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A bstract. { Thearound-the-m ean- eld version ofthe LD A + U m ethod is applied to Investigate
electron correlation e ectsin -Pu. tyildsanon-m agnetic ground stateof  Pu, and provides
a good agreem ent w ith experim entalequilbrium volum e, bulk m odulus and explains im portant
features of the photoelectron spectra.

P lutoniim is probably the m ost intricate elem ent from the point of view of condensed
m atter physics. It exhibits six allotropic m odi cations at am bient pressure, som e of them
of very low symm etry (m onoclinic), and there is little doubt that the anom alous behaviour
is related to the 5f elctronic states, being at the borderline between the localized, non—
bonding, behaviour and the bonding situation of electronic bands. O ne can preconceive that
at the crossover regin €, several states w ith very di erent degree of 5f delocalization can be
nearly degenerated in energy.

The m ost thoroughly studied phases are Pu (m onoclinic) and Pu (fxc). The latter
is stable between 592 and 724 K, but can be stabilized down to T = 0 K by various dopants.
T his phase has the largest volum e by 20% higher than Pu) (broverview see Ref. :@:] and
references therein).

T he atom ic volum e is an im portant indicator of the situation of the 5f-electronic states.
W ithdraw ing ofthe 5f states from thebonding and con ning them in the ionic core kadsto a
signi cant volum e expansion. O n the plot of atom ic volum es ofelem ents, Pu ( ) representsa
continuation of light actinides, w ith the decreasing branch resem bling the parabolic behavior
oftransition m etals. O n the other hand, heavy actinides, startingw ith Am (Z = 95), display
higher volum e, follow Ing a weakly decreasing volum e of lanthanides, characterized by non—
bonding 4f states. Pu, being halfway between the volime of Pu and Am , represents
therefore generally the cross-over regin €, w here electron-electron correlationsplay a prom inent
rolk.

Ab-initio electron energy calculations based on the D ensity FunctionalTheory OFT) iIn
the LocalD ensity (LDA) or G eneralized G radient (GGA ) approxin ations account generally
well for basic properties ofm etallic system s. N um erous variants of this successfiil paradigm a
w ere applied to Pu phases. T hem ost conspicuous failire isthecaseof  Pu calculationswhich
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neviably lead to m agnetic ordering. T he fact that the lattice expansion due to m agnetism
yields approxin ately correct value of the volum e, and intrasingence ofm agnetic order w ithin
the DFT theory both within the LDA and GGA approxin ations, led to speculations about
m agnetic ordering of  Pu. But it contradicts experim ental ndings (m agnetic susceptibility
has a character of weak Pauli param agnet ], param agnetic state is also evidenced by 2’A 1
NM R E_'q’], ®GaNMR Eﬂ] and neutron scattering r_E]) . Shhee its  rst occurrence -'_IB], new clain s
of m agnetic Pu keep 1lling resecarch pumals; there is already a debate about the detailed
type of order, and recently even other P u phases were assum ed asm agnetic t_“Z]. O ne com m on
feature of light actinides is that orbital m om ents, appearing due to the strong spin-orbit
Interaction In the case of soin polarization, are ordented antiparallel to spin m om ents. LDA
orGGA calculationsof Pu (wih approxin ately ve 5f electrons) lead to the soin m om ent
larger than orbitalm om ent @which is opposite to what the Hund’s nules assum e for the 5£°
Jonic state), but the existence of "exact" accidental com plete cancellation can be doubted.
T he system atic cancellation appears only or the 5£° con guration of Am (ooth or the LS
and jj coupling).

Pu m agnetisn as an undesirable artefact tends to appear also in other approaches, lke
the m ixed-schem em odel, based on m nim ization ofenergy for the localized 5f% con guration,
while the rem aining 5f electrons form a band ig], while the D ynam icalM ean Field T heory
OM FT) deduces that m agnetic order isw ashed out by dynam ical uctuationsofm om ents:_[b]
A s yet, the challenging question and the realproblem ofPu rem ains, which iswhy is there no
m agnetiamn in the -Pu phase?

