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A bstract

W e present an approach for selfoonsistent calculations ofthem any-body G reen finction in tran—
sition m etals. T he distinguishing feature of our approach is the use of the one-site approxin ation
and the selfoonsistent quasiparticle wave function basis set, obtained from the solution of the
Schrodinger equation w ith a nonlocal potential. W e analyze several sets of skeleton diagram s as
generating functionals for the G reen function selfenergy, ncliding GW and uctuating exchange
sets. T heir relative contrbution to the electronic structure In 3d-m etals was identi ed. Calcula—
tions for Fe and N irevealed stronger energy dependence of the e ective interaction and selfenergy
ofthe d-electrons near the Fem ilevel com pared to sand p electron states. R easonabl agreem ent

w ith experim ental results is obtained.
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D ensity—-functional theory © FT), In particular the localdensity approxin ation (LDA),
has proven to be a rather sucoessfiil ab-initio approach to describbe physical properties of
m any m aterials. N evertheless num erous applications of this m ethod have revealed a num —
ber of shortcom ings related to the inadequate treatm ent of both excited (energy gap) and
strongly correlated states. Fora long tim e them any-Jody G reen function GF) approach was
considered as a possble ab-initHo altemative to DF T, but is current applicability is usually
restricted to the hom ogeneous electron gas HEG ) m odel@l, EZ, E3] or sem iconductors in the
GW approxin ation. However, realization of the fiill selfconsistent GW schem e is com pli-
cated due to enom ous com putationaldi culties. A sa result, forthe transition m etals (TM )
theGW approach was applied only to N i, 5] and these calculations used the wave fiinctions
cbtained w ithin the LDA asthe basis set, ie. they were not selfoconsistent. T hus, it isquite

unlikely that a universal GF m ethod can be formm ulated and tailoring the approxin ations to

seci ¢ properties of a given class of m aterials is desirable. T he localized character of the
d-wave function in TM often im plies the welltknown one-site approxin ation §] which in real
system s acquires certain m aterial speci ¢ features.

A Iready the calculations ofR efs. 4, §] revealed a strong energy-dependence ofthee  ective
Interaction n TM , even In the vicinity of the Fem i level. For exam pl in Nithe e ective
Coulomb interaction W is nearly zero at 6 €V and increases to an unscreened value of 20—
25 &V at 20 &V . Another in portant observation is related to a proper Intra—atom ic scale
treatm ent. E lem entary analysis show s that the d—-function in boc Fe is signi cantly altered
at a distance as anallas 0.8 au. whik s and p wave functions are altered at distances of
about theW ignerSeitz radius ( 2.6 au.). The \local" screening length, = { ! (% (@) =
4 &€ o( @));with o( @)= @G= F3>=);whih vares from 05 au. i the region of
the maxinum of the d wave function to a value of 1.0 au. at the atom ic sohere @A S)
boundary, provides an Iniial jisti cation for the one-site approxin ation and suggests that
the correct m aterialspeci ¢ im plam entation m ust include a spatially resolved representation
of the polarization operator (PO ) and other two-channel operators, at least inside the A S.
W e believe that the energy dependence and intra-atom ic resolution are both crucial for the
quantitative description of TM and must be included explicitly In any reliable technigue.
On the other hand, we will show below that this approxin ation can describe the essential
physics of TM , greatly reducing the com putationale orts.

