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Ab initio charge, spin and orbital energy scales in LaM nO 3
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The rstprinciples SIC-LSD theory isutilized to study electronic, m agnetic and orbitalphenom —
ena in LaM nO 3. T he correct ground state is found, w hich is antiferro orbitally ordered w ith the spin
m agnetic m om ents antiferrom agnetically aligned. Jahn-Teller energies are found to be the largest
energy scale. In addition it is the Jahn-Teller interaction which is the dom Inant e ect In realising
orbital order, and the electronic e ects alone do not su ce.

PACS numbers: PACS 71274 a, 71284 d

T here are severaltransition m etalcom pounds in which
the orbital degeneracy is broken spontaneously. E xam —
p]esaJ:eKCuF3,rE:]V20 3,'Q]and them anganjtes,t_’n’]whjdl
are the sub Ect of the present study. In the m anganites,
the crystal eld associated wih M nOg octahedra splits
the m anganese d Jevels into a lower lying tpy triplet and
an upper g; doublt. The t,4 states are highly localized
w hereas an electron in one of the g; states is potentially
itinerant. The M n** ion in CaM nO; has a fully occu—
pied m a prity tpy manifold and em pty e, states, which
form a strongly localized core spin S= 2. The M n** on
in LaM nO 3, on the other hand, has an additionald elec—
tron w hich, due to the strong intra-atom ic exchange, pop—
ulates one of the g; states, form ing an S = 2 spin, and
which gives rise to a Jahn-Teller (JT ) instability. In this
system each ofthe oxygen ions is a neighbourto two M n
ions and hence the local distortions of the lattice must
be arranged In such a way as to m Inin ize the energy for
the whole crystal. This gives rise to M n-O bond lengths
0f1.90 and 2.18A within the m anganese oxygen plane,
com pared w ith 1.96A for the hypothetical cubic system .
The g; states rotate to form an orbitally ordered lattice
ofdsy2 2 and dzy2 2 orbitals in the m anganese oxygen
p]anefff], shown schem atically n F ig. :14'

This paper reports a rstprinciples study of charge,
soin and orbital energy scales in LaM nO 3, wih the
em phasis on orbial ordering (OO ), based upon the
self-interaction corrected (SIC) local spin-densiy (LSD)
theory, E, :_é] w hich allow sd-electron localization to be dis—
tinguished from itinerancy, In an ab initio m anner.ij, -'_é]
N ot only doesthe SIC allow the localization ofan orbital
of any symm etry, but the SIC-L.SD total energies can
be m inim ized wih respect to the number of localized
orbitals and their ordentation. In addition, m inin ization
w ith respect to the num ber of Iocalized orbials yields va—
lency which isde ned as an integer num ber of electrons
available forband fom ation,Nys1= 2 Nceore Ngic,
where Z is the atom ic num ber, N .y is the number of
core (@nd sem icore) states, and Ngic the num ber of self-
Interaction corrected (localized) states. Furthem ore, in
the SIC-LSD the occupation of each localized orbial is
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FIG.1l: SImpli ed view of the m anganese oxygen plane in
LaM nO 3. The snall black circles represent the m anganese
atom s, while the open circles m ark the positions of the oxy—
gens. The distortion has been exaggerated to show clearly
that the m anganese oxygen bonds altemate betw een long and
short in the x and y directions (designated M n (x) and M n (y)
respectively), which isassociated w ith the antiferro O O ofthe
d3X2 r2 and d3y2 r2 orbials.

determ ined selfconsistently. W hen localizing an ey or-
bital its symm etry is autom atically broken leading to a
nonzero value for the lIocal orbital order. For exam ple if
the orbital that is localized corresoonds to ds,2 2 then
the occupation ofthisorbitaland itspartner, dyz 2, will
bedi erent. Thisdi erence, because ofhybridization ef-
fects, will not be equalto unity as it would be n a fully
Jocalized picture.

The SIC-L.SD provides the quantitative com parison of
all energies for LaM nO 3. This m aterial has a distorted
cubic structurew ith OO as shown in Fig. :g.' and isan A -
type antiferrom agnet A-AFM ) such that the m om ents
in the x-y planes shown In Fig. :}' are ordered ferrom ag—
netically and the planes are stacked antiferrom agnetically
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TABLE I:Summ ary ofallenergy scales n LaM nO 3.
Q uantity

Energy gain
(m Ry per form ula unit)