Here, we address this problem m aking use ofa wellknown L (S)DA + U m ethod. G enerally,
the LDA + U calculations account for the on-site correlationsbetw een the £ electrons in am ore
realistic way than the LSDA . First applied to  Pu by Bouchet et al. {10], they also Jead to
a m agnetic solution, sim ilar to that reported by Savrasov and K otliar I_l-]_;] In a contrary
to f_l-(_i,:_i]_:], we apply to  Pu a di erent version of the LDA+ U method which is based on
the orighal LDA + U totalenergy fiinctional ofRef. [_1-gi] W e show that when the LDA+ U of
Ref. f_l-g'] is reform ulated in a soin and orbial rotationally invariant form , it yields a basically
non-m agnetic Puwih S ! OandL ! O.

T he correlated band theory L (S)DA + U m ethod consists of the local spin-density approx—
Ination (LSDA) augm ented by a correcting energy of a m ultiband Hubbard type E. and a
\doub le-counting" subtraction tem E 4. w hich accounts approxin ately foran electron-electron
interaction energy already included in LSDA . It iswellknown that the form of \Coulomb-U "
correction to the LDA isnot uniquely de ned :_[l_‘B]. Them ost comm only used is the version of
LDA+U totalenergy functionalin a so-called \fully localized" lin it FLL) {1,141, in which
the double-counting term E 4. is taken to satisfy an atom icdke lim it ofthe LD A totalenergy.

Another and historically the st LDA+ U functional is often called as an \around-m ean—

ed" AMF) lin it ofthe LDA+U .In thisAM F-LDA+U I it[12;1b] the interaction energy
takes the form
1 X h i
BLT =5 NP SVES A EYIVE R SVIES s FUAFE S NP @)
17 27 37 4
where V©®° isan e ective on-site \Coulom b-U " interaction, the com bined spin-orbital index
= (@ ) iscomposed from the angularm and soin lndex , and
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where n |; , is the on-site f-occupation m atrix in the spin-orbital space which has to be
de ned w ith respect to the chosen localized orbitalbasis set, and n is an average spin-orbital
occupation. T he double-counting correction is set equalto zero, EM ¥ = 0.

W e note that the essential feature of the Eq. {-;') is the presence of spin-o -diagonal
elem ents of the on-site occupation matrixn , , np, ;m, , Which are in general non—zero
iIn the presence of the spin-orbit coupling (SOC).

A sitwasshown recently in Ref. [_Ii], theAM F-LDA+ U form ulation ism ost appropriate for
m etallic phases in which the Coulomb-U iscom parableto thebandw ith W . O n the otherhand,
the FLL-LDA+ U m odelism ore suiable for insulators, w ith Coulomb-U much largerthan W .
Herewehaveextended theAM F-LDA + U forthe generalgoin and orbitalrotationally invariant
case Including the SO C, and in plem ented it in the full potential linearized augm ented plane
wave FP-LAPW ) basis in a way sin flar to a previous relatwistic FLL-LDA+U FP-LAPW
in plem entation [_1§']

W e calculated the electronic and m agnetic structure of -Pu using three di erent ap-
proaches: (i) LSDA, (i) FLL-LDA+U, and (ii)) AMF-LDA+U. In all these calculations,
we assum ed a tetragonal unit cell wih two Pu atom s in order to accom m odate the anti-
ferrom agnetic AFM ) order, as i iswellknown that both the LSDA {I4]and GGA (8] yied
the AFM as the ground state ofPu.

