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W e show that considerable orbitalm agnetic m om ents and m agneto-crystalline anisotropy ener-

gies are obtained for a Fe m onatom ic wire described in a tight-binding m ethod with intra-atom ic

electronic interactionstreated in a fullHartreeFock (HF)decoupling schem e.Even-though theuse

oftheorbitalpolarization ansatzwith sim pli�ed Ham iltoniansleadsto fairly good resultswhen the

spin m agnetization issaturated thisisnotthe case ofunsaturated system s. W e conclude thatthe

fullHF schem e isnecessary to investigate low dim ensionalsystem s.

PACS num bers:

In the bulk of ferrom agnetic transition m etals it is

well known that the orbital m agnetic m om ent L is

quenched and that the m agneto-crystalline anisotropy

energy (M AE)isvery sm allasa resultofstrong electron

delocalization and crystal �eld e�ects com pared with

those of intra-atom ic Coulom b interactions. In nano-

objectsthe dim ensionality orcoordination isreduced so

that the in
uence ofthese interactions,responsible for

Hund’s rules in the free atom ,becom es m ore and m ore

im portant and both the spin and orbitalm agnetic m o-

m entsincreasedram atically.Thisisseen in experim ents

on chains ofCo atom s at step edges ofPt(997)[1]and

Co single atom s or nanoparticles deposited on Pt(111)

in which orbitalm om ents as large as 1.1�B per atom

have been m easured[2], associated with a considerable

enhancem entofthe M AE.

O n thetheoreticalside,in theLocalSpin Density Ap-

proxim ation (LSDA)orin sim pli�ed tight-binding (TB)

Hartree-Fock(HF)schem estheintra-atom icCoulom bin-

teractionsare treated in an average m annerso thatthe

distribution ofelectronsbetween theorbitalstatesofop-

positem agneticquantum num bersm ispoorlydescribed,

especially in low dim ensionalsystem s.Asa resultthese

approxim ations yield underestim ated values ofL,even

though these valuesincrease when the dim ensionality is

lowered. Eriksson et al.[3]have proposed to correctfor

this e�ect by adding a term proportionalto � bL
2=2 in

theHam iltonian,treated in m ean-�eld,which willbere-

ferred to as O rbitalPolarization Ansatz (O PA) in the

following. The e�ect of this term is obviously to in-

crease < bL > . A m ore rigorousway ofobtaining both

the spin and orbitalm om ents is to solve the HF equa-

tionsby taking into accountallintra-atom icterm sin the

decoupling with allm atrix elem entsofthe Coulom b in-

teraction U
1
2
3
4 = h
1(r);
2(r
0)j e

2

jr� r
0j
j
3(r);
4(r

0)i,

where 
i are atom ic orbitals,expressed in term s ofthe

three Racah param eters A;B and C ,for d electrons[4]

and a system ofhom onuclearatom s. Starting from this

Ham iltonian Solovyev etal.[5]haveshown,in an elegant

work,thatthe O PA cannotbederived analytically from

the HF Ham iltonian except in som e very specialcases

and that,even in the latter,the proportionality factor

is not B as usually assum ed but 3B =2. Very recently

Nicolasetal.[6]havediscussed thee�ectoforbitalpolar-

ization,using eithera Stoner-like TB Ham iltonian with

the O PA or an HF Ham iltonian in which the one and

two orbitalm atrix elem ents ofthe Coulom b interaction

aretreated exactly in thesphericalharm onics(SH)basis

but three and four orbitalterm s are neglected. These

latter term s depend both on B and C in the SH basis

which resultsin a sym m etry breaking thatthey claim to

overcom e by averaging over di�erent orbitalbasis. O n

theopposite,a recentwork by Xiangang W an etal.[7]is

based on a com plete HF decoupling. Howevertheir ef-

fective intra-atom ic potential(see Eq.4 oftheirwork)is

thesam easin LSDA+ U whiletheTB partoftheirtotal

Ham iltonian isnotspin polarized.Asa resultwhen the

approxim ationsleading to the Stonerm odelare carried

outin theirEq.4,itdoesnotlead to the correctStoner

param eter.

