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Abstract

We introduce a novel approach for the investigation of spin-wave excita-
tions in itinerant ferromagnets. Our theory is based on a variational treat-
ment of general multi-band Hubbard models which describe elements and
compounds of transition metals. The magnon dispersion is derived approx-
imately as the energy of a variational spin-wave state in the limit of large
spatial dimensions. A numerical evaluation of our results is feasible for gen-
eral multi-band models. As a first application we consider a model with two
degenerate orbitals per lattice site. From our results we can conclude that
spin-wave excitations in strong itinerant ferromagnets are very similar to those
in ferromagnetic spin systems.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The most prominent examples for metals with a ferromagnetic order are the elements
of the iron group, namely iron, cobalt and nickel. Although the magnetic behaviour of
these materials is a well-known phenomenon, there are still many open questions in this
field (for a general introduction, see e.g., Refs. [1], [2] ). It is generally accepted that the
basic reason for ferromagnetic order is the interplay between the kinetic energy and the
Coulomb-interaction of the electrons. Nevertheless, it is still a matter of debate which kind
of minimal model must be used for the description of ferromagnetic materials. Whatever an
appropriate Hamilton may be, from a theoretical point of view one would expect that it will
be a hard analytical task to find even an approximate solution for such a real many-particle
problem.

The simplest theory, which gives an explanation for metallic ferromagnetism is the
Hartree-Fock-Stoner theory:3 A surprising result of this theory is the statement that fer-
romagnetism occurs in any system provided that the product of Coulomb-interaction and
the electrons’ density of states exceeds a certain amount. This statement is the famous
Stoner criterion. This criterion usually leads to surprisingly small critical values of the
Coulomb-interaction for which ferromagnetism is predicted to occur. At first sight one may
consider this as an a posteriori justification of the Hartree-Fock theory, which certainly
fails for stronger Coulomb interactions. However, in some simpler model systems like the
one-band Hubbard model it is well known that ferromagnetism requires very large Coulomb-
interactions if it exists at all. This is a definite contradiction to Hartree-Fock theory, which
indicates that the whole Stoner picture may be inadequate for a thorough understanding of
itinerant ferromagnetism. Similar objections could be raised against spin-density functional
theory which, like Stoner-theory, is based on an effective one-particle description. Despite
their conceptual shortcomings, these theories quite successfully describe some properties of
the iron-group elements, i.e. the magnetic moment or the shapes of the multisheet Fermi
surfaces“ Therefore, a competitive strong-coupling theory must meet these apparent suc-
cesses of spin-density functional theory before it will be taken seriously.

To this end, we recently introduced a variational treatment of multi-band Hubbard mod-
els with a general class of Gutzwiller wave functions?®. These models allow the description
of real materials, for example the elements of the iron group. As a first application we stud-
ied the ferromagnetic transition in a two-band model. In contradiction to the Hartree-Fock
theory we found that ferromagnetism requires quite large Coulomb interactions. In par-
ticular, we demonstrated the decisive role of the intra-atomic exchange interaction, which
is found to be irrelevant in the Hartree-Fock approach. The Gutzwiller theory shows that
finite values of this exchange interaction are essential for metallic ferromagnetism. Based on
these results, we suggested that the complex atomic Coulomb-interaction has to be taken
seriously in theories on itinerant ferromagnetism. In particular, it appears to be essential to
take into account exchange interactions which form local spins according to Hund’s rule. We
are presently calculatlng physical properties of the iron-group elements from our correlated
electron approach- First results for Nickel show that our method is able to resolve all major
discrepancies between experiment and spin-density functional theoryb.

Experiments not only provide information about ground-state physics, but also yield
insight into dynamical properties of materials. It is found that metallic and insulating fer-



romagnets behave similar with respect to their low-energy spin excitations. In both cases,
inelastic neutron-scattering experiments show pronounced gapless spin-wave excitations” 9"10
The understanding of these excitations is very important since they govern the magnetic
phase transition at finite temperaturesi?. Theoretical methods which allow the determi-
nation of spin-wave dispersions in Hubbard models are quite rare. It is obvious that a
convincing description of spin excitations can only be obtained starting from a qualified
theory for the ground-state. However, almost all earlier theories on spin-wave excitations
in ferromagnets are based on effective one-particle theories. Some of these theories lead to
surprisingly accurate results compared to experiments. For example, in Ref. [11] a random-
phase approximation for iron and nickel was introduced. In other approaches, the spin-wave
dispersion is determined via a mapping of the itinerant system to a ferromagnetic Heisenberg
model (see, e.g. Ref. [19]).

In this work, we present a theory for spin-wave excitations in itinerant ferromagnets
which is based on the variational ground states in Ref. [G]. Our paper is organized as
follows: In Sec. 1l we introduce the general class of multi-band Hubbard models and the
corresponding Gutzwiller wave functions. Our general approach on the spin-wave problem
is presented in Sec. Il In Sec. [V we evaluate the spin-wave dispersion for our general
class of multi-band Hubbard models. Finally, we apply our results to a model with two
degenerate bands in Sec. V.. Short conclusions close our presentation. Technical details are
deferred to four appendices.

II. HAMILTONIAN AND VARIATIONAL WAVE FUNCTION
A. Multi-band Hamiltonian

In this paper we consider the following general class of multi-band Hubbard models,

ZZt"‘“jUN,+ZHzat_H1+Hat. (1)

i(#)j 0.0’

Here, ¢! creates an electron with combined spin-orbit index ¢ = 1,...,2N (N = 5 for

3d electfons) at the lattice site ¢ of a solid. For simplicity, we assume that the orbitals do
not belong to the same representation of the respective point-symmetry group. For example,
in cubic symmetry this means that there is only one set of s, p, e, and ty5-orbitals. In this
case, one-particle-states |®q), which respect the symmetry of the lattice, lead to vanishing
non-diagonal local hopping-terms, i.e.

(o]e:

~ Oy - (2)
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This relation simplifies the calculations in this paper, but there is no fundamental obstacle
to extend our method to a more general case.
We further assume that the atomic Hamiltonian

01,02;03,04 A+ A+ A
Hip = E €Ny + E U CoCoyCoiCoy - (3)
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is site-independent and readily diagonalized,
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Here, we introduced the eigenvalues Er and the eigenstates IT") of H,. The diagonalization
of H, is a standard exercise (see e.g., Ref. [13]). Knowledge of the states |I') means that
we found their expansion

Ty => Tirll), ()

in the basis of the configuration states |I). In these states, a definite set of spin-orbit states
o is occupied

|I) = |o1,09,..) =¢r el - vacuum) (o) < 0y < ...). (6)

o1 0'2.

For details about the notation, see Ref. [G], Sec. II.

