy axis, spin and orbital magnetic moment [ms

and ml (µB atom−1)] on boron (B) and virtual atom of tran-
sition metal (M), magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy [MAE
(MJ m−3)], and magnetic hardness [κ] are presented. Orbital
magnetic moments are given for the corresponding magnetic
easy axes. Calculations were performed with FPLO18-PBE
in the virtual crystal approximation (VCA).

Composition Axis ms(M) ml(M) ms(B) ml(B) MAE κ

MnB 010 2.18 0.023 -0.20 0.001 0.45 0.57
Mn0.55Fe0.45B 100 1.92 0.026 -0.18 0.000 0.77 0.83
Mn0.15Fe0.85B 010 1.53 0.028 -0.14 0.001 0.69 0.95
FeB 010 1.33 0.025 -0.13 0.001 0.14 0.49
Fe0.5Co0.5B 001 0.61 0.047 -0.06 0.001 2.87 5.09

The first systematic measurements of the properties of
CrB-MnB and MnB-FeB alloys were made by Cadeville
and Daniel in 1966 [6]. The research was then continued
by Kanaizuka [1, 22]. It was found that CrB (Z = 24
for Cr) is paramagnetic and at intermediate concentra-
tion (Cr-Mn)B alloys gain ferromagnetic ordering. The
Curie temperature increases with Mn concentration, and
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FIG. 2. Intrinsic properties critical for permanent magnet
applications obtained for the concentration range from CrB,
through MnB and FeB, to CoB. (a) Experimental Curie tem-
peratures taken from the literature. (b) Calculated total spin
magnetic moments as a function of the atomic number of the
transition metal element, together with the corresponding ex-
perimental total magnetic moments from the literature. (c)
Calculated magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy (MAE) and
magnetic hardness as a function of atomic number. Verti-
cal dashed lines separate alloys with different axes of easy
magnetization. Calculations were performed with the virtual
crystal approximation (VCA) using the FPLO18 code with
PBE exchange-correlation potential. Experimental data are
taken from Refs. [1, 6, 68, 69].

for MnB it is about 575 K, see Fig. 2(a) [1, 6]. For
(Mn-Fe)B alloys, Curie temperature grows above 800 K
for Mn0.4Fe0.6B. For (Fe-Co)B compositions, Curie tem-
perature decreases with Co concentration to zero, and
CoB itself is paramagnetic [68, 69]. From the considered
perspective of application for permanent magnets, Curie
temperature values well above room temperature are re-
quired. Hence, MnB-FeB alloys located around the Curie
temperature maximum would be best suited.

Experimental studies of the concentration dependence
of the magnetic moment in the CrB-MnB-FeB-CoB range
reveal the absence of an ordered magnetic moment on the
Cr-rich side and the Co-rich side, see Fig. 2(b) [1, 5, 6, 68,
69]. MnB has the maximum value of the magnetic mo-
ment of about 1.9 µB. Passing from MnB through FeB
to CoB, we observe its linear decrease. The experimen-
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FIG. 3. Spin and orbital magnetic moments (ms and ml) on
transition metal (TM) and boron sites as a function of the
atomic number of the transition metal element, calculated
for concentration range from CrB, through MnB and FeB,
to CoB. The calculations were performed with the virtual
crystal approximation (VCA) using the FPLO18 code with
PBE exchange-correlation potential.

tal dependence of magnetic moments on concentration is
well reflected in the previous DFT results for the MnB-
FeB [9, 70, 71] and FeB-CoB [72, 73] solid solutions. Our
results for the MnB-FeB-CoB range also well reproduce
the experimental dependence of the magnetic moment
on concentration. Although for the CrB-MnB range, the
calculated values differ from the experimental ones. This
is most likely due to the adoption of an identical P nma

space group for all VCA concentrations, while a Cmcm
space group (MoB-type structure) is experimentally ob-
served for CrB and nearby [17, 18, 22]. At the other
end of the range considered, we observe a collapse of the
magnetic moment above 80% of the Co concentration in
(Fe-Co)B alloys, similar to previous experimental [6, 68]
and theoretical [72, 73] studies.

Before moving on to the results on magnetic hardness,
we would like to discuss the spin and orbital magnetic
moments on individual atoms, see Fig. 3. The largest
contributions to the total magnetic moment come from
the spin magnetic moment on the transition metal site
and from a smaller induced opposite spin moment on
boron. For these spin moments, we have shown values
for one representative direction [010], since the other two
cases are indistinguishable. For the orbital moments on
transition metal site, we have plotted values calculated
in three directions. The differences observed for orbital
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represents weighted contribution of 3d orbitals. Calculations
were performed with the FPLO18 code using the PBE func-
tional.

moments determined in various directions correlate with
the magnetocrystalline anisotropy constant, as given by
Bruno’s formula [74]. In our case, the large differences
in orbital moments for FeB-CoB alloys correlate with the
high magnetic anisotropy energies shown in Fig. 2. The
values of the orbital magnetic moments calculated in the
PBE approximation are about twice as small as the ex-
perimental ones, as is the case with bcc Fe [75].

In Fig. 4, we present weighted contributions from 3d
orbitals which dominate the band structure of MnB and
FeB. We observe a high similarity between the two re-
sults. Due to the increase in the number of electrons
per formula by one, the Fermi level of FeB rises relative
to MnB. Moreover, the spin polarization is noticeably
stronger for MnB than for FeB. The change in band filling
and spin polarization is also responsible for the evolution
of properties in the range of intermediate concentrations
between MnB and FeB.

