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strongly correlated system. We find CMP+SDFT is capable of describing the
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to a qualitative and quantitative understanding of the electronic properties within
DMFT.
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1. Introduction
Cubic-pyrochlore ruthenates [1, 2] are subject to
magnetic frustration, strong electronic correlation, and
in some cases a considerable amount of spin-orbit
coupling (SOC). Consequently, this family of materials,
that has the chemical formula (R1−x Ax )2 Ru2 O7 ,
displays a plethora of different phases and transitions,
including the Mott-insulating state, bad metal state,
spin-ice-like states and other noncollinear magnetism.
The ground state strongly depends on the choice
of cations A2+ and R3+ .
Yet, in addition to
that, different phases can be reached by introducing
hole doping x [3, 4] or by applying pressure [5].
Curiously, the experimentally observed tendencies
with changing conditions are sometimes counterintuitive, as described below. Here, we demonstrate
that first-principles calculations can help elucidate
the underlying phenomena of these counter-intuitive
tendencies.
In (R1−x Ax )2 Ru2 O7 , magnetic frustration arises
from the corner sharing tetrahedra formed by both,
R and Ru sites, as shown in Figure 1 (a). The
crystallographic details can be seen at a glance in
Table 1. In particular, we will consider the cases
with a magnetic rare-earth ion R3+ = Pr, Gd, Ho
and Er, and with a nonmagnetic cation A2+ = Ca,
and Cd in details. This choice covers a wide range of
magnetic and electronic phases with different prevalent
mechanisms.
For rare-earth ruthenates, R2 Ru2 O7 , the cubicpyrochlore structure amounts to an interesting constellation of two magnetically coupled frustrated sublattices at 16c and 16d, that are dominated by d-orbital
and f -orbital magnetism, respectively. In contrast, in
A2 Ru2 O7 only one magnetic site, i.e., the Ru site, exists. Still, as discussed in Section 2, the d-orbital magnetism is fundamentally different in the limiting cases
of (R1−x Ax )2 Ru2 O7 owing to an effective integer and
half-integer spin state on the Ru site.
Capturing the subtleties of cubic-pyrochlore
ruthenates on the experimental side is a challenge
in itself, as indicated by the relatively recently
successful synthesis, low transition temperatures and
remaining uncertainties of the magnetic-structure
measurements, c.f., Section 2. A prominent example
of the possible magnetic configurations is the spinice structure which is characterized by its magnetic
entropy [6, 7]. Regarding the electronic properties,
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recent advances by Kaneko et al. [4] made it possible to
investigate fully filling-controlled (Ca1−x Prx )2 Ru2 O7 ,
which shows a metal-to-insulator transition (MIT),
where surprisingly Pr2 Ru2 O7 is a Mott insulator and
Ca2 Ru2 O7 is a metal. This is unexpected because
the valence-t2g bands within the Ru-4d3 manifold
are half-filled for A2 Ru2 O7 , which naively should
observe higher electronic correlation compared to the
more than half-filled Ru-4d4 bands in R2 Ru2 O7 [8].
Moreover, Jiao et al. [5] demonstrated that Cd2 Ru2 O7
is driven from metal to insulator by increasing pressure,
in stark contrast to the related monoclinic compound
Hg2 Ru2 O7 , which is a bad metal and becomes a good
metal under pressure [9]. Again, the behavior of
Cd2 Ru2 O7 is counter-intuitive, as without a structural
transition the overlap integral between neighboring
sites is expected to increase with pressure and, thus,
electrons can more easily hop from one site to another,
which increases their itinerancy.
These experimental findings suggest a need to
carefully treat strong electronic correlation effects in
these systems. Thus, we will go beyond spin-densityfunctional theory [10] (SDFT) and additionally employ
the dynamical-mean-field theory [11] (DMFT). Yet, in
order to truly remain a first-principles calculation, i.e.,
avoid free parameters, we obtain all the parameters
used in the DMFT calculation by means of the
constrained-random-phase approximation (cRPA) [12].
In the remainder of this paper, we focus on
the magnetic structure and electronic properties of
R2 Ru2 O7 with R3+ = Pr, Gd, Ho, and Er, as well
as A2 Ru2 O7 with nonmagnetic A2+ = Ca, and Cd.
First, we predict the magnetic ground state from
first-principles devising the so-called cluster-multipole
(CMP)+SDFT magnetic-structure-prediction scheme
[13] and show that Ca and Cd compounds have robust
all-in-all-out (AIAO) magnetic order within SDFT.
Furthermore, for R2 Ru2 O7 , we find that different
magnetic configurations are competing depending on
the rare-earth element, which is consistent with
experimental results. In particular, for Ho2 Ru2 O7 ,
we find a spin-ice-like state, while the remaining
compounds prefer an antiferromagnetic (AFM) 32pole structure.
Beyond that, cRPA calculations
reveal that the relative energy of the O-2p and O0 2p bands ‡ with respect to the Ru-t2g bands controls
‡ The O-2p and O0 -2p orbitals are on the 48f and 8b site,
respectively, as shown in Table 1 and Figure 1.
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Table 1. Crystallographic positions for the space group F d3̄m (No. 227) of the cubic-pyrochlore structure (R1−x Ax )2 Ru2 O6 O0
with origin at 16c. The parameter xa is the only compound-dependent parameter, apart from the lattice constant a. For more
details about the crystallographic information, we refer to Ref. [1].
Atom

Wyckoff position

Site symmetry

Coordinate

A/R
Ru
O
O0

16d
16c
48f
8b

3̄m(D3d )
3̄m (D3d )
mm (C2v )
4̄3m (Td )

1 1 1
, ,
2 2 2
0, 0, 0
xa , 81 , 81
3 3 3
, ,
8 8 8

Figure 1. Crystal structure of (R1−x Ax )2 Ru2 O6 O0 . (a)
Conventional unit cell showing the cubic-pyrochlore Ru (R/A)
sublattice in blue (green) and O in orange. O0 is located
inside the green R/A tetrahedra. (b) and (c) show the local
environment of Ru and R/A, which both display 3̄m(D3d ) site
symmetry. The crystal-electric-field splitting and occupancy of
the Ru-t2g manifold into a lower a1g and upper e0g bands for
Ru5+ (Ru4+ ) that occurs for the choice of A (R) element is
depicted at the top (bottom), in (b) and (c) respectively.

the screening of the on-site Coulomb repulsion U
and it differs significantly between Ru-4d3 and Ru4d4 compounds. This explains the counter-intuitive
reduction of the electronic correlation in the half-filled
Ru-4d3 -t2g bands in A2 Ru2 O7 compared to Ru-4d4
bands in R2 Ru2 O7 . Lastly, we compute the electronic
properties for Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Pr2 Ru2 O7 within DMFT
using model parameters extracted from first-principles
calculations by means of cRPA. The results show a
bad metallic behavior for Ca2 Ru2 O7 consistent with
experimental results. Moreover, for Pr2 Ru2 O7 a band
gap opens, which is qualitatively and quantitatively in
agreement with experimental results.
2. Magnetic structure
Let us start by developing some intuition about the
competing magnetic interactions. As mentioned in the
introduction, for R2 Ru2 O7 , the cubic-pyrochlore structure comprises two magnetically coupled frustrated
sublattices at 16c and 16d, that are dominated by dorbital and f -orbital magnetism, respectively. This is

