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W epresenta rstprinciplesLSDA+ U study ofthem agnetic coupling constants in the spinelm ag—
netsCoCr04 and M nC 0 4. O ur calculated coupling constants highlight the possible in portance
of AA interactions In spinel system s w ith m agnetic ions on both A and B sites. Furthem ore, we
show that a careful analysis of the dependence of the m agnetic coupling constants on the LSDA +U
param eters provides valuable Insights in the underlying coupling m echanisn s, and allow s to cbtain
a quantitative estin ate of the m agnetic coupling constants. W e discuss in detail the capabilities and
possible pitfalls of the LSDA +U method in determ iIning m agnetic coupling constants in com plex

transition m etal oxides.

I. NTRODUCTION

G eom etrically frustrated spin system s exhibit a low—
tem perature behavior that is fundam entally di erent
from conventional (hon—frustrated) spin system si? The
Incom patbility between local interactions and global
symm etry in geom etrically frustrated m agnets leads to
a m acroscopic degeneracy that prevents these system s
from ordering. In som e cases this degeneracy is lifted by
further neighbor interactions orby a sym m etry-breaking
lattice distortion, resulting in ordered spin structures
at tem peratures that are signi cantly lower than what
would be expected sim ply from the strength ofthe near-
est neighbor interaction. Since usually severaldi erent
ordered con gurations with com parable energy exist in
these systam s, a very rich low tem perature phase dia—
gram can be observed.

Recently, i hasbeen found in variousm agnetic spinel
system s (generalchem icalformula: AB ,X 4) that the geo—
m etrical frustration am ong the B sites in the spinel struc—
ture can give rise to pronounced e ectsdue to spin-lattice
coupling. In ZnC 0 4 and CdC 0 4 the m acroscopic de—
generacy is lifted by a tetragonal lattice distortion, re—
sulting in com plicated non-collinear spin ordering 34 In
addition, a pronounced splitting of certain phonon m odes
due to strong spin-phonon coupling has been found in
ZnC 1,0 4 2 Non-collhear spiral m agnetic ordering at
low tem peratures has also been found in CoC 04 and
M nC 1,0 4,/% where the presence of a second m agnetic
cation on the spinelA site lifts the m acroscopic degener—
acy. Such non-collinear spiralm agnetic order can break
spatial inversion symm etry and lead to the appearance
ofa am all electric polarization and pronounced m agneto—
ekctric coupling22? Indeed, dielectric anom alies at the
m agnetic transition tem peratures have been found in
polycrystalline CoC 1,0 4 A2 and recently a sm all electric
polarization has been detected In single crystals of the
sam e m aterdiali? M agnetic spinels therefore constitute a
particularly interesting class of frustrated spin system s
exhibiting various form s of coupling between their m ag—
netic and structural properties. Furthem ore, both A

and B sites In the spinel structure can be occupied by
various m agnetic ions and sin ultaneously the X anion
can be varied between O, S, or Se. This com positional

exIbility opensup the possibility to chem ically tune the
properties of these system s.

To understand the underlying m echanisn s of the var-
ious form s of m agneto-structural coupling, it is in por-
tant to st understand the com plex m agnetic structures
found in these system s. Such com plex m agnetic struc—
tures can be studied using m odel H am iltonians for inter—
acting soin system s, which can be treated either clas-
sically or fully quantum m echanically. For the cubic
soinel system s, a theory of the ground state spin con g-—
uration has been presented by Lyons, K aplan, D w ight,
and M enyuk @KDM )3 about 45 years ago. Using a
m odel of classical H eisenberg soins and considering only
BB and AB nearest neighbor Interactions, LKDM could
show that In this case the ground state m agnetic struc—
ture is determ ined by the param eter

u= s Ss ; @
3J’A B SA

w hich represents the relative strength between the two
di erent nearest neighbor interactionsJgz s and Jup &2
Foru up= 8=9thecollinearN eeclcon guration, ie. all
A —site spinsparallelto each other and antiparallelto the
B -site spins, is the stable ground state. Foru > ugy twas
shown that a ferrin agnetic spiral con guration has the
low est energy out ofa large set ofpossible spin con gura-
tionsand that it is ocally stable forug < u < u®  1298.
Foru > u® this frrin agnetic spiralcon guration is un-
stable. T herefore, i w as suggested that the ferrim agnetic
spiralis very likely the ground state oruy < u < u®, but
can de nitely not be the ground state oru > P43

O n the otherhand it hasbeen found that neutron scat—
tering data for both CoC10,4 and M nCr0,4 are well
described by the ferrim agnetic spiral con guration sug—
gested by LKDM ,although a t ofthe experim entaldata
to the theoretical spin structure leadsto valuesofu 20
PrcoCrno,f andu 1% HrM nCno .,/ which accord—
Ingtothe LKDM theory correspond to the locally unsta—
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ble regin e. Surprisingly, the overall agreem ent ofthe t
is better for CoC 04 than ©rM nCr0 4, even though
the value of u for CoC 0 4 is further w ithin the unsta—
bl region than in the case ofM nCx0,4. From this i
has been conclided that: i) the ferrin agnetic spiralis a
good approxin ation of the true ground state structure
even ru > u®, i) that the In portance of e ects not
Included in the theory of LKDM is probably m ore sig—
ni cant n M nC30 4 than in CoC r,0 4, and iii) that the
ferrim agnetic spiral is indeed very lkely to be the true
ground state for system s w ith ug < u < u®Jz~&13

Recently, Tom iyasu et al.  tted their neutron scat—
tering data for CoC 0,4 and M nCr0, ushg a ferri-
m agnetic spiral structure sin ilar to the one proposed by
LKDM but wih the cone angles of the individualm ag—
netic sublattices not restricted to the LKDM theoryi2
A s originally suggested by LKDM , they interpreted their
resuls as indicative ofa collinear N eel-like ferrin agnetic
com ponent exhibiting long-range order below T and a
spiral com ponent, which exhdbits only short-range order
even in the lowest tem perature phase.

