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W e reanalyze the condition for m etallic ferrom agnetism in the fram ework ofthe tight-binding

approxim ation and investigate the consequences ofthe inter-site Coulom b interactions using the

Hartree-Fock approxim ation. W e �rst consider a non-degenerate s band and we show that the

inter-siteinteractionsm odify theoccurrence offerrom agnetism ,and we derive a generalized Stoner

criterion. W e analyze the m ain e�ects due to the renorm alization ofthe hopping integrals by the

inter-site Coulom b interactions. These e�ectsare strongly dependenton the relative valuesofthe

inter-site electron-electron interactionsand on the shape ofthe density ofstatesasillustrated by a

study ofcubic crystalsfrom which we establish generaltrends. W e then investigate a realistic spd

tight-binding m odel,including intra (Coulom b and exchange)and inter-sitecharge-chargeCoulom b

integrals. Thism odelisused to study the electronic structure (band structure,densitiesofstates,

m agneticm om ent)ofbulk ferrom agnetic 3d transition m etalsFe(bcc),Co(hcp and fcc)and Ni(fcc).

An excellent agreem ent with localspin density functionalcalculations is obtained for the three

m etals,in particularconcerning the relative widthsofthe m ajority and m inority spin bands.Thus

ourtight-binding Hartree-Fock m odelprovidesa consistentinterpretation ofthise�ect.

PACS num bers:75.10.Lp,75.30.-m ,71.15.-m ,71.20.Be.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The origin offerrom agnetism in itinerantsystem sre-

m ains one ofthe open questions in the condensed m at-

ter theory. Even though spin-density functionaltheory

givescorrectly severalpredictionsconcerning the stabil-

ity offerrom agnetism ,1 itisinterestingto develop sim ple

m odelswhich pointoutthe im portantphysicalparam e-

tersgoverning theferrom agneticinstabilities.Ferrom ag-

netism m ay occurin two ways:eitherthe param agnetic

(PM )stategetsunstableagainsttheferrom agnetic(FM )

stateforparticularvaluesofparam eters(so-called Stoner

instability),orthe strongly polarized FM state,in m ost

casessaturated ferrom agnetic (SF)state,hasthe lowest

energy beyond som e values ofelectron-electron interac-

tions,butthe PM state isstilllocally stable in a range

ofparam eters.

Itiscertainly instructive to understand �rstthe pos-

siblem echanism sofferrom agnetism in thecaseofa nar-

row s band studied in the tight-binding m odelusing the

Hartree-Fock approxim ation (HFA).W hen only the on-

site m atrix elem ent U of the Coulom b interaction are

taken into accountthe Stonerinstability occurswhen U

satis�es the wellknown Stoner criterion U N (EF ) > 1,

where N (E F )isthe density ofstatesatthe Ferm ilevel

perspin,and the m ajority and m inority spin bandsare

rigidly shifted relativetoeach other.Theinuenceofthe

two-sitem atrix elem entsoftheCoulom b interaction has

been thoroughlystudied in thepioneeringworkbyHirsch

etal.already overa decadeago.2,3 Theseideaswerefur-

therdeveloped and qualitatively new e�ectswerefound,

both within the HFA,and by going beyond it.4,5,6,7,8 In

particular,Hirsch etal.2,3,4,5 have pointed outthat the

renorm alization ofthe hopping integrals resulting from

the Hartree-Fock decoupling ofthe two-body inter-site

term oftheham iltonian playsa rolein theoccurrenceof

ferrom agnetism by changing thebandwidthsofm ajority

and m inority spin bands in a di�erent way,thus m odi-

fying the Stonercondition. However,Hirsch etal.2,3,4,5

have m ainly em phasized the e�ectofexchange integrals

and haveonly considered a constantdensity ofstatesor

thatofa linearchain.Indeed,thenon-degeneratem odel

with exchange interactionswasproposed to provide ex-

planation ofcertain itinerant system s, such as EuB6.
9

O bviously,the conclusionsthatcan be drawn from such

a m odeldepend critically on the num ericalvaluesofthe

param eters and we expect the classical charge-charge

inter-site Coulom b interaction V to be larger than the

exchange one.7 Consequently,we have found interesting

torevisitthism odelbyconsideringm orerealisticrelative

valuesofthe Coulom b m atrix elem ents �rstin the case

ofa constantdensity ofstates,then forthe densitiesof

statesofrealcubic lattices.W e willsee thatin thislast

case the physicsofFM instabilitiesissigni�cantly m od-

i�ed. Therefore a quantitative study ofthe inuence of

inter-site Coulom b interactionsin FM transition m etals

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406395v1
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needsan accuratedescription ofthedensity ofstatesand

realisticinteraction param eters.

However ferrom agnetism is found usually in system s

with degenerate orbitals and since the early work of

Hubbard10 a variety oftheoreticalattem pts have been

undertaken to understand to whatextenttheorbitalde-

generacy m ightplay an essentialrolein particularin the

ferrom agnetism ofFe,Co and Ni.Thedom inating point

ofview atpresentisthatthe degeneracy ofd orbitalsis

crucial,11,12,13 since localm om ents can form 14 and sur-

vive above the Curie tem perature due to intra-atom ic

exchange integrals. Here we willinvestigate the e�ect

ofon-site and inter-site interactions in degenerate spd

bands,considering realistic param eters. It is clear that

the m ostim portantm atrix elem entsofthe Coulom b in-

teraction involved in FM instabilities contain fourd or-

bitals centered on at m ost two neighboring sites. The

relative values of the m atrix elem ents can be inferred

from theresultsofexplicitcalculationsusingatom icwave

functions. From these calculations15 it turns out that

the largeston-site m atrix elem entsare those introduced

already in ourpreviouspaper,16 whiletheonly non neg-

ligibleinter-siteCoulom b interactionsareofelectrostatic

(i.e.,charge-charge)type,arisingfrom theinteraction be-

tween two electronsin orbitalscentered attwo neighbor-

ing sites.Asforan s band,theHartree-Fock decoupling

ofthese latter term srenorm alizesthe hopping integrals

and wewillshow thatthey areresponsibleforthedi�er-

ent d bandwidths for up and down spins which are ob-

tained in localspin density functionalcalculationsforthe

3d FM elem ents(Fe,Co,Ni). Furtherm ore,the nearest

neighbordistancesbeing very closeforthethree m etals,

itisexpected thatthe nearestneighborCoulom b inter-

actionsshould notvary signi�cantly from Fe to Co and

Ni.Itwillbeseen that,underthisassum ption,an excel-

lent agreem ent is found between localspin density and

ourtight-binding Hartree-Fock (TBHF)calculationsfor

theband structure,thedensitiesofstates,aswellasthe

m agneticm om entofthe three elem ents.

