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T he strength and e ect of Coulom b correlations In the (superconducting when hydrated) x 1/3
and \enhanced" x 2/3 regin es ofN ax C 00 ,; are evaluated using the correlated band theory LDA + U
(localdensity approxin ation of H ubbard U ) m ethod. O ur resuls, neglecting quantum uctuations,
are: (1) allow ing only ferrom agnetic order, there is a criticalU. = 3 &V, above which charge dispro—
portionation occurs for both x=1/3 and x=2/3, (2) allow Ing antiferrom agnetic order at x=1/3, Uc
dropsto 1 eV for disproportionation, (3) disoroportionation and gap opening occur sin ultaneously,
(4) in a Co® € o' ordered state, antiferrom agnetic coupling is favored over ferrom agnetic, while
below U. ferrom agnetism is favored. Com parison of the calculated Fem i level density of states
com pared to reported linear speci c heat coe cients indicates enhancem ent of the order of ve for
x 0.7, but negligbble enhancem ent for x 0.3. This trend is consistent w ith strong m agnetic be-
havior and localm om ents (CurieW eiss susceptbility) for x > 0.5 while there no m agnetic behavior
or localm om ents reported for x <05. W e suggest that the phase diagram is characterized by a

crossover from e ective sjng]e—ban%ghamcterwjrh U>>W forx> 05 Into a threeband regim e
forx < 05,where U ! Uegss U= 3 W and correlation e ects are substantially reduced.

PACS numbers: 7128+ d,71 274+ a,75254+ z

I. BACKGROUND

Since the discovery of high tem perature supercon-—
ductivity in cuprates, there has been intense interest
In transition m etal oxides w ith strongly layered (quasi)
two-din ensional (2D ) crystal structures and electronic
properties. For a few years now akalim etal interca-—
lated layered cobaltates, particularly Na,CoO, NxCO)
wih x 050 0:75, have been pursued for their
them oelectric pmpertjes tl.] T he recent dJsooveJ:yQ and
con nnatjon:B,:h,:E,-aS J.7 é,- b,.lO,.ll] of superconductiv—
iy in the system Na,CoO, yHO forx 03 when inter
calated wih water at the y 03 level, has heightened
interest in the NxCO system . The structurelld, 13, 14]
isbased on a 2D Co0 , layer n which edge-sharing CoO ¢
octahedra lead to a triangular lattice of C o ions. Na do—
nates its electron to the CoO, layer, hence x controls
the doping level of the layer: x= 0 corresponds to C o**
S= % Iow spin ionsw ith onem hnority t,y hole,and x = 1
corresponds to non-m agnetic C o>*

Nearly all reports of non-stoichiom etric m aterials
quote valies of x In the 03 - 0.8 range, and the m a—
terials seem generally to show metallic conductivity.
The x=1 endpoint member NaCoO ,, with rhombohe—
dral R3m spacegroup hS ';LG] is reported to be a con-
ventionalsem iconductor. [17,.1§] T he isovalent com pound
LiC 00 ; hasbeen m ore thoroughly studied, w ith the con—
clusion that it is a nonm agnetic band insulator with 2.7
eV bandgap.ll9, 20] The x = 0 endpoint has been an-
ticipated by m any to be a 5, M ott insulator but is less
studied; in fact, the Co*" fom al oxidation state in a
stoichiom etric com pound is rare. T he sulfur counterpart
C oS, ism etallic tinerant ferrom agnet, close to being half
m etallic. A decade ago, Tarascon and cow orkers reported
synthesis 0ofC 00 , but were unable to identify a com plete

structure. They concluded JthJaJJy that the Co ions lay
on a distorted triangular ]att:oelZL 22] M ore recently,
further study by Tarascon et al. Q3 has traced the di -
culty n pinning down the structure to the existence of
two phases of Co0,, one stoichiom etric and the other
having 4% oxygen vacancies. CoO , sam pls are m etallic
and nonm agnetic, hence cannot be said to contain C o't

jons.{_Z-l_j]

M uch hasbeen m ade of the sim ilarities and di erences
of this cobalate system com pared to the cuprates. B oth
are layered transition m etal oxide m aterials whose con—
ductivity is strongly anisotropic. Both are in the vicinity
ofa M ott insulator (although the cobalate one { CoO, {
isnotwellcharacterized) . It ispossble to vary the carrier
concentration (x In the cobalate formula) in both sys—
tem s, w ith the range in the cobalates yet to be agreed
on. In both system s there are speci ¢ superconducting
regions: in the cuprates it isa \dome" 006 x 022,
roughly, while in the cobaltates there are reports both of
adome 027 x 033 I_ll:] and ofa Tc=4.5 K plateau
for028 x 0.37.{_2-5] H owever, the di erencesbetween
the cobaltates and cuprates are substantialand expected
to be crucial. Cobal fomm s a trangular lattice, which
frustrates antiferrom agnetic A FM ) order, while the bi-
partite square Cu lattice invites AFM order. The CoO ¢
octahedra are edgesharing, rather than comersharing,
m aking the bandw idth m uch narrower and the exchange
coupling am aller. T he cobaltates are electron-doped from
the (anticipated) M ott insulator, as opposed to them ost
com m on hole-doped cuprates. And m ost strikking, possi-
bly: In the cobaltates TT **¥=4.5K com pared to T % =
130 K (or higher under pressure) in cuprates.