In order to assess the validity of the LKDM theory
and to facilitate a better com parison w ith experim ental
data, an Independent determ ination ofthem agnetic cou—
pling constants in these system s is very desirable. D en—
sity functionaltheory ODFT, seeRef.[1€) providesan e -
cient way forthe ab initio determ ination ofsuch m agnetic
coupling constants that can then be used for an accurate
m odeling of the spin structure of a particular system .
DFT also o ersa straightforward way to investigate the
e ect of structural distortions on the m agnetic coupling
constants, and is therefore ideally suited to study the
coupling between m agnetian and structural properties.

Traditionally, lnsulating m agnetic oxides represent a
great challenge forD F'T -based m ethods due to the strong
Coulomb interaction between the localized d electrons.
However, recently the local spin density approxim ation
plus Hubbard U (LSDA+ U ) method has been very suc—
cessful In correctly determm ining various properties of
such strongly correlated m agnetic insulatorsd’! In par—
ticular, i has been used for the calculation of m ag-
netic coupling constants in a variety of transition m etal

oxjdes.6'18'19’20'21

Here we present an LSDA+ U study of the m agnetic
coupling constants in the spinel system s CoC 0 4 and
M nC 0 4. Thegoalofthe present paper is to provide ac—
curate values for the relevant coupling constants in these
two systam s, In order to test the assum ptions m ade by
LKDM and to resolve the uncertainties in the interpreta—
tion ofthe experim entaldata. In addition, we assess the
generalquestion ofhow accurate such m agnetic coupling
constants in com plex oxides can be determ ined using the
LSDA+U method.

We nd that In contrast to the assum ptions of the
LKDM theory, the coupling between the A site cations
is not necessarily negligble, but that the general valid—
ity of the LKDM theory should be better for CoC 04
than for M nCr0,4, In agreem ent with what has been

concluded from the experim entaldata. H owever, In con—
trast to what follow s from  tting the experim ental data
to the LKDM theory, the calculated u for CoC 1,04 is
an aller than the valie ofu = 2:0 obtained from the ex—
perin ental t. In addition, we show that by analyzing
the dependence of the m agnetic coupling constants on
the LSDA+U param eters and on the lattice constant,
the variousm echanisn s contrbuting to the m agnetic in—
teraction can be denti ed, and a quantitative estin ate
of the corresponding coupling constant can be obtained
w ithin certain lim its.

T he present paper is organized as ollows. In Sec.[II
we present the m ethods we use for our calculations. In
particular, we give a brief overview over the LSDA+U
m ethod and the challenges in using this m ethod as a
quantitative and predictive tool. In Sec.[IIl we present
our resuls for the lattice param eters, electronic struc—
ture, and m agnetic coupling constants of the two Investi-
gated Cr soinels. Furthem ore, we analyze in detail the
dependence of the m agnetic coupling constants on the
lattice constant and LSDA +U param eters, and we dis—
cuss the reasons for the observed trends. W e end wih a
sum m ary of ourm ain conclusions.

II. METHODS

A. LSDA+U

The LSDA+U method o ers an e cient way to cal-
culate the electronic and m agnetic properties of com plex
transition m etal oxides. The idea behind the LSDA+U
m ethod is to explicitly include the Coulom b interaction
between strongly localized d or £ electrons in the spirit
ofamean—- eld Hubbard m odel, whereas the interactions
between the less Iocalized s and p electrons are treated
w ihin the standard local soin densiy approxim ation
LSDA)#2 To achieve this, a Hubbard-lke interaction
tem Ey , which depends on the occupation of the local-
ized orbitals, is added to the LSD A totalenergy, and an
additional double counting correction E 4. is introduced
to subtract that part of the electron-electron interaction
betw een the localized orbitals that is already included in
the LSDA :

E =Erspa + Ey Egc : 2)
Here
1X
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w here = f(n;s) is a combined orbial and soin in-

dex of the correlated orbitals, n , , isghe correspond-

Ing orbial occupancy m atrix, ng = n Dmsms and
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n= s s are the corresponding traces w ith respect to

soin and both spin and orbital degrees of freedom , and
U,,,,=mMmm3Veednom,igs, g5, are the matrix
elem ents of the screened electron electron interaction,
which are expressed as usual in tem s of two param e-
ters, the Hubbard U and the intra-atom ic Hund’s rule
parameter J ¥ (sse Ref.|17).

TheLSDA+ U m ethod hasbeen shown to give the cor-
rect ground states form any strongly correlated m agnetic
nsulators, and thus representsa signi cant In provem ent
over the LSDA for such system si’ Furthem ore, the
LSDA+ U method is very attractive due to its sin plicity
and the negligble addiional com putationale ort com —
pared to a conventional LSDA calculation. It therefore
has becom e a w idely used tool for the study of strongly
correlated m agnetic insulators. Since the LSDA+U
m ethod treats the interactions between the occupied or-
bials only in an e ective m ean—- eld way, i fails to de-
scribbe system s where dynam ic  uctuations are im por—
tant. For such system s, the localdensity approxin ation
plisdynam icalm ean eld theory @DA+DMFT),which
also ncludes local dynam ic correlations, has been intro—
duced recently2® However, the LDA+DMFT m ethod is
com putationally rather dem anding, and is currently too
costly to be used for the calculation ofm agnetic charac—
teristics of such com plex m aterials as the spinels. On the
other hand, for a large num ber of system s such uctua—
tions are only ofm inor im portance, and forthese system s
the LSDA+ U m ethod leads to a good description of the
electronic and m agnetic properties.

