cond-mat/0211076v1 [cond-mat.str-el] 5 Nov 2002

arxXiv

SPECTRALDENSITY FUNCTIONALAPPROACH

TO ELECTRONIC CORRELATIONS AND

MAGN

ETISM IN CRYSTALS

A . I. Lichtenstein

NSRIM , University of N ijn egen
NL-6525 ED N ijnegen, The N etherlands
A Lichtenstei@ scikun nl

M .I.K atsnelson
Institute of M etal P hysics
620219 Ekaterinburg , Russia
M khailK atsnelson@ usu.u

G .Kotliar

Serin P hysics Laboratory, Rutgers U niversity
P iscataway, New Jersey 08855, U SA
kotliar? physics xutgers. edu

A bstract

A novel approach to electronic correlations and m agnetism of crystals
based on realistic electronic structure calculations is reviewed. In is
sin plest form it is a com bination of the \local density approxin ation"
(LDA) and the dynam icalm ean eld theory OM FT) approaches. U s-
Ing num erically exact QM C solution to thee ective DM FT multiorbital
quantum —-Im purity problem , a successfill description of electronic struc—
ture and nite tem perature m agnetian of transition m etals has been
achieved. W e discuss a sin pli ed perturbation LDA+DM FT scheme
which combines the T-m atrix and uctuation-exchange approxin ation
(TM FLEX).W e end wih a discussion of cluster generalization of the
non-localDM FT schem e and is applications to the m agnetism and su-
perconductivity of high-T . superconductors.
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1. Introduction

T he theory of electronic structure and m agnetism of solids histori-
cally was split into two distinct parts, nam ely, the m odel nvestigations
ofm any-body e ects and the calculations ofthe energy spectra and prop—
erties of speci c com pounds in the fram ew ork of density functional O F')
schem e [1, 2]. Recently, w ithin the dynam icalm ean- eld theory OMFT,
for a review see Ref. [B]) the correlation e ects have been incorporated
into realistic electronic structure calculations @-10]. T his m ethod has
been successfiilly applied to a num ber of classical problem s of solid state
physics such as the nie-tem perature m agnetism of iron-group m etals
o1y, transition in plutonium [12], electronic structure of doped
M ott insulators P]. In contrast with standard DF theory, In this new
approach known as \LDA+DMFT" 4] or \LDA++ " [B] the total en—
ergy of the system (or, m ore accurately, the them odynam ic potential

) is considered as a functional of the G reen function instead of the
denstity m atrix [/, 8, 13, 14]. To stress thisnew featurem ore explicitely
we willuse the temm \gpectral density finctional (SDF)". T he analyti-
calproperties of the G reen function garantee that the know legde of the
spectral density is equivalent to the know ledge of the tin edependent
G reen function whereas the density m atrix is jist static value of the
latter [15]. Here we will describe the basic ideas of the SDF m ethod,
both In the fram ework of a standard DM FT and from a m ore general
point of view , discuss possible cluster generalizations ofthe DM F T, and
consider the applications of SD F to correlation e ects and m agnetisn in
transition m etals.

2. D ynam icalM ean Field Theory: an e ective
action perspective

A m ost econom ical approach to unifying the various dynam icalm ean—
eld approxin ations in use, is provided by the e ective action construc—
tion [16]. The idea is to select a set of vardables which is relevant to the
physics of the problem and to write down a functional of the relevant
variables. The extremum of this functional yields the values of those
variables in equilbrium , and the value of this functional at stationarity
gives the free energy of the system in equilbbrium .

D ensity functional theory is the sin plest exam ple of this construction
[L7], here the totalenergy ofthe solid is expressed in termm s ofthe density
of the electrons. Another well tested exam pl is the spin density func—
tional theory in which the total energy is expressed in temm s of the soin
and charge densities. The construction of an explicit expression of the



SDF approach to elctronic correlations 3

exact e ective-action functional is usually not available exospt for the
case of very sin ple exam ples and the success of them ethod relies on the
availability of good approxim ations to this functional. The LDA and
the LSDA approaches have been extraordinarily successful for weakly
correlated systam s.

Thedynam icalm ean— eld approach tom odelH am itonians of strongly
correlated system s on a lattice can also be brought to such an e ective
action pergpective. M ore in portant this construction can be easily gen—
eralized to incorporate the socalled extended dynam icalm ean— eld ap-—
proach E-DM FT) [18], by constructing an e ective action for both the
local G reen function and the local density-density and local spin-spin
autocorrelation function. The e ective-action approach also allow s the
form ulation ofthe E-DM FT approach in the case where spatialand soin
or charge sym m etries are broken. [B, 19].

The e ectiveaction approach, allow s us a sin ple com bination of the
density functional theory and the DM FT . By Legendre transform ation
technigques one can construct a functional of the density and ofthe local
spectral function of the heavy orbitals whose extrem ization would yield
the exact density local spectral function of the heavy orbials, and the
total energy of the system . Again the exact form of this finctional are
not known In explicit form , but usefulapproxin ations to it are available,
and can be usad to study interesting problam s.

This realistic DM FT, LDA+DMFT approach or LDA ++ approach,
was rst in plam ented ignoring the coupling between the density and the
local spectral function. T hisam ounts to perform Ing rsta LDA calcula—
tion to derive a tightbinding m odel H am iltonian, and then perform ing
aDMFT calulation for the spectra ofthe DM FT Ham iltonian. This is
very close In spirit to the philosphy ofm odel H am iltonian calculations.
Recently a full m plam entation of the selfoonsistent determ ination of
the density and the local spectra was carried out by S. Savrasov [12],
and this is now closer in spirit to traditional rstprinciples electronic
structure calculations.

The e ective action approach, can be generalized to clisters, if short—
range correlationsneed to be taken Into acoount. In the context ofm odel
H am iltonians, a functional of the restriction of the G reen flinction to a
given clister is de ned. The extrem ization of this functional give rise
to cluster dynam icalm ean eld equations. T here isno di culty in con-
structing hybrid fintionals for the selfconsistent determ ination ofboth
the density and the cluster G reen functions, namely a CDMFT+ LDA
m ethod.

In the next section wem otivate the approxin ate DM FT form ofthose
finctionals from a perspective of a reduced ferm ionic description.
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3. Ferm ionic reduced description and dynam ical
m ean— eld theory

In the SDF approach two-electron subsytem s are introduced, one of
them isdescribed by the standard DF theory (usually this is the subsys—
tem of sp-electrons) and dynam ical Interelectron correlations are taken
Into account for the another one (usually this is the subsystem ofd-or £—
electrons) . Further sim pli cations can be connected w ith the local form
of interelectron interactions (only Hubbard-type on-site electron corre—
lations are considered), using som e approxin ations lke DM FT or is
clister generalizations R2, 23, 24], etc. From a generalpoint ofview all
these approaches can be considered as speci ¢ cases of a \coarse grain—
Ing" (reduced description) ideology R5]when allthe variables describing
the system can be separated into the \gross" and \slave" variables; the
only assum ption that a closed set ofthe equations ofm otion for the gross
variablesexist issu cientto nd an explicit form ofthese equations R6].
H ere w e dam onstrate the coarse graining procedure for ferm ionic degrees
of freedom for the system of interacting electrons in a crystal.

