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Optical manipulation of magnetism holds promise for future ultrafast spintronics, especially with lanthanides
and their huge, localized 4f magnetic moments. These moments interact indirectly via the conduction electrons
(RKKY exchange), influenced by interatomic orbital overlap, and the conduction electron’s susceptibility. Here,
we study this influence in a series of 4f antiferromagnets, GdT2Si2 (T=Co, Rh, Ir), using ultrafast resonant X-ray
diffraction. We observe a twofold increase in ultrafast angular momentum transfer between the materials, origi-
nating from modifications in the conduction electron susceptibility, as confirmed by first-principles calculations.

Lanthanides are becoming increasingly important in tech-
nology due to their exceptionally large magnetic moments.
Since the majority of the magnetic moments of lanthanides
resides in spatially localized 4f electron shells [1, 2], mag-
netic moments from different lanthanide atoms can only in-
teract indirectly by spin-polarizing itinerant conduction elec-
trons that surround the 4f moments. This indirect interaction
is called the Rudermann-Kittel-Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) ex-
change interaction [3]. As its mechanism implies, not only the
localized 4f moments but also the itinerant conduction elec-
trons play an important role in determining the strength of
the RKKY interaction 𝐽𝑅𝐾𝐾𝑌 in lanthanide-based magnetic
materials. 𝐽𝑅𝐾𝐾𝑌 is proportional to the squared overlap in-
tegral between the 4f and conduction electrons, |𝐼|2, and the
susceptibility 𝜒 of the conduction electrons’ spin polarization
around the Fermi level to an effective magnetic field formed
by 4f magnetic moments

(

𝐽𝑅𝐾𝐾𝑌 ∝ |𝐼|2𝜒
)

[3].

The ultrafast dynamics of magnetic devices after femtosec-
ond laser excitation is governed by the transfer speed of an-
gular momentum between its microscopic subsystems. While
the investigation of such ultrafast spin dynamics has been em-
ployed to study these interactions for several decades [4, 5],
and also numerous studies of lanthanide magnetism have been
reported [6–14], the influence of the individual contributions
of 𝐽𝑅𝐾𝐾𝑌 to ultrafast spin dynamics remained mostly elusive.
In particular, whereas the role of the localized 4f magnetic mo-
ments has been extensively studied mostly in the heavy triva-
lent lanthanides (Gd - Tm) [6, 12, 13], the role of the itin-
erant conduction electrons in lanthanide magnetism has not
been investigated systematically so far since many elemental
lanthanides share very similar conduction electron structures
making it difficult to isolate their specific role in ultrafast mag-
netization dynamics. However, due to their central role in the

RKKY interaction, a systematic investigation of the influence
of the conduction electrons properties on the magnetization
dynamics in lanthanide-based compounds is of strong interest.

For this purpose, we investigated the ultrafast magnetization
dynamics in a series of 4f antiferromagnetic (AF) compounds
LnT2Si2 (Ln: lanthanides; T: transition metals, Fig. 1a), which
share almost identical magnetic and lattice structures [15, 16].
Using this similarity, we recently investigated the role of the
4f moments on the ultrafast spin dynamics of LnRh2Si2 by
varying the lanthanide Ln [14], which demonstrated that the
direct spin transfer between antiferromagnetically coupled 4f
moments is an essential demagnetization channel during ul-
trafast spin dynamics scaling with the strength of the RKKY
interaction. In this Letter, in a similar approach we system-
atically vary the nonmagnetic transition metal T occupation
within GdT2Si2 from 3d to 5d (Co, Rh, Ir), and single out
the influence on the RKKY interaction and the ultrafast spin
dynamics in these 4f antiferromagnets. Surprisingly, we find
a non-monotonous variation of angular momentum transfer
rates with d-shell occupation, with GdRh2Si2 showing larger
transfer rates as the other two compounds. Using ab-initio cal-
culations, we explain this behavior by the variation of the con-
duction electron susceptibility 𝜒 due to a competition of the
𝑇 -ion 𝑑-orbital extension and the 𝑑-level energy splitting.

