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Abstract

W e report on a signi cant failure of the local density approxin ation (LDA ) and the generalized
gradient approxin ation GGA) to reproduce the phase stability and them odynam ics of m ixed—
valence L FePO 4 com pounds. Experm entally, Li,FePO 4 com positions (0 b:4 1) are known
to be unstabl and phase separate nto LFePO,4, and FePO 4. However, rstprinciples calcula—
tions with LDA /GGA yild energetically favorable nterm ediate com pounds and hence no phase
separation. T his qualitative ailure of LDA /GG A seam s to have its origh in the LDA /GGA self-
Interaction which delocalizes charge over the m ixed-valence Fe ions, and is corrected by explicitly
considering correlation e ects in this m aterial. This is dem onstrated wih LDA+ U calculations
w hich correctly predict phase separation In LiFePO 4, orU J & 3:5eV .. The origin of the desta—
bilization of interm ediate com pounds is identi ed as electron localization and charge ordering at
di erent iron sites. Introduction of correlation also yields m ore accurate electrochem ical reaction

energies betwveen FeP 0 4/LikFeP O 4 and Li/Li electrodes.
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F irstprinciples calculations em ploying density fiinctional theory O F T ) have proven to
be a powerfiilm ethod in understanding the them odynam ic, structural and electronic prop—
erties of a large class of m aterials. The density functional is not known exactly, and is
usually m odeled w ithin the LocalD ensity Approxin ation (LDA) or G eneralized G radient
Approxination (GGA).Formany system s LDA or GGA gives ram arkably good agreem ent
w ith experin ents, which hasm ade these techniques valuable tools to predict the behavior of
m aterials [l]. However, the self-interaction In LDA /GG A tends to delocalize electrons too
mudh, and as such these m ethods are unable to capture precisely the Coulomb correlation
e ects In correlated electron system s lke transition m etal oxides. The resulting failure to
predict m any transition m etal oxides as insulators has been well docum ented [£]. In this
paper we show by m eans of olivinetype LiFeP O, that the tendency for LDA /GGA to de—
Jocalize the delectrons In m ixed-valence transition m etal oxides also keads to a qualitative
failire n predicting m iscibility and phase stability by a surprisingly large m agnitude. The
role C oulom bic correlations play in phase stability w illbe qualitatively probed.

LiFeP04, a naturally occurring m ineral, has attracted m uch attention recently, as its
superb them al safety, non-toxicity and low ocost m ake it the most lkely candidate for
rechargeable Libatteries electrodes in large applications such as electric and hybrid ve-
hicks [3, 14,15, 16,17,18]. In a battery, lithim is electrochem ically and reversbly cycled in
and out of the LIFePO 4 m aterial. A s a resul, the pssudobinary FePO, —LiFePO, phase
diagram , critical for the m aterial’s behavior as an electrode, has been well characterized
experin entally.

O Iivinetype LFeP O, and the de-lithiated structure FePO 4, have an orthorhombic uni
cell with four Fomula Units FU) and space group Pnma (see Fig.[l). The olivinetype
structure contains a distorted hexagonal closepacking of oxygen anions, w ith three types of
cations occupyng the interstitial sites: 1) comer<sharing FeO ¢ octahedra which are nearly
coplanar to form a distorted 2-d square Jattice perpendicular to the a axis, 2) edgesharing
L10 ¢ octahedra aligned in parallel chains along the b axis, and 3) tetrahedral PO 4 groups
connecting neighboring planes or arrays. E lectrochem ical experin ents and X ray di raction
m easuram ents have con m ed that no Intem ediate com pound Li,FePO, exists between
FePO, and LFePO 4 [3,14], so that its phase diagram consists of a w ide two-phase region
with Iim ited solubility on both the FePO, and LiIFeP0O, sides. The m agnetic structure

of LFeP0O,4 and FePO 4 was detemm ined from neutron di raction data [9, 110]. Below the



Neel tamperature Ty = 50K [@] and 125K [L0], respectively, the iron soins align in an
antiferrom agnetic AFM ) amray, induced by FeO -Fe superexchange interactions between
neighboring iron atom s.

