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W e investigate the electronic structure of SrRuO ;3 and CaRu0 3 using f1ll potential linearized
augm ented plane wave m ethod w ithin the local spin density approxim ations. The ferrom agnetic
ground state In SXRu0 3 could exactly be describbed in these calculations and the calculated spin
m agnetic m om ent is found to be close to the experin entally observed values. Interestingly, the
spin polarized calculations for CaRuO 3 exhibit Jarge spin m om ent as observed in the experin ents
but the m agnetic ground state has higher energy than that in the non-m agnetic solution. Various
calculations for di erent structural con gurations indicate that Ca-© covalency plays the key role
In detem ining the electronic structure and thereby the m agnetic ground state in this system .

PACS numbers: 7120Lp, 71.15Ap, 7525+ z

I. NTRODUCTION

Investigation of the ground state properties of
ruthenates has seen an explosive growth In the re—
cent tine due to many interesting properties gich as
superconductivity non-Femy i Jiquid behaviorf? un-
usualm agnetic ground states?P08 etc. observed in these
m aterdals. SIRu0 3, a perovskite com pound exhibis fer-
rom agnetic long range order below the Curie Tem per—
ature of about 160 K wih a large m agnetic m om ent
(L4 p) despie highly extended 4d character of the
valence electrons£% Various band structure calculations
based on di erent kinds of approxin ations reveal fer—
rom agnetic ground state n SrRu0 3 and the calculated
m agnetic m om ents are found to strongly, depend on the
kind ofapproxin ationsused i the study £ Iterestingly,
CaRu0 3, an isostructuralcom pound exhibit sin flarm ag—
netic m om ent at high tem peratures as that observed in
SR u0 3 but the m agnetic ground state is controversial.
W hile som e studiegspredicted an antiferrom agnetic order-
ng i CaRuo 3 22244 various other studies suggest ab-
sence of, JongTange order dow n to the low est tem perature
studied 2281% T hese later investigations predict that the
behavior in this com pound is in the proxim iy ofquantum
criticality, which ism anifested in the transparf m easure-
m ents exhibiting non-Fem i liquid behavior2”

Both SYRuO 3 and CaRuO 3 form in an orthorhom bic
perovskite structure ABO3 —type). The space group
for SIRu0 3 is conventionally de ned asPlnm and that
for CaRuO 3 is Pnm a, which are essentially the same
structure fype with a di erence in the de nition of axis
system 2343 The A cation (Sr/Ca) sites help to orm the
typicalbuilding block ofthis structure. The RuO ¢ octa—
hedra in these com pounds are connected by comer shar-
ing as shown in Fig. 1. The conduction electrons m oves
via thisRuO ¢ netw ork and hence determm inesvariouselec—
tronic properties. T he tilting and buckling of the RuO ¢4
octahedra as evident in the gure essentially leads to a
G dFe0 3 type distortion resulting to the orthorhombic
structure. W hike the structure type is sam e in both the
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FIG .1: Schem aticdiagram ofthe crystalstructure of S¥rRu0O 3
and CaRuO 3. The thick solid lines show the Ru-O -Ru angles.

com pounds, the extent ofdistortion is som ewhatdi erent
resulting to a slightly di erent Ru-O Ru bond anglk In
these com pounds. IfO (1) representsthe apicaloxygen in
the Ru0 ¢ octahedra along z-axis In the gure and O 2)
represents the oxygens in the basal (xy) plane, there are
two O (2) and one O (1) atom s jn. one form ula unit. The
Ru-O Ru angks in SIRu0 5 are?i Ru-0 (1) Ru= 1676,
Ru-O 2)Ru = 159.7 and those in CaRuO 3 areti Ru—
O 1)Ru= 1496 ,RuO 2)Ru= 1498 .

The Ru-O-Ru angl has signi cant in uence in the
electronic properties since the electron hopping interac—
tion strength between Ru-sites via oxygens, usually de—
noted by t is the largest for the anglk 0of 180 and grad-
ually reduces w ith the deviation of Ru-O -Ru bond an-
gl from 180 . Thus, the e ective electron correlation
strength, U=W U = elctron-electron Coulomb repul-
sion strength and t / W = valence band width) is ex—
pected to be higher in CaRu0 5 than that In SXrRu0 3. It
wasbelieved thatthedi erence in U=W In thesetwo com —
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pounds leads to such contrasting ground state properties.
However, a recent experin ental study show s that U=W
is signi cantly weak as expected for a highly extended
4d transition mgtal oxides and are very sim ilar in both
the com pounds.'¥5: T hus, the experin ental observation of
di erent ground state properties In otherw ise these two
identical com pounds still rem ains a puzzle despite nu—
m erous studies carried out in these and associated other
system s as wellduring last two decades.

