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The strength and e�ectofCoulom b correlationsin the(superconducting when hydrated)x � 1/3

and \enhanced"x � 2/3regim esofNaxCoO 2 areevaluated usingthecorrelated band theory LDA+ U

(localdensity approxim ation ofHubbard U)m ethod.O urresults,neglecting quantum 
uctuations,

are:(1)allowing only ferrom agnetic order,thereisa criticalUc = 3 eV,abovewhich chargedispro-

portionation occursforboth x= 1/3 and x= 2/3,(2)allowing antiferrom agnetic orderatx= 1/3,Uc

dropsto 1 eV fordisproportionation,(3)disproportionation and gap opening occursim ultaneously,

(4) in a Co3+ -Co4+ ordered state,antiferrom agnetic coupling is favored overferrom agnetic,while

below Uc ferrom agnetism is favored. Com parison ofthe calculated Ferm ileveldensity ofstates

com pared to reported linearspeci�c heatcoe�cientsindicatesenhancem entofthe orderof�ve for

x � 0.7,butnegligible enhancem entfor x � 0.3. This trend is consistent with strong m agnetic be-

haviorand localm om ents(Curie-W eisssusceptibility)forx > 0.5 while there no m agnetic behavior

or localm om ents reported for x < 0.5. W e suggest that the phase diagram is characterized by a

crossover from e�ective single-band character with U > > W for x > 0:5 into a three-band regim e

forx < 0:5,where U ! Ueff � U=
p
3 � W and correlation e�ectsare substantially reduced.

PACS num bers:71.28.+ d,71.27.+ a,75.25.+ z

I. B A C K G R O U N D

Since the discovery of high tem perature supercon-

ductivity in cuprates, there has been intense interest

in transition m etaloxides with strongly layered (quasi)

two-dim ensional(2D) crystalstructures and electronic

properties. For a few years now alkali-m etal interca-

lated layered cobaltates,particularly NaxCoO 2 (NxCO )

with x � 0:50 � 0:75, have been pursued for their

therm oelectricproperties.[1]Therecentdiscovery[2]and

con�rm ation[3,4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11]ofsuperconductiv-

ity in thesystem NaxCoO 2� yH2O forx � 0.3when inter-

calated with wateratthe y � 0:3 level,has heightened

interestin the NxCO system . The structure[12,13,14]

isbased on a 2D CoO 2 layerin which edge-sharingCoO 6

octahedra lead to a triangularlatticeofCo ions.Na do-

nates its electron to the CoO 2 layer,hence x controls

the doping levelofthe layer:x= 0 correspondsto Co4+ ,

S= 1

2
low spin ionswith onem inority t2g hole,and x = 1

correspondsto non-m agneticCo3+ .

Nearly all reports of non-stoichiom etric m aterials

quote values ofx in the 0.3 - 0.8 range,and the m a-

terials seem generally to show m etallic conductivity.

The x= 1 endpoint m em ber NaCoO 2, with rhom bohe-

dralR�3m spacegroup[15, 16]is reported to be a con-

ventionalsem iconductor.[17,18]Theisovalentcom pound

LiCoO 2 hasbeen m orethoroughly studied,with thecon-

clusion thatitisa nonm agnetic band insulatorwith 2.7

eV bandgap.[19,20]The x = 0 endpoint has been an-

ticipated by m any to be a t52g M ottinsulatorbutisless

studied; in fact, the Co4+ form aloxidation state in a

stoichiom etriccom pound israre.Thesulfurcounterpart

CoS2 ism etallicitinerantferrom agnet,closetobeinghalf

m etallic.A decadeago,Tarasconand coworkersreported

synthesisofCoO 2 butwereunableto identify acom plete

structure.They concluded initially thatthe Co ionslay

on a distorted triangular lattice[21,22]. M ore recently,

furtherstudy by Tarascon etal.[23]hastraced the di�-

culty in pinning down the structure to the existence of

two phases ofCoO 2, one stoichiom etric and the other

having 4% oxygen vacancies.CoO 2 sam plesarem etallic

and nonm agnetic,hencecannotbe said to contain Co4+

ions.[24]

