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T he variational cluster approxin ation is applied to the calculation ofthem odynam icalquantities
and singleparticle spectra of LaC o0 3 . Trial selfenergies and the num erical value of the Luttinger—
W ard functional are obtained by exact diagonalization of a CoO¢ cluster. The VCA correctly
predicts LaC o0 3 as a param agnetic Insulator and a gradual and relatively sm ooth Increase of the
occupation of high-spin Co’ ions causes the tem perature dependence of entropy and m agnetic
susceptibility. T he single particle spectral function agrees wellw ith experin ent, the experin entally
observed tem perature dependence of photoelectron spectra is reproduced satisfactorily. R em aining
discrepancies w ith experim ent highlight the im portance of spin orbit coupling and local lattice

relaxation .

PACS numbers: 72.80G a,71.27 .+ a,79.60 4,74 25Ha

I. NTRODUCTION

LaC o0 3 has received considerable attention over the
years because it seem s to undergo tw o electronic transi-
tions or crossovers in the tem perature range between 50
and 600 Kelvin[ll,l2]. The st crossover, usually referred
to as the spin state transition, can be seen m ost clearly
In them agnetic susceptbility [3,14,5]. Below 50 K elvin
LaC o0 5 is nonm agnetic, 0, indicating that allC o°*
ionsare in the Iow spin (LS) 'A14 ort}, state realized for
d® in cubic symmetry with su ciently large crystalline
electric eld (CEF).Then risessharply which indicates
the them alexcitation ofstatesw ith nonzero spin and af-
teram axin um around 100 K elvin decreasesagain. In in—
elastic m agnetic neutron scatteringlé] the low frequency
m agnetic scattering intensity near show sa very sin ilar
tem perature dependence as . A pronounced anom aly is
also observed in the coe cient ofthem alexpansion [I€,17],
the heat capacity show sonly a weak anom aly at the spin
state transition [E].

Abbate et al.[8] found that the valence band photoem is-
sion spectrum PES) and O 1ls X-ray absorbtion spec—
trum (XAS) show little or no change across the spin
state transition. O n the other hand, H averkort at al.[1(0]
found a signi cant tem perature dependence of the Co—
Ly;3 XAS and the X-ray magnetic circular dichroisn
soectrum (XM CD ) below 500K elvin. Thomton etal.[l1]
observed a tem perature dependence of the Co K -edge
prepeak between 140 K elvin and 800 K elvin and M edarde
at al[l2] found that this tem perature dependence sets in
at 50 Kelvin ie. the onset ofthe spin state transition.

T he nature of the sopinfiil excited state which is respon-
sble for the soin state transition has been under debate
for some tine. W hilke it was proposed origihally that
this is the high spin HS) *T2q (Or tj,&’) excited state of
the Co®*" ion[], K orotin et al[l3] concluded from their
LDA+U calculation that this state rather is the Interm e~
diate spin (IS) °T14 (or tggeé) state. Recently, how ever,
experim entalevidence hasaccum ulated[L0,114,115,/16,[17]
that it is really the HS state which is populated. This
leads to a certain puzzl in that a m odelcalculation w ith

an A4 ground state and a °T,q excited state with xed
activation energy = E (°Tyy) E (‘A14) cannot repro—
duce the experin ental (T) curve. If isadjusted so as
to reproduce the tem perature where  starts to deviate
from zero - 50 Kelvin —the resulting m axin um valie
of (T) near 100 K elvin exceeds the experin ental value
by a factorof 10. The t ismuch better asum ing an
IS excited state, which has Jed som e authors[5,|7] to con—
clude that an IS state is responsble for the transition.
O n the other hand, H averkort et al. pointed out[L(] that
their XA S and XM CD spectra can only be explained by
adm ixture ofa °T,4 excited state and concluded that the
activation energy E CTyy) E (Ai4) is tem perature de-
pendent, rising from 20 m eV at 50 K to 80 m &V at 700
K [L0] and lading to a m uch slower increase of the pop—
ulation of HS ions w ith tem perature. A som ew hat puz—
zling feature of this scenario is that in a situation where
the ground state is LS an increase of the activation en-
ergy In plies an increase ofthe CEF splitting 10D g w ith
tem perature. T he increase[L8] ofthe C 0O bond length -
the m ost Im portant param eter detemm ining 10D g —w ith
tem perature, however, would result in exactly the oppo—
site behaviour. T he trend thus cannot be explained in a
single—fon-picture but is a kind of band e ect’. K yém en
etal[l9,20], who deduced a very sim ilar tem perature de-
pendence of the activation energy to reconcile m agnetic
susceptibility and speci ¢ heat data, invoked a negative
energy ofm ixing between lIow spin and high spin ions.
Another reason[L0] for the an allerthan-expected value
of observed in experim ent is soin-orbit coupling which
solits the °Tpy multplkt into three kvels spanning an
energy of 75 m eV [L€], which is large com pared to
the tem perature where the spin state transition occurs.
T he lowest ofthese spin orbit—split states is threefold de—
generate. This low energy triplet — itself slightly split
by the trigonaldistortion due to the orthorhom bic crys—
tal structure of LaCoOs; — can be identi ed in elec—
tron spin resonance (ESR)[14,/15] and inelastic neutron
scattering[l€, 21] experin ents, whereby is g-factor of
3 335 is clear proof that i origihates from a spin—
orbit-split H S state rather than from an IS state.
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H averkort et al[lC] also found that to t their XA S and
XM CD spectra w ith cluster calculations they had to use
a larger 10D g for the A 14 state than for the °T,y state.
This hints at a participation of lattice degrees of free—
dom in that oxygen octahedra around HS Co®" expand
slightly so as to accom odate the som ew hat larger radiis
ofthe HS ion. The em erging picture thus is a disordered
m xture of LS and H S states, w hereby the lattice partici-
pates by an expansion ofthe C 00 ¢ octahedra around H S
sites[L0], which would Inm ediately explain the anom aly
of the coe cient of themm al expansion [1€,17]. A s pointed
out by Berggold et al.R3] this idea also nicely explainsan
anom aly in the them al conductivity ofLaCoO3. At
low tem peratures the dom inant contribution to  com es
from phonons and the expanded O ¢ octahedra around
H S Co constitute random Iy distribbuted lattice in perfec—
tions which reduce the m ean free path of the phonons.
This leadsto a decrease of at the onset ofthe spin state
transition and a m inin um slightly below 200 K elvin.
T he idea of expanded O ¢ octahedra around HS Co lons
m ay resolve yet another puzzle, nam ely the result from
nelastic m agnetic neutron scatteringlg, 121] that low
energy spin correlations n LaCoO 3 are ferrom agnetic
rather than antiferrom agnetic. T his is surprising in that
the HS state has the con guration tj &’ so that the
G oodenough-K anam ori rules would predict strong anti-
ferrom agnetic exchange interaction between two HS Co
jons on nearest neighbors. The expansion of the oxy-
gen octahedra around H S ions, however, would m ake the
form ation of HS states on nearest neighbor Co ions en—
ergetically unfavourable, so that this antiferrom agnetic
nearest-neighbor exchange m ay never have the chance to
act. The ferrom agnetic spin correlations could then be
due to sam iconductor version’ of the doubl exchange
m echanisn R2].
Strong experin entalevidence against any appreciable oc—
cupation of IS states is also provided by the EXAFS re—
sults of Sundaram et al[l7]. These authors ruled out
the existence of nequivalent Co-O bonds which would
be practically nevitable In the presence of IS states be-
cause the single electron in the two g; orbials would
m ake these strongly Jahn-Teller active.
The second crossover In LaC o0 3 is frequently referred
to as a m etakinsulatortransition. It can be seen most
clearly in the speci c heat where the raw data of St len
et al[@] show a sharp Ypoike’ at 530 Kelvin even be-
fore subtraction of the phonon background. Surprisingly
for a m etalinsulatortransition the electrical conductiv—
iy does not seem to show any noticeable anom aly
at this tem perature. Thomton et alRR4] found that
at low tem peratures the electrical conductivity  shows
a sem iconductor-lke increase with tem perature which
can be tted well by assum ing an activation energy of
= 0:53eV between 380 K and 520 K . T here is a broad
plateau between 600 K and 800 K and only above 800
Kelvin decreasesw ith tem peratureasin am etal. Bhide
et al[Z] tted the tem perature dependence of wih an
activation energy between 0.1 €V - 02&V for tem pera—

