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W e propose a m any-body m ethod for band-structure calculations in strongly correlated electron
system s and apply it to N1 . The m ethod m ay be viewed as a translationally invariant version of
the clusterm ethod of Fujm oriand M inam i. T hereby the C oulom b interaction w ithin the d-shells is
treated by exact diagonalization and the d-shells then are coupled to a solid by an extension of the
cluster perturbation theory (CPT) due to Senechalet al. The m ethod is com putationally no m ore
dem anding than a conventional band structure calculation and for N we nd good agreem ent
between the calculated single particle spectral function and the experim entally m easured band

structure.

PACS numbers: 72.80G a,71.27.4,79.60 —

I. NTRODUCTION

Band structure calculations based on the single par-
ticle picture have enpyed considerable success in solid
state theory. Single particle picture here is m eant to
In ply that the ground state is obtained by 1ling up ac—
cording to the P auliprinciple the energy levels calculated
for a single electron in an ¥ ective potential’. Thee ec—
tive potential thereby is usually constructed w ithin the
fram ew ork of the localdensity (LDA) or local spin den—
sity approxzm ation (LSDA) to density functional theory
OFT) EL] and despite the weltknown fact that the eigen—
valies ofthe K ohn-Sham equations should not be identi-

ed w ith the singleparticle excitation energies of a sys—
tem , the resulting band structures often give an aln ost
quantitative description of angle—resolved photoem ission
spectroscopy ARPES).

H owever, there are also som e classes of solids w hich defy
such a description, m ost notably transition m etal com —
pounds with partially lled d and f-shells and strong
Coulomb interaction between the electrons In these. A
frequently cited exam ple isN 10 , where LSD A band struc—
ture calculations correctly predict an antiferrom agnetic
and insulating ground state, but only a an all Slater gap’
of a fraction ofan &V '_ ], whereas experim entally NiO is
an insulator with a bandgap of 4.3 &V B] and stays so
even above the m agnetic ordering tem perature. W hilke
DFT thus gives reasonable answers within is dom ain
of validity —nam ely ground state properties — the non—
correspondence betw een the K ohn-Sham eigenvalues and
the singleparticle excitation energies of the solid cbvi-
ously has to be taken literal for this com pound (if the
band gap isnot read o from the LSDA band structure
but expressed as the di erence of ground state energies
it is in fact possible to calculate it w ithin the fram ew ork
of DFT, as shown by Nom an and Freenan@]) It is
generally believed that the reason for the discrepancy is
the strong C oulom b Interaction betw een the electrons in
the N i3d-shell, which leadsto a substantialenergy solit-
ting between d" con gurations with di erent n. This

Jeads to a very pronounced binning’ of the d-shell occu—
pation num ber n, in the case ofNO to the valuen = 8.
F inal states for photoem ission or inverse photoem ission
then correspond to a shgle d-shell being i etther a d’,
ad® orad® con guration, in each case w ith very amall
adm ixture of con gurations wih other n. The corre—
soonding Yefect’ then m ay be thought of propagating
through the crystalw ith de nite k. This pinning of the
electron num ber In both initialand nalstatescannotbe
reproduced by a wave function which takes the form ofa
sin ple Slaterdetermm inant —such as the ground state de—
duced from the K ohn-Sham equations. T he situation is
In proved som ew hat in the selfinteraction corrected ver-
sion of DFT [_5,-’_6], w hich renders a certain fraction ofthe
d-orbitals com plktely localized, so that their occupation
number in fact does becom e pinned — for the rem ain—
Ing delocalized d-orbitals, however, the problem rem ains.
Another way to achive the pinning of the d-shell occu-
pancy is the use of an orbitaldependent potential in the
fram ew ork ofthe so called LDA+ U m ethodij,-'g]. Speak—
ing about gap values the calculations based on the GW —
approxin ation i_Ei, :_1(_i] also need to be m entioned - these
give ab initio gap valies which are in good agreem ent
w ith experin ent but do not seem to reproduce the high
energy Satellite’ in the photoem isison spectrum .

In addition to the pinning of the d-shell occupancy, the
m ultiplet structure of the m etal jon poses a problem for
sihgleparticle theories as well. It is quite well estab—
lished that the multiplet structure (appropriately m od—
i ed by the crystal eld splitting) of the isolated m etal
jon persists n the solids. C lear evidence for this point
of view comes from the fact, that ang]e Integrated va—
lence band photoem . ission spectra fl]] as well as Xray
absorption spectra le] of many transition m etal com —
pounds can be reproduced in rem arkable detailby con g-
uration interaction calculations solving exactly the prob—
lm of a single d-shell hybridizing wih a tage’ of lig—
ands. In these calculations it is crucial, however, that
the ntra-shellC oulom b repulsion is treated in fulldetail.
W hilk the cluster m ethod is spectacularly successfil or
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angle-integrated quantities its ‘m purity’ character un-
fortunately m akes it In possble to extract the dispersion
relations of k resolved single particle excitations.

A ctual dispersion relations in the presence of strong
Coulomb interaction were rst studied by Hubbardjl3],
thereby taking an entirely di erent point ofview as com —
pared to the single particle picture on w hich conventional
band structure calculations are based. Thereby the d—
shells rst are considered as isolated, and their a n-
iy and ionization spectra obtained, thereby treating the
Coulomb repulsion exactly. In his fam ous papers Hub-
bard used a much sinpli ed model, where the orbial
degeneracy of the d-level was neglected whence ioniza—
tion and a niy spectrum of the half- llked’ d-shell col-
lapse to single peak each, w ith the two peaks separated
by the Coulom b energy U . Upon coupling the lndividual
atom s to the solid, the ionization and a nity states of
the individual atom s then are system atically broadened
to form the two Hubbard bands’. The coupling to the
solid was achieved originally by the fam ous Hubbard T
approxin ation, but in fact thism ay be interpreted as a
particularly sin ple form of the cluster perturbation the-
ory (CPT), proposed by Senechal et al.f_lé_i], where the
Individual tlusters’ consist of jist a single d-shell. This
suggests Inm ediately to relax Hubbard’s sin pli cations
and take into account the f1ll com plexiy of a transition
m etal oxide Including the orbital degeneracy of the d-
shell, the full Coulomb Interaction between d-electrons
In these and the sublattice of ligands. T his is essentially
the purpose of the present m anuscript.

