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In this work, we apply the DFT+U approach for a detailed ab initio study of the refined structure
of the low-temperature phase of magnetite [M. S. Senn et al., Nature 481, 173 (2012)]. We compare
the electronic properties of this structure and several alternatives with respect to the presence of
trimeron ordering and the bandgap properties. The connection of the trimeron arrangement with
site-selective doping of magnetite is discussed. Calculations of the polaron hopping energy allow us
to make one step forward toward understanding the complex interplay of polaronic and bandgap
contributions to electronic properties of the magnetite.

I. INTRODUCTION

The physics of magnetite has been an enigmatic puzzle
for nearly a century [1, 2] with its pinnacle represented
by the Verwey transition [3, 4] which is one of the fun-
damental problems of condensed matter physics and in-
volves a complex interplay of crystal structure and lattice
vibrations with electronic structure and strong electron
correlations [5, 6]. The physics of the Verwey transition
illustrates the modern level of consistency among exper-
imental methods, theoretical approaches, and computa-
tional tools available for understanding the properties of
materials. The significant confusion associated with mag-
netite physics stems from the fact that magnetite was the
first substance where the metal-insulator transition was
detected: in fact, as a generalization of the Verwey tran-
sition. At the same time, modern experimental studies
describe this transition undoubtedly as a semiconductor-
semiconductor transition (see, e.g. [7, 8]).

The development of ab initio electronic structure meth-
ods follows several complementary avenues [9, 10] and
materials with strong electronic correlations represent
one of the most complicated classes that has progressed
during the last decades through many stages of rethink-
ing (see, e.g., [11–13]). Subtle nuances of electronic struc-
ture methods were shown to be crucial for understanding
magnetite properties [14–17].

The question of the crystal structure of magnetite im-
poses fundamental limitations on the theoretical under-
standing of its electronic structure. On the one hand,
high-temperature (HT) phase has a well established cu-
bic Fd3̄m lattice. However, this lattice is not stable at
low temperatures and therefore can not be applied for
static zero-temperature ab initio electronic structure cal-
culations. On the other hand, the crystal structure of
the low-temperature (LT) phase has been the subject of
debate for a long time. Presumably, the first attempt
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to apply the ab initio theory taking into account strong
correlations was made in 1996 by Anisimov et al. [18] us-
ing the DFT+U method. Szoteck et al. [19] applied the
SIC-DFT approach for strong correlations and consid-
ered cubic, Pmc21 and P2/c candidate structures. Af-
ter the next major refinement of the LT phase structure
in 2001-2002 by Wright, Attfield, and Radaelli [20, 21],
Leonov et al. [22] and Jeng et al. [23] presented the
DFT+U calculations for the P2/c structure. It was
shown [22, 24] that the resulting orbital ordering obeys
the Kugel-Khomskii model [25–27].
Subsequent refinement of the LT phase structure was

published in 2012 by Senn, Wright, and Attfield [28]
showing that the Cc structure was the best variant. Elec-
tronic structure calculations for the Cc structure [29–32]
provided systematically higher bandgap values than pre-
dicted by previous studies. To our knowledge, these sys-
tematic changes in bandgap values have not received any
appropriate attention yet that would be very desirable
in the context of the significant complexity of interpre-
tations proposed for high-precision experimental data on
magnetite electronic properties [7, 8, 16, 17, 33–36].
The key feature of the Verwey transition is a sharp

decrease in conductivity about two orders of magnitude
below TV ∼ 125 K. It was this transition that stimulated
the concept of metal-insulator transition [37] frequently
used to describe the differences between the LT and HT
phases of magnetite. The closure of the bandgap at tem-
peratures above TV is usually implied. Infrared opti-
cal conductivity data [33, 34], the photoemission spec-
troscopy (PES) results [38–43] and scanning tunneling
spectroscopy (STS) results [35, 44] could be interpreted
as the manifestation of a bad metallic state above TV .
However, these methods can be quite sensitive to sur-
face states, and at the same time no clear Fermi edge
is observed. Moreover, the conductivity value itself is
much lower than the minimum Ioffe-Regel conductivity
for metals [35]. For the HT phase, the dc conductiv-
ity follows the Arrhenius law with an activation energy
EHT

a ∼ 50 meV. In the LT phase, the conductivity fol-
lows the Arrhenius law also with a slightly higher activa-
tion energy ELT

a ∼ 100 meV [3, 8, 45, 46], similar values
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are also observed for terahertz conductivity [47].
There are several models that describe charge trans-

port in magnetite. The bandlike model with delocalized
electron transport proposed by Cullen and Callen [48]. In
contrast, other models suggest localized charge transport
via polarons formed because of strong electron-phonon
interactions, such as small polarons [49], bipolarons [50]
and molecular polarons [51]. Later, Ihle and Lorenz as-
sumed the superposition of the small polaron band and
the hopping conductivity [52]. The conductivity behav-
ior shows a clear semiconductor-semiconductor type of
Verwey transition [8].

