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We study interacting electrons in a periodic potential and a uniform magnetic field B taking
the spin-orbit interaction into account. We first establish a perturbation expansion for those
electrons with respect to the Bloch states in zero field. It is shown that the expansion can
be performed with the zero-field Feynman diagrams of satisfying the momentum and energy
conservation laws. We thereby clarify the structures of the self-energy and the thermodynamic
potential in a finite magnetic field. We also provide a prescription of calculating the electronic
structure in a finite magnetic field within the density functional theory starting from the zero-
field energy-band structure. On the basis of these formulations, we derive explicit expressions
for the magnetic susceptibility of B — 0 at various approximation levels on the interaction,
particularly within the density functional theory, which include the result of Roth [J. Phys.
Chem. Solids 23 (1962) 433] as the non-interacting limit. We finally study the de Haas-van
Alphen oscillation in metals to show that quasiparticles at the Fermi level with the many-body
effective mass are directly relevant to the phenomenon. The present argument may be more
transparent than that by Luttinger [Phys. Rev. 121 (1961) 1251] of using the gauge invariance
and has an advantage that the change of the band structure with the field may be incorporated.
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1. Introduction

Extensive theoretical studies have been carried out on
Bloch electrons in a magnetic field B which display many
exciting phenomena. Among them are investigations on
fundamental quantities and phenomena such as the ef-
fective Hamiltonian,'® the static magnetic susceptibil-
ity,1»4 510735 and the de Haas-van Alphen (dHvA) oscil-
lation.'? 36741 Since the relevant energy scale is upB <
1meV with pp the Bohr magneton, it seems natural to
start from the energy-band structure in zero field and
try to include the field effects perturbatively. However, a
uniform magnetic field in quantum mechanics necessarily
accompanies a vector potential with a non-periodic lin-
ear spatial dependence. Hence the procedure is not at all
an easy task to perform as it apparently looks, particu-
larly when the electron-electron interaction is taken into
account. For example, we still do not have a satisfactory
calculation of the total magnetic susceptibility of metals,
even for Li and Na.

The purposes of the present paper are threefold. We
first establish a definite theoretical prescription to calcu-
late properties of interacting Bloch electrons in a uniform
magnetic field on the basis of the energy-band structure
in zero field. This includes an extension of the density
functional theory*? >4 to a finite magnetic field. We then
derive explicit expressions of the total magnetic suscep-
tibility x(B —0) at various approximation levels on the
electron-electron interaction. Finally, the formulation is
used to study many-body effects on the dHvA oscillation
in metals.

Let us briefly summarize the relevant works on the ef-
fective Hamiltonian, the density functional theory, the
magnetic susceptibility and the dHvA oscillation to-
gether with the extensions considered here.

We now have a well-established effective Hamiltonian
in a uniform magnetic field at the one-particle level;* 58
see also Ref. 9 on mathematical aspects. Let () (R—R/)
denote the transfer integral in zero field between two unit
cells specified by R and R/; it completely determines the
energy-band structure.’® Then the transfer integral in a
finite field is obtained by the replacement:

t(o) (R—RI) N eiIRR/ t(R—RI, B) , (13.)

where Igp' is the Peierls phase! and t(R—R', B—0)—
tO(R—R/). The relation was first obtained by Peierls’
for the tight-binding model without the B dependence in
t. The extension beyond the tight-binding model is due
to Luttinger.? The B dependence in ¢t was taken into
account by Kohn,? Blount,* and Roth.® As shown by
Luttinger,? eq. (1a) provides a microscopic justification
for the procedure: £ (k) —&(—iV— £ A) with £©) (k)
an energy eigenvalue in zero field, k a wave vector in the
first Brillouin zone, and A the vector potential, which
was a key assumption in the Onsager-Lifshitz-Kosevich
theory for the dHvA oscillation.?®:37 Here, we also con-
sider interaction effects on the basis of the treatments
by Luttinger? and Roth.® It is thereby shown that the
self-energy also experiences the change:

»© (en, R—R') — e rr/ S(en,R—R',B), (1b)

with €, the Matsubara frequency. We will provide a defi-
nite prescription of how to calculate ¥(e,,, R—R', B) for
an arbitrary finite field B. Thus, our approach is more
powerful than those by the expansion in A':23 that is
effective only in the zero-field limit. With an application
to superconductors in mind, the whole formulation will
be carried out without assuming a specific gauge for the
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vector potential in such a way that an extension to a
non-uniform magnetic field may be performed easily.

The density functional theory (DFT) is regarded now
as one of the most efficient and reliable methods for the
quantitative understanding of solids.?? 54 Its extension to
a finite magnetic field has been performed by Vignale and
Rasolt?! using the current density j(r) as the relevant
extra variable, and also by Grayce and Harris® choosing
B instead of j(r). In these formulations, however, one
has to calculate the electronic structure in B from the
beginning by treating the field and the periodic poten-
tial on an equal footing. Thus, practical calculations for
solids have never been carried out. Here, we will provide
a prescription of obtaining the electronic structure in B
within DFT based on the known zero-field energy-band
structure. This two-step procedure may be regarded as
one of the main advantages of the present formulation
over the previous ones.’" %3 We choose the average flux
density B =V x A as the relevant variable. The total
moment may be obtained by M = —(9§2/0B), and the
external field is found by H = B—47M /V with V the
volume.

The static magnetic susceptibility x(B — 0) has been
a matter of extensive theoretical investigations,!:4 5, 10-35
and we now have several apparently different but es-
sentially equivalent expressions of x for non-interacting
Bloch electrons.® 131420 Among them, Roth® gave a
complete expression including the spin-orbit interaction
with a clear derivation process. We closely follow her pro-
cedure to extend the consideration into interacting Bloch
electrons. It should be noted that x of interacting Bloch
electrons were already calculated for the orbital part by
by Fukuyama,'® Phillipas and McClure,?! and Fukuyama
and McClure,?? and for both the orbital and spin parts
by Buot?® and Misra et al.3! However, most of them pro-
vided only approximate treatments of x: either the ver-
tex corrections were neglected!?:2331 or the frequency
dependence of the self-energy were not considered.?!:3!
Also, the treatment by Buot?® fails to incorporate vertex
corrections explicitly in the general expression. We here
present a complete framework to calculate y at various
approximation levels on the interaction. Particularly, we
derive an explicit expression of y within DFT. Calcula-
tions of the susceptibility by DFT have been performed
only for the spin part,24726:29:34.35 for the orbital part
neglecting vertex corrections,?”30:32 and for the both
parts but neglecting vertex corrections.®3 Thus, there is
no available expression within DFT for the total suscepti-
bility with vertex corrections. The formula obtained here,
which incorporates the effects of the spin-orbit interac-
tion, core polarizations, interband transitions, and ver-
tex corrections, is expected to enhance our understand-
ing on the total magnetic susceptibility of solids. It will
be shown that the vertex corrections of the spin part in
our formula naturally include the Stoner enhancement
factor. 10,56

The dHvA oscillation in metals provides unique in-
formation on the Fermi-surface structures and interac-
tion effects. The classic theory at the one-particle level is
due to Lifshitz and Kosevich,3” who applied Onsager’s
semiclassical quantization scheme®® to non-interacting

FuLL PAPER

Takafumi KiTA and Masao ARAI

band electrons. The interaction effects were consid-
ered by Luttinger®® and Bychkov and Gor’kov.?® How-
ever, Bychkov and Gor’kov considered only an isotropic
Fermi liquid. Also, the work by Luttinger3® is based
on a gauge-invariance argument £© (k)+X (e, k) —
& (—iV — %A)—i—E (En, -1V — %A) without clarifying the
structure of the self-energy explicitly. Hence it is not clear
from Luttinger’s argument whether it is the momentum
p or the crystal momentum %k in the first Brillouin zone
that is really relevant. The replacement procedure for
the self-energy needs to be established microscopically
in the same sense as eq. (1a) had to. His argument also
has an ambiguity as to the “non-oscillatory part” of the
self-energy, which later caused an interpretation® 4! that
the self-energy does not participate in making up the
quantized energy levels, i.e., one only has to replace the
one-particle part as £ (k) = &(—iV —-£ A). To remove
the confusion and also to analyze experiments unambigu-
ously, it will be well worth placing the theory on a firm
ground. On the basis of the formulation to derive eq.
(1b), we will present a hopefully clearer argument for
the many-body effects on the dHvA oscillation. This ar-
gument also has an advantage that the change of the
energy-band structure with the field can be taken into
account.

This paper is organized as follows. Section 2 provides
an alternative derivation of the effective one-particle
Hamiltonian with the spin-orbit interaction. We com-
bine the advantages in the treatments of Luttinger? and
Roth® to formulate the problem so that extensions (i)
to interacting systems and (ii) to a non-uniform mag-
netic field may be performed easily. Section 3 takes the
electron-electron interaction into account. We establish a
perturbation expansion for the thermodynamic potential
and the self-energy in terms of the energy-band structure
in zero field. It is shown that only the zero-field Feyn-
man diagrams are necessary. We also construct a DFT
in a finite magnetic field. Section 4 derives expressions
of the magnetic susceptibility at various approximation
levels, including that of DFT. Section 5 studies many-
body effects on the dHvA oscillation in metals. Section
6 summarizes the paper. We put kg =1 throughout.

2. Effective Hamiltonian

2.1 Hamiltonian and basis functions
We consider Bloch electrons in a uniform magnetic
field described by a Hamiltonian with the spin-orbit in-
teraction and Pauli paramagnetism:
. 2

~ P
H=-—+V(r)—yg

. > eh
5 (SXVV)-P—Q%S-B—M.

