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A bstract

W e show thatthe di�erencesin the m agnetic propertiesofNi-Pd and Ni-Ptalloys

arisem ainly dueto relativity.In particular,we�nd thatthelocalm agneticm om ent

ofNiincreaseswith theaddition ofPd in Ni-Pd whileitdecreaseswith theaddition

ofPtin Ni-Pt,asfound experim entally,only ifrelativity ispresent.O uranalysisis

based on the e�ectsofrelativity on (i)the spin-polarized densitiesofstatesofNi,

(ii) the splitting ofm ajority and m inority spin d-band centers ofNi,and (iii) the

separation between s-d band centersofPd and Ptin Ni-Pd and Ni-Ptalloys.

1 Introduction

Them agneticpropertiesofalloysof3d transition m etalsFe,Co and Niwith

the nearly m agnetic 4d Pd and 5d Pt show a wide range ofbehavior [1{4].

The variation in the m agnetic properties ofthese alloys,as one goes from

Fe-Pd(Pt) to Co-Pd(Pt) and then to Ni-Pd(Pt),can be attributed to the

change in the num ber ofvalence electrons ofone ofthe constituent atom s

nam ely the3d atom s.However,thechangein them agneticpropertiesofthese

alloys,as one replaces Pd by Pt,is not obvious because both Pd and Pt

have the sam e num berofvalence electrons.Asan exam ple,we show in Fig.

1 the experim entally determ ined average m agnetic m om ents and the local

m agnetic m om ents ofNi,Pd and Pt in Ni-Pd [1,3]and Ni-Pt [1,4]alloys.

From experim ent[3,4]itisfound thattheaddition ofPd to bulk Niincreases

them agneticm om entofNi(reaching a m axim um atabout90% Pd),whereas

theaddition ofPtto bulk Nidecreasesthem agneticm om entofNi.

Earlierwork [5,6]on the m agnetic propertiesofNi-Pd and Ni-Ptalloysused

param etrized localenvironm ent m odels to describe the m agnetism in Ni-Pd
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Fig.1.Theexperim ental(a)averagem agneticm om ent,(b)localm agneticm om ent

atNisite,plotted with respectto the bulk Nim agnetic m om entof0.616 �B ,and

(c)localm agnetic m om entatPd (Pt)site in Ni-Pd and Ni-Ptalloys

and Ni-Ptalloys.Thelocalenvironm entm odelsincorporated thechangesin-

duced dueto thechem icalenvironm entaswellasthem agneticenvironm ent.

Recentwork [7{10],based on the localspin density functionalm ethod,have

sim ply calculated the m agneticpropertiesofNi-Pd and Ni-Ptalloyswithout

trying to understand theelectronicm echanism responsibleforthedi�erences

in theirm agneticproperties.The presentstudy is,therefore,intended to im -

proveourunderstandingofthereasonsthatlead todi�erencesin them agnetic

propertiesofPd-based alloysand Pt-based alloys.In particular,using Ni-Pd

and Ni-Pt alloys as exam ples,we explain the reasons for the di�erences in

theirm agneticproperties.
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Thedi�erencesin them agneticpropertiesofNi-Pd and Ni-Ptalloysaredic-

tated by the electronic structure of4d Pd and 5d Pt atom s and their sub-

sequent hybridization with Niatom s.Since relativity is m ore im portant for

heavierelem ents,thedi�erencesin theelectronicstructureofPd and Ptatom s

arem ainlyduetorelativity.Thusitispossiblethatthem agnetism in Ni-Ptal-

loysisofrelativisticorigin which,in turn,m ay explain itsanom alousbehavior

vis-�a-visNi-Pd alloys.

2 C om putationalD etails

In thispaperwe exam ine the e�ects ofrelativity,by including the so-called

m ass-velocity and Darwin term s,on theelectronicstructureofordered Ni-Pd

(L12 Ni3Pd,L10 NiPd andL12 NiPd3)and Ni-Pt(L12 Ni3Pt,L10 NiPtandL12

NiPt3)alloys.TheelectronicstructureofNi-Pd and Ni-Ptalloysareobtained

by carrying out spin-polarized,charge self-consistent calculations using the

linearm u�n-tin orbital(LM TO)m ethod in theatom ic-sphereapproxim ation

(ASA)[11{13],including thecom bined correction term s[11].Thecalculations

arecarried outwith thenon relativistic Schr�odingerequation aswellaswith

thescalar-relativisticDiracequation.In ourcalculations,theratio oftheNi-

atom ic sphere radii,R N i,and the average W igner-Seitz (W S)radiiR W S,in

Ni-Pd and Ni-Pt alloys are chosen to m ake the respective atom ic spheres

charge neutral.W e �nd thatthe charge neutrality isobtained forR N i=R W S

= 0.98(0.97),0.97(0.95)and 0.96(0.93)forNi3Pd (Ni3Pt),NiPd (NiPt)and

NiPd3 (NiPt3) alloys,respectively.The k-space integrations are carried out

withsu�cientnum berofk pointsintheirreduciblewedgeofthecorresponding

Brillouin zone to ensure the convergence ofthe m agnetic m om ent [14].The

results,described below,correspond to the calculated equilibrium volum e in

each case.

