Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 374 (2015) 744-747

Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials

journal homepage: www.elsevier.com/locate/jmmm

. . . . Journal of
Contents lists available at ScienceDirect =.:_

magnetic
malerials

M
M
M

Low-temperature magnetic properties of GdColns

@ CrossMark

D. Betancourth **, J.I. Facio?, P. Pedrazzini?, C.B.R. Jesus®, P.G. Pagliuso ", V. Vildosola ¢,
Pablo S. Cornaglia®, D.J. Garcia®, V.F. Correa®
@ Centro Atémico Bariloche (CNEA) and Instituto Balseiro (U. N. Cuyo), 8400 Bariloche, Rio Negro, Argentina

b Instituto de Fisica “Gleb Wataghin”, UNICAMP, Campinas-SP, 13083-859, Brazil
¢ Departamento de Materia Condensada, GIyANN, CNEA, CONICET, 1650 San Martin, Argentina

ARTICLE INFO

Article history:

Received 11 July 2014

Received in revised form

26 August 2014

Available online 16 September 2014

Keywords:

Rare earth compounds
Antiferromagnetism
Anisotropy

ABSTRACT

A comprehensive experimental and theoretical study of the low temperature properties of GdColns was
performed. Specific heat, thermal expansion, magnetization and electrical resistivity were measured in
good quality single crystals down to “He temperatures. All the experiments show a second-order-like
phase transition at 30 K probably associated with the onset of antiferromagnetic order. The magnetic
susceptibility shows a pronounced anisotropy below Ty with an easy magnetic axis perpendicular to the
crystallographic ¢-axis. Total energy GGA+U calculations indicate a ground state with magnetic
moments localized at the Gd ions and allowed a determination of the Gd-Gd magnetic interactions.
Band structure calculations of the electron and phonon contributions to the specific heat together with
Quantum Monte Carlo calculations of the magnetic contributions show a very good agreement with the
experimental data. Comparison between experiment and calculations suggests a significant anharmonic

contribution to the specific heat at high temperature (T>100 K).

© 2014 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.

1. Introduction

GdColns belongs to the family of rare earth (R) compounds
RMiIns (M=Co, Rh, Ir). A vast set of low-temperature phenomen-
ologies is observed in this family mostly associated with the
4f electrons of R [1,2]. This is particularly relevant for M=Co.
CeColns, for instance, is an ambient pressure unconventional
superconductor (T,=2.3 K) emerging from a heavy fermion state
[3]. Strong magnetic fluctuations, however, give raise to unique
superconducting properties: a first-order-like transition at the
upper critical field He, [4-6], an exotic spin-polarized supercon-
ducting phase at low temperature and high magnetic field [7,8],
and multiple vortex lattice phases with different non-hexagonal
symmetries [9].

When substituting Ce by other elements along the rare earth
series, the 4f electrons rapidly lose their itinerant character and
become localized originating robust magnetic ground states when
R=Nd, Sm, Tb, Dy, Ho, Er and Tm [10-14]. PrColns [13] and
YbColns [14], on the other hand, remain paramagnetic in the whole
temperature range while no information about EuColns is available.

The intrinsic anisotropy associated with the tetragonal crystal
structure deeply influentiates the magnetic interactions. Indeed, the
R-ion magnetic moment tends to have an Ising-like character. The
dominant exchange couplings are antiferromagnetic. However, the
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actual antiferromagnetic wavevector and the ordered moment
direction vary along the R-series and both are sensitive to the
crystal electric field (CEF).

In this work we present a detailed experimental and theoretical
study of the low temperature properties of another member of the
family, GdColns. Gd** ion has zero orbital angular momentum so
the CEF effects are expected to be negligible. In this sense, this
compound allows us to study the magnetic properties of a strong
magnetic moment system without the influence of surrounding
ions. Different experiments show a second order transition at
Ty=30K associated with an antiferromagnetic order. This mag-
netic order is very robust against an applied magnetic field as high
as 16 Tesla. Below Ty, the magnetic susceptibility is anisotropic
with a magnetic easy axis perpendicular to the crystallographic ¢-
axis. Electronic and phonon band ab-initio calculations as well as
an effective model calculation for the magnetic interactions
reproduce quite well the observed low temperature specific heat.
Comparison between experimental and calculated specific heat
suggests that a significant anharmonic contribution exists at high
temperature (T>100 K).

2. Experimental details

GdColns single crystals were grown by the self flux technique
using sample growth facilities at the Centro Atémico Bariloche. An
initial mixture ~6 g of high purity elements in the proportion
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Gd:Co:In=1:1:15-20 is placed in an alumina crucible and then
vacuum sealed in a quartz tube. Mixture homogeneity is achieved
by initially warming the capsule up to 1200 °C for 4 hours. It is
then quenched to 750 °C and slowly cooled down to 450 °C over 10
days. At this temperature a centrifugue is used to remove the yet
liquid excess-indium.

