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Magnetic structure of Fe16N2 determined by polarized neutron diffraction on thin-film samples
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Strain-free Fe16N2 thin films were obtained on MgO (001) single-crystal substrates with Cr seed layers. X-ray
diffraction and transmission electron microscopy confirmed that the film is textured in all three spatial directions
with crystallographic orientation determined by epitaxial constraints from the substrate. Average grain size was
estimated to be in the range of tens of nanometers. Ten pieces of 40-nm-thick Fe16N2 thin-film samples were
stacked together for half-polarized neutron diffraction study at room temperature. A total of six reflections were
usable, from which the magnetic structure of Fe16N2 was determined and compared to existing models. Contrary
to most electronic structure calculations, the present results suggest that the magnetic moment of Fe atoms at the
8h site is large and larger than that of the 4d site. Our results support the giant magnetization of Fe16N2.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevB.102.104402

I. INTRODUCTION

High-magnetization materials are greatly useful in mag-
netic recording [1] and permanent magnet industries. Fe-Co
alloy is the historically dominant choice for high magnetiza-
tion, but it is limited by the Slater-Pauling curve [2,3]. Fe16N2

has been reported to have giant saturation magnetization (Ms)
beyond the Slater-Pauling limit [4–7], and thus presents a po-
tentially better option. The earth-abundance of the composing
elements makes Fe16N2 especially attractive for permanent
magnet applications, and promising progress has been made
[8–10].

However, due to the difficulties in sample preparation,
there are still contradicting results on the Ms of Fe16N2

[11,12]. For thin-film studies, room temperature Ms of 2.8–
3.0 T was observed for phase-pure single-crystal Fe16N2

grown by molecular beam epitaxy (MBE) on InGaAs sub-
strate and Fe underlayer [5]. Sun et al. also reported high
Ms of 2.6–2.9 T in their Fe16N2 films grown by facing target
sputtering (FTS) directly on NaCl substrates [13]. Okamoto
et al. reported high Ms of 2.5 T for α′- and α′′-Fe16N2 films
with low α′′-Fe16N2 fraction prepared by the sputter beam
method on GaAs substrate and Fe/Ag underlayer [14]. Ji et al.
reported Ms of 2.68 T for Fe16N2 films with order parameter
0.4 on GaAs substrate and Fe underlayer, grown by FTS [6].

In addition to the above high-Ms results, there are also
reports of nongiant Ms of Fe16N2 below the Slater-Pauling
limit. Takahashi et al. reported Ms of no more than 2.24 T
for their Fe16N2 films grown by FTS on MgO substrate and
Fe underlayer [15]. Brewer et al. reported Ms of 2.24 T for
partially ordered (46%) Fe16N2 films, prepared by reactive
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sputtering, on Si substrate and Ag underlayer [16]. Yang et al.
reported Ms of 2.38 T of Fe16N2 films by FTS on MgO
substrate and Ag underlayer [17]. Ms of 2.31 T was reported
for high-nitrogen-ordered Fe16N2 films grown with FTS on
MgO substrate and Cr underlayer [18].

In bulk samples, Huang et al. calculated an Ms of 2.66 T
for Fe16N2 in a mixture of α′- and α′′-Fe16N2, α-Fe, and
γ -Fe-N [19]. Coey et al. calculated the Ms of Fe16N2 to
be 2.1–2.5 T in powder and foil samples containing 40%
α′′-Fe16N2 [20]. It is more difficult to achieve high Ms in
fine particles, and research of Fe16N2 in that direction is
more focused on the applications, such as permanent magnets
[11,21–24].

There are reports of other interesting magnetic properties
of Fe16N2, such as perpendicular magnetic anisotropy and
high spin-polarization ratio in thin films [25] and the effect
of strain on Ms [26,27]. The Mössbauer spectrum of high-Ms

Fe16N2 films grown by MBE showed only one hyperfine field
similar to that of α-Fe [28] despite the fact that there are three
chemically inequivalent Fe sites in a unit cell. Interestingly,
the Mössbauer spectra of low-Ms Fe16N2 films correctly dis-
tinguished the three Fe sites by different hyperfine fields [15].

