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Abstract

W e have com pared the ground-state energy ofseveralobserved orproposed

"2
p
2� 2

p
2 oxygen (O )ordered superstructures" (from now on HS),with

thoseof\chain superstructures"(CS)(in which theO atom softhebasalplane

are ordered in chains),for di�erent com positions x in YBa2Cu3O 6+ x. The

m odelHam iltonian containsi)the M adelung energy,ii)a term linearin the

di�erencebetween Cu and O holeoccupancieswhich controlschargetransfer,

and iii)covalency e�ectsbased on known resultsfort� J m odelsin oneand two

dim ensions. The optim um distribution ofcharge is determ ined m inim izing

thetotalenergy,and dependson two param eterswhich are determ ined from

known results for x = 1 and x = 0:5. W e obtain that on the O lean side,

only CS arestable,whileforx = 7=8,a HS with regularly spaced O vacancies

added to the x = 1 structure is m ore stable than the corresponding CS for

thesam ex.W e�nd thatthedetailed positionsoftheatom sin thestructure,

and long-range Coulom b interactions,arecrucialfortheelectronic structure,

the m echanism ofcharge transfer,the stability ofthe di�erent phases,and
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thepossibility ofphaseseparation.

PACS num bers:74.72.Bk,72.15.-v,61.66.-f,74.10.+v

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N .

The ordering ofoxygen (O)atom sin thebasalplane ofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x,and itsrelation

with electronic properties, particularly the superconducting criticaltem perature Tc, has

been a subjectofgreatinterest.Overviewsarecontained in Ref.[1].By theend ofthelast

decade,for x near 0.5 evidence or ordering in chains was found,while for x near 0 or 1,

HS were reported [2{4,6],the charge distribution in superconducting planes[8]and in the

Cu ionsofthebasalplanes[9,10]wasdeterm ined,and an explanation oftheseexperim ents

waspresented using a lattice-gasm odelbased on Coulom b repulsions,and theappropriate

extension to this system ofthe three-band Hubbard m odelH 3b [11]. Optical[9,12]and

nuclearquadrupoleresonance(NQR)[10,13]experim entsgivestrong evidencethattwo-fold

coordinated Cu atom sarein an oxidation stateCu+ ,whilethree-and four-fold coordinated

Cu atom sareCu+ 2.Qualitatively,thisfactiseasy to understand in term sofH 3b [14]:the

energy necessary toadd adholetoan n-fold coordinated Cu+ (surrounded by n O � 2 ions)is

�C u� 2nUpd,whereUpd istheCu-O hole-holerepulsion.Provided thattheholeFerm ienergy

ofthesuperconducting CuO 2 planesliesbetween �C u � 4Upd and �C u � 6Upd,only two-fold

coordinated Cu atom srem ain Cu+ ,and therem aining holesgo to theCuO 2 planes(and to

O atom softhe chains).Thism echanism notonly providestheholesforsuperconductivity

ofthe CS,butalso reducestheirenergy [14]. Forx � 0:5,annealing atroom tem perature

producesan increaseofTc dueto an increasein theam ountoftwo-fold coordinated Cu ions

[16{18].

In spiteofthisqualitativeunderstanding oftherelation between O ordering and charge

transfer,and the successoflattice-gasm odelsin explaining the basic featuresofthe ther-

m odynam ics ofO ordering at tem peratures above room tem peratures [11,19{22],a fully

self-consistenttheory oftheatom icand electronicstructureofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x isstilllacking,
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and severalcontroversialissuesrem ain. Schlegeretal. showed thatitisnecessary to add

electronic degreesoffreedom to lattice-gasm odelsin orderto explain theobserved @x=@�,

where � isthe O chem icalpotential[23].The strong-coupling approachesto theelectronic

structureareableto treatadequately theon-siteCu Coulom b repulsion Ud,and to explain

theobserved dependencesoftheholecountin theplanesnH (from which Tc can beinferred

[24]),and theam ountofCu+ [1,22,24{26].However,these agreem entsareobtained within

a region ofparam eters ofthe m odel,which is notfully justi�ed,and Coulom b repulsions

beyond � 2�A are neglected. On the other hand,ab initio calculations,as a consequence

ofthe largevalue ofUd and the neglectofcorrelations,failto describe the sem iconducting

phases(they predicta m etal)and the neglected correlation energiesare m uch largerthan

thelattice-gasm odelparam eterswhich determ inethestructure[1].

