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A bstract

W e show that the di erences in the m agnetic properties of N P d and N +P t alloys
arisem ainly due to relativity. In particular, we nd that the localm agneticm om ent
ofN iincreases w ith the addition ofPd in N +P d w hile it decreases w ith the addition
ofPt in N P t, as found experim entally, only if relativity is present. O ur analysis is
based on the e ects of relativity on (i) the spin-polarized densities of states of N §,
(1) the splitting of m a prity and m inority spin dband centers of N i, and (iii) the
separation between s-d band centers of Pd and Pt in NP d and N iP t alloys.

1 Introduction

T he m agnetic properties of alloys of 3d transition m etals F'e, Co and N iw ith
the nearly m agnetic 4d Pd and 5d Pt show a wide range of behavior [1{4].
The variation In the m agnetic properties of these allbys, as one goes from

FePdPt) to CoPdPt) and then to NiPdPt), can be attrbuted to the
change In the number of valence electrons of one of the constituent atom s
nam ely the 3d atom s. H owever, the change in the m agnetic properties of these
alloys, as one replaces Pd by Pt, is not obvious because both Pd and Pt
have the sam e num ber of valence electrons. A s an exam ple, we show in Fig.
1 the experim entally determm ned average m agnetic m om ents and the local
m agnetic moments of Nj, Pd and Pt in NiPd [1,3] and NPt [1,4] alloys.
From experin ent [3,4] it is found that the addition ofPd to bulk N iincreases
them agneticm om ent 0ofN i (rraching a m axinum at about 90% Pd), whereas
the addition of Pt to bulk N idecreases the m agnetic m om ent of N i

Earlier work [5,6] on the m agnetic properties of N +Pd and N +P t alloys used
param etrized local environm ent m odels to describe the m agnetisn in N iPd
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Fig.1l.The experin ental (@) average m agneticm om ent, (o) localm agneticm om ent
at N i site, plotted w ith respect to the bulk N im agnetic m om ent 0of 0.616 g, and
(c) Jocalm agneticmoment at Pd (Pt) site in NP d and N P t alloys

and N P t alloys. T he local environm ent m odels incorporated the changes n—
ducad due to the chem ical environm ent as well as the m agnetic environm ent.
Reoent work [/{10], based on the local spin density finctionalm ethod, have
sin ply calculated the m agnetic properties of N P d and N +P t alloys w ithout
trying to understand the electronic m echanian responsible for the di erences
in theirm agnetic properties. T he present study is, therefore, Intended to in -
prove our understanding ofthe reasons that lead to di erences in them agnetic
properties of P d-based alloys and P tbased allbys. In particular, using N +Pd
and NPt allbys as exam plks, we explain the reasons for the di erences In
their m agnetic properties.



The di erences in the m agnetic properties of N +tPd and N +P t alloys are dic—
tated by the electronic structure of 4d Pd and 5d Pt atom s and their sub-
sequent hybridization w ith N i atom s. Sihce relativiy is m ore im portant for
heavier elem ents, the di erences in the electronic structure ofPd and Pt atom s
arem ainly due to relativity. Thus it ispossible that them agnetisn m NiPtalk
Joys is of relativistic origin which, in tum, m ay explain its anom alousbehavior
visa-visN P d alloys.

2 Com putationalD etails

In this paper we exam Ine the e ects of relativiy, by ncluding the so-called
m assvelocity and D arw in tem s, on the electronic structure of ordered N P d
L1, NiPd,LlgNPdand L1, NPd3)and NPt L1, N4Pt,L1g NiPtand L1,
N P t3) alloys. T he electronic structure ofN P d and N P t alloys are obtained
by carrying out spin-polarized, charge selfconsistent calculations using the
Iinearmu n-tin oroital LM TO ) m ethod in the atom ic-sphere approxin ation
A SA) [11{13], ncluding the com bined correction term s [11]. T he calculations
are carried out w ith the non relativistic Schrodinger equation aswell as w ith
the scalarrelativistic D irac equation. In our calculations, the ratio ofthe N -
atom ic sphere radii, Ry i, and the average W ignerSeitz W S) radiiRy 5, In
NiPd and NiPt allbys are chosen to m ake the regpective atom ic spheres
charge neutral. W e nd that the charge neutrality is cbtained or Ry =Ry ¢
= 098 (097),097 (0.95) and 0.96 (0.93) orNiLPd NiPt),NPd NPt) and
NiPd; NPt;) allbys, repectively. The k-gpace Integrations are carried out
w ith su cient num ber ofk points In the irreducible wedge ofthe corresponding
B rillouin zone to ensure the convergence of the m agnetic m om ent [L4]. The
results, described below , correspond to the calculated equilbrium volum e In
each case.

