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A bstract

T he electronic structures of several actinide solid system s are calcu—
lated using the self-interaction corrected local spin density approxin ation.
W ithin this schem e the 5f electron m anifold is considered to consist of
both localized and delocalized states, and by varying their relative propor—
tions the energetically m ost favourable (groundstate) con guration can be
established. Speci cally, we discuss elem entalPu In is -phase, PuO, and
the e ects of addition of oxygen, the serdes of actinide m onopnictides and
m onochalcogenides, and the UX 3, X= Rh,Pd,Pt, Au, iIntemm etallic series.

1 Introduction

T he quantum -m echanical understanding of the physics of actinide com pounds
presents a challenge due to the intricate nature of the partially lled 5f-shell.
C om pared to the rareearths, or which the 4f-states are m ost often com pltely
localized, eg. exhibiting atom iclike m ultiplet structure, the 5f states in the ac—
tinides are Jess inert and can play a signi cant role .n bonding, depending on the
spoeci ¢ actinide elem ent and the chem ical environm ent. This ism ost convinc—
ingly dem onstrated in the elem entalm etals, for which a localization transition
occurs when going from Pu to Am . In the early actinides, Th, Pa, U, Np, and
the -phase ofPu, the relatively delocalized 5f-electrons actively contribute to

bonding, and their atom ic volum es decrease In a parabolic fashion, s ilarly to
the behavior seen across the transition m etal ser:les.EL'] In Am, the f-electron
localization is acocom panied by an abrupt 50% increase In the atom ic vol-

um e, and for the heavier elem ents, Cm , Bk and C £, the speci ¢ volum e either
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rem ains constant or decreases only slightly. Pu lies at the borderline, and its
very com plex phase diagram im plies that the f-electron properties are of par-
ticularly Intricate nature. D epending on the cham ical properties of the ligands,
the actinide com poundsm ay exhibit di erent degrees of f-electron localization

for the sam e actinide elem ent.

O ver the past 30 years, the local spin density (LSD) and sem idocal (general-
ized gradient -~ GGA) approxin ations to density fiinctional theory [2, :3] have
proven very usefiill and accurate n descrbing bonding properties of solids w ith
weakly correlated electrons, dem onstrating that the cohesive energy data forthe
hom ogeneous electron gas, that underlie these approxin ations, are representa—
tive of the conduction states in realm aterials. H owever, w hen 4f-electrons are
involved, the atom ic picture w ith localized partially lled f-shells is usually a
better starting point for calculations. Them ost well know n extensions of LSD ,
capable of describbing electron localization, lnclude the self-interaction corrected
(SI¢)LSD,M41LDA+ U ,f] and orbital polarization m ethods.fd]

Tt ispossible to get a reasonab le description of rareearth m aterialsw ith the LSD

m ethod by including a partially occupied f-shell into the core and pro gcting
out the f-degrees of freedom from the valence bands.[j] In such calculations, a
com bination of density finctional theory w ith input from experim ental data is
used to describbe bonding electrons and the atom ic £* con guration, regpectively.
The SIC-L.SD m ethod can be viewed as e ectively including an integer num ber
of felectrons In the core, how ever w ithout restricting the unoccupied f-degrees
of freedom . T he localized 4f electrons in the rare earth m etals and com pounds
have been well described by the SIC-L.SD m ethod.f, 9, 10] term ediate valent
Y b com pounds have been descr_l'bed{_l-g] as a Iocalized £1° con guration plus a
narrow f-band state pinned to the Ferm i level. The free Yb atom is divalent
with a completely lled £ shell. Thus, the destabilization of the localized f-
m anifold, which occurs in the solid state, isdescribed in the SIC -L.SD m ethod by
Introducing two kinds off—e]ectrons.'@-}'] A n Integer num ber of f -electrons are lo—
calized while a non-integer num ber of hybridized band-f electrons is determ ined
by the selfconsistent position of the Ferm ilvel. A sin ilar picture has em erged
from calculations applying the LDA+ U approach to Tm com pounds.f_l-g] The
num ber of localized f-electrons leads to a de nition of valency of the actinide



ions, given as the Integer num ber of electrons availabl for band form ation. D ue
to a substantial f character of the valence bands, this valency isnot the sam e as
that determ ined by the total f -electron count, which includesboth localized and
iinerant f-electrons, and w hich isusually non-integral. T herefore, them ost sta—
bl actinide valency in a given com pound is determ ined by the balance betw een
the Iocalization energy and band form ation energy (ybridization energy).
In section 2 of the present paper, the SIC-L.SD m ethod is brie y descrbed. In
section 3, the results for selected cases are presented and discussed, notably the
phase of Pu, the actinide m onopnictides and m onochalcogenides, the PuO ,
com pound, and the UX 3 interm etallics. T he paper is concluded in section 4.

