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R ole ofcovalency in the ground state properties ofperovskite ruthenates: A �rst

principle study using localspin density approxim ations

K alobaran M aiti
Departm ent of Condensed M atter Physics and M aterialSciences,

Tata Institute ofFundam entalResearch,Hom iBhabha Road,Colaba,M um bai- 400 005,INDIA

(D ated:M arch 23,2024)

W e investigate the electronic structure ofSrRuO 3 and CaRuO 3 using fullpotentiallinearized

augm ented plane wave m ethod within the localspin density approxim ations. The ferrom agnetic

ground state in SrRuO 3 could exactly be described in these calculations and the calculated spin

m agnetic m om ent is found to be close to the experim entally observed values. Interestingly,the

spin polarized calculations for CaRuO 3 exhibitlarge spin m om ent as observed in the experim ents

butthe m agnetic ground state hashigherenergy than thatin the non-m agnetic solution. Various

calculations for di�erent structuralcon�gurations indicate thatCa-O covalency plays the key role

in determ ining the electronic structure and thereby the m agnetic ground state in thissystem .

PACS num bers:71.20.Lp,71.15.A p,75.25.+ z

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

Investigation of the ground state properties of

ruthenates has seen an explosive growth in the re-

cent tim e due to m any interesting properties such as

superconductivity,1 non-Ferm i liquid behavior,2,3 un-

usualm agneticground states2,3,4,5 etc.observed in these

m aterials.SrRuO 3,a perovskitecom pound exhibitsfer-

rom agnetic long range order below the Curie Tem per-

ature of about 160 K with a large m agnetic m om ent

(1.4 �B ) despite highly extended 4d character of the

valence electrons.4,5 Variousband structure calculations

based on di�erent kinds of approxim ations revealfer-

rom agnetic ground state in SrRuO 3 and the calculated

m agnetic m om entsare found to strongly depend on the

kind ofapproxim ationsused in thestudy.6,7 Interestingly,

CaRuO 3,an isostructuralcom pound exhibitsim ilarm ag-

netic m om entathigh tem peratures asthatobserved in

SrRuO 3 butthe m agnetic ground state is controversial.

W hilesom estudiespredicted an antiferrom agneticorder-

ing in CaRuO 3,
7,8,9,10 variousother studies suggestab-

senceoflong-rangeorderdown tothelowesttem perature

studied.2,3,5,11 Theselaterinvestigationspredictthatthe

behaviorin thiscom pound isin theproxim ityofquantum

criticality,which ism anifested in thetransportm easure-

m entsexhibiting non-Ferm iliquid behavior.2,3

Both SrRuO 3 and CaRuO 3 form in an orthorhom bic

perovskite structure (ABO 3 - type). The space group

forSrRuO 3 isconventionally de�ned asP bnm and that

for CaRuO 3 is P nm a, which are essentially the sam e

structure type with a di�erence in the de�nition ofaxis

system .12,13 TheA cation (Sr/Ca)siteshelp to form the

typicalbuilding block ofthisstructure.TheRuO 6 octa-

hedra in thesecom poundsareconnected by cornershar-

ing asshown in Fig.1. The conduction electronsm oves

viathisRuO 6 networkand hencedeterm inesvariouselec-

tronic properties. The tilting and buckling ofthe RuO 6

octahedra as evident in the �gure essentially leads to a

G dFeO 3 type distortion resulting to the orthorhom bic

structure. W hile the structure type issam e in both the
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FIG .1:Schem aticdiagram ofthecrystalstructureofSrRuO 3

and CaRuO 3.Thethick solid linesshow theRu-O -Ru angles.

com pounds,theextentofdistortionissom ewhatdi�erent

resulting to a slightly di�erent Ru-O -Ru bond angle in

thesecom pounds.IfO (1)representstheapicaloxygen in

the RuO 6 octahedra along z-axisin the �gure and O (2)

representstheoxygensin thebasal(xy)plane,thereare

two O (2)and one O (1)atom sin one form ula unit. The

Ru-O -Ru anglesin SrRuO 3 are:
13 Ru-O (1)-Ru = 167.6�,

Ru-O (2)-Ru = 159.7� and those in CaRuO 3 are:
14 Ru-

O (1)-Ru = 149.6�,Ru-O (2)-Ru = 149.8�.

The Ru-O -Ru angle has signi�cant in
uence in the

electronic propertiessince the electron hopping interac-

tion strength between Ru-sites via oxygens,usually de-

noted by tisthe largestforthe angle of180� and grad-

ually reduces with the deviation ofRu-O -Ru bond an-

gle from 180�. Thus,the e�ective electron correlation

strength,U=W (U = electron-electron Coulom b repul-

sion strength and t/ W = valence band width) is ex-

pected to behigherin CaRuO 3 than thatin SrRuO 3.It

wasbelieved thatthedi�erencein U=W in thesetwocom -

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605553v1
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poundsleadstosuch contrastingground stateproperties.

