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A bstract

W e perform ab initio electronic structure calculations of the interm etal-

lic com pound CeFeG e3 by m eans of the Tight Binding Linear M u�n-Tin

O rbitals-Atom ic Sphere Approxim ation (TB-LM TO -ASA) within the Local

Spin Density Approxim ation containing the so-called Hubbard correction term

(LSDA+ U SIC ),using the Stuttgart’sTB (TightBinding)-LM TO -ASA codein

the fram ework ofthe Density FunctionalTheory (DFT).

K EYW O RDS:Ab initio calculations, LSDA+ U approxim ation,interm etallic

com pound.
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1 Introduction

The heavy electron com poundsreferto those having a speci�c heatcoe�cient

 ofthe order ofJm ol�1 K �2 ,which is m uch larger than that ofsim ple m e-

tals (being typically in the range ofm Jm ol�1 K �2 ). In addition,this im plies

thatsuch com pounds� which havebeen given a greatdealofattention forlong

tim e� possessa large e�ective m assm�,outweighing severalhundredsoftim es

the free electron m ass[1]. They can be classi�ed into two groups:the concen-

tratedK ondocom poundsCK andtheinterm ediatevalencecom pounds(IV)[2,3]

depending on theposition ofthe4f or5f level,relativeto theFerm ilevel.The

CK com poundshavean integervalenceattem peraturesm uch higher(T � Tk)

than the K ondo tem perature Tk,atwhich,there appearsthe K ondo e�ect(an

e�ectobserved in m etalswith a m agneticim purity).However,atcom paratively

low tem peratures(T � Tk)they form a Ferm iliquid state[4]with a reduction

ofitsm agneticm om ent.O n theotherhand,theIV com poundsdo notpossess

an integervalence atroom tem perature asa resultofthe strong hybridization

between the 4f electrons and the conduction electrons,due to the anom alous

proxim ity between the 4f and the Ferm ilevels.

Rem arkably,the CeFeG e3 com pound here studied [5]apparently gives rise to

two behaviors:A high Tk oftheorderof100 K and an integervalenceforCeat

room tem perature.Thisstudy ism otivated by the factthatsuch com pound is

known to presenta strong electronic correlation character,which occurswhen

theCoulom b repulsion between electronsstronglyinhibitstheirm otion,thusbe-

com ing highly localized.Becauseofthis,on com poundscontaining lanthanides

the norm ally expected m etalbehavior� cerium ions with 4f electrons or ura-

nium and neptunium ions with 5f electrons� isnotobserved. Som e exam ples

are: CeA 13,CeCuSi2,CeCu6,UBe13,UCd11,U 2Zn17 and NpBe13,as wellas

transition m etaloxides, organic m etals and carbon com pounds, i.e., carbon

nanotubes,etc.

In the �rst stage ofthe present work ab initio calculations were carried out

to investigate the electronic structure ofthe interm etallic com pound CeFeG e3
(tetragonalstructure with spatialgroup 107) by using a DFT m ethod [7]in

theLM TO -ASA approxim ation [8],whereasin thesecond,an LSDA+ U SIC ap-

proxim ation [9]was used,as im plem ented in the Stuttgart’s TB-LM TO -ASA

code version 47 [8]. The density ofstates(DO S),totaland partial,forcerium

and iron,aswellasthe band structure (BS)are obtained from the com pound

geom etricalconform ation optim ized by the CASTEP program (Cam bridge Se-

rialTotalEnergy Package)which m akes use ofthe ultrasoftpseudopotentials

theory [10]. The Coulom b and exchange param eters used in the calculations

wereU = 5:4 eV [11]forcerium and U = 2:3 eV [12](J = 0:9 eV)foriron,just

obtained in the literature.

