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Abstract

In search for the origins of the extraordinary low twinnirigess of Ni-Mn-Ga magnetic shape memory alloys
we studied the thermally induced changes of structure ¥gNios, «Gaps_x (x=2.7-3.9) single crystal samples
and compared them with twinning stress dependences. Ty akhibited transformation to five-layered (10M)
martensite structure between 297 to 328 K. All samples édulmagnetic shape memory effect. Just below
the transformation temperature the samples had very loaning stress of about 0.1-0.3 MPa, which increased
with decreasing temperature. The structural changes wenétoned using X-ray diffraction in the temperature
range 173-343 KThe 10M structure was approximated by monoclinic latticéwhie unit cell derived from the
cubic unit cell of the parent L2phase. With decreasing temperature, the lattice parasetand y increased,
¢ decreased, whilb was nearly constant. Far< 3.5, sudden sharp changesamndb parameters additionally
occurred, resulting im = b in some regions of the phase diagram, which might be relat¢et refinement of
twin structure of 10M martensite on nanoscale. The temperatependences of lattice parametéandc or
c/a) correlate well with the temperature dependences of twinsitress in agreement with the prediction by a
microstructural model of twin boundary motion. On the canjy there is no correlation betwe¢a— b) and
twinning stress. This indicates no significant roleagh twins or laminate in twin boundary motion mechanism
and low twinning stress.
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1 Introduction site to be 3.5 MPa, which is comparable to experimental
o _ . value of~1 MPa for Type 1 twins. To explain the much
Twinning stress is one of the most important param§g, ey twinning stress of Type 2 twins, Faran and Shilo

te_r of magnetic §ha_pe memory alloys (MSMAs). O_n_ly[23] suggested that a thicker (more diffuse) Type 2 twin
with very low twinning stress the MSMAs can exhibit 4 ries experience a smaller Peierls energy varia-

the giant straining in magnetic field mediated by the;,, ang thus require less driving force to move. Sim-
motion of martensite twin boundaries, which phenomeﬁgnnargument was presented by Kaufman et al.] [24]
is kngwn asmagn_eticsl_wape memory effect or_magneti- Heczko et al. [[25], following reasoning by Salje and
cally induced reorientation (MIR) of martensitel[1, 2,13, Lee et al. [26[27], tentatively explained the very low

4,15,06/71.8.9, 10]. The MIR can be utilized in applica+inning stress of Type 2 twins by flat potential energy
tions requiring fast actuation with large stré&in [5], Wh”elandscape on an atomic scale
the inverse MIR (_mod_|f|cat|on of magnetic field by the Theoretical analysis of Rajasekhara and Ferrgira [28],
ferromagnetic twin microstructure rearrangement) cag 4 1 ore detailed analysis of Wang and Sehitdglii [13]
be used for sensing-type applications or vibrational €nd Faran and Shilo [29] show that the twinning stress
ergy harvesting. It turns out that for good applicatiorhepends on the shear modulus, the interplanar spacing
performance the twinning stress must typically be ABetween the twinning planes, and the Burgers vector
low as possmlé, of th? order of 0.1 MF'a.[:LO, 11], 05 the twin dislocations. The latter two depend on the
around 1 MPa in certam_ca_ses [12]. That |s_up to threﬁttice parameters, and the lattice parameters, in turn,
orders lower than the twinning stress of ordinary shapgxnange significantly with temperatufe [30] 81 32, 33].
memory matenals; [13]. o In relation to lattice parameters it is also interesting
The N|-Mn-Ga based MSMAs with flve-la){er(.ad (10M) hote that Sozinov et al. recently demonstrated that
martensite structure demonstrate very low twinning sfrgss twinning stress of tetragonal non-modulated (NM)

especially for the composition an25+_><G"_°‘Z5*X’Where martensite decreased significantly when reducing the
x =2.7-3.9[[10/_14]. The very low twinning stress Ofc/aratio, resulting in MIR in NM phasé [7].

the order of 0.1 MPa or eyen 0_'01 MRa [15] is 0b-  geiner et al, [34] suggested that in addition to atom-
served with Type 2 martensite twin boundarled [16, 17istic models (as e.g. Ref.[L3]), also meso- and micro-

18,[19,[20] in a broad temperature mterval. InCIud'ngs.tructure should be considered as an important factor
room temperaturd [14, P1]. The Type 2 twin bounOI'mﬂuencing the twinning stress. The particular inter-

anes can form |nllF)l§/I martensite because of the.nor}]—al twin microstructure can both decrease or increase
negligible monoclinicity of the nearly tetragonal lattice the twinning stress considerably and can play impor-

They connect two martensite variants with dlfferentorl-tam role in the different behavior of Type 1 and Type

entation of thec-axis by 180 lattice rotation around the 2 twins. The developed microstructural model based
twin shear axis. Ir\ contrast, the Type 1twin l.)oundar?egn elastic continuum theory shows that especially the
[16,[14], connecting the two variants by a simple MiMmonoclinic distortion of the lattice represented by a dif-

roring of the lattice at the twinning plane, show in avery, o a in attice parametea— b) and the monoclinic
age~1 MPa twinning stress at room temperature. Thﬁngley can control the twinning stress

twinning stress further increases with decreasing tem- 1\« fom various theoretical analyses and differ-
perature with the rate of about 0.04 MPalKl[21], 22].

