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O rbitalm agnetism in the half-m etallic H eusler alloys
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Using the fully-relativistic screened K orringa-K ohn-Rostoker m ethod I study the orbitalm ag-

netism in the half-m etallic Heusler alloys. O rbitalm om ents are alm ost com pletely quenched and

they arenegligiblewith respectto thespin m om ents.Thechangein theatom ic-resolved orbitalm o-

m entscan beeasily explained in term softhespin-orbitstrength and hybridization e�ects.Finally I

discussthe orbitaland spin m om entsderived from X-ray m agnetic circulardichroism experim ents.

PACS num bers:71.20.Be,71.20.Lp,75.50.Cc

Introduction. Half-m etallic ferrom agnets consist a new

classofm aterialswhich attracted a lotofattention due

totheirpossibleapplicationsin spintronics.1 In thesem a-

terialsthetwo spin bandshavea com pletely di� erentbe-

havior. W hile the m ajority spin band (referred also as

spin-up band) shows the typicalm etallic behavior,the

m inority spin band (spin-down band)issem iconducting.

Thespinpolarization attheFerm ilevelis100% and these

com poundscould m axim ize the e� ciency ofthe m agne-

toelectronicdevices.2

de G root and collaborators were the � rst to predict

the existence of half-m etallicity. They calculated the

electronic structure of the Heusler alloy NiM nSb and

showed that the Ferm ilevelin the m inority band falls

within a gap while the m ajority band was m etallic.3

Since then a lotofm aterialshave been predicted to be

half-m etals:otherhalf-Heusleralloys(e.g PtM nSb),4,5 a

largenum berofthefull-Heusleralloys(e.g Co2M nG e),6,7

the quaternary Heusleralloys,8,9 som e oxides(e.g CrO 2

and Fe3O 4),
10 the m anganites (e.g La0:7Sr0:3M nO 3),

10

the double perovskites (e.g. Sr2FeReO 6),
11 the pyrites

(e.g CoS2),
12 the transition m etal chalcogenides (e.g

CrAs) and pnictides (e.g CrSe) in the zinc-blende or

wurtzite structures,13,14,15 the europium chalcogenides

(e.g EuS)16 and thediluted m agneticsem iconductors(e.g

M n im puritiesin SiorG aAs).17,18 Heusleralloysarepar-

ticularly interesting am ong these m aterials due to their

very high Curie tem perature,which can attend 1000 K

in thecaseofCo2M nSn,and thesim ilarity between their

crystalstructure and the zinc-blende structure adopted

by theIII-VIand IV-V binary sem iconductorslikeG aAs

orZnS.19

Severalpapershavebeen devoted to thecalculation of

the electronic structure ofthe half-m etallic Heusler al-

loys. Allthese studiesproduced a sim ilardescription of

theirm agnetic properties.7,20,21 In 2002 G alanakisetal.

have shown thatthe appearanceofthe gapsin these al-

loysisdirectly connected to the m agnetic spin m om ents

and m oreoverthat the totalspin m agnetic m om ent M t

scaleslinearly with thetotalnum berofvalenceelectrons

Zt following the low M t = Zt � 18 for the half-Heusler

alloyslikeNiM nSb and M t = Zt� 24 forthefullHeusler

alloys like Co2M nG e.4,6 The orbitalm agnetic m om ents

ofthese alloys on the other hand have attracted m uch

less attention and results are scarce. Also experim en-

tally only in few cases the orbital m agnetic m om ents

have been determ ined via the X-ray m agnetic circular

dichroic (XM CD)spectra ofthin � lm s.22,23 In thiscon-

tribution I willpresent a study ofthe atom ic-resolved

orbitalm agneticm om entsofseveralHeusleralloysusing

� rst-principlescalculations.

Calculations Details. To calculate the orbitaland spin

m agneticm om entsIused the fully relativistic(FR)ver-

sion of the K orringa-K ohn-Rostoker (K K R) m ultiple-

scattering G reen function m ethod where the Dirac

equation for the cell-centered potentials in the atom ic

spheres(ASA)issolved.24 The Vosko,W ilk and Nusair

param eterization25 of the local density approxim ation

(LDA)isused fortheexchangeand correlation potential.