M uch hasbeen m adeofthesim ilaritiesand di�erences

ofthiscobaltatesystem com pared to thecuprates.Both

are layered transition m etaloxide m aterials whose con-

ductivity isstrongly anisotropic.Both arein thevicinity

ofaM ottinsulator(although thecobaltateone{CoO 2 {

isnotwellcharacterized).Itispossibletovarythecarrier

concentration (x in the cobaltate form ula) in both sys-

tem s,with the range in the cobaltatesyetto be agreed

on. In both system s there are speci�c superconducting

regions:in the cupratesitisa \dom e" 0.06 � x � 0.22,

roughly,whilein thecobaltatestherearereportsboth of

a dom e 0.27 � x � 0.33 [11]and ofa Tc= 4.5 K plateau

for0.28� x � 0.37.[25]However,thedi�erencesbetween

thecobaltatesand cupratesaresubstantialand expected

to be crucial. Cobalt form s a triangular lattice,which

frustratesantiferrom agnetic (AFM )order,while the bi-

partite squareCu lattice invitesAFM order.The CoO 6

octahedra are edge-sharing,rather than corner-sharing,

m aking thebandwidth m uch narrowerand theexchange

couplingsm aller.Thecobaltatesareelectron-doped from

the(anticipated)M ottinsulator,asopposed to them ost

com m on hole-doped cuprates.And m oststriking,possi-

bly:in thecobaltatesTm ax
c = 4.5 K com pared to Tm ax

c =

130 K (orhigherunderpressure)in cuprates.

Anothersystem forcom parison isthetransition m etal

disul�de based one, with Na1=3TaS2� yH2O as the pri-

m ary com parison.In the(Nb,Ta)(S,Se)2 system ,charge-
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density wavescom pete with superconducting pairing for

the Ferm isurface,with coexistence occurring in certain

cases. The structure ofthe (for exam ple)TaS2 layer is

identicalto that ofthe CoO 2 layer,consisting ofedge-

sharing transition m etalchalcogenide octahedrons. In

these dichalocogenides,as in the cobaltate system ,two

wellde�ned stagesofhydration havebeen identi�ed.[26]

In the�rststageH2O isincorporated into thesam elayer

asthe cation (typically an alkaliion),and in the second

stage two H 2O layers are form ed on either side ofthe

cation layer. The sim ilarity in increase in the c lattice

param eter com pared to the cobaltates is illustrated in

Fig.1.

Theelectronconcentrationin Na1=3TaS2� yH2O isspec-

i�ed by the Na concentration x=1

3
,and in this system

superconductivity occurs at 4-5 K (the sam e range as

in the cobaltates) regardless of the concentration y of

waterm oleculesintercalated into the structure.[27]Spe-

ci�c therm odynam ically stable phaseswere identi�ed at

y = 0, 2

3
,0.8,1.5,and 2.[28,29,30]The levelofelec-

tron donation seem sto be crucial:using Y 1=9 and La1=9
based on the trivalentionsleads to the sam e supercon-

ducting transition tem perature. Using the divalent ion

M n (d5;S = 5

2
), at the sam e electron donation level

M n1=6TaS2 isferrom agnetic(FM ).IntercalatingthisFM

com pound with H 2O leadsagain toTc � 4K .Thislatter

behavioris understood as the water-induced separation

of TaS2 layers decreasing the interlayer m agnetic cou-

pling su�ciently to inhibit long-range m agnetic order,

thereby allowing theinnatesuperconducting tendency in

the doped TaS2 layerto assertitself.

M uch oftheem phasis,both experim entaland theoret-

ical,has been directed toward the superconducting be-

haviorofthecobaltates,butthelong-known behaviorof

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 phasein a narrow range

around x= 0.5[31]identi�ed by itsinsulatingbehavior,all

sam plesarereported to bem etallic.Forx in the0.5-0.8

range,thesusceptibility �(T)isCurie-W eiss-likewith re-

ported m om ent oforder 1 �B per Co4+ . [2,3,9]This

localm om ent is norm ally interpreted as indicating the

presence ofcorrelated electron behavioron the Co sub-

lattice, and m ost theoreticaltreatm ents have assum ed

thisviewpoint.

Som ephasetransitionshavebeen reported in thehigh

x region. M agnetic ordering at 22 K with sm all or-

dered m om ent has been reported for x= 0.75[33]based

on transport and therm odynam ic data, and the sam e

conclusion was reached by Sugiyam a et al. from �SR

studies.[34,35]Boothroyd etal.perform ed inelasticneu-

tron scattering on x= 0.75 single crystals and observed

FM spin 
uctuations.[36]Field dependence ofthe ther-

m opowerm easured by W ang etal.[10]indicated thatthe

spin entropy ofthe m agnetic Co system (i.e. the spins

ofthe Co4+ ions)isresponsible forthe unusualtherm o-
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FIG . 1: Change in the c axis lattice param eter with ad-

dition of H 2O , in the two system s Na0:3CoO 2� H2O and

Na1=3TaS2� H2O ,illustrating the great sim ilarity. For cobal-

tates,data arefrom Foo etal.[32](em pty circles),Jin etal.[9]

(�lled circle),and Schaak etal.[11](asterisk).Forthechalco-

genides,datearefrom Johnston[28](em pty diam onds)and et

al.[29](�lled diam onds).

electricbehavior.Forx= 0.55,Ando etal.reported[37]a

ratherlargelinearspeci�cheatcoe�cient
= 56m J/m ol-

K 3. Thusforx > 0:5 m agnetic Co ionsare evidentand

arestrongly in
uencing theelectroniclow energy excita-

tions.

