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Abstract

D ensity-fiinctional studies of the electronic structures and exchange interaction param eters have
been perfom ed for a series of ferrom agnetic fiullH euslkeralloys ofgeneral formula CooM nZ (Z = G a,
Si, Ge, Sn),RhyMnz (Z = Ge, Sn, Pb), NiM nSn, Cu,M nSn and Pd,M nSn, and the connection
between the elctronic spectra and the m agnetic interactions have been studied. D i erent m echa—
nisn s contributing to the exchange coupling are revealed. T he band dependence of the exchange
param eters, their dgpendence on volum e and valence electron concentration have been thoroughly
analyzed w ithin the G reen function technique.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The evolving eld of spin-electronics has triggered an increasing interest n m aterials w ith
full spin polarization at the Fem i level. M any of these system s have been predicted by
m eans of electronic band-structure calculations [I,14], and som e of them are in use already
as elam ents In m ulti-layered m agnetoelectronic devices such as m agnetic tunnel junctions
[3,14] and also as giant m agneto—resistance spin valves [B]. P rom ising device candidates are
characterized by a strong spin polarization, by high Curie tem peratures and by a large band
gap, too. Am ong the m ost popular groups of m aterials is the extraordinarily large fam ily
ofm agnetic H eusler alloys [6] which is traditionally considered to be an ideal localm om ent
system [1,14,19]. T his in plies that their exchange couplings can be described by a H eisenberg
Ham ittonian which allow s the Investigation of the tem perature properties of the m agnetic
system s within a very sinple conospt. Ik therefore seem s that the problem of calculating
the exchange Interaction param eters w ith the help of reliable elctronic structure m ethods
must have a very high priority In this eld.

N onetheless, despite a thorough theoretical understanding of the electronic structures
of many full Heuslkr alloys (see, for exam pl, Refs. [, 110,111, 114, 113, 114, 115]), only very
few publications are dedicated to the discussions ofm agnetic exchange Interactions in these
system s. Noda and Ishikawa [L6] have extracted the exchange param eters from the spin—
wave soectrum using a m odellike Heisenberg t. On the theoretical side, K ubler, W illiam s
and Somm ers focused on the calculated totalenergy di erences between the ferrom agnetic
(FM ) and di erent antiferrom agnetic A FM ) states [9]. T he param eters of the H eisenberg
Ham iltonian were then tted to reproduce the course of the calculated energies but such
technique usually allow s to extract only the param eters of the st and second neighbors,
and the interactions between M n and all other atom s are neglected for reasons of sim plicity.

In this contribution, we derive the m agnetic exchange param eters of a num ber of H eusler
alloys from st principles and then analyze the m agnetic coupling dependence on electronic
structure variations nduced by atom ic substitutions or volum e varations. The paper is
organized as ollow s: In the next section III we describe the crystal structure under investi-
gation and the com putationalm ethod chosen. Section is devoted to the param eter-free
derivation of exchange param eters by theoretical approaches w ithin density—-functional the-

ory. Section [[V] contains our results forthe electronic structures and them agnetic interaction



param eters of the Co,M nZ, Rh,M nZ and X ,M nSn fam ilies of alloys. F nally, we sum m arize

our results in section V1.

IT. CRYSTAL STRUCTURE AND COMPUTATIONAL DETA ILS

The Heuskr allbys represent a class of temary intemm etallic com pounds of general form ula
X,YZ In which X is a transition metal, Z is a metal of main groups III{V, and Y is a
m agnetically active transition m etal such asm anganese. T he H euskr alloys adopt ordered
L2, structures, given in Fig.[l, which m ay be understood as being the resul of four inter—
penetrating facecentered cubic (foc) lattices. A cocording to the L2; structure grgon, the
X atom s occupy the A and C sites, the Y atom s are on the B sites and the Z atom s are
found on the D sites. Thus, sitesA,B,C and D ocorresoond to the positions (0,0,0), (% ,% ,% ),
¢ and €,3,3) within the foc supercell [17].

T he unigueness of the H eusler alloys is due to the fact that they exhib i cooperative m ag-
netic phenom ena | especially ferrom agnetisn | in the desired tem perature range although
no constiuent oftheir archetype, Cu,M nA ], exhibits such properties In the elem ental state.
Even sinplr than Cu,M nA 1l is the phase M nA 1which also displays strong ferrom agnetic
behavior and is of technological Interest because of an enhanced m agnetic anisotropy. The
tetragonalM nA 1ground state results from two subsequent (electronic and structural) distor-
tions away from a cubic structure [L8]. T he group of cubic H euslker alloys considered in this
paper, however, allcontain M n atom sasthe Y atom s, and allphases exhibit ferrom agnetic
order. T heir lattice param eters, m agnetic saturation m om ents and also experin ental C urie
tem peratures are shown in Tab.[d.

