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Som e of the m ost popular ways to treat quantum criticalm aterdials, that is, m aterials close to a
m agnetic instability, are based on the Landau functional. T he central quantity of such approaches

is the average m agnitude of spin

uctuations, which is very di cul to m easure experin entally or

com pute directly from the rstprinciples. W e calculate the param eters of the Landau functional for
Pd and use these to connect the critical uctuations beyond the localdensity approxin ation and

the band structure.

T hephysicsand m aterials science ofweak itinerant fer—
rom agneticm etals and highly renom alized param agnets
near m agnetic instabilities has attracted renewed theo—
retical interest. This is a result of recent discoveries of
m aterials w ith highly non-conventionalm etallic proper-
ties, especially, nonFem i liquid scalings, m etam agnetic
behavior, and unconventional superconductivity, in sev—
eral cases co-existing w ith ferrom agnetism . D iscoveries
In the last three years alone inclide the co-existing fer—
rom agnetism and superconductivity of ZrZn, 'g:], UGe
i_Z],U RhGe, E], high pressure fe :_[$], and the m etam ag—
netic quantum criticalpoint In SryRu,0 7 {ff].

U nfortunately, although m odel theories have been put
forth, there is still not an established m aterial speci ¢
( rst principles) theoretical understanding of these phe—
nom ena. Onedi culty istheusualstartingpoint for st
principles theories, densiy functional theory OFT) as
In plem ented in the local density approxin ation (LDA).
This already includes m ost spin degrees of freedom , In—
cluding dynam ical wuctuations, as evidenced by is for—
m ally exact description ofthe uniform electron gasaswell
as is well docum ented success In accurately describing
a w ide variety of tinerant m agnetic m aterials. H ow ever,
the electron gas, upon which m ost density functionals
are built, is not near any critical point for densities rele—
vant to the solid state, and fiirthem ore the proxin iy to
tinerant m agnetism ofam etalis an extrem ely non-local
quantity, In particular depending on the electronic den—
sity of states at the Fem i levelN Er ). Therefore, the
exact DFT, which by de nition includes all uctuations
and describes the ground state m agnetization exactly, is
likely to be extrem ely nonlocal and probably nonanalt—
ical for the m aterilas near a quantum critical point.

On the other hand, the LDA , whil providing a good
description of m ost itinerant ferrom agnets that are not
near criticalpoints, failsto inclide the soft critical uctu-—
ations in them aterialsof interest here. Snce uctuations
are generically antagonistic to ordering, the resut is that
m agneticm om ents and m agnetic energies of weak itiner-
ant ferrom agnetsnear criticalpoints are overestin ated In
the LDA, as opposed to LD A ’s failure to descrlbbe M ott—
Hubbard insulators where the LDA underestin ates the
tendency to m agnetism . Recent exam ples Include Scz;In

B], NA L l13], NaCo,0,4 E], and Zrzn, [©]. Sin ilarly,
susceptibilities of param agnets near critical points are
underestin ated. Furthem ore, there is an overlp re—
gion where the LDA predicts ferrom agnetism for para—
m agnetic m aterials. This interesting class nclides FeA 1
t142],N G a (3], and S;sRu,0 4[] (@sm entioned, this
latter m aterial show s a m etam agnetic quantum critical
point). The basic theoreticaldi culty In correcting the
LDA for these m aterials is that there is som e unknown
and possbly strongly m aterial dependent cross-over In
energy (and possibly non-trivially In m om entum ) sepa—
rating quantum critical uctuations, not inclided in the
LDA, from the dynam ical uctuations that are included
In the LDA . Qualitatively, this m ay be understood from
the fact that the LDA is based on the properties of the
uniform electron gas, which is far from any m agnetic crit—
icalpoint at densities relavent for solids, the consequence
being a m ean—- eld-lke description of m agnetism near
critical points. T hus the underlying reason for the faik-
ure ofthe LDA to describe these system sisvery di erent
from the ailires in the wellknown class ofC oulom b cor-
related m aterdals, such as the M ottH ubbard insulators.
T here, the basic problem is the neglect of som e electron—
electron Interactions, and can often be largely corrected
at the static level, eg. via approaches lke LDA+U . It
isworth noting that these dynam ical uctuations are re-
soonsible not only for the suppression of the m agnetic
ordering, but also for unusual transport properties of
quantum critical m aterials, deviating from the conven-—
tional Fem i liquid behavior, for m ass renom alization,
and even for superconductivity in som e system s. M any
of these issues have been addressed recently in theoret-
ical papers, utilizing idealized m odels of various kinds.
However, a quantitative link between such m odels and
actualm aterial characteristics is stillm issing.

