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A bstract

Thecorrectunderstanding ofthenatureand dynam icsofinteratom ic m agnetic

interactions in solids is fundam entally im portant. In addition to that itallows to

address and solve m any practicalquestions such as stability ofequilibrium m ag-

netic structures,designing ofm agnetic phase diagram s,the low-tem perature spin

dynam ics,etc. The m agnetic transition tem perature is also related with the be-

haviorofinteratom ic m agnetic interactions. O ne ofthe m ostinteresting classesof

m agnetic com pounds,which exhibitstherich variety oftheabove-m entioned prop-

erties in the transition-m etaloxides. There is no doubts that allthese properties

are related with details ofthe electronic structure. In the spin-density-functional

theory (SDFT),underlying m any m odern �rst-principleselectronicstructurem eth-

ods,thereisacertain num beroffundam entaltheorem s,which in principlesprovides

a solid theoreticalbasis for the analysis ofthe interatom ic m agnetic interactions.

O neofthem isthem agneticforcetheorem ,which connectsthetotalenergy change

with the change of single-particle energies obtained from solution of the K ohn-

Sham equations for the ground state. The basic problem is that in practicalim -

plem entationsSDFT isalwayssupplem ented with additionalapproxim ations,such

aslocal-spin-density approxim ation (LSDA),LSDA + Hubbard U ,etc.,which are

notalwaysadequateforthetransition-m etaloxides.Therefore,thereisnotperfect

m ethods,and the electronic structure we typically have to dealwith isalwaysap-

proxim ate. The m ain purpose ofthisarticle,isto show how this,som etim es very

lim ited inform ation aboutthe electronic structure extracted from the conventional

calculationscan beused forthesolution ofseveralpracticalquestions,accum ulated

in the �eld ofm agnetism ofthe transition-m etaloxides. This point willbe illus-

trated for colossal-m agnetoresistive m anganites,double perovskites,and m agnetic

pyrochlores. W e willreview both successesand trapsexisting in the �rst-principle

electronicstructurecalculations,and m akeconnectionswith them odelswhich cap-

turethebasicphysicsoftheconsidered com pounds.Particularly,wewillshow what

kind ofproblem scan be solved by adding the Hubbard U term on the top ofthe

LSDA description.Itisby no m eansa panacea from allexisting problem sofLSDA,

and oneshould clearly distinguish thecaseswhen U isindeed indispensable,play a

m inorrole,orm ay even lead to the system atic error.
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1 Introduction

The �rst-principles electronic structure calculations play a very im por-

tant role in the exploration ofm agnetism . They have been successfully

applied forvarioustypesofm etalliccom pounds.Thetransition-m etalox-

ides(TM O),however,take a very specialplace in thisclassi�cation and

typically regarded as a counter-exam ple where the �rst-principles calcu-

lationseitherexperience seriousdi�cultiesorsim ply do notwork. Such

an extrem epointofview hasofcoursea very seriousbackground because

m ostofm odern com putationaltechniquesare based on the spin-density-

functionaltheory(SDFT),designed fortheground state,which istypically

supplem ented with the local-spin density approxim ation (LSDA) for the

exchange-correlation interactions.Thelatterisbased on thehom ogeneous

electrongastheory,andthereforeisverydi�erentfrom thelocalized-orbital

lim it,which wasoriginallyadopted forthedescription ofTM O [1,2,3,4].

Therefore,traditionallytherewasabiggap in theunderstandingofin-

teratom icm agneticinteractionsin TM O basingon thesem odelargum ents

and the �rst-principleselectronic structure calculations[5,6],which ap-

peared only in them iddleof1980sand wereregarded asvery challenging

atthattim e.

Since then,two di�erentstandpointshave certainly becam ecloser. It

istruethatduetocom plexityoftheproblem ofexchangeand correlations,

even now there is no perfect com putationalm ethods for the transition-

m etaloxides. However,italso becom esincreasingly clearthatthe m odel

analysisoftheproblem shoulduseresultsof�rst-principleselectronicstruc-

ture calculations,atleastasa starting point. In m any cases,a puzzling

behaviorattributed to thefancifulcorrelation e�ectscan benaturally ex-

plained by detailsoftherealisticelectronicstructure.

Thepurposeofthisarticleisto m akea link between generalform ula-

tion ofSDFT and m odelsofinteratom icm agnetic interactionsforTM O.

W e willtry to show that even in the present form the electronic struc-

ture calculationscan play a very im portantrole in the understanding of

m agneticpropertiesofvariousTM O,despitem any lim itationsinherentto

LSDA and som eofitsre�nem ents.

In Sec.2 we willsum m arize m ain resultsofSDFT and form ulatethe
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m agnetic force theorem which presentsthe basisforthe analysisofm ag-

netic interactions in solids. The connection ofthis theorem with som e

canonicalm odelsforinteratom icm agneticinteractionswillbe illustrated

in Sec.3.In Sec.4 wewillpresenta criticalanalysisofinteratom icm ag-

neticinteractionsin M nO basingon severalavailablem ethodsofelectronic

structurecalculations.In Sec.5 wewillconsidersom epracticalproblem s

related with thecolossal-m agnetoresistive(CM R)m anganites,doubleper-

ovskitesSr2FeM O 6 (M = M oand Re),and m agneticpyrochloresA 2M o2O 7

(A= Y,Gd,and Nd).

The insulating characterofm any TM O presents one ofthe m ostin-

teresting and controversialproblem s. Particularly,it is wellknown that

LSDA frequentlyunderestim atesoreven failstoreproducetheenergy gap,

which is form ally the excited state property. Is it possible that even in

thiscase,itcan provideaphysicallym eaningfuldescription fortheparam -

etersofthe ground state,such asthe interatom icm agnetic interactions?

In thiscontext,we willconsiderthe role played by the on-site Coulom b

interaction U on thetop oftheLSDA electronicstructureand arguethat

one should clearly distinguish the behavior ofband insulators,which is

governed by thedoubleexchange(DE)physics[2,7],and in principlecan

beaccounted forby itinerantm odels,in thespiritofLSDA,from thebe-

haviorofM ottinsulators,where the Coulom b U is indeed indispensable

in orderto suppress(in thiscase)spuriousDE interactionsand unveilthe

com pletelydi�erentphysicalbehaviorgoverned bythesuperexchange(SE)

interactions[3,4,8].A briefsum m ary and perspectiveswillbeoutlined in

Sec.6.

2 T heory ofm agnetic interactions in solids

2.1 Spin-D ensity-FunctionalT heory

The m odern way to approach the problem ofinteratom icm agneticinter-

actionsin solidsisbased on theSDFT [9],which statesthatthem agnetic

ground stateoftheN -electron system can beobtained by m inim izing the

Hohenberg-Kohn totalenergy functional

E [m ]= T0[m ]+ E XC[m ] (1)
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(T0[m ]being the kinetic energy ofa non-interaction electron system and

E XC[m ]being the exchange-correlation energy)with respectto the spin-

m agnetization density m (r).1

Thedirectim plem entation oftheSDFT isham pered by thefactthat

thefunctionaldependenciesT0[m ]and E XC[m ]aregenerally unknown.In

the case ofT0[m ], the problem is resolved by introducing an auxiliary

system ofone-electron orbitalsf i(r)g,and requesting the kineticenergy

(in Rydberg units),

T0[m ]=
NX

i= 1

Z

dr 
y
i(r)

�

�r 2
�

 i(r);

thespin-m agnetization density,

m (r)=
NX

i= 1

 
y
i(r)� i(r) (2)

(� being the vector ofPaulim atrices),and the totalenergy to coincide

with thesam eparam etersoftherealm any-electron system in theground

state.Then,them inim ization ofE [m ]with respectto m (r)isequivalent

totheself-consistentsolution ofsingle-particleKohn-Sham (KS)equations

forf i(r)g:
h

�r 2 + �� B (r)
i

 i(r)= "i i(r); (3)

wherethee�ectivem agnetic�eld isgiven by

B (r)=
�

�m (r)
E XC[m ]:

Theexchange-correlation energy functional,E XC[m ],istypically taken

in an approxim ate form . Severalpossible approxim ationsalong thisline

arelisted below.

� The local-spin-density approxim ation. In this case,the explicit de-

pendenceofE XC on m (r)and theelectron density n(r),

E XC[n;m ]=
Z

drn(r)"XC [n(r);jm (r)j]; (4)

1Forthesakeofsim plicity,wehavedropped in Eq.(1)theelectron density,n(r),and allterm swhich

depend only on n(r),though thisdependenceisim plied aswellasthem inim ization ofE with respectto

n(r).

5



is borrowed from the theory ofhom ogeneouselectron gas. Concep-

tually,LSDA issim ilarto theStonertheory ofband m agnetism [10].

Duetotherotationalinvarianceofthehom ogeneouselectrongas,E XC

dependsonly on theabsolutevalueofm (r).

� The local-density approxim ation plus Hubbard U (LDA+U) ap-

proach [11,12,13].Thisisa sem i-em piricalapproach,them ain idea

ofwhich istocuresom eshortcom ingsoftheLSDA description forthe

localized electron statesby replacingcorrespondingpartofE XC[n;m ]

in LSDA by theenergy ofon-siteCoulom b interactions,in an analogy

with the m ulti-orbitalHubbard m odel. The latteristypically taken

in them ean-�eld Hartree-Fock form :

E XC[bn
�]=

X

fg

(U1324 � U1342)n
�
12

n
�
34

;

whereU1324�h13j
1

r12
j24iarethem atrix elem entsoftheon-site

Coulom b interactions,which areassum ed toberenorm alizedfrom the

bareatom icvaluesbyinteractionswith other(itinerant)electronsand

by correlation e�ectsin solids. The electron and spin-m agnetization

densitiesforthelocalized statesarerepresented by corresponding el-

em entsofthe density m atrix bn�=kn�12k in the basis ofatom ic-like

orbitalsfg atthesite�.Becauseofthisconstruction,theLDA+U
approach isbasis-dependentand typically im plem ented in the linear

m u�n-tin orbitalm ethod [14].

� Theoptim izede�ectivepotential(OEP)m ethod [15,16]isan attem pt

ofexactnum ericalsolution ofthe KS problem ,which does notrely

on the local-spin-density approxim ation forE XC[n;m ]. In thiscase,

the eigenfunctions f i(r)g and eigenvalues f"ig obtained from the

KS equations(3)with som e trialpotentialare used asan inputfor

totalenergy calculationsbeyond thehom ogeneouselectron gaslim it.2

Theparam etersofsuch potentialarerequested to m inim izethetotal

energy.

2 O f course, practicalim plem entations of the O EP schem e require som e approxim ations for the

exchange-correlation energy. Typically,it is either Hartree-Fock or the the random -phase approxim a-

tion,underlying the G W m ethod [17]).
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2.2 M agnetic Force T heorem

The basic idea behind analysis of interatom ic m agnetic interactions in

solidsistoevaluatethetotalenergychange�E =E [cR �eG S]�E [eG S]caused

by sm allnon-uniform rotationsofthespin-m agnetization density nearthe

ground state,whereeG S(r)=m G S(r)=jm G S(r)jisthedirection ofthespin-

m agnetizationin theground stateand cR � isthethree-dim ensionalrotation

bythe(sm all)angle�(r),whichdependson thepositionrintherealspace:

cR �(r)eG S(r)= eG S(r)+ [�(r)� eG S(r)]�
1

2
�2(r)eG S(r):

Thus,characterizesthe localstability ofthe m agnetic ground state with

respectto non-uniform rotationsofthespin-m agnetization density.

