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O rbitalm agnetism in the halfm etallic H eusler alloys
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U sing the fully-relativistic screened K orringa-K ohn-R ostoker m ethod I study the orbial m ag—
netian in the halfm etallic H eusler alloys. O roitalm om ents are alm ost com pltely quenched and
they are negligible w ith respect to the spin m om ents. T he change in the atom icresolved orbialm o-
m ents can be easily explained In termm s of the spin-orbit strength and hybridization e ects. Fnally I
discuss the orbital and spin m om ents derived from X -ray m agnetic circular dichroism experim ents.

PACS numbers: 71.20Be, 71.20Lp, 75.50Ccc

Introduction. Halfm etallic ferrom agnets consist a new
class of m aterdals w hich attracted a lot of attention due
to theirpossible applications in spintronicsE In thesem a—
terials the two soin bandshave a com pletely di erent be—
havior. W hile the m aprity soin band (referred also as
son-up band) show s the typical m etallic behavior, the
m nhority spin band (soin-down band) is sem iconducting.
T he spinpolarization at the Ferm ilevelis 100% and these
com pounds could m gxin ize the e ciency of the m agne-
toelectronic devices?

de G root and collaborators were the rst to predict
the existence of halfm etallicity. They calculated the
electronic structure of the Heuslkr alby NiM nSb and
showed that the Fem i level in the m lnority band falls
wihin a gap whik the maprity band was m eta]chE
Since then a lot of m aterials have been predicted ‘qq) be
halfm etals: other halfH euslr alloys (e.g PtM nSb) 2, = a
lrge num ber ofthe il euskey glloys g CoM nG e) - s :7'
the quatemar.y Heuskr alloys22 som e oxides (€g C IQ 2
and Fe304),_- the m anganites (g Lag 7Sro 3M nO 3)
the double perovskites (eg. SnFeReO 6),- the pyntes
eg CoS, ),_2: the transition metal chalcogenides (€9
CrAs) and pnictides (g CrSe) In the zincblende or
wurtzite structt,lres'lj':“%'w the europiuim chalcogenides
eg EuS)'1 3 and the diluted m agpetic sem iconductors g
M n in purities in SiorG aA s) 1348 H euslker alloys are par-
ticularly interesting am ong these m aterials due to their
very high Curie tem perature, which can attend 1000 K
In the case 0£fC 0;M nSn, and the sin ilarity between their
crystal structure and the zincblende structure adopted
by the [IIVIand IV -V binary sem iconductors lke GaA s
or zns 24

Severalpapers have been devoted to the calculation of
the electronic structure of the halfm etallic Heusler al-
Joys. A 1l these studies prqduqxed a sin ilar description of
their m agnetic properties?242% In 2002 G alanakis et al.
have shown that the appearance of the gaps in these al-
Joys is directly connected to the m agnetic soin m om ents
and m oreover that the total spin m agnetic moment M
scales linearly w ith the totalnum ber of valence electrons
Z. ollowing the Iow M = Z 18 for the halfH euslkr
alloys ke NM nSb angdlM « = Z 24 orthe ullHeuskr
alloys like Co,M nG ef#® The orbital m agnetic m om ents
of these alloys on the other hand have attracted m uch
Jess attention and results are scarce. A lso experin en—

tally only In few cases the orbital m agnetic m om ents
have been determ ined via the X-ray magnetic circular
dichroic ®M CD) spectra ofthin  In €323 T this con-
tribution I will present a study of the atom icresolved
orbitalm agnetic m om ents of severalH eusler alloys using

rst-principles calculations.
Calulhtions D etails. To calculate the orbial and spin
m agnetic m om ents I used the fully relativistic FR) ver-
sion of the Korringa-K ohn-Rostoker KKR) muliple-
scattering G reen function method where the D irac
equation for the cellcentered potentials in the atom ic
soheres A SA) i5 solved 24 The Vosko, W ik and Nusair
param eterization®d of the local density approxin ation
(LDA) isused Prthe exchange and correlation potential.
T hism ethod has been already em ployed to calculate the
e ectofthe spin-orbit coupling on them nority band gap
In the case ofhalfm etallic ferrom agnet's.@q In the case of
N iM nSb and sin ilarhalfH eusleralloys it was shown that
the spin-orbit induces statesw ithin the gap but thee ect
is very weak and the alloys show a region of very high
soinpolarization ( 99% ) instead ofa gap; defects have a
mudhm ore pronounced e ect on the destruction of the
gap 21

