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W ehaveperform ed aquantitativeanalysisofrecentresonantx-ray scatteringexperim entscarried

outin theantiferrom agneticphaseofV 2O 3 by m eansofnum ericalab-initio sim ulations.In orderto

treatm agnetice�ects,wehavedeveloped am ethod based on m ultiplescatteringtheory (M ST)and a

relativisticextension oftheSchr�odingerEquation,thereby workingwith theusualnon relativisticset

ofquantum num bersl;m ;� forangularand spin m om enta. Electric dipole-dipole (E1-E1),dipole-

quadrupole(E1-E2)and quadrupole-quadrupole(E2-E2)transition wereconsidered altogether.W e

obtain satisfactory agreem entwith experim ents,both in energy and azim uthalscans.Allthe m ain

featuresoftheV K edgeBragg-forbidden reectionswith h+ k+ l= odd can beinterpreted in term s

ofthe antiferrom agnetic ordering only,ie,they are ofm agnetic origin. In particular the ab-initio

sim ulation oftheenergy scan around the(1,1,1)-m onoclinicreection excludesthepossibility ofany

sym m etry reduction due to a tim e-reversalbreaking induced by orbitalordering.

PACS num bers:78.70.Ck,71.30.+ h

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

In the last �fteen years,after the discovery ofhigh-

tem perature superconductivity in cuprates, there has

been an upsurge of renewed interest in the electronic

propertiesoftransition m etaloxides.1 Am ong thedi�er-

enttechniquesapplied to investigatesuch m aterials,res-

onantx-ray scattering (RXS)hasproved to be a power-

fultoolto extractdirectinform ationsaboutm agnetic2;3

and electronic4;5 distributions: no other m ethods have

the sam e exibility to detect lattice,orbitaland m ag-

netic anisotropieswithin the sam e experim entalsetup.6

Yet,a generaltheoreticalcom prehension ofsom eim por-

tant im plications ofthis technique is stilllacking,and

thiscircum stancehassom etim esled to incorrectconclu-

sionsabouttheorigin oftheanom aloussignals.7{9 Thisis

particularly trueform agneticRXS,wheretheabsenceof

num ericalab-initio sim ulationshas strongly lim ited the

possibility ofquantitative investigations. O nly recently

few papers have appeared dealing with this m atter. In

particularTakahashietal.11 have used the ab initio lo-

caldensity approxim ation (LDA) + U schem e, taking

also into accountspin-orbitinteraction,to describesuch

phenom ena. In thisway they were able to calculate the

m agneticRXS in theenergy region ofthe4p conduction

band in KCuF3.

O neofthepurposesofthispaperistopresentan alter-

nativem ethod to dealwith m agneticphenom ena,which

webelievephysically m oreintuitive,based on a relativis-

ticextension oftheSchr�odingerEquation and them ulti-

ple scattering theory (M ST).Thisextension isobtained

by elim inating the sm allcom ponent of the relativistic

wave-function in the Dirac Equation and working only

with theuppercom ponent,12 thereby using them orein-

tuitive non relativistic setofquantum num bers(l;m ;�)

fortheangularand spin m om enta.In orderto takeinto

accountspin-polarized potentialsand spin-orbitinterac-

tion in the fram ework ofM ST we solve a two-channel

problem ,in each atom ic sphere,for the two spin com -

ponents ofthe wave-function coupled by the spin-orbit

interaction.Thecondition m + � = m 0+ �0m ustbesat-

is�ed,due to the localconservation ofthe z-projection

oftotalangularm om entum ~j = ~l+ ~�. W e have im ple-

m ented the com puter code to calculate m agnetic RXS

into the FDM NES package.13;14

Secondlyand m oreim portant,wepresentherethe�rst

application ofthism ethod todealwith thecaseofV 2O 3,

which has attracted considerable attention in the past

fouryears,8;9;15{21 due to the peculiarinterplay ofm ag-

neticand orbitalordering.By perform ing a quantitative

analysis ofthe recent RXS experim ents carried out by

Paolasinietal.16;17 atthevanadium K edge,weshalltry

to establish the m agnetic space group ofthe m onoclinic

phase,in theendeavorto resolvesom econtroversiesthat

arestillgoing on in the scienti�ccom m unity.

A briefhistory ofthem ostrecent�ndingsaboutV 2O 3

will m otivate our work. This com pound is a M ott-

Hubbard system showing a m etal-insulatortransition at

around 150 K from a param agneticm etallic (PM )to an

anti-ferrom agneticinsulating (AFI)phasedue to the in-

terplay between band form ation and electron Coulom b

correlation.22 A structuralphase transition takes place,

atthe sam e tem perature,from corundum to m onoclinic

crystalclass.In recentyears,on the basisofan old the-

oreticalm odel by Castellani et al.,23 Fabrizio et al.15

suggested that a direct observation oforbitalordering

(O O )could have been possible by m eansofRXS.Soon

after Paolasiniet al.16 interpreted the forbidden (111)

m onoclinic Bragg-forbidden reection as an evidence of
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such O O .Allthisgave rise to an intense debate8;9;17{21

whose m ain achievem entwasto prove the incorrectness

ofthe old Castellanietal. m odel. In fact,non-resonant

x-ray m agnetic scattering experim ents16 and absorption

lineardichroism 24 showed thatthe atom icspin on vana-

dium ions is S= 1,and not S= 1/2,as supposed in Ref.

[23]. Yet,none ofthe attem pts to explain the origin

ofthe (111)m onoclinic reection8;9;17{20 can be consid-

ered satisfactory,for reasons that willbe clearerin the

following.Here wejustrecallthatm any di�erentphysi-

calm echanism shave been proposed,from the antiferro-

quadrupolarorderingofthe3dorbitals,8 tothecom bined

action of the ordered orbitaland m agnetic degrees of

freedom ;9 from an orbitalordering associated with a re-

duction ofthe m agneticsym m etry,18 to the anisotropies

in the m agneticoctupolar19 ortoroidaldistribution.20

In this paper we shall focus on a series of

Bragg-forbidden reections m easured by Paolasiniand

collaborators.16;17 O fparticularinterest,from a theoret-

icalpointofview,isthe setofdata ofRef. [17],where

the di�erentreectionshave been collected with partic-

ularcareon theirrelativeintensities,and energy and az-

im uthalscanshave been perform ed in both the rotated

(��) and unrotated (��) channels. Thanksto the wide

inform ation contentofthesedata,weareableto dem on-

stratethatthesignalcannotbeduetoanykind oforbital

ordering orcharge anisotropy and itm ustbe m agnetic.

