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A bstract A novelapproach to electronic correlations and m agnetism ofcrystals

based on realistic electronic structure calculations is reviewed. In its

sim plest form itisa com bination ofthe \localdensity approxim ation"

(LDA)and the dynam icalm ean �eld theory (D M FT)approaches. Us-

ingnum erically exactQ M C solution tothee�ectiveD M FT m ulti-orbital

quantum -im purity problem ,a successfuldescription ofelectronic struc-

ture and �nite tem perature m agnetism oftransition m etals has been

achieved. W e discuss a sim pli�ed perturbation LDA+ D M FT schem e

which com bines the T-m atrix and 
uctuation-exchange approxim ation

(TM -FLEX).W e end with a discussion ofclustergeneralization ofthe

non-localD M FT schem eand itsapplicationsto them agnetism and su-

perconductivity ofhigh-T c superconductors.
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1. Introduction

The theory ofelectronic structure and m agnetism ofsolids histori-

cally wassplitinto two distinctparts,nam ely,the m odelinvestigations

ofm any-bodye�ectsand thecalculationsoftheenergyspectraand prop-

ertiesofspeci�ccom poundsin thefram ework ofdensity functional(DF)

schem e[1,2].Recently,within thedynam icalm ean-�eld theory(DM FT,

fora review see Ref.[3])the correlation e�ectshave been incorporated

into realistic electronic structure calculations [4-10]. This m ethod has

been successfully applied to a num berofclassicalproblem sofsolid state

physicssuch as the �nite-tem perature m agnetism ofiron-group m etals

[11],� � � transition in plutonium [12],electronic structure ofdoped

M ott insulators [9]. In contrast with standard DF theory,in this new

approach known as \LDA+ DM FT" [4]or \LDA+ + " [5]the totalen-

ergy ofthe system (or,m ore accurately,the therm odynam ic potential


) is considered as a functionalofthe G reen function instead ofthe

denstity m atrix [7,8,13,14].To stressthisnew featurem oreexplicitely

we willuse the term \spectraldensity functional(SDF)".The analyti-

calpropertiesoftheG reen function garantee thattheknowlegde ofthe

spectraldensity is equivalent to the knowledge ofthe tim e-dependent

G reen function whereas the density m atrix is just static value ofthe

latter [15]. Here we willdescribe the basic ideas ofthe SDF m ethod,

both in the fram ework ofa standard DM FT and from a m ore general

pointofview,discusspossibleclustergeneralizationsoftheDM FT,and

considertheapplicationsofSDF to correlation e�ectsand m agnetism in

transition m etals.

2. D ynam icalM ean Field T heory: an e�ective

action perspective

A m osteconom icalapproach to unifyingthevariousdynam icalm ean-

�eld approxim ationsin use,isprovided by thee�ective action construc-

tion [16].Theidea isto selecta setofvariableswhich isrelevantto the

physics ofthe problem and to write down a functionalofthe relevant

variables. The extrem um ofthis functionalyields the values ofthose

variablesin equilibrium ,and the value ofthisfunctionalatstationarity

givesthefree energy ofthesystem in equilibrium .

Density functionaltheory isthesim plestexam pleofthisconstruction

[17],herethetotalenergy ofthesolid isexpressed in term softhedensity

ofthe electrons. Anotherwelltested exam ple isthe spin density func-

tionaltheory in which thetotalenergy isexpressed in term softhespin

and charge densities. The construction ofan explicit expression ofthe
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exact e�ective-action functionalis usually not available except for the

caseofvery sim pleexam plesand thesuccessofthem ethod relieson the

availability ofgood approxim ations to this functional. The LDA and

the LSDA approaches have been extraordinarily successfulfor weakly

correlated system s.

Thedynam icalm ean-�eld approach tom odelHam iltoniansofstrongly

correlated system son a lattice can also be broughtto such an e�ective

action perspective.M oreim portantthisconstruction can beeasily gen-

eralized to incorporatetheso-called extended dynam icalm ean-�eld ap-

proach (E-DM FT)[18],by constructing an e�ective action forboth the

localG reen function and the localdensity-density and localspin-spin

autocorrelation function. The e�ective-action approach also allows the

form ulation oftheE-DM FT approach in thecasewherespatialand spin

orcharge sym m etriesare broken.[8,19].

The e�ective-action approach,allowsusa sim ple com bination ofthe

density functionaltheory and the DM FT.By Legendre transform ation

techniquesonecan constructa functionalofthedensity and ofthelocal

spectralfunction oftheheavy orbitalswhoseextrem ization would yield

the exactdensity localspectralfunction ofthe heavy orbitals,and the

totalenergy ofthe system . Again the exactform ofthisfunctionalare

notknown in explicitform ,butusefulapproxim ationstoitareavailable,

and can beused to study interesting problem s.

This realistic DM FT,LDA+ DM FT approach or LDA+ + approach,

was�rstim plem ented ignoringthecouplingbetween thedensity and the

localspectralfunction.Thisam ountsto perform ing�rsta LDA calcula-

tion to derive a tight-binding m odelHam iltonian,and then perform ing

a DM FT calculation forthespectra oftheDM FT Ham iltonian.Thisis

very close in spiritto the philosphy ofm odelHam iltonian calculations.

Recently a fullim plem entation ofthe self-consistent determ ination of

the density and the localspectra was carried out by S.Savrasov [12],

and this is now closer in spirit to traditional�rst-principles electronic

structurecalculations.

Thee�ectiveaction approach,can begeneralized to clusters,ifshort-

rangecorrelationsneed tobetaken intoaccount.In thecontextofm odel

Ham iltonians,a functionalofthe restriction ofthe G reen function to a

given cluster is de�ned. The extrem ization ofthis functionalgive rise

to clusterdynam icalm ean �eld equations.Thereisno di�culty in con-

structing hybrid funtionalsfortheself-consistentdeterm ination ofboth

the density and the cluster G reen functions,nam ely a CDM FT+ LDA

m ethod.

In thenextsection wem otivatetheapproxim ateDM FT form ofthose

functionalsfrom a perspective ofa 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 sare introduced,one of

them isdescribed by thestandard DF theory (usually thisisthesubsys-

tem ofsp-electrons)and dynam icalinterelectron correlationsare taken

intoaccountfortheanotherone(usually thisisthesubsystem ofd-orf-

electrons).Furthersim pli�cationscan beconnected with thelocalform

ofinterelectron interactions (only Hubbard-type on-site electron corre-

lations are considered),using som e approxim ations like DM FT or its

clustergeneralizations[22,23,24],etc.From a generalpointofview all

these approachescan be considered asspeci�c casesofa \coarse grain-

ing"(reduced description)ideology [25]when allthevariablesdescribing

the system can beseparated into the \gross" and \slave" variables;the

only assum ption thataclosed setoftheequationsofm otion forthegross

variablesexistissu�cientto�nd an explicitform oftheseequations[26].

Herewedem onstratethecoarsegrainingprocedureforferm ionicdegrees

offreedom forthesystem ofinteracting electronsin a crystal.

Letusstartwith the functionalintegraloverthe G rassm an creation

and annihilation electron �eldsc+ ;c,wherethe\m easure" isexp(� S),

S = �

Z

dx

�Z

0

d�

�

c
+ (x;�)

�
@

@�
+ � � H 0

�

c(x;�)

�

+ Sint
�
c
+
;c
�

(1)

Here� isthechem icalpotential,� = 1=T istheinversetem perature,and

H 0 isthe\one-particle" partofthe Ham iltonian.In the SDF approach

H 0 = � r
2
=2+ VK S (2)

whereVK S istheK ohn-Sham self-consistentpotential[1].

In the spirit of a reduced description approach [25] we introduce

\gross" variablesd = f� c(m oreexplicitly,d� =
P

j

f�jcj wherejaresite

indices;e.g.,in a standard DM FT f�j = ��0�j0). The e�ective action

forthegrossvariablesSeff isde�ned by introducing a delta-functional

� (d� f � c)� (d+ � f� � c+ )[27]into thefunctionalintegral.
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exp(� Seff)=
1

Z

Z

D cD c
+ exp(� S)�

Z

D �D �
+ exp

�
i�
�
d
+
� f

�
� c

+
�
+ i�

+ (d� f � c)
�

(3)

Unfortunately,this functionalintegralcannot be estim ated exactly

and approxim ationsareneeded.Hereweconsideronly thesim plestap-

proxim ation tothederivation ofthee�ectiveaction,wereplaceSint[c
+ ;c]!

SC Gint [d
+ ;d]but com pensate for the om ission of the interaction term s

away from thosein thegrossvariables,nam ely in them edium by adding

a m edium self-energy in the standard DM FT

S ! eS = S +
X

i� 0

�Z

0

�Z

0

d�d�
0
c
+ (�;i)�

�
� � �

0
;i;i

�
c
�
�
0
;i
�

(4)

In other words,the DM FT approach treats exactly the interaction

term s only in those part ofthe interaction Lagrangian which can be

written in term sofgrossvariables,whiletherestoftheinteraction term s

are handled in a gaussian approxim ation by replacing the interaction

term sby a m edium self-energy.

