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A system atic study of m agnetic properties of Ni2+ xM n1� xG a (0 � x � 0:19) Heusler alloys

undergoing structuralm artensite-austenite transform ations while in ferrom agnetic state has been

perform ed. From m easurem ents ofspontaneous m agnetization,M s(T),jum ps �M at structural

phase transitions were determ ined. VirtualCurie tem peratures ofthe m artensite were estim ated

from the com parison ofm agnetization in m artensitic and austenitic phases. Both saturation m ag-

neticm om entsin ferrom agnetic state and e�ectivem agnetic m om entsin param agnetic state ofM n

and Niatom s were estim ated and the in
uence ofdelocalization e�ects on m agnetism in these al-

loyswasdiscussed.The experim entalresultsobtained show thatthe shiftofm artensitic transition

tem perature dependsweakly on com position. The values ofthis shift are in good correspondence

with Clapeyron-Clausius form alism taking into account the experim entaldata on latent heat at

m artensite-austenite transform ations.

PACS num bers:64.70.K b,75.30.Cr,75.50.Cc

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

In Ni2M nG aHeusleralloy,astructuraltransform ation

from cubic austenitic to tetragonalm artensitic phase is

observed upon cooling. The interest in the study of

Ni2M nG a-based alloys has m ainly been conditioned by

the factthatthe m artensiticphasein these alloysisfer-

rom agnetic. The com bination offerrom agnetic ordering

and m artensitictransform ationallowsrealization ofm ag-

neticallydriven shapem em orye�ect,which expandscon-

siderably thearea oftechnicalapplicationsofthise�ect.

Despitealargenum berofexperim entaland theoretical

studies, m any fundam entalaspects of Ni2M nG a-based

alloysarenotclearly understood yet.Forinstance,m ag-

netic properties of thoroughly studied Ni2+ xM n1� xG a

system were not su�ciently clari�ed. For these alloys,

the com positional dependencies of Curie tem perature

TC and m artensite-austenitetransform ation tem perature

Tm were determ ined butthe tem perature and com posi-

tionaldependencies ofm agnetization have been not in-

vestigated in details. In particular,no system atic study

wasperform ed on thejum p ofm agnetization atm arten-

sitic transition,which determ ines the shiftofTm under

externalm agnetic �eld. Besides,the exchange interac-

tion param etershavebeen notestim ated forthesealloys.

Allthese factors are im portant to get a better insight

into physicalm echanism s,underlying the m agnetically

driven shapem em ory e�ect.Thispaperdealswith asys-

tem atic study ofm agnetic propertiesofNi2+ xM n1� xG a

(0 � x � 0:19)alloys.

II. C R Y STA L ST R U C T U R E A N D M A G N ET IC

P R O P ER T IES O F N I2+ xM N 1� xG A SY ST EM

The high-tem perature austenitic phase of

Ni2+ xM n1� xG a Heusler alloys has a cubic struc-

ture ofFm �3m space group. A structuraltransition to

a m odulated tetragonal (c=a < 1) phase is observed

in these alloys on cooling. It is worth noting that the

crystalstructureand spacegroup ofthelow-tem perature

phase isstilla subjectofcontroversy (see,forexam ple,

Refs. 1,2) which is aggravated by a com positional

dependence of the crystal structure of m artensite.

Thus, for exam ple, recent results of high-resolution

neutron di�raction3 giveground to concludethatforthe

stoichiom etric Ni2M nG a com position the m artensitic

phase,being considered fora long tim e asa tetragonal,

has indeed an orthorhom bic sym m etry ofPnnm space

group. The structural m artensitic transform ation in

Ni2M nG a-based Heusler alloys was described as driven

by a band Jahn-Tellere�ect.4,5

The m artensitic transform ation tem perature Tm ,

which isabout200K in stoichiom etricNi2M nG a,linearly

increases with x in Ni2+ xM n1� xG a alloys and reaches

about330 K atx = 0:18� 0:19 (Ref.6).Thealloyswith

a higher Nicontentwere not studied so far. Note that

di�erentvaluesofTm are given in literature,indicating

probablythesensitivity ofphysicalpropertiesoftheseal-

loysto structuraldisorder7,8 and/ordeviationsfrom the

nom inalcom position.