It is thus of fundam ental im portance to investigate

the ability ofthe fullHF schem e to predictlarge L and

M AE in nano-objects,and to check whether the O PA

can account for these e�ects. In this paper we com -

pare, on the sim ple m odel of a m onatom ic wire, the

results given by the full HF decoupling and two cur-

rently used sim pli�ed Ham iltonians corrected ornotby

theO PA term .W eusea TB m odelin a m inim alorthog-

onalbasissetofd valence orbitalsji;
;�i= ji;
i
 j�i,

ofspin � and orbital
 centered at site i. In the fol-

lowing 
 willeither denote cubic harm onics(CH) (
 =

� = dxy;dyz;dzx;dx2�y 2;d3z2�r 2)orsphericalharm onics

(
 = m = � 2;� 1;0;1;2).O urHam iltonian H can beex-

pressed asthesum ofa standard one-body TB Ham ilto-

nian H 0 (determ ined by thebared level"0,and hopping

integrals) and an electron-electron interaction Ham ilto-

nian H int in which only on-siteelectron-electron interac-

tionsare considered.The standard Hartree Fock decou-

pling leadsto the one-electron Ham iltonian (denoted as

HF1)which,in thesecond quantization form alism can be

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0607047v2
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written

H
H F1

int
=

X

i
1
2
3
4

��
0

�
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�

(1)

The expressions ofthe m atrix elem ents U
1
2
3
4 obvi-

ously depend on the atom ic basis,butthe resolution of

the fullHartree-Fock Ham iltonian (nam ely withoutany

approxim ation)m ust lead to the sam e results whatever

the basis.However,the useofCH isquite attractivefor

discussing theO PA sincein thisbasisthethreeand four

orbitalm atrix elem ents ofthe electron-electron interac-

tion areproportionalto the Racah param eterB only[4].

M oreover in CH the di�erent values ofthe two orbital

m atrix elem ents U���� and U���� (� 6= �) only dif-

fer by term s proportionalto B . The average values:

(1=4)
P

�;�6= �
U���� and (1=4)

P

�;�6= �
U���� are inde-

pendent of � and are given by U = A � B + C and

J = 5B =2+ C [8]while the one orbitalterm sU���� are

allequalto U + 2J. Thisleadsusto de�ne (U;J;B )as

a new set ofparam eters. The two orbitalterm s U����

(resp. U����)can then be expressed in term sofU and

B (resp.J and B )whilethethreeand fourorbitalterm s

areproportionalto B only.Asalready stated,thisisno

longertrue in the SH basis.

W hen B is neglected in the above Ham iltonian HF1,

werecoverthem odel(hereafterreferred to asHF2)that

hasbeen used in ourpreviousstudies[9](U���� = U and

U���� = J for any pair of di�erent orbitals � and �

and no three and four orbitalterm s) in which spin-
ip

term s were om itted since the spin-orbit coupling inter-

action was not taken into account. Starting from this

Ham iltonian,keepingonlythediagonalterm sand replac-

ing each orbitalpopulation ofa given spin by itsaverage

value,leads to a Stoner-like Ham iltonian (called HF3)

that we have also investigated since it has widely been

used in the literature[10]:

H
H F3

int
=
X

i�;�

(Ue�N i� �IM i=2)c
y

i��
ci��: (2)

In thisham iltonian I = (U + 6J)=5 istheStonerparam -

eterwhile N i and M i are,respectively,the totalcharge

and m om enton sitei.Ue� isequalto(9U � 2J)=10ifone

derivesHF3 from HF2 asexplained above.Sinceherewe

are interested in system s with geom etrically equivalent

atom s(i.e.,N i = N ;M i = M )we can choosethe energy

zeroin allham iltoniansas"0+ Ue�N sothatthe�rstterm

in Eq.(3)disappearsfrom the totalham iltonian HF3.