A controversialissueisthestabilityofHS.W hileitisclearthatatroom tem peratures,the

CS disappearin thesem iconducting region [13],the experim entaland theoreticalsituation

does notallow atpresent to disclose unam biguously the nature ofthe ground state. The

HS observed by transm ission electron m icroscopy [2,3],were proposed to be m etastable

[3]. Synchrotron radiation studiesforx � 0:2 provided strong evidence ofthe presence of

� 0:2% ofa parasitic phase BaCu3O 4 [27],which is able to explain the x-ray di�raction

pattern observed forx � 3=8,ascribed previously to O ordering [28]. Thispattern isalso

fully com patible with the superstructure ofm inim um Coulom b repulsion between equally

charged O atom s,am ong allthosewith unitcell2
p
2� 2

p
2 [28](seeFig.1).On theother

hand,neutron-scattering experim entsforx � 3=8 [29],which arem oresuitable to study O

ordering due to the com paratively largerO crosssection [30],are so faronly explained in

term sofan O ordered superstructureofunitcell2
p
2� 4

p
2[30,31].On thetheoreticalside,

thereisnogeneralphysicalargum entfrom which onecan discard orcon�rm HS [1,30,32,33],

exceptundertoorestrictivehypothesis[33],aswewillshow in Section III.Them odelwhich

obtained these superstructures[11,34]isbased on Coulom b repulsionsbetween any two O

ions,with m etallic and dielectric screening and a param eter�E ,which favorsCS,to take

into account the relation between charge transfer and Cu coordination m entioned above
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[1,32]. �E has been calculated using an extended Hubbard m odel,but the result is too

sensitive to the param etersofthism odel,notknown with enough precision. Forlarge but

reasonable�E ,theground stateofthestructuralm odelisa CS forany O contentx [1,32].

Becauseofthevery low orvanishing density ofcarriers,theM adelung energy isafunda-

m entalingredientin thephysicsofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x [35{38]and other[38]high-Tc system s.In

YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,O-O repulsionsatdistancesofatleast8�A arenecessary to explain observed

splitdi�use di�raction peaks[39],and O-O repulsionsatdistances� 27�A are required to

stabilize severalofthe observed CS [32]. Also,the m odelofRef.[11],based on Coulom b

repulsions, seem s to be able to explain qualitatively the experim entaldata gathered on

YBa2Cu3O 6+ x [1],including thestructuretransform ation kineticsifsupplem ented by long-

range elastic energies [40]. Here we generalize previous works considering the M adelung

energy,allowing forthepossibility ofchargetransferand �nding theoptim um distribution

ofchargesby m inim ization ofthe totalenergy. E�ectsofcovalency are also included. Ne-

glecting the latter,our approach is equivalent to the exact solution,in the lim it ofzero

hopping and in�nite on-site Coulom b repulsions,ofthe appropriate m odelofthe Hubbard

type for the system . The e�ect ofcorrelations,essentialfor Cu-O charge transfer [14]is

adequately retained. The m ain shortcom ings ofthe approach are the neglect ofcore-core

repulsive energy (which am ountsto 10% oftheM adelung energy and stabilizesthelattice)

and screening e�ects.

Thetheoreticaltreatm entispresented in Section II.Section IIIcontainstheresultsand

Section IV isa discussion.

II.T H E M O D EL

Theground-stateenergy ofthesystem perY atom isdescribed as:

E = E M ad + E � + 2E pl+ E ch: (1)

E M ad istheM adelungenergyasafunction ofCu andO charges.E � istheenergyrequired by

thecharge-transferprocessCu+ + O � ! Cu+ 2 + O � 2 in absenceofinteratom icrepulsions.

4



E pldescribesthekineticand m agneticenergy gain dueto covalency in thesuperconducting

CuO 2 planes(assum ed equalforboth planesoftheunitcell),and E ch isthecorresponding

term fortheCuO 2+ x subsystem containing thebasalplane.

