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E lectronic Structure of transition m etals Fe, Niand Cu in the GW approxim ation

AtsushiYamasaki TakeoFujwara ¥

D epartm ent of A pplied P hysics, University of T okyo, Bunkyo-ku, Tokyo 113-8656

R eceived O ctober 4, 2002)

T he quasiparticle band structures of 3d transition m etals, ferrom agnetic Fe, N i and param —
agnetic Cu, are calculated by the GW approxin ation. T he w idth of occupied 3d valence band,
w hich is overestin ated in the LSD A, is in good agreem ent w ith experin entalobservation. H ow —
ever the exchange splitting and satellite in spectra are not reproduced and it is required to go
beyond the GW approxin ation. The e ects of static screening and dynam ical correlation are
discussed In detail n com parison w ith the resuls of the static COH SEX approxim ation. The
dynam ical screening e ects are in portant for band w idth narrow ing.
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1. Introduction

Lattice structure, lattice constants and bulk m oduli
In 3d transition m etal are well described by the local-
spin-density approxin ation @SDA)!'?) or the general-
ized gradient approxin ation GGA)>* However, the
occupied 3d band width is too broad, and the exchange
splitting is overestin ated. T he good agreem ent is essen—
tially related w ith the property of the ground-state, and
the discrepancies are associated w ith excitation proper—
ties.

TheGW approxination (GW A) isbased on them any-—
body perturbation theory®!”’ and can describe the quasi-
particle property. The selfenergy of GW A is the rst
term In a serdes expansion of dynam ical correlation and
1t is treated by the random -phase approxin ation RPA).

T he plane wave basis set based on the pseudopoten—
tialm ethod isused n many GW calculations. In sin —
pl m etals and sam iconductors, the single plasm on peak
is often assum ed w ithin the plane wave fram ework (the
plasn on pole approxin ation) # However the plasnon
peak of transition m etal cannot be wellkde ned isolated
peak due to interband transition in the sam e energy re-
gion. The transition m etal has strong atom ic potential
for 3d ekectrons, the 3d orbital is localized and the plane
wave form alisn cannot be applied. M oreover it is essen-—
tially in portant to inclide core electrons in m any cases.
T herefore the plaan on peak approxim ation is not appli-
cable to the dielectric fiinction of transition m etals and
altelectron calculation and localized orbitalbasis set are
needed.

In this paper, the GW method based on the linear
mu n-tih orbial LM TO) method® and the product—
basis m ethod'? are applied to the series of transition
m etal. There isa num ericaldi culty in the k-point sum —
m ation of selfenergy w ith them om entum transferg = 0.
T his summ ation is treated by the o set m ethod}? and
test calculation of the exchange energy in the electron
gas isperform ed. T he paper is organized as follow s. T he
theoretical fram ew ork is descrlbed in x 2. The num eri-
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caltechnigue and test calculation ofelectron gasare also
given in this section. The results for these system s and
detailed discussion are presented in x 3. Finally, in x 4
we present our summ ary.

2. Theory

21 GW approxim ation

In the GW A the selfenergy is replaced by the lowest
ordertem oftheexpansion as (1;2)= iG (1;2)W (1;2).
G isthe oneparticle G reen fiinction and the dynam ically
screened interaction W isde ned by

Z
W 1;2)=  dE) ' 1;3)vEi2) @)
Z

=v({;2)+  dE4HvA;3) °GiaW (4;2); @)

where ! isthe inverse dynam icaldielectric fiinction, v
is the bare Coulomb potentialand © is the irreducible
polarization finction °(1;2) = iG (1;2)G (;1). Here
we use an abbreviated notation (1) = (r1; 1;4) and
v(l;2) = v(rirn) G ). Equation (2) is treated by
the RPA.

