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Multipolar interactions and magnetic excitation gap in d* spin-orbit Mott insulators
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In Mott insulators with a half-filled #,, shell the Hund’s rule coupling induces a spin-3/2 orbital-singlet ground
state. The spin-orbit interaction is not expected to qualitatively impact low-energy degrees of freedom in such
systems. Indeed, d> cubic double perovskites (DP) of heavy transition metals are believed to exhibit conventional
collinear magnetic orders. However, their inelastic neutron scattering spectra feature large gaps of unclear origin.
Here we derive first-principles low-energy Hamiltonians for the cubic DP Ba, YB'Og (B’ = Os, Ru) and show that
they include significant multipolar—dipole-octupolar—intersite exchange terms. These terms break continuous
symmetry of the spin-3/2 Hamiltonian opening an excitation gap. The calculated gap magnitudes are in good
agreement with experiment. The dipole-octupolar intersite exchange is induced due to excited states of the t23g
manifold that are admixed by the spin-orbit interaction into the spin-3/2 ground state.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Mott insulators of heavy transition metals (TM) exhibit
a rich variety of unusual intersite interactions and ordered
phases [1,2], like Kitaev physics in d? irridates [3], multipolar
orders [4—11] and valence-bond glasses [12,13] in d' and
d? DP, or excitonic magnets in d* perovskites [14]. These
exciting phenomena originate in large spin-orbit (SO) entan-
gling the orbital momentum L with spin S thus splitting the
ground-state (GS) LS multiplet. The resulting SO GS is then
characterized by the total (pseudo)angular momentum Jeg that
depends on the d-shell occupancy and determines the space of
low-energy local degrees of freedom [2].

The physics of d*> Mott insulators is expected to be more
conventional and less interesting. In the presence of a large
octahedral or tetrahedral ligand field, the #,, shell is half-filled.
The Hund’s rule thus forces Jof = S = 3/2 and L =0, i.e.,
a spin-3/2 orbital singlet GS. The local TM moments are
then, to a first approximation, spins-3/2 with their coupling
described by a gapless isotropic Heisenberg model. Excited t23
states are separated by a large Hund’s rule gap [15] and pertur-
batively admixed into the spin-3/2 GS by SO. No remarkable
qualitative effects have been theoretically shown to stem from
this admixture. In contrast to the exotic orders of the spin-
entangled SO Mott insulators, the d* systems usually exhibit
conventional antiferromagnetism (AFM). In particular, for a
number of d° DP with the formula A,BB'Og, where B’ is a
heavy magnetic TM, a simple collinear type-I AFM has been
inferred from neutron diffraction [16-20].

All these d> DP systems feature, however, surprisingly
ubiquitous large gaps in their inelastic neutron scattering
(INS) spectra [17-19,21,22]. The gaps are found in mono-
clinic DP as well as in the cubic DP Ba; YOsOg (BYOO) and
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Ba YRuOg¢ (BYRO). In the monoclinic case, an excitation
gap could be explained by a single-ion anisotropy induced
by the spin-orbit admixture to the spin-3/2 GS. Its origin
is much less clear in the cubic systems, where, for the GS
quadruplet, the single-ion anisotropy is negligible [23], but the
measured excitation gap, ~17meV in BYOO and 5 meV in
BYRO [17,18], is still large. The observed gaps can be fitted
by tetragonal single-ion or two-ion anisotropy terms [19,21],
which are, however, not consistent with the absence of any
distortions of the cubic symmetry. In all measured systems,
the gap is consistently several times larger in the 5d system as
compared to its 4d equivalent. In BYOO, a significant SO ad-
mixture into the d*> GS was confirmed with x-ray scattering by
Taylor et al. [24]. They suggested this admixture to induce the
observed excitation gap without providing a concrete physical
mechanism relating them.

In this paper, we calculate low-energy effective Hamil-
tonians for BYOO and BYRO in the framework of den-
sity functional+dynamical mean-field theory (DFT+DMFT)
[25-28] by using an ab initio force-theorem (FT) method [29].
These calculations predict unexpectedly large multipolar—
dipole-octupolar (DO)—intersite exchange interactions (IEI)
that lift a continuous symmetry of the Hamiltonian thus
opening an excitation gap. Our calculation also predict, for
both compounds, a noncollinear 2k transverse magnetic order,
which is consistent with the propagation vector detected by
neutron diffraction. The calculated INS intensities reproduce
the experimental spin gap in BYOO as well as its significant
reduction in BYRO. These ab initio results are supported
by analytical calculations within a simplified tight-binding
model predicting leading multipolar IEI to be of the DO type
and to scale as a square of SO coupling strength. Overall
the present theory provides a consistent explanation for the
excitation gaps in cubic d> SO Mott insulators; the same
mechanism is shown to enhance the gap in lower symmetry
phases.

©2023 American Physical Society
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FIG. 1. (a) Color map of the ab initio IEI matrix vV for the [1/2,1/2,0] Os-Os pair in BYOO. The dipole-dipole interactions are scaled

KK’

down by 0.1 in order not to mask other IEIL (b) BYOO mean-field total energy vs temperature calculated from ab initio Hg is shown for the
2k-P (lower right corner) and LC (upper left corner) AFM structures by red and blue curves, respectively. In the structure cartoons (plotted
by VESTA [30]), the light brown, turquoise, green, and small red balls are Os, Y, Ba, and O atoms; the directions of dipole and I's octupole
moments are shown by the thick purple and thinner orange arrows, respectively. The first-order discontinuity in the blue curve is a spin-flop
transition to the TC AFM (M||[110]); the part of the curve corresponding to this structure is dashed. (¢c) Map of the IEI matrix calculated from
the analytical superexchange Hamiltonian. The color scheme is the same as in panel (a).