Now the e�ective m easureforthe grossvariablesisgiven by

exp(� Seff)=
1

Z

Z

D cD c
+ exp

�

� eSC G + d
+ �d

�

�

Z

D �D �
+ exp

�
i�
�
d
+ � f

� � c
+
�
+ i�

+ (d� f � c)
�

(5)

whereZ =
R
D cD c+ exp

�

� eSC G

�

;eSC G = Sm ed + SC Gint [d
+ ;d]:

Passing to theM atsubara frequencies[15]one has

Sm ed = � T
X

!n j

c
+ (i!nj)[i!n + � � H 0 � �(i! n)]c(i!nj) (6)

In thestandardDM FT schem ethecorrelationsbetween d(f)-electrons

on a centralsite j = 0 are treated exactly while the correlations in the

m edium are treated in the G aussian approxim ation. It is som etim es

stated in the literature that this assum ption violates the translational

invariance ofthe system . The e�ective-action approach, is m eant to

constructa functionalofthe selected variables,so by construction itis

not possible to discuss within this fram ework the issue oftranslation
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invariance. The \self-consistency condition" doesthe bestpossible job

within aG aussian approxim ation torestoretheequivalenceofthecentral

site and them edium .

W e show below that this reasoning in a cluster setting leads to the

\cellular DM FT" approach [24]. In principle,the correlations between

the grossand slave variables(e.g.,the long-range partofthe Coulom b

interaction) also can be taken into accountin a close analogy with the

classicalspin m odels[25];thecorresponding m odi�cation oftheDM FT

approach willbe considered elsewhere. In accordance with the general

schem e ofthe non-equilibriun statisticaloperator m ethod [26],we add

an \auxiliary �eld" conjugated to the G reen function ofthe grossvari-

ables,nam ely,theterm d+ ��d.These�eldswillrestorethetranslational

invariance fortheferm ionic G reen function (see below,Eq.(11)).

Calculating the G aussian integraloverc;c+ onehas

exp(� Seff)= exp
�

� S
C G
int

�
d
+
;d
�
+ d

+ ��d
�

�
Z

D �D �
+ exp

�
i�d

+ + i�
+
d� �

+
f � Gm ed � f

�
�
�

(7)

wherethem edium G reen function reads

G m ed = [i!n + � � H 0 � �(i! n)]
� 1
: (8)

Atlast,calculating the G aussian integralover�;�+ we obtain

Seff
�
d
+
;d
�
= S

C G
int

�
d
+
;d
�
� T

X

!n

d
+ (i!n)G

� 1
0

(i!n)d(i!n) (9)

where

G
� 1
0

(i!n)= (f � Gm ed � f
�)
� 1

+ �� (10)

The self-consistency condition that determ ines � requires the equality

ofthe localG reen function com puted from thereduced description and

from them edium agree,i.e.,



Td(�)d+ (�0)

�

S
=


Td(�)d+ (�0)

�

Seff
(11)

Further,hTc(�)c+ (�0)i
S
= G m ed (becauseofthereplacem entSint[c

+ ;c]!

SC Gint [d
+ ;d])and



Td(�)d+ (�0)

�

S
= f � Gm ed � f

� (12)

O n the otherhand,hTd(�)d+ (�0)i
Seff

= G satis�estheDyson equation

G� 1 = G
� 1
0

� �C G = (f � Gm ed � f
�)
� 1

+ ��� � C G (13)
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and wehave ��= � C G where�C G isa \coarse-grained" self-energy.The

m ostnaturalchoise is�C G = f� � �� f:

To obtain them ain equation oftheDM FT [3]wehave to choise f as

a projection operatoron the centralsite. In thiscase Eq.(13)willtake

thedesired form

G
� 1
0

(i!n)=

"
X

k

1

i!n + � � t(k)� �(i! n)

#� 1

+ �(i! n) (14)

wherethequasim om entum k runstheBrillouinezone,t(k)istheFourier

transform ofthe Ham iltonian H 0 projected into the subspace ofd(f)-

electrons.

To consider posiible cluster generalizations one can choose let f =

P U + P where P is the projection operator on the cluster and U is an

unitary transform ation ofthe variablesin thiscluster. Thusourresult

reads:

G
� 1
0 (i!n)=

2

4

�
Lc

L

�d X

kc

U
+ 1

i!n + � � t(kc)� �
U

3

5

� 1

+ U �U + (15)

wherekc runsthe\new" supercellBrillouin zone,L and Lc arethesizes

ofthe crystaland cluster,correspondingly.In term sof�C G = U �U + ;

G
� 1
0

(i!n)=

2

4

�
Lc

L

�d X

kc

1

i!n + � � U t(kc)U
+ � �C G

3

5

� 1

+ �C G (16)

Asitwas shown in Ref. [24]thisequation forgeneralbasissetcan be

very usefulin theoptim isation ofinteraction problem within thecluster

or cellular DM FT schem e. Another version ofthe cluster DM FT [23]

willbedescribed below.

4. Spectraldensity versus density functionals

In astandardDF theorythetherm odynam icpotentialfornon-correlated

conduction-\c" electrons
c isrepresented asafunctionaloftheelectron

density � (r)which is,generally speaking,a m atrix in spin indices.For-

m ally itcan berepresented asa therm odynam icpotentialoftheK ohn-

Sham quasiparticles [1], 
sp, m inus the contribution of the so called

\doublecounted" term s,
dc:


c = 
c
sp � 
c

dc


c
sp = � Trlog[i! + r

2
=2� VK S] (17)


c
dc =

Z

VK S(r)�(r)dr�

Z

Vext(r)�(r)dr�
1

2

Z
�(r)�(r0)

jr� r0j
drdr

0
� E xc[�]
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whereTr= Tr!iL�;Tr! isthesum overM atsubara frequenciesTr!:::=

T
P

!

ei!0
+

:::;! = �T (2n + 1);n = 0;� 1;:::;T isthe tem perature,and

iL� are site num bers(i),orbitalquantum num bers(L = l;m )and spin

projections�,respectively,Vext(r)istheexternalpotential,E xc[�]isthe

exchange-correlation energy,and the K ohn-Sham e�ective potentialis

de�ned as

VK S(r)= Vext(r)+

Z
�(r0)

jr� r0j
dr

0+
�Exc[�]

��(r)
: (18)

In contrast with the standard density functionaltheory,the SDF ap-

proach deals with the realdynam icalquasiparticles for correlated \d-

electrons"de�ned vialocalG reen functionsratherthan with K ohn-Sham

\quasiparticles"which are,strictly speaking,only auxiliary statestocal-

culate the totalenergy.Therefore,instead ofworking with the therm o-

dynam ic potential
 as a density functionalwe have to start from its

generalexpression in term sofan exactG reen function [28]


d = 
d
sp � 
d

dc


d
sp = � Tr

n

ln
h

�� G
� 1
0

io


d
dc = Tr�G � � (19)

where G ;G 0 and � are an exact G reen function, its bare value and

self-energy,� istheLuttingergenerating functional(sum oftheallcon-

nected skeleton diagram s without free legs),respectively. A com plete

SDF therm odynam icpotentialisequalto 
= 
 c+ 
d:W ehaveto keep

in m ind also theDyson equation

G
� 1 = G

� 1
0

� � (20)

and thevariationalidentity

�=
��

�G
: (21)

W hen neglecting thequasiparticledam ping,
sp willbenothing butthe

therm odynam icpotentialof"free"ferm ionsbutwith exactquasiparticle

energies. Form alanalogies between Eqs.(17) and (19), (18) and (21)

are obvious: the self-energy playsthe role ofthe K ohn-Sham potential

(withouttheexternalpotential)and theG reen function playstheroleof

thedensity m atrix.Asan exam pleofthiscorrespondenceonecan prove

[7]in the fram ework ofthe SDF an usefulidentity known asthe \local
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forcetheorem " basically in thesam eway asithasbeen donewithin DF

theory [29,30].

Forboth partsofthetherm odynam icpotential,
c and 
d;the local

forcetheorem isbased on extrem um propertieswith respectto thevari-

ation ofthedensity m atrix and G reen function,respectively.Furtherwe

willconsiderthe contribution 
d (om itting the index d forbrevity).In

principle,ferm ionic reduced description schem e allows us to com bined

conduction \c" and correlated \d" partofthe totalSDF:
 = 
 c+ 
d

[14].

