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Abstract

Density-functionalstudies ofthe electronic structures and exchange interaction param eters have

been perform ed foraseriesofferrom agneticfullHeusleralloysofgeneralform ulaCo2M nZ (Z = G a,

Si,G e,Sn),Rh2M nZ (Z = G e,Sn,Pb),Ni2M nSn,Cu2M nSn and Pd2M nSn,and the connection

between the electronic spectra and the m agnetic interactionshave been studied.Di�erentm echa-

nism scontributing to the exchange coupling are revealed. The band dependence ofthe exchange

param eters,theirdependenceon volum eand valenceelectron concentration havebeen thoroughly

analyzed within the G reen function technique.

PACS num bers:

K eywords:Heusleralloys,ferrom agnetism ,electronicstructure,Curietem perature,exchangeparam eter
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The evolving �eld ofspin-electronicshastriggered an increasing interestin m aterialswith

fullspin polarization at the Ferm ilevel. M any ofthese system s have been predicted by

m eansofelectronic band-structure calculations[1,2],and som e ofthem are in use already

aselem ents in m ulti-layered m agneto-electronic devices such asm agnetic tunneljunctions

[3,4]and also asgiantm agneto-resistance spin valves[5].Prom ising device candidatesare

characterized by astrongspin polarization,by high Curietem peraturesand by alargeband

gap,too. Am ong the m ostpopulargroupsofm aterialsisthe extraordinarily large fam ily

ofm agneticHeusleralloys[6]which istraditionally considered to bean ideallocal-m om ent

system [7,8,9].Thisim pliesthattheirexchangecouplingscan bedescribed byaHeisenberg

Ham iltonian which allowsthe investigation ofthe tem perature propertiesofthe m agnetic

system s within a very sim ple concept. Ittherefore seem s thatthe problem ofcalculating

the exchange interaction param eterswith the help ofreliable electronic structure m ethods

m usthavea very high priority in this�eld.

Nonetheless,despite a thorough theoreticalunderstanding ofthe electronic structures

ofm any fullHeusler alloys (see,for exam ple,Refs.[9,10,11,12,13,14,15]),only very

few publicationsarededicated to thediscussionsofm agneticexchangeinteractionsin these

system s. Noda and Ishikawa [16]have extracted the exchange param eters from the spin-

wavespectrum using a m odel-likeHeisenberg �t.On thetheoreticalside,K �ubler,W illiam s

and Som m ersfocused on the calculated total-energy di�erencesbetween the ferrom agnetic

(FM )and di�erentantiferrom agnetic (AFM )states[9]. The param etersofthe Heisenberg

Ham iltonian were then �tted to reproduce the course ofthe calculated energies but such

technique usually allowsto extractonly the param etersofthe �rstand second neighbors,

and theinteractionsbetween M n and allotheratom sareneglected forreasonsofsim plicity.

In thiscontribution,wederivethem agneticexchangeparam etersofanum berofHeusler

alloysfrom �rstprinciplesand then analyzethem agneticcouplingdependenceon electronic

structure variations induced by atom ic substitutions or volum e variations. The paper is

organized asfollows:In thenextsection IIwe describe the crystalstructure underinvesti-

gation and the com putationalm ethod chosen.Section IIIisdevoted to the param eter-free

derivation ofexchange param etersby theoreticalapproacheswithin density-functionalthe-

ory.Section IV containsourresultsfortheelectronicstructuresand them agneticinteraction
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param etersoftheCo2M nZ,Rh2M nZ and X 2M nSn fam iliesofalloys.Finally,wesum m arize

ourresultsin section V.

II. C RY STA L ST R U C T U R E A N D C O M P U TAT IO N A L D ETA ILS

The Heusleralloysrepresenta classofternary interm etallic com poundsofgeneralform ula

X 2YZ in which X is a transition m etal,Z is a m etalofm ain groups III{V,and Y is a

m agnetically active transition m etalsuch asm anganese. The Heusleralloysadoptordered

L21 structures,given in Fig.1,which m ay be understood asbeing the resultoffourinter-

penetrating face-centered cubic (fcc) lattices. According to the L21 structure jargon,the

X atom s occupy the A and C sites,the Y atom s are on the B sites and the Z atom sare

found on theD sites.Thus,sitesA,B,C and D correspond tothepositions(0,0,0),(1
4
,1
4
,1
4
),

(1
2
,1
2
,1
2
)and (3

4
,3
4
,3
4
)within thefccsupercell[17].

TheuniquenessoftheHeusleralloysisduetothefactthatthey exhibitcooperativem ag-

neticphenom ena| especially ferrom agnetism | in thedesired tem peraturerangealthough

no constituentoftheirarchetype,Cu2M nAl,exhibitssuch propertiesin theelem entalstate.

Even sim pler than Cu2M nAlis the phase M nAlwhich also displays strong ferrom agnetic

behaviorand isoftechnologicalinterestbecause ofan enhanced m agnetic anisotropy.The

tetragonalM nAlground stateresultsfrom twosubsequent(electronicand structural)distor-

tionsaway from a cubicstructure[18].Thegroup ofcubicHeusleralloysconsidered in this

paper,however,allcontain M n atom sastheY atom s,and allphasesexhibitferrom agnetic

order.Theirlatticeparam eters,m agneticsaturation m om entsand also experim entalCurie

tem peraturesareshown in Tab.I.

For the band-structure calculation we used the TB-LM TO-ASA m ethod [19,20],in-

cluding com bined corrections,and took the experim entalvaluesofthe lattice param eters.