The Ni2+ xM n1� xG a alloys are ferrom agnetic at low
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tem peratures.TheCurietem peratureTC isabout370K

in stoichiom etric com position (x = 0). TC approxi-

m ately linearly decreaseswith increasing Nicontent,so

thatforx = 0:18� 0:19 Curie tem perature m ergeswith

the m artensitic transform ation tem perature Tm . Hence,

the alloys with x = 0:18� 0:19 experience a structural

(m artensitic)transition from param agnetic austenite to

ferrom agnetic m artensite. At the sam e tim e,the m ag-

netic state of the alloys with a lower Nicontent does

notchange during m artensitic transform ation and both

austeniticand m artensiticphasesareferrom agnetic.The

m artensitictransform ation,however,in
uencesthem ag-

netic param eters ofthese alloys and reveals itselfin a

sharp change ofm agnetic anisotropy and m agnetization

saturation.9

The neutron di�raction m easurem entsofstoichiom et-

ric com position4,10 show that the m agnetic m om ent is

localized m ainly on M n atom s. The reported values of

theM n m agneticm om entrangefrom 3.8 to 4.2 �B .The

m agnetic m om ent ofNiatom s is considerably sm aller,

about0.2-0.4�B .Theconcentration dependenceofm ag-

netic m om entin Ni2+ xM n1� xG a alloyshasbeen notre-

ported. Itis known only thatm agnetization saturation

decreaseswith increasing x.11,12

III. SA M P LES P R EPA R A T IO N A N D

M EA SU R EM EN T S

Polycrystallinesam plesofNi2+ xM n1� xG a alloyswere

prepared by aconventionalarc-m eltingm ethod in theat-

m osphereofspectroscopically pureargon gas.The sam -

pleswerehom ogenized at1050 K for9 dayswith subse-

quentquenching in ice water. Forthe m easurem entsof

physicalpropertiesthosesam pleswereused whoseweight

lossduringarc-m eltingwaslessthan 0.2% .Them easure-

m entsofm agneticpropertieswereperform ed on sam ples

with x = 0,0.04,0.08,0.12,0.16,and 0.19;som e m ea-

surem entswerealso doneon the sam plewith x = 0:02.

The m agnetization up to 5 T wasm easured in a tem -

perature range 5 { 700 K by a SQ UID m agnetom eter

"Q uantum Design";it was also m easured by a vibrat-

ing sam ple m agnetom eter (VSM ) in m agnetic �elds up

to 1.8 T.Additionally,m easurem entsin pulsed m agnetic

�elds up to 10 T were perform ed. Spontaneousm agne-

tization M s atlow tem peratureswasdeterm ined by lin-

earextrapolation ofM (H )dependenciesfrom high �elds.

M s in the vicinity ofCurie tem perature,where M (H )

dependencies are non-linear, was estim ated by Belov-

Arrott m ethod for second-order m agnetic phase transi-

tions. Using this m ethod,the Curie tem peratures were

determ ined for every alloys except the x = 0:19 sam -

ple,where the ferrom agnetic-param agnetic transition is

a �rst-orderphasetransition.Theparam agneticsuscep-

tibility ofthealloyswasde�ned from M (T)dependencies

m easured above TC up to 700 K in a m agnetic �eld of

0.2 T.

The latent heat of m artensitic transition was deter-
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FIG . 1:Tem perature dependencies of sponta-

neous m agnetization of the Ni2+ xM n1� xG a alloys.

m ined from di�erentialscanning calorim etry,perform ed

by a Pyris-1 DSC equipm ent.

IV . EX P ER IM EN TA L R ESU LT S

Tem peraturedependenciesofspontaneousm agnetiza-

tion M s oftheNi2+ xM n1� xG aalloysareshown in Fig.1.

It is seen that M s gradually decreases with increasing

tem peratureand exhibitsa pronounced change(sm eared

jum p)when approachingacertain tem peratureTm .This

jum p in m agnetization is caused,as has been shown in

num erousstudies,10,13,14 by a structuralphasetransition

from m artensitetoaustenite.Asevidentfrom thesem ea-

surem ents,the austenitic phase is ferrom agnetic above

Tm forx < 0:19,whilein thex = 0:19 alloy thetransfor-

m ation from m artensite to austenite is accom panied by

a transition from ferrom agneticto param agneticstate.

