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Spin polarization of light atom s in jllium : D etailed electronic structures
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W e revisit the problem ofthe spontaneousm agnetization ofan sp in purity atom in a sin plem etal
host. The m ain features of Interest are: (i) Fom ation of the spherical spin density/charge density
wave around the In purity; (i) Considerable decrease in the size of the pseudoatom in the soin—
polarized state as com pared w ith the param agnetic one, and (iil) R elevance of the electron a nity
of the isolated atom to this spin polarization, which is clari ed by tracing the transfom ation of the
pseudoatom into an isolated negative ion in the low density lin it of the enveloping electron gas.

PACS numbers: 75.30Fv, 71.45Lr, 71.55Ak

Interests iIn spintronics are on the risefrom both sci-
enti c and technologicalpoints of view&®€ Since devices
In spintronics Involve active controland m anjpulation of
soin degrees of freedom in solid-state system s, it is abso—
lutely necessary to have a desper understanding of finda—
m ental interactions betw een electron spins and its solid—
state environm ents. In view ofthis situation, we are in—
terested In a com posite system ofan atom inm ersed into
the otherw ise hom ogeneous electron gas EG ).

In an isolated atom , the ground state obeys the Hund’s
m ultiplicity rule that requires the highest spin con gu-
ration com patble wih the Pauli’s exclusion principle.
P hysically this rule is Interpreted as the consequence of
an e ectively largernuclarcharge in a higher,gpin con g-
uration due essentially to the exchange e ect Sim ilarly
In auniform EG,thesamee ect favors spin polarization,
bringing about the spontaneous spin-sym m etry breaking
or the spin-density-wave state which was proven to be
the ground state at arbitrary electron densities y,ithin
the HartreeFock (exchange only) approxin ation £¢ Thg
correlation e ect, how ever, acts in the opposite directior?
and thise ect is so strong In an EG as to lead eventu-—
ally to the param agnetic ground state for them a prity of
m etals.

T hispaperdealsw ith the com posite system ofan atom
Inm ersed into EG . Investigation oflatgrln Sembedded In
the EG in-both, their param agneti PRGN and spin—
polarizedtaL324291¢ states has a Iong history. H owever,
to the best of our know ledge, som e In portant features
of the electronic structure of the spontaneously spoin-—
polarized states of this system have not been addressed
so far. M ore speci cally, they Include: (i) Fom ation of
the spherical com bined spin density/charge density w ave,
which slow Iy decaysw ith the distance from the in purity;

(i) Signi cant shrinkage of spin-polarized psesudoatom s
as com pared w ih their spin-neutral counterparts, and
(iil) D em onstration of the way how the soin-polarized
states of the in purities tum into those of the negative

ions of the corresponding isolated atom s as the density
of the enveloping EG tends to zero. T he purpose of this
work is to elucidate the above points.

W e are concemed w ith an In purity ofthe atom ic num —
ber Z (a pseudoatom ) em bedded into the otherw ise ho—
m ogeneous EG at zero tem perature characterized by is
electron-density param eter rs = (3=4 ng)'~3, where ng
istheuniform density ofthe EG In the absence ofthe ip—
purity. In the spin-density finctional theory (SDFT )2’
the K ohn-Sham equation is w ritten in atom ic units as
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are, respectively, the energy level and the wave function
ofa K ochn-Sham electron orbital, v*ff (r) given by
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is the e ective potential, wheren (r) = v (r) + ny (x) is
the localelectron density, v*© (hw;nsJ;r) de ned as

vV (hn;nglir) = E*hwjnglE n (0) 3)
is the spin-dependent exchange and correlation (xc) po—
tentialw ith E *€ hw;ny ] being the total xc energy of the
system , and v*© (ng) is the spin—independent xc potential
at the uniform electron density ng. The soin densities
are self-consistently determ ned as
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T he energy of a pseudoatom is the di erence between
the energies ofthe EG w ith and w ithout the In puriy:
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where (. (k) stands for the derivative of the phase-shift

of the angular mom entum 1 of the wave-function for

a state in the continuous spectrum in the potential in

Eqg. (r_i). In Eqg. (id) the rst temm represents the con—
tribution from the bound states, the second term com es

from the change in the density of continuum states due

to the Interaction w ith the im purity, whilke all the rgst

are ordinary (S)DFT contributions to the totalenergygg:

regrouped to insure the convergence of integrals.

