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Abstract: Trilayer Ruddlesden–Popper phase La4Ni3O10 has been observed with Tc of 

~ 30 K at high pressure in recent experiment, which further expanded the family of 

nickelate superconductors. In this study, we explored the effects of electronic 

correlations in La4Ni3O10 using density function theory plus dynamical mean–field 

theory at ambient and high pressures. Our derived spectral functions and Fermi surface 

of ambient pressure phase are nicely consistent with the experimental results by angle–

resolved photoemission spectroscopy, which emphasized the importance of electronic 

correlations in La4Ni3O10. We also found the electronic correlations in pressured 

La4Ni3O10 are both orbital–dependent and layer–dependent due to the presence of 

Hund’s rule coupling. There is a competition between the Hund’s rule coupling and the 

crystal–field splitting, and therefore the Ni–O layers with weaker crystal-field splitting 

energy would have stronger electronic correlations. 
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Exploration of high–Tc superconductors has been one of the most important frontiers 

in condensed matter physics. As the first discovered high–Tc superconductors, cuprates 

[1-4] have inspired the searches for superconductivity in oxide compounds. Due to the 

similarities with cuprates, nickelates have long been suggested as candidates of high–

Tc superconductors [5-8]. In 2019, a Sr–doped infinite–layer NdNiO2 with Tc of 15 K 

have been discovery [9]. Following this success, the superconductivity of infinite–layer 

nickelate have been widely explored [10-14]. Enormous investigations have been 

carried out concerning the physical properties of this superconducting system, such as 

the multiorbital nature [15], the Hund’s metal behaviors [16], and the Kondo coupling 

[17-19]. Lately, superconductivity in bilayer Ruddlesden–Popper (RP) phase La3Ni2O7 

have been observed with a maximum Tc of 80 K at pressure above 14 GPa [20-25]. As 

a second unconventional superconductor family with Tc higher than the boiling 

temperature of liquid nitrogen, this breakthrough has attracted extensive attentions on 

the superconductivity mechanism and electronic correlations in La3Ni2O7 [26-37], such 

as the orbital–selective behavior [33, 38], the Hund’s rule coupling [30, 39, 40], and 

the interlayer superexchange interactions [41, 42]. The orbital–dependent electronic 

correlations and interlayer interactions have been experimental measured at ambient 

pressure [36, 37], which may support the interlayer superexchange and multiorbital 

nature. 

Recently, trilayer RP phase La4Ni3O10 have been observed with Tc of ~ 30 K at 

pressure above 15 GPa [43-47], resulting from a structural transition from the P21/a 

phase at the ambient pressure to the I4/mmm phase at high pressure. Besides, some 

experiments reported that La4Ni3O10 possess similar electronic state with La3Ni2O7 and 

both nickelates have orbital–dependent electronic correlations at the ambient pressure 

[48, 49]. However, the Tc of La4Ni3O10 is much lower than La3Ni2O7. The effective 

model of La4Ni3O10 have been proposed [50-54] and suggested that the lower Tc may 

due to the weaker hybridization between the Ni–dz2  and Ni–dx2-y2  orbitals. Besides, 

using density function theory plus dynamical mean–field theory (DFT+DMFT), the 

researchers proposed that the electronic correlation effects at different Ni–O layer are 

not similar [55, 56]. Therefore, it is important to study the effects of electronic 

correlations in pressured La4Ni3O10 and to explore the origination of layer-dependent 

electronic correlations. 

In this work, we studied the effects of electronic correlations, especially the Hund’s 

rule coupling, in trilayer nickelate La4Ni3O10 using both the DFT+U and the 

DFT+DMFT methods. We found that the electronic structures of La4Ni3O10 in P21/a 

phase being calculated by DFT+DMFT are nicely consistent with the experimental 

observations, therefore emphasizing the importance of multi-orbital electronic 

correlations in modelling this trilayer nickelate. We then studied the high pressure 

I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10 by DFT+DMFT, and found that the electronic correlations 

of Ni-dz2 orbitals are stronger than these of Ni-dx2-y2 orbitals, presenting an orbital–

dependent nature. Besides, the magnitudes of electronic correlations are dependent on 

the Ni–O layers. Both the orbital–dependent and the layer–dependent features of 
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electronic correlations in La4Ni3O10 are originated from the Hund’s rule coupling. By 

analyzing the evolution of atomic spin state probability and Hund’s rule coupling, we 

suggested that a competition between the Hund’s rule coupling and the crystal-field 

splitting. The Ni–O layer with weaker crystal-field splitting energy would have a 

stronger correlation. 