The com positional dependence of the m artensitic

transform ation tem peratureTm isshown in Fig.2.This

�gurealso showsthedependenceofferrom agneticorder-

ing tem perature TC on Nicontent x. It is seen that

both these dependencies are practically linear with Tm

increasing and TC decreasing with Nicontent. These
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ture TC and param agnetic Curie tem perature �.
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tion m agnetic m om ent M s(0) and e�ective m ag-

netic m om ent �e� of the Ni2+ xM n1� xG a alloys.
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line). For com positions 0 � x � 0:16 M (T) dependencies were m easured upon heating. For the com posi-

tion x = 0:19 a tem perature hysteresis loop of the m agnetization observed at m artensitic transition is shown.

The inset shows tem perature derivatives ofm agnetization for Ni2M nG a m easured in m agnetic �elds 3 and 5 T.

tem peraturesm erge in a range ofx = 0:18� 0:19. The

phasediagram oftheNi2+ xM n1� xG a system obtained in

the presentstudy is in good agreem entwith previously

found one.6,15

The m agnetic m om entofthese alloys,M s(0),wasob-

tained by extrapolation ofM s(T) to 0 K .It was found

thatM s(0)approxim ately linearly decreasesatsubstitu-

tion ofM n byNi,asisshown in Fig.3.Thevalueofm ag-

neticm om entin thestoichiom etricNi2M nG a appearsto

be closeto those reported in othersstudies.4,10,11

The M s(T) dependencies in Ni2+ xM n1� xG a alloys,

shown in Fig.1,evidencethatthechangeofspontaneous

m agnetization atm artensite-austenitetransform ationin-

creaseswith Nicontent.A jum p ofm agnetization atthis

transition isalso observed in m agnetic�eldslargerthan

the saturation �eld,asisshown in Fig.4.The com posi-

tionaldependenciesofthe m agnitudesofm agnetization

jum p �M m easured in variousm agnetic�eldsareshown

in Fig.5.

Ascan be seen from Fig.4,with increasing m agnetic

�eld the m agnetization jum ps shift to higher tem pera-

tures. This is due to the in
uence ofm agnetic �eld on

m artensitic transform ation tem perature.Itfollowsfrom

thesem easurem entsthattheshift�T ofT m underm ag-

netic�eld increasesweaklywith Nicontent(seeTable1).

The in
uence ofa m agnetic �eld on the m artensite-

austenite transition tem perature was studied only for

x = 0 (Ref.14)and x = 0:18� 0:19(Refs.15,16,17)com -
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TABLE I:Theoretical and experim ental values of the

shift �T ofthe m artensitic transition tem perature T m

in a m agnetic �eld �H = 2 T for Ni2+ xM n1� xG a.

�T (K ) �T (K )

x Q (J/m ol) Tm (K ) �M (� B ) (�H = 2 T) (�H = 2 T)

theory experim ent

0 270 201 0.1 0:82� 0:2 0:8� 0:5

0.04 600 237 0.17 0:75� 0:2 0:95� 0:5

0.08 910 265 0.28 0:92� 0:2 0:95� 0:5

0.12 1250 294 0.41 1:07� 0:2 1:10� 0:5

0.16 1710 315 0.62 1:28� 0:2 1:30� 0:5

0.19 2260 342 0.96 1:62� 0:2 1:60� 0:5

positions. For the stoichiom etric com position the shift

ofTm underm agnetic�eld wasestim ated asdTm =dH �
0:2 K /T.14 Forthe x = 0:18 and x = 0:19 com positions,

