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New theory of the 7-a phase transition in Ce: quadrupolar ordering
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We present a theoretical model of the “isostructural” v — « phase transition in Ce which is based on
quadrupolar interactions due to coupled charge density fluctuations of 4 f electrons and of conduction
electrons. Conduction electrons are treated in tight-binding approximation. The v — « transition is
described as an orientational ordering of quadrupolar electronic densities in a Pa3 structure. The
quadrupolar order of the conduction electron densities is complementary to the quadrupolar order
of 4f electron densities. The inclusion of conduction electrons leads to an increase of the lattice
contraction at the 7 — o transition in comparison to the sole effect of 4f electrons. We calculate
the Bragg scattering law and suggest synchrotron radiation experiments in order to check the Pa3
structure. The theory is capable of accounting for transitions to phases of non-cubic symmetry, but
it is not sufficient to describe the magnetic phenomena which we ascribe to the Kondo mechanism.
We also present a microscopic derivation of multipolar interactions and discuss the crystal field of

~v-Ce.

I. INTRODUCTION

The understanding of the nature of the o phase and
the apparently isostructural transition between the cubic
~v- and a- phases in cerium is a long-standing problem
[,B]. Numerous experimental data present an outstand-
ing challenge for the explanation by theoretical models
[ﬂ»@] The most important question to be answered by
theory is to find the driving force of the “isostructural”
v — « transition and to explain also the existence of the
other non-cubic phases of Ce.

The theory should also describe the change of magnetic
properties of Ce at the v — « transition ,] which are
reminiscent of an insulator-metal transition of 4f elec-
trons [fJ]. Recently the Mott transition has been recon-
sidered by several authors using electronic band structure
calculations with thermodynamic extensions [@»ﬂ] (see
for a review Ref. [f]]). There, the o phase is described as
a regular band state formed by 6s, 5d and 4 f electronic
states while in y-Ce different degrees of localization of 4 f
states are suggested and investigated. Two face centered
cubic (fce) phases of cerium are attributed to two local
minima of free energy which develop for the same crystal
structure (Fm3m).

Assuming the localized nature of the 4f electrons
throughout the v — o phase transition, one can under-
stand the magnetic properties on the basis of two princi-
ples. These are the singlet ground state of one 4 f electron
and the energy gap (characterized by the Kondo temper-
ature Tk) separating the ground state from a manifold
of excited magnetic states. So far these properties have
been treated [[LQ[LT]] on the basis of the Anderson impu-
rity Hamiltonian [[[J] which implies an antiferromagnetic
Kondo spin interaction. In order to describe the vol-
ume contraction [ at the v — o transition, the theoret-

ical models [E,Eﬂ] exploit the volume dependence of the
Kondo temperature. Such a “volume collapse” leads to a
phase instability without symmetry change and is inter-
preted as an isostructural transition. However within the
Kondo theory scenario, the existence of the other, non-
cubic phases of Ce, remains unexplained. In the last few
years the validity of this approach has been questioned by
photoemission spectroscopy experiments [L4L§] where
the predicted temperature dependence of the intensity
of the Kondo resonance at the Fermi level has not been
observed. Recently it has appeared that the Kondo vol-
ume collapse model can not be applied to YbInCuy ]
which exhibits a 0.5% volume expansion during another
isostructural phase transition though Yb is the f-hole
analogue of Ce. In addition, taking into account the ther-
mal expansion of YbInCuy above the phase transition
temperature T = 42 K one concludes that the Kondo
temperature is not a unique function of cell volume [E]

An alternative theoretical model of the v — « transi-
tion has been recently proposed by the present authors
[@] The theory is capable of accounting for transitions
to phases of non-cubic symmetry. The quantum mechan-
ical electric quadrupole interaction between 4f electrons
on the fcc lattice is proposed as the driving mechanism of
a phase transition. The v-phase is characterized by the
absence of spatial orientational order of the quadrupo-
lar densities, the space group is Fm3m. In the a-phase
the quadrupolar densities order in a Pa3 structure. No-
tice that this change from Fm3m to Pa3 conserves the
fce structure of the atomic center of mass points and is
solely due to orientational order of the quadrupoles. This
phase transition is accompanied by a contraction of the
fce lattice, however the theoretical estimation of these ef-
fects in [21] (in the following we will denote this reference
by I), is about an order of magnitude smaller than the
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experimental result ] In addition the treatment of I
does not indicate the existence of a critical end point of
the phase separation line (y — «) in the P — T (pressure-
temperature) phase diagram.

In the present paper, we will extend the theoretical
model of I by taking into account the polarization of
(6s5d)? conduction band electrons. The polarization can
be considered as a screening process of the quadrupolar
density orientations of the 4 f electrons and results in turn
in a complementary ordered Pa3 structure build up from
conduction electron quadrupolar densities. The conduc-
tion electrons will be described within the formalism of
tight binding approximation.

The paper comprises the following sections. We start
(Sect. 2) with reconsidering 4f electrons and extending
the treatment of I by taking into account the radial de-
pendence of the 4f electron density. Next in section 3
we describe the conduction electrons in second quantiza-
tion with basis functions in tight-binding approximation.
We derive the multipolar interactions among conduction
electrons as well as interactions with 4f electrons. In
considering conduction electrons we have to distinguish
between on- site and inter- site interactions. Section 4 is
devoted to a study of the crystal field which acts on the
individual 4f electron. It is found that the refinement
by the radial density dependence of 4f electrons does
not improve but rather spoils the agreement between ex-
periment and theory. On the other hand the inclusion
of conduction electrons improves in turn the situation.
In Sect. 5 we study the quadrupolar ordering of the cou-
pled system of 4 f electrons and conduction electrons. We
conclude that a state of lower free energy (in comparison
with the disordered state) can be achieved by a comple-
mentary ordering of 4 f electron and conduction electron
quadrupolar densities. On a same atomic lattice site,
high charge density regions of the 4 f electron correspond
to low charge density of the conduction electrons and vice
versa. Finally we present numerical estimates that the
inclusion of the conduction electron quadrupolar order
improves the magnitude of the lattice contraction at the
Fm3m — Pa3 transition. In order to propose an un-
ambiguous experimental proof of the present theoretical
model, we calculate the Bragg scattering law and suggest
synchrotron radiation experiments for the Pa3 structure
(These calculations will be presented in the full original
version to be published in Eur. Phys. J. B, 2000). In
Sect. 6 (Discussion) we recall the salient features of the
present theory and situate it with respect to the con-
ventional approaches that are based on the Kondo the-
ory concepts. While we do not adopt the Kondo volume
collapse models, we discuss the relevance of the Friedel-
Anderson hybridization mechanism for the explanation
of the magnetic anomalies in Ce and suggest a link with
our theory of the electronic charge degrees of freedom
driven structural phase transition.

