arXiv:1407.0746v1 [cond-mat.supr-con] 3 Jul 2014

The electronic structure of Co-substituted FeSe superconductor probed by soft X-ray spectroscopy and density functional theory

I. Perez^∗ Department of Physics and Engineering Physics, University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon SK Canada, 116 Science Place, S7N 5E2

J. A. McLeod Department of Physics and Engineering Physics, University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon SK Canada, 116 Science Place, S7N 5E2

R. J. Green Department of Physics and Engineering Physics, University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon SK Canada, 116 Science Place, S7N 5E2

R. Escamilla Instituto de Investigaciones en Materiales, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, C. P. 04510 México D.F.

V. Ortiz Instituto de Investigaciones en Materiales, Universidad Nacional Autónoma de México, C. P. 04510 México D.F.

A. Moewes Department of Physics and Engineering Physics, University of Saskatchewan, Saskatoon SK Canada, 116 Science Place, S7N 5E2 (Dated: December 24, 2018)

We study the crystalline and electronic properties of the Fe1−xCoxSe system (x = 0, 0.25, 0.5, 0.75, and 1.0) using X-ray diffraction, X-ray spectroscopy and density functional theory. We show that the introduction of Co 3d states in FeSe relaxes the bond strengths and induces a structural transition from tetragonal to hexagonal whose crossover takes place at x ≈ 0.38. This structural transition in turn modifies the magnetic order which can be related to the spin state. Using resonant inelastic X-ray spectroscopy we estimate the spin state of the system; FeSe is found to be in a high spin state (S=2), but Fe is reduced to a low spin state upon Co substitution of x ≤ 0.25, well below the structural transition. Finally, we show evidence that FeSe is a moderately correlated system but the introduction of Co into the host lattice weakens the correlation strength for x ≥ 0.25. These novel findings are important to unravel the mechanisms responsible for the superconducting state in iron-chalcogenide superconductors.

PACS numbers: 74.70.Xa, 31.15.E-, 78.70.En, 78.70.Dm

I. INTRODUCTION

In 2008, a breakthrough in condensed matter physics was announced by Japanese researchers^1 — a new family of superconductors based on the element iron was discovered with relatively high critical temperatures (T_c).^{2,3} Among the new materials, the iron chalcogenides with T_c’s ranging from 7 K to 15 K at normal pressure have been the focus of intense research during the last years due to their structural simplicity and the absence of toxic elements, features that make them potential candidates for industrial applications.^{4,5} In 2010, the Fe-Se layer compound K_{0.8}Fe_2Se_2 with a relatively high T_c of 31 K was discovered.^6 This new discovery intensified the interest in understanding the underlying mechanisms responsible for the superconducting state in these materials.

The iron-chalcogenide superconductor α-FeSe has a tetragonal PbO-type structure with space group P 4/nmm at room temperature and undergoes an orthorhombic structural transition between 70 K and 90 K.^{7,8} Its superconducting state can be manipulated by applying hydrostatic or chemical pressure. Enhancements in the T_c of up to 37 K have been attained applying pressures of 7 GPa.^{9,10} On the other hand, investigations on the effect of Te substitution on the superconducting and crystalline properties of FeSe show that the T_c reaches a maximum of 15 K for Te substitution of 50% while the lattice parameters increase proportionally to Te concentration. These cases highlight the influence of the crystalline properties on the electronic structure of these materials. The effect of chalcogen-substitution on the electronic properties of FeSe has been widely explored in the literature.^{11–20} X-ray emission spectroscopy (XES) and resonant inelastic X-ray scattering (RIXS) measurements performed at the Fe L_{2,3} edge of the FeSe_{1−x}Te_x system show that the spin state varies between 0 and 2 as function of x with Fe in FeSe in the highest spin state.^{21} Surprisingly, Te substitution has a minimal effect on the density of states that persists for Te substitution between x = 0 and x = 0.75. The measurements also unveil the itinerant character of the 3d electrons and strongly suggest that the FeSe_{1−x}Te_x system can be regarded, at most, as an intermediate correlated system, similar to the case of iron-pnictides,^{22–27} although the possibility of FeSe being a strongly correlated system has not been ruled out yet.^{28–30} The electronic structure of the FeS_{1−x}Te_x system was also investigated with extended X-ray absorption fine structure measurements.^{31} The authors reported that the Fe-Te and Fe-S bond lengths are inequivalent and that this system should be treated as random alloy.

Although great advances have been made, the role the Fe valence states play in order to favour the superconducting state in FeSe is still not well understood. A natural path that could shed light on this issue is to substitute the Fe site by a transition metal (TM=Co, Ni or Cu) and investigate its effects on the superconducting and electronic properties. The influence on the electronic band structure of Fe-pnictides due to doping/substitution with TM atoms has been explored both theoretically and experimentally albeit the picture that emerged is unclear. Two scenarios are being discussed: (1) Theoretical work based on first-principles calculations via density functional theory (DFT) suggests that TM doping is isovalent with Fe and does not change the amount of free charge carriers in the system. As a consequence, the dopants do not make great contributions to the density of states at the Fermi energy (E_F ), although, the Fermi surface topology could be considerably influenced in such a way that the size of the electron (hole) pockets at the Brillouin zone is modified to enhance the superconducting state.^{32} This view is supported by X-ray absorption spectroscopy experiments^{33} performed at the Fe and Co L edges of Sr(Fe_{1−x}Co_x)_2As_2. (2) On the other hand, experience with cuprates teaches us that doping provides additional charge carriers to the system that are essential for driving the material from the spin density wave phase (or the antiferromagnetic phase) to the superconducting one. Likewise, some researchers believe that the presence of extra electrons at the Fermi level may be crucial for the emergence of superconductivity in Fe-pnictide superconductors.^{34–37} Early soft X-ray spectroscopic measurements^{24,38} performed on electron doped-materials such as Ba(Fe_{0.95}Co_{0.5})_2As_2 and LaFeAsO_{1−x}F_x support this scenario and, indeed, an increase in the carrier concentration in the Ba(Fe_xCo_{1−x})_2As_2 system as function of x was reported from Hall measurements.^{39,40} Some calculations^{32,41–43} carried out to investigate the electronic properties in TMdoped iron chalcogenides appear to follow scenario (1). This idea has found support from very recent work^{44,45} reporting on the magnetic and superconducting properties of Fe_{1+y}Se_{1−x}Te_x doped with TM, albeit, due to the nature of the measurements, no specific information about the dopant electronic structure has been provided.

