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Abstract

W epresentan approach forself-consistentcalculationsofthem any-body G reen function in tran-

sition m etals.Thedistinguishing feature ofourapproach isthe useofthe one-site approxim ation

and the self-consistent quasiparticle wave function basis set,obtained from the solution ofthe

Schrodingerequation with a nonlocalpotential. W e analyze severalsets ofskeleton diagram s as

generating functionalsforthe G reen function self-energy,including G W and 
uctuating exchange

sets. Theirrelative contribution to the electronic structure in 3d-m etals was identi�ed. Calcula-

tionsforFeand Nirevealed strongerenergy dependenceofthee�ectiveinteraction and self-energy

ofthed-electronsneartheFerm ilevel com pared to sand p electron states.Reasonableagreem ent

with experim entalresultsisobtained.

PACS num bers:71.28.+ d,71.25.Pi,75.30.M b
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Density-functionaltheory (DFT),in particularthe local-density approxim ation (LDA),

has proven to be a rather successfulab-initio approach to describe physicalproperties of

m any m aterials. Nevertheless num erousapplicationsofthism ethod have revealed a num -

berofshortcom ingsrelated to the inadequate treatm entofboth excited (energy gap)and

stronglycorrelatedstates.Foralongtim ethem any-bodyGreenfunction(GF)approachwas

considered asa possibleab-initio alternativeto DFT,butitscurrentapplicability isusually

restricted to the hom ogeneouselectron gas(HEG)m odel[1,2,3]orsem iconductorsin the

GW approxim ation. However,realization ofthe fullself-consistentGW schem e iscom pli-

cated duetoenorm ouscom putationaldi� culties.Asaresult,forthetransition m etals(TM )

theGW approach wasapplied onlytoNi[4,5]and thesecalculationsused thewavefunctions

obtained within theLDA asthebasisset,i.e.they werenotself-consistent.Thus,itisquite

unlikely thata universalGF m ethod can beform ulated and tailoring theapproxim ationsto

speci� c propertiesofa given classofm aterialsisdesirable. The localized characterofthe

d-wavefunction in TM often im pliesthewell-known one-siteapproxim ation[6]which in real

system sacquirescertain m aterialspeci� cfeatures.

AlreadythecalculationsofRefs.[4,5]revealed astrongenergy-dependenceofthee� ective

interaction in TM ,even in the vicinity ofthe Ferm ilevel. Forexam ple in Nithe e� ective

Coulom b interaction W isnearly zero at6 eV and increasesto an unscreened value of20-

25 eV at 20 eV.Another im portant observation is related to a proper intra-atom ic scale

treatm ent.Elem entary analysisshowsthatthed-function in bccFeissigni� cantly altered

ata distance assm allas0.8 a.u.,while s and p wave functionsare altered atdistancesof

abouttheW igner-Seitzradius(� 2.6a.u.).The\local"screening length,� = {� 1 ({2(r)=

4�e2� 0(�(r));with �0(�(r)) = (3=��)1=3=�);which varies from 0.5 a.u. in the region of

the m axim um ofthe d�wave function to a value of1.0 a.u. at the atom ic sphere (AS)

boundary,providesan initialjusti� cation fortheone-siteapproxim ation and suggeststhat

thecorrectm aterial-speci� cim plem entation m ustincludeaspatially resolved representation

ofthe polarization operator(PO)and othertwo-channeloperators,atleastinside the AS.

W ebelievethattheenergy dependence and intra-atom icresolution areboth crucialforthe

quantitative description ofTM and m ust be included explicitly in any reliable technique.

On the otherhand,we willshow below thatthisapproxim ation can describe the essential

physicsofTM ,greatly reducing thecom putationale� orts.

In the presentpaperwe incorporate the e� ectsdescribed above into the self-consistent
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GF technique using the quasiparticle wave function basis set and the Luttinger-W ard

functional[7](LW F) approach for the self-energy calculations. W e tested severalsets of

diagram s,m ainly from the 
 uctuating-exchange subset (FLEX)[8]. Alldiagram s beyond

thesesetsweretaken in thelocalapproxim ation.TheuseoftheLW F guaranteestheequiv-

alence ofone-particle propertiescalculated with the GF and with the corresponding total

energy variation[9].The LW F form alism naturally leadsto the integration overthe im agi-

nary axis,greatly im proving the num ericalaccuracy ofthe integration. On the im aginary

axisboth the GF and PO quickly reach theirquasiclassicallim its,are su� ciently sm ooth,

and aredeterm ined by thelocalpotentialonly[10].Therotation oftheintegration contour

leadsto a very convenientseparation ofthestructuraland localdensity dependentdegrees

offreedom forboth self-energy and totalenergy[11,12].Also,in contrastwith thenum erical

m ethod[3]we analytically select the contributions from both the GF cut on the realaxis

and the integration along the im aginary axis. An energy linearization ofthe quasiparticle

wavefunction sim ilarto theonein lineardensity functionalm ethodswasused.