In the present paper we Incorporate the e ects described above into the selfconsistent



GF technique using the quasiparticle wave function basis set and the LuttihgerW ard
ﬁmctjonalﬂ] (LW F) approach for the selfenergy calculations. W e tested several sets of
diagram s, m ainly from the uctuating-exchange subsst FLEX )iB]. A 1l diagram s beyond
these setswere taken In the localapproxin ation. The use ofthe LW F guarantees the equiv—
alence of onepartick properties calculated w ith the GF and w ith the corresponding total
energy variation §]. The IW F fom alisn naturally leads to the integration over the in agi-
nary axis, greatly in proving the num erical accuracy of the integration. O n the In agihary
axisboth the GF and PO quikly reach their quasiclassical lin its, are su ciently sm ooth,
and are detem ined by the localpotential only [l0]. The rotation of the integration contour
leads to a very convenient separation of the structural and local density dependent degrees
of freedom forboth selfenergy and totalenergy [L1, 12]. A 1so, in contrast w ith the num erical
m ethod ] we analytically select the contrbutions from both the GF cut on the real axis
and the Integration along the im aghary axis. An energy linearization of the quasiparticle
wave function sin ilar to the one In linear density functionalm ethods was used.

In term s of an exact GF the therm odynam ic potential is w ritten asfjl]
= Tr h Go' Tr G @)

w here is the s=lfenergy, G and G, are exact and bare’ GF and is the Luttinger
generating functional, which is represented by the set of skeleton graphs. M inim izlng  over
G one can cbtain 4]

= @)

The expressions for forthem ost in portant two-particle hol) channels are sum m arized in
Reff. The set from Figlb with 'bare’ Joops corresponds to the GW -approxin ation. A frer
variation of overthe GF, which we consider as a variational variable, one can obtain the

usualGW expression for the selfenergy:
Z
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where V. is the Coulomb Interaction and W isthe e ective interaction W = =1+ V. ).
It is convenient to rotate the contour of integration in Eq.) i the com plex plane, using
the fact that  (z) has no shgularities in the rst and third quadrantsfl3; 141, whereas G
has a singularity (cut) in the third quadrant for "< Er and in the rstone for"> E . In

the case of the quasiparticle the singularities ofthe GF are sim ple polks. A fter rotation the



only additional contribution com es from the cut ofthe GF Fig le), and for " < Ey this

contribution is

Z 0
E= gy o Ovaw (v 19d° "< o0;
whereg(!)= In G (! )sgn!= . For the term corresponding to the integration along the
In agihary axis we obtain
zZ zZ
i |0 d! |0 2(" !O) 11 il
ca = d! Z—g(. )m (l. )VCW (l. )
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AtEr; "= 0 and the pok tem disappears. T he tem éa is usually negative in the HEG
model. On the realaxis (!) hasan in aghary part, which is In portant for accurate calcu—

lations ofW (!') in TM . The summ ation over k (one-site approxin ation) transfom s all the
above formm ulas into m atrix equations on the localwave fiinction basis, greatly reducing the

P
com putationale orts. The fullon-site GF G (r; ;") = ’

. Go' @r’%"ik) ;5"
was obtained selfconsistently from Eq.(3). D ueto the largevaluie of @ =Q" in TM , the nal
G di erssigni cantly from the nitialG. Thequantity ;1% ") = RG MG "+ !)d"=2 i
was also obtained selfconsistently with the ullG .

Let us discuss the choice of skekton graphs for the IW F . A coording to perturbation
theory with Coulomb param eter = e?m =p; the exchange diagram ( ig 1a) gives the largest
contribution. The set ofem pty bubble diagram s F ig.lb) givesthenexttermn  ?lhl= .The
sum m ation of these tem s is necessary to take into acoount the long-distance character of
the Coulomb interaction. In addition, the proper treatm ent of the "dressed" GF in the
bubble approxin ation m ust include vertex correctionsflj] F ig.db). The next tem F iy.lc)
is jast the exchange diagram in the second-order approxin ation, which has an order of 2.
Tt can be In portant In m agnets, as the corresponding selfenergy depends only on the GF
w ith the sam e soin, while In bubbl diagram s both soins are averaged. In principle, the
Figlcdiagram isalready Included in the set, if the bubble diagram sw ith vertex corrections
are considered. But it seem s desirable to include also the lJadder sequence ofFigld, as it is
also highly spin dependent. This set does not contain the rst (?) tem B]. Such a sum is
reduced by the e ective screening ofthe Coulom b potential, which in tum strongly depends
on the energy. The static value of the e ective interaction is rather am all, but it quickly
Increases as a function of energy Fig2b). W e evaluated this sum of latticetype T -m atrix

diagram s (Figdd) with the e ective Interaction replacing the energy dependent potential



by the averaged static nteraction V.. The parameter was chosen In such a way that
the value of the diagram s on F ig.lc obtained w ith both energy dependent and V. type of
Interactions were the same. The value of tumed cuttobe 035.

