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4d transition metal oxide (TMO) offers an intriguing puzzle for their electronic and magnetic
ground state. They are in the cross-over regime of strong spin orbit interaction (SOI) and electron-
electron correlation (U) with quenched orbital angular momentum. Our work unravels the electronic
and magnetic ground state of the less investigated 4d3 double perovskite ruthenates A2LaRuO6 (A =
Ca, Ba). The negligible effect of SOI is evident from the bulk magnetic, specific heat measurements
and density functional theory (DFT) calculations, indicating a classical spin-only magnetic ground
state (S = 3/2) for the materials. Magnetization measurements show that both materials have
long range antiferromagnetic order with high degree of magnetic frustration (f ≈13 -15). Interest-
ingly, a near T 2- behavior is observed in low-T magnetic heat capacity measurement, indicating the
presence of low-dimensional spin-wave exciation and magnetic frustration in both materials. The
temperature dependent resistivity measurements and electronic band structure calculations confirm
a conventional Mott insulating ground state in these two systems. Moreover, our experimental
investigation and DFT calculations highlight the reason for the nonexistence of Sr2LaRuO6.

I. INTRODUCTION

Spin-orbit coupling (SOC) is a crucial energy scale that
often determines the electronic ground state in 4d and
5d transition metal oxides (TMOs). By varying the rel-
ative strength of SOC and on-site electron-electron in-
teraction (U), a multitude of exotic quantum phases of
matter are predicted in 4d/5d TMOs, e.g., topological
insulators, spin-orbit coupled Mott insulators, axion in-
sulators, Weyl semimetals, quantum spin liquids, etc.[1].
The discovery of the unconventional spin-orbt coupled
Mott insulating state in Sr2IrO4 (Jeff = 1/2) and its
similarity to cuprates created renewed interest in 4d/5d
TMOs, especially with perovskite structure[2–6]. In 4d
TMOs, SOC and U are comparable and often compete
with each other[7]. They display an amalgam of phases
ranging from the correlated metallic phase in Sr2RhO4,
Mott insulating states in Ca2RuO4 , heavy Fermi liquid
behavior in CaRuO3 to superconductivity in Sr2RuO4 [8–
11]. Often they present a highly tunable fragile ground
state, which can be perturbed by external perturbations
such as charge carrier doping and pressure [12–15].

Double Perovskite (DP) TMOs serve as an ideal plat-
form for studying tunability of 4d-TMOs that contain dif-
ferent atomic sites for magnetic and nonmagnetic atoms.
In DPs (A2BB

′
O6), the A site is usually occupied by an

alkaline/ alkaline earth metal and B/B
′
-site can host an

alkaline/ alkaline earth metal or a transition metal. In a
mixed DP TMO system where 3d and 5d magnetic TM
ions occupy the B and B

′
site, respectively, the hybridiza-

tion of 3d-5d orbitals controls the electronic and magnetic
properties e.g. La2CoIrO6, La2CoPtO6[16]. Therefore, it
is difficult to study the effect of pure SOC in mixed DPs.
On the other hand, ordered DPs with a single magnetic
4d/5d TM ion at the B′ site and B site by alkaline / al-

kaline earth / non-magnetic rare-earth elements are the
ideal candidates for studying the competition between
SOC and U , which can also be tuned by systematic chem-
ical doping at the A/B site. Many novel ground states
are realized in these materials, e.g. octupolar ordering
in Ba2MgOsO6, quadrupolar ordering in Ba2MgReO6,
valence bond glass state in Ba2YMoO6, magentically or-
dered state with Kitaev interactions in La2ZnIrO6 and
La2MgIrO6 [17–20].

Among these DPs, 4d3/5d3-TMO remains an outlier,
where a classical S = 3/2 ground state is predicted due
to the total quenching of the orbital angular momentum
(L = 0) of the t2g orbital by octahedral crystal electric
field (CEF)[21]. In contrast to the predicted classical
spin-only ground state, some of the 5d3-DP TMO sys-
tems show a relativistic spin-orbit coupled Jeff = 3/2
ground state e.g. Ba2YOsO6, Sr2MgIrO6 and Sr2CaIrO6

[22, 23]. 4d- TMOs, specifically perovskite ruthenates,
exhibit exotic ground states ranging from superconduc-
tivity to quantum criticality due to comparable U and
SOC [24–26]. 4d3-DP ruthenates with a single magnetic
Ru ion can be an ideal platform to study the compe-
tition between different energy scales and its tunability.
Recent investigations in the 4d3 system, Ba2YRuO6 indi-
cates the presence of unconventional multipolar ordering
in it[27]. In addition, the ambiguity that prevails around
the superconducting nature of Cu-doped Sr2YRuO6 cre-
ates an additional interest in this class of ordered DP-
ruthenates[28].