However,a recentexperim entalstudy showsthat U=W

is signi�cantly weak as expected for a highly extended

4d transition m etaloxides and are very sim ilar in both

thecom pounds.15 Thus,theexperim entalobservation of

di�erentground state propertiesin otherwise these two

identicalcom pounds stillrem ains a puzzle despite nu-

m erousstudiescarried outin theseand associated other

system saswellduring lasttwo decades.

Local spin density approxim ations has often been

found to be successfulto capture the m agnetic ground

statepropertiesofvarioussystem s.16,17,18 In thepresent

study,we investigate the m agnetic ground state proper-

tiesofruthenatesusing state-of-the-artfullpotentiallin-

earized augm ented planewavem ethod19 within thelocal

spin density approxim ations.TheresultsforSrRuO 3 re-

vealferrom agnetic ground state consistentwith various

experim entalresults.Interestingly,the ground state en-

ergy forthe spin polarized solution ofCaRuO 3 ishigher

than thatforthenon-m agneticsolution despitelargeex-

change splitting leading to a large m agnetic m om entin

thissystem . Calculationsfordi�erentstructuralcon�g-

urationssuggestthatCa-O covalency playsthe key role

in determ ining the electronicpropertiesin thissystem .

II. T H EO R ET IC A L M ET H O D S

The electronic band structure calculations were car-

ried outusing fullpotentiallinearized augm ented plane

wave (FLAPW ) m ethod within the local spin density

approxim ations (LSDA) using W IEN 2K software.19 The

lattice constants are obtained from the analysis of x-

ray di�raction patternsfrom high quality polycrystalline

sam ples4 and are very sim ilar to those estim ated ear-

lier for the sam ples in both single crystalline and poly-

crystalline form s.12,13,14 The estim ated lattice param e-

ters corresponding to the axis system shown in Fig.1

are; a = 5.572 �A, b = 5.542 �A, c = 7.834 �A for

SrRuO 3,and a = 5.519 �A,b = 7.665 �A,c = 5.364 �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, 0.5, 0); O (1): 4c (x= -0.000(1),

y= 0.03(8),1/4); O (2): 8d (x= 0.28(5),y= 0.22(7),z= -

0.03(3)). The atom ic positions in CaRuO 3 are;Ca: 4c

(x= 0.9465(7), 1/4, z= 0.0122(5)); Ru: 4b (0, 0, 0.5);

O (1):4c(x= 0.10248(7),1/4,z= 0.5899(1))and O (2):8d

(x= 0.2072(5),y= 0.4513(5),z= 0.2080(8)). It is to note

here that the Ru 4d orbitalsde�ned in the axis system

shown in Fig.1 aredi�erentfrom thosein thelocalaxis

system ofRuO 6 octahedrahavingt2g and eg sym m etries.

In orderto show thepartialdensity ofstatescorrespond-

ing to di�erentRu 4d orbitals,we haverotated the axis

system by 45� in the xy planeand theresultsareshown

laterin the text.

Variousbond lengthsfound in thesecalculationsm atch

wellwith the experim entalresults.Despite di�erence in

lattice param eters and change in unit cellvolum e be-
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FIG .2:Calculated (a)TD O S,(b)Ru 4d PD O S with t2g sym -

m etry,(c)Ru 4d PD O S with eg sym m etry,(d)O 2p PD O S,

and (e) Sr 4d PD O S for the non-m agnetic ground state of

SrRuO 3. The large intensity at the Ferm ilevelsuggests a

m etallic ground state. The states at the Ferm ilevel have

prim arily Ru 4d characterwith O 2p statesappearing below

-2 eV.

tween CaRuO 3 and SrRuO 3,averageRu-O bond lengths

are very sim ilar in both the cases. The m u�n-tin radii

(R M T )forSr/Ca,Ru and O were setto 1.06 �A,0.85 �A

and 0.74 �A, respectively. The convergence for di�er-

ent calculations were achieved considering 512 k points

within the �rstBrillouin zone.The errorbarforthe en-

ergyconvergencewassetto< 0.25m eV perform ulaunit.

In every case,thechargeconvergencewasachieved to be

lessthan 10�3 electroniccharge.