M oreoverwe can show thatboth m echanism ssuggested

in Refs.[19,20]can beatwork forthe(1,1,1)reection,

asthereisnoextinction ruleforeitherdipole-quadrupole

orquadrupole-quadrupoletransitions.W hich ofthe two

contributionsdom inatesdependsstrongly on thekind of

reection and on theazim uthalangle.To reach thiscon-

clusion ab initio calculationshaveproved necessary.

The next section is devoted to the description ofour

m ethod todealwith m agneticphenom enawithoutresort-

ing to the Dirac equation. W e shallwork in the fram e-

work ofM ST with m u�n-tin approxim ation or within

the �nite di�erence m ethod (FDM ),13 ie, without ap-

proxim ation on the geom etricalshape ofthe potential.

In Sec.IIIweintroduce the crystaland electronicprop-

ertiesofV 2O 3 and com pare ourresultswith the exper-

im entaldata,discussing the physicalm echanism behind

each reection.Finally wedraw som econclusionson the

possibility ofgaininginform ation aboutorbitaland m ag-

netic degreesoffreedom by m eansofRXS.

II.M ET H O D O F C A LC U LA T IO N

A .R X S and related spectroscopies

Coreresonantspectroscopiesaredescribed by thevir-

tual processes that prom ote a core electron to som e

em pty energy levels. They alldepend on the transition

m atrix elem entsofthe operator Ô expressing the inter-

action ofelectrom agneticradiation with m atter:

M ng = h n ĵO j gi (1)

Here  g isthe ground state and  n the photo-excited

state.In thex-rayregim e,theoperatorÔ isusually writ-

ten through them ultipolarexpansion ofthephoton �eld

up to the electricquadrupoleterm 25:

Ô
i(o) = ~�

i(o)� ~r
�

1�
1

2
i~k

i(o)� ~r
�

(2)

where ~r is the electron position m easured from the ab-

sorbingion,~�i(o) isthepolarization oftheincom ing(out-

going) photon and ~ki(o) its corresponding wave vector.

In thefollowing dipoleand quadrupolewillreferto elec-

tric dipole and electric quadrupole. In RXS the global

process ofphoton absorption,virtualexcitation ofthe

photoelectron,and subsequentdecay with re-em ission of

a photon, is coherent throughout the crystal. Such a

coherencegivesriseto theusualBragg di�raction condi-

tion,thatcan be expressed,atresonance,as:

F =
X

a

e
i~Q �~R a (f0a + f

0

a + if
00

a ) (3)

where ~R a standsfortheposition ofthescatteringion a,~Q

isthedi�raction vectorand f0 istheusualThom son fac-

tor.Theresonantpart,f0+ if00,istheanom alousatom ic

scattering factor(ASF),given by the expression26:

f
0+ if

00=
m e

�h
2

1

�h!

X

n

(E n � E g)
3M o�

ngM
i
ng

�h! � (E n � E g)� i
�n

2

(4)

Here�h! isthephoton energy,m e theelectron m ass,E g

the ground state energy,and E n and �n are the energy

and inverselifetim eoftheexcited states.In practice,the

interm ediatestates n arein thecontinuum ,norm alized

to one state perRydberg.Forthisreason itisusefulto

labelthem by theirenergy E and re-expressEq.(4)as:

f
0+ if

00= � m e!
2
X

n

Z
1

E F

M o�
ngM

i
ng

E � E g � �h! � i
�(E )

2

dE (5)

using the factthat,atresonance,E n � E g ’ �h!. E F is

the Ferm ienergy. In Eq. (5) the sum m ation over n is

now lim ited to stateshaving the energy E .

Itisnow straightforward to m aketheconnection with

another spectroscopic technique: x-ray near edge ab-

sorption (XANES). In this case the cross-section sim -

ply correspondsto the im aginary partofthe ASF when

Ô o = Ô i (forward scattering). Choosing prefactors in

orderto havef00 in unitsofthe classicalelectron radius,

r0 ’ 2:82� 10�15 m ,and the absorption crosssection �

in m egabarn,wehavethe relation:

� = � 4� 1022
a20�

3m ec
2

�h!
f
00 (6)

where a0 isthe Bohrradius,� isthe �ne structure con-

stant and c is the speed oflight. The close connection

between the two spectroscopiesisthusevident.
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TheuseofRXS can havesom eadvantagesin exploring

electronic properties com pared to the absorption tech-

niques. First,with RXS itispossible to selectdi�erent

relative conditions in incom ing and outgoing polariza-

tionsand wavevectors,and thisgivesm oreopportunities

to probe the m agnetic and electronic anisotropiesofthe

m aterial.Secondly,RXS can be m oresite selectivethan

XANES,due to the Bragg factor (3). For instance,it

ispossible,in m agnetite,to be sensitive only to octahe-

dralFe3+ -sites and not to tetrahedralFe3:5+ -sites27 or,

in m anganites,to probe only M n3+ -ionsand notM n4+ -

ions.28 Thiscan beachieved atreectionsthatareBragg-

forbidden o�-resonance,butbecom e detectable,in reso-

nant conditions,because ofnon-sym m orphic sym m etry

elem ents (glide planes,screw axes) in the crystalspace

group.29 In these casesthe Thom son factorsf0 (Eq. 3)

drop outand one isjustsensitive to the changesofthe

ASF (Eq. (4)) that depend on the relative electronic

and m agnetic anisotropies on the ions related by such

non-sym m orphicsym m etry elem ents.Itisindeed in such

kindsofreectionsthatorbitalorderingorm agneticscat-

tering were reported and they willbe the m ain subject

ofthe presentstudy.

