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F irstprinciples calculations of spin spirals in N 1M nG a and N LM nA 1
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W e report here non-collinearm agnetic con gurationsin theH euslkralloysN M nGaandN M nA 1l
which are interesting In the context of the m agnetic shape m em ory e ect. The total energies for
di erent spin spirals are calculated and the ground state m agnetic structures are identi ed. The
calculated dispersion curves are used to estin ate the C urie tem perature w hich is found to be in good
agreem ent w ith experin ents. In addition, the variation ofthe m agneticm om ent as a function ofthe
spiral structure is studied. M ost of the variation is associated with N i, and symm etry constraints
relevant for the m agnetization are identi ed. Based on the calculated resuls, the e ect of the
constituent atom s in determm ining the C urie tem perature is discussed.

I. NTRODUCTION

M aterials show Ing strong coupling between the m ag—
netic and structural properties are interesting from the
technological point of view . Tb-D y-Fe alloys (Terfenol-
D, already iIn comm ercial use ) exhdbit m agnetic eld
induced strains Qf 0J % based on the m agnetostric-
tion phenom enon . O n the other hand, N M n-G a alloys
close to the N M nG a stoichiom etry, show strains up to
10 $ with m oderatem agnetic ed<£## . Them echanism
ofthisphenom enon, them agnetic shapem em ory M SM )
e ect, is based on the m agnetic— eld-induced m ovem ent
of structuraldom ains (tw in variants) and isdi erent from
ordinary m agnetostr_ictjong . The basic m agnetic proper-
tiesrelated to theM SM e ect include the saturation m ag—
netic m om ent and the m agnetic anisotropy which have
been studied earlier for NiM nG af¥?. Here, we probe
deeper into the m agnetic properties of NLM nGa and
an other M SM candidate, N4%M nA ], by studying non—
collinear m agnetic con gurations which also enables one
to consider nite tem perature e ects in a naturalway.

A though one Ingredient in the M SM e ect is a struc—
tural transform ation (m artensitic transform ation) from
a cubic structure to a lowersymm etry structure upon
cooling, we concentrate here only in the high tem pera-
ture phase. In this phase N 1M nG a has the cubic L2;
structure (see Fig. -'!.') as,ghown by x-—ray and neutron
di raction m easurem ents?2. The m agnetic order is fer-
rom agnefig and m ost of the m agnetic m om ent originates
from M nf%2. In the stoichigm etric com pound the Curie
tem perature is about 370 K2 and decreaseswhen increas-
ing the Ni content?®. On the other hand, N M nA 1 is
Jess studied and is structure and m agnetic con gura—
tion do not seem to be perfectly understood. On the
structural sidg,-hoth L.2; and disordered B2 structures
are reportedt 324432424 depending on the them altreat—
ment. The m agnetic con guration is ound to be ferro—
m agnetic with Curie tem peratures between 300 K and
400K in Ref. :_LZ_; and antiferrom agnetic or spiralin R efs.
:[]:,:1-2:. The m agnetic m om ent-com es mainly from M n
atom s alo i this compound®i2d. T seem s that the

ground state m agnetic con guration depends on the un—
derlying crystal structure. Here we address the possibil-
iy of non-collinear m agnetic con gurations in the L2;
structure.

@x (Omn @ni

FIG .1l: Cubic cellofthe L2; structure, whereX isAlorGa.
T he cubic cell contains four prim itive cells.