A systematic experimental study is necessary not only to verify theoretical models but also to provide more information on the electronic properties, such as the spin state and the correlation strength, that have not been explored for TM-substituted FeSe superconductor. RIXS and XES provide element and symmetry specific probes of the partial occupied states and therefore are appropriate tools to study the electronic structure of these materials. In this paper, we perform RIXS and XES measurements for the system Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe (x = 0 − 1) and support our measurements with DFT calculations. Using these tools, we discover that the introduction of Co injects free electrons into the system inducing transitions in the electronic correlation strength and the spin state of the system. We find that electrons in FeSe are more localized than in the rest of the series and that FeSe is in a high spin state whereas the rest of the series is in a low spin state. We think that these findings will be important for understanding the pairing mechanisms responsible for superconductivity in these materials.

II. EXPERIMENTS AND CALCULATIONS

A. Synthesis and crystalline structure of Fe1−xCoxSe

Samples for the Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe system with stoichiometries x = 0.00, 0.25, 0.50, 0.75 and 1.00 were synthesized from Alfa Aesar powders of Fe Putatronic 99.998%, Co 99.9% and Se 99.5% with the required stoichiometry to get 1.50 g samples. The reagents were mixed at the optimal quantities in an agate mortar, then the resulting mixture was introduced and sealed in an evacuated quartz tube at 10^{−2} Torr. The tubes were placed in a furnace at 750^∘C for 7 days and the system was allowed to cool down to room temperature. Finally, powders were ground again with a ball mill to get fine powders and the resulting samples were kept in polyethylene containers.

The crystalline structure of the samples was determined with a Siemens D5000 X-ray diffractometer using a cobalt filament and an iron filter. Operation parameters were set to 34 kV and 30 mA. Phase identification was performed using the ICDD 2004 database. Intensities were measured at room temperature in 0.02^∘ steps, in the 6 degrees - 130 degrees 2θ range. The Rietveld refinement was carried out using the program MAUD v2.33.

The X-ray diffraction patterns of Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe are displayed in Fig. 1. The inset shows the evolution of the (0,0,1) peak as the x increases. This behaviour is reflected in the variation of the lattice parameters (see Table I); a decreases as x increases, whereas c seems to reach a saturation value between x = 0.5 and 0.75 indicating a probable solid solubility limit of Co.^{37,46} For Co substitution of less than 50%, the value of the lattice parameters a and c decreases similarly to Co-substituted Fe-pnictides.^{40,47,48} We point out, however, that Co substitutions of more than 38% have not been reported in

FIG. 1. (Color online) X-ray diffraction patterns for the system Fe1−xCoxSe with x = 0 − 1. Inset shows a zoom of the (0,0,1) peak as x varies. Note how the peak shifts toward high angles with increasing x.

the literature for most iron-based superconductors; most probably because the superconductivity is suppressed for x > 0.38. This trend may suggest that the size of the lattice parameters decreases monotonically and that the same structural phase is conserved as x varies. However, from Table I it is clear that occurs a structural transition from tetragonal to hexagonal (space group P 6_3/mmc) as Co content increases. Note that the hexagonal phase is not present in FeSe (x = 0) albeit some other work^{13,37} has reported evidence that this phase also shows up as an “impurity” even in stoichiometric FeSe and Fe_{0.8}Co_{0.2}Se, suggesting that the hexagonal phase should be present even for Co concentrations of less than 25%. Gathering all this evidence, we arrive at the following structural picture: At room temperature, FeSe is known to be antiferromagnetic (AFM) and possesses a tetragonal structure; while Co- and Ni-substituted FeSe exhibit superconductivity in a narrow band of substitution, namely, less than 15% and 10%, respectively,^{37,46,49} where the tetragonal structure still dominates but starts to compete with the hexagonal one. CoSe, which is nonmagnetic (NM) at room temperature, has a NiAs-type hexagonal structure. Thus, as Co content increases, the tetragonal phase vanishes. The tendency points to a crossover that occurs at 38% Co substitution from where the hexagonal phase dominates the system. This fact might help us understand why superconductivity in Co-substituted FeSe is suppressed even for relatively low values of Co substitution of less than 15%. For comparison, in the FeSe_{1−x}Te_x system superconductivity exists for Te substitutions as large as 90%, where no structural transition occurs despite that the lattice distorts and the size of the lattice increases in proportion to Te substitution.^{13,21,37}

TABLE I. Structural parameters for the samples used herein.

x 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1

a(Å) 3.773 3.744 3.731 3.730 3.620

c(Å) 5.521 5.465 5.442 5.450 5.291

V(Å^3) 78.63 76.45 75.78 75.84 60.08

%Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe_{0.92} (P 4/nmm) 86.02 81.71 26.93 25.94 -

%Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe (P 6_3/mmc) - 18.29 73.07 74.07 93.7

%Fe_7Se_8 (P 3_121) 13.79 - - - -

%Fe_3O_4 (F d-3m) 0.19 - - - -

%Co (P 6_3/mmc) - - - - 6.7

Bond length (Å)

(Fe/Co)-(Fe/Co):4 2.669 2.653 2.638 2.637 3.620

(Se)-(Fe/Co):4 2.371 2.356 2.341 2.342 2.474

Bond angle (^o)

Se-(Fe/Co)-Se 105.48 105.57 105.64 105.55 55.65

Se-(Fe/Co)-Se 68.49 68.54 68.51 68.53 94.08 N Fe 1.00 0.75 0.5 0.25 0

Co 0 0.25 0.5 0.75 1.00

Se 0.94 0.92 0.97 1.00 1.00

R_{wp} (%) 12.95 17.10 14.02 14.27 14.25

R_p(%) 9.75 13.51 10.82 10.13 10.99

R_{exp}(%) 5.64 9.21 7.76 8.25 7.43

χ^2 2.29 1.86 1.81 1.73 1.91

The crystallographic information for FeSe_{1−x}Te_x also reveals traces of a hexagonal phase in stoichiometric FeSe that vanishes for Te concentrations of more than 50%. S-substituted FeSe shows a similar behavior, eliminating the hexagonal phase also for S concentrations greater than 50%. We therefore see that whereas the effect of Te and S on the crystalline properties of FeSe is to eliminate the hexagonal phase, the effect of Co in FeSe is to eliminate the tetragonal one. XRD analysis performed on samples of FeSe_{1−x}Te_x doped with transition metals such as Cr, Mn, Co, Ni, Cu, and Zn (5% doping level) suggests that the atomic ionic radii of dopants may be crucial in effectively doping the host system. Since the ionic radii of Cr and Mn are larger than those of Co, Ni or Cu, Cr and Mn are not effectively incorporated by the host system as the energy-dispersive X-ray measurements demonstrate.^{44} Hence, bearing in mind that Co donates one 3d electron to the system, we conclude that the addition of this extra electron along with the increase of the nuclear charge induce a transition in both the crystalline structure and the magnetic order which in turn destroys the superconducting state. In fact, we shall show below that the magnetic order can be related to the spin state of the system; information that can be extracted from our RIXS measurements.

B. X-ray spectroscopy measurements

We measured the TM L_{2,3} RIXS and non-resonant XES spectra for the Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe system. The data were collected at the soft x-ray fluorescence endstation at Beamline 8.0.1 of the Advanced Light Source (ALS) at Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory. The endstation has a Rowland circle geometry X-ray spectrometer with spherical gratings and an area-sensitive multichannel detector.^{50} The instrumental resolving power (E/ΔE) for XES spectra was approximately 10^3. Emission spectra were normalized with respect to the same peak height of the TM L_3 peak. X-ray absorption spectroscopy (XAS) measurements were carried out to determine only the excitation energies for the RIXS measurements. These energies corresponded to the location of the L_2 and L_3 peaks, an energy between them, and an energy well above the L_2 threshold for the non-resonant XES. For the XAS measurements we used the surfacesensitive total electron yield (TEY) mode. All XAS spectra were normalized to the beam flux measured by a clean gold mesh. The instrumental resolving power for all XAS measurements was about 5 × 10^3. During the measurements the samples were placed in ultra high vacuum (better than 10^{−8} Torr) and measured at room temperature. Finally, for reference, we also measured the emission spectra of Fe and Co metals, FeO and CoO.

C. Calculation details

Electronic structure calculations were performed using DFT with the full-potential linearized augmented plane-wave (LAPW) method as implemented in the WIEN2k code.^{51} For the exchange correlation potential we employed the generalized gradient approximation in the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof variant.^{52} We generated a 12 × 12 × 7 k-mesh to perform the Brillouin zone integrations and for the expansion of the basis set we chose R^{min}_{MT} K_{max} = 7 (the product of the smallest of the atomic sphere radii R_{MT} and the plane wave cutoff parameter K_{max}). The radii of the muffin-tin spheres for the atoms were chosen so that the neighbouring spheres were nearly touching. The values adopted were: R_{Fe} = 2.21, R_{Se} = 1.96 and R_{Co} = 2.00. For the calculations we used the experimental values of the lattice parameters according to the results of Table I. To simulate Co substitution for the stoichiometries with x = 0.25, 0.50, and 0.75, we generated 2×2×1 supercells. In these supercells, a substitution of two Fe atoms by two Co atoms represents a 25% substitution. The space groups for these structures were, respectively: orthorhombic P mm2, P mm2, and tetragonal P -4m2. The supercell calculations were not optimized because the experimental values are well known from XRD.^{9,17} As mentioned above, we used hexagonal and tetragonal structures,^{53} with space group P 6_3/mmc and P 4/nmm, for CoSe and FeSe, respectively. In all cases energy convergence of 0.0001 Ryd, charge convergence of 0.001 e and cutoff between core and valence states of -6 Ryd were chosen.