However, n order to obtain reliable resuls, the use
of the LSDA+U method should be accom panied by a
carefill analysis of all the uncertainties inherent in this
method. An additional goal of the present paper is
therefore to critically assess the predictive capabilities of
the LSDA + U m ethod for the determ ination ofm agnetic
coupling constants In com plex transition m etal oxides.
Apart from the question about the general applicabil-
ity of the LSDA+U approach to the investigated sys—
tem , and the unavoidable am biguities in the de nition of
the LSDA+U energy fiinctional Egs. @)-[@)) 2422 the
proper choice of the parameters U and J® represents
one of the m ain hurdles when the LSDA + U m ethod is
used as a quantitative and predictive tool

U and J can in principle be calculated using con—
strained density fiinctional theory,2¢ thus rendering the
LSDA+U method e ectively param eter-free. In practice
how ever, the exact de nition ofU and J% within a solid
is not obvious, and the calculated values depend on the
choice of orbitals or the details of the m ethod used for
their detemm ation 27282230 T herefore, param eters cb—
tained for a certain choice of orbitals are not necessarily
accurate for calculations using a di erent set of orbitals.

In the present work we thus pursue a di erent ap-—
proach. W e choose values ©r U and J based on a
com bination of previous constrained DFT calculations,
experin entaldata, and physical reasoning, and these val-
ues are then varied w ithin reasonable lin its to study the

resulting e ect on the physical properties. In particular,
for the spinel system s studied in this work the Hubbard
U s on the transition m etal sites are varied between 2&V
and 6&V (In 1€V increm ents), with the additional re—
quirem ent thatUc, Uax @A = Co,M n). For the on-site
Hund’s rule coupling we use two di erent values, J%
= 0evV and J¥ = 1ev wih Jf, = J, . The condi
tions Ucy Ua and JJ, = J, aremotivated by con—
strained DFT calculations for a serdes of transition m etal
perovskite system s, which showed that the Hubbard U
Increases continuously from V to Cu, whereas the on-site
exchange param eter J ! is m ore or less constant across
the series?® A sin ilar trend ©r U can be observed In
the sin ple transition m etalm onoxides2222 A Ithough in
the spinel structure the coordination and fom al charge
state ofthe A cation isdi erent from theB cation,weas—
sum e that theassum ption Uc, Ua isneverthelessvalid,
since the screening on the sixfold coordinated B site is
expected to bem ore e ective than on the tetrahedralA
site. Further evidence for the validity of this assum p—
tion is given by the relative w idths of the d bands on
the A and B sites obtained from the calculated orbitally
resolved densities of states (see F ig.[l and Sec.[IIIB)).

T he absolute valies of U used in this work are m oti-
vated by recent constrained DFT calculations using lin—
ear response techniques22° which lead to signi cantly
an aller values of U than previous calculations using the
lJnearmu n tin orbital LM TO ) m ethod, w here the oc—
cupation num bers are constrained by sim ply setting all
transfer m atrix elem ents out of the corresponding or-
bitals to zero2831l Typical values obtained for various
transition m etal ions in di erent chem ical environm ents
are between 3-6ev 2230 For the Cr¥* ion a valie of
U 3eV, derived by com paring the calculated densi-
ties of states w ith photo-em ission data, has been used
successfillly 222 W e thus consider the values U, = 4-5&V
and Uc, = 3€V as them ost adequate U param eters for
our system s. N evertheless, we vary these param etershere
over a m uch larger range, in order to see and discuss the
resulting trends in the calculated m agnetic coupling con—
stants.

For the Hund’s rule param eter J ! screening e ects
are less in portant, and calculated values for various sys—
tem s are all around or slightly lower than 1ev 2228 On
the otherhand, a simpli ed LSDA+ U form alisn issom e—
tin es used, where the only e ect of J¥ is to reduce the
e ective Coulomb interaction U, = U JH 333433 1n
this work we use the two values J® = 0ev and J® =
leV to study the resulting e ect on the m agnetic cou—
pling constants.

B . O ther technical details

To determ ine the m agnetic coupling constants corre—
soonding to the closest neighbor m agnetic interactions
between the various sublattices, we calculate the total
energy di erences for four di erent collinear m agnetic



con gurations: the N eel type ferrim agnetic order, the
ferrom agnetic con guration, and two di erent con gura—
tions w ith antiparallelm agnetic m om ents w thin the A
and B sub-lattices respectively, and we then proct the
resulting total energies on a sin ple classical H eisenberg
m odel,

Jisé € ; 5)

i3 i3

w here only the nearest neighbor coupling constants Ja s ,

Jg s ,and Ja p are assum ed to be nonzero, and where we

de ned the coupling constants Ji; = Ji3S;S correspond-—
ing to nom alized spin directions é; ofthe m agnetic ions.
W e note that even though for itinerant system s such as
the elem entary m agnets Fe, Co, and N i, the coupling

constants obtained in thisway can be di erent from the
ones obtained foronly an allvariations from the collinear
con gurations;® the localm agneticm om ents ofm any in-
sulating transition m etaloxides, in particularthe system s

nvestigated in the present study, behave m uch m ore like

classicalH eisenberg spins and thus the sin pler approach

pursued in thiswork is justi ed. W e point out that a de—
term ination of all possble further neighbor interactions

isbeyond the scope of this paper and is therefore keft for
future studies.

