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G eneralized calculation ofm agnetic coupling constants for M ott-H ubbard insulators:
A pplication to ferrom agnetic C r com pounds
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U sing a R aykeigh-Schrodinger perturbation expansion ofm ultiband H ubbard m odels, we present
analytic expressions for the superexchange coupling constants between m agnetic transition m etal
jons of arbitrary separation in M ott-H ubbard insulators. The only restrictions are i) all ligand ions
are closed shellanions and ii) all contribbuting interaction paths are ofequal length. For short paths,
our results essentially con m the G oodenough-K anam oriA nderson rules, yet in general there does
not exist any sin ple rule to predict the sign of the m agnetic coupling constants. T hem ost favorable
situation for ferrom agnetic coupling is ound for ionsw ith less than half lled d shells, the (relative)
tendency to ferrom agnetic coupling increases w ith increasing path length. A s an application, the
m agnetic interactions of the Cr com pounds Rb,CxCL,CrCL, CB 3 and Crlz are investigated, all

of which except C1C 1 are ferrom agnets.

7110Fd, 7120Be, 7510.Jm , 7530Et, 75.50D d

I. NTRODUCTION

T he understanding of the m agnetic properties of the
nonm etallic 3d-transition m etal com pounds is not satis—
fying though they have been investigated intensively ex—
perim entally and theoretically. In particular there exists
only a qualitative understanding of m agniide and sign
of the m agnetic coupling on the basis of the so-called
G oodenough-K anam oriAnderson (GKA) rules. In this
paper we present a m ore system atic way of calculating
the m agnetic coupling constants of these m aterials based
on the concept of superexchange. W e also test ourm eth-
ods by applying them to a sub-class of the rare class of
ferrom agnetic 3d insulators, ie.to C r com pounds, w here
the GKA rnules apparently do not apply.

In nonm etallic, m agnetic 3d-transition m etal oxides
and halides the spins are localized in the incom pltely

1led 3d shells ofthe transition m etalsites, hence—forw ard
called m agnetic sites. T his is a consequence of largg cor—
relation e ects. They are M ott-H ubbard insulatorst and
are thus described by a H ubbard-type m odelof the form
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is the energy of a d orbial at the m agnetic
at the ligand site

Here
site 1 and , that of an orbital
1. t, represents the hopping from the orbital ; to

1 tﬂooﬂlat from ;to p. U andI areCoulomb
and exchange interactions at the m agnetic sites, re—
spectively. In the atomic Imi, I < 0 leads to the

rst Hund’s rule maxinum spin) and U > U to
the second Hund’s rule m axinum orbitalm om entum ).
f =1 ¢ @O o@c o@ec (@) willbe called Hund
Interaction In the llow Ing. Tts e ect is an exchange of
soins between orbitals and . The application of f to
sym m etric (@ntisym m etric) spin-states therefore has the
e ect ofa multiplication wih + ( )I . In Eq. @) we
neglect the Coulomb interaction at the ligand ions and
between di erent sites. W e w ill also use the approxin a—
tion U =U = U and I = Jy . These restrictions
could be Ioosened but we do not expect qualitatively dif-
ferent results. W e note that the atom icpart ofthe Ham i
tonian {}) hasbeen used very satisfactorily in ligand eld
theory or, €49. the Interpretation of opticaldata of such
com pounds?

Anderson has introduced the concept of super—
exchange where the hopping of spins between the dif-
ferent sites leads to the coupling of,the total spins S;
and S, ofthe m agnetjc sites 1 and 22 A's is known from
experin ental result#!® the mteraction is describbed very
wellby the H eisenberg H am ittonian

He = J1251 & 2)

T he Interpretation of the interaction due to kinetic ex—
change (di erent from Coulomb exchange) is re ected in
the form ulation ofthe GK A rules? In a sin pi ed version
they read

A) If the hopping of a spin from a sihgly occu—
pied ; ofthe ion M ; to the singly occupied
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orbial , ofthe ion M , ispossble, the inter—
action between the spins n ; and , is anti-
ferrom agnetic.

B) W hen a soin can hop from the singly occu—
pied orbial ; to an unoccupied orbial of
M ,, a ferrom agnetic contribution to the inter—
action results, which is weaker than the anti-
ferrom agnetic one from rulke A .

W ih the use ofthese rules the sign of the coupling con—
stant can be predicted in m any cases. E specially, the
GKA rules explain why most of the non-m etallic 3d-
transition-m etal com pounds do not show a m acroscopic
m agneticm om ent. T his is related to the fact that orbial
ordering is usually needed for a ferrom agnetic interaction
to occur. O ne prom lnent exam pl are the CuF,-planes
of K,CuF4, where the Jahn-Teller e ect causes orbial
order, of altemating z> ¥ and z> 3 holk orbitals,
which com plktely suppresses the usually dom inant anti-
ferrom agnetic interaction.

However, In m any casesthe GKA rulesare not helpfiil
to decide which one oftwo com peting interactions dom —
nates. Such a case is Rb,C1Cl, where, again due to
the Jahn-Teller e ect, an analogous orbital ordering as
In K,CuF4 occurs. Nevertheless, the nearest neighbor,
singly occupied 3x®> ¥ and 3y? ¥ orbitals exhbit
a strong anti-ferrom agnetic coupling via p ligand or—
bitals, com plktely absent in the case of K,CuF,. The
fact, therefore, that Rb,C1rC L is also a ferrom agnet, is
by no means a sinpl consequence of the GKA rulkes.
Sin ilarly, there isno obviousG KA argum ent for the fact
that the isostructuraltri-halides C B 3 and C rlz are fer—
rom agnets.

In our paper we present a more detailed theory of
super-exchange based on the Ham ittonian @:) which al
Jow s the calculation of both antiferrom agnetic and fer—
rom agnetic coupling constants for hopping paths via ar-
bitrarily m any ligands.

W e test our theory by applying i to the ferrom agnetic
nsulators m entioned above and show that a reasonable
choice ofparam eters in ('_]:) w i1 lead to m agnetic coupling
constants which agree w ith experin ent both in m agni-
tude and sign.

