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Abstract

Reactive single-step hot-pressing at 1473 K and 35 MPa for 4 h produces dense, bulk, near single-phase, low-
cost and low-criticality Fe2Al115B2 and Fe2Al11B2Geo.osGacos MAB samples, showing a second-order
magnetic phase transition with favorable magnetocaloric properties around room temperature. The magnetic
as well as magnetocaloric properties can be tailored upon Ge and Ga doping, leading to an increase of Curie
temperature T, and spontaneous magnetization mg. The maximum isothermal entropy change Asy 4, Of hot-
pressed Fe2Al115B2 in magnetic field changes of 2 and 5 T amounts to 2.5 and 5 J(kgK)™ at 287.5 K and
increases by Ge and Ga addition to 3.1 and 6.2 J(kgK)™? at 306.5 K, respectively. The directly measured
maximum adiabatic temperature change AT 4 4, IS improved by the composition modification from 0.9 to
1.1 K in magnetic field changes of 1.93 T. Overall, we demonstrate that hot-pressing provides a much faster,
more scalable and processing cost reducing alternative compared to conventional synthesis routes to produce
heat exchangers for magnetic cooling devices. Therefore, our criticality assessment shows that hot-pressed
Fe-based MAB phases provide a promising compromise of material and processing cost, criticality and
magnetocaloric performance, demonstrating the potential for low-cost and low-criticality magnetocaloric
applications around room temperature.
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1. Introduction

Energy-efficient and environmentally friendly cooling technology is imperative to face the
rising energy demand for cooling ! as well as the interconnected challenges of climate change,
population growth and world-wide rising standard of living 2. Today, most cooling devices are
still based on the vapor-compression cycle, which lacks not only in thermodynamic efficiency 3
but is also environmentally damaging #. Magnetic refrigeration is considered to be a promising,
environmentally friendly ° alternative to conventional cooling technology, which shows a
higher thermodynamic efficiency . This solid-state cooling technology is based on the
magnetocaloric effect, which is defined as the isothermal entropy change As; and adiabatic

temperature change AT,, upon application of an external magnetic field as stimulus ’.

There is a large variety of magnetocaloric materials 8°, showing first- and/or second-order
phase transitions. Materials with first-order phase transitions, such as Gds(SiGe)s °, Fe-
Rh 112 Ni-Mn-based Heusler alloys %5 La(Fe,Si)is-type '8 and Fe:P-type 1920
compounds, show large magnetocaloric effects due to field-induced magnetostructural
transitions. However, they suffer from hysteresis losses 2124 degradation caused by
mechanical failure due to large volume changes 2% and reduced magnetocaloric effects during
cyclic magnetic field application 2627, Materials with second-order phase transitions,
specifically the magnetic transition from ferro- to paramagnetic state at the Curie temperature
T,, are for instance Gd 28, Gd-Y 8, high entropy transition metal NiFeCoCrPdos alloys 2°, Ni-
Mn-based Heusler alloys %3 and Fe2AlB2 %%, It should be noted that Ni-Mn-based Heusler
alloys can show both magnetostructural martensitic first-order phase transitions *% and
magnetic second-order phase transitions at T, of the ferromagnetic phase *>*!. Due to the
absence of large volume changes and hysteresis, second-order phase transition materials show

highly stable and reversible magnetocaloric effects. Based on these benefits, high-purity Gd is



currently the benchmark material for magnetocaloric devices operating at room
temperature 34%°, However, the high-cost and high-criticality of Gd 83¢-4° make its widespread
commercial usage unattainable. Therefore, in this study, we have selected the low-cost, low-
criticality and thereby more scalable Fe2AlBz-type MAB phases, showing promising

magnetocaloric properties for room temperature application 3233,

MAB phases are ternary transition metal borides that crystallize in the orthorhombic crystal
system, where M is a transition metal, A is aluminum and B is boron. They have a variety of
chemical formulas, namely: MAIB, M2AIB2, M3AlB4, MsAlBs and MsAIBs #. The crystal
structure of Fe2AlB:2 (space group Cmmm) consists of Fe-B blocks interleaved by pure Al layers
and was first reported by W. Jeitscko %2 and Y. Kuzma et al. *®. The Fe2AlIB2 MAB phase
formation is based on a peritectic reaction between an Al-rich liquid and FeB at around
1553 K #4, To suppress the formation of FeB impurity phase, Al excess is added during
synthesis, however, it in turn promotes the formation of AlwsFes impurities *°. Both impurity
phases interfere with and contribute to the overall magnetic and magnetocaloric behavior of

Fe2AIB2-type compounds #4.

