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Abstract

W e have used the locally selfconsistent G reen’s function (LSGF) m ethod
In supercell calculations to establish the distribution of the net charges as—
signed to the atom ic spheres of the alloy com ponents in m etallic alloys w ith
di erent com positions and degrees oforder. T hisallow s us to determ ine the
M adelung potential energy of a random alloy in the sihglesite mean eld
approxim ation which m akes the conventional single-site density-fiinctionat
theory ooherent potential approxin ation (SS-DET-CPA) method practi-
cally identical to the supercell LSGF m ethod w ith a single-site local inter—
action zone that yields an exact solution ofthe DFT prcblem . W e dem on—
strate that thebasicm echanign which govems the charge distribution isthe
screening of the net charges of the alloy com ponents that m akes the direct
Coulomb iInteractions shortranged. In the atom ic sphere approxin ation,
this screening appears to be aln ost Independent of the alloy com position,
lattice spacing, and crystal structure. A form alism which allow s a consis—
tent treatm ent of the screened C oulom b Interactions w ithin the single-site
m ean— led approxin ation is outlined. W e also derive the contribbution of
the screened Coulomb interactions to the S @ fom alisn and the general
ized perturbation m ethod.
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I.INTRODUCTION

The coherent potential approxin ation (CPA) [{3] as in pkmented on the basis of
m ultiple scattering theory [4,5] and com bined w ith density functionaltheory OFT) [G{9]
constitutes the basis for ab inito calculations of the electronic structure and physical
properties of random m etallic alloys. This combiation of the CPA wih DFT, or, In
m ost cases, w ith the local density approxin ation (LDA), seem s to be quite transparent
B8] kading to expressions for the one-elkctron potential and total energy which are
very sin ilar to those for ordered system s. However, there is, by now, a wellrecognized
problem [10{13]w ith this description caused by the fact that the atom ic or "mu n-tin"
Soheres, which arti cially divide the crystal into regions associated w ith particular alloy
com ponents, m ay poses non-zero net charges.

The problem stem s from the fact that the conventional single-site (SS) DET-CPA
m ethod is based on the e ective m edium m odel of a random alloy which considers only
conditionally averaged quantities and leads to the use of the sihglke-site approxin ation
not only In the electronic structure part of the problem during the solution of the CPA
equations, but also In the DFT selfconsistent Joop in the calculations of the electrostatic
contrbutions to the oneelectron potentialand energy. T he single-site approxin ation pro—
vides no Infom ation as to the charge distrbution beyond the atom ic sphere ofeach alloy
com ponent and, since the surrounding e ective m edium is electroneutral, P oisson’s equa—
tion cannot be solved properly if the atom ic spheres have non-zero net charges. Hence, to

nd the correct solution to P oisson’s equation onem ust som ehow describe the e ect ofthe
m issing charge. Since the electron density Inside each atom ic sphere is wellde ned, any
such description m ay be associated w ith am odi cation ofthee ectivem ediuim speci cally
for each alloy com ponent. Thism ay be regarded as an Inconsistency since, In that cass,
the CPA and the electrostatic part ofthe DFT are based on di erent e ective m edia.

O ne obvious solution to the problam is to use electroneutral spheres (see, for nstance,
Ref. [I3]). However, In the m ethods based on the atom ic sphere approxin ation (A SA)
this frequently leadsto Jarge sphere overlaps and a quite poor description ofthe electronic
structure, especially in the case of nhom ogeneous system , such as partially ordered alloys
or surfaces w th an inhom ogeneous concentration pro le.

A m ore general solution can be found, however, In which the electrostatic potential is
m odi ed without m aking e ective m edia for each alloy com ponent In contradiction to the
assum ptions ofthe CPA . The way to do this is to iIntroduce an additional shift of the one-
electron potential due to the electrostatic interaction of the electrons inside each atom ic
sohere w ith the m issing charge distrdbuted outside of the sphere and postulate that the
Interaction com es from the boundary between the atom ic sphere and the e ectivem edium .
Such a shift m ay be associated w ith an intrasite interaction, which hasno connection, at
all, to the e ective m edium .

This isexactly what is done in the Jocally selfconsistent G reen’s function m ethod {14]
w here one goes beyond the single-site approxin ation forP oisson’s equation by m eansofa
supercellw hich m odels the spatialdistribution ofthe atom s In a random alloy whilkea CPA
e ectivem edium isused in the electronic structure calculationsbeyond a local Interaction
zone (LIZ). Ifthe LIZ consists of only one atom , the LSGF m ethod becom es equivalent
to the CPA method with a properly de ned electrostatic potential and energy fi4]. In



this case, however, each atom in the supercell has is own electrostatic shift given by the
M adelung potential from all the other atom s in the supercell whilke the e ective m edium
isthe sam e forallatom s. It is clkearthat such an additional shift foreach alloy com ponent
does not Interfere w ith the CPA because the CPA e ective m edium is determ Ined on the
basis of the one—electron potentials including these shifts and because the CPA itself does
not In pose any restriction on the one-electron potentials of the alloy com ponents.

Follow ing the above argum ents two groups have proposed an ad hoc expression for
the electrostatic shift of the oneelectron potential due to non-zero net charges in the
atom ic spheres of the aloy [13/11/12]. A Ithough the basic m odels are seam ingly di erent
and based on di erent observations, either i), the net charge of an inpurity In a metal
is screened beyond the rst coordination shell [1§17] or ii), the net charge of an ally
com ponent is proportional to the num ber of the nearest neighbors of the opposite type
[10], they lead to exactly the sam e expression for the one-elctron potential, ie.,
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where V; is the additional electrostatic shift of the one—electron potential of the i~th alloy
com ponent of net charge g; and R; the radius of the rst coordination shell.

In fact, the m odels described above are practically identical to the m odel proposed
m ore than three decades ago {1§19] to account for charge transfer e ects in the self-
consistent H artree schem e based on the tightbinding CPA . In this schem e the varation
of the i-th atom energy kvel, ;, isproportionalto the corresoonding charge transfer ¢,
ie., ;= Ig,where I is some average intra—atom ic Coulomb Interaction. T he non-self-
consistent lim it correspondsto I = 0, while I = 1 provides ocal neutrality {19]. Th the
present context onem ay identify ; with V; and i therefore ollow sthat e?=R; m ay be
considered an Intrasite Coulom b interaction.

A Though there is at last som e consensus conceming the de nition of the additional
electrostatic shift (), which gives charge transfers quite close to the values obtained in
supercell calculations 201, di erent workers do not agree on the corresponding electro—
static contribution to the total energy of the random alloy. Som e com plktely deny even
the possibility ofhaving such a term in a "consistent" SS-DFT-CPA theory R1,22]whilke
others argue about the details of how this term should be de ned 1012,2324]. It would
seem that the presently suggested m odels of charge transfer e ects in the single-site ap—
proxin ation to the electrostatic problem , except the trivialelin nation of the net charges
by adjisting the radii of the atom ic spheres of the alloy com ponents, m ay be considered
neither exact nor even "a consistent theory". It is the m ain purpose of the present paper
to shown that a consistent SS-DFT-CPA theory including a correct description of the
charge transfer e ects does Indeed exist.

Here, we de ne the electrostatic shift ofthe one-electron potentialand the corresoond-
Ing contrlbution to the totalenergy In a form which is very sin ilar to that proposed by
K orzhavyiet al. 1§11] as well as Johnson and P inski [I2], and which provides a prac-
tically exact solution to the electrostatic problem in the sihgle-site approxin ation. The
actualexpression for the electrostatic shift in the single-site m odel for P oisson’s equation
Includes one adjustable param eter the value of which is to be cbtained in supercell cal-
culations by the locally selfconsistent G reen’s function m ethod In which the M adelung



problam is solved exactly. It tums out that the value of the ad justable param eter is prac—
tically Independent of lattice structure, volum e, and alloy com position due to the fact
that the screening of the electrostatic part of the problm , in the A SA at least, isaln ost
universal.