The concept of a semiconductor-semiconductor transi-
tion is further supported by a series of papers, in which
the bandgap Eg is observed both above and below TV .
Using temperature-dependent high-resolution PES data,
Park et al. [53] showed that the bandgap does not vanish
above the Verwey transition but undergoes a jump de-
crease from ELT

g ∼ 150 meV to EHT
g ∼ 100 meV. Later,

similar results were obtained using two less surface-
sensitive methods: the soft X-ray PES [7] and the hard
X-ray PES [54] gave slightly lower values ELT

g ∼ 100 meV

and EHT
g ∼ 50 meV, which are in a good agreement with

the conductivity activation energies. In all of these works,
the possible role of polarons on electronic properties is
emphasized. In addition, a STS study by Jordan et al.
is reported in which a constant ELT

g ≈ EHT
g ∼ 200 meV

surface gap is observed below and above the Verwey tran-
sition [55]. Later, with a single magnetite nanocrystal,
Hevroni et al. observed a decrease in the bandgap just
above the transition to EHT

g ∼ 75 meV [36] and in
another study of single magnetite nanocrystal a higher
value for low temperature phase ELT

g ∼ 320 meV and

EHT
g ∼ 70 meV were observed [56].
In the context of such complex experimental data,

ab initio calculations could provide a complementary
point of view on electronic and optical properties. De-
spite the fact that strongly correlated iron oxides are
very challenging systems for density functional the-
ory calculations [70], a considerable progress has been
made in this field. There are cubic Fd3̄m phase cal-
culations that describe magnetite as a half-metal [57–
61, 63, 64, 68, 71]. Liu and Di Valentin showed that
charge separation leads to a small bandgap in the cu-
bic phase [15]. Orbital ordering and trimerons struc-
tural properties in the LT phase have also been thor-
oughly studied [18, 22, 24, 29, 31, 32, 72, 73]. Further-
more, nuclear magnetic resonance (NMR) and Mössbauer
spectrs were successfully explained within the framework
of ab initio calculations [30, 74, 75]. Later, within the
DFT+U framework, the Frenkel pair formation energy
and the bandgap together were described in the cubic
Fd3̄m phase [65]. The essential results of the selected ab
initio studies of HT and LT phases relevant to this work
are presented in Table I.

Recently, polaron excitations and trimeron ordering
have attracted a great deal of attention. Resonant in-
elastic X-ray scattering revealed spin-orbital excitations

driven by polaronic distortion that persist even in the
HT phase [76]. Terahertz spectroscopy and ab initio
calculations have been used to study the interplay be-
tween trimeron order and specific phonon modes [16, 17].
Spin transport properties in two-dimensional magnetite
nanosheets were associated with the Verwey transi-
tion [77]. Another complementary topic is pressure ef-
fects on the Verwey transition [78–80]. In addition,
trimerons and polaronic transport have been examined in
a similar iron oxide Fe4O5 [81, 82]. Significant progress
has been also made for hematite Fe2O3 in the description
of polaronic transport properties [83–85] and polaronic
excitons [86, 87].

In this paper, we will focus on the LT phase of mag-
netite and make an attempt to reveal a comprehensive in-
terplay of trimeron, orbital, and charge orderings, consid-
ering together the atomic structure, band structure, and
polaron hopping in the framework of a DFT+U model.
The reminder of the paper is organized as follows. In
Section II, the general model and computational details
are given. In Section III, the orbital-charge orderings
together with the band structures and the trimeron or-
derings are considered. In Section IV, we present small
polaron hopping calculations. In Section V, we discuss
our results in the context of possible interpretations of
polaron and bandgap features detected in optical con-
ductivity data. The paper is concluded in Section VI.