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II we briefly
introduce our ab initio approach (with a detailed description
provided in the Appendix). In Sec. III we present the ab
initio low-energy effective Hamiltonians and analyze their
structure; we subsequently discuss the ordered phases and
excitation spectra of BYOO and BYRO obtained by solving
those Hamiltonians. In Sec. IV we introduce a simplified
tight-binding model of d* DP and show how the structure of
1, hopping, in conjunction with the SO coupling, leads to the
emergence of the leading multipolar DO IEL

II. AB INITIO METHOD

We calculate the electronic structure of BYOO and BYRO
using the DFT4+DMFT approach of Refs. [28,31,32] treating
Ru 4d and Os 5d states within the quasiatomic Hubbard-I (HI)
approximation [33]. From the converged DFT+HI electronic
structure we calculate all IEI between the Jo = 3/2 pseu-
dospins for first several coordination shells using the FT-HI
method of Ref. [29], analogously to its previous applications
to d' and d*> DP [10,34]. Only nearest-neighbor (NN) IEI are
found to be important, the next-NN ones are almost two orders
of magnitude smaller. See Appendix A1 for calculational
details and Appendix B for the DFT+HI electronic structure
of BYOO and BYRO.

III. RESULTS
A. Low-energy Hamiltonian

IEI between Jeir = 3/2 GS quadruplets take the following
general form:

Heg =) Y V& (i)0ke0kq: (1)
(ij) KQK'Q'

where the on-site multipolar operator Oj<Q is the normal-
ized Hermitian spherical tensor [35] for Je = 3/2 of the
rank K = 1, 2, 3 (for dipoles, quadrupoles, octupoles, respec-
tively) and projection Q acting on the site at the position

R;. These normalized, Tr[Okg - Ok o] = Skk'Sp¢, tensors
are identical, apart from normalization prefactors, to the
usual definitions of multipoles in terms of non-normalized
polynomials of angular momentum operators, e.g., Oj9 =
0, =1,//5, 00 =0:2=LtBI2—J(U + 1)), 03=0, =
(503 = 3J(J + 1)J. + J.)/+/45. The TEI V2 (i j) couples the
multipoles KQ and K’'Q’ on two magnetic (B’) sites connected
by the lattice vector R;; = R; — R;, the first sum is over all
NN bonds (ij) in the lattice.

The calculated BYOO IEI matrix V(ij) for R; =
[1/2,1/2,0] is depicted in Fig. 1(a). The leading IEI are
diagonal AFM dipole-dipole (DD) terms V", where a =
—1,0, 1 =y, z, x with an axial anisotropy, V5 > lelx(y ),

A striking feature of BYOO V(i) is unexpectedly large
DO terms. The leading DO IEI are about 1/8 of the DD
ones and ferromagnetic (FM). Other multipolar IEI are at
least several times smaller. The picture for BYRO is qual-
itatively similar to that for BYOO. However, while its DD
IEI average of 9.3 meV is close to that in BYOO, both the
DD axial anisotropy and DO IEI are an order of magnitude
smaller (all calculated IEI for the both systems are listed in
Appendix C).

The large DO coupling takes a simple form for the xy bond,
D011 VI%QOﬁQO§Q, see Fig. 1(a), but is less symmetric in
the yz and xz planes. We thus introduce the operators Ok =
Oko/ (Jerr; 3/210kolJetr; 3/2) to get rid of normalization co-
efficients in subsequent results and transform the octupole
operators into symmetry-adapted octupoles belonging to the
I';, I'y, and I's irreducible representations (IREP) [36]. Keep-
ing only DD and leading DO IEI, one obtains for the xy bond,

H);)' = VOII Ojl + SVOlZO{Z + [Vl“lLDZDO{ - VI{:O%MG{Z
+ Vi, (01,0, — 0;.,01,) + (i < )], @)

where the DO term is in the square brackets, the octupole
operators are labeled by the IREP subscript, and O are 3D
vectors of corresponding operators [37]. Our calculated values
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for V, 8V, Vi, VI and Vi, in BYOO are 5.0, 0.40, 0.39, 0.13,
and 0.16 meV, respectively [the formulas for converting the
IEI in Eq. (1) to those in (2) are given Appendix C]. H' or
other bonds are given by cyclic permutation of the indices in
(2). As we show below, the DO IEI are at the origin of the spin
gap in spin-orbit t23g cubic DP.

