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Layered Nickelates have emerged as promising candidates for high-temperature superconductivity,
drawing parallels to the well-studied Cuprates. This study provides a robust theoretical framework
to understand the electronic structure of these materials, particularly focusing on the role of effective
orbitals and the emergence of extra Fermi pocket. Using a multi-orbital model that takes into
account the essential symmetries and interactions of the involved orbitals (5dz2 , 3dz2 , 3dx2−y2 ,
2px, 2py, 2pz), we investigated the impact of the Nickel 3dz2 orbital on the Fermi surface and
the conditions that favor the emergence of a secondary Fermi surface pocket. Our findings reveal
that the 3dz2 orbital, through its exchange interactions with the rare-earth layer, can modify the
Fermi surface, thus acting as a crucial element in the electronic structure. We develop an effective
two-orbital model applicable to both RNiO3 and RNiO2 families, explaining the sensitivity of the
Fermi surface to apical Oxygen presence and high-pressure environments. This model captures the
evolution of the Fermi surface and predicts susceptibility features analogous to those observed in
Cuprate superconductors. We observe a peak in Lindhard susceptibility in these Nickelate systems
at wave vector q = (π, π), similar to the Cuprates. This peak can be tuned by pressure and doping.

I. INTRODUCTION

The discovery of superconductivity in hole-doped
infinite-layer Nickelates such as RNiO2 (R = La, Nd,
Pr) [1–6] has sparked intensive research into their elec-
tronic structure, magnetism, and possible pairing mech-
anisms. One way to understand these three aspects is by
comparing Nickelates to Cuprates.

Leading theories of Cuprates emphasize the CuO2

layer as the crucial element in understanding high-Tc

superconductivity [7]. Although superconductivity in
Cuprates is not fully understood, modeling them be-
comes relatively straightforward because only one band
usually crosses the Fermi level. As a result, the Hub-
bard model on the square lattice, which includes only Cu
and O orbitals, is an applicable and widely accepted low-
energy effective model for studying the Cuprate family[8].

Similar to Cuprates’ Cu2+ : 3d9 and Cu3+ : 3d8, lay-
ered Nickelates such as LaNiO2, NdNiO2, and SrNiO2

exhibit isoelectronic configurations of Ni1+ : 3d9 and
Ni2+ : 3d8[9]. Additionally, as Nickelates have a lattice
structure analogous to Cuprates, it is reasonable to in-
fer that similar to the CuO2 layer, the NiO2 layer plays
a crucial role in developing an appropriate and effective
model. However, unlike Cuprates, these layered Nick-
elates often have two bands that cross the Fermi level,
leading to a debatable additional Fermi pocket.

Furthermore, infinite-layer Nickelates (RNiO2) are
nonmagnetic and weakly insulating, unlike their Cuprate
analogs, which are magnetic insulators [1, 5, 10]. The
absence of magnetic ordering in Nickelates intensifies
the debate surrounding the superconducting mechanism
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upon hole doping, particularly concerning the contrast-
ing theories of antiferromagnetic (AFM) or ferromagnetic
(FM) origin of the superconducting mechanism [11–13].
This debate is often supported by experiments exploring
spin-singlet versus spin-triplet configurations in Nicke-
late compounds. For instance, studies comparing atomic
multiplet calculations with Ni L3-edge X-ray absorption
spectroscopy (XAS) data of Nd1−xSrxNiO2 suggest a
dominance of the singlet configuration [14, 15]. Con-
versely, investigations involving XAS and resonant inelas-
tic X-ray scattering (RIXS) spectra of LaNiO2 indicate
the prevalence of the triplet configuration [16].

Theoretically, the interaction effects in infinite-layer
Nickelates (RNiO2) have been extensively investigated
using various approaches, such as Mott or Hund physics.
[17–21]. For example, Coulomb interaction has been con-
sidered to study the emergence of superconductivity us-
ing the ab initio method such as Density Functional The-
ory (DFT)+U with the Wannier Downfolding methods
[16, 22, 23]. In parallel, various attempts were made to
explain the absence of long-range antiferromagnetism by
utilizing the t − J model in the strong coupling limit
[24, 25]. Additionally, methods beyond DFT utilizing
Dynamical Mean Field Theory (DMFT) and Dynamical
Vertex Approximation were used to include Rare-earth
f -orbital effects [26–28].

Perovskite Nickelates (RNiO3) also have rich elec-
tronic and magnetic properties. They can exhibit phe-
nomena such as metal-insulator transitions (MIT) charge
ordering, novel magnetic phases, and bond dispropor-
tionation [29–35]. The specific mechanisms driving MIT,
the electronic correlation, the nature of the electronic
ground state, and the role of active orbitals and lat-
tice distortions in RNiO3 are still under active inves-
tigation [33, 34]. However, there are no reports of super-
conductivity in RNiO3. Experimental evidence such as
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Angle-resolved Photo Emission Spectroscopy (ARPES)
and ab initio calculation of RNiO3 (R = La,Nd) sug-
gest the predominant contribution of 3dx2−y2 and 3dz2

orbitals to the Fermi surface [36, 37]. Additionally, phase
boundaries and order parameters in RNiO3 are robust
to changes in strain, dimensionality, and heterostructure
and induced changes in different order parameters [38–
40].

Besides interaction effects that can generate phase
transitions in Nickelates, other features concerning elec-
tronic properties have also been investigated. Experi-
mentally, layered Nickelates (RNiO2) are typically de-
rived from the challenging topotactic reduction of the
parent perovskite form of RNiO3 [5]. The characteris-
tics of the sample often depend on the synthesis process.
For instance, LaNiO2 synthesized using oxide molecular
beam epitaxy (OBME) followed by in situ hydrogen re-
duction exhibits discrepancies in ARPES measurements
of the Fermi-surface [41] when compared to the elec-
tronic structures predicted by ab-initio calculations[17,
27, 42–44]. Similarly, NdNiO2 synthesized through pulse
laser deposition (PLD) without any capping layer shows
charge density wave (CDW) [45], while NdNiO2 syn-
thesized through OBME with a capping layer of SrT iO3

shows an absence of any charge CDW [46]. Thus, density
wave is sensitive to the order of Oxygen reduction and
the synthesis process[47, 48].However, the crucial role of
Ni : 3dx2−y2 is consistent with the reported experiments
and theories for both RNiO3 and RNiO2. The role
of other orbitals, the origin of the second Fermi-surface
pocket, and density waves remain unsettled in these sys-
tems.

In this work, we will focus on the metallic paramag-
netic normal states of RNiO3 and RNiO2. Although
we recognize the significant role of interactions in the
observed transitions in these systems, we will address
specific questions about the contribution of orbitals from
each atom to the low-energy physics. Specifically, we will
examine the Fermi-surface topology, determine the parti-
cle versus hole nature of Fermi-surface pockets, and their
orbital and atomic origins. Additionally, we will consider
the potential emergence of density waves by static sus-
ceptibility calculation. To do this, we will examine an
effective tight-binding model. Within this approach, the
interaction can be viewed as either neglected or renor-
malized into effective tight-binding parameters of a non-
interacting system.