B .C artesian Tensor approach

In Sec.IIIweshalldealwith thesym m etry operations

ofthe crystalspace group ofV 2O 3,in orderto evaluate

the structure factorforRXS.Because ofthis,itis very

usefulto writeexplicitly thedipoleand quadrupolecom -

ponentsofthem atrix elem entsin Eq.(5).Rem em bering

thatincom ing and outgoingx-rayscan havedi�erentpo-

larizationsand wavevectors,we get:

X

n

M
o�
ngM

i
ng =

X

��

�
o�
� �

i
�D ��

�
i

2

X

��

�
o�
� �

i
�(k

i
I�� � k

o
I

�

��)

+
1

4

X

���

�
o�
� �

i
�k

o
k

i
�Q ��� (7)

where �,�, and � are cartesian coordinate labelsand

D ��, I�� and Q ���, the dipole-dipole (dd), dipole-

quadrupole(dq)and quadrupole-quadrupole(qq)contri-

butions,respectively. Their explicit expression is given

by:

D �� =
X

n

h gjr�j nih njr�j gi

I�� =
X

n

h gjr�j nih njr�rj gi

Q ��� =
X

n

h gjr�r�j nih njrr�j gi (8)

Note thatata K -edge,in absence ofspin-orbitinterac-

tion and tim e-reversalbreaking potentials,D ,I and Q

areallreal.

C .C alculation ofthe excited states

The m ain di�culty in the ab-initio evaluation ofthe

ASF isthedeterm ination oftheexcited states.Two dif-

ferent procedures, M ST and FDM , have already been

developed fornon-m agneticcases,and thecorresponding

packages14 used in som e XANES30 and RXS10;31 appli-

cations. In the following we introduce a relativistic ex-

tension ofthe ab initio clusterapproach,forboth M ST

and FDM ,thatisstillm ono-electronic butincludesthe

spin-orbitinteraction and allowsto handlem agneticpro-

cesses. The im portance ofthe FDM procedure to avoid

them u�n-tin approxim ationhasalreadybeen reported 13

and willnotbedetailed hereagain.Noteonly thatwith

FDM the interm ediate states are calculated by solving

theSchr�odingerequation withoutany approxim ation on

thegeom etricalshapeofthepotential,ie,wedonotneed

to use,asusually in M ST approaches,a spherically av-

eraged potentialin the atom ic spheres and a constant

am ong them . This point is essentialto study orbitally

ordered m aterials,wherean anisotropicorbitaldistribu-

tion is the key-feature ofthe system and no spherically

averagedpotentialswould beadequateforitsdescription.

Unfortunately,large cluster calculations with FDM are

prohibitively long in com puting tim eand requirea lotof

com puterm em ory: that’swhy,when appropriate,M ST

ispreferred.

In orderto treatm agnetice�ectsin M ST wehavecon-

sidered therelativisticextension ofSchr�odingerequation

obtained by solving Diracequation exactly fortheupper

com ponentofthe wave-function,asdescribed by W ood

and Boring.12 This approach ensures that the singular-

ity ofthepotentialatthenuclearcenterisofcentrifugal

type (� r�2 ) even in the presence ofspin-orbit term s

(so that the usualfuchsian m ethod ofsolution can be

used).Italso allowsusto work with the usualnon rela-

tivistic setofquantum num bers(l;m ;�)ofangularand

spin m om enta,which we �nd m uch m ore intuitive than

the relativistic set. O urone particle basiswilltherefore

com prisespin-orbitcoupled corestatesofthe form :

�c
j;jz;lc

(~r)= R
c
j(r)jj;jz;lc) (9)

= R
c
j(r)

X

m c�

Ylcm c
�� (lcm c1=2�jj;jz)

and valence excited stateswhich are m ultiple scattering

solutionsoftheSchr�odingerequation with spin-polarized

potentials.In atom icunits:

n

5 2 + k
2
e � V0(~r)� V1(~r)sz � 2V2(~r)~‘� ~s

o

	 ~ke;s
(~r)= 0

(10)

These lattersare supplem ented by the scattered wave

boundary conditions:
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	 ~ke;s
(~r)= e

i~ke�~r�s � f(~ke;s;~r;s
0)
eker

r
�s0 (11)

In Eq.(9)(lcm c1=2�jj;jz)aretheClebsch-G ordan co-

e�cients.In Eq.(10)V 0(~r)istheaverageofspin up and

spin down potentials,V1(~r)theirdi�erenceand V2(~r)the

usualspin-orbit term . Such potentials already em body

therelativisticcorrectionsduetothereduction oftheup-

perDiraccom ponentofthewavefunction to an e�ective

Schr�odingerequation.12

In them u�n-tin approxim ation thesolution insidethe

i-th atom icm u�n-tin spherecan be written as:

	 ~ke;s
(~ri)=

X

l

X

m �

X

m 0�0

R
lm

0
�
0

lm � (ri)B
i
lm 0�0(~ke;s)Ylm (̂ri)��

(12)

where at the m u�n-tin radius � i the radialfunctions

R lm
0
�
0

lm � (ri)m atch sm oothly to the following com bination

ofBesseland Hankelfunctionsvia the atom ic tlm �;lm 0�0

m atrices(de�ned below):

R
lm

0
�
0

lm � (�i)= jl(k�i)t
�1

lm �;lm 0�0 � i�lm �;lm 0�0h
+

l
(k�i) (13)

W ith a propernorm alization ofthese radialfunctions

to one state per Rydberg, the scattering am plitudes

B i
L �(

~ke;s)obey the equations(writing L forlm ):

X

j

X

L 0�0

M
ij

L �;L 0�0B
j

L 0�0(~ke;s)= �s�i
l
YL (̂ke)e

i~ke�~R i

where

M
ij

L �;L 0�0 =

�

t
�1

lm �;l0m 0�0�ij�ll0�m + �;m 0+ �0 + G
ij

L ;L 0��;�0

�

is the usualm ultiple scattering m atrix, generalized to

spin variables,and ~R i denotes the position ofthe i-th

atom in the clusterwith respectto the origin ofthe co-

ordinates. The atom ic t-m atrix tlm �;lm 0�0 describes the

scatteringam plitudeofan electron im pingingtheatom ic

potentialwith angular m om entum l,azim uthalcom po-

nent m and spin � into a state with quantum num bers

l;m 0;�0. The conservation ofthe totalangularm om en-

tum ~j= ~l+ ~s and itsz-projection im pliesthe constraint

m + � = m 0+ �0. Note thatalso lisunchanged in the

scattering process,sincein them u�n-tin approxim ation

the potentialhassphericalsym m etry.

