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We develop a formulation of the coherent potential approximation (CPA) on the basis of the
Wannier representation to develop a computationally efficient method for the treatment of homoge-
neous random alloys that is independent on the applied first-principles electric structure code. To
verify the performance of this CPA implementation within the Wannier representation, we examine
the Bloch spectral function, the density of states (DOS), and the magnetic moment in Fe-based
transition-metal alloys Fe-X (X = V, Co, Ni, and Cu), and compare the results with those of the
well-established CPA implementation based on the KKR Green’s function method. The Wannier-
CPA and the KKR-CPA lead to results very close to each other. The presented Wannier-CPA
method has a wide potential applicability to other physical quantities and large compound systems
because of its low computational effort required.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION

Many substitutional alloys show a fascinating richness
in their physical properties depending on their composi-
tion. For example, in spintronics, the spin Hall angle can
be tuned by alloying [1]. Another example is the pos-
sibility to induce magnetism in semiconductors by the
addition of impurities [2].

The methods to calculate the electronic structure of
substitutional alloy systems have been developed since
the 1930s [3–5]. The simplest approach for calculations
on alloys is the virtual crystal approximation (VCA), in
which the concentration average of the potential is placed
on each site of the lattice [6, 7]. Although the VCA seems
to be a good approximation for metals having a simple
free-electron-like electronic structure such as Na, K, and
Al, it is known that the VCA completely fails to yield
correct physical properties for the transition-metal alloys
[4]. In particular, the VCA fails to describe element-
specific properties of an alloy as it is relevant for exam-
ple in hyperfine interaction [3]. This shortcoming of the
VCA has been removed by Korringa [8] and Beeby [9] by
introducing the so-called average t-matrix approximation
(ATA). Within this approach, the concentration average
of the single-site scattering matrix, the t-matrix, is used
instead of the potential to consider component-projected
properties. However, the ATA still has formal problems
leading sometimes to unphysical results [3]. For homoge-
neous random alloys, the most sophisticated single-site
method solving these problems is provided by the co-
herent potential approximation (CPA). The CPA is a
mean-filed theory treating alloys by introducing an effec-

tive medium defined by its average scattering properties
first proposed by Soven [10] and Taylor [11]. Formulating
the CPA within the framework of multiple scattering or
Korringa-Kohn-Rostoker (KKR) formalism implies that
embedding one of the alloy components into the CPA
should lead to no additional scattering on average. Ac-
cordingly, unlike for the VCA and ATA methods, one
has to determine the effective medium self-consistently
for the CPA calculations.
As the CPA can be easily applied on the basis of elec-

tronic structure methods working with the Green’s func-
tion, it is usually formulated by a combination with the
tight-binding (TB) method or the KKR Green’s func-
tion method [12, 13], which is a well-established first-
principles electronic structure calculation method. Es-
pecially using the KKR-CPA method [14, 15] quite a
number of physical properties of alloy systems have been
studied, such as their magnetic structure properties of
dilute magnetic semiconductors [16], exchange coupling,
and the corresponding magnetic transition temperature
[17, 18], as well as transport properties as the extrinsic
and intrinsic contributions of the anomalous [19] and the
spin Hall effect [20]. This situation is due to a charac-
teristic feature of the KKR method. Unlike other gen-
eral first-principles calculation methods, such as the stan-
dard pseudopotential-based methods or the linearized
augmented plane wave (LAPW) method, the Green’s
function of the system is used already within the self-
consistent field (SCF) calculation step when performing
KKR calculations. Therefore, it is easy to construct the
Green’s function for alloy systems by means of the KKR-
CPA and directly calculate physical quantities using the
resulting Green’s function. In the field of first-principles
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calculations, the CPA is alternatively formulated on the
basis of the tight-binding linear muffin-tin orbital (TB-
LMTO) method [21] as well as the linear combination of
atomic orbitals (LCAO) methods [22, 23].
In this contribution, we present an implementation