B. Magnetic order

Subsequently, we employ the calculated ab initio 1EI
Hamiltonian [Fig. 1(a)] to derive, within a mean-field (MF)
approximation [38], magnetic order as a function of tem-
perature (see Appendix A2 for relevant methodological
details). In the both systems we obtain a planar non-
collinear 2k AFM order (2k-P), depicted in Fig. 1(b), as
the GS. The dipole (magnetic) moments in 2k-P are M, =
(M/ﬁ) exp[ik,)R], where the propagation vectors k, =
[1,0,0] and k, = [0, 1, 0] in the units of 27 /a. The M direc-
tion thus flips by 90° between adjacent layers. The calculated
Néel temperatures, Ty = 146K in BYOO and 108 K in
BYRO, are about twice larger than experimental 69 and 47 K
respectively [17,18]; such systematic overestimation by the
present MF-based approach was previously observed for other
face-centered cubic (fcc) frustrated magnets [10,39,40]. An-
other metastable MF solution—a longitudinal collinear type-I
AFM structure (LC) with k = [0,0,1]—is found in BYOO
at zero temperature to be about 0.8 meV above the 2k-P GS
[Fig. 1(b)].

Experimentally, a transverse collinear type-I AFM struc-
ture (TC) with k = [0,0,1] and moments lying in the xy plane
was initially assigned to both BYRO and BYOO by neutron
diffraction [16-18], although the exact order type—single k
vs multi k —is still debated [22,41]. The predicted GS 2k-P
order cannot be distinguished from the TC one on the basis
of neutron diffraction only, since the both structures are trans-
verse and feature propagation vectors of the same star. The 1k
LC order is not consistent with (100) magnetic Bragg peak
observed in the both compounds [17,18].

One may estimate MF total energies for these compet-
ing structures, LC, TC, and 2k-P, which are degenerate in
an isotropic Heisenberg model, by keeping only the leading
anisotropic IEI terms (2). Assuming fully saturated dipole
moments [42] in all structures, we find the anisotropic con-
tribution to MF total energy (per f.u.) of 26V — 4V13; -
4Vl =28V + 4V —avll 26V + 4V, and —26V — 8V,
for LC, TC with M||[100], TC with M]|[110], and 2k-P,
respectively.

The DD IEI alone thus leave TC and 2k-P degenerated,
while LC is penalized by the §V term due an FM alignment
of the out-of-plane moments in the xy plane [Fig. 1(b)]. With
the DO terms included, the FM coupling for I'y out-of-plane
moments favors, in contrast, the LC order. Finally, the non-
collinear 2k-P GS is stabilized by I's DO coupling. Notice that
the I's moment is always orthogonal to the saturated dipole
one and reaches its maximum for the (110) dipole-moment
direction [see Fig. 2(c)]. Hence, the I's DO IEI tend to favor
90° angles between dipole moments that are oriented along
(110). The GS magnetic structure in d> cubic DP is thus de-
termined by a delicate balance between the DD IEI anisotropy
and DO coupling.

(@)

0.0

FIG. 2. Magnitude of the octupolar I'y and I's moments as a
function of the saturated dipole moment direction M=M /M. (a) Ty
component along M, |(0r4) -M|. (b) T, component orthogonal to
M, |(0r4) x M|; c) |<0r5)|, I's octupole is always orthogonal to M.

For the 1k metastable state we obtain a first-order transition
LC — TC at T ~ 0.65Ty [Fig. 2(b)]. The difference in MF
free energy between 2k-P and high-7" TC is then rather small
(see Supplemental Material, SM [43] Sec. III) and may be
affected by beyond-MF corrections. One may thus suggest
that this TC 1Kk order sets in at 7, with a first-order transition
from TC to 2k-P at lower 7. Such a first-order transition
below Ty was experimentally observed in the order-parameter
evolution of BYOO [18].

We note that the DO IEI lift any degeneracy between
ordered states that are related by a continuous rotation of
dipole moments. The I'y and I's (as well as I';) octupole
moments possess only discrete cubic symmetry. As one sees
in Fig. 2, the dipole moment rotation leads to a change in the
relative magnitude of associated I'y and I's octupoles, since
they are mixed by any rotation that is not a cubic symmetry
operation. Their IE couplings to dipoles (2) are distinct and
not related by any symmetry in a cubic crystal; therefore, such
rotation will change the energy of dipole order. For example,
with only anisotropic DD terms included, the TC k = [0, 0, 1]
orders are degenerate with respect to a rotation of the ordered
moment in the xy plane. With DO IEI (2) included, rotat-
ing from M]||[100] to M||[110] induces a I's octupole and
diminishes the I'y one, thus leading to a change in the DO
contribution to the ordering energy. This property of DO IEI
has profound implications for magnetic excitations, as shown
below.

C. Magnetic excitations

We calculate the INS intensity S(q, E) of the 2k-P GS
using an approach previously applied to d> DP in Ref. [10].
Namely, the dynamical susceptibility x (q, E) is calculated in
RPA [45] for the MF GS; the zero-temperature INS intensity
is then obtained through the fluctuation-dissipation theorem
(see, e.g., Ref. [46]) as

SW@WE) =) qn Y, Fau(@Fp(@Imyil (g, E), (3)

ab nu'tt’
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FIG. 3. Spherically-averaged INS intensity S(|q|, E£) calculated from the ab initio IEI for (a) BYOO; (b) BYRO; (c) BYOO S(|q|, E)
calculated from the simplified Hamiltonian (2) with DO IEI scaled down by f = 0.2. (d) Excitation gap at |q| = 0.75 1/A as a function of
scaling factor f for DO IEI in (2). Red dashed line is the oc f0“? fit to the onset of main spectral weight (circles), the blue squares are the

position of a weak resonance appearing at small f; the star is the gap

value calculated with the full ab initio 1EI. (e) Calculated BYOO INS

intensity for the initial neutron energy E; = 120 meV integrated over the |q| range [0.5:1.5] 1/A compared to the corresponding experimental
data [44] from Ref. [18]. (f) Calculated BYRO INS intensity for E; = 11 meV integrated over the |q| range [0.6:0.9] 1 //c\ compared to the

corresponding experimental data [44] from Ref. [17].

where g = 8.4 — Gudp, T and p = KQ label sites in the
magnetic unit cell and multipoles, respectively [47]. See Ap-
pendix A 3 for further details.