dTm =dH � 1 K /T wasreported in Refs.15,17,whereas

in Ref.16 thisquantity wasestim ated as3.5 K /T.Itis

worth noting that the shift ofTm is determ ined with a

signi�canterror.Thisiscaused m ainly by the factthat

thejum p ofm agnetization atm artensitictransform ation

is broad which m akes di�cult correct determ ination of

Tm tem perature. Besides,m artensitic transform ation is

a �rst-orderstructuralphasetransition and ischaracter-

ized by a tem peraturehysteresis.Therefore,Tm tem per-

aturecan di�erfrom thetem peratureatwhich thejum p

ofm agnetization occurs. The m ost correct m ethod to

determ ineTm isto determ inethistem peratureastheav-

erageofthetem peratures,atwhich m agnetization jum p

isobserved on cooling and heating,respectively. In the

presentstudy,Tm wasdeterm ined asatem peratureofthe

m agnetization jum p whileheating thesam ple.Thetem -

perature hysteresisloop wasm easured for the x = 0:19

sam ple.Itwasfound (seeFig.4)thatTm determ ined at

increasing tem perature di�ers from Tm estim ated from

averaging of m easurem ents in hysteretic regim e by 2{

3 K . The width of the tem perature hysteresis loop is

approxim ately the sam e in di�erent m agnetic �elds,so

the additionalerrorin determ ination ofthe shift ofTm
caused by a m agnetic �eld doesnotexceed 0.3 K .

Tem peraturedependenciesofreciprocalparam agnetic

susceptibility ofthe Ni2+ xM n1� xG a system are shown

in Fig.6. In the tem perature range studied, the sus-

ceptibility follows Curie-W eiss law. The com positional

dependenciesofparam agneticCurie tem perature � and

e�ective m agnetic m om ent �e� are shown in Figs. 2

and 3,respectively. Clearly,both these param eters de-

crease m onotonously with increasing x. The param ag-

netic susceptibility wasm easured earlierin stoichiom et-

ric Ni2M nG a alloy only.10,18 The values of� and � e�

obtained are som ewhat 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 -

peratureinterval.
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The com positionaldependence of the latent heat Q

ofthe m artensite-austenite phase transition isshown in

Fig.7. Evidently,Q strongly increases with increasing

x. These results are in good agreem ent with recently

published ones.19

V . D ISC U SSIO N

Based on the com positionaldependencies of satura-

tion m agnetic m om ent and e�ective m agnetic m om ent

ofNi2+ xM n1� xG a alloys(Fig.3),them agneticm om ents

and e�ectivem agneticm om entsofM n and Niatom swere

calculated from the equations
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TABLE II:M agnetic m om ents � and e�ective

m agnetic m om ents �e� of M n and Ni atom s.

� (�B ) �e� (�B ) �
loc

e�
(�B ) �

loc

e�
=�e�

M n 2:99� 0:32 4:43� 0:13 3:86� 0:14 0:87� 0:11

Ni 0:43� 0:14 1:35� 0:18 1:05� 0:21 0:77� 0:10

M s(0)= (1� x)�M n + (2+ x)�N i (1)

�e� =

q

(1� x)�2
e� M n

+ (2+ x)�2
e� N i

: (2)

The results of these calculations are presented in Ta-

ble 2. The obtained valuesofthe m agnetic m om entsof

the constituting atom sare in good accordance with the

resultsofneutron di�raction and nuclearm agneticreso-

nance studiesforthe stoichiom etric com position.Itwas

shown3,4,20 thatin Ni2M nG a the M n m agnetic m om ent

is about2:84� 3:41�B and the Nim agnetic m om entis

about0:3� 0:41�B .

Notethatthesecalculationsarebased on assum ptions

that the m agnetic m om ents ofconstituting atom s does

notchange with deviationsfrom stoichiom etry and that

the Niatom spossesssim ilarm om entsin di�erentcrys-

tallographic sites. In generalthis is not the case,be-

causem agnetism ofHeusleralloysisdescribed in a band

m odel. It m eans that the values ofm agnetic m om ents

depend on density ofstates at Ferm ileveland on the

exchange splitting param eter,being therefore the con-

centration and structure dependentvalues.Ashasbeen

noted in Ref.21,in Ni2M nX Heusleralloysthe distance

between theatom sissu�cientlylargesothatdirectover-

lap ofelectron orbitalsisnegligibleand thedelocalization

e�ects are ofsecondary im portance. Therefore,in the

�rstapproxim ation a localized m om entsm odelisappli-

cable forthe description ofm agnetic propertiesofthese

alloys. However,from the results ofm agnetic and nu-

clear m agnetic resonance m easurem ents ofNi2M nG a20

itwasconcluded thatin thisalloy theM n m agneticm o-

m entsare m ainly localized,while Nim agnetic m om ents

areessentially delocalized.

