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E ects of Jattice distortion on the m agnetic ground state of Y T 10 3 and Lal 3 are investigated on
the basis accurate tight-binding param etrization of the tpy electronic structure extracted from the
Jocaldensity approxin ation. The com plexity of these com pounds is related w ith the fact that the
tog—Jevel splitting, caused by lattice distortions, is com parable w ith the energies of superexchange
and spin-orbit interactions. T herefore, all these interactions are equally im portant and should be
treated on an equal footing. T he H artreeFock approxin ation fails to provide a coherent description
sin ultaneously or Y T 0 ;3 and LaT 1 3, and it is essential to go beyond.

PACS numbers: 75254 z; 71274 a; 75.30Et; 71.70 d

Am ong the large variety of transition-m etalperovskite
oxides, YT 3 (YTO) and LaTi0 3 (LTO ) have received
a particular attention. B oth are regarded as prototypical
exam ples of M ott-H ubbard insulators. It appears, how —
ever, that these, ©om ally isoelectronic com pounds thav—
ing one 3d electron in the triply-degenerate t,4 shell),
exhibit very di erent m agnetic properties: YTO isa fer—
rom agnet, whereas LTO is a three-dim ensional G -type)
antiferrom agnet. A nother puzzling feature is the nearly
isotropic m agnon spectrum , observed both in Y TQ, and
LTO despite a noticeable orthorhom bic distortion #2

Owing to the fractional population of the t,g mani-
fold, the orbital degrees of freedom are expected to play
a very In portant role and a ect the m agnetic properties.
H ow ever, the theordes proposed in this context crucially
depend on several factors, and there are two points of
view which are currently discussed in the literature. (i)
The 1rst one is based on the generalization of the su—
perexchange (SE) theory of spin and orbital interactions
between degenerate tpy levels. It starts with the spin-—
orbial SE m odelby Kugeland K hom skii K & K )2 and
exploits the idea ofiorbital uctuations, which are inher-
ent to this model? (i) The spin and orbital structure
is fully determ ined, by, dattice distortions, which lift the
orbital degeneracy 28222 The role of (relativistic) soin—
otbit (SO ) interaction hasbeen also em phasized L9

T herefore, there are two Im portant questions, which
can be clari ed on the basis of electronic structure calcu—
lJations. (i) W hat isthe e ect ofthe lattice distortion on
the electronic structure of Y TO and LT O ? Particularly,
how do the tpy levels split by this distortion? (i) W hat
is the hierarchy between the tyg-level splitting, the SE
Interaction energy, and the SO coupling?

The SE interaction in the bond i-j is basically the ki~
netic energy gain, which is acquired by the tpy electron
occupying the atom ic orbital i at the site 1 In the pro—
cess of virtualhoppings into the subspace of unoccup;ied
orbitals ; at the (neighboring) site j, and vice versa £}
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0 are the spin states associated w ith the
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sites i and j, respectively, and the transfer interactions
B are allowed only between orbitals w ith the sam e spin.
For the nearest-neighbor interactions in the perovskie
lattice, it is su cient to consider two collinear con gu-
rations, %="" and "#, and selectythe ones which m in-
In ize the total energy gain "¢ =% i "ij . In the case
of the antiferrom agnetic AFM ) alignm ent, O=ng an
orbitals with the spin " at the site j are located In the
unoccupied part of the spectrum and available for the
hoppings. Therefore, =1 and i/ =hi®®uji+ @S 3.
In the ferrom agnetic M or F) case, 0= """, the oc—

cupied orbial Ji should be excluded from the subspace

®,. This yields ®=1 ffihjjand .= .

i3 i3 ijr w here
. ... 2
=2 hiPypi~. E

° is the on-site Coulomb inter—
action between two 3d electrons, which also depends on
the soin state: E"¥=U whike E"'=U J, where U

is the Coulom b prepulsion and J is the intra-—atom ic ex—
change ooup]jngﬂzn Because of this J, the "orthogonal"
orbials, which do not interact via the kinetic energy
tem , hi$;7ji= 0, tend to stabilize the FM structure. In
the opposite 1im it i’ ¥ theFM alignm ent does not