T he paper is organized as ollows. In Sec. IT we outline the m aln concspts behind
the LSGF used in this work and the details of the calculations. In Sec. ITI we present a
pragm atic solution to the problem of nding the M adelung shift In SSDFT calculations
on the basis of the average values of the net charges and Coulomb shifts, < g > and
< V; >, from supercellcalculations. W e also dem onstrate that the linear relation between
the net charges, g, and the corresponding Coulomb shifts, V;, of the alloy com ponents
discovered form etallic alloysby Faukner et al. 25] is practically universal in the e ective
medim approach forthe G reen’s function. Thism eans that the regponse of the electron
system totheCoulomb eld islnearand universalin such system s, and that the screening
must be universal too. That this is indeed the case is dem onstrated in the next section
where we calculate the distrlbution of the screening charge in several system s and show
that it is alm ost Independent of the crystal structure, the alloy constituents, and the
com position.

In Sec.V we present a form alisn for the screened C oulom b interactions in the single-
site m ean— eld approach for the electrostatic potential and energy and dem onstrate that
the conventional assum ption of a vanishing M adeling potential and energy is not valid
In general. Instead, one must nclude an additional term due to intrasite Interactions
which are, In fact, exactly the screened Coulomb interactions. W e also discuss the or-
dering contrbution to the M adeling energy and show why the screening contribution
m ay be obtained in supercell calculations for ordered structures. The contrbution from
the screened Coulomb interaction to the generalized perturbation m ethod and the S @
form alism is also detem Ined. Finally, n Sec. V I, we dem onstrate that the total energy
of a random alloy m ay be reproduced exactly in singlesite CPA-DFT calculations w ith
corrections due to the screening Intrasite Interaction.

IT.M ETHODOLOGY
A . Spatial ergodicity and cluster expansion

In this paper we w ill consider only such alloy system s that on an underlying crystal
Jattice w ith perfect translational sym m etry satisfy two conditions: i) spatialhom ogeneity
and i) no correlations between the oneelectron potentials at su ciently large distances.
For the Coulomb interactions in a random alloy both conditions m ay be form ulated ex—
plicitly in tem s of the average m onopole electrostatic potential V; In the atom ic sphere
around site i due to the charge distribution in the whol of the ram aining system . In
an ordered allby this potential is the M adelung potential. Speci cally, the st condition
m eans that any average values of products of potentialsm ust be translationally invariant,
ie,

< ViVy iV >=< T, (V3V5 1::Vy) > )

where T, is the translation operator T, f (vr) = £ (r+ a), and the second condition is



< ViVy itV Ty ViV :1::Vy) > =< ViVy 10V > < ViV, :10:V, > 3)

fora! 1.

According to Lifthitz et al. P6] the space fomed by the com plkte set of distinct
realizations of the potentialV; on the lattice, the cperator T, , and the property of spatial
hom ogeneity plays the sam e role in the theory of disorder as the phase space, the operator
of dynam ical evolution, and Liouville’s theorem do in statistical m echanics. M oreover,
acocording to B irkho ’s ergodic theoram , forany finctionalf V;], where V; is som e random
realization of the potentialon the lattice we have
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ie., the spatialand the phase-space average are equivalent 6]. This equation constitutes
the principle of spatial ergodicity, according to which allpossbl nite atom ic arrange—
m entsm ay be realized in a sihgle in nite sam ple ifthe conditions @) and @) are satis ed.

W hat m akes the above principle work in practice is the fact that for selfaveraging or
"m easurable" quantities, which have a welkde ned lin it when the volum e of the system s
approaches In niy, all the correlations of the atom ic distribution becom e unim portant
at som e distances and, hence, the sam ple m ay be chosen nite. Thism ay be form ulated
explicitly by m eans of the cluster expansion theorem R7]which de nes the corresponding
m easurable quantity in tem s of the site occupation correlation fiinctions

X
= ot £ £7 ©®)
£

where  arethe coe cients or interaction param eters, ¢ =< g j::: g > the correla-
tion function ofthe gure or cluster £ which corresponds to a soeci ¢ position ofthe sites
i, j, and k in the lattice, and ¢ = ¢ < ¢ > isthe uctuation of the site occupation
num bers ¢ taking on values 0 and 1 depending on whether site i is occupied by one or
the other com ponent.

A coording to ) there are tw o practicalw ays of calculating the properties ofa random
system for which we have ¢ = 0 and, thus, (ang = o: 1) the cluster or supercell
approach, where ¢ = 0 is satis ed on average only for those clusters £ forwhich (6 0,
or ii) the e ective m edium approach, which directly gives o from som e know ledge of the
alloy com ponents. The st approach is realized, for instance, In the socalled special
quasirandom structure (SQ S) m ethod R8] while the second approach is realized by the
ooherent potential approxin ation where the real atom s are substituted by a speci cally
chosen e ective m edium on the lattice.

B.The LSGF method: a com bined supercelle ective m edium approach

T he supercell and the e ective m ediim approaches are combined into a single com -
putational schem e in the locally selfconsistent G reen’s function (LSGF) m ethod [14;29].
In the LSGF m ethod the supercell approach is used to provide the correct solution to the
M adelung problem for a given alloy m odeled by an appropriate supercell. It is also used
In part In the electronic structure calculations, which are perfom ed ssparately for every



atom in the supercellby m eans of the local interaction zone centered at each atom . Inside
the LIZ them ulipol scattering equations are solved exactly, whilke the region outside the
LTZ is represented by the e ective m edium , which isusually taken to be the CPA e ective
m edium buil on all the oneelctron potentials n the supercell. T his m eans that every
atom of the supercell "sees" only the CPA e ective m edium outside the LIZ, which ac-
cording to the CPA de nition represents a random alloy. In other words, the one-electron
G reen’s function ofthe supercell (sc) cbtained in LSGF calculationsm ay be presented as
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where G{ is the G reen’ function of the ith atom in the supercell embedded in the CPA
e ectivemediuim, G ;¢ the contrbution to G? due to the presence of the speci c atom ic
arrangem ents on the gure £ in the LIZ as speci ed by the correlation function 3'#,
which is equal to that of the supercell ¥ if the gure f is circum scrbbed by the LIZ,
ie., it can be put inside the LIZ in such a way that one of its vertices coincides w ith the
central atom ofthe LIZ, otherwise ' =0.

E quation (_6) clkarly show s how the LSGF works, and in particular, how the e ective
m edium approach, represented by G g, is com bined w ith the cluster or supercell approadh,
represented by by the second temm . &t ©llow s from  (§) that the LIZ allow s one e ectively
to cut o the contrbutions from the clusters which are not circum scribed by the LIZ
(@n equivalent form ulation in term s of e ective interactions is given in Ref. RY]). If the
LIZ is singlesite, ie., it consists of only one atom (LIZ=1), the contrbutions from the
second term in (§) vanish and we are keft with the usual CPA or pure e ective m edium
approach to the elctronic structure problm . It is this sihgle-site approach, referred to
as SS-LSGF, which willbe used In m ost of the present work. It has the advantage over
the usual SSDFTCPA m ethod that Poisson’s equation is solved exactly within a given
approxin ation for the form of the electron density.

N ote, however, that the LSGF method by no m eans is restricted to the single-site
approxin ation. In fact, it allow s us to include Jocal environm ent e ects in the electronic
structure calculations for the gures circum scribed by the LIZ if on average "™~ =

7°= 0 which is the case In a random alby. In this respect the LSGF method m ay be
considered a selfconsistent embedded cluster m ethod ECM ) of the kind proposed by
Gonis et al. B0l m ore than two decades ago. W ith a proper choice of the supercell used
tomodela given random alloy R9]the LSGF solves two m apr problam s ofthe ECM : )
it provides a set of clusters to represent an alloy w ith a given short range order and ii) it
allow s one to close the DFT loop w ith the correct treatm ent of the electrostatics.

