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First-principles calculations ofspin spirals in N i2M nG a and N i2M nA l

J.Enkovaara,� A.Ayuela,J.Jalkanen,and R.M .Niem inen

Laboratory of Physics, Helsinki University of Technology

L. Nordstr�om

Condensed M atter Theory, Uppsala University

W ereportherenon-collinearm agneticcon�gurationsin theHeusleralloysNi2M nG aand Ni2M nAl

which are interesting in the context ofthe m agnetic shape m em ory e�ect. The totalenergies for

di�erent spin spirals are calculated and the ground state m agnetic structures are identi�ed. The

calculated dispersion curvesareused toestim atetheCurietem peraturewhich isfound to bein good

agreem entwith experim ents.In addition,thevariation ofthem agneticm om entasa function ofthe

spiralstructure is studied. M ost ofthe variation is associated with Ni,and sym m etry constraints

relevant for the m agnetization are identi�ed. Based on the calculated results, the e�ect of the

constituentatom sin determ ining the Curie tem perature isdiscussed.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M aterials showing strong coupling between the m ag-

netic and structuralproperties are interesting from the

technologicalpoint ofview. Tb-Dy-Fe alloys (Terfenol-

D, already in com m ercialuse ) exhibit m agnetic �eld

induced strains of� 0.1 % based on the m agnetostric-

tion phenom enon1.O n theotherhand,Ni-M n-G a alloys

close to the Ni2M nG a stoichiom etry show strainsup to

10% with m oderatem agnetic�elds2,3,4.Them echanism

ofthisphenom enon,them agneticshapem em ory (M SM )

e�ect,isbased on the m agnetic-�eld-induced m ovem ent

ofstructuraldom ains(twin variants)andisdi�erentfrom

ordinary m agnetostriction5.The basicm agnetic proper-

tiesrelatedtotheM SM e�ectincludethesaturationm ag-

netic m om ent and the m agnetic anisotropy which have

been studied earlier for Ni2M nG a6,7. Here, we probe

deeper into the m agnetic properties of Ni2M nG a and

an other M SM candidate,Ni2M nAl, by studying non-

collinearm agneticcon�gurationswhich also enablesone

to consider�nite tem peraturee�ectsin a naturalway.

Although one ingredientin the M SM e�ectisa struc-

turaltransform ation (m artensitic transform ation) from

a cubic structure to a lower-sym m etry structure upon

cooling,we concentrate here only in the high tem pera-

ture phase. In this phase Ni2M nG a has the cubic L21

structure (see Fig.1) as shown by x-ray and neutron

di�raction m easurem ents8,9. The m agnetic orderis fer-

rom agneticand m ostofthem agneticm om entoriginates

from M n6,9. In the stoichiom etric com pound the Curie

tem peratureisabout370K 9 and decreaseswhen increas-

ing the Nicontent10. O n the other hand,Ni2M nAlis

less studied and its structure and m agnetic con�gura-

tion do not seem to be perfectly understood. O n the

structuralside,both L21 and disordered B2 structures

arereported11,12,13,14,15 depending on thetherm altreat-

m ent. The m agnetic con�guration is found to be ferro-

m agnetic with Curie tem peratures between 300 K and

400 K in Ref.13 and antiferrom agneticorspiralin Refs.

11,12. The m agnetic m om ent com es m ainly from M n

atom s also in this com pound11,16. It seem s that the

ground state m agneticcon�guration dependson the un-

derlying crystalstructure.Here we addressthe possibil-

ity ofnon-collinear m agnetic con�gurations in the L21

structure.

X Mn Ni

FIG .1:Cubic celloftheL21 structure,where X isAlorG a.

The cubic cellcontainsfourprim itive cells.

Although the original form ulation of the local-spin-

density approxim ation17 ofdensity-functionaltheory al-

lowed non-collinear m agnetic order,�rst-principles cal-

culationsforthisaspecthavestarted only recently (fora

review seeRef.18).O neapplication hasbeen thestudy

ofnon-collinearground statesforexam plein -Fe19,20,21

or in frustrated antiferrom agnets22,23. In addition,the

non-collinear form ulation enables studies of�nite tem -

perature propertiesofm agnetic m aterials. Asthe dom -

inantm agnetic excitationsatlow tem peraturesare spin

waveswhich arenon-collinearby nature,itispossibleto

determ ine the m agnon spectra and ultim ately the Curie

tem perature from �rst principles24,25,26,27. M ost ofthe

previouswork hasbeen doneforelem entsorcom pounds

with only one m agnetic constituent.W e study here sys-

tem swith severalm agneticatom sand show how the in-

teraction between di�erentm agneticsublatticescan give

riseto interesting e�ects.

