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W e have calculated the optical spectra of NaxCoO, forx=03, 05, and 0.7 within the LDA .W e
com pare our results to available experin entaldata and show that the In portant features and trends
are reproduced well, but there is a nearly uniform shift of peak positions and poor agreem ent in
Intensities. W e show , through application ofa sin plem odel, that these di erences can be attributed
to overhybridization between Co and O orbials and spin uctuations which renom alize the band-
width. Applying the LDA + U procedure shifts the optical peaks further from their experim ental
Jocations, indicating that this m ethod of incorporating correlation e ects is ilksuited for the case

NayCoOs.

T he layered cobaltate Na,CoO , is the sub gct of con—
siderable interest not only becauss of a possbly un-
conventional superconducting state!, but also an un-—
usual phase diagram that encom passes two very dif-
Erentllm etallic states, and at Xast one insulating
region?, and unysualm agnetotransport and them oelec—
tric behavior2€€ For x < 0.5, the system behaves as a
param agneticm etalw ith P auli-like susceptibility and su—
perconducts when hydrated in the narrow region around
x=03. At x=0.5, a charge ordered insulating state,
which is lkely antiferrom agnetic, occurs. W hen x is
Increased above 0.5, the m etallicity leetums, but the sus-
ceptibility begom es C urie W eiss lkef and a spin-density
wave appeard around x=0.75. Tt has been recently
reportedf that, at low team peratures, a second insulating
statem ay set In at x=025.

ILDA calculations show:g a band structure that evolves
anoothly wih x, In contrast to the sharply di erent
regions described above. The experin ental phase dia—
gram isnotwell reproduced, and a weakly ferrom agnetic,
m etallic ground state is found incorrectly for allNa con-—
centrations. Neglect of strong correlation e ects by the
LDA isthem ost obvious culprit, but their precise role in
N a,C o0 ; isnot understood. C ircum stantialevidence in—
dicates that it is substantial, w ith m ost estin ates of the
Hubbard U quite Jarge in com parison w ith the t,q band-
w idth. H owever, the system does not behave characteris-
tically as a doped M ott-H ubbard insulator, particularly
around the superconducting com position where susocep—
tbility m easurem ents ndicate a lack of local m agnetic
moments on Co d ionsd2l Al inportant is the cb—
servation that LDA calculations in system s w ith strong
Hubbard correlations routinely underestin ate the ten—
dency tom agnetian (the lJargerthe di erence, U I,be-
tw een the H ubbard repulsion,and H und rule coupling, the
greater the underestin ation )Ez. , and overestin ate the an—
tiferrom agngtic superexchange J: In the LDA ,Na,CoO ,
is m agnetict3, with antiferrom agnetic instabilities that
are an aller than ferrom agnetic. T his requirese ects be-
yond LDA to suppress m agnetism and casts doubt on
frustration asam echanisn for suppression ofm agnetiam .
Because ofthis, despite the argeU=W ratio, spin uctua-
tionsm ay 0o eram ore plausble reason for the deviations
from the LDA.

In this context, it is im portant to verify to what ex—
tent LDA bands correctly describe the one-electron ex—
citations and ferm iology 0of N a;C o0, : Q uantum oscilla—
tion probes would be ideal to investigate the Fermm j sur-
face FS), particularly the predicted sm all pocketst324,
but so far no such studies have been, reported. Several
photoan ission reports are avaﬂab]eﬁ"li but because the
electronic structure is expected to be sensitive to both
surface states and surface quality, generalization of these
results to the details ofbulk electronic properties is ques—
tionable. Infrared optics has a penetration depth of
c=!y (where !, is the plasn a frequency), much longer
than that of photoem ission ( 10A), and m ay therefore
provide them ost reliable probe ofthe electronic structure
availbbleta date, Severalofthese experin entshave been
reported®2 71144428 | B oy ever, since optical absorption is
an Integrated property, involving a variety of interband
transitions, i is usually di cul, if even possble, to in—
terpret the resuls in tem s of the electronic structure
w ithout full rst principles calculations.