Among A2BRuO6 (A =Ca, Sr, Ba ; B = Sc, Y, La)
systems, A2LaRuO6 lacks a deeper understanding of its
electronic and magnetic ground state. There are also no
investigations to understand the effect of SOC on the
electronic and magnetic ground state of the A2BRuO6.
In this work, we have investigated the electronic and
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magnetic ground state of the A2LaRuO6 system in de-
tail by bulk magnetic, specific heat, resistivity measure-
ments and DFT calculations considering all the compet-
ing energy scales. Our results show a successful synthesis
of polycrystalline Ca2LaRuO6 (CLRO) and Ba2LaRuO6

(BLRO) and a structural instability in the formation of
Sr2LaRuO6 (SLRO). We studied the structural insta-
bility experimentally through Sr-doping in CLRO and
BLRO along with the calculation of the phonon density
of states for SLRO. Magnetization, specific heat, resistiv-
ity measurements, and density functional theory (DFT)
calculations reveal the occurrence of an antiferromagnetic
(AFM) Mott insulating ground state in A2LaRuO6 (A =
Ca,Ba) system rather than a spin-orbit coupled Mott in-
sulating state.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

Polycrystalline A2LaRuO6 (A = Ca, Ba) was synthe-
sized by the conventional solid-state synthesis route us-
ing stoichiometric quantities of ACO3 (A = Ca, Ba),
Ru powder and La2O3 (all with purity ≥ 99.9%).
A homogeneous mixture of precursors was heated at
1000◦C, 1100◦C and 1200◦C in a high-temperature
programmable Muffle furnace, along with intermediate
grinding and pelletization. At each step, the samples
were annealed for 24 hours. We obtained single-phase
BLRO and CLRO polycrystalline powder. We tried
to synthesize SLRO polycrystalline powder in the same
route but failed to obtain the single-phase SLRO. The
result was the same even after the temperature profile
and initial precursors were modified. To understand the
structural stability of SLRO, the A site of the A2LaRuO6

(A = Ca, Ba) was doped with 25% 50% and 75% Sr using
the same synthesis route.

The structural characterization of the synthesized sam-
ples was carried out using powder X-ray diffraction
(PXRD) at room temperature using a Rigaku Smart Lab
X-ray diffractometer with Cu-Kα radiation (λ = 1.54 Å).
The PXRD data was fitted using General Structural and
Analysis Software II (GSAS II)by the Rietveld refinement
method[29]. The magnetization measurements were per-
formed using the Quantum Design Magnetic Property
Measurement System (MPMS) in the temperature range
of 1.8 K - 300 K and magnetic field range between 0 - 70
kOe. A Quantum Design Physical Properties Measure-
ment System (PPMS) was used for heat capacity mea-
surements in the temperature range of 2 -300 K at 0 kOe
and 90 kOe magnetic field. Resistivity measurements
were carried out on cuboidal-shaped highly pressurized
pellets using Quazar Tech’s XPLORE 1.2 Physical Quan-
tities Measurement System (PQMS) in the temperature
range of 80 - 300 K at zero field by applying a constant
voltage of 1V.

III. CALCULATION METHODOLOGY

We performed the DFT calculations within the plane-
wave based basis set of the pseudopotential frame-
work with Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE)[30] exchange-
correlation functional as implemented in the Vienna
ab− initio simulation package (VASP)[31, 32]. The ef-
fect of electron-electron Coulomb correlations was taken
into account via onsite Hubbard U [33, 34]. The Ueff

(U−JH) for the Ru-4d states was taken as 4 eV. The SOC
effect has been incorporated in the calculations through
relativistic corrections to the original Hamiltonian [35].
The energy cut-off was set at 400 eV for both BLRO and
CLRO. For the self-consistent calculations, we utilised a
6×6× 6 and 6×6× 4 k-mesh in the Brillouin zone (BZ)
for cubic BLRO and monoclinic CLRO respectively. The
experimentally obtained structures were optimized by re-
laxing the atomic positions towards equilibrium until the
Hellmann-Feynman force becomes less than 0.001 eV/Å,
with the lattice parameters fixed at the experimentally
obtained values. The dynamical stability of the crystal
structures was investigated via phonon DOS, using the
open-source PHONOPY code [36].