The family of intermetallics GdT2Si2 (T = Co 3d, Rh 4d and
Ir 5d) crystallizes in the tetragonal ThCr2Si2 structure (a = b ∼
4 Å, c ∼ 10 Å) and are A-type antiferromagnets, where antifer-
romagnetically ordered Gd ions are separated by T2Si2 blocks
along the c-axis (Fig. 1a) [16, 17]. The sample growth condi-
tion and characterization are elaborated in Supplementary In-
formation I. The Néel temperatures 𝑇𝑁 of the three samples are
45 K (Co), 107 K (Rh), and 85 K (Ir) [11, 18]. Employing reso-
nant soft X-ray diffraction (RXD), we measured the resonantly
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FIG. 1. (a) Crystal structure of GdT2Si2 (T = Co, Rh, and Ir). 𝐽1,
𝐽2 are exchange coupling between the nearest and the next nearest in-
plane 4f moments, and 𝐽3 is the exchange coupling between the near-
est out-of-plane 4f moments. (b) Sketch of the experimental setup.
(top) Pump-induced suppression of the (001) magnetic diffraction
peak of GdRh2Si2. (c) Equilibrium temperature-dependent behavior
of the magnetic diffraction amplitude of GdT2Si2 (symbols). Dashed
line is a mean-field curve for 𝑆 = 7∕2 corresponding to Gd [1]. Bold
solid symbols indicate the estimated staggered magnetization of each
sample at 20 K, the base temperature of the dynamic measurements.
(d) Photon-energy-dependent resonant amplification of the magnetic
diffraction intensity of GdT2Si2 (symbols). Vertical dashed line in-
dicates the photon energy we chose for the rest of this study (1187.5
eV).

enhanced [0 0 𝐿] magnetic diffraction intensity, sensitive to
long-range AF ordering of Gd 4f moments along the c axis
(Fig. 1b). The samples were characterized at the RESOXS end
station of the SIM beamline of the Swiss Light Source at the
Paul Scherrer Institute, Switzerland and the RIXS end station
of the ID32 beamline of the European Synchrotron Radiation
Facility in Grenoble, France [19, 20]. Time-resolved resonant
soft X-ray diffraction (trRXD) experiments were performed at
the FemtoSpeX beamline UE56/1-ZPM of BESSY II of the
Helmholtz-Zentrum Berlin, Germany, which uses femtosec-
ond slicing to provide ultrashort soft X-ray pulses [21]. We
used 50 fs-long laser pulses centered at 1.55 eV, at a repetition
rate of 3 kHz to excite the sample, and measured the transient
diffraction intensity with 100 fs-long sliced soft X-ray pulses
centered at the Gd M5 absorption edge with an avalanche pho-
todiode (APD), at a repetition rate of 6 kHz (Fig. 1b). All dy-
namical experiments were conducted at a temperature of 20 K.

While GdIr2Si2 shows a commensurate magnetic diffraction
peak at constant 𝐿 = 1 at all temperatures (see Supplementary
Information II) similar to GdRh2Si2 [11], GdCo2Si2 displays
incommensurate magnetic diffraction peaks at 𝐿=𝑞 and 2 − 𝑞
with 𝑞 ∼ 0.966 at 20 K, which shift with temperature (see
Supplementary Information II). Since the two incommensu-
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FIG. 2. (a) Ultrafast dynamics of the normalized (0 0 𝐿) magnetic
diffraction amplitude of GdT2Si2 (T = Co, Rh, and Ir) at a selected
pump fluence acquired at a constant momentum transfer 𝑄. Error
bars denote uncertainties from Poisson statistics. Solid lines are ex-
ponential decaying functions for phenomenological description (see
text). (b) Demagnetization amplitude of the three samples plotted
along the fluence 𝐹 normalized by the critical fluence 𝐹𝐶 (see text)
of each sample. (Inset) The relation between the critical fluence and
the Néel temperature of each sample. (c) Normalized slow demag-
netization time constants 𝜏∕𝜏𝐶 of the three samples plotted along the
normalized fluence 𝐹∕𝐹𝐶 . (Inset) Time constants 𝜏𝐶 at the critical
fluence used for normalization.

rate peaks exhibit an almost identical temperature- and photon-
energy dependence, we concentrate on the (0 0 𝑞) peak in this
study.