II. COMPUTATIONAL DETAILS

Spin-polarized DFT calculations are performed using
the projector-augmented wave (PAW) method [90, 91]
implemented in VASP [92, 93]. The energy cut-off of the
plane wave basis is set to 550 eV. The exchange correla-
tion energy in the generalized gradient approximation by
Perdew, Burke, and Ernzerhof (GGA-PBE [94]) is used.
Γ-centered k-meshes from 2×2×2 to 8×8×8 with respect
to supercell size are used, employing the Blöchl tetrahe-
dron corrections [95]. The k-mesh convergence obtained
is of the order of one meV per functional unit. Optimal
strategies are used to parallelize the computations [96].
Strong electron correlations are taken into account with
a Hubbard Ueff = U − J correction applied to 3d elec-
trons of Fe based on the rotation-invariant Dudarev ap-
proach [97]. Ueff = 3.8 eV is used that is consistent with
previous studies on magnetite (see Table I) and was used
in previous works on cubic phase of magnetite [15, 65],
on chromite [98] and on nickel ferrite [99]. There are
some approaches to obtain Ueff entirely ab initio [100–
103], however, a fine-tuned Ueff value for a certain prop-
erty could be not optimal for taking into account simul-
taneously all ground state properties of a system (see,
e.g. [104]).
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TABLE I. The review of the selected previous ab initio studies of magnetite that provided the bandgap Eg values. Selected
key properties of previous ab initio magnetite studies. The FeB column show if charge separation was detected in the model.
Approaches for strong electron correlations, lattice symmetry groups and maximum numbers of atoms are shown. The comments
column contains either the quantity used for comparison with experimental data or a unique aspect of a particular study.

