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ABSTRACT: High pressure is an important dimension for the
emergent phenomena in transition metal oxides, including high-
temperature superconductivity, colossal magnetoresistance, and
magnetoelectric coupling. In these multiply correlated systems, the
interplay between lattice, charge, orbital, and spin is extremely
susceptible to external pressure. Magnetite (Fe3O4) is one of the
oldest known magnetic materials and magnetic minerals, yet its
high pressure behaviors are still not clear. In particular, the crystal
structure of the high-pressure phase has remained contentious.
Here, we investigate the pressure-induced phase transitions in
Fe3O4 from first-principles density-functional theory. It is revealed
that the net magnetic moment, arising from two ferrimagnetically coupled sublattices in Fe3O4, shows an abrupt drop when
entering into the high-pressure phase but recovers finite value when the pressure is beyond 65.1 GPa. The origin lies in the
redistribution of Fe 3d orbital occupation with the change of crystal field, where successive structural transitions from ambient
pressure phase Fd3̅m to high pressure phase Pbcm (at 29.7 GPa) and further to Bbmm (at 65.1 GPa) are established accurately.
These findings not only explain the experimental observations on the structural and magnetic properties of the highly
compressed Fe3O4 but also suggest the existence of highly magnetized magnetite in the Earth’s lower mantle.

1. INTRODUCTION

Pressure-induced crystal structural transition and electronic
structural transition of solids have been the focus of solid-state
chemistry, material science, and condensed matter physics.1−16

In particular, in transition metal oxides, where the interplay
between lattice, spin, charge, and orbital is strong, high pressure
shows significant influence on the emergent phenomena in
these multiply correlated systems, including high-temperature
superconductors, charge-orbital ordered manganites, Mott−
Hubbard insulators, colossal magnetoresistive oxides, and
magnetoelectric multiferroics.2−16 Recently, pressure-induced
simultaneous crystal structure and spin-state transitions have
been found in some of 3d transition metal oxides, including
BiCoO3, BiNiO3, BiMnO3, BiFeO3, FeTiO3, and recently
synthesized two-dimensional infinite-layer SrFeO2.

5−15 High-
spin-to-low-spin-state transition, accompanied by structural
transition, is usually found when an external pressure is
applied. For iron-related mineral oxides (FeO, Fe2O3, MgFeO,
MgFeSiO3, and MgFeSiAlO3), studies on their high-pressure
behaviors are meaningful not only for the fundamental research
but also for the understanding of the magnetism of the Earth,
where iron, as in many forms of compounds, is widely spread in
the Earth’s mantle.16−28

As one of the oldest known materials and an important
constituent of the Earth’s interior, magnetite (Fe3O4) has been

the focus of high-pressure (HP) studies for many years.29−41 At
ambient conditions, Fe3O4 is a ferrimagnetic inverse spinel
(space group Fd3 ̅m , No. 227) (Figure 1a), where the
tetrahedral (Td) positions are occupied by Fe3+ and the
octahedral (Oh) sites contain equal amounts of Fe3+ and Fe2+.
Interestingly, this is the only crystal structure of Fe3O4 where
the positions of the atoms are determined for certain.
Determination of the low-temperature crystal structure is
currently approached by many methods, where the Verwey
transition and charge−orbital ordering are found to be
intimately related with these low-temperature phases.42−50 On
the other hand, HP experimental results show that starting
from 20−25 GPa (at room temperature) and up to 60 GPa,
Fe3O4 is gradually transforming to the HP polymorph.31−35

The exact crystal structure of the HP phase, however, is still
under debate. Both CaMn2O4-type structure (space group
Pbcm, No. 57, as shown in Figure 1b)32 and CaTi2O4-type
(space group Bbmm, No. 63, as shown in Figure 1c)33−35 have
been observed and proposed to be the candidate for the HP
phase of Fe3O4. For example, as shown by Fei et al., at 34.45,
26.41, and 23.96 GPa, Pbcm HP phase was identified.32 While
Haavik et al. found that, from 21.8 up to 43 GPa, Bbmm HP
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phase agrees with the elastic properties much better than Pbcm
does.33