Thism ethod hasbeen already em ployed to calculatethe

e� ectofthespin-orbitcouplingon them inority band gap

in thecaseofhalf-m etallicferrom agnets.26 In thecaseof

NiM nSb and sim ilarhalf-Heusleralloysitwasshown that

thespin-orbitinducesstateswithin thegap butthee� ect

is very weak and the alloys show a region ofvery high

spinpolarization (� 99% )instead ofa gap;defectshavea

m uch m ore pronounced e� ect on the destruction ofthe

gap.27

IfIcom pare the resultsobtained in this contribution

by using the FR-K K R-ASA with the resultsobtained in

Refs.4 and 6 using thefull-potential(FP)K K R m ethod

where the scalar-relativistic approxim ation is em ployed

(the spin-orbitcoupling isnottaken into account),both

versionsoftheK K R m ethod reproduceasim ilardescrip-

tion ofthespin m agneticm om ents;thedi� erencesarere-

stricted to sm alldeviationsin the absolutevaluesofthe

spin m agneticm om ents.Both C 1b and L21 structuresof

the half-and full-Heusler alloys,respectively,are close-

packed structuresand ASA isexpected togiveagood de-

scription oftheirelectronicstructurewith respectto FP.

M oreoverspin-orbitisa weak e� ectand only m arginally

changesthe spin m om ents.Ishould also note thatLDA

is known to underestim ate the orbitalm om ents by as

m uch as50% butreproducesthe correcttrends.28,29

Half-Heusler alloys containing M n-Sb. The � rst fam ily

I willstudy is the M nSb-based half-Heusler alloys and

in Table IIhave gathered theirm agnetic m om ents. To

this fam ily belong the Fe-,Co-,Ni- and PtM nSb which

are half-m etallic (HM ). RhM nSb and IrM nSb are iso-

electronic to CoM nSb but the Ferm ilevelfalls within

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407560v1
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TABLE I: Spin (m spin)and orbital(m orbit)m agnetic m om entsin �B forthe XM nSb half-Heuslercom pounds.The lastthree

colum nsare the totalspin and orbitalm agnetic m om entand theirsum ,respectively

M nSb-based half-Heusleralloys

m
X

spin m
X

orbit m
M n

spin m
M n

orbit m
S b

spin m
S b

orbit m
total

spin m
total

orbit m
total

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 3.201 0.032 -0.101 -0.001 2.959 -0.010 2.949

NiM nSb 0.245 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 4.335 0.032 4.367

RhM nSb -0.136 -0.033 3.627 0.035 -0.141 -0 3.360 0.001 3.361

PdM nSb 0.067 0.007 4.036 0.028 -0.117 -0 4.027 0.035 4.062

AgM nSb 0.106 0.006 4.334 0.031 0.040 -0.007 4.556 0.029 4.585

IrM nSb -0.201 -0.094 3.431 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 4.335 0.027 0.056 -0.006 4.606 0.044 4.650

the m inority valence band and the HM islost(the total

spin m om entsareslightly abovetheidealvalueof3 �B ).

TheCu-,Ag-and AuM nSb have23valenceelectronsand

ifthey wereHM they should havea totalspin m om entof

5 �B ,butasitwasshown in Ref.4 thisvalue ispracti-

cally im possibleto get;itisenergetically m orefavorable

to loose the HM .As a result also the spin m om ents of

theSb atom sarenow parallelto thespin m om entsofthe

M n atom scontrary to the othercom pounds.

Theorbitalm om entsaresm allwith respecttothespin

m om entsand only in the case ofIrM nSb the m Ir
orbit

ap-

proachesthe0.1 �B .In thecaseoftheSb atom s,thesp-

bandslay low in energy and arealm ostcom pletely � lled

for both spin directions.4 There is a only a very sm all

m ajority spin p-weightaround theFerm ileveldueto the

antibonding p-d hybrids. As a result the antim onium

orbitalm om entispractically zero forallcom pounds.