The paperisorganized asfollows.W e recall(Sec. II)

the s band (extended Hubbard Hartree-Fock)m odelin

which allinteractions are lim ited to �rst nearestneigh-

borsand derivean analytic generalized Stonercriterion.

including electrostatic as wellas exchange interactions.

Then werevisitthesim plem odelofaconstantdensity of

stateswhich can besolved analytically,2,4,5 and weshow

thattheonsetoftheStonerinstability and thecondition

ofoccurrence ofsaturated ferrom agnetism are strongly

dependent on the ratio ofthe two-site electrostatic in-

teraction and exchange interaction. Finally,in orderto

illustrate the role ofthe shape ofthe density ofstates,

we considerthe case ofthree-dim ensionallattices: sim -

ple(sc),bodycentered (bcc)and facecentered (fcc)cubic

latticeforreasonableparam eters,with particularem pha-

sison theroleplayed by inter-siteCoulom b interactions.

In Sec. III,the m ulti-band spd TBHF m odel,already

described by Barreteau etal.,16 isextended by including

theelectrostaticinter-siteCoulom b m atrix elem ents,and

the determ ination ofthe param eters is discussed. This

m odelis �nally used in Sec. IV to analyze the band

structuresofFM transition m etals: Fe,Co and Ni. W e

willshow thatthem ain e�ectswhich can beunderstood

forthes band using som eanalyticargum entsapply also

qualitatively to 3d transition m etals. The paperiscon-

cluded in Sec.V.

II. FER R O M A G N ET ISM IN A

N O N -D EG EN ER A T E s B A N D

A . T he tight-binding H artree-Fock m odel

W estartfrom a tight-binding m odelforan sband and

assum ethatthesetofatom ic(s)orbitals�i(r)centered

ateach siteiisorthogonal.W econsiderthesam eHam il-

tonian as Hirsch5 with inter-site interactions lim ited to

�rstnearestneighborswhich,in thesecond quantization

form alism ,can be written:

H s = � t
X

i;j6= i;�

a
y

i�
aj� +

U

2

X

i;�

ni�ni� �

+
V

2

X

i;j6= i;�;�0

a
y

i�a
y

j�0aj�0ai�

+
J

2

X

i;j6= i;�;�0

a
y

i�a
y

j�0ai�0aj�

+
J0

2

X

i;j6= i;�

a
y

i�a
y

i� �aj� �aj�; (1)

wherea
y

i� isthecreationoperatorofan electron with spin

� in the atom ic orbitalcentered atsite i,ni� = a
y

i�ai�,

and � tisthehoppingintegralbetween nearestneighbors.

The Coulom b interactions are described by the leading

on-site term / U ,and by the two-site term s: charge-

chargeinteractions/ V ,exchangeinteractions/ J,and

the ’pairhopping’term / J0,

U = h�i(r)�i(r
0)j

1

jr� r0j
j�i(r)�i(r

0)i; (2)

V = h�i(r)�j(r
0)j

1

jr� r0j
j�i(r)�j(r

0)i; (3)

J = h�i(r)�j(r
0)j

1

jr� r0j
j�j(r)�i(r

0)i; (4)

J
0 = h�i(r)�i(r

0)j
1

jr� r0j
j�j(r)�j(r

0)i: (5)

W e willconsiderin m ostcasesthe realistic relation J =

J0,asobtained forrealwavefunctionsfrom Eqs.(4)and

(5).

In the HFA the two-body term sare decoupled in the

following way:

a
y
�a

y

�
aa� = hay�a�ia

y

�
a + ha

y

�
ai

� hay�aia
y

�
a� � ha

y

�
a�ia

y
�a
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� hay�a�iha
y

�
ai+ hay�aiha

y

�
a�i; (6)

where the indices denote an atom ic spin-orbital. Note

also thatthe spin conservation im pliesthatany average

hay�a�ivanisheswhen � and � havedi�erentspins.

Consequently the HFA leadsto a one-particle Ham il-

tonian:

H
H F
s = �

X

i;j6= i;�

t�a
y

i�aj� +
X

i�

"�ni� � E dc; (7)

with the following spin-dependenthopping integralsand

orbitalenergies,

t� = t+ (V � J)I� � (J + J
0)I� �; (8)

"� = z(V � J)n + (U + zJ)n� �; (9)

E dc standsforthedoublecounting energy term sand z is

the num ber ofnearestneighbors. Here we assum e that

the system consistsofequivalentatom s,then the occu-

pation num bers: n� = hni�iforelectronsofspin � and

the totalband �lling n =
P

�
n� are the sam e at each

site i. In this m odelI� = ha
y

i�aj�i do not depend on

the bond and can be easily obtained from the density of

states(peratom )N �(E ).Indeed,choosing the origin of

energiesatthecenterofgravity ofN �(E ),itfollowsfrom

Eq.(7)that:

X

nocc

E n� =

Z E F �

� 1

E N �(E )dE = � zt�I�; (10)

where E n� are the eigenenergies for spin �. Note that

I� = I(n�)since the renorm alization ofthe hopping in-

tegralsleadsto a sim ple energy rescaling ofthe density

ofstateswithoutchanging itsshape.

