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Local electron correlation effects on the Fermiology of the weak itinerant ferromagnet ZrZn,

Wenhan Chen,! A. D. N. James,' and S. B. Dugdale!

YH. H. Wills Physics Laboratory, University of Bristol, Tyndall Avenue, Bristol, BS8 ITL, United Kingdom
(Dated: August 24, 2022)

The Fermi surface topology plays an important role in the macroscopic properties of metals. It can be par-
ticularly sensitive to electron correlation, which appears to be especially significant for the weak itinerant ferro-
magnet ZrZno. Here, we look at the differences in the predicted Fermi surface sheets of this metallic compound
in its paramagnetic phase for both density functional theory (DFT) and the combination of DFT with dynami-
cal mean field theory (DFT+DMFT). The theoretical spectral functions evaluated at the Fermi level were used
along with calculations of the electron-positron momentum density (also known as the two-photon momenutm
density) in k-space to provide insights into the origin of certain features of the Fermi surface topology. We
compare this two photon momentum density to that extracted from the positron annihilation experimental data
(Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 107003 (2004)). The DFT+DMFT densities are in better agreement with the experiment
than the DFT, particularly with regard to the flat bands around the L and W high symmetry points. The exper-
imental neck around L, which relates to a van Hove singularity, is present in DFT+DMFT but not in the DFT.
We find that these flat bands, and as such the Fermi surface topology, are sensitive to the many body electron
correlation description, and show that the positron annihilation technique is able to probe this. This description

is significant for the observed behavior such as the Lifshiftz transition around the quantum critical point.

I. INTRODUCTION

Weak itinerant ferromagnets are a class of materials with
small ordered magnetic moments (M) and low Curie tem-
peratures (T¢) [1]. ZrZns, which has a C15 cubic Laves
phase structure with lattice parameter of 7.393 A, is a rare
example of a member of this class (T ~ 28 K, Mp =
0.17up per formula unit) [2] and one which has been shown
to host a variety of phenomena including pressure-tuned quan-
tum criticality and non-Fermi liquid behavior both close to
and away from the quantum critical point [2-5]. Interest
in this material was significantly piqued by an apparent co-
existence of superconductivity and ferromagnetism in high-
quality samples (with very low residual resistivities of the or-
der of 0.62uf2cm) [6]. Such coexistence, predicted decades
ago by Ginzburg [7], was thought to be due to triplet pairing
through spin fluctuations [8]. On the other hand, the Fulde-
Ferrell-Larkin-Ovchinnikov (FFLO) state [9, 10], influenced
by the Fermiology, was another candidate to explain this co-
existence [11, 12]. P-wave superconductivity was also pre-
dicted to exist in the paramagnetic phase and it was thought
that the reason no superconductivity had been observed was
due to sample disorder [13]. However, subsequent investiga-
tions by Yelland ef al. found no evidence of a bulk supercon-
ducting state in ZrZno [2], and in fact the previously measured
superconductivity was due to a superconducting surface layer
induced by spark erosion [14].

Yamaji et al. pointed out that the metamagnetic transi-
tions in ZrZns around the so-called marginal quantum critical
point, accompanied by a discontinuous change in the Fermi
surface topology (a Lifshitz transition), belong to an uncon-
ventional class of symmetry-breaking transition [15]. Previ-
ous measurements of the magnetic, transport, and thermody-
namic properties strongly support this point [16, 17]. Density
functional theory (DFT) calculations show flat bands at the
Fermi level around the L and W high symmetry points which
generate a van Hove singularity responsible for the weak fer-
romagnetic ordering in the material and play an important role

in the metamagnetic transition in a weak magnetic field, Lif-
shitz transitions, and non-Fermi-liquid behavior [18]. The
resulting sensitivity of the predicted Fermi surface to details
of the calculation can be seen in the literature, as discussed be-
low. An early DFT study indicated that a small Fermi surface
pocket is created by the very flat band at L [19]. While later
results by Singh and Mazin [11] gave a similar Fermi surface
topology with both studies predicting a connected ‘pillow’
Fermi surface sheet around W (described by Singh and Mazin
as a ‘pancake’), there were differences. Singh and Mazin did
not observe this small Fermi surface pocket at L. The Lif-
shitz transition in this material is tightly connected with the
van Hove singularities around L and W.