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N S

In Fig.2,we show the density ofstates(DO S)calcu-

lated forthenon-m agneticsolution ofSrRuO 3.Thereare

fourdistinctgroupsofintense featuresand a 
atregion

appear in the totaldensity ofstates (TDO S) shown in

Fig.2(a).In orderto identify the characterofthese fea-

tures,we also plotthe partialdensity ofstates(PDO S)

corresponding to Ru 4d,O 2p and Sr4d contributionsin

theeigen statesby calculatingtheprojection oftheeigen

statesonto thesespin-orbitals.ItisclearthatSr4d con-

tributionsappearbeyond 4 eV abovetheFerm ilevel,�F
denoted by ’zero’in the energy axis. O 2p also has �-
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nite contributionsin this energy range suggesting �nite

m ixing between O 2p and Sr4d electronicstates.

The Ru 4d contributionsare shown in two groups.In

Fig.2(b)and 2(c),the4dorbitalsde�ned in thecartesian

coordinatesystem scorrespond tothexyz-axissystem ro-

tated by 45� in thexy planewith respectto theaxissys-

tem shown in Fig.1. This axis system is very close to

the localaxis system ofthe RuO 6 octahedra. The de-

viationsdue to the orthorhom bic distortionsare clearly

m anifested by sm allintensities in the energy range cor-

responding to other sym m etries. The dxy,dyz and dxz

orbitalspossesst2g sym m etry and areshown in Fig.2(b).

ThePDO S corresponding to theseorbitalsspread overa

large energy range of-7 eV to 0.6 eV with a sharp fea-

ture between -2 eV to 0.6 eV.O 2p PDO S in Fig 2(d)

also exhibit signi�cantly large intensities in this energy

range. The observation ofO 2p characterin the Ru 4d

band and vice versa suggests strong hybridization be-

tween O 2p and Ru 4d electronicstates.Thishybridiza-

tion between t2g bands and the sym m etry adapted O

2p bandsform sbonding and anti-bonding energy bands,

where the overlap ofthe orbitals are sideways and are

known as�-bonds.Theenergy bandsbetween -7eV to -

4.5eV energiescan beassigned asbondingbandsand the

anti-bonding bandsappearbetween -2 to 0.6 eV.From

the relative intensities ofthe Ru 4d and O 2p PDO S,

itis evidentthatthe anti-bonding bandspossessessen-

tially Ru 4d characterand thebonding bandshaveO 2p

character. The totalwidth ofthe t2g band is close to

2.6 eV.

The dx2�y 2 and dz2 PDO S are shown in Fig. 2(c).

The prim ary contribution appears between 0.9 eV and

5.5 eV with large contributions between - 7.8 eV to -

5 eV.Sim ilar to the case oft2g bands,signi�cant O 2p

PDO S also appearin these energy ranges. The m utual

contributions between Ru 4d and O 2p states again in-

dicate large degree ofcovalency. The electronic states

with eg sym m etry form �-bonds(head-on overlap)with

theO 2p states.Since,�-bondsaresigni�cantly stronger

than the �-bonds,itisexpected thatthe separation be-

tween bondingand anti-bondingstatesinvolving�-bonds

willbesigni�cantly largercom pared to thatcorrespond-

ing to �-bonds. This is clearly m anifested in the elec-

tronic density ofstates in Fig.2(c), where the energy

region between - 7.8 eV and - 5 eV is contributed by

bonding bands with dom inant O 2p character and the

anti-bonding statesappearabove�F .

The featuresin the energy region between -4 eV to -

2.2eV areprim arily contributed by O 2pPDO S,and has

negligiblecontributionsfrom Ru 4d and Sr4d electronic

states. Thus,these intensities are assigned to the O 2p

non-bonding electronic states. Notably,allthese char-

acterizations are consistent with various photoem ission

results.15

In orderto investigatethe m agnetic propertiesin this

system within the localspin-density approxim ations,we

have calculated the ground state energies for ferrom ag-

neticarrangem entofm om entsoftheconstituents.Inter-
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FIG .3: Calculated (a) TD O S,(b) Ru 4d PD O S,(c) O 2p

PD O S,and (d) Sr 4d PD O S for the ferrom agnetic ground

state ofSrRuO 3.Thedown spin D O S are shown in thesam e

energy scale with inverted D O S axis.

estingly,the eigen energy for the ferrom agnetic ground

stateislowerby 1.2 m eV perform ula unit(fu)than the

lowesteigen energy forthe non-m agnetic solution. Itis

to note here that a sm allvariation in atom ic position

leadsto a largedi�erence in energy between the ground

state energies corresponding to ferrom agnetic and non-

m agneticsolutions.Forexam ple,fortheatom icpositions

from Ref.[12],thisenergy di�erenceisabout9 m eV /fu.