Here we report such calculations. By com paring our
calculated LDA spectra wih optical experim ents re—
ported for various Na contents, we are abl to assign
the three m ain peaks to speci ¢ interband transitions
and thereby exam ine in detail the dependence of these
peak positions and strengths on bandw idths and ener—
gies. Thepeak shifts one expectsto see in M ott—H ubbard
type com pounds are not realized in this system , even for
the insulating com pounds. Furthem ore, application of
the LD A + U m ethodology exaggerates the system atic dis—
crepancies between the LDA and m easured spectra. W e
em ploy a sin ple m odel to illustrate that overestin ation
0f Co-© hybridization due to overly extended d-orbitals
would produce precisely the kind ofpeak shiftswe see n
our LDA spectra. ﬁéajn uctuations predicted early orfl
and later observed?d at som e values of x, could also af-
fect the spectra by renom alizing the bandw idth of the
tyg com plex. This is also consistent w ith the di erences
w e observe In our transitions com pared w ith experin ent.
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I. CALCULATED OPTICAL CONDUCTIVITY

Using the W ien2k?d fillpotential augm ented plane
wave + localorbitalcode APW + o), we calculated the
optical conductivity for Na,CoO , at three Na contents:
x=03,05 and 0.7. To vary the Na content, we used the
virtual crystal procedure of occuping each site w ith an
ion of fractional charge. For both ¢ and a lattice con—
stants, we used experin ental data? but relaxed the api-
cal O height separately at each x. The APW sphere
radiiwere the sam e for all calculations: 2.0 forNa, 1.85
for Co and 155 or 0 .Rky 4x (essentially a m easure of
the planewave cut-o ) was set to 7.0, giving a basis set
0f833 APW ’sand 60 localorbials. O urdensity waswell
converged using 480 k-points in the irreducible B rillouin
zone BZ).

W e st calculated the in aghary part of the dielec—
tric constant, ®(!) in the random phase approxin ation
RPA) usihg the standard code of the W ien2k package.
T he realpart ofthe opticalconductivity, °(!), can then
be obtained by °(!) = ;= P(!). The resultihg spec-
tra exhbit three m ain peaks, which we label , , and

, according to the notation of W ang et al'd. We can
dentify the speci ¢ Interband transitions giving rise to
these peaksusing a band by band decom position of ©(!).
Each of , , and have distinct origins. The -peak
corresponds to transitionsbetween di erent bands ofthe
metallic t,y complx, the -peak to tg—e; transitions,
and the -peak to transitions from fully occupied O P
states to unoccupied e; states. Note that the and
peaks exist despite the dipole selection rule which forbids
d-d transitions, because of O hybridization throughout
both ddand com plexes. The tg bands are split nto an
a1y and two e) bands by the trigonal crystal edd, and
all transitionsare from a lowereg—hke state to an upper
&) orajg-like state. The &)-€) transitions are wholly due
to am allholk F S’snear the K points of the BZ and con—
tribute to the lowest visble peak in the calculated spec—
trum (the subpeak near 04 €V in Fig. 1). However,
there are allowed eg—alg transitions in the sam e energy
range that contribute roughly equally to the peak inten-
sity and therefore, the existence of these hole pockets
cannot be Inferred from the existence of the peak. The
calculated  peak has several distinguishable subpeaks
corresponding to transitions from di erent parts of the
BZ.In Fig -'!4', the peaks of the spectrum for Najy.sC o0 ,
are shown and representative transiions are indicated
along high symm etry points of the corresponding band
structure.

II. COMPARISON W ITH EXPERIM ENT

The three (, , ) oconductivity peaks are clarly
recognizable in all available optical data. The re—
ported positions and strengths of these peaks, how ever,
vary sopewhat between experim ents, even for identical
doping£L2419. For consistency of com parison, we use
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FIG. 1: top panel The LDA optical conductivity for
Nag;sCo0, wih arrows delineating the three m ain peaks:

(Iined arrow s), (solid arrow s) and (dotted arrow s) A
G aussian broadening of 0.06 €V was used. bottom panel In—
terband transitions corresoonding to peaks in the opticalcon—
ductivity.

