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of Co2Y Ga (Y = Cr, V) shape-memory alloys from first-principles study
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The composition-dependent properties and phase stability of Co2 Y Ga (Y = Cr, V)-based shape-memory
alloys are investigated by using the first-principles exact muffin-tin-orbital method in combination with the
coherent potential approximation. It is shown that both Co2CrGa and Co2VGa alloys possess L21 structures
at the ferromagnetic (FM) state but tetragonal structures at the paramagnetic (PM) state. In off-stoichiometric
Co2Y Ga alloys, the excess Ga atom has a strong tendency to take the Y sublattice, whereas the excess Co atom
tends to take the Y site in the FM L21 phase when Y = Cr but the Ga site in the other phases when Y = V. The
off-stoichiometric Cr78 and Cr79 alloys can occur in the normal martensitic transformation (MT) at the PM state
but the reentrant martensitic transformation (RMT) at the FM state, whereas only the normal MT is obtained in
the V50 and V15 alloys, where the small difference of the magnetization between the austenite and martensite
is supposed to suppress the RMT. In all four groups of off-stoichiometric alloys, the correlation between the
composition-dependent properties with the experimental TM values for the normal MT has been established. In
the Cr78 and Cr79 alloys, TM for the RMT is also predicted to decrease with increasing e/a. The PM ordering
tends to soften the elastic constants of all these L21 alloys. In the four groups of FM L21 alloys, C′, G, E, �, and
G/B decrease whereas A increases with increasing e/a, which favors TM for their RMT decreasing but that for
their normal MT increasing with e/a. The composition dependence of the MT of these alloys could be explained
from their minority density of states around the Fermi level of the L21 phase by means of the Jahn-Teller effect.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Apart from non-half-metallic Co2NbSn [1] and Co-Ni-
Ga [2], several Co2-based Heusler alloys have been recently
found to possess reversible martensitic transformation (MT)
from the L21 cubic austenite to the D022 tetragonal martensite
[3], such as Co2Cr(Ga, Si) [4], Co2Cr(Al, Si) [5], Co-V-
Ga [6,7], and Co-V-Si [8,9]. Among them, Co2Cr(Ga, Si)
can occur in L21-D022-L21 successive transitions upon cool-
ing from the paramagnetic (PM) state to the ferromagnetic
(FM) one [4], showing an abnormal behavior of reentrant
martensitic transformation (RMT). Some PM states of Co-
V-Si alloys even exhibit their shape-memory effect around
700 ◦C [8], higher than the MT temperatures (TM) measured
in most shape-memory alloys. Compared to Ni-Mn-Ga, these
off-stoichiometric Co2Y Ga (Y = Cr, V) shape-memory alloys
also possess relatively good mechanical properties, process-
ability, and corrosion resistance [8,10]. They therefore have a
broad prospect for applications in the areas of biomedicine,
automotive, aerospace, and chemistry industries.

Similar to Ni-Mn-Ga, the MT of these Co2-based Heusler
alloys is highly alloying and composition dependent. The
phenomenon of RMT was clearly observed only in some
Co2Cr(Ga, Si) alloys and, there [4,11], TM for the normal
MT of L21-D022 and that for the RMT of D022-L21 were
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measured to change oppositely against the composition. In
CoxCr79−xAl10.5Si10.5 (Cr79) alloys [5], the normal MT which
results in the probably PM D022 martensite was found above
x = 55.8 [12] and their TM values increase with increasing
x. Off-stoichiometric Co2VGa alloys can have a reversible
L21-D022 phase transition over a wide temperature range
from 250 K to 500 K [6,7], whereas due to the normal MT,
Co-V-Si can be as good as high-temperature shape-memory
alloys above 500 K [8]. Discovering the physical mechanisms
driving the alloying and composition effects on the MT and
RMT is critical to design Co2-based Heusler alloys with good
shape-memory effects. However, until now, their true story
was still not deeply understood.

There have been several composition-dependent quantities
proposed to correlate with the composition dependence of
the MT in Ni-Mn-Ga Heusler alloys, such as the number of
valence electrons per atom (e/a) [13,14], the energy differ-
ence between the austenite and martensite (�EAM) [15], the
tetragonal shear modulus of the cubic L21 phase (C′ = (C11 −
C12)/2) [16,17], and the tetragonality of the martensite (|1 −
c/a|) [18,19]. In these alloys, TM generally increases with the
increase of e/a, �EAM, and |1 − c/a| but decreases with in-
creasing C′. The established correlation between TM and e/a is
also followed by the four groups of alloys: CoxCr78−xGa11Si11

(Cr78) [4], Cr79 [5], CoxV50−0.5xGa50−0.5x (V50) [7], and
Co64V15Si21−xGax (V15) [9]. However, there the relationships
of TM ∼ �EAM, TM ∼ |1 − c/a|, and TM ∼ C′ have never
been examined.
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Both TM and Curie temperature (TC) depend on the quench-
ing temperature and the subsequent heat treatment which
changes the degree of the long-range atomic order of the
system [20]. Then, the site occupancy may also be a factor
affecting the phase stability of these Co2-based Heusler alloys.
Dependent on the atomic occupation, the magnetism (includ-
ing the magnetic excitations and the spin fluctuations) was
confirmed to have a great influence on the free energy and then
the elastic constants of Co2Cr(Ga1−xSix) alloys as well in our
recent paper [21]. Furthermore, the MT from L21 to tetragonal
can be traced to the Jahn-Teller distortion and Fermi surface
nesting [22–25]. This electronic origin as well as the effects
of atomic and magnetic configurations on the MT also needs
to be ascertained in each group of the Cr78, Cr79, V50, and
V15 alloys.

In this paper, we will systematically investigate the
composition-dependent properties and phase stability of the
stoichiometric Co2Y Ga as well as the off-stoichiometric Cr78
(48 � x � 56), Cr79 (53 � x � 57), V50 (56 � x � 64), and
V15 (4 � x � 12) alloys with both FM and PM states, and
then try to explore their physical mechanisms. The rest of
the paper is arranged as follows: in Sec. II, we describe the
first-principles method we used and the calculation details;
in Sec. III, the equilibrium properties, crystal structures, and
elastic constants of the FM and PM Co2Y Ga alloys are
presented, the site occupations of their off-stoichiometric
alloys are determined, the composition dependence of the
equilibrium properties, phase stability, and elastic constants
of the four groups of FM and PM off-stoichiometric alloys
are explored, their relationships of TM ∼ �EAM, TM ∼ |1 −
c/a|, and TM ∼ C′ are examined, and the electronic origin
is discussed. Finally, we summarize the main results of this
paper in Sec. IV.