tures below 400 K. They found a plateau between 650
K and 1000 K and a decrease with tem perature only
above 1200 K . Thomton et alR5] nferred a high-order
sem iconductorto-m etal transition’ between 385 Kelvin
and 570 Kelvin from a study of in exion points in the
versus T plot.
The magnetic susceptibility has a shallow maxi
mum near 600 Kelvin[3, 4] whereas m agnetic neutron
scattering[é] doesnot show a pronounced signature ofthe
transition. Abbate et al[@] found a signi cant change
In the O1ls XAS spectra between 100 Kelvin and 570
Kelvin[@] but the data of Thomton et al. XAS at the
Co K-edge) show a sim ilar change as the O 1s XA S as
the tem perature changes from 140 to 300 K elvin so this
change is not necessarily related to the m etalsinsulator-
transition. Tokura et al. observed the 1ling of a gap-—
like structure In the optical conductivity (!), Richter
et al. did not observe a Fem i edge at tem peratures
above the crossoverR7] in their photoean ission spectra.
T he evidence for a true m etakinsulatortansition thus is
not really com pelling and In fact St len et al.[g] consid—
ered an entirely di erent scenario, where the splitting of
the °T,4 state by spin orbit coupling playsa centralrule.
In this scenario, the low tem perature crossover is due to
the them alexcitation of the low -energy triplet, w hereas
the h etakinsulator-transition’ corresoonds the popula—
tion of the rem aining com ponents.
Tt has been argued that the crystal structure of LaC o0 3
may ply a ok as well. In the LDA+U calulations
of K orotin et al[l3] the structural change w ith increas-
Ing tem perature is su cient to induce a phase transi-
tion between m agnetic and nonm agnetic ground states.
Quite generally density functional calculations show a
strong sensitivity of ground state properties to structural
param eters[30,[31]. An experin ental result result which
directly show s the im portance of lattice degrees of the
lattice structure for the m agnetic state of the Co® ion
is the ferrom agnetisn observed recently in LaC o0 3 thin
In s under tensile strain 28] Unlke bulk LaC o0 5 these
thin In s have tem perature independent photoelectron
spectraR9].
LaC o0 3 clkarly isa di cul problem forany kind ofelec—
tronic structure calculation and hasbeen studied by vari-
ousm ethods during the last years: standard density fiinc—
tionalthory3d], LDA+U orGGA+U [13,131,132,133,134]
and dynam ical m ean— eld theory[35]. A s already m en—
tioned LD A band structure calculations incorrectly pre—
dict them aterialto be a m etal in the param agnetic state
for both, the ideal perovskite structure and the true or-
thorom bic structure[30]. Combined photoem ission and
brem sstrahlung isochrom at spectroscopy B IS) datal3€]
Indicate a gap in the electronic structure although is
precise m agniude is di cult to pin down because the
B IS spectrum show s a slow and alm ost linear increase of
Intensity w ith increasing energy. T ogetherw ith the satel-
lite structures observed in valence band photoen ission [B]
this indicates the in portance of electronic correlations
and suggests that at low tem perature the m aterial is