Eg, eV FeB state Strong correlations Lattice N Reference Comment

Cubic high temperature phase

0 Fe2.5+B - Fd3̄m 14 Yanase and Siratori, 1984 [57] Exp.: Eg = 0 eV [38]

0 Fe2.5+B - Fd3̄m 14 Zhang and Satpathy, 1991 [58] Exp.: Eg = 0 eV [38]

0 Fe2.5+B - Fd3̄m 14 Yanase and Hamada, 1999 [59] Exp.: Eg = 0 eV [40]

0 Fe2.5+B - Fd3̄m 56 Hendy et al., 2003 [60] Point defects

0 Fe2.5+B U = 4.0, J = 0.8 Fd3̄m 56 Piekarz et al., 2007 [61] Exp.: phonon spectra [62]

0 Fe2.5+B Ueff = 3.94 Fd3̄m 56 Arras et al., 2013 [63] Cationic defects

0 Fe2.5+B Ueff = 4.0 Fd3̄m 56 Noh et al., 2014 [64]

∼0.4 Fe
2+/3+
B HSE06 Fd3̄m 56

0 Fe2.5+B HSE(15%) Fd3̄m 56

0.18 Fe
2+/3+
B Ueff = 3.5 Fd3̄m 14 Liu and Di Valentin, 2017 [15] Exp.: Eg = 0.1-0.2 eV

0.42 Fe
2+/3+
B HSE06 Fd3̄m 14 [53, 55]

0.34 Fe
2+/3+
B B3LY P Fd3̄m 14

0.06 Fe
2+/3+
B Ueff = 3.5 Fd3̄m 448 Shutikova and Stegailov, 2022 [65] Exp.: defect energies [66]

Monoclinic low temperature phase

0.34 Fe
2+/3+
B U = 4.51, V = 0.18 Imma 14 Anisimov et al., 1996 [18] Exp.: Eg = 0.14 eV [40]

0.1 Fe
2+/3+
B SIC-LSD P2/c 56 Szotek et al., 2003 [19]

0 Fe2.5+B - P2/c 56 Leonov et al., 2004 [22] Exp.: Eg = 0.14 eV [33]

0.18 Fe
2+/3+
B U = 5, J = 1 P2/c 56

0.2 Fe
2+/3+
B U = 4.5, J = 0.8 P2/c 56 Jeng et al., 2004 [23] Exp.: Eg = 0.1 eV [33]

0.075 LSDA+DMFT Craco et al., 2006 [67]

0.33 Fe
2+/3+
B Ueff = 5 C2/c 14 Pinto and Elliot, 2006 [68] Exp.: Eg = 0.14 eV [33]

0.33 Fe
2+/3+
B U = 4.0, J = 0.8 P2/c 56 Piekarz et al., 2007 [61] Exp.: Eg = 0.14 eV [33]

0.87 Fe
2+/3+
B B3LY P P2/c 56 Rowan et al., 2009 [14] Exp.: Raman modes [34]

0.32 Fe
2+/3+
B B3LY P (15%) P2/c 56

0.5 Fe
2+/3+
B U = 4.5, J = 0.9 Cc 112 Senn et al., 2012 [29] Exp.: Eg = 0.1 eV [34]

0.5 Fe
2+/3+
B B3LY P (10%) Cc 112 Patterson, 2014 [30] Exp.: NMR resonance [69]

0.9 Fe
2+/3+
B B3LY P (15%) Cc 112

0.51 Fe
2+/3+
B U = 4.5, J = 0.89 P2/c 112 Liu et al, 2017 [31] Biaxial strain

1.0 Fe
2+/3+
B U = 4.5, J = 0.89 Cc 112

∼1.0 Fe
2+/3+
B Ueff = 4.1 Cc 448 Srivastava et al., 2023 [32] Oxygen vacancies

III. ORBITAL-CHARGE ORDERING AND
TRIMERONS

In order to study the complex interplay of charge, or-
bital, and trimeron orderings, we consider various charge
orderings within one DFT+U framework. We consider
4 types of probable initial charge ordering with the fol-
lowing symmetry space groups: the Verwey-like Imma
ordering, the experimentally suggested Cc and P2/c or-
derings, as well as the P4122 ordering predicted for nickel

ferrite [105] possessing a similar structure of B-sublattice
of Ni2+/Fe3+ ions.
We perform our ground-state calculations in the three-

stage approach:

1. The initial coordinate relaxation of the distorted
cubic phase with a symmetry group of interest to
obtain desired Fe2+/Fe3+ distribution (the struc-
ture from [28, 106] is used in the case of Cc).

2. The full coordinates relaxation with the possibility
of changing the shape and volume of the supercell.
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Bad trimeron

band

Imma
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Normal t2g band

t2g band

t2g band

FIG. 1. Orbital-charge ordering and band structure. Charge density isosurfaces are visualized in VESTA [88]. Iron atoms in
tetrahedral and octahedral sites are shown in blue and brown, oxygen atoms are red. Gray dashed lines represent periodic
boundaries for primitive lattice. Yellow isosurfaces show occupied t2g orbitals of octahedral Fe2+ atoms which energy bands
lie just below the Fermi level. Band structures are plotted using sumo [89]: orange lines show spin-up bands and blue dashed
lines show spin-down bands. For the Cc structure the t2g bands forming “bad” trimerons are also highlighted in red.

TABLE II. DFT+U results obtained for various charge-orbital orderings. Calculations are performed from supercells with an
initial symmetry group which contains N atoms. The final symmetry shows the symmetry group obtained after cell and ion
relaxations determined by sumo [89]. ∆E represents the difference in energy per one functional unit with respect to the Cc
structure [28]. Eg is the bandgap calculated as the difference of the HOMO and LUMO bands energies. The bandgap type is
obtained for the primitive cell that corresponds to the final symmetry. We assume that trimerons are linear 3-site distortions,
which, in general, consist of one Fe2+ atom in the middle and two Fe3+ atoms at the edges. We define the trimeron ordering
as some structured arrangement of trimerons (see Figure 2).

Initial symmetry N Final symmetry ∆E, meV/f.u. Eg, eV Bandgap type Trimeron ordering

Imma 14/56 Imma 33 0.55 indirect no

Imma 112/224 Pnma 20 0.72 direct yes

P2/c 112/224 P2/c 5 0.86 indirect yes

P4122 224 P41212 1 1.12 indirect no

P4122 112 P21 < 1 1.09 indirect no

Cc 112/224 Cc 0 1.03 direct yes

3. The determination of the final symmetry groups
and the calculations of the band structure in the
corresponding primitive cells.

The results obtained are provided in Table II. In agree-
ment with the experiment, the structure with the Cc
symmetry group turned out to be the lowest in energy.
Considering the different sizes of the initial supercells in
the case of the Cc and P2/c symmetry groups, there are
no noticeable differences. Quite interesting results are
obtained in the case of relaxation of the Imma and P4122
orderings. So in the case of Imma symmetry group, we

see a transition to Pnma symmetry group after relax-
ation for supercells of 112 and 224 atoms. Furthermore,
we obtaine P21 and P41212 symmetry groups after relax-
ation in the case of 112 and 224 atoms initially with the
P4122 symmetry group. For all six final symmetries, we
obtain the quasi-cubic lattice parameter of ā0 = 8.49 Å,
which agrees with experimental āexp0 = 8.39 Åreasonable
well. The difference in the energy of different orderings
is rather small, especially in the case of structures with
symmetry groups P41212 and P21. This may indicate
the existence of inhomogeneous ordering inclusions of this
type in crystals at finite temperature.

