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A �rst-principlesdisordered localm om ent(D LM )picture

within the local-spin-density and coherent potentialapprox-

im ations (LSDA+ CPA) of the actinides is presented. The

param eter free theory gives an accurate description ofbond

lengths and bulk m odulus. The case of �-Pu is studied in

particularand thecalculated density ofstatesiscom pared to

data from photo-electron spectroscopy.The relation between

theD LM description,thedynam icalm ean �eld approach and

spin-polarized m agnetically ordered m odeling isdiscussed.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The elem entalactinide m etals,Pu in particular,ex-

hibitseveralunique features. They are am ong the m ost

com plex elem entsin nature,with a rich setofallotropes

[1],ofwhich severalhave com plex low sym m etry crys-

talstructures [2]. Pu,for exam ple,is the only elem ent

with seven condensed m atterphasesatzero pressure of

which one (the �-phase)dem onstrates negative therm al

expansion.Theunderstanding oftheseanom alousprop-

ertiesisa seriouschallenge.Severalofthem ain features

ofthe actinides can be understood in term s ofthe pro-

gressive �lling ofthe 5fshell. In the lightactinides,Th

to Np,the 5felectrons are itinerant and participate in

thebonding,whereasin theheavieractinides,Am to Cf,

the 5felectronsare localized and exhibitbehaviorm ore

sim ilar to the lanthanides. Plutonium takes a particu-

larplace between these extrem es. The low tem perature

�-phasehasbeen shown to bewelldescribed with itiner-

antbonding 5felectronswhereasthe high tem peratures

phaseswith theirincreased volum essuggestsa localized

orpartly localized con�guration.Thisbehaviorindicates

aM ott-liketransition ofthef-electronssim ilartothe�-

transition in cerium [3].

There have been several�rstprinciplesapproachesto

calculating the propertiesofthe actinides[2,4{8,10{15].

Although the light actinides are welldescribed within

density functionaltheory,the localdensity approxim a-

tion (LDA) fails in generalto describe the 5flocaliza-

tion which occursin actinidecom pounds,elem entalPu at

high tem perature,and in the actinidespastPu.A num -

ber oftechniques have therefore been developed to in-

cludecorrelation e�ectsbeyond LDA in orderto describe

the partially localized 5felectronic structure. These in-

clude LDA+ U [16,17],orbitalpolarization [15],and the

M ixed LevelM odel[13]. O fparticularrelevance to the

workpresented herearerecentattem ptstocom bineLDA

and Dynam icalM ean-Field Theory (DM FT).DM FT has

been shown to be a very usefulapproxim ation at the

consideration ofstrongly correlated electron system s(for

review,see [18]). LDA com bined with the DM FT m ay

provide a �rst principles technique to study correlated

electron m aterials,and therehavebeen severalattem pts

to apply im plem entations of LDA+ DM FT [19,20]; for

a review, see [22,23]. Recently this LDA+ DM FT ap-

proach has been applied to the Pu problem [21]. The

LDA+ DM FT approach givesan opportunity to describe

correlation e�ectson theelectronicstructureand proper-

tiesofd-and f-electron system s.However,thetechnique

iscum bersom eand itisnotcom pletely ab initio because

ofthe problem with the choice ofU (see,e.g.[22]). In

addition, im plem entations of DM FT are com putation-

ally intensive which m akes the calculation of com plex

structuresdi�cult.Som etim es,because ofthe com plex-

ity ofthecalculations,uncontrollableapproxim ationsare

m ade,e.g.,using a singleU param eterinstead ofa com -

plete interaction m atrix [24,25,21].

Itiscom m only accepted thataccounting forHubbard

correlation e�ectsisofcrucialim portanceforf-electron

system s.O n theotherhand,som eofthesee�ectscan be

taken into account,in an approxim ateway,in thefram e-

work ofm ore traditionaldensity functionaltechniques.

Thisistheapproach taken in thepresentstudy wherewe

havem odeled theactinidesby m eansofDisordered Local

M om ents(DLM )[26]within theLocalSpin Density Ap-

proxim ation and the CoherentPotentialApproxim ation

[27](LSDA+ CPA).The purpose ofthe present work is

to investigateand possibly dem onstrate thatcorrelation

e�ectsbeyond the standard localdensity approxim ation

can be sim ulated,at least partially,by m eans ofa pa-

ram eter free �rst principles DLM approach,and to see

ifthis picture gives an adequate description ofthe ac-

tinides. The DLM picture,even ifitisinsu�cientfora

com pletedescription,m ightlead to som einsightsforthe

understandingoftheelectronicstructureoftheactinides.