The local-density approxim ation (LDA) according to the Vosko{W ilk{Nusair exchange-

correlation functionalwas used [21]. The sum m ation over the entire Brillouin zone (BZ)

wasperform ed with a totalof195 k pointsin theirreduciblepartoftheBZ.

3



III. T H E C A LC U LAT IO N O F EX C H A N G E-IN T ER A C T IO N S PA R A M ET ER S IN

D EN SIT Y -FU N C T IO N A L T H EO RY

Theexchangecoupling param eterJij between two centersiand j being partofa m agnetic

m aterialis usually de�ned in the following standard procedure ofthe so-called rigid spin

approxim ation (RSA),

Jij = m i

@2E

@m i@m j

m j = m i[�]
�1

ij
m j; (1)

whereE isthetotalenergy ofthesystem ,m i isthem agneticm om enton sitei,and �ij is

a m agneticsusceptibility.

In the above eq.1,the entry � can be considered the adiabatic (static) lim it ofthe

transversalpartofthespin-dynam icalsusceptibility

�(q;w)=
X ’"� (k)’

�"

�0
(k + q)’#� (k)’

�#

�0
(k + q)

"
"
� (k)� "

#

�0
(k + q)� ! + i0

; (2)

where ’"� (k) and ""� (k) are eigenfunctions and eigenvalues ofband structure problem ,

and the arrows designate the spin direction. The so-called static lim it (! �! 0) can be

justi�ed if

"
"

� (k)� "
#

�0
(k + q)= I m >> !: (3)

Thiscondition (eq.3)determ inesa whole range ofspin-wave frequenciesforwhich one

m ay use the adiabatic approxim ation and proceed with the well-known Heisenberg m odel

expression forthespin wave spectrum

! (q)= m (J(q)� J(0))= m
�
�
�1 (q)� �

�1 (0)
�
: (4)

Below we willestim ate the validity ofthe above criterion (eq.3)forseveralcom pounds

studied in thispaper.W henevereq.3issatis�ed in localized system s,however,eq.1can be

furthersim pli�ed and a long-wave approxim ation (LW A,with essentially sim ilarsm allness

criteria asin theRSA)can beused to obtain thefollowing expression,

J
lw
ij = m i[�]

�1

ij
m j � m i�

�1

i �ij�
�1

j m j � m iIi�ijIjm j; (5)

where ��1i is an on-site elem ent ofthe inverted spin susceptibility. Due to this sim ilarity

onecannotusethestaticapproxim ation (eq.4 orany typeofHeisenberg m odel)forlargeq
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vectors.Them odelwillbecorrectforlargeq (orsm alldistancesin realspace)only ifboth

long-waveand adiabaticapproxim ationsarerem oved sim ultaneously.

Thecurrently m ostpracticalexpression fortheexchangecoupling isbased on theGreen

function orm ultiple-scattering form alism . In this technique,an analogue ofeq.1 can be

derived [22]which reads

J(q) =
1

N

X
Jije

iqR ij =
1

N

X 1

�

E FZ

d"Im Tr
n

� i

�
T
"
T
#
��1

ij
� j

o

e
iqR ij

=
1

�

E FZ

d"Im Tr

(

� i

�Z

dkT
"(k)T#(k + q)

��1

� i

)

: (6)

where� i= T
"

ii� T
#

ii and

T
�
ij =

1


B Z

Z

dkT
� (q)eiqR ij =

1


B Z

Z

dk (p� (")� S (q))�1 eiqR ij: (7)

Here,T� isa scattering path operator,p� (")isan atom ic-potentialscattering m atrix and S

isa m atrix ofstructureconstants.Thecorresponding long-wavelim itwasobtained in Ref.

[23]and reads

J
lw(q)=

1

�
B Z

E FZ Z

dkd"Im Tr
�
piT

"(k)T#((k + q))pi
	
; (8)

wherep= p"� p#.In realspace,thezero-m om entofexchangeinteractionscan becalculated

accordingly to thesum rule

J
lw
i =

X

j6= i

J
lw
ij =

1

�

E FZ

d"Im Tr[pi� i+ piT
"

iT
#

ipi]: (9)

The linearization ofthe m ultiple-scattering expression leadsto the LM TO Green function

form alism where in a two-center approxim ation the p� m atrix can be replaced by its lin-

earized analogue

p
� (")=

C � � "

� �
; (10)

with spin-dependentLM TO potentialparam eters,nam ely C � astheband centerand � � as

itswidth.Onecan show [24]thatwhenever� " = � #,thatis,equalbandwidth fordi�erent

spin projections,theFouriertransform ofeq.8 can bewritten in theform ofeq.5.Itisthis

lim iting casewhich allowsustoseparatethesusceptibility and m agneticm om entam plitude

contributionsto the totalexchange coupling. In the presentpaper,we willm ostly use eq.
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8 because ofitssim plicity,butthe applicability ofthisapproach willbe checked and eq.6

willbeused ifnecessary.