The character ofm agnetism can be judged from the

com parison ofthe m agnetic m om ents ofthe constitut-

ing atom sand theire�ectivem agneticm om ents(seeTa-

ble 2).

In the m odeloflocalized m agnetic m om ents for the

spin-only state (orbital m om ent is quenched) the in-

terrelation between e�ective m agnetic m om ent and the

m om ent in the m agnetically ordered state is given by

W ohlfarth-Rhodesequation

�
loc
e� =

p

�(� + 2) (3)
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FIG .7:Com positionaldependence ofthe latent heat of

the m artensitic transition. The insetshowsan exam ple

of the di�erential scanning calorim etry m easurem ents.

In the band m odel the value of �loc
e�

calculated from

Eqn.(3)should be sm allerthan the experim entalvalue

ofthe e�ective m om entdue to the in
uence ofdelocal-

ization e�ects. The values of�loc
e�

for the M n and Ni

subsystem sare given in Table 2. Asevidentfrom these

data,for both M n and Nisubsystem s �e� and �
loc
e�

are

closeto each other,although in both cases�loc
e�

isslightly

sm allerthan �e�. W ithin the experim entalerrorofthe

m easurem entsthe�loc
e�
=�e� ratioisthesam eforboth M n

and Nisubsystem s.Thus,presentexperim entaldata do

not suggest that the Nisubsystem is m ore delocalized

thatthe M n one.

It should be understood,however,that the m agnetic

m om 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 susceptibility m easured in the austenitic state. It

m akesno di�erence ifm agnetism isdescribed in the lo-

calized m odel,becausein thiscasethem agnitudeofm ag-

neticm om entdependsweaklyon thecrystallographicen-

vironm ent. In the band m odel,m agnetic m om ents de-

pend on the degreeofoverlap ofelectron orbitals,which

changes at structuraltransform ation. Because ofthis,

a possibility that the m agnetic m om ents willchange at

structuraltransition m ust not be ruled out. The qual-

itative argum entsgiven above are supported by the ex-

perim entaldata reported in Ref.20,which indicatethat

the m agnetic m om ent ofM n is the sam e in austenitic

and m artensiticphases,whereasm agneticm om entofNi

in austenitic phaseislargerthan thatin the m artensitic

phase.The latterobservation isconditioned by a higher

density ofstates ofNiat the Ferm ilevelin austenitic

state than that in the m artensitic state, as electronic

structurecalculationshaverevealed.5

As evident from Fig. 2, Curie tem perature of the
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austenitic phase decreasesatsubstitution ofM n forNi.

Thisisdue to the factthatthissubstitution leadsto an

increase in the num ber ofatom s with sm aller m agnetic

m om ents.Sim ilartendency takesplacepresum ably fora

virtualCurietem peratureofthem artensiticphase.This

followsfrom theobservation thatin thelow-tem perature

m artensitic phase m agnetization ofthe Ni2+ xM n1� xG a

alloys with a higher x decreases m ore rapidly with in-

creasing tem perature.

The m agnetization data shown in Fig.1 allow esti-

m ation ofvirtualCurie tem perature ofthe m artensitic

phase.Fig.8showstem peraturedependenciesofreduced

spontaneousm agnetization m = M s(T)=M s(0)oftheal-

loysasafunction ofreduced tem peraturet= T=TC .Itis

seen thatthe m agnetization ofaustenitic phase and the

m agnetization ofm artensiticphasechangewith tem pera-

turein di�erentway,whereasthereduced m agnetizations

ofthese phasesare sim ilarfordi�erentcom positions.It

can beassum ed thatthedi�erencein m (t)ofm artensite

and austeniteisdueto thedi�erencein theirCurietem -

peratures. Com paring m (t)dependenciesofm artensitic

and austenitic phases,it is possible to reconstruct the

virtualCurietem peratureofm artensiticphase,which is

shown by the solid line in Fig.8. Itappearsto be 17%

higher than the Curie tem perature ofaustenitic state.