(2)
Here m and e(<0) are the electron mass and charge,
respectively, P is defined by

P=p-— SA(’I‘), (3)

e
2m2c?

with p the momentum operator and A(r) the vector po-
tential, V(7) denotes the periodic lattice potential, g is
the electron g factor, § is the dimensionless spin oper-
ator, B =YV x A(r) is the magnetic field, and p is the
chemical potential.
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The eigenfunctions of eq. (2) at A =0 are the Bloch
spinors:

Dok () = €* T (1), (4)

where k is a wave vector in the first Brillouin zone and b
denotes a set of quantum numbers for the band and spin.
They are orthonormal as (ka|1ﬂb/k/> = pp Opry and form
a complete set. For our consideration, however, the wave
functions (4) may not necessarily be the eigenfunctions
of eq. (2) at A = 0. Thus, we will proceed by assum-
ing only the completeness and orthonormality of eq. (4).
Note that, relaxing the conditions in this way, ka(r)
may be chosen analytic in k throughout the Brillouin
zone, as shown by des Cloizeaux®”5® and Nenciu.” %"
Those basis functions, which are analytic in k but not
necessarily the eigenfunctions of 7:[,, were named quasi-
Bloch functions by des Cloizeaux.?”>%®
A set of alternative basis functions was introduced by
Wannier,% which are more suitable for the present pur-
pose. They are defined as a Fourier transform of ﬁbk (r)
by
- _ 1 —ik-R
Wyr(r) = VoA Zk: e Yok(T) (5)

where R specifies a unit cell and N, denotes the number
of unit cells in the system. It hence follows that the Wan-
nier functions are also complete 3, W r) (Wpr| =1 and
orthonormal as (Wyr|Wyr') = S drr With Wyr(r) =
’u_fbo (’l“ — R)

To describe Bloch electrons in a finite magnetic field,
we adopt the basis functions introduced by Luttinger.?
They differ from eq. (5) by only a phase factor as

Wyg(r) = e "M ir(r) (6a)
where I,.g is defined by
e ™
ln=— /R A(r) - dr’ | (6b)

with dr’ taken along the straight line path from R to
r. We assume that the functions {w,g} form a complete
set, although they are not orthonormal in a finite mag-
netic field. This latter inconvenience can be removed by
considering the linear combination:

Gor(r) =YY Syr prWr(r), (7)
vV R
and orthonormalize them as (Fyr|Zy r') =0p OrR’; this
will be performed shortly below.

We now transform eq. (2) into a matrix form by using
eq. (7). Let us introduce the matrices:

S = (SerpRr);
O = ((Wyg| Wy r))

M = (@R Hl@) R)) - (8¢)

Note that O is positive-definite Hermitian and reduces
to a unit matrix as B — 0. Now, the orthonormality

(Por|PrrR) =0b ORR Teads
stos=1, 9)

(8a)

(8b)
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where 1 is the unit matrix: 1= (dpydrr’). Equation (9)
is solved easily by choosing S as Hermitian ST=S8 as
S=0"1"2. (10)
We next express the eigenstate of eq. (2) as a linear com-

bination of eq. (7) as 1(r) = > vr b (R)Gyr(r). Then the
eigenvalue problem of eq. (2) is transformed into

Z HbR,b’R/ Cp/ (R/) = ng(R) ,

bR/

(11)

with

H=SH'S.

A couple of comments are in order on egs. (7) and (10)
in connection with the treatment by Roth.® First, our
basis functions (7) with the phase integral (6b) have an
advantage over Roth’s basis functions that an extension
to a non-uniform magnetic field can be performed easily.
Whereas Roth had to assume that the field is uniform
from the beginning, there is no limitation at this stage
on the form of A(r) in eq. (6b). Second, eq. (10) is dif-
ferent from Roth’s choice. Indeed, Roth expressed S as a
sum of Hermitian and anti-Hermitian matrices and fixed
the anti-Hermitian part by imposing that H be semi-
diagonal up to the order of B2. However, eq. (10) has the
advantage that the formulation becomes more transpar-
ent. It helps to avoid unnecessary complications at the
one-particle level and make the extension to interacting
systems easier. Once the orthonormality is endowed as
eq. (10), the semi-diagonalization may be performed by
a similarity transformation. It should be noted, however,
that the physical results are irrelevant of whether one
carries out such a similarity transformation at an inter-
mediate step. Indeed, our procedure without further sim-
ilarity transformations leads exactly the same expression
for the non-interacting magnetic susceptibility as that of
Roth.

(12)

2.2 Qwerlap integral

We first concentrate on the overlap (W, g |y, g/), where
the phase factor in eq. (6) yields a line integral from R’
to R via r. We transform it as follows:

Ipr + I, = Irr' + i/ A(r') - dr’
hC C

1 1—u
:IRR’+£(TRXTR’)'/du/ dv B
hc 0 0

€
= IRR’ + %B . ('I’RX'I’R/).

Here C denotes closed path R’ —r— R— R’ along the
triangle, r g is defined by

(13)

re=r— R, (14)

and the second line follows via Stokes’ theorem by writing
the vector area element as dS= (R — R)du x (r— R)dv.
The transformation (13) was used previously in deriv-
ing a transport equation for superconductors with Hall
terms.5? Although we have assumed a uniform magnetic
field here, an extension to a non-uniform field can be
performed easily as egs. (31) and (33) of Ref. 61.
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Following Roth,® let us introduce the antisymmetric

tensors:
2

e o gh= .
hap = €apygp-By, 0 = €apyy 8", (15)

where €8+ (o0, B, 7=2,v, 2) is the third-rank completely
antisymmetric tensor, and summations over the repeated
index 7 are implied. The quantity h.g is essentially in-
verse of the magnetic length squared. Also useful is the
following identity for an arbitrary function f(rg,rgr’):

f(’"R, TR/)ng(T)wb’R/ (r)

" N. Zf (rR, TR )i}y, (r)iiy g (r) e~ R RAR TR
Kk’

—ik-’r‘R-i-ik/-’r'R/

=N Z“bk )iy (1) (W, ~i Vi) e
¢ Kk’

= o 3 [Fii, iV i ()i ()
¢ kk'

7’L‘k-’!‘R+’L'k,~’r‘R/

xe ) (16)

where we substituted egs. (4) and (5) and performed par-
tial integrations over k and k’.

Using egs. (13)-(16) and the periodicity @pk(r + R)=
Up(T), we obtain an expression for eq. (8b) as

Ovryr = €''RR / exp(ihap ToérﬁR/) ng(T)waR/ (r)dr

e'fnr/ ik-(R—R')
= N Ze Obb’(k B)

(17)

where Oy (k, B) is given by

Ow (k, B) = /eih&ﬁvivi/ @l () Ty (1) dr.
K=k
(18a)

The expression (17) has a general form for any matrix ele-
ment between eq. (6), i.e., the Peierls phase factor! e!/rr’
times a summation over k for the product of gtk (R—R')
and some function of k.

It is useful for practical purposes to expand eq. (18a)
in terms of B as

Oy (k, B) = 6y + Y O3 (k, B),
j=1

(18b)

where OZ()b/ is the quantity of the order B’. The terms
for j=1,2 are given explicitly by

1 . o S . o
O = ihas (Vi Vi i) = ihap Y af (k)2 gy (),
bll
(19a)
0@ _ _1
bb/ = 2ha6h ’B’<Vk bklv V Ub/k> (19b)
with
why (k) = (k| Vg Uk ) = —1i(Vg k|t k)
— Zeik'R<wbo| % [Ty R) . (20)

R
The second expressions of egs. (19a) and (20) have been
derived by noting wpk(r + R) = tp(7), reducing the in-
tegral into a unit cell, and using the completeness and
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orthonormality of {@k} over the unit cell.> The last ex-
pression of eq. (20) is given entirely with respect to the
Wannier functions of eq. (5). Hence it may be suitable for
the evaluation of the matrix element xf;, (k) between the
core states. Equations (18a) and (19) are exactly those
obtained by Roth.?

A couple of comments are in order before closing the
section. First, the expansion of eq. (18) is convergent
if we choose z/_;bk(r) as the quasi-Bloch functions of des
Cloizeaux®®7%9 which are analytic in k. This property
can be satisfied for a simple band by the eigenfunctions
of eq. (2), but not for a complex band with band cross-
ings. This statement holds for every expansion we shall
encounter below. Second, matrix elements like egs. (19)
and (20) cannot be determined uniquely due to the gauge
degree of freedom:

Uple (’l“) —s Pk Upke (T) .

However, obsevable quantities such as the magnetic sus-
ceptibility do not depend on the choice of the phase ¢pg.
See also the discussions of Roth® on this point, and those
by Resta®? for the electronic polarization.

2.8 FEzpression of S

We next derive an expression of S in powers of B start-
ing from eq. (9) and ST=8. Equation (17) suggests that
we may expand the matrix element as

Ze““ (R-R)g,. (k,B),

”RR

SRy R = (21)

with ST(k, B)=S(k, B). Let us substitute eqs. (17) and
(21) into eq. (9). We then encounter a summation over
R’ with both the Peierls phase factor e’/rr”+ilr"r" and
the Bloch phase factor e* (B—R")+ik"-(R"~R') Thig gum-

mation can also be transformed with the procedures of
egs. (13) and (16). For example, we obtain

E SbR,b”R” Ob”R”,b,R/

b//R//
eiIRR’ ik(R—R'
A Y RISy (k)@ Oy (k) (22)
bk
where the operator ® is defined by
S(k)©0(k) = oV Vi S() O(k) (23)

k'=k
Equation (23) is exactly the multiplication theorem of
Roth.?

It is worth summarizing the properties of the operator
®. First, we realize from eq. (22) that it is associative as

A(k)®[B(k)®C(k)|=

Second, it satisfies
> Ak)oB(k) =Y Alk)B(k),
k k

as can be shown with partial integrations over k and the
antisymmetry hog=—"hga-

[A(k)@B(k)|®C(k).  (24a)

(24b)
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By using egs. (17), (21) and (22),
is transformed into

eq. (9) with ST=8

S(k,B) 2 Ok, B)® S(k,B) =1,  (253)
with 1= (pp ). Let us expand S in powers of B as
S(k,B)=1+Y_ SY(k,B). (25D)

Jj=1

We then find from eqs. (18b), (25a), and (25b) that S
for j=1,2 are given by

50 =200, (26a)
59 = —20® 13 oMo (26b)

2.4 Matriz element of Hamiltonian

We next consider Hj,p g = (Wyg|H|Wy g/) With H
and W) given by egs. (2) and (6), respectively. The fol-
lowing identity is useful for this purpose:?

