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Abstract

W e discuss di�erent m ethods ofcalculation ofthe screened Coulom b interaction U in transi-

tion m etalsand com paretheso-called constraintlocal-density approxim ation (LDA)with theG W

approach.W eclarify thatthey o�ercom plem entary m ethodsoftreating thescreening and,there-

fore,should serve for di�erent purposes. In the ab initio G W m ethod,the renorm alization of

bare on-site Coulom b interactions between 3d electrons (being ofthe order of20-30 eV) occurs

m ainly through the screening by the sam e 3d electrons,treated in the random phase approxim a-

tion (RPA).The basic di�erence ofthe constraint-LDA m ethod from the G W m ethod is that it

dealswith theneutralprocesses,wheretheCoulom b interactionsareadditionally screened by the

\excited" electron,since itcontinues to stay in the system .Thisisthe m ain channelofscreening

by the itinerant (4sp) electrons,which is especially strong in the case oftransition m etals and

m issing in the G W approach,although the detailsofthisscreening m ay be a�ected by additional

approxim ations,which typically supplem entthese two m ethods.Them ajordrawback ofthe con-

ventionalconstraint-LDA m ethod is thatit doesnotallow to treat the energy-dependence ofU ,

while the fullG W calculations require heavy com putations. W e propose a prom ising approxim a-

tion based on the com bination ofthese two m ethods.First,we take into accountthe screening of

Coulom b interactionsin the3d-electron-line bandslocated neartheFerm ilevelby thestatesfrom

the subspace being orthogonalto these bands,using the constraint-LDA m ethods. The obtained

interactions are furtherrenorm alized within the bandsnear the Ferm ilevelin RPA.Thisallows

theenergy-dependentscreening by electronsnearthe Ferm ilevelincluding thesam e 3d electrons.

PACS num bers:71.10.-w,71.15.-m ,71.20.Be,79.60.-i
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The description of electronic structure and properties of strongly correlated system s

presentsagreatchallengeforabinitio electronicstructurecalculations.Them aincom plexity

oftheproblem isrelated with thefactthatsuch electronicsystem stypically bearboth local-

ized and itinerantcharacter,wherem ostofconventionalm ethodsdonotapply.A canonical

exam pleisthelocal-[spin]-density approxim ation (L[S]DA)in thedensity-functionaltheory

(DFT).1

The DFT,which is a ground-state theory,is based on the m inim ization ofthe total

energy functionalE [�]with respect to the electron density �. In the Kohn-Sham (KS)

schem e,which istypically em ployed forpracticalcalculations,thisprocedureisform ulated

astheself-consistentsolution ofsingle-particleKS equations

�

�r
2 + VK S[�]

�

 i[�]= "i i[�]; (1)

which arecom bined with theequation fortheelectron density:

� =
X

i

fij ij
2
; (2)

de�ned in term sofeigenfunctions( i),eigenvalues("i),and theoccupation num bers(fi)of

KS quasiparticles.

The LSDA provides an explicit expression for VK S[�]. However,it is based on the ho-

m ogeneouselectron gasm odel,and strictly speaking applicable only foritinerantelectron

com pounds.

Therecentprogress,which gaverisetosuch directionsasLDA+ Hubbard U (Refs.2,3,4)

and LDA+DM FT (dynam icalm ean-�eld theory)(Refs.5,6),isbased on the idea ofparti-

tioning ofelectronicstates.Itim pliesthevalidity ofthefollowing postulates:

(1) All solutions of KS equations (1) in LDA can be divided (by introducing proper

projection-operators)into two subgroups:i2I,forwhich LSDA worksreasonably well,and

i2L,for which LSDA encounters serious di�culties and needs to be im proved (a typical

exam pleisthe3d statesin transition-m etaloxidesand som etransition m etals).

(2) Two orthogonal subspaces, I and L, are \exible" in the sense that they can be

de�ned for a wider class ofelectron densities, which can be di�erent from the ground-

state density in LDA.This allows to \im prove" LDA by adding a proper correction � �̂
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(generally,an !-dependent self-energy) to the KS equations,which acts solely in the L-

subspacebutm ay also a�ecttheI-statesthrough thechangeof� associated with this� �̂.

Thus,in theKS equations,theL-and I-statesrem ain decoupled even afterincluding � �̂:

h i2I[�]j(�r
2+VK S[�]+��̂)j i2L[�]i=0.Form any applications,the L-statesare atom ic or

W annier-type orbitals. In this case,the solution ofthe problem in the L-space becom es

equivalent to the solution ofa m ulti-orbitalHubbard-type m odel,and the form ulation of

the LDA+U approach isbasically a m apping ofthe electronic structure in LDA onto this

Hubbard m odel. In the following,by referring to the LDA+U we willm ean notonly the

static version ofthis m ethod,originally proposed in Ref.2,butalso its recent extensions

designed totreatdynam icsofcorrelated electronsand em ploying thesam eideaofpartition-

ing oftheelectronicstates.5,6

(3)Allphysicalinteractions,which contributeto � �̂,can beform ally derived from LDA by

introducing certain constraining �eldsf�V̂extg in the subspace ofL-statesofthe KS equa-

tions(i.e.,in a way sim ilarto � �̂). The purpose ofincluding these f�V̂extg isto sim ulate

thechangeoftheelectron density,��,and then to extractparam etersofelectronicinterac-

tionsfrom thetotalenergy di�erenceE [�+��]�E [�],by doingam apping ontotheHubbard

m odel.Thetotalenergy di�erence istypically evaluated in LDA,7 and them ethod itselfis

called theconstraint-LDA (CLDA).8,9,10,11

However,despite a m ore than decade ofrather successfulhistory,the centralquestion

ofLDA+U is not com pletely solved and continues to be the subject ofvarious disputes

and controversies.12,13,14,15,16,17 Thisquestion ishow to de�netheparam eterofthee�ective

Coulom b interaction U.

To begin with,the Coulom b U isnot uniquely de�ned quantity,asitstrongly depends

on the property for the description ofwhich we want to correct our LDA schem e. One

possiblestrategy istheexcited-stateproperties,associated with thecom pleterem ovalofan

electron from (orthe addition ofthe new electron to)the system ,i.e. the processeswhich

aredescribed by Koopm an’stheorem in Hartree-Fock calculationsand which arecorrected

in the GW m ethod by taking into account the relaxation ofthe wavefunctions onto the

created electron hole (ora new electron).18,19 Howeverthe goalwhich istypically pursued

in LDA+U issom ewhat di�erent. Nam ely,one would always like to stay asclose asitis

possible to the description ofthe ground-state properties. The necessary precondition for

this,which should be taken into accountin the de�nition ofthe Coulom b U and allother
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interactionswhich m ay contributeto� �̂istheconservation ofthetotalnum berofparticles.