If I com pare the results obtained in this contrdbution
by using the FR-KKR-ASA w ith the resuls obtained in
Refs. 4 and @ using the filkpotential FP) KKR m ethod
where the scalarrelativistic approxin ation is em ployed
(the soin-orbit coupling is not taken into account), both
versions ofthe KK R m ethod reproduce a sin ilar descrip—
tion ofthe soin m agneticm om ents; thedi erencesare re—
stricted to am alldeviations in the absolute values of the
spin m agneticm om ents. Both C 1, and L2; structuresof
the half- and fulHH eusler alloys, respectively, are close—
packed structuresand A SA isexpected to give a good de—
scription of their electronic structure w ith respect to FP .
M oreover spin-orbit isa weak e ect and only m arginally
changes the spin m om ents. I should also note that LDA
is known to underestin ate the orbial m om ents b
much as 50% but reproduces the correct trends?
HalfH euskr albys containing M n-Sb. The rst fam ily
I will study is the M nSb-based halfH eusler alloys and
In Tablke :'I T have gathered their m agnetic m om ents. To
this fam ily belong the Fe5Co-N i and PtM nSb which
are halfmetallic M ). RhM nSb and ItM nSb are iso-
electronic to CoM nSb but the Fem i kvel f2alls w ithin
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TABLE I: Spin M sin) and orbial M owi) M agnetic m om ents in

s for the XM nSb halfH eusler com pounds. T he last three

colum ns are the total spin and orbitalm agnetic m om ent and their sum , respectively

M nSb-based halfH eusler alloys

m )s(pin m érbj_t m I\s4p1r.ln m I‘ér};‘it m gpbin m 23911: ;gigl g?:gait} m forat

FeM nSb -0.973 -0.060 2.943 0.034 -0.040 -0.002 1.958 -0.028 1.930
CoM nSb -0.159 -0.041 3201 0.032 -0.101 -0.001 2.959 -0.010 2.949
N iM nSb 0245 0.015 3.720 0.027 -0.071 -0.001 3.951 0.040 3.991
CuM nSb 0.132 0.006 4.106 0.032 0.028 -0.006 4335 0.032 4367
RhM nSb -0.136 -0.033 3.627 0.035 -0.141 -0 3360 0.001 3361
PdM nSb 0.067 0.007 4.036 0.028 -0.117 -0 4.027 0.035 4.062
A gM nSb 0.106 0.006 4334 0.031 0.040 -0.007 4.556 0.029 4.585
IM nSb -0201 -0.094 3431 0.092 -0.109 -0.001 3.130 -0.004 3.126
PtM nSb 0.066 0.006 3.911 0.057 -0.086 0 3.934 0.063 3.997
AuM nSb 0.134 0.021 4335 0.027 0.056 -0.006 4.606 0.044 4.650

the m nority valence band and the HM is lost (the total
spin m om ents are slightly above the idealvalie of3 ).
The Cu— Ag—and AuM nSb have 23 valence electrons and
ifthey were HM they should have a totalspin m om ent of
5 5 ,butas it was shown in Ref. 4 this value is practi-
cally In possible to get; it is energetically m ore favorable
to loose the HM . As a resul also the spin m om ents of
the Sb atom sarenow parallelto the soin m om ents ofthe
M n atom s contrary to the other com pounds.

T he orbitalm om ents are am allw ith respect to the spin
m om ents and only in the case of I'M nSb them ifbjt ap—
proachesthe 0.1 p . In the case ofthe Sb atom s, the sp—
bands lay low In energy and are alm ost completely  Illed
for both spin directions? There is a only a very amall
m aprity spn p-weight around the Ferm ileveldue to the
antbonding p-d hybrids. As a result the antin onium
orbitalm om ent is practically zero for all com pounds.