shown in Figure 1 (a).
The d-orbital magnetism arises from the Ru-4d4
bands in R2 Ru2 O7 , which host 4 electrons in the ionic
limit. The exchange interaction between neighboring
Ru moments is expected to be dominant compared
to, e.g., dipole-dipole interactions. That is, because
the on-site magnetic dipole moments on the Ru site
are relatively small even if the high-spin state were
realized, and the orbital-angular momentum L is likely
quenched by the crystal-electric-field (CEF) splitting.
Therefore, SOC is suppressed on the Ru site in all
compounds investigated here. According to ligandfield theory [14], the overall cubic (Oh ) symmetry splits
the Ru-4d bands into lower lying t2g and upper eg
bands. The former is further split into a lower a1g
and upper e0g bands due to the local trigonal (D3d )
symmetry. This yields a spin S = 1 state in the Ru4d4 manifold for R2 Ru2 O7 , as shown in Figure 1 (b)
bottom.
On the other hand, in the case of f -orbital
magnetism, the electrons are more localized and,
thus, better shielded from the surrounding CEF.
Consequently, almost no quenching occurs and the
heavy nuclei give rise to substantial SOC. One
exception is given by the half-filled f -bands, where
L = 0 for the ideal case of R3+ . In particular, in
the compounds investigated here, SOC is expected to
increase from R3+ = Gd, Pr to Er and Ho. The
ordering of the latter two cannot be predicted a priori
due to its dependence on multiple variables, whose
values are expected to be of similar magnitude. For
instance, SOC depends on the mass of the nuclei, the
spin and angular contributions to the on-site magnetic
moment. As shown in Figure 1 (c), the 4f bands
on the 16d-R site observe a D3d -site symmetry, which
slightly lifts the local 2J + 1 degeneracy of the 4f n
manifold. Here, J is the total-angular-momentumquantum number of n electrons that occupy the 4f
orbitals on the R site.
The R moment is expected to increases from Pr,
Gd, Er to Ho when considering the J-J coupling
scheme, while the ionic radius ratio rR /rRu decreases
from Pr, Gd, Ho to Er §.
Note that, the d§ According to Figure 12 in Ref. [15], the values of the ionic
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Table 2. Basis configurations (BCs) of the cluster-multipole (CMP) basis for the cubic-pyrochlore structure (R1−x Ax )2 Ru2 O6 O’
with origin at 16c according to their multipole order and irreducible representation (IRREP). With Ru/R1−x Ax at positions of Atom
1: (0, 0, 0)/ (1/2, 1/2, 1/2), Atom 2: (1/4, 1/4, 0)/ (3/4, 3/4, 1/2), Atom 3: (1/4, 0, 1/4)/ (3/4, 1/2, 3/4), and Atom 4: (0, 1/4, 1/4)/
(1/2, 3/4, 3/4). The BCs are depicted in Figure 1. Note that, the BCs of T1g and T2g are different domains of the same magnetic
structure.
Multipole

IRREP

BC

Atom 1

Atom 2

Atom 3

Atom 4

dipole

Γ9 (T1g )

(1, 0, 0)
(0, 1, 0)
(0, 0, 1)

(1, 0, 0)
(0, 1, 0)
(0, 0, 1)

(1, 0, 0)
(0, 1, 0)
(0, 0, 1)

(1, 0, 0)
(0, 1, 0)
(0, 0, 1)

octupole

Γ3 (A2g )
Γ9 (T1g )

Ψ1
Ψ2
Ψ3
√
√3Ψ4
√2Ψ5
√2Ψ6
√2Ψ7
√2Ψ8
√2Ψ9
2Ψ10
√
√2Ψ11
6Ψ12

(−1, −1, −1)
(0, 1, 1)
(1, 0, 1)
(1, 1, 0)
(0, −1, 1)
(1, 0, −1)
(−1, 1, 0)

(1, 1, −1)
(0, 1, −1)
(1, 0, −1)
(−1, −1, 0)
(0, −1, −1)
(1, 0, 1)
(1, −1, 0)

(1, −1, 1)
(0, −1, 1)
(−1, 0, −1)
(1, −1, 0)
(0, 1, 1)
(−1, 0, 1)
(−1, −1, 0)

(−1, 1, 1)
(0, −1, −1)
(−1, 0, 1)
(−1, 1, 0)
(0, 1, −1)
(−1, 0, −1)
(1, 1, 0)

(−1, 1, 0)
(−1, −1, 2)

(1, −1, 0)
(1, 1, 2)

(1, 1, 0)
(1, −1, −2)

(−1, −1, 0)
(−1, 1, −2)

Γ7 (T2g )

32 pole

Γ5 (Eg )

f exchange interaction is expected to be large
compared to f -f exchange interaction due to the
strong localization of the f electrons. Intriguingly, the
dipole-dipole interaction between R moments may also
play an important role between large on-site magnetic
moments, as can emerge on the Ho and Er sites. This
is seen in the related isostructural spin-ice compound
Ho2 Tb2 O7 [16, 17, 6] and can lead to an effective
ferromagnetic (FM) nearest-neighbor interaction, even
if the exchange interaction is AFM.
In contrast, A2 Ru2 O7 only features one magnetic
site, i.e., the Ru site. The presence of A2+ leads to
a higher oxidation state Ru5+ in the ionic limit. This
in turn permits only 3 electrons in the Ru-4d3 -a1g and
Ru-4d3 -e’g bands, whose spins are expected to form a
high-spin S = 3/2 state according to Hund’s rules,
as illustrated in Figure 1 (b) top. This stands in
contrast with R2 Ru2 O7 , where Ru4+ yields an S = 1
state in the Ru-4d4 manifold. Consequently, even the
undisturbed formation of magnetism on the Ru site
is fundamentally different in A2 Ru2 O7 compared to
R2 Ru2 O7 . In other words, the magnetism on the
Ru site in A2 Ru2 O7 and R2 Ru2 O7 must be discussed
separately for two reasons: (i) the different state of
oxidation, and (ii) the possible interaction with a
second magnetic lattice formed by R sites.
Recently, magnetic multipoles are increasingly
used to describe magnetic states in condensed matter
on an atomic scale [18, 19, 20, 21], as well as on an
inter-atomic scale [22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27]. This has
led to the formulation of the so-called CMP theory
[28], that proposes a basis to span the space of all
possible magnetic configurations in a crystal in terms of
radius ratio are approximately 1.81, 1.69, 1.63 and 1.61 for
R=Pr, Gd, Ho and Er, respectively. In case of A2 Ru2 O7 , Figure
25 in Ref. [15] yields 1.95 and 1.97 for A= Cd, and Ca.

Figure 2. Cluster-multipole (CMP) basis. (a) Dipole basis
configurations (BCs), (b) Octupole BCs, and (c) 32-pole BCs.
As listed in Table 2, the BCs of the CMP basis are associated
with an irreducible representation (IRREP), i.e., Ψ1 , Ψ2 , Ψ3 ,
as well as Ψ5 , Ψ6 , Ψ7 are Γ9 (T1g ), Ψ4 is Γ3 (A2g ), Ψ8 , Ψ9 ,
Ψ10 are Γ7 (T2g ), and Ψ11 , Ψ12 are Γ5 (Eg ). Note that, (i) Ψ4
corresponds to the all-in-all-out (AIAO) structure, (ii) the spinice 2-in-2-out structure is a linear combination
√ of dipole and
octupole of IRREP Γ9 (T1g ), e.g., (Ψ1 + Ψ5 )/ 2.