In principle,sim ilarstrategy can beapplied fortheanalysisofneutralexcitations(e.g.,by

considering the!-dependenceof� �̂),forwhich thetotalnum berofelectronsisconserved.6

Thebasicdi�erencebetween thesetwoprocessesisthatthe\excited" electron in thesecond

case continues to stay in the system and m ay additionally screen the Coulom b U. This

screening m ay also a�ecttherelaxation e�ects.20

Thepurposeofthispaperisto clarify severalquestionsrelated with thede�nition ofthe

Coulom b interaction U in transition m etals. W e willdiscussboth the m om entum (q)and

energy (!)dependence ofU,corresponding to the response ofthe Coulom b potentialonto

thesite(R )and tim e(t)dependentperturbation �V̂ext,and presentacom parativeanalysisof

theexisting m ethodsofcalculationsofthisinteraction,likeCLDA and GW .W ewillargue

that,despite a com m on believe,the GW m ethod does not take into account the m ajor

e�ectofscreening ofthe e�ective Coulom b interaction U between the 3d electronsby the

(itinerant)4spelectrons,which m ay alsocontributetotheq-dependenceofU.Thischannel

ofscreening isincluded in CLDA,although underan additionalapproxim ation separating

the 3d-and 4sp-states,while in the GW approach,itsabsence can be com pensated by an

appropriatechoiceofthepseudo-W annierorbitals,sim ulating thebasisofL-states.On the

otherhand,CLDA isa staticapproach,which doesnottakeinto accountthe!-dependence

ofU.21 W ewillconsiderm ainly theferrom agnetic(FM )fccNi,although sim ilarargum ents

can be applied forotherm etallic com pounds. W e startwith the basic de�nition ofU for

the system s with the conserving num ber ofparticles,which was originally introduced by

Herring,22 and then discuss the connection ofthis de�nition with the param eters which

com esoutfrom CLDA and GW calculations.

II. H ER R IN G ’S D EFIN IT IO N A N D C LD A

According to Herring,22 the Coulom b U isnothing butthe energy costform oving a L-

electron between two atom s,located atR and R 0,and initially populated by nLR =nLR 0�nL

electrons:

UR R
0 = E [nLR + 1;nLR 0 � 1]� E [nLR ;nLR 0]: (3)
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InDFT,UR R
0 canbeexpressed interm softheKSeigenvalues,"LR =@E =@nLR ,usingSlater’s

transition stateargum ents:11

UR R
0 = "LR [nLR +

1

2
;nLR 0 �

1

2
]� "LR [nLR �

1

2
;nLR 0 +

1

2
]: (4)

The�nalde�nition

UR R
0 =

@"LR

@nLR

�
�
�
�
nL R + nL R 0= const

; (5)

which is typically used in CLDA calculations,is obtained after replacing the �nite di�er-

ence between two KS eigenvalues in Eq.(4) by their derivative. The derivative depends

on the path in the sublattice of occupation num bers along which it is calculated (e.g.,

nLR +nLR 0=const). Thisdependence hasa clearphysicalm eaning and originatesfrom the

distance-dependence ofintersite Coulom b interactions,which contribute to the screening

ofUR R
0. In the reciprocal(Fourier) space,this distance-dependence gives rise to the q-

dependence ofU.

Owing to the existence ofthe second subsystem ,I,the reaction (3)m ay com pete with

anotherone

U = E [nLR + 1;nIR � 1;nLR 0 � 1;nIR 0 + 1]� E [nLR ;nIR ;nLR 0;nIR 0]; (6)

corresponding to independent"charge transfer" excitationsatthe sitesR and R 0.23 Itcan

bealso presented in theform (5),butwith thedi�erentconstraintim posed on thenum bers

ofL-and I-electrons:nLR +nIR =const.Generally,thede�nitions(3)and (6)willyield two

di�erentinteraction param eters.Sincein thecharge-transferscenario any changeofnLR is

totally screened by thechangeofnIR located atthesam esite,theinteraction (6)doesnot

depend on R .

In reality,both processes coexist and the properinteraction param eteris given by the

following equation

UR R
0 = E [nLR + 1;nIR � �;nLR 0 � 1;nIR 0 + �]� E [nLR ;nIR ;nLR 0;nIR 0];

where the am ount ofcharge � redistributed between two subsystem s is determ ined varia-

tionally to m inim ize UR R
0.In theCLDA schem e,itisconvenientto work in thereciprocal

(Fourier)spaceand calculateUq astheresponseto theq-dependentconstraining �eld

�V̂ext(q;R )= VL cosq � R ; (7)
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acting in the subspace ofL-statesunderthe generalcondition ofconservation ofthe total

num berofparticles. The resultsofthese calculationswillstrongly depend on how wellL-

electronsare screened by the I-ones. In the case ofperfect(100% )screening,the reaction

(6) willdom inate, and the param eter U willnot depend on q. Ifthe screening is not

perfect(e.g.,the change ofthe num berof3d electronsin the transition m etalsisscreened

to only about 50% by the 4sp electrons at the sam e atom { Ref.10),it is reasonable to

expectstrong q-dependence ofthe e�ective U,because two di�erentchannelsofscreening,

given by Eqs.(3)and (6),willwork in a di�erent way fordi�erent q’s. Since the excess

(orde�ciency) ofL-electronscaused by a uniform shiftofthe externalpotential�V̂ext can

be only com pensated from the system ofI-electrons,the "charge transfer" m echanism (6)

willalwaysdom inateforsm allq.Them echanism (3)becom esincreasingly im portantnear

the Brillouin zone (BZ) boundary,and willgenerally com pete with the "charge transfer"

excitations(6),depending on thedistribution oftheI-electron density.10

III. T H E G W M ET H O D

Itwasrecently suggested by severalauthors(e.g.,in Refs. 4,15,16,17,and 24)thatthe

Coulom b U in theLDA+U approach can bereplaced by thescreened Coulom b interaction

W taken from the ab initio GW m ethod. The latter is calculated in the random phase

approxim ation (RPA):15,16,17

Ŵ (!)=

h

1� ûP̂(!)

i
�1

û: (8)

W e adopt the orthogonalatom ic-like basis oflinear-m u�n-tin orbitals (LM TO) f� �g,
25

which speci�es allm atrix notationsin Eq.(8). Forexam ple,the m atrix ofbare Coulom b

interactions e2=jr�r0jhas the form h��ĵuj�i=e2
R

dr
R

dr0���(r)�
�

�(r
0)jr�r0j�1 �(r)��(r

0),

and allotherm atricesarede�ned in a sim ilarway.Thediagonalpartofû forthe3d states

istotally speci�ed by threeradialSlater’sintegrals:F 0,F 2,and F 4.In thefollowingwewill

identify F 0 with the param eterofbare Coulom b interaction,which hasthe sam e m eaning

asthe Coulom b U aftertaking into accountallscreening e�ects. F 2 and F 4 describe non-

sphericalinteractions,responsibleforHund’srule.