Jead to any energy gain, a;ljd the coupling willbe AFM .
T he alternation ofoccupied orbitalsat di erent atom ic
sites (the orbial ordering { O O ) should be found varia-
tionally and j inim ize "r . This is the basic idea of the
K & K theory£ T he orbital interactionshave the sam e ori-
gin asthe spin SE . T herefore, the energy gain associated
wih the OO is of the order of " 1=U, and there is
a strong interplay between spin and orbital degrees of
freedom . In the degenerate case, one can always nd
som e orthogonal con guration of the occupied orbitals,
which in the sihgle-determ inant HartreeFock HF) ap-—
proach corresponds to the FM ground state GS).How—
ever, the HF solutions rem ain degenerate w ith respect to
som e num ber of orbital con gurations. T his degeneracy
leaves a room for orbital uctuations, which m ay a]i'ier
the HF conclusion about the form of the m agnetic G S £
An altemative m echanism ofthe OO is the lattice dis-
tortions, which lifts the orbital degeneracy and acts as
an extemal eld constraining the form of occupied or—
bitals in Eqg. (:14') . Since the orbital degeneracy is lifted,
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the HF approach m ay be justi ed:-‘ié Thism echanisn is
proportional to the electron-phonon coupling, and w ill
dom inate over the K& K SE mechanism in the largeU
lim . Then, the OO0 does not depend on the m agnetic
state and the m apping onto the H eisenberg m odel yields
the Hllow ing expression for Ji= £ (";j# "13
iy I=U iy~ ij# i

8T U J ’ @
which can beboth FM and AFM , depending on the ratio
of J=U and i :j.

Let us consider the second scenario and assum e that
all relevant interactions can be descrbed in the ba-
sis of som e local tpy orbitals X i, ¥ i, and F¥ i, asso-
ciated wih the Ti sites. Then, the occupied orbial
at the site 1 (see Fjg.-';') can be searched in the form
Ji=sin cos X itsin sih F it cos ¥ i, and the ones
at the sites 2 and 3 are autom atically generated from
i using the sym m etry operations ofthe D 3° group (the
180 rotations around the orthorhombic a and c axes,
respectively). In principle, and are uniguely deter-
m ined by the lattice distortion.

However, i is sometin es tem pted to approach the
problem from the opposie sjde:,z and nd and
from the condition Jip7,J13, suggested by recent neu-
tron scattering studies®£® In order to illistrate this idea,
ket us consider a simpli ed m odel and choose X i, ¥ i,
and % i as yzi, ¥xi, and kyi, respectively, n the
cubic coordinate frame shown in Fig. -'_]: The trans—
fer interactions are param eterized according to Slater
and Koster (S&K): ie. the only nonvanishing ma-
trix elments along z are £ =tf;'=t, etc. Then,
it is easy to verify that the condition J:,=J;3 leads
to the Plowing 00 %3 -li= pi= p1_§ (Ryi+ yzit+ gxi),
Bi= #i= pl—g (kyi Yzi Fxi), which doesnot depend on
J=U . This is precisely the OO0 proposed in Ref.::z. t
is com patible w ith the orthorhombicD ;° symm etry, and
corresponds to som e local trigonal distortion, caused by
either oxygen or La displacem ents?

This result, however, prom pts several new questions.
(i) The m agnetic coupling is expected to be AFM forall
reasonable values of J=U . T herefore, this would explain
the experin ental sittuation in LTO ,butnot In YTO . (i)
Tt isnot clkearwhetherthisO O is com patble w ith the ac—
tualexperin ental distortion observed in LT O . N ote that
in the D }{ group, only inversion centers coincide w ith
the T isites. T herefore, the localtyg—Jevel splitting is con—
trolled by 5 independent param eters, which m ay include
both trigonaland Jahn-Tellerm odes. A 1l distortions are
orm ally equivalent, at kast from the viewpoint ofD {
symm etry, and a priori there is no reason why the par-
ticular trigonalm ode should dom inate. In addition to
the ty—level splitting, the crystaldistortion m ay also af-
fect the transferdinteractions through the buckling of the
T +0 -Tibonds?4 (iii) W hat are the roks of the K& K
mechanisn and the SO interaction? A re they totally
quenched by the lattice distortion, as i was suggested

FIG.1l: tyg-electron densities obtained in HartreeFock cal-
culations after including the spin-orb i interaction. x, y, and
z are the cubic axes. a, b, and ¢ are the orthorhom bic axes.

in Refs.d,/4? The siuation should be carefiully checked,
and it is In portantto tum to  rstprinciplescalculations,
which autom atically include all these ingredients.