By introducing asusual33 thescatteringpath operator

�
ij

L �;L 0�0 as the inverse ofM
ij

L �;L 0�0,the solution for the

scattering am plitudesB i
L � isgiven by:

B
i
L �(

~ke;s)= ��s

X

j

X

L 0

�
ij

L �;L 0s
i
l
0

YL 0(̂ke)e
i~ke�~R j (14)

The scattering path operator �
ij

L �;L 0�0 represents the

probability am plitude for the excited photoelectron to

propagate from site i,with angular m om entum L and

spin �,to site j with angular m om entum L0 and spin

�0. Itisthe obviousgeneralization ofthe corresponding

spin-independentquantity.33

W e now have allthe ingredientsto perform the inter-

m ediate sum in Eq.(5).Using the expression given Eq.

(12)forthe state j niin the m atrix elem entsofthe nu-

m erator,the sum over n becom es an integralover the

escapedirection ofthephotoelectron,k̂e,at�xed energy,

E = k2e. W hen we perform the integraloverthe energy,

wegettheproductoftwosm oothly varyingradialm atrix

elem ents ofthe type hR lm
0
�
0

lm � (r)jr�jR c
j(r)i tim es the ap-

propriateangular(G aunt)coe�cient.Theexponent� is

determ ined by the polarorderofthe transition. Thisis

furtherm ultiplied by theangularintegraloftheproduct

ofthetwo scattering am plitudesB i
L �,B

j

L 0�0 centered on

the absorbing sites.Thislattercan be sim pli�ed by the

useofa generalized opticaltheorem 32:

X

s

Z

dk̂eB
i
L �(

~ke;s)B
j

L 0�0(~ke;s)= =�
ij

L �;L 0�0 (15)

Asa consequence,the knowledgeof� atallrelevanten-

ergies,and ofthe radialsolutionsR lm
0
�
0

lm �
(r)on the pho-

toabsorberaresu�cientto calculatethe ASF.

In the case ofV 2O 3,in order to construct the spin-

polarized atom ic potentials,we have used the prescrip-

tion by von Barth and Hedin35:they were derived from

the non-self-consistentspin-polarized chargedensity ob-

tained bysuperim posingtheatom icchargedensitieswith

two m agnetic electrons on each Vanadium ion,as sug-

gested bytheexperim entaldata.16;24 W ebelievethatthis

approxim ation isnotfarfrom reality,asshown a posteri-

oriby thegoodnessoftheresults.G iven thepotential,it

isstraightforward tocalculatetheatom icspin dependent

t-m atrix: we justsolve the two-channelproblem arising

from theSchr�odingerequation (10)duetothepresenceof

thespin-orbitpotential.In thisway thislatteristreated

on the sam e footing as the other potentials and not in

perturbation theory asusually done.

The relativistic extension in the FDM schem e follows

closelytheprevioustreatm entforM ST.Thespaceispar-

tioned,as in the m ultiple scattering approach,in three

regions14: i) An outer sphere surrounding the cluster

where one im pose the scattering behaviour ofthe wave

function given in Eq. (11). ii) An atom ic region m ade

up ofspheres,around each atom ,with radiim uch sm aller

than the m u�n-tin radii(ofthe orderof1 a.u. orless).

Herethechargedensity isto a very good approxim ation

spherically sym m etric,due to the presence ofthe core

electrons. iii) Finally, an interstitialregion where the

Laplacian operator ofthe Schr�odinger equation (10) is

discretized and thesolution isgenerated on agreed with-

outany approxim ation on the geom etricalshape ofthe

potential.By im posing a sm ooth continuity ofthe over-

allwave function acrossthe boundaries ofthe three re-

gions,onecan determ ineboth theexpansion am plitudes

ofthe wave function inside each atom and the scatter-

ing T-m atrix ofthe whole cluster in Eq. (11).13 Note

that in this case the spin-orbit potentialis not spheri-

callysym m etric.W ehavecheckedthatforasm allcluster

4



with close-packed geom etry,thisapproach and the m ul-

tiple scattering approach with m u�n-tin approxim ation

provide alm ostidenticalcrosssections. Since V 2O 3 isa

close-packed structure,ifone neglects vanadium voids,

we have used M ST in the m u�n-tin approxim ation for

them agneticcalculations.TheFDM schem ewasinstead

used in the calculation ofthe ASF in the case oforbital

ordering.

III.T H E C A SE O F V 2O 3

In thissection wespecializeto thecaseofV 2O 3,to in-

vestigate whetherthe RXS reectionsobserved by Pao-

lasiniand collaborators16;17 are ofm agnetic or orbital

nature.O urresultisthatm agneticordering can explain

theexperim entaldatawith a reasonablygood agreem ent

(even ifnot perfect,for reasons that willbe discussed

below). O n the otherhand,we are able to dem onstrate

thatany O O origin ofthe signalhasto be excluded,as

itwould not�tthe energy scan atdipolarenergies.
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FIG .1. M onoclinic cellin the AFI phase ofV 2O 3. The

num berslabelthe eight vanadium ions ofthe unitcell. The

arrows show the spin orientations. am ,bm and cm are the

m onoclinicaxis.O nly V ionsarerepresented:whiteand gray

circles indicate that they are surrounded by di�erently ori-

ented oxygen octahedra. Two basalplanes ofthe hexagonal

corundum cellare also shown.

Next subsection is devoted to the description ofthe

m agnetic space group in the AFI phase,as wellas the

derivation ofthe anom alousRXS am plitude. In subsec-

tion B weanalyzetheab-initio calculationsforthem ag-

netic RXS,through the procedurepreviously developed.

Finally,in the lastpartwe show thatthe consequences

ofa tim e-reversalbreaking O O are notcom patible with

the experim entaldata,thus putting a severe constraint

on the possible O O theoriesforV 2O 3.

A .C rystaland m agnetic structure

As a �rst step we shalltry to establish the m agnetic

sym m etry group in the AFI phase. O ur starting point

is the crystallographic structure, as given by Dernier

and M arezio36 togetherwith them agneticdata given by

M oon38 and latercon�rm ed by W eiBao etal.39

Referringtothefram eand thenum beringofvanadium

atom s ofFig. 1,we can divide the eight atom s ofthe

m onoclinicunitcellinto twogroupsoffour,V1;V2;V3;V4
and V10,V20,V30,V40,with opposite orientations ofthe

m agneticm om ent.Thetwogroupsarerelated byabody-

centered translation. Vanadium -ion m agnetic m om ents,

indicated by arrowsin the�gure,lieperpendiculartothe

bm -axisatan angleof138
0 awayfrom them onocliniccm -

axis.Neglectingthem agneticm om ents,theprevioustwo

groupsoffouratom swith theiroxygen environm entsare

translationally equivalent.