W e perform calculations at both experim entally de—
term ined lattice constants and theoretical lattice param —
eters. The theoretical lattice param eters are ocbtained
by a full structural relaxation within the LSDA for a
collinear N eeltype m agnetic con guration. The same
LSDA lattice param eters are used in all our calcula—
tions w ith varying values of the LSDA+ U param eters
U and J® . In order to reduce the required com puta—
tionale ort, we do not perform relaxations foreach indi-
vidual set of LSDA+ U param eters. E xoept when noted
otherw ise, all calculations are perform ed using the \V -
enna Ab-initio Sim ulation Package" (VA SP) em ploying
the profctoraugm ented wave (PAW ) m ethod 372832 iy
use a plane wave energy cuto 0f£450evV (550€V for re—
laxations) and a 5 5 5 -centered mesh for Brillbuin
zone integrations. Increasing the mesh densiy by us-
nga8 8 8mesh results only in negligble changes for
the calculated total energy di erences. Structural re—
laxations are perform ed until the forces are less than
10 > eV /A and all com ponents of the stress tensor are
an aller than 0.02 kbar. The electronic selfconsistency
cyclk is fterated until the totalenergy is converged better
than 10 ® eV . n addition, we perform som e test calcu-
lations using the fulkpotential linearaugm ented-plane—
wave FLAPW ) method 2? For these calculationswe use
the W 3en97 code?! with our own in plem entation of the
LSDA+U method. The planewave cut-o param eter is
set to 223eV in these calculation, and the B rillouin—zone
Integration is also carried out on a 5 5 5 -centered
mesh. The crterion for selfconsistency is the di erence
In the totalenergy after the last two terationsbeing less
than 10 * Ry.

TABLE I: Structural param eters calculated In this work. a
is the lattice constant of the cubic spinel structure, and the
intemal structural param eter x corresponds to the W ycko
position 32e (x,x,x) ofthe oxygen sites. C olum ns \theo." con-
tain the values calculated in this work while colum ns \exp."
contain experin entaldata.

‘ CoCnr04 ‘ MnCrO4
exp. Ref.11) theo. exp. Ref. 42) theo.
a B]‘ 8.335 8.137 8.435 8242
X 0264 0260 0264 0262

ITII. RESULTS AND D ISCUSSION

A . Structural relaxation

Tablk [1 shows the structural param eters obtained in
thisw ork togetherw ith corresponding experim entaldata.
T he theoretical Jattice constants are cbtained w ithin the
LSDA and for N eeltype ferrim agnetic order, and are
about 2.3 % amn aller than the corresponding experin en—
tal values for both m aterials. The calculated intemal
structuralparam eters x are in very good agreem ent w ith
experim ent. T he underestim ation of the lattice constant
by a few percent isa typical feature ofthe LSDA in com —
plex transition m etal oxides®43

B . E lectronic structure

F ig.[d show s the densities of states for both CoC 1,04
and M nCr0O, calulated using the LSDA and the
LSDA+U method with Uy = 5V, Uc, = 36V, J,) =
JCHr = 0eV,and a collinearN eeltypem agneticcon gura—
tion at the experim ental Jattice constants. B oth system s
are insulating w ithin the LSDA , although the LSDA en-
ergy gap for CoC 04 is very sm all, about 0156V . The
LSDA gap is larger for M nC 04, since in this system
the gap is detem ined by the relatively strong crystal-

eld splitting on the octahedralB site and the equally
strong m agnetic splitting, whereas in CoC 0 4 the w idth
ofthe LSD A gap is lim ited by the sm allcrystal- eld solit-
ting on the tetrahedrally coordinated A site. The use
of the LSDA+ U m ethod increases the width of the en—
ergy gap substantially and pushes the m a prity d states
on the A site down In energy, leading to strong overlap
w ith the oxygen 2p states. In the LSDA the transition
m etald states are well separated from the oxygen pm an—
ifold, whereas the LSDA + U m ethod increases the ener-
getic overlp between these states. In all cases the gap
is between occupied and unoccupied transition metal d
states.

Tt can be seen that the bandw idth of the d-bands for
the tetrahedrally coordinated A site is indeed sm aller
than for the octahedralB site. T hus, the d states on the
A sitesarem ore localized and one can expect a Jarger on—
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FIG . 1: D ensities of states (in states/eV) or CoCr0 4 (left
two panels) and M nCr 04 (right two panels) calculated us—
ing the LSDA (upper two panels) and the LSDA + U m ethod
with Upn = 5e&V,Uc, = 3eV,and J5 = J&, = 0ev (ower
two panels). Calculations were done at the experim ental lat—
tice param eters for a collinear N eeltype ferrim agnetic struc—
ture w here the direction ofthe C rm agnetic m om entswas de—
ned as \spin-up", and corresponding \spin-down" states are
shown w ith a negative sign. T he gray shaded areas represent
the total density of states, the curves shaded w ith diagonal
lines represent the d states on the A site of the spinel lattice,
and the thick black lines correspond to the C r d states. Zero
energy separates the occupied from the unoccupied states.

site Coulom b Interaction than on the CrB site, in agree—
m ent w ith the assum ption that Uc, Ua (see Sec.[IIA).