More precisely, we present a theoretical framework for
Nickelates’ electronic structure, primarily focusing on the
role of effective orbitals in the emergence of extra Fermi
pockets. We use a multi-orbital model to examine the
impact of the 3dz2 orbital on Fermi surface topology,
considering exchange interactions mediated by 3dz2 with
rare-earth layers. Our model for RNiO3 and RNiO2

families explains the Fermi surface’s sensitivity to api-
cal Oxygen and pressure, predicting susceptibility peaks
at wave-vector q = (π, π). Despite the absence of direct
correlation effects, significant insights can be gained from

this approach, motivating further studies to estimate and
incorporate these effects using methods like the Random
Phase Approximation (RPA)[49, 50].

To begin, in Section (II), we outline a generalized ap-
proach for modeling Nickelate structures, followed by de-
tailed examinations in Sections (IIIA) and (III B) for
both perovskite RNiO3 and infinite-layered infinite-layer
Nickelates (RNiO2). Our unified model offers insights
into how electronic structure and Fermi surface topol-
ogy evolve by systematically integrating orbital degrees
of freedom and their hybridization. We investigate the
adjustable parameters that control the presence of ad-
ditional Fermi pockets and shape the Fermi surface. We
then propose an effective model that captures these char-
acteristics while remaining computationally feasible.

Finally, in Section (V), we apply this model to static
susceptibility calculations, shedding light on instabilities,
enhanced response directions, and ordering tendencies.

II. GENERAL MODEL OF RNiOn

This section introduces the generalized Hamiltonian
formalism that encapsulates the multi-orbital nature of
the RNiOn=2,3 under consideration. We consider an
equivalent 2D system with N orbitals per site of the
RNiOn=2,3, where orbitals can represent various atomic
orbitals specifically belonging to R, Ni, and O. The non-
interacting Hamiltonian of the system can be written in
a block matrix, enabling a comprehensive description of
the electronic structure within a multi-orbital framework
as:

H =
∑
i

ΨiẼ0Ψi +
∑
⟨ij⟩

ΨiTijΨj (1)

where we consider a multi-orbital state using a suitable

atomic basis denoted by Ψ†
i (Ψi), which is a row (column)

matrix with elements as the creation (annihilation) oper-

ators cα†i (cαi ) for the orbitals α of elements R, Ni, and O
at a specific site i of the compound RNiOn. In RNiO3,
site i consists of a Rare earth and a Nickel atom with 3
Oxygen atoms, while in RNiO2, site i consists of a rare
earth and a Nickel atom with 2 Oxygen atoms (see Figs.

1, 2, 4, and 6). Tij is a hopping matrix and Ẽ0 is an
on-site energy with diagonal E0 as well as non-diagonal
∆E0 elements such that Ẽ0 = E0 +∆E0. The elements of
the diagonal part E0 are exclusively non-dispersive onsite
energy ε̃α of orbital α of the considered RNiOn. Under
periodic boundary conditions, we can use the formal def-
inition of the Fourier transformation of the basis to the
momentum space as Ψ†

i ≡ 1√
N

∑
k e

−ik·riΨ†
k along with

its adjoint. Thus, in momentum-space representation,
the Hamiltonian eq. (1) can be expressed as,
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FIG. 1. Schematic crystal structures of perovskite Nickelates
RNiO3 (left) and layered Nickelates RNiO2 (Right). The
removal of apical Oxygen induces a topotactic transition from
the perovskite phase to the infinite-layer phase.

FIG. 2. Representative lattice site i and corresponding Bril-
louin zone. In RNiO3, lattice site i consists of a Rare Earth
and a Nickel atom with 3 Oxygen atoms. In RNiO2, lattice
site i consists of a Rare Earth and a Nickel atom with 2 Oxy-
gen atoms.

H =
∑
k

Ψ†
k(E0 + Ek)Ψk (2a)

Ek = ∆E0 +
∑
δ

Tδe
ik·δ (2b)

thus, Ek explicitly regroups the off-diagonal on-site terms
∆E0 and the inter-site hoping matrix Tδe

ik·δ where sum-
mation over δ accounts for the contribution over all neigh-
bouring sites. In more convenient representation disper-
sion Ek is,

Ek =



ε̃R−R
k ε̃R−Ni

k ε̃R−O
k

ε̃∗R−Ni
k ε̃Ni−Ni

k ε̃Ni−O
k

ε̃∗R−O
k ε̃∗Ni−O

k ε̃O−O
k


(3)

where each element of dispersion EA−B
k is a block ma-

trix that can take into account inter or intra-atomic en-
ergies, with A,B ∈ {R,Ni,O}. More specifically, these
elements can be complex depending on the symmetry of
the orbitals in consideration and overlap integrals of the
orbitals in the crystal lattice.

Once dispersion Ek is known, we can compute vari-
ous electronic properties using Green’s function formal-
ism. The Green’s function Gk(ω) is given by Gk(ω) =

(ω − E0 − Ek)−1, where, on general grounds, dispersion
Ek is given by Eq. (3) and E0 is a constant energy. We
can then obtain the spectral function Ak(ω) from the
imaginary part of the Green’s function Gk(ω). Hence, it
allows for the determination of the Fermi surface (sharp
peaks at the Fermi energy) and the density of states
(DoS), ρ(ω) = −(1/π)ImTr(G(ω)) =

∫
TrAk(ω)dk where

G(ω) =
∫

Gk(ω)dk. Thus, by analyzing the spectral func-
tion, Fermi surface, and DoS obtained from the Green’s
function formalism for the generalized Hamiltonian de-
fined by Eq. (3), we can gain valuable insights into the
electronic structure of RNiOn system.
To ensure the broad applicability of this generalized

scheme, our focus is solely on the electronic characteris-
tics of RNiOn. We have streamlined our approach by de-
liberately setting aside any structural complexities such
as orthorhombic distortion, bond deformation, and dis-
proportionation. This facilitates the establishment of a
coherent model applicable to both RNiO3 and RNiO2

systems, as elaborated in Sections (IIIA) and (III B),
respectively. Notably, in octahedral symmetry, the eg
states are always higher in energy than t2g states, im-
plying that t2g states are always filled and do not play
any role near the Fermi surface. The insights derived
from this model pave the way for proposing an emergent
effective two-orbital model for RNiOn, detailed compre-
hensively in Section (IV).

III. EFFECTIVE MODELLING FOR RNiOn=3,2

LAYER

A. RNiO3

Recent progress in superconductivity studies in
infinite-layer Nickelate (RNiO2) has revealed a crucial
aspect for its consistent synthesis from its parent com-
pound in perovskite form RNiO3 [5]. This study involved
the production of a high-quality parent perovskite phase
RNiO3 (through PLD or OBME) followed by topotactic
reduction to selectively eliminate apical Oxygen from the
structure (as shown schematically in Fig.(1)). These lay-
ered structures, specifically LaNiO2, NdNiO2, P rNiO2

exhibits superconductivity, when hole-doped by substi-
tuting rare-earth elements with Sr or Ca [1–6].