24T AT A
—~~ _0- -0~
; ° B(Z=5) oo C(Z=6) o~
o 2438 | Lo -37.504, 7
= 8 by
: ' -37.52{ °
2430 L T e s
Q Eo dd ot \°\.
qc_) 24.40]  Seev’ 3754 P
Q — —— — ‘
T -54.12 _ oo T460{ 5 7g JRp——
"JS N (2—7) o0 s ( = ) O’,o’
T -54.14 o 74.624, 5y
c / .
> Q L K '
OB s eeeeed 7484}
4 go S
O 541808 74861 ¢
476 8 10 12 14 46 8 10 12 14

r(a.u.)

FIG . 1l: Totalenergy of the spinpolarized (solid curves) and
soinneutral (dashed curves) states of the B, C, N, and O
pseudoatom s versus the EG density param eter rs.

W e have solved Egs. @)—(:ﬁf) selfconsistently for the
atom sin the rsttwo row softhe periodictable In m ersed
into theEG ofvariousdensities. ForH ,He,Li, Be,F,and
N e pseudoatom s, spin-neutral ground states have been
found In the EG density rangeof3 r, 14.ForB,C,
N ,and O pseudoatom s, on the otherhand, we found soin—
polarized ground states at the density of the EG lower
than a certain threshold values, while the ground state
was spinneutral at higher EG densities. T hese conclu—
sions agree w ith those of earlier studiestd

In Fjg.:_]: we plot the total energy of Eq. ‘5) of the
soinpolarized and spin-neutral lowestenergy states of
the B, C, N, and O pseudoatom s w ithin the local spin—
density approxin ation (LSDA) to the SDFT usihg the
param etrization of the correlation energy of Ref. :_fS_i In
all the four cases, below a de nite threshold value of
the EG density, which isdi erent ordi erent in purity
atom s, the spin-polarized ground state has persistently
Jower total energy com pared w ith is unpolarized coun-—

terpart.
Our method of breaking the spin-symm etry was to

start with inposing the occupancy of the 2p bound
state with 3 electrons with soin up and less than 3
electrons with soin down. Then we lt the system re—
lax selfconsistently to its ground-state. N o unoccupied
bound stateswould ram ain upon the achievem ent of self-
consistency: The 2p bound states we had had partially
lled would disappear in the selfconsistent potential for
soin-down electrons. For spin-up elctrons, depending
upon the sort of the Im purity atom and the densiy of
EG, this state would either rem ain and then be Illked
w ith 3 electrons, or i would disappear aswell. T he net
soin polarization would rem ain nite in either case.

T he results ofthe calculated spin densities for the car-
bon atom In the EG ofrs = 6 are shown in Fjg.:_Z, to—
gether w ith the totalelectron densiy of the polarized as
well as the unpolarized system . W e note that at larger
distances from the center, the am plitude ofthe Friedelos—
cillations ofthe totaldensity in the spin-polarized state is
signi cantly an allerthan that in the neutralstate, result—
Ing in thee ectively m ore com pact pseudoatom . T he lat-
ter nding is consistent w ith results for isolated atom £9
The inset In Fjg.-'_j show s the local polarization
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T he oscillating and slow Iy decaying local soin polar—
ization around the in purity together w ith Friedel oscil-
lations of the chargedensity represent a spherical com —
bined chargedensity/spin-density wave. W e detemm ine
the total electronic spin of the pseudoatom as

Z
S= (1=2) hn() ny@]ldr: (7)