B . G eneralized Stoner criterion and condition for

saturated ferrom agnetism

The m agnetic energy as a function of the m agnetic

m om entm = n" � n#:

E m ag(m )= hH H F
s (m )i� hH H F

s (0)i; (11)

where hH H F
s (m )i is the Hartree-Fock energy ofa state

with m agneticm om entm ,iseasily expressed in term sof

thefunction I.Letusintroducethefollowing notations:

I� = I(n�)= I

�
n + �m

2

�

; (12)

with � = + 1(� 1)forup(down)spin.Then them agnetic

energy peratom isgiven by:

E m ag(m ) = 2zt

h

I0 �
1

2
(I" + I#)

i

�
1

4
(U + zJ)m 2

�
1

2
z(V � J)(I2" + I

2
# � 2I20)

+ z(J + J
0)(I"I# � I

2
0); (13)

whereI0 refersto the PM state,i.e.,I0 = I(n=2).

Letus�rstderive the condition underwhich the PM

state becom esunstable (Stoner instability). This insta-

bility is obtained from the Taylor expansion of I� for

sm allm agnetization m . Substituting thisexpansion for

I" and I# into (13)one�ndsto second orderin m :

E m ag(m ) = [� ztI000 � z(V � J)(I0
2

0 + I0I
00
0)

+ z(J + J
0)(I0I

00
0 � I

02

0)

� (U + zJ)]
m 2

4
; (14)

where I00 and I000 are the �rst and second derivatives of

I� atn� = n=2.The Stonerinstability occurswhen the

coe�cientofm 2 isnegative,i.e.,

zI
00
0[t+ (V � 2J� J

0)I0]+ z(V + J
0)I020 + U + zJ > 0: (15)

>From Eq.(8)itisseen thattheterm between brackets

isthe hopping integraltPM in the PM state.Using now

Eq.(10)itcan be shown,with obviousnotations,that:

I
0
0 = �

E F

zt
= �

E PM
F

ztPM
;

I
00
0 = �

1

ztN (E F )
= �

1

ztPM N PM (E
PM
F

)
; (16)

whereN PM (E
PM
F )isthedensity ofstatesperspin in the

PM state at the Ferm ilevelE PM
F . Note that in these

equationsthe energiesm ustbe referred to the centerof

gravity of the band. The inequality (15) can be now

rewritten asa generalized Stoner criterion:

UeffN PM (E
PM
F )> 1; (17)

with:

Ueff = U + zJ + z(V + J
0)

�
E PM
F

ztPM

�2

: (18)

This generalizes the criterion derived by Hirsch (Eq.

(22))in Ref.5]fortheparticularcaseofa constantden-

sity ofstates.Accordingly the inuence ofthe inter-site

exchangeintegralJ isto actin favoroftheFM statefor

any band �lling sinceitincreasesUeff and decreasesthe

bandwidth ofthe PM state [see Eq. (8)]. Let us now

exam ine the e�ect ofV and J0. At low and high band

�llingstherenorm alization ofthehopping integralin the

PM state tends to zero since I0 vanishes. As a conse-

quence,due to the term proportionalto V + J0 in Ueff

thePM stateism oreeasily destabilized forlow valuesof

n since,in this case,the ratio (E PM
F =ztPM )

2 is close to

unity,thebottom oftheband beingatE = � ztPM .This

isalsotruewhen n approachesn = 2forsim pleand body

centered cubiclatticesand thistendency isweakened for

thefacecentered cubiclatticesince(E PM
F =ztPM )

2 = 1=9.

Around half�lling EPMF issm allso thatUeff ’ U + zJ

and forrealistic valuesofV (i.e.,V > 2J + J0)the PM

band isbroadened. M oreoveritswidth,like I0,isthere
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atitsm axim um and increaseswith V .Consequently,the

PM state islesseasily destabilized around half�lling.

Finally it is also interesting to derive the value ofU

abovewhich theSF statewith m om entm s (m s = n when

n � 1,m s = 2� n when n � 1)becom esthem oststable.

This is done sim ply by looking for the m inim um value

ofU forwhich thefunction E m ag(m )(Eq.(13))takesits

m inim um value atm s in the dom ain [0;m s].

C . T he m agnetic instabilities for a constant density

ofstates revisited

In order to obtain a physicalinsight into the m echa-

nism ofFM instability in thesband m odel(Eq.(7)),we

discuss�rstthe case ofa constantdensity ofstates(per

spin,with the zero ofenergy at"�),

N �(E )=
1

W �

; for jE j< W �=2; (19)

with W � = 2zt� (in the following we assum e z = 6).

Using Eq. (10) it is found that I� has a very sim ple

analyticalexpression:

I� = n�(1� n�): (20)

Let us �rst discuss the renorm alization ofthe hopping

integralsfora m ore than half-�lled band,asin the late

3dtransition m etals,in thePM phaseaswellasin theSF

phasewhich becom esstablewhen U islargeenough.Itis

clearthatthem ajorityspin up band isnarrowerthan the

m inority spin down one and itcan be shown easily that

thehoppingintegralfound in thePM phaseliesalwaysin

between the onesforthe m ajority and m inority spinsin

theSF phaseatleastin therealisticcase7 whereV > J.

W e willsee in Sec. IIIthatthisholdsalso qualitatively

forFe,Co and Ni.

ThestudyofthestabilityofthePM and FM statescan

be done analytically for the constant density ofstates.

