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Abstract

In this contribution we would like to revisit the problem s offerrom ag-

netism (F)and antiferrom agnetism (AF)in the pure itinerantm odel.These

m ethods can be extended later to the superconducting m aterials. In our

m odelwe assum e the extended Hubbard Ham iltonian. Transition from the

param agnetic state to theordered state ofm agnetic natureisdecided by the

com petition between kineticand potentialenergy in which thereisan increase

in thekineticenergy m oderated by theinter-site interactions,and a decrease

in thepotentialenergy.Thecom petition between thesetwoenergiesresultsin

theexistenceofcriticalvaluesofinteractionsforcreatingm agneticalignm ent.

O nly when existing in a given m aterialinteraction exceedsthe criticalvalue

fora given type ofordering we can have the alignm entofthistype.

The inuence of inter-site correlation on F and AF in the presence of

Coulom b on-site correlation isinvestigated.Thewellknown Landau freeen-

ergy expansion iscorrected forboth F and AF orderingto reectthepresence

ofcriticalinteraction in the second orderterm ,which leadsto the m agnetic

alignm ent.

Thenum ericalresultsshow thatthe inter-site interactionsfavorF atthe

end of the band and AF at the half-�lled point. In both cases of F and

AF ordering,theseinteractionslowersubstantially theCurieand Neel’stem -

perature towards experim entaldata. This helps to rem ove the paradox in

m agnetism thathaspersisted fora long tim e.
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1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In thesolidstherearem any phenom enasuch asband m agnetism ,m etal-insulatortransi-

tion,high tem peraturesuperconductivity,which areclosely related to theCoulom b correla-

tion.Todescribethiscorrelation scientistshavedeveloped whatisknown todayasthesingle

band Hubbard m odel[1{3].In the originalversion ofthism odelonly the on-siteCoulom b

repulsion,U = (i;ij1/rji;i)wasincluded.Theuseofthesim ple m ean-�eld approxim ation

forthism odelled back to theStonerm odel[4{6],in which them ajority and m inority spin

bandsare shifted with respectto each otherforthe quantity �E = m � U,where m isthe

m agnetization in Bohr’sm agnetons,and the on-site Coulom b constantU playsthe role of

theexchangeinteraction.TheCoulom b constantU resulting from theStonercondition for

creating ferrom agnetism islarge,i.e. ofthe orderofthe bandwidth. On one hand itcan

be justi�ed by the existing strong Coulom b interaction,buton the otherhand forsuch a

strong interaction,onecan notusethem ean-�eld approxim ation.

Theselim itationsofthem ean-�eld approxim ation started thesearch fora m orerealistic

ferrom agneticsolution usinghigherorderapproxim ations,e.g.theHubbard Iapproxim ation

[1],coherent potentialapproxim ation (CPA) [7,8]. W hile the Hubbard I approxim ation

describescorrectly the atom ic lim it(t= 0)itisnotcorrectforthe interm ediate U=t. For

these valuesthe coherentpotentialapproxim ation (CPA),which isequivalentto Hubbard

IIIdecoupling oftheGreen functions,isbetter.Unfortunately,aftera thorough analysisit

wasconcluded thatthe Coulom b repulsion U,no m atterhow strong,doesnotlead to the

ferrom agneticorder(seee.g.,[9,10]).Thereason isthatitdoesnotyield thespin dependent

band shiftorspin dependentband narrowing necessary fora ferrom agneticordering.

Both Hubbard Iand CPA approxim ation have two typesofparticles;electronsm oving

between em pty sitesand electronsm oving between sitesoccupied by electronsofopposite

spin,separated from each otherbytheenergyU andform inglowerandupperHubbard’ssub-

bands.Thisisthetwo-poleapproxim ation in thelanguageofGreen functions.Baseon this

schem eisthenewerm odelcalled \spectraldensity approach" (SDA)[11,12].Them agnetic

phase diagram s calculated by this m ethod are m ore realistic and the values ofthe Curie

tem peraturesalso m ake sense. The m ain advantage ofSDA isto obtain a spin-dependent

bandshiftnecessarytoobtaintheferrom agneticordering.OntheothersidetheSDA m ethod

isthe linearcom bination oftwo � functionsleading to the realself-energy,and lacking the

quasi-particledam ping.Therefore,Nolting and co-workershaveproposed a com bination of
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SDA and CPA called \m odi�ed alloyanalogy"(M AA)[13].Thisapproxim ation hasbrought

theself-consistentferrom agneticsolutions,and thecom plex valuesofself-energy.Thedefect

ofthism ethod isthe sm allrange ofconcentrations forwhich one hasthe ferrom agnetism

and also a slightly unclearderivation ofthem ethod.

Another approach to solving the Hubbard m odelis com puter sim ulation. The initial

attem ptsofthe M onte Carlo sim ulation applied to the basic Hubbard m odelalso did not

give the ferrom agnetic ground state [14]. M ore recently, the new dynam icalm ean-�eld

theory (DM FT)[15,16]hasbeen developed foradirectcom putationalsim ulation ofsystem s

with correlated electronson acrystallattice.Thism ethod hastheexactsolution in thenon-

triviallim itofan in�nitecoordination num ber[17].Theresultshavebeen obtained by using

quantum M onte-Carlo (QM C)sim ulation [18{20]and them ean-�eld Green function theory.

Use ofthis dynam icalm ean �eld theory (DM FT m ethod), has introduced a signi�cant

progressin thetheory offerrom agnetism .Theresults(seee.g.[21,22])show theexistenceof

ferrom agnetism butatm uch lowertem peraturesthan those com ing from theHartree-Fock

approxim ation.Such resultscould rem ovetheproblem known asa\m agneticparadox",i.e.

theCurie tem perature com ing from theinteraction constant(e.g.U)-�tted to obtain the

correctm agnetic m om entatT = 0 K -asbeing m uch too high. The laterattem ptsalong

the com putationallines (see [16,20,22{25]) are stillinconclusive,m ainly for the reason of

thelim ited sizeofthecom putationalsystem swhich seem sto betoosm alltoorepresentthe

bulk m aterials.

In recent yearsthere hasbeen a very fruitfulanalyticaldevelopm ent in describing the

m agnetism by extending the Hubbard m odeland including into itthe band degeneration

and theinter-siteCoulom b interactions.Theinuenceofinter-siteinteractionson theband

m agnetism hasbeen studied by m any authors[26{37].They haveshown how di�erentinter-

site interactions would a�ect the ferrom agnetism in the presence ofthe on-site Coulom b

repulsion.Thisalso willbethesubjectofthepresentchapter.

On the experim entalfront in the last few years there has been discovery ofa triplet

superconductivity in UGe2 [38],URhGe[39]and ZrZn2 [40]m aterials.Although thetransi-

tion to superconductivity takesplacein very low tem peratures(�0.8 K),them echanism of

thisphenom ena isvery interesting,since the superconducting pairing is(probably)stim u-

lated by theHund’sinteraction (seee.g.[41]),thesam eonewhich stim ulatesweak itinerant

ferrom agnetism . Itwasalso found thatthe growing m agnetic m om entwould suppressthe

superconductivity.The explanation ofthese factswould bequitesim ple;theHund’sinter-

action stim ulatesboth F and SC ordering,butiftheordering ofa given typealready takes

placethen itprecludestheothertypeofordering.

Anothertypeofnew phenom enon which includestheband m agnetism isthewelldocu-

m ented coexistence between superconducting ordering and itinerantantiferrom agnetism in

high-TC cuprates,e.g. YBa2Cu3O 6+ x,La2� x(Sr,Ba)xCuO 4. Since in these com poundsthe

m agnetic m om ent is stronger it suppresses the superconductivity untilthe m om ent itself

disappears(see[42{44]).

Because ofallthese reasonsofallthese theoreticalproblem sand experim entalfactswe

would likein thischapterto revisittheproblem sofferrom agnetism and antiferrom agnetism

in the pure itinerantm odel. These m ethodscan be extended laterto the superconducting

m aterials,wherethem agneticordering com petesratherthan cooperateswith superconduc-

tivity.
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2. T H E M O D EL

The generalm odelofitinerant m agnetic ordering is based on the extended Hubbard

quasi-singleband Ham iltonian ofthefollowing form [33]

H = �
P

< ij> �

t�ij

�

c
+
i�cj� + h:c:

�

� �0
P

i

n̂i� F
P

i�

ni�n̂i� + U
P

i

n̂i"n̂i# + V
P

< ij>

n̂înj

+J
P

< ij> �;�0
c
+
i�c

+

j�0ci�0cj� + J0
P

< ij>

�

c
+

i"c
+

i#cj#cj" + h:c:
� ; (1)

where�0 isthechem icalpotential,c
+
i� (ci�)creates(annihilates)theelectron with spin � on

the i-th lattice site,n̂i� = c
+
i�ci� isthe particle num beroperatorforelectronswith spin �

on thei-th latticesite,n̂i= n̂i� + n̂i� � isthechargeoperator,ni� istheaveragenum berof

electronson sitesiwith spin �.

In thisHam iltonian weincluded notonly thedom inanton-siteCoulom b correlation,U,

butalso the on-site Hund’s�eld F. Such a �eld can existonly asthe interaction between

di�erentorbitalsin a m ulti-orbitalm odel.W eassum e thesingleband,butcom posed from

identicalorbitals,which are fully degenerate i.e. have the sam e density ofstates and the

sam e electron occupation (see [10]). In such a band the e�ective exchange �eld can be

expressed as; F = (d � 1)� Jin,where Jin is the exchange interaction between di�erent

orbitalswithin the sam e atom ic site,and d isthe num beroforbitalswithin the band. As

a resultourm odelisa quasi-single band m odel.The intra-atom icHund �eld in Eq.(1)is

already expressed in theHartree-Fock approxim ation,which willbejusti�ed only forsm all

valuesofthisinteraction.In addition wehavethreeexplicitinter-siteinteractions[1,45,46];

J-exchangeinteraction,J0-pairhoppinginteraction,V -density-density interaction.Toavoid

a large num ber offree param eters we willassum e lateron in the num ericalanalysis that

J0= J;V = 0,which willleaveuswith onlytwoparam eters;J and param eterS representing

kineticinteractions(seeEq.(5)).

The spin dependent correlation hopping t�ij dependson the occupation ofsitesiandj,

and in theoperatorform can beexpressed as

t
�
ij = t(1� n̂i� �)(1� n̂j� �)+ t1 [̂ni� �(1� n̂j� �)+ n̂j� �(1� n̂i� �)]+ t2n̂i� �n̂j� � ; (2)

wheretisthehopping am plitudeforan electron ofspin � when both sitesiand jareem pty.