There have been measurements of the ferromagnetic Fermi
surface near the quantum critical point at temperatures as low
as 30mK using the quantum oscillatory de Haas-van Alphen
effect by Yates et al. [20]. In order to investigate the param-
agnetic Fermi surface topology away from the quantum crit-
ical point, Major et al. [12] measured the Fermi surface of
ZrZn, by positron annihilation in the paramagnetic phase (at
T =~ 80K). Interestingly, the positron annihilation experi-
ment on paramagnetic ZrZn, revealed the existence of an ex-
tra Fermi surface neck around the L point which was not seen
in those previous calculations [11, 19]. Note that the positron
annihilation results were compared to calculations made using
the linear-muffin-tin-orbital (LMTO) method which actually
showed a neck at the L point. However, since those LMTO
calculations were made in the atomic-sphere-approximation
(ASA), it could be expected that the full-potential calculations
would more accurately describe the bands and Fermi surface.
This difference strongly indicates that the flat band around L
point may in fact be (partially) below the Fermi level as indi-
cated by a recent DFT+dynamical mean field theory (DMFT)
study [21].

In positron annihilation experiments, the positron anni-
hilates with the electron in the material producing two ~-
photons. By measuring the deviation from anti-collinearity
it is possible to infer two components of the electron-positron



momentum distribution, which is also called the two-photon
momentum distribution (TPMD). Note that the full three-
dimensional density can be recovered using tomographic tech-
niques applied to data measured with different crystallo-
graphic orientations (see for example Ref. [22]). The TPMD
will include the effects of electron-positron correlations which
could potentially obscure the signatures of many-body elec-
tron correlations. However, it has been shown that the mea-
sured electron-positron momentum distribution is actually
strongly influenced by the electron correlations in the material
and is not hidden by the electron-positron correlations [23].
This may imply that many significant differences between
the predictions from DFT and positron annihilation experi-
ments may in fact be due to the limitations of the approxima-
tion to the exchange-correlation functional used in the DFT
framework for electrons. Previously, positron annihilation and
DFT+DMFT has been used to provide insight into the Hub-
bard U value of Ni [24] and electron correlation effects in
V [25]. It is therefore necessary to include the electron corre-
lations described beyond the DFT framework in calculations
of the electron-positron momentum distribution.

A recent DFT+DMFT study has highlighted that the DMFT
Fermi-liquid-like electron self-energies subtly change the
Fermi surface topology of ZrZn, [21]. This includes the pre-
diction of the existence of a Fermi surface neck which touches
the Brillouin zone at L, in agreement with the positron mea-
surements. DMFT includes electron correlations beyond that
approximated within DFT by including the many-body lo-
cal dynamical electron interactions [26]. These interactions
can prove vital in modeling strongly correlated systems where
these local electron correlations originating in the more local-
ized (e.g. d and f) orbitals, make a significant contribution
and give rise to phases such as the Mott insulator [26, 27].
For ZrZns, the inclusion of the local electron correlations in
the partially occupied Zr 4d-states around the Fermi level has
been shown to have a significant influence on the important
features of the electronic structure and Fermi surface topol-
ogy which is dominated by the flat bands around the L, W,
and K points [21].

In this paper, we perform DFT and DFT+DMFT calcula-
tions which are compared against the positron annihilation
data which was previously measured by Major et al. [12]. We
compare these theoretical predictions with this experimental
data to highlight the importance of electron correlations in-
cluded in DMFT on the Fermi surface topology. We find that
these sheets are mainly influenced by the changes to the flat
bands around L, W, and K located around the Fermi level in-
dicating the significant impact the local electron correlations
have on the macroscopic properties, considering that it is these
flat bands which influence the Lifshitz transition in this mate-
rial [15].

