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Thecorrelated electronic structureofiron,cobaltand nickelisinvestigated within thedynam ical

m ean-�eld theory form alism ,using the newly developed full-potentialLM TO -based LDA+ D M FT

code. D etailed analysis ofthe calculated electron self-energy, density of states and the spectral

density are presented for these m etals. It has been found that all these elem ents show strong

correlation e�ectsform ajority spin electrons,such asstrongdam pingofquasiparticlesand form ation

ofa density ofstates satellite at about � 7 eV below the Ferm ilevel. The LDA+ D M FT data for

fcc nickeland cobalt (111) surfaces and bcc iron (001) surface is also presented. The electron self

energy is found to depend strongly on the num berofnearest neighbors,and itpractically reaches

the bulk value already in the second layerfrom the surface. The dependence ofcorrelation e�ects

on the dim ensionality ofthe problem isalso discussed.

PACS num bers:71.15.Q e,71.20.Be,71.15.A p,73.20.At

Introduction

The late 3d m etals iron,cobalt,and nickeland their

com pounds are vitalfor nearly all�elds oftechnology.

TheEarth coreisbelieved tobecom posedpredom inantly

ofiron.Itisironicthatin theearly 21-stcentury westill

lack a com plete understanding ofthese m etals. Proper-

tiesof\norm al" (weakly correlated)solidsaredescribed

quantitatively by density functionaltheory (DFT)1,2 in

the localdensity (LDA) orgeneralized gradient(G G A)

approxim ations.NotonlyDFT providesthegroundstate

properties,butin m any casesitalso givesa rathergood

description ofexcitation spectra in term sofK ohn-Sham

quasiparticles. The concept ofquasiparticles originates

from Landau’s Ferm iliquid theory and for weakly cor-

related solidsthequasiparticles(electronsand holes)are

wellde�ned in a wide energy range.

Fe,Co and Ni,however,are m ore correlated system s.

They have partially �lled shells of fairly localized 3d

electrons. These electrons form a narrow d-band,and

theirbehaviorshowssignsofboth atom ic-like and free-

electron-like behavior3,4. In strongly correlated system s

the quasiparticle picture breaksdown,exceptin a close

vicinity ofthe Ferm isurface. Q uasiparticlesoften have

shortlifetim esand thereforearenotwellde�ned,and in

m any cases incoherent features such as Hubbard bands

and satellitesappearin excitation spectra5,6 .LDA and

G G A typically fails for this class ofsystem s and their

theoreticaldescription rem ainsagreatfundam entalchal-

lenge. In particular,LDA and G G A give rather good

m agneticm om entsforFe,Co,and Ni,butfailtodescribe

theirelectronicstructureadequately.In particular,pho-

toem ission experim entsforthesem etals7,8,9 dem onstrate

thatLDA/G G A calculationsgivetoo widem ajority spin

3d band,overestim atethespin splittingand failtorepro-

ducethe6 eV satellitein nickel,an essentially incoherent

feature. Som e other theoreticalm ethods are needed to

properly describe the electronic structure ofFe,Co and

Ni.

O ne ofthe successfulschem es for correlated electron

system sisthe Dynam icalM ean-Field Theory (DM FT),

which replaces the lattice problem with a problem ofa

single correlated site in a self-consistentbath (im purity

problem ).Ithasbeen originally developed forthe Hub-

bard m odel5,10,11. Being W the bandwidth and U the

Coulom b interaction,the DM FT catches the m ain fea-

tures ofweakly (W � U ),interm ediate (W � U ) and

strongly (W � U )correlated regim es,and becom esex-

actin the lim itofin�nite dim ensions.The crucialpoint

ofthe DM FT isin the solution ofthe self-consistentim -

purity problem . The choice ofthe DM FT \solver" for

a given system isalwaysa com prom isebetween general-

ity,accuracyand e�ciency.Thereexistboth num erically

exactsolvers(quantum M onte-Carlo,exactdiagonaliza-

tion)which can in principlebeapplied toallsystem s,and

approxim atesolverswith lim ited areaofapplicabilitybut

high e�ciency,such astheSpin Polarized T-m atrix Fluc-

tuation exchange(SPTF)solver12 forthe caseW . U .

Although DM FT wasdesigned originally fortheHub-

bard m odel,it can be com bined with LDA to describe

realisticm aterialswith a localelectron correlation.This

approach, known as LDA+ DM FT6,13,14 is at present

the m ost universal practical technique for calculating

the electronic structure of strongly correlated solids.

LDA+ DM FT hasbeen successfullyappliedtovariousim -

portantproblem s,including,e.g.,theelectronicstructure

ofm anganese15,�-Pu16,17,the�{ transition in cerium 18

and them etal-insulatortransition in V 2O 3
19.Despiteall

success stories ofLDA+ DM FT,the m ethod is stillless

than a decade old and ata stage ofactive developm ent.

M ostavailableim plem entationsapply som e drasticsim -

pli�cationstotheLDA+ DM FT form alism .In particular,

m anyLDA+ DM FT codesarebased on atom icsphereap-

proxim ation (ASA)-based LDA codes(LM TO -ASA 13 or

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0610621v1
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FIG . 1: (Color online) Im aginary part of the self energy

Im �(� + i0) for bcc iron, m ajority spin for orthogonal-

ized LM TO (O RT)and m u�n-tin-only (M T)correlated sub-

spaces. Two di�erenttem peraturesare considered: T = 400

K and T = 1500 K .

K K R-ASA 20).Theseschem esm ightwork wellforclose-

packed crystalstructures, but they are insu�cient for

open structures and low-dim ensionalgeom etries. How-

ever, until recently, the only all-electron full-potential

LDA+ DM FT im plem entation hasbeen theonebased on

the full-potentialLM TO codeLM TART ofSavrasov16.