W e adopt the LSDA Ham iltonian to be the unper-
turbedoneH = T+ VH® + VX, .HereT isthekinetic
energy, V" is the Hartree potential, and V5, , is the
exchange-correlation potentialin the LSDA .W e presum e
the wavefunctions £ , (r)g ofthe LSDA to be a reason—
ably good starting wavefunctions. Then the selfenergy
can be w ritten by three tem sas = *+ © VX .
where * (= iGv) is the exchange part (the Fock tem )
and €& iIGW ©) isthe dynam ical correlation part. W ©
is the second tem In eq.(2). T he quasiparticle energy is
given as
xn (xn)7 3)

Exn = xnt Zxn

where , is the LSDA eigenvalue. The selfenergy is

kn(kn)zhknjx+ c(kn) VLXSCDAjkniandthe
renomm alization factorisZys = @ @  wn (xn)=@1!) 1.
T he renom alization factor Zy, is a m easure of the oc—
cupation num ber and should equal to the discontinuity
of occupation num ber at the Fem i energy. T herefore
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Fig. 1. Exchange energy S (y) of the electron gas as a function of
y = k=kg . The solid lines for the exact resul, the open triangles
for the sin ple sum m ation and the closed circles for the o set
m ethod. T he num bers of the m esh points in the B rillouin zone
are @) 64= (4 4 4)and ) 512= @8 8 8).

it should satisfy the condition Zy, 1. In the present
work we perform one iteration calculation without self-
consistency 12

22 LM TO minin alkasis set and productiasis

B ecause the plane wave basis becom es very costly for
system s containing 3d electrons, the LM TO m ethod® is
m ore appropriate. W euse the LM TO basisset g1 (¥)
w ithin the atom ic sphere approxin ation A SA) for the
LSDA calculation. Here L is angler momentum L =
(I m). The LM TO can be expanded by themu n-tin
orbital rp () and i'senergy derivative 1 (v).

T he functional space of basis for is spanned as

f g=f g=f g=f g+f g+ f—g: 4)

In fact them ixing coe cientsof —to are lessthan 0:1
for the m ost part and the nom of — h—i, is 0:1 03
even in the largest case, so the tem s lncliding — can
be dropped out. M ore detailed description is shown n
ref. 13.

2.3 Num erical technique

TheCoulombm atrix v (@) hasa singularity atg = 0 as
F (@) = 1=1 . The Integration ofv (q) overthe B rillouin
zone does not diverge but special cares are needed not
only or the g = 0 temm but for snall nite q. For
a choice of the discrete points near g = 0, we use the
o set -point methodi!) where the ntegration of F (q)
overthe B rillouin zone can be perform ed analytically and
the o setted points Q ’s are chosen near g = 0 so0 asto
satisfy a relation

2 X X

FQ)+

Q k60

F (@)dg = Fk): )

B Z:

Here k'’s are the discrete m esh points in the B rillouin
zone.

The exchange energy of the electron gas system is
given as a function of a wave vector k as * (k) =

e’k _ 1y? 1+y _ k
—E£S (y), where S (y) = 1+ 3y ]1'1ly rY = o

and kg isthe Ferm iwave vector. T he em pty lattice calk
culation isdonew ith spdf orbitalsin the LM TO m ethod.
W e calculate the exchange energy of the electron gas in
a foc lattice w ith a lattice constant a = 6:824ap which
corresoonds to the foc copper and ap is the Bohr radius.
T he corresponding electron gasparam eterisrg = 2:6668.
The calculated S (y), by the sin ple summ ation, by the
o setmethod and by theexact S (y),areshown n Fig.1.
In the sinpl summ ation, the diverging tem 1= is
sin ply averaged inside a sphere of a volum e equal to
that of one k-mesh point. The number of k-mesh of
the Brillbuin—zone in the calculation is (a) 64 points
4 4 4) and ) 512 points 8 8 8). In case of
512 points of these structure, eight o setted points Q

are 2? ( 0:038; 0:038; 0:£038). The derivative of S (y)

hasa logarithm ic singularity at the Fem ienergy (y = 1).
Unphysical gap still rem ains at the Fem ienergy in the
sin ple summ ation of these exam ples. A large num ber
of k points is necessary for a convergence in the sim —
pl summ ation. But the o set m ethod can reduce the
num ber of k point for rapid convergence even in case of
an all num ber of m esh points. The careful treatm ent of
the Coulom b m atrix at ornearq = 0 isvery crucialnear
the band gap or the Fem ienergy.

