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Grouping different oxide materials with coupled charge, spin, and orbital degrees of freedom together to
form heterostructures provides a rich playground to explore the emergent interfacial phenomena. The per-
ovskite/brownmillerite heterostructure is particularly interesting since symmetry mismatch may produce considerable
interface reconstruction and unexpected physical effects. Here, we systemically study the magnetic anisotropy of
tensely strained La2/3Sr1/3Co1−xMnxO2.5+δ /La2/3Sr1/3MnO3/La2/3Sr1/3Co1−xMnxO2.5+δ trilayers with interface struc-
tures changing from perovskite/brownmillerite type to perovskite/perovskite type. Without Mn doping, the initial
La2/3Sr1/3CoO2.5+δ /La2/3Sr1/3MnO3/La2/3Sr1/3CoO2.5+δ trilayer with perovskite/brownmillerite interface type exhibits
perpendicular magnetic anisotropy and the maximal anisotropy constant is 3.385×106 erg/cm3, which is more than one or-
ders of magnitude larger than that of same strained LSMO film. By increasing the Mn doping concentration, the anisotropy
constant displays monotonic reduction and even changes from perpendicular magnetic anisotropy to in-plane magnetic
anisotropy, which is possible because of the reduced CoO4 tetrahedra concentration in the La2/3Sr1/3Co1−xMnxO2.5+δ

layers near the interface. Based on the analysis of the x-ray linear dichroism, the orbital reconstruction of Mn ions occurs
at the interface of the trilayers and thus results in the controllable magnetic anisotropy.
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1. Introduction

The interface in complex oxide heterostructure pro-
vides a rich playground to explore the emergent interfa-
cial phenomena that arise due to electronic, spin, or orbital
reconstruction.[1–7] Tuning interfacial electromagnetic prop-
erties by interfacial engineering in oxide heterostructure is
crucial for designing the technological applications, such as
magnetic tunnel junctions,[8] magnetic-field sensors, and mag-
netic recording read heads.[9–11] Recently, controllable oxygen
octahedron tilt/rotation at interfaces in perovskite oxide het-
erostructures by interfacial engineering have been intensively
studied and fruitful results have been achieved.[12–20] Liao et
al. reported transferring octahedron rotation from NdGaO3

substrate to ultrathin La2/3Sr1/3MnO3 (LSMO) film.[16] The
titling MnO6 octahedron has modified the hopping rate of the
eg orbital of Mn ions along different axes, causing an in-plane
switching of the easy axis of LSMO film by an angle of 90◦

and giant anisotropic transport properties in the LSMO films.
As revealed by Kan et al., Ru–O–Ru bond angle was modified

and the magnetic anisotropy (MA) of the entire SrRuO3 layer
was tuned by inserting a few-layer Ca0.5Sr0.5TiO3 into the in-
terface of SrRuO3/GdScO3 heterostructure.[17] As shown by
Wang et al., the interfacial Dzyaloshinskii–Moriya interaction
was manipulated through ferroelectric proximity effect at the
BaTiO3/SrRuO3 heterointerface, achieving local, switchable,
and nonvolatile control of the density and stability of magnetic
skyrmions.[20]

In previous works, most of the emergent interfa-
cial phenomena were realized in the perovskite/perovskite
(P/P) heterostructures. Due to advances in epitax-
ial synthesis techniques, grouping oxide materials to-
gether with different atomic/electronic configurations is
accessible.[21–24] In recent work, Zhang et al. demonstrated
how symmetry mismatch drives a spin reorientation for
the tensile-strained LSMO/LaCoO2.5+δ multilayers with per-
ovskite/brownmillerite (P/BM) interface.[22] It is found that
the interfacial MnO6 octahedra prefer to share the apical oxy-
gen with neighboring CoO4 tetrahedra, causing MnO6 oc-
tahedral elongated and tilted, leading to strong perpendic-
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ular magnetic anisotropy (PMA). We notice that the bulk
La2/3Sr1/3CoO3 and LSMO materials are both optimal doping
with ferromagnetic metallic character. Different from LSMO,
the tensile-strained La2/3Sr1/3CoO3 thin films easily lose oxy-
gen to form ordering of oxygen vacancies, i.e., the brown-
millerite structure of La2/3Sr1/3CoO2.5+δ (LSCO).[25,26] The
P/BM interface based heterostructures can be formed by
grouping the LSCO and LSMO film together, and such sym-
metry mismatch at the interface may possibly tune the MA
of the LSMO layer. Moreover, using Mn ions to substi-
tute Co ions can effectively modulate the lattice structure of
La2/3Sr1/3Co1−xMnxO2.5+δ (LSCMO) film from brownmil-
lerite to perovskite. We are wondering whether the MA would
show the corresponding variations when the interface structure
gradually changes from P/BM to P/P-type. Here, we success-
fully fabricate LSCO/LSMO/LSCO trilayer with the P/BM
interface structure. The trilayer exhibits huge PMA and the
maximal anisotropy constant is up to ∼ 3.385× 106 erg/cm3