The goalofthispaperisto investigate the correlated

electronic structure ofbulk and surface ofiron,cobalt

and nickel using the new full-potential LDA+ DM FT

code BRIANNA. Although iron and nickel have been

previously investigated using ASA-based LDA+ DM FT

codes4,12,21, no full-potential results have been pub-

lished. The LDA+ DM FT spectraldensity ofnickelhas

never been published,while for cobalt only three-body

scattering approxim ation22 data are available, but no

LDA+ DM FT results. Further, and m ost im portantly,

LDA+ DM FT m ethodshavenotbeen previously applied

to transition m etal surfaces. Now, with the present

full-potential LDA+ DM FT schem e available, we want

to check how the correlation e�ects depend on the di-

m ensionality ofthe problem . W e addressfcc nickeland

cobalt(111)surfacesand iron (001)surfacein thispaper,

asexam ples.

This paper is organized as follows. In chapter I we

present the LDA+ DM FT form alism in its m ost gen-

eralform following a discussion ofthe basissetproblem

in Refs.23,24. Chapter II introduces our full-potential

LDA+ DM FT im plem entation BRIANNA.Resultsofour

calculations are presented in chapter III, which is fol-

lowed by the conclusion.

FIG . 2: (Color online) Im aginary part of the self energy

for bcc iron,m inority spin for two di�erent correlated sub-

space(M T and O RT orbitals)and two di�erenttem peratures

(T = 400 K and T = 1500 K ).

FIG .3: Realpartoftheselfenergy forbcciron (M T orbitals,

T = 1500 K ).

I. LD A + D M FT M ET H O D

A . C orrelated subspace

The LDA+ DM FT m ethod de�nes a "correlated sub-

space" fjR ;�ig ofthestrongly correlated orbitalsjR ;�i,

whereR standsfortheBravaislatticesiteand thequan-

tum num ber� speci�esthecorrelated orbitalswithin the

unitcell. W ithin thissubspace the m any-body problem

issolved in a non-perturbativem annerusing DM FT.All

rem aining statesofthe crystalare assum ed weakly cor-

related and treated within LDA.For sim plicity,we can

always choose correlated orbitals to be orthogonaland

norm alized hR 1;�1jR 2;�2i= �R 1;R 2
��1;�2.

Results ofa LDA+ DM FT calculation depend on the

choice of the correlated orbitals. The correct form of

jR ;�iisdictated by physicalconsiderationsforeach par-
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FIG . 4: (Color online) D ensity of states of bcc iron

(LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitals at T = 400 K

vsLDA).

ticular problem 23,24,25. Usually the correlated orbitals

are derived from d or f atom ic states. In this case �

stands for site (within unit cell) and atom ic quantum

num bersl;m ;�.In early LDA+ DM FT im plem entations

jR ;�i’swere taken asorthogonalized m u�n tin orbitals

(M TO ’s). Apartfrom the technicalsim plicity,however,

there isno reason form aking such a choice. In particu-

lar,orthogonalized M TO ’s are poorly localized in real

space (due to orthogonalization) and they don’t have

pure lm character(due to tailcancellation and orthogo-

nalization). Besides,such choice offjR ;�ig de facto re-

strictstheLDA partoftheLDA+ DM FT codeto m u�n-

tin based m ethods(LM TO ,NM TO ,K K R)with a m ini-

m albasisset.Nowadaysotherchoices,such asW annier-

like orbitals23,25 are investigated. Apart from atom ic

states, the correlated orbitals jR ;�i can be chosen as

hybridized orbitals(possibly describing covalentbonds)

ifdictated so by the physicalproblem . Som etim es the

LDA Ham iltonian isdownfolded in orderto includeonly

correlated degrees offreedom (such as d-states or even

t2g or eg states). This results in a very tim e e�cient

DM FT im plem entation, however this approach cannot

be used to study the hybridization between sp-electrons

and thecorrelated ones,which isim portant,e.g.,forthe

superexchangeinteraction.In thissection,wepresentthe

LDA+ DM FT form alism in a m oregeneralform ,without

m aking any restrictions on the choice ofthe correlated

subspacefjR ;�ig orthe basissetused by the LDA part

ofthe code. W e are going to return,however,to the

question ofchoosing the correlated subspace in the sec-

tion describing ourim plem entation.

In LDA a solid isdescribed by the one-particleK ohn-

Sham equation

(H L D A � E )j i= 0; (1)

wheretheLDA Ham iltonian H L D A hasone-electron form

H L D A =
X

i

hL D A (ri); (2)

with hL D A acting in the Hilbert space ofone-electron

states in a periodic crystal,and the index inum bering

allelectrons in the crystal. The LDA+ U Ham iltonian

adds explicit Coulom b term for the correlated orbitals

jR ;�ito the LDA Ham iltonian

H L D A + U = H L D A +
1

2

X

R

X

�1;�2;�3;�4

U�1;�2;�3;�4c
y

R ;�1
c
y

R ;�2
cR ;�4cR ;�3: (3)

Ithasa form ofa m ultiband Hubbard Ham iltonian with

the LDA Ham iltonian used as"hopping".TheCoulom b

param etersU�1;�2;�3;�4 arescreened Coulom b integralsfor

the statesfjR ;�ig.They are to be found em pirically or

calculated from �rstprinciples,and they,in general,de-

pend on the choice ofthe correlated subspace fjR ;�ig.