Consider,�rst,thestatusoftheDLM approach in the
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m any-body lattice m odels like Hubbard ors-fexchange

(\K ondolattice")m odel.Thekeypointisan equivalence

between a m any-body interacting system with Coulom b

on-site interactionsand a one-electron system in uctu-

ating chargeand spin �elds.Thisequivalence,which can

be proven by the Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation,

isa baseofspin-uctuation theoriesofitinerant-electron

m agnetism [28]. In a com plete theory,the charge and

spin �eldsaredynam ically uctuating both in spaceand

tim e. However,a \static approxim ation",where we ne-

glect the dynam ics ofthe uctuations,[29,30]captures

an im portantpartofthe correlationswhile 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 described in term s ofa DLM alloy and a CPA

for this alloy becom es equivalent to the "Hubbard III"

approxim ation [31]for the originalm any-body problem

(see [32]). The Hubbard III approxim ation,and there-

forealso thecorresponding DLM description,givesqual-

itatively the correct picture ofthe 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 isofthe orderofthe bandwidth [31].The m ost

im portantdi�erencewith them oreelaborateDM FT pic-

ture [18]is an absence ofthe "K ondo peak" near the

Ferm ilevelatthe m etallic side ofthe transition. How-

ever,this K ondo peak has a sm allspectralweight and,

generally speaking, it is not obvious that it is of cru-

cialim portance for the description oftotalenergy and

related characteristics. Itis shown in Ref.[33]thatthe

Hubbard III approxim ation can be rigorously justi�ed,

in the s-fexchange m odel,in the lim its oflarge space

dim ensionality and classicalspins(S ! 1 )whereasfor

DM FT only the �rst lim it is essential. Note,that the

K ondoresonanceisessentialalsoforacorrectdescription

ofthe propertiesofelectron states in doped M ott insu-

lators(large-U lim itnearthe half�lling).O n the other

hand,forhalf�lling theHartree-Fock-likedescriptionsof

theband-splitstatesare,in general,quiteadequate[34].

Physically,thisistheconsequenceofafreedom in thede-

scription ofoccupiedbandsin term sofBloch functions,as

wellasW annierfunctionsorany otherorthogonallinear

com binations. The spatialuctuations ofthe exchange

on-site �eld can lead to a splitting ofthe energy spec-

tra (provided the uctuationsare largerthan the band-

width)which corresponds,in theHubbard m odel,to the

Hubbard band splitting. The self-energy in the DLM

picture is energy dependent and has an im aginary part

describing the dam ping ofthe 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 theHartree-Fockapproxim ation.

In thissense,theDLM -CPA approach can beconsidered

asa particularcaseofthe\LDA+ + " approach [20]with

alocal,energy dependent,com plex self-energy.However,

in contrastto schem estaking into accountHubbard cor-

relations,it is com pletely ab initio. A shortcom ing of

thisapproxim ation isan incorrectdescription ofelectron

dam ping near the Ferm ilevel; i.e., the absence ofthe

K ondoresonance,which isa consequenceofthequantum

characterofspin,aswellasproblem sdescribing localiza-

tion in system sthatdonothavehalf�lled (orcom pletely

�lled)electron shells.However,thisshortcom ing m ay be

ofm inor im portance for the description ofelectron en-

ergy spectrum at large energy scales as wellas for the

calculations of totalenergy and related characteristics

such astheequilibrium volum eand elasticm oduli.Note

alsothatthis�nitedam ping,becauseofelectron scatter-

ing by spin uctuations,is a physically correct picture

forhigh enough tem peratures.

Com paring the m any-body lattice m odels with the

density functionalapproach one can face with the well-

known \Hubbard U vs.StonerI" problem ,i.e.,with the

inadequacy ofthe LDA approach nearthe atom ic lim it

[16,20]. O n the other hand, for m oderately correlated

system s such as, e.g., 3d m etals, the m ain correlation

e�ects are connected with spin degrees offreedom and

can bedescribed,in principle,basing on the LSDA elec-

tronic structure. O fcourse,itisdi�cultto say a priori

where the boundary isbetween ‘m oderately correlated"

and \strongly correlated" system s.W e willdem onstrate

that,at leastfor early actinides a LSDA-DLM descrip-

tion ofthe electronic structure turns out to be rather

successful.