M n atom spossesa largespin-m agneticm om entin all

Heusler alloys. The M n spin-up states are practically

com pletely occupied while M n adm ixture in the occu-

pied m inority d statesislim ited;itism ainly theX atom

which dom inatesthem inority bonding d states.4 M n or-

bitalm om entislessthan 0.1�B isin allcasesand rem ains

parallelto thespin m om entfollowing the3rd Hund rule.

The latterrule,although derived foratom s,standsalso

for solids with few exceptions.30 It states that ifthe d

band ism orethan half-� lled (M n has7 d-electrons)then

the spin and orbitalm om ents should be parallel. In-

creasingthevalenceoftheX atom by oneelectron either

followingthe3dseries(Fe! Co! Ni! Cu)orthe4dseries

(Rh! Pd! Ag)only scarcely changestheM n orbitalm o-

m entwhiletherearesigni� cantvariationsin thevalueof

the M n spin m om ent. Ifnow the X-atom changesalong

the 5d-elem entsseries(Ir! Pt! Au),the increase ofthe

M n spin m om entby � 0:5�B atevery step isaccom pa-

nied by a largedecreaseoftheM n orbitalm om entwhich

is practically halved. The increase ofthe spin m om ent

isexpected since the hybridization between M n and a d

atom decreases as the valence ofthe d atom increases

leading to a m oreatom iclikeelectronicstructurearound

the M n site.The largee� ecton the M n orbitalm om ent

in the case ofthe 5d atom s has been already discussed

in Ref.30,whereusing perturbation theory itwasshown

thatthe largespin-orbitcoupling ofthe 5d elem entshas

alargee� ecton theorbitalm om entofthe3dneighboring

atom sin the caseofalloys.

Finally fortheX atom theorbitalm om entfollowsthe

Hund’srulesand isalwaysparallelto the spin m agnetic

m om ent.NotethattheFe,Co,Rh and Irspin m om ents

areantiparallelwith respecttotheM n atom .Theorbital

m om ent follows the changes ofthe spin m om ent and it

increasesasthenum berofvalenceelectronsincrease.As

IsubstituteCo forFetheorbitalm om entincreasesfrom

-0.06 �B to -0.04 �B and then to 0.015 �B for Niin

NiM nSb. The absolute value ofthe orbitalm om entde-

pends strongly also on the spin-orbit coupling. This is

clearly seen ifIcom pare Ir with Co. Both atom s have

sim ilarspin m om ents;-0.16 �B forCo and -0.20 �B for

Ir.O n theotherhand cobalt’sorbitalm om entis-0.04�B
whiletheIrorbitalm om entisdoubleasm uch (-0.09�B ).

Also hybridization playsan im portantrole on the value

oftheorbitalm om ent,e.g in FePtFehasa spin m om ent

of2.9�B instead of-1.0�B in FeM nSb buttheFeorbital

m om entissim ilarin both cases;itsabsolutevalueis0.07

�B forFePtand 0.06 �B forFeM nSb.31

O rbitalm om ents from � rst-principle calculations ex-

ist for the Ni-, Pd- and PtM nSb com pounds obtained

using thefull-potentiallinearm u� n-tin orbitalsm ethod

(FPLM TO ).32 W hile results for NiM nSb are sim ilar to

the present calculations this is not the case for the Pd

and Pt atom s in PdM nSb and PtM nSb com pounds.

FPLM TO predictsthattheirorbitalm om entisantipar-

allelto the spin m om ent contrary to the presentcalcu-

lations. This di� erence can arise from the treatm entof

the spin-orbit coupling. W hilst in the present calcula-

tions the Dirac equations are solved,in the case ofthe

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

perturbation and since orbitalm om ents are very sm all

thiscan lead to such sm alldeviations.