Forthisdensity ofstatesthe m agnetic energy (Eq.(13))

isa quadraticfunction ofm 2:

E m ag(m )=

�

A(n)+ B

�
m 2

4

���
m 2

4

�

; (21)

with,assum ing J = J0,

A(n) = W � U;

�
1

2
z
�

V (3n2� 6n+ 2)� J(n2� 2n� 4)
�

;(22)

B = � z(V � 3J): (23)

and W = 2zt. For a given value ofn, the m inim um

ofE m ag(m )dependson theactualparam etersA(n)and

B .ThePM stateisunstableagainsttheFM statewhen

A(n)< 0;in theabsenceofinter-siteinteractionsthewell

known Stonercriterion fortheconstantdensity ofstates,

U > W is recovered. In the generalcase with V 6= 0
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U
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0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5
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(b)

(c)

(d)

bcc
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FIG . 1: Critical value of U=W (W : unrenorm alized band

width) for the onset ofthe Stoner instability as a function

ofthe band �lling n foran s band and:(a)constantdensity

ofstates, (b) sc lattice, (c) bcc lattice, and (d) fcc lattice.

D i�erentlinescorrespond to:V = J = 0 (dotted lines);V =

0:15U ,J = 0 (dashed lines);V = 0:15U ,J = 0:03U (J
0
= J)

(solid lines).

and J 6= 0 the value ofU=W above which the PM state

becom esunstable dependson n,asseen in Fig.1(a).

Asshown above,the inter-siteCoulom b interaction V

prom otesFM statesforlow num bersofelectronsorholes,

while around half �lling (0:5 <� n <
� 1:5), it tends to

stabilize the PM state. The inter-site exchange m atrix

elem entJ alwaysfavorstheFM statesincen2� 2n� 4< 0

when 0< n < 2.

IfA(n)< 0 and B > 0,asconsidered by Hirsch5 who

assum esJ > V ,the PM stateisunstable,and E m ag(m )

has a m inim um at m m . Ifm m < m s the m ost stable

solution is a non-saturated FM state. In this case the

condition dE m ag(m )=dm = 0,with E m ag given in Eq.

(21),isequivalenttotheconditionofequalFerm ienergies

forthem ajority and m inority spin sub-bandsconsidered

instead in Ref.5.Ifm m > m s,the m oststable solution

isthe SF state.

However,forrealistic V and J param eters7,15 one has

V > 3J,thusB isnegative.In thiscondition ifA(n)> 0

E m ag(m )hasa m inim um atm = 0,a m axim um atm M

and vanishesatm = m 0.W hen m 0 > m s thePM stateis

stableand when m 0 < m s theSF stateisthem oststable

solution butthePM stateism etastable.IfA(n)< 0 the

PM state becom es unstable while the SF state rem ains

the m oststable solution.ThusifB < 0 weak FM states

are rigorously excluded and,as U=W increases,the SF

state is stable before the Stoner instability ofthe PM

state. The criticalvalue ofU=W above which the SF

statebecom esstable isgiven by:

A(n)+
1

4
B m

2
s = 0: (24)

The variation with n ofthiscriticalvalue isshown in
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(a)

(b)

(c)

(d)

FIG . 2: Critical value of U=W (W : unrenorm alized band

width)abovewhich theSF phasebecom esstableasafunction

ofthe band �lling n and for: (a) constant density ofstates,

(b)sclattice,(c)bcclattice,and (d)fcclattice.Them eaning

ofdi�erentlines and the param eters are the sam e as in Fig.

1.

Fig. 2 for the sam e set ofparam eters as in Fig. 1(a),

and itcan be veri�ed thatthese curvesarealwaysbelow

the corresponding onesforthe Stonerinstability,except

atboth endswherethe valuesofU=W arethe sam e.

D . M agnetic instabilities in cubic lattices

In the previoussection we have discussed the FM in-

stability for an s band assum ing a constant density of

states. However this density ofstates cannot be asso-

ciated with any existing lattice. W e now consider the

case ofcubic lattices: sim ple ,body centered and face

centered cubic lattices with a hopping integral� � lim -

ited to nearestneighbors.The corresponding dispersion

relation isthen:

E (k)= � �
X

j

exp(ik:R j); (25)

where R j (j = 1;:::z)denote the setofvectorsconnect-

ing an atom to its nearest neighbors. In this case the

density ofstates,and consequently I(n�),m ust be cal-

culated num erically. The densities ofstates have been

obtained from this dispersion relation by carrying out

the sum m ation over the Brillouin zone using the linear

tetrahedron m ethod.17

However,in orderto accountaccurately forthesingu-

laritiesofN (E )wehavealso used theanalyticalexpres-

sions given by Jelitto18 which approxim ate the actual

densities ofstates with an excellent relative error (less

than 10� 4).Thefunction I(n�)isderived from Eq.(10)

and its derivatives I0(n�) and I00(n�),which are neces-

sary to study theStonerinstability (Eq.(15))aredeter-

m ined by m eans ofthe relations (16). In the following

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

t σ
/t

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

n

0.8

0.9

1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

t σ
/t

fcc

(a)

bcc

(b)

FIG .3: E�ective hopping integrals t� (in units of t) as a

function oftheband �lling n ofan sband for:(a)bccand (b)

fcc lattices. D i�erent lines refer to: PM phase (long dashed

lines),t"=t(fulllines)and t#=t(dashed lines)in theSF phase

(stable at su�ciently large U ,see Fig. 2). The param eters

are:V = 0:15W (W = 16t),J
0
= J,and:J = 0 (thin lines),

J = 0:03W (heavy lines).

wewillalwaysassum eJ = J0 and V > 3J.

Thee�ectivehoppingintegralin thePM statetPM has

am axim um atn = 1forthescand bcclattices,forwhich

N (E )hasa particle-holesym m etry,whilethem axim um

is shifted to n ’ 0:76 in the case offcc lattice having

asym m etric N (E )[see Fig.3].In allcases,the e�ective

hopping integralisreduced by J > 0.Atdi�erent�lling

ofspin sub-bands,as for instance in SF states,the ef-

fectiveup-and down-spin hopping elem entsand thecor-

responding bandwidths are di�erent. For instance,for

n < 1 the up-spin bandwidth increases when this sub-

band isgradually �lled,hasa m axim um atn ’ 0:38 for

the fcc lattice,and then decreasesback to the unrenor-

m alized value at n = 1,while the down-spin sub-band

is unrenorm alized (narrowed) when J = 0 (J > 0),as

shown in Fig. 3(b). The renorm alization ofspin sub-

bands is interchanged for n > 1 when the up-spin sub-

band is�lled and thusweakly narrowed in theSF states.

