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The spin state transition in LaC o0 3; revising a revision
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U sing soft x-ray absorption spectroscopy and m agnetic circular dichroism at the Co-L;;3 edge
we reveal that the spin state transition In LaCoO 3 can be well described by a low-spoin ground
state and a triply-degenerate high-spin rst excited state. From the tem perature dependence of the
spectral lineshapes we nd that LaCoO 3 at nite tem peratures is an inhom ogeneous m ixed-spin—
state system . C rucialis that them agnetic circular dichroism signalin the param agnetic state carries
a large orbialm om entum . T his directly show s that the currently acoepted low -/ interm ediate-spin
picture is at variance. P aram eters derived from these spectroscopies fully explain existing m agnetic
susceptibility, electron spin resonance and inelastic neutron data.

PACS numbers: 7120, 71284+ d, 71.70Ch, 78.70Dm

LaCoO 3 shows a gradual non-m agnetic to m agnetic
transition w ith tem perature, which hasbeen interpreted
origihally four decades ago as a gradual population of
high spin ©S, t,e}, S = 2) excited states starting from
alow spin LS,t5,,S = 0) ground state ,4,3,4,5,86,1,
:5]. T his interpretation continued to be the starting point
for experin ents carried out up to roughly the rst half
of the 1990’s {4, 10, 11, 13]. A llthis changed with the
theoreticalwork in 1996 by K orotin et al., who proposed
on the basis of localdensity approxin ation + Hubbard U
(LDA+U) band structure calculations, that the excited
states are of the interm ediate spin (IS, §,e}, S = 1) type
f_lg:]. Since then m any m ore studieshave been carried out
on LaC o0 3 w ith them a prity ofthem f_l-éj,:_l-:'-';,:_l-gl, :_[]',:_l-gl,
19, 20, 21,24, 23, 24, 23, 26,211 clain ing to have proven
the presence of this IS m echanian . In fact, thisLDA+U
work is so in uentjal:_EZ_‘B] that it form s the basis of m ost
explanations for the fascihating properties ofthe recently
synthesized layered cobaltatem aterials, which show giant
m agneto resistance as well as m etakdnsulator and ferro-
ferri-antiferro-m agnetic transitions w ith various form s of
charge, orbial and spin ordering f_Z-gi, ',_B-C_i]

In this paper we critically reexam ine the spin state
issue n LaCoO 3. There has been several attem pts
m ade since 1996 In order to revive the LS-HS scenario
B1, 32, 133, 34, 135), but these were overw heln ed by the
abovem entioned urry of studies clain ing the IS m echa—
nian {14, 13,196,174, 18,19, 20, 25, 24, 53, 24,33, 26, 7.
M oreover, a new investigation using inelastic neutron
scattering (INS) has recently appeared in Phys. Rev.
Lett. |§§] m aking again the clain that the spin state
transition nvolves the IS states. Here we used soft x—
ray absorption spectroscopy KA S) and m agnetic circu-—
lardichroism M CD ) attheCo-L;3 edge and we revealed
that the spin state transition in LaC o0 3 can be wellde—

scribed by a LS ground state and a triply degenerate H S
excited state, and that an inhom ogeneous m ixed-spin—
state system is form ed. P aram eters derived from these
spectroscopies ully explain existing m agnetic susceptibil-
ity and electron spin resonance (ESR) data, and provide
support for an altemative interpretation ofthe IN S {_32‘]
Consequently the spin state issue for the new class ofthe
layered cobaltates needs to be reinvestigated R9,130].

Single crystalsofLaC o0 3 havebeen grow n by the trav-
eling oatingzone method in an image fimace. The
m agnetic susceptibility was m easured using a Q uantum
D esign vbrating sam pl m agnetom eter (VSM ), repro—
ducing the data reported earlier {_l-g'] The CoL,;3 XAS
m easurem ents were perform ed at the D ragon beam line
of the N ational Synchrotron R adiation Research Center
NNSRRC) in Taiwan w ith an energy resolution of0.3 &V .
The M CD spectra were collected at the ID 08 beam line
ofthe European Synchrotron R adiation Facility (ESRF)
In Grenoble wih a resolution of 025 eV and a degree
of circular polarization close to 100% in a m agnetic eld
0of 6 Teslh. C kan sam ple areas were obtained by clav-
Ing the crystals in-situ in cham bers w ith base pressures
in the ow 10 *° mbar range. The Co L,;; spectra were
recorded using the total electron yield m ethod (TEY).
0K XAS gpectra were collected by both the TEY and
the buk sensitive uorescence yield EY ) m ethods, and
the close sin ilarity of the spectra taken w ith these two
m ethodsveri esthatthe TEY spectra are representative
for the bulk m aterial. A CoO single crystal ism easured
sin utaneously in a sgparate cham ber to obtain relative
energy referencing w ith better than a few m €V accuracy,
su cient to extract reliable M CD spectra.