E lectronic energy gain

due to the distortion 40
Localisation energy 20
Purely electronic contribution to

the orbital ordering energy 5

R elative stability of
the A type antiferrom agnetic
state com pared w ith ferrom agnetic 1

along the caxis. A though the dom inant distortion about
a M n site is tetragonal there are other com ponents so
that the net symmetry is lower. W e have established
that the relevant energies are: change in the totalenergy
due to the distortion, localization energy, the purely elec—
tronic contrbution to the orbital ordering energy (ie.,
the change in the electronic energy induced by 00 in
the absence of distortion ), and the m agnetic ordering
energy; these energy scales are summ arized in Table :'I

T he largest electronic energy is that due to the dis—
tortion ie., the gain in energy by Inposing OO in the
distorted crystal structure. T he second largest energy in
the problem is the localization energy which is the dif-
ference betw een the energies of localized and delocalized
ey states. The value is about 20 mRy per form ula uni,
depending slightly on the state ofm agnetisation and dis—
tortion. The m agnetisation com es last, as the an allest
energy scale, behind the purely electronic contribution
to the orbialordering energy. T he oxygen displacem ents
around site M n (x) are such that the site symm etry hasa
large, 2 xx vy »z » distortion, aswellas other an aller
distortions that break the symm etry between y and z.
The M n (y) site has a sin ilar distortion. Table {If con—
tains all SIC-L.SD energies when a given g; orbital has
been localized on a given site, or A-AFM spin ordering.
A Nl calculations were done for the experin entaldistorted
structure. 4]

The following points may be seen from this table.
F irst, the m ost favourable state is the antiferro orbital
ordering AF OO0 ) on the correct site coupled w ith anti-
ferrom agnetic spin ordering as observed experin entally.
Second, the resuls for scenarios 6 and 7 should be identi-
calfrom symm etry. T hey were calculated independently
and the di erence between them represents an estim ate
of the error on our calculations; the sam e is true for sce—
narios 9 and 10. Third, the size of the total electronic
energy favouring the orbial ordering is found from the
m ost and least favorable AF scenarios1 and 4, which dif-
fer by 78 m Ry, half of which is then the energy gain
due to 00, ie. the largest energy scale ofTab]e:_i. M ore
explicitly, the states in scenarios 1 and 3 have identical

TABLE II: Resuls for several scenarios where the three tpq
orbitals and an additonal e; state are localized on the m an-—
ganese atom s in fully distorted A-AFM structure ofLaM nO 3.
The st colum n gives the num bering of the scenarios which
invole AF OO0 and ferro (F) OO .Colum ns 2 and 3 indicate
which e; orbital is localized on the m anganese atom s w ith
the long m anganese-oxygen bonds in the x and y directions
respectively. The relative energies E, with respect to the

ground state w ith the localized d;,2 .2 orbitalon theM n (x)
sitesand thed;,2 ,2 stateon theM n (y) atom s, isdisplayed in
column 4 A-AFM ).Colum n 5 refers to relative energies E 4
obtained from a localized m odelwhich incorporates only the
orbital ordering in a purely tetragonal distortion.(see text)

A-AFM
# | Mnx) |Mn({)| E mRy) |E 4dmRy)
o 1|ds,2 2 d3y2 r2 0 0
Ol 2]d,2 42 [dyz 2 85 20
Bl 3| daye o |dawe 2| 652 59
4|dy2 52 [ d2 2 781 78
5| dgz g2 [dy2 g2 272 20
6 |dsez 2 |dsez 12 397 29
3l 7 dayz 2 |day 2 405 29
P8 | dy,e L2 |da,e L2 495 59
9| d,2 42 |d2 42 56.6 49
10| dyz .2 | &y 2 573 49

pattem of antiferro orbits. The di erence between them

is that In the fom er case the Iobes of the orbits m atch

the lattice distortion, while in the latter case the oroit
ism isaligned w ith respect to the distortion. Band struc—
ture e ects favour these states equally and the di erence
In their energies represents the in portance of the lattice

distortion for the OO energy.

T he energy scale that characterises the stability of A -
AFM versusFM isthe smallestenergy scale,at 1mRy,
which is sim ilar to energies that gave correct exchange
constants for N (100) surface.{l(] T hus, the ordering
sequence ofthe row sw illbe the sam e forthe A-AFM and
the FM structures, which indicates that the dom mnant
cause ofthe orbitalordering isnot the A-AFM m agnetic
structure, as has been post:u]ated.[_l-l:, :_l-gi]

Tt is instructive to see how far a localized m odel that
assum es only a locally pure tetragonaldistortion can ac—
count for the ab initio results. The energy per site is
given by u= uy up 0c0os2 whereuyy and up are the en-
ergiesthat do not and do depend on the distortion respec—
tively. The angle de nesthe orbit. For the site M n (x)
we have = 0 : y2 .2, = =6 :dez 27z 2,

