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Abstract

The ;) XK, relation is called polarization structure. By density functional calculations, we
study the polarization structure In ferroelectric perovskite PbT 1 3, revealing (1) the X, point that
contribbutes m ost to the electronic polarization, (2) the m agnitude of bandw idth, and (3) subtle
curvature of polarization dispersion. W e also investigate how polarization structure n PbT 105
ismodi ed by com pressive inplane strains. T he bandw idth of polarization dispersion in PbT 103
is shown to exhibit an unusual decline, though the total polarization is enhanced. A s another
outcom e of this study, we form ulate an analytical schem e for the purpose of identifying what
detem ine the polarization structure at arbitrary K, points by m eans of W annier finctions. W e

nd that ¥, ) is determ ined by two com peting factors: one is the overlaps between neighboring
W annier functionsw ithin the plane perpendicular to the polarization direction, and the other is the
localization length parallkel to the polarization direction. Inplane strain Increases the form er whilke
decreases the latter, causing Interesting non-m onotonous e ects on polarization structure. Finally,
polarization dispersion in another paradigm ferroelectric BaT 10 3 is discussed and com pared w ith

that of PbT 10 3.
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I. NTRODUCTION

E lectric polarization is a key quantity for com puting and understanding technologically—
relevant e ective charges, diekctric and piezoelectric regoonses that are the derivatives of
polarization w ith respect to atom ic digplacam ent, electric eld, and strain, respectively.l ]
Polarzation also plys an inportant role In the m ethodology developm ent of the theory
dealing with nite electric elds in In nite solids, by m inin ization of the fiee energy F =
U E P [Z,13,4,5]. Total ekectric polarization consists of electronic contribution P1)
and ijonic com ponent (P, ) . C om puting the latter com ponent is straightforw ard using point
charges, w hilke calculating the electronic polarization isnot. Today P, is calculated using the
sophisticated m odem theory of polarization [6,17]. A ccording to the theory, P corresoonds
to a geom etrical phase of the valence electron states,
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is the B erry phase of occupied B loch wave functionsu_, . Subscripts k and ? m ean paraliel
and perpendicular to the polarization direction, respectively. P ractically, to carry out the
P, calculations, the integral in Eq.[1l) is replaced by a weighted sum m ation of the phases
at sam pled discrete K-points (M onkhorst-Pack schem eff], for exam ple) in the 2D K, plane,
nam ely, P = F %, ' ®,) K,)wih wejghtP %, ! €, )= 1. The polarization at individual
K., ,), is caloulated as the phase of the detem inant form ed by valence states at two
neighboring Ks on the K, string as [€,17]
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De ned as such, the total polarization P = P, + P, could be uniquely determ ined and
gauge Independent up to a m odula constant. In Eq.[I]) one sees that, it isthe [, ) phases
at di erentK, that detem ine the electronic polarization. The purpose of this work is to
study the properties of ).
T he physical signi cance ofthe ¥, ) quantity can be understood by analogy. Tt iswell
known that band structure, which describes the relation between single-particlke ordoital en—
ergy and electron wave vectork, isvery usefiil for understanding electronic, photo-excitation,



and photoem ission properties in s0lids[@]. The ®,) X, relation m ay be sim ilarly tem ed

as \polarization structure", or \polarization-phase structure" . E lectron states in band struc-
ture can be changed by photo-excitation or em ission. T he K, -point polarization phase can

be altered by electric elds, which act as a possbl excitation source for electrical polar-
ization. N ote that electrical elds do not alter the electron wave vector K, ) perpendicular

to the direction ofthe eld, and thusK, rem ains a oconserved quantity. The eld-induced
variation of (K, ) In fact m anifests the K, dependent polarization current. A s a resul, the

relevance of polarization structure to electronic polarization is lke the band structure to

electronic properties.

Furthem ore, understanding the (&, ) quantiy is ofusefulvalue from both findam ental
and com putational points of view . Fundam entally, this quantity is detemm ined by the B loch
wave functions, not in the ordinary sense of spatial distribution, but through the interesting
aspects of the Berry’s phase of occupied m anifold of electron states. Studying how (K, )
depends on K, may yild better understanding of electron states, as well as the rather
Intriguing connection betw een these states and their contribbutions to polarization in lnsulator
solids. Com putationally, we rst recognize that the ¥, ) phase com puted from Eqg.[3)
always produces a value within the principal range [0;2 ]. In reality, depending on the
dispersion of (K, ) asa function ofkK, , it is possibl that the phases for di erentk points
2l n di erent branches. In other words, the true &;) valuesmay &ll in the principal
range for som e K, points (Let us denote this sst of K, points as k?m ), while 2lling out of

the principal range for other K, (to be denoted as k?(m

). We nd numercally that this
Indeed happens for realm aterials particularly when polarization is Jarge; a speci c exam ple
is given in section IT. W hen this occurs, one must not arti cially shift the phases of the