B. Gutzwiller-wave-function and diagrammatic evaluation

In Ref. [G] we proposed the following wave-function for a variational examination of the
Hamiltonian (1):

We) = Po|®o) = H Pric|®o) - (7)

Here, |®g) is any normalized single-particle product state and the local Gutzwiller projector
P, is defined as

E;G:HA?F:1+Z(>‘F_1)mF~ (8)
T

T

To simplify our notation, we suppress the spatial indices wherever a misunderstanding is im-
possible, e.g., we omitted the index i on the rhs. of eq. (). The real variational parameters
Ar may have values between zero and one, where these two limits generate the ground-state
both in the uncorrelated (H,, = 0) and the atomic limit (H; = 0) of our Hamiltonian ().

In Ref. [6] we showed that the expectation value of the Hamiltonian (1) can be evaluated
for the wave-function (7) in the limit of infinite spatial dimensions. In this section we only
summarize the main ideas of the diagrammatic derivation which are important for our
treatment of the spin-wave-problem in the next chapters. For all details we refer the reader
to Ref. [@].

First, let us consider the norm of the wave-function (7),

(W] ¥e) = [T (@

)

P\ @) - (9)

The square of the local Gutzwiller-projector can be written as
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where we introduced the (local) Hartree-Fock-operators

Ay = 17" (11a)
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for I =1I', and
alfh = [[La Jins (I =I0II=JUL T =JU D) (11c)
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for I # I'. The operators ¢, (¢,,) in (IId) should be placed in an ascending (descending)
order. An explicit expression for the coefficients x;.; ;» in (10) is derived in Appendix (B).

When we apply Wick’s-Theorem to the right-hand-side of eq. (¥), all terms are repre-
sented by certain diagrams with lines

P = (@ e

Do) (12)

~
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and local vertices x;; . The special form of the operator P2G in (10) has two essential
consequences for the structure of our diagrams. First, the definition of the Hartree-Fock
operators together with eq. (2) guarantees that there are no local lines, i.e.,

P =0. (13)

Second, the constraint ||, |I’| > 2 requires that at least four lines meet at every local vertex.
When we evaluate the expectation values in

< Zat> ZEF M) g . and (14a)
< > Z 7 (g (14b)
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we obtain diagrams, which contain one (for ﬁi;at) or two (for H 1) external vertices for the
lattice sites ¢ (and j). If such a diagram possesses at least one internal vertex, we have
lattice sites, which are connected by more than two lines. Such diagrams vanish in infinite
dimensions and therefore we concluded in Ref. [G] that the expectation values (14) only
include diagrams without any internal vertex. Thus, we can write the expectation values
<mF>x1/G = <mi;1“>\pc in (14a) as

mp = (ir)g, = Apmp = AF (), (15)



with uncorrelated expectation values (...); = (...),- This relation allows to replace the
original variational parameters Ar by the new parameters mr. The expectation value for a
hopping term in (14H) becomes

<AZ+JAJ0> qcrqcr <CZO' j0'> (16&)
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Here, the fermionic sign function
fo = Ualef|T) (17)

gives a minus (plus) sign if it takes an odd (even) number of anticommutations to shift the
operator ¢ to its proper place in the sequence of electron creation operators in [/ Ucg). Note
that the numbers ¢, in (16a) are just the diagonal-elements of the matrix ¢7 introduced in
Ref. [@], which is diagonal for our symmetry-restricted orbital basis (see Sec. {1°A).

ITI. SPIN WAVES
The theoretical examination of spin-wave excitations requires the analysis of the imag-

inary part xr(g, E) of the transversal susceptibility?4, which is given as the retarded two-
particle Greenfunction

Gr(7.E) = ({57 : 57 ))e (18a)
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in the Heisenberg-picture, where the sum includes all (L) lattice sites [ and orbitals b. The
magnetic excitations of the system are represented by poles of the Greenfunction G (g, E)
with energies £ > 0. For our further analysis we expand the “spin-wave state”

[U0) = 52 W) (20)

in terms of exact energy-eigenstates
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The Lehmann-representation of (18z)),
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n

(23)

shows that there are poles in Gr(q, E) for the energies F, — Ey > 0 with weights W, |2
In a ferromagnetic system the state | \112*:6> is also a ground state of H, since the operator

A

qu:6 just flips a spin in the spin-multiplet of the ground-state |W,). Therefore, we can

conclude that Gr(0, E) has one isolated pole for E — E, = 0. Now we consider finite,
but small values of ¢, and assume that the expansion (21) is still dominated by a narrow
distribution of low-energy states. This scenario explains the pronounced peak in xr(q, F)
for small values of F and |7|, which is seen in experiments and interpreted as a spin-wave
excitation (see, e.g., Ref. [10]). Then, the spin-wave dispersion E; can be identified as
the position of this peak, and Ej is approximately determined by the first moment of the
distribution |W,|?,

oy B wp {(wold|w)
WL (o | Wo)
B <\Ifo S’;ffgq: \I’o> <\I’0 ’F[’ \I’0> (24b)
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It is still impossible to derive the spin-wave dispersion Ej from eq. (24) since we do not
know the ground-state |¥g) of our multi-band Hamiltonian (1}). If we assume, however, that
the variational wave function |Wg) is a good approximation for the true ground-state |¥g)
we may substitute |Wg) in eq. (24) by the variational wave function |¥q).

In the next section we will evaluate the “variational” spin-wave dispersion

<@G‘§tﬁf§: \I/G> <@G‘H‘@G>
o <mgjg~;3;)%> - (Ve Vo) 29)

in the limit of large spatial dimensions. It should be noted that this quantity obviously obeys
no strict upper-bound properties. Nevertheless, we expect that E;Xp < EZ* is fulfilled since
the expectation values (24) includes high-energy states which do not belong to the spin-wave
excitation seen in experiments.

In principle, transversal spin-excitations are given as peaks both in xr(q, E) and
x1(q, By — E) for energies £ > Ej. In other word, we also had to consider the contri-
butions from the Green function ({ Aqi ; 3;» g in our calculation. These contributions are
identical to the second term in eq. (23) and we could include them by using the proper
spin-wave state



0y = (S5 +57) wa) (26)
in our variational approach. However, the contributions from the second operator in (28)
vanish for ¢ = 0 and may be neglected for small values of ||, where spin-wave excitations

are observed in experiments. Nevertheless, there is no fundamental obstacle to extend our
diagrammatic approach to the more general spin-wave state (28).

IV. VARIATIONAL SPIN-WAVE DISPERSION
A. General considerations

In order to determine the variational spin-wave dispersion (23) we need to examine the
norm of the state |¥F) = 5= [¥g) |

N; z<\11G

57| wa) (27)

and the expectation values

(5]
<w

Before we start to evaluate these quantities, it is necessary to discuss two general problems.
First, let us consider the norm

o ig(R;—R;) T T
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in the special case ¢ = 0, where S 518 just the total spin-flip operator S~. When we assume
that |Uq) has the correct spin- symmetry, i.e. it is an eigenstate of

~

. ., N2
= Z Si. and S = (Z Si) (30)
with eigenvalues S& and S§(S& + 1), respectively, we obtain
Nyg = 285 (W | W) . (31)

Here, we used the well-known equation
StS =82 - 57§ —1) (32)

for spin operators. In general, however, the wave functions |¥¢), as defined in eq. (8), do
not fulfill this symmetry. Therefore, it is necessary to introduce some additional constraints



on our variational parameters Ar in (§) to guarantee that |U¢) is an eigenstate of S ‘ In
Appendix (A) we explain how these relations may be chosen.