The Fe16N2 crystal has space group I4/mmm, and lattice
constants a = 5.72 Å, c = 6.29 Å [29]. N takes the 2a Wyck-
off position, whereas Fe atoms occupy three different sites.
They are 4e [Fe(1)], 8h [Fe(2)], and 4d [Fe(3)], sorted by their
distance to a nearest N atom. The crystal structure of Fe16N2

is shown in Fig. 1.
Electronic structure calculations [30–37] often cannot ex-

plain the large magnetic moments in Fe16N2. There has
been only one experimental report of the magnetic struc-
ture of Fe16N2, by neutron powder diffraction [38], but the
results are quite different from what we observed in our
thin-film samples. In this paper, we report a half-polarized
neutron diffraction (HPND) study on Fe16N2 thin films. The
magnetic structure of Fe16N2 is solved and compared to
theory.
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FIG. 1. Crystal structure of Fe16N2.

II. EXPERIMENTS AND METHODS

The samples with structure MgO/Cr (10 nm)/Fe16N2

(40 nm)/Cr (10 nm) were deposited using a facing-target
sputtering (FTS) system [7], which produces high-quality
thin-film samples that are free of radiation damage. The Cr
seed layers were deposited at elevated temperature to ensure
epitaxial growth. Fe16N2 and Cr capping layers were grown at
room temperature. An in situ postannealing at 160 ◦C was per-
formed to all samples to facilitate the transition from α′-Fe8N
to α′′-Fe16N2. Through this process, high-quality Fe16N2 films
with order parameter between 0.6 and 0.75 were obtained.

Details of the deposition method can be found in our previous
report [18].

All characterizations were carried out at room tempera-
ture. X-ray diffraction (XRD) experiments were performed
on a PANalytical X’Pert diffractometer with Cu Kα ra-
diation. Cross-sectional transmission electron microscopy
(TEM) lamellae were prepared using an FEI Helios NanoLab
G4 dual-beam focused ion beam. High-angle annular dark-
field scanning TEM (HAADF-STEM) images were acquired
on an aberration-corrected FEI Titan G2 60-300 STEM oper-
ated at 300 kV with a probe convergence angle of 25 mrad.
Conventional TEM images and electron diffraction patterns
of the lamellae were acquired on an FEI Technai G2 F30
(S)TEM equipped with a Gatan 4k × 4k Ultrascan charge-
coupled device, operated at 300 kV.

HPND experiments were conducted on the triple-axis spec-
trometer (HB-1) installed at the High-Flux Isotope Reactor
(HFIR), Oak Ridge National Laboratory (ORNL). The neu-
tron beam was polarized on a Heusler monochromator. A PG
(002) analyzer was used to reduce background noise. The
polarization was 0.818 and 0.835 for our two experiments.
Samples were saturated by a field of 3 T during measurement.
To increase the signal from a thin-film sample, 10 pieces of
1 in.×1 in. samples, each having a Fe16N2 thickness of 40 nm,
were stacked together for the measurement. To avoid overlap
with powder peaks from the sample holder, Al and Zn sam-
ple holders were used for different reflections as appropriate.

FIG. 2. XRD patterns of a sample with structure MgO/Cr (10 nm)/Fe16N2 (40 nm)/Cr (10 nm). (a) θ -2θ scan with scattering vector along
film normal. Also shown is the pattern for a control sample with only Cr seed and capping layers, shifted upward for clarity. (b) In-plane
XRD with scattering vector along MgO (200) and (220), respectively. The latter curve is shifted vertically. Peaks labeled * are reflections from
Cu Kβ as the in-plane optics is less monochromatized than a typical high-resolution optics. (c) and (d) In-plane φ-scans of the Fe16N2 (220)
and (400) reflections, respectively. Note that the signal from Cr cannot be separated due to its good lattice match with Fe16N2. The φ-scans of
the substrate (200) and (220) are also shown in (c) and (d), respectively, to illustrate the epitaxial relation. (e) (202), (f) (103), (g) (224), and
(h) (422) are example rocking curves of Fe16N2 (HKL) with L �= 0.
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Due to overlapping between Fe16N2 400 (220) and Cr 200
(110) reflections, control samples with only Cr seed and cap-
ping layers were also measured using an unpolarized beam.

