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A rstprinciples disordered localm om ent (O LM ) picture
w ithin the localspin-density and coherent potential approx—
in ations (LSDA+ CPA) of the actinides is presented. The
param eter free theory gives an accurate description of bond
lengths and buk modulis. The case of -Pu is studied in
particular and the calculated density of states is com pared to
data from photo-electron spectroscopy. T he relation between
the D LM description, the dynam icalm ean eld approach and
soin-polarized m agnetically ordered m odeling is discussed.

I. NTRODUCTION

The elem ental actinide m etals, Pu iIn particular, ex—
hibit severalunique features. T hey are am ong the m ost
com plex elem ents in nature, w ith a rich set of allotropes
&] of which several have com plex low symm etry crys—
tal structures Q]. Pu, for exam ple, is the only elem ent
w ith seven condensed m atter phases at zero pressure of
which one (the -phase) dem onstrates negative themm al
expansion. T he understanding of these anom alous prop—
erties is a serious challenge. Severalofthe m ain features
of the actinides can be understood in term s of the pro-
gressive lling of the 5f shell. In the light actinides, Th
to Np, the 5f electrons are itinerant and participate in
the bonding, whereas in the heavier actinides, Am to Cf,
the 5f electrons are localized and exhibit behavior m ore
sim ilar to the lanthanides. P lutonium takes a particu—
lar place between these extram es. The low tem perature

-phase hasbeen shown to be welldescribed w ith iiner-
ant bonding 5f electrons w hereas the high tem peratures
phases w ith their increased volum es suggests a localized
orpartly localized con guration. T hisbehavior Indicates
aM ott-lke transition ofthe felectrons sim ilarto the -
transition in ceriim ).

There have been several rst principles approaches to
caloulating the properties of the actinides @4 {8,0{15].
A though the light actinides are well describbed w ithin
density fiinctional theory, the local density approxin a—
tion (LDA) fails in general to describe the 5f localiza—
tion which occurs n actinide com pounds, elem entalPu at
high tem perature, and in the actinidespast Pu. A num —
ber of techniques have therefore been developed to in—