1
e e
ﬁA(T) + %TRX/ Budu

e
= hCA( ) BX’I‘R
It is worth noting that this 1dent1ty can also be extended
easily to a non-uniform magnetic field.? Using eqs. (13),
(16) and (27) as well as Upk(r+ R) = tipr(7), the above

matrix element is transformed into

Ze* (B=R)q1 (k, B),

VI.gr =

(27)

URR/

HgR,b’R’ = (28)

where H;,, is defined by

H;;b’(kuB)
E/eih‘wv Vi il e (T )[’H ho g iV 7 ey
h2
——h o’ B’ a'y’v V ]ub/ ( ) d’P, (29&)
k'=k

with HO = 7:[(p — p+hk,A=0), =01 ok =
[p—l—hk 9728 VV(r)], and 67 given in eq. (15).
We now expand eq. (29a) formally in terms of B as

j=1
with
Hyp) (k) = (|7 i) (30a)

To write down Hg(bj;) (k, B) in eq. (29b) explicitly, we in-
troduce the following matrices:

o (o) = L PP (B)
o (k) = 7 ok (30b)
N eh . .
oy (k) = <ubk o [p + hk — 95,58 VV(’I“):| ub,k> ,
(30c)
o (k) = (il 67 |tk (30)
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Note ho® = 7@ + i(z*H® — HPz%), as can be shown
6Hk0)/6k. Next, we express ?A[,(co)hi'bzk) and
ihar g V' 7 ) in eq. (29a) as

Z|Ub~k b,,b, k),

b’

from 7ty =
" (0)) —»
’H;c)|ub/k

. o ~B > . — B’ o
ihar Vi 71 |iiyk) = ha/gf;mm EMOESO].
We then expand eq. (29a) in powers of B and perform
straightforward calculations order by order to obtain
H'9 in eq. (29Db).

The first-order term can be written down easily. Av-
eraging the resulting expression with its Hermitian con-
jugate, we obtain

W= {OD,HO} — hos ({2, P +17°} +0°%), (31a)

with O given by eq. (19a) and { A, E}E%(AE—FEA).

To obtain ﬂ’@) compactly, on the other hand, we
carry out partial integrations using the antisymmetry
hap=—hgq. For example, one of the relevant terms are
transformed as

1 ’ = ’ A N
—5hashars (Ve Vet V] VA )

2) ,,(0)
— Z{O(b”}[l()”b/ -

|: (<Vk Vk Upke |ubnk>hvb// b’)
b//

<Vk Vi Gkl @) Vi Vi Hyny (K )} haﬂha/ﬂ’} ;

with

(VY ik |tiys) = iV 28,

- Z l'?b//x?//b/
b//
= 'LVI?I?;/ — Zx?b,//xl?//b/ y
b//
and haﬁvlf [(VI?I?bH)mE/W] = hap(V Ibb”)vlka Hb”b’
Similar calculations are performed for the other terms to
make 7'? compact and symmetric. We finally perform

the averaging with the Hermitian conjugate. We thereby
obtain

HO = {0 HOW 4 hoshos {V;f {{{ga, N

—I—%(O‘ﬂx +2% 1% %) + {z° UO‘B}]

+%{{f=f/}= B ol — Ve HO}

%v,fvﬂ[ B ]} (31b)
with {4, B} = (AB+BA) and [A,B] = AB-BA.

Equation (31b) is in agreement with eq. (57) of Roth.?

2.5 Effective Hamiltonian
We are ready to derive an effective one-particle Hamil-
tonian in a finite magnetic field. Let us substitute egs.
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(21) and (28) into eq. (12). Using eq. (22) twice, we ob-

tain
URR/ k.
Horyr = Zez B-F)%, (k, B),  (32)
with
H(k,B) = S(k, B)oH (k, B)®S(k, B). (33a)
Let us expand eq. (33a) in powers of B as
H(k,B) =HO(k Z HY) (k,B), (33D)

with 29 (k) given by eq. (30a). The expressions of H?
can be obtained order by order by substituting egs. (25b),
(29b) and (33b) into eq. (33a) and using eqs. (26) and
(31). The first-order term is obtained from HO =4V
2{§(1),ﬂ(0)} as

HO (k) = —hop ({2, 18" +1°} +07) ., (34a)

with {4, B} = %(AE—}-EA). The second-order contri-
bution is calculated from 7—[(2) =1 42{8® Oy 4
2{&(1 /(1 }+ S(l H(O S(l [Vﬁs(l VQH(O ]

HP (k) = haphas {V,f [{{f‘, '}, he?'}

+5 {{x 2}, 551 —VEVEHOY
+§v,fv,f/[fﬁh@“]}
_{@ (1) 7_[(1 }+ [@(1 [Q(l),H(O)H

+3haﬁv,f[Q< ) hit ], (34b)

with {4, B}=1(AB+BA) and [A, B]=AB—-BA.
2.6 Schridinger equation and Green’s function

We finally write down an effective Schrodinger equa-
tion and the corresponding Green’s function for non-
interacting Bloch electrons in a magnetic field. To this
end, it is useful to introduce the transfer integral in terms
of eq. (33) as

t(R, B) Ze“” Ry (k,B). (35)

Substituting eq. (32) and using eq. (35), the Schrodinger
equation (11) is transformed into

Z e'rr/ top (R — RI, B) Cy (RI)
VR

=&q(R). (36)
Thus, the Hamiltonian is given as a product of the trans-
fer integral and the Peierls phase factor. Note that the
transfer integral also depends on the magnetic field here.
We can provide an alternative expression to eq. (36). Let

us change the summation in the above equation from R’
to R = R— R/, express cy (R—R") =e 7 VRcy, (R),
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and use the following identity proved in Appendix II of
Ref. 2:

exp(ilg,r-r") exp (—R"-VRg) = exp (—R"-0R) .
with Or defined by

0 e
Equation (36) is thereby transformed into
=& (R), (38)

Z be/ (—’LaR, B) Cp (R)
b/

where Hpy (—iORr, B) is an operator symmetrized with

respect to R as

H(—idr,B) =Y LR’ B)eR" (~0r)
R//

(39)

Equation (38) extends the well-known rule &£(k) —
E(—iOgr) in a finite magnetic field>3® to include the
change of the energy-band structures in B.

Next, Dyson’s equation corresponding to eq. (38) is
given by

S i (0, B
b//

Nov r or(En) =R R,

(40)
where ¢y g pr(€n) is the non-interacting Matsubara
Green’s function with ¢, = (2n+1)7T (n =0,£1,---).
Suggested by eq. (36), we write the Green’s function as

gy R wr(En) = R R Gy g R (en) (41a)

and substitute it into eq. (40). Using eq. (27), we then
find an equation for g which is also given as eq. (40) with
a replacement:

(9

It hence follows that gy g’ p R(sn) depends only on R'—R
and can be expanded as

Zezk (R — R)gb’b(gm k) )

BR/ — 8R’ =

Gy R bR(ER) = (41b)
Let us substitute eq. (41b) into the equation for g, ex-
press (R'—R)e™* (B'~R) — _;, ¢k (R'"=R) and perform
partial integrations over k. We thereby obtain an equa-
tion for g(en, k) as

Z‘Skk’ ienl — H(k,B) glen, k) =1,  (42)
where the operator k is defined by
nzk—z—Bka/ (43)

2hce

Note that eq. (42) may be written alternatively by using
the operator of eq. (23) as [ie,1 — H(k, B)|® g(en, k) =
1. This latter result may have been obtained directly by
writing Dyson’s equation (40) in terms of the Hamilto-
nian in eq. (36), substituting eqs. (35) and (41) into it,
and using eq. (22).
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3. Interaction Effects k+q K- q

We now include the two-body interaction:

1 , /
=5 > Uge =) (44)
/4
“ AK.Q) - -<-~ A(K;-q)

into our consideration, where V' is the volume of the sys- q
tem. .

The total Hamiltonian Hy.¢ is given in second quanti- ,
zation by using the basis function (7) and the notation k Kk

Vv=bR as

Htot = ZHUV’C Cyt + 5 Z uulug,u11/2 ll CI/QCVQCV{ .
v/ 1/1 v vh
(45)
Here ¢, is the fermion operator and H,, is given by eq.
(32). The quantity Uy, ..., is defined by

— !
Vlug,ulu2 = E SV1V38V2V4Z/{1/31/4 V%V:LS ¢ {SViVé )
V3 1/41131/4
(46)
N ,
where S, is given by eq. (21) and U, . i denotes
!
ul/'g Va; I/.g 1/4

/dr/dr’ i (

with @, (r) defined by eq. (6).

(r)U (r =)@ ('), (r') , (47)

3.1 Bare vertex

As shown in Appendix A, eq. (46) can be written al-
ternatively with respect to the Bloch states {¢pr(r)} in
zero field as

eZIRl R/ +7’IR2R’

Z ik-(R1—R})+ik’-(R2—R.
uv1v2 vlvé_ N2 e’ (R1— )tik'(R2— 2)

C kk’

1 iq-(Ry—
szelq (Rl Rz)uq Ablb’1 (kvan)

XAbgb’2 (klv —-q, B) . (48)

Here Irp' and Uy are given in egs. (6b) and (44), respec-
tively. The quantity A(k,q, B) may be called a vertex
function which is defined in terms of the operator ® in
eq. (23), S in eq. (25) and A" of eq. (A-3) by

A(k,q,B) = S(k+q,B)®/N(k,q, B)®S(k, B),

with k+¢q the wave vector in the first Brillouin zone cor-
responding to k+¢q in the extended zone scheme. Thus,
k in A(k, g, B) belongs to the incoming electron, g is an
additional wave vector from the interaction, and k+q
specifies the outgoing electron. In zero field without the
Peierls phase factors, the interaction (48) in k space may
be expressed diagrammatically as Fig. 1. We shall see
below that this diagram in zero field suffices for the dia-
grammatic calculations of the properties in a finite mag-
netic field.

It is also possible to expand eq. (49a) in powers of B
as

(49a)

A(k,q,B) = A (k, q) ZA(” (k.q,B).

j=1

(49b)

Fig. 1. A diagrammatic representation of the interaction (48) in
the absence of the Peierls phase factors. The vertex A(k,q) is
given by eq. (49), and k+gq denotes the wave vector in the
first Brillouin zone corresponding to k + q in the extended zone
scheme.

The expressions of AD) may be obtained with the same
procedure as that of deriving eq. (34). The quantity A
is given by

A (k,q) =

with Kgiq = k+q—k+q a reciprocal lattice vec-
tor. The first-order term is obtained from AV (k,q) =
XD (k,q) + 8V (k+q)A” (k,q) + A (k, q)SV (k) to-
gether with eqgs. (2 ) and (A-4a) as

(Uygrgle™ ™ |iyk) (50a)

AV (k, @) =~ Shas 2° (T ) VA (k, )

~5has [VEAO (k)| 2 (k). (0)

Note that the argument of z® is k (k+q) when it ap-
pears to the right (left) of A”)(k, q); keeping this rule in
mind and dropping the argument of z%, eq. (50b) may
be written exactly as the ig” contribution of eq. (34a).
This rule also applies to higher-order terms.