C . M agnetic coupling constants

Fig.[2 show s the m agnetic coupling constants calcu—
lated using the experin ental lattice param eters, J; =
Ja, = leV, and di erent values of the Hubbard U on
the A and B sites. A1l coupling constants are nega—
tive, ie. antiferrom agnetic, and decrease In strength
w hen the H ubbard param eters are Increased. T he \inter—
sublattice" coupling Jas depends sim ilarly on both Up
and Up , whereas both \intra-sublattice" coupling con—
stants Jgg and Jaa depend only on the Hubbard pa-
ram eter of the corresponding sublattice.

The BB interaction in the spinel lattice is known
to result from a com petition between antiferrom agnetic
AFM ) direct cation-cation exchange and indirect cation—
anion-cation exchange, which for the present case of a
90 cation-anion-cation bond angle gives rise to a fer-
rom agnetic FM ) interaction 22 The AFM direct nterac—
tion is expected to dom inate at am aller volum es, w hereas
at larger volum es the FM indirect Interaction should be
stronger. Furthem ore, i is In portant to note that even

- .
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FIG . 2: M agnetic coupling constants Jas (upper panels),
Jss (middle panels), and Jaa (lower panels) calculated for
CoCr,04 (eff) and M nCr0 4 (right) as a function of U,y for
Ucr = 2€V (open circles), 3eV ( lled squares), 4€V (open
diam onds), and 5&V ( lled triangles). A 1l calculations were
perform ed using experim ental lattice param eters and J]f =
Ji = 1lev.

the pure direct cation-cation interaction is com prised out
oftwo parts: (i) the \potentialexchange" due to the stan—
dard Heitleri.ondon exchange-integral, which is always
FM for orthogonalorbitalsbut is usually negligble, and
(i) the AFM \kinetic exchange", which results from a
second order perturbation treatm ent of the electron hop—
pig and is proportional to 1/U 2443 The dbserved U
dependence of Jg g can thus be understood as follow s:
At anall values 0of U the AFM direct kinetic exchange
is strongest, but it is suppressed as the value ofU is in—
creased. The FM indirect cation-anion-cation exchange
also decreases, but In addition increasing U shifts the
cation d statesdown in energy and thus leadsto enhanced
hybridization with the anion p states (see Sec.[IIIB)).
T his enhanced hybridization partially com pensates the
e ect of increasing U so that the indirect exchange de—
creases slower than 1/U . Therefore, the FM indirect ex—
change is lss a ected by increasing U than the AFM
direct exchange, and thus gains in strength relative to
the latter. This explains why the observed decrease of
Jgp is stronger than 1=U . In fact, for the larger exper—
In entalvolum es and using J = 0&V forthe Hund’s rule
coupling (see discussion below ) the BB coupling in both
system s even becom es slightly FM for Jarge U .



TheAB coupling in the spinels ism ediated by a cation—
anion-cation bond w ith an interm ediate anglke of 120 ,
whichm akes it di cul to predict the sign ofthe coupling
based on general considerations. A weak AFM interac-
tion has been proposed for the case of em pty e; orbitals
on the B siteA® in agreem ent w ith the present resuls.

Com paring the valuesofJa g and Jg g calculated fora
constant set of LSDA+ U param eters show s that both
are of the same order of magniude. On the other
hand Jaa is expected to be signi cantly weaker, since
it corresponds to a cation-cation distance of 36A
w ith the shortest superexchange path along an A-O O -
A bond sequence. Based on this assum ption Jap was
neglected in the theoretical treatm ent of LKDM &2 Nev-
ertheless, In our calculations Jp 5 is found to be of appre—
ciable strength. T his is particular striking ©orM nC n,0 4,
but also for CoC 04 the di erence between & and
Jag [Jep) is lss than an order of m agniude. From
this it follows that Jaa is de nitely non-negligbl in
M nC 04 and can also lead to signi cant deviations from
the LKDM theory in CoC 0 4. W e point out that this
conclusion holds true independently of the precise val-
ues of the LSDA + U param eters used in the calculation.
An appreciable value for Jya has also been found in a
previous LSDA study of the sphnel ferrite M nFe,0 4 27

A s stated in Sec.[IIB], a fi1ll detem ination of all pos—
sble further neighbor interactions is beyond the scope
of this paper. However, to cbtain a rough estin ate of
the strength of further neighbor interactions in CoC ,0 4,
and to see whether this a ects the values of g , Jr s
and Jap obtained In this work, we perform som e addi-
tional calculations using a doubled unit cell. This al-
Jow s us to determm ine the coupling constant JB(3B) , Corre—
soonding to the third nearest neighborB B coupling. A s
shown in Refl|4§, due to the specialgeom etry ofthe spinel
structure, this third nearest neighbor coupling is larger
than all other further neighbor interactions w ithin the
B sublattice, and can be expected to represent the next
strongest m agnetic interaction apart from Jg g ,Jap ,and
Jaa - This coupling ism ediated by a B-0-O B bond se—
quence and corresoonds to a BB distance 0of 5.89A . For
com parison, the distances corresponding to Jgs , Jas
and Jna are 2.94A, 346A, and 3.61A, respectively2?
For these test calculations we use the experin ental lat—
tice param eters of CoC 0 4 and the LSDA+ U param e~
tersUco = 56V, Ucy= 3eV,and J® = 0eV .W e cbtain

a value of JBGB) = 0:15eV, corresponding to a weak FM

coupling. However, the m agnitude of JB(3B) isan all com —
pared to Jap and Jzp, and we therefore continue to
neglct further neigbor interactions in the ollow ing.