actually a correlated insulator. From the above discus—
sion it is m oreover clear that a realistic description of
the tem perature dependence of the photoelectron spec—
tra and m agnetic susceptibility requires a correct descrip—
tion of the multiplet structure of the Co®* ion, and its
Interplay w ith the crystalline electric eld. O n the other
hand the relatively sm allgap indicates that covalency is
strong so that band e ects obviously are in portant as
well. LaCoO ;3 therefore appears as an interesting test
case for the variational cluster approxin ation proposed
by Pottho [37]. This m ethod generates trials self ener—
giesin a nite cluster —an octahedralC oO ¢ cluster In the
present In plem entation — so that the interplay between
multiplet structure and crystal eld splitting can be eas—
ily Included. B eing based on exact diagonalization rather
than Q uantum M onteC arlo theVCA can acoess low tem —
peratures as necessary for the case of LaCoO 3. On the
other hand, the present in plem entation is based on an
LCAO - tto theband structure w hose necessarily lim ied
accuracy m akes it hard to quantitatively include the ef-
fects of changes of the lattice. T herefore all calculations
were carried out for a rigid lattice, which for sin plic—
ity was chosen to be the sc. ideal Perovskite structure.
Bearing in m Ind the scenario nferred by H averkort et al.
—an Inhom ogeneous lattice distortion with CoO ¢ octa-
hedra expanding or contracting locally iIn response to the
spin state ofthe C o-on —it is quite obviousthat a quanti-
tative agreem ent w ith experin ent cannot be expected for
any calculation for a rigid lattice. A quantitative discus-
sion ofthe tem perature dependence of m oreoverwould
require to include spin-orbit coupling which was om itted
In the present study to sim plify the calculations. Bearing
this in m ind wem ay expect the present calculation, w ith
a rigid lattice and no soin orbit coupling will reach at
best qualitative agreem ent w ith experim ent. A s will be
shown below , how ever, this goal is indeed achieved.

II. VARIATIONAL CLUSTER
APPROXIM ATION

T he quantity which is sub fct to vardation in the varia-
tionalcluster approxin ation (VCA ) isthe electronic self-
energy (!).M ore precisely the VCA secks for the best
approxin ation to the selfenergy (!) ofa lattice system
am ongst the subset of selfenergies which can be repre—
sented as exact selfenergiesofa given nite cluster. The
VCA isbased on an expression for the grand potential
of an interacting m any-Ferm ion system derived by Lut-
tinger and W ard[38]. In a m ultiband system where the
G reen’s function G (k;! ), the noninteracting kinetic en—
ergy tk) and the selfenergy (;!) for given energy
! and m om entum k arem atrices of dim ension 2n  2n,
w ith n the num ber oforbitals In the unit cell, it reads[39]
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where! = @2 + 1) = wih the Inverse tem perature
are the Ferm ionic M atsubara frequencies,

G lki)=1t!+  tk)  ki!): @)
wih  the chem icalpotentialand F [ ] is the Legendre
transform of the LuttingerW ard functional [G ]. The
latter is de ned[3€] as the sum ofall closed linked skele—
ton diagram sw ith the non-interacting G reen’s fiinctions
replaced by the f1llG reen’s finctions. A nonperturbative
derivation of a functionalw ith the sam e properties as
hasbeen given by Pottho [40]. Luttinger and W ard have
shown that isstationary w ith w ith respect to variations
of

S 0: 3)

@ iy ki!)

but the crucial obstaclke In exploiting this stationarity
property In a variational schem e for  is the evaluation

of the functionalF [ ] for a given trial ’. Pottho ’'s
solution [37] m akes use of the fact that F [ ] has no ex—
plicit dependence on the singleparticlke term s of H and

therefore is the sam e functional of for any two sys—
tem s w ith the sam e interaction part of the H am ittonian.
In the llow ing only the C oulom b interaction w ithin the
C 03d-—shell is taken Into account —which is a reasonable
approxin ation. Under this assum ption F [ ] then is the
sam e functional for the true perovskie lattice and for
an array of identical but disconnected octahedral C o0 ¢

clusters. Forgiven valueof and onecan therefore con-
struct trial selfenergies (! ) by exact diagonalization of
a single Co0 ¢ cluster and at the sam e tin e obtain the
exact num erical value of F [ ] by sin ply reverting the
expression [I). Here the kinetic energy t of the CoO¢

cluster has to be used in the D yson equation [2). Next,
thepair ( ;F [ ]) can beused :n [I) or the lattice sys—
tem —which sim ply am ounts to replacing € by the kinetic
energy of the lattice, t k), In [2) and perform ing the k-
summ ation —to obtain an approxin ation for the grand
potential of the lattice. The variation of (!) then is
perfom ed by varying the sihgleelectron param eters ;
—such as hybridization integrals or site-energies —of the
Co0 ¢ cluster. The condition [3) thus is replaced by the
set of conditions

@
@

= 0: @)

Pottho has Introduced the nam e ‘reference system ’ or
the nite cluster used to construct trial selfenergies and
com puting the LuttingerW ard finctional. In the present
application —described in detail in Refs. [42] and K3] -
this is an octahedral CoO ¢ cluster. Since it is known
that exact diagonalization of clusters com prising a sin—
gl transition m etal ion and its nearest neighbor oxygens
gives excellent results for the k-integrated photoelectron
spectra of m any transition m etal oxides[44, 145, |46] one
m ay expect that the use of such a cluster as the reference



system is a reasonable choice. However, di erent im ple—
m entations of the VCA have used quite di erent refer-
ence system s. A fter being proposed by Pottho [37] (@an
excellent review coveringm any technicaldetailshasbeen
given by Senechalfdl]) the VCA hasbeen applied succes—
fully to one- and two-band Hubbard m odelsi47, 48], to
sim pli ed m odels forto Fe pnictides[49] and to transition
m etal oxides w ith orbital degeneracy [BQ].