Since the FPLO code used in this work is based on
the method of linear combination of atomic orbitals, we
can perform a population analysis using the Mulliken ap-
proach [76]. In Fig. 5 we show the excess electrons on the
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FIG. 5. Excess electrons on boron and occupation of 2p or-
bital of boron and 4p orbital of transition metal (TM) as a
function of atomic number of transition metal, calculated for
the concentration range from CrB, through MnB and FeB, to
CoB. The calculations were performed with the virtual crys-
tal approximation (VCA) using the FPLO18 code with PBE
exchange-correlation potential.

B site (the natural consequence is the exactly opposite
value of excess electrons on the transition metal site). As
for the spin magnetic moment dependence, a clear maxi-
mum in excess electrons occurs for MnB. Analysis of the
occupancy of each orbital shows that the maximum of ex-
cess electrons correlates with the occupancy of the B 2p
and Fe 4p orbitals. The occupancy of the other valence
orbitals changes linearly or remains constant throughout
the whole range of considered alloys (not shown). The
densities of states (also not shown) reveal hybridization
between the transition metal 4p orbitals and boron 2p

orbitals.

Now we will return to Fig. 2 and analyze the concen-
tration dependence of magnetocrystalline anisotropy en-
ergy. The literature on magnetic anisotropy of magnetic
monoborides is very scarce. We are only aware of the
first-principles study predicting magnetization easy axis
for MnB [36] and the experimental work of Zhdanova
and coworkers in which they determined the room-
temperature effective magnetocrystalline anisotropy con-
stant K∗

1 = 0.4 MJ m−3 for orthorhombic FeB [2]. This
value leads to a quite promising magnetic hardness of
0.83. The relatively high magnetic hardness is not re-
flected in the coercivity of FeB, which at 290 K is equal
to 10 Oe only [21]. (A similarly low coercivity value,
equal to 15.9 Oe, was measured for MnB [10].) However,
the relatively high magnetic hardness and low coerciv-
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FIG. 6. Band structures calculated for FeB. Red plot for
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culations were performed with the FPLO18 code with PBE
exchange-correlation potential.

ity of FeB do not necessarily contradict each other. As
Rades and coworkers showed for α-FeB, depending on
the size and crystallinity of the particles, soft or hard
ferromagnetism is possible to obtain [21]. Therefore, it
is conceivable that appropriate control of the microstruc-
ture could also improve the coercivity value of the β-FeB
phase.

In Fig. 2(c), we show the calculated magnetocrystalline
anisotropy energy and magnetic hardness. As a result
of determining the magnetic easy axis among the three
main crystallographic directions, see also Fig. 1, we can
divide the analyzed concentration range into areas char-
acterized by a specific easy axis. For MnB and FeB,
easy magnetic axis is in both cases [010] (along the axis
of lattice parameter b) and the values of MAE are of
0.45 and 0.14 MJ m−3, respectively, see Table II. In the
MnB-FeB range, we observe magnetic hardness maxima
at Mn0.55Fe0.45B and Mn0.15Fe0.85B of about 0.83 and
0.95, respectively, with corresponding MAE values equal
to 0.77 and 0.69 MJ m−3. The highest maximum of MAE
equal to 2.9 MJ m−3 we observe for Fe0.5Co0.5B. Such
a high value of anisotropy energy together with a low
value of magnetic moment leads to an exceptionally high
magnetic hardness of 5.1. Although such a high value of
magnetic hardness is determined in an approximate man-
ner from PBE for zero kelvin and probably significantly
overestimated by VCA, we still expect experimental con-
firmation of elevated magnetic hardness in the concen-
tration range from about FeB to Fe0.5Co0.5B at room
temperatures. Similarly, very high MAE value (about
10 MJ m−3) was predicted previously for rare-earth free
FeCo alloys with tetragonal deformation [77].

We determine the MAE as the difference of the fully-
relativistic total energies of the system calculated for the
magnetic easy axis and the axis perpendicular to it. In
Fig. 6, using FeB as an example, we show how small are
the differences in band structures for the [001] and [010]

quantization axes. In order to make the differences no-
ticeable, we had to narrow the energy window to between
-2 and +2 eV atom−1. In addition, the figure shows the
scalar-relativistic band structure, which is not substan-
tially different from fully-relativistic solutions.

In Fig. 7, we show the band structures calculated for
the Fe0.5Co0.5B system with high MAE. Compared to
the MnB and FeB band structures presented earlier, we
observe further filling of the valence band and a de-
crease in spin splitting. In a narrow range from -0.6 to
0.6 eV atom−1, the differences between the band struc-
tures determined for the [001] and [100] axes are visible,
as well as the structure of the bands in the vicinity of
the Fermi level, which is important from the perspective
of the MAE. It is to the Fermi level that the summation
of energies for individual k-points takes place, see Eq. 2,
from which the total MAE can be determined using the
magnetic force theorem. The k-resolved contributions to
the MAE are drawn in green. A lot of positive contribu-
tions can be found around the high symmetry point S. It
is related to the difference in the [001] and [100] bands
splitting observed under the Fermi level near this point.
From the point of view of the band structure, we see that
in order for the final MAE value to be high, there must be
a positive correlation of such factors as spin polarization,
the position of the Fermi level, and significant differences
in spin-orbit splitting for different quantization axes.