II. RADIAL DEPENDENCE OF 4F ELECTRONS

In our previous paper [@] the quadrupolar coupling
between 4f electrons has been calculated by assuming
that the electron on each lattice site 7 is localized on
a sphere with a fixed radius ry = 1.378 a.u. Here we
want to extend the previous calculation by taking into
account the radial dependence of the 4f electron wave
functions. Such an extension is necessary if we want to
study the interaction with the conduction electrons (see
next sections). Furthermore it is useful in assessing the
validity of our previous calculations.

We consider a face centered cubic crystal of N Ce
atoms. Each atomic core possesses one 4f electron. In
the v-phase the 4f electron densities are orientationally
disordered. The space group of the crystal is Fm3m. The
Coulomb interaction between two 4f electrons (charge
le|=1) at positions R(7i) and R'(i') near the lattice sites
7 and 71’ reads

Lo 1
V(R(#®),R (7)) = =0——s5—. 2.1
(RO, R ) = e (2.1)

The position vector ﬁ(ﬁ) is given by
R(7) = X(7) + 7(7). (2.2)

Here X (i) is the lattice vector which specifies the cen-
ters of the atoms on a rigid fcc lattice, while 7(77) is the
radius vector of the 4 f electron; in spherical coordinates
() = (r(7X), Q(R)), where Q = (0,¢). We perform a
multipole expansion of V' by using site symmetry adapted
functions (SAF’s) [24] which transform as irreducible rep-
resentations of the cubic site point group Op:

V(ﬁ(ﬁ)a R/(ﬁ/)) = E VAN (ﬁv ﬁ/7 T, T/) SA (ﬁ) SA' (ﬁ/)a
AN
(2.3a)

where
5l r) = i 7 SA(ﬁ) SA/(ﬁ/)
oan (7,5 7,7) /dQ( )/dQ( ) B
2.3b)

~

The SAF’s Sp(f), i = Q(7) are linear combinations of
spherical harmonics ¥ [R§]. The index A stands for
(I,7), with 7 = (T, i, k). Here | accounts for the angu-
lar dependence of the multipolar expansion, I' denotes
an irreducible representation (in the present case of the
group Oy,), u labels the representations that occur more
than once and k denotes the rows of a given represen-
tation. Expansion (R.3H) still depends on the instanta-
neous radii r(7) and /(7). In Ref. I we have written the
Coulomb interaction in the space of orientational state
vectors |i), ¢ = 1—14, of the crystal field. The wave func-
tions (n]i) were taken as linear combinations of spin or-
bitals Y3™(Q)us(s,) m = —3, ..., +3, where u, is the spin
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FIG. 1. Calculated radial density distribution for 4f, 5d

and 6s electrons of an isolated Ce atom. Valence density is
superposition of (68)2 and 5d; r. is the close contact radius
of v-Ce.

function, with s = £ for the spin projections s, = +1/2
on the z-axis respectively. (The consideration of spin or-
bitals is necessary since we calculate the eigenvalues ¢;
of the cubic crystal field in presence of spin-orbit cou-
pling.) Since at present we take into account the radial
dependence of the orbitals, we consider basis functions

(71, 7li) = Ry (r(m))(A]i),

where we have assumed that the function R¢(r) is the
same for all 7. The real radial function R () is obtained
from a DFT (density functional theory) calculation of an
atom of Ce within LDA (local density approximation) for
J = 5/2 states. In Fig. 1 we plot the radial density for
the outer electrons. For a non-relativistic hydrogen-like
atom R (r) would correspond to the Laguerre function
Rp=11=3(r).

The matrix elements of the interaction () are ob-
tained as

(2.4)

(il (0’| V (R(), B (7))l 3") e
= uaa (i — i) ep (i) en (i'57), (2.5)
AN
where
vfﬁ (m—n) = /dr r? /dr’ 2
XRG(r)RE(r' ) van (7, 7’5 r,0")  (2.6)

accounts for the average radial dependence and where

eK(if) = [d 1) Sa(a) i) )
We use the superscript F' in order to indicate that we
have transitions between two 4f states, i.e. F = (f, f).
By summing V (R(77), R’ (7)) over all pairs of lattice sites
7, 1’, the total Coulomb interaction operator is then ob-
tained as

U1 = DS k@G G- ) R, (28)
ﬁﬁ’ AN
where
i) = ch (id)li)alil (2.9)
ij
Introducing Fourier transforms
1 i¢-X (7 ~
A@) = \/—Nzeq‘x( ok (77), (2.10a)
vk (@) = Z e TXDIL (h), (2.10b)
h+#0
where ¢ is the wave vector, we get
vt = ZZPA (@) oAA (@) pa (D)- (2.11)

7 AN

The multipolar interaction (P.§) or equivalently (2.11))
can be separated into two parts. We recall that A =
{,7).

Firstly we consider the case where [ # 0 and I’ # 0.
In T it has been shown that some of the coefficients
cA(ij) =cf(ij) for l=2 and 7 = (Toy,p =1,k =1-13)
are different from zero. (We recall that ¢ and j refer to
quantum states of the 4f electron). Therefrom we have
inferred the existence of quadrupolar (I = 2) density fluc-
tuations caused by transitions among 4 f electron states.
In labeling the quadrupolar 75, functions, we recall that
the functions S5 = S(1=2,T, k) are proportional to the
Cartesian components yz, zzx and xy for k =1, 2 and 3
respectively. In the basis of real spherical harmonics Y}°,
Y™ and Y™ of Ref. ] (see also Eqs. (2.1a)-(2.1c)
of T), these functions correspond to Y, ", Y5 and Y5 °.
Writing only the index k for A = (I = 2,k), we denote
the quadrupolar density operator by

> ek (i)i) (-

ij

pE(7) = (2.12)

The interaction between quadrupolar 4f electron densi-
ties becomes

Ué{Q* Zzpk (@ vkk’ 'I)PkF/(‘f)-

7 kk

(2.13)

The explicit form of v}, () is discussed in Appendix A.



Secondly we have the case where | # 0 and I’ = 0 or
vice versa. This means that we consider a multipole [
on a given lattice site while the surrounding multipoles
on neighboring fcc lattice sites are taken in spherical ap-
proximation. This interaction contributes to the crystal
field. The crystal field has unit cubic symmetry, the low-
est nonzero value of [ is 4 and 7 = (Ay,, 1), where Ay, is
the unit representation of the cubic site group Op. The
crystal field contribution from 4f electrons at site 7 is
then given by

‘@F E:lAmomgMAU() (2.14)

Here we have restricted ourselves to the 12 nearest neigh-
bors on the fcc lattice, and | = 4,6, ... .
The leading contributions to U/f are then given by
it =ull + Ukt (2.15)
where Uéé, == VCfF(ﬁ). In the following of this sec-
tion we will discuss the physical consequences of the
term U'éfQ, expression (), also called orientational
pair quadrupolar interaction. We will give a discussion
of the crystal field in Sect. 4.