The second problem arises from the evaluation of ¢g~dependent quantities in the limit
of large spatial dimensions D. For example, let us consider the Hartree-Fock case, where
|Wq) = | Q) is a spin-polarized one-particle state with ny > n|. We find

Ny 1 a(Fi-F, A ot
A P P DL CY G C PALTRIE 2 (33a)
b i
1~ i
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b i#)

where, for simplicity, we assumed that the expectation-values PZUJUI as defined in (i2) are
diagonal with respect to the orbitals b, . For any finite value of ¢ the sum in eq. (B3D)

vanishes as 1/D. This means that the limits ¢ — 0 and D — oo do not commute, because

N? N?
lim lim Tq = an,T (1—ny,) # Z (ng; —np,) = lim lim Tq . (34)
b b
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To overcome this problem we will evaluate expressions like the sum in (83H) using the realistic
three dimensional band-structure of our Hamiltonian ({). This leads to results which are
continuous in ¢ and, consequently, reproduce the limit §= 0 correctly .

The norm of the state (27) for a correlated wave function |¥g) # |[Pg) will contain
diagrams of an arbitrary order 1/D™. In this paper we will only consider diagrams up to
the leading order n = 1. At first sight one may wonder whether or not 1/D-terms need to
be included in the ground-state energy expression as well. Fortunately, to order 1/D, these
diagrams only lead to a constant shift of the energy expectation-values for |¥Ug) and ‘\I/g>
Thus, for our calculation we may neglect the 1/D-contributions to the ground-state energy
since we are only interested in the difference between these two energies.

In the next subsection we evaluate the norm (29). The derivation of the expectation
values (28a) and (28h) requires no additional techniques. The cumbersome calculations are
deferred to appendices G and D.

B. Evaluation of the norm

The norm of the state (27) can be written as

i#] U(#4,5)

When we use eq. (1U) and apply Wick’s theorem, we obtain diagrams with external vertices
for the lattice sites 7 and j and internal vertices generated by the Hartree-Fock operators
Tyt poin Plg. In Refs. [15,8] it was shown that we only have to evaluate the connected

9



diagrams since the unconnected terms just give the norm of the Gutzwiller wave-function
N = (Vg | Ug). For the evaluation of the first line (85) we use the local relations

STS =) " S (D), (36a)
T
S:(I) = SIM) [S(T) +1] = S:(T) [So(T) F1] (36D)
which follow from eq. (82). Here, we introduced the total spin S(I') and the spin-component

S.(T") of the atomic eigenstates |I'). Hence, the expectation value of Si"S;” is given as a linear
function of the variational parameters mr and we may write (85) as

7 NG = XF: S_( (37a)

L ; pid(Ri—R;) H {(RGg;FPZG> <pj;Gg]-_Pj;G> ]%?G};), (37b)

U(#i.5)

where {}fbo denotes the application of Wick’s theorem and taking into account only the
connected diagrams.

For a further analysis of (87H) we introduce indices ® = (0,0,) for pairs of spin-orbit
states o; and the basic RPA-diagrams

PR(7) = PU3(@) = —7 3 e priespryes (38)

(o3 04)
i#j

P (7) can be evaluated in momentum space as

P@’(q) — (504502n n = Z noi%y, 0302 (39)

01 03 01 02

with expectation values
oo’ __ At o4l
’rLE = <CEO_CkO_,><I>O (40)

and a modified Kronecker-symbol 07 = 0,0~ Note that, in contrast to the indices I, the
order of the two spin-orbit states in ® = (0,0,) is significant. Here, its first and second
element specify a particle which enters or leaves a vertex, respectively.

For large spatial dimensions (i.e., up to the order 1/D), the only contributions in (B7H)
are RPA-type diagrams as shown in Flg (1). The internal vertices :Eg are generated by the
operators P2 > which can be expressed in terms of Hartree-Fock operators @, piy} ;1 (see

q. (10)). For our RPA-diagrams we only have to consider two-fermion-operators in . IF I

A general vertex with n incoming and outgoing lines is determined by the operator

N C
Z Z $Juj1,JUIQ{"'nI}511,JUIQ }q>0 (41)

11,12(110122@) J(I1,I2¢J)

A C
- E E YJjuly,Juls {---nJuh,JuIz---}% )

11,12(110122@) J(I1,I2¢J)
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with

J pJ
YJjuly,Jul, = IJUh,JUIgf[lfIQ .

Thus, the internal vertex 73 = ig:gig at lattice site [ stems from the term
At oA At oA ¢ 03 fo
Yiioro)oz.00) L+ (Clor o) (lsCran) Yo, fob fou - (42)

The round brackets indicate that Wick’s theorem may not be applied to operators in different
brackets. Thus, we can identify 3 as

j% = ig:zg = 524 c(ryl3 L(o1,03),(02,04) - (43>
An explicit expression for x;  is derived in Appendix B.

Our infinite RPA-sum (see Fig i) for the second term in (37H) leads to the following
matrix-equation for Q% (7),

O7) = P(q) + P(q) - & P(q) + P(q) - & P(7) - @+ P(]) + ... (44a)
= P(@)+ P(q)-&-Q(q) (44D)
which has the solution
q)=(1-P@)-2)7" P(@). (45)
Here, the dot “-”indicates the usual product between two matrices.

Finally, we have to examine the external vertices, generated by the spin-operators SY;F
and S} in (B7H). First, we find for local operators

PeSTPe =) ArAr [IV) ('] ST |T) (T (46a)

r,r

= Z Ar A/ S (D) [P0 (46b)

where the normalized spin-flip-state
1
V()

was introduced. We may write eq. (40h) as

Ty) = §+r) (47)

p@S+pG Z )\F+)\F S_|_ Z Th F+TF Izmh I (48)

11,12
with

~ ~I.T A
mp i, = fIin{mj nrr, (49&)

" =he J[ (1—0) (49D)

oeJ  geJ\(IUul')
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and J = [1ﬂ]2,]1 JUI 12 JUI/
The external vertices in our RPA-diagrams are met by just two lines. Therefore, we only
need the following one-particle contribution of the operator 1y, ;, in (48),

~ C o0
{tnn Yo, — D DU PRI (50)
01,02
1
(o102) — - JUoy §JUo2 o
‘1]11'1]22 = Z 01 02 ( H (1—n0)) [5 15 2 — 07 25 5 }
J(o1,02¢J) o€(01,02) 7

where we assumed that |I;| = |I3]. When we apply this result to the contribution of the
external vertex (87F), we only need to consider the first term with oy # o9, because oy, 09
must have different spins. Thus, the expression for the external vertex, which stems from
S becomes

(0102 Z Ar, Ary/ So (T Z Ty, T r o 1?11;;2) (51a)
I, 1>
J rJ m(J]
- Z )\I‘+)‘F V S+ Z TJU0'1 T4 1" ,JUo2 (1 - né )(21 —no ) : (51b>
J(o1,02¢7) o1 72

The expansion

[P Bo) = 0[St Lo @) Y| (52a)

01,02

= (S&m))*{...(a;am)... .- (52b)

01,02

shows that the vertex-factor for the operator S’J_ in (37D) is given as

S(;lffz) - (Séfzal))* ‘ (53)

When we consider S and Sg as components of vectors S+ and S~ with respect to the
indices ® we obtain the following final result for the norm Ny

+ OP1(7 -
7 NG ; S_(T)mr + 92@ So. Qa1(7) S, (54a)
=> S ()ymr+ ST Qq)- 5. (54b)
r

Note that the norm Ng in (54a) will cancel out when we calculate the expectation values
(28).