Param eters;t1,t2,arethehopping am plitudesforan electron ofspin � when oneorboth of

thesitesiorj areoccupied by an electron with oppositespin,respectively.Quiterecently,

severalauthorshave suggested thatthe expected relation;t> t1 > t2,m ay bereversed for

largeenough inter-atom icdistances;t< t1 < t2 (seeRefs.[47]and [48]).Thisconceptwould

�ttheresultsofGunnarsson and Christensen [49],who fortheheavierelem ents(e.g.3d or

4f)claim growing hopping integralswith increasing occupation.

Including theoccupationally dependenthopping given by Eq.(2)into theHam iltonian

(1)weobtain thefollowing result

H = �
P

< ij> �

[t� �t(̂n i� � + n̂j� �)+ 2texn̂i� �n̂j� �]
�

c
+
i�cj� + h:c:

�

� �0
P

i

n̂i� F
P

i�

ni�n̂i�

+U
P

i

n̂i"n̂i# + V
P

< ij>

n̂înj + J
P

< ij> �;�0
c
+
i�c

+

j�0ci�0cj� + J0
P

< ij>

�

c
+

i"c
+

i#cj#cj" + h:c:
� ;

(3)
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where

�t= t� t1 ; tex =
t+ t2

2
� t1 : (4)

In thisform itisquitevisiblethatthekineticinteractions:thehopping interaction,�t,

and theexchangehopping interaction,tex,arealso theinter-siteinteractions.

W e assum e thatt1/t= S and t2/t1 = S1.In generalthese param etersaredi�erentand

they both ful�llthecondition S < 1 and S1 < 1 which isequivalentto t> t1 > t2 (seeRef.

[47]). Forsim plicity we willassum e now additionally thatS � S1. W ith thisassum ption

wehavetherelationships

�t= t� t1 = t(1� S) ; tex =
t+ t2

2
� t1 =

t

2
(1� S)2 : (5)

In theHam iltonian (3)therearem any inter-siteinteractions:�t;tex;J;J
0;V ,forwhich

we willuse the m odi�ed Hartree-Fock (H-F)approxim ation. Forthe two-and three-body

term s ofHam iltonian we willadopt the procedure introduced by Foglio and Falicov [50],

Aligiaand co-workers[51],and Hirsch [27].Neglectingsuperconductiveaveragesofthetype:
D

c
+
i�c

+

j�0

E

,hci�cj�0i,and thespin-ip term s
D

c
+
i�cj� �

E

weobtain

-e.g.fortwo-body term

n̂înj = (̂ni" + n̂i#)(̂nj" + n̂j#)
�= ĥni" + n̂i#i(̂nj" + n̂j#)+ (̂ni" + n̂i#)ĥnj" + n̂j#i

�
P

�

�D

c
+
i�cj�

E

c
+
j�ci� + h:c:

�

+ const
; (6)

-e.g.forthree-body term

c
+

i"cj"n̂i#n̂j# = c
+

i"cj"c
+

i#ci#c
+

j#cj#
�= c

+

i"cj"

�

ĥni#iĥnj#i�
D

c
+

i#cj#

E D

c
+

j#ci#

E�

�c
+

i#cj#

D

c
+

i"cj"

E D

c
+

j#ci#

E

� c
+

j#ci#

D

c
+

i"cj"

E D

c
+

i#cj#

E

+ n̂i#

D

c
+

i"cj"

E

ĥnj#i+ n̂j#

D

c
+

i"cj"

E

ĥni#i+ const

: (7)

Them ain pointofthisapproxim ation isto retain thefollowing inter-siteaverages:I� =D

c
+
i�cj�

E

,in addition to the usualon site averages: ni� = ĥni�i,which contribute to the

Stoner�eld.

Afterperform ingthism odi�ed Hartree-Fock approxim ation on allinter-siteinteractions:

�t;tex;J;J
0;V ,weobtain thefollowing sim pli�ed Ham iltonian

H = �
X

< ij> �

t
�
eff

�

c
+

i�cj� + h:c:
�

� �0
X

i

n̂i+
X

i�

M
�
i n̂i� + U

X

i

n̂i"n̂i# ; (8)

wheret�eff = t� b� isthee�ectivehopping integral,with b�given by

b
� = 1�

�t

t
(ni� � + nj� �)+ 2

tex

t

�

ni� �nj� � � I
2

� � � 2I�I� �

�

�
J � V

t
I� �

J + J0

t
I� � ;

(9)

and M �
i isthe spin-dependentm odi�ed m olecular�eld forelectronswith spin � expressed

as
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M
�
i = �Fni� � J

X

j

nj� + V
X

j

(nj� + nj� �)+ 2z�tI � � � 2texI� �
X

j

nj� ; (10)

wherez isthenum berofthenearestneighbors,
P

j isthesum overnearestneighborsofthe

lattice site i. The above m olecular �eld is the sum ofthe on-site contribution F and the

inter-sitecontributions,which willbedi�erentforF and AF.

2.1 IN T ER -SIT E AV ER A G ES I� =
D

c
+
i�cj�

E

Param eterI� can becalculated from theaveragekineticenergy.In thecaseofferrom ag-

netism onecan writethefollowing expression fortheaveragekineticenergy of+� electrons

hK �i

hK
�
i= �t

�
eff

X

< ij>

D

c
+

i�cj�

E

= �zt
�
effI� = �D

�
effI� ; (11)

whereD �
eff = zt�eff isthehalfband-width ofthe+� electrons.

Thekineticenergy can becalculated straightforward as

hK
�
i=

DZ

� D

f
h

"
�
�

"
0
�i

� "
�
�

"
0
�

� �
0
�

"
0
�

d"
0 = �D

�
effI� ; (12)

with "� ("0)= b�"0 being theenergy ofthedeform ed band,"0 istheenergy ofunperturbed

band with allinter-siteinteractionsbeingequaltozero,and f["�("0)]= 1

1+ e
["� ("0)� �]/kT

isthe

Ferm ifunction. Eq. (12)m eansthatwe can calculate the average productoftwo nearest

neighboroperators:I� = � hK �i=D �
eff .

In thecaseofzerotem perature,T = 0 K,and constantdensity ofstate(DOS):�0("0)=

const= 1

D
for�D � "0 � D (D = zt-unperturbed half-bandwidth),we obtain from Eq.

(12)that

I� = n� (1� n�) : (13)

Thisapproxim ation suggeststhatwecan treattheaverageI� =
D

c
+
i�cj�

E

astheprobabil-

ity ofelectron with spin � hopping from theito thejlatticesiteand back.M oreprecisely,

itisgiven by the average oftwo products. One isthe productofprobabilities thatthere

isan electron with spin � on the isite and thatthe j site hasem pty states;
~ni� (~n

t
j�
� ~nj�)

~ni� + (~n
t
j�
� ~nj� )

,

and thesecond oneisthe probability oftheopposite jum p;
~nj� (~n

t
i�
� ~ni� )

~nj� + (~n
t
i�
� ~ni� )

.The quantity ~ni�

istheaveragenum berofelectronsin thesub-band � on sitesiand ~nti� isthetotalcapacity

ofthesub-band � on sitei.Thetotalhopping probability,called I�,isgiven by theaverage

ofaboveprobabilities

I� �
1

2

"
~ni�(~n

t
j� � ~nj�)

~ni� + (~ntj� � ~nj�)
+

~nj�(~n
t
i� � ~ni�)

~nj� + (~nti� � ~ni�)

#

: (14)

Fortheweakcorrelation (U << D ),when theband isnotsplitbytheCoulom b repulsion,

wehave ~nti� = 1 and ~ni� = ni�
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I� �
1

2

"
ni�(1� nj�)

ni� + (1� nj�)
+

nj�(1� ni�)

nj� + (1� ni�)

#

: (15)

Expressions(14)and (15)givea generalform ofquantity I�,which depend on thetype

ofm agneticordering and on thestrength ofCoulom b on-siteinteraction through them ean

values~ni� and ~nj�.

At �rst letus consider the quantity I� in the ferrom agnetic state when one has the

obviousrelation;~ni� = ~nj�. In the case ofa weak correlation (U << D )the band isnot

splitand fortheelectronswith spin � wehave;~ni� = ni� � n�,and expression (15)can be

sim pli�ed to Eq.(13).

In thecaseofstrong correlation (U >> D )when theband issplitinto thelowerand the

upperHubbard sub-band,quantities~ni� and ~n
t
i�,willdepend on thelocation ofthechem ical

potential.W hen n < 1thechem icalpotentialislocated in thelowerHubbard sub-band and

wehave;~ni� = n�,~n
t
i� = 1� n� �,whatgivesforI� theresult

I� =
n� (1� n)

1� n� �
; (16)

-fortheupperHubbard sub-band (n > 1)wehave:~ni� = n� � (1� n� �)= n� 1,~nti� = n� �

and I� isequalto

I� =
(n � 1)(1� n�)

n� �
: (17)

In the antiferrom agnetic state the crystallattice willbe divided into two interpene-

trating sub-lattices;�;� with oppositespins,and with theaverage electron num bersequal

to

n
�
� � = n� � =

n � m

2
; n

�

� � = n� � =
n � m

2
; (18)

wherem istheantiferrom agneticm om entperatom in Bohr’sm agnetons.

The indicesi;j belong to the neighboring sub-lattices�;� with opposite m agnetic m o-

m ents.In theresultforAF ground statetheparam eter;I� = I� � � IA F isspin independent

(i.e.itdoesnotdepend on the�rstpowerofantiferrom agneticm om entm )

The param eterIA F forthe weak correlation iscalculated from Eq.(15)using valuesof

n�(�)� from Eq.(18)

IA F =
2n � n2 � m 2

4(1� m 2)
: (19)

For the strong correlation and the chem icalpotentiallocated in the lower sub-band

(n � 1),weobtain from Eq.(14)that

IA F =
(2n � n2 � m 2)(1� n)

(2� n)2 � m 2
; (20)

and fortheuppersub-band
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IA F =
(n � 1)(2n � n2 � m 2)

n2 � m 2
: (21)

AftercalculatingthequantityI� forF andIA F forAF orderingwecan�nd thebandwidth

param eter,b�,and them odi�ed m olecular�eld,M �
i,which arepresentin theHam iltonian

ofEq.(8).

2.2 B A N D -W ID T H , M O LEC U LA R FIELD A N D ELEC T R O N O C C U PA -

T IO N

2.2.1 FER R O M A G N ET IC STAT E

In theferrom agnetic statethe electron concentration isthesam e on each latticesite:

ni� = nj� = n�,and the spin dependent param eter I� in the case ofweak Coulom b cor-

relation is given by Eq. (13),and Eqs (16) or (17) in the case ofthe strong correlation.