Fig. 1 showsthesetofCo1,;3 XA S spectra ofLaC o0 3
taken fora w ide range oftem peratures. The set isat st
sight sin ilar to the one reported earlier [;_3é_§], but i is in
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FIG.1l: (color online) Experimental CoLj;3 XA S spectra
taken from LaC o0 ; at various tem peratures between 20 and
650 K , together w ith the corresponding theoretical isotropic
spectra calculated using a C 00 ¢ cluster In the LS-H S scenario.
For clarity, only the 20, 300 and 650 K spectra are shown.

fact essentially di erent in details. F irst ofall, our set In—
cludes a low tem perature (20 K ) soectrum representative

for the LS state, and second, our spectra do not show a

pronounced shoulder at 777 €V photon energy which is

characteristic for the presence of Co?* inpurities [39].

T he extended team perature range and especially the pu-
rity ofthe probed sam plesprovide the required sensitivity

for the spin-state related spectral changes.

T he spectra are dom inated by the C o 2p core-hole spin—
orbit coupling which splits the spectrum roughly in two
parts, namely the Ly G 780 V) and L, 796
eV ) white lines regions. T he line shape of the spectrum
depends strongly on the m ultiplet structure given by the
Co 3d3d and 2p3d Coulom b and exchange interactions,
as well as by the Iocal crystal elds and the hybridiza—
tion w ith the O 2p ligands. Unigue to soft x-ray absorp—
tion is that the dipol selection rules are very e ective
in detem ining which ofthe 2p°3d*! nalstates can be
reached and w ith what intensity, starting from a partic-
ular 2p°3d” initial state (=6 or Co®* ) [0, 41]. This
m akes the technijque extrem ely sensitive to the sym m etry
of the initial state, eg. the spin state of the Co®* B0].

U tilizing this sensitivity, we st sin ulate the spectrum
ofa Co®" ion in the LS state using the successfiil con—

guration interaction clisterm odelthat inclides the full
atom ic multiplet theory and the hybridization with the
O 2p ligands {40, 41, 44]. The CoO ¢ cluster is taken to
have the octahedral sym m etry and the param eters are
the sam e as the ones which succesfully reproduce the
spectrum of LS EuCoO5 [30, 43]. The result with the
Jonic part of the crystal eld splitting set at 10D g= 07
eV isshown in Fig. 1 and tswellthe experin ental spec—
trum at 20K .

Next we analyze the spectra for the param agnetic
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FIG .2: (coloronline) Energy leveldiagram ofa CoO ¢ clister
[A3]as a function ofthe ionic part ofthe crystal eld splitting
10D g.

phase. W e use the sam e cluster kesping the Oﬁ sym —
m etry, and calculate the totalenergy leveldiagram as a
function of 10D g, see Fig. 2. W e nd that the ground
state of the cluster is either LS or HS (and never IS)

wih a crossover at about 10D g = 058 &V [_élé] We
are able to obtain good sin ulations for the spectra at all
tem peratures, see Fig. 1, provided that they are m ade
from an Incoherent sum ofthe abovem entioned LS clus—
ter spectrum calculated with 10D g= 0:7 €V and a HS

cluster spectrum calculated with 10D g = 05 &V. &t is
not possble to t the entire tem perature range using
one clister w ith one particular tem perature-independent
10D g value for which the ground state is LS-lke and

the excited states H S-like. M oreover, each of these two

10D g values have to be su ciently far away from the

LS-H S crossover point to ensure a large enough energy

separation between the LS and HS so that the two do

notm ix due to the spin-orbit interaction. O therw ise, the

calculated low tem perature spectrum , for instance, will
disagree w ith the experim ental one. A 1l this indicates
that LaC o0 3 at nite tem peratures is an inhom ogeneous
m ixed spin state system .

