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W einvestigatethecrystalstructureofYTiO 3 athigh pressuresup to30G Paby synchrotron x-ray

powderdi�raction (T = 295 K ).The variation ofthe Ti{O bond lengthswith pressure evidencesa

distinct change in the distortion ofthe TiO 6 octahedra at around 10 G Pa,indicating a pressure-

driven spatialreorientation ofthe occupied Ti3d(t2g)orbitals. The pressure-induced reduction of

the opticalband gap ofYTiO 3 is determ ined quantitatively by m id-infrared synchrotron m icro-

spectroscopy and discussed in term sofbond length and orbitalorientation changes.

PACS num bers:61.50.K s,61.10.N z,71.30.+ h

O rbitalordering,uctuation and excitation phenom -

ena of3d electronsin transition m etalperovskiteshave

attracted m uch interest. For eg electron system s like

LaM nO 3 [electron con�guration 3d4(t32ge
1
g)], lifting of

energetic degeneracies due to lattice distortions (Jahn-

Tellere�ect)and concom itantspatialordering oftheoc-

cupied eg orbitals are wellknown. In contrast,the t2g
statesin system slike rare-earth titanates[con�guration

3d1(t12g)]have often been assum ed to be degenerate and

thusin disfavoroforbitalordering.YTiO 3 [Fig.1(a)]isa

prototypicalM ott-Hubbard insulatorwith ferrom agnetic

ground state,where the question oft2g orbitalordering

hasbeen studied in som edetail.Staticorderingwaspre-

dicted theoretically [1,2]and con�rm ed in nuclearm ag-

neticresonance[3]and severalotherexperim ents[4,5,6].

Them echanism and energeticsoftheorderingwerestud-

ied in theoreticalwork [7,8,9,10].In contrastto these

experim entaland theoretical�ndings,theexperim entally

observed spin-waveexcitation spectrum wastaken asev-

idence forstrong orbitaluctuations[11,12]. However,

an alternative explanation,com patible with orbitalor-

der,hasbeen proposed [10].

Altogether,theserecentstudiesraiseanum berofques-

tions.How robustisorbitalordering in t2g electron sys-

tem s like YTiO 3? W hich factors determ ine the orbital

ordering in a particularcom pound? Can itbe tuned by

externalparam eters such as high pressure? How does

orbitalorderrelateto otherphysicalproperties,e.g.,the

electronic and m agnetic excitation spectra? The orbital

polarizationsin the rare-earth titanates m anifest them -

selvesin sm alldistortionsoftheTiO 6 octahedra[9].Itis

thereforepossibleto study theorbitalorderingofYTiO 3

by structuralm ethods.

In this letter,we dem onstrate that the TiO 6 octahe-

dra rem ain distorted underpressure,showing thepersis-

tence oforbitalordering.Thisorderis,however,notan

im m utable property:experim entalevidence ispresented

thattheTi3d(t2g)orbitalsundergoa pressure-driven re-

orientation. To relate the structural/orbitalchanges to

FIG .1: (a) Perovskite-type (G dFeO 3) crystalstructure of

YTiO 3 (space group P nm a) [13]. (b) O rientation ofthe ti-

tanium 3d
1
(t2g)wavefunction at0 and 13 G Pa asderived in

thiswork from the TiO 6 octahedraldistortion. The orbitals

shown refer to the Tisite highlighted in (a). The octahedra

in (b) illustrate the octahedralenvironm ent ofthe orbitals,

butthey do notm atch thesize oftheactualTiO 6 octahedra.

the electronic propertiesofYTiO 3,we determ ine quan-

titatively (by m id-infrared spectroscopy)how the M ott-

Hubbard gap decreasesunderpressure.

Angle-dispersivex-ray powderdi�raction experim ents

wereperform ed atthe beam line ID09A ofthe European

Synchrotron Radiation Facility in G renoble.A �nepow-

derwasproduced from an YTiO 3 crystal(Curietem per-

atureTC = 28K )grownbyaoatingzonetechnique[14].

Thesam plewaspressurized in adiam ond-anvilcellusing

condensednitrogenasthepressure-transm ittingm edium .

Two-dim ensionaldi�raction im ages were recorded with

an im age plate detector and converted to intensity-vs-

2� diffractogram s[Fig.2]by num ericalintegration [15].