3 R esults and D iscussion

The m ost signi�cant ofour results are shown in Fig.2,where we show the

average as wellas the localm agnetic m om ents at the Niand Pd (Pt) sites

ofNi-Pd (Pt)alloyscalculated non relativistically,Fig.2(a)-(c),and scalar-

relativistically,Fig.2(d)-(f),asafunction ofPd (Pt)concentration.Theaver-

agem agneticm om entcalculated non relativistically,Fig.2(a),forboth Ni-Pd

and Ni-Pt alloys are very sim ilar,and they decrease as a function ofPd or

Ptconcentration,respectively.Them agneticm om entattheNisite,asshown

in Fig.2(b),increasessubstantially with increase in Pd orPtconcentration.

Them agneticm om entatthePd orPtsite,Fig.2(c),doesnotvary by m uch
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Fig.2.The non relativistically and scalar-relativistically calculated (a,d)average

m agnetic m om ent,(b,e) localm agnetic m om ent at Nisite,plotted with respect

to the calculated bulk Nim agnetic m om entin each case,and (c,f)localm agnetic

m om entatPd (Pt)site in Ni-Pd and Ni-Ptalloys.

and isrelatively sm all.ThusFigs.2(a)-(c)clearly show thatifweusethenon

relativistic Ham iltonian to describe the electronic structure then both Ni-Pd

and Ni-Ptalloysdisplaysim ilarm agneticbehavior.However,asshown in Figs.

2(d)-(f),the calculated average aswellaslocalm agnetic m om entsare quite

di�erentforNi-Pd and Ni-Ptalloysifwe use the scalar-relativistic Ham ilto-

nian todescribetheirelectronicstructure.In particular,we�nd from Fig.2(e)

that the m agnetic m om ent at the Nisite in Ni-Pd alloys increases with Pd

concentration,whereasitdecreaseswith increasing Ptconcentration in Ni-Pt

alloys.Asafunction ofconcentration thechangein thelocalm agneticm om ent

atthe Pd orPtsite,shown in Fig.2(f),issm all.Thus a com parison ofour

non relativisticand scalar-relativisticresultsclearlyshowsthatthedi�erences

in the m agnetic properties ofNi-Pd and Ni-Ptalloys are,to a large extent,

determ ined by relativity.W enextcom pare ourcalculated m agnetic m om ents

ofNi-Pd and Ni-Ptalloyswith thecalculationsofothersand theexperim ental

values.

Thecalculated m agneticm om entoffccNi,which changesfrom 0.59�B to0.62

�B with theinclusion ofrelativisticterm s,com paresvery wellwith theexperi-

m entalvalueof0.616�B and thenon relativisticcalculation ofRef.[15].Note
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thatourcalculation ignorestheorbitalcontribution to them agneticm om ent

ofNiwhich isexpected tobearound 0.05�B .Theaveragem agneticm om ents,

calculated scalar-relativistically,forNi3Pd,NiPd and NiPd3 are0.58 �B ,0.50

�B and 0.37 �B respectively.Since we �nd that the substitutionaldisorder

doesnotchangethem agneticm om entofNi-Pd alloysat25% ,50% and 75%

concentrations ofPd by m uch [16],our calculated values can be com pared

with the experim entalvalues[3],0.59 �B ,0.51 �B and 0.46 �B ,obtained for

disordered Ni-Pd alloys at 25% ,50% and 71% concentrations ofPd respec-

tively.The calculated localm om ents at the Ni(Pd) site in Ni-Pd alloys is

som ewhatsm aller(larger)than theexperim entally determ ined values,which

can bedueto uncertainty involved in site-decom posing theaveragem agnetic

m om ent.ForNi3Ptthescalar-relativistic calculationsshow theaveragem ag-

netic m om entto be 0.50 �B with the localm agnetic m om entsatthe Niand

Pt sites being 0.58 �B and 0.27 �B respectively.The corresponding experi-

m entalvalues[4,5,17]are 0.43 �B (average),0.49 �B (Ni)and 0.25 �B (Pt)

respectively.The resultsofRefs.[9,10]on Ni3Ptare based on self-consistent

localspin density approxim ation using the LM TO m ethod but the value of

thelocalm agneticm om entofNigiven in thetwo referencesaredi�erent.