The �rst advantage ofRPA is that itallows to handle the !-dependence of Ŵ ,which

com es from the !-dependence ofthe polarization m atrix P̂. The m ost com m on approx-

6



im ation for P̂,which is feasible for ab initio GW calculations,is that ofnon-interacting

quasiparticles:18,19

PG W (r;r
0
;!)=

X

ij

(fi� fj) i(r) 
�

i(r
0) �

j(r) j(r
0)

! � "j + "i+ i�(fi� fj)
; (9)

which istypically evaluated starting with theelectronicstructurein LSDA (thespin indices

arealready included in thede�nition ofiand j).Generally speaking,theuseofP̂G W isan

additionalapproxim ation,which yieldsa new interaction Ŵ G W .Atthisstage,itisnotclear

whetherithasthesam em eaningasthee�ectiveU derived from CLDA and whetherEq.(9)

includesallnecessary channelsofscreening. Itm ay also include som e othere�ects,which

should beexcluded from the�nalde�nition ofU,in ordertoavoid thedouble-counting.One

istheself-screening arising from local(on-site)interactionsbetween thelocalized electrons.

TheseinteractionsarenotaccuratelytreatedinRPA.26 Therefore,thebasicideaistoexclude

thesee�ectsfrom thede�nition ofŴ G W and toresortthisparttotheinteraction term ofthe

Hubbard m odel.24 In thisrespect,the second im portantproperty ofRPA isthatitallows

to easily partition di�erentcontribution to P̂ and Ŵ .IfP̂= P̂1+ P̂2 and Ŵ 1 isthe solution

ofEq.(8)forP̂= P̂1,thetotalŴ can beobtained from thesam eequation aftersubstitution

P̂! P̂2 and û! Ŵ 1 in Eq.(8).Forexam ple,ifP̂2= P̂LL isthepartofP̂G W ,which includesall

possible transitionsbetween thelocalized states,and P̂1= P̂r istherestofthe polarization,

the m atrix Ŵ r corresponding to P̂r,can be used as the interaction part ofthe Hubbard

m odel.16,17

A . T he G W story for fcc N i

Theferrom agneticfccNiisthem ostnotoriousexam plewhereLSDA encountersserious

di�culties, especially for description ofspectroscopic properties. There are three m ajor

problem s:19 (i) the bandwidth is too large (overestim ated by �30% ); (ii) the exchange

splitting istoo large (overestim ated by �50% );(ii)the absence ofthe 6 eV satellite. The

ab initio GW approach corrects only the bandwidth (although with certain tendency to

overcorrect),whereas the other two problem s rem ain even in GW .19,27 Therefore,before

doing any extensionson thebasisofGW m ethod,itisvery im portantto have a clearidea

aboutitslim itations. In thissection we would like to clarify severalconfusing statem ents

aboutscreening ofW in GW .W earguethatthem ain resultsoftheab initio GW m ethod
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can be explained,even quantitatively,by retaining,instead ofthe fullm atrix û in Eq.(8),

only the site-diagonalblock ûLL ofbareCoulom b interactionsbetween 3d electrons,in the

atom ic-like LM TO basis set. An intuitive reason behind this observation is the form of

polarization m atrix (9),which can interactonly with exchangem atrix elem ents.Thelatter

are sm allunless they are calculated between orbitals ofthe sam e type,corresponding to

theself-interaction.The valuesofradialSlater’sintegralscalculated in thebasisofatom ic

3d orbitalsare F 0=24:9,F 2=11:1,and F 4=6:8 eV,respectively. Allotherinteractionsare

considerably sm aller. Hence,itseem sto be reasonable to adoptthe lim it ûLL! 1 ,which

autom atically picksup in Eq.(8)only those m atrix elem entswhich areprojected onto the

atom ic3d orbitals,in theLM TO representation.In thissensetheabinitio GW m ethod for

transition m etalscan beregarded astheRPA solution oftheHubbard m odelwith thebare

on-siteinteractionsbetween 3d electronsde�ned in the basisofLM TO orbitals.In theGW

m ethod,these interactionsare practically notscreened by outerelectrons. Note,however,

thattheLM TO basisin thetransition m etalsisgenerally di�erentfrom theW annierbasis,

which should beused fortheconstruction theHubbard Ham iltonian.Asitwillbecom eclear

in Sec.VII,the W annierrepresentation hasseveraladditionalfeatures,which m ay m odify

conclusionsofthissection to a certain extent.

Results ofthese m odelGW calculations are shown in Fig.1. In this case,the energy
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FIG .1: Characteristic behavior ofsite-diagonalelem ent ofthe screened Coulom b interaction

W = hxy xyjŴ R = 0jxy xyi and the m atrix elem ent ofthe self-energy �= hxyj�̂
"

q= 0
jxyi between xy

orbitalsofthet2g m anifold in the�-pointofBrillouin zoneobtained in theG W approach with the

bare Coulom b interactions between 3d electrons in the atom ic-like LM TO basisset. Insetshows

am pli�ed �(!)near!= �.M atrix elem entsbetween e g orbitalsshow a sim ilarbehavior.

scaleiscontrolled by thebareinteraction F 0,which predeterm inestheasym ptoticbehavior
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ReW (1 ) (with W denoting the diagonalm atrix elem ent of Ŵ ) and the position ofthe

"plasm on peak"ofIm W (!)at�22eV ,which isrelated with thesharp increaseofReW (!)

ataround 25 eV via theKram ers-Kronig transform ation.Atsm all!,thebehaviorofŴ (!)

iswellconsistentwith thestrong coupling regim eF 0! 1 :nam ely,Ŵ (!)�� P̂ �1 (!),which

issm all(�1.8 eV at!=0)and does notdepend on F 0 (though itm ay depend on F 2 and

F 4). Allthese features are in a good sem i-quantitative agreem ent with results of GW

calculations.15,16,17,19

The self-energy in GW is given by the convolution of Ŵ with the one-particle Green

function Ĝ:

�̂(!)=
i

2�

Z

d!
0
Ĝ(! + !