The second-order term is calculated similarly. We ob-

tain an expression analogous to the Av contributions of
eq. (34b) as

A (k, q)
— Lhashars 2 [{f (FFa), 2 (FFa) )V A0k, q)
Ak @) o ). 2 ()}
st | {2 0¥ 2 (FF0) )9 VL Ak o)
+[VEVE Ak, q)] {z° (k). z
+§haﬁhafﬁ/vlf vy [z (k+q) VA Xk, q)

—Vieh(k, q) 2

IH

®)]
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—20M (k+q) A (k,q) 0" (k)
+4) (k, q) 0 (k)0 (k)|

+%haﬁv,f {Q<1>(k+q)V,?A<°’(k, q)

- [VeAO k)] 0V (k) } (50c)
3.2  Perturbation expansion

With these preliminaries, we proceed to the calculation
of the thermodynamic potential 2 = —T InTr e*ﬁmt/T,
the self-energy ¥,,» and Green’s function G/, in the
framework of the conserving approximation.64 65

Let us define the Matsubara Green’s function by

1T .
Gonlen) = = [ (Treuydye=mdr, (1)
0
which as U — 0 reduces to g, (,,) of eq. (40). As shown

by Luttinger and Ward,% Q can be written as a func-
tional of G as

Q=T Tr{ln[H + 3 —ic,1] + RG}e " + B[G].

(52)
Here 04 is an infinitesimal positive constant and & de-
notes contributions of all the skeleton diagrams in the
bare perturbation expansion for 2 with G used as the
propagator. The self-energy is obtained from & by

1 0P
) ST G

With this relation, €2 is stationary with respect to a vari-
ation in G satisfying Dyson’s equation:

lienl —H — X(en)] Glen) = 1.

(53a)

(53b)

The conserving approximation denotes approximating ®
by some selected diagrams and determining G and X self-
consistently by eq. (53).646° Its advantages may be sum-
marized as follows: (i) both the equilibrium and dynami-
cal properties can be described within the same approxi-
mation with various conservation laws automatically sat-
isfied; (ii) the Laudau Fermi-liquid corrections,%%67 or
vertex corrections in a different terminology, are auto-
matically included. For example, the lowest-order con-
serving approximation is nothing but the Hartree-Fock
approximation where ®1F and $HE are given by

2%

T2
o = D) Z Z Uv,vo50,v4 [Gu{ul (Enl)Gugw (€ns)

n1,N2 VvV V)

_Gl’i V2 (En1 )Gvé V1 (En2)]ei5"10++i€n20+ ,

I/l// - T E E lll/l,l/ I/

ni 1/11/1

(54a)

vul;viu’)Gv{vl (Enl )ei€n10+ 3

(54b)
respectively.
It follows from egs. (32) and (48) that X,/ (e,) and
G, (e,) can be expanded as

zIRR/

Seryr (n) = Zem BB S (en, k), (55)
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k+q+q

Q¥

|
KY k+q

I
—(J—(— 4_@_4_
k q k
(a)

(b)

Fig. 2. Some typical diagrams for the self-energy: (a) the Hartree
and Fock terms; (b) the second-order exchange contribution.

ZIR/R

Gy r pr(En) = Zelk (BB Gy(en, k). (55b)

This is proved by induction as follows: First, the non-
interacting Green’s function g,/ (g,) is already given in
the form of eq. (55b) as eq. (41). We next assume the
expression (55b) and substitute it into eq. (53a) to cal-
culate ¥, (£,,) order by order by using eq. (22). We then
find that the self-energy can also be written as eq. (55a),
i.e., the same expression as the non-interacting Hamilto-
nian (32). It hence follows that G/, (,) may be written
as eq. (b5b). This completes the proof.

To see how to calculate X(g,, k) practically, we present
expressions of X7F(k) obtained from eq. (54b), see also
Fig. 2(a), and £%(e,, k) which corresponds to the dia-
gram of Fig. 2(b):

- = Z[ZUKA (k, K ZTfA )Gl(en, )
- Zuq Ak+q,—q)2G(en, k+q) @Ak, q) | e+
q

(56a)

Ak+q',—q')

220 en, k V2ZZU L{

ninz qq’
@ G(Entng—n.  k+q") © A(k+q+q',—q)
®Gen,, k+q+q) @ A(k+q,q')
@ G(en,, k+q) @ A(k,q)] (56b)

where ® operates on the k' or k dependences of the ad-
jacent functions. Note that removing the operator ® in
the above expressions yields the self-energies at B =0.
We hence have a simple rule to calculate the k-space
self-energy for B > 0 using only the zero-field Feynman
diagrams as follows: (i) Label each of the connected elec-
tron lines with the same wave vector, like k or k' in the
above examples, and insert the operator ® of eq. (23) be-
tween every adjacent A and G. (ii) We can remove any
single operator ® within every closed electron loop, as
in the first term of eq. (56a), because of the absence of
the Peierls phase factor in the final calculation of using
eq. (22); this may also be proved directly in k space by
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using eq. (24b). The rules (i) and (ii) apply also to the
calculations of  and G(e,, k).

We now provide k-space expressions of egs. (52) and
(53). Noting the rule (ii) above, we realize that ® in eq.
(52) is given alternatively as a functional of G(e,, k) as

o = TZZ Y Z’I‘rE (én, k, B) G(en, k, B)e=n%+

n (=1
(57)

with ¢ the contribution of the ¢th-order skeleton dia-
grams to X. We hence have
1 od
T 6Gb/b(€n,k B)
Next, Dyson’s equation of eq. (53b) is transformed into
lienl—H(k, B)—X(en, k, B)|®G(en, k, B)=1, as shown
by using eqs. (32), (55), and (22). It may be written
alternatively as

dek/ ZEnl H(H B)
k/

Ebb/(é‘n,k} B {G}) (58&)

2(en, &, B)]G(en, k', B) = 1,

(58D)
where k is defined by eq. (43). Hence the functional (52)
is given in k space by

Q=-T Z Tr [Trk In{[H(k, B)+X(en, k, B)—ic,1]}

+3 " S(en. k. B) Glen, k. B) | = + @[G], (59)
k

with Tri denoting the trace in k space. It satisfies

0Q
6Gb’b(€n7 ku B)

as shown by using eq. (58).
Finally, egs. (57) and (58a) may be expanded with

respect to the explicit B dependences originating from
the vertex A and the operator ® as

Z oU)(B

=0, (60)

®(B, {G}) = ¢ ({G}) B, {G}), (61)

S(en, k, B, {G}) = 2O (e,, k, {G})

+ 320 enk BLIGY, ()

where ®() and £ are quantities of the order B’. Note
that ®© and 2(0) are different from those at B=0 due
to the implicit B dependences through G. It follows from
eq. (57) that ®@ is connected with 2V as

. 1 ) .

oW =T7)" 5 > Tix‘Ue,, k, B)G(en, k, B) e+ .
k

(63)

3.3 Hartree-Fock approximation

We here concentrate on the Hartree-Fock approxima-
tion. Since there is no ¢, dependence in the self-energy
SHF(k), egs. (57)-(60) can be simplified further by per-
forming every summation over n with the Fermi distri-
bution function f(g)=1/(e*/T+1).9% The potentials
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and ® are thereby transformed into the functionals of
the occupation number defined by

n(k,B) =T G(en k, B) e+ (64)

Indeed, eq. (59) is now approximated (dropping the B
dependences for simplicity) by

O = —TTr Trp In{1 + e_[ﬂ("‘H;HF("”/T}

—ZTrn k) 2" (k) + o1 (65)
with
HHF
=57 {ZZ UrcTr[n(k)A(k, K)] Tr[n(k) Ak, —K)]
kk' K
- U AT ~) 8 D) © Ak, ) & (k) |
kq
(66)
The self-energy (k) of eq. (56a) is obtained from ®HF
by
5(I)HF
Sy (k) = —. 67a
bb( ) 5nb/b(k) ( )

It hence follows that QPF is stationary with respect to a
variation in n(k) satisfying
1
n(k) = :
R+ (R)]/T . 1

(67b)

Equations (67a) and (67b) constitute a closed set of self-
consistent equations.

Finally, ®5F and " can be expanded with respect to
the explicit B dependences as egs. (61) and (62), respec-
tively. The expressions of ®7FU) and SHFG) are given in
Appendix B to clarify some of their fundamental prop-
erties.

8.4 Density functional theory

Extensive theoretical studies have been carried out for
more than three decades to describe atoms and solids
quantitatively based on the DFT.52:%4 It is thereby estab-
lished now as one of the most efficient and reliable meth-
ods for the quantitative understanding of solids. Hence it
is well worth applying the present method to the density
functional theory.

We consider the cases where the exchange-correlation
energy Fiy. is given as a functional of the spin density:

na(r) = Tzn: Tr g (1£75) Glr,m,e) €0, (68)
where 1, 74, and G are 2 x 2 matrices corresponding to
the spin degrees of freedom with 75 denoting the third
Pauli matrix. Let us expand G(r,7,e,) in eq. (68) with
respect to the basis functions of eq. (7) and transform
the resulting expression with the procedures of eqgs. (13),
(16) and (22). We thereby obtain

= o > Ten(k) p* (k)
¢k

(69)
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where n(k) is given by eq. (64) and p*(k,r) is defined
by

pr(k,r)=8(k)®p' (k,r)@S(k), (70)
with
: oagh Nc —
pbb’(k r)= eihas Vi Vi uztk(r)7(lilg)“b’k’( r)
k/
(71)

The factor N, is introduced in eq. (71) to make ) (k, )
finite in the thermodynamic limit. Note that p*(k,r) in
eq. (69) is just a matrix element with no information on
the occupation number. It hence follows that the DFT
as a functional of ny (r) can be written alternatively as
a functional of n(k).

The thermodynamic potential of the DFT is given in
a form similar to eq. (65) of the Hartree-Fock theory as

Q=-TTrTreIn{l+ e—[ﬂw)@f’”(nn/cr}

= Trn(k) 2P (k) + P (72)
k
The quantity ®PF7T is defined by
P = &M [n(r)] + Eyelno (r)], (73)

where ®1[n(r)] and Ey.[n,(r)] are the classic Coulomb
energy and the exchange-correlation energy, respectively,
with n(r)=n4 (r)+n_(r) and o =+. The former is given
explicitly by

S n(r)] = & / ) g

4
2 |r—7/| (74)

which is equivalent to the Hartree term in eq. (66) with
Uk =4me?/K?; the K =0 term should be removed due
to the charge neutrality of the system.