Table I { Grund state spin M 5, orbitalM 1, and totalM y = M s + M magneticmoments (in 5 )
in -Pu caloulated for antiferrom agnetic con guration at the experim ental lattice param eter a = 8.760
aa. using the LSDA , FLL—, and AMF-LSDA+U (U = 4 &V) models. A lso given are the equilibriuim
volum e Veq (in (@1.)%) and buk m odulus B . W e note that at the equiliorium the AFM -L.SDA is lower
in the total energy than non-m agnetic T.DA by 12 2 m Ry/atom

M odel M s ML M 5 Veq B (kbar)
LSDA 4 357 2.020 2337 1368 761
FLL LSDA+U 3272 3.802 0530 1879 675
AMF LSDA+U 0 0 0 1815 314
E xperin ent N /A N /A 0 168 299

The spin M 5, orbitalM ; and totalM ; m agneticm om ents on Pu atom calculated within
the LSDA (see Tablk I) are In a very good agreem ent w ith previous LSDA calculations l_l-]‘]
Starting from the LSDA calculated charge and spin densities and on-site spin and orbital
occupations, we perform ed the LDA+U calculations. W e choose U = 4 &V and exchange
Interaction J = 0.7 &V In the range of comm only acoepted valies for Pu i_l-;'] The FLL-
LDA+U modelyilds a substantial (@pprox. 1 3 ) reduction ofM g and an Increase of M 1, j
by approxim ately 2 p, resulting in a substantial reduction ofthe M ;j (see Tabl I), whilke
keeping non—zero localm agneticm om ent on P u atom [_ffi] TheCoulomb-U hasa stronge ect
on both the spin and orbitalpolarization, but it changesvery little the total f -state occupation
ng { from approxin ately 5.06 In LSDA to 4.95 In FLL-LDA+ U .W ith the increase ofU from
4eV to5ev,theM g Increased to 342 y and M ; decreased to 3:97 3, yielding a slight
Increase of M ;jto 055 p and a decrease ofne to 4.93. Thus, in goite ofmaprdi erencesin
the values oftheM 5, M ,, and M 5, both the LSDA and FLL-LDA+ U calculations describe

Pu asa 5f state.

N ext, we tum to the salient aspect ofour investigation, the AM F-LDA+U (U = 4¢&V,Jd =
0.7 €V) calculations. Starting from strongly spin-polarized LSDA charge and soin densities
and 5f manifold spin and orbital occupations and w ithout any constraint, the calculations
converged to the alm ost zero m agnetic m om ent w ith rem aining M 5 and M 1 jless than 0.01

B - W e also perform ed the calculations starting from a di erent FLL-LDA + U ground state
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Fig.1l { Spin M 5, orbialM 1, and totalM ; m agnetic m om ents dependence on the Coulomb-U as
calculated n AM F-LDA + U m odel for the experin ental lattice param eter a = 8.760 au.

Fig.2 { Totalenergy as a function of the volum e perPu atom calculated within the AM F-LSDA+U
U= 4,0= 07 ¢€V) and LSDA in the antiferrom agnetic m odel.

and obtained essentially the sam e resuls. W e conclide that the AM F-LDA+U yilds fin—
dam entally non-m agnetic -Pu, in accordance w ith experin ental ocbservations. Im portantly,
the 5f occupation n¢ is increased substantially from ne 5in LSDA and FLL-LDA+U to
ng = 544 (see Tabl I) m eaning that there is a substantialdeviation from the 5f° jonic state.

T he dependence of the spin M 5, obitalM 1, and totalM 5 calculated within the AM F—
LDA+U on the value ofCoulomb-U isshown in Fig. 1. ForanallvaliesofU ( J), Pu is
m agnetic w ith sizeable M 5 and M ;; m om ents that aln ost cancel each other. A s the U value
is ncreased to 15 €V, the bcalmoments M 5 and M ;, disappear and -Pu is non-m agnetic
for realistic values of the Coulomb-U (from 3 to 5 €V). It is interesting to note that n¢ also
dependson U and it increases from ng=51 U=05€&V) toneg=55 U=5&V).