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Structural Characterization

From the PXRD measurements, the single-phase na-
ture of the synthesized BLRO and CLRO was confirmed
without any detectable impurity. Rietveld refinement
for BLRO is done with the space group Fm3̄m (Space
group no : 225) (FIG. 1a). The same space group was
previously reported for this material and for Ba2YRuO6

[38, 39]. We noticed that Fm3̄m provided a better fit for
the synthesized BLRO compared to other reported struc-
ture R3̄ [40]. For the CLRO system, the Rietveld refine-
ment was done using space group P21/n (Space group
no : 14) (FIG. 1b) which was consistent with the pre-
vious report [41]. TABLE I provides the refined lattice
parameters of A2LaRuO6 (A = Ca, Ba) obtained from
their respective refinements. BLRO shows an ordered
DP structure without any structural distortion that has a
perfect RuO6 octahedra with a single Ru-O bond length
of 1.92 Å(FIG. 1a). Ru sublattice forms an FCC unit
cell (FIG. 1a). In CLRO, a significant distortion is ob-
served, which forms a distorted RuO6 octahedra with
bond lengths of 2.06 Å, 1.99 Å and 2.02 Å (FIG. 1b). A
different Ru sublattice is formed in CLRO as shown in
the inset of FIG. 1b. Single-phase PXRD patterns were
obtained for 25% and 50% Sr-doped CLRO which are
refined with P21/n space group, the same as the pure
CLRO (FIG.11). However, multi-phase sample was ob-
tained during the synthesis of Ca0.5Sr1.5LaRuO6 (75%
Sr-doped CLRO) and all Sr-doped BLRO. The refined
lattice parameters of Sr-doped CLRO are listed in Table
IV in Appendix . A linear increase in the lattice volume
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FIG. 1. Reitveld refinement of PXRD pattern a) BLRO and
b) CLRO. The measured data, the calculated pattern from
the refinement, the background and the difference between the
measured data and the calculated pattern are referred to as
obs, calc, bkgd, and diff, respectively. The vertical blue lines
refer to the location of Bragg peaks for the respective phases.
The crystal structure of BLRO and CLRO, their RuO6 oc-
tahedron with Ru-O bond lengths and the corresponding Ru
sublattice are shown in the respective insets, which are visu-
alized using the VESTA software[37].

was observed in Ca1−xSrxLaRuO6 (x = 0, 0.5, 1) series
(Appendix , FIG. 11).

B. Magnetization Measurements

FIG. 2 shows the temperature dependent inverse mag-
netic molar susceptibility (1/χM = H/M) of BLRO and
CLRO, measured in an external magnetic field, H = 10
kOe. Both follow a Curie-Weiss (CW) behavior at high
temperature, 1/χM = (T − Θ)/C. Here, C is the Curie
constant that provides the effective magnetic moment,

TABLE I. Refined lattice parameters of CLRO and BLRO.
Here, Rw represents the Reitveld refinement quality factor.

BLRO CLRO
Crystal System Cubic Monclinic
Space group Fm3̄m P21/n

a (Å) 8.5427(1) 5.6127(1)
b (Å) 8.5427(1) 5.816(9)
c (Å) 8.5427(1) 8.0538(2)
β (◦) 90.00(3) 90.224(3)
Rw 14.89 % 13.61 %

FIG. 2. Temperature dependent inverse magnetic molar sus-
ceptibility data for a) BLRO and b) CLRO at an external
magnetic field, H = 10 kOe with the CW fit (red line). Inset

(i) shows the molar susceptibility (χM ) and d(χMT )
dT

vs. T and
inset (ii) shows the zero field cooled (ZFC) and field cooled
(FC) χM vs. T at low field, H = 100 Oe near magnetic phase
transitions for both the systems in their respective panels.
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µeff (=
√
8CµB) and Θ is the CW temperature. The

CW fit in the temperature range of 50 K to 300 K pro-
vides an effective magnetic moment, µeff = 3.907(2) µB

for BLRO and 4.004(4) µB for CLRO, respectively. A
slight variation in µeff (< 1% ) and Θ (< 5 %) are
observed for the CW fit in different temperature ranges
between 50 K and 300 K. The experimental µeff s are
very similar to the theoretical spin-only value of µeff

(= 3.87 µB) for S = 3/2 in the 4d3 system [42–44]. This
indicates a negligible effect of SOC in the A2LaRuO6 sys-
tems. A large negative Θ of - 311.4(6) K and -137.5(3) K
is obtained from the CW fit for BLRO and CLRO, respec-
tively, which implies a strong antiferromagnetic exchange
interaction between the Ru5+ ions in both systems.
We have analyzed the magnetic ground state from the

low-temperature magnetic susceptibility data. In the
case of BLRO, the high field (H = 10 kOe) χM drops
sharply below 25 K, which increases again at low temper-
ature with a weak anomaly around 7 K. The transitions