Let us start w ith the functional Integral over the G rassn an creation
and anniilation electron eldsc' ;c, where the \m easure" isexp ( S),

7 Z
d
S = dx d ¢ &; ) =t Ho c(X; ) + Spe € ;¢ Q)
0

Here isthechenm icalpotential, = 1=T isthe inverse tem perature, and
H o is the \oneparticke" part of the Ham iltonian. In the SDF approach

Ho= r2=2+VKs (2)

where Vg g is the K ohn-Sham selfconsistent potential [L].
In the spirit of a reduced description apprg;ach R5] we introduce
\gross" variablesd= f ¢ (m ore explicitly, d= f ycy where j are site
3
indices; eg., n a standard DMFT £y = g j0). The e ective action
for the gross variabls Sqr¢e  is de ned by Introducing a delta-functional
d f o W f t) R7] nto the functional integral.
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Z
1
exp ( Serr) = DD c exp( S)
DD "expi & £ & +i"d £ o 3)

Unfortunately, this functional integral cannot be estin ated exactly
and approxin ations are needed. Here we consider only the sim plest ap—
proxin ation to the derivation ofthee ective action, we replace S jnt i ;cl
S$S K ;d] but com pensate for the om ission of the interaction tem s
away from those In the gross variables, nam ely in them edium by adding
amediim selfenergy in the standard DM FT

Z Z
S! §=5+ d d% ( ;9 %4ic %i 4)
i0g g
In other words, the DM FT approach treats exactly the interaction
tem s only in those part of the interaction Lagrangian which can be
w ritten in term s ofgross variables, w hile the rest of the interaction term s
are handld in a gaussian approxim ation by replacing the interaction
term sby a m edium selfenergy.
Now the e ective m easure for the gross variables is given by
7
_ 1 + +
exp(Seff)—E DdDc exp Scg+d d
Z
DD "expi & £ & +i"d £ o ®)

R
whereZ = DD exp Sce iSce = Smeat S5: B ;dl:
Passing to the M atsubara frequencies [L5] one has

X
Smed = T ¢ @n))0Aln+t Ho @ n)lc@ng) 6
'nj

In the standard DM FT schem e the correlationsbetw een d (f)-electrons
on a central site j= 0 are treated exactly whilke the correlations in the
medium are treated In the G aussian approxin ation. It is som etin es
stated in the literature that this assum ption violates the translational
Invariance of the systam . The e ectiveaction approach, is m eant to
construct a functional of the selected variables, so by construction it is
not possbl to discuss w ithin this fram ework the issue of translation
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nvariance. The \selfconsistency condition" does the best possible pb
w ithin a G aussian approxin ation to restore the equivalence ofthe central
site and them edum .

W e show below that this reasoning in a cluster setting leads to the
\cellular DM FT" approach R4]. In principl, the correlations between
the gross and shve variabls (eg., the long-range part of the Coulomb
Interaction) also can be taken Into account In a close analogy w ith the
classical spin m odels R5]; the corresponding m odi cation ofthe DM FT
approach w ill be considered elsew here. In accordance w ith the general
schem e of the non-equilbriin statistical operator m ethod R6], we add
an \auxiliary eld" conjugated to the G reen function of the gross vari-
ables, nam ely, theterm d* d. These eldsw ill restore the translational
Invariance for the ferm ionic G reen function (see below, Eq.(11)).

C alculating the G aussian integralover c;c¢” one has

exp ( Serr) = exp  Sgt d'id +d° d
Z

DD "expid+i*d "f Ge £ @)
where them edium G reen flinction reads

Gmea= fln+  Ho  (la)]': @®)
At last, calculating the G aussian integralover ; ¥ we obtain
X
Serr d';d =85% d';d T dT (@Wa)G,t @a)d @G, )

'n

where

Ll = (f Gea £) '+ (10)

T he selfconsistency condition that detem nes requires the equality
of the Iocal G reen function com puted from the reduced description and
from them ediim agree, ie.,

Go

Td()d () = Td()d (9 1)

Seff

Further, T c( )& ( o)iS = Gpeq lecauseofthe replacem ent Syt 5 ;¢ !
st B ;d) and

TAd( ) () g=f Ge £ (12)

On the other hand, HT d( )d ( O)iS = G satis es the D yson equation

eff

Gl=6," cc=@¢ Gea O "+ ce (13)
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andwehave = (g where (¢ isa \coarsegrained" selfenergy. T he
most naturalchoise is ¢c¢g = £ f:

To obtain them ain equation ofthe DM FT [B]we have to choise f as
a profction operator on the central site. In this case Eq.(13) w ill take

the desired form
" # l
Lty = * = + @) (14)
o i, + tk) (@ q) o

w here the quasin om entum k runstheB rillouine zone, t (k) isthe Fourier
transform of the Ham ittonian H ¢ profcted into the subspace of d(f)-
electrons.

To consider posibl cluster generalizations one can choose ket £ =
PU'P where P is the projction operator on the cluster and U is an
unitary transform ation of the variables in this cluster. Thus our result

reads:
2 31

U +U U’ @5

Lo, it t (ke)

where k. runs the \new " supercell B rillouin zone, I and L. are the sizes
of the crystal and cluster, correspondingly. In temm sof ¢ =U U *;
2 3,
L. 9% 1
Gyl @n)=4 = 5 1+ g (16)

L ‘. i, + Utke) U™ cG

As i was shown In Ref. R4] this equation for general basis set can be
very usefiilin the optin isation of nteraction problem w ithin the clister
or celilar DM FT schem e. Another version of the custer DM FT [R23]
w illbe described below .

4. Spectral density versus density functionals

In a standard D F' theory the thermm odynam ic potential for non-correlated
conduction-\c" electrons € is represented as a functional of the electron
density (r) which is, generally speaking, a m atrix in spin indices. For—
m ally it can be represented as a them odynam ic potential of the K ohn—
Sham quasiparticles [1], &, m inus the contribution of the so called
\double counted" tem s, gc:

= % &

S = Trbgl!+ r’=2 Vgs] a7
. g ’ 12 o @

dc = Vk s (r) (@)dr Vext (£) (@)dr - ——————drdr Eyc[ ]

2 r %
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whereTr= Tr iy ;Tr isthesum overM atsubara frequenciesTr, :i:=
T &' w31 = T @En+1);n=0; 1;:3T isthe tem perature, and

il. are site numbers (i), orbital quantum numbers (L = L;m ) and soin
profctions , regoectively, Vext (r) is the extemalpotential, E 4. [ ]isthe
exchange-correlation energy, and the K ochn-Sham e ective potential is
de ned as

Z
@) o, Bxell

Vk s (£) = Vexe (£) + R o -

18)

In contrast w ith the standard densiy functional theory, the SDF ap-—
proach deals w ith the real dynam ical quasiparticles for correlated \d-
electrons" de ned via localG reen fiinctions ratherthan w ith K ohn-Sham

\quasiparticles" w hich are, strictly speaking, only auxiliary states to cal-
culate the total energy. T herefore, instead of working w ith the therm o—
dynam ic potential as a density functional we have to start from its

general expression in term s of an exact G reen function R8]

d d d

B * n dﬁ 1io
p Tr In G,
% = TrG 19)

where G;Gy and are an exact Green function, its bare valuie and
selfenergy, isthe Luttinger generating functional (sum ofthe all con—
nected skeleton diagram s w ithout free legs), regpectively. A ocom plete
SDF them odynam icpotentialisequalto = ¢+ 9:W ehave to keep
In m Ind also the D yson equation

G '=3G,"t (20)

and the variational identity

= —: 21
G (21)

W hen neglecting the quasiparticle dam ping, ¢ willbe nothing but the
therm odynam ic potential of "free" ferm ionsbut w ith exact quasiparticle
energies. Fomm al analogies between Egs.(17) and (19), (18) and (21)
are ocbvious: the selfenergy plays the role of the K ohn-Sham potential
(w ithout the extemalpotential) and the G reen function plays the role of
the density m atrix. A s an exam ple of this correspondence one can prove
[7] in the fram ework of the SDF an useful dentity known as the \local
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force theorem " basically In the sam e way as it hasbeen donew ithin D F
theory 29, 30].