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0210482v1
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Thepaperisorganized asfollows.Som egeneralprop-

ertiesofspin spiralsare discussed in Sec.IIfollowed by

the description ofthe com putationalschem e in Sec.III.

W estudy thetotalenergy and m agnetization with spiral

m agnetic orderingsand estim ate the Curie tem perature

in Sec.IV and �nally weconclude in Sec.V.

II. G EN ER A L P R O P ER T IES O F SP IN SP IR A LS

Them agneticcon�guration ofan incom m ensuratespin

spiral shows the m agnetic m om ents of certain atom ic

planes varying in direction. The variation has a well-

de�ned period determ ined by a wave vector q. W hen

the m agnetic m om entiscon�ned to the lattice sitesthe

m agnetization M variesas

M (rn)= m n

0

@

cos(q � rn + �n)sin(�n)

sin(q � rn + �n)sin(�n)

cos(�n)

1

A ; (1)

wherepolarcoordinatesareused and m n isthem agnetic

m om entofatom n with a phase �n atthe position rn.

Here,we consider only planar spirals,that is �n = �=2

which also givesthe m inim um ofthe totalenergy. The

m agnetization ofEq.(1)isnottranslationally invariant

buttransform sas

M (r + R )= D (q � R )M (r); (2)

whereR isalatticetranslationandD isarotationaround

the z-axis.A spin spiralwith a m agnetization in a gen-

eralpointr in space can be de�ned asa m agnetic con-

�guration which transform saccordingto Eq.(2).Asthe

spin spiraldescribes a spatially rotating m agnetization,

itcan be correlated with a frozen m agnon.

Because the spin spiralbreaksthe translationalsym -

m etry,the Bloch theorem is no m ore valid. Com puta-

tionally,one should use large supercells to obtain total

energiesspin spirals.However,onecan de�negeneralized

translationswhich contain translationsin realspaceand

rotations in spin space28,29. These generalized transla-

tionsleave the m agnetic structure invariantand lead to

ageneralizedBloch theorem .ThereforetheBloch spinors

can stillbe characterized by a k-vectorin the Brillouin

zone,and can be written as

 k(r)= e
ik� r

�
e�iq�r=2uk(r)

e+ iq�r=2dk(r)

�

: (3)

Thefunctionsuk(r)and dk(r)areinvariantwith respect

to latticetranslationshaving thesam eroleasfornorm al

Bloch functions. Due to thisgeneralized Bloch theorem

the spin spiralscan be studied within the chem icalunit

celland no largesupercellsareneeded.

Although thechem icalunitcellcan beused,thepres-

enceofthespin spirallowersthesym m etryofthesystem .

O nly thespacegroup operationsthatleaveinvariantthe

wave vectorofthe spiralrem ain. W hen considering the

generalspin space groups,i.e. taking the spin rotations

into account,the space group operations which reverse

thespiralvectortogetherwith aspin rotationof� around

the x-axisaresym m etry operations29.

Basically,the spin spiralrelates only the m agnetiza-

tionsin the di�erentprim itive cells. However,the sym -

m etry properties constrain the m agnetization which we

discuss here in the context ofthe L21 structure. The

prim itivecellofthe L21 structure (onefourth ofthe cu-

bic cellshown in Fig.1) contains four atom s,two Ni,

one M n and one G a orAlatom . In the fullcubic sym -

m etry the two Niatom s are equivalent but this equiv-

alence can be broken when the spin spirallowers the

sym m etry of the system . If the spiralwave vector is

in the [111]direction the two Niatom s are no longer

equivalent under space group operations. Considering

also the spin rotations, the phases �n of the two Ni

m agnetizationsare opposite asthe atom sare related by

space inversion. Ifthe two Niatom sare treated equiv-

alent (when allowed by the spiralsym m etry) are con-

strains for the phases ofNim om ents even stronger. If

them agneticm om entsofNiwithin theprim itivecellare

M (r1)= m 1cos(�1)= M (r2),the m agnetic m om entin

the neighbouring cellat� r1 isM (� r1)= m 1cos(� �1).
O n the other hand,the Niatom sat� r1 and atr2 are

connected by a lattice translation,so that according to

Eq.(2)M (r2)= m 1cos(� �1+ q� R )and onehasthere-

lation �1 = � �1 + q� R forthephase.In orderto obtain

thetruem inim um energy con�guration itm ay beneces-

sary to treattheNiatom sasinequivalent(i.e.lowerthe

sym m etry ofthe system ) so that the above relation for

the phasedo nothaveto hold.

