
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
50

66
32

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
tr

-e
l]

  2
4 

Ju
n 

20
05

First-principle W annier functions and e�ective lattice ferm ion m odels for narrow -band

com pounds

I. V. Solovyev�

PRESTO , Japan Science and Technology Agency,

Institute for Solid State Physics, University of Tokyo,

K ashiwanoha, K ashiwa, Chiba, 277-8581, Japan

(D ated:M arch 23,2024)

W e propose a system atic procedure forconstructing e�ective lattice ferm ion m odelsfor narrow-

band com pounds on the basis of�rst-principles electronic-structure calculations. The m ethod is

illustrated for the series oftransition-m etal(TM ) oxides: SrVO 3,YTiO 3,V 2O 3,and Y 2M o2O 7,

whose low-energy properties are linked exclusively to the electronic structure of an isolated t2g

band.Them ethod consistsofthreeparts,starting from theelectronicstructurein thelocal-density

approxim ation (LDA).(i)construction ofthe kinetic-energy Ham iltonian using form aldownfolding

m ethod.Itallowstodescribetheband structureclosetotheFerm ilevelin term sofalim ited num ber

of(unknown yet)W annierfunctions(W Fs),and elim inate the restofthe basisstates.(ii)solution

ofan inverse problem and construction ofW Fsforthe given kinetic-energy Ham iltonian.Here,we

closely follow theconstruction ofthebasisfunctionsin theliner-m u�n-tin-orbital(LM TO )m ethod,

and enforce the orthogonality ofW Fs to other band. In thisapproach,one can easily controlthe

contributions ofthe kinetic energy to the W Fs. (iii) calculation ofscreened Coulom b interactions

in the basis of auxiliary W Fs. The latter are de�ned as the W Fs for which the kinetic-energy

term issetto be zero.M eanwhile,the hybridization between TM d and otheratom ic statesiswell

preserved by the orthogonality condition to other bands. The use ofauxiliary W Fs is necessary

in order to avoid the double counting ofthe kinetic-energy term ,which is included explicitly in

the m odelHam iltonian. In order to calculate the screened Coulom b interactions we em ployed a

hybrid approach. First,we evaluate the screening caused by the change ofoccupation num bers

and the relaxation ofthe LM TO basisfunctions,using the conventionalconstraint-LDA approach,

where allm atrix elem entsofhybridization connecting the TM d orbitalsand otherorbitalsare set

to be zero. Then,we switch on the hybridization and evaluate the screening ofon-site Coulom b

interactions associated with the change ofthis hybridization in the random -phase approxim ation.

Thesecond channelofscreeningappearstobevery im portant,and resultsin relatively sm allvalueof

thee�ectiveCoulom b interaction forisolated t2g bands(about2-3 eV,depending on them aterial).

W ediscussdetailsofthisscreening and consideritsband-�lling dependence,frequency dependence,

inuence ofthe lattice distortion,proxim ity ofotherbands,as wellas the e�ect ofdim ensionality

ofthe m odelHam iltonian.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd;71.15.M b;71.28.+ d;71.15.A p

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M any successesofm odern solid-state physicsand chem istry are related with the developm entofthe Hohenberg-

K ohn-Sham density-functionaltheory (DFT),1,2 which isdesigned fortheground stateand based on them inim ization

ofthe totalenergy E [�]with respectto the electron density �. Forpracticalapplications,DFT resortsto iterative

solution ofsingle-particleK ohn-Sham (K S)equations,

�

�
~
2

2m
r
2 + VH + VX C + Vext

�

 i = "i i; (1)

togetherwith the equation forthe electron density:

� =
X

i

nij ij
2
; (2)

de�ned in term s of eigenfunctions ( i), eigenvalues ("i), and the occupation num bers (ni) of K S quasipar-

ticles. Di�erent term s in Eq.(1) are correspondingly the kinetic-energy operator, the Hartree potential, the

exchange-correlation potential, and the external potential. In the following we will also reserve the notation

H K S= � (~2=2m )r 2+ VH + VX C + Vext forthe totalK S Ham iltonian in the real(r)space.

The exchange-correlation potentialis typically treated in the local-density approxim ation (LDA).It em ploys an

analyticalexpression forVX C [�]borrowed from the theory ofhom ogeneouselectron gasin which the density ofthe

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0506632v1
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electron gasisreplaced by the localdensity ofthe realsystem . LDA is farfrom being perfectand there are m any

exam plesofso-called strongly-correlated m aterialsforwhich theconventionalLDA appearsto beinsu�cientboth for

the excited-stateand ground-stateproperties.3,4,5

A typicalsituation realized in transition-m etal(TM ) oxidesisshown in Fig.1. W e would like to em phasize two

FIG .1: Totaland partialdensitiesofstatesforSrVO 3,YTiO 3,V 2O 3,and Y 2M o2O 7 in thelocal-density approxim ation.The

shaded area showsthecontributionsoftransition-m etald-states.O thersym bolsshow positionsofthe m ain bands.The Ferm i

levelisatzero energy.

points.

(i)Thecom m on featureofm any TM oxidesistheexistenceofthewellisolated narrow band (orthegroup ofbands)

located neartheFerm ileveland wellisolated from therestofelectronicstares.Forcom poundsshown in Fig.1,this

istheTM t2g band,which issandwiched between O (2p)band (from below)and a group ofbands(from above),which

havean appreciableweightofthe TM eg states(the m eaning ofm any notationswillbecom e clearin Sec.VI,where

we willdiscuss details ofthe crystaland electronic structure for the considered oxide com pounds). Electronic and

m agnetic properties ofthese com pounds are predeterm ined m ainly by the behavior ofthis t2g band. The e�ect of

otherbandscan be included indirectly,through the renorm alization ofinteraction param etersin thet2g band.

(ii)TheLDA description appearsto beespecially bad forthet2g stateslocated neartheFerm ilevel.Itoften failsto

reproducetheinsulating behaviorofthesecom pounds,aswellasthecorrectm agneticground state,which isdirectly

related with theexistenceoftheband gap.6 Thesourceoftheproblem isknow tobetheon-siteCoulom b correlations,

whose form isgreatly oversim pli�ed in the m odelofhom ogeneouselectron gas. Therefore,the basic strategy which

wasintensively pursued alreadyform orethan decadewastoincorporatethephysicsofon-siteCoulom b correlationsin

LDA and to solvethisproblem using m odern m any-body techniques.Thisway ofthinking gaveriseto such directions

asLDA+ U (e.g.,Refs.3,4,and 7)and LDA+ DM FT (dynam icalm ean-�eld theory,Ref.8).

Takingintoaccounttwoaboveargum ents,webelievethatthem ostlogicalwaytoapproach theproblem ofCoulom b

correlationsin narrow-band com poundsisto divideitin two part:

(i)m apping ofconventionalelectronicstructurecalculationsonto them ulti-orbitalHubbard m odel,and derivation of

the param etersofthism odelfrom the �rstprinciples,forexam ple starting from the sim plestelectronic structure in

LDA;

(ii)solution ofthism ulti-orbitalHubbard m odelusing m odern m any-body m ethods.9
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In thispaperwe willdiscussthe �rstpartofthisprojectand show how resultsofconventionalLDA calculations

forthe t2g bandscan be m apped onto the m ulti-orbitalHubbard m odel:

Ĥ =
X

R R 0

X

��

h
��

R R 0ĉ
y

R �
ĉ
R 0�

+
1

2

X

R

X

���

U���ĉ
y

R �
ĉ
y

R 
ĉ
R �

ĉ
R �
; (3)

where ĉ
y

R �
(̂cR �)creates(annihilates)an electron in the W annierorbital ~W R � ofthe site R ,and � isa jointindex,

incorporatingallrem aining(spin and orbital)degreesoffreedom .Them atrixkh
��

R R 0kparam eterizesthekineticenergy

ofelectrons. The m atrix elem ents h
��

R R 0 have the following m eaning: the site-diagonalpart (R = R 0) describes the

locallevel-splitting,caused by thecrystal�eld and (or)thespin-orbitinteraction,whiletheo�-diagonalpart(R 6= R 0)

standsforthe transferintegrals(orthe transferinteractions). U���=
R
dr
R
dr0~W y

�(r)
~W �(r)vscr(r� r0)~W y

(r
0)~W �(r

0)

arethe m atrix elem entsofscreened Coulom b interaction vscr(r� r0),which aresupposed to be diagonalwith respect

to the site indices. In principle,the o�-diagonalelem entscan be also included into the m odel. However,we do not

considerthem in the presentwork.In Sec.VIIIwe willdiscussseveralopen questionsrelated with the de�nition of

the intersiteCoulom b interactionsin LDA.

The �rstpartofthis paper willbe devoted to derivation ofthe param etersofthe kinetic energy. Then,we will

explain how to constructthe W annier functions (W Fs),which generate these param etersafter applying to the K S

Ham iltonian in therealspace.Thenextpartwillbedevoted to calculationsofscreened Coulom b interactions,using

the W F form alism .

II. T H E LM T O M ET H O D

In this section we willbriey review the m ain ideas oflinear-m u�n-tin-orbital(LM TO )m ethod,as they willbe

widely used in the subsequentsections for the construction oftransfer interactions and the W annier orbitals. The

m ethod isdesigned forthe solution ofK S equationsin LDA.Forthe detailsand recentdevelopm ents,the readeris

referred to the activity ofthe O .K .Andersen group atthe M ax-Plank Institute in Stuttgart.10

M ajority ofm odern electronicstructurem ethodsusesom ebasis.Thebasisfunctionsofthe LM TO m ethod,fj�ig

(the so-called m u�n-tin orbitals { M TO s) have m any sim ilarities with orthogonalized atom ic orbitals. As we will

see below,the LM TO m ethod is very convenientfor constructing the W Fs,and for certain applications,the basis

function ofthe LM TO m ethod,from the very beginning,can be chosen asa W annierfunction.

TheconventionalLM TO approachem ploystheatom ic-spheres-approxim ation(ASA),which assum esthatthewhole

space ofthe crystalcan be �lled by overlapping atom ic spheres(Fig.2),so thatthe overlap between the spheresas

wellasthe em pty spaces,which arenotencircled by any spheres,can beneglected.TheM TO sareconstructed from

solutionsofK S equationsinside atom ic spheres(the partialwaves),calculated atsom e energiesE �L (typically,the

centerofgravity ofthe occupied band orofthe entireband),�R L ,and theirenergy derivatives _�R L .In each atom ic

sphere,the K S potentialisspherically averaged.Therefore,the solutionsareproportionalto the angularharm onics,

which are speci�ed by the indices L� (‘;m ) (correspondingly,orbitaland azim uthalquantum num bers) . At the

atom ic sphere boundaries,f�R L g and f_�R Lg m atch continuously and di�erenciably onto certain envelop functions.

Thelatteraretypically constructed from irregularsolutionsofLaplaceequation,which rapidly decay in therealspace

(Fig.2).

Itiseasy to verify thatthe functions�R L and _�R L obey the following \LM TO algebra":

h�R L j�R L i= 1; (4)

h_�R L j�R L i= h�R L j
_�R L i= 0; (5)

h_�R L j
_�R L i= pR L; (6)

(H K S � E�L)j�R L i= 0; (7)

and

(H K S � E�L)j_�R L i= j�R L i; (8)
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FIG .2: Construction ofbasisfunctionsoftheLM TO m ethod.Itisassum ed thatthewholespaceofthecrystalis�lled by the

atom icspheres.Theleftpanelshowsa concreteexam pleofsuch �lling in theVO 2 planeofSrVO 3.Thecentralpartofthebasis

function (the\head")isconstructed asthesolution ofK ohn-Sham equation insideatom ic sphereR (�R L ),which iscalculated

in the center ofgravity ofthe band and whose angular character is denoted by L. The "tail" ofthe basis function at the

neighboring site R
0
isconstructed from the energy-derivativesof�R 0L 0 (denoted as _�R 0L 0).Atthe atom ic spheresboundaries

(shown by ST M and SO forthe centraltransition-m etalsite and neighboring oxygen sites,respectively),�R L and _�R 0L 0 m atch

continuously and di�erenciably onto certain envelop function (typically,an irregularsolution ofthe Laplace equation).

where H K S= H K S(r) is the K ohn-Sham Ham iltonian in the realspace. Then,one possible choice ofthe m u�n-tin

orbitalsis

j�i= j�i+ j_�i(Ĥ � Ê �): (9)

In thispaperweusethe shorthanded notationsby Andersen etal..Forinstance,Eq.(9)should be read asfollows:

j�R L i= j�R L i+
X

R 0L 0

j_�R 0L 0i(H L
0
L

R 0R
� �R 0R �L 0LE �L):

The �rstand second term sin the right-hand side ofthisequation aresom etim escalled,correspondingly,the \head"

and the\tail" ofM TO .TheangularcharacterofM TO atthecentralsiteR isspeci�ed by thatofpartialwave�R L .

The m atrix elem ents ofH K S in the M TO s basis (9) can be im m ediately derived by using the properties (4)-(8) of

�R L and _�R L :

h�jH K Sj�i= Ĥ + (Ĥ � Ê �)Ê �p̂(Ĥ � Ê �);

where Ê � and p̂ are the diagonalm atrices constructed from fÊ �Lg and fpR Lg,and h�jH K Sj�i is the shorthanded

notation forthe m atrix kh�R LjH K Sj�R 0L 0ik.The corresponding overlap m atrix,kh�R Lj�R 0L 0ik,is

h�j�i= 1̂+ (Ĥ � Ê �)̂p(Ĥ � Ê �):

Sincethesecond term in theright-hand sideofh�j�iistypically sm all,thebasisfunctions(9)aresaid toform anearly

orthogonalrepresentation ofthe LM TO m ethod,and Ĥ isthe LM TO Ham iltonian in the second orderof(Ĥ � Ê �).