For the band-structure calculation we used the TB-LM TO -ASA method [19, 120], n—
cluding com bined corrections, and took the experim ental values of the lattice param eters.
The localdensity approxination (LDA) according to the Vosko{W ik{Nusair exchange-
correlation functional was used R1]. The summ ation over the entire Brillouin zone B7Z)

was perform ed w ith a totalof 195 k points in the irreducible part ofthe BZ.



ITT. THE CALCULATION OF EXCHANGE-INTERACTIONSPARAMETERS IN

DENSITYFUNCTIONAL THEORY

T he exchange coupling param eter J;; between two centers iand Jj being part of a m agnetic
m aterial is usually de ned in the follow Ing standard procedure of the socalled rigid spin

approxin ation RSA),

Q’E L
Jij:minj:mi[]ijmj; @)
iem

where E is the total energy of the system , m ; is the m agnetic m om ent on site i, and 4 is

a m agnetic susceptioility.
In the above eq. [, the entry can be oconsidered the adiabatic (static) lim it of the

transversal part of the soin-dynam ical susceptibility
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where " (k) and " (k) are eigenfiinctions and eigenvalues of band structure problem ,
and the arrow s designate the soin direction. The socalled static Iimit (! ! 0) can be
justi ed if
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This condition (eg.[3) detem ines a whole range of spin-wave frequencies for which one

m ay use the adiabatic approxin ation and proceed w ith the wellkknown H eisenberg m odel

expression for the soin wave spectrum
l@=m 0@ JO)=m ‘@ 'O : 4)

Below we will estin ate the validity of the above criterion (eq.[d) for several com pounds
studied in this paper. W henever eq.[d is satis ed in Iocalized system s, however, eq.[ll can be
further simn pli ed and a long-wave approxin ation (W A, with essentially sin ilar sn allness

criteria as In the RSA ) can be usad to ocbtain the follow ing expression,

iij
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where . is an on-site elem ent of the Inverted spin susceptibility. D ue to this sin ilarity

1

one cannot use the static approxin ation (eq.M or any type of H eisenberg m odel) for large g



vectors. The m odelw ill be correct for lJarge g (or an all distances in real space) only ifloth
Jong-wave and adiabatic approxin ations are rem oved sin ultaneously.

T he currently m ost practical expression for the exchange coupling is based on the G reen
function or muliple-scattering form alisn . In this technique, an analogue of eq.[dl can be
derived R4]which reads

Er n o)
J@) = Nix Jye T = Nix ! d"InTr 'I‘"T#ijl ; e®u
EF ( Z 1 )
_ 1 d"inTr ; dkT &)T' k+ q) i 6)
where ;= TJl Tjﬁand
z z
Ty = ! dkT (@) = dk e ") S @) TR )
BZ BZ

Here, T isa scattering path operator,p (") isan atom icpotential scattering m atrix and S
is a m atrix of structure constants. T he corresponding long-wave lin it was obtained In Ref.

23] and reads
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wherep= p p'.In realspace, the zero-m om ent of exchange interactions can be calculated
accordingly to the sum rule
1 %
g = 4=~ d'WTrp i+ pTTipik: ©)
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T he linearization of the m ultiple-scattering expression lads to the LM TO G reen function
form alisn where In a two-center approxin ation the p m atrix can be replaced by is lin—
earized analogue

C
p ()= ; 10)

w ith spin-dependent LM T O potential param eters, nam ely C  as the band center and as
iswidth. One can show R4]thatwhenever "= *, that is, equalbandw idth ©rdi erent
Spin profctions, the Fourder transform ofeq.[ can be w ritten in the form ofeq.[3. I isthis
lin iting case which allow s us to ssparate the susoeptibility and m agneticm om ent am plitude

contrbutions to the total exchange coupling. In the present paper, we w illm ostly use eq.



B because of its sim plicity, but the applicability of this approach w illbe checked and eqg.[d
w illbe used if necessary.
D ue to the presence of severalm agnetic atom s In a prin itive cell, a m ultiatom ic expres—
sion for the Curie tem perature has to be used. In the socalled mean eld approxin ation
M FA ), the Curde tam perature T of the system with N nonequivalent m agnetic atom s is

calculated as a largest solution of the equation
detlfnm T am 1= 0 11)

wheren and m are the indices of the non-equivalent m agnetic sublattices, T, = %JH? L rand
J?  isan e ective Interaction of an atom from sublttice n with all other atom s from the
sublattice m . In our case w ith two non-equivalent m agnetic atom s per cell, the expression

for Te is reduced to
1 q
TC = ngl\El)nMn + J)(() X + Dl\(/i

n Mn J)(()XF+4 Jl\(/inX g: (12)

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
A. CopMnZ (Z= Ga,Si,Ge and Sn) com pounds

To start w ith, we perform ed calculations of the electronic band structures of four C o-based
Heuskr alloys w ith the generic formula CooM nZ (Z = Ga, Si, Ge and Sn). The resuls
for the electronic spectra are In good agreem ent w ith existing calculations of the electronic
structures of these com pounds [9, 110, 111, 114, 113, [14]. To better analyze the density-of-
states D O S) curves presented later, we rst schem atically sketch the hybridizations 25] of
the m inority-spin orbitals between the Co and M n atom s in Co,M nG a, given in Fig.[d. &
is justi ed to take the m inority-soin orbitals becauss, due to the exchange holk, these lie
higher In energy and are rlhatively di use such that they are much m ore Involved In the
chem icalbonding R6€]. Their lJarger di useness also leads to the nding that spin-polarized
ground states show larger interatom ic distances despite of having a lower totalenergy R7].
Com pared to the case ofCo,M nG e [LU], theFem ienergy Er) htheZ = Gacase (== Fig.
[) isplaced below the Co{Co t3, and e, orbitals. ForCo,M nG e, the ty, orbitalis lled with
one extra electron.