magnetic multipoles. The magnetic configurations that
form the CMP basis of cubic-pyrochlore ruthenates are
explicitly given in Table 2.
In Figure 2, the 12 basis configurations (BCs)
are depicted. These comprise dipoles, octupoles and
32 poles k. By construction, each BC additionally
k We note that CMP theory can equally well define magnetic
configurations corresponding to magnetic toroidal multipole
moments. However, as the magnetic field is by construction
an expansion of magnetic multipoles and we are not referring
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corresponds to a specific irreducible representation
(IRREP) of the magnetic point group.
It is well-known that most magnetic structures
can be described with one IRREP, which can be
understood in the context of Landau theory of
second-order phase transitions [29]. That is why
Rietveld fits [30] to neutron diffraction patterns are
usually performed with a basis similar to the CMP
basis as a starting point [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36],
which however lacks the characterization in terms of
magnetic multipoles. The additional characterization
of magnetic multipoles has two main advantages:
First, it is rather intuitive that the complexity of
the magnetic structure increases with the magnetic
multipole order. Second, the shape of the linear
response tensor can be directly inferred [20]. For
instance, the CMP theory has been instrumental in
understanding the large anomalous Hall effect in the
noncollinear AFM compound Mn3 Sn [24, 27].
Motivated by this success, some of the present
authors developed a systematic scheme [13] to predict
the magnetic ground state from first principles for a
given crystal structure based on the CMP theory and
SDFT. The predictive power of this scheme, that is
termed CMP+SDFT [13], has been demonstrated in a
high-throughput calculation of more than 4400 SDFT
calculations. The key issue, that was overcome, is
that SDFT has many local minima in its total-energy
landscape. An exhaustive list of candidate magnetic
structures is instrumental to converge to all relevant
(meta-)stable magnetic structures. To this end, we
follow a statistically justified heuristic rule and take
equally weighted linear combinations of all BCs with
the same IRREP and multipole order. Note, that in
the cubic-pyrochlore structure, the BCs of T1g and T2g
are actually different domains of the same magnetic
structure. In other words, they are related to each
other by an alternative choice of the lattice vector and
are degenerate by symmetry. That is, they will yield
the same total energy in SDFT.
After eradicating such redundant initial candidate
magnetic configurations, we perform SDFT calculations using the Vienna ab-initio simulation package
(VASP) [37, 38, 39]. We employ the pseudopotentials of the projector-augmented-waves (PAW) method
version potpaw54 titled Ca sv, Cd, Pr, Gd, Ho, Er,
O, and Ru pv in combination with the Perdew-BurkeErnzerhof (PBE) exchange-correlation functional to
converge the Kohn-Sham (KS) orbitals with the cutoff
energy set to 520 eV in a self-consistency loop considering SOC [40] and noncollinear magnetism in the sense
of J Kuebler’s formulation of SDFT [10], where the
KS Hamiltonian can be locally diagonalized. That is,
to effects where electrons couple to the gauge field, we choose to
focus on magnetic multipoles here, in contrast to Ref. [28]
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the magnetic moments are not fixed during the selfconsistent calculation. We use a k mesh of 4 × 4 × 4
devising the Monkhorst-Pack scheme and the structures that are listed in the inorganic crystal structure
database [41] under the ids 156409, 86773, 163397,
79332, 96730, and 97533. Note that we use the experimental crystal-structure information without performing additional ionic relaxation. It is provided along
with the magnetic structure in the supplemental material. For more details of the VASP calculations see Ref.
[13], where we used the same computational procedure.
2.1. Magnetic structure of A2 Ru2 O7
After Cd2 Ru2 O7 [42] in 1998, Ca2 Ru2 O7 [43] could
be synthesized in 2006. Finally, also Hg2 Ru2 O7
[44, 45] got synthesized in 2007, however it undergoes
a structural phase transition [46] from cubic to
monoclinic at the same time as the Ru moments order
at 107K, which yields Kagome-like layers instead of
corner-sharing tetrahedra. That is why, we focus
on Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Cd2 Ru2 O7 in the CMP+SDFT
calculations below..
While to our knowledge there is no experimental
data available that directly probes the magnetic
order in Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Cd2 Ru2 O7 , some magnetic
properties can be found in the literature. The specific
heat reveals distinct λ anomalies at TN ≈ 85 K for
Cd2 Ru2 O7 [5], and at TN ≈ 107 K for Hg2 Ru2 O7 [45].
These anomalies are associated with a second-order
phase transition at which the Ru moments order. To
our knowledge the specific heat for Ca2 Ru2 O7 has not
been reported. At zero-field no net magnetization is
observed, so that the magnetic structures are all either
AFM or glasslike.
Further, the zero-field cooled (ZFC) magnetic
susceptibility with A = Cd [47, 5] and Hg [45]
shows sharp cusps at TN , and a speculative spin-glass
transition at Tg ≈ 25 K for A = Ca [43, 48]. This
further confirms that a magnetic transition occurs. For
Cd2 Ru2 O7 no high-temperature Curie–Weiss behavior
is observed, but instead a broad maximum is stretched
over a wide temperature range [42, 5]. This is similar
to CaCu3 Ru4 O12 , which can be discussed in terms of a
high Kondo temperature which implies the presence
of spin-fluctuations in a strongly-correlated-electron
system [49]. Additionally, the magnetic susceptibility
of Cd2 Ru2 O7 seems to reveal a second and third
magnetic transitions around Tm ≈ 40 K and Tm2 ≈
25 K [5], which are indicated by a sudden drop and
a (reported, but not shown) hysteresis at Tm , as well
as a very subtle kink around Tm2 . Both compounds
with A = Cd, and Hg feature an increase of the ZFC
magnetic susceptibility with decreasing temperature,
and the nearly identical behavior in the field-cooled
(FC) magnetic susceptibility.
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For Ca2 Ru2 O7 the size of the effective Ru moment
could be inferred from a Curie–Weiss fit to the hightemperature magnetic susceptibility, which yields a
surprisingly small value of 0.25 − 0.36 µB /Ru [43,
48]. As a comparison, the fully spin-polarized value
would be 3.87 µB /Ru using S = 3/2 as the spinquantum number. And even the low-spin state yields
1.73 µB /Ru. Moreover, the magnetic susceptibility of
Ca2 Ru2 O7 shows a pronounced split between ZFC and
FC curve [43], with no upturn in the ZFC case and an
almost constant FC measurement. In fact, Taniguchi et
al. [48] have first ascribed a thermodynamic spin-glass
transition to Ca2 Ru2 O7 at Tg by measuring higherorder magnetic susceptibilities.
A spin-glass state is characterized by random,
localized magnetic moments with a slow response
to external magnetic fields. The muon-spin-rotation
(µSR) measurements by Miyazaki et al. [47] give
further insights to the spin-dynamic properties of
A2 Ru2 O7 with A = Cd, Ca, and Hg. They report
that around the MIT, a nearly commensurate magnetic
order develops in A = Hg, and Cd. But in Cd2 Ru2 O7
below Tm , the presence of a Gaussian distribution at
the muon site is interpreted as some randomness of
the Ru moments on a regular lattice. For Ca2 Ru2 O7 ,
the same kind of randomness is most pronounced
and dubbed frozen spin liquid. According to the
µSR results, the size of the effective Ru moments is
0.36(7) µB /Ru for Cd2 Ru2 O7 for Tm < T < TN ,
0.60 µB /Ru (for T < Tg , but 0.35 µB /Ru for T > Tg )
for Ca2 Ru2 O7 , and 0.5(1) µB /Ru for Hg2 Ru2 O7 .
Our CMP+SDFT calculations predict that Ψ4
is the most stable magnetic structure for both,
Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Cd2 Ru2 O7 , as seen in Figure 2
(a). Note that, all Ru moments in one tetrahedron
point outward, which implies that the corner-sharing
tetrahedra comprise Ru moments pointing inward.
Thus, the magnetic ground state is dubbed AIAO
structure. It is separated by only a few meV in total
energy from other metastable magnetic configurations
obtained by CMP+SDFT. The occurrence of almost
degenerate local minima in SDFT is in good agreement
with the experimental observation of multiple magnetic
transitions.
A list of the magnetic space group (MSPG),
Laue group, total energy with respect to the AIAO
structure and the predicted size of the Ru moment
for all local minima is presented in Table 3. The
first column states the dominant BCs, although smaller
contributions from additional BCs might further break
the symmetry. For the AIAO structure, the MSPG is
Fd3̄m’ and the predicted size of the Ru moments within
SDFT is 1.17 µB /Ru for Ca2 Ru2 O7 , and 1.07 µB /Ru
for Cd2 Ru2 O7 .
Note that here we refer to the
Ru moment along the quantization axis considering
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Figure 3.
(a) Antiferromagnetic all-in-all-out (AIAO)
structure, which corresponds to an octupole with irreducible
representation Γ3 (A2g ) and Ψ4 in Table 2. It is the CMP+SDFT
ground state on the Ru sublattice in Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Cd2 Ru2 O7 .
(b) Easy-plane 32 pole with θ = 90◦ . A finite contribution of Ψ4
varies θ. (c) Spin-ice 2-in-2-out structure.

both contributions, the spin and angular-momentum
contribution, though the latter is negligible. The
predicted value is much small than the high-spin state
in the ionic limit, i.e., 3 µB , which implies that the
system disobeys Hund’s rules as a result of CEF
splitting between e0g and a1g bands due to D3d -site
symmetry. Nevertheless, the Ru moments are much
larger than the experimentally observed value. This
might be due to electronic correlation effects which
are not captured in the SDFT-ground-state calculation
and will be discussed in Section 3.
The corresponding magnetic crystal information
files (MCIFs) for all magnetic structures given in
Table 3 are provided in the supplemental material.
From Table 3, we see that the SDFT-total-energy
landscapes of Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Cd2 Ru2 O7 are similar
in the sense that (i) the most stable configuration is
the AIAO structure given by Ψ4 , (ii) Ψ8 with MSPG
I41 ’/amd’(141.555) is a local minimum, (iii) magnetic
structures dominated by Ψ5 are local minima, (iv)
linear combinations of octupole BCs form other similar
local minima. As the AIAO structure has the lowest
total energy among all CMP+SDFT calculations and
is consistent with the net zero magnetization observed
experimentally, it is used in the cRPA and DMFT
calculations in Section 3.
2.2. Magnetic structure of R2 Ru2 O7
Let us now consider cubic-pyrochlore rare-earth
ruthenates, R2 Ru2 O7 . The Ru site hosts a spin S = 1
state in the a1g and e0g bands, and is, consequently,
fundamentally different from the Ru site in A2 Ru2 O7
discussed in the previous section. For instance, owing
to the integer value of the spin, the system can in
principle be in a quantum-paramagnetic phase with
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Table 3. CMP+SDFT results for A2 Ru2 O7 . The table lists the magnetic space group (MSPG), Laue group, total energy with
respect to the AIAO structure (Ψ4 , highlighted in orange), and predicted size of the magnetic moment along the quantization axis
of CMP+SDFT (meta-)stable magnetic structures below 10 meV and with zero net magnetization.
MSPG