As mentioned previously, it is worth noting that in
RNiO3, the predominant contribution to the Fermi sur-
face comes from 3dx2−y2 and 3dz2 only [36]. Further, the
electron hopping in RNiO3 can occur through two mech-
anisms. The first mechanism involves two channels: the
in-plane channel, where the 3dx2−y2 orbital hybridizes
with the in-plane 2px and 2py orbitals, and the out-of-
plane channel, where the 3dz2 orbital hybridizes with the
apical Oxygen 2pz. The second mechanism can also dom-
inate solely through the 3dz2 orbital hybridized with all
three Oxygen atoms’ 2px, 2py, and 2pz. Further, for rare-
earth out-of-plane 5dz2 is active and hybridizes with NiO
plane [51].



4

Projection R : dz2

dx2−y2

Ni

py O2

px

O1

tpd

−tpd

Projection R : dz2

dz2

Ni

py O2

px

O1

−t′ddt′pd

t′pd

dz2

Ni

pz O3

t′pd

FIG. 3. Orbital overlaps and the hopping parameter consider-
ing the orbital symmetry of RNiOn and the in-plane Oxygen
atoms O1 and O2 as well as the out-of-plane Oxygen atom
O3.

FIG. 4. Schematic of in-plane and out-plane hopping param-
eter in RNiO3

Therefore, the generalized Hamiltonian equation (2)
and the dispersion relation equation (3) incorporate the
following orbitals: Rare-earth (R) atoms’ - 5dz2 orbitals,
Nickel (Ni) atoms’ - 3dx2−y2 and 3dz2 orbitals, and Oxy-
gen (O) atoms’ 2px/y/z orbitals. Depending on the Oxy-
gen atom, denoted as O1, O2, and O3, respectively, see
in Fig (3) for each Oxygen, only one orbital amongst
px, py, and pz is important. Here, we consider hop-
ping through neighboring Oxygen p-states as a virtual
mode. Also, These equations include a block-diagonal
term, representing the on-site energies of these orbitals,
where the on-site energy for the 5dz2 , 3dz2 , and 3dx2−y2

orbitals are considered to be non-degenerate. In contrast,
the on-site energies for the 2px, 2py, and 2pz orbitals are
relatively low and degenerate. As aforementioned, we
are considering the low-lying Oxygen to extend the com-
mon Hamiltonian to RNiO2 and RNiO3 without losing
its characteristic emergence phenomenon of a 2-pocket
Fermi surface.

The values corresponding to the overlap of R − O or-
bitals are set to zero in the dispersion term. This assump-
tion is based on symmetry considerations, as illustrated
in Fig. (3), which suggest no direct overlap between these

orbitals.
Thus, the blocks in eq. (3) are given by,

ε̃O−O
k =

 0 tppskxs
∗
ky

0

tpps
∗
kx
sky

0 0

0 0 0

 (4a)

ε̃Ni−O
k =

[
−t′pds

∗
kx

−t′pds
∗
ky

t′pdskz

tpds
∗
kx

−tpds
∗
y 0

]
(4b)

ε̃Ni−Ni
k =

[
0 tdd
tdd 0

]
(4c)

ε̃R−R
k = ε̃5d + tRR(cos(kx) + cos(ky)) (4d)

ε̃R−Ni
k =

[
t′ddskx

sky
t′′ddskx

sky

]
(4e)

where

skν
= (1− eikν ) (5)

and its complex conjugate s∗kν
= (1− e−ikν ).

As shown in Figs. (4) and (3), the parameter la-
beled as tpd represents the hopping parameter between
3dx2−y2 − 2px/y in the x− y plane. t′pd denotes the hop-
ping parameter between the 3dz2 − 2pz out of the x− y
plane. The parameters t′dd, t

′′
dd correspond to the hopping

parameters between 5dz2 − 3dz2 and 5dz2 − 3dx2−y2 re-
spectively. The tdd represents the hybridization between
3dz2 − 3dx2−y2 . Finally, tpp denotes the hopping param-
eter between 2px− 2py in the x− y plane, and tRR is the
hopping between the Rare-earth’s 5dz2 .

The octahedral crystal field in the perovskite RNiO3

compounds results in a t2g < eg level splitting, where the
3dz2 and 3dx2−y2 orbitals are degenerate, i.e. ε̃3dz2

=
ε̃3dx2−y2 . Crucially, our model incorporates the sym-

metry constraints depicted in Fig. (3), which preclude
orbital overlaps between the 5dz2 and 2px/y/z orbitals,
as well as between the 2pz and the in-plane 2px/y and
3dx2−y2 orbitals. The t′pd hopping is relatively small.

Furthermore, the Oxygen 2p levels (ε̃2p) lie well below
the Fermi level ε̃F . Typical values for these and other
relevant parameters, reported in various ab-initio calcu-
lations, are provided in Appendix B.

To consider the effect of apical Oxygen on orbital en-
ergies within our multi-orbital model of RNiO3, as de-
scribed by the dispersion eq. (4), we explore the interplay
of orbitals: 5dz2 , 3dx2−y2 , 3dz2 , and 2px, 2py, 2pz. By
adjusting the relative energy scales and hopping param-
eters, we aim to tune our model to capture the crucial
emergence of an additional Fermi pocket using a spectral
function from Green’s function formalism.

Our modeling approach relies on setting energy scales
based on the hopping amplitude between orbitals set to

|tpd| = 1.2 ± 0.1, |tpp| = 0.5 × tpd, with adjustable pa-
rameters t′dd and tdd. Additionally, energy scales such as,
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FIG. 5. Fermi surface evolution in RNiO3. Left Panel: Varying tRR and ε̃5d
z2

for a fixed t′dd = 0.2 and ε̃3d
z2

= ε̃3d
x2−y2 = −1.0.

Right panel: Varying t′dd and tdd for a fixed tRR = 0.775 and ε̃5d
z2

= 0.55, with ε̃3d
z2

= ε̃3d
x2−y2 = −1.0. Each Fermi-surface

extend from −π to π in (kx, ky) plane.

ε̃3dx2−y2 − ε̃5d ≈ −1.2× tpd, and ε̃3dx2−y2 − ε̃p ≈ 5× tpd
are established to maintain the typical order of mag-
nitude of electronic level degeneracy and the position-
ing of the low-lying Oxygen level. This in general sets
the Ni : 3d occupancy n3dx2+y2 + n3dz2

≈ 3.2 elec-

trons as a reference. Also, since the Rare-earth has ex-
tended 5d−orbitals, we have explicitly considered direct
R − R hopping given by tRR, which is tunable. This
parametrization yields a Fermi surface extending from
antinodal to nodal regions of the Brillouin zone, akin to
the behavior observed in perovskite Nickelate. Specifi-
cally, a varying energy gap along the antinodal direction
compared to the nodal direction indicates a substantially
varying pocket centered at Γ(0, 0) of Fermi-surface ex-
tending from −π to π in the high-symmetry plane of
Γ(0, 0)−X(π, 0)−M(π, π)− Γ(0, 0), as depicted in Fig.
(5).