The ob ective of this paper is to investigate the stability of com pounds between the
com position FeP 0O 4 and LiFeP O, and dem onstrate that Coulomb correlations are essential
In reproducing the absence of interm ediate com pounds. D i erent Li arrangem ents w ith 4
form ula units are considered in the prin iive cell. A llpossible sym m etry-distinct decorations
of the 4 Lisites gives seven structures, including two end m embers x=0, 1), one structure
ateach ofx= 025 and 0.75, and 3 at x= 0.5, here nam ed 0 5a, 0 .5b and 0.5c. The structures
05a,0.5b and 0 5chave Liram aining at sites 1 and 2, 1 and 3, and 1 and 4, regpectively (see
Tabk[d.Allthe ve interm ediate structures have Iower sym m etry than the end m em bers,

and are m onoclinic or triclinic. Total energy calculations were perform ed for the seven

Lil Liz2 Li3 Li4 Fel Fe2 Fe 3 Fe 4
b4 0 05 05 0 28 22 78 2
y 0 0 05 05 25 J5 25 75
z 0 05 05 0 98 48 52 02

TABLE I:Fractionalpositions ofthe four Liand four Fe atom s w ithin the unit cell.

structures In GGA (or LDA where explicitly stated) with the progctoraugm ented-wave
PAW ) method [L1,112] as In plem ented in the Vienna Ab-iniio Sinulation Package [L3].
An energy cuto of 500 €V and approprate k-point m esh were chosen so that the total
ground state energy is converged w ithin 3m €V per FU . A 1l the atom s and cell param eters
are fully relaxed at each structure. For x=025 and 0.75 the rem alning S, point group
symm etry has to be ram oved by in posing di erent niialm agnetization on the irons to get
the electronic ground state (ssebelow ). T he results In thispaper represent the ferrom agnetic
(FM ) spInpolarized con gurations unless stated explicitly. A though the m agnetic ground
state of LIFePO 4 and FePO, is AFM [, 110], the di erence In FM and AFM fom ation
energies (de ned below) isa few m eV /FU In m ost cases, not exoeeding 12 m eV, and does
not a ect the qualitative analysis, which is clearer In the FM oon guration. Iron is found

to be always in the high-soin state, with the vem aprity spin 3d-orbitals occupied.



Herewe de ne E (x), the form ation energy perFU of Li FePO, as

EX)=E & &KE =1+ (1 =x)E x=0)) @

whereE (x) isthe ground state totalenergy perFU forthe structure w ith lithium concentra—
tion x. A negative fomm ation energy m eans com pound fom ation is energetically favorable.
In order for phase separation to occur at room tem perature, all intem ediate structures
should have positive form ation energy, large enough to overcom e the potential entropy gain
Inm ixing. LDA resultsof E (x) forall ve structures are negative. A though GGA slightly

Increases the form ation energy, the prediction ram ains qualitatively in disagream ent w ith ex—

perin ent.
b4 025 0.5a 0.5b 0.5c 0.75
LDA -155 255 247 -136 -168
GGA -135 209 -197 -129 -138

TABLE II:LDA and GGA fom ation energy (m &V /FU) at di erent Liconcentrations.

G wen that the true fom ation energies should allbe positive, these errors are large and
som ew hat surprising, since form ation energies are properly weighted energy di erences be—
tween sin ilar structures, and as such usually bene t from signi cant error cancellations. For
exam ple, In m any binary alloys fom ation energies are only 100 200m €V /atom in m agni-
tude, and hence Jarge errors such asthose found herewould m ake them com pletely unreliabl,
which, based on the good agreem ent of many LDA /GGA studies w ith experin ent, is not
the case [14].

T o investigate whether C oulom bic on-site e ects could be related to this substantial &ik-
ure of LDA /G G A we carried out rotationally nvariant LDA+U (G GA+ U, m ore accurately)

[15] calculations. T he essence of the m ethod can be summ arized by the expression for the

total energy

Ewpa+u [iA]=Eppa [ ]+ Eguw ] Egcf] Eppa [ ]+ Ey 1] @)

where denotes the charge density and 1t is the iron on-site 3d occupation m atrix. The

H atreeFock like interaction E 4, from the H ubbard m odel replaces the double counting (dc)



tem E 4. representing the LDA on-site interaction. The U correction term Ey Egw Egc
isde ned by Eq. . HoweverE 4. isnotuniguely de ned, and here we consider three com m on
approaches [LG]. The \around mean eld" dc functional [17] dcl) yields low-spin iron, in
disagreem ent w ith experin ent [L0]. T his is not surprising since dcl usually works poorly In
strongly correlated system s. W e then ocom pared form ation energies w ith the dc functional
de ned In [18] (dc2) and w ith its spherically averaged version [L8] (dc3). The latter reads

