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A bstract.{ Thearound-the-m ean-�eld version oftheLDA+ U m ethod isapplied toinvestigate

electron correlation e� ectsin �-Pu.Ityieldsanon-m agneticground stateof�� Pu,and provides
a good agreem entwith experim entalequilibrium volum e,bulk m odulusand explainsim portant

featuresofthe photoelectron spectra.

Plutonium is probably the m ost intricate elem ent from the point ofview ofcondensed

m atter physics. It exhibits six allotropic m odi� cations at am bient pressure,som e ofthem

ofvery low sym m etry (m onoclinic),and there is little doubtthat the anom alousbehaviour

is related to the 5f electronic states,being at the borderline between the localized,non-

bonding,behaviourand the bonding situation ofelectronicbands.O ne can preconceivethat

atthe cross-overregim e,severalstateswith very di� erentdegreeof5f delocalization can be

nearly degenerated in energy.

The m ostthoroughly studied phasesare �� Pu (m onoclinic)and �� Pu (fcc). The latter

isstablebetween 592 and 724 K ,butcan be stabilized down to T = 0 K by variousdopants.

Thisphasehasthe largestvolum e(by 20% higherthan �� Pu)(foroverview seeRef.[1]and

referencestherein).

The atom ic volum e isan im portantindicatorofthe situation ofthe 5f-electronic states.

W ithdrawing ofthe5f statesfrom thebonding and con� ningthem in theioniccoreleadsto a

signi� cantvolum eexpansion.O n theplotofatom icvolum esofelem ents,Pu (�)representsa

continuation oflightactinides,with the decreasing branch resem bling the parabolicbehavior

oftransition m etals.O n theotherhand,heavy actinides,starting with Am (Z = 95),display

higher volum e,following a weakly decreasing volum e oflanthanides,characterized by non-

bonding 4f states. �� Pu,being halfway between the volum e of�� Pu and Am ,represents

thereforegenerallythecross-overregim e,whereelectron-electroncorrelationsplayaprom inent

role.

Ab-initio electron energy calculationsbased on the Density FunctionalTheory (DFT)in

the LocalDensity (LDA)orG eneralized G radient(G G A)approxim ationsaccountgenerally

wellforbasicpropertiesofm etallic system s.Num erousvariantsofthissuccessfulparadigm a

wereapplied toPu phases.Them ostconspicuousfailureisthecaseof�� Pucalculationswhich
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inevitably lead to m agnetic ordering. The factthatthe lattice expansion due to m agnetism

yieldsapproxim ately correctvalueofthevolum e,and intrasingenceofm agneticorderwithin

the DFT theory both within the LDA and G G A approxim ations,led to speculations about

m agneticordering of�� Pu.Butitcontradictsexperim ental� ndings(m agneticsusceptibility

hasa characterofweak Pauliparam agnet[2],param agnetic state is also evidenced by 27Al

NM R [3],69G a NM R [4]and neutron scattering [5]).Sinceits� rstoccurrence[6],new claim s

ofm agnetic Pu keep � lling research journals;there is already a debate about the detailed

typeoforder,and recently even otherPu phaseswereassum ed asm agnetic[7].O necom m on

feature of light actinides is that orbitalm om ents, appearing due to the strong spin-orbit

interaction in the case ofspin polarization,are oriented antiparallelto spin m om ents. LDA

orG G A calculationsof�� Pu (with approxim ately � ve5f electrons)lead to thespin m om ent

largerthan orbitalm om ent(which isopposite to whatthe Hund’srulesassum e forthe 5f5

ionic state),but the existence of"exact" accidentalcom plete cancellation can be doubted.

The system atic cancellation appearsonly forthe 5f6 con� guration ofAm (both forthe LS

and jj coupling).

Pu m agnetism as an undesirable artefact tends to appear also in other approaches,like

them ixed-schem em odel,based on m inim ization ofenergy forthelocalized 5f4 con� guration,

while the rem aining 5f electronsform a band [8],while the Dynam icalM ean Field Theory

(DM FT)deducesthatm agneticorderiswashed outby dynam ical uctuationsofm om ents[9].