NotethatH L D A isnotakineticenergyand theHubbard-

U term isnota "raw" Coulom b interaction.Rather,the

LDA+ U Ham iltonian is an e�ective Hubbard Ham ilto-

nian forthecorrelated orbitals,and therestofthestates

(e.g.sp states)isdescribed within LDA.Thejusti�cation

ofthisapproach24 isnota trivialm atter,and the m ain

practicalreason why itiswidely used isthe localnature

ofthe screened Coulom b interaction.Note thatwe have

included the explicitCoulom b term in the Ham iltonian,

although m any static e�ectsofthe Coulom b interaction

are already included in the LDA Ham iltonian. Nam ely,

LDA includes a Hartree term , an exchange term , and

som e correlation e�ects(including a good description of

the screening). However,the m any-body treatm ent of

theHubbard-U partoftheHam iltonian willalsogivethe

Hartree-Fock term and variouscorrelation term s.There-

fore,a double-counting correction schem e isnecessary

�(z)! ��(z)� �(z)� � dc; (4)

where �(z) is the localselfenergy ofthe DM FT prob-

lem . Fortreating m etalswithin LDA+ DM FT the m ost

com m on choice ofthe double-counting correction is the

staticpartofthe self-energy:

�dc = �(+ i0): (5)
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FIG .5: (Color online) Spectraldensity ofbcc iron along high sim m etry directions ofthe Brillouin zone from LDA+ D M FT

with M T correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K .

The m ultiband Hubbard Ham iltonian,such as Eq. 3

cannot be solved exactly,therefore various approxim a-

tions are applied. Unlike the static LDA+ U m ethod26,

LDA+ DM FT takesintoaccountdynam icalcorelation ef-

fectsthrough the frequency-dependentselfenergy �(z).

B . LD A + D M FT equations

Spectraldensity functionaltheory6,24,27 usesthe local

G reen function G R (z)as the m ain observable quantity,

m uch like the particle density �(r) in DFT or the one-

electron G reen function G (z)in Baym -K adano� theory.

Nam ely,for sensible de�nitions ofG R (z),a functional

�[G R ]exists,which is m inim ized by the true value of

G R (z),and thelocalselfenergy�R (z)playstherolesim -

ilarto the K ohn-Sham potentialin DFT.In the present

paperwede�neG R (z)astheprojection ofthetotalone-

electron G F to thecorrelated statesjR ;�iofa given site

R

G R (z)= PR G (z)PR ; (6)

where

PR =
X

�

jR ;�ihR ;�j (7)

istheprojection operatorto thecorrelated subspacebe-

longing to siteR .Theone-electron G F G (z)can in turn

be expressed via theone-electron selfenergy �(z)as

G (z)= [(z� �)� hL D A � �(z)]
�1

; (8)

where � is the chem icalpotential,and hL D A plays the

roleofthe unperturbed Ham iltonian ("hopping").

Precisely like in DFT or Baym -K adano� theory,the

exactexpression forthe functional�[G R ]isnotknown.

The m ost widely used approxim ation is the dynam ical

m ean �eld theory (DM FT).The approxim ation behind

DM FT isthatthe totalone-electron selfenergy �(z)is

taken as the sum ofthe localselfenergies ofalllattice

sites(with double-countingcorrection when appropriate)

�(z)=
X

R

�R (z): (9)

This self energy is local, i.e. it does not have m atrix

elem entsbetween di�erentsites

hR 1;�1j�jR 2;�2i= �R 1;R 2
(�R )�1;�2 : (10)

W ith thisform of�(z),the localself-energy � R (z)can

be obtained from the im purity problem ,with the restof

thelatticereplaced by thebath G F (or"dynam icalm ean

�eld")G�1
0 (R ;z)de�ned by

G
�1

0 (R ;z)= G
�1

R
(z)+ �R (z): (11)

In a periodic solid all atom s are equivalent, therefore

the local quantities such as (�R )�1;�2, (G R )�1;�2 and
�
G
�1
0 (R ;z)

�

�1;�2
do not depend on the site R . M ore-

over,ifthere are severalsites within unit cell,and the

Hubbard-U term doesnothavem atrix elem entsbetween

di�erentsites,(� R )�1;�2 takesablock diagonalform with

a block foreach site.

Thesystem ofonecorrelated sitein theself-consistent

bath doesnothavea Ham iltonian,butcan bedescribed

by an e�ective action. Here and in the following we use

theM atsubaraform alism fora�nitetem peratureT.The
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G F’sand selfenergiesare de�ned atthe M atsubara fre-

quencies

z = i!n = i�T(2n + 1); n = 0;� 1;� 2;:::: (12)

Theaction in the M atsubara form alism is

S = �

ZZ

dx1dx2c
y(x1)G

�1

0 (x1;x2)c(x2)+
1

2

Z

dx1dx2dx3dx4c
y(x1)c

y(x2)U (x1;x2;x3;x4)c(x4)c(x3); (13)

where x � (�;�),� isthe im aginary tim e (0 < � < 1=T)

and

G
�1

0 (x1;x2)= T
X

i!n

exp[� i!n(�1 � �2)]
�
G
�1

0

�

�1;�2
:

(14)

The Coulom b interaction U (x1;x2;x3;x4) does not de-

pend on tim e forthe Hubbard m odel

U (x1;x2;x3;x4)= �(�1� �2)�(�1� �3)�(�1� �4)U�1;�2;�3;�4:

(15)

This problem stillcannotbe solved exactly,however,

com pared to theoriginalm any-body problem ithasonly

a few degrees of freedom , so it can be solved by the

DM FT solver,which can beforexam pleQ uantum M onte

Carlo (Q M C),exactdiagonalization,ora num berofap-

proxim atem ethods,such asSPTF12.TheDM FT solver

is the centralpartofthe LDA+ DM FT schem e. Ituses

the bath G F (G0)�1;�2 (z)and producesthe new selfen-

ergy ��1;�2(z). The equations (4), (6), (8), (9), (11)

and (13)constitutetheDM FT cyclewhich issolved self-

consistently untilthe convergenceisreached.The num -

berofelectronsisgiven by

N = lim
�! + 0

T
X

i!n

e
i!n � TrG (i!n)= T

X

i!n

Tr

�

G (i!n)+
1

2

�

:

(16)

This equation is used to determ ine the LDA+ DM FT

chem icalpotential(Ferm ienergy),which m ust produce

thecorrectnum berofelectrons.In thefollowing subsec-

tion weshow how theDM FT equationscan bepresented

in a given LDA basisset.