Inserting thosevaluesinto Eqs(9)and (10)wehave

b
� = 1� 2

�t

t
n� � + 2

tex

t

�

n
2

� � � I
2

� � � 2I�I� �

�

�
J � V

t
I� �

J + J0

t
I� � ; (22)

M
�
i � M � = �(F + zJ)n� + zV n + 2zI� � (�t� texn�) : (23)

Using Eq.(5)wecan sim plify Eq.(22)to theform

b
� = 1� 2(1� S)n� � + (1� S)

2
�

n
2

� � � I
2

� � � 2I�I� �

�

�
J � V

t
I� �

J + J0

t
I� � : (24)

The e�ective total�eld in a ferrom agnetic state,F F
tot,can be found now from the W eiss

assum ption thatthe energy shiftbetween both spin sub-bands,�E ,isequalto this �eld

m ultiplied by theexisting m agneticm om ent

�E = M
� �

� M
� = F

F
tot� m ; (25)

which afterassum ing theEq.(13)forI� gives

F
F
tot = F + z[J + tex

n2 � m 2

2
+ 2�t(1� n)] : (26)

In analyzing the Ham iltonian (8)forthe appearance offerrom agnetism we willuse the

levelofapproxim ation which willm odify theDOS,in addition to itsshiftby them olecular

�eld.

AfterFouriertransform ofthekineticenergy theHam iltonian (8)takeson thefollowing

form

H =
X

k�

("�k + M
�
� �)̂nk� + U

X

i�

n̂i�n̂i� � (27)

with thespin dependentelectron dispersion relation given by
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"
�
k = "

0

kb
�

; (28)

where b� and M �forthe ferrom agnetic state are given by Eqs(22)and (23),and "0k isthe

initialdispersion energy oftheelectron (withouttheinter-siteinteractions)

"
0

k = �t
X

< i;j>

e
ik(R i� R j) : (29)

The Ham iltonian (27)issolved in the CPA approxim ation (see [8,52]),which produces

thefollowing equation fortheon-siteself-energy �� (")

(1� n� �)
���

1+ ��F�(")
+ n� �

U � ��

1� (U � ��)F�(")
= 0 ; (30)

with thespin dependentSlater-Kosterfunction F�(")which can bewritten as

F�(")=
1

N

X

k

1

"� "�k � M � � �� + �
: (31)

Thisfunction F�(")can beexpressed by theunperturbed function

F0(")=
1

N

X

k

1

"� "0k
; (32)

by thehelp ofthefollowing relation

F� (")=
1

b�
F0

�
"� M � + � � ��

b�

�

; (33)

which becom es the standard CPA relation: F� (") = F0("� M � + � � ��),when allthe

inter-site interactions are zero and as a result b� � 1. The above de�ned Slater-Koster

function was obtained from the solution ofthe CPA equation and depends on the spin

orientation and on theon-siteinteraction,U,and theinter-siteinteractions.

Fortheunperturbed Slater-Kosterfunction wehavetherelation [8]

�(")= �
1

�
Im F0(") : (34)

Using theidentity

��(")= �
1

�
Im F�(") (35)

one can calculate the perturbed DOS depending on the on-site Coulom b correlation U

through the self-energy ��,and on the inter-site interactionsthrough the band-width pa-

ram eterb�.

UsingthisDOS onecan writetheexpression forelectron occupation in theferrom agnetic

state

n� � =

1Z

� 1

�� � (")
d"

1+ e
("� �+ M � �)/kT

; (36)

9



where �� (") is the spin dependent density ofstates given by Eq. (35),and the previous

CPA equations.

Theelectron occupation num berand them agnetization aregiven by

n = n� + n� � ; (37)

m = n� � n� � : (38)

2.2.2 A N T IFER R O M A G N ET IC STAT E,D IA G O N A LIZAT IO N

In the antiferrom agnetic state the m agnetic m om ent on the nearest lattice sites is

opposite with respect to each other(see Eqs (18)),the quantityI� = I� � = IA F ,and the

bandwidth reduction param eterb� from Eq.(9)isspin independent

b
� = b

� � = b
A F = 1�

�t

t
n + 2

tex

t

 
n2 � m 2

4
� 3I2A F

!

�
2J + J0� V

t
IA F : (39)

Afterexpressing thekineticterm sby a factorS de�ned in Eq.(5)ittakeson theform

b
A F = 1� (1� S)n + (1� S)

2

 
n2 � m 2

4
� 3I2A F

!

�
2J + J0� V

t
IA F : (40)

The generalized (m odi�ed) m olecular �eld from Eq. (10)depends on the spin and on

thesub-latticeindex:� or�.Forthesub-lattice� wehave

M
�
� = �Fn� � z(J + 2texIA F )n� � + zV n + 2z�tI A F ; (41)

and forthesub-lattice�

M �
� = �Fn� � � z(J + 2texIA F )n� + zV n + 2z�tI A F

M �
� � M � �

�

: (42)

Now,we can calculate the e�ective total�eld on the sites�;� in a sim ilarway to the

caseofferrom agnetism

F
A F
tot =

M � �
� � M �

�

m
=
M �

� � M
� �
�

m
= F � z(J + 2texIA F ) : (43)

Thisequation showsthatthe positive inter-site exchange interaction,J,and exchange-

hopping interaction,tex,areopposing AF.Itiscontrary to thecaseofferrom agnetism (see

Eq.(26)),whereboth theseinteractions(when positive)arehelping theferrom agnetism .

Asm entioned aboveweassum ethetypeofthecrystallattice,which can bedivided into

twointerpenetratingsub-lattices:�;�,with theaverageelectron num bersgiven byEqs(18).

Forthe AF ground state we use the diagonalization ofPlischke & M attis[53],Brouers

[54]and M izia [55].TheHam iltonian (8),aftertaking into accountEqs(39)-(42),willtake

on thefollowing form

10



H = �teff
X

i�

�

�
+

i��i� + �
+

i��i�

�

+
X

i;;�

( = �;�)

�

M
�
 � �0 + U n̂



i� �

�

n̂


i� ; (44)

where�+i�(�i�)and �
+
i�(�i�)arethecreation (annihilation)operatorsforan electron ofspin

� on the sub-lattice � and � respectively,n̂


i� = 
+
i�i� isthe electron num beroperatorfor

electrons with spin � on the sub-lattice  = �;�,teff = t� bA F is the e�ective hopping

integral.

Now wewillderivetheequationsfordispersion relation,particlenum berand m agnetiza-

tion in theantiferrom agneticstateusingHam iltonian (44)and theGreen function technique.

Fortheon-siteinteraction,U,weusethestandard CPA approxim ation,which forsim plicity,

in furtheranalysis,istreated in theweak and strong correlation lim its.Fortheweak corre-

lation we usea �rstorderapproxim ation in interaction constantoverthe bandwidth.This

is equivalent to the Hartree-Fock approxim ation. The second case is the high correlation

approxim ation,U >> D ,,which willbe easy to extend forthe arbitrary strength ofthe

on-siteinteraction lateron.

The m ain idea ofthe CPA form alism [8]is used now. W e split the above stochastic

Ham iltonian (44)into a hom ogeneouspart

H 0 = �teff
X

i�

�

�
+
i��i� + �

+
i��i�

�

� �
X

i�

(̂n�i� + n̂
�

i�)+
X

i�

��
� n̂

�
i� +

X

i�

��
�n̂

�

i� ; (45)

and a stochasticpart

H I =
X

i�

(~V �
� � ��

�)n̂
�
i� +

X

i�

(~V �
� � ��

�)̂n
�

i� ; (46)

where

� = �0 � zV n � 2z�tI A F (47)

is the e�ective chem icalpotential,� 
� are the selfenergies on sites  = �;� forelectrons

with spin � and ~V �(�)
� arethestochasticpotentialsgiven by

~V �(�)
� =

(
~V
�(�)

1� = �Fn�(�)� � z(J + 2texIA F )n
�(�)
�

~V
�(�)

2� = U � Fn�(�)� � z(J + 2texIA F )n
�(�)
�

,with probabilities
P
�(�)

1� = 1� n
�(�)

� �

P
�(�)

2� = n
�(�)

� �

(48)

Theself-energies�
� ful�lltheCPA equations

2X

i= 1

P


i�

~V


i� � �
�

1�
�
~V


i� � �

�

�

F

� (")

= 0 ,for  = �(�); (49)

with theSlater-Kosterfunction F 
� (")forthesub-lattice in thefollowing form

F

� (")=

1

N

X

k

G

� (";k) ; (50)
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and G 
� (";k)given by Eq.(55)below.

Afterdroppingtheparam agneticpartthestochasticpotential(48)takeson thefollowing

form

~V �(�)
� =

(
~V
�(�)

1� = ��

~V
�(�)

2� = U � �
,with

P
�(�)

1� = 1� n� �

P
�(�)

2� = n� �
; (51)

where

n� � =
n � m

2
; �= F

A F
tot

m

2
,and F

A F
tot = F � z(J + 2texIA F ): (52)

Thissim pli�cation oftheEq.(49)allowstoseethattheself-energiesful�lltherelations;

��
� = �

�
� � � �+ ,and ��

� � = ��
� � �� . Therefore the solution ofthe problem can be

reduced to �nding only theself-energies,� � .Theinterpretation oftheparam eter� asthe

antiferrom agneticenergy gap willbegiven below.

W e transform Ham iltonian (45)into the m om entum space,and use itin the equations

ofm otion fortheGreen functions

" hhA;B ii
"
=

D

[A;B ]
+

E

+
DD

[A;H 0]� ;B
EE

"
; (53)

where(A;B )2
�

�
+

k�;�k�;�
+

k�;�k�

�

.Asa resultthefollowing equationsareobtained

"
"+ � � ��

� �"k

�"k "+ � � ��
�

# "
G ��
� (";k) G ��

� (";k)

G ��
� (";k) G ��

� (";k)

#

=

"
1 0

0 1

#

; (54)

with e.g.G ��
� (";k)=<< �k�;�

+

k� >>,G
��
� (";k)=<< �k�;�

+

k� >>.

SolvingthissetofequationswearriveatthefollowingexpressionsfortheGreen functions

G
��(��)
� (";k)=

1

2

v
u
u
t "+ � � �

�(�)
�

"+ � � �
�(�)
�

[G ("eff;k)� G (�"eff;k)] ; (55)

with

"eff =
q

("+ � � �+ )("+ � � �� ) ; (56)

and G("eff;k)given by

G ("eff;k)=
1

"eff � "k
; "k = "

0
kb

A F
: (57)

Rem em bering that

�

� (")= �

1

�
Im [F� (")] (58)

weobtain

�
�(�)
� = �

1

�
Im

v
u
u
t "+ � � �

�(�)
�

"+ � � �
�(�)
�

1

bA F
F0

�
"e�

bA F

�

� �
1

�
Im F� ; (59)
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whereF0(")istheunperturbed Slater-Kosterfunction given by Eq.(32).