W e attempt to build a bridge between such theo-—
ries and the LDA . W e concentrate on the question of
what kind of m aterialspeci ¢ understanding, relevant
for quantum criticality, can be extracted from the LDA
calculations. P rim arily, we focus here on Pd. This is
perhaps the best studied high susoeptibility param agnet
fl4{17], and In fact a number of theories related to spin

uctuations have been elucidated using this m aterdal.
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Furthem ore, itinerant ferrom agnetism appears in Pd at
25% Nidoping {18]. W e present highly accurate calou—
lations of the static m agnetic susoeptbility for Pd and

nd that, Indeed, the LDA overestin ates the tendency
to m agnetiam . W e also estim ate the rm s. m agnitude of
soin  uctuations (param agnons) in Pd, needed to reduce
the calculated susoceptibility to reproduce experim ent,
and show that it is com patible w ith that which m ight be
estin ated from LDA susceptbility via the uctuation—
dissipation theorem w ith a reasonable ansatz for the cut-
O momentum .

W e have perform ed elctronic structure calculations
using the self consistent fi1ll potentJal linearized aug—
mented plane wave EFLAPW ) [19] m ethod w ithin the
density fiunctionaltheory OFT) tzo The Jocal density
approxin ation (LDA) ofPerdew and W ang fZl- and the
G eneralized G radient Approx:m ation GGA) ofPerdew,
Burke, and E mzerhof 22 ] were used for the correlation
and exchange potentials. Calculations were perform ed
usmg theW IEN 2k package 23] Localorbitalextensions
ﬁ24 lwere included in order to accurately treat the upper
core states and to relax any residual linearization errors.
A well converged basis consisting of LAPW basis func-
tions w ith wave vectors up to Ky ax sst asRK pax = 95
w ith the Pd sphere radiiR =2.59 bohr. A 1l total energy
calculations used at least 1470 and up to 2844 k-points
In the irreducible part of the Brillouin zone as needed.
Spin-orbit (SO ) interactions were Incorporated using a
second variational procedure !_2-5'], w here all states below
thecuto energy 1.5 Ry were included, w ith the so-called
Pi1-» extension f_f?_;], which acoounts for the nite charac-
ter of the w ave function at the nucleus for the p;-, state.

A 1l calculations were perform ed in an extermalm ag—
n_etjc eld, interacting w ith both spin, s, and oroial, 1,
ﬁ_ZC_;] m om enta:

B H oyt L+ 28):

Hext ™

T he Input values ofH were chosen from 0 to 10000 T in

irreqular increm entstom ap out the change in energy and

m agnetic m om ent asa function of applied eld. W hilke
use of the LDA {ZL ] resulted In zero m agnetic m om ent
In a zero magnetic eld, consistent w ith the experin ent
fl8 use of GGA tZZ resulted In a persistent m agnetic

moment of02 g, wih an extrem ely sm allm agnetic en—
ergy of lessthan 1 méev.

In order to understand the change in the total energy
and m agnetic m om ents as a function of the applied ex-—
temal eld, special care was taken to ensure that these
quantities were well converged w ith respect to the k-
mesh. G iven that in the low elds we are Interested In,
energy changes need to be converged of the order o£ 0.1
m eV /atom . The total energy, E , with respect to that
atM = 0 jp asa function of the m agnetization, M , is
shown in Fjgure:_]:. Fjgure:_z show s the applied m agnetic

eld, H , asa function ofM (W ith the m agnetization di-
rection 100). Note that the latter dependence follow s

from the form er one, as H @@}f O ne can see though

that of the two quantities H show s less com putational
noise, so thiswasthe dependency we used in the analysis
described below .