mainly the report of Hwang et af:‘, where spectra for
several com pounds of di erent N a content are available.
Overall, the LDA spectra are seen to be in good quali-
tative, but poor quantitative agreem ent w ith experim ent
(seeF1ig. 'Q), a situation we w illattribute to LD A overhy—
bridization, and/or spin  uctuations in the next section.
But 1rst, we discuss the doping dependencies and gen—
eral shape of the spectra. T hese are well reproduced by
calculation. T here are two clear trends followed by both
the LDA and measured ; (!) as electron count is in—
creased Na added). First, the and peaks shift away
from each other and becom e broader. Second, the peak
sharpens and m oves slightly lower In energy. Both e ects
have their origin in an upw ard shift of C o-derived bands
as the Co d band 1ling is increased. The greater en-
ergy di erence betw een the O p states and the shifted g
band detem ines the peak position, and a reduction
In hybridization between Co and O orbitals, now fur-
ther separated In energy, weakens the tzg—eg crystal eld
splitting, causing the downward -peak shift. Since the
-peak is due to transitions w ithin the t,y band com plex,
is sharpening and shift down are both attrbutable to
a slightly narrowed tpy bandw idth caused by decreased
O m ixing. Our calculated in-plane plasn a frequency at
x=0., !, = 139V, agrees well w ith values extracted
from experinentidtd: | = 148 eV and !, = 117 eV .
T he caxisplasn a frequency is calculated tobe 1 48 &V,
nearly the sam e as the In-plane,value, re ecting the lack
ofanisotropy at higherN a keveld4. A sN a is rem oved, the
In-plane plasm a frequency and the electronic anisotropy
Increase until, at x= 3, the Inplane !, is2.86 €V and the
caxis ! is 0337 eV, approxim ately an order ofm agni-



tude apart. T he increase in D rude w eight and concurrent
enhancem ent of anisotropy w ith electron rem ova.l.are n
good agreem ent w ith experin ental observationg’1,

D espite these instances of good agreem ent, som e dra—
m atic di erences between the goectra are obvious. The
experin ental peak Intensities are aln ost a factor oftwo
an aller and approxim ately 05 €V lower In energy than
our calculated ones when a G aussian broadening of 0.06
eV (this value reproduces all three reported peak w idths
well) is used. Experim entally, the strong dip just be-
low the peak deepens from x= 025 to x= 0.5, but then
becom es shallow again at x= 0.7, whereas the LDA gap
deegpens and widens m onotonically w ith increasing Na
content. It has been previously suggested both  and

peaks could be denti ed with transitions across ty—
ey energy gap and that spin splitting of tpy states could
acocount for di erences between observed pegak positions
and calulated param agnetic band position€9. Though
no observation of staticm agnetism hasbeen m ade forany
x < 0{75, the LDA is known to predict an FM ground
state forallx, suggesting that m agnetic uctuationsm ay
be present in the sysl:em 132%, D drect observz,a.tjons of FM
o uctuation€? and a_spin densiy wave” at x=0.75,
and caxisAFM orde::jng@5 at x= 0.85 further support the
idea that m agnetism m ay play a role in optics. H ow ever,
since reqular optics doesnot allow for spin— ip transition,
soin splitting m ay shift optical transitions only if one of
the tw o electronic states involved In an transtion is split
and the other is not. This is not the case for etther
or ©peaks. There is some e ect on the position of the

peak, because of oxygen adm ixture, but it is m erely
015 &V even at x= 0.3. Thus, the observed shifts of the
absorption peaks com pared to LDA, especially the two

high-energy peaks, and , cannot be due to m agnetic
e ects.
IIT. CORRELATIONS EFFECTS AND BAND

RENORMALIZATION S

The small by and e; bandw idths of Nay,CoO, sug—
gest that correlation e ects n Cod may be iInpor-
tant. O ur renom alized atom calculations for Hubbard
U on Co yield U &3.7 eV, whilk the ty; bandw idth
W is 15 &V, so that the Hubbard ratio (accounting
for degeneracy) is U=W 3 & 15. Spin-unrestricted
band structure calculations yield a halfm etallic ferro-
m agnetic ground state, contrary to experim ent. A Il this
suggests that conventional LDA calculations should be
taken with a grain of sal in this com pound, and it
is quite lkely that the actual experim ental electronic
structure is considerably renom alized com pared to the
LDA resuls. Indeed, angleresolved photoem ission spec—
troscopy ARPES) measurem ent£32¢ have detected a
heavy quasiparticlkeband neartheFem ienergy w ith a to—
talwidth of 70m &V ,much sm allerthan the LD A band-
width. Thisisan Interesting nding, but surface sensitiv—
ity should be kept in m ind. Indeed, di erences between
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FIG. 2: (color online) A com parison of experim ental (top
panel) and calculated (lower panel) optical spectra. N ote that
the lowest calculated N a concentration is 0.3, slightly di erent
from the experim entalvalue of 025.