Local spin density approxim ations has often been
ound to be successinl to capture the-magnetic ground
state properties of various system sHAE T the present
study, we Investigate the m agnetic ground state proper—
ties of ruthenates using state-ofthe-arf-fiill potential Iin—
earized augm ented plane wavem ethod®d w ithin the local
spdn density approxin ations. T he results for SIRuO 3 re—
veal ferrom agnetic ground state consistent w ith various
experim ental results. Interestingly, the ground state en—
ergy for the soin polarized solution of CaRuO 3 is higher
than that for the non-m agnetic solution despite large ex—
change splitting leading to a large m agnetic m om ent in
this system . Calculations for di erent structuralcon g-
urations suggest that Ca-0 covalency plays the key rok
In detem Ining the electronic properties in this system .

II. THEORETICALMETHODS

T he electronic band structure calculations were car—
ried out using 11l potential linearized augm ented plane
wave EFLAPW ) method within the local spin densiy
approxin ations (LSDA) ushg w Exn2k sofiware®d The
lattice constants are obtained from the analysis of x—
ray di paction pattems from high quality polycrystalline
sam ple and are very sin ilar to those estin ated ear—
lier for the sam pleg in Joth single crystalline and poly—
crystalline om s232314 The estin ated lattice param e-
ters corresponding to the axis system shown in Fig. 1
are; a = 5572 A, b= 5542 A, c = 7834 A for
SrRuO3, and a = 5519A,b= 7665A,c= 5364 A
for CaRuO 3. The atom ic positions In SrRuO 3 used In
these calculations are; Sr: 4c x=0.488(3), y=1.00(0),
1/4); Ru: 4b (0, 05, 0); O (@): 4c &=-0.000@),
y=0.03@), 1/4); O 2): 8d (x=028(5), y=022(7), z=—
003 @3)). The atom ic positions n CaRu0 3 are; Ca: 4c
(x=0.9465(7), 1/4, z=0.0122(5)); Ru: 4b (O, 0, 05);
O (1): 4c x=0.10248(7),1/4,z=05899(1)) and O (2): 8d
(x=02072(5), y= 04513 (5), z=02080(8)). It is to note
here that the Ru 4d orbials de ned in the axis system
shown In Fig.1 aredi erent from those in the localaxis
systam ofRuO ¢ octahedra having tpy and e; sym m etries.
In orderto show the partialdensity of states correspond-
Ing to di erent Ru 4d orbitals, we have rotated the axis
system by 45 in the xy plane and the results are shown
later In the text.

Variousbond lengths found in these calculationsm atch
wellw ith the experin ental results. D espite di erence in
lattice param eters and change in uni cell volum e be-
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FIG .2:Calculated (@) TDOS, (b) Ru4dPDO S with tpg sym —
metry, (c) Ru4dPDOS with e symmetry, (d) O 20 PDOS,
and (e) Sr 4d PDO S for the non-m agnetic ground state of
SrRuO 3. The large Intensity at the Fem i level suggests a
m etallic ground state. The states at the Fem i level have
prin arily Ru 4d character with O 2p states appearing below
—-2eV.

tween CaRuO 3 and SrRu0 3, average Ru-O bond lengths
are very sin ilar in both the cases. Themu n-tin radii
Ry 1) PrSr/Ca,Ruand O weresestto 106 A, 085 A

and 0.74 A, respectively. The convergence for di er—
ent calculations were achieved considering 512 k points
within the st Brillouin zone. T he errorbar for the en—
ergy convergencewas setto < 025m eV per form ula unit.
In every case, the charge convergence w as achieved to be
lessthan 10 3 electronic charge.