5. E�ective exchange interactions

Let us discuss the problem of calculation of e�ective exchange in-

teractions (Jij) in correlated system s. In principle the Jij param eters

arenotwellde�ned forarbitrary m agnetic system s,and the traditional

way to study spin excitations related to the calculation of non-local

frequency-dependentspin-susceptibility [3,32].In thiscasetheauxiliary

space-tim e dependent m agnetic �eld is added to the the Ham iltonian:

�h(r;�)and thesecond derivativeofthefree-energy with respectto the

m agnetic �eld givesthe interacting spin-susceptibility:�� 1 = �
� 1
0

� �,

where �0 isan em pty-loop susceptibility and � isthe vertex correction

[3,32].Hereweconsiderasim pleapproxim ation of\rigid spin rotation"

ofspectraldensity fora sm allangle:

�ei= �’i� ei (22)

where ei is a generaldirection ofconstrained e�ective spin-dependent

potentialon site iand �’i is a rotation vector. In this case it is use-

fulto write explicitly the spinorstructure ofthe self-energy and G reen

functions:

�i = �c
i+ �

s
i� (23)

G ij = G
c
ij + G

s
ij�

where �
(c;s)

i = 1

2

�

�
"

i � �
#

i

�

,� s
i = �s

iei;� = (�x;�y;�z)are Paulim a-

trices,G c
ij =

1

2
Tr�(G ij) and G s

ij =
1

2
Tr�(G ij�). W e suppose that the

bare G reen function G 0 does notdepend on spin direction and allthe

spin-dependentterm sincludingtheHartree-Fock term sareincorporated

in the self-energy. In the rigid spin approxim ation we assum e thatthe

unit vector ei does not depend on the energy and orbitalindices and

represents the direction ofthe average localm agnetic m om ent on the

site i. Note,thatthe therm odynam ic potential
 should be considered

as a constrained SDF which depends on ei as on externalparam eters
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(cf.Ref.[33]).Then thevariation ofthetherm odynam icpotentialwith

respectto sm allspin-rotation can bewritten as

�
 = �
�
sp + �1
sp � �
dc (24)

where�� isthe variation withouttaking into accountthe change ofthe

"self-consistent potential" (i.e. self-energy) and �1 isthe variation due

to thischangeof�.Taking into accountEq.(21)itcan beeasily shown

(cf.Ref.[28])that

�1
sp = �
dc = TrG �� (25)

and hence

�
 = �
�
sp = � ��Trln

h

�� G
� 1
0

i

(26)

which isan analog ofthe\localforcetheorem " in thedensity functional

theory [30].

In the case ofrigid spin rotation the corresponding variation ofthe

therm odynam icpotentialcan bewritten as

�
 = V i�’i (27)

wherethetorque V i isequalto

V i= 2Tr!L [�
s
i� G

s
ii] (28)

Based on the expansion of this expression (28) in a sum of pairwise

contributionsonecan obtain [7]usefulform ulaforthee�ectivem agnetic

interactions:

Jij = � Tr!L

�

�s
iG

"

ij�
s
jG

#

ji

�

(29)

and,correspondingly,forthe sti�nesstensorofa ferrom agnet:

D �� = �
2

M
Tr!L

X

k

 

�s@G
"(k)

@k�
�s@G

#(k)

@k�

!

(30)

whereM isthem agneticm om entperunitcell.Theseresultsgeneralize

the LSDA expressions ofRef. [30]to the case ofcorrelated system s.

Note that passing from Eq.(28) to Eq.(29) is not accurate, since the

exchangeparam etersareconnected with thesecond variationsofthe
-

potentialand useofthelocalforcetheorem can notbejusti�ed.Eq.(29)

corresponds to the \em pty loop" approxim ation neglecting the vertex

corrections.Atthesam etim e,forthesti�nessthelatterareabsentand

Eq.(30)appearsto beexactprovided thatthe self-energy and three-leg

vertex are local(asin theDM FT)[13].

Thefactthatvertex correctionsto thespin sti�nessareabsentwithin

DM FT,isalso suggested by theanalogy between electricand spin trans-

portdeveloped in Ref.[20].Thespin-wavesti�nesscan beobtained from
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the zero-frequency lim it ofthe spin conductivity. W ithin DM FT ,the

charge current-currentcorrelation function doesnotrequire vertex cor-

rections[21]and can thereforebeobained directly from theconvolution

ofthe one electron spectra. These argum ents are independent ofthe

spin structure,and can therefore beused forthe spin-wave sti�ness.

In order to elucidate the approxim ation behind the expression for

the exchange param eters (Eq. (29)),we consider the energy ofa spi-

ralm agnetic con�guration with therigid rotation ofthespinor-electron

operatorsby thepolarangles� and ’:

cim ! U (�i;’i)cim

where

U (�;’)=

�
cos�=2 sin�=2exp(� i’)

� sin�=2exp(i’) cos�=2

�

(31)

assum ingthat�i= constand ’i= qR iwhereR iisthesite-latticevector.

Sincewetakeinto accountonly on-sitecorrelation e�ectstheinteraction

term in theHam iltonian isinvariantunderthattransform ation,and the

change oftheHam iltonian is

�H =
P

ij

Trm �

h

tijc
+

i

�

U
+

i Uj � 1
�

cj

i

= �1H + �2H

�1H = sin2 �

2

P

k

Trm �

h

(t(k+ q)� t(k))c+
k
c
k

i

�2H = 1

2
sin�

P

ij

Trm

h

tijc
+

i#
cj"

i�

exp(iqR i)� exp
�

iqR j

��
(32)

Considerfurtherthe case ofsm all�,we can calculate change ofthe

totalenergy to lowest order in � correspondsto the �rstorder in �1H

and thesecond orderin �2H :

�E =
�2

4
f
X

k

[t(k+ q)� t(k)]nk� iTrm

Z
d4k

(2�)
4
[t(k+ q)� t(k)]�


 (k;q)G#(k+ q)[t(k+ q)� t(k)]G "(k)g;

where nk = Trm �

D

c
+

k
ck

E

,q isa four-vectorwith com ponent(q,0),and


 is the three-leg vertex. O urm ain approxim ation is to neglect ofthe

vertex corrections(
 = 1).In thiscase the previousequation takesthe

following form :

�E = �
�2

4
Trm fi

Z
d4k

(2�)
4
[t(k+ q)� t(k)]� (33)
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G #(k+ q)
h

G
� 1
#

(k + q)� G
� 1
"

(k)+ t(k+ q)� t(k)
i

G "(k)g

Using the following consequence ofthe Dyson equation:

t(k+ q)� t(k)= G
� 1
"

(k)� G
� 1
#

(k+ q)+ �"(E )� �#(E ) (34)

one can rewrite Eq. (33) in the form : �E = �2

4
[J (0)� J (q)]with the

exchange integrals corresponding to Eq. (29). W e conclude that the

expression forJij isaccurate ifthe vertex correctionscan beneglected.

Notethatin thelim itofsm allq thiscan bejusti�ed rigorously,provided

that the self-energy and three-leg scalar vertex are local. Therefore,

the expression for the sti�ness constant ofthe ferrom agnet (Eq. (30))

appearsto beexactin the fram ework ofDM FT [13].

It should be stressed that the exchange integrals discussed here are

juststatic characteristicsconnected with energy ofinhom ogeneousspin

con�gurations. They determ ine the frequencies of spin excitation in

itinerant-electron system sonly underadiabatic (rigid-spin)approxim a-

tion. For m ore generalconsideration one should calculate q- and !-

dependentspin susceptibility.

6. Electron correlations and �nite-tem perature

m agnetism in transition m etals

Now we describe the applications ofthe SDF approach to a classi-

calproblem of�nite-tem perature m agnetism ofthe iron-group transi-

tion m etals. Despite a lot ofattem pts starting from sem inalworks by

Heisenberg and Frenkel(forreview ofearly theoriesseee.g.[31,34,35])

we have yetno com plete quantitative theory describing theirm agnetic

and spectralproperties.Thereason isthatto describethepropertiesof

Fe,Co,and Nionehasto solvetheproblem oftaking into accountm od-

erately strong electronic correlations where approachesdeveloped both

forweakly correlated system ssuch asnorm al-group m etalsand to higly

correlated system ssuch asM ottinsulatorsare not,generally speaking,

reliable.Therewerem any attem ptstointroduceby som eway correlation

e�ectsin band structurecalculationsofthesem etals[36,37,38,39,40],

not referring to num erous purely m odelworks. But the question of

applicability ofspeci�c approxim ations such as lowest order perturba-

tion theory [37,40],m om entm ethod [39]orthree-body Faddeev equa-

tions[38]isnotclearand oneneedsa reliableapproach which would be

checked carefully form odelsystem sand dem onstrateitsapplicability for

m oderately correlated system s. It has been dem onstrated in Ref. [11]

thattheab initio dynam icalm ean-�eld theory doesgivea very success-
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fuldescription ofboth correlation e�ectsin the electron energy spectra

and the�nite-tem peraturem agneticpropertiesofFeand,especially,Ni.

