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A bstract

Halfm etallic ferrom agnets lke the full Heusler com pounds wih formula X,YZ are supposed
to show an integer value of the spin m agnetic m om ent. Calculations reveal n certain cases of
X = Co based com pounds non-integer values, in contrast to experim ents. In order to explain
deviations ofthem agneticm om ent calculated for such com pounds, the dependency ofthe electronic
structure on the lJattice param eter w as studied theoretically. In localdensity approxin ation (LDA),
the m nInum total energy of CoyFeSi is found for the experin ental lattice param eter, but the
calculated m agnetic m om ent is about 12% too low . H alfm etallic ferrom agnetian and a m agnetic
m om ent equalto the experin entalvalie of 6 g are found, however, only after increasing the lattice
param eter by m ore than 6% .

T o overcom e thisdiscrepancy, the LDA + U scham ew asused to respect on-site electron correlation
In the calculations. Those calculations revealed for Co,FeSithat an e ective C oulom b-exchange
Interaction Ugrs = U J In the range of about 26V to 56V leads to halfm etallic ferrom agnetisn
and them easured, integerm agneticm om ent at them easured lattice param eter. F inally, it is shown
In the case of CoyM nSithat correlation m ay also serve to destroy the halfm etallic behavior if it
becom es too strong (for Co,M nSiabove 26V and for CoFeSiabove 56V ). These ndings indicate
that on-site correlation m ay play an in portant role In the description of H eusler com pounds w ih

Jocalized m om ents.
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I. NTRODUCTION

H alfm etallic ferrom agnetisn was rst predicted for the half H eusler com pound N M nSb
by de G root et ai]: . A halfm etallic ferrom agnet is a m aterialw ith a gap between soin states
at the Fem ienergy (), such that the m aprity states are conducting and the m noriy
states are sem iconducting. Halfm etallic ferrom agnets HM F) are supposed to exhbit a
realgap In the m nority (orm apriy) density of states © 0 S). This gap has In com pounds
w ith Integer site occupancies the consequence that them agneticm om ent hasto be an integer,
because the num ber of occupied m nority states is integer. Tt should be noted that the HM F
character is Jost if an already an all deviation from an integer value is observed.

Certain X,YZ Heuskr compounds have also been predicted to show halfm etallic
ferrom agnetjsmé . Co and M n containing H eusler com pounds have attracted particular at—
tention, as they are strongly ferrom agnetic w ith high Curie tem peratures (@bove 900K ):-3".
O ne ofthem —-Co,M nSi-isan attractive candidate form any applications in soin dependent
electronics. This com pound was used by several groups to produce thin In s"-;él’-d"lj‘f‘l':g and
devzoeéa’-li . It was recently shown that C o,FeSiis also a very good candidate as it exhibits
a very high Curie tem perature of 1100K and a m agneticmoment of6 3 13 . This com pound
is som ew hat peculiar regarding its C urie tem perature and m agnetic m om ent because both
are reaching the highest values observed up to now In this class ofm aterials.

In Heuskr aswell as other com pounds, the halfm etallic ferrom agnetisn hasnot yet been

unam biguously con m ed by experin ents, although there is strong evidence In som e cases.

D espite a ot ofwork on Co and M n containing H eusler com poundsZe 22 24344472209202183

a
breakthrough is still required to prove the existence ofhalfm etallic ferrom agnetisn in these
m aterials.

T he electronic structure plays an in portant role in determm ining them agnetic properties of
the H eusler com pounds. In thiswork, a com prehensive investigation ofthe equilbbrium struc—
tural, electronic and m agnetic properties of C o,FeS1i is presented and com pared to Co,M nSi.
T he dependence of the m agnetic m om ent on the lattice param eter was analyzed, focusing
on the di erences between LSDA (local soin density approxin ation) and GGA (generalized
gradient approxin ation) treatm ents. A series of calculations for Co, based Heuslker com —
pounds was perform ed which show s that m ostly all Co, based Heusler com pounds exhibit

halfm etallic ferrom agnetism 23, in agream ent w ith Ref2%. T he SlaterP auling ruklizigiLde?



ts form ost Co, based Heusler com pounds and m ay be used as a rulk of thumb for esti-
m ating theirm agnetic m om ents. A coording to this rul the m agnetic m om ent of C 0,FeSiis
expected to be 6 5 per unit cell.

Thiswork was stin ulated by a recent experin ental study that was devoted to the m ag-
netic m om ent and Cure tem perature of the Co,FeSi com pound;-}é . To provide a concise
picture ofthe Co,Y Sisystems (Y = M n, Fe), a theoretical investigation w ill be presented
utilizing the local (spin) density approxin ation L (S)DA),GGA, and LDA +U m ethods.

IT. COMPUTATIONAL DETA ILS

Heuskr com poundéé belong to a group of temary intem etallics w ith the stoichiom etric
com position X ,Y Z ordered in an L 2; -type structure, space group F m 3m , m any ofwhich are
ferrom agnetjc'gé . Ram arkably, the prototype Cu,M nA 1 is a ferrom agnet even though none
of its constituents is oneé(-2 . In general, the X and Y atom s are transition metalsand Z isa
mah group elem ent. In some cases Y is replaced by a rare earth elem ent. The X atom s are
placed on 8a (1/4,1/4,1/4) W ycko positions and the Y and Z atom s on 4a (0,0,0) and 4b
(1/2,1/2,1/2). The cubic L.2; structure consists overall of four interpenetrating foc lattices,
two of them equally occupied by X . The Jatter two X, foc sub—lattices combine to a sin ple
cubic sub-lattice. Thus, the, compound may be seen asa CsL1 B2) superstructure w ith
the cubic vacancies of the X, sub—lattice Iled altematingly by Y orZ atom s. O ther than in
a sin ple C £ 1 structure, the nearest neighbor polyhedra of each X atom are given by two
di erent tetrahedra (rotated by 90 with respect to each other) that are built from either
Y orZ atom s. The point ofthe param agnetic structure has the symm etry O 1, . However,
the wave functions at the point have to be described by C 4, in the ferrom agnetic state to
acoount for the correct transform ation of the electron soin.

