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Abstract

A novelapproach toinvestigation ofcorrelation e�ectsin theelectronicstruc-

tureofm agneticcrystalswhich takesinto accounta frequency dependenceof

theselfenergy (so called \LDA+ + approach")isdeveloped.Theuctuation

exchange approxim ation isgeneralized to the spin-polarized m ulti-band case

and itslocalversion isproposed.Asan exam ple,we calculate the electronic

quasiparticle spectrum offerrom agnetic iron.Itisshown thatthe Ferm iliq-

uid description of the bands near the Ferm ilevelis reasonable, while the

quasiparticle states beyond approxim ately 1 eV range are strongly dam ped,

in agreem entwith photoem ission data.Theresultofthespin-polarized ther-

m oem ission experim ent is explained satisfactory. The problem of satellite

structureisdiscussed.

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thedescription ofcorrelation e� ectsin electronicstructureand m agnetism ofiron-group

m etalsisstillfarfrom the� nalpictureand attractscontinuousinterest(see,e.g.,[1{4]and

Refstherein). Despite m any attem pts,the situation isstillunclearboth theoretically and

experim entally. For exam ple,there is no agreem ent on the presence of5 eV satellite in

photoem ission spectrum ofiron [5,6],and on the existence oflocalspin splitting above
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Curie tem peratureofnickel[7].Theexperim entaldata on theabsence ofspin-polarization

in thetherm oem ission from cesiated iron [8]arestillnotunderstood com pletely[9].From the

theoreticalpointofview,di� erentapproachessuch asthesecond-orderperturbation theory

[10,3],thethree-body Faddeev approxim ation [11],and them om entexpansion m ethod [12]

were used. Unfortunately,the conditions ofapplicability ofthese schem es are not clear.

Recently we investigated di� erent approxim ations to the LDA-based correlated electronic

structureofcrystalswith alocalself-energy [13](socalled \LDA++"approach)and argued

that for m oderately strong correlations (the case ofiron-group m etals) one ofthe m ost

e� cient approaches would be the  uctuation-exchange (FLEX) approxim ation ofBickers

and Scalapino[14].HerewegeneralizeLDA++ approach [13]tothespin-polarized caseand

presentsom eresultsforthequasiparticlespectrum offerrom agneticiron.

II.SP IN -P O LA R IZED M U LT I-B A N D FLEX A P P R O X IM AT IO N

Letusstartwith thegeneralm any-body Ham iltonian forcrystalin LDA+U schem e[15]:

H = H t+ H U (1)

H t=
X

�� 0�

t�� 0c
+
��c�0�

H U =
1

2

X

f�ig��
0

h�1�2jvj�
0
1�

0
2ic

+
�1�

c
+
�2�

0c�0
2
�0c�0

1
�;

where � = im are the site num ber (i) and orbital(m ) quantum num bers;� =";# is the

spin projection;c+ ;care the Ferm icreation and annihilation operators;H t isthe e� ective

singleparticleHam iltonian from LDA,corrected fordouble-counting ofaverageinteractions

am ong correlated electrons [15,13],and the Coulom b m atrix elem ents are de� ned in the

standard way

h12jvj34i=

Z

drdr
0
 
�
1(r) 

�
2(r

0)v(r� r
0) 3(r) 4(r

0); (2)

wherewede� neforbriefness�1 � 1 etc.Following Bickersand Scalapino [14]weintroduce

thepairwiseoperatorscorresponding to di� erentchannels,nam ely,particle-holedensity:
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d12 =
1
p
2

�

c
+

1"c2" + c
+

1#c2#

�

;

particle-holem agneticchannel:

m
0
12 =

1
p
2

�

c
+

1"c2" � c
+

1#c2#

�

m
+
12 = c

+

1"c2#

m
�
12 = c

+
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particle-particlesingletchannel:

s12 =
1
p
2
(c1#c2" � c1"c2#)

s12 =
1
p
2

�

c
+
1"c

+
2# � c

+
1#c

+
2"