F ig.[3 presents the spin-polarized DO S of C 0,M nG a, and the splittings between di erent
symm etry states have been extracted at the zone center form mnorty-soin states (see also



discussion in Ref. [LA]) . N ote that this isan oversim pli cation because the sym m etry labels
arenot strictly valid over the entire reciprocal space. A sexpected, theD O S around theFem i
Jevel is heavily dom nated by the 3d states ofthe M n and Co atom s, and them aprity soin
states are nearly fully occupied. The DO S curves for the m inority soins exhibit two peaks
above the Fem i kevel which are due to both M n and Co 3d contrdbutions. The di erence
In the positions of these two peaks is directly detem 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 055 Ry goesback to (m agnetically inactive) 4s and 4p states of G a,
and they are well separated from the 3d states positioned in an energy region between 045
and 03 Ry. It is interesting to note that the Femm i level of Co,M nG a is found at the DO S
m ininum of the m nority states, but for Z = Siand Ge it is positioned exactly in a gap,
that is, these two Jatter com pounds exhibit 100% spin polarization. T his gap has previously
been reported by other authors and is form ed due to the strong 3d{3d hybridization (orbital
m ixing) between the Co and M n atom s [1L3,114].

In such halfm etallic com pounds the total spin m om ent should ideally be an integer
num ber (see discussion in Ref. [10]) . O ur results or the C o,M nZ group, presented in Tab .0,
are very close to that, and there isonly a slight deviation from integer num bers reproducing
so—called Slater{P auling behavior: here, the totalmoment equals =N 24 whereN is
the total num ber of valence electrons in the unit cell. Th accord w ith the D O S cbservation
in Fig.[3, the Z (sptype) atom s n Co,M nZ have negligble m om ents. T he m nority-spin
states of the M n atom s are nearly empty (see also Fig.[d), and the values of the IocalM n
spihmomentsarrive at ca.3 ;. The Co atom sdo have signi cant soin m om ents, about 0.7

g N Co,MnGaand about 1.0 ; In the ram aining com pounds of this fam ily. C learly, and
also m ost in portantly, the exchange Interactions between the Co and M n atom s cannot be
neglected a priori.

A cocordingly, the calculated values of the partial contrbutions J° | to the e ective ex—
change param eter J? are presented in Tab.[II. A s hasbeen alluded to already, the interac—
tion between M n and Co atom s gives a Iading contribution to the totale ective coupling,
thereby questioning the assum ption used in earlierwork [@]in that only M n{M n interactions
were taken into consideration; in tem s of 3d{3d orbital overlap, this krading contribution is
not at all surprising. O n the other side, the Co{C o interaction isnegative ( 036 mRy) in
Co,M nG a and thereby dem onstrates the tendency for AFM ordering in the Co sublattice.



T his negative value, how ever, is com pensated by the larger positive interaction between Co

and M n (Jg 2 29mRy) such that thee ective Jy 0ofC o ram ains large and positive.

o Mn
The M n{M n contrloution to Jb(jn is on the order of only 1 mRy, this is nearly wve times
am aller than the Co{M n interaction.

For com plteness, we m ention that pure M n exhibits an AFM ordering at low tem —
perature (J; < 0), and the an all positive exchange param eters by the nearest-neighbor
Mn{Mn pairs n M n-based Heuslr com pounds corregoond to lkew ise positive and sm all
second-neighbor pairs exchange param eters in pure M n. The theoretical values for the
C urie tem peratures Tc cbtained by the M FA are also ncluded in Tab.[I. ForCo,M nG a, T¢
arrives at 635 K and underestin ates the experin ental value (694 K ) by about 10% . Taking
iInto account the fact that the M FA usually overestim ates C urie tem peratures, thism ust be
considered an even larger disagreem ent w ith experin ent.

T o check the nature ofthis disagreem ent, we perform ed a calculation ofJ beyond the LW A
using eq.[d. h Tab.[l we also show the corresponding results obtained using this approach.
Our calculations reveal that the e ective coupling between the M n atom s is practically
unchanged so thatthe IW A isperfectly suitable forthe descripton ofthis coupling. H owever,
all other couplings are a ected much m ore strongly by this approxim ation. For Instance,
the Co{Co interactions are m odi ed nearly by a factor of two whik Co{M n Interactions
are Increased by 25{35% overall. Correspondingly, the estin ated critical tem peratures of
m agnetic phase transition for this group of alloys are increased by 10{20 % , and they are
larger than the experin entally observed quantities.