Self consistent band structure calculations were carried out using the full potential linear
augm ented plane wave EFLAPW ) method asprovided by P.Blaha et al W jen2k):§1: . The
calculations w ere perfom ed using the von Barth-H edjngé param etrization of the exchange —
correlation finctionalw ithin LD A . Further, the Perdew -BurkeE mzerhoé:E In plam entation
of GGA wasused. GGA acoounts speci cally for density gradients that are neglected in
pure L (S)DA . The energy threshold between core and valence states was sst to 6Ry. W e
considered 2 3ag ony Orthemu n-tin radii R y r) of all atom s leading to nearly touching



soheres. 455 irreduchbl k points of a 25 25 25 mesh, were used for Brillouin zone
Integration. The number of plane waves was restricted by Ryt  kpax = 7. The energy
convergence criterion was set to 10 ° . Sin ultaneously, the charge convergence wasm onitored
and the calculation was restarted if it was still above 10 ° .

Fiall,theLDA+U m ethod:éé wasusaed to acoount for on-site correlation at the transition
metal sites. The LDA+ U m ethod accounts for an orbital dependence of the Coulomb and
exchange Interaction that is absent in pure LDA . Here, the e ective Coulom b-exchange
Interaction Uess = U J) was used for the caloulations. This particular schem e is used
In W ien2k to Include double-counting correction. One leaves the fram ework of density
functionaltheory O FT) by applying the LDA+ U m ethod. However, i is one of the m ost
popular and easiest approaches to consider electron-electron correlation. It will be shown
that the LDA + U m ethod gives qualitative and quantitative in proveam ents com pared to the

bare LDA orGGA approaches, when applied to Co,FeSi.

ITT. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Them aln Pauswasput on them agneticm om ent as this show s a very strong discrepancy
if com paring the experim ental and calculated values reported for C o,FeSi. Niculescu et afé
reported already a m agne, ticm om ent 0£f5.9 5 perunit cellat 10K , whereasband structure
calculations using the screened K orringa-K ohn-R ostocker m ethod K KR) predicted later
only 527 B:Eé . The present LSDA caloulations FBLAPW ) revealed also a totalm agnetic
moment ofonly 529 5 . Thisvalue ismudch Iower than the m easured value of about 6 B:}'z. .
Sucdh a Jarge discrepancy points clearly that the actualelectronic structure ofthis com pound
is di erent from the calculated one. Even so the calculations for Co,M nSiagree w ith the
experin ent conceming the m agnetic m om ent, their reliability conceming the details of the
electronic structure m ay have to be called in question as long as the di erences obtained for
C o,FeSistay unexplained.

T he discrepancy between experin ent and calculation was not ram oved when using the
G G A param etrization resulting stillin a too low value (556 ). Inspecting the soin resolved
density of states 0 O S) and band structure revealed the appearance ofa gap In them noriy

reason why the m agneticm om ent is too low and not an integer. In the follow ing, details of



the electronic structure calculations w ill be discussed.

A . Structure optim ization

First, a structural optin ization was perform ed for Co,FeSiand Co,M nSito determm ine
w hether the experin ental Jattice param eter m inin izes the total energy. It was found that
the optim ized lattice param eter from the calculation agrees very well w ith experin ental
values of agypre = 504Aand acypm n = 5:045A . W ithin the FLAPW schem e the structure
optin ization forCo,Y Si (Y = M n, Fe) was perform ed using the G G A param etrization and a
FoIn polarized (ferrom agnetic) sstup. The nitial crystal structural param eter for a=a = 0
istaken from the experim entalvalue a.,p, and varied In steps of2% . Foreach ofthe di erent
a param eter, the iteration procedure was perform ed up to selfconsistency. The energy
m ininum then de nes the optin alvalue of a.

For CoyFeSi, the energy m Ininum (ferrom agnetic) was found to appear at a =
5%63A (corresponding to  a=a exp 02%, see Figil GGA). &k was also found that the
ferrom agnetic (soin polarized) con guration has the lowerm ininmum totalenergy com pared
to the param agnetic (hon spin polarized) case, not shown here. Sim ilar calculations re-
vealed for Co,M nSi that the energy m lnimum appears at a = 5:651A (corresponding to

a=a op +04%.

Figure, displays in addition the results of a structural optinm ization using the LDA+U
schem e w ith U.¢r as varationalparam eter. T he resuls ofthis optin ization being perform ed
for di erent values of U ;¢ w ill be discussed below in SeciIiB.

1. E kctronic structure and lattice param eter

In order to understand why LSDA and GGA do not give the expected m agneticm om ent
and position of the gap, the dependence of both on the lattice param eter was carefully
Inspected forC o,FeSiaswellasC o,M nSi. Tt is in portant to com pare the electronic structure
of CoFeSiwith Co,M nSias the latter is predicted to be a halfm etallic ferrom agnet w ith
the m easured m agneticm om ent of 5 5 found in calculations using the experim ental lattice
param eter. H owever, a soIn polarization ofonly about 55% was cbtained for this com pound

as determ ined by point contact Andreev re ection spectroscopy:ttl. The spin polarization
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FIG.1: Structural optin ization for C o,FeSi.
Shown is the change of the total energy as function of the lattice param eter @y = 5:64A). The
GGA results are compared to LDA+U calculations with di erent Ugre (see text). Note that all

energy scales are shifted to result in E .+ (0) = 0 for better com parison. T he lines are resuls from

a polynom ial t.
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at the Femm ienergy detem ined by m eans of photo em ission was even lIower (8 :::11% )E.

The caloulated total and site speci ¢ m agnetic m om ents are shown in Fig2, for Co,FeSi
and Co,M nSi. In CoFeSi (Fjgz:Zb), the calculated atom ic resolved m agnetic m om ents of
Co and Fe increase both with a and the overallm agnetic m om ent follow s the sam e trend,
it increases from 4:96 z to above 6 gz wih increase of a. The experim ental value of 6 g
is found for an enlargem ent of the lattice param eter by about 6 :::10% . The site soeci ¢
m om ents seam to saturate above + 6% change of the lattice param eter at about 1.5 5 and
3 g forCo and Fe, respectively. (Slightly higher values are com pensated by an antiparaliel
alignm ent of the m om ents at Sisites and In the interstitial.)

T he totalm agnetic m om ent of Co,M nSi FigQa) increases also slightly with the Jattice
param eter but it stays at 5 3 in the range of 6% dchange of a. There is a signi cant
change in the m agnetic m om ent at M n sites, it increases w ith lattice param eter. At the

sam e tin ¢, the m agnetic m om ent of Co decreases. T hus the Co m om ent counter balances
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FIG . 2: Lattice param eter dependence of the m agnetic m om ents.

Shown are the totaland site speci cm agneticm om ents ofC o,M nSi (@) and C o,FeSi (o) as function
of the lattice param eter. E xperin ental values are assigned by a cross. T he experin ental lattice
param eters are ay-y n = D045Aand ay-re = 564A . Lines are drawn through the calculated

values to guide the eye.

the M n m om ent such that the overallm agnetic m om ent keeps constant whilke changing the
lattice param eter.