of the CPA similar to the KKR-CPA Green’s function
method but more efficient and widely applicable while
keeping the accuracy for the prediction of physical prop-
erties that the KKR-CPA method possesses. For the
practical realization of this goal, we focus on the Wannier
formulation. The reason for this is that we can construct
Wannier functions from any kind of first-principles cal-
culation method if the wave function is available, and set
up a corresponding TB model from the obtained Wannier
functions. This means that we present a computational
method for the electronic structure of random alloys that
can be combined with any kind of first-principles compu-
tational method. Moreover, we can substantially reduce
the computational time when using the Wannier formal-
ism if it is successfully combined with the CPA as it can
be performed independently from the SCF calculations
done by the first-principles calculations. The Wannier
functions are widely used to investigate physical proper-
ties [24, 25]. However, only very few studies were done
for alloy systems [26, 27]. One of the reasons for this is
that there is an ambiguity in the determination of the
relative reference values of the on-site potentials for the
elements that form an alloy. Concerning this problem, we
propose a very simple method to set the reference values
from the results of some few supercell calculations. De-
spite the simplicity of this method, we show that it works
quite well for the construction of the CPA Green’s func-
tion within the Wannier formalism.
In the following, we first present our formulation of

the CPA in terms of the Wannier representation. As ex-
amples for its application, we show results for the Bloch
spectral function, the density of states (DOS), and the
magnetic moment in the Fe-based 3d transition-metal al-
loys, Fe-V, Fe-Co, Fe-Ni, and Fe-Cu. We verify the ac-
curacy of the Wannier-CPA method by comparing the
results with those calculated via the KKR-CPA method.
Despite the rather simple formulation for the Wannier-
CPA method, these quantities obtained by this way re-
produce quite well the results obtained by the more de-
manding KKR-CPA method.

II. FORMULATION

To develop a simple and general computational method
for homogeneous random alloys, we formulate the CPA
on the basis of the Wannier formalism. We evaluate the
performance of the Wannier-CPA method by comparing
with results obtained via the well-developed KKR-CPA
calculation method. We first present the formulation of
the CPA in random alloys as used within the KKR-CPA

method, and then adapt it for the Wannier representa-
tion.

A. KKR-CPA

The most prominent feature of the KKR Green’s func-
tion method is that the Green’s function of the system
is already set up and used during the SCF calculations.
Within the KKR formalism the Green’s function for a
pure system is given as follows [28]:

G(r +RI +Qi, r
′ +RJ +Qj , E)

=
∑

Λ,Λ′

Zi
Λ(r, E)τIiJjΛΛ′ (E)Zj×

Λ′ (r
′, E)

− δIJδij
∑

Λ

[

Zi
Λ(r, E)J i×

Λ (r′, E)θ(r′ − r)

+ J i
Λ(r, E)Zi×

Λ (r′, E)θ(r − r′)
]

. (1)

Here, RI and Qi give the position of the unit cell I

and atomic site i, respectively, and r and r′ refers to
the position of electrons on atoms siting at (RI ,Qi) and
(RJ ,Qj), respectively. The functions Zi

Λ and J i
Λ stand

for the regular and irregular solutions of the single-site
Schrödinger or Dirac equation for site i, respectively.
In the relativistic formulation, the subscript Λ = (κ, µ)
stands for the combination of the relativistic spin-orbit
(κ) and magnetic (µ) quantum numbers and the super-
script of × refers to the left-hand side solution of the
Dirac equation [29]. The general definition of the scat-

tering path operator τIiJjΛΛ′ (E) accounts for all scattering
events connecting site i of I-th unit cell and site j of J-th
unit cell.

As the Green’s function of the system is obtained di-
rectly when using the KKRmethod, it is easy to calculate
physical quantities or incorporate the effect of alloying by
means of the CPA, since these can be formulated in terms
of the Green’s function. The CPA condition of the KKR
formalism is formulated by the following equations [14]:

τ0i0ic (E) =
∑

α

cατ
0i0i
α (E) , (2)

τ0i0ic (E) =
1

ΩBZ

∫

BZ

d3k
[

tc
−1(E)− G0(k, E)

]

−1

ii
, (3)

τ0i0iα (E) =
[

tiα
−1

(E)− tic
−1

(E) + τ0i0ic

−1
(E)

]

−1

, (4)

where τ0i0ic (E) is the site-diagonal CPA scattering path
operator, the subscript α is the index for the atom types
in the alloy, cα is the concentration of atom α, and the un-
derline indicates matrices with respect to the combined
spin-angular momentum index Λ. The information on
the coherent potential in a random alloy is contained in
tic(E) which is the single-site scattering matrix for the
coherent potential. For ordered systems, the CPA scat-
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tering path operator is given by a Brillouin zone integral
in terms of the CPA single-site scattering matrix and so-
called KKR structure constant Gij

0 (k, E). The final equa-
tion gives the scattering path operator for an embedded
α-atom on the site i into the CPA medium.