A nother system for com parison is the transition m etal

disul de based one, wih Ng_3TaS, yBO as the pri-
m ary com parison. In the Nb,Ta) (S,Se),; system , charge-
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density waves com pete w ith superconducting pairing for
the Fem i surface, w th coexistence occurring in certain

cases. The structure of the (for exam ple) TaS, layer is
identical to that of the Co0 , layer, consisting of edge—
sharing transition m etal chalcogenide octahedrons. In

these dichalocogenides, as In the cobaltate system, two

wellde ned stages of hydration have been identi edyPi6]
In the 1rststageH,0 is hoorporated into the sam e layer
as the cation (typically an akali ion), and in the second

stage two H,0 layers are form ed on either side of the

cation layer. The sin flarity in increase in the c lattice

param eter com pared to the cobalates is illustrated in

Fig. 1.

T he electron concentration in N al 3TaS, yHO isspec—
i ed by the Na concentration x——, and in this system
superconductivity occurs at 4-5 K (the sam e range as
In the cobaltates) regardkss of the concentration y of
water m olecules intercalated into the structure.R7] Spe-
ci c¢ them odynam ically stable phases were identi ed at
y=0,2,08,15, and 2.08, 29, 30] The kvel of ekec-
tron donation seem s to be crucial: using Y ;-9 and La;_g
based on the trivalent ions lads to the sam e supercon-—
ducting transition tem perature. U sing the divalent ion
Mn @°;S = 2), at the same electron donation level
M n;_¢TaS, is ferrom agnetic FM ). Intercalating thisFM
com pound w ith H,0 ladsagahtoT. 4K .Thislatter
behavior is understood as the water-induced separation
of TaS, layers decreasing the interlayer m agnetic cou-
pling su ciently to inhibit long-range m agnetic order,
thereby allow ing the innate superconducting tendency in
the doped TaS, layer to assert itself.

M uch ofthe em phasis, both experin entaland theoret-
ical, has been directed toward the superconducting be—
havior of the cobalates, but the long-known behavior of
the tantalum disul des just m entioned suggests the su—
perconductivity m ay not be so distinctive. Reports of
the m agnetic behavior In these cobaltates have been of
particular interest to us. Except for a charge dispro—
portionated and charge-ordered phase in a narrow range
around x=0.5 l;%]_;] identi ed by its nsulating behavior, all
sam ples are reported to be m etallic. For x n the 05-0.8
range, the susogptibility (T) isCurieW eisslkew ith re—
ported mom ent of order 1 5 per Co?* E_z', :3, :ﬁ] This
localm om ent is nom ally interpreted as indicating the
presence of correlated electron behavior on the Co sub—
lattice, and m ost theoretical treatm ents have assum ed
this view point.

Som e phase transitions have been reported in the high
x region. M agnetic ordering at 22 K wih gnall or-
dered m om ent has been reported for x=0.75 33] based
on trangport and them odynam ic data, and the same
conclusion was reached by Sugiyama et al. from SR
studjes.@-é‘, :_3-51 Boothroyd et al. perform ed inelastic neu—
tron scattering on x= 0.75 sihgle crystals and observed
FM spin uctuanns.,BG] Field dependenoe of the ther-
m opowerm easured by W ang et al. flO Indicated that the
soin entropy of the m agnetic Co system (ie. the spins
ofthe Co** ions) is responsible for the unusual them o-
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FIG. 1: Change in the c axis lattice param eter w ith ad-
dition of H,O0, In the two systems Nap.3Co0, HO and
Na;-3TaS; HO, illustrating the great sin ilarity. For cobal
tates, data are from Foo et aL@Z] em pty circles), Jin et al E9|]
( Iled circle), and Schaak et aL[:_L_l_l_ (asterisk) . For the chalco—
genides, date are from Johnston 28] (em pty diam onds) and et
al@?] ( lled diam onds).

electric behavior. For x=0.55, Ando et al. reported f_S-Z'] a
rather Jarge linear speci cheat coe cient =56m J/m ol-
K3. Thus Hrx > 0:5 magnetic Co ions are evident and
are strongly In uencing the electronic low energy excita—
tions.