We must keep in mind that the magnetocrystalline
anisotropy energies presented in this work were calcu-
lated in zero kelvin and may change with temperature.
As previous measurements for halfborides have shown,
with temperature the anisotropy constants can change in
a nonlinear fashion [4, 78]. Nevertheless, values close to
the anisotropy energy maximum observed for low temper-
atures in the concentration range reappear in the temper-
ature dependence of the anisotropy constants. We con-
clude, that also the maxima in the measured temperature
dependence of the anisotropy constants for monoborides
should have values close to the anisotropy energy maxima
calculated at zero kelvin. For the MnB-FeB-CoB alloys
considered here, it would be advantageous to experimen-
tally verify the calculation results extended by measuring
the temperature dependence of the anisotropy constants.

B. Fixed spin moment on FeB

In our previous work on CeFe12-based alloys, we
showed that the calculated MAE value depends on the
choice of the exchange-correlation potential [67], and that
this dependency is correlated with the magnetic moment.
Here, we performed MAE calculations for the selected
FeB compound using four different forms of exchange-
correlation potential: Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE),
Barth-Hedin (BH), Perdew-Wang (PW92), and exchange

only LDA (for comparison only). The obtained equilib-
rium results, see Fig. 8 (green dots) and Table III, show
the scatter of the magnetic moments and MAE. The total
spin magnetic moment from GGA-PBE is 1.20 µB f.u.−1,
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FIG. 8. The dependence of the magnetocrystalline anisotropy
energy (MAE) on a fixed spin moment calculated for FeB
(s.g. P nma) using the FPLO18 code with Perdew-Burke-
Ernzerhof (PBE) exchange-correlation potential; together
with the points of equilibrium values of MAE and equilibrium
values of spin magnetic moments obtained with GGA PBE,
LDA Barth-Hedin (LDA BH), LDA Perdew-Wang (LDA
PW92), and LDA exchange only potentials. The experimental
(room-temperature) values of magnetic moment and effective
magnetic anisotropy constant are taken from Refs. [1] and [2].

whereas the experimental one is 1.15 µB f.u.−1 [1]. The
induced spin magnetic moments on B are proportional to
the moments on Fe, see Table III. The total spin magnetic
moments from the GGA and proper (not exchange only)
LDA differ by about 0.1 µB, which correlates with a MAE
variance of about 0.13 MJ m−3. However, even the higher
MAE value of 0.14 MJ m−3 determined from the PBE ap-
proximation is much smaller than the experimental effec-
tive magnetic anisotropy constant K∗

1 = 0.4 MJ m−3 [2].
In addition to the approximation of exchange-correlation
potential, the divergence may have its origin in slightly
different definitions of MAE and K∗

1 , as well as in the
temperature dependence of the parameters. We calcu-
lated MAE at 0 K and in the experiment K∗

1 is deter-

TABLE III. Magnetic properties of FeB (Pnma) calculated
with FPLO18 code using several exchange-correlation po-
tentials: Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE), Barth-Hedin (BH),
Perdew-Wang (PW92), and LDA exchange only. The mag-
netic easy axis, spin (ms) and orbital (ml) magnetic moments
(µB atom−1), magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy [MAE
(MJ m−3)], and magnetic hardness (κ) are presented. Orbital
magnetic moments are given for corresponding magnetic easy
axes.

XC potential Axis ms(Fe) ml(Fe) ms(B) ml(B) MAE κ

GGA PBE 010 1.33 0.025 -0.13 0.001 0.14 0.49
LDA BH 100 1.21 0.025 -0.09 0.000 0.01 0.13
LDA PW92 010 1.25 0.023 -0.10 0.000 0.01 0.08
LDA ex. only 010 1.46 0.024 -0.15 0.001 0.85 1.10

mined at room temperature.
As we can see from the above calculations, there may

be a correlation between the determined MAE value and
the magnetic moment. To verify this, we performed a
fully-relativistic fixed spin magnetic moment (FSM) cal-
culation to determine the dependence of the MAE on
the magnetic moment. In Fig. 8, we can see a fairly
good correspondence between the equilibrium points cal-
culated using different forms of exchange-correlation po-
tential (green dots) and the curve of the MAE depen-
dence on fixed spin magnetic moment (red line). We also
see that the equilibrium results, except LDA exchange

only, lie between the two MAE maxima, and both in-
creasing and decreasing the magnetic moment of the sys-
tem can lead to an increase in the MAE [characteristic
also visible around FeB in Fig. 2(c)]. In practice, the
magnetic moment of FeB can be decreased by alloying
with Co and increased by alloying with Mn (or small
amounts of Cr) [6]. The value of the magnetic moment is
also affected by the temperature, hence the dependence
of MAE on temperature can be nonlinear [3, 4].