An in portant com plication is due to the sublattice of lig—
ands. Tthasbeen shown by Fujin oriand M inam ifl 1] that
In discarding altogether the sublattice of ligands (in the
case 0ofN 0 : the oxygen atom s), Hubbard actually went
one step to far n hissim pli cation ofthem odel. N am ely
Fujm oriand M inam ishowed that the top ofthe valence
band n N is com posed of states, where a hole is pre—
dom nantly in an oxygen atom , but som ehow ‘associated’
w ith an n-conserving excitation ofa neighboring d-shell -
ie.amagnonorad dexciton. Thistypeofstatem Jght
be view ed as generalization ofa ZhangR ice smg]et[lS

the Cu0 ; plnes of cuprate superconductors. Itwasthen
found by Zaanen, Sawatzky and A llen (6] that there is
a crossover between this so-called charge-transfer insula-
tor and a m ore conventionalM ott-H ubbard nsulator as
a function oftw o key param eters, the C oulom b repulsion
U between electrons in the d-shelland the charge transfer

energy ,which arede ned as
E@ ! &) =uU ;
E@L! &1 =

Strong experin ental support for the picture proposed by
Fujm ordi and M inam i is provided by the resonance be-
havior of the photoem ission intensity as seen In photoe—
m ission w ith photon energiesnearthe 2p ! 3d absoption
threshon [, 14, 191

Adopting this point of view and usihg a simpli ed
K ondo-H eisenberg’ m odel, iIn which the charge degrees

of freedom on Niwhere progcted out, Bala et aLl_Z-Q']
then obtained dispersion relations of quasiparticles in
NO which In fact do contain the key feature seen in
ARPES !21- 22] the coexistence of strongly dispersive
oxygen bands on one hand and a com plex of practically
dispersionless (ie.: m assively renom alized) bandswhich
form the top of the valence band on the other hand.
In the present theory no reduction of the Ham iltonian
to a t-Jtype m odel is perform ed. Rather we use the
sam e basic idea as In the treatm ent of the K ondo lat-
tice in Ref. P3]: the system is divided into sub-units
w hich are treated exactly and the hybridization between
the sub-units is treated approxin ately. To do so, we de—
ne the ground state for vanishing hybridization as the
Vacuum state’ and treat the charge uctuations created
by the hybridization as ¥ ective Femm ions’, for which
an approxin ate H am iltonian can be derived and solved.
It has been shown in Ref. f_Z-é_J:] that the Hubbard-T ap—
proxin ation for the singlefband Hubbard m odel can be
rederived in this fashion if the sub-units are taken to be
only a single site — including m ore com plex tom posie
particles” which extend over several unit cells then in —
proves the agreem ent w ith num erical resuls. T he gener—
alized Zhang-R ice singletsdiscussed abovem ay be view ed
as such com posite particles. It is shown in Appendix Iof
Ref. 5] that this treatm ent is in fact equivalent to the
originalcluster perturbation theory of Senechalet al [_lfi
provided the sub-units into which the system is divided
are non-overlapping. T his last requirem ent poses a sub—
stantialproblem for transition m etal oxides, because the
rocksal Jattice 0of N O cannot be easily divided into non—
overbpping sub-unis which are still am enable to exact
diagonalization w ithout arti cially breaking a symm etry
of the Jattice (which would lad to arti cial symm etry
breaking in the band structure). W e therefore need to
adjust the concept of cluster perturbation theory to this
situation —which also is an ob fctive of the present work.
T he ram ainder of the paper is organized as ollow s: In
section ITwe discussa sin pli ed 1D m odel, In section ITT
w e present the generaltheory, n section IV we apply the
theory to the 1D m odeland com pare the obtained singlke
particle spectra w ith result from exact diagonalization,
In section IV we discuss the ARPES spectra of NiO and
section V gives the conclusions.

II. A SIMPLIFIED M ODEL

For a start we consider the follow ing m inin al version
ofa 1D charge transferm odel (see Fjgure:!:) :
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o
a & (Py:, R, )tH=
b
T GHp Py Pye1; T Hx @



FIG .1l: Schem atic representation ofthe H am iltonian Q:) and
its param eters.

This m odel descrbes a 1D chain consisting of strongly
correlated m etal(d) orbitals and uncorrelated ligand (o)
orbitals. Henceforth we choose t,4 as the unit of energy
and unless otherw ise stated set §,, = 0. The relevant
Tling W hich we w illconsider henceforth) ofthem odel is
3 ekectrons (or 1 holk) perunit cell. W hile our goaluli-
m ately isto study realisticm odels for com pounds such as
N 10, ourm otivation for studying this highly oversin pli-
ed m odel is as follow s: it is sin ple enough so that rea—
sonably large clusters (up to 6 unit cells) can be treated
by exact diagonalization ED ) and the obtained exact
resuls for the singleparticle spectral function then can
serve as a benchm ark for the analyticaltheory. T he very
sim ple nature of the m odel thereby is highly desirable,
because it results In a an all num ber of bands’ so that
the com parison w ith theory ism ore signi cant than eg.
in the case ofN DD .
T he quantity ofm ain interest is the photoem ission and
Inverse photoam ission spectrum , de ned as

Al ) sy = X X 0 1) . <n).fr
d k;!) = jl jj.;k; J o L
t+ € Y EY)
) gy - X X O+ 1) 2y . M),
Ad (kr-) - jl jj-;k; J 0 1
IR 0 )

where 2 fxy;xz;yz;:::g denotes the type ofd-orbial,

and ™ € ") denote the ™ eigen state (eigen en-—
ergy) wih n electrons —thereby = 0 corresponds to
the ground state. T he spectral fuinction for p-electrons is
de ned In an analogousway.

To get an idea how to construct an adequate theory it
is usefil to com pare the param agnetic m ean— eld soli-
tion of the m odel (ie. with ! MF = + n iU)

and the results of an ED calculation, see Figure :_2 The

mean— eld solution gives two bands
s

2

k
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The ower (fully occupied) one ofthese haspredom inant
p—character, the upper (halfoccupied) one has predom —
nant d-character. In the spectra obtained by exact di-
agonalization, the p-lke bands persists wih an aln ost

Mean field Exact
tpg=1, U=8, A=3 d-like
p-like --------
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FIG.2: Singlk particle spectral fnctions A0 k;!) and

A %) k;!) obtained by m ean- eld solution of the m odel and
by exact diagonalization of a system with 6 unit cells. The
wave vector k increases from the lowem ost to the upper-
m ost panel in steps of . -functions have been replaced by
Lorentzians of width 0:03t,q . The part to the left (rght) of
the vertical dashed line showsA ' ' (k;!) @ ) k;!)).

unchanged dispersion. This is not really surprising, be—
cause an electron in the respective state m oves predom i~
nantly on the p—sublattice and thusw illnot feelthe strong
Coulom b interaction on the d-sites very m uch. T he band
w ith predom inant d-character, on the other hand disap—
pears com pletely In the exact spectra. There isa di use
band som ew hat below = 34 and a second one at
the energy + U = 5%q4. Clearly, these two resamble
the Hubbard bands’ expected for a strongly correlated
system and the respective nalstateshave the character
of an em pty or doubly occupied d-orbial. In addition
to these H ubbard bands, how ever, there is a third group
of peaks at energies + 4 which energetically is close
to the p1ke band, has a m ixed p-d character and which
does in fact form the rst lonization states ofthe system .
Tts closeness to the p—band would seem to suggest that