Finallyitwasshown in Ref.33thattheorbitalm om ent

isproportionalto the di� erence between the num berof

statesofm ajority and m inority spin atthe Ferm ilevel:

m orbit / n"(E F)� n
#(E F).In thecaseofthehalf-m etallic

system s n#(E F)= 0 and thus the totalorbitalm om ent
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TABLE II:Spin (m spin)and orbital(m orbit) m agnetic m om ents in �B for the X 2YZ full-Heusler com pounds. The last three

colum sare the totalspin and orbitalm agnetic m om entsand theirsum ,respectively

Half-ferrom agnetic full-Heusleralloys

m
X

spin m
X

orbit m
Y

spin m
Y

orbit m
Z

spin m
Z

orbit m
total

spin m
total

orbit m
total

Co2M nAl 0.745 0.012 2.599 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

Co2M nG e 0.950 0.030 3.095 0.020 -0.065 0.001 4.931 0.081 5.012

Co2M nSn 0.905 0.038 3.257 0.025 -0.079 0 4.988 0.101 5.089

Co2CrAl 0.702 0.012 1.644 0.008 -0.082 0 2.966 0.033 2.999

Co2FeAl 1.094 0.045 2.753 0.060 -0.095 -0 4.847 0.149 4.996

Fe2M nAl -0.311 -0.015 2.633 0.014 -0.016 0.001 1.994 -0.014 1.980

M n2VAl -1.398 -0.034 0.785 -0.009 0.013 0.005 -1.998 -0.073 -2.071

Rh2M nAl 0.304 -0.011 3.431 0.034 -0.037 -0.001 4.002 0.011 4.013

should be parallelto the totalspin m om ent.Thisisnot

the case alwaysascan be seen in Table I. In Ref. 33 it

was assum ed that the t2g and eg states are degenerate

and the localDO S ofallatom sisa Lorentzian;thusthe

applicability ofthisrelation isrestricted.

Half-m etallic full-Heusler alloys. In the second part of

m y study I will concentrate on the half-m etallic full-

Heusler alloys and in Table II I have gathered m y re-

sults.Theorbitalm om entsarequite sm alllikethe half-

Heuslers. In allcaseswith the exception ofRh atom in

Rh2M nAlthe Hunds rules are obeyed;note that for V

in M n2VAlthespin and orbitalm om entsareantiparallel

sinceV d valenceshellislessthan half-� lled.Theorbital

m om entsofthesp atom s(Z sites)arealm ostzero forall

casesasin the half-Heuslers

The Co2M n-Z type com pounds are the m ost inter-

esting since they presentthe highestCurie tem perature

am ongtheknownhalf-m etals.19 Thecom parisonbetween

the Aland Sicom pounds,which have one valence elec-

tronsdi� erence,revealslarge changesin their m agnetic

properties.TheCospin m om entincreasesby nearly 0.25

�B and the Co orbitalm om entfollowsthischangesince

itism orethan doublefortheSicom pound.Theincrease

in theM n spin m om entsisproportionally sm allerand so

do the orbitalm om ents. Substituting now G e orSn for

Si,which are isovalent system s,has only a weak e� ect

on thespin m om ents.Co spin m om entslightly decreases

while the M n spin m om entslightly increases. For both

atom s the orbitalm om ents show a sm allincrease with

the atom icnum ber.

Thenextstep isto substituteCrforM n in Co2M nAl.

Co spin m om entisnota� ected by thissubstitution and

so does its orbitalm om ent. Thus the Co orbitalm o-

m entism ostly induced by thespin-orbitcoupling atthe

Co m om entand is insensitive to hybridization with the

neighboring sites. Cr m om ents on the other hand have

to accountforthe m issing electron and areconsiderably

sm aller than the M n ones. Substituting Fe for M n in

Co2M nAlhasam orepronounced e� ect.Cospin m om ent

increasesby0.35�B whileitsorbitalm om entism orethan

tripled. Its also interesting to com pare Co2FeAlto the

isoelectronic Co2M nSi. Co spin m om ent in the case of

Co2FeAlis slightly largerwhile the Co orbitalm om ent

isincreased by � 50% .