Very generally, the problem can be solved by m inim izing the con-

strained totalenergy functional:

E h[m ]= T0[m ]+ E XC[m ]�
Z

drh(r)�
h

e(r)� cR �(r)eG S(r)
i

;

wheretheconstraining�eld h(r)playstheroleofLagrangem ultipliersand

enforcestherequested distributionofthespin-m agnetizationdensityin the

realspace.

Them agneticforcetheorem statesin thisrespect:in thesecond order

of�(r)the totalenergy changeissolely determ ined by the change ofthe
KS single-particleenergies[18],

�E =
NX

i= 1

�

"i
h
cR �B ;

cR �m G S

i

� "i[B ;m G S]
�

+ O
�

�2
�

: (5)

The eigenvalues "i
h
cR �B ;

cR �m G S

i

,corresponding to the rotated e�ective

�eld cR �B and theground statespin-m agnetization density cR �m G S,can be

expressed in term sofexpectation valuesoftheKS Ham iltonian,

"i
h
cR �B ;

cR �m G S

i

=
Z

dr 
y
i[
cR �m G S]

�

�r 2 + �� cR �B
�

 i[
cR �m G S];

with f i[
cR �m G S]g yielding

cR �m G S aftersubstitution into Eq.(2).

The theorem can be reform ulated in a di�erentway:the e�ectofthe

longitudinalchange of m (r) on T0[m ]and E XC[m ]caused by the self-

consistent solution ofthe KS equations (3) with the externalm agnetic

�eld h(r)iscancelled outin thesecond orderof�(r).
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The theorem can be proven rather generally provided that the

exchange-correlation energy functionalobeysthefollowing condition [18]:

E XC[m ]= E XC[
cR �m ]: (6)

In LSDA,itim m ediately followsfrom Eq.(4).M oregenerally,Eq.(6)can

beregarded asthefundam entalgauge-sym m etry constraint,which should

besuperim posed on theadm issibleform oftheexchange-correlationenergy

functionals[19].3

Them agneticforcetheorem hasvery im portantconsequences:

� Generally,theKS eigenvaluesf"ighavenophysicalm eaningand can-

notbecom pared with thetruesingle-particleexcitations(thatistyp-

ically the case form any spectroscopic applications). In thisrespect,

the m agneticexcitationspresenta pleasantexception,thanksto the

m agneticforcetheorem .

� In principle,theknowledgeofthee�ectiveKS potentialaloneissuf-

�cientto calculatethetotalenergy di�erence.Itallowsto getrid of

heavy totalenergy calculations (particularly,for the OEP m ethod)

withoutany lossoftheaccuracy.

2.3 PracticalIm plem entations ofthe M agnetic Force T heorem

In m ost cases,practicalapplications ofthe m agnetic force theorem are

based on relaxed constraintconditionsin com parison with theonesgiven

by Eq.(5).Nam ely,thesecond condition requestingtheKS eigenvaluesto

correspond therotatedspin m agnetizationdensityistypicallydropped and

"i
h
cR �B ;

cR �m G S

i

isreplaced by "i
h
cR �B

i

obtained from the KS equations

(3)with the rotated �eld cR �B . Thisconsiderably facilitatesthe calcula-

tions,thoughatthecostofasystem aticerror,whichwasrecentlydiscussed

by Bruno[20].4 W ewillreturn tothisproblem in Sec.5.1.4wherewillgive

3 Since m (r) is given by Eq.(2),the three-dim ensionalrotation m (r)! bR �(r)m (r) is equivalent to

the unitary transform ation ofthe K S orbitals i(r)! bUS [�(r)] i(r),where bUS [�(r)]= exp
�
i

2
� � �(r)

�

is

the 2� 2 rotation m atrix in the spin subspace. Then,the property (6) can be easily proven for m any

other functionals,for exam ple the ones based on the Hartree-Fock approxim ation and underlying the

rotationally invariantLDA+ U [13]and O EP [16]m ethods.
4 Since B (r)= �

�m (r)
E X C [m ]and E X C [m ]satis�es Eq.(6), the rotation of the spin-m agnetization

densitym G S(r)! bR �(r)m G S(r)resultsinsim ilarrotationofthee�ective�eldB (r)! bR �(r)B (r).Therefore,
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som eestim atesofthiserrorand discusssom ephysicalim plicationswhich

m ay berelated with theadditionalrotation ofthespin-m agnetizationden-

sity for the transition-m etaloxides. In this section we willreview som e

practicalschem es ofcalculations,which ignore these e�ects. Basically,

they aretwo.

The �rst one is based on the perturbation theory expansion for the

Green function [21]

G(r;r0;")=
X

i

 i(r) 
y
i(r

0)

"� "i+ i�

and itsprojections

G
";# =

1

2
TrS f(1� �z)Gg

on them ajority (")and m inority (#)spin states(TrS being thetraceover

thespin indices).In thesecond orderof�(r),thetotalenergy changecan

bem apped onto theHeisenberg m odel

�E = �
1

2

Z

dr

Z

dr
0
J(r;r0)

h
cR �(r)eG S(r)�

cR �(r0)eG S(r
0)� eG S(r)� eG S(r

0)
i

:

(7)

Theparam etersofthism odelaregiven by [21]5

J(r;r0)=
2

�
Im

Z "F

� 1
d"G

"(r;r0;")B (r0)G #(r0;r;")B (r); (8)

where"F istheFerm ienergy correspondingtothehighestoccupied KS or-

bital.Allpracticalcalculationsalongthislinearetypicallyperform ed on a

attheinputoftheK S equations(3)thedirection ofthespin-m agnetization isconsistentwith thedirection

ofthe e�ective �eld. However,the direction ofthe new m agnetization obtained afterthe �rstiteration

can becanted o� theinitialdistribution prescribed by them atrix bR �.Thisisprecisely thesourceofthe

error,and strictly speaking the m agnetic force theorem cannot be proven for this relaxed constrained

condition. In order to correct this error,Bruno [20]explicitly considered the constraining �eld h(r),

which can be estim ated using the response-type argum ents. This�eld doesnotexplicitly contribute to

the expression (5) for the totalenergy change. However,it does m odify the K S orbitals f ig,which

should be used in order to evaluate "i

h

bR �B ;bR �m G S

i

. Although the analysis undertaken by Bruno is

certainly valid and the�nding isim portant,webelievethatthereissom econfusion with theterm inology,

becausethem agneticforcetheorem itselfiscorrect,aslong asitisform ulated in theform ofEq.(5)[18].

The m ain criticism by Bruno [20]isdevoted to the practicalim plem entations ofthistheorem .
5 Here,the m apping onto the Heisenberg m odelis a generalproperty,whereas the from ofEq.(8)

correspondsto the additionalapproxim ation "i

h

bR �B ;bR �m G S

i

! "i

h

bR �B

i

forthe K S eigenvalues.
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discretelattice,assum ingthatallspaceisdivided intoatom icregionsspec-

i�ed by thesiteindicesf�g,sothattheangles�(r)depend only on �,and
neglectingthee�ectscaused byrotationsofthespin-m agnetizationdensity

on theintra-atom icscale.6 In thediscreteversion,G ";#(r;r0;")isexpanded

in the basisofatom ic-like orbitalsfg centered atdi�erentatom ic sites

(for exam ple,in the nearly-orthogonalLM TO representation [14]). The

integraloveratom icregionsaround � and �0,J��0=
R

� dr
R

�0dr
0J(r;r0),de-

�nesconventionalparam etersofinteratom icm agnetic interactionsin the

realspace.

Them ain idea ofthesecond approach isto calculatetheenergy ofthe

collective spin excitation corresponding to the frozen spin wave with the

vectorq.Them ethod,which iscalled thefrozen (oradiabatic)spin-wave

approxim ation isdesigned forthediscretelattice[23].In thiscontext,the

adiabaticity m eans that the directions ofthe spin-m agnetization can be

regarded asthe "slow" variables,so thatforeach con�guration speci�ed

by cR � the "fast" electronic degrees offreedom have enough tim e to fol-

low this directionaldistribution ofthe spin-m agnetization density. The

rotation m atrix cR � isrequested to transform the collineardistribution of

thespin m agneticm om entsin theground state,m �=
R

� drm G S(r),to the

spin spiral:m �! (cosq � � sin��;sinq � � sin��;cos��)jm �j.Ifm �jjz,the

rotation anglesaregiven by

�� = (� sinq � �;cosq � �;0)��

(�� beingthecone-angleofthespin wave).TheKS equationsforthespin-

spiralcon�guration ofthee�ective�eld cR �B can besolved by em ploying

the generalized Bloch transform ation [24]. This gives the totalenergy

change �E (q;�)corresponding to the "excited" spin-spiralcon�guration
with the vectorq. In the the second orderof�,thisenergy change can

bem apped ontotheHeisenbergm odel.Them appingprovidesparam eters

ofm agneticinteractionsin thereciprocalspace,Jq,which can be Fourier

transform ed to therealspace.

6 The non-collinear distribution ofthe spin-m agnetization density on the intra-atom ic scale is an

interesting and so farvery im perfectly understood phenom enon [22].
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3 R elation w ith the M odelsofM agnetic Interactions

The application ofEq.(8)goesfarbeyond the standard electronicstruc-

turecalculations.Itisrathergeneral,and m any canonicalexpressionsfor

m agneticinteractionsin solidscan bederived starting with Eq.(8).Here

wewould liketo illustratethisidea by considering two m odelexam ples.

3.1 D ouble Exchange and Superexchange Interactions in H alf-

M etallic Ferrom agnetic State

Considertheferrom agnetic(FM )chain ofatom s,described by theHam il-

tonian

H ��0 = �t0��� 1;�0+ �zB ;

which isan analogoftheKS Ham iltonian (3)on thediscretelattice,where

m atrix elem ents ofthe kinetic energy t0 (the transfer integrals) are re-

stricted by the nearest neighbors,and B is the e�ective �eld polarizing

the conduction electronsparallelto the z axis. The half-m etallic behav-

ior im plies that t0<B and the electron density n<1 (which corresponds

to the partialpopulation ofthe "-spin band in Fig.1). The problem can

�

�

-B+t
0

-B-t
0

-B

B+t
0

B-t
0

B

ε
F

 

D
en

si
ty

 o
f S

ta
te

s

Figure1:Schem atic density ofstatesforthehalf-m etallicferrom agneticchain.

be easily solved analytically,and by expanding G
#
��0(") in Eq.(8) up to

thesecond orderoft0=B onecan obtain thefollowingcontributionsto the

nearest-neighbor(NN)exchangecoupling [25]:

J
D =

t0

2�
sin�n (9)
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and

J
S = �

t20

2�B
(�n +

1

2
sin2�n): (10)

JD istheFM doubleexchangeinteraction,which isproportionalto t0.J
S

isthe antiferrom agnetic(AFM )superexchange interaction. Forthe half-

�lled band atn=1 the system isinsulating. Then,JD =0,while Eq.(10)

leadsto the standard expression forthe SE interaction atthe half-�lling:

JS=�
t20
2B

[4].

M ore generally,JD and JS can be expressed through the m om entsof

localdensity ofstates,and JD isthem easureofthekineticenergy ofthe

fully spin-polarized half-m etallicstates[26].Originally,theconceptofthe

double exchange wasintroduced forthe m etallicphase ofCM R m angan-

ites[7].However,thephenom enon appearsto bem oregenericand oneof

them ostinteresting recentsuggestionswasthatthesam em echanism can

operatein theinsulating state,provided thatthesystem isa band insula-

tor [26].Thissubstantially m odi�estheoriginalview on theproblem and

com binetwoseem inglyorthogonalconcepts,oneofwhichistheDE physics

and theotheroneistheinsulatingbehaviorofsom eCM R m anganites.W e

willreturn to thisproblem in Sec.5.1.