La4Ni3O10 has a monoclinic P21/a symmetry at the ambient pressure, which can be 

termed as an inter–growth of three NiO6 octahedra planes and two La–O fluorite–type 

layers stacking along the c directions. Adopting the crystal structure from previous 

experiments [43], we first calculated its band structures and density of states (DOS) 

using the DFT+U method as implemented in the Wien2k package [57] and shown in 

Fig. 1(a). An effective U = 3.5 eV is employed in the correlated Ni-3d orbitals, in line 

with previous bilayer and trilayer nickelate DFT calculations [37, 53]. The details of 

computational method are provided in the Supplemental Materials. Our results show 

that both the Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals cross the Fermi level (EF), which is different 

from bilayer Amam phase of La3Ni2O7 at the ambient pressure with only Ni–dx2-y2 

orbitals cross the EF [37]. There are two pockets around the Γ point in Fig. 1(c), 

including a smaller electronic γ pocket and a relatively larger electronic α pocket. 

Although the derived Fermi surface by DFT is similar to those reported in previous 

DFT calculations [44, 48], they are contradicted with the angle–resolved photoemission 

spectroscopy (ARPES) results [44, 48]. The Fermi surface from ARPES has only one 

pocket around the Γ point, as shown in the background in shaded grey.  

We then calculated the k–resolved spectral functions, the DOS and the Fermi surface 

of La4Ni3O10 in P21/a phase at 100 K using the DFT+DMFT package [58] with U = 

3.5 eV and J = 1.0 eV (Fig. 1(b, d)). Compared with the DFT result, both the α, β, and 

γ bands are strongly renormalized and become very flat near the EF. The energy range 

of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 DOS are only about 0.2 eV, a factor of about 3.5 times narrower 

than that from the DFT result. Besides, for energy below -0.2 eV, the spectral functions 

become more incoherent due to the strong electronic interaction, which is also 

consistent with the ARPES results. It is noticed that the γ band does not cross the EF 

anymore, therefore the γ pocket vanished after inclusion of the electron-electron 

scattering and the multi–orbital coupling by DMFT. In Fig. 1(d), there is only one 

electronic α pocket in octagon shape around the Γ point, and the Fermi surface by 

DFT+DMFT nicely overlaps with that from APRES. Both the spectral functions and 

the derived Fermi surface indicate that DFT+DMFT method can provide improved 

description of La4Ni3O10 than DFT through benchmarks with the APRES experimental 

results. The consistency between our DFT+DMFT calculations and the ARPES results 

thus emphasized the importance of multi-orbital electronic correlations in La4Ni3O10, 

and justified our choice of the Hubbard U and the Hund’s rule coupling J in this work. 

Next, we studied the La4Ni3O10 at high pressure of 30.5 GPa by DFT+DMFT, which 

adopts a tetragonal symmetry (space group: I4/mmm) (Fig. 2(a)) with lattice parameters 

a = 3.709 Å and c = 26.716 Å [43]. We define the upper and lower Ni–O layers as the 
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outer layers and the middle Ni–O layers as the inner layers. Fig. 2(b–e) represent the 

DOS and the hybridization functions of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals at 100 K with U 

= 3.5 eV and J = 1 eV. For the inner layer, we can see that both the DOS of Ni–dz2 and 

Ni–dx2-y2  orbitals formed a peak near the EF. It suggests that Ni–dz2  and Ni–dx2-y2 

orbitals producing characteristic quasiparticle spectra peaks in the inner layers. The 

existence of high hybridization peaks of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals at around 0.3 eV 

in Fig. 2(d) indicated that these two orbitals have strong hybridization with the O–p 

orbitals. The strength of hybridization peak of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in the outer 

layers at around 0.3 eV is lower than the inner layer, which indicate that the 

hybridization strength of these two orbitals in outer layer is weaker than these in inner 

layers. 