Using Eq.(50)weobtain theexpressionsforelectron num bers

n

� =

1Z

� 1

1

1+ e"/kT

�

�
1

�

�

Im [F� (")]d"=
1

N

X

k

1Z

� 1

1

1+ e"/kT

�

�
1

�

�

Im [G 
� (";k)]d" :(60)

Treating the self-energies�
� asthe solutionsofEq. (49),and using itonly in the �rst

orderapproxim ation with respectto theCoulom b on-siterepulsion,U,weobtain

��
� � = ��

�=

2X

i= 1

P
�
i� �

~V �
i� � = [U � F � z(J + 2texIA F )]

n

2
� � ; (61)

wheretheantiferrom agneticenergy gap � isgiven by theexpression

�=
h

U + F
A F
tot

im

2
: (62)

Thisexpression isdi�erentfrom Eq. (52)by adding to the e�ective �eld the Coulom b

repulsion,U,which in the case ofthe weak interaction isalso treated in the Hartree-Fock

approxim ation.

Neglecting theparam agneticpartin self-energieswehave

�� = ��: (63)

Inserting theseself-energiesinto Eq.(55)and rede�ning "+ � as" weobtain

G
��(��)
� (";k)=

1

2

s

"� �

"� �
[G ("eff;k)� G (�"eff;k)] : (64)

From thisequation using Eqs(50)and (58)onecan obtain thefollowing relation forthe

DOS on sites�;�

�
�(�)
� (")=

s

"� �

"� �
� ("eff)� �� (") : (65)

In this form itis evident thatthe AF DOS willvanish between energies �� and +�

(zero energy wasassum ed in thecenteroftheatom icband orapproxim ately attheatom ic

level). Hence,the quantity � isthe AF energy gap. The schem atic shape ofthe DOS is

shown in Fig.1.
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FIGURES

r
+s

r
-s

e

-D

D

FIG .1. Schem atic DO S in the antiferrom agnetic state. The energy gap extendsfrom � � to

+ �.

Onecan beprovethatiftheold distribution isnorm alized to unity;

DZ

� D

�("0)d"0 = 1 ; (66)

then thenew onegiven by Eq.(65)isalso norm alized.

Since�+ (")= �� (�"),onecan writethat

p
D 2

eff
+ � 2

Z

�

p
D 2

eff
+ � 2

�+ (")d"=

p
D 2

eff
+ � 2

Z

�

p
D 2

eff
+ � 2

1

2
[�+ (")+ �� (�")]d"=

1

2

p
D 2

eff
+ � 2

Z

�

p
D 2

eff
+ � 2

[�+ (")+ �� (")]d" ;

(67)

whereD eff = zt� bA F .Inserting

�+ (")+ �� (")=

0

@

s

"� �

"+ �
+

s

"+ �

"� �

1

A � ("eff)�
2"

"eff
� ("eff) (68)
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and using theidentity obtained from Eq.(56);d"=
"eff

"
d"eff,oneobtainsfrom Eq.(67)

p
D 2

eff
+ � 2

Z

�

p
D 2

eff
+ � 2

�+ (")d"=

D effZ

� D eff

�("eff)d"eff = 1 : (69)

Restrictingasbeforeonly tothe�rstorderapproxim ation fortheself-energies(Eq.(63))

in Eq.(60)weobtain thefollowing expressionsforelectron num bers

n
�
� � = n

�

� � =
1

2N

X

k

h

P
� �

k f(E k)+ P
� �

k f(�E k)
i

; (70)

wheref(E k)istheFerm ifunction

f(E k)=
1

1+ e(E k� �)/kT
; (71)

E k =
q

"2k + � 2 ; S
� �
k =

s

E k � �

E k � �
; (72)

and

P
� �
k =

"kS
� �

k

E k

(73)

istheoccupation probability ofstate(k;��).

Theexpression forelectron occupation in theantiferrom agneticstatein thepresence of

external�eld H willbe di�erent from Eq. (36),which was suitable for ferrom agnetism .

Now,the external�eld willact di�erently on both spins �� in two sub-lattices � and�.

Thereforeitsenergy hasto beincluded into theenergy oftheinternalexchange�eld in the

processofdiagonalization.Itwillresultin thefollowing form ula fortheelectron occupation

on thesub-lattice�

n
�
� =

1Z

� 1

�
�
� (";x

�)
d"

1+ e("� �)/kT
,where x

� = ��+ �� B H : (74)

The precise form ofthe density ofstates��(�)� (")com esfrom Eq. (59)(or(65)in the

case ofthe Hartree-Fock approxim ation).Asitcan be seen,itdependson theinitialDOS

and on theresultofthediagonalization oftwo sub-latticesHam iltonian.

3. FR EE EN ER G Y , STAT IC M A G N ET IC SU SC EP-
T IB ILIT Y

Fora sim plem agneticm aterial,thefreeenergy can bewritten

Fm = F0 + a2m
2 + a4m

4 + :::= F0 + �
2

B m
2
=� + a4m

4 + ::: (75)
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with � being them agneticsusceptibility.

The electron occupation ofthe ferrom agnetic state in the presence ofan external

m agnetic�eld H isgiven by theexpression (36)with added shiftfrom them agnetic�eld

n� =

1Z

� 1

�� (")
d"

1+ e("� �+ M
� � ��B H )/kT

; (76)

where�B istheBohrm agneton.

Them agneticsusceptibility isgiven by

� = �B

 
@(n� � n� �)

@H

!

H = 0

: (77)

Asa resultofinserting Eq.(76)into itwearriveatthefollowing equation forthestatic

ferrom agneticsusceptibility

� =
2�2B IT

1� K � F F
totIT

; (78)

whereK isthecorrelation factorde�ned m athem atically by thefollowing equation

K =
1R

� 1

@�� (")

@m

d"

1+ e
("� �+ M � )/kT

�
1R

� 1

@�� � (")

@m

d"

1+ e
("� �+ M � � )/kT

= 2
1R

� 1

@�� (")

@m

d"

1+ e
("� �+ M � )/kT

; (79)

F F
totisthetotalStonerexchange �eld,which on thebaseofEq.(25)can bewritten as

F
F
tot = �

 
@M �

@m

�
�
�
�
�
m ! 0

�
@M � �

@m

�
�
�
�
�
m ! 0

!

= �2
@M �

@m

�
�
�
�
�
m ! 0

; (80)

and

IT =

1Z

� 1

�m = 0(")PT (")d"; PT (")= �
@f(")

@"
= f

2(")e("� �)/kT
1

kT
; (81)

f(")isa Ferm ifunction.

Returning with the expression (78) to Eq. (75) we arrive at a new form ofLandau

expansion which is

Fm = F0 + m
2
1� K � F F

totIT

2IT
+ a4m

4 + ::: : (82)

The critical (m inim um ) value of the total Stoner �eld creating ferrom agnetism ;

(F F
tot)m in = F cr

tot, is obtained from the zero of susceptibility denom inator (Eq. (78)) or

zero ofthenum eratorin Eq.(82),around which changesthesign ofthesecond orderterm .

Hence,wearriveatthewell-known Stonercriterion (see[56,57])

F
cr
tot =

1� K

IT
; (83)
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which ism odi�ed hereby including thecorrelation factorK .

Using the StonerconditionF cr
tot = (1� K )/IT,back in the expression forsusceptibility,

Eq.(78),and in Landau expansion (82)wearriveattheircorrected form s

� =
2�2B

F cr
tot� Ftot

; (84)

Fm = F0 +
m 2

2
(F cr

tot� Ftot)+ a4m
4 + ::: ; (85)

since a4 > 0,the existence ofthe m inim um in the above equation forFm willdepend on

the sign ofa2 =
1

2
(F cr

tot� Ftot)orequivalently on the sign ofthe di�erence: F cr
tot� Ftot. As

a result,the sim ple Stoner criterion (Eq. (83)) willlead to the ferrom agnetic instability

with nonzero m agnetic m om entbeing given by the m inim um ofFm curve in Fig. 2. This

m inim um appearsonly when existing in a given m aterial,F F
tot > F cr

tot,the F
cr
tot being given

by condition ofEq.(83).Itisnotm istake thatin Eqs(84)and (85)we have Ftot without

the upper-script F,since as we willsee below those two equations are valid without any

changesforboth F and AF ordering.

To calculate thestatic antiferrom agnetic susceptibility we willapply Eq.(77)to the

susceptibility ofthesub-lattice 1

� = �B

0

@
@
�

n�� � n�
� �

�

@H

1

A

H = 0

; (86)

and we willuse expression (74) for the electron occupation on sub-lattice � in the pres-

ence ofan external�eld,arriving atthefollowing equation forthestatic antiferrom agnetic

susceptibility

� =
2�2B K x

1� K xF
A F
tot

; (87)

wherethecorrelation factorK x in theantiferrom agneticcasecan bewritten as

K x =
1

2

 
@n��

@x�
�
@n�

� �

@x� �

!

=
1

2

1Z

� 1

 
@��� (")

@x�
�
@��

� � (")

@x� �

!
d"

1+ e("� �)/kT
=

1Z

� 1

@��� (")

@x�
f(")d":

(88)

Using the condition forthe zero ofsusceptibility denom inatorwe arrive atthe critical

valueofthetotal�eld

F
cr
tot =

1

K x (n)
: (89)

1This susceptibility is a susceptibility ofone sub-lattice. To �nd its relation with the totalex-

perim entalsusceptibility onehasto take into consideration thedirection oftheexternal�eld with

respectto the easy m agnetic axis(see e.g.[58],[59])
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Afterinserting thisvalue into the sub-lattice susceptibility (Eq. (87))and nextto the

form ulaforLandau expansion (Eq.(75))weobtain again thesam eform ofthesusceptibility

asforferrom agnetism (Eq.(84)),and ofthefreeenergy expansion asgiven by Eq.(85)for

ferrom agnetism . Thusthe susceptibility ofEq. (84)and the energy expansion ofEq. (85)

arethesam eforF and AF.Thedi�erencebetween these two orderingsliesin thedi�erent

values ofcritical(m inim um ) �eld. For F this �eld is given by Eq. (83) and for AF by

Eq. (89). In both cases when existing in a given m aterialF
F (A F )

tot > F cr
tot,then the second

orderterm in energy expansion vs.m agnetization becom esnegativeand wehavea nonzero

equilibrium valueoftheordering param eterm ,seeFig.2.

m

F -Fm 0

a

b

c

FIG .2. Dependence of Landau free energy on the m agnetization m for various values

of a2 = 1

2

�

F cr
tot� F

F (A F )

tot

�

. Curve (a)- F
F (A F )

tot < F cr
tot, curve (b)- F

F (A F )

tot = F cr
tot, curve (c)-

F
F (A F )

tot > F cr
tot.