The origin of the extraordinary low twinning stress

ent experiments it seems that the increase of twinning
stress with decreasing temperature can be related to the
in 10M martensite and sharply different twinning stresg »ges in lattice parameters. This motivated the present
of Type 1 and Type 2 twin boundaries and tWinningexperimental investigation. It is important to note here
stress temperature dependences have not yet been foH)ﬁt although the twin boundary kinetics in 10M marten-
explained, despite of the major significance of the sule ¢an depend strongly on thermal activation, the ther-
jectfor the whole field of MSMAs. Utilizing first-princi- ., o ~tivation may play no role in twinning stress][35].
ples atomistic simulations and twin nucleation modef,. example very lows0.1-0.3 MPa twinning stress of

based on the Peierls—Nabarro formulation, Wang anﬂ,pe 2 twins down to 1.7 K was reported in Refs./[14
Sehitoglul[ 18] predicted twinning stress of 10M martenzz]_ If there is no role of thermal activation, the direct
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linking of twinning stress changes with changing lattice  The nominal compositions of the alloys and the com-
geometry or structure becomes highly relevant. positions determined using X-ray fluorescence (XRF)
In this article, we investigate the links between thespectroscopy are given in Table 1 together with trans-
temperature-related increase in twinning stress and tifiemation temperatures. The main difference between
lattice parameters using the direct measurements of bdkte alloys is their Mn/Ga content, representectbieep-
properties on the single crystals exhibiting MIR. Weing the Ni content the same and as precisely as possible
follow the changes of the structure with decreasing termat 50 at.% is critical since the 10M phase region in Ni-
perature in the same single crystals which exhibit theontent—temperature phase diagram becomes narrow at
twinning stress of0.1 MPa for Type 2 twins at room low temperatures [10]. Even a very small deviation of
temperature. In order to take account of the effects dfi content of the order of 0.1 at.% may result in en-
twin microstructure on twinning stress property, we payarged twinning stress or instability of 10M martensite
a special attention to the changes in lattice monoclinigsee supplementary material of Ref.[[14]). The mag-
ity, i.e. to the slight difference betweemandb lat- netic and (inter)martensite transformation temperatures
tice axes and to the slight deviation of the related anglgiven in Table 1 were determined using AC and DC
y from 9C°. The measured temperature dependencesagnetic susceptibility measurements of the particular
of the lattice parameters and changes in lattice momstudied samples, and by complementary optical obser-
oclinicity are compared with the temperature depenvations of twin bands (dis)appearance for the case of
dences of twinning stress for Type 1 and Type 2 twir{freverse) martensite transformation.
boundaries. Additionally we found previously unre- The XRD measurements on single crystals were per-
ported changes in structure manifested as sudden, ndormed using two laboratory diffractometers with par-

monotonous changes @&andb lattice parameters. allel beam optics and Euler cradle. We had to resort
to non-usual X-ray analysis of single crystal in order to
. study precisely the same single crystals which exhib-

2 Material and methods Y PIECiSely Jge e

ited the very low twinning stress and MIR. In previous

Five NisgMnys,xGaps_x alloys for the study, whera study Mogylnyy et al.[[18] demonstrated that on single
was between 2.7 and 3.9 at.%, Table 1, were producéWSta|5 of 10M martensite the slight lattice monoclin-
by directional solidification in Adaptamat Ltd. The al-iCity can be seen well as the separation of the relevant
loys were essentially the same as in our previous réliffraction lines such as (400) and (040), and (440) and
ports on the twinning stress [14,]122]. All alloys exhib-(440) (adapted to our notation, originally (2 0 10) and
ited five-layered modulated (10M) martensite structur€ 010), and (200) and (0 0 10)). The (400), (040) and
at room temperature. This structure is approximated i{P04) diffraction lines were measured in Bruker D8 Dis-
this study by a monoclinic lattice with the unit cell de-cover diffractometer equipped with rotating Cu anode
rived from the parent cubic L2cell [36]. Using the (A =0.1540598 nm)and cooling stage Anton Paar DCS
monoclinic lattice allows to catch the main features of50. The stage temperature was varied from 350 K to
the structural changes without getting entangled intd70 K. The (600), (060), (440), and40) diffraction
complexity and details of still disputed structure of 10Mlines were measured in PANalytical X'Pert Pro diffrac-
martensite. Limits of such approach are discussed latE¥meter equipped with Co anod# ¢ 0.178901 nm)
in subsectiof3]5. and in-house built heating/cooling stage based on Peltier
The cuboid single crystal samples of dimensions dgelement. The superstructure {600} diffraction lines of-
1x2.5x10 mn? and 1x2.5x20 mm? were cut from fer more precise lattice parameter determination than
heat treated ingots along the {100} planes. Al Crysta‘|§400}diﬁracti0n lines, but at the cost of small diffracted
exhibited MIR at room temperature and very low twin-inténsity 200 times lower than for {400}][36]. In ad-
ning stress ofv0.1 MPa for Type 2 and-v1 MPa for dition to limited amount of the lines, the precision of the
Type 1 twins. The temperature dependences of twirgfructural parameters was limited by broadening of the
ning stress of alloys 1-5 were taken from Refs,| [14[nartensitic peaks. The width of peaks was at least 0.2
and [22], while the additional points for other alloyscompared to 0.09for laboratory standard of Si single
with x =2.7-3.9 were taken from Ref._[21]. crystal.
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Table 1: Nominal and XRFS-determined composition and foansation temperatures of the studied
NisoMn2s, xGaps_x alloys: forward martensite transformation temperaffije: Ms =~ Mg, reverse martensite
transformation temperatui ~ As ~ Ag, forward IMT start temperatur§yT, and reverse IMT start temper-
atureTrmT. Equilibrium temperature was calculatedTags= (Timt + Trimt ) /2 for alloys 1-3, for Alloys 4 and 5
it was determined by extrapolation, see Refl [14].