Com paringCo2M nAlwith Fe2M nAlrevealsonly sm all

changesattheM n siteand thedecreasein thetotalnum -

berforvalenceelectronsistaken careby Featom s.Sub-

stituting now Rh for Co in the sam e com pound leads

to an increase of both the spin and orbital m om ents

of M n since the hybridization between M n and Rh d

statesisconsiderably sm allerthan between the M n and

Co d states. Finally I also calculated the properties of

M n2VAl. The increased hybridization between the M n

and itsneighboring M n and V atom sleadsto a largeor-

bitalm om entattheM n sitealthough itsspin m om entis

halved with respectto the casesabove where M n occu-

pied the Y site.

To m y knowledge calculations ofthe orbitalm om ent

existonly by Picozzietal.21 forthe Co2M n-Si,-G e and

-Sn com pounds.The orbitalm om entatthe Co site was

found to be around 0.02�B and at the M n site around

0.008�B . These m om ents are slightly sm aller than m y

values. The di� erences can arise from the treatm entof

the spin-orbitcoupling asperturbation in theircalcula-

tions.

Experim ents. Few experim ents dedicated to the orbital

m agnetism existonthesecom pounds.Theseexperim ents

involvetheobtaining oftheXM CD spectra ofthin � lm s.

XM CD is the di� erence between the absorption spec-

tra for left- and right-circular polarized light involving

2p core states excitations towards unoccupied d states.

Elm ers and collaborators23 derived orbitalm om ents of

0.12 �B forCo,0.04 �B forCrand 0.33 �B forFein the

case ofa Co2Cr0:6Fe0:4Althin � lm . IfIcom pare these

valueswith m ycalculationsfortheCo2CrAland Co2FeAl

com poundsthey areoneorderofm agnitudelarger.LDA

usually gives orbitalm om ents only halved with respect

to experim ents.29 Also theXM CD derived spin m om ents

arehalfofthetheoreticalpredicted values.O n theother

hand K im uraetetal.22 studied theNiM nSb and PtM nSb

� lm s and found that mtotalorbit=m
total
spin < 0:05 while in m y

calculationsthisratio isaround 0.01.Thespin m om ents

derived by K im ura et al. experim ents are also com pa-

rable to the theoreticalresults. Thus the deviation be-
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tween thepresenttheoreticalresultsand theexperim ents

in Ref. 22 is considerably sm allerthan when com pared

to the onesin Ref.23.

In both sets ofexperim ents the orbitaland spin m o-

m ents are derived by applying the sum rules to the

XM CD spectra. The sum ruleshave been derived using

an ionic m odel34 and their application to itinerant sys-

tem s,in particularto low sym m etry system s,isstrongly

debated35 sinceXM CD probesm ainlytheregionnearthe

surfaceofa � lm .Thustheirapplication to experim ental

spectra is not straightforward. Elm er’s and collabora-

tors sum -rule derived totalspin m om ent is halved not

only with respectto thetheoreticalresultsbutm ostim -

portantly also with respectto thevaluederived from the

SQ UID m easurem ents.Thisinconsistency even between

XM CD and SQ UID m easurem ents on the sam e sam ple

showsthattheapplication ofsum rulesto derivethem o-

m entsin the case ofXM CD experim entson � lm sisnot

really adequate.

Sum m ary. Ihave studied the orbitalm agnetism in the

half-m etallicHalf-and Full-HeusleralloysusingtheDirac

form alism within the fram ework ofthe K orringa-K ohn-

Rostoker G reen’s function m ethod. The quenching of

the orbitalm om entsispretty com plete and theirvalues

are very sm allwith respect to the spin m om ents. The

change in the atom ic-resolved orbitalm om ents can be

easily explained in term s ofthe spin-orbitstrength and

hybridization e� ects. M om entsderived by applying the

sum rulesto the experim entalX-ray dichroic spectra of

thin � lm sshould be treated with caution.
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