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PACS.78.70.Dm { X-ray absorption spectra.

PACS.78.20.Ls { M agnetoopticale� ects.

PACS.71.15.-m { M ethodsofelectronic structure calculations.

A bstract. { Correctionsto theatom ic orbitalsum ruleforcircularm agnetic x-ray dichroism

in solids are derived using orthonorm alLM TO s as a single-particle basis for electron band

states.

Atom ic physicsa�ordsa theory ofx-ray dichroism by providing a setofsum ruleswhich

relate dichroic intensities,integrated overa �nite energy interval,to the ground-stateexpec-

tation value ofe�ective one-electron operators[1{3]. Forcircularm agnetic x-ray dichroism ,

that is the di�erence in absorption between right- and left-circularly polarised photons in

a system with a net m agnetisation,the e�ective operators coincide with spin and orbital

m ultipoles[3,4].

Thesphericalsym m etry and thediscretenessofthespectrum governingtheatom icresults

do nothold foran atom in a solid,wherethespin and angular-m om entum characterselected

by a particular x-ray transition is spread out over a band of�nalstates. This di�erence

has hindered the identi�cation ofa well-de�ned connection between the atom ic sum rules

and band-structure calculations ofm agnetic x-ray dichroism [5]. Except in cases ofstrong

electroniccorrelations,such calculationshavebeen very successfulin sim ulating experim ental

absorption spectra [6,7]. It therefore seem s desirable to derive a band-structure form alism

which exhibits the atom ic sum rules as the dom inant term . This should be im portant not

only forthe interpretation ofx-ray dichroism in caseswhere currentdensity-functionalband

theory works,but also as a prerequisite for understanding dichroism in strongly correlated

m aterials.The currentpaperisan attem ptin thisdirection.

By leaving a localised hole,inner-shellphoto absorption selectsa speci�csitein thesolid,

which we shalllabelby R = 0. A localprocess is thus expected to controlthe excitation,

to leading order. Additionalcontributions should em erge when the rem aining sites in the

lattice are taken into account,thatis,when electron delocalisation isincluded. In thiscase,

a m inim alsetoforthonorm allinearm u�n-tin orbitals(LM TO s)providesa suitable single-

particlebasis[8{10].

(�)Present address:Institut f�urTheoretische Physik C,Technische H ochschule,52074 A achen,G erm any.
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The m acroscopicquantity ofinterestisthe polarisation and energy dependentextinction

coe�cient,� �(!)[12].In a m icroscopicdescription,thisisgiven by

�
�
(!)= 2� (c=!)

2
N Im f

�
(!);

wheref�(!)standsfortheforward scattering am plitude,asdeterm ined by thep � A coupling

between x-raysand electrons. Photon energy (in units of�h) and polarisation are identi�ed

by ! and �,respectively;N denotesthe num berofexcitable core electronsperunitvolum e.

O nly electric-dipole transitions willbe retained between spin-orbit coupled inner orbitals,

’�n�l�j�m j
(r;s);localized around site R = 0;and spin-polarized,spin-orbitcoupled band states,

 k (r;s)[13].W e consideronly m agnetic circulardichroism integrated overthe two partners
�
�j= �l� 1

2

�
ofa given spin-orbitsplitinnershell

�
�n�l
�
.Forthis,wehave

Z � "c� "
�n �l�l�

1

2

� "F � "
�n �l�l+

1

2

�
�
+
(!)� �

�
(!)

�
d! =

(2�)3

3
N cos�

X

k

h	 0jak a
y

k
j	 0i

X

�j= �l� 1

2

�jX

�m j= � �j

��
�
�

D

 k jQ 11j’�n�l�j�m j

E�
�
�

2

�

�
�
�

D

 k jQ 1� 1j’�n�l�j�m j

E�
�
�

2
�

: (1)

Here,"F � "�n �l�l� 1

2

arethetwo threshold energiesand "c isa cut-o�,positioned farabovethe

top ofthe valence band so thatnothing would change if"c were increased by the spin-orbit

splitting,"�n �l�l+ 1

2

� "�n �l�l� 1

2

oftheinnerlevel.Thesuperscripts� identify circularpolarisations,

and Q 1M = eY1M (̂r)ristheelectricdipolem om ent;� istheanglebetween photon wavevector

and m agnetization direction (orbitalquantisation),which wetakealongthezaxis;	 0 denotes

the ground state ofthe system ,and a
y

k
isa ferm ioniccreation operatorforband states.