0)Ŵ (!0): (10)

Therefore,the !-dependence of�̂ should incorporate the m ain featuresof Ŵ (!0). Indeed,

the low-energy partof�̂ (close to the Ferm ienergy orthe chem icalpotential�)ism ainly

controlled by Im Ŵ .Sincethem ain polesofIm Ŵ and Im Ĝ arewellseparated on the!-axis

(the!-rangeofIm Ĝ islim ited by the3d bandwidth,�4.5 eV in LSDA forfccNi,whereas

the"plasm on peak" ofIm W islocated only at�22 eV),onehasthefollowing relation:

@�=@!j
!= �

�
1

�

Z
1

0

d!Im W (!)=!2
: (11)

Thisyieldstherenorm alization factorZ=[1� @�=@!j
!= �

]�1 �0:5,which readily explainsthe

reduction ofthe3d bandwidth aswellasoftheintensity ofthevalencespectrum in abinitio

GW calculations(Fig.2).19,27

Away from the Ferm ienergy (i.e.,for energies j!jwhich are m uch larger than the 3d

bandwidth),one hasanotherrelation Re�(!)��ReW (!),which readily explainsthe exis-

tenceofthedeep m inim um ofRe�(!)near�30 eV aswellaslargetransferofthespectral

weightinto thisregion (shown in theinsetofFig.2).Therefore,itisnotquiterightto say

thatthesatellitestructureism issing in theab initio GW approach.Itm ay exist,butonly

in thewrong region of!.

Thus,even besides RPA,the m ajor problem ofthe GW description for the transition

m etalsisthewrongenergy scale,which iscontrolled by thebareon-siteCoulom binteraction

F 0 (�20-30 eV) between the 3d electrons. In sum m arizing this section we would like to

stressagain thefollowing points:

(1)Them ajorchannelofscreening ofCoulom b interaction in theGW m ethod forthetran-

sition m etalsoriginatesfrom the 3d! 3d transitionsin the polarization function calculated

9
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FIG .2: The spectralfunction A(!)= � 1

�
Im TrĜ (!)sgn(!� �) for fcc Niin LSDA and two G W

schem eswith bareelectronicinteractionsand param etersextracted from constraint-LDA.Theinset

showsthe satellite structurein A(!)atthe�-pointofBrillouin zone in the bare-G W approach.

in theatom ic-likeLM TO basisset.Thescreening by the4sp-electronsispractically absent;

(2) At sm all!,the de�ciency ofthe 3d-4sp screening is m asked by the strong-coupling

regim erealized in RPA equationsforscreened Coulom b interaction,which explainsa sm all

valueofW (0)obtained in theGW calculations;

(3)Them ain !-dependenceof�̂ and Ŵ in GW also com esfrom the3d! 3d transitions.

Di�erent conclusions obtained in Refs.16,17 are related with the use ofdi�erent par-

titioning into what is called the \3d" and \non-3d" (pseudo-) W annier orbitals.28 In the

lightofanalysispresented in thissection,thestrong!-dependentscreening by the\non-3d"

W annierstatesobtained in Refs.16,17 m eansthatin reality these stateshad a substantial

weight of\3d" character ofthe LM TO basis,which m ainly contributed to the screening.

W ewillreturn to thisproblem in Sec.VII.

The nextim portantinteraction,which contribute to the screening ofF 0 in GW isdue

to transitions between states with the sam e angular m om entum : i.e.,3d! nd (n= 4,5,

...) (see also com m entsin Sec.V A). In the lowestorder(non-self-consistentRPA),these

contributionscan beestim ated as

�W (!)� h3d3dĵuj3d4di2

avPG W (!;3d! 4d)+ (highern); (12)
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where h3d3dĵuj3d4diav’6:1 eV isthesphericalpartoftheexchange integralh3d3dĵuj3d4di,

correspondingtoF 0.29 Resultsofthesecalculationsareshown inFig.3.Theregionof3d! 4d

0 20 40 60 80 100

-8

-4

0

4

8

ω (eV)

 Re ∆W

 |Im ∆W|

 

 

∆W
(ω

) 
(e

V
)

FIG .3: The !-dependence ofon-site Coulom b interaction associated with the relaxation ofthe

3d wavefunctions in the region ofthe 3d! 4d transitions. The 3d! 5d transitions have been also

taken into account.They contribute to the region above 100 eV,which isnotshown here.

transitions strongly overlaps with the \plasm on peak" ofIm W (!)(Fig.1). Therefore,in

the GW calculations,these two e�ects are strongly m ixed.15,16,17,19 The !-dependence of

�W willalso contributetotherenorm alization ofthelow-energy partofspectrum .In GW ,

this contribution can be estim ated using Eq.(11),which yields @�=@!j
!= �

�0:06. This

contribution issm alland can beneglected.

IV . G W V ER SU S C LD A

W hatism issing in theab initio GW m ethod,and whatistherelation between GW and

CLDA? Letusconsiderforsim plicity thestaticcase,where�V̂ext doesnotdepend on tim e

(thegeneralization to thetim e-dependentcaseisratherstraightforward).

Eventually,both m ethodsaredesigned to treattheresponse ��(r)ofthechargedensity

(1)tothechangeoftheexternalpotential�V̂ext,which can becalculated in the�rstorderof

theregularperturbation theory.Then,�V̂ext willa�ectboth eigenvaluesand eigenfunctions

ofthe KS equations (1). The corresponding correctionsare given by the m atrix elem ents

h ij�V̂extj jiwith i=j and i6=j,respectively. Iftwo (orm ore)eigenvaluesare located near
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the Ferm ilevel,their shift can lead to the repopulation e�ects when som e levels becom e

occupied attheexpense oftheotherones.Thisisa directconsequence oftheconservation

ofthe totalnum ber ofparticles,which a�ects the occupation num bers. Therefore,very

generally,thetotalresponse��(r)in m etalswillconsistoftwo parts,��(r)=�1�(r)+�2�(r),

describing thechangeoftheoccupation num bers,�1�(r)=
P

i
�fij i(r)j

2,and therelaxation

ofthewavefunction,�2�(r)=
P

i
fi�j i(r)j

2,respectively.Then,thepolarization function P,

de�nesas

��(r)=

Z

dr
0
P(r;r0;0)�Vext(r

0); (13)

willalso consist oftwo parts,P1 and P2,which yield �1� and �2� after acting on �Vext.