The self-energy X°FT (k) is obtained from ®PFT by
SODFT
5715/1,(’(3) '
The condition §QP¥T /6ny,(k) = 0 for the thermody-
namic equilibrium then yields

1
n(k) = SIH(k)+XPF T (k)] /T I1 )

YoET (k) = (75a)

(75b)

which is the Kohn-Sham equation** in disguise. Equa-
tions (75a) and (75b) should be solved self-consistently
for a given Fiyc.

The equivalence between eqs. (59) and (72) for the ex-
act functional Ey. can be established by an argument of
using the coupling-constant integral. Suppose we change
the interaction of eq. (44) as U — M4 and express the
corresponding thermodynamic potential as Q*. The two
expressions (59) and (72) satisfy the same differential
equation®®63 90 /N = (H),)/\ and the same initial
condition Q=0 =0y, where (H3\,) is the thermodynamic
average of the interaction in eq. (45) and £y denotes the
non-interacting thermodynamic potential. It hence fol-
lows that egs. (59) and (72) are equivalent.

It is also possible to expand ®PFT and RPFT with re-
spect to the explicit B dependences as egs. (61) and (62),
respectively. The expressions of ®PFT(G) and SPFTO) are
given in Appendix C.
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4. Susceptibility

We here study the susceptibility xq/o of B —0 based
on eq. (59). We first establish a general procedure to
calculate xq/o for a given functional ®. We then special-
ize to the Hartree-Fock approximation and the density-
functional theory to derive explicit expressions of xqa’q
within those approximations. Unlike the treatments by
Buot?® and Misra et al.3' where they jumped directly
to the expression Yoo = —0%Q/0By 0B, our consider-
ation will proceed in two stages by first calculating the
magnetization M, =—90Q/0B, and then performing an-
other differentiation with respect to B,/. This approach
has an advantage that vertex corrections can be incor-
porated explicitly in the formula.

4.1 FEzxact expression

To derive a formally exact expression of Xx4/q, let us
start with classifying various B dependences of the ther-
modynamic potential Q in Eq. (59) into three groups.
The first category is that through & in eq. (43). The sec-
ond category is the explicit B dependences in H(k, B)
and X(e,, k, B,{G}). Those in X originate from the B
dependence in the vertex A of eq. (49) and the operator
® of eq. (23); see eq. (56), for example. The third cate-
gory is the implicit B dependence through G, which is
responsible for the Fermi-liquid corrections.¢:67 When
calculating M = —0€/0B, however, we need not con-
sider this third category because of eq. (60).

The dependence through k needs a special treatment
due to the property (24b). As shown in Appendix D, it
does not mix with the other categories for B — 0, yield-
ing the Landau-Peierls diamagnetic susceptibility ® as

LP _ CaBy€aBy (€ \? ien0 2
R S R D M (I

IV VEG e VY VG (e, )]}. (76)

This expression agrees exactly with eq. (4.15) of Buot.?®
We next consider the second category. Differentiat-
ing eq. (59) with respect to the explicit B dependences

in H(k, B), X(en, k, B,{G}), and ®(B, {G}), we obtain
the relevant magnetization as
; OH(k, B)
M =T i€n 04 T n, k, B)—/——
“ Zﬂje ij rGlen,k, B)—5 5
99(B,{G})
9B, . (77)

We further differentiate eq. (77) with respect to B, and
put B =0, where we also need to consider the implicit
B dependence through G. Using eq. (58a), we obtain

92 52
’ L —_T i€n 04
Xaa Ze _8Ba/8B 8Ba’8Ba

oY axM\ 4@
€10 ] Al
_TZe +ZT( +aBa dB.

where HY, () and £ (j = 1,2) are quantities of
the order B’ with respect to the explicit B dependences

(78)
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as given by egs. (34), (61), and (62), respectively. To
find an expression for dG/dB, in eq. (78), we differen-
tiate G™'G =1 with respect to B,. We thereby obtain
a leading-order equation for dG/dB,. given in terms of
dG™1/dBy as

(€)) 1 (0)
dG e OH 0x n dx G. (79)
dBy 0By 0By dBy
with G = G(B = 0) on the right-hand side. The last

term in the bracket of eq. (79) originates from the im-
plicit B dependence though G, giving rise to the Fermi-
liquid (or vertex) corrections.%%:¢” To find an equation
for dZ(O) /dB,, we introduce a vertex function as

N. 5290
T2 5Gb'1b1(1)5Gb’2b2 (2)’

with 1= (en,, k1). Noting eq. (58a), we then obtain an
expression for dz(o)/dBa/ in terms of dG/dB, as

dE(O)
= A7 Z Z z(;?g;' b2b ,2)

b1 b/(
bgb, n2k52

()

blb’l,bgb’z(172) =

(80)

dGiyp, (2)
dB,
(81)
Equations (79) and (81) form a closed set of equations
to determine dG / dBg. Introducing the matrix Z by

0
ZGb’bg Gb’bl( ) z(;gié;b2b/2(1a2)v

dBy

Ib’lbll,b’zbﬂ—

€ b3b),
(82)
the coupled equations are solved formally as
dGb/ bl
dBa/ - Z Z [(a- b'b11,b'2b22
babl, naks
0 V(ky)  0Z(2)
x lg(z)( B 0B, )ED) 6
202

with 1= (05, b, 0b, b, Ok ko Onyn, ) Substituting eq. (83) into
eq. (78), one can check that the symmetry X, = X\
is satisfied as required.

Equation (78) with egs. (80), (82), and (83) enables
us to calculate the relevant susceptibility x/,,., once the
functional ® is given explicitly. The total susceptibility
is then obtained by

Xa'a = Xg}:;c + X:l’a ) (84)

with x%F given by eq. (76). The factor (1 — Z)~! in

q. (83) orlgmates from vertex corrections for both the

orbital and spin parts, which have been derived naturally

in our treatment. It includes the Stoner enhancement
factor as the intra-band contribution of the spin part.

4.2 Hartree-Fock approrimation

We now specialize to the Hartree-Fock approximation.
Due to the absence of ¢,, dependence in the self-energy
SHF(k), every summation over n can be performed® by
using the Fermi distribution function:

1
f(E): eE/T—l—l'
Thus, it is possible to simplify the expression of x./a
further.

(85)
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Let us adopt the representation of diagonalizing the
Hartree-Fock energy in zero field as

Then the Landau-Peierls susceptibility of eq. (76) is
transformed into

XLP HF _ 1 (ﬂ)Z Z Of (Ep:) €a’' B~ €CaBy
a6\ 2 - O mg/ﬂ(bkﬁ) mi‘y,,y(bk:) ’

(87)
with m, 5 (bk) = h2/(Vy Vji€w). Thus, only the states
near the Fermi energy are relevant to the Landau-Peierls
susceptibility with the effective mass in place of the bare
electron mass. However, this simple result no longer holds
in those approximations where the self-energy has e,
dependence. Equation (87) may be regarded as an ex-
tension of the Philippas-McClure result for the electron
gas?! to Bloch electrons.

Next, eq. (78) can be written with respect to n(k) of
eq. (64) as

(86)

H(2)(k) HPHF(2)
/HF — T
Xo'a Z %) 9B.0B, ~ 90. 0L,
(1) HF(1)
= 8Ba 8Ba dBa/

The quantity dn/dB, is obtained from eq. (79) by
adopting the representation (86) and carrying out the
summation over n. We thereby arrive at the expression:

dnyyo(k) _ (&)= (Gw) [ OHy (k) 985, " (k)
dBy &k —Evke 0By 0By
dxHFO) (g,
4 b’'b ( ) (89)
dBo
HF(0)

To find an expression of d¥,,, " (k)/dBq/, we introduce
a vertex function in terms of eq. (66) as

S2pHF(0)
DO) (k1 ks) = N,
b1b1,b2b2( 1 2) C5nb;b1(k1)5nb/2b2(k72)
N,
= T (U A, (ot KAL), (ko —K) = Uiy x¢
K
) A (g, by — ko — KA, (ky, ky—ky + K)| . (90)
byby \v2, 1T R2 bob! \F1s F2— 1 .
Noting eq. (67a), we then obtain
m Z HEO) (k kl)dnbllbl(kl)
dBo N bbby ( dBy
bibl ks
(91)

Equations (89) and (91) form a closed set of equations
to determine dny,(k)/dBy . Defining the matrix:

_ 1 f(gb/kl)_f(gblkil) HF(0)
Tt ks byhaks = A €;gk1 - Ly bavs (K1, K2)
(92)
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the coupled equations are solved formally as

dnyy (k) HF\—1
dBo Z [(@-2) }b/bk,b’lblkl
b, by ks
1) HF(1)
xf(fb’lkl)—f(éblkl) 6H( b, (k1) ‘9Eb/b§ (k1) (93)
gb/lkl _gblkl 8B0¢/ 8Ba/ ’

with 1 = (6b'b/ 6bb1 5kk1)
Equations (88) and (93) enables us to calculate x/1¥.
The total susceptibility is then obtained by

LP—HF /HF
Xaa_Xaa +X0c0c7

given by eq. (87).

(94)

with XLP HF

4.8 Density functional theory

From a practical viewpoint, it is perhaps most useful
at present to derive an expression of the magnetic sus-
ceptibility within the density functional theory. We hence
consider it in most detail. Since the self-energy does not
depend on the Matsubara frequency, however, we can ex-
actly follow the procedure of the previous Hartree-Fock
treatment.

Let us adopt the representation of diagonalizing the
Kohn-Sham single-particle energy in zero field as

Hyp) (k) + Sy (k) + S (k) = Gyt

where be/, Ei{b(,o), and E:lf/(o) are given by eqs. (30a),
(B-2), and (C-9), respectively, with npy (k) = 0ppr f (Epke)-
The vertex function corresponding to eq. (90) is defined
in terms of eq. (73) by

(95)

§2DFT(0)
Snp b, (k1)omy,p, (K2)

DFT(0) _
Ly b by, (1, k2) = Ne

471'6

0
Z Ablb/ ki, K A(bz)b/ (k2a—K)
K;eo
2 o’ (0
+— > /pb o (e, ) VE2 (r)p b2§,2>(k2,r)dr,(96)
a'cr’ +

with pgb(,) and Fa(i), given by egs. (C-3a) and (C-7b),
respectively. We also introduce a matrix:

1 f(gb’k )_f(gbk) DFT

DFET _ 1 1k1 (0)

Z {biky,bhbaks = F - —§b1k1 Fb’lbl,bgb’z(kla k2) )
(97)

c gb,lkl
with f the Fermi distribution function of eq. (85).

