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Theproblem ofim portanceofstrong correlationsfortheelectronicstructure,transportand m ag-

netic propertiesofhalf{m etallic ferrom agnetic CrO 2 isaddressed by perform ing density functional

electronic structure calculations in the localspin density approxim ation (LSDA) as wellas using

the LSDA+ U m ethod. Itisshown thatthe corresponding low{tem perature experim entaldata are

best�tted withoutaccounting fortheHubbard U corrections.W econclude thattheordered phase

ofCrO 2 isweakly correlated.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a 75.30.G w 79.60.-i

As a com pound with m ultiple industrialapplications

and itsunusualhalf{m etallic electronic structure,CrO 2

has recently attracted a lot of theoretical1,2,3,4,5,6 and

experim ental7,8,9,10,11 interest.The m ain discussion was

centered around theroleofstrongcorrelationsforthede-

scription ofitsferrom agnetic phase. Since Crin itsfor-

m al4+ valencestatehastwo 3d electronsoft2g sym m e-

try,onewould expectm anifestation ofcorrelation e�ects

oftheM ott{Hubbard nature.O n theotherhand,m etal-

licbehaviorofspin m ajorityband suggeststhatCoulom b

interactions ofthe Hubbard type can be screened out3.

The com parison with the available photoem ission and

optical conductivity data did not m ake the situation

m ore clear. O ne{electron spectra calculated using the

LSDA+ U m ethod12,13 �twellthephotoem ission and in-

versephotoem issionexperim entswith thechoiceofintra{

atom icCoulom b and exchangeparam etersU = 3eV and

J = 0:87 eV 3,7.Thisindicatesthe im portance ofstrong

correlations. Contrary to this result, the LSDA opti-

calconductivity calculationsexplain experim entaldata4,

which suggeststhe regim eofweak coupling.

In the present paper we address the issue ofcontro-

versialrole ofstrong correlationsin ferrom agneticCrO 2

by presenting com bined studies of its electronic struc-

ture,opticalconductivity and m agnetic anisotropy us-

ing the LSDA and LSDA+ U schem es. W e em ploy a

linear{m u�n{tin{orbital(LM TO )m ethod in itsatom ic

sphereapproxim ation (ASA)14,15 forourelectronicstruc-

ture calculations.The low sym m etry ofthe rutile struc-

ture and sm allpacking factorofthe unitcellrequire an

introduction of additionalem pty spheres. Their posi-

tions are chosen to be 4c and 4g in W ycko� notations.

The radiiofthe spheres(in atom ic units)forCrand O

atom s,aswellasofthe em pty spheresare chosen to be

1.975,1.615,1.378 and 1.434,correspondingly. The ba-

sissetadopted in the calculationsisCr(4s,4p,3d)and

O (2s,2p).

In rutile structure Cr atom s are surrounded by dis-

torted oxygen octahedra.Thepositionsoftheoctahedra

lead to a new naturalbasis for Cr orbitals. In this ba-

sis the cubic com ponent ofthe octahedralcrystal�eld

splits the �vefold degenerate 3d orbitalinto higher en-

ergy doubly degenerate eg leveland lowerenergy triple

degeneratet2g level.Distortionsofoxygen octahedrafur-

thersplitthe t2g statesinto lowerenergy t
k

2g orbital(xy

character)and higherenergy twofold degenerate t?2g or-

bitals(yz+ zx and yz� zx characters)3.