Then,it is easy to verify by considering the perturbation-theory expansion for f ig with

respectto �Vext thattheGW approxim ation correspondsto thechoiceP1=0 and P2=PG W .

Ityields�2�(r),which furtherinducesthe new change ofthe Coulom b (Hartree)potential

�2VH(r)=e
2
R

dr0�2�(r
0)=jr�r0j. By solving this problem self-consistently and taking the

functionalderivativewith respectto�2� oneobtainstheGW expression (8)forthescreened

Coulom b interaction Ŵ G W (0).Therefore,itisclearthattheabinitio GW m ethod takesinto

accountonly onepartofthetotalresponse��,describing therelaxation ofthewavefunction

with the �xed occupation num bers. Anothercontribution,corresponding to the change of

theoccupation num bers(orthechargeredistribution neartheFerm ilevel)istotallym issing.

Thisresultcan beparaphrased in a di�erentway,which clearly illustratesitsconnection

with thede�nition oforthogonalsubspaces,L and I,discussed in theintroduction,and the

partitioning ofthe polarization function P (Sec.III),which isused in the de�nition ofthe

Hubbard m odel.16,17 First,recallthataccordingtothem ain ideaoftheLDA+U m ethod (see

postulates 1-3 ofthe Introduction part),�V̂ext should be a projector-type operatoracting

in the subspace ofthe L states. Then,the resultofthe action ofthe polarization function

PG W �P2,given by Eq.(9),onto this�V̂ext willbelong to the sam eL space.Therefore,the

projection �V̂ext willgenerateonly thatpartofthepolarization function,which isassociated

with thetransitionsbetween localized states(P̂LL in Sec.III).M eanwhile,thispolarization

e�ectshould beexcluded from the�nalde�nition oftheparam eterU in theHubbard m odel

to avoid the double counting.16,17 However,if P̂LL is excluded,there willbe nothing left

in the polarization function (9)thatcan interact with �V̂ext and screen the change ofthe

electron density in the L-subspace. Therefore,the GW schem e should correspond to the

bareCoulom b interaction,thatistotally consistentwith theanalysispresented in Sec.IIIA.
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A . B asic D i� culties for Transition M etals

There iscertain am biguity in the construction ofthe Hubbard m odelforthe transition

m etals,which isrelated with thefactthattheirLDA electronicstructurecannotbedescribed

in term soffullyseparated L-and I-stateswithoutadditionalapproxim ations.In thissection

webriey review two such approxim ations,which willexplain thedi�erenceofourpointof

view on thescreeningofCoulom b interactionsin thetransition m etalsfrom theoneproposed

in Refs.16 and 17.

TheGW approach em ployed in Refs.16 and 17 im pliesthatallelectronicstructurenear

the Ferm ilevelcan be described in term sofonly �ve pseudo-W annierorbitalsofpredom -

inantly 3d-character,which serve asthe L-statesin the considered m odel. Generally,such

L-statesarenotthesam eastheLM TO basisfunctionsand takeinto accountthee�ectsof

hybridization between 3d and 4sp states.An exam pleofsuch electronicstructure,obtained

afterelim ination ofthe4sp-statesneartheFerm ilevelthrough thedownfoldingprocedure,30

is shown in Fig.4. Other possibilities ofde�ning these pseudo-W annier functions,which

have been actually used in Refs.16 and 17,are sum m arized in Ref.28.Then,the rem ain-

ing electronic states,which are orthogonalto these pseudo-W annierorbitals,representthe

I-states.By theconstruction,theI-statesareexpected to befarfrom theFerm ilevel.This

m ay justify theuse oftheGW approxim ation forthescreening ofCoulom b interactionsin

the3d-electron-like bands,form ed by thepseudo-W annierorbitalsneartheFerm ilevel,by

the rem ote I-states. The param etersofCoulom b interactions,constructed in such a way,

correspond to the originalHerring de�nition (3) in the basis ofpseudo-W annier orbitals.

Form ally,itshould also includethechargeredistribution e�ectsneartheFerm ilevel.How-

ever,in thiscasethechargeredistribution goesbetween pseudo-W annierorbitalsofthesam e

(L)type,which constitutesthe basisofthe Hubbard m odel. Therefore,the e�ects ofthe

charge redistribution can betaken into accountby including theintra-aswellasinter-site

Coulom b interactionsin theHubbard Ham iltonian.Thelattercan beevaluated in theGW

approach,provided thatthe relaxation e�ectare notvery sensitive to whetherthe excited

electron isplaced on anotherL-orbitalofthesam e system ,orcom pletely rem oved from it,

likein theGW m ethod.

Them odelem ployed in CLDA calculationsisobtained afterneglecting thehybridization

between 3d-and 4sp-states(the so-called canonical-bandsapproxim ation{Ref.25).Itcon-
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FIG .4: Two approxim ate viewson the electronic structure of(param agnetic)fcc Niunderlying

di�erentschem esofcalculation ofthescreened Coulom b interaction.TheoriginalLDA bandsare

shown by light color. The G W calculations are based on the m odel‘a’,which im plies that all

electronic structure near the Ferm ilevel(located at zero) can be described in term s ofonly �ve

pseudo-W annierorbitalsofpredom inantly 3d-character,sim ulating the L-states. The dark bands

show an exam ple ofsuch electronic structure obtained afterelim ination of4sp-statesthrough the

downfolding procedure.30 The rem aining electronic states are the I-states,which are orthogonal

to the pseudo-W annier orbitals and allowed to screen the Coulom b interactions in these bands.

The screening istreated in RPA.The m odel‘b’,which isused in constraint-LDA calculations,is

obtained after neglecting the hybridization between 3d-and 4sp-states (the so-called canonical-

bands approxim ation 25). It consists ofthe 3d band (representing the L-states and shown by

dark color),em bedded into thefree-electron-like4sp-band (representing theI-statesand shown by

dash-dotted line).Thecoexistence oftwo di�erentgroupsofstatesneartheFerm ilevelgivesrise

to the charge redistribution,which contribute to the screening ofCoulom b interactions in the 3d

band.

sistsofthepure3d-band,located neartheFerm ileveland representing theL-statesofthe

m odel,which isem bedded into the free-electron-like 4sp-band,representing the I-states.31
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Form ally,these bandsare decoupled and the free-electron-line 4sp-band can be elim inated

from thebasisin theprocessofconstruction oftheHubbard Ham iltonian.However,in this

casethede�nition ofthescreened Coulom b interaction in the3d band should takeinto ac-

counttheprocessescorrespondingtoredistribution ofelectronsbetween 3d-and 4sp-band at

thelow-energy cost,which istraced back to Herring’sscenario ofscreening in thetransition

m etals,22 and which ism issing in theGW m ethod.