4



P21

P41212

Сс

Imma

P2/c

Pnma

FIG. 2. Trimeron ordering in the charge-orbital orderingsconsidered. Yellow isosurfaces show occupied t2g orbitals of octahedral
Fe2+ atoms. Oxygen atoms are shown in gray, while iron atoms are hidden. Green lines show shortening of Fe2+-Fe3+ bonds
which form trimerons. For the case of the Cc structure, we assume similar trimeron ordering with two long bonds and a “bad”
trimeron as it was proposed by Senn et al. [28]. The “bad” trimeron is shown as a bold red line. For other cases we show
Fe2+-Fe3+ bonds that are shorter than 2.98 Å. Thus, for the orbital-charge orderings with the symmetry group P2/c and Pnma
a well identified trimeron order can be seen. In the Imma structure there is no shortening of Fe2+-Fe3+ bonds and therefore
no trimerons, while in the P21 and P41212 structures in addition to linear distortions which could be referred to as trimerons,
there is another type of some angle-like distortions.

An intriguing result that should be highlighted is the
case of the transition from Imma to Pnma symmetry,
in which the charge ordering in the B sublattice does not
change, but at the same time the orbital ordering changes
and forms chains of trimerons. This clearly shows the im-
portance of understanding not only the charge distribu-
tion but also the finer ordering of the orbitals. Moreover,

this change in orbital ordering is accompanied by a tran-
sition from an indirect to a direct bandgap, which could
be seen in the band structures shown in Figure 1.

After relaxation of our model with Cc ordering, we ob-
serve two off-centered distorted trimerons with a longer
bond and the so-called “bad” trimeron, which is a Fe2+-
Fe2+-Fe3+ complex (Figure 2). The “bad” trimeron is
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Electron polaron q = 0 Electron polaron q = 1

FIG. 3. The energy profiles for polarons hopping (in the center) and the electronic structure pictures of an electron polaron
localized states (the left and right pictures). The activation energy Ea and the reorganization energy λ for electron polaron
hopping are marked by arrows. The dash-dotted horizontal lines show the experimental data on the onset energy (Eon1) and
the first peak energy (Epeak) from the optical conductivity experiments [33, 34].

a really fascinating feature, it is one of the main differ-
ences with the P2/c symmetry structure which has a bit
higher energy and also has some sort of trimeron order-
ing (Figure 2), the indirect bandgap with a bit smaller
width (Table II). Moreover, the obtained band structure
allows us to distinguish the band with quite small disper-
sion formed by t2g orbitals on B42 sites (we use a similar
notation of non-equivalent sites as [28, 29]), which is the
constituent of the “bad” trimerons.

A recent study of Zn-doped magnetite [106] showed
selective oxidation of the “bad” trimeron B42 site, de-
spite the fact that orbital order is usually suppressed by
chemical doping.

Since the “bad” trimeron band lie higher in energy
than the others, this could be a suitable explanation
for the mechanism for the experimentally observed phe-
nomenon. Thus, Zn2+ cations randomly substitute Fe3+

ions in the A sublattice, which does not distort the charge
ordering much, leading to oxidation of iron cations at the
B42 site. This experimentally observed “bad” trimeron
feature further confirms that the ground state of the LT
phase has structures with the Cc symmetry group, and
can also serve as an indication of the importance of the
properties of “bad” trimerons in the destruction of the
trimeron order at the Verwey transition.

IV. SMALL POLARON HOPPING

We threat small polaron hopping within the Holstein-
Mott theory [107–109], implementing the Marcus ap-
proach [110, 111] in our first-principle DFT+U model.
We use the linear interpolation of atomic coordinates be-
tween two localized states to consider the process of nona-

diabatic electron transport by transfer of a small electron
or hole polaron representing an excess charge self-trapped
by a local lattice distortion (the illustration of a localized
electron polaron in the initial and final states is presented
in Figure 3). This approach was shown to be effective in
a number of previous works on titanium dioxide [112],
hematite [83], chromite [98], and nickel ferrite [99].
In the first step, the localized polaron is obtained by

ionic relaxation with a unity change in the number of
electrons. To reduce convergence problems, ion relax-
ation is performed in such a way that only the nearest
oxygen atoms are optimized first, and then the full relax-
ation of all atoms is performed. Since electron transfer
in the polaron hopping process can occur only if there
is sufficient local lattice distortion, the atom coordinates
could be a suitable reaction coordinate. In the second
step, the energy barrier is obtained from the calculated
energy surface along the linearly interpolated coordinates
beyond the localized state Rq = (1− q)Rq=0 + qRq=1.
There are a large number of possible elementary paths