ITII. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In Fig. 2, we show the density of states OO S) calcu—
lated Porthe non-m agnetic solution ofSIRu0 5. Thereare
four distinct groups of intense features and a  at region
appear in the total density of states (TDO S) shown in
Fig.2(a). In order to identify the character of these fea—
tures, we also plot the partial densiy of states DO S)
corresponding to Ru 4d, O 2p and Sr 4d contrbutions in
the eigen states by calculating the pro fction ofthe eigen
states onto these spin-orbials. It is clear that Sr 4d con—
tributions appear beyond 4 €V above the Ferm ilevel, ¢
denoted by ’‘zero’ In the energy axis. O 2p also has -



nite contrbutions in this energy range suggesting nite
m ixing between O 2p and Sr 4d electronic states.

The Ru 4d contrbutions are shown In two groups. In
Fig.2 ) and 2 (c), the 4d orbialsde ned in the cartesian
coordinate system s correspond to the xyz-axis system ro-—
tated by 45 in the xy plane w ith respect to the axis sys—
tem shown in Fig.1l. This axis system is very close to
the local axis system of the RuO ¢ octahedra. The de-
viations due to the orthorhom bic distortions are clearly
m anifested by an all ntensities in the energy range cor-
responding to other symm etries. The dyy, dy, and dy,
orbitalspossesstpy symm etry and are shown in Fig.2 ().
ThePDO S corresponding to these orbitals spread over a
large energy range of -7 €V to 0.6 €V w ith a sharp fea-
ture between -2 &V to 0.6 V.0 20PDOS in Fig 2(d)
also exhibit signi cantly large Intensities in this energy
range. The observation of O 2p character iIn the Ru 4d
band and vice versa suggests strong hybridization be—
tween O 2p and Ru 4d ekctronic states. T his hybridiza—
tion between t,y bands and the symm etry adapted O
2p bands form s bonding and anti-bonding energy bands,
w here the overlap of the orbitals are sideways and are
known as -bonds. T he energy bandsbetween —7 &V to —
4 5 eV energies can be assigned asbonding bands and the
antibonding bands appear between -2 to 0.6 €V . From
the relative Intensities of the Ru 4d and O 2p PDOS,
it is evident that the antibonding bands possess essen—
tially Ru 4d character and the bonding bands have O 2p
character. The total width of the tpy band is close to
26 €V.

The dy2 y2 and d,2 PDOS are shown In Fig. 2(0).
The prin ary contribution appears between 0.9 eV and
55 eV wih large contrbutions between — 7.8 &V to -
5 eV . Sin ilar to the case of by bands, signi cant O 2p
PDO S also appear In these energy ranges. The mutual
contributions between Ru 4d and O 2p states again in-
dicate large degree of covalency. The electronic states
with ey symmetry form  -bonds (head-on overlap) w ith
the O 2p states. Shce, -bondsare signi cantly stronger
than the -bonds, i is expected that the separation be—
tw een bonding and antibonding states nvolving -bonds
willbe signi cantly larger com pared to that correspond-
Ing to -bonds. This is clearly m anifested in the elec-
tronic density of states n Fig. 2(c), where the energy
region between — 78 €V and -5 €V is contrbuted by
bonding bands w ith dom inant O 2p character and the
antibonding states appear above ¢ .

T he features In the energy region between —4 €V to —
22 eV areprim arily contrbbuted by O 2p PDO S, and has
negligble contrbutions from Ru 4d and Sr 4d electronic
states. Thus, these Intensities are assigned to the O 2p
non-bonding elctronic states. Notably, all these char-
acterizations are consistent w ith various photoem ission
resultst?

In order to Investigate the m agnetic properties In this
system w ithin the local spin-density approxim ations, we
have calculated the ground state energies for ferrom ag—
netic arrangem ent ofm om ents of the constituents. Inter—
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FIG. 3: Calculated (@) TDOS, (o) Ru 4d PDOS, () O 2p
PDOS, and (d) Sr 4d PDO S for the ferrom agnetic ground
state 0of SIRuO 3. Thedown spin DO S are shown in the sam e
energy scale w ith inverted DO S axis.

estingly, the eigen energy for the ferrom agnetic ground
state is lowerby 12 m &V per form ula uni (fu) than the
lowest eigen energy for the non-m agnetic solution. It is
to note here that a sm all vardation in atom ic position
ladsto a large di erence in energy between the ground
state energies corresponding to ferrom agnetic and non-
m agnetic solutions. Forexam ple, forthe atom icpositions
from Ref. [12], thisenergy di erence isabout 9m eV /fi.
H ow ever, the ferrom agnetic ground state energy in this
case is 612 m eV /fi1 higher than that in the present case.
Interestingly, all the structures of SIRu0 3 published in
the literature tom y know ledge, the ferrom agnetic ground
state energy isobserved to be low erthan that correspond-
Ing to the non-m agnetic solution. W hile these results are
clearly consistentw ith t‘t}.e,experin entalobservationsand
various previous J:esu]i:s,éb it reestablishes that the local
soin density approxin ationsare su cient to capture the
m agnetic ground state in these m aterials gs adse estab—
lished in 3d and 5d transition m etal oxides 244724