T here is one In portant point conceming the electronic structure obtained in the LSGF
w ith the CPA e ective m edium which should be m entioned: D espite the fact that it can
be quantitatively accurate, it is qualitatively di erent from the electronic structure which
would resul from direct supercell calculations w ith periodic boundary conditions. T hat
is, the electronic spectrum In the LSGF-CPA method is always com plex, unlss all the
atom s are equivalent in the supercell urem etal) or the size ofthe LIZ is in nie. Thus,
In the LSGF-CPA the ekectronic structure of an ordered alloy is never correct, although
it may be calculated w ith arbitrarily high accuracy. On the other hand, since B lochs’



theorem is not applied to the supercell during the electronic structure calculations, the
LSGF method is a perfect tool for caloulating SQ S as opposed to the ordiary band
structure m ethods, which In this case lead to a real, ie., qualitatively ncorrect, electronic
structure of the random alloys due to the fact they present purely a supercell approach.

C .The choice of the supercell in the LSG F and details of the calculations

Tt is possiblk to obtain the M adelung potential and energy by a combined supercell
(cluster) and e ective medium approach sin ilar to that used in the G reen’s function
approach to the electronic structure problm within the LSGF method. However, this
requires som e know ledge of the charge-charge correlations or the screening In the alloy.
Hence, the only way to solve the problem is to use a supercellm odel w ith the M adelung
potential and energy determm ined exactly from the bare electrostatic interactions, as it is
usually done. Here, another problem arises: T he supercell should be constructed such as
to provide zero correlation fiinctions up to the distance w here the net charges of the alloy
com ponents becom e uncorrelated or com pletely screened.

In the calculations presented below we assum e at the outset the existence of a short—
range screening which occurs over the distance of the st several coordination shells.
This assum ption is based on results obtained by the charge-correlated model [10], on
single~im purity calculations [1§,17] as well as on the m ost recent LSGF calulations by
U jalussy etal. PZ]. T he latter authors dem onstrated that a 16-atom supercell for an foc
equiatom ic random alloy, In which the SRO param eter at the 8"th coordination shellm ust
be equalto 1 due to the translation symm etry, ie., allthe atom s in the 8th coordination
shell are the sam e as that at the central site, yields practically the sam e average charge
transfer and total energy as a 250-atom supercel]l, in which the SRO param eter at the
8th coordination shell corresponding to a random num ber generator distribution of the
alloy com ponents on the lattice should be << 1 (see alo -Bl']) .

Thus, In all the random alloys considered below the distrbution of the atom s in the
supercell was chosen such that the SRO param eters (or pair correlation functions, f(Z))
were exactly zero at least In the rst 6 coordination shells and am all (ot greater 0.01
In absolute value) up to the 8th coordination shell. A lthough the multisite correlation
fiunctions have not been optim ized, they should not play a signi cant role in the A SA
where only m onopol intersite C oulomb interactions are taken into account.

T he electronic structure calculations were In all cases perform ed in the scalar rela—
tivistic approxin ation by the KKR-ASA technigue 2] with an s— p~ and d basis in
the fram ework of either the usualSS-DFT-CPA orthe LSGF methodswith a CPA e ec—
tive m ediim . The ASA (no mulipole corrections to the M adelung potential and energy)
has been usad In the electrostatic part of the problm . The integration of the G reen’s
function over energy was perform ed in the com plx plane over 1620 energy points on a
sem icircular contour. T he local density approxin ation was used in the DFT part with
the Perdew and Zunger 33] param eterization of the results by Ceperly and A der 34].



ITT.NET CHARGE AND MADELUNG POTENTIAL IN M ETALLIC ALLOYS

Here we discuss a pragm atic solution to the follow ing problm : Can one devise a
M adeling potential for the alloy com ponents to be used in SS-DFT-CPA calculations
such that the charge transfer e ects, ie., the net charges of the alloy com ponents, are
consistent w ith those obtained In SS-LSGF calculations where charge transfer e ects are
treated properly? The fact, that such a potential can be found, may seem surprising
In view of the principle di erence between the LSGF and the SSDFT-CPA m ethods.
In the LSGF approach all the atom s in the supercell are di erent due to their di erent
localenvironm ent whik in the usualSS-DFT-CPA approach one deals only w ith average
quantities, ie. in term inology of the Ref. [33], the LSGF supercell approach is equivalent
to the polym orphousm odel of the alloy while the e ectivem ediuim approach is equivalent
to the isom orphousm odel. H owever, it is cbvious, that this can be done on average.

Tt wasdisoovered by Faukneretal. R3] from supercell calculations that the net charges
on di erent sites i, g;, and the corresponding M adelung potentials, V;, obey a linear
relationship. In Fig.7, we show such a gV relation fora 512-atom supercell which m odels
a random A EkoLio alloy on an underlying foc lattice. For com parison we also show the
charge and M adelung shift for A ILiin the ordered L1, structure. A 1l results are obtained
by LSGF calculations w ith the CPA e ective m edium in i) the single-site approxim ation
forthe electronic part oftheproblem , SS-LSGF, ie., LIZ= 1, (Upperpanel) and ii) w ith the
perturoation In the electronic structure caused by the localenvironm ent up to the second
coordination shell, ie., enbedded clusterC)-LSGF, LIZ= 3, (lower panel), included In
the G reen’s function. For random alloys the inclusion ofm ore distant coordination shells
do not a ect the resuls signi cantly and thus the LIZ= 3 resultsm ay be considered to be
converged in the LIZ size.

The m ost strdking feature of the v relation obtained In the SS-LSGF calculations
is the perfect alignm ent of the gV points along two aln ost straight lines, one for each
alloy component. This is, in fact, very sin ilar to what has been doserved by P inski [36]
In model calculations using the Thom astem i approxin ation. Furthem ore, a change
of the ratio of the atom ic sphere radii of the alloy com ponents, r = S, =S;i, ads to a
rescaling of the gV points. Hence, or a speci ¢ ratio, r = 112 in the present case, the
oV relation collapses nto the single point: (;V) = (0;0). The existence of this point In
the SS-LSGF isa consequence of the fact that allA latom saswellasallLiatom sbecom e
Indistinguishabl if the net charges of the alloy com ponents are zero: The di erence
between the atom s caused by local environm ent e ects is sokly due to the M adelung
shift, which is zero in this case. Thus, for this particular choice of r the polym orphous
m odel is identical to the usual isom oxphous m odel, or the SS-L.SGF m ethod is identical
to the SSDFT-CPA method.

On the other hand, it is clkar that the two m odels are not equivalent when local
environm ent e ects are included in the electronic structure part ofthe LSGF m ethod, is,
forLIz> 1. This is dem onstrated In the lower panel ofF ij.1, where the Jocalenvironm ent
e ectsare clearly seen to destroy the strict alignm ent ofthe gV pointsand, as consequence,
the possbility of choosing electroneutralatom ic spheresby a single r value. H ow ever, even
if this were possble, all the atom s, or the corresponding one—electron potentials, would
still be di erent.



T he discussion of local environm ent e ects is beyond the scope of the present paper,
and the results are Included only to dem onstrate the qualitative di erence between the
correct resuls and those ocbtained by the LSGF m ethod in the sihgle-site approxin ation:
Inclusion of intersite correlations in the electronic structure calculations leads to a real
polym orphous description of random alloys which cannot be m In icked by a single-site
LIZ .A sa consequence, aswe w ill show laterthe SS-DFT-CPA m ethod can reproduce the
resuls of the SS-LSGF exactly, but will, In general, reproduce only approxin ately the
correct solution to the supercell or polym orphous m odel of a random alloy.

The two ¢V points for the ordered L1, structure are seen to 2llon the gV lines for
the random allby as already noted in Ref. P§J), and, in fact, all the points on the gV
relation obtained by the SS-LSGF method m ay be reproduced by a series of ordnary
SSDFT-CPA calculations, by using the shift of the oneelectron potential de ned in a
way sin ilar to @'), ie.,

g

V= 3 ’ 7

where g is the net charge of the allby com ponents, S the W IgnerSeitz radius, and a
param eter which m ay be varied arbitrarily In the SS-DFT-CPA calculationsw ithout spec—
ifying its physicalm eaning. H owever, it is in portant to note, that = 1 corresoonds
to the electroneutral case (@ = 0) and = 0 to the lim i where there is no response of
the system to charge transfer e ects. A s we will see Jater, the values of the net charges
i obtained ;n the SSODFT-CPA calculationswith = 0 are inportant scaling param e-
ters. It is also usefiil to note, that for the L1, structure 1;,=0.8811575 371, and in the
screened Im purity model () s = 0552669 and 0568542 for the foc and boc crystal
structures, respectively.