2 The SIC L.SD schem e

T he electronic con guration of the actinide atom s is Llf<n]5f36dl7s2 foru,
Rn]5£46dt7s? orNp, Rn]5£°7s? orPu, Rnlsf’7s® orAm ,and Rnlsf’ 6d! 7s?
for Cm . In the solid state, the relative proportions of s, d and f electrons w ill
change due to hybridization and charge transfer. The f orbitals participate
in bonding through their overlap wih the £ and d orbitals on neighbouring
actinide ions, aswellas, w ith the valence orbitals of the ligands. E ither of these
interactions lead to a broadening ofthe atom ic fJdevel into an £ resonance, w hich
onem ight hope to describe in tw o opposite lin is, eitherasa hybridized band (@s
in the standard LSD picture), or as an atom iclke dela-function (py including
a partially lied £" shell into the atom ic core and decoupling all the other £-
degrees of freedom , ie., com pktely ignoring a possible f-electron contrdbution
to bonding). These two extrem al scenarios are depicted schem atically in Figs.
:J:a and :J:b, respectively, while the SIC-L.SD scenario, which can be viewed as an
interpolation between the two, is disgplayed in Fig. -'_]:c.

In the SIC-LSD approach [[3]the LSD total energy finctional is corrected for
the sourious self-interaction of each occupied state

C:
g SIC _ pLSD sIc 1)

where the selfiinteraction correction, °I¢, fora given state , isde ned asthe



a) Localized f b) Itinerant f c) SIC-LSD

Figure 1: Schem atic representation of the density of states in the SIC-L.SD
approach foran A cX com pound. a) LSD calculation w ith all £ electrons treated
as inert core electrons, b) LSD calculation w ith all £ electrons treated as band
states, and ¢) SIC-L.SD calculation w ith both localized and delocalized £ states.
T he dashed line represents the ligand pband, whilk the broad actinide d-band
is given by the dotted line, and f-states are shown w ith full line.

sum of the H artree and exchange-correlation energies:
S =Uh +EZ R R @)

T his correction vanishes for an itinerant state, and therefore the SIC 1.SD func—
tionalfor such a state coincidesw ith the conventionalLSD fiinctional. Tobene t
from the selfinteraction correction, an electron state needs to spatially local-
ize, which costs band fom ation energy due to loss of hybridization. W hether
this is favorable depends on the relative values of the hybridization energy and
the self-interaction correction energy. Hence, the latter is identi ed with the
localization energy. T he rationale behind the functionalin Eq. (1) isthat fora
delocalized electron the interaction w ith a given atom is well described by the
m ean— eld LSD potential. In contrast, the appropriate potential for a localized



electron, due to a lJarge W igner delay tim e, w ill be corrected for the fact that
other electrons on that atom rearrange in response to the presence ofthis local-
ized electron. T he self-interaction correction dependson the spatial distribution
ofthe f orbital, whik the hybridization energy dependson the overlap ofa given
f orbitalwih the £ and d orbials on the neighbouring actinide sies, and va—
lence orbitals on the ligand sites. T he f-electron which hasbecom e localized, by
bene ting from the self-interaction correction, can no longer hybridize w ith the
conduction electron bands to give rise to any band-related features or valency
uctuations. H ow ever, the f-states which have not been explicitly localized can
hybridize wih the conduction electrons and form fully or partially occupied
bands (see Fig. :J:c) .
In the SIC-L.SD form ulation one dealsw ith two typesoff electrons, the localized
and hybridized f electrons, as rst inplicated by G schneider([[1] in relation
to rare earths. By assum Ing di erent £% con gurations of localized electrons,
variousvalency con gurations can be realized and studied in detail. W ithin SIC -
LSD the valency is de ned as the Integer num ber of actinide valence electrons
which are available for band fom ation, i. e.:

Nya1= 2 Nere Nsic: 3)