This value is twice as large as that obtained from phe-

nom enologicalLandau theory.22

ThelargervalueofCurietem peratureofm artensiteas

com pared toCurietem peratureofcorrespondingausten-

iteisduetochangesin interatom icdistancesand in over-

lap ofelectronicorbitals.Asevidentfrom theanalysisof

experim entaldata,thise�ectcannotbeattributed solely

to a changein the unitcellvolum eatm artensitictrans-

form ation.Indeed,astudy ofthein
uenceofhydrostatic

pressureon Curietem peratureTC and m artensitictrans-

form ation tem peratureTm ofstoichiom etricNi2M nG a18

hasshown thattheexchangeinteraction oftheaustenite

increaseswith decreasing unitcellvolum e. Atthe sam e

tim e,itisknown23 thatthe unitcellvolum e ofm arten-

site islargerthan thatofaustenite. Therefore,itseem s

likely that the prim ary role in m artensitic transform a-

tion in Ni2M nG a Heusler alloys belongs to the crystal

latticedistortions.Such a m echanism ofthe in
uenceof

a structuraltransition on exchange interaction in inter-

m etallic com pounds G d5(SixG e1� x)4 was discussed re-

cently in Ref.24.

As evident from Fig.5,the m agnitude ofm agnetiza-

tion jum p �M atstructuraltransition strongly increases

with Nicontent. Thisiscaused by the factthatthe in-

crease of x leads to the increase of Tm . Under these

circum stances,the di�erence between m agnetizationsof

m artensite and austenite at Tm increases as well. It is

also seen from Fig.5 thatthem agnetization jum ps�M

at Tm dim inishes at increasing m agnetic �eld,which is

the m ost pronounced at high x. The behavior of�M

in the alloys with a sm allx results from the fact that

the m artensitic transform ation in these alloysoccursat

tem peraturesfarbelow Curietem peratureTC and there-

fore the in
uence ofa m agnetic �eld on m agnetization

isweak. In the alloyswith a large x,Tm isclose to TC
oftheausteniticphaseand theexternal�eld strongly af-

fectsm agnetization ofthisphase,whereasm agnetization

ofthem artensiticphasedependsweakly on them agnetic

�eld.

Ithasbeen already m entioned thatthetem peratureof

structuraltransition shiftsto highertem peraturesupon

application ofa m agnetic �eld. Such behavior is gov-

erned by thein
uenceofZeem an energy,which stabilizes

m artensitic phase with a largerm agnetization. Experi-

m entaldata on the shiftofTm arepresented in Table 1.

Theseresultsindicatethatforthealloysstudied theshift

israthersm all(1{2 K asthe m agnetic �eld changesfor

2 T) and slightly enhances with increasing Nicontent.

Thetablealsocontainstheoreticalestim ation oftheshift

ofTm in m agnetic�eld,derived from a therm odynam ical

Clapeyron-Clausiusrelation for�rst-orderphase transi-

tions:

�T = �M H T m =Q :

Theagreem entbetween experim entaland theoreticalval-

uescan be considered assatisfactory.

A cknow ledgem ents

This study was supported by RFBR grants No. 02-

02-16636 and 03-02-17443. W ork at Argonne was sup-

ported by US Departm entofEnergy,BES M aterialsSci-

encesundercontractW -31-109-ENG -38.O ne ofthe au-

thors(VVK )gratefully acknowledgesthe Japan Society

forthe Prom otion ofScience for a PostdoctoralFellow-

ship Award.



7

1
B.W edel,M .Suzuki,Y.M urakam i,C.W edel,T.Suzuki,

D . Shindo, and K . Itagaki, J. Alloys Com p. 290, 137

(1999).
2
J.Pons,V.A.Chernenko,R.Santam arta,and E.Cesari,

Acta M ater.48,3027 (2000).
3
P.J.Brown, J.Crangle, T.K anom ata, M .M atsum oto,

K .-U.Neum ann,B.O uladdiaf,and K .R.A.Ziebeck,J.