Thus, the Fermi surface evolution depicted in Fig. (5)
explores the versatility of our 6-band model’s behavior,
with dispersion given by eq. (4). By varying different
parameters, it elucidates the interdependence of the 3dz2

and Rare-earth 5dz2 orbitals and the resulting formation
of one or two Fermi surface pockets. As we have con-
sidered degenerate eg near the Fermi-level, one may ex-
pect the direct contribution of these levels on the Fermi-
surface. However, as aforementioned due to symmetry
reasons 3dz2 rather overlap significantly with 5dz2 caus-
ing extended orbitals. Hopping through these extended
orbitals results in the second pocket in the Fermi sur-
face. This pocket is robust over variation of hopping
amplitude between 5dz2 − 3dz2 but dormant with varia-
tion in hopping amplitude between 3dz2−3dx2−y2 . Thus,
we can safely include the 3dz2 as the anchoring orbital
for proposing the two orbital effective model, discussed
in detail in section (IV).

B. RNiO2

Infinite layer Nickelate RNiO2 is characterized by a
square planar symmetry with alternate layers of Rare-
Earth R and NiO2 stacked along the crystallographic
c−axis as depicted in Fig. (1). The square-planar co-
ordination of Ni within NiO2 planes and the presence
of Rare-earth result in a distinctive orbital degeneracy
pattern crucial in determining its electronic structure.

FIG. 6. Schematic of in-plane and out-plane hopping param-
eter in RNiO2

To understand the orbital degeneracy and its effect in
RNiO2, we extend our model drawing analogies from the
orbital symmetry description used for the related per-
ovskite Nickelates, as depicted in Fig. (3). However, it is
essential to note that in the case of RNiO2, the absence
of apical Oxygen ions along the z-axis leads to a different
orbital ordering compared to the perovskite counterparts
discussed subsequently.
The electronic structure of RNiO2 is characterized

by a distinctive orbital degeneracy influenced by stan-
dard square planar crystal field splitting. The transi-
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FIG. 7. Fermi surface evolution in RNiO2. Left Panel: Varying tRR and ε̃5d
z2

for a fixed t′dd = 0.2 , ε̃3d
z2

= −1.5 and

ε̃3d
x2−y2 = −1.0. Right panel: Varying t′dd and tdd for a fixed tRR = 0.775 and ε̃5d

z2
= 0.55, with ε̃3d

z2
= −1.5 and

ε̃3d
x2−y2 = −1.0. Each Fermi-surface extend from −π to π in (kx, ky) plane.

FIG. 8. Fermi surface evolution in RNiO2. Left Panel: Varying tRR and ε̃5d
z2

for a fixed t′dd = 0.2 , ε̃3d
z2

= −0.5 and

ε̃3d
x2−y2 = −1.0. Right panel: Varying t′dd and tdd for a fixedtRR = 0.775 and ε̃5d

z2
= 0.55, with ε̃3d

z2
= −0.5 and

ε̃3d
x2−y2 = −1.0. Each Fermi-surface extend from −π to π in (kx, ky) plane.

tion from RNiO3 to RNiO2 involves a structural trans-
formation from a perovskite to a square-planar arrange-
ment through an intermediate tetragonally distorted oc-
tahedral meta-stable state. This transition resembles the
stretched apical Oxygen inRNiO3 and results in a degen-
eracy in the Ni orbitals, where ε̃3dxz

= ε̃3dyz
< ε̃3dxy

<
ε̃3dz2

< ε̃3dx2−y2 in RNiO2 [52].

Taking into account the formal valence count in
RNiO2, in the case of LaNiO2, Lanthanum forms a
La3+ ion, Oxygen forms an O2− ion, and Nickel forms
a Ni1+ ion. However, the general electronic configura-
tion of Rare-Earth elements is [Xe]4f (n+1)5d06s2 with
exceptions for some Rare-Earth elements, where it is
[Xe]4fn5d16s2, leading to uncertainties regarding the Ni

valence state in RNiO2. The non-degenerate eg orbital
in NiO2, together with its non-magnetic metallic nature,
suggests a d9−δ valence state, where δ = 0 for undoped
RNiO2, and doping results in a transition from 3d9 to
3d8.
Further, comparisons of electron transfer in RNiO2,

RNiO3, and Cuprates reveal differences in Mott-
Hubbard-type and charge-transfer-type structures. In
RNiO2, while eg splitting resembles Cuprate analogs,
large ∆dp = ε̃d − ε̃p exists, which determines a d9 to d8

transition in RNiO2, contrasting with Cuprates exhibit-
ing a d9 to d9L transition upon doping [22]. Notably,
O K-edge XAS suggests a composite electronic state for
Nickel involving both 3d9 and 3d8R [16], where R denotes
a charge-transfer to the Rare-earth cation.
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The considerable ∆dp in RNiO2 leads to reduced d−
p hybridization compared to CuO2, supported by the
orbital-resolved density of states analysis [22]. However,
a RIXS measurement at the O K edge on La4Ni3O8

indicates increased d − p hybridization, alongside large
∆dp and small d − d Coulombic repulsion, presenting a
contrast to La2−xSrxCuO4 [22].

We therefore include 5d, 3dx2−y2 , 3dz2 , 2px and 2py or-
bitals in the generalized Hamiltonian eq. (2), but exclude
2pz to understand the role of planar Oxygen in these lay-
ered Nickelates. The Hamiltonian eq (2) is safely appli-
cable, except that there is no 2pz contribution. Thus,
one can use eq. (4) omitting the last column and row

corresponding to 2pz in ε̃Ni−O
k .

Considering the orbitals mentioned above, we can fol-
low a similar methodology as used in the previous section
(IIIA) to mimic the effect of reduction of apical Oxygen
and compression along the z-axis. Both scenarios are
associated with the emergence of superconductivity in
layered Nickelates [1–6].

As previously mentioned, reducing the apical Oxygen
from perovskite Nickelates results in a square planar crys-
tal field in the RNiO2 compounds. Consequently, in a
ε̃3dz2

< ε̃3dx2−y2 level splitting, i.e. 3dz2 and 3dx2−y2

orbitals are non-degenerate. While compressing along
the z-axis, mimicking the Nickelates under high pres-
sure, results in ε̃3dz2

> ε̃3dx2−y2 below the Fermi level.

Typical values for these and other relevant parameters,
reported in various ab-initio calculations, are provided in
Appendix B.

To take into account these two effects, we again ad-
just the relative energy scales and hopping parameters
within our 5-orbital (excluding 2pz from equation (4))
as in Fig.(7) and Fig.(8) to capture the emergence of an
additional Fermi-pocket using the spectral function from
the Green’s function formalism. This Fermi-surface evo-
lution is subjected to setting ε̃3dz2

< ε̃3dx2−y2 mimicking

apical Oxygen reduction and ε̃3dz2
> ε̃3dx2−y2 mimicking

the compression along the z-axis.

This tuning helps to understand the interdependence
of the 3dz2 orbital and the rare-earth 5d orbital and the
formation of one or two Fermi surface pockets. By com-
paring Figs.(5), (7), and (8), we can observe that the
two-pocket Fermi-surface is more sensitive to the rela-
tive difference between ε̃3dx2−y2 and ε̃3dz2

due to the hy-

bridization between 5dz2 and 3dz2 .