Laue group

meV

µB /Ru

Ca2 Ru2 O7
Ψ4
Ψ4 Ψ5 Ψ7 Ψ8 Ψ10
Ψ8
Ψ5 Ψ8
Ψ4 Ψ12
Ψ5

Fd3̄m’(227.131)
C2’/m’(12.62)
I41 ’/amd’(141.555)
Fd’d’d(70.530)
I41 ’/am’d(141.554)
C2’/c’(15.89)

m-3m’
2’/m’
4’/mmm’
m’m’m
4’/mm’m
2’/m’

0.00
3.96
5.59
5.99
8.51
9.46

1.17
1.10
1.12
1.09
1.08
1.08

Cd2 Ru2 O7
Ψ4
Ψ8
Ψ5 Ψ7 Ψ8 Ψ10
Ψ5 Ψ6 Ψ7
Ψ5

Fd3̄m’(227.131)
I41 ’/amd’(141.555)
Imm’a’(74.559)
R3̄m’(166.101)
I41 /am’d’(141.557)

m-3m’
4’/mmm’
m’m’m
-3m’1
4/mm’m’

0.00
2.47
3.17
5.36
6.96

1.07
0.93
0.87
0.77
0.77

S · ẑ = Sz = 0 [50], where ẑ is the local [111] direction
along the D3d axis. The magnetic ground state of
the Ru moments depends on the O–Ru bond length
and, thus, on the ionic radius of the rare-earth element
R =Pr, Gd, Ho, and Er. Therefore, it depends on R
even before considering the d-f -exchange interaction.
For the size of the on-site magnetic dipole moment on
the Ru site, the ionic limit is given by 2.83 µB /Ru using
S = 1. Again, the on-site moment for the R site varies
depending on the element.
The selected rare-earth elements cover a wide
range of different prevalent mechanisms. In particular,
for Pr the spin and orbital contributions have a
comparable size and combine antiferromagnetically.
Thus, the Pr moments are expected to be relatively
small and well shielded.
The ordering should
emerge predominantly under the influence of spinorbit coupling. On the other hand, for Gd the R4f bands are half-filled, which results in a vanishing
orbital angular momentum and, thus, negligible
SOC. Here, d-f -exchange interaction and f -f -exchange
interaction could be most important. In Er2 Ru2 O7 and
Ho2 Ru2 O7 the spin and orbital contributions add up
ferromagnetically which amounts to a large R moment
in both cases. In contrast to the case of Pr, these are
promising candidate compounds for a dominant dipoledipole interaction amongst neighboring R sites.
In a broad survey, Ito et al. [51] reported the
experimental temperature dependence of the specific
heat of R2 Ru2 O7 . In the investigated temperature
range, second-order phase transitions associated with
the ordering of Ru moments are observed at TN ≈
160K for Pr2 Ru2 O7 [52, 51, 53, 54], 114K for
Gd2 Ru2 O7 [51, 55], 95K for Ho2 Ru2 O7 [51, 56], and
90K for Er2 Ru2 O7 [51, 57]. In contrast to A2 Ru2 O7 ,
for R2 Ru2 O7 , possible magnetic structures have been
recently reported based on neutron scattering using

powder diffraction.
The magnetic structures predicted by CMP+SDFT
are summarized in Table 4. The first column lists the
most dominant BCs, where Ψ0 corresponds to the sublattice of R sites and Ψ to Ru sites. Note that, the
CMP basis for the sublattice of both, R sites and Ru
sites, is identical and presented in Figure 2 and Table 2.
Furthermore, Table 4 lists the MSPG, Laue group, the
total energy with respect to the minimum total energy
identified within CMP+SDFT (Etot in meV), size of
the on-site magnetic dipole moment on the R site and
Ru site considering both contributions, the spin and
angular-momentum contribution, along the quantization axis, as well as the net magnetization M per unit
formula. In the following, we will discuss the agreement of our numeric results with known experimental
observations individually for each compound.
2.2.1. Pr2 Ru2 O7 Without this visibility is very low.
In particular for Pr2 Ru2 O7 , Van Dunijn et al. [54]
determined the magnetic order of the Ru sublattice
to be a linear combination of Ψ11 and Ψ12 of the CMP
basis shown in Figure 3 (b) with c = 0, i.e., θRu = 90◦ .
Hence, that magnetic structure is a 32 pole in terms
of the CMP theory. Regrettably, it is not possible to
identify which linear combination of Ψ11 and Ψ12 is
realized based on the powder-diffraction measurement
due to the intrinsic ambiguity of the direction of the
Ru moments in the (111) plane perpendicular to the
local ẑ axis, i.e., the [111] direction, when using a
powdered sample. In other words, a and b in Figure 3
(b) are unknown. Nevertheless, it is clear that the
Ru moments possess AFM order in the local x̂ŷ plane,
which is distinct from being a quantum paramagnet.
The same magnetic structure has been experimentally
inferred for the Ru sites of Y2 Ru2 O7 [51], and for
the Er sites of Er2 Ti2 O7 [58]. The latter is said to
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Table 4. CMP+SDFT results. The table lists the dominant basis configurations Ψi (Ψ0i ) for the Ru (R) sublattice, magnetic
space group (MSPG), Laue group, total energy Etot with respect to the most stable magnetic structure among all CMP+SDFT
calculations, predicted size of the magnetic moment of the Ru and R site along the quantization axis, and the net magnetization per
unit formula M for R2 Ru2 O7 . For Gd2 Ru2 O7 and Ho2 Ru2 O7 only results with Etot ≤ 10 meV are reported. In case of Gd2 Ru2 O7
only (meta-)stable states with zero net magnetization are listed. For Pr2 Ru2 O7 and Er2 Ru2 O7 results with Etot ≤ 10 meV and
additionally local minima with Etot > 10 meV and zero net magnetization are reported. In orange we highlight the magnetic order
we expect is most stable under the constraints known from experimental data as discussed in the main text.
MSPG

Laue group

meV

µB /R

µB /Ru

Pr2 Ru2 O7
Ψ01 Ψ03 Ψ05 Ψ07 Ψ08 Ψ010 Ψ1 Ψ3 Ψ5 Ψ7 Ψ8 Ψ10
Ψ01 Ψ02 Ψ5 Ψ8 Ψ11
Ψ01 Ψ02 Ψ03 Ψ5 Ψ6 Ψ7
Ψ04 Ψ012 Ψ4 Ψ12
Ψ011 Ψ11
Ψ09 Ψ9

Imm’a’(74.559)
P1̄(2.4)
R3̄m’(166.101)
I41 ’/am’d(141.554)
I41 /amd(141.551)
I41 ’/amd’(141.555)

m’m’m
1̄
3̄m’1
4’/mm’m
4/mmm
4’/mmm’

0.00
3.79
5.18
142.19
151.00
151.31

0.80
0.76
0.74
0.77
1.01
1.19

0.94
0.95
0.91
1.03
0.90
0.88

6.00
6.22
6.01
0.00
0.00
0.00

Gd2 Ru2 O7
Ψ04 Ψ011 Ψ012 Ψ4 Ψ11 Ψ12
Ψ011 Ψ012 Ψ11 Ψ12
Ψ011 Ψ11

Fddd(70.527)
Fddd(70.527)
I41 /amd(141.551)

mmm
mmm
4/mmm

0.00
7.69
7.80

6.86
6.85
6.84

1.28
1.28
1.28

0.00
0.00
0.00

Ho2 Ru2 O7
Ψ01 Ψ05 (Ψ1 )Ψ5
Ψ04 Ψ4

I41 /am’d’(141.557)
Fd3̄m’(227.131)