Asyet,thechallenging question and therealproblem ofPu rem ains,which iswhy isthereno

m agnetism in the �-Pu phase?

Here,weaddressthisproblem m aking useofa wellknown L(S)DA+ U m ethod.G enerally,

theLDA+ U calculationsaccountfortheon-sitecorrelationsbetween thef electronsin am ore

realistic way than the LSDA.Firstapplied to �� Pu by Bouchetetal.[10],they also lead to

a m agnetic solution,sim ilar to that reported by Savrasov and K otliar [11]. In a contrary

to [10,11],we apply to �� Pu a di� erent version ofthe LDA+ U m ethod which is based on

the originalLDA+ U totalenergy functionalofRef.[12].W e show thatwhen the LDA+ U of

Ref.[12]isreform ulated in a spin and orbitalrotationally invariantform ,ityieldsa basically

non-m agnetic�� Pu with S ! 0 and L ! 0.

The correlated band theory L(S)DA+ U m ethod consistsofthe localspin-density approx-

im ation (LSDA)augm ented by a correcting energy ofa m ultiband Hubbard type E ee and a

\double-counting"subtractionterm E dc whichaccountsapproxim atelyforanelectron-electron

interaction energy already included in LSDA.Itiswellknown thattheform of\Coulom b-U "

correction to theLDA isnotuniquely de� ned [13].Them ostcom m only used istheversion of

LDA+ U totalenergy functionalin a so-called \fully localized" lim it(FLL)[11,14],in which

thedouble-counting term E dc istaken to satisfy an atom ic-likelim itoftheLDA totalenergy.

Anotherand historically the � rstLDA+ U functionalisoften called asan \around-m ean-

� eld" (AM F)lim itoftheLDA+ U.In thisAM F-LDA+ U lim it[12,15]theinteraction energy

takesthe form

E
A M F

ee =
1

2

X

1;2;3;4

�n1;2

h

h1;3jV
ee
j2;4i� h1;3jV

ee
j4;2i

i

�n3;4 ; (1)

where V ee is an e� ective on-site \Coulom b-U " interaction,the com bined spin-orbitalindex

 = (m �)iscom posed from the angularm and spin index �,and

�n1;2 = n1;2 � n
�1�1;2 ; n

� =
1

2l+ 1

lX

m = � l

nm �;m � ; (2)
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where n1;2 is the on-site f-occupation m atrix in the spin-orbitalspace which has to be

de� ned with respectto thechosen localized orbitalbasisset,and n� isan averagespin-orbital

occupation.Thedouble-counting correction issetequalto zero,E A M F

dc
= 0.

W e note that the essentialfeature of the Eq. (1) is the presence of spin-o� -diagonal

elem entsofthe on-site occupation m atrix n12 � nm 1�1;m 2�2 which are in generalnon-zero

in the presenceofthe spin-orbitcoupling (SO C).

Asitwasshown recentlyin Ref.[13],theAM F-LDA+ U form ulation ism ostappropriatefor

m etallicphasesin which theCoulom b-U iscom parabletothebandwith W .O n theotherhand,

theFLL-LDA+ U m odelism oresuitableforinsulators,with Coulom b-U m uch largerthan W .

Herewehaveextended theAM F-LDA+ U forthegeneralspinand orbitalrotationallyinvariant

case including the SO C,and im plem ented itin the fullpotentiallinearized augm ented plane

wave (FP-LAPW )basisin a way sim ilarto a previousrelativistic FLL-LDA+ U FP-LAPW

im plem entation [16].

W e calculated the electronic and m agnetic structure of �-Pu using three di� erent ap-

proaches: (i) LSDA, (ii) FLL-LDA+ U,and (iii) AM F-LDA+ U.In allthese calculations,

we assum ed a tetragonalunit cellwith two Pu atom s in order to accom m odate the anti-

ferrom agnetic(AFM )order,asitiswellknown thatboth theLSDA [17]and G G A [18]yield

the AFM asthe ground state ofPu.