Tofurtherunderstand theelectronicm echanism responsibleforthedi�erences

in them agneticpropertiesofNi-Pd and Ni-Ptalloys,weexam ine(i)thespin-

polarized densitiesofstates(DOS)ofNi,(ii)theseparation between m ajority

and m inority spin d-band centers[13]ofNi,�C N i

d"� d#
,and (iii)theseparation

between s-and d-band centersofPd and Pt,�C
P d=P t

s"� d"
in Ni-Pd and Ni-Pt

alloys.

3.1 Spin-Polarised DensitiesofStates

In Fig.3 weshow thespin-polarized DOS attheNisitein fccNi,L12 NiPd3

and L12 NiPt3 calculated with the non relativistic and the scalar-relativistic

Ham iltonian.Asexpected,therelativistice�ectson theDOS oftheelem ental

Ni,shown in Fig.3(a),areverysm all.Sincerelativityism oreim portantforPd

than forNi,itse�ecton theDOS attheNisitein NiPd3 ism orepronounced

than in fcc Nias shown in Fig.3(b).W e �nd that in NiPd3 the inclusion

ofrelativity leads to a decrease in the m agnetic m om ent at the Nisite by

0.03 �B .However,in the case ofNiPt3,asshown in Fig.3(c),the e�ect on

the m agnetic m om ent is an order ofm agnitude larger than for NiPd3.The

relativity reduces the m agnetic m om entatthe Nisite in NiPt3 by 0.24 �B ,

i.e.,from 0.79 �B to 0.55 �B .Onceagain thechangein them agneticm om ent

atthePtsiteisnegligiblein com parison.
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Fig.3.The spin-polarized densities ofstates ofNi,calculated non relativistically

(NR) and scalar-relativistically (SR),in (a) fcc Ni,(b) L12 NiPd3,and (c) L12

NiPt3.

3.2 Separation Between M ajority and M inority Spin d-band Centers

A m orequantitativeexplanation forthechangesin them agneticm om entsdue

to relativity can be obtained by exam ining the separation between m ajority

spin and m inority spin d-band centersofNi(�C N i

d"� d#
)in Ni-Pd,shown in Fig.

4(a),and Ni-Pt,shown in Fig.4(b),alloys.Ascan beseen from Fig.4(a),the

exchange-induced splitting ofthed-band increaseswith theaddition ofPd in

Ni-Pd alloys for calculations done with or without relativity.The increased

splitting leadsto an increase in thelocalm agneticm om entattheNisite,as

observed experim entally.Itisinterestingtonotethattheinclusion ofrelativity
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Fig.4.The non relativistic (NR) and scalar-relativistic (SR) exchange- induced

splitting ofm ajority spin and m inority spin d-band centersofNiin (a)Ni-Pd and

(b)Ni-Ptalloys.Figures(c)and (d)show the separation between m ajority spin s

and d band centersof(c)Pd in Ni-Pd and (d)Ptin Ni-Ptalloys.

produces no net change in the exchange-induced splitting at the Nisite in

equiatom ic NiPd.On the otherhand,in Ni-Ptalloyswe �nd thatrelativity

substantially reducestheexchange-induced splitting attheNisiteleading to

a decrease in the localm agnetic m om ent ofNi.For exam ple,in Ni3Pt the

separation between d-band centersreducesfrom 51 m Ry to 44 m Ry and the

corresponding reduction in the localm agnetic m om ent is from 0.68 �B to

0.58 �B ,in agreem entwith experim ent.W ith increasing Ptconcentration the

relativistice�ectsbecom em oredom inantwhich furtherreducesthesplitting,

asisthecaseforNiPt3.

3.3 Separation Between s and d Band Centers

Itisclearthatthedi�erencesin them agnetic propertiesofNi-Pd and Ni-Pt

alloysarebroughtaboutby relativity through itse�ecton Pd and Ptatom s.