Alloy X Nominal composition ~ Composition by XRFS Ty  Ta  Tivt TRIMT To
(at. %) (at. %) (at. %) K) (K) (K) (K) (K)
A”Oy 1 3.9 NiSO.OMn28.9G@1.l Ni4g'8Mn29'4G@0_8 328 336 251 310 281
A”Oy 2 3.7 Niso'oanng@l_g Ni50}2Mn28'56@1_3 324 330 182 287 235
A”Oy 3 35 Niso'oang'sG@l5 Ni50'1Mn28,4Gan5 318 323 85 274 178
Alloy 4 3.2 NisgoMnogoGapy g NisgoMnogoGapy g 309 315 10 notresolved ~100
A”Oy 5 2.7 Ni50'0Mn27,7Ga223 Ni50}0Mn27'5G®2_5 297 301 no IMT above 1.7K ~0

To get unambiguous and as precise as possible lat-
- , , , h?> k% 2hkcosy
tice parameters we prepared samples with uniform ori- 1 — =,
, s . a2 p? ab |
entation of c-axis (“single variant” state) by a few MPa 2 +3- 1)
hid

sin?y c?
compression, i.e., neither Type 1 nor Type 2 twin bound- _ ) o ]
ary was present during the XRD measurements. Nonethe:rhe two (440) and440) diffraction lines in com-

less, the sample with this uniform orientation of c-axiéj'naF'(?n with (400) and (0_40) lines —_or for increased
still exhibits rich internal structure. It typically corites precision (600) and (060) lines — provided all necessary

internal {100} compound twins and internal {110} com.nformation fory determmauon_. We had four indepen-
pound twins, referred also ag/b-laminate and mod- dent measurements to determine three parameters: a, b,

ulation domains, respectively [36,137]. The unavoig@"dy- The interplanar distanagy, was calculated us-

able presence of tra/b-laminate allows to observe the "9 Bra.gg S law Zing Sin6 = nA. The search for {440}
(400) and (040) diffraction lines for single orientationdiffraction lines, however, turned to be somewhat labo-

of the sample: same applies also for the (600), (060) Jious When using powder diffractometers in single crys-
(440), @40) pairs. tal studies. Therefore we developed a complementary

method fory determination, which utilized the fact that

The diffraction maxima of the single crystals were _
first located usingo- and - scans. Then they— 20 y angle is closely related to the angleobserved be-

scans were measured with corresponding offsets. TI%’een the traces of Type 1 and Type 2 twin boundaries
obtained diffractograms were evaluated by in-house sott? {100} oriented surface: [20] (see also AIg. 7):

ware that fitted up to six peaks using Pearson VII func- 2 _p?

tions [38]. To achieve relevant precision, the peaks cosy = —p,~tana. @)
were fitted usingK, doublet. The width and shape

2ab
. _ It is important to note here that even very small
parameters of Pearson VII function were constrained

linic di i - fth fOoL°
to have the same value for one diffractogram. Thar'EnonOC inic distortion(y — 90°) of the order of 01° can

. . . L result in relatively large angle of the order of sev-
gave good stability of the fit when diffraction lines were ylarg g

) , - ld b d opticall th facel[20, 21,
overlapped at the cost of slightly reduced fit preC|S|onera egrees observed optically on e surtacell

. . _ . [36]. The temperature dependences of lattice parame-
as the assumption of the same width for all diffraction ] P P P

. . tersa(T), b(T), andc(T) were determined from {400}
lines was not fully justified. . o i
: . diffraction lines. Thea(T) dependence was obtained
In order to determine lattice parametgrwe mea-

. - N from optical observations of sample with both Type 1
sured the {440} diffraction lines as they are significantly P . i P yp i
. . . and Type 2 twin boundaries close to each other, using
influenced by this angle. In the monoclinic structure,

light mi i in-h il I-
the equation for theHkl} diffraction lines is [39]: ? 'ght m@roscope equp.ed by.an In-house bu',t €00
ing/heating stage. Equati@n 2 is, however, valid only

for ideal {101} twins without internal structure. We
assumed regula/b-lamination, i.e. the same volume




L. Straka et al., "Thermally induced changes of structure in ..

3 RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

fraction ofa- andb-oriented lamellasX = 0.5 accord-
ing to notation of Ref[[36]), and used a relevantly mod-_.
ified equation:

DC susceptibility (a.u

o1 r Cooling Range investigated |
0.08 4 K/min by XRD 1
1 2_ K2 1 2 aZ
0.06
y= arcco$ ah tana)+§arcco$ tana) ! | 1om
(3) 77140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340

Fine modulation domains can also lead to various
tilt of Type 2 twin boundary and a false reading [25,

0.18

Heating

NM

0.16 |

0.14

0.12

*
TRimt

Temperature (K)