X,

II)

into the principal range, as com puters do according to Eq.[(3) . T hough this shift m akes
no di erence to the polarization phase of individualk, points, it will aler the total P
polarization, yielding spurious m agnitude of polarization. O nly when the phase of every K,
is shifted by a constant 2 will the total P.; polarization ram ain equivalent. To nd out
which K, m ay generate a phase not In the principal range, one in principle should com pute
the whole dispersion structure of polarization and then m ap out the ;) forallk, points
basaed on the assum ption that the ;) phase is a continuous function of wave vector K, ,
w hich m akes it in portant to study the properties ofthe (K, ) phase as a function ofk, .

D espite the relkevance, the dispersion structure of polarization is nevertheless not com —



plktely understood. M ore speci cally, (1) little is known about what detem Ine the k)

phase at ndividualk, . h Eq.[3), ®,) is detem ined by the wave functions of a string of
Ky points, not just a single K. A s a resul, the answer to the question is highly non-trivial.
(2) For a given ferroelectric substance (say, the prototypical PbT 10 3), it is not clear which

K, exhibits the Jargest polarization contribution. D oesthe point always contrbute m ost
or kast? (3) W e do not know if the Berry’s phases at di erentX,; s share a sim ilar value

or are very di erent from each other, that is, a problem conceming the dispersion w idth of
the polarization structure. Slightly m ore intriguing, one m ay wonder along which direction

the K, curve show s the largest dispersion? (4) Even for two comm only studied ferro—
electrics, BaT 10 3 and PbT 10 3, we do not know how di erent or sim ilar their polarization
structures are.

Recently, there is another active eld in the study of polarization, which concems the
use of nplane strain to tune the ferroelectric polarization [10,111,112,[13]. This tunability
stam s from the fundam ental interest In the strain-polarization coupling. Im posed under
nplane strain ferroelectrics sub gct tom odi cations of chem icalbonds and/or charge trans—
fer, thereby the interaction between atom s is altered. It hasbeen known that a com pressive
Inplane strain tends to enhance the total polarization. But the am plitude of enhancam ent
was found to be highly m aterdialdependent.[1Z,/13] C onsidering the in portance ofthe strain
e ects, one m ight want to know how the K;) phase from each K, can be in uenced by
strain. Strain e ects on the polarization dispersion rem ain largely unknown, however. It
would be of interest to exam ine how the strain m ay tune and m odify the dispersion ofpolar-
ization structure. Speci c questions on this agpect are: In what m anner would the inplane
strain change the rehtive contributions and curvatures at di erentX, , and how the band
w idth ofthe dispersion curve is to be altered.

W ith these questions in m ind, we here study the dispersion structure of the polarization
In ferroelectric perovskites, as well as its dependence on Inplane strains. Two com plem en—
tary approaches ( rstprinciples density functional calculations and analytical form ulations)
are used. By m eans of analytical form ulation, we ain at a better understanding on what
speci ¢ quantities and/or interactions determ ne the polarization at individualk, point.
O ur calculations reveal som e usefiil know Jledge on the polarization structure in perovskite
ferroelectrics. For exam ple, the lJargest (K, ) contrbution is shown not to com e from the

zone center, but from the zoneboundary. W ealso nd that the polarization curve in PbT 105



isnotably at along the ¥ direction, and exhibits, however, a strong digpersion along
the X, axis. O ur theoretical analysis further reveals that the at dispersion along the

X; direction is caused by a sm all am ount of participation from the nearest-neighbor in-
teraction between the W annier functions. F inally, the present study also dem onstrates som e
rather Interesting di erences in PbT 103 and BaT 10 3, In tem s of the polarization structures

as well as their strain dependences.