Dueto thepresenceofseveralm agneticatom sin a prim itivecell,a m ulti-atom icexpres-

sion forthe Curie tem perature hasto be used. In the so-called m ean �eld approxim ation

(M FA),the Curie tem perature TC ofthe system with N nonequivalentm agnetic atom sis

calculated asa largestsolution oftheequation

det[Tnm � T�nm ]= 0; (11)

wheren and m aretheindicesofthenon-equivalentm agneticsublattices,Tnm = 2

3
J0m n,and

J0m n isan e�ective interaction ofan atom from sublattice n with allotheratom sfrom the

sublattice m . In ourcase with two non-equivalentm agnetic atom spercell,the expression

forTC isreduced to

TC =
1

3
fJ

0
M n�M n + J

0
X �X +

q

[J0
M n�M n

� J0
X �X

]2 + 4
�
J0
M n�X

�2
g: (12)

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

A . C o2M nZ (Z = G a,Si,G e and Sn) com pounds

To startwith,weperform ed calculationsoftheelectronicband structuresoffourCo-based

Heusler alloys with the generic form ula Co2M nZ (Z = Ga,Si,Ge and Sn). The results

fortheelectronicspectra arein good agreem entwith existing calculationsoftheelectronic

structures ofthese com pounds [9,10,11,12,13,14]. To better analyze the density-of-

states(DOS)curvespresented later,we�rstschem atically sketch thehybridizations[25]of

the m inority-spin orbitalsbetween the Co and M n atom sin Co2M nGa,given in Fig.2. It

is justi�ed to take the m inority-spin orbitals because,due to the exchange hole,these lie

higher in energy and are relatively di�use such that they are m uch m ore involved in the

chem icalbonding [26].Theirlargerdi�usenessalso leadsto the�nding thatspin-polarized

ground statesshow largerinteratom ic distancesdespite ofhaving a lowertotalenergy [27].

Com pared to thecaseofCo2M nGe[10],theFerm ienergy (E F)in theZ = Ga case(seeFig.

2)isplaced below theCo{Co t1u and eu orbitals.ForCo2M nGe,thet1u orbitalis�lled with

oneextra electron.

Fig.3 presentsthespin-polarized DOS ofCo2M nGa,and thesplittingsbetween di�erent

sym m etry stateshavebeen extracted atthezonecenter� form inority-spin states(seealso
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discussion in Ref.[10]).Notethatthisisan over-sim pli�cation becausethesym m etry labels

arenotstrictlyvalidovertheentirereciprocalspace.Asexpected,theDOSaroundtheFerm i

levelisheavily dom inated by the3d statesoftheM n and Co atom s,and them ajority spin

statesare nearly fully occupied. The DOS curvesforthe m inority spinsexhibittwo peaks

above the Ferm ilevelwhich are due to both M n and Co 3d contributions. The di�erence

in the positionsofthese two peaksisdirectly determ ined by the di�erence in intra-atom ic

exchange splitting between M n and Co. The broad structure in the lowest energy region

between �0.8 and �0.55 Ry goesback to (m agnetically inactive) 4s and 4p statesofGa,

and they arewellseparated from the3d statespositioned in an energy region between �0.45

and 0.3 Ry.Itisinteresting to notethattheFerm ilevelofCo2M nGa isfound attheDOS

m inim um ofthe m inority states,butforZ = Siand Ge itispositioned exactly in a gap,

thatis,thesetwo lattercom poundsexhibit100% spin polarization.Thisgap haspreviously

been reported by otherauthorsand isform ed duetothestrong3d{3d hybridization (orbital

m ixing)between theCo and M n atom s[13,14].

In such half-m etallic com pounds the totalspin m om ent should ideally be an integer

num ber(seediscussion in Ref.[10]).OurresultsfortheCo2M nZ group,presented in Tab.I,

arevery closetothat,and thereisonly a slightdeviation from integernum bersreproducing

so-called Slater{Pauling behavior:here,thetotalm om entequals�tot = N � 24 whereN is

the totalnum berofvalence electronsin the unitcell.In accord with the DOS observation

in Fig.3,the Z (sp-type) atom sin Co2M nZ have negligible m om ents. The m inority-spin

statesofthe M n atom sare nearly em pty (see also Fig.3),and the valuesofthe localM n

spin m om entsarriveatca.3�B.TheCoatom sdohavesigni�cantspin m om ents,about0.7

�B in Co2M nGa and about1.0 �B in therem aining com poundsofthisfam ily.Clearly,and

also m ostim portantly,theexchangeinteractionsbetween theCo and M n atom scannotbe

neglected a priori.

Accordingly,the calculated values ofthe partialcontributions J0m n to the e�ective ex-

changeparam eterJ0n arepresented in Tab.II.Ashasbeen alluded to already,theinterac-

tion between M n and Co atom sgivesa leading contribution to thetotale�ective coupling,

thereby questioningtheassum ption used in earlierwork [9]in thatonly M n{M n interactions

weretaken into consideration;in term sof3d{3d orbitaloverlap,thisleading contribution is

notatallsurprising.On the otherside,theCo{Co interaction isnegative (�0:36 m Ry)in

Co2M nGa and thereby dem onstratesthe tendency forAFM ordering in the Co sublattice.
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Thisnegativevalue,however,iscom pensated by thelargerpositive interaction between Co

and M n (J0Co�M n � 2� 2:9 m Ry)such thatthee�ective J0 ofCorem ainslargeand positive.

The M n{M n contribution to J0M n is on the order ofonly 1 m Ry,this is nearly �ve tim es

sm allerthan theCo{M n interaction.

For com pleteness,we m ention that pure �-M n exhibits an AFM ordering at low tem -

perature (J0 < 0),and the sm allpositive exchange param eters by the nearest-neighbor

M n{M n pairs in M n-based Heusler com pounds correspond to likewise positive and sm all

second-neighbor pairs exchange param eters in pure �-M n. The theoreticalvalues for the

Curietem peraturesTC obtained by theM FA arealso included in Tab.I.ForCo2M nGa,TC

arrivesat635 K and underestim atestheexperim entalvalue(694 K)by about10% .Taking

into accountthefactthattheM FA usually overestim ates Curietem peratures,thism ustbe

considered an even largerdisagreem entwith experim ent.

Tocheckthenatureofthisdisagreem ent,weperform edacalculationofJ beyond theLW A

using eq.7.In Tab.Iwealso show thecorresponding resultsobtained using thisapproach.