the nalstateshave a hole predom inantly on the p-sites,
but i also has a signi cant adm ixture of d-weight and
m oreover is closer to the Fem i energy than the p-lke
band. In the charge transfer system under consideration,
the d-lke band thus actually splits up into three bands,
rather than the two Hubbard bands which onem ight ex-
pect.
Despie the highly oversinpli ed nature of the 1D
m odel, there is actually already a clear analogy to N :
LDA bandstructure calcu]atjonsQZ] produce two welk
separated band com plexes, the lower one (ie.: the one
m ore distant from the Fem ienergy) w ith predom inant
oxygen character, the upper one w ith N icharacter. This
is quite sim ilar to the mean—- eld solution in Fjgure:_.‘Z.
T he actualphotoean ission spectra, however, show rst of
all a broad structure at binding energies > 8eV below
the top of the valence band. Resonant photoem ission
experim ents[_i]', :_l-§‘] show , that the nal states ocbserved
in this energy range have predom fnantly d’ character —
clearly they should be identi ed w ith the d-like band at
4%4 In ourm odel. Next, at binding energies 6V and
4eV ARPES experin ents:_[i_i] nd a group of strongly
digpersive bands which closely resemble the oxygen-lke
bands obtained from an LD A band structure calculation
—they obviously corresoond to the dispersive p-lke Yem -
nant’ ofthe freeelectron band in ourm odel. F inally, the
top ofthe valenceband In N0 is form ed by a group ofal-
m ost dispersionless bands, w hereby the m ixed Nid’ and
d®L character of these states is established by resonant
photoen ission tl? :18 — these states then would corre—
soond to the low intensity band which form s the top of
the electron anniilation spectrum . The cluster calcu—
lation of Fujm ori and M inam iE[]_:] suggests, that these
states should be viewed as hole-lke tom pound ob fcts’
where a hole on oxygen isbound to an excited state of d®
—a type of state that m ight be viewed as a generalization
of the Zhang-R ice singlet In the CuO ; planes of cuprate
superconductors. As already conctured by Fujm ori
and M inam itheir tom pound nature’ would m ake these
quasioles very heavy, which inm ediately would exp]am
the lack of dispersion seen in the ARPES spect:cafZZ]
F inally, Inverse photoem ission show s the presence of an
upper Hubbard band In N1 which is also present in the
spectra of the 1D m odel.
T he above com parison show s, that in addition to p-lke
holes we w ill need three types of ¥ ective particles’ to
reproduce the correlated band structure of the m odel.
T he two standard Hubbard bands, which corresoond to
d® ke nalstates are not su cient here. To get an
idea what these states should be, let us start from the
jonic Iim it, tp, = g = 0. The ground state then cor-
responds to a constant num ber of electrons, n, in each
metal dshell and compltely lled ligand p-shells, see
Figure da. Switching on the hybridization integral tyg
then will produce charge uctuations: In a
hole is transferred into a p orbital, thus produchg a &**+*
state in d-orbitalnum ber i, seeFjgure-'_Z"b. Thed®*! state
has an energy ofU relative to the orighald state,
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FIG.3: Charge uctuation processes relative to the purely
jonic con guration.

and willbecom e our rst & ective particke’ —these bar-
ticles’ form the unoccupied Hubbard band. In a second
step, the p-lke hole can be transferred into a d-orbital
{6 i, thus producing a & ! state, see Figure dc. The
latter has an energy of + relative to the d” state and
provides the second type of ¥ ective particle’ —actually
the one that form s the Yatellite’ in the spectral fiinc-
tion. Finally, the hol i i° can be transferred back into
a neighboring p-level, thereby leaving the orbital i in a
state d” , ie. an eigenstate of & other than the orginal
one, see F igure -';d. The ‘om pound ob fct’ consisting of
d® and a hole in a neighboring p-orbitalw illbe the third
typeofe ective particle, itsenergy relative to the original
d* stateis 0, ie. appropriate to give top ofthe valence
band. These states m aight be viewed as generalizations
ofa Zhang-R ice singlet, or an extrem e case ofan (either
soin—or orbitalHike) K ondo ob gct’. Level repulsion due
to hybridization between the & ! and the & L states
w ill push the latter up to higher energies relative to the
plke bands — in this way, these states becom e the st
Jonization states. In the follow Ing, we w ill try to give the
above considerations a m ore solid theoretical foundation
and apply them to the calculation of torrelated band
structures’.

III. GENERAL THEORY

W e consider a typical transition m etal oxide and re—
strict our basis to the oxygen 2p-orbitals and transition
m etald-orbitals. Taking the energy of the pJlevel as the
zero of energy the singleparticle tem s in the Ham iltto—



nian then take the fom

X X -
Hpp = ('j; pi.,. Ps; o; + H x);
i; 33 °
Hpa = (ti,, dli/; ; Py, TH©Y;
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i
w here d{; . Creates a spin— elkctron in the d-orbial

2 fxy;xz;yz;:::g on metal site 1 and pij{; , Creates
an ekctron in porial 2 fx;y;zg on oxygen sie j.

TheV ; combine charge-transfer energy and crystalline
electric eld. The Coulomb interaction between the d-
electrons is

X
He = vyrdiddd,; @)

1727 37 4

w here we have suppressed the site labeli, = @ ; ) and
m 2 £ 2::2g denotes the z-com ponent of the orbitalan—
gular mom entum . The m atrix-elem ents V 13;;2" can be
expressed in temm s of the 3 Racah-param eters, A B and
C.
For a start we take allthe hybridization m atrix elem ents
t to be zero. Tn this lim it each oxygen is n a 2p°® con-
guration, and each transition metal ion In one of the
ground states ofH jntrs = Hg + Hce with n electrons. In
general, this ground state is degenerate, and we dealw ith
thisby choosing one ofthese ground states, which we call
J 1,01, Oreach m etalion —forexam ple in the case ofN 10
we would choose the direction of the spin S = 1 of the
d-shell to oscillate between the two sublattices, so as to
describe the antiferrom agnetic order In the system . W e
call j ;;01 the corresponding Yeference state’ on transi-
tion m etal site 1, it cbeys H ;nead 1,01 = B3 y0i. In
the follow ing, we consider the product state ofthe j ;01
and the com pletely lled oxygen-p sublattice as the Vac—
uum ’ of our theory. For the 1D m odel (-'14') we introduce
two d-sublattices A and B and choose

j i;Oi = dz;,.; 12 A

j i;Oi = dz;#; i2 B

s0 as to m odel the antiferrom agnetic spin correlations n

the systeam .

N ext, we assum e that the hybridization betw een the sub-
system s is sw itched on. This w ill create charge uctua-
tions in the vacuum : In a rst step an electron from a
p—=<hellw illbe transferred into one ofthe d-orbitalsofthe

neighboring m etal ion i, a process frequently denoted as

d® ! &*IL. Due to the manybody character of the

Ham iltonian, the resulting state, dz; . J 101, In general
is not an eigenstate of H i, +r5 —rather, we can express i

as a superposition of eigenstates:

X

v : o
J pol= Ci i

3 ; J i )

where j i, = 0;1;:::, .x are the eigenstates of the

d-shellwih n + 1 electrons. Since we are dealing w ith

a single d-shell these can be obtained by exact diagonal-
ization, which gives us the eigenenergies E D of the

states j 1 aswellas the coe clentsCy; ; ; . Ifthe j i
are chosen to be elgenstatesof S, (@aswewillassume In

all that ©llows) only a small fraction of the Cy; ; ; is

di erent from zero. W e now represent the state where
the metal ion i is in the state j i by the presence of a

book keeping Femm ion’, created by e}, , , at the site i.

