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A system atic study of m agnetic properties of N4+ xMn; xGa (0 X

0:19) Heuslr alloys

undergoing structuralm artensite-austenite transform ations while in ferrom agnetic state has been
perform ed. From m easurem ents of spontaneous m agnetization, M 5 (T ), jJy)mps M at structural
phase transitions were determ ined. V irtual Curie tem peratures of the m artensite were estim ated
from the com parison ofm agnetization in m artensitic and austenitic phases. Both saturation m ag-
neticm om ents in ferrom agnetic state and e ective m agnetic m om ents in param agnetic state ofM n
and N iatom s were estin ated and the in uence of delocalization e ects on m agnetism in these al-
Joys was discussed. T he experin ental results obtained show that the shift of m artensitic transition
tem perature depends weakly on com position. The values of this shift are in good correspondence
w ith Clapeyron-C lausius form alisn taking into account the experin ental data on latent heat at

m artensite-austen ite transform ations.

PACS numbers: 64.70K b, 7530Cr, 7550 Cc

I. NTRODUCTION

In N M nG a Heuskr ally, a structural transform ation
from cubic austenitic to tetragonalm artensitic phase is
observed upon cooling. The interest in the study of
N £M nG a-based allbys has m ainly been conditioned by
the fact that the m artensitic phase in these alloys is fer-
rom agnetic. The com bination of ferrom agnetic ordering
and m artensitic transform ation allow s realization ofm ag—
netically driven shapem em ory e ect, which expandscon—
siderably the area of technical applications ofthise ect.

D espite a large num ber ofexperim entaland theoretical
studies, m any fiindam ental aspects of N 1M nG a-based
alloys are not clearly understood yet. For Instance, m ag—
netic properties of thoroughly studied Ni,,Mn; xGa
system were not su ciently clari ed. For these allbys,
the com positional dependencies of Curie tem perature
Tc andm artensiteaustenite transform ation tem perature
T, were detem Ined but the tem perature and com posi-
tional dependencies of m agnetization have been not in—
vestigated in details. In particular, no system atic study
was perform ed on the jim p ofm agnetization at m arten—
sitic transition, which detemn ines the shift of T, under
extemalm agnetic eld. Besides, the exchange interac-
tion param eters have been not estin ated for these alloys.
A1l these factors are in portant to get a better insight
Into physical m echanisn s, underlying the m agnetically
driven shapem em ory e ect. Thispaperdealsw ith a sys—
tem atic study ofm agnetic properties ofN L. ;M n; xGa
©0 x 0:19) aloys.

II. CRYSTAL STRUCTURE AND MAGNETIC
PROPERTIES OF NI+ xM N; xGA SYSTEM

The high-tem perature austenitic phase of
NisxMn; xGa Heuslkr allbys has a cubic struc
ture of Fm 3m space group. A structural transition to
a modulated tetragonal (c=a < 1) phase is observed
In these allbys on cooling. It is worth noting that the
crystalstructure and space group ofthe low -tem perature
phase JS stJJla sub Ect of controversy (see, for exam ple,
Refs. -L,Qi) which is aggravated by a com positional
dependence of the crystal structure of m artensite.
Thus, Pr example, recent results of high-resolution
neutron di raction® give ground to conclude that for the
stoichiom etric Ni4M nGa com position the m artensitic
phase, being considered for a long tim e as a tetragonal,
has indeed an orthorhombic symm etry of Pnnm space
group. The structural m artensitic transform ation in
N LM nG a-based Heuskr allgyg was descrbed as driven
by a band Jahn-Teller e ect £

The martensitic transform ation tem perature T,
which isabout 200K in stoichiom etricN LM nG a, linearly
ncreases with x n Ni; M n; xGa alloys and reaches
about 330K atx= 0148 019 (Ref.-r_é). T he alloysw ith
a higher N i content were not studied so far. Note that
di erent values of T, are given in literature, indicating
probably the sensitivity ofphysicalproperties ofthese al-
loys to structural disorder’® and/or deviations from the
nom nal com position.

