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In order to shed light on the electronic structure of NayCoO », and m otivated by recent Co L-
edge X —ray absorption spectra XA S) experim ents w ith polarized light, we calculate the electronic
spectrum of a CoO ¢ cluster including all interactions between 3d orbitals. W e obtain the ground
state for two electronic occupations in the clister that correspond nom inally to allO in the O 2
oxidation state, and Co' > or Co'*. Then, all excited states obtained by prom otion of a Co 2p
electron to a 3d electron, and the corresponding m atrix elem ents are calculated. A t of the
observed experim ental spectra is good and points out a large C 0O covalency and cubic crystal eld
e ects, that resul In low spin Co 3d con gurations. O ur resuls indicate that the e ective hopping
between di erent Co atom splaysa m apr role in determ ining the sym m etry of the ground state in
the Jattice. R em aining quantitative discrepancies w ith the XA S experin ents are expected to com e

from com position e ects of itineracy in the ground and excited states.

PACS num bers:
I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, there has been intense research on
doped cobaltates because of their interesting transport,
m agnetic and superconducting properties. Na;CoO ,
show s an exoeptionally high therm opow er over the dop—
Ing range 05 b 4 09, whik also displaying low
resistivity and low them al conductivity M, B]. These
properties are those wished In materals wih poten—
tial technological applications In refrigeration. In 2003
Takada and cow orkers found a superconducting state in
Nap3Co002 13RO at tem peratures lower than 5K l].
The system Na,CoO, is also Interesting because of is
sin ilarities to the high-T. copper oxide superconductors,
since both system s contain altemating layers consisting
of oxygen and spin-1/2 transition m etal ions separated
by layers of lower conductivity In an anisotropic crys—
tal structure. Na,CoO , consists of altemating layers of
Co0, and sodium , and becom es superconducting only
when hydrated wih water NapssCo0, 1:350)M1.
However, in contrast to m ost cuprates, the Co0 , layers
consist ofedge-sharing C o0 ¢ octahedra, arranged in such
a way that the cobal and oxygen ions form a triangu-
lar lattice. T he superconducting resonance-valence-bond
state for which som e indications exist in the square lat-
tice of the cuprates M, ], is believed to be favored 1 a
triangular lattice h.

In the m ost sin ple picture, the e ect of sodium dop-
ing is only to m odify the nom nalratio ofCo®* to Co?**
depending on the sodiuim content. This in tum, as in
the cuprates, m odi es the num ber of free carriers and
a ects dram atically the conducting and m agnetic prop—

E lectronic address:

erties ofthe system . x = 0 correspondsto the highly cor—
related (charge transfer or M ott) insulating lim i. M ag—
netic susocgptibility m easurem ents I,I] have shown evi-
dence of antiferrom agnetic long-range order below 20 K

In a doping range of 0:75 x 0:9: From anisotropic
dc m agnetic susceptbility and SR m easurem ents on a

N ap.g2C 00 5 crystalone conclides that the C o spin isori-
ented along the crystalc axis l].

D etailed know ledge of the electronic structure of this
system is of course In portant for the understanding of
all its properties. Ideally, from the know ledge of in -
portant param eters such as the d d Coulomb inter-
action which includes exchange, the di erent hopping
term s, and the charge-transfer energy one directly gains
Inform ation about the band gap and the character ofthe
electronic structure as it is explained in the classi cation
schem e done by Zaanen, Saw atzky, and A llen l]. Addi-
tionally, know ing in portant orbitals and Interactions in
an Interm ediate energy scale accessble in optical exper-
in ents, lke the three{band Hubbard m odel in the case
of cuprates l], one would derive an e ective low -energy
m odel (lkethet J modelbased on Zhang-R ice singlets
.,.,.,.,.] for the cuprates) which describes the
relevant low -energy physics. A s an exam ple, interesting
phenom ena have been explained by the form ation of the
Zhang-R ice singlkts, such as the unusual m agnetic and
transport properties In (La;Ca)xSrig x Cuz40 41 .] and
other cuprates. Sim ilar low -energy reduction procedures
have been Hliowed for the nickelates ] and m agnetic
double perovskites .]. Instead, a system atic low -energy
reduction has not been carried out for Na,CoO, and it
seam s that no consensus exists on the low-energy e ec—
tive theory, In goite of the experin ental and theoretical
e ort conceming the electronic structure of the system .
At energy scals of 1 &V or larger, valuable inform ation
on this electronic structure is provided by local spectro—
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scopic probes, lke x-ray absorption spectroscopy KA S)
,], and x-ray photoem ission XP S) 1], whik anglke
resolved photoem ission ARPES) [, B, B8] brings In—
form ation on the dispersion relation just below the Ferm i
energy. In particular XA S, including a recent study of
its dependence on the polarization of the incident light
, ], Indicate that NayC o0, exhibits the character
of a doped chargetransfer insulator 1], rather than a
doped M ott{Hubbard insulator, and the ground state
contains a signi cant O 2p portion. Several calculations
of the band structure use a single band e ective m odel
0, B, 0], These descriptions can be justi ed if
the lattice distortion orcrystal eld break the degeneracy
ofthe 3d oy orbitals which are otherw ise degenerate in a
cubicenvironm ent, and ifthe O degreesoffreedom can be
Integrated out in a sin flarway as in the cuprates. H ow —
ever, K oshibae and M aekaw a based on an estin ation of
the e ects ofthe above m entioned lattice distortion, and
sim ple geom etrical argum ents, proposed an altemative
scenario, w ith four interpenetrating K agom e sublattices
hidden in the CoO; layer [1]. T his scenario was further
supported by Indergand et al. who derived the di erent
hopping elem ents and interactions in the ensuing m ulti-
band m odel 1], Starting from thispicture, K halliulin et
al. argued that the spin-orbi coupling of the correlated
electrons on the 4 level, although relatively snall ( 80
m eV ]) strongly In uences the coherent part of the
wave functions and the Fem i surface topology at low
doping and favors triplet superconductivity, in m arked
contrast to the cuprates [1].