III. C O M P U TA T IO N A L M ET H O D

The spin spirals discussed in section II are stud-

ied within the density-functional theory. W e use the

full-potential linearized augm ented-plane-wave m ethod

(FLAPW )m ethod30 in an im plem entation which allows

non-collinear m agnetism including spin spirals31,32. In

addition to the fullchargedensity and to the fullpoten-

tial,thefullm agnetization density isused.Them agnetic

m om entisallowed to vary both in m agnitudeand in di-

rection inside the atom ic spheresaswellasin the inter-

stitialregions.Theplanewavecut-o� forthebasisfunc-

tionsisRK m ax = 9,leading to � 350 plane waveswith

the m u�n-tin radii2.25 a.u.Brillouin zone integrations

arecarriedoutwith thespecialpointm ethod using800k-

pointsin thefullBrillouinzoneandaFerm ibroadeningof

0.005 Ry. Forthe exchange-correlation potentialwe use

both thelocal-spin-density approxim ation (LSDA)17 and

the generalized gradientapproxim ation (G G A)33 which

wediscussnextin m oredetail.
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A . LSD A vs G G A

It has been pointed outthat the use ofG G A is ben-

e�cial in the context of Ni2M nG a6,16. Because there

has been som e discussion about the di�erent exchange-

correlationpotentialsin thecontextofnon-collinearm ag-

netism ,wepresentsom ecom parison also here.

Although thereisno globalspin quantization axis,one

can consider at every point ofspace a localcoordinate

system such that the m agnetization at that point is in

the z-direction.Asthe LSDA dependsonly on the m ag-

nitudeofthem agnetization,theexchange-correlationpo-

tentialcan be calculated atevery pointin the localco-

ordinatesystem asin the usualcollinearcase.The non-

collinear potentialis obtained by rotating back to the

globalfram e ofreference. O n the otherhand,the G G A

dependsalso on thegradientsofm agnetization.Because

them agnetization direction m ayvary,only projectionsof

them agnetization on thelocalquantization axisareused

in the standard G G A when evaluating the gradients. If

them agnetization direction variesslowly thisshould not

bring any problem s. Som e previouswork hassuggested

that the disagreem ents between theory and experim ent

are due to projection errors in som e cases20. However,

laterworkhascorroboratedthatthem ain issueisnotthe

exchange-correlation functionalbutthe actualcom puta-

tionalm ethod,pointing to theim portanceofall-electron

and full-m agnetization treatm ent21,34,35.

W e have done allthe calculations in this work both

with LSDA and with G G A.The totalenergy asa func-

tion ofthespiralwavevectorlength in Ni2M nG aisshown

in Fig.2forasingledirection.O necan seethatforsm all

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

[q q q]

0
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2

3

4
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 (

m
R

y
)

FIG .2: Totalenergy as a function ofthe spiralvector q in

unitsof2�=a. LSDA,� G G A.

q both approxim ationsgive sim ilarresults. W ith larger

q the resultsdi�erslightly butthe sam e qualitative be-

haviour is seen. For the other results presented in the

following sections the qualitative behaviour is also the

sam e for LSDA and G G A,and the quantitative di�er-

encesbetween the two approxim ationsare even sm aller.

Therefore,only theG G A resultsarediscussed in thefol-

lowing.

IV . R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A . Totalenergies

First,we have studied the possibility ofnon-collinear

ordering by studying the energetics ofspiralcon�gura-

tions.Thisstudy also providesinform ation about�nite-

tem perature properties. The totalenergy is calculated

asa function ofthe spiralwave vectorq,and the wave

vectorisvaried alongthehigh sym m etry directions[001],

[110]and [111].q isgiven in unitsof2�=a wherea isthe

theoreticallattice constantofthe L21 structure
16. The

corresponding totalenergiesareshown in Figs.3 and 4.