Fig. shows the v relation, indicated by the black line, obtained in the SSDFT -
CPA calulations ncluding ]) with varying from 1.5 to 5 togetherw ith the SS-LSGF
resuls, gray circles. It is clearly seen that the "isom orphous" and polym orphous oV
relations coincide, and this allow s one to m ake an isom orphousm odel consistent w ith the
polym orphous resuls. T he point is that all the net charges and corresponding C oulom b
shifts In the polym orphousm odelhave signi cance only in termm softhe average values they
produce. This is so, because every supercell has its own set of net charges and M adeling
shifts and, in the case of an in nite systam , there is an In nite number of di erent gV
points. Their average values, < g > and < V; >, however, have a wellde ned physical
m eaning as conditional averages of sslfaveraging quantities, and thus it is the average
< gV > ponntwhich must be reproduced by the isom orphousm odel. H ence, fora random
alloy isgiven by

S < V>
< qg>

rand (8)
Note, that in a binary AB ally, it ckarly does not m atter, for which alloy com ponent,
i= A;B, ranq isdetem ined, since< Vp > =< g >=< Vg > =< g > PJl. The same
istrue form ulticom ponent alloys, but in this case, rather than being a trivial consequence
of the dharge neutrality condition, it follow s from the physical origin of ,inq, which will
be discussed iIn the next two sections. For an foc A gLy alloy at S=2.954 au. we nd
from the LSGF calculations ,,nq = 0.60716.



O f course, the coincidence of K g > ;< V; >) is a necessary, but not su cient
condition for the equivalence of the isom orphous and polym orphous m odels. The two
m odelsm ay be called equivalent only if the electronic structure of the random alloy and
its conditional averages agree. Th Fig.2 we show that this is indeed the case: The ocal
densities of states DO S) forthe Aland Liatom s in A koLio caloulated by the SSDFT -
CPA m ethod coincide w ith the corresponding conditional average state densities obtained
In the SS-LSGF calculations for the 512-atom supercell. For com parison we also show the
DO S obtalned with =0 corresponding to the "conventional" CPA . A though the latter
di ers from the correct state density, it is cbvious, that the neglect of the electrostatic
shift §}) hasonly am inore ect on theDOS.

T he reason why the average state densities coincide is the ollow Ing: In the SS-LSGF
m ethod the di erence between the atom s of the sam e type com es only through the cor-
responding M adelung shift. A shift in potential leads to a change in the charge transfer
through a skewing ofthe localDOS asseen n  g.3. Therefore, when the conditionally
averaged DO S is obtained, the skew ing contributions from the individual atom ic sites
caused by V; will cancel and lave only the D O S given by the average < V; > . O foourss,
this is true only in the SS-LSGF method (LIZ=1). In fact, the local environm ent e ects
iIn concentrated random alloysm ay In uence quite strongly the electronic structure ofthe
central site ofthe LTZ.

To investigate how the v relation depends on the system we show i Fig.4 ov

relations for wve di erent system s Including a Cu inpurity In Pt (S = 3 au.) and Pour
random alloys: foc CusgPtsy (S = 3 au.), ic ALyLiy (S = 2.954 au.), boc CusgZnsg
(S = 2.7au.),and temary foc CusgN L5Znsg (S = 2.65 au.). In the plot all charges have
been nom alized by ¢p; obtained in the no response lim i, ie, = 0orV;= 0, and all
M adelung shifts have been nom alized by ;=S . To partly sin plify the plot we have used
piJIn the nom alizations, thereby ssparating the gV relations Into two lines rather than
one.

The results presented in Fig.4 show the existence of a universal gV relation. Or
in other words, the linearrespoonse function which gives the change in the net charge
relative to qy; caused by Vi, ie, g g = 1= V,S, is a universal constant in m etallic
alloys in the ASA .From the resuls presented in the gurewe nd that 0.63. This
unavoidably leadsto the existence ofa single, unique ,.,4 asw inessed by the coincidence
ofallthe < gV > points in Fig.%. Strictly speaking, the slopes of the gV lines are not
exactly identical and, In fact, ,anq vares from 0.6 In CusgZnsy and CusoN hsZnsg to
0.615 in LiM g allbys, not Included in the gure. However, form ost practical purposes the
choice  ang = 0:607 provides a su ciently accurate description of the electronic structure
of random alloys In the SSDFT-CPA method in the ASA for the electrostatic part.

IV.SCREENING CHARGE IN M ETALLIC ALLOYS

In the previous section we have, In e ect, de ned a procedure whereby SS-DFT-CPA
calculationsm ay provide the exact solution to the electrostatic problm in random alloys.
The only requirem ents are that the M adelung shift {}) is included and that the constant

rana 1S obtained from (§) with the average M adelung potential and net charges of the
alloy com ponents detem ined in supercell calculations by the SS-LSGF method. In the
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derivation of the procedure we have used som e general argum ents which do not clarify
the physical origin of the universal value of ,.,4. However, it is clkar, that {:7.) accounts
for the m issihg charge ¢ In the single-site P oisson equation for the i'th atom ic sphere.
Thus, rang Mustbe connected to the screening.

The lnear character of the gV relation indicates that the screening In the In purity
case aswellas in the case ofa random alloy m ay be very well described by linear response
theory. Ow ing to enhanoed electron scattering at opposite regions of the Fem 1 surface
Iinear response predicts in the case ofa freeelectron gas the existence of long-range Friedel
oscillations, w hich how ever decrease relatively fast ( r ° ) w ith the distance. In a random
alloy, on the other hand, the screening is much m ore e cient due to the nite life tine
of the B loch states for the underlying crystal Jattice and the spatial distrdoution of the
screening density decays exponentially. In this regpect charge correlated m odel [103,31]
adopted by Johnson and Pinski 2] in the cc— and scr€PA method or the equivalent
screened inpurity model 112324] may be viewed as the rst approxin ations for the
screening.

Based on the fact, that a single Inpurity in a m etallic host is a particular case of
a dilute random alloy, one would expect, and the resuls for a single Cu impurity In Pt
presented in the previous section unam biguously indicate this, that the screening e ects in
the two cases are sin ilar. Tt is therefore surprising that Faukner et al. 85] and U jfalussy
et al. R2] clain that the screening in a random alloy is qualitatively di erent from that
found In a singl Inpurty system . In fact, these authors found extrem ely long-range
correlations between the M adelung potential at som e particular site and the net charges
at the other sites. Since the M adelung shift on a site is proportional to the net charge on
the site, thism ay happen only ifthere are extrem ely long-ranged correlationsbetween net
charges or, In other words, there is no screening. H owever, this result has been cbtained
on the basis of sum m ations of the direct or lare C oulom b interactions which is, at best,
an ilkde ned procedure, even m athem atically.

To clarify the issue of screening we w ill perform the follow Ing com puter experin ent
which willallow us to establish the range of the net-charge correlations or the screening
In random alloys for one particular site. W e set up a 512-atom supercell which represents
an foc CusgPtsy random alloy (@1l SRO param eters are equal to zero up to the sixth
coordination shelland 0 for at least the next 10 coordination shells) and perform self-
consistent SSL.SGF (LIZ=1) and ECLSGF LIZ=3) calculations. W e then substiute
one Pt atom wih one Cu atom in som e site which, in general, m ay be chosen arbitrarily.
H owever, to keep the atom ic distrbution as close as possble to the random distrioution
we chose a site the local environm ent of which corresponds to the random alloy having
equalnumber of Cu and Pt atom s) forthe rst three coordination shells. W e then repeat
the selfoonsistent LSGF calculations for the supercell with the substituted atom and

nd new values for the net charges in the supercell. It is clear that, when LIZ=1, the
di erence between the net charges in the two calculations, g ;, gives the charges induced
by the change of the net charge at the substitution site (in the case of LIZ= 3 the local
environm ent e ects also e ect the charge transfer). This charge is sin ply the screening
charge.