However,forsam pleswith x � 0.3 (i.e. the supercon-

ductingphase)m anyreportsconcurthattheCurie-W eiss

behaviorof� vanishes.[3,8,9,38,39].In addition,the

speci�c heat 
 is m uch sm aller,with values around 12

m J/m ol-K 2 reported.[4,5]It is extrem ely curious that

localm om entsshould vanish soneartowhathasbeen be-

lieved would correspond to a M ottinsulator(x= 0,Co4+

in CoO 2),and thatsuperconductivityappearsonlyin the

m om ent-free regim e. In the strongly interacting single-

band triangularlattice picture,the x = 0 system corre-

spondsto the half-�lled triangularlattice thathasbeen

studied extensively for localsinglet (resonating valence

bond)behavior.[40]The ground state ofthatm odelhas

howeverbeen found to be N�eelordered.[41]In any case,

thex � 0:3 region ofsuperconductivity in NxCO ishow-

everwellawayfrom theexpected M ott-insulatingregim e,

and the behavior in such system s is expected to vary

strongly with doping level.

M uch ofthe language used in characterizing thissys-

tem (above,and elsewhere)hasbeen based on the local

orbital,single band picture.Asdiscussed m orefully be-

low,thedopingin thissystem occurswithin thethreefold

t2g com plex ofthe Co ion,with degeneracy only slightly

lifted by thenon-cubicstructure.Thequestion ofsingle-

band versus m ultiband nature ofthis cobaltate system
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ispossibly one ofthe m ore im portantissuesto address,

becauseitcan a�ectstrongly thetendency toward corre-

lated electron behavior.

Although the prim ary interesthasbeen in the super-

conductivity ofNxCO ,thereis�rsta realneed to under-

stand the electronic structure ofthe norm alstate ofthe

unhydrated m aterial,and itsdependence on the doping

levelx. The electronic structure ofthe x= 1/2 (with or-

dered Na)com pound in the localdensity approxim ation

(LDA)hasbeen described by Singh.[42,43]W ithin LDA

allCo ionsareidentical(\Co3:5+ "),theCo t2g statesare

crystal-�eld split(by 2.5 eV)from theeg states,and the

t2g bandsarepartially �lled,consequently the system is

m etallic consistentwith the observed conductivity. The

t2g band com plex isW � 1.5 eV wide,and isseparated

from the 5 eV wide O 2p bands that lie just below the

Co d bands. Singh suggested that the expected on-site

Coulom b repulsion (which has not been calculated) is

U = 5-8 eV on Co,which givesU > > W so thatcorrela-

tion e�ectscan be anticipated.

Notwithstanding the experim entalevidence for non-

m agneticCo ionsin the superconducting m aterial,m ost

ofthetheoreticaldiscussion[44,45,46,47,48,49,50,51]

has focused on the strongly interacting lim it,where U

is not only im portant,but in factis presum ed to be so

largethatitprohibitsdoubleoccupancy,asdescribed by

the single band t� J m odel.The lack oflocalm om ents

and only weak to m oderate enhancem entofthe speci�c

heat
 suggeststhata m ore realistic picture m ay be re-

quired.Undoubtedly thesingleband scenarioisalim ited

one:although therhom bohedralsym m etry oftheCosite

splits the t2g states into ag and e0g representations,the

near-octahedralsym m etrym akesthem quasi-degenerate.

K oshibae and M aekawa have shown that the band dis-

persion in the t2g band com plex in these cobaltatesdis-

playsunexpected intricacies,including som eanalogiesto

a K agom �elattice.[52]

In this paper we begin to address the correlation

question by taking the strongly correlated viewpoint

and using the correlated band theory LDA+ Hubbard

U (LDA+ U) m ethod. W e investigate two distinct re-

gions ofthe phase diagram by focusing on x = 1/3,the

regim e where superconductivity em erges, and x = 2/3

wherem orem agneticbehaviorisobserved.W e�nd that

U � Uc = 3 eV leadsto chargedisproportionation (CD)

and gap opening forboth x= 1/3 and x= 2/3 ifonly FM

order is allowed. For the N�eelordered case at x= 1/3,

the corresponding transition occurs at Uc = 1 eV.The

availability ofthree distinctsublatticesforthe ordering,

coupled with strong 2D 
uctuations,m ay destroy long-

rangeorderand m akelocalprobesim portantin studying

chargedisproportionationand correlation.Thesm allval-

uesofUc thatweobtain even forx= 1/3 tend to confuse

the theoreticalpicture,since there seem s to be a con-

spicuous absence ofcorrelated electron behavior in this

regim eofdoping.

FIG .2: Illustration ofthe type ofcharge disproportionation

and spin ordering thatisallowed in the chosen
p
3�

p
3 su-

percell. The unconnected large spheres represent nonm ag-

netic Co
3+

ions,while the large and sm allconnected spheres

representoppositely directed Co
4+

spins when ordered anti-

ferrom agnetically.

II. ST R U C T U R E A N D M ET H O D O F

C A LC U LA T IO N

O urcalculationsarebased on thehexagonalstructure

(space group P 6322), obtained by Jansen and Hoppe,

havinglatticeconstants(a = 2:84�A;c= 10:81�A).[53]The

supercell(
p
3a�

p
3a� c=2)isused sothatattheconcen-

tration x = 1

3
thatwe consider,two (or possibly three)

inequivalent Co ions,viz. Co3+ and Co4+ ,are allowed

to em ergein theprocessofself-consistency.Theallowed

order is displayed in Fig. 2. Since we are not analyz-

ing thevery sm allinterlayercoupling here,a singlelayer

cellis used. In the supercell(space group P31m ,No.