In addition, experiments on the magnetic behaviors of HP
magnetite are still not clear.36−40 A transition from the inverse
spinel to the normal one was proposed first, where within a
crude atomic description, a 50% change of net magnetic
moment (i.e., from S = 2 to S = 3) between the inverse and
normal spinel structures is expected.37 Such an obvious
variation in the magnetic moment of Fe ions, however, has
not been detected by Fe K-edge X-ray magnetic circular
dichroism (XMCD) measurements.38,39 On the contrary, a
sharp decrease (∼50%) in the amplitude of the XMCD signal
was observed between 12 and 16 GPa and was interpreted as a
high-spin to intermediate-spin transition of Fe2+ ions at the Oh
site.38 Interestingly, in a recent XMCD experiment, neither
inverse-to-normal crossover nor high-spin to intermediate-spin
transition has been observed up to 41 GPa.40 In contrast, these
authors found a continuous evolution of the magnetic moment
in the whole pressure range, where an abrupt drop of
magnetization is revealed at around 25 GPa and the net
magnetization disappears around 60−70 GPa by extrapolation
to higher pressure.40

Hence, there has been enormous controversies on both the
crystal structure and the magnetic behaviors of the compressed
magnetite. In this paper, we present comprehensive first-
principles studies of Fe3O4 under HP and provide clear answers
to the following fundamental questions: What is real structure
of the HP phase? Is there any intrinsic relation between the
structural transitions and magnetic behaviors? If there is, what
is the mechanism for the experimentally observed sharp
decrease of magnetization around 25 GPa? Will the magnet-
ization be totally lost beyond 60−70 GPa?

2. COMPUTATIONAL METHOD
Our ab initio calculations are performed using the full-potential
projector augmented wave (PAW) method,51 as implemented in the
Vienna ab initio Simulation Package (VASP).52−56 They are based on
density-functional theory with the generalized gradient approximation
(GGA) in the form proposed by Perdew, Burke, and Ernzerhof
(PBE).57 A large plane-wave cutoff of 1000 eV is used throughout and
the convergence criteria for energy is 10−6 eV. PAW potentials are
used to describe the electron−ion interaction with 14 valence
electrons for Fe (3p63d64s2) and 6 for O (2s22p4). Monkhorst−Pack
k-point meshes are used in the Brillouin zone (BZ) integration with at
least 400 k-points in the irreducible BZ for different crystal
symmetries. In the calculations, under the certain external pressure,
ions are relaxed toward equilibrium positions until the Hellman−
Feynman forces are less than 1 meV/Å. The obtained lattice constant
of Fe3O4 at ambient pressure is 8.40 Å, in good agreement with

previous first-principle calculations58 and also matching the exper-
imental value of 8.39 Å.58 In addition, the obtained magnetic moment
is 4 μB/fu, agreeing with its half-metallic nature. On the other hand, we
have also performed the calculations based on local spin density
approximation (LSDA). However, LSDA is found to give a
underestimated lattice constant of 8.09 Å as well as a low net
magnetic moment of 3.28 μB/fu in Fe3O4. Compared with available
experimental data of the pressure dependence of magnetization, LSDA
also leads to a rapid decease of magnetization, even under low external
pressures. In addition, besides the ferrimagnetic coupling between two
sublattices, we also consider ferromagnetic coupled situations for both
ambient pressure and HP phases. It is found that ferromagnetic
ordering is energetically unfavorable. Therefore, we focus on the
ferrimagnetic ordering (the ground state) in the following discussions.

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Experimentally identified CaMn2O4-type and CaTi2O4-type
structures are used as starting points to search for an indeed HP
phase, where the enthalpy of them are calculated as a function
of external pressure together with that of Fd3 ̅m phase (Figure
2a,b). Obviously, the Fd3 ̅m phase is the ground state under
ambient pressure. A transition to HP phase is found at 29.7
GPa, in agreement with the experimentally established 25
GPa.32 Although, the enthalpy difference between Pbcm phase
and Bbmm is very small, we can still see that within the range of
29.7 to 65.1 GPa, Pbcm is thermodynamically stable. This
suggests that the first structure transition around 29.7 GPa is
Fd3 ̅m to Pbcm, followed by the second transition from Pbcm to
Bbmm at 65.1 GPa.
Examining the volume−pressure relationship (Figure 2c,d),

we can further find that the relative volume change for the
transition of Fd3̅m → Pbcm is around 10.7%, which is larger
than the reported experimental results, ∼6.1%. The reason for
this discrepancy is due to the fact that the maximum reachable
pressure in the experiment is 27 GPa,33 lower than our
predicted value of 29.7 GPa. On the other hand, the transition
from Pbcm to Bbmm exhibits a very small volume decrease of
0.75%. This almost negligible volume change may be
responsible for the confusing experimental results of the crystal
structure of HP phase.
The bulk modulus can provide additional structural

information, where they are obtained by least-squares fit of
the pressure−volume data to a third-order Birch−Murnaghan
equation of state