3 Results and D iscussion

The m ost signi cant of our results are shown In Fig. 2, where we show the
average as well as the localm agnetic m om ents at the Niand Pd (Pt) sites
ofNiPd (Pt) alloys calculated non relativistically, Fig. 2 (@)—(c), and scalar-
relativistically, F ig. 2 (d)—(f), as a function ofPd (Pt) concentration. T he aver-
agem agneticm om ent calculated non relativistically, Fig.2 @), orboth N P d
and N Pt alloys are very sin ilar, and they decrease as a function of Pd or
Pt concentration, respectively. T he m agnetic m om ent at the N i site, as shown
In Fig. 2 (b), ncreases substantially with increase In Pd or Pt concentration.
Them agneticm om ent at the Pd or Pt site, F ig. 2 (c), does not vary by m uch
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Fig. 2. The non relativistically and scalarrelativistically calculated (@, d) average
m agnetic m om ent, (o, ) localm agnetic m om ent at N i site, plotted w ith respect
to the calculated buk N im agnetic m om ent In each case, and (c, f) Jocalm agnetic
moment at Pd Pt) site in NiPd and N P t alloys.

and is relatively am all. Thus F igs. 2 @)—(c) clearly show that ifwe use the non
relativistic H am iltonian to describe the electronic structure then both NiPd
and N P t allbysdigplay sim ilarm agnetic behavior. H owever, as shown in F igs.
2 (d)—(0), the caloulated average as well as localm agnetic m om ents are quite
di erent for NiPd and N Pt alloys if we use the scalarreltivistic H am itto—
nian to describe their electronic structure. In particular, we nd from Fig.2 ()

that the m agnetic m om ent at the Nisite n NiPd alloys increases with Pd
concentration, whereas it decreases w ith Increasing Pt concentration n NPt
alloys.A sa function of concentration the change in the localm agneticm om ent
at the Pd or Pt site, shown In Fig. 2 (f), is an all. Thus a com parison of our
non relhtivistic and scalar- relativistic results clarly show s that the di erences
in the m agnetic properties of N i-Pd and N i-P t albys are, to a hrge extent,
determ ined by relhtivity. W e next com pare our calculated m agnetic m om ents
ofN +Pd and N P t alloysw ith the calculations of others and the experim ental
values.

T he caloulated m agneticm om ent of foe N i, which changes from 059 5 to 0.62
g W ih the inclusion of relativistic term s, com pares very wellw ith the experi-
mentalvalue 0o£f0.616  and the non relativistic calculation ofRef. [15].Note



that our calculation ignores the orbital contribution to the m agnetic m om ent
ofN iwhich isexpected to be around 0.05 ; .The averagem agneticm om ents,
calculated scalarrelativistically, orN 3Pd, NPd and NPd; are 058 5,050
g and 037  regectively. Since we nd that the substitutional disorder
does not change the m agnetic m om ent ofN +Pd alloys at 25% , 50% and 75%
concentrations of Pd by much [16], our calculated values can be com pared
w ith the experim entalvalues 3], 059 5,051 y and 046 5, obtalned for
disordered N +Pd alloys at 25% , 50% and 71% ooncentrations of Pd respec—
tively. The calculated localm om ents at the Ni (Pd) site n NiPd alloys is
som ew hat an aller (larger) than the experin entally detem ined values, which
can be due to uncertainty lnvolved in site-decom posing the average m agnetic
m om ent. For N 1P t the scalarrelativistic calculations show the average m ag—
neticm om ent to be 050  wih the localm agnetic m om ents at the Niand
Pt sites being 058 5 and 027  regectively. The corresponding experi-
mental values §,5,17] are 043  (average), 049 5 MNi) and 025 5 (Pt
resoectively. The results of Refs.[9,10] on N Pt are based on self- consistent
local spin density approxin ation using the LM TO m ethod but the value of
the Jocalm agnetic m om ent of N igiven In the two references are di erent.