At thispoint one can say that a m oderate change ofthe Jattice param eter does not change
the overallm agneticm om ent ofC o,M nSi. The case 0fC o,FeSiis com pletely di erent and an
overall change ofabout 1 ; isobserved In the sam e range of a=a as forCo ,M nSi. O verall,
the m agnetic m om ent of Co,FeSi is less stable against variation of the lattice param eter

(at least if using the sam e param eters for Integration and convergence criteria as for the
Co,M nSicaloulations). It exhbis some uctuations about the integer value at very large
lattice param eter.

T he form ation of the gap and localized m agnetic m om ents in H eusler com pounds is due
to hybridization as was explained in detail by Kublr et af;-"gé . There is a close relation
between the m agnetic m om ent and the HM F character. T he appearance of the gap in the
m hority density constrains the num ber of m inority electrons to be jntegelé’é . However, an
Integer value of the m agnetic m om ent m ay not result autom atically in a real gap in the

revealed already a an all gap in the m lnority states In the calculation for the experim ental
Jattice param eter, but this gap is located below the Fem ienergy (r ). T herefore, the band
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FIG . 3: D gpendence of the m lnority band gap on the lattice param eter.
Shown are the extrem al energies of the gap involving states for Co,M nSi @) and CoFeSi ). The

shaded areas assign the region of halfm etallic ferrom agnetian . Lines are drawn to guide the eye.

structure was closer nspected in order to proofwhether the integer m om ent is related w ith
the appearance ofa realHM F m inority gap.

F igure 3 show s the dependence of the extrem al energies of the Iower (valenoe) band and
the upper (conduction) band of the m noriy states enveloping the gap. Forboth m aterials
the m agneticm om ent has to be integer iIn the region were » falls nto the gap (gray shaded
areas in Fig3), that is the region ofhalfm etallic ferrom agnetian .

F igure 3a show s the dependence of the gap on the lattice param eter for Co,M nSi. The
shaded area corresoonds to the region ofhalfm etallic ferrom agnetism . It is clearly seen that
Co,M nSibehaves ke a HMF wihin 5% change of the lattice param eter. T herefore, a
m oderate change of the lattice param eter does not change the HM F behavior of C o,M nSi.
Figure 3b shows the dependence of the gap on the lattice param eter for Co,FeSi. It is
seen that the gap encloses the Fem i energy between 75% and 12% enlargem ent of the
lattice param eter. The gap is com pltely closed for lattice param eter being 4% am aller
than aexp. Obviously thegap ( E 5. = 0:4eV at +12% ) is sm aller com pared to Co,M nSi

(E nax = 09eV at 25% ) and appears In a narrower range of the lattice param eter. So
far it is seen that the HM F character and thus the integer m agnetic m om ent ism ore stablk
against varation of the lattice param eter In C o,M nSicom pared to C o,FeSi.

An enlargem ent of the lattice param eterby 8 :::12% , as needed to explain the m agnetic

m om ent of Co,FeSi, corresponds to a volum eexpansion of about 26 :::40% . Such a large
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FIG . 4: E lectronic structure of C ooFeSiw ith enlarged lattioe param eter. (LSDA-GGA,a= 62A)

expansion ofthe crystal volum e by about 1/3 is rather unrealistic and falls far out of the ex—
pected uncertainties for the experim ental determ ination ofa. H owever, it m ay be Interesting
to Inspect which changes in the electronic structure are caused by such an expansion.

The density of states 0 O S) and the band structure ofC o,FeSiare shown in F ig¥ for the
enlarged lattice param eter. T he calculations were perform ed using the GGA scheme. An
Ref.:lé-) . This particular value was chosen as it is the case where the Fem i energy lies just
in the m iddle of the gap of the m inority DOS (see Fig¥4ab) and thus the m aterial would
securely be in a HM F state.

T here are no m inority statesat r con m ing the compound tobe In a HM F state. The
high density below  isdom nated by d statesbeing located at Co and Fe sites. The an all
density of statesnear r In themaprity DO S em erges from the strongly dispersing m a prity
bands crossing the Femm ienergy. From the soin resolved bands, it is seen that the m a prity
bands cross or touch the Fem ienergy () In rather all directions of high symm etry. On
the other hand, them inority bands exhibit a ckargap around y . ForCo,FeSi, the w idth of
the gap is given by the energies of the highest occupied band at the -point and the lowest
unoccupied band at the orX -point. The an aller value is found between and X , thus it
is an Indirect gap. T he conclusion drawn from the displayed electronic structure is that the
states around the Fem ienergy are strongly spin polarized and the systam is according to the
calculations indeed a halfm etallic ferrom agnet, at least for an enlarged lattice param eter.
The gap In them nority D O S has the com pelling result that them agneticm om ent is integer
with a value 0of 6 3, as expected from the experin ent.

T he change of the electronic structure w ith the Jattice param eter is clear from two basic



points of view . F irstly, from a free electron lke band structure one expects a change of the
band gradients and thus sin ply a shift of » due to the acoom panied changes In the DO S.
Secondly, from a tight binding like approach one expects a di erence in both, overlap and
hopping Integrals. In particular, they willbe an aller for larger lattice param eter. W ith a
decrease of a, the interaction between the atom s becom es stronger and the higher overlap
results in a stronger de-localization ofthe electrons. O bviously the overlap istoo lJarge In the
calculation using the experin ental lattice param eter ofC 0,FeSi. O n the other hand onem ay
m ake use for nearly HM F com pounds that am all deviations of the m agnetic m om ent from
Integer values can be com pensated by smn all variations of the lattice param eter supposed
the LSDA (GGA) calculations result in the correct electronic structure. Unfortunately, the
opposite is also true. Ifthe calculated Fem ienergy isnot just In them iddle ofthem noriy
gap, then a sn alldeviation of the lattice param eter m ay destroy the HM F character.

Them aproonclusion that can bedrawn from the needed ncrease ofthe lattice param eter
ofCoyFeSiisthatbare LSDA (GGA ) calculations are not su cient to explain its electronic
and geom etric structure at the sam e tim e and thus m ay fail for sin ilar com pounds, too.
M oreover, it is suggested that electron-electron correlation m ight play an in portant rolk for
opening the gap in the m nority states and to get the m agnetic m om ent with an integer
valie. The veri cation of the expermm ental resuls has to be fiul lled independent of the
m aterial for both, lattice param eter and m agnetic m om ent. In the follow Ing section it will
be analyzed whether this goal can be reached possbly by inclusion of correlation.