However,the ferrom agnetic ground state energy in this

caseis612 m eV /fu higherthan thatin thepresentcase.

Interestingly,allthe structures ofSrRuO 3 published in

theliteraturetom yknowledge,theferrom agneticground

stateenergyisobservedtobelowerthan thatcorrespond-

ing to thenon-m agneticsolution.W hiletheseresultsare

clearlyconsistentwith theexperim entalobservationsand

variouspreviousresults,6,7 itreestablishesthatthe local

spin density approxim ationsaresu�cientto capturethe

m agnetic ground state in these m aterials as also estab-

lished in 3d and 5d transition m etaloxides.16,17,18

The spin m agnetic m om ent centered at Ru-sites is

found to be about0.58 �B ,which issubstantially sm all

com pared to the spin only value of2 �B corresponding

to fourelectronsin the t2g orbitalsin the low spin con-

�guration ofRu4+ .In addition,thereisa largespin po-

larization ofthe interstitialelectronic states(� 0.33 �B
) about 57% of the Ru-m om ent). The induced spin

m om entatthe oxygen sitesare also found to be signi�-

cantly large(0.1 �B forO (1)and 0.08 �B forO (2)).All
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these m agnetic m om ents centered at di�erent Ru and

O sites couple ferrom agnetically. Thus, the totalspin

m agneticm om entperform ula unitisfound to be about

1.2 �B and isvery close to the experim entalestim ation

of1.4 � 0.4 �B from variousm easurem entson varieties

ofsam plesin singleand polycrystallineform s.9,20

Interestingly, the total m agnetic m om ent, although

consistent to the experim ental estim ations, is signi�-

cantly lower than the spin only value for the t3
2g"

t1
2g#

electronic con�guration for Ru4+ ions. This is signif-

icantly di�erent from 3d transition m etaloxides,where

thecalculated m agneticm om entisoften found veryclose

to their spin only value corresponding to the electronic

con�guration close to the transition m etalions. W hile

ithasbeen observed thatvariousotherapproxim ations,

such asgeneralized gradientapproxim ations,inclusion of

spin-orbitcouplingetc.leadstoalargervalueofthespin

m agnetic m om entin the ground state,the experim ental

observation ofsm allsaturation m agnetic m om ent even

forhigh quality singlecrystalssuggeststhatothere�ects

are im portantforthissystem . In particular,the orbital

m om ent is expected to be negligible for these large 4d

orbitalsdueto thestrong crystal�eld e�ect.Thereduc-

tion oflocalm om ent from the spin only value of2 �B

m ay be attributed to the highly extended nature ofthe

4d orbitals. In addition,a large degree ofO 2p -Ru 4d

hybridization isobserved in theDO S,which m ay reduce

the m agneticm om entfurther.

The shifts in the DO S due to exchange splitting are

shown in Fig. 3, where the down-spin DO S is shown

on the sam e energy scale (x-axis) but the DO S-axis is

inverted. The relative shift of the up- and down-spin

states provides an estim ation ofthe exchange splitting

ofthe corresponding electronic states.Itisevidentthat

thereisno shiftbetween up-and down-spin Sr4d states

appearing above 4 eV.The relative shiftin the up-and

down-spin PDO S corresponding to O 2p statesprovides

an estim ate ofthe exchange splitting ofabout 0.25 eV.

Theexchangesplitting in Ru 4d totaldensity ofstatesis

closeto 0.5eV and isconsistentwith thevaluesobtained

in previousstudies.6 However,itisfound tobesom ewhat

di�erent for the electronic states with di�erent sym m e-

tries. W hile it is 0.5 eV for t2g bands,close to 0.4 eV

isobserved in the case ofeg bands. Sm allersplitting in

the latercasesm ay be attributed to the largerdegreeof

itineracy ofthe corresponding electronic states. Inter-

estingly,the TDO S at�F forthe up-spin statesisfound

to be signi�cantly sm aller(1.95 states/eV.fu)than that

(3.64 states/eV.fu) for the down spin states. The spin

polarization can be de�ned as

P =
(N (�F )" � N (�F )#)

(N (�F )" + N (�F )#)

where N (�F ) denotes the density ofstate at �F . Thus,

P isfound to be-30.2% ,which issigni�cantly largeand

negativeasobserved experim entally.21

W e now turn to the case ofCaRuO 3. The calculated

DO S fornon-m agneticsolutionsareshown in Fig.4.The
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FIG .4:Calculated (a)TD O S,(b)Ru 4d PD O S with t2g sym -

m etry,(c)Ru 4d PD O S with eg sym m etry,(d)O 2p PD O S,

and (e) Ca 3d PD O S for the non-m agnetic ground state of

CaRuO 3. The large intensity at the Ferm ilevelsuggests a

m etallicground stateasthatobserved in SrRuO 3.Thestates

atthe Ferm ilevelhave prim arily Ru 4d characterwith O 2p

statesappearing below -2 eV.