at 10 K, which is more than one order of magnitude larger
than that of magnetoelastic coupling effect.[16,27–29] Using
Mn ions to substitute Co ions to form LSCMO (x = 0–
0.7) layers with reduced CoO4 tetrahedra concentration at
the interface, we can tune the type of interface structure for
LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–0.7) trilayers from P/BM to
P/P, which is confirmed by the high-resolution scanning trans-
mission electron microscope (STEM). The MA of the trilay-
ers displays a strong dependence on the concentration of Mn
ions. The KA of trilayers monotonously decreases as Mn con-
centration increases and changes from 3.385×106 erg/cm3 to
−3.501×106 erg/cm3. The x-ray linear dichroism (XLD) re-
sults reveal that the orbital reconstruction occurs at the inter-
face of the trilayers, resulting in the changes in MA due to the
strong spin–orbit coupling effect. This work demonstrates the
great potential to tune the electromagnetic properties of oxide
heterostructure by interfacial engineering.

2. Experiment
LSCMO(6 nm)/LSMO(6 nm)/LSCMO(6 nm) (x= 0–0.7)

trilayers, [LSCO(4 uc)/LSMO(4 uc)]5 and [LSCMO(4 uc) /
LSMO(4 uc)]5 (x = 0.7) superlattices were grown on (001)-
SrTiO3 (STO) single crystal substrates (3×5× 0.5 mm3) by
pulsed laser deposition, using a KrF excimer laser with a
wavelength of 248 nm. The fluence of the laser pulse was
2 J/cm2 and the repetition rate was 2 Hz. The deposition was
carried out at 680 ◦C in an oxygen atmosphere of 30 Pa for the
LSMO layer and LSCMO layers. The distance between the
polycrystalline target and substrate is ∼ 4.8 cm. The growth
rate is ∼ 2 nm/min for the LSMO layer and ∼ 1.4 nm/min for
LSCMO layers. After deposition, the samples were cooled to
room temperature at a rate of 10 ◦C/min in an oxygen atmo-
sphere of 100 Pa. The film thickness was determined by the

number of laser pulses, which has been carefully calibrated by
the technique of small angle x-ray reflectivity.

The surface morphology of the trilayers was measured
by an atomic force microscope (SPI 3800 N, Seiko). X-
ray diffraction (XRD) and reciprocal space mapping (RSM)
was determined by Bruker x-ray diffractometer (D8 dis-
cover). High-angle annular dark-field (HAADF) images were
recorded by a high-resolution STEM with double Cs correc-
tors (JEOL-ARM200 F). Magnetic measurements were con-
ducted by a quantum designed vibrating sample magnetome-
ter (VSM-SQUID) in the temperature interval from 10 K to
380 K. The x-ray absorption spectra (XAS) were performed at
Shanghai Synchrotron Radiation Facility, in the total electron
yield mode. The spectra were measured at the Mn L-edge for
the two polarizations in a geometry. The x-ray incident an-
gle was rotated to 0◦ and 60◦ from the sample normal, which
correspond to the in-plane (E||a, IIP) and out-of-plane (E||c,
IOP) directions, respectively. The x-ray linear dichroism spec-
tra, defined by IIP–IOP, was the intensity difference of normal-
ized XAS along two polarizations, which provide information
about the orbital occupancy of Mn-3d states. The measure-
ment temperature was 300 K.