In term sofan exactGF thetherm odynam icpotentialiswritten as[7]


 = �Tr
�

ln
�

� � G
� 1

0

�	

� Tr� G � � (1)

where � is the self-energy, G and G0 are exact and ’bare’GF and � is the Luttinger

generatingfunctional,which isrepresented by thesetofskeleton graphs.M inim izing 
 over

G onecan obtain[7]

� =
��

�G
(2)

Theexpressionsfor� forthem ostim portanttwo-particle(hole)channelsaresum m arized in

Ref.8.The setfrom Fig.1b with ’bare’loopscorrespondsto the GW -approxim ation.After

variation of� overtheGF,which weconsiderasa variationalvariable,onecan obtain the

usualGW expression fortheself-energy:

� (")= �

Z

G("� !)Vc� (!)W (!)
d!

2�i
(3)

where Vc isthe Coulom b interaction and W isthe e� ective interaction W = Vc=(1+ Vc� ).

Itisconvenient to rotate the contourofintegration in Eq.(3)in the com plex plane,using

the factthat� (z)hasno singularitiesin the � rstand third quadrants[13,14],whereasG

hasa singularity (cut)in thethird quadrantfor"< E F and in the� rstonefor"> EF .In

thecaseofthequasiparticlethesingularitiesoftheGF aresim plepoles.Afterrotation the
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only additionalcontribution com es from the cutofthe GF (Fig 1e),and for" < E F this

contribution is

�p
ca =

Z
0

"

g(!0)� ("� !
0)VcW ("� !

0)d!0 "< 0;

where g(!)= � Im G(!)sgn!=�. Forthe term corresponding to the integration along the

im aginary axisweobtain

�i
ca =

1Z

� 1

d!
0

1Z

0

d!

2�i
g(!0)

2("� !0)

("� !0)2 + !2
� (i!)VcW (i!)

AtE F ;" = 0 and the pole term disappears. The term �i
ca isusually negative in the HEG

m odel.On therealaxis� (!)hasan im aginary part,which isim portantforaccuratecalcu-

lationsofW (!)in TM .Thesum m ation overk (one-siteapproxim ation)transform sallthe

aboveform ulasinto m atrix equationson thelocalwavefunction basis,greatly reducing the

com putationale� orts.Thefullon-siteGF G (r;r0;")=
P

k

�

G
� 1

0
(r;r0;";k)� � (r;r0;")

�
� 1

wasobtained self-consistently from Eq.(3).Duetothelargevalueof@� =@"in TM ,the� nal

G di� erssigni� cantlyfrom theinitialG0.Thequantity� (r;r0;")=
R

G (")G ("+ !)d"=2�i

wasalso obtained self-consistently with thefullG.

Let us discuss the choice ofskeleton graphs for the LW F.According to perturbation

theorywith Coulom b param eter� = e2m =pf theexchangediagram (Fig1a)givesthelargest

contribution.Thesetofem pty bubblediagram s(Fig.1b)givesthenextterm �2ln1=�.The

sum m ation ofthese term sisnecessary to take into accountthe long-distance characterof

the Coulom b interaction. In addition,the proper treatm ent ofthe "dressed" GF in the

bubbleapproxim ation m ustincludevertex corrections[15](Fig.1b).Thenextterm (Fig.1c)

isjustthe exchange diagram in thesecond-orderapproxim ation,which hasan orderof�2.