The magnetic diffraction intensity of the three samples ex-
hibits almost identical temperature dependencies following a
mean-field-like behavior (Gd, 𝑆 = 7∕2) (Fig. 1c). The similar
photon energy dependence of resonant enhancement at the Gd
M5 absorption edge (h𝜈 = 1.18 keV; 3d → 4f ) demonstrates
their similar orbital and magnetic configuration (Fig. 1d), and
leads to very similar penetration depths of ∼4 nm at reso-
nance, corresponding to the X-ray light probes ∼4 unit cells of
GdT2Si2 [11, 14, 22]. These similarities in both temperature-
and photon-energy dependence demonstrate their similar long-
range 4f antiferromagnetism, justifying the following compar-
ative analysis of ultrafast spin dynamics.

Femtosecond dynamics of the (0 0 𝐿) magnetic diffrac-
tion peak amplitude for selected pump fluences are shown in
Fig. 2a. The dynamics at all measured pump fluences dis-
cussed in this study are presented in Supplementary Informa-
tion III. In the case of GdRh2Si2, the peak amplitudes have
been separated from a transient reorientation of the magnetic
in-plane easy-axis using a procedure that combines several az-
imuthal orientations [11]. To account for pump-induced tran-
sient peak shifts, the peak amplitudes for GdCo2Si2 have been
corrected by considering the transient peak position evolution
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of the (0 0 𝐿) diffraction peak, as detailed in Supplementary
Information IV.

For a quantitative comparison of the demagnetization dy-
namics of the three materials, we modeled the demagnetiza-
tion curves using a phenomenological exponential decaying
functions describing different timescales:

𝐴(𝑡) = 1 − Θ
(

𝑡, 𝑡0
)

𝑓,𝑠
∑

𝑖
𝐴𝑖

(

1 − 𝑒−(𝑡−𝑡0)∕𝜏𝑖
)

, (1)

where 𝐴𝑓 , 𝐴𝑠, and 𝜏𝑓 , 𝜏𝑠 are the amplitude and the time con-
stant of the fast (∼1 ps) and slow (∼30-100 ps) processes, re-
spectively. 𝑡0 corresponds to the temporal overlap of pump and
probe pulses, and Θ

(

𝑡, 𝑡0
)

is the Heaviside function. Fig. 2b
presents the demagnetization amplitude Δ𝑚 = 𝐴𝑓 + 𝐴𝑠 as
functions of fluence normalized to the critical fluence 𝐹𝐶 , de-
fined for each material as the fluence necessary to induce 50%
demagnetization [14] (Details of the absorbed fluence estima-
tion are provided in Supplementary Information V). We find
values for 𝐹𝐶 of 0.60 (Co), 1.74 (Rh), and 1.36 (Ir) mJ/cm2,
respectively, which surprisingly do not follow the 𝑑-shell oc-
cupation of the 𝑇 -ions, but instead show a linear relationship
to 𝑇𝑁 (inset of Fig. 2b). A similar relation with a comparable
slope has also been observed inLnRh2Si2 (Ln=Pr - Ho) [14].
This scaling relation between the critical fluence 𝐹𝐶 and the
Néel temperature 𝑇𝑁 implies that the relevant magnetic inter-
actions follow a classical mean-field-like behavior [14], sup-
porting the validity of our comparative analysis of the ultrafast
spin dynamics of GdT2Si2.

The normalized time constants of the slow demagnetiza-
tion process 𝜏𝑠, which is present in all materials, is shown
in Fig. 2c. They exhibit a qualitatively similar square-root-
like behavior with 𝐹∕𝐹𝐶 , albeit the absolute time scales dif-
fer substantially (see inset of Fig. 2c), similar to our previous
study [14]. Thus, while all of the studied materials exhibit
qualitatively similar demagnetization behavior, there are also
notable differences. Whereas GdRh2Si2 and GdIr2Si2 display
a two-step decay in their demagnetization dynamics (𝜏𝑓 ∼1
ps, 𝜏𝑠>10ps), followed by a slow recovery after ∼100 ps, 𝜏𝑓
is almost absent in GdCo2Si2. Furthermore, similar to the
critical fluences, we find substantial differences in the demag-
netization rate, following the same sequence (GdRh2Si2 and
GdCo2Si2 exhibiting the fastest and the slowest dynamics, re-
spectively).