The spin m agnetic m om ent centered at Ru-sites is
found to be about 058 5, which is substantially sm all
com pared to the spin only value of 2 y corresoonding
to four electrons in the t,g orbials in the low spin con-—

guration of RU* . In addition, there is a lJarge spn po—
larization of the Interstitial electronic states ( 033 3
) about 57% of the Ru-moment). The induced spin
m om ent at the oxygen sites are also found to be signi —
cantly large 0.1 5 forO (1) and 008 y orO @)).ALL



these m agnetic m om ents centered at di erent Ru and
O sites couple ferrom agnetically. Thus, the total spin
m agnetic m om ent per ©om ula uni is found to be about
12 g and is very close to the experim ental estin ation
ofl4 04 p from variousm easurem ents op,varities
of sam ples in sihgle and polycrystalline form s£24

Interestingly, the total m agnetic m om ent, although
consistent to the experim ental estin ations, is signi —
cantly lower than the spin only value fr the B .t
electronic con guration for RU* ions. This is signif-
icantly di erent from 3d transition m etal oxides, w here
the calculated m agneticm om ent is often ound very close
to their spin only valie corresponding to the electronic
con guration close to the transition m etal ions. W hilke
it has been observed that various other approxin ations,
such as generalized gradient approxin ations, inclision of
soin-orbit coupling etc. keadsto a largervalue ofthe spin
m agnetic m om ent in the ground state, the experim ental
observation of am all saturation m agnetic m om ent even
for high quality single crystals suggests that othere ects
are in portant for this system . In particular, the orbial
m om ent is expected to be negligble for these large 4d
orbials due to the strong crystal eld e ect. T he reduc—
tion of Iocalm om ent from the spin only value of2 3
m ay be attrbuted to the highly extended nature of the
4d orbitals. In addition, a large degree 0of O 2p —Ru 4d
hybridization is observed in the DO S, which m ay reduce
the m agnetic m om ent further.

The shifts in the DO S due to exchange splitting are
shown In Fig. 3, where the down-soin DO S is shown
on the sam e energy scale (x-axis) but the DO S-axis is
nverted. The relative shift of the up- and down-soin
states provides an estim ation of the exchange splitting
of the corresponding electronic states. It is evident that
there is no shift between up-and down-goin Sr 4d states
appearing above 4 &V . The relative shift in the up—and
down-soin PD O S corresponding to O 2p states provides
an estim ate of the exchange splitting of about 025 €V .
T he exchange splitting in Ru 4d totaldensity of states is
close to 0.5 €V and js consistent w ith the values obtained
In previous studies? H ow ever, it is found to be som ew hat
di erent for the electronic states with di erent symm e—
tries. W hile it is 05 €V for t,g bands, close to 04 &V
is observed in the case of 5 bands. Sm aller splitting in
the later casesm ay be attributed to the larger degree of
itineracy of the corresponding electronic states. Inter—
estingly, the TDO S at rp for the up-spin states is found
to be signi cantly an aller (1.95 states/eV M) than that
(3.64 states/eV fu) for the down spin states. The soin
polarization can be de ned as

N (p)rn N (r)4)
N (p)n+ N (r)4)

P =

where N () denotes the density of state at ¢ . Thus,
P is found to be -302% ,which is signi cantly large and
negative as observed experin entally 24

W e now tum to the case ofCaRuO 3. The calculated
D O S fornon-m agnetic solutionsare shown n Fig.4. The
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FIG .4:Calulated (@) TDOS, (b) Ru4dPDO S with tpg sym —
metry, (c) Ru4dPDOS with e symmetry, (d) O 20 PDOS,
and () Ca 3d PDO S for the non-m agnetic ground state of
CaRuO 3. The large Intensity at the Fem 1 level suggests a
m etallic ground state as that observed In SXRu0 3. T he states
at the Fem i level have prin arily Ru 4d character with O 2p
states appearing below —2 €V .