To better understand the evolution of MAE with
the fixed spin moment, we take a closer look at cases
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FIG. 9. Densities of states, band structures, and contribution to magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy (MAE) calculated for
fixed spin moments of 0.72, 1.21, and 1.57 µB f.u.−1 for FeB (s.g. P nma). Spin-polarized densities of Fe 3d states were
resolved by orbital magnetic quantum number m. Dashed blue lines represent band structures calculated for [010] quantization
axis, whereas solid red lines stand for results obtained for [100] axis (in case of configurations with ms equal to 0.72 and
1.21 µB f.u.−1) and [001] axis (in case of system with ms = 1.57 µB f.u.−1). Green lines denote k-point-resolved contributions
to MAE. Calculations were performed with the FPLO18 code using the PBE functional.

with fixed spin moments (ms) equal to 0.72, 1.21, and
1.57 µB f.u.−1, of which the first and last are charac-
terized by high MAE values, and the middle one is an
equilibrium solution with a low MAE, see Fig. 9. The
densities of states (DOS) span a relatively wide energy
range from -7 to 7 eV atom−1, covering most of the Fe 3d
band. As the magnetic moment increases, the majority
(upper) spin channel shifts to the left, and the minority
band remains nearly stationary. Therefore, we associate
the observed evolution of the MAE with a fixed spin mo-
ment with the shifting of the Fermi level along the ma-
jority band. In the equilibrium state, see Fig. 9(b), the
Fermi level of the majority spin channel falls between the
non-bonding and anti-bonding states, as Mohn and Pet-
tifor have noted [38]. In contrast, in the two cases with
high MAE, the Fermi level is at the non-bonding and

anti-bonding peak. As the presented spin-polarized DOS
were resolved by orbital magnetic quantum number m,
in the case with the highest MAE (ms = 1.57 µB f.u.−1)
we see that the most pronounced contribution to the ma-
jority band on the Fermi level comes from the states with
quantum number m = 2.

The second time we see the Fermi level scanning the
majority band is in the band structure plots, see Fig. 9(d-
f). However, this time in the much narrower energy range
of -0.6 to 0.6 eV atom−1. With this form of presentation
and the determination of contributions to the MAE from
individual k-points, we are additionally able to identify
high-symmetry points around which large positive areas
of MAE have formed. For ms = 0.72 µB f.u.−1, these are
mainly Y and U points, for ms = 1.21 µB f.u.−1 point Z,
and for ms = 1.57 µB f.u.−1 points S and Z.
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and 5d transition metals (X). The calculations were performed
with FPLO18 code using the PBE functional and supercell
approach.

This type of analysis of the dependence of MAE on
magnetic moment also provides a clue on how to inter-
pret MAE changes with temperature. This is because
with temperature, the magnetic moment of the system
changes, which can lead to a similar evolution of MAE
as discussed above.

The analysis of the PBE results against the experi-
ment and other exchange-correlation functionals lends
credence to the use of the PBE approximation, while
pointing out its inherent limitations. Similar to the VCA
findings presented above, the fixed spin moment results
are promising regarding application of monoborides as
permanent magnets and suggest the possibility of modi-
fying the composition to increase the magnetic hardness
of the alloys above unity.

Although it is often difficult to control the details of
the band structure to achieve optimal material proper-
ties, the regularities observed above offer hope for the
development of MAE engineering based on such control.

C. MnB and FeB alloys with
3d, 4d, and 5d transition metals

We used the supercell method to calculate the proper-
ties of series of Mn11X1B12 and Fe11X1B12 alloys with
transition metals X. We assumed that the transition
metal atom substitutes one of the twelve Mn or Fe atoms
in the supercell, see also Sec. II: Computational details.

Before we move on to the magnetic properties of these
systems, we will first examine their chemical stability.
As we see in Fig. 10, all the systems under consideration
have negative formation energy, see Eq. 3, which means
they are all chemically stable. Manganese-based compo-
sitions have lower energies than Fe-based compositions,
and transition-metal substitutions from the edges of the
periods noticeably increase the formation energy (lower-

ing stability). The calculated formation energy values,
in the range down to approximately -1.5 eV atom−1, in-
dicate a good potential of the monoborides to be substi-
tuted by most of the transition metal elements.

A previous DFT study of the alloying of (Fe,Co)2B
halfborides with 5d elements predicted a significant in-
crease in MAE for Re doping (from about 0.75 to
1.4 MJ m−3), which found partial experimental confirma-
tion (increase from 0.5 to 0.75 MJ m−3) [3]. Here, we will
discuss how the substitution of MnB and FeB with tran-
sition metals affects the magnetic hardness of the mono-
borides. The results of calculated magnetic moments and
magnetocrystalline anisotropy energies are presented in
Table IV and Figs. 11 and 12. In most cases, we see
clear trends in the dependence on the atomic number of
the transition metal. The trends are often analogous to
the VCA results presented earlier in this work and su-
percell results from our previous work on CeFe12 based
alloys [67].

Figure 11 presents the calculated magnetic properties
of MnB alloys. Figure 11(a) shows that of all the sys-
tems, the highest total spin magnetic moment has the
MnB without substitutions. It is analogous to the ex-
perimental results discussed above [1, 6]. We can also
see that the magnetic moment dependencies on the type
of substitution are similar for all three transition metal
groups: 3d, 4d and 5d. This is because, when we substi-
tute Mn with transition metals X we change the filling
of the valence band.

Figure 11(b) shows the spin magnetic moments at the
dopant site. We can see that transition metal atoms
are not solely non-magnetic dopants that lower the to-
tal magnetic moment, but they undergo spin polariza-
tion in the ferromagnetic medium and contribute to the
total magnetic moment. The magnetic contributions are
positive or negative (parallel or antiparallel to the total
magnetic moment), with a maxima near the center of the
periods. The considered dupants also affect the magnetic
interactions between Mn atoms.