However, for ssmpleswih x 03 (ie. the supercon—
ducting phase) m any reports concurthat the CurieW eiss
behavior of vanishes. §,%§, d, 38, 39]. In addition, the
soeci c heat ismuch snaller, wih valies around 12
m J/m oK ? reported.l, 5] It is extrem ely curious that
Jocalm om ents should vanish so nearto what hasbeen be-
lieved would correspond to a M ott insulator (x=0, Co**
In Co0 ;), and that superconductiviy appearsonly in the
m om ent—free regin e. In the strongly interacting single-
band trangular lattice picture, the x = 0 system corre-
soonds to the half- lled triangular lattice that has been
studied extensively for bocal singlet (resonating valence
bond) behavjor.[_49'] The ground state of that m odelhas
how ever been found to be N eel ordered .:_[-4_'1] Tn any case,
thex 03 region of superconductivity in NxCO ishow—
everwellaw ay from the expected M ott-insulating regin e,
and the behavior in such system s is expected to vary
strongly w ith doping level.

M uch of the language used in characterizing this sys—
tem (above, and elsew here) has been based on the local
orbital, single band picture. A s discussed m ore fllly be—
Jow , the doping in this system occursw ithin the threefold
ty com plex ofthe Co ion, w ith degeneracy only slightly
lifted by the non-cubic structure. T he question of single—
band versus m ultiband nature of this cobalate system



is possibly one of the m ore In portant issues to address,
because it can a ect strongly the tendency tow ard corre—
lated electron behavior.

A though the prin ary interest has been In the super-
conductivity ofNxCO , there is rst a realneed to under—
stand the electronic structure of the nom al state of the
unhydrated m aterdal, and its dependence on the doping
Jevel x. T he electronic structure of the x=1/2 W ith or-
dered N a) com pound in the localdensity approxin ation
(LDA ) hasbeen described by Singh.{4d, 431W ithin LDA
allCo ionsare identical \Co>®* "), the Co tp, statesare
crystal eld split by 2.5 eV) from the g states, and the
ty bands are partially lled, consequently the system is
m etallic consistent w ith the observed conductiviy. T he
ty band com plex isW 1.5 €V wide, and is sgparated
from the 5 &V wide O 2p bands that lie just below the
Co d bands. Singh suggested that the expected on-site
Coulomb repulsion Which has not been calculated) is
U=58¢€V on Co, which givesU >> W so that correla-
tion e ects can be anticipated.

N otw ithstanding the experim ental evidence for non-
m agnetic Co ions in the superconductmg m ater:a], m ost
of the theoreticaldiscussion I44, .45, .46 A7-, .48 .49 '50,.5]1
has focused on the strongly interacting lim it, where U
is not only In portant, but in fact is presum ed to be so
large that i prohibits double occupancy, as described by
the sihglke band t J model. The lack of localm om ents
and only weak to m oderate enhancem ent of the speci ¢
heat suggests that a m ore realistic picture m ay be re—
quired. Undoubtedly the single band scenario isa lim ited
one: although the rhom bohedralsym m etry ofthe C o site
solits the tpy states into a, and eg representations, the
near-octahedralsym m etry m akesthem quasidegenerate.
K oshibae and M aekawa have shown that the band dis—
persion in the tpy band com plex in these cobaltates dis-
plays unexpected Jntrjcaczes, Including som e analogies to
aKagom e ]atthe,[SZ]

In this paper we begin to address the correlation
question by taking the strongly correlated viewpoint
and using the correlated band theory LD A + Hubbard
U (LDA+U) method. W e investigate two distinct re—
gions of the phase diagram by focusing on x =1/3, the
regin e where superconductivity em erges, and x =2/3
wherem ore m agnetic behavior is observed. W e nd that
U U. = 3 &V Jeads to charge disproportionation (CD)
and gap opening orboth x=1/3 and x=2/3 ifonly FM
order is allowed. For the N eel ordered case at x=1/3,
the corresponding transition occurs at U = 1 V. The
availability of three distinct sublattices for the ordering,
coupled w ith strong 2D uctuations, m ay destroy long—
range order and m ake localprobes In portant in studying
charge disproportionation and correlation. The sn allval-
ues of U, that we obtain even for x=1/3 tend to confuse
the theoretical picture, since there seem s to be a con—
spicuous absence of correlated electron behavior In this
regin e of doping.
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FIG . 2: Tustration of the type of charge disp ortxigla‘mon
and spin ordering that is allowed in the chosen 3 su-
percell. The unconnected large spheres represent nonm ag—
netic Co®" ions, whilk the large and sm all connected spheres
represent oppositely directed co'* soins when ordered anti-
ferrom agnetically.