features below - 2 eV is prim arily contributed by the

O 2p PDO S as also observed in the case ofSrRuO 3 in

Fig.2. The oxygen 2p non-bonding bands appear be-

tween -4 eV to -2 eV energy range. By com paring the

Ru 4d PDO S and O 2p PDO S,it is evident that the

bonding t2g and eg bands with dom inant O 2p charac-

ter appears below -4 eV,where the bonding eg bands

have the lower energies as expected. The anti-bonding

t2g bandspossessdom inantRu 4d characterand appear

between -1.8 eV to 0.6 eV energies. The anti-bonding

eg bandsappearbetween the energy range of1.5 eV to

5 eV.The t2g and eg bandsare separated by a distinct

energy gap ofabout 1 eV.Interestingly,Ca 3d contri-

butions appear above 5 eV,which is signi�cantly higher

than the energy range corresponding to the Sr4d contri-

butions.ThisisunusualsincetheSr4d electronicstates

areexpected to havehigherenergiescom pared to theen-

ergies ofCa 3d electronic states. W e willdiscuss this

unusualobservation laterin the text.

Itisto note here thatthe totalwidth ofthe t2g band

is about 2.4 eV,which is slightly sm allerthan that ob-

served forSrRuO 3 (� 2.6 eV;a change of7.5% ). How-

ever,thewidth oftheindividuald-bandsareverycloseto

each other(� 2.4 � 0.1 eV).Thus,thesm allerRu-O -Ru
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FIG .5: Calculated (a) TD O S,(b) Ru 4d PD O S,(c) O 2p

PD O S,and (d) Ca 3d PD O S for the ferrom agnetic ground

stateofCaRuO 3.Thedown spin D O S areshown in thesam e

energy scale with inverted D O S axis.

bond angle in CaRuO 3 has very little in
uence on the

width ofthe t2g bands. W hile allthe d bands with t2g

sym m etry are very sim ilar in SrRuO 3,the dxy band in

CaRuO 3 is slightly shifted to higher energies com pared

to the dyz and dxz bands. This energy shift m ay be

attributed to thedistortion oftheRuO 6 octahedra lead-

ing to a deviation from octahedralsym m etry towards

D 4h sym m etry. The width ofthe eg band is found to

be sm aller(� 3.5 eV)in CaRuO 3 than that(� 4.6 eV)

in SrRuO 3. Since,eg states are coupled with oxygens

via � bonds,thechangein Ru-O -Ru bond anglehasthe

strongestin
uence in these bandsin com parison to that

in the �-bonded case corresponding to t2g bands. How-

ever,such changeswillnot have signi�cantin
uence in

the electronic properties ofthese m aterials since the eg
bandsareessentially em pty in both the com pounds.

In orderto probe the m agnetic propertiesin thissys-

tem ,wecalculated thelowestenergy eigen statesforthe

ferrom agnetic ordering ofthe spin m om ents at various

sites. Interestingly,the calculations converges to a fer-

rom agneticground statewith largespin m om entsatdif-

ferent sites and the lowest energy eigenvalue is slightly

(4 m eV /fu) higher than that for the non-m agnetic so-

lution. A recent study7 using fullpotentiallinearized

m u�n-tin orbital(FPLM TO ) calculations within gen-

eralized gradientapproxim ations (G G A) and spin-orbit

coupling shows that CaRuO 3 exhibit G -type antiferro-

m agnetic long range order, where all the neighboring

Ru-sitesare antiferrom agnetically coupled. However,in

the absence ofspin-orbit coupling,the ground state is

found to beferrom agnetic.Therearestrong controversy

in the ground state behavior in CaRuO 3. The recent

studiessuggestan enhanced param agneticground state5

and/or proxim ity to the quantum criticality.2 Slightly

higherenergy correspondingtotheferrom agneticground

statecom pared to thenon-m agnetic/param agneticsolu-

tions in this study suggests that ferrom agnetic ground

statein notstablein thissystem sasalso observed in the

experim entalresults.

In the ferrom agnetic solution,the spin m agnetic m o-

m ent centered at the m u�n-tin spheres corresponding

to Ru, O (1), O (2) and interstitialstates are found to

be 0.49 �B ,0.04 �B ,0.08 �B and 0.25 �B ,respectively.