It ollow s from the results presented in Tab.[II that the substitution of the m ain-group
IIT element Ga by a mah-group IV element such as Si, Ge or Sn lads to a signi cant
increase of both J2, ,, and J2 , ,, values. Fortunately, the in plications for the varying
electronic structure ntroduced by such a substitution can be welldescribed w ithin the rigid-
band approxin ation RBA) (see Ref. [10,114]). For illustration, F ig.[4 show s a com parison
between the electronic structures ofCo,M nG a and Co,M nGe In the energy region 01 Ry
around the Ferm i level. T he zero energy In the Iower DO S curve corresoonds to the Ferm 1
level of Co,M nG e with 29 valence electrons; for Co,M nG a w ith 28 valence electrons, the
Fem i level is given by the solid vertical line In the upperD O S. O bviously, the DO S shapes
for these two com pounds are very sim ilar to each other, a nice support for the reliability of
theRBA .Thus, by sin ply changing the totalnum ber ofvalence electrons onem ay reproduce



the substitution of G a by G e fairly well, qualitatively.

N onetheless, the totalm om ent calculated from the electronic structure ofC o,M nG a only
by extending the DO S to 29 valence electrons is Just 4.6 , that is, 8% an aller than the
numerical result 6 ;) PrCoMnGe, and we will soon focus on this (am all) discrepancy
orighating from di ering Interatom ic distances. In the fram e of the RBA, the signi cant
increase in the exchange param eters (Tab.[) i going from Co,M nG a to Co,M nG e goes
badck to the shift ofthe Fem ienergy (band Iling In Ref. 28]) which corresponds to the one
extra electron. This evolution of the e ective param eters J) | = J0 + 30

MnMn Mn Co

and also
I =33, co + I, o, =2 as a function of the Fem i kevel is also ncluded in Fig.[. In fact,
the Jy values of C o,M nG a at the Fem i level of Co,M nG e equal those ofthe realCo,M nG e
phase. Taking into consideration the usualM FA overestin ation of the Curie tam peratures,
our calculation for Co,M nG e gives an acceptable agreem ent (1115 K ) w ith the experim ental
valie of 905K .

T he dependence of the electronic structures and m agnetic properties of the Co,M nz
alloys on the chem icalnature ofthe isoelectronic Z atom has already been discussed in Refs.
10,111,14,115]. W ew ill focus on the density ofstates @0 S) (seeFig.[H) ofCo,M nZ (Z = Si,
G e and Sn) which alldisgplay the sam e valence electron concentration. N ot too surprisingly,
the D O Ssare sin ilar to the preceding one ofC o,M nG a. H owever, allpeaksbelow the Fem 1
JTevelm ove to higher energies w ith increasing lattioce param eters because of enlarging atom ic
radii. The Jatter results in a an aller overlap between the M n 3d and Co 3d oroitals which,
In tum, leads to a am aller digpersion of these bands [11], becom Ing m ore atom iclke. Asa
consequence, the D O S peaks com e closer to each other and their am plitudes grow Fig.[3).

Because the changes In peak positions w ith changing Z elem ent is proportional to the
change in the lattice param eter, the replacem ent of Siby G e has an aller consequences than
the replacam ent 0of G e by Sn; In tem s of radii (@nd chem icalbehavior), Siand G e arem ore
sin ilar to each other. T hus, them ovem ent In the D O S peaks ism ore distinct for Co,M nSn.
In agream ent w ith the resuls of fullpotential calculations [11], the M n m agnetic m om ent
cbtained in cur TB-LM TO -A SA calculation slightly increases In the Si! Ge ! Sn serdes.
O n the other hand, the Co m agneticm om ent is owered so that the totalm agneticm om ent
iscloseto 5 5 In all three cases (see Tab.[). The ncrease of the M n m agnetic m om ent
is consistent w ith the Increase ofthe M n{M n contribution to the e ective J, (third colum n

in Tab.[Md) i this serdes of com pounds. The increase, however, is com pensated by lower



values for the Co{Co and also Co{M n interactions. T hus, the calculated T ’s decrease along
the Ine Si! Ge ! Sn (see Tab.[d), and this qualitative trend agrees w ith the tendency
cbserved experim entally.

To fully dem onstrate the volum e dependence of the exchange interactions (@and Curie
tem peratures, too), we also calculated the course of Jo In Co,M nSisokly as a function of
its volum e. That is to say, the structure of Co,M nSiwas arti cially expanded to lattice
param eters that would better t the com pounds adopted by is higher hom ologues G e and
Sn; unfortunately, this is in possible to realize experim entally. F ig.[d displays the values of
the J, param eters obtained from these calculations, and the purely volum e-derived exchange
param eters are In sam iquantitative agreem ent w ith those that go badk to proper calculations
of Jy forthe realCo,M nG e and C o,M nSn system s w ith their correct Jattice param eters. Tt
is jast too cbvious that the behavior of the Curie tem perature can therefore be explained
by a sin ple volum e e ect when the Siatom is substituted by G e or Sn.