In section IT we use perturbation theory to determ ine
the coupling constants for pairs ofd-ionswhich are linked
via an arbitrary num ber of ligand ions. F irst we present
the interaction of spjn—é pairs, where the soins are ex—
changed along a chain of ligands each possessing one un—
occupied orbital. W e Investigate both the direct super-
exchange between two singly occupied d orbials and
the tw o Indirect processes w here spin—-free (em pty ordou—
bly occupied) d orbitals at the m agnetic sites are in—
volred. W e then generalize these results to the case
of spin exchange via several paths of the sam e order —
here we distinguish between equivalent and inequivalent
paths. Finally we give an expression for the coupling of
two d=onsw ith arbirary (integral) occupation which are
coupled via P di erent pathsw ith N unoccupied ligands

each. T he application of these results to Rb,CrC L and
the Cr tri-halides is discussed in section ITT.

T hroughout the paper we w ill adopt the hol picture
since the ligands usually are anionsw ith a lled p shell.

II.SUPER-EXCHANGE

In perturbation theory the coupling between the total
soins S; and S, oftwo m agnetic ions results from the ex—
change of the spins in the singly occupied orbials. Since
w e do not consider spin-dependent interactions lke spin—
orbit coupling in (L), the spin Ham iltonian is isotropic
and in the lowest orderwe get

v 8 @)

Here, ; and ; denotethehalf- lled orbitalsatthe sites1
and 2. A ssum Ing a strong Hund interaction, the ground-
state hasm axinum spin and the replacem ent

S @)

L 2 < 5>
appears to be justi ed. Eq. (:2;) can then be w ritten as
0 1
X S1 8

H, =@ J, A 5
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W ebegin w ith the coupling ofqajn% pairs. T he gener-
alization to pairs w ith larger total soins is possible w ith
the help of Eq. ().

W e distinguish three cases :

A : D irect interaction of two singly occupied orbitals 1
and , without the involvem ent of another d orbital. In
general, the resulting coupling w illbe anti-ferrom agnetic,
the coupling constant w ill therefore be called J* .

FE : Indirect Interaction of ; and , via one ore m ore
empty d orbials mnvolving the Hund interaction. The
coupling constant is always negative and w ill be called
JFE L

FD1 2 Indirect coupling of ; and , via one orem ore dou—
bly occupied d orbitals involving the Hund interaction.
T he coupling constant is negative, n general, and w illbe
called J°° .

A . super-exchange via one ligand

W e rst consider the direct coupling of two equivalent
m agnetic ions 1,2 wih sihgly occupied oroitals 1, »
via one ligand w ith an em pty hole orbital, see FJgg: a).
Fourth order perturbation theory isthe lowest contribut—
Ing order. T here exist six possibilities of exchanging the



soins which di er in the sequence of spin exchange. In
the ollow ing these sequencesw illbe called channels. For
each channel three interm ediate statesm exist. Two of
them ocontain only singly occupied sites (one soin at the
ligand and the other at one ofthe m agnetic ions). In the
third state the two spins occupy the sam e ion. T he exci
tation energy of the singly occupied states is the charge
transfer energy . (,) when themagnetic ion 1 2)
is singly occupied. W e have | = ;» when the lig-
and is em pty, which is the usualcase in the holk picture.
N ote, that when transform ing to the electron picture, the
num erical valne of | rem ains unchanged, but the or-
bital energies have to be renom alized. If one of the
m agnetic ions is doubly occupied, the excitation energy
isU (. , ), ifit isthe ligand wehave [+ .
Them atrix elem ent;? betw een the states are the hopping
Integrals given by ) and each channel yields the sam e
factor (t,)? (t,)?. Note that the energy denom inators
B¢ En) ! arenegative, but an additionalm inus sign
occurs because of the exchange of the soins.
T he total contrbution of the six channels is

1 1 1 2
7—+—

1 2 1 2

2 e

with! K ,= | ,-t, (,) is the hopping ntegral

between orbitals ; () and the ligand.

Assum ing , = , = 1 MmEq. (:§),weobtajn the
wellknown expressjonb
, g r 1 1
JAt 212 — 4 — )
1 2 L U L
W ih the replacem ents
2 ! + ! A (8a)
-+ — = a
U L '
t,t
2= (8b)
L
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! represents the e ective hopping from one to the other
m agnetic ion via the ligand. J® is alvays non-negative
and leads, because of the Pauli principle, to an anti-
parallel ordering of S; and S».

For the indirect coupling of the spins at the m agnetic
sites, an intermm ediate state w ith a total soin larger than
that ofthe ground state has to be generated at one ofthe
m agnetic ions. T hus, there has to exist at least one soin—
free orbital (em pty ordoubly occupied) at thision, which
is the case form ost 3d ions except those in high spin d°

con guration. T hen an inter-orbialon-site exchange can
take place, lrading to a negative coupling constant.

The intem ediate high spin state can occur in two
ways. FE : If the soin-free orbital at the m agnetic ion,
w here the direct exchange takes place, is em pty, the spin
from the half- lled orbital of the other m agnetic ion can
hop Into it. FD : If the spin—free orbital is doubly occu—
pied, one ofthe spins can hop to the em pty ligand, ener-
getically preferred is the one antiparaliel to the ground
state spin. Both cases lead to a polarization ofthe ligand
which is parallel to the soin of the m agnetic ion in case
FE and antiparallelto i in the case FD . W e w illbegin
w ith the investigation ofFE .

W e assum e a system oftwom agnetic ionsM ; and M ,
wih only one singly occupied orbial and one em pty
orbial each. A lso, the intermm ediate ligand is em pty,
seFig.lb).

There exist only two possbilities for exchanging the
soins. For each, the spin from the half lled orbital
of one m agnetic ion has to m igrate to the em pty or-
bial of the other ion, where the on-site exchange of
the spins takes place, kading to the preference of the

ferrom agnetic state. Simplifying | = , = and
.= , = the coupling constant is given by
FE ;1 Jy
J o= 10)
v u ( N2 ()2

€, t,)2+ €,t,)?

t, (t,) represents the hopping-integral from the orbital
; (1) to the ligand. W e note that J¥* is proportional
to Jy .

U sing the sim pli cation = = 1 wehave
. 1 J,
FE ;1 _ H 2 2 .
J12 —U Lz? (t1t2) +(t2t1) : 11)
W ith the substitutions
Ju
FEl = W (l2a)
, 22
€, )= — (12b)

this expression can be w ritten as

JFE ;1 _ JFE ;1

12 1272

13)

J¥E containstwo di erent hopping contributions, each of
which is independent of the orbial of that site where
the Hund interaction takes place. JFE is non-positive
and leads to a parallel orientation ofthe spins S; and S,.
Thism echanisn has been proposed by GKA to explain
the occurrence of ferrom agnetic coupling In non-m etallic



1!
compoundsf Yet, since FE1J Ay, it is necessary that
e of Eq. 8 disappears or is very sm all at least.