A tthough the original form ulation of the localspin-
density approxin ation} of density-fiinctional theory al-
lowed non-collinear m agnetic order, rstprinciples cal-
culations for this aspect have started only recently (fora
review see Ref. :_l§‘) . O ne application has been the sfudy
of non-collinear ground states brexamplk n  Fd4242L
or in frustrated antiferrom agnet£323. I addition, the
non-collinear form ulation enables studies of nite tem —
perature properties of m agnetic m aterials. A s the dom —
nant m agnetic excitations at low tem peratures are soin
waves w hich are non-collinear by nature, i is possible to
determm ine the m agnon spectra and,ultip ately the Curie
tem perature from  rst principles24232427 . M ost of the
previous work hasbeen done for elem ents or com pounds
w ith only one m agnetic constituent. W e study here sys-
tem s w ith severalm agnetic atom s and show how the in—
teraction between di erent m agnetic sublattices can give
rise to interesting e ects.
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T he paper is organized as follow s. Som e general prop—
erties of spin spirals are discussed In Sec. ']._'I ollowed by
the description of the com putational schem e in Sec. -'g]j:
W e study the totalenergy and m agnetization w ith spiral
m agnetic orderings and estin ate the Curie tem perature
n Sec.iVi and nally we conclude in Sec. {!.

II. GENERAL PROPERTIES OF SPIN SPIRALS

Them agnetic con guration ofan incom m ensurate soin
spiral show s the m agnetic m om ents of certain atom ic
planes varying in direction. The variation has a welk-
de ned period determ Ined by a wave vector g. W hen
the m agnetic m om ent is con ned to the lattice sites the
m agnetization M varies as

0 1
OOS(q ¥+t n ) SJII( n)
M @)=m,@ sin@ x+ a)sin(a)B; @)
cos( n)

w here polar coordinates are used and m , isthem agnetic
moment of atom n wih a phase , at the position r, .
Here, we consider only planar spirals, that is , = =2
which also gives the m inimum of the total energy. The
m agnetization of Eqg. 6'_]:) is not translationally invariant
but transform s as
M +R)=D@ R)M () @)
whereR isa lattice translation and D isa rotation around
the z-axis. A spin spiralw ith a m agnetization in a gen—
eralpoint r n space can be de ned as a m agnetic con—
guration which transform s according to Eq. (:_2) .Asthe
soin spiral describes a spatially rotating m agnetization,
it can be correlated w ith a frozen m agnon.
Because the soin spoiral breaks the translational sym —
m etry, the Bloch theorem is no more valid. Com puta-—
tionally, one should use large supercells to obtain total
energies spin spirals. H owever, one can de ne generalized
translations which contaip_translations in real space and
rotations n spin spacf29. These generalized transla-
tions lave the m agnetic structure invariant and lad to
a generalized B loch theoram . T herefore the B loch spinors
can still be characterized by a k-vector In the B rillouin
zone, and can be w ritten as

o . e Ty ()
R =e e i T2, ()

3)

T he functions uy (r) and dy (r) are Invariant w ith respect
to lattice translations having the sam e role as ornom al
B loch functions. D ue to this generalized B loch theorem

the spin gpirals can be studied w ithin the chem icalunit
cell and no large supercells are needed.

A though the chem icalunit cell can be used, the pres—
ence ofthe soin spirallow ersthe sym m etry ofthe system .
O nly the space group operations that leave invariant the
w ave vector of the spiral rem ain. W hen considering the

general spin space groups, ie. taking the spin rotations
Into account, the space group operations which reverse
the spiralvectortogetherw ith a soi} rotation of around
the x-axis are sym m etry operations29.

Basically, the spin spiral relates only the m agnetiza—
tions In the di erent prim iive cells. H owever, the sym —
m etry properties constrain the m agnetization which we
discuss here In the context of the L2, structure. The
prin tive cell of the L2; structure (one fourth of the cu—
bic cell shown in Fig. -r_]:) contains four atom s, two N j,
oneMn and one Ga orAlatom . In the fiill cubic sym -
m etry the two N i atom s are equivalent but this equiv—
alence can be broken when the soin spiral lowers the
symm etry of the system . If the spiral wave vector is
In the [11] direction the two Ni atom s are no longer
equivalent under space group operations. Considering
also the spin rotations, the phases , of the two Ni
m agnetizations are opposite as the atom s are related by
space nversion. If the two N iatom s are treated equiv—
alent when allowed by the spiral symm etry) are con—
strains for the phases of N im om ents even stronger. If
them agneticm om ents ofN iw ithin the prim itive cellare
M (r1)=micos(1)=M (ry),themagneticmoment in
the neighbouring cellat r; isM ( ri1)= micos( 1).
On the other hand, the Niatomsat r; and at r, are
connected by a lattice translation, so that according to
Eqg. (:2:) M (rz)=m,ocos( 1+9g R)andonehasthe re-
lation ;= 1+ g R forthe phase. In order to obtain
the truem Inimum energy con guration it m ay be neces-
sary to treat the Niatom s as inequivalent (ie. lower the
symm etry of the system ) so that the above relation for
the phase do not have to hold.