As can be seen in both plots (more so in Fjgure-'_j),
there exist tw o regim es in term s ofthem agneticm om ent,
M . For values of M 05 g (corresponding to H
1200 T),theextemal eld and energy Increase slow Iy, but
forM 05 g ,bothH andE increase rapidly, suggesting
that the ong wave spIn  uctuations at any tem perature
should be samallerthat 0:5  in am plitude.

T he lihear m agnetic susceptbility isde nedas ! =
2
CH CE | Figure -3 show s, how ever, that even Hr

M M =07 @m 5
M . 05 g the susceptbility is highly nonlinear. In
fact, &L startsnear 11.6 10 ¢ emu/m oland decreases

7 @H
rapidly w ith the eld. In orderto com pute accurately the

relevant derivatives, we have tted the calculated H M )
forM < 05 p wih apolynom ial CFjgure:j) . Thusoom -
puted susceptibility as the function ofthe applied eld is
shown in Fig. -_4 W e see that the zero  eld susceptbility
is nearly tw ice larger than the experin entalvalue of 6.8
10 * emu/m ol corresponding to 21 st/eV -cell [30,311.

Only ina eldof550 T does the susceptbilty eventually
becom e close to the experin ental num ber.

O nem ay understand the origin of this overestin ation
ofm agnetic susceptibility in the follow ng way. N ot only
is the calculated susceptbility very large, but also as
m entioned the dependence of the Induced m agnetic m o-
ment on the applied eld is highly nonlinear in such a
m anner that the total energy as a function of the con-
strained m agneticm om ent isvery atup toM 05 p:
T his in plies that zero tem perature quantum  uctuations
beyond the LD A m ay have a substantialm agnitude. O ne
of the ways to take Into account these uctuations isvia
the G inzburg-L.andau theory, which, In connection w ith
the spin  uctuations In nearly-m agnetic m etals has been
used by several authors during the 1970’s. This m ethod
starts with an expression for the total energy without

such uctuations as a function of the induced m agnetic
momentM
X 1
2n
Estatic ™M )= ap + %aan i @)
n
X 2n 1
Hstatic ™ ) = az;M " @)

n 1

(cbviously, a, gives the inverse spin susceptibility w ith—
out uctuations), and then assum e G aussian zero-point

uctuations of an rm s. magnitude  for each of the d
com ponents of the m agneticm om ent (fora 3D isotropic
m aterial ke Pd, d = 3): A fter averaging over the spin

uctuations, one obtains a uctuation-corrected func—
tional. T he generalexpression ofR ef. Eg] can be w ritten
n the llow iIng com pact form :
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W e can now m ake a connection betw een the above the—
ory and the band structure. O ur calculations, tted to
Eqg. :_2: wih n = 3, are presented n F1ig. -'_3 Since the
high-power coe cients are positive, cbviously, renom al-
ization according to Eq.d will lead to a reduction of the
m agnetic susogptibility, = l=a, < 1l=a,. The magni-
tude ofthise ect dependson the rm s. am plitude, ;of
the spin  uctuations, which in tum depends on how fast

(@) changes at an allg’s.

In orderto ndthevalieof necessary to renom alize
the zero— eld value of , one can use Eq:_.'Z w ih then
3 expansion:

1(0)= — =&a = a + —ay 2
The tcoe cientsarea = 478 T= g ,as = 8990 T= 3,

and ag = 277 T= 7 . Setting (0) equalto the experi-
m ental value [_3@:_31:] kadsto = 0155 . However i is

using the ucmatjon—_djssjpau'on theorem along the lines

suggested by M or_:iya_EBj] and elaborated by m any authors

(see, eg., Refs. t_3£_l' {',_3§]), which states that for zero-point
uctuations

= Llim @ty )

> 5 d;:)s

where istheB rillouin zone volum e :_If%_’:’] Tt is custom ary

to approxinate (g;!) neara QCP as

I+ of

where ' (0;0) = 12N Er) (density of states per spin)
isthe bare (honinteracting) static uniform susceptibbility,
and I isthe Stoner param eterwhich isweakly dependent
ongand !. Obviously, , ' (@;!)= , 0;0)+ oF
i!'= g is the noninteracting susceptibbility. A *though not
necessary 55], a convenient approxin ation, good near a