Unlike the mentioned VCA and ATA methods, we have
to determine the CPA medium self-consistently for the
given t-matrices tiα(E) of the components. Several al-
gorithms have been suggested to deal with the above
CPA equations. The most commonly used algorithm was
worked out by Mills et al. [30], and allows to obtain the
CPA scattering path operator τ0i0ic (E) by an iterative
process (for more details see Ref. [31]).

B. Wannier-CPA

While the Green’s function is directly supplied by the
KKR-CPA method, we first have to construct a TB
Hamiltonian in case of the Wannier formalism according
to the expression:

H =
∑

I,J

∑

i,j

∑

n,n′

|RI +Qi, n〉H
IiJj
nn′ 〈RJ +Qj , n

′| , (5)

where n is the index of the Wannier functions including
spin. To make use of the CPA, we divide the Hamiltonian
into site diagonal and off-diagonal terms as in CPA, in
which a single-site theory is formulated only for diagonal
terms:

H
IiJj
nn′ = (1− δIJδij)t

IiJj
nn′ + δIJδijv

i
nn′ , (6)

where v and t are the on-site potential and the site off-
diagonal terms of the Hamiltonian of the Wannier basis,
respectively. To apply the CPA to the Wannier functions,
we construct the Green’s function of the system from the
TB Hamiltonian. Within the Wannier representation,
the corresponding real-space Green’s function is given by
an integral over the Brillouin zone (BZ) as follows:

G
0iJj
nn′ (E) =

1

ΩBZ

∫

BZ

d3k Gij
nn′(k, E)e−ik·RJ , (7)

where ΩBZ is the volume of the BZ, and Gij
nn′ (k, E) is

the Fourier transform of the Green’s function. Here, the
Fourier transform is used to reduce the computation time
by reducing the number of matrix elements in the Green’s
function when compared to the real space representation.
In matrix form, Gij

nn′(k, E) satisfies the following equa-
tion:

G(k, E) =
[

G−1
0 (E)− T (k)

]

−1

, (8)

where matrices with both atomic site and the Wan-
nier function indices are indicated by a double-underline.

Here, the matrix elements are given by

[

G(k, E)
]ij

nn′

= Gij
nn′(k, E) , (9)

[

G−1
0 (E)

]ij

nn′

= δij(δnn′E − vinn′) , (10)

[

T (k)
]ij

nn′
=

∑

J

(1− δ0Jδij)t
0iJj
nn′ e

ik·RJ . (11)

The KKR multiple scattering formulation for the CPA
condition cannot be used within the Wannier formalism.
This is because of the complexity in defining the scatter-
ing path operator in the TB model. Therefore, we used
an equation mathematically equivalent to the first equa-
tion in the KKR-CPA condition (see Eq. (2)). For this
purpose, we exploit the representation of the scattering
operator tiα(E),

tiα(E) =
(

viα − vic(E)
) [

1−G0i0i
c (E)

(

viα − vic(E)
)]−1

,

(12)

in which the fictitious coherent potential vic(E) is re-
placed by the real potential of α-atom viα at site i.
Herein, G0i0i

c (E) corresponds to the Green’s function of
the coherent potential in the reference unit cell. The
CPA condition in the single-site approximation is then
given by

〈ti〉 =
∑

α

cαt
i
α = 0 , (13)

where we indicate the matrices with respect to the com-
bined indices of Wannier functions n by single-underline.
For the numerical calculation of the coherent potential,
vic(E), we use an iterative method that is similar to the
Mills’ algorithm. We update the n-th temporary coher-

ent potential vic
(n)