III. COMPUTATIONALMETHOD

The spin spirals discussed in section :_f.[ are stud-
jed within the density-functional theory. W e use the
fulbpotential linegrized augm ented-planewave m ethod
FLAPW ) method®? ;n an in plem entation which,allow s
non-collinear m agnetisn incliding spin spiralf84. T
addition to the full charge density and to the full poten—
tial, the fullm agnetization density isused. T hem agnetic
m om ent is allowed to vary both in m agniude and in di-
rection Inside the atom ic spheres aswell as in the Inter-
stitial regions. The plane wave cuto for the basis func—
tions isRK  ax = 9, leading to 350 plane waves w ith
themu n-tin radii225 au. Brillbbuin zone Integrations
are carried out w ith the specialpointm ethod using 800 k-
points In the 111 B rillouin zone and a Ferm ibroadening of
0.005 Ry. For the exchange-correlation potential we use
both the Iocaltspin-density approxin ation (LSDA)L% and
the generalized gradient approxin ation GGA )33 which
we discuss next In m ore detail.



A. LSDA vsGGA

It has been pointed out that theyse ocfGGA is ben-
e cial in the context of N LM nG &8, Because there
has been som e discussion about the di erent exchange—
correlation potentials in the context ofnon-collinearm ag—
netisn , we present som e com parison also here.

A though there isno global goin quantization axis, one
can oconsider at every point of space a local coordinate
system such that the m agnetization at that point is in
the zdirection. A s the LSDA depends only on the m ag—
nitude ofthem agnetization, the exchange-correlation po—
tential can be calculated at every point in the local co—
ordinate system as in the usual collinear case. T he non—
collinear potential is cbtained by rotating back to the
global fram e of reference. O n the other hand, the GGA
depends also on the gradients ofm agnetization. B ecause
them agnetization direction m ay vary, only pro gctionsof
the m agnetization on the localquantization axisare used
In the standard GGA when evaluating the gradients. If
the m agnetization direction varies slow Iy this should not
bring any problem s. Som e previous work has suggested
that the disagreem ents between theory and experin ent
are due to profction errors In som e caseiq . However,
laterw ork has corroborated that them ain issue isnot the
exchange-correlation functionalbut the actual com puta—
tionalm ethod, pointing to the In,partance of allelectron
and fiillm agnetization treatm ent2i8489.

W e have done all the calculations in this work both
with LSDA and wih GGA .The totalenergy as a func—
tion ofthe spiralw ave vector length in N 1M nG a isshown
in Fig. d Hra single direction. O ne can see that for sm all
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FIG . 2: Total energy as a function of the spiral vector g in
unitsof2 =a. LSDA, GGA.

g both approxim ations give sim ilar results. W ih larger
g the results di er slightly but the sam e qualitative be—

haviour is seen. For the other results presented in the
follow ing sections the qualitative behaviour is also the
sam e for LSDA and GGA, and the quantitative di er-
ences between the two approxin ations are even sn aller.
T herefore, only the GGA resuls are discussed in the ol
Iow ing.