Previous studies on Fe2AIB2 show that the magnetism is of itinerant character 4648, the
saturation magnetization at T < 50 K measures 0.7 — 1.60 ps / Fe atom #4°2 and the Curie
temperature T, lies between 272 — 320 K “**%, indicating a second-order magnetic
transition 4>°051535 around room temperature from the low-temperature ferromagnetic to the
high-temperature paramagnetic state. Moreover, bulk Fe2AIB2 shows soft magnetic behavior
with negligible remanence and coercivity 495758 However, due to its highly anisotropic
crystal structure, Fe2AIB:2 single crystals display highly anisotropic magnetic properties.
Lamichhane et al. ranked the magnetization axes from the easiest to the hardest at 2 K to be

[100], [010] and [001], respectively “6, with previous studies supporting this observation 430,



Based on its second-order magnetic transition, Fe2AIB2 shows a reversible magnetocaloric
effect without cracking and hysteresis losses near room temperature 445952 The isothermal
entropy change As; and indirectly determined adiabatic temperature change AT, are in the
range of 1.3 — 4.4 J(kgK)1 454648505255 ang 1.0 — 1.8 K #4% at a magnetic field change of 2 T,
respectively. In addition, it has been shown that the compound shows favorable secondary
functionalities, such as an anisotropic thermal conductivity determined in textured polycrystals
at room temperature with minimum and maximum values of 8.5 and 10.6 W(Km)?* %°

respectively, providing fast thermal response and good heat exchange.

Recently, Barua et al. have demonstrated the tunability of the magnetocaloric effect in
Fe2AlB2 through Ga and Ge doping via suction casting and subsequent annealing at 1373 K for
72 h *8. The doping leads to an increase in As; and indirectly determined AT, to 6.5 J(kgK)™*
and 2.2 K in magnetic field changes of 2 T, respectively. These enhancements are attributed to
chemical bonding and electronic structure modifications by antisite occupancy of Fe on the Al-

layer within the lattice, influencing the magnetic and magnetocaloric properties.

In this study, we continue the investigation of Ge and Ga doping in Fe2AIB2 by synthesizing
Fe2Al115B2 and Fe2Al11B2Geo.osGaoos through one-step reactive hot-pressing, resulting in
dense, bulk, near single-phase MAB samples for magnetocaloric application. Hot-pressing is
not only a much faster, processing cost reducing and more scalable synthesis route compared
to conventional processes, but it can also directly produce net-shaped heat exchanger for
magnetocaloric devices 6, In this context, the adiabatic temperature change AT,, for
Fe2AlB2-type compounds is evaluated for the first time through direct measurements.
Therefore, our work facilitates the pathway to low-criticality, Fe-based MAB phases for

energy-efficient magnetic refrigeration around room temperature.



2. Experimental methods
2.1. Synthesis

The purities and sources of the powders used herein are listed in Table 1. Precursor powders
were mixed and ball milled in a polyethylene jar for 24 h using ceria-stabilized zirconia milling
balls with a diameter of 13 — 25 mm, a 2:1 ball to powder weight ratio and a rotation speed of
80 rpm. The powders were loaded in a graphite die and placed in a vacuum hot-press. To
prevent reaction between the die wall and the powders, graphite foil is wrapped around the
inner die walls as well as above and below the powders inserted in the die. Boron nitride (BN)

was applied to the graphite die walls prior to layering with graphite foil to prevent sticking.

The samples were heated to 1473 K at a rate of 400 Kh and soaked for 4 h at 35 MPa load
under low vacuum (< 20 Pa). The load was applied during the soaking stage after which the
pressure was gradually released and the hot-press passively cooled to room temperature. Any
bonded graphite or carbide layers were removed using diamond grinding pads prior to

subsequent characterization.

For comparison with conventional processing methods, two Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os samples
were synthesized by arc-melting under argon atmosphere, the technique which is commonly
used for the production of MAB phases #"4%4, For the arc-molten samples, two different
annealing conditions were used to homogenize the Ge and Ga distribution and to dissolve
precipitates from the grain-boundaries into the MAB phase. The arc-molten samples were

annealed at 1313 K for 72 h (ARC1) and at 1623 K for 1 h (ARC?2).



Table 1: Specifications for reagent powders used for sample synthesis.