To see how relativity a�ectstheelectronic structure ofPd and Ptatom s,we

show in Figs.4(c)-(d)theseparation between them ajority spin s-and d-band

centersofPd and Ptatom sasa function ofconcentration.W eknow thatthe
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Fig.5.Thenon relativistically (NR)and scalar-relativistically (SR)calculated equi-

librium latticeconstantsfor(a)Ni-Pd and (b)Ni-Ptalloys.Figures(c)and (d)show

the exchange-induced splitting between the m ajority and m inority d band centers

in fcc Ni,calculated using the average W igner-Seitz radiiin bulk Niequalto the

radiiofthe charge neutralNiatom ic spheresin (c)Ni-Pd and (d)Ni-Ptalloys.

m ostdom inante�ectofrelativity isto lowerthes potential.Thelowering of

s potentialcauses(i)thes-wavefunction to contractleading to a contraction

ofthe lattice [18{20],and (ii) increased s-d hybridization which results in

electron transferfrom d to s [20].W e see from Figs.4(c)and 4(d)thatthe

change in s-d separation is alm ost an order ofm agnitude m ore in Pt than

in Pd.For exam ple,the s-d separation for Pd in NiPd3 changes from +66

m Ry to -15 m Ry,whereasforPtin Ni3Ptitchangesfrom +74 m Ry to -206

m Ry.Thus the contraction ofthe s wavefunction ofPt and the subsequent

s-d hybridization m ustberesponsibleforreducingthelocalm agneticm om ent

attheNisite.

The e�ects ofthe contraction ofs wavefunction in Ni-Pd and Ni-Pt alloys

can be clearly seen in Figs.5(a)-(b),where we show the equilibrium lattice

constantscalculated non relativistically and scalar-relativistically fortheseal-

loys.W e�nd thatthechangein thelatticeconstantdueto relativity ism uch

m ore forNi-Ptalloysthan forNi-Pd alloys.Forexam ple,in NiPt3 relativity

reduces the lattice constant by around 0.3 a.u.,whereas the corresponding

change in NiPd3 is only about0.1 a.u..Such a drastic reduction in the lat-
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ticeconstantdueto relativity e�ectively puttheNisublatticeunderstrain in

Ni-Ptalloyswhich,in turn,reducesthe m agnetic m om entatthe Nisite.To

see how relativity-induced strain in Nisublattice leadsto a reduction in the

localm agneticm om entin Ni-Ptalloys,wehave used theradiiofthecharge-

neutralNiatom ic spheres(RN i)in these alloysasthe average W igner-Seitz

radii(R W S)to calculate,self-consistently,the electronic structure offcc Ni.

The corresponding results,in term softhe separation between m ajority and

m inority d-band centersin fcc Ni,(�C
N i(B ulk)

d"� d#
),are shown in Figs.5(c)-(d).

Asshown in Fig.5(c),the relativistic term shave a very sm alle�ect on the

exchangesplittingin Ni-Pd alloys.However,in Ni-Ptalloystheexchangesplit-

tingisreducedwith increasingPtconcentration,ascan beseen from Fig.5(d).

Thereduced exchangesplitting leadstodim inished localm agneticm om entat

theNisitein Ni-Ptalloys,consistentwith Fig.4(b)and theexperim ents.

W e like to pointoutthatthe present study can be further im proved by in-

cluding (i)the full-potentialinstead ofspherically sym m etric potentialused

in the ASA,and (ii)the spin-orbit term s.Also,as Niand Pd form a ferro-

m agnetic fcc solid solution throughoutthe concentration range while Niand

Ptform a ferrom agnetic fccsolid solution forPtconcentration below 0.6,an

approach based on the study ofdisordered alloys can lead to a m ore accu-

rate description ofthe m agnetic propertiesofthese alloys.Thusone can use

the Korringa-Kohn-Rostoker coherent-potentialapproxim ation in the ASA

(KKR-ASA CPA) [18,21]to describe the electronic structure ofdisordered

Ni-Pd and Ni-Pt alloys.However,for a reliable description ofthe m agnetic

propertiesofdisordered Ni-Pd and Ni-Ptalloys,theoverlap errorsassociated

with the ASA m ust be corrected [14]which is not possible in the present

im plem entation ofthe KKR-ASA CPA m ethod [18].W e em phasize thatthe

im provem ents outlined above are unlikely to change the m ain results ofthe

presentstudy becauseoftherobustnessoftherelativistice�ects.

4 C onclusions

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatthedi�erencesin them agneticpropertiesof

Ni-Pd and Ni-Ptalloysarisedueto relativity.In particular,relativity ensures

thatthelocalm agneticm om entofNiincreaseswith addition ofPd in Ni-Pd

while itdecreases with addition ofPtin Ni-Pt,consistent with experim ent.

W e also �nd thatthe decrease in the localm agnetic m om entofNiin Ni-Pt

alloys is facilitated by relativity through lowering ofthe s potentialofPt,

which leads to a contraction ofthe s wavefunction and an increase in s-d

hybridization.
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