Due to the localized character ofthe spin m om ents,

any ordered m agnetic structure will resem ble the re-

sult ofthe DLM description. It has often been noted

thatlocalization e�ectscould partly beaccounted forby

way ofexchange spin splitting ofthe 5fband,and de-

spitean unphysicallongrangem agneticordering(absent

in the DLM approach),severalspin-polarized ferrom ag-

netic (FM ) and anti-ferrom agnetic (AFM ) calculations

havebeen perform ed [4,6,10,14,15].Thepresented DLM

m odelgivesanaturalgeneralization to theparam agnetic

state.

First we discuss som e calculationaldetails and then

presentthe calculated volum esand bulk m oduliforthe

actinide series. W e then look atthe results for �-Pu in

detail,and theresultsarecom pared with di�erentalter-

nativeapproachesand experim ents.

II.C A LC U LA T IO N A L D ETA ILS

Alltotalenergies and densities have been calculated

self-consistently within the fram ework of density func-

tional theory [35,36], in the local-density approxim a-

tion (LDA) in the non-m agnetic cases,and within the

local-spin-density approxim ation (LSDA) for the spin-

polarized system s [37{39], with the local exchange-

correlation functionalby Perdew etal.[40].
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W e used the basis set of the s, p, d, and f linear

m u�n-tin orbitals (LM TO ) in the tight-binding repre-

sentation and the atom ic sphere approxim ation (ASA)

for the crystalpotential[41{44]. The m ethod was im -

plem ented within the scalarrelativisticG reen’sfunction

technique[45{48].Spin-orbitcoupling wasnotincluded.

The disorder oflocalspin m om ents was treated within

the coherentpotentialapproxim ation (CPA),and other

detailsrelevantforthe presentcalculation can be found

in Refs.[47,49].

Sincetheinteratom icdistanceisknown tobethem ost

im portantfactorthatdeterm inesthe energeticofan ac-

tinideand sincewearem ainly interested in trendsrather

than in a detailed quantitative description of all the

di�erent phases ofthe actinides,calculations were per-

form ed forthe fcc crystalstructureonly.

III.D ISO R D ER ED LO C A L SP IN M O M EN T

P IC T U R E O F T H E A C T IN ID ES

Figure 1 shows a com parison between experim ental

and calculated W igner-Seitz radiifor the actinide m et-

als. For the non-m agnetic LDA calculation,we �nd a

parabolic behavior typicalofbonding through a series

such as the transition m etals. This is in full agree-

m entwith theexperim entalvaluesfortheearlyactinides,

butfailsdo describe the volum esofthe heavy actinides.

W ithin the DLM picture on the other hand,we �nd a

substantialim provem ent. Forthe lightactinides,Th-U,

results are identicalto the non-m agnetic LDA calcula-

tion,though forNp we �nd a slightly increased volum e.

Forthelateractinideswe�nd an abruptvolum eincrease

in closeagreem entwith theexperim entalvalueswith the

transition taking placeatPu,which hasan interm ediate

volum eclosetothevalueofthehigh tem perature�-phase

in the fcc structure. The resultsin Fig.1 are quite close

to the data presented by Skriveretal.[4].

W e �nd sim ilar results for the bulk m oduli. In �g-

ure2 wedisplay a com parison between theexperim ental

bulk m odulus for the ground state structures and the

calculated bulk m odulusin the fcc structure. The LDA

calculations gives a fairly good description ofthe early

actinidesbutfailscom pletely forthelateractinides.The

DLM picture on the otherhand givesa signi�cantly im -

proved result where,for exam ple,the bulk m odulus of

Pu isreduced by a factoroftwo,though stillsom ewhat

higherthan the experim entalresultfor�-Pu.

G iven thefactthattheresultsarefrom param eterfree

ab initio calculationswithoutconsidering theexactcrys-

talstructuresand spin-orbitcoupling the agreem entbe-

tween thecalculated equilibrium volum esand bulk m od-

uliwith experim entalvaluesisrem arkably good and the

results clearly indicate the ability of the LSDA+ CPA

approach within the DLM picture to m odelim portant

correlation e�ects beyond LDA in the 5fband,without

incorporating long ranged m agneticordering.