The spin ndex  thereby gives the di erence in z-Spin
between the state j i and the reference state j j;01i —in

principle this is redundant, but we add it so as to m ake

the analogy w ith a freeparticle H am iltonian m ore cbvi-
ous. An inportant technical point is, that In case the

j 1 are not eigenstates of S, this labelling is not possi-
ble —there m ay exist states j i which can be reached by

transferring an electron of either spin direction into the

d-shell i.

Allin all, the charge uctuation processthen can be de-
scribed by the H am iltonian

X
Hy = i esi/; i Su
i i
X X vy
+ Vs, &, , P; + H x©);
i3
5 = E n+1) Eo(n);
i. X 1.
Vj;’; = ti,’ h P‘;-/; ; J 40l
X 1.
= ti,’ SERFIFEE ©®)
Tt isunderstood that states j iwhich haveCy; ; ; = 0for

both directions of should be om itted from this Ham il-
tonian. O ne can see, that the bare’ hopping integrals tl
are muliplied by the coe cients C;; ; ; , which have a
modulus< 1. Thee ective Fem ions é_’; thus in general
have a weaker hybridization w ith the p-O roitalsthan the
originalelectrons, which w illnaturally lead to som e kind
of vorrelation narrow ing*of all bands of appreciable d-
character.
In the 1D m odel @') there is only one statewith n + 1
electrons, nam ely the state di,dj, Pi This has an energy
of U 2 ,whence ;= U . For a site i on the A
sublattice we thus identify e}, jyaci = di,d}, Pi and the
part H; becom es
X
Hy = @ ) el ey
2R
X
Ba eEiX# (pi+ Lt
i2A

jo} %;#)+H:c: (7)



plus an analogous term w hich describbes the charge uc-
tuations on the sites of the B -sublattice.

W e proceed to the next type of state which is adm ixed
by the hybridization. F irst, an electron from the m etal-
jon with n + 1 electronsm ay be transferred back to the
oxygen atom with the hole, ie. &"T1L ! d°. If the
m etal on i thereby retums to the reference state j ;;01
this process is describbed by the term H ! in ('_é) . Ifthe
m etal jon retums to an n-electron state j i other than
j 1,01 we should m odel this by a B osonic excitation bZ .
Here we w ill neglect these latter processes — this is pre—
sum ably the strongest and least justi ed approxin ation
In the present theory. It in plies for exam ple that we are
neglecting (in the case 0ofN 10 ) the couplingtod dexci-
tons and the In uence of the quantum spin  uctuations
(spIn waves) In the 3D S= 1 H eisenberg antiferrom agnet
form ed by the N im om ents.

A second type of state can be generated by 1ling the
hole In the oxygen shell j w ih an electron from a d-shell
"6 i, thatmeansd®L ! & '. This kaves the d-shell
on 1 ;n an eigenstate j i ofn 1 electrons, the net ef-
fect is the transfer of an electron between the d-shells
1 19 ie. precisely the process considered origially by

Hubbard. W e w rite
X
j i;Oj-= Cji

R

4.

s ji ®)
and m odelthe shelli’being in the ® jonization state by
the presence of a hole-lke book-keeping Fem ion, created
by hﬁi’o; , - In an analogous way as above we arrive at
the Pllow inge ective H am iltonian to describe the second
type of charge uctuation:

X
Hz = i hsi/; ; By
i
x X i v v
+ (Vj;’; pj; i hi; i + Hx);
i3
1 )
~4; = E (n ) Eon ;
i. X e
Vj;’; = (ti,’ ) h jj-i; ; ] i;Oi
X 2.
= &) Cy, ;o ©)

Since hﬁi’; creates a hole-lke particle, the presence of
term s lke h¥YpY is not unusual — these termm s describe
particle-hole correlations, not particleparticle correla-—
tions as In BC S theory.

In the 1D m odel, the only state wih n 1 electrons is
the em pty site Pi, which has the energy E = 0, whence
~ = . W e dentify, for a site 1 on the B sublattice:
hl, jraci= Piand the tem H, reads

X
H2 = hﬁji"hi"
i2B
X Y y
ta Py H )bt H= 00

i2B

plus an analogous tem describing the A sublattice.

A s already stated, the second type of charge transfer ex—
citation describes the transfer of an electron between two

d-shells via an interm ediate state with a hole in an oxy-—
gen p-shell. Ifthere are direct d-d transfer integrals, this

process can also occur In one step. The respective part

ofthe e ective Ham iltonian can be constructed in an en-—
tirely analogous fashion as the parts above — since it is

lengthy, we do not w rite it down in detail.

W e proceed to the last type of & ective particlke’ thatwe
w ill consider. If the d-shellon atom iisin an eigen state

ofn 1 electrons (which would be describbed by the lt, -
particle) it ispossible that an electron from a neighboring

p—=<hell is transferred to the d-shell, thereby leaving the

d-shelliin an eigenstate j i ofn electrons other than the

reference state j j;0i. W e will consider the tom pound

ob ct’ consisting of the xcited’ d" state j i on site 1
and a hole in a linear combhation Y, ofp-orbitalson

the nearest neighbors of i as a further e ective particle,
created by zBi’; ., -Here 2 fxy;xz;yz;:::gdenotesthe

symm etry of the linear com bination of p-orbitals, which

is such as to hybridize w ith exactly one of the &}, , on

site i. For an ideal tetrahedral cage of oxygen atom s

around each m etal ion there is exactly one com bination

y; for each . The creation and annihilation of the
z-particles can be described by the tem
X
Hs = i Z;;; 4o
i
+ (V.l;;;zi’;;;hi,.;+Hx::);
i
@) @)
s, = EU Ey i
= T hj:ly; Ji 11)

R

Here = 10Jj ; Hpps Y; ]Pi denotes the kinetic en—
ergy of the combination Y, - i can be expressed in
termm s of the integrals (p ,) and (Ep ). Alo, T =
W3;; ; Hpai 5, , 1Pi is the hybridization m atrix ele-
mentbetween Y, anddi, , and canbew ritten in term s
of pd ) and @d ).
In the 1D m odel, the only ¥excited'state on the A sub-—
Iattice is the state di,, Pi The only possble combina-
tion of p orbitals which hybridizes wih a d-orbital is
;= e WP, H ., )ywhihhas 1= g
There is therefore just one zY-lke particle on the A -
sublattice, which corresponds to site i being in the state
&}, Piand having an extra hole in the com bination

1;

The totalenergy isE = + tp whence = %, and
the corresponding H am ittonian reads
X p—- X
H3= tp  ZinZy 2tpa  (@Lhp+ Hx)  (12)
2a 2a

and, again, a corresponding term for the B -sublattice.
T his concludes the types of state which we take into ac-
count. W e are thus assum ing that the hole always is on



a nearest neighbor ofthe d” state —thism eans that we

truncate the X ondo cloud’ which is not exactly true. In

principle this approxin ation could be relaxed by includ—
Ing m ore com plex com posite particlkesbut here we do not

Include these.