II. METHODS AND CALCULATION DETAILS

Based on density-functional theory, all calculations of the
present work are performed by using the first-principles exact
muffin-tin-orbitals (EMTO) method [26–28]. EMTO is an
improved screened Koringa-Kohn-Rostoker method. Within
its theory, the one-electron Kohn-Sham equation is solved
by the use of a scalar-relativistic Green’s function technique
and the one-electron states are determined exactly for an opti-
mized overlapping muffin-tin potential, which is chosen as the
best possible spherical approximation to the exact potential.
With these improvements together with the full charge-density
technique for the total energy [27,28], the EMTO method is
suitable to accurately describe the total energy change with re-
spect to anisotropic lattice distortions. Another motivation for
our choice is that the coherent potential approximation (CPA)
can be conveniently incorporated [29,30], which greatly facil-
itates the calculations of the systems with chemical disorder
or magnetic disordering. In a number of former works, the
accuracy of the EMTO-CPA method for the equation of state
and elastic properties of metals and disordered alloys has been
demonstrated [31–35].

For the present application, the Green’s function is calcu-
lated for 32 complex energy points distributed exponentially
on a semicircular contour. In the one-center expansion of the
full charge density, the number of orbitals is truncated at

eight, and the scalar-relativistic and soft-core approximations
are adopted. The EMTO basis sets include s, p, d , and f
components, and the exchange-correlation potential is de-
scribed within the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof [36] generalized
gradient approximation. The Brillouin zone is sampled by a
uniform k-point mesh without using any smearing technique.
For the stoichiometric alloys, a k-point mesh of 17 × 17 × 17
is chosen whereas for the off-stoichiometric alloys, a k-point
mesh of 13 × 13 × 13 is adopted throughout our calculations.
The Co-3d74s2, Cr-3d54s1, V-3d34s2, Ga-4s2 p1, Al-3s2 p1,
and Si-3s2 p2 are treated as valence states.

The equilibrium volume (V) and the bulk modulus (B) of
both the L21 and D022 structures (described clearly in Ref. [3])
are determined by fitting the calculated total energies versus
volume (nine data points) to a Morse function [37]. Here,
the lattice parameter (c/a) of the D022 structure is described
by the value of its equivalent face-centered tetragonal lattice
so when c/a = 1, the D022 structure right means the L21

one. The stable site occupancy is obtained by comparing the
free energies (F) per atom of an alloy with different site
occupations at their equilibrium volume. Here, F is calculated
by taking both the electronic energy (E) per atom and the
chemical mixing entropy into account, expressed as

F = E + 1

4
kBT

4∑
i=1

[xilnxi + (1 − xi )ln(1 − xi )], (1)

where xi is the composition at each of the four sublattices, kB

is the Boltzmann constant, and T = 300 K.
For the cubic L21 structure, the elastic moduli C′ and C44

are calculated by the use of volume-conserving orthorhombic
and monoclinic deformations, i.e.,

⎛
⎝

1 + εo 0 0
0 1 − εo 0
0 0 1

1−ε2
o

⎞
⎠ (2)

and ⎛
⎝

1 εm 0
εm 1 0
0 0 1

1−ε2
m

⎞
⎠, (3)

respectively. Six strains (εo and εm) from 0 to 0.05 with
interval of 0.01 are used to calculate the total energies [E (εo)
and E (εm)]. C′ and C44 are obtained by fitting E (εo) and E (εm)
with respect to εo and εm as E (εo) = E (0) + 2VC′ε2

o and
E (εm) = E (0) + 2VC44ε

2
m, respectively. C11 and C12 are then

evaluated from the bulk modulus B = (C11 + 2C12)/3 and
the tetragonal shear elastic constant C′ = (C11 − C12)/2. The
corresponding polycrystalline elastic constants are estimated
by means of the Hill average method [27].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Crystal structure of the stoichiometric Co2Y Ga alloys

Table I compares the equilibrium properties of the FM
L21-Co2Y Ga (Y = Sc, Ti, V, Cr, Mn, Fe, Ni, and Cu) alloys
with the available experimental and theoretical results. It
is found that the calculated lattice parameter (a), B, total
magnetic moment (μtot), and magnetic moments on Co (μCo),
Y (μY), and Ga (μGa) atoms are in good agreement with
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TABLE I. Equilibrium lattice parameter (a, in Å), bulk modulus (B, in GPa), total magnetic moment (μtot, in μB), and magnetic moments
on Co (μCo, in μB), Y (μY, in μB), and Ga (μGa, in μB) atoms of the FM L21-Co2Y Ga (Y = Sc, Ti, V, Cr, Mn, Fe, Ni, and Cu) alloys are in
comparison with those of experimental and theoretical ones from Refs. [40–47].

Y a B μtot μCo μY μGa

Sc 6.0788 151.3 0 0 0 0
Exp. [40] 6.17
The. [38] 5.972 162.0 0

Ti 5.8461 174.7 0.72 0.39 −0.06 −0.004
Exp. [48–50] 5.858, 5.837 0.75
The. [39] 5.87 179 0.97

V 5.7818 197.3 1.82 0.83 0.18 −0.015
Exp. [49,51] 5.7859, 5.769 1.90
The. [41–43] 5.786 198 2.00 0.92 0.21 −0.008

Cr 5.7249 203.5 3.02 0.75 1.57 −0.049
Exp. [49,52,53] 5.805, 5.741 3.01
The. [44,45] 5.728 208.8 3.03 0.70 1.72 −0.100

Mn 5.7223 191.4 4.10 0.68 2.82 −0.079
Exp. [49,54,55] 5.770, 5.746
The. [39,44] 5.726 187 0.77 2.71 −0.056

Fe 5.7270 190.7 4.96 1.12 2.79 −0.072
Exp. [39,49] 5.74, 5.725 5.15
The. [39] 5.75 187 4.99

Ni 5.6959 181.0 2.56 1.08 0.49 −0.074
The. [46,47] 5.68 181 2.67

Cu 5.7142 178.5 1.20 0.60 0.05 −0.053

their previous theoretical ones [38,39,41–47]. For several of
these alloys, the experimental a and μtot values are available
[39,40,48–55]. In comparison, their biggest errors turn out to
still be less than 1.5% and 4.5%, appearing in Co2ScGa and
Co2VGa alloys, respectively. These results may ensure the
accuracy of the EMTO calculations of the Co2-based Heusler
alloys.