T he total energy dependence on the volum e per Pu atom calculated w ithin the AM F—
IDA+U (U = 4 ¢&V) isshown In Fig. 2 and com pared w ith the resuls of the AFM LSDA
calculations. F irst, wem ention that the AFM LSDA yields the equilbbrium volum e Veq 136.8
@ul)d per Pu and buk mogiu]us B = 761 kbar (see Tablk I), n a good agreem ent w ith
the LM TO results of Ref. LL]‘] The LSDA Veq is close to Pu value 134 (a.u.)3 which
is approxin ately by 20 $ sm aller than the experin ental volum e 168 (@ u.)> of -Pu, while
the buk m odulus is aln ost tw ice bigger than its experin entalvalue 299 kbar [_29'] Asitwas
already shown in [_1(_5,:_1-]_1'], the FLL-LDA+ U m odelgives the Vo4 close to the experim ental Pu
volum e and it slightly lowersthe bulk m odulus (see Table I) .F hally, the AM F-LDA+ U yields
Veqg = 1815eV andB = 314 kbar (see Table Iand Fig. 1) which are in a very good agreem ent
w ith experim ental data. A s yet, the Coulomb-U is treated as an adjustable param eter and
Veq can be  tted further to the experin ent by a slight decrease ofU . H ow ever, it is clear that
the conventionalvaluie U = 4 &V works already quite well. Thus, the AM F-LDA+ U is shown
to give the best agreem ent w ith experim ent both for m agnetic and structural properties of
the -Pu.

In Fig. 3(@) we show the total (TDO S, per unit cell) and f-states pro gcted densities of
states (D O S) resulting from the Pubuk AMF-ILDA+U calulations. In oxder to clarify the
character of the 5f m anifold resulting from the AM F-LDA+U calculations, it is convenient
to ook at the , = mi1+ mg fDOS shown In Fig. 3(), as the z profgction of the total
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Fig.3 {a) Total(TDO S) and fprofcted (DO S)DO S astheresultsof AM F-LSDA+U=4¢&V calcula-
tions forthebuk -Pu;b) Puj resolved fDOS from AM F—}.I_)_Aj—U calculations; c) experin ental

UPS spectra for Pu mulilayers and the buk taken from Ref. @@,22_]; d) IML,3M L, and 5M L total
DO S calculated for freestanding Pu m ultilayers m aking use of AM F-LDA+ U m odel.

mom ent j, is the only rem aining quantum num ber In the presence of the SO C and m agnetic
polarization. It shows six lled j = 5=2 f-states and the j = 7=2 f-states that are split
away by approxin ately 4 5 &V .Asthe LDA+U model is not based on any kind of atom ic
coupling schem e (LS or jj) it ratherdeterm inesthe set ofsingle-particle orbialsthatm inin ize
variationally the totalenergy. The LDA+ U resul can be interpreted as yielding the ground-
state con guration that corresponds to the jj-coupled Slater determ inant form ed of six j =
5=2 orbitals. Further, taking into account the nie ( 2 &V) width of the f-band and the
occupation ng = 5.44,we can Interpret the calculated ground state as a partially Jocalized £°

m anifold hybridized w ith a broad valence band (see Fig. 3 (@)).

An In portant criterion for assesam ent of results of electronic structure calculations is given
by electron spectroscopies. A though som e techniques, as B IS, have not been applied on Pu
yet, there exists high-resolution U fraviolet P hotoelectron Spectroscopy (UP S) data, m apping
the electronic structure down to about 10 €V below Er t_2-1:,:_2-§ {:_2-5], w hile X -ray photoelectron
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spectroscopy 1_2-1:,2-_‘,23] gives inform ation on the screening of a desp core-hole by conduction
electrons.

Valenceband spectra of  Pu and handfilofotherP u-based system s studied so farexhibit
nvariably three narrow features, oneatEr or n isclose vicinity, the othertwo at 0.5 and 0.85
eV below Er,which are called A, B, and C, respectively. Som e system s exhibit also another,
broader, ssparate feature D, the energy of which varies between com pounds, and which is
not noticeable for Pu. It was argued li_i] that the intensity ofD re ects the degree of 5f
Jocalization. For exam ple, the peaks A € are absent in the 5f localized com pound PuSb Q-é],
and allthe 5f spectral intensity is concentrated in the broad peak D .

