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In the Li1�x NaxNiO 2 solid solutions three di�erent single phase regions exist: for x � 0:9,for

x � 0:7 and for x � 0:3. Although the interm ediate com pound does not show the cooperative

Jahn-Teller transition ofNaNiO 2,its m agnetic properties rem ain very sim ilar with,in particular,

thelow tem perature3D m agneticordering.Therefore,thestrong coupling between orbitaland spin

degreesoffreedom ,characteristicofotheroxideslikeperovskites,and usually invoked to explain the

absenceofboth long-rangeorbitaland m agneticordering in LiNiO 2,doesnotto takeplacein these

layered com poundswith � 90� super-exchangebonds.W ealso discusstherelevanceoftheO crystal

�eld splitting induced by the trigonaldistortion,in generating AFM in-plane Ni-Niinteractions.

PACS num bers:71.27+ a,75.30.Et,71.70-d,61.10N z,75.40Cx

The interplay between orbital and spin degrees of

freedom in transition m etal (TM ) oxides can yield

peculiar m agnetic structures and so is a subject under

active research [1]. In this context,the absence ofboth

long-range m agnetic and orbital ordering in layered

LiNiO 2, indeed clearly observed in isom orphic and

isoelectronic NaNiO 2 [2, 3, 4], is especially puzzling.

Recently there have been attem pts to explain these

curious di�erent behaviours, but the situation is still

unsettled. M ost m odels [5, 6, 7, 8, 9] assum e an

im portantcoupling between the spin and orbitalstates,

considering that frustration or the particular orbital

ordering in the triangular lattice of LiNiO 2 inhibits

the stabilization ofa 3D m agnetic ordering. Here,our

synthesis and study of interm ediate Li1�x NaxNiO 2

com pounds shows that the m acroscopic Jahn-Teller

(JT) transition observed in NaNiO 2 can be killed by a

sm all am ount of Li replacing Na ions. Paradoxically,

the m agnetic properties exhibited by Lidoped NaNiO 2

rem ain veryclosetothosedisplayed by thepureNaNiO 2.

O urexperim entalobservationssupportpreviousanalysis

[10] and recent theoretical calculations [11] showing

that,in the� 90� TM -O -TM system s,orbitalsand spins

are essentially decoupled. Departure from the ideal

90� angle, contribution from extra overlapings [9] or

crystal�eld splitting e�ects [12]have been invoked to

strengthen the coupling between spins and orbitals in

these system s, but the results reported here indicate

thatthose hypothesisare notappropriate in the case of

LiNiO 2.

The �-NaFeO 2 structure ofLiNiO 2 has planes ofNi

m agnetic ions arranged in a triangular network. No

long range m agnetic ordering has been reported for

this com pound. The Ni3+ ions are in the low spin

con�guration (t62ge
1
g) with s= 1/2 on the doubly degen-

erate eg level. The G oodenough-K anam ori-Anderson

rulesyield ferrom agnetic (FM ) spin exchange couplings

between nearest-neighbour Ni ions in the sam e plane.

The m easured Curie-W eiss tem perature indicates the

predom inance ofFM interactions. Interestingly,it has

been recently pointed out [12]that the trigonalcrystal

�eld splitting of the O 2p orbitals could induce also

antiferrom agnetic (AFM ) exchange integrals in the Ni

planes. That would give a m icroscopic foundation for

the coexistence of intra-layer FM and AFM couplings

in LiNiO 2, as considered by som e authors [9, 13].

Concerning the orbitaloccupation,no JT transition is

observed.

O n theotherhand,NaNiO 2 undergoesa cooperativeJT

ordering oftheNi3+ ionsat480K reducing itssym m etry

from rhom bohedralto m onoclinic. It presents a long

range AFM order below 20K [2,3]. It has been then

speculated thata di�erentoxygen crystal�eld splitting

would inhibit these AFM in plane Ni-Ni interactions

in NaNiO 2,yieldingitsdi�erentm agneticproperties[12].

W e perform here a crystallographic and m agnetic

study ofLiNiO 2,NaNiO 2 and the new Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2

[14]. O urm ain pointisthatsam pleswith thisinterm e-

diate com position do not undergo the JT transition of

NaNiO 2,butkeep a rhom bohedralstructurelikeLiNiO 2

even at low tem perature. In spite of this fact, they

achieve the long range m agnetic ordering of NaNiO 2.