Fig.3 showsthatthevariation oftotalenergy in [001]

and [111]directionsissim ilarin Ni2M nG a and Ni2M nAl

for allvalues ofq. The lowest energy in allcases is at

q= 0 which isthenorm alcollinearferrom agneticcon�g-

uration.Both m aterialshave sm allm inim um atthe an-

tiferrom agneticcon�guration atq = (001),butatother

antiferrom agneticcon�guration atq = (0:50:50:5)there

areno m inim a.

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

[0 0 q]

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

E
 (

m
R

y
)

0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

[q q q]

FIG .3: Totalenergy asa function ofthe spiralvectorq.
Ni2M nAl,� Ni2M nG a.

Theenergyin the[110]direction isalsosim ilarforboth

m aterials as seen in Fig.4. Here,the e�ect ofsym m e-

try constraintscan be seen clearly. Ifthe two Niatom s

are equivalent the energy is higher especially around

q = (0:5 0:5 0).W hen them agneticm om entsofthetwo

Niare allowed to relax independently the energy lowers
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and the dispersion becom es at after q = (0:5 0:5 0).

Near the Brillouin zone boundary at q = (0:75 0:75 0)

both m aterialsshow sm allenergy m inim a corresponding

to incom m ensurate spiralorder. At the antiferrom ag-

netic con�gurations at q = (1 1 0) there are no clear

energy m inim a even though in the case ofNi2M nAlthe

dispersion isvery at.

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

[q q 0]

0

1

2

3
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 (
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0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

[q q 0]

FIG .4: Totalenergy asa function ofthe spiralvectorq. 
Ni2M nAl,� Ni2M nG a. a) Niatom s are equivalent,b) Ni

atom s are inequivalent. Verticalline denotes the Brillouin

zone boundary.

G enerally, the spin spirals are related to m agnons

which allows the estim ation ofm agnon-related proper-

ties,such asspin sti�ness and Curie tem perature,from

the totalenergiescalculated above. The totalenergy of

theplanarspin spiralisrelated to them agnon energy !q

as24,26

!q =
4�B

M
E (q); (4)

where M is the m agnetic m om ent per unit cell. In the

low q lim itthe m agnon dispersion isquadratic,and one

de�nesthe spin sti�nessconstantD as

!q = D q
2
: (5)

From thecalculated totalenergiesin Figs.3and 4wecan

estim atethesam espin sti�nessforboth m aterialswhich

isD = 77 m Ry a.u.2. Thisin good agreem entwith the

experim entalvalue79 m Ry a.u.2 m easured in Ni-M n-G a

�lm s36.

The Curie tem perature can be estim ated on the basis

oftheHeisenbergm odel.By m apping the�rst-principles

resultsto the Heisenberg m odel,the Curie tem perature

TC in the random phaseapproxim ation isgiven by27,37

1

kB TC
=
6�B

M

V

(2�)3

Z

d
3
q
1

!q
; (6)

where V is the unit cellvolum e,and the integration is

overthe Brillouin zone. An estim ation can be obtained

using the quadraticdispersion,Eq.(5)and carrying out

theintegration overa spherehaving the sam evolum eas

the Brillouin zone.Thisresultsin

1

kB TC
=

3V qd

M �2D
; (7)

where qd = (6�2=V )1=3. By using the calculated spin

sti�ness constantwe obtain TC = 830 K which is clearly

an overestim ate. As seen in Figs.3 and 4 the disper-

sion curveE (q)deviatesstrongly from thequadraticbe-

haviourwith largerq.A betterestim atecan beobtained

by considering the dispersion quadratic up to som e ra-

dius and constant thereafter. Based on the calculated

energiesin Figs.3 and 4 the constantischosen to be 5

m Ry when q > 0:7qd. The Curie tem perature obtained

in this way is TC = 485 K which com pareswellwith the

experim entalone380 K .

B . M agnetic m om ents

In ordertoobtain adeeperunderstandingoftheenergy

dispersion wenextlook into thebehaviourofm agnetiza-

tion. The m agnetic m om ents averaged overthe atom ic

spheresfordi�erentq are shown in Figs.5 and 6. The

atom icm agnetizationsshow thatwithin the M n spheres

them agnetization isnearly constantand thevariation in

the totalm agnetization is m ainly due to Ni. Also,the

sym m etry consideration ofthe equivalence ofNiatom s

hasno e�ecton the M n m om ent.Thispointsto a m ore

localized characterofthem agneticm om entofM n,com -

pared to a m oreitinerantcharacterofNi.Becausem ost

ofthe totalm agnetic m om entcom esfrom M n,these al-

loyscan beconsidered aslocalized-m om entsystem scon-

sistentwith the traditionalview forsim ilarm aterials38.