�

;

and particle-particletripletchannel:

t
0
12 =

1
p
2
(c1#c2" + c1"c2#)

t
0

12 =
1
p
2

�

c
+
1"c

+
2# + c

+
1#c

+
2"

�

t
�
12 = c1";#c2#;"

t
�

12 = c
+
1";#c

+
2#;":

Thebarevertex m atricescorresponding to thedi� erentchannelsarede� ned as:

U
d
12;34 = 2h13jvj24i� h13jvj42i (3)

U
m
12;34 = � h13jvj42i

U
s
12;34 =

1

2
[h12jvj34i+ h12jvj43i]

U
t
12;34 =

1

2
[h12jvj34i� h12jvj43i]:

Now wecan rewritetheinteraction partofHam iltonian in Eq.(1)in twoequivalentform s,

corresponding to theparticle-holeand theparticle-particlechannels:

H U =
1

2
Tr

8
<

:
d� U

d � d+
X

�= 0;�

m
� � U

m � m
� �

9
=

;

H U =
1

2
Tr

8
<

:
s� U

s � s+
X

�= 0;�

t
�
� U

t� t
�

9
=

;
;
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where(�)m eansm atrix product,e.g.

�

U
d � d

�

12
=

X

34

U
d
12;34d34

�

d� U
d
�

12
=

X

34

d34U
d
34;12:

Then we m ay repeat the usualderivation ofFLEX equations forsingle band [14]and

m ulti-band [13,16]cases,taking into account the spin-dependence ofthe Green function

G �
�� 0:

G
�
12(�)= �

D

T�c1� (�)c
+
2� (0)

E

:

Forthe� nitetem perature(T> 0)FLEX equationshasa \localform " in theM atsubara

frequency (i!n)orim aginary tim e (�)space (wherwheree !n = (2n + 1)�T;n = 0;�1;:::)

and it is very e� cient to use the fast-Fourier transform s (FFT) with periodic boundary

condition [14,13].Tim e-frequency spacesareconnected by

G
�
�� 0(i!n)=

Z 1

T

0

e
i!n �G

�
�� 0(�)d�

G
�
�� 0(�)= T

X

!n

e
� i!n �G

�
�� 0(i!n);

and wewilltry to keep thisdual(i!)� (�)notation to stressthenum ericalim plem entation

ofthisLDA++ schem e.

An unusualfeatureofthespin-polarized m ulti-band FLEX schem e ism ixing ofm 0 and

d-channels(aswellassand t0-channels)which related with non-zerovalueofsuch correlator,

forexam ple:

DD

d12m
0
34

EE

c
=
1

2

DD�

c
+
1"c2" + c

+
1#c2#

� �

c
+
3"c4" � c

+
3#c4#

�EE

c
= �

1

2

n

G
"
23G

"
41 � G

#
23G

#
41

o

; (4)

where \c" denotes a connected part ofthe correlator (cf.[14]). As a result,we have the

following expression fore� ectivetransverse susceptibility m atrix:

�
+ � (i!)=

h

1+ U
m � �"#(i!)

i� 1
� �"#(i!); (5)

where
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���
0

12;34(�)= �G�23(�)G
�0

41(��) (6)

is an \em pty loop" and � (i!) is its Fourier transform . The corresponding longitudinal

susceptibility m atrix hasa m orecom plicated form :

�
k(i!)=

h

1+ U
k

ph � �
k

0(i!)
i� 1

� �
k

0(i!); (7)

whereweintroducethesuperm atrix ofp-h interactions:

U
k

ph =

0

B
B
@

U d 0

0 U m

1

C
C
A ;

and them atrix ofbarelongitudinalsusceptibility:

�
k

0 =
1

2

0

B
B
@

�"" + �## �"" � �##

�"" � �## �"" + �##

1

C
C
A ; (8)

in the dd-,dm 0-,m 0d-,and m 0m 0- channels (d;m 0 = 1;2 in the superm atrix indices).