Y@il)= 41 0;0) = g )

QCP,isthat ' (0;0) O0,thatis, I 1N Ep).One
can also use an expansion for ¢ (q;!); equivalent to Eq.
-rj,namely

0@i!)=N Er) ad + ib!=q: @®)

M oriya m entioned in hisbook {_3:3:] that the coe cients
a and b are related, iIn som e approxin ation, to the band
structure, in particular, to the e ective m ass ofelectrons
at the Fem i level and to som e contour integral along
a line on the Fem i surface. W hilke M oria’s expressions
aredi cul to evaluate num erically w ithin the standard
band structure calculations, one can rew rite equivalent

highl desirable to nd a way ofestinating 1in a real expressions, better suited for actual calculations. For
m aterial using ab initio calculations. This can be done com pletness, we present below the fiull derivation :
X 1
Re (@) = EEx) fEx+q)IEx+q Ex) )
&
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k
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wherev2 = V2= V2; xx= yy= z2:The lastequal
ity assum es cubic symm etry; generalization to a lower
symm etry is trivial. U sing the follow ing relation,

X X darF ("
rF () = )
k k d"k k

X gF ™)
d"k

ry = Vi ;

one can prove that

& N V2 i
(EZF) X _ dl'N (EF) xxl: (14)
dE ; dE
T herefore
¢ & N Er)vi

Re 0@ =N Er) EdE—FZ 5)

Sim ilarly, ﬁJrEq.:_l-(_i one has

X df(")
In o(i!)= " M g ') 16

k

A fter averaging over the directions of g; this becom es,
foramall!;

I o (@!)= kg )= N Ep)v *

I
Vk d 2_01
@7

A Yhough the Fermm ivelociy is obviously di erent along
di erent directions, it is still a reasonable approxin ation
to ntroduce an average v¢ . T hen the frequency cuto in
Eqg. :_i]' is!le gw .

From Eqg. :_9 it ollow s that

_ balN Er)*

Y= - @ - °
@ = S 18)

and, perform ing the integrations,

2
2 BEN BN paygig 44 mas o)
2a?
3b N vc N
= B % N Ee) piparg )+ ma+ b
2a?
q

a
bve

where Q = o wih o. the cuto in the momen-

tum space. There is no solid prescription to estin ate
the cuto value. At anallQ the dependence of on Q is
quadratic, however, at large Q it becom es relatively weak
(logarithm ic). W hile the susogptbiliy (g;!) can, in
principle, be calculated exactly, there is no rigorous def-
Iniion of g.. The conceptualdi culy here is, as n all
problem s related to electron-electron interactions, that
som e part ofthe e ect In question is already included in
the LD A, and rigorous treatm ent of the double-counting
becom es virtually im possible (cf. discussion of this issue
in connection to the LDA+ U method B4]). Atthispoint

one needs to m ake som e choice of .. A naturalansatz is
to choose the value of g at which them odelsu%epﬁbj]jty

Eqg. :_1'§') becom es unphysical (negative), g. = N (1;2 F)

T he above form ulas reduce all param eters needed for
estin ating the rm s. amplitude of soin  uctuations
to four Integrals over the Fem i surface: c}\] Er), a=

2 2. Tt - .2
LEME o gt - ST
Tt should be noted that these Integrals are extrem ely sen—
sitive to the k-point mesh. W e used various m eshes be—
tween 40x40x40 and 60x60x60, and averaged the resuls
using the bootstrap m ethod {_AI]_;] (to elin lnate the e ect
of specialpoints coinciding w ith m esh points) . Velocities
were calculated [_éLfi] asm atrix elem ents ofthem om entum
operator, using the optic program oftheW IEN package.
W e obtalned (all energies are m easured in Ry, lengths