in the Cc ground state caused by a high number of non-
equivalent localized polaron sites. Therefore, for the first
approximation of the polaron activation energy, we use
the simplest Pnma LT structure with trimeron ordering,
where we can estimate a path-averaged activation energy
Ea with the nearest hopping energy barrier. In this case,
we have two possible nearest hopping paths in the octa-
hedral sublattice: these are the electron polaron hopping
along Fe3+ chains and the hole polaron hopping along
Fe2+ chains.
Thus, from the energy profiles (Figure 3) we see a com-

pletely nonadiabatic behavior of the transfer processes
without an explicit transition state. The profiles have a
parabolic form and are symmetric with respect to the

6



Interpretation of Eg

from experiments

0.1-0.3 eV

Cc Eg = 1.03 eVHopping Ea = 0.13-0.16 eV

O
p

ti
c

a
l 
c

o
n

d
u

c
ti

v
it

y

EnergyEon1 ~ 0.14 eV Eon2 ~ 1.0 eV

Epeak ~ 0.6 eV

Hopping 

λ = 0.52-0.64 eV

FIG. 4. The schematic interpretation of optical conductivity. The blue circles show the onset energies and peak energies from the
experiments [33, 34]. The red range shows the bandgap interpretations from various experiments [7, 33, 34, 36, 40, 42, 44, 53–
56]. The violet, yellow and green boxes show our calculated polaron hopping activation energy Ea, polaron reorganization
energy λ and bandgap Eg.

transition state q = 0.5. Thus, according to Marcus
theory, the activation energies Ea of electron and hole
polaron migration are equal to 133 and 160 meV that
agree with those of other iron oxides [83, 98, 99, 112] and
provide new insights into the interpretation of the exper-
imentally observed electronic properties of magnetite.

V. DISCUSSION

Trimeron ordering has a significant effect on the
ground state orbital and charge ordering. Polaron ex-
citations probably lead to the vanishing of the trimeron
ordering above TV . However, our calculations for the
Pnma structure show that a single polaron distorts the
surrounding trimeron ordering only slightly.
In our Pnma model of polaron transport in the LT

phase, the activation energies obtained Ea = 0.13-0.16 eV
are quite close to the experimentally observed values of
∼0.1-0.2 eV from conductivity measurements [3, 8, 45,
46] and to the calculated values of 87-200 meV obtained
within the coherent polaron tunneling model by Baldini
et al. [16], which describes low energy electronic collec-
tive modes of trimeron ordering. Moreover, these values
are well aligned with the characteristic activation ener-
gies of diabatic polaron hopping in other iron oxides of
0.09-0.19 eV for Fe2O3 [83], 0.16 eV for FeCr2O4 [98],
and 0.12-0.18 eV for NiFe2O4 [99]. When considering
polaron transport in more detail, together with taking
into account all possible elementary transport pathways
in the Cc structure, it makes sense to consider adiabatic
transport as well. For hematite Ahart et al. [83] showed
that explicit consideration of electron coupling leads to

a decrease in activation energies to 0.07-0.08 eV and this
reduction is more pronounced in the case of hole polarons.

The complex interplay of polaron transport and in-
terband transitions gives a freedom of interpretation of
the electronic structure properties obtained in the ex-
periment. Thus, the early works within the framework
of ab initio calculations gave the bandgap values of 0.18-
0.34 eV [18, 22, 23, 61, 68] that seemed to be only slightly
overestimated in comparison with the then accepted in-
terpretation of experimental values of 0.1-0.2 eV. The
use of a more correct structure of the LT phase with the
Cc symmetry group should lead to a better agreement
with experiment. However, in recent studies, much larger
bandgap values of 0.5-1.0 eV were observed [29–32]. Our
calculations for various orbital and charge orderings fit
well in this range with Eg=0.55-1.12 eV (see Table II).

For the most stable structure with the Cc symmetry
group, we obtian the bandgap of 1.03 eV that agrees well
with the previous calculations [30–32]. The discrepancy
with the value of 0.5 eV obtained by Senn et al. [29] is pre-
sumably due to the absence of relaxation of the structure
in that study. Thus, we conclude that the bandgap in the
LT phase is not described by the available interpretations
of the experimental PES, STS and optical conductivity
data. A difficult question of separating the contributions
of bandgap charge transport and activated polaron mo-
bility was raised earlier: for example, Gasparov et al. in
addition to the bandgap interpretation also discuss the
polaronic interpretation of the gaplike feature in optical
conductivity [34].