A similar derivation gives us the expectation values (28) of the kinetic energy and the
Coulomb-interaction, see appendices (J and 1. There, the number of contributing diagrams
is much larger (e.g., 18 for the kinetic energy) since we have up to four external vertices.
Nevertheless, the numerical evaluation of these terms is a minor technical problem as soon as
the wave-function |¥) has been determined by the minimization of our variational energy
expression. First studies show that the application of our variational scheme to iron and
nickel represents a solvable numerical task®. Further work in this direction is in progress.
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V. APPLICATION TO A TWO-BAND MODEL

In this chapter we will present the results for the spin-wave properties in a system with
two degenerate eg-type orbitals per lattice site. The appearance of ferromagnetism in this
model has already been discussed in Ref. [6], both for the Hartree-Fock and the Gutzwiller
theory. Thus, we will only summarize these results here, before we start to consider the
spin-wave dispersion. For all details, we refer to Ref. [d].

A. Ferromagnetic properties

In a system with two degenerate orbitals the general atomic Hamiltonian () becomes

iy

Hat =U E Tp 11, | -+ U E nieN2e — J E nioN2o (55)
b o,0’! o
A oAt oA A At oAt a4 At oAt oA oa
+J§ :01,002,—001,—002,0 +Jo <Cl,TCLlC27lC27T + C2,TC2,101,1017T> :
g

In cubic symmetry the Coulomb- and exchange-integrals U, U’, J and J¢ are not independent
from each other. Instead we have only two free parameters, because the relations J = J¢
and U — U’ = 2J hold. For the determination of the optimal variational wave function (7}),
we need the 16 eigenstates of the atomic Hamiltonian. The latter can be found in table I of
Ref. [d].

In the one-particle Hamiltonian H; we take into account first and second nearest neighbor
hopping matrix elements. Furthermore, we ag)ply the tWO center approxunatlon for the
hopping matrix elements, which are chosen as ¢ ido = 1€V, £ dd = 0.25eV, and !} ddo @ tgl)ﬁ( )

téd)&@) =1:(-0.3) : 0.1 (see Ref. [16] for the notation). The density of states for these
parameters (see fig. 1 of Ref. [(]) has a pronounced peak for the particle-density n, = 0.3.
For this band-filling we observe the strongest tendency to generate a ferromagnetic order,
in qualitative agreement with the simple Stoner criterion. Therefore, we consider the spin-
wave properties of our system only for this optimum band-filling. The numerical evaluation
in Ref. [@] did not respect the global spin-symmetry of the wave-function |¥g). In this
work, we include the additional constraints on the variational-parameters Ar as described
in Appendix &, and we obtain almost the same state as in Ref. [6]. In other words, in
the two-band-model even the general variational ground-state |¥g), as defined in (7)), is a
nearly perfect eigenstate of the global spin-operator. However, it is not clear so far, if this
statement also holds for a more general multi-band model.

In Ref. [6] we found significant differences between the Hartree-Fock and the Gutzwiller
theory. These differences have to be interpreted as a failure of the Hartree-Fock-theory since
the variational space of the Hartree-Fock theory is included in our general class of Gutzwiller
wave-functions. Although this statements holds for the corresponding RPA-theory as well,
this theory is generally considered as the standard method in the context of spin-waves in
itinerant ferromagnets 4}

The ferromagnetic phase diagrams for our model is shown in Fig. 8. In the Hartree-Fock
theory ferromagnetism occurs for considerably smaller values of the correlation parame-
ters. The most important difference lies in the role of the interatomic exchange J. In the
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Gutzwiller theory a ferromagnetic ground-state exists only for finite values of J. This is
completely different in the Hartree-Fock theory. There, the only relevant quantities are the
Stoner-parameter I = Y+ and the density of states at the Fermi-level ©o(Er) which enter

the Stoner criterion

This means that even for J = 0 finite values of U exist, where the system makes a transition
into a ferromagnetic state.

Another important difference between both theories occurs when we compare the con-
densation energies Eq, i.€., the differences between the energies in the paramagnetic and
the ferromagnetic ground states. This quantity should have the same order of magnitude
as the Curie-temperature T¢ in itinerant ferromagnets. In Stoner theory we observe that
Eeona is typically of the order of U and therefore much larger than 7. This is in agreement
with the general observation that mean field methods overestimate the stability of magnetic
order. On the other hand, in our correlated electron approach we find relatively small values
for the condensation energy even for interaction parameters as large as twice the bandwidth.

B. Spin-waves

Fig. 2 shows the spin-wave dispersion in (100)-direction for four different magnetizations.
As the lattice constant of our simple-cubic lattice we chose a = 2.5A4, the next neighbor
distance in Nickel. Our Gutzwiller theory shows that the dispersion strongly depends on
the magnetization, especially for small values of ¢. The line shows the respective fits for the
function

E; = Dg*(1 - B¢%) . (57)

Note that experimental results of the region where quartic corrections become dominant
are usually not very accurate, since Stoner excitations reduce the lifetime of spin-waves
significantly. The values for the spin-wave stiffness D = 1.4eVA?2 and D = 1.2eVA? in both
cases of almost fully polarized magnetizations, m = 0.26 and m = 0.28, respectively, are of
the right order of magnitude for Nickel where D = 0.43eV A2.

The spin-wave dispersion is almost isotropic, as can be seen for example in the inset of
Fig. 2, where the dispersion is shown in the directions (100) and (110). Such an isotropic
behaviour was also observed in experiments on iron and nickel and it is actually somewhat
surprising, since the band-structure in these materials is far from being isotropic. However,
we should have in mind that even in a metallic system local moments are formed due to the
electrons’ correlations. Therefore, spin-excitations may be interpreted as spin-fluctuations
in a system with localized spins. In such a system we have a generic isotropy when the
exchange coupling is dominated by terms between nearest neighbors.