W e can inferfrom these data thatthe m agneticspace

group can be written asP 2=a+ T̂fÊ jt0gP 2=a,where T̂

is the tim e-reversaloperator and t0 the body-centered

translation. The m onoclinic group P 2=a contains four

sym m etry operations: the identity Ê , the inversion Î,

the two-fold rotation about the m onoclinic bm axis Ĉ2b

and the reection m̂ b with respectto the plane perpen-

dicularto this axis. Allthese operationsare associated

totheappropriatetranslations,asshown in thefollowing

table:

atom position spin sym : translation

V1 (u;v;w) " Ê 0

V2 (� u;� v;� w) " Î 0

V3 (1
2
+ u;� v;w) " T̂ m̂ b (1

2
;0;0)

V4 (1
2
� u;v;� w) " T̂ Ĉ2b (1

2
;0;0)

V10 (1
2
+ u;1

2
+ v;1

2
+ w) # T̂ (1

2
;1
2
;1
2
)

V20 (1
2
� u;1

2
� v;1

2
� w) # T̂ Î (1

2
;1
2
;1
2
)

V30 (u;1
2
� v;1

2
+ w) # m̂ b (0;1

2
;1
2
)

V40 (� u;1
2
+ v;1

2
� w) # Ĉ2b (0;1

2
;1
2
)

TABLE I.

Hereu = 0:3438;v = 0:0008;w = 0:2991 arethefrac-

tionalcoordinatesoftheatom sin unitofthem onoclinic

axis.Notice thatitissu�cientto calculate the ASF for

atom num ber 1,since allthe otherscan be deduced by

applying thesym m etry operation indicated in thefourth

colum n ofthe table.

In thefollowing,were-analyzetheextinction rulesfor

thedi�erentreections(h;k;l)m easured by Paolasiniet

al.16;17 in term softhe crystaltensorsin the dd,dq and

qq channels(Eq. (8)). Allthe recorded reectionshave

the sam eincom ing polarization,� (electric�eld perpen-

dicular to the di�raction plane),whereas the outgoing

polarization is analyzed both in the � and � channels

(thislatterwith theelectric�eld in thedi�raction plane).

5



The azim uthalscansare then registered by rotating the

sam ple around the di�raction vector. W e refer to Pao-

lasinietal.[17]forthede�nition oftheazim uthalorigin:

thesituation wherethescattering planecontainsa and c

hexagonalaxescorrespondsto an azim uthalangle of90

degrees.

From equation (3) and Table I, neglecting the very

sm allcom ponentof~R along bm ,(v = 0:0008),wegetfor

each reection (h;k;l)the expression:

F hkl= (1+ (� )h T̂ m̂ b)(e
i�h kl + e

�i� h klÎ)

(1+ (� )h+ k+ lT̂)f1 (16)

where R ’ (u;0;w) is the position of the V1 atom ,

�hkl � ~Q �~R � 2�(hu+ lw)and f1 standsfortheASF as

de�ned in (Eq.5).Notethatf1 isa scalarand weadopt

the convention,when we say that a sym m etry operator

acts on f1,that it acts only on the tensor com ponents

(dd,dq and qq) given by Eq. (8). Focusing on the re-

ectionswith h+ k+ l= odd and noticing thatD �� and

Q ��� areinversion-even,whileI�� isinversion-odd,we

�nd thatonlythefollowingtensorcom ponentscontribute

to the signal:

D hkl
�� = 4i(1+ (� 1)h+ ny+ 1)cos(�hkl)=(D ��)

Ihkl�� = 4(1+ (� 1)h+ ny+ 1)sin(�hkl)=(I��)

Q hkl
��� = 4i(1+ (� 1)h+ ny + 1)cos(�hkl)=(Q ���) (17)

whereny isthe num berofy labelsam ong the tensorin-

dices �,�,,and �. Thus,in order to have a signal,

h and ny m usthave di�erentparity. Notice thatallthe

quantities in Eq. (17) are m agnetic,as only im aginary

parts ofcartesian tensors are involved. M oreover,the

three scattering am plitudes are allpurely im aginary,as

the dq polarizationscarry an extra im aginary unit (see

Eq. 7). As a consequence,they allinterfere. A sepa-

rate analysis ofthe three tensors ofEq. (17) gives the

following indications.

In the case of dd tensors, when h is odd, the only

non-zero com ponentisD hkl
xz � D hkl

zx / hLyi.
37 W hen h is

even the non-zero com ponents are D hkl
xy � D hkl

yx / hLzi

and D hkl
yz � D hkl

zy / hLxi. As the m agnetic m om ent

direction is perpendicular to the bm -axis,hLyi is zero.

Thus for odd h no signalis expected in the dipolar re-

gion. O n the contrary,when h is even,a dd contribu-

tion is present. O fcourse,no �� m agnetic scattering

is allowed.26 These facts explain why the experim ental

spectrum for the (2;�2;1)�� shows structures at the 4p

edge, contrary to the (2;�2;1)�� reection and to the

(1;1;1)and (3;�1;1)reectionsforboth polarization con-

ditions. Notice that these results had been already de-

rived with sim ilarm ethods.18{20

These rem arks do not apply for qq and dq tensors.

They always contribute,for allthe investigated reec-

tions,in both �� and �� channels,exceptatsom e very

speci�c azim uthalangles. At the K edge these tensors

m easurethetransitionsto thestateswith pure3d orhy-

bridized 3d-4p character. For this reason they have a

�nite value justclose to the Ferm ienergy.The physical

quantitiesm easured by theseoperatorscan beidenti�ed

asthe octupolarm agnetic m om entforthe qq term and

thetoroidalorquadrupolarm agneticm om entforthedq

tensor.