In this work, we solve exactly a cluster com posed ofa
Co atom and its six nearest-neighborO atom s for the ge—
om etry and oxidations states relevant to Na,CoO,. The
ain is to lam more about the electronic structure of
the system in an interm ediate energy scale by com pari-
son w ith experim ental results on the polarization depen—
dence of XA S spectra [1]. W e con m previous results
conceming the highly covalent Co-© bond and the low
soin state of Co [, ], In addition an analysis of the
dependence of the XA S intensities on the polarization
direction of the incident light, support the scenario of
K oshbae and M ackaw a that the e ective C o€ o hopping
through the interm ediate O sites is an essential part of
the low energy physics. A dditionally i will be shown,
that due to the strong covalency a large am ount ofholes
reside at the oxygen sites.

T he form alism and relevant equations are presented in
Section IT. T he resuls and its com parison to experin ent
are Inclided in Section ITI. Section IV contains a sum —
m ary and discussion.

II. METHOD

A . Themodel

An adequate starting point to describe the electronic
structure ofN a,C 00 , isa m ultiband H ubbard m odel In—

cluding allCo 3d orbials and O 2p orbitals, and their
Interactions (like the three-band Hubbard m odel for the
cuprates 1)) . Thism odel cannot be solved exactly and
one has to resort to som e approxin ation. Calculations
starting from rstprinciplesapproxin ate the interactions
and are known to lead to wrong results when the on-—
site Coulomb repulsion Uy between transition-m etal 3d
electrons is In portant. For exam ple, they predict that
LaCuO 4 is a param agnetic m etal, while experin entally
it is an antiferrom agnetic insulator. In this work we take
the opposite approach and retain exactly all 3d-3d inter-
actions at the price to consider only one Co atom and is
six nearest-neighbor O atom s, w th octahedralOy, sym —
m etry. The e ects ofthe distortions are discussed in sec—
tion ITI. W e also m ake som e additional approxin ations
which are not essentialbut reduce the size of the m atri-
ces of the Ham iltonian in each symm etry sector. This
allow s us to have a calculational tool exible enough to
allow a tofthe XA S spectra in a reasonable am ount of
com puter tim e. For exam ple, we neglect the interactions
between O 2p holes and this allow s us to take us advan—
tage of a restricted basis for these orbitals which has the
sam e sym m etry as the 3d tpy and e; orbitals. T he other
O 2p orbitals becom e irrelevant in the absence of O -O
Interactions. For the description of the Co L-edge XA S
spectra, we also need to inclide in the Ham iltonian the
energy of the Co 2p core hol and its repulsion w ith the
Co 3d holes [, 0, 1.

The H am ilttonian that describes the dynam ics of holes
inside the C 00 ¢ cluster is

X X X
H = p,d d o+ e, d” d + Cn Cim
2tag; 2eq; Jm
X + +
+ ob; Pi T tl (pl d + Hwx)
i i6 3
X 1 X
+ . Pl + = v d'ddd
iy P Px >
i6 k
X + +
+Ucqg Cim Cim d d . 1)
jm
Here pI creates a hole on the O 2p orbial atsite i
wih spin . Theoperatord® hasan analogousm eaning