Sim ilarly forthep-p channelwehave:

R
� (i!)=

h

1+ U
t� R

�
0 (i!)

i� 1
� R

�
0 (i!) (9)

R
k(i!)=

h

1+ U
k
pp � R

k

0(i!)
i� 1

� R
k

0(i!);

wherethesuperm atrix ofp-p interactionsisde� ned as:

U
k
pp =

0

B
B
@

U s 0

0 U t

1

C
C
A ;

and thebarep-p susceptibilitiesare

h

R
�
0 (�)

i

12;34
=
1

2

h

G
";#
14 (�)G

";#
23 (�)� G

";#
13 (�)G

";#
24 (�)

i

; (10)

R
k

0 =

0

B
B
@

R ss
0 R st

0

R ts
0 R tt

0

1

C
C
A ;

� �� 0

12;34(�)= G
�
23(�)G

�0

14(�); (11)
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i

h

R
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0

i

12;34
=
1

4

h

�
"#
12;34 � �

"#
21;34 + �

#"
21;34 � �

#"
12;34

i

h

R
tt
0

i

12;34
=
1

4

h

�
"#
12;34 � �

"#
21;34 � �

#"
21;34 + �

#"
12;34

i

:

In theFLEX approxim ation wecan calculatetheelectronicself-energy in term sofe� ec-

tiveinteractionsin variouschannels:

� = �H F + �(2)+ �(ph)+ �(pp)
; (12)

wheretheHartree-Fock contribution isequalto:

�H F
12;� =

X

34

"

h13jvj24i
X

�0

n
�0

34 � h13jvj42in�34

#

; (13)

with the occupation m atrix n�12 = G �
21(� ! �0);this contribution to � is equivalent to

spin-polarized \rotationally-invariant" LDA+U m ethod [17].

Thesecond-ordercontribution in thespin-polarized casereads:

�
(2)

12;�(�)= �
X

f3� 8g

h13jvj74iG �
78(�)

"

h85jvj26i
X

�0

G
�0

63(�)G
�0

45(��)� h85jvj62iG�63(�)G
�
45(��)

#

; (14)

and thehigher-orderparticle-holecontribution

�
(ph)

12;� (�)=
X

34;�0

W
�� 0

13;42(�)G
�0

34(�); (15)

with p-h  uctuation potentialm atrix:

W
�� 0

(i!)=

2

6
6
4

W ""(i!) W "#(i!)

W #"(i!) W ##(i!)

3

7
7
5 ; (16)

wherethespin-dependente� ectivepotentialsarede� ned as

W
"" =

1

2
fU

d
�
h

�
dd
� �

dd
0

i

� U
d + U

m
� [�m m

� �
m m
0 ]� U

m

+U d �
h

�
dm � �

dm
0

i

� U
m + U

m �
h

�
m d � �

m d
0

i

� U
dg
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W
## =

1

2
fU

d
�
h

�
dd
� �

dd
0

i

� U
d + U

m
� [�m m

� �
m m
0 ]� U

m

�U d �
h

�
dm � �

dm
0

i

� U
m � U

m �
h

�
m d � �

m d
0

i

� U
dg

W
"# = U

m �
h

�
+ � � �

+ �
0

i

� U
m

W
#" = U

m �
h

�
� + � �

� +
0

i

� U
m
:

Finally thehigher-orderparticle-particlecontribution correspondsto:

�
(pp)

12;� (�)= �
X

34;�0

T
�� 0

13;42(�)G
�0

43(�);

with p-p  uctuation potentialm atrix:

T
�� 0

(i!)=

2

6
6
4

T""(�i!) T"#(�i!)

T#"(�i!) T##(�i!)