In oxder for the m apping between the actual system and

the book-keeping Fermm ions’ tobe a aithfiillone, wem ust

require that the occupation of any d-site is either 0 or
1 — otherw ise, the state of the respective d-shell is not

unigque. T his In plies that the book-keeping Fem ions e,

hY and z¥ have to obey a hard-core constraint, In ex—
actly the same way as eg. the magnons In soin-wave

theory for the Heisenberg antiferrom agnet HAF). It is

well known, however, that linear spin-wave theory for

the HAF, which neglects this hard-core constraint allto—
gether and treats the m agnons as free Bosons, gives an

excellent description ofthe antiferrom agnetic phase, even

In the case of S = 1=2 and d = 2, where quantum  uc-
tuations are strong. T he reason is, that the densiy n of
m agnons/site obtained selfconsistently from linear spin

wave theory is still relatively sm all, whence the proba-—
bility that two m agnons occupy the sam e site and thus

violate the constraint is / n? 1. For the sam e reason

w e expect that relaxing the constraint in the present case

and treating the book-keeping Fem ions as free Ferm ions

willbe a very good approxin ation — its physical content

is the assum ption, that the probability of charge uctu—
ations is an all, which is certainly justi ed In a M ott—or
charge-transfer-insulator. For com pleteness we note that

there is also a certain Interference betw een the z¥ particle

and the holes on oxygen in the sense that the respective

creation and annihilation operators do not exactly anti-
comm ute. Again, we neglect this, with the jisti cation
again being the very low density of the z¥ and p¥ parti-
cles.

A dding the various tem s in the H am ittonian and the di-

rect p p hopping Hyp, we obtain a Ham iltonian which

describes the lowest order charge uctuation processes
w hile still being readily solvable by Fourier and B ogoli-
ubov transform w ith the resul:

13)

where isa band index. Q uantities of physical interest
now can be readily calculated. Let us st discuss the
electron count. W e assum e that the reference states for
the d-shellhaven electronseach. T hen, the totalnum ber
ofelctrons/unit cellisnc=n &q+ 6 Hwhereng )

denote the num ber of m etal (oxygen) atom s In the unit
cell. O n the other hand we have

1 X X

— - y
fe = 0 af N ( B 5 Prii
k; Ji
X X
\% y
+ ST T hk;i; ;okiL g
i; i;
X
Y .
Zk;i; i Zx i ;g ): 14)

Here the sum s over j and i run over the p and d-shells
In one unit cell and the equation follow s readily from
the electron/holelike character of the various e ective
Fem ions. This can be rew ritten as

1 X
ot — b

N
ki i

Ne = n

(tot; + ot ) 15)

where (.; denotesthe totalnumberofionization states
In theunit cellw hich can be reached by extracting a spin
electron from one ofthe j j;0i, and and +y; thetotal
num ber of z¥-particles in the uni cell which couple to
one ofthese onization states. Ifwe assum e that the band
structure is spin ndependent (W hich isthe case forN D)
these num bers m ust be independent of and we obtain

the follow ing requirem ent for the electron num ber:
K. x;; =N

( 61’10 + 2( tot + (16)

tot) ) :

The number of occupied bands in the system thus is
Noce = 3No+ ottt  tot. SInce the totalnum ber ofbands
produced by our form alism is3ng+ tot+ tott  tots WE
nd that the chem icalpotential 2lls exactly into the gap
between the 3ny + ot + ot bands which correspond
(in the lim i ofvanishing hybridization) to the oxygen 2p
states, the ionization states of the d-shell and the d®L—
type states on one hand and the i, bands, which cor-
respond to the a nity states of the d-shells on the other
hand. Obviously, this is the physically correct position
ofthe chem ical potential.
The quantity of m ain interest to us, the singleparticle
spectral function A (;!) can be obtained from the
eigenvectors of the H am ilton m atrix once the resolution
ofthe d-electron creation/annihilation operator isknown.
W ere it not for the presence of the z¥-lke particles, we
could w rite

i Lo ki

a7

which is easily veri ed by taking m atrix-elem ents be-
tween the right an left-hand side. H ow ever, the presence
of the z¥-lke Yarticle’ com plicates this. Due to their
‘tom pound nature’ the processes by which the electron
annihilation operator couples to a z¥-partick are rather
com plicated. For exam ple, one m ight envisage a process
in which an electron in a %! con guration on site i is
annihilated, laving the d<hell in a &' state (ie. an
elgenstate of d" other than the reference state j j;01 on
site i). Then, if sin ultaneously a hol happens to be
present In a porbial next to site i, this process would
create a z¥-lke particle on site i, lading to an opera—
tor product of the type thi ;i to describe this process.
Sim ilarly, ifa 4" state is som ehow created on a site i
(this isnot possble in the fram ew ork ofthe H am iltonian
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FIG .4: G round state energy and d-occupation as a function
ofU for = 3,t,q = 1 as obtained by exact diagonalization
ofa system w ith 6 unit cells and from the present theory. T he
trivial contrbution of has been subtracted o from the
ground state energy.

which we wrote down above — it would necessitate term s
Including the Bosonic excitations bz discussed above)
and a hole is created in a porbialnext to this site, this
would result in the creation of a z¥-lke particle on site
i. This process could be descrbbed by a product of the
type z! i bi.Dueto the fact that these processes all in—
volve products of three operators one m ight expect that
they lead predom inantly to an nooherent continuum in
the spectral function. A1l in all, we m ay thus expect
that this type of process w illnot contribute substantially
to the photoean ission Intensity for the dom inant peaks.
C learly, the problem in calculating the spectralweight is
a draw back of the theory - it should be noted, however,
that there isa very clearphysical reason forthisproblem ,
nam ely the tom pound nature’ ofthe z.ly particlesand this
should be re ected In any theoretical description.

Iv. COMPARISON W ITH EXACT
DIAGONALIZATION

O urtheory involvesa num ber of strong approxin ations
w hich need to be checked In someway. Herewe present a
com parison of results cbtained for the 1D m odel @:) and
exact diagonalization of nite clusters. Forthe 1D m odel
system sw ith 6 unit cells easily can be solved exactly on

a com puter and we use these results as a benchm ark to
check our theory. The sim plicity of the m odel actually
m akes the com parison m ore signi cant than eg. in the
case ofa realisticm odel or N 0 , because we expect only
a sn allnum ber of bands’ whence any disagreem ent w i1l
be m ore cbvious.

Before we discuss results for physical quantities ket us ad—
dressone ofthe key approxin ationsofourtheory, nam ely
the neglect of the hard-core constraint which in principle
should be obeyed by the book-keeping Fem ions. Solv—
Ing the 1D model wih = 3,U = 6 givesthe GS
expectation values hd!d;i = 0:51, thih;i = 0:004 and
hz{z;i = 0:0007. This in plies that the probability for a
violation of the constraint on any given d-site is 003,
ie. entirely negligbl. Sinply relaxing the constraint
thus is probably an excellent approxin ation.

