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Som e ofthe m ostpopularwaysto treatquantum criticalm aterials,thatis,m aterialsclose to a

m agnetic instability,are based on the Landau functional. The centralquantity ofsuch approaches

is the average m agnitude ofspin  uctuations,which is very di� cultto m easure experim entally or

com putedirectly from the� rstprinciples.W ecalculatetheparam etersoftheLandau functionalfor

Pd and use these to connect the critical uctuations beyond the local-density approxim ation and

the band structure.

Thephysicsand m aterialsscienceofweakitinerantfer-

rom agneticm etalsand highly renorm alized param agnets

near m agnetic instabilities has attracted renewed theo-

reticalinterest. This is a result ofrecent discoveriesof

m aterialswith highly non-conventionalm etallic proper-

ties,especially,non-Ferm iliquid scalings,m etam agnetic

behavior,and unconventionalsuperconductivity,in sev-

eralcases co-existing with ferrom agnetism . Discoveries

in the lastthree yearsalone include the co-existing fer-

rom agnetism and superconductivity ofZrZn2 [1],UG e2
[2],URhG e2 [3],high pressure�-Fe[5],and them etam ag-

netic quantum criticalpointin Sr3Ru2O 7 [4].

Unfortunately,although m odeltheorieshavebeen put

forth,there is stillnot an established m aterialspeci� c

(� rstprinciples)theoreticalunderstanding ofthese phe-

nom ena.O nedi� cultyistheusualstartingpointfor� rst

principles theories,density functionaltheory (DFT) as

im plem ented in the localdensity approxim ation (LDA).

This already includes m ostspin degreesoffreedom ,in-

cluding dynam ical uctuations,as evidenced by its for-

m allyexactdescriptionoftheuniform electrongasaswell

as its welldocum ented success in accurately describing

a widevariety ofitinerantm agneticm aterials.However,

the electron gas,upon which m ost density functionals

arebuilt,isnotnearany criticalpointfordensitiesrele-

vantto thesolid state,and furtherm oretheproxim ity to

itinerantm agnetism ofa m etalisan extrem ely non-local

quantity,in particulardepending on the electronic den-

sity ofstates atthe Ferm ilevelN (E F ). Therefore,the

exactDFT,which by de� nition includesall uctuations

and describesthe ground statem agnetization exactly,is

likely to beextrem ely nonlocaland probably nonanalyt-

icalforthe m aterilasneara quantum criticalpoint.

O n the otherhand,the LDA,while providing a good

description ofm ost itinerant ferrom agnets that are not

nearcriticalpoints,failstoincludethesoftcritical uctu-

ationsin them aterialsofinteresthere.Since uctuations

aregenerically antagonisticto ordering,theresultisthat

m agneticm om entsand m agneticenergiesofweak itiner-

antferrom agnetsnearcriticalpointsareoverestim ated in

the LDA,asopposed to LDA’sfailureto describeM ott-

Hubbard insulators where the LDA underestim ates the

tendency to m agnetism . Recentexam plesinclude Sc3In

[6],Ni3Al[13],NaCo2O 4 [8],and ZrZn2 [9]. Sim ilarly,

susceptibilities of param agnets near criticalpoints are

underestim ated. Furtherm ore, there is an overlap re-

gion where the LDA predicts ferrom agnetism for para-

m agnetic m aterials.Thisinteresting classincludesFeAl

[11,12],Ni3G a[13],and Sr3Ru2O 7 [7](asm entioned,this

latter m aterialshows 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 possibly strongly m aterialdependent cross-over in

energy (and possibly non-trivially in m om entum ) sepa-

rating quantum critical uctuations,notincluded in the

LDA,from the dynam ical uctuationsthatareincluded

in the LDA.Q ualitatively,thism ay be understood from

the factthatthe LDA isbased on the propertiesofthe

uniform electron gas,which isfarfrom anym agneticcrit-

icalpointatdensitiesrelaventforsolids,theconsequence

being a m ean-� eld-like description of m agnetism near

criticalpoints. Thus the underlying reason for the fail-

ureoftheLDA to describethesesystem sisvery di� erent

from thefailuresin thewell-known classofCoulom b cor-

related m aterials,such asthe M ott-Hubbard insulators.

