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A bstract. W edevelop a theory for the electronic excitations in UP t3 which isbased
on the localization oftwo of the 5f electrons. T he rem aining £ electron is delocalized
and acquiresa large e ectivem assby inducing intra-atom ic excitations ofthe localized
ones. The measured deH aasvanA Iphen frequencies of the heavy quasiparticles are
explained as well as their anisotropic heavy m ass. A model calculation for a small
cluster reveals why only the largest of the di erent 5f hopping m atrix elem ents is
operative causing the electrons in other orbitals to localize.

1. Introduction

T here is grow Ing evidence that actinide ionsm ay have localized aswellas delocalized 5f
electrons. Thispicture which was suggested by transport m easurem ents [I;] is supported
by a great variety of experin ents including, e. g., photoean ission and neutron nelastic
scattering experim entson UPd,A L 2,3,'4]aswellasm uon spin relaxation m easurem ent
i UGe; B]. The assum ption is fiarther supported by quantum chem ical calculations on
uranocene U (CgHg), [6] which exhibit a num ber of low -lying excitations which are due
to rearrangem ents of the 5f electrons. There are speculations that the presence of
localized 5f-statesm ight even be responsble for the attractive interactions leading to
superconductivity f1]. W e should ke to m ention that the dualm odelshould allow fora
rather naturaldescription ofheavy farm jon superconductivity coexisting w ith Sfderived
m agnetian .

T he above-m entioned cbservations form the basis ofthe dualm odelw hich provides
a m icroscopic theory for the heavy quasiparticles in U compounds. The ansatz
con ctures that the delocalized 5 £ states hybridize w ith the conduction states and
form energy bands whilk the localized ones form m ultiplets to reduce the localCoulom b
repulsion. The two subsystem s Interact which leads to the m ass enhancam ent of the
delocalized quasiparticles. The situation ressmbles that in Pr metal where a m ass
enhancam ent of the conduction electrons by a factor of 5 results from virtual crystal

eld CEF) excitations of localized 4 £ electrons EI.
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The dual ansatz reproduces the dHVA data n UPt; [B] and UPd,A L. D etaikd
Fem isurface studies orUG a; [LJ]and high-resolution photoem ission m easurem ents for
URU,Sk f11] show that the cdbserved Fem i surfaces cannot be explained by assum ing
all5 £ electrons to be itinerant or localized. M easurem ents of the optical conductivity
in UPdAL and UPt; [12] indicate that the enhanced e ective masses m of the
quasiparticles should result from the interaction of delocalized states wih localized
m agnetic m om ents.

The coexistence of itinerant and localized 5 f states is referred to as partial
localization. It plays an inportant role in many intem etallic actinide com pounds.
Partial localization arises from Interplay between the hybridization of the 5 £ states
w ith the conduction electrons and the local Coulomb correlations. The underlying
m icroscopic m echanism is an area of active current research {13, 14]. LDA calculations
show that the hoppingm atrix elem ents fordi erent 5f oroitalsvary. But it is of interest
to understand why only the largest one of them is In portant and why the other ones
are suppressd.

In order to jastify the above assum ption we present m odel calculations which focus
on the interplay between delocalization of 5 £ states and Hund’s rule correlations.
The results [1§] ckarly show how partial localization can arise in 5 £ systems. Tn
addition, they suggest rather com plex phase diagram s depending upon the strengths
of the hopping m atrix referring to di erent orbital elem ents. Variation of the intersite
hopping by applying (hydrostatic) pressure should kad to new typesof (quantum ) phase
transitions. W e think the present m odelcould be used to study the pressure dependence
of the m agnetization in UG e,.

In addition to the iillm odelH am itonian, we Investigate a sin pli ed version which
treatsthe localCoulom b Interaction In close analogy to LDA+ U .The resultsallow usto
assess the general validity of this popular approxin ation schem e. Fially we com pare
the resuls of the ull m odel Ham iltonian with those obtained from a HartreeFock
approxin ation.