forthe Co 3d orbitals. Sin ilarly c;m createsa C o 2p core
hole w th angularm om entum Jj and profction m .
The 1rst two temms of Eq. ) descrbe the energy
of the by and e; Co 3d orbitals split by a crystal eld
tag e, = 10D g. W e note that this di erence can be
called the \ionic" contribution to the crystal eld split—
ting, sihce afterhybridization w ith the O orbitals, the dif-
ference between m ixed t,g and e orbitals ismuch larger
due to what is called the ligand eld contrbutions. The
third term describesthe energy ofthe C o corehole, w ith a
solitting 3, 1—» 15€&V .The fourth tem corresoonds
to the energy of the O 2p orbitals. The next two tem s
represent the CoO and O -O hopping, param etrized as
usual, In term s ofthe SlaterX osterparam eters [1]. The



term before the last includes all interactions between 3d
orbitals originated by the C oulom b repulsion ofelectrons
In the 3d shell. The last term describes the repulsion be-
tween the Co 3d holes and a Co 2p core hole if present.
W e have neglcted the exchange and higher multipole
Coulomb interactions between these orbials. Their ef-
fectsw illbe discussed later. Spin-orbit coupling ofthe 3d
electrons is negligble com pared w ith the other energies
In theproblem ( 80meV []) and was also neglected.

T he m atrix elem ents of the Interactions inside the 3d
shell are given by []

()" (@2);

@)
where ' (r;) is the wave function of the spin-orbital
W e have calculated all these integrals in temm s of the
Slater param eters Fg, F,, and F, using known m ethods
of atom ic physics [, ], The resulting form of this In—
teraction term is long and we do not reproduce it here.
T he term s ncluding only thy orbitalsare described In Ref
], and those am ong &4 ones are described for exam ple
In Ref. []. Som e of the rem aining tem s are listed In
Ref. [l]. In particular, the valie of the Coulomb re-
pulsion between electrons of opposite spin at the sam e
orbitalisUg = Fg + 4F, + 36F,, and the spin—spin Inter-
action between 3d orbitals of the sam e irreducble repre-
sentation is Jy,, = 3F2 + 20F4, and Je, = 4F, + 15F,.
In Na,CoO,, the form al oxidation state ofthe O ions
is 2, and that of Co depends on the sodium content x,
behg Co®* forx = 1,and Co?* forx = 0. Thismeans
that our cluster has to be solved for a totalof four holes
(con gurations d°L°%, d’L?, d®L?, etc) i the omer
case and ve holes (con gurations d°L°%, d°L?, etc) 1
the latter. T he respective probabilities are assum ed to be
x and 1 x.For sin plicity, we w i1l Iabel these two cases
asCo®" and Co** respectively, although aswe shall see
there is a signi cant degree of covalency and the realCo
oxidation states are am aller.

e
) ————
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B . The x—ray absorption intensity

The ground state of the cluster in both above m en—
tioned cases (or Co®* and Co*t) does not contain any
Co 2p core hole. The excitation w ih light prom otes a
Co 2p electron to the Co 3d shell, or in other words,
creates a core hole and destroys a 3d hole. In the dipo-
lar approxin ation, the e ect of the light is calculated in
tin edependent perturbation theory from the addition of
theterm Hy = p A to the Ham iltonian, where p is the
momentum operator and A = @,;A ;A ;) is the vec-
tor potential. Exoept for an unin portant prefactor, the
relevant part of H; can be deduced from symm etry ar—
gum ents and general physical considerations: i should
be rotationally nvariant, spin independent, and contain
term s that destroy a 3d hole and create a corehole. This

Jeads to the operator
X +
Hy = (O2lz dpy, + Hx): 3)
1

Here the destruction operators of the 3d holes dy;, are
expressed in tem s of 1, ; the orbial angular m om entum
projction. 03, is an irreducble operator that trans-
form s ke an angularm om entum L = 2 w ith projction
1, constructed com bining the com ponents of A in spher—
icalham onics @3, ) with the core hole operators CLZ
that create a Co 2p holew ith angularm om entum proc—
tion 1, and spin . The expression ofthe ve com ponents
ofOZlz (L = 2 to 2) is derived easily using C lebsch—
Gordan coe cients. Sim ilarly, using these coe cients,
i is easy although lengthy, to express the light opera-—
tor H; in temn s of the basis for the orbitals used in the
Ham iltonian Eq. ) and C artesian coordinates ofA :

X

Hy = a im Ap;md + Hc: @)

Jm

T his is the m ost convenient form for our purposes.

U sing Fem s golden rule and neglecting an unin por—
tant prefactor, the XA S intensity becom es
pihfH i & By ~1): 5)

if

Here ji, is one of the two possble niial states (ground
state or Co®* orCo?"), p; its probability that depends
on the Na content, and E ; is energy. Sin ilarly £ labels
the nalstates. ~! is the energy of the incom ing light
represented by the vector potentialA .