With the determined equilibrium volume at the FM state,
we calculate the electronic total energy change (�E ) with
respect to the tetragonal lattice distortion c/a of these sto-
ichiometric alloys with both the FM and PM states. Shown
in Fig. 1(a), in each FM alloy except for Y = Ni, �E of the
L21 structure (c/a = 1) is always lower than those of the other
tetragonal structures, and then the L21 structure corresponds
to their ground state. For Co2CrGa and Co2VGa alloys, there

FIG. 1. Electronic total energy change (�E ) with respect to the
tetragonal lattice distortion (c/a) of Co2Y Ga (Y = Sc, Ti, V, Cr, Mn,
Fe, Ni, and Cu) alloys with both the FM (a) and PM (b) states. The
energy of the L21 structure is taken as reference in each FM and PM
alloy.

is also another local minimum around c/a = 1.20 − 1.25,
meaning their metastable phase at the FM state. Shown in
Fig. 1(b), at the PM state, the obtained tetragonal structure
in the two alloys turns out to have lower �E than the L21

structure. The tetragonal martensite is then stabilized instead
in the PM Y = Cr and V alloys. However, in the Y = Sc, Ti,
Mn, Fe, and Cu alloys with the PM ordering, �E still has
only one minimum at c/a = 1. The magnetic ordering seems
to have no great influence on their phase stability.

When Y = Ni, the minimum of �E appears around c/a =
1.40 at the FM state but near c/a = 1.35 at the PM state.
It confirms that the Co2NiGa alloy can occur in the normal
MT at the two magnetic states and at the ground state; it
possesses the FM tetragonal martensite. This result gives a
good representation of the experimental and theoretical ones
[2,47,56]. However, since the MT of Co-Ni-Ga alloys has
been broadly investigated, we concentrate our investigations
on theY = Cr and V alloys below.

B. Site occupation and magnetic moments of the
off-stoichiometric Co2Y Ga alloys

In the present paper, site occupations of the off-
stoichiometric Co2Y Ga (Y = Cr and V) alloys are inves-
tigated and we consider three types of their compositions:
Co rich (Co2.1Y0.9Ga, Co2.1Y Ga0.9, and Co2.1Y0.95Ga0.95), Y
rich (Co1.9Y1.1Ga, Co2Y1.1Ga0.9, and Co1.95Y1.1Ga0.95), and Ga
rich (Co1.9Y Ga1.1, Co2Y0.9Ga1.1, and Co1.95Y0.95Ga1.1). For
each composition, we consider two kinds of occupations:
normal occupancy (the excess atom evenly occupying all
the sites of the deficient atoms) and abnormal occupancy
(the excess atom occupying solely the site of one of the
other two atoms, and then the replaced atoms moving to the
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TABLE II. Relative free energies of the FM and PM L21 austenite (�F L21
FM and �F L21

PM , in mRy) and tetragonal martensite (�F Tet
FM and �F Tet

PM ,
in mRy) of the off-stoichiometric Co2Y Ga (Y = Cr and V) alloys at 300 K, taking the free energy of the normal site-occupation configuration
as reference. Also presented in the table are their total magnetic moments in the FM L21 (μL21

tot , in μB) and tetragonal (μTet
tot , in μB) phases. The

number to the left of the slash corresponds to Y = Cr whereas the number to the right of the slash refers to Y = V.

Type Composition Siteoccupancy �F L21
FM �F Tet

FM �F L21
PM �F Tet

PM μ
L21
tot μTet

tot

Co rich
1 Co2.1Y0.9Ga Co2(Y0.9Co0.1)Ga 0 0 0 0 3.08/1.87 1.37/0.20

Co2(Y0.9Ga0.1)(Ga0.9Co0.1) 1.43/0.31 0.14/−0.51 0.16/−0.46 0.45/−0.48 2.36/1.21 1.21/0.13
2 Co2.1Y Ga0.9 Co2Y (Ga0.9Co0.1) 0 0 0 0 2.66/1.45 1.39/0.12

Co2(Y0.9Co0.1)(Ga0.9Y0.1) −0.61/1.35 0.46/1.82 0.89/1.80 0.37/1.83 3.33/2.03 1.49/0.23
3 Co2.1Y0.95Ga0.95 Co2(Y0.95Co0.05)(Ga0.95Co0.05) 0 0 0 0 2.83/1.65 1.37/0.03

Co2(Y0.9Co0.1)(Ga0.95Y0.05) −2.81/0.61 0.24/0.90 0.43/0.87 0.17/0.92 3.21/1.95 1.23/0.21
Co2(Y0.95Ga0.05)(Ga0.9Co0.1) −1.88/0.18 0.05/−0.23 0.08/−0.27 0.14/−0.24 2.51/1.33 1.30/0.13

3′ Co2.1Cr1.1Ga0.8 Co2Cr(Ga0.8Co0.1Cr0.1) 0 0 0 0 2.94 1.14
Co2(Cr0.9Co0.1)(Ga0.8Cr0.2) −0.67 0.44 0.78 2.06 3.60 1.37
(Co0.95Cr0.05)2Cr(Ga0.8Co0.2) 1.72 0.35 0.67 1.20 2.07 0.83

3′′ Co2.1V0.8Ga1.1 Co2(V0.8Co0.1Ga0.1)Ga 0 0 0 0 1.61 0.16
Co2(V0.8Ga0.2)(Ga0.9Co0.1) 0.43 −0.67 −0.46 −0.24 1.16 0.14
(Co0.95Ga0.05)2(V0.8Co0.2)Ga 4.21 4.78 4.64 4.24 1.90 0.37

Yrich
1 Co1.9Y1.1Ga (Co0.95Y0.05)2Y Ga 0 0 0 0 2.73/1.37 1.51/0

(Co0.95Ga0.05)2Y (Ga0.9Y0.1) 2.70/2.61 3.49/3.19 2.87/2.34 2.31/2.34 3.31/1.87 1.52/0
2 Co2Y1.1Ga0.9 Co2Y (Ga0.9Y0.1) 0 0 0 0 3.30/1.95 1.49/0

(Co0.95Y0.05)2Y (Ga0.9Co0.1) 1.66/2.17 0.52/0.58 0.78/1.40 1.41/1.40 2.37/0.98 1.18/0.13
3 Co1.95Y1.1Ga0.95 (Co0.975Y0.025)2Y (Ga0.95Y0.05) 0 0 0 0 3.02/1.67 1.51/0

(Co0.95Y0.05)2Y (Ga0.95Co0.05) 0.89/1.13 0.31/0.31 0.43/0.69 0.78/0.69 2.55/1.19 1.35/0.06
(Co0.975Ga0.025)2Y (Ga0.9Y0.1) 1.40/1.36 1.80/1.63 1.45/1.20 1.22/1.20 3.31/1.92 1.51/0