C . D M FT equations for a given LD A basis set

The K ohn-Sham eigenfunctionsbelong to the Hilbert

spaceofone-electron statesin a solid.The choiceofthe

basissetin thisspaceisdictated by them ethod (LM TO ,

LAPW ,...),and we can use a basiseither in the real-

spaceorin thereciprocal-space.Therealspacebasisset

fjR ;�ig isde�ned by the wavefunction

 R ;�(r)�  �(r� R ) (17)

which is typically localized in a sm allarea around the

lattice site R . The k-space basis set fjk;�ig is a basis

setthatsatis�esthe Bloch theorem :forany translation

vectorT

 k;�(r+ T )= e
ikT

 k;�(r); (18)

wherek belongsto theBrillouin zone.Thereisa one-to-

onecorrespondencebetween real-spaceand k-spacebasis

sets,given by the Fouriertransform ation

jk;�i=
X

R

e
ikR

jR ;�i;jR ;�i=
X

k

e
�ikR

jk;�i; (19)

where

X

k

�
1

VB Z

Z

B Z

dk;
X

k

1 = 1: (20)

Since the basis set fjR ;�ig or fjk;�ig in generalis

not orthogonaland not norm alized,the linear algebra

becom esm orecum bersom e.The overlap m atrix is

S�1;�2
= h�1j�2i: (21)

Theconjugatebasissetfj~�ig isde�ned by therelations

h~�1j�2i= h�1j~�2i= ��1;�2
;

X

�

j~�ih�j= 1̂; (22)

or,explicitly,

j~�1i=
�
S
�1
�

�2;�1

j~�2i; h~�1j=
�
S
�1
�

�1;�2

h~�2j: (23)

If,and only if,thebasissetfj�ig isorthogonaland nor-

m alized,then fj~�ig coincideswith fj�ig.

W eusethefollowingde�nition forthem atrix elem ents

ofan operator

A �1;�2
= h�1jÂj�2i; Â =

X

�1;�2

j~�1iA �1;�2
h~�2j; (24)

and in thissubsection wealwaysputa hatabovean op-

eratorto distinguish operatorsfrom m atrices.Thiscon-

vention leadsto thefollowing rulesofoperator-to-m atrix

correspondence

Â ! A operator (25)

1̂ ! S unity operator (26)

Â B̂ ! AS
�1
B productoftwo operators (27)

Â
�1

! SA
�1
S inverseofan operator (28)
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The LDA k-space basissetfjk;�ig should be used in

order to calculate the localG F (6),since we know the

LDA Ham iltonian m atrix hL D A (k)and the overlap m a-

trix S(k)in thisbasisset.O n theotherhand,theDM FT

im purity problem is form ulated for the correlated sub-

space with a real-spacebasissetfjR ;�ig.Transform ing

back and forth between the localG F’s and the selfen-

ergiesisthusnecessary ateach DM FT iteration. Using

Eqs.(22){(28),itiseasy to show thatEq.(6)becom es

(G R )�1;�2 (z)=
X

k;�1;�2

h�1jk;�1i[S(k)(z� �)� hL D A (k)� �(k;z)]
�1

�1;�2

hk;�2j�2i; (29)

where�(k;z)isthe selfenergy m atrix in the LDA basis

fjk;�ig.Thisexpression would beexactonly ifthebasis

setfjk;�ig wascom plete. Itwould also be exactifthe

correlated orbitalsjR ;�ibelonged to the space spanned

by the basisfunctionsjk;�i,like forthe orthogonalized

M TO ’s,since it would m ean that fjk;�ig is com plete

within the space of interest. In realistic full-potential

calculationsthe com pletenessoffjk;�ig isa reasonable

approxim ation. The localselfenergy transform ed into

the LDA basisisin turn given by

��1;�2
(k;z)=

X

�1;�2

hk;�1j�1i��1;�2(z)h�2jk;�2i: (30)

The one-particle excitation spectrum of a system is

given by the density ofstates(DO S)

D (�)= �
1

�
Tr

h

Im Ĝ (� + i0)

i

; (31)

and by thespectraldensity,which isthek-resolved DO S

A(k;�)= �
1

�

X

�

hk;~�jIm Ĝ (� + i0)jk;�i: (32)

Thespectraldensity generalizestheconceptofquasipar-

ticle band structure by allowing quasiparticlesto decay,

thusintroducingsm earingofbands.In theabsenceofself

energyitreducestotheusualK ohn-Sham band structure

A K S(k;�)=
X

n

� (� � �n(k)):

As we already m entioned, typicalspectraldensity has

coherent(quasiparticles)featuresand also possibly non-

coherent(dispersionless)ones:Hubbard band satellites.