The basis(9)can be orthonorm alized num erically,by applying the transform ation

j�i! j~�i= j�ih�j�i
�1=2

:

The corresponding LM TO Ham iltonian,Ĥ = h~�jH K Sj~�i,which isform ally valid in allordersof(Ĥ � Ê �),isgiven by

Ĥ = h�j�i
�1=2

h�jH K Sj�ih�j�i
�1=2

:

This Ham iltonian willbe used as the starting point in the next section,for the de�nition oftransfer interactions

between certain W annierorbitals.W estartwith theform aldescription ofthedownfolding m ethod.Theconstruction

ofthe W annierbasisfunctions,underlying this approach,willbe considered in Sec.IV,where we willuse again all
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m eritsofthe LM TO m ethod and show thatproperW Fscan be constructed by retaining the \heads" ofM TO sand

attaching to them di�erent\tails".

Forperiodiccrystals,itisconvenientto work in thereciprocal(k)space.Therefore,ifitisnotspeci�ed otherwise,

weassum ethattheLM TO Ham iltonian isalreadyconstructed in thereciprocalspace,aftertheFouriertransform ation

ofM TO s:

j�kL i=
1

p
N

X

R

e
�ikR

j�R Li;

whereN isthe num berofsites.

Forallconsidered com pounds,resultsofourASA-LM TO calculationsare in a good agreem entthe onesobtained

usingm oreaccuratefull-potentialm ethods.In ourde�nition ofthecrystal-�eldsplittingwegobeyondtheconventional

ASA and takeinto accountnonsphericity ofthe electron-ion interactions(seeSec.V).

III. D O W N FO LD IN G M ET H O D FO R T H E K IN ET IC -EN ER G Y PA R T

Param etersofthekineticenergy areobtained using thedownfolding m ethod,starting from theelectronicstructure

in LDA.In orderto describe properly the electronic structure ofthe TM oxidesin the valentpartofthe spectrum

using the LM TO m ethod,it is typically required severaltens or even hundreds basis functions (including the ones

associated with em pty spheres,which are added in order to im prove the atom ic spheres approxim ation for loosely

packed atom ic structures).Severalexam plesofsuch baseswillgiven in Secs.VIA-VID.

W hat we want to do next is to describe som e part of this electronic structure by certain tight-binding (TB)

Ham iltonian ĥ,which,contrary Ĥ ,is form ulated in the basis ofa very lim ited num ber oforthogonalatom ic-like

orbitals. Forexam ple,in orderto reproduce the t2g bandslocated nearthe Ferm ilevel,one would like to use only

threet2g orbitalscentered ateachTM site.Theseorbitalshaveam eaningofW annierorbitals,which willbeconsidered

in Sec.IV.

W estartwith theidentity by noting thatany eigenstateoftheLM TO Ham iltonian Ĥ can bepresented asthesum

j i= j ti+ j ri,where j tiisexpanded overthe LM TO basisfunction ofthe t2g-type,fj~�tig (here,the characterof

the basisfunction isspeci�ed by its\head"),and j riisexpanded overthe restofthe basisfunctionsfj~�rig.Then,

the m atrix equationsforLM TO eigenstatescan be rearranged identically as

(Ĥ tt
� !)j ti+ Ĥ

tr
j ri = 0; (10)

Ĥ
rt
j ti+ (Ĥ rr

� !)j ri = 0: (11)

By elim inating j rifrom Eq.(11)one obtainsthe e�ective!-dependentHam iltonian in the basisoft2g-states

Ĥ
tt
e�(!)= Ĥ

tt
� Ĥ

tr(Ĥ rr
� !)�1 Ĥ rt

and the \overlap" m atrix

Ŝ(!)= 1+ Ĥ
tr(Ĥ rr

� !)�2 Ĥ rt
;

satisfying thecondition h tĵSj ti= 1.Then,therequired TB Ham iltonian,ĥ,isobtained aftertheorthonorm alization

ofthe vectorsj ti! j~ ti= Ŝ
1=2j tiand �xing the energy ! in the centerofgravity ofthe t2g band (!0):

ĥ = Ŝ
�1=2 (!0)Ĥ

tt
e�(!0)Ŝ

�1=2 (!0): (12)

Typically,the downfolding is perform ed in the reciprocalspace,and the param eter!0 m ay also depend on k. The

Ham iltonian ĥk can be Fouriertransform ed back to the realspace:

ĥR R
0 =

X

k

e
ik(R �R

0
)
ĥk:

The site-diagonalpart of ĥR R
0 shalldescribe the crystal-�eld (CF) splitting caused by the lattice distortion and

associated with the transferinteractionsbetween t-and r-orbitals,which areelim inated in the downfolding m ethod,

while the o�-diagonalelem ents have a m eaning oftransfer interactions. The �rst application ofthis approach has

been considered in Ref.11.In Sec.VIwewillillustrateabilitiesofthism ethod forseveraltypesoft2g com pounds.

The crystal-�eld splitting m ay have another origin, which is related with nonsphericity of the electron-ion

interactions.12 Thiscontribution willbe considered in Sec.V.
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IV . W A N N IER FU N C T IO N S

In the previous section we have shown that there is a TB Ham iltonian,ĥ,form ulated in som e basis ofW annier

orbitalsf ~W g.Itallowsto generatetheelectronicstructureofisolated t2g bands,which ispractically identicalto the

electronicstructureobtained afterthe diagonalization ofthe totalLM TO Ham iltonian Ĥ .

In thissection we willsolvean inverseproblem and constructthe basisf ~W g,which afterapplying to the original

K S Ham iltonian,generatesthe m atrix ĥ:

ĥ = h~W jH K Sj~W i: (13)

In a close analogy with the LM TO m ethod,we will�rstintroduce the orbitalsfW g,which are related with f ~W g

by the orthonorm alization transform ation

j~W i= jW ihW jW i
�1=2

; (14)

and search jW iin the form :

jW i= jW ti+

N rX

r= 1

�rjW ri; (15)

whereW t isconstructed entirely from thet2g-typesolutionsofK S equationsinsideatom icspheresand theirenergy-

derivatives f�t;_�tg: i.e. both �t and _�t belong to the TM sites,and ‘t’stands for the 3d-t2g partialwaves. Each

W r is constructed from the rest ofthe partialwavesf�r;_�rg. Then,W t and W r can be found from the following

conditions:

1. W e requestonly the t-partofjW ito contribute to the m atrix elem entsofthe K S Ham iltonian,and search itin

the form ofM TO :

jW ti= j�ti+ j_�ti(̂h� Ê �t): (16)

In this de�nition,jW tiisa function of(yetunknown)m atrix ĥ,which willbe found later. The m atrix elem entsof

H K S in the basisoftheseW annierorbitalsaregiven by:

hW jH K SjW i= ĥ+ (̂h� Ê �t)Ê �tp̂t(̂h� Ê �t): (17)

2. The r-partsofthe W F,fW rg,do notcontribute to the m atrix elem ents(17). They are introduced only in order

to m ake the W Fs(15)orthogonalto the restofthe eigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian Ĥ .Therefore,we search jW riin

the form :

jW ri= j�ri+ �rj
_�ri;

where

�r =
� 2E�r

1+
p
1� 4E2�rpr

isobtained from the condition hW rjH K SjW ri= 0.

3. The coe�cients � r are found from the orthogonality condition ofjW i to N r eigenstates fj iig ofthe original

LM TO Ham iltonian Ĥ :

N rX

r= 1

h ijW ri�r = � h ijW ti; i= 1; :::; N r: (18)

Thisallowsto include the r-com ponentsofthe W Fsin a system atic way.Forexam ple,by taking into consideration

the2p-partialwavesinsideoxygen spheres(N r= 9wavefunctionsforcubicperovskites),theW Fscan beorthogonalized

to N r= 9 O (2p)bands,etc. Fora given ĥ,the problem is reduced to the solution ofthe system oflinearequations

(18).

Since jW ti contributes to Eq.(18),the coe�cients f� rg willalso depend on ĥ. Therefore,the totalW F is an

im plicitfunction ofthe m atrix ĥ:jW i� jW (̂h)i.

4. The laststep isthe orthonorm alization (14),which aftersubstitution into Eq.(13)yieldsthe following equation

forthe m atrix ĥ:

ĥ = hW (̂h)jW (̂h)i1=2 ĥ hW (̂h)jW (̂h)i1=2 � (̂h� Ê �t)Ê �tp̂t(̂h� Ê �t):

Thisequation issolved iteratively with respectto ĥ.
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A . Spacialextension ofW annier functions

The choice ofthe W Fs as wellas their extension in the realspace is not uniquely de�ned. For m any practical

applicationsone would like to have \m axim ally localized" orbitals,13 although in the contextofthe W Fs,the term

\m axim ally localized"itselfbearscertain arbitrarinessand ism erely a m athem aticalconstruction,becausedepending

on the considered physicalproperty onecan introduce di�erentcriteria ofthe \m axim allocalization".

Although wedo notexplicitly em ploy hereany procedurewhich would pick up the\m ostlocalized" representation

for the W Fs,our m ethod wellsuits this generalstrategy and the obtained W Fs are expected to be welllocalized

around the centralTM sites.

Thereareseveralwaysofcontrolling the spacialextension ofthe W Fsin the LM TO m ethod.

1. By using di�erentenvelop functionsone can,in principle,change the spacialextension ofM TO s(Fig.2),which

controlsthedecay oftheoriginalLM TO Ham iltonian in therealspace.Forexam ple,instead ofirregularsolutionsof

Laplaceequation,onecan useHankelfunctionsofthecom plex argum ent.However,any choiceshould satisfy certain

criteria ofthe com pleteness ofthe basis set. From this point ofview,the use ofthe Hankelfunctions is not well

justi�ed asittypically deterioratesthe accuracy ofLM TO calculations.Therefore,in the presentwork we leavethis

problem asitisand �x the LM TO basisset.

2. O nce the LM TO basisis �xed,the relative weightofthe TM d-statesand otheratom ic stateswhich contribute

to the t2g band cannot be changed (see Fig.1). For exam ple,the contribution ofthe oxygen 2p-states cannot be

replaced by m u�n-tin orbitalscentered attheTM sitesand viseversa.Thesam eproportion ofatom icorbitalsshould

be preserved in the W Fs,constructed for this t2g band. Then,the only param eterwhich can be controlled is how

m any W Fs,centered atdi�erentsitesofthelattice,contributeto thedensity ofd-statesatthegiven TM site.Then,

the de�nition \localized orbital" m ean thatitism ainly centered around given TM site.Conversely,the \delocalized

orbital" m ay havea long tailspreading overotherTM sites.Then,itiseasy to seethatourprocedurecorrespondsto

theform erchoice.Indeed,in the�rstorderof(̂h� Ê �t)and neglecting fora whilethenonorthogonality to therestof

theelectronicstates,thenorm oftheW F can beobtained from Eq.(16)ash~W j~W i= h�tj�ti,m eaning thattheW F is

fully localized atthecentralTM site.Then,itholds ĥ= ĥ,which isvalid in thesecond orderof(̂h� Ê �t).
10 Therefore,

theleading correction to the aboveapproxim ation,which de�nethe actualweightoftheW F attheneighboring TM

sitesiscontrolled by the param etersofthe kinetic energy ĥ,and isofthe orderofĥp̂tĥ. Aswe willsee below,the

latterissm all.Theconclusion israthergenericand wellanticipated forthestrongly-correlated system sforwhich the

kinetic-energy term sisgenerally sm all.

3.TheangularcharacteroftheW F atthecentralTM siteshould beconsistentwith theoneextracted from thelocal

density ofstatesin the region oft2g bands(in the otherwords,the localdensity ofstatesatthe TM sitesshould be

wellrepresented by atom icorbitalsfj~�tig used in thedownfolding m ethod).Therefore,wechoosefj~�tig asthesetof

atom icorbitalswhich m ainly contributeto the localdensity ofstatesin the region oft2g bands.Forthese purposes,

ateach TM site wecalculatethe density m atrix in the basisof�ved orbitalsfj~�dig:

N̂ =
X

i2t2g

h~�dj iih ij~�di; (19)

and sum up the contributionsofallt2g bands(here,iisan jointindex,which incorporatesthe band index and the

coordinates ofthe k-point in the �rst Brillouin zone). Then,we diagonalize N̂ ,and assign three m ost populated

orbitals,obtained afterthe diagonalization to fj~�tig.

V . C R Y STA L-FIELD SP LIT T IN G C A U SED B Y N O N SP H ER IC IT Y O F ELEC T R O N -IO N

IN T ER A C T IO N S

The contribution of Coulom b interactions to the crystal-�eld splitting is a tricky issue. Despite an apparent

sim plicity ofthe problem ,one should clearly distinguish di�erentcontribution and notto include them twice,in the

kineticand Coulom b partsofthem odelHam iltonian (3).Theuseoffull-potentialtechniquesdoesnotautom atically

guarantee the right answer. However,the atom ic-spheres-approxim ation,which typically supplem ents the LM TO

m ethod,willalso require additionalcorrectionsforthe crystal-�eld splitting. In thissection we would like to m ake

two com m entson thisproblem .

1.Thenonsphericity ofon-site Coulom b interactionsisalready included in thesecond partofthem odelHam iltonian

(3). The problem willbe discussed in details in Sec.VII. Therefore,in order to avoid the double counting,the

corresponding contribution to the kinetic-energy partshould be subtracted. From thispointofview the use ofthe

spherically averaged K S potentialin ASA iswelljusti�ed.
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The sam e istrue forthe intersite Coulom b interactions,ifthey are explicitly included to the m odelHam iltonian

(3).

2.Allrem aining interactionsshould generally contributeto the crystal-�eld splitting.In ASA,the propercorrection

atthesiteR can befound by considering them atrix elem entsoftheCoulom b potentialproduced by allotheratom ic

spheres(orions)atthe siteR ,

� ĥR R =
X

R 06= R

h~W R j
� Z�

R 0e
2

jR + r� R0j
j~W R i;

where ~W R � ~W R (r) is the W F centered at the site R ,and Z �
R 0 is the totalcharge associated with the sphere R 0:

nam ely,thenuclearchargem inusthe electronicchargeencircled by theatom icsphere.Thenonsphericalpartofthis

integralcan be easily calculated in the realspaceby using the m ultipole expansion forjR + r� R0j�1 .