Itcan be im portantin m agnets,asthe corresponding self-energy dependsonly on the GF

with the sam e spin,while in bubble diagram s both spins are averaged. In principle,the

Fig.1cdiagram isalready included in theset,ifthebubblediagram swith vertex corrections

areconsidered.Butitseem sdesirableto includealso theladdersequenceofFig.1d,asitis

also highly spin dependent.Thissetdoesnotcontain the � rst(�2)term [8].Such a sum is

reduced by thee� ectivescreening oftheCoulom b potential,which in turn strongly depends

on the energy. The static value ofthe e� ective interaction is rather sm all,but it quickly

increasesasa function ofenergy (Fig.2b). W e evaluated thissum oflattice-type T-m atrix

diagram s (Fig.1d) with the e� ective interaction replacing the energy dependent potential
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by the averaged static interaction �Vc. The param eter � was chosen in such a way that

the value ofthe diagram son Fig.1c obtained with both energy dependentand �Vc type of

interactionswerethesam e.Thevalueof� turned outto be� 0.35.

The diagram s discussed above are also the leading diagram s from the point of view

ofthe one-site approxim ation. The num ber ofd-electrons with various angular m om ent

projections m z is approxim ately the sam e in both Niand Fe. If we take into account

that the m ain contribution in the Coulom b interaction,expanded in sphericalharm onics

V (r� r0)=
P

L
YL(br)YL(br

0)(r< =r> )
l isfrom the term with l= 0,then,with thisaccuracy,

m z isconserved and onecan classify variousdiagram swith theparam eter1=N = 1=(2l+ 1).

For d electrons this is a sm allparam eter and the m ain term s with 1=N are again FLEX

diagram s[16].In sum m ary,we believe,thatthesetofdiagram sin Fig.1 isthe m inim alset

which m ust be included in the calculations. On the otherhand,ourcalculationsrevealed

thatitcan besu� cientfordescription ofm agneticpropertiesand electronicstructureof3d

m etals.

Therotation oftheintegration contourallowsusto dealonly with thestateslying in the

vicinity ofE F [12],asthePO issm ooth and decreaseswhen Im "isincreased,contrary toits

behavioron therealaxis.Thisisshown in Fig.2a,b forferrom agneticFe.Forthestatesnear

E F wecan usetheGF constructed with low lyingLM TO states	 �
k
(r)=

P

L
a��
k
�
�

l(r)YL(bn),

where�
0

l(r)and �
1

l(r)arethecorresponding solutionsofequations

bG
� 1

0l
�
0

l(r)= ("� bT)�
0

l(r)�

Z

V (r;r0)�
0

l(r
0)d3r0= 0 (4)

bG
� 1

0l
�
1

l(r)= ��0l(r)�

Z
@� ("l;r;r

0)

@"l
�
0

l(r
0)d3r0; (5)

with V (r;r0)= � ("l;r;r
0):"listhecenterofgravity oftheband with orbitalm om entland

a�0
k
aretheeigenvectorsofthegeneralized eigenvalueproblem with theHam iltonian

H = H 0 + �l(")� �l("l)� ("� "l)_�l("l) (6)

which is a m atrix in the space ofLM TO states � + h_�,where hLL0 are the usualLM TO

coe� cients. Thisprocedure takesinto accountthe energy-independentexchange potential

�x = 1=2�i
R

VcIm Gd" exactly.

The im portantproblem in the nonlocalcalculationsisthe inclusion ofthe valence-core

interaction. In our m ethod we included the core-valence exchange term exactly,whereas
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thecore-valencecorrelation term wasadded using theapproxim ation developed in Ref.[17].

The latter term in TM such as Fe,Nior Cu is sm all. The set ofEqs.(4),(5) was solved

iteratively[12]. The integralequation for the screened interaction D (!;r;r0) was solved

using theproductbasisintroduced in Ref.[18].

The procedure above was applied to the 3d transition m etals Fe and Ni. The m ain

contribution to the self-energy com es from the exchange diagram (Fig 1a),but the pure

exchange approxim ation produces too large a self-consistent m agnetic m om ent M (M �

3.05�B in Fe (see also Ref.[19])). The bubble diagram s screen the Coulom b interaction,

eithertoostrongly(M � 1.95�B inFe)ortooweakly(M � 0.73�B inNi).Vertexcorrections

only slightly m odify this result,uniform ly reducing the interaction for both spins. The

conclusionsin generalagreewith GW resultsfortheHEG[1,2,3],though theim portanceof

theexchangeT-m atrixdiagram (Fig1d)isratherintrinsictoTM [8,20].W ith allconsidered

diagram sthe calculated equilibrium m agnetic m om ents (2.04�B in Fe and 0.65�B in Ni)

arecloseto LDA values(2.15�B ,0.62�B )and experim entalvalues(2.08�B ,0.59�B ).