2. H eavy quasiparticles in UP t3 and UPd,A L : Dualm odel

W e calculate the heavy quasiparticles in UPt; and UPd,A L wihin the dualm odel
considering two of the 5f electrons as localized, In agreem ent w ith the absence of any
K ram ersdoublets in caseswhere a crystallineelectric eld (CEF) solitting ofU stateshas
been cbserved. T he calculation of the heavy bands prooeeds in three steps as described
in @: F irst, the band-structure is detem ined by solving the D irac equation for the self-
consistent LDA potentials but excluding the U 5f F+2, 3= 2 and j= 3 states from
form ing bands. T he localized 5f orbitals are accounted for in the selfconsistent density
and, concom iantly, In the potential seen by the conduction electrons. The intrinsic
bandw idth ofthe itinerant U 5f ¥ 2, 3= 3 electrons istaken from the LDA calculation
while the position of the corresponding band-center C is chosen such that the density

distrdoution ofthe conduction states as obtained within LDA rem ainsunchanged.The £
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occupancy perU atom for the delocalized 5 electrons am ounts to ng= 0.65 indicating
that we are dealing w ith a m ixed valent situation. The calculated dH VA frequencies
agree rather wellw ith the observed ones [L4] as shown in Figure . W e also include the
corresponding results rUPd,A L which are com pared to experin entaldata from [17].
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Figure 1. D eH aasvanA Iphen cross sections for the heavy quasiparticles as calculated
w ithin the dualm odel (circles) :{51]. The experimn entaldata for UPt3 (trdangles) are
from [16] while those HrUPd,AL (black triangles) are taken from [17]

In the second step, the localized U 5f states are calculated assum ing the Jiooupling
schem e. The Coulomb m atrix elam ents are calculated from the radial functions of the
ab-niio band structure potentials. We nd a doubly degenerate ground state with
J, = 3 which must be an eigenstate of J = 4 and has an overlap of 0.865 w ith the
Hund’s rule ground state °H , derived from the LS-coupling schem e. In the hexagonal
symm etry, the two-fold degeneracy of the ground-state is liffed by a CEF yilding
the two states j 3i and j 4i. Note that j ;i has been suggested as ground state of
UPd,AL. W e assum e that the splitting energy ™ between j 4i and j ;i is of order
20meV for UPt;. The coupling between the localized and delocalized f electrons is
directly obtained from the expectation values of the Coulomb interaction U~ ,1 In the
5f° statesM = hf';2;23 hyPogyydsi  Filidi= 019V .

F inally, we determ ine the renom alization ofthee ectivem asseswhich resuls from
the coupling betw een the two 5f subsystem s. T he enhancem ent factor is caloulated from
the selfconsistent solution of the selfenergy equation [§]w ith the nput taken from ab-—
Initio electronic structure calculations for the delocalized and the localized 5 £ electrons.
The density of states with two localized 5 f electrons isN (0) / 155 states/ €V cell),
the 5 f-weight per spin and U atom of the band states am ounts to 4a?= 0.13 while the
transition m atrix elem ent between the low -lying singlet states in the Jocalized 5 £2 shell
in the presence ofa CEF equals M $=0.036 e V2. The only adjisted param eter is the
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Table 1. M easured and calculated e ective m asses of UP t3 for various directions of
the m agnetic eld

m c a b
Expermment 110 82 94
T heory 128 79 104

energy ~ characterizing the centers of gravity of the CEF excitations. By com parison
w ith otherU com poundssuch asUPd,A L weestinate ™’/ 20m &V .Thisgeneralconospt
reproduces the quasiparticles ratherwell as can be seen from the resuls sum m arized in
Tablk'l. A sin ilbr analysis applies orUPd,A L.