To furtherunderstand the electronicm echanisn regponsble forthe di erences
in the m agnetic properties of N P d and N P t alloys, we exam ine (i) the spin—
polarized densities of states D O S) 0ofN i, (ii) the ssparation between m a prity

and m inority soin ddand centers [13]ofNi, C g..i apr @nd (iil) the separation

between s—and d-band centers of Pd and Pt, C :..dzdP..t in NiPd and NPt

alloys.

3.1 Spin-Polrised D ensities of States

In Fig.3 we show the soihpolarized DO S at the Nisite in £cN i, L1, NP d;
and L1, NP t; calculated with the non relativistic and the scalar+telativistic
Ham iltonian.A s expected, the relativistice ectson the D O S ofthe elem ental
N i, shown in Fig.3 @), are very an all. Since relativity ism ore In portant forPd
than orNi itse ect on theDO S at the Nisie n NP d; ism ore pronounced
than in foc Nias shown In Fig. 3(). W e nd that In NiPd; the inclusion
of rlativity leads to a decrease in the m agnetic m om ent at the N i site by
003 g .However, n the case 0ofNP1t3, as shown In Fig. 3(c), the e ect on
the m agnetic m om ent is an order of m agnitude larger than for NiPd;. The
relativity reduces the m agnetic moment at the Nisite in NPt; by 024 5,
ie, from 0.79 5 to 055 5 .0Onceagan the change in the m agneticm om ent
at the Pt site is negligble in com parison.
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Fig. 3. The soinpolarized densities of states of N i, calculated non relativistically
NNR) and scalarrelativistically (SR), n (@) foc Ni, ) L1, NiPdsz, and (c) L1,
NPts.

32 Separation Between M aprity and M inority Spin dJand Centers

A m ore quantitative explanation forthe changes in them agneticm om ents due
to relativity can be cbtained by exam ning the ssparation between m a prity
i and m inority spin dband centersofN1i ( C ' ;) n NiPd, shown in Fig.
4@),and NiPt, shown in Fig.4 (o), alloys.A s can be seen from Fig.4 @), the
exchange-induced solitting of the dband increases w ith the addition ofPd In
N P d alloys for calculations done w ith or w ithout relativity. The increased
olitting leads to an increase In the localm agnetic m om ent at the N isite, as
cbserved experin entally. Tt is iInteresting to note that the inclusion of relativity
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Fig. 4. The non relativistic NR) and scalarrelativistic (SR) exchange- Induced
splitting of m a prity soin and m inority soin dband centersof Nin (@) NiPd and
) NPt allbys. Figures (c) and (d) show the separation between m aprity spin s
and d band centers of () Pd In NiPd and d) Pt in N Pt alloys.

produces no net change in the exchange-induced splitting at the Ni site in
equiatom ic NiPd. On the other hand, In NPt albys we nd that relativiy
substantially reduces the exchange-induced splitting at the N i site leading to
a decrease In the localm agnetic m om ent of Ni. For exam ple, In NPt the
separation between d-band centers reduces from 51 mRy to 44 mRy and the
corresoonding reduction In the localm agnetic moment is from 0.68  to
058 5, in agreem ent w ith experim ent. W ith increasing Pt concentration the
relativistic e ectsbecom e m ore dom Inant which further reduces the solitting,
as isthe case forNPt3.