Here wepresentthecorresponding results.

W e startwith the LDA Ham iltonian in the tight-binding orthogonal

LM TO representation H LD A
m m 0 (k)[41],wherem describestheorbitalbasis

setcontaining 3d-,4s-and 4p-states,and k runsovertheBrillouin zone

(BZ).The interactionsare param eterized by a m atrix ofscreened local

Coulom b interactions,Um m 0,and a m atrix ofexchangeconstants,Jm m 0,

which are expressed in term s oftwo screened Hubbard param eters,U

and J,describing the average Coulom b repulsion and the interatom ic

ferrom agnetic exchange,respectively. W e use the values U = 2:3 (3:0)

eV forFe (Ni)and the sam evalueofthe interatom ic exchange,J = 0:9

eV forboth Feand Ni,aresultofconstrained LDA calculations[42,4,5].

Theseparam eters,which areconsistentwith thoseofm any studiesresult

in a very good description ofthe physicalpropertiesofFe and Ni.

Aswasdiscussed above,theDM FT m apsthem any-body system onto

am ulti-orbitalquantum im purity,i.e.asetoflocaldegreesoffreedom in

abath described bytheW eiss�eld function G.Theim purityaction (here

nm � = c+m �cm � and c(�)= [cm �(�)]isa vector ofG rassm an variables)

isgiven by:

Seff = �

Z
�

0

d�

Z
�

0

d�
0
Tr[c+ (�)G� 1(�;�0)c(�0)]+

1

2

X

m ;m 0;�

Z �

0

d�[Um m 0n
m
� n

m 0

� � + (Um m 0 � Jm m 0)nm� n
m 0

� ] (35)

Itdescribesthe spin,orbital,energy and tem perature dependentinter-

actionsofa particularm agnetic3d-atom with therestofthecrystaland

isused to com pute thelocalG reensfunction m atrix:

G �(� � �
0)= �

1

Z

Z

D [c;c+ ]e� Seffc(�)c+ (�0) (36)

(Z is the partition function) and the im purity self-energy G� 1� (!n)�

G � 1
� (!n)= � �(!n).

The W eiss�eld function isrequired to obey the self-consistency con-

dition (14),which can bespeci�ed fora given case as

G �(!n)=
X

k

[(i!n + �)1 � H
LD A(k)� �

dc
� (!n)]

� 1 (37)

The localm atrix � dc
� isthe sum oftwo term s,the im purity selfenergy

and a so-called \double counting " correction,E dc which is m eant to

subtract the average electron-electron interactions already included in
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the LDA Ham iltonian. For m etallic system s we proposed the general

form ofdc-correction:� dc
� (!)= � � (!)�

1

2
Tr�� � (0).Thisism otivated

by the fact that the static part of the correlation e�ects are already

welldescribed in the density functionaltheory. O nly the d-partofthe

self-energy is presented in our calculations, therefore � dc
� = 0 for s-

and p- states as wellas for non-diagonald � s, p contributions. In

order to describe the �nite tem perature ferrom agnetism of transition

m etals we use the non spin-polarized LDA Ham iltonian H LD A (k) and

accum ulate alltem perature-dependentspin-splittingsin the self-energy

m atrix � dc
� (!n).

W e used the im purity Q M C schem e (see Appendix)forthe solution

ofthe m ultiband DM FT equations [45]. The Hirsch discrete Hubbard-

Stratonovich transform ations [43,44]introduces (2M � 1)M auxiliary

Ising �eldsS �� 0

m m 0 whereM isthe orbitaldegeneracy ofthe d-statesand

calculate G �(�)by an exactintegration ofthe ferm ion degreesoffree-

dom in thefunctionalintegral(Eq.(36))[3].In ordertosam plee�ciently

allthe spin con�gurationsin the m ulti-band Q M C schem e,itisim por-

tant to use \global" spin-
ips: [S �� 0

m m 0]! [� S� �� �
0

m m 0 ]in addition to the

localm ovesofthe auxiliary �elds. The num berofQ M C sweepswasof

the orderof105.A parallelversion ofthe DM FT program wasused to

sam ple the 45 Ising �eldsfor 3d-orbitals. W e used 256 k-points in the

irreducible part ofthe BZ for the k integration. 10 to 20 DM FT iter-

ations were su�cient to achieve convergence far from the Curie point.

Due to the cubic sym m etry ofthe bcc-Fe and fcc-Nilattices the local

G reen function isdiagonalin thebasisofrealsphericalharm onics.The

spectralfunctionsforrealfrequencieswereobtained from theQ M C data

by applying the m axim um entropy m ethod [46].

O urresultsforthelocalspectralfunction foriron and nickelareshown

in Figs.1 and 2,respectively. The SDF approach describeswellallthe

qualitative features ofthe density ofstates (DO S),which is especially

non-trivialfornickel. O urQ M C resultsreproduce wellthe three m ain

correlation e�ectson theoneparticlespectra below TC [47,48,49]:the

presence ofa fam ous6 eV satellite,the 30% narrowing ofthe occupied

part ofd-band and the 50% decrease ofexchange splittings com pared

to theLDA results.Notethatthesatellite in Nihassubstantially m ore

spin-up contributionsin agreem entwith photoem ission spectra[49].The

exchange splitting ofthe d-band depends very weakly on tem perature

from T= 0.6 TC to T= 0.9 TC . Correlation e�ects in Fe are less pro-

nounced than in Ni,dueto itslargespin-splitting and thecharacteristic

bcc-structuraldip in thedensityofstatesforspin-down statesnearFerm i

level,which reducesthe density ofstatesforparticle hole excitations.
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Now wediscusstheapplicationsoftheSDF approach to thedescrip-

tion ofthe �nite-tem perature m agnetic properties ofiron and nickel.

W hile density functionaltheory can in principle provide a rigorousde-

scription ofthe therm odynam ic properties,atpresentthere isno accu-

ratepracticalim plem ention available.Asa resultthe�nite-tem perature

properties ofm agnetic m aterials are estim ated following a sim ple sug-

gestion [30], whereby constrained DFT at T = 0 is used to extract

exchange constants for a classicalHeisenberg m odel,which in turn is

solved using approxim ation m ethods(e.g.RPA,m ean �eld )from clas-

sicalstatisticalm echanics ofspin system s [30,50,51,52]. The m ost

recentim plem entation ofthis approach gives good valuesforthe tran-

sition tem perature ofiron butnotofnickel[53]. W hile these localized

spin m odelsgive,by construction,at high tem peratures a Curie-W eiss

like m agnetic susceptibility,as observed experim entally in Fe and Ni,

they encounter di�culties in predicting the correctvalues ofthe Curie

constants[54].

The uniform spin susceptibility in the param agnetic state, �q= 0 =

dM =dH ,wasextracted from theQ M C sim ulationsby m easuring thein-

duced m agnetic m om entin a sm allexternalm agnetic �eld. Itincludes

thepolarization oftheim purity W eiss�eld by theexternal�eld [3].The

dynam icalm ean �eld resultsaccountfortheCurie-W eisslaw which isob-

served experim entally in Feand Ni.Asthetem peratureincreasesabove

TC ,theatom ic characterofthe system ispartially restored resulting in

an atom ic like susceptibility with an e�ective m om ent:

�q= 0 =
�2eff

3(T � TC )
(38)

Thetem peraturedependenceoftheordered m agneticm om entbelow the

Curie tem perature and the inverse ofthe uniform susceptibility above

the Curie point are plotted in Fig. 3 together with the corresponding

experim entaldataforiron and nickel[55].TheLDA+ DM FT calculations

describesthem agnetization curveand theslopeofthehigh-tem perature

Curie-W eiss susceptibility rem arkably well. The calculated values of

high-tem perature m agnetic m om ents extracted from the uniform spin

susceptibility are �eff = 3:09 (1:50)�B forFe (Ni),in good agreem ent

with theexperim entaldata �eff = 3:13 (1:62)�B forFe (Ni)[55].

