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Introduction to CeRu,Al,,
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First evidence of USR result
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The internal field is changing too fast
even with smallest doping of Rh
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MOTIVATION

i) To understand how the magnetic moment change from a-axis 2 c-axis 2 b-axis
ii) To find out why does the internal field change so drastically even with less
percentage of Rh doping.

METHOD

First attempt is :
i)  Find the point of minimum potential energy in the material
ii) Calculate the internal field and compare with the experimental result

Software :
i)  VASP 4.5
ii) RICC

iii) MATLAB



Dipole Field Calculation W2 | Fields (G)
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