Ga rich
1 Co1.9Y Ga1.1 (Co0.95Ga0.05)2Y Ga 0 0 0 0 3.01/1.74 1.77/0

(Co0.95Y0.05)2(Y0.9Ga0.1)Ga −2.18/−1.06 −3.06/−1.86 −1.84/−0.86 -1.59/-0.86 2.43/1.11 1.33/0
2 Co2Y0.9Ga1.1 Co2(Y0.9Ga0.1)Ga 0 0 0 0 2.73/1.61 1.53/0

(Co0.95Ga0.05)2(Y0.9Co0.1)Ga 3.38/4.40 4.29/4.54 3.61/4.20 3.60/4.23 3.07/1.84 1.44/0.24
3 Co1.95Y0.95Ga1.1 (Co0.975Ga0.025)2(Y0.95Ga0.05)Ga 0 0 0 0 2.87/1.70 1.64/0

(Co0.95Ga0.05)2(Y0.95Co0.05)Ga 1.69/2.23 2.10/2.26 1.79/2.09 1.79/2.10 3.03/1.80 1.61/0.14
(Co0.975Y0.025)2(Y0.9Ga0.1)Ga −1.12/−0.50 −1.58/−0.97 −0.95/−0.61 -0.80/-0.61 2.58/1.39 1.43/0

3′ Co1.8Y1.1Ga1.1 (Co0.9Y0.05Ga0.05)2Y Ga 0 0 0 0 2.72/1.39 1.55/0
(Co0.9Y0.1)2(Y0.9Ga0.1)Ga −2.00/−0.80 −2.85/−2.07 −1.57/−0.75 −1.41/−0.75 2.14/0.74 1.10/0
(Co0.9Ga0.1)2Y (Ga0.9Y0.1) 2.58/2.76 3.29/3.02 2.71/2.22 2.27/2.22 3.31/1.77 1.59/0

sublattice of the left deficient atom). The stable site occu-
pation is determined by comparing the free energies (�F )
of the different site-occupation configurations relative to the
normal site-occupation. The lower �F is, the more stable is
the corresponding site configuration.

In Table II, the relative free energies of the FM and PM
L21 austenite (�F L21

FM and �F L21
PM ) and tetragonal martensite

(�F Tet
FM and �F Tet

PM ) corresponding to all the site occupations
of each composition are compared. For the Co-rich Y = Cr
alloys, they have the lowest �F L21

PM , �F Tet
FM , and �F Tet

PM when
the excess Co atom is in the normal site, whereas when it
occupies the Cr sublattice, no matter if Cr is deficient or
not, these alloys possess the smallest �F L21

FM . Then, in the
off-stoichiometric Y = Cr alloys, the excess Co atom tends
to take the Cr sublattice in the FM L21 phase whereas it is
in the normal site in the other phases. However, the Co-rich
Y = V alloys have the lowest �F L21

FM when the excess Co atom
is in the normal site, whereas when it occupies the Ga site they
possess the smallest �F L21

PM , �F Tet
FM , and �F Tet

PM . In these alloys,
the excess Co atom is then in the normal site in the FM L21

phase, whereas in the other phases it favors to be in the Ga site
no matter if Ga is deficient or not.

When the Y atom is rich, the normal site-occupation is
always energetically favorable in the off-stoichiometric alloys
shown in Table II. However, similar to the off-stoichiometric
Ni2MnGa alloys where the excess Ga atom has a strong
tendency to take the Mn sublattice [57], the Ga-rich Co2Y Ga
alloys always possess the lowest �F L21

FM , �F L21
PM , �F Tet

FM as well
as �F Tet

PM when the excess Ga atom occupies the Y sublattice
whereas the replaced Y atoms move to the Co site.

Also listed in Table II are the total magnetic moments
corresponding to all the site occupations of each FM alloy
with both the L21 (μL21

tot ) and tetragonal (μTet
tot ) structures.

It is found that corresponding to the same site occupation,
μ

L21
tot is always much bigger than μTet

tot in each composition.
When Y = Cr, μ

L21
tot is almost twice μTet

tot whereas when Y =
V, μ

L21
tot is near ten times μTet

tot and the latter is even less
than 0.25 μB. This result could be attributed mainly to the
magnetic moment of Co in the FM tetragonal phase (μTet

Co )
being much smaller than that in the FM L21 phase (μL21

Co ) of
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FIG. 2. Electronic total energy change (�E ) with respect to c/a of the four groups of FM and PM off-stoichiometric alloys:
Cr78 (CoxCr78−xGa11Si11, 48 � x � 56), Cr79 (CoxCr79−xAl10.5Si10.5, 53 � x � 57), V50 (CoxV50−0.5xGa50−0.5x , 56 � x � 64), and V15
(Co64V15Si21−xGax , 4 � x � 12). Here, both results calculated with the normal and the abnormal but stable site occupations corresponding to
the Co-rich alloys are presented. The energy of the FM L21 phase evaluated with the normal site occupation is a reference for each composition.

these studied Y = Cr (V) alloys, where μ
L21
Co is around 0.62

∼ 0.94 μB (0.42 ∼ 0.85 μB), whereas μTet
Co is less than 0.15

μB (0.10 μB). In addition, in the Y = Cr alloys, the magnetic
moments of Cr atoms on the Ga sublattice also tend to be
in the FM ordering in the cubic phase but antiferromagnetic
(AFM) ordering in the tetragonal phase. Therefore, compared
to the FM L21 phase, the FM tetragonal phase possesses
much weaker magnetism in these off-stoichiometric Co2Y Ga
(Y = Cr and V) alloys. This may be the reason why their
stable site occupations in the FM tetragonal and the PM state
of L21 and tetragonal phases are the same, whereas the site
occupation of the excess Co atom in the FM L21 phase is
different from that in all the other phases of the Co-rich alloys.

C. Martensitic phase transformation of the off-stoichiometric
Co2Y Ga alloys

1. Martensitic phase transformation

Figure 2 shows �E change with respect to c/a of the
four groups of FM and PM alloys: Cr78 (48 � x � 56), Cr79
(53 � x � 57), V50 (56 � x � 64), and V15 (4 � x � 12).
Since it has been confirmed that in the Co-rich Y = Cr alloys,
the excess Co atom favors to take the Cr sublattice in the FM
L21 phase whereas it is in the Ga site in the other phases of the
Co-rich Y = V alloys, both results calculated with the abnor-
mal and normal site occupations are presented in the figure.
It is clear that in the Co-rich Cr78, Cr79, and V50 alloys,
the determined site occupations in all the phases are indeed

energetically favorable. In the V15 (Co64V15Si21−xGax) al-
loys, the abnormal site occupation results in both Si and Ga
atoms moving to the V site, which increases more energy of
the system than the excess Co atom evenly occupying the
deficient V, Ga, and Si sites. The normal site occupation is
therefore always energetically favorable in the V15 alloys.