Figure 11(c) shows the orbital magnetic moments on
the dopant site. The values of these moments oscillate
between around -0.03 and +0.05 µB atom−1, which is
small compared to the spin magnetic moments of about
1.6 – 2.0 µB f.u.−1 in the MnB alloys.

Figures 11(d) and 11(f) show the magnetocrystalline
anisotropy energies (MAE and DE32). As previously
mentioned, the direction of the magnetic easy axis for
MnB is [010]. In most cases, substituting MnB with
transition metals changes this preference to [001], see Ta-
ble IV. MnB has the highest MAE value of 0.67 MJ m−3.
This value translates into magnetic hardness of 0.7, see
Fig. 11(e), and no dopant raises the magnetic hardness
above 0.8. Based on the above, we conclude that all Mn
monoborides doped with transition metals (Mn11X1B12)
can be classified as soft (κ < 0.5) or semi-hard (0.5 < κ <
1) magnetic materials.

The observed trends of magnetic moments for
Fe11X1B12 alloys, see Fig. 12 and Table IV, resemble
those just presented for MnB alloys. However, the mag-
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FIG. 11. The magnetic properties of MnB alloys with 3d, 4d, and 5d transition metals X (Mn11X1B12): (a) total spin magnetic
moment (per formula unit of two atoms); (b, c) spin and orbital magnetic moments on dopant atoms X (per TM atom); (d)
magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy (MAE); (e) magnetic hardness; and (f) energy difference (DE32) between the two higher
energies among the three total energies calculated along the three main crystallographic axes. The calculations were performed
with FPLO18 code using the PBE functional and supercell approach. Full circles indicate results for the base material (MnB)
without dopant of other type.
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FIG. 12. The magnetic properties of FeB alloys with 3d, 4d, and 5d transition metals X (Fe11X1B12): (a) total spin magnetic
moment (per formula unit of two atoms); (b, c) spin and orbital magnetic moments on dopant atoms X (per TM atom); (d)
magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy (MAE); (e) magnetic hardness; and (f) energy difference (DE32) between the two higher
energies among the three total energies calculated along the three main crystallographic axes. The calculations were performed
with FPLO18 code using the PBE functional and supercell approach. Full circles indicate results for the base material (FeB)
without dopant of other type.
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TABLE IV. The magnetic easy axis, magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy [MAE (MJ m−3)], total spin magnetic moment [m
(µB f.u.−1); formula unit consists of two atoms], magnetic hardness [κ], orbital magnetic moment [ml (µB per TM atom)] for
[001] quantization axes, and spin magnetic moment on substituting atom [ms(X) (µB per TM atom)] calculated for Mn11X1B12

and Fe11X1B12 supercells with various 3d, 4d, and 5d transition metal elements X. Calculations were performed with the
FPLO18 code using the PBE functional.

Mn11XB12 Fe11XB12

3d elements
Alloy Axis MAE m κ ml(X) ms(X) Alloy Axis MAE m κ ml(X) ms(X)
Mn0.917Sc0.083B 001 0.08 1.60 0.30 0.003 -0.21 Fe0.917Sc0.083B 010 0.52 1.10 1.03 0.002 -0.06
Mn0.917Ti0.083B 010 0.03 1.62 0.18 0.007 -0.31 Fe0.917Ti0.083B 010 0.86 1.26 1.15 0.005 0.09
Mn0.917V0.083B 001 0.04 1.71 0.19 0.014 -0.22 Fe0.917V0.083B 010 0.74 1.25 1.08 0.005 0.35
Mn0.917Cr0.083B 001 0.20 1.83 0.41 0.013 0.53 Fe0.917Cr0.083B 010 0.57 1.34 0.89 0.004 1.40
MnB 010 0.67 1.98 0.70 0.022 2.18 Fe0.917Mn0.083B 010 0.41 1.29 0.78 0.012 1.84
Mn0.917Fe0.083B 001 0.19 1.97 0.78 0.043 1.99 FeB 010 0.19 1.22 0.56 0.033 1.34
Mn0.917Co0.083B 001 0.08 1.89 0.25 0.049 1.02 Fe0.917Co0.083B 100 0.03 1.12 0.25 0.010 0.02
Mn0.917Ni0.083B 001 0.14 1.80 0.35 0.007 0.19 Fe0.917Ni0.083B 010 0.03 1.05 0.24 -0.004 -0.10
Mn0.917Cu0.083B 001 0.28 1.74 0.52 -0.004 -0.01 Fe0.917Cu0.083B 010 0.2 1.00 0.69 -0.003 -0.06
Mn0.917Zn0.083B 001 0.08 1.65 0.29 -0.001 -0.05 Fe0.917Zn0.083B 010 0.32 0.98 0.91 -0.001 -0.03