In Bohr, and velocities n Ry Bohr) N &) = 171,
MW Er)vii

N @r)v; = 058, —= = 1700, N @g)v '
= 135,w% = 3%%&1 = 031. Corresoondingly, a
140,b 72,and ¢ = £ = 035, using the above-
m entioned ansatz.
Now we get
P
=025 0*lM@A+Q 9+ @+ Q%); 19)
and wih Q = 0:88, we obtain =016 p :Note that

the energy ofa long—range spin uctuation w ith such an
am plitude is of the order ofa few m €V per atom , as can
be seen from Fig. :;I:

This result is quite sensitive to the second derivative

N Er)vii . . .
— = which was the most di cult quantiy to
F

calculate. An inspection of the energy dependence of
N Er)vZ Fig. :f;, nset) elicidates the reason: the
Fem ienergy in Pd lies near an in ection point. As a

N E@rvii .
— gz Isamall (@and hard to calculate reli-
ably). This, pFerhaps, is not accidental; were this deriva—
tive 2-3 tim es larger, them ean am plitude of soin  uctua—
tion would have been relatively an alleven given extrem e
proxin iy of thism aterial to the ferrom agnetic instabil-
iy, because the relevant phase space would have been
too an all. If this approxim ation is correct, this gives
an Im portant hint for identifying quantum criticalm ate—
rials from the LDA calculations: the calculated ground
state should be close to ferrom agnetic instability (on et
ther side) and the Femm i energy should be close to an
in ection point ofthe N € )v2

The caltulated value of , if substituted into Eq. 13,
gives 64 10 ? emu/m o), practically the sam e as
the experim enatal number. Such a good agreem ent is
w ithout doubt Portuious; for nstance, using GGA as a
starting point instead of LDA would have destroyed this
agreem ent. [_ZIg] W e should keep in m ind that, rstofall,
the form alian itself is very crude; o (@;! ) was expanded
to leading tem s at am allg, but this expansion isused up

resuls,



to som e large . com parablew ith ky . Furthem ore, a key
param eter In the form alisn is the cut-0 momentum g,
forwhich we use an ansatz based on the hrgeqbehavior
ofthemodel (g;!).

H owever, the fact that this procedure produces a cor—
rection ofthe right order ofm agniude isprobably robust
and suggests that the underlying physics was identi ed
correctly.

To summ arize, we use highly accurate LDA calcula—
tions to estim ate the param eters in M oriya’s soin
ation theory, and thereby estin ate the corrections, due
to Iong wavelength spin  uctuations, to the LDA resuls.
Let us, In conclusion, repeat our m ain points. The key
param eter de ning the nontrivial physics near the QCP
is the m ean-square am plitude of the spin  uctuations.
T his param eter is a highly m aterial dependent, nonlocal
quantity, determ ined by the soin susceptbility in a large
part ofthe B rillouin zone, aswellas by the characteristic
cuto  length separating \non-trivial' spin
from spin— uctuation im plicitly nclided in the LDA . It
ishoped, how ever, that this param eter ism ainly de ned
by the long wavelength part of the susceptbility, while
the short waveJlength characteristics, incluiding the cut-
o Ilngth, may be only weakly m aterial, pressure, etc.,
dependent. W e In plem ents this idea, relating, In the cor-
responding approxin ation, the m ean-square am plitude
of the spin
tics of the oneelctron band structure. The form alism
isbased on the (1) Stoner theory for spin susceptibility,

(2) uctuation-dissipation theorem , and (3) lowest-order

expansion of the real and In aghary part of the polar-
ization operator in tem s of the frequency and the wave
vector. T he actualband structure ofthem aterialistaken
Into account via the lowest-order expansion coe cients
of the LDA susoeptbility, whilk the e ects beyond the
Iowest order n g and ! are neglected. Together w ith
the Landau expansion ofthe free energy, also com putable
within the LDA form alian , this allow s one to treat quan—
tum criticality sem iquantitatively on the basis of LDA
calculations.
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FIG.1l. Calulated LSDA total energy, E, (in €V) wih

respect toM = 0 p asa function of calculated m agneticm o—
ment,M (n ).
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a function of the calculated LSDA m agneticmoment, M (In
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. . . . . . . . . FIG .5. M agnetic susceptibility, , (in states/eV —cell) cal-
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