For nonadiabatic polaron hopping, the energy for reor-
ganization could be expressed as λ = 4Ea. This energy
is required for optical electron transport between sites
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without moving ions [109]. In optical conductivity and
in PES measurements, there is a peak at ∼ 0.6 eV, which
is commonly assumed to be the polaronic peak [7, 33, 34].
Thus, it gives an estimated activation energy for polaron
hopping of Ea = λ/4 ∼ 0.15 eV. Three characteristic
energies can be distinguished in the optical conductiv-
ity data [33, 34]: two onset energies Eon1 ∼ 0.14 eV,
Eon2 ∼ 1.0 eV and the first peak energy Epeak ∼ 0.6 eV
(see Figure 4). These values perfectly correspond to our
calculated polaron hopping activation energies Ea=0.13-
0.16 eV, the reorganization energies λ =0.52-0.64 eV and
the Cc bandgap value Eg=1.03 eV. We consider this
agreement as a support for the proposed polaronic in-
terpretation of the electronic properties of the LT phase.

More studies are required to understand the nature of
the experimentally detected signatures of a bandgap at
T > TV . Most likely, the current ‘tiny-gap’ experimen-
tal interpretations for the HT phase should be changed
to a kind of phonon-assisted polaron hopping mecha-
nism. The experiments that were interpreted as a gap
closure probably showed some special properties of po-
laron transport. Our DFT+U results show that changes
in orbital ordering can change the band gap between
direct and indirect types. Experimental studies of the
bandgap type in the LT and HT phases of magnetite
might give new interesting information.

The effects of pressure on iron oxides provide new in-
teresting phenomena (see, e.g., [113]). The increase in
pressure decreases the temperature of the Verwey tran-
sition, and there is some critical pressure around 8 GPa
at which the Verwey transition vanishes [78–80]. In ad-
dition, it should be mentioned that, for example, in the
work of Môri et al. [78] at a pressure of 9 GPa not only
the transition disappears, but the resistance increases
throughout the temperature range, which clearly indi-
cates that the LT phase shows metallic behavior in con-
trast to the semiconductor behaviour under normal pres-
sure. Polaron hopping in the LT phase under pressure
deserves further study.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

Within the DFT+U model of the magnetite LT phase,
we have considered its experimentally proven Cc struc-

ture together with several alternatives P21, P41212,
P2/c, Pnma and Imma. The resulting bandgap val-
ues lie in the range Eg=0.55-1.12 eV with the value for
the Cc structure being Eg=1.03 eV.

The trimeron order is found in the Cc, P2/c and Pnma
structures. For the Cc structure we have reproduced a
unique “bad” trimeron and have shown that its energy
band is located just below the bandgap, which is in rea-
sonable agreement with the site-selective doping detected
experimentally for magnetite. Direct bandgaps are found
for Cc and Pnma while for other structures considered
the bandgaps are indirect.

We have calculated typical electron and hole polaron
hopping energies in the LT phase using the Pnma model
within the Holstein-Mott theory and the Marcus ap-
proach (Ea= 0.13 eV and Ea= 0.16 eV correspondingly).
The model shows that adding a polaron to the LT struc-
ture does not have much influence on the trimeron order.

Our results suggest a harmonizing interpretation of
the optical conductivity measurements of Park et al. [33]
and Gasparov et al. [34], in which the contributions from
small-polaron hopping and bandgap charge transfer are
not considered as alternatives, but as two separate mech-
anisms manifested in optical conductivity spectra at dif-
ferent energies. This interpretation is supported by a
remarkable agreement of our DFT+U results and experi-
mental data [33, 34] that can shed new light on the nature
of the Verwey transition.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was prepared with the support of the Min-
istry of Science and Higher Education of the Russian Fed-
eration (State Assignment No. 075-00270-24-00) and, in
part, within the framework of the HSE University Basic
Research Program. The authors gratefully acknowledge
the access to the resources of the Supercomputer Centre
of JIHT RAS, the Joint Supercomputer Centre of RAS
and the HPC facilities at HSE University [114].

[1] P. Weiss and K. Renger, Die anfängliche Permeabilität
von Eisen und Magnetit in Funktion der Temperatur
und die Abhängigkeit der Umwandlungspunkte von der
Feldstärke, Archiv für Elektrotechnik 2, 406 (1914).

[2] G. S. Parks and K. K. Kelley, The heat capacities of
some metallic oxides, The Journal of Physical Chem-
istry 30, 47 (1926).

[3] E. Verwey, Electronic conduction of magnetite (Fe3O4)
and its transition point at low temperatures, Nature
144, 327 (1939).