Previously (I) it has been found that the quadrupole-
quadrupole interaction matrix v¥"¥(§) becomes diagonal
and has a twofold degenerate negative eigenvalue called
)\X; at the X point of Brillouin zone (BZ) of the fcc

lattice (see also Appendix A). This attractive interaction
induces an orientational ordering of the quadrupolar den-
sities in a Pa3 structure. A condensation scheme for the
phase transition Fm3m — Pa3 reads:

pE() =pi (@) =p5(@X)=p"VN #0, (2.16a)
Py () = ps (@) = p1 () = 0. (2.16b)

Here the bar stands for a thermal expectation value,
while p’ is the order parameter amplitude. The above
condensation scheme corresponds to one of eight possible
domains of Pa3. The wave vectors g2, q and X stand
for (27/a)(1,0,0), (27/a)(0,1,0) and (27r/a)(0,0,1) re-
spectively, where a is the cubic lattice constant. For
cach arm of the star of *7* = {¢, ), 7> } there are
two basis functions pi. Hence the functions pf (¢%) of
the condensation scheme (R.16d,b) form a basis of the six
dimensional irreducible representation X 5+ of the space
group Fm3m. In real space the ordering implies four
sublattices of simple cubic structure as shown in figure 3
of Ref. 1.

In I, where we have taken a fixed radius ry for the
4f radial distribution, we found the eigenvalue /\X? =

—3491 K (Kelvin) and a phase transition temperature
T, = 85.6 K. At present we have calculated the eigen-
value A xr = 4 FE (see Appendix A) with the radial

dependence Ry(r) in Eq. (P-6) taken from an atomic
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FIG. 2. Radial dependence of quadrupole-quadrupole in-
teractions opar (7,75 7',

where r = v/, and A = A" = (I = 2,15, k); 7 = @’ (intra-,
k=1,2,3) and @i # 7’ (inter- on fcc lattice) with @ = (0,0, 0),
i’ =(a/2)(0,1,1), k= 1.

DFT calculation with LDA. Although the atomic 4 f elec-
tron density is small beyond the close contact radius
re = a/(2v/2) = 3.448 a.u., the opposite holds for the
inter- site interaction potential vaa/ (7, 7'; r,7') and its
first derivative (see below), which increase substantially
when r — r. and 7 — r. (see Fig. 2). We have inves-
tigated several models for the radial integral (E) In
model 1 we consider the radial integration in the range
0 <7 < r¢, that is without any overlap of the atomic 4 f
electronic densities of neighboring atoms, and we obtain
)\X; = —2121 K, next (model 2) we have allowed for an
overlap between neighboring sites and extended the in-
tegration over the range 0 < r < oco. We then obtain
)\X+ = —2478 K. Finally (model 3) we assume again the
1ntegrat10n range 0 < r < r. but renormalize the 4 f elec-
tronic density to unity. The result for A x5 is -2682 K.
Comparing these values with A Xt = —3491 K obtained
for the calculation with the characterlstlc radius ry, we
conclude that a refinement of the theory in smearing out
the radial extension of the 4f electron distribution does
not increase the strength of the quadrupole-quadrupole
interaction and consequently does not increase the tran-
sition temperature.

So far we have considered multipolar interactions on a
rigid lattice. In order to account for the lattice contrac-
tion at the v — o phase transition, we have to include
lattice displacements. In I we have shown that the inter-
site quadrupolar interaction is modified by lattice dis-
placements u, (7). The correction to the potential reads

Ugor = —Z SO vl

""/ v kk/

— s r)



x S5 (1) S5 (1) [wy (1) — u, ()] .

Here S5 are SAF’s with | = 2, Ty,, k = 1 — 3. The
coupling coefficients v/, ,,, are given by the derivative of
the quadrupole-quadrupole interaction with respect to
lattice displacements:

(2.17)

a1 75 ') = [doa) [anr) st sy )
o 0 1
90X, (M) |R(7@) — R'(7")|

(2.18)

Previously (I) this expression was considered for 41 elec-
trons on a shell with the (fixed) characteristic radius
r =1" =rs. Defining

R Zvukk'

kk’

V(R(i0) —ii'sr,r") SE() S5 (i)
(2.19)

we now consider matrix elements with basis functions

(2.4) and obtain

= S B ) e i) e 1), (220)
Kk
where
o EE (-7 = /drr2 /dr' 2 R?c(r) R?c(r’)
Xy, g (B — 75 7y’ (2.21)

The correction to the quadrupolar interaction between
4f electrons then becomes

Zpk

R

bl = v, bk @ — ') ph ()

X [uy (1) — u, ()], (2.22)
with summation over repeated indices k, k', v. We intro-
duce the Fourier expansion

wy (71) = (Nm) ™2 3" u, () 95 (2.23)

where m is the Ce mass. Using definition (P.10d), we
rewrite expression (R.22) in Fourier space. In the long
wavelength limit ¢ — 0 and taking p’ close to the star of

pX, we obtain

QQT_ZZZ vkk (q, ﬁ)ﬂk(jT

pq v(k

k() u(@). (2.24)

Here the sum Z’ refers to v = x,y for k=3, tov = z,x
for k=2 and to v = z,y for k=1. The coupling matrix is
obtained as

00— o (1) (1),

(2.25)

with AFF = o/ BF (7 — '), where v = x or y and X (i) —
X (i) = (a/2)(1,1,0) on the fcc lattice (for more details,
see Ref. I). The other elements of v, 5F(g,p) follow by
symmetry considerations and permutation of indices.
We consider expression (@) in the Pa3 ordered phase
by using the condensation scheme (R.16g). The lattice
displacements are taken in the long wavelength limit
where they are related to the homogeneous strains. Sym-
metry implies that only longitudinal strains occur:

Lin})iq,,ﬂ,,((j’) =+vmNe,,, v=uy,z (2.26)
q—
Then Uggr becomes

UggT = —2aA"F (52N e, (2.27)

v

which corresponds to a coupling of ordered quadrupoles
(quadratic) to longitudinal strains. Notice that the sign
of ATF is negative, this is a consequence of the repul-
sive nature of quadrupole-quadrupole interaction. The
strains give rise to an elastic energy of the cubic lattice:

iUTT = a_3 [i(2, + e, +€2)
N 4 TT yy zz

+2c(1)2(emeyy + €yy€sr + ezzem)} . (2.28)

Here ¢}, and ), are the bare elastic constants. The in-
terplay of quadrupolar order and lattice displacements
follows from the interaction Hamiltonian

U =Urr + UL + UL

5 (2.29)

Minimizing U[p%", €,,] with respect to the strains for a
given Pa3 ordered structure, we obtain €,,,