The imaginary parts of the Matsubara–frequency self–energy functions are analyzed 

to unveil the effects of electronic correlations in Ni–dz2  and Ni–dx2-y2  orbitals. As 

shown in Fig. 3(a), the imaginary part of self–energy functions Im ( )ni  in both the 

inner and the outer layers extrapolate to zero as 0 → , which suggests the coherent 

electron–scattering in La4Ni3O10 at 100 K. In both the inner and the outer layers, the 

self–energy function magnitudes of Ni–dz2 orbitals are larger than those of Ni–dx2-y2 

orbitals, which indicates the quasi–particle weight
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Ni– dz2  orbitals would be smaller. Since the quasiparticle weight Z is inversely 

proportional to the strength of electronic correlations, the correlation strength of the 

Ni–dz2 orbitals would be larger than that of the Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals. Our discovery of the 

orbital–dependent electronic correlation feature and the stronger correlated Ni–dz2 

orbitals in I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10 is consistent with previous experimental 

observation at ambient pressure[48]. Similarly, the self–energy magnitudes of Ni–dz2 

and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in outer layers are always larger than these in inner layers, which 

suggest the correlation effects of the outer layer is stronger than these of the inner layers. 

Therefore, the I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10 presents a layer-dependent electronic 

correlations feature.  

Since the Hund’s rule coupling J have been suggested important in pressured 

La3Ni2O7 [30], we examined the effects of Hund’s rule coupling by reducing it to 0 eV. 

The imaginary parts of the Matsubara–frequency self–energy functions with U = 3.5 eV 

and J = 0 eV have been plotted in Fig. 3(b). Either the orbital–dependent diversity or 

the layer–dependent diversity has been strongly quenched in comparison with the self-
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energies at U = 3.5 eV and J = 1 eV in Fig. 1(a), which suggests the orbital–dependent 

and the layer–dependent electronic correlation is mainly due to the Hund’s rule 

coupling.  

The effective mass enhancement m*/m = Z-1 as functions of U and J at 100 K are 

plotted in Fig. 3 (c–d). To avoid a large error bar in the analytic continuation, we 

directly calculate the quasi–particle weight Z from the fourth–order polynomial fit to 

the self–energies at the first ten Matsubara frequencies. For U = 3.5 eV and J = 0 eV, 

the m*/m of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in both inner and outer layers are similar. And 

when J increased from 0 to 1 eV, the m*/m of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in the inner 

layers increases from 1.28 and 1.27 to 1.82 and 1.75, and the increasing ratio are 1.42 

and 1.38, respectively. In contrast, m*/m of the Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in the outer 

layers increases from 1.34 and 1.3 to 2.26 and 1.88, and the increasing ratio are 1.69 

and 1.45, respectively. The magnitude of electronic correlation of Ni–d electrons in the 

outer layers are strongly depend on the Hund’s rule coupling than these in the inner 

layers. Besides, the difference of m*/m between the Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in the 

outer layers are higher than that in the inner layers, indicating a stronger orbital-

dependence of correlations in the outer layers. When J = 0 eV and U increased from 2 

to 6 eV, the m*/m of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in the inner layers increases from 

1.13 and 1.12 to 1.51 and 1.48, and the increasing ratio are 1.34 and 1.32, respectively. 

The m*/m of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in the outer layers increases from 1.15 and 

1.13 to 1.6 and 1.55, and the increasing ratio are 1.39 and 1.37, respectively. Therefore, 

the evolution of m*/m for for Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in both the inner and the 

outer layers indicate a weak dependence on the Hubbard U. We suggest that in I4/mmm 

phase of La4Ni3O10 the Hund’s rule coupling plays more important role in modulating 

the strength of electronic correlations than the Hubbard U. 

Fig. 4(a) shows the evolution of instantaneous local magnetic moment M as a 

function of temperature. The local magnetic moment is derived by 22 z

k kM P S= 
k

, 

where Pk is the probability of atomic states. The local magnetic moment M in both the 

inner and the outer layers slightly increases when the temperature increased. And this 

phenomenon may be incurred by the antiferromagnetic spin correlations [59], which 

arise from the interlayer superexchange coupling between two Ni–dz2 spins through the 

apical O–pz orbital. Besides, the local magnetic moment M at J = 1 eV in both the inner 

and the outer layers are larger than those at J = 0 eV. Therefore, the Hund’s rule 

coupling would induce extra high-spin states in the I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10. 