For both parts of the them odynam ic potential, ©and ¢;the local
force theoram isbased on extrem um properties w ith respect to the vari-
ation ofthe density m atrix and G reen function, respectively. Furtherwe
w ill consider the contrbution < (om itting the index d for breviy). In
principle, ferm onic reduced description schem e allow s us to com bined

conduction \c" and correlated \d" part of the total SDF: = ¢+ ¢
[141].
5. E ective exchange interactions

Let us discuss the problem of calculation of e ective exchange in—
teractions (Ji3) In correlated system s. In principle the Ji; param eters
are not wellde ned for arbitrary m agnetic system s, and the traditional
way to study spin excitations related to the calculation of non-local
frequency-dependent spin-susceptibility [B, 32]. In this case the auxiliary
space-tin e dependent m agnetic eld is added to the the Ham iltonian:

h (r; ) and the second derivative of the free-energy w ith respect to the
m agnetic eld gives the Interacting spin-susosptiboility : = 0 ! ,
where ( is an em pty-Joop susceptibility and is the vertex correction
B, 32]. Here we consider a sin ple approxin ation of \rigid spin rotation"
of spectral density for a sm all angle:

e= i e 22)

where e; is a general direction of constrained e ective spin-dependent
potential on site 1 and ’; is a rotation vector. In this case it is use-
fiul to w rite explicitly the spinor structure of the selfenergy and G reen
fiinctions:

L= S+ 3 23)
_ c s
Giy = Gt Gy
h s) _ 1 " # S—  Sa.. = .. i
where | =3 i i 17 1€i; = (xi yi z) arePaulima-

trices, G% = %Tr G i) and G ij = %Tr Giy ). W e suppose that the
bare G reen function G ° does not depend on spin direction and all the
soin-dependent term s Including the H artreeFock termm s are incorporated
In the selfenergy. In the rigid soin approxin ation we assum e that the
unit vector e; does not depend on the energy and orbial indices and
represents the direction of the average local m agnetic m om ent on the
site i. N ote, that the themm odynam ic potential should be considered
as a constrained SDF which depends on e; as on extermal param eters
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(cft. Ref. B3]). Then the variation of the them odynam ic potentialw ith
respect to sn all spin-rotation can be w ritten as

= st 1 sp dc @4)

w here is the variation w ithout taking into acoount the change of the
"selfconsistent potential" (ie. selfenergy) and 1 is the variation due
to this change of . Taking into acocount Eq. (21) it can be easily shown
(cf. Ref. R8]) that

1 sp = de= T1G (25)

and hence h i
= o= Trh G ot 26)

which is an analog of the \local force theorem " In the density functional
theory [B0].

In the case of rigid soin rotation the corresponding variation of the
them odynam ic potential can be w ritten as

=V’ @7)
w here the torque V ; is equalto
Vi= 2TrgL[ i sti] (28)

Based on the expansion of this expression 28) in a sum of pairw ise
contributions one can obtain [7]usefilform ula forthe e ective m agnetic
interactions:

Jis= Trig iGij ?Gﬁi 29)

and, corresoondingly, for the sti ness tensor of a ferrom agnet:
|

2 X " # °
D = —Tr €6 () L8G" &) (30)
M N Qk @k

whereM isthem agneticm om ent per unit cell. T hese resuls generalize
the LSDA expressions of Ref. [B0] to the case of correlated system s.
N ote that passing from Eqg.(28) to Eg.(29) is not accurate, since the
exchange param eters are connected w ith the second variations ofthe -
potentialand use ofthe local foroe theorem can notbe justi ed. Eg. (29)
corregoonds to the \em pty loop" approxin ation neglecting the vertex
corrections. At the sam e tim e, or the sti ness the Jatter are absent and
Eg.(30) appears to be exact provided that the selfenergy and threeleg
vertex are local @sin theDMFT) [3].

T he fact that vertex corrections to the soin sti ness are absent w ithin
DM FT, isalso suggested by the analogy between electric and soin trans—
portdeveloped in Ref. R0]. T he spin-w ave sti ness can be ocbtained from
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the zero-frequency lm it of the soin conductivity. W ithin DM FT , the
charge current—current correlation function does not require vertex cor-
rections R1] and can therefore be obained directly from the convolution
of the one electron spectra. These argum ents are Independent of the
soin structure, and can therefore be used for the spin-wave sti ness.

In order to elicidate the approxin ation behind the expression for
the exchange param eters Eq. (29)), we consider the energy of a spi-
ralm agnetic con guration w ith the rigid rotation of the spinorelectron
operators by the polarangles and ’ :

Cm ! U (47 1)Cm

where

s =2 sh =2exp ( 1)

utit)= sin =2exp (i) cos =2 Gl

assum ngthat ;= constand’ ;= gR ; whereR ; isthe site-lattice vector.
Since we take into acoount only on-site correlation e ects the interaction
term in the H am iltonian is ilnvariant under that transfom ation, and the
change of the H am iltonian is

h i
P + +
H= Tn 3 U;U; 1 ¢ = 1H+ 2H
i3 P h i
B = s Tr, (k+q) tk)c o 32)
h i
oH = gsin Try tiscyopm  exp (igR ;)  exp igR |

1J

Consider further the case of snall , we can calculate change of the

total energy to lowest order in  corresponds to the rst order in 1H
and the second order in ,H :

2 X 2 d'k
E = zf tkt+a) tEk)hnx iTn 2 )4Ec(k+q) t k)]

k

kia)Gy k+ g Ekt+tqg) tk)G» K)g;
D E

whereny = Tn, c;ck , d is a Purvector w th com ponent (g,0), and
is the threeleg vertex. O urm ain approxin ation is to neglect of the

vertex corrections ( = 1). In this case the previous equation takes the
follow ing form :

2 Z 4y
E = — T fi sEk+a) tk)] (33)
4 @)
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h i
Gy k+q) G, k+ @ G. k)+tk+qg) tk) G kg

U sing the follow ing consequence of the D yson equation:

tk+a) tk)=G. &) G, k+a+ ~E) 4E) (4

one can rewrite Eq. (33) mthe om: E = - 0) J (@]with the
exchange integrals corresponding to Eg. (29). W e conclude that the
expression for Ji5 is accurate if the vertex corrections can be neglected.
N ote that In the Iim it of sm allg this can be justi ed rigorously, provided
that the selfenergy and threeleg scalar vertex are local. T herefore,
the expression for the sti ness constant of the ferrom agnet Eq. (30))
appears to be exact in the framework of DM FT [13].

It should be stressed that the exchange integrals discussed here are
Just static characteristics connected w ith energy of inhom ogeneous soin
con gurations. They determ ine the frequencies of spin excitation in
IEinerant-electron system s only under adiabatic (rgid-soin) approxin a—
tion. For m ore general consideration one should calculate g— and ! -
dependent soin susceptibility.

6. E lectron correlations and nite-tem perature
m agnetism in transition m etals

Now we describe the applications of the SDF approach to a classi-
cal problem of nitetem perature m agnetian of the iron-group transi-
tion m etals. D egpite a ot of attem pts starting from sem Inal works by
H eisenberg and Frenkel (for review ofearly theories see eg. [B1, 34, 35))
we have yet no com plte quantitative theory describing their m agnetic
and spectral properties. T he reason is that to describe the properties of
Fe, Co, and N ione has to solve the problem oftaking into account m od—
erately strong electronic correlations where approaches developed both
forweakly correlated system s such as nom algroup m etals and to higly
correlated system s such as M ott insulators are not, generally speaking,
reliable.T here werem any atteam pts to introduce by som e w ay correlation
e ects In band structure calculations ofthese m etals [36, 37, 38, 39, 40],
not referring to num erous purely m odel works. But the question of
applicability of speci ¢ approxim ations such as lowest order perturba-—
tion theory [B7, 40], m om ent m ethod [B9] or threebody Faddeev equa—
tions [38] is not clear and one needs a reliable approach which would be
checked carefully form odel system s and dem onstrate its app licability for
m oderately correlated system s. It has been dem onstrated in Ref. [11]
that the ab initio dynam icalm ean— eld theory does give a very success—
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fiul description of both correlation e ects in the electron energy spectra
and the nite-tem perature m agnetic properties ofFe and, especially, N i.
Here we present the corresponding resuls.