The spherically-averaged INS intensities S(|q|, E) for
BYOO and BYRO calculated in the 2k-P GS structure using
the ab initio 1IEI exhibit a clear excitation gap [Figs. 3(a) and
3(b)]. In Figs. 3(e) and 3(f) we compare our theoretical |q|-
integrated INS intensities with experimental low-temperature
ones [17,18] employing the same |q|-integration ranges as
in those studies [48]. We find a nearly perfect quantitative
agreement for BYOO.

The excitation gap is somewhat underestimated in BYRO
with Hund’s rule coupling Jy = 0.3 eV that we adopted
for both compounds; using smaller Jy = 0.23eV we obtain
a good agreement for the gap. In Fig. 4 we compare the
INS intensity for BYRO integrated around |q| = 0.75 A~!
with very recent experimental data from Ref. [22]. The com-
parison is displayed for two choices of Jy, 0.3 eV and
0.23 eV. One observes a rather good agreement with ex-
periment, which is overall better for the smaller Jy value.
The excitation gap is seen to be enhanced with decreasing
Ju due to the corresponding enhancement of the DO IEI as
~(1/Jy)?, where A is the SO coupling parameter, see Sec. IV
below.

Thus the experimental picture—of a large excitation gap in
these cubic DP with its magnitude being several times larger
in BYOO as compared to BYRO—is fully reproduced by
the present theory. We note that the position of low-energy
intensity peak in the vicinity of the (100) Bragg reflection,
lql = 0.75A~", is also reproduced in both compounds; the
high-energy intensity peak at |q| about 0.5 A~ is outside of
the experimental range in Refs. [17,18].

The origin of this excitation gap is DO IEI, which
break continuous rotation symmetry of the intersite exchange
Hamiltonian, leading to disappearance of Goldstone modes.
To demonstrate this explicitly, we employ the simplified
Hamiltonian H’ (2) of BYOO with the DO IEI scaled by a
factor f. The 2k-P GS is stable in the f range we explore. At
f =1 the gap value calculated with H' is very close to that
obtained with the full Hamiltonian (1), see Fig. 3(d). With
f = 0.2, the gap is reduced to about 4 meV as compared to
~10meV at f = 1 [Figs. 3(c) and 3(e)]. We carried out this

Intensity (arb. units)

5

Energy transfer (meV)

FIG. 4. Calculated INS intensity in BYRO integrated around
Iql = 0.75 A" (in the range |q| = [0.7275 : 0.7625] A~!) together
with the corresponding experimental data from Ref. [22]. The the-
oretical curves are calculated for the experimental neutron energy
of 11.8 meV and convoluted with a Lorentzian with the width of
0.27 meV corresponding to the experimental instrumental resolution.
The experimental error bars are estimated from Fig. 4(b) of Ref. [22].
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calculation for a set of f values; the resulting gap magnitude
[Fig. 3(d)] exhibits a power dependence < f*, where o ~ 0.5.
A very weak resonance also appears below the onset of main
spectral weight at f < 0.5, see SM [43] Sec. VI for details.
With the gap scaling as a square-root of the DO IEI strength
f and the latter behaving as f ~ (A/Jy)?, one finds ~1/Jy
dependence for the gap; this agrees with the numerical results
for BYRO displayed in Fig. 4.

IV. DIPOLE-OCTUPOLAR INTERSITE EXCHANGE
IN A TIGHT-BINDING MODEL

In order to clarify the origin of large DO IEI terms, in this
section we derive superexchange interactions in a simplified
tight-binding model relevant for the SO DP.

We start with analyzing the impact of SO on the GS of a
t23g shell. In the absence of SO, the Hund’s rule coupling splits

20 states of the t23g manifold into three energy levels, which

are the GS *A, quadruplet, 10 degenerate levels belonging to
a °E quadruplet and a 2T} sextet, and an upper *7» sextet. The
energies of two excited levels are 3Jy and 5Jy, respectively,
with respect to the GS [15]. All these wave functions are listed
as Slater determinants in Ref. [15]. Introducing the notation
X,y, 2 = yz, xz, xy for the t,, orbitals, one may write the 27,
states in the second-quantization notation as

1
V2

L i DU
_Z(ZixT —x,21)|"A2;3/2), 4

7

1. +
1> T3(2): 1/2) = e —yx1)*42;3/2),
where | T(a); 1 /2) are the 2T, wave functions for the orbital
projection a@ = x, y, z and spin projection M = %; |4A,:3/2)
is the wave function of the GS quadruplet with M = % We
also introduced the corresponding creation/annihilation oper-
ators for each one-electron orbital x, y, z and spin.