There,thebasicproblem istheneglectofsom eelectron-

electron interactions,and can often be largely corrected

at the static level,e.g. via approacheslike LDA+ U.It

isworth noting thatthesedynam ical uctuationsarere-

sponsible not only for the suppression ofthe m agnetic

ordering, but also for unusual transport properties of

quantum criticalm aterials,deviating from the conven-

tionalFerm iliquid behavior,for m ass renorm alization,

and even for superconductivity in som e system s. M any

ofthese issues have been addressed recently in theoret-

icalpapers,utilizing idealized m odels ofvarious kinds.

However,a quantitative link between such m odels and

actualm aterialcharacteristicsisstillm issing.

W e attem pt to build a bridge between such theo-

ries and the LDA.W e concentrate on the question of

what kind of m aterial-speci� c understanding, relevant

forquantum criticality,can be extracted from the LDA

calculations. Prim arily,we focus here on Pd. This is

perhapsthe beststudied high susceptibility param agnet

[14{17],and in facta num beroftheoriesrelated to spin

 uctuations have been elucidated using this m aterial.
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Furtherm ore,itinerantferrom agnetism appearsin Pd at

2.5% Nidoping [18]. W e presenthighly accurate calcu-

lations ofthe static m agnetic susceptibility for Pd and

� nd that,indeed,the LDA overestim ates the tendency

to m agnetism .W ealso estim atether.m .s.m agnitudeof

spin  uctuations(param agnons)in Pd,needed to reduce

the calculated susceptibility to reproduce experim ent,

and show thatitiscom patiblewith thatwhich m ightbe

estim ated from LDA susceptibility via the  uctuation-

dissipation theorem with a reasonableansatzforthecut-

o� m om entum .

W e have perform ed electronic structure calculations

using the self consistent full potential linearized aug-

m ented plane wave (FLAPW ) [19]m ethod within the

density functionaltheory (DFT)[20]. The localdensity

approxim ation (LDA)ofPerdew and W ang [21]and the

G eneralized G radientApproxim ation (G G A)ofPerdew,

Burke,and Ernzerhof[22]were used forthe correlation

and exchange potentials. Calculations were perform ed

using theW IEN2k package[23].Localorbitalextensions

[24]wereincluded in orderto accurately treattheupper

corestatesand to relax any residuallinearization errors.

A wellconverged basis consisting ofLAPW basis func-

tions with wave vectorsup to K m ax setasRK m ax = 9;

with the Pd sphereradiiR = 2.59 bohr.Alltotalenergy

calculationsused atleast1470 and up to 2844 k-points

in the irreducible part ofthe Brillouin zone as needed.

Spin-orbit (SO ) interactions were incorporated using a

second variationalprocedure[25],whereallstatesbelow

thecuto� energy1.5Ry wereincluded,with theso-called

p1=2 extension [19],which accountsforthe � nite charac-

terofthewavefunction atthenucleusforthep1=2 state.

Allcalculations were perform ed in an externalm ag-

netic � eld,interacting with both spin,s,and orbital,l,

[23]m om enta:

VH ex t
= �B H ext

:(l+ 2s):

TheinputvaluesofH werechosen from 0 to 10000 T in

irregularincrem entstom ap outthechangein energyand

m agnetic m om ent as a function ofapplied � eld. W hile

use ofthe LDA [21]resulted in zero m agnetic m om ent

in a zero m agnetic � eld,consistentwith the experim ent

[18],use ofG G A [22]resulted in a persistent m agnetic

m om entof0.2�B ,with an extrem ely sm allm agneticen-

ergy oflessthan 1 m eV.