II. METHODS
A. DFT+DMFT Calculations

In this study, we have used the full potential APW+lo ELK
code [28] in combination with the toolbox for research on
interacting quantum systems (TRIQS) library [29]. This so-
called ELK+TRIQS DFT+DMFT framework is described in
Ref. [30] together with further discussion of interfacing the
APW+lo DFT basis with the DMFT Anderson’s impurity
model found in Ref. [31]. The ZrZn, DFT calculation was
converged on a 32 x 32 x 32 Monkhorst-Pack k-mesh of 8§97
irreducible k-points in the first Brillouin zone. The Perdew-
Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) generalized gradient approximation
(GGA) functional [32] was used to approximate the exchange-
correlation interactions within the DFT framework. The DFT
outputs were interfaced to the TRIQS library by constructing
Wannier projectors, as described in Ref. [30], for all the Zr
4d-states within a correlated energy window of [—8,10] eV
which itself spans the occupied Zn 3d and partially filled Zr
4d bands; this energy window captures the equivalent states
used in Ref. [21]. The paramagnetic DMFT calculation was
implemented using the continuous time quantum Monte Carlo
(CT-QMC) solver within the TRIQS/CTHYB application [33]
with the Slater interaction Hamiltonian parameterized by the
Hubbard interaction U = 2.5 eV and Hund exchange interac-
tion J = 0.3 eV, as used in Ref. [21]. We approximated the
double counting in the fully localized limit, as implemented
in Ref. [21]. We used the fully-charge self-consistent (FCSC)
DFT+DMFT method with an inverse temperature 5 = 40
eV~ (~290K) and 8.96 x 10® Monte Carlo sweeps for
each cycle of the impurity solver. The spectral functions
were calculated by analytically continuing the DMFT self-
energy using the LineFitAnalyzer technique of the maximum
entropy analytic continuation method implemented within the
TRIQS/Maxent application [34].

B. DFT+DMFT Two Photon Momentum Density
Implementation

The two dimensional angular correlation of annihilation ra-
diation (2D-ACAR) experiments used positrons from a 2>Na
radioisotope source, as described by Major et al. [12]. A
thermal positron will annihilate with an electron within the
sample which subsequently results in the emission of two -
photons which in their rest frame will be directed antipar-
allel to each other to conserve momentum. In the labora-
tory frame, however, the y-photons deviate from being anti-
parallel mainly due to the momentum of the annihilated elec-
tron, whose momentum is typically significantly larger than
that of the thermalized positron. Since the angular deviation
is proportional to momentum, the measured deviation gives a
direct insight into the electron momentum distribution. The
~-photons are recorded by two position-sensitive detectors lo-
cated either side of the sample chamber, giving two momen-
tum components. The third component of momentum, which
is expressed as a Doppler shift in the photon energies, can-



not be measured with the same resolution. Thus the measured
spectra is a projection of the TPMD along the axis through the
sample chamber connecting the centre of the two detectors.

The connection between the (real space) wave functions
and the TPMD can be simply understood via the Fourier trans-
formation [35] (assuming spin degeneracy) as
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where ¢?(r) is the positron wave function and ¢, (r) is
the Bloch electron wave function with eigenstate index 7 at
point k in the k-mesh used. The (r) quantity is the electron-
positron enhancement factor which is designed to describe the
electron-positron correlations. If this factor is assumed to be
a constant, then this is referred to as the independent parti-
cle model. However, different approximations can be adopted
to improve agreement between experiment, such as the Drum-
mond enhancement [36, 37] which was used in this study. The
last line of Eq. 1 introduces Cy 4, Which is a shorthand for
the Fourier coefficients of the combined enhanced electron-

positron wave function product.