To obtain the singleelectron Ham ittonian t (k) an LDA

band structure calculation for LaCoO ; was perform ed
using the Stuttgart LM T O -package. Thereby the ideal
cubic perovskite structure wih a Co© bond Ilength
of 1:91A was assumed. The density of states is con—
sistent wih previous results and actually quite sim—
ilar to that obtained for the ocorrect rhombohedral
structure[3Q]. Next, an LCAO - t was perform ed to ocb—
tain amultiorbialtightbinding param eterization ofthe
singleelectron H am ittonian t (k). The LCAO basis com —
prises O 2s and O 2p orbitals at 12:834 &V and 0 €V,
Co 4sand 3d orbitalsat 19436 €V and 1:731 €V and La
S5p and 5d orbialsat 9264 eV and 10436 €V . For the
Co3d orbitalsan addiionallOD g= 0:848 €V iscbtained
from the t.A llorbitalsexcept O 2p and Co3d only help

to Yolish’ certain portions of the band structure, but to
obtain a good t they have to be included. T he energies
of these ‘auxilliary orbitals’ were not subfct to the t
only the respective tw o center integrals. T hese are listed
in Tabk[l. I generalthey refer only to nearest neighbor
bonds, but hybridization between second nearest neigh—
bor oxygen has also been used. Figure[l] com pares the

Co®0 0O 0O La®d
(sp )|-1.504 0.000 0.000 0.000
P 0.000 0.930 0.132 1488

)
)
Ep )| 0000 -0.112 0.000 0289
)
)
)

(sd )|-1201 0.000 0.000 0.000
(od 1.776 0.000 0.000 -0.879
(ed )|-0.975 0.000 0.000 0296

TABLE I:Two center integrals (in eV ) obtained by a LCAO
t to param agnetic LD A band structure of LaC o0 3

actual LDA band structure and the LCAO -t —whilk
the t is not really excellent the overall band structure
is reproduced reasonably well. T he bands at the top of
the gure which are absent in the LCAO band structure
originate from La5d orbitals and would require to adjust
param eters such as La (dd ) —here they are put to zero
because these bands are not really interesting. In the in—
tervalls 10eV ! 7€V and 4eV ! 0€V there are
bonding/antibbonding bands ofm ixed C 03d/0 2p charac-
ter, In the interm ediate energy range there are essentially
nonbonding O 2p bands w ith very little C 03d adm ixture.
The deviation from LDA seam s large at the R point,
but it should be noted that the band top at M is also
som ew hat lower in the LCAO - t (the two band struc-
tures were alligned at ). The totalbandw ith between

themaximum atM and themihimum at R is 948 eV

Energy (eV)

-10 7 \»40«

-12 -12

FIG.1l: Colbronline) LDA band structure (left) and LCAO -
t (right) for LaC o0 3 In the idealPerovskite structure.

for the LDA and 983 &V for the LCAO - t, ie. the dif-
ference is 4% which seem s tolerable.

The Coulomb interaction between Co 3d electrons is
described by standard atom ic multiplet theory 5, [52].
M ore precisely the C oulom b interaction w ithin the d-shell
can be w ritten as

X
H;= (1 2834 3) F F,d.d,: 6

17 27 37 4

Here we have suppressed the site abeliand = m; )
wherem 2 £ 2; 1;:::2gdenotesthe z com ponent ofor-
bialangularm om entum . The Coulom b m atrix elem ents
(1 2] 4 3) are dbtained by a multipole expansion of
the Coulom b interaction term 1=} rJjand Involve G aunt
coe cients from the angular integrations and the three

Slater€ ondon parametersF °, F2 and F* from the ra—
dial integrations. T he upper Index thereby refers to the
m ulipole order of the Interaction and in a d-shell is lim -
ited to 4 by the triangl condition. The som ewhat
lengthy com plete expression for the m atrix elem ents is
given eg. In equations (13-18)—(13-25) of the textbook
by Slater[51]. F ? and F ¢ which describe higherm ultipol
Interactions can be calculated from atom ic H artreeFock
wave fiinctions but F ° is reduced substantially from its
atom ic value by solid state screening and is treated as
an adjustable param eter. In the present work the val-
uesF? = 8376eV,F? = 1064 eV and F* = 6:804 eV

or, altematively, the 3 Racah-param eters, A = 762 €V,
B = 0:14evV,C = 054 ¢V were used. For the lowest
m ulpiplets the fi1ll theory as described by [B) can be re—
duced to a param eterization in term sofa Hubbard U and
Hund’srule J, which param etersthen can be expressed in
term s ofthe Slater< ondon param eters[b3]. A s discussed
In Ref. A3]we also need to specify the bare’ dlevelen—
ergy ~;. W hile the LCAO t does give an energy ¢ for
the C 03d level, this containsa lJarge contribution from the
Intra-d-shell Coulom b Interaction. Since we want to de—
scribe this Coulom b interaction by adding the Coulomb
Ham iltonian [3) to the LCAO -like singleparticle H am i
tonian we have to correct for this to avoid double count—