In order to simulate the m easured spectra, we have
broadened the delta fiinctions appearing in Eq. W
replacing them by a Lorentzian line shape wih a fiill
width of 05 €V at half maxinum EW HM ) at the
Ls{edge and 0.7 €V at the L, {edge due to di erent life
tin e broadening e ects.

III. RESULTS

A . The structure of the ground state

There are already indications that the Co ions in
NayCo0, are In a low soin state 1, 11], supported also
by the interpretation of XA S m easurem ents using polar-
ized light [, ]. Thism eans that crystal eld e ects
dom Inate over the exchange tem s. In fact, from the pa—
ram eters that best t the experin ent (see Tablk [l one
sees that 10D g= 12 &V .Asmentioned in the previous
section, this corregponds to the \ionic" part ofthe crystal

eld. The actual splitting ism uch larger due to the cova—
lency e ectswhich are also strong In the system . In table
B we present an overview ofthe con gurationspresent in



CO3+ CO4+
G roundstate G roundstate
d® 0230 a®> |0.14
d’L! {047 d°L' |0.40
d®Ln? 020 d’nL? |035
a’r? |0.03 a®n? 010
a*°n*|0.00 d’L* |0.01
a’r?|0.00

TABLE I: Overview of the hole distribution for the ground
states. T he num bers give the hole distribbution in percent.

the ground state for clustersw ith nom inaloxidation state
Cco® and Cco't.

The ground state ©rCo’" isasingletwih A4 symme-
try (forthe sake ofclarity we use capital ketters to denote
the irreducible representations ofm any-body states). For
the cluster representing nom inal C o>* , the m ost in por—
tant con gurations in the ground state are d® (30% ) and
d’'L! (47% ), Ihdicating a very strong covalency in the
system . N ote that the d® population is am aller than the
d’L population and considerably less than 50% of the
total. Such a behavior can only be explained if one takes
m ore than one ligand hole Into account. In a con gura—
tion contaning only d® and d’L with a positive charge
transfergap cr = E @"'L) E (@) (see table IID),
the d® population w ill always be Jarger or equalto d'L
but w ill never be an aller. T hings change if one Includes
also con gurationscontaining two ligand holesd®L? w ith
su ciently lJarge hopping term s. In this case the relative
hole population changes towards the d’L. con guration,
so that even for a positive charge transfergap ¢ the
dom inant con guration can include a ligand hole. This
is a rather in portant result since it dem onstrates that
the hybridization between all those states nvolving one
or m ore ligand holes is lJarge enough to produce a low
energy state which in fact is ower than that ofthe start-
ing d® con guration containing no ligand holes. The d°
con guration corresponds to tgg (@llholes wih e5 sym —
m etry occupied). For sin plicity, to reduce the size of
them atrices in the tting procedure, we neglect the con—

gurations tj e} . This is justi ed by the fact that the
interaction term which m ixes the 3d con gurations tj,
and B el is =  3F; 5F4)’ 03 eV (sceTabkll),
ismuch am aller than the e ective crystal eld splitting

3 eV. The amount of ) e} 3d con gurations can be
calculated by perturbation theory, but in any case, its
In uence on the XA S spectra is ofthe orderof 1% . Sin -
ilarly, orCo** , we have neglected statesw ith m ore than
one 3d tpy hole.

W ith these sim pli cations and because of the neglect
of interactions betw een electrons at the O sites, the num —
ber of relevant states in the subspace in w hich the ground
state for Co®" is, reduced to 7 singlkts with A4 sym -
m etry. Sin ilarly, the ground state for Co?* is obtained
from six identical 38x38 m atrices and corresponds to a
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FIG . 1: Sketches of the energy schem e for di erent hole con-

gurations of C o** . (a): H ybridization between states w ith
none and one ligand hole, (b) and (c): H ybridization betw een
states w ith one and two ligand holes.

spin doublt with Tyy symmetry (this m eans three-fold
orbial degeneracy).

D ue to the symm etry ofthe cluster Oy, ), the 3d holes
conserve its sym m etry when they hop to the O 2p states.
N eglecting the sm all am ount of 3d ) e} states in Co™,
the only possbility for a ligand hole is then a linear
com bination w ith e; symm etry giving the con guration
d76ge; Léé .

Cco' ( veholks)
G round state
d°|014 d6L11 037 d7L22 028

d°L; Ly |004 d’'t? ., 007

e1 tl

TABLE II:Hol distrbution for the ground state of the C o**
cluster, incliding inform ation of symm etry up to con gura—
tions w ith two ligand holes. T he num bers give the hole dis—
tribution In percent.