For case FD we consider a system of two equivalent
m agnetic ionsM ; and M , wih one singly occupied or-
bial and onedoubly occupied orbial each, seeF ig. i:
c). A s above, the ligand is em pty.

In contrast to case FE there are now 22 & 2 11)
channels, nstead of two, all leading to a ferrom agnetic
coupling. The main di erence between the channels is

w hether the spin of or one of the spinsof  rst hops
to the ligand. Putting | = and | =
. 2 1
JFD ;1 — JH - 4+
12 ( + ) +
+ ! 2 + ! (14)
C 2C + )
2 1
+ —+
( )PU+ ) U+
+ > ! > €, )%+ £, t,)’
( )yo + )

A further sin pli cation is obtained when we put =

= L . Then
, 1 3 2 1
JF1D2’1 = JH —3 —+ — + > > (15)
L L U LU
€, t,)+ &, t,)?
_ JFD ;Z!. + JFD ;Z!.
1 2r 2 1 27 1
=FD,; @, )+ &, )
Here, we have put
Ju 1 2 30
FD;1= — —+ —+ — (16a)
Uu U L z
2 t21L2]
T, )= : (1eb)

JFP i1 isnon-positive and therefore leadsto a parallelori-

entation of the spins. T he expression is quadratic in the
e ective hopping-integrals € and the factor FD ; is pos—
itive U; 1 > 0). The coupling constants JFID;:;L are
independent ofthe orbial ofthe Hund interaction site.
W enote that FD ;1 > FE ;. A s a consequence, the ferro-
m agnetic interaction should be m ore favorable for cases
of a doubly occupied d orbital than for those of em ply
ones. This has already been pointed out by A nderson 2

B . superexchange via N ligands

In the follow ing we consider the Interaction via N un-—
occupied ligands w ith one orbitaleach. W e willassume
hopping only between nearest neighbors along the chain

ofN + 2 atom s and we investigate again the casesA , FE
and FD .
Case A requires a perturbation expansion up to order

2N + 1). There are zMrD possbilities (channels) to

N+ 1
exchange the spins. To take account of all channels we
use a sin ple m ethod to generate them . For this purpose
each channelw illbe w ritten as a sequence of num bers

11:P2n + 1 P2 +2) a7

E1P2 Py +1 PN +2

w hich representsthe orderofthe hopping. Herep; stands
for the hopping from M ; to the st ligand, p, for the
hopping from the st to the second ligand, py +1 Prthe
hopping from the last ligand to M ,, py + 2 for the hop-
ping back from M , to the N th ligand, see Fig.d. The
arrangem ent of the num bers in this sequence hasto ful 11
the restriction that the left aswellas the right halfm ust
contain num bers of increasing m agniude. In the case of
an expression of sixth order the numbers 1 to 6 have to
be distrbuted. T herefore a possible sequence is

(1243B56): (18)

First a soin from M ; hops to the st ligand (1) and
from thereto L, (2). Then the spin from M , hopsto L
(3) such that thetwo spinsmeetat L, . NextM , becom es
singly occupied again (4). T he last two processes are the
hopping from L to L (5) and then back toM ; (6). Not
possible is the sequence
B356R14); @9)

since the ligands are em pty and thus the hopping from
L to ; cannot occur rst.

W ith thesimplication |, =, we nd
AN _ 2,
g7 = Ay @))% (20)
Here
|
1 X
Ay =2 —+ — (21la)
U X
k=1
Qw1 2 2
(t.1)°( B, ) &y L)
(tNl 2)2_ 1k ]b; B L1 Wy 2 21b)
( k=1 L()Z

The structure oqu.Z-]_JI is the sam e as that oqu.n'_‘j. for
ligand. Again, J*™ is the product of a non-negative
hopping-tem and a positive energy factorAy . Thuswe
have anti-ferrom agnetic coupling. Com paring Ay w ih
A, indicates that J*™ is reduced as com pared to J* 7,
because t << . For large N this is partly com pen-
sated by Ay > A-q.

Case FE involving an empty M orbial, can be han—
dled in the sam e way. N evertheless the structure of the
sequences is som ew hat di erent since the Hund interac-
tion has to be taken into account. T he sequences contain
2N + 3 numbers which are ordered as ollow s



1Pz sttPv+ 1PN +2PN+3 1PN +3) ¢ (22)

The central num ber indicates when the Hund interac-
tion at a speci cm agnetic ion (eitherM ; orM ,), takes
place, see FJg:_j T here is an additional restriction for
the ordering of the p . Both the serdes p; :::py +1 and
Pn+3 :::Poy + 3 aswellasthetriplepy + 1 Py + 2 Py + 3 have
to contain num bers of increasing size. For this reason
there is only one channel kft. W hen two ligands are
present this is

1233#p67): (23)

T hen, the interaction constant is given by

JFE N — JFE ;I\.] + JFE ;I\'] — FEN (é\] )2 + (ﬁ\] )2
1 2 1 2r 2 1 271 1 2 2 1
(24)
W ith we have
Ju
FEy = FE; = F (25a)
e, 20y t
_ il k=1 e v 1 Y5
e = o (25b)
k=1 k
J*F ™ isnon-positive and, because of FEy = FE., i is

1271
FE ;1

much snaller than J°°7  for large N , shoe &9 << t.
T here is no com pensation from an ncreasing num ber of
channels.

Case FD : Here we nd a rapidly grow ing num ber of
channels. In sixth order these are 142. For this rea-
son w e restrict our Investigation to the case ofequivalent
( 3, = 8k) ligands in the chain. _

The sequences introduced in Eq.R4 can alo be used
here. Yet the restrictions are modi ed. The series
P1:pn+1 and Py +3 Py +3 have to contain num —
bers of increasing m agniude, while the center triple
Py +1Pn +2Pn +3 now contains numbers of descending
size.

In this situation the coupling constant is (using

)

gFD A _ gFD ;h.l + g ;I?I 26)
12 127 2 1271
— 2 2
=FDy € )+ € )
Here
Quw 1
t _ T, 1., 0 )
tN _ il k=1 I e 1 Sy i, ©7b)

i3 N

JFP N isnon-positive asis JF° . A's it containstem s
oforderN 2 it w ill com pensate the decreasing m agnitude
of the hopping tem s & , even m ore than forthe case A .