However,despite the relative sm allness ofits m agnetic

m om ent,Nihassigni�cante�ectfortheenergeticsasdis-

cussed lateron. The di�erencesbetween Ni2M nG a and

Ni2M nAlare sm all: the m agnetic m om entin Ni2M nG a

isslightly largerasshown already in previouswork16.

As the m agnetic m om ent in Nishows a larger vari-

ation, the behaviour of the Nim om ent is analyzed in

m oredetailforseveraldirections.Them agnetization de-

creasesm onotonously both in the [001]and in the [111]

directions.Di�erencesare atthe antiferrom agneticcon-

�gurationsasthe m agnetic m om entofNirem ains�nite

at q = (1 1 1) but vanishes at q = (0 0 1). In the

[110]direction,thebehaviouroftheNim om entdepends

stronglyon thesym m etryasseen in Fig.5.W hen thetwo

m agneticm om entsareforced tobethesam e,them agne-

tization startsto decreasewith increasing qand vanishes

to zero value atq = (0:5 0:5 0). Forlargerq valuesthe

m om ent shows a sm allpeak before decreasing again to

zero in theantiferrom agneticstateatq = (1 1 0).In the

case ofNiatom sbeing inequivalentonly a m onotonous

decreasesim ilarto the [001]direction isseen.
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Because m ost ofthe variation in totalm agnetization

isdueto Ni,itshould havea largere�ectalso on theen-

ergy dispersion.The im portanceofNican be seen m ost

clearly in the [110]direction for the cases of di�erent

sym m etry. The sym m etry a�ectsonly Niasseen in the

behaviourofthem agnetization,Fig.5.Astheenergydis-

persion dependson thesym m etry,Fig.4,theim portance

ofNiisclear. Itcan be noted also thatthe energy low-

erswhen the Nim om entincreases. Based on the above

reasoning,Nishould have an e�ect on the Curie tem -

perature,which indeed isseen in experim entswherethe

increasein NicontentdecreasestheCurietem perature10.

2.9

3
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3.3

M
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  (
µ Β

)

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

[q q 0]

a) b)
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

[q q 0]
0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

[q q 0]
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0.5

N
i 
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Β
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FIG .5: M agnetic m om ents within the atom ic spheres as a

function ofthespiralvectorq. Ni2M nAl,� Ni2M nG a.a)

Niatom sare equivalent,b)Niatom sare inequivalent

0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1
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0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

N
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(µ
Β
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0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5

[q q q]

FIG .6:M agneticm om entswithin theNisphereasa function

ofthe spiralvectorq. Ni2M nAl,� Ni2M nG a.

Thevariation oftheNim om entcan beunderstood by

considering sym m etry argum ents and the coordination

around Niatom s. In the [001]direction two ofthe four

M n atom sneighbouring Nihavethesam em agnetization

direction in the spiraland the other two have di�erent

direction,asshown schem atically in Fig.7(a).Them ag-

netization in Nifavoursferrom agneticalignm entwith the

neighbouringM n m om entssothatpartoftheNim om ent

can bethoughtto align with onegroup oftheM n neigh-

boursand partwith theothergroup.Thetotalm om ent

within the atom ic sphere is average ofthese two parts

and theNim om entdecreaseswhen theanglebetween the

M n m om entsincreases.In the antiferrom agneticcon�g-

uration there is a com plete frustration ofthe Niatom s

which results in the zero average m agnetization within

the sphere. For the [111]direction shown in Fig.7(b)

onegroup containsthreeM n atom sand theothergroup

only one.Thereforethevariation oftheaveragem om ent

in theNisphereissm allerand them om entrem ains�nite

in the antiferrom agneticcon�guration.

Ni

a)

Ni

b)

FIG . 7: Schem atic view of the m agnetic m om ents in the

nearest neighbour M n atom s of Ni at a) q = (0 0 1) b)

q = (0:5 0:5 0:5).