4/mm’m’
m3̄m’

0.00
2.17

9.20
9.26

1.29
1.19

10.40
0.00

Er2 Ru2 O7
Ψ03 Ψ07 Ψ3 Ψ7
Ψ01 Ψ05 (Ψ011 Ψ012 )(Ψ1 Ψ5 )Ψ11 Ψ12
Ψ01 Ψ05 (Ψ012 )Ψ5 Ψ11 Ψ12
Ψ011 Ψ11
Ψ011 Ψ11
Ψ011 Ψ012 Ψ8
Ψ04 Ψ012 (Ψ4 )Ψ12
Ψ04 Ψ4

I41 /am’d’(141.557)
I41 /a(88.81)
I41 /a(88.81)
I41 /amd(141.551)
I41 /amd(141.551)
Imma(74.554)
I41 ’/am’d(141.554)
Fd3̄m’(227.131)

4/mm’m’
4/m
4/m
4/mmm
4/mmm
mmm
4’/mm’m
m3̄m’

0.00
0.00
9.14
38.84
51.72
56.76
74.08
102.70

7.07
7.07
7.08
7.57
7.54
7.55
7.08
6.99

1.26
1.29
1.19
1.36
1.30
1.35
1.30
1.14

8.54
8.25
8.81
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

feature an accidental continuous rotational symmetry
in the x̂ŷ plane, which is lifted with an order-bydisorder mechanism [59]. Moreover, Pr is reported
not to order down to 100 mK [54] and no more than
0.(3) µB /Pr may be present without worsening the fit
to the experimental data.
The magnetic structure with the lowest total
energy in SDFT features BCs with Γ9 (T1g ) and
Γ9 (T2g ). It has a finite net magnetization in contrast to
the experimental observation. The size of the magnetic
moments on both sites, Ru and Pr, is comparable to
each other in SDFT. Experimentally though, the Ru
moments are reported to be 1.48(4) µB /Ru [54], which
is a reduction compared to the ionic limit, i.e., 2 µB .
We note that the size of Ru moments predicted by
SDFT is underestimated compared to the experiment,
0.94 µB /Ru < 1.48(4) µB /Ru, but almost within the
accuracy of ±0.5 µB expected for SDFT [13]. On
the other hand, the size of Pr moments seems to be
overestimated by SDFT, 0.80 µB /Pr > 0.(3) µB /Pr.
In the SDFT calculations, it is mostly the orbital
contribution of the Pr-f electrons that introduces a
FM tendency towards Ψ01 and Ψ03 with Γ9 (T1g ). In
contrast, the Ru order is rather biased towards Ψ5 and
Ψ7 with Γ9 (T1g ), as well as Ψ8 and Ψ10 with Γ9 (T2g ).

M( µB /u.f.)