Platelet shaped single crystals of typical size 1x 1 x0.2-
0.4 mm? were obtained (see inset to Fig. 1). Crystal structure and
composition were examined by x-ray diffraction (XRD) and
energy-dispersive x-ray spectroscopy (EDS) scans confirming the
1-1-5 stoichiometry. Fig. 1 shows typical XRD patterns corre-
sponding to the (hOO) and (00l) planes. The obtained lattice
parameters are a=4.568(3)A and c¢=7.468(2)A. The rocking-
curve FWHM for the (003) peak is as low as 0.11°.

Magnetization experiments were performed in a Quantum
Design MPMS. A high resolution (AL < 1 A) capacitive dilatometer
was used in the thermal-expansion experiments. Specific heat was
measured with both a bath modulation technique [15,16] and a
standard relaxation technique using a PPMS while a standard four-
probe setup was used in the electrical transport measurements.

3. Results

Fig. 2 shows the temperature dependence of the magnetic static
susceptibility (y=M]|B) along the [100] and [001] directions in an
applied magnetic field B=1T. A clear peak is observed along
both axes at Ty~ 30 K. Remarkably, this ordering temperature is
significantly lower than the Ty's reported in the relatives GdRhins
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Fig. 1. (Color online) X-ray diffraction patterns for two sets of planes: (h00) and
(00I). Insets: sample image taken with a SEM (left); rocking-curve for the (003)
peak (right).

0.15
=
Q. 0.10
=
=
=
0.05
o BI/[100]
« B//[001]
0.00 - - - - -
100 200 300

T(K)

Fig. 2. (Color online) Temperature dependence of the experimental magnetic
susceptibility along the [100] and [001] directions in an applied magnetic field B=1T.

and GdlIrlns, 40 K and 42 K, respectively [17]. The high-T suscept-
ibility is mostly isotropic because the Gd>* ground state multiplet
(J=7/2) remains almost unaffected by the crystal electric field since
its orbital angular momemtum is zero. However, y shows a clear
anisotropy below Ty indicating that the magnetic moments order
parallel to the basal plane. This result is consistent with the magnetic
structure determined in the relative compound GdRhlIns [18].

The isotropic average high-T susceptibility y(T > 150 K) can be
fitted with the expression y =y, +/3, where y, =C/(T—0) is a
Curie-Weiss-like susceptibility and = (0.020 + 0.001) T~ - y1,/Gd.
An effective moment oz =(7.9 +0.2)up/Gd and 6 =(—46 +6) K
are obtained. The value of £ is much higher than any expected
contribution from conduction electrons. It may be associated instead
with an observed ferromagnetic background that is compatible with
a 0.01 molar concentration of cobalt impurities.

Fig. 3 displays the temperature dependence of the specific heat
at constant pressure, Cp, obtained with a PPMS. A clear second
order transition is observed around 30 K (see inset (a) for G, close
to the transition, measured with both the PPMS and a higher
resolution bath modulation ac-technique) followed by a kink
around 10 K, which is the typical behavior of a magnetic order
arising from a high multiplet moment like Gd. There are two other
small features at 28.5 K and 32 K whose origins are unknown at
this point.

The temperature dependence of the ab-plane electrical resis-
tivity p can be seen in Fig. 4. It has a linear dependence down to
50 K, below which there is a slight upturn down to Ty=30 K, most
probably associated with magnetic fluctuations. At the transition
temperature the resistivity has an abrupt decrease giving an
extrapolated residual resistivity p(0)~2.2u€2 - cm and a the resi-
dual resistivity ratio RRR = p(300 K)/p(0) ~ 25. Below 12 K, p oc T?
as it is shown in the inset (a) to Fig. 4. The magnetic transition is
very robust against an external applied magnetic field. Inset (b) to
Fig. 4 shows that Ty is reduced by less than 2 K in a field of 16 Tesla
perpendicular to the ¢-axis.