2



2 C om putationalapproach.

2.1 LM T O -A SA and C A ST EP C alculations.

The LM TO -ASA approxim ation em ploys the unitary cellsplitting into over-

laping W igner-Seitz (W S) spheres with a m axim um overlap of15% ,which is

generallyconsidered areasonableapproxim ation when havingasphericallysym -

m etricpotentialwithin thespheres.In addition,useism adeoftheASA (Atom ic

SphereApproxim ation)condition,i.e.,a sphericalapproxim ation containing no

zone offree electronson the M u�n-Tin structure. Foropen structures,asthe

oneshere considered,a setofem pty spheresisintroduced asa device fordes-

cribing the repulsion potentials in the interstices (between an atom ic and an

interstitialsphere an overlap of20% isallowed). The totalvolum e ofthe W S

spheresisequalto theunitcellvolum e,thuselim inating theinterstitialregion.

O n the otherhand,the M u�n-Tin (M T)orbitalisenergy dependentwith the

following linearized form :

�^(~r)= i
l
Ylm (̂r)

�

�^(E ;r)+ p̂ (r=SR )
l ; r< SR

(S=r)l+ 1 ; r> SR

�

(1)

where �^(~r)isfound by num ericalsolution ofthe radialSchr�odingerequation,

^ = RL. R is the site index,whereas land m are the orbitaland m agnetic

quantum num bersofthe angularm om entum .TheYlm ’sreferto sphericalhar-

m onicsand SR istheM T radius.Thenum ericalorbital�^(E ;r)isaugm ented

inside the sphereby a renorm alized sphericalBesselfunction,

Jk^ (r)= i
l
Ylm

(2l+ 1)!!

kSR )
l
jl(kr); (2)

whereasoutsidethespheres,a renorm alized sphericalHankelfunction isadded:

H k^ (r)= i
l
Ylm

(kSR )
l+ 1)

(2l� 1)!!
hl(kr): (3)

Here,hl = jl� inl is a linear com bination ofsphericalBesseland Neum ann

functions. Thus,the tailofthe M T orbitals at r > SR is the solution ofthe

Helm holtz equation with zero kinetic energy.The potentialparam eters p̂ are

chosen so asto ensure thatthe wave function be continuousand di�erentiable

atthesphereboundary.

In this approxim ation the potentialVxc is either von Barth-Hedin (vBH)[13]

or Vosko-Ceperly-Alder [14] type at the LocalSpin Density Approxim ation

(LSDA)level,whereasattheG eneralized G radientSpin Approxim ation (G G S)

level� which isa functionalcontaining a density gradientcorrection� thepoten-

tialsused theLangreth-M ehl-Hu [15]orPerdew-W angtype[16].Theexchange-

correlation potentialused in the presentcalculationscorrespondsto thatcon-

taining the von Barth-Hedin param etrization,whosegeneralform is

v
�
xc = A(rs)

�
2n�

n

� 1

3

+ B (rs); (4)
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whereA(rs)and B (rs)areanalyticalfunctions.

2.2 G eom etry O ptim ization

Theternarysystem unitcellwasoptim ized bym eansofab initiom ethods,based

on aDFT treatm entwithin theLocalSpin Density Approxim ation (LSDA)and

with the G eneralized G radient Spin (G G S) approxim ation. In the CASTEP

program [10]the wave function is expanded in planes waves for the valence

electrons, whereas the core electrons (bound to the nucleus) are taken into

accountby m eansoftheire�ective interaction on the valence electrons,in the

form of pseudopotentials which are added to the corresponding K ohn-Sham

Ham iltonian.

The pseudopotentials used in this work were generated by Vanderbilt [17]in

the K leinm an-Bylander[18]representation. The param etrizationsofpolarized

spin developed by Perdew-Zunger[19]and Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof[20]forthe

exchangeand correlation energy wereused.Theconjugated gradientm ethod is

em ployed to relax nuclearpositions.The sam pling ofthe Brillouin zonewasof

7� 7� 8 and 9� 9� 11 forthe LSDA and G G S approxim ations,respectively,

usingtheschem eofM onkhorst-Pack[21].Thecuto� energy fortheplanewaves

wasof400 eV approxim ately.Self-consistency in the calculationswasattained

wheneverthe totalenergy changeswere � 5 m eV,which correspondsto a cri-

terion ofreasonably good convergence.