@

. . i XRD i
40]. Nonetheless, in contrastagb-laminate, the mod- Cooling Scall Heating T
ulation domains are often large enough (at least for crys- 004 Alloyl | AL L21) 330
. B ) ] . I (Cuanode) [~ ~T—— 10M 320
tals from Adaptamat) to be identified in optical micro- | Y [ T M 359
scope([36] and are also more easily controlled, for exi TV — égé
ample by mechanical training_[41]. We avoided theZ 269
. . . < LioM— " >———— 240
effect of modulation domains by preferably selectingg 230
samples with very large or nearly single modulationdo- [ NM+14M 210
. . - - i 190
main. In some cases, mechanical training consisting [[Nm+14m 180
of tensile/compressive loadings was used to change the 67 68 69 67 68 69
distribution of modulation domains towards the single 260) (b) 26()
domain configuration.
Cooling XRD scan  Heating T (K)
. . Alloy 1
3 Resultsand discussion (Cu anode) O
] ) 3 RN\
In the following subsectioris 3.1 ahd B.2 we describe i B -
detail the study of two alloys (alloy 1 and 3) represent-2 10M %
]
ing typical behavior and then we summarize all obsers | =~ S0l 220
vations for all five alloys in subsectionsB.3 dnd 3.4. In [ NM-+14M 200
subsectiofi 315 we discuss the limits of the used lattice pNM*+14M A

approximation. The last two subsectidns] 3.6 Bnd 3.7 58 59 60 61 62 63 64 6558 59 60 61 62 63 64 65

provide the comparison of structure evolution with the

26 (°)

(c

20
) )

measured twinning stress. The first subse¢fioh 3.1 deals

ith | hich th liditv of the struct Figure 1: Structural changesin alloy 1: a) DC magnetic
with simple case on which the validity of the struc urés susceptibility curve with intermartensite transformatio
determination method is demonstrated.

temperatures and corresponding phases 10M, 14M, NM
marked. b, cyv— 20 scans in selected®@intervals per-
formed during quasistatic cooling and heating in tem-
perature range marked in (a). The patterns are normal-
ized to maximum intensity and positioned according to

) o the measurement temperature (axis on the right). The
The magnetic susceptibility measured for alloy 1 dur¢400} peaks of 10M phase and regions with different
ing cooling and subsequent heating is shown in[Hig. 1@hases 10M, 14M, NM are marked. Peak splitting due
During cooling from 310 K, there are no significant!® Ka doubletis marked in Fig. 2b.

changes in susceptibility down gyt =251 K, where

a large sharp jump starts. This first jump in susceptieating, the material exhibits again two sharp changes
bility is ascribed to the transformation to 14M martendn susceptibility, ascribed to the reverse transformation
site. During further cooling, start of second jump ocNM—14M and 14M-10M at T3yt and TriwT, re-
curs atTjr, Which marks the transformation of the spectively. The different initial and final DC magnetic
14M martensite to so-called non-modulated (NM, pureBusceptibility for 10M martensite is easily explained by
tetragonal) martensite with loregaxis. Upon following  different twin variant distributions before and after the

3.1 ThelOM+«+14M<«+NM transfor mation
sequence observed in alloy 1
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transformations to other phases. mation sequence NM(+14M}14M—10M, and to cor-
The 10M—14M<«>NM intermartensite transforma- responding reverse changes of the relevant lattice pa-
tion (IMT) sequence is well known and was presentedameter. The structural changes 16M4M<«NM dur-
previously e.g. in[[42l 43, 44]. As the temperaturéng cooling and heating are thus clearly demonstrated
range investigated by XRD includes the IMTs of alloyby the changes of the lattice parameter corresponding
1, Fig.a, it is obvious that all the mentioned IMTsto the “(004)” peak, Fid.11b.
shall be reflected in the XRD patterns. The thermally-induced structural changes in alloy 1
The thermal evolution of (004) peakén— 260 scans are even more visible when monitoring the (400) and
performed during cooling and heating is displayed irf040) diffraction lines, i.ea andb lattice parameters of
Fig. Ib. This and all below discussed diffraction peak40M martensite. The two reflections shift slightly with
are split due to the presencelyf doubletin the diffrac- the decreasing temperature indicating gradual changes
tion spectrum. During cooling from room temperaturein a andb lattice parameters, but they suddenly disap-
the (004) peak shifts gradually, indicating the gradugbear at about 230 K, Figl 1c. Instead of these two re-
shortening of thec lattice parameter. At 230 K, the flections, two other lines appear afl 2- 59.5° and at
peak broadens and then it shifts suddenly to the right @0 ~ 64°. That corresponds very well to the (404)
220 K. That indicates 10M>14M transformation with and (040j4\y reflections, previously reported in the lit-
the mixture of two phases being temporarily presergrature([8[ 45, 46], and thus we can be quite confident
around 230 K. The sudden shift to the largérrdarks that we really observe the 14M phase. Upon further
the sudden contraction of tledattice parameter and the cooling, these peaks almost disappear at 180 K due to
finish of 10M—14M IMT (i.e., cigw changed tac14y  the transformation to NM martensite. Upon follow-
andciom > Cram). ing heating, the corresponding reverse transformations
Further cooling resulted in another change of theccur, resulting in reappearance of the relevant peaks,
(004) peak shape at 170 K, at which temperature tHeig.[c.
peak consisted of two convoluted lines (not counting In summary, we can conclude that alloy 1 exhibits
the Ky split). The new line at 8 ~ 68.5° can be as- behavior which is expected from the previously known
cribed to NM phase; so there is a mixture of NM andLOM«>14M«+>NM transformation sequence. The changes
14M martensite at 170 K. Similarly as for the 16M.4M in {400} lines of 10M martensite or corresponding lines
transformation, the NM phase exhibited slightly shorteof the other phases reflect the thermally-induced changes
lattice parameter than the 14M phase. Note that for Nvh 10M lattice and also clearly indicate the IMTs of
martensite, the described “(004)” line actually correthe 10M—14M+>NM sequence. The determined lat-
sponds to the (40Q) line and to the shoréyy lat-  tice parameters of the individual phases have relation
tice parameter (not tony parameter). The different cigw > Ciav > anm. Importantly we observed also a
lattice parameters;gy > C1am > anm indicate that the mixture of 10M+14M and 14M+NM martensites, how-
10M—14M—NM sequence can be induced also by amver, they were only present in limited temperature in-
external compressive stregsxT, since the stress will tervals. The confirmed behavior gave us the confidence
preffer the shorter lattice parameter of the other phaghat the used method is sound and can be applied to
[44]. more complicated cases as shown below.
The observed transformation to NM martensite is,
however, clearly incomplete. The magnetic susceptibil3.2 Temperature dependence of a, b, clat-
ity curve indicates that the whole 14MNM transfor- tice parametersin alloy 3
mation occurs in about 30 K interval and sharply ends,
Fig.[a. Additional cooling beyond the limit of our ex- 1"€ magnetic susceptibility measured for alloy 3 dur-
perimental arrangement would presumably result in 89 cooling and following heating is shown in F[g. 2a.
pure NM phase. During heating from 170 K, the re-The susceptibility curve exhibits similar features as the
verse transformations can be seen in the XRD pattef!"ve for alloy 1indicating the 10M-14M«>NM trans-
as the sudden shifts of (004) peak towards smalésr o formation sequence, but the transformations are shifted
Fig.[b. These shifts correspond to the reverse transfd@ Much lower temperature and are less clearly sepa-
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N
o