Table I{ G round state spin M S ,orbitalM L ,and totalM J = M S + M L m agnetic m om ents(in �B )

in �-Pu calculated forantiferrom agnetic con�guration atthe experim entallattice param etera = 8.760

a.u. using the LSDA,FLL-,and AM F-LSDA+ U (U = 4 eV) m odels. Also given are the equilibrium

volum e Veq (in (a.u.)
3
)and bulkm odulusB .W enote thatatthe equilibrium the AFM -LSDA islower

in the totalenergy than non-m agnetic LDA by 12.2 m Ry/atom .
M odel M S M L M J Veq B (kbar)

LSDA 4.357 � 2.020 2.337 136.8 761

FLL LSDA+ U 3.272 � 3.802 � 0.530 187.9 675

AM F LSDA+ U � 0 � 0 � 0 181.5 314

Experim ent N/A N/A 0 168 299

Thespin M S,orbitalM L and totalM J m agneticm om entson Pu atom calculated within

the LSDA (see Table I)are in a very good agreem entwith previousLSDA calculations[17].

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 eV and exchange

interaction J = 0.7 eV in the range ofcom m only accepted values for Pu [11]. The FLL-

LDA+ U m odelyieldsa substantial(approx.1 �B )reduction ofM S and an increaseofjM Lj

by approxim ately 2 �B ,resulting in a substantialreduction ofthe jM Jj(see Table I),while

keepingnon-zerolocalm agneticm om enton Pu atom [19].TheCoulom b-U hasastronge� ect

on both thespin and orbitalpolarization,butitchangesverylittlethetotalf-stateoccupation

nf { from approxim ately 5.06 in LSDA to 4.95 in FLL-LDA+ U.W ith theincreaseofU from

4 eV to 5 eV,the M S increased to 3.42 �B and M L decreased to � 3:97�B ,yielding a slight

increaseofjM Jjto 0.55 �B and a decreaseofnf to 4.93.Thus,in spiteofm ajordi� erencesin

the valuesofthe M S,M L,and M J,both the LSDA and FLL-LDA+ U calculationsdescribe

�-Pu asa 5f5 state.

Next,weturn to thesalientaspectofourinvestigation,theAM F-LDA+ U (U = 4eV,J =

0.7 eV) calculations. Starting from strongly spin-polarized LSDA charge and spin densities

and 5f m anifold spin and orbitaloccupations and without any constraint,the calculations

converged to the alm ostzero m agnetic m om entwith rem aining M S and jM Ljlessthan 0.01

�B . W e also perform ed the calculationsstarting from a di� erentFLL-LDA+ U ground state
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Fig.1 { Spin M S ,orbitalM L ,and totalM J m agnetic m om ents dependence on the Coulom b-U as

calculated in AM F-LDA+ U m odelforthe experim entallattice param etera = 8.760 a.u.

Fig.2 { Totalenergy asa function ofthe volum eperPu atom calculated within the AM F-LSDA+ U

(U = 4,J = 0:7 eV)and LSDA in the antiferrom agnetic m odel.

and obtained essentially the sam e results. W e conclude that the AM F-LDA+ U yields fun-

dam entally non-m agnetic �-Pu,in accordance with experim entalobservations. Im portantly,

the 5f occupation nf is increased substantially from nf � 5 in LSDA and FLL-LDA+ U to

nf = 5:44 (seeTableI)m eaning thatthereisa substantialdeviation from the5f5 ionicstate.

The dependence ofthe spin M S,orbitalM L,and totalM J calculated within the AM F-

LDA+ U on the value ofCoulom b-U isshown in Fig.1.Forsm allvaluesofU (� J),�-Pu is

m agnetic with sizeableM S and M L m om entsthatalm ostcanceleach other.Asthe U value

is increased to 1.5 eV,the localm om ents M S and M L disappearand �-Pu is non-m agnetic

forrealistic valuesofthe Coulom b-U (from 3 to 5 eV).Itisinteresting to note thatnf also

dependson U and itincreasesfrom nf= 5.1 (U = 0.5 eV)to nf= 5.5 (U = 5 eV).