M n atom s posses a large soIn-m agneticm om ent in all
Heuslkr albys. The M n spin-up states are practically
com pltely occupied while M n adm ixture in the occu—
pied m nority d states is lim ited; it ism ainly the X atom
which dom inates the m inority bonding d states® M n or-
bialm om ent islessthan 0.1 p isin allcasesand rem ains
parallel to the spin m om ent ollow ing the 3rd Hund rule.
T he latter rule, although derived for atom s, stands also
fr solids with fw exceptions2) It states that if the d
band ism ore than halt- lled M n has 7 d-electrons) then
the soin and orbital m om ents should be parallel. In-
creasing the valence ofthe X atom by one electron either
follow ing the 3d serdes Fe! Co! Ni! Cu) orthe 4d serdes
Rh! Pd! Ag) only scarcely changestheM n orbitalm o—
m ent while there are signi cant variations in the value of
the M n soin m om ent. Ifnow the X -atom changes along
the 5d-elem ents serdies (Ir! Pt! Au), the ncrease of the
Mn soihmoment by 035 p at every step is acocom pa-—
nied by a large decrease ofthe M n orbialm om ent w hich
is practically halved. The increase of the soin m om ent
is expected since the hybridization between M n and a d
atom decreases as the valence of the d atom increases
lading to a m ore atom iclke electronic structure around
theM n site. The lJargee ect on the M n orbialm om ent
In the case of the 5d atom s has been already discussed

In Ref. ;;Q', w here using perturbation theory it was shown
that the large spin-orbi coupling of the 5d elem ents has
a largee ecton the orbitalm om ent ofthe 3d neighboring
atom s in the case of alloys.

Finally forthe X atom the orbitalm om ent follow s the
Hund’s rules and is always parallel to the soin m agnetic
m om ent. N ote that the Fe, Co, Rh and Ir spin m om ents
are antiparallelw ith respect to theM n atom . The orbial
m om ent ollow s the changes of the soin m om ent and i
Increases as the num ber of valence electrons increase. A s
I substitute Co forFe the orbitalm om ent increases from
006 5 to 004 3 and then to 0015 5 for Niin
N iM nSb. The absolute valie of the orbitalm om ent de—
pends strongly also on the spin-orbit coupling. This is
clearly seen if T com pare Ir w th Co. Both atom s have
sim ilar spin mom ents; 016 g forCo and 020 p for
Tr. O n the otherhand cobalt’sorbitalm om ent is-0.04 &
w hile the Irorbitalm om ent isdoubl asmuch ((0.09 ).
A 1so hybridization plays an in portant role on the value
ofthe orbitalm om ent, eg in FePtFe hasa soin m om ent
of29  insteadof-1.0  in FeM nSb but theFe orbital
m om ent is sin ilar in both cases; its absolute value is 0.07

5 HrFePtand 006 p frFeM nsSb 2l

O rbitalmoments from  rstprinciple calculations ex—
ist for the Ni;, Pd-and PtM nSb com pounds obtained
using the fulkpotential linearmu n-tin orbitalsm ethod

FPLM TO )52 W hik results or N M nSb are sin ilar to

the present calculations this is not the case for the Pd

and Pt atoms in PdM nSb and PtM nSb com pounds.

FPLM TO predicts that their orbitalm om ent is antipar—
allel to the spin m om ent contrary to the present calcu-
lations. This di erence can arise from the treatm ent of
the spin-orbit coupling. W hilst in the present calcula—
tions the D irac equations are solved, in the case of the

FPLM TO study the spin-orbit coupling is treated as a

perturbation and since orbial m om ents are very snall
this can lad to such an alldeviations.

Finally twasshown in R ef.'é;:' that the orbitalm om ent
is proportional to the di erence between the num ber of
states of m a prity and m inority spin at the Fem i level:
Meomit / 0" E€r) nf @r). In the case ofthe halfm etallic
system s n* @ )=0 and thus the total orbital m om ent



TABLE II: Spin (M spin) and orbital M owi) M agnetic m om ents in

g Porthe X,YZ fulkH eusler com pounds. The last three

colum s are the total spin and orbitalm agnetic m om ents and their sum , respectively

H alfferrom agnetic fullH eusler alloys

X X Y

Z z total total total

m spin Mot m spin m grbj.t m spin M ot spin orbit m
Co,MnAl 0.745 0.012 2599 0.013 -0.091 -0 3.998 0.038 4.036
Co2M nSi 0.994 0.029 3.022 0.017 -0.078 0.001 4.932 0.076 5.008
Co:MnGe 0.950 0.030 3.095 0.020 -0.065 0.001 4.931 0.081 5.012
Coz2M nSn 0.905 0.038 3257 0.025 -0.079 0 4.988 0.101 5.089
Co,CrAl 0.702 0.012 1.644 0.008 -0.082 0 2.966 0.033 2.999
CoFeA 1 1.094 0.045 2.153 0.060 -0.095 -0 4.847 0.149 4.996
FeeMnAl 0311 -0.015 2633 0.014 -0.016 0.001 1.994 -0.014 1.980
Mn,VA1l -1.398 -0.034 0.785 -0.009 0.013 0.005 -1.998 -0.073 2071
RhoMnAl 0.304 -0.011 3431 0.034 -0.037 -0.001 4.002 0.011 4.013