T he tem perature dependence hasbeen  tted by taking
di erent ratios of LS and H S states contrbuting to the
spectra. The extracted HS percentage as a function of
tem perature is shown In Fig. 3a. T he corresponding ef-
fective activation energy isplotted in Fig 3b. &t increases
w ith tem perature and variesbetween 20m eV at 20 K to
80m eV at 650 K , supporting a recent theoreticalanalysis
ofthe them odynam ics l§-§] Here we would like to point
out that these num bers are of the order kg T and re ect
totalenergy di erences which include lattice relaxations
{_§§;] as sketched In the lnset ofFig. 3b. W ithout these
relaxations, we have for the LS state (10D g= 0:7 &V)
an energy di erence of at least 50 m €V between the LS
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FIG . 3: (color online) (a) The percentage of the HS population as obtained from the XA S data. (b) Corresponding e ective
activation energy between the LS and the lowest HS state. The Inset sketches the role of lattice relaxations. (c) M agnetic
susceptibility m easured by VSM (solid line), calculated from the cluster (red triangles) using the H S population ofF ig. 3a, and
extracted from M CD data (black squares) ofFig. 4.

and the HS as shown in Fig. 2. In such a frozen lattice, B=6 Tesla
the energy di erence is arger than  T. X salsoso | AT  77777770r
large that the ground state is Indeed highly pure LS as
revealed by the 20 K spectrum .

To check the validity of our analysis, we calculate the
m agnetic susoeptibility using the Co0 ¢ cluster and the
H S occupation num bers from Fig. 3 as derived from the
XA S data. The resuls are plotted in Fig. 3¢ (red trdan-
gles) together w ith the m agnetic susoeptibility as m ea—
sured by the VSM (solid line). W e can ocbserve clarly a
very good agreem ent: them agnitude and its tem perature
dependence is well reproduced. T his provides another MCD (07-07)*25
support that the soin-state transition is inhom ogeneous L3f\\ 7~ experiment L,

\//’/

and iInvolves lattice relaxations. A hom ogeneous LS-H'S \V; _
m odel, on the otherhand, would produo_e‘an_l lucp‘to_o‘hjgh T\/theory LS-HS L, —  T= 60K
susceptibility if it is to peak at 110K [11,,13,14,19]. In 3 A ,/ . T=110K
addition, it is crucial to realize that the Van V leck con— Lo T=300K
tribution to the m agnetic susoceptibility strongly depends 775 780 785 790 795 800
on the interm ixing between the LS and HS states. It is photon energy (eV)
precisely this aspect which also sets the condition that
the energy separation between the LS and HS states in FIG .4: (coloronline) Top curves: experin entalCoL,,3 XA S
the cluster should be larger than 50 m €V, otherw ise the spectra taken from LaCoO 3 at 60, 110, and 300 K using cir-
calculated Van V leck contribution would already exceed cularly polarized x-raysw ith the photon spin aligned parallel
the experin entally determ ined total m agnetic susoepti- (black dotted line, *) and antiparallel (red solid line, ) to
bility at low tem peratures. This in fact is a restatem ent the 6 Tesla m agnetic e]c%. M iddle curves: experin ent.alM .CD

) , spectra de ned as the di erence between the two spin align-
ofthe above m entioned cbservation that the low tem per- ments. Bottom curves: theoretical M CD spectra calulated
ature spectrum ishighly pure LS. in the LS-H S scenario.

To further verify the direct link between the spectro—

scopic and the VSM m agnetic susogptibility data, we car—
ried out M CD experin ents on LaCoO 3 at 60, 110 and liably due to the good signal to noise ratio, stability of
300K, ie. in the param agnetic phase, using a 6 Tesh the beam , and the accurate photon energy referencing.
magnet. Fig. 4 shows XA S spectra taken w ith circu-— The di erence curves are drawn In them iddlke ofFig. 4
larly polarized soft-x-rays w ith the photon spin parallel wih amagni cation of 25x. H ereby we have subtracted
and antijparallel aligned to the m agnetic eld. The dif- a small signal due to the presence of about 1.5% Co?t
ference In the spectra using these two alignm ents is only In purities. W e also plotted the smulated M CD spectra
ofthe order of 1% , but can nevertheless be m easured re— from the cluster m odel w ithin the LS-H S scenario, and