(E) in the following way. When the
CPA condition is not satisfied by the n-th temporary
coherent potential, we can define the concentration aver-
aged scattering operator as

〈ti〉
(n)

=
∑

α

cαt
i
α

(n)
6= 0 . (14)

The next update for the coherent potential is obtained
as follows:

vic
(n+1)

(E) = vic
(n)

(E) + 〈ti〉
(n)

(

1 +G0i0i
c

(n)
(E) 〈ti〉

(n)
)−1

,

(15)

where the Green’s function is obtained from the n-th
coherent potential vic

(n)
(E). We repeat the cycle until

〈ti〉
(n) becomes smaller than a threshold δ. We exploit

the VCA for the initial guess of the coherent potential as
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follows:

vic
(1)

(E) =
∑

α

cαv
i
α . (16)

To apply this formalism to real alloys, we have to con-
sider the following two points. One is the on-site poten-
tials of the two pure components, since the DFT-based
Wannier Hamiltonian does not give information on the
reference value of these potentials. To determine the
relative on-site potential energies, we use the supercell
calculations as follows. Let us consider an A-B binary
alloy. First, we perform DFT calculations for a super-
cell of eight-atoms, A1B7 and A7B1, and construct the
TB Hamiltonian in the Wannier basis. Then, we de-
rive the difference of the on-site potential of the 3d or-
bitals between component A and B in both A1B7 and
A7B1, and set its average as ∆v

supercell
A−B . Then, we per-

form DFT calculations for pure A and pure B, and con-
struct the Wannier TB Hamiltonian. We use this Hamil-
tonian for the calculation of the CPA Green’s function,
but before starting the CPA calculation, we subtract a
constant from the diagonal terms of the on-site potential
so that the potential difference of 3d orbitals in pure A

and pure B becomes ∆v
supercell
A−B . The other point to con-

sider is the determination of the site off-diagonal term in
the TB Hamiltonian since the site diagonal terms as well
as the site off-diagonal terms are different for the two
components. This is in sharp contrast to the KKR-CPA
formalism, where only the scattering path operator de-
pends on the component. In this paper, since we consider
the alloys consisting of two transition metal elements, we
simply take a concentration average [13, 22].

The accurate determination of the Fermi energy is im-
portant for examining the magnetic properties of alloys.
We set the Fermi energy so that the total number of elec-
trons

N = −
1

π
ImTr

∫ EF

dEGc(E) , (17)

is consistent with the number of electrons in the A-B
alloy. A complex contour Gauss-Legendre integral is used
to calculate the above integral. The Fermi energy of the
system is determined iteratively using the DOS and the
difference between the total number of electrons of the
alloy and the number of electrons obtained by integrating
the Green’s function up to the temporary Fermi energy.

C. Computational Steps of a Wannier-CPA

Calculation

The CPA calculations using the Wannier formalism
have been organized as follows: First, we performed DFT
calculations using the QUANTUM ESPRESSO package
[32, 33] based on plane waves and pseudopotentials. We

use the ultrasoft pseudopotentials [34] in the PSlibrary
[35] with the functional type of GGA-PBE exchange-
correlation functional [36] and with relativistic effects
included. Here, we set the lattice constant as the ex-
perimental value of bcc Fe a = 2.86 Å assuming that
bcc Fe is alloyed with other transition-metal elements.
The wannierization process is conducted by using

WANNIER90 package [37–41] to reproduce the DFT en-
ergy bands below EF + 3 eV, with EF being the Fermi
energy. We construct for each spin a nine-orbital model,
which contains one 4s, five 3d, and three 4p atomic or-
bitals. As the relative values of the reference for the on-
site potential is not given by the Wannier Hamiltonian,
we determined the difference of the on-site potential of
3d orbitals between Fe and X (X = V, Co, Ni, and Cu)

components by using ∆v
supercell
Fe−X calculated in nonmag-

netic mode. Using the on-site potential, we perfumed
the Wannier-CPA calculations. We will discuss the de-
pendence of the results on the constant subtracted from
the on-site potential of X in magnetic moment in the last
part of the next section.
The electric structure calculation of KKR-CPA