Thespin m agnetism isgoverned by theStonerparam -

eter I that willbe kept constantin allour calculations

and determ ined so that it reproduces the experim ental

valuein the bulk bcc phase.

From the above discussion itisclearthatHF2 di�ers

from HF1by term sproportionaltoB ,thisisalsotruefor

HF3 as far as this ham iltonian is justi�ed. Eriksson et

al.[3]haveproposedtointroducean O PA term toaccount

for this di�erence. This term is written in m ean�eld

�E O P = � 1

2
B
P

i
hL ii

2 which reducesto � 1

2
B
P

i
hLizi

2

when thespin and orbitalm om entshavethesam equanti-

zation axisz(which isstrictly veri�ed alonghigh sym m e-

try directions).Thecorresponding Ham iltonian isthen:

H O P = � B hLzi
X

i

0

[Lz]

0c
y

i
�ci
0� (3)

where [Lz]

0 are the m atrix elem ents ofthe localor-

bitalm om entoperatorLiz. [Lz]

0 is spin independent

and diagonalin the SH basis when the orbitalm om en-

tum quantization axis ofthe SH orbitals is rotated so

thatitcoincideswith thespin quantization axis.Thisis

no longertrueifthe SH orbitalm om entum axisisalong

a crystallographic axis which is notparallelto the spin

quantization axis,orwhen [Lz]

0 isexpressed in theCH

basis. Finally the last term of our Ham iltonian takes

into accountthe intra-atom ic spin-orbitinteractionsde-

term ined by the spin-orbitcoupling param eter�.

A m onatom ic wire of a transition m etalis a handy

system to com paretheresultsgiven by thevariousm od-

els described above. The param eters ofthe m odelare

chosen to m im ic Fe which isassum ed to haveN = 7 va-

lence d electronsper atom in the bulk aswellasin the

wire. The hopping integralsdd�,dd� and dd� are cho-

sen proportionalto (-6,4,-1)and decreasewith theinter-

atom ic distance according to a R �5 law.The num erical

value ofdd� is �tted to the bulk d band width ofFe

(W d = 6eV)which leadsto dd� = � 0:749eV atthe bulk

nearestneighbordistance (d= 4.7a.u.).Firstand second

nearestneighborhopping integralshave been taken into

account.TheStonerparam eterisI = 0:67eV.Thespin-

orbitcoupling param eteristaken from a previouswork

(� = 0:06eV)[11]. It is wellknown that the param e-

ter U is strongly screened in m etals. In particularin a

recent paper Solovyev[12]has shown that this param e-

terisalm ostindependentofthe bare interaction. From

Fig.1 ofthisreference itcan be deduced thatU ’ J in

Fe[13]. In thatcase I = 7J=5 so thatU = J = 0:48eV,

a num ericalvalue in good agreem entwith thatgiven by

Solovyev.Finally,asin previousworks[12],wehavetaken

B = 0:14J[8].

W hen applied to bulk Fe,thecom pleteHF decoupling

yields h2Szi= 2:12�B and hLzi= 0:08�B when B = 0

(HF2 m odel),and h2Szi = 2:11�B and hLzi = 0:12�B

when B is taken into account (HF1 m odel). Then,we

have com pared the resultsderived from the �ve m odels

(HF1,HF2 and HF3 with and withoutH O P )forthespin

and orbitalm om entswith m agnetizationsalong thewire

(� = 0)and perpendicularto it(� = �=2)and thecorre-

sponding m agnetocrystalline anisotropy energy (M AE)
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HF1 HF2 HF2 HF3 HF3

O PA O PA

d = 4:7a.u.

h2Sz(0)i 3 3 3 3 3

h2Sz(�=2)i 3 3 3 3 3

hLz(0)i 1.45 0.37 1.31 0.37 1.31

hLz(�=2)i 0.49 0.25 0.61 0.25 0.60

M AE 23.4 0.7 22.3 0.6 22.3

d = 4:25a.u.