For the Cr78 and Cr79 alloys shown in the first two
columns of Fig. 2, respectively, at the FM state their tetragonal
martensite possesses higher �E than the L21 austenite, and
then the RMT from tetragonal to L21 tends to occur at
low temperature. At the PM state, nevertheless, the relative
stability between the cubic and tetragonal structures of the two
groups of alloys inverses, and then the normal MT from L21 to
tetragonal is realized there. These results are similar to those
of the stoichiometric Co2CrGa alloy obtained above.

Shown in the last two columns of Fig. 2, respectively, the
normal MT could still be obtained in the PM V50 and V15
alloys, since there the tetragonal martensite always possesses
lower energy than the L21 austenite. With the decrease of T,
the magnetic excitations gradually transit the PM ordering to
the FM one, preferring the relative stability of the L21 phase
in all four groups of alloys. However, in the FM V50 alloys,
at 0 K the evaluated �E of the cubic phase is still not much
lower than that of the tetragonal phase, but they turn out to be
almost the same. A similar result is also found in the FM state
of V15 alloys with x � 8. For the V15 (x = 4 and 6) alloys,
the tetragonal martensite is stabilized at the FM state as well
since there it has a little lower energy than the L21 austenite.
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Therefore, at finite temperature, the V50 and V15 alloys are
prone to occur in the normal MT. Even when the temperature
reduces to 0 K, the L21 structure just tends to coexist with the
tetragonal structure in most of their compositions. Contrary
to Co2VGa alloy, the V50 and V15 alloys don’t have the
behavior of the RMT.

Experimentally, the normal MT has been obtained in all
four groups of alloys, whereas the RMT is observed clearly
in the Cr78 alloys [4]. Our investigations above have shown a
good representation of these results. For the Cr79 alloys [5],
nevertheless, whether they can occur in the RMT or not has
not been fully found out from the experimental measurements
at finite temperature. Here, we theoretically predict the possi-
bility of their occurring in the RMT at 0 K. Besides, unlike
Ni-Mn-Ga alloys where the tetragonal martensite becomes
more and more stable relative to the L21 austenite with the
decrease of temperature, in the studied V50 and V15 alloys the
L21 phase is confirmed to get more and more stable relative to
the tetragonal phase when T decreases to 0 K.

2. Correlation between the composition-dependent
properties and TM

Figure 3 shows the equilibrium volume V of the L21

phase, c/a of the tetragonal phase, μ
L21
tot , μTet

tot , �EAM, and
the experimental TM values [4,5,7,9] of the four groups of
off-stoichiometric alloys as a function of e/a. It is found that
the present V and c/a values are very close to their experi-
mental data [3,7,9,58]. With the increase of the composition
x, e/a increases in the Cr78, Cr79, and V50 alloys whereas
it decreases in the V15 alloys. However, in all four groups of
alloys, V, μ

L21
tot , and μTet

tot decrease whereas c/a, TM , and the
electronic total energy difference between the PM state of the
austenite and martensite (�EAM

PP ) increase monotonically with
increasing e/a. The evaluated trends of V ∼ e/a and c/a ∼
e/a turn out to be the same in the FM and PM alloys. Shown
in Fig. 3(e), the experimental TM values correspond to the
normal MT around or above TC [4,5,7,9]. Compared the trend
of TM ∼ e/a with the established relationships of V ∼ e/a,
c/a ∼ e/a, μ

L21
tot ∼ e/a, μTet

tot ∼ e/a, and �EAM
PP ∼ e/a, it is

confirmed that a larger c/a or �EAM
PP but a smaller V, μ

L21
tot ,

or μTet
tot corresponds to a higher TM for the normal MT of each

group of alloys.
In Fig. 3(c), the calculated electronic energy difference

between the martensite and austenite (−�EAM
FF ) of the FM

Cr78 and Cr79 alloys is also shown with respect to e/a. With a
positive value as well, −�EAM

FF decreases with increasing e/a,
contrary to the trend of �EAM

PP ∼ e/a of these alloys. It means
that with the increase of e/a, the stability of the L21 phase
relative to the tetragonal one gets worse and worse in the two
groups of FM alloys. There, TM corresponding to the RMT
should decrease with the increase of e/a, in good agreement
with the experimental result found in the Cr78 alloys [4].

Shown in Fig. 3(e), TM for the normal MT of the Cr78
alloys are above 500 K. Correspondingly, their TM values for
the RMT are then around or below room temperature [4]. For
the Cr79 alloys [5], TM for the normal MT are just near room
temperature in Fig. 3(e). Analogously, their TM values for the
RMT may then be low enough not to be easily measured.
Instead, the tetragonal and L21 structures were experimentally

FIG. 3. Equilibrium volume (V) of the L21 phase (a), c/a of the
tetragonal phase (b), μ

L21
tot and μTet

tot (c), the electronic total energy
difference between the FM state of the martensite and austenite
(−�EAM

FF ) and that between the PM state of the austenite and
martesnite (�EAM

PP ) (d), and the experimental TM values (e) of the
Cr78 (48 � x � 56), Cr79 (53 � x � 57), V50 (56 � x � 64), and
V15 (4 � x � 12) alloys as a function of e/a. The cited experimental
V and c/a data are from Refs. [3,7,9,58], and the experimental TM

values are from Refs. [4,5,7,9].

observed coexisting there at low temperature [5]. Although a
larger μ

L21
tot or μTet

tot corresponds to a lower TM for the normal
MT in Fig. 3, the high magnetization (i.e., high μ

L21
tot or μTet

tot
value) of a FM alloy may ensure its TM value for the RMT to
be high enough near the room temperature. Shown in Fig. 3,
a higher μ

L21
tot or μTet

tot indeed means a bigger −�EAM
FF in the
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TABLE III. Static elastic constants C11, C12, and C44, tetragonal shear elastic constant [C′ = (C11 − C12)/2], shear modulus (G), Young
modulus (E), Debye temperature (�, in K), elastic anisotropy [A = 2C44/(C11 − C12)], and G/B of L21-Co2Y Ga (Y = Sc, Ti, V, Cr, Mn, Fe,
Ni, and Cu) alloys with both the FM and PM (shown in the parentheses) states. All the elastic constants are in the unit of GPa. The cited
theoretical data are from Refs. [38,46,59].