Ing. For exam ple, Kunes et aL[b4] have estim ated this
double counting correction as ~; = 4 9Ung where ng
is the average electron num ber/d-orbital. W ith a U of
order 10 €V this correction obviously is large. Sihce rst—
principle calculations of screened interaction param eters
are a subtle issue, however, ~; was considered as an ad-
Justable param eter in the present work and set to be
~ = 464 eV .F?and ~, together essentially detem ine
the m agniude of the insulating gap and the distance of
the satellite’ in the photoem ission spectrum from the
valence band top. W ih these values of the Racah pa—
ram eters and ~; and using Table IIT of Ref. A3] we ob—
tain the energy di erenceskE @** 1)+ E @ ') 2E @)=
A 8B =65eVE@"'L) E @)= 198eV which are
frequently referred to as the Hubbard U and the charge
transfer energy . Korotin et al[l13] obtained the value
U = 75 €&V by density functional calculations.
Finally, we discussthe CEF splitting 10D g. It is obvious,
that the CEF isa crucialparam eter for LaC o0 3 because
it determ ines — am ongst others - the relative energy of
the A;g and 5ng state of the Co(3+ ) ion. One can not
expect that the LDA calculation and the LCAO-twill
produce a su ciently accurate estim ate so as to repro—
duce energy scales of the order 100 Kelvin. Therefore
10D g was also treated as an adjistable param eter and
to get agreem ent w ith experin ent the value 10D g= 0.72
eV was chosen, which still is rather close to the value of
0.848 &V obtained from the LCAO t.
Next we brie y comm ent on the technical problem of
nding a stationary point of in a multidim ensional
param eter space. As a rst step, allbut one param eter
o are kept xed and ( is varied until a value where
@ =R (= 0 is ound. Thismeanswe are now on a sur—
face in param eter space ~which we callthe Y( ¢)-surface’
-where@ =Q@ (= 0. Ik isadvantageousto always choose
o to be the center ofgravity ofall orbitalenergies in the
reference system because A ichhom et al. have shown 48],
that optin ization of this param eter leads to a them o—
dynam ically consistent particle number. Then a sec—
ond param eter 1 is chosen and varied. In each step
o is recalculated tomaintain @ =R o = 0 ie. wewak
along the ( ¢)-surface In param eter space whik varying
1. The recalculation of ( can be done by means of
the N ew ton-m ethod, thereby using the solution for the
preceding value of ; as initial guess for the next one.
Variation of ; is continued until a value is found w here
@ =@ ; = 0. Thismeans we have now found a point of
the Y ¢; 1)-surface’ in param eter space w hich isde ned
by @ =@ ( = 0 and sinultaneously @ =Q@ ; = 0. Next,
we choose a third param eter, , and vary this again,
waking along the ( ¢; 1)-surface —the recalculation of
o and 1 In each step is again done by the Newton
m ethod —untilwe nd apointwhere@ =@ , = 0 and so
on. T hism ethod has the advantage that it is In principle
guaranteed to nd a stationary point. M oreover by do—
ing a wider scan of one param eter one can nd di erent
branches of the -surfaces which correspond to di erent
stationary points.

Finally we comment on the choice of the param eters

to be optim ized. Using the notation of Ref. [43] the
4 parameters o, 1, 2 and V (gg) were varied. The
values for the rem aining parameters, 3 = 14 &V and

V (g) = 2(d )B4]were kept xed. It was checked that
optin ization ofm ore than 4 param eters led to negligble
change of and very am all changes in the singl particle
spectral function. The reason for this saturation’ of
is the existence of hearly stationary’ lines in param eter
space as discussed In detail in Ref. [43].

III. RESULTS

A search in param eter space for stationary points (SP)
of revealed that form ost tem peratures there are actu—
ally three di erent SP corresponding to a d-shelloccupa—
tion of 6.Atlow tem perature the rstone corresponds
to the reference system being in the pure A4 state, the
second SP corresponds to the reference system being in
a therm alm xture of an A4 ground state and a ST 2g
state at slightly higher energy, w hereas the third SP cor-
responds to the reference system being in the pure °T 2g
state. For Yeasonable’ param eters the third SP — corre—
soonding to the HS state of the reference system —has
an that is substantially higher than that of the st
two SP, whence this SP will never be realized. At low
tem peratures, on the other hand, the A 4-lke SP and
the h ixed’ SP have very sin ihrvaliesof and for sui—
able choice of 10D g in the physical system a crossover
can be seen. To illustrate this, Figure[d shows frthe
A 4like and m ixed SP as a function of tem perature for
10D g= 0:72 eV (the value of 10D g obtained from the

t to the LM TO band structure was 0:85 €V ). A ccord—
Ingly this value of 10D g was kept xed for the rest of
the calculation. M uch unlike the cases of N0 , CoO and
M nO [43], the param eters of the stationary points have a
strong tem perature dependence In the case of LaCo0 3.
O bviously this re ects the subtle change w ith tem pera—
ture of the electronic structure.

O ne can recognize in Figure[2 that there is a crossing
ofthetwo (T') curves at 50 Kelvin, and the nite
di erence in slope Inpliesa rst order phase transition.
This way of descrbing the spin state transition is prob—
ably an artefact of the m ean- eld-lke description In the
fram ew ork ofthe VCA . T he Jatent heat for the transition
wouldbe T S = 278 J=m ol. It should also be noted,
that the (T') curve ofthe A 14-1ke SP has an unphysi-
calupward curvature above 50 Kelvin. The lower SP,
how ever, does Indeed have the correct dow nward curva—
ture.

M ore interesting is the entropy S (T ) because this can be
com pared directly to experim ent. Figure[d shows S (T')
from the VCA and the experin entalelectronic entropy as
extracted by St len et al[8] from their speci cheatm ea—
surem ents. At low tem peratures the agreem ent is not so
bad but i is Inm ediately obvious that the crossover at
530 Kelvin which is very pronounced in the entropy is
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FIG.2: (Colronline) Left: G rand canonical potential for
the two low energy stationary pointsas a function of tem per—
ature. The value of 10D g= 0:72 eV in the lattice system .

R ight: Entropy for the h ixed’ SP as a finction of tem pera—
ture com pared to the experin ental electronic entropy found
by St len et al[@].
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FIG. 3: (Colr online) M agnetic susceptibility of LaC o0 3
from Refs. 4,|5]and spin susceptibility obtained by theVCA .
N ote that the VCA resul ismultiplied by a factor of 4. The
sepin susceptibility in the R 14-lke SP, which is realized below
50 K elvin, is essentially zero.

not reproduced at all by the present calculation. This
w ill be discussed below .