Allthe spin m agnetic m om entsatdi�erentsites couple

ferrom agnetically,which leads to a totalspin m agnetic

m om entofabout1 �B .Thisvalue isagain signi�cantly

sm aller than the spin only value of2 �B for Ru4+ but

consistentwith theexperim entally observed values.4,5 In

order to investigate the up-and down spin DO S corre-

sponding to various elem ents in CaRuO 3,we show the

calculated DO S in Fig.5 in the sam e way as shown in

Fig.3forSrRuO 3.Theexchangesplittingin O 2pPDO S

isfound to be about0.25 eV.The exchange splitting in

both t2g and eg bandsiscloseto 0.4 eV,which isslightly

sm aller than that observed in SrRuO 3. No exchange

splitting is observed for Ca 3d states. The TDO S at

�F fortheup and down spin statesare1.75 states/eV.fu

and 2.22 states/eV.fu,respectively. Thus,the spin po-

larization at �F in this com pound is found to be about

-11.9% .

From theresultspresentedsofar,itisclearthattheob-

servation offerrom agnetism in SrRuO 3 can beexplained

by band structure e�ects. The lowesteigen energiesfor

di�erent m agnetic arrangem ents in CaRuO3 suggest a

nonm agnetic/param agneticground state.In orderto in-

vestigate the origin ofsuch di�erence in CaRuO3 com -

pared to SrRuO 3,we calculated the lowestenergy eigen

statesfordi�erentcom binationsofcrystalstructuresand

their m agnetic ground states. As a �rst step, we cal-

culated the lowest energy solutions for SrRuO 3 in the

sam ecrystalstructureasthatofCaRuO 3.Interestingly,

the lowesteigen energy for the nonm agnetic solution is

1117.5 m eV /fu higher than the ferrom agnetic ground

stateenergyin itsrealstructure.Thelowesteigen energy

fortheferrom agneticsolutionsin thiscrystalstructureis

even higher(1118.5 m eV /fu). The totalspin m agnetic

m om entisfound tobeveryverysm all(0.14�B ).Change

in structure reducesthe unitcellvolum e by about6.4%

and theaverageRu-O -Ru bond anglefrom 165� to 150�.

However,average Ru-O bond lengths are very sim ilar.

Thelargeincreasein energy indicatesthatsuch changes

does not lead to a stable state. Interestingly, in the

CaRuO 3 structure,the ferrom agnetic ordering leads to

an enhancem entin eigen energiescom pared to the non-

m agneticsolutionsalthough Srispresentatthe A-sites.

W e now com pare the lowest eigen energies calcu-
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FIG .6:Com parison of(a)TD O S,(b)Ru 4d PD O S,(c)O 2p

PD O S and (d)Sr4d PD O S ofSrRuO 3 in the realstructure

(positive D O S axis)and equivalentcubic structure (inverted

D O S axis). Results exhibit a close sim ilarity between the

two cases as expected in SrRuO 3. In (d),the dashed lines

representthe calculated D O S and the solid linesrepresented

the sam e m ultiplied by 20.

lated for CaRuO 3 in the crystal structures sim ilar to

that ofSrRuO 3. The lowest eigen energy increases by

893.6 m eV /fu com pared to the ground state energy in

its originalstructure in the nonm agnetic/param agnetic

con�guration. Interestingly,the ferrom agnetic solution

is869.7 m eV /fu higherin energy,which is23.9 m eV /fu

lowerthan that in the nonm agnetic con�guration. The

m agnetic m om ent calculated in this con�guration is

0.66 �B ,0.05 �B ,0.12 �B and 0.39 �B for Ru,O (1),

O (2)and interstitialstates,respectively.Thetotalm ag-

netic m om ent is found to be 1.35 �B ,which is signi�-

cantly higherthan thatfound even in SrRuO 3.Thus,in

SrRuO 3 structure,thepresenceofCa attheA-sitesalso

stabilizes ferrom agnetic ground state. Since the change

in structureisessentially re
ected in theRu-O -Ru bond

angle without m uch change in Ru-O bond length,it is

clear that this change in bond-angle helps to stabilize

ferrom agnetic ground state. The A-site potentialin the

ABO 3 structure has negligible in
uence in determ ining

the m agnetic ordering ofthe com pound.