To calculate the DFT+DMFT TPMD, we followed a simi-
lar process as that used to determine the DFT+DMFT electron
momentum density (EMD) as described by James et al. [38]
which itself is based on the DFT EMD computation methodol-
ogy implemented by Ernsting et al. [39]. A new set of electron
wave functions and occupation numbers are determined by
diagonalizing the total DFT+DMFT density matrix, derived
from the DFT+DMFT lattice Green’s function by summing
over the Matsubara frequencies, and which is generally non-
diagonal in the Kohn-Sham basis. Further details can be found
in Refs. [30, 38]. The resulting orthonormal Lowdin-type ba-
sis electron wave functions and diagonal occupation numbers
can be then directly used in Eq. 1 as it is only the electron wave
functions which have been updated to include the many-body
electron-electron interactions. Both approximations used to
generate y(r) and ¢P(r) are unchanged with respect to the
DFT calculation, although these quantities will likely change
between the DFT and DFT+DMFT calculations as they are
dependent on the electron density which is updated in each
FCSC DFT+DMEFT cycle. It should be noted that this method
benefits from not requiring any analytical continuation of the
DFT+DMFT quantities. For the DFT and DFT+DMFT TP-
MDs calculations here, we used a denser Monkhorst-Pack k-
mesh of 60 x 60 x 60 which equates to 5216 irreducible k-
points in the first Brillouin zone, and a maximum momentum
cut-off of 8.5 a.u. at which the TPMD has converged to zero.

C. The Lock-Crisp-West Theorem

Although the signatures of Fermi surfaces are of course
present in the ‘real momentum’-space (p-space) TPMD, de-

veloping a full understanding of the Fermi surfaces through a
direct analysis of the TPMD is not easy due to the absence
of (discrete) translational invariance. However, the TPMD
in p-space, can be transformed into crystal momentum space
(k-space) by translating contributions to the TPMD back into
the first Brillouin zone through the reciprocal lattice vectors,
G. This new reduced-TPMD (or RTPMD) can be thought
of as the occupation number for the electrons as seen by the
positron for each k-point summed over the bands. In such a
distribution, the Fermi surfaces are now much clearer. The
transformation of TPMD to the RTPMD (i.e., from p-space to
k-space) is based on the so-called Lock-Crisp-West theorem
(LCW) [40]. As discussed above, and with reference to Eq. 1,
one can directly express the RTPMD, p??(k), by summing
over the reciprocal lattice vectors G by using
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While the summation over the reciprocal vectors G in Eq. 2 is
in principle infinite, in practice this can be truncated at some
momentum cut-off since the TPMD rapidly goes to zero. This
is because the wave function of the positively charged positron
doesn’t overlap much with the most tightly bound (core) elec-
trons which would contribute at the highest momentum (lo-
calization in real space, means delocalization in momentum
space). The delta function ensures conservation of momen-
tum.

The Fermi surface can be identified as the boundary be-
tween occupied and unoccupied states in k-space. In practice,
the locations of the Fermi surfaces are determined by first
finding the maximum in the magnitude of the derivatives of
the RTPMD. The Fermi surfaces are then contoured in the
RTPMD at the corresponding isovalues (evaluated at those
maxima). In order to facilitate the comparison between ex-
periment and calculation (including evaluation on particular
planes and along particular directions), and with the benefits
of better computational resources which permit this, the to-
mographic reconstruction of the 3D density from the decon-
voluted measured projections has been repeated [12, 22, 41—
43].

In the reconstructed experimental RTPMD described
above, the related experimental statistical noise o [p(k)] was
quantified following by that implemented by Samsel et al. [43]
within k-space. A set of M independent reconstructions were
performed on theoretical TPMDs to which (different) random
noise was added. The standard error o in p(k) at a particular
k-point was evaluated as:
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where p;(k) is the i*" reconstruction and p(k) is the aver-
age reconstruction. We subsequently used o [p(k)] to rep-
resent the experimental uncertainty in the usual chi-squared
‘goodness-of-fit’ parameter to help quantify how well the
DFT and DFT+DMFT agree with the experimental data.
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FIG. 1. Electronic structure of paramagnetic ZrZn» revealed through
the band structure from DFT (blue solid lines) and the DFT+DMFT
spectral functions (shown as a color map). To illustrate the spec-
tral functions clearly, the logarithm (log (A (k, w))) is plotted. Note
the differences between DFT and DMFT, particularly along the X —
W—K and W—L segments, where the DMFT spectral weight
grazes the Fermi level.