To perform geom etry optim ization weletthelatticeconstantsa;band cvary as

free param eters� though they are expected to undergo changesno largerthan

5% relative to the experim entalvalues. The crystalenergy is m inim ized with

respect to the degrees of freedom by taking into account the calculation of

Hellm ann-Feynm an forcesin theatom sand thecom ponentsofthestresstensor

[22]. Finally,the utilized optim ization criteria were 0.00002 eV,0:0010 �A and

0:050 eV/�A for energy change,quadratic m ean displacem ent, and quadratic

m ean forceperatom ,respectively.

2.3 M athem atical Structure of the approxim ation

LD A + U SIC

In the LSDA+ U [9]m ethod the electrons are separated into two subsystem s

(iand ii). For Ce, (i) delocalized s;p and d electrons, which are described

by an orbital-independentone-electron potential(theLSDA potential),and (ii)

localized 4f electrons,forwhich wetakeintoaccounttheorbitaldegeneracyand

a Coulom b interaction ofthe form 1

2
U
P

�6= �
0 n�n�0,where n� isthe f-orbital

(ord-orbital)occupancy.ForFe,(i)delocalized s;p electrons,and (ii)localized

3d electrons.
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The Ham iltonian forthe spin orbitally degeneratesystem sisofthe form

bH =
X

i;j

X

m ;m 0

X

�

t
m m

0

ij ĉ
+

im � ĉim 0� +
(U � J)

2

X

i

X

m 6= m 0

X

�

n̂im � n̂im 0�

+
U

2

X

i;m ;m 0

X

�

n̂im � n̂im 0�� (5)

where ĉjm 0� is an electron annihilation operatorwith an orbitalindex m and

spin �(= �;�).In the lattice site i;tm m
0

ij arethe hopping integralsand n̂im 0��

is the num ber operatorofthe f (or d) electron at site i,orbitalm with spin

�.The �rstterm in Eq.(5)describesthe hopping ofelectronsbetween lattice

sitesiand j;the interactionsbetween the localized electronsare described by

the second and third term s,whereU and J representthe on-siteCoulom b and

exchangeinteraction,respectively.

Ifwe wantto correctthe LSDA functionalforlocalized electronswe m ust�rst

extracttheirLSDA treatm enttoavoid doublecountoftheinteraction.Thespin

density functionaltheory assum esa localexchange-correlation potentialwhich

isa function ofthe localcharge and spin densities,so,uctuationsaround the

averageoccupationsareneglected.In the m ean �eld approxim ation (M FA)we

can write

n̂m � n̂m 0�0 = n̂m �nm 0�0 + n̂m 0�0nm � � nm �nm 0�0 (6)

where nm � isthe m ean value ofn̂m � and n� =
P

m
nm �. By introducing this

approxim ation in Eq.(5),we obtain the expression forpotentialenergy in the

m ean �eld approxim ation,

E
M F =

U � J

2

X

i

X

�

ni�(ni� � nim �)+
U

2

X

i

X

�

ni�ni�� (7)

Solovyevetal.[23]proposetoextractan energy function from thetotalnum ber

ofelectronsperspin ni� which would actasthe LSDA potential.Such expres-

sion can be obtained from Eq.(5)in the atom ic lim it where occupation ofthe

individualparticleni� iseither0 or1:

E
L SD A
cor =

U � J

2

X

i�

ni�(ni� � 1)+
U

2

X

i�

ni�ni�� (8)

This energy is now subtracted from E M F to obtain that associated with the

totalenergy forlocalized states:

�E = E
M F

� E
L SD A
cor =

U � J

2

X

i�

ni�(1� nim �)

=
U � J

2

X

im �

(nim � � n
2

im �): (9)
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The fraction ofthe potentialacting on the localized orbital(m �) is found by

di�erentiating Eq.(9)with respectto the occupation num bernim �:

d�E

d(nim �)
= �V im � = (U � J)

�
1

2
� nim �

�

: (10)

An orbitaldependentone-electron potentialisthusobtained.