T he structure of FD y can be m ade plausible by com —
parison wih Ay . The perturbation series that was
needed to calculate J* has the order 2N + 2, when N
ligands are present, ie. it contains products of 2N + 2
factors. T he corresponding ferrom agnetic interaction ad—
ditionally inclides the Hund interaction in rst order.
T his factor can be introduced at 2N + 1 positions into
the product of 2N + 2) factors. In case ofa U channelin
Ay , ie.when the spinsm eet at a m agnetic ion, there is
only oneterm oforderU 2 ,ie.forpysz = 2N + 1.. The
other 2N cases Jead to tem s of order U ) ' . Then
there are N ligand channels, here each of the 2N + 1
termm s give the sam e contribution oforder 2.

W e have restricted the discussion of the coupling via
m ore than one ligand to the case of ligands of the sam e
type, ie. they are either all anions or all cations. The
generalization to the case of m ixed-type paths rem ains
work to be done.

C . super-exchange via various paths

So far we have discussed the super-exchange via one
path. But clearly severalpaths ofthe sam e order can ex—
ist along which the spins can be exchanged. A schem atic
view ofthis situation is shown in Fig. G.

W e distinguish between equivalent and non-equivalent
pa‘ghs. Paths p and p are called equivalent when QP =
QP holds,with QP = A} ,FEY orFD} . The additional
paths can arise by introducing further ligand orbitals or
by adding fiirther ligand atom s.

T he Interaction constant foram ultipath system iscal-
culated by com bining the contributions of the individual
paths. The exchange takes place in two di erent ways.
The rstone isthe use ofonly one path, forth and back,
as befre. The second one is g ring exchange using two
di erent paths orth and back 2

A gain we consider the direct coupling oftwo half lked
orbitals for the casesA, FE and FD . A fogetherwe nd
the ollow Ing expressions

; 1 0 0
AN _ b i
T, e)r=3 @y +ap)E P E” (28a)
pip’=1
FE 1 ¥ P P’
gl e)= FES + FEL) (28b)
0= 1
ntrT A
o NP o NP
é\]1 28\11 2+é\12 lé\IZ 1
FD N 1 ¥ P p’
IO e)r= FDE + FDL) (28c)
hpm°=1

i
g gt e gt
12 12 201 2 1



P denotes the num ber of paths.
IfQP = Q 8p the corresponding expressions for J, are
quadratic in the e ective hopping-integrals.

X
A ;N P
J*" @)= Ay e r (29a)
p=1
2 | 1.3
FE ;N 4 XP P ’ XP hel 25
J°FMN @)= FEy er o+ e r
p=1 p=1
(29%)
2 | 1.3
FD ;N 4 X pe) ’ ¥ e 25
Jl 2 (P): FDN E\11 2 + é\]2 1
p=1 p=1
29¢)

In allabove casesthe existence of severalequ:xf@]ent paths
only lkradsto anew e ectjyehoppjngT = p_ltN P
In particular the sign of the coupling constant rem ains
unchanged, though the e ective hopping T and thus the
coupling m ay vanish when an appropriate set of param —
eters is chosen.

In case where the di erent paths are inequivalent this
can lead to a ferrom agnetic coupling resulting from di-
rect syper-exchange as has been discussed In a previous
papertt

D . total interaction

T he total Interaction J oftwom agnet"jc onsw ith total
soins S; and S, is obtained from Eq. (5) as the sum of
the interaction of the half- lled orbitals

X
J= J, L (30)
12
w here
X X
Jl 2 = JAl 2+ JF1E2;1+ JF1E2;2 (31)
X tox ’
+ JFlDz; 1 FlDzi 2t
1 2
P

HereP , uns over all relevant unoccupied orbitals of

M i, , over the doubly occupied respectively. Then it
ollow s
"
X X X
J = JAl 2 + JFIEZ; 1 + JF1E2; 2 (32)
12 1 # 2
X X
+ JFD FD

The factorsN |, denoting the num ber of singly occupied
orbialsatM ;, result from the assum ption of an orbial-
independent on-site exchange.

W e will use equation (34) to calulate the coupling
constants of two m agnetic ions w ith arbitrary (integral)
occupation which are coupled via unoccupied ligands In
the fram e of a Hubbard-m odel. W e note that we are re—
stricted to the case that all contributing paths are of the
sam e oxder.

ITII.FERROMAGNETIC COM POUNDS

In this section we apply our theory to selected nsulat—
Ing ferrom agnets, ie.to Rb,C1rC L and the C r tri-halides
CrCL,CBr and Crz. In none of these cases an obvi-
ous argum ent along the GKA rules can be found for the
occurrence of ferrom agnetisn .

A .RbyCrClL

This com pound is a quasitw o-din ensional ferrom ag—
net with a Curie tem perature Tc = 524 K 4 Valies of
Je = 104102 &V and JJk = 310 ? are reported ]
The mquents lie In the CxCL-planes and are almost
parallel®i%3

T he crystal structure is analogous to that ofK ,CuF,.
T he parent structure is ofK ;N ¥ 4 -type, a body centered
tefragonal lattice with a = b= 5086 A and c= 15:72
A% TheCl ligands ©m an al ost perfect octahedron
around the Cr** ions; yet, because of the d* con gura—
tion, a strong Jahn-Teller distortion takes place in order
to rem ove the degeneracy of the ej-orbitals, singly oc-
cupied in Cr** . The distortion leads to elngation of
the ligand cage along the y and x axes, respectively,
and correspondingly-to contractions in the zx and zy
planes, respectjyeJyEz- T he sam e distortions are found In
K,CuF4 L3 Yet there is one in portant di erence. W hile
or K,CuF,; (@° con guration of Cu?') wih is occu-
pied d holes of altematigly z? ¥ and z° ¥ type,
the GKA rules can be applied in an obviousm anner (the
hopping betw een those orbitals is ddentically zero by sym —
m etry, and ferrom agnetism resuls), no such rules apply
for the occupied eg-orbitals of the Cr** ions which are
of3y? ¥ and 3x? 2 type, respectively. T his orbital
order has been established by neutron m easurem ents4
Consequently, -type hopping is possble between neigh—
boring orbitals. In addition, there exists -type hop-
ping between the singly occupied tpy-orbitals. A Il these
hopping processes favor an anti-ferrom agnetic coupling.
N evertheless, the planar coupling is ferrom agnetic. W e




notethatK ,CuF, andRb,C rC }; also show ferrom agnetic
coupling along the c-direction.