4d elements
Mn0.917Y0.083B 010 0.01 1.58 0.10 0.000 -0.13 Fe0.917Y0.083B 010 0.38 1.06 0.91 0.001 -0.05
Mn0.917Zr0.083B 010 0.06 1.60 0.26 0.004 -0.18 Fe0.917Zr0.083B 010 0.74 1.25 1.08 0.002 0.02
Mn0.917Nb0.083B 001 0.04 1.69 0.21 0.006 -0.16 Fe0.917Nb0.083B 010 0.74 1.22 1.10 0.002 0.08
Mn0.917Mo0.083B 001 0.19 1.79 0.41 0.003 -0.02 Fe0.917Mo0.083B 010 0.72 1.22 1.09 -0.001 0.20
Mn0.917Tc0.083B 001 0.18 1.88 0.39 0.004 0.31 Fe0.917Tc0.083B 010 0.60 1.26 0.97 0.003 0.44
Mn0.917Ru0.083B 001 0.16 1.93 0.36 0.013 0.57 Fe0.917Ru0.083B 010 0.10 1.18 0.41 0.014 0.23
Mn0.917Rh0.083B 001 0.24 1.88 0.44 0.019 0.32 Fe0.917Rh0.083B 100 0.10 1.11 0.46 0.008 0.02
Mn0.917Pd0.083B 001 0.10 1.80 0.30 0.004 0.07 Fe0.917Pd0.083B 100 0.11 1.04 0.51 -0.001 -0.04
Mn0.917Ag0.083B 001 0.21 1.74 0.45 -0.003 -0.01 Fe0.917Ag0.083B 010 0.04 0.98 0.33 -0.003 -0.04
Mn0.917Cd0.083B 010 0.05 1.65 0.23 -0.003 -0.04 Fe0.917Cd0.083B 010 0.13 0.94 0.60 -0.002 -0.03

5d elements
Mn0.917Lu0.083B 001 0.06 1.59 0.26 0.002 -0.12 Fe0.917Lu0.083B 010 0.16 1.07 0.59 0.002 -0.05
Mn0.917Hf0.083B 010 0.07 1.60 0.28 0.004 -0.17 Fe0.917Hf0.083B 010 0.68 1.24 1.05 -0.002 0.00
Mn0.917Ta0.083B 001 0.19 1.68 0.44 -0.002 -0.18 Fe0.917Ta0.083B 010 0.77 1.22 1.13 -0.006 0.04
Mn0.917W0.083B 001 0.33 1.78 0.55 -0.019 -0.08 Fe0.917W0.083B 010 0.62 1.19 1.04 -0.016 0.11
Mn0.917Re0.083B 010 0.15 1.86 0.36 -0.023 0.12 Fe0.917Re0.083B 010 0.36 1.24 0.76 -0.015 0.29
Mn0.917Os0.083B 010 0.22 1.91 0.42 -0.002 0.41 Fe0.917Os0.083B 010 0.01 1.18 0.14 0.028 0.25
Mn0.917Ir0.083B 001 0.58 1.88 0.69 0.038 0.31 Fe0.917Ir0.083B 100 0.30 1.11 0.78 0.041 0.06
Mn0.917Pt0.083B 001 0.64 1.81 0.75 0.033 0.10 Fe0.917Pt0.083B 100 0.12 1.03 0.53 0.017 -0.02
Mn0.917Au0.083B 001 0.08 1.75 0.28 0.011 0.00 Fe0.917Au0.083B 100 0.02 0.96 0.22 0.000 -0.04
Mn0.917Hg0.083B 010 0.56 1.67 0.76 -0.002 -0.03 Fe0.917Hg0.083B 010 0.12 0.91 0.60 -0.004 -0.03

(a) FeB (b) Fe11Ti1B12 (c) Ti 3d of Fe11Ti1B12
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FIG. 13. Band structure of (a) FeB, (b,c) Fe11Ti1B12 and weighted contributions of Ti 3d orbitals. Red and blue color denote
two spin channels. The calculations were performed with FPLO18 code using the PBE functional and supercell approach.
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FIG. 14. The magnetic moments of FeB alloys with 3d tran-
sition metals X (Fe11X1B12): (a) total spin magnetic moment
(per formula unit of two atoms) and (b) spin magnetic mo-
ments on dopant atoms X (per TM atom). The supercell cal-
culations were performed with FPLO18 code using the GGA-
PBE and LDA-PW92 functionals. The calculations with co-
herent potential approximation (CPA) were carried out with
FPLO5 and LDA-PW92 functional.
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FIG. 15. The mean-field theory Curie temperatures (T MFT
C )

of FeB alloys with Ti (Fe1−xTixB) calculated with FPLO5
code and Perdew and Wang (PW92) functional. The chemi-
cal disorder was modeled with coherent potential approxima-
tion (CPA) and the paramagnetic state with disorder local
moment (DLM-CPA) method. For β-FeB phase, the experi-
mental Curie temperature is around 590 K [21].

0

200

400

600

800

3d

C
u
ri
e
 t
e
m

p
e
ra

tu
re

  
(
K

) 

Lu   Hf   Ta    W   Re   Os    Ir    Pt   Au   Hg

Sc   Ti    V     Cr   Mn  Fe   Co   Ni   Cu   Zn

Y     Zr   Nb   Mo  Tc   Ru   Rh   Pd  Ag   Cd4d

5d

FIG. 16. The mean-field theory Curie temperatures (T MFT
C )

of Fe0.917X0.083B alloys with 3d, 4d, and 5d transition met-
als X calculated with FPLO5 code and Perdew and Wang
(PW92) functional. The chemical disorder was modeled with
coherent potential approximation (CPA) and the paramag-
netic state with disorder local moment (DLM-CPA) method.
For β-FeB phase, the experimental Curie temperature is
around 590 K [21].

netic hardnesses of FeB alloys appear more promising.
We will start non-sequentially with Fig. 12(c) show-

ing the orbital magnetic moments on dopant sites. The
trends resemble very much the ones for MnB alloys pre-
sented above. However, the orbital moments of FeB al-
loys are slightly lower than those of MnB alloys. The
value of about 0.03 µB on Fe in FeB is similar to the value
of 0.043 µB calculated for bcc Fe. Both values, however,
are significantly underestimated relative to the experi-
mental orbital moment in bcc Fe equal to 0.086 µB [75].
The observed dependencies of the orbital moment on the
atomic number of the 5d elements resemble the earlier
theoretical results for 5d dopants in Fe [79], CeFe12 [67],
and Fe5PB2 [48].