U J Uuo

Egc ) = 2 TmITm 1)= ?Tm Tm 1); 3)
U J Uuo

Ey ) = 2 Trax@ n))= ETr(ﬁ(l n)); @)

where we have de ned U%= U  J. The om ation energy with d2 is very insensitive to a
large range of J (0-2eV) when U%is xed, and agrees w ith dc3 results within 10 m &V for
U%& 2eV.Therefore, we willuse dc3, where there is only one e ective param eter, U °. W e
evaluate all results as fiinction of U %, spanning the range from 0 to 5.5eV .W hen calculating
om ation energies fora given U °, we assum e U ° to be the sam e for all structures. T he choice
of U? is a source of uncertainty in LDA+ U calculations. However, we present the resuls
as a fiinction of U % and w ill argue that the correct physics is obtained w thin a reasonable
range of U °.

In F ig.[J ©om ation energies at di erent U ® are shown as a filnction of Liconcentration x.
At each concentration E increaseswith U °and becom es positive at interm ediate U°( 25—
3.5eV ). The form ation energies saturate to a nearly constant value around U° 35456V .
The e ect of the Ey tem is to drive the Fe3d orbital occupation numbers to nteger (O
or 1) values. A s a result, the Fe ions tend to have Integral occupancy even in the partially
Jithiated structures, and charge ordering occurs: we see distinct Fe** and Fe?* m DFT+U
instead of the unifom Fe® ** seen in LDA/GGA .For low U°values U°. 1eV) the four
Fe ions in the unit cellhave sin ilar 3d electron occupancy and Fe-O bond lengths for all the
Intem ediate structures. T herefore, little charge ordering occurs In this lin i, even though
the Fe ions occupy symm etrically distinct positions. W e will call these Fe cations (3-x)+
like. They are stabl w ith respect to am all perturbations in initial charge distrdoution. In
the high lin it of U%& 3.5 or 4.5 V) there are 2 types of Fe ions, one very sin ilar to those
in FePO, (which we callFe** lke) and the other sim ilar to those in LFeP0O, (called Fe?*
like). The designation 3 2)+ is only m eaningfiill In that the Fe ions are sim ilar to those

In FePO 4, LFePO,4). The FeO hybridization gives them lss than nom nal charge. For



x=025(0.75) calculations in posing the symm etry of the structure on the charge density
Jleads to two 3 (2)+ lke and two 2.5+ like Fe ions. Only when symm etry is broken does a
lower energy state w ith three 3 2)+ like and one 2 (3)+ lke ions form . In these structures the
charge density has lower sym m etry than what would be expected from the jonic positions
and, hence, charge ordering occurs. A sthe analysis forall ve structures is sin larwe choose
x= 0.5a as a typical Intemm ediate structure for furthur discussion.

InFig.d E &=05a) isshown asa function of U °. W e investigated AFM spin con gura—
tions In x= 0, 0.5a and 1 and found them to give only slightly lower totalenergies. The AFM

E (dotted line) is alm ost equivalent to the FM one w ith charge ordering (solid line). W e
also studied a Yestricted’ FM system at x= 0.5a where all four Fe ions have the sam e Iniial
m agnetization, ending up 2.5+ lke. Charge ordering is absent in this m etastable state,
which has higher total energy than the charge-ordered ground state. From Fig.[J we can
compare E wih and wihout charge ordering. N ote that the curve w ith charge ordering
¥velso forU & 45V, which is explained below .

To study quantitatively the change in ©m ation energies and electron distrbution asU°
is ncreased, the contrbutions to E are ssparated into the LDA energy, E 1pa, and the
correction term, E y, with de nitions analogousto E in Eqg. [. The occupancy of the
m ost occupied ofthe ve m horty-spin 3d-orbitals of iron is displayed in the lower part of
Fig.[d. This orbital is m ost relevant because its occupation m akes the di erence between
Fe** and Fe' . W hen charge ordering is absent, the occupation num ber does not change
much w ith U °and staysnear 0.5, as expected ofa 2 5+ like Fe cation. In contrast, the curves
in the charge-ordered state separate beyond U°?  1eV, with half of the ions becom ing 2+
like and the otherhalf 3+ lke. These occupancies can help to explain E in the upperpart
of the diagram . W hen charge ordering is absent (dotted lines) the four Fe cations in the
x=0.5a structure are equally a ected by U % in tem s of 3d occupation, as they are in x= 0 and
1, and the changes in Tr(@ (1 1)) In Lis,FePO 4 are canceled by the weighted average of
those n x=0 and 1 structures. A s a resul, the correction tetrmm  E ; is alm ost proportional
to UY, explaining its linear behavior in Fig.[d. W hen the symm etry is su ciently broken,