The ratio of intensities of the spin-up (polarization paral-
lel to field) and spin-down (polarization antiparallel to field)
channels for a Bragg reflection is [39]

I+

I− = F 2
N + F 2

M + 2PFNFM

F 2
N + F 2

M − 2PFNFM
, (1)

where FN = FN(HKL) and FM = FM(HKL) are the nuclear
and magnetic structure factor for reflection HKL, respectively,
and P is the polarization. For both spin channels, we collected
rocking curves of Fe16N2 (202), (220), (103), (213), (004),
(400), (224), and (422).

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. XRD: Epitaxy, crystallinity, and lattice constants

A high-resolution XRD pattern of a Fe16N2 sample is
shown in Fig. 2(a), from which it is confirmed that Fe16N2 is
textured with (001) out-of-plane orientation. The XRD pattern
of a control sample with only Cr seed and capping layers is
shown in Fig. 2(a) as the yellow curve. It is observed that there
are two Cr (002) peaks slightly separated, indicating different
lattice constants of the two Cr layers. This is because the seed
layer was deposited at high temperature and epitaxially grown
on MgO, which has a 4.2% lattice mismatch with Cr, whereas
the capping layer is deposited at room temperature. We also
observed that the Fe16N2 (004) peak shifts toward lower an-
gle after postannealing, an indication of strain release during
the process. Figure 2(b) shows the θ -2θ scan with scattering
vector in-plane. In the lower (upper) curve of Fig. 2(b), the
scattering vector is roughly along MgO (200) [MgO (220)]. It
can be seen that (in the annealed sample) the substrate peak
is well separated from the sample peak due to their lattice
mismatch. However, it is impossible to separate Cr peaks
from those of Fe16N2 when the reflection has L = 0 because
of their close lattice constants. Figures 2(c) and 2(d) show
in-plane φ-scans of Fe16N2 (220) and (400), respectively, with
the corresponding φ-scans of the MgO substrate shown for
reference. The fourfold symmetry can be clearly seen, and it
indicates that our Fe16N2 film has perfect in-plane orientation.

TABLE I. XRD θ -2θ scan peak position for Fe16N2 reflections,
collected using Cu Kα source. (220) and (400) overlap with Cr peaks.

HKL 2θ (deg) d-spacing (Å)

202 42.82 2.11
220 44.7 2.03
103 46.15 1.97
004 58.75 1.57
400 65.1 1.43
224 76.91 1.24
422 81.26 1.18

In reflections with L �= 0, Cr (cubic) peaks do not interfere
with those of Fe16N2 (tetragonal). Example rocking curves of
Fe16N2 are shown in Figs. 2(e) (202), 2(f) (103), 2(g) (224),
and 2(h) (422). They were collected by rotating the crystal to
the appropriate positions determined by the lattice constants
of Fe16N2. The various peak positions from θ -2θ scans are
tabulated in Table I, from which lattice constants of Fe16N2

were calculated to be a = 5.71 Å and c = 6.28 Å [40], close
to bulk values.

From the XRD results, it is confirmed that our films are
epitaxially grown on MgO single-crystal substrate, with the
epitaxial relation MgO (001) [110] ‖ Cr (001) [100] ‖ Fe16N2

(001) [100]. After annealing, lattice constants of Fe16N2 re-
laxed to the bulk values. All grains of Fe16N2 have the same
orientation as constrained by epitaxy. So, the film as a whole
can be treated as a single crystal in a diffraction experiment.

The rocking curves of a sample with only Cr were ana-
lyzed to estimate the grain size. Instrument broadening was
corrected by rocking curves of the single-crystalline substrate.
Using the Scherrer equation, the grain size is estimated to be
45 nm using Cr (110) and 20 nm using Cr (200). Using the
rocking curves of Fe16N2 (220) and (400), the estimated grain
size is 17 and 11 nm, respectively. But there is the problem of
Cr overlapping, so these values can be used as lower limits.