Phys.:Condens.M atter14,10159 (2002).
4 P.J.Brown,A.Y.Bargawi,J.Crangle,K .-U.Neum ann,

and K .R.A.Ziebeck,J.Phys.:Condens.M atter11,4715

(1999).
5
S.Fujii,S.Ishida,and S.Asano,J.Phys.Soc.Jpn.58,

3657 (1989).
6 A.N.Vasil’ev,A.D .Bozhko,V.V.K hovailo,I.E.D ik-

shtein,V.G .Shavrov,V.D .Buchelnikov,M .M atsum oto,

S.Suzuki,T.Takagi,and J.Tani,Phys.Rev.B 59,1113

(1999).
7
H.Hosoda,T.Sugim oto,K .O hkubo,S.M iura,T.M ohri,

and S.M iyazaki,Int.J.Appl.Electrom agn.M ech.12,9

(2000).
8
M . K reissl, K .-U. Neum ann, T. Stephens, and

K . R. A. Ziebeck, J. Phys.: Condens. M atter 15,

3831 (2003).
9
R.Tickle and R.D .Jam es,J.M agn.M agn.M ater.195,

627 (1999).
10 P. J. W ebster, K . R. A. Ziebeck, S. L. Town, and

M .S.Peak,Philos.M ag.B 49,295 (1984).
11

W .H.W ang,F.X.Hu,J.L.Chen,Y.X.Li,Z.W ang,

Z. Y. G ao, Y. F. Zheng, L. C. Zhao, G . H. W u, and

W .S.Zan,IEEE Trans.M agn.37,2715 (2001).
12 F.Albertini,L.Pareti,A.Paoluzi,L.M orellon,P.A.Al-

garabel,M .R.Ibarra,and L.Righi,Appl.Phys.Lett.81,

4032 (2002).
13

V.V.K okorin,V.A.Chernenko,V.I.Val’kov,S.M .K ono-

plyuk, and E. A.K hapalyuk, Fizika Tv. Tela 37, 3718

(1995)[Phys.Solid State 37,2049 (1995)].
14 A. G onz�alez-Com as, E. O brad�o, L. M a~nosa, A. Planes,

V.A.Chernenko,B.J.Hattink,and A.Labarta,Phys.

Rev.B 60,7085 (1999).
15

A.D .Bozhko,A.N.Vasil’ev,V.V.K hovailo,I.E.D ik-

shtein,V.V.K oledov,S.M .Seletskii, A.A.Tulaikova,

A.A.Cherechukin,V.G .Shavrov,and V.D .Buchel’nikov,

Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 115, 1740 (1999) [JETP 88, 954

(1999)].
16

V. V. K hovailo, T. Takagi, J. Tani, R. Z. Levitin,

A.A.Cherechukin,M .M atsum oto, and R.Note,Phys.

Rev.B 65,092410 (2002).
17 D . A. Filippov, V. V. K hovailo, V. V. K oledov,

E. P. K rasnoperov, R. Z. Levitin, V. G . Shavrov, and

T.Takagi,J.M agn.M agn.M ater.258,507 (2003).
18

T. K anom ata, K .Shirakawa, and T. K aneko, J. M agn.

M agn.M ater.65,76 (1987).
19

V.V.K hovailo, K .O ikawa, T. Abe, and T. Takagi, J.

Appl.Phys.93,8483 (2003).
20

K . O oiwa, K . Endo, and A. Shinogi, J. M agn. M agn.

M ater.104-107,2011 (1992).
21

T. M oriya, Spin 
uctuations in itinerant electron m ag-

netism (Springer-Verlag: Berlin, Heidelberg, New-York,

Tokyo,1985).
22 V.A.Chernenko, V.A.L’vov,S.P.Zagorodnyuk, and

T.Takagi,Phys.Rev.B 67,064407 (2003).
23

Y. M a, S. Awaji, K . W atanabe, M . M atsum oto, and

N.K obayashi,Solid State Com m .113,671 (2000).
24

W . Choe, V. K . Pecharsky, A. O . Pecharsky,

K .A.G schneidner,Jr.,V.G .Young,Jr.,and G .J.M iller,

Phys.Rev.Lett.84,4617 (2000).