In the holk picture or C¥**, one of the e,-orbials is
doubly occupied. The other one is singly occupied (as
are the tyy-orbitals) and altermnates due to the orbital or-
dering. W hen we de ne the hole state by

£>;

we have valuesof 1, = <. Then we nd forthe anti-
ferrom agnetic and the ferrom agnetic contributions to the

g()=cos k%> > + sih Pz? (33)

Intra-planar coupling
A X A
J, = J1 )
1 2
1 4 1 4
= —R:1CD 26@d)*+ —(d) (34a)
e 16
. X X
Jk=N1 J12;1+N2 J12;2
2 1 1 2
3 od )4
= -FD;ChH——: (34b)
2 T2

Here, denotesthe singly occupied d-orbials xy, yz, zx
and g( 1;2). For sin plicity we have put = ,le.we

have ignored the level splitting ofthe tpy and e orbitals.
T he total coupling is given by

1 1
Jo=—5 4 —+— (pd)* (35)
c1 U cl
L1, od )
8 U c1
3% 1.2 U od )’
20U U c1 -

The rst two tem s represent J?, where the rst one,
containing the factor (od )*?, represents the coupling due
to the tpy orbitals. W hen we assum e the tanonical’ ratio
rd =pd 04, the t4 orbitals contribute less than 1=3
to J2 . Note that any m ixed tem s (od )2 od )? etc. do
not exist, since the 5 and ty orbitals are decoupled by
symm etry. T he third term represents J¥ , which contains
a factor Jy =U 0. Yet, on the other hand, the ge—
om etry ofthe -hopping providesa factor 3=2 (com pared
to 1=8 In term 2). In addition, the large num ber of chan—
nels n FD , leads to a reduction of the e ective energy
denom nator by approxin ately a factor of 2.

A s a consequence, a net ferrom agnetic coupling is ob—
tained. This result is rather stable, when energy and
hopping param eters are varied w thin reasonable lim its.
W e note that this siuation m ay change, when further
octahedral distortions occur which m ix the ty and ey
orbials. Probably, there exists an easy axis single ion
anisotropy, favoring soin alignm ents either along the y
or the x axis. The ferrom agnetic nearest neighbor cou-
pling w ill then produce the aln ost com plete alignm ent of
soins.

For the related case of KC1¥'3, wih the sam e struc—
ture of Cr planes as In Rb,CrCL suggesting the sam e
orbital structure of the Cr ions, the puzzle of ferrom ag-
netic intra-planar cqu 5glmg has been studied previously
by other researchersk T hey have assum ed direct hop—
ping betw een the m agnetic sites and have suggested that
values of 5 should occur, in contrast to the ndings
N Rb,CrCL,which yied = -1 14\ ote that the neglect
of ligand orbitals strongly reduces the num ber of ferro-
m agnetic channels —there is only one left as¥D ( = FE
holds. The coupling J* , which vanishesonly for = =,
is relatively large for = - and winsoverFD . A fur-
ther, even m ore questionable consequence isthe fact that,
neglcting the ligands, the energy change due to the oc—
tahedral distortion is of the sam e order as the m agnetic
Interaction. W hen the ligands are lncluded, the energy
gain due to the Jahn-Tellerdistortion dom nates overany
m agnetic energies. An analogous d? system w ith planar
ferrom agnetic coupling is LaM nO 3. Again we think that
sim pli ed coupling estin ates neglecting the ligands are
not appropriate’

An analysis of the Interplanar coupling has not been
perform ed. On the one hand our form alisn is not ap-—
plicable to the situation w ith occupied and unoccupied
ligands. O n the other hand the number of spins is large
(16 In the hol picture) such that a num erical calcula—
tion is very extensive. But we expect a sin ilar behavior
as in K ,CuF,4, where a reduction of J* due to destruc—
tive Interference w ith a possble sign,change and a m ore
or less unm odi ed J¥ was obtained 2% Furthem ore, or
Rb,CrCL the spin—free orbital is doubly occupied and
therefore the case FD holds, which always leads to larger
ferrom agnetic coupling than the case FE .

B.CrHas Ha= C1Br, I

T he Cr tri-halides w ith rhom bohedral symm etry R 3)
contain two form ula units per trigonal unit cell. The
two Cr atom s occupy equivalent positions, so do all six
halide atom s. They form triple layers Ha-CrHa which
are stacked along the c-axis. In the centralC r layer, the
Cr atom s form a honeycomb lattice lke a single layer
of graphite. It is helpfl to view this plane as a closed
packed triangular arrangem ent of two Cr atom s (I and
II) and of a vacancy V in the center of the honeycomb.
Both the Cr atom s and the vacancy are surrounded by
edge sharing octahedra of halide atom s. A s a resul, the
tw o halide planes above and below are closed packed tri-
angular layersw ith a stacking sequence A-B (seeFig. -4)
T he triple layers are now repeated along ¢ In such a way
that the vacancies V successively shift by % @ b+ c),
where a and b are the basalplane lattice vectors (@ = b,
a b= —) and c isthe c axisvector ofthe corresponding
hexagonal unit cell. The motion of V from positions A
toB toC to A (see Fjgs.:ff and :_5) Jeads to a packing of



the halide planes along c of the form A —(C r)-B—(em pty)—
A-CrB-@mpty)A—-(Cr)B etc. As a consequence, the
Interlayer space B —(em pty)-A also consists ofhalide octa—
hedra. O ne can de ne a perfect octahedralclosed packed
halide lattice by requiring that all octahedra are regular
(thom bohedralanglke = 60 ). Thiswould lad to the
sam e separation of A and B planeswhetherornota Cr
layer is intercalated. Tt is clear however that the inter—

plnardistances are quite di erent, see Tab. .]:Ij The lat-
tice param eters of the C r trihalides are given In Tab.

som e relevant atom ic separations are listed in Tab. g]j:
N ote that for our calculations of m agnetic coupling con—
stants it w as advantageous to start from an ‘ideal rhom —
bohedral Jattice by assum Ing regular octahedra around
the Cr atom s. In the real lattice, there exists a com pres—
sion ofthe octahedra enclosing the C rplane. A sa resul,
the octahedra surrounding the em pty layer are consid—
erably elongated along the c direction. There are two
further types of distortion allowed by the R 3 symm etry,
w hich, however, appear to be ofm inore ect.