B .A nalysis ofthe m agnetic signal

In order to get the absolute intensities and shape of

the spectra,we need now to resort to ab initio calcu-

lations. W e perform ed such calculations for the crystal

and m agnetic structures given in Table I.Thus,we do

not neglect the sm allv value but we shallsee that the

conclusion given in the previoussubsection isnotm odi-

�ed.Thepotentialiscalculated using a superposition of

atom icdensitiesobtained from an atom ic,self-consistent

Hartree-Fock calculation,with a 3d2,spin 1,con�gura-

tion. The M ST approach is used with di�erent cluster

radiifrom 3.0 up to 7.2 �A,ie,from a V O 6 m oleculeto a

clustercontaining 153 atom s.
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FIG .2. Com parison of the experim ental(dots) and cal-

culated (continuous line) spectra for the XANES and the

(2;�2;1)�� reection at the vanadium K edge. Calculations

areperform ed with threedi�erentclusterradii(3,4.3 and 7.2
�A).Thepre-edgefeatureisalso shown beforetheconvolution

for the 4.3 �A case. The �rst structure,indicated by an ar-

row,isattheenergy wherethe3d featureoftheBragg peaks

appears.

W e �nd that,in orderto getthe shoulderat5475 eV

in both XANES and (2;�2;1)�� spectra,as wellas the

5487 eV shoulderin the (2;�2;1)��,we need the biggest

clusterradius(7.2 �A -seeFig.2).Neverthelessthem ain

featuresarepresentforallBraggpeakseven fortheV O 6

m oleculecalculation.
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Thebehaviouroftheazim uthalscansagainsttheclus-

terradiuslooksm orecom plex.Theagreem entim proves

up to the4.3 �A,correspondingto 33atom s,and then de-

creaseswhen theclusterradiusisfurtherincreased.The

reason for this is discussed below. For the m om ent we

keep the 4.3 �A radiusand com pare such energy and az-

im uthalspectra with theexperim entalones,asshown in

Figs.3 and 4.
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FIG .3. Com parison ofthe experim ental(dots)and calcu-

lated (continuousline)energy scansforthree di�erentreec-

tions.O n top isalso shown theXANES spectrum .Thecalcu-

lation isperform ed on a 4.3 �A clusterradiusand includesthe

m agnetic ordering.The intensity unitistheelectron num ber

squared.Notethattheexperim entalspectra were recorded17

with aspecialcareon therelativeam plitudes.Forthe(2;�2;1)

and (3;�1;1)reectionstheazim uthalangleasde�ned by Pao-

lasiniand coworkers is  = 150. Allthe m ean features are

present.An extra scale factorisapplied on the experim ental

dotsofthe (1;1;1)�� reection.

Looking atthe spectra shown in Fig.3,we can claim

a satisfactory experim ent-theory agreem ent for the dif-

ferentreections.In particularwegetthe very thin res-

onance in the 3d� t2g energy range atthe (1;1;1)and

(3;�1;1)peaksforboth �� and �� polarization conditions

and forthe (2;�2;1)�� reection. The broad intensity in

the 4p energy rangein the (2;�2;1)�� isalso reproduced.
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FIG .4. Azim uthal scans of the sam e three reections

shown in Fig.3.The m ain featuresofthe experim ent(dots)

are obtained in the calculation (continuousline). The scans

are perform ed respectively at 5464 eV for the (1;1;1) and

(3;�1;1)reectionsand 5465 eV forthe(2;�2;1).Theintensity

unitisthenum berofelectronssquared.Theazim uth 900 cor-

respondsto thesituation wherethescattering plane contains

the c hexagonalaxis.

The intensity ratio between �� and �� channels and

between the variousreectionsare also quite good con-

sidering the di�culties on both experim entaland theo-

reticalsides,even ifforthe(1;1;1)�� reection an extra

factorim provestheagreem entwith theexperim ent.Note

that,di�erently from allotherreections,the (2;�2;1)��
can contain som enon-resonantcom ponentnottaken into

accountin our calculation. M oreover,a non-zero o�set

seem s to be present at (2;�2;1)�� on the experim ental

side,and thisisprobably responsibleforthediscrepancy

in the corresponding energy and azim uthalscans. The

azim uthalscans,shown in Fig. 4,are reasonable forall

�� reections. O nly the (1;1;1)�� is m uch less satisfy-

ing: yet,the corresponding data belong to the �rst ex-

perim ent (Ref.16,while the others belong to Ref.17),

and thisdoesnotallow to be sure aboutthe relativein-
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tensity asin theothercases.Finally,wearealso ableto

reproduce the � and 2� periodicity,expected from the

low sym m etry ofthecom pound,forthe�� and �� chan-

nels,respectively.
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FIG .5. M agnetic intensity of the various reections at

the vanadium K edge. The total (continuous line), dd

(dash-dotted line), dq (dash line) and qq (dotted line) sig-

nalsare shown,atthe energy E= 5465 eV

W e judge the agreem ent between theory and experi-

m entquite satisfactory.Indeed the interferencebetween

thedd,dq and qq partsm akestheproblem really tricky.

Foe exam ple,p orbitalsare farm ore delocalized than d

ones.Forthisreason they reactin a di�erentway to the

coreholescreening.In a �rstapproxim ation d statesare

m ore shifted towardslowerenergy than p states. Thus,

the dq term s, which probe the hybridization between

p and d orbitals,are strongly inuenced by the details

ofthe electronic structure around the photo-absorbing

ion. Ifwe consider that V 2O 3 is a strongly correlated

electron system ,with a quantum -entangled ground-state

wavefunction,9;18;20 we�nd quitesurprisingthatwehave

reached such a good agreem entin the 3d energy region

with a one-electron calculation. O ur idea is that this

can help understanding which featurescan be explained

in term sofan independentparticleapproach and which

cannot (see below). Note that the localization ofthe d

orbitalsalso explainswhy the azim uthalscanslook bet-

terwhen thecalculationsareperform ed usingthesm aller

4.3�A clusterradius.Toend thisdiscussion westressthat

energy spectra pro�lesaround 5464eV arevery sensitive

to the azim uthalangle and,vice-versa,azim uthalpro-

�lesare very sensitive to the energy. Thisisdue to the

factthatqq and dq com ponentshave both strong (and

di�erent) angular and energy dependence. There are

som eangleswherethecalculatedpro�lesappeardoubled,

with about 1 eV between the two peaks. For instance,

thisiswhathappensattheexperim entalazim uth ofthe

(3;�1;1)�� energy spectrum :asim pleshoulderappearsat

5465 eV,welldescribed by ourcalculation.