Our calculations revealthat the e�ective coupling between the M n atom s is practically

unchanged sothattheLW A isperfectlysuitableforthedescripton ofthiscoupling.However,

allothercouplings are a�ected m uch m ore strongly by this approxim ation. Forinstance,

the Co{Co interactions are m odi�ed nearly by a factor oftwo while Co{M n interactions

are increased by 25{35% overall. Correspondingly,the estim ated criticaltem peratures of

m agnetic phase transition forthisgroup ofalloysare increased by 10{20 % ,and they are

largerthan theexperim entally observed quantities.

Itfollowsfrom the resultspresented in Tab.IIthatthe substitution ofthe m ain-group

III elem ent Ga by a m ain-group IV elem ent such as Si,Ge or Sn leads to a signi�cant

increase ofboth J0Co�M n and J0M n�M n values. Fortunately,the im plicationsforthe varying

electronicstructureintroduced by such asubstitution can bewelldescribed within therigid-

band approxim ation (RBA)(see Ref.[10,14]).Forillustration,Fig.4 showsa com parison

between theelectronicstructuresofCo2M nGa and Co2M nGein theenergy region �0:1 Ry

around the Ferm ilevel.The zero energy in the lowerDOS curve correspondsto the Ferm i

levelofCo2M nGe with 29 valence electrons;for Co2M nGa with 28 valence electrons,the

Ferm ilevelisgiven by thesolid verticallinein theupperDOS.Obviously,theDOS shapes

forthesetwo com poundsarevery sim ilarto each other,a nicesupportforthereliability of

theRBA.Thus,bysim plychangingthetotalnum berofvalenceelectronsonem ayreproduce

8



thesubstitution ofGa by Gefairly well,qualitatively.

Nonetheless,thetotalm om entcalculated from theelectronicstructureofCo2M nGaonly

by extending the DOS to 29 valence electronsisjust4.6 �B,thatis,8% sm allerthan the

num ericalresult (5 �B)forCo2M nGe,and we willsoon focuson this (sm all)discrepancy

originating from di�ering interatom ic distances. In the fram e ofthe RBA,the signi�cant

increase in the exchange param eters (Tab.II)in going from Co2M nGa to Co2M nGe goes

back to theshiftoftheFerm ienergy (band �lling in Ref.[28])which correspondsto theone

extra electron.Thisevolution ofthee�ectiveparam etersJ0
M n = J0M n�M n + J0M n�Co and also

J0Co = J0Co�Co + J0M n�Co =2 asa function oftheFerm ilevelisalso included in Fig.4.In fact,

theJ0 valuesofCo2M nGa attheFerm ilevelofCo2M nGeequalthoseoftherealCo2M nGe

phase.Taking into consideration theusualM FA overestim ation oftheCurietem peratures,

ourcalculation forCo2M nGegivesan acceptableagreem ent(1115K)with theexperim ental

valueof905 K.

The dependence ofthe electronic structures and m agnetic properties ofthe Co2M nZ

alloyson thechem icalnatureoftheisoelectronicZ atom hasalready been discussed in Refs.

[10,11,14,15].W ewillfocuson thedensity ofstates(DOS)(seeFig.5)ofCo2M nZ (Z = Si,

Geand Sn)which alldisplay thesam evalenceelectron concentration.Nottoo surprisingly,

theDOSsaresim ilartothepreceding oneofCo2M nGa.However,allpeaksbelow theFerm i

levelm oveto higherenergieswith increasing latticeparam etersbecauseofenlarging atom ic

radii.The latterresultsin a sm alleroverlap between the M n 3d and Co 3d orbitalswhich,

in turn,leadsto a sm allerdispersion ofthese bands[11],becom ing m oreatom ic-like.Asa

consequence,theDOS peakscom ecloserto each otherand theiram plitudesgrow (Fig.5).

Because the changes in peak positions with changing Z elem ent is proportionalto the

changein thelatticeparam eter,thereplacem entofSiby Gehassm allerconsequencesthan

thereplacem entofGeby Sn;in term sofradii(and chem icalbehavior),Siand Gearem ore

sim ilarto each other.Thus,them ovem entin theDOS peaksism oredistinctforCo2M nSn.

In agreem entwith the resultsoffull-potentialcalculations[11],the M n m agnetic m om ent

obtained in ourTB-LM TO-ASA calculation slightly increases in theSi! Ge! Sn series.

On theotherhand,theCo m agneticm om entislowered so thatthetotalm agneticm om ent

isclose to 5 �B in allthree cases(see Tab.I). The increase ofthe M n m agnetic m om ent

isconsistentwith theincreaseoftheM n{M n contribution to thee�ectiveJ0 (third colum n

in Tab.II) in this series ofcom pounds. The increase,however,is com pensated by lower
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valuesfortheCo{Coand alsoCo{M n interactions.Thus,thecalculated TC’sdecreasealong

the line Si! Ge ! Sn (see Tab.I),and this qualitative trend agrees with the tendency

observed experim entally.

To fully dem onstrate the volum e dependence ofthe exchange interactions (and Curie

tem peratures,too),we also calculated the course ofJ0 in Co2M nSisolely asa function of

its volum e. That is to say,the structure ofCo2M nSiwas arti�cially expanded to lattice

param etersthatwould better�tthecom poundsadopted by itshigherhom ologuesGeand

Sn;unfortunately,thisisim possible to realize experim entally.Fig.6 displaysthevaluesof

theJ0 param etersobtained from thesecalculations,and thepurely volum e-derived exchange

param etersareinsem i-quantitativeagreem entwith thosethatgobacktopropercalculations

ofJ0 fortherealCo2M nGeand Co2M nSn system swith theircorrectlatticeparam eters.It

isjusttoo obviousthatthe behaviorofthe Curie tem perature can therefore be explained

by a sim plevolum ee�ectwhen theSiatom issubstituted by GeorSn.