In Fig. 12(b), we observe the spin polarization of
dopants in a magnetic medium of FeB. The dependen-
cies look similar to the results for MnB alloys. Related
trends in spin magnetic moments for the transition metal
elements in the 3d magnetic media (Fe and Ni) have
been calculated before [79, 80]. Similar magnetic be-
havior of 5d dopants in Fe has also been measured by
spin-dependent absorption [81].

In Fig. 12(a) we see the total spin magnetic mo-
ments of Fe11X1B12 monoborides. Alloying of FeB with
transition metals from periodic groups above the Fe
group systematically decreases the total moment. In
contrast, although several elements in the groups pre-
ceding Fe continue the trend of increasing total mo-
ment, it quickly collapses, and does not pursue values
close to the 2.0 µB f.u.−1 observed for MnB. Among the
Fe11X1B12 alloys, the FeB alloy with Cr has the highest
total spin magnetic moment of 1.34 µB f.u.−1, compared
to 1.22 µB f.u.−1 for FeB alone.

The direction of the magnetic easy axis for FeB is
[010] and in most cases, substituting FeB with transi-
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tion metals does not change the easy axis, see Table IV.
Figures 12(d) and 12(e) present the magnetocrystalline
anisotropy energies and corresponding magnetic hard-
nesses. The MAE clearly increases for substitutions from
groups preceding Fe, while it remains at a relatively low
level for substitutions from groups succeeding Fe. Such
sufficiently high MAE values, in combination with low
magnetic moments, lead to a magnetic hardness above
unity, i.e. qualify these alloys as magnetically hard.
Fe11Ti1B12 has the highest magnetic hardness equal to
1.15. Thus, it is a prospective candidate for permanent
magnets, together with other FeB alloys with Sc, V, Zr,
Nb, Mo, Ta or W (all indicating magnetic hardness above
unity). In previous work, we predicted that similar tran-
sition metal substitutions increases the magnetic hard-
ness of CeFe12-based alloys [67].

In the case of the considered monoborides with or-
thorhombic structure, we defined the MAE as the energy
difference between two lower total energies among three
total energies calculated for magnetization along three
main crystallographic axes. The energy difference be-
tween two higher energies (DE32) complements the MAE.
For the listed above Fe11X1B12 alloys with κ > 1, the
DE32 is small (about 0.1 MJ m−3), indicating uniaxial-
like anisotropy. For Fe11Os1B12, the DE32 is about
2.0 MJ m−3, which together with a MAE close to zero,
implies anisotropy in type of easy plane. In contrast, the
magnetic anisotropy of systems with intermediate MAE
and DE32 values is characteristic for orthorhombic sys-
tems.

As we did above for Fe0.5Co0.5B and FeB with fixed
spin moment, here we will discuss aspects of the band
structure of FeB alloys with transition metals that affect
the MAE. For this purpose, we choose the FeB alloy with
Ti (Fe11Ti1B12) as an example of an alloy with a rela-
tively high MAE (0.86 MJ m−3) and compare its band
structure with that of the initial FeB compound (MAE
= 0.19 MJ m−3). In Fig. 13, we see the two mentioned
band structures in a range from -2 to 2 eV. The valence
band is dominated by contributions from 3d orbitals. Re-
placing one of the twelve Fe atoms in the supercell with
a Ti atom, induces a reduction in symmetry and leads to
seven non-equivalent Fe atoms in the cell. In the band
structure image, this leads to multiple splitting of bands
originating from Fe atoms and the appearance of addi-
tional bands coming from the Ti atom. The occupancy
of the Fe 3d and Ti 3d bands is about 6.5 and 2.5, re-
spectively, making the Ti 3d bands shift upward on the
energy scale and lowering the Fermi level slightly. More-
over, the weighted contributions from Ti 3d states show
the presence of Ti 3d majority states near the Fermi level,
see Fig. 13(c). To sum up, it is difficult to identify a sin-
gle cause for the favorable effect of Ti on the MAE of
the alloy. The significant increase in MAE after alloying
FeB with Ti is the result of the constructive sum of effects
from split Fe 3d bands, shift of the Fermi level, additional
bands from Ti, and modification of spin polarization.