method is performed self-consistently by the fully rel-
ativistic spin-polarized Munich SPR-KKR package [29,
42]. For the exchange-correlation functional, the
parametrization given by Vosko et al. [43] has been used.
An angular momentum cutoff of lmax = 4 was used for
the KKR multiple-scattering calculations. Here, we used
the same lattice parameter a = 2.86 Å as in the Wannier-
CPA calculation.
As the Green’s function of a random alloy is obtained

by the process described above, we can calculate the
Bloch spectral function, the DOS, and the magnetic mo-
ment from the obtained CPA Green’s function. In the fol-
lowing section, we describe results of calculations of these
quantities in transition-metal alloys and compare them
with the results obtained by the KKR-CPA method.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we present results for various physical
quantities obtained by the Wannier-CPA method. We
discuss their accuracy by comparing the Bloch spectral
function, the DOS, and the magnetic moment calculated
by the Wannier-CPA and the KKR-CPA methods, re-
spectively. As an interesting target material, we focus on
the Fe-based 3d transition-metal alloys Fe-X (X = V,
Co, Ni, and Cu). We selected the elements X so that
the atomic number of X is close to that of Fe. Here,
we omit Fe-Cr and Fe-Mn alloys, for which an antiferro-
magnetic configuration is predicted in the alloy systems
[44, 45]. As is demonstrated in the following, we found
an excellent agreement between the results obtained by
the Wannier-CPA and the KKR-CPA methods for the
considered alloys.
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A. Bloch Spectral Function

First, we show the Bloch spectral functions of bcc Fe-
Cu alloys calculated by both the Wannier-CPA and the
KKR-CPA methods to compare the basic electric struc-
ture that determines physical quantities. The Bloch spec-
tral function is the imaginary part of the trace of the
Green’s function given as follows:

A(k, E) = −
1

π
Im Tr Gc(k, E) . (18)

If we plot the wave vector and energy region where the
Bloch spectral function takes finite values, it shows a
structure very similar to the band structure or dispersion
relation E(k) of the pure systems. Figure 1 shows the
representative Bloch spectral function for bcc FexCu1−x

(x = 0.0, 0.2, 0.4, 0.6, 0.8, and 1.0) alloys calculated
by both the Wannier-CPA (left side) and the KKR-CPA
(right side) methods. We obtained a similar behavior for
the Bloch spectral function of Fe-V, Fe-Co, and Fe-Ni
alloys. For this reason, we discuss only the details on
the calculations of the bcc Fe-Cu alloys. The calcula-
tions were performed by using the bcc structure for all
the calculations on Fe-Cu alloys for simplicity, although
Cu takes fcc structure in the pure form. Similarly, the
calculations of Fe-V, Fe-Co, and Fe-Ni alloys were also
performed by using the bcc structure. For the calcula-
tion for pure Fe and Cu, we added a small imaginary part
of 0.1 mRy to the energy to obtain visible Bloch spectra
because the spectral structure consists of a delta function
for pure Fe and Cu. As shown in Fig. 1, we obtain very
close spectral structures from the Wannier-CPA and the
KKR-CPA methods.

Since the Bloch spectral functions of the total state
have a rather complex structure, we resolved them with
respect to the spin directions. The corresponding Bloch
spectral functions for the spin-down- and up-states in
FexCu1−x are represented in Figs. 2 and 3, respectively.
As the concentration is changed from Cu to Fe0.20Cu0.80,
the spectral structure of Fe slightly appears between −1
eV and 1 eV in both the Wannier-CPA and the KKR-
CPA results as shown in Figs. 2(b) and 2(h), which is
about 2 eV lower than that for the pure Fe. This spectral
structure becomes clear and shifts to higher energies as
the concentration of Fe is increased to 0.40 and 0.60 in
both the methods.