A m ore com plicated picture is expected for the cluster
corresponding to C 0!, since it contains ve holesm ean—
ing that there w illalwaysbe one hole w ith oy sym m etry



In the system (either at the C o site or distributed am ong
the O Iions). For the param eters that t the experim ent,
the ground state of this cluster is a spin doublt wih
orbital symm etry Tzq4. T his three-fold degeneracy in the
point group Oy is split by the rhom bohedral distortion
as discussed In the next subsection. W hile an overview

of the structure of the ground state is given in tabk[ll,
the distrbution am ong di erent possible con gurations
up to two ligand holes for the ground state of the Co**

octahedra is shown in tablk . Note that states with
one and two ligand holes dom inate the com position of
the ground state. The d® con guration is very sinple. It
oonsists of four 3d., holes and one 3d;,, hole, or equiva—
kntly it consists of ve 3dy,, electrons (d%q ). The con—

gurations w ith one ligand hole w ith the sam e symm e~
try are d%ge;Leé , and d%th%g . The fom er has a larger
hybridization w ith the d®> con guration because the hop—
ping between 3d and 2p ey or tyg electrons involves the
SlaterX osterparam eter (od ) or (pd ) respectively, and
the form er has a larger m agniude. For con gurations
w ith two ligand holes there are two con gurations w ith
Tyq Symm etry: dzggeéLeéL%g and dzégegLe; . They both
hybridize with the dom inant one hole state d%geél‘eé .
Theonly di erence isthat the rst con guration couples
via t,, hopping to the one hole state while the second
ocon guration couples via a te; hopping which is larger
and resuls in a stronger occupation ofthis state (see ta-
bl . A lthough it is allowed by symm etry, the above
m entioned states w ith two ligand holes do not hybridize

w ith the state d% Ly,, due to the particular structure of
g9

the wave functions.

>From the above described distribbution ofholes in the
Co® and C o? clusters, it tumsout that the realC o valence
for each cluster is 2.04 and 2 .56 respectively, em phasiz—
Ing again the very strong degree of covalency in these
system s.

B . Breaking of the octahedral sym m etry

T he edgesharing Co0 ¢ octahedra in a CoO , layer of
N ayC o0, are com pressed along the c axis (oriented par-
allel to the (111) direction of one octahedra, see Fig.
2')). This distortion reduces the point group sym —
m etry of our cluster to D 33. A s explained above, the
ground state of the Co** cluster belongs to the Tog rep—
resentation 0of Oy . This representation is split in D 34 as
T2g = Afy + EJ, where to avoid confision, the represen—
tations of D 34 are prim ed. Labelling as kyi, Jzi, and
¥x1 the basis functions of the representation T,y (which
In our case correspond to the m any-body wave functions
of the Co?* cluster), the basis functions that transfom
irreducbly in D 34 can be w ritten as

— (Ryi+ Yzi+ Exi) (6)

o
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FIG .2: (a): D istortion ofthe octahedra. (b): Splitting ofthe
toy States in a trigonalcrystal eld.

for the state invariant under operations In D 34 and

TS yzit et s

1
£y i= P Gayit e pxi) ()

for the doubly degenerate states that transform lkeE .
A 3d orbitalw ith the symm etry A9, looks lke a 3z° r*
orbital and points into the direction of the crystallo-
graphic c axis. In a one-electron picture, for an adequate
ordering of the energy of the orbitals, the Co?* cluster
would correspond to &) orbitals complktely lled with 4
electrons and a half Ikd af, orbital [].

T he rhom bohedraldistortion ofthe C o0 ¢4 octahedra is
estin ated by the deviation of the Co-O € o bond angk
from 90 . For example for x 0:7 Huang et al. nd
an anglke 96 ] which leads to a change of the
thicknessofone octahedra by 10% , assum ing that theC o—
O bond distance rem ains constant during the distortion.

>From the t of unpolarized XAS spectra 1], Wu
et al. estimated Dg = 1 €V for the splitting D g =
E) HES i M) H A Lbetween the many-body
ground state AY_ and the excited states £ i. Tnstead,
K oshbae and M aekawa using a point charge m odel ob—
tained a negligigle splitting and suggested that the band
splitting at the zone center obtained in band structure
calculations is dom inated by the e ective C 0-C o hopping
m ediated by interm ediate O atom s [1]]. However, one
expects that the splitting is dom inated by covalency ef-
fects and that the ionic contrbution plays a m inor rolk.
Very recently Dy = 03156V has been obtained by
an ab-initio quantum chem ical con guration interaction
m ethod n a CoO ¢ cluster 1]. This is the m ost reliablk
result. The method used is known to provide accurate
results for charge conserving excitations and has been
used succesfully In a large fam ily of strongly correlated
system s [1].