NotethatDM FT givesG reen function atM atsubarafre-

quencies i!n, while DO S and the spectraldensity are

de�ned via G F atthe� + i0 contour.Thenum ericalan-

alyticalcontinuation can bedone,forexam ple,using the

Padeapproxim ation.

II. IM P LEM EN TA T IO N

In thispaperweintroducethecodeBRIANNA,a new

LDA+ DM FT im plem entation based on thefull-potential

FIG .6: (Coloronline)Im aginary partofthe selfenergy for

iron,cobaltand nickel,m ajority spin (M T correlated orbitals

atT = 400 K ).

linear m u�n tin orbital (FP-LM TO ) code developed

in Ref.28. As we already m entioned,FP-LM TO gives

an accurate description ofsolids within LDA,and the

full-potentialtreatm entisespecially im portantforopen

structuresand surfaces. O n the otherhand,FP-LM TO

usesa relatively sm allbasisset,which isconvenientfor

calculating G reen functions, since it involves inverting

a m atrix in the LDA basis set for each M atsubara fre-

quency and k-point. The typicalbasis set is \double-

m inim al",i.e. it contains two basis functions per each

site and l;m ;�,with di�erent\tailenergies". It is still

m uch sm aller than the basis set in the plane wave and

augm ented planewavebased codes.
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FIG .7: (Color online)Im aginary partofthe selfenergy for

iron,cobaltand nickel,m inority spin (M T correlated orbitals

atT = 400 K ).

FIG . 8: (Color online) D ensity of states of fcc nickel

(LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitals at T = 400 K

vsLDA).

There area few othertechnicalissuesworth m ention-

ing here.A DM FT solvertypically needsabout1000 or

m ore M atsubara frequencies (above the realaxis). In-

stead ofperform ing m atrix inversion in Eq.(29)forev-

ery frequency (and every k-point),itisa standard tech-

nique nowadays to use a sm aller (usually logarithm ic)

m esh in Eq. (29) and,after having calculated the lo-

calG F,transform itto theM atsubara m esh using cubic

splines. Inverse transform ation isapplied to the selfen-

ergy in orderto plug itinto Eq.(29).Allcalculationsof

thepresentpaperuse1024 M atsubara frequenciesin the

DM FT solver,butonly 80 pointsin Eq. (29). The �rst

16 ofthem coincide with the �rst M atsubara frequen-

cies,while the rest form s a logarithm ic m esh. Another

issue involves num ericalanalyticalcontinuation in (31)

and (32). Analyticalcontinuation using the Pade ap-

proxim ation can introduce serious num ericalerrors. In

the present im plem entation we do not apply the Pade

approxim ation to theG reen functions.Instead,weuseit

only forthe selfenergy �(z),while the G F iscalculated

directly atthe � + i0 contourusing Eq.(8).

W e have already m entioned the very im portantques-

tion ofchoosingtheorbitalsspanningthecorrelated sub-

space.In thispaperweusetwodi�erentde�nitions,both

ofthem atom ic-like and derived from transition m etald

states. The �rst,m ore traditional,uses orthogonalized

d-type basisfunctions ofthe FP-LM TO m ethod,trans-

form ed to therealspacevia (19).W ecallthisde�nition

orthogonalized LM TO (O RT) correlated subspace. W e

rem ind the reader that it is poorly localized,and also

thatthe orbitalsjR ;�ido nothave pure l;m character.

Such kind ofapproach requires m inim alLDA basis set

for the d-type electrons. This FP-LM TO code28 allows

to use a double-m inim albasisset(two oreven m oreen-

ergytails)forsp-electronsand am inim alone(singletail)

for d electrons. The latter have less dispersion than sp

electrons,and use ofthe single-tailbasis set for them

doesnotlead to any severeerrorswithin LDA.

O ursecond choiceissom ewhatopposite,sinceitdeals

with extrem ely localized correlated orbitals. W e callit

m u�n-tin only (M T)correlated subspace.jR ;�iischo-

sen as

	 R ;�(r)=

(

�l(jr� R�j)Ylm (\r� R�); jr� R�j< R M T ;�

0; jr� R�j> R M T ;�

;

(33)

R � � R + r� isthesitewheretheorbitaljR ;�iislocated

and R M T ;� is the m u�n-tin radius for this site. The

purem u�n-tin radialfunction � l(r)isthesolution ofthe

radialSchr�odinger equation in the spherically averaged

K ohn-Sham potential28,inside the m u�n-tin only,fora

certain energy E �.

The correlated orbitalin Eq. (33) is zero outside a

given m u�n-tin,and is thus ultim ately local. The cor-

related orbitalshavepureangularm om entum character,

but,atthe sam e tim e,they areorthogonalby de�nition

(sincethey do notoverlap).Notethatthecorrelated or-

bitalsobviously do notform a com plete basissetwithin

theHilbertspaceofone-electron wafefunctions(sincethe

interstitialregion is not included at all). This is not a

problem ,sincethey areonly used to de�netheHubbard-

U term in theHam iltonian (3),whilethe"hopping"term

istheLDA Ham iltonian de�ned usingtheFP-LM TO ba-

sisset,which weassum eto be su�ciently com plete.

III. R ESU LT S

A . Iron

The LDA+ DM FT selfenergiesofbcc iron have been

calculated for U = 2:3 eV,J = 0:9 eV.W e used both

m u�n-tin only (M T) and the orthogonalized LM TO

(O RT)setsofcorrelated orbitals,and alsoperform ed cal-

culations for di�erent tem peratures. In Figures 1 and

2 we present the im aginary part of the self energies,
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FIG .9: (Coloronline)Spectraldensity offcc nickelfrom LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K .