Note that, both pairs of BCs are octupoles, but with
different IRREPs, c.f., Table 2. In Table 4, we see that
Pr sites tend to order ferromagnetically with BCs of
IRREP Γ9 (T1g ) also in other low-lying local minima
with Etot < 10 meV, which seems to induce octupole
order of the same IRREP on the Ru sites. As SDFT
overestimates the size of Pr moments and its order
influences the order at the Ru sites, we infer that the
tendency toward FM order is also overestimated. That
is why the low-lying local minima are not reproducing
the experimentally observed AFM order.
Nevertheless, the CMP+SDFT scheme is able to
find local minima with zero net magnetization at higher
total energy. And indeed, the magnetic structures
of these AFM local minima are dominated by BCs
corresponding to a 32 pole. In particular, the 32 pole
highlighted in Table 4 is more stable than other AFM
local minima with octupole order. A contribution of Ψ04
and Ψ4 introduces an angle θRu ≈ 70◦ and θPr ≈ 72◦
as discussed in more detail for Gd2 Ru2 O7 in the next
subsection. We conclude that, we could find an easyplane 32-pole AFM structure to be among the most
stable AFM configurations, which is in good agreement
with the experimental result. However, the size of
the Pr moments is overestimated within SDFT, which
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introduces an FM tendency that is in conflict with the
experimental observation.
2.2.2. Gd2 Ru2 O7 Without this visibility is very low.
For Gd2 Ru2 O7 , Mössbauer spectroscopy shows that
Ru moments order at TN ≈ 114K [55]. In the
magnetic susceptibilities [55, 60], there is a difference
between FC and ZFC with a small history-dependent
component, which might be explained by a tiny FM
contribution due to a canting of the AFM structure.
According to Gurgul et al. [55], the Ru moments
order almost as a 32 pole, but the angle θRu enclosed
by the Ru moments and the ẑ axis is not perfectly
90◦ as illustrated in Figure 3 (b). Instead, θRu is
reported to be 72◦ [55]. This can be accounted
for by a linear combination of the BCs of the 32
pole and the octupole Ψ4 . The resulting magnetic
structure is extraordinary in the sense that, it features
a combination of multiple IRREPs and this is rather
unusual in the context of commonly experimentally
determined magnetic structures [13]. Here, the order
is a combination of Ψ4 with Γ3 (A2g ), and Ψ11 and
Ψ12 with Γ5 (Eg ), c.f., Table 2, Figure 2 (b), (c) and
Figure 3 (b). And indeed, a linear combination of the
BCs of the 32 poles, Ψ11 and Ψ12 , and the octupole
Ψ4 is most stable on both, the Gd and Ru sublattices,
also within the CMP+SDFT scheme as highlighted in
Table 4. The angle θRu ≈ 82◦ , which is closer to 90◦
than the experimental result (72◦ ), but reproduces the
overall tendency.
Let us note that, the IRREP of the dipole is
Γ9 (T1g ). Therefore, neither Ψ11 and Ψ12 nor Ψ4
couples directly to either of the dipole BCs. This
stands in contrast to the octupole-magnetic-groundstate structure in Mn3 Sn, where the octupole and
dipole have the same IRREP and directly couple,
which explains the large anomalous response observed
in this compound. That means, the small history
dependence of the magnetic susceptibility remains
puzzling for Gd2 Ru2 O7 . However, besides the AFM
local minima listed in Table 2, we identified the
staggering number of 16 local minima for Gd2 Ru2 O7
with Etot < 10meV. These have a finite net
magnetization and are not listed explicitly in Table 2.
Let us mention that many of these metastable magnetic
structures feature BCs with IRREP Γ9 (T1g ), which
easily couple to an applied magnetic field.
At 40K, also the Gd orders as a 32 pole [55],
but again no conclusion can be drawn concerning
the directions of the Gd moments in the x̂ŷ plane
based on the experimental data. To our knowledge, it
has not been confirmed whether a second-order phase
transition can be discerned from the specific heat [61]
around 40K. We find that also the Gd sublattices
feature a finite angle θGd ≈ 80◦ , which was not seen in
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the experiment. We emphasize that (i) all three AFM
local minima below 10meV feature a 32-pole order, and
(ii) the exact linear combination of Ψ11 and Ψ12 is quasi
degenerate as seen by comparing the two metastable
magnetic structures around Etot = 7.7meV.
The size of the effective Ru moments is reported
to be 2.58 µB /Ru [61], or 2.12 µB /Ru [60], where
the former is close to the fully saturated effective
Ru moment 2.83 µB . In contrast, we find the Ru
moment along the quantization axis is 1.28 µB /Ru
within SDFT, which is a reduction by 36% compared
to the saturated value of 2 µB /Ru. For the Gd site,
we could not find any report on the size of the Gd
moments. Nevertheless, the predicted size of the Gd
moments in SDFT seems reasonable when compared
to the experimental value for other materials, such
as GdB4 with 7.14 µB /Gd [62] and GdVO4 [63] with
7.0 µB /Gd.
2.2.3. Ho2 Ru2 O7 Without this visibility is very low.
Ho2 Ru2 O7 has the most intriguing interplay between
d and f -electron magnetism and features spin-ice-like
states. As shown in Figure 3 (c), a perfect spin-ice
structure has two magnetic moments pointing inward
along the local ẑ axis and two pointing outward in
each tetrahedron. It can be obtained by a linear
combination of Ψ1 and Ψ5 , which both have the
same IRREP as seen in Table 2. The Ru moments
in Ho2 Ru2 O7 order close to that 2-in-2-out spin-ice
structure around 95K [56, 7]. However compared to
other known spin ice, e.g., Ho2 Ti2 O7 [6], it behaves
as if an external magnetic field of approximately 1 T is
present [7]. This has been experimentally confirmed by
measurements of the magnetic entropy. Interestingly,
the low-temperature specific heat [7] has both (i) a
broad feature around 3 K associated with the freezing
of magnetic moments, and (ii) a sharp λ anomaly below
2K indicating a second-order phase transition.
At TN ≈ 1.4K [56], the Ho moments order in
a spin-ice–like state, but with an additional longranged FM order between neighboring tetraheadra
within the Ho sublattice due to a small canting of the
Ho moments. According to Wiebe et al. [56], the Ru
moments then abandon the spin-ice-like state and form
a nearly collinear FM in the low-temperature regime
of 100 mK. This fully compensates the FM order of
the Ho sublattice and yields zero net magnetization,
so that the magnetic structure of Ho2 Ru2 O7 is overall
AFM.
In CMP+SDFT, the ground state is a spin-icelike order on Ho sites, where almost equal contributions from Ψ01 and Ψ05 emerge. On the Ru sites, we
find rather Ψ5 with little contribution from Ψ1 . This
is the opposite of the experimentally reported behavior, where Ru sites order ferromagnetically to com-
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pensate the Ho moments. Therefore, we observe a finite net magnetization in our calculations. Moreover,
CMP+SDFT predicts the AIAO structure to be a second almost degenerate metastable magnetic configuration. This hints towards a fickle balance between ferromagnetic and antiferromagnetic interactions on the
geometrically frustrated lattice and it might be easily
possible to tune the magnetic ground state to obtain
the AIAO structure by changing external conditions,
e.g., by applying pressure.
The size of the Ru moment is reported as
1.2(2) µB /Ru [56], and the effective Ru moment is
reported by different authors as 3.59 µB /Ru [60], and
4.32 µB /Ru [61]. Moreover, the size of the effective Ho
moment is reported as 9.60(1) µB /Ho [64] from a CurieWeiss fit, and the size of the Ho moment in neutron
diffraction is 9.29(3) µB /Ho [56]. The size of Ru and
Ho moments predicted within SDFT agree well with
the values reported by Wiebe et al. [56].
2.2.4. Er2 Ru2 O7 Without this visibility is very low.
For Er2 Ru2 O7 , Taira et al. [57] suggest that both Ru
and Er moments order in a collinear AFM structure.
At closer inspection it is a linear combination of
Ψ4 , Ψ11 and Ψ12 .
In fact, as these are also
powder-diffraction measurements, we assume that the
experimental data cannot unambiguously determine
the exact linear combination of Ψ11 and Ψ12 . Instead,
the situation seems to be akin to Gd2 Ru2 O7 , but with
an angle of θRu = θEr = 54.74◦ . As Siddharthan et
al. [65] pointed out for rare-earth titanates, the CEF
associated with the D3d -site symmetry introduces a
strong easy-axis anisotropy along the ẑ axis for Ho,
but less so for Er. This might cause Er2 Ru2 O7 to
attain a AFM 32-pole structure with an easy-x̂ŷ-plane
AFM configuration rather than a spin-ice-like state,
despite its perhaps comparable strength of dipoledipole interaction as in Ho2 Ru2 O7 .
For the Ru sublattice, TN ≈ 90 K [57] and the
size of the Ru moments is reported as 2.(2) µB /Ru
[61, 57]. Moreover, the Er moments are reported to
order at TN ≈ 10 K [57, 1], or 5.4 K [61] and their size
is reported to be 4.5 µB /Er [57] at 3 K. This is small
compared to the value expected in the ionic limit. This
reduction has also been observed in other related Er
compounds, e.g., Er2 Sn2 O7 [66] and Er2 Ti2 O7 [67].
In our CMP+SDFT calculations, we obtain a
degenerate magnetic ground state between a spin-icelike magnetic structure and a magnetic 32 pole. The
former emerges either as combination of Ψ1 and Ψ5 ,
or Ψ3 and Ψ7 , while the latter corresponds to any
linear combination of Ψ11 and Ψ12 as shown in Figure 3
(c) and (b), respectively. The BCs in braces are
much weaker, and seem to be a result of f -d exchange
interaction. We see that the size of the Er moments
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is overestimated compared to the experimental value,
and that the Er moments tend towards the spin-icelike configuration. Therefore, we expect that if SDFT
would not overestimate the size of the Er moment,
the 32-pole order that the Ru moments prefer would
prevail.
Below 10 meV, we only find (meta-)stable magnetic structures that have a finite net magnetization.
However, when we constrain our analysis to AFM
structures, the 32 pole with Ψ011 and Ψ11 is indeed
the most stable. Curiously, the two most stable AFM
structures are both constructed by Ψ011 and Ψ11 , but
yield a relatively large energy difference of > 10 meV
owing to the relative orientation of BCs to each other.
In particular, parallel alignment with a Ψ011 ⊗Ψ11 state
has a lower total energy than the Ψ011 ⊗ (−Ψ11 ) state.
The difference in energy ∆Etot > 10 meV is a direct
measure of the f -d exchange energy.
At about 70 meV, we finally obtain a linear
combination of Ψ4 and Ψ12 , which is consistent
with the experimental observation up to the angle θ.
Experimentally θ ≈ 54.74◦ , but here we find θEr ≈ 68◦
for Er and θRu ≈ 85◦ for Ru. Additionally, we note
that the Ru moment predicted by SDFT is smaller
than the one observed experimentally, 1.3 µB /Ru <
2.(2) µB /Ru [61, 57]. As a side remark, we mention
here that for other isostructural compounds, e.g.,
Gd2 Ru2 O7 [61, 60], Tb2 Ru2 O7 [61, 60, 68], and
Ho2 Ru2 O7 [61, 56, 60] the reported size of the Ru
moments vary depending on the authors. Further,
investigation on different time scales would thus be
beneficial.
2.3. Summary
This closes the discussion about the magnetic structure
of both classes of ruthenates, A2 Ru2 O7 and R2 Ru2 O7 .
To summarise, our results show that (i) A2 Ru2 O7
with A =Ca and Cd prefers the AIAO structure, (ii)
R2 Ru2 O7 with R =Pr, Gd, and Er feature an easyplane 32-pole AFM order with varying angle θ due to
a finite contribution from the AIAO structure, (iii) the
magnetic ground state of Ho2 Ru2 O7 is spin-ice-like,
and (iv) compared to the experimental value within
SDFT the size of the magnetic dipole moments per site
is (a) well-estimated for Ru and Ho in Ho2 Ru2 O7 , (b)
overestimated for Ru in A2 Ru2 O7 , as well as for Pr
and Er, and (c) underestimated for Ru in R2 Ru2 O7
with R =Pr and Er, while for the Gd2 Ru2 O7 the
experimental data to make a direct comparison has
not been reported. Albeit the main focus in the
next section is on electronic properties, the size of the
moments is also briefly discussed.
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3. Electronic properties
From experimental observations, it is clear that
electronic correlations play an important role in
A2 Ru2 O7 and R2 Ru2 O7 . Particularly, the resistivity
shows metallic behavior for Ca2 Ru2 O7 and insulating
behavior for Pr2 Ru2 O7 [69, 4]. This tendency can
be confirmed by means of the optical conductivity,
which shows a gap for Pr2 Ru2 O7 and no gap for
Ca2 Ru2 O7 up to experimental uncertainty. Hence,
despite the success in reproducing the experimental
magnetic structure based on CMP+SDFT in the
previous section, above observations call for a careful
treatment of electronic correlations beyond SDFT.
Here, we focus on the Ru-t2g manifold that
forms the conduction bands in SDFT and governs
the electronic properties of A2 Ru2 O7 and R2 Ru2 O7 .
Among the discussed compounds, we pick two
representative ones: Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Pr2 Ru2 O7 . The
main motivation is given by recent works by Kaneko
et al. [69, 4], where (Ca1−x Prx )2 Ru2 O7 has been
investigated and the doping parameter x could be
continuously tuned. Yet, let us emphasize at this point
that Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Cd2 Ru2 O7 have demonstrated a
great similarity in the SDFT-total-energy landscape
discussed in the previous section.
Furthermore,
Pr2 Ru2 O7 is the most natural choice among the rareearth ruthenates, when focusing on the Ru-t2g bands
as we do here. That is because Pr moments do not
order and it is thus well-justified to neglect strong d-f
exchange interaction when considering the electronic
properties.
Finally, before constructing a low-energy effective
model and solving it within DMFT, let us recall
that the central difference between Ca2 Ru2 O7 and
Pr2 Ru2 O7 is that the Ru-t2g bands are occupied by
3 and 4 electrons, respectively. It is noteworthy,
that experimentally the Ru-t2g bands in Pr2 Ru2 O7
are more strongly correlated than the half-filled case
of Ca2 Ru2 O7 . This is unexpected for correlated,
multiorbital systems [8]. The underlying mechanisms
that introduces this counterintuitive tendency are
elucidated in the following.
3.1. Low-energy effective models for Ca2 Ru2 O7 and
Pr2 Ru2 O7
To derive the low-energy effective models for the
Ru-t2g manifold for Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Pr2 Ru2 O7 , we
employ a combination of the maximally-localized
Wannier functions [70, 71] and the cRPA method [12].
The construction of Wannier functions and the
cRPA calculations are performed with an open-source
package RESPACK [72, 73]. In the cRPA calculations,
RESPACK employs the band disentanglement scheme
proposed in Ref. [74].