To evaluate

D

 k jQ 1M j’�n�l�j�m j

E

,weuse

’�n�l�j�m j
(r;s)=

X

�m �m s

C
�j �m j

�l �m ;
1

2
�m s

’�n�l(r)Y�l�m (̂r)��m s
(s); (2)

for the inner orbitals,that is a two-com ponent function with the sam e radialdependence,

’�n�l(r);for
�j = �l� 1

2
and �l+ 1

2
:Notice thatthis isan excellentapproxim ation asthe radial

probability densities,4�r2[f�(";r)
2 + g�(";r)

2],for�=land �= � l� 1 di�erappreciably only

close to the nucleuswhere they are sm all[14];here f�(";r)and g�(";r)are the solutionsof

theradialDiracequationswith �=l;"= "�n �l�l� 1

2

and �= � l� 1;"="�n �l�l+ 1

2

forthetwo partners,

respectively.For k weusean expansion in spin functionstim essphericalharm onicscentered

atthe absorption site

 k (r;s)=
X

lm m s

u
i
lm m s;k

�l(r)Ylm (̂r)�m s
(s): (3)

Theinnerorbitalsaresolocalizedthat,in theregionrelevanttotheintegral

D

 k jQ 1M j’�n�l�j�m j

E

,

the self-consistent�eld fora band electron isdom inated by the Hartree contribution,which

iscentrally sym m etric and independentofk.Asa consequence,the coe�cientsin expansion

(3)factoriseinto norm alization constants,ui
lm m s;k

;and radialfunctions,�l(r);which depend

onlyon them agnitudeofangularm om entum abouttheabsorption site.Regardingrelativistic

e�ects,the argum entgiven aboveforneglecting the j= l� 1

2
dependence ofthe innerradial

function holdsalso forthe radialfunctionsofthe band states. The exchange-correlation po-

tentialdoesdepend on the spin and possibly the orbitalcharacterbut,in the innerregion,it
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am ountsto m s-and possibly lm -dependentshifts,which are sm allcom pared with the radial

kinetic energy,"k � v(r)� l(l+ 1)=r2;in that region. Com pared with thatkinetic energy,

the band-energy range,"c � "F ;isalso sm all.

W e now write the di�erence between the squared m atrix elem ents for right- and left-

circularly polarized lightas

p
2
X

M = � 1

C
1M
1M ;10

D

 k jQ 1M j’�n�l�j�m j

E D

’�n�l�j�m j
jQ

�
1M j k

E

;

insertexpressions(2)and (3),and apply the W igner-Eckarttheorem . Notice that,owing to

the sum over�j in (1),the resulting expression isspin independent.The angularpartisthen

recoupled with use ofthe transform ation [15]

(� 1)M + l� �l

2�l+ 1

X

�m

C
�l�m
lm ;1� M C

�l �m
l0m 0;1� M 0 =

X

l00m 00

(� 1)
l
00
� m

00
+ l� m

C
l
00
� m

00

1M ;1� M 0 C
l
00
m

00

l0m 0;l� m

�
l 1 �l

1 l0 l00

�

;

with l00= 0;1;2,corresponding to isotropicabsorption,circular,and lineardichroism ,respec-

tively.Hence,weobtain the result

Z � "c� "
�n �l�l�

1

2

� "F � "
�n �l�l+

1

2

�
�
+
(!)� �

�
(!)