Thisshowsthe decoupling between orbitaland spinsfor

these oxides with � 90� bonds. Furtherm ore,the quan-
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FIG .1:thetrigonaldistorted NiO 6 octahedra in LiNiO 2 with

O -O distances.

ti�cation ofthetrigonaldistortion in these3 com pounds

also allow us to discuss its relevance in generating

in-plane AFM interactions in LiNiO 2, conjectured to

suppressthe m agneticordering [12].

The products were obtained by classical high-

tem perature solid-statereaction.They weresynthesized

from Na2O 2,NiO and LiO H� H2O powders.Thestarting

m aterials were m ixed in an argon atm osphere with a

10% excess of (Na+ Li) to account for volatilization

losses. The m ixture was heated under owing oxygen

at 680�C for 24h. Twelve sam ples with com positions

(Li1�x Nax)NiO 2 with 0� x � 1 (x denotes the nom inal

Na content)were prepared.Theircationic com positions

were analyzed by atom ic absorption spectroscopy. The

crystalstructurewasstudied by x-ray powderdi�raction

(XPD).In order to detect possible m agnetic ordering,

neutron powder di�raction (NPD) data were collected

down to 1.5K on the CRG -D1B instrum ent ofthe ILL.

The x-ray and neutron di�ractogram s were re�ned by

Rietveld techniqueusing the Fullprofsoftware[15].
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FIG .2: x-ray di�ractogram s as a function of the nom inal

com position Li1�x NaxNiO 2.

TABLE I:room tem perature crystallographic and low tem -

perature m agnetic param etersforthe three phases.

LiNiO 2 Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2 NaNiO 2

space group R�3m R�3m C2/m

cellparam . a= 2.8727(3) a= 2.9410(1) a= 5.3208(3)

c= 14.184(2) c= 15.4082(1) b= 2.8440(2)

c= 5.5818(4)

�= 110.49(1)

Na content 0.009(3) 0.698(4) 1.0

positional x(O )= 0.24248(8) x(O )= 0.2324(2) x(O )= 0.282(2)

param eters z(O )= 0.799(2)

R w p,R B ragg 3.91,7.28 3.24,6.6 3.78,8.11

Ni-O (�A) 6x1.977 6x1.977 4x1.93,2x2.17

O -O (�A) 6x2.716 6x2.644 4x3.02,2x2.84

6x2.873 6x2.941 4x2.78,2x2.60

O -Ni-O (
�
) 6x93.2 6x96.1 4x94.8,2x95.1

6x86.8 6x83.9 4x85.2,2x84.9

TC W + 26K + 40K + 36K

TN orT S G 9K 25K 20K

H C 0 at4K 0.05T 1.8T

H C 1 5T 7T

H sat > 23T 19T 13T

H E 9.5T 6.5T

H A 0.2m T 250m T

Itisnotpossibleto synthesizesinglephasesam plesfor

arbitrary Li/Na ratio. As shown in Fig.2 and reported

by M atsum ura et al.[14], the LiNiO 2/NaNiO 2 phase

diagram contains 3 di�erent single phase solid solution

regions, in between which, two phase m ixtures are

observed. For x � 0.3, the R�3m �-NaFeO 2 structure

type ofLiNiO 2 is found (RII phase),where Li,Niand

O atom s occupy the 3a (0 0 0), 3b (0 0 1/2) and 6c

(0 0 z� 0.24) positions, respectively. For x � 0.9, the

m onoclinic C2/m phase of NaNiO 2 is observed, with

substitution of Li+ for Na+ ions. In this phase, the

Na, Ni and O atom s occupy the 2d (0 1/2 1/2), 2a

(0 0 0) and 4i(x� 0.28 0 z� 0.8) positions. In a sm all

concentration range aboutx � 0.8,a new rhom bohedral

phase (RI phase) is obtained, which has the sam e

structural arrangem ent as LiNiO 2, but quite di�erent

cellparam eters:the c/a ratio is� 5.24 instead of� 4.94

for LiNiO 2. The exact cationic com position of this

phase found both by Rietveld re�nem ent of the x-ray

data and atom ic absorption is Li0:30(1)Na0:70(1). No

structuralphase transition could be detected by NPD

for(Li0:3Na0:7)NiO 2 down to 1.5K .Therefore,thisphase

rem ains rhom bohedral in this tem perature range and

does not undergo a cooperative JT ordering. In this

respect,itbehaveslikeLiNiO 2 and notlikeNaNiO 2.