Next, Figure :ff com pares the total energy/site and the
d-occupancy, which is a m easure or the charge-transfer
form p ! d, as obtained by exact diagonalization and
from the theory. Obviously, there is good agreem ent.
Fjgure:ﬁ show s a com parison between the single parti-
cle spectral function obtained from the theory and by
exact diagonalization of a system with 6 uni cells. To
obtain a denser m esh of k-points, spectra or a system
w ith periodic and antiperiodic boundary conditionshave
been used for the exact diagonalization part, that m eans
k= 0;5;% and have been calulated with PBC, the
ones fork = £ ;5 and 57 have been obtained with ABC .
A Ihough there is no rigorous proof for this, experience
show s that com bining spectra wih PBC and ABC gives
quite ‘wn ooth’ dispersion relations —as can also be seen
In the present case. In order to suppress the Luttinger—
liquid behaviour expected for 1D system s, a staggered
magnetic eld of 0dfy was applied. T he agreem ent be-
tween theory and exact diagonalization then is obviously
quite good. T he dispersion and spectral character of the
m ain bands’ in the num erical spectra is reproduced quite
well. Them ain di erence concems the very strong dam p—
ing of the lower Hubbard band at E 4%q, which ac-
tually form s broad continuum rather than a wellkde ned
band in the num erical spectra. M oreover, the upper H ub—
bard band at E 4%q has some ' ne structure’ in the
num erical spectra, which is not reproduced by the the-
ory. On the other hand, our theory does not include
any dam ping m echanisn such as the coupling to spin
excitations, so one cannot expect i to reproduce such
details. Another slight discrepancy concems the band-
w idth of the oxygen band at E 0, which is som ew hat
underestin ated by theory. Apart from that and a few
JIow -Intensity peaks in the num erical spectra, however,
there is a rather obvious one-to-one correspondence be-
tween the bands in the theoretical spectra and the exact
ones. Next, we consider the spectra for a nonvanishing
PP hopping, tp = 1, see FJguJ:e-_éS Again, there is
good agreem ent between theory and num erics, w ith the
m ain discrepancy being again the dam ping ofthe satellite
and the ne structure ofthe upper Hubbard band. Still,
there is a clear one-to-one correspondence between the-
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FIG.5: Singlk particle spectral functions AC ) k;!) and

A %) k;!) obtained by the present theory and by exact diag—
onalization of a system with 6 unit cells. T he wave vector k
increases from the lowem ost to the uppem ost panelin steps
of -, to that end the gure combines spectra cbtained w ith
periodic and antiperiodic boundary conditions. T he part to
the left (right) of the vertical dashed line shows A ¢ ' ;!)
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ory and exact spectra. An interesting check is provided
by nverting the sign of t,p. One m ight expect at st
sight that the only e ect isto Invert the dispersion ofthe
plke band. Inspection of the Ham iltonian (_1-2_5) show s,
how ever, that inverting the sign oft,, alsoa ectstheen-
ergy of the z¥-particle, and hence should lead to a shift
ofthe corresponding band. T he actual spectra in Figure
:_ then show , that this is lndeed the case in the num erical
spectra. T he z-lke band is shifted to higher energies by
very nearly the am ount of 2,4 expected from theory, so
that the lowest hole-addiion states now belong to the
plke band. T he fact that the inversion ofthe sign oft,,
has precisely the e ect predicted by theory is a strong
Indication, that this is indeed the correct interpretation
ofthe low energy peaks in the spectra.

Theory Exact
_11 tpp__l’ U:6! A=3 d-like
p-like -+

Spectral weight
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FIG. 6: Same as gure (:‘_3:) but with di erent param eter

values.

V. THE BAND STRUCTURE OF N IO

Sum m arizing the resuls of the preceeding section we
m ay say that the theory reproducesthe num erical spectra
and the trends under a change of param eters rem arkably
well, an Indication that despite its sim plicity the the-
ory really captures the essential physics of the two-band
model. This is encouraging to apply it to a realm ate—
rial, NI . In applying the above procedure to N we

rst perform ed a standard LDA band structure calcula-
tion in the fram ework of the LM T O -m ethod 6] for N 0
(thereby assum ing a param agnetic ground state) and ob—
tained the LCAO param etersby a t. For sin plicity no
overlhp integrals were taken Into account. A com parison
between the LDA band structure and the LCAO t is
shown in Figure @ (the LDA result is essentially identi-
calto that of Ref.p1)), the hybridization integrals and
site energies obtained by the taregiven in Tab]e.-I We
have also cbtained LCAO param eters for an antiferro—
m agnetic LSDA band structure, and those param eters
which can be com pared (such as the hybridization inte—
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LCAO t.TheFem ienergy is taken to be zero.
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grals) donotdi ersigni cantly. A 1llin allthisprocedure
gives quite reliable estin ates for the values of the various
hopping integrals. The LDA bandstructure broadly can
be divided into two com plexes of bands: the lower one
at energies between 8eV and 3&V has alm ost pure
oxygen p-character. In other words, a hole in this bands
would m ove alm ost exclusively on the oxygen sublattice
and have only a very am allprobability to be on a Niion.
O nem ay thus expect, that these states persist essentially
unchanged in the the correlated ground state. N ext, the
complexbetween 3eV and + 1€V hasalm ost exclusively
N i 3d character. The LDA band structure thus would
seam to suggest, that there are states, where a holk is
moving essentially from one N1i site to another, which
have a less negative binding energy —ie. which are closer
to the Fem ienergy —than the states where the holk is
m oving In the oxygen sublattice. C learly, in view ofthe
value of the charge transfer energy > 0, which is con-
sistently suggested by a variety ofm ethods, 111, 2], this
isa quite w rong picture ofthe electronic structure. N ext,
we consider the R acah param etersB and C . Thesedi er
only slightly from their values for free ions and we took
the values from Fujm oriand M inam it_l}'] B = 0127eV,
C = 0601ev ord® and B = 0:138eV,C = 0:676 &V
or d°. In general, these param eters are screened by co—
valency between d-otbitals and ligandsp7] but for sin -
plicity we keep the bare’ values.
T his leavesusw ith tw o param eters, which require a spe-
cial treatm ent, nam ely the Racah param eter A, which is
sub Ect to substantial solid-state screening, and the dif-
ference of site energies between the N i 3d-level and the
oxygen 2p—level. TheR acah param eterA is related to the
Coulomb energy U, which can be obtained from bure d-
quantJtJes’ac::c:orr:hngtoU—ES+1+E6l ' 2E}.Here
we used the values U = 8:7¢V and = 15eV. Sin-—
ilar values for U have been obatined by Fujm ori and
M inam 1[11 from a cluster t of the valence band pho—
toeanm ission spectrum , by van Elp et aLl_lg ] from a clus—
ter tto the X —xray absorption spectrum and by N om an
and Freem an EJ;] from density functionalcalculations. T he
valie of is som ewhat an all com pared to others, which
are around 2:5€V .