3

7
7
5 ; (17)

de� ned in term softhespin-dependentp-p e� ectivepotentials:

T
"# = U

s � [Rss � R
ss
0 ]� U

s + U
t�

h

R
tt� R

tt
0

i

� U
r

+U s �
h

R
st� R

st
0

i

� U
t+ U

t�
h

R
ts � R

ts
0

i

� U
s
;

T
#" = U

s � [Rss � R
ss
0 ]� U

s + U
t�

h

R
tt� R

tt
0

i

� U
r

�U s �
h

R
st� R

st
0

i

� U
t� U

t�
h

R
ts � R

ts
0

i

� U
s
;

T
"" = U

t�
h

R
+ � R

+
0

i

� U
t
;

T
## = U

t�
h

R
� � R

�
0

i

� U
t
:

Notethatforboth p-h and p-p channelsthee� ectiveinteractions,according to Eqs.(16,17),

arenon-diagonalm atricesin spin space,in contrastwith any m ean-� eld approxim ation like

LSDA.
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III.LO C A L A P P R O X IM AT IO N

Theconsideration offullnon-localFLEX self-energy �ij(i!)(orm om entum dependent

Fouriertransform � (k;i!))in thefram eworkofrealisticm ultiband calculationsisfaced with

signi� cantcom putationaldi� culties[16].On theotherhand,thebestlocalapproxim ation

which correspondstothesocalled dynam icalm ean � eld theory (DM FT)[19]appeared tobe

verye� ectiveforthecalculation ofelectron spectraofstronglycorrelated system s.Therefore

itisreasonabletocom binetheFLEX approxim ation with DM FT ratherthan justneglecting

m om entum dependence in FLEX equations. In thisrespectwe willtake into accountonly

on-site (Hubbard) interactions so allthe bare vertices (Eq. (3)) are diagonalin the site

index ibutare m atrices in orbitalindices fm g. W e believe thatthis self-consistent local

FLEX-approxim ation partly accountsfor\vertex corrections" (due to the di� erence ofG

and G0 see bellow) which are absent in usualFLEX m ethod. M oreover,it is known that

even sim ple second-orderapproxim ation forself-energy com bined with DM FT give rather

good results forthe description ofcorrelated system s nam ely,Hubbard splitting,\Kondo

resonances" etc.[19].

The DM FT procedure on the lattice is as follows: one needs to � nd a self-consistent

solution offunctionalequations

G� 1
0 (i!) = G

� 1(i!)+ � (i!) (18)

� = � [G0];

where

G (i!)=
X

k

[i! + � � t(k)� � (i!)]
� 1

(19)

is the m atrix (in orbitaland spin indices) ofthe localGreen function and � (Eq.(12)) is

ourspin-polarized m ulti-band FLEX solution which dependson the e� ective m edia Green

function G0.

W e could furtherreduce the com putationalprocedure by neglecting dynam icalinterac-

tion in thep-p channelsincethem ostim portant uctuationsin itinerantelectron m agnets

8



are spin- uctuationsin the p-h channel. W e take into accountstatic (ofT-m atrix type)

renorm alization ofe� ectiveinteractionsreplacingthebarem atrix U12;34 = h12jvj34iin Eqs.

(14,15)with thecorresponding scattering T�m atrix averaged overspins

U = [1+ U � �0(i! = 0)]
� 1
� U

where� 0(i!)istheFouriertransform of

� 0
12;34(�)=

1

4

X

�� 0

G
�
13(�)G

�0

24(�)

In the case ofthe single-band Hubbard m odelthis approxim ation was found to be very

reliable [18]. The e� ectsofthe spin-dependence ofthe e� ective interaction m atrix U will

beconsidered elsewhere [20].