B . E lectron correlation

T he relative in portance of itinerant versus localized properties of d electrons in m etal
alloys was already discussed by van V Jeck'59: and S]ater:za-':fa- . Heusler com pounds are gener—
ally thought as system s exhibiting localized m agnetic m om ents as was rst m entioned by
Pauling for Cu,M nA éé . In particular, the m agnetic m om ents of the Co,Y Z halfm etallic
ferrom agnets follow strictly the localized part of the wellknown SlaterP auling curve'1Z .kis
clear that the d electrons are de-localized in m etals. T hus, the question about correlation in
transition m etalbased com pounds is to w hat extent the on—site C oulom b interaction between
d electrons is preserved such that In portant atom ic properties like Hund’s rule correlation

are signi cant and determm ine the m agnetic properties at least partially?s.
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The idea from the above discussion is, after the structural optin ization failed to explain
the m agnetic m om ent of Co,FeSi, that inclusion of electron-elctron correlation m ay be
necessary in order to resgpect a partial Iocalization of the d electrons in a better way. T here-
fore, the LDA+ U m ethod was usaed to recalculate the electronic structure of Co,M nSiand
Co,FeSi.

The LDA+U schem e is designed to m odel localized states when on-site Coulomb inter—
action becom es in portant. &t gives a self energy correction to localized states embedded In
de-localized states. The energy U of the Coulomb interaction is rather lJarge in free atom s
(17eV to 27eV in 3d transition m etals, see F ig§), while screening results in solids in a much
an a]lerva]ues@é (orexam pl 4 .56V in bccFe). In the present work, the value ofthe e ective
C oulom b-exchange Interaction U.ss = U J was varied In order to reproduce the m easured
m agnetic m om ent. It tumed out that U from 256V to 5.06V for Co and sin ultaneously
246V to 48eV for Fe result in a magnetic moment of 6 g . These values for Uger corre—
soond to about 7 :::20% ofthe fire atom values as calculated from the corresponding Slater
Integrals by m eans of C owan’s program a3 .

T he average on-site C oulom b energy ofpairs (ij) of equivalent electrons (1= j) is calcu-—
lated from the Slater integrals Fy to be:

0 1,
B Py at1¥ g hihe o 1)
B 4kl 000

The sum runsover allk > 0 resulting In non—zero 3j-symbols. The 3jsymbols vanish for
odd k and for d electrons one has ky .x = 2L = 4 such thatqugl results In:

2 2
Ega= Fo EFZ EF4 @)

w here the on-site Coulomb integralisU = F, and all Integrals are calculated for 1= 2. The
exchange integral is given by:

2
J=6—3CF2+F4) ©)

Equation 3 as calculated from Cowans's work?? di ers from the one reported by A nisin ov
et af-": giving a factor 1/14 instead of2/63, for unknown reasonéé .

The atom ic values of U = Fy, J, and U = E g as calculated for the 3d transition
m etals are displayed i Fig. In the Hllow ing we w ill denote the U s values by U, where

the subscript x stands for the values (n % ) rhtive to the atom ic ones (heutral atom s).

11
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FIG .5: Atom ic Coulom b-exchange param eter.
The values were calculated for the 3d transition m etals using the neutral as well as the m ost
comm on ionic con gurations. Note that the values or J in () are shown on an enlarged scale

below the break.

Tt should be m entioned that the e ect of screening in solidswillm ainly In uence U rather
than the exchange integrals J. On the other hand, the values of J depend also on the
jonicity (see Fighb) that willbe di erent in solids and dependent on the com pound under
Investigation. From a practical point of view, the use of U, relative to the atom ic values
allow s an easier com parison between di erent system s com pared to the use of ssparate values
for all quantities and atom s.

First, a structural optim ization was perfom ed for C o,FeSiusing di erent values of U ¢«
in the calculations (see also Sec I1IA ). From Fjgi.]l it is seen that adding Uese results n a less
pronounced change ofthe E (a)-dependence and shiftsthe energy m inim um slightly to lJarger
valies ofa. Them inin a are found at 5.72A and 5.75A for U,¢ and U;5, respectively. These
values correspond to  a=a «xp Ofabout + 1.6% and thus are slightly higher com pared to the
experin ental value. Uses has the e ect that the total energies at the experim ental lattice
param eter are about 36V lower forU,s com pared to U;g. At the sam e Jattice param eter, the
totalenergy ofthe LSDA calculation isabout 6 €V higher com pared to U;q. Ik isworthwhile
to note that the total energy taken from the LDA+ U calculation does not corresoond to
the LDA ground state energy anym ore and thusm ay lad to wrong conclisions about the
structure. However, E (@;Uqss) will still give an idea about the optin al structure.

12



TABLE I:M agnetic m om ents of C o,FeSi.

G ven are the values calculated for a = 5:64Ausihg di erent calculation schemes (see text). AILL
valiesaregiven in g . Totalm om ents m ) are given per uni cell and site resolved values (spin
moment mg, ooitalm om ent m ;) are per atom . (U was set to 15% of the atom ic values. + SO

assigns calculations w ith soin-orbit interaction inclided. )

Co Fe CoyFeSi

ms my ms my M ot
LSDA (vBH) 131 2.2 529
LSDA (VW N) 140 287 559
GGA (PBE) 139 2.85 5.56
GGA + 30 138 0.04 2.83 0.06 5.56
LDA+U 153 325 6.0
LDA+U + SO 156 0.08 324 0.07 6.0

1. M agneticmoment and m inority gap in LDA+U

In the follow ng the dependence of the m agnetic m om ents on the type of the exchange—
correlation functional is analyzed and com pared to the experin ental values. T he results of
the calculations for C o,FeSiusing di erent approxin ations for the potential as well as the
param etrization of the exchange-correlation part are summ arized in Tab .

Tabelil gives the site resolved m om ents at C o and Fe sites and the totalm agneticm om ent.
T he induced m om ent at the Sisites (not given in Tab ;fwasaligned in allcases antiparallelto
that at the transition m etal sites. L kew ise, the m agnetic m om ent located in the Interstitial
isom itted In Tab 5, how ever, both quantities have to be regpected in orderto nd the correct
totalm om ent.