III. RESULTS
A. Spectral Function

Figure 1 shows the DFT bandstructure overlayed onto the
logarithm of the DFT+DMFT spectral function. The inclu-
sion of electron correlations from DMFT clearly introduces
broadening to the spectral function, as expected, along with
visible changes to the positions of the band centers. The most
significant change in the DFT+DMFT spectral function with
respect to the DFT bandstucture is in the bands along the X—
W—K and W—L. Along these paths it can be seen that the
flat bands cross the Fermi level at different points in the Bril-
louin zone. The bands which dispersed just above the Fermi
level (just grazing it) along these paths in DFT have now, with
the inclusion of the electron correlations in the DMFT, been
shifted downwards so that they cross the Fermi level, resulting
in the emergence of new features in the Fermi surface. This
is in good agreement with Ref. [21] with a few exceptions
described below. The logarithm of DFT+DMFT Ek-resolved
spectral function in Fig. 1 shows weakly k-dependent inco-
herent weight around ~ —0.6 and 0.8 eV and the DFT band
just above the Fermi level at W is shifted down in energy in
the DFT+DMFT calculation so that this grazing band which
in DFT was just above the Fermi level along W—K is now
lying partially below the Fermi level in the DFT+DMFT cal-
culation. We expect this to be the consequence of the interac-
tion Hamiltonian as well as the lower temperature used in the
DMFT part of our calculations. In our calculation, the full in-
teraction Hamiltonian has been used which includes the spin-
flip and pair-hopping interactions which the density-density
interaction Hamiltonian used in Ref. [21] omits. We note that
the magnitude of the imaginary part of the real frequency-
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FIG. 2. Contour of spectral functions at w = EF on (a) the plane
with k. = 0 centered at I point and (b) the plane that perpendicu-
lar to reciprocal vector (111) and centered at L. The upper panel of
each figure is computed from the DFT calculation. The colormap of
the upper panel is the DFT spectral functions calculated with a small
artificial imaginary energy of 0.01 eV. The red dashed lines are the
DFT Fermi surfaces on those planes. The colormaps of the bottom
half of each figure are computed from the DFT+DMFT calculation.
The location of each plane is schematically shown at the top left cor-
ner of the sub-figure.

dependent self-energy at w = 0 is small so that the predicted
electronic structure does not deviate too much from the Fermi-
liquid regime at the temperature used for the DMFT cycle; this
is similar to the DFT+DMFT results in Ref. [21].

The DFT and DFT+DMFT spectral functions in Fig. 2 (a)
and (b) are evaluated at the Fermi level and calculated on
the two dimensional (2D) planes shown by the correspond-
ing insets of Fig. 2 (a) and (b). When both Figs. 2 (a) and
(b) are taken in conjunction with the DFT band structure and
DFT+DMEFT spectral function in Fig. 1, we see that there are
clear changes going from DFT to DFT+DMEFT in the spec-
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FIG. 3. Slices through the RTPMD calculation on (a-c) the (001) plane through I" and (d-f) the (111) plane through L (see Fig. 2) from the
DFT calculation (a and d), the DFT+DMFT calculation (b and e) and the experiment (c and f). The colorbar shows the normalized RTPMD

for each subfigure.

tral weight present at the Fermi level which here is evidence
of the changes in the Fermi surface topology within these
planes. Most of the significant changes in the 2D spectral
functions occur in the regions around W, K, and L, where the
previously unoccupied DFT flat bands just above the Fermi
level relating to the van Hove singularity have changed in
DFT+DMFT, now crossing the Fermi level as can be seen in
Fig. 1 along W—L and W—K_. Both Figs. 2 (a) and (b)
show the appearance of DFT+DMFT spectral weight at W
which indicates that there is now a portion of the correspond-
ing Fermi surface sheet there. In the DFT+DMFT 2D spectral
function shown in Fig. 2 (b), there now exists additional spec-
tral weight around L (with respect to the DFT 2D spectral
function) which relates to the formation of a large neck in the
Fermi surface topology, in agreement with Ref. [21]. Note
that in both Figs. 2 (a) and (b) the DFT Fermi surface (i.e.,
the Fermi surface from the DFT energy eigenvalues) in those
planes is plotted on top of the DFT 2D spectral function. In
Fig. 2 (b), there is indeed a very small DFT Fermi surface at L
which is in fact a small hole pocket. It is only just visible and
appears as a dot, being smaller than that seen in Ref. [19]; this
small pocket can also be inferred from the DFT band structure
near L along the path of W—L in Fig. 1. Interestingly, this
Fermi surface sheet appears to be quite sensitive to how the
electron correlations are modeled considering that the Fermi
surface topology changes from a hole pocket at L in DFT to
an electron neck enclosing L in the DFT+DMFT results.