Because the lowered ε̃3dz2
< ε̃3dx2−y2 (see Fig.(7)) acts

as a drain for the in-plane conducting electron and con-
tributes as a mediator for super-exchange from Ni−Ni
across the layer, it is hence more robust with the change
of t

′

dd and tdd while the raised ε̃3dz2
> ε̃3dx2−y2 (see

Fig.(8)) becomes almost dormant for the emergence of
an additional Fermi-pocket, which is contrary to the
reason presented before. Furthermore, the condition
ε̃3dz2

= ε̃3dx2−y2 (see Fig.(5)) shows a moderate depen-

dence on the emergence of an additional Fermi-pocket.
Hence, this analysis can infer 3dz2 as an anchoring or-

bital level. The relative position of 3dz2 to 3dx2−y2 can
decide the role of 5d in the emergence of an additional
Fermi-pocket in the Nickelates system.

IV. EFFECTIVE MODELING FOR RNiOn

In the previous sections, we have shown the anchor-
ing effect of 3dz2 , along with the impact of the presence
or absence of apical Oxygen and the pressure effect on
the Fermi-surface evolution. As shown in Fig. (9), we
can consider, depending upon the magnitude of crystal
field splitting and due to hole or electron doping, Nickel’s
3dz2 anchoring down or up Rare-earth’s 5dz2 (in terms
of energy), which causes the emergence of the additional
Fermi pocket.

FIG. 9. Anchoring effect of Nickel:3d2z with R:5dz2 and emer-
gence of additional Fermi-surface pocket when doped with
hole or electron after topotactic Reduction of an apical Oxy-
gen from RNiO3, while dormant single pocket Fermi-surface
upon applying external pressure along crystallographic c−axis
on RNiO2.

FIG. 10. Unit cell of effective RNiOn system

One may now ask, what could be an effective model
that mimics those emergent features and trends of Fermi
surface as discussed in detail in the previous sections
(IIIA) and (III B) for both RNiO3 and RNiO2? Both
RNiO3 and RNiO2 have approximately similar eg band-
width of 3eV [43, 53–56]. However, in RNiO3, the band-
width diminishes with confinement, coinciding with an
amplified charge transfer gap ∆d−p, a contracting ionic
radius of R (due to Lanthanide Contraction with in-
creasing atomic number), and an expanding lattice mis-
match on which the layer is grown [53–56]. Conversely,
in RNiO2, the bandwidth consistently expands across
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FIG. 11. Fermi surface evolution for RNiOn from our proposed effective model given by dispersion eq. (6) capturing the similar
features of Fermi-surface evolution of multi-orbital model proposed in sections (IIIA) and (III B) for RNiO3 and RNiO2

respectively with condition ε̃3d
z2

= ε̃3d
x2−y2 (Left), ε̃3dz2 < ε̃3d

x2−y2 (Middle), ε̃3d
z2

> ε̃3d
x2−y2 (Right). The number in

Figures refers to the specific choice of the parameter that will be used in section V for Lindhard susceptibility calculation (see
Table. I and Fig. 13).

the Lanthanide series. This phenomenon is attributed
to a reduction in both in-plane [57] and out-of-plane [43]
lattice constants, leading to increased orbital overlap, hy-
bridization, and overall bandwidth.

However, an effective multi-orbital description of
RNiOn along with the consideration of the presence of a
second pocket Fermi Surface can be simplified consider-
ing a system consisting of two square lattices, one equiv-
alent to the Rare-Earth layer and another equivalent
NiOn layer, with pseudo-orbital equivalent to 3dx2−y2 +
2px/y as shown in schematic Fig.(10). In this figure,
the equivalent Rare-earth orbital−1 is in the middle of a
square plaquette formed by NiOn orbital−2, with an in-
terlayer hybridization V12(k). Thus, we have dispersion
given by,

Ek =

[
Ẽ1(k) V12(k)

V ∗
12(k) Ẽ2(k)

]
(6)

where,

Ẽ1(k) = ε̃1+2γ1(cos(kx)+cos(ky))+4γ′
1(cos(kx) cos(ky))

(7)
corresponding to Rare-Earth,

Ẽ2(k) = ε̃2+2γ2(cos(kx)+cos(ky))+4γ′
2(cos(kx) cos(ky))

(8)
corresponding equivalent NiOn layer and

V12(k) = V0 + V1

(
cos

(kx + ky
2

)
+ cos

(kx − ky
2

))
(9)

Therefore, the proposed effective model leads to an ef-
fective two-orbital model with dispersion given by equa-
tion (6). This model is achieved through an effective

two-layer 2D square lattice system with interlayer hy-
bridization V12(k). The key components of this approach
include incorporating the effective in-plane Ni−O−Ni
hopping terms γ2 and γ′

2, which are shared by both fam-
ilies (RNiO3 and RNiO2) due to the integration of Oxy-
gen’s contribution to the effective NiOn layer. Addition-
ally, the formulation explicitly considers the direct R−R
hopping terms γ1 and γ′

1, which are influenced by the
presence of an apical Oxygen as in RNiO3. In RNiO3,
apical Oxygen enhances interlayer hybridization, coun-
terbalanced by a R−R direct exchange reduction.
To check the equivalence of the effective model, we

down-fold the dispersion matrix eq. (3) to effective
dispersion eq. (6) at a fixed set of the input param-
eters, which is chosen consistently according to previ-
ous sections (IIIA) and (III B), and calculate Fermi-
surface evolution using the spectral function from the
Green’s function formalism as shown in Fig. (11) for all
three conditions ε̃3dz2

= ε̃3dx2−y2 , ε̃3dz2
< ε̃3dx2−y2 , and

ε̃3dz2
> ε̃3dx2−y2 and calculate the band-structure, den-

sity of state, and Fermi-surface at arbitrary parameters
as plotted in Fig. (12). By comparison of Fig. (11) with
Figs. (5), (7), and (8), we can observe that both multi-
orbital model as well as effective two-orbital models have
a similar emergence of two-pocket Fermi-surface.
Further, Fermi-Surface evolution, as discussed in sec-

tions (IIIA) and (IIIA), can be well understood by
this effective two-band model as mentioned in eq. (6).
The layer corresponds to the equivalent square lattice of
NiOn has the band-contribution from 3dx2−y2 and 2px/y
orbitals. The other layer corresponds to the equivalent
square lattice of R−Ni−O has band-contribution from
3dz2 and 5dz2 orbitals, with inter-layer hybridization V12,
which can be momentum depended due to interstitial po-
sition of Rare-Earth.
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FIG. 12. 2-band Model with dispersion given by dispersion eq. (6) - Bands Structure, Orbital-Resolved Density
of States and Fermi-Surface at ε̃3d

x2−y2 = −1.00, ε̃3d
z2

= −1.70, tpp = 0.6, tpd = 1.2, ε̃2p = −7, ε̃5d = 0.2, t′dd = 0.2, tdd =
0.2, tRR = 1.0

Indeed, this assumption will lose the occupancy count
of the band under the scrutiny of empirical evidence of
input parameters and full-band Density Functional The-
ory (ab-initio) analysis. However, it will preserve a con-
sistent trend of inter-dependence parameters and the or-
der of magnitude and effectively gives the emergence and
evolution of a two-pocket-Fermi surface.