3 R esults and discussion.

3.1 First Stage: LM T O -A SA calculations

Results obtained in the optim ization ofthe interm etallic com pound CeFeG e3
are shown in Table II.The LSD and G G S approxim ationsyield values below

the experim entalparam eters,which m ay be due to the fact that neither ap-

proxim ation rem ovesthe errorintroduced by the self-energy interaction term ,

arising from doublecountin the Ham iltonian.Furtherm ore,thism aterialdoes

notpresenta trend sim ilarto thatofsem iconductorssinceotherwise,theLSDA

and G G A resultswould givevaluesrem aining below and abovethe experim en-

talparam eters,respectively. A sim ilar situation is found in the equilibrium

properties ofthe plutonium (phase �-Pu)[24],in which,results obtained with

LDA and G G S givenum bersthatrem ain below thecorrespondingexperim ental

values. W e work with the CASTEP program atG G S levelem ploying 446 K -

pointsin theBrillouin zone.O n theotherhand,thedensity ofstates(totaland

partial) and band structure were obtained via the LM TO -ASA m ethodology

within the DFT theory and the LSDA approxim ation,using the von Barth-

Hedin param etrization atthe optim ized unitcellgeom etry.The corresponding

resultsarecom piled in TableI.

The totaldensity ofstates(DO S)isgiven in Fig. 1,whereasthe partialDO S

associated with cerium f-statesand iron d-states is illustrated in Figs. 2 and

3, respectively. They allindicate a m etallic behavior for the m aterialhere

analyzed,sincewehavetheFerm ilevelslightly displaced from thecentralband.

Thisisalso supported by looking atthe plotofband states(BS),asshown in

Fig.4,wherea denseconcentration ofbandsdueto thecerium f statesoccurs

around theFerm ilevel.Furtherm ore,thefactofhavingalm osthorizontalbands

pointsto thecharacteristicbehaviorofa heavy ferm ion com pound (in ourcase,

 = 150 m J-m olK2)[1,5].

In the literature it is reported that the greater m agnetic contribution stem s

from cerium (being the m agnetic im purity responsible forthe K ondo e�ect);a

fact that is corroborated in the present theoreticalcalculations (see Table I).

O nce optim ized the geom etricalparam eters,the m aterialhere analyzed turns

outto be one ofthose classi�ed asan interm ediate valence com pound. In our

calculation,Cehasam agneticm om entof� 0.00132�� whereasthecom pound’s

totalm agneticm om entis� 0.0010084��.Therefore,according to thecriterion

proposed by Vildosola and Llois [25],i.e.,by using calculations at the LSDA

6



leveland theexchange-correlationpotentialofPerdew-W ang,they proposethat

the m aterialscan be classi�ed asfollows:

Itinerant if �C e = 0;

Interm ediate valence if �C e < 0:5�B ;

M agnetic if �C e > 0:5�B

(11)

An interm ediatevalencesystem isusually de�ned in theliteratureasonehaving

anonintegeraveragenum beroff electrons.Notethatthechargeon theCeatom

accordingwith theLSDA calculation isof� 2.4654a.u.with am agneticm om ent

of� 0.00132.Thism eansthatthenorm alatom con�guration of[X e]4f15d16s2

isbeing added with alm ost3 electronswhosealpha and beta spinspairo� one

another,which resultsin an overallm om entofnearly zero m agnitude.

3.2 Second Stage: LSD A + U calculations

As can be inferred from the analysis presented in the previous stage, the

DFT theory� because of its intrinsic form ulation� it cannot deal properly

with strongly correlated system s,therefore,we have chosen to resort to the

LSDA+ U SIC approxim ation,developed by Anisim ov etal:[9],to calculatethe

electronic structure ofthe interm etallic com pound C eF eG e3,as im plem ented

in the Stuttgart’s TB-LM TO -ASA code version 47. For this calculation,we

em ployed theparam etersreported in theliterature:U = 5:4 eV [11]forcerium

and U = 2:3 eV (J = 0.9 eV)[12]foriron.

The resulting density ofstates in this case is plotted in Fig. 5,whereas the

partialDO S for cerium 4f-states and iron 3d-states are depicted in Figs. 6

and 7, respectively. By virtue ofthe approxim ation used in this stage,the

latterincludee�ectsarising from strong correlation,notaccounted forin those

obtained by m eansofa conventionalDFT calculation.Thecorrespondingband

structureisdisplayed in Fig.8.