Toillustratethegeneraltrendswehavedeterm ined the

Stonerinstabilitiesforsc,bcc,and fcc latticesusing Eq.

(15),and forthreesetsofparam eters:(i)V = J = 0,(ii)

V = 0:15U ,J = 0,and (iii)V = 0:15U ,J = 0:03U .The

resultsare given in Fig. 1 and are in perfectagreem ent

with the qualitative predictions derived above (see Sec.

IIB).Indeed,V tends to stabilize the FM state for low

and high band �llings,while thereverseisfound around

half-�lling. M oreover,when J is taken into account,it



6

0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

m

-0.08

-0.06

-0.04

-0.02

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08
E

m
ag

(m
)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

m

-0.020

-0.015

-0.010

-0.005

0.000

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

U/W=0.4

U/W=0.8

U/W=1.2

U/W=0.2

U/W=0.418

U/W=0.6

x5

a) b)

FIG .4:M agneticenergyE m ag (in unitsoftheunrenorm alized

band width W )asa function ofthem agneticm om entm fora

fcc lattice with an s band fortwo band �llings(a)n = 0:9 (b)

n = 1:4 and increasing valuesofU=W .Theotherparam eters

areV = 0:15U ,J = J
0
= 0.Theinsetshowsthecasen = 1:4,

U=W = 0:418 with an enlarged energy scale,proving thatthe

PM state ism etastable.

actsin favorofFM statesforanyband �lling.Thisresult

con�rm the earlier�ndingsofHirsch.2,5

The regionsofstability ofthe SF phase are shown in

Fig. 2.W hen n approaches0 or2 the curvesofFigs. 1

and 2 corresponding to the sam e valuesofV and J be-

com e closerand closerto each othersince the m agnetic

m om ent is in�nitesim alin both lim its and the second

orderexpansion ofI� isvalid forany value ofm � m s.

Furtherm ore,itisfound thatforalllatticesand band �ll-

ings,exceptforthe fcc lattice with n >
� 1:3,the Stoner

instability isfound fora sm allervalueofU=W than that

needed to stabilize the SF state. Thism eansthat,con-

trary to the case ofthe constant density ofstates,the

PM state is never m etastable except for the fcc lattice

with n >
� 1:3 where a very narrow dom ain ofm etasta-

bility exists.Thisisillustrated forthe fcc lattice in Fig.

4 where we have plotted E m ag(m ) for severalvalues of

U=W (V = 0:15U ,J = J0 = 0) and two values ofthe

band �lling:n = 0:9and 1:4.Itisclearlyseen that,when

n = 0:9,asU=W increasesthe m oststable phase issuc-

cessively the PM ,unsaturated FM and SF phase while,

when n = 1:4,the PM phaseisim m ediately followed by

theSF phasebutthereisa narrow rangeofU=W where

the PM phaseism etastable.

It is im portant to realize that the above results were

derived using a rather sm allvalue ofV=U and,conse-

quently, the e�ect ofV is also sm all. However,it in-

creasesrapidly with V asshown in Fig.5 fortheStoner

instability in the fcc lattice. Note thatthe onsetofthe

Stonerinstability isindependentofV fortwo band �ll-

ingssince,asseen in Eq.(14),E m ag doesnotdepend on

V when I0
2

0 + I0I
00
0 = 0.

Finally, we m ust em phasize that allour results dis-

cussed so far have been obtained assum ing interactions

lim ited to �rst nearest neighbors. W hen hopping inte-

grals between farther neighbors are taken into account,

the study ofthe inuence ofinteratom ic Coulom b inte-

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0

n

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

U
/W

FIG . 5: Critical value of U=W (W : unrenorm alized band

width)forthe onsetofthe Stonerinstability in a bcc lattice

with an sband asafunction oftheband �llingn forincreasing

valuesofV=U (0:fullline,0.35:dashed line,0.55:dotted line)

and J = J
0
= 0.

gralson the electronicstructurebecom esm oreinvolved.

Indeed,whereasin the�rstnearestneighborcasethe I�
function in Eq. (8) can be calculated once for allsince

the density ofstates N (E ) scales with the hopping in-

tegralwithoutchanging itsshape,thisisno longertrue

when fartherneighborinteractionsare included and the

solution ofthe problem becom es m ore tricky. Thus we

have carried itoutonly in the study ofthe realistic va-

lencespd band oftransition m etalspresented in thenext

section.

III. FER R O M A G N ET ISM FO R H Y B R ID IZED

spd B A N D S

In theprevioussection wepresented thee�ectofinter-

atom ic Coulom b interactionson the electronic structure

and their inuence on the onset of ferrom agnetism in

a tight-binding s band with interactionslim ited to �rst

nearestneighbors.From thisstudy we can draw several

conclusions. First,the relative num ericalvalues ofthe

param etersarecriticalto determ inetheFM instabilities.

Then theshapeofthedensity ofstateshasalso a strong

inuence.Thusin orderto derivereliableconclusionsfor

FM transition m etalswem ustnow generalizethism odel

to hybridized s,p and d bandswith fartherinteractions

aswellasrealisticCoulom b m atrix elem ents.

A . T he H am iltonian

In thebasisofreals;p,and d atom icorbitals(denoted

by � and � indices)theHam iltonian isdeterm ined by the

bareatom iclevels"�,thebarehopping integrals� ti�;j�,

and by the m atrix elem entsofthe Coulom b interaction.