A detailed com parison of Tabs. [T and [ in tem s of J;; m akes i clear that the :n-
teractions are relatively short ranged and do not exceed the, say, st four neighbors in
each sublattice. The m ain exchange param eter, J; of Co; {M n in Tab.[ID, corresponds to
the nearestneighbor Co{M n interaction. This particular entry of the tablk alone already
gives about 70% ofthe total contribution to Jy between Co and M n atom s and is about ten
tin es lJarger than the corresponding Co{Co and M n{M n Interactions; a rem arkabl resul
but, as has been said before, not too surprisihg when considering the interatom ic overlap.
For com parison, Tab .[ITI also contains the exchange param eters obtained in earlier work [9]
w here the authors calculated M n{M n exchange param eters from the totalenergy di erences
ofthe FM and AFM structures but by ignoring the Co{M n interactions.

N aturally, their approach had to result in signi cantly larger M n{M n interactions in
order to reproduce the FM /AFM energy di erences because In such an approxin ation all
Interactions M n{M n and M n{Co) are e ectively m apped into the M n{M n-type J;;. Thus,
one needs to com pare an e ective param eter for the M n atom , namely J) . = J), 4, +

JO

Mn Co

from Tab.@wih J), = 12 J+ 6 J, from Ref. [9]. The cbtained values are 10.9
mRy and 84 m Ry correspondingly. T his sin ilarity between the results of the very di erent

m odels suggests relatively localized m agnetic character In this system .
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B. RhoM nZ (Z = Ge, Sn and Pb) com pounds

Independent fullpotential calculations of the electronic structure of this group have been
published recently [L0] and our results are n agreem ent wih them . To ease the under-
standing of the new cham ical system , we com pare the densities-ofstates of Rh,M nSn w ih
the preceding one of C o,M nSn, and both are included in Fig.[. G enerally, the gap in the
m nority-spin states of the Co,M nZ phases can also be observed for the RhoM nZ phases
but this gap apparently becom es broader and the Fem i level is no longer found in the gap.
C onsequently, the totalm agneticm om ent can no longerbe an Integer num ber for this group
of intem etallic com pounds, and the entries of Tab.[I in pressively support this statem ent.

Another In portant di erence is given by the an aller w idth and also polarization of the
rhodium 3d states relative to those of cobal. In chem ical tem s, this notable di erence
between the 3d and 4d (and also 5d) elem ents is easily explained by di erences in spatial
shielding, w ith Interesting sin ilarities to m aingroup chem istry R€]. In any case, the m ag-
neticm om ent ofthe Rh atom s is only about half the size of those of the Co atom s, nam ely
ca.045 ; comparedtoca.l 3).

In contrast to the Codased system , the M n m om ents in this group are larger by about
06 5. Such a change has been explained [L0] by a sn aller hybridization between the Rh
and M n atom sthan between the Co and M n atom s. A ematively, a chem ical Interpretation
would focuson an e ectively oversized M n atom because ofthe strongly w idened lattice due
to the largeRh atom s. T hus, them a prity/m hority spin splitting forM n is strongly favored,
and the Intra-atom ic exchange splitting w illbe m irrored by extraordinarily di usem noriy—
soin orbitals forM n. The sam e e ect takes place in FePd; where Fe acquires a very large
m om ent because of being too spacious R6]. Unlike the results given n ref. [L0], however,
the totalm agnetic m om ents of our calculations do not m onotonically increase In the row Ge
! Sn ! Pb, but thise ect is probably related to the atom ic spheres approxin ation used
by us.

W e willnow analyze the results for the exchange coupling using eq.[d. The values of
the exchange splittings m ;I; for the Rh atom s are about three tin es an aller than for the
Co atom s so that Rh{Rh and Rh{M n exchange param eters are about ten and three tim es
Jow er if com pared to the Co{C o and Co{M n pairs (see Tab.[) only because ofthis splitting
renom alization. Such a sinplk explanation, however, is not applicable for the M n{M n
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Interactions w here the corresponding susosptibility has also changed. In the M n sublattics,
the Interactions are decreased in m agnitude by about 1 m Ry upon substitution of Co by
Rh despied the increase of the M n m agnetic m om ents. Such a decrease for the M n{M n

exchange param eters re ects a general AFM tendency for a nearly half- Iled d band and an

FM tendency for a nearly empty or lled d band; this has been discussed before 29]. As
can be seen from F ig.[], the m anganese d states in the Rh-based com pounds are nearly half

Jled while in C obased com pounds these M n—centered states have been lled by approx. 0.6

electrons degpite C o/Rh being isoelectronic.