Thestructuralparam etersweredeterm ined by m eansof

Rietveld re�nem ents [16,17]. In contrast to the com -

m on practice,we calculated the statisticaluncertainties

ofthedi�raction intensitiesfrom theintensity variations

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504383v1
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FIG .2:(a)Selected x-ray di�raction diagram s ofYTiO3 for

pressuresup to 20G Pa (T = 295 K ,� = 0:41 �A).(b)Rietveld

re�nem entofdata recorded at9.8 G Pa.Iobs and Icalc denote

observed and calculated di�raction intensities, respectively.

M arkersshow the calculated peak positions.

alongtheindividualdi�raction rings,ratherthan assum -

ing basic counting statistics (�I /
p
I). Using the ex-

perim entally determ ined uncertaintiesasweightsin the

Rietveld �tting processturned outto be essentialforan

accurate determ ination ofthe oxygen atom ic positions.

M id-infrared transm ission experim ents were conducted

at the infrared beam line ofthe synchrotron ANK A in

K arlsruhe. The spectra were recorded on 40 �m thick

YTiO 3 crystals with a Bruker IFS66v/S Fourier trans-

form spectrom eterequipped with an M CT detectorand

a m icroscopeusing m irrorobjectives.Synthetictype-IIa

diam ond anvils were used in the infrared experim ents.

Condensednitrogenand solidKClwereem ployedaspres-

surem edia.Pressuresweredeterm ined in allexperim ents

with the ruby lum inescence m ethod [18].

The di�raction diagram s ofYTiO 3 (Fig.2) and the

m easured latticeparam eters[Fig.3(a,b)]changecontin-

uously with pressure. The am bient-pressure perovskite-

typecrystalstructureofYTiO 3 isthusstableundercom -

pression up to atleast30 G Pa. The com pressibility ex-

hibits a distinct anisotropy with the a direction being

only about half as com pressible as the b and c direc-

tions[Fig.3(b)];the orthorhom bic strain increaseswith

pressure. A Birch equation of state was �tted to the

pressure-volum edataup to30G Patodeterm inethebulk

m odulusB 0 = 163(6)G Pa and itspressurederivativeat

zeropressureB 0= 8:5(10);thezero-pressurevolum ewas

�xed atthe m easured value ofV0 = 231:78(2)�A 3. The

increasing distortion isevidentalso from thevariation of
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FIG .3:Structuralparam etersofYTiO 3 asafunction ofpres-

sure. (a)Lattice param eters,(b)lattice param eters norm al-

ized to their respective zero-pressure values,(c,d) x and z

fractionalcoordinatesofY.Thelatticeparam eterbwasscaled

by
p
2 in (a)to obtain a pseudo-cubicrepresentation.

the yttrium coordinatesx and z with pressureshown in

Fig.3(c,d)[y = 1=4 by sym m etry].Underpressure,the

yttrium ionsclearly m ovefurtheraway from the \ideal"

position (0;1=4;1)in an undistorted (cubic)perovskite.

Thisshiftlevelso�,however,ataround 15 G Pa.

The variations of the Ti{O distances with pressure

(Fig.4) represent the m ost im portant structuralinfor-

m ation.Atam bientpressure,thelongTi{O 2(a)distance

exceedsthetwo shorteronesby � 3% [Ti{O 2(a)and Ti{

O 2(b) denote the two distinct Ti{O 2 distances]. This

type ofdistortion persists up to about 8 G Pa. W hen

increasing the pressure further, the initially short Ti{

O 2(b)distancelengthens with increasing pressure,while

Ti{O 2(a)shortensm arkedly.Asa result,thetwo Ti{O 2

bond lengthsbecom e(i)nearly equalat13 G Pa and (ii)

distinctly largerthan the Ti{O 1 distance.

Ashasbeen described in detailbefore[4,9],thedefor-

m ation ofthe TiO 6 octahedra reectsthe spatialorien-

tation ofthe t2g wavefunction. To facilitate the discus-

sion,we introduce a localcoordinate system ateach Ti

site with the x,y,and z axesparallelto the Ti{O 2(a),

Ti{O 2(b),and Ti{O 1 bonds,respectively [Fig.1]. The

relative Ti{O distances at 0 G Pa (long along x; short

along y and z) indicate nearly equaloccupancy ofthe

jxyi and jxzi orbitals. Thus, the eigenfunction is �p
0:5jxyi+

p
0:5jxzi,in agreem entwith theexperim ental

results[3,4,5,6]and theoreticalstudies[1,2,7,8,9].