4 FER R O M A G N ET ISM

4.1 O N SET O F FER R O M A G N ET ISM

Tocom putetheferrom agneticcriterion from Eq.(83)wehavetocalculatethecorrelation

factor,K ,de�ned in Eq.(79).W ewillcalculateitnow in theCPA approxim ation,assum ing

thatweknow theself-energy��.ThetotalchangeoftheDOS with m agnetization,K ,which

enhancesthepossibility ofcreating m agneticordering,isgiven from Eq.(79)as

K = K U + K b ; (90)

where
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K U = 2

+ 1Z

� 1

@��(")

@��

@��

@m
f(")d" (91)

and

K b = 2

+ 1Z

� 1

@��(")

@b�

@b�

@m
f(")d" : (92)

FactorK U describestheroleofon-siteinteraction U,and K b theroleofinter-siteinter-

actionsin creating m agnetization.

The schem atic depiction ofthe DOS deform ed by the on-site correlation Uisshown in

Fig.3.

+s
-s

eF

e

r+s r-s

+

+

-
-

FIG .3. Schem atic DO S showing the inuence ofthe strong on-site Coulom b correlation,U .

The param agnetic DO S forboth spins,� �,are solid lines. AtU which isstrong enough to split

the band into two sub-bands,lowersub-bandshave the capacity of1� n� � for+ � electrons,and

1� n� for� � electrons.Thechangesin thespin electron densitiesintegrated overenergy are the

shaded areasin this�gure,and they areequalto thecorrelation factorK U .Theshiftbetween + �

and � � electronsiscreated by theassum ed exchange �eld.

The schem atic depiction ofthe DOS deform ed by the inter-site correlation isshown in

Fig.4.
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FIG .4. Schem aticDO S showing theinuenceoftheinter-site interactions.Theparam agnetic

DO S for both spins,� �,are solid lines. The inter-site interactions change the relative width of

thebandswith respectto each other(described by theb� factors,seeEq.(22)).TheStoner�eld,

which would displacethebandswith respectto each other,isassum ed to benonzero.Theshaded

areasin this�gureare the correlation factorK b.

Com paring Figs3 and 4 one can see thatthe on-site correlation causes an increase in

capacity ofthem ajority spin band (orlowersub-band in thecase ofsplitband),while the

inter-site correlation causes a decrease in width ofthe m ajority spin band. There is an

im portantdi�erence between these two e�ects. The situation from Fig. 3 can notlead by

itself,without the exchange �eld,to ferrom agnetism (see [9,10]),while the m ajority spin

bandwidth decrease (see Fig 4)can. However,there isthe problem with the m agnitude of

the interaction constants,which can lead to thisordering.There isalso a di�erence in the

orderofapproxim ation necessary to obtain di�erentcorrelations. The band shape change

shown in theFig.3 can beobtained only in theapproxim ationshigherthan the1st orderin

U=D ,while the change shown in Fig.4 isobtained already in the 1st orderapproxim ation

(Hartree-Fock).

Afterinserting Eq.(90)into Eq.(78)onecan writeforthestaticferrom agneticsuscep-

tibility
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� =
2�2B IT

1� K U � K b� F F
totIT

: (93)

At zero tem perature we obtain from Eq. (81) that;IT = �0("0F )/b
0,where "0F is the

Ferm ilevelforthe system without inter-site interactions and b0 is the bandwidth change

param eterin theparam agneticstatedueto theinter-siteinteractions.Thiswillm odify the

lastrelationsinto thefollowing form

� =
2�2B �

0("0F )

(1� K U � K b)b
0 � F F

tot�
0("0F )

: (94)

Com paring the above equation with the equation forsusceptibility when there is only

theHartree-Fock exchange�eld

� =
2�2B �

0("0F )

1� F F
tot�

0("0F )
(95)

onecan seethattheferrom agneticstatewillbefavored by both positivecorrelation factors:

K U and K b,and by a decreasein thebandwidth b
0 < 1 dueto theinter-siteinteractions.

From the zero ofthesusceptibility denom inator(Eq.(94))and Eqs(80),(23),one can

calculatethecriticalon-siteexchange interaction.

F
cr =

(1� K U � K b)b
0

�("F )
� zJ � 4D

@

@m

"
(1� S)

2

2
I� �n� � I� � (1� S)

#

; (96)

wherethekineticinteractionswereexpressed by thecom m on factorS,seeEq.(5).

Theinter-sitecorrelation factorgiven by Eq.(92)can bewritten as

K b = �2

DZ

� D

�m = 0(")PT (")"
@b�

@m
d": (97)

Atzero tem peraturewehavePT ("))
�("� "0F )

b0
,which producesthefollowing expression

K b = �
2"0F �

0("0F )

b0
�
@b�

@m
: (98)

In further analysis we willuse two lim iting cases for the on-site Coulom b repulsion -

weak and strong correlation.

In thecaseofw eak correlation theCoulom b correlation factorK U = 0,and thecritical

on-siteexchangeinteraction dependsonlyon theinter-siteinteractionsthrough theinter-site

correlation factorK b.Using I� expressed by Eq.(13)oneobtains

F
cr =

(1� K b)b
0

�0("0F )
� zJ � 2D

"
(1� S)

2

2

n2

4
+ (1� S)(1� n)

#

; (99)

wherethebandwidth changeparam eterin theparam agneticstate,b0,isgiven by

21



b
0 = 1� (1� S)n + (1� S)

2

2

4
n2

4
� 3

 
n(2� n)

4

! 2
3

5 �
2J + J0� V

t

n(2� n)

4
: (100)

To illustrate the dependence ofthecriticalon-site Stoner�eld,F cr on electron concen-

tration (atzero tem perature)we willuse the above equationsand the initialsem i-elliptic

DOS given by

�
0
�

"
0
�

=
2

�D

v
u
u
t 1�

 
"0

D

! 2

: (101)

M athem atically thisisthesim plestpossible DOS which can beused foritinerantferro-

m agnetism . The rectangularDOS doesnothave a unique relationship between the Stoner

�eld and them agnetization,and theparabolicDOS doesnottakeintoaccounttheinter-site

interactions,sinceitdoesnothavea �nitewidth and isnotcentered on theatom iclevel.

Electron concentration intheparam agneticstate(atT=0K)iscalculated from thesim ple

condition

n

2
=

"0
FZ

� D

�
0
�

"
0
�

d"
0

; (102)

with expression (101)inserted fortheDOS.Thiswillallow tocalculate"0F (n)and �
0("0F )for

agiven electron occupation n.Finally,wecalculateF cr(n)from Eq.(99)with K b estim ated

from Eq.(98),with thehelp ofthederivative @b�

@m
calculated from Eq.(22).

Calculated in this way the dependence ofcriticalon-site Stoner �eld on electron con-

centration isshown in the Fig. 5 forthe case ofweak Coulom b correlation U and various

param etersofinter-site interactionJ and S,atJ0 = J and V = 0. Param etersS = 1 and

J = 0 describetheclassicStonerm odel.

W e can see from this Figure that the decreasing factor S and increasing interaction,

J, decrease the on-site Stoner �eld required to create ferrom agnetism , even to zero, at

som eelectron concentrations(solid line).Including only theinter-siteexchangeinteraction

(dashed line) lowers the critical�eld sym m etrically with respect to n = 1. The kinetic

interactions: tex and �t,described by the hopping inhibiting factor S < 1 (dotted line)

lowerthe on-site Stoner�eld,butnow there isno sym m etry with respectto the half-�lled

pointn = 1.
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FIG .5. Thedependenceofthecriticalon-siteStoner�eld,F cr,on theelectron occupation,for

di�erentvaluesofS and J;S = 1 and J = 0 (the Stonerm odel){ dot-dashed line,S = 0:6 and

J = 0:5t{ solid line,S = 1 and J = 0:5t{ dashed line,S = 0:6 and J = 0 { dotted line. Thisis

the case oftheweak Coulom b correlation,U .

In the case ofstrong correlation (U >> D )theband issplitintotwosub-bands.For

the initialsem i-elliptic DOS given by Eq. (101)we obtain from Eq. (30)in thislim it(see

[10])thefollowing densities

-forthelowerHubbard sub-band

�� (")=
2

�D ef

v
u
u
t 1� n� � �

 
"

D ef

! 2

; (103)

-fortheupperHubbard sub-band

�� (")=
2

�D ef

v
u
u
t
n� � �

 
"

D ef

! 2

; (104)

with "= "0b0,and D ef = D b0 .

Theparam eterI� isgiven by Eqs(16)and (17),which afterinserting into Eq.(96)give

thefollowing valuesofthecriticalon-siteexchange interaction

-forthelowerHubbard sub-band

F
cr =

(1� K U � K b)b
0

�0("0F )
� zJ � 2D

(1� n)

(2� n)
2

"
(1� S)

2

2
n
2 + 4(1� S)(1� n)

#

; (105)

-fortheupperHubbard sub-band

F
cr =

(1� K U � K b)b
0

�0("0F )
� zJ � 2D (n � 1)

"
(1� S)

2

2
� 4(1� S)

(n � 1)

n2

#

; (106)
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where �0("F )= lim
m ! 0

�� (")=b
0,with �� (")given by Eqs(103),(104)with n� � = n=2,and

"F (n)calculated from Eq. (102)as"F (n)= "0F b
0. The correlation factorK U iscalculated

from Eq.(91),which atT=0K isreduced to thesim plecondition

K U =

"FZ

� D ef

@��(")

@m
d"�

"FZ

� D ef

@�� �(")

@m
d"= 2

"FZ

� D ef

@��(")

@m
d" ; (107)

in which wewillusetheDOS given by Eqs(103)and (104).

W e calculate F cr(n)from Eq. (106),with K b given by Eq. (98). The bandwidth b0 is

calculated from Eq. (22)with I� given by the m = 0 lim it ofEqs (20)and (21),forthe

lowerand uppersub-band,respectively.

Fig. 6 shows that in the presence ofthe on-site strong correlation U, the inter-site

interactions:J;S,decrease thecriticalStoner�eld dram atically.The increase ofJ causes

thedecreaseofF cr forconcentrationsnearly half-�lled and also atsm allconcentrationsand

concentrations close to com pletely �lled. The decrease ofS from 1 to 0 causes a drop of

the criticalStoner�eld,F cr,especially forsm alln < 0:5,and for1 < n < 1:5,where both

Hubbard sub-bandsbegin to �ll.Asweknow thestrong Coulom b repulsion causesthesplit

oftheband.Thissplitcausesthechangein sign oftheinter-sitecorrelation factorK b when

theFerm ilevelm ovesfrom thelowerto theupperHubbard sub-band.ForS 6= 1 theratio
K bb

0

�0("0
F
)
6= 0.Thisiswhy the curveswith S < 1willhave a discontinuity athalf�lling,when

theFerm ienergy jum psfrom thelowerto theuppersub-band.
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S J=1, =0

S J=1, =0.5t
S J=0.6, =0.5t

S J=0.6, =0

FIG .6. Dependenceoftheon-sitecriticalStoner�eld,F cr (in theunitsofhalfbandwidth),on

the electron occupation. The curvesshow the inuence ofinter-site interactions,J = J0,V = 0,

and ofthehopping interactions,�t; tex,represented by thehopping ‘inhibiting’factorS on F crin

the presenceofstrong on-site correlation,U = 1 .