II. THE POLARIZATION STRUCTURE OF LEAD TITANATE

W e st present the density functional calculations on the polarization structure in
PbT D ;. In its ferroelectric phase PbT 0 ;3 is tetragonal (R;j= HR,j= a;R3j= ¢) and
possesses a lJarge spontaneous polarization. The polarization is along the caxis direction,
perpendicular to the K, plane. Calculations are perfom ed w ithin the localdensity approxi-
mation (LDA) [14]. W e use pseudopotentialm ethod w ith m ixed basis set[15]. T he T roullier—
M artins type ofpssudopotentials are em ployed [LG]. D etails for generating pssudopotentials,
hcluding atom ic con  gurations, pseudo/altelectron m atching radii, and accuracy checking,
were described elsswhere[l7]. The energy cuto is 100 Ryd, which is su cient for conver-
gence. T he calculations are perform ed in two steps: the optin ized cell structure and atom ic
positionsare rst determ ined by m inim izing the totalenergy and H elln ann-Feynm an forces,
and after the structural optin ization, the polarization disgpersion of |, ) is calculated us-
Ing the m odem theory of polarization.[g, 1] O ur LD A calculated Inplane lattice constant
for unstraned PT is a=3.88A, wih c=a = 104, both agreeing well with other existing
calculations.

Figure[ll@) shows the reduced 2D Brillouin zone that the X, points sam ple over. The
caloulated phases at Individual K, points along the I X! X, ! path are given
in Figldlp). Reciprocalspace coordiates of X ; and X, are ¥, = ( =a3;0) and ( =a; =a),
respectively. T he dispersion curve is rigidly shifted such that the phass at  is taken as the
zero reference.

Before we discuss the speci ¢ results in F ifll, we need to point out that the shape of this
K, -dependent phase curve is translation nvariant. A s is known, the electronic polarization
alone can be an arbirary value, if the solid is uniform Iy translated with respect toa  xed
origin of coordinates. Though di erent translations w ill change the absolute location ofthe



polarization-dispersion curve, the shape ofthe curve rem ainsuna ected, however. This can
be easily illustrated by analyzing the change in the (K, ) phase when one digplaces the
solid arbitrarily. Let the wave function ofthe origmalsystem be . ®) = e fu, , ®), where

u,@® =u,®+ R). Now,we digplace the solid by an arbitrary vector v while the origin

nk
of coordinates is xed. Let us denote the original system using scrpt A and the digplaced

system using script B, 0 3 = ¥ + ¥,. The wave functions of the disgplaced system satisfy

S = m)= L@ ow) )

Thuswehave u® @)= e ik *ud @ ®). Substiuting this relation into Eq.[2) orEq.[3),

one can obtain that the [, ) ofthe displaced system is

PR, )= PR+ m GWNZ; ©)

where NS °, = M is the number of bands occupied by electrons. The phase di erences
between the A and B system s are thus a constant, Independent ofk; .

Several observations are ready in Figlllo): (1) The largest (K, ) polarization does not
com e from the zonecenter point. R ather surprisngly, the largest &, ) phase is from the
X, point which lies at the far end of the BZ. (2) The polarization curve is at along the

¥X; Ine, showing only a an all dispersion. On the other hand, the dispersion becom es
very large along the X, direction. (3) At K, points ofhigh symmetry (such as , X,
orX,), the curve :n F iglll o) has zero slope, sim ilar to the electron band structure. @) The
dispersion of polarization also show s subtle details which could not be easily understood.
For exam ple, there is a local (though not very pronounced) m axinum along the ; line,
m aking the X ; point a Jocalm lnimum in both X; and X; X, directions.

O ur calculations further reveal that, despite the fact that the polarization in Fig[dl )
exhibits substantial X, dependency, the dispersion width ( 0.6) ismuch sn aller than 2
This nding is inportant for the follow ing reason. A s described in the introduction, if
the di erences of the &, ) phases at di erent¥, points are greater than 2 , one would
encounter a di culty in detemm ining which branch of phase a speci ¢k, point should be
assigned. This di culy can be avoided only after the phases of all K, points are m apped
out. Fortunately, the result in F igll ) tells us that the phase contribbutions from di erentXk,
points are Airly close, and the di erences are far kss than the critical value of2  thatm ay



cause the above di culy. Neverthelss, we should point out that even a an all polarization

dispersion as in Figll) m ay still give rise to spurious results on total polarization. To
Mustrate this, we digplace all ve atom s In PbT 105 along the polar caxis by a distance
Z . Figl(@) show s the total (electronic + ionic) polarization, com puted from the geom etric
phase, as a function of the digplacam ent z; (in unit of c). Intuition tells us that the total
polarization should be uniquely determm ined and translationally invariant. H owever, we see
in Figl(@) that unphysical discontinuity happens for som e z;, points, and this discontinuity
show s up periodically. To understand what causes the discontinuity, we exam ine the phase
contributions from individual K, (sampled according to the M onkhorstPack schemefg]),
depicted n Figl ). Figure[2 ) show s that the individual¥, phases indeed are a periodic
function ofzy, explaining why the discontinuity in F igl2 @) isperiodic. Here it m ay be usefiil
to comm ent brie y on the length ofthe periodicity. O nem ight think that by displacing the
s0lid by a distance of ¢ in the caxis direction, the ([, ) phase would change by a value of
2 . However, the periodicity in Figld ism uch an aller than c. The explanation issinpl. As
am atter of fact, n real space the ndividual &, ) hasa perodicity of@c (instead ofc),
which for PbT 0 5 the periodicity is 0.0455c because N /7, = 22. This is indeed consistent
w ith the num erical caloulation n PT Figlb). The length of periodicity can be seen from