TheM adelung energy can bewritten as[41]:

E M ad =
e

2N

X

i

�iZi;�i= e
X

j

�ijZj; (2)

whereeistheelem entary charge,N thenum berofY atom sin thesupercell,Zi thecharge

ofthe ith atom in the supercell,and �i the electrostatic potentialat the position ofthis

atom .Becauseofchargeneutrality
P

iZi= 0,thegeom etricalcoe�cients� ij can beshifted

by an arbitrary constant. W e have chosen itin such a way that�ii = 0 foralli.Then for

i6= j:

�ij =
1

rj;0 � ri;0
+

X

T 6= 0

(
1

rj;T � ri;0
�

1

ri;T � ri;0
): (3)

Here T labels the translation vectors which m ap the superlattice onto itselfand rk;T =

T + rk;0 istheposition ofthek
th atom ofthatsupercellobtained from theonelying atthe

origin by a translation T . The sum overT isevaluated by the Ewald’sm ethod [42]. For

sim plicity we have assum ed thatthe lattice param etersa = b(taking the average between

them ),and wehave taken thepositionsoftheatom sfrom threedi�erentO contents:x = 7

[43],x = 0:45 [44]and x = 0 [44].W e also assum e thatallY ionsare Y + 3,allBa ionsare

Ba+ 2,allCu ionsofthesuperconducting planes(Cu(2)in thenotation ofRefs.[43,44])have

the sam e charge,and allO atom softhese planes(denoted O(2),O(3)[43,44])related by

translationsoftheprim itive1� 1cellhavethesam echarge.Thissim pli�esconsiderably the

problem ,allowing usto expresspartofthesum sin iand j ofEqs.(2)and (3),in term sof

thecoe�cients� 0
ij oftheprim itive unitcell,reducing appreciably thenum berof�’swhich

should becalculated.Neglecting an unim portantconstantwecan write:

E � = 3�(Z C u � 2); (4)

where ZC u isthe average charge ofallCu atom s.In principle,� isthe di�erence between

theionization potentialofCu+ and the(negative)electron a�nityofO � .However,itshould
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also contain inform ation ofsteric e�ects(short-rangerepulsions),theenergy gain ofa local

Zhang-Rice singlet[30](notincluded in E pl+ E ch)and the kinetic energy ofthe Cu hole.

W e keep � asa param eter,assum ed independentofx and determ ined in such a way that

thechargedistribution in YBa2Cu3O 6:5 agreeswith experim ent.

The num ber ofadded holes in one ofthe two superconducting planes per unit cellis

h = 2+ ZC u2+ ZO 2+ ZO 3,whereZC u2;ZO 2;ZO 3 aretheaveragechargesoftheCu(2),O(2)

and O(3)atom softhatplane. Forthe kinetic energy asa function ofh,we take the form

established from a high-tem perature expansion ofthe t� J m odel,with t=0.4 eV,J=0.1

eV [45],slightly generalized to givethecorrectm agneticenergy forh = 0:

E pl= �[�h + (1� h)(h + 0:09192)eV]: (5)

� representsthedi�erencebetween theenergy gain in form ingalocalized Zhang-Ricesinglet

in theplaneswith respecttoform ingitin perfectCuO 3 linearsystem s(involving theCu(1),

O(4)atom softhebasalplane,and two O(1)apicalatom s[43,44]).Itcan alsocontain infor-

m ation ofdi�erentsterice�ectsin chainsand planes.W ekeep � asa param eterdeterm ined

from the experim entalcharge distribution forx = 1. Actually,a realistic one-band m odel

forthecupratescontainsalsohoppingsbeyond nearestneighborsand three-siteterm swhich

determ ine theshapeoftheFerm isurface and arecriticalforthesuperconductivity [46,47],

butweexpectthattheseterm sdo nota�ectE pl very m uch.

E ch isobtained by �tting exactresultsfortheone-dim ensionalt� J m odel.Thevalues

t= 0:85eV,J = 0:2eV weredeterm ined from alow-energy reduction procedurewhich leads

to excellentresultsfortheopticalconductivity ofthechains[48].Theresultis[48,33]:

E ch = [(J � 2t)sin(�(1� hc))� J(0:69+ 0:41hc)(1� H c)]y1 � Jy2; (6)

where y1 isthe concentration ofO(4)atom sbelonging to perfectchains,y2 isthe concen-

tration ofisolated O(4)� 2 ionsbetween two Cu(1)+ 2 ions,and hc isthenum berofholesper

Cu,added to (CuO 3)
� 4 perfectchains. Thisexpression doesnottake into accountdoped

extrem ely shortchainsorthecorrection corresponding to chainsofinterm ediatelength.
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The totalenergy E ism inim ized with respectto the chargesin the subsystem CuO 2+ x

(containing Cu(1),O(1)and O(4)atom s),and the average Cu(2),O(2),O(3)charges on

both superconductingplanes.Cu chargesareallowed tovarybetween 1and2,and O charges

between -2 and -1.Thiscorrespondsto thelim itofvery largeon-siteCoulom b repulsions.