Them echanism behind theim proveddescription ofthe

equilibrium volum e and bulk m odulus is the form ation

oflocaldisordered m om ents. This gives rise to a band

splittingand partiallocalization ofthe5felectronswhich

reducesthebonding resultingin an increased latticecon-

stant and reduced bulk m odulus. For Th and Pa local

spin m om entsarestillquenched,and forU onlyanegligi-

blem om entofabout0.07�B isform ed.W ithin ourDLM

schem e,neptunium has a m om ent of1.69 �B . Though

this haslittle e�ecton the equilibrium lattice constant,

the bulk m odulus is reduced by a factor of two. For

Pu a spin m om entof4.76 �B isfound in the DLM cal-

culation,which correspondsto an alm ostcom plete spin

polarization ofthe 5felectrons. ForAm and Cm a m o-

m entof6.57 and 6.90 �B isform ed,respectively.ForBk

the disordered localm om ent is slightly reduced to 5.61

�B . Notice thatfully relativistic calculations,including

thespin-orbitinteraction,would reducethem om ents.In

the case of�-Pu from about 5 �B to less than 2 �B [6]

and forAm thetotalm om entcan beexpected to be� 5

�B [7].However,the form ation ofa J= 0 atom ic ground

statecom esnaturalfrom a com pletely localized 5fshell,

[5]and isconsistentwith experim entaldata.

IV .�-P U

Figure3 showsthe calculated density ofstates(DO S)

forPu in com parison with the results ofphoto-electron

spectroscopy [50]. The LDA curve has qualitatively a

verydi�erentbehaviorcom pared toexperim ents.Forex-

am ple,thepeak attheFerm ilevelseen in thephotoem is-

sion spectraisabsent.TheDLM DO S on theotherhand,

isin qualitativeagreem entwith experim entaldata.The

DO S issim ilarto the LDA-DM FT spectra by Savrasov

et al. [21](calculated at 600 K ),but the quantitative

agreem entforthe DLM picture isconsiderably better.

The electronic structure is strongly m odi�ed in the

DLM picture com pared to the LDA calculation. The 5f

band issplit,asshown in Fig.4,dueto theform ation of

localdisordered m om ents,leading to an e�ective energy

loweringoftheoccupied 5fband m ass.Thesam ee�ectis

found also forthe AFM calculation.Thisleadsto a de-

creased bonding,increased equilibrium lattice constant

and a reduced bulk m odulus.Thee�ectissim ilarto the

results ofLDA+ U,LDA+ + ,and LDA-DM FT.In con-

trastto som eofthese m odelswe herehavean im proved

agreem entwith thephoto-electron spectraand theresult

is sim ilarto whatwasfound in the M ixed LevelM odel

by Eriksson et al. [13]. However,though a direct full

com parison between the K ohn-Sham eigenspectra and

the photo-em ission data m ay not be possible,the data

clearly indicatesa resonance atthe Ferm ilevelwhich is

notpresentin the LDA description.
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In Fig.3wealsodisplaythedensityofstatesforan an-

tiferrom agnetic (AFM -LSDA) calculation. Though,re-

sem bling the generalDLM 5fband split,the DO S isin

lessagreem entwith photoem ission data.

V .D ISC U SSIO N S

There are two principle approachesfordescribing the

��  transition in Ceand the�� � transition in Pu:the

M ott transition m odelby Johansson [3](for Pu,it has

been considered in Refs.[9,10])and the K ondo-collapse

m odelofAllen and M artin [51].In thecontextofDM FT,

the appearance ofthe K ondo resonance is a feature of

theM otttransition.An im portantquestion isthuswhat

is m ore im portant for the energetics ofthe transitions:

the appearance ofthe Hubbard gap orthe form ation of

the K ondo resonance? The �rst feature is taken into

account in the DLM schem e whereas the second one is

not.Itwasalready m entioned thattheK ondo resonance

has sm allspectralweight,so it is not obvious that ig-

noring it is an essentialshortcom ing. M oreover,both

forCe and Pu there aresom eargum entsconnecting the

M ott transition to the peculiarities ofthe atom ic elec-

tronic structure (atom ic collapse [52]). These peculiar-

ities can obviously be taking into account in the local

spin-density approach and thusin the DLM description.