In the upper panel of F ig.§ we have plotted the nom alized, induced charges
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at the rst eight coordination shells around the substitution site i= 0 for Cu-Pt substi-
tution In a CusgPtsy random alloy and for Cu-Pt substitution In pure Pt (S = 3 au.)
obtained In the single-site approxin ation for the electronic structure LIZ=1) as well
as with local environm ent e ects included (LIZ=3). One m ay see that, whike the local
environm ent In a pure metal hardly a ects the distrdbution of the net charges, it does
Introduce a dispersion In the distrlbution of the net charges in the random alloy, which is
quite substantial at the st coordination shell but which practically disappears beyond
the 5th coordination shellwhere, In fact, all the lnduced charges aln ost vanish.

To dem onstrate that the net charge ofthe Cu "in purity" indeed becom es screened we
show in the lower panel of F ig.§ the totalnom alized induced charge in the i'th shell

Q= ©)

xi

Q= 2Q5; (10)
=0

w here z; is the coordination num ber of the jth shell. I is seen that Q ; vanishes beyond

the 7'th coordination shell n all cases, and we conclude that the screening in a random

alloy in the sihgle-site approxin ation ispractically the sam e asthe screening in the case of

a single in purity In a purem etal. T here is neither qualitative nor quantitative di erences

between the in purity and the alloy cases.

In the upperpanelofF ig.6 we show the distrdution ofthe screening charge (not to be
confiised w ith the screening density: the screening charge is, in fact, the screening density
Integrated In the corresponding atom ic sphere) fora Cu im purity In foc, boc, and bct Pt
plotted as a function of the distance from the In puriy site in units of the W igner-Seits
radiis, S . It is clear that the screening charge ollow s a single, comm on curve w hich does
not depend on the structure. In fact, by changing the c=a ratio In the bct structure one
may com plktely Ilthe rem aining gaps In the calculated curve. In the lower panel of the

gure we have collected the results for the distrdoution of the screening charges in seven
di erent system s lncluding such hostsasPt, A1, Cu, V, Na, and K . It appears that the
screening In m etallic alloys depends neither on the crystal structure nor on the nature of
the alloy com ponents, at least, when described w ithin the A SA .

T he universal picture of the screening in alloy system s found above is partly destroyed
when the electrostatics is treated m ore correctly, for nstance by including multipole
m om ent contributions to the one electron M adelung potential and energy. H owever, the
A SA still gives a qualitatively correct picture and catches the m ain physics behind the
phenom enon. Hence, it is worth to discuss the ordgin of such a universalitcy In both the
screening and the response function.

F irst of all, it was understood long tin e ago that the net charges In the atom ic spheres
of the alloy com ponents has very little in comm on w ith the "charger transfer" in tem s
of the redistrdbution of the electron charge between the alloy com ponents (see, for in—
stance Ref. B3§]). Even in the case of the so-called ionic solids the selfconsistent charge
distrdoution is very close to that cbtained from a linear superposition of the free-atom
electron-densities 39] and this is the reason for the success of the charge-correlated m odel
fl0], in which the net charge is proportional to the num ber of nearest neighbors of the
opposite type (see also Ref. [31]).
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W hat we are seeing is basically a size e ect: The net charges origihate from the
redistribution ofthe electron density In the interstitial region between the atom ic spheres.
T he electron density in m etals and their alloys in this region is very an ooth and m ay be
well described by a freeelectron m odel, even for transition m etal alloys. T he Interstitial
density is much easier to perturb than the density closer to the atom ic nuclki and it
participates in the screening. On this basis one m ay, in fact, developed a m odel based
on linear regponse theory which leads to a sam fanalytical description of the universal
screening. H owever, this is beyond the scope of the present paper.

The calculated distribbution of the screening net charge m ay be used to obtain the
screening contribbution to the oneelectron potential in the single-site m odel forthe P oisson
equation given by 1) with equalto

== 7= 1)

where R ; isthe radius of the i'th shellw ith coordination num ber z;. U sing the resuls for
the screening charge, Q ;, In the case of Cu-P t substitution for one particular site (hot on
average!) in the CusoPty random allby we nd from (1) affer summ ation up to the 8’th
coordination shell that 4, = 0.60572. At the sam e tin g, the average values of the net
charges and the M adelung potentials, < g> and < V >, In conjinction wih @) gives

randa = 060530. That is, i;anga = ser- Since, there isonly one e ective m edium in the
supercell LSGF calculations, it is obvious that the screening is the sam e for all the sites
and, thus, should not depend on the alloy com ponent, that is, the mtio < V; > =< g >
does not depend on the alloy com ponents.

Tt is In portant to understand that ,a,q @ppears in the form alisn due to the Intrasite
Interactions between the electron density inside an atom ic sohere and its screening (or
m issing) charge. Therefore the nclusion of {]) in SS-DFT-CPA calculations does not in
any way contradict the "conventional” m ean— eld picture according to which the contri-
bution from intersite interactions to the M adelung potential is zero in the SSDFT-CPA .
In fact, neglecting the tem w ill kead to incorrect resuls. O n the other hand, the param —
eter 1,, which allow s one to perform SS-DFT-CPA calculations identical to those ofthe
SSDFT-CPA forthe L1, structure, has an origin di erent from that of .. detem ined
by (1). The form er is a constant, which apart from the L1, symm etry does not depend
on anything, and In particular, not on the screening, whik the latter is a system depen-
dent param eter which is entirely determ ined by the type of intersite Interactions or the
screening In a given system .

T his m eans that there is no connection between the M adelung constants for ordered
structures and . The reason why it is possbl to ocbtaln 4, from the supercell
calculations for the com pletely ordered structures, as we have just done, is the fact that
at the lJarge distances, where the atom icdistribution correlation-fiinctions are not zero
anym ore, the "real" intersite interactions do not contrbute to the electrostatics due to
the short—ranged screening. W e w ill retum to this point in the discussion of the Coulomb
energy of a random alloy, but here we would lke to com m ent on the use of the single-site
approxin ation In the G reen’s function calculations.

Our LSGF caloulations of im purities In di erent m etals indicate that the problem s
observed in the singlesite G reen’s finction im purity calculations by Stefanou (1] and
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D rittler et al. 0] do not origihate from the single-site approxin ation for the D yson
equation, but from Poisson’s equation, which these authors also solve in the single-site
approxin ation. The use of the screening electrostatic shift for the oneelectron potential
allow s one to solve the In purity problem in the single-site G reen’s function form alism in
the A SA orin theM T approxin ation aln ost exactly. T his is so because the in puriy case
corresoonds to the dilute Im it of a random alloy where the concentration of one of the
alloy com ponents approaches zero. In this case, the contrioution to the electronic structure
due to the local environm ent e ects becom es negligible, and the electronic structure of
the in purty obtained by the single-site or the cluster D yson equations becom e aln ost
dentical. Sudh an e ect may be sen, for nstance, In Fig. !:5:: T he dispersion of the
screening net charge found in the concentrated alloy case, ie. CusgPtsg (LIZ= 3), vanishes
In the case of a Cu Impurity In Pt. The e ect is, In fact, the origih of the Increasing
accuracy of the CPA w ith decreasing concentration of one of the alloy com ponents.