However,wewould liketo em phasize again thatboth considered m odelsareapproxim a-

tions to the realelectronic structure offcc Ni. Even in the �rstcase (m odel‘a’in Fig.4),

the free-electron-like 4sp-band lies near the Ferm ilevel(especially around L-point ofthe

Brillouin zone).Therefore,the charge redistribution e�ectsare expected to play som e role

even in the basis ofW annier orbitals. On the other hand,because ofstrong hybridiza-

tion between 3d-and 4sp-states in the transition m etals,there is a substantialdi�erence

ofelectronic structure used in CLDA calculations(m odel‘b’in Fig.4)from the realLDA

electronicstructureoffccNi.Strictly speaking,allpartialcontributionsto thescreening of

Coulom b interactions,which wewillconsiderin thenextsection,willbeevaluated forthis

particularm odeloftheelectronicstructure.Thevaluesofthese param eterscan berevised

to a certain extentaftertaking into accountthe hybridization between 3d-and 4sp-states.

Forexam ple,with thebetterchoiceoftheW annierbasisforthe�ve3d-electron-linebands

in them odel‘b’onecould possibly incorporatethem ain e�ectsofthem odel‘a’and m erge

thesetwo approaches.

V . C LD A FO R T R A N SIT IO N M ETA LS

How im portantaretherelaxation ofthewavefunctionsand thechangeoftheoccupation

num bers in the de�nition ofthe Coulom b interaction U? Forthe transition m etals,both

contributionscan be easily evaluated in CLDA.Forthese purposesitisconvenient to use

theHellm an-Feinm an theorem ,which relatesthestaticU with theexpectation valueofthe

KS potentialVK S=VH+VXC:
11

U = h3dj
@VK S

@n3d
j3di:

Then,theexchange-correlation (XC)partissm all.�VH can beexpressed through ��.Hence,

theCLDA schem eprovidestheself-consistentsolution for�� associated with thechangeof

thenum berof3d electrons,�n3d.Thelatteriscontrolled by �Vext.Therefore,theprocedure
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is totally equivalent to the calculation of the polarization function P and the screened

Coulom b interaction for!=0.

A . C onventions

W e use ratherstandard setup forthe CLDA calculations. Nam ely,the 3d band ofNi

should be wellseparated from the rest ofthe spectrum (otherwise,the LDA+U strategy

discussed in the Introduction does not apply). For fcc Nithis is not the case. However,

this property can be enforced by using the canonicalbands approxim ation in the LM TO

m ethod.25 W e em ploy even cruder approxim ation and replace the 3d band by the atom ic

3d levelsem bedded into the 4sp band (in the otherwords,we switch o� the hybridization

between 3d orbitals located at di�erent atom ic sites as wellas the 3d and 4sp states).10

Then,each 3d orbitalcan be assigned to a single atom ic site. By changing the num ber

of3d-electrons at di�erent atom ic sites fR g in supercellcalculations,one can m im ic the

q-dependenceoftheexternalpotential(7).Otheratom icpopulation (ofthe4sp states)are

allowed to relax self-consistently onto each change ofthe num ber of3d electrons. Hence,

thecontribution ofthecharge-transferexcitation (6)tothescreening ofU isunam biguously

de�ned by the form ofthe externalpotentialand detailsofthe electronic structure ofthe

4sp states.Som easpectsoftreating the3d statesbeyond theatom icapproxim ation willbe

considered in Sec.VII.

The LM TO m ethod is supplem ented with an additionalspherical approxim ation for

VK S(r)inside atom ic spheres,which barssm allexchange interactions between 3d and 4sp

electrons from the screening ofU. By paraphrasing this statem ent in term s ofthe polar-

ization function in the GW m ethod,the sphericalapproxim ation forVK S(r)in the CLDA

calculationsisequivalentto retaining in PG W only thosecontributionswhich areassociated

with transitionsbetween stateswith thesam eangularm om entum (e.g.,3d! 4d,etc.).

B . Screened C oulom b Interaction in the �-point

First,weevaluatethepuree�ectassociated with thechangeoftheoccupation num bers,

withoutrelaxation ofthe wavefunctions. Thism echanism isdirectly related with the con-

servation ofthetotalnum berofparticles,and sim ply m eansthattheexcess(orde�ciency)
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ofthe 3d electronsforq=0 isalwayscom pensated by the 4sp electrons,which participate

in the screening of3d interactions. The corresponding contribution to the screening ofF 0

isgiven by:11

� (1)
F
0 =

X

i6= 3d

�fi

�n3d
h3diĵuj3diiav:

Intransitionm etals,� (1)U isverylargeandtakesintoaccountm orethan70% ofscreening

ofthe bare Coulom b interaction F 0 (Table I). This contribution is m issing in the GW

m ethod. The second largest e�ect (�25% ofthe totalscreening) is caused by relaxation

ofthe 3d orbitals onto the change ofthe Hartree potentialassociated with the change of

these occupation num bers(� (2)U in Table I). The rem aining partofthe screening (�5% )

com esfrom therelaxation ofotherorbitals(including thecoreones)and thechangeofthe

XC potential. In principle,the relaxation e�ectsshould be taken into accountby the GW

calculations.However,thisprocedure strongly dependson theway how itisim plem ented.