W e start with the LDA Ham iltonian in the tightbinding orthogonal
LM TO representation H "2 % (k) B1], wherem describesthe orbitalbasis
set containing 3d— 4s—and 4p-states, and k runs over the B rillouin zone
B Z).The Interactions are param eterized by a m atrix of screened local
Coulom b interactions, Uy, 0, and a m atrix of exchange constants, Jy m o,
which are expressed In tem s of two screened H ubbard param eters, U
and J, describing the average Coulomb repulsion and the interatom ic
ferrom agnetic exchange, respectively. W e use the values U = 23 30)
eV forFe (i) and the sam e value of the Interatom ic exchange, J = 0:9
eV forboth Feand N j, a result ofconstrained LD A calculations B2, 4, 51.
T hese param eters, w hich are consistent w ith those ofm any studies result
In a very good description of the physical properties of F'e and N i.

A swasdiscussed above, theDM FT m apsthem any-body system onto
amultiorbialquantum im puriy, ie. a sest of localdegrees of freedom In
abath describbed by theW eiss eld function G. T he in purity action tere

nn, =G G andc( )= [ ( )]isa vector of G rassm an variabls)
is given by:
z z
Seff = d  dTrk" ()G (9 91+
0 0
1 X g m_m?° m_m?
Em;mo 0 d Upmon n +* Unmo Jnmo)n N ] (35)

Tt describes the spin, orbital, energy and tem perature dependent inter—
actions of a particularm agnetic 3d-atom w ith the rest ofthe crystaland
is used to com pute the local G reens function m atrix:

Z

1
G ( % = - D cict e Sefrc( )d (9 (36)

@ is the partition fiinction) and the in purity selfenergy G ' (!,)
G "(ta)= ().

The W eiss eld function is required to cbey the selfconsistency con-—
dition (14), which can be speci ed for a given case as

G (la)= [Aa+ )1 HPPPE) et (37)
The bcalm atrix 9 is the sum of two tem s, the in purity self energy

and a so—called \double counting " correction, E 3. which is m eant to
subtract the average electron-electron interactions already inclided in
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the LDA Ham iltonian. For m etallic system s we proposed the general
form ofdc-correction: % (1)= (1) 2Tr  (0).Thisism otivated
by the fact that the static part of the correlation e ects are already
well descrbed In the densiy functional theory. O nly the d-part of the
selfenergy is presented in our calculations, therefore 9 = 0 for s—
and p- states as well as for non-diagonal d s, p contrbutions. In
order to describe the nite tem perature ferrom agnetiam of transition
m etals we use the non spin-polarized LDA Ham iltonian H *P 2 (k) and
accum ulate all tem perature-dependent spin-splittings in the selfenergy
matrix % (1,).

W e used the mpurity QM C schem e (see Appendix) for the solution
of themuliband DM FT equations [45]. The H irsch discrete H ubbard-
Stratonovich transfom ations 43, 44] introduces (2M 1)M auxiliary
Ising eldssS moo whereM is the orbial degeneracy of the d-states and
calculate G () by an exact Integration of the ferm ion degrees of free—
dom in the finctionalintegral Eq.(36)) B]l. In orderto sam ple e ciently
all the spin con gurations in the muliband QM C schem e, it is In por-
tant to use \glbal" spin- Ps: B, 0! [ S . o ]in addition to the
localm oves of the auxiliary elds. The number of QM C swegps was of
the order of 10°. A paralkl version of the DM FT program was used to
sam ple the 45 Ising elds for 3d-orbitals. W e used 256 k-points in the
irreducihble part of the BZ for the k integration. 10 to 20 DM FT iter-
ations were su cient to achieve convergence far from the Curie point.
D ue to the cubic sym m etry of the bocFe and fooN i Jattices the local
G reen function is diagonal in the basis of real spherical ham onics. The
spectral fuinctions for real frequencies w ere cbtained from theQM C data
by applying the m axin um entropy m ethod [6].

O urresuls forthe local spectral function for iron and nickelare shown
In Figsl and 2, regpectively. The SDF approach describes well all the
qualitative features of the density of states O 0 S), which is especially
non-trivial for nickel. Our QM C resuls reproduce well the three m ain
correlation e ects on the one particlke spectra below T [47, 48, 49]: the
presence of a fam ous 6 €V satellite, the 30% narrow ing of the occupied
part of d-band and the 50% decrease of exchange splittings com pared
to the LDA resuls. Note that the satellite in N ihas substantially m ore
soin-up contributions in agreem ent w ith photoem ission spectra 49]. T he
exchange splitting of the d-band depends very weakly on tem perature
from T=06 Tc to T=09 T . Correlation e ects in Fe are kss pro—
nounced than In N i, due to is large soin-splitting and the characteristic
bcostructuraldip in the density of states for spin-dow n statesnearFem i
level, which reduces the density of states for particlke hol excitations.
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Now we discuss the applications of the SDF approach to the descrip—
tion of the nitetem perature m agnetic properties of iron and nickel.
W hilke density functional theory can in principle provide a rigorous de—
scription of the them odynam ic properties, at present there is no accu—
rate practical in pJlem ention available. A sa result the nitetem perature
properties of m agnetic m aterials are estin ated ollow Ing a sin ple sug—
gestion [B0], whereby constrained DFT at T = 0 is used to extract
exchange constants for a clhssical H eisenberg m odel, which In tum is
solved using approxin ation m ethods (e€g. RPA,mean eld ) from clas—
sical statistical m echanics of spin system s [30, 50, 51, 52]. The m ost
recent in plam entation of this approach gives good values for the tran—
sition tem perature of iron but not of nickel B3]. W hilke these localized
soin m odels give, by construction, at high tem peratures a C urieW eiss
like m agnetic susceptibility, as observed experim entally In Fe and N j,
they encounter di culties in predicting the correct values of the Curie
constantspb4].

The uniform spin susceptibility in the param agnetic state, oo =
dM =dH , was extracted from the QM C sim ulationsby m easuring the in—
duced m agnetic m om ent In a sn all extemalm agnetic eld. It includes
the polarization ofthe in purity W eiss eld by the extemal eld B]. The
dynam icalm ean eld resultsaccount forthe CurieW eiss Jaw which isob—
served experin entally in Fe and N i. A s the tem perature increases above
Tc , the atom ic character of the system is partially restored resulting in
an atom ic like susosptibility w ith an e ective m om ent:

2
eff

ST ©e)
T he tem perature dependence of the ordered m agneticm om ent below the
Curie tem perature and the inverse of the uniform susceptibility above
the Curie point are potted In Fig. 3 together w ith the corresponding
experin entaldata for iron and nickel55]. TheLDA+DM FT calculations
describes them agnetization curve and the slope ofthe high-tem perature
CurieW eiss susoeptbility ram arkably well. The calculated values of
high-tem perature m agnetic m om ents extracted from the uniform spin
susceptbility are oer = 309 (150) g PrFe NI, h good agreem ent
w ih the experin entaldata <rf = 313 (162) g forFe i) [B5].