In the display oftotalDO S the greatest contribution com es from the cerium

4f-stateswherean increased splitting within theenergy bands� in addition to a

relativeoverallshiftaround theFerm ilevel� can beseen in Fig.5.Thisfeature

alsoshowsup in thepartialdensityofstates,wherealargeband energysplitting

arisingfrom thecerium 4f-statescan beappreciated in Fig.6(being 5eV wide,

approxim ately),ascom pared with thecorresponding energy band display (Fig.

2) obtained in the previous stage, in which, the presence of a nearly single

peak dom inates,located very close and above the Ferm ilevel. The m agnetic

contributionstothism aterialcom epartlyfrom both cerium and iron,even prior

to the introduction ofthe exchange param eter (previous stage),whereas the

m agneticm om entforgerm anium isalm ostnull,asseen in TableI.Furtherm ore,

the m aterialpresents m etallic behavior. W hen carrying out calculations with

an exchange param eter J equalto 0.90 eV for iron there occurs a reduction

ofthe m agnetic m om ent in a 42% rate,which probably follows from a slight

localization e�ectofelectronson theiron 3d-shell.O n theotherhand,thehigh

7



concentration ofenergy bands occurring around the Ferm ilevelis consistent

with a m etallic behavior. In fact,a greater density ofbands is observed in

this stage (see Fig. 8)as com pared to that observed without introducing the

Coulom b param eter(seeFig.4).Such feature� in thisstage� pointstoatypical

characteristicofheavy ferm ion m aterials.

According to the criterion m entioned in the �rststage,proposed by Vildosola

and Llois [25],and extended to handle the totalm agnetic m om ent per unit

cell,one can notice that the m agnetic m om ents for cerium ,� 1:1407��,iron,

(0:6147��),and � 0:00055�� fortheem pty spheres,givealtogethera totalm o-

m entof� 0:552��.Thisfallswithin theclassi�cation corresponding to an m ag-

netic m aterial. Also,the charge distribution shown in Table I(em pty spheres

introduced bytheASA condition),pointstoapossiblecovalentcharacteram ong

the atom s ofcerium ,iron and germ anium ,although this m anifests iselfvery

weakly,despite the factofaccounting for correlation e�ects in the theoretical

calculation. Com paring the charge ofthe Ce atom in the LSDA(vBH) and

LSDA(vBH)+ U cases, it is seen to be sim ilar for both: � 2.4654 a.u. and

� 2.3847 a.u.,respectively.However,the U interaction givesrise to a com plete

change in the spin behavior: whereas in the absence ofU alm ost 3 electrons

areadded to theneutralatom � although theoverallm agneticm om entisnearly

zero� now the saliente�ectin the presence ofthe U interaction isto align the

electrons,yieldingane�ectivem agneticm om entwhosem agnitudeis� 1:1407��.

Having no chargedi�erencein thetwo cases,wheretheU interaction actsonly

on thef electrons,the�lling ofthef-shellproceedsvia splitting ofthe� and �

levelsby the energy U and the occurrence ofelectron alignm enton the f-shell

only.Therem aining chargedistributesoverthe othershells:s,p and d.

4 C onclusions

Thecalculationsperform ed by m eansoftheLM TO -ASA approxim ation,within

the DFT theory,lead to resultsthatare sim ilarto those reported in the liter-

ature,in particular,the obtained m agnetic contribution ofthe com pound here

analyzed,which practically correspondsto thatofa nonm agneticm aterial.O n

the other hand, the partialDO S,together with the band structure, show a

m etallicbehaviorforthelatter.Furtherm ore,resultsobtained with calculations

carried outwhere the Coulom b param etersU and J (foriron)are introduced,

also favora m etallic behaviorand,in addition,a heavy ferm ion characterfor

this m aterial. The two-stage analysis perform ed in the presentstudy also in-

dicates a sm allcharge covalentcharacter. The pronounced m agnetic m om ent

reduction occurring in iron ishere ascribed to an electronic cloud localization

on the3d-shellofthisatom ,which arisesasa directconsequenceoftaking into

accountstrong electroniccorrelation e�ects.