3.2 Superexchange Interaction via O xygen States

Consider the interaction between two m agnetic (transition-m etal) site,

which is m ediated by the non-m agnetic oxygen states (Fig.2,the situ-

ation is rathercom m on forthe insulating transition-m etaloxides). It is

assum ed thatthe splitting between the "-and #-spin statesofthe tran-

sition m etalsites is 2B . � describes the relative position ofthe oxygen

statesrelativeto thetransition-m etalstates(theso-called charge-transfer

energy). Itisfurtherassum ed thatthe occupied statesare T1("),T2(#),

and O(",#),and theunoccupied statesareT1(#)and T2(").2B and �are

the largestparam etersin the problem ,so thatthe transferinteractionst

between thetransition-m etaland oxygen sitescan betreated asa pertur-

bation starting with the atom ic lim it. Corresponding m atrix elem entsof

theGreen function connecting thesitesT1 and T2 aregiven by

G
"
12(")= G

#
21(")= t

2("+ B )� 1("� B + �)� 1("� B )� 1: (11)
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Figure 2: Positions ofatom ic levels illustrating the superexchange interaction between

transition-m etalsitesm ediated by theoxygen states.

Then,using Eq.(8)one can obtain the well-known expression forthe SE

interactionsm ediated by theoxygen states[27]:7

J
S
12 = �

t4

� 2

 

1

�
+

1

2B

!

;

which describes the shift ofthe poles ofthe Green function (11) ofthe

occupied states,located at "=�B and "=B ��,due to the interaction

with theunoccupied stateslocated at"=B .

Considered exam plesofDE and SE interactionsshow thatEq.(8)is

ratheruniversaland can beregarded asthestarting pointforthegeneral

analysisofinteratom ic m agnetic interactionsin solids. The applications

can be very wide and cover,for exam ple,the theory ofRKKY interac-

tions[28],the e�ectsofthe interatom ic Coulom b interactionson the SE

coupling [29],etc.

7 Here we have considered the AFM con�guration ofthe sitesT1 and T2 (Fig.2). The assum ption

is not im portantand absolutely the sam e expression for JS12 can be obtained by starting with the FM

con�guration.Thism eansthatin thecaseofsuperexchange,them appingofthetotalenergychangeonto

theHeisenberg m odelisuniversal.Thisisnota generalrule,and othertypesofm agneticinteractionsdo

depend on thestatein which they arecalculated.Thisdependenceisrelated with thechangeofelectronic

structure which entersthe expression forthe m agnetic interactions(8)through the m atrix elem ents of

the G reen function.Aswe willsee in Sec.5.1,the form ofthe DE interactionsstrongly dependson the

m agneticstate and thisdependence playsa crucialrolein the physicsofCM R m anganites.
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4 Electronic Structure of M nO from the view point

ofInteratom ic M agnetic Interactions

Them anganesem onoxideprovidesan excellentopportunity to testavail-

able m ethodsofelectronic structure calculationsforthe transition-m etal

oxides. W hile num erous spectroscopic techniques dealm ainly with the

excited state properties,which cannotbe com pared directly with results

ofelectronic structure calculationsdesigned forthe ground state,the in-

teratom ic m agnetic interactions are the ground-state properties and,in

principle,should beaccounted forby thesecalculations.

Theinteratom icm agneticinteractionsin M nO arewellstudied exper-

im entally.Them agneticbehaviorofM nO can bedescribed by thesim ple

Heisenberg m odelincluding �rst (J1=�4:8 m eV) and second (J2=�5:6

m eV)neighborinteractions[30].8 Since M nO is a wide-gap insulator,it

is clear that both interactions originate from the superexchange m echa-

nism [4,5].

Onecan easily design theproperm odelfortheelectronicstructureof

M nO using the following argum ents[18]. Since the electronic con�gura-

tion oftheM n atom sin M nO iscloseto 3d5"3d
0
#,both from theviewpoint

ofthe m odelvalence argum entsand the electronicstructurecalculations,

thedistribution ofthespin-m agnetization density nearM n sitesisnearly

spherical.Therefore,theonly param eterofthee�ectivem agnetic�eld at

the M n sites we need to worry about is B ,which controls the splitting

between occupied 3d" and unoccupied 3d# states. Anotherim portantpa-

ram eteroftheelectronicstructureisthecharge-transferenergy �,which

controlsthe relative position ofthe 3d# and the oxygen 2p states. Then,

usingan analogywith them odelforSE interactionsconsidered in Sec.3.2,

one can try to param eterizethe e�ective KS potentialin term sofB and

� (basically in the spirit ofLDA+U for the half-�lled 3d shell),and to

�nd these two param etersby �tting two experim entalparam etersofin-

teratom icm agneticinteractions,J1 and J2,provided thatthekineticand

non-m agneticpartsofthee�ectiveKS Ham iltonian arewelldescribed on

8According to the de�nition (7) ofthe Heisenberg m odel,the experim entalparam eters have been

m ultiplied by S2= (5=2)2. W e do notconsiderthe trigonaldistortion ofthe cubic lattice caused by the

exchangestriction e�ects[30].
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thelevelofLDA.

The �tting, which is very straightforward in the nearly-orthogonal

LM TO basis [14,18], yields the following param eters: B ’5:3 eV and

�’10:7 eV.9 The corresponding density of states is shown in Fig. 3,

together with results of the LSDA, LDA+U, and OEP calculations.10

Corresponding param etersofm agnetic interactionsare listed in Table 1.

Unfortunately,noneoftheexistingtechniquescan treattheproblem ofin-

Table 1: Param eters of m agnetic interactions in M nO obtained in LSDA,OEP and

LDA+U in com parison with experim entaldata [30].

J1 (m eV) J2 (m eV)

LSDA -13.2 -23.5

OEP -8.9 -12.0

LDA+U -5.0 -13.2

Expt. -4.8 -5.6

teratom icm agneticinteractionsin M nO properly.Nevertheless,theanal-

ysisoftheelectronicstructuresshown in Fig.3 allowsusto elucidatethe

basicproblem softheexisting m ethodswhich lead to substantialoveresti-

m ation ofJ1 and J2 [18].

� LSDA underestim atesboth B and �. In thissense,the overestim a-

tion ofinteratom icm agneticinteractionsisdirectly related with the

underestim ation oftheband gap.However,the occupied partofthe

spectrum isreproduced reasonably wellby theLSDA calculations.

� LDA+U underestim ates�. Thisisa very seriousproblem inherent

notonly to LDA+U butalso to som esubsequentm ethodologicalde-

velopm entsforthestrongly correlated system slikeLDA+DM FT ap-

proach[31],whichprovidesasolidbasisforthedescriptionofCoulom b

interactionsatthetransition-m etalsites,butignoreotherparam eters

ofelectronicstructure,which m ay play an im portantroleforTM O.
9 The on-site Coulom b repulsion U for the 3d electrons can be estim ated from 2B by using the

connection 2B = 1

5
(U + 4J)�M n which holds for the m ean-�eld Hartree-Fock solution ofthe degenerate

Hubbard m odel(�M n’ 4:84 �B being the localm agnetic m om ent).Then,using J’ 0:8 eV forthe intra-

atom ic exchange coupling,which is not sensitive to the crystalenvironm ent in solid [11],one obtains

U ’ 8 eV.
10 AllO EP calculationsdiscussed in thissection havebeen perform ed using the one-electron e�ective

potentialsobtained by T.K otani[16].
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Figure 3: Electronic structure ofM nO,which �tsthe experim entalparam etersofm ag-

neticinteractionstogetherwith resultsof�rst-principlescalculationsin LSDA,OEP,and

LDA+U.

� The relative position ofthe 3d and 2p states is wellreproduced by

the OEP m ethod. However,the width ofthe unoccupied 3d band is

strongly overestim ated.Thism ightbe related with thelocalform of

the e�ective one-electron potentialin the OEP approach.Asthe re-

sult,theparam etersofinteratom icm agneticinteractionsarestrongly

overestim ated.

Thus,thequantitativedescription ofinteratom icm agneticinteractions

in TM O bythe�rst-principleelectronicstructurecalculationsislargelyun-

resolved and challenging problem .TheanalysisofM nO suggeststhatone
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possible direction along thisline could be to borrow the form ofthe one-

electron potentialfrom theLDA+U approach and try to optim izeparam -

etersofthispotentialby using the ideasofvariationalOEP m ethod [18].

In any case,thedevelopm entofthe�rst-principletechniques,which could

address the problem ofelectronic structure and m agnetic interactionsin

TM O on a m ore superiorleveliscertainly a very im portantdirection for

thefuture.

However,even in the present form ,the electronic structure calcula-

tionsm ay havea signi�cantim pacton ourunderstanding ofthe physical

propertiesofTM O.In thenextsection wewould liketoillustratehow this,

som etim esratherlim itedinform ationextractedfrom theconventionalelec-

tronicstructurecalculationscanbeusedfortheanalysisofm anyim portant

questionsaccum ulated in the�eld m agnetism ofTM O.

5 A pplications for Transition-M etalO xides

5.1 D ouble Exchange Interactions in C M R M anganites

One ofthe m ostfam ousgroupsofoxide m aterials,which wasin the fo-

cusofenorm ousexperim entaland theoreticalattention form any years,is

perovskitem anganeseoxides(orsim ply { them anganites)with thechem -

icalform ulasR 1� xD xM nO 3 (cubic type),R 1� xD 1+ xM nO 4 (layered type),

and R 2� 2xD 1+ 2xM n2O 7 (double-layeredtype;R and D beingtrivalentrare-

earth and divalentalkaline-earth ions,respectively). The m anganitesare

known forthe colossalm agnetoresistance e�ect,thatisgigantic suppres-

sion ofthe resistivity by the externalm agnetic �eld. Anotherim portant

feature ofthese com pounds is the rich m agnetic phase diagram (Fig.4)

Typically,the CM R e�ectoccursatthe boundary ofeitherFM and PM ,

orFM and AFM phases.In thissense,theunderstanding ofthem agnetic

phase diagram isdirectly related with the understanding ofthe CM R ef-

fect. There isa large num berofm odern review articlesdevoted to these

com pounds [26,33,34,35],which covers a lot ofexperim entalinform a-

tion as wellas the theoreticalviews on the problem . In this section we

would liketo illustrate,aswebelieve,them ain idea behind them agnetic

phasediagram and theCM R e�ectitselffrom theviewpointofelectronic
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m agnetic,consisting oftheFM layers(A),sim plechains(C),and zigzag chains(CE).

structure calculationsand the generaltheory ofinteratom icm agnetic in-

teractionspresented in Sec.2. W e willconcentrate on the doping range

x�0:3.11

According to the form alvalence argum ents,the 3d states ofM n in

R 1� xD xM nO 3 are�lled by the(4�x)electrons,which aresubjected to the

strong Hund’srule coupling. Therefore,the intra-atom ic exchange split-

ting between the "-and #-spin 3d states can be regarded as the largest

param eter in the problem . The 3d states are further split by the cubic

crystal-�eld into thelower-lyingt2g and higher-lyingeg levels,yielding the

form alelectroniccon�gurationt32g"e
1� x
g" t02g#e

0
g#.Thebanddispersion,caused

by theinteratom ichoppinginteractionsinvolvingt2g and eg orbitalsistyp-

ically sm allerthan the intra-atom ic exchange and crystal-�eld splittings.