Finally, in order to interpret our emission measurements, XES spectra were also calculated using the XSPEC package implemented in WIEN2k.^{54} The package calculates the spectra based on the dipole allowed transitions which are then multiplied with a radial transition probability and the partial densities of states.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Above we already established that the introduction of Co in FeSe induces a structural transition from tetragonal to hexagonal accompanied by a transition in the magnetic order. We now study the influence of the Co 3d states on the electronic properties of FeSe superconductor. Our tools are capable of exploring these matters and we will start by analyzing the partial density of states. Later, we move on to determine the spin state of our system (which can be correlated to the magnetic order) using the information provided by the TM L_{2,3} RIXS spectra. By analyzing the non-resonant XES at the TM L_{2,3}-edge, we then study the valence states and determine the importance of the electronic correlations. This is realized by contrasting our calculated XES spectra with the measurements and by comparig to well-known correlated system such as transition metal oxides, and, to some degree by presenting exact calculations of the Hubbard mean field approximation (HMFA). With these tools, we show that FeSe is slightly more correlated than both the rest of the series and the iron-pnictide superconductors.

A. Density of States

We show the calculated density of states (DOS) for the system Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe in Fig. 2. The calculations for FeSe and CoSe are consistent with those reported in the literature.^{18,21,32,55} First we notice that the valence band can be divided in two main regions. Near the Fermi level the DOS is amply dominated by a band of TM 3d states extending from 0.0 eV to −2.7 eV. After a small gap of approximately 0.3 eV, a second band of hybridized TM 3d and Se 4p electrons extends from −3.0 eV to −6.1 eV. The states close to the Fermi energy for 0 < x < 1 show mixed Fe and Co 3d character with the bulk of Fe 3d states dominating up to x < 0.75. In a previous investigation, it was thought that for Se-deficient FeSe a reduction in the number of Fermi level 3d states may be important for suppressing superconductivity.^{18} In Table II we show the values found for our system and compare them with the value for LaFeAs(O_{1−x}F_x). Note that the values are comparable for x < 1 and reach a maximum at x = 0.50. Given that superconductivity in these materials occurs for Co substitution of at most 15%, our results show that there may not be a direct correlation between the density of states at the Fermi level and the appear-

FIG. 2. (Color online) Density of states for Fe1−xCoxSe. The Fermi energy (EF ) is set at zero energy. For the sake of visualization the PDOS for Fe, Co and Se s-states are multiplied by a factor of 20 (dotted spectra).

ance of superconductivity. What is evident is that there is a relative shift of 0.7 eV between the center of mass of Fe and Co 3d states. This shift is expected for isovalent substitution and is consistent with the change of nuclear charge, implying that the extra Co electron resides at the Co site in agreement with impurity models.^{32,36} If we now compare the DOS of our system with the DOS of the iron-pnictide superconductors, we discover substantial similitudes.^{22,24} In particular, the major contribution comes from the TM 3d states in the neighbourhood of the Fermi level and a minor contribution from the chalcogen s and p states. Because the DOS of Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe is so similar to those of other iron pnictides which are known

TABLE II. Calculated total DOS at the Fermi level. As reference, we also added the value for the system LaFeAs(O1−xFx) taken from Singh^{25}.

Sample Space group N(EF ) states/eV f.u.

FeSe P 4/nmm 1.04

Fe_{0.75} Co_{0.25}Se P mm2 1.08

Fe_{0.5}Co_{0.5}Se P mm2 1.30

Fe_{0.25} Co_{0.75}Se P -4m2 0.87

CoSe P 6_3/mmc 2.13

LaFeAs(O_{1−x}F_x) P 4/nmm 2.62

to be weakly correlated, this suggests that Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe can be viewed as a weakly correlated material as well. Indeed, in the following sections we will present experimental evidence supporting this view when we calculate the L-edge XES spectra for the TM species.

B. Spin state and magnetic ordering

RIXS is a powerful technique that is gaining wide recognition in condensed matter physics not only due to its element- and site-specific capabilities but also because its bulk sensitivity.^{56} When applied to TM compounds, this technique can probe the valence states of the TM and provide valuable information about the electronic structure. One of its versatile capabilities is that it can reveal information about spin state and magnetic ordering of a material. In this section we will focus on these properties.

In Fig. 3 we display the RIXS measurements of the TM L edge for Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe. For reference we also include the RIXS spectra for Fe and Co metals and their respective monoxides. The top panels show the TM 2p XAS spectrum for FeSe and CoSe, respectively, where the arrows indicate the excitation energies (1-6) used to record the RIXS spectra. The spectra labelled with a number 7, correspond to the non-resonant emission taken at excitation energies of 740 eV and 820 eV, respectively.

To begin with this analysis let us first focus on the

FIG. 3. (Color online) Fe (a) and Co (c) 2p XAS spectra for representative stoichiometries. Arrows in these spectra indicate the excitations energies used to collect the RIXS data. Fe (b) and Co (d) L2,3 RIXS spectra for the Fe1−xCoxSe system along with Fe and Co metals (TM) and their monoxides (TMO). Arrows in the RIXS spectra indicate the appearance of small shoulders tracking the excitation energies. The non-resonant Fe and Co XES spectra were taken at energies of 740 eV and 820 eV, respectively, well above the L2 threshold. The insets show the resonant ratio for the resonant spectra at L2 threshold (spectra No. 6).