V.SCREENED COULOMB INTERACTIONS

A . The M adelung energy of a random alloy in the single-site m ean— eld
approxin ation

The form alisn describbing the electrostatics of random alloys in the single-site m ean—
eld approxin ation, where all the A and all the B atom s are represented only by the
approprate conditional averages, is lndeed a trivial one, although i has rem ained quite
a conflising issue form ore than 30 years, starting from the de nition of the electrostatic
energy of a random alloy given by Harrison in 1966 in connection w ith pseudopotential
theory [41]. A ccording to Harrison the M adelung energy, which m ay be associated w ith
the ekctrostatic interactions of the net charges of the ions ofa random A B; . alloy, is
given by E1]
2 2
Bpmd = Sten 0@ 2+ Sz 12)
where Z ; are the jon charges ofthe alloy com ponents,  istheM adeling constant ofthe
underlying lattice, S the radius of the W igner-Seitz sphere, Z° the average charge equal
tocZ, + 1 <©Zg,and , some constant.

Equation (I3) was, In fact, not derived speci cally for Coulomb interactions. R ather,
it was suggested on the basis of a m ore general consideration of the band-structure con—
tribution to the totalenergy of a random alloy within second order perturbation theory.
Later, it was shown by K rasko [@Z] that in a system w ith random Iy distrbuted A and B
ions, having charges Z, and Zg , respectively, embedded in a m edium of com pensating
charges, the electrostatic energy ncluded only the second term in (12) while the rst tem
vanished.

It isobvious that (I2) isvalid also in the CPA-DFT ifone substitutes the ion chargesZ ;
by the net charges g ofthe atom ic spheres. In the A SA the average charge oy + (1 O
is zero, and in this particular approxin ation the contribution to the M adelung energy of
a random alloy given by the second term in (12) w illalso vanish. N ote, however, that the
term vanishes neither in inhom ogeneous system s £4,32] nor in theM T -approxin ation [g].
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This result was criticized by M agri et al. i0] who a decade ago deduced from cal-
culations for ordered com pounds that the net charge of the atom ic sohere of an ally
com ponent is proportional to the num ber of nearest neighbors of the opposite type, and
on this basis developed the charge correlated m odel in which the M adelung energy of a
binary random alloy is given by

2
rand ss € cc

Ewaa = S 5c@ 9@ % )%; a3)

where . isa constant equalto 05947049 and 0.60817846 for the foc and bec structures,
respectively. Exactly the sam e result has been cbtained later by K orzhavyiet al. [I5,01]
and by Johnson and P inski fl2] in their "screened" m odels for the single-site CPA-DFT .
The di erence between these m odels lies only in the way the param eter . is determ ined
(from 04397212 forboc in Ref. 2] to 054282038 for foc .n Ref. PQ]). A discussion of
the issues involved m ay be found i Refs. 12,2324,31,201.

Tt is certainly surprising, that {3) isexactly the rsttemm in (2) which was shown to
vanish in the case oftwo charges, here g, and ¢ , random 1y distribbuted on an underlying
lattice n a com pensating hom ogeneous e ective m edium . This m eans that either the
m odels are inconsistent w ith general theory or that there should be som e reason, not
acoounted for in the derivation by K rasko, for the presence ofthe rsttemm in (2).

A ssum Ing the existence of only on-site and pairw ise interactions the H am iltonian of
abmnary A B; . alloy m ay be w ritten

X X

1
H= [fx+ 0 &)+ = MRRoGr GRo+ VRRo (L & )cko 14)
R 2R6R0

+ a1 o)+ LA )0 @)k

where § are on-site or intrasite interactions, which we will assum e depend only on the
type of atom on site R, V2 are pair potentials acting between X and Y atom s at site R
and R °, respectively, and ¢ is the site-occupation operator taking on the valie 1 if there
isan A atom on site R and 0 othetwise. Usng g, de ned by g = c+ @, wemay
rew rite the H am iltonian in the equivalent form

TR Vrro @ Go+ 1 AR+ 2l OVEE.+ L O*VER; 15)
RRO R6RO

where the st term fncludes the intrasite interaction R = RY)

Vr-o = 2 1 a + ! B (16)
R=0 @ o c?°
as well as the intersite interactions R 6 R9)
VRRO = \fsgo‘l' Rgo 2‘7?]?0: (17)

Upon Fourer transform ation ofthe rst term we nd

Z
N 1 X
H = dgqV (@cyG, + = Fvigo+ 2cl  OvhRo+ 1 O*vapols 18)

2 gy BZ RERO

15



w here the second temm is the average contribution to the energy due to pair interactions
w hich In the case ofdirect Coulomb ion-ion interactionsisg.q,=R R %com bined w ith the
corresponding contrbution from the interaction between the ions and the hom ogeneous
com pensating charge. T his is exactly the second term i (12).

The rsttem in (18) isusually associated w ith the con gurationalcontribution to the
energy ofthe system , but this is correct only if the contribution from intrasite interactions
is zero. It iseasily evaluated In a com plktely random alloy, w here all the occupation num —
bers are uncorrelated and therefore ¢, = ¢l ¢)=N  Wwhich provides the nom alization
of the ordering energy per atom ). One nds

z z
. dgV @ce, = cl < . dgV @ = szcl C)Vr-o; 19
which according to @4) isequaltoc + 1 ¢ .

Tt now rem ains to de ne the on-site interaction term §, which results from the in—
teraction of the net charge g in the allby with the corresponding screening charge, in
such a way that g and the corresponding on-site Coulomb potentialV; given by {]) are
consistent within DFT, ie, V;= = q:

eZ

i SCr
= — © . 20
0 2 S 1 ©0)

U sing this de nition the rsttem in the Ham iltonian (L8) m ay be w ritten

2 2
e T e
E;za;lg ss _ E;czdss — E ;C bﬁ + (1 C)QZB ]= Ec(]_ C)

c@ OVser R = 0);

SCr

2 21
S(% %) (21)

which isexactly the rsttem in (2) and which, according to the above derivation, arises
from on-site or ntrasite interactions such as the screening interactions In m etallic alloys.

Tt isnow clarwhy the rsttem i (12) isabsent in the work by K rasko: H is derivation
is based on intersite Coulomb interactions only. Thus, K rasko’s resul is valid In the
absence of the screening intrasite interactions, which is the case, for mnstance, In the
pseudopotential form alisn w ithin second order perturbation theory {41]. However, at the
sam e tin e H arrison’s result is in fact correct under the m ore general assum ptions needed
in the SSDFT-CPA calculations.

B .The con gurationalpart ofthe M adeling energy and potential

T he previous section m ay seam trivial: F irst we de ne our inter-and htrasite interac—
tions in real space, then we Fourer transform , and from the Fourier transform we retum
to the niially de ned intrasite tem . However, In som e fom alian s, such as pssudopo-
tential theory or the S® form alim K3{43], V (@) is already de ned and thismay kad
to problem s w ith the correct de nition of the con gurational part of the total energy.
T he point is that the Intrasite Interactions do not contribute to the con gurational part
of the total energy which in real space m ay be w ritten as (here, we do not consider the
contribution from multisite interactions) [4§]
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T herefore, ifthe con gurationalH am iltonian is w ritten in tem s ofV (g), eg., In the con—
centration wave form alisn , it m ust be corrected by the subtraction of the corresponding
intrasite interaction, ie.,

1
Hoone = daV @cqc, Ec(l C)Vr=o 23)

= daV @ Ve-olGyi
2 gy BZ
where we have used the sum mlk for the concentration wave density GGt
gz AAV @, = szc@ 0. N

T he subtraction ofthe intrasite term in 23) is crucial for obtaining the correct ordering
energy in pseudopotential theory and the S ® form alim @3{45]aswellas form aking the
whole theory consistent. Let us, for instance, consider the M adelung energy of a binary
com plktely ordered alloy w ith two non-equivalent sublattices. It is easy to show that its
M adeluing energy can be presented exactly in the form (12). For instance, the M adelung
energy ofthe L1, ordered phase is

2

e’ e
Ey o= -5—§ﬁca d@a @)+ §x¥; 4)

where the last tem is zero In the ASA sihce =0 as In the random allby case, but
now 13, is a constant which appears due to the ntersite Coulomb Interactions. In the
Appendix ofRef. 7] it is shown that, in fact, 11, (@& G )°=S is the Fourier transfom
ofthe e ective direct electrostatic interaction at the corresponding superstructure vector
ki1, = 2 =a(100), ie, Ves kr1,) = 11, @ & )*=S.

