arXiv:cond-mat/9306011v1l 3 Jun 1993

E ect of Structure on the E lectronic D ensity of States
0ofD oped Lanthanum C uprate

M .R.Nom an

M aterials Science D ivision
A rgonne N ational Laloratory
A rgonne, IL 60439

G.J.M M ullan

C avendish Laloratory
M adingky Road
Cambridge CB3 OHE, UK

D .L.Novikov and A .J.Freem an

Science and Technology Center for Superconductivity and
D egpartm ent of P hysics and A stronom y
N orthwestem U niversity
Evanston, IL 60208

W e present a serdes of detailed band calculations on the various structural
phases of doped lanthanum cuprate: HTT,LTO,and LTT .The LTO distortion is
shown to have little e ect on the electronic density of states DO S).A t to the
pressure dependence of the superconducting transition tem perature indicates that
only 25% oftheDOS isa ectedbytheHTT! LTO transition. TheLT T distortion
also has little e ect on the DO S for the experim ental value of the octahedral tilt

angle. Larger tilt angles, though, lead to a dram atic change in the DO S.
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D oped lanthanum cuprate, Lay, M xCuO g4, where M is typically Sr or Ba, is the
prototype system for the class of copper oxidem aterialsknown ashigh tem perature super-
conductors. It exhbitsa num ber of structuralphases, each ofwhich hasdi erent supercon—
ducting properties. The HTT (high tem perature body-centered tetragonal) phase occurs
for low tem peratures only for x > 02, where superconductivity is suppressed. At lower
tem peratures forx < 02,one ndstheLTO (low tem perature face-centered orthorhom bic)
phase, which is superconducting over a range of x values. Near x=0.125, the LTT (low
tem perature prim itive tetragonal) phase form s for the Ba system w ith suppressed super-
conductivity. A snalldip in Te near x=0.115 is found in the Sr system , but no evidence
for the LTT phase. M ore infom ation has now been gathered by hydrostatic pressure
experin ents!. For the range of x values w here one has a superconducting LT O phase, the
HTT phase can be stabilized by pressure and is actually found to have m axin alT.. Near
x=0.125 for the Ba system , pressure destroys the LT T phase, yet superconductivity is still

strongly suppressed.

U nderstanding this series of puzzling results m ay help to unravel the m ystery behind
high tem perature superconductivity. An cbvious rst step in thisdirection isto understand
the e ect these various structural distortions have on the electronic structure. O £ course,
m any band structure calculations have been perform ed on these system s in the pas;t2 . A
recent calculation by P ickett et al for the LTT phase revealed a strong suppression in
the density of states D O S) near the Fem i energy Er ), which they then connected to
the suppressed superconductivity of this phase. Because of this intriguing result, and the
various additional experin ental phenom ena m entioned above, we decided to perform a
series of band calculations for the various phases, accurately calculate the DO S in the

vicinity ofE g , and attem pt to connect these results to the experim ental observations.

W euse the linearized mu n tin orbitalm ethod4, Including com bined correction tem s.

T hree independent codes were em ployed as checks, one of which contains non-spherical



3
correctionsto thepotentialinsidethemu n ting® (@llthree codes gave com parable resuls).
T he calculationspresented in thispaper are scalar relativistic, em ploy the H edin-Lundqgvist
form for the exchange-correlation potential, and use two em pty spheres per form ula unit
(located at the (1/2,0,1/4) points In HT T notation). D oping was sin ulated by reducing
the Z value of the La site. Calculations were converged on a 90 k point m esh Inside the
irreducible wedge of the B rillouin zone. Forthe naliteration, eigenvalues for 180 k points
forthe HTT and LTO and 144 k points for the LT T phase were generated and the resuls
were tusihg a Fourder series spline analysis. The soline twas checked by plotting bands
along various sym m etry directions, and then used to generatea D O S based on a tetrahedral

decom position of the zone (@round 1.6 m illion tetrahedra were used).