= −

− − ′ −
⎡
⎣⎢

⎤
⎦⎥

P K V V V V

K V V

3
2

[( / ) ( / ) ]

1
3
4

(4 ){( / ) 1}

0
7/3

0
5/3

0
2/3

(1)

Figure 1. Illustration of crystal structure of Fe3O4 under ambient pressure with inverse spinel structure Fd3̅m (a), HP Fe3O4 with Pbcm space group
(b), and HP Fe3O4 with Bbmm space group (c). Large golden balls are for Fe and small blue balls are for oxygen.
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where K, K′, and V0 are the bulk modulus, its pressure
derivative, and the volume at zero pressure, respectively. For
Fd3̅m phase (P < 29.7 GPa), the bulk modulus and its pressure
derivative are 181.7 ± 9.1 GPa and 2.90 ± 0.01, respectively.
Within this pressure range, nine independent experimental
studies as shown in Table 1 are available with bulk modulus
ranging from 155 to 215 GPa,33 in good agreement with our

calculated result. For HP Pbcm phase (29.7 GPa < P < 65.1
GPa), a much larger bulk modulus of 234.2 ± 2.5 GPa and its
pressure derivative 2.70 ± 0.09 are found, agreeing with the
much denser and less compressible of HP phase. These
quantities are further increased in Bbmm phase (65.1 GPa < P <
150 GPa), reaching 488.7 ± 7.2 GPa and 1.7 ± 0.1 for K and
K′, respectively. Such a large bulk modulus is consistent with
34029 and 450 GPa30 deduced from shock-wave experiments at
pressures from 65 to 130 GPa and also verifies the fact that,
between two experimentally identified HP structure candidates,
Bbmm phase is the thermodynamically stable structure at the
higher pressures. Therefore, with the above analysis and the
good agreement with experimental data on elastic properties, a
pressure-driven structural transition sequence of Fd3̅m → Pbcm
→ Bbmm is established.
The evolution of magnetization of Fe3O4 is shown in Figure

3, where three distinct regimes compatible with the successive

structural transitions are obvious. The theoretically obtained
net magnetic moment shows a weak pressure dependence up to
30 GPa. When entering into the Pbcm phase, it shows a rapid
decrease at 40 GPa and total loss at 65 GPa. Furthermore, the
net magnetization recovers a finite value above 65 GPa and
does not disappear up to 130 GPa within Bbmm symmetry. It
should be pointed that the revealed evolution of the magnetism
is in good agreement with the XMCD experimental measure-
ments within the range of 16−50 GPa,40 where the observed
sharp drop of magnetization can be well understood as a result
of the crystal structural transition to the HP Pbcm phase.
Within Fd3 ̅m phase or Pbcm phase, the experimentally
measured XMCD data show a little deeper decrease than the
theoretical results. This might be due to the thermal excitation
effect, where the experiment was carried out at 300 K.40 Clearly,
magnetism in Fe3O4 is intimately related with the crystal
structure. Therefore, to give a clear and comprehensive picture

Figure 2. Thermodynamic stability diagram of Fe3O4 in the static
approximation. (a) The enthalpy difference (per formula unit)
between Fd3 ̅m and Pbcm phases. (b) The enthalpy difference (per
formula unit) between Pbcm and Bbmm phases. (c) Pressure
dependence of the volume (28-atom unit) of Fd3̅m and Pbcm phases.
(d) Pressure dependence of the volume of Pbcm and Bbmm phases.
The volume change at the transition pressure Pt is defined as ΔV =
[V1(Pt) − V2(Pt)]/V1(Pt), where 1 and 2 stand, respectively, for the
phases before and after transition.