should be parallel to the total spin m om ent. T his is not
the case always as can be seen In Tab]e:_i. In Ref. Ej i
was assum ed that the thy and e; states are degenerate
and the localD O S of allatom s is a Lorentzian; thus the
applicability of this relation is restricted.

Halfm etallic ulkH euskr albys. In the second part of
my study I will concentrate on the halfm etallic full-
Heuskr alloys and In Tablk 'J,E{ I have gathered my re—
sults. The orbialm om ents are quite sn all like the half-
Heuslkrs. In all cases w ith the exoeption of Rh atom in
RhyM nA 1 the Hunds rules are obeyed; note that for V
in M n,VA 1the spin and orbitalm om ents are antiparallel
since V d valence shell is lkess than half- lled. The orbial
m om ents of the sp atom s (Z sites) are aln ost zero forall
cases as in the halfH euslers

The Co,M nZ type compounds are the m ost inter—
esting since they present thehighest Curie tem perature
am ong the know n halfm etals™? The com parison betw een
the A land Si com pounds, which have one valence elec—
trons di erence, reveals large changes In their m agnetic
properties. The Co spin m om ent increasesby nearly 0 25

g and the Co orbitalm om ent follow s this change since
it ism ore than doubl forthe Sicom pound. T he increase
In theM n spin m om ents is proportionally an aller and so
do the orbitalm om ents. Substituting now Ge or Sn for
Si, which are isovalent system s, has only a weak e ect
on the spin m om ents. Co soin m om ent slightly decreases
while the M n soin m om ent slightly increases. For both
atom s the orbital m om ents show a sm all ncrease w ith
the atom ic num ber.

T he next step isto substitute CrforMn in CooM nA L
Co spin mom ent isnot a ected by this substitution and
50 does its orbitalmom ent. Thus the Co orbitalm o-
m ent ism ostly lnduced by the spin-orbit coupling at the
Co moment and is insensitive to hybridization w ith the
neighboring sites. Crm om ents on the other hand have
to acocount for the m issing electron and are considerably
an aller than the M n ones. Substiuting Fe for M n in
C oM nA lhasam orepronounced e ect. Co spinm om ent
Increasesby 035 g while itsorbitalm om ent ism ore than
tripled. Its also Interesting to com pare CoFeA lto the
isoelectronic Co,M nSi. Co spin m om ent in the case of

CoyFeA 1 is slightly larger while the Co orbialm om ent
is Increased by 50% .

Com paring Co,M nA 1w ith Fe;M nA lrevealsonly am all
changesat theM n site and the decrease in the totalnum —
ber for valence electrons is taken care by Fe atom s. Sub—
stituting now Rh for Co in the sam e com pound leads
to an increase of both the spin and orbial m om ents
of M n sihce the hybridization between M n and Rh d
states is considerably an aller than between the M n and
Co d states. Finally T also calculated the properties of
M n,VA L The Increased hybridization between the M n
and is neighboring M n and V atom s leads to a lJarge or-
bialm om ent at the M n site although its goin m om ent is
haled with respect to the cases above where M n occu—
pied the Y site.

To my know ledge calculations of the orbitalm om ent
exist only by P icozziet al2} frthe C o,M n-8i, -6 e and
-Sn com pounds. The orbitalm om ent at the Co site was
found to be around 0.02 gz and at the M n site around
0008 g . These m om ents are slightly an aller than my
values. The di erences can arise from the treatm ent of
the spin-orbit coupling as perturbation in their calcula—
tions.