€rn = €yy = €22 = —8a 2 |AFF | wp (1), (2.30)
while the change of the lattice constant is given by
Na = ezga. Here kp = (¥ + 2¢95)7! is the linear
compressibility. Hence the present theory leads unam-
biguously to a lattice contraction. In order to provide
a numerical estimate of the lattice contraction, one has
to calculate AF'F to estimate k7 from experimental re-
sults and to calculate by the methods of statistical me-
chanics the discontinuity of the order parameter at the
~ — « phase transition. In I (fixed radius r;) we did ob-
tain ATF = —445 K/a.u. (—841 K/A) [BJ]. Now, for the
models 1), 2), and 3) of the spatial radial integrals we ob-
tain AFF=—498, —581 and —659 K/A respectively. We
conclude that the present refinement in calculating A
is not helpful in view of obtaining a larger value of AFF
and hence of the lattice contraction Aa. Since our theo-
retical value of Aa is more than one order of magnitude



too small to account for the ~ 15% volume contraction
of cerium, we conclude that a significant process has so
far been omitted in our treatment. In the following sec-
tion we will study the effect of conduction electrons on
quadrupolar interactions.

IITI. MULTIPOLAR INTERACTIONS

Here we will investigate about the existence of multi-
polar interactions between the localized 4 f electrons and
the (6s5d)* conduction electrons Uf¢ as well as multipo-
lar interactions among conduction electrons U“°.

As a consequence of Bloch’s theorem the conduction
electron states are classified according to the irreducible
representations of the translational symmetry group of
the crystal. Nevertheless, in the proximity of the nu-
clei the corresponding wave functions can be expanded
in terms of spherical harmonics. This fact reflects the
importance of Coulomb singularities associated with the
nuclei. In the following we will focus on the interac-
tions inside the “muffin-tin” or touching spheres centered
on the nuclei and for the description of itinerant states
adopt the tight-binding approximation. In absence of a
static magnetic field, conduction electronic states with
spin projections s, = +1/2 are degenerate. Hence we
will omit the spin dependence of the wave function. The
wave function of a conduction electron with wave vector k
and band index « is then written as a linear combination
of local atomic wave functions

XN (K, @) i (B — X (@),

i’ ilm

(3.1)

where the position vector R is given by Eq. (@

The atomic wave functions are given by qSlm (7)) =
Ri(r)Y,™ ().
corresponding eigenvalues E(k, «) are obtained by solv-
ing the secular equation (see e.g. [fig])

> (M ()

A

The expansmn coefficients ”ylm(k: «) and

— E(k, ) Sy N(E)) (k) =0. (3.2)

Here H (k) and S(k) are matrices of single particle Hamil-
tonian and overlap, respectively. Here and in the follow-
ing A\ = (I, m), dx»» = 01 Omms- The eigenvalues E(E, a)
refer to the energy band spectrum of the conduction
electrons. Notice that the wave function 1/1,;7&(}_%') sat-
isfies the Bloch condition. In the following we shall use
an idealized basis set of orthogonal Wannier functions
¢ (7(71)) = (R|A\)7 without overlap,

(AN )i = Oxn i (3.3)

The coefficients v, satisfy the relation

Z ik, a)a (K, o) = 6z O - (3.4)
A
The functions ¢E_a(§) are then normalized:
(k,alk', ') = 8z 0aar- (3.5)

The corresponding electronic Hamiltonian in second
quantization is

U§ = ZE,M Loag,, (3.6)

n

where ar and aj are creation and annihilation opera-
«

tors for one electron in state (k,a).

In case of cerium, we will restrict ourselves to conduc-
tion electrons of d type (I = 2, m=-2,...,42, with prin-
cipal quantum number n=5) and of s type (I=0, m=0,
with n=6). Fig. 1 shows the radial density of the va-
lence electrons of a Ce atom, it should also be a guide of
the relative spatial extension of the localized 4 f and the
conduction electrons in the crystal.

Although the derivation of multipolar interactions pre-
sented later in this Section is general in the following we
imply the high temperature v phase of cerium. There the
total electronic density associated with the conduction
electrons has the symmetry of the space group Fm3m
[@] At each lattice site the band electronic density
has on average the unit symmetry (A;,) of the cubic
point group Op. It is important to realize that the on-
site quadrupolar charge density fluctuations of 75, and
E4 symmetry do not interact with the totally symmetric
charge distribution (Ai4) representing the ground state
of cerium (see also Eq. (B.11])). On one hand this allows
us to use the Landau concept of Fermi liquid and to con-
sider the conduction electrons described by Eq. (@) as
quasiparticles where the ground state on-site interactions
have already been taken into account through the coefhi-
cients i (k, ). On the other hand we can focus only on
the quadrupolar interactions where conduction electrons
are involved and consider these interactions separately
from the ground state.

Interactions involving conduction electrons will be de-
scribed within the formalism of second quantization. We
introduce field operators

U(R) = ag, (Rlka), (3.72)
Fo
WH(R) = al. (kalR). (3.7b)
Fo

The operators ¥ and ¥ satisfy the usual anticommuta-
tion relations for fermion fields. Although the derivation
of multipolar expansions for these interactions is analo-
gous, in particular as far as symmetry is concerned, to the
procedure of Sect. 2, there is an essential difference. Since



the conduction electrons are not localized, they give rise
to quadrupolar pair interactions on a same site (intra)
and to interactions between different sites (inter).

The Coulomb interaction between localized 4f elec-
trons at sites {7} and the conduction electrons is given
by

Ufe =33 lialils

i ij

< [ ) Y (R @), B0, (39)
We observe that [dR' — 3, [ d7', where the integral
extends over the volume of the cell 7. In expression

(@) we perform a multipole expansion of V' similar to
Eqgs. (R.34b) and then calculate matrix elements

i RR@)
(lalF.alV (D), B ) il B) = S
x 3OS R - i) (i) ey (K. s 75).
AN 1ils
(3.9)
Here we define
vk f\l,b in—i)= /drr /dr' 2R
XUAA/(TL,TL,T,T)Rll( )Rlz(r’), (3.10a)

enr it (Bo0s B,8) = ) 4, (K@) Yigms (7, B)
mi1 m2
X CA/(llml, lgmg), (310b)

and

ear(lma, loms) = / Vi (9) Sy () Y2 () dE).
(3.10c)

In the following we will introduce a single index L for
(I1,13), writing vf/@ for Uf 11\1/127 car 1 for caryg, ete.. We
notice that the index I (I3) takes the values 0 and 2 cor-
responding to s and d electrons. We recall that ¢} (ij),
referring to the 4f electron transitions, is given by ex-
pression (.7).