3. Results and discussion
High-quality LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–0.7) tri-

layers are epitaxially grown on single-crystalline STO sub-
strate, and the schematic diagram of the trilayers is shown in
Fig. 1(a). Here, the thicknesses of the LSCMO layers and
LSMO layer are fixed to 6 nm, which will highlight the in-
terfacial effect of the trilayers.[22] The thickness of trilayers is
confirmed by low-angle x-ray reflectivity (Fig. S1). All trilay-
ers display an atomical flat surface. Figure 1(b) shows the
typical surface morphology of LSCO/LSMO/LSCO trilayer
with the root mean square roughness of ∼ 0.3 nm, measured
over an area of 5× 5 µm2. The lattice constant is 3.87 Å
for pseudo-cubic LSMO[27–29] and 3.83–3.87 Å for pseudo-
cubic LSCMO materials,[30] both of which are smaller than
that of the STO substrate (3.905 Å). This indicates that the
LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO trilayers will be tensely strained to
the STO substrate. It has been confirmed by the (002) Bragg
peaks of trilayers that are localized on the right side of the STO
substrate as shown in Fig. 1(c). Here, the multi-peaks of trilay-
ers are due to the diffraction/interference of x-ray in the three
layers of the heterostructures, which are usually a signature
of high crystal quality of the multilayer films. To determine
the strain values for each trilayer, we simulate all the XRD
patterns of the trilayers, and the fitting curves (blue curve) of
XRD patterns are well consistent with the experimental results
(Fig. S2(a)). The lattice constant of the LSCMO (x = 0–1)
layers can be deduced from these fitting curves as shown in
Fig. S2(b). The out-of-plane lattice constant of the LSCMO
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layers shows a monotonic increase as the Mn doping concen-
tration increases (from 3.75 Å for LSCO to 3.84 Å for LSCMO
(x = 0.7)), whereas the out-of-plane lattice constant of the
LSMO layer maintains a constant value of 3.85 Å. It means
that each trilayer sample always suffers from the tensile strain
from the STO substrate. To elucidate the tensile strain state of
the trilayers, the typical RSMs around asymmetric

(
1̄03

)
re-

flection of LSCO/LSMO/LSCO and LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO
(x = 0.7) trilayers are shown in Figs. 1(d) and 1(e), respec-
tively. The reflections from the trilayers not only align verti-
cally with that of the substrate (marked by dashed lines) but
also above that of the substrate, indicating the trilayers are
coherently strained by the substrate without any lattice relax-
ation. Similar results are obtained for other trilayers.

45 46 47 48 49 50

x/

x/.

x/.

x/.

x/.

x/.
In

te
n
si

ty
/
c
p
s

2θ/(Ο)

S
T

O
 (

0
0
2
)

(a) (c)

LSMO (6 nm)

STO

LSCMO (6 nm) 

LSCMO (6 nm) 

[100]

[0
0
1
]

-2.7 -2.6 -2.5

7.6

7.8

8.0

Q
z
/
n
m

-
1

Q
z
/
n
m

-
1

1.2

3.5

-2.7 -2.6 -2.5

7.6

7.8

8.0

0.8

5.0

(b)

(d)

(e)

LSCO/LSMO/LSCO

LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x=0.7)

2.420 nm

1 mm

STO

trilayer

STO

trilayer

Qx/nm-1

Qx/nm-1

(-103)

(-103)

Fig. 1. (a) The sketch diagram of LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–0.7) trilayers. (b) The surface morphology of the LSCO/LSMO/LSCO
trilayer; the scale of the image is 5× 5 µm2. (c) The x-ray diffraction patterns of LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO trilayers. The multi-peaks in-
dicate the high crystal quality of the trilayers. The reciprocal space mappings of the
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Fig. 2. Typical high-angle annular dark-field image of the cross-section of the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO trilayers with (a) x = 0, (b) x = 0.3, and (c) x = 0.7,
respectively, recorded along the [100] zone. Red dashed-line marks the LSCMO/LSMO interface and the yellow arrows represent the dark stripes.

To obtain detailed information about the lattice struc-

ture of LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO trilayers, figures 2(a)–2(c)

presents the typical HAADF images of the cross-section of the

LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0, 0.3, 0.7) trilayers, recorded

along the [100] zone axis. Here, the brighter spots are La/Sr

ions and the fainter spots are Mn/Co ions. At first glance,

the interface of LSCMO/LSMO in the trilayers is sharp and

the LSMO layer displays the perovskite structure without any

defects. However, dark stripes appear every two columns in

the LSCO layers, indicating the formation of the brownmil-
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lerite LSCO phase.[21–24] Notably, the dark stripe favors the
position near the LSMO layer, indicating that the interface of
the LSCO/LSMO/LSCO trilayer is the P/BM type as shown
in Fig. 2(a). On the contrary, for the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO
(x = 0.3) trilayer, only a few dark stripes at the interface of
LSCMO (x = 0.3) layers are observed, which means that the
P/BM interface is reduced and P/P interface is increased, as
shown in Fig. 2(b). For the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x= 0.7)
trilayer, no dark stripe is observed, which means that the in-
terface of trilayer is completely P/P structure, as shown in
Fig. 2(c). The STEM results indicate that we successfully
change the interface structure of LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO tri-
layers from P/BM to P/P structure.