W ehaveestim ated thevaluesoftheCurietem peraturesofFeand Ni

from the disappearance ofspin polarization in the self-consistent solu-

tion ofDM FT problem and from the Curie-W eiss law in Eq.(38). O ur
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Figure 1. LDA+ D M FT results for ferrom agnetic iron (T = 0:8 TC ). The partial

densitiesofd-states(fulllines)iscom pared with the corresponding LSDA resultsat

zero tem perature (dashed lines) for the spin-up (arrow-up) and spin-down (arrow-

down)states.Theinsertshowsthespin-spin autocorrelation function forT= 1.2 TC .
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Figure 2. Sam e quantitiesas in Fig.1 for ferrom agnetic nickel(T = 0:9 TC ). The

insertshowsthe spin-spin autocorrelation function forT= 1.8 TC .
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Figure 3. Tem perature dependence ofordered m om ent and the inverse ferrom ag-

netic susceptibility forFe (open square)and Ni(open circle) com pared with experi-

m entalresultsforFe(square)and Ni(circle)(from Ref.[33]).Thecalculated m om ents

were norm alized to the LDA ground state m agnetization (2.2 �B for Fe and 0.6 �B

forNi).

estim ates TC = 1900 (700)K are in reasonable agreem ent with experi-

m entalvaluesof1043(631)K forFe(Ni)respectively[55],consideringthe

single-site nature ofthe DM FT approach,which isnotable to capture

the reduction ofTC due to long wavelength spin-waves. These e�ects

aregoverned by thespin-wavesti�ness.Sincetheratio ofthespin-wave

sti�ness(D )to TC ,TC /a
2D isnearly a factorof3 largerforFethan for

Ni[55](a is the lattice spacing),we expect the DM FT TC to be m uch

higherthan theobserved Curietem peraturein Fethan in Ni.Notethat

thisisa consequence ofthe long-range oscilating characterofexchange

interactionsin iron com pared to short-rangeferrom agneticexchangein-

teractions in nickel[53]. Q uantitative calculations dem onstrating the

sizeable reduction ofTC due to spin waves in Fe in the fram ework ofa

Heisenberg m odelwere perform ed in Ref[53].

W ithin dynam icalm ean �eld theory one can also com pute the local

spin susceptibility de�ned by

�loc =
g2s

3

�Z

0

d� hS (�)S(0)i (39)
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wheregs = 2isthegyrom agneticratio and S = 1

2

P

m ;�;� 0c
y
m ���� 0cm �0 is

single-site spin operatorand � = (�x;�y;�z)arePaulim atrices.Itdif-

fersfrom the q = 0 susceptibility by the absence ofspin polarization in

theW eiss�eld oftheim purity m odel.Eq.(39)cannotbeprobed directly

in experim ents butitis easily com puted in DM FT-Q M C.Itsbehavior

as function oftem perature gives a very intuitive picture ofthe degree

ofcorrelations in the system . In a weakly correlated system we expect

Eq.(39)to benearly tem peratureindependent,whilein astrongly corre-

lated system weexpecta leading Curie-W eissbehaviorathigh tem pera-

tures�local= �2loc=(3T + const)where�loc isan e�ectivelocalm agnetic

m om ent.In theHeisenbergm odelwith spin S,�2loc = S(S+ 1)g2s and for

well-de�ned localm agnetic m om ents(e.g.,forrare earth m agnets)this

quantity should betem peratureindependent.Fortheitinerantelectron

m agnets, �loc is tem perature-dependent, due to a variety of com pet-

ing m any-body e�ects such as K ondo screening,the induction oflocal

m agnetic m om ent by tem perature [35]and therm al
uctuations which

disordersthem om ents[56].Allthesee�ectsareincluded in theDM FT

calculations. The �-dependence ofthe correlation function hS (�)S(0)i

results in the tem perature dependence of�loc and is displayed in the

inserts on the Figs.1,2. Iron can be considered as a m agnet with very

well-de�ned localm om entsabove TC (the �-dependence ofthe correla-

tion function isrelatively weak),whereasnickelism ore ofan itinerant

electron m agnet(stronger� -dependenceofthelocalspin-spin autocor-

relation function).

The com parison ofthe valuesofthe localand the q = 0 susceptibil-

ity gives a crude m easure ofthe degree ofshort-range order which is

presentabove TC . As expected,the m om ents extracted from the local

susceptibility Eq.(39) are a bit sm aller ( 2.8 �B for iron and 1.3 �B

fornickel)than those extracted from the uniform m angetic susceptibil-

ity. Thisre
ectsthe sm alldegree ofthe short-range correlationswhich

rem ain wellabove TC [58].The high-tem perature LDA+ DM FT clearly

show the presence ofa local-m om ent above TC . This m om ent,is cor-

related with the presence ofhigh energy features (ofthe order ofthe

Coulom b energies) in the photom eission. This is also true below TC ,

where the spin dependence ofthe spectra is m ore pronounced for the

satellite rigion in nickelthan for that ofthe quasiparticle bands near

the Ferm ilevel(Fig. 2). This can explain the apparent discrepancies

between di�erentexperim entaldeterm inationsofthe high-tem perature

m agnetic splittings [57,59,60]as being the results ofprobing di�er-

entenergy regions.Theresonantphotoem ission experim ents[59]re
ect

the presence oflocal-m om entpolarization in the high-energy spectrum

above the Curie tem perature in nickel, while the low-energy ARPES
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investigations [60]results in non-m agnetic bands near the Ferm ilevel.

Thisisexactly theDM FT view on theelectronic structureoftransition

m etals above TC . Fluctuating m om ents and atom ic-like con�gurations

are large atshorttim es,which resultsin correlation e�ectsin the high-

energy spectra such asspin-m ultipletsplittings.Them om entisreduced

atlongertim escales,corresponding to a m oreband-like,lesscorrelated

electronic structurenearthe Ferm ilevel.

7. A pproxim ate solution for the self-energy:

T M -FLEX m ethod

The Q M C m ethod described above is probably the m ost accurate

way ofsolving the e�ective im purity problem in the DM FT.However,

itisrathercum bersom eand expensivecom putationally;besidesthat,it

dealswith the \truncated" two-indicesinteraction m atrix (see Eq.(35))

instead ofthe com plete four-indicesone. Therefore a schem e hasbeen

proposed in Ref.[6]based on a m ultiband spin-polarized generalization

of the \
uctuating exchange" (FLEX) approxim ation by Bickers and

Scalapino [61]. The originalform ulation ofthe FLEX approxim ation

treatsboth particle-hole(PH)and particle-particle(PP)channelson an

equalfooting. But their roles in m agnetism are com pletely di�erent.

The interaction ofelectronswith spin 
uctuationsin PH channelleads

to the m ost relevant correlation e�ects [35]whereas PP processes are

im portantforthe renorm alizationsofthe e�ective interactionsin spirit

oftheT-m atrix approach (\ladderaprroxim 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 channelprocesseswith thise�ective interaction are taken

into account explicitly. This approxim ation has high enough accuracy

both for the Hubbard m odeland for realsystem s with m oderate cor-

relations U < W =2 where U is the Hubbard on-sire repulsion snergy

and W is the bandwidth (see [6]and Refs therein). However,speci�c

form oftheapproxim ation used in [6]can beim proved furtherby taking

into accountthe spin-dependenceofthe T-m atrix.Here we presentthe

form ulation ofthisT-m atrix-FLEX approxim ation.

Letusstart,asin Refs.[5,6],with the generalm any-body Ham ilto-

nian fora crystalin the LDA+ U schem e [64]:

H = H t+ H U

H t =
X

�� 0�

t�� 0c
+

��
c�0�
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H U =
1

2

X

f�ig��
0



�1�2jvj�

0
1�

0
2

�
c
+

�1�
c
+

�2�
0c�0

2
�0c�0

1
�; (40)

where� = im arethesitenum ber(i)and orbital(m )quantum num bers,

� = ";# isthespin projection,c+ ;caretheFerm ion creation and annihi-

lation operators,H t isthee�ectivesingle-particleHam iltonian from the

LDA,corrected for the double-counting ofaverage interactions am ong

correlated electronsasitwasdescribed above,and theCoulom b m atrix

elem entsarede�ned in thestandard way

h12jvj34i=

Z

drdr
0
 
�
1(r) 

�
2(r

0)v
�
r� r

0
�
 3(r) 4(r

0); (41)

where we de�ne for briefness �1 � 1 etc. Following Ref. [62]we take

into accountthe ladder(T-m atrix)renorm alization ofthe e�ective ap-

proxim ation:

D

13

�
�
�T

�� 0

(i
)

�
�
�24

E

= h13jvj24i�
1

�

X

!

X

5678

h13jvj57i�

G
�
56(i!)G

�0

78(i
� i!)
D

68

�
�
�T

�� 0

(i
)

�
�
�24

E

(42)

Further we rewrite the perturbation theory in term s of this e�ective

interaction m atrix.

At�rst,wetakeintoaccountthe\Hartree"and \Fock"diagram swith

the replacem entofthebare interaction by the T-m atrix

�
(TH )

12;� (i!) =
1

�

X




X

34�0

D

13

�
�
�T

�� 0

(i
)

�
�
�24

E
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� i!)