The only major difference of the Bloch spectral func-
tion between the Wannier-CPA and the KKR-CPA re-
sults appears in a spectral structure of Fe0.80Cu0.20 near
the H-point in the reciprocal lattice. We observed a pro-
nounced structure near −2 eV in the case of the Wannier-
CPA method as shown in Fig. 2(e), which is strongly af-
fected by the spectral structure of Fe. On the other hand,
in the KKR-CPA method, this feature is mixed with the
spectrum of Cu at around −5 eV forming a single peak

FIG. 1: Bloch spectral functions along the high symmetry
lines Γ-H-P-N-Γ for FexCu1−x with the concentrations (a)
x = 0.00, (b) x = 0.20, (c) x = 0.40, (d) x = 0.60, (e)
x = 0.80, and (f) x = 1.00 calculated by the Wannier-CPA
method, and (g) x = 0.00, (h) x = 0.20, (i) x = 0.40, (j)
x = 0.60, (k) x = 0.80, and (l) x = 1.00 calculated by the
KKR-CPA method.

structure [Fig. 2(k)].
For pure bcc Fe, we observed weak spectral features

in the spin-down channel that reflect the main spectra
of the spin-up states between −2 eV and 2 eV in the
results obtained by the Wannier-CPA and the KKR-CPA
methods [Figs. 2(f) and 2(l)]. These weak features can be
ascribed to the relativistic effect of the mixing of spin-up
and spin-down states by the spin-orbit coupling.
Figure 3 shows the Bloch spectral functions for the
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FIG. 2: As for Fig. 1 but projected to spin-down states.

spin-up states in FexCu1−x calculated by both the
Wannier-CPA and the KKR-CPA methods. Unlike the
spectral structure of Fe0.20Cu0.80 in the spin-down state,
the blurred spectral structure near the Fermi energy does
not show up in the spin-up state as shown in Figs. 3(b)
and 3(h), forming a sharper structure over the entire re-
gion. This so called virtual crystal like behavior indi-
cates that the spin-up spectra of pure Fe and Cu are
energetically closer to each other than those of the spin-
down states. For the same reason, the spectral struc-
tures between −6 eV and −4 eV are less blurred com-
pared with those between −3 eV and −1 eV in FexCu1−x

(x = 0.20 ∼ 0.80) alloys since the spectral structure of
the pure Fe and Cr are energetically closer to each other

FIG. 3: As for Fig. 1 but projected to spin-up states.

between −6 eV and −4 eV. This behavior was observed
for both the Wannier-CPA and the KKR-CPA methods
[Figs. 3(b)-(e) and 3(h)-(k)]. We again observed weak
spectral feature corresponding to the main spectral struc-
ture of the spin-down states in the pure Fe between the
energy of −2 eV and 1 eV [Figs. 3(f) and 3(l)].

B. Density of States

Figure 4 shows the computational results for the DOS
near the Fermi energy (−2 eV to 2 eV) obtained by the
Wannier-CPA and the KKR-CPA methods for bcc Fe-X
(X =V, Co, Ni, and Cu) alloys to monitor the occupation
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FIG. 4: DOS of FexX1−x whereX atoms are (a) V, (b) Co, (c)
Ni, and (d) Cu alloys calculated by the Wannier-CPA method,
and (e) V, (f) Co, (g) Ni, and (h) Cu alloys calculated by the
KKR-CPA method. The DOS of pure Fe is given by red lines,
and that of X is given by blue lines. For alloys, we give the
DOS by intermediate colors between red and blue depending
on the concentration of Fe and X.

trend of the states in each alloy. Here, the DOS is given
by integrating the Bloch spectral functions over the BZ:

D(E) =

∫

BZ

d3k A(k, E) . (19)

We plotted the DOS of pure Fe and the pure X compo-
nent with red and blue lines, respectively. For the alloy
systems, we plotted the DOS with a neutral color be-
tween red and blue depending on the concentration of Fe
and X . Figure 4 shows that the qualitative behavior of
the DOS energy shift with increasing X concentration is
fully consistent for both the Wannier-CPA and the KKR-
CPA methods. A representative example can be seen in
the up-DOS of Fe-Ni alloys. For the KKR-CPA method
[Fig. 4(g)], the peak structure arising from Fe at around
−1 eV is shifted to lower energies as the concentration of
Ni increases, taking a minimum at around Fe0.50Ni0.50,
and is then shifted to higher energies. This behavior is
reproduced quite well by the Wannier-CPA calculations
as shown in Fig. 4(c).