4. Discussion

An appropiate description of the low-temperature physical
properties of GdColns must consider at least three energy contribu-
tions: (i) the electronic configuration with a characteristic enery
scale of several eV (the spread of the density of states); (ii) the lattice
vibrations with an energy scale of some hundredths of eV; and (iii)
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Fig. 3. (Color online) Temperature dependence of the experimental constant
pressure specific heat, C, (®) and the calculated phonon (green line), magnetic
(blue line) and total (red line) specific heat including a correction for anharmonic
effects. See text for details. Insets: (a) C, around the magnetic transition measured
with two techniques (ac and relaxation); (b) C, and volume thermal-expansion a,
versus temperature.
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Fig. 4. (Color online) Temperature dependence of the in-plane electrical resistivity
p. Inset (a): p vs T2 Inset (b): p (T) at different applied magnetic fields.

the magnetic interactions with an energy scale of about 3 meV
(equivalent to the magnetic ordering temperature). DFT calculations
were performed within the generalized gradient approximation [19]
with finite Coulomb repulsion U for the Gd atoms (GGA+U) [20].
The method used is the full potential APW +local orbitals imple-
mented in the Wien2k package [21] with the fully localized limit for
the double counting correction. In relation to the Coulomb and
exchange parameters, U =U—J =6 €V was used as in bulk Gd
[22,23].

Magnetic properties of many 115 compounds are understood as
resulting from the competition between three antiferromagnetic
interactions: (i) in-plane nearest-neighbor (Kj), (ii) in-plane next-
nearest-neighbor (K;), and (iii) out-of-plane nearest-neighbor (K3)
couplings [24]. All these are believed to be of the same order of
magnitude causing a nearly frustrated magnetic system. The
results from GGA+U confirm this scenario were a three-
couplings (Ko, K;, K) model [24] captures the main physics as
the longer range couplings are an order of magnitude smaller.
Moreover, the obtained couplings are distance-modulated strongly
suggesting an RKKY origin.

The resulting magnetic model can be solved in the mean field
approximation giving a second order phase transition to a C-type
antiferromagnet at temperatures below TN ~ 44 K. At the mean
field level the only relevant parameter is an effective antiferro-
magnetic Gd-Gd exchange coupling Kyr~ 1.4 K, which deter-
mines the ground state energy and the transition temperature.
In order to include quantum fluctuations in the calculations, a
simplified model was considered consisting in an isotropic cubic
lattice with nearest-neighbour Heisenberg exchange coupling
Koy = Kir

—
Hm:KejfZJi‘.]j (1)
(i)

The simplifications to the original model allowed us to obtain
numerical solutions through Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) calcu-
lations. The QMC simulations were performed using the ALPS [25]
library on a finite size lattice L3(L =12-30) and the results were
extrapolated to L— oo. The obtained QMC transition temperature
TYMC~ 323 K is, as expected, lower than the mean field value. In
order to calculate the magnetic contribution to the thermody-
namic quantities and compare it with the experimental data, a
value of K.y =1.31K was used since it reproduces the experi-
mental transition temperature.

From QMC, the magnetic contribution to the specific heat was
calculated. This contribution is shown in Fig. 3 (solid blue curve).
An analytical contribution from antiferromagnetic magnons was

added at low temperature (T <6 K). The phonon spectrum was
calculated using the Parlinksi-Li-Kawasoe method as implemented
in the Phonopy code [26,27]. The phonon density-of-states
allowed us to determine the phonon contribution to the constant
volume specific heat C" (green solid curve in Fig. 3). This phonon
contribution basically tracks the high temperature experimental
features but it is shifted from the experimental curve by a
temperature independent C/T value. This value (55 mJ/mol - K?) is
much higher than any expected contribution from conduction
electrons (y=6.2 mj/mol - K2) as long as there is no evidence heavy
fermion behavior.

Actually, that difference is indicative of a non-negligible anhar-
monic correction arising from the softening of the phonon frequen-
cies. The main consequence of anharmonicity is that C, no longer
coincides with C,. In fact, C,(300K)=186 J/mol-K) noticeably
exceeds the Dulong-Petit value of 174.5 J/mol - K. On the assumption
that at high temperatures the phonon frequencies w; explicitely
depend on temperature as @y(T)= wo(1—#xT), the anharmonic
effects can be taken into account by a simple phenomenological
correction C, =CZ(1+77T) [28]. This correction is similar at high
temperatures to the familiar expression C, —C, = BrVma?T, where
By, V,, and a,, are the isothermal bulk modulus, the molar volume
and the volume thermal-expansion coefficient, respectively. But in
this last expression the constant volume specific heat C, is com-
puted at the corresponding V(T,P) including anharmonic terms
while ! is obtained only from harmonic terms [20,28].

The resulting calculated total specific heat, including anharmo-
nic effects and the magnetic contribution, is shown in Fig. 3 (solid
red curve). An excellent agreement with the experimental result is
obtained when taking # =2.5 x 10~# K~ . A similar value has been
reported recently in a related compound [29]. The large magnetic
entropy at low temperature makes it difficult to extract a Debye
temperature 6p from the experimental C,. Nonetheless, given the
excellent agreement with the ab-initio results, we can use the
calculated phonon contribution to obtain @p = 124.5 K. This value is
in very good agreement with reported Debye temperatures in
relative compounds of the same family [30,31].