Thus, we have developed a generalized phenomeno-
logical model based on an understanding of the rele-
vant multi-orbital model, which consists of Nickel 3dz2

and Rare-earth 5dz2 in both RNiO3 and RNiO2 (see
Fig. (9)). This has led to an effective two-orbital model
for the common RNiOn. Our phenomenological under-
standing emphasizes the role of 3dz2 as an anchoring en-
ergy level, which in our model can be explicitly captured
in the interlayer hybridization term V12(k) (see Fig. (10))
in dispersion equation (6). This effective model retains
the Fermi-surface evolution features of the multi-orbital
model, particularly with tuning of doping and pressure.
Therefore, it can be utilized to calculate other physical
observables. For example, in the subsequent section (V),
we use it to calculate the static susceptibility in RNiOn

systems, helping us understand the nature of electronic
excitation and instabilities.

V. ANALYSIS OF LINDHARD
SUSCEPTIBILITY

In undoped Cuprate parent compounds, long-range an-
tiferromagnetic order results in distinct magnetic Bragg
peaks in the susceptibility at the specific wave vector
q = (π, π) [58–65]. However, with doping, the long-
range antiferromagnetic order is quickly suppressed. In-
stead, the system displays short-range magnetic corre-
lations, indicating the emergence of magnetic instabili-
ties. This experimental behavior combined with theoret-

ical works suggests that spin fluctuations possibly have a
significant contribution to the electronic pairing leading
to the emergence of superconductivity [7]. In Nickelates,
the dimensionality-dependent nature of spin fluctuations
correlates their reduction with the appearance and subse-
quent disappearance of superconductivity [66, 67]. More-
over, recent findings demonstrate the pressure-dependent
nature of the spin-susceptibility response in the family of
bilayer 327-type Nickelates R3Ni2O7, providing further
support for the s±-wave pairing mechanism in all candi-
date materials [68].
Electronic instabilities as well as charge and spin fluc-

tuations are important for understanding the microscopic
mechanism of high-Tc superconductivity. These insta-
bilities can arise from the interplay between charge,
spin, and orbital degrees of freedom, leading to transi-
tions in the superconducting state’s pairing symmetry
and gap structure. In this section, we will calculate
non-interacting susceptibility, also known as Lindhard
susceptibility[69]. It is an important quantity that can
provide insights into the ordering and excitation spec-
trum of materials like high-Tc Cuprate superconductors.
The Lindhard susceptibility serves as the basis for calcu-
lating the fully interacting susceptibility using the Ran-
dom Phase Approximation (RPA)[49, 50], which can re-
veal instabilities towards various ordered phases such as
charge-density waves, spin-density waves, or supercon-
ductivity, depending on the dominant fluctuations within
the system. We test the relevance of our effective two-
orbital model eq. (6) derived from reducing a multi-
orbital model eq. (4) to understand possible instabilities
using Lindhard susceptibility [69].

Expressing the spin operators as Sα+
i = c†α↑i cα↓i and

Sα−
i = c†α↓i cα↑i , where α represents the orbitals corre-

sponding to RNiOn, the susceptibility as a function of
imaginary time τ can be formulated as a spin-spin corre-
lation function:
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FIG. 13. Lindhard susceptibility χ0(q, 0) of RNiOn from our proposed effective model given by dispersion eq.(6) with condition
ε̃3d

z2
= ε̃3d

x2−y2 (Left), ε̃3dz2 < ε̃3d
x2−y2 (Middle), ε̃3d

z2
> ε̃3d

x2−y2 (Right), following path mentioned in Table (I). χNi−Ni
0

is represented by dashed lines (−−−) , χNi−R
0 is represented by dotted lines (· · · ) and χR−R

0 is represented by the dash-dotted
lines (− · −)

χ αα′

0 ij (τ) = ⟨Sα+
j (τ)Sα′−

i (0)⟩, (10)

where ⟨...⟩ denotes a thermodynamic average. Here,
since we neglected interaction terms in Hamiltonian the
resulting susceptibility is the non-interacting one and cor-
responds to the Lindhard susceptibility. We find:

χ αα′

0 ij (τ) = −Gα′α
ij (τ)Gαα′

ji (−τ) (11)

where Gα′α
ij = ⟨Tτ c

α↑
j (τ)cα

′†↑
i (0)⟩ = ⟨Tτ c

α↓
j (τ)cα

′†↓
i (0)⟩

represents the Green’s function, and Tτ denotes the
chronological order operator. Upon Fourier transforma-
tion, the static susceptibility χ0(q, ν) is derived in recip-
rocal space k, q, and with Fermionic Matsubara frequen-
cies iωn:

χ0(q, ν) = − 1

βN

∑
k

∑
ωn

G(k+ q, iωn + ν)G(k, iωn)

(12)

where, ν is frequency. We dropped the element-wise
representation, hence χ0(q, ν = 0) is a matrix of static

susceptibility of the system with χ0αα′
components of or-

bitals in consideration. This is in principle a response of
material to an external magnetic field, the peak of which
also gives the optimal direction of momentum-dependent
ordering.

The plots of χ0(q, ν = 0) (Fig.(13)) for three different
cases corresponding to ε̃3dz2

= ε̃3dx2−y2 mimicking the

presence of apical Oxygen akin to perovskite Nickelates
RNiO3 (see left panel of Fig.(13)) , ε̃3dz2

< ε̃3dx2−y2

mimicking the reduction of apical Oxygen akin to lay-
ered Nickelates RNiO2 (see middle panel of Fig.(13)) and
ε̃3dz2

> ε̃3dx2−y2mimicking the layered Nickelates under

high-pressure (see right panel of Fig.(13)). Each of these
cases is plotted for the parameters depicted as a path in
order 1 → 6 in Fig.(11) of section (IV) from the pro-
posed effective model given by dispersion equation (6).
This path is intentionally selected to take into account
all possible variations of the tunable parameter to check
its effect on χ0(q, ν = 0).

To understand the trend, consider the plotted
χ0(q, ν = 0) in Fig.13 for different paths as mentioned in

Table I. When ε̃5d varies with a constant tRR, χ
R−R
0 se-

quentially decreases with an increase in ε̃5d. This trend of
χR−R
0 is similar for all three conditions ε̃3dz2

= ε̃3dx2−y2 ,

ε̃3dz2
< ε̃3dx2−y2 , and ε̃3dz2

> ε̃3dx2−y2 . When tRR varies

with a constant ε̃5d, χR−R
0 sequentially increases with

an increase of tRR This trend of χR−R
0 is also similar

for all three cases mentioned earlier. Finally, when both
ε̃5d varies with tRR, χ

R−R
0 sequentially increases with a

decrease of both ε̃5d and tRR. This χR−R
0 trend is con-

sistent over all three cases. It is evident that this trend
of χR−R

0 becomes more dormant as the level of ε̃3dz2
as

it goes further away from the Fermi level (compare the
middle and right panel of Fig. (13)).