experiment
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we can clearly observe a very satisfying agreem ent w ith
the experin ent. A fematively, using theM CD sum —rules
developed by Thol and Carra et al [_45, :_ZIQ'], we can
extract directly the orbial (L,) and spin (2S,) contri-
butions to the induced m om ents w ithout the need to do
detailed m odeling Iﬁl-j] T his result nom alized to the ap—
plied magnetic eld is plotted in Fig. 3c, and we can
Inm ediately observe the close agreem ent w ith the V SM
data.

An inportant aspect that em erges directly from the
M CD experim ents, isthe presence ofa very large induced
orbialmoment: we nd that L,=S, 0:5. Thismeans
that the soin-orbit coupling (SO C) must be considered
In evaliating the degeneracies of the di erent levels, as
is done for the energy level diagram n Fig. 2. Let us
discuss the consequences for the HS state. W e see that
the 15-1d degenerate (3-fold orbitaland 5-fold soin) HS
state is split by the SOC.A t,4 elctron has a pseudo
orbitalm om entum ofL= 1 [§] which couples with the
soin to a pseudo totalm om entum of J= 1;2 or 3. The
J= 1 triplt isthe lowest In energy and we nd from our
clusterthat this statehasL, = 06 and S, = 1:3, In good
agreem ent w ith the experim entall., =S, 0:5. Realizing
that this state isa triplet w th a soin m om entum (S,) so
close to 1, it is no wonder that m any studies Incorrectly
Interpreted this state asan IS state. Ttsexpectation value
or the spin (S%?1i= S (S + 1)) is however very close to
6 and the form aloccupation num bers of the d,z and the
dy2 2 orbitals are both equalto 1. This state is clearly
a HS state and should not be confused w ith an IS state.
We nd a gfactor of 32, in good agreem ent w ith the
valies found from ESR [33,34]and IN S data B7l.

W e have shown so far that the soin state transition
In LaCoO 3 is In very good agreement wih a LS —HS
picture. The question now rem ains if  could also be
explained wihin a LS — IS scenario. For that we rst
have to look what the IS actually is. The IS state has
one hole in the tpy shelland one electron in the g4 shell.
D ue to the strong orbital dependent Coulomb interac—
tions, the strong-Jahn-Teller states of the type d,2d,,
and their x;y;z-cyclic pem utations have m uch higher
energies than the weak-Jahn-Tellerd,. ,:d,, pluscyclic
pem utations. Here the underline denotes a hole. See
Fig. 2. These weak-Jahn-Teller states indeed form the
basis for the orbital ordering schem e as proposed for the
IS scenario by K orotin et al f_l-g:] H owever, these real-
space states do not carry a large orbialm om entum , and
are therefore not com patible with the valies observed
In the M CD m easurem ents. Likew ise, the strong Jahn-—
Tellerlike local distortions In the IS state proposed by
M arisetal P4]would kad to a quenching of the orbital
mom entum . W e therefore can conclude that the IS sce—
narios proposed so far have to be refected on the basis
ofourM CD results. M oreover, an IS state would lead in
generalto amuch largervan V leck m agnetism than a HS
state. This is related to the fact that the LS state cou—

ples directly to the IS via the SOC, whilk the HS isnot.
To com ply w ith the m easured low tem perature m agnetic
susceptibility, the energy di erence between the LS and
IShastobe 150m &V at least,m aking tmoredi culto

nd am echanisn by which them axin um ofthe suscepti-
bility occurs at 110K .F inally, w thin the LS-IS scenario,
we were not able to nd sinulations which m atch the
experin entalXA S and M CD spectra.

To summ arize, we provide unique spectroscopic evi-
dence that the spin state transition in LaCoO 3 can be
well described by a LS ground state and a triply de—
generate HS excited state, and that an Inhom ogeneous
m ixed-spin-state system is form ed. T he large orbialm o-—
mentum revealed by the M CD m easurem ents Invalidates
existing LS-IS scenarios. A consistent picture has now
been achieved which also explainsavailablem agnetic sus-
ceptbiliy, ESR and IN S data.
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