In orderto probe the role ofcationsin stabilizing the

crystalstructure, which is m anifested by large change

in the ground state energies, we com pare the calcu-

lated resultsforboth SrRuO 3 and CaRuO 3 fortheirreal

structureand the equivalentcubicstructurekeeping the
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FIG .7:Com parison of(a)TD O S,(b)Ru 4d PD O S,(c)O 2p

PD O S and (d)Ca 3d PD O S ofCaRuO 3 in therealstructure

(positive D O S axis)and equivalentcubic structure (inverted

D O S axis).A largeshiftoftheCa3dband suggestsstrongCa-

O covalency.In (d),thedashed linesrepresentthecalculated

D O S and the solid lines represented the sam e m ultiplied by

20.

unit cellvolum e identicalto that in the realstructure.

The ground state energy for the nonm agnetic solution

ofSrRuO 3 is about 45 m eV /fu higher than the ferro-

m agneticground state energy in the realstructure.The

calculated DO S areshown in Fig.6.Itisevidentthatthe

DO S forrealand cubicstructuresaresim ilarin term sof

energyposition and overlap ofRu 4d and Sr4d electronic

states with the O 2p states etc. Totalwidth ofvarious

bandsaresom ewhatnarrowerin therealstructurecom -

pared to that in the cubic structure. It is to note here

that G dFeO 3 type ofdistortion appears in SrRuO 3 via

the distortion ofthe RuO 6 octahedra with di�erentRu-

O bond lengths,and Ru-O (1)-Ru bond angle167.6� and

Ru-O (2)-Ru bond angle159.7�.Thisleadsto a lifting of

degeneracyofthet2g and eg bands.However,theaverage

Ru-O bond lengthsarecloseto thatin theequivalentcu-

bicstructure.Thisisclearly m anifested by thecloseness

ofthe DO S and PDO S shown in Fig.6.

In CaRuO 3,the nonm agnetic ground state energy in

thecubicstructureissigni�cantly large(� 190m eV /fu)

com pared to thatin the realstructure.W e com parethe

calculated DO S corresponding to the realstructure of

CaRuO 3 and the equivalent cubic structure in Fig.7.

Thewidth oftheRu 4d and O 2p bandsaresigni�cantly

largerin the cubic structure due to the Ru-O -Ru bond
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FIG .8:(a)Ca 3d PD O S iscom pared with O 2p PD O S in the

cubicstructure,wheretheunitcellvolum eisidenticalto the

unitcellvolum ein therealstructure.(b)Ca3dPD O S iscom -

pared with O (1)2p PD O S and O (2)2p PD O S corresponding

to therealstructureofCaRuO 3.Theresultssuggesta strong

Ca-O (1)covalency.

angle of180� and a sm aller Ru-O bond length arising

from sm aller unit cellvolum e. The m oststriking e�ect

is observed in the PDO S ofCa 3d band. In the results

corresponding to the cubic structure, Ca 3d band ap-

pear in the energy range of3 -5.5 eV as expected for

Ca 3d electronic states com pared to the energies ofSr

4d electronic states shown in Fig.6. Such lower bind-

ing energiesleadsto a signi�cantoverlap with the O 2p

PDO S appearing atlowerenergies.Interestingly,theCa

3d PDO S contributions shift to above 5 eV energies in

therealstructurewith an increasein contribution in the

O 2p dom inated region as shown by expanding the low

energy partin Fig.7(d).

In order to investigate the Ca-O covalency and the

overlap with di�erentoxygensin the structure,we plot

Ca3d PDO S alongwith correspondingO (1)2pand O (2)

2p PDO S in Fig.8.In thecubicstructure,Ca 3d PDO S

appearsbetween 3eV and 5.5eV energies.Thecontribu-

tionsatlowerenergies(E < �F )appearstohavedi�erent

intensity distribution with energy com pared to thatob-

served forO 2p PDO S.In the realstructure,the Ca 3d

band shiftsto above5 eV energiesand thecontributions

below �F m atchessigni�cantly wellwith the PDO S cor-

responding to O (1) 2p electronic states. This reveals a

typicalscenario ofCa 3d and O (1)2p hybridization re-

sulting to bonding and antibonding bands. The bands

atlowerenergiesrepresentthe bonding electronic states

with dom inantO 2p characterand the antibonding lev-

els with large Ca 3d charactershifts to higher energies.

Thus,the DOS in the realstructure reveals a large de-

greeofcovalencybetween Ca-O(1)in thestructure,which

leads to a shiftofO(1) sites towards Ca-sites (GdFeO 3

type ofdistortion).22

Sm aller ionic radius ofCa2+ com pared to Sr2+ leads

to a reduction in G oldschm idt tolerance factor (rA +

rO )=
p
2(rR u + rO ),whererA istheionicradiusofSr/Ca.