At 13 G Pa,the TiO 6 octahedra are characterized by

two equally long Ti{O 2 bonds along x,y and a shorter

Ti{O 1 distance along z, i.e., the octahedra are com -

pressed alongz.Such a distortion indicatespredom inant

occupation ofthejxyiorbital.In fact,therelativeTi{O

bond lengths in YTiO 3 above 13 G Pa are very sim ilar
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FIG .4:Ti{O bond lengthsin YTiO 3 asafunction ofpressure

(sym bols). hTi{O idenotesthe average bond length (dashed

line). G rey bandsindicate estim ated con�dence bands;solid

linesare guidesto the eye.

to those in Sm TiO 3 at am bient pressure, where there

is theoreticalsupport for a predom inant occupation of

the jxyi orbitals [9]. The changes in the Ti{O bond

lengths observed in YTiO 3 thus provide evidence ofa

pressure-inducedreorientation ofthet2g orbitalsfrom the

initial\tilted state" with the approxim ate wavefunctionp
0:5jxyi+

p
0:5jxzito a situation whereessentially only

the jxyiorbitalisoccupied,asshown in Fig.1(b).

It is interesting to note that the orbitalreorientation

does not correlate with anom alies in the average Ti{O

distance [Fig.4],the lattice param eters[Fig.3(a,b)],or

theTi{O {Tibond angles[Fig.5].In contrast,thechange

in thepressure-induced shiftoftheY ionsat10{15 G Pa

[Fig.3(c,d)]coincideswith the Tit2g orbitalreorienta-

tion.

Fora qualitativediscussion oftheorigin oftheorbital

reorientation under pressure,we consider the results of

recenttheoreticalinvestigations[9,10]. Essentially,one

hastotakeintoaccounttwoe�ectsthatinduceasplitting

ofthet2g states.Firstly,in thepresenceoftheG dFeO 3-

type distortion,the crystal�eld ofthe Y ions lifts the

degeneracy ofthe Tit2g states. This splitting willin-

crease if the Y{Tidistances are shortened, i.e., under

pressure. Secondly,a Jahn-Teller distortion due to the

Ti-O interaction can m odify oreven dom inate the ener-

getics ofthe Tit2g states. Due to the sti�ening ofthe

lattice,Jahn-Teller distortions willusually becom e less

favorable under com pression [19]. Application of high

pressure is thus expected to tune the balance between

these two contributions.In term sofrelativeTi{O bond

lengths,the situation in YTiO 3 at15 G Pa isquite sim i-

larto thatin Sm TiO 3 atam bientpressure.In thelatter

case,there exists no Jahn-Teller distortion ofthe type

encountered in YTiO 3,and thecom petition between the

crystal�eld oftherare-earth ionsand thatoftheO ions

wasreported toberatherbalanced [20].Q uitelikely,this

scenario appliesalso to YTiO 3 at� 15 G Pa.

The sim ilarity between YTiO 3 and Sm TiO 3 has im -
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FIG .5:(a)Ti{O {Tibond anglesand (b)octahedraltiltand

rotation anglesin YTiO 3 asa function ofpressure.Linesare

guidestotheeye;theshadesbandsindicatecon�dencebands.

portant im plications regarding m agnetism . In contrast

toYTiO 3,Sm TiO 3 isan antiferrom agnet[21].In view of

the orbitalreorientation and the coupling between spins

and orbitals,onem ay speculatethatYTiO 3 becom esan-

tiferrom agnetic underpressure. YTiO 3 would then lose

its unusualproperty ofbeing sim ultaneously ferrom ag-

neticand insulating.M oregenerally,application ofpres-

suretoYTiO 3 m aycausesim ilarchangesin theelectronic

and m agneticpropertiesasa substitution ofY by larger

rare-earth ions.