To justify theusein thischapteroftheratheracadem iclim itofU >> D forF ordering

wecom pareon thenextgraph thethreecases;U = 0,U = 3D ,and U >> D .Allthecurves

24



were calculated on the base ofEqs(101),(30)and (102). One can see thatthe di�erence

between the curves U = 3D ,and U >> D is sm all. This justi�es the use in num erical

calculations(forsim plicity)ofthestrong correlation lim itU >> D .
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FIG .7. Dependence ofthe on-site criticalStoner �eld,F cr (in the units ofhalfbandwidth),

on the electron occupation,which shows the inuence ofon-site correlation,U . The inter-site

interactionsare zero (J = 0;S = 1)

Enhancem ent ofm agnetic susceptibility

The susceptibility given by Eq. (93) for T 6= 0 K or Eq. (94) for T = 0 K is not

divergentform ostofthe pure elem ents,asonly few ofthem are m agnetic. Butform any

pure elem ents the denom inatorofsusceptibility issigni�cantly decreased,which produces

the experim entally observed increase ofsusceptibility. This phenom enon was extensively

studied in the past.From Eq.(94)in theH-F approxim ation forU,and in the absence of

theinter-siteinteractions,when K U � 0,K b � 0,and b0 = 1 (seee.g.[57])onecan write

� =
2�2B �

0("0F )

1� F F
tot�

0("0F )
= �P A ; (108)

wherethebarePauliterm �P = 2�2B �
0("0F )isenhanced bythefactorA = 1

. h

1� F F
tot�

0("0F )
i

theStonerenhancem entfactor.Thisenhancem entin thecaseofnonzerocorrelationsisgiven

by

A = 1
. h

(1� K U � K b)b
0
� F

F
tot�

0("0F )
i

: (109)

In thepasttheCPA approxim ation describing theon-siterepulsion U;K U 6= 0,b0 = 1,

wasused to calculatethisenhancem ent(see[9]forthegeneralm odelofpureelem entsand

e.g.[60{62]forsusceptibility ofdisordered binary alloys). Experim entaldata and theoret-

icalresultsfrom the localdensity functionalm ethod were collected m ore recently forpure

25



transition elem entsby [56].In thischapterthefactorA (Eq.(109))isadditionally increased

by the inter-site interactions;K b 6= 0,b0 < 1. This e�ect should be also included in the

investigation ofexperim entaldata on thesusceptibility enhancem ent.

4.2 N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S FO R M A G N ET IZAT IO N A N D C U R IE T EM -

PER AT U R E

TheCurietem perature,atwhich m agnetization vanishes,iscalculated from thezero of

thesusceptibility denom inator,Eq.(93),attained with tem perature

1� K U � K b� F
F
totIT = 0 : (110)

Quantity F F
tot calculated from thisequation atnonzero tem perature islargerthan F cr

tot,

calculated from the sam e equation (110) at zero tem perature,since IT has its m axim um

IT = �0("0F )/b
0 atzero tem perature.

In the case ofw eak C oulom b correlation (U = 0) the Coulom b correlation factor,

K U = 0,hencetheCurietem peraturedependsonly on K b and IT.

In the case ofstrong C oulom b correlation (U >> D ) according to Eq. (110)we

have to include the correlation factorK U given by Eq. (91). In thiscase the band issplit

into two sub-bands.Using theDOS given by Eqs(103)and (104)wecalculatenum erically

thecorrelation factorK U from Eq.(107)wheretheself-energy waselim inated

K U = 2

+ 1Z

� 1

@��(")

@m
f(")d" : (111)

Alternatively,we can calculate directly the m agnetization as;m (T)= n� � n� �,with

n� � from Eq.(36)fora given electron occupation;n = n� + n� �,and then obtain theCurie

tem peratureby searching fortheCuriepointwherem (TC )! 0.

The procedure for calculations is the following. W e use Eq. (37) for the electron oc-

cupation num ber,which corresponds to a given 3d ferrom agnetic elem ent in the Table I.

W eadjustthevalueoftotalStoner�eld,F F
tot ,to createtheexperim entalzero tem perature

m agnetization m (T ! 0 K)= n� (0 K)� n� � (0 K).Having obtained F
F
tot wecalculatethe

on-siteStoner�eld,F,from Eq.(26)atthegiven assum ed inter-siteinteractionsJ,S and

D = 3d halfband-width according to [63].

Next,we calculate the Curie tem perature with the sam e constants,F,J and S using

Eq.(38)forthem agnetization and searching forthepointwherem (TC )! 0.

Theresultsin acase ofthe w eak correlation arecollected in theTableI.
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TABLES

TABLE I. CurieTem peraturesand ValuesofO n-siteStonerField forFerrom agneticElem ents,

M odi�ed StonerM odelwith U = 0

Elem ent n m D [eV]
Tc[K ]

F (m )[eV]
No.5

t[eV ] No.1

S = 0:6

J = 0:5t

No.2

S = 0:6

J = 0

No.3

S = 1

J = 0:5t

No.4

S = 1

J � 0

Texp
c [K ]

Fe 1.4 0.44 2.8

0.35

2050

1.18

3295

3.76

3980

2.28

4290

4.85

1043

Co 1.65 0.344 2.65

0.22

1690

1.86

3300

4.46

3880

3.0

4710

5.6

1388

Ni 1.87 0.122 2.35

0.20

620

2.33

870

4.72

1720

4.0

1960

6.4

627
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Itisvery interestingtocom parethedi�erentresultsforTc which areshown in thisTable.

Colum n no. 4,which isthe Stonerm odelforsem i-elliptic DOS,showsthatalltheoretical

resultsofthepureStonerm odelarem uch higherthan theexperim entalCurietem peratures

(colum n no.5).Thism eansthattheStonerm odel,which assum esthattheon-siteatom ic

�eld createsferrom agnetism ,overestim ates,to a large extent,the Curie tem perature. The

necessary on-site Stoner �eld is also unrealistically high. Perhaps ferrom agnetism is the

resultofinter-siteforceschangingthebandwidth,sincecolum n no.1isclosesttotheexper-

im entalresults.Thelargerthecom ponentoftheon-site�eld (i.e.S ! 1,J ! 0),them ore

theTc resultsexceed theexperim entalvalues.However,onehasto becarefulnotto overes-

tim atetheseinter-siteinteractionssincethey supposeto beweak.They lowersubstantially

the Curie tem perature,butthe rem aining di�erence between theoreticaland experim ental

valuesisstillsigni�cantand ithasto be attributed to the therm alspin uctuations,since

thereisan experim entalevidence ofsuch uctuations(see[56,64])

These sim ple calculationswould con�rm theearlierattem ptsofunderstanding theitin-

erant ferrom agnetism as the e�ect ofordering localm om ents,whose alignm ent disappear

atthe Curie tem perature. However,the m om entsthem selvesexistup to the tem peratures

exceeding the Curie tem perature by two or three tim es (see M izia [65]). W e could think

aboutlocalm om entsasbeing created by the Stoneron-site �eld,buttheirordering would

bedriven by theinter-siteinteractions,which ism uch weakerthan theon-site�eld.

In the case ofstrong correlation the procedure ofcalculationsisthe sam e asin the

case ofthe weak correlation. First,we adjustthe on-site exchange interaction F(atgiven

inter-site param etersJ;S)to the m agnetic m om entatzero tem perature.W e use the DOS

given by Eqs(103)and (104).Thecorrelation factoriscalculated from Eq.(111).Finally,

we calculate the Curie tem perature from Eq. (110),or from the condition ofvanishing

m agnetization,with thesam einteractionsF;J and S.

Table IIshowsthe resultsofCurie tem peraturesobtained forthe strong on-site corre-

lation from the Stonerm odel(S = 1;J = 0),and forthe cases with nonzero kinetic and

exchangeinter-siteinteractions.Itcan beseen thattheinuenceofstrongon-sitecorrelation

(U = 1 )doesnotlowerthetheoreticalCurietem peraturewhen com pared tothecaseofno

on-site correlation (U = 0)(see Table I),although the necessary on-site exchange �eld,F,

in thecase ofstrong on-sitecorrelation (U = 1 )islowerthan withoutit,U = 0 (com pare

Figs5 i6).
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TABLE II. Curie Tem peraturesand ValuesofO n-site StonerField forFerrom agnetic 3d Ele-

m ents,M odi�ed StonerM odelwith U = 1

Elem ent n m
Tc[K ]

F (m )[eV]
Texp
c [K ]

S = 0:6

J = 0:5t

S = 0:6

J = 0

S = 1

J = 0:5t

S = 1

J = 0

Fe 1.4 0.44 2420

0.41

4000

2.45

3810

1.03

4960

3.06

1043

Co 1.65 0.344 1850

1.35

3270

3.65

3990

1.82

5180

4.12

1388

Ni 1.87 0.122 630

1.94

910

4.2

1770

2.9

2020

5.16

627
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Now we want to focus on the tem perature dependence ofthe m agnetization m which

isplotted in Fig. 8. The dependence m (T)was calculated forthe strong correlation and

withoutthecorrelation forelectron occupation representing iron.In both casesweassum ed;

J = 0,S = 1 and J = 0:5t,S = 0:6.

One can see from this �gure that the strong on-site correlation U is not helping fer-

rom agnetism atall,asthe curves with U >> D lay above the corresponding curves with

U = 0.

2000 4000 6000

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

0
0

T [K]

m

FIG .8. M agnetization dependence on tem perature,m (T),withoutand with strong Coulom b

correlation,n = 1:4,D = 2:8 eV fordi�erentvaluesofparam etersJ and S;U = 0,J = 0,S = 1-

solid line,U = 1 ,J = 0,S = 1-dashed line,U = 0,J = 0:5t,S = 0:6-dotted line,U = 1 ,

J = 0:5t,S = 0:6-dot-dashed line.