A detailed com parison ofTabs.IIIand IV in term s ofJij m akes it clear that the in-

teractions are relatively short ranged and do not exceed the,say,�rst four neighbors in

each sublattice. The m ain exchange param eter,J1 ofCo1{M n in Tab.III,correspondsto

the nearest-neighbor Co{M n interaction. This particularentry ofthe table alone already

givesabout70% ofthetotalcontribution to J0 between Co and M n atom sand isaboutten

tim es largerthan the corresponding Co{Co and M n{M n interactions;a rem arkable result

but,ashasbeen said before,nottoo surprising when considering the interatom ic overlap.

Forcom parison,Tab.IIIalso containstheexchangeparam etersobtained in earlierwork [9]

wheretheauthorscalculated M n{M n exchangeparam etersfrom thetotalenergy di�erences

oftheFM and AFM structuresbutby ignoring theCo{M n interactions.

Naturally,their approach had to result in signi�cantly larger M n{M n interactions in

orderto reproduce the FM /AFM energy di�erences because in such an approxim ation all

interactions(M n{M n and M n{Co)are e�ectively m apped into the M n{M n-type Jij.Thus,

one needs to com pare an e�ective param eter for the M n atom ,nam ely J0
M n = J0M n�M n +

J0M n�Co from Tab.IIwith J0M n = 12� J1+ 6� J2 from Ref.[9].Theobtained valuesare10.9

m Ry and 8.4 m Ry correspondingly.Thissim ilarity between theresultsofthevery di�erent

m odelssuggestsrelatively localized m agneticcharacterin thissystem .
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B . R h2M nZ (Z = G e,Sn and P b) com pounds

Independent full-potentialcalculations ofthe electronic structure ofthis group have been

published recently [10]and our results are in agreem ent with them . To ease the under-

standing ofthe new chem icalsystem ,we com pare the densities-of-statesofRh2M nSn with

the preceding one ofCo2M nSn,and both are included in Fig.7. Generally,the gap in the

m inority-spin states ofthe Co2M nZ phases can also be observed for the Rh2M nZ phases

butthisgap apparently becom esbroaderand theFerm ilevelisno longerfound in thegap.

Consequently,thetotalm agneticm om entcan nolongerbean integernum berforthisgroup

ofinterm etalliccom pounds,and theentriesofTab.Iim pressively supportthisstatem ent.

Anotherim portantdi�erence isgiven by the sm allerwidth and also polarization ofthe

rhodium 3d states relative to those ofcobalt. In chem icalterm s,this notable di�erence

between the 3d and 4d (and also 5d)elem ents iseasily explained by di�erences in spatial

shielding,with interesting sim ilaritiesto m ain-group chem istry [26].In any case,the m ag-

neticm om entoftheRh atom sisonly abouthalfthesizeofthoseoftheCo atom s,nam ely

ca.0.45 �B com pared to ca.1 �B).

In contrastto the Co-based system ,the M n m om entsin thisgroup are largerby about

0.6 �B. Such a change hasbeen explained [10]by a sm allerhybridization between the Rh

and M n atom sthan between theCoand M n atom s.Alternatively,achem icalinterpretation

would focuson an e�ectively over-sized M n atom becauseofthestrongly widened latticedue

tothelargeRh atom s.Thus,them ajority/m inorityspin splittingforM n isstronglyfavored,

and theintra-atom icexchangesplitting willbem irrored by extraordinarily di�usem inority-

spin orbitalsforM n. The sam e e�ecttakesplace in FePd3 where Fe acquiresa very large

m om entbecause ofbeing too spacious[26]. Unlike the resultsgiven in ref. [10],however,

thetotalm agneticm om entsofourcalculationsdonotm onotonically increasein therow Ge

! Sn ! Pb,butthise�ectisprobably related to the atom ic spheresapproxim ation used

by us.

W e willnow analyze the results for the exchange coupling using eq.5. The values of

the exchange splittings m iIi forthe Rh atom s are aboutthree tim es sm aller than forthe

Co atom sso thatRh{Rh and Rh{M n exchange param etersare aboutten and three tim es

lowerifcom pared totheCo{Coand Co{M n pairs(seeTab.II)only becauseofthissplitting

renorm alization. Such a sim ple explanation,however, is not applicable for the M n{M n
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interactionswherethecorresponding susceptibility hasalso changed.In theM n sublattice,

the interactions are decreased in m agnitude by about1 m Ry upon substitution ofCo by

Rh despited the increase ofthe M n m agnetic m om ents. Such a decrease for the M n{M n

exchangeparam etersreectsa generalAFM tendency fora nearly half-�lled d band and an

FM tendency fora nearly em pty or�lled d band;thishasbeen discussed before [29]. As

can beseen from Fig.7,them anganesed statesin theRh-based com poundsarenearly half

�lled whilein Co-based com poundstheseM n-centered stateshavebeen �lled by approx.0.6

electronsdespiteCo/Rh being isoelectronic.

W hen it com es to the volum e dependence ofthe m agnetic properties ofthe Rh-based

com pounds,we reiterate the course found forthe Co2M nZ (Z = Ge,Sn,Pb) group (Fig.

5). One also expects a decrease ofthe Curie tem peratures with increasing volum e,and

this is what the experim entalTC values reect in the row Ge ! Sn ! Pb (see Tab.I).