In allforthcom ing discussions,unlessitisspeci�ed otherwise,them atrix elem entsofthecrystal-�eld splitting will

incorporatethe correction � ĥR R associated with nonsphericity ofthe electron-ion interactions.
V I. A P P LIC A T IO N S T O T R A N SIT IO N -M ETA L O X ID ES

A . C ubic Perovskites: SrV O 3

SrVO 3 is a rare exam ple ofperovskite com pounds,which crystallizesin the idealcubic structure. Itattracted a

considerableattention in the connection with the bandwidth controlofthe m etal-insulatortransition.5

Forthecubiccom pounds,theseparationoftheLM TO basisfunctionsintofj~�tigand fj~�rigused in thedownfolding

m ethod isratherstraightforward:threet2g orbitalscentered ateach V siteform the subspaceoffj~�tig orbitals,and

the restofthe basisfunctionsareassociated with fj~�rig.

Param etersofLM TO calculationsforSrVO 3 aregiven in TableI.Thecorresponding electronicstructureisshown

TABLE I: Atom ic positions (in unitsofcubic lattice param etera= 3:842�A),atom ic radii(in �A)and basisfunctionsincluded

in LM TO calculationsforcubic SrVO 3.

typeofatom position atom ic radius LM TO basis num berofatom s

Sr (0:5;0:5;0:5) 1:919 5s5p4d4f 1

V (0;0;0) 1:470 4s4p3d 1

O (0:5;0;0) 1:032 2s2p 3

in Fig.3. The downfolding procedure is nearly perfect and wellreproduces the behavior ofthree t2g bands. As
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FIG .3: Leftpanel:Crystalstructure ofcubic perovskitesand atom ic wavefunctionsm ediating transferinteractionsbetween

V(t2g) orbitals. The standard V(xy)-O (y)-V(xy)and V(xy)-O (x)-V(xy)interactions operate in the x-and y-directions,re-

spectively. The V(xy)-Sr(3z2-r2)-V(xy)interaction operate in the \forbidden" z-direction. Right panel: LDA energy bands

for SrVO 3 obtained in LM TO calculations and after the tight-binding (TB) param etrization using the downfolding m ethod.

Notationsofthe high-sym m etry pointsofthe Brillouin zone are taken from Ref.14.

expected for cubic perovskite com pounds,15 the transfer interactions between di�erent t2g orbitals are sm all. The
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dispersion oft2g bandsiswelldescribed in term softhreeinteraction param eterst1,t
0
1,and t2:

"xy(k)= 2t1(cosakx + cosaky)+ 2t01 cosakz + 4t2 cosakx cosaky

(a being thecubiclatticeparam eter;sim ilarexpressionsfortheyz and zx bandsareobtained by cyclicperm utations

ofthe indices x,y,and z). The param eterst1,t
0
1,and t2,obtained after the Fourier transform ation,are listed in

TableII.Asexpected,thenearest-neighbor(NN)dd�-interaction t1 m ediated by theoxygen 2p-statesisthestrongest.

TABLE II: Param etersoftransferinteractionsforSrVO 3 (in eV).

t1 t
0

1 t2

� 0:209 � 0:023 � 0:084

For the xy-orbitals,it operates in the x and y directions. However,there is also an appreciable dd�-interaction t01
operating in the\forbidden" direction (forexam ple,thedirection z in thecaseofxy orbitals).Theseinteractionsare

m ediated by the Sr(4d)statesand strongly depend on the proxim ity ofthe latterto the Ferm ilevel. Therefore,it

isnotquite rightto say thatthe transferinteractionsbetween t2g orbitalsare strictly two-dim ensionalin the cubic

lattice.16 SincetheLa(5d)statesarelocated even lowerin energy than theSr(4d)ones,theinteraction t01 isexpected

to be even strongerin LaTiO 3. However,in the case ofLaTiO 3 we have an additionalcom plication associated with

theorthorhom bicdistortion.Aswewillseebelow,itchangestheconventionalform oftransferinteractionsexpected

forthe sim pli�ed cubic perovskitestructuredram atically.

The corresponding W F is shown in Fig.4. In this case,the t-part ofthe W F was constructed from the 3d-t2g
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FIG .4: Contourplotofthe xy-W annierorbitalofSrVO 3,in the (001)(left)and (110)(right)planes. The solid and dashed

line correspond to the positive and negative valuesofthe W annierfunction.Atom ic positionsare shown by sym bols.Around

each site,the W annierfunction increases/decreseswith the step 0:04 from the valuesindicated on the graph.

partialwavesinside V spheres.The partialwavesofthe Sr(4d5s),V(3d-eg),and O (2p)typeswereincluded into the

r-part,in orderto enforcethe orthogonality ofthe W F to the bandsofthe aforem entioned type.

Since the t2g band isan antibonding com bination ofthe atom ic V(3d-t2g)and O (2p)orbitals,the W F hasnodes

located between V and O sites. Fig.5 illustrates the spacialextension ofthe W F.It shows the electronic charge

accum ulated around the centralV site afteradding every new sphere ofthe neighboring atom ic sites.Since the W F

isnorm alized,the totalcharge should be equalto one. In the case ofSrVO 3,77% ofthe thischarge belongsto the

centralV site,16% isdistributed overfourneighboring oxygen sites,about5% belongsto thenexteightSrsites,and

1% { to the eightoxygen siteslocated in the fourth coordination sphere.O thercontributionsaresm all.

It is also instructive to calculate the expectation value ofthe square ofthe position operator,hr2i= hW jr2jW i,

which characterizesthe spread ofthe W F in the m ethod ofM arzariand Vanderbilt.13 They proposed to de�ne the

\m axim ally localized" W annierorbitalsasthe oneswhich m inim ize hr2i. Using the W F shown in Fig.4,we obtain

hr2i= 2:37 �A 2.Unfortunately,atpresentallapplicationsofthe m ethod by M arzariand Vanderbiltto the TM oxides

arelim ited by M nO .17 Therefore,wecan m akeonly indirectcom parison between twodi�erentcom pounds.Thevalues

ofhr2ireported in Ref.17 forindividualW Fscentered attheM n and O siteswereoftheorderof0.6-0.8 �A 2,thatis
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FIG .5: Spacialextension oft2g-W annierfunction in SrVO 3:theelectronicchargeaccum ulated around thecentralV siteafter

adding every new sphere ofneighboring atom ic sites.

considerably sm allerthan 2.37 �A 2 obtained in ourwork forSrVO 3.However,such a di�erenceisnotsurprising.

1.O urschem eofconstructing theW Fsisnotbased on them inim ization ofhr2i.Therefore,ourvaluesofhr2ishould

be generally larger.

2.M ore im portantly,the spacialextension ofthe W Fsdependson the dim ensionality ofthe Hilbertspace,which is

used in the construction ofthe Hubbard m odel. Forexam ple,we willshow in Sec.VID thatby treating explicitly

the e�g statesin V 2O 3 one can easily �nd m ore com pactrepresentation forthe W annierorbitals.Thischaracteristic

can be furtherim proved by including the O (2p)statesexplicitly into the W annierbasis,18 like in Ref.17 forM nO .

However,thereisa very high priceto pay forthisextra localization.Thisisthe dim ensionality ofthe Hilbertspace,

which becom escrucialin the m any-body m ethodsforthe num ericalsolution ofthe m odelHam iltonian (3).

Thus,we believethatourW Fsconstructed forisolated t2g band areindeed welllocalized.

Forcubicperovskites,thereareseveralwaysofextractingparam etersoftransferinteractionsfrom the�rst-principles

electronicstructurecalculations.Forexam ple,onecan sim ply �ttheLDA band structurein term sofa sm allnum ber

ofSlater-K osterinteractions.15 However,the situation becom esincreasingly com plicated in m aterialswith the lower

crystalsym m etry,like the orthorhom bically distorted perovskiteoxides,corundum ,orpyrochlorecom pounds.First,

the num ber of possible Slater-K oster interactions increases dram atically. Second, the form of these interactions

becom esvery com plicated and di�erssubstantially from thecubicperovskitecom pounds(oneexam pleisthem ixing

oft2g and eg orbitalsby theorthorhom bicdistortion,which doesnotoccurin cubicperovskites).Therefore,itseem s

thatforcom plex com poundsthe only way to proceed isto usethe downfolding m ethod.In thenextsectionswewill

considerseveralexam plesalong thisline.

B . O rthorhom bically D istorted Perovskites: Y T iO 3

YTiO 3 is a ferrom agnetic insulator. The resent interest to this com pound has been spurred by the behavior of

orbitalpolarization,which is closely related with the origin ofthe ferrom agnetic ground state. YTiO 3 is typically

considered in com bination with LaTiO 3,which is an antiferrom agnetic insulator. The m agnetic behavior ofthese

two,form ally isoelectronicm aterials,isnotfully understood.11

Contrary to SrVO 3,both YTiO 3 and LaTiO 3 crystallize in the strongly distorted orthorhom bic structure (shown

in Fig.6 for YTiO 3,the space group No.62 in the InternationalTables;the Sch�onies notation is D 16
2h). In this

section wewillillustrateabilitiesofthedownfolding m ethod fordistorted perovskitecom pounds,using YTiO 3 asan

exam ple.Param etersofLM TO calculationsforYTiO 3 aregiven in TableIII.

A new problem wehaveto addresshereishow to separatethebasisfunctionsoftheLM TO m ethod onto thefj~�tig

and fj~�rig orbitals. Note thatalthough the t2g band iswellseparated from the restofthe electronic structure also

in the case ofYTiO 3,the atom ic t2g and eg orbitalsare strongly m ixed by the crystal-�eld e�ectsand the transfer

interactionsin thedistorted perovskitestructure.Therefore,theconventionalseparation into atom ict2g orbitalsand
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FIG .6: Leftpanel:Fragm entofcrystalstructureofYTiO 3 (a\distorted cube").Theinsetshowsthedirectionsoforthorhom bic

axes.Rightpanel:LDA energy bandsforYTiO 3 obtained in LM TO calculationsand aftertight-binding (TB)param etrization

using the downfolding m ethod.Notationsofthe high-sym m etry pointsofthe Brillouin zone are taken from Ref.14.

TABLE III: Atom icpositions(in unitsoforthorhom biclattice param etersa= 5:316,b= 5:679,and c= 7:611�A),atom ic radii(in
�A)and basisfunctionsincluded in LM TO calculationsfororthorhom bically distorted YTiO 3.The sym bol‘Em ’standsforthe

em pty spheres.

typeofatom position atom ic radius LM TO basis num berofatom s

Y (0:521;0:073;0:250) 1:758 5s5p4d4f 4

Ti (0;0;0) 1:507 4s4p3d 4

O (0:379;0:458;0:250) 1:052 2s2p 4

O (0:309;0:191;0:558) 1:043 2s2p 8

Em (0:192;0:268;0:116) 0:595 1s 8

Em (0:438;0:329;0:750) 0:757 1s2p 4

Em (0:149;0:368;0:027) 0:556 1s 8

Em (0:106;0:208;0:199) 0:479 1s 8

therestofthebasisfunctionsdoesnotapply here,and in orderto generatefj~�tig weuseeigenvectorsofthedensity

m atrix (see Sec.IV A).

Forthe site 1,shown in Fig.6,these three \t2g orbitals" have the following form (in the basisofjxyi,jyzi,jz2i,

jzxi,and jx2� y2iorbitals,in the orthorhom biccoordinatefram e):

j~�1i = ( 0:13;� 0:60;� 0:24; 0:34;� 0:67);

j~�2i = ( 0:17; 0:50;� 0:35; 0:77; 0:11); (20)

j~�3i = (� 0:43;� 0:54;� 0:29; 0:22; 0:62):

Atthesites2,3,and 4 sim ilarorbitalscan begenerated from theonesatthesite1 using thesym m etry propertiesof

theD 16
2h
group and applyingthe180� rotationsaround theorthorhom bicaxesa,c,and b,respectively.Theseorbitals

de�ne the localbasis(orthe localcoordinatefram e)around each Tisite.

Then,the rest ofthe basis functions f~�rg can be elim inated using the downfolding m ethod. The corresponding

electronic structure for the t2g bands is shown in Fig.6,which reveals an excellent agreem ent between results of

LM TO calculationsand theirtight-binding param etrization using the down-folding m ethod.

Param etersobtained afterthetransform ation to therealspacearelisted in TableIV,in thelocalcoordinatefram e.

W e note a substantialcrystal-�eld splitting associated with the orthorhom bic distortion. After the diagonalization

ofthe site-diagonalpart ofthe TB Ham iltonian ĥ,we obtain the following (\one-down,two-up") splitting oft2g
levels: � 0:076,0:032,and 0:046 eV.Som e im plications ofthe crystal-�eld splitting to the orbitalpolarization and

the m agnetic ground state ofYTiO 3 and LaTiO 3 have been discussed in Refs.11 and 12.19 The form oftransfer

interactions becom es extrem ely com plicated,and di�ers dram atically from m any naive expectations based on the
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TABLE IV: Param etersofthekineticenergy forYTiO 3 (in eV),in thelocalcoordinatefram e.theatom icpositionsareshown

in Fig.6. The basis functions at the site 1 are given by Eqs.(20). The basis functions at the sites 2 and 3 are obtained by

the 180
�
rotationsofthe site 1 around the orthorhom bic axesa and c,respectively.The m atrix ĥ11 describesthe crystal-�eld

splitting atthesite1 (nonsphericity ofelectron-ion interactionshasbeen added in ĥ11)Them atrices ĥ12 and ĥ13 stand forthe

transferintegralsin the bonds1-2 and 1-3,respectively.

i-j ĥij

1-1

� 0:060 � 0:039 � 0:014

� 0:039 0:028 � 0:001

� 0:014 � 0:001 0:032

1-2

� 0:080 � 0:036 0:072

0:162 0:013 0:073

0:063 0:031 � 0:038

1-3

0:000 � 0:080 0:055

� 0:080 0:082 � 0:007

0:055 � 0:007 0:073

analogy with the cubic perovskites. G enerally,the transferinteractionsare three-dim ensionaland operate between

di�erentt2g orbitals.