3. Results and D iscussions

In the calculation of LSD A, the lattice structure and
constants of Fe, Niand Cu are bcc and a = 287 A,
frcand 352 A, fcand 3.61 A, respectively !*) The band
structures ofFe, N iand Cu, calculated both iIn the LSD A
and the GW A, are shown In Fig.2 along high sym m etric
lines. The localized 3d orbital has a weak hybridization
w ith the extended 4s, 4p orbials and is below Fem i
energy.

T he m agneticm om ent, the exchange splitting and the
band w idth ofthe occupied 3d valencebandsin theGW A
are summ arized in Tabl I, In com parison wih those
by the LSDA and the static COHSEX approxin ation
Our results of Niare In good agreem ent w ith those of
the previous GW calculation !> The spectral filnction
A(')= (1= )Im TG (!) isshown In Fig. 3.

Table I. The M agnetic mom ent  spin ( g ) of Fe and N i, the ex—
change splitting Eex (€V) ofFe and N i, the band w idth of the
occupied 3d valence bands W g;0cc (€V) ofFe,Niand Cu.

LSDA COHSEX GW expt.
spin Fe 227 2.04 231 213617
Ni 0.54 0.62 055 0571617
Eex Fe 25 2.0 17 1.9 2118
H2s 2.3 2.1 138 1819
Py 22 25 2.3 1.520)
Ni Lz 0.6 05 0.7 0.320)
X2 0.6 05 07 022D
W g;0cc Fe 3.7 4.6 3.4 3.322{24)
Ni 45 5.1 3.3 3925
Cu 33 3.7 29 3.029)
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Fig. 2. The energy bands of Fe, Niand Cu, calculated by the LSDA (dotted lines) and the GW A (solid lines) along high sym m etric
lines. T he closed circles are the calculated points in the GW A . In Fe and N i, left side and right side show m inority spin and m a jority

spin, respectively. T he high sym m etric points are
and L= (1=2;1=2;1=2), =

T he occupied 3d valence band w idth oftransition m et—
alsFe,Niand Cu in the LSDA is overestin ated in com —
parison w ith experin ental observation, especially in N i.
T he valence band w idth is in reasonably agreem ent w ith
experim ent in the GW A . In Fig. 3, the band narrow Ing
occurs In the occupied valence band ofboth the m a pr-
ity and the m nority soin in Fe and Ni. But the width
of unoccupied 3d band ofFe isunchanged n the GW A .
The source of band narrow ng is the screening for the
valence electrons. In the gpectral finction ofthe GW A,
the plasm on-like excitation appears around 30 €V above
and below the Fem i energy and also the long tail ex—
tends over w ide lower energy region. The intensity of
spectrum is totally suppressed by the excitations in w ide
energy region. The Intensity ofthe GW spectrum is ac—
tually reduced by a factor of Zx, and, in Fig. 3, the
reduction factor is Zg 05{0.6. In the Hartree Fock
HF) approxin ation which includes no screening e ects,
the band width is overestin ated. No screening In the
HF gives zero density of states at the Fem ilevel In the
electron gas and also gives overestin ated band gap in
nsulators and sem iconductors. In the static COHSEX
approxin ation, w hich inclides static screening, the band
w idth ism uch an allerthan the HF resuls, and isaln ost
the sam e asthe one In the LSD A or stillw ider. M oreover
the 4s state is located too m uch desp because i exists far
from Ferm ilevel. Theband width in the GW A is in good
agreem ent w ith experin ent. W e can see that the dynam —
ical correlation e ect is in portant for the band w idth in
the transition m etals from the com parison between the
GW A and the static COH SEX approxin ation.