Reagent Supplier (mezrlgitt))a/lsis) ParEiLi:rch]a]size
Fe Alfa Aesar  99.5%, reduced 6-10
Al Alfa Aesar 99.5% <44
B, amorphous  US Nano 99% 1-2nm
Ga GALLANT 99.9% Ingot
Ge Alfa Aesar 99.999% <44

2.2. Characterization

The phase-purity and crystal structure have been analyzed with powder X-ray diffraction
(XRD). The bulk samples have been milled to powder with a particle size < 80 um. Room
temperature XRD has been carried out with a Stoe Stadi P diffractometer in transmission
geometry using Mo Ko radiation. Temperature-dependent powder XRD has been performed
with a purpose-built diffractometer using Mo K radiation. A detailed description of the device
is given by T. Faske et al. 2. Standard silicon NIST SRM 640d powder has been used as
reference in this setup. Structural analysis has been carried out with Rietveld-refinement using

the FullProf software package 2 and for crystal structure visualization VESTA % was used.

Micrographs were obtained with a Zeiss Axio Imager.D2m optical microscope. Backscatter
electron (BSE) and secondary electron (SE) imaging was performed using the scanning
electron microscopes (SEM) JOEL JSM7600F and Tescan Vega3. Elemental compositions and
elemental maps were obtained with the energy-dispersive X-ray spectroscopes (EDX) Oxford
X-Max and EDAX Octane Plus. Impurity fractions were estimated by image contrast analysis

using ImageJ software package .

Magnetic measurements have been performed with a Quantum Design physical property
measurement system (PPMS-14T) and magnetic property measurement system (MPMS3).
Isofield measurements have been carried out with a heating and cooling rate of 2 Kmin™,

Isothermal measurements have been performed using a magnetic field ramp rate of 5 mTs™.



The isothermal entropy change As; (T, H) has been calculated based on isothermal magnetic
measurements, using the Maxwell-relation %667
H

Asy (T, H) = i, f (Z—]YV,’)H dH (1)

with the permeability of free space p,, magnetic field H, magnetization M and temperature T.

The adiabatic temperature change AT,; has been measured with a purpose-built device
using a differential type T thermocouple and ice-water as temperature reference. The sinusoidal
magnetic field profile has been applied with a maximum amplitude of 1.93 T and an average
ramp rate of 0.4 Ts using a rotating double Halbach array. A detailed description of the device

is given by J. Liu et al. 14,

3. Results and discussion
3.1. Structure and composition

Room temperature XRD patterns confirm the MAB phase (Cmmm space group, see Figure 1
(a)) being the majority phase of hot-pressed Fe2Al1.15B2 and Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os as well as
arc-molten ARC1 and ARC2 (see Figure 1 (b)). For ternary Fe2Al1.15B2, near single-phase
quality is obtained. FeB impurity (Pnma space group) reflexes are detectable for
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os, ARC1 and ARC2. The highest phase fraction of FeB is present in ARC2

(23.2 wt%). The signal of any additional secondary phases is below the detection limit.

The MAB phase room temperature unit cell parameters for Fe2Al1.15B2 are a = 2.924 A,
b =11.040 A, and ¢ =2.873 A (see Table 2), which are in good agreement with the
literature 4648495256868 The addition of Ge and Ga alters the unit cell parameter to

a=2928A b=11.036 A, and c = 2.874 A. The increase in a and c is in agreement with
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R. Barua et al. *8, however, the decrease in b contradicts it. ARC1 shows very similar
parameters compared to the hot-pressed Fe2Al11B2Geo.0sGao.os, however, ARC2 shows unit
cell parameters more similar to Fe2Al1.15B2. The FeB impurity phase shows unit cell parameters
of approximately a = 5.51 A, b = 2.94 A, ¢ = 4.06 A in all samples, which is in agreement

with references 69,70.

Temperature-dependent XRD (see Figure 1 (c)) shows the characteristic anisotropic thermal
expansion of Fe2Al1.1sB2 with decreasing unit cell parameters a and b but an increasing
parameter ¢ during cooling at temperatures T < T., which is in good agreement with
references 56,57. The corresponding volume change (see Figure 1 (c) inset) shows three
distinct temperature regions in which the coefficient of thermal expansion is constant. In the
high-temperature region (T > 290 K), the coefficient of thermal expansion is highest with a
value of 1.12-10° Kt in accordance with reference 68. In the low-temperature region (100 K
< T < 290 K), the coefficient of thermal expansion measures only 4.75-10° K, which is
congruent with reference 57 and remarkably small, indicating the potential of MAB phases for
near-zero thermal expansion applications. At cryogenic temperatures (T < 100 K), the volume

is approximately constant.
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Figure 1: (a) Crystal structure illustration of Fe2AlB2 (Cmmm space group). (b) Room
temperature powder XRD patterns of Fe2Al1.15B2, Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os, ARC1 and ARC2.
(c) Temperature-dependent MAB phase unit cell parameter of Fe2Al1.15B2. The inset shows the
temperature-induced volume change and the coefficients of thermal expansion.