clude correlation e ectsbeyond LDA 1n order to describe
the partially localized 5f electronic structure. These in—
clude LDA+U EL@,:_lj_ ], orbital polarization [15 and the
M ixed LevelM odel {[3]. O fparticular relevance to the
work presented here are recent attem ptsto combine LD A
and D ynam icalM ean-F ild Theory OMFT).DMFT has
been shown to be a very useful approxim ation at the
consideration of strongly correlated electron system s (for
review, see {18]). LDA combined with the DMFT may
provide a rst principles technique to study correlated
electron m aterials, and there have been several attem pts
to apply inplem entations of LDA+DMFT I;L9,:20
a review, see P423]. Recently this LDA+DMFT ap-
proach has been applied to the Pu problem tg']_}] The
LDA+DMFT approach gives an opportunity to describe
correlation e ectson the electronic structure and proper-
tiesofd—and f-electron system s. H ow ever, the technique
is cum bersom e and it is not com pktely ab initio because
of the problem w ith the choice of U (see, eg. p4))
addition, in plem entations of DM FT are com putation-—
ally intensive which m akes the calculation of com plex
structures di cult. Som etin es, because of the com plex—
ity ofthe calculations, uncontrollable approxin ations are
m ade, eg. us:|ng a s:ng]e U param eter instead ofa com —
Tt is comm only acoepted that aooountjng for Hubbard
correlation e ects is of crucial in portance for f-electron
system s. O n the other hand, som e ofthese e ects can be
taken Into acoount, in an approxin ate way, in the fram e-
work of m ore traditional density fiinctional techniques.
T his is the approach taken in the present study wherewe
havem odeled the actinidesby m eans ofD isordered Local
M om ents O LM ) f_Z-Q'] w ithin the LocalSpin D ensity Ap-—
proxim ation and the C oherent P otential A pproxin ation
[‘_2-]'] (LSDA+CPA). The purpose of the present work is
to Investigate and possibly dem onstrate that correlation
e ects beyond the standard local density approxin ation
can be sinulated, at least partially, by m eans of a pa-
ram eter free rst principles DLM approach, and to see
if this picture gives an adequate description of the ac—
tinides. The D1LM picture, even if it is lnsu cient for a
com plete description, m ight lead to som e insights for the
understanding ofthe electronic structure ofthe actinides.
Consider, rst, the statusoftheD LM approach in the
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m any-body lattice m odels like H ubbard or sf exchange
(\K ondo lattice") m odel. T he key point is an equivalence
between a m any-body interacting system with Coulomb
on-site Interactions and a one-<electron system in uctu—
ating charge and spin elds. T hisequivalence, which can
be proven by the Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation,
is a base of spin— uctuation theories of inerant-electron
m agnetism Q-é] In a com plete theory, the charge and
soin elds are dynam ically uctuating both in space and
tin e. However, a \static approxin ation", where we ne-
glkct the dynam ics of the uctuations, [,'_2-%',:_3-@] captures
an in portant part of the correlations whilke greatly sim —
plifying the form alism , and m ay be su cient for m any
problem s of interest. In this case the correlated sys—
tem is descrbed In termns of a DLM alby and a CPA
for this alloy becom es equivalent to the "Hubbard ITT"
approxzm ation B]J] for the origihalm any-body problem
(see BZ]) The Hubbard III approxin ation, and there—
fore also the corresponding D LM description, gives qual-
fatively the correct picture of the electronic structure
both in atom ic and broad-band lim its and can describe
them etal-insulator M ott) transition forhalf- lled bands
when U is of the order of the bandw idth [31]. The m ost
In portant di erence w ith them ore elaborate DM F'T pic-
ture [_ié] is an absence of the "Kondo peak" near the
Fem i Jevel at the m etallic side of the transition. How—
ever, this K ondo peak has a sn all spectral weight and,
generally speaking, it is not obvious that it is of cru—
cial In portance for the description of total energy and
related characteristics. It is shown in Ref. 33] that the
Hubbard IIT approxin ation can be rigorously jisti ed,
In the sf exchange m odel, In the lin is of large space
din ensionality and classicalspins (S ! 1 ) whereas for
DMFT only the st lin it is essential. Note, that the
K ondo resonance isessentialalso for a correct description
of the properties of electron states in doped M ott insu—
lators (large U 1im it near the half 1ling). On the other
hand, forhalf 1ling the H artree-Fock-lke descriptions of
the band-split states are, in general, quite adequate t_Bé_b']
P hysically, this is the consequence ofa freedom in the de—
scription ofoccupied bands in term sofB loch functions, as
wellasW annier fiinctions or any other orthogonal linear
com binations. The spatial uctuations of the exchange
on-site eld can lad to a splitting of the energy spec—
tra (provided the uctuations are larger than the band-
w idth) which corresponds, in the Hubbard m odel, to the
Hubbard band splitting. The selfenergy in the DLM
picture is energy dependent and has an im agihary part
describing the dam ping of the electrons on spin uctu-
ations. This distinguishes the DLM approach not only
from m agnetically ordered LSDA calculations but also
from LDA+ U, SIC, and the H artreeFock approxin ation.
In this sense, the D LM CPA approach can be considered
as a particular case of the \LDA + + " approach f_Z-(_]'] w ith
a local, energy dependent, com plex selfenergy. H ow ever,
In contrast to schem es taking Into account H ubbard cor-

relations, i is com plktely ab initio. A shortcom ing of
this approxin ation is an incorrect description ofelectron
dam ping near the Fem i level; ie., the absence of the
K ondo resonance, w hich is a consequence of the quantum
character of spin, aswellasproblem s describing localiza—
tion in system sthat do not have half lled (or com pletely

lled) electron shells. H ow ever, this shortcom lngm ay be
of m Inor im portance for the description of electron en-
ergy spectrum at large energy scales as well as for the
calculations of total energy and related characteristics
such as the equilbrium volum e and elastic m oduli. N ote
also that this nite dam ping, because ofelectron scatter—
Ing by spin uctuations, is a physically correct picture
for high enough tem peratures.