Further, χNi−R
0 is consistently near 0 throughout all

the cases. χNi−Ni
0 follows the same trend as χR−R

0 but

is less robust compared to χR−R
0 and shows a consistent

peak at q = (π, π), which has been explicitly observed
through reported ab-initio calculations [67, 70, 71] and a
small crest at q = (π, 0) throughout all the cases. For the

variation of ε̃5d − tRR, χ
R−R
0 (represented by the dotted

line) shows a consistent peak at q = (0, 0). Also, as we
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Tuning parameters Path

Const. Var.
ε̃3d

z2
= ε̃3d

x2−y2

(Left)

ε̃3d
z2

< ε̃3d
x2−y2

(Middle)

ε̃3d
z2

> ε̃3d
x2−y2

(Right)

tRR ε̃5d 1 → 2 → 3 1 → 2 → 3 5 → 4 → 3

ε̃5d tRR 3 → 4 → 5 3 → 4 → 5 1 → 6 → 5

Var: ε̃5d and tRR 5 → 6 5 → 6 3 → 2 → 1

TABLE I. Table of path followed for calculating χ0(q, 0) in Fig. 13 for RNiOn from proposed effective model given by dispersion
eq. 6 according to Fig. 11. For the corresponding path and condition, see Fig 11 for concern parameters.

approach the condition ε̃3dz2
> ε̃3dx2−y2 , χ

R−R
0 (lines in

cyan and magenta color) diffused peaks near q = (π, 0)
and near q = (2π/3, 2π/3) emerges.

Thus, we explored the Lindhard susceptibility of
RNiOn with consideration of an effective two-band
model derived from an equivalent multi-orbital descrip-
tion. This approach allows us to capture the essential
physics of the system by simplifying the complex interac-
tions into a more manageable form. Our effective model
reveals a consistent susceptibility peak for theNiOn layer
at the wave vector q = (π, π), which is indicative of the
underlying square lattice structure similar to Cuprates
and potential ordering at this specific momentum trans-
fer. Additionally, we observe a comparatively robust
peak corresponding to the Rare-earth layer, highlighting
the Rare-earth elements’ significant role in influencing
the system’s electronic properties.

To understand these results, it is crucial to consider
the well-established outcomes of the RPA for charge and
spin susceptibilities. In the RPA framework, the sus-
ceptibility χ(q, ν) is expressed in a generalized form as
χ(q, ν) = χ0(q, ν)/(1−Ueffχ0(q, ν)), where Ueff is the ef-
fective interaction strength. This formula captures how
interactions renormalize the bare susceptibility, leading
to enhanced responses at certain wave vectors and fre-
quencies. Further, when the bare susceptibility χ0(q, ν)
is of the order U−1

eff , the denominator of the RPA ex-
pression approaches zero. This condition implies that
χ(q, ν)−1 → 0, indicating a divergence in the suscepti-
bility [72]. Such a divergence is a hallmark of instabil-
ity in the system, often leading to ordering phenomena
such as charge density waves, spin density waves, or other
forms of electronic ordering. This response is crucial as it
contributes to the ordering behavior of the system, align-
ing with our observations of peaks in the susceptibility at
specific wave vectors. Our model indicates that the Lind-
hard susceptibility peak is located at q = (π, π), similar
to the Cuprates[58–65].

Our findings, therefore, provide a deeper understand-
ing of the interplay between the Rare-earth elements and
the NiOn layers in determining the electronic properties
and potential ordering in RNiOn compounds. In con-
junction with the Lindhard susceptibility analysis with
doping and pressure effects, the effective two-band model
offers valuable insights into the mechanisms driving these
susceptibilities and their implications for the material’s

behavior. It can also reveal features like Fermi-surface
nesting or van Hove singularities that significantly influ-
ence the spin fluctuation spectrum of the system. As
shown in this section, this peak can be tuned either by
doping or applying pressure to the system, which can aid
in settling nesting features of the Fermi surface in these
Nickelate systems.

VI. CONCLUSION

This study provides a comprehensive theoretical frame-
work to understand the role of effective orbitals and the
emergence of an additional Fermi pocket in layered Nick-
elates. By investigating the multi-orbital model of the
Nickelate family and considering the appropriate symme-
tries of active orbitals (5dz2 , 3dz2 , 3dx2−y2 , 2px/y/z), we
have identified the crucial factors that influence the elec-
tronic structure and superconductivity in these materials.

Our analysis shows that while the Nickel 3dx2−y2 or-
bital mainly crosses the Fermi level, the Nickel 3dz2 or-
bital is important in lowering the energy of the Rare-
earth 5dz2 orbital. It acts as a tuning knob for the
emergence of a second Fermi surface pocket. This phe-
nomenon is particularly favored when the 3dz2 orbital
energy is lower than the 3dx2−y2 orbital. In this case,
electrons are mediated through 5dz2 exchange interac-
tions between the Rare-earth and NiOn layers.

We also developed an effective two-orbital model that
captures the essential low-energy physics of the per-
ovskiteRNiO3 and infinite-layerRNiO2 families, consid-
ering their multi-orbital nature and intricate hybridiza-
tion patterns. Our model explains the evolution of the
Fermi surface topology, highlighting its sensitivity to the
presence or absence of apical Oxygen and the application
of high pressure. This has revealed a rich phenomenol-
ogy, including the emergence of additional Fermi surface
pockets and intricate susceptibility features reminiscent
of those observed in Cuprate superconductors.

In particular, although we did not observe any CDW
instabilities at q = ( 13 , 0) (in reciprocal lattice units, r.l.u)
as suggested in some experiments [45], our findings on
susceptibility indicate possible instabilities at q = (π, π)
(or q = (12 ,

1
2 ) in r.l.u), similar to those observed in

Cuprates. This peak in Lindhard susceptibility could
be attributed to the strong influence of the underlying
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square lattice symmetry akin to Cuprates. Understand-
ing the microscopic pairing mechanism for superconduc-
tivity, whether it involves CDW, charge order, or Mag-
netic Order, requires knowledge of the specific interac-
tion terms, shedding light on the most relevant interac-
tion and providing insights into the microscopic pairing
mechanism for superconductivity. The observed Lind-
hard susceptibility peak at q = (π, π) will be crucial for
the emergence of any ordering instability, including Su-
perconductivity, that may result from microscopic inter-
action term. Thus, the proposed theoretical framework
offers a comprehensive approach for extending models to
the Nickelate family. It provides insights into the factors
influencing susceptibilities, such as Fermi-surface nesting
or van Hove singularities, which significantly impact the
spin fluctuation spectrum.

In perspective, one could consider incorporating inter-
actions into the proposed 2-band effective model of Nick-
elates, drawing inspiration from the approach used for
Cuprates. This could offer valuable insights into phe-

nomena such as charge/spin Density waves, charge/spin
ordering, and other instabilities that may contribute to
superconductivity in the Nickelate family of materials.
Expanding our theoretical predictions, we could further
investigate the effects of varying doping levels and exter-
nal pressures in greater detail, utilizing a combination of
empirical and ab initio-based inputs. Additionally, con-
ducting additional experimental studies to explore alter-
native potential pairing mechanisms and their implica-
tions for high-temperature superconductivity in Nicke-
late systems could lead to valuable insights.
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Appendix A: Susceptibility

The general form of single-particle green function in imaginary time is,

Gα;ᾱ(τ1, τ2) = −
〈
T cα(τ1)c

†
ᾱ(τ2)

〉
(A1)

while the generalized two-particle Green’s function is given by,

Gᾱα;γ̄γ(τ1, τ2, τ3, τ4) =
〈
T c†ᾱ(τ1)cα(τ2)c

†
γ̄(τ3)cγ(τ4)

〉
(A2)

The indices α, ᾱ, γ, γ̄ can represent spin : {↑, ↓}, orbital or band index, site index inside the unit cell, lattice site index
: i, j ∈ N or momenta k,q ∈ R3.