We also calculated the atomic spin state probability for the electron occupation 

number N = 7 and 8 as a function of J in Fig. 4 (c–d). For J = 0 eV, the maximum 
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possibility atomic spin state is low–spin states with N = 8, S = 0 in both the inner and 

the outer layers. It is worth to note that with the increment of J, the possibility of low–

spin states with N = 8, S = 0 decreased and the high–spin states with N = 8, S = 1 

increased. By fitting the data, we found that when J is higher than 1.02 eV, the 

maximum possibility atomic spin state in inner layers is the high–spin state with N = 8, 

S = 1. For the outer layers, this transition starts when J is higher than 0.82 eV. Therefore, 

there is a competition between the high–spin states and the low-spin states in I4/mmm 

phase of La4Ni3O10, which has also been suggested in infinite–layer nickelate [15, 60]. 

Since the atomic spin states are mainly controlled by the crystal-field splitting if the 

Hund’s rule coupling is not considered, the partition ratio between the high–spin states 

and the low–spin states may originate from the competition between Hund’s rule 

coupling and the crystal-field splitting. And the high–spin states induced by Hund’s 

rule coupling would cause the orbital blocking effect [61], resulting an enhancement of 

the electronic correlation in I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10. Besides, the transition value 

of J in inner layers are much larger than that in outer layers, which suggests a large 

crystal-field splitting energy and a more itinerant nature in inner layers. We also 

calculated the atomic spin state probability for the electron occupation number N = 7 

and N = 8 as a function of Hund’s rule coupling J for I4/mmm phase of La3Ni2O7 at 30 

GPa (the crystal structure was adopted from previous research [34]) and plotted the 

results in Fig. 4 (b). A similar phenomenon has also been found in I4/mmm phase of 

La3Ni2O7 with a transition value of J = 0.77 eV, which is similar with that of outer 

layers and much lower than that of inner layers of I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10. Since 

the hybridization between the Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals has been suggested to be 

important in the superconductivity in both La3Ni2O7 and La4Ni3O10 [42, 51, 62], a weak 

strength of Hund’s rule coupling in inner layers may not conducive for 

superconductivity and resulting a low Tc in pressured La4Ni3O10. 

Table I shows the local occupancy numbers nd, and the mass enhancement m*/m of 

Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals for P21/a phase of La4Ni3O10, I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10, 

and I4/mmm phase of La3Ni2O7. For P21/a phase of La4Ni3O10 at ambient pressure, the 

nd of Ni–dz2 orbitals in inner layer is 1.167, which is large than that of Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals 

(1.015). While in outer layers, the nd of these two orbitals are similar. It suggests that 

the Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in inner layers have more hole doping than that of Ni–dz2 orbitals. 

Besides, the m*/m of Ni–dz2 orbitals in both inner and outer layers are larger than that 

of Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals, resulting a more localized behavior of Ni–dz2 orbitals and being 

consistent with the experimental results [44, 48]. For I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10 at 

30.5 GPa, the nd of both Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals is lower than the P21/a phase. 

These results show that La4Ni3O10 at high pressure has more hole doping compared 

with it at the ambient pressure, which is corresponding with the lower m*/m value and 
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the more itinerated nature of these two orbitals in I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10 at high 

pressure. And this phenomenon is similar with the Sr-doped infinite nickelate [16]. The 

electronic correlation strength of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals in both inner and outer 

layers of I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10 are weaker than these orbitals in I4/mmm phase 

of La3Ni2O7, especially for the inner layers. It seems suggest that the Ni–eg orbitals with 

more itinerant nature are not beneficial for the superconductivity in the RP phase of 

nickelate. 

In summary, we performed comprehensive study on the effects of electronic 

correlations in La4Ni3O10 at both the ambient pressure and high pressure using both 

DFT+U and DFT+DMFT methods. Our calculated spectral functions and Fermi surface 

of the P21/a phase of La4Ni3O10 are nicely consistent with ARPES experimental results. 