W e have estim ated the values of the C urdie tem peratures of Fe and N i
from the disappearance of spin polarization in the selfconsistent soli—
tion of DM FT problem and from the CurieW eiss law in Eg.(38). Our
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Figure 1. LDA+DMFT results for ferrom agnetic iron (T = 08 Tc ). The partial
densities of d-states (fill lines) is com pared w ith the corresponding LSDA resuls at
zero tem perature (dashed lines) for the spin-up (arrow-up) and spin-down (arrow—
down) states. T he insert show s the spin-spin autocorrelation function forT=12 Tc .
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Figure 2. Sam e quantities as In Fig.d for ferrom agnetic nickel (T = 0:9 Tc ). The
insert show s the spin—spin autocorrelation function for T=1.8 Tc¢ .
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Figure 3. Tem perature dependence of ordered m om ent and the inverse ferrom ag—

netic susceptibility for Fe (open square) and N i (open circle) com pared w ith experi-
m entalresults forFe (square) and N i (circle) (from Ref.[33]). T he calculated m om ents
were nom alized to the LDA ground state m agnetization 22 g forFeand 06 5
forNi).

estin ates Tc = 1900 (700)K are in reasonable agreem ent w ith experi-
m entalvaluesof1043 (631)K forFe (N i) respectively B5], considering the
single-site nature ofthe DM FT approach, which is not able to capture
the reduction of Tc due to long wavelength spin-waves. These e ects
are govemed by the spin-wave sti ness. Since the ratio of the spin-wave
stiness O ) to Tc, Tc /a’D isnearly a factor of 3 larger for Fe than or
N iB5] (@ is the lattice spacing), we expect the DM FT T. to be much
higher than the cbserved C urie tam perature In Fe than in N i. Note that
this is a consequence of the long-range oscilating character of exchange
Interactions In iron com pared to short-range ferrom agnetic exchange in—
teractions in nickel B3]. Quantitative calculations dem onstrating the
sizeable reduction of Tc due to soin waves In Fe In the fram ework of a
H eisenberg m odel w ere perform ed in Ref B3].

W ithin dynam icalm ean eld theory one can also com pute the local
spIn susceptibility de ned by

e d 1S ()sOi (39)

Z
_ %
3

0
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wheregs=2jsthegyromagneticratioands=%Pm”ocﬁg G, ois
single-site spin operator and = (xi y; z) arePaulim atrices. Tt dif-
fers from the g= 0 susoeptibility by the absence of spin polarization in
theW eiss eld ofthe in purity m odel. EJ.(39) cannot be probed directly
In experin ents but i is easily computed n DM FT-QM C . Iks behavior
as function of tem perature gives a very ntuiive picture of the degree
of correlations in the system . In a weakly correlated system we expect
Eq.(39) to be nearly tem perature independent, w hile In a strongly corre—
lated system we expect a lrading CurieW eissbehavior at high tem pera—
wres 1pca1= foc= (3T + const) where 1 isan e ective localm agnetic
m om ent. In the H eisenbergm odelw ith spin S, foc =S S+ l)gg and for
wellde ned localm agnetic m om ents (eg., for rare earth m agnets) this
quantity should be tem perature independent. For the iinerant electron
m agnets, 1 IS tem peraturedependent, due to a variety of com pet-
Ing m any-body e ects such as K ondo screening, the induction of local
m agnetic m om ent by tem perature [B5] and them al uctuations which
disorders the m om ents H6]. A llthese e ects are included In the DM FT
calculations. The -dependence of the correlation function hS ( ) S (0)1
results In the tem perature dependence of 1. and is digplayed in the
Inserts on the Figs.l,2. Tron can be considered as a m agnet w ith very
wellde ned localm om ents above T (the -dependence of the correla—
tion function is relatively weak), whereas nickel is m ore of an itinerant
electron m agnet (stronger -dependence of the local spin-soin autocor—
relation function).

T he com parison of the values of the local and the g= 0 susceptibil
iy gives a crude m easure of the degree of short—range order which is
present above Tq . A s expected, the m om ents extracted from the local
susceptbiliy Eq.(39) are a bit smaller (28  foriron and 13 3
for nickel) than those extracted from the uniform m angetic susceptibil-
iy. This re ects the an all degree of the shortrange correlations which
rem ain wellabove Tc [B8]. The high-tem perature LDA+DM FT clearly
show the presence of a localm om ent above Tc . Thism om ent, is cor—
related w ith the presence of high energy features (of the order of the
Coulomb energies) In the photom eission. This is also true below T¢,
where the spin dependence of the spectra is m ore pronounced for the
satellite rigion in nickel than for that of the quasiparticle bands near
the Fem i level Fig. 2). This can explain the apparent discrepancies
between di erent experin ental determ inations of the high-tem perature
m agnetic splittings [B7, 59, 60] as being the results of probing di er-
ent energy regions. T he resonant photoem ission experin ents (9] re ect
the presence of localm om ent polarization in the high-energy spectrum
above the Curie tem perature in nickel, whik the low-energy ARPES
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Investigations [60] results In non-m agnetic bands near the Fem i level.
This isexactly the DM FT view on the electronic structure of transition
m etals above T¢ . Fluctuating m om ents and atom iclike con gurations
are large at short tin es, which results In correlation e ects in the high—
energy soectra such as spin-m ultiplet splittings. Them om ent is reduced
at longer tin e scales, corresponding to a m ore band-lke, less correlated
electronic structure near the Fermm i level.

7. A pproxin ate solution for the selfenergy:
TM FLEX m ethod

The QM C m ethod described above is probably the m ost accurate
way of solving the e ective In purity problem in the DM FT . H owever,
it is rather cum bersom e and expensive com putationally; besides that, it
deals w ith the \truncated" tw o—=indices Interaction m atrix (see Eq.(35))
nstead of the com plete four-indices one. T herefore a schem e has been
proposed In Ref. [6]based on a m uliband spoin-polarized generalization
of the \ uctuating exchange" FLEX) approxin ation by Bickers and
Scalapino [61]. The original form ulation of the FLEX approxin ation
treats both particle-hole PH) and particleparticle PP ) channelson an
equal footing. But their roles in m agnetism are com pltely di erent.
T he interaction of electrons with soin uctuations in PH channel keads
to the m ost relkevant correlation e ects [B5] whereas PP processes are
In portant for the renom alizations of the e ective interactions in goirit
ofthe T m atrix approach (\ladder aprroxin ation") by G alitskii [62] and
K anam ori [63]. Therefore we used in Ref. [6] a \two—=step" procedure
when, at rst, the bare m atrix vertex is replaced by a T -m atrix, and,
secondly, PH channel processes w ith this e ective Interaction are taken
Into acoount explicitly. T his approxin ation has high enough accuracy
both for the Hubbard m odel and for real system s w ith m oderate cor-
relations U < W =2 where U is the Hubbard on-sire repulsion snergy
and W is the bandw idth (see [6] and Refs therein). However, soeci ¢
form ofthe approxim ation used in [6] can be In proved furtherby taking
Into acoount the spin-dependence of the T -m atrix. H ere we present the
form ulation ofthis T m atrix FLEX approxin ation.

Let us start, as in Refs. B, 6], with the generalm any-body H am ilto—
nian fora crystalin the LDA+ U scham e [64]:
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1 X o
Hy = > 1237]286’1 C+zngocg; (40)
fig O
where = im arethe site number (i) and orbital m ) quantum num bers,

=";# is the spin projction, ¢ ;c are the Ferm ion creation and annihi-
Jation operators, H + is the e ective singleparticle H am iltonian from the
LDA, corrected for the double-counting of average interactions am ong
correlated electrons as it was described above, and the Coulom b m atrix
elem ents are de ned in the standard way
7
h2§334i= drdr® ;@ , v r 1 3@ 4 41)
where we de ne for brdefmess ; 1 etc. Follow ing Ref. [62] we take
Into account the ladder (T -m atrix) renom alization of the e ective ap-—
proxin ation:

D o E 1X X
13 T 1) 24 = hl3yj24i — hl3 §3571
. ]:') 5678 . F
Gge @W)Gqg (@ i) 68 T i) 24 42)

Further we rew rite the perturbation theory In tem s of this e ective
Interaction m atrix.

At rst, wetake Into acoount the \H artree" and \Fodk" diagram sw ith
the replacam ent of the bare Interaction by the T -m atrix

1Xx x D 0 E

oH) 13T "(d) 24 Gy 4i!)