We ause the lnearmu n-tin-orbital @M TO)
method!? and emplby the tightbinding (TB)
param etrization of the tpy bands, obtained In the
localdensity apprgxin ation (LDA) for the experin ental
crystal structures? The latter step is achieved through
the dow nfolding procedure. A sin ilar analysis has been
undertaken in Ref. :;L§' (i) Each LM TO eigenvector is
divided In two parts: }i, which is expanded over the
local tpy orbitals X i, ¥ i, and ¥ i at each Ti site,
and i, which is expanded over the rest of the basis
functions. The corresponding secular equation, which
holds for the LM TO Ham iltonian P, is given by

. E)H+ Poxi= 0; @)
I:prtj:i+ (I'brr E )Jfl = 0: 4)
(i) By eliniating Fi fron Eqg. @) one ob-
tains an e ective E dependent Ham iltonian:

Pe €)=P, P, ®,, E)'®,, where i cbeys the
condition htP+i=1 and ®E)=1+ P, ®,, E) 2 P,
(i) The TB parameters B kB k are cbtained after the
orthonom alization ofthe vectors Fi! Fi= $172 44:

bE)=® 2 )P €)% 172 ®); )

Finally, E is xed to the center ofthe §4 band.

The choice of the local tpy orbitals is som ew hat am —
biguous. In our case we rst calculated the site-diagonal
elem ents of the density m atrix in the basis ofall T i(3d)
orbitals and taking into account the contributions ofonly
the tpy bands shown in Fngr_Z Thisyieldsthe5 5m atri-
cesateach T isite. T hen, we assign threem ost populated
orbials obtained after the diagonalization of these m a—
tricesto X i, ¥ i, and ¥ i.

Them apping onto the TB m odelis nearly perfect and
well reproduces the behavior of LM TO bands Fig.id).
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FIG.2: Energy bands obtained in LM TO calculations and
after tight-binding (T B) param etrization.

Then, the sitediagonal elem ents of ty; descrbbe the
crystal eld (CF) splitting caused by lattice distortions,
and the o -diagonal elem ents have a m eaning of trans-
fer interactions. Thus, we are ready to calculate the SE
Interactions in the strong coupling lin i, assum ing that
the form of occupied orbitals is solely determ ined by ty;,
and using these orbitals in subsequent ca]cu]atjon‘s of 13#
and 3. The results are summ arized in Table L.

() The CF splitting is Jarger in YTO , mainly due to
the Jahn-Teller distortion 2 which, is re ected in the up—
ward shift of one of the tpy levelst’ The CF splitting in
LTO isnot particularly strong (In fact it is considerably
w eaker than the m odel estin ates presented in Refs.:_é;'_é) .
T he interatom ic Interactions 13# are larger in the less
distorted LT O, that well correlates w ith the larger tyq
bandw dth J'g.:_ﬁ) . (i) Both com pounds exhibit certain
tendency to A -type antiferrom agnetisn , which is espe-
cially strong n Y TO : since 12 0and 13 ;i,the
bonds 12 and 13 are expected to be FM and AFM,
regpectively, for all physical valies of J=U . T herefore,
the crystal distortion alone cannot explain the FM G S
of YTO 2§ The situation is som ewhat m ider in LTO
where the experim ental G type AEM ordering can be
stabilized for J=U<  1,= 1§ 0:37%3 However, even
this case the interatom ic m agnetic interactions are ex—
pected to be anisotropic. (iii) R ealistic estim ates for the
on-site Coulomb interaction U in the oy band typically
vary from 32 eV, suggested by constraint-LDA calcula—
tions and taking<nto account the em pirical screening by
the ey e]eq:t:rons,'lé to 44 €V suggested by photoem ission
studiest29 The intra-gtom. ic-exchange coupling can be
estinated as J 09 ev 194924 Therefore, " can be as
large as 1040 m eV per one Tisite. This value can be
used as a rough estin ate forthe O O stabilization energy
caused by SE interactions, which is com parabk w ih the
CF splitting. Therefore, the K & K m echanisn rem ains

TABLE I: The crystal- eld (CF) splitting of the tpy states
(in m eV ) and param eters of superexchange interactions (in
10 *ev?) i the strong-coupling lim it.

# "

com pound CF splitting 12 12 13 13
YTO3 69, 42,112 20 0 26 23
LaTi03 49, 5, 44 51 19 57 35

TABLE II:M agnetic nteractions (J, n m €V ) and totalener-
giles €, n meV /fu., measured from the experin entally ob—
served m agnetic state) obtained in H artreeFock calculations
w ithout spin-orbit interaction.