II. STRUCTURE AND METHOD OF
CALCULATION

O ur calculations are based on the hexagonal structure
(space group P 6322), obtained by Jansen and Hoppe,
having lattice constants (@ = 2:84A ;c= 10:81A).[53]The
supercell ( 3a 3a c=2) isused so that at the concen—
tration x = % that we consider, two (or possbly three)
nequivalent Co ions, viz. Co>" and Co?', are allowed
to em erge in the process of se]f—oonSJsl:ency The allowed
order is displayed In Fig. |2 Sihce we are not analyz—
ng the very am all interlayer coupling here, a single layer
cell is used. In the supercell (space group P31m , No.
157), atom ic coordinations are Na at the 1a (0, 0, 1/2)
above/below the C o site at the 1a (0, 0, 0), and the other
Co sitesare the 2b (1/3,2/3,0). O xygen sites are the 3c
(2/3,0, ) and the 3c (1/3, 0, z¢) positions, respectively.
TheO height zp = 0:168(c=2) = 0:908A , which is relaxed
by LDA ca]cu]au'on,[_élé] produces the C 0-0 -C o bond an—
gk 985 (90 for undistorted), so that the octahedra is
considerably distorted.

T wo alkelectron fiillbpotential electronicm ethods have
been used. The fulbpotential linearized augm ented-
plnewaves FLAPW ) as mplmented In W ien2k code
f54] and its LDA+U [53, 56] extension were used. The

s;p, and d states were treated using the augm ented
plane wave+ bocal orbitals APW + bo) scheme (7], whik
the standard LAPW expansion was used for higher I's.
Local orbials were added to descrbbe Co 3d and O
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FIG . 3: Localdensity approxim ation bands ofNa;_3C o0, in
the virtual crystal approxin ation where there is one Co ion
per cell, shown along the principle high sym m etry directions.
The e; bands lie above 1.5 €V ; the bands below -1.5 €V are
predom lnantly oxygen 2p in character. The thickened lines
em phasize the bands w ithin the toy complex (1.5 to 0.5 &V)
w ith strong a4 character.

2s and 2p states. The basis size was detem ined by
Ry tKnax = 7:0. The fullkpotential nonorthogonal local-
orbitalm inin um -basis scheme FPLO ) [58, 59] was also
used. Valence orbitals included Na 2s2p3s3p3d, Co
3s3p4s4p3d, and O 2s2p3s3p3d. T he Brillouin zone was
sam pled with regular m esh containing 50 irreducble k—
points. Both popular form sl_é(_)‘, :_6-]_;] ofthe LDA+ U func—
tionalhave been used in our calculations, w ith no in por—
tant di erences being noticed.

III. W EAKLY CORRELATED LIM IT.

LDA ekctronic structure at x = % Thee; tyy crys-
tal eld splitting of 2.5 €V that can be seen In the ull
band plt in Fig. -_3 places the (unoccupied) ey states
(1 eV wide) well out of consideration for m ost low en—
ergy e ects. The O 2p band com plex begins jist be-
low the bottom ofthe tpy bands (see F ig. :?.) and is 55
eV wide. The states Into which holes are doped from
NaCoO, come from the 1.6 &V wide tpy band com plex.
T he trigonal symm etry of the Co site in this triangular
C o0, layer splits the tpy sptates nto one ofag symm etry
[(ky > + ¥z > + %x >)= 3 in the local Co0 ¢ octahe—
dron coordinate system ] and a doubly degenerate pair eg
[(ky > + ¥z > + 2%x>) 3 and is complkex conji-

Energy (eV)

Density of states (states/eV)

FIG .4: Band structure (In the virtualcrystal approxin ation)
along high sym m etry lines (left panel) and the aligned density
of states (right panel) for the x = % cobalate in the local
density approxin ation. T he ag sym m etry band is em phasized
w ith circles proportional to the am ount of a4 character. T he
ag density of states is indicated by the darker line.

gate, where = exp@ i=3)].

The tpy band com plex that is intersected by the Fermm i
¥velEr is shown In more detail in Fig. :f!, where the
bands w ith prin arily ay character are shown in the \fat-
bands" representation against the corresponding densi-
ties of states. T he band dispersions agree wellw ith those
calculated by Rosneret al [_éz_i] The ay character is strong
at the bottom of the t,y com plex as well as at the top,
and illistrates that holes doped into the band-insulating
NaCoO, (x=1) phase go initially nto one ay band that
is rather at for 2530% of the distance to the zone
boundary. Based on a rigid band interpretation using
this x=1/3 density of states © 0 S), doped holes enter
only ag statesuntilx 0.6, whereupon an eg Fem isur-
face begins to form . This cbservation is consistent w ith
the x=05 Fem i surface shown by Singh@2] which has
six €) cylinders.

It is of interest to view this band structure from the
viewpoint of a single isolated tightbinding sband on a
triangular lattice w ith near neighborhopping only, w hich
is intended 44, 45, 46, 41, 48, 50] to m odel the ay band
dispersion. The ag DO 'S lies higher than that of &) not
because its band center lies higher (in fact its centroid
is som ew hat lower) but rather due to the particular dis-
persion and to a substantially largere ective bandw idth.
Judged from the dispersion curvesthem selves, the ag and
e? bandsdi er little n width. H owever, nearly allofthe
eg states lie w ithin a 1.0 eV region, whereastheay DO S
extendsover 1.5 €V .