Since the conduction electrons are delocalized, we will
have to distinguish between interactions where 7 # 7’
(inter-site), and where 77 = i’ (on-site). In the first case
van (71, @'; r,7') is given by an expression of type (R.31),
in the second case we have

VAN (ﬁ = ﬁ T /dQ /dQ/ (Q) Snr (QI)
T 4

= A1

<r§“>> DRSS (311

which is independent of the site, as is also the case for
vk (i = @'). Here r~ = max(r,7’), r< = min(r, r)
and dpps = Or0yr. The inter-site coupling vA A,( —)
still depends on the distance | X (77) — X (7')], as follows
from the translational invariance of the lattice.

In addition to the multipole density of 4f electrons
ok (D), Eq. (P.104), we define the multipole density of

conduction electrons

(3.12a)

(3.12b)

The interaction for the inter- site contribution of U/¢ is
then given by

Ufc znter Z pA @T VA A’ (q) pA’ ( j (3133)
with
/ s P —
ok k(@) =Y T X0 I E (). (3.13b)
h#0
The on-site part of U fe is obtained as
U] ra = CA X Y PR (@7 0K (@), (3.14a)
q
where
CX Xk =vi k(@ =7). (3.14b)

Here we have also used the orthogonality relation (B.11]).
In expressions (B.134) and (B.144), summation is under-
stood over indices A, A’, L (I, l2).

In a similar way we treat the multipolar interactions
between conduction electrons. We now start from the
expression in operator representation

/dR/dR\Iﬁ

(R)V(R,R) U (R)U(R).

(3.15)
We have to consider matrix elements
(k. a|(K', o/ |V (R, R\, B)Ip/, B) =
ZZZU/L\ bt =) ear(k, oz B, B)
Ail AN L L’
P ci(F—R) X (7) ,i(p’ =K )X (7i") 316
><C/\’L’( 70471976) N N ) ( )
where
ok k(i — i) = /dr r2/dr/ '’ Ri, (r)Ry, (1)
x oan (7,705 7,7 ) Ry (') Rag (1) (3.17)



Again we distinguish inter- site and intra- site interac-
tions. We obtain for the inter- site contribution

1
cc _ t
U |inte7‘ - ﬁ aEaaE,a,a;;’/_q»Bag_i_é»ﬂ,
Ek' g
< vk L@ eark,ask+3,8)  (3.18a)
< en (K o5 K = 4.8,
with
’ [P ;=
vk () =D e TXM L L (h). (3.18h)

R0
In Eq. () summation is understood over the indices

...y L(l1,19)... , A... . Expression (B.184) can be rewrit-
ten as

ce 1 ! ’
U ter = 5 2 VK K@) (k@K @) .

q (3.19)

where pk(q) is given by Eq. (B.12H) and where 7 is the

normally ordered product operator such that all the af

are placed to the left and all a to the right in the product.
The on-site contribution is given by

cc 1 ! /
U uara = 3CK K 2 n(0k@"K @) -
q
(3.20a)

with

’

=vi ¥ (A =1). (3.20D)
So far the present formalism is general as far as multi-
poles are concerned. In the following of this section we
will study the interaction between quadrupoles (I = 2,
I =2). In Sect. 4 we will study the crystal field (I = 4,
I"=0).

We consider the three quadrupolar components of Th,
symmetry and write the index k for A = (I = 2,k),
with £ = 1 — 3. The quadrupolar density of conduction
electrons becomes

1 L
(@) = TN S alap_gscr (B p—G.8).
aB p
(3.21)

We observe that ¢ (P, ;0 — ¢, ) comprises the factor
ck(limy, lamg) which is defined (compare with expres-
sions (B.10H) and (B.10d)) by

cullums, loma) = [ Y9 SHO) Y@ a0 (3.22)

The quadrupolar contributions from the interaction po-
tentials (B.134), (B.144) between 4f electrons and con-
duction electrons then read

TABLE 1. Calculated coefficients ¢ (l1m1, lam2),
k=1-3,11 =12 =2, my (i =1,2) stands for the in-
dices (my,c) or (m, s) of real spherical harmonics [25] Those
functions which are not quoted here give zero contributions.

(m)  (m) T=(Tag,1)  (Tzg,?2) (Tag,3)
(0)  (Le) 0 0.09011 0
(0c) (L9 0.09011 0 0
(0 (2) 0 0 -0.18022
(Ley (L) 0 0 0.15608
(Le)  (20) 0 0.15608 0
(Le) (29 0.15608 0 0
(Ls) (2,0 -0.15608 0 0
As) 29 0 0.15608 0

Ucf?z? inter = Z ka (q)T Ulf é’ (q_) pé’ (@7 (323&)

7
and
Ul =CEEY @ k@ (23b)

q

The contribution of the quadrupolar pair interaction po-
tential to expression @) is then given by

fe _ grrfe

Uae = Yae

+ Ub5 (3.24)

inter ntra

The quadrupolar interactions between conduction elec-

trons follow from Eqs. (B.19) and (B.204):

cc 1 4 4
Ul imter = 5 22 W @ n(pF@"E (@), (3250)
q

cc 1 ! ’
Galimira = 5CFE D n(pﬁ((ﬂpé (tf)) . (3.25D)

q
The contribution to expression (B.1§) is given by

E;Q intra (326)

In order to select the contribution from conduction elec-
trons, we have studied the coefficients ci(lymq, lams).
We find it convenient to use as basis functions for the
conduction electron states the real spherical harmonics
(see Sect. [ll). Then the s electron state is |l = 0,m = 0)
while the five d electron states are |2, m = 0); |2, (m, s)),
|2, (m, ¢)), m = 1,2. There are no transitions between 6s
states, the transitions between 6s and 5d states are

cc cc
Uoq = UQq inter +

<07 0|S21|27 (17 S)> = <07 0|S§|27 (17 C)>
1
Vir

and zero otherwise. The transition elements between 5d
states are quoted in Table 1.

=(0,0/5312, (2,5)) = (3.27)



TABLE II. Interaction parameters C*Z A5 and A%P
calculated with s—, d—, f— atomic radial distributions and
lattice constant a=9.753 a.u.(y-Ce); A = (l1l2), B = (1113),

F=(ff)

lils 1 C (in K) A (in K) A (in K/A)
ff ff - -2121 -498

sd ff +4408 -3924 -950

dd ff 75389 -6025 -1459

dd dd 94559 -17695 -4283
ds ds 21297 7547 -1822
ds dd 434858 -11545 -2792

Since the coefficients ¢ (l3mq, lams) always occur in
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conjunction with interaction matrix elements v,/ .'* ®

(vE é, ), we can immediately select the relevant matrix
elements. We observe that the indices I; and Iy in the
interaction matrix elements then directly refer to s or d
electrons and we will adopt the notation vfgd Zij v};f z‘/i
etc.. The indices f, s and d of these interaction matrix
elements refer only to the radial dependence, they are
irrelevant for symmetry considerations. The structure of
the intersite quadrupole-quadrupole interaction matrices
are investigated in Appendix A. From Eq. () it fol-
lows that the on-site elements C,f é, are diagonal in k,
k' and equal for k=1,2,3; the same holds for C} £ k/. In
the following we omit the indices k, k' and write Cf/5¢,
C*?5? etc.. Numerical values are given in Table 2. By
introducing quadrupolar pair interactions on a same site
we generalize the concept of spherically symmetric on-
site electron-electron repulsions which is a characteristic
property of strongly correlated electron systems.