surface electronic structure, as m easured accurately by
ARPES, and bulk electronic structure h.ave been estakb-
lished In other oxides, ncluding cuprate. 3, ruthenates '2_’

and m anganie?®24 com pounds. O ptical experin ents,
w ith their longer penetration depth have the potential
to tell us m ore about the speci c shortcom ings of LDA

calculations in sodium cobalate.

Let us rst recallthe typical nadequacies of LDA cal-
culations in system s with localized electrons. The best
known case is exem pli ed by M ott-H ubbard nsulators.
Here the m issing physics ism ainly the Coulomb repul-
sion betw een electrons localized at the sam e site. Typical
exam ples are £ electron com pounds, high-T. cuprates,
or 3d oxides. This group is characterized by (1) un-
derestin ation of propensiy toward m agnetisn (up to
the level of total loss of a m agnetic ground state, as in
cuprates) () underestin ation of band gaps between oc—
cupied and em pty bandsand (3) overestin ation ofthe su-
perexchange antiferrom agnetic interaction (this increases
w ith hopping and decreases w ith the band gap; the for-
mer is overestin ated and the latter underestim ated In
LDA).Asa kading correction to the LDA, the LDA+U
m ethod hasbeen very successfil in the prototypical sys—
tem s listed above. For these, the LDA + U m ethod repro—
duces the m issing M ott-H ubbard e ects, such as \sink—
Ing" of the occupied bands relative to the unoccupied
bands @ ith corresponding shifts of interband transitions
to higher energies) .

Ingpection of the LDA bandstructure ofNa,CoO, In
conjunction with experim ental data indicates that this
physics isnot applicablk here. T he tendency tow ardm ag—



netian is overestin ated, and so is the band gap between
the tp,y and e; bands. The LDA ground state is ferro-
m agnetic, and not antjiferrom agnetic. Not surprisingly,
LDA+U calkulation®98 only worsen the siuation. The
ty & distance, already 0.5 €V too large, Increases fur-
ther, and the tendency tow ardsm agnetian becom es even
stronger. A ddiionally, for m ore subtle reasons, the two
e) subbands of the tpq manibld are shifted down w ith
respect to the a;4 band. This In tum shifts the peak,
already too high In energy, up even further. W e con-—
clide that the LDA+ U approach is not appropriate for
NayCoO 5

Another possbl m anifestation of electmon-electron
correlationswe is ound in *He and in C 10 ,%2. Here col-
Jective excitations m agnons or param agnons) play the
sam e role as phonons in the sense,of \dressing" quasi-
particles and Increasing their m as$d. asa resul, the
optical spectra m ore or less proportionally squeeze to-—
ward the low frequency. Softening of m agnetic excita—
tions near a quantum critical point leads to large spin

uctuations and suppression (full orpartial) ofm agnetic
ordering®48%. A com parison ofthe experin entaland cal-
culated properties of NayCoO, indicates the presence
of such e ects. Thus, quantum criticality is lkely to
e an im portant reason for deviation from the LDA in
NayCoO 5

Finally, one should not forget about a very prosaic
shortcom ing of LD A : the fact that it includes a spuri-
ous selfinteraction which leads to overextended 3d or-
bitals, and thus overestin ated hybridization w ith ligand
orbitals. Thise ect becom es stronger for m ore localized
d-orbitals. For the narrow d-bands ofNa,C o0 ,, thisw ill
be operative to som e extent.