8



A cknow ledgm ents

Contract grant sponsors: Consejo Nacionalde Ciencia y Tecnolog�ia (CO NA-

CYT,M �exico)andVicerrector�iadeInvestigaci�onyEstudiosdePosgrado(VIEP,

M �exico)atBenem �eritaUniversidad Aut�onom adePuebla.Contractgrantnum -

bers:32213-E (CO NACYT)and II-101I02 (VIEP).

R eferences

[1]G .R.Stewart, Rev.M od.Phys.56,755 (1984);PeterFulde,J.Phys.F:

M et.Phys.18,601 (1988).

[2]N.B.Brandtand V.V.M oshchalkov, Adv.Phys.33,373 (1984).

[3]A.C.Hewson,The Kondo Problem to heavy Ferm ions (Cam brigeUniver-

sity Press,1997).

[4]Julian G .Sereni,Rev.Esp.F�is.13 (1),25 (1999).

[5]H.Yam am oto,H.Sawa and M .Ishikawa,Phys.Lett.A 196,83 (1994);H.

Yam am oto,M .Ishikawa,K .Hasegawa and J.Sakurai,Phys.Rev.B.52,

10136 (1995);E.Chigo Anota,J.F.Rivas Silva,A.Bautista Hernandez

and A.FloresRiveros,Super�ciesy Vac�io 16 (1),17 (2003).

[6]P.Fulde,cond-m at/9803299(1998);E.Chigo-Anota and J.F.Rivas-Silva,

Super�ciesy Vac�io 17,xxx (2004);E.Chigo-Anota and J.F.Rivas-Silva,

Rev.Soc.Qu�im .M �ex.47 (3),221 (2003).

[7]P.Hohenberg and W .K ohn,Phys.Rev.B 136,864 (1964);W .K ohn and

L.J.Sham ,Phys. Rev.A 140,1133 (1965); W .K ohn,et al.,J.Phys.

Chem . 100,12974 (1996); K .Capelle,cond-m at/0211443 v1 Novem ber

(2002).

[8]Hans L.Skriver,The LM TO M ethod (Springer-Verlag,1984);O .K .An-

dersen and O .Jepsen,Phys. Rev. Lett.53,2571 (1984); O .Jepsen,G .

K rier,A.Burkhardtand O .K .Andersen,The TB-LM TO-ASA program ,

M ax-Planck Institute,Stuttgart,G erm any (1995).

[9]V.I.Anisim ov,I.V.Solovyev,etal.,Phys.Rev.B 48,16929 (1993);A.

I.Liechtenstein,V.I.Anisim ov,and J.Zaanen,Phys.Rev.B 52,5467

(1995);V.I.Anisim ov,F.Aryasetiawan,and A.I.Liechtenstein,J.Phys.:

Condens.M atter 9,767 (1997);A.B.Shick,A.I.Liechtenstein and W .

E.Pickett, Phys. Rev. B 60, 10763 (1999); E.Chigo Anota and J.F.

Rivas-Silva,Rev.M �ex.F�is.50,xxx (2004).

[10]Cerius2 Versi�on 4.2 M atSci,M anualofCASTEP,M olecular Sim ulations

Inc.(2000).

9



[11]B.E.M in,H.J.F.Jansen,T.O guchiand A.J.Freem an,Phys.Rev.B

33,8005 (1986).

[12]A.M .O lesand G .Stolho�,Phys.Rev.B 29,314 (1984).

[13]U.von Barth and L.Hedin,J.Phys.C 5,1629 (1972).

[14]D.M .Ceperly and B.J.Alder,Phys.Rev.Lett.45,566 (1980).

[15]D.C.Langreth and M .J.M ehl,Phys.Rev.Lett.47,446 (1981);C.D.Hu

and D.C.Langreth,Physica Scripta 32,391 (1985).

[16]J.P.Perdew and Y.W ang,Phys Rev.B 33,8800 (1986).

[17]D.Vanderbilt,Phys.Rev.B 41,7892 (1990).

[18]L.K lienm an and D.M .Bylander,Phys.Rev.Lett.48,1425 (1982).

[19]J.P.Perdew and A.Zunger,Phys.Rev.B 23,5048 (1981).