It is interesting to see whether the different
interface structures will influence the MA of the
LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO trilayers. So we pay our attention
to the magnetic properties of the trilayers. Figure 3(a) shows
the thermomagnetic (M–T ) curves of LSCO/LSMO/LSCO
trilayer with P/BM interface along in-plane (IP) and out-of-
plane (OP) applied fields at various magnetic fields with field-
cooling mode, respectively. Taking the data with the field of
0.05 T as an example, the magnetic moment first undergoes an
obvious increase at the Curie temperature (Tc) of the LSMO

layer (the increase-to-decrease crossover at ∼ 235 K is an
indication of the spin reorientation), and then rapidly drops
along the IP direction upon cooling. Meanwhile, the magnetic
moment of OP direction exhibits monotonous increase upon
cooling, and the magnetic moment of OP direction is about 4
times larger than that of the IP one at 10 K. As the magnetic
field increases, the IP M–T curves gradually approach that
of OP direction, and the spin reorientation phenomena can
still be clearly seen in the M–T curve under the applied field
of 1.5 T. The M–T curves clearly manifest an easy axis of
the LSCO/LSMO/LSCO trilayer along OP direction. Com-
pared to the PMA of the LSCO/LSMO/LSCO trilayer, the
LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0.7) trilayer with the P/P in-
terface displays a totally different MA. Figure 3(b) presents
the M–T curves of LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0.7) trilayer
along IP and OP applied fields at various magnetic fields.
The magnetic moments of two directions monotonously in-
crease upon cooling and no spin reorientation phenomena are
observed. The magnetic moment of OP direction gradually
approaches that of IP direction as the applied fields increase,
and they become almost coincide at 1.5 T. These results man-
ifest the easy axis of the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0.7)
trilayer along the IP direction.
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To obtain the quantitative description of MA, the
anisotropy constant (KA) is calculated. Figure 3(c) presents
the magnetic moment as a function of the magnetic
field (M–H curves), extracted from the M–T curves of
LSCO/LSMO/LSCO trilayer along IP and OP directions at
10 K. Along the OP direction, the magnetic moment increases
rapidly with the applied field and saturates in a field about
0.2 T. In contrast, the magnetic moment exhibits a smooth
growth with applied field along the IP direction. The energy
required to force IP magnetic moment to align with the OP di-
rection equals the shaded area encircled by the M–H curves.
The calculation gives ∼ 3.385× 106 erg/cm3 of the KA for
LSCO/LSMO/LSCO trilayer at 10 K, which is more than one
order of magnitude larger than that of bare LSMO film with
magnetoelastic coupling interaction (∼ 104 erg/cm3).[16,25–27]

Here, the positive value of KA stands for the PMA of tri-
layers. Following the same procedure, the M–H curve of
LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0.7) trilayer at 10 K is obtained
as shown in Fig. 3(d). The IP magnetic moment increases
rapidly with the applied field and saturates in a field about
0.2 T along the IP direction, while the OP magnetic moment
quickly increases with the applied field and almost saturates
in a field about 1.5 T. The KA of LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO
(x = 0.7) trilayer at 10 K is ∼ −3.501× 106 erg/cm3. Fol-
lowing the same calculation procedure, the KA values of the
LSCO/LSMO/LSCO and LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0.7)
trilayers at other temperatures are obtained and the results will
discuss later.