12; (l' )
34 0
X X

TF) . 1 s . ,
12; @) = — hl4 ir (i)3J32iG 54 @ il) 43)
34

Note that TH)+ TF) contains exactly all the second-order contri-
butions. Now we have to consider the contrbution of particlke-hole ex—
citations to sigm a. Sin ilar to [b] we will replace In the corresponding
diagram s the bare interaction by the static lin i of the T -m atrix. H ow —
ever, we In prove the approxin ation [6] by taking into account is spin
dependence. W hen considering the partick-hole channelwe replace In
theHam itonian (40)v ! T  which isthe solution ofEq.@42) at = O:
Eg. (43) isexact In the 1m it of Jow electron (or holk) densiy which is
In portant for the criterion ofm agnetisn eg. in the case of nickel W ith
alm ost com pktely lled d—band).

Now we revbr:'[te the e ective H@njltonjan (40) w ith the replacem ent
h24934iby 12T '( = 0) 34 in Hy. To consider the correlation
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e ectsdue to PH channelwe have to separate density (d) and m agnetic
(m ) channelsas in [61]

_ 1 + +
d12 - p_é CluCZ" + C‘_L#CZ#

0 1

M2 = P35 InCan  ClyCo
+ _ +
m 12 - C:l" CZ#
My, = Cunj (44)

T hen the interaction H am iltonian can be rew ritten In the follow ingm a—
trix form

? ? +

H —1T + k + 2 ?
U_ErD A D+m v m +m ' m 45)

where * m eans the m atrix m ultiplication wih respect to the pairs of
orbial indices, eg.

? + ? +
VAN m = VAN m .05
m 110 M gq0pp0° 2277
34
the supervector D de ned as
d+
D = d;m 0 ;D = ;

N
mg

and the e ective interactions have the follow ng fom :
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To calculate the PH contrbution to the electron selfenergy we rst
have to w rite the expressions for the generalized susceptibilities, both
transverse ° and Ingiudial *:The corresponding expressions are
the sam e as In [6] but w ith another de nition of the interaction vertices.
One has

h ) iy
@y= 1+v/S Fan Fany; @7)

+

w here

0

1230 ()= Gy ( )G4i( ) 48)

isan \em pty loop" susceptibility and (1! ) is tsFourier transform . The
corresponding longitudinal susceptibility m atrix has a m ore com plicated
form :
h k Ty
Fan = 1+v®  5d 5 @); (49)

and the m atrix of bare Iongitudinal suscgptibility :

|
1 nn + ## nn ## °
- 5 nn ## [LR1] + ## ; (50)

in the dd- dm ° m %d and m °m - channels @;m ® = 1;2 i the super-
m atrix Indices). An in portant feature of these equations is the coupling
of ongitudinalm agnetic uctuations and of density uctuations. It is
absent in oneband Hubbard m odeldue to the absense ofthe interaction
ofelectronsw ith parallel soins. For thiscase Egs. (47,49) coinsidesw ith
the wellkknown resul [65].

Now we can wrte the particke-hole contrbution to the selfenergy.
A coording to [6] one has

X

h 0 0

EYV )= Wi ()G () (51)
34; ©

wih P-H uctuation potentialm atrix:

" - #
0 w'lhda) w’?o@d)

woodh= 2y WA

W ; 52)

w here the spin-dependent e ective potentials are de ned as
1 h i

_ 5Vk k 15 vk
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1 h ki
whH="vk & ey VE
. h i
" K + + ?
W - Vm 0 %
. h i
" ? + + ?
W = Vm 0 \él
where ek;eg dier from %; ]S by the replacem ent of ", #

Eg.(50). W e have subtracted the seconforder contributions since they
have already been taken into account in Eq.(43).
O ur com plete expression for the slf energy is

TH) 4 TF) 4 (PH) (53)

This expression takes into acoount accurately spin-polaron e ects be-
cause of the interaction with m agnetic uctuations [6], the energy de—
pendence of T-m atrix which is in portant for descrbing the satellite
e ects In N i [36], contains the exact second-order term s in v and is rig—
orous (pecause ofthe rsttemm ) foralm ost lled or alm ost em pty bands.
In spirit ofthe DM FT approach we have to use Gy instead of G In all
the expressions when calculating the selfenergy on a separated central
site. It should be noted that thisTM FLEX schem e isnot conserved (or
\ —derivabl") therefore one need to inforce the Luttinger theoram by

Introducing the ( for the bath G reen function as In terative preturba—
tion theory [66]

W e have started from the spin-polarized LSDA band structure of fer—
rom agnetic nickel within the TB-LM TO method @1] n the m inim al
s;p;d basis set and used num erical orthogonalization to nd theH  part
of our starting Ham iltonian. W e take into acoounts the Coulomb Inter-
actions only between d-states. Sem iam pirical analysis of the appropriate
Interaction valuiegivesU * 2 4 &V .Thedi culties with choosing the
correct value of U are connected w ith com plicated screening problem s,
de nitions of orthogonalorbitals in the crystal, and contributions of the
Intersite Interactions. In the quasiatom ic (soherical) approxin ation the
fullU -m atrix for thed shell is determ Ined by the three param eters U ;J
and J or equivalently by e ective Slater integrals F°, F2 and F ¢ [64].
Forexampl,U = F?, 0= F?+ F %)=14 and we use the sin plest way of
estin ating J or F? kesping the ratio F ?=F ¢ equalto is atom ic value
0.625 [64]. Note that the value of intra-atom ic Hund) exchange inter-
action J is not sensitive to the screening and approxin ately equals 0.9
eV in di erent estim ations [64].
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Figure4. Spih-up (fulllines) and spin-down (dased lines) density of d-states for fer-
rom agnetic nickelin the LSDA and the LDA+ SPTF (LSDA+ SPTF) calculations for
di erent average Coulom b interaction U with J = 1 €V and tem perature T=200 K .
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The resulting DO S for Ni Fig. 4) shows that spinpolarized TM —
FLEX calculations approxin atelly reproduce the satellite structure and
reduction ofthe band w idth in satisfactory agreem ent w ith exact QM C —
resul F ig. 2)

8. Cluster DM FT appoach: antiferrom agnetism
and superconductivity

A s it was stressed above the SDF approach does not necessarily con—
nect w ith the standard DM FT scheam e; one can use m ore general choise
of ferm ion coarse-grained variables, eg., considering the case ofan e ec-
tive cluster Instead ofan e ective im puriy. It isegpecially In portant for
the problam s where intersite correlations are nvolved from the begih-
ning such as d-wave superconducting pairing R2, 23] or charge ordering
[67]. Here we consider, follow ng Ref. R3], one of the cluster general-
izations ofthe DM F T, and its application to the problem ofm agnetian
and high-tem perature superconductivity H T SC) of copper-oxide com —
pounds.

T hem icroscopic theory ofhigh-tem perature superconducting cuprates
isstill far from a nalunderstanding [68, 69, 70]. O ne ofthem ost in por-
tant recent experin ental achievem ents w as the discovery of the psesudo-
gap (PG) phenom enon above the superconducting transition tem pera—
ture [71] and existence ofa sharp 41-m €V resonance below T . related to
som e collective antiferrom agnetic excitations [72]. T hus, an Interplay of
an antiferrom agnetism @A FM ) and d-wave superconductiviy (@-SC) in
cuprates could be a naturalway of discussing di erent HT SC phenom —
ena. This require a quantitative electronic structure theory including
two di erent type ofthe order param eters: AFM and d-SC .W ihin such
approach one can in principle analyze the phase diagram of HT SC com —
pounds and resolve the long-standing problem of com petition between
antiferrom agnetism and d-w ave superconductivity in cuprates [73, 741].