Then, the problem of a single d-shell was solved by ex—

NiO O0-0 NiNi
(ss ) - 0.023 -
(sp )| - - - 2s = 10
e ) - 0.665 -
e ) - 0.104 - 2p = 48
(sd )|[-0.720 - -
(ed )|-1310 - - 3d 143
(ed )| 0382 - -
dd ) - - 0201

TABLE I: Hybridization integrals and site-energies (in €V)
obtained by a LCAO tto theparam agnetic LD A band struc—
ture ofN O .
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FIG.9: Singlk particke spectral densities (see ﬁ) for a def-
inition) for antiferrom agentic N0 obtained by-the present
theory. The m om enta are along the (100) direction, the top
of the valence band is the zero of energy. -—functions are re—
placed by Lorentzians of width 0:075eV , the d-lke spectral
density ism uliplied by a factor of 4.

act diagonalization in the 7, 8 and 9-electron subspaces.
Them axinum din ension ofthe H ibert spacewas 120 for
n = 7. A nonvanishing CEF param eter 10D g= 0:05eV
was applied in order to stabilize the correct ;&) *A g
ground state for d® i 0,-symm etry. To account for the
antiferrom agnetic nature ofthe G S 0of N 10 , we chose the
reference state j j;01 to be the S, = 1 meanber of the
A,y multplket on the N isites of one sublattice, and the
S, = 1 m em beron the otherone. Since we neglect spin—
orbi coupling the direction of the spin quantization axis
isarbitrary and hasno In uence on the spectral function.
T he kinetic energies of the t,y and e;-lke com binations
of prorbitals, which enter the energy of the z-like parti-
cksare v,, = Pp ) fp land ., = PP ) @Ep ), the
reqaecgye hybridization integrals are Ty,, = 2(d ) and
Te, = 3f(d ).Allinall, therank ofthee ectiveHam it
ton m atrix to be diagonalized was 250 ie. quite m od—
erate. To Inprove the agreem ent w ith experim ent, the
follow ing m inor adjistm ents of param eters were m ade:
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FIG .10: Com parison between the experin entalpeak disper-
sions detem ined by ARPES in non-nom al em ission (taken
from Figure 12 of Ref. R2]) and the position of Signi cant
peaks’ in the theroretical spectra. T he labels on the bands’
indicate a possble correspondence between experin ent and
theory.

thep p hybridization integralswere reduced by a factor
0f0:8,and thed p hybridization integralswere increased
by a factorofl:.

T he full single particle spectral functions ocbtained along
the (100) direction for antiferrom agnetic NiO then is
shown in Figure . Tt di ers quite signi cantly from the
what one would expect on the basis of the LDA band
structure (see Fjgure@)) but instead shows the same
overall structure as In the 1D m odel, com pare Fjgure:_z.
A swasthe case for the 1D m odelone can broadly speak—
ing distinguish four com plexesofbands. Atbinding ener-
gies < 8eV , there is a broad continuum ofbands w ith
strong d-weight. A nalysis of the wave functions show s,
that the respective stateshave m ainly) hY (ie.: d7) char-
acter, w ith som e adm xture of z¥ (ie.: &L) and (less)
adm ixture of O 2p character. C karly these bands should
be identi ed w ith the satellite’ in the experim entalN 10



spectra. By analogy w ith the 1D m odelwe m ay expect
that these high energy states undergo substantialbroad—
ening as is ndeed seen In experim ent. In Fjgure:gli the
satellite by and large disperses upw ards as one goes aw ay
from —Shen at al.:_@_i] interpreted their data as show—
ing a downw ard dispersion of the satellite. O n the other
hand this feature is rather broad and com posed ofm any
Subpeaks’ so that it m ay be di cult to m ake really con—
clusive statem ents about the dispersion of the spectral
weight w ithout a full calculation of the spectral weight,
including the Yradiation characteristics’ of the individual
d-orbitals, nalstatese ectsetc.
Next, there is a group of strongly dispersive bands of
predom inant O 2p character, which closely resem bles the
JIower com plex of bands in the LDA calculation, see F ig-
ure g In view of their alm ost pure oxygen character it
is no surprise that these bands are hardly in uenced by
whatever happens on the N i sites. Next com es a group
of practically dispersionless bandswhich form the top of
the valence band. They havem ainly z¥ (ie.: L) char
acter w ith som e adm ixture ofhY (ie.: d’). D ue to their
strong z¥-character these bands probably are In  uenced
m ost strongly by ourapproxin ation to om it any termm s in-—
volving z¥Y-operators in the spectralw eight operator z_l-j) .
W em ay expect that taking the proocessesdiscussed there
w illprobably enhance the weight of these states and also
add som e m ore p-like weight to these peaks.
T he topm ost peak is rather intense and actually com —
posed of several subpeaks’ — i is In fact the only feature
In this energy range which shows signi cant dispersion.
Below thisbroad peak, there are severalbandsw ith lower
Intensity and practically no dispersion —all ofthis exactly
asseen in the ARPES experin ent by Shen etaLf_Z-Z_i]. Fig-
ure :_LC_S show s a m ore detailed com parison of the disper-
sion of signi cant peaks’ In the photoem ission part of
the theoretical spectra w ith the experin ental peak dis—
persions as reported by Shen et al.. It can be seen, that
the agream ent is quite good. A Iong both (100) and (110)
the m ain discrepancy is the position ofbands C and D
(orD ; along (110)) which are som ew hat higher in energy
In the theory - still, the discrepancy is only a fraction of
an eV . In view ofthe fact that we have used the sin ple—
m ost set ofparam eters this is quite good agreem ent. T he
band portion E a which is unusual due to its downward
curvature has actually been cbserved by Shen at al In
nom alem ission (see Figure 6 ofRef. @-%']) . ThepartEDb
seam s to correspond to the experin entalband E  itself —
it has rather low spectralweight form om enta close to
F inally, F igure L1 gives the dispersion ofthe Sub-bands’
of the broad structure A at the valence band edge. This
ne structure has not yet been resolved experim entally

as yet —however, Shen et al. found evidence for at least
three subpeaks’ and also for a quite substantial disper-
sion, although thism ade itself felt only as a digpersion of
the Iine shape of the broad peak. Looking at Figures 9
and 10 ofRef. t_Zé] it would appearthat along (100) there
is an overall Upward’ dispersion of the topm ost peak A
as one m oves from ! X wih two localm axin a of the
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FIG. 1l: Fine structure of the broad peak which form s
the top of the valence band structure in antiferrom agnetic
N 10 . The sym bols give the positions of peaks w ith apprecia—
ble weight.

upper edge of A just affer und just before X w ih the
whole band com plex being m ost narrow approxin ately

halfway between and X . It can be seen already from

Figure :_l-C_i that this dispersion of the peak-shape of A is

reproduced quite well by theory. Sim ilarly, along (110)

the brod band com plex seem sto have itsm Inim um w idth

halfway between and X . At least these qualitative re—
sults are quite consistent w ith the dispersion in Figure

1. Clearly a more detailed study of the ne structure
of feature A would provide an interesting check of the

present and other theories for the band structure ofN O .