The magnetic moment 43, of Fe and Ni is aln ost
the sam e as the result of LSDA and is in good agree—
ment with experiment. The di erence of the exchange
splitting Eex between the LSDA and experin ents In Fe
( 30%) is analler than that n Ni ( 50%). Ec of
Fe becom es close to the experim entalvalie In the GW A .
In N i, the discrepancy of Eex is not in proved by the
GWA .In the HF, E¢ is overestin ated. T he screening
e ects of correlation term € In the GW A or the static
COHSEX approximation reduce Eox of HF . However

= (0;0;0),H= (1;0;0),N= (1=2;1=2;0) and P= (1=2;1=2;1=2) in bcc lattice Fe),
(0;0;0) and X= (1;0;0) in foc Jattice Wiand Cu). Fem ienergy is set to zero. E g =0)

the GW A only inclides long-range correlation e ects,
and cannot describe short—range e ects such as electron-
electron or hole-hol scattering process. H igher order
diagram s (eg. vertex corrections) is needed for electron—
electron and hole-hol scattering. E specially two-hole
bound states are very In portant to the exchange split—
ting and the satellite structure of spectrum if on-site
Coulomb interaction between d electrons is large 2728

The e ective Coulomb interaction is obtained from an
analysis of Auger spectra, Niis U 40 eV and Fe is
U 1:0 eV 2?) The discrepancy between experin ents
and the GW A in N iis caused by the short—range correla—
tion e ects from large U . T he clear satellite in N ican be
also explained, and the GW A cannot reproduce it. Since
the 3d band is fiillin Cu, there isno hole-hole correlation
and the GW A can work quite well.

The renom alization factor of transition metal 3d
States isZ = 0:52{0:58 iIn Fe, Z = 0:48{0:53 in Niand
Z = 0:53{066 In Cu. Z of 4s states is about 0:7{08
iIn these system s. Those results of the renom alization
factor show that the interaction between 3d electrons is
large, and the correlation in Ni is strongest, which is
consistent w ith the Jarge C oulom b interaction U .

T he static screened d-d Coulomb interaction h 4 47
W (! = 0)jq gliscalculated tobeabout14ev,12 &V
and 39 &V in Fe, Niand Cu, respectively. The bare
Coulomb interaction h 4 g¥Jj g gl Is actually 23:7 &V,
259 eV, and 274 €V In Fe, Niand Cu. This values
becom e larger w ith increasing the num ber of 3d occupa—
tion. Then the correlation term h 4 g3 (! = 0)j 4 41
is 223e&V, 2477 &V and 23:56&V in Fe, Niand Cu.
T herefore, the correlation e ects and the static screening
are quite In portant in transition m etals. T he screened
correlation of Ni is Jargest and this is consistent w ith
the anallest Z in these systems. W e should m ention
that the dd Coulomb interaction h g4 ¢W ©)jq qiis
di erent from the Hubbard U evaliated from the con-
strained LSD A , which includes only screening by on-site
d electrons. The tetm h g g¥W (©0)j g gl includes the
screening e ects by both on-site and o —site electrons’?

In the transition m etals, the Hubbard U param eter is
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Fig. 3. The spectral function A (!) in the transition m etals Fe,
Niand Cu by the GW A (bottom ), the LSDA (m iddle) and the
static COHSEX approxim ation (top). In Fe and N i, the solid
lines show m aprity spin and the dotted lines show m inority spin,
respectively.

overestin ated w ithin the constrained LSDA , forexam ple
U 6 eV for Fe, due to Incom plete m etallic screening
in the LSDA 31 W e should m ention that our value of N i
wih o setm ethod is am aller than the previous estin ate
g aFW 0)jq ¢i=22ev) 39 Thediscrepancy m ay be
caused by the absence ofthe present 0 set m ethod since
we also obtained the value without the o set m ethod
sim ilarly to be previous one.

4. Summ ary

In thispaperthe GW approxin ation is applied to fer-
rom agnetic transition m etals Fe and N i, and param ag—
neticCu. W e showed that the occupied 3d band w idth of
transition m etalis in proved w ithin ourGW calculation.

W e also investigated thee ectsofdynam icalscreening
by com parison between the GW A and the static COH -
SEX approxim ation and showed the crucial role of the
dynam ical correlation for band width.

T he selfenergy isdiscussed system atically. T he renor—
m alization factor Z showed that the interaction betw een
d-electrons in N iis lJargerthan that in Fe, and this is con—
sistent w ith the interaction strength from A uger spectra.
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