features below — 2 €V is prim arily contributed by the
O 2p PDOS as also observed in the case of SIRuO; In
Fig. 2. The oxygen 2p non-bonding bands appear be—
tween —4 &V to -2 €V energy range. By com paring the
Ru 4d PDOS and O 2p PDOS, i is evident that the
bonding t;y and e; bands w ith dom inant O 2p charac-
ter appears below -4 eV, where the bonding e; bands
have the lower energies as expected. The antibonding
t)g bands possess dom inant Ru 4d character and appear
between —1.8 €V to 0.6 €V energies. The antibonding
ey bands appear between the energy range of 1.5 €V to
5 eV .The ty and e; bands are separated by a distinct
energy gap of about 1 &V . Interestingly, Ca 3d contri-
butions appear albove 5 €V, which is signi cantly higher
than the energy range corresponding to the Sr 4d contri-
butions. T his is unusual since the Sr 4d electronic states
are expected to have higher energies com pared to the en—
ergies of Ca 3d elctronic states. W e will discuss this
unusual cbservation later n the text.

It is to note here that the totalw idth of the t,y band
is about 24 &V, which is slightly sm aller than that ob-
served for SIRuO; ( 2.6 &V; a changeof75% ). How—
ever, the w idth ofthe indiriduald-bands are very close to
eachother ( 24 0.1 €&V).Thus,the anallerRu-O Ru
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FIG.5: Calculated (@) TDOS, o) Ru 4d PDOS, () O 2p
PDOS, and (d) Ca 3d PDO S for the ferrom agnetic ground
state ofCaRuO 3. Thedown spin DO S are shown in the sam e
energy scale w th inverted DO S axis.

bond angle in CaRuO ;3 has very little In uence on the
w idth of the tpy bands. W hile all the d bands w ith tg

symm etry are very sim ilar in SrRuO 3, the dyy, band in

CaRu0 3 is slightly shifted to higher energies com pared

to the d,, and dy, bands. This energy shift may be
attributed to the distortion of the RuO ¢ octahedra lead—
Ing to a deviation from octahedral symm etry towards
D 4n symmetry. The width of the e; band is found to

beanaller ( 35e&V) in CaRuO3 than that ( 4.6 &V)

In SrRuO 3. Since, g4 states are coupled w ith oxygens
via bonds, the change In Ru-O -Ru bond anglk has the

strongest In uence in these bands in com parison to that
in the -bonded case corresponding to tpy bands. How -
ever, such changes will not have signi cant in uence In
the electronic properties of these m aterials since the ey

bands are essentially em pty In both the com pounds.

In order to probe the m agnetic properties In this sys—
tem , we calculated the lowest energy eigen states for the
ferrom agnetic ordering of the spin m om ents at various
sites. Interestingly, the calculations converges to a fer—
rom agnetic ground state w ith lJarge spin m om ents at dif-
ferent sites and the lowest energy eigenvalue is slightly
(4 mev /fi) higher thap that for the non-m agnetic so-
lution. A recent study? usig fill potential linearized
mu n-tih orial FPLM TO) calculations wihin gen-
eralized gradient approximn ations (GGA) and spin-orbit
coupling show s that CaRu0 3 exhbit G -type antiferro-
m agnetic long range order, where all the neighboring

R u-sites are antiferrom agnetically coupled. H owever, in
the absence of spin-orbit coupling, the ground state is
found to be ferrom agnetic. T here are strong controversy
In the ground state behavior In CaRuO 3. The recent
studies suggest an enhanced param agnetic groynd state?
and/or proxin ity to the quantum criticality? Slightly
higher energy corresponding to the ferrom agnetic ground
state com pared to the non-m agnetic/param agnetic soli—
tions In this study suggests that ferrom agnetic ground
state in not stable in this system s as also cbserved in the
experim ental resuls.