In orderto understand the changein the totalenergy

and m agnetic m om ents asa function ofthe applied ex-

ternal� eld,specialcare was taken to ensure thatthese

quantities were well converged with respect to the k-

m esh. G iven thatin the low � eldswe are interested in,

energy changesneed to be converged ofthe orderof0.1

m eV/atom . The totalenergy,E ,with respect to that

atM = 0 �B asa function ofthe m agnetization,M ,is

shown in Figure1.Figure2 showsthe applied m agnetic

� eld,H ,asa function ofM (with the m agnetization di-

rection 100). Note that the latter dependence follows

from the form erone,as H � @E

@M
. O ne can see though

that ofthe two quantities H shows less com putational

noise,so thiswasthedependency weused in theanalysis

described below.

As can be seen in both plots (m ore so in Figure 2),

thereexisttworegim esin term softhem agneticm om ent,

M . For values ofM � 0:5 �B (corresponding to H �

1200T),theexternal� eld and energyincreaseslowly,but

forM � 0.5�B ,both H andE increaserapidly,suggesting

thatthe long wavespin  uctuationsatany tem perature

should be sm allerthat� 0:5 �B in am plitude.

Thelinearm agneticsusceptibility isde� ned as�� 1 =
@H

@M
jM = 0 =

@
2
E

@M 2 .Figure3 shows,however,thateven for

M . 0:5 �B the susceptibility is highly nonlinear. In

fact, @M

@H
startsnear11.6� 10� 4 em u/m oland decreases

rapidlywith the� eld.In ordertocom puteaccuratelythe

relevantderivatives,wehave� tted thecalculated H (M )

forM < 0:5�B with apolynom ial(Figure3).Thuscom -

puted susceptibility asthefunction oftheapplied � eld is

shown in Fig.4.W eseethatthezero � eld susceptibility

isnearly twice largerthan the experim entalvalue of6.8

� 10� 4 em u/m olcorresponding to 21 st/eV-cell[30,31].

O nly in a � eld of550 T doesthesusceptibilty eventually

becom ecloseto the experim entalnum ber.

O ne m ay understand the origin ofthisoverestim ation

ofm agneticsusceptibility in thefollowing way.Notonly

is the calculated susceptibility very large, but also as

m entioned the dependence ofthe induced m agnetic m o-

m ent on the applied � eld is highly nonlinear in such a

m anner that the totalenergy as a function ofthe con-

strained m agneticm om entisvery  atup toM � 0:5�B :

Thisim pliesthatzerotem peraturequantum  uctuations

beyond theLDA m ay haveasubstantialm agnitude.O ne

ofthewaysto takeinto accountthese uctuationsisvia

the G inzburg-Landau theory,which,in connection with

thespin  uctuationsin nearly-m agneticm etalshasbeen

used by severalauthorsduring the 1970’s.Thism ethod

starts with an expression for the totalenergy without

such  uctuations asa function ofthe induced m agnetic

m om entM

E static(M )= a0 +
X

n� 1

1

2n
a2nM

2n
; (1)

H static(M )=
X

n� 1

a2nM
2n� 1 (2)

(obviously,a2 givesthe inverse spin susceptibility with-

out uctuations),and then assum e G aussian zero-point

 uctuations ofan r.m .s. m agnitude � for each ofthe d

com ponentsofthe m agneticm om ent(fora 3D isotropic

m ateriallike Pd,d = 3):After averaging over the spin

 uctuations, one obtains a  uctuation-corrected func-

tional.Thegeneralexpression ofRef.[32]can bewritten

in the following com pactform :
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H (M )=
X

n� 1

~a2nM
2n� 1

~a2n =
X

i� 0

C
n� 1

n+ i� 1a2(n+ i)�
2i�

n+ i� 1

k= n
(1+

2k

d
): (3)

Forinstance,

~a2 = a2 +
5

3
a4�

2 +
35

9
a6�

4 +
35

3
a8�

6
:::

~a4 = a4 +
14

3
a6�

2 + 21a8�
6
:::

::: (4)

W ecan now m akeaconnection between theabovethe-

ory and the band structure. O ur calculations,� tted to

Eq. 2 with n = 3,are presented in Fig. 3. Since the

high-powercoe� cientsarepositive,obviously,renorm al-

ization according to Eq.3 willlead to a reduction ofthe

m agnetic susceptibility,� = 1=~a2 < 1=a2. The m agni-

tudeofthise� ectdependson ther.m .s.am plitude,�;of

thespin  uctuations,which in turn dependson how fast

�(q)changesatsm allq’s.