Figure 4. Band structure for (a) Ca2 Ru2 O7 and (b) Pr2 Ru2 O7 .
The green lines are based on a DFT calculation, while the blue
dashed lines are based on maximally-localized Wannier functions
for the Ru-t2g orbitals. For Ca2 Ru2 O7 , the entangled O’-2p
bands, c.f., Table 1, introduce additional screening.

We first perform the DFT-band-structure calculations for Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Pr2 Ru2 O7 using Quantum ESPRESSO [75] ¶. The result is shown in Figure 4 as green lines. The structures for Ca2 Ru2 O7
and Pr2 Ru2 O7 are taken from Refs. [43] and [76],
respectively. The optimized norm-preserving Vanderbilt pseudopotentials [77] with the PBE (PerdewBurke-Ernzerhof) exchange-correlation functional [78]
are downloaded from PseudoDojo [79] and employed
in the DFT calculations. We use 9×9×9 k mesh, and
the energy cutoff is set to 100 Ry for the wavefunction
and 400 Ry for the electron-charge density.
The maximally localized Wannier functions [70,
71] are constructed with the projections of Ru-a1g and
e0g orbitals. The resulting bands are shown in Figure 4
as dashed blue lines around the Fermi energy set to
0 eV. For Ca2 Ru2 O7 , the Ru-t2g bands are overlapping
with the O0 -2p bands, where O0 refers to the oxygen
atom at Wyckoff position 8b as defined in Table 1
and illustrated Figure 1 (a) and (c). That is why
we employ both the outer and inner windows whose
energy ranges are [−1.45 eV : 1.5 eV] and [−0.18 eV
: 1.5 eV], respectively. For Pr2 Ru2 O7 , the Ru-t2g
bands are isolated from the other bands, and the
Wannier functions are constructed from the energy
range of [−1.5 eV : 1.5eV]. For the constructed
Wannier orbitals, we calculate the effective interaction
parameters using the cRPA method. The polarization
function is calculated using 200 bands with the energy
cutoff of 10 Ry.
The derived Hubbard interaction parameters are
¶ The reason to use a different ab-initio code here is
that RESPACK provides a convenient interface to Quantum
ESPRESSO. The DFT results between VASP and Quantum
ESPRESSO show no discernible difference, which serves as an
additional cross-validation for our numerical results.
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Table 5. cRPA results for the Hubbard interaction UcRPA for Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Pr2 Ru2 O7 . To see the effect of the screening, we
also show the results of bare interaction Ubare .
Ubare (eV)

UcRPA (eV)

UcRPA /Ubare

Ca2 Ru2 O7

a1g
e0g

9.42
9.82

1.10
1.16

0.12
0.12

Pr2 Ru2 O7

a1g
e0g

11.33
11.48

2.36
2.42

0.21
0.21

listed in Table 5. Interestingly, we see a drastic change
in U parameters between Ca2 Ru2 O7 and Pr2 Ru2 O7 :
Whereas the on-site U is comparable to the bandwidth
in the case of Pr2 Ru2 O7 , in the case of Ca2 Ru2 O7 ,
the U value is much smaller. This gives rise to a
significant difference in the electronic correlation as
discussed below in Section 3.2.
The large difference in the U value can be ascribed
to the spatial spread of the Wannier orbitals and the
strength of the screening. In Ca2 Ru2 O7 , the nominal
valence of the Ru cations is 5+, and the energy of Rut2g orbitals is lowered compared to the Pr compound
with Ru4+ cations due to the stronger attractive
potential from the nuclei. This draws the energy levels
of the Ru-t2g and O-2p orbitals closer together. As
a result, the hybridization between Ru-t2g and O-2p
orbitals becomes larger, and the Wannier functions
become more delocalized in space. The difference of
the spatial spread of the Wannier orbitals is reflected
in the bare U value (Ubare ) listed in Table 5: We indeed
see that the bare U values for Ca2 Ru2 O7 are smaller
than those of Pr2 Ru2 O7 .
The difference in the screening results in an even
more considerable difference in the U values than the
difference of the spatial spread of the Wannier orbitals.
As we see in Table 5, in Ca2 Ru2 O7 , the screening
effect is much stronger than that of Pr2 Ru2 O7 , and
UcRPA is about 10 times smaller than Ubare . This is
because the energy levels of O-2p and O0 -2p bands
move closer to the Fermi level. In particular, the O0 -2p
bands overlap with the Ru-t2g manifold in Ca2 Ru2 O7
and lie very close to the Fermi level, which yields a
large contribution to the screening. That is due to
the smaller energy that appears in the denominator of
expression for the polarization function.
Because the strength of the screening is sensitive
to the energy level of the O0 bands in Ca2 Ru2 O7 ,
we may be able to change the U value significantly
by controlling the position of the O0 -2p bands by,
e.g., applying external pressure. Motivated by this
expectation, we perform the cRPA calculations for
Ca2 Ru2 O7 with different lattice constants (internal
coordinates are fixed). When the lattice constant is 4%
(2%) smaller, the UcRPA values become 1.41 (1.24) eV
and 1.45 (1.28) eV for Ru-a1g and Ru-e0g orbitals,

respectively. We observe an increase as large as
about several tens percent in the value of U by
external pressure. The result is of great interest
because, in Ca2 Ru2 O7 , applying pressure might make
the compound more strongly correlated as a result
of the drastic increase in U , which thus can get
larger than the increase in the bandwidth. This
is in stark contrast with a common belief that the
external pressure weakens the electronic correlation.
That is based on the fact that in usual materials,
the bandwidth increases, whereas the U value gets
less affected. Such an interesting effect would also
be seen in other Ru5+ compounds, i.e., A2 Ru2 O7 ,
such as Cd2 Ru2 O7 . Indeed, there is an experimental
report that applying chemical or external pressure
unexpectedly induces a MIT in the Cd compound [5].
3.2. DMFT results
Based on the maximally-localized Wannier functions
and cRPA results discussed in the previous subsection,
we construct low-energy effective models for Ca2 Ru2 O7
and Pr2 Ru2 O7 , and solve them within the DMFT.
The DMFT impurity problem is solved employing
the finite-temperature extension [80, 81] of the exact
diagonalization method [82], where the dynamical
mean field is represented by 9 bath sites.
For Ca2 Ru2 O7 , although the zero-temperature
magnetic structure is controversial in experiments,
our CMP+SDFT results suggest that the AIAO
structure shown in Figure 2 is the magnetic ground
state. Therefore, we assume that the AFM exchange
interaction between Ru sites is of the AIAO type
in the DMFT calculation. This allows to copy the
self-energy matrix with respect to spin and orbital
degrees of freedom, that is obtained by solving the
impurity problem at one Ru site, to the other three
Ru sites in the crystallographic unit cell by taking into
account the appropriate rotation in the spin-orbital
space. Generally, this setup permits to converge to
either a spin-polarized AFM AIAO state or non-spinpolarized state.
In the low temperature regime at T ≈ 50 K,
we indeed converge to the AFM AIAO state, where
both Ru-a1g and Ru-e0g orbitals are nearly half-filled
with an occupancy of approximately 1 and 2 electrons,
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Table 6. Orbital occupancy at a Ru site in the AIAO state calculated within DMFT at T ≈ 50 K. Note that the e0g orbitals are
doubly degenerate.
orbital

majority spin

minority spin

total

Ca2 Ru2 O7

Ru-a1g
Ru-e0g

0.78
1.25

0.36
0.60

1.14
1.85

Pr2 Ru2 O7

Ru-a1g
Ru-e0g

1.00
1.94

0.99
0.08

1.99
2.01

Figure 5. Local density of states at one Ru site, calculated with
the DMFT for the low-energy effective models for (a) Ca2 Ru2 O7 ,
and (b) Pr2 Ru2 O7 .