Thehoppingsarem ediated bytheoxygen 2pstates,and in theundistorted

cubiclatticeareallowed only between orbitalsofthesam e,eithert2g oreg,

sym m etry.ThestrengthsoftheM n(eg)-O(2p)and M n(t2g)-O(2p)interac-

tionsarecontrolled by theSlater-Kosterparam eters,correspondingly pd�

and pd�.Sincejpd�j>jpd�j,thet2g band istypically narrowerthan theeg

one[36].

11The m agnetic phase diagram at sm allx is signi�cantly a�ected by the Jahn-Teller e�ect. This is

certainlyan interestingand notcom pletelyunderstood problem (see,e.g.,Ref.[26]).However,thephysics

isratherdi�erentfrom a m orecanonicaldouble exchangeregim erealized forx� 0:3.
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Thus,the t2g stateswillbe half-�lled and according to Sec.3.1 con-

tributeonly totheAFM SE interactions.Theeg statesarepartially occu-

pied and therefore willcontribute to both FM DE and AFM SE interac-

tions,whoseratio willdepend on x.

W hatisthe relevance ofthispicture to the m agnetic phase diagram

ofperovskite m anganites? In order to get a very rough idea about this

problem ,letussim ply countthe num berofFM (zFM )and AFM (zAFM )

bonds form ed by the M n sites in each ofthe m agnetic phases shown in

Fig.4 (Table2).TheFM interactionsprevailatsm allerx.However,fur-

Table2:Num berofferrom agnetic(zFM )and antiferrom agnetic(zA FM )bondsforthem ain

m agneticphasesobserved in Nd1� xSrxM nO 3.

phase x in phasediagram zFM zA FM

FM 0:3�x<0:5 6 0

CE x�0:5 2 4

A 0:5�x�0:6 4 2

C x>0:6 2 4

G x�1 0 6

therincreaseofx leadsto thegradualchangeofthecharacterofm agnetic

interactionstowardsthe antiferrom agnetism ,which isreected in the in-

creaseofthenum berofAFM bonds.Therefore,itseem sreasonabletolink

thisphasediagram with som ekind ofcom petition between FM and AFM

interactions.

In orderto furtherproceed with thispicture,we need to addressthe

following questions.

1.W hich m echanism stabilizestheanisotropicAFM A and C structures

in the m etallic regim e?12 Note,thataccording to the canonicalDE

m odel[7],them etallicantiferrom agnetism isunstablewith respectto

a spin-canting.

2.W hatis so specialaboutthe CE phase? W hy does itexistonly in

12 According to theexperim entaldata,theA phaseism etallicwhiletheC phaseisan insulatordueto

the cation disorderin the quasi-one-dim ensionalC-type AFM structure. O urpointofview isthatthis

disorderisnotdirectly related with them agneticstability oftheC phase,and asthe�rstapproxim ation

thisphasecan be treated in the conventionalDE m odelwhich correspondsto the m etallic behavior.
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thenarrow window ofx closeto x=0:5 and perturbsthem onotonous

changeofzFM and zAFM shown in Table2? W hy isitinsulator?

3.Quantitative description ofthe doping-dependance ofthe m agnetic

phasediagram .

5.1.1 B asic D etails ofthe Electronic Structure

Thekey factorfactor,which allowstoresolvethequestionssum m arized in

parts1 and 2 isthestrongdependanceoftheelectronicstructureoftheeg

stateson them agneticstructure[37,38,39].Thee�ectcan beestim ated

in theLSDA by considering the distribution oftheeg statesin the hypo-

theticalvirtual-crystalalloyLa1=2Ba1=2M nO 3 (Fig.5).In thiscalculations,

the crystalstructureofLa1=2Ba1=2M nO 3 wasrigidly �xed to be the cubic

one. Hence,Fig.5 shows the pure response ofthe electronic structure

ofthe eg statesto the change ofthe m agnetic structure. Even in LSDA,

which typically underestim atesthe intra-atom ic splitting between the "-

and #-spin states[40],thee�ectisvery strongand theelectronicstructure

changesdram atically upon switching between FM ,A-,and C-type AFM

phases.Furtherm ore,theanisotropicAFM orderinghasdi�erente�ecton

di�erenteg orbitals.Forexam ple,in theA-typeAFM structure,them ain

lobesofthex2-y2 and 3z2-r2 orbitalsarealigned correspondinglyalongFM

and AFM bonds.Sincethehopping interactionsarepenalized in thecase

ofthe AFM coupling,the A-type AFM arrangem ent willshrink m ainly

the3z2-r2 band.Thee�ectisreversed in theC-typeAFM state,which is

associated with thenarrowingofthex2-y2 band.Thus,theLSDA calcula-

tionsclearly dem onstratehow the anisotropy ofthe A-and C-type AFM

structuresinterplayswith theanisotropy ofthespacialdistribution ofthe

x2-y2 and 3z2-r2 orbitals.

The AFM CE phase presents the m ost striking exam ple ofsuch in-

terplay between spin and orbitaldegreesoffreedom :the zigzag AFM ar-

rangem ent appears to be su�cient to explain the insulating behavior of

thisphase(even in LSDA).Therefore,theCE phasecan beregarded asa

band insulator,which isrelated with the very peculiarform ofthe AFM

spin ordering (Fig.6)[41].

The m agnetic-state dependence ofthe electronic structure ofthe eg
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Figure5:Distribution oftheM n(eg)statesin theferrom agnetic,A-,and C-typeantifer-

rom agneticphasesofLa1=2Ba1=2M nO 3 in LSDA.TheFerm ilevelisatzero.

statesisthe m ain m icroscopic m echanism ,which standsbehind the rich

variety ofthe m agnetic structuresobserved in perovskite m anganites. In

som esense,these system sshow certain tendency to the self-organization,

the m ain idea ofwhich can be accum ulated in the following form ula:the

anisotropic AFM ordering breaksthe cubic sym m etry ofthe crystaland

leadstothestronganisotropyoftheelectronicstructure.13 Thisanisotropy

willbereected in theanisotropyofinteratom icm agneticinteractions(8),

which depend on the electronic structure through the m atrix elem entsof

the Green function. In m any cases,the response ofinteratom icm agnetic

interactionstothechangeofthem agneticstructureappearstobesu�cient

13Experim entally,thisanisotropy isfrequently observed asan orbitalordering [42].
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Figure 6: Right panel. Two-dim ensionalzigzag antiferrom agnetic ordering realized in

La1=2Sr3=2M nO 4,resulting in two di�erentsublatticesoftheM n sites(A and B,typically

referred to the "charge ordering")and the orbitalordering (the alternation ofpartially

populated 3x2-r2 and 3y2-r2 orbitalsattheA sites).Leftpanel.Corresponding distribu-

tion oftheM n(eg)statesatthesitesA and B in LSDA.TheFerm ilevelisatzero.

to explain the localstability ofthism agnetic state,and the totalenergy

ofsuch system s willhave m any localm inim a corresponding to di�erent

m agneticphases.

5.1.2 M inim alM odelfor C M R M anganites

Thesem i-quantitativem odelforCM R m anganitescan be constructed by

using thefollowing argum ents.

� The m odelshould be based on the realistic electronic structure for

the eg states and take into account strong dependence ofthis elec-

tronic structure on the m agnetic structure. The proper m odelfor

the electronic structure can be obtained by doing the tight-binding

param etrization ofLDA bands[36,43]. However,form any applica-

tions one can use even cruder approxim ation and consider only the

NN hoppings between M n sites,param eterized according to Slater
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and Koster[44]:

t��+ n� =
t0

2
�
t0

2

 

sin
2��

3
�x + cos

2��

3
�z

!

;

wheret��0�kt
LL0

��0k isthe2�2m atrix in thebasisoftwoeg orbitalsx
2-

y2 (L,L0=1)and 3z2-r2 (L,L0=2),and n� istheprim itivetranslation

in the cubic lattice parallelto the x (�=1),y (�=2),or z (�=3)

axis. The anisotropy ofthe x2-y2 and 3z2-r2 orbitalsis reected in

the anisotropy oftransferinteractions. The param etert0/(pd�)
2 is

chosen to reproduce the eg bandwidth in LDA (t0’0:7 eV [26],and

thereafterused astheenergy unit).

The e�ect ofthe m agnetic structure on the electronic structure is

typically included aftertransform ation to thelocalcoordinatefram e,

speci�ed by thedirectionsfe�g ofthespin m agneticm om ents

e� = (cos�� sin��;sin�� sin��;cos��);

and taking the lim itofin�niteintra-atom icexchangesplitting.This

yieldsthewell-known DE Ham iltonian [45]:

H D
��0 = ����0t��0; (12)

where

���0 = cos
��

2
cos

��0

2
+ sin

��

2
sin

��0

2
e
� i(��� ��0)

describes m odulations oftransfer interactions caused by deviations

from theFM spin alignm ent.14

� HD��0 isproportionalto t0,and sim ilarto the DE term considered in

Sec.3.1,describestheFM interactionsin thesystem s,which arenow

generalized to the case ofarbitrary spin arrangem ent. Thisterm is

com bined with theenergy ofphenom enologicalAFM SE interactions:

H S
��0 = �

1

2
J
S
e� � e�0;

14 TheDE Ham iltonian isessentiallynon-localwith respecttothesiteindices.In thissenseonecan say

thattheDE physicsism ainly thephysics ofbonds,which m ay havea directim plication to thebehavior

ofparam agneticphaseofCM R m anganites[46].
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where JS<0 isrestricted by the nearestneighborsand containscon-

tributionsofboth t2g and eg states. Using an analogy with the SE

m odelconsidered in Sec.3.2,itisassum ed thattheexchangeconstant

JS doesnotdepend on them agneticstate,and allsuch dependencies

com eexclusively from theDE term .

The com bination of H D
��0 and H S

��0 constitutes the m inim alm odel,

which explains the origin of the m ain m agnetic structures observed in

doped m anganites.15 An exam pleoftheoreticalphasediagram isshown in

Fig.7[37,38,50].Theposition and theorderofthem ain m agneticphases
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Figure7:Theareasoflocalstability ofthem ain collinearphaseswith respecttothespin

canting in thedegeneratedoubleexchangem odel(from Ref.[38]).

with respectto thehole-doping hasclearsim ilarity with theexperim ental

phasediagram (Fig.4).16

The origin ofthe CE-type AFM phase requiresspecialcom m ent,be-

causecanonicallyitwasattributed tothechargeorderingoftheM n3+ and

M n4+ ions[1],and thispointofview wasdom inatingform any years.The

m odern view on the problem is that CE is the regular m agnetic phase,

whose propertiescan be understood in the degenerate DE m odelsim ilar
15The on-site Coulom b interaction [47]and the lattice distortion [48]have been also considered as

the m odelingredients. However,as far as the low-tem perature behavior is concerned,the inclusion of

these term s (ofcourse,under the appropriate choice ofthe param eters [49]) m ay change the situation

quantitatively,butnotqualitatively.
16 Note thataround x= 0:5,jJSjisofthe orderof0.1 [26].
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tootherm agneticstates[26,35,39].Theinsulatingbehaviorofthisphase

isrelated with thetopology ofone-dim ensionalzigzag FM chains.17 This

also explainswhy the CE phase existsin the very narrow region close to

x=0:5,i.e.when theFerm ienergy fallsintotheband gap.M oregenerally,

anyperiodicone-dim ensionalzigzagobjectcom posed oftheeg orbitalswill

behaveasa band insulatoratcertain com m ensuratevaluesoftheelectron

density [26,51].

5.1.3 Im plication to the C M R E�ect

The m agneticorigin ofthe CE phasehasm any im plicationsto the CM R

e�ectand readilyexplainswhytheinsulatingstateofsom em anganitescan

beeasily destroyed by theexternalm agnetic�eld.However,itwould not

be rightto say thatCM R isexclusively related with the existence ofthe

CE phase. Itisa m ore generalphenom enon inherentto the DE physics.