ing and heating is shown in Figl. 2b. The peak gradually
shifts with temperature indicating the gradual changes
in c lattice parameter, but there are no sudden shifts as
those observed for alloy 1. That is an additional indica-
& Kmin \ 1am ! 1om tion that none of the 10M>14M«NM transformations
‘ T 1M ‘ occurs. Nonetheless, some subtle changes in structure
e 0% appear, reflected as changes in (400) and (040) peaks,
(@) described below. During cooling, the (400) and (040)
peaks only shift slightly with the decreasing tempera-

NMm_ Heating  —— ng;,MT Alloy 3

[y
®

[y
o
T

Range investigated -
by XRD

DC susceptibility (a.u.)
PR
N b
—>

[y
o
T

Cooli XRD scan  Heati T (K . .
oomne eamng 9 ture at first, FiglRc. At 243K, the peaks suddenly start
034 (Ac”?;iode) KaryyKaz §§§ changing their shape, and at even lower temperature,
I - 3891 the two peaks (400) and (040) merge into a single broad
e )\ I i i
s % AN 23(8) - peak which looks almost featureless. During the fol-
2 N AN 280 1 lowing heating, this broad peak changes only slightly
£ JJ\‘\\ ﬁ §§§ its shape but does not visibly split.
N A 291 Closer analysis of the selected XRD patterns ob-
J\/\ igg tained at 283, 243, and 193 K upon cooling and at 293 K
66 67 68 69 66 67 68 69 upon heating (marked in Figl 2c by filled green circles)
26() (b) 260 is shown in Fig[B. The analysis reveals that in ad-
dition to the two (400) and (040) lines observed e.g.
Cooling ~ XRDscan  Heating T (K) at 283K, Fig[Ba, a third line appears around 243K,
Alloy 3 400 340} Fig.[3b. With the temperature decreasing further, this
(Cu anode) l:04o PN R o . .
PN 370 [  new peak gains intensity on the account of the original
300 f . . .
3 g —‘/ﬁc* 200 | (400) peak, Figli3c. We assigt lattice parameter to
> = 281 this new line, where > & > b. As we monitor only
2] A\ 283K, 250 . .
5 240 1 few peaks, we cannot decide here whether the new line
= 5201 reflects the growth of “new” martensitic phase or if the
N . . - - .
SN — ?é(g) L same lattice is showing a new type of distortion. The
) S— = 1% . N T
60 61 62 063 6460 o1 62 03 ea detailed analysis using synchrotron radiation is planned

26 () 20 () to clarify the issue. Upon following heating from low
(c) .
temperatures, the peak shape also changes with temper-

Figure 2: Structural changes in alloy 3: a) DC magneti@t”re* and the analysis indicates that at 273 K, the XRD

susceptibility with ascribed intermartensite transformapattern can be fit by only a single peak, corresponding
tion temperatures and corresponding phases 10M, 14, a common lattice constaat= b.