Table 2: MAB phase unit cell parameter and phase distribution at room temperature
determined with XRD.

Unit cell parameter Phase fractions
Sample a b c MAB FeB

[A] [A] [A] [wt%]  [wt%]
Fe2Al1.15B2 2.9240 11.0402 2.8729 99.5 0.5
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os 2.9283 11.0359  2.8745 90.1 9.9
ARC1 2.9289 11.0338  2.8759 88.4 11.6
ARC2 2.9321 11.0405  2.8712 76.8 23.2

Complementing the XRD results, SEM micrographs and EDX maps of all four samples are
shown in Figure 2. The phase distribution determined with SEM image analysis is summarized
in Table 3. The hot-pressed Fe2Al1.15B2 (see Figure 2 (a-e)) is fully dense and 95.8% pure with
4.2% Al203 impurity most probably due to aluminothermic reduction of native oxides in metal
precursor powders. Notably, hot-pressed highly dense Fe2Al11B2Geo.osGao.os (see Figure 2
(f-1)) shows lower purity at 84.7% with the main impurity being binary FeB at 10.3% and Al203
at 4.8%. We also note the segregation of Ge-Ga-rich phases at the grain boundaries (see Figure
2 (k,1)). Therefore, Ge and Ga form precipitates as well as being incorporated into the MAB
structure, as also observed by Barua et al. “¢. In both hot-pressed samples, the MAB phase
consists of equiaxed grains with a grain size of approximately 25£10 um (see supplementary

material S1).

Both arc-molten samples show an increased porosity with respect to the hot-pressed samples
(see Figure 2 (b,g,n,u)). The reference annealing condition used by Barua et al. ¢ (ARC1) does
not significantly impact MAB phase purity (82.7%) and FeB remains the main impurity phase
at 8.5% (see Figure 2 (m-s)). The annealing temperature of 1623 K for 1 h (ARC2) leads to a
significant reduction of the MAB phase purity to only 72.3%, primarily due to an increase in

binary FeB impurities to 15.6% (see Figure 2 (t-z)) and Al-B-rich impurities with 1.2% (see
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supplementary material S2). Ge-Ga-rich intermetallic impurities persist as precipitates in

ARC1 and ARC2 with 0.3% and 2.5%, respectively (see Figure 2 (r,s,y,z) and supplementary

Fe,Al, 1sB, Fe,Al, 1B,Geg 056205 ARC1 ARC2
i AT E - 2~ m— . =

Figure 2: SEM-BSE images and qualitative element-specific EDX maps with X-ray counts
per second (CPS) images of (a-e) Fe2Al115B2, (f-1) Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os, (Mm-s) ARC1 and
(t-z) ARC2. The CPS images represent the statistics of the EDX maps and qualitatively show
the porosity of each sample.
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material S2). Our determination of decomposition products in ARC2 is in good agreement with
the estimated thermal decomposition temperature of Fe2AlB: at approximately 1509 K under

vacuum "1,

The Fe:Al ratio of the MAB phases is equal to 1.78, 1.89, 1.88 and 1.82 for Fe2Al1.15Bz,
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os, ARC1 and ARC2, respectively. It should be noted that the absolute
Fe:Al ratios are subjected to systematic errors associated with the composition determination
by EDX, however, the relative composition differences between the MAB phases, which have

been analyzed under identical conditions with the same system, are reliable.

Table 3: Phase distribution of MAB samples determined with SEM.

Phase fractions

Sample MAB  FeB  ALO; Al-B-rich Ge-Ga-rich
O R R [%]
Fe2Al115B2 95.8 - 4.2
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os 84.7 10.3 4.8 - 0.2
ARC1 82.7 8.5 8.5 - 0.3
ARC2 72.3 15.6 8.5 1.2 25

3.2. Magnetic properties

Isofield magnetization curves in 1 T applied magnetic field of Fe2Al115Bz,
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGaoos, ARC1 and ARC2 are shown in Figure 3 (a). All samples show a
transition from high-temperature paramagnetic to low-temperature ferromagnetic phase. The
transition occurs at the Curie temperature T., which has been determined based on the
extremum of dMdT ™! in a magnetic field of 0.01 T (see supplementary material S3) and the
linear extrapolation of the inverse magnetic susceptibility y~*(T) of the paramagnetic phase
to x 3(T = T,) = 0 (see Figure 3 (a), right axis). To minimize the influence of secondary
phases, the magnetic susceptibility y has been obtained by linear regression of the isothermal

magnetization curves in the magnetic field interval from 2.25 T to 2.75 T. Due to the non-

11



linearity of y~1 in the case of ARC2, the data is not used for further analysis. A significant
increase of T, can be observed due to the Ge and Ga addition. Fe2Al115B2,
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os, ARC1 and ARC2 show a T, of approximately 284, 305, 303 and 299 K,

respectively.