Unfortunately,this trend is som ewhat obscured in the theoreticaldata. The calculated

Curie tem peraturesin the LW A forRh2M nSn (435 K)and Rh2M nPb (423 K)are nottoo

faraway from theexperim entalones,412 and 338 K respectively.ForRh2M nGe,however,

weunderestim ateTC (410 K)com pared to an experim ental450 K.Theusageofeq.6 leads

to the signi�cantm odi�cation ofRh{Rh coupling (factorof2{3)and a 25{30% increase of

theRh{M n coupling,i.e.,theM FA producessigni�cantly largernum bersforTC:However,

allrelativetrendsrem ain sim ilarto theexchangecoupling in theLW A.

Theenergy dependence ofJ in theRh2M nZ com poundswith Z = Ge,Sn,Pb,depicted

in Fig.8,looks di�erent from the one discussed before in the Co2M nZ group. First,the

am plitudeofJ(E )issm allerand,second,them axim um ofthecurveisabroad plateau.The

last�ndingm eansthatan increaseoftheelectron concentration willnotlead toasigni�cant

changefortheexchangeparam eters.An alternativedecreaseoftheelectron concentration,

however,leadsto negativeJ valuessuch thatan FM stateisno longerstable.Forinstance,

thesubstitution ofGeby AlshiftstheFerm ileveldown by 0.04 Ry (verticallinein Fig.8)

and leadstoasigni�cantdecreaseofJ.Thisinterpretation issupported by theexperim ental

AFM ordering thatwasobserved forRh2M nAl[30].

Closing this section, we’d like to m ention that Rh2M nZ com pounds are traditionally

discussed as system s with fully localized m agnetic m om ents,in contrast to Co2M nZ-type

com pounds where the Co m agnetic m om ent can obviously not be neglected. The results

for the e�ective J values in Tab. II and the pair-m agnetic exchange values Jij in Tab.

12



V clearly evidence thatRh{M n interactions are even largerthan M n{M n interactions. A

sim ilarbehaviorisknown from Fe/Pd alloyswheretheFeatom m agneticallypolarizesthe4d

m etalupon strong Fe{Pd chem icalbonding [26].In thepresentcase,theRh{M n exchange

param etersarem ostly determ ined by the�rst-neighborJ1 interaction.M n{M n interactions

show asigni�cantly longerrangewith them ain contributionscom ingfrom largeand positive

J1,J2 and negativeJ6.

C . X 2M nSn (X = N i,C u and P d) com pounds

In thissection,we willanalyze the change ofthe m agnetic propertiesofthe Heusleralloys

upon atom ic substitution by the X com ponent,the non-M n d m etal. Forthe com pounds

with X = Ni,Cu and Pd,theelectronicstructureshavebeen studied in Ref.[9,10].Sim ilar

to thepreceding Rh2M nZ group,theFerm ilevelisno longerin them inority-spin DOS gap

and the totalm om entisnotan integernum ber.The substitution ofCo by Rh orNileads

to a signi�cantdecrease ofthe d-m etalpolarization and,also,to a nearly com plete �lling

oftheir m inority-spin states. The m agnetic m om ents ofthe X atom s is thereby reduced

from 1 �B (Co)to ca.0.5 �B (Rh)and,�nally,to about0.2 �B (Ni),given in Tab.I.This

reduction isaccom panied by an increase ofthe M n m agnetic m om entonly during the �rst

substitution. The lim iting case isgiven by the com pounds with nonm agnetic Cu and Pd

atom s.

Using thecalculated m agnetization valuesm i,wecan estim atethereduction oftheJ0X �X

and J0X �M n param eters (see discussion above). The obtained param eters give qualitative

agreem entwith the directly calculated results,listed in Tab.II. However,thisestim ation

can notreproducethedecreaseofJ0M n�M n forX = Rh and,on theotherhand,thesigni�cant

increaseforX = Cu.TheauthorsofRef.[9]assum ed thattheprincipalroleoftheX atom s

istosim ply determ inethesizeofthecrystallattice.Tocheck thisassum ption,wecalculated

J0 forNi2M nSn butwith alatticeparam eterthatischaracteristicforCu2M nSn.Asaresult,

J0X �M n = 1:3 m Ry and J0M n�M n = 2:3 m Ry di�erstrongly from the correctly calculated J0

ofrealCu2M nSn by 0.3 m Ry and 5.7 m Ry respectively (see Tab.II). Also,the m odi�ed

exchangeparam etersupon d-m etalsubstitution isnotreproduced bytheRBA which worked

nicely foran sp-com ponentsubstitution.

In orderto analyze the problem in m ore detail,we show the course ofJ(E )asa func-
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tion ofCo2M nSn band �lling in Fig.9. The verticallines correspond to the Ferm ilevels

wherethetotalnum berofvalenceelectronsisequalto thecorresponding com pound ofthe

X 2M nSn fam ily. W hile itisclearthatJ continuously decreases upon Co ! Ni(and also

Cu)substitution,thislowering isunderestim ated,and the e�ective J0
M n obtained from Fig.

9 iscloseto 8 m Ry buttheproperly calculated J0M n is5 m Ry (seeTab.II).

Thepredicted Curietem peraturesobtained from thecalculated param etersarepresented

in Tab.I.The correcttendency forthecalculated Curie tem peratureshasbeen m entioned

above,exceptforNi2M nSn where the disagreem entiswithin the accuracy ofthe m ethod.

The totalexchange param eterJ0 ism ostly determ ined by the �rstX{M n pairinteraction

and hassigni�cantlong-rangecontributions;atleastsix interactionsareim portant,seeTab.