Fe L RIXS spectra for Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe. The spectra number 7 show the two main fluorescence intensities resulting from the spin-orbital splitting which are centered at 705 eV and 718 eV and correspond to Fe L_3 and L_2 emission lines produced from the transitions 3d4s → 2p_{3/2} and 3d4s → 2p_{1/2}, respectively. The spectra 2-4 displays small shoulders (marked with arrows) at energies between 708 eV and 715 eV. These energies track the excitation energies and, therefore, are caused by elastic scattering. In general we note that the spectra are featureless, resembling the spectrum of Fe metal, and their shape is independent of the excitation energy. It is also evident that variations in the Co content do not affect the overall shape of the Fe spectra, suggesting that there is no charge transfer between Fe and Co. These observations lend evidence for a delocalized character of the 3d electrons in these materials.^{54,57,58} Likewise, the nonresonant XES spectra are quite similar to those reported in the Fe-pnictide superconductors.^{22–24,27} By contrast, the spectra for FeO show signs of constant energy loss features and of low-energy shoulders, and the spectral shape depends strongly on the excitation energy. These features are typical signatures of strong correlation effects such as charge transfer or d-d excitations.^{59}

Turning our attention to the Co L RIXS spectra, we see that spectra 7 show the two main fluorescence bands L_3 and L_2 related to the spin-orbital splitting (3d4s → 2p transition) which are located at approximately 776 eV and 792 eV, respectively. As before, the arrows in the spectra 4 and 5 indicate the appearance of small shoulders tracking the excitation energies which, again, can be attributed to elastic scattering. The analysis perfomed on the Co edge of Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe reveals that Co in this system exhibits metallic character, since no multiplet features and no constant energy loss features are observed. For comparison, the spectra of CoO display a series of energy-loss structures which are identified as due to charge transfer and d-d excitations.^{60} These findings suggest that Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe mainly behaves at most as a moderately correlated system with no strong bonds between TM and ligands.

Of course, one cannot overlook the fact that the Fe edge manifests evident differences in the ratio of the integrated intensities L_2 and L_3, I(L_2)/I(L_3), when excited at the L_2 threshold (spectra 5 and 6) — to avoid any confusion with the non-resonant ratio (NRR) from nonresonant XES (see below), it would be convenient to denote this new ratio as the resonant ratio (RR). Previous work reported similar behaviour in the RR of Fe compounds such as FeO, FeS_2 and FeSe_{1−x}Te_x.^{21,59} These variations are attributed to variations in the Coster- Kronig rate which in turn is linked to the spin state of the material. A rule for resonant emission at the L_2-edge developed by Prince et al.^{59} states that the RR is higher for high spin ground states than for low spin ground states. According to this, the RR can be used to characterize the magnetic state of a material since the spin state is related to the magnetic ordering. Thus, under this method, magnetic 3d materials tend to exhibit high RRs whereas nonmagnetic materials show low ones. In the insets of Fig. 3(b) and 3(d) we show the RRs for the Fe and Co edges, respectively. It is well known that FeO is an antiferromagnetic material and good agreement with experiment is observed if one assumes that Fe is in a high spin state (S=2) with valency 2+ in cubic symmetry (and similarly for CoO). Prince et al. found that the RR for FeO is about 1.35 which is comparable to ours (RR= 1.45). Here we find that the value for FeSe (RR= 1.1) is closer to that of FeO than to that of Fe metal (RR= 0.3). They also reported that FeS_2 is nonmagnetic, with a low spin state (S=0) and a valency of 2+ for Fe in octahedral symmetry. For this system they found a RR of 0.47 which is comparable to the value of Fe metal. The values for the rest of the series in Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe are also below 0.47, indicating a low spin state (S=0). This is in agreement with the nonmagnetic character of CoSe. If we now turn our attention to the RR for the Co edge, we reaffirm also that all stoichiometries containing Co are in a low spin state which is consistent with the information obtained from the Fe edge. Very recent reports using polarized Ramanscattering techniques^{61} demonstrate that FeSe undergoes spin fluctuations as function of increasing temperature; manifesting higher spin states at high temperatures. The estimations of the spin state at room temperature reveal that FeSe is in a high spin state (S=2). Remarkably, this is in qualitative agreement with our findings using the RIXS technique. For comparison, applying the same technique, we find that the system FeSe_{1−x}Te_x shows several spin states as follows: S=0 for x = 0.50; S=1 for x = 0.25, 0.75, and 1.00; and S=2 for x = 0.00. This corroborates that FeSe is in a high spin state.^{21}

C. Strength of electronic correlations

The non-resonant XES spectra are interpreted as giving direct information on the occupied DOS. Figure 4 displays the measurements (solid blue spectra) for the non-resonant TM L_{2,3} XES of Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe in comparison to those of Fe and Co metals, FeO, LiFeAs, and CoO. To interpret our measurements, we have also included the calculated XES spectra (in red). These spectra were Lorentzian- and Gaussian-broadened to account for lifetime and instrumental broadening and manually shifted in energy to match the measured spectra. We can see that the calculations are quite consistent with the measurements although, due to broadening, no subtleties are revealed. Despite this, the simple line shape in the nonresonant XES reveals that there is no sign of a lower Hubbard band or any other complexities that arise in strongly correlated systems. The lack of charge transfer or d-d excitation features in the RIXS spectra suggests that the TM 3d states do not form strong bonds with chalcogen states outside the 3d band. It also supports the DFT picture that Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe is at most a moderately correlated system.