For accurate comparison of the demagnetization rates, the
ultrafast angular momentum transfer rate 𝛼 = 𝑚𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑔.𝜇4𝑓𝐴𝑠∕𝜏𝑠
is calculated for each material [14], where 𝜇4𝑓=7𝜇𝐵 is the
size of the Gd 4f moments [3]. The staggered magnetization
𝑚𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑔. of each sample at 20 K is indicated in Fig. 1c with bold
solid markers. The fluence-dependent behavior of the angular
momentum transfer rates is shown in Supplementary Informa-
tion III. Similarly to the inverse time constants and critical flu-
ences, GdRh2Si2 (4𝑑) has the largest 𝛼 followed by GdIr2Si2
(5𝑑), and GdCo2Si2 (3𝑑). Although they share the same Gd 4f
moments, the angular momentum transfer rate of the GdT2Si2
series varies by ∼100%.
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FIG. 3. (a) Energy distribution of calculated spin polarization of Gd
5d states of GdT2Si2 in the vicinity of the Fermi level 𝐸𝐹 . (b) Cal-
culated indirect RKKY exchange interaction between the nearest in-
plane 4f moments 𝐽1 (closed markers, dashed line, right axis) and
the nearest out-of-plane antiferromagnetically coupled 4f moments
𝐽3 (open markers, solid line, left axis) plotted along the calculated
Gd 5d spin polarization. (c) Angular momentum transfer rate at 𝐹𝐶
interpolated from fluence dependence (Fig. III.1.d in Supplementary
Information III) plotted along the Gd 5d spin polarization of the three
samples. Grey line is a guide to the eyes. The error bars are derived
from error propagation of demagnetization time constant and ampli-
tude of each compound.

In order to understand the reason for the varying ultrafast
angular momentum transfer rate of the GdT2Si2 series, we
calculated exchange coupling constants and electronic densi-
ties of states (eDOS) of GdT2Si2 employing density functional
theory (DFT) (see Supplementary Information VI for details).
According to the DFT calculations, in GdT2Si2, the conduc-
tion electrons are composed mostly of 5d electrons. Thus,
the interaction between the local magnetic moments is medi-
ated predominantly via spin-polarized Gd 5d states. As dis-
cussed in the introduction, the strength of the RKKY interac-
tion 𝐽𝑅𝐾𝐾𝑌 is determined by the overlap integral between 4f
and conduction electrons and the non-local susceptibility of
the conduction electrons’ spin polarization around the Fermi
level𝐸𝐹 . Since all the studied compounds share the same local
magnetic moments and Gd 5d electrons, the overlap integral
factor does not vary much among the GdT2Si2 series.

In contrast, the calculations show that the spin polarization
of Gd 5d electrons around 𝐸𝐹 i.e., the difference in eDOS
of majority- and minority-spin states, varies substantially be-
tween the different compounds (Fig. 3a). At the Fermi level
𝐸𝐹 , GdRh2Si2 has the largest spin polarization, followed by
GdIr2Si2 and GdCo2Si2. As shown in Fig. 3b, the spin polar-
ization at 𝐸𝐹 also directly correlates with the strength of the
calculated RKKY interaction between the nearest in-plane and
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out-of-plane Gd 4f moments (𝐽1, 𝐽3, respectively in Fig. 1a).
This varying spin polarization implies that the transition metal
ions modify the eDOS of both majority- and minority-spin
states and thus the non-local susceptibility of the conduction
electrons’ spin polarization in the vicinity of the Fermi level.
At the same time, we also find a clear scaling relation of the
experimental angular momentum transfer rate with the Gd 5d
spin polarization at 𝐸𝐹 (Fig. 3c). As shown for the LnRh2Si2
series [14], the ultrafast angular momentum transfer rate in this
series of compounds scales with the strength of the RKKY in-
teraction. Therefore, the observed scaling relation with the Gd
5𝑑 spin polarization (Fig. 3c) reflects the influence of the con-
duction electrons’ susceptibility on the ultrafast spin dynamics
of the GdT2Si2 series due to varying nonmagnetic T ions.