For any two quadratic operator A =
∑

ij Aijc
†
i cj and B =

∑
ij Bijc

†
i cj most general form of the susceptibility is

given by:

χAB =
∑
ijkl

Aijχijkl(ω)Bkl (A3)

where χijkl is a tensor in single particle indices i, j, k, l. In imaginary time-domain χijkl(ω) → χijkl(τ) and it is
explicitly given by following the correlation function,

χijkl(τ1, τ2, τ3, τ4) = ⟨T c†i (τ1)cj(τ2)c
†
k(τ3)cl(τ4)⟩ − ⟨c†i (τ1)cj(τ2)⟩⟨c

†
k(τ3)cl(τ4)⟩ (A4)

Therefore, in terms of Green’s function 1,

χijkl(τ1, τ2, τ3, τ4) = Gījk̄l(τ1, τ2, τ3, τ4)− Gji(τ2 − τ1)Glk(τ4 − τ3) (A5)

When there is no interaction, we can use Wick’s Theorem, which allows us to express the two-particle Green’s
function by a product of single-particle Green’s function with all possible pairing and with the sign given by the number
of times we interchange the fermionic operator[73] and hence non-interacting susceptibility- Lindhard Susceptibility
is given by,

χ0 ijkl(τ) = G0 li(−τ)G0 kj(τ) (A6)

1 Note the order of indices of second term
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Fourier transform to Matsubara frequency iωn and to momentum k basis

χ(q, νn) = − 1

βN

∑
k

∑
ωn

G(k+ q, iωn + ν)G(k, iωn) (A7)

Appendix B: Parameters

Fits on ab-initio results:

Compound Ref Orbitals On-Site energy (eV) NN hopping (eV) NNN hopping (eV)

LaNiO2 [22] Ni− dx2−y2 0.249 −0.368 0.099

LaNiO2 [74] Ni− dx2−y2 0.093 −0.381 0.081

LaNiO2 [75]
Ni− dx2−y2 0.281 −0.380 0.088

Interstitial : s 1.493 −0.031 −0.111

LaNiO2 [76] Ni− dx2−y2 – 0.395 −0.095

NdNiO2 [77] Ni− dx2−y2 +O − px/y – 0.254 −0.030

LaNiO2 [26]
Ni− dx2−y2 0.2689 −0.3894 0.0977

NdNiO2 Ni− dx2−y2 0.2502 −0.3974 0.0933

LaNiO2 [16]
Ni− dx2−y2 0.267 −0.355 –

La− dz2 1.132 −0.164 –

TABLE II.

Compound Ref Orbital NN-hopping (eV) NNN-hopping (eV) ∆d
x2−y2−dxy (eV)

LaNiO2

[78]

Ni− dx2−y2 −0.370 0.10
1.39

Ni− dxy −0.16 −0.05

PrNiO2
Ni− dx2−y2 −0.370 0.10

1.41
Ni− dxy −0.16 −0.05

NdNiO2
Ni− dx2−y2 −0.370 0.10

1.42
Ni− dxy −0.16 −0.05

TABLE III.

Compound Ref. Parameters (eV)

LaNiO2

[22]
ε̃p ε̃3d

x2−y2 ε̃3d
z2

tpd t′pd

−5.41 −1.02 −1.73 −1.23 0.20

[16]

ε̃p ε̃3d
x2−y2 ε̃3d

z2
tpd t′pd

−3.26 0.70 0.04 −1.20 −0.30

ε̃5d2z t′dd t′′dd tdd −−
−2.42 −0.5 −− −− −−

[42]
∆dp ε̃3d

x2−y2 ε̃3d
z2

ε̃5d
z2

t′dd

−6 0.40 −2.94 2.649 0.253

NdNiO2 [77]
∆dp ε̃3d

x2−y2 tpd tpp –

– 4.2 1.3 0.6 –

TABLE IV.
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Compound Ref ∆dp (eV) tpd (eV)

LaNiO3 [79] 4.4 −1.3

TABLE V.
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S. Zhu, X. He, I. Božović, D. G. Schlom, and K. M. Shen.
Atomic-scale control of competing electronic phases in
ultrathin LaNiO3. Nat. Nanotechnol., 9:443–447, June
2014.

[38] Susumu Yamamoto and Takeo Fujiwara. Charge and
Spin Order in RNiO3 (R=Nd, Y) by LSDA+U Method.
J. Phys. Soc. Jpn., 71(5):1226–1229, May 2002.

[39] Jong-Woo Kim, Yongseong Choi, S. Middey, D. Meyers,
J. Chakhalian, Padraic Shafer, H. Park, and Philip J.

Ryan. Direct Evidence of the Competing Nature between
Electronic and Lattice Breathing Order in Rare-Earth
Nickelates. Phys. Rev. Lett., 124(12), March 2020.

[40] Yi Lu, Zhicheng Zhong, Maurits W. Haverkort, and
Philipp Hansmann. Origins of bond and spin order in
rare-earth nickelate bulk and heterostructures. Phys.
Rev. B, 95(19):195117, May 2017.

[41] Xiang Ding, Yu Fan, Xiaoxiao Wang, Chihao Li, Zhi-
tong An, Jiahao Ye, Shenglin Tang, Minyinan Lei, Xing-
tian Sun, Nan Guo, Zhihui Chen, Suppanut Sangphet,
Yilin Wang, Haichao Xu, Rui Peng, and Donglai Feng.
Cuprate-like Electronic Structures in Infinite-Layer Nick-
elates with Substantial Hole Dopings. Natl. Sci. Rev.,
page nwae194, June 2024.

[42] Peiheng Jiang, Liang Si, Zhaoliang Liao, and Zhicheng
Zhong. Electronic structure of rare-earth infinite-layer
RNiO2(R = La,Nd). Phys. Rev. B, 100(20):201106,
November 2019.

[43] Emily Been, Wei-Sheng Lee, Harold Y. Hwang, Yi Cui,
Jan Zaanen, Thomas Devereaux, Brian Moritz, and
Chunjing Jia. Electronic structure trends across the rare-
earth series in superconducting infinite-layer nickelates.
Phys. Rev. X, 11:011050, Mar 2021.

[44] Frank Lechermann. Emergent flat-band physics in d9−δ

multilayer nickelates. Phys. Rev. B, 105(15):155109,
April 2022.

[45] Charles C. Tam, Jaewon Choi, Xiang Ding, Stefano
Agrestini, Abhishek Nag, Mei Wu, Bing Huang, Huiqian
Luo, Peng Gao, Mirian Garćıa-Fernández, Liang Qiao,
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