W hen it com es to the volum e dependence of the m agnetic properties of the Rh-bas=d
com pounds, we reiterate the course found for the CoM nZ (Z = Ge, Sn, Pb) group F1ig.
[). One also expects a decrease of the Curie tem peratures w ith Increasing volum e, and
this is what the experimental T valies re ect in therow Ge ! Sn ! Pb (see Tab.[).
Unfortunately, this trend is som ewhat cbscured In the theoretical data. The calculated
Curie tem peratures n the IW A for Rh,M nSn (435 K ) and Rh,M nPb (423 K) are not too
faraway from the experim ental ones, 412 and 338 K respectively. For Rh,M nG e, however,
we underestin ate Tc (410 K ) com pared to an experin ental 450 K . T he usage of eq.[d leads
to the signi cant m odi cation of Rh{Rh coupling (factor of2{3) and a 25{30% increase of
the Rh{M n coupling, ie., the M FA produces signi cantly larger num bers for T : H owever,
all relative trends rem ain sin ilar to the exchange coupling In the LW A .

T he energy dependence of J n the Rh,M nZ com poundswih Z = Ge, Sn, Pb, depicted
in Fig.[8, Jooks di erent from the one discussed before in the Co,M nZ group. First, the
am plitude of J € ) is an aller and, second, them axin um ofthe curve isa broad plateau. The
last ndingm eansthat an Increase ofthe electron concentration w illnot lad to a signi cant
change for the exchange param eters. An altemative decrease of the electron concentration,
however, leads to negative J values such that an FM state isno longer stable. For instance,
the substitution ofG e by A 1shifts the Ferm i leveldown by 0.04 Ry (vertical line in F ig.[8)
and leadsto a signi cant decrease of J. T his Interpretation is supported by the experim ental
AFM orxdering that was cbserved for RhoM nA 1 [30].

C losing this section, we'd lke to mention that Rh,M nZ compounds are traditionally
discussed as system s with fiillly localized m agnetic m om ents, in contrast to Co,M 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. and the pairm agnetic exchange values J;; in Tab.
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[Vl clearly evidence that Rh{M n interactions are even larger than M n{M n interactions. A
sin ilarbehavior isknown from Fe/Pd alloysw here the Fe atom m agnetically polarizes the 4d
m etalupon strong Fe{Pd chem icalbonding R€]. In the present case, the Rh{M n exchange
param eters are m ostly determm ined by the rst-neighbor J; Interaction. M n{M n interactions
show a signi cantly longer range w ith them ain contriutions com ing from large and positive

J1, J, and negative Jg.

C. X;MnSn X = Ni Cu and Pd) com pounds

In this section, we w ill analyze the change of the m agnetic properties of the H eusler alloys
upon atom ic substitution by the X com ponent, the non-M n d m etal. For the com pounds
wih X = Ni, Cu and Pd, the electronic structures have been studied n Ref. [9,110]. Sin ilar
to the preceding RhyM nZ group, the Fem i level is no longer in the m nority-soin DO S gap
and the totalm om ent is not an integer num ber. T he substitution of Co by Rh or N i leads
to a signi cant decrease of the d-m etal polarization and, also, to a nearly complte Illing
of their m lnority-soin states. T he m agnetic m om ents of the X atom s is thersby reduced
from 1 ; Co)toca.05 ; Rh)and, nally, to about 02 i), given In Tab.[d. This
reduction is acoom panied by an Increase of the M n m agnetic m om ent only during the rst
substitution. The lin ting case is given by the com pounds w ith nonm agnetic Cu and Pd
atom s.
U sing the calculated m agnetization valuesm ;, we can estin ate the reduction ofthe J7

and J?

X Mn

agreem ent w ith the directly calculated results, listed in Tab.[@. However, this estin ation

param eters (see discussion above). The obtained param eters give qualitative

can not reproduce the decrease ofij forX = Rh and, on the otherhand, the signi cant

n Mn
Increase forX = Cu. The authors ofRef. [@] assum ed that the principal roke ofthe X atom s
isto sin ply determm ine the size ofthe crystal Jattice. To check this assum ption, we calculated
Jo orN LM nSn but w ith a lattice param eter that is characteristic for Cu,M nSn. A sa resul,
J0

Y« Mn = 13 mRy and Jﬁ = 23 mRy di er strongly from the correctly caloulated Jq

n Mn
of real Cu,M nSn by 03 mRy and 5.7 mRy respectively (see Tab.[D). A lso, the modi ed
exchange param eters upon d-m etal substitution isnot reproduced by the RBA which worked
nicely for an sp-com ponent substitution.

In order to analyze the problm in m ore detail, we show the course of J E ) as a func—

13



tion of Co,M nSn band 1ling in Fig.[d. The vertical Iines corregpond to the Fem 1 levels
w here the total num ber of valence electrons is equal to the corresponding com pound of the
X,M nSn fam ily. W hik it is clear that J continuously decreases upon Co ! Ni (and also
Cu) substitution, this lowering is underestim ated, and the e ective J | obtained from F i.
[ is close to 8 mRy but the properly calculated J0 | is5mRy (see Tab.[D).