Com paring the m any-body lattice m odels wih the
density functional approach one can face w ith the well-
known \Hubbard U vs. Stoner I" problm , ie., w ith the
nadequacy of the LDA approach near the atom ic lim it
tl6,20]. On the other hand, for m oderately correlated
system s such as, eg. 3d metals, the m ain correlation
e ects are connected w ith spin degrees of freedom and
can be described, in principle, basing on the LSDA elec—
tronic structure. O f course, it is di cult to say a priori
w here the boundary is between h oderately correlated"
and \strongly correlated" system s. W e w i1l dem onstrate
that, at least for early actinides a LSDA-DLM descrip—
tion of the elctronic structure tums out to be rather
successiul.

D ue to the localized character of the spin m om ents,
any ordered m agnetic structure will resemble the re-
sult of the DLM description. Ik has offten been noted
that localization e ects could partly be accounted for by
way of exchange soin splitting of the 5f band, and de-
spite an unphysical long range m agnetic ordering (absent
In the DLM approach), several spin-polarized ferrom ag—
netic FM ) and antiferrom agnetic AFM ) calculations
have been perform ed ¥6,10,14,15]. T he presented D LM
m odelgives a naturalgeneralization to the param agnetic
state.

First we discuss som e calculational details and then
present the calculated volum es and bulk m oduli for the
actinide serdes. W e then look at the resuls for Pu in
detail, and the results are com pared w ith di erent alter—
native approaches and experin ents.

II.CALCULATIONAL DETA ILS

A 11 total energies and densities have been calculated
selfconsistently within the fram ework of density func—
tional theory [_55,:_3-’@], In the localdensity approxin a-—
tion LDA) In the non-m agnetic cases, and w ithin the
localspin-density approxin ation (LSDA) for the spin—
polarized system s I_B-j {:_3-5_5], wih the local exchange-
correlation functionalby Perdew et al [_AI(_?;]



W e used the basis set of the s, p, d, and f linear
mu n-tin orbials LM TO) in the tightbinding repre—
sentation and the atom ic sphere approxin ation A SA)
for the crystal potential {_ZI]_}{EI-Z_L'] The m ethod was in —
plem ented w thin the scalar relativistic G reen’s function
technique E_4-§' {:_5§']. Spin-orbit coupling was not included.
T he disorder of local spin m om ents was treated w ithin
the coherent potential approxin ation (CPA), and other
details relevant for the present calculation can be found
in Refs. [4,49].

Since the Interatom ic distance isknown to be them ost
In portant factor that detem ines the energetic of an ac—
tinide and since we arem ainly interested in trends rather
than In a detailed quantitative description of all the
di erent phases of the actinides, calculations were per-
form ed for the foc crystal structure only.

ITII.D ISORDERED LOCAL SPIN M OM ENT
PICTURE OF THE ACTINIDES

Figure :J: show s a com parison between experin ental
and calculated W igner-Seitz radii for the actinide m et—
als. For the non-m agnetic LDA calculation, we nd a
parabolic behavior typical of bonding through a series
such as the transition metals. This is in full agree-
m ent w ith the experin entalvalues forthe early actinides,
but fails do describe the volum es of the heavy actinides.
W ithin the DLM picture on the other hand, we nd a
substantial in provem ent. For the light actinides, Th-U,
results are identical to the non-m agnetic LDA calcula—
tion, though for Np we nd a slightly increased volum e.
Forthe Jateractinideswe nd an abrupt volum e increase
In close agreem ent w ith the experin entalvaluesw ith the
transition taking place at Pu, which has an Interm ediate
volum e close to the value ofthe high tem perature -phase
In the foc structure. The results n Fig.l are quite close
to the data presented by Skriver et al fff].

W e nd sinilar results for the buk moduli. Th g-
u]:e-r_Z we digolay a com parison betw een the experin ental
buk modulus for the ground state structures and the
calculated buk m odulus In the foc structure. The LDA
calculations gives a fairly good description of the early
actinidesbut fails com pletely for the later actinides. The
DLM picture on the other hand gives a signi cantly in —
proved resul where, for exam ple, the buk m odulus of
Pu is reduced by a factor of two, though still som ew hat
higher than the experim ental resul for -Pu.