In the ferrom agnetic solution, the spin m agnetic m o—
ment centered at the mu n-tin spheres corresoonding
to Ru, O (1), O 2) and interstitial states are found to
be 049 5,004 5,008 5 and 025 3, respectively.
A 1l the spin m agnetic m om ents at di erent sites couple
ferrom agnetically, which leads to a total spin m agnetic
moment ofabout 1 y . Thisvalue is again signi cantly
sm aller than the spin only value of 2 5 for Ru®’, but
consistent w ith the experin entally observed valies?% n
order to investigate the up—and down soin DO S corre-
soonding to various elem ents in CaRu0 3, we show the
calculated DO S In Fig. 5 in the same way as shown in
Fig.3 for SrRu0 3. The exchange splittingin O 20 PDO S
is found to be about 025 &V . T he exchange splitting In
both £y and e; bands is close to 0.4 eV, which is slightly
an aller than that observed in SXRuO 3. No exchange
splitting is observed for Ca 3d states. The TDOS at

¢ fortheup and down spin states are 1.75 states/eV fu

and 222 states/eV fi1, regpectively. Thus, the spin po-
larization at ¢ in this com pound is found to be about
-11.9% .

From the resultspresented so far, it isclearthat the ob—
servation of ferrom agnetisn In SrRu0 3 can be explained
by band structure e ects. The lowest eigen energies for
di erent m agnetic arrangem ents In CaRu0O3 suggest a
nonm agnetic/param agnetic ground state. In order to in—
vestigate the origin of such di erence in CaRu0O3; com —
pared to SIRu0 3, we calculated the lowest energy eigen
states fordi erent com binationsofcrystal structures and
their m agnetic ground states. As a rst step, we cal-
culated the lowest energy solutions for SrRuO ;3 in the
sam e crystal structure as that ofC aR u0 3. Interestingly,
the lowest eigen energy for the nonm agnetic solution is
11175 mev /f1 higher than the ferrom agnetic ground
state energy in its realstructure. T he low est eigen energy
for the ferrom agnetic solutions in this crystalstructure is
even higher (1118 5meV /fi1). The total soin m agnetic
m om ent is found to be very very small (014 5y ). Change
In structure reduces the unit cell volum e by about 6 4%
and the average Ru-O -Ru bond angle from 165 to 150 .
However, average Ru-O bond lengths are very sin ilar.
T he large increase in energy indicates that such changes
does not lad to a stabl state. Interestingly, In the
CaRu0 3 structure, the ferrom agnetic ordering leads to
an enhancem ent In eigen energies com pared to the non-
m agnetic solutions although Sr is present at the A —sites.

W e now compare the lowest eigen energies calcu-
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FIG .6: Comparison of @) TDOS, b) Ru4dPDOS, (c) O 2p
PDOS and (d) Sr4d PDO S of SfRu0 3 in the real structure
(positive D O S axis) and equivalent cubic structure (inverted
DO S axis). Results exhibi a close sim ilarity between the
two cases as expected In SIRuO 3. In (d), the dashed lines
represent the calculated DO S and the solid lines represented
the sam e m ultiplied by 20.

lated for CaRuO 3 in the crystal structures sim ilar to

that of SIRuO 3. The lowest eigen energy Increases by

893.6 meV /fli com pared to the ground state energy in

its original structure in the nonm agnetic/param agnetic
con guration. Interestingly, the ferrom agnetic solution
is869.7m eV /fi1 higher in energy, which is23.9mev /fi1

lower than that in the nonm agnetic con guration. The
m agnetic mom ent calculated in this con guration is
066 5,005 5,012 5 and 039  forRu, O (1),

O (2) and Interstitial states, respectively. T he totalm ag—
netic mom ent is found to be 135 y, which is signi -
cantly higher than that found even in SfRu0O 3. Thus, In

SR U0 3 structure, the presence ofC a at the A -sites also

stabilizes ferrom agnetic ground state. Since the change
In structure isessentially re ected In the Ru-O -Ru bond
anglk w ithout much change in Ru-O bond length, it is
clear that this change in bond-anglk helps to stabilize
ferrom agnetic ground state. T he A -site potential in the

ABO; structure has negligbbke in uence in determ ining
the m agnetic ordering of the com pound.