B. TEM

Overlapping MgO (200), Cr (110), and Fe16N2 (220)
diffracted spots were observed in electron diffraction pat-
terns obtained from a cross-sectional TEM lamella (Fig. 3),

FIG. 3. Electron diffraction and cross-sectional bright-field (BF) and dark-field (DF) TEM imaging. (a) Electron diffraction pattern from
a cross-sectional lamella of the film with the substrate aligned to the MgO [010] zone axis. Numbered circles indicate the objective aperture
sizes and positions used for imaging. (b) BF- and DF-TEM images obtained with objective apertures shown in (a): 1, BF; 2, DF with the
overlapping MgO (200), Cr (110), and Fe16N2 (220) spots; 3, DF with the MgO (002) spot; and 4, DF with the Fe16N2 (004) (inner) and Cr
(002) (outer) spots. Scale bars are (a) 5 nm−1 and (b) 50 nm.
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FIG. 4. (a) Cross-sectional HAADF-STEM image of the entire film showing all layers. (b) Atomic-resolution HAADF-STEM images
of each interface in the film, obtained from the regions (1–3) indicated in (a), and Fourier transforms of each of these regions, showing the
epitaxial relationship between the layers. Each image was individually normalized for visual clarity. The sample was oriented to the [010] zone
axis of the MgO substrate. Scale bars are (a) 25 nm; (b) 5 nm and 5 nm−1.

confirming the epitaxial alignment of each layer with the sub-
strate. Faint arcing of each of the Cr and Fe16N2 reflections in
the electron diffraction patterns confirms a narrow distribution
of low-angle grain boundaries throughout the film.

Atomic-resolution HAADF-STEM images of the film
(Fig. 4) show the epitaxial growth of each layer. The grains in
the Fe16N2 layer were observed in the HAADF-STEM images
to be around 20 nm, with a slight variation in the orientation
of each grain around [010] (around the viewing direction).

C. HPND

Using HPND, we collected rocking curves of eight Fe16N2

reflections; they are shown in Fig. 5. In each dataset, spin-
up intensity is higher than spin-down. For each reflection,
the difference in intensity between the two spin channels is
large, indicating that the magnetic structure factor, FM, is
comparable to the nuclear structure factor, FN, due to the large
Fe moments. For low-intensity reflections (103), (213), and
(422), the signal is weak compared to the background. For
(220) and (400), the respective contributions from Cr (110)
and (200) (shown as black curves in the respective subplots
of Fig. 5) were approximated by measuring the control sam-
ples with an unpolarized beam and subtracted from the total
intensity. However, the relative scale of the signals from the
two samples is only approximate due to differences in the
crystallinity of the Cr capping layer and possibly due to the
small difference in sample volume exposed to the neutron
beam. For this reason, in the following analysis, only the six

reflections with L �= 0—(202), (103), (213), (004), (224), and
(422)—are used.

D. Evaluation of existing models of the magnetic
structure of Fe16N2

The nuclear and magnetic structure factors are tabulated
in Table II. The valence state of Fe in Fe16N2 is unknown.
Considering that Fe significantly outnumbers N in this struc-
ture, we used the form factor of Fe0 (zero-valence) [41] for all
three Fe sites—Fe(1), Fe(2), and Fe(3)—in the calculation of
FM. However, it should be understood that valence states do
have an influence on the magnetic structure solution through
magnetic form factors, and that Fe(1) and Fe(2) are likely
to have nonzero valence. This effect was studied, and it was
found that the best fit to data in Fig. 5 was achieved with
Fe1+ for Fe(1), Fe3+ for Fe(2), and Fe1+ for Fe(3), and that
the solution is m1 = 3.1, m2 = 3.8, and m3 = 1.6 μB. See
Sec. III E for details.