M Fig.d (eft panel), the totalspin ofEq. {I) isplotted
against the electron-density param eter ry. W e conclide
that there exists a nite net goin excess or spontaneous
m agnetization ofthe In purity in the EG at electron den-
sitiesbelow the threshold values. T he net electronic spin
of Eqg. (-rj) depends on both the atom ic num ber of the
In purity atom and the EG density, which nds itself in
contrastw ith the result for the net charge ofthe im purity :
D ue to the full screening of a charge n the EG , which is
closely related to the Friedel sum rule, the psesudoatom
charge is

Z
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FIG .2:D eviation ofthe density ofelectronsw ith spin up, spin
down, and the totalelectron density from ng=2, ng=2, and ny
(dashed, dotted, and solid curves), respectively, around the
C atom In EG of rs = 6. The dashed-dotted curve repre-
sents the unpo]amzed calculation. The inset show s the ]ocal
polarization ofEq. c6) A 1l curves are m ultiplied by 4 r?

2.0 T T T T T 14 T T
(2} =
c .1\ 14///.
%1-5' """" Pata AR LR u Rt S a e _.310_ ]
£ 2
O -H- -m- -5 -2 :=- -0- -® Q) 8 -
61.0- e T R e
o O 6
ho) —
()
80.5- ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 20« =0m 7020l Q 4% ......... N
7] £, C
o > B
0.0 T T T T Z 0 T T
8 10 12 14 0 10 20 30
r.(a.u.) R (a.u.)

FIG. 3: Left: Spin of an in purity versus the EG densiy
param eter rs. Solid lnes are the ttings of the data with

Eqg. (5). Right: The number of electrons in the sphere of
radius R for pseudoatom s n EG (solid lines); Zz + (R=rs)3
(dashed lines).

w hich isuniquely determm ined by the sort ofthe in purity.
W hile at intem ediate densities of the EG the total
soin of a pseudoatom is govemed by com plicated m any—
body Interactions w thin the in purity atom EG system,
the trend in a pseudoatom ’s spin at low densities (large
rs) has a clear qualitative interpretation. Because of the
positive electron a niy EA) ofthe B, C, and O jso—
lated atom s (0010, 0:046, and 0:054 awu., J:espectjye]ym'
the lim iting case of these atom s Inm ersed into the EG
at zero EG densiy are the negative ions (N I) of the cor-
responding atom s. According to the Hund’s rule, the
populations of the 2p orbital are with 2 electrons w ith
spin up CP), 3 electrons with spin up (*S), and 3 elec—

trons w ith spin up and 2 electrons w th spin down @P)
forB ,C ,and O Ions, regpoectively, corresoonding to
the total spin of 1, 3/2, and 1/2, respectively, which is
clearly satis ed in FigiB at large 5. O n the otherhand,
the NI of the N ,a.tom is unstable although long living
EA= 0:003auf ) and the slow growth of the soin of
this pseudoatom between 1 and 3/2 at large rs can be
understood as the com petition between the NI *P and
atom ic *S states.

In the right panel in Fjg.:j, the integrated num ber of
electrons in a sphere of radius R are plotted versus the
radius of the sohere for the EG of ry=14. T he plateaus
in the case 0of B, C, and O close to the num ber of elec—
trons of 6, 7, and 9, respectively, prove unam biguously
the N I character of the corresponding states, whilke for
N this number is between 7 and 8, inferring a state in—
term ediate between an atom and N I. T he growth In the
num ber of electrons to the right from plateaus is due to
the electron density approaching the constant value ofng
at large distances from the center. This gure also show s
that for a low density EG, electrons extra to an atom
or N I, whichever supported in the zero-density 1im i, are
pushed away from the center leaving a region of nearly
zero electron density between the atom /ion and the re—
gion ofnearly uniform EG ,where the num ber ofelectrons
in the sphere of radlis R is approxin ately Z + R=ry)>
(dashed curves).

Forthe period 1 and the rest of the period 2 atom s the
sam e argum ents lead to the spin-neutrality of the corre—
soonding pseudoatom s: In the case ofH , Liand F,which
also have positive EA, the acquisition of an extra elec—
tron com pletes the outer shells, causing the correspond-—
ing pseudoatom s to be spin-neutral n the low-density
Iim it. For a di erent reason but to the same e ect, in
the case ofHe, Be and N e, the spin-neutrality holds be—
cause ofthe non-existence oftheir N I (even unstable ones
with su cintly ong life+in 1), while the correspond-
Ing atom ic states have zero spin.