To better understand the m agnetism of these com -

pounds, it is interesting to com pare the structuralar-

rangem entsoftheNiO 2 octahedrallayers(TableI).The

R�3m LiNiO 2 structurecan bedescribed by starting from

the F-centered cubic NiO structure and replacing every
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otherNiplaneperpendicularto oneofthe3-fold axesby

a Liplane,form ing NiO 2 edge-shared octahedrallayers

separated by Li+ cations planes. This is accom panied

by a trigonaldistortion ofthe NiO 6 octahedra brought

about by the di�erence ofcharge and size between Li+

and Ni3+ cations.Theseoctahedraarecom pressed along

the c axisasshown in Fig.1.The six Ni-O distancesre-

m ain equal(� 1.98�A),butthe six O -O distanceslinking

oxygen anions from the plane above and below the Ni

cation,called d(O -O )c,becom e shorter (� 2.72�A) than

those in the ab plane,d(O -O )ab (� 2.87�A).Atthe sam e

tim e, the O -Ni-O angles between oxygen anions from

the sam e plane above or below the Nication opens to

93.2�,while the ones between oxygen anions from the

two planes close down to 86.8�. This distortion can be

characterized by theratio  = d(O -O )c/d(O -O )ab,and is

0.945 forLiNiO 2.

Although the structural arrangem ent is the sam e for

Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2,theinteratom icdistancesand anglesare

m arkedly m odi�ed becauseofthesterice�ectdueto the

largesizedi�erence between Na+ and Li+ cations(ionic

radius= 1.02�Aand 0.76�A).Due to charge balance,the 6

Ni-O distancesarealm ostunchanged (1.98�A),butthe 2

O -O distancesand anglesde�ned abovebecom e� 2.94�A,

2.64�A,96.1� and 83.9�,respectively. = 0.899,indicates

a m uch strongertrigonaldistortion than forLiNiO 2.

Very sim ilarNi-O and O -O distancesand O -Ni-O an-

glescan be calculated in the isostructuralhigh tem per-

ature form ofNaNiO 2 from the NPD data ofChappel

et al. [4] (at 565K :Ni-O : 6x1.98�A;O -O : 6x2.96�A,

6x2.63�A, = 0.899 ; O -Ni-O : 6x96.8�, 6x83.2�). At

room tem perature, in the m onoclinic phase, the NiO 6

octahedra becom e JT distorted: 4 Ni-O distances be-

com eshorter(1.93�A)and 2 longer(2.17�A).Theaverage

O -O distances becom e d(O -O )c ’ 2.72(0.1)�A,and d(O -

O )ab ’ 2.96(0.1)�A,and the average O -Ni-O angles’ 95�

and ’ 85�. The sam e ratio can stillbe used to evaluate

the trigonaldistortion:  = 0.919. By com paring these

valueswith those of(Li0:3Na0:7)NiO 2,one can conclude

that in m onoclinic NaNiO 2,the JT distortion is super-

im posed on the trigonalone withoutm arkedly changing

the am plitude ofthe latter.

Having in m ind that NaNiO 2 undergoes a collective

JT transition, while LiNiO 2 as wellas Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2

do not, we perform now a com parative study oftheir

m agnetic properties.The positive Curie-W eisstem pera-

ture forallofthem (Fig.3 and Table I)reectsthe pre-

dom inance of FM interactions. The e�ective m om ent

in allthe high tem perature orbitally disordered phases

is nearly the sam e (’ 2.1�B ) while it is sm aller in the

orbitally ordered phase ofNaNiO 2 (1.85�B ). Deviation

from the free electron value (1.75�B )isenhanced in the

orbitalordered phasereecting theim portanceoftheor-

bitalcontribution to the Ni3+ m agnetic m om ent.

The 3 com pounds show a m axim um in the suscep-

tibility at low tem perature: 20K for NaNiO 2, 25K

for Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2 and 9K for LiNiO 2. In fact,