The ferromagnetic background in the paramagnetic state at T = 390 K of hot-pressed
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGaoos, ARC1 and ARC2 (see Figure 3 (a), inset) originates from the
ferromagnetic FeB impurity phase (T, = 598 K 7?) and scales with its phase fraction,
consistent with the powder XRD (see Table 2) and SEM (see Table 3) results. The effective
magnetic moment u, ¢ Of the paramagnetic phase has been determined by extracting the Curie
constant from the linear regression of y ~*(T) and amounts to 1.50, 1.64 and 1.64 pis / Fe atom
for Fe2Al1.15B2, Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGao.os and ARC1. The spontaneous magnetization mg has been
extracted at 10 K (see supplementary material S4) and is corrected for the ferromagnetic
contribution of the secondary FeB phase, using the phase fraction determined by XRD and the
literature mg value of 77 Am?kg™ for FeB . Fe2Al115B2, Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGaoos, ARC1 and
ARC?2 show a spontaneous magnetization of 76.3, 81.8, 82.4 and 73.5 Am?kg, i.e. 1.12, 1.25,
1.26, 1.12 ps / Fe atom, respectively. The spontaneous magnetization is significantly smaller
compared to the effective magnetic moment of the paramagnetic phase, leading to a Rhode-

Wohlfarth ratio of u,rrmg* > 1, which shows that the magnetism is of itinerant nature in the

MAB samples, as observed in references 46-48.

The values of T¢, mg and ¢ (see Table 4) are in good agreement for Fe2AlL15B2 with
references 44-55 and for hot-pressed Fe2Al11B2GeoosGaoos and ARC1 with Barua et al. %8,
Comparing arc-molten with hot-pressed Fe2Al11B2Geo.osGaoos reveals that the extended
annealing time of ARC1 results in very similar properties as the hot-pressed sample, as

expected from the XRD and SEM results. However, due to its thermal decomposition, ARC2

12
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shows reduced T and mg values as well as a less sharp phase transition (see Figure 3 and
supplementary material S2), indicating a chemically inhomogeneous MAB phase, which
results in the observable broad distribution of locally varying Curie temperatures. Comparing
all four samples shows that T, increases with increasing Fe:Al ratio, revealing a general trend
in this material system as previous experimental and theoretical studies have shown a

decreasing T, upon partial Fe-substitution by other 3d transition metals such as Cr, Mn, Ni and

55,74,75
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Figure 3: (a) Isofield magnetization curves in 1 T applied magnetic field (left axis) and inverse
magnetic susceptibility y~1 (right axis) of Fe2Al115B2, Fe2Al11B2Geo.0sGaoos, ARC1 and
ARC2. The inset shows the isothermal magnetization curves at 390 K. Isothermal
magnetization curves of (b) Fe2Al1.15B2, (¢) Fe2Al11B2Geo.0sGaoos, (d) ARC1 and (e) ARC2
used to calculate the isothermal entropy change As; as well as magnetic susceptibility y, with
temperature steps of 3 K near T, and 10 K far below and above T. The temperatures at which
the temperature step size changes are indicated.

Based on the dMdT ™! values observable in isofield and isothermal magnetization curves
shown in Figure 3, similarly large isothermal entropy changes can be expected in hot-pressed
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGaoos and ARC1 compared to hot-pressed Fe2Alr1sB2 and ARC2 (see

equation 1).
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3.3. Magnetocaloric properties

The magnetocaloric effect has been characterized based on the isothermal entropy change
As and adiabatic temperature change AT,, for Fe2Al1.15B2, Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os, ARC1 and
ARC2 and is summarized in Table 4. The isothermal entropy change has been calculated (see
equation 1) based on isothermal magnetization curves (see Figure 3 (b-e)) and is shown for

magnetic field changes up to 13.9 T in Figure 4.