III.R ESU LT S.

First,wehaveapplied ourapproach to stoichiom etricYBa2Cu3O 7,a m etallicstatewith

a reasonably well-known,non trivialchargedistribution.Thisisdi�cultto obtain from the

M adelung energy,because thisconceptwasdeveloped forinsulators. In fact,ifwe neglect

E plandE ch,we obtain thatallCu ionsare Cu+ 2,and allO ionsare O � 2 exceptthe chain

O(4) atom s,the oxidation state ofwhich is -1. In other words allholes go to the one-

dim ensionalCu(1)-O(4)chainswhich arenotexpected to conduct(dueto defectsorPeierls

distortions)and thesystem isinsulating.Thisisnotbad asa �rstapproxim ation.Itisthe

bestdescription ofthe observed charge distribution in term sofintegercharges. Including

allterm s in the energy,with � < 46 eV and a reasonable � = 2 eV,we obtain that60%

ofthe holes enter CuO chains and 20% are in each ofthe superconducting CuO 2 planes,

in agreem entwith opticalconductivity m easurem ents[49],and estim ationsbased on bond

valencesum sand otherexperim ents[50].Theresultingcharges,M adelungpotentials�iand

di�erentcontributionsto theenergy areincluded in TableI.

Afterchecking thatin generalthisgiveslowerenergy,and to sim plify thealgorithm ,we

haveconstrained them inim ization proceduredistributingtheholeson both superconducting

planesin equalam ountsbetween theO(2)atom sofoneplaneand theO(3)oftheother,and

have kept-2 the charge ofthe apicalO(1)ions. The resultsdepend signi�cantly,butnot

dram atically on �:for�=0,the am ountofholesin each plane isreduced to 14% . Instead,

thepositionsoftheBa and apicalO atom sarecrucial.Iftheatom icpositionsaretaken as

those forx = 0,forwhich the O(1)atom sarenearerand the Ba atom sm ore distantfrom

the basalplane,we obtain a hole doping h ofonly 0.03 in each CuO 2 plane,while forthe
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positionscorresponding to x = 0:45,theresulting doping is0.14.

To establish boundson �,wehavecalculated nexttheenergy and chargedistribution of

both superstructuresshown in Fig.1 forx = 1=2.The HS isthe one which m inim izesthe

Coulom b energy when allatom srelated by sym m etry operationsofthetetragonalprim itive

unitcellhavethesam echarge[15,51,34].However,theground stateistheCS,thetwo-fold

(four-fold) coordinated Cu ions are m ainly Cu+ (Cu+ 2) [9,12,10,13],and about 0.1 holes

perCu go to the superconducting CuO 2 planes[8,50],in agreem entwith theory [1,22].To

satisfy thischargedistribution,ourm odelhasto satisfy severalconstraints.Oneofthem is

� > � 0

m in = e(�O p � �C u2)� @E pl=@h,where �O p isthelowest�i oftheoccupied O atom s

ofthe planes,and �C u2 isthe potentialatthe two-fold coordinated chain Cu(1)atom s. If

this constraint is not satis�ed,the holes ofthe planes go to the two-fold coordinated Cu

atom sand thesystem would beinsulating.In TableIIwegivetheresulting charges,�i and

energiesoftheCS for�= 31 eV,slightly above� 0

m in.Forlargervaluesof� (nottoolarge

to avoid thatfour-fold coordinated Cu+ 2 becom esCu+ ),theonly changeisthatE and E �

decrease proportionally to �=2. The resulting am ountofholesin each CuO 2 plane (0.093

per Cu) is in very good agreem ent with experim ent. The �i at inequivalent O(1) atom s

are surprisingly sim ilar and a little bit sm aller than the �i ofthe O atom s ofthe CuO 2

planes. Holespreferthe latterbecause ofthe positive value of�. Howevera m ore realistic

description should allow thata sm allam ountofholesenterapicalO(1)atom s,particularly

forsm all�.