To explore the MA variation of the tensile-strained
LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–0.7) trilayers on the gradu-
ally changed interface structure from P/BM to P/P-type, a se-
ries of M–T curves of other LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–

0.7) trilayers are measured at different applied fields (Fig. S3).
To show the changing tendency of the magnetic behavior of
the trilayers, figure 4(a) presents the typical M–T curves of
the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–0.7) trilayers under the
applied field of 0.05 T. When x ≤ 0.3, the magnetic moment
of IP direction is below that of OP direction at low temper-
ature, and the magnetic moments of two directions gradually
approach as x increases from 0 to 0.3, indicating the tendency
of PMA to decrease as x increases. When x ≥ 0.5, the easy
axis of the trilayers is turned to the IP direction, i.e., the
magnetic moment of the IP direction is bigger than that of
the OP one. The KA values as a function of temperature for
the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–0.7) trilayers are summa-
rized, as shown in Fig. 4(b); the absolute value of KA decreases
gradually as the temperature increases. To clearly display the
LSCMO layers effect MA of the trilayers, figure 4(c) shows
the KA of the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–0.7) trilayers
at 10 K. The KA of trilayers displays a strong dependence on
Mn concentration, and it monotonously decreases and changes
from 3.385×106 erg/cm3 to−3.501×106 erg/cm3. The KA of
trilayers is positive as x ≤ 0.3 and it becomes negative as x ≥
0.5, indicating that the easy axis of the trilayers prefers OP di-
rection as x≤ 0.3 and it reverses to the IP direction as x≥ 0.5.
The easy axes of the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–0.7) tri-
layers are further confirmed by directly measuring hysteresis
loops with IP and OP applied fields (Fig. S4), and the value
of KA from hysteresis loops of the trilayers is also calculated
(Fig. 4(c)). Two calculation methods agree well with each
other, indicating that the value of KA is reliable. As demon-
strated above, the easy axis of the trilayers changes from OP
direction to IP direction as the interface structure ranges from
P/BM to P/P-type.
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It is already known that the electron filling of 3d-

orbitals of transition metal oxides plays a crucial role

to determine the electric and magnetic properties of ox-

ide heterostructures.[31–35] In order to obtain the in-

formation on electron occupancy of Mn-3d orbital of

the trilayers, the technique of XAS is adopted. Fig-
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ures 5(a) and 5(b) present the the normalized XAS spec-
tra for the samples of [LSCO(4 uc)/LSMO(4 uc)]5 and
[LSCMO(4 uc)/LSMO(4 uc)]5 (x = 0.7) multilayers, respec-
tively. Here, the multilayers with an ultrathin layer thickness
(4 uc) were chosen to highlight the interface effect. The sketch
of XAS measurement with two optical polarizations (0◦ and
60◦ from the sample normal) is shown at the upper right posi-
tion in Fig. 5(a), corresponding to the in-plane (E||a, IIP) and
out-of-plane (E||c, IOP) directions. The Mn-L2,3 edges spec-
tra consist of two main peaks, which are due to the excited
electron from the spin–orbit split 2p1/2 and 2p3/2 core levels
to empty 3d orbital states, and the Mn-L2 peak contains im-
portant information about electron occupancy of eg-orbitals: a
high (low) peak implies a low (high) orbital occupancy.[36–40]

To intuitively present the electron occupancy of eg-orbitals in
the multilayers, XLD spectra, defined by IIP–IOP, are obtained.

The positive (negative) value means that electron preferen-
tially occupies d3z2−r2 (dx2−y2 ) orbital of the Mn ions. For
[LSCO/LSMO]5 multilayer, the XLD spectrum exhibits pos-
itive value around the Mn-L2 spectrum, indicating that more
electron preferentially occupy d3z2−r2 orbital. This is under-
standable because the BM/P interface of the [LSCO/LSMO]5

will elongate MnO6 octahedron along [001] axis, thus lower-
ing the energy level of d3z2−r2 , which is consistent with the
previous report.[22,27] In contrast, the orbital occupancy is dif-
ferent in [LSCMO/LSMO]5 (x= 0.7) multilayer with P/P-type
interface, and the preferred orbital is dx2−y2 as implied by the
negative value of XLD spectra around Mn-L2 spectra. This re-
sult is interesting since it reveals interface orbital reconstruc-
tion by interfacial engineering in LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO tri-
layers.
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Fig. 5. Normalized Mn-XAS spectra for the (a) [LSCO(4 uc)/LSMO(4 uc)]5 and (b) [LSCMO(4 uc)/LSMO(4 uc)]5 (x = 0.7) multilayers,
measured with the optical polarization parallel (E||a, IIP) or perpendicular (E||c, IOP) to the film plane. The sketch shows the experimental
setup. Bottom panels are the corresponding XLD spectra and the shaded areas provide the information on orbital occupancy. The arrow marks
the spin orientation of the LSMO layer.