TheHTT calculation was done using the lattice param eters ofC ox et al’ orx=01Ba
at 295 K .Four LTO calculations were carried out, one which used the results® orx=0.1
Ba at 91 K, and three which used new results on the Sr system at 10 K for x values of
0.4, 0.15, and 027. Two LTT calculations were perform ed, one which used the resuls®
forx=0.1 Ba at 15 K, and another based on the theoretical param eters of P ickett et aP
obtained by m inin ization ofthe totalenergy8 . The lJatter set of param eters has a tilt angle

of the copper oxide octahedra about tw ice that of the fom er.

Before m oving to them ain discussion on the DO S, we st comm ent on the m atter of
rigid band behavior. This has been questioned based on the fact that the Cu ion would
prefer to be close to a d° con guration, and thus rigid band behaviorm ay not be observed
sihce the statesat Ey aream ixtureofCu d and O p states. O urown doping results, based
on adjisting the Z value ofthe La nuclkus, exhibi an intriguing behavior. W hile we indeed
found rigid band behavior in the DO S, the charge density did not exhibit such behavior.
In particular, the DO S has about 60% Cu d character, w ith the rem ainder m ostly O p.
But com paring charges at 0% doping and 10% doping, only about 20% of the change in

charge cam e from the Cu d orbitals, w ith the ram aining 80% com ing from the La site. W e
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should note that the charge on the La site isalm ost alldue to reanalysis of charge from the
surrounding O sites since the LM TO m ethod uses overlapping spheres. O ur speculation is
that the change in potentialon the La site due to the reduction of the Z value causes the
charge analysis on that site to change in order to com penstate for the charge loss due to
doping, thus largely pressrving the d count on the Cu site. T his occurs, however, in such

a way that rigid band behavior ism aintained in the DO S.

In Fig. 1, we show plots ofthe LTO and HTT DO S for the x=0.1 Ba calculation.
The HTT results were generated assum ing LTO symm etry so as to elin lnate di erences
due to using di erent Brillouin zones. A s one can see, there are virtually no di erences
In the cuxves. This hasbeen further veri ed by plots of the Fem isurface which show no
detectable di erencesbetween HTT and LTO (the "gaps" seen In the LTO Fem isurface
plots in the literature? are sin rly a zone—fold back e ect and have nothing to do w ith the

orthorhom bic distortion).

W e show plotsofthe LTO DO S for the x=0.1, x=0.15, and x= 02 Sr calculations In
Fig. 2. Again, there are virtually no di erences in the curves, indicating again that the
orthorhom bic distortion hasonly aweak e ecton theDO S (we note that the orthorhom bic

distortion increases as x decreases).

Plotsofthe LTT and HTT DO S forthe x= 0.1 Ba calculation are presented in Fig. 3.
The HTT resuls were generated assum ing LT T symm etry so as to elin inate di erences
due to thedi ering B rillouin zones. T he zero ofenergy was set at 12.5% doping, where the
LTT phase is seen experim entally. A gain, there are virtually no di erences in the DO S.
T his indicates that the suppression of T for the LTT phase is probably not connected

w ith a density of statese ect.

In Fig. 4, we show plots of our LTT calculation for x=0.1 Ba versus a calculation

done using the lattice param eters of the previous work of P ickett et aP. W e note that
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the octahedral tilt angle used in their work is about a factor of two larger than what we
used based on the Cox et al param eters®. One can see that the van Hove peak is split
w ith the P ickett et al® param eters (ourD O S plot is very sin ilar to theirs). The van Hove
peak is also split w ith our choice of param eters, but the e ect istoo an allto be noticeable
In the DO S. This di erence occurs because the splitting of the van H ove peak depends
quadratically on the tilt ang]e8 . The lJarge splitting in the P ickett et al’ case gives a notch
In theDO S close to Er which led them to suspect that thism ight be responsble for the
suppressed superconductivity. Because of this strong dependence on tilt angle, it is of
som e in portance for experim entalists to attem pt to accurately determm ine the octahedral

tilt angle for the LT T structure.