NM marked. b, C)“.)* 20 scans In sele.cted92|nter- . Thus, we observe some kind of structural transfor-
vals performed during quasistatic cooling and heating . ) )

in temperature range marked in (a). The patterns afBation whichresults in sudden small sharp changes of
normalized to maximum intensity and are positioneé@ndb lattice parameters but importantly notoparam-
according to the measurement temperature (axis on tager. Similar XRD pattern developments, correspond-
right). The {400} peaks of 10M phase and peak spllt-Ing to sudden sharp changesanandb or to a = b,

ting due toK, doublet are marked. .
were observed also in alloys 4 and 5. In these cases,

) ) _ however, no third peak was found. All observations are
rated. The intermartensite transformation temperatur%s

ummarized and discussed in the next chapter.
Timt and T, are well below the interval available in
the X-ray diffraction measurement and thus none of the
10M«+14M+NM IMTs can be seen in the XRD pat-
terns.
The (004) peak for alloy 3 monitored during cool-
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—_ Fit=Peak 1+Peak 2+Peak 3 — —_ L Fit=Peak 1+Peak 2+Peak 3 — |
725 F@ Measured ] 2 20 - (b) % Measured -«
5 Alloy 3 Peak 1 (b) — - 5 Alloy 3 Peak 1 (b) — -
820 =283k Peak 2 (@) - - ] 815 F T=243K Peak 2 (@) - - 4
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Figure 3: The closer look and fitting of selected XRD pattdmarked by green filled circles in Figl 2) using
Pearson VII function: a) alloy 3 at 283 K, cooling; b) alloy 8223 K, cooling; ¢) alloy 3 at 193K, cooling; d)
alloy 3 at 293 K, heating. The provided peak intensities areralized to Lorentz polarization factoeb).

3.3 Temperature dependence of a,b,clat- servedinalloy 5, in which, however, no weak line is ob-
tice parameterssummarized for all al-  served and the parameters are so close to each other that
they can be distinguished only by using {600} diffrac-
tion lines, which provide better resolution than {400},
The room temperatur b lattice constants determined Fig.df. Unfortunately the analysis using {600} lines
during cooling are summarized in Figl 4a. In agreeyas only possible near room temperature in our experi-
ment with the previous investigation by Lanska et alpental arrangement.
[30], the difference betweea andb decreases when a0y 3 exhibits complex development of lattice con-
the (reverse) martensite transformation temperature arants, Fig-4d, which may be a combination of the ef-
proaches the room temperature. fects observed in alloys 2 and 4. Upon cooling, the pa-
Theaandb lattice parameters of all alloys as func-rameters come closer to each other at about 260 K (but
tions of temperature are displayed in £ig. 4b-f. Alloy 1gq not coincide) while there is still an extra weak line
exhibits small gradual changes of the parameters Wi%rresponding to the original (400) reflection. During
temperature, Fig14b, with almost constant andris-  peating, the parameters eventually coincide at 250 K
ing slightly with decreasing temperature. Pagounis &fnq then separate around 320 K (see also peak analysis
al. reported recently same trends in the lattice conp, Fig.@). In repeated experiments, the weak lines were
stants for NégMn292Gap0s, Which is very close to al- gometimes undetected in alloys 3 and 4, which may be
loy 1 [31]. Alloy 2 exhibits similar dependence, butqye g different analyzed spot or sample adjustment.
the parameters show some tendency to come closer to |, contrast to complex changes observedsidriat-
each other at about 220 K upon cooling and at abogce parameters, the lattice parameter exhibits rather
270 K upon heating, Figl4c. In alloy 4, the parametergniform behavior in all alloys. The dependencecof
seem fo actually coincide at about 270 K upon coOlttice parameter of 10M martensite on the relative tem-
ing and separate at about 300 K upon heating, but theb%rature(T — Ag) is similar in all alloys studied, Fig]5;
is also a weak line corresponding to the original (400j,e parameter decreases gradually with decreasing tem-
line or a parameter, with decreasing intensity, [Eig. 4€perature.

Similar coincidence of parameters upon cooling is ob- pggged ora, b, clattice parameters evolution obtained

loys
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Figure 4: Temperature dependencesdf lattice parameters summarized for alloys 1-5: a) Room teatye

a,b lattice parameters as functions of austenite st} femperature. b-f) Determined temperature dependences
of a,b lattice parameters for alloy 1 (b), alloy 2 (c), alloy 3 (dljpos 4 (e), and alloy 5 (f). The numbers next to
selected curves are average peak intensities (countsg ablbvant curve parts. Dashed and solid lines are just
guides for eyes.
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Figure 5: Lattice parameteras a function of relative X (atomic %)

temperaturéT —As) for alloys 1-5. Figure 6: Phase diagram showing the region with “new

phase” with changed, b lattice parameters and/or with
from the peak analysis, we can state rather confidentfy= b. The region is marked by green color and thick
that some significant changes in 10M structure relate %ashed blue line (changesarb occurring on cooling)

_ i and red line (changes e b occurring on heating).
only toa andb lattice parameters occur in alloys 3 and

4 upon heating and cooling. The approximate tempera- -

ture and compositional region of this “new phase” and " [ ‘O\Q\%Q cosy— & ’b"z tana
of phase witha = b is marked by the green area in the 4l \‘\Q

phase diagram in Fig]6. New phases were reporteds 3

in Ni-Mn-Ga before; for example Kim et all_[47] and % 651 00\0‘@
Kushida et al.[[48] indicated new “x-phase” induced in < %
austenite or pre-martensite by compressive stress. How- $ &f\e 2 ‘W'“ DOU"}‘{aW g %AI |
ever, as we investigate only few lines of a single crystal 5 = X = . ®
diffraction pattern, we cannot provide full explanation 220 240 260 TZ(EIB(O) 300 320

of the new structure formed. That is beyond the scope @)

of this article and requires further research. Here we can o1

only suggest that for certain composition and temperag o g | NsoMN250Gaz5x 4,4 29 N