On the other hand, E ", may also be found as the sum of the electrostatic energy
of the com pletely random ally, E ;™S °°, given by @1) and the ordering energy, U :
Ep = EZ2 s + U. Since the M adelung energy of the ordered L1, ally, E ', is
uniquely de ned in tem s of the corresponding M adeling constant, which has nothing to
do w ith the screening in the alloy, it is cbvious that such a screening term m ust be present
In the ordering energy, U, to com pensate the screening contrbution.

Indeed, as shown in the A ppendix ofRef. 4§] the ordering energy in the L1, structure
can be written In the form as

1
UMw:§2MNmﬂ Veer R = 0)J; @5)

from which it is easy to see that in the n the com pletely ordered state, where the Iong
range order parameter =1, the last tetm in {25) is exactly the M adelung energy of
random alloy at the stoichiom etric com position (I c) = 1/4),and thusE 2 *°+ U =
1=8 11, @& @& )*=S.

This illustrates an in portant point: The ordering energy represented in reciprocal
goace in the concentration wave form alism must be corrected by the exclusion of the
intrasite temm , otherw ise the theory w illnot be consistent. Equation ©3) gives the correct

17



de nition ofthe ordering energy considered m ore thoroughly in the A ppendix ofR ef. {4§].
T he Intrasite Interaction m ust also be subtracted when one considers the energy of SRO
e ects, and thus the correct K rivoglaz-C lapp-M oss expression must have V (@) Vg-o
instead of V (g), which is exactly the case in K rivoglaz’s derivation [7]. Note, however,
that this problm does not exist if the K rivoglaz-C lapp-M oss expression is used together
w ith the so-called O nsager correction {4]under the condition that it is properly de ned.

The reason, why it waspossbl to calculate o, on the basis ofthe ordered structures,
is the fact that, In an ordered binary alloy wih only two non-equivalent sublattices,
one has an exact cancellation of the screening contribution to the M adelung energy and
potential. This does not happen, however, in the general case of a supercell with n >
2 non-equivalent sublattices. Here, the M adeluing energy may written as sum of the
contrbution from the Intrasite screening interactions

[ Scr sc & scr X f e scr[ 1 X Cfg.\ +a ) 1 X CﬁB] 26)
et 2N s Y 2SS Na, Ng 4
&
(6 T e<aq >+l o9<g >H)];

2 s
whereN, and Ny arethenumberofA and B atom s, regpectively, and the ordering energy
due to the Intersite interactions

e X 5

UMag= 25 ) i( ok ser) dy,* @7)
Here, ;isanom alizihgcoe cient, , a constantdue to thelbare electrostatic interactions
between the net charges for the superstructure vector k; which m ay be calculated from
the M adelung constants ;Zj of the corresponding supercell sin ilar to the 1;, considered
above, and gy, the di erence between the charges In the crests and in the troughs ofthe
concentration wave In the supercell. In the case of a binary alloy w ith two non-equivalent
sublattices, there isonly onek; and gy, = @ &).

If «, depends only on the structure and describe the bare electrostatic interaction
between net charges, then gy, "dresses" these Interactions according to the real charge
distrdoution in the allby (@n equivalent description In real space In the charge correlated
m odel is given by W olverton and Zunger 8], who also show that theM adelung energy of
the random alloy has intrasite character) . If the net charges In the supercell are screened
(or uncorrelated) at distances less than half the period of the concentration wave w ith
wavevector k; then gy, =0 and the corresponding contribution to the ordering energy
vanishes. Ifthe supercell ncludes only long-range concentration waves, the corregoonding
ordering contribution to the M adeling potential and energy becom es zero.

Letus nally m ention the fact that theM adeluing energy ofa random alloy cbtained in
supercell calculations @6) is not equal to the M adelung energy in the sihgle-site calcula—
tions, and thus it cannot be used to obtain ... T he reason is sim ply that the M adelung
energy isnot a slfaveraging quantity. H owever, the M adelung potential is, and it is clear
that

<k >= V.o (28)



which allow s one to use {8) to obtained . In the supercell caloulations and show s why
rand is exacuy equalto scr *

C . Intersite screened C oulom b interactions

A Tthough the screened Coulomb interactions have an intrasite character, they m ay
contrbute to the e ective pair intersite Interactions ofthe kind obtained In the generalized
perturbation m ethod GPM ) [19/49] because the screening charge is ocated on several
of the coordination shells around each atom . This was, In fact, already recognized by
Ducastelle [[9] who derived the contribution to the GPM potentials from the screened
Coulomb Interactions in the fram ework of the H artreetock tightoinding CPA theory.

T he existence of an additionalelectrostatic term due to the screening is also consistent
w ith Andersen’s the force theorem [BQ], which states that the change in the total energy
of a system due to som e perturbation to st order is given by the change in the sum
of the oneelectron energies obtained from frozen one-electron potentials plus the change
of the electrostatic energy due to the perturbation. In fact, this latter contribution from
the screened Coulomb interaction has been com pltely neglected in a number of rst—
principles calculations of GPM  interactions [(1{54]. Here, we w ill therefore show how the
screening contribution to the GPM potentials m ay be de ned and obtained on the basis
ofthe calculated spatial distribution of the screening charge.

G PM -lke pair interactions, usually de ned by 17) fora speci ¢ lattice vectorR ,m ay
be determm ined asthe site-pro fcted part ofthe change In the totalenergy when two atom s
ofdi erent types in a com pltely random alloy are exchanged between sites In nitely far
apart n such a way that their neighbors at the relative position R are of the opposite
type after the exchange. T his is schem atically illustrated in F ig.7]. That part of the total
energy which should be acoounted for is half the site-decom posed total energy w ritten In
tem s of the Intersite Interactions or interatom ic potentials, ie.,

@) @)

@) - 1
VIR)=JEr R) E; R)E: 29)

Here, E 1(1) is the total energy due to pairw ise Interactions of the unperturbed system pro—

“ected onto site 0 and Ez(z) is the sam e quantity after the exchange. A sim ilar expression
is also valid in the case of multisite interactions, but this w ill lnvolre a m ore com plex
exchange of atom s and w ill not be considered here because the screened Coulomb inter—
actions do not contribute to the e ective m ultisite Interactions n the ASA .

W ithin multiple scattering theory as well as In the tight-binding approxin ation a
G reen’s function form ulation allow s both site-and "path"-decom position of the electron
density and thereby m akes it possible to w rite down an analytical expression for the one-
electron contrbution to the n-site interactions, V. R ), n the CPA [19/49]. C onceming
the screened Coulomb interactions one must, however, proceed di erently. There are
severalways to do so, but here we w ill present a straightforward approach.

In the sense of the CPA and single-site m ean— eld theory we will use an e ective
medium approach, assum Ing that at all sites, ie., within the atom ic spheres assigned to
each site, there is an elkctroneutral e ective m edium exospt at the two sites 0 and R
under consideration. In those two sites we m ust use the actual values of the net charges
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of the alloy com ponents, which in the e ective m edium approach, are the average net
charges, ¢ and ¢ , of the alloy com ponents.