In order to treat the effect of conduction electrons on
the lattice contraction, we have studied the coupling of
quadrupole-quadrupole interactions with lattice displace-
ments within the tight-binding approach. We start from
expression Uggr, Eq. (B.17), and remind that u, (77) and
u, (77') refer to lattice displacements at different sites. We
first consider matrix elements of V/, expression (R.19),
between 4f electron and conduction electron states. We
proceed in analogy with Eqs. @)—() but retain only
inter- site contributions. We then find (compare with Eq.
(5.13) of I) in the long wavelength limit ¢ — 0, and p'close
to the star of X

QQT_2ZZZU k k (4, ﬁ)/’k( @Pk(ﬁ)uu(j

pq v(k)

(3.28)

Here the sum ZI refers to v =z, y for k=3;tov =z, x
for k = 2 and to v = z, y for k = 1. The coupling matrix

1S Obtained as
2

2 Lq, acos (%) cos
(3.29)

1
) = AT
q,p) o

=/

WlthAFLglvenbyvykk( —ii’), wherev =z ory, k =3

and X (1) — X (@) = (a/2)(1,1,0) on the fcc lattice. Here
we have defined

" 2
o B L (-7 /drr/dr"

X vukk/(n -7 T )Rll( )Rl2(rl)v

with v/, (i — @';r,7") given by Eq. (R.1§).
The matrix elements of V. between conduction elec-

tron states are treated in analogy with Eqgs. (B.15)-(B.19).
Now only inter- site terms occur. In the limit ¢ — 0 and

P close to the star of 5 we find

QQT—ZZZU kK pv‘f)ﬁ(ﬂk( ﬁ)ﬂk (17)) uy (4)-

pq v(k)

(3.30)

(3.31)

Here again we have the same relation between the indices
v and k as was the case for Eq. (B.2). The coupling

mal T1ix readS
2

(3.32)

o ’ a
v EE (g p) = AL g, acos (p%) cos

1
vVNm

with AFL" given by v, F' (7t — @), with v = x or y, for
k = 3. We finally quote the definition

/drr /dr’ "2 Ry, (r)Ry, (r)

X U e (78— 75, 1") Ry (7 ) Ry (1),

/ (RPN —/
Uéé/n n

(3.33)

where we use expression () Numerical values of AL L’
are given in Table 2.

Taking into account the contributions due to conduc-
tion electrons, we see that the interaction Hamiltonian

() has to be replaced by

U=Urr+Ugq + Ugar, (3.34)

where
Ugq = UL, + UG, + Ugh, (3.35a)
Uqqr = Ulhr + Ubor + USior (3.35b)

Before studying the quadrupolar ordering and the ac-
companying lattice contraction (Sect. M) during the v —
« phase transition, we will next investigate the crystal
field of 4-Ce in the presence of conduction electrons.

IV. CRYSTAL FIELD OF ~-CE

In the disordered ~ phase there are only charge den-
sity fluctuations of quadrupolar type and the quadrupo-
lar Hamiltonian (B-34) (or (R:29)) averages to zero. The



first nontrivial orientational interaction then corresponds
to a crystal field Hamiltonian. In Ref. I we have de-
fined the crystal field of v-Ce as the potential experi-
enced by a single 4f electron at a site 77 when spher-
ically symmetric contributions (I’=0) from nuclei, core
electronic shells, conduction electrons, 4f electrons at
the twelve neighboring sites 7’ on the fcc lattice and sim-
ilar terms from the homogeneous electronic density in
the interstitial regions are taken into account. In I we
have shown that crystal field effects are reduced to a sin-
gle particle term to which we have added a spin-orbit
coupling for the 4f electron. We first generalize the re-
sults of I by taking into account the radial dependence
of the 4f electron density. We start from Eq. (R.§) with
A=(1=4A4,) =N and A = (1 =0,4,4) =0. Since
we are dealing with a Coulomb potential and a spheri-
cally symmetric charge distribution, the coupling func-

tion wp, o(7, @57, 1), Eq. ), does not depend on 7’
and we observe that Eq. (R.4) can be written as

’U/I\Z F(n - ﬁ/) - ”Alo Qf; (41&)
where
UKIB = /dr r? R?(T) oA, o (T, 7571’ (4.1b)

is the same for all 12 neighbors. We obtain v} § < 0.
The charge in units e of the 4 f electron at a neighboring
site is given by

Qf /dr’ 2 ’R?»(T/).

In our model Qf = However, if we distinguish two
regions in the crystal, the first inside muffin-tin (MT)
spheres and the second in the interstices, then in the
MT-region Q¢ < 1. The other contributions to the crys-
tal field are dealt with similarly. Since the interaction
parameter vfla remains the same it is only the charges
Q; (i stands for core, nucleus, conduction electrons and
interstitial contributions) which we shall take care of.
Collecting the contributions from the various charges Q;
together with @, we obtain for the crystal field at site
7

(4.1c)

Ve (i) = B p} (i), (4.2a)
where Ay = (I =4, A1),
. 12
Bf = — Qe €’UF bd 4.2b
\/E Q freva0 ( )
and
pAl ﬁ Z CAl . . ﬁ' (42C)

Here e refers to the electron charge at site 7 (e = —1)
and Q.5 to the effective charge of the surrounding neigh-
borhood. From electrostatic considerations we find (see

10

Appendix A of I) that Qe = (1 + Zint)Qmr, Wwhere
Q m is the total charge inside a MT-sphere (which is al-
ways positive) and where the factor x;,; ~ 2.853 accounts
for the charge contributions from interstices for touching
MT-spheres. The coefficients cfl, Eq. (), are quoted
in Appendix A of I, they are diagonal in the basis (A.9-
A.11) of I. The expressions (4.24)-(4.2d) represent a re-
finement of the crystal field calculations, Eqs. (A.3)-(A.6)
of I, where now a radial distribution of the 4 f electron is
taken into account.