Y C11 C12 C44 C′ G E � A G/B

Sc 250.3(249.5) 101.8(102.2) 103.1(103.0) 74.2(73.7) 90.4(90.1) 226.1(225.5) 492.7(491.9) 1.39(1.40) 0.51(0.50)
The. [38] 266.7 109.7 98.0 78.5 89.7 227.2 1.25 0.55

Ti 203.8(201.0) 160.1(172.6) 116.0(117.9) 21.8(14.2) 57.8(47.9) 156.0(132.2) 392.0(358.0) 5.31(8.31) 0.33(0.26)
V 277.7(193.4) 157.1(179.1) 143.1(113.8) 58.3(7.1) 100.8(34.1) 258.4(96.2) 507.1(299.6) 2.46(15.95) 0.51(0.19)

The. [59] 266.5 162.1 126.8 52.2 88.5 2.43 0.45
Cr 240.3(180.6) 185.1(176.2) 137.3(123.5) 27.6(2.2) 70.4(20.0) 189.3(57.8) 424.2(229.5) 4.97(56.39) 0.35(0.11)

The. [59] 233.0 182.8 136.8 25.1 67.3 5.45 0.34
Mn 235.7(235.3) 169.2(196.9) 141.6(136.4) 43.2(19.2) 77.7(59.6) 205.4(163.6) 441.6(389.2) 3.27(7.10) 0.41(0.28)

The. [59] 254.9 165.3 142.7 44.8 88.8 3.19 0.45
Fe 232.8(216.5) 169.7(179.9) 127.5(125.0) 31.5(18.3) 71.6(55.6) 190.9(152.2) 423.8(375.0) 4.04(6.82) 0.38(0.29)
Ni 195.4(191.7) 173.8(172.5) 137.7(140.1) 10.8(9.6) 45.9(43.7) 126.9(121.3) 338.6(330.6) 12.73(14.60) 0.25(0.24)

The. [46] 197 187 120 5
Cu 202.8(193.4) 166.4(162.2) 133.5(133.4) 18.2(15.6) 57.5(53.5) 155.7(145.5) 374.5(361.6) 7.33(8.55) 0.32(0.31)

Cr78 and Cr79 alloys. Thus, the high magnetization prefers
the relative stability of their cubic L21 phase at both the FM
and PM states.

Besides, the relatively big difference of the magnetization
between the austenite and martensite may also favor the
occurrence of the RMT. Compared to the FM Cr78 and Cr79
alloys in Fig. 3(c), the difference between μ

L21
tot and μTet

tot is
much smaller in the FM V50 and V15 alloys, where the L21

phase is then not much lower than the tetragonal phase in
energy. However, shown in Table II, the Y = Cr and V alloys
are close to their stoichiometric compositions. With the same
composition, although the μ

L21
tot and μTet

tot values of the Y = V
alloy are much smaller than those corresponding to the Y = Cr
alloy, the difference between μ

L21
tot and μTet

tot of the former is
generally not much smaller than that of the latter. Similar
to Co2CrGa and Co2VGa alloys, all the off-stoichiometric
Y = Cr and V alloys shown in the table turn out to have
the behavior of the RMT and at 0 K, they possess the L21

structure.

D. Elastic property

1. Elastic constants of the stoichiometric Co2Y Ga alloys

Table III lists the Y dependence of 0 K C11, C12, C44, C′,
shear modulus (G), Young modulus (E), Debye temperature
(�), elastic anisotropy [A = 2C44/(C11 − C12)], and G/B of
the FM and PM (shown in the parentheses) L21-Co2Y Ga
alloys. It is shown that the present elastic constants of the
Y = Sc, V, Cr, Mn, and Ni alloys are in line with their
first-principles results from the projected augmented-wave
calculations [38,46,59]. Since the ground state of Co2ScGa
alloy is close to the PM state, calculated with the FM and
PM orderings its elastic constants are almost the same. For
the other compositions, nevertheless, their evaluated C11 as
well as C′, G, E, and � at the PM state are always smaller
than those at the FM state, whereas A of the PM alloy is
larger than that of the FM alloy. The PM ordering tends to
soften the elastic constants of these alloys. Especially for
Co2CrGa (or Co2VGa), the C′, G, E, and � values at the
PM state are merely their respective values at the FM state

7.93% (12.23%), 28.4% (33.8%), 30.5% (37.2%), and 54.1%
(59.1%), whereas the A value at the PM state is about 11.3
(6.48) times its correspondent at the FM state.

At the FM state, only Co2NiGa alloy can occur in the MT
from L21 to tetragonal. Correspondingly, its C′, G, E, and �

values are the smallest, whereas the A value is the biggest
among all the FM alloys in Table III. At the PM state, these
elastic constants of the Co2NiGa alloy change relatively small,
and the relative stability between its austenite and martensite
is then similar at the two magnetic states, as shown in Fig. 1.
However, in the PM Y = Cr and V alloys, their C′, G, E, and
� get smaller whereas A is bigger than those of Co2NiGa. As
a result, the normal MT is obtained in the two PM alloys as
well in Fig. 1(b). For the other PM alloys, their C′, G, E, and
� are still larger whereas A is smaller than those of Co2NiGa
alloy. Then, these alloys still possess the cubic L21 structure
at the PM state.

The plastic property of a material has been related to the
ratio of the shear and bulk modulus (G/B). A high value
of G/B (greater than ∼0.57) generally means the inher-
ent crystalline brittleness (ICB) of a bulk material. From
Table III, we find that the G/B values of these alloys are
all below this critical value and hence their ICB is low.
In comparison with the FM ordering, the PM ordering also
decreases the G/B of these stoichiometric alloys, especially
for Co2CrGa and Co2VGa alloys.

2. Elastic constants of the off-stoichiometric Co2Y Ga alloys

Table IV lists the static elastic constants C11, C12, and C44 of
the four groups of off-stoichiometric L21-Co2Y Ga alloys with
respect to the composition x as well as e/a. In each group
of alloys, C11, C12, and C44 all change monotonically with
respect to x (or e/a). In the Cr78 and V50 alloys, C11 and C12

decrease but C44 increases with increasing e/a at the FM state
whereas, at the PM state, all of them tend to increase with e/a.
In the two magnetic states of Cr79 alloys, C12 increases but
C44 decreases with increasing e/a whereas in the V15 alloys
with both the magnetic states, C12 decreases but C11 and C44

increase with e/a. For C11 of the Cr79 alloys, it increases at
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TABLE IV. x (and e/a) dependence of the static elastic constants C11, C12, and C44 of the L21 phase of Cr78 (48 � x � 56), Cr79 (53 �
x � 57), V50 (56 � x � 64), and V15 (4 � x � 12) alloys with both the FM and PM (shown in the parentheses) states.