= 2 =3 : dg,yz r2 ;d322 2 =2 : dyz z2 7 and
equivalently for the M n (y) site. T he energies of scenar-
Iosland 4may beussdto xw= up = 39mRy for
the A-AFM phase. The results given in column 5 ofTa—
ble [f are found using this expression. I is seen that the
order of energies obtained by this sin ple m odel repro—



duces the trends seen in the ab initio results. M oreover,
most ab initio energies lie wihin 10 mRy of this very
sin ple m odel. Tt appears that the discrepancy between
the m odel and the rst principles results is m ostly due
to other distortions than tetragonal. In order to investi-
gate this we have perform ed ab initio calculations for a
crystalw ith a pure tetragonaldistortion (ofthe observed
m agniude). In this case we Pund a slightly increased
valie orup (42 mRy) and the deviations between the
m odeland the rstprinciplescalculation are reduced to 5
m Ry, for all scenarios. T he size of these rem nant energy

uctuations designates the scale of the band electrons’
contrbution to the total energy. The Imposed 00, lat-
tice distortion and m agnetic structure induce changes to
the conduction electron states, which leads to changes
of the order of 5 mRy to the total energy. This rep—
resents the third energy scale of Tablk 1, which is the
second an allest of the energy scales considered. A nother
estin ate Por the band-electronic e ects was obtained by
evaliating the OO total energy variations in the cubic
phase. Our calculations gave 3.7 and 83 mRy in this
case, or FM and A-AFM orxdering respectively, ie. OO
is drastically suppressed w ithout the lattice distortion.

To proceed w ith the analysis of the energetics of 00O
In them anganites, we now consider the lattice distortion
m ode. T he strength ofthe orbital-attice interaction m ay
be deduced from the m easured values of the elastic con—
stants and the s:ize of the lattice distortion. To see this,
we follow Ref. :_Lj and consider an expansion of the to-
tal energy of an electronic system at T =0 In tem s of
a localdistortion in the unit cellat R ;, ;.T he restoring
force for that m ode is characterized by the force constant
K , and the elastic energy of the distortion has a sinplke
ham onic dependence on am plitude. Countering this is
the nonzero orbital order, which contrbutes a negative
energy :

X
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In deriving this expression we assum ed that only linear
term s in ; were required for the O O energy, and de ned

@Uel(f ig) .
Q;

u; =

Atequilbrium , theelasticand O O energiesm ustbalance,

and the distortion param eter is found by m inin ising the

energy, ie, i = . Therefre the total owering of

energy due to the lattice distortion and OO is found by

substituting the above expression for ; into equation (r_]:) :
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FIG .2: The obital and spin resolved densities of states cor-
responding to scenario 1 (see Table :_II), ie. with the e; lobes
oriented along the long M n-O bonds. The top panel show s
the m ajprity spin partial p densities of states for the O (x)
sites, while the m iddle and lower panels show the m apriy
and m nority (summ ed over alld orbitals) spin partiald den-
sities of states for the M n (x) site respectively. T he energies
(in Ry) are relative to the Fem ienergy at E = 0. Thepartial
densities of states are in units of states/spin/Ry.

T he distortions are known in the m anganites, ; 030
A, iﬁ] as are also the optic phonon frequencies, leading to
K 125 ev /A2 [_l-ﬁ] Hence, we can determ ine an ex—
perin entalvalue ofu; = 35 €&V /A .The SIC-LSD theory
Jeads to the estin ate u; 18 eV /A, which is
to be considered in excellent agreem ent, given the gen—
eral uncertainty, not least in estim ating the appropriate
valie ofK [_i:_i] O therw ise stated, neglecting U.; (0), a to—
tal Jahn-Teller ordering energy of %uD 20 mRy is
arrived at, which is in rather good agreem ent w ith the
estin ate o£0.48 to 0.58 eV =35 to 43 mRy ofRef. 3.
To shed m ore light on the hybridization e ects nvolved
In 00, we Inspect In detail the m agnetic m and orbital
1 quantum num bers resolved densities of states for two
00 oon gurations, nam ely scenarios 1 and 3 ofTab]e:_ﬁ
which are shown In Figs. ||_2.jI and:_j respectively. Localised
orbitals are seen to have only m arginaladm ixture (pelow
0. electron) of the delocalized e state. The latter (in
green) can be found both In the valence and conduction
bands. The localized orbitals do still contrbute som e
weight in the valence and conduction bands ofthe M n (x)
mapriy DOS in Figs. '@: and-'_I%. In particular, t,g states
contrbute to the valence and conduction bands. This
re ects the slight hybridization of the t4 states, show—
ing that they are not of pure ionic character but acquire