The N, M n; yGa alloys are ferrom agnetic at low
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tem peratures. T he C urie tem perature Tc isabout 370 K
In stoichiom etric composition x = 0). Tc approxi-
m ately Inearly decreases w ith increasing N i content, so
that orx = 018 0:19 Curie tem perature m erges w ith
the m artensitic transform ation tem perature T, . Hence,
the alloyswih x = 0:18 0:{9 experience a structural
(m artensitic) transition from param agnetic austenite to
ferrom agnetic m artensite. At the sam e tin e, the m ag—
netic state of the alloys with a lower N i content does
not change during m artensitic transform ation and both
austenitic and m artensitic phases are ferrom agnetic. T he
m artensitic transform ation, however, In uences them ag—
netic param eters of these alloys and reveals itself n a
sharp change ofm agnetic anisotropy and m agnetization
saturation 2

T he neutron di-raction m easurem ents of stoichiom et-
ric com position?2{ show that the m agnetic m om ent is
Iocalized mainly on M n atom s. The reported values of
the M n m agneticm om ent range from 3.8to42 3 .The
m agnetic m om ent of N1i atom s is considerably sm aller,
about 0204 y . The oconcentration dependence ofm ag—
neticmoment in Ni; xM n; xGa alloys hasbeen not re—
ported. It is known only that, m agnetization saturation

. . . 1
decreases w ith increasing x 2423

III. SAMPLES PREPARATION AND
M EASUREMENTS

Polycrystalline sam ples ofN 4, ;M n; xGa allbyswere
prepared by a conventionalarcm eltingm ethod in the at—
m osphere of spectroscopically pure argon gas. T he sam —
ples were hom ogenized at 1050 K for 9 daysw ith subse-
quent quenching in ice water. For the m easurem ents of
physicalproperties those sam plesw ere used w hose w eight
Jossduring arcm elting was lessthan 02% . Them easure—
m ents ofm agnetic properties w ere performm ed on sam ples
wih x = 0, 004, 008, 012, 0.16, and 0.19; some m ea—
surem ents were also done on the sam pl wih x = 0:02.

The m agnetization up to 5 T wasm easured in a tem -
perature range 5 { 700 K by a SQUID m agnetom eter
"Quantum Design"; i was also m easured by a vbrat-
ing sam pl m agnetom eter (VSM ) in m agnetic elds up
to 1.8 T .Additionally, m easurem ents in pulsed m agnetic

elds up to 10 T were perform ed. Spontaneous m agne—
tization M 5 at low tem peratures was determm ined by Iin—
earextrapolation ofM (H ) dependencies from high elds.
M g In the vicihity of Curie tem perature, where M # )
dependencies are non-linear, was estin ated by Belov—
A rrott m ethod for second-order m agnetic phase transi-
tions. U sing this m ethod, the Curde tem peratures were
determm ined for every alloys except the x = 0:19 sam —
pl, where the ferrom agneticparam agnetic transition is
a rstorder phase transition. T he param agnetic suscep—
tbility ofthe alloyswasde ned from M (T ) dependencies
m easured above Tc up to 700 K In a magnetic eld of
02T.

The latent heat of m artensitic transition was deter—
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FIG . lTemperature dependencies of sgoonta-
neous m agnetization of the NiixMn; yGa alloys.

m Ined from di erential scanning calorim etry, perform ed
by a Pyris1 D SC equipm ent.

Iv. EXPERIM ENTAL RESULTS

Tem perature dependencies of spontaneous m agnetiza—
tion M ¢ oftheN L yMn; xGaalbysareshown nFig.1.
Tt is seen that M § gradually decreases w ith increasing
tem perature and exhibits a pronounced change (sn eared
Jum p) when approaching a certain tem perature T, . This
Jum p In m agnetization -is caused, as has been shown in
num erous studies?d4344 by a structuralphase transition
from m artensite to austenite. A sevident from thesem ea—
surem ents, the austenitic phase is ferrom agnetic above
T, orx < 0:19,whik in the x = 0:19 alloy the transfor-
m ation from m artensite to austenite is accom panied by
a transition from ferrom agnetic to param agnetic state.

The compositional dependence of the m artensitic
transform ation tem perature T, is shown In Fig.2. This

gure also show s the dependence of ferrom agnetic order—
ing tem perature Tc on Ni content x. It is seen that
both these dependencies are practically linear w ith T
Increasing and Tc decreasing wih N i content. These
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FIG. 3Composiional dependencies of satura—
tion magnetic moment M 5(0) and e ective mag-—
of the Ni:xMn; yGa alloys.
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FIG . 4M agnetization jymp at the m artensitic transition in magnetic elds of 3 T

line). For com posiions 0 X
tion x =

016 M (T) dependencies were m easured upon heating.
0:19 a tem perature hysteresis loop of the m agnetization observed at m artensitic transition is shown.