To check if the distortion a ects our resuls for cu-
bic symm etry, we have estin ated the m atrix elem ent
Qnix = M) FHEJ ;2ibetween the EJ states and
the lowest exited states £ ;2i of the same symme-
try. T hese excited states belong to the irreducible repre—
sentation E4 of Oy and therefore do not hybridize w ith
the ground state In cubic symm etry. The only part of



the H am iltonian w here the trigonaldistortion com es into
play is a change In the hopping part through changes in
relative orientations of the orbitals, and O O distances.
We assumed an r 3 distance dependence for the hop-
pihg between p orbitals [l]. We ndQpix = 0:09&V.
Since Pp ix Jis very sm all com pared to the other ener—
gies of the m odel, in particular 10D g and the separation
between T,y and E4 levels, we can safely use the states
obtained In cubic symm etry for the calculation of the
XAS spectra.

A ground statew ith E ) sym m etry is incom patiblew ith
the XA S data. Therefore only a positive D ¢4 iS con—
sistent w ith experin ent. The value D gy = 0315V is
an aller but of the order ofm agniude of the band w idth
reported in ab-initio calculations. A sm all valie of D g
would be consistent with the proposal of K oshibae and
M aekaw a [[11] that the energy splitting does not originate
In the crystal eld, but is determ ined by the kinetic en—
ergy of the electrons. W ithin this picture, translated to
our m any-body states, and neglecting D .4, the ground
state orone Co*t clisterm oving in a lattice ofCo®* isa
B loch state with totalwave vectorK = 0 %n an e ective
K agom e sublattice w ith point symm etry A ;. To keep it
sin ple, restricting the wave function to only three sites,
and one ofthe four K agom e sublattices, the ground state
would be

1
Pi= P—g(jl;xyi+ Riyzi+ Bjzxi); ®)

w here here ji; idenotesa state com posed of the ground
state ofone Co*t cluster w ith symm etry  at site i, and
the (nvariant A14) ground state of the Co®" cluster at
the other two sites. H owever, the e ective tightbinding
Ham iltonian considering only the m ost In portant hop—
ping term and neglecting D g4, hasa U (4) symm etry due
to the equivalence betw een the four K agom e sublattices,
and the di erent possibilities of breaking of this sym m e~
try leads to several scenarios for the ground state [0].
The di erence between Egs. ) and ) orthe polar-
ization dependence of the intensity n the XA S spectra,
can be easily illistrated for the case in which the nal
states ¥ iin Eq. ) Praco’ clisterhave a core hole
2p ( = x,y,orz) wih given spin, and the rest of
the state (the holes of the 3d shell) belongs to the A 14
irreduchble representation. This intensity wih a factor
two com Ing from spin, corresponds to the sum ofthe in-
tensities of the peak A in Fig. 3 (for a totalm om entum
j = 3=2 of the core hole) and the corresponding peak
at higher energies and lower intensity for j = 1=2 @’
in Fig3). For incom ing light in the direction , H 1 is
proportionalto them om entum operator in this direction
P . Then by symm etry, allm atrix elem ents hf H ;, jii en—
tering Eq. W) can be related to = hf, P, kyi. Using
Eq. ), it is easy to see that the contribution of these
states (sum m ed over ) to the intensity in the oneclister
picture, or A isparallel and perpendicular to the c axis

becom es

I =43 f=3,1; = j ¥=3: )

In the extended picture, naturally, the light operator isa
sum over all sites ofthat already described. Taking again
only three sites for sim plicity, there are three possble

nalstates foreach coreholorbial?p ji;f idepending
on w hich site iwasexcited by the corehole. A dding these
contribution one nds, ushgEq. W)

%t = 19t = 25 £=3: 10)

T hus due to the loss of coherence, there is a factor 2
less intensity for A paralkelto c in the XA S spectra or
the sum ofthe contributions ofpeaksA and A’ (see Fig.
3) In the case In which the hole is distrbuted over one
K agom e sublattice. T his factor is Jarge enough to be de—
tected by the experin ent. In the latter case, the result
is the sam e as Por a ground state com posed of statistical
average of the three T4 states and has no polarization
dependence. T he situation is di erent if the breaking of
the above m entioned U (4) symm etry leads to som e co—
herence between T,y states at the sam e site. Note that
the Intensity is redistributed am ong the di erent direc—
tions but keeps the sam e angular average. This is due
to the local character of the transition and the fact that
only one irreducible representation involved in the initial
state, nalstate and operator.

W e shallshow that our resultspoint to an intermm ediate
situation, but w ith dom inance of the lattice e ects over
the on-site distortion.

C. The XA S intensity

A sm entioned above, the ground state fora C ot clus-
ter is nvariant under the symm etry operations of Oy
and as a consequence, the corresponding XA S intensiy
is lndependent of the polarization of the incident light.
Also, ©rCo*t, the XA S intensity fr a statistical aver—
age of the three states of the irreduchble representation
Tyg (¥Kyi, Jziand Fxi) which would correspond to a
ground state like Eq. W) leads to the sam e intensity for
A jrand A ? c.