G iven the fact that the results are from param eter free
ab initio calculations w ithout considering the exact crys—
tal structures and spin-orbit coupling the agreem ent be-
tween the caloulated equilbrium volum es and bulk m od—
uliw ith experim entalvalues is rem arkably good and the
results clearly indicate the ability of the LSDA+ CPA
approach wihin the DLM picture to m odel in portant

correlation e ects beyond LDA in the 5fband, w ithout
Incorporating long ranged m agnetic ordering.

Them echanisn behind the in proved description ofthe
equilbriim volum e and bulk m odulus is the form ation
of local disordered m om ents. This gives rise to a band
splitting and partial localization ofthe Sfelectronsw hich
reduces the bonding resulting in an increased lattice con—
stant and reduced buk m odulus. For Th and Pa local
soin m om ents are stillquenched, and forU only a negligi-
blem omentofabout 007  isformed.W ihin ourD LM
schem e, neptuniim has a moment of 1.69 . Though
this has little e ect on the equilbrium lattice constant,
the buk m odulus is reduced by a factor of two. For
Puaspihmoment 0of4.76  is found in the DLM cal-
culation, which corresponds to an aln ost com plete spin
polarization of the 5f electrons. For Am and Cm a mo—
ment of6.57 and 6.90 3 is form ed, respectively. For Bk
the disordered localm om ent is slightly reduced to 5.61

p . Notice that fully relativistic calculations, including
the spin-orbit interaction, would reduce them om ents. In
the case of Pu from about 5 p to lessthan 2 3 E_é]
and for Am the totalm om ent can be expected tobe 5

B [_‘2]. H owever, the form ation ofa J= 0 atom ic ground
state com es natural from a com pletely localized 5f shell,
E_:Jz] and is consistent w ith experim entaldata.

v. PU

F igure 3 show s the calculated density of states QO S)
for Pu In com parison w ith the results of photo-electron
spectroscopy f_S-(_)'] The LDA curve has qualitatively a
very di erent behavior com pared to experin ents. For ex—
am ple, the peak at the Fermm ilevel seen in the photoem is—
sion spectra isabsent. TheD LM D O S on the otherhand,
is In qualitative agreem ent w ith experin entaldata. The
DOS is sin ilar to the LDA-DMFT spectra by Savrasov
et al. R1] (calulated at 600 K ), but the quantitative
agreem ent for the D LM picture is considerably better.

The electronic structure is strongly modi ed in the
DLM picture com pared to the LDA calculation. The 5f
band is split, as shown in Fjg.:ff, due to the form ation of
local disordered m om ents, leading to an e ective energy
Jow ering ofthe occupied 5fband m ass. The sam ee ect is
found also for the AFM calculation. This leads to a de—
creased bonding, ncreased equilbrium lattice constant
and a reduced bulk m odulus. The e ect is sim ilar to the
results of LDA+U, LDA++, and LDA-DMFT . In con—
trast to som e of these m odels we here have an in proved
agreem ent w ith the photo-electron spectra and the result
is sim ilar to what was found in the M ixed LevelM odel
by Erksson et al l_l-;i'] However, though a direct fi1ll
com parison between the K ohn-Sham eigenspectra and
the photo-em ission data m ay not be possble, the data
clearly indicates a resonance at the Fem i level which is
not present in the LDA description.



I Fig. d we also display the density of states oran an—
tiferrom agnetic AFM -LSDA ) calculation. Though, re—
sem bling the generalD LM 5fband split, the DO S is In
Jess agream ent w ith photoem ission data.