In orderto � nd thevalueof� necessary to renorm alize

thezero-� eld valueof�,onecan useEq.2 with then �

3 expansion:

�
� 1(0)=

@M

@H
= ~a2 = a2 +

5

3
a4�

2 +
35

9
a6�

4
: (5)

The� tcoe� cientsarea2 = 478 T=�B ,a4 = 8990 T=�3B ,

and a6 = 277 T=�5B . Setting �(0) equalto the experi-

m entalvalue [30,31]leadsto � = 0.15�B . However,itis

highly desirable to � nd a way ofestim ating � in a real

m aterialusing ab initio calculations. This can be done

using the uctuation-dissipation theorem along thelines

suggestedbyM oriya[33]and elaboratedbym anyauthors

(see,e.g.,Refs.[34{36]),which statesthatforzero-point

 uctuations

�
2 =

4~




Z

d
3
q

Z
d!

2�

1

2
Im �(q;!); (6)

where
 istheBrillouin zonevolum e[37].Itiscustom ary

to approxim ate�(q;!)neara Q CP as

�
� 1(q;!)= �

� 1

0
(0;0)� I+ cq

2
� i!=� q; (7)

where �
� 1

0
(0;0)= 1=N (E F )(density ofstatesperspin)

isthebare(noninteracting)staticuniform susceptibility,

and I istheStonerparam eterwhich isweakly dependent

on q and !. O bviously,�
� 1

0
(q;!) = �

� 1

0
(0;0)+ cq2 �

i!=� q isthe noninteracting susceptibility.Although not

necessary [35],a convenientapproxim ation,good neara

Q CP,isthat�� 1(0;0)� 0,thatis,I � 1=N (E F ). O ne

can also usean expansion for�0(q;!);equivalentto Eq.

7,nam ely

�0(q;!)= N (E F )� aq
2 + ib!=q: (8)

M oriyam entioned in hisbook [33]thatthecoe� cients

a and barerelated,in som e approxim ation,to the band

structure,in particular,to thee� ectivem assofelectrons

at the Ferm ileveland to som e contour integralalong

a line on the Ferm isurface. W hile M oria’s expressions

aredi� cultto evaluate num erically within the standard

band structure calculations,one can rewrite equivalent

expressions, better suited for actualcalculations. For

com pletness,wepresentbelow the fullderivation:

Re�0(q;0)=
X

k

[f(E k)� f(E k+ q)](E k+ q � E k)
� 1 (9)

Im �0(q;!)=
X

k

[f(E k)� f(E k+ q)]�(Ek+ q � E k � !); (10)

wheref(E )istheFerm ifunction,�
df(E )

dE
= �(E � EF ).ExpandingEq.9in � = E k+ q� E k = vk� q+

1

2

P

��
�
��

k
q�q�+

:::;wegetto second orderin q

Re�0(q;0)= N (E F )+
X

k

"
1

2

�
d�("k � E F )

dE F

�

(vk� q+

P

�;�
�
��

k
q�q�

2
)+

1

6

�
d2�("k � E F )

dE 2
F

�

(vk� q)
2

#

: (11)

The odd powersofvk canceloutand weget(�;� = x;y;z)

Re�0(q)= N (E F )+
X

�;�

q�q�

4

d


N (E F )�

��
�

dE F

+
X

�;�

q�q�

6

d2 hN (E F )v�v�i

dE 2
F

(12)

= N (E F )+
q2

4

dhN (E F )�xxi

dE F

+
q2

6

d2


N (E F )v

2
x

�

dE 2
F

; (13)

3



where v2x = v2y = v2z;�xx = �yy = �zz:The lastequal-

ity assum es cubic sym m etry; generalization to a lower

sym m etry istrivial.Using the following relation,

X

k

r kF ("k)=
X

k

dF ("k)

d"k
r k � "k =

X

k

dF ("k)

d"k
vk;

onecan provethat

d2


N (E F )v

2
x

�

dE 2
F

= �
dhN (E F )�xxi

dE F

: (14)

Therefore

Re�0(q)= N (E F )�
q2

12

d2


N (E F )v

2
x

�

dE 2
F

(15)

Sim ilarly,forEq.10 onehas

Im �0(q;!)=
X

k

��

�
df(")

d"

�

!�(vk� q � !)