The ag band dispersion In Fig. -'_4 goes resem ble that
of the sinple tightbindingmodel t _ . (ccj+ hx)
w ith a negative value oft. (T heband structure also indi-
cates that the eg hopping ntegralhas the opposite sign
to that ofagy.) The agprojcted DO S however is noth—
ing lke that of the tight-binding m odeL.{46] The reason



is twofdld. First, there is m ixing of the ay w ith the &)

bands overm ost ofthe B rillouin zone. T he hybridization

is evident along the M — line in Fig. -'_4; it is less obvi-
ousalong the -K line because them ixing happens to be
accidentally am all for the x=1/3 Co0, layer structure.
For other C o0 distances and bond angles, and for x=0

doping Jevel (not shown), them ixing ofthe ag band w ith

the ]owereg band becom esm uch larger. A second reason

for the actual shape ofthe DO S is due to the in uence
of som e second-neighbor hopping, [_6-21‘] which m akes the
ag band near k=0 much atter than the tightbinding
m odel, or even disperse slightly upward before tuming
downward.

Som e details of the band structure should be clari ed.
Theupw ard dispersion ofthe ag band around the point
(m entioned above) also seem stobe a ected by interlayer
coupling, which can depress the band at k= 0. Johannes
and Singh have reported that, even for well sgparated
Co0, layers (ie. when hydrated) the ag band m ay still
disperse upward t_6-§] before tuming down. Even orCo0 ,
layer geom etries for which there is no upw ard curvature,
the ag band rem ains unusually at out to almost 1/3 of
the way to the zone boundary. E ither behavior is indica—
tive of extended hopping processes.

M agnetic O rder w ith LD A . Analogous to the results of
Singh rx = 03;05;0:7 [43, 43], we nd ferrom agnetic
(FM ) tendencies for x=1/3 w ithin LD A . In disagreem ent
w ith experin ent (o m agnetic order is cbserved for x
03, nor even any localmoment at high tem perature)
a half metallic FM resulk is found, with a m om ent of
2 g /supercell that is distrdbbuted alm ost evenly on the
three Co ions. The exchange splitting of the tpy states
is 05 &V, and the Fem i level Er ) lies jist above the
top of the fully occupied m a prity bands (the m inority
bands are metallic). The FM energy gain is about 45
meV /Co. W ith the m aprity bands Iled, the 1ling of
the m inority tz5 bands becomes £, lading to larger €]
hole occupation than for the param agnetic phase. Hence,
unlike the standard assum ption beingm ade so far, x = %
is a multdband (ag + €)) system (ithin LDA, whether
ferrom agnetic or param agnetic). A ttem pts using LDA
to obtain self-consistent charge disoroportionated states,
or AFM spin ordering, always converged to the FM or
nonm agnetic solution.

Ferm iology. Suspecting from the S=1/2 soins and the
two-din ensionality that quantum  uctuation is an in —
portant aspect of this system, it is possble that the
x=1/3 system isa \ uctuation-induced param agnet" due
to the lack of account of uctuations In the electronic
structure calculations. W hatever the underlying reason,
a page can be taken from the high T. cuprate chapter
ofm aterials physics that, even in the presence of consid—
erable correlation e ects, In the m agnetically-disordered
m etallic phase the param agnetic Fem isurface ES) will
em erge. The lack of any observed m agnetic behavior in
the x 0.3 region reinforces this expectation.

In Fig. '3 we show the x=1/3 LDA FS, which is sin -
flar to the x = 0:5 one shown by Singh[d]. A large

FIG.5: Fem isurface for (virtualcrystal) NxCO , x=0.30, in
the two din ensional B rillouin zone. The large cylinder con—
tains ag holes, whereas the six an all cylinders contain holes
that are prim arily eg—hke.

—centered hole cylinder (m ean radiis Ky ) shows some

attening perpendicular to the K direction, this cylin—
der holds 043 ay4 holes/Co. In addition, there are six
additional, prim arily eg in character, hole cylinders ying
along the -K directions, containing 0.04 holes In each
of the six sn all cylinders (radius kg ). The total is the
0.67 holes necessary to acoount for the x = 033 elec—
tron count. ThisF S geom etry leads to several in portant
phase space features. T here are the nesting wavevectors
that translate one of the am all cylinders into another,
giving three distinct intercylinder nesting vectors as i~
lustrated in F ig. :5 Ifthese cylinders w ere circular, these
vectorsw ould represent strong nesting vectors for charge—
or spin-densiy waves. In addition, the susceptibility for
Q  2kr Intra surface scattering processes is constant in
two din ensions.{_6]'] The calculated cylinders have an ec-
centricity of1 25, weakening these nesting features som e~
what. There are In addition the corresponding processes
wih Q 2Ky ofthe large cylinder.