Below wewillconsidertwo such possibility.

1.Accordingtotheform oftheDE Ham iltonian(12),thetransferinter-

actionsareforbidden between antiferrom agnetically coupled sites.There-

fore,from the viewpointoftransportproperties,the A-type AFM phase

behavesasan insulatorin thez-directionsand asa m etalin thexy-plane.

TheA statecan becontinuously transform ed to thespin-canted state[38]

by applying the externalm agnetic �eld. The spin-canting unblocks the

hopping interactionsand gradually decreasestheresistivity along z.This

isthebasicideaoftheso-called "spin-valve"e�ect,observed in theA-type

AFM Nd0:45Sr0:55M nO 3 [52].

TheuniqueaspectoftheCE phaseisthatithasaband gap,and there-

foreisinsulatinginallthedirections,includingthedirectionofpropagation

oftheFM zigzagchains.Thispredeterm inesratherdistinguished behavior

ofthe CE phase in the m agnetic �eld. Asitwaspointed outbefore,the

stability oftheCE phaseisdirectly related with theexistenceoftheband

gap. Sim ilarto the A-type AFM phase,the externalm agnetic�eld leads

to the canting ofspinsalso in the CE phase. The basic di�erence isthat

17 The eg electron passing through the 3z2-r2 and x2-y2 orbitals of the corner (B) sites (Fig.6)

correspondingly preservesand changesitsphase.In the one-dim ensionalcase,itwillopen the band gap

correspondingly at the boundary and in the center ofthe Brillouin zone,that explains the insulating

behavior.
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starting with certain angle such canting willclose the band gap.18 Then,

theCE phasewillbecom eunstableand thesystem willabruptlytransform

tothem etallicFM phase,which isfavored by them agnetic�eld.Thephe-

nom enon iswellknow asthe"m elting ofthecharge-ordered state",which

accom panied by theabruptdrop oftheresistivity [34].

2. Typicaltheoriesofthe second type are based on the following ob-

servations[53]:19

� The totalenergy ofthe DE m odelm ay have severallocalm inim a

corresponding to di�erentFM and AFM phases,which m ay existin

the sam e range ofthe hole-doping. Thisalso im pliesthe �rst-order

characterofthe phase boundaries[50]. The concrete exam ple isthe

region closeto x=0:5 shown in Fig.7.

� Som eofthesephasesareinsulating dueto thespecial(zigzag)geom -

etry oftheAFM pattern.

The situation isschem atically illustrated in Fig.8. AtT=0 and without

�eld,thesystem istrapped in theinsulating CE-typeAFM ground state.

The next m inim um ,corresponding to the FM m etallic state should be

located within theenergy rangeaccessibleby theexternalm agnetic�eld.

At the �nite tem perature and neglecting interactions between di�erent

phases,thesystem willberepresented by them ixtureofthesetwo states,

due to the con�guration m ixtureentropy.20 The relativeam ountofthese

stateswilldepend on the tem perature T and the m agnetic �eld H . The

lattercontrolsthe relativeposition ofthe CE and FM m inim a. W ithout

�eld,the CE phase willdom inate,whilethe FM phase willform m etallic

islands in the insulating sea. The application ofthe m agnetic �eld will

increasetheam ountoftheoftheFM phase.Atsom epoint,which iscalled

thepercolationthreshold,theFM islandsbecom econnectedbyform ingthe

18In the two-dim ensionalDE m odel,the band gap is closed when the angle between spin m agnetic

m om entsin adjacentzigzag chainsbecom essm allerthan 110�.
19 The percolative scenario ofthe CM R e�ect in m anganites has been originally proposed by Na-

gaev [54].Thenewertheoriesprovidea quantitativedescription ofthise�ectand clarify theorigin ofthe

m ain m agneticstates,particularly{theexistenceoftheinsulatingCE-typeAFM phasein thedegenerate

DE m odel.
20The appearance ofthe two-phase state can be considerable facilitated in the presence ofim purities

and the cation disorder[53,54]. Aswe willargue in Sec.5.2,thise�ectplaysa very im portantrole in

the doubleperovskites.
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H=0

FM
CE

H>0

FMCE

Figure 8: Schem atic view on the percolative scenario ofthe CM R e�ect. Top: Local

m inim a ofthe double exchange energy corresponding to the insulating CE and m etallic

FM phases. The relative position ofthese m inim a is controlled by the m agnetic �eld

H . Bottom : m ixed-phase state realized at the �nite tem perature. The m agnetic �eld

increases the am ount ofthe FM phase,and above the percolation threshold form s the

conducting FM path.

conducting FM pathsthroughoutthe spacem en. Thiswillcorrespond to

thesharp drop oftheresistivity.

Sincem any interesting(and,presum ably,them ostpractical)phenom -

enaofperovskitem anganitesarerelated with theexistenceofzigzagAFM

structures,itisvery im portantto understand thebehaviorofthesestruc-

tures,and especiallythewayhow theywillevolvewith thetem perature,in

them agnetic�eld,orupon thechangeofthecrystalstructure.W ewould

like to close this section by listing som e interesting and not com pletely

resolved problem sin thisdirection.

� Theexistenceoftwo transition tem peratures,TN and TCO,which are

typically attributed to the onsetofN�eelAFM and charge ordering,

respectively. In reality,both transitionsare probably m agnetic and

TN correspondstotheorder-disordertransition which takesplaceonly

between FM zigzag chainsand largely preservesthecoherentm otion

ofspinswithin thechains,whileTCO correspondsto thetransition to

thetotally disordered PM state[55].
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� Appearance of incom m ensurate charge and orbitalsuperstructures

justbelow TCO [56].

� E�ectsofcation disorderand appearanceofnew zigzag superlattices

uponarti�cialorderingofR andD elem entsinsom ethree-dim ensional

m anganites[57].

5.1.4 R ole ofR are-earth,A lkaline-earth,and O xygen and States

In thissection we willbriey discussthe inuence ofthe R,D ,and oxy-

gen stateson theinteratom icm agneticinteractionsin R 1� xD xM nO 3 in the

contextofrevisionsin theform oftheseinteractions,which wererecently

considered by Bruno [20].W e willconcentrateon thebehaviorofthecu-

bic FM phase ofthe virtual-crystalalloy La0:7Ba0:3M nO 3,and treat the

problem ofinteratom ic m agnetic interactionsusing the frozen spin wave

approxim ationsupplem ented with theLSDA.21 In theFM phase,them ag-

netic M n sitespolarize neighboring La/Ba and oxygen sites. The typical

distribution ofthem agneticm om entsam ongstdi�erentsitesis�M n=3:48,

�La=Ba=0:08,and �O=0:05 �B . Ourm ain concern willbe the role played

by �La=Ba and �O in thespin dynam icsofLa1� xBaxM nO 3.

W e assum e thatthe cone-angle ofthe spin wave doesnotdepend on

the atom icsite:����. The phase ofthe spin wave ism odulated asq � �
with � running over allM n,O,and La/Ba sites. Then,for each q we

calculatethesecond derivativeofthetotalenergy with respectto � using

the m agnetic force theorem . The derivative can be also used to estim ate

them agnon spectrum in theFM state:

!q =
2

�

d2E (q;�)

d�2

�
�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

(� being theFM m om ent).W econsidertwo possibility:

� Rigid constraint,obtained by rotating the KS e�ective �eld and en-

forcing the directionsofthe spin m agnetic m om entsat each site to

follow exactly theform ofthespin wave.Thelatterisachieved by ap-

plying theperpendicularconstraining �eldsfh?
�g (Fig.9),which can

21 The cubic latticeparam eterisa0= 3:876�A.
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Figure9:Typicalsituation realized in frozen spin wavecalculationsforq=(0;0;�).f�gis
theconstrained distribution ofthem agneticm om ents.f�0gisthedistribution ofm agnetic

m om entsobtained aftersolution ofKohn-Sham equationswith therotated e�ective�elds.

Generally,thespinsf�0g arecanted towardstheground statecon�guration by theangle

�,and have the com ponents f�? g,which are perpendicular to f�g. The constraining

�eldsfh? g areincluded in orderto com pensatef�? g.

beestim ated usingtheresponse-typeargum ents[20].The�eldsfh?
�g

a�ecttheKS orbitalsf ig,and through thechangeoftheseorbitals,

correcttheform ofthespin-m agnetization density (2).However,they

do notcontributeexplicitly to thetotalenergy change(5).

� Relaxed constraint,obtained afterrotation oftheKS e�ective�elds.

Resultsofthesecalculationsareshown in Fig.10.Them agnon dispersion

hasa characteristicform ,which ism anifested in thepronounced softening

at the Brillouin zone boundaries [58].22 The origin ofthis softening is

related with thebehaviorofinteratom icm agneticinteractions,and can be

22 Experim entally,thesofteningofthespin-wavedispersion isfrequently accom panied by abroadening,

though these two e�ectsare notnecessarily related with each otherand the m aterialswhich show very

sim ilarsoftening ofthe m agnon spectrum can revealvery di�erentbroadening [58].
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Figure 10: Results offrozen spin wave calculations forLa0:7Ba0:3M nO 3: second deriva-

tivesofthe totalenergy (which specify the form ofthe m agnon dispersion)obtained by

rotating the Kohn-Sham e�ective �elds(relaxed constraint)and by applying additional

perpendicularconstraining�eldsfh?� g(rigid constraint)atallsitesand theM n sitesonly;

theparasiticcanting ofthem agneticm om entsin therelaxed constraintcalculations;and

the perpendicular m agnetic �eld applied in orderto com pensate this canting. Sym bols

show thecalculated points,and thesolid linesareresultsofan interpolation.

understood on the basisofrealistic electronic structure calculations[25].

Ithasa directim plication to thestability oftheFM stateand theform of

them agneticphasediagram versusthehole-doping [26].

In thissection,ourm ain concern willbe a littlebitdi�erent.Asitis

seen in Fig.10,theapplication oftheconstraining �eldsfh?
�g can signif-
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icantly a�ectthe m agnon dispersion. Forexam ple,around (�;0;0),!q’s

calculated using two di�erentschem escan di�erby factortwo.Them ost

interesting question iswherethisdi�erencecom esfrom .Thesim plerota-

tion ofthe KS e�ective �eldsby the angle � causesthe parasitic canting

ofspinso� the constrained directionsby the anglesf��g,which are pro-

portionalto � ifthelatterissm all(seeFig.9).However,thiscanting can

be very di�erentatdi�erentm agneticsites. Indeed,�� isofthe orderof

� atthe La/Ba and oxygen sites,and alm ostnegligible atthe M n sites.

Therefore,the �eldsfh?
�g,which are introduced in orderto correctthis

cantingwillbethelargestattheLa/Baand oxygen sites,and thesm allest

attheM n sites.An attem ptto apply h?� only attheM n siteshasa negli-

giblee�ecton them agnon dispersion.Theseresultsriseseveralim portant

questions,which stillneed to beunderstood.

� Thereisalargeintrinsicuncertaintyin thebehaviorofspin m agneti-

zation attheLa/Ba and oxygen sites,and especially in theform ,in which

thesesitescontributeto thespin dynam icsofLa1� xBaxM nO 3 and sim ilar

com pounds. The problem m ay be directly related with the de�nition of

the adiabaticity concept,underlying the frozen spin wave approach. Ac-

cordingtothisconcept,them agneticsystem shavetwocharacteristictim e

scales. The spin directions are typically regarded as the slow variables,

while the internalelectronic degrees offreedom are the fast ones,which

self-consistently follow the instantaneousorientationaldistribution ofthe

spin-m agnetizationdensity.From thispointofview,theLa/Baandoxygen

siteshaveclearlyadualcharacter.On theonehand,neitherofthem canbe

regarded asthesourceofm agnetism in thesesystem s.On theotherhand,

both ofthem carry a signi�cantweightofthespin-m agnetization density,

m ainly due to the hybridization with the m agnetic M n sites. Then,how

theLa/Ba and oxygen statesshallbetreated? In principle,onem ay have

severalpossibilities.