IV .C O M P U TAT IO N A L R ESU LT S

W e have started from the spin-polarized LSDA band structure offerrom agnetic iron

within the TB-LM TO m ethod [21]in the m inim als;p;d basissetand used num ericalor-

thogonalization to � nd the Ht part ofour starting Ham iltonian. W e take into account

Coulom b interactionsonly between d-states. The correctparam eterization ofthe H U part

isindeed a seriousproblem .Forexam ple,� rst-principleestim ationsofaverageCoulom b in-

teractions(U)[22,3]lead to unreasonably largevalueoforderof5-6 eV in com parison with

experim entalvaluesofthe U-param eterin the range of1-2 eV foriron [3]. Sem iem pirical

analysis ofthe appropriate interaction value [23]gives U ’ 2:3 eV.The di� culties with

choosing thecorrectvalueofU areconnected with com plicated screening problem s,de� ni-

tionsoforthogonalorbitalsin thecrystal,and contributionsoftheintersiteinteractions.In

the quasiatom ic (spherical)approxim ation the fullU-m atrix forthe d�shellisdeterm ined

by the three param etersU;J and �J [13]. Note thatthe value ofintra-atom ic (Hund)ex-

change interaction J isnotsensitive to the screening and approxim ately equals to 0.9 eV

in di� erent estim ations [22]. W e use the sim plest way ofestim ating �J keeping the ratio

9



�J=J equalto itsatom icvalue[24].Forthem ostim portantparam eterU,which de� nesthe

barevertex m atrix (Eq.(3)),weusethevalueU = 2:3 eV form ostofourcalculationsand

discussthe dependencesofthe density ofstates(DOS)asfunctionsofU.To calculate the

spectralfunctions

A � (k;E )= �
1

�
TrLG � (k;E + i0)

and DOS astheirsum overtheBrillouin zonewe� rstm adeanalyticalcontinuation forthe

m atrixself-energyfrom M atsubarafrequenciestotherealaxisusingthePadeapproxim ation

[25],andthennum ericallyinverted theGreen-functionm atrixasinEq.(19)foreachk-point.

In the self-consistentsolution ofthe FLEX equationswe used 1024 M atsubara frequencies

and theFFT-schem e with theenergy cut-o� at100 eV.Thesum overirreducible Brillouin

zone have been m ade with 72 k-points for SCF-iterations and with 1661 k-points for the

� naltotaldensity ofstates.

Firstwe analyze the U-dependence ofelectronic structure (Fig.1). Keeping J;�J � xed

asdescribed abovewevary theaverageU param eterin therangefrom 2 to 6 eV.Forcom -

putationalsim plicity a relatively high tem perature value T = 1500 K wasused. Note that

thetem peraturein thisapproach isde� ned in term sofM atsubara frequencies.In contrast

to the standard LDA calculationsatthe � nite tem peratures[26]we take into accountthe

tem peraturedependenceoftheBosedegreesoffreedom sthrough thep-h susceptibilities.It

isknown [27]thatthissourceoftem peraturedependenceisthem ostim portantforitinerant

electron m agnets.Although T isaboveT
exp

C (whereT
exp

C = 1043K istheexperim entalvalue

ofthe Curie tem perature ofiron) allDOS (N "(E );N #(E )) curves in the Fig.1 show the

spin splitting.In principle,onecould calculateTC using thetem peraturedependenceofthe

uniform spin susceptibility [19]butwe have notdone ityet. Nevertheless,we believe that

thissplitting in DM FT isa m anifestation oftheexistence oflocalm agneticm om entabove

TC and is not connected with long-range m agnetic order. This spin splitting is a charac-

teristic feature oflocalapproxim ationsand re ectsthe Hubbard splitting in the one-band

m odel[18].Thelocalspin splittingaboveCurietem peraturein iron isde� nitely observed in

10



m any experim ents,e.g.optics,photoem ission etc.(see,e.g.[27,4]and referencestherein).