Theexperim entalevidenceindicatesthatthree-fold coordinated Cu(1)atom sareCu+ 2,

in particularopticalexperim entson quenched sam ples[9,12],and NQR experim entsin which

Y isreplaced by largerions[13].Thisisalso suggested by the theoreticalstudies[1,22,33]

and the argum enton the interplay between charge transferand structure [14]presented in

Section I.An upperbound on � can beobtained requiring thatin the HS forx = 1=2,all

Cu ionsrem ain Cu+ 2 and no holesare transfered to the CuO 2 planes,so thatthe system

rem ains sem iconducting. This im plies � < � M ax = e(�O p � �C u(1))� @E pl=@hjh= 0. W e

obtain � M ax = 38:29 eV.Itisinteresting to note thatin orderforthe presentwork to be
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consistent with the estim ationsofOhta etal. forthe charge transfergap in severalhigh-

Tc superconductors [52]one should take � � 3:5 � 10:9 eV = 38.15 eV.The results for

any � < � M ax are presented in Table III.Com parison with the energy ofthe CS (Table

II),establishes a better lower bound for �: in order for the CS to be the ground state,

�> � m in = 31:34 eV.

In thefollowing,weassum ethat� = 2 eV and �m in < �< � M ax forallx.Using these

criteria we derive conclusionsregarding the stability ofHS in com parison with CS.Letus

begin with x = 1=8,calculated with theatom icpositionsforx = 0[44].ForCS,allfour-fold

coordinated Cu(1)ionsrem ain Cu+ 2,the two-fold coordinated onesare Cu+ ,and m ostof

the holes apported by the neutralO atom s entering the x = 0 structure to form that of

x = 1=8,rem ain in theirneighborhood: one hole istransfered to a nearest neighborCu+

and only 0.09additionalholespersupercellaredistributed in theplanes.In otherwordsthe

charge ofthe chain O(4)atom sis-1.090 and the doping ofeach superconducting plane is

h = 0:0056.Thepotentialatthefour-fold coordinated Cu(1)atom in thesupercellis-24.55

V,whilethoseattwo-fold coordinated Cu(1)atom svary between -13.24V to-12.36V,with

increasing distanceto theCu(1)-O(4)chain.Thedi�erenceofm orethan 11 V isnottaken

into accountin Hubbard-type m odelswhich do notinclude a large nearest-neighborCu-O

repulsion Upd in an appropriate way [1,11,33]. �i atthe chain O(4)atom sis13.12 V.The

�i attheCuO 2 planesand apicalO atom shavesim ilarvaluesasthosereported in TablesI

and II.

In the HS forx = 1=8,allO ionsareO � 2 and allthree-fold coordinated Cu(1)ionsare

Cu+ 2. �i atthese atom sis-23.82 V,while atthe rem aining,two-fold coordinated Cu(1)+

ions,itis� �12V.AttheO(4)ions�i= �18:30V and other�iaresim ilarasthosein Table

III.For� = � m in = 31:34 eV,the totalenergy ofthe CS is-296.33 eV,slightly lessthan

thatoftheHS (-296.07 eV).Although theM adelung energy ofthelatterisless(-272.57 eV

in com parison with -268.63 eV ofthe CS),the CS haslowerenergy because itionizeshalf

oftheCu(1)+ ionsofthex = 0 structure,and thus,paysless�.Forlargervaluesof�,the

di�erenceincreaseslinearly with �=8.Thus,theCS istheground stateforx = 1=8.
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Undersom egeneralconditions,using a m ultiband Hubbard m odelincluding Upd,oneof

us has shown thatHS-type superstructures have less energy in the sem iconducting phase

ifno holes enter apicalO(1) atom s [33]. W hat is the reason ofthe discrepancy with the

presentresult? On onehand,thee�ectofrepulsionsbeyond nearestneighborsisim portant.

Forexam ple,in usualHubbard-type m odels,theenergy necessary to add a hole in a chain

O(4)atom with both nearestneighborsbeing Cu+ 2 is�p + 2Upd independently oftherestof

the electronic and atom ic structure. However,asexplained above,thisenergy is13.12 eV

fortheCS,and 5.28 eV largerfortheHS.On theotherhand,to obtain thepresentcharge

distribution oftheCS with them odelofRef.[33],�p < �d+ 2Upd isrequired,contrarytowhat

isexpected in CuO 2 planes[53,54],and oneofthehypothesisofRef.[33].Asstated clearlyin

Ref.[33],thatcalculation wasaim ed todiscussthee�ectsofcovalency neglecting repulsions

beyond nearest-neighborCu-O onesand assum ing thattheseweresm all.However,we�nd

thatlongerrangerepulsionsareessential.