are prominent in d(χMT )
dT vs. T data (FIG 2a (i)). The

temperature dependent field cooled (FC) and zero field
cooled (ZFC) χM measured at a lower field (H = 100 Oe)
also shows a kink near 25 K without any hysteresis (FIG.
2a(ii)). However, a small hysteresis is observed near 7 K.
This behavior suggests the appearance of an antiferro-
magnetic ordering below TN = 25 K and spin canting
below 7 K in BLRO. For CLRO, a sharp drop is observed
around T = 9 K in the high field (H = 10 kOe) χM and
d(χMT )

dT data (FIG. 2b(i)). The anomaly is also present in
the low field (H = 100 Oe) temperature dependent ZFC
- FC χM data (FIG. 2b(ii)). Furthermore, strong hys-
teresis with a kink at around 13 K is observed in the 100
Oe, ZFC - FC χm data, above TN . This additional tran-
sition is absent in the high-field χm data. It seems that
upon lowering the temperature, spin freezing occurs in
CLRO below 13 K and Ru5+ spins orders antiferromag-
netically below 9 K upon further cooling. Both BLRO
and CLRO have an antiferromagnetic ground state with a
high frustration index (f = |Θ|/TN )) 12.46 and 15.52 re-
spectively. The magnetic frustration in BLRO originates
from FCC Ru sublattice and the same in CLRO from
isosceles triangles in the Ru sublattice (insets of FIG. 1).
The temperature dependent χM for Ca1−xSrxLaRuO6 (x
= 0.5,1) is shown in the Appendix (FIG. 12). The cor-
responding transition temperatures (TN ) ,Θ and f are
listed in Appendix, TABLE. V. Field-dependent magne-
tization isotherms at different temperatures for BLRO
and CLRO are shown in FIG. 3. The AFM ground state
is clearly evident from the linear M vs. H plot for BLRO
at 15 K and 50 K and for CLRO at 5 K, 12 K and 50 K.
However, for BLRO, a clear non-linearity is observed in
M vs. H at low temperature (T = 5K) which is clearly
reflected in dM

dH vs. H plot (FIG. 3a(i)). This might be
due to the canted AFM ground state in this system.

FIG. 3. Field dependent magnetization (M vs. H) data for
BLRO (closed symbols ) and CLRO (open symbols) at differ-
ent temperatures. Inset (i) shows the dM

dH
vs. H plot of BLRO

for the same temperatures.

FIG. 4. Temperature dependent resistivity measurements (ρ
vs. T ) of BLRO and CLRO. Inset shows 3D variable range
hopping (VRH) fit for the same.

C. Resistivity Measurements

Temperature dependent resistivity measurements (ρ
vs. T ) of both BLRO and CLRO show an insulating be-
havior (FIG. 4). ρ(T ) does not follow an Arrhenius be-
havior except for a very narrow temperature region near
300 K (not shown here). Rather, resistivity of both sys-
tems follows a 3D Mott variable range hopping (VRH)
behavior given by ρ = ρ0exp[(T0/T )

1/d+1] (inset of FIG.
4), where d = 3 is the dimensionality of the hopping. The
fitted values of T0 for BLRO and CLRO are 79.48 x 107

K and 47.75 x 107 K respectively. ρ(T ) of most polycrys-
talline Mott insulators with localized moments and defect
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FIG. 5. Temperature dependent heat capacity measurements
of a) BLRO and b) CLRO at H = 0 kOe along with the
Debye, Einstein and Debye - Einstein fit. Insets (i) display the
temperature dependence of heat capacity at different fields.

states follow a similar 3D Mott VRH behavior [45–47].

D. Specific Heat Capacity Measurements

Further confirmation on magnetic phase transitions
and Ru5+ spin/pseudospin state of the synthesized
A2LaRuO6 systems were obtained from temperature de-
pendent specific heat measurements (Cp vs. T ). FIG. 5a
shows a clear λ-like anomaly for BLRO in Cp at T = 25 K
indicative of the long-range AFM interaction and is con-
sistent with the TN estimated from the magnetization
measurements. A shift of the anomaly towards higher
temperature by 90 kOe magnetic field (FIG. 5a(i)) is
counter intuitive to the conventional AFM system, rather
pointing towards canted AFM ground state. No other
anomaly is observed in Cp for BLRO at T = 7 K. This

TABLE II. Parameters obtained from the Debye-Einstein fit.