�
d! = �

2
e
2
N cos�

X

l= �l� 1

l� �l

2l+ 1
R l1�l



	 0

�
�L

l
z

�
�	 0

�
; (4)

with the radialintegraloverthe innerregion de�ned as

R l1�l�

�Z 1

0

’�n�l(r)r�l(r)r
2
dr

� 2

; (5)

and
R1
0

’�n�l(r)
2
r2dr� 1.TheoperatorLl

z isgiven by

L
l
z =

X

k

aka
y

k

X

m

m
X

m s

�
�u

i
lm m s;k

�
�
2
: (6)

The individualnorm alisations of(5) and (6) are irrelevant when sim ulating the integrated

dichroism (4). Thisisbecause norm alization ofthe band statesto unity in the solid m erely

�xes the norm alization ofthe product ui
lm m s;k

�l(r) in (3). The usefulness ofatom ic sum -

rules,however,stem s from a separation into an atom ic factor which is independent ofthe

m agnetisation direction,and a rem ainderwhich,forcirculardichroism ,isapproxim ately the

ground-stateorbitalangularm om entum oftheexcited atom .Supposenorm alisationscould be

de�ned such thatuilm m s;k
wereequalto the R = 0 com ponentofthe eigenvectors,u?R lm m s;k

,

forthe states

 k (r;s)=
X

R lm m s

�
?
R lm (r� R )�m s

(s)u
?
R lm m s;k

; (7)

in a representation oforthonorm alorbitals. Then,from (4)and (6),


	 0

�
�Ll

z

�
�	 0

�
would be

the expectation value ofthe orbitalangularm om entum in the ground state,and the atom ic

sum rulewould also hold in the solid.

O uruseofLM TO sism otivated by thefollowing features:they constitutea m inim albasis

whoseorthonorm alrepresentation and spherical-harm onicexpansionsaboutneighboringsites
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arewellknown;theirusein practicalcom putationsiswellestablished [8{11],even forsystem s

with appreciable electronic correlations [16],and for system s with spin-orbit coupling and

spin-polarization [17];thesim pleform alism fortheorthonorm alset,which weshallusebelow,

wasrecently re-derived withoutresortto the approxim ationsoftaking the interstitialkinetic

energy equalto zero and ofdividing spaceinto atom icspheres[9{11].M oreover,theLM TO s

have recently been generalized to Nth-order M TO s spanning the states in a broad energy

range,the accuracy and rangeincreasing with N,fora �xed basis-setsize[11].

M TO sarederived from an M T-potential,i.e.asuperposition ofatom -centered spherically-

sym m etric potentialwellswith rangeslim ited to about0.7 tim esthe distance to the nearest

neighbour[10].In accordancewith (7),weshalluse M TO sderived from a spin-and orbital-

independentpotential:V (r)�
P

R
vR (jr� R j).To constructan LM TO ,one�rstsolvesthe

appropriateradialSchr�odingerorscalar-relativisticDiracequation forvariousenergiesin the

band region,thus obtaining the radialfunctions �R l(";r). Each ofthese is then m ultiplied

by Ylm (br)and,ifwe are using the atom ic-spheresapproxim ation (ASA),truncated outside

the atom ic sphere. Ifnot,they are augm ented continuously with tails;these are localized

(screened)solutionsofthewaveequation with thecorrectenergiesand areexcluded from any

inner region [9{11]. As a result,we obtain the so-called truncated or kinked partialwaves,

�R lm (";r� R ).Now,the LM TO ,

�R lm (r� R )� �R lm (r� R )+
X

R 0l0m 0

_�R 0l0m 0

�
r� R

0
�
hR 0l0m 0;R lm ; (8)

centered atsite R and with spherical-harm oniccharacterlm ;isde�ned asthe corresponding

partialwave,taken atenergy "� atthe centre ofinterest,plusa sm oothing cloud ofthe �rst

energy derivatives,

_�R 0l0m 0

�
r� R

0
�
� @�R 0l0m 0

�
";r� R

0
�
=@"

�
�
"�
;

ofpartialwavesattheirown and atneighboring sites.(Here,and in thefollowing,an om itted

energy argum entim pliesthat"� "�.) In (8),theexpansion coe�cients,h,form a Herm itian

m atrix which isapproxim ately theband Ham iltonian with respectto "�;fortheM T-potential

used togeneratetheLM TO set.Speci�cally,sincetheLM TO issm ooth,wem ay operatewith

(� �+ V � " �)on each term in (8)to obtain (� �+ V � ")j�(")i= 0:Energy di�erentiation

then yields(� �+ V � ")j _�(")i= j�(")iand,asa result,

(� �+ V (r)� " �)�R lm (r� R )=
X

R 0l0m 0

�R 0l0m 0

�
r� R

0
�
hR 0l0m 0;R lm : (9)