In I we have calculated the crystal field coefficient Bf
(we used the notation A for BY) for a fixed radius r;. The
obtained value Bf =346 K corresponds to ry = 1.156 a.u.
and not to ry = 1.378 a.u. as was quoted erroneously
in I. With a radial distribution as specified in models
1), 2), and 3) of Sect. [, we obtain Bf =970, 1403 and
1104 K, respectively. This implies that the strength of
the crystalline electric field of the 4 f electron should be
2.8-4 times larger than calculated in Ref. I and there-
fore by the same factor (2.8-4) larger than the crystal
field measured experimentally [@,@] However, expres-
sion () is implicitly based on the approximation that
the distribution of conduction electrons at site 7 is spher-
ically symmetric and hence the on-site interaction from
I = 4 multipoles is ignored. In the following we will show
that the effective crystal field decreases if we take into
account the average on-site cubic distribution (I = 4) of
conduction electrons.

From Egs. ,b) for the on-site interactions we ob-
serve that the 4f electronic density pfl couples with
the conduction electron density of the same symmetry
(I = Aig, | = 4). In real space Eq. (B.144) with
A=A =(=4,4,) = A reads

A1 A1 Z P, (7

We obtain the crystal field potential due to pkl (), Eq.
(), by replacing this quantity by its thermal average:

ule|.

zntra -

) ok, (7). (4.3)

< l1l2

A (4.4)

1 L.
)= N > 02 ca,aalk, 03k, ) 81,2 01,0

Ea

Here n 00 0ap = (al. aj_gp) is the Fermi distribution
and 1 =2, 1y =2 taﬁes 1nto account the fact that only
d electrons contribute to the matrix element ca, 1,7, We
then write (pf,) = (pif) The corresponding crystal field
at site 77 reads

V2e (i) = Bf< pk (i), (4.52)
where
= Ch, 34 (n4,); (4.5b)

with Cf 4% > 0. Collecting the contributions (E24) and
() we obtain the effective single particle potential act-
ing on the 4f electron at site 7:



Vip(R) = [B + BT] pk (7). (4.6)
We recall that Bf > 0. The sign of Bf¢ depends on
(pk,)- We next investigate other interactions that affect
(P4, )-

We consider the crystal field acting on p§, (7). By
studying the inter- site interactions we find that the ma-
trix elements vpa/ (7, 757, 7'), Eq. (), are negligibly
small for [ = I’ = 4. On the other hand terms with | = 4,
" = 0 are significant and we retain the interactions which
involve

—»

dd e " o7, T/),

'UA1 0= (47)

/drr2 RZ( ) va, o(7,

where v§4§ < 0 (compare with Eq. (l.1H)). Here again

vjl\d o Proceeding in analogy with the
calculation of ch r, we calculate the field due to the sur-
rounding 4 f electrons, core electrons, nuclei, conduction
electrons and interstitial contributions at site 77, thereby

obtaining

is mdependent of r'.

VEr() = B pj, (1), (4.8a)
where p§, (7) = p3? (77) and
12
B¢ = ——Q.rrevid?, 4.8b
\/EQ ff A1 0 ( )

with B¢ = 6093 K > 0. The positive sign of the field
B¢ implies that (p3 ), calculated with the crystal field
VER(7), is negative. Hence B¢, Eq. (), is negative,
which leads to a reduction of the effective crystal field of
a 4f electron in Eq. ([L.6).

The previous considerations indicate that the inclusion
of conduction electrons leads to a reduction of the crystal
field experienced by a 4f electron. However, a more rig-
orous approach should start with the crystal field Hamil-
tonian of v-Ce,

Up = U + Ucr + Uso. (4.9)

Here U§ is the “bare” electronic term (@), which in-
cludes the kinetic energy and the spherically symmetric
part of the electronic potential of conduction electrons,
Uso = > 7 Vso(i?) stands for the spin-orbit couplings of
localized 4f electrons (see Appendix A of I for details).
Ucr is the crystal field comprising 4 f electrons and con-
duction electrons:

Ucr = Z Ver(i) (4.10a)
Ver(it) = VEp() + VIG(R) + VEp(R) + V().
(4.10b)
Here
V(i) = 03249 ptd(i)t pdd (i) (4.11)
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is the on-site [ = 4, I’ = 4 interaction between conduction
electrons. In a mean-field approximation Ucp leads to
self-consistent crystal field potentials VS -(77) and f/(ff (1)
for conduction and 4f electrons, respectively. A quanti-
tative calculation of these effects is beyond the scope of
the present work.

V. QUADRUPOLAR ORDERING

In Section we have found that the system of local-
ized 4f electrons and of conduction electrons are cou-
pled by means of the intra- site and inter- site quadrupo-
lar potentials (B.231]) and (B.234d). Such a bilinear cou-
pling suggests that an ordering of 4f electron density
quadrupoles should imply an ordering of conduction elec-
tron quadrupoles and vice versa. In Appendix A we
have investigated the wave vector dependence of the
quadrupole-quadrupole interaction matrices and the con-
dition for quadrupolar order. The present section is di-
vided into two parts. In part A we study the interplay
of quadrupolar ordering of 4f electrons and conduction
electrons on a rigid cubic lattice; in part B, where we
consider a deformable lattice, we show that quadrupolar
ordering implies a lattice contraction.

. We are investigating the possibility of a condensa-
tion of quadrupolar densities in a Pa3 structure. At
the X-point of the BZ, the matrices of inter- site in-
teractions (vi L (q)) and (vE L' (@) become diagonal in
k, k' and have two degenerate negative eigenvalues. We
then are led in analogy with the condensation scheme
(,b) for 4f electrons to suggest the condensation
scheme F'm3m — Pa3 for the quadrupole densities of
conduction electrons:

where L = (sd), (ds), (dd).

We disentangle the various contributions to Ugq, Eq.
(), in the ordered o phase where we assume a simul-
taneous condensation of quadrupolar densities of 4 f elec-
trons and conduction electrons. Taking into account the

condensation scheme (,b), we obtain from Eq. (2.13)

ff _ O\FF (-F\2
where A'F" stands for A x+, the twofold degenerate nega-

tive eigenvalue of v (JX ) (see Appendix A). Similarly,
using in addition the condensation scheme (f.1ab), we

obtain from Eq. (B.23H)

1
fe
~ Voo

and from Eq. (B:234)

ntra

ds+

[2CF dspr OF dd -F —dd} ,

pp (5.3a)



T fe

N Yeq

=3 [2>\FdsﬁFﬁds + AFddﬁFﬁdd} , (53b)

inter

where A 4% and A\ 99 are the twofold degenerate negative
eigenvalues of the matrices v % (¢X) and v¥ 94 (¢X), re-
spectively (see Appendix A). Finally expressions (B.25H)

and (B-25d) lead to

3
N ng\intra _ 5 [4Csdsd(ﬁsd)2 + 4Csdddﬁsdﬁdd

—l—Cdddd(ﬁdd)ﬂ, (5.4&)
and
1 cc 3 sd sd [ =sd\2 sd dd ~sd ~dd
¥ USalinier = 5 A0 + AN 45p
_’_)\dddd(ﬁdd)Z} ) (54b)

We observe that all coefficients CE L’ are positive while
ML are negative (see Table 2). Obviously the inter-
site interaction ( favors quadrupolar order while the
intra- site coupling (@) disfavors quadrupolar order of
conduction electrons.