The lowest value for the totalm agnetic m om ent was found if using the v. Barth-Hedin
(VBH )§5 param etrization with a discrepancy of 0.7 5 com pared to the experim ent. The
results from VoskoW ik-N ussajﬁ'zé param etrization and G G A§§ are very sin ilar but still too
low ocom pared to the experim ent. Tt is seen that both site speci ¢ m om ents are too low to
reach the experin ental value that m ay need values of about 15 5 and 3 5 per atom at

the Co and Fe sites, respectively. From this point of view , the LSDA or GGA approaches
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are not su cient to explain the m agnetic structure of Co ,FeSi, independent of the type of
param etrization.

T he correct m agnetic m om ent at the experim ental lattice param eter was only found if
using the +U functional. The use of the LDA+U schem e inproves the total m agnetic
m om ent considerably (U;s was used for the calculation in Tab.d). The ratio of the m agnetic
moments of Co and Fewasmeasured tobemyp =M, = 22 at 300K in an induction eld
of0.4T:1§- . The ratio of 21 ound In the LDA+U calculations agrees very well w ith this
value. Spin-orbit nteraction (SO ) was additionally incluided in som e of the calculations to
analyze its in uence on the total and partialm agnetic m om ents. In the GGA calculations,
it did not In prove the totalm om ent. T he experin ents delivered orbital to spin m agnetic
m om ent ratios (m ;=m ;) ofabout 0.05 orFeand 01 forCo. The LDA+ U+ SO calculations
revealed 0.02 forFe and 0.05 forC o, being a factor of 2 an aller com pared to the experin ent.
O verall, the agreem ent ofboth ratios (M r =M ¢, and m ;=m ) w ith the experin ent isbetter in
LDA+U compared to the pure LSDA or GGA param etrization of the exchange-correlation
functional. This may give advice that U oorrects, at last partially, the m issing oroital
dependence of the potential in LSDA .

In the follow ing the e ect of the m agnitude of the C oulom b-exchange interaction on the
m agnetic m om ents w ill be discussed. Figure i§ com pares the dependence of the m agnetic
mom ent on Ugee POor Co,FeSiand Co,M nSi.

It is found forC o,FeSithat the totalm agneticm om ent Increases from 56 5 to 6 5 whik
Increasing U from O to Uys and stays at the integer value up to U,y . Above that value
the m om ent exhibits a further lncrease. T he situation is di erent orCo,M nSiwih 5 5 at
Uerse = 0. The mom ent stays integer up to about U;5 and then Increases w ith increasing
Ueff .

In CoM nSi, them om ent at the M n sites Increases nearly linearly with Ugsr . At the same
tin e, the m om ent decreases at the C o sites up to U;g counterbalancing the M n m om ents.
At higher Ugsss, the Co mom ent increases and the HM F character is lost. The situation
is di erent in Co,FeSi, both site speci ¢ m om ents show an overall slight increase with
Increasing Ugsr . M oreover, they stay rather constant in the range of U5 to Uyg such that
the totalm om ent stays Integer in this region. In both m aterials, the mom ent at the Co
sites reacts stronger on Uges than the ones at Y sites for Usee being above the region of

Integer totalm om ents. The increase of the site speci ¢ m om ents is m uch less pronounced
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FIG . 6: Dependence of the m agnetic m om ents on Ugrs -
T he dashed horizontal lines assign the experin ental values of the m agnetic m om ents for Co,M nSi

(@) and CopFeSi (o). The caloulated values are connected by solid lines to guide the eye.

In CoFeSioompared to Co,M nSi. This gives advice that the Fe com pound is much m ore
stable against correlation e ects n com parison to the M n com pound, at least conceming
the m agnetic m om ents.

Agaln, i is interesting to nd out whether the integer m agnetic m om ent of C o,FeSi is
related to a real HM F gap In the m nority band structure and to com pare the behavior of
the gap to the one of Co,M nSi. The extrem al energies of the gap enveloping bands are
shown for both com pounds in F ig{].

In both cases the size of the gap increases w ith increasing Ug¢¢ . From Figija it is ound
that Co,M nSistays n an HM F state In the range up to about Ug, that is the range of the
Integer m agnetic m om ent. Taking larger values shifts » to be outside the gap. In Co,FeSi
Fig.fb), the m inority gap involves ; from about Ug up to Uyy. That means, the integer
value of the m agnetic m om ent is related to the m inority gap in both com pounds and thus
the direct consequence ofthe HM F state.

In both com pounds, the gap is com pletely destroyed at very large valuesofUeer ( 8€V).
The e ect of the Coulom b-exchange interaction on singke atoms (Co, M n, or Fe) on the
m Inority band gap was also Investigated. It was found that the m inority gap is destroyed in
both m aterials if U.sr is added only to one of the 3d elem ents, as expected. H owever, an all
changes In only one of the U.rr values about the balanced value did not change the general

behavior.
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FIG .7: D ependence of the m lnority gap on the e ective C oulom b-exchange param eter.
Shown are the extrem al energies of the gap involving states for Co,M nSi @) and CoFeSi ). The

shaded areas assign the region of halfm etallic ferrom agnetisn . Lines are drawn to guide the eye.
2. Elctronic structure in LDA+U

In the ollow ng the In uence ofthe correlation on the electronic structure w illbe discussed
in more detail. Figure § compares the spin resolved density of states for Co,M nSi and
CoFeSicalculated In LSDA and LDA+ U approxin ation. The Iow lying spbands em ergihg
from 54 Mmapriy) and ¢ (minority) s states are Iocated at ( 8::: 10)eV.They are
not shown here (com pare Fig¥4). These states are coupkd to p states ( su;6,) and mainly
Jocated at the Siatom s.

In both m aterials, the m a prity d states spread from 8&V below to about 4eV above
where the onset of the high lying, unoccupied s states becom es visble. s states are also
present at below 4eV due to thes d coupling ofthe 54 states. p states are contributing
to the density over the holk range of the d bands. They are m ixed to s and d states due to
the coupling of states w ith even and odd parity if going away from the -point. The high
density of statesat 1€V in Co,M nSior—2€V In Co,FeSiam ergesm ainly from g4 like states.

T he situation is sin ilar in the m nority density of states where additionally a gap exists.

This gap splits the m inority d-states and the unoccupied part above r ismainly of 4

16



a) Co,MnSi b) Co FeSi
T T

0 ) | Y

7 1 N
Ui U,

density of states p [eV']

R I A
energy E-c, [eV] energy E-s, [eV]
FIG . 8: Spin resolved densities of states for Co,M nSiand C o,FeSi.
G ray lines indicate the DO S wihin LDA+ U using Uiy or CooM nSi (@) and Uqs or CoFeSi ).
Black lines indicate the results from LSDA . The upper and lower parts of the plots display the
m a prity and m Inority states, respectively. (See text for the particular values of U at the di erent

sites.)

character. The m Inority gap is clearly di erent in both com pounds and depends strongly
on the applied e ective Coulom b-exchange interaction as already discussed above.