Table I. Quantities necessary to calculate the magnetic suscepti-
bility XDFT of the density functional theory given by eq. (103).
Those w1th underlines are matrices with respect to the band-spin
index b.

Uy (r)  Wpr(r) Sk v¥(k)  mpg(bk)  eapy
@ ) (©5) (106a)  (106b) (1)
z%(k) n%(k) g%(k) O  HPFT(e)  pDFTO)
@0y (B00) (B0 (98 (99) 96)
ZDFT A(O) Bﬂ:(o) ]\5?) ﬁ(a)( ) Féi), ()
©7)  (50a) (C3a) (10la) (101b)  (C-7b)
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It is also useful to define a couple of quantities in terms
of egs. (19a), (34a), (B-5), and (C-11) as

00" (k)

0 (k) = ==

=1 © B ¥
ican g2’ (k)27 (k). (98)

ﬂDFT(a)(k) = i {

g [ (R)+Z1 (k) + 20 (k)

0‘57271 ({:1:5 hv’Y+7T’Y}+O-5’7)

4re?

Ne () i
K#0

RIS / 7O (k) FO (1) 5 (r) dr . (99)

o,0'=+%

i)

C

Here v® is the renormalized velocity:

1 3§bk
h Ok,

and A9 (k, K), pO(k,r), and Fg(a), (r) are given by
egs. (50a), (C-3a) and (C-7b), respectively. The quan-
tities AE,?) and ﬁf)(r) are defined by

:_Zf gbk [ bba) k K)

O (1), A (&, K)}| , (1012)
79 (r)= — Zf Eore) {pbb )
—{0(k), p* (k, r)}bb} . (101b)

with
A (k, K) = icap g2’ (k)A) (k, K)a7 (k) (1022)
C

PO, 1) = e g (), )2 (). (1020)

Note A/(®) = BA'(l)/BBa and p/*(®) = 9o+ /9B, with
A'® and /1) given by eqs. (A-4a) and (C-4a), respec-
tively.

With these preliminaries, the susceptibility yDET can
be calculated easily by eq. (94) with the replacement of
the superscript HF—DFT. It may be written as a sum
of three contributions as

DFT LP—-DFT PvV—-DFT
Xa'a = Xa'a + Xo'a +

The first term denotes the Landau-Peierls diamag-
netism corresponding to eq. (87), given explicitly by

2
XLP DFT _ (@) Z 6f(§bk) €/ B/~ €y
o’ 6 20 8§bk m,’g,ﬁ(bk) miﬁyl,y(bk) 9

bk
(104a)

(2)-DFT
o’ a

(103)

with m, 5(bk) = h2/(V,f/V;f§bk)'
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The second term in eq. (103) comes from the last term
in eq. (88), i.e., the second-order perturbation with re-
spect to ﬂ(l)—i—EDFT(l). Its intra- and inter-band contri-
butions yield the Pauli and van Vleck paramagnetism,
respectively. It is calculated as

ng(;/ DFT _ Z Z ,Hl])DFblT(a) 5

b1 b k1 babl ko

f(gbékm) - f(gbzkz)

by ks — Ebskes

x[(1—ZPFT)

1o, baker blybokes

<Myt (k) (104b)

where ZP¥T and HPYT® are given by eqgs. (97) and
(99)7 respectively, and [f(é.b’zlw)_f(§b2k2>]/(€b/2k2 _gbzkz)
should be replaced by O f(&p,k,)/O8bsks fOT §pky =Ebrks-

Thus, the factor (1 —Z°FT)~! from vertex corrections is
explicitly included in our formula.

The third term in eq. (103) is due to the first two
terms in eq. (88). It is calculated from eq. (34b), (B-6),
and (C-10b) as

(2)-DFT _ Of (Ev) / ’
Xaa €a’Bly ’Ea,@v2 QZ{ 8§bk {2’6 Qﬂ}bb’l);’l)g
LN T N N N N SN O
+EL@ o z” 42" 17 2w, +—{z 0”7 Yoy
1 .
+E’L@B 12?2817 2% ) +—{:v vy ]

Rl

(k) Yo

—Lf(fbk){£ﬁ,,£ﬁ}bb {57 -
+ 3 F(Ew) [{Q ), 2
bk

+{01) (k), k) o
+% 3 Flw)(Ern—Em) (Ol OF) + O OF))

bb'k

(104c)

Equation (103) with eq. (104) is one of the main re-
sults of the paper. It extends the result of Roth® to take
both the Coulomb and exchange-correlation effects into
account with appropriate vertex corrections. Indeed, one
can check that xP¥T reduces in the non-interacting limit
to the expression obtained by Roth.%® The formula en-
ables us to perform non-empirical calculations of the
magnetic susceptibility in solids based on the density-
functional theory. Table I summarizes the quantities nec-
essary for the calculation of xDFT.

For practical purposes, it may be worth transforming
eq. (100) and m4(bk) = 1%/(Vy Vg &) in eq. (104a)
into expressions without differentiations with respect to
k. To this end, let us define a transfer integral in terms
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of eq. (95) as

fr = (105)

1 kR
— > e* R,
N -

Then vg'(k) can be calculated by either of the two ex-
pressions:

vy (k) =

10 —i —
o _ % S e *Rir R, (106a)
R

hok, &
Also 1/mj, 5(bk) is obtained by

1 P&
12 Bk 50kg

11

1 iR
:_ﬁze thbRRﬁRﬁ/.
R

(106b)
Together with eq. (20), one may perform a calculation of
PET without recourse to numerical differentiations in k
space.

Three comments are in order before closing the section.
First, our susceptibility is defined in terms of the mean
flux density B by My = X oo Ba, which is different from
the conventional definition M, = xZ,_ H, of using the
external field H. However, %  is found easily from the
thermodynamic relation H=B—47rM/V. Indeed, x4,
in the crystallographic coordinates is given by

5 Xaa

o s 1
1- 47TX0¢0¢/V ( 07)

Xotra =
However, the difference between X and x, is negli-
gible for most of the non-magnetic materials. It is also
worth noting that choosing B as an independent variable
is more favorable when extending the theory to supercon-
ductors.”® 7! Secondly, an expression of the spin suscep-
tibility within the density functional theory was already
derived by Vosko and Perdew?* incorporating vertex cor-
rections, which has been a basis of the number of theo-
retical works on the spin susceptibility of metals.?% 2629
Compared with it, however, the present formula has a
couple of advantages that (i) the orbital contribution
can be calculated on an equal footing with the spin part
and (ii) vertex corrections are incorporated explicitly in
the formula without any further approximations. Third,
any calculations of the orbital susceptibility based on a
model Hamiltonian, such as the Hubbard model, com-

pletely fail to incorporate the orbital contributions to
PV and X((f/)oz This is because the key quantity z(k),
which originates from the change of the basis functions
by the magnetic field, is necessarily set equal to zero in
those calculations. Thus, we need to include the field ef-
fect on the basis functions for any practical calculations

of the orbital magnetism.

5. De Haas-Van Alphen Oscillation

We finally study many-body effects on the dHvA oscil-
lation in metals, limiting our consideration to clean sys-
tems without impurity scatterings. A definite advantage
here over the previous studies?® 4! is that the structure
of the thermodynamic potential is known explicitly as
eq. (59).

Following the original work by Luttinger and Ward,®3
let us regard eq. (59) as a functional of X(e,, k) instead of
Glen, k). Tt is also stationary with respect to a variation
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in ¥ satisfying Dyson’s equation (58b). We then write X
as a sum of the monotonic and oscillatory parts as

Z — 20 + ZOSC . (108)

As shown by Luttinger within the Hartree-Fock approx-
imation®® and discussed more generally by Bychkov and
Go’kov,? the oscillatory part X°°¢ for the spherical Fermi
surface is smaller than the monotonic part £° by the
order (fiwe/p)?'? (we: the cyclotron frequency). We as-
sume that the statement holds up to the infinite order,

as expected for three-dimentional Fermi surfaces. Let us
expand Q(X) at X=X as

QD) =

Q(z) + 5
Z Z 5Eb1b' k1)5zb2b’ (kQ)

blb’ bgb’ kiko
XS5 (R )E55, (ko) + -

where the term linear in X°*° vanishes due to Dyson’s
equation (58b) for ¥ = 3% and G = G°. The second
term on the right-hand side of eq. (109) is of the order
(hwe/u)3. On the other hand, the first term also has an
oscillatory contribution originating from the operator
in the logarithm of eq. (59); it is of the order (fiw./u)>/?
relative to the nomotonic part of €2, as seen from the re-
sult of non-interacting systems.?” It hence follows that
we may neglect the second contribution in eq. (109).

The term relevant to the dHvA oscillation in Q(X°) is
given by

QOSC —

0
(109)

~TY TrTrIn[H(k, B)+X°(en, k, B) —ic,1]

X eié‘n 0+

= —TrTrk/OO f(e) {hl[ﬂ(n’B)+ZOA(E,H,B)—61]

—In[H(k, B)+X"** (¢, k, B)—¢l] }% , (110)
where ZOA(E, k,B) =", —» —ic— 04, k,B), and we
have used eq. (85) to transform the summation over n
into an integration on the real energy axis. Since the
oscillation is due to the states near the Fermi level, we
only need to consider the region € ~ 0 in the integral
where ImX.°4 () is infinitesimal positive definite and may
be approximated by 041. The double trace in eq. (110)
is thereby simplified into

Qo — _ ZTrk/OO f(e) {In[hs(e, k, B)—p—e + 104
b —o0

—1n[hb(5,n,B)—u—s—iO+]}%, (111)

where hy(e, k, B) denotes a characteristic value of the
Hermitian matrix #(k, B)+ReX (¢, k, B)+pul.

Next, we diagonalize hy(e, &, B) by solving the eigen-
value problem:

hb(E, K, B)@X(Eu k7 B) = gk(ga B)SO)\(Ea k7 B) )

where ¢y is an eigenfunction and gy is its eigenvalue.
The subscript A is composed of the band-spin index b,
the Landau level N together with an additional quan-
tum number distinguishing its degeneracy, and the wave

(112a)
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vector k. parallel to the magnetic field B || z. We then
define the energy F = E(B) as the solution of the equa-
tion:

E\ = QA(EA—,M, B).