The SO operator for the ,, shell is —A ) ", I;s;, where the
SO coupling parameter A > 0. The spin-off-diagonal (spin
lowering) part of this operator reads

A Moot T - T
—§l+s— = 5[(X¢Z¢ —zx0) iy z — 2ol
where s_, (I_,;) is the spin(pseudo-orbital) lowering /raising
ladder operator.

Hence, one sees that in the first-order perturbation theory
(PT), the SO coupling admixes 275 states to the pseudospin

quadruplet, leading to the following expression for the M = 2

2
state:
3 3 €S0 2 1
J;_ :4A o~ = T; T )
eft 2> ‘ 2 2>+\/§< 2(x) 2>>
(5)

where €so = A/(5Jy). Other Jor = 3/2 quartet states are ob-
tained from (5) by a successive application of the j_ = s_ —
I_ operator.

By directly diagonalizing the self-consistent DFT+HI f,,
Os atomic Hamiltonian, we obtain the GS state with the

*Ta(x); 1/2) = —= (/|21 — 2)y1)| *A2;3/2),

I’ Ty(y); 1/2) =

1
2Ty(y); §> —i

largest SO admixture from 273, but also non-negligible con-
tributions of two other IREP. Hence, other excited levels,
which contribute in the second-order PT (~6§O), also ad-
mix non-negligibly to the Jer = 3/2 GS. The normalized GS
quadruplet states read

Verrs M) = > CIRIIR; M), 6)

ReIREP

where C[R] is the total contribution due to a given IREP R.
With the numerical diagonalization (in which the ab initio
value of A = 0.294¢eV), we obtain the exited level admix-
tures C[’E] = 0.052, C[*T;] = 0.063, and C[*T>] = 0.220,
compared to the first-order PT result shown above, with only
CI’h] =1+ es_g)‘l/2 = 0.192 being nonzero. Our magni-
tudes for the admixture of excited t23g levels to the Os 543 GS
agree well with estimations from RIXS measurements [24].
As shown below, the second-order zEg contribution to the GS
is crucial for the DO IEL

Subsequently, we employ the GS wave functions (6) to
calculate BYOO superexchange (SE) analytically within a
simplified tight-binding model for the hopping. We assume
the hopping Hj, between Os fp, shells 1 and 2 that are
connected by the R =[1/2,1/2,0] fg:c lattice vector to be
given by ), t/(x'lr(,yza + x;ylg) —tz,,20, + Huc,, see, e.g.,
Ref. [2]. The hopping ¢ between the orbitals (z) that lie in
the bond plane is dominating, ¢ > t’. We further simplify
analytical calculations by assuming the same energy for all
two-site atomic excitations, Ey(d’d*) = U. Though the lat-
ter approximation is rather crude quantitatively, it does not
affect qualitative conclusions with respect to the origin of
multipolar IEI. The model SE Hamiltonian is then given by
Hsg = —H{,/U = Hyp + H,, + H,p, where the three terms in
right-hand side (RHS) arise due to the hopping involving only
out-of-plane (x, y) orbitals (¢'¢t'), only in-plane (z) orbitals
(¢tt) and their mixture (¢¢'). Omitting unimportant single-site
contributions, H,,» and H,; read

2(t')? b i ~t
Hy = —& Z[(agaazof)(ahfam)Jr(azgaza/)(am/ala)]’
aZy
@)
21 ¥ ¥
Hft = 7 Z(ZZUZZJ’)(ZlnglU) ’ (8)

where ¥ =y, y = x. All the terms in H;; an H,, are seen to
have the same general structure, X;X,, where both on-site
operators X in a given term are of the same type (i.e., spin
and orbital diagonal, either spin or orbital off-diagonal, both
spin and orbital off-diagonal). The mixed term H,, does not
contribute to leading multipolar IEI in the J.; = 3/2 space.

We then calculate all Jer = 3/2 SE matrix elements
(M; M3|Hsg|M}; M2), where the superscript of M is the site
label, and convert them to the coupling VKQIg(R) between
on-site moments using Eq. (A2).

In the zeroth order in ego, i.e., |[Jerr; M) = | *As, M), one
obtains an isotropic AFM Heisenberg coupling between spins-
3/2, 57 gry: 010(1D010(2) = JS,5,, where J = (4% +
8(t')*)/90.
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In order to evaluate the relative importance of SO-admixed
excited states for the SE, we calculate the SE matrix
elements with the corresponding wave functions |R;M).
The largest nonvanishing SE contributions stemming from
the SO admixtures are of 0(e§0). They are of the types
(*A3;°E* |Hsol *Ay; *A3) and  (*A}; *T; |Hsol *A3; °T7),
where we omit the M quantum number for brevity. [Note that
matrix elements of the type (*A}; 2T} |Hso| *A}; *A3), which
would contribute in O(esp), are all zero, since a nonzero
matrix element (%A, |X;|2T) (*A, |X,| *A,) requires orbitally
off-diagonal X; and orbitally diagonal X;.] The largest 0(6%0)
terms are due to Hy,; they contribute to DO and anisotropic
DD IEL