The Fe measurements for Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe are quite similar in both energy and shape to those of Fe metal and LiFeAs. This shows that the distribution of Fe 3d states in our samples resembles that of Fe metal and reflects the itinerant character of the system. In general we see that the increase of x does not influence the shape of the spectra corroborating our previous assumption that there is no considerable Fe-Co charge transfer. In contrast, notice that the spectrum for FeO is shifted about 1 eV to the right if compared to the other systems and shows a shoulder at the low energy of the main fluorescence peak which is characteristic of most TM oxides.^{59} This indicates a formal change of Fe valency from 0 in Fe metal to 2+ in FeO. In order to give a quantitative assessment of these observations, we have computed the ratio of the integrals under the peak intensities or the NRR. This quantity provides valuable information related to the population of 2p_{1/2} and 2p_{3/2} energy levels, respectively. In the one-electron approximation the NRR should equal 0.5. Nevertheless, in metals, Coster- Kronig (C-K) transitions reduce the emission probability for the L_2 peak; thus revealing information of the electronic correlations of the system and its metallicity.^{57} As such, this method has been used to characterize the correlation strength in iron pnictides and other transition metal compounds.^{18,21,24,62} The results of the NRR for all systems are shown in Fig. 4(b). The values for Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe are between Fe metal and FeO, indicating that the 3d electrons are more localized in these systems than in Fe-pnictide superconductors. The value of FeSe is closer to FeO than to Fe metal whereas the value for the rest of the series is closer to Fe metal, suggesting again that Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe can be considered at most as a moderate correlated system. This is an important finding if we keep in mind that in most Fe-pnictide superconductors the 3d electrons are mainly itinerant.^{23,27} The metallic character of these materials is represented by LiFeAs whose value is quite close to the value of Fe metal.

On the other hand, the bandwidth of L_3 could be associated with the electronic distribution near the Fermi energy. Figure 4(c) shows the bandwidth of the L_3 edge taken from the spectra in (a). The bandwidth of Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe is smaller than that of FeO but, again, the value for FeSe is closer to FeO than to Fe metal. This illustrates that the bulk of the 3d electrons for x > 0 is localized in a narrow band near the Fermi energy as found in our DOS calculations, unlike the case of the FeO whose 3d states are spread over a wider region relatively

FIG. 4. (Color online) Comparison of non-resonant XES spectra (solid blue). (a) Fe L2,3 edge for Fe1−xCoxSe, FeO, LiFeAs and Fe metal. (b) Non-resonant ratio and (c) FWHM of L3 for the systems in panel (a) indexed with numbers. (d) Co L2,3 edge for Fe1−xCoxSe, CoO and Co metal. (e) and (f) are similar to (b) and (c) but for the Co edge taken from (d). The calculated XES spectra for TM edges for Fe1−xCoxSe are shown in red in (a) and (d), respectively. The LDA+U calculations for FeSe with Coulumb parameter U = 0.5 Ry (dotted) and U = 1.5 Ry (dashed) are also shown in (a).

far from the Fermi level. We also note that the bandwidth decreases as x decreases and reaches a minimum at x = 0.5 and then slightly increases for x = 0.75. For some Fe-pnictides and metallic compounds, the change in the Fe-Fe distance is linked to the Fe 3d bandwidth. The reports show that bandwidth decreases with increasing Fe-Fe distance.^{23} In our case, however, we did not detect any clear trend that could be correlated to the crystal properties.

Analyzing now the Co L edge (shown in Fig. 4(d)), we can tell a similar story as in the case of the Fe edge. Neither low-energy shoulders nor multiplet satellites in any of our stoichiometries are apparent. Instead, we observe a great similarity with Co metal, indicating that the majority of Co 3d states is concentrated near the Fermi level. The values obtained for the non-resonant ratio (Fig. 4(e)) as well as those for the FWHM of L_3 (Fig. 4(f)) of Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe reinforce its metallic character. In contrast, the Co L edge of CoO shows a small shoulder around 770 eV and the spectrum is slightly shifted to the right. Furthermore, its NNR and FWHM of L_3 are much greater than in the other systems.^{60} These differences suggest again that Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe is at most a moderately correlated material.

The fact that in FeSe the C-K transitions are more suppressed than in the rest of the series suggests that the Fe 3d states are more localized and, indeed, we show evidence that FeSe is slightly more correlated than both the rest of the series and the iron-pnictide superconductors. In this respect, other authors have reported theoretical and experimental evidence for strong correlation effects in FeSe.^{28–30} In order to further estimate the correlations in FeSe, we performed LDA+U calculations within the context of the HMFA. The results show that for values of the Coulumb parameter U (< 1.5 Ry) and of the Hund coupling J (< 0.5 Ry), the total DOS drastically changes and new shoulders in the XES spectra appear. Figure 4 (a) shows the calculated Fe XES spectra for FeSe with U = 0.5 Ry (dotted) and U = 1.5 Ry (dashed), respectively, both with J = 0 Ry. The evident discrepancy with experiment indicates that U must be very small and that our initial theoretical considerations suffice to reproduce the observations.

Finally, we would like to mention that some researchers^{63,64} consider the ratio of the on-site Coulumb repulsion U to the conduction electron bandwidth W (U/W ) as a parameter to quantify the correlation strength within the context of the LDA++, the LDA+U and some other approaches developed for strongly correlated systems.^{65} Within these contexts one can distinguish three regimes, namely: U/W > 1 for strong correlations, U/W ≈ 1 for intermediate correlations and U/W < 1 for weak correlations. As shown in Fig. 4(c) the FWHM of the Fe L_3 XES decreases about 1.5 eV from x = 0 to x = 0.75. Thus, unless U decreases by a greater rate, the correlation strength might actually increase. However, our results clearly show that this is not the case, since the calculated DOS in Fig. 2 shows that W is actually increasing as x approaches 1, and the agreement between calculated and measured XES spectra in Fig. 4(a) shows that the FWHM decrease is due rather to a greater weighting of Fe 3d states in the main feature rather than a shrinking valence band.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We study the effect of Co substitution on the Fe valence states of FeSe supercondutor using X-ray difracction, soft X-ray spectroscopy and density functional theory. According to our findings, Fe-Se bonds in FeSe seem to be weakened by the introduction of Co into the system, transforming FeSe from a moderately correlated system to a weakly correlated one. In this respect we also find that the Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe system is more correlated than the iron-pnictides. The spin state was also estimated by analyzing the RR. We find that FeSe has the highest spin state (S=2) whereas the rest of the series has a low spin state (S=0), implying a decrease in the magnetic ordering from magnetic to nonmagnetic (this appears to be in agreement with impurity models find in the literature^{34,36}). Along with the change in the magnetic order, we also find an associated change in the crystal structure from tetragonal to hexagonal, not detected before due to the relatively small Co concentrations. These findings strongly suggest that the crystal structure plays a key role for the interplay between magnetism and superconductivity in iron-chalcogenide materials.