Note that the quantity 1— for the state E) =

is inverse of the d1scont1nu1ty in the single-particle occu-
pation at the Fermi level so that it is positive.” It hence
follows that € — gx(¢) + p is a monotonically increasing
function for e~0 and E) ~ u. Equation (111) is thereby
transformed into

-3 / RCL

=T In[l+e /T,
A

(112b)

0o = e+ p—ga(e))de,

(113)

where 6 is the step function. Equation (113) includes the
main oscillatory part of the thermodynamic potential.

Since E) ~ p for the oscillatory part of eq. (113), E)
may be calculated accurately by a two-step semiclassical
quantization scheme as follows. We first determine the
energy Fu, = Ep,(B) by solving

Ebk = hb(Ebk—,u,k,B). (114)

We then adopt the Omnsager-Lifshitz-Kosevich proce-
dure:3637

S(Ey) = 2n(N++ )|e|B

(115)
with N an integer, v a constant of the order 1, and S(E))
denoting the area in k' space perpendicular to B spec-
ified by Epg < Ex and k. = k,. Let us substitute those
quantized energy levels into eq. (113) and follow the pro-
cedure of Lifshitz and Kosevich.3” We thereby obtain a
theory of the dHvA oscillation where the Fermi surface
by Eur(B) replaces the non-interacting Fermi surface of
Lifshitz and Kosevich.3”

There may be an alternative way to calculate E semi-
classically. We first determine the eigenvalue gy (e, B) in
eq. (112a) as a function of & by

B
S(Evg)\) = 27T(N+7) |€|C ;

(116)

where S(e, g)) denotes the area in k' space perpendicular
to B z specified by hy(e,k’, B) <gx(e, B) and k., =k..
We then obtain the quasiparticle energy Ey by solving
eq. (112b). Since the characteristic energy of K is fiwe,
however, the Fermi-surface structures determined by this
latter procedure will not differ substantially from those
of the first one. It hence follows that we may adopt the
first procedure which is certainly more convenient.
Three comments are in order before closing the sec-
tion. First, the operator k appears naturally in the ar-
gument of ¥° as well as in 2 of eq. (110). This fact
shows unambiguously the necessity of considering the
self-energy to make up the quantized energy levels. Equa-
tion (110) thus removes the confusion on the many-body
effects of the dHvA oscillation mentioned in Introduc-
tion; it supports Luttinger’s original argument, refuting
the quantization procedure without the self-energy.40:4!
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Second, the present theory can also treat changes of the
energy band structure with B by incorporating the ex-
plicit B dependences in X and X. Indeed, H(k, B) can
be calculated by eq. (34), and X(e,, k, B) may be ob-
tained by the procedure of §3.2 with dropping the os-
cillatory contribution of G(e,, k, B). This effect was ne-
glected by Luttinger® but can have a substantial im-
portance, particularly when approaching the magnetic
breakdown.”™ It should be noted that this magnetic
breakdown is beyond the description of the semiclassical
quantization procedure and we have to solve eq. (112)
exactly by taking the relevant multiple bands into ac-
count. Third, we have used in eq. (111) a characteris-
tic value hy(e, k, B) and replaced k by the operator k.
This procedure is well defined for a simple band where
hy(e,k, B) is analytic in k.° For a complex band with
band crossings, however, h; (g, k, B) may not be analytic
in k so that the use of hy(e, k, B) may fail to describe
some important effects such as band mixings due to k.
In this situation, one may be required to use a repre-
sentation where H(k, B) +ReX* (e, k, B) + ul is ana-
lytic in k and directly solve the eigenvalue problem for
H(k, B)+ReX (¢, k, B)+ .

6. Summary

We have constructed a many-body perturbation the-
ory for Bloch electrons in a magnetic field on the
basis of the energy band structure in zero field. We
have thereby clarified the structures of the thermody-
namic potential and the self-energy in a finite magnetic
field, and provided a microscopic foundation for the re-
placement procedure on the self-energy: (%) (en, k) —
E(sn, -1V — %A) This perturbation theory is then ap-
plied to obtain explicit expressions of the magnetic sus-
ceptibility x at various approximation levels on the in-
teraction. The result for the density functional theory is
given by eq. (103) together with eq. (104) and Table I. It
incorporates vertex corrections as well as interband tran-
sitions and core polarizations. The expression enables us
non-empirical calculations of x. Thus, it will be useful
to improve our quantitative understanding of the mag-
netic susceptibility in solids. Finally, we have presented
a many-body theory on the dHvA oscillation in metals
to show unambiguously that the Fermi surface structure
with interaction effects in zero field are indeed relevant
to the phenomenon.

The present formulation may be extended easily to
a non-uniform magnetic field. Hence an application to
superconductors will be fairly straightforward. It is also
desired to make up a many-body theory on the transport
phenomena of Bloch electrons in a magnetic field.
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Appendix A: Derivation of eq. (48)

We here transform eq. (46) into eq. (48). To start with,
let us consider eq. (47) and rewrite ], (r)u?l'jé (r) in the
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integral with the procedure of eqs. (13) and (16) as
eZIR?’ R/, ,
(), (r) = —5— D e TR R
C
ksk,
(Vi

U, g, (7) gy, (1) -
The quantity @ (r )711':,4,L (") may be expressed similarly.
Equation (47) is thereby transformed into
!
MV3U4,V3114

(74 r +il ’
e 'R3Ry TH Ry R)

TN D

kakakk/,

XZ Ug Ny, (ks k3, @Ay, (Kka kY —q)
q

where A}, (k, K/,

X/ / _ i(—k+k' +q)r ihag VIV -t
w (kK q) :/ez( DT gihes Vi Vi Uiy (1)

oiks Ry —ik}y - Rj+ika-Ra—ik)-R)

(A-1)

q) is defined by

Xﬁb’k’ (’P) dr.

Note A}, (k, k', q) X 0_j4r'1q,x With K areciprocal lat-
tice vector. It hence follows that k in A}, (k,k’,q) can

be written alternatively as k=k’+q with k' +q denoting

the wave vector in the first Brillouin zone corresponding

to k'+q in the extended zone scheme. Using this notation

and noting e!* +0) R —¢ilk"+a) R oq (A.1) is simplified
into

y _ ezIRgRé+ZIR4R§1 Zeik"(Rs—Ré)‘f‘ik/'(Iﬁl_Rg)
V3 V4,u31/4 NCQV £

Xzeiq-(Rs—R4)uq Angg(k’a‘LB)

q
xAj, v, (k',—q,B), (A-2)
where A}, (k, g, B) is defined by
;7b’ (ka q, B)
i v ihap VS VL = -
E/e Kle+q Te h BVk Vk, uzk,(’]")ub/k( ) K= k'+q d’l"
:/eihwv,gav,fdzk/ (,,,) iKpyq T’UJb/k:( ) k' —FTq dr,
(A-3a)

with Kgq =k+q—k+q. The third line follows from the
fact that the discrete reciprocal vector K 4 is indepen-
dent of the infinitesimal changes in k or k+q. The wave
vector k in A’(k, q, B) belongs to the incoming electron,
q is an additional wave vector from the interaction, and
k+q specifies the outgoing electron.

Equation (A-3a) can be expanded in powers of B as

b (k,q, B)= AY) (k, ZWkw,ww

with Abb, given by eq. (50a). The quantities Aéb, can be
calculated with the same procedure as that for obtaining



16 J. Phys. Soc. Jpn.

egs. (31a) and (31b). To start with, let us rewrite

)= lGyara) Aoy (K, q),

b’

esz+q-'r |ﬁb’k

or equivalently,
iKkyqT Z A(bob)” (k;7 q) <ﬁb“k| R

b’

(gl e

where use has been made of the completeness 1 =
Zb” |ﬁb”k_+q> <ﬁb,,k—+q| = Zb“ |ﬁb”k><ﬁb”k| over the unit
cell. We then substitute the above identities into eq.
(A-3a), expand it in powers of B to obtain AY(k, q),
and average the resulting two different expressions. We
thereby obtain the first-order term as

1 _
NV (k,q) = 5{Q<”<k+qm<°><k,q> + A (k, )0V (k)
~hapz”(k+q) VA (k. q)

o [V, @)] 220 ) (At
Note that the arguments of O and z® are k (k+q)
when they appear to the right (left) of A(O)(k, q). Keep-
ing this rule in mind and dropping the arguments of
Q(l) and z®, we can write eq. (A-4a) exactly as the Q(l)
and 2" contributions of eq. (31a). This rule also applies
to higher-order terms. The second-order term is trans-
formed in the same way into

X®(k,q)

= JOPETQA (k. q) + A (k, )0 ()

1 _— !/ — !
+3haphas Vi | {2 (FFa). 2 (F+a)} Vi Ak, q)

[ —

VA, )] {2 (k). 2 <k>}]

1 - [ — ’
sty | {2 (@)% (F0)} T TEA k. o)

+ VIV Ak, q)) {2 (

0.2 )]
ot VLV |2 (BF ) VEA )

Ak ) ()] (Aan)
Let us substitute eqs. (21) and (A-2) into eq. (46)
and carry out the procedure of eq. (22) repeatedly. We

thereby obtain eq. (48).
Appendix B: ®HF(0) and THF(1)

In this Appendix we derive explicit expressions for
PHIFG) (5 =1,2) and XHFM)| First of all, the Hartree
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contribution to ®HF(M) is calculated from eq. (66) as

ZZ Uk Tr[n

kk/

PHO) — A(l)(k: K)]

><Tr[ (K'Y AO (K, —K)]
(k), Ve ="V (k) }

= —hag ZTrn

where we have used eq. (50b) to obtain the second ex-
pression with £ (k) given by

(B-1)

1
SO (k) = o > UrcA” (k, K)Tr[n(k') AV (K, - K)].
%
(B-2)
On the other hand, the Fock contribution has extra terms

from the operator ® as
@F(l)

Zu Tra(k {A<1 (k+q, —qn(k+q)A (k, q)

1 _
+Zihas[VEA (k+q, —

5 OV [(FF ) A (k, @)

1 - -
+§maﬁA<0><k:+q, ~q)[Ven(k+q)) VA" (k.q)}
= —hag Z Tr [

+[Vin(k {:17

(k), V=" (k)}

), 2O (k)}

+iz® (k)n(k)z” (k)Z"O (k)] (B-3)

The last expression has been obtained through a calcu-
lation of using the symmetry hog = —hgo and partial
integrations with

Zu A (k+q, —q)n(k+q)A (k,q).