157),atom ic coordinationsare Na atthe 1a (0,0,1/2)

above/below theCositeatthe1a (0,0,0),and theother

Co sitesarethe2b(1/3,2/3,0).O xygen sitesarethe3c

(2/3,0,�z0)and the3c(1/3,0,z0)positions,respectively.

TheO heightz0 = 0:168(c=2)= 0:908�A,which isrelaxed

by LDA calculation,[42]producestheCo-O -Co bond an-

gle 98:5� (90� forundistorted),so thatthe octahedra is

considerably distorted.

Twoall-electron full-potentialelectronicm ethodshave

been used. The full-potential linearized augm ented-

plane-waves(FLAPW ) asim plem ented in W ien2k code

[54]and its LDA+ U [55,56]extension were used. The

s;p, and d states were treated using the augm ented

plane wave+ localorbitals(APW + lo)schem e [57],while

the standard LAPW expansion was used for higher l’s.

Local orbitals were added to describe Co 3d and O

3
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FIG .3:Localdensity approxim ation bandsofNa1=3CoO 2 in

the virtualcrystalapproxim ation where there is one Co ion

percell,shown along theprinciple high sym m etry directions.

The eg bands lie above 1.5 eV;the bandsbelow -1.5 eV are

predom inantly oxygen 2p in character. The thickened lines

em phasize the bandswithin the t2g com plex (-1.5 to 0.5 eV)

with strong ag character.

2s and 2p states. The basis size was determ ined by

R m tK m ax = 7:0.Thefull-potentialnonorthogonallocal-

orbitalm inim um -basis schem e (FPLO )[58,59]was also

used. Valence orbitals included Na 2s2p3s3p3d, Co

3s3p4s4p3d,and O 2s2p3s3p3d.The Brillouin zone was

sam pled with regular m esh containing 50 irreducible k-

points.Both popularform s[60,61]ofthe LDA+ U func-

tionalhavebeen used in ourcalculations,with no im por-

tantdi�erencesbeing noticed.

III. W EA K LY C O R R ELA T ED LIM IT .

LDA electronic structure atx = 1

3
.The eg � t2g crys-

tal�eld splitting of2.5 eV that can be seen in the full

band plot in Fig. 3 places the (unoccupied) eg states

(1 eV wide) wellout ofconsideration for m ost low en-

ergy e�ects. The O 2p band com plex begins just be-

low the bottom ofthe t2g bands(see Fig. 3)and is5.5

eV wide. The states into which holes are doped from

NaCoO 2 com e from the 1.6 eV wide t2g band com plex.

The trigonalsym m etry ofthe Co site in this triangular

CoO 2 layersplitsthe t2g statesinto oneofag sym m etry

[(jxy > + jyz > + jzx > )=
p
3 in the localCoO 6 octahe-

dron coordinatesystem ]and a doubly degeneratepaire0g

[(jxy > + �jyz > + �2jzx > )
p
3 and its com plex conju-

FIG .4:Band structure(in thevirtualcrystalapproxim ation)

along high sym m etry lines(leftpanel)and thealigned density

ofstates (right panel) for the x = 1

3
cobaltate in the local

density approxim ation.Theag sym m etry band isem phasized

with circlesproportionalto the am ountofag character.The

ag density ofstatesisindicated by the darkerline.

gate,where� = exp(2�i=3)].

Thet2g band com plex thatisintersected by theFerm i

levelEF is shown in m ore detailin Fig. 4,where the

bandswith prim arily ag characterareshown in the\fat-

bands" representation against the corresponding densi-

tiesofstates.Theband dispersionsagreewellwith those

calculated by Rosneretal.[62]Theag characterisstrong

atthe bottom ofthe t2g com plex as wellas atthe top,

and illustratesthatholesdoped into theband-insulating

NaCoO 2 (x= 1)phase go initially into one ag band that

is rather 
at for � 25-30% ofthe distance to the zone

boundary. Based on a rigid band interpretation using

this x= 1/3 density ofstates (DO S),doped holes enter

only ag statesuntilx � 0.6,whereupon an e
0
g Ferm isur-

face beginsto form . Thisobservation isconsistentwith

the x= 0.5 Ferm isurface shown by Singh[42]which has

six e0g cylinders.

It is ofinterest to view this band structure from the

viewpointofa single isolated tight-binding s-band on a

triangularlatticewith nearneighborhoppingonly,which

isintended[44,45,46,47,48,50]to m odelthe ag band

dispersion. The ag DO S lieshigherthan thatofe0g not

because its band center lies higher (in fact its centroid

issom ewhatlower)butratherdue to the particulardis-

persion and to asubstantially largere�ectivebandwidth.

Judged from thedispersion curvesthem selves,theag and

e0g bandsdi�erlittlein width.However,nearly allofthe

e0g statesliewithin a 1.0 eV region,whereastheag DO S

extendsover1.5 eV.