BLRO CLRO
nE 4.11(7) 2.8(1)
nD 5.75(4) 8.69(9)
TE 130(2) K 150(5) K
TD 650(9) K 690(13) K
Smag 10.82 J/K-mol 11.35 J/K-mol

suggests that BLRO undergoes an AFM phase transi-
tion at 25 K and spin reorientation at T = 7 K. On the
other hand, a broader anomaly is observed around 9 K
for CLRO, which shifts to a lower temperature when a
90 kOe magnetic field is applied (FIG. 5b(i)). This im-
plies a conventional AFM ground state with TN = 9 K
for CLRO.
Magnetic specific heat (Cmag) for these materials is ob-

tained by subtracting the lattice specific heat (Clattice)
from the total specific heat capacity (Cp). Clattice of
a material follows either Debye model, Einstein model
or combination of both. The Debye model accounts for
the acoustic phonon modes, while the Einstein model de-
scribes the active optical phonon modes present in the
system. The high temperature Cp(T) of BLRO and
CLRO does not fit either the Debye or Einstein model, as
shown in the FIG. 5. Clattice estimated from the Debye-
Einstein model (Eq. 1) fits the Cp data very well in the
temperature range 40 K - 225 K for both the BLRO and
CLRO (FIG. 5).

Clattice(T ) = nD9R

(
T

TD

)3 ∫ TD/T

0

x4ex

(ex − 1)2
dx

+nE3R

(
TE

T

)2
eTE/T

(eTE/T − 1)2

(1)

The first and second term of Eq.1 represent the Debye
and Einstein model for specific heat capacity respectively.
Here nD, nE , TE , TD, R, x are Debye coefficent, Ein-
stein coefficent, Einstein temperature, Debye tempera-
ture, universal gas constant and h̄ω/kBT respectively.

For both BLRO and CLRO, Cmag/T and the cor-

responding magnetic entropy (Smag =
∫ Cmag

T dT ) are
shown in FIG. 6. A much broader transition is observed
in Cmag/T for CLRO compared to BLRO, possibly due
to the partial spin freezing in CLRO above TN . In both
BLRO and CLRO, Smag reaches Rln4 near 50 K which
is close to the theoretical value Rln(2S+1) for S = 3/2.
For both systems, Smag saturates at a temperature much
lower than |ΘCW | which may be due to the underestima-
tion of Clattice at low temperature. TABLE II provides
the fitted parameters and the calculated Smag from the

fit. The inset of FIG. 6 shows a T (2.2±0.2) dependence of
Cmag for BLRO at 0 kOe below TN , while a T (1.4±0.1)

dependence is observed at 90 kOe. Cmag of CLRO also
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FIG. 6. Temperature dependent Magnetic specific heat data
(Cmag/T vs. T ) is shown (left axis). Right axis displays the
corresponding magnetic entropy (Smag). Dashed green line
represents the theoretically calculated Smag, Rln4 (11.53 J/K-
mol) for 4d3 systems. Inset show a T 2.2 and T 1.4 dependence
for the magnetic specific heat of BLRO at 0 kOe and 90 kOe
respectively..

follows a nearly T 2-dependence below TN (not shown
here because of the small temperature range of fitting).
Typically, the T 2-behavior in low temperature magnetic
heat capacity is observed for gapless quantum spin liq-
uids [48, 49]and in disordered Kitaev materials [50, 51].
Origin is usually connected with strong quantum fluc-
tuations mediated by competing exchange interactions
present in the magnetic sublattice of these systems. T 2-
behavior is also observed in 2D Heisenberg antiferromag-
nets and other low-dimensional disordered antiferromag-
netic systems[52, 53]. This behavior mostly originates
from the quadratic spinwave dispersion relation. Sim-
ilar behavior was observed in antiferromagnetically or-
dered Pyrochlore Gd2Sn2O7[54]. The near T 2-behavior
of Cm in long range antiferromagnetically ordered BLRO
and CLRO is rather atypical in nature. It may originate
from the special spinwave excitation present in these DPs
which can be explained by low-dimensional magnetic ex-
change in the frustrated Ru-sublattice.

E. Electronic Structure Calculations

The DFT based electronic structure calculations pro-
vide further insights into the materials from the mi-
croscopic point of view. We performed GGA+U self-
consistent calculations for both BLRO and CLRO, post-
structural optimization. The Hubbard U parameter was
introduced due to the presence of a transition metal in
the compound. The orbital projected GGA+U (Ueff =
U − JH = 4 eV) spin-polarized density of states (DOS)
for BLRO and CLRO are shown in FIG.7(a) and (b) re-
spectively. The most prominent feature that we found in