Total spin magnetic moments presented in Fig. 12(a)
show a somewhat unexpected bump for the Ti and V

columns. To investigate this behavior, in Fig. 14(a) we
have juxtaposed the results of 3d-substituted supercells
with those from CPA. In the CPA, all magnetic mo-
ments are lower, and alloys with Ti and V show no
additional peak. However, since the CPA results come
from LDA, we cannot determine whether the discrep-
ancy comes from the choice of chemical disorder model-
ing method (supercells vs. CPA) or exchange-correlation
potential (GGA vs. LDA). For this reason, we performed
also supercells-LDA calculations, and in these results we
also see a clear bump in the moments on Ti and V. We
conclude that the supercell method is responsible for the
boost in moments on Ti and V, and alloying FeB with
Ti and V will most likely not lead to an increase in mag-
netic moment. However, all three approaches considered
predict an increase in the total moment of FeB alloys
after substituting with Mn and Cr. A comparison of
magnetic moments on transition metal atoms from two
LDA approaches (supercell and CPA), see Fig. 14(b), be-
sides noticeable differences for substituted Ti, V, and Cr
shows also and nearly identical results for elements from
Mn upwards.

When considering materials for use as permanent mag-
nets, one of the basic parameters that should be taken
into account is the Curie temperature, which must be
significantly higher than room temperature. The ex-
perimental Curie temperature of the FeB is around
590 K [21]. It is therefore necessary to ask what ef-
fect the substitutions under consideration will have on
it. While we know that the addition of Mn has a posi-
tive effect, we expect all other transition metals to lower
TC . The mean-field theory Curie temperatures (T MFT

C )
we calculated for FeB is 695 K, see Eq. 4. It overesti-
mates the experimental value by nearly twenty percent.
We assume that the TCs calculated here for all alloys are
overestimated similarly, and we will focus on the relation-
ships between the temperatures determined for the initial
FeB and doped systems. Calculations for Ti substituting
confirm the expected decrease in TC with increasing Ti
concentration in the alloy, see Fig. 15. With the addition
of about 8% Ti reduces TC by almost 40%. In Fig. 16
we present the T MFT

C calculated for Fe0.917X0.083B al-
loys. As expected, all dopants, except Mn, lower the TC

of the initial FeB compound. The trends observed along
the three periods are characterized by clear maxima in
the central part. From the perspective of the material’s
applications as a permanent magnet and the preservation
of as high a Curie temperature as possible, it is better
to use elements from the middle of the periods as sub-
stitutions. In our case, the optimal candidate may be
Cr, which leads to a significant increase in MAE, see
Fig. 12(d), with the least possible impact on TC .

In conclusion, from the point of view of application
in permanent magnets, considering the results of cal-
culations of formation energy, Curie temperature, and
magnetocrystalline anisotropy energy, the most promis-
ing are FeB alloys with Mn and Cr. They should be
stable and have the highest possible Curie temperatures.
The hypothetical maximum MAE at high temperatures
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we estimated only indirectly from the fixed spin moment
calculations (at 0 K) for FeB as about 1.5 MJ m−3, giving
a magnetic hardness above 1.0. (A magnetic hardness of
0.8 for pure FeB has been obtained experimentally.) Al-
though for transition metals we considered substitution
concentrations around 8%, it is also worth experimentally
testing the MAE temperature dependence of both lower
and higher concentrations to find the optimal composi-
tion. Finally, to translate an intrinsic material quantity
such as MAE into coercivity it will be necessary to fur-
ther optimize the microstructure of the alloys.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Magnetic monoborides have sufficiently high values of
magnetization and Curie temperature that some of them
can be considered for permanent magnet applications.
However, their main representatives, which are MnB and
FeB, show very low values of coercivity. Probably for
this reason, there has been almost no studies on the
magnetocrystalline anisotropy of magnetic monoborides
to date. The only exception is an experiment on FeB
monocrystals, which, surprisingly, classified it as semi-
hard magnetic and close to magnetically hard material.

In this work, by performing first-principles calcula-
tions, we have taken a step towards determining the mag-
netic anisotropic properties of magnetic monoborides.
We considered the entire range of monoboride solid so-
lutions from CrB, through MnB, FeB, to CoB and, plus
a whole series of MnB and FeB alloys substituted with
the transition metal elements 3d, 4d and 5d. We found
that in the concentration range from CrB to CoB, the
calculated magnetic easy axis changes direction several
times. In the range between MnB and FeB, the deter-
mined magnetic hardness approaches unity three times,
whereby exceeding unity classifies the material as mag-
netically hard. In the range between FeB and CoB, the
magnetic hardness increases with the Co concentration

to exceed an impressive five in the middle of the range.
Although the Curie temperature is there close to room
temperature, we expect that high magnetic hardness will
also occur at lower Co concentrations, showing somewhat
higher Curie temperatures.

For alloys of MnB and FeB with transition metals, we
have identified characteristic trends in magnetic moments
and magnetic hardness along the transition metal peri-
ods. In the case of FeB alloys, most transition metals
from groups preceding Fe increase the magnetic hard-
ness of the alloys. While the magnetic hardness of MnB
alloys remains low or medium, for several FeB alloys it
exceeds unity. As magnetically hard, we have classified
FeB alloys (Fe11X1B12) with Sc, Ti, V, Zr, Nb, Mo, Hf,
Ta or W.

Calculations of formation energies imply potential sta-
bility of all considered alloys with transition metals. Cal-
culations of Curie temperatures showed that all substi-
tutions, except Mn, significantly lower the Curie tem-
perature of FeB alloys, with the smallest effect observed
around the middle of the periods.

The presented calculation results encourage their ver-
ification by experimental methods, with additional ex-
tension of the measurements to include the temperature
dependence of magnetic anisotropy.
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