Eq.[H), show .ng that, whenever ¥, = Ng’nﬁRk (n is an arbitrary nteger and Ry is the lattice
vector along the G direction), the ® ®,) and ®* ®,) di erby ® ® )= * ® )+ 2 n.
Figld o) also reveals the reason responsble for the discontinuity of the total polarization.
Spurious discontinuity occurs when the ;) phases of some (out not all) individual K

exceed 2 Figl2()]. Under this situation, com puters incorrectly shift the phases of these
K, pointsbadk to the principle range, yielding spurious total polarization. A coording to our
experience, spurious polarization often takesplace in two circum stances: one is form aterials
ofvery large polarization, such as tetragonalB iSO 3, and another iswhen atom s in the unit
cell are translhationally shifted. G iven the an all bandw idth of the (K, ) dispersion, it is
now straightforward that, by using di erent s, we can avoid the spurious polarization.
However for som e m aterials, if the dispersion width from di erentX, points is larger than

2 ,onemay have to rely on the continuiy ofthe ;) phases, and m ap out the phases of
Individual K, points over the whol two-din ensional K, plane in order to nd the correct

phase branch.



ITT. STRAIN DEPENDENCE OF POLARIZATION STRUCTURE

An Important property of ferroelectrics is that the polarzation is strongly dependent
on strain. W hilke strain can change the total polarization, response of the polarization
dispersion structure to strain could also be an interesting problem . H ere we investigate the
response of the polarization structure under inplane strain in PbT 10 5. Foreach in—plane @)
Jattice constant, the out-ofplane c lattice constant and atom ic positions are fully relaxed,
by m Inin izing the DFT totalenergy. The polarization structure is then determ ned using
the optin al structure.

F igure[3 show s the phase dispersion curves or PbT 03 at di erent inplane lattice con—
stants. A 1l curves are shifted so that the phase at  point is zero, In order to conduct
direct com parison. Three conclusions can be drawn from Figl3: (1) The relative phase,

K> ) (), changes drastically for X, but not so signi cantly for X;. ) At increasing
strain, (or an aller inplane a constant), the bandw idth of the disgpersion niially changes
very little when a = 3:84A, and then starts to decrease upon further increasing strain to
a = 380A . The decline of the dispersion bandw idth is rather surprising, sihce a com pres—
sive Inplane strain is known to enhance the total polarization in PT . The decline is also
counterintuitive when one considers that the decreasing Inplane lattice constant m akes the
atom -atom coupling stronger w ithin the Inplane directions, and should therefore have in-
creased the bandw idth. O ne possbl reason that m ay cause the decrease of the bandw idth
is given in the next section. A s a result of the declining dispersion, the polarization curve
becom es notably \ at" at analla= 3163 . (3) The curvature of the dispersion also show s
subtle changes, featured by the fact that a new disgpersion m Inin um appearsalong theX ,
line at lJarge strain. A s a consequence, the dispersion curvature [ie., the second derivative
5 i P ®;)lat point alers its sign from being positive (@t large a) to negative (@t anall
a) .- Furthem ore, the localm axinum between X, orunstrained PT tums into a new
mihimum at large nplne strains. M eanwhile, the X ; point changes from am nimum into
a sadd¥k point, when strain increases.

The calculations thus reveal that, whilk inplane strain has been previously known to
Introduce interesting m odi cations (som etin es m arkedly enlarged |12] and som etin es re—
m arkably an all [L3]) to the total caxispolarization, tse ectson the polarization digpersion
at individual K, points appear to be even richer, show Ing that the polarization structure



Indeed worths studying. The subtle response of the polarization structure, as predicted
above, indicate that there is new and rather com plex physics behind the results n Fig[3.
W hile we know that the strain-induced changes in the polarization digpersion m ust be asso—
ciated w ith the fundam entalm odi cation of electron wave functions, we also have to adm it
that the DFT results obtained in our num erical calculations are puzzling, and an ntuitive
understanding of the resuls is di cul for two reasons. First, this is an early attem pt to
Investigate the polarization structure, and there is not m uch previous understanding in the
literature. Second, although Eq.[2) and Eq.[3) allow us to com pute precisely the polariza—
tion of ndividualXk, , a direct and m ore intuitive connection between ([, ) and B loch wave
functions ishard to capture from these equations. A sa result, it would be very helofilifone
could nd an altemative way to understand the polarization structure and the com putation
results. For Instance, what detem nes the polarization at lndiridual X, point, and why
(K, ) m axin izes at the X , point? In the next section, we attem pt a schem e which we wish

to be abl to o er a m ore Intuitive understanding of the polarization structure.