E xperim ents. Few experim ents dedicated to the orbial
m agnetism exist on these com pounds. T hese experim ents
nvolve the obtaining ofthe XM CD spectra ofthin  Im s.
XM CD is the di erence between the absorption spec—
tra for left- and right—circular polarized light involving
2p core states excitations tow ards unoccupied d states.
E In ers and collborator®? derived orbital m om ents of
012 5 rCo,004 3 forCrand 033  forFe in the
case ofa Co,CryeFegyAlthin In . If T com pare these
valiesw ith m y calculations forthe C 0,C rA land CoyFeA 1
com pounds they are one order ofm agnitude larger. LD A
usually gives oxeitalm om ents only halved w ith respect
to experin ents29 A Iso the XM CD derived spin m om ents
are half ofthe theoretical predicted values. O n the other
hand K in ura et et al%3 studied theN M nSb and P tM nSb
Ins and fund that m{%33=m 25 < 005 while n my
calculations this ratio is around 0.01. T he spin m om ents
derived by K Inura et al. experin ents are also com pa—
rable to the theoretical results. T hus the deviation be-



tween the present theoretical results and the experim ents
in Ref. 22 is considerably sm aller than when com pared
to the ones in Ref. 23.

In both sets of experim ents the orbial and soin m o—
ments are derived by applying the sum rules to the
XM CD spectra-The sum rules have been derived using
an ‘onic m odef4 and their application to itinerant sys—
tem s, I particular to low symm etry system s, is strongly
debated® since XM CD probesm ainly the region nearthe
surface ofa In . Thus their application to experin ental
spectra is not straightforward. EImer’s and collabora-—
tors sum rule derived total soin m om ent is halved not
only with respect to the theoretical results but m ost in -
portantly also w ith respect to the value derived from the
SQU D measuram ents. T his inconsistency even betw een

XM CD and SQU D m easurem ents on the sam e sam ple
show s that the application of sum rulesto derive them o—
ments In the case 0of XM CD expermmentson In s isnot
really adequate.

Summ ary. Ihave studied the orbialm agnetism in the
halfm etallicH alf-and FulkH euskeralloysusing the D irac
form alisn w ithin the fram ework of the K orringa-K ohn—
R ostoker G reen’s function m ethod. The quenching of
the orbitalm om ents is pretty com plte and their values
are very snall wih respect to the spin m om ents. The
change In the atom icresolved orbital m om ents can be
easily explained in termm s of the spin-orbit strength and
hybridization e ects. M om ents derived by applying the
sum rules to the experim ental X ray dichroic spectra of
thin In s should be treated w ith caution.

E lectronic address: [G alanakis® 2-jielich de

I. Zutic, J. Fabian, and S.D as Sam a, Rev.M od. Phys.

76,323 (2004).

J.de Boeck, W .van Roy, J.Das, V.Motsnyi, Z.L1, L.

Lagae, H . Boeve, K . Dessein, and G . Borghs, Sem icond.

Sci. Tech.17, 342 (2002).

R.A.deGroot.F.M .Mueller, P.G .van Engen, and K .

H.J.Buschow, Phys.Rev.Lett. 50, 2024 (1983).

‘1.6 alanakis, P.H .D ederichs, and N . P apanikolaou, P hys.
Rev.B 66, 134428 (2002).

5 M .Zhangetal, J.Phys: Condens.M atter15, 7891 (2003);

M .Zhang et al, J.Appl Phys. 95, 7219 (2003).

I.G alanakis, P .H .D ederichs, and N . Papanikolaou, P hys.

Rev.B 66, 174429 (2002).

S.Fuii, S. Ishida, and S. A sano, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 64,

185 (1995); S.Ishida, S.Fuii, S.K ashiwagi, and S.A sano,

J.Phys. Soc. Jpn. 64, 2152 (1995).

Y .M iura, K. Nagao, and M . Shirai, Phys. Rev B 69,

144413 (2004).

I. G alanakis, J. Phys: Condens.M atter 16, 3089 (2004).

1 R .J.Soulkn Jr.et al, Science 282, 85 (1998).

1y .Kato, T.Okuda,Y .Okinoto, Y . Tom ioka, K .0 kawa,

T.Kam iyam a, and Y . Tokura, Phys. Rev.B 69, 184412

(2004).

T . Shishidou, A .J.Freem an, and R . A sahi, Phys.Rev.B

64,180401 (2001).

13 1.G alanakis, Phys.Rev.B 66, 012406 (2002); I.G alanakis
and Ph.M avropoulos, Phys.Rev.B 67, 104417 (2003).

4 g.sanvito and N .A .Hill, Phys.Rev.B 62, 15553 (2000);

B .Sanyal, L .Berggvist, and O .E riksson, Phys.Rev.B 68,

054417 (2003); W H .Xi, B-G.Liu, and D .G .Pettifor,

Phys.Rev.B 68, 134407 (2003); M .Zhang et al,, J.Phys:

Condens.M atter 15, 5017 (2003); J .Zhengand J. W .