IV. INCLUSION OF CORRELATION EFFECTS

D espite the feature of the LDA+U method that it
drives localorbialoccupations to integraloccupancy @s
U increases), to our know ledge it has never been used to
study the question of charge disproportionation. In this
section we show that m oderate values of U lead to CD
at both x=1/3 and x=2/3. Flgr_th% ‘Em'ang-u]ar Jattice,
threefold expanded supercells ( 3 3, see Sec. II) are
convenient, and x=1/3 lies very close to the supercon—
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FIG .6: E ectofthe Intraatom ic repulsion U on them agnetic
m om ent (left axis) and energy gap (right axis) ofthe Col and
C o2 jons in the supercell. Top panel: result for ferrom agnetic
order. Changes in the m agnetic m om ents, indicating dispro-
portionation to fom al charge states Co®* and Co*' , begins
at U. = 3 eV .The opening of the gap (half m etallic to In—
sulating) occurs sim ultaneously at U.. Bottom panel: results
for antiferrom agnetic order. A Iready forU.=1 &V, the C ot
mom ent is large (the Co® moments is zero by symm etry)
w hereas the gap is just beginning to open.

ducting com position while x= 2/3 is representative of the
x> 0.5 region that show s correlated behavior.[64]

LDA+ U m agnetic structure and energies. T he behav—
or of the LDA+ U results (Co m om ents and the energy
gap) versus U was rst studied for x=1/3 (on-site ex—
change was kept xed at the conventionalvalue of 1 €V
as U was varied). T he dependence of the m agnetic m o—
ment and band gap on U forFM ordering is shown in the
top panelofF ig. -§ ForU < U= 3€&V,themomentson
the two nequivalent Co sites are nearly equal and sin —
ilar to LDA values (which isthe U ! 0 limi). Above
U., disproportionation into S = £ Co** and S = 0Co*”
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FIG.7: E ect of the intraatom ic repulsion U on the m ag-
netic m om ent (left axis) and energy gap (right axis) of the
Col and Co2 ions in the supercell for x=2/3. Changes in the
m agnetic m om ents, indicating disproportionation to form al
charge states Co®" and Co*', begins at Uc = 3 eV just as
In the corresponding x=1/3 case. Note that applying sn all
but increasing U decreases the m om ent som ew hat until dis—
proportionation occurs. T he opening ofthe gap (halfm etallic
to insulating) occurs sim ultaneously at Uc.

onsisnearly completeat U = 3.5€V and isaccom panied
by am etalinsulator M ottlke) transition from conduct—
Ing to Insulating. The gap Increases linearly at the rate
dE4/dU = 0.6 orU > 35¢&V.Forthe (nsulating) U=5
eV case, nonm agnetic Co’" states lie at the bottom of
the 13 eV wide gap, w ith the occupied Co** & states1-2
eV lower. The spin-half \holk" on the Co?* ion occupies
the a4 orbital as expected.

In our choice of (am all) supercel], thisCD is necessar—
ily accom panied by charge order, resulting in a honey-
com b lattice of spin half ions. In a crystal there would
be three distinct choices of the ordered sublattice (corre—
sponding to the three possible sites or Co®* ). O fcourse,
even at a rational concentration such asx=1/3,CD m ay
occur w ithout necessarily being accom panied by charge
ordering when themm aland quantum uctuations are ac—
counted for. Regarding the disproportionation, we note
that, based on the M ullikan charge decom position in the
FPLO method, the charges on the \Co>" " and \Co** "
ions di er by only 025-0.3 electrons. This sm all value
re ectsthewellknown resul that the form alcharge des—
ignation, while being very inform ative of the m agnetic
state and indispensable for physical understanding, does
not represent actual charge accurately.

T he analogous calculation can be carried out allow ing
AFM order of the Co** jons, and the results are shown
In the bottom panel of Fig. @' A Co' moment grows

(disproportionation) inm ediately asU is increased from
zero. The gap opens around U = 1 &V and increases at
the rate dE4/dU = 04. Thus OPrAFM spin order, the
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FIG . 8: Evolution of the Co® and Co'" 3d states as charge
disproportionation occurs, or x=1/3 and FM spin order (top
panel) and AFM spin order (bottom panel). Note that the
evolution in the FM case is from a halfm etallic FM .

criticalvalue is no higher than U, = 1 &V.

At x=2/3,CD will lead to only one Co?" ion in the
supercell, so only FM ordering can be considered. The
corresponding behavior of the m om ent and the gap are
presented iIn Fig. ::Z The Co mom ents rem ain nearly
equalbut slow ly decrease from their LDA value up to
U, = 3 &V, whereupon again CD occurs abruptly. The
mom ents are \well omed" by U = 4 &V but continue
to evolve som ewhat beyond that. In thiscase dE 4/dU =
0.67.