[20]J.P.Perdew,K .Burkeand M .Ernzerhof,Phys,Rev.Lett.77,3865(1996).

[21]H.J.M onkhorstand J.D.Pack,Phys.Rev.B 13,5188 (1976).

[22]O .H.Nielsen and R.M .M artin, Phys.Rev.Lett.28,697 (1983).

[23]I.V.Solovyev,P.H.Dederichsand V.I.Anisim ov,Phys.Rev.B 50,16861

(1994).

[24]J.Boucher,B.Siberchicot,F.Jolletand A.Pasturel,J.Phys.: Condens

M atter 12,1723(2000);D.Price,B.R.Cooper,S.P.Lim ,I.Avgin, Phys.

Rev.B 61,9867 (2000);S.Y.Savrasov and G .K otliar, Phys.Rev.Lett.

84,3670 (2000).

[25]V.L.Vildosola and A.M .Llois,cond-m at/0001054 v1 January (2000).

10



Table and �gure captions

Table I: Param eters utilized in the electronic structure calculations of the

ternary com pound CeFeG e3 and theoreticaldata obtained by using the TB-

LM TO -ASA approach.

Table II:Cellparam etersoptim ized by m eansofthe CASTEP program .

Fig. 1:Totaldensity ofstatesofCeFeG e3 obtained by theLSDA-vBH approx-

im ation.

Fig. 2: Partialdensity ofstates (Ce 4f-states) obtained by the LSDA-vBH

approxim ation.

Fig. 3: Partialdensity ofstates (Fe 3d-states) obtained by the LSDA-vBH

approxim ation.

Fig. 4:Band structureobtained by the LSDA-vBH approxim ation.

Fig. 5:Totaldensity ofstatesobtained by theLSDA(vBH)+ U approxim ation

using theparam eterU forcerium and param etersU and J (exchange)foriron.

Fig. 6:Partialdensity ofstates(Ce4f-states)obtained by theLSDA(vBH)+ U

approxim ation.

Fig. 7:Partialdensity ofstates(Fe3d-states)obtained by theLSDA(vBH)+ U

approxim ation.

Fig. 8: Band structure obtained by the LSDA(vBH)+ U approxim ation using

the param eterU forcerium and param etersU and J (exchange)foriron.
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Table I

Atom sin the Crystallographic M T sphere Charge
a

M agnetic
a Chargeb M agneticb

CeFeG e3 Positions radii (a.u.) M om ent (a.u.) M om ent

(a.u.) (�B ) (�B )

Ce (0.0,0.0,0.0) 4.1077 -2.4654 -0.00132 -2.3847 -1.1407

Fe (1.0,1.0,0.66) 2.4566 -0.3027 0.00033 0.3339 0.6147

G e1 (0.5,0.0,0.25) 2.5320 1.1212 -0.000005 1.1208 -0.01274

G e2 (1.0,1.0,0.42) 2.6284 1.064 -0.000013 1.0499 -0.02511

E1* (0.1224,0.1224,0.5684) 1.1281 -0.1396 -0.000001 -0.1432 -0.00055

E2* (0.1224,-0.1224,0.5684) 1.1281 -0.1396 -0.000001 -0.1432 -0.00055

E3* (-0.1224,0.1224,0.5684) 1.1281 -0.1396 -0.000001 -0.1432 -0.00055

E4* (-0.1224,-0.1224,0.5684) 1.1281 -0.1396 -0.000001 -0.1432 -0.00055

�
Positionsoftheem pty spheresthatful�lltheASA condition within theLM TO -ASA

approxim ation.
a
Asobtained fortheparam etersoptim ized bym eansoftheLSDA-vBH approxim ation.

b
Asobtanied via calculationsperform ed with the LSDA(vBH)+ U aproxim ation.

Table II

Experim entalcell O ptim ized cell % oferror O ptim ized cell % oferror

param eters param eters Exp.vsLSDA param eters Exp.vsG G S

(�A) (�A)LSDA (�A)G G S

a= b= 4.332 a= b= 4.1767 3.71 a= b= 4.234 2.314

c= 9.955 c= 9.5981 3.72 c= 9.73 2.312
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