(dashed line) and 5 T (solid

For the com posi-

The inset show s tem perature derivatives of m agnetization for NiM nGa measured n magnetic elds 3 and 5 T.

tem peraturesm erge n a range of x = 0:18 0:19. The
phase diagram oftheN i, M n; 4G a system obtained in
the presenf study is In good agreem ent w ith previously
fund one #49

T he m agnetic m om ent of these alloys, M 5 (0), was ob—
tained by extrapolation ofM ¢ (T') to 0 K . It was found
that M ¢ (0) approxin ately linearly decreases at substiu-
tion ofM n by N i, asisshown in Fig.3. The value ofm ag—
neticm om ent in the stoichiom etric N LM nG g appears to
be close to those reported in others studiesA2dAL

The M 5 (T) dependencies n N xMn; yGa allbys,
shown in Fig.1, evidence that the change of spontaneous
m agnetization at m artensite-austenite transform ation in—
creasesw ith N icontent. A jum p ofm agnetization at this

transition is also observed in m agnetic elds larger than
the saturation eld, as is shown In Fig.4. T he com posi-
tional dependencies of the m agnitudes of m agnetization
Jmp M measured In variousm agnetic eldsare shown
n Fig.5.
A s can be seen from Fig. 4, with Increasing m agnetic
eld the m agnetization jim ps shift to higher tem pera—
tures. This is due to the n uence of m agnetic eld on
m artensitic transfom ation tem perature. It ollow s from
these m easurem ents that the shift T ofT , underm ag-
netic eld ncreasesweakly w ith Nicontent (see Table 1).
The In uence of a magnetic eld on the m artensite—
austenie transition tem perature was studied only for
x= 0 Ref.l4) andx = 0:18 0:19 Refs.[5,6,17) com -



TABLE ITheoretical and experim ental values of the
shift T of the m artensitic transition tem perature T ,
In a magnetic ed H = 2 T for NiyiyMn; yGa.

T K) T K)
Xx Q (J/mol) T, K) M ( ) (H=2T) (H=2T)
theory experin ent
0 270 201 01 082 02 08 05
0.04 600 237 0.17 0:75 02 095 05
0.08 910 265 028 0:92 02 095 05
012 1250 294 041 107 02 110 05
0.16 1710 315 0.62 128 02 130 05
0.19 2260 342 0.96 162 02 1:60 05

positions. For the stoichiom etric com position the shift
of T, underm agnetic eld was estin ated as dT,, =dH
02K /T &4 Forthe x = 0118 and x = 0:19 com positions,
dT, =dH 1 K /T was reported in Reﬁ.:}ﬁ:}]‘, whereas
in Ref.:_fg: this quantity was estim ated as 35K /T . &t is
worth noting that the shift of T, is detem ined wih a
signi cant error. This is caused m ainly by the fact that
the jum p ofm agnetization at m artensitic transform ation
is broad which m akes di cul correct determm nation of
T, tem perature. Besides, m artensitic transform ation is
a rstorder structuralphase transition and is character—
ized by a tem perature hysteresis. T herefore, T, tem per-
ature can di er from the tem perature at which the jum p
of m agnetization occurs. The m ost correct m ethod to
determ ine T, isto determm ine this tem perature as the av—
erage of the tem peratures, at which m agnetization jum p
is odbserved on cooling and heating, respectively. In the
present study, T, wasdeterm ined asa tem perature ofthe
m agnetization jim p while heating the sam ple. The tem -
perature hysteresis loop was m easured for the x = 0:19
sampl. It was ound (see Fig. 4) that T, detem ined at
Increasing tem perature di ers from T, estin ated from
averaging of m easurem ents in hysteretic regim e by 2{
3 K. The width of the tem perature hysteresis loop is
approxin ately the sam e In di erent m agnetic elds, so
the additional error in determ ination of the shift of Ty,
caused by a m agnetic eld does not exceed 03K .

Tem perature dependencies of reciprocal param agnetic
susceptibility of the Ny M n; xGa system are shown
In Fig. 6. In the tem perature range studied, the sus-
ceptbility follow s CurieW eiss law . The com positional
dependencies of param agnetic C urie tem perature and
e ective magnetic moment . are shown In Figs. 2
and 3, regoectively. C learly, both these param eters de—
crease m onotonously with increasing x. The param ag—
netic susceptibility was measured earlier in stoichiom et—
ric NuM nGa alby only2924 The values of and o
obtained are som ew hat larger than the reported previ-
ously. This di erence can be due to the fact that the
present m easurem ents were perform ed in a wider tem —
perature nterval.
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FIG. 5The magnetization jump at m artensitic tran-
sition in various magnetic elds as a function
of Ni oconcentration in the Ni,;Mn; yGa alloys.
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The com positional dependence of the latent heat Q
of the m artensiteaustenie phase transition is shown in
Fig. 7. Evidently, Q strongly increases w ith increasing
X. These resuls are In good agreem ent w ith recently
published onest’

V. DISCUSSION

Based on the com positional dependencies of satura—
tion m agnetic m om ent and e ective m agnetic m om ent
ofN 1L yMn; xGaalbys Fig.3), them agneticm om ents
and e ectivem agneticm om entsofM n and N iatom swere
calculated from the equations



TABLE IIM agnetic moments and e ective
m agnetic m om ents e of Mn and Ni atoms.