Our LDA+U resuls, show ing charge disproportiona-—
tion forU, = 3&V FM)orU.,= 1&V @AFM) are very

di erent from earlier reports where little change was ob—
tained even for larger values of U when sym m etry break-
Ing by disproportionation was not a]Jowed.[_6£_j'] This dif-
ference serves as an alert that LDA+ U resuls can be

sensitive to what degrees of freedom are allowed.

&t is far from obvious that charge disproportiona-—
tion and gap opening should occur sin ultaneously w ih
LDA+U, although physically the phenom ena are ex—
pected to be closely related. The evolution of the Co’*
and Co*" 3d statesw ith U in the critical region is shown
n Fi. :g In the FM case, the system evolves from a
halfm etallic con guration, stillvisble forU = 3 &V ,and
gap opening occurs just when the m inority ay band con—
taining 2/3 hole per Co ion splits o from the valence
band. At the point of separation, the a4 states split Into
an unoccupied narrow band containing one hole for each
ofthe two Co** ions, and an occupied (and also narrow )
band on the Co®" ion. This disproportionation can be
denti ed from the strong change in the ooccupied states
around 0.6 to 0.3 €V . T hus while disproportionation in
principle could occur before the gap opens, i does not
do so here.

W hen symm etry is broken according to the AFM or—
dered (and disproportionated) superlattice shown in F ig.
:_2, the critical value of U is 1 €V or Jss. This \ease" in
gap opening is no doubt encouraged by the narrow band-
width of the unoccupied ay band. A spin up Co** ion
is surrounded by three spin down Co?* ions and three
Cco®* ions, netther of which have ay states of the same
soin direction at the sam e energy. T he surviving band-
width re ectsthee ective coupling between g stateson
second-neighbor Co ions. For this AFM ordered phase,
the DO S ofFig. -'_é indicates also little or no dispropor-
tionation before the gap begins to open.

E xchange Coupling. The Coulomb repulsion param e-
ter U has not been calculated for these cobaltates, but
several estin ates for other cobaltates put U at 5 €V or
above. (43, 45, 491 O n the other hand, Chaianietal t
cluster calculation results to xray photoem ission data on
sam ples show ing both charge states, and found that U
In the 3-55 €V range work equally we]L[_éﬁ] T his range
is rather lower than what has generally supposed, thus
the appropriate value of U is quite uncertain. Here we
concentrate on U=54 eV resuls, but our calculated be—
havior is not sensitive to variation of U in this range.
In thisCD regin e (also charge ordered, due to the con—
straint ofthe supercell), AFM orderinggives1 2mRy/Co
lower energy than does FM order. In tem s of nearest
neighbor coupling on the resulting honeycomb lattice,
the FM -AFM energy di erence correspondsto J = 11
m &V .Referring to the param agneticbandw idth identi ed
above, the corresponding superexchange constant would
be 4?=U  20meV .Again, wenote that theay DO S dif-
fers greatly from the single band picture that was used
to obtain thisvalie oft=0.16 €V .



V. DISCUSSION OF INTERACTION
STRENGTH

O ur calculations indicate that, as long as U 3 eV as
is generally thought, at both x=1/3 and x= 2/3 there isa
strong tendency to disoroportionate, w ith one resul be-
ingaCo* ionwith a localm om ent. D isproportionation
Intoan AFM honeyocom b lattice occursalready by Uc = 1
eV In ourmean eld treatment. At least in the presence
of charge order in a honeycom b arrangem ent, there is an
AFM nearest neighbor exchange coupling J llmev.
The N eel state is known to be the ground state of the
AFM Heisenberg honeycom b lattice. T hese charge order—
Ing tendencies m ay be expected to be strongly opposed
by them aland quantum uctuations that are expected
for low coordination and an all spins in 2D Jayers. To
date, disproportionation and charge ordering have only
been reported for x=1/2.31]

In addition to producing local m agnetic m om ents,
charge disproportionation m ight be expected to intro-
duce new coupling to the lattice. Since the radiiofC o?*
and Co®* di erby 15% (0.74A wvs. 0.63 A), disoropor-
tionation into those charge states would be expected to
couple strongly to Iocaloxygen m odes. In octahedralco—
ordination, how ever, the C o** ion radius is alm ost indis-
tinguishable from that of the Co®* ion, [56] o there m ay
be little evidence in the lattice behavior even if Co®* —
Co** charge disproportionation occurs.