In thefollowing wekeep them ostim portantoftheselat-
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terterm swhich can beselected by com paringthenum er-

icalvaluesofallthe Coulom b m atrix elem entsobtained

using explicit expressions ofthe s;p,and d atom ic or-

bitals. From these calculations,15 it turns out that the

leading intra-atom icCoulom b m atrix elem entsare:

U�� = h�i�(r)�i�(r
0)j

1

jr� r0j
j�i�(r)�i�(r

0)i; (26)

J�� = h�i�(r)�i�(r
0)j

1

jr� r0j
j�i�(r)�i�(r

0)i; (27)

i.e., the intra-atom ic Coulom b and exchange integrals

involving two orbitals that we already introduced in a

previouspaper.16 Theseparam eterssatisfy an im portant

relation for any pair of orbitals with the sam e orbital

quantum num berl:

U�� = U�� + 2J��: (28)

NotealsothatallU�� elem entsareequalfororbitals�

with thesam el.In whatfollowsweconsidersixCoulom b

integrals: Uss, Usp, Usd, Upp0, Upd, Udd0, and �ve ex-

change integrals: Jsp,Jsd,Jpp0,Jpd,Jdd0,with p0 6= p

and d06= d,i.e.,wehavetaken theaveragevalueofsom e

sets ofCoulom b integrals;for instance,Udd0 is the av-

erage ofallCoulom b integrals involving two di�erent d

orbitals. The corresponding values ofUpp and Udd are

determ ined from Eq.(28).

Them ostim portantCoulom b interatom icinteractions

are:

V
��

ij = h�i�(r)�j�(r
0)j

1

jr� r0j
j�i�(r)�j�(r

0)i; (29)

i.e.,the electrostatic inter-site interactions.From atom ic

orbitalcalculations,15 it is found that their bare value

(before screening) is alm ost independent ofthe consid-

ered pair oforbitals and close to e2=R ij,R ij being the

spacing between atom siand j,so thatwe can approxi-

m ate them by:

Vij = V0
R 0

R ij

; 8R < R c; (30)

where R 0 is a reference distance which is chosen to be

the�rstnearestneighborbulk equilibrium spacing,V0 is

a param eterto be determ ined in orderto takescreening

e�ectsinto account,and Rc a cut-o� distance.W e m ust

stress that in this calculation the other two-site m atrix

elem entsinvolvingfourdorbitals(which arethem ostim -

portantin thisproblem ),and in particulartheexchange

integrals,are at least two orders ofm agnitude sm aller

than Vij.

The spd band Ham iltonian isthen written asfollows,

H = �
X

i� ;j� ;�

i6= j

ti�;j�a
y

i��
aj�� +

X

i��

"�ni��

+
X

i�

U��ni�"ni�# +
1

2

X

i� � ;� 6= �

� � 0

U��ni��ni��0

+
1

2

X

i� � ;� 6= �

� � 0

J��a
y

i��
a
y

i��0ai��0ai��

+
1

2

X

i� � ;� 6= �

�

J��a
y

i��
a
y

i�� �
ai�� �ai��

+
1

2

X

ij� � ;i6= j

� � 0

Vija
y

i��
a
y

j��0aj��0ai��: (31)

a
y

i��
and ai�� are the creation and annihilation opera-

torsofan electron in the spin-orbitalji��i;ni�� is the

corresponding occupation num ber operator. The above

m ulti-band Hubbard Ham iltonian can be solved in the

fram ework ofthe HFA (Eq. (6)) which leads to a one

particleTBHF Ham iltonian:

H H F =
X

i��

"i��ni�� +
X

i� � ;� 6= �

�

hi�;i�;�a
y

i��
ai��

�
X

i� j� �

i6= j

ti�;j�� a
y

i��
aj�� � E dc; (32)

which is the direct generalization ofEq. (7) except for

the appearance of new term s hi�;i�;�, i.e., on-site but

interorbitalhopping integrals. The latter term s vanish

in the bulk for cubic sym m etry,and also in hexagonal

sym m etryexceptforsm allspcontributions.Theyshould

be taken into accountwhen the sym m etry isreduced.19

Therenorm alized m atrix elem entsaregiven by:

"i�� = "� + U��hni�� �i+
X

� 6= �

� 0

U��hni��0i

�
X

�6= �

J��hni��i+
X

j

Vijhnji; (33)

hi�;i�� = � U��ha
y

i��ai��i

+ J��(ha
y

i��ai��i+ 2ha
y

i�� �ai�� �i); (34)

ti�;j�� = ti�;j� + Vijha
y

j��
ai��i: (35)

Note that there is a renorm alization ofon-site levels

dueto thechargeinteraction Vij,butin an hom ogeneous

system where each site hasthe sam e chargehnji= n,it

sim ply producesa rigid shiftofthe levelsand can there-

fore be ignored forbulk calculations.Actually the m ost

im portante�ectofVij istherenorm alization ofhopping

integrals,and thus ofthe bandwidth,which is di�erent

forup and down spinsin the FM case.

B . T he param etrization ofthe T B H F H am iltonian

In order to perform realistic calculations for the FM

3d transition m etals, we com bined the tight-binding

approach of M ehl and Papaconstantopoulos20 for the

PM statewith correctionsoriginating from theelectron-

electron interactions in the FM states. At this point,
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it is im portant to note that for any bulk geom etri-

calcon�guration the HF renorm alization ofthe energy

levels and of the hopping integrals in the PM state

are im plicitly included in the param eters ofM ehland

Papaconstantopoulos.20 Indeed, these param eters have

been �tted on electronic structure calculations carried

out in the density functionalform alism . It is therefore

convenient to take the PM state as a reference. The

Ham iltonian H can then bewritten in thefollowing way:

H = H 0 + �H � �E dc; (36)

whereH 0 isthePM Ham iltonian param etrized in Ref.20

and �H istheperturbation duetotheonsetofferrom ag-

netism . M ore details can be found in Ref. 16. Finally,

�E dc isthe variation ofdouble counting term sbetween

the FM and PM states. Note that this param etriza-

tiom assum esa non-orthogonalbasisset. Consequently

n = hnjiisthenetpopulation atsitejand nottheband

�lling which is given by the grossatom ic population as

de�ned in Ref. 21. However,itisthislatterpopulation

which should be used to calculatethe m agneticm om ent

peratom .