(s) e (8) ©e (g) pe=
Mn 299 032 443 0:13 386 0:14 087 041

Ni 043 0:14 135 0:18 105 021 077 0:10

X) unt @+ %) yi @)

e = @ x)?2 + 2+ x) 2 @)

Mn Ni :
The results of these calculations are presented in Ta-
ble 2. The obtained values of the m agnetic m om ents of
the constituting atom s are In good accordance w ith the
results of neutron di raction and nuclear m agnetic reso—
nance giiydies for the stoichiom etric com position. T was
show P24 that n N 1M nG a the M n m agnetic m om ent
is about 2:84 341 y and the Nim agnetic m om ent is
about 03 041 5.

N ote that these calculations are based on assum ptions
that the m agnetic m om ents of constiuting atom s does
not change w ith deviations from stoichiom etry and that
the N iatom s possess sim ilar m om ents in di erent crys—
tallographic sites. In general this is not the case, be—
causem agnetisn ofH euslker alloys is described in a band
model. It means that the valies of m agnetic m om ents
depend on density of states at Fem i kevel and on the
exchange splitting param eter, being therefore the con—
centration and structure dependent values. A s has been
noted in Ref.:_21.', In NiM nX Heuskr alloys the distance
betw een the atom sissu ciently lJarge so that direct over-
lap ofelectron orbitals is negligible and the delocalization
e ects are of secondary im portance. Therefore, in the

rst approxim ation a localized m om ents m odel is appli-
cable for the description ofm agnetic properties of these
alloys. However, from the results of m agnetic and np-—
clear m agnetic resonance m easurem ents of N 1M nG a2
it was concluded that in this alloy the M n m agneticm o—
ments arem ainly localized, while N im agnetic m om ents
are essentially delocalized.

T he character of m agnetism can be jidged from the
com parison of the m agnetic m om ents of the constitut-
ing atom s and their e ective m agneticm om ents (see Ta—
bk 2).

In the m odel of localized m agnetic m om ents for the
soin-only state (orbital moment is quenched) the in—
terrelation between e ective m agnetic m om ent and the
moment In the m agnetically ordered state is given by
W ohlfarth-Rhodes equation
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FIG . 7€ om positional dependence of the latent heat of
the m artensitic transition. The inset show s an exam plk
of the di erential scanning calorim etry m easurem ents.

In the band model the value of ¢ calculated from

an. (3) should be sn aller than the experin ental value
of the e ective m om ent due to the In uence of delocal-
ization e ects. The values of ¢ for the Mn and Ni
subsystem s are given in Tabl 2. A s evident from these
data, for both M n and Nisubsystems . and éoc are
close to each other, although in both cases ¢ is slightly
an aller than . . W ithin the experin ental error of the
m easurem entsthe ©°= . ratio isthe same orbothM n
and N i subsystem s. T hus, present experin ental data do
not suggest that the N i subsystem is m ore delocalized
that the M n one.

Tt should be understood, how ever, that the m agnetic
mom ents in the m agnetically ordered state were deter-
m Ined In the m artensitic phase, whereas the e ective
m agnetic m om ents were calculated from the param ag—
netic susoeptibility m easured in the austenitic state. It
m akes no di erence ifm agnetism is described in the lo-
calized m odel, because in this case them agnitude ofm ag—
neticm om ent dependsw eakly on the crystallographicen—
vironm ent. In the band m odel, m agnetic m om ents de—
pend on the degree of overlap of electron orbitals, which
changes at structural transfomm ation. Because of this,
a possibility that the m agnetic m om ents w ill change at
structural transition must not be ruled out. The qual-
TFative argum ents given above are supported by the ex-
perin entaldata reported in Ref. 20 which indicate that
the m agnetic mom ent of M n is the sam e in austenitic
and m artensitic phases, whereasm agneticm om ent ofN i
In austenitic phase is larger than that in the m artensitic
phase. T he latter observation is conditioned by a higher
density of states of Ni at the Femm i level in austenitic
state than that in the m artensitic state as electronic
structure calculations have revealed