Our results show that the magnetic excitations in strong itinerant ferromagnets behave
very similar to those in systems of localized spins. These low-energy excitations are respon-
sible for the magnetic phase transition which occurs for temperatures much smaller than
the typical Fermi energies in itinerant electron systems. This observation is consistent with
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the small condensation energy in our variational approach. To support this statement let us
consider a Heisenberg-model

<

Ay = 7Y 88,
(4,3)

on a cubic lattice. In this system we have a spin-wave stiffness D = 25Ja?. The value of the
effective local moment in our itinerant system is given as S ~ 0.6 (see Ref. [§]). Therefore
we obtain J = # ~ 0.16eV. For an estimate of the Curie-temperature we use the results
from quantum Monte-Carlo calculations Tz = 1.44.J5% 4% In this way we find Tp ~ 8- 102K
which is the same order of magnitude as the condensation energy Feong ~ 5-102K. Thus, we
can summarize that our variational approach gives a consistent picture of both of magnetic
excitations and ground-state properties in strong itinerant ferromagnets.

When the spin-waves are treated as non-interacting bosons, their contribution to the
specific heat and the magnetization M (7) may be calculated from Ej._ The first order
contribution stems from the quadratic term and is the well-known 7%/2-law .22 The next order
depends on the behaviour of Eg for larger values of ¢. It is still not clear, wether or not
the quartic term in (57) describes the generic feature in the experiments. Some experiments
indicate that the second term in M(T) is aT?, which could be explained with a linear
behaviour in Egz. Our dispersion Ej also allows to calculate such temperature-dependent
quantities numerically. However, we did not analyze this for our two-band model, because
these results could not be compared to experiments.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In this paper we presented a variational method for the description of spin-wave excita-
tions in itinerant ferromagnets. Our starting point was a general multi-band Hubbard-model
which is an appropriate model for elements of the iron group. Earlier work showed that ferro-
magnetism in metals requires substantial interaction strengths even in systems with orbital
degeneracy. Therefore, we suspect that weak-coupling theories are not able to describe the
physics of itinerant ferromagnets correctly. Our method is based on a variational study of
multi-band Hubbard models with the help of generalized Gutzwiller wave functions. These
wave functions yield the exact ground-state both in the uncorrelated and the atomic limit
of the Hubbard model. Therefore, we expect them to describe reasonably the ground-state
properties for finite values of the correlation parameters.

From a theoretical point of view, spin waves are given as peaks in the imaginary part
x1(q, F) of the transversal spin susceptibility . This quantity can be measured using inelastic
neutron scattering. For ¢ = 0 the spin-symmetry of the ferromagnetic ground-state leads
to an isolated peak 0(FE) in yr. We assume that this peak is broadened only moderately
for finite values of ¢. Then, the position of the peak, which is interpreted as the spin-wave
dispersion Eg, can be calculated as a static expectation-value of spin-operators in the ground
state of the system. In our approximation we use the variational instead of the true ground
state and calculate all expectation values in the limit of large spatial dimensions.

Our results may be evaluated numerically for general multi-band models to describe iron
and nickel. However, the main numerical problem is the determination of the optimum
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variational wave-function for these realistic systems with a non-trivial atomic Hamiltonian.
Work in this direction is still in progress. In this work we applied our method to a two-band
model. Here, we found a behaviour which is in qualitative agreement with experimental re-
sults for strong ferromagnets. The spin-wave dispersion Ej is almost isotropic and quadratic
for small values of ¢. For larger ¢ we found quartic corrections, which are also seen in some
of the experiments. The values of the spin-wave stiffness have the right order of magnitude
compared to experiments. We concluded that the low-lying magnetic excitations in our
correlated and itinerant electron system are similar to those in a localized spin systems.
When we estimate the Curie-temperature T from our spin-wave properties and compare it
to the condensation energy we find a consistent picture in our variational approach. The
ferromagnetic phase transition is driven by spin-waves and the value for T is therefore much
smaller than typical Fermi energies in itinerant electron systems.
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APPENDIX A: GLOBAL SPIN-SYMMETRY

The variational spin-wave dispersion (23) is gapless only if the variational wave-function
|Wq) is an eigenstate of the global spin-operator (see eq. (80)). This symmetry is not fulfilled
for an arbitrary choice of the variational parameters Ar in (§). In this appendix, we present
two ways to implement this symmetry.

The first way to guarantee the global spin symmetry of |¥q) starts from the fact that the

52
one-particle product-state |®g) in (7) may in general be chosen as an eigenstate both of S
and S%. In this case, |Uq) is an eigenstate of S? if the states |[') are chosen as eigenstates of
the local spin-operator in z-direction. Then, the correct spin-symmetry of |¥¢) is ensured

if [Ug) is an eigenstate of STS~. It is equivalent to demand that

At G 25,
(5759, -2 w
since we may assume that the spin in |¥g) has a maximal component in z-direction. The
left-hand-side of eq. (AT) is just the norm Ny for ¢ = 0 which was derived in (53). Thus,
(AT) together with (b4a) leads to one additional condition for the variational-parameters Ar.
However, this condition is not very helpful, because equation (54%) includes the optimum
values A\r. This means that (AT) has to be included in the minimization algorithm, which
determines the optimum wave-function |W¢g); numerically, this is a very difficult problem.

In the following we propose a second, more feasible strategy for the implementation of
the correct spin-symmetry. To this end, we arrange the orbitals on the atoms of our system
into groups which carry the index of the respective representation D of the point-symmetry
group. Then, we define the operators

N[s) == Z 'ﬁ'i;(bs) ) ME = Z mi%(bs) ) (A2>

i,beD i,beD
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for the gross and net number of electrons in orbitals of the representation D and with spin s.
Again, we assume that each representation occurs only once. Under this condition, group
theoretical arguments show that the following relation holds

Zmi;(bS) = Zﬁi;(bs - Z fo(T)mgr (A3)

beD beD r(I0|>2)

where

=3 Y T (A4)

beD I[(b,s)¢1]
Thus, we can write
Mpy=Np— > fp()Mr, (Asa)
r(r|>2)
MF = Z mi;p s <A5b)

and the Gutzwiller-projector (8) becomes
Po =TT o)™ [T (A6)
D,s T

Here, we already assumed that the parameters Ay (= A}) are the same for all orbitals,
which belong to D. Further, we introduced

A= Ar- [T 50 (AT)

D,s

Now, we postulate the following conditions which ensure that |Ug) is an eigenstate of the

operator S

(I): A3, = A5, = A, for all representations D, D'.

(II): For all states ‘Fg>

S, we have )\Fsz =2 rst = = Ars.

> which belong to the same spin-multiplet (= I') with spin

For the prove of this statement, we can first conclude from (I) that the state |®g) is an

eigenstate of
[T 0™ =TT (A8)

D,s

where ]\78 is the number-operator for electrons with spin s. Thus, we have

§+871We) = 55 T A% T A |@o) (A9a)
s I
~ 55 T A @) (A9b)
I
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since [Ns, MF] = 0 for all s,I". We introduce the operator

S
Mrg= ) Mrgz , (A10)
S,=—8

which has the property [S’i, Mps} = 0. Then, condition (II) finally gives

§+871We) ~ 5+S T Are s (@) (A11)
I's
~ T Ares %57 |@g) ~ | W)
s

)
such that |Wg) is an eigenstate of S .