IV.. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A . Totalenergies

F irst, we have studied the possibility of non-collinear
ordering by studying the energetics of spiral con gura—
tions. This study also provides inform ation about nite—
tem perature properties. The total energy is calculated
as a function of the spiral wave vector g, and the wave
vector isvaried along the high sym m etry directions [001],
[10]Jand [111]. g isgiven in units of2 =a where a is the
theoretical lattice constant of the L2, structuretd. The
corresponding total energies are shown in F jgs.:_3 and :ff

F jg.:_I% show s that the variation oftotalenergy in [001]
and [Ll11]directions is sin ilarin N3;M nGa and NiM nA 1l
for all values of g. The Iowest energy in all cases is at
g= 0 which is the nom alcollinear ferrom agnetic con g—
uration. Both m aterdals have sm allm Inimum at the an—
tiferrom agnetic con guration atg= (0 0 1), but at other
antiferrom agneticcon guration atg= (05 05 05) there
arenom inina.
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FIG .3: Totalenergy as a function of the spiral vector gq.
NiMnAl NiM nGa.

T he energy In the [110]direction isalso sin ilar forboth
m aterials as seen In Fjg.:fl. Here, the e ect of symm e~
try constraints can be seen clearly. If the two Niatom s
are equivalent the energy is higher especially around
g= (0505 0).W hen the m agneticm om ents of the two
N iare allowed to relax independently the energy lowers



and the dispersion becomes at after g = (05 05 0).
Near the Brillbuin zone boundary at g = (0:75 0:75 0)
both m aterials show sm allenergy m inin a corresponding
to Incomm ensurate spiral order. At the antiferrom ag-—
netic con gurations at g = (1 1 0) there are no clear
energy m inin a even though In the case 0ofN 1M nA 1the
dispersion isvery at.
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FIG . 4: Totalenergy as a function of the spiral vector g.
NiMnAl NiMnGa. a) Niatoms are equivalent, b) N i
atom s are nequivalent. Vertical line denotes the B rillouin
zone boundary.

G enerally, the soin spirals are related to m agnons
which allow s the estin ation of m agnon-related proper—
ties, such as soin sti ness and Curie tem perature, from
the total energies calculated above. T he total energy of
the] éanar spin spiralis related to them agnon energy ! 4
agil

E @); )

where M is the m agnetic m om ent per unit cell. In the
Iow g lim it the m agnon dispersion is quadratic, and one
de nes the spin sti ness constantD as

ly=Dcf: ®)

From the calculated totalenergiesin F jgs.:_ﬂ and :ff we can

estin ate the sam e spin sti ness forboth m aterialswhich

isD = 77mRy au?. This n good agreem ent w ith the

expedn entalvalie 79 mRy au? measured in NiM nGa
I <8,

T he Curie tem perature can be estin ated on the basis
ofthe H eisenbergm odel. By m apping the rstprinciples
resuls to the Heisenberg m odel, the Curie tem peraire
Tc in the random phase approxin ation is given by2 27

Z
1 6 v 1
e da—; ©)
kg Tc M (2 )3 lq

where V is the unit cell volum e, and the integration is
over the B rillouin zone. An estin ation can be ocbtained
using the quadratic dispersion, Eq. 6'5) and carrying out
the integration over a sphere having the sam e volum e as
the B rillouin zone. This results in

1 3Vay
= i (7)
kg Tc M D
where gz = (6 =V )™ . By using the calculated spin

sti ness constant we obtain T¢c =830 K which is clearly
an overestim ate. As seen iIn Fjgs.i?. and :ff the disper—
sion curve E (g) deviates strongly from the quadratic be—
haviourw ith largerq. A better estin ate can be obtained
by considering the dispersion quadratic up to som e ra—
dius and constant thereafter. Based on the calculated
energies in Fjgs.:_ﬂ and :ﬁf the constant is chosen to be 5
mRy when g> 0:{7gy. The Curie tem perature obtained
In thisway is Tc =485 K which com pares well w ith the
experin entalone 380 K .