Instead, using Eq. W) for the ground state of Co*t,
one obtains a polarization dependence sim ilar to the
experim ent, but more pronounced: The ratio of the
Intensities for excitations to a state with A4 symm etry
plus a core hole is I;.Lj=I;L = 4 (seeEq. ) whereas the
experin entalratio hasbeen found to be Ijerp=I§Xp 18.
Therefore the experiment suggests an intermm ediate
situation between the ground states M) and ). The
actual m any-body ground state of the system is out
of the scope of our cluster calculations. In order to
sin ulate this situation, we have calculated the spectrum
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as a weighted average of Egs. ) and [l :

Totar= (1 )If+ I° 1)

wih O 1. In oxderto get the observed experin ental
ratio fortheA 4 peak hastobeapproxin ately = 0:73.
In Fig. ll we show the resuls for the XA S intensity
r the param eters indicated in Table [l that best t
the experin ent. A s ad justable param eters, w e have used
Fo 0rUg = Fog+ 4F, + 36F4), o Or crp Co'') =

Fo=235 |pd =235[10Dgq = 12
F;=02 |pd = 10| ,= 13

Fs = 0:006|pp = 08 cr Co™ )= 29
Uga = 452|pp = 02| cr €Co*)= 12

TABLE IIl:Best t param eters, allparam eters given in €V .

E @*''L) E @)),10Dg,(d ), and (p ). W e have
taken Uge = Ug + 0415 eV .F, and F, were taken from
values that t approxim ately the energy separation be-
tween di erent term s In atom ic spectra [1]. W e as—
sum ed the relations (d ) = §(pd =4, and (p ) =
081 d )=324 [1].
In term s ofm ore fundam ental param eters one has:

Co®)= o o 3Fo+8F, 33F; pp +opp

37F,=2 pp + ppP;
1z)

Co®) = o o A4Fo+ 4F,

and correspond to them inin um energy necessary to pro—
mote a Co 3d hol to a linear com bination ofO 2p states
In absence 0ofC o0 hopping. Ifthe O 2p hole is localized
at one site, pp and pp are absent in these equations

andboth (Co>") increasein 1.0 v .

To t the experim ents and explain the di erent ob-
served structures, several con gurations with consider—
able am ount of ligand holes (described above) should be
present in the ground state. T his in plies large covalency,
and this In tum pointsto high hybridization, a low charge
transfergap ¢t and low Ug in com parison with other
transition m etal oxides. A Iso, the relative position ofthe
structures orC o®* and Co** in ply relatively Jarge 10D g
and low spin con gurations. T his is a rough explanation
ofthe resultig param eters .n Tablk .

The Co®" cluster (dashed line n Fig. M) shows only
one m ain peak at the L3, edge (peak B) In the gure
B which results from an excitation from the ground
state with A4 symmetry to an excited state wih Eg4
symm etry and is polarization independent. Com paring
to the sin ilar system LiC 00, which nom inally contains
only octahedra w ith four holes (ie. a Co®" {central ion)

], one observes a weak structure on the high energy
side of the e; peak which is m issing here because of
the m issing 2p{3d core hole exchange interaction. The
Co* cluster shows two m ain structures at both edges.
T he lower energy peak structure A ) contains ofa single
peak and results from excitations into states with A4
symm etry, while the higher energy peak structure C)
originates from m any excitations of low intensiy to nal
states with T;y and Tyy symmetry. Only the formmer
peak (A ) show s a polarization dependence and is strong
for incom ing light polarized along the (111) direction
(crystallographic ¢ axis) and weak for polarization per-
pendicular to the (111) direction (in-plane polarization).
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In Fig. ll we com pare the theoretical results w ith ex—
perin ental data for the stoichiom etries Nap.,C o0, and
N ap.,C 00, aswell as for polarization perpendicular and
parallel to the crystallographic c axis. In the theoretical
curve at the bottom , we have used the weighted average
Eq. ) with = 0:73 which best ts the polarization
dependence of peaks A and A'. A s explained above, this
average redistributes the spectral weight am ong the dif-
ferent polarizationsbut doesnot a ect the totalintensity
com Ing from a Co*" cluster. A s it is apparent com paring
thebottom and top curves in F ig. [ll, the abovem entioned
average is not enough to reach a quantitative agreem ent
w ith experim ent: there is still a disagreem ent In the in—
tensity ratio between that com ng from a Co** cluster
and that origiating from a Co®" cluster. The theoret—
ical contrioution of Co?" seem s to be two tim es larger

than in the experim ent forx=04 (this ratio isa little bit
less than two for x=0.6). W et chem ical redox analysis
point to a proportion of Cot# am aller than that corre—
soonding the nom nalNa content []. This can explain
part ofthe discrepancy. A nother possible explanation for
the discrepancy is the redistribution of spectral weight
due to itineracy of the nal states. The e ects of the
hopping in am odeloftwo siteshasbeen studied by G A .
Sawatzky and A .Lenselink [[1]. In our case, these e ects
seam to be ofm inor Im portance for the peak A, because
the expected m agniude of the hopping 01 &V 1] is
much sm aller than the energy di erence betw een excited
states nvolved ( 1.9 &V).However they are certainly
In portant for the higher energy m ultiplets.