In order to probe the role of cations In stabilizing the
crystal structure, which is m anifested by large change
In the ground state energies, we com pare the calcu—
lated results forboth SrRu0 ;3 and CaRu0 ;3 for their real
structure and the equivalent cubic structure keeping the

DOS (states/fu.eV)

2_ Ca3d yp0 Re .
0
of
6

Energy (eV)

FIG.7: Comparison of @) TDOS, b) Ru4dPDOS, (c) O 2p
PDOS and (d) Ca3dPDOS ofCaRu0 3 in the real structure
(positive D O S axis) and equivalent cubic structure (inverted
DO S axis). A large shift ofthe C a 3dband suggests strong C a—
O ocovalency. In (d), the dashed lines represent the calculated
DO S and the solid lines represented the sam e m ultiplied by
20.

unit cell volum e identical to that in the real structure.
The ground state energy for the nonm agnetic soluition

of SIRu0 3 is about 45 m eV /fu higher than the ferro-
m agnetic ground state energy in the realstructure. The

calculated DO S are shown in Fig. 6. It isevident that the

DO S for realand cubic structures are sim ilar in term s of
energy position and overlap ofRu 4d and Sr 4d electronic
states w ith the O 2p states etc. Totalw idth of various
bands are som ew hat narrower in the real structure com —
pared to that in the cubic structure. It is to note here
that GdFeO ;5 type of distortion appears In SrRu0 3 via

the distortion of the RuO ¢ octahedra w ith di erent Ru-—
O bond lengths, and Ru-O (1)-Ru bond angl 167.6 and

Ru-O 2)Rubond anglk 159.7 . This leads to a lifting of
degeneracy ofthe tpy and ey bands. H ow ever, the average
Ru-© bond lengths are close to that in the equivalent cu—
bic structure. T his is clearly m anifested by the closeness
oftheDOS and PDO S shown In Fig. 6.

In CaRuO 3, the nonm agnetic ground state energy In
the cubic structure is signi cantly large ( 190m eV /fi1)
com pared to that In the real structure. W e com pare the
calculated DO S corresponding to the real structure of
CaRu0 3 and the equivalent cubic structure in Fig. 7.
Thewidth ofthe Ru 4d and O 2p bands are signi cantly
larger in the cubic structure due to the Ru-O Ru bond
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FIG.8: (@) Ca3dPDOS iscompared with O 2p PDO S in the
cubic structure, where the unit cell volum e is identical to the
unit cellvolum e in the realstructure. (o) Ca 3dPD O S iscom —
pared wih O (1) 20 PDO S and O (2) 2p PD O S corresponding
to the realstructure ofCaRu0 3. T he results suggest a strong
Ca© (1) covalency.

angle of 180 and a snaller Ru©O bond length arising
from am aller unit cell volim e. The m ost strdking e ect
is observed in the PDO S of Ca 3d band. In the results
corresponding to the cubic structure, Ca 3d band ap-—
pear in the energy range of 3 - 5.5 &V as expected for
Ca 3d elkctronic states com pared to the energies of Sr
4d electronic states shown in Fig. 6. Such lower bind-
Ing energies lads to a signi cant overlap w ith the O 2p
PD O S appearing at low er energies. Interestingly, the Ca
3d PDO S contributions shift to above 5 eV energies in
the real structure w ith an increase in contribution in the
O 2p dom lnated region as shown by expanding the low

energy part in Fig. 7(d).

In order to investigate the Ca-© oovalency and the
overlap w ih di erent oxygens in the structure, we plot
Ca 3dPDO S albngw ith corresponding O (1) 2p and O (2)
2p0PDOS In Fig. 8. In the cubic structure,Ca 3dPDO S
appearsbetween 3 &V and 5.5 &V energies. T he contribu—
tionsat lowerenergies & < r ) appearstohavedi erent
Intensity distribution with energy com pared to that ob—
served for O 2p PDO S. In the real structure, the Ca 3d
band shifts to above 5 €V energies and the contributions
below § matches signi cantly wellw ih the PDO S cor-
responding to O (1) 2p electronic states. This reveals a
typical scenario of Ca 3d and O (1) 2p hybridization re—
sulting to bonding and antbonding bands. The bands
at lower energies represent the bonding electronic states
w ith dom inant O 2p character and the antbonding lev—
els with large Ca 3d character shifts to higher energies.

Thus, the DO S in the ral structure reveals a large de—
gree of covalency between Ca-O (1) in the structure, which
¥ads to a shift of Q (1) sites towards Ca-sites (GdFeO ;3
type of distortion) 23

Sm aller fonic radius of Ca®" com pared to S¥** leads
to apreductjon In Goldschm idt tolerance factor (rp +
)= 2@y + o ), where rn isthe ionic radiusofSr/Ca.
Such reduction often resultsto a distortion in the crystal
structure. H ow ever, this does not indicate, what kind of
distortion is expected. Tn 3d' perovskite system s, it is
already shown that although there is no change in the
tolerance factor between CavO 3 and LaT O 3,-a large
distortion in the crystal structure is observed 24 T was
show n that the covalency between A -site cations and O —
2p statesplays the key role in determ ining the distortion
In the crystal structure and that the shift of O (1) sites
towards A sites leads to a G dFe0 3-type of distortion in
these system s. A sin ilar e ect is also observed here in
the electronic structure of these perovskite ruthenates.