W e turn now to the question ofthe electronic exci-

tation spectrum ofYTiO 3 under pressure and whether

it is a�ected by the orbitalreorientation. Figure 6 de-

pictsspectra ofthe reciprocaltransm ittance1=T [which

is related to the absorbance A = log10(1=T)]for sev-

eral pressures up to 16 G Pa. In this representation,

the opticalabsorption edge and itspressure-induced red

shift are easily recognized. To obtain quantitative re-

sults on the red shift,we determ ine the energies where

1=T = 300 (corresponding to an optical conductivity

of � 10 
�1 cm �1 ). The am bient-pressure opticalgap

thus determ ined at the onsetofabsorption am ounts to

� 5300 cm �1 (0.7 eV),a num berthatisnaturally som e-

whatsm allerthan thepreviouslyreportedvaluesof6500{

8000 cm �1 (0.8{1.0 eV) deduced from reectance m ea-

surem ents [22,23]. The im portant inform ation here is

the shift ofthe absorption edge [Fig.6(b)]rather than

itsabsolute value. In the higher-pressurerange,the op-

ticalband gap decreasesessentiallylinearlywith pressure

atarateof� 145(10)cm �1 /G Pa.O n thebasisofalinear

extrapolation ofthese data,the opticalgap is expected

to closeata pressurein the orderof40 G Pa.

The m id-IR opticalabsorption ofrare-earth titanates

has been attributed to an excitation across the M ott-

Hubbard gap [22,24]. The Coulom b repulsion U isnot

expected to changeunderpressureso thatthe reduction

in bandgap is a m easure ofthe increase in bandwidth.

The increasing electronic bandwidth under pressure is

usually interpreted in term s ofthe Ti{O bond lengths
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FIG .6:M id-infrared opticalabsorption in YTiO 3 underpres-

sure (T = 295 K ).(a) 1/Transm ittance spectra recorded at

pressures of 1.6, 2.6, 3.7, 5.1, 6.7, 8.2, 9.8, 12.0, 14.1, and

16.0 G Pa (with nitrogen pressure m edium ). The m odula-

tionsofthespectraoriginatefrom interferences.(b)Pressure-

induced shift of the optical absorption edge determ ined at

1/Transm ittance= 300 from two experim entalrunswith con-

densed nitrogen and KClpressure m edium ,respectively.

and the Ti{O {Tibond angles. In the presentcase,the

changesin the bond angles,i.e.� 1� up to 16 G Pa,are

relativelysm allcom pared torelated perovskiteslikerare-

earth nickelates[25]orLaM nO 3 [19].In fact,theaverage

bond angle is essentially pressure-insensitive due to the

oppositechangesofTi{O 1{Tiand Ti{O 2{Ti.Therefore,

wesupposethatthe variation in the averageTi{O bond

length d dom inates the reduction ofthe M ott-Hubbard

gap E g underpressure. Thiscan be quanti�ed in term s

ofa gap deform ation potential,dE g=dlnd = 11(2)eV in

the region oflinearchange.

Figure6(b)evidencesan unexpected nonlinearchange

ofthe opticalgap with pressure:the initialslope ofthe

absorption edgeshiftisonly abouthalfaslargeascom -

pared to theregion above10 G Pa.Theincreasein slope

up to � 10 G Pa can hardly becorrelated with changesin

the averagebond length orthe bond angles.Thisseem s

to indicate that the pressure-induced band gap closure

depends not only on the bond lengths and angles, as

is usually assum ed,but also on the orbitalstate ofthe

transition m etalion. Such view �nds supportin recent

theoreticalwork [10],whereunderisotropic com pression

(thatis,withoutorbitalreorientation)theelectronicgap

closure is expected to occur only at � 100 G Pa,i.e.,at

abouttwicethe experim entalestim ate.

In sum m ary,the pressure-induced structuralchanges

in YTiO 3 were studied in detailby synchrotron x-ray

di�raction.Distinctchangesin thedistortion oftheTiO 6

octahedra around 10 G Pa are attributed to a spatialre-

orientation ofthe occupied Ti3d(t2g) orbitals. There

isa structuralsim ilarity between YTiO 3 at15 G Pa and

Sm TiO 3 atam bientpressure,which suggeststhatYTiO 3

m ay lose its unusualproperty ofbeing both ferrom ag-

netic and insulating by turning antiferrom agneticunder

com pression. The com bination ofinfrared transm ission

and x-ray di�raction experim entsm adeitpossibleto ob-

tain direct,quantitativeinform ation on thechangeofthe

electronicbandgap/bandwidth in a rare-earth transition

m etalperovskite together with a detailed knowledge of

the associated structuralchanges.These resultsprovide

a fram ework fortesting theoreticalm ethodsand m odels

oftheelectronicstructureofthet2g-band titanatesin the

vicinity ofthe insulator-m etalborderline.
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