In the case 0ofC 0,FeS3, w here the experim ent clearly indicates the totalm agneticm om ent
to have an integer value, the LSDA results seam s to be lnoorrect. On the other hand, it
should be noted that the unoccupied d states are sharply peaked at r, resutinginaDOS
that would in ply an Inherently unstable system in usual, sin ple ferrom agnetic m aterials.
T his is despite the spin polarization. The system is, however, stabilized by the gap In the
m Inority states that xes the number of occupied states not only in the m nority but also -
and m ore im portant —in them a prity channel. Tn LD A , the param agnetic ; (located at the
Co sites) and t,; (@t Fe) states are rather narrow at r suggesting that Coulomb correlation
of the Hubbard U kind, being ignored within LSDA , willm ake C o,FeSi nsulating In the
m inority states. Attem pting to treat electron correlation, the electrons becom e stronger
Jocalized by applying the LDA + U m ethod. O ne ofthem apr issues here isthat the LDA+ U
type correlation is in portant for the electronic and m agnetic structure ofC 0,FeSi. In m ore
detail, them a prity states at around 4 €V (arising from t,4, states in the param agnetic case)
are shifted by U5 to 6V below ¢ . At the sam e tim e the unoccupied m nority states seen
In the LSDA calculation just above r exhibit a larger shift of the param agnetic e, states

(to 2 eV above ) compared to the param agnetic t,; states (to 0.5 €V above ). The
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occupied states of the m inority DO S exhbit a less com plicated behavior, they are m ainly
shifted towards the Fem ienergy.

For Co,FeSias shown in Figib, U;s was chosen because for this value the Fem ienergy
Ties just in them iddl ofthegap. It is clearly seen that the splitting between the occupied g4
and the unoccupied 74 statesbecom es larger. Them nority -4 states exhibit an additional
solitting after applying + U, whereas the unoccupied m a prity states stay rather una ected.
At the sam e tin e the gap In the m nority states becom es considerably lJarger and the Femm i
energy is clearly within this gap con m Ing that the compound isih a HM F state.

In Fig8a the DO S of Co,M nSi is com pared in LSDA and LDA+ U approxin ation using
Ui9 being above the Ilin it of the HM F state. The m aprity d states being m ainly located
at the Co and M n sites are clearly seen below r and possess a w idth of about 7€V . Near

¢ one ndsmainly a low density of m aprity states em erging from strongly dispersing d
bands. In LSDA , there are hardly any m Inority statesat » con m Ing the com pound to be
a halfm etallic ferrom agnet. U sing LDA + U , the d densities are shifting away from ¢ sin ilar
to Co,FeSi. H owever, the occupied part ofthem inority D O S also changes if applying Ugss ¢
it shifts closer to the Fem ienergy and crosses it forhigh values of Ue¢ . O noe it touches »
the m axinum valie of is reached that still results in the HM F state what is here the case
for about Uy 5.

Figure 9 show s the changes of the band structure of C o,FeS1i if applying the LDA+U
m ethod. For easier com parison, details of the band structures are shown along X that
is the -direction of the param agnetic state. The -direction is perpendicular to the Co ,

(100)planes. Aswas shown eaﬂjer:i‘a, Just the -direction plays the In portant rolk for the
understanding ofthe HM F character and m agnetic properties of H eusker com pounds aswas
also pointed out by O gut and Rabe;flé .

T he developing of the band structure w ith increasing Us¢ is shown in Figi9 using values
0f126€V,252eV,and 3.78eV at the C o sites and sin ultaneously 1 2eV , 2 38eV , and 3 56V
at the Fe sites Us, U1p, and U4s). The upper panels (@-d) display m a prity and the lower
panels (eh) the m inority band structures. It is seen that only slight changes appear in the
m a prity band structure, the w idth ofthe visbl bands at stays ratheruna ected and the
m an changes appear cloe to X .

M ore interesting is the behavior of the m Inority bands as those determm ine the HM F

character of the com pound. One nds that the energies of the occupied states at  stay
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FIG . 9: Band structure of C opFeSiw ith variation of the C oulom b-exchange interaction. T he gray
lines assign the upper and lower bands de ning the gap at the X -point in them hnority states. (See

text for the particular values of Uy at the di erent sites.)

nearly the same. The shapes of the bands close to are sin ilar, too. The situation is
di erent at X where the unoccupied states are shifted away from  resulting in a gap that
Increases with Ugsr . Ik is clearly seen that it is an indirect gap. At Uyq the Fem ienergy
f2lls w thin the gap and the HM F' state is reached. The m nority gap is larger at  or at
other points of high symm etry (not shown here) com pared to X . Therefore, it is cbvious
that the states at X detem ine the HM F character of the com pound.

T he situation is clear at this stage: the gap In the m nority states stays only withi a
certain range of the e ective Coulom b-exchange interaction. If one goes away from that
lin it the Fem i energy falls not longer inside of the gap and the m aterial loses its HM F
character. Tt is also obvious that them echanian lading to the halfm etallic ferrom agnetisn
In Co,FeSiserves to destroy it In C o,M nSi. T he worst case would appear forboth m aterials

at about 7:::8% of the atom ic values of Usr where LDA+U predicts still values very
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close to the m easured m agnetic m om ents but also is the borderline for the loss ofthe HM F
character. From thispoint ofview , nearly integerm agneticm om ents alone do not verify the
halfm etallic ferrom agnetisn and one m ay have to search for altemative m aterials.

P reviousband structure calculationsusing LSD A predicted CooM nSitobea HM F at the
experin ental lattioe param etef'@:g"ﬁﬁ- .Here, LDA+U calculations were perform ed in order to
consider the In uence of on-site electron correlation in this com pound. Ik was found that
the gap In them inority DO S staysup to Uegrsr = 236V forM n and 256V for Co. For larger
values of Ugss, that m eans for stronger correlation, the system loses isHM F character, by
shifting » outside them mnoriy gap. Co,M nSiis expected to exhibit 100% spoin polarization
at theFem ienergy. In reality thiswasnot veri ed up tonow . W ang et a}§ found only about
10% spin polarization at room tem perature from a spin-resolved photo em ission experin ent.
T he spectra shown In Refé give no advice on the existence of a surface state that m ay serve
to Iower the soIn polarization at r . Here, £ was found that an already m oderate correlation
w il destroy the gap. The soin polarization at r am ounts to 75% if applying Uy, a value
that is com patible to about 55% found in R ef'r-?7 . From thatpoint ofview , on-site correlation
m ight be one m ore reason why no com plete soin polarization was found In this com pound
(for others see:gé ).