The W Fs are shown in Fig.7, and their spacialextension in the realspace is illustrated in Fig.8. In these

calculations,the W Fs have been orthogonalized to the O (2p),Ti(3d-eg),and Y(4d) bands. The orbitals appear
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FIG .7: Contourplotofthreet2g-W annierorbitalsin the(001)planeofYTiO 3.Theorbitalsare centered atthesite1 shown

in Fig.6. Projections ofthe vanadium and oxygen sites onto the plane are shown by circles and crosses,respectively. O ther

notationsare the sam e asin Fig.4.

to be m ore localized than in SrVO 3: 82-87% ofthe totalcharge belongs the centralTisite,and only 6 to 10% is

distributed overneighboring oxygen sites.Thisisbecause ofthe largeorthorhom bicdistortion,which suppressesall

interatom icinteractionsm ediated by the oxygen states.Anotherreason isthe largerenergy distance between O (2p)

and t2g bandsin YTiO 3 (3:2 eV against0:3 eV in SrVO 3 { see Fig.1),which explainssm allerweightofthe atom ic

oxygen statesin the t2g band and the W FsofYTiO 3.

Anotherinteresting feature isthatthe degreeoflocalization ispretty di�erentforthree orbitals.Forexam ple,we

obtain hr2i= 2.28,1.90,and 2.05 �A 2,correspondingly forW 1,W 2,and W 3 shown in Fig.7. O ne can paraphrase it

in a di�erentway:the degree ofhybridization can be di�erentfordi�erentt2g orbitals,unlessthey arerelated with

each otherby sym m etry operations.

C . P yrochlores: Y 2M o2O 7

The pyrochlorecom poundsexhibita variety ofinteresting properties.M any ofthem arenotfully understood.

Y 2M o2O 7 isa canonicalexam pleofgeom etrically frustrated system s.In thiscom pound,them agneticatom sform

the networksofcorner-sharing tetrahedra. Then,the antiferrom agneticcoupling between NN M o spinsleadsto the
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FIG .8: Spacialextension oft2g-W annierfunctionsin YTiO 3.

frustration.The origin ofthisantiferrom agneticcoupling can be understood on the basisofsem i-em piricalHartree-

Fock calculations.20 A rem aining question,which isnotfully understood,isthe origin ofthespin-glassstaterealized

in Y 2M o2O 7 below 20 K .21 Forcom parison,Nd2M o2O 7 isa ferrom agnet,revealing a largeanom alousHalle�ect.
20,22

Another interesting group is superconducting �-pyrochloreswith the chem icalform ula AO s2O 6 (A= K ,Rb,and

Cs).23

In thissection wewillderiveparam etersofthe kinetic energy forthe t2g band ofY 2M o2O 7.Very sim ilarstrategy

can be applied forotherpyrochlores.Param etersofLM TO calculationsforY 2M o2O 7 arelisted in TableV.

TABLE V: Atom ic positions(in unitsofcubiclattice param etera= 10:21 �A),atom ic radii(in �A)and basisfunctionsincluded

in LM TO calculationsforpyrochlore Y 2M o2O 7.

typeofatom position atom ic radius LM TO basis num berofatom s

Y (0:5;0:5;0:5) 1:746 5s5p4d 4

M o (0;0;0) 1:587 5s5p4d 4

O (0:375;0:375;0:375) 1:032 2s2p 2

O (0:338;0:125;0:125) 1:032 2s2p 12

Em (0:125;0:125;0:125) 0:952 1s2p3d 2

Em (0:25;0;0) 1:044 1s2p3d 8

In thepyrochlorelattice,each M ositeislocated in thetrigonalenvironm ent(Fig.9).Therefore,theatom icM o(t2g)

levelswillbe splitinto one-dim ensionala1g and two-dim ensionale�g representations.The latterstatescan m ix with

theM o(e�g)states,which belong to thesam erepresentation.Therefore,thebasisfunctionsfj~�tig can beconstructed

in thesam em annerasforYTiO 3,by diagonalizing thesite-diagonalpartofthedensity m atrix forthet2g bands.For

the site 1 shown in Fig.9,thisyieldsthe following atom icorbitals(in the basisofjxyi,jyzi,jz2i,jzxi,and jx2� y2i

orbitals):

j~�1i = ( 0:58; 0:58; 0 ; 0:58; 0 );

j~�2i = (� 0:06; 0:18;� 0:29;� 0:13; 0:93); (21)

j~�3i = ( 0:18;� 0:04; 0:93;� 0:14; 0:29):

In these notations,the �rstorbitalcorrespond to the a1g representation,and two other{ to the eg representation.

Sim ilarorbitalsatthe sites2,3,and 4 can be generated from the onesatthe site 1 using the sym m etry operations

oftheO 7
h group (No.227 in theInternationalTables):nam ely,the180

� rotationsaround thecubicaxesx,y,and z,

respectively.The restofthe basisfunctionsform the subspacefj~�rig.

Theelectronicstructureobtained aftertheelim ination ofthefj~�rig orbitalsisshown in Fig.9.Again,wenotean

excellentagreem entwith the resultsofthe originalLM TO calculations.The param etersofthe kinetic energy in the
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FIG .9: Leftpanelshowsthe fragm entofcrystalstructure ofY 2M o2O 7: a single M o-tetrahedron surrounded by the oxygen

sites. In Y 2M o2O 7,the Y and M o ionsfrom two sublatticesofcorner-sharing tetrahedra. The sublatticesinterpenetrate in a

way,in which each M o islocated in the centerofY hexagon (notshown here).Rightpanel:LDA energy bandsforY 2M o2O 7

obtained in LM TO calculationsand aftertight-binding (TB)param etrization using thedownfolding m ethod.Notationsofthe

high-sym m etry pointsofthe Brillouin zone are taken from Ref.14.

realspace are listed in Table VI. W e note an appreciable (� 0:25 eV)crystal-�eld splitting between the a1g and eg

TABLE VI: Param eters ofthe kinetic energy forY 2M o2O 7 (in eV),in the localcoordinate fram e. The atom ic positions are

shown in Fig.9.The basisorbitalsatthesite 1 are given by Eqs.(21).The basisorbitalsatthe sites2,3,and 4 are obtained

by the 180
�
rotations ofthe site 1 around the cubic axesx,y,and z,respectively. The m atrix ĥ11 describesthe crystal-�eld

splitting at the site 1 (nonsphericity ofelectron-ion interactions has been added in ĥ11). The m atrix ĥ14 stands for transfer

integralsbetween atom s1 and 4.

i-j ĥij

1-1

� 0:177 0:000 0:000

0:000 0:088 0:000

0:000 0:000 0:088

1-4

� 0:064 � 0:001 0:002

� 0:001 � 0:186 � 0:070

0:002 � 0:070 0:022

orbitals.20 TheNN transferinteractionsin the bondsotherthan 1-4 can be obtained using the sym m etry operations

ofthe O 7
h group.The transferinteractionsbeyond the nearestneighborsareconsiderably sm aller.

The corresponding W Fsare shown in Fig.10,and theirspacialextension isdepicted in Fig.11. The W Fshave

been orthogonalized to the neighboring Y(4d-eg) and O (2p) bands. Since the 4d-wavefunctions are typically m ore

extended in com parison with the 3d ones,the W Fsare lesslocalized. In the case ofY 2M o2O 7,75-80% ofthe total

charge is located at the centralsite,and about 20% is distributed over neighboring oxygen sites. The degree of

localization also depends on the sym m etry ofW Fs. So,the a1g orbitalis welllocalized within the M oO 6 cluster,

whereasthe eg orbitalshavea noticeableweight(� 2.5% ofthe totalcharge)atthe Y and M o sitesbelonging to the

nextcoordination sphere.

D . C orundum -type V 2O 3

V 2O 3 is regarded as the canonicalM ott-Hubbard system , where the Coulom b interaction between conduction

electronsleadsto a breakdown oftheconventionalone-electron band theory.24 Itwasand continuesto bethesubject

ofvastresearch activity,which hasbeen sum m arized in m any review articles(forinstance,Ref.5).

V 2O 3 crystallizesin thecorundum structurewith two form ula unitsperrhom bohedralcell(thespacegroup isD 6
3d,

No.167 in theInternationalTables).Thelocalenvironm entoftheV sitesistrigonal(Fig.12),in which thet2g levels
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FIG .10: Contourplotofthree t2g-W annierorbitalsin the (001)plane ofY 2M o2O 7.The orbitalscorrespond to the site 1 in

Fig.9. The orbital1 corresponds to the a1g representation,the orbitals 2 and 3 correspond to the eg representation. O ther

notationsare the sam e isin Fig.4.

FIG .11: Spacialextension oft2g-W annierfunctionsin Y 2M o2O 7.

aresplitinto one-dim ensionala1g and two dim ensionale
�
g representations.

Param etersofLM TO calculationsforV 2O 3 aregiven in TableVII.

TABLE VII: Atom ic positions(in unitsofrhom bohedrallattice param etersa= 2:859 and c= 4:667 �A),atom ic radii(in �A)and

basisfunctionsincluded in LM TO calculationsforV 2O 3.

typeofatom position atom ic radius LM TO basis num berofatom s

V (0;0;0:5) 1:317 4s4p3d 4

O (� 0:5;0:326;0:25) 1:009 2s2p3d 6

Em (0;0;0) 1:223 1s2p3d 2

Em (0:5;0:267;� 0:25) 0:921 1s2p 6

In the presentwork,ourm ain interestin V 2O 3 willbe purely academ ic. As we can see in Fig.1,V 2O 3 hastwo

wellseparated bands,which arem ainly form ed by theV(3d)states.O neisthet2g band,which in LDA iscrossed by

the Ferm ilevel. Anotherone isthe eg band,which islocated around 3 eV,and com posed m ainly ofthe e�g states.

Thelattercan m ix with thee�g ones.Therefore,forV 2O 3 (and related corundum -typeoxides)onecan introducetwo

di�erentm odels.
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FIG .12: Leftpanel:CrystalstructureofV 2O 3 with thenotation ofatom ic sites.Thesites3 and 4 areequivalentand can be

transform ed to each otherby prim itivetranslations(both atom ic positionsarerequired in orderto specify theform oftransfer

integrals in Table VIII). Right panel: LDA energy bands for V 2O 3 obtained in LM TO calculations and after tight-binding

(TB)param etrization using thedownfolding m ethod forthethree-orbital(top)and �ve-orbital(bottom )m odels.Notationsof

the high-sym m etry pointsofthe Brillouin zone are taken from Ref.14.

The �rst one is m ore generaland explicitly treats allV(3d) bands. In the following we willcallit as the \�ve-

orbital" m odel,according to the num berofbasisorbitalsfj~�tig perone V site. The oxygen degreesoffreedom will

be elim inated using the downfolding m ethod.The corresponding TB Ham iltonian willbe denoted as ĥ(5).

Thesecond oneisthem inim alm odel,which can bederived from thepreviousoneby elim inating thee�g states.W e

willcallitthe \three-orbitalm odel".The corresponding TB Ham iltonian willbe denoted as ĥ(3).

Thebasicdi�erencebetween thesetwom odelsisthatthe�rstonetreatsthee�g statesexplicitly,whilein thesecond

case the e�ectofthese statesisincluded im plicitly,through the renorm alization ofinteraction param etersbetween

a1g and e
�
g orbitals.

For both m odels,the localorbitals ateach V site were obtained from the diagonalization ofthe density m atrix,

which sum sup thecontributionsovertwelvet2g bands.Forthethree-orbitalm odel,such choiceofthebasisfunctions

is very im portant,as it controls the accuracy ofthe downfolding m ethod. For the �ve-orbitalm odel,one can use

any unitary transform ation ofthe�ve3d orbitals.O bviously,the�nalresultwillnotdepend on thistransform ation.

However,fora bettercom parison between two m odels,we usethe sam ebasisin both cases.In principle,the e�g and

e�g stateswillbe m ixed in the density m atrix,asthey belong to the sam e representation.However,we willcontinue

to callthe lower-and upper-lying eg statesase
�
g and e�g,despite the factthateach ofthem m ay havean adm ixture

ofanothertype.

Then,thebasisorbitalsatthesites1 and 2 (seeFig.12)havethefollowing form (in thebasisofatom icjxyi,jyzi,

jz2i,jzxi,and jx2� y2iorbitals):

j~�1i = ( 0:77;� 0:29; 0 ; 0:48;� 0:30);

j~�2i = ( 0:30; 0:48; 0 ; 0:29; 0:77);
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j~�3i = ( 0 ; 0 ; 1 ; 0 ; 0 ); (22)

j~�4i = ( 0:49; 0:51; 0 ;� 0:65;� 0:27);

j~�5i = ( 0:27;� 0:65; 0 ;� 0:51; 0:49):

In thesenotations,j~�1iand j~�2iarethee
�
g orbitals,j~�3iisthea1g orbital,and j~�4iand j~�5iarethee

�
g orbitals.The

basisorbitalsatthe sites3,4,and 5 are generated by the m irror-reection y! � y in Eq.(22). In the three-orbital

m odel,�rstthreeorbitalsconstitute the subspacefj~�tig,while two rem aining orbitalsareincluded in fj~�rig.In the

�ve-orbitalm odel,all�veorbitalsareincluded in fj~�tig.

Theelectronicstructureobtained afterthedownfoldingisshown in Fig.12.Thethree-orbitalm odelwellreproduces

the behavioroftwelvet2g bands,while the �ve-orbitalm odelallowsto reproduceboth t2g and eg bands.

The corresponding param etersin the realspace are given in Table VIII. In the �ve-orbitalm odel,one can see a

noticeable hybridization between t2g and e�g states. Therefore,the elim ination ofthe e�g states in the three-orbital

m odelshould lead to an additionalrenorm alization ofthe param etersofthe crystal-�eld splitting and the transfer

interactions.G enerally,them atrix elem entsofthekinetic-energy partin thesubspaceoft2g orbitalsare notthe sam e

fortwo considered m odels.