5 A N T IFER R O M A G N ET ISM

5.1 O N SET O F A N T IFER R O M A G N ET ISM

W e can �nd thecriticalvalue ofthe total�eld creating AF from Eq.(89)using forK x

theexpression (88)

K x =
1R

� 1

@��� (")

@x�
f(")d"=

1R

� 1

@��� (")

@�
f(")d"

= 1

N

P

k

1R

� 1

f(")
�

� 1

�

�

Im
h
@G ��

� (";k)

@�

i

�! 0
d"

: (112)

Di�erentiating Eq.(64)wecan show that

@G ��
� (";k)

@�

�
�
�
�
�
�! 0

=

�
1

"+ "k
�

1

"� "k

�

�
1

2"k
: (113)
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Using thisexpression in Eq.(112)weobtain thefollowing form ula

K x = �
1

N

X

k

"
f("k)� f(�"k)

2"k

#

=
1

N

X

k

1

4"k

"

tanh
�

2
("k � �)� tanh

�

2
(�"k � �)

#

:

(114)

W e can calculate now F cr
tot(n) from the relation; F cr

tot = 1=K x. The above equation

although sim ilartothecondition forsuperconductivity isdi�erentin tworespects(see[66]).

First,the sum m ation runsfrom k m inim um in the band to m axim um k,giving a positive

K x and positive F cr
tot(n). Second,in the denom inator we have the dispersion relation "k,

which iscentered on theaverageenergy oftheband notaround thechem icalpotential,like

in thecaseofsuperconductivity (see[67]).

From the expression for the electron num bers n

� � ( = �;�) (Eq. (70)) we obtain

in the m ean-�eld approxim ation that the antiferrom agnetic m om ent per atom (in Bohr’s

m agnetons)isgiven by thefollowing expression

m = n
�
� � n

�
� � =

1

2N

X

k

�

P
+ �
k � P

� �
k

�

[f(E k)� f(�E k)] : (115)

The chem icalpotential� isdeterm ined from the carrierconcentration non the basisof

theequation,which also com esfrom Eq.(70)

n = n
�
� + n

�
� � =

1

2N

X

k

�

P
+ �
k + P

� �
k

�

[f(E k)+ f(�E k)] : (116)

Inserting Eq.(72)into Eq.(115)and using therelation (74)weobtain

1= �F
A F
tot

1

N

X

k

1

2E k

[f(E k)� f(�E k)] : (117)

Atthetransition from AF to norm alstate;�! 0,and thecondition (117)takeson the

form

1= �F
cr
tot

1

N

X

k

f("k)� f(�"k)

2"k
= F

cr
tot

1

N

X

k

1

4"k

"

tanh
�

2
("k � �)+ tanh

�

2
(�"k � �)

#

(118)

where "k = "0kb
A F ,which isthe sam e asthe result(114)com ing from the static m agnetic

susceptibility.

Forthenum ericalanalysiswewillusethe�! 0 lim itofEq.(116)and ofEq.(118)in

theirintegralform ,

n = 2

D effZ

� D eff

� (")f(")d" ; (119)
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1= �F cr
tot

D effR

� D eff

� (")
f(")� f(� ")

2"
d"

= F cr
tot

D effR

� D eff

� (") 1

4"

h

tanh
�

2
("� �)� tanh

�

2
(�"� �)

i

d"

,with
"= "0bA F

D eff = D bA F
; (120)

and the sem i-elliptic DOS given by Eq. (101)in the case ofthe weak Coulom b correlation

U. For the strong Coulom b correlation U we willuse split densities given by Eqs (103)

and (104). The results willshow how the criticalon-site exchange �eld depends on the

electron concentration. Figs9 and 10 show the dependence ofthisinteraction,F cr,on the

electron concentration fordi�erentvaluesoftheinter-siteand kineticinteractions,described

by theparam eters;J,S,in thecaseofweak and strong Coulom b correlation U.Analyzing

these curves one can see thatthe inter-site exchange interaction J increases values ofon-

site exchange interaction,F cr,required forAF.The decrease in F cr can be achieved when

J < 0.Thise�ectisoppositeto thecaseofferrom agnetism ,wherestabilization ofordering

was obtained for J > 0. Those two di�erent e�ects ofinter-site exchange interaction on

m agnetism can beroughly understood when onecom parestheexpressionsfortotal�eld in

thecaseofferrom agnetism ;F F
tot = F + z[J+ tex

n2� m 2

2
+ 2�t(1� n)],and antiferrom agnetism

F A F
tot = F � z(J + 2texIA F ). W e use the word ‘roughly’since in calculating the critical

�elds there is included also the factor ofthe band-width change,which does not appear

in the e�ective �elds. The resultofthissim pli�ed approach with respectto the inter-site

exchange energy,J,isin agreem entwith theHeisenberg term fortheinteraction energy of

localized spins;�J
P

i;j

Si� Sj,which pointstowardsferrom agnetism when J > 0,and towards

antiferrom agnetism when J < 0.Analyzing theinuence ofinter-siteinteraction J on long

range ordering one hasto rem em berthatthe negative value ofthisinteraction stim ulates

thed-wavesuperconductivity (seee.g.[68]).Asa resultitwillcausetheco-existenceofSC

and AF ordering.Thisiswhy thet-J m odelwassuccessfulin describing co-existenceofthe

singletSC and antiferrom agnetism . Although one hasto rem em berthatthism odelhasa

contradiction in itsvery origin.Thiscontradiction liesin considering electronsasitinerant

(thekinetict-term )and localized (thepotentialJ-term )atthesam etim e.Including in our

m odelthe kinetic interactions;�t and tex,has decreased the m inim um on-site exchange

interaction necessary forAF.The hopping interaction �tdecreases F cr by decreasing the

band-width (see [69]). Positive exchange-hopping interaction tex also decreases the band-

width butatthesam etim eitdecreasesthee�ective�eld (seeaboveorEq.(62)).In e�ect

theinuenceofthisinteraction on AF isvery sm all.
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FIG .9. The dependenceofthe criticalon-site exchange,F cr,on the electron occupation,The

case ofthe weak correlation U .The curvesfordi�erentvaluesofS and J are;S = 1 and J = 0{

dot-dashed line,S = 0:6 and J = 0:5t{ solid line,S = 1 and J = 0:5t{ dashed line,S = 0:6 and

J = 0 { dotted line.
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FIG .10. he dependenceofthe criticalon-site exchange,F cr,on the electron occupation.The

caseofthestrong correlation U .Thecurvesfordi�erentvaluesofS and J are;S = 1 and J = 0{

dot-dashed line,S = 0:6 and J = 0:5t{ solid line,S = 1 and J = 0:5t{ dashed line,S = 0:6 and

J = 0 { dotted line. The double dotted-dashed line isfor�t= t(t1 = 0 orS = 0),and tex � 0

(see Eq.(125)below).

Includingintocalculationstheinter-siteinteractions;J;J0;V ,doesnotshiftthem inim um

ofthe critical�eld F cr(n),which forthe weak correlation islocated atn = 1,and forthe
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strong correlation atn = 2=3.Theinter-siteinteractionsdo notchangethecharacterofthe

criticalcurves,they only lowerthem by afactorofbA F from Eq.(39)or(40).Rem em bering

that"= "0bA F thiscan beproved analytically

K x (n)= �

D effR

� D eff

� (")
f(")� f(� ")

2"
d"

= � 1

bA F

DR

� D

�0("0)
f("0bA F )� f(� "0bA F )

2"0
d"0 = 1

bA F K
0
x (n)

: (121)

SinceF cr
tot = 1=K x,and F

cr
0 = 1=K 0

x weobtain that

F
cr
tot = F

cr
� z(J + 2texIA F )= b

A F
F
cr
0 ; (122)

whereF crand F cr
0 arethecriticalon-siteexchange�eldsforAF with and withouttheinter-

siteinteractions,respectively.

Including thekineticinteractions,S < 1,leavesthem inim a ofcriticalcurveswherethey

areasitonly changesthefactorbA F in Eq.(122).In thischapterwe assum ed dependence

ofthehopping energy on theoccupation expressed by theequation

t
�
ij = t� �t(̂n i� � + n̂j� �)+ 2texn̂i� �n̂j� � : (123)

This relation together with the other inter-site interactions;J;J0;V ,expressed in the

generalized Hartree-Fock approxim ation broughttheEq.(39)forbA F with IA F given by Eq.

(20)or(21)in the case ofU >> D . The only exception from the scaling rule forcritical

on-site exchange interaction in the case ofU >> D isthe situation when bA F (n = 1)= 0.

Thiswould causethecriticalcurveto drop atn = 1,whatwould m akeantiferrom agnetism

possibleatthisconcentration.In theitinerantband m odelthisisthesituation when there

islocalization athalf-�lling. Asa resultwe obtain atthisconcentration possible AF,and

since the band willexpand very rapidly with the occupation n departing from one there

willbe also a strong driving force towards SC (see [70]). In such circum stances we will

have the co-existence orrathercom petition atn = 1 between AF and SC.Unfortunately,

sinceIA F (n = 1) = 0,the relation (39) givesbA F (n = 1) 6= 0. In our previous paper (see

[69])wehavethezero bandwidth atn = 1,butwehaveneglected thetex term in Eq.(3)or

(123)above.Thisisequivalentto theuseofHirsch’ssim pli�ed linearapproach (see[47,71])

t
�
ij = t� �t(̂n i� � + n̂j� �) ; (124)

instead ofEq.(123). From thisrelation itfollowsthat

b
A F = 1�

�t

t
n �

2J + J0� V

t
IA F : (125)

At�t= tort1 = 0 thisequation givesbA F (n = 1)= 0,and we have the possibility of

AF ordering,see the double dotted-dashed line in Fig. 10. AF can occur at n = 1 only

when t1 � 0 whatm eansthatthere isno hopping in the presence ofotherelectronswith

opposite spin,and additionally when tex � 0,which leads to the strange condition that

t2 = �t.Alternatively wecan obtain theEq.(124)(which leadsto theAF atn = 1)from
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the basic Eq. (2) in a �rst approxim ation by neglecting allthe operator products ofthe

type;n̂i� �n̂j� � in Eq.(2).

5.2 N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S FO R M A G N ET IZAT IO N A N D N EEL’S T EM -

PER AT U R E

The analysis ofEqs (116)and (117)in theirintegralform willgive the m agnetization

dependenceon thetem peraturefordi�erentvaluesoftheon-siteand inter-siteinteractions.

n =

DZ

� D

� (")[f(E )+ f(�E )]d" ; (126)

1= �FA F

DZ

� D

� (")
[f(E )� f(�E )]

2E
d" ; (127)

where

E =
p
"2 + � 2 ; �= F

A F
tot

m

2
; F

A F
tot = F � z(J + 2texIA F ): (128)

From the above equations we �nd num erically the sub-lattice m agnetization,and the

Neel’stem perature,which isthetem perature where thism agnetization dropsto zero.Fig.