Table III summarizes ten magnetic structure models of
Fe16N2, nine of which being the results of electronic structure
calculations, and the last being from neutron powder diffrac-
tion (NPD), along with the present results. The agreement
between Ji’s model [42] and the present experiment, char-
acterized by a minimum χ2 error of 3.2, is better than any
other model. Notably, the magnetic structure determined by
the previous NPD [38] differs so much from the present exper-
imental data that one may wonder if the powder and thin-film
samples are actually different materials. The Ms value from
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FIG. 5. HPND rocking curves of Fe16N2, collected on 10 pieces of MgO/Cr (10 nm)/Fe16N2 (40 nm)/Cr (10 nm) samples stacked together.
For each subplot, the reflection (HKL) is labeled on the graph. Experimental data are plotted as blue open circles for spin up and pink open
squares for spin down. Corresponding solid lines are the fitted Gaussian curves. For (220) and (400), rocking curves of the overlapping Cr
(110) and (200) are also shown in black, arbitrarily scaled to lower intensity, for the control sample MgO/Cr (10 nm)/Cr (10 nm).

the previous NPD is also so low—only 1370 emu/cm3—that
it looks like an anomaly.

The last two columns of Table III are plotted in Fig. 6(a)
[43]. It is interesting to note that models with larger Ms have
smaller χ2 error, thus agreeing better with the present experi-
ment. So, the present experiment supports giant magnetization
of Fe16N2. Figure 6(b) shows the experimental I+/I− ratio
and that from a model calculation. Three theoretical models
with the smallest χ2 error and the experimental NPD model
were chosen. The thick solid line, y = x, is the ideal case
in which a model fits perfectly with the experimental data.
It is observed that Ji’s model agrees well with the present
experiment. All three other models (Sims, Lai, and Hiraka),
however, are biased toward one side of the solid line, with two

TABLE II. Parameters used in calculating the magnetic structure
of Fe16N2. FN is calculated using the coherent nuclear scattering
lengths bFe = 9.45 fm and bN = 9.36 fm. In the expression of FM,
m1, m2, and m3 are magnetic moments of Fe(1), Fe(2), and Fe(3),
respectively, in Bohr magneton. The coefficients in FM are calculated
using the form factors of zero-valence Fe.

HKL FN (fm) FM (fm) I+/I− expt.

202 −128 −5.45m1 − 12.4m2 − 6.21m3 6.46 ± 0.35
103 46.9 3.93m1 + 0.369m2 2.63 ± 0.43
213 42.1 3.06m1 − 0.287m2 1.79 ± 0.17
004 153 2.31m1 + 8.57m2 + 4.28m3 2.99 ± 0.12
224 152 1.48m1 + 5.45m2 + 2.73m3 2.07 ± 0.11
422 −127 −2.15m1 − 4.85m2 − 2.45m3 2.13 ± 0.13

TABLE III. Evaluation of the various theoretical and experimen-
tal models of the magnetic structure of Fe16N2. Ms is calculated
using m1, m2, m3, and bulk lattice constants of Fe16N2. Numbers in
parentheses are 4πMs in T. The last column is the χ 2 function of a
model calculated with the present experimental data and shows how
well a model fits into the current experiment. The result of this work
is shown in the last row.

Model m1 (μB) m2 m3 Ms (emu/cm3) χ 2

Min [30] 2.13 2.50 2.85 1800 (2.26) 20
Lai [31] 2.36 2.75 3.53 2050 (2.58) 6.6
Huang [32] 2.06 2.42 2.90 1770 (2.22) 22
Sakuma [33] 2.27 2.25 2.83 1730 (2.17) 25
Tanaka [34] 2.17 1.95 2.74 1590 (2.00) 37
Ji [42]a 3.1 3.25 2.7 2220 (2.79) 3.2
Sims [35]b 2.83 2.91 3.08 2110 (2.66) 5.1
Ke [36]b 2.24 2.55 3.12 1890 (2.37) 15
Szymanski [37] 2.74 2.82 2.96 2040 (2.57) 7.4
Hiraka [38] 1.4 1.8 2.6 1370 (1.72) 60
This workc 3.1 3.8 1.6 2200 (2.8) 0.75