The ag band dispersion in Fig. 4 does resem ble that

ofthe sim ple tight-binding m odel� t
P

< ij>
(c
y

icj + h:c:)

with a negativevalueoft.(Theband structurealsoindi-

catesthatthe e0g hopping integralhasthe opposite sign

to that ofag.) The ag-projected DO S howeverisnoth-

ing like thatofthe tight-binding m odel.[46]The reason

4



is twofold. First,there is m ixing ofthe ag with the e0g
bandsoverm ostoftheBrillouin zone.Thehybridization

is evident along the M -� line in Fig. 4;it is less obvi-

ousalong the�-K linebecausethem ixing happensto be

accidentally sm allfor the x= 1/3 CoO 2 layer structure.

ForotherCo-O distancesand bond angles,and forx= 0

doping level(notshown),them ixing oftheag band with

thelowere0g band becom esm uch larger.A second reason

forthe actualshape ofthe DO S is due to the in
uence

ofsom e second-neighbor hopping,[62]which m akes the

ag band near k= 0 m uch 
atter than the tight-binding

m odel,or even disperse slightly upward before turning

downward.

Som edetailsoftheband structureshould beclari�ed.

Theupward dispersion oftheag band around the� point

(m entioned above)alsoseem stobea�ected by interlayer

coupling,which can depressthe band atk= 0.Johannes

and Singh have reported that,even for wellseparated

CoO 2 layers(i.e. when hydrated)the ag band m ay still

disperseupward[63]beforeturningdown.Even forCoO 2

layergeom etriesforwhich thereisno upward curvature,

the ag band rem ainsunusually 
atoutto alm ost1/3 of

theway to thezoneboundary.Eitherbehaviorisindica-

tiveofextended hopping processes.

M agnetic Orderwith LDA.Analogousto theresultsof

Singh forx = 0:3;0:5;0:7 [42,43],we �nd ferrom agnetic

(FM )tendenciesforx= 1/3within LDA.In disagreem ent

with experim ent(no m agnetic orderisobserved forx �

0:3, nor even any localm om ent at high tem perature)

a half m etallic FM result is found, with a m om ent of

2 �B /supercellthat is distributed alm ostevenly on the

three Co ions. The exchange splitting ofthe t2g states

is 0.5 eV,and the Ferm ilevel(EF ) lies just above the

top ofthe fully occupied m ajority bands (the m inority

bands are m etallic). The FM energy gain is about 45

m eV/Co. W ith the m ajority bands �lled,the �lling of

the m inority t2g bands becom es 2

3
,leading to larger e0g

holeoccupation than fortheparam agneticphase.Hence,

unlikethestandard assum ption being m adesofar,x = 1

3

isa m ultiband (ag + e0g)system (within LDA,whether

ferrom agnetic or param agnetic). Attem pts using LDA

to obtain self-consistentchargedisproportionated states,

or AFM spin ordering,always converged to the FM or

nonm agneticsolution.

Ferm iology.Suspecting from theS= 1/2 spinsand the

two-dim ensionality that quantum 
uctuation is an im -

portant aspect of this system , it is possible that the

x= 1/3system isa\
uctuation-induced param agnet"due

to the lack ofaccount of
uctuations in the electronic

structure calculations.W hateverthe underlying reason,

a page can be taken from the high Tc cuprate chapter

ofm aterialsphysicsthat,even in thepresenceofconsid-

erable correlation e�ects,in the m agnetically-disordered

m etallic phasethe param agneticFerm isurface(FS)will

em erge. The lack ofany observed m agnetic behaviorin

the x � 0.3 region reinforcesthisexpectation.

In Fig. 5 we show the x= 1/3 LDA FS,which issim -

ilar to the x = 0:5 one shown by Singh[42]. A large

FIG .5:Ferm isurface for(virtualcrystal)NxCO ,x= 0.30,in

the two dim ensionalBrillouin zone. The large cylinder con-

tains ag holes,whereas the six sm allcylinders contain holes

thatare prim arily e
0

g-like.

�-centered hole cylinder (m ean radiusK F ) showssom e


attening perpendicularto the�-K direction,thiscylin-

der holds 0.43 ag holes/Co. In addition,there are six

additional,prim arily e0g in character,holecylinderslying

along the �-K directions,containing 0.04 holes in each

ofthe six sm allcylinders (radius kF ). The totalis the

0.67 holes necessary to account for the x = 0:33 elec-

tron count.ThisFS geom etry leadsto severalim portant

phase spacefeatures.There arethe nesting wavevectors

that translate one ofthe sm allcylinders into another,

giving three distinct intercylinder nesting vectors as il-

lustrated in Fig.5.Ifthesecylinderswerecircular,these

vectorswould representstrongnestingvectorsforcharge-

orspin-density waves.In addition,the susceptibility for

Q � 2kF intra surfacescattering processesisconstantin

two dim ensions.[67]Thecalculated cylindershavean ec-

centricity of1.25,weakeningthesenestingfeaturessom e-

what.Therearein addition thecorresponding processes

with Q � 2K F ofthe largecylinder.