TABLE VIII: Param etersofthekineticenergy (in eV)in thelocalcoordinatefram eforthree-and �ve-orbitalm odelsofV 2O 3

(denoted as ĥ
(3)

and ĥ
(5)
,respectively). The atom ic positions are shown in Fig.12. The basis functions atthe sites 1 and 2

are given by Eqs.(22). The basis functionsat the sites 3,4,and 5 are obtained 1 by the refection y! � y ofthe site 1. The

orderoforbitalsise�g,a1g,and e
�
g.The e

�
g orbitalsare elim inated in the three-orbitalm odel.

i-j ĥ
(3)

ij
ĥ
(5)

ij

1-1

� 0:053 0:000 0:000

0:000 � 0:053 0:000

0:000 0:000 0:107

0:141 0:000 0:000 0:008 0:056

0:000 0:141 0:000 � 0:056 0:008

0:000 0:000 0:190 0:000 0:000

0:008 � 0:056 0:000 2:326 0:000

0:056 0:008 0:000 0:000 2:326

1-2

0:024 0:089 � 0:103

0:089 � 0:150 0:207

� 0:103 0:207 � 0:025

0:009 0:080 � 0:104 0:026 � 0:043

0:080 � 0:103 0:202 � 0:085 0:102

� 0:104 0:202 � 0:032 0:114 � 0:068

0:026 � 0:085 0:114 � 0:067 � 0:030

� 0:043 0:102 � 0:068 � 0:030 � 0:042

1-3

� 0:037 � 0:027 0:000

� 0:027 0:037 0:000

0:000 0:000 � 0:342

� 0:032 � 0:054 0:000 0:064 0:163

� 0:054 0:032 0:000 0:163 � 0:064

0:000 0:000 � 0:331 0:000 0:000

0:064 0:163 0:000 � 0:014 � 0:065

0:163 � 0:064 0:000 � 0:065 0:014

1-4

� 0:089 0:024 � 0:102

0:024 � 0:018 0:024

� 0:102 0:024 � 0:125

� 0:112 0:013 � 0:113 � 0:053 � 0:002

0:013 0:000 0:048 � 0:356 � 0:029

� 0:113 0:048 � 0:124 � 0:092 � 0:004

� 0:053 � 0:356 � 0:092 � 0:213 � 0:031

� 0:002 � 0:029 � 0:004 � 0:031 0:000

1-5

0:053 � 0:053 0:019

0:004 � 0:039 0:034

� 0:047 0:113 � 0:054

0:046 � 0:060 0:027 � 0:076 � 0:175

� 0:002 � 0:050 0:046 0:069 0:151

� 0:071 0:105 � 0:050 � 0:020 � 0:032

� 0:124 0:017 0:055 � 0:039 � 0:078

� 0:259 0:041 0:161 � 0:133 � 0:234

Asan exam ple,weshown in TableIX thecrystal-�led splittingbetween e�g and a1g levelsfortheseriesofcorundum -

typeoxides,obtained afterthediagonalizationofthem atricesĥ
(3)

11 and ĥ
(5)

11 .Thesplittingturnsouttobeverydi�erent

in two di�erent m odels. Since m any properties ofTM oxidesare controlled by this crystal-�eld splitting,25 such a

m odel-dependence m ay be viewed assom ewhatunphysical.However,the crystal-�eld splitting cannotbe considered

independently from otherm odelparam eters,such astheCoulom b and transferinteractions,which should bede�ned

on the sam e footing and for the sam e type ofm odel. For the Coulom b interactions,it is im portant to follow the
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conceptofW Fs,which wewillconsiderin the nextsection.

TABLE IX: Param etersofcrystal-�eld splitting between e
�
g and a1g levelsobtained forthe seriesofcorundum -typeoxidesin

the three-(�
(3)

C F
)and �ve-(�

(5)

C F
)orbitalm odels.The positive value of� C F m eansthatthe a1g levellieshigher than e

�
g.The

nonsphericity ofelectron-ion interactionshasbeen included (thevaluesin parenthesisshow thecrystal-�eld splitting originating

from the transferinteractionsalone).

com pound �
(3)

C F
(eV) �

(5)

C F
(eV)

Ti2O 3 0.070 (0.254) -0.033 (0.159)

V 2O 3 0.160 (0.233) 0.051 (0.128)

Cr2O 3 0.140 (0.216) 0.051 (0.129)

W e also note an appreciable contribution com ing from nonsphericity ofthe electron-ion interactions. Thiscontri-

bution,which is ignored in conventionalASA,acts against the crystal-�eld splitting originating from the transfer

interactionsand tends to stabilize the a1g level. This m ay revise certain conclusions obtained in the fram ework of

ASA-LM TO m ethod.25

Corresponding W Fs are shown in Fig.13,and their spacialextension { in Fig.14. Allfunctions have been
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FIG .13: Contour plot W annier orbitals in the (100) plane of V 2O 3,obtained in the three-orbital(top) and �ve-orbital

(bottom )m odels. Projections ofthe vanadium and oxygen sitesonto the plane are shown by circlesand crosses,respectively.

The num bering ofV atom s(\V 1" and \V 3")isthe sam e asin Fig.12.Firsttwo orbitals(1 and 2)are ofthe e
�
g type,third

orbital(3)isofthe a1g type,and lasttwo orbitals(4 and 5)are ofthe e�g type.O thernotationsare the sam e isin Fig.7.

orthogonalized to theO (2p)band.In thethree-orbitalm odel,the W Fshavebeen additionally orthogonalized to the

V(eg)band.Sim ilarto Y 2M o2O 7,the spacialextension ofthe W Fsstrongly dependson theirsym m etry.G enerally,

the a1g and e�g orbitalsare m ore localized,while the e�g orbitalshave a considerable weight(m ore than 20% ofthe

totalcharge)atthe neighboring oxygen sites.Furtherm ore,the spacialextension ofthe W Fsdependson the m odel

forwhich they areconstructed.G enerally,the�ve-orbitalm odelallowsto constructm orecom pactW Fsratherthan

the three-orbitalone. Forexam ple,in the three-orbitalm odelwe have hr2i= 1.75 and 2.38 �A 2,correspondingly for

the a1g and e�g orbitals.Forcom parison,the �ve-orbitalyieldshr2i= 1.04,1.04,and 1.41 �A 2 forthe a1g,e
�
g,and e�g

orbitals,respectively.

Thisisnotsurprising.

1. The transfer interactions in the three-orbitalm odelare longer-ranged,as they contain additionalcontributions

m ediated by the e�g orbitals.

2. For the three-orbitalm odel,the W Fs should be additionally orthogonalized to the V(eg) band. At the central

site,thiscondition can beeasily satis�ed by choosing properatom ict2g and eg orbitals,which diagonalizethedensity

m atrix.However,the W F hasa tailspreading to the neighboring sites,which should be additionally orthogonalized

to the V(eg)band by including partialwavesofthe e
�
g type into the r-partofthe W F.

Thus,there iscertain com prom ise with the choice ofthe suitable m odelforcom poundslike V 2O 3,where sm aller

dim ensionality ofthe Hilbert space in the three-orbitalm odelis counterbalanced by necessity to dealwith m ore

extended W Fs.
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FIG .14: Spacialextension ofW annierfunctionsin the three-(top)and �ve-(bottom )orbitalm odelsforV 2O 3.

V II. T H E EFFEC T IV E C O U LO M B IN T ER A C T IO N

Thecalculation ofe�ectiveCoulom b interactionsforthe�rstprinciplesisan extrem elycom plicated problem because

they are subjected to di�erentm echanism s ofscreening which should be taken into consideration in the processof

thesecalculations.So far,thesolution ofthisproblem hasnotbeen fully accom plished by any oftheresearch groups,

despite a vastactivity in thisdirection.26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35,36,37,38,39,40 Itwould be probably fairto say from the

very beginning thatwe werenotable to solve thisproblem either,withoutadditionalapproxim ations,which willbe

considered in Sec.VIIA. However,we hope to presentcertain system aticson di�erentpointsofview,which can be

found in the literature.W e willalso sum m arizeseveralopen questionsand unresolved problem s.

It is convenient to start with the basic de�nition ofthe e�ective Coulom b interaction U ,as it was discussed in

m any detailsby Herring.41 According to thisde�nition,(thespherically averaged partof)U isnothing buttheenergy

costforthe reaction 2(dn)
 dn+ 1+ dn�1 ,i.e. form oving a d-electron between two atom s,located atR and R 0,and

initially populated by nR = nR 0� n electrons:

U = E [nR + 1;nR 0 � 1]� E [nR ;nR 0]: (23)

ThisU m ay depend on R and R 0,and using severalcom binationsofR and R 0 one can extractthe valuesofboth

on-site and intersite interactions. A typicalexam ple forSrVO 3 willbe considered in Sec.VIIB. However,here we

drop these atom icindicesand considerm oregeneralaspectsofcalculationsofthe e�ective Coulom b interactions.

Itis im plied thatthe electron is transferred between two W annier orbitals,and nR and nR 0 are the populations
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ofthese W annierorbitals.A specialprecaution should be taken in orderto avoid the double counting ofthe kinetic

energy term . Indeed,since the kinetic-energy term isincluded explicitly into the Hubbard m odel(3),itshould not

contribute to the totalenergy di�erence (23). This point was em phasized by G unnarsson and co-workers,in the

seriesofpublications.30,31,32 They proposed to derive U from constraint-LDA (c-LDA)calculations,26 and suppress

allm atrix elem entsofhybridization involvingtheatom icd-states.Such a procedurecan beeasily im plem ented in the

LM TO m ethod. Forthe 3d-com pounds,this m ethod typically yieldsU � 5-12 eV,3,35,which istoo large (ifcorrect,

results ofthis approach would im ply that allnature surrounding us would be \strongly correlated"). Therefore,

although the basic strategy is correct,there is an im portant piece ofphysics,which is m issing in the m ethod of

G unnarsson etal.

Sim ilarstrategy can be pursued in ourW F m ethod.O urbasicidea isto switch o� the kinetic-energy term during

theconstruction oftheW Fs,and tousethesefunctionsin calculationsofthee�ectiveinteraction U .Therefore,instead

ofregularW Fs f ~W (̂h)g,which after applying to the K S Ham iltonian generate the m atrix ĥ � h~W (̂h)jH K Sj~W (̂h)i,

we introduce the setofauxiliary W annier functions f �W (̂c)g,satisfying the condition h�W (̂c)jH K Sj�W (̂c)i= ĉ. In the

ground-state con�guration (nR = nR 0� n),ĉ is a constant,which can be dropped.42 In the excited state (nR 6= nR 0),

ĉ is a diagonalm atrix with respectto the site indices,ĉ � kcR �R R
0k,where each m atrix elem entcR m ay depend

on occupation num bersfnR g. Since such auxiliary W Fsdo notinteractwith each otherthrough the kinetic-energy

term ,they can be used asthe basisfunctionsforthe e�ective Coulom b interaction U .

The auxiliary W Fscan be easily constructed using the m ethod proposed in Sec.IV afterthe substitution ĥ= ĉ in

allequations. M eanwhile,the orthogonality condition to other LDA bandsis strictly observed by including proper

solutionsofK S equationsinside atom ic spheresand theirenergy derivativesinto the r-partofauxiliary W Fs. This

allowsto retain the hybridization between TM d-and oxygen p-states,which isan im portantfeature ofTM oxides.

Aswewillseebelow,the changeofthishybridization,induced by the reaction 2(dn)
 dn+ 1+ dn�1 ,representsa very

im portant channelofscreening,which substantially reduces U and explains m any details ofits behavior in solids.

Thischannelofscreening hasbeen overlooked by G unnarsson etal.

A sim ilaridea,although form ulated in the very di�erentway,hasbeen recently proposed by Aryasetiawan etal.39

They proposed to extractthe param eterU from the G W m ethod,43,44 and suppressed allcontributionsto the G W

polarization function associated with the transitions between Hubbard (in our case { t2g) bands,in orderto avoid

the double counting ofthese e�ectsin the processofsolution ofthe Hubbard m odel. Clearly,since the polarization

function in the G W m ethod willvanish withoutthe kinetic-energy term ,thisprocedureappearsto be sim ilarto the

setting ĥ= ĉforthe W Fs,which areused asthe basisfunctionsforthe e�ective Coulom b interaction U .

A characteristic exam ple ofthe auxiliary W Fs is shown in Fig.15 for SrVO 3. W e note only a m inor di�erence
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FIG .15: An exam ple ofauxiliary W annierfunction f �W (̂c)g forSrVO 3 forwhich allparam etersofthe kinetic energy are set

to be zero. Leftpanelshowsthe contourplotofthe xy-orbitalin the (001)plane. Rightpanelshowsthe spacialextension of

thisorbital.O thernotationsare the sam e asin Figs.4 and 5.

between auxiliary W Fsand the regularonesshown in Fig.4,m eaning thatthe m ain detailsofthe W Fsforthe t2g
bandsarepredeterm ined by orthogonality condition to otherbands.Forexam ple,in the caseofauxiliary W Fs,79%

ofthe totalcharge are accum ulated atthe centralV site (instead of77% forthe regularW Fs). The valuesofhr2i

obtained forthe auxiliary and regularW Fsare2.27 and 2.37 �A,respectively.Thus,the auxiliary W Fsappearto be

m ore localized. However,the di�erence is sm all. The resultis wellanticipated for strongly correlated system s,for

which the kinetic-energy term ĥ isexpected to be sm all.
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SincetheK S Ham iltonian isdiagonalin thebasisofauxiliary W Fs,thelattercan beregarded aseigestatesofthis

Ham iltonian corresponding to certain boundary condition.The corresponding setofK S eigenvalueswillbe denoted

asf"R g. Then,the occupation num bersfnR g becom e wellde�ned and one can use the standard propertiesofthe

density-functionaltheory.Nam ely,by using Janak’stheorem forthe K S eigenvalues

"R =
�E

�nR

and Slater’stransition-stateargum ents,Eq.(23)can be furtherrearranged as

U = "R [nR +
1

2
;nR 0 �

1

2
]� "R [nR �

1

2
;nR 0 +

1

2
]:

The�nalexpression fortheparam eterU isobtained by considering thedeviations� 1=2 from nR and nR 0 asa weak

perturbation and em ploying the Taylorexpansion.Then,in the �rstorderof� 1=2 one obtains:

U =
�"R

�nR
; (24)

wherethe energy derivativeiscalculated underthe following condition:

nR + nR 0 = const; (25)

which guaranteestheconservation ofthetotalnum berofparticles.Strictly speaking,thede�nition (24)corresponds

to thein�nitesim alchange oftheoccupation num bers2(dn)
 dn+ �n+ dn��n ,which isdi�erentfrom originalHerring’s

de�nition (23). However,for practicalpurposes,these de�nitions can be regarded as equivalent as they yield very

sim ilarvaluesforthe param eterU .33

Then,itisconvenienttousetheHellm an-Feinm an theorem ,which allowstorelateU with thechangeoftheHartree

potential(the changeofthe exchange-correlation potentialin LDA istypically sm alland can be neglected):33

U = h�W j
�VH

�nR
j�W i:

Taking into accountthatVH (r)= e
2
R
dr0�(r0)=jr� r0j,and using Eq.(2)fortheelectron density,theaboveexpression

can be rearranged as

U = e
2

Z

dr

Z

dr
0j
�W (r0)j2

jr� r0j

��(r)

�nR
;

where

��(r)

�nR
=
X

i

�
�ni

�nR
j i(r)j

2 + ni
�

�nR
j i(r)j

2

�

: (26)

The lastexpression pointsoutatthe existenceoftwo additive channelsofscreening.