Fe2Al1.15B2, Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os, ARC1 and ARC2 show maximum |As| values of 2.5,
3.5, 3.4 and 1.5 J(kgK)* in magnetic field changes of 2 T and 5.2, 6.7, 6.7 and 3.6 J(kgK)™? in
magnetic field changes of 5 T around T, respectively. Thereby, AsZ% .. improves by 40% by
introducing small quantities of Ge and Ga to the MAB phase. No significant difference between
hot-pressed Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os and ARC1 can be detected. However, ARC2 shows not only
a significant reduction in Asy, but also a broader As;(T) distribution compared to the other
samples. This is quantified by the full width at half maximum (FWHM) AsZ%, 4 value of
27.6, 15.7, 16.4 and 33.4 K for Fe2Al1.15B2, Fe2Al11B2GeoosGaocos, ARC1 and ARC?2,
respectively. In general, As; agrees very well to the expectations formulated in the context of

the isofield and isothermal magnetization measurements (see Figure 3).

For all compounds, the isothermal entropy change at T,- scales according to As; < H™ (see
Figure 4 insets), obeying the scaling law applicable to all second-order phase transitions in
magnetocaloric materials ’°. The exponent n determined by non-linear fitting of As; for

Fe2Al1.15B2, Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os, ARC1 and ARC2 at T =~ T, is equal to 0.69, 0.62,0.79 and

din |Ast|

0.95, which is in good agreement with n = ———
din H

resulting in 0.77, 0.68, 0.85 and 0.99,

respectively, underlining the consistency of both determination methods. A more detailed

14
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analysis and discussion of n is omitted due to the multiphase character of the samples, however,

the exponent is still very valuable to accurately describe As(H) at T =~ T, for each sample.
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Figure 4: Isothermal entropy change As; of (a) Fe2Al115B2, (b) Fe2Al11B2Geo.0sGao.os, (C)
ARC1 and (d) ARC2. The insets show the magnetic field dependencies of As; at T = T,.

The directly measured adiabatic temperature change AT, for a magnetic field change of
1.93 T is shown in Figure 5. Fe2Al1.15B2 shows a maximum in AT,,; of 0.9 K at 286 K. The
adiabatic temperature change is improved by 22% to 1.1 K at 304 K for Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os.
The influence of processing parameters on the AT,,; can be seen in Figure 5 (b). Arc melting
followed by annealing at 1313 K for 72 h (ARC1) only slightly increased the AT,, value to
1.2 K at 304 K with respect to the hot-pressed Fe2Al11B2Geo.osGaoos sample. However,
annealing at 1623 K for 1 h (ARC2) strongly deteriorated the performance, showing only a
AT,, of 0.6 K at 295 K and a very broad AT,,(T) distribution. The AT, pyyyy ShOWS very

similar values compared with As?%.,;,,, namely 23.2, 16.7, 15.6 and 36.1 K for Fe2Al1.15Bz,
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Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGao.os, ARCL and ARC2, respectively. Therefore, the AT, results fit very well
to the magnetic measurements and As; results shown in Figures 3 and 4, respectively. All
samples show a fully reversible magnetic field dependence of AT,; and the absence of thermal
and magnetic hysteresis underlines the second-order nature of the phase transition and is
consistent with Figure 3. This is supported by Arrott plots (see supplementary material S5),
showing a second-order phase transition character based on the Banerjee criterion 77,
supporting previous assessments in the literature 4>°05153%6 |t should be noted that Lejeune et
al. " considered the phase transition of Fe2Al1.1B2Gao1 to be of “borderline first-order-type
transformation character” based on heat capacity and lab-scale XRD measurements. However,
to unambiguously identify the first-order character of the phase transition by observing the
coexistence of both phases, high-resolution synchrotron XRD should be performed in the
future, comparable to the study by Oey et al. *® for Fe2AlBs.

@ 440 - () 4L
"4 I|Hot-pressed Ny "“[|Fe,Al B,Ge, Ga,

PIApH=193T I\ "[ApH=193T  ARCI §
10 FeAl B,Ge Ga, g8 Fosf 1

271172

04|
< o8t A e% § 3 £ o8t
® FeZAIHSBZ 2T I T ]
< oep y L e, s | BRI L
-2 -1 o 1 2 -2 -1 o 1 2
0,4 Magnetic field [T] 0,4 Magnetic field [T]
0.2 02
0,0F s o .. . W _---:--“ . — 0,0 i s ]
| " " " " n 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " 1 " " " " " n " " 1 " 1
200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340 360 380 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340 360 380
Temperature [K] Temperature [K]

Figure 5: (a) Adiabatic temperature change AT,; of hot-pressed Fe2Al115B2 and
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGao.os for a magnetic field change of 1.93 T during cooling (open circles) and
heating protocol (solid circles). (b) Adiabatic temperature change of hot-pressed (HP) and arc-
molten (ARC1, ARC2) FezAl1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os samples in a magnetic field change of 1.93 T.
The insets show the magnetic field dependencies of AT,; at T = Tg.