In the rstprinciples methods, however, thess net charges depend on the speci ¢
choice of the size of the atom ic soheres and thus they must, in principle, go together
w ith the corresponding screening cloud. Since we calculate the change In the electrostatic
energy of the two system s shown in Fig."] profcted onto site 0 due to the exchange of
A and B atom s in positions R , we must include only the interaction of the net charge at
site 0 w ith the net charge at site R and its screening charge. T hat is, the Interaction of
the net charge with its own screening charge must be excluded as it is included In the
de nition of the screened on-site interactions, see (@1). Thus, the rst temn in 29) for
the system before the exchange of atom shasbeen made, E7* R), is
X ChRO N e2q3 X RRO :

RO R0 RO

ESFR) = g (30)

RY% 0

Here, gg o is etther the net charge ofthe ith com ponent, g, ifR °= R orthe corresponding
screening charge ifR°6 R . A sin ilar expression m ay be written for E 5 R ), after the
exchange ofthe A and B atom s in the R —sites, ie.,
X X

qBROO + g qAROO :
R RO 0 R

ES*R)= g (31)

RY% 0

T he resulting expression for the screened Coulom b interactions which should be added to
the usual one<€lectron tem is therefore

e2 X Ch RO BRO X EBRrO hRO
Veer R) = — = & ] (32)
R9%DO0 R R9%O0 R
e > ¥ Q@R° R)H
=—@ *) B —
2 R9%D0 R

whereQ R ) isthe nom alized screening charge de ned In (@), and where we have used the
condition that the screening does not depend on the type ofthe atom . F inally, perform ing
the summ ation in 32) onem ay de ne the screened Coulomb interactions as

Ve R)= =@ @V 33)
It is easy to see from 32) and f11) that R = 0) = <o = rang and therefore,
Veer R = 0) is exactly the on-site screened interactions that de nes the M adelung energy
of the binary alloy which has exactly the same orm £1). This on-site interaction must
be included in the de nition of the S @ interactions 3], as has been dem onstrated in
the previous section (see also Ref. §5]). W hen R 6 0, Vo, R) de nes the intersite
screened Coulom b interaction contridbution to the GPM -lke e ective interactions. Since
the screening in the A SA, is practically universal these Interactions have the universal
form presented in Fig. §.
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VI.THE TOTALENERGY IN THE SINGLE-SITE CPA AND THE
SUPERCELL LSGF METHODS

The fact that the M adelung energy of a random alloy described either by the e ec—
tive m ediim m odel de ned by the SSDFT-CPA method or by the supercell m odel in
conjinction w ith the SS-LSGF m ethod di er from each other, has neither consequences
for the nal result for the total energy of the random alloy nor even for the partial and
Jocal contributions to the totalenergy. This follow s sin ply from the fact that the density
of states and its average local contributions are the sam e in the two m ethods, as shown
above.

In Tabk i we com pare the total energy and its com ponents in a CusyPtsy random
alloy caloulated by the SSDFT-CPA method wih 4, =0.60572 and by the SS-LSGF
m ethod on the basis of a 512-atom supercel], in which the atom ic positions ofCu and Pt
have been chosen such that the SRO param eters are equalzero at the st 7 coordinations
shells (LSGF-1). The agreem ent between the two calculations is seen to be excellent if
one com bines the electron-nuclkus, the electron-electron, and the M adelung contrioutions
to form a totalCoulomb energy, E cqui= Ecinue T Eete1 + Em ag-

The accuracy of the SS-DFT-CPA m ethod w ih the appropriate screening contribu-—
tion to the M adelung potential and energy m ay be appreciated if one com pares the resuls
ofa 512-atom supercell calculation perfom ed by the SS-LSGF m ethod (LSGF -2) where
the distribution of the Cu and Pt atom s have not been optin ized after the application
of the random num ber generator leading to quie am all, but not zero, SRO param eters.
The values of the SRO param eters for the rst 7 coordination shells are  0.005208 (1),
0.026041 ), 0007161 (3), 0.014323 (4), ©.021484 (5), 0.0390625(6), 0.0136718 (7), r=
spectively, which are approxim ately the sam e, as in the LSM S calculations in Ref. 55].
T he agreem ent between SS-DFT-CPA results and SS-L.SGF calculations w ith a properly
chosen supercell (LSGF-1) is cbviously better than between two SS-LSGF calculations.

VII.CONCLUSION

T he screened Coulom b Interactions which are due to the interaction between the net
charge of an alloy com ponent and its screening charge m ust be Included in a consistent
single-site m ean— eld theory of the electrostatics In random allbys. In this paper we
have shown how thism ay be done and we have calculated the spatial distrloution of the
screening charge which in the A SA is found to be practically universal for hom ogeneous
system s. A fomm alisn that describes the contrlbbution from for the screened Coulomb
Interaction to M adelung potential and energy as well as to the e ective interactions of
the GPM —type is presented.
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FIG.1l. The distrbution of the net charges, g;, and corresponding M adeluing potentials,

Vi In the 512-atom supercell, m odeling a random A LzLisg alloy, ordered L1; alloy and in the
sihglesite CPA-DFT calculations obtained by varying
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FIG .2. The localdensity ofstates in the A ;gL i¢ obtaned by the LSGF method with LIZ=1
and by the singlesite CPADFT wih di erent values of ,anqg-

24



L | L L
(—)0.75 -0.5 -0.25 0 0.25
E - E: (Ry)
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M adeulng potentials due to di erent num bers of nearest neighor Liatom s.

@Cu (fcc Cug,Pty,)
S @ Pt (fcc Cu,,Pt,,)
Al (fec Al Li,)
4 ® Li (foc Al Liy,)
— 0 Zn (bee CugyZng,)
3t Cu (bce CugyZng,)
, Cu (fcc CugNiysZn,)
o | " A Ni (fec CugyNiysZn,)
| 8 ) A Zn (fcc CuggNiysZn,,)
— 4l [_laverage
&3 ® Pt around Cu impurity
5 0 @Cu impurity in Pt
> -
o
@ 1 *
2 | T
-3 % ]
I »
-4 o
-5 ! ! ! !

a/l9,

FIG .4. ¢V relation scald by gyi, and the W ignerSeits radis, S.

25



0.05

0.00 AR A AN
g -0.05 | ® Cu—>Ptin Cu,,Pt.,, LIZ=3 .
.—.<AQ> Cu->Ptin CuyPt,, LIZ=3|
Cu—>Ptin Cug,Pt,,, LIZ=1
-0.10 | Cu->Ptin Pt, LIZ=1 y
A—A Cu—>Ptin Pt, LIZ=3
1.5 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
B Bicu—>Ptin Cu,Pt,, LIZ=3 iy
Cu->Ptin CuyPt,,, LIZ=1 ]
5 05| Cu—>Ptin Pt, LIZ=1 |
o ' \ A—A Cu—>Ptin Pt, LIZ=3
0 . - m 7
_05 “77 L L L L L L
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

FIG .5. The distribution of the screening charge in the random CusgPtsy alloy and In Pt
due to substitution ofa Cu atom .
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FIG . 6. The distrbution of the screening charge in di erent m etals having di erent crystal
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FIG.7. Two systam s, whose O-site profcted C oulom b energy is to be used in the calculation
of the screened e ective interactions at distance R .
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FIG .8. The intersite screened Coulomb e ective interactions cbtained from the nomn alized
screening charge presented In Fig. 6.
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TABLES

Sie Energy ssCPADFT LSGF-1 LSGF-=2
Cu

K netic 3360076110 3360076294 3360077674

< Eel nuc > 7974160832 7974157257 7974 178557

< Eglel > 1439.080777 1439.078359 1439.099272

< Ey ag > 0.004193 0.005646 0.005994

< Ecoul> 6535.084248 6535.084544 6535.085279

< Exe> 130.026085 130.026000 130.026621

< Ecu> 3305.034222 3305.034250 3305.034226
Pt

K netic 42188.794140 42188.794273 42188.791806

< Eel nuc > 92747.101049 92747.093691 92747.030284

< Eglel > 14378.917863 14378911671 14378.849707

< EyM aqg > 0.004193 0.005533 0.005472

< Ecoul> 78368.187379 78368.187553 78368.186049

< Exe> 693.866856 693.866786 693.865919

< Ep¢> 36873260095 36873260068 36873260162

A loy E ot 20089.147159 20089.147159 20089.14719%4

TABLE I. The total energy (Ih Ry) of CusgPtsg random allby and corresponding con-—
trbutions obtained In three di erent calculations: by the singlesite CPA-DFT method
(ssCPA-DFT), n the 512-atom supercell LSGF calculations with optim ized atom ic dis-
trbution, providing zero SRO parameters up to the 7th ooordination shell LSGF-1),
and wih atomic con guration inmediately after random number generator (LSGF-2).

Ecou1= Eecinuc + Ec1e1 + En aq)

28