B. M agneticm om ents

In orderto obtain a degper understanding ofthe energy
dispersion we next look into the behaviour ofm agnetiza—
tion. The m agnetic m om ents averaged over the atom ic
spheres for di erent g are shown in Figs. r@: and '§ The
atom icm agnetizations show that w ithin the M n spheres
the m agnetization is nearly constant and the variation in
the totalm agnetization ismainly due to Ni. A lso, the
sym m etry consideration of the equivalence of Niatom s
hasno e ect on theM n mom ent. This points to a m ore
Jocalized character of the m agnetic m om ent ofM n, com —
pared to a m ore itinerant character ofN i. Because m ost
of the totalm agnetic m om ent com es from M n, these al-
Joys can be considered as localized-m om ent system s con—
sistent w ith the traditional view r sin ilar m aterial$s.
However, despite the relative sm allness of is m agnetic
m om ent, N ihas signi cante ect forthe energetics asdis—
cussed later on. The di erences between N i;M nG a and
NiM nAlare an all: the m agneticm om ent In N 4M nG a
is slightly larger as shown already in previous work®d.

A's the m agnetic mom ent in Ni shows a larger vari-
ation, the behaviour of the Nimoment is analyzed in
m ore detail for severaldirections. T he m agnetization de—
creases m onotonously both In the P01] and in the [111]
directions. D i erences are at the antiferrom agnetic con—

gurations as the m agnetic m om ent ofNirem ains nie
atg = (1 11) but vanishesat g = (0 0 1). In the
[110] direction, the behaviour of the N im om ent depends
strongly on the sym m etry asseen in Fjg.r'tj. W hen thetwo
m agneticm om ents are forced to be the sam e, the m agne-
tization startsto decrease w ith increasing g and vanishes
to zero value at g = (05 035 0). For larger g values the
m om ent show s a an all peak before decreasing again to
zero in the antiferrom agnetic stateatg= (1 1 0). In the
case of N iatom s being inequivalent only a m onotonous
decrease sim ilar to the [001] direction is seen.



Because m ost of the variation in total m agnetization
isdue to N j, i should have a largere ect also on the en—
ergy dispersion. T he in portance of N ican be seen m ost
clearly in the [110] direction for the cases of di erent
symm etry. The symm etry a ects only Nias seen in the
behaviourofthem agnetization, F jg.:_5 . A stheenergy dis-
persion depends on the sym m etry, F jg.:ff, the in portance
0ofNiis clear. It can be noted also that the energy low —
ers when the Nim om ent increases. Based on the above
reasoning, N i should have an e ect on the Curie tem -
perature, which Indeed is seen in experim ents w here the
ncrease in N icontent decreases the C urie tem peratureld.
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FIG.5: M agnetic m om ents w ithin the atom ic spheres as a

finction of the spiral vector g. NMnAl NiMnGa.a)
N iatom s are equivalent, b) N iatom s are inequivalent
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FIG .6: M agneticm om entsw ithin the N isphere as a fiinction
of the spiral vector qg. NiMnAl NiMnGa.

T he variation of the N im om ent can be understood by

considering symm etry argum ents and the coordination
around N iatom s. In the [001] direction two of the four
M n atom s neighbouring N 1have the sam e m agnetization
direction in the spiral and the other two have di erent
direction, as shown schem atically in Fig." @) . Them ag-
netization in N i favours ferrom agnetic alignm ent w ith the
neighbouringM n m om ents so that part ofthe N im om ent
can be thought to align w ith one group ofthe M n neigh—
bours and part w ith the other group. T he totalm om ent
w ithin the atom ic sohere is average of these two parts
and theN im om ent decreasesw hen the angle betw een the
M n m om ents Increases. In the antiferrom agnetic con g-—
uration there is a com plete frustration of the Niatom s
which results In the zero average m agnetization w ithin
the sphere. For the [111] direction shown in Fig. -72 ©)
one group contains three M n atom s and the other group
only one. T herefore the variation of the averagem om ent
in the N isphere is an aller and them om ent rem ains nite
In the antiferrom agnetic con guration.
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FIG. 7:
nearest neighbour M n atoms of Niat a) g =
g= (0:50:505).