Next,we analyze the superstructures corresponding to x = 3=8 with atom ic positions

taken from data forx = 0:45.The generaltrendsofthecharge distribution and potentials

aresim ilarto thoseofx = 1=8.Two-fold coordinated Cu(1)ionsrem ain Cu+ ,whilehigher

coordinated Cu ionshavean oxidation stateCu+ 2.ForCS,thechargeofchain O(4)atom s

is-1.37 and thedoping perCu ofthesuperconducting planesish = 0:07.Thepotentialat

the sitesoftwo O(4)atom softhe unitcellis15.01 V and 16.12 V atthe rem aining O(4)

sites. The �i at four-fold coordinated Cu(1) sites are near -25 eV,and those at two-fold

coordinated Cu(1)sitesvary between -11.45V and -13.17V.FortheHS,allO ionsareO � 2,

the �i at O(1)atom s is near 20.8 V,and those at four-fold (two-fold) coordinated Cu(1)

atom sarenear-22V (-10.35V).W eshould notethatkeeping thischargedistribution,there

are atleasttwo superstructureswith lessenergy [31],one ofthem which providesthe best

�tofthe neutron scattering data [31,29]. The di�erence between the M adelung energy of

the superstructure ofFig. 1 and the lowest lying ofthe above m entioned superstructures

is0.17 eV [31]. Including thiscorrection,the energy ofthe lowestlying superstructure of

unitcellm ultipleof2
p
2� 2

p
2 for�= � m in = 31:34 eV becom es-294.62eV,only slightly
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sm allerthan theenergy fortheCS (-294.56eV).Sinceincreasing � favorstheCS by aterm

proportionalto 3�=8,thereisa crossing already at� c = 31:50 eV and for� c < �< � M ax

= 38.29 eV,the CS has lower energy. Ifthe x = 3=8 superstructures are analyzed with

atom icpositionscorresponding to x = 0 instead ofx = 0:45,thesam etrendsareobserved.

� c increasesslightlyto31.85eV.ThedopingoftheplanesforCS isreduced toh = 0:02.The

energy decreasesin � 0:6 eV forboth structures.Thisdi�erence becom essigni�cantwhen

one considers the possibility ofphase separation: the structures with x = 3=8 calculated

with the positionsforx = 0 (x = 0:45)[44]are stable (unstable)againstphase separation

into phaseswith x = 1=8 (calculated with thepositionsforx = 0)and x = 1=2 (calculated

with the positionsforx = 0:45).Since we do notknow exactly allatom ic positionsatthe

com positions ofinterest,we cannot draw de�nite conclusions regarding phase separation.

However,aspointed outearlier[55],therelaxation ofthelatticeisvery im portantand favors

phaseseparation.

The lastcom parison between the two typesofsuperstructureswe m ake isforx = 7=8.

Since we do notinclude covalentcorrections forCu(1)-O(4)chains ofinterm ediate length

presentin theHS(seeFig.1),wedropE pl+ E ch inthiscom parison.AccordingtoTableI,the

m agnitudeoftheneglected term sis� 3 eV.Asin previouscases,only two-fold coordinated

Cu ionsare+1 and the restare Cu+ 2.Asa consequence ofthe neglectofcovalency,allO

atom s ofCuO 2 planes are O
� 2,and allchain O(4) atom s are O � ,except one ofthe four

O(4)atom softhe2
p
2� 2

p
2unitcell,nearesttotheadditionalO(4)vacancy,which isO � 2

(we have chosen itinside the shortchain). Forthe CS,�i attwo-fold coordinated Cu(1)+

is -9.14 V and that at four-fold coordinated Cu(1)+ 2 lies near -19.5 V.The potentialat

allapicalO(1)(chain O(4))ionslie near22 V (16.7 V),with little variation with distance

to the Cu(1)-O vacancy chains. ForHS,�i atfour-fold coordinated Cu(1)+ 2 ionsis-23.10

V,except atthe one nearest-neighbor to the O(4)� 2,which am ounts to -27.48 V.At the

three-fold coordinated Cu(1)+ 2 ion nearest-neighborto the O(4)� 2 ion,�i isalso -23.10 V,

and attheotherthree-fold coordinated Cu(1)+ 2 ion oftheunitcell,�i= �18:73 V.Atthe

O(4)� 2 ionsis�i = 17:57 V.The potentialatthe otherO(4)sites(occupied by O � 1 ions)
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vary between 12.42 V and 14.57 V.

The energy ofthe HS for x = 7=8 is E = E M ad = �292:44 eV.This is less than the

energy E = E M ad + E � for the CS,even at the largest possible � = � M ax = 38:29 eV,

forwhich E = �291:40 eV.Including E pl+ E ch thisenergy decreasesto -292.92 eV,butin

principle one expects a sim ilardecrease forthe HS.Also for� = � m in = 31:34 eV,even

including E pl+ E ch,the energy ofthe CS is -291.85 eV,larger than that ofthe HS.W e

concludethatourm odelsupportsthelatterastheground-statesuperstructure.