The totalenergy dependence on the volum e per Pu atom calculated within the AM F-

LDA+ U (U = 4 eV) is shown in Fig. 2 and com pared with the results ofthe AFM LSDA

calculations.First,wem ention thattheAFM LSDA yieldstheequilibrium volum eVeq 136.8

(a.u.)3 per Pu and bulk m odulus B = 761 kbar (see Table I),in a good agreem ent with

the LM TO results of Ref.[17]. The LSDA Veq is close to �-Pu value 134 (a.u.)3 which

is approxim ately by 20 % sm aller than the experim entalvolum e 168 (a.u.)3 of�-Pu,while

the bulk m odulusisalm osttwicebiggerthan itsexperim entalvalue 299 kbar[20].Asitwas

already shown in [10,11],theFLL-LDA+ U m odelgivestheVeq closetotheexperim ental�-Pu

volum eand itslightly lowersthebulk m odulus(seeTableI).Finally,theAM F-LDA+ U yields

Veq = 181.5eV and B = 314kbar(seeTableIand Fig.1)which arein a very good agreem ent

with experim entaldata. As yet,the Coulom b-U is treated asan adjustable param eterand

Veq can be� tted furtherto theexperim entby a slightdecreaseofU .However,itisclearthat

theconventionalvalueU = 4 eV worksalready quitewell.Thus,theAM F-LDA+ U isshown

to give the best agreem ent with experim ent both for m agnetic and structuralproperties of

the �-Pu.

In Fig. 3(a)we show the total(TDO S,perunitcell)and f-statesprojected densitiesof

states(fDO S)resulting from the�-Pu bulk AM F-LDA+ U calculations.In orderto clarify the

characterofthe 5f m anifold resulting from the AM F-LDA+ U calculations,itis convenient

to look at the jz = m l + m s fDO S shown in Fig. 3(b),as the z� projection ofthe total
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Fig.3{ a)Total(TD O S)and f-projected (fD O S)D O S astheresultsofAM F-LSDA+ U= 4eV calcula-

tionsforthebulk �-Pu;b)�� Pu jz� resolved fD O S from AM F-LDA+ U calculations;c)experim ental

UPS spectra forPu m ultilayersand the bulk taken from Ref.[21,22];d)1M L,3M L,and 5M L total

D O S calculated forfree-standing Pu m ultilayersm aking use ofAM F-LDA+ U m odel.

m om entjz isthe only rem aining quantum num berin the presenceofthe 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 approxim ately 4� 5 eV.Asthe LDA+ U m odelisnotbased on any kind ofatom ic

couplingschem e(LS orjj)itratherdeterm inesthesetofsingle-particleorbitalsthatm inim ize

variationally the totalenergy.TheLDA+ U resultcan beinterpreted asyielding the ground-

state con� guration thatcorrespondsto the jj-coupled Slaterdeterm inantform ed ofsix j =

5=2 orbitals. Further,taking into accountthe � nite (� 2 eV) width ofthe f-band and the

occupation nf = 5.44,wecan interpretthecalculated ground stateasa partially localized f6

m anifold hybridized with a broad valenceband (seeFig.3(a)).

An im portantcriterion forassessm entofresultsofelectronicstructurecalculationsisgiven

by electron spectroscopies. Although som e techniques,asBIS,have notbeen applied on Pu

yet,thereexistshigh-resolution UltravioletPhotoelectron Spectroscopy (UPS)data,m apping

theelectronicstructuredown to about10 eV below E F [21,23{25],whileX-ray photoelectron
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spectroscopy [21,24,25]givesinform ation on the screening ofa deep core-holeby conduction

electrons.