1) TheCrplanesbuckl, ie., the Cr(I) and C r(II) atom s
lie respectively above and below the plane, as de ned by
the vacancy positions (deVJann from 1=3 of the lattice
param eter u, see Tab. -H)

2) There are som e m nor shifts in the halide positions
(lattice param eters x deviating from 1/3 or 2/3 values
and y deviating from zero). These shifts result partly
from a relaxation of the octahedra around the vacancy
V and partly from the Cr buckling. Note that a slight
rotation ofthe V octahedra follow s, which should lead to
optical activity along the c axis.

O fthe three com pounds, the lattice structure ofC 1B 3
hasbeen investigated m ost extensively 1829 Here, the in—
temallattice param etersx,y,z,u are known, while forC r;
these quantities have not been detem ined. For CxC L,
M orosin and N arath report a low tem perature transition
from an orthorhombicto theR3 nearT = 225K and give
values for x,y,zu 2% The di erence of the two structures
are di erent stacking arrangem ents of the C r tri-halide
plnes. To our know ledge, the CrC L structural phase
transition hasnotbeen con m ed by othergroups. T here
isevidence that CxC L rem ains orthorhombjcto low tem —
perature into the antiferrom agnetic phase 2%

A 1 three com pounds exhbit strong intra-planar ferro-
m agnetic coupling. This feature is to be expected from
the GKA ruls, as the CrHa<r angk for the nearest
neighbor (fourth order) superexchange paths (lkading to
the coupling constant J;) is ratherclose to 90 —1i is 94
forCrCkh and 93 forCrBr3.

The interplanar coupling is anti-ferrom agnetic for
CrCL, whilk it is ferrom agnetic for the other two m a—
terials. The cnthaltemperatures.are TS = 168 K,
325 K and T = 68 K %2 Note that an easy
plane anisotropy is reported for CrC L, whilke easy axis
anisotropies occur in C B r; and C rL 24

From analyses of m agnetic susoceptbility data intra—
planar coupling constants Jy have been obtained. The

TBr —

va]uesreportedjnRef.:ffarlel= 4dmev, P =
6:4meV and J = 105 meV.On the other hand,
Sam uelsen et al. have carried out neutron m.easuren ents
of spin wave dispersion curves or CrBr; & gT hey have
been able to extract severalnear neighbor coupling con—
stants, in particular for the interplanar coupling. For
the intra-planar coupling, they report J; = 76 mev
and J3 = 013 meV (next nearest neighbor, sixth order
super-exchange). Note that J7"j< 71 + 2J33 Sice
the J; value ofRef. :_l-g: probably is the m ost reliable ex—
perin ental quantity available, we have used the relation
J1 = 1237 to scale J7 ' and J} accordingly and have

assumed JS'=  48meV and § = 124 meV.Note
that weuse the de nition ofJ ofE q.:_S, lradingtoamuli-
plication by a factor of nine of the values originally given
by Refs. 4 and |18.

T here exist three di erent interplanar coupling con—
stants of sixth order superexchange, labeled J,, J; and
Js by Sam uelsen et al. J, isthe verticalC r(I)-C r(II) cou—
pling constant, J; represents another I-IT coupling, w hile
Js stands for I-I or TT-IT couplings (see F ig. -6) The val-
uesgiven by Ref. 18a1:eJ2— 022mev,d;= 006mev
and Js = 0d2mev.

In the Pollow ing we present results of calculations for
the coupling constants J;, J,, J4 and Js using the the-
ory of Section IT.W e have not lnclided J3, aswem ainly
focussed on the question of interplanar coupling.

T he electronic structure ofthe C r ions depends on the
ligand position. B ecause of aln ost perfect octahedra the
three singly occupied states are aln ost tg—1ke and the
two doubly occupied ones have m ostly e; character, as
can be found from diagonalizing the d-states In the ligand

eld. Note that Cr** isnot a Jahn-Teller ion. T he three
em pty p-states of the halides are treated as degenerate.

T he Intra-planar coupling of tw o nearest C r ions takes
place via two ligand ions, see Fjg.:_S. From Eqg. t_B-%') the
exchange interaction is given by

X X
Jy=A;Ha) (' )+ 6FD;{Ha)

1 2

T @6
1 2

w ith the e ective hoppings T ' ,andT' and the energy

factors A, and FD;, Tabs. V!, ¥ I. The e ective hop-

pings are calculated corresponding to their de nition in

Eqg. C2§ Forthe energy denom inators, we have neglected

the energy di erence between e4 and tzg lke states.

T he hopping param eters from Tab. -IV. are found by a
tting process, where the chargetransfer energy was
determm ined by ad-jasting JF @ to the experin ental values
asgiven above,while U and Jy werekept xed.W enote
that the order ofm agniude and tendency ofthe y ; and
the value forU agreew ith those given by Zaanen £ T hese
values are also consistent w ith those found forRb,CrC 1.

The calculation of the interplanar coupling is very
com plicated. On the one hand up to six ligands with
three orbitalseach are nvolved in low est order exchange.
O n the other hand there are three occupied ground state
orbitals.



For the calculation of J,, J; and Js we need the di-
rect (here anti-ferrom agnetic) and the indirect (ferrom ag-
netic) coupling constant in sixth order. Each of these
couplings ism ediated via severalpaths. N evertheless, be—
cause w e have assum ed that all ligand orbitals are equiv—
alent, this only leads to the introduction of an e ective
coupling as was discussed above.

T he vertical interplanar coupling J, is m ediated via
six halide ions w ith three orbitals each. T he halide ions
form an (em pty) octahedron elongated along the c axes,
see Fig. 5 Three halide ions are ligands of the lower
Cr ion and the other three those of the upper one. The
couplings J, (I-II) and Js (I-L,II-II) are m ediated via four
halide ions where to each Cr belong two ligands, see
Fig.§.

For the coupling constants we get from equations {29)
and {33)

X X
J=A,Ha) (T? )"+ 6FD,Ha)

1 2

T?)*: @7

T huswe have to determ ine the e ective hopping integrals
T? ,T?  andT?  and theenergy factorsA, # a) and
FD, # a) (ndependent of the path).