1.The La/Ba and oxygen sites are m agnetic and shellbe treated on

the sam e levelas the M n sites,by applying independent constraint

conditions for the slow-varying directions ofthe La/Ba and oxygen

spins.Thiswould correspond totheappearanceofadditionalm agnon

branchesin the frozen spin wave calculations. Clearly,thisscenario
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can be sorted outfrom thebeginning,becauseboth La/Ba and oxy-

gen m om entsareinduced by thehybridization with theM n sitesand

cannotbetotally independentfrom thelatter.

2.The contribution of La/Ba and oxygen states is purely electronic,

which im plies that these degrees of freedom are "fast" and self-

consistently follow the distribution ofthe spin m agneticm om entsat

theM n sites.Thiswould roughlycorrespond totherelaxed constraint

conditionsin thespin-wavecalculationsshown in Fig.10.

3.An interm ediatesituation when the electronic degreesoffreedom at

the La/Ba and oxygen sites are not "su�ciently fast" so that the

m agnon dispersion shallbeaveraged overseveralinterm ediatecon�g-

urationsoftheLa/Ba and oxygen spins.Thisisthem ostinteresting

scenario,which ishoweveronlyaspeculation.Iftrue,them agnon dis-

persion in FM m anganitesshould havean intrinsicbandwidth,which

should be ofthe sam e orderofm agnitude asthe di�erence between

"rigid"and"relaxed"calculationsshowninFig.10.In fact,thestrong

m agnon broadening hasbeen observed experim entally in severalFM

m anganites [58],though it is ofcourse prem ature to m ake a direct

connection between thisbroadening and the behaviorofLa/Ba and

oxygen statesconsidered in thissection.

� Thenon-collineardistributionofm agneticm om entsattheLa/Baand

oxygensitescaninterferewithother(extrinsic)factors,suchasrandom ness

e�ects caused by the cation disorder. Then,the chem icaldisorder m ay

lead to the orientationalspin disorder at the La/Ba and oxygen sites,

which m ay also contributeto them agnon broadening associated with the

random ness[59].

5.2 D ouble Perovskites

Ordered double perovskites,like Sr2FeM oO 6 and Sr2FeReO 6,is another

interesting class ofcom pounds [60]. They exhibit fairly large m agneto-

resistance e�ect,which coexists with relatively high m agnetic transition

tem perature(415and 401K forSr2FeM oO 6 and Sr2FeReO 6,respectively).

The latterfactorpresentsa greatadvantage overCM R m anganites,and
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opensa way to technologicalapplicationsofthese com poundsin devices

operating attheroom tem perature.

Atthe�rstsight,thedoubleperovskitescrystallizein a sim plecrystal

structure.Itcan be regarded asthecubic SrFeO 3,in which every second

Feisreplaced by M o orRe(Fig.11).However,therearetwofundam ental

 O
 Fe
 Mo

J
Fe-Mo

J
1

J
2

Figure11:PositionsofFe,M o,and oxygen sitesin ordered doubleperovskiteSr2FeM oO 6.

Arrowsshow them ain m agneticinteractionsresponsibleforpropertiesofthiscom pound.

problem s:

1.Anti-site defects. Typically,certain percentofatom sfrom thenom i-

nally Fesublatticeinterchangeswith thesam eam ountofatom sfrom

the M o sublattice. The num berofsuch defectsin the bestavailable

single-crystallinesam plesofSr2FeM oO 6 isabout8% [61].

2.Finedetailsofthecrystalstructure.Typically,theinform ation about

directions and m agnitudes ofthe oxygen displacem ent is either un-

known orrathercontroversial.

TheextraordinarypropertiesofSr2FeM oO 6 and Sr2FeReO 6 areusually

attributed to the half-m etallic electronic structure expected in the FM

state.In thissense,the doubleperovskitesaretypically considered asan

exam pleofrelatively sim pleand wellestablished physics.

In thissection,wewilldiscussthebehaviorofinteratom icm agneticin-

teractionsin Sr2FeM oO 6 and arguethatthispointofview m ustbelargely
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revised. Particularly,we willshow thatthe half-m etallicelectronicstruc-

ture is incom patible with stability ofthe FM ground state. Therefore,

thereshould besom eadditionalm echanism which stabilizestheFM state

and presum ablydestroysthehalf-m etalliccharacteroftheelectronicstruc-

ture.W eproposethattheuniquepropertiesofthedoubleperovskitesare

directly related with theabove-m entioned defectsand uncertaintiesofthe

crystalstructure[62].23

A rough idea aboutthe problem can be obtained from rathersim ple

considerationsofthe electronic structure ofSr2FeM oO 6 (Fig.12),which

suggests that sim ilar to the CM R m anganites there are two com peting

interactions which de�ne the form ofthe m agnetic ground state in this

com pound.

1.ItistruethattheelectronicstructureofthehypotheticalFM phaseof

Sr2FeM oO 6 ishalf-m etallic:theFerm ilevelcrossesthehybridt2g band

in the#-spin channeland fallsin thegap between Fe(eg)and M o(t2g)

bandsin the"-spin channel.Thepartly-�lled#-spin t2g band willgen-

erally be the source ofFM interactions,due to the double exchange

m echanism consideredinSec.3.1,whichwillbesom ewhatm odi�edby

the factthatthe transferinteractionsbetween spin-polarized Fe(t2g)

orbitalsareindirectand operatevia nonm agneticM o(t2g)states[63].

This interaction willalso polarizes the M o(t2g) states antiferrom ag-

netically with respectto theFesublattice.

2.The half-�lled Fe(eg)statesshould generally contribute to AFM in-

teractions. Typically,this contribution is expected to be sm all,be-

causein thedouble-perovskitestructure,theneighboring Fesitesare

separated by the long O-M o-O paths. A very rough idea aboutthe

strength oftheseinteractionscan beobtained from thecom parison of

densitiesoftheFe(eg)statesin theFM and (type-II[6])AFM phases:

ifthese interaction were weak,the bandwidth would notdepend on

the m agneticstate. However,the directcalculationsshow the oppo-

sitetrend and theFe(eg)band considerably shrinksin thecaseofthe

AFM alignm ent.

23The sam eargum entscan be applied to Sr2FeReO 6.
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Figure 12: Localdensities ofstates corresponding to the ferrom agnetic (left) antiferro-

m agnetic(right)alignm entofFespinsin ordered Sr2FeM oO 6,in LSDA.TheFerm ilevel

isatzero.

A sim pleestim ateoftherelativestrength oftheFM and AFM contri-

butions,irrespectiveon theirdecom position ontotheinteratom icm agnetic
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interactions,can beobtained from theone-electron (band)energies

E b =
Z

"N (")d"

(N beingthetotaldensityofstates)calculatedseparatelyfortheeg and t2g

bandsin theFM and AFM phases.Theseenergiesarelisted in Table3.24

Onecan clearly seethatin theAFM state,theenergy lossassociated with

Table3:One-electron energiesassociated with thehybrid t2g band located neartheFerm i

leveland theoccupied Fe(eg)band in theFM and AFM statesofSr2FeM oO 6.

band FM AFM

t2g -1.8 -1.7

eg -4.6 -4.7

the hybrid t2g band istotally com pensated by the energy gain associated

with the Fe(eg) band. This exam ple shows that the problem is indeed

very subtle and the half-m etallicelectronic structureobtained in the FM

state does not necessary guarantee that this state willbe locally stable

and realized astheground state.Itdoesnotexplain thehigh valueofthe

m agnetictransition tem peratureeither.

Theconclusion issupported by directcalculationsofinteratom icm ag-

neticinteractionsusing both frozen spin waveand Green’sfunction m eth-

ods.

1. The FM state appears to be unstable with respect to the

non-collinear spin-spiral alignm ent realized at certain q’s, for which
d2

d�2
E (q;�)j

�= 0
<0 (Fig.13).Thesecond derivativeofthetotalenergy was

calculated using severaldi�erent approxim ations,sim ilarto the analysis

ofthespin-wavedispersion ofLa0:7Sr0:3M nO 3 undertaken in Sec.5.1.4:by

im posing therigid constrainton thedirectionsofspin m agneticm om ents

at allsites ofSr2FeM oO 6,and only at the Fe and M o ones. Sim ilar to

theLa0:7Sr0:3M nO 3 case,them ain e�ectoftheconstraining �eldsfh
?
�g is

associated with the Srand oxygen sites,whereasthecontributionsofthe

Fe and M o sites are negligible. The "rigid constraint" can be regarded

asthem ostconsistentcheck forthelocalstability oftheFM state,when

24 Note thatin the caseofSE interactions,in addition to the changeofthe Fe(eg)band energy,there

willbe an additionalcontribution associated with the shiftofthe O (2p)states(Sec.3.2 and Ref.[5]).
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Figure 13: Resultsoffrozen spin wave calculationsforordered Sr2FeM oO 6 (see Fig.10

fordetails).

the application ofthe m agneticforce theorem isstrictly justi�ed and the

second derivativeofthe totalenergy can be rigorously expressed through

the change ofthe KS single-particle energies. Fig.13 showsthatitm ay

correctto a certain extentthevaluesofthesecond derivativesattheBril-

louin zoneboundary.However,itdoesnotchangetheprincipalconclusion

and the FM state rem ains unstable in the large portion ofthe Brillouin

zone[62].25

2.Thesecond derivativesofthetotalenergy can bem apped onto the

Heisenberg m odel d2

d�2
E (q;�)j

�= 0
=J0�Jq. The m apping givesusparam e-

ters ofm agnetic interactionsin the reciprocalspace fJqg,which can be

furthertransform ed to therealspace.Thereal-spaceparam eters,listed in

Table4,providea com plem entary pieceofinform ation which allowstora-

tionalizeresultsoffrozen spin wavecalculationsand presentthem in term s

ofcom petition between FM NN and AFM next-NN interactionsin theFe

sublattice (correspondingly J1 and J2 in Table 4). The AFM interaction

J2 clearly dom inatesand readily explainswhy theFM state becom esun-

stable.26 An additionalpieceofinform ation can beobtained from Green’s

function calculations,which allow toestim atethedirectFe-M ointeraction

25 Note thatin orderto prove thatthe m agnetic state isunstable,itissu�cientto �nd atleastone

con�guration ofthe spin-m agnetization density forwhich d
2

d�2
E (q;�)< 0.

26Note also thatJ1 and J2 havedi�erentcoordination num bers(correspondingly 12 and 6).
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Table 4:Param etersofm agnetic interactionsin the realspace obtained in the(relaxed)

frozen spin wave (SW )and Green’s function (GF)calculations nearthe FM and AFM

statesofSr2FeM oO 6 (in m eV).Two valuesofJ1 in thecaseoftheAFM alignm entcorre-

spond tonearest-neighborinteractionsbetween Fesiteshavingthesam e(the�rstnum ber)

and opposite(thesecond num ber)spinsin thetype-IIantiferrom agneticstructure.

m ethod J1 J2 JFe� M o

SW (FM ) 9.3 -26.9 �

GF (FM ) 6.2 -21.5 -1.2

SW (AFM ) 16.4,18.6 -15.2 0

JFe� M o. However,thisinteraction isnotparticularly strong and doesnot

alterthem ain conclusion aboutstability oftheFM state.27

3.IftheFM stateisunstable,whatisthetruem agneticground state

oftheordered Sr2FeM oO 6? Thequestion isnotsim ple,becausetheAFM

phaseappearstobealsounstable,asitisexpected forsm allconcentrations

of(t2g)carriersm ovingin theAFM background oflocalized (eg)spinsand

interactingwith thelatterviathestrongintra-atom icHund’scoupling[7].