11presentsthedependenceofNeel’stem perature,TN ,on electron concentration fordi�erent

valuesoftheinter-siteandkineticinteractionsforthew eak C oulom b correlation.Allthe

curvesareforthesam eon-siteexchange �eld.Thecurveswith nonzero inter-siteexchange

interaction J havealowerNeel’stem perature,becausethisinteraction decreasesthee�ective

exchange interaction;F A F
tot ,F

A F
tot = F � z(J + 2texIA F ). This e�ect is stronger than the

decrease ofthe bandwidth due to J (see Eq. (39)), which increases TN . The assisted

hoppinginteraction �t= t(1� S),and kinetic-exchangeinteraction tex =
t

2
(1� S)2 increase

theNeeltem peratureby decreasing thebandwidth (Eq.(39)).
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FIG .11. DependenceoftheNeel’stem perature(TN )on electron concentration forD = 0:5 eV,

F = 0:34 eV and fordi�erentvaluesofS and Jin thecaseoftheweak Coulom b correlation;S = 1

and J = 0 { dot-dashed line,S = 0:7 and J = 0:2t{ solid line,S = 1 and J = 0:2t{ dashed line,

S = 0:7 and J = 0 { dotted line.

Figure12 showsthem agnetization versustem peratureforelectron occupation n = 0:95

and forvarious values ofthe inter-site and kinetic interactions. Again,allthe curves are

calculated forthe sam e internalexchange �eld F = 0:34 eV. Sim ilarly to the calculations

ofNeeltem perature(in Fig.11)atconstantvalueoftheon-siteexchange�eld,thehighest

m agnetization isobtained forparam eterS < 1,which m eansthatm agnetization isenhanced

when electron hopping isinhibited in thepresence ofotherelectrons.
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FIG .12. M agnetization versustem peratureforband �llingn = 0:96,D = 0:5 eV,F = 0:34 eV

and fordi�erentvaluesofS and J;S = 1 and J = 0 { dot-dashed line,S = 0:7 and J = 0:2t{

solid line,S = 1 and J = 0:2t{ dashed line,S = 0:7 and J = 0 { dotted line. Thisisthe case of

the weak Coulom b correlation.

TABLE III. N eel’s Tem peratures and Values ofO n-site Stoner Field for A ntiferro-

m agnetic Elem ents,U = 0

Elem ent n m D [eV]
TN [K ]

F A F (m )[eV]
No.5
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No.1

S = 0:6

J = 0:5t

No.2

S = 0:6

J = 0

No.3

S = 1

J = 0:5t

No.4

S = 1

J � 0

T
exp

N
[K ]

Cr 1.08 0.08 3.5 520

2.37

1430

1.47

1530

3.17

2440

2.27

311 [72]

M n 1.24 0.48 2.8 2110

2.41

5840

2.65

7090

4.47

10820

4.71

540 [56]
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TableIIIshowstheNeel’stem peraturecalculated forthe3d antiferrom agneticelem ents

(Crand M n)in thecaseoftheweakcorrelation.Firsttheon-siteexchangeinteraction,F,at

agiven assum ed inter-siteinteractionsJ and S;wasfound from Eq.(43)after�ttingF A F
tot to

theexperim entalm agneticm om entatT = 0.Next,usingthesam eF theNeel’stem perature

wascalculated.Theresultsshow thattheinter-site,J,and kinetic,S,interactionsdecreased

theNeel’stem perature(colum n no.1).Thedi�erencebetween experim entaland theoretical

Neel’stem perature iseven largerthan in the case offerrom agnetism (conferTable I).The

largedi�erencehastobeattributed,asin thecaseofF,tothespin wavesorspin uctuations

(see[56,64,72]).

6. C O N C LU SIO N

W ewillsum m arizenow theresultsforferrom agnetism and antiferrom agnetism obtained

in this article. Our analysis ofthe Hubbard m odelwas focused on the inuence ofthe

on-site and inter-site Coulom b correlation and the kinetic interactionson m agnetism . W e

analyzed m agnetic susceptibility,the valuesofcriticalexchange interaction,the transition

tem peratureand them agnetization.

In analyzing theferrom agneticordering wehavefound threedriving forcescontributing

to thisordering.

(i) spin dependent band shift (Stoner shift) com ing from the on-site F and inter-site

exchangeinteractionsJ,V and thekineticinteractions�t,tex (represented bytheparam eter

S),

(ii)spindependentchangeofthebandwidthandbandcapacitydependingontheelectron

concentrations due to the on-site Coulom b repulsion described by the on-site correlation

factorK U .Increased capacity ofthem ajority spin sub-band drivesthem agnetism .

(iii)spin dependentchangeoftheband width and band shapedepending on theelectron

concentrationsduetotheinter-siteinteractionsdescribed by theinter-sitecorrelation factor

K b .Narrowing ofthem ajority spin sub-band drivesthem agnetism .

The �rst e�ect is the classic e�ect known since the approach ofW eiss [73]and Slater

[74]to m agnetism . Thisislowering ofthe potentialexchange energy during the transition

from theparam agneticto ferrom agneticstate.During thistransition thereisan increasein

thekineticenergy.Thebalanceofthesum ofthesetwo energiesdecideswhethertheactual

transition takesplace.Thisbalanceleadsto theexistenceofthecriticalvaluesfordi�erent

interactions,abovewhich thetransition takesplace.In itsoriginalform itgivesustheStoner

condition forferrom agnetism ;F F
cr� ("F )> 1. In the new developm ent,described in points

two and three above,the increase in the kinetic energy is m oderated by the on-site and

inter-sitecorrelation e�ects.These correlationswillalso change(decrease)di�erentcritical

interactions com ing from the totalenergy balance. The inter-site and on-site correlations

arecom ingintothecriticalcondition throughoutthecorrelation factors,which appearin the

denom inatorofthe susceptibility (Eq. (84))and asthe coe�cientofsecond orderterm in

thefreeenergyexpansion overm agnetization (Eq.(85)),which isproportionaltotheinverse

ofsusceptibility.Theinter-siteand on-sitecorrelationsreducesigni�cantly thedenom inator

ofthestaticm agneticsusceptibility (Eq.(84)).Forthisreason them agneticsusceptibility

isenhanced forthem aterialswith strong electron correlation (Eq.(109)).Thezerosofthe
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denom inatorgive the criticalvaluesofthe totalinteraction,which isgreatly reduced with

respectto theclassicStonerm odel.

Analysisoftheinter-sitecorrelation hasshown thegreatdecreaseoftheCurietem pera-

turetowardstheexperim entalvalues(seeTableIiII).First,thedirectcalculationswithin

the originalStoner m odel(see Section 4.2)have pointed outthatthe Curie tem perature,

after�tting the Stonershiftto the experim entalm agnetic m om entatzero tem perature,is

m uch too high (seeTableI).Next,using them odi�ed H-F approxim ation fortheinter-site

interactions,which isequivalent to introducing the inter-site correlation in the �rstorder

approxim ation,we arrived atm uch lower Curie tem peratures. Considering the sim plicity

ofthe m odel,and the additionalpresence ofspin waveswhich are outofthe scope ofthis

chapter,the resultswere close enough to the experim entaldata (see Table I).Apparently

the inter-site interactions are ‘softer’and decrease faster with the tem perature than the

on-siteStoner�eld used in theoriginalStonerm odel(seealso [75]).Adding up theon-site

strong correlation U to theStonerm odeldo notim provethevaluesofthetheoreticalCurie

tem perature (see TableII).Thisfactcan beunderstood betterafterexam ining Fig.6 and

Fig.7,where the critical�eld (initializing m agnetization)hasdropped down athalf-�lling

butnotattheend oftheband,wherethe3d elem entsarelocated.

Asalready established in the pastthe electron on-site correlation can help in creating

antiferrom agnetism (AF) at half-�lled band,where the antiferrom agnetic 3d elem ents

(Cr,M n)arelocated,by dropping thecritical�eld forAF to zero (seeFig.9)in thecaseof

theweak on-sitecorrelation.Thestrong U,which givesthecorrectresultsforthecohesion

energy in the m iddle ofthe 3d row (see [63,76,77]),shiftsthe zerosofthe critical�eld for

AF to the m axim a ofthe two splitsub-bands,which are located atn = 2=3,and n = 4=3

(see Fig. 10). Unfortunately,thisdoesnotagree with the experim entalevidence forAF,

which ispresentaround n � 1. The introduction ofinter-site interactionsin the m odi�ed

H-F approxim ation doesnotshiftthesem inim a.Itonly lowersthecriticalcurves(see Fig.

10). The inter-site interactions (J;J0;V ) do not reduce the bandwidth at n = 1 (which

would lower the criticalcurves at this concentration),in the case ofthe strong Coulom b

correlation,sinceIA F (n = 1)= 0 (seeEqs(20)and (21)).

There isone exception to thisrule. W e can obtain AF athalf-�lling atlarge U ifthe

bandwidth atn = 1 goesto zero.Thiscan beachieved in thelinearapproxim ation,which

wasdescribed in x5.1. The bandwidth wasreduced to zero by assum ing thatthe hopping

integralin thepresenceofanotherelectron isforbidden atconcentration n = 1;t1 = 0,and

additionally thattex � 0 (seeEq.(125)).

Inconclusion theantiferrom agnetism athalf-�llinginthehighcorrelationcasecanappear

when thebandwidth goesto zero atthisconcentration.Itcan go to zero eitheras:1� n�t

t0
,

due to the presence ofthe assisted hopping interaction or due to som e other interaction,

whosestrength isproportionalto n.

This situation can describe the high tem perature superconducting cuprate YBaCuO,

where at the half-�lling and the strong Coulom b correlation there is,initially,the anti-

ferrom agnetic order. The superconductivity willappearupon doping only away from the

half-�lling attheelectron concentration n � 0:95� 0:8 (seee.g.[78]).

The tem peraturedependence ofAF wasanalyzed num erically in Section 5.2.Again,as

in thecaseofferrom agnetism thedirectcalculationswithin theoriginalStonerm odelhave

pointed outthatthe Neel’stem perature,after�tting the Stonershiftto the experim ental
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m agnetic m om ent at zero tem perature,is m uch too high (see Table III).Next,using the

m odi�ed H-F approxim ation forthe inter-site interaction,we arrived atm uch lowerCurie

tem peratures. They are notasclose to the experim entaldata asin the case offerrom ag-

netism . The reason for this could be the existence ofnon linear m odes ofexcitations in

Chrom ium and M agnesium (see e.g.[72]). Nevertheless,as already m entioned above,the

m odelisvery sim ple,thedetailsoftherealisticDOS aswellasthem agnetization decrease

through the spin wavesexcitation orm om entuctuationscould be included,which would

bring thetheoreticalresultsto com pleteagreem entwith theexperim entaldata.
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