YTO; LaT 03
phase J12 J13 E J12 Ji3 E
F 20 0:6 0 12 02 32
A 16 02 05 0:9 57 21
C 14 02 6:8 09 106 59
G 12 13 59 0l 46 0

robust even iIn the distorted perovskite com pounds. As
we w ill see below , £ m ay help to explain the experin en—
tally observed m agnetic ground state in YTO (butnot in
LTO). (iv) The SO interaction atthe T isites, ’ 23me&V,
is also com parabk w ith the CF splitting, and exaeeds the
totalenergy di erence between di erent m agnetic states
(Table :}Z.[) . Therefore, i is reasonable to expect essen—
tially noncollinearm agnetic G S w ith a congiderable con—
trbution of the orbitalm agnetic m om ents 2%

A Nl these trends are clearly seen in HF calculations, in
w hich the oneelectron TB Ham iltonian for the t,y bands
was com bined with the on-site Coulomb and exchange
Interactions extracted from the constfant-LDA calcula—
tions (unless it is speci ed otherw J'se)$9: and (optionally)
the SO interaction. The HE potentialwas treated In the
rotationally-nvariant fom %4

It is true that both in LTO and YTO, the OO0 is
strongly constrained by the lattice distortion so that the
visualchange ofthe O O isnot particularly strong in the
row of FM ,A— C—and G type AFM states (Fig.d). The
basic question, however, is how this change is re ected
In the change of other param eters. Our m ain concem
is the behavior of inter-atom ic m agnetic interactions J;;.
Since Ji;m ay depend on the m agnetic state (through the
changeofthe00),Eq. ('_2) isno longervalid. Instead, we
evaluate J;; separately ordi erentm agnetic states using
the second derivatives of the totalenergy w ith respect to
the angles between spin m agnetic m om ents?4 The re-
sults sum m arized in Table I clearly show that even tiny
change of the OO0 may produce a dram atic change of
Ji;. In addition to the A-+type AFM ordering, expected
from the lattice distortion, the FM state (J1,> 0, J15> 0)
can be stgbilized by the K & K m echanisn both in YTO
and LTO 23 Since J1,> 0, the G 4ype AFM state is un-
stable. In LTO it can be stabilized only forU 435 &V
Wwhich leadsto J1,= 03B and J13= 34meV).However,
thisU willalso destroy the FM GS -n YTO (J1,= 035
and Ji13= 0:7mée&V). Thus, there is no such param eter
U which would acocount for the experin entalbehavior of
both YTO and LTO on the kvelofmean- eld E cal-
culations. Contrary to the experin ental ndjng.,]"é the
m agnetic Interactions are strongly anisotropic.

The SO intgraction gives rise to a noncollinear m ag—
netic order:ing.@l: However, it does not solve the prob—



FIG .3: tpg-electron densities in the ferrom agnetic F),A— C—
,and G type AFM statesofLaT 0 3, w thout SO interaction.
D i erent spin sublattices are shown by di erent colors.

J¥m s of the HF description. The magnetic GS real-
zed n YTO is GaAp¥Fey which is consistent wih
the neutron-scattering data? Both spin M ) and or—
bial M ) magnetic m om ents have nonvanishing pro—
ctions onto all three orthorhombic axis a, b, and ¢,
which are ordered according with the G- A— and F-

type, respectively. T he vectors them selves are given by
(In g, refereed to the site 1): M g= (0:05,0:83,0:34)
and M = ( 023, 033,0:03). The relative weight of
the F and A com ponents in this structure is very sen-—
sitive to the value of U. The F com ponent w ill dom —
nate or smaller U, due to the enlarged K & K contri-
bution to the 00:eg. M g=( 007, 0:14,0:96) and
M .= (017,014, 008) orU=2:5 &V.Themagnetic GS
obtained in LTO on the levelofHF calculationsisC, ¥ —
A, which has lJarge A com ponent along the ¢ direction:
Mg=( 013,018,089) and M = ( 014, 007, 021).
The G type AFM structure is totally excluded from C,
FpA.. Therefore, there is a qualitative inconsistency
between results of HF calculations and the experin en—
tal data for LTO . Fom ally, the problem can be re-
solved by using larger U=4:5 &V, which enforces the
strong-coupling lm it (Table :_i) and lads to the new
magneticGS:A, G, €. withM g= (031,088, 0:14)and
M= ( 049, 023,0:04). However, the same U would
lead to the new magnetic GS also n YTO : Co,FpAc
withM g= (011, 0:19,0:72) andM = (009,042, 009),
in disagreem ent w ith the experin ent 2

In summ ary, the lattice distortion alone does not pro—
vide a ooherent explanation for the unusual m agnetic
properties of YTO and LTO . The com plexity of these
com pounds is related w ith the fact that the CF splitting,
the SE and SO interaction energies are of the sam e order
ofm agniude, and should be treated on an equal footing
beyond them ean—- eld HF approxin ation.
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