�

(16)

Afteraveraging overthedirectionsofq;thisbecom es,

forsm all!;

Im �0(q;!)=
!

2

X

k

�("k)

vkq
�(vkq� !)=

!

2q



N (E F )v

� 1
�

v =

q

v2x + v2y + v2z: (17)

Although the Ferm ivelocity isobviously di� erentalong

di� erentdirections,itisstilla reasonableapproxim ation

to introducean averagevF .Then thefrequency cuto� in

Eq.17 is!c � qvF .

From Eq.8 itfollowsthat

Im �(q;!)=
bq!N (E F )

2

a2q6 + b2!2
; (18)

and,perform ing the integrations,

�
2 =

bv2F N (E F )
2

2a2

[Q 4 ln(1+ Q

� 4)+ ln(1+ Q
4)]

=
3b


N (E F )v

2
x

�
N (E F )

2a2

[Q 4 ln(1+ Q

� 4)+ ln(1+ Q
4)];

where Q = qc

q
a

bvF
with qc the cuto� in the m om en-

tum space. There is no solid prescription to estim ate

thecuto� value.Atsm allQ thedependenceof� on Q is

quadratic,however,atlargeQ itbecom esrelativelyweak

(logarithm ic). W hile the susceptibility �(q;!) can,in

principle,be calculated exactly,there isno rigorousdef-

inition ofqc. The conceptualdi� culty here is,asin all

problem s related to electron-electron interactions,that

som epartofthe e� ectin question isalready included in

theLDA,and rigoroustreatm entofthedouble-counting

becom esvirtually im possible(cf.discussion ofthisissue

in connection to theLDA+ U m ethod [39]).Atthispoint

oneneedsto m akesom echoiceofqc.A naturalansatzis

to choosethevalueofqatwhich them odelsusceptibility

(Eq.15)becom esunphysical(negative),qc =

q
N (E F )

a
.

The above form ulasreduce allparam etersneeded for

estim ating the r.m .s. am plitude of spin  uctuations

to four integrals over the Ferm isurface: N (E F ), a =

1

12

d
2
hN (E F )v

2

x
i

dE 2

F

b = 1

2



N (E F )v

� 1
�
,vF =

q

3
hN (E F )v

2

x
i

N (E F )
.

Itshould benoted thattheseintegralsareextrem ely sen-

sitive to the k-pointm esh. W e used variousm eshesbe-

tween 40x40x40 and 60x60x60,and averaged the results

using the bootstrap m ethod [41](to elim inate the e� ect

ofspecialpointscoinciding with m esh points).Velocities

werecalculated [42]asm atrixelem entsofthem om entum

operator,using theoptic program oftheW IEN package.

W e obtained (allenergies are m easured in Ry,lengths

in Bohr, and velocities in Ry� Bohr) N (EF ) = 17.1,


N (E F )v

2
x

�
= 0.58,

d
2
hN (E F )v

2

x
i

dE 2

F

= 1700,


N (E F )v

� 1
�

= 135,vF =

q

3
hN (E F )v

2

x
i

N (E F )
= 0.31.Correspondingly,a �

140,b� 72,and qc =

q
N (E F )

a
= 0:35,using the above-

m entioned ansatz.

Now weget

� = 0:2�B
p
Q 4 ln(1+ Q � 4)+ ln(1+ Q 4); (19)

and with Q = 0:88,we obtain � = 0.16 �B :Note that

the energy ofa long-rangespin  uctuation with such an

am plitudeisoftheorderofa few m eV peratom ,ascan

be seen from Fig.1.