TheresultsoftheLSDA band structurecalculation in

thevicinity oftheFerm ienergy areshown in Figs.1 and

2. The Ferm ilevelcrosses the spin m ajority t2g m ani-

fold. The rest ofthe Cr 3d{states is form ed from four

eg{bands and three t2g spin m inority bands which are

located above the Ferm ilevel. In both spin channelseg

and t2g bands are wellseparated for allm om enta ex-

ceptforthe �-point. The whole 3d{com plex isstrongly

hybridized with oxygen. In Fig.2 one can see that in

the spin m inority channelthere isgap ofapproxim ately

1:3 eV between the oxygen 2p{band and the chrom ium

d{band.Thisgap leadsto 100% spin polarization atE F

and assuresthe m agnetic m om entto be precisely equal

to 4 �B perunitcell.Thet2g bandsthatcrosstheFerm i

levelin the spin m ajority channelm ainly consistofthe

t?2g orbitals(see Fig. 1).Alm ostnon{dispersivenarrow

band below E F (shown as lightly shaded) is form ed by

the t
k

2g orbital. Thislocalized state undergoeslarge ex-

change splitting � ex m aking spin m inority t
k

2g orbitals

unoccupied (seeFig.2).

The m ain changes which occur in the band struc-

ture fornon{zero valuesofU and J using the LSDA+ U

m ethod are schem atically shown in Fig.3. These calcu-

lationswereperform ed with U = 3 eV and J = 0:87 eV.

Thecenterofgravityofoccupied t
k

2g band ispushed down

by 0:6 eV.The spin m inority unoccupied eg bands are

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0409554v1
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FIG .1: LSDA band structure of CrO 2 for spin m ajority

carriers.D ark and lightshaded areasshow thespeci�cweight

oft
?

2g and t
k

2g
orbitalsrespectively in the particularband.
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FIG . 2: LSDA band structure of CrO 2 for spin m inority

carriers.D ark and lightshaded areasshow thespeci�cweight

oft
?

2g and t
k

2g
orbitalsrespectively in the particularband.

pushed up by 0:6 eV,which opens 0:4 eV gap between

t?2g and eg bandsabove the Ferm ilevel. In the spin m i-

nority channeltheoccupied oxygen bandsareshifted up

by 0:3 eV.The upper unoccupied t2g and eg bands are

shifted up by 1:1 eV.As a result,the insulating gap is

increased and reachesthe valueof2:1 eV.

Now we com pare our calculated electronic structure

using the LSDA and the LSDA+ U m ethod with the

available experim entaldata. Fig.4 shows com parison

ofultraviolet photoem ission spectroscopy (UPS) exper-

im ents7 (photon energy h� = 40:8 eV) with the theo-

reticalspectra which are calculated densities of states

sm eared by both G aussian and Lorentzian broadening

functions. The G aussian broadening takesinto account

experim entalresolution while Lorentzian takes into ac-

count �nite lifetim e e�ects. The G aussian broadening

param eteristaken to be 0:4 eV.The fullwidth athalf

FIG .3:Schem atic density ofstates(D O S)ofCrO 2 deduced

from the LSDA and LSDA+ U calculations. Shaded sem icir-

clesfrom rightand leftrepresentthebandsforspin m ajority

and spin m inority carriers.

m axim um (FW HM ) ofthe Lorentzian was taken to be

energy dependentand equalto 0:2jE � E F jeV.W e can

distinguish two m ain features in the UPS spectra: (i)

a sm allhum p in around � 1:5 eV which arisesfrom the

t2g band of Cr, and (ii) a big hum p around � 6:0 eV

which com esfrom the broad 2p oxygen band. Both fea-

turesarefairly welldescribed by both theLSDA and the

LSDA+ U calculation. The sm alldiscrepancy between

the LSDA calculation and experim entcould be referred

tothefactthatatsm allphoton energiesphotoem ission is

a m ore surface sensitive technique. Indeed,recentPES

studies ofVanadium oxides16 have been found to yield

spectra notcharacteristicofthe bulk,butratherofsur-

faceatom swhoselowercoordination num bercan render

m orestrongly correlated surfacelayer.
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FIG .4: Com parison between theoreticaldensities ofstates

and experim ental
7
UPS spectra for CrO 2. The theoretical

D O S were sm eared out by G aussian and Lorentzian broad-

ening functions to account for experim entalresolution and

lifetim e e�ects.The secondary electron background hasbeen

taken into account.