B. Reduced Two-Photon Momentum Density

The Fermi surface can be identified by the loci of wavevec-
tors which correspond to sharp, discontinuous changes in oc-
cupation within the Brillouin zone for a non-interacting sys-
tem at zero temperature. In practice the Fermi surface can
be loci of the wave-vectors at which the absolute value of the
gradient of the occupation function is maximum. Of course,
at finite temperature and in the presence of electron correla-
tions, the corresponding change in electron occupation will
be smeared. However, the Fermi surface can still be identified.
Here, we focus our attention on the calculated RTPMDs which
can be directly compared to the corresponding experimen-
tal RTPMDs derived from the data first reported by Major et
al. [12]. Before inspecting the specific changes in the R-TPMD
between DFT and DFT+DMFT, we note that the irreducible
Brillouin zone chi-squared value from DFT+DMFT is very
slightly improved (7.4) compared to the corresponding DFT
value of 8.1, although both indicate that there are still signifi-
cant differences. However, this shows that the inclusion of the
local electron correlations from DMFT are needed for param-
agnetic ZrZn,. Figure 3 shows the RTPMD evaluated on the
same two 2D planes shown in the insets of Figs. 2 (a) and (b).
As one would expect, the changes which occur in the RTPMD
between DFT and DFT+DMFT reflect those seen in the spec-
tral functions on those 2D planes in Fig. 2. The DFT+DMFT
RTPMDs are more smeared than the corresponding DFT ones,
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FIG. 5. The RTPMD of ZrZn; along the I'—X direction for (a)
the DFT calculation, (b) the DFT+DMFT calculation, and (c) ex-
periment. The experimental errors along I'—X were determined as
described by Eq. 3 in the main text. The solid lines show the TPMD
while the absolute value of the gradient is shown with dashed lines.
The numbers (27—30) show the corresponding band indices, as de-
fined in Ref. [12], as discussed in the main text.

owing to the additional electron correlations. The most note-

worthy changes are seen around W in both planes. From
the RTPMD along X—W in Figs. 3 (a-c), we see the con-
sequence of the DFT+DMFT quasiparticle band center cross-
ing the Fermi level around W in the I" centered plane. Here,
we see that the DFT+DMFT RTPMD is in better agreement
with the experimental one at W, which is also clearly seen
in Fig. 4 in which the RTPMD is plotted along the same
high symmetry path as the band structure in Fig. 1. Even
though the DFT+DMFT RTPMD is in very good agreement
with the experimental one at W, it would appear that the lo-
cation of the Fermi surface associated with the quasiparticle
band needs to be further away from W along X—W in order
to agree with the experiment along X—W. Consequently,
this would therefore likely cause the global minimum of the
RTPMD to be at X as in the experiment instead of that pre-
dicted in the theoretical RTPMDs. It should be noted that the
distribution from X—W is also sensitive to the positron wave
function as it differs to the ‘pure’ electron occupations along
this path, but is relatively insensitive to the electron-positron
enhancement model used. On the other hand, looking at the
RTPMD around W in the L centered plane in Figs. 3 (d-f),
again the DFT+DMFT RTPMD better matches the experi-
mental RTPMD from the 2D-ACAR experiment [12] which
means that the quasiparticle flat band around the Fermi level
from W—K (see Fig. 1) does indeed cross the Fermi level.
However, both the DFT and DFT+DMFT predicts a suppres-
sion of the RTPMD (i.e., the darker regions of Figs. 3 (d) and
(e)) around the edge of the first Brillouin zone, which is not
seen in the experiment. These darker regions relate to the pres-
ence of the pillow Fermi surface sheet intersecting this plane
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for DFT (left), DFT+DMFT (middle), and experiment (right). The band indices (27—30) refer to those in Ref. [12], as discussed in the main
text.