VI.W ealso includetheresultsobtained from total-energy calculations[9]and from a �tto

spin-wave dispersions[16].The exchange coupling in theLW A producessom ewhatsm aller

valuesforM n{M n interaction whileX{M n interactionsareunderestim ated by 50-60% when

com pared with those from the generalde�nition (eq.6).AllTC’sareoverestim ated in this

approach and weexpectthatany im provem entoftheM FA willproducebetteraggreem ent

with experim ent.Thecalculated exchangeparam eterscan beused in anym oresophisticated

calculationsofthecriticaltem perature.

As m entioned before,one can com pare the M n totalexchange only. The Jij obtained

in Ref.[9]arein good agreem entwith ourresultsforPd2M nSn (2.1 m Ry and 2.5 m Ry re-

spectively),butfortheNi-and Cu-based com pounds,theauthorsobtained num berswhich

aretwo to threetim essm allerthan ours.Theresultobtained from spin-wavedispersionsin

Ni2M nSn (3.3 m Ry)isfairly closeto our4.4 m Ry butforPd2M nSn,however,thedisagree-

m entissigni�cant(1.3 m Ry versus2.5 m Ry).Nonetheless,itm ustbem entioned thatboth

calculationsofexchange param etersdid not include the M n{X interactionswhich are im -

portantespecially in theNi2M nSn system .Theresultsobtained from theenergy di�erences

ofFM and AFM ordered structures tend to give system atically underestim ated exchange

param etersalthough thesesystem sareconsidered aslocalized-m om entsystem s.Theresults

from spin-wave analysis also underestim ate the exchange coupling. W e therefore plan to

considerthespin-wave propertiesin futurepublications.
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V . C O N C LU SIO N

Theelectronicstructuresand m agneticexchangeinteractionshavebeen calculated fora set

offull-Heusleralloyswith generic form ula X 2M nZ where X isa transition-m etalatom and

Z isan sp m ain-group elem ent.Thealloy variationsoftheCurietem peraturescalculated in

them ean-�eld approxim ation arein good agreem entwith experim entaldata.Ouranalysis

dem onstratesthattheJij dependence on theZ atom m ay bedescribed within a rigid band

approxim ation,having straightforward im plicationsforthe inuence ofthe atom ic volum e

ofZ,thereby allowing sem i-quantitative predictions. The substitution ofan X elem ent,

however,posesa problem fortherigid-band approxim ation although qualitativetendencies

can be identi�ed;forobtaining quantitative results,a fullcalculation hasto be perform ed.

Them agneticexchangeparam etersand also Curietem peraturesdecreasealong therow Cu

! Ni! Rh ! Pd,in agreem entwith thedegreeofd localization forthetransition m etal.

The X{M n interactionsare very im portantforsystem swith sizable m agnetic m om entson

thetransition m etal(Co,Rh and Ni).TheX{M n interactionsarelim ited by �rstneighbors

whileM n{M n interactionsarequitelong ranged.
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TABLE I:Experim entallattice param etersa,calculated partialand experim entaltotalm agnetic

m om ents�,and calculated and experim entalCurie tem peraturesTC forX 2M nZ com pounds.All

experim entalvalueshave been taken from Ref.[31]

com pound a (a.u.) �calc (�B) �expt (�B) TC (K )

X M n total total LW A exact expt

Co2M nG a 10.904 0.73 2.78 4.13 4.05 635 880 694

Co2M nSi 10.685 1.01 3.08 5.00 5.07 1251 1563 985

Co2M nG e 10.853 0.97 3.14 5.00 5.11 1115 1417 905

Co2M nSn 11.338 0.95 3.24 5.04 5.08 1063 1325 829

Rh2M nG e 11.325 0.42 3.67 4.49 4.62 410 549 450

Rh2M nSn 11.815 0.45 3.73 4.60 3.10 435 585 412

Rh2M nPb 11.966 0.45 3.69 4.58 4.12 423 579 338

Ni2M nSn 11.439 0.23 3.57 3.97 4.05 373 503 344

Cu2M nSn 11.665 0.04 3.79 3.81 4.11 602 680 530

Pd2M nSn 12.056 0.07 4.02 4.07 4.23 232 275 189
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TABLE II:SublatticescontributionsJ0nm (in m Ry)to thee�ective m agneticexchangeparam eters

J
0
n =

P

m
J
0
nm for the X 2M nZ group ofcom pounds (both long wave approxim ation and exact

adiabatic resultsare shown).

com pound X{X X{M n M n{M n

J
lw

J J
lw

J J
lw J

Co2M nG a � 0:36 � 0:21 5.8 7.31 0.81 0.89

Co2M nSi 1.57 2.6 10.2 11.4 1.83 1.85

Co2M nG e 1.12 2.3 8.92 10.1 2.20 2.2

Co2M nSn 0.55 0.94 8.66 9.9 2.24 2.3

Rh2M nG e 0.06 0.2 3.17 4.0 1.28 1.31

Rh2M nSn 0.11 0.25 3.38 4.25 1.29 1.38

Rh2M nPb 0.14 0.38 3.24 4.15 1.32 1.35

Ni2M nSn � 0:064 � 0:1 1.92 2.8 2.52 2.63

Cu2M nSn 0.00 0.01 0.26 0.40 5.71 5.9

Pd2M nSn 0.00 0.01 0.29 0.41 2.17 2.34
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TABLE III:Pairexchangeinteraction param etersJij (in �Ry)in thelong-waveapproxim ation for

the Co2M nZ (Z = G a,Si,G e orSn)fam ily and resultsfrom Ref.[9].