The fact that SE contributions like

(“A3; °E? [Hu| *Ag; *A3)

o Y (A |z | YA CE 2201 *A0), ()

oo’

map within the Jeg = 3/2 space into a DO coupling can
be shown explicitly by expanding those on-site matrices
into multipole moments. Namely, with the magnetic
quantum number written explicitly, those 4 x 4 matrices
are Xjap(00') = (*Ay; M|zl 25| *Ay; M') and X4, (0'0) =
(2E;M|z;,zg|4A2;M’). By expanding them as X =
> ko TrlX - OkolOko one finds that the X44 matrices
map only to dipole moments, as expected. In contrast,
the X% ones map, apart from dipoles, also to octupoles
and quadrupoles. The contribution of the latter (which would
result in a symmetry-forbidden dipole-quadrupole interaction)
is canceled out between Hermitian-conjugated terms in
H;;; hence, only DD and DO SE terms remain. A similar
analysis is applicable for the second ~eZ, contribution,
(*A2;?T> |Hso| *A2;°Th), since the matrices X1 (o0') =
(*Tr; M|z} z,/| *Ty; M) also map into dipoles and octupoles.

The corresponding matrix elements of H,, also contribute
in O(€3,) to both the DO and anisotropic DD couplings, as
well as to quadrupole-quadrupole (QQ) ones; these contribu-
tions are smaller by the hopping anisotropy factor (t'/t)* as
compared to the H,, ones. Hence, this analysis confirms that
in t23g SO double perovskites, the DO couplings are expected
to be the largest IEI besides the conventional DD ones.

Employing a reasonable set of parameters (r = 0.1 eV and
t' =0.3t, U =2 eV) in and the ab initio GS wave functions
(6) in the simplified model described above, we obtain the IEI
matrix V [Fig. 1(c)] that is in a good qualitative agreement
with the ab initio one [Fig. 1(a)]. The contribution due to
the 2E admixture is dominant determining an axial anisotropy
of DD IEI with V,, > V,, = Vj, (the *T5 contribution favors
a planar anisotropy). The DO IEI are ferro-coupled pairs
of the corresponding moments with Q = —1, 0, 1(=y, z, x);
they are an order of magnitude smaller than DD IEI. The QQ
and octupole-octupole terms are insignificant.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

In summary, our ab initio calculations of the low-energy
effective Hamiltonians in the d spin-orbit double perovskites
Ba; YOsOg and Ba; YRuOg predict significant multipolar in-
tersite exchange interactions (IEI). Such significant multipolar

IEI are quite unexpected in the case a half-filled t23g shell. The
leading multipolar IEI are of a dipole-octupole (DO) type.
Namely, they couple the conventional total angular-moment
operators J, (a = x, y, z) acting on a magnetic site (Os or Ru)
with octopolar operators, which are time-odd cubic polyno-
mials of J,, acting on its nearest-neighbor magnetic sites. The
DO IEI lift continuous symmetry of the effective Hamiltonian
resulting in a gaped excitation spectra. The multipolar IEI are
thus at the origin of the large excitation gaps that were previ-
ously observed in inelastic neutron scattering spectra (INS) of
d? spin-orbit double perovskites [17,18,22]. The theoretical
INS spectra calculated from the effective Hamiltonians are
in a good quantitative agreement with those measurements.
These ab initio results are further supported by analysis in the
framework of a simplified analytical model, which predicts
the DO terms to be leading IEI, besides the conventional
Heisenberg terms, in d> cubic double perovskites. Usually, bi-
quadratic (quadrupole-quadrupole) IEI ~(J.J/,)* are assumed
to be the most significant multipolar IEI in such d> systems
[22,41]. Our results contradict this assumption. Moreover,
the DO IEI are also predicted to stabilize a noncollinear 2k
transverse structure, which propagation vector k = (1, 0, 0)
agrees with experiment [17,18].

On the basis of our analysis, the leading dipole-octupolar
IEI are expected to scale as (A/Jy)?, where A is the spin-
orbit coupling strength and Jy is the Hund’s rule coupling.
Since Jy is weakly changing along the 4d and 5d TM series
and between them, the dipole-octupolar IEI magnitude f is
effectively controlled by A%. The numerical RPA calculations
for the excitation gap vs f [Fig. 3(d)] find that the gap scales
as 4/ f o A thus explaining the fact that the measured gap
in 5d systems is several times larger compared to that in
equi-electronic 4d systems.

Moreover, the DO IEI can also be expected to provide a
major contribution to the excitation gap in noncubic spin-orbit
d? Mott insulators. To estimate this contribution, we have
also evaluated for Ba, YOsOg the excitation gap in the LC
magnetic structure [shown in Fig. 1(b)] stabilized by 1% of
tetragonal compression (see SM [43] Sec. IV for details). A
tetragonal compression €, > 0.5% is predicted by our calcula-
tions to stabilize it against 2Kk-P due to an easy-axis single-site
anisotropy. With yet larger compression, ¢, = 1%, the LC
structure is stable even with DO IEI put to zero. Calculating
the LC excitation spectra of this tetragonal structure with and
without the DO IEI block, we find that the DO IEI double the
magnitude of the excitation gap. This confirms that the effect
of DO IEI on the gap is still significant even in systems with a
large single-ion anisotropy.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The author is grateful to B. Gaulin, A. Georges, and C.
Franchini for useful discussions and to the CPHT computer
team for support.