Thetem sT? depend on the individualC r-halide and
halide-halide hopping integrals. In particular, the ratio
e )=@p ) of the halide-halide hopping integrals m ay
m odify the relative m agnitudes ofthe J,, J; and Js cou—
plings. The values HrT? for the interplanar couplings
are shown in Tab.:y-: and the resulting energy factors as
well as the values of the J,, J4, Js coupling constants
are given in Tab. y-_i For C1Br; these numbers com pare
well with the neutron data of Ref. 11§, though the ratio
J4=Js isnot very good. N ote that the Vertical J, always
is relatively large and anti-ferrom agnetic. In the case of
CrBr; andn Crls, this coupling is over-com pensated by
the ferrom agnetic J; and Js couplings. T his isalso found
for CrC k unless the ratio jp )=@p )Jjwas shifted from
the usual range of 3 §5 to an extrem ely large value of

36, such that I = =255 2091 > 0. If so, the inter-
planar coupling is probably anti-ferrom agnetic orCrC L
w ith this set ofparam eters. Butnote, that J. can notbe
denti ed w ith the interplanagrcoupling J, In a m odel
w ith two couplings J, and J, 23) Nevertheless, we think
that jfp )=(p )Jj= 36 isoutside the range ofphysically
m eaningfiilparam eters. T hus we suspect that therem ay
Indeed exist a di erence In the low tem perature struc—
tures of CxC L and the other two m aterdals. W e nally
note that the dom inant m agnetic coupling constant of
these m aterials is the intra-planar J; (@th order super-
exchange). A swe pointed out In Sec. IT A, the FD -type
coupling should cause a m inority spin polarization on
the halide ligands, as observed In the neutron study of
spdn depsity distrdbutions in C 1B r3 by R adhakrishna and
Brown2

IvV.CONCLUSION

N onm etallic transition-m etal oxides and halides ap-—
pear to be the m ost prom Inent m em bers of the fam ily
of M ott-H ubbard insulators. In this paper we have gen-—
eralized the expansion of extended H ubbard m odelsby a
R aykeigh-Schrodingerperturbation series into H eisenberg
m odels, w ith the goal to determm ne general expressions
for the super-exchange coupling constants. E ach part of
this serdes that correspondsto an exchange ofthe spins in
the half- lled orbitals ; and , oftwom agnetic ionsM ;
and M , gjyespa contrbution to the (isotropic) coupling

constant J = , , ofthe Heisenberg H am iltonian
S
Hog_or 5 . )
41’5111’521

Here S; denotes the total spin at the m agnetic site M ;
This form ofthe e ective soin H am iltonian follow s from
the assum ption ofa relatively s&ortg Hund interaction at
the m agnetic sites such that S; S,

The couplings J , , arebuilt from two dl erent parts.
E ither the exchange takes place nvolving only the d or-
bials ; and ;. This Yirect superexchange’ interaction
is anti-ferrom agnetic @) in general. O r ‘ndirect super—
exchange’ occurs, which involves an additional, em pty
(E) or doubly occupied O ), d oroial. In this case,
because of the Hund interaction, the coupling is nega—
tive In general. T hese general results corresoond to the
G oodenough-K anam oriA nderson (GKA ) rules as stated
In the Introduction, yet quantitative results — and this
m ay inclide the sign of the coupling constant — depend
strongly on details ofthe involved exchange process. T he
sin plest cases are those when only one speci ¢ path
via ligands occurs. Then, each hopping Integral enters
quadratically the expressions for the coupling constants
J. Therefore, the sign of J is given by kind of super-
exchange, direct (+) or indirect ( ). The magniude
of J depends on i) an e ective energy denom nator E o
and i) on an e ective term t, such that J° = t*=E, .
Here Q = A FE;FD represents the di erent possibili-
ties of super-exchange and t= ( E +11 )= ¥ ,where N
denotes the num ber of ligands involved in the exchange
and the tx the corresponding hopping integrals. isa
characteristic energy of an excited state w ith tx= 1.
T hus € decreases rapidly w ith Increasing path length N .
1=E4, which we also callQy , is strongly In uenced by
the num ber of exchange channels. T his num ber depends
on the speci ¢ superexchange A, FE, or FD , each of
which exhibits a di erent dependence on N . FE  is in—
dependent ofN , there are alwaysonly two channels. Ay
isofthe orm Ay = 2 (1=U + N= ) and FD y includes
in addition a tetm quadraticin N . ForN = 1 one nds
FE; < FD; < A;,mahly because FEy and FDy con—
tain an additional factor Jz =U . W ith grow ing num ber
of igandswemay nd casesAy < FDy . Asa conse-
quence, when N > 1, the interaction of ions w ith m ore
than half- lled d-shells should exhibit a bigger tendency



tow ards ferrom agnetic coupling than those w ith lessthan
half- lled d-shells hol picture, em pty ligands).

T he exchange can also take place via several P) In-

terfering paths. The structure of a coupling constant
regu]tjng from P pathswith N ligandseach is J° @)
1 §m°= L Q5+ QEO)‘Cp " . Herep and p° indicate the var-
jous paths. The energy denom inators Qf] are the sam e
as in the case ofP 1, yet the hopping factors no longer
enter quadratically into the expressions for the e ective
hopping integrals. In the presence of inequivalent paths
QL 6 ng) this Jeads to the possibility of a ferrom ag—
netic coupling of two spins by direct superexchange as
was discussed In Ref. :_ig W hen allP paths are equiva—
lent, the J9 are again quadratic in the e ective hopping,
ie.the sign is xed, but the m agniude m ay be strongly
In uenced by interference. This behavior always occurs
for case FE , sihoe FEy  is independent ofN .

From the above considerations we see that even the
sign ofthe coupling cannot be guessed except in the sim —
plest cases, even if the orbitalorder at the m agnetic sites
isknown. Forbetter quantitative estin ates, a reasonable
know ledge of hopping integrals, of charge transfer gaps
and ofU param eters is required. T hese num bers are ac-
cessble, In principle, via totalenergy calculations using
constrained density finctional theory, see eg. Ref. 124.
Our present studies are based on such evaliations for
LayCuOy4.

In order to test the quality of our treatm ent, we have
Investigated som e ferrom agnetic Cr com pound insula—
tors, where the GKA mules cannot be applied in any
sinple fashion. In Rb,CrCL, with the sam e structure
as K,CuF,, orbital order of the Cr*" ions occurs be-
cause of the Jahn-Teller e ect. However, for the rst
nearest neighbor (INN) intra-planar coupling, the direct
super-exchange J, does not vanish, in contrast to the
case of K,CUuF4. Neverthekss, we nd {2, 3> J;, or
various reasons as discussed above and in detail In chap—
ter 3. A lso the quantitative result agrees well w ith ex—
perin ent. Conceming the Interplanar coupling, we be—
lieve that Rb,C1CY is rather sin ilar to K,CuF4 which
has been studied previous]y.'lq W e note that som e of the
N 2 super-exchange paths involve both empty (C1 )
and doubly occupied Rb' ) ligands. Such cases, which
m ay occur In temary com pounds, are not covered by our
present theoretical treatm ent.