Note, that condition (IT) reduces the number of variational-parameters significantly, since
all parameters A\r for states \11), which belong to the same spin-multiplet I's are now deter-
mined by just one parameter Ar,. However, this restriction still allows different occupations
of the several S, components, since

0
Mmps: = )\psmrgz (A12)
also depends on the one-particle-state |®g).

The one-particle-occupations

M(bs) = A(bs) M) = AsTlyg) = T (A13)

with b € D depends on the quantities n}, = n,) and mps. (see eq. (A3)),

S
mp=np— » > fHIS)mps . (AL4)
S

Ts(I'g|>2) Sz=—

However, the additional conditions (I) and (II) prevent us from the derivation of an analytical
expression for mj,, since the parameters myps. depend on mp, via (A7) and (AI2). Therefore,
the relation (AT4) has to be implemented into our minimization algorithm with the help of
appropriate Lagrange parameters.

APPENDIX B: DIAGRAMS AND VERTICES

1. The vertices :ig and 59/@”
In Section (IVY) the vertices 73 (see egs. (43)) have been derived in terms of the coeffi-
cients w7y, which occur in the expansion (10}). Now we will derive an explicit expression for

these coefficients. The operator (19h) may be written as
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m?ﬂb = H (ng + ﬁEF) H (1- nd — AHF) (B1)

oced’ o€ J'\(I1UI2)
= Y {PIIT e TT a-ndy| el (B2)
J(I1,12¢J) o€J\]  geJN{JUlUlL}

Thus, P2 in (illl) becomes

(U S o W O 1 1 e B
I“ o

I, Ia(I1NI2=0) J' (I1,I2¢J") oclUl>

JnJ’ “
< ST EPTETT e T G =n) | A o

J(I1,I2¢J) o€J\J  oceJ\{JULUI}

A comparison of the coefficients in (B3) and (1) gives

! ! ]_
X Jul,,July = Z TJ'ull,Fle:J'ulgfh f12 ( H 1— n0> (B4>

J’([1712$J’) oeliUl> g

< [T S T (-nd)

o€JN] e {JULUIL}
In Appendix (0) we need an expression for vertices

Ty Ry _ é.(0304)(0006) (B5)

£y (0102)

with three incoming and outgoing lines, which stem from a term like

Yi5(01,03,05)(02,04,06) { (él+a él 02) (él—i—a él 04) (é;_arél 06) } fUlU(U 04 gﬁzum . (B6)
01 4y 03 by ;05 4y

Hence, these vertices are given as

0304 0006 . 01U03 o4 rooUoa ( )
5(0102 o2 Jog  T(01,03,05)(02,04,06) B7

2. Diagrams

In Appendix (0) and (D) we need some diagrams, which can be evaluated in momentum-
space as follows:

1.

W((c(rjslcff 0506 q_) Z 6 RJ Rl PUlU4PUJUGPUOJZ (B8a)
i#jF#

_ Znaltm 0306 0002 (SJGH P(0102 (6) (SJ‘)H P0106 ( )

03'"03" (0504) 02 '%o2” (0304)

—07imd PE2)(q) + 2054658672, ml, (B8b)

o1 oy (o506) o103 02 "01' 02" 03
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P = X e e = S ®
i)
with
0304 — Z 6219(1‘%Z RJ t0304 (BlO)
i#j
V@)=~ - AR (o
il
=- Z FoEng 7 4 0, B (0) + o, (2:;’23@ (B11b)
and
Vit () = = 3 MRATT P P (B122)
i#j1
_ _Zgam AT 4 grin nQ, B () + 05n, B8 (0) (B12b)
Ulnrtasan @) = Y @M=z PR P pree - (B13a)
i#jAlAm
- 280102 C_’,1‘74 0306 2502 6536 JaVEIU;UU; 0102)(0) 5‘(;;1”01‘/02;02&3)(0102)(6) + (B13b)

—57n0 V(U3J4 (q) — 07457202 n? E(JIJZ)(q) 59157600 n? E(Ulaz)(0)+

g2 02 (0’10'6 (0’10'2) g1 702 01 02 (0'30'6) 0103 01 03 (0’50’2)

59569670 10 E(sz)(o) P(Ul%)( )E(0102)( )_P(Jo%)( )E(Ulaz)(q—»)

02%3 " 01 osH (0104) (0304) \ 4 ) (0500) \d (0302) \4 )= (0104)

APPENDIX C: EVALUATION OF THE ATOMIC INTERACTION

According to eq. (284) we have to analyze the expectation values

N%;@g [ir| UG = e JZe“M 7)) <\11G A;‘\DG> (Cla)
]\1]# [Z (R~ R)) <\1;G i, ‘\I}G> (C1b)
ki)
-5 (e (g Sy W) ee) 1o
J(#k)
+(wq ‘Sk mk;pé,;‘ vG)| (C1d)
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This evaluation will be done separately for the three terms (CIh)-(ICId).

In the first term (ClIb), we have to distinguish connected and unconnected diagrams.
Here, the term “connected” means, that the lattice site k£ is connected to one of the lattice
sites 7, 7. This condition necessarily requires that k is connected to both lattice sites ¢ and j,
because g;r or S’J_ generate a spin-flip. Such a process cannot be compensated in a diagram
with only one of these operators, neither by the external vertex-operator 7;.r nor by one of
the internal vertex-operators 7, ..

The unconnected terms can be written as

1 (Vg |mpr| Ya)

1 ’ 2
(C1p)* NqZ N (C2)
X[ Z eitf(Ri— 5) H <<R,GSZ+R,G) <ﬂ;gsfpj;g) F)I?G>q)0

i#(#h) i)
3 T ((PoSP87 Pric) P, |-
i 1(i,k) o

When we ignore the restriction 4, 7,! # k, the sum over ¢ and j gives just Nz Thus, we
find the correct result for (C'15)" by substracting all diagrams with i = k or j = k for an
external vertex, or [ = k for one of the internal vertices. These contributions are given as

1 :] =k . NG ZF’ S_(F/)mrl
i=korj=k:2NgSt-Q(7) S~
=k : NagST-Q(@) - 2-Q(7)- S .
Altogether, we obtain the following expression for the contribution of the unconnected dia-
grams:

LNg
Ng

(C1b)" = [me — mr (2§+ Q7)) ST+ S (Mme + ST Q(F) 7 QA7) 5—)] (C3a)

= Lmyp + m%(q_') ,

where £J¢ is given in (514). Note that only the second term mf(q) is relevant for our spin-
Wave—disgersion Ez", since the first term Lmp is canceled by the respective ground-state
contribution in eq. (25).