Comparing the magnetocaloric effect with the literature shows that the isothermal entropy
change values for hot-pressed Fe2Al1.15B2 in magnetic field changes of 2 and 5 T are in

agreement with reported values *>°3, higher compared to reference 79 and lower than single-
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crystalline “® and pressure-less argon sintered polycrystalline Fe2AIB2 . The adiabatic
temperature change AT, 4 values for Fe2Al1.1sB2 measured herein at 1.93 T are somewhat lower
compared to samples that were produced by arc-melting in references 48,49. The reason for
this discrepancy is not entirely understood, however, Tan et al. * used an indirect method to
determine AT,, and report the use of Ga flux and an acid treatment during synthesis, which

can affect magnetocaloric performance.

Table 4: Magnetic and magnetocaloric properties of the MAB samples compared to the
literature with maximum isothermal entropy changes As?%... (4oAH =2 T) and As3h ..
(MoAH =5 T), maximum adiabatic temperature change AT gaa. (HoAH =193 T),
spontaneous magnetization mg at 10 K, Curie temperature T, and effective magnetic moment

Hegr-

Sample AS%‘,Tma)uc As;‘,Tmax ATtlzg,::rTax mg TC I’leff Ref.
Dkgk)™M  [IkgK)'] K] [Am*kg] K] [Us / Fe]
FezAl115B2 -2.5 -5.2 0.9 76.32, 76.3° 284¢, 2924 1.50 This work
Fe2Al11B2Geo.0sGao.os -3.5 -6.7 1.1 81.3%, 81.8° 305¢d 1.64 This work
ARC1 -3.4 -6.7 1.2 81.82, 82.4° 303¢, 3044 1.64 This work
ARC2 -15 -3.6 0.6 74.32, 73.5P 299¢ - This work
1 78 3
Fe AlB2 -2.7 - (oAH=2T) (T=50 K) 272 1.61 4
2.2 85 48
Fe2AlL1B2Geo.0sGao.os -6.5 - (oAH2T) (=50 K) 294 1.62

@ Uncorrected

b Corrected for ferromagnetic contribution of FeB

¢ Determined with (dMdT 1) yqx iN0.01 T

d Determined with linear extrapolation of y (T > To)to y X (T =T;) = 0

According to Barua et al. *, the increase in the Fe:Al ratio, due to antisite occupancy of Fe
into the Al lattice, is likely the reason for the improved magnetocaloric performance of
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os compared to Fe2Al11sB2. However, there is a discrepancy between the
magnetocaloric properties of hot-pressed and arc-molten Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGao.os sintered herein
and those reported by Barua et al. This disparity could be due to the difference between
conventional arc-melting and suction-casting, resulting in distinct microstructures in terms of

grain size, secondary phases and texture. Especially the impurity phases, acting as
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magnetocaloric inactive material, are implicit in the different magnetocaloric properties of the

hot-pressed and arc-molten Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os compared to Barua et al. 8,

Interestingly, the ARC1 annealing condition of 1313 K for 72 h, which reproduces the heat
treatment used by Barua et al., leads only to a small improvement in AT,,; compared to reactive
hot-pressing of Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os. This indicates, in combination with FeB being the major
secondary phase in hot-pressed Fe2Al11B2Geo.0sGao.os, that an increase of Al excess during
synthesis might bypass this limitation, leading to an increased purity of hot-pressed Ge and Ga

doped Fe2AlB:.

To evaluate the magnetocaloric performance of hot-pressed Fe2Al115B2 and
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGao.os, their properties are compared to other metallic magnetocaloric
materials showing second-order phase transitions close to room temperature (see Table 5 and
Figure 6). The comparison includes the maximum adiabatic temperature change ATZg 4, and
isothermal entropy change Asz%,,. for field changes of approximately 2 T, the estimated
material cost c,,,:, the resulting material cost specific maximum isothermal entropy change
AsFT axCmue as Well as the material criticality and Curie temperature T¢. The material cost is
estimated based on the sum of averaged element prices extracted from well-known and widely-
used databases %83 The price for B and Gd is estimated based on B203 8 and
Gd203 883 considering a mass conversion factor of 0.31 and 0.87, respectively. Processing
costs are neglected in this estimation, which thereby represents the lower bound of total costs
associated with the magnetocaloric material. The material criticality is assessed on a scale from
1 (low) to 6 (high), following the procedure described by T. Gottschall et al. 8. The criticality
score of each material is based on the geological availability and recyclability of its constituent
elements as well as the sustainability of their extraction processes and their geopolitical