Next we calculate the m agnetic coupling constants
using the lattice param eters obtained by a full struc—
tural optim ization w ithin the LSDA, and also by using
J% = 0eV at both experin ental and theoretical Jattice
param eters. Again, we vary Up and Uc, Independently.
T he observed variation ofthe coupling constantsw ith re—
spect to the Hubbard param eters is very sim ilar to the

TABLE II: Caloulated m agnetic coupling constants Jas ,
Jsr , and Jan DPr di erent lattice param eters and di erent
values of the Intra-atom ic H und’s rule coupling param eter J #
forUa = 56V and Uc, = 3€eV .Lattice param eters \exp." and
\theo." refer to the corresponding values listed in Table[d.

I ev) 1.0 00 1.0 00
latt. param . exp. exp. theo. theo.
Jap Mmev) 444 355 6.02 4.83
CoCr0g4 Jsg Mmev) 333 1.04 6.90 434
Jan mev) 0.50 044 0.77 0.58
Jas mev) 314 140 4.88 261
MnCrO,4 Jsrg Mmev) 291 0.74 522 2.74
Jaa Mmev) 119 0.92 1.88 145

case shown in Fig.[2, only the overallm agnitude of the
m agnetic coupling constants is changed. W e therefore
discuss only the results obtained for Uc, = 3€&V and
Uax = 56&V, which are physically reasonable choices for
these param eters, as discussed in Sec.[IIAl.

Tablk [T show s the calculated m agnetic coupling con—
stants forthedi erent cases. It isapparent thatboth vol-
um e and the intra-atom ic exchange param eter J ¥ have
a signi cant e ect on the calculated results. The vol-
um e dependence can easily be understood. T he an aller
theoretical volum e leads to stronger coupling between
the m agnetic ions. This is particularly signi cant for
Jg B , sihoe the direct exchange interaction between the
B cations is egpecially sensitive to the intercation dis—
tance. The corresponding coupling is therefore strongly
enhanced (suppressed) by decreasing (ncreasing) the lat—
tice constant. The Indirect superexchange interaction
also depends strongly on the interatom ic distances.

Tt can be seen from Tabk[@that J® = 0 signi cantly
decreases the strength of allm agnetic coupling constants
compared to J® = 1eV.A strong J¥ dependence of
the m agnetic coupling has also been observed in other
Cr spinels with non-m agnetic cations on the A sie°
Further calculations, w ith di erent values or J% on the
A and B sites respectively, show that it ismostly J;,
which is responsble for this e ect. On the other hand,
varying Jp‘f hasa an allere ecton them agnetic coupling.
T his is consistent w ith the very strong J ¥ dependence
of Jg 5 and the weaker J ¥ dependence of Jaa seen in
Tablel[d.

To understand the stronge ect ofJf', on them agnetic
coupling constantswe st take a look at the occupation
num bersn n ofthe Crd orbials. T he correspond—
Ing occupation numbers n CoC 0 4 are (calculated for
a FM oon guration at the experim ental lattice param e—
ters and using J" = 0): ng » = 095, ng, ;4 = 005,
Ne,m = 032, and ne ;¢ = 021. As expected, the oc-
cupation of the tyq orbitals represents the orm ald® va-
lency w ith full spin-polarization, but in addition there is
a sizable e; occupation, which contributes 02 5 to
the local spin m om ent of the Cr cation. This partial ey



occupation, which is due to hybridization w ith the oxy—
gen p bands, gives rise to a FM interaction between the
Cr sites, because the e; polarization is coupled to the
tog spins via the Hund’s rule coupling#? ThisFM inter—
action between the C r sites should therefore be propor-
tionalto the strength ofthe Hund’s rule coupling. T hus,
the stronger AFM interaction for J® = 1&V com pared
to J% = 0 (see Tabk[Il) m ight be surprising at  rst.
However, it is in portant to realize that even though the
param eter J ! representsthe strength ofthe Hund’s rule
coupling, itse ectwithin the LSDA+ U fram ework isnot
to Introduce a strong H und’s rule interaction. Ifone ana—
Iyzesthe LSDA + U energy expression, Eq. [2), n a som e-
what sinpli ed picture where the occupation m atrix is
diagonaland the Coulom b m atrix elem ents are orbitally
Independent, one can see that the double counting cor-
rection, E 4., exactly cancels the di erent potential shifts
for orbials w ith parallel and antiparallel spins that are
caused by Ey orJ® 6 0, ifoneofthedorbitalsis Ilked.
Thus, Ey E gc does not lad to an additional Hund’s
rule interaction com pared to Epspa, even or J® 6 0.
Tt is generally assum ed that this type of interaction isal-
ready well described on the LSDA lkvel. Theonly e ect
of J# is therefore an e ective reduction of the on-site
Coulomb repulsion. This can be seen in the follow ing,
where we w rite the sin pli ed version of Eq. [0l) as (see
Ref.|33):

Ue
E:ELSDA+7 n n n ; 6)

with U. = U J! . W ithi this smpli ed LSDA+U
version, the e ect of J¥ on the m agnetic coupling con—
stant can be understood as an e ective reduction of the
on-site Coulomb interaction. A cocording to the previ-
ously discussed U dependence of the m agnetic coupling
constants (see also Fig.[2), a reduced on-site C oulomb
Interaction lads to a stronger AFM Interaction for all
calculated m agnetic coupling constants.