In the[110]direction thesituation ism orecom plex es-

pecially when thetwoNiatom saretreated asequivalent.

In the antiferrom agnetic con�guration the coordination

issim ilartothecaseofthe[001]direction.Therearetwo

groupsofneighbouring M n with antiparallelm agnetiza-

tion,and the frustration leads to zero average m om ent

within the Nisphere. The Nim om entis,however,zero

also at q = (0:5 0:5 0). At this point there are three

groups of equivalent M n neighbours. O ne group con-

tains two M n atom s and the other groups contain one

M n atom . The m agnetic m om ents ofsingle M n atom s

areantiparallelto each otherand have90� anglewith re-

spectto them om entsin thegroup ofthetwo M n atom s.

The other equivalent Niatom has three sim ilar groups

ofneighbouring M n asthe�rstNi.Theim portantpoint

is that the m om ents in the group with two M n atom s

are antiparallelto those in the corresponding group of

the �rst Ni, as seen in Fig.8. There is now frustra-

tion forNi,butonly when both equivalentNiatom sand

theirneighboursaretaken into account.Thisfrustration

causes the m agnetic m om ent around Nito vanish com -

pletely in contrastto the antiferrom agnetic case,where

a sm allm om ent rem ains near Nibut averages to zero.

W hen the Niare inequivalent,they can relax according

thelocalenvironm entsothata�nitem om entcan rem ain
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atq = (0:5 0:5 0)

Ni
1

Ni
2

FIG . 8: Schem atic view of the m agnetic m om ents in the

nearest neighbour M n atom s of the two equivalent Ni at

q = (0:5 0:5 0).

An exam ple ofthe m agnetization density forthe case

where�nitem agneticm om entsneartheNiatom average

tozeroisseen in Fig.9.Herethem agnetization direction

canchangeitssignwithin theatom icsphere.This�nding

showstheim portanceofthefullm agnetization treatm ent

when dealing with severalm agneticsublattices.

Ni 

FIG .9: M agnetization density around Niin the (001) plane

with q = (1 1 0). The width and the height ofthe area are

2.5 a.u.while m agnetization isin arbitrary units.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W ehavestudied non-collinearm agneticcon�gurations

in the ternary alloysNi2M nG a and Ni2M nAlwith �rst-

principles calculations. The calculations show that the

m agnetic propertiesare sim ilarforboth m aterials. The

ferrom agneticcon�gurationisthegroundstatein theL21

structure,so thattheexperim entally observed antiferro-

m agnetism ofNi2M nAlisrelated to structuraldisorder.

The calculated totalenergies are used to estim ate the

spin sti�nessconstantand the Curie tem perature which

are in good agreem entwith the experim ents. The sim i-

larityin theenergydispersion forboth m aterialssuggests

that the Curie tem peratures should be also sim ilar. In

the [110]direction Ni2M nAlhas higher energy,so that

the Curietem peratureshould be a slightly higher.

The variation ofthe m agnetic m om ent in the spirals

showsthatthe M n m om entisnearly constantwhile the

Nim om ent varies strongly. The sym m etry ofthe spin

spiralconstrains the direction ofm agnetization,and as

Nifavoursferrom agneticcoupling with M n,therecan be

frustration atcertain wave vectorsresulting in the van-

ishingofthem agneticm om entneartheNisites.Itisalso

shown how therecan bestrong variation in thedirection

ofthe m agnetization nearthe atom ic siteswhich points

to the relevanceofthe fullm agnetization treatm ent.

Som e conclusionscan be m ade concerning the role of

the constituent atom s for the m agnetic properties. As

the m agnetic m om entofNivariesstrongly and itssym -

m etry a�ects the energy considerably,Nihas probably

a strong e�ecton the energy dispersion especially when

larger wave vectors are involved. Therefore Nialso in-

uencesthe Curie tem perature.Ifone assum esthatthe

spin sti�ness is m ainly due to M n,and the lowering of

the energy with larger wave vectors due to Ni,Nilow-

ers the Curie tem perature from 830 K to 485 K within

the present approxim ations. As the increase in the Ni

m om entdecreasesthe energy itissuggested thatin or-

derto increasetheCurietem peratureoneshould replace

som e Ni,perhaps a little counter-intuitively,with som e

non-m agnetic elem ent,forexam ple Cu. Furtherexperi-

m entsshould clarify these issuesand con�rm the above

suggestions.
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