Tt should also be m entioned that the IS (or °Ti4) state
has negligble weight in the reference system even at
the highest tem peratures studied. The reason is sin —
ply the fact — already noted by Haverkort et al[ld] —
that the IS state never com es even close to the ground
state of the octahedral CoO ¢ cluster. In that sense,
the VCA compliess with LS-HS scenario’ supported by
experin ent.[Ld,[14,115,11€,117]

Next, Figure |3 com pares the spin susceptibility from
the VCA calculation to the experim entalm agnetic sus—
ceptibility. W hilke the overall behaviour is sim ilar, the
tem perature where  has is maxinum does not agree
w ith experin ent and, m ore Im portantly, the calculated
valies are a factor 4 too small. It is lkely that the
reason is the rigid lattice used in the present calculation:

100 — T T T
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80 | . B
Susceptibility
VCA -
60 |- R

Fixed activation energy

HS population (percent)

0 200

400 600
Temperature (Kelvin)

800 1000

FIG. 4: (Colbr online) Occupation of the °T,y state in
LaCo0 3 as Inferred by H averkort et al[l(] from their XA S
spectra and by Kyém en et al.RC] from a t to the suscepti-
bility and speci ¢ heat com pared to the Sng occupation in
the reference system for the VCA calculation. A lso shown
is the T,y occupation obtained wih a xed activation en-
ergy of 250 K elvin, which reproduces the onset the spin state
transition [B].

In the actualm aterial the expansion ofthe O ¢ octahedra
around a C o-ion In the high-spin state probably prevents
HS ions from occupying nearest neighbors, so that the
strong antiferrom agnetic superexchange cannot act. In
the VCA calculation thise ect is absent, whence the an—
tiferrom agnetic nearest-neighborexchange probably re—
duces the ferrom agnetic spin polarization induced by the
m agnetic eld.

Onem ay ask for the fraction of C o-onsbeing in the HS
state. It should be noted, that the VCA does not give
that num ber for the physical system . T he exact diago—
nalization of the reference system does give the occupa—
tion num bers of the di erent eigenstates of the reference
system , but there is no justi cation for identifying these
w ith the occupation num bers in the physicalsystem . On
the otherhand, ifthe optim alselfenergy forthe lattice is
realized in a cluster where the the H S state hasa certain
weight a it is reasonably plausible that the occupation of
the H S state in the physicalsystem w illnotbedi ercom —
pktely from a. Thus, wem ay consider the occupation of
the H S state in the reference system as a plausble esti-
m ate for the true H S occupation in the physical system .
F igure[4 com pares this num ber to experim ental values.
M ost in portantly the Increase ofthe H S occupation w ith
tem perature ism uch weaker than fora system wih xed
activation energy. T he estin ates of H averkort et aland
Kyfmen et al. are reasonably close and also the VCA
gives a roughly correct description although it obviously
underestin ates the HS population. T his is another rea—
son why the susogptibility com puted by the VCA is too
an all. Tt is Interesting, how ever, that the VCA gives the
tem perature dependence of the HS occupation at least
qualitatively correct as it was carried out wih a rigid
lattice and therefore inclides band e ects’ but no ef-
fects of the local Jattice relaxation.

N ext we consider the occupation num bers ofthe various
orbials. These can be obtained for the lattice system
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tem perature for the h ixed’ SP. T he values at 50 kelvin have
been subtracted o tom ake changesm ore clearly visible. A 1so
show n is the change of occupation num bers plotted versusH S
occupation In the reference system .

In the standard way by integrating the spectral function
of the lattice system up to the chem ical potential. At
50 Kelvin, the occupation num bers/gpin direction and
atom for the various orbitals are n Co ty) = 2:956,
nCoe) = 0473, n(02p) = 2:823. Ik is inmediately
obvious from these numbers that there is considerable
charge transfer from O xygen to the e; orbitals ofC cbalt.
AsHS Co is adm ixed w ith increasing tem perature, the
occupation num bers change, as can be seen in Figure[3.
The gure also show s the change of occupation num bers
plotted versus the HS occupation in the reference sys—
tem , ie. the quantity which is shown as VCA’ in Figure
[4. The very accurate linear dependence is an indication
that the HS occupation In the reference system is indeed
a very good estin ate for the HS occupation in the lat-
tice system . T he changes are as expected, w ith n (C 0 &y)
Increasing at the expense of n (Co ty) and a slight net
charge transfer from Co to O . The nearly equaland op—
posite change of n (Co tyg) and n (C o ey)is expected if
HS tj e are adm ixed to LS t,. Since the g, orbitals
hybridize w ith O by the stronger bonds and the 4 by
theweaker bonds, adm ixture ofH S statesw illdecrease
the degree of covalency hence the slight charge transfer
back to O xygen. M ore precisely, each additionalHS Co
transfers 0:073 electrons to the O 2p bands.

N ext, w e consider the single-particle G reen’s function cal-
culated w ith the optim al selfenergy. F iqure[d show s the
k-integrated spectral function near the Fem ienergy as
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FIG.6: (Coloronline) Combined PES and B IS spectra (from
R ef.[3€]) com pared to the k-integrated single particle spectral
function obtained from the VCA at 100 Kelvin. -peaks are
replaced by Lorentzians w ith a width of 0.02 eV .

well as the combined PE S and B IS spectra by Chainani
atal[3€]. M ost In portantly, the VCA correctly describes
LaC o0 3 asa param agnetic insulator —there isa cleargap
of 1e&V in the spectrum . The BIS spectrum does not
really show a clear edge but a gradual Increase so it is
hard to deduce a unique experin entalgap value. The gap
In the VCA spectrum of 1 &V is lJarger than the gap
values deduced from the tem perature dependence of the
conductiviy [3,124] which range from 0.1 €V to 053 &V
(depending on tem perature) or from the optical conduc—
tivity, 0.1 €V d]. On the other hand i should be noted
that the theoretical gap value does not have much real
signi cance anyway — it is largely detem ined by the ad—
Justable param eters U and