W e conclude thispart by rem arking that the LTO and LT T structuraldistortionshave
littlee ecton theDO S, though largedi erences are found forthe LT T case w ith increased
octahedral titt angle. M oreover, Im proved sam pling of the zone by using m ore calculated
k points acts to sharpen the calculated van H ove singularity (thus, m ost published plots of
the D O S underestin ates the height of thispeak). W e should also rem ark that the LM TO
calculations place the van Hove singularity at about 21-22% doping, whereas FLAPW
calculationsplace thispeak at about 17% dopjng2 . W ehave found that LM TO calculations
w hich do not include the com bined correction tem s place the van H ove peak at the sam e
doping asthe FLAPW calculations, indicating that the location of the peak is sensitive to

details of the electronic structure calculation.

W e now attem pt to connect som e of these observations w ith experin ent. W e start
wih the LTO! HTT transition induced by pJ:essu.u:e1 . T¢ Increases linearly w ith pressure,
then saturates at this transition. The pressure dependence of the structural transition
can be estim ated from anom alies in the them al expansion. To describe this, we em ploy
a theory due to Bibro and M d4 illan®. This theory assum es that the superconducting

pair potential is independent of pressure, and that the pressure dependence com es from a
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com petition between a D O S change caused by the structural distortion and the form ation
ofa superconducting gap. T his nvolves solving two coupled mean  eld equations involving
the superconducting gap and the charge density wave gap (assum ed to only occur over part

ofthe Femm isurface). At a pressure w here the two transitions m erge, the ratio of dTs=dp

to dT=dp Where Tg is the structural transition tem perature, T the superconducting
transition tem perature, and p the pressure) isequalto ®© N{)_N; where N is the
totalD 0 S, and N | isthat part oftheD O S ram oved by the structuraldistortion). T he data
for both x=0.17 and x=0.19 (Wwhere som e inform ation exists for estin ating the pressure
dependence of the structural transition) give values of dT=dp ’ -5.75 K /kbar and dT =dp
’ 015K /kbar. Thus,N =N ’ 0.025,ie,only 2.5% oftheN Ep) valueisa ected by the
structuraltransition. Such a an allnum ber isw ithin the errorbars ofthe band calculations,
and thus the data Independently support our conclusion that the LT O distortion hasa very
weak e ect on theD O S.M oreover, this theory would also predict that for pressures w here
the structural transition is near (out larger than) T, one should see a saturation of the
orthorhom bic distortion forT < T.. Thise ect should be cbservable by neutron scattering

experin ents.

Asforthe LTO! LTT phase transition and the resultant suppression of superconduc—
tivity, our conclusion based on this work is that the density of states does not play an
In portant role. T his is consistent w ith the pressure data, which show that even when the
LT T transition is gone, superconductivity is still suppressed. Recent datal? indicate that
m agnetic ordering occurs for this concentration range, and thus is the m ost likely reason
for the T suppression. G wven that band structure calculations do not give rise to a m ag—
netic transition for stochiom entric LasC u0 4, we do not expect to be able to describe this
m agnetian . A shasbeen noted, the m agnetian m ay be due to a com m ensuration e ect at

x=1/8. M ore theoreticalwork is certainly needed to address this interesting e ect.

In conclusion, we nd little e ect of the structural distortions of doped LaC uO 4 on
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the electronic density of states. This result is supported by som e experin ental data on

both the HTT! LTO and LTO! LTT transitions.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

1. D ensity of states (per form ula unit) ortheHTT and LTO x=0.1 Ba cases. T he zero

ofenergy isat x=0.1

2. Density of states (per form ula uni) forthe LTO x=0.1, 0.15, and 02 Srcases. The

zero of energy isat x=0.1

3. Density of states (per form ula uni) forthe HTT and LTT x= 0.1 Ba cases. T he zero

of energy isat x=0.125

4. D ensity of states (per form ula unit) forthe LTT x=0.1 Ba case (Cox) and the LTT

case w ith the P ickett et al Jattice pam aters P ic). T he zero of energy is at x=0.125