when in reality, this is not the case, as seen in the experimental
data in Fig. 3 (f); this means that the pillow sheet is smaller
in size. Regarding the distribution along W—K shown in
Fig. 4, the DFT RTPMD has a similar shape to the experimen-
tal one although the magnitude is smaller. On the contrary,
the DFT+DMFT RTPMD differs by reducing in magnitude
from W—K which leads to the presence of the pillow Fermi
surface sheet crossing here. Although the magnitude of the
RTPMD from DFT+DMFT better agrees with the experimen-
tal one than that of DFT along W—K, the discrepancy be-
tween DFT+DMFT and experiment increases along this path
to K. This suggests that the quasiparticle flat band around
the Fermi level needs to be fully occupied along the path of
W—K which the experimental RTPMD seems to suggest to
be the case. It should be noted that there is an additional con-
tribution to the RTPMD distribution from W—K from the
positron wave functions like that seen along X—W. Also,
there is a small bump in both theoretical RTPMDs at approx-
imately midway between W—K which is interestingly due
to temperature smearing of the electron occupation, as can be
seen in the temperature dependence of the DFT RTPMD dis-
tributions shown in the inset of Fig. 4. For the DFT+DMFT
RTPMD, there is an additional smearing contribution from the
electron correlations included in the DMFT.

It can be seen in Fig. 4 that the DFT+DMFT RTPMD is in
better overall agreement with the experimental compared to
the DFT. Note that the chi-squared calculated along this path
for the DFT+DMFT calculation is half that of the DFT calcu-
lation. This is mostly likely because the changes in the Fermi
surface are concentrated around the face of the Brillouin zone,
making it particularly sensitive to changes along a path which
has segments on the boundary. Both theoretical R-TPMDs pre-
dict a dip at L with the DFT+DMFT being shallower than the
DFT. Interestingly, the dip at L in the DFT+DMFT is not as-
sociated with a Fermi surface hole pocket as one might ex-
pect. Indeed, we see an upward trend in the RTPMD along
W —L just before the dip in both the DFT and DFT+DMFT.
This upward trend is due to the temperature smearing of the
RTPMD, as shown in the inset of Fig. 4, from the DFT band
(DFT+DMFT quasiparticle band) close to the Fermi level as
well as there being an additional smearing contribution from
the electron correlations in the DFT+DMFT RTPMD. The dip
at L in the DFT+DMFT RTPMD is likely due to the spec-
tral weight ‘spilling’ across the Fermi level and as such this
spillage would consequently reduce the contribution to the
RTPMD from the degenerate quasiparticle bands at L (see
Fig. 1). This spectral weight effect on the electron occupa-
tion density has been observed before in momentum densi-
ties [44]. Reducing the temperature will likely suppress the
hump in the DFT+DMFT just before the dip at L along W —
L, similar to that seen in the DFT RTPMD temperature re-
sults shown in the inset of Fig. 4. Unfortunately, lower tem-
perature DFT+DMFT calculations are more computationally
expensive and may suffer from the sign problem [45], and as
such the DFT+DMFT RTPMD temperature dependence has
not been investigated here.

There are also notable changes in the DFT+DMFT RTPMD
along the other paths in Fig. 4 which brings it closer in agree-

ment with the experiment. We highlight the RTPMDs along
I'—X in Fig. 5 which nicely shows that there is additional
smearing in the DFT+DMFT RTPMD with respect to the DFT
which is consistent with effect of the additional local many-
body correlations. Also in Fig. 5, we show the gradients of the
RTPMDs and their maximums agree well with the Fermi sur-
face locations (represent by the vertical dashes between I'—X
in Fig. 5) as predicted by the spectral functions (or eigenval-
ues in the DFT) within the resolution of the k-mesh. The high-
lighted band numbers in Fig. 5 correspond to the band nomen-
clature of Ref. [12]. Here, the DFT+DMEFT is in closer agree-
ment with the experiment for bands 27, 28, and 29, but there
is still a notable discrepancy with the experimental Fermi sur-
face. On the other hand, the band 30 DFT+DMEFT electron
Fermi surface sheet size is slightly worse in agreement with
the corresponding smaller experimental sheet compared to the
DFT. Even with this being the case, the overall agreement with
the experimental improves with the inclusion of DMFT.