The magnitude of the anharmonic effect is further confirmed
by thermal expansion measurements. Inset (b) to Fig. 3 shows
the temperature dependence of «,, which basically tracks C,
outside the magnetic transition. The GGA +U-calculated value
for Br=66.2 GPa [20] (reported experimental value for the
relative CeColns is 72.8 GPa) [32] gives a Griineisen parameter
I'="Yn@Br ~ 3 at high-T coinciding to what is expected for lattice
vibrations [33].

5. Conclusions

A comprehensive study of the low temperature properties of
GdColns was performed. Good quality single crystals show an
antiferromagnetic transition at Ty =30 K. This magnetic state is
very robust against an external magnetic field. Ab-initio and
Quantum Monte Carlo calculations give a very good account of
the experimental specific heat showing that anharmonic effects
are important above 100 K. The high-temperature magnetic sus-
ceptibility y follows a Curie-Weiss law with pp = (7.9 £ 0.2)u/Gd
and 6 = (—46 + 6) K. Below Ty, y shows a pronounced anisotropy
with an easy magnetic axis along the basal plane. It is noteworthy
to stress this observation. It suggests that, even though Gd** ions
have zero angular momentum, a tiny but non-negligible crystal
electric field (CEF) effect may be present, and/or that a relevant
magnetoelastic coupling could exist below Ty. Ongoing magnetos-
triction experiments together with a more sophisticated magnetic
model including CEF effects and magnetostructural coupling could
help to address this issue.



D. Betancourth et al. / Journal of Magnetism and Magnetic Materials 374 (2015) 744-747 747

Acknowledgments

We aknowlegde B. Alascio for fruitful discussions. Work partially
supported by CONICET (through PIP0702, PIP0832, PIP00273), ANPCyT
(through PICT07-00812), SeCTyP-UNCuyo (through 06/C393) and
FAPESP (through TEMATICO 2021/04870-7). D. B. and ]. . E hold
scholarships from CONICET while P.P, V.V, P.S. C,D.]. G.and V. E. C.
are members of CONICET, Argentina.

References

[1] J.D. Thompson, R. Movshovich, Z. Fisk, F. Bouquet, NJ. Curro, RA. Fisher,
P.C. Hammel, H. Hegger, M.E. Hundley, M. Jaime, P.G. Pagliuso, C. Petrovic,
N.E. Phillips, J.L. Sarrao, ]. Magn. Magn. Mater. 226-230 (2001) 5.

[2] PG. Pagliuso, DJ. Garcia, E. Miranda, E. Granado, R. Lora Serrano, C. Giles,
J.GS. Duque, RR. Urbano, C. Rettori, J.D. Thompson, M.E. Hundley, J.L. Sarrao, ]J.
Appl. Phys. 99 (2006) 08P703, and references therein.

[3] C. Petrovic, P.G. Pagliuso, M.F. Hundley, R. Movshovich, ].L. Sarrao,
J.D. Thompson, Z. Fisk, P. Monthoux, ]. Phys. Condens. Matter 13 (2001) L337.

[4] T.P. Murphy, D. Hall, E.C. Palm, S.W. Tozer, C. Petrovic, Z. Fisk, R.G. Goodrich,
P.G. Pagliuso, J.L. Sarrao, J.D. Thompson, Phys. Rev. B 65 (2002) 100514(R).

[5] T. Tayama, A. Harita, T. Sakakibara, Y. Haga, H. Shishido, R. Settai, Y. Onuki,
Phys. Rev. B 65 (2002) 180504(R).

[6] A. Bianchi, R. Movshovich, N. Oeschler, P. Gegenwart, F. Steglich, ].D. Thompson,
P.G. Pagliuso, J.L. Sarrao, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89 (2002) 137002.

[7] H.A. Radovan, N.A. Fortune, T.P. Murphy, S.T. Hannahs, E.C. Palm, S.W. Tozer,
D. Hall, Nature (London) 425 (2003) 51.

[8] A. Bianchi, R. Movshovich, C. Capan, P.G. Pagliuso, ].L. Sarrao, Phys. Rev. Lett.
91 (2003) 187004.

[9] A.D. Bianchi, M. Kenzelmann, L. DeBeer-Schmitt, J.S. White, E.M. Forgan,
J. Mesot, M. Zolliker, J. Kohlbrecher, R. Movshovich, E.D. Bauer, ].L. Sarrao,
Z. Fisk, D. Petrovic, M.R. Eskildsen, Science 319 (2008) 177.