Here Z is the atom ic number, N o is the number of core (@and sem icore)
electrons wWhich for actinides is 86), and N g1c is the number of localized f-
electronson the actinide sites. T hus, eg. a trivalent con guration ofthe actinide
ons U3, Np3*, Pu®, Am 3", and Cm 3", is realized by localizing three, (£3
con guration), our (£?%), ve (£°), six (£°), and seven (£’) £ electrons on the
regpective actinide atom s. For a given f" con guration, the m ininum in the
totalenergy as a fiinction of lattice param eter determ nes the equilbrium lattice
constant. By com paring the totalenergy m nim a fordi erent £* con gurations,
the global groundstate con guration and lattice constant can be determ ined. In
selecting the £f© con guration the Hund’s rules are usually ollowed by alligning
soins and m axim izing the orbitalm om ent in the direction opposite to the spins
(for less than half- llked shells, or n parallel to the spins form ore than half- lled
shells). D uring the iterations towards selfconsistency the localized states are
allowed to relax, although generally they do not change much.



The SIC-L.SD schem e hasbeen In plem ented E!] w ithin the tightbinding linear-
mu n-tin orbials TBILMTO ) m etl'lod.[i_li_] T he actinide sam icore 6s and 6p

states have been described w ith a separate energy panel. Spin-orbit coupling
hasbeen fully included in the selfconsistency cycls. For sin plicity, for system s
discussed here, we have assum ed ferrom agnetic arrangem ent of the m agnetic

m om ents.

3 Results and D iscussion

3.1 -P utonium

E lectronic structure calculations treating f-electrons as band states describbe
quite succesfully the equilbrium volum es of the early actinidem eta]s.f_l-_E;] In an
early study of Am , Skriver et al.E.-_G] found the f-electron localization, signalled
by the onset of spin-polarization, giving rise to an aln ost fi1ll, and hence non—
bonding, spin polarized £’ band. A lso, the high pressure phases of Am have
been succesfiully described by the standard LSD theory. [[7,118] Recently, the
SIC-L.SD m ethod was applied to the series of actinide meta]s['_l-_g] from Np to
Fm , correctly describing the itinerant nature ofNp, the trivalency ofAm ,Cm,
Bk and Cf, and the shift to divalency In Es and Fm . Pu tums out to be the
m ost delicate case, being situated on the borderline between the itinerant and
well localized actinides. T he groundstate -phase is well reproduced by LDA
ca]cu]atjonstf_ﬁ ], but thehigh tem perature -phase ispeculiar. T he crystalstruc-
ture is high-sym m etry foc, it has the Jargest speci ¢ volum e of allPu allotropes
(25 % Jarmger than that of -Pu), and the them al expansion coe cient is neg—
ative. It has long been recognized that these facts are connected to a higher
degree of localization of the f-electrons in the -phase, but on the other hand
the volum e is still 16% gm aller than that ofAm .

W e have investigated the -phase of Pu within the SIC-LSD approach. The
total energy of a num ber of localization scenarios are summ arized in Figure 2.
In constructing the localized £" shells we have considered either . S coupling
black curves) or j j coupling (dashed curves) of the f-states. In the formm er
case, all f-states are taken to be eigenstates of I, and s,, with s, quantum

num ber 1=2 corresponding to spin-up, in accordance w ith Hund’s rst rule, and
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Figure 2: Totalenergy for Pu. D ashed curvesassume j J coupled localized
f" shell, black curvesassume L. S coupling.

1, quantum numbers occupied In the sequence 3; 2; 1;0;1;2;3 to comply
with Hund’s second rule (for less than half lled shells). In the latter case,
one-electron f-states are taken as elgenstates of 3 and J,, wih j = 5=2 and
J, quantum number occupied in the sequence 5=2;5=2; 3=2;3=2; 1=2;1=2.
Tt is in portant to stress that these are only the starting con gurations of the
localized states. U tim ately, the localized states are determm Ined self-consistently
by the SIC-L.SD total energy m Inin ization, but In practice the symm etry of
the Initial state tends to be preserved during iterations tow ards selfconsistency.
In other words there are energy barriers for a SIC state to drastically aler its
sym m etry.