E y willm ake Fe3d charge density order so as to create, as much as possble, orbitals
w ith integer occupation. Thiscomesata costto E pa , which changes from large negative
values at U %= 0 to positive values. W e see two possble reasonswhy E pa increaseswhen

charge ordering occurs. Localization of the m lnority spin electrons nto half of the Fe sites



as Fe?* obviously Jeads to an increase in kinetic energy. A dditionally, sihce Fe?* and Fe**
have di erent Fe-©O bond lengths, their coexistence In one structure com es w ith a penalyy
in elastic energy. A s the ncrease, relative to the LDA values, in E y ismuch am aller than
In E 1pa,the Jatter can be identi ed as the cause of phase ssparation.

T he ground state electronic structure isalso a ected. T he x= 0 .5a com pound is Insulating
when charge ordering occurs n LDA+U, while i ismetallic in LDA or LDA+U without
charge ordering. The end m em bers are msulating n both LDA and LDA+U.

A weakness ofthe LDA +U method isthat U is an extemal param eter, and som e Jjusti-

cation for the choice of it is required. Considering a realistic J = 1€V [l6] we nd phase
separation in the LLiFePO 4 system forU & 35eV+ J=45€V . Above this cuto the form a—
tion energies and orbital occupancies becom e less sensitive to U . The value of U for these
system s is likely to be even higher than this cuto . A recent ab-iniHo com putation ofU J
In the related Fe,S510 4, fayalite systam suggests a value of 4 56V for iron [19].
Anotherway to detem ine a physical value ofU is to com pare the calculated and exper-

In ental reaction energy of FePO 4, and Lito form LFePO,.

E raction = E1it Erero, Errero,): ©®)

In this reaction L1 is inserted into the FePO, host and an elctron is added to the d-
states, reducing Fe’* to Fe?" . Since the electron addition energy for Fe®* is a signi cant
com ponent ofthis reaction energy, the resul w ill depend on the value ofU . Experim entally,
this energy can be m easured very accurately, as it is the equilbbriim electrical potential
between LiFePO, and Lim etal electrodes in a Liekctrolyte. I Fig.[H the calculated
potential isplotted as a function of U wih FM and AFM soin con gurations, respectively.
The experim entalvoltage of 35V Ml isreached atU J 42eV.
W e have further con m ed that the positive form ation energies obtained in Fig.[d are
not an artifact of using a single unit cellby calculating the energy of four other structures
(x=0250r0.75) wih a doubled uni cell. W e found allthese form ation energies to bew ithin
10m eV of the results shown In Fig.[3. Positive form ation energies in GGA was recently
con med in Ref. 20].
In summ ary, we nd that both LDA and GGA qualitatively fail to reproduce the ex-—
perin entally cbserved phase stability and m ixing energetics in the LLFePO 4 system . For

U J > 35V, LDA+U caloulations give positive E, In agreem ent w ith experin ents.



Hence, we speculate that the experim entally observed phase ssparation is due to the cost
in kinetic and elastic energies when Fe?* and Fe¥* coexist n LiFePO, structures. This
physics is not well captured by LDA /G G A, as the self-nteraction causes a delocalization of
the d-electrons, resulting in electronically identical Fe ions. A s a result, there is no phase
Ssgparation in LDA /GGA, In clear disagreem ent w ith experin ent.
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FIG . 3: Fom ation energy of structure 0.5a versus U °.
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FIG .4: Upperpart: LDA (tranglk) and U correction term (diam ond) contrbutionsto E (x= 0.5a)
vs. U Y. Solid/dotted lines indicate presence/absence of charge ordering. Lower part: occupancy of
the m ost occupied m nority-spin orbital versus U, or Fe 2+ (solid line) and 3+ (dashed line) in

the charge-ordered state and for 2.5+ (dotted line) In the state w ithout charge ordering.
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