Forexam ple,theCLDA approach isbased on adirectsolution ofKS equationssupplem ented

TABLE I:Partialcontributions to the screening ofthe 3d interactions in the �-point extracted

from constraint-LDA calculations (in eV):(1)bare Coulom b integralF 0,(2)the screening ofF 0

by the 4sp electronsassociated with the change ofoccupation num bers,withoutrelaxation ofthe

wavefunctions (� (1)F 0),(3) the additionalscreening ofF 0 associated with relaxation ofthe 3d

orbitals(� (2)F 0),and (4)the totalvalue ofU obtained in CLDA calculations.

com pound F 0 � (1)F 0 � (2)F 0 U

bccFe 22.2 -13.6 -3.5 4.5

fcc Ni 24.9 -14.2 -5.2 5.0

with a exible atom icbasisset,likein theLM TO m ethod.25 Then,thechangeofF 0 caused

by relaxation ofthe3d orbitalscan beeasily evaluated as11

� (2)
F
0 =

n3d

2

@F 0

@n3d
:

Sincen3d islargein thefccNi,thiscontribution isalso large.Thesituation can bedi�erent

in theGW schem e,based on theperturbation theory expansion,which requiresalargebasis

set.32 Forexam ple,in ordertodescribeproperlythesam erelaxation ofthe3dwavefunctions,

the polarization PG W should explicitly include the excitation from the occupied 3d to the

unoccupied 4d (and probably higher)states.19
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C . q-dependence ofC oulom b U

Sincethechangeofthenum berof3d electronsin transition m etalsisnottotally screened

by the4sp electronsatthe sam eatom ic site,10 itisreasonable to expectan appreciable q-

dependence ofthee�ective U.ResultsofCLDA calculationsforthehigh-sym m etry points

oftheBrillouin zonearesum m arized in TableII.Thee�ectiveU appearsto besm allin the

�-pointdue to the perfectscreening by the 4sp electrons. Atthe Brillouin zone boundary

thischannelofscreening isstrongly suppressed thatisreected in the largervaluesofthe

Coulom b U. The screening by intersite Coulom b interactions, which takes place in the

X-pointoftheBZ,issubstantially weakerand cannotfully com pensatethelack ofthe4sp-

screening. In the L-point ofthe BZ forthe fcc lattice,the m odulation ofthe 3d-electron

densityin theCLDA calculationsissuch thatthenum berofnearestneighborswith excessive

and de�cientnum berof3d electronsisthe sam e. Therefore,the contributionsofintersite

Coulom b interactionsto thescreening arecancelled out,resulting in thelargestvalueofthe

e�ective U in thispointoftheBZ.

TABLE II:Coulom b interaction U (in eV)forfccNiin threedi�erentpointsoftheBrillouin zone:

�= (0;0;0),X= (2�;0;0),and L= (�;�;�)(in unitsof1=a,wherea isthecubiclattice param eter).

� X L

5.0 6.8 7.3

V I. G W STA RT IN G W IT H C LD A

In thissection wediscusssom erelevanceofparam etersofe�ectiveCoulom b interactions

extracted from CLDA forthe analysisofelectronic structure and propertiesoffcc Ni. W e

considerthe\renorm alized GW approach",in which,instead ofbareCoulom b interactions,

weuseparam etersextracted from CLDA.Them ain di�erenceisthatthelatterincorporates

thescreening by the4sp-electrons,including thee�ectsofchargeredistribution beyond the

GW approxim ation. This strategy can be welljusti�ed within RPA,because itallows to

partition thepolarization function and treatthescreening e�ectsin two steps:

(1) W e take into account the screening by \non-3d" electrons using CLDA.This yields

the new (\renorm alized") m atrix of screened Coulom b interactions �̂uLL between the 3d
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electrons.33 As itwas discussed in Sec.V C,the obtained interaction �̂uLL is q-dependent,

and thisdependence isfully taken into accountin ourcalculations.

(2)W eevaluatethescreening caused by 3d! 3d transitionsin thepolarization function (9)

usingEq.(8)in which them atrix ofbareCoulom b interactionsûLL isreplaced by �̂uLL.This

yieldsthenew interaction �̂W (!),which isused in subsequentcalculationsoftheself-energy

(10).Itisreasonabletoexpectthatthem ain !-dependenceof �̂W willcom efrom the3d! 3d

transitions(seeclosing argum entsin Sec.IIIA),which aretaken into accountin thesecond

step.Thescreening by \non-3d" statescan betreated asstatic.

Resultsofthese calculationsare shown in Fig.1. The m ain e�ectofthe 4sp-screening,
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FIG .5: The sam e as Fig.1 but with the param eters ofCoulom b interactions extracted from

CLDA.

beyond thestandard GW approach,isthechangeoftheenergyscale,which isnow controlled

by theq-dependentCoulom b interaction U,being oftheorderof5.0-7.3 eV.Itchange the

asym ptotic behavior Re�W (1 ) as wellas the position and the intensity ofthe \plasm on

peak" ofIm �W (!),which isshifted to the lower-energiesregion and becom essubstantially

broaderin com parison with thecase ofbareCoulom b interactionsconsidered in Sec.IIIA.

On the other hand,the static lim it Re�W ’1:9 eV is practically not a�ected by details of

the4sp-screening,duetothestrong-coupling regim erealized in thelow-! region.TheRe�W

exhibits a strong !-dependence ataround 7 eV,which is related with the position ofthe

plasm on peak ofIm �W (!).Allthesefeaturesarewellreected in thebehaviorof�(!).

Them ain e�ectofthe4sp-screening onto thespectralfunction in RPA consistsin som e-

what m ilder reduction ofthe bandwidth, which is also related with the spectralweight

transfer (Fig.2): the new renorm alization factor is Z�0:7 against Z�0:5 obtained with

bareCoulom b interactions.However,theexchange splitting doesnotchange and the 6 eV

satellitestructuredoesnotem erge.
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V II. SU M M A RY A N D R EM A IN IN G Q U EST IO N S

W e have considered severalm echanism s ofscreening ofthe bare Coulom b interactions

between 3d electrons in transition m etals. W e have also discussed di�erent m ethods of

calculationsofthescreened Coulom b interactions.Ourm ain resultscan besum m arized as

follows.

(1)Theprocesseswhich m ainly contributetothescreeningofCoulom b interactionsbetween

3d electronsare essentially local,m eaning thatthe on-site Coulom b interactionsare m ost

e�ciently screened by the 3d and 4sp electrons located at the sam e site.9,10,13 The m ost

e�cient m echanism ofscreening is basically the self-screening by the sam e 3d electrons,

evaluated in som eappropriateatom ic-likebasisset,likethatoftheLM TO m ethod em ployed

in thepresentwork.The!-dependenceofthee�ectiveCoulom b interaction U alsooriginates

m ainly from theself-screening.

(2)W e have clari�ed a fundam entaldi�erence between constraint-LDA and GW m ethods

in calculating the e�ective Coulom b interaction U. The GW approxim ation doesnottake

into accounta screening oftheon-siteCoulom b interactionsby theitinerant4sp electrons,

taking placevia redistribution ofelectronsbetween 3d and 4sp bands.