The diagram s discussed above are also the lading diagram s from the point of view
of the one-site approxim ation. The number of d-electrons w ith various angular m om ent
progctions m , is approxinm ately the same In both Niand Fe. If we take into acoount
that the m ain contrbution in the Coulomb Interaction, expanded in spherical ham onics
Ve )= F LY @Y ®) (e =r. )! is from the tem with 1= 0, then, with this accuracy,
m , is conserved and one can classify various diagram sw ith the param eter 1N = 1=@21+ 1).
For d ekctrons this is a an all param eter and the main tem s wih 1=N are again FLEX
diagram sfl§]. In summ ary, we believe, that the set of diagram s in Figl is them inin al set
which must be included In the calculations. On the other hand, our calculations revealed
that it can be su cient for description ofm agnetic properties and electronic structure of 3d
m etals.

T he rotation of the integration contour allow s us to dealonly w ith the states Iying in the
vicinity ofEr [12], asthe PO is sn ooth and decreaseswhen In " is increased, contrary to its

behavioron the realaxis. Thisisshown In Fig2a,b for ferrom agnetic Fe. For the statesnear

P

Er wecan usetheGF constructed with low Iying LM TO states , (r) = LA 1 Yy @),

where S (r) and i (r) are the corresoonding solutions of equations

Z
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withV @) = (";r;r%: " is the center of gravity of the band w ith orbitalm om ent 1and

akO are the eigenvectors of the generalized eigenvalue problem w ith the H am iltonian
H=Ho+ (" (M) " ") = (M) (6)

which is a matrix in the space of LM TO states + h—, where h; 0 are the usual LM TO
coe cients. This procedure takes Into acoount the energy-independent exchange potential
= 1=2 iR V.In G d" exactly.
The in portant problem in the nonlocal calculations is the inclusion of the valencecore

Interaction. In our m ethod we included the corevalence exchange tem exactly, whereas



the corevalence correlation term was added using the approxin ation developed in Ref.[17].
The latter term In TM such asFe, Nior Cu is snall. The set ofEgs.@), () was solved
ireratively [4]. The integral equation for the screened interaction D (! ;r;r%) was solved
using the product basis introduced in Ref.[18].

T he procedure above was applied to the 3d transition metals Fe and Ni. The main
contrbution to the selfenergy com es from the exchange diagram F ig 1la), but the pure
exchange approxin ation produces too large a selfconsistent magnetic moment M M
305 , in Fe (see also Ref.[l9])). The bubble diagram s screen the Coulomb interaction,
eithertoo strongly M 195 ; mFe)ortooweakly M 0.73 5 mN1i). Vertex corrections
only slightly m odify this result, uniform Iy reducing the interaction for both soins. The
conclusions in generalagree w th GW results forthe HEG (L, 2, 3], though the in portance of
the exchange T -m atrix diagram (F ig 1d) is rather intrinsicto TM §,20]. W ith all considered
diagram s the calculated equilbbrium magneticmoments 204 ; in Feand 0.65 ; In Ni)
are close to LDA values 2.15 5, 0.62 ;) and experin ental values 2.08 5,059 ;).