(i)The�rstonecom esfrom thechangeofoccupation num bers.Dueto theconstraint(25)im posed on theoccupation

num bers,this channelinvolvestwo W annierorbitals,centered atdi�erentTM sites,and describesthe screening of

on-site Coulom b interactions by intersite interactions. O ther states can be a�ected by this term only through the

changeofwavefunctionsin theprocessofiterativesolution oftheK S equations.W ealso would liketo notethatthis

channelofscreening isabsentin theG W m ethods,which m ay lead to an errorform etalliccom pounds.40

(ii) The second channeldescribes the relaxation ofthe wavefunctions. It a�ects both the auxiliary W Fs and the

electronicstatesbelonging to the restofthe spectrum .

A . A pproxim ations and Sim pli�cations

The usualway in calculating the param eter U is the c-LDA approach,that is to solve iteratively Eqs.(1) and

(2) for a �xed set ofoccupation num bers fnig,which does not necessarily follow the Ferm i-Dirac distribution for

theground state.26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33 In practicalcalculations,theseoccupation num bersarecontrolled by an external

potential�Vext(r),playingaroleofLagrangem ultipliersin theconstrained density functionaltheory.In spiteofm any

lim itationsforthe strongly correlated system s,LDA isform ulated asthe ground-state theory. Therefore,there isa
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generalbeliefthatitshould provide a good estim ate forthe totalenergy di�erence given by Eq.(23)and allother

expressionswhich can be derived from Eq.(23)using usualargum entsofDFT.

From the practicalpoint ofview,the basic di�culty ofcom bining c-LDA with the W F m ethod is the necessity

to dealwith relaxation ofthese W Fs. Thism eansthatthe auxiliary W Fsshould be recalculated on each iteration,

for every new value ofthe electron density and the K S potential. Taking into account an arbitrariness with the

choiceoftheW Fs,thisprocedurecannotbeeasily im plem ented in thestandard c-LDA calculations.Instead,wewill

em ploy a hybrid m ethod,which startswith c-LDA and then takesinto accountthe e�ects ofrelaxation ofthe W F

in an analyticalform ,using the well-known expressionsfor the screened Coulom b interaction in the random -phase

approxim ation (RPA).37,38,39,43,44

In c-LDA calculations,the change ofthe occupation num bers f�nig is associated with som e change ofthe total

potential�V = �Vext+ �VH + �VX C .Then,thechangeoftheelectron density in Eq.(26)can beidentically expressed in

term softhe polarization function as

��(r)=

Z

dr
0
P (r;r0)�V (r0): (27)

Using Eq.(26),one can identify three m ain contributionsto the polarization function associated with the following

processes(correspondingly P I,P II,and P III):

I.the changeofthe occupation num bersofthe auxiliary W Fs;

II.the relaxation ofthe auxiliary W Fs;

III.the relaxation ofthe restofthe electronicstates.

Then,each �W can be expressed in term s ofthe basis functions (or partialwaves) f�g and f_�g,using Eq.(15).

Therefore,the change of �W includes the relaxation ofthese basis functions as wellas the change ofhybridization

ofthe TM t2g stateswith (m ainly)the oxygen states. The latter isgiven by the change ofcoe�cients f� rg in the

right-hand side ofEq.(15). The corresponding contributionsto the polarization function are denoted asP IIB and

P IIH ,which stand forthechangeofbasisfunctionsand hybridization,respectively.Thesam eargum entsareapplied

to relaxation ofthe restofthe electronicstates.The corresponding polarization function can be divided accordingly

in P IIIB and P IIIH .W e also introducecom bined notations:P B = P IIB + P IIIB and P H = P IIH + P IIIH .

W e would like to pointouthere that,conceptually,the RPA approach fortreating the relaxation e�ectsissim ilar

to c-LDA.Them ain di�erenceisthatRPA isbased on an analyticalexpression forthe changeofthe wavefunctions,

form ulated in term softhe perturbation theory expansion,while c-LDA treatsthesam ee�ectsnum erically.40 There-

fore,weuse a hybrid c-LDA+ RPA schem e,which wasoriginally considered in Ref.40.Itconsistsoftwo steps.

(i) First,we take into accountthe screening associated with P I,and P B in the fram ework ofconventionalc-LDA

m ethod,and neglectallkindsofhybridization e�ectsinvolving theTM d-orbitals.An exam pleofsuch a m odelelec-

tronicstructureisshown in Fig.16.Thispartistotallyequivalenttothem ethod ofG unnarsson and co-workers.30,31,32

Itallowsto calculatethe Coulom b repulsion u and theintra-atom icexchange(Hund’srule)coupling j= � 2�2E =�m 2

in the atom ic lim it(m being the spin m agnetization). By using these u and j one can constructthe full5� 5� 5� 5

m atrix û ofCoulom b interactionsbetween atom icd electrons,asitistypically donein theLDA+ U m ethod.7,45 This

m atrix willbe used asthe starting pointin RPA calculations.

c-LDA issupplem ented with additionalapproxim ations,such asthe atom ic-spheresapproxim ation. Italso disre-

gardssom ehybridization e�ects.However,in Sec.VIIC we willsee thatatleastforthe static Coulom b interaction,

the RPA results are close to the strong-coupling regim e. In such a situation,the precise value ofthe param eteru,

which isused asthe starting pointforthesecalculations,appearsto be lessim portant,and itissu�cientto havean

\orderofm agnitude" estim ate,which can be obtained from c-LDA.(ii)W e turn on the hybridization,and evaluate

the screening associated with the lastportion ofthe polarization function,P H ,in RPA:

Û =

h

1� ûP̂
H
i�1

û; (28)

where P̂ H isthe 5� 5� 5� 5 m atrix̂P H � kPH
���

k,which willbe speci�ed below.

SincetotalP isan additivefunction ofP I,P B ,and P H ,thisprocedurecan bejusti�ed within RPA,whereeach new

contribution tothepolarization function (P H )can beincluded consequently by startingwith theCoulom b interaction

û,which already incorporatesthe e�ectsofotherterm s(P I and P B ).39

The physicalm eaning ofprocessesassociated with the change ofthe hybridization and theirrole in the screening

oflocalCoulom b interactionsisillustrated schem atically in Fig.17.

Sincethecreation and theannihilation ofan electron in RPA aretreated astwoindependentprocesses,thescreening

ofCoulom b interactions willbe generally di�erent from that associated with the true reaction 2(dn)
 dn+ 1+ dn�1 .
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FIG .16: An exam ple ofm odelelectronic structure for SrVO 3,which isused in constraint-LDA calculations. The electronic

structure correspondsto the canonical-bandsapproxim ation.
10

The Ferm ilevelisatzero energy.

FIG .17: A schem aticview on thechangeofthep-d hybridization in theO (2p)and t2g bandsoftheTM oxidesassociated with

the repopulation ofthe W annierorbitals atthe neighboring transition-m etalsites: 2d
n
 d

n�1
+ d

n+ 1
. Left panelcorresponds

to theground-statecon�guration (2d
n
).In therightpanel,therem oval(addition)ofan electron from (to)theW annierorbital

in thet2g partofthespectrum issim ulated by theshiftoftheseorbitalsrelativeto theFerm ilevel(shown by dot-dashed line).

Around each transition-m etalsite,itchangesthe Coulom b potential,which controlsthe distribution ofthe d-statesaswellas

thedegree oftheirhybridization between TM (d)and O (2p)states.G enerally,therem ovalofan electron from (ortheaddition

ofan electron to)theW annierorbitalispartially com pensated by thechangeoftheam ountofd-states,which isadm ixed into

theO (2p)band.Thistransferofthespectralweightworksasa very e�cientchannelofscreening oflocalCoulom b interactions

in the transition-m etaloxides.

To som eextent,thetruescreening can besim ulated by im posing certain constraintson theform ofRPA polarization

function P H .Nam ely,onecan expectcertain cancellation ofcontributionscom ing from W annierorbitalscentered at
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di�erentTM sitesatthe interm ediate(i.e.oxygen)sites(see Fig.18).Therefore,webelieve thatitism orephysical

FIG .18: A cartoon picture showing two W annierorbitalscentered atneighboring transition-m etalsites(T)and having tails

spreadingtotheinterm ediateoxygen (O )site.Thechargedisproportionation associated with thereaction 2(d
n
)
 d

n+ �n
+ d

n��n

willa�ectm ainly the transition-m etalsites.The change ofthe electron density atthe interm ediate oxygen site willbe largely

cancelled out.

to take into accountonly those contributions to the polarization function which are associated with the TM sites,

and to suppresscontributionsassociated with interm ediate sites. Thism akessom e di�erence from the conventional

RPA,37,38,39 which constitutesthe basisofthe G W m ethod.43,44 W e expectthisschem e to work wellforthe on-site

Coulom b interactions. However,the e�ect ofhybridization on the intersite Coulom b interactions rem ain an open

and so farunresolved problem .Som eestim atesofthese e�ectswillbe given in Sec.VIID,using the c-LDA m ethod.

The calculationssuggestthatthe intersite interactionsare screened very e�ciently by the change ofhybridization.

Thereforewespeculate thatforthe considered com pounds,the e�ective Coulom b interactionsbetween di�erentTM

sitesaresm alland can be neglected.

Theanalyticalexpression forP H can beobtained from Eq.(27)by considering theperturbation-theory expansion

forthe wavefunctionswith the �xed occupation num bers.40 The tim e-dependentperturbation theory,corresponding

to the externalperturbation �Vexte
�i!t,yieldsin the �rstorder:

P
H
���(!)=

X

ij

(ni� nj)d
y

�jd�id
y

id�j

! � "j + "i+ i�(ni� nj)
; (29)

where di= h�j iiisthe projection ofLDA eigenstate  i onto one ofpartiald-waves�,belonging to the TM site,

and iand j are the joint index,incorporating spin and band indices as wellas the position ofk-point in the �rst

Brillouin zone.In thisnotations,them atrix m ultiplication in Eq.28im pliestheconvolution overtwoindices.Nam ely,

them atrix elem entoftheproductûP̂ H isgiven by (̂uP̂ H )���=
P

��
u����P

H
���

.Notethatalltransitionsin Eq.(29)

areallowed only between occupied and em pty bands.

In thenextSections,wewilldiscussdi�erentcontributionstothescreeningofCoulom b interactionsm orein details.

B . R esults ofC onstraint-LD A C alculations

The results of conventional constraint-LDA calculations for TM oxides have been widely discussed in the

literature.3,27,28,30,31 Here we only illustrate the m ain idea and show som e basic results using SrVO 3 as an exam -

ple.

Thecalculationsareperform ed in thesupercellgeom etry,in which thenum berofatom ic3d electronsism odulated

around the \ground-state" valuen= 1 according to the form ula:

nR = n + �ncos(kR ):

Correspondingvaluesofinteraction param eteruk,calculated in severaldi�erentpointsoftheBrillouin zone,arelisted

in TableX.Then,wem ap uk onto the m odel
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TABLE X:Thevaluesofuk (in eV)obtained in constraint-LDA calculationsforSrVO 3 in di�erentpointsoftheBrillouin zone:

�= (0;0;0),X= (�=a)(1;0;0),M = (�=a)(1;1;0),and R= (�=a)(1;1;1). The right colum n shows the weights ofthese k-points

used in the processofintegration overthe Brillouin zone.

k uk w k

� � 0

X 10:6 3=7

M 9:9 3=7

R 9:5 1=7

uk = u � v
X

R

cos(kR );

and extractparam etersofon-site(u)and NN (v)interactionsafterintegration overtheBrillouin zone.W enotethat

in the presentcontext the �-point result has no physicalm eaning,as it correspondsto the transfer ofan electron

to the sam e atom ic site. Therefore,we exclude itin the processofintegration,and recalculate the weightsofother

k-pointsusingthesym m etry argum ents.Thenew weightsareshown in TableX.Thisyieldsthefollowingparam eters:

u= 10:1 eV and v= 1:2 eV.Sim ilarcalculationsforintra-atom icexchangecoupling yield j= 1:0 eV.

Forcom parison,thevaluesofbare Coulom b and exchangeintegrals,calculated on theatom icV(3d)wavefunctions

are 21.7 and 1.2 eV,respectively.Thus,in the c-LDA schem e the e�ective Coulom b interaction isreduced by factor

two. The intra-atom ic exchange interaction is reduced by 20% . As we willsee in the next section,the Coulom b

interaction willbe furtherreduced by relaxation ofthe W Fsdue the changeofhybridization.

C . T he R ole ofH ybridization

Because ofhybridization,the d-states ofthe TM sites m ay have a signi�cant weight in other bands. A typical

situation for the seriesofTM oxides is shown in Fig.1,where besides the t2g-band,the d-statescontribute to the

TM eg aswellasthe O (2p)bands. O n both sidesofthe reaction 2(dn)
 dn+ 1+ dn�1 ,the W Fs constructed forthe

t2g bands should be orthogonalto other bands. As it was already pointed out in Sec.VIIA,this m echanism is

responsible for an additionalchannelofscreening ofthe on-site Coulom b interaction associated with the change of

thishybridization. The corresponding contribution can be evaluated using the Dyson equation (28)and taking the

m atrix ofCoulom b interactions û obtained in c-LDA asthe starting interaction. Then,the relevantexpression for

the polarization m atrix isgiven by Eq.(29).