Firstofall,weseethatthevalueofthetotalm agneticm om entisweakly dependenton

U and isoforderof2�B forthistem perature.Thepositionsofthem ain peakswith respect

to the Ferm ienergy roughly coincideswith those in LSDA up to U = 2 eV.Starting from

U = 3 eV satellites atE ’ �5 eV appears aswellasadditionalm any-body structure at

E ’ 4eV.Notethataweak satellite-likefeatureatE ’ �5eV wasobserved experim entally

in[5]althoughitwasnotfoundin[6].ForU ’ 1eV which isconsidered tobe\experim ental"

valueforiron [3]thereareno any noticeablem anifestationsofthissatellite.Theboundary

valuesofU oforderof2 eV with weak shoulderprobably correspondsto the experim ental

situation in thebestway.ForU ’ 5� 6 eV an essentialpartofthespectraldensity related

to the m any-particle peaks corresponding to the upper and lower Hubbard bands,which

is unrealistic forsuch m oderately correlated substances as iron. At U ’ 6 eV the em pty

quasiparticle m inority-spin peak goesbelow the Ferm ilevelwhich decreases the m agnetic

m om ent.

Thedepolarization ofstatesneartheFerm ilevelisanotherim portantcorrelation e� ect.

Thedecreaseoftheratio P = [N "(E F )� N #(E F )]=[N "(E F )+ N #(E F )]isa typicalsign of

spin-polaron e� ects[4,28]. In ourapproach thise� ectsare taken into accountthrough the

W
(ph)

"# term sin thee� ectivespin-polarized LDA++ potential.

The energy dependence ofself-energy in Fig.2 shows characteristic features ofm oder-

ately correlated system s.Atlow energiesjE j< 1 eV weseea typicalFerm i-liquid behavior

Im � (E )� �E2;@Re� (E )=@E < 0:Atthesam etim e,forthestatesbeyond thisinterval

within thed-bandsthedam ping isratherlarge(oftheorderof1 eV)so these statescorre-

spondsto ill-de� ned quasiparticles,especially foroccupied states. Thisisprobably one of

them ostim portantconclusionsofourcalculations.Qualitatively itwasalready pointed out

in Ref.[10]on thebasisofa m odelsecond-orderperturbation theory calculations.W ehave

shown that this is the case ofrealistic quasiparticle structure ofiron with the reasonable

valueofCoulom b interaction param eter.

Duetonoticeablebroadeningofquasiparticlestatesthedescription ofthecom putational

11



results in term s ofe� ective band structure (determ ined,forexam ple,from the m axim um

ofspectraldensity)would beincom plete.W epresenton theFig.3 thefullspectraldensity

A � (k;E )includingboth coherentand incoherentpartsasafunction ofk and E .W eseethat

in generalthem axim aofthespectraldensity(darkregions)coincidewith theexperim entally

obtained band structure. However,for occupied m ajority spin states at about -3 eV the

distribution ofthespectraldensity isratherbroad and thedescription ofthisstatesin term s

ofthe quasiparticle dispersion isproblem atic. This conclusion isin com plete quantitative

agreem entwith raw experim entaldata on angle-resolved spin-polarized photoem ission [29]

with thebroad non-dispersivesecond peak in thespin-up spectralfunction around -3 eV.

V .A P P LIC AT IO N S T O SP IN -P O LA R IZED T H ER M O EM ISSIO N

Oneofthem ostunexpected resultsconcerning electronicstructureofiron wasobtained

by spin-polarized therm oem ission forcesiated iron [8]. In thiscase the therm alcurrentis

determ ined by thestateswith the energy W = 1:37 eV above Ferm ilevelwhich arein the

region ofquasiparticle DOS peak for m inority spin. One could expect a strong negative

spin polarization ofthecurrent(polarization ratioP asestim ated from LSDA DOS isabout

-85% ).M oreaccurateestim ation which takesintoaccountgroup velocities[9]resultsin P=

-34% forthepolarization ratio.Experim entally itfound to bezero within theexperim ental

error.

Toclarifythesituation,weconsidered thise� ecton thebasisofourLDA++ calculations.