The behaviour of 5d electrons in GdT2Si2 explored in our
calculations can be explained by two important factors (Fig. 4).
The first important factor is the extension of the transition
metal wave functions. These orbitals show an increasing de-
gree of delocalization when going from the 3d to the 5d shell,
with GdCo2Si2 showing the strongest localization (see Sup-
plementary Information VII). Therefore, the hybridization be-
tween Si and Co states is much weaker than the hybridization
between Si and Ir / Rh states in GdIr2Si2 and GdRh2Si2. Con-
sequently, with increasing delocalization of T 𝑑 orbitals along
the series the vacant Si valence electrons hybridize less with
the Gd 5d states, increasing the 5d eDOS and hence the spin
polarisation at the Fermi level (Fig. 4a). The second factor
influencing the 5d DOS is the bonding / antibonding split-
ting of T 𝑑 states, and their distance to 𝐸𝐹 . Here, the dis-
tance of the antibonding states from 𝐸𝐹 increases from Co to
Ir (see Supplementary Information VII), leading to a reduc-
tion of the eDOS near 𝐸𝐹 along the series (Fig. 4b), which in
consequence decreases the spin polarization near 𝐸𝐹 as well.
Combined with the first factor, this explains the observed be-
havior the largest eDOS and angular momentum transfer in
GdRh2Si2 (Fig. 4c).

In addition, the particular crystalline structure of GdT2Si2
supports this trend. As shown in Ref. [23], magnetic proper-
ties of lanthanide compounds are highly sensitive to changes
in unit cell volumes: a reduction of the unit cell volume leads
to a reduction of 5d eDOS at the Fermi level, thereby modi-
fying the magnetic interaction in the system. In our case, the
variation of the unit cell volume (GdCo2Si2: 150.0 Å3 [17] <
GdIr2Si2: 156.0 Å3 [16] < GdRh2Si2: 162.9 Å3 [15]) reflects
the changes in eDOS and spin polarization at 𝐸𝐹 .

In summary, we investigated the role of the itinerant con-
duction electrons in ultrafast spin dynamics of 4f antiferro-
magnets. By substituting the T ions in GdT2Si2 (T= Co,
Rh, Ir), we selectively modified their conduction electron sus-
ceptibility and measured femtosecond dynamics of magnetic
diffraction intensity at various pump fluences employing time-
resolved resonant magnetic soft x-ray diffraction. While we
found qualitatively similar demagnetization behavior upon op-
tical excitation at 1.55 eV, the observed critical fluences and
ultrafast angular momentum transfer rates 𝛼 vary drastically,
and non-monotonously with 𝑇 orbital shell (𝛼: GdRh2Si2 >
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FIG. 4. Cartoon summarizing the factors contributing to the scaling
of the ultrafast angular momentum transfer rate of GdT2Si2 with re-
spect to the transition metal (T) ions, 3d Co, 4d Rh and 5d Ir. (a) The
extension of T d-orbitals is reflected by their calculated bandwidth
(Fig. VII.1 in Supplementary Information VII). (b) The distance be-
tween the bonding / antibonding orbitals with respect to the Fermi
level is reflected by the energy splitting of the calculated unoccupied
antibonding T d and occupied T d states (Fig. Fig. VI.1). (c) The com-
bined effect of the trends in (a) and (b) leads to the observed behavior
of spin susceptibility and angular momentum transfer rates.

GdIr2Si2 > GdCo2Si2). First-principles calculations of elec-
tronic density of states and exchange coupling constants of
GdT2Si2 employing density functional theory show that the
spin polarization of Gd 5d electrons scales with the in-plane
and out-of-plane nearest neighbor exchange coupling con-
stants, and with the experimental angular momentum transfer
rate. This implies that varying the T ions modifies the non-
local susceptibility of conduction electrons’ spin polarization
and hence, the strength of the RKKY interaction. We explain
this effect by a combination of d orbital wavefunction local-
ization and bonding / antibonding splitting of T d states, mod-
ifying the electronic density of states around the Fermi level
and their non-local susceptibility. Our findings provide impor-
tant insights for designing lanthanide-based magnetic devices,
showing how a modification of the itinerant conduction elec-
trons, which could e.g. be implemented by chemical or elec-
trostatic doping, impacts ultrafast angular momentum transfer
processes.
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