O ne notices a signi cant energy gain for the con gurations with large soin lo—
calized f" shells. The Iowest energy is ound for a ocalized L. S coupled £°
shell, corresponding to trivalent Pu atom s.[_l-g] The equilbriuim volum e is 218
ag, which is 30 $ Jlarger than the experim ental volum e of -Pu. C kearly, this is
not the appropriate representative of -Pu. O nem ore Iocalized f-electron leads
to an even larger volum e and also a larger total energy, while fewer localized



electrons do kad to am allerequilbrium volum e but also larger totalenergy. T he
best agreem ent w ith the experin entalvolim e w ithin the . S coupling schem e
is obtained for the £2 localized scenario. The j  J coupling schem e kads to
a com pktely di erent picture. In this case the scenarios w ith localized £2, £2,
and £* shells are aln ost degenerate in energy, w th £3 having the low est energy,
and an equilbrium volum e 12% gmaller than the experim ental -Pu volum e.
T he conclusion to be draw n here is that the LSD provides a poor account of the
energetics of -Pu: the exchange energy gained by the form ation of large aligned
Soins is overestin ated and leads to the w rong representation of the ground state.
By taking 7 J coupled localized shells, one arti cially tums the spin-density
contrbution to the total energy o , and an in proved description is obtained.
This does not m ean that the § J coupled Pu £3 shell is the correct ground
state of Pu. Rather, the study dem onstrates that m ore com plicated ground
states are called for. W ithin the restricted oneelctron picture the 7 Jj ocou-
pld localized shell is a better representation of the true ground state. F irstly,
the true ground state m ust describe appropriately the spin uctuations keading
to the quenching of the Pu m om ent, secondly it is also lkely that uctuations
in the num ber of Jocalized f-electrons are needed. It is in portant to stress that
Pu is a special case In the actinide serdes. W hen gong to Am,the L S
ground state ocbtained w ith the SIC-L.SD approach is quite adequate, leading
to a localized f6,M s = 3,My = 3,ie. J = 0 ground state. T he equilbbrum
volum e is 8% larger than the experin ental volum e, w hich is acceptable. T he
j  j coupled ground state isalso £°, J = 0, In this case w ith a volum e only 3%
larger than the experim ental volum e, but there is not such a drastic di erence
betw een the tw o representations forthewell localized Am caseas orPu. Hence,
the failure ofthe SIC 1.SD in describbing the highly correlated -phase ofPu has
been traced badk to the large m agnetic m cm ent on Pu, persisting In the SIC —
LSD description. By arti cially setting the exchange interaction to zero, am uch
in proved lattice constant has been obtained, as alo fund by Refs. pd] and
P11. Sihce experin ents nd P u to be non-m agnetic, one m ust conclude that the
m ean— eld approaches of LSD and SIC-L.SD overestin ate the tendency tow ards
m agnetic m om ent form ation, by not taking into account quantum uctuations
in the f-shell. Recently, Savrasov et al [_22] have presented a prom isihg way of
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Figure 3: Trends in localization through the A X series. For each actinide,
Ac= U,Np,Pu,Am,Cm, a block of 10 ligands are considered: the pnictides
X=N,P,As, Sb,Bi and the chalcogenidesX=0, S, Se, Teand Po. Thenumbers
designate the calculated A c valency (according to Eg. (3)) for that particular
A X com pound. W here two num bers are given, the corresponding valencies are

degenerate.

treating dynam ical uctuations and applied it successfully to Pu.

32 Actinide M onopnictides and M onochalcogenides

In the actinide m onopnictides and m onochalcogenides, which all crystallize in
the N aC 1 structure at am bient conditions, the actinide-actinide separations are
larger than In the elem entalm etals, and the tendency towards f-electron local-
ization can already be cbserved from Np com pounds onwards. 23, 24, 25, 26,
27,28, 24)

Here, we present the SIC-L.SD electronic structures calculations of the m onop-—
nictides and m onochalcogenides of U, Np, Pu,[3d1 Am ,[81] and Cm . Figure 3
displays the calculated actinide ground state con gurations through the serdes.
T he calculations reveal clear trends tow ardsm ore and m ore actively bonding £—



electrons fora) lighter actinides, and b) lighter ligands. For the lighter actinides,
the f-orbitals are m ore extended lading to larger overlaps w ith their nearest
neighbours and am aller self-interaction corrections, both of these e ects are
favoring band form ation. For the lighter ligands, n particular N and O, both
the volum e is decreased and ionicity is larger, the rst of these e ects keading
to Jarger direct actinide-actinide overlap, and the latter e ect favoring charge
transfer.