�
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12;� (i!) = �
1

�
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X

34

h14jT�� (i
)j32iG �
34(i
� i!) (43)

Note that �(TH )+ �(TF ) contains exactly allthe second-order contri-

butions. Now we have to considerthe contribution ofparticle-hole ex-

citations to sigm a. Sim ilar to [6]we willreplace in the corresponding

diagram sthebareinteraction by thestatic lim itoftheT-m atrix.How-

ever,we im prove the approxim ation [6]by taking into accountitsspin

dependence. W hen considering the particle-hole channelwe replace in

theHam iltonian (40)v ! T�� 0

which isthesolution ofEq.(42)at
= 0:

Eq. (43)isexactin the lim itoflow electron (orhole)density which is

im portantforthecriterion ofm agnetism e.g.in thecaseofnickel(with

alm ostcom pletely �lled d-band).

Now we rewrite the e�ective Ham iltonian (40)with the replacem ent

h12jvj34i by
D

12

�
�
�T�� 0

(
= 0)

�
�
�34

E

in H U . To consider the correlation
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e�ectsdueto PH channelwehaveto separatedensity (d)and m agnetic

(m )channelsasin [61]

d12 =
1
p
2

�

c
+

1"
c2" + c

+

1#
c2#

�

m
0
12 =

1
p
2

�

c
+

1"
c2" � c

+

1#
c2#

�

m
+

12
= c

+

1"
c2#

m
�
12

= c
+

1#
c2"; (44)

Then theinteraction Ham iltonian can berewritten in thefollowing m a-

trix form

H U =
1

2
Tr

�

D
+ � V

k � D + m
+ � V

?
m � m

� + m
� � V

?
m � m

+
�

(45)

where * m eans the m atrix m ultiplication with respect to the pairs of

orbitalindices,e.g.

�

V
?
m � m

+
�

110
=

X

34

�

V
?
m

�

110;220
m

+

220
;

thesupervectorD de�ned as

D =
�

d;m
0
�

;D
+ =

�
d+

m
+

0

�

;

and thee�ective interactionshave thefollowing form :
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To calculate the PH contribution to the electron self-energy we �rst

have to write the expressions for the generalized susceptibilities,both

transverse �? and longitudinal�k:The corresponding expressions are

thesam easin [6]butwith anotherde�nition oftheinteraction vertices.

O nehas

�
+ � (i!)=

h

1+ V
?
m � �"#(i!)

i� 1
� �"#(i!); (47)

where

���
0

12;34(�)= � G�23(�)G
�0

41(� �) (48)

isan \em pty loop"susceptibility and �(i!)isitsFouriertransform .The

correspondinglongitudinalsusceptibility m atrix hasam orecom plicated

form :

�
k(i!)=

h

1+ V
k � �

k

0
(i!)

i� 1
� �

k

0
(i!); (49)

and them atrix ofbarelongitudinalsusceptibility:

�
k

0
=
1

2

 

�"" + �## �"" � �##

�"" � �## �"" + �##

!

; (50)

in the dd-,dm 0-,m 0d-,and m 0m 0-channels(d;m 0 = 1;2 in the super-

m atrix indices).An im portantfeatureoftheseequationsisthecoupling

oflongitudinalm agnetic 
uctuations and ofdensity 
uctuations. It is

absentin one-band Hubbard m odeldueto theabsenseoftheinteraction

ofelectronswith parallelspins.ForthiscaseEqs.(47,49)coinsideswith

the well-known result[65].

Now we can write the particle-hole contribution to the self-energy.

According to [6]one has

�
(ph)

12;� (�)=
X

34;�0

W
�� 0

13;42(�)G
�0

34(�); (51)

with P-H 
uctuation potentialm atrix:

W
�� 0

(i!)=

"

W ""(i!) W ? (i!)

W ? (i!) W ##(i!)

#

; (52)

wherethespin-dependente�ective potentialsare de�ned as

W
"" =

1

2
V
k �

h

�
k � �

k

0

i

� V
k
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W
## =

1

2
V
k �

h

e�
k � e�

k

0

i

� V
k

W
"# = V

?
m �

h

�
+ � � �

+ �
0

i

� V
?
m

W
#" = V

?
m �

h

�
� +

� �
� +
0

i

� V
?
m :

where e�k;e�
k

0
di�er from �k;�

k

0
by the replacem ent of �"" , �## in

Eq.(50). W e have subtracted the seconf-order contributions since they

have already been taken into accountin Eq.(43).

O urcom plete expression fortheselfenergy is

�= � (TH )+ �(TF )+ �(P H ) (53)

This expression takes into account accurately spin-polaron e�ects be-

cause ofthe interaction with m agnetic 
uctuations [6],the energy de-

pendence of T-m atrix which is im portant for describing the satellite

e�ectsin Ni[36],containsthe exactsecond-orderterm sin v and isrig-

orous(becauseofthe�rstterm )foralm ost�lled oralm ostem pty bands.

In spiritofthe DM FT approach we have to use G0 instead ofG in all

the expressionswhen calculating the self-energy on a separated central

site.Itshould benoted thatthisTM -FLEX schem eisnotconserved (or

\�-derivable") therefore one need to inforce the Luttinger theorem by

introducing the�0 forthebath G reen function asin iterative preturba-

tion theory[66]

W ehavestarted from thespin-polarized LSDA band structureoffer-

rom agnetic nickelwithin the TB-LM TO m ethod [41]in the m inim al

s;p;d basissetand used num ericalorthogonalization to �nd theH tpart

ofourstarting Ham iltonian.W e take into accountsthe Coulom b inter-

actionsonly between d-states.Sem iem piricalanalysisoftheappropriate

interaction value givesU ’ 2� 4 eV.Thedi�cultieswith choosing the

correctvalue ofU are connected with com plicated screening problem s,

de�nitionsoforthogonalorbitalsin thecrystal,and contributionsofthe

intersite interactions.In the quasiatom ic (spherical)approxim ation the

fullU -m atrix forthed� shellisdeterm ined by thethreeparam etersU;J

and �J orequivalently by e�ective SlaterintegralsF0,F 2 and F 4 [64].

Forexam ple,U = F 0,J = (F 2+ F 4)=14 and weusethesim plestway of

estim ating �J orF4 keeping the ratio F 2=F 4 equalto itsatom ic value

0.625 [64]. Note thatthe value ofintra-atom ic (Hund)exchange inter-

action J isnotsensitive to the screening and approxim ately equals0.9

eV in di�erentestim ations[64].
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Figure4. Spin-up (fulllines)and spin-down (dased lines)density ofd-statesforfer-

rom agnetic nickelin theLSDA and theLDA+ SPTF (LSDA+ SPTF)calculationsfor

di�erentaverage Coulom b interaction U with J = 1 eV and tem perature T= 200 K .
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The resulting DO S for Ni(Fig. 4) shows that spin-polarized TM -

FLEX calculationsapproxim atelly reproducethesatellite structureand

reduction oftheband width in satisfactory agreem entwith exactQ M C-

result(Fig.2)

8. C luster D M FT appoach: antiferrom agnetism

and superconductivity

Asitwasstressed above theSDF approach doesnotnecessarily con-

nectwith thestandard DM FT schem e;onecan usem oregeneralchoise

offerm ion coarse-grained variables,e.g.,considering thecaseofan e�ec-

tiveclusterinstead ofan e�ectiveim purity.Itisespecially im portantfor

the problem s where intersite correlations are involved from the begin-

ning such asd-wave superconducting pairing [22,23]orchargeordering

[67]. Here we consider,following Ref. [23],one ofthe cluster general-

izationsoftheDM FT,and itsapplication to theproblem ofm agnetism

and high-tem perature superconductivity (HTSC)ofcopper-oxide com -

pounds.

Them icroscopictheoryofhigh-tem peraturesuperconductingcuprates

isstillfarfrom a�nalunderstanding[68,69,70].O neofthem ostim por-

tantrecentexperim entalachievem entswasthediscovery ofthepseudo-

gap (PG ) phenom enon above the superconducting transition tem pera-

ture[71]and existenceofa sharp 41-m eV resonancebelow Tc related to

som ecollective antiferrom agnetic excitations[72].Thus,an interplay of

an antiferrom agnetism (AFM )and d-wave superconductivity (d-SC)in

cupratescould be a naturalway ofdiscussing di�erentHTSC phenom -

ena. This require a quantitative electronic structure theory including

two di�erenttypeoftheorderparam eters:AFM and d-SC.W ithin such

approach onecan in principleanalyzethephasediagram ofHTSC com -

poundsand resolve the long-standing problem ofcom petition between

antiferrom agnetism and d-wave superconductivity in cuprates[73,74].