[10] Y. Isikawa, D. Kato, A. Mitsuda, T. Mizushima, T. Kuwai, J. Magn. Magn. Mater.
272-276 (2004) 635.

[11] E.L. Thomas, E.E. Erickson, M. Moldovan, D.P. Young, J.Y. Chan, Mater. Res. Soc.
Symp. Proc. 848 (2005), FF3.7.1.

[12] Y. Inada, M. Hedo, T. Fujiwara, T. Sadamasa, Y. Uwatoko, Physica B 378-380
(2006) 421.

[13] J. Hudis, R. Hu, C.L. Broholm, V.F. Mitrovi¢, C. Petrovic, . Magn. Magn. Mater.
307 (2006) 301.

[14] H.T. Huy, S. Noguchi, N. Van Hieu, X. Shao, T. Sugimoto, T. Ishida, ]. Magn.
Magn. Mater. 321 (2009) 2425.

[15] J.E. Graebner, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 60 (1989) 1123.

[16] R. Lortz, S. Abe, Y. Wang, F. Bouquet, U. Tutsch, A. Junod, Rev. Sci. Instrum.
76 (2005) 103902.

[17] P.G. Pagliuso, ].D. Thompson, M.F. Hundley, J.L. Sarrao, Z. Fisk, Phys. Rev.
B 63 (2001) 054426.

[18] E. Granado, B. Uchoa, A. Malachias, R. Lora-Serrano, P.G. Pagliuso, H. Westfahl
Jr., Phys. Rev. B 74 (2006) 214428.

[19] J.P. Perdew, K. Burke, M. Ernzerhof, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77 (1996) 3865.

[20] J.I Facio (unpublished).

[21] P. Blaha, K. Schwarz, P. Sorantin, S.B. Trickey, Comput. Phys. Commun.
59 (1990) 399;
K. Schwarz, P. Blaha, Comput. Mater. Sci. 28 (2003) 259.

[22] Z.P. Yin, W.E. Pickett, Phys. Rev. B 74 (2006) 205106.

[23] M. Petersen, ]. Hafner, M. Marsman, ]. Phys.: Condens. Matter 18 (2006) 7021.

[24] N. Van Hieu, H. Shishido, T. Takeuchi, A. Thamizhavel, H. Nakashima,
K. Sugiyama, R. Settai, T.D. Matsuda, Y. Haga, M. Hagiwara, K. Kindo,
Y. Onuki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 75 (2006) 074708.

[25] A.W. Sandvik, Phys. Rev. B 59 (1999) 14157;
F. Alet, S. Wessel, M. Troyer, Phys. Rev. E 71 (2005) 036706;
L. Pollet, S.M.A. Rombouts, K. Van Houcke, K. Heyde, Phys. Rev. E 70 (2005)
056705;
M. Troyer, B. Ammon, E. Heeb, Lecture Notes in Computer Science 1505 (1998)
191 See also ¢https://alps.comp-phys.org/).

[26] K. Parlinski, Z.Q. Li, Y. Kawazoe, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997) 4063.

[27] A. Togo, F. Oba, I. Tanaka, Phys. Rev. B 78 (2008) 134106.

[28] C.A. Martin, J. Phys. Condens. Matter 3 (1991) 5967.

[29] P. Cermak, M. Divi3, M. Kratochvilova, P. Javorsky, Solid State Commun. 163
(2013) 55.

[30] H. Hegger, C. Petrovic, E.G. Moshopoulou, M.F. Hundley, J.L. Sarrao, Z. Fisk,
J.D. Thompson, Phys. Rev. Lett. 84 (2000) 4986.

[31] N. Van Hieu, T. Takeuchi, H. Shishido, C. Tonohiro, T. Yamada, H. Nakashima,
K. Sugiyama, R. Settai, T.D. Matsuda, Y. Haga, M. Hagiwara, K. Kindo, S. Araki,
Y. Nozue, Y. Onuki, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 76 (2007) 064702.

[32] N.E. Brady, ].M. Montgomery, G. Tsoi, T. Gebre, S.T. Weir, Y.K. Vohra, D.J. Hilton,
Eur. Phys. J. B 86 (2013) 334.

[33] V.L. Moruzzi, J.E. Janak, K. Schwarz, Phys. Rev. B 37 (1988) 790.


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref21a
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref21a
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref21b
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref27a
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref27b
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref27c
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref27c
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref27c
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref27c
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0304-8853(14)00844-0/sbref39

	Low-temperature magnetic properties of GdCoIn5
	Introduction
	Experimental details
	Results
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References