The Cm com pounds are the m ost localized systam s, all exhbiting Cm in the
trivalent £/ con guration. The £/ shell is so stablk that variations of the ligand
cannot disrupt its stability and socenarios w ith either one m ore or less local-
ized f-electron have distinctly higher energies. Trivalency prevails in the Am
com pounds, but the stability of the £’ shell causes the divalent Am state to
be Inportant in Am Te and AmPo. In the Pu com pounds, the trivalent state
also dom nates, but for the lighter ligands f-electron delocalization sets In. In
the Np com pounds the tetravalent state dom inates, whilke in the U com pounds
pentavalent states occur for the lighter ligands.

T he densities of states of the actinide arsenides are shown 1 Fig. 4, w ith both
trivalent and tetravalent actinide ions. In the trivalent case, the non-localized £—
degrees of freedom give rise to narrow unoccupied bands above the Fem i level.
In the tetravalent case the additional delocalized f-electron appears as an extra
fband. In Cm , this band appears far below the Fem i level, whilke n Am, Pu
and Np this band lies just below the Fem i level. T he band form ation energy
due to this extra band is su ciently large in NpA s to outweigh the localization
energy, and the tetravalent con guration becom es the ground state.

3.3 P lutonium D joxide

PuO, is the m ost favored com pound for storage of Pu from nuclkar waste. In
the stoichiom etric com pound Pu is tetravalent w ith a localized £ shell, Iked O

pbandsand a large lnsulating gap . R ecently, the chem ical nertness ofPu0 , has
been questioned, in particular w hether reactionsw ith water could lead to further
oxidation and the fomm ation of PuO 4 » _B-g] W e investigated B-;] the PuO 54 »
system w ith the SIC-L.SD approach by constructing a supercellw ith four PuO ,
unitstogetherw ith an additionalO atom in the interstitial region, thus form inga
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Figure 4: D ensitles of states (in states/ Ry formula unit)) for the actinide
arsenides NpAs, PuAs, AmAs, CmAs, wih a trivalent (left), or tetravalent
(rght) actinide ion, respectively. The solid and dotted lines represent the f
pro gcted— and total densities of states, respectively. T he energies are given in
Ry, w ith the Fem i level at energy zero.

m odelofa PuO ;55 com pound. T he iInteresting conclusion to be drawn from the
totalenergy as a function of f-localization ( g. 5) is that the nearest neighbour
Pu atom s of the interstitial O transform to the pentavalent con guration by
delocalizing one f-electron, which is donated to the extra O to form hybridized
states, occuring in the gap-region of the pure PuO, com pound. Sin ilark, an
O vacancy in PuO, will kead to the form ation of trivalent £° Pu ions i the
vicinity of the vacancy. In e ect, the localized £" shell of Pu acts as a reservoir
for absorbing or releasing electrons to be accom odated by the chem icalbonds of
the O atom s. T he lattice constant of the PuO 54 x system alm ost does not vary
w ith x due to two opposing e ects Fi. Ej) . The added O per s leads to lattice
expansion, but the additional bonding due to the formm ation of pentavalent Pu

causes the lattice to contract.
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34 UXj3compounds, X=Rh,Pd,Pt,Au

The sequence of U ranium Interm etallics, UX 3, X=Rh,Pd, Pt and Au are inter-
esting due to their varation In m etallic properties. This is well reproduced in
the SIC-L.SD approad1.t_3-ff] TheU con guration changes from £° n URhj to £
NUPt; and to £2 .n UPd; and UA us. This is due to hybridization ofthe ligand
d-band, which in URh3 is not com pltely occupied, with the U f-electrons to
form hybridized bands rather than non-bonding localized states. In UPd3 and
UAus the dband is full, and the U f-elkctrons can not contrbute further to
the bonding, whilk UPt; is the borderline case, where the dband is full but
su ciently close to the Fem i Jevel that the f-electrons can hybridize in, ie.,

the U f-m anifold is situated in between the fully delocalized and fully localized
scenarios, In good accord w ith the cbservation of heavy ferm ion properties of

this com pound.

4 Conclusions

In sum m ary, we have review ed the electronic properties ofa num ber of f -electron
system s, as cbtalned within SIC-L.SD approach. W e have dem onstrated that
this approach is well suited to describe trends regarding lattice param eters and
valencies ofthese system s. Tt worksespecially well for system sw ith well localized
f-shells. It also indicates that the ground state of P utoniim ism ore com plex
than the SIC-L.SD can describbe and thus underlines the need of developing a
dynam ic generalization ofthe SIC-L.SD approach.
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