For the connected diagrams in (ICIh) we may distinguish between those diagrams with
two or four lines, which enter or leave the external vertex. The vertex-factors with two lines
can be evaluated from (b0), whereas the respective factor with four lines stems from the

expansion

Lot} = S0 DO (6t 6,) (6 60) o (C4)

01,02,03,04

~ § | | 0
0102)(0304) __ S O—J ! J |
%51’1122)( 304) _ o1 Joo 3 m < m) (C )

J(01,02,03,04¢1) 0€(01,02,03,04)
o4 <11 1o oo <11 Iz o4 $I1 I
|: f 5JU 0’170'3)6JU(0'2 0’4 6 6JUO’35JUO'4 6 5JUO'15JUO'2
o4 5 I3 o3 s I3 02 S04 o4 503\ 5§11 512
5 6JUU16JU02 6 6JU016JU04 (601603 601602)6 5 } )

21



which is also derived for |I;| = |I3|. This expression together with eq. (48) leads to the

o .
following external vertex 7’3 for the operator S;°

Ejjjg ZAMAF\/& )3T T ) (C6)

11,12

whereas the corresponding factor 7_”%/ for the operator S ; 1s given as

riz = (1)) ()

(o102) (o201)
Using egs. (50), (C4), and

meFPG = Z AI%TF,IlTl—g,thJz (08)

I,1>

we obtain the following expression for the vertices of the external-operator in (CIb) with
one or two incoming and outgoing lines,

Migy0)(T) = Y NPTy, Tt 100202 (C9a)
11,12

M) = > ATy T (B o2 (so) (C9b)
11,12

When we define the vector M(T) of components Mg (I'), we may write the connected terms
(CIF) with i # j as

mh () = 2 3 [ (1-90) 7)) (W2, (0 + WEie, @)
<[(1+30@)- ], [(1+7-000) 5], i
mi () = 2 X [ao-a0)], & o5, o), o
(@) = S0 - 60) - (T 00a) - 5+ 7-00) - ) (C100)
md(q) = CoC S q) - M) - (q) - 5 (c104)

The tensors I/Vg?zl,g3 (@), 52;’93 are defined in Appendix (B). In fig. (4) all diagrams, which
belong to the atomic interactions are presented.

The connected diagrams in (C1h) with ¢ = j are determined by the external vertex-
operator

pGS+§_p Z)\F/ mr‘/ (Cl].)
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This expression leads to the contribution

6(g) = “%2}' ) [MH(r) - () - (D)) = m(0) (C12)

For the evaluation of (CIG), we need the external vertex for the operator PoSti P,
which is the same as the respective term in (514) for fixed I,

A+

row = A AVSL (D) Y Ty o, T, D02 (C13)

I,12

The only connected diagram in (CIg) is therefore given as

mi(q) = LNe (ﬂ Q7)) 5 + c.c.) . (C14)

. LN, S
7ﬁ@w:Nﬁawmn=mﬁm. (C15)
q
Here, we used the relation
StipS™ = S, (D)rr, - (C16)

To summarize, the expectation value (Cld) for the atomic energy is given as

ve ve 8
T T c=1

APPENDIX D: EVALUATION OF THE ONE-PARTICLE ENERGY

For the diagrammatic evaluation of the one-particle-energy we write the expectation

value (28H) as

(e

Ok ,0 Rj ~ ~ N—
N § : § :t ko z{ E ' < S o CoS; >\I/G + (Dla)

Ne k(#)l ok:01 0.5 (#k,0)
I Z ( iG(Ri—Ry) <S+ck ol UZ§I_>@G 1 id(Ri=Ry) <§Jézakéz;ol§:§>%) +c.c (D1b)
i(#k,1)
n (eiq’(Rk <S+ck o Uzgl_>\I,G 1 i Fr—Fy) <élj;0kg_§l+él?al>q,e) +cc (Dlc)
<S+cka Sré, ‘”>\1/G + c.c.} (D1d)
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Here, we already used the fact that the tight-binding parameters do not contain any lo-
cal terms. In (DIa) we have to distinguish connected and unconnected diagrams. The
unconnected contributions may be written as

(D10 = -3 S (3l nS), (D2)

qk;ﬁl Ok,0]
iq(Ri— R, b S+ P b G- P. H2
| 3 B T (Rt Ro) (RS o) Phc),
i (k1) m(#i,j:k,)
3 IT ((PeST57Pe) Phe), |-
i m(#i,k,l) o

Eq. (D3) can be evaluated, using the same arguments as discussed in connection with eq.
(C2). This evaluation leads to

(D10)" = By — £(7) (D3a)
2F\in LN - ~ ~ -
17\ kin G + . , G+ >\ s >\ . J-
(@) ="7 N, (5 .5 +ZS N+ ST QT - 7 - QUG 5) (D3b)
where

Ekin Z Z tUk,Ul Al—l_akél Ul>‘I’G (D4)

’f#l Oky01

Before we start to discuss the connected diagrams, we should first consider the general
structure of external vertices in (D1a) at lattice sites k and [, where electrons are created or
annihilated. For example, the vertex-function of the operator ¢} leads to

L . c
{...chjpg..} =S e Y AT Tre Y Th Ty, Lt }S, (D5)
LI 1(o¢]) I

Hence, our general problem is the calculation of vertex-contributions for operators vy, r,
with |I;| — |I5] = 1. The first case is a vertex with only one incoming and no outgoing line,

{ i ety — Z 0,0, (0) {6 g, (D6a)
hh,lz( / Z fI UU,(S}; : (D6b>
O' I/(O'I¢Il

Note that eq. (D3) together with (I6L) yields directly the g-factor (16k), which occurs as
the renormalization factor for hopping-processes.

Furthermore we have the cases with two (three) incoming and one (two) outgoing lines.
This processes lead to the vertices

{0, 1. }¢ - Z Zﬁfffz’? (@) (@hes,) - Ya, (D7a)

o' 01,02

o010 / 1

ST = > g m?f( I o) (o™
I'(o',01,02¢1") g€(o’,01,02) g

I'U(o’,01) ¢I'Uc "y g sI'Uoy g1’
o1 01 2 o2 o’ 2 1
x| forap e — gzt o, 4 661 o, |
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and

(i Yoy = D D 9V (G L (eh) (¢e,,) (Ehes,) - o (D8a)

o/ 01,09
o102) (030 1 o1 fo
53111122 (e 4)(‘7/) = Z il 52 flfm1< H m)fofl f3? (D8b)
I(01,02,03,04,0"¢1) o€(01,02,03,04,0") g
oy ST I o oo oI I oy oI I
[ f 451&(01 o3, o’)(sla(og 04), fU’l (6 26[L (o3,07) 5160’4 0 46[L (03,07 6[302)

13 (02000, o OTirs = O80T 01, 0F ) + F S (052058 = 05202100107

502 fal fag <f03511 512 504511

1U(o1,03) IUU4 TUoq

504 fal f03 <f03 5}5(01 o3) 6}302 + 502 51U01 512 502 5}b03 512 ) } )

0f = 001,00 ) +

Using (D5) we may now define the following vertex-functions for a single creation-
operator as it occurs in (DIa)