N ote that our neglect of the exchange interaction be-
tw een the corehole and the 3d holes keadsto slight change
In the shape of the curves, but does not a ect the total



Intensities for both clusters.

Spin-orbit coupling inside the 3d shell, which we have
neglected m ight also lead to a reduction ofthe Intensity of
the low energy peak at the L, {edge that corresoonds to
peak A asan e ect ofselection rules [11]. H owever, in our
case, the e ect of spin-orbit coupling is am all com pared
to the Intersite hopping term st 0:1 &V 1]. T herefore,
our approach of considering a sixfold degenerate ground
state for Co? (Teg doublet) instead of split doublt and
quartet states is justi ed. T herefore, we expect that the
reduction of Intensity due to spin-orbit coupling inside
the 3d shell is sm all.

T he relative peak positions do not change upon dop—
ing, except for the A4 peak. The distance between the
main ([E4) peak and the A4 peak becom es an aller w ith
Increasing x (decreasing am ount ofC o Jjons) | ]. This
change isbest sin ulated by a variation of the ionic crys—
tal ed 10Dgfrom 126V ®x=04)to 09&V x=0.6).A
decreasing value of 10D g is also supported by Huang et
al. who perform ed neutron di raction on powder sam —
pls and und an Increasing Co{O bond length wih in—
creasing doping []. Thiswould change the totalcrystal

eld splitting (the ionic term 10D g plus the e ects of
hopping), but a slight change in the hopping param eters
does not change the relative peak positions.

IVv. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

W e have investigated the local electronic structure
around a Co atom in NayCoO,, by solving exactly a
C 00 ¢ cluster (a basic octahedron ofthe system ) contain—
Ing the Co 3d and O 2p valence electrons, and w ith the
approprate charge according to the N a doping. W e have
Included all interactionsbetw een 3d electrons in the clus—
ter. Forthe calculation ofthe polarization dependence of
theX A S spectrum , we have included the energy oftheCo
2p core hole w ith is spin-orbit coupling 5o 15 ev,
and its repulsion w ith the Co 3d holes. T he exchange In—
teraction between C o 2p and 3d holeshasbeen neglected
for sin plicity. D ue to com paratively large m agnitude of

so r Crystal- eld e ects and covalency, one expect the
In uence ofthistem to be an allin com parison to lighter
3d transition m etals | ].

W ithin a purely localpicture, assum ing an A gg ground

state Eq. )] and disregarding or them om ent the total
intensity of the Co** contribution, we are ablk to repro—
duce the essential features of the polarization dependent
XA S experim ents fairly well. Slight di erences at the
shoulders of the largest peaks origihate from the neglect
of the Co 2p—3d exchange interaction which would add
an additionalweak structure in this region, as shown by
com parison w ith the case LiC o0, ].

Quantitatively, a fully coherent A9  ground state, as
Eqg. W) lads to too large intensity ratio for peak A
@nd A’) of the Co"? contrbution between light polar-
ized parallel or perpendicular to the trigonal axis. This
points out that a purely localpicture is not fully consis—
tent w ith experim ent. In fact, the best t corresponds
toa 70% lossofcoherence produced by delocalization.
T his redistrdbution of intensity am ong the di erent polar—
izations is consistent w ith an itinerant picture based on
fourK agom e sublatticeshidden in the C 00 , layer [0, 100]
asa rst approxin ation for the electronic structure.

T he above m entioned redistribution is not enough to
explai the large totalam ount of the Co' * contrbution
to the Intensity. Part of this discrepancy m ight be due
to proportion of Co*? amaller than that suggested by
the nom halNa content [l]. A m ore quantitative cal-
culation of the XA S spectrum requires to take into ac-
count the itineracy ofholes in the ground state and the
excited states after the creation of the core hole, which
leads to spectralweight transferbetween Co' 4 and Co* 3
contrbutions []. This is In principl possbl if one
com bines the know ledge of the local transition m atrix el
em ents w ith an e ective Ham iltonian for the m otion of
the holes through the lattice. This approach has been
followed to calculate di erent optical properties of the
cuprates. ., L, B, B, B, ] However, In this system
this task ism ore di cul and is beyond the scope of the
present paper.
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