Lastly, we point out that, to the best of our knowledge, this is the first report studying the Fe_{1−x}Co_xSe system using X-ray spectroscopy.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS

The authors gratefully acknowledge support from the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada (NSERC) and the Canada Research Chair program. This work was done with partial support from CONACYT México under grant 186142 and from Programa de Apoyo a Proyectos de Investigación e Innovación Tecnológica (PAPITT), UNAM under project IN115410. The Advanced Light Source is supported by the Director, Office of Science, Office of Basic Energy Sciences, of the U. S. Department of Energy under Contract No. DE-AC02-05CH11231. The computational part of this research was enabled by the use of computing resources provided by WestGrid and Compute/Calcul Canada. We are indebted to the anonymous reviewers for helpful comments and suggestions.

∗ Contact Author: cooguion@yahoo.com 1 Y. Kamihara, T. Watanabe, M. Hirano, and H. Hosono H, J. Am. Chem. Soc. 130, 3296 (2008) 2 M. Rotter, M. Tegel, D. Johrendt, I. Schellenberg, W. Hermes, and R. Pöttgen, Phys. Rev. B 78, 020503 (2008) 3 X. C. Wang, Q. Q. Liu, Y. X. Lv, W. B. Gao, L . X. Yang, R. C. Yu, F. Y. Li, and C-Q. Jin, Solid State Comm. 148, 538 (2008) 4 F. C. Hsu et al., Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 105, 14262 (2008) 5 F. Ma, W. Ji, J. Hu, Z. Y. Lu, and T. Xiang, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 102, 177003 (2009) 6 J. Guo, S. Jin, G. Wang, S. Wang, K. Zhu, T. Zhou, M.

He, and X. Chen, Phys. Rev. B 82 180520(R) (2010) 7 S. Margadonna, Y. Takabayashi, M. T. McDonald, K.

Kasperkiewicz, Y. Mizuguchi, Y. Takano, A. N. Fitch, E. Suarde, and K. Prassides, Chem. Comm. 7345, 5607 (2008) 8 T. M. McQueen, A. J. Williams, P. W. Stephens, J. Tao, Y. Zhu, V. Ksenofontov, F. Casper, C. Felser, and R. J. Cava Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 057002 (2009) 9 N. C. Gresty et al. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 131, 16944 (2009) 10 R. V. Kumar, Y. Zhang, S. Sinogeikin, Y. Xiao, S. Kumar, P. Chow, A. Cornelius, and C. Chen, J. Phys. Chem. B 114, 12597 (2010) 11 M. K. Wu et al. Phys. Status Solidi B 247, 500 (2010)

12 K. Deguchi, Y. Takano, and Y. Mizuguchi, Sci. Technol.

Adv. Mater. 13, 054303 (2012) 13 M. H. Fang, H. M. Pham, B. Qian, T. J. Liu, E. K. Vehstedt, Y. Liu, L. Spinu, and Z. Q. Mao, Phys. Rev. B 78, 224503 (2008) 14 Y. Kawashima, K. Ichimura, J. Ishioka, T. Kurosawa, M.

Oda, K. Yamaya, and S. Tanda, Physica B 407, 1796 (2012) 15 K-W. Yeh et al. Europhys. Lett. 84, 37002 (2008) 16 K-W. Yeh, C. T. Ke, T. W. Huang, T. K. Chen, Y. L.

Huang, P. M. Wu, and M. K. Wu, Cryst. Growth Des. 9, 4847 (2009) 17 R. Viennois, R. Giannini, D. van der Marel, and R. Černý, J. Solid State Chem. C 183, 769 (2010) 18 E. Z. Kurmaev, J. A. McLeod, N. A. Skorikov, L. D.

Finkelstein, A. Moewes, M. A. Korotin, Y. A. Izyumov, Y. L. Xie, G. Wu, and X. H. Chen, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 21, 435702 (2009) 19 L. Simonelli, N. L. Saini, Y. Mizuguchi, Y. Takano, T.

Mizokawa, G. Baldi, and G. Monaco, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 24, 415501 (2012) 20 A. Subedi, L. Zhang, D. J. Singh, and M. H. Du, Phys.

Rev. B 78, 134514 (2008) 21 I. Perez, J. A. McLeod, R. J. Green, R. Escamilla, V. Ortiz, and A. Moewes, arxiv: cond-mat.supr-con: 1312.5405v1, (to be published) (2014)

22 E. Z. Kurmaev, J. A. McLeod, A. Buling, N. A. Skorikov, A. Moewes, M. Neumann, M. A. Korotin, Y. A. Izyumov, N. Ni, and P. C. Canfield Phys. Rev. B 80, 054508 (2009) 23 E. Z. Kurmaev, J. A. McLeod, N. A. Skorikov, L. D.

Finkelstein, A. Moewes, Y. A. Izyumov, and S. Clarke, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 21, 345701 (2009) 24 J. A. McLeod et al. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 24, 215501 (2012) 25 D. J. Singh and M-H Du, Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 237003 (2008) 26 D. J. Singh, Phys. Rev. B 78, 094511 (2008) 27 W. L. Yang et al. Phys. Rev. B, 80, 014508 (2009) 28 T. Miyake, K. Nakamura, R. Arita, and M. Imada, J. Phys.