APPENDIX A: METHODOLOGICAL DETAILS
1. Ab initio calculations

Our DFT+HI calculations are based on the full-potential
LAPW code Wien2k [31] and include the SO interaction with
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the standard second-variation approach. Projective Wannier
orbitals [32,49] representing Os (Ru) d orbitals are con-
structed from the Kohn-Sham (KS) bands in the energy range
[-1.4:4.8] ([-1.4:4.1]) eV relative to the KS Fermi level; this
energy window includes all 7,, and most of e, states but not
the oxygen 2p bands (see SM [43] for plots of the KS density
of states in BYOO and BYRO).

A rotationally invariant Coulomb vertex for the full d
shell is constructed using the parameters U¢ = F° and J§ =
(F? + F*)/14 together with the standard additional approxi-
mation [50] for the ratio of Slater parameters F*/F? = 0.625.
Some test calculations for BYOO were carried out using a
“small window” including only Os t,, states and the Kanamori
rotationally invariant #,, Hamiltonian with the corresponding
parameters U = U9 + 8J8/5 and Jy = 0.77J4. In all cal-
culations of BYOO, unless specified otherwise, we employ
FO=U%=2.6 eV and Hund’s rule J& = 0.39 eV. For the
f, Kanamori Hamiltonian they correspond to U = 3.05 eV,
which is within the accepted range for 5d DP [13,34,51], and
Jy = 0.30¢eV inferred for BYOO from measurements in Ref.
[24]. For BYRO, unless noted otherwise, we employ the same
value of Jy as in BYOO and the larger value of U¢ = 3.6 eV
to account for a stronger localization of 4d states.

All calculations are carried out for the experimental cu-
bic lattice structures of BYRO [52] and BYOO [18]. We
employ the local density approximation as the DFT exchange-
correlation potential, 400 k points in the full Brillouin
zone, and the Wien2k basis cutoff R;K.x = 8. The double-
counting correction is evaluated using the fully-localized limit
with the nominal d shell occupancy of 3. Extensive bench-
marks demonstrate the robustness of our qualitative results
with respect to varying Jy (see Fig. 4), DFT calculational
parameters, double-counting correction or employing the #,,
Hamiltonian instead of the full d shell, see SM [43] Sec. II.

Calculations of IEI VKQKQ (ij) acting within the Jegi = 3/2
space are carried out using the FT-HI approach of Ref. [29],
analogously to previous applications of this method to ac-
tinide dioxides [39,40] as well as to d' and % double
perovskites [10,34]. This approach is similar to other mag-
netic force theorem methods for symmetry-broken phases
(Refs. [53,54], see also Ref. [55] for a recent review) but
is formulated for the paramagnetic state. Within the FT-HI
method, the matrix elements of IEI V (ij) coupling Jegs = 3/2
quadruplets on two B’ sites read

.. ST §x¢
(M\M3|V (i j)IMaMy) = Tr| Gy ,

i~ OUn T n
(Spjz 4 (Spil 2

(AD)

where (ij) = R; — R; is the lattice vector connecting the two
sites, M = —3/2, ..., 3/2 is the magnetic quantum number,
MM s the corresponding element of the Jg-quadruplet

. . . . sxat . . . .
density matrix on site i, W is the derivative of atomic
Pi

(Hubbard-I) self-energy ¢ over a fluctuation of the le Mg)-

ement, G is the intersite Green’s function. The self-energy
derivatives are calculated from atomic Green’s functions using
analytical formulas derived in Ref. [29], where the FT-HI
method is described in detail. The method is applied as a
post-processing on top of DFT+HI; hence, all quantities in

the RHS of Eq. (Al) are evaluated from a fully converged
DFT+HI electronic structure.

Once all matrix elements (A1) are calculated, we make use
of the orthonormality property Tr[Okg - Ogo'] = Sxx'8go of
the Hermitian multipolar operators Ok (which are defined in
accordance with Eq. 10 of Ref. [35]) to map them into the IEI

VKQIg(i J) between on-site moments,

VEE (i) = Y (MM5|V (i )|MaM3)[Oolasoan, [Okogr Tasoon,-
M[Mg
M3M4

(A2)

To have a correct mapping into the Jei pseudospin ba-
sis, the phases of the |J.g; M) states are chosen such that
(Jers M|J4 | Jege; M — 1) is a positive real number.

2. Mean-field (MF) solution of the effective Hamiltonian

We employ the MCPHASE package [38] in conjunction
with an in-house module implementing multipolar operators
in the MCPHASE framework to solve the effective Hamil-
tonian Hig; in mean field. As initial guesses of the MF
procedure we employ all 1k structures realizable within sin-
gle fcc unit cell; these calculations converge to the 2Kk-P
order. In order to obtain a metastable 1k solution we start
with the corresponding initial guess switching off the random
Monte Carlo flips implemented in the MCPHASE. With this
procedure the LC structure is obtained at low 7" independently
of whether it or the TC one is used as the initial guess.

3. Inelastic neutron scattering (INS) intensities

We evaluated the generalized dynamical susceptibility
x(q, E) for the MF ground state using a generalized random
phase approximation (RPA), see Ref. [45]. The INS intensity
is calculated from x(q, E) by Eq. (3) using the form factors
F,.(q) for Jor = 3/2 multipole u = KQ, where a = x, y, z.
Our approach for evaluating these form factors is based on
analytical expressions for the one-electron neutron scatter-
ing operator Q,(q) from Ref. [46], which matrix elements
in the d° Jog space are calculated with the HI eigenstates
of the Jer = 3/2 quadruplet. The resulting matrices are then
expanded in multipole operators [56] as

(Jetts MIQu(@)esrs M) = D Fap (@0, Iar
"

to obtain the form factors.