Finally, we show each theoretical and experimental Fermi
surface sheet extracted from the RTPMDs in Fig. 6. Here,
all the previously discussed features and changes can be seen
in each three dimensional Fermi surface sheet. We note that
certain regions in the calculated Fermi surface sheets have dis-
tinct bumpy features on them which is the consequence of the
k-position of the relatively sharp steps in the RTPMD. This
would likely be resolved for a denser k-mesh which would
produce a better mesh resolution but this would be more com-
putationally demanding and have a greater k-mesh resolution
than that possible for the experimental data. The theoretical
band 30 Fermi surface sheet from DFT and DFT+DMFT is
clearly too large with respect to the experiment. The emer-
gence of the Fermi surface neck at L which is associated to
band 29 is observed for the DFT+DMFT and experiments, al-
though the experimental neck is smaller than the DFT+DMFT
one. The DFT, on the other hand, predicts no neck and the
tiny hole Fermi surface pocket sheet seen previously is barely
visible here. The topology of the Fermi surface for band 28
is very similar between the theories and experiment, but the
experimental Fermi surface is slightly smaller. Lastly, the
band 27 ‘pillow’ Fermi sheet at W in DFT are connected
whereas in the DFT+DMFT, these pillow Fermi surface sheets
are disconnected which agrees with the experimental sheets,
however, these experimental ‘pillow’ sheets are smaller than
the predicted ones. This reflects the RTPMD along W—K
shown in both Figs. 3 and 4 along with the previous discus-
sions about them. Owing to the improved resources available
for the new reconstruction, the experimental pillow sheets are
in fact smaller in size, disconnected, and located around the
X centered plane at the Brillouin zone boundary. This dis-
connecting part at W between each of the experimental pillow
Fermi surface sheets is highly sensitive to the chosen RTPMD
Fermi surface isovalue, which likely indicates that the band is
only just below the Fermi surface. It is clear that these Fermi
surface sheets are sensitive to the flat bands around the Fermi
level near L, W, and K which themselves are sensitive to the
electron correlation description. Clearly the positron annihi-
lation data is sensitive to the presence of the many-body elec-
tron correlations which are not smeared out by the electron-



positron correlation contributions.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In describing the electronic structure of ZrZns, the inclu-
sion of the local electron correlations from DMFT are vital
as they vastly improve the Fermi surface topology resulting
in superior agreement with the 2D-ACAR experimental data
[12]. In order to analyse and compare the features of the Fermi
surface from both DFT and DFT+DMFT, we used both the
2D spectral function (and DFT 2D Fermi surface) and the
RTPMDs which are in excellent agreement with each other
as expected. Indeed, the inclusion of DMFT captures certain
features of the Fermi surface topology, such as the band 29
Fermi surface sheet neck around L which is in fact a hole
pocket in DFT. It is this neck feature which relates to the pre-
viously noted van Hove singularity at L. With the improved
agreement from the DFT+DMFT calculations it appears that
this feature is dependent on the local electron correlations
of the Zr 4d electrons. The Fermi surface sheets derived
from the RTPMD show an overall improved agreement with
the experimental for the DFT+DMFT compared to the DFT.

Along the W—K path in the Brillouin zone, the DFT+DMFT
RTPMD has better agreement with the experimental one, re-
sulting in the ‘pillow’ Fermi surface sheet to become discon-
nected which is also seen in the experimental data. Clearly,
the flat bands around L, W, and K are sensitive to the de-
scription of the many-body electron correlations which con-
sequently affects the Fermi surface topology. There is also a
clear temperature dependence in the calculated RTPMDs ow-
ing to the temperature smearing of the occupation function of
the flat bands in close vicinity to the Fermi level near these
high symmetry points. Finally, the positron annihilation tech-
nique proves to be a powerful tool to probe the many-body
electron correlation effects considering that these are not ob-
scured by the electron-positron correlation contributions.
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