The GF calculations naturally provide valuablk infom ation about the renom alization
and dam ping of the elctron spectra which are absent in LDA . In Fig.3 we present the
energy dependence ofthe real ( ®) and in aghary ( ') parts ofthe selffenergy ... = (1)
is Inear in a wide range of energies, supporting the concept of welkde ned quasiparticles.
On the other hand the renom alization factor Z; = 1=(1 @ =Q") strongly depends on
the orbital number 1. For s and p electrons Z; is about 0.96 and is In good agreem ent
wih the HEG estinations Z 1 0:04e’m=p; {13]). But for d electrons this factor is
about 0.6 In Niand 0.7 In Fe, pointing out severe m any-body e ects. The value Z4y was
calculated selfconsistently and In N i it approxin ately coincides w ith the value calculated
w ith a non-selfconsistent (usihg LDA wave functions) m ethod{fl].

P revious studies revealed that the most signi cant di erences between the LDA and
experin ental results are the satellite peak below the quasiparticlke band (@pproxin ately 6-8
eV below Er ) and a larger value ofthe density of states D O S) at theFem ikvelN Er).As
a resul, the overall experin ental bandw idth (78 €V in Fe and 6-7 €V in Ni) is larger than
what is found in the LDA along w ith the larger values of N Er ). Extracted from the lnear
term in the heat capacity, the experin entalD O S values are 57 st/au. in Fe and 81 st/a.
In Ni. Though a considerable am ount of this value can be ascribbed to the electron-phonon

Interaction, they are stillm uch larger than the bare’ LDA values In Fe (30 st/au.) and in



Ni @48 st/awu.).

The an allvalue ofZ 4 obtained above leads to a narrow ing ofthe quasiparticlke band. The
rest of the oneelectron states take part in the form ation of the satellite structure, which
usually appears when the hole-hol interaction is taken into acocountPQ]. Consequently our
DOS Fig4) isalsow idercom pared tothe LDA DO S and hasa bum p below the quasiparticle
DO S.The value ofthe DO S at the Fem 1 evel is even lower than In the LDA , though the
valie of coe cient , which is 1=Z tim es lJarger than the DO S, is approxin ately the sam e
as in LDA . Both values are still ower than the experin ental values. It can be due to the
high sensitivity of the Stoner splitting In ferrom agnets (@and in tum the valie of N Er )) to
all the approxin ations used or possible narrow ing of the hopping between neighboring sites
in the spirit of the G utzw iller approxin ation or the D ynam icalM ean F ield T heory, which
is om itted in our approxin ation.

In conclusion, we have proposed a new selfconsistent version ofthe GF approach, which
uses the quasiparticle wave functions as a basis sst. W e found that selfconsistent GW  ap-
proach produces the leading contribution to the electronic structure and m agnetic properties
of TM , whereas the addition of uctuating exchange diagram s overall slightly corrects this
result I proving com parison with experinent. W hik the selfconsistent renomm alization
factors Z; for s and p ekctrons In Niand Fe are close to the estin ations obtained from
the HEG, Z4 ismuch an aller (0.6-0.7). The values of bandw idth and density of states at
the Fem 1 kevel are in reasonable agreem ent w ith experim ent. T he proposed technique can
be naturally used for total energy calculations. In summ ary we believe that the proposed
technique can be considered as a practical ab-iniio altemative to m odem DFT m ethods
w ith m uch w ider range of applicability.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS

Fig 1 The diagram representation of: a) exchange energy, (©) "bubblk" st with vertex
corrections for the polarization operator, (c) exchange diagram of second order (d) exchange
T-m atrix set. The Integration contour and pol positions in the com plex energy plane are
shown In ().

Fig2. The energy dependence ofthe realand In aginhary parts ofthe polarization operator



wih 1= 2 on the ral axis (@). The same for the polarization operator and e ective
Interaction Veee = F 1D 12 =7 on the im aghary axis ().

Fig 3. The energy dependence of the partial com ponents of selfenergy in ferrom agnetic
Fe: (@) the rmalpart and () absolute value of in aginary part.

Fig 4. The density of states in bcc Fe forthem a prity (solid) and m inority (dashed) soin
states.
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