3. Partial localization from com petition between angular correlations and
hopping

The calculations start from am all clusters which m odel the U sites In heavy fermm ion

com pounds. W e kesp only the degrees of freedom of the 5f shells the conduction states
being acocounted for by (e ective) anisotropic intersite hopping. Here we consider the
two—site m odel. T he general resuls qualitatively agree w ith those found for a three-site

clister. The H am iltonian reads

X
H= t, ¢ (g @+he: +Heou 1)
Jz
Here c%’ @ (©, @), create (@nnihilate) an electron at site 1 =1,2) In the 5f j = 5=2
statewih j, = 5=2;:::;5=2. The e ective hopping between the sites is chosen to be
diagonalin the orbital index Jj, which seem s to be com patible w ith LD A calculations for

the U based heavy-fermm ion system sUPt; and UPd,A L. The localCoulomb repulsion
X X X

H Coul = hjzlsz :U jjz3jz4j-cé']Zl (i)C;-;Z (i)cjz3 (j-)cjz4 (l) (2)

=12 321> 322 J23> Jea

depends upon the Coulom b m atrix elem ents
X
hi1 o3 Thsdal= 504 40ihst 5o 10=2315=23,, 7 J,i0;hTJ, $=273,35=273,41 (3)
J

where J denotes the totalangularm om entum and J, = J;1+ $2 = J;3+ Ja- Thesum is
restricted to even valuesof J, i. e, J = 0;2;4 to satisfy the antisym m etry requirem ent.
In the actual calculations, we use the param eters U; determm ined from the LDA S5fwave
functionsin UPt3,ie, Uy = 17216V ,Uj_, = 1828eV ,and Uj- g = 2100V . Finally,
the h5=273,:5=27,, JJJ,1 denote the C Eosch-G ordan coe cients.

To sim ulate the situation In the U Jbased heavy-ferm ion com pounds we consider the
m odel in the Intemm ediate valence regim e w ith an average fvalence close to 2.5.

T he elgenstates of the Ham iltonian Eq. {I) are characterized by J, = 3 + J®
where J, is the z-com ponent of the total angular m om entum of the two-site system
while J® and J refer to the angular momentum profctions of the individual
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sites. W e study the evolution of the ground state w ith the hopping param eters tz-,,

3
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Figure 2. M agnetization of the ground state. T he m odel predicts two \high-soin"
phases (J, = 15=2 and J, = 11=2) w ith ferrom agnetic intersite correlationshT® J@ 1
for strong anisotropy tz-, ti—p = t5-, and three \low spin" phasesJ, = 5=2;1=2;5=2,
respectively.

-, ,and -, . The energy variation is am ooth except for a kink along the isotropic line
to = G, = G,. The character of the ground state, however, changes as can be
seen by considering the totalm agnetization J, of the ground state displayed in Figure
2. The phase diagram is strongly a ected by magnetic elds. Standard electronic
structure calculations for extended system s such as the Hartree¥odk m ethod or an
LDA + U -type ansatz generally overestim ate the stability of the ferrom agnetic phases
and fail to describe the subtk breakingup of the Hund’s rule correlations. Partial

=
o

T T lO T T T
R | 3/2 contribution | 3/2 contribution
3 0.8F 08| (b) .
—~
+
o ~~
@ &
T 06 = 0.6 1
3 E
E e
S04 v 04f E
= =
*o 1
L‘,:l 0.2F 1/2 + 5/2 contribution 4 0.2k 1/2 contribution 4
0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
() / (bt ts,) b/ (1)

Figure 3. Partiallocalization is re ected In the relative contributions T (see text) of
the various orbitals to the kinetic energy in the correlated ground-state for @) ts_,=0
and () tj-»=ts-, . D om lnant hopping strongly suppresses the rem aining contributions.

Jocalization becom es clearly evident In the contrbutions of the di erent j-channels to
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the gain In kinetic energy as shown iIn Figure'3. W henever one hopping param eter t
dom inates, i.e., t to,towe nd forthe corresponding ground-state expectation

h o oc’y()c 0(2)] oi t . ; .
.P—t . — p-? Indicating that contribbutions ofthe an aller
hoj td Qe @37 od t

hopping m atrix elem ents are suppressed.

valuesT o=
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