IV . IN C LU SIO N O F C O R R ELA T IO N EFFEC T S

Despite the feature of the LDA+ U m ethod that it

driveslocalorbitaloccupationsto integraloccupancy (as

U increases),to ourknowledgeithasneverbeen used to

study the question ofchargedisproportionation.In this

section we show that m oderate values ofU lead to CD

at both x= 1/3 and x= 2/3. For the triangular lattice,

threefold expanded supercells(
p
3�

p
3,seeSec.II)are

convenient,and x= 1/3 lies very close to the supercon-
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FIG .6:E�ectoftheintraatom icrepulsion U on them agnetic

m om ent(leftaxis)and energy gap (rightaxis)oftheCo1 and

Co2 ionsin thesupercell.Top panel:resultforferrom agnetic

order. Changesin the m agnetic m om ents,indicating dispro-

portionation to form alcharge states Co
3+

and Co
4+
,begins

at Uc = 3 eV.The opening ofthe gap (halfm etallic to in-

sulating)occurssim ultaneously atUc.Bottom panel:results

forantiferrom agnetic order. Already forU c= 1 eV,the Co
4+

m om ent is large (the Co3+ m om ents is zero by sym m etry)

whereasthe gap isjustbeginning to open.

ducting com position whilex= 2/3isrepresentativeofthe

x > 0.5 region thatshowscorrelated behavior.[64]

LDA+U m agnetic structure and energies.Thebehav-

iorofthe LDA+ U results(Co m om entsand the energy

gap) versus U was �rst studied for x= 1/3 (on-site ex-

change waskept�xed atthe conventionalvalue of1 eV

asU wasvaried). The dependence ofthe m agnetic m o-

m entand band gap on U forFM orderingisshown in the

top panelofFig.6.ForU < Uc = 3 eV,them om entson

the two inequivalentCo sites are nearly equaland sim -

ilar to LDA values (which is the U ! 0 lim it). Above

Uc,disproportionation into S = 1

2
Co4+ and S = 0 Co3+
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FIG .7: E�ect ofthe intraatom ic repulsion U on the m ag-

netic m om ent (left axis) and energy gap (right axis) ofthe

Co1 and Co2 ionsin thesupercellforx= 2/3.Changesin the

m agnetic m om ents, indicating disproportionation to form al

charge states Co
3+

and Co
4+
,begins at Uc = 3 eV just as

in the corresponding x= 1/3 case. Note that applying sm all

but increasing U decreases the m om ent som ewhat untildis-

proportionation occurs.Theopening ofthegap (halfm etallic

to insulating)occurssim ultaneously atUc.

ionsisnearlycom pleteatU = 3.5eV and isaccom panied

by am etal-insulator(M ott-like)transition from conduct-

ing to insulating. The gap increaseslinearly atthe rate

dE g/dU = 0.6 forU > 3.5 eV.Forthe(insulating)U = 5

eV case,nonm agnetic Co3+ states lie at the bottom of

the1.3eV widegap,with theoccupied Co4+ e0g states1-2

eV lower.Thespin-half\hole" on theCo4+ ion occupies

the ag orbitalasexpected.

In ourchoiceof(sm all)supercell,thisCD isnecessar-

ily accom panied by charge order,resulting in a honey-

com b lattice ofspin halfions. In a crystalthere would

bethreedistinctchoicesoftheordered sublattice(corre-

spondingto thethreepossiblesitesforCo3+ ).O fcourse,

even ata rationalconcentration such asx= 1/3,CD m ay

occur without necessarily being accom panied by charge

ordering when therm aland quantum 
uctuationsareac-

counted for. Regarding the disproportionation,we note

that,based on theM ullikan chargedecom position in the

FPLO m ethod,the chargeson the \Co3+ " and \Co4+ "

ions di�er by only 0.25-0.3 electrons. This sm allvalue

re
ectsthewellknown resultthattheform alchargedes-

ignation,while being very inform ative ofthe m agnetic

stateand indispensableforphysicalunderstanding,does

notrepresentactualchargeaccurately.

Theanalogouscalculation can becarried outallowing

AFM orderofthe Co4+ ions,and the resultsare shown

in the bottom panelofFig. 6. A Co4+ m om ent grows

(disproportionation)im m ediately asU isincreased from

zero. The gap opensaround U = 1 eV and increasesat

the rate dE g/dU = 0.4. Thus forAFM spin order,the
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FIG .8:Evolution ofthe Co3+ and Co4+ 3d statesascharge

disproportionation occurs,forx= 1/3 and FM spin order(top

panel) and AFM spin order (bottom panel). Note that the

evolution in the FM case isfrom a halfm etallic FM .

criticalvalueisno higherthan Uc = 1 eV.

At x= 2/3,CD willlead to only one Co4+ ion in the

supercell,so only FM ordering can be considered. The

corresponding behaviorofthe m om entand the gap are

presented in Fig. 7. The Co m om ents rem ain nearly

equalbut slowly decrease from their LDA value up to

Uc = 3 eV,whereupon again CD occurs abruptly. The

m om ents are \wellform ed" by U = 4 eV but continue

to evolvesom ewhatbeyond that.In thiscasedE g/dU =

0.67.