M ore speci c is the overall shape of the photoem ission
spectrum . Figure[7 com pares the k—ntegrated spectral
function w ith the experin ental photoem ission spectrum
over a w ider energy range. M ore precisely, we consider
the O n-o -di erence’, that m eans the di erence of va—
Jence band photoen ission spectra taken w ith photon en—
ergieson (63:5 eV ) and slightly o (60:0 eV ) theCo3p !
3d threshold, a procedure w hich isknow n [5]to em phasize
the C o3d-derived features. A lso shown is a photoem is—
sion spectrum taken wih a photon energy of 212 &V
w here, due to the larger photoionization cross section of
the O 2p orbitallb5] at this energy, m ostly the oxygen de-
rived states are visble. The VCA reproduces the m ain
features quite accurately: the high intensity d-lke peak
at 1leV ,theanallerd-lkepeak at 5 eV and thebroad
satellite’ around 12 €V . A Iso, the 3 O 2p-lke peaks are
reproduced. T he fact that the peak at the top of the va—
lence band haspredom nantly C 03d characteralso com es
out correctly. By and large the VCA gives a reasonable
description ofthe electronic structure ofLaC o0 3, at least
on coarse energy scales.

An interesting feature of LaC o0 5 is the tem perature
dependence of its photoelectron spectra and the VCA re—
produces these at least qualitatively. F igure[§ show s the
k-integrated spectral finction at two di erent tem pera—
tures, 80 K elvin and 570 K elvin. A Iso shown in the inset
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FIG .7: (Coloronline) Angl integrated valence band photoe—
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at 50 K elvin com pared to the ‘on-o ’ spectrum and a photoe—
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FIG .8: (Coloronline) A ngl integrated valence band photoe-
m isssion spectrum ofLaC o0 3 obtained by VCA at 80 K elvin
(bottom ) and 570 Kelvin (top) (Lorentzian broadening 0.1
eV ).The horizontal line is a guide to the eye and corresponds
to the sam e intensity in both spectra. T he inset show s exper—
in ental spectra at di erent tem peratures Ref. [9]).

are experin ental angle integrated photoean ission spectra
by Abbateetal.. A sone can see In experim ent the prom i~
nent peak at the top of the valence band looses weight
w ith increasing tem perature, which is a m anifestation of
the increasing num ber of C o=ions in the high soin state.
The VCA reproduces this e ect qualitatively, but higher
tem peratures are needed to obtain a sim ilar degree of
spectral weight loss. A s discussed above this is sin ply
due to the fact that the VCA underestin atesthe HS oc—
cupation.
N ext, we consider the unoccupied part of the spectrum
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FIG. 9: (Color online) k-integrated singlk particle spectral
function from VCA at di erent tem peratures (Lorentzian
broadening 0.1 €V ) com pared to Co K-edge XA S spectra of
LaCoO ;3 (taken from Ref. [L1]). The XA S spectra have been
shifted downward by 7 keV .

and com pare to the Co K -edge spectra by Thomton et
allll]. Figure[d shows the spectral finction at several
tem peratures as well as the brepeak’ of the Co K -edge
spectra — shifted In energy so as to m atch the electron
addition spectrum . The VCA goectra show a peak at
0:7 EeV above the Fem i energy which increases in
Intensity as the tem perature increases. T he experin en—
tal spectrum show s a sin ilar change, ie. the grow ing in
Intensity ofa low energy peak. Again, sincethe VCA un-—
derestin ates the H S population the grow th of this peak
isprobably underestim ated. It should also be noted that
the O 1ls XA S spectra of Abbate et al.[@] show quite a
sin ilar bebaviour as the Co K -edge soectra, nam ely the
grow th In spectralweight ofa low energy peak with in-
creasing tem perature. An apparent di erence between
the results of Thomton et al. and Abbate et al. is
that the C o K -edge spectra seem to show a rather grad-
ual change of the spectra w ith tem perature, w hereas the
O 1sXA S spectra show little change at low tem perature.
The VCA givesa very continuous and gradual change as
would be expected from the rather sm ooth increase of
the HS population.
Lastly, we proceed to a com parison w ith other calcu-
Jations on LaC o0 5. Several authors have calculated the
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FIG .10: (Colronline) k-Integrated single particle spectrum
obtained from the VCA for the Ai4-lke’ SP at 10 Kelvin,
Lorentzian broadening 0.1 €V).

density ofstates © O S) forthe low spin —ornonm agnetic
—state using LDA+U orGGA+U [L3,131,[32,135,134] and
it m ay be interesting to com parethe VCA to these calcu—
lations. Figure[IQ show s the k-integrated single particle
spectrum  at the low est tem perature studied, 10 Kelvin.
W hereas all spectra shown so far corresponded to the
I ixed SP’ in F igure[d], this spectrum is calculated orthe
bureA 14’ SP .D espite this, one can see that the spectrum
isnearly indistinguishable from the other spectra, which
show s that the phase transition from the pure A4 SP
to them ixed SP in F igure[ll has practically no in uence
on the spectrum . W ih the exception of the Co3d-lke
satelite’ at 12 &V the spectrum is quite consistent
wih the GGA+ U calculation ofPandey et al[32]. E soe—
cially the respective oxygen or C o character of the three
prom Inent peaks agrees reasonably well and these agree
In tum with the photon-energy dependence of the PES
spectralB]. The DO S obtained by Hsu et al[34] shows
three prom nent peaks as well, but the characters do not
m atch: there, the topm ost peak has predom inant oxygen
character, w hereas the lowem ost peak has predom inant
C o character —this does not agree w ith experim ent.