The steep 811 In the spin of a pseudoatom near the
criticalpoint seen in F ig. d is suggestive of a phase tran—
sition ofthe second order w ith the power dependence of
the soin on rg near is critical value rg

S a(rs Tsc) 9)

In Tabl :E, thebest tvaluesoftheparametersin Eq. :_(9)
are listed. These value strongly suggest that the expo—
nent isuniversaland equalto 0523

Atom B c N )
rse 446 391 413 552
0.50 052 050 046
a 094111073024

TABLE I: Best tparametersin Eq. (:_3:).

At the Interm ediate EG densities between the thresh—
old value and zero, the total spin of a psesudoatom ob-
tained via Eq. (u':/:) is not, generally speaking, a multiple



—~-37.4 17— ; ; ; - - - - '

> C (Z=6)

8 0--20--°0

N B T LSDA (P2) |

5 ~o—e0—0—0—0—0—0

) o -0---0=="0=7 0"

% -37.6 0 -gmg-0-" 0" © LSDA (GL)
T —¢—0o—0—0—0—0

o)

Q

© -37.71 i

[77]

2 o

5 3781 S s 0- =07 =707 =077 07" e

2 \O\'ng_ GGA (PBE)

(D T —o——0—0—0—0

-37.94— . - - - -

3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

FIG.4: Sensitivity of the energy of the C in purity to the
choice of the xc potential. Solid (dashed) curves refer to the
polarized (neutral) states. The xc potentials used: LSDA of
Ref. 29_! (PZ) and of Ref. :}] GL), and GGA ofRef. @2_
PBE).

of1/2, as seen In FJgEZ{ This findam ental di erence
between an isolated atom and the present pseudoatom is
brought about by the contribution ofthe jn nite num ber
of delocalized electrons in the latter case 23

In order to m ake connection to the earlier works as
well as to test the sensitivity of our resuls to the choice
ofthe xc potential, we have repeated the calculations for
the C pseudoatom wihin LSDA usihg the param etriza-—
tion of the xc energy of Ref. :_ij and also beyond LSDA
w ithin the generplized gradient approxim ation GGA) in
#sPBE version £4 In the fom er case our results for the
unpolarized states reproduce those of Ref. :?! A's shown

n Fig. :ff, regardless of the choice of the xc potential, we
have been able to cbtain the spin polarized ground state
ofan atom embedded in the EG .W hile the totalenergies
of the both polarized and unpolarized states are shifted
depending on a speci ¢ approxin ation, their di erence
(ie., the stabilization energy of the polarized state) does
not show considerable sensitivity to the choice of the xc
potential.

In conclusion, we have perform ed the spin-densiy
functional calculation of the soin states of the period
1 and 2 atom s embedded in elctron gas. For H, He,
Li, Be, F, and Ne pseudoatom s, we have obtained the
soin—neutralground states in a w ide density range of the
electron gas. O n the contrary, forB,C, N, and O psesu—
doatom s, there occurs a transition into the spin-polarized
state at a critical density of the electron gas which de-
pendson the atom icnum berofthe in purity. B oth results
are In accord w ith earlier studies. In the spin-polarized
state, the pseudoatom is found to be of a an aller ef-
fective size com pared w ith is spin-neutral counterpart,
which is a feature in common wih isolated atom s. W e
also observe a combined spherical spin-density/charge—
density wave which m anifests itself as the Friedellike os—
cillations. In the lin i of the low density of the electron
gas the electronic structure of a pseudoatom is found to
converge to that of the negative ion of the correspond—
Ing isolated atom . The electronic structure of the spin—
polarized state is largely di erent from that of the spin—
neuralone, which will certainly have in pact on such ap—
plications as the stopping power of m etals for ions and
the residual resistivity of alloys.
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