ture ranges, the material transforms to a slightly modiJE 008 | -y 237 "AM\ |
fied or “new” 10M phase. In our monoclinic approxi- %90.7 LT -_‘__‘_ng,si"-v”v;y-v\m—
mation this phase exhibitsclose to or it is even iden- ‘é 90.6 ¢ o e X32 Yo+
tical to b (corresponding to the strorgj or b lines at E 90.5 " y+0.4 (alloy 1) ' 4 x.=2 e \

low temperatures in Fi@] 4d-f), while the residua of the“’ 904 X{g % 8”85 ?13 Z ’ Bﬂﬂ‘ﬂ %90
original phase witra # b remain in the material (and = Zzz | %00%:"'85 53 om F;ﬁg“cé.é;‘? E

generate the weak (400) arline). See section 3.5 for 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340
T(K)

further discussion. (b)

Figure 7: Measurements relatedyttattice parameter:
a) Anglea as a function of temperature in alloy 1, de-
termined as illustrated in the lower inset. The principal

relation betweem andy is given in the upper inset. b)
The y lattice parameter was determined by two methl_attlce parametey (+offset) as a function of temper-

ods: from {440} reflections (Ed.]1) and from optical gtre determined from {440} reflections, Hd. 1 (filled

observations of the angle between the Type 1 and symbols) and fronw, Eq.3 (empty symbols) for alloys
Type 2 twin boundary traces on the {100} surface (|n~1 —5. Note various 0-04offset added to the depen-
dences for the sake of clarity, for an alternative offset-
sets in Fig[7a and E@] 3). The evident change of an-
ree plot, see Fid.]8c.
gle a with temperature is demonstrated for alloy 1 in

Fig.[da. Thex angle decreases with increasing temper-

3.4 Temperature dependence of y lattice
par ameter

10
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ature in all alloys. However, even very near (reversegmall changesin, b lattice parameters (compare Hijj. 2a

martensite transformation it is far from zero in all al-and Fig[2c at 240 K).

loys, indicating thay deviates from 90even just prior

to reverse transformation. 3.6 Reéation between lattice parametersand
To demonstrate equivalence between two approaches twinning stressfor Type 1 twins

the comparison is made in Figl. 7b; the filled symbols

were determined using EGl 1, while the open symbolgor all alloys in the studied compaosition range, the twin-

by Eq.[3. It is apparent that both methods yield veryning stress of Type 1 twins increases rapidly with de-

similar values ofy. In order to facilitate the compar- creasing temperature following an universal dependence

ison with the twinning stress, an alternative plotyof With the slope of about 0.04 MPa/K [22,121]. This

as a function of relative temperatufe— As is shown dependence is displayed in Fig. 8a by open blue dia-

in Fig.[8c. All alloys exhibit very similary(T — Ag) monds (alloy 5) and small filled red squares (various

dependence with decreasing with increasing tempera-2/l0ys from [21] withx = 2.7 - 3.9), and is labeled as

ture. Near martensite transformatigry 90.25°, while  1YP€ 1 twins”. The microstructural model by Seiner

50 K below the transformatiory,~ 90.4°. et al. [34] suggests that the increase originates from

the a/b-lamination ({110} compound twins) and thus

it is related to the difference between thandb lattice

3.5 Limits of the used lattice approxima-
constant§a— b). Alternatively, it can originate from

tion modulation domains ({100} compound twins) and thus

The used monoclinic lattice approximation and descripit is related to angle, or, more precisely, tg— 90°.
tion bya,b, ¢, y lattice constants cannot in principle de-  The determineda—b) as a function of relative tem-
scribe fully the 10M structure and its fine structuralperature T — Ag) is given in Fig[8b. In spite of some
changes. The changes in diffraction patterns observedatter, it is obvious from the figure that ttee— b) de-
in monoclinic approximation as sudden changea,in  pendences differ significantly for different alloys. The
lattice constants may originate also from other effectBigher is the transformation temperature (or Mn content
than the simple change in lattice symmetry. These mayf the alloy or electron per atom concentrat&ia), the
be, for example, refinementin thgb-lamination, changelsrger is thga— b) difference and it grows more rapidly
in twinning periodicity, changes in stacking of basalwith the decreasing temperature. For alloys with trans-
planes of 10M structure, or, more generally, as refinformation close to room temperature (alloys 4 and 5),
ing or coarsening of adaptive martensite|[24, 46]. Rethe (a— b) difference is nearly zero or zero in most of
cently Ge et al. [[49] demonstrated gradual change dfie temperature intervals studied, see also[Fig. 4e, f.
lattice parameters resulting from the coarsening of nan- The significantly differen{a — b) dependences in
otwins during the 14M+NM transformation observed different alloys, Fig[’Bb, compared with the same uni-
by TEM. All the mentioned effects can significantly in- versal dependence of twinning stress for Type 1 twins,
fluence the diffraction pattern and can result in an addFig.[8a, indicate that the increase in twinning stress can-
tional or missing diffraction peaks and consequent difnot originate from thea/b lamination. Especially for
ficulties in lattice symmetry determinatian [50,/51].  alloy 5, theaandb are very close to each other or identi-
In this respect it is also interesting to note that aceal resulting in n@/b-laminate, but the twinning stress
cording to Righi et al. [[52], the transformation of theincrease is about the same as in other alloys (note that
10M structure from commensurate to incommensurafacorrecta, b constants were listed in Ref._[22] due to
did not result in sudden changesarb lattice constants. an unnoticed typo). Thus, this experiment excludes the
Additionally Glavatskyy([33] reported magnetic transi-a/b-lamination as the primary origin of the twinning
tions in the 10M structure, but did not find any sud-stress increase for Type 1 twins.
den changes in lattice constants. In our case, the ob- In contrast, better correlation is obtained with the
served structural transitions do not seem to be of mag{T — As) dependences. All alloys exhibit similgfT —
netic character, since we did not detect any significats) dependences in the temperature interval between
changes in magnetic susceptibility during the suddeAs and at leasfs— 50 K, Fig.[8c. That compares well,
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Figure 8: Comparison of twinning stress temperature degrecesb (a) with the temperature dependences of lattice
parametersa— b) (b), y (c), andc/a (d). The temperature is given relative to the austenité stamperatureAs);