D avenport, Phys.Rev.B 69, 144415 (2004).

H.Akinaga, T.M anago, and M . Shirai, Jpn. J. Appl

Phys.39,L1118 (2000); M .Shirai, J.Appl.Phys. 93, 6844

(2003) .

M .Home, P. Strange, W .M . Temm em an, Z. Szotek, A .

Svane, and H .W inter, J.Phys.: Condens.M atter 16, 5061

(2004).

A . Stroppa, S.P icozzi, A .Continenza, and A . J.Freem an,

Phys.Rev.B 68, 155203 (2003).

'8 ¥ .Akai Phys.Rev.Lett. 81, 3002 (1998).

6

12

15

16

17

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

P.J.W ebsterand K.R .A . Zibeck, n Albys and Com —
pounds of d-E lem ents with M ain G roup E lem ents. Part 2.,
edited by H.R .J.W ih, Landot-Boomstein, New Series,
G roup III, Vol. 19/c (Springer, Berlin), 1988, pp. 75-184.
E.Kulatov and I. I.M azin, J. Phys.: Condens. M atter
2,343 (1990); S.V .Halilbv and E. T .Kulatov, J. Phys.:
Condens.M atter 3, 6363 (1991); S.J.Youn and B.I.M in,
Phys. Rev.B 51, 10 436 (1995); V.N.Antonov, P. M .
Oppeneer, A .N. Yaresko, A. Ya. Perbv, and T . K raft,
Phys.Rev.B 56,13 012 (1997).

S.Picozzi, A .Continenza, and A . J.Freem an, Phys.Rev.
B 66, 094421 (2002).

A.Kmura, S. Suga, T. Shishidou, S. Inada, T .M uro,
S.Y .Park, T .M iyahara, T . K aneko, and T . K anom ata,
Phys.Rev.B 56, 6021 (1997).
H.J.Emersetal,Phys.Rev.B 67, 104412 (2003).

N .Papanikolaou, R . Zeller, and P . H .D ederichs, J.Phys.:
Condens.M atter 14, 2799 (2002).

S.H.Vosko, L.W ik, and N .Nusair, Can. J. Phys. 58,
1200 (1980).

Ph. M avropoulos, K. Sato, R. Zeller, P. H. D ederichs,
V. Popescu, and H. Ebert, Phys. Rev. B 69, 054424
(2004); Ph. M avropoulos, I. G alanakis, V . Popescu, and
P.H D ederichs, J.Phys.: Condens. M atter, in press.

D .0Omjassa, H .Fujwara, T .C .Schulthess,and W .H .But—
ler, Phys.Rev.B 60, 13237 (1999); S. P icozzi, A . Conti-
nenza,and A .J.Freem an,Phys.Rev.B 69, 094423 (2004).
H Ebert, Rep.Prog.Phys.59, 1665 (1996).

W .G range, I.G alanakis,M .A louaniM .M aret, J-P .K ap—
plr, and A .Rogakv, Phys.Rev.B 62, 1157 (2000).

I.G alanakis, P.Ravindran,P M .0 ppeneer, L .N ordstrom ,
P.James, M .A Iouani, H .D reysse, and O . E riksson, P hys.
Rev.B 63, 172405 (2001).

I.G alanakis,M .A ouaniand H .D reysse, Phys.Rev.B 62,
6475 (2000).

I. Galanakis, S. O stanin, M . A Iouani, H . D reysse, and J.
M .W ills, Phys.Rev.B 61, 4093 (2000).

H.EDbert, R. Zeller, B. D rittler, and P. H . D ederichs, J.
ApplPhys. 67,4576 (1990).

P.Carra, B.T.Thole, M . A ltarelli, and X . W ang, Phys.
Rev.Lett.70, 694 (1993);B.T.Thol, P.Carma, F . Sette,
and G .van der Laan, Phys.Rev. Lett. 68, 1943 (1992).
C.T.Chen etal,Phys.Rev.Lett.75,152 (1995); R .W u,


mailto:I.Galanakis@fz-juelich.de

D.W ang, and A . J. Freem an, Phys. Rev. Jtt. 71, 3581
(1993); R .W u and A J.Freem an, iid 73, 1994 (1994).