IV .D ISC U SSIO N .

W e have studied the interplay between the electronic and atom ic structures of

YBa2Cu3O 6+ x by a novelapproach based on the M adelung energy and the cost of the

charge transfer process Cu+ + O � ! Cu+ 2 + O � 2. The e�ect ofcovalency is included

asa correction. Thisapproach ism otivated by the factthatwhile �rst-principlescalcula-

tionsfailto describe the sem iconducting system s,and the correlation energy they neglect

isnear0.6 eV and dependson the oxygen ordering [1],the strong-coupling m odelsused so

far[1,22,24{26]neglectlong-rangerepulsionsand depend on param eterswhich arenotwell

known. A particular di�culty ofthese Hubbard-type m odels when applied to defects or

system s with low sym m etry (asthe 1� 8 or2
p
2� 2

p
2 unitcells)isthatthey require a

large num ber ofuncertain param eters (on-site energies atsites non-equivalent by sym m e-

try forexam ple) to describe the problem accurately enough. Itisalso di�cultto include

long-range repulsionsin exactLanczosdiagonalizationsofHubbard like m odels. Thiswas

done by Riera and Dagotto for a generalized three-band Hubbard m odelin one and two

dim ensions[56].Howeverthetwo-dim ensionalresultsareincorrectdueto subtletiesin the

useofboundary conditions,and in generaldi�erentclustersizesand shapesshould beused

[57].

W e addressed the issue ofthe stability of"chain structures" (CS) ofunit cell1 � n

(n integer)in com parison with 2
p
2� 2

p
2 type ofsuperstructures(HS).Asm entioned in
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Section I,for x < 0:4 and room tem peratures,the experim entalevidence is against CS.

W em ention herealso photoconductivity experim ents[58{61]:illum inating sem iconducting

(non CS) �lm s, the resistivity decreases strongly as a consequence ofpum ping holes to

the superconducting CuO 2 planes,and ordering in (presum ably short) chains takes place

[60]since these structuresare energetically favored underthe constraintofa sizeable hole

occupancyin theplanes(thiscan beinferred from theinform ation on thedi�erentpotentials

given in the previous section,orthe argum ents given in Refs.[1,62]). W hen illum ination

ceases,the resistivity returns to the originalhigh values in tim es characteristic ofoxygen

di�usion (see Fig. 2 ofRef.[58]),showing that the true equilibrium state is not a CS.

Nevertheless,it is stillpossible that at lower tem peratures a phase transition takes place

(di�cult to detect because ofthe sluggish oxygen kinetics at low tem peratures),and the

ground stateisa CS.Thepresentresultssupportthisstatem ent.Itisreasonableto expect

thatHS arefavored by entropy atm oderatetem peratures:forCS,thecostin energy fora

displacem entofan O atom to theirnearestavailablepositions,breaking thechains,ishigh,

while thisisnotthe case forHS [31]. In factthisentropy term isessentialto explain the

neutron-di�raction resultsforx � 3=8 [29]in term sofa 2
p
2� 4

p
2 superstructure [31].

The structuralm odelof Aligia, Garc�es and Bonadeo [1,32,51]is based on Coulom b

repulsions between any two basal-plane O(4)ions,screened by free carriers and dielectric

polarization.Exceptforhigh stabilization energy ofthechains�E ,CS areunstablewithin

thism odelforx � 1=8becauseofthelargecostin O-O Coulom b energy required toarrange

theO(4)atom sin Cu(1)-O(4)chains.Thepresentresultsshow thattheneglectofelectronic

screening in thesem iconducting phase isincorrect:forx = 1=8 and CS,theresulting O(4)

charge(� �1),isscreened by theirnearest-neighborCu(1)+ 2 ions,and thecostin Coulom b

energy tobuild theCS isnotso high.Instead,weobtain thatthecostofputting alineofO

vacanciesin thex = 1structureisnotsoe�ciently screened and thus,forx � 1,CS arenot

favorable. Otherresultswhich should be revised concern the hole countin the planesand

the 60K plateau in the superconducting criticaltem perature [1,11,22,24{26]. The present

resultssuggestthattheroleofapicalO(1)atom sisnotso im portantaspreviously assum ed
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[1,11,24],and thatthepositionsoftheatom sand relaxation ofthelatticearecrucialin the

charge balance,and also in a possible separation in phaseswith di�erentoxygen contents

[55].