M any e ects have been considered to explain the m issing experin ental proof of the com —
pkte spin polarization in predicted halfm etallic ferrom agne‘t,s':‘-lé . For sure, each of thes
e ects may serve by itself to reduce the soin polarization at the Fem i energy. On the
other hand, none of these e ects is ablk to explain a di erence of 15% between the cb-
served and calculated m agnetic m om ents like for the case 0of Co,FeSi. The appearance of
surface or interface stateé"-@"-sa m ay decrease the soin-polarization in certain layers but will
not In uence drastically the m easurem ents of the m agnetization of buk sam ples. M agnon
exciamnéi’éa’gsr-?éréé will lead to a decrease of the m agnetic m om ent with tem perature
rather than in an increase and thus can easily been disregarded here. Spin-orbit interaction
couples, ndeed, spin-up and soin-down states*l-?6 but does not enhance them agneticm om ent,
aswas shown above. From thispoint of view , correlation m ight be one ofthem ain causes of
the too low spin polarization being cbserved in experin ents. In the presented work, a static
correction was used in the LDA+U approxin ation. D ynam ic correlation e ects may be
respected by meansofthe LDA+DM F T approxin ation using dynam icalm ean eld theory

OMFT).Using thism ethod for N M nSb, i was shown by Chioncel et a®? that non quasi-
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particle e ects may also serve to change the properties of the gap in the m nority states.
The use of buk sensitive angle, energy— and spin— resolved photo em ission becom es highly
desirable in order to explain the details of the band structure In the m ost com plete experi-
m entalway and to proofthe existence of correlation in predicted halfm etallic ferrom agnets
on the one hand and the true existence of halfm etallic ferrom agnetian on the other.

Iv. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Structural param eters, m agnetic m om ents and electronic properties of the H eusker com —
pounds Co,M nSiand CoFeSiwere presented. The obtained, optin ized lattice param eter
Jeads for Co,FeSito a too am allm agnetic m om ent, using LSDA or GGA calculations. The
m easured value of the m agnetic m om ent was only found for a lattice param eter enlarged
by about 10% oom pared to the experin ent. It was also shown that the m agnetic m om ent
of Co,M nSi is m ore stable against structural changes in the LSDA or GGA approaches.
At present, it seam s that sinple LSDA and GGA m ethods are not su cient to explain the
electronic structure of H eusler com pounds com pletely, at least they fail or Co,FeSi.

In the step beyond LSDA, it was shown for the case of C o,FeSithat electron correlation
is abl to explain the experin entalm agnetic m om ent at the experin entally observed lattice
param eter. It was found that the LDA + U scheam e reproduces satisfactorily the experin ental
cbservations. Atm oderate e ective C oulom b-exchange correlation energies ofabout 2 .56V to
456V, the LDA+U calulations agreed very wellw ith the m easured total and site speci ¢
m agnetic m om ents. At the sam e tim e the com pound was predicted to be clearly a half-
m etallic ferrom agnet.

Finally, i was checked how the Inclusion of correlation w ill change the calculated prop—
erties of sim ilar H eusler com pounds. Co,M nSi is a com pound beihg close to Co,FeSi In
the series of know n H eusler com pounds based on Co,. It is cbvious that on-site correlation
will also play an in portant role In the M n com pound, if it does in the Fe com pound. It
was found that a am all correlation energy of only about 256V destroys the halfm etallic
ferrom agnetian what m ay explain why a com plete spin polarization was not cbserved in
this com pound up to now .

In conclusion, it is suggested that it w illbe necessary to Include electron-electron corre—
lation beyond LSDA and GGA in the theoretical description of all potential halfm etallic
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ferrom agnets and in particular for H eusler com pounds.

10

11

12

13

14

15

A cknow ledgm ents

Thiswork is nancially supported by the DFG (research progct FG 559).

E lectronic address: felser@ unim anzde

R.A.deGroot, F.M .M ueller, P.G .van Engen, and K . H . J.Buschow , Phys.Rev. Lett. 50,
2024 (1983).

S.Ishida, S.Fudi, S.Kashiwagi, and S.A sano, J.Phys. Soc. Jap. 64, 2152 (1995).
P.J.Brown,K.U.Neumann, P.J.W ebster, and K .R.A . Zibedk, J. Phys. Condens M atter
12,1827 (2000).

M .P.Raphael,B.Ravel,M .A .W illard,S.F .Cheng,B.N.Das,R .M .Stroud,K .M .Bussn ann,
J.H .Claassen, and V.G .Harrds, Appl Phys. Lett. 79, 4396 (2001).

U .G elerdoach, A .Bergm ann, and K .W esterhol, J.M agn.M agn.M ater. 240, 546 (2002).
U .G elerdoach, A .Bergm ann, and K .W esterhol, Thin Solid Film s 425, 225 (2003).
S.Kammerer, S.Heim ann, D .M eyners, D . Sudfeld, A . Thom as, A . Hutten, and G . Reiss, J.
Appl.Phys. 93, 7945 (2003).

W .H.Wang, M .Przybylski, W . Kuch, L. I. Chelaru, J. W ang, Y . F. Lu, J. Barthel, and
J.K irschner, J.M agn.M agn.M ater. 286, 336 (2005).

W .H.Wang,M .Przybylki, W .Kuch,L.I.Chelaru, J.W ang, F.Lu, J.Barthel, H .L .M eyer-
hein , and J.K irschner, Phys.Rev.B 71, 144416 (2005).

K .Inomata, S.0kamura, and N . Tezuka, J.M agn.M agn.M at. 282, 269 (2004).
S.Kammerer, A . Thomas, A .Hutten, and G .Reiss, Appl Phys. Lett. 85, 79 (2004).
S.Wumehl, G.H.Fecher, H.C.Kandpal, V. K snofontov, and C . Felser, Phys. Rev.B pp.
cond{m at / 0506729 (acospted).

S.Fuij, S.Sugimura, S. Ishida, and S.A sano, J.Phys.: Condens.M atter 2, 8583 (1990).
S.Ishida, T .M asakai, S.Fuii, and S.A sano, Physica B 245, 1 (1998).