Finally, we want to com m ent about the two papers

(by Lovesey etal.19 and by Tanaka.20)thathavealready

pointed out the m agnetic origin ofthe h + k + l= odd

reections. These worksdisagree on the physicalm ech-

anism ofthe signal,as for Tanaka only dq term s con-

tribute,whileLovesey and coworkersattributethesignal

to a pure qq reection. O ur results on this point show

thatboth dqand qqchannelscan contributetotheglobal

intensity depending on the reections(whether h = odd

orh = even)and on theazim uthalangle(seeFig.5).At

the prepeak energy,E= 5465 eV,the dq term represents

the strongest contribution for the (1;1;1) and (3;�1;1)

reections,even iftheqq term isnotcom pletely neglige-

able.Forthe(2;�2;1)��,on thecontrary,theqq contribu-

tion isclearly thedom inating one.Finally,itisinterest-

ing to note thatforthe (2;�2;1)�� reection the dd term

playsthem ajorroleeven atthe3d energies.Anyway the

qqcontribution hasalwaysanon-negligeableinuenceon

the totalsignal. Com paring our �ndings with those of

Refs.19,20wecan statethattherearenostrictextinction

rulesregarding dq and qq term sforallthese reections.

Nonetheless,the m ain contribution to h + k + l= odd,

h = odd reectionscom esfrom thedq channel(asin Ref.

20),whilethem ain term in h+ k+ l= odd,h = even reec-

tionsisofqqorigin (asin Ref.19).Such atensoranalysis

allowsalso to identify a feature thatisnotcorreclty de-

scribed by ourone-electron calculations,ie,thedirection

ofthem agneticm om ent.Indeed,a sm allLy com ponent

(about 10% the globalm om ent) is found to contribute

to the h = odd signal(see Fig. 5),contrary to whatex-

pected by ourprevioustheoreticalanalysis. Thisresult

can be explained by noticing thatin orderto obtain the

correct direction ofthe m agnetic m om ent a m olecular,

correlated ground-statewavefunction isneeded,20 which

isfarbeyond the possibilitiesofourm onoelectronic ap-

proach.

C .A nalysis ofthe "orbital" signal

In this subsection, we analyze the e�ect of a tim e-

reversalbreaking O O on the signal,in order to deter-

m ine whether it can a�ect our previous results. This

is nota secondary issue since the originalexperim ental

interpretation suggested thatthe(111)-m onoclinicreec-
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tion wasdue to the O O 16 and a big controversy around

thispointarosein theliterature.8;9;18;20 Thereason why

we focus on a "tim e-reversalbreaking" O O is that,for

h + k + l= odd,the signalisproportionalto (Ê � T̂)f1,

as clear from Eq. (16),so that a non-m agnetic signal

isallowed only when the tim e-reversalsym m etry isbro-

ken. This is obtained, for exam ple, when V i and V i0

have a di�erentorbitaloccupancy,18 and we callsuch a

situation tim e-reversalbreaking O O .Di�erent types of

orbitally-ordered ground states have been suggested in

the literature,9;18;23 but none ofthem possesses such a

feature. As a consequence,non-m agnetic signals atthe

(111)m reection are not expected,unless som e ad hoc

hypoteses are m ade,as recognized in the discussion of

Sec.VII.D ofRef.[18].O nepossibleway to getasignal

ofO O origin istoconsiderthe�rstexcited statefound in

Ref.[18],which hasa m agnetoelectric(M E)sym m etry.

Itisvery close to the ground state (’ 1 m eV)and,be-

causeofthis,itcould bepartly occupied.Independently

ofthis,ifweconsiderthetwo m axim alM E subgroupsof

thefullspacegroups,ie,P2’/a (with sym m etry elem ents

Ê , T̂ Î, T̂ Ĉ2b, m̂ b) and P2/a’(with sym m etry elem ents

Ê ,T̂ Î,Ĉ2b,T̂ m̂ b),itisin principlepossibleto geta non-

m agneticsignalatthe(111)m reection.In fact,in both

cases there are two subgroups offour ions whose elec-

tronicdensitieshaveanisotropiesnotconnected by tim e-

reversalnor any other sym m etry operation. Consider,

forexam ple,thecaseofP2/a’,thatcould beresponsible

fornon-reciprocaldichroism 21:the two groupsofatom s

(V1;V20;V3;V40) and (V10,V2,V30,V4) are independent

and the structurefactor,Eq.16,becom es

F hkl= (1+ (� )h T̂ m̂ b)(e
i�h kl + (� )h+ k+ le�i� h klT̂ Î)

(f1 + (� )h+ k+ lf10) (18)

The analogousofEq. 17 for reectionswith h + k +

l= odd isnow:

D hkl
�� = 4i(1+ (� 1)h+ ny)sin(�hkl)<(D ��)

+ 4i(1+ (� 1)h+ ny + 1)cos(�hkl)=(D ��)

Ihkl�� = 4(1+ (� 1)h+ ny )cos(�hkl)<(I��)

+ 4(1+ (� 1)h+ ny + 1)sin(�hkl)=(I��)

Q hkl
��� = 4i(1+ (� 1)h+ ny )sin(�hkl)<(Q ���)

4i(1+ (� 1)h+ ny+ 1)cos(�hkl)=(Q ���) (19)

Thus,the breakdown oftim e-reversalsym m etry,with

the introduction ofthe two ASF f1 and f10,has m ade

possible also non-m agnetic scattering,through the real

partofthe tensorcom ponents. Notice that,due to the

m agnetic space group,both m agnetic and non-m agnetic

scattering can in principle interfere at particular polar-

ization conditionsand reections.

In orderto calculate the signalexplicitly,we need to

express the orbitalwave functions ofV 1 and V 10 ions.

Starting from the orbitaloccupancy of Refs.9,18, we

get,in the referencefram eofFig.1:

�1 =
1

3
dxy +

p
2

3
dyz +

1
p
6
dz2 �

1

3
p
2
dxz �

2

3
dx2�y 2

�10 =
2

3
dxy +

1

3
p
2
dyz +

1
p
6
dz2 �

p
2

3
dxz �

1

3
dx2�y 2

(20)

From thisorbitaloccupancy,wecan calculatetheelec-

tron density. Then,solving Poisson’s equation,we get

theCoulom b potential.Theenergy-dependentexchange-

correlation potentialisthen obtained with conventional

procedures.30 The calculation ofthe ASF is perform ed

fortheV1 and V10 atom swith theFDM option.W ekept

a rather sm allcluster radius (3.0 �A),but included the

oxygen octahedra aswellasthe �rstshelloffourvana-

dium neighbors. The ASF ofthe other atom s are then

deduced by m eansofthe m agnetic sym m etriesofTable

Iforthetwo separatesubgroups(seealso Ref.[18],sec.