T he predicted C urie tam peratures cbtained from the calculated param eters are presented
in Tab.[d. The correct tendency for the calculated Curie tem peratures has been m entioned
above, exospt Or N 1M nSn where the disagreem ent is w ithin the accuracy of the m ethod.
T he total exchange param eter Jy ism ostly determ ined by the st X {M n pair interaction
and has signi cant long-range contributions; at least six Interactions are in portant, see Tab.
V3. W e also include the results obtained from totalenergy calculations [9] and from a tto
FoIn-wave dispersions [L6]. The exchange coupling In the LW A produces som ew hat sn aller
values forM n{M n interaction whike X {M n interactions are underestin ated by 50-60% when
com pared w ith those from the generalde nition (eq.[d). A 11T 's are overestin ated in this
approach and we expect that any im provem ent of the M FA w ill produce better aggreem ent
w ith experim ent. T he calculated exchange param eters can be used In any m ore sophisticated
calculations of the critical tem perature.

A s m entioned before, one can com pare the M n total exchange only. The J;5 cbtained
In Ref. @] are In good agreem ent w ith our resultts forPd,M nSn @1l mRy and 25 mRy re—
soectively), but for the N i-and Cu-based com pounds, the authors obtained num bers w hich
are two to three tin es an aller than ours. T he result cbtained from soin-wave dispersions In
NiMnSn 33 mRy) is fairly close to our 44 m Ry but for Pd,M nSn, however, the disagree—
ment issigni cant (1 3mRy versus 2.5 mRy). Nonetheless, it m ust be m entioned that both
calculations of exchange param eters did not Include the M n{X Interactions which are in —
portant especially n the N M nSn system . T he results obtained from the energy di erences
of FM and AFM ordered structures tend to give system atically underestin ated exchange
param eters although these system s are considered as localized-m om ent system s. T he resuls
from soin-wave analysis also underestin ate the exchange coupling. W e therefore plan to

consider the spin-w ave properties n future publications.
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V. CONCLUSION

T he ekectronic structures and m agnetic exchange interactions have been caloulated fora sst
of fultH eusker alloys w ith generic form ula X ,M nZ where X is a transition-m etal atom and
Z isan spm ain-group elam ent. T he alloy variations of the C urie tam peratures calculated in
the m ean— eld approxin ation are in good agreem ent w ith experim ental data. O ur analysis
dem onstrates that the Ji; dependence on the Z atom m ay be described w ithin a rigid band
approxin ation, having straightforward in plications for the in uence of the atom ic volum e
of Z, thereby allow Ing sam iquantitative predictions. The substitution of an X elm ent,
how ever, poses a problem for the rigid-band approxin ation although qualitative tendencies
can be identi ed; for obtaining quantitative resuls, a full calculation has to be perform ed.
T he m agnetic exchange param eters and also C urie tem peratures decrease along the row Cu
! Ni! Rh ! Pd, in agreem ent w ith the degree of d localization for the transition m etal.
The X {M n Interactions are very In portant for system s w ith sizable m agnetic m om ents on
the transition m etal Co, Rh and Ni). The X {M n interactions are lin ited by xst neighbors
whilke M n{M n interactions are quite long ranged.
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TABLE I:Experin ental lattice param eters a, calculated partial and experim ental total m agnetic
moments , and calculated and experin ental C urie tem peratures Te for X ,M nZ com pounds. A 1L

experin ental valies have been taken from Ref. [31]

com pound a @u.) care (B) expt (B) Te K)

X Mn total total Iw A exact expt
CoM nGa 10.904 0.73 2.78 413 4.05 635 880 694
CopM nSi 10.685 1.01 3.08 5.00 5.07 1251 1563 985
CooMnGe 10.853 0.97 314 5.00 511 1115 1417 905
Co;M nSn 11338 0.95 324 5.04 5.08 1063 1325 829
RhoM nGe 11325 042 367 449 4.62 410 549 450
RhyM nSn 11815 0.45 3.3 4.60 310 435 585 412
RhoM nPb 11.966 045 3.69 458 412 423 579 338
N (M nSn 11439 023 357 3.97 4.05 373 503 344
CuyM nSn 11.665 0.04 3.79 381 411 602 680 530
Pd;M nSn 12 .056 0.07 4.02 4.07 423 232 275 189
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TABLE II:Sublattices contrdbutions Jr?m (Ih mRy) to the e ective m agnetic exchange param eters

P
J0 = Jr?m for the X ,M nZ group of com pounds (poth long wave approxin ation and exact

n m

adiabatic results are shown).