[4] E. Verwey and P. Haayman, Electronic conductivity and
transition point of magnetite (“Fe3O4”), Physica 8, 979
(1941).

[5] F. Walz, The Verwey transition-a topical review, Jour-
nal of Physics: Condensed Matter 14, R285 (2002).
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[95] P. E. Blöchl, O. Jepsen, and O. K. Andersen, Im-
proved tetrahedron method for brillouin-zone integra-
tions, Physical Review B 49, 16223 (1994).

[96] V. Stegailov, G. Smirnov, and V. Vecher, VASP hits the
memory wall: Processors efficiency comparison, Concur-
rency and Computation: Practice and Experience 31,
e5136 (2019).

[97] S. L. Dudarev, G. A. Botton, S. Y. Savrasov,
C. Humphreys, and A. P. Sutton, Electron-energy-loss
spectra and the structural stability of nickel oxide: An
LSDA+U study, Physical Review B 57, 1505 (1998).

[98] N. Fominykh and V. Stegailov, Polarons and charge
transfer in FeCr2O4 chromite treated by the DFT+U
method, JETP Letters 117, 849 (2023).

[99] N. A. Fominykh, J. Situmeang, V. V. Stegailov, and
C.-C. Kaun, Influence of point defects on charge trans-
port in nickel ferrite NiFe2O4, Computational Materials
Science 246, 113326 (2025).

[100] M. Cococcioni and S. De Gironcoli, Linear response ap-
proach to the calculation of the effective interaction pa-
rameters in the LDA+U method, Physical Review B 71,
035105 (2005).

[101] F. Aryasetiawan, K. Karlsson, O. Jepsen, and
U. Schönberger, Calculations of hubbard U from first-
principles, Physical Review B 74, 125106 (2006).

[102] S. Falletta and A. Pasquarello, Hubbard U through po-
laronic defect states, npj Computational Materials 8,
263 (2022).

[103] S. Falletta and A. Pasquarello, Polaron hopping through
piecewise-linear functionals, Physical Review B 107,
205125 (2023).

[104] C. Franchini, M. Reticcioli, M. Setvin, and U. Diebold,
Polarons in materials, Nature Reviews Materials 6, 560
(2021).

[105] K. Sharma, L. Calmels, D. Li, A. Barbier, and R. Ar-
ras, Influence of the cation distribution, atomic substi-
tution, and atomic vacancies on the physical properties
of CoFe2O4 and NiFe2O4 spinel ferrites, Physical Re-
view Materials 6, 124402 (2022).

[106] E. Pachoud, J. Cumby, G. Perversi, J. Wright, and
J. Attfield, Site-selective doping of ordered charge states
in magnetite, Nature Communications 11, 1671 (2020).

11



[107] D. Emin and T. Holstein, Studies of small-polaron mo-
tion IV. Adiabatic theory of the hall effect, Annals of
Physics 53, 439 (1969).

[108] T. Holstein, Studies of polaron motion: Part II. The
“small” polaron, Annals of Physics 281, 725 (2000).

[109] I. G. Austin and N. F. Mott, Polarons in crystalline
and non-crystalline materials, Advances in physics 18,
41 (1969).

[110] R. A. Marcus and N. Sutin, Electron transfers in
chemistry and biology, Biochimica et Biophysica Acta
(BBA)-Reviews on Bioenergetics 811, 265 (1985).

[111] R. A. Marcus, Electron transfer reactions in chemistry.
Theory and experiment, Reviews of modern physics 65,

599 (1993).
[112] N. A. Deskins and M. Dupuis, Electron transport via po-

laron hopping in bulk TiO2: A density functional theory
characterization, Physical Review B 75, 195212 (2007).

[113] V. S. Zhandun, N. V. Kazak, I. Kupenko, D. M. Va-
siukov, X. Li, E. Blackburn, and S. G. Ovchinnikov,
Orthogonal magnetic structures of fe4o5: representation
analysis and DFT calculations, Dalton Transactions 53,
2242 (2024).

[114] P. Kostenetskiy, R. Chulkevich, and V. Kozyrev, HPC
resources of the Higher School of Economics, in Journal
of Physics: Conference Series, Vol. 1740 (IOP Publish-
ing, 2021) p. 012050.

12


	Trimeron ordering, bandgap and polaron hopping in magnetite 
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Computational details
	Orbital-charge ordering and trimerons
	Small polaron hopping
	Discussion
	Conclusions
	Acknowledgments
	References