To examine the element-specific properties of the DOS,
we define the component projection of the Green’s func-
tion. According to Ref. [14], the CPA condition given by
Eq. (13) can be rewritten using the Green’s function as
follows:

G0i0i
c (E) =

∑

α

cαG
0i0i
α (E) , (20)

where G0i0i
α (E) is given by

G0i0i
α (E) = G0i0i

c (E) +G0i0i
c (E)tiα(E)G0i0i

c (E) . (21)

Here, G0i0i
α (E) gives the Green’s function when for the

site i of the 0-th unit cell the t-matrix of the CPA medium
is replaced by that for component α. Therefore, G0i0i

α (E)
corresponds to the α-component projection of the CPA
Green’s function. As the component projection of the
Green’s function is determined in the CPA cycle, the cal-
culation of the element-specific properties of the DOS is
straightforward. Figures 5 and 6 show the Fe and X-
specific DOS of Fe-X (X = V, Co, Ni, and Cu) alloys,
respectively. Here, again, the DOS of the alloy with a
high Fe concentration is plotted with reddish lines, and
that with a high X concentration is given with bluish
lines. On the whole, structural similarities in the element
specific DOS calculated by both the Wannier-CPA and
the KKR-CPA methods can be found in these figures,
but we can also see some small differences in the detailed
structure. For example, the Fe-component projection of
the DOS of Fe-V alloys in the V-rich region obtained by
KKR-CPA method has a peak structure near −1.5 eV
[Fig. 5(e)], which are not observed in the up-DOS and
quite small in the down-DOS of the Wannier-CPA calcu-
lation [Fig. 5(a)].

C. Magnetic Moment

In the previous two subsections, we found that the
Wannier-CPA method can reproduce the Bloch spectral
function and the DOS of Fe-based transition-metal al-
loys quite well. Finally, we discuss the predicted physical
quantities by the Wannier-CPA method. As an exam-
ple, we focused on the magnetic moment. Concerning
the magnetic moment in Fe-based transition-metal alloys,
one of the best benchmarks is the Slater-Pauling curve
[46]. The Slater-Pauling curve is a convex curve that ap-
pears when the saturation magnetization of these alloys
is plotted against the number of electrons per atom. In
Fe-Co alloys, it is known that the maximum of the sat-
uration magnetization occurs near Fe0.7Co0.3. The left
and right sides of the curve form a straight line with an
angle of 45 degrees with the horizontal axis of the Fe-
based alloys when the scale of one electron on the hori-
zontal axis and one Bohr magneton on the vertical axis
are equal. Previous research shows that the experimental
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FIG. 5: As for Fig. 4 but projected to Fe-component.

results of the Slater-Pauling curve are excellently repro-
duced by the KKR-CPA calculations [47, 48]. Here, we
compare our results for the magnetic moment obtained
by our Wannier-CPA method with those of the KKR-
CPA method.

Figure 7 shows the magnetic moment in the Fe-X (X
= V, Co, Ni, and Cu) alloys calculated by the Wannier-
CPA and the KKR-CPA methods. There is a structural
transition from bcc to fcc in the Fe-based alloys when
the number of electrons exceeds about 26.7. However,
all the calculations were done in bcc structure for the
one-to-one comparison between the Wannier-CPA and
the KKR-CPA methods. We can conclude from Fig. 7
that the Wannier-CPA calculation gives reliable calcula-
tion results concerning the calculation of magnetic mo-
ments for the following reasons. First of all, the magnetic
moments calculated by the Wannier-CPA method form
a typical Slater-Pauling curve, which takes a maximum
moment in the case of Fe0.75Co0.25 and intersects the
horizontal axis at an angle of almost 45 degrees. Fur-
thermore, the calculated magnetic moments in the bcc
Fe-X (X = V, Co, Ni, and Cu) alloys by the Wannier-
CPA method are in good agreement with those by the
KKR-CPA method, since the average values of the devi-
ation in magnetic moments are only 0.057, 0.064, 0.036,

FIG. 6: As for Fig. 4 but projected to X-component (X = V,
Co, Ni, and Cu).