O ur LDA+ U results,showing charge disproportiona-

tion forUc = 3 eV (FM )orUc = 1 eV (AFM )are very

di�erentfrom earlierreportswherelittle changewasob-

tained even forlargervaluesofU when sym m etry break-

ing by disproportionation wasnotallowed.[64]Thisdif-

ference serves as an alert that LDA+ U results can be

sensitiveto whatdegreesoffreedom areallowed.

It is far from obvious that charge disproportiona-

tion and gap opening should occursim ultaneously with

LDA+ U, although physically the phenom ena are ex-

pected to be closely related. The evolution ofthe Co3+

and Co4+ 3d stateswith U in thecriticalregion isshown

in Fig. 8. In the FM case,the system evolves from a

halfm etalliccon�guration,stillvisibleforU = 3 eV,and

gap opening occursjustwhen them inority ag band con-

taining 2/3 hole per Co ion splits o� from the valence

band.Atthepointofseparation,theag statessplitinto

an unoccupied narrow band containing oneholeforeach

ofthetwo Co4+ ions,and an occupied (and also narrow)

band on the Co3+ ion. This disproportionation can be

identi�ed from the strong change in the occupied states

around -0.6 to -0.3 eV.Thuswhiledisproportionation in

principle could occur before the gap opens,it does not

do so here.

W hen sym m etry is broken according to the AFM or-

dered (and disproportionated)superlatticeshown in Fig.

2,the criticalvalue ofU is1 eV orless. This\ease" in

gap openingisnodoubtencouraged by thenarrow band-

width ofthe unoccupied ag band. A spin up Co4+ ion

is surrounded by three spin down Co4+ ions and three

Co3+ ions,neither ofwhich have ag states ofthe sam e

spin direction atthe sam e energy. The surviving band-

width re
ectsthee�ectivecoupling between ag stateson

second-neighborCo ions. For this AFM ordered phase,

the DO S ofFig. 8 indicates also little orno dispropor-

tionation beforethe gap beginsto open.

Exchange Coupling. The Coulom b repulsion param e-

ter U has not been calculated for these cobaltates,but

severalestim ates for other cobaltates put U at 5 eV or

above.[42,45,49]O n the otherhand,Chainanietal.�t

clustercalculation resultsto xray photoem ission data on

sam ples showing both charge states,and found that U

in the 3-5.5 eV range work equally well.[65]This range

is rather lower than what has generally supposed,thus

the appropriate value ofU is quite uncertain. Here we

concentrateon U = 5.4 eV results,butourcalculated be-

havior is not sensitive to variation ofU in this range.

In thisCD regim e (also chargeordered,due to the con-

straintofthesupercell),AFM orderinggives1.2m Ry/Co

lower energy than does FM order. In term s ofnearest

neighbor coupling on the resulting honeycom b lattice,

the FM -AFM energy di�erence correspondsto J = 11

m eV.Referringtotheparam agneticbandwidth identi�ed

above,the corresponding superexchangeconstantwould

be4t2=U � 20m eV.Again,wenotethattheag DO S dif-

fers greatly from the single band picture that was used

to obtain thisvalue oft= 0.16 eV.
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V . D ISC U SSIO N O F IN T ER A C T IO N

ST R EN G T H

O urcalculationsindicatethat,aslong asU � 3 eV as

isgenerally thought,atboth x= 1/3and x= 2/3thereisa

strong tendency to disproportionate,with oneresultbe-

ing a Co4+ ion with a localm om ent.Disproportionation

intoan AFM honeycom b latticeoccursalreadyby Uc = 1

eV in ourm ean �eld treatm ent.Atleastin thepresence

ofchargeorderin a honeycom b arrangem ent,thereisan

AFM nearestneighborexchange coupling J � 11 m eV.

The N�eelstate is known to be the ground state ofthe

AFM Heisenberghoneycom b lattice.Thesechargeorder-

ing tendencies m ay be expected to be strongly opposed

by therm aland quantum 
uctuationsthatare expected

for low coordination and sm allspins in 2D layers. To

date,disproportionation and charge ordering have only

been reported forx= 1/2.[31]

In addition to producing local m agnetic m om ents,

charge disproportionation m ight be expected to intro-

ducenew coupling to thelattice.SincetheradiiofCo2+

and Co3+ di�erby 15% (0.74�A vs.0.63 �A),dispropor-

tionation into those charge stateswould be expected to

couplestrongly to localoxygen m odes.In octahedralco-

ordination,however,theCo4+ ion radiusisalm ostindis-

tinguishablefrom thatoftheCo3+ ion,[66]so therem ay

be little evidence in the lattice behavior even ifCo3+ -

Co4+ chargedisproportionation occurs.