A standard theoretical tool for cuprates electronic structure consists
ofthe two-din ensionalH ubbard m odel [68]. W e start w ith the extended—
hopping Hubbard m odelon the square lattice:

X X
H = tijc;_- c + Uininniy
ij i
where tj; isan e ective hopping and U ; localCoulomb interactions. W e
have chosen the nearestneighbor hopping t = 025 &V and the next
nearest hopping t=t=  0:15 for the m odel of Lay, xS1r,CuO4[75]. The
total band width isW =2 &V and all Coulomb param eters set to be
U=12¢e&V U=W = 0:6). Let us introduce the \supersite" asan 2 2
square plaquet. T he num eration ofthe atom s in the super-site is shown
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In theFig5. It isusefilto ntroduce the superspjnorcir = fCI g where

= 0;1;2;3 (the soin indices are not shown). Taking into account the
soin degrees of freedom , this is the 8-com ponent superspinor creation
operator. Then the crystal G reen function for the Hubbard m odel can
be rew ritten as

G kil)= L' + h (k) @t (54)

whereh (k;i!) isthe e ective hopping supem atrix w ith selfenergy cor—
rections. For sinmplicity we will write all the form ulas in the nearest—
neighbor approxin ations:

0 1
0 &,y 0 XK
E K 0 w; o0 §
h = * Y 55
®=F 0 w, o0 =&, % ©3)
K, 0 K5 O
whereK = 1+exp  ik,a ,a isthe lattice constant, and each ele-

mentisa2 2matrix n spin space. W ithin the clusterDM FT approach
we Introduce the Intra-atom ic selfenergy ( and the Interatom ic self-
energies y; y,and both functions are of intra-site nature In the sense
of our super-site:

0 1
0 X 0 y
B 0 8
w)=% >* ° 7 (56)
@ v 0 L A
0 X 0

For the amnall 2 2 cluster it is usefull to Introduce the translation-—
ally nvariant (k-dependent) selfenergy and rewrite h k) + @!') >
h k;i!') where

0 1
o &K 0 Ko
Ly o B 8K« 0 &Ky 0 & -
(k,l.)—g 0 tK, o LK, % 67)
LK, 0 K o 0

The e ective H am iltonian is de ned through the renom alized energy
dependent hoppings: ty = t+ ;& = t+ . The functions o @d!);
x @); ¢ @) are ound selfconsistently within the cluster DM FT
schem e and for the d-w ave superconduction state ; 6 : It is straight-
forw ard to generalize this scham e for a next-nearest neighbor hopping as
well as the Iongrange G reen function and the selfenergy. In this case
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Figure 5. (@) Schem atic representation ofantiferrom agnetic d-w ave 2x2 periodically

repeated clust er; (o) generic phase diagram of HT SC m aterials; (c) The calculated

values oftw o order param eters: localm agneticm om ent M and d-SC equaltin e G reen

function F% ( = 0) F (0) fordi erent holke doping (x) at the inverse tem perature
=60ev (T = 190K ).

we can renom alized also the secondnearest hopping: iy = 2+ xy or
the 2 2 cluster, where , (or 02) is the non-local selfenergy in the
xy direction.

In the cluster version ofthe DM FT schem e one can w rite the m atrix
equation forthebath G reen finction m atrix G which descrbbe an e ective
Interaction w ih the rest of crystal:

Gltday=c td+ d;

yhere the local cluster G reen function m atrix is equal to G @) =

G k;i!) , and the summ ation is run over the Brillouin zone of
k
the square lattice. If instead of Eq.(57) we use Eq.(55), i would cor-

responds to a free cluster DM FT schem e or the sinplest case of the
socalled cellularDM FT . Note that we use a translationally invariant
selfenergy cbtained from the cluster DM FT scheme Eg.(57)) or the
sin plest version of socalled celular DM FT approach R4]. W e believe
that for a given choise of the samall 2 2) cluster, the renom alization
of the hopping param eter by y;  tem s is physically essential. The
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present \m atrix" form of a cluster DM FT with the selfenergy which
is not periodic inside the cluster allow us to study a m ulticom ponent
ordered state. Unfortunately, in contrast w ith the socalled D ynam ical
C uster A pproxin ation ODCA) R2]or celilarDM FT approach R4] (see
above, Section 1), we were unabl to prove the casuality ofthis approach
for arbitrary band structure and interaction param eters. H owever, the
casuality of the G reen function for the realistic choise of the param eters
hasbeen checked num erically.

In this case we have the standard DM FT problem w ith four \orbial"
states per super-site. It hasbeen solved by them ultiorbitalQM C tech—
nique descrbbed above (Section 3). W e used the generalized Nambu
technique [76] to analyze the coexistence of the m agnetic ordering and
superconductivity. Let us introduce the superspinor

+ T S + .+ .
i( ) (1il 2ir 3ir 4i)_ ciulci#lci"IQ.#

gnd thg.anom alous averages describing the (collinear) antiferrom agnetisn
CI..Cj# and the superconductivity i3 = hcycyni.
T he generalization of the H irsch-Fye QM C-algorithm [44] for the su—

perconducting problem [77] have been used. In the 4-spinor case a dis—
crete H ubbard-Stratonovich transform ation has the follow ing form :

U .
exp[ U [IeR Lo " + Tl (nill + ni#)] =

X
expli (7 11 2 2i ;i 3+ g an)] (58)

N

=1

where ;= farccoshxp(¢ Ul
Sihce we take into acoount only the singlkt pairing, we obtain the
follow ing nonzero elem ents of the d-SC energy gap param eters: =
01 = 12 = 23 = 30 - O ne can chose ij to be real and therefore
symmetric: 5= 5i. Separating nom al and anom alous parts of the
G reen function we have
Gk;;9 F&;i;9
F'&; 59 G (ki%)
D E
whereG ; ; 9= T Cyx ()C (9 andF k; ;9= HI Cx ()C
are the m atrices in spin and \orbital" gpace. Ik is convenient to expand
the anom alous G reen finction 1 Paulim atricesF = F°+ F i Y and
use the sym m etry properties [78]:

G k;;°= (59)

FO%k; ;° = F° x; % (60)
Fk; ;% = F k5
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then a4 4 spinor form alisn isreduced to 2 2 one in the collinear anti-
ferrom agnetic case w ith the d-wave superconductivity w ith the follow ing
soin-m atrix form ofthe localG reen function for the supersite:

o Ge(;% F (9

C T Ry Gy (%) e
and theQM C form align for the antiferrom agnetic superconducting state
isequivalent to the previous non-m agnetic one [77]. U sing the discretiza—
tion of O; ] intervalw ith L-tin e slices: = =L ( = 1=T isan in-—-
verse tam perature) theG —and F -G reen functionsbecom e them atrices
of 2N L. dim ension, where N is the num ber of atom s In the cluster. A £
ter Fourder transform to the M atsubara frequencies the G reen function
m atrix has the follow ng fom :

L Gel) F @)
€= Fany 6, (62)

In superconducting states the selfenergy de ned as [B]:
G td) ¢ td= L ) ; 63)

and the inverse crystal G reen function m atrix is equalto:

, il + h (k! s kit
G ' kiil) = s(1<:;i!§k ! il E{h )(k;i!) (64)
where s (k;i! ) isthe translationally Invariant anom alous part ofthe self-
energy S (1! ) sin ilar to Eq.(55).