Valence-band spectraof�� Pu and handfulofotherPu-based system sstudied sofarexhibit

invariablythreenarrow features,oneatE F orin itsclosevicinity,theothertwoat0.5and 0.85

eV below E F,which arecalled A,B,and C,respectively.Som esystem sexhibitalso another,

broader,separate feature D,the energy ofwhich varies between com pounds,and which is

notnoticeable for�� Pu. Itwasargued [24]thatthe intensity ofD re ectsthe degree of5f

localization.Forexam ple,thepeaksA-C areabsentin the5f localized com pound PuSb [26],

and allthe 5f spectralintensity isconcentrated in the broad peak D.

Valence-band photoelectron spectra re ectto som e extentthe density ofoccupied states

in the ground state (DO S).A com parison with the bulk experim entalUPS [21,24](see Fig.

3(c))showsthatLDA+ U placesthe5f m anifold approxim ately0.9eV below theFerm ienergy

(E F)in accordancewith theexperim entalC peak position,whileitdoesnotresolvecorrectly

the experim entalfeaturesA and B atthe E F edge.

Asdiscussed in Ref.[22],thesharp featuresA-C arenotspeci� cforindividualcom pounds,

but they appear at invariable energies over a class ofdiverse Pu system s. It is therefore

im plausible that they could be related to any ground-state one electron states. Dism issing

the peaks A-C from the com parison,as we assum e them either to be due to the � nal-state

e� ects,which could be reconciled with the 5f5 � nal-state m ultiplet[27],ordue to a general

m any body phenom enon (analogy ofa K ondo e� ect)[28]),weareleftata di� cultsituation,

as no other well-de� 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 wellde� ned

peak D,centered at 1.6 eV binding energy,concentrates m ost ofthe 5f spectralintensity,

whereasthe peaksA-C (stillattheirenergies)becom ebarely noticeable.

Therefore we undertook analogousAM F-LDA+ U calculationsforfree-standing Pu slabs

(where the num ber ofPu-layers varies from 1 to 5) with the lattice param eter identicalto

thatof�� Pu.Fortheonem onolayer(1M L)(seeFig.3(d)),the5f statesform a very narrow

band at1.5 eV,which isin an excellentagreem entwith the position ofthe D-peak (cf. Fig

3(c)). An interm ediate situation,Pu trilayer(3M L),dem onstratesthatincreasing thickness

leadsto the band broadening,butalso to a shifttowardsE F.W ith a furtherincreaseofthe

Pu slab thicknessup to � vem onolayers(5M L),the band broadening continuesand the DO S

becom esvery sim ilarto the bulk (cf. Fig.3(a)).Thisbroader5f band isin factunderlying

the peak C,which explainswhy itisnotobserved. M oreover,the factthatin allfourcases

(bulk,1,3,and 5 m onolayers)the non-m agnetic state (L = 0;S = 0)persists,con� rm sthe

robustnessofthissolution.

Itisalso to m ention thatboth LSDA and FLL-LDA+ U m agneticsolutionsyield theDO S

which doesnotcorrespond to theexperim entalUPS spectra shown in Fig.3(c).In theLSDA

case,the 5f-band has a very sharp peak structure in the region from � 1:2 eV to 0.5 eV

around E F.Forthe FLL-LDA+ U,the 5f-band becom eslocalized with the 5f m anifold well

separated below thebottom ofthevalenceband in theenergy region from 2.5 to 4.5 eV below

the E F,again in a contradiction to experim entaldata.

To sum m 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 tim e,it gives a good

agreem entwith experim entaldata,nam ely,with the photoem ission spectra,equilibrium vol-

um e,and bulk m odulus. The fact that the non-m agnetic characteris not due to a m utual

cancellation ofspin and orbitalpartsofthe m om ent,butisdue to S = 0 and L = 0 ,ispar-

ticularly corroborated by very recentneutron scattering experim ents[5]. W e are awarethat

ourapproach doesnotaccountfordynam icale� ects,which m ay becom e very im portant,as

suggested in Ref.[9].Also,aswefocused here on the m agnetic,structuraland spectroscopic
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propertiesofthe �� Pu only,we do notdiscussthe �� to �� Pu phase transition,leaving it

forfurtherconsideration.
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