Thisfactisalsorelated with them agnetic-statedependenceofinteratom ic

m agnetic interactions,which leadsto the reversed inequality J1>jJ2jfor

param eters calculated in the AFM state (Table 4). Therefore,the true

groundstateofthechem icallyorderedSr2FeM oO 6 shouldliein-betweenthe

FM and AFM states. The characterofinteratom icm agneticinteractions

suggeststhatprobably itisa spin-spiralwith qjj[111].

TheFM ordering can bestabilized by theanti-sitedefectsorthelocal

lattice distortions[62]. However,both m echanism swilldestroy the half-

m etallic character ofthe electronic structure ofSr2FeM oO 6. This is an

irony ofthe situation. From the electronic structure point ofview,the

m oste�cientway to stabilizetheferrom agnetism isto createholesin the

"-spin Fe(eg)band,by shifting theFerm ilevelto thelowerenergy partof

thespectrum ,and thereby activateavery e�ectivechannelfortheFM DE

interactionsassociated with theeg states,sim ilartotheCM R m anganites.

Letusgive a rough estim ate forthise�ect. The width ofthe Fe(eg)

27 Sm alldi�erenceoftheparam etersobtained in thefrozen spin waveand G reen’sfunction approaches

isrelated with the factthatJFe�M o isalready included in the de�nition ofJ1 and J2 in the frozen spin

wavecalculations.
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band (W )in Sr2FeM oO 6 isabout2 eV (Fig.12),which isapproxim ately

twotim essm allerthanthetypicaleg bandwidthin FM m anganites.There-

fore,theDE and SE interactionsin Sr2FeM oO 6,being proportionalto W

and W 2,willbecorrespondingly twoand fourtim essm allerin com parison

with the sam e interactions in m anganites. The latter can be estim ated

asJD ’ 80 and JS ’ �70 m eV,respectively [26]. Therefore,the partial

depopulation ofthe "-spin Fe(eg)band in Sr2FeM oO 6 leadsthe following

estim atefornext-nearest-neighborcoupling:J2 ’
1

2
JD + 1

4
JS ’ 20 m eV,

which easily explainstheappearanceofferrom agnetism in thiscom pound.

Thus,the half-m etallic electronic structure realized in the FM state

ofthe ordered double perovskites is a spurious e�ect since it is largely

incom patiblewith stability ofthisFM state.Italsoim pliesthatthe100%

ordereddoubleperovskitescannotbeferrom agnetic.Thelatterobservation

is qualitatively consistentwith the behaviorofSr2FeW O 6,where alm ost

perfectordering ofFeand W coexistswith an AFM ground state[64].28

The quantitative theory of ferrom agnetism in Sr2FeM oO 6 and

Sr2FeReO 6 isstillm issing.Theexceptionally high valueoftheCurietem -

perature is one ofthe m ain puzzles,which is probably related with the

extrinsicinhom ogeneities(anti-sitedefects,locallatticedistortions,grain

boundaries) existing in the sam ples. The m agneto-resistive behavior is

based on the percolative scenario,and is not necessary related with the

half-m etallic character ofthe electronic structure. The m ain di�erence

from CM R m anganitesisthatneitherFM norAFM statesarelocally sta-

bleandcannotbethetotalenergym inim ainthecaseofdoubleperovskites.

Therefore,theextrinsicinhom ogeneity seem sto beindispensablein order

to stabilizetheFM islandsand form thetwo-pasestatesim ilarto theone

depicted in Fig.8.29 Then,the negative m agneto-resistancem ay occurif

thesizeoftheseislandscan beeasily controlled by theexternalm agnetic

�eld.

Finally,ouranalysiswasbased on theelectronicstructureobtained in

LSDA,which m ay be im perfect.TheroleofCoulom b correlationson the

28 The assignm ent is based on the analysis ofm agnetization data,which cannot exclude the non-

collinearspin-spiralalignm ent.
29 This was also supported by experim entalstudies ofSr2FeW 1�x M oxO 6 alloy,which shows clear

tendency to the phasesegregation [64].Thelargestm agneto-resistancewasobserved around x= 0:15.
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top ofLSDA is rather unclear. It is also unclear whether the Coulom b

correlationsalonecan stabilizetheFM state.On theonehand,theon-site

U entersthedenom inatorfortheSE interactionsandthereforesuppressthe

AFM contribution associated with the Fe(eg)states. On the otherhand,

itm ay change the relative position ofthe Fe and M o statesand thereby

suppresstheFM DE interactionsassociated with thehybrid t2g band [62].

W e expect that the LSDA band structure depicts the m ain problem s of

the double perovskites,though the concrete details m ay depend on the

Coulom b correlationson thetop ofthispicture.

5.3 A 2M o2O 7 (A= Y ,G d,and N d) Pyrochlores

Pyrochloreswith thechem icalform ula A 2M o2O 7 (A being thedivalentel-

em ent)isone ofthe rare exam plesofm agnetic oxideson the basisof4d

elem ents.30 Them agneticphasediagram ofA 2M o2O 7 iscontrolled by the

averaged ionicradiushrAioftheA-sites.Thisdependenceisvery puzzling

(Fig.14) [66,67,68,69]. Large hrAi (>R c�1:047) stabilizes the ferro-

m agnetic(FM )ground state.Typicalexam plesoftheFM pyrochloresare

Nd2M o2O 7 and Gd2M o2O 7.TheCurietem perature(TC)isoftheorderof

80 K and slowly increaseswith hrAi. Sm allerhrAi(<R c)give rise to the

spin-glass(SG)behavior.Thecharacteristictransition tem peratureto the

SG state isofthe orderof20 K.The canonicalexam ple ofthe SG com -

poundsisY 2M o2O 7 [70].Intuitively,itisclearthatsuch abehaviorshould

be related with the change ofthe NN exchange coupling,which becom es

antiferrom agneticin the SG region. The pyrochlorelatticesupplem ented

with theAFM exchangeinteractionspresentsatypicalexam pleofgeom et-

rically frustrated system s with an in�nitely degenerate m agnetic ground

state[71],which probably predeterm inesthe SG behavior.31 TheFM -SG

transition in M o pyrochlores is closely related with the m etal-insulator

transition. Allcom pounds which revealthe SG behavior are sm all-gap

insulators. However,the opposite statem ent is generally incorrect and

30Anotherfam ousexam pleofm agnetic4d oxidesisthe ruthenates,crystallizing in the cubic,layered,

and double-layered perovskitestructures[65].
31 Nevertheless,m any detailsofthisbehaviorrem ain to beunderstood.Forexam ple,according to the

recent experim entaldata [72],the SG state appears due to the joint e�ect ofgeom etricalfrustrations

and the disorder oflocallattice distortions. The latter is responsible for the spacialm odulations of

interatom icm agneticinteractions,which freezethe random spin con�guration.
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Figure14:Experim entalphasediagram ofA 2M o2O 7:transition tem peratureagainstthe

averaged ionicradius.Thedotted lineshowstheboundary between norm alferrom agnetic

(right)and spin-glass(left)behavior.

in di�erentcom poundsthe ferrom agnetism isknown to coexistwith the

m etallicaswellastheinsulating behavior[69].In thissection wewilltry

tounderstand which param eterofthecrystalstructurecontrolsthesign of

the NN m agnetic interactions,and which partofthe electronic structure

isresponsiblefortheFM and AFM interactionsin thesecom pounds.

5.3.1 M ain D etails ofC rystaland Electronic Structure

The pyrochlores A 2M o2O 7 crystallize in a face-centered cubic structure

with the space group Fm 3d,in which A and M o occupy correspondingly

16d and 16c positions,and form interpenetrating sublattices ofcorner-

sharingtetrahedra.Thereisonlyoneinternalparam eterwhichm aycontrol

thepropertiesofA 2M o2O 7.Thatisthecoordinateu oftheO 48f sites.

The single M o tetrahedron is shown in Fig.15. Four M o sites are

located at�1=(0;0;0),�2=(0;
1

4
;1
4
),�3=(

1

4
;0;1

4
),and �4=(

1

4
;1
4
;0),in units

ofcubiclatticeparam etera.Each M o sitehassixfold O 48f coordination.

Theoxygen atom sspecify thelocalcoordinatefram earound each M o site.
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Figure15:PositionsoftheM o and O 48f sitesin thepyrochlorelattice.

Around 1,itisgiven by

R
��
1 =

1+ (1� 8u)���
p
64u2� 32u+ 6

; (13)

where �;�= x,y,or z. u= 5

16
corresponds to the perfect octahedralen-

vironm ent,while u> 5

16
givesrise to an additionaltrigonalcontraction of

the localcoordinate fram e. Sim ilarm atricesassociated with the sites2,

3,and 4 can be obtained by the180� rotationsof cR 1 around x,y,and z,

respectively.

Structuralparam etersofA 2M o2O 7 (takenfrom Refs.[66,67,68,69,70])

arelisted in Table5.Corresponding densitiesofstates,obtained in LSDA

areshown in Figs.16 and 17.

In the localcoordinate fram e,the M o(4d) orbitals are split into the

triply-degenerate t2g and doubly-degenerate eg states. Twelve t2g bands

are located near the Ferm ileveland wellseparated from the restofthe

spectrum . Interestingly enough thatallthree com poundsA 2M o2O 7 (A=

Y,Gd,and Nd)areferrom agnetic,even in LSDA,thatisratherunusualfor

the4d oxides,perhapsexceptthewellknow exam pleofSrRuO 3 [73].The

trigonaldistortion and the di�erent hybridization with the O(2p) states
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Table 5: Structuralparam eters ofA 2M o2O 7 (A= Y,Nd, and Gd): the cubic lattice

param etera (in �A),positionsofO 48f sites[u;1
8
;1
8
](unitsofa),thedistancesM o-M o(in

�A),and theanglesM o-O-M o (in degrees).

com pound a u dM o� M o
6M o-O-M o

Y 2M o2O 7 10.21 0.33821 3.6098 127.0

Gd2M o2O 7 10.3356 0.33158 3.6542 130.4

Nd2M o2O 7 10.4836 0.32977 3.7065 131.4

Figure 16: Totaland partialdensities ofstates ofNd2M o2O 7 in the local-spin-density

approxim ation. The M o(t2g) states are located near the Ferm ilevel(chosen as zero of

energy).TheM o(eg)statesem ergearound 4 eV.
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Figure17:M o(t2g)statesin thelocalcoordinatefram e,splitinto theone-dim ensionala1g
and two-dim ensionale0

g
=eg(t2g)representationsby thelocaltrigonaldistortion.

willfurthersplittheM o(t2g)statesinto theone-dim ensionala1g and two-

dim ensionale0g representations.
32 Thecrystalstructurea�ectstheM o(t2g)

bandwidth via two m echanism s(seeTable5).

1.The M o-O-M o angle,which decreases in the direction Nd! Gd! Y.

Therefore,theinteractionsbetween M o(t2g)orbitalswhich arem edi-

ated by theO(2p)stateswillalso decrease.

2.The lattice param etera and the M o-M o distance,which decrease in

the direction Nd! Gd! Y by 2.6% . Thiswillincrease the directin-

teractionsbetween extended M o(4d)orbitals.