IV. WANNIER FUNCTION FORMULATION OF POLARIZATION STRUC-

TURE

A s mentioned above, Eq.[2) and Eq.[3) give us little intuitive sense on the direct X,
dependence of the Berry’s phase. In order to get m ore insight, we use W annier functions to
analyze the polarization structure. P reviously, W annier finctions have been found very use-
ful in analyzing realspace localpolarization[L8,/19]. Here we em ploy the W annier-fiinction
approach for a di erent purposs, nam ely to understand thek, -dependence of the polariza—
tion structure. The W annier fuinctions are de ned as

pN— V4
Wote R)= ; dke™ Py, @) (6)
@) g
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Upy @) = p— e ey w R) 7)
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R
where R runs over the whol realspace lattice vectors. By substituting Eq.[7) into Eq.[2)
and carrying out analytically the integral over Ky, it is straightforward to derive, for tetrag-



onalperovskites, the polarization at ndividualk, as
2 x %7 .
® )= — B0, @)W, & R,)e™ T dr ®)

C
R n=1

w here ¥, is the profction of vector  along the polarization direction, R, isthe profction of
Jattice vector R onto the plane perpendicular to the polarization direction. For convenience

of discussion, we separate the sum over R, into the R, = 0 temm and the rests,

2 X ¥ 7 .
®:)= ot — BW @)W, € R,)e™ ¥ de ©)
c
R,600=1
where for R, = 0, o = o1 @EXRW | @)W, @)dr is the phase ocontrbution from the

sam e unit cell. Eq.[9) is the basis for understanding the polarization structure. From this
equation, we cbserve the follow Ing.

First, it isnow clear that the K, dependent part of K, ) comesonly from theR, & 0O
tem s, which correspond to the overlap of the W annier fiinctions in neighboring cells. In
otherwords, the K, dependence ofthe (K, ) phase resuls from the overlbp ofthe W annier
functions of di erent cells that are displaced by R, from each other w ithin the plane that
is perpendicular to the direction of polarization. W hile the choice of the W annier function
is known to be non-unigue due to the gauge uncertainty, the sum of the W annier-function
overlap over occupied bands is a unigquely de ned quality which does not depend on the
gauge. It is this quantity that detem nes the shape of the polarization structure.

Second, Eq.[9) explains why the bandw idth of polarization dispersion is often much
an aller than 2 . Sihce only the second term in this equation isK, dependent, and since the
W annier functions are generally well Jocalized com pared to the size of unit cell, one expects
theoverlap W A )W , ® R, ) tobemuch an aller than uniy forR, € 0. This is consistent
w ith our num erical results in Fig[l, namely, &) o 06 2

Third, since the disgpersion In K, ) comes from the overlap of the W annier finctions
between cells of di erentR, s In the xy-Inplane directions, i explains why the polarization
structure is very sensitive to Inplane strain, where by changing inplane lattice constant, the
distances between neighboring cells are e ectively altered. M eanw hile, we recognize that a
precise understanding of how the bandw idth depends on the Inplane strain isnot as sinple
as one m ight think. Naively one tends to think that, wih the decline of inplane lattice

constant, the dispersion is to increase, since the overlap W | ®)W , @ K, ) Increases when
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R, decreases. This will lead to the w idening of the polarization dispersion width, which is
opposite to what we found in Fig[3. T his puzzling contradiction can be resolved by noticing
that, In addition to being dependent on the overlap strength between W , () andW , @ K, )
w ithin the perpendicular plane, the dispersion width also hinges on the localization length
@ ¥) of the W annier functions along the direction paralkelto the polarization, as a resulk
of the %, operator n Eq.[9). W ith the increasing inplane strain, the I ¥ is to shrink. W e
thus see that the bandw idth ofpolarization is detemm ined by the balance of two com peting
factors betw een the Increasing W annier-finction overlap and the decreasing I ¥ localization
length. W hen the latter dom inates, the bandw idth declines as we have seen in F ig[3 from

num erical calculations.