Another stringent check for theory would be to unravel
the orbital character of the individual at bands such as
C and D by studying their intensity asa function ofpho—
ton polarization and energy.

Finally, we mention the upper Hubbard band, wih

the corresponding nal states having predom nantly &€—
character. T he lnsulating gap hasa m agniude of4:3eV,

which is consistent w ith experin entt_j]. Figure :_iZ_i show s

the angle integrated (ie.: k-integrated) photoem ission

and inverse photoem ission spectrum . By and large there

is reasonable agreem ent w ith experim ent. T he fact that

theory puts the dispersionlessbandsC and D too closeto

the top ofthe valence bands leads to a too weak shoulder
on the negative binding energy side ofthe hm ain peak’ at

the top of the valence bands.

VI. CONCLUSION

In sum m ary, we have presented a theory for the single
particle-excitations of charge transfer insulators. T he ba—
sic idea is to interpret the charge uctuations out ofthe
purely Jonic con guration as & ective Ferm ions’ and de—
rive and solve an e ective H am iltonian for these. This is
the sam e physical idea w hich isunderlying both the H ub—
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FIG .12: M omentum integrated spectral weight for antifer—

rom agnetic N O . To sin ulate a photoem isison spectrum the
Lorentzian broadening has been taken energy dependent ac—
cordingto = 0#4eV + (! 1lev) 0:1.

bard Tapproxin ation and the cluster perturbation theory
and, as dem onstrated above, when applied to a realis—
tic m odel of a charge-transfer Insulator these m ethods,
which so far have been restricted to m ore h odeltype’
system s, give Indeed quite satisfactory agreem ent w ith
experim ent. The key approxin ation, nam ely to treat
the H ubbard-lke operators describing the charge uctu-—
ations as free Ferm ions thereby iswell Justi ed, because
ofthe low density ofthess e ective Fem ions, which ren—
ders their (strong) interaction largely irrelevant. A sys—
tem atical way to relax this approxim ation would be the
T -m atrix approach, as dem onstrated by K otov et alt_2-§§].
Tt should be noted that the calculation is com putationally
no m ore dem anding than a conventionalband structure
calculation and can be autom ated’ aln ost com pletely.
T he weakest link in the chain thereby is the necessiy to
perform an LCAO - ttoan LDA band structure.

One in portant conceptual problem is the necessity to
break the symm etry which origmhates from the degen—
eracy of the ground state multiplet of a single transi-
tion m etalion and choose the Yeference states’ j ;01 by
hand’. H owever, one m ight as well consider choosing an
ansatz or these reference statgs which takes the form of
a linear com bination j j0i= ;i J i, where the sum
extends over the G S m ultiplet, and determ ne the coe -
cients ; from the requirem ent ofm inin um totalenergy.
In thisway spin and orbital ordering could be studied n
much the sam e way as lattice param eters are optin ized
In conventional LDA calculations and since all ‘ingredi-
ents’ for the G oodenough-K anam ori ru]eség] are taken
nto acocount, this may be a quite prom ising m ethod.
Since spin-orbit coupling also can be trivially included
In the exact diagonalization of the isolated d-shells one
m ight even hope to addressm agnetic anisotropies and/or
anisotropic exchange interactions. A procedure for the
In provem ent of CPT calculations on m odel H am ilttoni-
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ans which is s:m ilar In spirit has been proposed by P ot~
tho etaly [30

Onem aprdrawback of the theory clearly is the approx—
In ate nature of the calculation of the spectral weight.
Tt should be noted, however, that there is a very clear
physical reason for this problem , nam ely the tom pound
nature’ of the ZR S-lke states which form the top of the
valence band. Ifthe present interpretation ofthese states
is the correct one, basically any theory w ill face sim ilar
problem s. One possbl way out would be to derive a
version of the orighal CPT which can work wih site—
sharing clusters.

F inally, we would like to discuss the relationship between
our theory and previous workers in the eld. M anghiet
al31] and Takahashi and Igarashi3d] have calulated
the quasiparticke band structure of N O m ore along the
lines of conventionalm any-body theory. Staﬁ:ng from a
param agnetic LDA band structure Ref. BL]) or an an-—
tiferrom agnetic H artreeFock band structure Ref. {33])
these authors added a selfenergy constructed w ithin the
Jocalapproxin ation to threebody scattering theory. T he
obtained band structures show the sam e Yarge scale fea-
tures’ as the one ocbtained here, but there are also signif-
icant di erences, particularly so near the top of the va-
Jence band. M ore detailed com parison w ith experin ent
Seam s necessary to discuss the m erits of the various the—
ories.

Next, there is a clear analogy betw een the present | theory
and the cluster m ethod of Fujm oriand M inam 1[L]: and
va Elp at al.lld]. W ith the exception of d°L? states in
the photoenm issions spectrum the present theory em ploys
the sam e type of basis states as the cluster calculations.
The only di erence is, that we designate one of the de-
generate ground states of d”° as a Vvacuum state’ and
Interpret the other states as Yeviations’ from this vac—
uum state. Those deviations which carry the quantum
number of an electron then are considered as e ective
free Fermm ions. A s discussed above, the low densiy of
these e ective Fem ions probably m ake this a very good
approxin ation.

T here is also an obvious relationship between the present
theory and the work of Unger and Fu]de{_gg']. Us-
Ing the profction technique developed by Becker and
Fulde {_54_'] these authors constructed an equation ofm o—
tion for singleparticle spectral functions of the CuO,
plane, which is very sim ilar to the ones which would be
obtained from oure ective Ham iltonians. _

Fially we address the work of Bala et aLﬁ_Z(_)I], which is
very sim ilar in spirit to the present theory. These au-—
thors derived a X ondo-H eisenberg’-lke m odel operating
in the subspace of L type states by elin inating — via
canconical transform ation - the charge uctuations be—
tween states of the type CA,;d®)L and states of the
type d’ (their theory was concemed w ith the m otion of
a single hole n an O 2p orbital). A ccordingly, their the—
ory produced (in addition to the freeelectron-lke O 2p
bands) two weakly dispersive bands — one for each of
the ' avours’ ¢ and ty whereby the avour stands for



the sym m etry of the linear com bination of O 2p orbitals
around a given N i site. Thercby Bal at al actually
went one step beyond the present theory by taking into
acoount the coupling of O 2p-like holes to the antiferro—
m agneticm agnons —w hich is om itted in the present the-
ory. In the present theory, no canonicaltransform ation is
perform ed, so that also the high energy features (satellite
and upper H ubbard band) are reproduced. M oreover, we
also take the excited m ultiplets of &® and their covalent
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m ixing with the d’ muliplets into account, whence we
obtain a larger num ber of ZR S-lke bands — consistent
w ith experim ent. E xperin entally the im pact of the cou—
pling to m agnons which is ignored In the present theory
but treated accurately in the work of Bala at a. could
be studied only by considering the ' ne structure’ of the
broad peak at the valence band top. These states seam
to have an appreciable dispersion which m ight orm ight
notbe n uenced by the coupling to m agnons.
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