Q© 0,0') Z)‘F)‘F’ Z fUIle:ITIUJ,F’ ZTA,FTE[QYJ%E(UI) ) (D9a)
b, I(cg¢I) Iy,I2

o0/ (0 Z ArAr Z fITF T1uer Z Ty, v T 1252%;( ") (D9b)
b, I(cg¢I) Iy,I2

The respective vertices Qo(0,0’), Qoo (0, 0’) for annihilation-operators are given as

Qo102)(0, o) = [ ?;20—1)(‘77 U/)] 5 (D10a)
Q(Ulaz)(0304)(07 o') = [ ~?;201)(0403)(Ua U/)] . (D10Db)

Now we can determine the connected diagrams in (DTa). First, we have the following
terms for ¢ # j

2(q) = 32 =Y Vit Y (U315, +U55,@) (D11a)

01,02 D,,9,

x [<1+i’~§~2(§’)) ~S+Lh [(H:ﬁ()(@)) -S‘L)Z ,

S = TN S W@ [ (14200)3)

01,02 D,,9,,9;,9, D1,z
x (WS:,@4 (@) + Wi, (@)
x {(1 ey Q(q)) .§+} . {(1 e Q(q)) -5—}@ , (D11b)
D)= NTT Y V@) [ 00
01,02 D,,9,,9;,9, e
xé’f B R R [CO R (D11c)
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e(q) = Yo D (Qh,(01,0)Q0.(03,05) + Qb (01,07)Qo, (02, 05))
01,02,01,05 D1,D,
01,02 =\ | O (7). T+ (7). G-
<EZ %) |0) - §1| -5 (D11d)
N - .
£(q) = N(i > Ve <Q;51(01,a{)Véf@)(am)( )+Q©l(a1,al)v(§;a )(0201)((1))
7 51,00 o} D,,D, ' '
N Tt =
AL+ a@)-5], [pa-5],,
S ar - .
+ [Q(q) 15 ]@ [<1+x Q(q)) g ]@} , (D1le)
T(7) — Ng + /E(cr102) o / E(0201) A
e'(q) N Z Qo Z Qp, (01,01) (0102)(0)"‘@@1(017‘71) (020/)(0)
7 5).09.0, D,,0,,9;,9, ' '

, (D11f)

_'_
SRS SV S (X R L (RS i)

Na 01,02, D,,D,,D;,9, 7

<O (D)™ [0@) -5 [0@)-5] (D11g)
D)= X Vi 3 (@ia o DELT0) + Gom o DEL )

x [Q(;j)’~1§+] N [5(@).§—]©2 , (D11h)
@) =3¢ 3 VL (@5 DE0) +@nlon DB O)

{ ( )-§‘+f~9(§)-§+)}© , (D11i)

e"'(7) = W Z Vo1 0oz ZVMQ v

X [(1%@(@)) : <% QA7) - S+ T -Q(cj’)-ng)]@l : (D11j)

Expressions for the diagrams E%)‘, U%) ‘o, Vg ', and Vg’ '5>. can be found in Appendix (B).
Using eq. (CIT) we derive the connected dlagrams in (Dlaﬁ with i = j as

c12(7) = Ng Z MZZA; V-(?ll@)(am (0) [(1 45 Q(ﬁ)) .]\Z(F’)} , (D12a)

01,02 D,

W)=, 2 VIR D S ) (@, DEE)0) + @, (o, DECT) )

01,02, cr1 o, IV
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x {Q(@ ). M(r’)] . (D12b)

D,

For the evaluation of (DIb) we need the vertex-function for the operators

PoéoS™Po =Y AAr/S_(T) Y I Tyer > Ty oI i, (D13a)

r,r I(o¢l) I,I>
PaetS P =Y AAry/S_(T) > fIT8 0, Ty Y Ty b T8 i, (D13b)
r,r’ O'ﬁé] 11,12

with one (or two) incoming or outgoing lines. These functions follow directly from egs.

(D7a) and (D8a)
) = Z ArAry/S-(17) Z fiTI—‘I:ITIUJ,FL ZTll,FT—t,Igbfle(OJ) ’ (D14a)
)

I, I(og¢l I, 1>
Z ArAry/ S F/ Z fITF oLt T Z Th FT ’ 12511 12( ) ) (D14b)
L, I(cg¢l) I,I>

01 02 Z >‘F)‘F’ F/ Z fITl:‘l—ITIUcr I Z TI1 FTI—‘t 1251221? ( /> ) (D14C)
LI I(cg¢l) I,I>

0102 Z )‘F)‘F’ Z fIle_IUO' I Z Th FTFJC 1251(17122 ( /) . (D14d)
r,r’ I(ogI) 1,12

Note that for the vertices of the remaining operators PgSté, P and ]ADGS”FéijG the rules
(DIO0) apply. Now we are able to summarize the contributions (D1h) as

— D, — 0, —
614(C_I) Z \/QJQZ ( (01,0} VU 02)(0102)(Q) _l—T(O-l’Ul)v(o’gcrl)(a'gol)(q))
x [(1 ey Q(q)) 'S_]@l tee., (D15)
— N 0102) /v 0201 ~
SRS AW (175, (01, DB @) + o (00, 0D B2 )
x [Q(q) : 5—]@ +ee, (D15b)
e'%(q) = > 2 (7 (01,0)Qu. (02, 0%) + (02, 02)Q3, (1, 01)) B, ()
01,02,07,05 D
x [Q(q) : 5—]@l tee. . (D15¢)

The contributions from eq. (Dle) are

e”@):%j > (00,0 (7 (02,09) " + (rlon, 04) r(om,0) EC7)(@) . (D16)

)
01,02,01,09

Finally, we need the vertex-function for the operator PgS+ér S~ Py in (D1d) with one out-
going line
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l(o,0") =Y AeAe/S-(T)S-(T) Y AT Troor Y Trr T 10 (0")

I, I(cgI) 1,1

in (D1d). This gives us the contribution from eq. (DId),

@) = D Vanllon )L 0) +ce

’
01,02,07

Altogether we may write the expectation value for the kinetic energy (D) as

G
(v

i g
N-

q

18
= Ekin —+ ZEC(J) .
c=1
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FIGURES

FIG. 1. Multi-orbital RPA-diagrams for the matrix €.

FIG. 2. Phase diagram as a function of U and J for the Hartree-Fock-Stoner theory (HF) and
the Gutzwiller wave function (GW) for (a) n, = 0.29 and (b) n, = 0.35; PM: paramagnet, FM:
ferromagnet.

FIG. 3. Variational spin wave dispersion in (100)-direction, for the two-band model; n, = 0.29,
J = 0.2U, and the values U/eV = 7.8, 10, 12, 13.6 correspond to m = 0.12, 0.20, 0.26, 0.28. The
inset shows the Variational spin wave dispersion in (100) and (110)-direction for m = 0.2 and
m = 0.28

FIG. 4. All contributing diagrams in the evaluation of the atomic energy. The diagrams (iJ(cj)
and U(q) are defined as ® =1—-Q-%, ¥ = 1 +7-Q. Dotted and solid lines indicate the arguments
0 and , respectively.
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