V. CURVE ANALY SIS

W ith the general understanding of the polarization structure in the above section, we
next attem pt to determ ine analytically the polarization digpersion speci cally for PbT 03,
ain ed to cbtain further insight into the in portant details of the polarization structure. As
w illbecom e clear later, our analysis in the follow Ing also explainswhat determm inesthe ;)
polarization at specialpointsof ,X; and X ,. W ebegin by de ning param eters

, X7

C

n=1

tR-) = BgW, @W, @ R;)de; 10)

and then,
X

®)=  tR,)e™ % an

R

For dielectrics of Insulating nature, W annier fiinctions are highly localized, and decay
exponentially wih the distance RQ, 21]. As a result, tR®, ) also decay quickly with the
Increase of R j s0 we can adopt the tight-binding lke approach and consider only ssveral

R, sthat correspond to som e nearest neighbors (NN ).W e consider up to the 2°9 NN s, where

8

§ O 0) on site
S ( a 0) INNs
% © a) INNs

( a a) 2NNs
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Taking advantage of tetragonal sym m etry, we can rew rite Eq.[11]) as

K, )= th+ 24 [coskia) + coskza)l
12)

+2boosk; + kp)at+ cosk:  k)al;
where t; is the i® NN s contribution de ned in Eq.(10), andk, = (k;;k;). This expression
gives us a m ore direct sense ofthe (K, ) K, polarization dispersion, approxin ated to the
second nearest neighbors. At special K, points of , X1, and X ,, the phasssare ( ) =
th+ 4 + 4, K1) = 4 4, and K,) = t 4t + 4%, respectively. W e could thus
clearly see that the ty tem , corresoonding to R», = 0, acts to rigidly shift the polarization
curve as a whole. M eanw hil, the phase relative to the (ie., the digpersion) is determ ined

by the ty and t, quantities, and m ore speci cally,

X 1) ()= 4t 8&;
X 2) ()= 8 : 13)

These equations are useful, since they tell us that (1) the rwltive height at X, Which
contributes m ost to the polarization m PT), &) ( ), is detem ined by {, associated
w ith the overlap of the W annier function in the 1* NNs. t; <0 orPbT 03 in equilbrium .
(2) Under the assum ption that t, isnegligbl, &) () willbe brgerthan ) ()
by a factor of 2.

W ithin the second nearest-neighbor approxin ation, one can further detem ine analyti-
cally the dispersion alongthe ! X; ! X, ! line in the 2D Brillouin zone as

AW 0

ty + 2t1 + (2t1 + 4t2) CI)S(kla); for ! Xq w ih k2 =0
(R? ) = % t 2E + (2t1 45) COS(kza),' for X 1 I X 2 w ih kl = =a
C Ht 2t2 + 4t1 COS(kla) + 2t2 COS(Zkla),' for X 2 ! w ih kl = k2 .

T he polarization structure could thus be expressed as a sin ple com bination of cosine finc-
tions.

To exam Ine whether the second-NN approxin ation is su cient, we t the analytical
results to the num erical D F'T calculations to determ ine thety (i= 0;1;2) param eters. N ote
that only (K, )s at three points (e, , X; and X,) are tted. The obtained t values

are given in Tabl[l. T hese values are then used to detemm ine the whole dispersion curve,

12



TABLE I: The tting t and t, param eters for PbT 0 3 at di erent lattice constants. 5 is not

shown here since it doesnot a ect digpersion.

a@) tu ©

3.88 0.072 0.031

3.84 0.072 0.032

3.80 0.064 0.031

3.72 ©0.031 0.023

3.65 0.010 0.016

shown in Figlllo) ©rPbT 05 in equilbrium structure ofa = 3:88A .W e could see that the
analytical curve agreeswellw ith the DFT result, In plying that the 2nd NN approxin ation
works. On the otherhand, some ne structure ofthe curve (such asthe an alllocalm axin um
along the X;) can not be reproduced, where for a better tting, approxin ation beyond
the 2nd NN s would be necessary.

From Tabl [l one can also see how the t; quantities are n uenced by inplane strain.
1 declines substantially as a decreases below 3.80A, whilk t, shows a lss dependence on
Inplane strain. This m akes sense since, by varying the inplane strain, the main e ect lies
In alering the nearest-neighbor interaction am ong W annier functions. Fora > 380A, 1 J
approxin ately equals 21,3 con m ing the In portance of the nearest neighbor Interaction.
For large strains of a < 3:{72A, 1z jand I jbecom e com parable, for which it is lkely that
higher orders ofNN s are also needed.