The method is described in detail in Supplemental Material
of Ref. [10]. The radial integrals (j;(q)) for the Os>" 5d
shell, which enter into the formulas for one-electron matrix
elements of Q,(q), were taken from Ref. [57]. For Ru>", the
full set of (j.(g)) has not been given in the literature, to our
awareness. We thus use an estimate for Ru>* ( Jo(g)) from Ref.
[585]; for L = 2, 4 we assume the same values of {j;(q)) as in
Os>".

The spherically averaged INS intensities S(|q|, E) are cal-
culated for each |q| by averaging over 642 q points on an
equidistributed icosahedral mesh.
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FIG. 5. DFT+HI spectral function of BYOO (a) and BYRO (b).
The partial #,, spectral function is shaded in red.

APPENDIX B: ELECTRONIC STRUCTURE
OF BYOO AND BYRO

The IEI calculations by the FT-HI method were carried out
starting from the converged DFT+HI electronic structure of
BYOO and BYRO.

In Fig. 5 we display the converged DFT+HI spectral
functions of the both compounds obtained with the full-d cor-
related subspace [59]. Both systems are predicted by DFT+HI
to be correlated insulators with the gap of about 2.4 eV and
1.9 eV in BYOO and BYRO respectively. The insulating gap
in BYOO is between the Os t,, lower and upper Hubbard
bands (HB); hence, this compound is predicted to be a Mott
insulator. In contrast, BYRO is a charge-transfer insulator,
since the gap is between the upper edge of O 2p valence
band and the Ru upper HB. DFT+HI predictions for the gap
magnitude are not expected to be quantitatively accurate, since
the HB width is known to be underestimated in this approxi-
mation [60] leading to the gap being overestimated as noted,
e.g., in the case of rare-earth sesquioxides [61]. There are no
published experimental data on the gap magnitude or trans-
port in BYOO and BYRO, to our awareness. The DFT+HI
electronic structure compares qualitatively well with previous
DFT-based calculations (which used somewhat different pa-
rameters). In particular, Refs. [41,62] also predicted a Mott
gap in BYOO to open between ,, HB, although those calcu-
lations had to be made in a magnetically ordered phase due
to the well-known limitation of standard DFT(+U) methods
in capturing local-moment paramagnetism. They employed
smaller values of U, correspondingly, their calculated gap was
also smaller than the one we find. Reference [63] employing
DFT+U and DFT+DMFT predicted both paramagnetic and
antiferromagnetic BYRO to be insulating for the values of U
and Jy employed in the present paper.

TABLE 1. Calculated IEI VKQIg First two columns list Q and Q’,
respectively. Third and fourth columns list Cartesian labels for the
KQ and K'Q’ tensors. The last three columns display the values of
all IEI for BYOO and BYRO (meV) with magnitude above 0.05 meV

(for BYRO we list IEI calculated using two values of Jy ).

BYOO BYRO BYRO
Jy =03eV 03eV 023eV
Dipole-dipole

-1 -1 y y 11.22 9.27 9.67

0 z z 12.12 9.34 9.79
1 1 X X 11.22 9.27 9.67

Dipole-octupole
-1 -1 y yz? —1.38 -0.11  —-0.17
-1 1 y xz? 0.10
-1 3 y x(3x%-y?) 0.16
0 -2 z Xyz 0.21
0 0 z 73 —1.78 -0.13 —-0.21
1 -3 X y(x2-3y?) —0.16
1 -1 X yz? 0.10
1 1 X xz? —1.38 -0.11  -0.17
Quadrupole-quadrupole
-2 =2 Xy Xy —0.50
-1 -1 yz yz —-0.22
0 -2 72 Xy 0.23
0 0 7 7? -0.10
1 -1 Xz yz 0.19
1 1 XZ XZ —-0.22
2 2 x2y? x2—y? —-0.51
Octupole-Octupole

-2 =2 Xyz Xyz —0.07
-1 -1 yz? yz? 0.16
0 -2 73 Xyz —0.06
0 0 A 73 0.28
1 -1 xz? yz? —0.06
1 1 xz? xz? 0.16
2 2 z(xX>—y?)  z(x*—y?) —0.09

For the sake of reproducibility, we also plot the auxiliary
noninteracting Kohn-Sham densities of states of BYOO and
BYRO in SM [43] Sec. I.

APPENDIX C: INTERSITE EXCHANGE INTERACTIONS

In Table I we list all calculated IEI in BYOO and BYRO
with magnitude above 0.05 meV. The IEI are given for the
[0.5,0.5,0.0] nearest-neighbor fcc lattice vector.

We also list below the formulas to convert these IEI into
the IEI of the simplified Hamiltonian [Eq. (2)],

9
V:Emk (C1)
9
sV = E(V‘O‘O -V, (C2)
3 3
Vi, = —2—0( W+ @v) (C3)
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3 /3
I _ 11
Ve = -3 gv13 , (C4)
3 /5
Vr, = ~3 gv;;, (C5)

where the overall prefactors (9/20 and 3/20) are due to the
change of operators normalization from O to O, and the
square-root factors are due to the transformation to the cubic
IREP.
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