the electronic structure is the presence of a large band
gap at the Ef , which indicates the insulating nature of
both double perovskites. Near the Fermi energy, the most
dominant states are from the Ru-4d states, as clearly vis-
ible in FIG.7, which are broadly split into lower-lying t2g
and upper-lying eg manifolds, due the octahedral crystal
field splitting. The t2g manifold is completely filled in
the majority spin channel and are located close to Ef .
The minority spin channel is completely empty and the
DOS lies at around 2 eV for both BLRO and CLRO.
The completely empty eg states in both the spin chan-
nels are located far away from Ef in the energy interval
3-5 eV in the conduction band. The empty 5d states of
La in both the spin channels, lie farther away in the en-
ergy scale and hence do not contribute actively to the
electronic properties of the system. The O-2p states are
strongly hybridized with the Ru-4d states as evident in
FIG.7, by the presence near the Ef . The gap due to ex-
change splitting between the t2g majority and minority
spin channels is of the order of 1.6 eV and is marginally
greater for CLRO due to the presence of structural dis-
tortions in the monoclinic structure. The Ru-4d states
located below 4eV from the Ef in the valance band are
the Ru anti-bonding states, which further extend upto 6
eV below the Ef .
The calculated values of the spin magnetic moment at

the various sites are listed in Table III. The absence of
substantial value of magnetic moment at the Ba, Ca, La,
and O sites suggests that Ru is the only magnetically ac-
tive site in BLRO and CLRO. The small value of the spin
magnetic moment present at the O site is due to strong
hybridization within the RuO6 octahedra as previously
visualized in the overlap of Ru-4d and O-2p DOS near the
Ef . The total magnetic moment of the system is found
to be 3 µB/formula unit. From the combined findings
of DOS and magnetic moments, we can conclude that
Ba/Ca and La are in inert configurations with a nomi-
nal valence state of +2 and +3, respectively, and O is
in -2 [2p6] electronic state. On the other hand, Ru is
+5 [4d3] electronic state, with a high spin state of S= 3

2 .
The above findings are consistent with the magnetization
measurements discussed previously. Furthermore, calcu-
lations were performed with the range of values of U and
we find that there are no major alterations in the elec-
tronic and magnetic properties of BLRO and CLRO with
the variation of U . Interestingly, the electronic structure
calculation in the absence of Hubbard U , also shows a
gap in the DOS, at the Fermi level. Since the above-
mentioned gap at the Fermi level is due to the exchange
splitting of the t2g majority and minority spin bands,
the BLRO and CLRO clearly fall under the category of
correlation-driven insulators. Experimental measure-
ments clearly show that in both BLRO and CLRO com-
pounds, AFM correlations are dominating in nature, with
the possibility of low-temperature, short-range FM cor-
relation with spin canting. The 1

χ − T measurements

show the CW temperature (Θ) for BLRO is almost twice
that of CLRO, indicating the magnetic exchange inter-
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FIG. 7. The orbital projected DOS for (a) BLRO and (b)
CLRO with GGA+U(=4 eV). The blue, green, and brown
curves represent the Ru-4d, La-5d, and O-2p states respec-
tively. The Fermi energy level has been set to zero in the
energy scale.

FIG. 8. The calculated band-structure for (a) BLRO and
(b) CLRO. The black and turquoise dotted curves represent
the GGA+U and GGA+U+SOC bandstructures respectively.
The Fermi energy level has been set to zero in the energy scale.

actions are stronger in BLRO than CLRO. Therefore,
to understand the underlying magnetism, we have done
the magnetic exchange interaction calculations for both
BLRO and CLRO. We have considered the nearest neigh-
bor exchange path between the different Ru ions to cal-
culate the hopping interaction. The calculated magnetic
exchange (J) interactions incorporating the SOC effect

TABLE III. The GGA+U calculated values of the spin mag-
netic moment for BLRO and CLRO. The spin magnetic mo-
ments are mentioned in units of µB .

Site BLRO CLRO
Ba/Ca 0.01 0.06
La 0.01 0.03
Ru 2.36 2.35
O 0.07 0.1

are found to be AFM in nature. The computed values
are 10.92 meV and 5.93 meV for BLRO and CLRO re-
spectively. The calculated values of the nearest neighbor
exchange interaction are in close agreement with exper-
imental findings and the ratio of the J ’s for BLRO and
CLRO (≈ 1.8), is in good agreement with the experi-
mentally measured ratio of the CW temperatures (Θ)
of the BLRO and CLRO. Moreover, the nearest neigh-
bor strong AFM exchange interactions in the cubic struc-
tured BLRO induces strong magnetic frustration in the
tetrahedrally coordinated Ru sublattice. Therefore, in
the low-temperature regime, due to the enhancement of
the quantum fluctuations, the short-range interactions
become proactive and finally lead to the spin canting.
The observed minute feature in the magnetic measure-
ment of the BLRO close to 8 K, may arise due to the
possible spin non-collinearity in the system.
In FIG. 8, the band structure for BLRO and CLRO