In oxder to understand the m agnetic ground state In
CaRuO 3 in the cubic structure, we have calculated the
Jow est elgen energies for the sam e unit cell. Interestingly,
In the cubic structure, the ground state is ferrom agnetic,
which isabout 21 m eV /fii Jower In energy than that for
non-m agnetic solution. The m agnetic m om ent is found
to be signi cantly large w ith total spin contribution of
12 3 .TheRu-O bond lngth in this condition is about
192 A, which is signi cantly am aller than that in the
real structure (average bond length = 2 A). It hasbeen
observed that application of pressyre leads to a decrease
n Curie tem perature n SrRuO ; 23 This has alo been
observed in our caloulationg,aswell as In the theoretical
results published 1 the past? that ferrom agnetic solution
becom es less stable w ith the decrease In unit cellvolum e
Jleading to a decrease In Ru-O Ru bond angle. T hus, the
observation of ferrom agnetic ground state in the cubic
structure of CaRu0 3 ckarly reveals an in portant rok of
Ru-O -Ru bond angk in the ground state properties.

In 3d transition m etal (TM ) oxides, it is ocbserved that
the TM O -TM superexchange Interaction stabilizes an—
tiferrom agnetic ordering for TM -O -TM bond angles of
180 . T his isthe origin ofantiferrom agneticbehavior ob—
served In aln ost all the 3d transition m etal oxides w ith
nsulating ground state. For TM -O-TM bond angl of
90 , a ferrom agnetic ordering is expected since the oxy—
gen 2p orbitals connected to two neighboring TM sites
are orthogonal and the holes transferred from TM sites
w il be parallel due to Hund’s rule coupling. Thus, a
deviation from 180 is expected to help ferrom agnetic
ordering due to Hund’s rulke e ect.

In addition, the deviation ofRu-0 -Ru bond angle from
180 is expected to enhance the localm agnetic m om ent
of 4d electronic states due to the decrease in hopping in-
teractions strength. T hus, the destabilization of the long
range ferrom agnetic order in CaRu0 3 due to the decrease
in Ru-ORu angk from 180 isunusual

It is to note here that in 3d transition m etal oxides,
them agneticm om ent at the transition m etal site is often



found to be very clpseto the values corresoonding to the
jonic con guratiort4t’ suggesting signi cantly large Io—
calized characterofthe 3d electrons. H ow ever, 4d orbitals
are highly extended com pared to the 3d orbitals and the
correlation e ects are ound to be signi cantly weakid
This is clearly m anifested in various m agnetic m easure—
m ents w ith the estin ations of signi cantly sm allerm ag—
neticm om ent (closeto 14 3 ) com pared to the spin-only
valie of 2 5 PrRu?’ . The extended nature of the 4d
electronic states lkads to a strong coupling between the
localm om ents centered at di erent cites. This is pre—
sum ably the origin of large degree of soin polarization
In the O 2p bands ( 17% ) and in the interstitial elec—
tronic states ( 55% ). Such large spin polarization of
the valence electronic states has also been observed in
elem ental ferrom agnets; 4f m om ents leads to a stronpg
soin polarization in the 5dé6s valence electrons of G daes

and these electronic states couple the localm om ents at

di erent sites leading to a ferrom agnetic long range or—
der. Such ocoupling is will be weaker in these ruthen-
ates, when the Ru-O -Ru anglk deviates from 180 dueto

the reduction in hopping interaction strength and hence

the reduction in extended nature ofthe valence electrons.
W hilk these argum ents provide a qualitative understand—
Ing ofthem agnetic properties in these interesting classof
m aterials, further study is required to probe the details

of such interactions in these system s.

In summ ary, the results in these calculations estab—
lishes that A-© covalency in the ARuO 3 structure plays
the key role In detem ining the electronic structure in
these systams. The absence of long range order in
CaRu0 3 may be attrbuted to an aller Ru-O Ru angle
appearing due to lJarge Ca-0 covalency in this system .
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