Such reduction often resultsto a distortion in thecrystal

structure.However,thisdoesnotindicate,whatkind of

distortion is expected. In 3d1 perovskite system s,it is

already shown that although there is no change in the

tolerance factor between CaVO 3 and LaTiO 3, a large

distortion in the crystalstructure is observed.22 It was

shown thatthe covalency between A-sitecationsand O -

2p statesplaysthekey rolein determ ining thedistortion

in the crystalstructure and that the shift ofO (1)sites

towardsA-sitesleadsto a G dFeO 3-type ofdistortion in

these system s. A sim ilar e�ect is also observed here in

the electronicstructureofthese perovskiteruthenates.

In order to understand the m agnetic ground state in

CaRuO 3 in the cubic structure,we have calculated the

lowesteigen energiesforthesam eunitcell.Interestingly,

in thecubicstructure,theground stateisferrom agnetic,

which isabout21 m eV /fu lowerin energy than thatfor

non-m agnetic solution. The m agnetic m om ent is found

to be signi�cantly large with totalspin contribution of

1.2 �B .TheRu-O bond length in thiscondition isabout

1.92 �A,which is signi�cantly sm aller than that in the

realstructure(averagebond length �= 2 �A).Ithasbeen

observed thatapplication ofpressureleadsto a decrease

in Curie tem perature in SrRuO 3.
23 This has also been

observed in ourcalculationsaswellasin the theoretical

resultspublished in thepast6 thatferrom agneticsolution

becom eslessstablewith thedecreasein unitcellvolum e

leading to a decreasein Ru-O -Ru bond angle.Thus,the

observation of ferrom agnetic ground state in the cubic

structure ofCaRuO 3 clearly revealsan im portantrole of

Ru-O-Ru bond angle in the ground state properties.

In 3d transition m etal(TM )oxides,itisobserved that

the TM -O -TM superexchange interaction stabilizes an-

tiferrom agnetic ordering for TM -O -TM bond angles of

180�.Thisistheorigin ofantiferrom agneticbehaviorob-

served in alm ostallthe 3d transition m etaloxideswith

insulating ground state. For TM -O -TM bond angle of

90�,a ferrom agnetic ordering isexpected since the oxy-

gen 2p orbitals connected to two neighboring TM sites

are orthogonaland the holestransferred from TM sites

willbe paralleldue to Hund’s rule coupling. Thus, a

deviation from 180� is expected to help ferrom agnetic

ordering due to Hund’srulee�ect.

In addition,thedeviation ofRu-O -Ru bond anglefrom

180� isexpected to enhance the localm agnetic m om ent

of4d electronicstatesdueto thedecreasein hopping in-

teractionsstrength.Thus,the destabilization ofthe long

rangeferrom agneticorderin CaRuO 3 dueto thedecrease

in Ru-O-Ru angle from 180� isunusual.

It is to note here that in 3d transition m etaloxides,

them agneticm om entatthetransition m etalsiteisoften
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found to bevery closeto thevaluescorrespondingto the

ionic con�guration16,17 suggesting signi�cantly large lo-

calizedcharacterofthe3delectrons.However,4dorbitals

arehighly extended com pared to the3d orbitalsand the

correlation e�ects are found to be signi�cantly weak.15

Thisisclearly m anifested in variousm agnetic m easure-

m entswith the estim ationsofsigni�cantly sm allerm ag-

neticm om ent(closeto1.4�B )com pared tothespin-only

value of2 �B forRu4+ . The extended nature ofthe 4d

electronic statesleadsto a strong coupling between the

localm om ents centered at di�erent cites. This is pre-

sum ably the origin oflarge degree ofspin polarization

in the O 2p bands (� 17% )and in the interstitialelec-

tronic states (� 55% ). Such large spin polarization of

the valence electronic states has also been observed in

elem entalferrom agnets;4f m om ents leads to a strong

spin polarization in the 5d6s valence electrons ofG d24

and these electronic states couple the localm om entsat

di�erent sites leading to a ferrom agnetic long range or-

der. Such coupling is willbe weaker in these ruthen-

ates,when theRu-O -Ru angledeviatesfrom 180� dueto

the reduction in hopping interaction strength and hence

thereduction in extended natureofthevalenceelectrons.

W hiletheseargum entsprovidea qualitativeunderstand-

ingofthem agneticpropertiesin theseinterestingclassof

m aterials,furtherstudy isrequired to probe the details

ofsuch interactionsin thesesystem s.

In sum m ary, the results in these calculations estab-

lishesthatA-O covalency in the ARuO 3 structure plays

the key role in determ ining the electronic structure in

these system s. The absence of long range order in

CaRuO 3 m ay be attributed to sm aller Ru-O -Ru angle

appearing due to largeCa-O covalency in thissystem .
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