Schem atic view of the m agnetic m om ents In the
00 1) b)

In the [110]direction the situation ism ore com plex es—
pecially when the two N iatom s are treated asequivalent.
In the antiferrom agnetic con guration the coordination
is sin ilar to the case ofthe P01]direction. There aretwo
groups of neighbouring M n w ith antiparallelm agnetiza—
tion, and the frustration leads to zero average m om ent
w ithin the N i gohere. The Nim om ent is, however, zero
also at g = (05 05 0). At this point there are three
groups of equivalent M n neighbours. One group con-—
tains two M n atom s and the other groups contain one
Mn atom . The m agnetic m om ents of single M n atom s
are antiparallelto each other and have 90 anglew ith re-
spect to them om ents in the group ofthe two M n atom s.
T he other equivalent Niatom has three sin ilar groups
ofneighbouringM n asthe rst Ni. The in portant point
is that the mom ents in the group wih two M n atom s
are antiparallel to those in the corresponding group of
the st Ni, as seen :n Fig. . There is now fustra—
tion forN i, but only when both equivalent N iatom s and
their neighbours are taken into account. T his frustration
causes the m agnetic m om ent around N i to vanish com —
plktely In contrast to the antiferrom agnetic case, where
a an allm om ent rem ains near N ibut averages to zero.
W hen the Niare mequivalent, they can relax according
the Iocalenvironm ent so thata nitem om ent can rem ain



atg= (0505 0)

FIG . 8: Scheam atic view of the m agnetic m om ents in the
nearest neighbour M n atom s of the two equivalent Ni at
g= (0505 0).

An exam ple of the m agnetization density for the case
where nitem agneticm om entsneartheN iatom average
to zero isseen In Fjg.-'g. H ere them agnetization direction
can change its sign w ithin the atom ic sphere. This nding
show sthe in portance ofthe fiilllm agnetization treatm ent
when dealing w ith severalm agnetic sublattices.
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FIG . 9: M agnetization density around N iin the (001) plane
with g= (1 10). The width and the height of the area are
25 au. whilk m agnetization is in arbitrary units.

V. CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied non-collinearm agnetic con gurations
In the temary aloysNi3M nGa and NHM nA 1lwith rst—
principles calculations. The calculations show that the
m agnetic properties are sin ilar for both m aterials. The
ferrom agnetic con guration isthe ground state in the L2,

structure, so that the experin entally observed antiferro—
m agnetism ofN LM nA 1is related to structural disorder.
The calculated total energies are used to estim ate the
soin sti ness constant and the Curie tem perature which
are In good agreem ent w ith the experin ents. T he sin i-
larity in the energy digpersion forboth m aterials suggests
that the Curie tem peratures should be also sin ilar. In
the [110] direction N M nA 1 has higher energy, so that
the Curie tam perature should be a slightly higher.

T he variation of the m agnetic m om ent in the spirals
show s that the M n m om ent is nearly constant whilke the
N im om ent varies strongly. The symm etry of the spin
spiral constrains the direction of m agnetization, and as
N ifavours ferrom agnetic coupling w ith M n, there can be
frustration at certain wave vectors resulting in the van-
ishing ofthem agneticm om ent neartheN isites. Tt isalso
shown how there can be strong variation in the direction
of the m agnetization near the atom ic sites which points
to the relevance of the fullm agnetization treatm ent.

Som e conclusions can be m ade conceming the role of
the constituent atom s for the m agnetic properties. As
the m agnetic m om ent of N i varies strongly and is sym —
m etry a ects the energy considerably, N i has probably
a strong e ect on the energy dispersion especially when
larger wave vectors are mvolved. Therefore Nialso in—

uences the Curie tem perature. If one assum es that the
soin sti ness ism ainly due to M n, and the lowering of
the energy w ith larger wave vectors due to N i, Ni low—
ers the Curie tem perature from 830 K to 485 K wihin
the present approxin ations. A s the increase in the Ni
m om ent decreases the energy it is suggested that in or-
der to increase the C urie tem perature one should replace
som e N i, perhaps a little counter-intuitively, w ith som e
non-m agnetic elem ent, for exam ple Cu. Further experi-
m ents should clarify these issues and con m the above
suggestions.
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