are shown along the high symmetry K-points of the re-
spective space groups. We see that the band structures
have a very similar band dispersion, both in the presence
and absence of the incorporation of SOC in the calcu-
lations. Except for the breaking of degeneracy-driven
changes in the band dispersion, the SOC does not play
a major role in deriving the underlying electronic struc-
ture of these compounds. Furthermore, if we look into
the magnetic moment at the Ru site for GGA+U+SOC
along the [001] direction, the spin magnetic moments for
BLRO and CLRO show negligible changes with a value
of 2.34 µB . The orbital magnetic moment is calculated
to be 0.01 µB , which is also very small. From the above
findings, we can conclude that the impact of SOC is lim-
ited in both compounds which can be attributed to the
half-filled 4d state of Ru [t32g], which leads to quenching
of the orbital degrees of freedom resulting in a negligible
value of the orbital magnetic moment. Thus, even in the
presence of 4dmagnetic element Ru, both the compounds
fall under the description of weak SOC regime and the in-
sulating nature can be classified in the conventional Mott
regime.
Both theoretically and experimentally, the Ba and the

Ca variants have been investigated thoroughly, and the
obtained results are consistent with each other. Thus,
it is a natural trend to explore the possible Sr variant of
this series. However, the synthesis of the Sr variant in the
double-perovskite form is not possible from experiments.
We also tried to explore the possible reason behind the
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FIG. 9. The calculated phonon density of states for
Sr2LaRuO6. The red (continuous) and green (dotted) lines
represent the phonon DOS considering monoclinic and cubic
symmetries respectively. The inset shows the zoomed version
of the atom site projected phonon densities for the monoclinic
symmetry, where the blue, orange, violet, and cyan curves
represent the contribution from Sr, Ru, La, and O atoms re-
spectively.

FIG. 10. The orbital projected DOS for CaSrLaRuO6 with
GGA+U(=4 eV). The blue, green, and cyan curves represent
the Ru-4d, La-5d, and O-2p states respectively. The Fermi
energy level has been set to zero in the energy scale.

unsuccessful attempt for the synthesis of the Sr variant,
via phonon investigation. We have carried out the cal-
culations of the Sr2LaRuO6 to test the dynamical stabil-
ity via phonon density of states as shown in FIG.9. We
found that the Sr variant is very unlikely to be in the cu-
bic symmetry phase as large negative frequency phonon
modes existed in the phonon DOS (green dotted curve),
as shown in the FIG.9 . However, in the case of the
monoclinic symmetry structure of the Sr2LaRuO6, the
dynamical instability has been comparatively reduced as
evident in the phonon DOS (red curve). We have found
from the atom projected phonon DOS (inset of FIG.9),
that the negative frequency contributions are predomi-
nantly arising from the Sr states, which is very much
intuitive. We have also investigated the 50% Sr doped
in the Ca2LaRuO6 and compared the results with the
experiments. The calculated DOS for CaSrLaRuO6 is
shown in FIG.10. We found that the main features of the
electronic structure remain intact, including the charge
and the spin states. The magnetic moment (2.01 µB/Ru
site) is also marginally changed, which is consistent with
the experimental observation. The prominent difference
that distinguishes this from the Ca variant is that the
band gap has decreased in the case of the 50% doped
case. We also calculated the magnetic exchange (5.91
meV), which is marginally reduced compared to that of
the undoped Ca compounds, which also has been seen in
the experiments.

V. CONCLUSIONS

Detailed structural analysis by PXRD investigation
and electronic structural calculation suggest that in the
A2LaRuO6 (Ca-Ba) series, maximum unit-cell volume
with the largest atom at the A-site stabilizes the ordered
DP structure. The unit cell undergoes monoclinic distor-
tion with decreasing size. This is evident from the nonex-
istence of Sr-doped BLRO and realization of monoclinic
crystal structure in low Sr-doped CLRO. Although it is
really intriguing that in this series Sr2LaRuO6 and 75%
Sr-doped CLRO do not form in any of the crystal struc-
tures, whereas the phonon DOS calculation does not rule
out the formation of SLRO in a monoclinic structure.
The change in symmetry also affects the magnetic