Thecurrentthrough thesurfacex = 0 in thespectralrepresentation is

jx =
X

k

TrL�

"
@t(k)

@kx

D

c
+
k
ck

E
#

=
X

k

TrL�

8
<

:

@t(k)

@kx

2

4

1Z

� 1

dE f(E )A(k;E )

3

5

9
=

;
(20)

where @t(k)=@k = V k isthe group velocity operator(the m atrix in orbitalindices),f(E )

isthe Ferm idistribution function. Taking into accountonly electronsm oving towardsthe

surface(kx > 0)and with theenergy (E)abovethebarrier(W )thetherm oem ission current

(cf.Ref[9]forthecaseofnoninteracting electrons)could beexpressed as:

12



j
T
x =

X

k(kx> 0)

1Z

W

dE f(E )TrL�

( �
�
�
�
�

@t(k)

@kx

�
�
�
�
�
A(k;E )

)

(21)

Taking into accountthatT << W and averaging overthesurfaceorientations(experim ents

[8]werecarried outforpolycrystallinesam ples),wefound thefollowingapproxim ateform ula

forthepolarization

P =
I" � I#

I" + I#
; (22)

I� =
X

i= x;y;z

X

k

TrL

( �
�
�
�
�

@t(k)

@ki

�
�
�
�
�
A �(k;W )

)

This was calculated using num ericaldi� erentiation oft(k) m atrix and sum m ing up over

1661 k pointsin theirreducible partoftheBrillouin zone.W eobtained P =-12% which is

to com pare with the value of�34% from LSDA calculations[9]. The decrease ofP isnot

a pure e� ectofdam ping ofthequasiparticle states,butistheresultofrathercom plicated

cancellations ofs;p;d -electron contributions. Therefore,one m ay conclude that there is

no drastic discrepancy between experim entalresults [8]and theoreticaldescription ofthe

electronic structure ofiron,inspite ofthe approxim ate character ofour treatm ent ofthe

therm oem ission problem . Form ore accurate description one needsto consider,forexam -

ple,an in uence ofthe cesium layerand surface e� ectson the electronic structure ofiron

according to theexperim entalconditions.

V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have proposed a generalschem e for investigation ofthe correlation e� ects in the

quasiparticle band structure calculations foritinerant-electron m agnets. This approach is

based on thecom bination ofthedynam icalm ean-� eld theory and the uctuating exchange

approxim ation.Application ofLDA++ m ethod givesan adequatedescription ofthequasi-

particle electronic structure for ferrom agnetic iron. The m ain correlation e� ects in the

electron energy spectrum are strong dam ping ofthe occupied states below 1 eV from the

Ferm ilevelE F and essentialdepolarization ofthestatesin thevicinity ofE F .W eobtained

13



areasonableagreem entwith di� erentexperim entalspectraldata(spin-polarized photo-and

therm oem ission). The m ethod is rather universaland can be applied for other m agnetic

system s,both ferro-and antiferrom agnets.
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FIGURES
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FIG .1. Density ofd-statesand m agneticm om entsforferrom agneticiron in theLSDA andthe

LDA+ + calculations fordi�erent average Coulom b interactions with J= 0.9 eV and tem perature

T= 1500 K .

17



-8 -4 0 4 8

-1

0

1

E
F

Σ (
E

),
 e

V
Σ (

E
),

 e
V

N
(E

),
 e

V
-1

Energy, eV

Σ-e
g

-1

0

1 Σ-t
2g

0

1

U=2.3 eV

FIG .2. Totaldensity ofstates and d-partofself-energy for ferrom agnetic iron with U= 2.3

eV and J= 0.9 eV forthetem peratureT= 750 K .Two di�erentself-energiesfort2g and eg d-states

in thecubiccrystal�eld sym m etry arepresented and fourdi�erentlinescorrespondsto im aginary

partspin-up (fullline)and spin-down (dashed line)aswellasrealpartspin-up (dashed-dotline)

and spin-down (dashed-double-dotline).
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FIG .3. Spectralfunction offerrom agneticiron forspin-up (a)and spin-down (b)and thetwo

k-directionsin theBrillouin zonecom parewith theexperim entalangleresolved photoem ission and

deHaas-van Alphen (atthe EF = 0)points(from Ref.3 ).
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