respectively. The exact values are presented in Table 6.
Obviously, the occupancies sum up to 3 electrons
within the Ru-t2g manifold. At each Ru site, there
is a majority spin and a minority spin, which refers
to the local spin-up and spin-down state according to
the AIAO structure. From Table 6, we see that each
orbital at a Ru site is not fully spin-polarized but yields
an on-site magnetic moment of 1.07 µB /Ru, which will
be discussed below.
Figure 5 (a) shows the local density of states
at the Ru site in Ca2 Ru2 O7 . The accumulation of
majority-spin states below the Fermi energy at 0 eV
yields a large spin-polarization. Additionally, we see
that no gap appears at the Fermi level and the DMFT
solution is indeed metallic. This is due to the relatively
small value of U , which is a consequence of the
substantial screening by the O0 -2p bands. Overall, this
is consistent with the observed bad-metallic behavior
in the experimentally measured resistivity [4].
On the other hand, following the same procedure
for Pr2 Ru2 O7 yields an insulating DMFT solution as
seen in Figure 5 (b). Note that also here we assume the
AFM AIAO state, which is justified by the fact that
the insulating behavior is expected to be independent
of the choice of the magnetic structure as it appears
in all compounds of R2 Ru2 O7 . Additionally, we see
in SDFT that the AIAO state is metastable so that
we can obtain a converged solution. Nevertheless, as
discussed in Section 2 the ground-state magnetic order
is a 32-pole with small contributions from the AIAO

structure. By means of our DMFT results, the size
of the band gap can be estimated to be about 0.2 eV.
This agrees well with the reported value based on the
optical-conductivity measurements [69], i.e., 0.25 eV.
The formation of the band gap in Pr2 Ru2 O7 is ascribed
to the large value of the screened interactions UcRPA
compared to the more substantially screened, and thus
smaller, value of UcRPA in Ca2 Ru2 O7 , c.f., Table 5.
Thus, the strong electronic correlation in Pr2 Ru2 O7
drives it into an insulating state, while the stronger
screening in Ca2 Ru2 O7 allows the metallic state to
prevail.
From Table 6, one can see that the Ru-a1g
orbital is basically fully occupied in Pr2 Ru2 O7 , while
the Ru-e0g orbitals are half-filled. Therefore, the
spin-polarization emerges on the latter, in contrast
to the case of Ca2 Ru2 O7 where all Ru-t2g bands
contribute. Let us recall that, for Ca2 Ru2 O7 the
effective Ru moment is reported as 0.60 µB /Ru based
on µSR results [47], where also glasslike randomness
was detected. The Ru moment defined in SDFT is
1.17 µB /Ru, as discussed in Section 2.1, which is clearly
larger than the experimental value. Within DMFT we
obtain 1.07 µB /Ru for the Ru moment. That is a minor
reduction and is still larger than the experimental
value. For Pr2 Ru2 O7 , the the Ru moment is (i)
1.48(4)µB /Ru in experiment [54], (ii) 0.94µB /Ru in
SDFT, and (iii) 1.87µB /Ru in DMFT. In both cases,
we see that the inclusion of local quantum fluctuations
within DMFT improves upon the predicted magnetic
moment although the deviation from the experimental
value cannot be fully amended. That might point
towards more intriguing mechanisms based on spindynamic effects and magnetic frustration that are not
yet taken into account on the level of the present lowenergy effective model solved within DMFT.
4. Conclusion
We have described the magnetic structure and
electronic properties of R2 Ru2 O7 with R3+ =
Pr, Gd, Ho, and Er, as well as A2 Ru2 O7 with
nonmagnetic A2+ = Ca, and Cd from firstprinciples.
That is, with Er2 Ru2 O7 , we tackled
the most challenging compound that was included
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in the data set of the high-throughput calculation
in which some of the present authors introduced
the CMP+SDFT prediction scheme [13]. Initially,
it seemed CMP+SDFT fails to treat Er2 Ru2 O7
well, and by extension we expected that R2 Ru2 O7
is generally not well-described within this scheme.
Motivated by the interest of Kaneko et al. [69, 4]
in (Ca1−x Prx )2 Ru2 O7 , we once again faced this class
of materials. To our great surprise and delight, we
found good agreement of our numeric results and the
available experimental data at closer inspection.
For the magnetic ground state, we have demonstrated that the discussion of magnetic structures featured in cubic-pyrochlore ruthenates greatly benefits
from the classification in terms of the CMP theory. Firstly, the easy-plane AFM structure realized
in R2 Ru2 O7 with R =Pr, Gd, and Er corresponds to
a 32 pole. Due to the easy plane and ambiguity in
the powder-diffraction measurements, there is a particular need to take care when comparing the numerical and experimental results, which is done within
the scope of this work. Secondly, the spin-ice structure is a linear combination of a dipole and octupole
that both have T1g symmetry. And lastly, the AIAO
is prominently classified as the A2g octupole. The
CMP+SDFT scheme successfully leads to the identification of key tendencies when varying A and R
elements. This is most significantly shown by the
fact that, the magnetic ground state of Ho2 Ru2 O7 is
spin-ice-like, while the other rare-earth ruthenates—
R2 Ru2 O7 with R =Pr, Gd, and Er—feature an easyplane 32-pole AFM order. Also, our data shows that
A2 Ru2 O7 with A =Ca and Cd prefers the AIAO structure.
For the electronic properties, band-structure and
cRPA calculations reveal that the relative energy of O2p and O0 -2p bands with respect to the Ru-t2g bands
controls the strength of electronic correlation. Building
upon that, we constructed a low-energy effective model
that can qualitatively and quantitatively account
for the metallic state in Ca2 Ru2 O7 and the Mottinsulating state in Pr2 Ru2 O7 . In particular, the band
gap in Pr2 Ru2 O7 is in good agreement with the opticalconductivity measurement.
Regarding the size of the on-site magnetic
moment, regrettably, it cannot be reliably reproduced.
There are varying tendencies towards either overor underestimation within SDFT depending on the
magnetic site. The DMFT calculations based on
our low-energy effective model for Ca2 Ru2 O7 and
Pr2 Ru2 O7 slightly improve the agreement of the
experimental value compared to the SDFT result.
As this does not fully correct the numerical values,
we suspect that spin-dynamic effects and magnetic
frustration that are beyond the scope here actually play
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a significant role.
Looking forward, there are still plenty of intriguing
mysteries to be solved for pyrochlore ruthenates:
Firstly, it could be interesting to investigate the
spin dynamics of these systems. This is not only
promising with respect to the predicted size of
the on-site magnetic moment, but also to elucidate
the experimental evidence of spin glass behavior
in Ca2 Ru2 O7 [48, 47] and Cd2 Ru2 O7 [47]. Next,
it will be interesting to fully account for doping
in our calculations in order to catch up with the
experimental capability. In this context, there are
new magnetic states, complex doping-dependency of
the resistivity and a MIT to explore. For instance,
(Ca1−x Prx )2 Ru2 O7 with small x seems to have a FM
ground state. Then, the magnetic order in different
temperature regimes deserves a closer look. In fact,
for Ho2 Ru2 O7 the magnetic order on the Ru site shifts
from a spin-ice-like structure to an almost collinear
FM at low temperatures where the Ho site orders as
a spin-ice-like structure with a small FM canting that
aligns AFM with the Ru sublattice. To our knowledge,
the experimental high-temperature magnetic structure
of other cubic-pyrochlore ruthenates has not been
reported and may reveal further surprising shifts. And
lastly, it will be interesting to investigate in more detail
the relationship between our findings with regards
to the O0 -2p bands and the experimentally observed
pressure-induced MIT in Cd2 Ru2 O7 .
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