V .DISCUSSION S

T here are two principle approaches for describing the
transition in Ce and the transition in Pu: the
M ott transition m odel by Johansson H] (fr Pu, i has
been considered in Refs. f‘_&],:_id]) and the K ondo-collapse
m odelofA Ilen and M artin Lfnlr]. In the context of DM F T,
the appearance of the K ondo resonance is a feature of
the M ott transition. An in portant question is thuswhat
is m ore In portant for the energetics of the transitions:
the appearance of the Hubbard gap or the form ation of
the Kondo resonance? The rst feature is taken into
account In the DLM schem e whereas the second one is
not. It was already m entioned that the K ondo resonance
has an all spectral weight, so it is not obvious that ig—
noring it is an essential shortcom ing. M oreover, both
for Ce and Pu there are som e argum ents connecting the
M ott transition to the peculiarities of the atom ic elec—
tronic structure (atom ic collapse [_52_5]) . These peculiar-
ities can obviously be taking into account in the local
soin-density approach and thus in the D LM description.
N ote that this collapse phenom enon, lading to a sharp
dependence on the band w idth and lattice constant, leads
to a rstorder phase transition. Therefore the di er-
ence between the description of the M ott transition in
the DLM or the Hubbard ITT approxin ation (continuous
transition P433) and DMFT ( rst-order transition, see
Ref. [53]and Refs. therein) which is very essential for the
Hubbard m odel, does not play a serious role for realac—
tinide system s where the transition is essentially of rst
order for \quasione-—electron" reasons.

A s for the description of m agnetic properties at high
tem peratures T, the static approxin ation gives a quali-
tatively correct picture. T he m agnetic susoeptibility is
proportionalto < 2 > =T, where is the exchange on—
site eld. T he susoceptibility corresoonds to the param ag—
netic P aulispin susceptibility provided that the exchange
splitting uctuations are G aussian near the point = 0,
and to the CurieW eiss susceptibility provided that spon—
taneous spin splitting exists [_5-4] T he description of nie
tem peraturem agnetian oftransition m etals in theD LM —
CPA approach R6]isdi erent from theDM F'T treatm ent
f55] only by the consideration of spins in a classicalway;
In the Heisenberg m odel, it corresponds to the appear-
ance of the multiplier S instead of the correct factor
S (S + 1) in the Curde constant.

The DLM picture leads to an expected CurieW eiss
behavior of the m agnetic susceptbility for Pu. How-
ever, recent experim entsw ith A 1land G a stabilized -Pu
show sonly a vannishingly an all tem perature dependence

ofthem agnetic susceptibility, seeF ig.2 in Ref. [57]. This
is also consistent w ith other susceptibility m easurem ents
EQ',EC:%'] T hepossible reason, explaining the absent C urie—
W eiss behavior, could either be due to crystal eld split—
ting and the fom ation of a non-m agnetic m ultiplet [_1-;%]
or because of the occurrence of a K ondo resonance that
m ay din Inish the tem perature dependence ofthe suscep—
tbility provided that the resonance w idth (\K ondo tem —
perature") is largerthan T . At least the rstexplanation
could possbly be included separately into the DLM pic—
ture, but the second one can be describbed only w ithin the
framework of DM FT . At the sam e tin g, it is in portant
to realize that the Intention w ith the DLM picture isto
m odel som e of the m ain characteristics of the energetics
of the actinides, and it does not necessarily describe the
m agnetic properties correctly.

VI.SUMMARY

In summ ary we have presented a st principles D is—
ordered LocalM om ent (O LM ) method w ihin the local
density approxin ation w ih the disorder treated w ithin
the coherent potential approxin ation. The D LM picture
gives an reasonably good description ofbond lengthsand
bulk modulus for the actinide series. The equivalence
between the D LM picture and the Hubbard IIT approxi-
m ation and their relation to the DM FT description was
discussed and it was argued for that the DLM picture is
related to DM FT through a static approxin ation. The
D LM density of states com pareswellw ith photoem ission
on -Pu, In contrast to that obtained from the LDA or
them agnetically ordered AFM con guration. In general,
i is und that the D LM picture gives a considerable in —
provem ent over the LDA results and quantitatively good
agreem ent w ith experim ents.
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FIG.1.
C om parison between the experim ental E;] and calcu—
lated atom ic W ignerSeiz radius, Ry 5, for the actinide
m etals.



FIG.2.
C om parison between the experin ental and calculated
buk m odulus for the actinide m etals. T he experin ental
data are given in a) Ref. §]and b) [56].

FIG.3.
Com parison between the calculated DO S w ithin the
D LM description, non-m agnetic LDA , an antiferrom ag—
netic AFM ) structure, and the photo-em ission spectra
PES) Bdl1 or Pu.

FIG .4.
Calculated DO S for -Pu within the DLM description
In com parison w ith the non-m agnetic LDA DO S and an
antiferrom agnetic AFM ) LSDA DOS.
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