As@�(";r)T(")=@"= _� (r)T + � (r) _T,with T= 1,changing theenergy-dependentnorm al-

ization ofa partialwave changesthe shape ofitsenergy-derivative function by adding som e

am ountof�(r)to it.Thisin turn changesthe shapeofthe LM TO svia Eq.(8),butnotthe

Hilbertspacespanned by them .Ifeach partialwaveisnorm alized to one,weobtain a nearly

orthonorm alsetsince,in that case,the corresponding _�R lm (r)is orthogonalto �R lm (r),as

energy di�erentiation willreveal. Neglecting the overlap between partialwavesat di�erent

sites(ASA),orusing L�owdin orthogonalisation [9{11],oneobtains

h�R lm j�R 0l0m 0i= �R R 0�ll0�m m 0;

D

�R lm j _�R 0l0m 0

E

= 0:

Insertion into (9) and (8) �nally shows that,in the nearly orthonorm alrepresentation,the

LM TO Ham iltonian and the overlap m atrices are given by h�j� � + V � " �j�i = h and
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h� j�i= 1+ hph,respectively.(The o�-diagonalelem entsofthe m atrix p � h_� j _�im ay be

neglected.) The truly orthonorm alsetistherefore

�
��

?
�
=
�
��

?
�
+

�
�
�_�

?

E

h
?
=
�
��

?
�
(1+ hph)

� 1

2 =

�

j�i+

�
�
�_�

E

h

�

(1+ hph)
� 1

2 ; (10)

where the expansion m atrix,

h
?
� (1+ hph)

� 1

2 h (1+ hph)
� 1

2 ; (11)

istheband Ham iltonian withoutspin polarization and spin-orbitcoupling,and where
�
��?

�
=

j�i(1+ hph)
1

2 and

�
�
�_�

?

E

=

��
�
�_�

E

� j�ihp

�

(1+ hph)
1

2 :

Next,wem ay work outthe m atrix elem entsofthe exchangesplitting and spin-orbitcou-

pling in theorthonorm alrepresentation (10),add them to "� + h? ;and diagonalizeto �nd the

eigenvalues,"k;eigenvectors,u
?
R lm m s;k

;and band states(7).Expanding the latterin spheri-

calharm onicsabouttheexcited siteusing (10),weare�nally ableto identify thecoe�cients

ui
lm m s;k

in (3).(Asusual,an om itted subscriptR im pliesthatR=0:)At�rstglance,itseem s

asiftwo radialintegralsin (5)areneeded:oneinvolving �l(r),ascontributed by thehead of

the LM TO ,and the otherinvolving _�l(r),ascontributed m ainly by the tailsofneighboring

LM TO s. However we observe that,when integrating the radialequation for the l-channel

outwardswem ay usethesam e initialcondition forallenergies.Hence,weobtain an energy-

derivative function, _�i
l
(r), which is essentially excluded from the inner region,and whose

contribution to theintegral(5)m ay thereforebeneglected [18].Sincethisproceduream ounts

to choosing a particularenergy-dependentnorm alisation ofthecorrespondingradialfunction,

�i
l
(";r),theenergy derivativefunction, _�i

l
(r);m ustbea particularlinearcom bination ofthe

Ylm projectionsof�lm (r)and
_�lm (r):These projectionsare independentofm in the ASA,

where �lm (";r)= �l(";r)Ylm (̂r),but only approxim ately independent when �lm (";r)is a

L�owdin orthonorm alized kinked partialwave. In the latter case,the m -dependence m ay be

m inim ized through adjustm entofthe screening [10,11];thisdependence willbe neglected in

the presentpaper. Choosing to norm alize �ilm (";r) to one at"�;we can expressthe linear

com bination which does not contribute to the radialintegral(5) as a projection onto the

orthonorm al

�

�;_�

�

set

�
�
�_�

i
E

=

�
�
�_�

E

+ j�i

D

� j_�
i
E

�

�
�
�_�

E

+ j�io
i
: (12)