h2Sz(0)i 1.51 1.24 1.23 0.94 0.78

h2Sz(�=2)i 1.51 1.23 1.24 0.93 0.94

hLz(0)i 0.33 0.19 0.39 0.24 1.07

hLz(�=2)i 0.21 0.10 0.18 0.08 0.15

M AE -0.7 -0.3 1.5 0.0 6.2

TABLE I:The spin (h2Szi)and orbital(hLzi)m agnetic m o-

m ents (in �B per atom ) for a m onatom ic Fe wire and two

m agnetization orientations (parallel(� = 0) and perpendic-

ular (� = �=2) to the wire) and the corresponding m agne-

tocrystalline anisotropy M AE (E tot(�=2)� E tot(0)) in m eV

peratom fortwo interatom ic distances.

�E = E tot(� = �=2)� Etot(� = 0) where Etot is the

totalenergy per atom ofthe system . Two interatom ic

distanceshavebeen considered:thebulk interatom icdis-

tanceatwhich thespin m agnetization issaturated and a

shorterdistance(4.25a.u.) correspondingto unsaturated

spin m om ents.The resultsaregiven in Table 1.

Let us �rst discuss the wire at the bulk interatom ic

distance. All m odels agree to predict saturated spin

m agnetization, i.e., the spin m agnetic m om ent is 3�B

to lessthan a few 10�3 �B . Asa consequence the e�ec-

tiveatom icorbitallevelswith down spin areidenticalin

HF2 and HF3 m odels since U = J. This is no longer

true for the up spin orbitals for which the atom ic lev-

els are orbitaldependent with HF2 and not with HF3.

However the average atom ic levelis the sam e in both

m odels.Thereforetheorbitalm om ent,which arisesonly

from the spin down band,the spin up band being �lled,

isalm ostidenticalin both m odelssim ilarly to the total

energy (see Table 1). As expected the orbitalm om ents

for both m agnetization orientations and the associated

M AE,even though reinforced com pared tothebulk ones,

arelargely underestim ated by the HF2 and HF3 m odels

with B = 0 com pared to thosepredicted by thecom plete

HF decoupling (HF1).W hen the O PA term isadded to

theHF2 and HF3 ham iltonians,the resultsgiven by the

latter m odels becom e in fair agreem ent with those ob-

tained from HF1 fortheorbitalm om entwhiletheM AE

iswellreproduced.

The above trends com pletely change when the inter-

atom ic distance isshortened to 4.25a.u.. Itis�rstseen

thatthe spin m om entdependson the m odel.In thisre-

spectthe HF2 m odelism uch betterthan the HF3 one.

M oreover,taking into accounttheO PA term leadsto an

increase ofthe orbitalm om ents for both m agnetization

orientationswhich arerathercloseto theHF1 resultsfor

HF2 butnotforHF3.
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FIG .1: hLziand M AE as a function ofB =J from HF1 and

HF2 (HF3 results are undistinguishable from the HF2 ones)

fora m agnetic Fe m onatom ic wire (d = 4.7a.u.).

To sum m arize this discussion we can state that the

O PA is rather good for saturated spin m agnetization

whilefortheunsaturated caseitleadsto resultsdepend-

ingcritically on theapproxim ationsm adeconcerningthe

electron-electron interaction ham iltonian. In order to

verify that the good perform ance of the O PA for the

saturated spin m agnetization is not due to the partic-

ular value ofB ,we have studied the variation ofhLzi

at � = 0 and � = �=2 and the associated M AE as a

function oftheratio B =J.Theresults(Fig.1)show that

the O PA gives the right trends on the fulldom ain of

B =J valuesthat we have investigated. In particularan

abruptvariation ofhLziat� = 0 occursaround a critical

value ofB =J ’ 0:09 abovewhich the upper� band (the

corresponding eigenfunctionsbeing m ostly linearcom bi-

nations ofSH with jm j= 2) ofm inority spin becom es

em pty.