As evident from Fig. 2, Curie tem perature of the
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FIG. 8Reduced magnetization m = M g(T)=M 5(0)
as a function of reduced temperature t = T=T¢
for the Ni:4Mn; yGa allys. The solid line is
reduced m agnetization of virtual m artensitic phase.

austenitic phase decreases at substitution ofM n for N i.
T his is due to the fact that this substitution leads to an
Increase In the num ber of atom s w th sm aller m agnetic
m om ents. Sin ilar tendency takesplace presum ably ora
virtualC urde tem perature of the m artensitic phase. T his
follow s from the observation that in the low -tem perature
m artensitic phase m agnetization of the N, xMn; xGa
alloys w ith a higher x decreases m ore rapidly with in-
creasing tem perature.

The m agnetization data shown in Fig. 1 allow esti-
m ation of virtual Curie tem perature of the m artensitic
phase. F ig. 8 show stem perature dependencies of reduced
spontaneousm agnetization m = M g (T )=M 5 (0) ofthe al-
Joysasa function of reduced tem peraturet= T=T¢ . Ik is
seen that the m agnetization of austenitic phase and the
m agnetization ofm artensitic phase change w ith tem pera-
ture in di erentway, w hereasthe reduced m agnetizations
of these phases are sim ilar for di erent com positions. It
can be assum ed that the di erence In m (t) ofm artensite
and austenite is due to the di erence In their C urde tem -
peratures. Com paring m (t) dependencies of m artensitic
and austenitic phases, it is possble to reconstruct the
virtual C urde tem perature of m artensitic phase, which is
shown by the solid line in Fig. 8. It appears to be 17%
higher than the Curie tem perature of austenitic state.
This value is tw ice as lJarge as-that obtained from phe-
nom enolbgical Landau theory 23

T he larger value ofC urie tem perature ofm artensite as
com pared to C urie tem perature of corresponding austen—
ite isdue to changes in interatom ic distances and in over-
lap ofelectronic orbitals. A s evident from the analysis of
experim entaldata, thise ect cannot be attributed sokly
to a change in the unit cell volum e at m artensitic trans—
form ation. Indeed, a study ofthe in uence ofhydrostatic
pressure on Curie tem perature Tc and m artensitic trans—

6

form ation tem perature T, of stoichiom etric N M nG até
has shown that the exchange interaction of the austenite
Increases w ith dgcareasing uni cell volum e. At the sam e
tin e, it is know n23 that the unit cell volum e of m arten—
site is larger than that of austenie. T herefore, i seem s
likely that the prim ary role in m artensitic transform a—
tion in NiM nG a Heuslr alloys belongs to the crystal
lattice distortions. Such a m echanism ofthe n uence of
a structural transition on exchange Interaction in inter—
m etallic com pounds Gds (SkGe; x)4 was discussed re-
cently in Ref. 24.

A s evident from Fig. 5, the m agnitude of m agnetiza—
tion imp M at structuraltransition strongly ncreases
w ith N icontent. This is caused by the fact that the in—
crease of x leads to the increase of T, . Under these
circum stances, the di erence betw een m agnetizations of
m artensite and austenite at T, increases aswell. It is
also seen from Fig. 5 that the m agnetization jimps M
at T, din inishes at increasing m agnetic eld, which is
the m ost pronounced at high x. The behavior of M
In the alloys wih a snall x results from the fact that
the m artensitic transform ation in these alloys occurs at
tem peratures farbelow Curie tem perature Tc and there—
fore the In uence of a m agnetic eld on m agnetization
isweak. In the albys wih a large x, T, is close to T
ofthe austenitic phase and the extermal eld strongly af-
fectsm agnetization ofthis phase, whereasm agnetization
ofthem artensitic phase dependsweakly on them agnetic

eld.

Tt hasbeen already m entioned that the tem perature of
structural transition shifts to higher tem peratures upon
application of a m agnetic eld. Such behavior is gov—
emed by the In uence of Zeem an energy, which stabilizes
m artensitic phase w ith a lJarger m agnetization. E xperi-
m entaldata on the shift of T, are presented In Tabl 1.
T hese results indicate that for the alloys studied the shift
is rather an all (1{2 K as the m agnetic eld changes for
2 T) and slightly enhances w ith increasing N i content.
T he table also contains theoreticalestin ation ofthe shift
ofT, inhmagnetic eld, derived from a them odynam ical
C lapeyron-C Jausius relation for rst-order phase transi-
tions:

T= MHT ,=0 :

T he agream ent betw een experin entaland theoreticalval-
ues can be considered as satisfactory.
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