LiNiO 2 is never stoichiom etric: the exact form ula be-

ing Li1��Ni1+ �O 2 wih extra Niionsin theLiplane.This

givesrisetofrustrated m agneticinteractionsbetween the

Niplanes and prevents any long range m agnetic order

yielding instead spin glass behaviour [16]. In NaNiO 2

and Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2 which arestoichiom etric(no Niions

arepresentin theNa/Liplanes),the�eld dependenceof

the m agnetization at 4K indicates long range m agnetic

order for both com positions (Figs.4a and b). NaNiO 2

isconsidered asan A type antiferrom agnetwith FM Ni

layers coupled AF below TN ’ 20K [2,3,4]. However

our NPD m easurem ents failed to detect such a sim ple

m agnetic structure,in spite ofthe adequate sensitivity

oftheD1B spectrom eter.A carefulanalysisofthem ag-

netization data revealsindeed a m orecom plex ordering:

when taking its derivative as a function ofthe applied

m agnetic�eld (Fig.4b),clearly 3 characteristic�eldsare

present:H c0,H c1 and H sat instead of2 expected foran

A type antiferrom agnet(H c0,and H sat)[17]. The sam e

behaviourisobserved in Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2,with H c0,H c1

lowered and H sat enhanced (TableI).Sim ilarly no m ag-

netic di�raction peak wasdetected by NPD.So,we can

concludethatboth NaNiO 2 and Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2 undergo

thesam elong rangem agnetictransition,thisistherele-

vantpointforourdiscussion concerningthedecouplingof

theorbitaland spin degreesoffreedom in thesesystem s.

In a �rst approach,this com m on m agnetic structure

can stillbe described as an AF stacking ofFM planes

as previously proposed [2, 3, 4]. Then only H sat and

H c0 are relevantand we can estim ate H sat ’ 2H E and

H c0 = H sf ’
p
2H E H A ,where H E isthe AF exchange

�eld (between the Ni layers) and HA the anisotropy

�eld which aligns the m agnetic m om ent in a given

direction [17]. Table I yields all these m easured and

calculated quantities. Note the signi�cant decrease of

H A : while NaNiO 2 is an easy plane antiferrom agnet,

Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2 is m ore isotropic. This can be well

explained by the presence orabsence oforbitalorderin

these com pounds: the m agneto-crystalline anisotropy
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arises from spin-orbit coupling; in NaNiO 2 orbital

order insures the presence ofpreferred orientations for

the m agnetic m om ent, whereas in Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2 the

disordered orbitaloccupancy givesriseto isotropicprob-

ability for the spins orientation. From H E we deduce

the AF interaction JA F : -1.3K for NaNiO 2 and -1.9K

forLi0:3Na0:7NiO 2.Using also theCurie-W eisstem pera-

ture,wecalculatetheFM interaction JF :+ 13.3K forthe

form er,+ 15.2K forthelatter.Both interactionsincrease

slightly from NaNiO 2 to Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2. JA F arises

from super-super-exchange Ni-O -O -Nibonds acrossthe

Niplanes, and JF from � 90� Ni-O -Niin-plane bonds

explained before.

Tosum m arize,whileLi0:3Na0:7NiO 2 and NaNiO 2 have

very di�erentorbitalground state,they presenta sim ilar

m agnetic ground state with sim ilar exchange energies.

The orbitalcontribution can only be seen in the value

ofthe m agneticm om entand the anisotropy �eld associ-

ated with Ni3+ ions.Although wecannotconcludeabout

the orbitaloccupation in the Licontaining com pounds,

NaNiO 2 can m ost probably be the spin m odelfor the

m agnetic ground state ofpure LiNiO 2 [16]. The exact

m agnetic structure ofNaNiO 2,m ostlikely a m odulated

onederived from theA-typeantiferrom agnet,rem ainsto

be determ ined butthisisoutofthe scopeofthispaper.

In the calculation ofDar�e etal.[12]a large enough trig-

onaldistortion can generateAFM interactionsin the Ni

planesin addition to theFM interactions.Thisparam e-

terhasbeen quanti�ed in ourstructuralanalysis:LiNiO2
has the lowesttrigonaldistortion ( = 0.945)com pared

to Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2 (0.899) and to NaNiO 2 (0.89 for the

high tem peratureorthorhom bicphase,0.92 forthem on-

oclinic phase). Then this m echanism should lead to a

strongerAF contribution in NaNiO 2 and Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2

than in LiNiO 2 while the opposite occurs according to

the m easured Curie-W eisstem peratures(Table I).

In conclusion,thiscrystallographicand m agneticstudy

shows that the interm ediate com pound Li0:3Na0:7NiO 2

has the sam e m agnetic behaviour as NaNiO 2 while its

orbitalbehaviour is di�erent: like LiNiO2 it does not

undergo a collective Jahn-Teller transition. So, these

experim entalresults establish that the orbitaland spin

degreesoffreedom aredecoupled in thesesystem s.
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