Soc. Japn. 79, 044705 (2010) 29 M. Aichhorn, L. Pourovskii, V. Vildosola, M. Ferrero, O.

Parcollet, T. Miyake, A. Georges, and S. Biermann, Phys Rev. B 80, 085101 (2009) 30 A. Yamasaki et al., Phys. Rev. B 82, 184511 (2010) 31 A. Iadecola et al. J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 23, 425701 (2011) 32 H. Wadati, I. Elfimov, and G. A. Sawatzky, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 105, 157004 (2010) 33 M. Merz, F. Eilers, T. Wolf, P. Nagel, H. v. Löhneysen, and S. Schuppler, Phys. Rev. B 86, 104503 (2012) 34 S. L. Liu and T. Zhou, J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 24, 225701 (2012) 35 G. Levy et al. Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 077001 (2012) 36 T. Berlijn, C.-H. Lin, W. Garber, and W. Ku, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 108, 207003 (2012) 37 Y. Mizuguchi, F. Tomioka, S. Tsuda, T. Yamaguchi, and Y. Takano, J. Phys. Soc. Jpn. 78, 074712 (2009) 38 T. Kroll et al. Phys. Rev. B 78, 220502(R) (2008) 39 L. Fang et al. Phys. Rev. B 80, 140508 (2009) 40 A. S. Sefat, R. Jin, M. A. McGuire, B. C. Sales, D. J. Singh, and D. Mandrus, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 117004 (2008) 41 A. Ciechan, M. J. Winiarski, and M. Samsel-Czeka, Intermetallics 41, 44-50 (2013) 42 Y. Ding, Y. Wang, and J. Ni, Solid State Comm. 149, 505509 (2009) 43 S. Chadov, D. Schärf, G. H. Fecher, C. Felser, L. Zhang, and D. J. Singh Phys. Rev. B 81, 104523 (2010) 44 Z. T. Zhang, Z. R. Yang, L. Li, C. J. Zhang, L. Pi, S. Tan, and Y. H. Zhang, J. Appl. Phys. 109, 07E113 (2011) 45 Z. T. Zhang, Z. R. Yang, L. Li, L. S. Ling, C. J. Zhang, L.

Pi, and Y. H. Zhang, J. Phys: Condens. Matter 25, 035702 (2013) 46 Z. Liu, A. Fang, F. Huang, and M. Jiang, cond-mat:

arXiv:0808.1784 (2008)

47 C. Wang et al. Phys. Rev. B 79, 054521 (2009) 48 A. S. Sefat, A. Huq, M. A. McGuire, R. Jin, B. C. Sales, D. Mandrus, L. M. D. Cranswick, P. W. Stephens, and K. H. Stone, Phys. Rev. B 78, 104505 (2008) 49 R. Shipra, H. Takeya, K. Hirata, and A. Sundaresan, Physica C 470, 528 (2010) 50 J. J. Jia, T. A. Callcott, J. Yurkas, A. W. Ellis, and F. J.

Himpsel, Rev. Sci. Instrum. 66, 1394 (1995) 51 P. Blaha, K. Schwarz, G. K. H. Madsen, D. Kvasnicka, and J. Luitz, WIEN2k An Augmented Plane Wave + Local Orbitals Program for Calculating Crystal Properties, ed. K. Schwarz, Techn. Universität Wien, Austria, ISBN 3- 9501031-1-2 (2001) 52 J. P. Perdew, K. Burke, and M. Ernzerhof, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 77, 3865 (1996) 53 R. W. G. Wyckoff, Crystal Structures 1, 124 Second ed.

Interscience Publishers, New York: New York (1963) 54 K. Schwarz, A. Neckel, and J. Nordgren J. Phys. F: Metal Phys. 9, 2509 (1979) 55 H. Ikeda, M. Shirai, N. Suzuki, and K. Motizuki, J. Electron. Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 78, 91 (1996) 56 A. Kotani and S. Shin, Rev. Mod. Phys. 73, 203 (2001) 57 E. Z. Kurmaev, A. L. Ankudinov, J. J. Rehr, L. D. Finkelstein, P. F. Karimov, and A. Moewes J. Electron. Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 148, 1 (2005) 58 X. Gaoa, X. Qi, S. C. Tan, A. T. S. Wee, X. Yu, and H.

O. Moser, J. Electron. Spectrosc. Relat. Phenom. 151, 199 (2006) 59 K. C. Prince, M. Matteucci, K. Kuepper, S. G. Chiuzbaian, S. Bartkowski, and M. Neumann, Phys. Rev. B 71, 085102 (2005) 60 M. Magnuson, S. M. Butorin, J.-H. Guo, and J. Nordgren, Phys. Rev. B 65, 205106 (2002) 61 V. Gnezdilov, Y. G. Pashkevich, P. Lemmens, D. Wulferding, T. Shevtsova, A. Gusev, D. Chareev, and A. Vasiliev, Phys. Rev. B 87, 144508 (2013) 62 J. A. McLeod, E. Z. Kurmaev, I. Perez, V. K. Anand, P.

K. Perera, D. C. Johnston, and A. Moewes Phys. Rev. B 88, 014508 (2013) 63 V. I. Anisimov, E.Z. Kurmaev, A. Moewes, I.A. Izyumov, Physica C 469, 442 (2009) 64 D. C. Johnston, Adv. Phys. 59, 803 (2010) 65 V. Anisimov and Y. Izyumov, Electronic Structure of Strongly Correlated Materials, Springer, Berlin (2010)