VIi. COMPARISON W ITH BARIUM TITANATE

Tt isof interest to com pare the polarization dispersionsbetween BaT 03 BT ) andPbT 0 3
PT), since these two substances have rather di erent tetragonality, m agnitude of polariza—
tion, and sizes of A —site atom s. For this purnpose, we have studied the polarization structure
in BT, for which a tetragonal symm etry is enforced so that a direct com parison with PT
can be m ade. Follow ing the sam e procedure as for PT, we optin ize the cell structure and
atom icpositionsofBT atdi erent inplane lattice constants, and calculate the corresponding

polarization structures.
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F igld displays the polarization structure forBaT 10 3 at di erent inplane Jattice constants.
Let us rst focus on the dispersion of the equilbriim BaT 10;. The LD A ~caloulated equi-
lbrium inplane lattice constant of BT isa = 3:95A . Apart from sin ilarities to PT (g.,

m axin izes at X ,), our caloulations reveal som e interesting di erences between PT and
BT under zero strain: (1) The BT digpersion curve has a signi cantly sm aller bandw idth
( 042) than that of PT ( 057). Since the bandw idth is detem Ined by the di erence

X ) (), ie., by t, a analler bandw idth indicates less overbpping W annier’s fiinctions
betw een nearest neighbors In BaT 0 3, which could be explained by the lJarger Inplane lattice
constant a for BT at equillbbrium . (2) Unlke PT, the polarization in BT is not smnall at
X 1. Thisagain can be attributed to the large inplane Jattice constant in BT , which leads to
a negligble contrbution from the 2nd NN s, ie., t isanall n BT . Indeed, we num erically
found that t, is 0.007 n BT, compared to 0031 in PT .By Eq.[13), ) is about half
ofthe (X ,) value ift, is anall, which is indeed bom out in Figld. (3)A s a consequence
of observation ), the dispersions of BT and PT along the ! X; are not quite sim ilar.
There isa Jocalm axin um between X; rPT,whereas orBT, no Jocalm axin um exists
and X 1 beocom es a saddle point.

Upon strain, BaT0 3 and PbT 03 exhbit sharp di erence in their strain dependence
of dispersion bandw idth. As we saw previously in Figl3, nplane strain causes the band-
w idth declning for PbT 0 ;. However, for BaT 10 3, a dram atic enlargem ent in bandw idth
occurs, when a decreases from 3.95A to 3.85A . The bandw idth m aintains a large value at
a=3./5A, after which it starts to drop. In BaT 0 ;3 the polarization dispersion bandw idth
thus show s an Interesting non-m onotonous dependence on Inplane strain. T his characteris-
tic non-m onotonous dependence strongly supports our con gcture that the two com peting
factors determ ine the bandw idth, as described above in Section IV .W hen strain issnallin
BT, the overlapping of W annier finctions located at the nearest neighboring R, s plays a
dom inant role, and the Increasing overlap lads to a lJarger 3y jand thus larger bandw idth.
A s Inplane strain becom es lJarge (@ < 3:85A), the atom -atom interaction along the caxis is
considerably weakened due to elongated cHattice length. A s a consequence, the shrinking
I' ¥ localization length of W annier finctions along the ¥ direction takes over and becom es
dom nant, giving rise to the declining bandw idth. This, once again, reveals that the po-
larization dispersion contains rich Inform ation. To m ake m ore quantitative com parison, we

replot in Fig[H the strain dependence ofthe (|, ) phases at X ; and X ,, relative to the
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point. F ig[H is of som e useful value since it allow s us to contrast the K, -speci ¢ polarizations
In two m aterdals at the same xed inplane Jattice constant. The di erence between BT and
PT isthusnot rlated In a signi cant sense to atom -atom distance, but lJargely due to the
overlap of respective W annier functions. Th Fig[H, both (X;) and (X,) are seen to be
fargreater In BaT 0 3 than In PbT O3, fora xed a constant. The greater values of %)

In BT could possbly origihate from the fact that the W annier functions In thism aterial is
m ore soreading due to the larger size ofBa atom .

From the com parison between PT and BT, we could see that the polarization structure
has som e comm on features for m aterials w ith sin ilar structure, and m eanw hile, som e dis—
tinctions revealing the identities of m aterials. The comm on features allow us to understand
the polarzation structure In general, just as for band structure, m ost IV sam iconduc—
tors have direct band gaps. D 1 erences in polarization structure m anifest the electron wave

finctions and interatom ic Interactions on m icroscopic scale.