FIG . 10: (Color online) D ensity of states of hcp cobalt

(LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitals at T = 400 K

vsLDA)

Im �(�+ i0),form ajorityand m inorityspinsrespectively,

whilein Figure3 weshow therealpartof� (only forthe

M T basis and for T = 1500 K ).In quasiparticle lan-

guage the m atrix elem entsRe�(E + i0)�;� describe the

shift ofthe quasiparticle bands,while � Im �(� + i0)�;�
hasthephysicalm eaning ofquasiparticleband sm earing

�,which is the inverse ofthe quasiparticle decay tim e

� = 1=�. The band structure is only well de�ned if

jIm ��;�j� W ,where W is the bandwidth. For m et-

alsthisisalwaystrue in the vicinity ofthe Ferm ilevel,

since Im �(+ i0) = 0. The selfenergies presented here

areaveraged overthe orbitalindicesm ,nam ely

�(z)�
1

5

X

m

�m m (z): (34)

The crystal�eld splitting of� is rather sm alland we

arenotgoing to discussitin details.Figure4 showsthe

totaldensity ofstates(DO S)ofbcc iron (LDA+ DM FT

vsLDA),while the spectraldensity (k-resolved DO S)is

presented in Figure 5 for severalhigh-sym m etry direc-

tions.W e rem ind the readerthatthe spectraldensity is

thegeneralization oftheband structurewith �nitequasi-

particleslifetim etaken intoaccount.Both �guresusethe

M T basissetand T = 400 K .

Thethreecurvesin Figs.1and 2arequalitativelysim -

ilar,proving thatboth M T and O RT correlated orbitals

(corresponding to well-localized and poorly localized d-

states,respectively)can be used to adequately describe

iron within LDA+ DM FT.However,theexactam plitude

ofthe peaksin � issensitive to the choice ofthe corre-

lated subspace. W e are going to use the m u�n-tin only

(M T)correlated orbitalsforthe restofthispaper.Note

also that� ispractically tem perature-independentfora

widerangeoftem peratures.

Them ajority spin Im �(� + i0)in Fig.1 hasthem ain

peak at� ’ � 7 eV,by reaching the value � 3:4 eV.This

givesratherstrong dam ping ofquasiparticles,aswe can

observein Fig.5.Thereisalso a shoulderorsm allm ini-

m um at� ’ � 2 eV.Thecorrelation e�ectsarem orepro-

nounced forthem ajorityspin electrons,which iscom m on

forlate transition m etals(see Ref. 22 foran interesting

discussion).TheLDA+ DM FT density ofstates(Fig.4)

shows the narrowing ofthe m ajority-spin d-band com -

pared to the LDA DO S and also a satellite at � ’ � 7

eV.This is the e�ect ofRe�(� + i0). The positive re-

gion ofRe� for the m ajority electrons between -6 eV

and the Ferm ilevelin Fig. 3 leadsto the narrowing of

theband,whilethesharp negativepeak at-8eV "draws"

theelectronsdown in energy,leading to theform ation of

the DO S satellite. Naturally,the sm earing ofthe quasi-
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FIG .11: (Coloronline)Spectraldensity ofhcp cobaltfrom LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K .

FIG .12: (Color online) Im aginary part ofthe selfenergy

for nickel5-layer (111) slab,3-layer (111) slab and bulk fcc

nickel,m ajority spin (from LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated

orbitals at T = 400 K ).In the legend "1 of5" indicates the

surfaceatom ofthe5-layerslab,"2 of5" thesub-surfaceatom

and "3 of5" thequasi-bulk atom .Sim ilarly "1 of3" indicates

thesurfaceatom ofthe3-layerslab and "2of3"thequasi-bulk

atom .

particle bands,given by Im �,leads to the sm earing of

thesharp peaksoftheLDA DO S.Notethatourselfen-

ergies and DO S di�er som ewhat from the ones in Ref.

21. In particular,we clearly observe a DO S satellite at

� ’ � 7 eV,which wasnotobserved in the earliercalcu-

lation forU = 2:3 eV and J = 0:9 eV,butonly form uch

largervalues ofU . The reason,we believe,is that Ref.

21 used a sim pli�ed version oftheSPTF solver,whilein

thepresentpaperthefullim plem entation oftheSPTF12

FIG .13: (Coloronline)Im aginary partoftheselfenergy for

nickel5-layerand 3-layer(111)slabsand bulk,m inority spin

(from LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitalsatT = 400

K ).In the legend "1 of5" indicates the surface atom ofthe

5-layer slab,"2 of5" the sub-surface atom and "3 of5" the

quasi-bulk atom .Sim ilarly "1of3"indicatesthesurfaceatom

ofthe 3-layerslab and "2 of3" the quasi-bulk atom .

is used. To the best ofour knowledge this is the �rst

calculation that shows the existence ofsuch a satellite,

and thiscould open a new scienti�cproblem ,sinceithas

neverbeen reported in any experim ent.

B . C obalt and nickel

The LDA+ DM FT self energies for fcc nickel, hcp

cobalt and fcc cobalt are presented in Figs. 6 and 7,
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FIG .14: (Color online) Spectraldensity ofnickel(111) surface m odelled by the 5-layer slab (from LDA+ D M FT with M T

correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K ).

FIG . 15: (Color online) Im aginary part of the self en-

ergy for fcc cobalt 5-layer (111) slab, m ajority spin (from

LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitals at T = 400K K ).

In the legend "1 of5" indicatesthe surface atom ofthe slab,

"2 of5" the sub-surface atom and "3 of 5" the quasi-bulk

atom .

and the bcc iron selfenergy is also shown for com pari-

son.ThevaluesofHubbard param eterswereU = 2:3eV,

J = 0:9 eV forcobaltand U = 3 eV,J = 1 eV fornickel.