M .P.Raphae], B.Rave]l, Q .Huang, M .A .W illard, S.F.Cheng, B.N.Das, R.M . Stroud,

K .M .Bussnann, J.H .Claassen, and V.G .Harris, Phys.Rev.B 66, 104429 (2002).

22


mailto:felser@uni-mainz.de

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

33

34

35

36

37

M .V .Yablonskikh,Y .M .Yam oshenko, E.G .Gerasinov,V .S.Gaviko, M .A .Korotin, E . J.
Kum aev, S.Bartkow ski, and M .Neum ann, J.M agn.M agn.M ater. 256, 396 (2003).

A .Hutten, S.K amm erer, J.Schm alhorst, and A . Thom as, phys. stat. sol. @) 201, 3271 (2004).
S.Piocozzi, A .Continenza, and A . J.Freem an, Phys.Rev.B 69, 094423 (2004).

S.Picozzi, A .Continenza, and A .J.Freeman, J.M agn.M agn.M at. 272276, 315 (2004).
T.Bldk,M .J.Carey,B.A .Gumey, and O .Jepsen, Phys.Rev.B 70, 205114 (2004).
X.Y.Dong,C.Adelmann, J.Q .Xi¥, C.J.Palm strom , X .Lou, J.Strand, P.A .Crowell, JP.
Bames, and A .K .Petford-L.ong, Appl Phys. Lett. 86, 102107 (2005).

S.J.Hashem ifar, P.K ratzer, and M . Sche er, Phys.Rev. Lett. 94, 096402 (2005).

G .H .Fecher, H.C.Kandpal, S.W um eh], C.Felser, and G . Schonhense, J. Appl Phys. pp.
cond{m at / 0510210 (accepted).

I.Galanakis, P.H .D ederichs, and N . Papaniolaou, Phys.Rev.B 66, 174429 (2002).

J.C .Slater, Phys.Rev.49, 931 (1936).

L.Pauling, Phys.Rev. 54, 899 (1938).

J.Kubler, Physica 127B, 257 (1984).

P.J.W ebsterand K .R .A . Zibeck, In A Tbys and C om pounds of d-E lem ents with M ain G roup
Elments. Part 2, edited by H.P. J. W in (SpringerVerlag, Heideberg, 1988), vol 19C of
LandolBomstein — G roup III Condensed M atter, pp.104 { 185.

P.J.W ebsterand K .R.A . Zibeck, J.Phys.Chen . Solids 34, 1647 (1973).

F.Heuskr., Verh.Dtsch.Phys.Ges. 12, 219 (1903).

P.Blkha, K .Schwarz, G .K .H .M adsen, D . Kvasnicka, and J.Luiz, W IEN 2k, An Augm ented
Plne W ave + LocalO rbitals Program for Calkulting C rystal P roperties K arheinz Schw arz,
Techn.Universitact W ien, W ien, Austria, 2001).

U.v.Barth and L.Hedin, J.Phys.C 5, 1629 (1972).

J.P.Perdew , K .Burke, and M .Emzerhof, Phys.Rev.Lett 77, 3865 (1996).

V .I.Anisim ov, F .A ryasetiawan, and A . I.Lichtenstein, J.P hys.C ondens.M atter 9, 767 (1997).
V .Niculescu, T .J.Burch, K .Raj, and J. I.Budnik, J.M agn.M agn.M ater. 5, 60 (1977).
L.Ritchi, G.Xda0,Y¥.J4, T.Y.Chen,C.L.Chin,M . Zhang, J.Chen, Z.L1, G .W u, and
X .X .Zhang,Phys.Rev.B 68, 104330 (2003).

L.J.Singh, Z.H .Barber, Y .M iyoshi, Y .Bugoslavsky, W .R .Branford, and L..F .Cochen, ApplL

Phys. Lett. 84, 2367 (2004).

23



38

39

40

41

42

43

44

45

46

47

48

49

50

51

52

53

54

55

56

57

58

59

J.J.Kublr,A.R.W iliam s, and C .B.Somm ers, Phys.Rev.B 28, 1745 (1983).

J.H.van Vledk, Rev.M od.Phys. 25, 220 (1953).

J.C.Slhter, Phys.Rev.B 49, 537 (1936).

P. Fulde, E kctron correlations in m okculks and solids, 3. ed. (SpringerVerlag, Heideberyg,
1995).

I.V .Solbvyev and M . Im ada, Phys.Rev.B 71, 045103 (2005).

R.D.Cowan, The Theory of Atom ic Structure and Spectra (U niversity of Califomia P ress,
Berkeley and Los Angels, 1981).

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

G .H .Fecher, H.C.Kandpal, S.Wumehl, J.M orais, H ~-J.Lin, H ~J.E Jam rs, G . Schonhense,
and C .Felser, J.Phys.Condens.M atter 17 (46), 7237 (2005).

S.04utand K .M .Rabe, Phys.Rev.B 51, 10443 (1995).

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

P.A .Dowben and R . Skom ski, J. Appl Phys. 95, 7453 (2004).

G.A.deW ipand R .A .de Groot, Phys.Rev.B 64, 020402 (2001).

S.J.Jenkinsand D . A .K Ing, Surf. Sci. Lett. 501, L185 (2002).

M .H.Jo,N.D.Mathur,N.K.Todd,and M .G .Blam ire, Phys.Rev.B 61, 14905 (2000).
J.M .D.Coey and M .Venkatesan, J. AppL Phys. 91, 8345 (2002).

C.N.Borca, T.Komesu,H /K .Jeong, P.A .Dowben, D .Ristols, C . Hordequin, J.P . N ozieres,
J.Pirre, S.Stadler, and Y .U . Idzerda, Phys.Rev.B 64, 052409 (2001).

C .Hordequin, J.P jrre, and R . Currat, Physica B 234236, 605 (1997).

C .Hordequin, D . R istoi1, L.Rannoa, and J.P jerre, Eur.Phys. J.B 16, 287 (2000).

P.M avropoulos, K . Sato, R . Zeller, P.H . D ederichs, V . Popescu, and H . Ebert, Phys.Rev.B
69, 054424 (2004).

L.Chioncel, M .I.K atsnelson, R .A .de G root, and A . I. Lichtensteinl, Phys.Rev.B 68, 144425
(2003).

T his is true for temary Heuslr com pounds, but m ay be di erent In quatemary com pounds
w ith non-integer site occupancies.

Thise ects also the exchange integrals for £ electrons, com pare Ref.éi- Tab.: 6-1 page 165 and

R ef;'ﬂ .

24