In anum berofcases,theGW approach m aybejusti�ed byusingW annierbasisfunctions,

representing thebandsneartheFerm ilevel.Ifthesebandsarewellisolated from theother

bands,theredistribution ofelectronsbetween W annierorbitalsforthebandsneartheFerm i

leveland those farfrom the Ferm ilevelm ust be negligible. Then,the rem ote bands can

participate in the screening ofCoulom b interactions in the \near-Ferm i-levelbands" only

via virtualexcitations,which can betreated on theRPA level.

However,in thecaseofNi,such separation ofbandsisnotcom plete,and itisessentialto

consideradditionalm echanism sofscreening beyond theGW approxim ation.In thepresent

work,the 4sp-screening isautom atically taken into accountin the CLDA approach,which

iscom plem entary to the GW m ethod. Due to the strong-coupling regim e realized in RPA

equationsforthescreened Coulom b interaction,thestaticlim itappearsto beinsensitiveto

the detailsofthe 4sp-screening.However,from the viewpointofthe presentapproach,the

4sp-screening becom esincreasingly im portantat�nite ! and controlsboth theasym ptotic

behaviorand theposition oftheplasm on peak ofthescreened Coulom b interaction in RPA.

Thelattere�ectcan beespecially im portantasitpredeterm inestheposition ofthesatellite
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structure.

Finally,wewould liketo m akeseveralcom m entsaboutim plication oftheparam etersof

screened Coulom b interaction obtained in ourworkforthedescription ofelectronicstructure

and propertiesoftransition m etals.W ewillalso discusssom efuturedirectionsand m akea

com parison with already existing works.

(1)Ourresultsclearly show thatRPA isnotan adequate approxim ation forthe electronic

structure offcc Ni. Even after taking into account the additionalscreening ofthe 3d-3d

interactions by the itinerant 4sp electrons, beyond the GW approxim ation, and the q-

dependence ofthe e�ective U,we obtain only a partialagreem ent with the experim ental

data. Nam ely,only the bandwidth is corrected in this \renorm alized GW approach",in

a better agreem ent with the experim entaldata. However,there is only a tiny change of

the spectralweight around 6 eV (Fig.2),i.e. in the region where the satellite structure

is expected experim entally. Even assum ing that our param eters ofCoulom b interactions

m ay be stilloverestim ated (due to the reasons which willbe discussed below),and the

satellite peak can em erge forsom e sm allervaluesofU,17 onecan hardly expectthe strong

spin-dependenceofthissatellitestructureaswellasthereduction oftheexchangesplitting,

which are clearly seen in the experim ent,34 on the levelofRPA calculations. Therefore,it

isessentialto go beyond.

(2)Even beyond LDA,do the param etersofscreened Coulom b interaction U�5.0-7.3 eV,

obtained in the atom ic approxim ation, provide a coherent description for the electronic

structure and propertiesoffcc Ni? Probably,thisisstillan open question because so far

not allofthe possibilities in this direction have been fully investigated. One new aspect

suggested by ourcalculations isthe q-dependence ofthe e�ective U. On the otherhand,

allpreviouscalculationssuggestthatthe Coulom b interaction ofthe orderof5.0-7.3 eV is

probably too large.Forexam ple,thevalueofU,which providea coherentdescription fora

num berofelectronic and m agnetic propertiesoffcc Nion the levelofDM FT calculations

isabout3 eV,6 which iswellconsistentwith the previousestim atesbased on the t-m atrix

approach.26 Therefore,it is reasonable to ask ifthere is an additionalm echanism ,which

furtherreducesthee�ectiveU from 5.0-7.3eV till3.0 eV?Onepossibility liesin theatom ic

approxim ation which neglectsthehybridization e�ectsbetween 3dand 4spstates,and which

israthercrude approxim ation forthe transition m etals.31 The hybridization willgenerally

m ix thestatesofthe3d and 4sp character,and thereforewilla�ecttheform oftheW annier
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orbitalsconstructed from theatom icwavefunctions.Sincethe3d,4s,and 4pstatesbelongto

di�erentrepresentationsofpointgroup ofthecubicsym m etry,they cannotm ix atthesam e

site. However,the 4s (or4p)orbitalcan have tailsofthe 3d characteratthe neighboring

sites(and viceversa).Thesetailswilladditionally screen theCoulom b interactionsbetween

the (nom inally) 3d electrons. The screening is expected to be very e�cient because it

operatesbetween orbitalsofthesam e (3d)type.Itshould explain furtherreduction ofthe

staticU obtained in theatom icapproxim ation.Anotherfeatureofthisscreening isthe !-

dependence ofthee�ectiveU,which com esfrom the3d! 3d transitionsin thepolarization

function (nam ely between tails ofthe 4sp-orbitals and the heads ofthe wavefunctions of

the 3d character). In RPA,this !-dependence is directly related with the static lim it of

screening via the Kram ers-Kronig transform ation.19 W e believe that the screening by the

tailsoftheW annierfunctionswasthem ain physicalm echanism underlying thecalculations

ofe�ective Coulom b interaction in Refs.16,17,in the fram ework ofab initio GW m ethod,

although thisideahasnotbeen clearly spelled outbefore.Thee�ectofchargeredistribution

between di�erentstateslocated neartheFerm ilevel,which isnottaken into accountin the

GW approxim ation,isalso expected to be sm aller with the properchoice ofthe W annier

orbitals.

Another problem is that the 3d and 4sp bands are strongly m ixed in the case ofpure

transition m etals.Therefore,theconstruction oftheseparateW annierfunctionsofthe\3d"

and \non-3d" typewillalwayssu�erfrom som eam biguities.28 In thissense,thetransition-

m etaloxides, whose physicalproperties are m ainly predeterm ined by the behavior ofa

lim ited num berof3d bands,located neartheFerm ileveland wellseparated from therestof

thespectrum ,arem uch m oreinteresting system sfortheexploration oftheidea ofscreening

ofCoulom b interactions,form ulated on theW annierbasis.Forexam ple,based on theabove

argum ent,onecan expecta very e�cientscreening ofCoulom b interactionsin the3d band

by theW annierstatesconstructed from theoxygen 2p orbitals,which haveappreciabletails

ofthe3d characteratthetransition-m etalsites.The�rstattem pttoconsiderthisscreening

have been undertaken in Ref.13,on the basisofconstraint-LDA m ethod. Sim ilarschem e

can beform ulated within RPA,which takesinto accountthe!-dependenceofthescreened
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Coulom b interaction U.Thiswork iscurrently in progress.
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