Strictly speaking theparam etersU and J aresom ewhat

arbitrary (sincethey apply to a m odelLDA+ U Ham ilto-

nian)and theirvaluesdepend on thechoiceofthecorre-

lated orbitals.W e m akea rathertraditionalchoice ofU

and J21,22 in the presentpaper,however4,12,21,22.

The generalstructure ofthe selfenergy is sim ilar for

Fe,Co and Ni. The correlation e�ectsform ajority spin

FIG . 16: (Color online) Im aginary part of the self en-

ergy for fcc cobalt 5-layer (111) slab, m inority spin (from

LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitals atT = 400K K ).

In the legend "1 of5" indicatesthe surface atom ofthe slab,

"2 of 5" the sub-surface atom and "3 of 5" the quasi-bulk

atom .

electronsarestrongestfornickeland weakestforiron,at

leastforthe valuesofU and J used here. The shoulder

at� 2eV ism ostpronounced foriron and practically dis-

appearsfornickel. The selfenergy curvesforfcc cobalt

and hcp cobaltare alm ostidentical.The correlation for

m inority spin electrons (Fig. 7) are by far strongestin

nickel, which has the lowest m agnetic m om ent of the

three elem ents,therefore the di�erence between m ajor-

ity and m inority spin behaviorislessprofound in nickel

com pared to iron and cobalt.
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FIG .17: (Coloronline)Spectraldensity offcc cobalt(111)surface m odelled by the5-layerslab (from LDA+ D M FT with M T

correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K ).

FIG .18: (Coloronline)Im aginary partoftheselfenergy for

bcc iron (001)surface m odelled by the 5-layerslab,m ajority

spin (from LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitalsatT =

400 K ).In the legend "1 of 5" indicates the surface atom

ofthe slab,"2 of5" the sub-surface atom and "3 of5" the

quasi-bulk atom .

Figures8 and 10 presentdensity ofstatesoffccnickel

and hcp cobaltrespectively,whileFigures9 and 11 show

the spectraldensity forthese m aterials. The density of

states for nickelis in a good agreem ent with previous

LDA+ DM FT calculations12.NotethattheSPTF solver

placesthem ajority-spin satelliteatabout� 7:5eV,while

in experim entitisobserved at� 6 eV.Thespectralden-

sity offcc nickelis,to the best ofour knowledge,pre-

sented here forthe �rsttim e. Since bcc iron,fcc cobalt

and fccnickelhavedi�erentcrystalstructure,theirband

FIG .19: (Coloronline)Im aginary partoftheselfenergy for

bcciron (001)surface,m odelled by the5-layerslab,m inority

spin (from LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitalsatT =

400 K ).In the legend "1 of 5" indicates the surface atom

ofthe slab,"2 of5" the sub-surface atom and "3 of5" the

quasi-bulk atom .

structuresnaturally look di�erent.However,Fe,Co and

Niallhave strong sm earing of m ajority-spin bands at

about� 7eV dictated by thepeak in theselfenergy (Fig.

6),and show a DO S satellite atabout� 7:5 eV.

The LDA+ DM FT values of the spin m agnetic m o-

m entsaresubstantially equalto theLDA values(e.g.for

bcc Fe we have � = 2:23�B per atom from the DM FT

calculation which should becom pared to � = 2:22�B per

atom from LSDA,and forhcp Co weobtain � = 1:54�B
per atom from the DM FT calculation which should be
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FIG .20: (Coloronline)Spectraldensity ofbcc iron (001)surface m odelled by the 5-layerslab (from LDA+ D M FT with M T

correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K ).
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FIG .21: (Color online)Realpartofthe selfenergy for bcc

iron (001)surfacem odelled by the5-layerslab.Both m ajority

and m inority spinsforthesurfaceatom (labelled "1 of5")are

reported and com pared tothebulkvalues(from LDA+ D M FT

with M T correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K ).

com pared to � = 1:57�B from LSDA).Indeed the prob-

lem ofthe e�ectofthe correlationson the spin and or-

bitalm agnetic m om ents is very interesting and willbe

the subjectoffurtherinvestigationsin the nearfuture.

C . Surfaces

W e m odelthe nickel(111) surface with slabs having

di�erent num ber of close-packed atom ic layers. Such

slabsform a superlattice with a 30 �A thick layerofvac-

uum separating them ,with each slab having two (111)

surfaces. The calculations have been done for 5-layer

slabs;howeverjustform ethodicalaim s,to show thesen-

sitivitytothecom putationaldetailstheresultsfor3-layer

slabsarealso presented on som e�gures.In Figs.12 and

13 wepresentthe LDA+ DM FT selfenergies(im aginary

part)fornickelslabsform ajority and m inority spin re-

spectively.Data foreach layerofthe 3-layerand 5-layer

slabsand forthebulk fccnickel(forcom parison)arepre-

sented. Notice that the selfenergy ofa nickelatom at

the surface is obviously quite di�erentfrom the selfen-

ergies for the rest ofthe atom s in the slab. The m ost

noticeable e�ect is that the positions ofthe peaks are

shifted and thatthe correlation e�ectsform ajority spin

electronsseem to be m ore enhanced atthe surface com -

pared to bulk. W e willencountersim ilare�ects forthe

othersurfacesstudied here(seebelow).Thisshowsthat

the e�ectofthe correlationsisdi�erentforthe topm ost

surfacelayer,com pared to the restofthe surfacelayers,

and thatthesub-surfacelayeralready seem sreally bulk-

like.This�nding isan observation thatisworthy exper-

im entalattention. The reasons ofsuch a di�erence are

ratherobvious:dueto thereduced coordination num ber

ofthe surface atom sthe bandsbecom e narrower,which

m akescorrelatione�ectsm oreim portant.In addition the

screening oftheelectron-electron interaction islesse�ec-

tive for the surface atom s,and this increases the value

ofthe Hubbard U.Although the basic m echanism s are

easily identi�ed forwhy correlation e�ectsare m ore im -

portant at the surface,we provide here a quantitative

m easureofthise�ect.