T he tw o-com ponent order param eters state which inclides N eel anti-
ferrom agnetism and d-w ave superconductiviy  ig.5a) lowered the sym —
m etry of the e ective clusterDM FT problem . A selfoonsistent DM FT
clusterproblem with AFM and d-SC generalorder param eters have been
solved w ithin the QM C scham e ©r 8x8 m atrix G reen function w ith L= 64
tin e slices. T he resulting two orderparam eters or = 60V 1 (T=190
K ) and t°= 0 presented in F ig.5c together w ith the generic HT SC phase
diagram (' ig.5b) as function of the hole doping. In this case the or-
dered m agnetic m om ent is directly related w ith Im aghary-tin e G reen
fuinction G ( ): M = co0 ) Ggo (0) and for the d-SC order param e~
ter we chose a positive value of superconducting in aginary tim e G reen
function F %' (0). Tt is in portant, that we nd no serious sign-problm
forallQM C calculationsw ith various doping level, probably due to \sta—
bilized" antiferrom agnetic dynam icalm ean eldsacting on the atom s in
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Green functions

T (eV')

Figure 6. Im aginary tin e nom al (G ) and superconducting ) G reen functions
forthe2 2 clusterDM FT solution w ith second-nearest neighbor hopping and inverse
temperature = 50ev ! (T=230K).

our2 2 cluster. Note thattheAFM clisterDM FT solution exists fora
m uch higherdoping concentration than experim entalAFM ordered state
and describes a dynam icalm ean— eld version of AFM -spin  uctuations
related to pseudogap phenom ena (the PG +egion on Fig.5b). The m ax—
Inum of d-SC order param eter corresponds to a doping level of about
15% in agreem ent w ith the generic HT SC phase diagram . The d-SC or-
derparam eter is zero close to the undoped region (x= 0), due to presence
ofa large AFM -gap. W hen the AFM gap isclosed x 5% ) the d-SC
states develope but for x > 20% the d-gap decrease again since AFM
soin— uctuations around ( ; ) point disappear [69]. T he precise char-
acteristic of the phase diagram incluiding the interactions between the
AFM and d-SC order param eters dem ands an extensive clusterDM FT
calculations for di erent tem peratures and doping.

W ewould like to note that the existing 0ofd-SC clusterDM FT solution
for such high tem peratures does not necessary m eans that the supercon—
ducting transition tem perature is larger then 190K in our m odel. A
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crude estin ation show s that the d-SC solution disappears at T= 300 K
forx=0.15 and the AFM solutions for x= 0 becom e unstabl at the tem -
perature just above 1000 K . This could be the sign of a \local" AFM
solution and a local d-wave solution, lke local m om ents In m agnetic
system s [6]. Due to the multiscale nature of the problem under con—
siderations, essentially di erent energies connected w ith local m om ent
form ation, long-range m agnetic order, locald-wave pairsw ithin the2 2
plquet, and nally coherent superconductivity, it is di cult to distin—
guish a real longrange ordering from slow dynam ical uctuationsin our
QM C simulations. W e plane to separate these energy scales analyti-
cally and estin ate superconductiong transition tem perature In a future
publication .

T he role of nextnearest hopping is to lower of the van-H ove singu—
larity [/5] which increases the density of state at the Femm i kevel for the
holedoped case and favores the d-SC solution for a m oderate correla—
tion strength. There is also a change in the soin— uctuation spectrum
related w ith the broadening of AFM peak near the ( ; ) point due to
formm ation of socalled extended van-H ove singularities w ith increasing
of the t%. W e show one of the AFM -dSC solution on the Fig.6 with
the next nearestneighbor hopping for the 10% doping leveland = 50
&V !.Theresultihg Jocalm agneticm om ent isM =028 5 and thed-SC
order param eter F' (0)= 0.036. O ne can see that the superconduction or-
der param eter is really of the d,2 2 symm etry since diagonal elem ents
F OO) as well as the next nearest-neighbors elem ents 02) are allequal
to zero and only the nearest neighbor superconducting G reen fiinctions
 °!) are non-zero and change the sign forFy and Fy com ponents. The
nom al Jocal G reen fiinction G %°) (plotted for the spin-up atom i the
Fig.6) aswellas G %) are spoih-split, while the nearest-neighbor G reen
function G %) has no spin-splitting due to AFM spin symm etry (see
FigJb5). The absence of m agnetic polarization in the non-diagonal G —
function along the x (v)-directions suppress the m agnetic pairbreaking
and m akes the AFM -dSC ooexistence possble.

9. Sum m ary

T he spectral density functional (SDF) approach allow s us to study
correlation e ects in solidsbased on realistic electronic structure calcula—
tions. Am ong allpossible applications we have chosen the m agnetian of
transition m etals and high-tem perature superconductivity. From these
two exam pls one can see already all the m ain advantages of the new
approach in com parison w ith standard density functional theory. F irst,
we can describe now the spectral density transfer phenom ena (eg., the



32

form ation of 6 €V satellite in N i), the quasiparticle dam ping and other
e ects connected w ith the frequency dependence of the selfenergy; they

are absent com plktely not only In the DF approach but also in the

Hartreetodk, LDA + U, or self-interaction correctionsapproxin ation (see,
eg. [64]). Seocond, we can describbe adequately the contribution of the

Bose degrees of freedom  (eg. SoIn uctuations) to the electronic struc—
ture and them odynam ic properties. In the D F-based calculations the

tem perature is really taken into acocount only via the them al expan-—
sion and the Fem i distrbution function [/9]. It was the m ain reason

for the failure of the standard band theory for the description of nite-
tem perature e ects In m agnetic m etals. W e show that the SDF gives a

satisfactory solution of this problem .

M ost of real applications ofthe SD F approach are connected w ith the
single-site dynam icalm ean eld theory. At the sam e tim e, for a num ber
ofproblem sthis can be insu cient and som e generalizations to take into
acocount the non—local e ects are necessary, for exam pl, cluster ones.
The rst attem pts of such generalizations are already lading to som e
Interesting resuls In the theory of high-T . superconductivity R2, 23]
but a ot of additionalwork is required in the area of cluster dynam ical
mean eld theories to reach the kevel of understanding that was reached
in shgle ste DM FT .
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A ppendix: M ulti-orbital QM C schem e

The multiorbital DM FT problem and general cluster DM FT schem e can be re—
duced to the general in purity action:
g g X + 0 0 g X
S = d d c ()G ( )cs ( d n; ()Usn; ()

0 ) +
i3 i3

NI

where i= fm ; g -orbial (site) and spin. W ithout spin-orbital coupling we have:
Giy = Gy po

The auxiliary elds G reen—-function QM C use the discrete H ubbard-Stratanovich
transfom ation inroduced by H irsch @3]

02

X
1 1
expf U i3 hiny E i+ n3y)lg= E expf 13Si3 i  nj)g
Siy= 1

where Si5 () are the auxiliary Ising elds for each pair of orbitals and tin e slice w ith
the strength:

iy = arccosh exp (?Uij)]
U sing H irsch transofim ation one can integrated out ferm ionic elds in the path in—

tegral3] and resulting partition function and G reen function m atrix have the follow ing
form :

1 X 1
7z = it det® *(5i5)]
Si5()
11 X |
& - 7 oNel ®(s15)det® (5151
Si50)

where N ¢ is the num ber of Isihg elds, L is the num ber of tim e slices, and & (Si3) is
the G reen function in the auxiliary Ising elds:

1

Gij S) = Gij + iij 0
¢o= €t
X
Vi() = 13515 () 13
36 1)

here we Introduce the generalized Paulim atrix:

B +1;i< j
- 1;i>

For e cient calculation of the G reen function in arbitrary con guration of Ising
elds G i5 (S) we use the ollow ing D yson equation [44]:

0 1

c'=n+ a ey Vv 1]le
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The QM C in portant sam pling schem e allowed us to integrate over the Ising elds
w ith the abs(det@ B (Si3)]1) as a stochastic weight 44, 3]. For a single spin— o Sij5;
the detem nant ratio is calculated as follow Ing:

det®}det] = RiR; Ry
Ry = 1+ @0 Gu(; )] ()
Ry = 1+ 0 Giy5(57)1 50)

Riy = Giy(; ) 50)G35u:(5; ) ()

and the G reen function m atrix updated in the standard m anerf4, 3]:

Ghs (172) = Guiu(172)+ Buil1i ) w1 ;1 ()R, ()G, (7 2)
GI (172) = G5 (17 20+ BL3(17 ) w3 11 50)=R, ()G, (7 2)
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