Note thatthiscollapse phenom enon,leading to a sharp

dependenceon theband width and latticeconstant,leads

to a �rst-order phase transition. Therefore the di�er-

ence between the description ofthe M ott transition in

theDLM ortheHubbard IIIapproxim ation (continuous

transition [29,33])and DM FT (�rst-ordertransition,see

Ref.[53]and Refs.therein)which isvery essentialforthe

Hubbard m odel,doesnotplay a seriousrole forrealac-

tinide system swhere the transition isessentially of�rst

orderfor\quasi-one-electron" reasons.

As for the description ofm agnetic properties at high

tem peraturesT,the static approxim ation givesa quali-

tatively correctpicture.Them agneticsusceptibility � is

proportionalto < �2 > =T,where � isthe exchange on-

site�eld.Thesusceptibility correspondstotheparam ag-

neticPaulispin susceptibility provided thattheexchange

splitting uctuationsare G aussian nearthe point� = 0,

and totheCurie-W eisssusceptibility provided thatspon-

taneousspin splittingexists[54].Thedescription of�nite

tem peraturem agnetism oftransition m etalsin theDLM -

CPA approach[26]isdi�erentfrom theDM FT treatm ent

[55]only by theconsideration ofspinsin a classicalway;

in the Heisenberg m odel,it corresponds to the appear-

ance ofthe m ultiplier S2 instead ofthe correct factor

S(S + 1)in the Curie constant.

The DLM picture leads to an expected Curie-W eiss

behavior ofthe m agnetic susceptibility for �-Pu. How-

ever,recentexperim entswith Aland G a stabilized �-Pu

showsonly avannishingly sm alltem peraturedependence

ofthem agneticsusceptibility,seeFig.2in Ref.[57].This

isalso consistentwith othersusceptibility m easurem ents

[58,59].Thepossiblereason,explainingtheabsentCurie-

W eissbehavior,could eitherbedueto crystal�eld split-

ting and the form ation ofa non-m agnetic m ultiplet[13]

orbecause ofthe occurrence ofa K ondo resonance that

m ay dim inish thetem peraturedependenceofthesuscep-

tibility provided thattheresonancewidth (\K ondo tem -

perature")islargerthan T.Atleastthe�rstexplanation

could possibly beincluded separately into the DLM pic-

ture,butthesecond onecan bedescribed only within the

fram ework ofDM FT.Atthe sam e tim e,itisim portant

to realize thatthe intention with the DLM picture isto

m odelsom e ofthe m ain characteristicsofthe energetics

ofthe actinides,and itdoesnotnecessarily describe the

m agneticpropertiescorrectly.

V I.SU M M A R Y

In sum m ary we have presented a �rst principles Dis-

ordered LocalM om ent(DLM ) m ethod within the local

density approxim ation with the disorder treated within

thecoherentpotentialapproxim ation.TheDLM picture

givesan reasonablygood description ofbond lengthsand

bulk m odulus for the actinide series. The equivalence

between the DLM pictureand the Hubbard IIIapproxi-

m ation and theirrelation to the DM FT description was

discussed and itwasargued forthatthe DLM pictureis

related to DM FT through a static approxim ation. The

DLM density ofstatescom pareswellwith photoem ission

on �-Pu,in contrastto thatobtained from the LDA or

them agnetically ordered AFM con�guration.In general,

itisfound thattheDLM picturegivesaconsiderableim -

provem entovertheLDA resultsand quantitatively good

agreem entwith experim ents.
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FIG .1.

Com parison between the experim ental[5]and calcu-

lated atom ic W igner-Seitz radius,R W S,forthe actinide

m etals.
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FIG .2.

Com parison between the experim entaland calculated

bulk m odulusforthe actinide m etals.The experim ental

data aregiven in a)Ref.[5]and b)[56].

FIG .3.

Com parison between the calculated DO S within the

DLM description,non-m agnetic LDA,an antiferrom ag-

netic (AFM ) structure,and the photo-em ission spectra

(PES)[50]for�-Pu.

FIG .4.

Calculated DO S for�-Pu within the DLM description

in com parison with the non-m agneticLDA DO S and an

antiferrom agnetic(AFM )LSDA DO S.
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