Table 1. Calculated K (GPa) and K′ in Comparison with
Experimental Data as Shown in Ref 33

theory or experiment K (GPa) K′
Pmin−Pmax
(GPa)

present calculations on Fd3̅m 181.7(9.1) 2.90(0.01) 0−29.7
Bridgman (1949) 170(5) − 0−2.9
Mao et al. (1974) 209(9) 4 0−20
Wilburn and Bassett (1977) 155(12) 4 0−6.5
Hazen et al. (1981) 189(14) 4 0−4.5
Finger et al. (1986) 186(5) 4(0.4) 0−4.5
Nakagiri et al. (1986) 181(2) 5.5(15) 0−4.5
Staun Olsen et al. (1994) 200(20) − 0−5.5
Gerward and Staun Olsen
(1995)

215(25) 7.5(40) 0−25

Haavik et al. (2000) 217(2) 4 0−27
Present calculations on HP
Pbcmm

234.2(2.5) 2.70(0.09) 29.7−65.1

Present calculations on HP
Bbmm

488.7(7.2) 1.70(0.10) 65.1−130.0

Ahrens et al. (1969) 340 − 65−130
Anderson and Kanamori
(1968)

450 − 65−130

Figure 3. (a) The XMCD experimental data reproduced from ref 40.
The calculated magnetic moments: (b) net moment per Fe3O4, (c) A
site per Fe, and (d) B site per Fe.
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of pressure-induced magnetization transitions, we resort to the
detailed electronic structure and spin-state at each Fe ion.
Nine representative samples as listed in Table 2 are studied

in detail. The exact lattice constants and atomic positions can
be found in the Supporting Information. Judging from the
orbital resolved local density of states for Fd3̅m phase, Pbcm
phase, and Bbmm phase (see Figure 4 and Supporting

Information), the differences between low-pressure (LP)
phases (samples I−III) and HP phases (samples IV−IX) are
evident, where from orbital occupancy Fe ions are in the high-
spin (HS) state for all the LP phases. For sample I, the
exchange splitting energy (ΔEX) between the spin-up and spin-
down 3d electrons is around 3.5 eV. The crystal-field splitting
energy (ΔCF), i.e., the energy difference between t2g and eg
states, is 0.77 eV for A site and 1.72 eV for B site (Table 3).
When pressure increases to 28.7 GPa (sample III), ΔCF
increases to 0.92 eV for A site and 1.93 eV for B site, whereas
ΔEX reduces to 3.3 eV. ΔEX is still larger than ΔCF, leading to
the HS state in all LP phases.
On the other hand, as demonstrated in the electronic density

of states (see Figure 4 and Supporting Information), Fe ions of
HP phases are in the either intermediate-spin (IS) or low-spin
(LS) state. For A site, the formerly empty dz2

↑ orbital gets

occupied, whereas dyz
↑ and dxz

↑ shift to higher energy and are still
empty. Moreover, the splitting of these degenerated orbitals
increases with the increasing applied pressure. Similar orbital
splitting in spin-down channel is also found, where dyz

↓ and dxz
↓

states are found to move toward the Fermi level and become
partially occupied with the increasing pressure. To see more
clearly the pressure-induced electron redistribution among five
orbitals, we demonstrate the exact orbital occupation number in
Figure 5. Obviously, with the increase of pressure, electrons in
the dyz and dxz states move to the dz2 states with the opposite
spin. For B site Fe, eg

↑ bands move toward the Fermi level
(samples II−VI) and above the Fermi energy when the
pressure is high enough (sample VII), while the states of t2g

↑ are
still below the Fermi energy but become broadened. The
expansion of t2g

↓ states becomes large, and eg
↓ states move to

high energies. These features indicate that the electrons in the
eg
↑ (dz2

↑ , dx2−y2
↑ ) states move to the t2g

↓ (dxy
↓ , dyz

↓ , and dxz
↓ ) states, as

illustrated in the lower panel of Figure 5. Such a redistribution
of orbital occupation reduces the spin asymmetry, leading to
the IS or LS state in HP phases.
In fact, the exact number of 3d electrons nA

↑ (nB
↓) increases

and nA
↓ (nB

↑) decreases with the applied pressure. However, the
total electron number, nA (=nA

↑ + nA
↓) and nB (=nB

↑ + nB
↓),

remains unchanged with the increase of pressure, suggesting
HP phases of Fe3O4 still have the chemical formula of
Fe(A)3+[Fe(B)]2.5+2O4 as the magnetite at the ambient
pressure. It is revealed that pressure dependence of (nA