A standard theoreticaltoolforcuprateselectronic structure consists

ofthetwo-dim ensionalHubbard m odel[68].W estartwith theextended-

hopping Hubbard m odelon the squarelattice:

H =
X

ij

tijc
+

i�cj� +
X

i

Uini"ni#

wheretij isan e�ective hopping and U i localCoulom b interactions.W e

have chosen the nearest-neighbor hopping t = 0:25 eV and the next

nearesthopping t0=t= � 0:15 forthe m odelofLa2� xSrxCuO 4[75]. The

totalband width is W = 2 eV and allCoulom b param eters set to be

U = 1.2 eV (U=W = 0:6). Let us introduce the \super-site" as an 2� 2

squareplaquet.Thenum eration oftheatom sin thesuper-siteisshown
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in theFig.5.Itisusefulto introducethesuperspinorC +

i = fc
+

i�g where

� = 0;1;2;3 (the spin indicesare notshown). Taking into accountthe

spin degrees offreedom ,this is the 8-com ponent superspinor creation

operator. Then the crystalG reen function forthe Hubbard m odelcan

berewritten as

G (k;i!)= [i! + � � h(k)� � (i!)]
� 1

(54)

whereh(k;i!)isthee�ectivehopping superm atrix with self-energy cor-

rections. For sim plicity we willwrite allthe form ulas in the nearest-

neighborapproxim ations:

h(k)=

0

B
B
B
@

0 tK +
x 0 tK +

y

tK �
x 0 tK +

y 0

0 tK �
x 0 tK �

x

tK �
y 0 tK +

x 0

1

C
C
C
A

(55)

whereK �

x(y)
= 1+ exp

�

� ikx(y)a
�

,a isthelatticeconstant,and each ele-

m entisa 2� 2 m atrix in spin space.W ithin thecluster-DM FT approach

we introduce the intra-atom ic self-energy �0 and the inter-atom ic self-

energies�x;�y,and both functionsareofintra-site naturein thesense

ofoursuper-site:

�(i!)=

0

B
B
@

�0 �x 0 �y

��
x �0 �y 0

0 ��
y �0 ��

x

��
y 0 �x �0

1

C
C
A

(56)

For the sm all2� 2 cluster it is usefullto introduce the translation-

ally invariant(k-dependent)self-energy and rewrite h(k)+ � (i!)� >

h(k;i!)where

h(k;i!)=

0

B
B
B
@

�0 txK
+
x 0 tyK

+
y

t�xK
�
x �0 tyK

+
y 0

0 t�yK
�
x �0 t�xK

�
x

t�yK
�
y 0 txK

+
x �0

1

C
C
C
A
: (57)

Thee�ectiveHam iltonian isde�ned through therenorm alized energy

dependenthoppings: tx = t+ �x;ty = t+ �y. The functions�0(i!);

�x (i!);�y(i!) are found self-consistently within the cluster DM FT

schem eand forthed-wavesuperconduction state�x 6= �y:Itisstraight-

forward to generalizethisschem eforanext-nearestneighborhoppingas

wellas the long-range G reen function and the self-energy. In thiscase
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Figure5. (a)Schem aticrepresentation ofantiferrom agneticd-wave2x2periodically

repeated clust er;(b)generic phase diagram ofHTSC m aterials;(c)The calculated

valuesoftwo orderparam eters:localm agneticm om entM and d-SC equaltim eG reen

function F
01
(� = 0)� F (0)fordi�erenthole doping (x)atthe inverse tem perature

� = 60 eV � 1(T = 190K ).

wecan renorm alized also thesecond-nearesthopping:txy = t0+ �xy for

the 2� 2 cluster,where �xy (or �
02) is the non-localself-energy in the

xy direction.

In the clusterversion oftheDM FT schem e one can writethe m atrix

equation forthebath G reen function m atrixG which describean e�ective

interaction with the restofcrystal:

G
� 1(i!)= G

� 1(i!)+ �(i!);

where the localcluster G reen function m atrix is equalto G �� (i!) =P

k

G �� (k;i!) , and the sum m ation is run over the Brillouin zone of

the square lattice. Ifinstead ofEq.(57) we use Eq.(55),it would cor-

responds to a free cluster DM FT schem e or the sim plest case of the

so-called cellular-DM FT.Note that we use a translationally invariant

self-energy obtained from the cluster DM FT schem e (Eq.(57)) or the

sim plestversion ofso-called cellular DM FT approach [24]. W e believe

that for a given choise ofthe sm all(2� 2) cluster,the renorm alization

ofthe hopping param eterby �x;�y term sisphysically essential. The
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present \m atrix" form ofa cluster DM FT with the self-energy which

is not periodic inside the cluster allow us to study a m ulticom ponent

ordered state. Unfortunately,in contrastwith the so-called Dynam ical

ClusterApproxim ation (DCA)[22]or cellular-DM FT approach [24](see

above,Section 1),wewereunabletoprovethecasuality ofthisapproach

forarbitrary band structure and interaction param eters. However,the

casuality oftheG reen function fortherealistic choiseoftheparam eters

hasbeen checked num erically.

In thiscasewehavethestandard DM FT problem with four\orbital"

statespersuper-site.Ithasbeen solved by them ulti-orbitalQ M C tech-

nique described above (Section 3). W e used the generalized Nam bu

technique [76]to analyze the coexistence ofthe m agnetic ordering and

superconductivity.Letusintroduce thesuperspinor

	 +

i (�)� ( +
1i; 

+

2i; 
+

3i; 
+

4i)=
�

c
+

i"
;c
+

i#
;ci";ci#

�

and theanom alousaveragesdescribingthe(collinear)antiferrom agnetism
D

c
+

i"
cj#

E

and the superconductivity � ij = hci#cj"i.

Thegeneralization ofthe Hirsch-Fye Q M C-algorithm [44]forthe su-

perconducting problem [77]have been used. In the 4-spinorcase a dis-

crete Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation hasthefollowing form :

exp[� ��U ini"ni# +
��U i

2
(ni" + ni#)]=

1

2

X

�= � 1

exp[�i�( 
+

1i 1i�  
+

2i 2i�  
+

3i 3i+  
+

4i 4i)] (58)

where�i=
1

2
arccosh[exp(1

2
��U i)].

Since we take into account only the singlet pairing,we obtain the

following nonzero elem ents ofthe d-SC energy gap param eters: � =

� 01 = � � 12 = � 23 = � � 30.O necan chose� ij to berealand therefore

sym m etric: � ij = � ji. Separating norm aland anom alous partsofthe

G reen function wehave

G
�
k;�;�

0
�
=

�
G (k;�;�0) F (k;�;�0)

F + (k;�;�0) � G (� k;�0;�)

�

(59)

whereG (k;�;�0)= �
D

T�Ck (�)C
+

k
(�0)

E

and F (k;�;�0)= � hT�Ck (�)C� k (�
0)i

arethem atricesin spin and \orbital" space.Itisconvenientto expand

theanom alousG reen function in Paulim atricesF =
�
F 0 + F�

�
i�y and

usethe sym m etry properties[78]:

F
0
�
k;�;�

0
�

= F
0
�
� k;�

0
;�
�

(60)

F
�
k;�;�

0
�

= � F
�
� k;�0;�

�
:
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then a4� 4spinorform alism isreduced to2� 2onein thecollinearanti-

ferrom agneticcasewith thed-wavesuperconductivity with thefollowing

spin-m atrix form ofthe localG reen function forthe super-site:

G
�
�;�

0
�
=

�
G "(�;�

0) F (�;�0)

F (�;�0) � G #(�
0;�);

�

(61)

and theQ M C form alism fortheantiferrom agneticsuperconductingstate

isequivalenttothepreviousnon-m agneticone[77].Usingthediscretiza-

tion of[0;�]intervalwith L-tim e slices: �� = �=L (� = 1=T isan in-

versetem perature)theG �-and F -G reen functionsbecom ethem atrices

of2N L dim ension,where N isthe num berofatom sin the cluster.Af-

terFouriertransform to the M atsubara frequenciesthe G reen function

m atrix hasthefollowing form :

G (i!)=

 

G "(i!) F (i!)

F (i!) � G �
#(i!)

!

(62)

In superconducting statesthe self-energy de�ned as[3]:

G
� 1(i!)� G

� 1(i!)=

 

�"(i!) S (i!)

S(i!) � ��
#(i!)

!

; (63)

and theinverse crystalG reen function m atrix isequalto:

G
� 1(k;i!)=

�
i! + � � h(k;i!) s(k;i!)

s(k;i!) i! � � + h�(k;i!)

�

(64)

wheres(k;i!)isthetranslationally invariantanom alouspartoftheself-

energy S(i!)sim ilarto Eq.(55).