com pound X {X X {Mn Mn{Mn

J¥ J J¥ J J¥ J
CooM nGa 036 021 58 731 081 0.89
CopM nSi 157 2.6 102 114 183 185
CooMnGe 112 23 8.92 101 220 22
Co,M nSn 055 0.94 8.66 9.9 224 23
RhyM nGe 0.06 02 317 40 128 131
Rh,;M nSn 011 025 338 425 129 138
Rh;M nPb 0.14 038 324 415 132 135
N LM nSn 0:064 01 192 28 252 2.63
CuzM nSn 0.00 001 026 040 5.71 5.9
Pd;M nSn 0.00 001 029 041 217 234
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TABLE III:Pair exchange interaction param eters Ji5 (n Ry) In the long-wave approxin ation for

the CoopM nZ (Z = Ga, Si, Ge or Sn) fam ily and resuls from Ref. [9].

com pound sublatt. J1 Jo J3 Ja Js Je J7 Jg

CooM nGa Co{Co 11 4 7 7 2 2 1 1
Co1{Co; 49 4 76 5 0 3 2 1
Co;{Mn 557 64 5 3 1 3 0 0
M n{Mn 36 2 4 17 2 3 8 3

Co,M nSi Co1{Co; 5 59 1 1 1 2 1 1
Coi1{Co; 165 72 31 6 10 0 2 1
Cor{Mn 1106 38 12 2 4 1 0 0
Mn{Mn 130 58 12 24 0 8 0 2

CoMnGe Co1{Co; 11 55 2 2 1 2 0 0
Co1{Co; 136 75 53 5 10 1 2 1
Coi{Mn 932 41 11 3 6 1 0 0
Mn{Mn 141 60 5 23 1 5 1 4

Co,M nSn Cor{Co; 40 57 4 4 2 5 0 0
Coi{Co; 73 87 56 6 13 4 2 4
Coi{Mn 907 40 7 0 9 2 4 1
Coi{Mn 907 40 7 0 9 2 4 1
Mn{Mn 126 78 5 26 3 13 0 0
Mn{MnP 630 135
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TABLE IV :The radiuswvector r, the distance from the centralatom r, and the num berofequivalent

nearest neighbors n for the L2; type of structures.

Ji X1{X1 X1{X> X1{Mn Mn{Mn
n r r n r r n r r n r r

J 12 0707 330 6 0500 030 4 0433 33 12 0707 130
Jg, 6 1000 001 4 0866 31z 12 0829 3% 6 1000 001
Jy 12 1225 221 4 0866 137 12 1090 233 24 1225 211
J, 12 1225 111 24 1118 01 12 1299 211 12 1414 110
Js 12 1414 110 6 1500 003 4 1299 233 24 1581 033
Je 24 1581 032 12 1500 131 24 1479 237 8 1732 111
J; 4 1732 111 12 1500 111 12 1639 222 48 1871 311
J 4 1732 111 12 1658 32 12 1785 4% 6 2000 002
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TABLE V: Pair m agnetic exchange interactions Ji; (n Ry) In the long-wave approxin ation

calculated orRhoM nZ (Z = Ge, Sn orPb).

com pound sublatt. J1 Jo J3 Ja Js Je J7 Jg
RhoM nGe Rhi{Rhy 9 13 0 0 1 0 0 0
Rhi{Rh; 17 0 3 2 6 0 0 1
Rh;{Mn 312 21 2 2 2 1 0 1
Mn{Mn 87 102 3 18 5 27 4 9
Rh,;M nSn Rh;{Rh; 8 15 0 0 2 0 0 0
Rhi{Rh; 20 2 3 2 8 1 0 1
Rh;{Mn 340 20 3 2 2 1 1 1
Mn{Mn 61 108 6 29 6 27 4 3
Rh;M nPb Rh;{Rh; 8 15 0 0 2 1 1 1
Rhi{Rh; 22 2 5 2 7 1 0 1
Rhi;{Mn 327 17 5 2 1 1 1 1
Mn{Mn 57 96 21 33 8 34 9 4
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TABLE VI: Pair m agnetic exchange interactions Jj; (n Ry) in the long-wave approxin ation

calculated orX,;M nSn X = Ni, Cu orPd) and results from Refs. [9,116].

com pound sublatt. J1 Jo J3 Ja Js Jg J7 Jg
N M nSn Ni{Mn 263 18 1 4 8 1 1 2
M n{Mn 151 116 29 104 14 30 12 14
Mn{Mn® 187 13
M n{M n e 82 105 38 37 6 17 4 2
CuyM nSn Cu;{Mn 30 2 0 0 1 0 0 0
M n{Mn 491 318 118 19 12 65 9 9
Mn{Mn® 88 97
Pd,M nPb Pd;{Mn 40 3 0 0 2 0 0 0
M n{M n 65 116 51 78 20 64 16 5
M n-M nP! 187 20
M n-M nto! 64 43 21 44 14 19 4 6
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FIG .3: Totaland partialD O S forthe com pound C oM nG a. T he character ofeach peak belonging

to the m lnority soin states has been indicated, and the Fem i Jevel is set to the energy zero.
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(top) and CooM nG e pottom ). TheFem ilevel isat zero energy forC o,M nG e (29 valence electrons)

and shifted to the kft or Co,M nGa (28 valence ekctrons) by the rigid-band shift E .
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G e and Sn) calculated at their experin ental lattice param eters.
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