↑ + nA
↓)

and (nB
↑ + nB

↓) are almost identical with mA and mB
demonstrated in Figure 3. This finding suggests that the
evolution of magnetization can be mostly attributed to the
redistribution of 3d orbital occupation.
Then this begs the question: why can Fe 3d orbital

occupation vary with applied pressure? Our answer hinges on
the nature of the crystal field, which will lead to a significant
change in the environment at both A and B sites. According to
Pauli’s exclusion principle and Hund’s rules, the spin-up and
spin-down electrons will redistribute among Fe 3d orbitals,
leading to the change of magnetic moment mA and mB. At the
transition pressures, the most evident variations of crystal

Table 2. Space Group, Volume (28-atom unit), Energy Difference (eV/Fe) between Magnetized State and Nonmagnetized
State, and Local and Net Magnetic Moments of Fe3O4 under Different External Pressures

sample space group P (GPa) V (Å3) ΔE mA (μB/Fe) mB (μB/Fe) mnet (μB/fu)

I Fd3̅m 0 296.5 1.0117 −3.48 3.57 4
II Fd3̅m 12.0 279.1 0.7925 −3.35 3.50 4
III Fd3̅m 28.7 260.0 0.5256 −3.11 3.36 3.93
IV Pbcm 30.1 231.3 0.6240 −3.40 2.33 1.15
V Pbcm 49.7 217.1 0.4928 −3.30 1.93 0.37
VI Pbcm 63.4 210.1 0.4227 −3.21 1.75 0.10
VII Bbmm 65.4 206.8 0.3840 −3.20 1.00 −1.33
VIII Bbmm 91.9 196.1 0.3177 −3.05 0.81 −1.69
IX Bbmm 100.8 193.2 0.2875 −3.00 0.78 −1.71

Figure 4. 3d-Orbital resolved local density of states of Fe ions: (a) A
site and (b) B site. Sample I for Fd3̅m phase at 0 GPa, sample IV for
Pbcm phase at 30.1 GPa, and sample VII for Bbmm phase at 65.4 GPa
are demonstrated. The vertical line indicates the Fermi level.

Table 3. Exchange Splitting (ΔEX/eV) and Crystal Field
(ΔCF/eV) Deduced from Density of States for Samples I−III
within Fd3 ̅m Symmetry

ΔEX ΔCF

sample A site B site A site B site

I 3.23(0.04) 3.50(0.05) 0.77(0.02) 1.72(0.03)
II 3.22(0.04) 3.48(0.06) 0.84(0.03) 1.82(0.04)
III 3.19(0.04) 3.43(0.07) 0.92(0.04) 1.93(0.06)
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structure occur, so the most abrupt changes of mA and mB are
anticipated. We can take the transition Fd3 ̅m→Pbcm as an
example. The former tetrahedra becomes a trigonal prism,
where two types of Fe−O bonds are involved. The former
octahedra is not regular at all but heavily distorted, involving
four types of Fe−O bonds. Such an obvious change of crystal
field symmetry leads to the variation of 3d orbital splitting and
hence the redistribution of orbital occupation. As a result, the
abrupt decrease of mA, mB, and hence mnet are observed around
the transition pressure (29.7 GPa). An abrupt decrease of mB
but a smooth variation of mA can be observed around the
transition pressure of Pbcm→Bbmm, which can also can be
understood by considering the crystal field symmetry. We
calculate the length of the Fe−O bond in Figure 6. Obviously,

the distances Fe(A)−O1 and Fe(A)−O2 decrease smoothly
within the whole pressure region, indicating the trigonal prism
is continuously compressed without a change of the crystal field
symmetry. However, this is not the case for B site. The
difference between Fe(B)−O1, Fe(B)−O3, and Fe(B)−O4
almost diminishes for Bbmm phase, indicating a more
symmetric crystal field in Bbmm phase than in Pbcm phase.

This change of crystal field symmetry leads to the discontinuity
in the mB−P curves around the transition pressure (65.1 GPa).
Finally, we summarize our revealed pressure-induced

magnetic transitions in Fe3O4 via a spin-pairing transition
picture. As shown in Figure 7, Fe2+ ions at B site experience two
successive spin-state transitions. The number of unpaired 3d
electrons decrease from five at ambient pressure to two at 29.7

Figure 5. Orbital occupation of five 3d orbitals of Fe ions under different pressures. Both up spin and down spin channels for A site as well as B site
are demonstrated.