Thetwo-com ponentorderparam etersstatewhich includesNeelanti-

ferrom agnetism and d-wavesuperconductivity (Fig.5a)lowered thesym -

m etry ofthe e�ective cluster-DM FT problem .A self-consistentDM FT

clusterproblem with AFM and d-SC generalorderparam etershavebeen

solved within theQ M C schem efor8x8m atrix G reen function with L= 64

tim eslices.Theresultingtwo orderparam etersfor� = 60eV� 1 (T= 190

K )and t0= 0 presented in Fig.5ctogetherwith thegenericHTSC phase

diagram (Fig.5b) as function ofthe hole doping. In this case the or-

dered m agnetic m om ent is directly related with im aginary-tim e G reen

function G �(�):M = G00" (0)� G 00
# (0)and forthed-SC orderparam e-

terwe chose a positive value ofsuperconducting im aginary tim e G reen

function F 01(0). Itisim portant,thatwe �nd no serioussign-problem

forallQ M C calculationswith variousdopinglevel,probablydueto\sta-

bilized" antiferrom agneticdynam icalm ean �eldsacting on theatom sin
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Figure 6. Im aginary tim e norm al(G �) and superconducting (F )G reen functions

forthe2� 2 clusterD M FT solution with second-nearestneighborhopping and inverse

tem perature � = 50 eV
� 1

(T= 230 K ).

our2� 2 cluster.NotethattheAFM cluster-DM FT solution existsfora

m uch higherdopingconcentration than experim entalAFM ordered state

and describesa dynam icalm ean-�eld version ofAFM -spin 
uctuations

related to pseudogap phenom ena (the PG -region on Fig.5b).The m ax-

im um ofd-SC order param eter correspondsto a doping levelofabout

15% in agreem entwith thegenericHTSC phasediagram .Thed-SC or-

derparam eteriszeroclosetotheundoped region (x= 0),duetopresence

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

spin-
uctuations around (�;�) pointdisappear[69]. The precise char-

acteristic ofthe phase diagram including the interactions between the

AFM and d-SC orderparam etersdem andsan extensive cluster-DM FT

calculationsfordi�erenttem peraturesand doping.

W ewould liketonotethattheexistingofd-SC cluster-DM FT solution

forsuch high tem peraturesdoesnotnecessary m eansthatthesupercon-

ducting transition tem perature is larger then 190K in our m odel. A
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crude estim ation showsthatthe d-SC solution disappearsatT= 300 K

forx= 0.15 and theAFM solutionsforx= 0 becom eunstableatthetem -

perature just above 1000 K .This could be the sign ofa \local" AFM

solution and a locald-wave solution, like localm om ents in m agnetic

system s [6]. Due to the m ultiscale nature ofthe problem under con-

siderations,essentially di�erent energies connected with localm om ent

form ation,long-rangem agneticorder,locald-wavepairswithin the2� 2

plaquet,and �nally coherentsuperconductivity,itisdi�cultto distin-

guish a reallong-rangeordering from slow dynam ical
uctuationsin our

Q M C sim ulations. W e plane to separate these energy scales analyti-

cally and estim ate superconductiong transition tem peraturein a future

publication.

The role ofnext-nearest hopping is to lower ofthe van-Hove singu-

larity [75]which increasesthedensity ofstate attheFerm ilevelforthe

hole-doped case and favores the d-SC solution for a m oderate correla-

tion strength. There is also a change in the spin-
uctuation spectrum

related with the broadening ofAFM -peak nearthe (�;�)pointdue to

form ation ofso-called extended van-Hove singularities with increasing

ofthe t0. W e show one ofthe AFM -dSC solution on the Fig.6 with

thenextnearest-neighborhopping forthe10% doping leveland � = 50

eV � 1.Theresultinglocalm agneticm om entisM = 0.28�B and thed-SC

orderparam eterF (0)= 0.036.O necan seethatthesuperconduction or-

derparam eterisreally ofthe dx2� y2 sym m etry since diagonalelem ents

(F 00)aswellasthenextnearest-neighborselem ents(F 02)areallequal

to zero and only the nearestneighborsuperconducting G reen functions

(F 01)arenon-zero and changethesign forFx and Fy com ponents.The

norm allocalG reen function (G 00)(plotted forthe spin-up atom in the

Fig.6)aswellas(G 02)are spin-split,while the nearest-neighborG reen

function (G 01) has no spin-splitting due to AFM spin sym m etry (see

Fig.5). The absence ofm agnetic polarization in the non-diagonalG -

function along the x(y)-directions suppressthe m agnetic pair-breaking

and m akestheAFM -dSC coexistence possible.

9. Sum m ary

The spectraldensity functional(SDF) approach allows us to study

correlation e�ectsin solidsbased on realisticelectronicstructurecalcula-

tions.Am ong allpossibleapplicationswehavechosen them agnetism of

transition m etals and high-tem perature superconductivity. From these

two exam ples one can see already allthe m ain advantages ofthe new

approach in com parison with standard density functionaltheory.First,

we can describe now the spectraldensity transferphenom ena (e.g.,the
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form ation of6 eV satellite in Ni),the quasiparticle dam ping and other

e�ectsconnected with thefrequency dependenceoftheself-energy;they

are absent com pletely not only in the DF approach but also in the

Hartree-Fock,LDA+ U,orself-interaction correctionsapproxim ation (see,

e.g.,[64]). Second,we can describe adequately the contribution ofthe

Bose degreesoffreedom (e.g.,spin 
uctuations)to theelectronic struc-

ture and therm odynam ic properties. In the DF-based calculations the

tem perature is really taken into account only via the therm alexpan-

sion and the Ferm idistribution function [79]. It was the m ain reason

forthe failure ofthe standard band theory forthe description of�nite-

tem perature e�ectsin m agnetic m etals.W e show thatthe SDF givesa

satisfactory solution ofthisproblem .

M ostofrealapplicationsoftheSDF approach areconnected with the

single-sitedynam icalm ean �eld theory.Atthesam etim e,fora num ber

ofproblem sthiscan beinsu�cientand som egeneralizationstotakeinto

account the non-locale�ects are necessary,for exam ple,cluster ones.

The �rst attem pts ofsuch generalizations are already leading to som e

interesting results in the theory ofhigh-Tc superconductivity [22,23]

buta lotofadditionalwork isrequired in thearea ofclusterdynam ical

m ean �eld theoriesto reach thelevelofunderstanding thatwasreached

in single site DM FT.
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A ppendix: M ulti-orbitalQ M C schem e

The m ulti-orbitalD M FT problem and generalcluster D M FT schem e can be re-

duced to the generalim purity action:

S = �

Z
�

0

d�

Z
�

0

d�
0

X

i;j

c
+

i (�)Gij(� � �
0
)cj(�

0
)+

1

2

Z
�

0

d�

X

i;j

ni(�)Uijnj(�)

where i= fm ;�g -orbital(site)and spin.W ithoutspin-orbitalcoupling wehave:

Gij = G
�

m ;m 0��� 0:

The auxiliary �elds G reen-function Q M C use the discrete Hubbard-Stratanovich

transform ation inroduced by Hirsch[43]

expf��U ij[ninj �
1

2
(ni+ nj)]g =

1

2

X

S ij= � 1

expf�ijSij(ni� nj)g

whereSij(�)aretheauxiliary Ising �eldsforeach pairoforbitalsand tim eslice with

the strength:

�ij = arccosh[exp(
��

2
Uij)]

Using Hirsch transofrm ation onecan integrated outferm ionic�eldsin thepath in-

tegral[3]and resultingpartition function and G reen function m atrix havethefollowing

form :

Z =
1

2N f L

X

S ij(�)

det[bG
� 1
(Sij)]

bG =
1

Z

1

2N f L

X

S ij(�)

bG (Sij)det[bG
� 1
(Sij)]

where N f isthe num berofIsing �elds,L isthe num beroftim e slices,and bG (Sij)is

the G reen function in the auxiliary Ising �elds:

G
� 1

ij (S) = G
� 1

ij + � i�ij���0

� i = (e
Vi � 1)

Vi(�) =
X

j(6= i)

�ijSij(�)�ij

here we introduce the generalized Paulim atrix:

�ij = f
+ 1;i< j

� 1;i> j

For e�cient calculation ofthe G reen function in arbitrary con�guration ofIsing

�eldsG ij(S)we use the following D yson equation [44]:

G
0
= [1+ (1� G )(e

V
0
� V

� 1)]
� 1
G
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TheQ M C im portantsam pling schem eallowed usto integrate overtheIsing �elds

with the abs(det[bG
� 1
(Sij)]) asa stochastic weight[44,3].Fora single spin-
ip Sij;

the determ inantratio iscalculated asfollowing:

det[bG ]=det[bG 0] = R iR j � R ij

R i = 1+ [1� G ii(�;�)]� i(�)

R j = 1+ [1� G jj(�;�)]� j(�)

R ij = G ij(�;�)� j(�)G ji(�;�)� i(�)

and the G reen function m atrix updated in the standard m aner[44,3]:

G
0

i1j2
(�1;�2) = G i1j2(�1;�2)+ [G i1i(�1;�)� �i1i��1;�]� i(�)=R i

(�)G ij2(�;�2)

G
new
i1j2

(�1;�2) = G
0

i1j2
(�1;�2)+ [G

0

i1j
(�1;�)� �i1j��1;�]� j(�)=R j

(�)G
0

jj2
(�;�2)
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