According to the electronic structure of the TM oxides, one can identify three m ain contributions to the po-

larization m atrix P̂ H ,associated with the following inter-band transitions: O (2p)! TM (eg),O (2p)! TM (t2g),and

TM (t2g)! TM (eg).M eanwhile,alltransitionsbetween t2g bandsshould beswitched o�,in orderto avoid thedouble

counting ofthesee�ectsin theprocessofsolution oftheHubbard m odel.39 Asitwasalready pointed outin Sec.VII,

thisprocedureissim ilarto the setting ĥ= ĉforthe auxiliary W Fs.

Detailsofstaticscreening,corresponding to != 0,areexplained in Fig.19 forSrVO 3.Itisconvenientto introduce

three K anam oriparam eters:46 the intra-orbitalCoulom b interaction U= Uxy xy xy xy, the inter-orbitalinteraction

U0= Uxy xy yz yz,and the o�-diagonal(exchange-type)interaction J = U xy yz xy yz. In addition to the totalvalue of

U ,we calculate interm ediate interactionscorresponding to each type oftransitionsin the polarization m atrix (and

neglecting the othertwo).The screening caused by the changeofthe hybridization appearsto be very e�cient.So,

by going from c-LDA to RPA the intra-orbitalinteraction U isreduced from 11.2 to 2.5 eV (i.e.,by factorfourand

even m ore).Them ain contribution to thisscreening com esfrom theO (2p)! V(eg)and O (2p)! V(t2g)transitionsin

the polarization functions. In the cubic perovskites,the directinteraction between V(t2g)and V(eg)bandsplaysa

m inorroleand can be neglected.

M atrix elem entsofthe (total)polarization function aredisplayed in Fig.20.The largestcontribution com esfrom

thesite-diagonalelem entsofthetypeP (!)� PH���� (!)= P
H
���� (!).O thercontributionsareconsiderably sm aller.The

static polarization P � P (0)isabout� 0:12 eV�1 . Thisisthe large value because the renorm alization ofthe on-site

Coulom b interaction in the m ulti-orbitalsystem siscontrolled by theparam eterM P ,ratherthan P (seeAppendix).

TheprefactorM standsforthetotalnum beroforbitalsperoneTM site(M = 3fort2g system s).Therefore,� uM P can

beestim atesas3:6,and thesituation appearstobeclosetothestrong-couplingregim e.Then,thee�ectiveinteraction

isnotsensitive to the exactvalue ofthe param eter u,which is used asthe starting pointin RPA calculations. For

exam ple,had we started with the bare Coulom b interaction,which exceed the c-LDA value by factortwo and even
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FIG .19: Left panelshows the localdensity ofstates ofSrVO 3 with the notation ofthe m ain inter-band transitions which

contribute to the polarization function in RPA:O (2p)! V(eg) (1),O (2p)! V(t2g) (2),and V(t2g)! V(eg) (3). Right panel

showsthe intra-orbitalinteraction U in c-LDA (U= U + 8

7
J),

45
the e�ectofscreening corresponding to each type oftransitions

in the polarization function,and the �nalvalue ofU in RPA which incorporatesallthree transitions. AllRPA resultsare for

!= 0.

FIG .20: The diagonalm atrix elem entP
H
xy xy xy xy ofthe polarization function forSrVO 3 in the realspace: the black curve

shows the site-diagonalpart,the light blue curve shows nearest-neighbor elem ents in the xy-plane. The realand im aginary

partsare shown by solid and dashed curves,respectively.

m ore,we would have obtained U= 2:7 eV,which is close to 2:5 eV derived by starting with c-LDA.This justi�es

som eapproxim ationsdiscussed in Sec.VIIA,particularly theuseoffastbutnotextrem ely accuratec-LDA forsom e

channelsofscreening.

D . R PA versus C onstraint-LD A for t2g Electrons

In thissection webriey return to the problem considered in Ref.35 and reinterpretsom eresultsobtained in that

work in thelightofpresentRPA approach.ThebasicideaofRef.35wastoevaluatethee�ectiveCoulom b interaction

fortheseriesofTM perovskiteoxidesin thefram ework ofc-LDA,which would incorporatethescreening by itinerant

TM (eg) electrons. Since for the considered type ofscreening,RPA has m any sim ilarities with c-LDA,the present

section can be also regarded asa testforthesetwo approaches.

However,itisim portanttorem em berthatseveralbasicassum ptionsofRef.35weredi�erentfrom thepresentwork.
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So,the TM (t2g) states in Ref.35 were totally decoupled from the restofthe electronic statesby switching o� the

m atrix elem entsofhybridization in the LM TO m ethod,and only the TM (eg)stateswere allowed to hybridize.The

corresponding electronic structure ofSrVO 3 isshown in Fig.21. In term sofRPA polarization function,thism eans

FIG .21: Electronic structure ofSrVO 3 in canonical-bandsapproxim ation forthe V(t2g)states.
10

the contributionsofV(eg)

statesare shown by arrows.O thernotationsare the sam e asin Fig.1.

thatthe only allowed contributionsto the screening in Ref.35 were due to the O (2p)! V(eg)inter-band transitions

(type 1 in Fig.19).

Results ofsuch c-LDA calculations for SrVO 3,which have been perform ed along the sam e line as in Sec.VIIB,

aresum m arized in Table XI.Afterthe Fouriertransform ation to the realspace,we obtain the following param eters

TABLE XI:Resultsofconstraint-LDA calculations forUk between t2g statesin SrVO 3 obtained afterincluding the eg states

to the screening oft2g interactions.O thernotationsare the sam e asin Table X.

k Uk w k

� � 0

X 3:9 3=7

M 3:2 3=7

R 2:9 1=7

ofon-site and NN interactions:U = 3:4 eV and V = 0:3 eV.Thisvalue ofU appearsto be in a reasonable agreem ent

with the �nalU = 2:5 eV,extracted from RPA (Fig.19). However,c-LDA em ploys an additionalatom ic-spheres

approxim ation. Therefore,fora propercom parison with RPA,one should use the sam e levelofapproxim ation and

suppressallnonsphericalinteractionsin the m atrix ofCoulom b interactions û,which isused asthe starting pointin

RPA.In thisapproxim ation,and consideringonly theO (2p)! V(eg)transitionsin thepolarization function,weobtain

U = 3:6 eV,which isclose to the c-LDA value obtained using the m ethod proposed in Ref.35. The sm alldi�erence

is caused by di�erent approxim ationsused fortreating the intersite Coulom b interactions,which were neglected in

RPA and taken into accountin c-LDA.Forcom parison,the totalvalue ofU obtained in RPA afterneglecting the

nonsphericity e�ectsisonly 1:6 eV.

In sum m arizing thissection,there isa reasonable agreem entbetween resultsofRPA calculationsand the c-LDA

approach proposed in Ref.35.However,theagreem entissom ewhatfortuitousbecausethisc-LDA takesinto account

only one part ofthe totalscreening,corresponding to the O (2p)! TM (eg) transitions in the polarization function.

Theerrorcaused by thisapproxim ation ispartially com pensated by theatom ic-spheresapproxim ation supplem enting

the c-LDA schem e.

The c-LDA calculations give som e idea about the e�ect ofhybridization on the screening ofintersite Coulom b

interactions.Thescreeningappearsto bevery e�cient.So,by taking into accountonly theO (2p)! V(e g)transitions,
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theNN interaction isreduced from 1.2 to 0.3 eV.W eexpectthisvalueto befurtherreduced by including othertypes

oftransitions in the polarization function. Thus,for the considered com pounds,the e�ective Coulom b interaction

between di�erentTM sitesseem sto be sm alland can be neglected.

E. D oping-D ependence and K anam oriR ules for C ubic C om pounds

In thissection wediscussthee�ectsofelectron/holedoping on thestaticCoulom b interactionsin SrVO 3 using the

rigid-band approxim ation.Resultsofsuch c-LDA+ RPA calculationsareshown in Fig.22 versusthetotalnum berof

electronsin the TM (t2g)band,nt2g.W e m onitorthe behaviorofthreeK anam oriparam eters:46 U,U0,and J .

FIG .22: D oping-dependenceofthe e�ective Coulom b interactionsin SrVO 3.

The Coulom b interactions reveala m onotonic behavior as the function of doping. The screening is the m ost

e�cientwhen thet2g band isem pty (nt2g= 0).Thesituation correspondsto SrTiO 3.In thiscaseallO (2p)! TM (t2g)

transitionscontribute to the screening in RPA (see Fig.19). Thischannelofscreening vanisheswhen the t2g band

becom esoccupied (nt2g= 6). Then,the only possible screening isassociated with the O (2p)! TM (eg)transitionsin

the polarization function,and the e�ectiveCoulom b interaction becom eslarge.

The screening ofo�-diagonalm atrix elem entJ practically doesnotdepend on doping. Therefore,the wellknow

K anam orirule,U= U0+ 2J ,which wasoriginally established foratom s,workswellin thecubiccom pounds,even after

the screening oft2g interactionsby otherelectrons.

The presentresultalso supportsan old em piricalrule suggesting thatonly the Coulom b integralU issensitive to

the crystalenvironm entin solids. The nonsphericalinteractions,which are responsible forHund’s �rstand second

rules,appearsto be m uch closerto theiratom icvalues.34,47

F. Frequency-D ependence

W e haveshown thatthe changeofhybridization playsa very im portantrole and strongly reducesthe static value

ofU .However,thisisonly onepartofthe story because the sam ee�ectim pliesthe strong frequency-dependenceof

the e�ective interaction,asitim m ediately followsfrom the K ram ers-K ronig transform ation in RPA:44

ReÛ (!)= û �
2

�
P

Z 1

0

d!
0!

0jIm Û (!0)j

!2 � !02
: (30)

Indeed,thedi�erence [̂u� RêU (!)]at!= 0,which forthediagonalm atrix elem entsofSrVO 3 isabout8.7 eV,should

be related with the existence ofthe �nite spectralweightofjIm Û (!)jat�nite !. These dependenciesare shown in

Fig.23 forSrVO 3.
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FIG .23: Frequency dependence ofdiagonalm atrix elem entsofscreened Coulom b interaction (left)and self-energy obtained

in the G W schem e forSrVO 3 The insetshowsthe high-frequency partofU.

The high-frequency partofÛ can also contribute to the low-energy partofthe spectrum through the self-energy

e�ect.39 Thelattercan beevaluated in theG W approxim ation,43,44 wheretheself-energy isgiven by theconvolution

ofÛ (!)with the one-particleG reen function Ĝ (!)forthe t2g band:

�̂(!)=
i

2�

Z

d!
0
Ĝ (! + !

0)Û (!0):

ForSrVO 3,the diagonalm atrix elem ent of�̂(!)is also shown in Fig.23. The low-frequency partofIm �̂ is sm all

and can be neglected,while Re�̂ m ainly contributesto the renorm alization factor:

Z�� =
�
1� @Re���=@!j!= 0

��1
:

The latterisestim ated as0:8,forthe diagonalm atrix elem ents.

G . Lattice D istortion,Form alV alency and Screening

In Sec.VIB wealready pointed outthatthedegreeofhybridization between atom icTM (t2g)and O (2p)statescan

di�ersubstantially fordi�erentTM oxides. A typicalexam ple istwo isoelectronic perovskites: SrVO 3 and YTiO 3.

The TM (t2g)-O (2p)hybridization isstrongerin SrVO 3,becauseoftwo reasons:

(i)A directproxim ity ofO (2p)and V(t2g)bandsin SrVO 3,which isexpected fortetra-valentcom pounds;

(ii)A strongorthorhom bicdistortion observed in YTiO 3,which generallydeterioratestheTi(t2g)-O (2p)hybridization.

Therefore,itis reasonable to expecta very di�erentscreening ofon-site Coulom b interactionsin these two com -

pounds.Thisidea isnicely supported by resultsofRPA calculationsshown in Fig.24.ThestaticU islargerYTiO 3.

For exam ple,the diagonalm atrix elem ent ofÛ is about3.4 eV,against2.5 eV in SrVO 3. This is despite the fact

thatc-LDA hasan opposite tendency.G enerally,the value ofu in c-LDA isexpected to be largerforSrVO 3 rather

than forYTiO 3,due to di�erentshape ofthe atom ic 3d-wavefunctionsin the three-and tetra-valentcom pounds.33

So,c-LDA yieldsu= 8.9 and 10.1 eV,correspondingly forYTiO 3 and SrVO 3. These param etershave been used as

the starting pointin RPA,which resultsin an oppositetrend forthe staticU .

Therefore,theRPA screeningism oree�cientin SrVO 3,which isconsistentwith strongerTM (t2g)-O (2p)hybridiza-

tion in this com pound. O n the other hand,the frequency-dependence of Û is weakerin YTiO 3,as it im m ediately

followsfrom the K ram ers-K ronig transform ation (30).

Finally,becauseofdi�erenthybridization ofthe t2g orbitalsin YTiO 3,the diagonalm atrix elem entsofÛ arealso

di�erent(see Fig.24).In thiscase,there issom e deviation from the K anam orirules.The di�erence issm all(about

0.07 eV fordiagonalm atrix elem ents ofÛ at!= 0). However,itm ay play som e role in m ore delicate applications,

such asthe orbitalm agnetism in solids,forexam ple.34
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FIG .24: D iagonalm atrix elem ents ofscreened Coulom b interactions for SrVO 3 (left) and YTiO 3 (right). Three di�erent

linesin thecaseofYTiO 3 show thebehaviorofthreediagonalm atrix elem entsin thelocalcoordinatefram egiven by Eq.(20).

The insets show the high-frequency part of Û . The lines corresponding to di�erent t2g orbitals in the case ofYTiO 3 are

indistinguishably close.