TheCoulom b (U��)and exchange(J��)integralshave

been determ ined from their atom ic values and then re-

duced by appropriate screening factors as explained in

Ref. 16. It is at present not possible to get a well

controlled procedurewhich would describethe screening

ofthe atom ic interactions when atom s build a crystal.

Therefore,weintroducetwo m ultiplicativescreening fac-

tors,�U and �J,operatingon theU and J atom icvalues,

respectively. Itisknown thatCoulom b interactionsare

strongly screened,whileexchangeinteractionsrem ain al-

m ostunscreened.22 Thisisthe reason why wehavekept

the sam e value of�J (�J = 0:70) as in Ref. 16. Let

us now discuss the values of�U and V0. From Sec. II

it is clear that the interaction Vij m odi�es the onsetof

ferrom agnetism and,consequently,�U and V0 should be

determ ined in a correlated way. In addition these pa-

ram eters should not vary signi�cantly between Fe, Co

and Niwhich havealm ostthesam einteratom icspacing.

W e willsee in Sec. IV that the values �U = 0:12 and

V0 = 0:5eV lead to bulk spin m agnetic m om ents close

to the experim entalvaluesand to bulk electronic struc-

tures(in particularbandwidthsand splitting ofthe two

spin sub-bands)in good agreem entwith localspin den-

sity calculationsforthethreeferrom agnetic3d elem ents.

Note thatthe resulting valuesofU�� and J�� are sm all

(see Table I)asusualin the HFA to sim ulate the corre-

lation e�ectsand thatthe ratio Udd=V0 ’ 4 seem squite

reasonable.

IV . A P P LIC A T IO N T O FER R O M A G N ET IC

T R A N SIT IO N M ETA LS

W e have perform ed TBHF calculations on the three

FM 3d transition m etalsFe(bcc),Co(hcp)and Ni(fcc)at

theirexperim entalequilibrium structure,i.e,abcc = 2:87

TABLE I: Coulom b U�� and exchange J�� on-site integrals

(in eV) obtained from an atom ic calculation and screened,

respectively,by the factors: �U = 0:12 and �J = 0:7. The

intraorbitalintegrals are given by: Upp = Upp0 + 2Jpp0,and

Udd = Udd0 + 2Jdd0.

U�� Fe Co Ni J�� Fe Co Ni

Uss 0.263 0.284 0.304 - - - -

Usp 0.158 0.170 0.182 Jsp 0.184 0.198 0.213

Usd 0.367 0.367 0.417 Jsd 0.105 0.104 0.101

Upp0 0.158 0.170 0.182 Jpp0 0.230 0.248 0.266

Upd 0.294 0.294 0.334 Jpd 0.084 0.084 0.081

Udd0 0.823 0.886 0.950 Jdd0 0.571 0.595 0.625
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FIG .6:D ensity ofstatesasobtained forbcc Fe in the tight-

bindingHartree-Fockm odelwith (solid lines,V0 = 0:5eV)and

without (dashed lines) Coulom b inter-site interaction,for "-

spin electrons(top),and #-spin electrons(bottom )in theFM

ground state.

�AforFe(bcc),ahcp = 2:51 �A,c=ahcp = 1:62 forCo(hcp),

and afcc = 3:52 �AforNi(fcc). The cut-o� radiusRc for

theinteratom icCoulom b interaction waschosen between

second and third nearestneighbors.
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FIG .7: Variation of the m agnetic m om ent of bcc Fe as a

function ofthe Coulom b inter-site interaction V0.

A . Ferrom agnetic states ofbcc Fe

As we have shown in Sec. II,the m ain e�ect ofthe

Coulom b inter-site interaction is to m odify the width

ofthe m ajority spin band with respect to the m inority

one. To illustrate this e�ect in the case ofFe we have

perform ed a self-consistent TBHF calculation with and

withoutthisinteraction,asshown in Fig. 6. Itappears

very clearly that the bandwidth ofthe m ajority spin d

electronsissigni�cantlysm allerthan thatofthem inority

onewhen the Coulom b interaction is"switched on".

The othere�ectofthe Coulom b inter-site interaction

isto m odify the Stonerinstability. In particular,itwas

shown in Sec.IIin the analytictreatm entofthe s band

m odelthatVij tendstoplayin favorofthedestabilization

ofthe PM states for nearly �lled bands. Consequently

weexpectan increaseofthem agneticm om entwhen Vij
increases.Thiscan beseen in Fig.7,wheretheevolution

ofthem agneticm om entisplotted fordi�erentvaluesof

V0 ranging from 0 to 0.75 eV and �xed values ofU��
corresponding to �U = 0:12.Thespin m agneticm om ent

obtained forV0 = 0:5eV isin very good agreem entwith

the experim entalresults23 (see TableII).

Finally,in Figs. 8 and 9 we have com pared the den-

sities of states and band structures as obtained from

our TBHF calculation with V0 = 0:5eV and from an

FLAPW LSDA calculation using theW IEN code.24 The

agreem entisalm ostperfectproving thatthesetofintra

and inter-site Coulom b and exchange interactions that

wechose,notonly reproducesintegrated quantitiessuch

as the m agnetic m om ent (see Table II) but is also able

to describe very accurately the splitting and change of

bandwidth between m ajority and m inority spins(seeTa-

ble III).

B . Ferrom agnetic states ofC o

W enow presentourresultsforCo (hcp and fcc)keep-

ing thesam evaluesfor�U and V0 asforFe.Theresults

ofourTBHF and FLAPW LSDA calculationson hcp Co
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FIG .8:D ensity ofstatesasobtained forbcc Fe in the tight-

binding Hartree-Fock m odel(solid lines,V0 = 0:5 eV),and in

the band structure calculation using the FLAPW m ethod of

Ref. 24 (dashed lines) for "-spin electrons (top),and #-spin

electrons(bottom )in the FM ground state.