Dielectricscreeningand thatoffreecarriers,neglected in thepresentapproach,arelikely

to play an essentialrole in the problem . One ofthe attem ptsto include M adelung poten-

tials in electronic calculations is that ofOhta,Tohyam a and M aekawa [52]. The authors

screened thosepotentialsby theopticaldielectric constant(assum ed 3.5 forallsystem s)to

obtaindi�erentparam etersofam ultiband Hubbardm odelforthesuperconductingCu-based

perovskites.Usingtheseparam eters,theyhaveobtained charge-transfergaps,exchangecon-

stantsand otherinform ation in good agreem entwith experim ent. One would be tem pted

toextend trivially thisform alism tocalculatethetotalenergy ofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x,dividing all

M adelungcontributionsby 3.5.Thisisclearly incorrect,sincedielectricand m etallicscreen-

ing should lowerthetotalenergy ofthesystem (increasing itsabsolutevalue)with respect

totheunscreened case,in spiteofthefactthatthem agnitudeofthee�ectiveinteraction be-

tween two defectchargesata distancelargein com parison with theinteratom icdistance,is

reduced bydielectricorm etallicscreening[1,32].A sim pleelectrostaticcalculation involving

twochargessurrounded by asm allvoid sphere(toavoid divergences)in adielectricm edium ,

showsthattheinteraction ofthedefectchargeswith theim m ediateneighborhood causesthe

largestreduction ofthetotalenergy.Localdistortionsaround added orvacantO(4)atom s

in YBa2Cu3O 6+ x were calculated by Baetzold [63]and aresigni�cant.In the sem iconduct-

ing phase,for which the e�ect offree carriers can be neglected,a form alism which takes

into accountM adelung energies,atom icpotentialsand atom icpolarizationsexists[64],and

m ight be applied to YBa2Cu3O 6+ x for x < 0:4,as an extension and im provem ent ofthe

presentapproach.
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TABLES

Zi �i (V)

Y 3 -29.39

Ba 2 -18.41

Cu(2) 2 -26.22

O (2) -1.80 20.04

O (3) -2 21.73

O (2) -2 21.76

O (3) -1.80 20.01

Cu(1) 2 -24.35

O (1) -2 20.11

O (4) -1.39 15.87

E -291.32 eV

E M ad -288.59 eV

E � 0 eV

E pl -1.24 eV

E ch -1.49 eV

Table I:Charges(Zi),potentials(�i)atthedi�erentatom icsites,and di�erentcontri-

butionsto thetotalenergy ofYBa2Cu3O 6+ x forx = 1,� = 2 eV and �< 46:05 eV.
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Zi �i (V)

Cu(2) 2 -26.73

O (2) -1.91 20.34

O (3) -2 21.15

O (2) -2 21.16

O (3) -1.91 20.32

Cu2(1) 1 -12.23

Cu4(1) 2 -24.94

O 2(1) -2 20.18

O 4(1) -2 20.14

O (4) -1.37 15.59

E -293.86 eV

E M ad -276.93 eV

E � -15.5 eV

E pl -0.71 eV

E ch -0.73 eV

Table II:Sam easTableIfortheCS ofx = 1=2.ThesubscriptofCu(1)ionsrefertoits

coordination,and thatofapicalO(1)ionsisthecoordination ofitsnearestneighborCu(1).

Param etersare� = 2 eV and �= 31 eV.
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Zi �i (V)

Cu(2) 2 -28.05

O (2) -2 19.79

O (3) -2 19.81

Cu(1) 2 -21.40

O (1) -2 21.78

O (4) -2 21.25

E -294.03 eV

E M ad -293.93 eV

E � 0 eV

E pl 0 eV

E ch -0.1 eV

Table III:Sam e as Table I for the HS (\herringbone" [27]) for x = 1=2,and � <

40:29� �.
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FIGURES

x=1/8

x=3/8

x=1/2

x=7/8

Fig. 1. Oxygen ordered superstructuresofthebasalplaneconsidered in thiswork,for

di�erentoxygen contentsx.Left:CS,ofunitcell1� n.Right:HS,ofunitcell2
p
2� 2

p
2.

CrossesdenoteCu(1)atom sand solid circlesrepresentO(4)atom sin thenotation ofRefs.

[43,44].

24