aThis work studies the magnetic moment dependence on Hubbard U
in the LDA + U calculations. The values used here are those that
realize the largest Ms.
bDifferent electronic structure calculation methods were used and
compared in this work. The table only lists the one that best fits the
present experimental data.
cCalculated using the form factors of Fe1+, Fe3+, and Fe1+ for Fe(1),
Fe(2), and Fe(3), respectively, as this combination minimizes the
fitting error. See Sec. III E for details.
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FIG. 6. Evaluation of the magnetic structure models of Fe16N2

against the present experimental results. (a) The χ2 error of a model
vs its Ms, as in the last two columns of Table III. The solid line is
a guide to the eye. (b) Plot of the experimental spin-up/spin-down
intensity ratio against that calculated from a model. Four models
are compared, whose (m1, m2, m3) are labeled; they are the three
theoretical models with the smallest χ 2 error (Ji, Sims, and Lai)
and one from a previous experiment (Hiraka). Each model has six
data points corresponding to the six reflections. The solid line shows
y = x and is used to evaluate models.

of them (Lai and Hiraka) having all their data points com-
pletely above the line, meaning I+/I−(expt.) > I+/I−(model)
for all six reflections, thus underestimating the magnetic
moments.

The success of Ji’s model can be understood with the
following observation: while in all other models m2 < m3, his
model predicts m2 > m3. Note from Table II that the coeffi-
cient for m2 is about twice as large as that of m3 for all even-L
reflections (for odd-L reflections, m3 does not contribute to
FM). So, an increase of moment on Fe(2) results in a larger in-
crease of FM than that caused by the same amount of moment
increase on Fe(3). Also, the atomic ratio of Fe(2) to Fe(3) is
2:1, so an enhanced moment on Fe(2) also increases Ms by
twice as much as the same enhancement on Fe(3). In their
work, Ji et al. studied the magnetic moment evolution with
Hubbard U and found that the average moment increases as m2

increases and m3 decreases, and that giant Ms only happens at

m2 > m3 [42]. Thus, the present HPND results, together with
previous reports of giant Ms of Fe16N2 [4–7], suggest that the
true magnetic structure of Fe16N2 might have a larger moment
on Fe(2) than previously deemed.

The idea that Fe(2) has a larger moment than Fe(3) is
counterintuitive. Whereas the bond length between Fe(1) and
Fe(2) is smaller than but close to that of α-Fe, the distance
between Fe(3) and Fe(1,2) is considerably larger (see [32]
for tabulated bond lengths), so the d-band of Fe(3) can be
more localized, giving rise to an enhanced moment. Due to
hybridization with the nearest-neighbor N atom, it is expected
that Fe(1) and Fe(2) have a lower magnetic moment caused
by d-band delocalization. So, intuitively, Fe(3) should have a
larger magnetic moment than Fe(1) and Fe(2), which agrees
with most theoretical calculations. To explain the large m2, Ji
et al. [42] observed that the distorted Fe6N octahedra, formed
by Fe(1), Fe(2), and N atoms, are isolated from each other, as
well as from Fe(3). This observation led them to propose that
the Fe6N clusters trap electrons, leading Fe(1) and Fe(2) to
have more 3d electrons than Fe(3) [42].

This proposal can be tested by using different magnetic
form factors for the three different Fe sites because the valence
state affects the magnetic form factor. According to Ji, Fe(3) is
at a higher valence state. If we use the magnetic form factor of
Fe2+ for Fe(3), and Fe0 for Fe(1) and Fe(2), then the χ2 error
of Ji’s model will be slightly decreased to 2.8, as compared to
3.2 in Table III. However, the present HPND results alone do
not provide sufficient evidence to prove the correctness of Ji’s
model.