Up = i
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FIG.3: Thesame asFig. 2‘ but for scenario 3 (see Tab]eEI),
ie., the e¢; Iobes are ordented along the short M n-O bonds.
T he top panel show s the m ajprity spin partial p densities of
states for the O (y) sites.

som e covalency. For the localized g4 state this hybridiza-
tion Increases and ism ost pronounced fords,z 2 In Fig.
:_3. Here we nd &,: ,2 states In both the conduction
band and at the top of the valence band, summ ing up
to 02 electrons. Obviously, this localized state, whose
Iobespoint along the short M n-O bond length, hybridizes
strongly w ith the px orbialofO (y) site and this can be
seen as the px weight in the conduction band of O (y)
partialDO S in Fig. 3. In contrast the ds,> > weight in
the valence and conduction bands for scenario 1 is less
than the d;y» 2 weight in scenario 3. Tn scenario 1 the
ey orbital ism ore localized: 0.82 localized ds,> 2 elec—
trons versus 0.74 d3y2 2 In the DO S peak around 0.8
Ry.

T hese results can be easily understood In temm s ofthe
00 reducing the overlap between the localized (SIC) ey
states and the 2p states of the ad-pcent oxygen atom s.
Thisisre ected in theD O S of scenario 3 by the Increased
hybridization in the O 2p channel around 0.8 Ry, over
the whole w idth ofthe valence band and even in the con—
duction band Fi. 3), In com parison wih the DOS of
scenario 1. Thus localized e; states which have Iobes
along the long m anganese oxygen bonds w illbe energet—
ically favourable con gurations, whilke those that point
along the short m anganese oxygen bonds w ill correspond
to energetically unfavourable con gurations. T herefore
the next two in the sequence of favourable scenarios are
also antiferro 0 O involving In onecased,2 42 and dyz 2

(8.5 mRy above the ground state) and in the other case
the dsx2 2 and d3y2 2 but with ferrom agnetic spin ar-
rangem ent (unfavourabkeby 1 mRy). It issigni cant
that even with the ferrom agnetic spin arrangem ent the
antiferro 0 O is owest In energy indicating again the in -
portance of the JT e ect.

In sum m ary, using the SIC-L.SD theory i hasbeen pos—
sble to nvestigate the orbital, spin and charge ordering
of distorted LaM nO 3. W e nd that our calculated val-
ues for the orbial energy depend strongly on the lattice
distortion and are essentially independent of the m ag—
netic order. W e have used various num erical estin ates
to support our clain that the Jahn Teller interaction is
the dom inant e ect in producing OO . The lattice e ects
are big enough to account for the observed O O , m eaning
that i is not necessary to Invoke additional contribu-—
tions of an electronic origin. This, however, should be
com pared w ith the results of other papers, t_l-]_;, :_l-g'] where
it isclain ed that 0O could occur from electronic e ects
alone. W e agree with this in so far that we also nd
an electronic e ect of the correct symm etry. However,
we nd that the energy associated w ih the pure elec-
tronice ect is relatively sm alland that the size ofthe ef-
fect associated w ith the distortion is Jarge enough to give
rise to the structural transition. In addition, this could
be corroborated by com paring w th independent experi-
ments. This isan In portant nding for the transport in
the doped m aterdals because as the electrons becom e de-
Jocalised the Jattice isunable to respond fast enough and
one reaches the large polaron regin e. O n the other hand
00 that ispurely electronic could coexist in the m etallic
phase giving rise to residualO O and extra contributions
to the scattering.

[l]Cacia o,R .,etal,Phys.Rev.B 65, 174425 (2002).

R] Shina, R ., et al, Physica B 312, 696 (2002).

Bl Coey, JM D ., etal,Adv.Phys. 48,167 (1999).

4] G oodenough, JB ., Phys. Rev. 100, 564 (1955).

Bl Perdew, JP. and Zunger, A ., Phys. Rev. B 23, 5048
(1981).

6] Temmeman, W M . et al. iIn E lctronic D ensity Func-—
tional Theory: Recent Progress and New D irections,
edited by J.F .D obson et al, (P lenum ,New York, 1998).

[7] Strange, P.et al, Nature 399, 756 (1999).

B] Temmeman, W M . et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86, 2435
(2001).

PlElmans, JBA A. et al, J. Solid State Chem . 3, 238
(1971).

[L0] D .K odderitzsch et al.,, Phys.Rev.B 66, 064434 (2002).
[11]1 M edvedeva, JE .et al,, Phys.Rev.B 65, 172413 (2002).
[12] O kam oto, S.et al,, Phys.Rev.B 65, 144403 (2002).

[13] M illis, A J., Phys.Rev.B 53, 8434 (1996).