FIG. 7: Magnetic moment of Fe-X (X = V, Co, Ni, and Cu)
calculated by (a) the Wannier-CPA and (b) the KKR-CPA
methods.

and 0.080 µB, respectively. These results represent that
the Wannier-CPA method can be a powerful tool for the
prediction of physical quantities expressed by the integral
up to Fermi energy despite its simple formulation.

Since we set the reference values of the on-site poten-
tial by a simple method using supercell calculations, we
discuss the effect of the change in the magnetic moment
due to deviation from the actual reference values of the
on-site potential. Since the difference of ∆v

supercell
Fe−X (X

= V, Co, Ni, and Cu) obtained from Fe1X7 and Fe7X1

is within 1 eV [49], we calculated the magnetic moment
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of Fe0.5X0.5 by adding 0.5 eV to the diagonal terms of
the on-site potential of X in the Wannier-CPA method.
Then, we calculated the magnetic moment by subtract-
ing 0.5 eV from the diagonal terms of the on-site po-
tential of X and derived the difference between the two
moments. We divided it by the magnetic moment calcu-
lated without changing the on-site potential and derived
the rates of change in magnetic moment. These rates of
change in the magnetic moment were only 6.55%, 2.07%,
0.23%, and 4.72% in Fe0.5V0.5, Fe0.5Co0.5, Fe0.5Ni0.5, and
Fe0.5Cu0.5, respectively, even with the large difference of
1 eV in the on-site potential. Since the difference in the
reference values of the on-site potentials between Fe and
X from the actual values has only little effect on the
physical quantities, this method using supercell can be
a simple and valuable way for determining the relative
difference of the on-site potentials of Fe and X .

IV. CONCLUSION

We have formulated the CPA in the Wannier represen-
tation to develop a calculation method for homogeneous
random alloys, which can be readily accessed from any
first principles calculation methods. This Wannier-CPA
method significantly reduces the computation time com-
pared with those of the existing methods. Compared to
the KKR-CPA method, this Wannier-CPA method can
be expected to reduce the computational time by a factor
of ten. To investigate the performance of this Wannier-
CPA method, we have examined the Bloch spectral func-
tion, the DOS, and the magnetic moment for various Fe-
based transition-metal alloys from the Green’s function
obtained by the Wannier-CPA method, and compared
with the results of the calculation by the well-developed
KKR-CPA method. Regarding the Bloch spectral func-
tion, the spectral structures of the Fe-Cu alloys were
compared by both the Wannier-CPA and the KKR-CPA
methods. We observed a blurred spectral structure of Fe
near the Fermi energy in the spin-down state when the
Fe content is low. On the other hand, we observed a clear
virtual crystal-like spectral structure in the spin-up state.
This is because of the similarity in the energy structure of
Fe and Cu spin-up states. These behaviors are the same
in both the Wannier-CPA and the KKR-CPA methods.
Furthermore, by changing the concentration of Fe, we
also found an energy shift in the peak structure of the
DOS. This is the same for the Wannier-CPA and the
KKR-CPA calculations for all of the Fe-X (X = V, Co,
Ni, and Cu) alloys. Finally, we calculated the magnetic
moment of the Fe-X alloys. We can reproduce the well-
known Slater-Pauling curve by the Wannier-CPAmethod
that is quite similar to the KKR-CPA method, which
confirms the good predictive power for physical quan-
tities for the Wannier-CPA method. In this paper, we
have discussed only the Bloch spectral function, the DOS,

and the magnetic moment in the Wannier-CPA method.
Nevertheless, one may conclude that this Wannier-CPA
method have great applicability to other physical quanti-
ties and also large compound systems, which have many
restrictions concerning the calculation time as the main
bottleneck. The transport calculation should be one such
example. Although there are many works on the anoma-
lous and spin Hall effect using the Wannier functions,
only the intrinsic contribution of the conductivity is con-
sidered in all these works. Using this formulation we have
given, it can be possible to calculate the conductivity in-
cluding the extrinsic contributions as well. To evaluate
the potential of the developed Wannier-CPA method, we
expect further applications of the method to various ma-
terials in addition to transition-metal alloys.
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