EveniftheO PA worksreasonablyin thesaturatedspin

m agnetization case for determ ining hLziand the M AE,

thisdoesnotm ean thatitreproducestheband structure

correctly. Let us �rst note that for � = 0,the eigen-

functionshave a largely dom inating single SH character

whileat� = �=2they arealm ostpuresingleCH orbitals.

Theband structurescorresponding to HF1 and HF2 are

drawn in Fig.2(theband structureofHF3isclosetothat

ofHF2).At�rstsightthey look quitesim ilar.Howevera

closerexam ination revealssom e di�erences. Letus�rst

com m ent on the m ajority spin bands at � = 0. W hile

the splittingsofthe jm j= 2 (�)and jm j= 1 (�)bands

are respectively given by 2� and � with the HF1 m odel,

they becom e2� � 4B hLziand � � 2B hLziwith both the

HF2 and HF3 m odels,respectively. In addition the m

characterofthebandsisreversed,i.e.,them = 2(1)band
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FIG .2: HF1 (top) and HF2 (bottom ) band structure (re-

ferred to the Ferm ilevel)fora m agnetic Fe m onatom ic wire

(d = 4.7au) with a m agnetization parallel(� = 0) and per-

pendicular (� = �=2) to the wire. Allresults are obtained

for U=J = 1 and B = 0:14J save for the dotted band struc-

ture ofthe the top right panelobtained for U=J = 1:34 and

B = 0:14J.

is above the m = -2(-1) band in the HF1 while it is the

opposite with the HF2 and HF3 m odels. Thisinversion

doesnotoccurin the m inority spin bandsand the split-

tingsofthe� and � bandsarenotexactly thesam ewith

the HF2 and HF3 aswith the HF1 m odels. At� = �=2

allm odelsagreethatforU = J therearealm ostnoband

splittingsand thattherem ovalsofdegeneracyaround the

m idpointbetween � and X are m ore pronounced in the

m inority bandsthan in the m ajority ones.

Finally itisinteresting to study the variation ofhLzi

and oftheM AE with theHF1m odelwhen theratioU=J

isvaried by keeping the Stonerparam eter�xed. Indeed

thisratioisnotperfectlyknown.Theresultsareshownin

Fig.3.AbruptvariationsofhLziare observed atU=J ’

1:34 when � = �=2 and U=J ’ 3:25 when � = 0. They

correspond respectivelytotheoccurrenceofasplittingof

the� bands(seeFig.2)and to thecom plete�lling ofthe

lowest� band ofm inority spin.Theseabruptchangesof

hLziareassociated with a changeofsign ofthevariation

ofthe M AE asa function ofU=J.

In conclusion we have studied orbitalpolarization ef-

fectsfora Fem onatom icwirewith variousHF Ham ilto-
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FIG .3:hLziand M AE asa function ofU=J from HF1 fora

m agnetic Fe m onatom ic wire (d = 4.7au).

niansin a tight-binding schem e: a fullHF Ham iltonian

(HF1)including allthe Coulom b interaction m atrix ele-

m ents,a sim pli�ed one (HF2)neglecting the Racah pa-

ram eterB,and �nally a Stoner-likeHam iltonian (HF3).

O PA has then been reintroduced in HF2 and HF3 as

proposed by Eriksson etal[3].W ith HF1 wepredictthat

very large values ofL and M AE are possible in agree-

m ent with existing experim ents. The sam e trends are

obtained by adding the O PA to sim pli�ed Ham iltonians

when the spin m om entissaturated,howevernoticeable

di�erencesappearin theband structuresincesom esplit-

ting and band charactersare wrongly reproduced. This

fair agreem ent strongly deteriorates when dealing with

an unsaturated system , especially with the Stoner-like

m odel. It is thus ofprim e im portance to use the HF1

m odelfor the study ofsystem s with m uch m ore com -

plex geom etries(surfaces,clusters,break junctions),in a

realistic s,p and d basis set,or to im plem ent it in ab-

initio codes.Indeed from ourresultsgiantanisotropy of

m agneto-resistance in low dim ensionalsystem s such as

break junctionsisexpected[14].
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