The above results strongly suggest that the MA and the
orbital reconstruction are closely related to the interfacial cou-
pling effect in the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO trilayers. As al-
ready demonstrated, the interface type changes from P/BM to
P/P as the content of Mn increases. For the P/BM type inter-
face, the interfacial MnO6 octahedra share the apical oxygen
with neighboring CoO4 tetrahedra at the interface (Fig. 2(a)).
This would cause the interfacial MnO6 octahedra to elongate
along the [001] axis and tilt around the [110] axis to accom-
modate the symmetry mismatch between the CoO4 layer and
the MnO6 layers.[22] In this case, the d3z2−r2 orbital will be

preferentially occupied, thus leading to the PMA of the trilay-
ers according to the Bruno model (this will be discussed later).
In contrast, for the P/P-type interface with oxygen octahedra
on both sides, the interface-induced tilt of oxygen octahedra
is expected to be small,[16,18] and the magnetoelastic coupling
is the major factor to determine orbital occupation. Gener-
ally, the tensile strain would cause a preferential occupation of
dx2−y2 orbital in LSMO films, thus causing in-plane magnetic
anisotropy.[33,34,38] By increasing the Mn doping concentra-
tion in the LSCMO layer, the CoO4–MnO6 pairs at the inter-
face are reduced, which results in the monotonic decrease of
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KA of the trilayers and finally, an in-plane anisotropy appears.
A further issue to be addressed is how the orbital recon-

struction modifies the MA of the manganite oxide heterojunc-
tions. The LSMO film owns strongly coupled spin, charge,
and orbital degrees of freedom, and the MA stems from the
strong spin–orbital interaction. According to the Bruno model,
the anisotropy of the spin–orbit energy is directly related to the
anisotropy of the orbital moment[31,41]

∆ESO = ζ
[〈

L̂ · Ŝ
〉

IP−
〈
L̂ · Ŝ

〉
OP

]
=

ζ

4µB

(
mOP

O −mIP
O
)
, (1)

where ζ is a parameter for spin-orbit coupling, 〈 〉 represents
the thermodynamic average, and mO is the d-orbital moment
along OP or IP directions (Note 1 for detailed calculations of
mO). For the LSCO/LSMO/LSCO trilayer, the electron prefer-
entially fills d3z2−r2 orbital of the Mn ions, and a direct calcu-
lation gives that the d-orbital moment is 4µBζ/∆x2−y2,xy along
the OP direction and (µBζ/∆x2−y2,xz) along the IP direction.
According to Eq. (1), the easy axis has a larger orbital mo-
ment than that of the hard axis. It is obvious that mOP

O > mIP
O ,

which means that the easy axis of LSCO/LSMO/LSCO tri-
layer is OP direction. For the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x =

0.7) trilayer, the electron preferentially occupies dx2−y2 or-
bital, and the corresponding mO values of d-orbital are 0 and
(3µBζ/∆3z2−r2,xz) for OP and IP directions, respectively. The
mOP

O < mIP
O , so the easy axis is reversed along the IP direc-

tion for the LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0.7) trilayer. Due
to the strong spin–orbit coupling effect, the orbital reconstruc-
tion occurs at the interface of LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO trilay-
ers by interfacial engineering, resulting in tuning MA of the
trilayers.

4. Conclusion
In summary, we systemically research the MA of tensile-

strained LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO (x = 0–0.7) trilayers with
the interface structure changing from P/BM to P/P-type. The
initial LSCO/LSMO/LSCO with typical P/BM structure ex-
hibits huge PMA and the maximal value of KA is ∼ 3.385×
106 erg/cm3 at 10 K, which is more than one order of mag-
nitude larger than that of tensile-strained LSMO film. Us-
ing Mn ions to substitute Co ions of LSCO layer to reduce
the CoO4 tetrahedra concentration of the LSCMO layers, the
value of KA of trilayers changes from 3.385× 106 erg/cm3 to
−3.501×106 erg/cm3. When x≤ 0.3, PMA dominates and the
value of KA monotonously decreases as Mn concentration in-
creases. However, in-plane MA dominates as x≥ 0.5, i.e., the
easy magnetic axis of trilayers changes from OP to IP direc-
tions. The orbital reconstruction occurs at the interface of the
LSCMO/LSMO/LSCMO trilayers by interfacial engineering,
resulting in the change of MA due to the strong spin–orbit cou-
pling effect. Thus, this work demonstrates the great potential

to tune the electromagnetism properties of oxide heterostruc-
ture by interfacial engineering.
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