Forthe unoccupied stateswe have chosen to com pare

our results with the available x{ray absorption spectra

(XAS)11 rather than with the inverse photoem ission as

it had been done before7. The m ain reason for this is
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thatXAS isa bulk (notsurface)sensitive m ethod. The

2p Cr XAS spectrum 11 is com pared to our theoretical

calculationsin Fig.5. To deduce theoreticalspectra we

perform ed both G aussian and Lorentzian broadening of

3d and 4spartialDO Ses.Two �rstpeaksaround 0:5 eV

and around 1:5 eV com efrom theunoccupied 3d orbitals

ofchrom ium .Them ain contribution to thesecond peak

com esfrom thet2g orbitalsin thespin m inority channel.

Thus,theLSDA+ U overestim atesthespin m inority gap

twiceasm uch.
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FIG .5:Com parison between theory and experim ent
11
forCr

2p x-ray absorption (XAS)spectrum . To deduce theoretical

curve from the partialCr 3d D O S we used 0:1 eV for G aus-

sian FW HM .TheLorentzian FW HM wastaken to beenergy

dependent and equalto 0:2jE � E F j. The binding energy

ofcore 2p3=2 Cr state 577 eV has been subtracted from the

experim entalspectrum .

Below wediscussthe opticalconductivity ofCrO 2.In

Fig.6 diagonalx-com ponents ofthe opticalconductiv-

ity calculated using the LSDA and LSDA+ U m ethods

are com pared with the experim entalresultsreported by

Basovand coworkers8 (x coordinatereferstothebasisof

unitcell).Them ain twofeaturesofthecalculated optical

conductivity area shoulderaround 2� 3 eV and a broad

hum p located atenergies0:2� 1:5eV.In both LSDA and

LSDA+ U schem estheshouldercanbeidenti�ed with two

types oftransitions. First contribution arises from the

m inority spin gap transitionsand the second one com es

from transitions between the occupied t
k

2g and unoccu-

pied eg bands. The hum p is form ed by interband tran-

sitionswithin the t2g-m anifold and the oxygen 2p bands

near the Ferm ilevelin the spin m ajority channel. Ap-

parently,the LSDA prediction ism uch closerto the ex-

perim entalcurvethan theLSDA+ U one.TheLSDA+ U

calculations overestim ate the m inority gap,and due to

that,the spin m inority transitionsoccurathigherener-

gies.

Resultsofthecalculated m agneticanisotropy ofCrO 2

are presented below. M agnetic anisotropy isthe depen-

dence ofinternalenergy on the direction ofspontaneous

m agnetization.The m agneticanisotropy isa relativistic

phenom enon arising due to spin{orbit coupling,where
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FIG .6: Com parison ofthe opticalconductivity ofCrO 2 ob-

tained using the LSDA and LSDA+ U m ethods against the

experim entaldata
8
.

the spin degrees of freedom interact with the spatial

anisotropy through thecoupling to theorbitaldegreesof

freedom .Thisinducesa preferred direction ofspins.Be-

causeCrO 2 isam etastablecom pound,which irreversibly

decom posesatabout200 �C,allm easurem entsfor this

m aterialare perform ed on polycrystals, m icrogranulus

or thin �lm s. The �rst reliable result on m agnetocrys-

tallineanisotropy m easurem entswasreported in Ref.17.

The discovery ofthe atm ospheric pressure chem icalva-

pordecom position (CVD)techniquehasallowed to grow

high{quality �lm sofCrO2.Asa result,in recentyearsa

lotofstudiesofm agnetic propertieswere perform ed on

epitaxialCrO 2 layers deposited on single crystal(100)

TiO 2 substrates
18,19,20.Forthicker�lm s(700�A-1.2�m )

thein{planem agneticanisotropywasobservedwith [001]

and [010]easy and hard axisdirectionsrespectively.The

m agnetocrystalline anisotropy constantK 1 hasbeen re-

ported by di�erent groups to be 4:4 � 105erg=cm 3 20,

2:7� 105erg=cm 3 19 and 1:9� 105erg=cm 3 18. How-

ever,these values can signi�cantly di�er from the bulk

quantities because ofa large lattice m ism atch between

CrO 2 �lm s and TiO2 substrates (till4% ). The relax-

ation asa function ofthicknessisvery gradualand even

for1:2�m �lm sm agneticanisotropyshowssigni�cantde-

viation from the bulk value.