The spectraldensity ofthe nickel5-layerslab is pre-

sented in Fig. 14 along high-sym m etry directionsofthe

two-dim ensionalBrillouin zone. For well-de�ned quasi-
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FIG .22: (Coloronline)Spectraldensity ofbcc iron (001)surface m odelled by the 5-layerslab and with di�erentvaluesofU

foratom sbelonging to di�erentlayersofthe slab (from LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K ).
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FIG .23: (Color online)Realpartofthe selfenergy for bcc

iron (001)surface m odelled by the 5-layerslab and with dif-

ferent values ofU for atom s belonging to di�erent layers of

the slab. Both m ajority and m inority spins for the surface

atom (labelled "1 of5") are reported and com pared to the

values calculated in the sim ulation with constant U (from

LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K ).

particles, each band of the bulk nickelsplits into �ve

bandsforthe5-layerslab.Som eofthebandsaresurface

states,whiletherestjoinsinto thebulk continuum when

the num berofatom iclayersgo to in�nity.In Fig.14,it

isalready possibleto observethesurfacestates(isolated

bands) and the hint of the bulk continuum form ation

(severalbandsthatarevery closeto each other).

Sim ilar results are obtained for the fcc cobalt (111)

surface and for bcc iron (001) surface,whose selfener-
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FIG .24: (Color online)Realpartofthe selfenergy for bcc

iron (001)surface m odelled by the 5-layerslab and with dif-

ferent values ofU for atom s belonging to di�erent layers of

the slab. Both m ajority and m inority spins for the surface

atom (labelled "1 of5") are reported and com pared to the

values calculated in the sim ulation with constant U (from

LDA+ D M FT with M T correlated orbitalsatT = 400 K ).

gies are respectively shown in Figs. 15-16 and in Figs.

18-19.W ecan noticetwom ain di�erenceswith respectto

the resultsforthe nickel:forthe m ajority spin the shift

ofthepeak and theincreaseofitsdepth fortheatom son

the surface are stronger,while forthe m inority spin the

correlation e�ectsare,som ewhatsurprisingly,decreased

(slightly forCo and strongly forFe). In Fig. 21 we can

observetherealpartoftheselfenergiesfortheatom son

theiron surface,com pared to thebulk values.Itisespe-
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cially interestingthatforthesurfacelayertheselfenergy

ofm inority spin statesisconsiderably suppressed,which

leadsto the factthatthe satellite at� 7:5 eV isalm ost

totally polarized and possessesm ajority spin charachter.

In Figs.17 and 20 weshow thespectraldensitiesforthe

surfaces ofCo and Fe,and the e�ects ofthe change of

the im aginary parts of� with respect to the bulk are

clearly evident in the di�erence ofthe de�nition ofthe

quasi-particlebandsform ajority and m inority spins.

Finally wehaveto noticethatthechoiceofthevalues

ofU ,already non trivialforthebulk m aterials,becom es

m oreproblem aticforthesurfaces,wherethescreening is

m uch sm aller.To analyzethisproblem ,wehavetried to

m odelthebccFe(001)surfacewith di�erentvaluesofU

foratom sbelonging to di�erentlayers,nam ely U = 2:3

for the inner layer, U = 2:4 for the interm ediate one

and U = 3:0 for the externalone. In Figs. 23 and 24

we respectively show the realand the im aginary partof

the selfenergy forthe externalatom s.In com parison to

the previous calculation we do not observe any drastic

e�ect,but m ainly a reasonable increasing ofthe peaks

and a sm allshift ofthe � 7:5 eV satellite. This m akes

the satellite m ore pronounced in the density ofstates.

The spectraldensitiesarereported in Fig.22.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwehaveintroduced thenew full-potential

LDA+ DM FT codeBRIANNA and wehaveapplied itto

the correlated electronic structure of bulk Fe, Co, Ni,

and the fcc Co and Ni (111) surface, and the bcc Fe

(001)surface.Thecalculated selfenergies,DO S and the

spectraldensities are presented. The spectraldensity

plotsshow thecorelated electronicstructurein them ost

clearway,asthek-resolved DO S (or,equivalently,asthe

sm eared band structure).Them ain correlation e�ectsin

iron,cobaltand nickelareobserved forthem ajority spin

electronsand they include strong quasiparticledam ping

foratabout� 7 eV,narrowing ofthe d-band (com pared

to LDA/G G A)and theappearanceofa DO S satelliteat

about� 7:5 eV,which isa non-quasiparticlefeature.

The calculations for Ni and Co (111) surfaces and

for Fe (001) surface show that the electron selfenergy

depends m ostly on the localcoordination num ber,with

the atom s in the second layer from the surface already

being sim ilarto thebulk.Henceourcalculationssuggest

thatthe e�ectofcorrelationsshould be di�erentforthe

surfaces of these elem ents, com pared to the bulk. In

addition, the spectral density of the Ni (111) surface

show both bulk and surface states. The question \How

do the correlation e�ects depend on the dim ensionality

of the problem ?" still needs further investigation,

however,and the the LDA+ DM FT studies ofslabs of

di�erentthicknessand nanowiresare the subjectofthe

future research.
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