Generally,thesetwo e�ectsactin theoppositedirectionsand partly com -

32 In the local coordinate fram e, the a1g and two e0g orbitals have the following form :

ja1gi=
1p
3
(jxyi+ jyzi+ jzxi),je0g1i=

1p
2
(jyzi� jzxi),and je0g2i=

1p
6
(� 2jxyi+ jyzi+ jzxi).
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pensate each other. Forexam ple,the width ofthe e0g band ispractically

the sam e forallthree com pounds(Fig.17). On the otherhand,the a1g

orbitals,whoselobesarethem ostdistantfrom allneighboringoxygen sites

arem ainly a�ected by thesecond m echanism ,and thea1g bandwidth will

increaseinthedirectionNd! Gd! Y.Aswewillseebelow,thise�ectplays

a crucialrolein thestabilization ofAFM interactionsin Y 2M o2O 7,which

predeterm inesSG behavior.

Thus,despitean apparentcom plexity ofthecrystalstructure,thepy-

rochloresA 2M o2O 7 presentarathersim pleexam pleoftheelectronicstruc-

ture and in orderto understand the nature offascinating electronic and

m agnetic properties ofthese com pounds,we need to concentrate on the

behavioroftwelvewellisolated M o(t2g)bands.
33

In this section we consider results of m odel Hartree-Fock calcula-

tions[75],which com bine �ne detailsofthe electronic structureforthese

bands,extracted from LSDA,and theon-siteCoulom b interactionsam ong

the M o(4d) electrons,treated in the m ost generalrotationally invariant

form [13].34

5.3.2 E�ects ofC rystalStructure and O n-Site C oulom b Interactions on the

Interatom ic Exchange C oupling

According to theLSDA calculationsfortheFM state(Fig.17),the"-spin

a1g bandisfullyoccupiedandtheFerm ilevelcrossesthedoubly-degenerate

e0g band.Therefore,itisclearthatatsom epointtheCoulom b U willsplit

the e0g band and form an insulating state with the spontaneously broken

Fm 3d sym m etry. Such situation occurs between U= 2.0 and 2.5 eV for

allconsidered com pounds (Fig.18). Typicaldensities of states in the

insulating phaseareshown in Fig.19.

33In this sense,the physics is sim ilar to the spinelcom pounds [74]. Note,however,that the oxygen

coordination isvery di�erentin the spineland pyrochlorestructures.
34 The on-site Coulom b interactions are speci�ed by three radialSlater integrals,F0,F 0,and F 0.

Equivalently,onecan introduceparam etersoftheaveraged Coulom b interaction,U = F 0,theintra-atom ic

exchangecoupling,J= 1

14
(F 2+ F 4),and thenon-sphericity ofCoulom b interactionsbetween orbitalswith

the sam e spin,B = 1

441
(9F 2� 5F 4). J’ 0:5 eV is taken from the constraint-LSDA calculations [12]. B

can be estim ated from J using the ratio F 4=F 2’ 0:63,which holdsforthe Slaterintegralsin the atom ic

lim it.ThisyieldsB ’ 0:06 eV.The Coulom b U istreated asthe param eterin orderto considerdi�erent

scenarios,coveringboth m etallicand insulatingbehaviorofA 2M o2O 7.Theconstraint-LSDA calculations

forM o com poundsyield U � 3:0 eV [12].Thisvalue can be furtherreduced by allowing forthe (proper)

45



B
an

d 
G

ap
 (e

V
)

U (eV)

Figure18:Theband gap asa function ofCoulom b U.ForU�2:0 eV thereisan overlap

between bands,corresponding to the negative value ofthe band gap,while U�2:5 eV

openstherealgap.

The insulating behavioris accom panied by the change ofthe orbital

ordering(thedistributionoftheM o(4d)electron densities).In them etallic

state,itcom esexclusively from the localtrigonaldistortionsofthe oxy-

gen octahedra and represents the alternating a1g orbitaldensities in the

background ofdegeneratee0g orbitals(Fig.20).In theinsulatingstate,the

orbitalordering is determ ined notonly by the localtrigonaldistortions,

butalso by the form ofSE interactionsbetween NN M o sites,and tends

to m inim izetheenergy oftheseinteractions[8].Two typicalexam plesfor

theFM and AFM (obtained aftertheip ofm agneticm om entsatthesites

2 and 3)phasesareshown in Fig.21.Asexpected fortheFM spin order-

ing [8],thee0g orbitalstend to order"antiferrom agnetically"and form two

M o sublattices.Clearly,thisorbitalordering breakstheFm 3d sym m etry:

ifthe sites belonging to the sam e sublattice can stillbe transform ed to

each other using the sym m etry operationsofthe Fm 3d group,the sites

belonging to di�erentsublattices{ cannot.Thiswillgenerally lead to the

anisotropyofelectronicproperties,includingtheNN m agneticinteractions.

The AFM spin ordering coexistswith the FM orbitalordering. Itbreaks

theFm 3d sym m etry in thespin sector,butnotin theorbitalsone.

ResultsforNN m agneticinteractionsareshowninFig.22,asafunction

eg electronsto participatein the screening ofon-siteCoulom b interactionsofthe t2g electrons[76].
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Figure19:Distribution oftheM o(4d)statesobtained in m odelHartree-Fock calculations

forU=3:0 eV.
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Figure20:Orbitalordering in Nd2M o2O 7 forU=1:5 eV.

Figure21:Orbitalordering in Y 2M o2O 7 forU=3:0 eV.Leftpanel:ferrom agneticphase.

Two orbitalsublatticesare shown by black and gray colors. Rightpanel: antiferrom ag-

neticphase.Two spin sublatticesareshow by black and gray colors.

ofU.W enotethefollowing.
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Figure22:Nearest-neighborexchange interactionscalculated in theferrom agneticstate.

The orbitalordering realized forlarge U breaksthe Fm 3d sym m etry,thatleadsto the

inequality J12=J136=J14.Two such param eters,J12 and J14,areshown by dark and light

sym bols,respectively.

1.J��0,which areferrom agneticforsm allU,exhibitasharp drop atthe

pointoftransition into theinsulating state.

2.There is a signi�cant di�erence between Nd/Gd and Y based com -

pounds:in thecaseofY,theexchangeparam etersarealm ostrigidly

shifted towardsnegativevalues,sothattheNN couplingbecom eanti-

ferrom agneticin theinsulating phase,whileitrem ainsferrom agnetic

in thecaseofNd and Gd.

The behaviorcan be easily understood by considering partiala1g and

e0g contributionsto the NN exchange coupling,calculated after transfor-

m ation to thelocalcoordinatefram eateach siteofthe system (Fig.23).

LargeFM e0g-e
0
g interaction in them etallicregim eisrelated with thedou-

bleexchange(DE)m echanism ,which isthem easureofthekineticenergy

fortheitinerant"-spin e0g electrons.Aslong asthesystem ism etallic,the

DE interactionsarenotsensitiveto the valueofU,and the FM coupling

willprevail. In the insulating state,the e0g electronsare localized atthe

atom ic orbitals. This reduces the kinetic energy and suppresses the DE

interactions,thatexplain thesharp drop ofJ��0 (Fig.22).

Them aindi�erencebetween Y and Nd/Gd based com poundsisrelated
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Figure23:Contributionsofa1g and e
0

g
orbitals(com ing from thet2g m anifold in thelocal

coordinatefram e)to theexchange constantJ14.

with thea1g-a1g interaction.Sincethe"-spin a1g band isfullyoccupied and

the #-spin band isem pty,thisinteraction isantiferrom agneticdue to the

superexchange m echanism . Since the SE coupling is proportionalto the

square ofthe a1g bandwidth,this interaction willbe the largest in the

caseofY,thatexplainstheAFM characterofthetotalexchangecoupling

realized in thiscom pound forlargeU.

This exam ple clearly shows at the im portance ofCoulom b U in the

problem interatom icm agnetic interactionsofM ottinsulators:itisabso-

lutely indispensablein orderto open thegap between occupied and unoc-

cupied states,and suppresstheFM DE interactions.Only in thiscasethe

totalcouplingbetweenneighboringM ositescanbecom eantiferrom agnetic,

which isa necessary precondition forthe SG behavior. On the contrary,

the m etallic state ofM o pyrochlores willalways coexist with the ferro-

m agnetism . Therefore,it is not right to say that the energy gap is not

a ground-stateproperty and thereforedoesnotneed to be presentin the

Kohn-Sham quasi-particle spectrum ofthe SDFT.The present exam ple
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showsexactly the opposite: the energy gap m ay determ ine notonly the

value,butalsothesign ofinteratom icm agneticinteractions,which arethe

ground-stateproperties.

6 C oncluding R em arks

In this review we tried to form ulate som e fram ework for the analysis of

interatom icm agnetic interactionsin the transition-m etaloxidesand give

som e hints and ideas illustrating how this analysis should be generally

done oratleaststarted with on the basisofrealistic electronic structure

calculations.Itisbased on thefundam entalm agneticforcetheorem ,which

allowstoconnecttheproblem ofinteratom icm agneticinteractionsinsolids

with the (generally auxiliary)single-particle spectrum obtained from the

solution ofKohn-Sham equationsin thespin-density-functionaltheory for

theground state.

Thestraightforward application ofthistheorem isseriously ham pered

by thefactthatin realisticcalculations,SDFT issupplem ented with som e

approxim ations,which arenotalwaysadequateforTM O.Nevertheless,in

m any casestheelectronicstructurecalculationscan providethebasicidea

or at least som e usefulinput inform ation for the analysisofinteratom ic

m agnetic interactionsin TM O,which (perhapswith som e im aginations!)

can be transform ed to a realistic sem i-quantitative m odel. Thispointof

view wasillustrated fora num berofpopularnowadayscom pounds,such

as CM R m anganites,double perovskites Sr2FeM O 6 (M = M o,Re),and

pyrochloresA 2M o2O 7 (A= Y,Gd,and Nd).

It would be unfair to say that this strategy is universaland can be

directly applied to allpossible types ofTM O.In som e sense, we were

lucky thatthe realistic inform ation aboutthe electronic structure ofthe

considered com poundscan beobtained already on thelevelofLSDA:

� Itgivesaroughideaaboutthecom petitionofdoubleexchangeandsu-

perexchangeinteractionsin CM R m anganitesand doubleperovskites.

� Itallowstoidentifytheelectronicstates,which arem ainlyresponsible

forthephysicsofM o-pyrochloresand wellseparated from therestof

thespectrum ,sothatthenextstep connectingtheLSDA calculations
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with the degenerate Hubbard m odelbecom es basically a m atter of

routine.

Unfortunately,such a generalization isnotalwayspossible and there

is a wide class ofm agnetic TM O,which stillpresents a very challeng-

ing problem forthe �rst-principleselectronicstructure calculations.This

group includesm any nickelatesand cuprates.Thesesystem sareespecially

com plicated becauseoftwo reasons:

� For m any of them , the standard LSDA calculations erroneously

lead to the nonm agnetic ground state (the m ost fam ousexam ple is

La2CuO 4 [77]).Therefore,itisdi�cultto m akeany conjecturesbas-

ing on theLSDA.

� Allthesecom poundsareofthecharge-transfertype.In thiscase,the

sem i-em piricalLDA+U calculationsm ay notbevery reliableeither.

In ordertoproceed withtherealisticdescriptionofelectronicand m agnetic

propertiesofthesem aterials,thedevelopm entofnew m ethodsofelectronic

structurecalculations,which would gobeyond LSDA and getrid ofseveral

em piricalfeaturesoftheLDA+U approach isa very im portanttask.
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