W e shall now try to assess qualiatively the ram i-

cation of these two e ects. The rst, \dressing" of
one—elctron excitations is qualitatively sim ilar to the
electron-phonon coupling induced renomm alization, ex—
cept it occurs In a larger energy range. It is reasonable
to expect it to a ect the whole 4y band or a large part
of it, leading to overall narrow ing of all three tp4 bands.
T his, In tum should shift both com ponentsofthe tran—
sition, the e) & oneand thee] aq4 oneto Ioweren-
ergies, w ithout m uch change in their intensiy (the extra
spectral weight is transferred to high energies, as in the
electron-phonon coupling). Ik is unlkely that, as som e~
tin es assum ed, the top of the ) band will be shifted
down w ith respect to the a;4 band. F irst, dressing of the
quasiparticlesm akesthem heavier, but nom ally doesnot
shift di erent states near the Fem ienergy w ith respect
to each other. Second, this would not only elin inate the
eg % transitions, but would also shift the eg ag to
higher energy, opposite to w hat is required by the experi-
m ent. &t isalso unlkely that such \dressihg" would a ect
the unoccupied e; band, which is too far away from the
Fem 1 level.

Let usnow estin ate the possble e ects of contraction
oftheCod -orbials. To thisend we use the sin plest pos—
sble tight binding m odel, nam ely one where only nearest

neighbor Co0 pd and pd hoppings we will these £
and % respectively) are inclided, and the energy of the
O p kvelistaken to be su cently far rem oved from the
Co d level to be Integrated out. Both assum ptions are
extram ely crude, for direct Co€o and especially O -O
overlaps are not an all, nor isthep d energy separation
an all, but the m odel nonetheless provides a usefiil qual-
ftative fram ework. T he resulting 5x5 H am ittonian has a
2x2 ey subblock with diagonal elem ents proportional to
£ : Because there is no path connecting an e, orbitalon
one site to any neighboring e; orbitalvia oxygen, there is
no dispersion in this subblock. T he 3x3 t,4 subblock has
noticeable dispersion controlled by t%; with the overall
upw ard shift ofthe sam e order. F nally there is a disper-
sive o -diagonal subblock, corresponding to O -assisted
hopping between neighboring tby and e; orbitals. The
scale of this block is set by the product t t :Note that
n a cubic structure, such thg-e5 hopping through an in-
tem ediary O is In possble.

W e now m ake a further sim plifying assum ption, that
t t :W e can then neglect the ligand eld on the g4
orbitals fproportionalto 2 ;), kaving only the ligand eld
on the ey orbitals (proportionalto ). Shcethe peak
isdueto hy g transitions, its position re ectsa crys-
tal eld splitting ofthe C o d-states which resuls from a
com bination of electrostatic and ligand eld e ects. Us-
Ing a linearized mu n-tin orbital LM TO ) calculation
w ith the Co-O hybridization suppressed, we found that
the crystal eld splitting reduces from 34 &V to 1
eV . That is, the electrostatic crystal eld is 1 &V, and
the ligand eld is24 eV .The latter is probably overesti-
m ated because the LD A overhybridizesthe Co d orbitals.

eci cally, ift were 12% smaller than it’s LDA valie
( 24=19= 1:12); thethe peak would shift down by
05 eV, In agreem ent w ith the experim ent. Furthem ore,
the intensity ofthis peak would also be reduced, because
the opticalm atrix elem ents in a two-dand tight binding
m odel scale w ith the o -diagonalelem ents of the H am il-
tonian (this llows from the tightbinding de ninition
of dipole m atrix elem ents as WA ; RH =@k A,i; where A
are the eigenvectors), and these scale ast t :Thisisn
accord w ith overestin ation of the peak intensity and
lends further support to our assum ption that the LDA
overestin ates the pd hopping am plitudes n Na,CoO ,,
probably by som e 10% .

Iv. CONCLUSIONS.

W e have calculated the LD A opticalconductivity spec—
tra 0ofN a;C o0, and com pared it w ith experin entaldata
for several di erent Na contents. There is good quali-
tative agreem ent in temm s of the num ber of peaks and
their behavior w ith changing x, but exact peak heights
and positions are not wellkreproduced. T hough the un-
derlying reasons for this are lkely correlation e ects ne-
glected by the LDA, we argue that using LDA+U as a
rem edy is nappropriate for this com pound. Spin uc-—



tuation driven renomn alization of the tpy band com plex
and overextension ofC o d-orbitalsare shown toa ectthe
opticalspectrum in am anner consistent w ith the discrep—
ancies between calculation and experin ent. T hese cause
narrow ing of the thy band and reduction of crystal eld
splitting respectively, bringing LDA optical peaks into
good agreem ent w ith experin ental reports.
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