com pound sublatt. J1 J2 J3 J4 J5 J6 J7 J8

Co2M nG a Co1{Co1 � 11 4 � 7 � 7 2 2 1 1

Co1{Co2 49 4 � 76 � 5 0 � 3 2 1

Co1{M n 557 64 � 5 � 3 � 1 � 3 0 0

M n{M n 36 � 2 4 17 2 � 3 8 3

Co2M nSi Co1{Co1 5 59 1 1 1 � 2 1 1

Co1{Co2 165 72 � 31 � 6 10 0 2 1

Co1{M n 1106 38 12 2 4 1 0 0

M n{M n 130 58 � 12 24 0 � 8 0 � 2

Co2M nG e Co1{Co1 � 11 55 2 2 1 � 2 0 0

Co1{Co2 136 75 � 53 � 5 10 � 1 2 1

Co1{M n 932 41 11 3 6 1 0 0

M n{M n 141 60 � 5 23 1 � 5 1 � 4

Co2M nSn Co1{Co1 � 40 57 4 4 2 � 5 0 0

Co1{Co2 73 87 � 56 � 6 13 � 4 2 4

Co1{M n 907 40 7 0 9 2 4 1

Co1{M n 907 40 7 0 9 2 4 1

M n{M n 126 78 5 26 � 3 � 13 0 0

M n{M n[9] 630 135
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TABLE IV:Theradius-vectorr,thedistancefrom thecentralatom r,and thenum berofequivalent

nearestneighborsn fortheL21 type ofstructures.

Ji X 1{X 1 X 1{X 2 X 1{M n M n{M n

n r r n r r n r r n r r

J1 12 0.707
�1
2

�1
2
0 6 0.500 01

2
0 4 0.433 1

4

1

4

1

4
12 0.707

�1
2

�1
2
0

J2 6 1.000 00�1 4 0.866
�1
2

�1
2

�1
2

12 0.829
�1
4

3

4

1

4
6 1.000 00�1

J3 12 1.225
�1
2

�1
2
�1 4 0.866

�1
2

�1
2

1

2
12 1.090 3

4

1

4

3

4
24 1.225

�1
2

�1
2
�1

J4 12 1.225 1
�1
2

�1
2

24 1.118
�1
2
0�1 12 1.299

�5
4

�1
4

1

4
12 1.414 �1�10

J5 12 1.414 �1�10 6 1.500 00
�3
2

4 1.299
�3
4

3

4

3

4
24 1.581 0

�1
2

�3
2

J6 24 1.581 0
�1
2

�3
2

12 1.500 �1
�1
2
�1 24 1.479

�5
4

�3
4

�1
4

8 1.732 �1�1�1

J7 4 1.732 �1�1�1 12 1.500 �11
2
�1 12 1.639

�3
4

�5
4

3

4
48 1.871 3

2
11
2

J8 4 1.732 �11�1 12 1.658 1

2

�3
2

1

2
12 1.785 1

4

�7
4

1

4
6 2.000 00�2
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TABLE V:Pair m agnetic exchange interactions Jij (in �Ry) in the long-wave approxim ation

calculated forRh2M nZ (Z = G e,Sn orPb).

com pound sublatt. J1 J2 J3 J4 J5 J6 J7 J8

Rh2M nG e Rh1{Rh1 � 9 13 0 0 � 1 0 0 0

Rh1{Rh2 17 0 � 3 � 2 6 0 0 1

Rh1{M n 312 21 2 2 2 1 0 � 1

M n{M n 87 102 3 18 � 5 � 27 � 4 � 9

Rh2M nSn Rh1{Rh1 � 8 15 0 0 � 2 0 0 0

Rh1{Rh2 20 2 � 3 � 2 8 � 1 0 1

Rh1{M n 340 20 3 2 2 1 1 � 1

M n{M n 61 108 6 29 � 6 � 27 � 4 � 3

Rh2M nPb Rh1{Rh1 � 8 15 0 0 � 2 1 � 1 � 1

Rh1{Rh2 22 2 � 5 � 2 7 � 1 0 1

Rh1{M n 327 17 5 2 1 1 1 � 1

M n{M n 57 96 21 33 � 8 � 34 � 9 � 4
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TABLE VI:Pair m agnetic exchange interactions Jij (in �Ry) in the long-wave approxim ation

calculated forX 2M nSn (X = Ni,Cu orPd)and resultsfrom Refs.[9,16].

com pound sublatt. J1 J2 J3 J4 J5 J6 J7 J8

Ni2M nSn Ni1{M n 263 � 18 1 4 8 1 1 2

M n{M n 151 116 29 � 104 14 � 30 12 � 14

M n{M n[9] 187 � 13

M n{M n[16] 82 105 38 37 � 6 17 4 2

Cu2M nSn Cu1{M n 30 2 0 0 � 1 0 0 0

M n{M n 491 318 � 118 19 � 12 65 9 9

M n{M n[9] 88 97

Pd2M nPb Pd1{M n 40 � 3 0 0 2 0 0 0

M n{M n 65 116 51 � 78 20 � 64 16 � 5

M n-M n[9] 187 � 20

M n-M n[16] 64 43 21 � 44 14 � 19 4 � 6
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FIG .1:TheL21 structuretypecom posed offourinterpenetrating fcc lattices.
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FIG .2: Schem atic hybridization between the m inority spin orbitals ofCo2M nG a,�rst between

two Co atom s (top),then between two Co atom s and a neighboring M n atom (bottom ). The

coe�cientslabelthedegeneraciesoftheorbitalsets(see notationsin Ref.[10])
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FIG .7: Total(solid line) and partialdensities ofstates (dashed line) ofM n in Rh2M nSn and

Co2M nSn.TheFerm ilevelisattheenergy zero.
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