By analyzing the self–energy functions and the quasi–particle weight, we found that 

the orbital–dependent and the layer–dependent feature in I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10 

mainly originate from the Hund’s rule coupling. Moreover, there existed a competition 

between the Hund’s rule coupling and the crystal field splitting, which controls the 

partitioning between the high-spin and the low–spin states in I4/mmm phase of 

La4Ni3O10. The layer–dependent feature in I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10 is caused by 

the different crystal-field splitting energy. Out study emphasize the importance of 

multi–orbital electronic correlations in trilayer nickelate La4Ni3O10 and can help 

understanding experimental results of this fancy superconducting compound.  

This work was supported by National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grants 

Nos. 12122405, 52072188 and 12274169), National Key R&D Program of China 
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Program for Science and Technology Innovation Team in Zhejiang (Grant No. 

2021R01004). Some of the calculations were performed at the High Performance 

Computing Center of Jilin University and using TianHe-1(A) at the National 

Supercomputer Center in Tianjin. 

See Supplemental Material for k–resolved spectral functions, DOS, Fermi surface of 

P21/a phase of La4Ni3O10 for several different Hubbard U and Hund’s rule coupling J, 

DOS of I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10, structure information of RP phase La3Ni2O7 and 

La4Ni3O10, and computational details. 
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FIG 1. Electronic structures of La4Ni3O10 in P21/a phase. (a) Electronic band structures 

and DOS from DFT+U (U = 3.5 eV). (b) k–resolved spectral functions and DOS from 

DFT+DMFT at 100 K. The horizontal gray dashed line represents the Fermi level. The 

colored Fermi surfaces being calculated by (c) DFT+U and (d) DFT+DMFT at 100 K. 

Different colors represent different band index. The shaded Fermi surfaces in the 

background are recreated from Zhang et al.’ experiment [44].  

  



10 

 

 

FIG. 2. (a) Crystal structures of the I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10. The green, grey, and 

red spheres represent La, Ni, and O atoms, respectively. Orbital–dependent electronic 

DOS of Ni in (b) inner and (c) outer layer from DFT+DMFT at 100 K. The grey dashed 

line indicated the Fermi level. (d–e) Negative of the imaginary part of hybridization 

function in inner and outer layers from DFT+DMFT at 100 K, respectively. 
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FIG 3. Imaginary parts of the orbital-dependent self-energy functions ImΣ (iωn) for (a) 

U = 3.5 eV, J = 1 eV and (b) U = 3.5 eV, J = 0 eV on the Mastsubara axis from 

DFT+DMFT at 100 K. The effective mass enhancement m*/m of Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 

orbitals in inner and outer layers from DFT+DMFT at 100 K as functions of (c) Hund’s 

rule coupling J at U = 3.5 eV and (d) Hubbard U at J = 0 eV. 
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FIG 4. (a) Evolution of instantaneous local magnetic moment M as a function of the 

temperature with U = 3.5 eV. Calculated probability for the electron occupation number 

N = 7 and N = 8 as a function of Hund’s rule coupling J for (b) I4/mmm phase of 

La3Ni2O7, (c) inner layers, and (d) outer layers from DFT+DMFT at 100 K. 
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TABLE I. The electronic occupancy numbers nd, and the mass enhancement m*/m of 

Ni–dz2 and Ni–dx2-y2 orbitals for P21/a phase of La4Ni3O10, I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10, 

and I4/mmm phase of La3Ni2O7 from DFT+DMFT at 100 K. The i for inner layers and 

o for outer layers. 

 
P21/a–La4Ni3O10 

@0 GPa 

I4/mmm–

La4Ni3O10 

@30.5 GPa 

I4/mmm–La3Ni2O7 

@30 GPa 

nd–dz2 
1.167 (i) 

1.112 (o) 

1.034 (i) 

1.079 (o) 
1.128 

nd–dx2-y2 
1.015 (i) 

1.116 (o) 

0.996 (i) 

1.045 (o) 
1.044 

m*/m–dz2 
2.827 (i) 

3.378 (o) 

1.817 (i) 

2.257 (o) 
2.667 

m*/m–dx2-y2 
2.601 (i) 

2.968 (o) 

1.745 (i) 

1.878 (o) 
2.052 
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I. Computational details 

We perform fully charge self-consistent DFT+DMFT calculations using the eDMFT 

package developed by Haule et al. [1] with the Wien2k package [2] for the DFT part. 