IV.. DISCUSSION

To summ arize onem ay say that the VCA gives a rea—
sonably accurate description ofsom e experim entalresuls
for LaCo0 3. The insulating nature of the m aterial is
described correctly and the photoelectron spectra agree
w ith experim ent in quite som e detail. T he tem perature
dependence ofthe m agnetic susogptibility and the photo—
electron spectra is reproduced at least qualitatively. For
all tem peratures studied only LS and H S states have ap—
preciable weight in the density m atrix of the reference
system , which m eans that the VCA is consistent w ith
the LS-H S scenario supported by experin ent. T hereby
the population ofthe H S states Increases quite an oothly
with an onset at 50 Kelvin which would be consistent
w ith experin ent as well.

The main de ciencies are the failure to reproduce the

crossover seen at 530 K elvin In the entropy and susogpti-
bility, the too an all value of the m agnetic susceptibility
and the too slow increase ofthe H S population w ith tem —
perature, which m akes the tem perature dependence ofall
photoelectron spectra w eakerthan observed. It should be
noted that changing the values of and/orU so as to
obtain eg. a am aller insulating gap does not change this.
T he above de ciencies are very probably not related to
an napproprate choice of param eters.

The rst reason Por deviations is probably the neglect of
soin-orbit-coupling In the d-shell. This leads to a spli—
ting of the °T,y state into a three®ld, a veHUd and
a seven—fold degenerate statell4,[15,116] which span an
energy of 75 m €V . If one were to assum e that the acti
vation energy in the reference system as obtained by the
VCA oorresponds to the center of graviy of these split
states, the triplet would be appreciably lower and give a
higher susceptibility and HS occupation at low tem per-
atures. M oreover, St len et al.[8] have considered a sce—
nario, where the low tem perature crossover corresoonds
to the population of the low energy triplet and the high
tem perature transition to the population of the rem ain—
Ing two com ponents. If that were indeed the case, a cal-
culation without spin orbit coupling could never repro—
duce the high tem perature transition. Since spin-orbit
coupling is a singleparticle term it can be inclided into
the VCA w ithout any problem . O n the other hand the z—
com ponent ofthe spin isno longer a good quantum num —
ber if soin-orbit-coupling is ntroduced, which increases
the size of m atrices to be diagonalized or inverted and
soin-orbit coupling was neglected in the present study.
A second reason is the neglect of — or rather: the in -
possbility to treat —the local lattice relaxations ie. the
expansion 0f0 4 octahedra around HS Co ions. This n -
plies than a HS ion Yeels’ a di erent environm ent and
that the actual activation energy has to be m odi ed by
an elastic contribution. A 1 ofthese e ects arem issed in
a calculation w ith a rigid lattice like the present one. T he
local expansion of the O ¢ octahedra m ay also have con—
siderable in pact on the m agnetic susceptibility. N am ely
based on the G oodenough-K anam ori rules HS ions on
nearest neighborswould be expected to show strong anti-
ferrom agnetic exchange via the two half- lled e4 orbitals.
On the other hand, or HS ions on nearest neighbors
it is clear that the respective local lattice relaxations —
expansion of the O ¢ octahedra around HS ions —would
Interfere w ith each other, so that HS occupation ofnear—
est neighborsm ay be energetically unfavourabl and the
antiferrom agnetic superexchange may sin ply not have
the chance to act. This could explain the experin ental
resul[g, 21] that low energy soin correlations are ferro—
m agnetic rather than antiferrom agnetic as well as the
surprising fact that thin In s of LaC 00 3 under tensile
order ferrom agnetically R8]. In a calculation w ith a rigid
Jattice this e ect would be m issed, so that the antiferro—
m agnetic superexchange would reduce the soin suscepti-
bility.

This shows that iIn portant physical e ects had to be



neglcted in the present calculation and a quantitative
agream ent w ith experin ent could not be expected. Still
there is quite good qualitative agreem ent which dem on—
strates the usefiilness of the VCA to study correlated
nsulators.

I would lke to thank K. P. Bohnen, D. Fuchs, M.
Haverkort, M . Pottho and S. Schuppler for instructive
discussions.

V. APPENDIX:CALCULATION OF THE
MAGNETIC SUSCEPTIBILITIY

T he m agnetic susceptibility can be obtained from =

8123 > . Thereby the magnetic eld B is an additional
sihgleparticle-like param eter in the physicalsystem . T he
Introduction ofthis param eter w ill change the stationary
point, that m eans the param eters of the reference system
becom e depedent on B . For the calculation ofthe deriva—
tive, however, we do not need to solve the optin ization
w ith applied B — eld.
W e denote by ; the param eters of the reference system
and by ; the values at the stationary point forB = 0.
T hen we can w rite dow n the follow ing expansion of for
anallB :

1X @2
= + - — (4 ; ; :
2 . @ i@ j(l 1)( Jj j)
* ¢ B (; ')+B—2@2 (6)
@ ;@B o0 2 @B?2

A 1l derivatives In this equation can in principle be ob-
tained num erically. A Iso it hasbeen used that in a para—
m agnetic state

10

Taking B smallbut nite and dem anding that ¢— = 0
we cbtain

X @2 @2
— (3 9= B
@ i@ 4 @ ;@B

W e now di erentiate w ith respect to B and set B = 0 to
obtain

X e ey @2
@ ;@B

@ ;@ 5@

J

w hich is an equation for the derivatives % .Weassume
this to be solved and thus the @@—Bj to be known. Inserting
® 5 into equation [G) we obtain

now j ;=B

@B
2 " 2 X 2 #

= + B_ @ + @ _j (7)
2 @B? @ ;@B @B

1
from which the susceptibility is ound as

¢ X @ e,
@B 2 @ ;@B @B

In the presence of a m agnetic eld all sihglk electron pa—
ram eters of the reference system have to be taken spin
dependent, ie. a hopping ntegralt! (o;t). It is then
easy to see that the m ixed second derivatives % are
di erent from zero only for those ; which are odd un—
der sign change of the spin, that m eans quantities lke
(tr t). At a nonmagnetic SP these are zero so the

derivatives can be evaluated right at the SP.
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