Valenceband photoelectron spectra re ect to som e extent the density of occupied states
In the ground state OO S).A com parison w ith the bulk experim entalUP S f_Z-]_J',:_Z-Z_I] (see Fig.
3(c)) show sthat LDA + U placesthe 5f m anifold approxin ately 0.9 €V below the Ferm ienergy
Er) In accordance w ith the experin entalC peak position, while it does not resolve correctly
the experin ental features A and B at the Er edge.

A sdiscussed n Ref. f_ZZj], the sharp featuresA € arenot speci ¢ for ndividual com pounds,
but they appear at Invariable energies over a class of diverse Pu system s. It is therefore
In plausble that they could be related to any ground-state one electron states. D ism issing
the peaks A-C from the com parison, as we assum e them either to be due to the nalstate
e ects, which could be reconciled w ith the 52 nalstatem ultiplet :_[-2_:7], or due to a general
m any body phenom enon (@nalogy ofa Kondo e ect) -'_[5_8]), we are left at a di cul siuation,
as no other welkde ned feature is seen in the UPS spectra. But for ultrathin layers, with
thickness varying down to about one m onolayer (see Fig. 3(c)), a broad, but well de ned
peak D, centered at 1.6 €V binding energy, concentrates m ost of the 5f spectral intensity,
w hereas the peaks A € (still at their energies) becom e barely noticeable.

T herefore we undertook analogous AM F-LDA+ U calculations for freestanding Pu shbs

(W here the num ber of Pu-layers varies from 1 to 5) wih the lattice param eter identical to

thatof Pu.Fortheonemonolayer (IM L) (seeFig. 3(d)), the 5f states form a very narrow

band at 1.5 &V, which is In an excellent agreem ent w ith the position of the D peak (cf. Fig

3()). An intem ediate situation, Pu trilayer (3M L), dem onstrates that Increasing thickness
Jeads to the band broadening, but also to a shift towardsEr . W ith a further increase of the

Pu slab thicknessup to vem onolayers (5M L), the band broadening continues and the DO S
becom es very sin ilar to the buk (cf. Fig. 3(@@)). This broader 5f band is in fact underlying

the peak C, which explains why it is not observed. M oreover, the fact that in all four cases
buk, 1, 3, and 5 m onolayers) the non-m agnetic state (L = 0; S = 0) persists, con m s the
robustness of this solution.

Tt is also to m ention that both LSDA and FLL-LDA + U m agnetic solutions yield theDO S
w hich does not correspond to the experim entalUP S spectra shown n Fig. 3(c). In the LSDA
case, the 5f-band has a very sharp peak structure in the region from 12 &V to 05 &V
around Efr . Forthe FLL-LDA + U, the 5f-band becom es localized w ith the 5f m anifold well
separated below the bottom ofthe valence band in the energy region from 2.5 to 4.5 &V below
the Er, again in a contradiction to experim entaldata.

To summ arize, we have shown that the around-the-m ean- eld version of the LDA+U
m ethod yields non-m agnetic ground state of  Pu and, at the sam e tin e, i gives a good
agreem ent w ith experim entaldata, nam ely, w th the photoem ission spectra, equilbrium vol-
um e, and bulk m odulus. The fact that the non-m agnetic character is not due to a mutual
cancellation of spin and orbital parts of them om ent, but isdueto S = 0 and L = 0, is par-
ticularly corroborated by very recent neutron scattering experin ents E:Ja]. W e are aware that
our approach does not account for dynam icale ects, which m ay becom e very in portant, as
suggested in Ref. Er_ﬂ]. A Iso, aswe focused here on the m agnetic, structural and spectroscopic
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properties of the Pu only, we do not discuss the to Pu phase transition, leaving it
for further consideration.
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