Alloys x e/a C11 (GPa) C12 (GPa) C44 (GPa)

Cr78 48 6.89 249.9(181.4) 164.1(189.5) 146.6(127.8)
50 6.95 247.7(181.8) 164.1(192.6) 148.7(128.4)
52 7.01 243.8(182.4) 164.1(195.1) 150.8(129.1)
54 7.07 241.1(182.5) 163.9(195.7) 152.0(129.5)
56 7.13 240.0(182.6) 163.8(196.9) 153.5(130.0)

Cr79 53 7.065 241.6(181.9) 142.6(191.8) 152.8(130.6)
54 7.095 241.8(181.7) 144.1(191.8) 150.7(130.3)
55 7.125 241.9(181.6) 145.6(191.8) 149.4(130.1)
56 7.155 242.1(181.4) 147.0(191.8) 148.8(129.9)
57 7.185 242.2(181.3) 147.6(191.9) 148.4(129.7)

V50 56 6.8 207.0(200.8) 141.1(191.8) 126.5(114.9)
58 6.9 197.0(204.9) 131.5(196.1) 129.8(118.1)
60 7.0 191.2(206.9) 126.5(199.8) 133.5(121.2)
62 7.1 182.9(207.2) 122.4(202.3) 134.0(123.5)
64 7.2 172.3(207.5) 117.7(204.0) 134.4(125.0)

V15 4 7.31 219.3(201.6) 169.2(211.2) 130.2(120.6)
6 7.29 220.7(202.1) 166.9(209.1) 131.5(121.0)
8 7.27 222.1(202.5) 165.3(206.7) 132.7(121.5)

10 7.25 223.4(203.2) 163.4(204.7) 133.5(121.7)
12 7.23 224.2(203.9) 162.6(202.6) 134.3(121.8)

the FM state but decreases at the PM state with the increase of
e/a. In all these FM alloys, C11 is always much larger than C12,
whereas in the PM Cr78, Cr79, and V15 (x � 10) alloys, C11

is smaller than C12, giving their negative C′ values. In these
alloys, the PM L21 phase is then mechanically unstable as well
at 0 K.

Figure 4 shows the e/a dependence of C′, G, E, �, A,
and G/B of the four groups of FM L21 alloys. In the Cr78

FIG. 4. e/a dependence of the static tetragonal shear elastic
constant (C′ = (C11 − C12)/2) (a), shear modulus (G) (b), Young
modulus (E) (c), Debye temperature (�) (d), elastic anisotropy [A =
2C44/(C11 − C12)] (e), and G/B (f) of the FM L21 phase of Cr78
(48 � x � 56), Cr79 (53 � x � 57), V50 (56 � x � 64), and V15
(4 � x � 12) alloys.

and Cr79 alloys, the FM L21 phase corresponds to the ground
state. Their C′, G, E, and � of the phase are also much bigger
than those of the FM V50 and V15 alloys where, nevertheless,
the normal MT from L21 to tetragonal is then prone to occur at
finite temperature. With increasing e/a, all the C′, G, E, and �

values decrease whereas A increases in each group of alloys.
The decrease of C′ but the increase of A with e/a disfavors
the stability of the FM L21 phase, which further suppresses
the occurrence of the RMT but promotes the behavior of the
normal MT. Correspondingly, the TM values for the RMT
of the Cr78 and Cr79 alloys decrease whereas those for the
MT of the V50 and V15 alloys increase with increasing e/a.
Among the four groups of alloys, the V15 alloys possess the
biggest e/a ratio, and then they have the smallest C′ [Fig. 4(a)]
but the biggest A [Fig. 4(e)] values. Consequently, they also
possess the highest experimental TM values in Fig. 3(e).

Shown in Fig. 4(f), G/B ratio decreases with increasing
e/a in each group of alloys except for Cr78, where it is almost
composition independent. It indicates that the ICB of all these
Cr79, V50, and V15 alloys get lower and lower with the
increase of e/a. Then, with the biggest e/a ratio, the V15
alloys also possess the smallest G/B among the four groups
of alloys in the figure. They were therefore experimentally
found showing better mechanical properties than Ni-Mn-Ga
alloys [8,9].

E. Electronic structure

Similar to Ni-Mn-Ga [22–25], the MT of Co2CrGa al-
loy has been also demonstrated to be closely related to the
minority (spin-down) density of states (DOS) around Fermi
level of the cubic L21 phase in our previous work [21].
The more electrons are distributed around the Fermi level in
the minority DOS, the more unstable the system, due to the
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TABLE V. Total density of states at the Fermi level of the FM
[N (EF )↑FM and N (EF )↓FM for the spin-up and spin-down parts, respec-
tively, in states/Ry] and PM [N (EF )PM, in states/Ry] L21-Co2Y Ga
(Y = Sc, Ti, V, Cr, Mn, Fe, Ni, and Cu) alloys, together with the spin
polarization (P) of these FM cubic alloys.

Y N (EF )↑FM N (EF )↓FM N (EF )PM P

Sc 1.810 1.810 1.810 0
Ti 7.241 4.977 7.514 18.5
V 14.153 0.006 11.367 99.9
Cr 17.999 0.038 13.884 99.6
Mn 8.090 1.667 7.967 65.8
Fe 4.366 1.830 7.962 40.9
Ni 3.888 11.350 13.123 49.0
Cu 16.848 2.328 9.428 75.7

Jahn-Teller effect [22,23]. Here, to understand the atomistic
origin of the phase stability of L21-Co2Y Ga alloys, we com-
pare their total DOS at the Fermi level corresponding to
the FM [N (EF )↑FM and N (EF )↓FM, meaning the spin-up and
spin-down parts, respectively] and PM (N (EF )PM) states, as
shown in Table V. At the FM state, Co2NiGa alloy has the
biggest N (EF )↓FM and, correspondingly, it can occur in the
MT and possesses the tetragonal structure at the ground state.
At the PM state, N (EF )PM gets much bigger than N (EF )↓FM
in all the alloys except for Co2ScGa. The redistribution of
electrons increases the energy of the system and then enhances
the Jahn-Teller instability of the PM L21 phase. In these
PM alloys without Y = Sc, C′ is thus smaller whereas A is
bigger than their correspondents at the FM state. For Co2CrGa
and Co2VGa alloys, their N (EF )PM values are even larger
than N (EF )↓FM of Co2NiGa alloy, and then at the PM state
they can occur in the normal MT as well as Co2NiGa alloy.
However, for the other PM Co2Y Ga alloys, their N (EF )PM

values are still smaller than N (EF )↓FM of Co2NiGa alloy,
and correspondingly they are stabilized by the cubic L21

structure at the two magnetic states. From the calculated
spin polarization (P = |N (EF )↑FM − N (EF )↓FM|/|N (EF )↑FM +
N (EF )↓FM| × 100%) shown in the table, it is also confirmed
that in the FM L21 ground phase, both Co2CrGa and Co2VGa
alloys exhibit a nearly half-metallic behavior, which is in good
agreement with the previous theoretical results [43,53].