3.3 Separation Between s and d Band Centers

Tt is clear that the di erences in the m agnetic properties of N +Pd and NiPt
alloys are brought about by reltivity through itse ect on Pd and Pt atom s.
To s=e how r=htivity a ects the electronic structure ofPd and Pt atom s, we
show In Figs. 4 (c)-(d) the ssparation between them a prity soin s—and d-band
centers of Pd and Pt atom s as a function of concentration.W e know that the
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Fig.5.Thenon relativistically NR ) and scalarrelativistically (SR ) calculated equi-
Ibrum lattice constants for @) NiPd and () N +P t alloys.F igures (c) and (d) show

the exchange-induced splitting between the m aprity and m nority d band centers
In foc N i, calculated using the average W ignerSeitz radii in bulk Niequal to the
radii of the charge neutralN iatom ic spheres in (c) NiPd and (d) N iP t alloys.

m ost dom lnant e ect of relativity is to lower the s potential. T he lowering of
s potential causes (i) the s-wavefunction to contract leading to a contraction
of the Jattice [18{20], and (i) increased s-d hybridization which results in
electron transfer from d to s R0]. W e see from Figs. 4 (c) and 4 (d) that the
change In sd separation is aln ost an order of m agniude m ore In Pt than
In Pd. For exam pl, the sd ssparation for Pd in NP d; changes from + 66
mRy to -15mRy, whereas for Pt In NPt it changes from + 74 mRy to 206
mRy. Thus the contraction of the s wavefunction of Pt and the subsequent
s—d hybridization m ust be responsible for reducing the localm agneticm om ent
at the Nisite.

The e ects of the contraction of s wavefunction In NiPd and N iPt alloys
can be clearly seen In Figs. 5@)—-@), where we show the equilbrium lattice
constants calculated non relativistically and scalarrelativistically for these al-
Ioys.W e nd that the change In the lattice constant due to relativity ismudch
more for N Pt alloys than for N i+Pd alloys. For exam ple, in N P t3 relativity
reduces the lattice constant by around 03 au., whereas the corresoonding
change in NiPd; is only about 01 au.. Such a drastic reduction In the lat-



tice constant due to relativity e ectively put the N isublattice under strain In
N Pt alloys which, in tum, reduces the m agnetic m om ent at the Nisite. To
see how relativity-induced strain in N isublattice leads to a reduction in the
localm agnetic m om ent in N Pt alloys, we have used the radii of the charge-
neutral N i atom ic spheres RN i) In these allbys as the average W igner-Seitz
radii Ry g) to caloulate, selfconsistently, the electronic structure of foc N i
T he corresponding resuls, In tem s of the ssparation between m a prity and
m inority ddoand centers in e N4, ( ¢ 5.5, are shown in Figs. 5©)-@).
As shown in Fig. 5(c), the relativistic term s have a very smalle ect on the
exchange splitting in N P d alloys. H owever, in N +P t alloys the exchange split—
ting is reduced w ith Increasing P t concentration, as can be seen from Fig.5d).
T he reduced exchange splitting leads to din inished Jocalm agneticm om ent at
the N isite n N Pt alloys, consistent w ith F ig. 4 (o) and the experin ents.

W e lke to point out that the present study can be further In proved by in-
cluding (i) the fullpotential instead of spherically symm etric potential used
in the ASA, and (i) the soin-oroit temm s. A lso, asNiand Pd form a ferro-
m agnetic foc solid solution throughout the concentration range whilke N iand
Pt form a ferrom agnetic foc solid solution for Pt concentration below 0.6, an
approach based on the study of disordered alloys can kad to a m ore accu—
rate description of the m agnetic properties of these alloys. Thus one can use
the K orringa-K ohn-R ostoker coherent-potential approxin ation In the A SA
KKR-ASA CPA) [18,21] to describe the electronic structure of disordered
N iPd and N Pt allbys. However, for a reliable description of the m agnetic
properties of disordered N +P d and N P t alloys, the overlap errors associated
with the ASA must be corrected [14] which is not possbl In the present
In plem entation of the KKR-ASA CPA method [18]. W e em phasize that the
In provem ents outlined above are unlkely to change the m ain results of the
present study because of the robustness of the relativistic e ects.

4 Conclusions

In conclusion, we have shown that the di erences in them agnetic properties of
N P d and N P t allbys arise due to relativity. In particular, relativity ensures
that the localm agnetic m om ent of N i Increases w ith addition of Pd n NiPd
while it decreases w ith addition of Pt in N iPt, consistent w ith experin ent.
W e also nd that the decrease In the localm agneticmoment of Niin NiPt
alloys is facilitated by relativity through lowering of the s potential of Pt,
which lads to a contraction of the s wavefunction and an increase In sd
hybridization.
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