The GF calculations naturally provide valuable inform ation about the renorm alization

and dam ping ofthe electron spectra which are absent in LDA.In Fig.3 we present the

energy dependenceofthereal(�R )and im aginary (�I)partsoftheself-energy �2a.�
R (!)

islinearin a wide range ofenergies,supporting the conceptofwell-de� ned quasiparticles.

On the other hand the renorm alization factor Zl = 1=(1 � @� =@") strongly depends on

the orbitalnum ber l. For s and p electrons Zl is about 0.96 and is in good agreem ent

with the HEG estim ations (Z � 1� 0:04e2m =pf [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 Zd was

calculated self-consistently and in Niitapproxim ately coincides with the value calculated

with a non-self-consistent(using LDA wavefunctions)m ethod[4].

Previous studies revealed that the m ost signi� cant di� erences between the LDA and

experim entalresultsarethesatellitepeak below thequasiparticleband (approxim ately 6-8

eV below E F )and alargervalueofthedensity ofstates(DOS)attheFerm ilevelN (E F ).As

a result,theoverallexperim entalbandwidth (7-8 eV in Feand 6-7 eV in Ni)islargerthan

whatisfound in theLDA along with thelargervaluesofN (E F ).Extracted from thelinear

term in theheatcapacity,theexperim entalDOS valuesare57 st/a.u.in Feand 81 st/a.u.

in Ni.Though a considerable am ountofthisvalue can be ascribed to the electron-phonon

interaction,they arestillm uch largerthan the‘bare’LDA valuesin Fe(30 st/a.u.) and in
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Ni(48 st/a.u.).

Thesm allvalueofZd obtained aboveleadstoanarrowingofthequasiparticleband.The

rest ofthe one-electron states take part in the form ation ofthe satellite structure,which

usually appearswhen thehole-holeinteraction istaken into account[20].Consequently our

DOS(Fig.4)isalsowidercom pared totheLDA DOSand hasabum p below thequasiparticle

DOS.The value ofthe DOS atthe Ferm ileveliseven lowerthan in the LDA,though the

value ofcoe� cient
,which is1=Z tim eslargerthan the DOS,isapproxim ately the sam e

asin LDA.Both valuesare stilllowerthan the experim entalvalues. Itcan be due to the

high sensitivity oftheStonersplitting in ferrom agnets(and in turn thevalueofN (E F ))to

alltheapproxim ationsused orpossiblenarrowing ofthehopping between neighboring sites

in the spiritofthe Gutzwillerapproxim ation orthe Dynam icalM ean Field Theory,which

isom itted in ourapproxim ation.

In conclusion,wehaveproposed a new self-consistentversion oftheGF approach,which

usesthequasiparticle wave functionsasa basisset.W efound thatself-consistentGW ap-

proach producestheleadingcontribution totheelectronicstructureand m agneticproperties

ofTM ,whereasthe addition of
 uctuating exchange diagram soverallslightly correctsthis

result im proving com parison with experim ent. W hile the self-consistent renorm alization

factors Zl for s and p electrons in Niand Fe are close to the estim ations obtained from

the HEG,Zd ism uch sm aller(0.6-0.7). The valuesofbandwidth and density ofstatesat

the Ferm ilevelarein reasonable agreem entwith experim ent. The proposed technique can

be naturally used fortotalenergy calculations. In sum m ary we believe thatthe proposed

technique can be considered as a practicalab-initio alternative to m odern DFT m ethods

with m uch widerrangeofapplicability.
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FIG U R E C A P T IO N S

Fig 1 The diagram representation of: a)exchange energy,(b)"bubble" setwith vertex

correctionsforthepolarization operator,(c)exchangediagram ofsecond order(d)exchange

T-m atrix set. The integration contourand pole positionsin the com plex energy plane are

shown in (e).

Fig2.Theenergydependenceoftherealand im aginarypartsofthepolarization operator
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with l = 2 on the realaxis (a). The sam e for the polarization operator and e� ective

interaction Veff =
P

l
D lZl=Z on theim aginary axis(b).

Fig 3.Theenergy dependence ofthepartialcom ponentsofself-energy in ferrom agnetic

Fe: (a)therealpartand (b)absolutevalueofim aginary part.

Fig4.Thedensity ofstatesin bccFeforthem ajority (solid)and m inority (dashed)spin

states.
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