(B-4)
The terms with V,'SEH(O)(IC) and V,'SEF(O)(IC) in egs.
(B-1) and (B-3) have the effect of renormalizing the non-
interacting velocity © in eq. (34a) into v = Vi [H (k) +
2HF (k)] /h. However, there also appears extra contribu-
tions in ®F(M) which are not directly connected with the
renormalization effect.
The corresponding self-energy is obtained easily by

2D (k) = §0HF() /5p (k). The Hartree part is calcu-
lated from eq. (B-1) as
2H<1>(k) = —hap{z(k), Vo £ O (K)}
+= Zu Ak, K)> " Trn(k)AD (K, - K) .
k/
(B-5)

Thus, the Hartree self-energy already has a term which
can not be expressed in terms of V,ZZH(O)(k). The Fock
self-energy may be obtained similarly from eq. (B-3). It
also has extra terms besides the one with V,ZEF(O)(k).
The second-order functional ®"F(2) may be calculated
similarly. The Hartree part is obtained from egs. (50)
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and (66
(bH(Q)

= Z Trﬂ(k) [haﬁha’ﬁ/ <V£ {{£a7 &a,}, V’ffZH(O)}
k

) as

—%{{f,f’}, vivy ston
+%V£V5/ [za/, VI?ZH(O):I>
+hap{OD, {2, V=" O}

% [0M, [0W, 51O ]

+5hasVi [0, Vs ]}

Z Uk Trn(k

Kkk’

k)AY (k, K)Tr n(k) AV (k' —K).

(B-6)

The terms with 2% (k) in the above expression have the

effect of renormalizing the non-interacting energy EA

and the velocity hwv. Indeed, we can find the correspon-

dents to them in eq. (34b). On the other hand, the last

term cannot be expressed as the renormalization effect.
The Fock part may be calculated similarly.

Appendix C: ®PFTU) and XPFT®)

We here derive expressions of ®PFTU) for j=1,2 and
YPFT() - Among the two contributions in eq. (73), the
Hartree part has already been treated in Appendix B.
The quantities @51 and &) are given by eqs. (B-1)
and (B-6), respectively, and 71 is obtained as eq. (B-5)
with U =4me?/K? (K #0).

As for the exchange-correlation part, we here consider
the cases where F. is given by®®

Exc[ne(r), Vng(r), Ang(r)]. (C-1a)

Let us express n,(r) as eq. (69) and regard Fy. as a
functional of n(k) instead of n,(r). We then expand
FEy. with respect to the explicit B dependences through
pt(k,r, B) a

Jj=1

(C-1b)

To obtain the expressions of E)((f;), we expand Bi (k,r,B)
of eq. (70) in powers of B as

oo

pE(k,r,B) = pr O (k,r) Z =0 (k,r, B). (C-2)
The expansion coefficients are f;)und easily as
o (k) = () S (U ) Tn(r), (C30)
Bi(l) - E/i(l) + 2{§(1),£i(0)} 7 (C-3b)
Bi(2) - Bli@) + 2{§(2)7£i(0)} + 2{§(1)7£/i(1)}
+§(1)£/i(0) s iheg [Vié(l), V%Qi(o)], (C-3¢)
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with p' *0) obtained from eq. (71) as

. o N
phiy (k.. B) = iha Vi, ()] 5 (L 25) Vi (r)
(C-4a)
/i(2) N
Poy (k.7 B) = __haﬁh 'ﬁ/[vkvk ubk( 7)) 7(1 +13)
< VIV Gy (1) (C-4b)

It follows from eq. (C-1) with egs. (69
EY for j=1,2 are given by

EY :/dr Z FD(r

+02 Y i (r, B)Feo) (r)nl) (r, B)

oo’

where n$’ (r, B), F\Y(r), and Fa(i), (r) are defined by

) and (C-2) that

(J) (r, B)

nY(r, B) = NLZTm(k) o9 (k,r,B), (C-6)
k

C

4

FW(r) = (_1)%1),,&, (C-7a)
; 5[D,/ng(r)]
(2) — DPu+D,r 52Exc
Fa’a” (T):;(_l) + DUDU’ 6[D,/TLU(T')]5[D,/TLU/ (’I’)] )
(C-7b)
with (D,,p,)= (1 1) (Va,—1), (Vy,—-1), (V,,—1), and

(A1) for v=0,--- ,4, respectively.

Noting F\" (r+R)= 1)( ), we can further simplify
the first term in the square bracket of eq. (C-5) by using
the completeness of {@y(7)} over the unit cell. To be
more specific, we expand ) Fél)(r)%(l—i—azg)ﬁbzk(r)

ind Fél)(r)p"(j)(k,r,B) as

ZF 1) 1+0’T3 ub/k Zubuk ;:,C,gf,) (k),
b//
(C-8)
where
xc(0) (1
Ty (k) = 57%/1) N Z/F )Py b’ k ,7)dr

(C-9)
denotes the exchange-correlation self-energy in zero field.
With the same procedure as that of deriving egs. (31a)
and (34a), eq. (C-5) for j=1 is then transformed into

EY =—h ﬂZTm (k), Ve == (k)} .

(C-10a)

Equations (B-1) and (C-10a) have the effect of turning ©
in eq. (34a) into the renormalized velocity v.

The second-order term Ef? can be transformed simi-

larly with the procedure of deriving egs. (31b) and (34b).
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We thereby obtain an expression of E,(f) as

Eéi) = Z Trﬂ(k) |:ho¢,8ho/,8’ (V;f {{ga, &O/}, VI,SIZXC(O)}
k
P .
— e 2 v o)
+iv£v£/ [ga/, v]gzxc(o)])

+hap{OW, {2, vz}

% [0M, [0, 2O ]
+5hasVi [0V, Vg ]]

+Z/ W (r, B)F2) (r)nl) (r, B) dr, (C-10b)

oo’

which is analogous with eq. (B-6). The terms with
2*(9 (k) in the above expression have the effect of renor-
malizing the non-interacting energy #© and velocity hv.
Indeed, we can find the correspondents in eq. (34b). On
the other hand, the last term cannot be expressed as the
renormalization effect.

The first-order self-energy is obtained from Eflf,(l) (k)=

5E)(((1;)/5nb/b(k:) as
W (k) = —hag{z®(k

Z/ O)kr

Thus, 2V (k) also has a term which can not be ex-
pressed in terms of V] %0 (k).

vﬁ EXC(O) (k) }

F2(r)n (r, B)dr . (C11)

Appendix D: Derivation of eq. (76)

We here derive eq. (76) valid for B—0 by expanding
the logarithmic term in eq. (59) with respect to the B
dependence in kK up to the second order. Our method is a
slight modification of the one developed by Sondheimer
and Wilson™ and refined by Roth.® It enables us to treat
the correlation effects exactly, as seen below.

Let us define the matrix H(e,, k) by

H(en, k) = H(k) + X(en, k) —ie, 1. (D-1)

It is connected with the Green’s function as H=—G™!
and appears in the logarithm of eq. (59) as H(e,, k). Let
us denote the eigenvalues of H(e,, k) and H(e,, k) as
E; and FE), respectively. Specifically, ¢ is given by {=0bk,
and A is composed of the band-spin index b, the Landau
level N accompanied by an additional quantum number
distinguishing its degenerate states, and the wave vector
k. perpendicular to the magnetic field. Both Ey=Ey(e,,)
and E) = FE\(e,) are complex in general and can be writ-
ten as

Ex(en) = E;(En) - ZE;\I(En) )

for example, where E4 and EY are some real numbers.
We will proceed by assuming that EY has the same sign
as en, i.e., EY(e,) =|EY{(en)|sgn(en), which is expected
from the analytic properties of Green’s function.

(D-2)

FuLL PAPER
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Let us concentrate on the case €, > 0 where Ef\’ >0
Then the trace of the logarithmic term in eq. (59) is

transformed as
S =TrTrg In[H(en, k ZIHE)\
oo —iExt _ ,—il_t
=_ Z/ R P
PRl t

oo —iH(en,k)t _ —il_t
= —TI‘TI“k/ ¢ ° dt
0

D-3
: . (D)
with 1_ = 1—404. The final expression enables us to
expand e “Z(®)t in powers of B in k. To this end, we

adopt the procedure of the perturbation expansion in
the field theory and define U(k, ) through

e ) = T HII T (k1) (D-4)
It can be written explicitly as
t

Uk, 1) = Texp [—z’ / E(k,t’)dt’] . (D)
0

where T is the time-ordering operator and H'(k,t) =
I (Kk)e () with

! k) = E 6k,k (eihﬂﬁvﬁ/v‘“
K’

= ihas (Vi H)Vy,

~1) H(K)

1 !’ /
— ghaphare (Ve Vi H)VIVY +

= H'O (k) + H'® (k) + (D-6)

We perform the expansion of eq. (D-5) up to the sec-
ond order in B. As noted by Roth,® the term H'W of
eq. (D-6) does not contribute since it necessarily yields
hag(V,?H)(V,fH):O. Thus, the B dependence through
K yields no terms first-order in B. It hence follows that
this dependence of the first category can be treated in-
dependently from the others in obtaining the expression
for the zero-field susceptibility. Thus, the expansion of
U(k,t) up to the second order is given by

t
Ulk,t)=1— z/ eiﬂ(k)t/ﬂ/@)(k)e—zﬂ(k)t/dt/
0

1 o a’ (—’Lt)2 B B/
=1- Ehaﬂha/ﬂ’(vk Vi H) T(Vk Vi H)

(—it)®
3
Let us substitute eqs. (D-4) and (D-7) into eq. (D-3). We
then carry out a similarity transformation in the trace

to express S in terms of Ey,. We also use the identity
(p:071727"'):

oo (_Z-t)pefiEgt _ efil,t op
- dt = InE
/0 ¢ oEy "t

(1= dp0)(p— 1! Gy,

where Gy, = —-E, 1 is Green’s function. We finally
perform an integration by parts to the contribution
from the second term in the square bracket of eq.

(D7) as 3, (VEE) (VI EN2GE = 3, (VPE)VE G2 =

+

oD o0

= 6,00 Ey — (D-8)
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-3 k(V,f V,f ,Eg)Gf. We thereby obtain a simple expres-
sion for eq. (D-3) as

S:

1 7 ’
> [m E; + T3haphars (Vi Vi E)(VEVEE)G? .
4
(D-9)

The case €, < 0 can be treated similarly. Indeed, we
only need to change the range of integration in eq. (D-3)
into (—o0,0), replace 1_ by 1, and remove the minus
signs in front of the integrals. We thereby arrive at the
same expression as eq. (D-9). Differentiating the second
contribution of eq. (D-9) twice with respect to B and
going back to the original k representation, we arrive at

eq. (76).
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