Figure 5 compares the total DOS of the FM and PM L21

and tetragonal phases of the Cr78 (x = 48 and 56), Cr79
(x = 53 and 57), V50 (x = 56 and 64), and V15 (x = 4 and
12) alloys. In the FM L21 phase, there is always a pseudogap
around the Fermi level in the minority DOS of these alloys,
i.e., their N (EF )↓FM values are much bigger than 0. This
result indicates that all four groups of off-stoichiometric alloys
possess the non-half-metallic property in the FM L21 phase.
For the Cr78 and Cr79 alloys, upon tetragonal distortion,
the pseudogap gets shallower and narrower, which increases
the states near the Fermi level and then enhances the energy
of the system. The FM L21 phase thus corresponds to their
ground state. At the PM state, a big peak appears right at the
Fermi level instead of in the cubic phase. Upon tetragonal
distortion, it splits and there a pseudogap is formed. The
tetragonal structure is thus more stable than the L21 structure

FIG. 5. Total density of states (DOS) of the FM and PM L21 and
tetragonal Cr78 (x = 48 (a) and 56 (b)), Cr79 [x = 53 (c) and 57 (d)],
V50 [x = 56 (e) and 64 (f)], and V15 [x = 4 (g) and 12 (h)] alloys.
The vertical lines indicate the Fermi level.

in the two groups of PM alloys. With increasing x (or e/a), the
pseudogap in the FM L21 phase becomes shallower and the
peak in the PM L21 phase gets a little bigger, whereas there is
almost no great change found in the DOS of the two magnetic
states of the tetragonal phase. As a result, with the increase
of e/a, the relative stability of the cubic L21 phase gets worse
and worse at both the FM and PM states. It favors TM for the
RMT decreasing but that for the normal MT increasing with
e/a.

In both the FM and PM L21 phases of V50 and V15 alloys,
the pseudogap in the minority DOS is below the Fermi level. It
results that the antibonding states (right side of the pseudogap)
are occupied as well as the bonding states (left side of the
pseudogap), which disfavors the stability of the cubic struc-
ture. Upon tetragonal distortion, the pseudogap shifts toward
a higher energy level, resulting that its valley is right at the
Fermi level in the two magnetic states of the tetragonal phase.
It means there the bonding states are fully occupied whereas
the antibonding states are empty, preferring the stability of the
system. Therefore, they are prone to occur in the normal MT
at both the FM and PM states. With increasing e/a, more and
more antibonding states are occupied around the Fermi level
in the minority DOS of the FM L21 phase, whereas there is
almost no great change found in the DOS of the other phases.
It favors the MT from L21 to tetragonal in the V50 and V15
alloys, and then their experimental TM values increase with
e/a.

IV. SUMMARY

Using the first-principles EMTO-CPA method, we have
systematically investigated the composition-dependent crys-
tal structure, magnetic moments, phase stability, and elas-
tic properties of the stoichiometric Co2Y Ga as well as the
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off-stoichiometric Cr78, Cr79, V50, and V15 alloys with both
the FM and PM states. The main results are summarized as
follows:

(1) At both the FM and PM states, the stoichiometric
Co2Y Ga (Y = Sc, Ti, Mn, Fe, and Cu) alloys possess the cubic
L21 structure, whereas the Co2NiGa alloy has the tetragonal
structure. Co2CrGa and Co2VGa alloys have the L21 structure
at the FM state but the tetragonal structure at the PM state.

(2) In the off-stoichiometric Co2Y Ga (Y = Cr and V)
alloys, the excess Y atom is always in the normal site, whereas
the excess Ga atom has strong tendency to take the Y sub-
lattice; the excess Co atom tends to take the Y sublattice in
the FM L21 phase but the normal site in the other phases
when Y = Cr, whereas when Y = V it is in the normal
site in the FM L21 phase but the Ga sublattice in the other
phases. The determined site occupations are also followed
by the off-stoichiometric Cr78, Cr79, and V50 alloys. In the
V15 alloys, nevertheless, the normal site occupation is always
energetically favorable.

(3) The Cr78 and Cr79 alloys can occur in the normal MT
at the PM state but the RMT at the FM state. Nevertheless,
only the normal MT is obtained in the V50 and V15 alloys,
where the small difference of the magnetization between the
austenite and martensite is supposed to suppress the RMT. In
the four groups of alloys, a larger c/a or �EAM

PP but a smaller
V, μL21

tot , or μTet
tot corresponds to a higher TM for the normal MT.

In the Cr78 and Cr79 alloys, the TM values for the RMT are
also predicted to decrease with increasing e/a.

(4) The PM ordering tends to soften the elastic constants of
all these L21 alloys. For the PM L21-Co2CrGa and Co2VGa

alloys, their C′, G, E, and � values get smaller whereas A is
bigger than those corresponding to Co2NiGa, and then they
can occur in the MT as well. For the PM L21 phase of Cr78,
Cr79, and V15 (x � 10) alloys, their static C′ values even turn
out to be negative, and then they are mechanically unstable as
well at 0 K. In the four groups of FM L21 alloys, C′, G, E, �,
and G/B decrease whereas A increases with increasing e/a,
which favors TM for their RMT decreasing but that for their
normal MT increasing with e/a.

(5) Among all the stoichiometric alloys with the FM
L21 phase, Co2NiGa alloy has the biggest N (EF )↓FM and,
correspondingly it can occur in the MT. For L21-Co2CrGa
and Co2VGa alloys, their N (EF )PM values are even larger
than N (EF )↓FM of L21-Co2NiGa alloy. They thus can occur
in the normal MT at the PM state as well. The composition
dependence of the MT of the four groups of off-stoichiometric
alloys could be also explained from their minority DOS
around the Fermi level of the L21 parent phase by means of
the Jahn-Teller effect.
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