From Fig.[J i can be seen that the m agnetic cou-
pling constants for CoC 10, usihg experin ental lattice
param eters and the LSDA+ U param eters Uc, = 66V,
Ucy = 4eV,and J% = 1lev, ie. Ue co = 5V and
Ue cr= 3€V,are: Jag = 326eV,Jgg = 2:12€V,
and Jaa = 0:30e&V .The corresponding result orUc, =
5V, Ucy= 3&V,and J® = 0, ie. for the sam e values
ofUe butdi erent J%, are: Jag = 355&V, Jgg =

104eV,and Jan = 0:44eV (see Tabk[Il). Thus, the
pure dependence on U, seam s to be approxin ately valid
for Jag and Jpa , whereas there is a notable quantita—
tive deviation from the sinpli ed LSDA+ U m odelin the
case of Jg g . N evertheless, the overall trend can still be
understood from the sinpli ed LSDA+ U pictue.

Finally, to assess the possbl In uence of di erent
m ethods to solve the selfconsistent K ohn-Sham equa-—
tions on the calculated m agnetic coupling constants, we
perform additionaltestsusinga di erentelectronic struc—
ture code em ploying the FLAPW m ethod (see Sec.[IIB]).

TABLE III: M agnetic coupling constants of CoCr 04 and
M nCxrO4 calculated using two di erent m ethods EFLAPW
and PAW ), di erent values or J ¥ , and the experin ental lat—
tice param eters.

FLAPW PAW
JH @v) 0.0 1.0 0.0 1.0
Jas MeV) 3.62 432 355 4.44
CoCrOs Jpp MeV) 132 3.09 1.04 333
Jaa MeV) 023 0.00 0.44 0.50
Jas mev) 1.73 323 1.40 314
MnCrOq4 Jgg MeV) 132 321 0.74 291
Jan Mev) 0.67 1.06 0.92 119

The results are sum m arized and com pared to the PAW
resuls in Tabl[I. T here are som e variations in the ab—
solute values ofthe m agnetic coupling constants obtained
w ith thetwo di erentm ethods, but overallthe agreem ent
israthergood. T rends are the sam e in both m ethods, and
in particular the strong e ect of the LSDA+U Hund’s
rule param eter J ¥ on the m agnetic coupling constants
isocon med by the FLAPW calculations. O ne possible
reason for the di erences between the PAW results and
the FLAPW resuls is that the radii of the projction
soheres used In the PAW m ethod are chosen di erently
from the radiioftheM u n-T in spheresused to construct
the FLAPW basis functions.

D. The LKDM param eter u

F igure[3 show s the variation of the LKDM param eter

45 Sp 2se yith the strength of the on-site
3JaB Sa 3Jas

Coulomb interactions for the di erent lattice param eters
and values of J¥ used in this work. The behavior of
u Pllow s from the corresponding trends in the coupling
constantsJa g and Jg g discussed in the previous section.
Increasing Up decreases the strength of Jaz but leaves
Jg g M oreor lkssunchanged, and thus increases the value
of u. On the other hand both Jag and Jgg decrease
w ith Increasing Uc ., but the decrease is stronger for Jg g
and therefore u decreasesw ith Increasing Uc . T hus, the
trends caused by the H ubbard param eters corresponding
to the two di erent m agnetic sites are opposite to each
other.

A s already pointed out in the previous section, chang-
ing the value of the LSDA+ U param eter J ¥ and usihg
di erent lattice constants essentially jist shifts the over—
all scale for the m agnetic coupling constants w tthout al-
tering their U dependence. T herefore, using the larger
experim ental volum e decreases u com pared to the value
obtained at the theoretical lattice param eters due to the
very strong volum e dependence of Jg 5 . Introducing the
on-site Hund’s rule coupling J ® increases u, since Jz g
is strongera ected by this and thus increases relative to

u =
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FIG .3: Dependence ofthe LKDM param eter u on the Hub—
bard U param eters of the di erent m agnetic cations. Left
panels correspond to CoCxr,04, right panels to M nCr04.
From top to bottom the di erent panels correspond to cal-
culations or exp. vome and J¥ = 1eV, exp. volum e and
J® = 0ev, theo. volume and J® = 1eV, and theo. vol-
umeand J® = 0eV (open circles: Uc, = 2eV, lked squares:
Ucy = 36V, open diamonds: Uc, = 4€V, led triangles:
Ucr = 56&V).D ashed horizontal lines indicate the critical val-
uesug = 8=9 and u® 1298.

JAB .

For sim ilar values 0of U, and Uc, the LKDM param e—
teru is larger n M nC 0 4 than in CoC 0 4, exospt for
J% = 1e&V at the theoretical lattice param eters, w here
they are approxin ately equal. T his is in contrast to what
has been concluded by tting the experin ental neutron
spectra to the spiral spin structure of the LKDM the-
ory, which leads to the valuesu=1.6 for M nCr0, and
u=20 PrCoCr0 4.2 ie. the tted valie HrCoC 504
is signi cantly larger than the valie orM nC 50 4.