W e calculate the m agnetic anisotropy energy (M AE)

by takingthedi�erenceofthetwototalenergieswith dif-

ferentdirectionsofm agnetization ([001],[010],[111]and

[102]). For the m om entum space integration,we follow

the analysis given by Trygg and co{workers21 and use

specialpointm ethod22 with a G aussian broadening23 of

15 m Ry. The validity and convergence of this proce-

dure has been tested in their work 21. W e used about

1000k{pointsin theirreducibleBrillouin zone,whilethe

convergenceofM AE istested up to 8000 k{points.

The direction [001]was found to be easy m agnetiza-

tion axis within our LSDA calculation which is consis-

tentwith latestthin �lm experim ents18,19,20.Num erical

valuesofM AE in thiscaseexceed the m axim um experi-
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m entalvalue by approxim ately two tim es20.

To �gureouttheinuenceofintra{atom icrepulsion U

on them agneticanisotropy,wehaveperform ed LSDA+ U

calculationsfordi�erentvaluesofU increasing itfrom 0

to 6 eV (J = 0:87 eV hasbeen keptconstantexceptfor

the LSDA U = 0 case).Theresultsofthese calculations

are presented in Fig.7.M AE decreasesrapidly starting

from the LSDA value (which is approxim ately equalto

68�eV percell)and changesitssign around U � 0:9eV.

This leads to switching correcteasy m agnetization axis

[001]to the wrong one,nam ely [102]. The biggest ex-

perim entalvalue ofthe M AE reported in the literature

is15:6 � eV percell20.Thecalculated M AE approaches

this value around U = 0:6 eV.This signals that corre-

lation e�ects in the d{shellm ay be im portant for this

com pound although they arestrongly screened out.
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FIG .7:Them agneto{crystallineanisotropy energiesforCrO 2

asfunctionsofU . The experim entalvalue ofM AE E [010]�

E [001]= 15:6� eV percellisshown by arrow.

To conclude, we have reported the LSDA and

LSDA+ U calculations of electronic structure, optical

conductivity and m agnetic anisotropy of CrO 2. O ur

com parisons with the experim entaldata revealed that

the bestm atch isprovided by the localspin density ap-

proxim ation.W e explained the discrepancy between the

LSDA and photoem ission studies, discussed earlier by

other authors3,7,by the fact that due to sm allphoton

energiesused in PES,itism oresurfaceratherthan bulk

sensitive technique. W e resolved this problem by show-

ing that XAS spectrum is unam biguously described by

the LSDA calculation.Ishasbeen also shown thateven

interm ediatevaluesofU (oftheorderof1-2 eV)lead to

thefailureoftheLSDA+ U m ethod to describethem ag-

netic anisotropy and the opticalconductivity ofCrO 2.

Since the LSDA+ U is not adequate for the description

ofelectronic structure ofCrO 2 aswellasofits optical

and m agnetic properties,we conclude that the ordered

phase ofCrO 2 could be described as weakly correlated

m aterialwith sm allvaluesofon-siteCoulom b repulsion.

Itisim portantto notice that,while we have found that

theasim pleone-electron picturedescribeswelltheferro-

m agnetic phase ofthism aterial,there isa narrow band

form ed by the non-dispersive t
jj

2g orbitals(xy character)

which in theparam agneticphasewillbesingleoccupied,

due to the on-siteCoulom b interactions,an e�ectwhich

cannotbe described in LDA and willrequire a Dynam -

icalM ean-Field treatm ent for this m aterials as done in

Ref.5. The physicalbasisforthe applicability ofstatic

m ean{�eld picturein theferrom agneticphaseofthism a-

terial,isdueto thelargeexchangesplitting which isable

to e�ectively enforce the single occupancy ofthe t
jj

2g or-

bitals.
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