In spite ofthe prevalenttheoreticalpresum ption that

correlation e�ectsm ay beplaying an essentialrolein the

superconductivityofthiscobaltatesystem ,thedataseem

tobesuggestingotherwise.In thex > 0.5regim e,indeed

localm om entsareevidentin therm odynam icand trans-

portdata,spin 
uctuationshave been observed by neu-

tron scattering,and the linear speci�c heat coe�cients

arelarge,
= 48-56 m J/m ol-K2.Com paring thisvalueto

ourcalculated band value,
� = 10� 2 m J/m ol-K 2,leads

to a factor of�ve enhancem ent due to dynam ic corre-

lation e�ects. M agnetic ordering around x � 0:75 also

atteststo substantialcorrelation e�ects. O ur�nding of

disproportionation forU > 3eV (in m ean �eld)isconsis-

tentwith the experim entalinform ation and a correlated

electron picture.

In the superconducting regim e x � 0.3,the em erging

picture is quite the opposite. The speci�c heat coe�-

cient is ordinary,with the reported values[4,5]cluster-

ing around 
= 12-13 m J/m ol-K2 indistinguishable the

band value
� � 13 m J/m ol-K 2.In addition,thereisno

localm om ent(Curie-W eiss)contribution to thesuscepti-

bility,and otherevidenceofenhanced propertiesislack-

ing (m agnetic�eld dependenceoftheresistivity issm all,

for exam ple). In short,evidence ofsubstantialcorrela-

tion e�ectsduetotheanticipated strongon-siteCoulom b

repulsion U isdi�cultto �nd forx < 0.5. M oreover,as

discussed in the Introduction,the x= 0 endpointisnota

M ottinsulator,butrathera nonm agneticm etal.[24]

It is essential to begin to reconcile the m icroscopic

m odelwith observations. There are severalindications

thatthesim plesingleband pictureisoversim pli�ed,one

ofthe m ost prom inent being that there is no evidence

thatthe ag stateissigni�cantly di�erentin energy from

thee0g states,i.e.thet2g degeneracy isstillessentially in

place.Dueto theform ofdispersion in theCoO 2 layer,it

isstillthe casethatholesdoped into the band insulator

NaCoO 2 go into the ag band,m aking itviable to use a

singleband m odelin thesm all1� x regim ewith arather

robustvalueofU ,with a valueofU � 3 eV possibly be-

ing su�cientto accountforcorrelated electron behavior

(W � 1:5 eV).

The x < 0.5 regim e seem sto require reanalysis. Itis

quite plausible,based both on the LDA band structure

and theobserved properties,thatforx < 0.5,thesystem

crossesoverinto a three-band regim e where the fullt2g
com plex ofstatescom esinto play.Them ultiband nature

tendstom itigatecorrelatedbehaviorin atleasttwoways.

Firstly,doped carriersthatgo into a m ultiband com plex

m ay sim ply �nd a sm aller\phasespace" forapproaching

or entering the M ott-Hubbard insulating phase,as the

carriers have m ore degrees offreedom . Not com pletely

separate,perhaps,isthe extensivestudy ofG unnarsson,

K och,and M artin,[68,69,70]thatstrongly suggeststhat

in a m ultiband system ofN bands,thee�ectiverepulsion

strength becom es U eff = U=
p
N . For these cobaltates

with carriersin thet2g bands,N = 3,and Uc � 3eV would

becom e U eff
c ! 3 eV/

p
3 � W ,and correlation e�ects

dim inish considerably. Secondly,screening willincrease

ashole doping occursfrom the band insulatorx= 1,re-

ducing { perhapsstrongly {theintra-atom icrepulsion U

to a value nearW ..

V I. SU M M A R Y

In thispaperwehavebegun an analysis,coupled with

closeattention to the observed behavior,ofthe strength

ofcorrelation e�ectsin thiscobaltatesystem thatsuper-

conducts when hydrated. In this initialwork,we have

used the m ean �eld LDA+ U m ethod to evaluate the

e�ects ofHubbard-like interactions in NxCO ,and �nd

chargedisproportionation and aM ottinsulatingstatefor

Coulom brepulsionU = 3eV orless,forboth x = 1=3and

x = 2=3,when 
uctuationsareneglected.Ferrom agnetic

tendenciesforsm allU evolveto nearestneighborantifer-

rom agneticcoupling J � 11 m eV forU � 5 eV,atleast

ifchargedisproportionation occurs.The only insulating

phase reported so far has been at x= 1/2,with strong

evidence[31]that it is due to charge disproportionation

and chargeorder(and probably m agnetic order).

The x = 1

3
LDA FS hasbeen described,following the

presum ption (based on the observation ofatm ostm od-

erately correlated behavior)that2D 
uctuationswillre-

store the param agnetic m etallic state. There are strong

indicationshoweverthatstrong interactions,clearly evi-

dentforx > 1/2,havebecom em uted in theregim ewhere

superconductivity appears. O n the one hand,the elec-

tronic structure and FS indicate that m ultiband e�ects

8



m ust be considered in this regim e,which in itselfwill

decreasethee�ectiverepulsion U .Independently,U will

bedecreased by screeningasthesystem becom esincreas-

ingly m etallic.O n theexperim entalside,thebehaviorof

both the m agnetic susceptibility and the linear speci�c

heat coe�cient point to a lack of\enhanced" behavior

forx � 0.3.
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