This result is quite sensitive to the second derivative
d
2hN (E F )v

2

xi
dE 2

F

, which was the m ost di� cult quantity to

calculate. An inspection of the energy dependence of

N (E F )v

2
x

�
(Fig. 6, inset) elucidates the reason: the

Ferm ienergy in Pd lies near an in ection point. As a

result,
d
2hN (E F )v

2

xi
dE 2

F

issm all(and hard to calculate reli-

ably).This,perhaps,isnotaccidental;werethisderiva-

tive2-3tim eslarger,them ean am plitudeofspin  uctua-

tion would havebeen relatively sm alleven given extrem e

proxim ity ofthism aterialto the ferrom agnetic instabil-

ity,because the relevant phase space would have been

too sm all. If this approxim ation is correct, this gives

an im portanthintforidentifying quantum criticalm ate-

rials from the LDA calculations: the calculated ground

state should be close to ferrom agnetic instability (on ei-

ther side) and the Ferm ienergy should be close to an

in ection pointofthe


N (E )v2x

�
.

The calculated value of�,ifsubstituted into Eq. 3,

gives � � 6:4� 10� 4 em u/m ol,practically the sam e as

the experim enatalnum ber. Such a good agreem ent is

withoutdoubtfortuitous;forinstance,using G G A asa

starting pointinstead ofLDA would havedestroyed this

agreem ent.[40]W eshould keep in m ind that,� rstofall,

theform alism itselfisvery crude;�0(q;!)wasexpanded

to leadingterm satsm allq,butthisexpansion isused up

4



tosom elargeqc com parablewith kF .Furtherm ore,akey

param eterin the form alism isthe cut-o� m om entum qc,

forwhich weusean ansatzbased on thelarge-q behavior

ofthe m odel�(q;!).

However,the factthatthisprocedure producesa cor-

rection oftherightorderofm agnitudeisprobablyrobust

and suggests that the underlying physics was identi� ed

correctly.

To sum m arize,we use highly accurate LDA calcula-

tionsto estim atetheparam etersin M oriya’sspin  uctu-

ation theory,and thereby estim ate the corrections,due

to long wavelength spin  uctuations,to theLDA results.

Let us,in conclusion,repeatour m ain points. The key

param eterde� ning the nontrivialphysicsnearthe Q CP

is the m ean-square am plitude ofthe spin  uctuations.

Thisparam eterisa highly m aterialdependent,nonlocal

quantity,determ ined by thespin susceptibility in a large

partoftheBrillouin zone,aswellasby thecharacteristic

cut-o� length separating \non-trivial" spin  uctuations

from spin- uctuation im plicitly included in the LDA.It

ishoped,however,thatthisparam eterism ainly de� ned

by the long wavelength part ofthe susceptibility,while

the shortwave-length characteristics,including the cut-

o� length,m ay be only weakly m aterial,pressure,etc.,

dependent.W eim plem entsthisidea,relating,in thecor-

responding approxim ation,the m ean-square am plitude

of the spin  uctuations near a Q CP with characteris-

tics ofthe one-electron band structure. The form alism

isbased on the (1)Stonertheory forspin susceptibility,

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

expansion ofthe realand im aginary part ofthe polar-

ization operatorin term softhe frequency and the wave

vector.Theactualband structureofthem aterialistaken

into account via the lowest-orderexpansion coe� cients

ofthe LDA susceptibility,while the e� ects beyond the

lowest order in q and ! are neglected. Together with

theLandau expansion ofthefreeenergy,alsocom putable

within theLDA form alism ,thisallowsoneto treatquan-

tum criticality sem i-quantitatively on the basis ofLDA

calculations.

W earegratefulforhelpfuldiscussionswith A.Aguayo,

A.Chubukov,S.Halilov,G .Lonzarich,and S.Saxena.

W ork attheNavalResearch Laboratory issupported by

the O � ceofNavalResearch.
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