The exchange-correlation functional was described using the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof 

exchange-correlation potential [3] and 11 × 11 × 3 k-points were used in both P21/a- 

and I4/mmm-La4Ni3O10. The double counting method in DFT+DMFT was treated 

using the nominal scheme [1], which was suggested as a suit scheme in the study of 

La3Ni2O7 [4]. The hybridization expansion continuous-time quantum Monte Carlo 

method (CTQMC) [5-7] is used as the impurity solver of the self-consistent DMFT 

equation [8]. In each DMFT iteration, 6×108 Monte Carlo updates are used and the self-

energy is derived from Dyson’s equation. The converged self-energy from DMFT is 

used to update the new charge density and the new Kohn-Sham potential for the next 

DFT calculation. The DFT+DMFT loops iterate until the fully convergence of the 

charge density, the self-energy and the hybridization functions and so on. The 

maximum entropy method [9] is used for analytic continuation of the self-energy from 

the imaginary frequency to the real frequency. We choose the on-site Hubbard U = 3.5 

eV and the Hund’s rule coupling J = 1 eV to parameterize the electron correlations in 

the Ni-3d orbitals. Additionally, several different alternative Hubbard U and Hund’s 

rule coupling J (U = 3.5 eV, J = 0.5 eV and U = 2 eV, J = 1 eV) have been tested, as 

shown in Fig. S1 and S2. 
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II. Supplemental Figures 

 

Figure S1: (a) k-resolved spectral functions and DOS of the P21/a phase of La4Ni3O10 

calculated by DFT+DMFT (U = 3.5 eV, J = 0.5 eV) at 100 K. The horizontal gray 

dashed line represents the Fermi level. (b) Two-dimensional Fermi surface of the P21/a 

phase of La4Ni3O10 calculated by DFT+DMFT at 100 K. Different colors represent 

different band index. 

 

 

Figure S2. (a) k-resolved spectral functions and DOS of the P21/a phase of La4Ni3O10 

calculated by DFT+DMFT (U = 2 eV, J = 1 eV) at 100 K. The horizontal gray dashed 

line represents the Fermi level. (b) Two-dimensional Fermi surface of the P21/a phase 

of La4Ni3O10 calculated by DFT+DMFT at 100 K. Different colors represent different 

band index. 
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Figure S3. Orbital-dependent electronic DOS of P21/a phase of La4Ni3O10 in (a) inner 

and (b) outer layer at 100 K. The grey dashed line indicated the Fermi level. 
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Figure S4. Orbital-dependent electronic DOS of I4/mmm phase of La4Ni3O10 in (a) 

inner and (b) outer layer at 100 K. The grey dashed line indicated the Fermi level. 
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III. Supplemental Tables 

Table S1. Detailed structural information of RP phase La3Ni2O7 and La4Ni3O10. 

Phase Pressure (GPa) Lattice Parameters (Å) Atomic Coordinates 

P21/a- 

La4Ni3O10 
0 

a=5.416 

b=5.468 

c=14.228 

α=γ=90 

β=100.752 

O (4e) 0.782 0.983 0.073 

O (4e) 0.079 0.958 0.645 

O (4e) 0.119 0.743 0.236 

O (4e) 0.108 0.245 0.212 

O (4e) 0.746 0.739 0.486 

La (4e) 0.805 0.511 0.103 

La (4e) 0.94 0.499 0.362 

Ni (4e) 0.857 0.991 0.227 

Ni (2d) 0.0 0.0 0.5 

I4/mmm- 

La4Ni3O10 
30.5 

a=b=3.709 

c=26.716 

α=β=γ=90 

O (4e) 0.0 0.0 0.071 

O (4e) 0.0 0.0 0.215 

O (4c) 0.0 0.5 0.0 

O (8g) 0.0 0.5 0.138 

La (4e) 0.0 0.0 0.302 

La (4e) 0.0 0.0 0.433 

Ni (2a) 0.0 0.0 0.0 

Ni (4e) 0.0 0.0 0.14 

I4/mmm- 

La3Ni2O7 
30 

a=b=3.657 

c=19.543 

α=β=γ=90 

O (4e) 0.0 0.0 0.795 

O (4e) 0.0 0.0 0.905 

O (2a) 0.0 0.0 0.0 

La (4e) 0.0 0.0 0.321 

La (2b) 0.0 0.0 0.5 

Ni (4e) 0.0 0.0 0.972 
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