properties of the material. BLRO possesses an FCC
Ru unit cell having Ru-tetrahedron with a Ru-Ru dis-
tance of 6.04061 (12)Å. This results in a geometrically
frustrated magnetic sublattice which is clearly reflected
in a very high frustration parameter (=12.45). An ear-
lier neutron diffraction study in BLRO with a monoclinic
crystal structure suggested collinear Type IIIa magnetic
ordering in FCC pseudocubic sublattice at 2K[55]. But
our magnetization data showed signatures of spin cant-
ing below 10 K and a clear cubic crystal structure with-
out any structural transition. Further neutron diffraction
study is required in this system to identify the ground-
state magnetic structure. However, because of the mon-
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oclinic distortion in CLRO, the Ru-sublattice forms Ru
isoscale triangles. It has a frustration index compara-
ble to that of BLRO, mostly because of competing mag-
netic interactions. Previous neutron diffraction measure-
ments in CLRO suggested a Type I magnetic ordering in
fcc pseudocubic sublattice which can be explained from
our magnetization data [55]. The T 2-bahavior of the
low-temperature magnetic heat capacity indicates low-
dimensional magnetic exchange and magnetic frustration
in BLRO and CLRO. It is worth to note that inelastic
neutron measuremenet in Ba2YRuO6 system confirmed
the gapped spinwave exciation with 5 meV spin gap [44].
The spinwave exciations in BLRO and CLRO can be very
different from its yttrium counterparts, which can only
be confirmed from further millikelvin heat capacity mea-
surement and ineleastic neutron scattering measurement.

µeff and Smag calculated from the magnetization and
heat capacity measurements imply a negligible effect of
SOC in these systems, the same is corroborated by the
DFT calculations. This points towards a conventional L-
S coupling in this 4d3 system, which defers from the the-
oretical proposed coupling limit for 4d3/5d3 systems.[56].
A clear understanding of the electronic structure of these
systems can be investigated from the resonant inelastic
X-ray scattering (RIXS) measurements.

In summary, our work proves that BLRO and CLRO
have a non-relativistic Mott insulating AFM ground state
with interesting spinwave dispersion. However, SLRO is
situated near a structural instability, making it impossi-
ble to synthesize in a single-phase.
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Appendix: Ca2−xSrxLaRuO6 (x = 0.5, 1)

PXRD data of the single-phase polycrystalline Sr-
doped CLRO systems clearly show a shift in the peak
position (inset (i) of FIG. 11). Here Ca1.5Sr0.5LaRuO6

and CaSrLaRuO6 are represented by 25SCLRO and
50SCLRO, respectively. The PXRD patterns of Sr-doped
CLRO is fitted with P21/n space group. Sr-doping in
CLRO results in a increase in all the lattice parameters
(TABLE IV) and a corresponding increase in the vol-
ume of the unit cell. The linear increase in unit cell vol-
ume upon Sr-doping of CLRO follows the Vegard’s law
as shown in inset (ii) of FIG. 11.

1/χM vs. T plots of 25SCLRO and 50SCLRO are

shown in FIG. 12 a and b, respectively. Both of them
follow a CW behavior in the high-temperature regime
with strong AFM interactions with a slight decrease in Θ

TABLE IV. Refined lattice parameters of Sr-doped CLRO
system using P21/n space group: Ca1−xSrxLaRuO6.

x a (Å) b (Å) c (Å) β (◦)
0 5.6127(1) 5.816(9) 8.0538(2) 90.224(3)
0.5 5.6557(1) 5.8362(1) 8.0921(2) 90.253(2)
1 5.7014(2) 5.84(1) 8.1293(3) 90.298(3)

FIG. 11. PXRD data of Ca2−xSrxLaRuO6 (x = 0, 0.5, 1).In-
set (i) shows the zoomed plot of the shifted peaks. Inset (ii)
displays the variation of unit cell volume with change in the
doping fraction (x).

with Sr-doping. The AFM transitions in 25SCLRO and
50SCLRO are shown in the insets (i) of FIG. 12 by the

prominent peak in the respective d(χMT )
dT vs. T and peak

drop in χM vs. T data. The ZFC -FC plot of 50SCLRO
(FIG. 12b(ii)) clearly shows a large separation in the χM

vs. T plot at low field, indicating a possible spin-glass
state. A linear Mvs.H behavior further confirmed the
AFM ground state of these doped systems (not shown
here). Magnetic parameters are given in TABLE V.

TABLE V. TN , Θ and µeff obtained from the high tempera-
ture CW fit of Ca2−xSrxLaRuO6.

x TN (K) Θ (K) f µeff (µB)
0 8.86 -137.5(3) 15.52 4.004(4)
0.5 8.49 -149.3(3) 17.5 4.318(3)
1 8.53 -115.4(4) 13.52 3.926(3)



10

FIG. 12. Temperature dependent inverse magnetic suscepti-
bility data for Ca2−xSrxLaRuO6 a) x = 0.5 and b) x =1 at an
external magnetic field, H = 1 kOe with the CW fit (red line)
from 50 K - 300 K. Inset (i) shows the molar susceptibility

(χM ) and d(χmT )
dT

vs. T and inset (ii) shows the Zero Field
Cooled (ZFC) and Field Cooled (FC) χM vs. T at low tem-
perature near magnetic phase transitions for both the systems
in their respective panels.
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