Figure 6. Pressure dependence of Fe−O bonds lengths. The inset
shows the crystal structure of HP phases with trigonal prism and
adjacent distorted octahedrons. Large purple and yellow spheres
represent iron atoms of A and B sites, respectively, and small cyan
spheres are oxygens.

Figure 7. Spin-pairing diagram for Fe3O4 under external pressures.
Five 3d orbitals (solid line), each capable of accommodating two
electrons with opposite spins (arrows). According to the crystal field
theory, in a cubic environment, the 3d orbitals split into t2g and eg
levels. In a trigonal prism, the 3d orbitals split into three groups: dz2;
dxy and dx2−y2; and dyz and dxz. For LP phases, since ΔEX > ΔCF, the first
spin-down level is higher than the fifth spin-up level, with only one
electron forced to pair and Fe ion has the largest number of unpaired
electrons (HS state). Upon compression, crystal field splitting energy
increases due to the decreasing of Fe−O bond lengths as well as
degree of distortion. Given the fixed ΔEX, certain lower spin-down
levels will cross higher spin-up levels. When the second spin-down
level crosses the fifth spin-up level, the electron at the fifth orbital will
switch spin and move to the second orbital (IS state and ΔEX ∼ ΔCF).
When the third spin-down level crosses the fourth spin-up level, the
electron at the fourth orbital will switch spin and move to the third
orbital (LS state and ΔEX < ΔCF).
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GPa, leading to the IS state. After the second structural
transition, the unpaired electron number becomes zero,
reaching the final LS state. Similar diagrams can be revealed
for Fe3+ in either A or B site. Furthermore, Figure 7 shows the
possible pressure-induced spin-state transition of Fe3O4, where
Fe2+ in B site can have a lower spin-state transition pressure
than Fe3+ in A and B sites, consistent with previous calculations
of p−d FeO6 cluster model.38 As a result, pressure-induced
HS−IS−LS−IS−LS transitions are observed for Fe3O4, which
explains our calculated results of Mnet in Figure 3b successfully.
The abrupt decrease of mnet around 25 GPa corresponds to the
HS−IS transition. The magnetic moment loss at 65 GPa is
attributed to the pseudo-LS state (i.e., IS state for Fe3+ in A site,
IS state for Fe3+ at B site, and LS state for Fe2+ at B site). Once
the pressure is higher than 65 GPa, the IS−LS crossover of Fe3+
in B site could be the cause for the nonzero mnet. The true
overall LS state (i.e., LS state for Fe2+ at B site and Fe3+ at A
and B sites) only can be found at the highest pressure limit,
where all Fe species are at LS state. On the other hand, as
shown in Table 2, the energy difference between magnetized
state and nonmagnetized LS state is on the order electronvolts
and the value almost decreases with increasing external
pressures. For sample IX at a very high pressure of around
100 GPa, the magnetized energy is 0.2875 eV, which equals to
3.333 × 103 K. Therefore, one can conclude that Fe3O4 could
be magnetized in the Earth’s lower mantle, where the pressure
is around 100 GPa and the temperature is near 1000 K. Such a
nonvanishing magnetic moment is important, since if the
Earth’s mantle contains a significant amount of magnetic
minerals, it would change the way Earth’s magnetic field
propagates to the surface and influence the coupling between
the mantle and core.

4. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, based on accurate first-principle density-
functional calculations, we have studied the pressure-driven
crystal structure and electronic spin-state transitions in Fe3O4.
The crystal structure transition sequence, Fd3 ̅m → Pbcm →
Bbmm, was established accurately. Despite the negligible
differences between the volume of two HP phases, the inherent
bulk elastic modulus values show great differences between
each other and are well described within our approach. On the
other hand, the magnetization, which arises from two
sublattices, shows an abrupt drop when the system transits
into HP Pbcm phase. However, when the system further transits
to HP Bbmm phase, the magnetization recovers the finite value.
Our calculations provide a good explanation of the
experimental observations of the magnetic and elastic proper-
ties in Fe3O4. In the meantime, the unquenched magnetic
moment revealed under high pressures suggests that a highly
magnetized Fe3O4 can exist in the Earth’s lower mantle.
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