W e now try to give a quantitative estin ate of u In
the two system s. The 1st question is whether using ex—
perin ental or theoretical lJattice constants leads to m ore
realistic m agnetic coupling constants. This question is
not easy to answer In general. On the one hand, the
LSDA underestim ation of the lattice constant can lead
to an overestim ation of the m agnetic coupling, since the
cations are too close together and can therefore inter-
act stronger than at the experin ental volime. On the
other hand, the indirect cation-anion-cation interaction

is intin ately connected to the chem icalbonding 24 Ifthe
larger experin ental Jattice constant isused, thisbonding
isarti clally suppressed and the corresponding m agnetic
coupling is eventually underestin ated. It is therefore not
obviousw hether it isbetter to calculate the coupling con—
stants at the experin ental or the theoretical lattice pa—
ram eters, but the two cases at least provide reasonable
lim its for the m agnetic coupling constants. W e note that
using the LSDA + U m ethod for the structural relaxation,
usually leads to lattice param eters that are in slightly
better agreem ent w ith the experin ental values,*® which
w il decrease the corresponding uncertainty in the m ag—
netic coupling constants. In the present paper we do not
perform such structuralrelaxations for each com bination
of the LSDA + U param eters, in order to reduce the re-
quired com putationale ort. In addition, this allow s us
to discuss the pure e ect of U and J¥ on the m agnetic
coupling constants, w ithout contributions due to varying
lattice param eters.

F ig.[3 show s that for the physically reasonable param —
etersUc,= 3eV,U, = 45&V,and J" = 1eV thevalue
ofu in CoC 1,0 4 calculated at the theoretical lattice con—
stant is slightly larger than the criticalvalie u® 1298,
where w thin the LKDM theory the ferrim agnetic spiral
con guration becom es unstable. In M nC 50, the cor-
responding valie is about equal to u®. At the experi-
m ental lattice constants the values ofu in both system s
are am aller than at the theoretical lattice constants, w ith
the strongere ect in CoC 50 4, where u at the theoreti-
cal lattice constant is about equalto ug = 8=9, the value
below which, according to LKDM , a collinear ferrim ag—
netic spin con guration isthe ground state. n M nC 50 4
the value of u at the experim ental Iattice constant is be—
tween ug and u®. Thus, in allcases the calculated values
of u are consistent w ith the experin ental evidence for
noncollinear ordering.

Since In M nCxr0 4 the calculation predicts a rather
strong Ja a , the validity ofthe LKDM theory is question—
able for this system , but for CoC n,0 4, where the m agni-
tude 0fJp a isindeed signi cantly am allerthan both G »
and Jg g , this theory should at least be approxin ately
correct. However, for CoC 04 the calculated u both
at experim ental and at the theoretical lattice constant
(and using physically reasonable values forthe LSDA+U
param eters) is still signi cantly sm aller than the value
u = 20 obtained by tting the experim ental data to
the LKDM theory& T would therefore be interesting to
study how the incorporation of Jaa Into a generalized
LKDM theory alers the conclusions drawn from the ex—
perin ental data. Obviously, a nonnegligble Jy, will
further destabilize the collinear N eel con guration, but
the possble in uence of a on the ferrim agnetic soi-
ral structure cannot be obtained straightforwardly. O £
course it cannot be filly excluded that the discrepancy
between the calculated value of u for CoC 0 4 and the
valie extracted from the experin entaldata is caused by
som e de cliencies of the LSDA+U method. For exam —
plk, t was shown In Ref.[1§ that forM nO the LSDA+U



m ethod does not o er enough degrees of freedom to cor—
rectly reproduce both nearest and next nearest neighbor
m agnetic coupling constants.

Finally, we note that the fact that Jaa is not negli-
gbl in M nCr0,4 but hasa signi cantly sm allerm agni-
tude than Jay and Jgg In CoC 1,04 is com patble w ith
the fact that the overall agreem ent between the experi-
m entaldata and the LKDM theory isbetter forCoC r,0 4
than ©rM nC 1,0 4 & H owever, a quantitative discrepancy
between the value of u for CoCn0 4 calculated in this
work and the value derived from the experim ental data
rem ains.

Iv. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION S

In summ ary, we have presented a detailed LSDA+U
study ofm agnetic coupling constants in the spinel sys—
tem s CoC 04 and M nCrn0 4. W e have found that the
coupling between the A site cations, which is neglected
In the classicaltheory of LKDM , is of appreciable size in
CoCxr0 4 and de niely not negligble N M nC304. The
calculated LKDM param eter u, which describes the rel-
ative strength of the BB ooupling com pared to the AB
coupling and determ ines the nature of the ground state
son con guration in the LKDM theory, is found to be
an aller than the values obtained by tting experin ental
neutron data to the predictions ofthe LKDM theory. It
rem ains to be seen whether this discrepancy is caused by
the sin pli cationsm ade in the LKDM theory, orw hether

it is due to de ciencies ofthe LSDA+ U m ethod used In
our calculations.

In addition, we have shown that it isdi cul, but pos-
sble, to arrive at quantitative predictions of m agnetic
coupling constants using the LSDA+ U m ethod. In addi-
tion, by analyzingtheU and J ¥ dependence ofthem ag—
netic coupling constants it is possible to dentify the var-
jous Interaction m echanisn s contrbuting to the overall
m agnetic coupling. The presence of two di erent m ag—
netic cations wih di erent charge states and di erent
anion coordination, prom otes the system s investigated
In this work to a very hard test case for the predic—
tive capabilities of the LSDA + U m ethod. N evertheless,
som e Insight can be gained by a carefiil analysis of all
m ethodological uncertainties, and the m agnitudes of the
m agnetic coupling constants can be determ ined to a de—
gree ofaccuracy that allow sto establish In portant trends
and predict the correct order ofm agnitude for the corre-
soonding e ects.
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