Here,h� j _�ii � oi is a m atrix whose elem ents vanish unless R= R 0=0 and l=l0 = �l� 1;

and whose o�-diagonalelem ents are neglected together with any m -dependence. W e thus

elim inate _�lm (r)from (10)and �nd

�
��

?
�
=

h

j�i
�
1� o

i
h
�
+

�
�
�_�

i
E

h

i

(1+ hph)
� 1

2 :

(O neshould keep in m ind thatj_�ii= j_�iunlessR=0 and l= �l� 1.) Identi�cation of(7)with

(3)yields

u
i
k = (1� o

i
h)(1+ hph)

� 1

2 u
?
k = (1� o

i
h
?
�
1

2
h
?
ph

?
+ :::)u

?
k : (13)

and,hence,the �nalresultforuse in (6)is

�
�u

i
lm m s;k

�
�
2
=
�
�u

?
lm m s;k

�
�
2
� 2Re

(

u
? �
lm m s;k

o
i
l

X

R 0l0m 0

h
?
lm ;R 0l0m 0u

?
R 0l0m 0m s;k

)
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+

�
�
�
�
�
o
i
l

X

R 0l0m 0

h
?
lm ;R 0l0m 0 u

?
R 0l0m 0m s;k

�
�
�
�
�

2

(14)

� Re

(

u
? �
lm m s;k

X

R 0l0m 0

�
h
?
ph

?
�

lm ;R 0l0m 0
u
?
R 0l0m 0m s;k

)

+ :::

The �rst term is contributed by LM TO heads only and gives the atom ic sum rule. O fthe

term swith R 06= 0;the oneson the second line areLM TO head-tailcontributions,and those

on the rem aining lines are tail-tailcontributions. However,the sum ofthe term s on the

second and third lines m ay also contribute to the atom ic sum rule,as they depend on "�.

[Thisdependence iscancelled by the "� dependence ofthe radialintegralbroughtaboutby

�l("�;r) in (5). Notice that to be able to neglect the m -dependence ofthe valence orbital

in the radialintegral,we have chosen this orbitalas a partialwave ratherthan an LM TO ,

which haslongerrange.]To clarify thispoint,letusassum ethatthespin-orbitinteraction is

sm allerthan theexchangesplitting and thatthelatterisfairly independentofk:In thiscase,

X

R 0l0m 0

h
?
lm ;R 0l0m 0u

?
R 0l0m 0m s;k

� (�k � "�)u
?
lm m s;k

;

where�k isthe(doubly degenerate)band withoutspin-orbitand exchangecouplings,and (14)

reducesto

�
�u

i
lm m s;k

�
�
2
�
�
1� (�k � "�)o

i
l

�2 �
�u

?
lm m s;k

�
�
2

� Re

(

u
? �
lm m s;k

(�k � "�)
X

R 0l0m 0

�
h
?
p
�

lm ;R 0l0m 0
u
?
R 0l0m 0;k

)

:

W e now realize that the deviation from the atom ic sum rule is the contribution to the

integrated dichroism (4)stem m ing from the second and furtherlinesof(14),afterthey have

been m inim ized with respectto "�,thatis,when "� ischosen asthe centre ofgravity ofthe

unoccupied partofthe l-projected density ofband states

"�l=

P

k
�kN

l
k

P

k
N l
k

; N
l
k �

D

	 0

�
�
�aka

y

k

�
�
�	 0

E X

m m s

�
�u

?
lm m s;k

�
�
2
:

Thischoiceof"� istheonewhich also m inim izestheerrorsoftheLM TO m ethod.(W hen an

l-independent"� isused,the o
i
l
R l1�l=(2l+ 1)-weighted averageshould be chosen).

To sum m arise:to estim atetheaccuracy ofatom icsum rulesforx-ray dichroism in solids,

we have exam ined the problem of x-ray absorption by band electrons, with em phasis on

the interpretation ofthe totalintensity ofspectra obtainable with circular polarisation in

m agnetic system s. Using an orthonorm alset ofLM TO s,we have found corrections to the

atom ic resultsin the form ofenergy m om entsofthe band. Applicationsofthe approach to

unpolarised and linear-dichroicspectra,togetherwith a num ericaldeterm ination oftheactual

sizeofthe correctionsin speci�c caseswillbe reported elsewhere.
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