To = (Timt + TrimT ) /2 marks the equilibrium temperature. The twinning stregeeddences are compiled from
our previous measurements presented in Réfs. [14] (all®y Type 2 twins),[[2P] (alloy 5, Type 1 twins), and
[21] (Type 1 and Type 2 twins, red and green filled squareshnRtemperatur¢ andc/a are additionally listed

in insets in (c) and (d). Dashed and solid lines are guidesyes only.
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within the experimental scatter, with the observed unistress below the measured temperature range.
versal dependence of twinning stress of Type 1 twins, No systematic correlation can be seen between the
Fig.[8a. This suggests that the increase in twinnin@ype 2 twinning stress increase and changes in lattice
stress may originate from the— 90° distortion. Ac- constants, Fid.]8. No significant changes in lattice pa-
cording to the theoretical modél [34] and experimentalameters of alloy 1 occur p where the twinning stress
investigations[37], the propagating Type 1 twin boundstarts rising. In contrast, alloy 2 exhibits sudden changes
ary interacts strongly with modulation domains ({100}in a,b lattice parameters nedg. Nonetheless, alloy 3
compound twins). The modulation domains may bahows similar sudden changes in lattice parameters far
distributed in bulk or may be formed in the vicinity of above theTp, with no impact on the twinning stress.
the propagating boundary [37]. Larggr 90° means Thus, there is no clear correlation with the lattice con-
that more energy is needed to form, overcome or redistants, and the emerging embryos of the 14M phase
tribute the modulation twins, so the positive correlatiomemain to be the most suspected reason for increasing
betweery and twinning stress is expected [34]. twinning stress of Type 2 twins.

Moreover, thec lattice parameter oc/a ratio ex-
h|b.|ts similar fjer?(?ndence in all alloys, -F@;. 5 and 8d4 conclusions
This can be significant because tya ratio represents

the twinning shear, which must somehow influence thgy,o temperature dependences of lattice parametore,
twinning stress. For example in doped NM martensitg 4 y were determined for NjMnzs,xGaps_x single

the twinning stress decreased about tenfold when C@ystals with 10M structure exhibiting very low twin-
was reduced by about 5%I[7]. Thus, the observed inying stress and magnetically induced reorientation (MIR).

crease of twinning stress with decreasing temperatuigii, decreasing temperature, the lattice parameters

may be potentially linked to the changesdror ¢/a.  ang monoclinic angly increasede decreased, whilb

Nonethelessc/a as a function of T — Ag) is slightly a5 nearly constant. Sudden large changes of lattice pa-
different in different alloys, Fid.18d, and its correlation g meters indicate the intermartensite transformation se-

with twinning stress is slightly less convincing than forquence 10M>14M<sNM. Additionally, in alloys with

the case of. x < 3.5, we observed small sudden changes, inlat-

tice parameters (but not in parameter) far above the
3.7 Relation between lattice parametersand intermartensite transformation temperature. This sug-

twinning stress for Type 2 twins gests some fine structural rearrangement of 10M marten-

o site, which may be related to the refinement of twin
The temperature dependences of twinning stress for Type
structure on nanoscale.

2 twins are given in Fid.18a for each alloy separately and . . :
. ¢ ¢ _ . ysep y The direct comparison of the determined tempera-
additionally the observations for various alloys from . .
i ) ) ture dependences of lattice parameters with the temper-
[21] with x = 2.7 — 3.9 are given as small filled green - -
_ature dependence of twinning stress indicate the follow-
squares. The dependences are labeled as “Type 2 tWIr?ﬁ" _

in the figure. The twinning stress is about constant be-
tweenAg and some (low) temperature, below which it e Twinning stress of Type 1 twin boundaries is not

rises rapidly. This temperature depends on alloy com- correlated with(a — b), but it is reasonably cor-
position and was found to coincide with the equilib- related withy, and there is also a reasonable cor-
rium temperaturdy = (Timt + TrimT)/2, Which sug- relation withc or c/a.

gests that the twinning stress rise is related to the emerg-
ing embryos of the 14M phase [14]. Alternatively it was
suggested that the rise may also originate from changes
in the lattice constants and thus we compare here the
lattice constants and twinning stress. The comparisarhus, in contrast with the microstructural modell[34],
can be made only for alloys 1 and 2 and partly for althe twinning stress of Type 1 twin boundaries does not
loy 3; the rest of alloys exhibit the increase in twinningdepend significantly oma/b lamination. On the other

e Twinning stress of Type 2 twin boundaries is not
correlated with any of the studied lattice parame-
ters.
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