importance 3-%°, The comparison reveals that the herein reported MAB phases show a very
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promising compromise of Asfl . .cmee criticality and magnetocaloric performance,

demonstrating the potential of Fe2AlB2-type MAB phases for low-cost and low-criticality
magnetocaloric applications. Therefore, future studies should focus on the challenging task to
improve the magnetocaloric properties by increasing mg and dMdT ~(T = T,) while keeping
T, at room temperature, using only low-cost and low-criticality elements. Recently, Chen et
al. 8 presented a theory-driven study about the design of MAB phases for energy applications,
observing a positive correlation between isothermal entropy change and lattice deformation
during the phase transition, suggesting on this basis several novel MAB phases for magnetic
cooling applications. However, future experimental follow-up studies are required to determine
whether these phases can be synthesized as well as the T, and magnetocaloric effect of the

respective phase transitions.

Table 5: Comparison of metallic magnetocaloric materials showing second-order phase
transitions with T, close to room temperature. Hot-pressed Fe2Al115B2 and
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os are compared with Gd, Gdes.7Y 1.3, NiFeCoCrPdos, Ni2Mnz1.4lnos and
Ni33C017MnsoTizo in terms of the estimated material cost c,,,,;, maximum isothermal entropy
change AsZ’ .., resulting material cost specific maximum isothermal entropy change
AsFT axCmae, Maximum adiabatic temperature change ATZY ... @s Well as criticality and Curie
temperature Tg.

Secor;:jaongﬁei;rf)hase Cmat |As%'Tm“_’; lAs%'Tm“" Ij’_’&" AT%“T""‘“" Criticality ¢ Reference
[$/kg]l  [(kgK)™]  [I(k$K)T] [K] (K]

FezAl115B2 2 2.5 1250 i 2 284 This work

Fe:AlLiBaGeoosGaoos 48 35 73 ey 3 305  This work
Gd 63 5.2 83 4.7 58 292 8
Gdes7Y13 63 5.0 79 4.1 58 284 8
NiFeCoCrPdos s 08 0.06 - 6 300 29
NizMn1.4lnoe 65 33 51 2 4 316 30
NissCo7MnaoTizo 21 11 52 0.6° 5 275 31

2 Estimated based on ATg] ,qx = 0.3 K
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Figure 6: Comparison of metallic magnetocaloric materials showing second-order phase
transitions with T, close to room temperature. Hot-pressed Fe2Al115sB2 and
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os are compared with Gd and NiszsCo17MnsoTizo in terms of material cost
Cmae, Criticality, maximum isothermal entropy change AsZ%... and adiabatic temperature
change ATZT . .. in magnetic field changes of 2 T. Note the logarithmic scale for c;;,. More

d,max

detailed information is given in Table 5.

4. Conclusion

Reactive single-step hot-pressing of Fe, Al, B, Ge and Ga at 1473 K and 35 MPa for 4 h
produces fully dense, near single-phase, low-cost and low-criticality Fe2Al115sB2 and
Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.0sGao.os MAB samples with favorable magnetocaloric properties based on their
second-order magnetic transition around room temperature, substantially improving the
annealing time compared to the 72 h annealing method of suction cast material extracted from

the literature.

The magnetic as well as the magnetocaloric properties of hot-pressed Fe2Al1.1sB2 can be
tailored and improved by the addition of Ge and Ga. Most importantly, the maximum

isothermal entropy change Asy 4, Of Fe2Al115B2 in magnetic field changes of 2 T amounts to
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2.5 J(kgK)* and increases by the Ge and Ga addition to 3.1 J(kgK)?, respectively. The directly
measured maximum adiabatic temperature change AT,4 mq, IS improved by the doping from
0.9 to 1.1 K in magnetic field changes of 1.93 T. As the Fe2Al11B2Geo.osGao.os arc-molten
reference sample shows very similar phase purity and magnetocaloric performance compared
to the hot-pressed sample, we successfully demonstrate the substitution of the conventional
processing route with hot-pressing and highlight the potential of hot-pressed Fe2AlB2-type
MAB phases as low-cost and low-criticality heat exchanger material for magnetocaloric

applications around room temperature.

Supplementary material

See supplementary material for additional optical microscopy and SEM-BSE images of hot-
pressed Fe2Al1.15B2, Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGao.os, and arc-molten Fe2Al1.1B2Geo.osGao.os (ARC2) as
well as normalized isofield magnetization curves in 0.01 T, isothermal magnetization curves at

10 K and Avrrott plots of all samples.
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