VII.D,for a derivation) and the totalscattering am pli-

tude isobtained using Eq.(3).
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FIG .6. Intensity ofthe(1;1;1)�� (fullline)and (1;1;1)��

(dotted line) reections at the vanadium K edge calculated

with the orbitalordering ofEq.(20).The Bragg peakshave

the sam e energy scale asthe XANES spectra (fullline).The

big structureatthe4p edgeisnotpresentin theexperim ent.

The calculation isperform ed with a 3 �A clusterradius.

O ur results for the (1;1;1)m reection are shown in

Fig.6.Asin theexperim ent,16 astructureisobtained at

the 3d-energy level.Yet,a m uch biggersignalispresent

atthe4p edgewheretheexperim entalintensity showsno

features. Such a disagreem entisthe proofthatthe O O

cannot be responsible ofthe signal: The tim e-reversal

breaking O O m akes the (111)m reection allowed not

only atthe 3d-energy level,butalso atthe 4p-energies.

Note thatthisresultrem ainsvalid forany tim e-reversal

breaking O O ,not only the one proposed in Eq. (20),

as should have been qualitatively expected. Indeed,it

hasalreadybeen shown10;40 thatthe3d-4phybridization,

even ifsm all,m ustgive a contribution to the dipolarK

edge signal. In fact,previous num ericalsim ulations in

anothercom pound,LaM nO 3,haveshown thatthee�ect

ofasym m etry-breakingO O of3d orbitalsproducesasig-

nalalso at the 4p-energy levels. In this latter case the

contributioncom ingfrom theJahn-Tellerdistortionover-

whelm stheO O signal.Howeverin thepresentcase,since

9



V 1 and V 10 havethe sam elocaldistortion,such a signal

should have been detected,as clearfrom ournum erical

sim ulation shown in Fig.6.Thus,the experim entalevi-

dence ofabsence ofany signalatthe 4p energiesproves

two facts: �rst,there is no tim e-reversalbreaking O O ;

second,the(111)m cannotbedueto O O .A directconse-

quenceofthepreviousanalysisisthatnom agnetoelectric

subgroupsarecom patiblewith the (111)m energy scan,

asthey allbreak the tim e-reversalsym m etry,in keeping

with thenegativeexperim entalevidenceform agnetoelec-

tricity in V 2O 3.
41 This strongly supports the results of

Ref.[21].

Notice thata previousstudy42 on the sam e reection

in V 2O 3 ended up with the conclusion thatthe O O was

responsibleofthe signal.Unfortunately thatcalculation

was perform ed only around the 3d-energy range,where

theagreem entin theazim uthalscan wasquitegood and

thebig featureatthe4p energieswasnotdetected.The

lesson to be drawn from this fact is that the azim uthal

scan around the di�raction vector is not always a fun-

dam entalfeature in determ ining the origin ofthe reec-

tion. In fact,itusually reectsm ore the geom etry than

theelectronicpropertiesofthem aterial.Thisisa rather

generalcom m ent,not lim ited to V 2O 3: when there are

only oneortwo ab initio independentfactors(thetensor

com ponents),the angularpropertiesare m uch m ore de-

term ined by the geom etry (ie,the sym m etries)than by

thedynam ics(ie,therelativeweightoftheradialm atrix

elem ents). In this situation only the com bined analysis

ofboth energy and azim uthalscansisa reliable toolto

investigatethe electronicorigin ofRXS phenom ena.

IV .C O N C LU SIO N

The m ain resultsofthe presentpapercan be inferred

from the conclusions of the last two subsections dis-

cussing the results appeared in the literature. In fact,

up to now,itwaspossible to classify the interpretations

ofthe forbidden Bragg reections with h + k + l= odd

and h = odd along two m ain linesofthought:those who

explained such reections in term s oforbitalordering,

both associated18 or not9 with a reduction ofthe m ag-

netic sym m etry,and those who were inclined to a m ag-

netic origin.19;20 A third explanation,that ofthe anti-

ferroquadrupolarordering proposed in Ref. [8]had al-

ready been ruled out in Ref. [18]. W hether the for-

m er or the latter interpretations were correct,was not

sim ple to decide on the basis of the azim uthalscans,

only. In fact,such scans,for a given m ultipolar chan-

nel,m easurethecrystalsym m etry,ratherthan the elec-

tronic origin of the reections. The proof of such a

statem ent is that three di�erent m echanism s (m agnetic

in the qq channel19,m agnetic in the dq channel20 and

non-m agnetic,via orbitalordering42) gave alla rather

good agreem entin theazim uthalscan atthepre-K edge.

W hatde�nitively rulesoutthe O O origin ofsuch reec-

tionsistheenergy scan shown in Fig.6.Asnoted previ-

ously,adirectconsequenceofthisresultisthatnoreduc-

tion ofthe m agnetic space group P 2=a + T̂fÊ jt0gP 2=a

ispresent.21;41

The second im portantresultofthe presentpaperlies

in thefactthatwewereabletom akeacom pleteab-initio

analysisofallh + k + l= odd reections,starting from

thecrystaland m agneticstructure,only.W eshowed that

theirorigin (whetherdd,dq orqq)strongly dependson

the kind ofreection (ie,h = even or h = odd),photon

energy and azim uthalangle.Forh = odd,thedq channel

ispredom inant,in keeping with the clustercalculations

ofTanaka.20 In spiteofthisparticularagreem ent,webe-

lievethatitisim portanttostressthatourapproach goes

beyond the cluster calculations perform ed in Ref. [20]

aswellas the sim ple �tting procedure ofRef. [19]. In

factonly by m eansofan ab-initio procedure itispossi-

ble to coverallthe m ain experim entalevidence,ie,the

azim uthalbehaviour,the energy pro�les,and the order

ofm agnitudeoftheintensity,thatiswellin keepingwith

the rough estim ate given in Ref.[16].

W e would like to acknowledgeL.Paolasiniforseveral

usefuldiscussions.
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