-10

-8

-6

-4

-2

0

2

4

E
 (

eV
)

Ef Ef

Fe bcc Fe bcc

Γ H Ν Γ P∆ Σ Λ Γ ∆ H Ν Σ Γ Λ P

FIG .9: Electronic structure as obtained for bcc Fe in the

tight-binding Hartree-Fock m odel(V0 = 0:5eV,black trian-

gles),and in theband structurecalculation usingtheFLAPW

m ethod ofRef.24 (solid lines)for"-spin electrons(left),and

#-spin electrons(right)in the FM ground state.
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FIG .10:Sam e caption asin Fig.8 butforhcp Co.

are shown in Fig. 10,where the densities ofstates ob-

tained with thetwom ethodsarerepresented.O nceagain

theagreem entisexcellentforthem agneticm om ent(see

TableII)and fortheshapeand thewidth ofthem ajority

and m inority spin densities ofstates. In particular the

di�erence in bandwidthsbetween m ajority spin and m i-

nority spin d electronsisfound to bealm ostthesam eas

with theW IEN code(seeTableIII).However,thereisa

sm allquasirigid shiftofthed band forthem ajority spin

density ofstates.Note that,Co being a saturated ferro-

m agnet,thissm allshifthasalm ostno inuence both on

the m agnetic m om entand on the totalenergy.W e have

also carried outTBHF and FLAPW LSDA calculations

on fcc Co with a lattice param eter afcc = 3:55 �A,the

densitiesofstatesare presented in Fig. 11,showing the

sam etype ofagreem entbetween the two m ethods.

C . Ferrom agnetic states offcc N i

The sam e valuesof�U and V0 were also used forNi.

The result is extrem ely convincing since the m agnetic

m om entisexactly the sam e with TBHF and the W IEN

code(seeTableII),and Fig.12showsan excellentagree-

m entforthe electronicstructure.Asforcobalt,there is

a slight shift ofthe m ajority spin d sub-band without

consequenceson the m agnetic m om entand totalenergy

sinceNiisalsoasaturated ferrom agnet,buttheshapeof

thedensitiesofstatesand thechangesofthebandwidths
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FIG .11:Sam e caption asin Fig.8,butforfcc Co.

TABLE II:Com parison of the spin m agnetic m om ents (in

Bohr m agnetons) obtained from tight-binding Hartree-Fock

(TBHF)m ethod,and theW IEN code,com pared with exper-

im entalvalues
23

forFe,Co and Ni.

Elem ent TBHF W IEN exp.

Fe 2.32 2.23 2.13

Co(hcp) 1.60 1.51 1.57

Co(fcc) 1.59 1.60 {

Ni 0.58 0.58 0.56

(TableIII)arevery sim ilar.

To concludethissection,theintroduction oftheinter-

site Coulom b interaction and the subsequent renorm al-

ization ofthe hopping integralsin the spd TBHF m odel

hasenabled usto obtain an excellentoverallagreem ent

with calculationsbased on thedensity functionalform al-

ism fortheband structure,the density ofstatesand the

m agnetic m om ent ofthe three 3d FM elem ents. How-

ever the splitting between up and down spin bands is

system atically slightly larger than in localspin density

calculations. This di�erence could be expected since

with TBHF theself-interaction isforbidden,asitshould,

while it is allowed in the W IEN code,as usualin the

density functionaltheory. Indeed,ifthe self-interaction

term isincluded in Eq.(33),i.e.,hni�� �iisreplaced by

hni�� �i+ hni��i,the term proportionalto U�� no m ore
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FIG .12:Sam e caption asin Fig.8,butforfcc Ni.

TABLE III: Relative di�erence in d bandwidths (W d# �

W d")=hW di,in percentage,as obtained in the tight-binding

Hartree-Fock (TBHF)and W IEN code calculations. hW diis

the average bandwidth ofboth spins.

Elem ent TBHF W IEN

Fe 15 12

Co(hcp) 16 17

Ni 11 7

contributes to the splitting between up and down spin

bands.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

To sum m arize,we have used a tight-binding Hartree-

Fock m odelincluding therenorm alization ofthehopping

integralsdue to inter-site Coulom b interactionsin order

to put forward its inuence on the appearance of fer-

rom agnetism . First,we reconsidered the m odelofnon-

degenerate s band and found a generalized Stoner cri-

terion (Eqs. (17-18)). As we have shown, the renor-

m alization ofthehoppingintegralswhich originatesfrom

theinter-siteCoulom b elem entsstrongly m odify thecon-

ditions for ferrom agnetism . In agreem ent with earlier

studies,2,3,4,5 ferrom agnetism is favored for nearly �lled

orem ptybandsbythenearestneighborCoulom binterac-

tions.AstheactualFM instabilitiesarerathersensitive

to thesystem param eters,an accuratedescription ofthe

density ofstatesand realisticinteraction param etersare

ofcrucialim portance to understand the behavior of3d

transition m etals.

Next we have shown that the behavior found for

the non-degenerate s band m odelhas im portant conse-

quences in realistic transition m etals. W e extended the

m odeltothecaseofhybridized s;pand d bandsand used

ittoinvestigatetheelectronicstructureofFM Fe,Coand

Ni.Itwasfound thatthewidth ofthem ajorityspin band

isalwayssm allerthan thatofthe m inority spin one,as

obtained in electronic structure calculations perform ed

by ab initio m ethods. An excellent overallagreem ent

(band structure,densities ofstates,m agnetic m om ent)

with the localspin density calculations is obtained for

the threeelem ents.

Finally,ithasto beem phasized thatthisrenorm aliza-

tion ofthe hopping integralsisalso presentin the non-

m agnetic case and is a function ofthe environm ent of

thepairofatom sinvolved in thehopping.Herewehave

only considered thebulk geom etry.Itwould beinterest-

ing to study the case ofsurfacesand especially ofsm all

clustersin which thee�ectofthechangeofenvironm ent

isexpected to be the strongest.
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