The Cr’* ions ofthe CrtrihalidesCirCL, CBr; and
CrL; are not Jahn-Teller ions and, thus, do not exhibit
orbitalordering. The INN intra-planar coupling involves
two equivalent N 1 paths w ith C rH a-€ r angls close
to 90 . TheFD coupling dom inatesthe A coupling, both
due to the 90 angles and, also because of the very m any
FD channels. The interplanar coupling takes place via
three di erent N = 2 contributions, J,, J4 and Js. Each
ofthe couplings ism ediated via a variety ofpaths. U sing
reasonable hopping param eters we get good agreem ent
w ith the values J;, J4, Js asm easured by neutron scat—
tering in the case 0fC B 3. Further we obtain ferrom ag—

10

netic coupling for both CrBr; and CrL;. In the case of
C1C Lk we suspect that the Iow tem perature structure is
not R3.

W e com e to the conclusion that the perturbationalcal-
culation of the coupling constants in the non-m etallic
3d-transition-m etal com pounds is an appropriate nstru—
m ent, qualitatively as well as quantitatively. T he quan-—
titative agreem ent m ay appear som ew hat surprising. It
has been pointed out earlier that the higher order con—
tribbutions of the perturbatipn series can have a sin ilar
m agniude asthe lowest one 23 Under such circum stances
we would expect that the coupling betw een next nearest
neighbors becom es in portant. E xperin entally, how ever,
ratios J,=J; 10?2 are reported? An additional conse-
quence should be that term softhe form (S; §©Sx 9
can not be neglected. W e are not aware of any experi-
m entalevidence for the in portance of such 4-spin tem s.
T he question rem ains how the good agreem ent between
experim ental value and the lowest order results can be
understood.
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FIG .1. Spinh Interaction by superexchange via one em pty
ligand with one orbital. a) anti-ferrom agnetic case, b) and
c) the ferrom agnetic cases. T he double arrow represents the
direct exchange Jy that leads to the second Hund’s rule. b)
and c) are di er by the occupation of the spin—free orbital at
the m agnetic ion. It isnot possble to transform one into the

other by a particle-hole transform ation .
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FIG .2. a) D irect interaction on a linear chain between two
half- lled orbitals ; and , atthesitesM ; andM ; viaN un-—
occupied ligandsw ith one orbitaleach. O nly nearest neighbor
hopping is considered. b) Indirect Interaction between two
half- lled orbitals ; and ; atthe sitesM ; and M ; Involving
one unoccupied orbital wvia N unoccupied ligands w ith one
orbital each which build a linear chain. Only the hopping
betw een nearest neighbors is allowed.



FIG . 3. Superexchangevia threedi erent pathsw ith three
ligands each.

FIG .4. Progction of a Crplane with the corresponding
ligands on the albplane. T he an all circles denote the C r—ions,
the Jarge onesthe halides. T he darker ligand ions liebelow the
C rplane the lighter ones above. The Cr planes are stacked
such that the C r hexagon center succesively lies at points A,
B andC.

FIG .5. Crystal structure of the tri-halidesCxCL, CBxr;
and CrL. The hexagonal unit cell contains four C rplanes.
Large circles denote the halide ions the an aller circles the Cr
atom s. C Justexs corresponding to the couplings Ji, J2 and
Js, see Fig. .6, are indicated. A Iso shown are the position of
a ligand octahedron and the corresponding local coordinate
systen ofa Cr lon. The distances d, 1 and s are given in
Tab. |III

FIG . 6. Near neighbor coupling constants J;, J2, J4 and
Js In Cr as . T here exist three couplings J;, one Jz, three J,
and six Js perCr.

TABLE I. E lectronic param eters orRb,CrxCL (in &V).

d )
10

Ju c1
0:52 4415

©d ) U
04 4

TABLE II. _Lat‘rjoe parameters for C1CL Ref. :_lﬁ:)), for
CBr3 Ref.ll8) and for Crz Ref.20). For Crlz the x, y,
z and u v?;ues are approxin ated by the ‘deal valies, 2=3, 0,
zi = ap=2 3¢ ,and 1=3, respectively.

CIC]g CBn Crly
ap 594A 627A  686A
c 1733A 1821A 1988A
b4 0:6507 0:6523 0:6666
vy 00075 0:0012 00
z 00757 00786 0:0813
u 03323 0:3339 0:3333
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TABLE ITI. Rekvant atom ic separations for the CrH a3
com pounds (in A, for de nition, see F1ig. E) . Because of the
distortions u € 1=3, v § 0 etc. there exist two di erent
distances d (CrHa) and 1 HaHa). A lso given are the sepa-
rations of the Ha planes 1 (Cr enclosed) and r, (em pty site
enclosed)

CiCL C1Br CrL

s 343 362 396
d; 237 250 280
d, 233 250 280
L 369 380 409
L 380 387 409
rn 262 286

r, 315 321

TABLE IV . E lectronic param eters (in €V ) forCrias. The
hopping integrals are given for the Yeal structure. D is-
tance variations are included via exponentials & %0 ) yith

Pd= 15ev/A, P'=2e&V/A, PP=26&V/A and PP = 25
eV /A , where ry denotes the distance in the ideal structure.

CrCk CmBnry Crh

38 33 30
U 35 35 35
i 0l 041 01
d ) 145 112 106
d ) 066 069  0:70
p ) 005 010 042
p ) 00014 0019 004

TABLE V. CrHas: Valies of various e ective hopping

squares for the couplings J1, J2, J4 and Js (in 10 4 ev?).
CIC]g CBry Crlz
p J1
oo @507 9733 7670 4802
(T? )% 12211 8862 5506
p J2
. (T2 ) 84 359 444
(T2 )2 12 98 182
p Ja
(T? ) 18 79 107
Pl 2 1 2
(T? )2 18 88 140
p Js
T? ¥ 11 69 107
Pl 2 1 2
(T? )2 13 85 140

12

TABLE VI. CrHas: E ective energy denom inators A and

FD (nev ') and coupling constants (n mev).

Js

CiCL CiBrn
110 148
0:94 141
164 177
228 216
48 76
0059 026
0:007 0:08
0006 009

Crl

124
128
191
336
124
0:31
0:33
033
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