E. Solving the magnetic structure directly

Because the magnetic form factors are different for Fe at
different valence states, especially at high momentum transfer
Q, and because the valence states of Fe(1), Fe(2), and Fe(3)
are unknown, we tried all combinations of valence states from
Fe0 to Fe3+ for all three Fe sites and solved the magnetic
structure directly from the experimental data using the six
reflections and by minimizing the χ2 error. Selected results
with m2 < 4.0 μB and m3 > 1.0 μB are listed in Table IV.
Out of 64 combinations, 5 lead to reasonable solutions, and
the average magnetic moment, represented by Ms, is between
2.6 and 2.8 T. Note that in all of these solutions, m2 is large
while m3 is small. Besides Ji’s model [42], it should be noted
that N deficiency could also enhance the moment of Fe(2)
because it causes the hybridization between N and Fe(2) to
be weakened, whereas the average Fe-Fe separation for Fe(2)
is still considerably larger than that of α-Fe (see [32] for
tabulated bond lengths). In our thin films, N deficiency is
likely to exist, especially at the interface, because Cr, having
a higher affinity to N than Fe, can extract N atoms from the
Fe-N layer during the annealing process.

Finally, we would like to comment on the controversy over
Ms of Fe16N2. Using polarized neutron reflectometry, the Ms

of these films (MgO substrate and Cr seed layer) was found to
be 2.31 T [18], significantly lower than the values in Table IV.
However, the density of the film is lower than its nominal
value due to the postannealing release of strain, which results
in grain boundaries as substantiated by our TEM results. Other
studies of Fe16N2 thin films on MgO substrates are likely to
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TABLE IV. The effect of magnetic form factors (valence states of Fe) on the magnetic structure solution. For each of Fe(1), Fe(2), and
Fe(3), the magnetic form factors of Fe0, Fe1+, Fe2+, and Fe3+ were tried, resulting in 64 combinations in total. The solutions with m2 < 4.0 μB

and m3 > 1.0 μB are shown.

Fe(1) Fe(2) Fe(3) m1 m2 m3 Ms (emu/cm3)

Fe0 Fe3+ Fe1+ 2.8 ± 0.3 3.8 ± 0.2 1.6 ± 0.5 2200 (2.7)
Fe1+ Fe3+ Fe0 3.1 ± 0.3 3.9 ± 0.2 1.1 ± 0.4 2200 (2.7)
Fe1+ Fe3+ Fe1+ 3.1 ± 0.3 3.8 ± 0.2 1.6 ± 0.5 2200 (2.8)
Fe2+ Fe3+ Fe1+ 2.7 ± 0.3 3.8 ± 0.2 1.6 ± 0.5 2200 (2.7)
Fe3+ Fe3+ Fe1+ 2.4 ± 0.3 3.7 ± 0.2 1.7 ± 0.5 2100 (2.6)

have the same issue [17,26,44]. Due to interface N diffusion
and magnetic dead layers, the Ms value determined from a
vibrating sample magnetometer (VSM) is even lower [18].
However, large Ms values that are close to or higher than those
in Table IV were reported for Fe16N2 films on GaAs [6,14,27],
InGaAs [5], and NaCl [13] substrates. These substrates do not
cause tensile strain for epitaxially grown Fe16N2. This further
supports our understanding that the relaxation of tensile strain
causes an overestimation of sample volume and hence an
underestimation of Ms. The only NPD study [38] discussed in
Table III and Fig. 6 solved the magnetic structure of Fe16N2

using nanoparticle samples, and the results are quite different
from what we observed in the present experiment. As noted by
the authors in the NPD study, it may be best to treat thin films
and nanoparticles separately, lacking a better understanding of
the magnetism of Fe16N2.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In summary, we performed an HPND study on Fe16N2 thin
films at room temperature. XRD and TEM results showed
that the orientation of the film was “locked” by the substrate
through epitaxy. A postannealing process relaxes strain in the
film and promotes a high degree of N ordering. The HPND
results suggest that the magnetic moment of Fe(2) is large,
and even larger than the moment of Fe(3). This conclusion
not only explains why most theoretical magnetic structures

underestimate the magnetic structure factors, but also helps
understand the origin of giant magnetization in Fe16N2—there
are twice as many Fe(2) as there are Fe(3), and a large moment
on Fe(2) boosts the average magnetic moment. The local
environment of Fe atoms affects the solution to the magnetic
structure because the magnetic form factor of Fe depends
on its valence state. The saturation magnetization of Fe16N2,
calculated from its magnetic structure, is between 2.6 and
2.8 T, regardless of the choice of magnetic form factor.
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