VII. SUMMARY

Two di erent approaches are em ployed to study the polarization structure in perovskite
ferroelectrics. Num erically we use the density functional totalenergy calculations and the
m odem theory ofpolarization . A nalytically we formm ulate a schem e to describe the K, depen—
dence of the polarization phase using W annier fiinctions. By param eterizing the W annier-
function overlapping, we further identify the quantities that determ ine the (K, ) phases at
goecial K, points of interest. Our speci ¢ ndings are sum m arized in the f©llow ing.

ForPbT © 5 atequilbrium , () the ;) phasem axin izes at the B rillouin zone boundary
ofthe 2D K, plane, not the zone center. (ii) T he polarization structure show s little dispersion
along the X; Iine. H owever, the dispersion is lJarge along the X, . (i) T he bandw idth
ofthe dispersion curve is farbelow 2 . The an alldispersion considerably easesthe di culty
In assigning the correct branch of ndividual X, phase, but caution still needs to be taken
when the ([, ) phase is approaching 2

Analytically, (iv) the expression, Eq.[d), is given as the basis for understanding the
polarization structure. It also explains why the polarization bandw idth is an all com pared
to2 . (v) Thepolarzation phase at individualkK, isrevealed to depend on the com petition of

tw o factors, nam ely the overlapping strength of W annier functions w ithin the perpendicular
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R, plane and the localization kngth I ¥ of these W annier functions. (vi) W ithin the
2NN approxin ation, the & ;) and & ,) valuesin ferroelectric perovskite are found to be

X 1) ()= 4t 8, K,) ()= 8t Ift, is negligble, the latter is 2 tines
of the om er. i) W hen PbT 03 is under com pressive Inplane strain, the polarization
bandw idth is found to decreass, whereas the total polarization increases. The declining
bandw idth in plies that the Iocalization length I ¥ ofW annier finctions plays a dom inating
ke in PbT1D5.

By comparingBaT 03 wih PbT 0 3, we show (viil) the equilbriuim BT exhdbisa an aller
bandw idth 0f0.42, as com pared to the bandw idth of 057 InPT. (ix) &) mBaTi 3 isnot
an all,unlkePT .Thedi erence com es from the factthatt isnegligblke in BT, lkading to the
result that ;) isabouthalfofthevaluieof X,).Butinh PT,t can notbeneglected, and
actsto o st the § contrdbution, giving rise to samaller (X ;) and at digpersion along the

X; Ine. xX) AsBaT 0 ; is under increasing nplane strains, its polarization bandw idth
displays a characteristic non-m onotonous variation by rst lncreasing dram atically and then
declning. The nding lendsa support to the qualitative understanding that two com peting
factors detemm ine the ®; ) phase. (xi) W hen BaT 0 ; and PbT 10 3 are constrained to the
sam e nplane lattice constant, the & ;) and &) are shown to be signi cantly larger in
BT than in PT, unlke the case when two m aterials are in equilbbrium .

W e conclude by pointing out that there are stillm any aspects of polarization structure
we do not yet understand. For exam ple, we have not pursued beyond the 2nd nearest
neighbors to explain the localm aximum between and X; in unstrained PT .W e also do
not know the physical signi cance when (X;) changes from a localm ininum to a saddlke
point as displayed in Figl3 for PbT 10 ; under strains. W e believe that further analysis of
the polarization structure could yield better know ledge on the physics of diekctrics. Like
band structure of solids, we hope that the polarization structure can provide us a new tool
of sudying ferroelectric m aterials and properties.
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Phase @

FIG.1l: @) The 2D Brillouin zone for the X, plane; @) Berry’s phase at di erentk, points for
PbT 0 3 at equilbrium (symbols: direct calculation resuls; curve: analytical results). The ;)

phase is n units of radian.
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FIG.2: Color online) (@) Totalpolarization in strained PbT 10 3 of nplane lattice constant a =
3{72A as a function of the uniform displacement zy of ve atoms; @) the ¥, ) phases at six
M onhorst-Pack sam pling K, points as a function of zy. For each N .°, change In 7z, the ;)
phases changeby 2 . In (), the (&, ) phase curves are enlarged in the right side ofthe gure for

zg between 0.044 and 0.048.
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FIG. 3: (Colr online) The phasesofdi erentk, points, or PbT 0 3 under di erent inplane

Jattice constants. Sym bols are direct calculation results; curves are guides for eyes.
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FIG.4: (Colr online) Polarization dispersions for BaT 10 3 at di erent Inplane lattice constants.

Sym bols are direct calculation resuls; lines are guide for eyes.
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FIG .5: Dependencies ofthe (K, ) phasesat X1 point (left) and at X ; point (right) as a function

of inplane Jattice constant, ©rPT and BT .
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