H . T w o M odels for V 2O 3

In Sec.VID weintroduced two possiblem odelsforthekinetic-energy partofV 2O 3:the\�ve-orbitalm odel" treats

allV(3d)bandson an equalfooting,while the \three-orbitalm odel" islim ited by twelve V(t2g)bands,close to the

Ferm ilevel.W eargued thatparam etersofthekineticenergy can bedi�erentforthesetwo m odels.Thesam eistrue

forthee�ectiveCoulom b interactions.TheRPA providesa very transparentexplanation forthisdi�erence,which is

based on thefollowingargum ents.RecallthatRPA incorporatesthescreening ofon-siteCoulom b interactionscaused

by relaxation ofthe wavefunctions.Thisrelaxation istreated analytically,using regularperturbation theory forthe

wavefunctions,which resultsin Eq.(29)forthe polarization function.40

Since the V(eg)band iselim inated in the three-orbitalm odel,the e�ective Û should include the screening caused

by thatchangeofthe wavefunctions,which isform ulated in term softransitionsbetween V(t2g)and V(eg)bandsin

the perturbation-theory expansion. In the �ve-orbitalm odel,the V(eg)band is included explicitly. Therefore,the

relaxation caused by possible interactionsbetween V(t2g)and V(eg)bandswillbe autom atically taken into account

in the process ofsolution ofthe �ve-orbitalm odel,and we should get rid ofthis parasitic screening at the stage

the construction ofthe m odelHam iltonian. Thus,the tree-orbitalm odelwillinclude an additionalscreening ofon-

site interactions,caused by the V(t2g)! V(eg)transitionsin the polarization function,which doesnotappearin the

�ve-orbitalm odel.

Thisscreening appearsto berathere�cient(unlikein cubicperovskitesconsidered in SecVIIC).So,thediagonal

m atrix elem entofstatic t2g interactionsisabout3.2 and 3.9 eV,forthe three-and �ve-orbitalm odel,respectively

(Fig.25). O n the other hand,according to the K ram ers-K ronig transform ation (30),the frequency-dependence of

the e�ective interaction ism ore im portantin the three-orbitalm odel. Because ofdi�erenthybridization oft2g and

e�g statesin the�ve-orbitalm odel,thee�g interactionsarescreened m oree�ciently (thestaticinteraction between e �
g

orbitalsisabout3.7 eV).

V III. SU M M A R Y ,O P EN Q U EST IO N S,A N D C O M PA R ISO N W IT H O T H ER M ET H O D S

Theultim ategoalofthiswork wasto m akea bridgebetween �rst-principleelectronicstructurecalculationsand the

universeofHubbard param etersforstrongly-correlated system s.W e havepresented a com prehensiveanalysisofthe

problem ,by starting with the briefdescription ofthe ASA-LM TO m ethod forelectronic structure calculationsand

ending up with realistic param etersofthe kinetic-energy and the Coulom b interactionsforthe seriesofTM oxides

obtained on the basis ofthis LM TO m ethod. A particular attention has been paid to the analysis ofm icroscopic

processesresponsibleforthe screening ofon-siteCoulom b interactionsin oxidecom pounds.

O urstrategy consistsofthreesteps:
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FIG .25: D iagonalm atrix elem ents ofscreened Coulom b interactions obtained in the three-(left) and �ve-(right) orbitals

m odelsforV 2O 3.The notationsoforbitalsare given in Sec.VID .O thernotationsare the sam e asin Fig.24.

(i)Derivation ofthe kinetic-energy partofthe Hubbard m odelfrom the single-particle electronic structure in LDA,

usingthedownfoldingm ethod.W ehavealsoconsidered correctionstothecrystal-�eld splitting caused by nonspheric-

ity ofelectron-ion interactions,beyond the conventionalatom ic-spheres-approxim ation.

(ii)Construction oftheW annierfunctionsusingresultsofthedownfoldingm ethod.Atthisstageweclosely follow the

idea ofLM TO m ethod,and constructtheW FsastheLM TO basisfunctions,which afterapplying to theK ohn-Sham

Ham iltonian in therealspacegeneratethem atrix elem entsofthekineticenergy obtained in thedownfolding m ethod.

(iii)Calculation ofscreened Coulom b interactionsusing the conceptofauxiliary W Fs.The latterare de�ned asthe

W annierorbitalsforwhich thekinetic-energypartissettobezero.Thisconstruction allowstoavoid thedoublecount-

ing ofthekinetic-energy term ,which isincluded explicitly in theHubbard m odel.Thescreened Coulom b interactions

arecalculated on thebasisofa hybrid approach,com bining theconventionalconstraint-LDA with therandom -phase

approxim ation for treating the hybridization e�ects between atom ic TM (3d)and O (2p)orbitals. The latter play a

very im portantroleand yieldsa strong renorm alization ofthe e�ectiveCoulom b interaction forisolated t2g band.It

also explainsa strong m aterial-dependenceofthisinteraction,which issensitiveto thecrystalenvironm entin solids,

the num beroft2g electrons,the valentstate ofthe TM ions,etc.

Taking into accounta wideinterestto theconstruction ofe�ectivelatticeferm ion m odelsfrom the�rstprinciples,

wewould like to m akea briefcom parison with otherworkson a sim ilarsubject.

M ajority ofm ethodsstartwith the construction ofthe W Fs,which are then used asthe basisforcalculationsof

the param etersofthe kinetic energy and the Coulom b interactions. This is di�erentfrom ourapproach,where we

startwith thekinetic-energy part,and only afterthatconstructtheW Fsfor a given setofparam etersofthe kinetic

energy. W e believe that such an order is extrem ely im portant,as it allows us to controlthe contributions ofthe

kinetic energy to the W Fsand the Coulom b interactions.

Am ong recentworks,a considerable attention ispaid to the m ethod ofM arzariand Vanderbilt,because itallows

to controlthe spacialextension ofthe W Fs. Very recently,Schnelletal. applied thism ethod to calculationsofthe

param etersoftheHubbard Ham iltonian fortheseriesof3d transition m etals.48 In each k-pointoftheBrillouin zone,

they constructed the W Fsfrom all16 bandsofthe LDA Ham iltonian,corresponding to the 4s4p3d4f LM TO basis.

Therefore,thetotalnum berofW annierorbitalswasalso 16.Thecoe�cientsofthisexpansion hasbeen chosen so to

m inim izethesquareoftheposition operator,hr2i= hW jr2jW i.Theobtained W Fswereindeed welllocalized,and the

param eterU estim ated forthe3d bandswasvery closetotheatom icvalue(about25eV).However,thecorresponding

W annierbasissetistoolarge,thatdoesnotm akeabigdi�erencefrom theoriginalLM TO basisset,forwhich onecan

also introducea localized (tight-binding)representation.10 From theview pointofnum ericalsolution oftheHubbard

m odelusing m odern m any-body techniques,itisstillhardly feasible to work in the basisof16 W annierorbitalsper

oneTM site,whilethe sim plestHartree-Fock approxim ation isde�nitely notsu�cientforthe transition m etals.48 It

would be interesting to see how thism ethod willwork forthe TM oxides,considered in the presentwork,where the

physicalbasissetislim ited by three W annierorbitalsperone TM site. Forexam ple,isitpossible to constructthe

localized W annierorbitalsforisolated t2g bands in the TM oxides,which would be asgood asthe W annierorbitals

derived forallbands? Theproblem isthatwhen thenum berofbandsdecreases,thenum berofvariationalparam eters

fortheoptim ization oftheW annierorbitalswillalsodecreases.Therefore,theW annierorbitalswillgenerally becom e
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lesslocalized,asitwasdem onstrated in ourworkforV 2O 3.Also,when theproblem isform ulated in areduced Hilbert

space ofbandsclosestto the Ferm ilevel,itisvery im portantto considerthe screening ofCoulom b interactionsby

otherbands,which com esfrom relaxation ofthe wavefunctions. These e�ectsare beyond the scopesofthe work of

Schnelletal.,who only considered the bareCoulom b interactions.

In orderto constructthe W Fs,K u etal. em ployed the projector-operatorschem e,49 which isbasically the initial

step ofthe m ethod ofM arzariand Vanderbilt,prior the optim ization.13 In this schem e,each W annier orbitalis

generated by projecting a trialwavefunction,jgi,onto a chosen subsetofbands(in ourcase,t2g bands):

jW i=
X

i2t2g

j iih ijgi:

Sincesuch orbitalsarenotorthonorm al,theprocedureisfollowed by thenum ericalorthonorm alization,sim ilarto the

one described in Sec.II.These W Fshavebeen used asthe basisforthe construction ofthe low-energy Ham iltonian

forthe seriesofcuprates,like La4Ba2Cu2O 10,where the W annierbasisconsisted ofa single orbitalcentered around

each Cu site. A weak pointofthis approach is thatit is di�cult to assessthe spacialextension ofthe W F,which

crucially dependson thetrialwavefunction,and can bea�ected by theorthonorm alization.In som esense,theresult

strongly depends on authors’intuition on how they choose the trialwavefunction. Forexam ple,the bare Coulom b

interaction obtained in Ref.49 in the basis oftheir W Fs was only 7.5 eV,which is m uch sm aller than the atom ic

Coulom b integralforthe Cu(3d)orbitals.Thism eansthattheW Fsarenotwelllocalized.Itisnotclearatpresent,

whetherthisisa resultofthe bad choice ofthe trialwavefunction,orthere isa m ore fundam entalproblem related

with the factthata m ore com pactrepresentation forthe W Fssim ply m ay notexistin this case. Note,thatapart

from the Berry phase,there isno furtherparam etersavailable forthe optim ization ofthe W Fsin the single-orbital

case.

Thedelocalization oftheW Fsgivesriseto appreciabledirectexchangeinteractionsoperating between di�erentCu

sites.49 This result,however,risesadditionalquestions. Note,that the kinetic partofthe Hubbard m odeland the

W Fsareevaluated in LDA,where the exchange-correlation potentialissetto be local.In principle,non-locale�ects

can be already incorporated in LDA,through the renorm alization ofparam etersofthe kinetic energy and the local

interactions.50 Therefore,itisnotclearwhetherthenonlocalexchangeinteractionsshould beregarded asindependent

param etersofthe Hubbard Ham iltonian ornot.

Finally,K u etal.calculated only bare Coulom b interactions.They did notconsiderthescreening oftheseinterac-

tionscaused by relaxation e�ects,which areextrem ely im portant.

Anisim ov et.al. em ployed a sim ilar approach for the analysis ofspectroscopic properties ofTM oxides.51 They

extracted only the kinetic-energy partofthe Hubbard Ham iltonian,using the W Fsconstructed in the LM TO basis,

and treated the Coulom b interaction U asa param eter.

A com pletely di�erent strategy has been proposed by Andersen et.al.,on the basis oftheir order-N m u�n-tin

orbital(NM TO )m ethod,which isan extension oftheLM TO m ethod.52 From thevery beginning,they constructthe

NM TO basisfunctionsin certain energy intervalasthe W Fsofthe originalK S Ham iltonian.Pavarinietal.applied

thism ethod to theseriesofd1 perovskites.53 Atpresent,itisnotclearhow thenonuniquenessoftheW Fsisreected

in theconstruction oftheNM TO basisset.O bviously,such a basissetisalso notunique,and thereissom efreedom

left forthe localization ofthe W annier orbitals,which does notseem to be wellcontrolled. G enerally,ourtransfer

integralsforthed1 perovskitesseem sto bem orelocalized and ourcrystal-�eld splitting issm aller.Forexam ple,had

we relaxed the constraintcondition forthe construction ofthe \heads" ofthe W Fs,based on the diagonalization of

the density m atrix (19),ourconclusion would havebeen also di�erent:the crystal-�eld splitting would increase,but

the transferintegralswould becom elesslocalized.

Pavarinietal. did notcalculate the Coulom b interactions. Instead,they used U � 5 eV asa param eter,with the

referencetothephotoem ission data.54 However,thephotoem ission dataaretypically interpreted in theclusterm odel,

which treatstheO (2p)band explicitly.Fortheisolated t2g band,thee�ectiveinteraction should includean additional

renorm alization com ing from the relaxation ofthe O (2p)band,which iselim inated in the t2g-m odel.Therefore,the

valueofthe e�ective U should be sm aller.

Finally,due to unknown forusreason,there isa substantialdi�erence ofthe param etersoft2g bandwidth (W t2g)

between our work and Ref.53,even for cubic SrVO 3. The param eters reported by Pavariniet al. are generally

overestim ated by about30% .55 O urconclusionsaboutm agneticpropertiesofYTiO 3 and LaTiO 3 arealso di�erent.
11

Detailswillbe presented in a separatepaper.
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A P P EN D IX A : O R B ITA L D EG EN ER A C Y A N D SC R EEN IN G IN R PA

In thisAppendix we considerthe screening ofon-site Coulom b interactionsin RPA foran M -orbitalsystem . All

orbitalsare supposed to be equivalent. Forsim plicity we neglectsm allnonsphericity ofbare Coulom b interactions.

Then,the nonvanishing m atrix elem entsofthe Coulom b interactionsare u���� � u,where � (�)= 1;:::;M . They

can be presented in the form û= uÎ,where Î isthe M � M m atrix,consisting ofonly the units:

Î =

0

B
B
B
B
@

1 1 � � � 1

1 1
...

...
...

...

1 � � � � � � 1

1

C
C
C
C
A
:

Thepartofthepolarization polarization m atrix (29),which can interactwith them atrix û,isassum ed tobediagonal:

P���� � P ���.Theassum ption isjusti�ed forcubicperovskites,wheredi�erentt2g orbitalsbelongtodi�erentbands.

Forothercom poundsitcanberegardedasan approxim ation,which doesnotchangeourqualitativeconclusion.Hence,

forthe screened Coulom b interaction (28)wehave:

Û = [1� ûP̂ ]�1 û =

1X

n= 0

(uP )n ÎnuÎ: (A1)

Since În+ 1= M n Î,Eq.(A1)can be converted to

Û =

1X

n= 0

(uM P )nuÎ =
u

1� uM P
Î:

Thism eansthatin the m ulti-orbitalsystem s,the renorm alization ofthe Coulom b repulsion ism ore e�cientasitis

controlled by the quantity (M P ),where the prefactorM standsforthe num beroforbitals.

In the strong coupling lim it,� uM P � 1,the e�ective interaction isÛ = � (M P )�1 Î,which doesnotdepend on the

valueofbareCoulom b interaction u.
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