In spite of the prevalent theoretical presum ption that
correlation e ectsm ay be playing an essential role In the
superconductivity ofthis cobaltate system , the data seem
to be suggesting otherw ise. In thex > 0.5 regim e, indeed
localm om ents are evident In them odynam ic and trans-
port data, soin  uctuations have been ocbserved by neu-
tron scattering, and the linear speci ¢ heat coe cients
are large, =48-56m J/m okK?. C om paring this valie to
our calculated band valie, = 10 2m J/molK?, kads
to a factor of ve enhancem ent due to dynam ic corre—
lation e ects. M agnetic ordering around x 0:75 also
attests to substantial correlation e ects. Our nding of
disoroportionation forU > 3&V (nmean eld) isconsis-
tent w ith the experin ental nformm ation and a correlated
electron picture.

In the superconducting regin e x 0.3, the em erging
picture is quite the opposite. The speci ¢ heat coe -
cient is ordinary, w ith the reported va]uesf_4, :_5] cluster—
ing around = 12-13 m J/m okK? indistihguishable the
band value 13m J/m oK 2. In addition, there is no
Jocalm om ent (CurieW eiss) contrdbution to the susospti-
bility, and other evidence of enhanced properties is lack—
Ing (m agnetic eld dependence ofthe resistivity is sm all,
for exam ple). In short, evidence of substantial correla—
tion e ectsdue to the anticipated strong on-site C oulom b
repulsion U isdi cul to nd orx <0.5. M oreover, as
discussed in the Introduction, the x= 0 endpoint :IS_ not a
M ott nsulator, but rather a nonm agnetic m etal.f_zé_l']

Tt is essential to begin to reconcilke the m icroscopic
m odel w ith observations. There are several indications

that the sin ple single band picture is oversin pli ed, one
of the m ost prom lnent being that there is no evidence
that the a4 state is signi cantly di erent in energy from
the &) states, ie. the tpq degeneracy is stillessentially in
place. D ue to the orm ofdispersion in the Co0 ,; layer, i
is still the case that holes doped into the band insulator
NaCoO, go into the ay band, m aking it viable to use a
singleband m odelin the amnalll x regin ew ith a rather
robust value ofU , w ith a value ofU 3 &V possbly be-
Ing su cient to account for correlated electron behavior
W 15ev).

The x < 05 regin e seam s to require reanalysis. It is
quite plausble, based both on the LDA band structure
and the cbserved properties, that forx < 0.5, the system
crosses over Into a threeband regin e where the full tyq
com plex of states com es Into play. T hem ultdband nature
tendstom itigate correlated behaviorin at least twoways.
F irstly, doped carriers that go into a m ultiband com plex
may sinply nd a an aller \phase space" for approaching
or entering the M ott-H ubbard insulating phase, as the
carriers have m ore degrees of freedom . N ot com pltely
separate, perhaps, is the extensive study of G unnarsson,
K och, and M artin, [_6-§',:_6-§, .'_7-(_]'] that strongly suggests that
In amultband system ofN bagds, thee ective repulsion
strength becom es U®ff = U= N . For these cobaltates
w ith carriers in thetpg bands, N =3,and U, 3&V would
become USEE | 3ev/ 3 W ,and correlation e ects
din inish considerably. Secondly, screening w ill increase
as hole doping occurs from the band nsulator x=1, re-
ducing { perhaps strongly { the ntra-atom ic repulsion U
to a value nearwW ..

VI. SUMMARY

In this paper we have begun an analysis, coupled w ith
close attention to the cbserved behavior, of the strength
of correlation e ects In this cobaltate system that super-
conducts when hydrated. In this lniial work, we have
used the mean eld LDA+U method to evaluate the
e ects of Hubbard-like interactions in NxCO, and nd
charge disproportionation and aM ott insulating state for
Coulomb repulsion U = 3 &V orlss, orboth x = 1=3 and
x = 2=3,when uctuations are neglected. Ferrom agnetic
tendencies for am allU evolve to nearest neighbor antifer—
rom agnetic coupling J 11 mev forU 5eV, at least
if charge disproportionation occurs. The only lnsulating
phase reported so far has been at x=1/2, wih strong
evidence t_BJ_J'] that it is due to charge disproportionation
and charge order (and probably m agnetic order).

Thex = % LDA FS hasbeen described, Hllow ing the
presum ption (pased on the ocbservation of at m ost m od—
erately correlated behavior) that 2D uctuations w ill re—
store the param agnetic m etallic state. T here are strong
Indications how ever that strong interactions, clearly evi-
dent forx > 1/2,havebecom em uted In the regin ew here
superconductivity appears. On the one hand, the elec—
tronic structure and FS indicate that multdband e ects



must be considered in this regin e, which in iself will
decrease the e ective repulsion U . Independently, U will
be decreased by screening as the systam becom es Increas—
ingly m etallic. O n the experin entalside, the behavior of
both the m agnetic susceptibility and the linear speci c
heat coe cient point to a lack of \enhanced" behavior
forx 03.
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