The leading quadrupolar interaction in the ordered «
phase,

@Q QQ Q@ mntra QQ inter
cc cc
+ QQlintra + UQQ inter ’ (55)

is a quadratic form in p, p*? and p?¢, in particular
the terms (f.3d) and (5.3H) represent a bilinear cou-
pling between the localized 4f quadrupolar density pf
and the conduction electron quadrupolar densities p¢
and p°?. Since in tight-binding the (6s5d) electrons are
hybridized, we introduce the total conduction electron
density

5¢ = g 4 2%, (5.6)
Defining average interaction coefficients
ofe — %(CFds + P ddy, (5.7a)
e — %(/\Fds 4 AFddy, (5.7b)
cee — %(Ods ds 4 odddd | odsdd) (5.7¢)
A — %()\ds ds 4 ydddd | ydsdd) (5.7d)

we approximate Ugg by an effective interaction

1 3 — C —. —C CcC( =C
~Uee ™3 [AFE(P)? + 24795 p° + A(p°)%], (5.8)
where

Ale = fe 4 \e (5.9a)
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FIG. 3.  Pa3 structure of the ordered o phase with 4
sublattices (nl —nd). Grey quadrupoles correspond to inner
4f electron densities, white quadrupoles - to outer conduction
electron densities with the opposite sign as shown in figure 4.

FIG. 4. Quadrupolar density distribution of the 4f elec-
tron (inside sphere of r=1.3 a.u.) and of one conduction elec-
tron (spherical radius r=3.4 a.u.), on scale.

and

A = C° + N (5.9b)

We observe that A7¢ > 0, A°® > 0. For a fixed value of

p!', we minimize Ugg with respect to p¢ and obtain
Ale L

—c —

P __Accp :

(5.10)

We see that quadrupolar order pf" of 4f electrons pro-
duces (as a type of mirror image) a quadrupolar order
of conduction electrons p¢ of opposite sign. Herewith we
associate the pictorial representation of Fig. 3 and 4.

Regions of an excess density (4) of the 4f electron dis-
tribution overlap with a depletion (—) in density of the
conduction electrons and vice versa (Fig. 4). Substitut-

ing the right hand side of Eq. (5.10) into (5.§) we get



1

3 [\rr, (A1)
yUee = Q[P\ | +

Acc

Jory s
where we use the fact that Af'F' < 0. The bilinear cou-
pling between quadrupolar densities of 4 f electrons and
conduction electrons leads to an increase of the attractive
interaction between 4 f quadrupolar densities.

The results of the last two sections can be summarized
by suggesting an effective Hamiltonian in the disordered
~ phase,

H =Ugq + Uy, (5.12)
where Uy is the crystal field Hamiltonian, ([L.9), and
Ugq = ULD + ULS + U (5.13)
QQ QQ QQ Q- :

Here

' 1 . o 4 .
Uty = =5 M 1@ 04(@) + ok (@) p4(@)))

e (5.14a)
Ubey =AY > nl(@'ri(@), (5.14b)
g k
cc 1 cc c c
Ugq = 34 PN AGIAG) (5.14c)
qg k

where p'}; (@), k =1— 3, is the quadrupolar density oper-
ator (R.104)) of 4f electrons while p(g) is the quadrupo-
lar density of conduction electro) with pf =
pzd + 2pzd. The first term, Eq. (p.144), represents an
effective attraction at the X point of the Brillouin zone.
The other terms in (5.14d) (c.p.) follow by cyclic per-
mutation of indices, i.e. when X — Jj( , k changes
2 — 3 and 3 — 1, etc. The direct lattice is face centered
cubic. In that case the condensation schemes (R.16d,b)
and (b.1d,b) correspond to a structural phase transition
where the space group changes from Fm3m to Pa3.

Starting from the interaction (f.§) we construct a Lan-
dau free energy in the condensed phase. We take p; = p*
and pa = p° as components of a two dimensional vector
p = (p1, p2) and define the matrix

oo [

A fe Ace
Inspired from the theory of orientational order in molec-
ular crystals we write

(5.15)

F T

N N

3 _—1 3 4
+ §Zpixij o+ FO L FO. (5.16)
ij

Here Fj is the free energy in the disordered phase:

Fo=—TInTr[e” /T, (5.17)
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where Uy is the crystal field, Eq. @) The quantity

X =[Tlpp)g " +J] (5.18)
is the inverse susceptibility matrix, T is the temperature
and

_[eE@e 0
wro= 0T (@)

Here (...)o are single particle thermal expectation values
that have to be calculated by means of Uy, Eq. (.d). Cu-
bic symmetry implies (see Appendix B for details) that
the three quadrupolar components are equal and for ex-
pectation values of conduction electrons we obtain:

(5.19)

(pk () pk (7))o =

5L L 6k k- (520)
Here 61, 1 =4y, 1/1(512 1, - The contributions FG) and FW
stand for the third and fourth order terms in p. Sym-
metry of the order parameter components (see conden-
sation schemes (R.16a)b) and (5.1d,b)) implies that there
exists a non-zero third order cubic invariant F®) and
hence the transition F'm3m — Pa3 is of first order. As
a first approximation we investigate the possibility of a
second order phase transition. Neglecting F®) and F*),
we minimize F with respect to pf and to p°. We ob-
tain two coupled homogeneous equations from which it
follows again that p™ and p° have to be of opposite sign.
The compatibility condition leads to the transition tem-
perature

1
To = 5 (50 = Jee AUy 4 T + 407 ) (521
where

Ty = INT o (@)%0,  Jee = A (p5(7)) )0, (5.22a)
Jpe = AT \/<(pf(ﬁ))2>o<(pz(ﬁ))2>o- (5.22b)

We observe that Tc > Jyy and the inclusion of con-
duction electrons leads to an increase of transition tem-
perature. The calculation of the first order transition
temperature Ty, (11 > T¢), and of the accompanying
discontinuities p¢(Ty) and pf'(Ty) in the coupled order
parameters would require the evaluation of the higher
order terms F®) and F®. Such an endeavor poses not
only analytical but also numerical problems that are be-
yond the scope of the present work. We therefore will
adopt below (Sect. 6) an alternative point of view and
suggest experiments in order to check qualitatively the
redictions of the theory.

. We next investigate the lattice strains at the tran-

sition to the Pa3 phase. We recall the result U({,{;,T,




Eq. (), for the coupling of strains to 4f electrons
with quadrupolar order. The same procedure, as out-
lined in Sect. 2, is now applied to derive the coupling of
longitudinal strains to conduction electrons. Using the

condensation schemes (2.164,b) and (f.14,b) and taking

into account the definitions of interaction parameters A

(Table 2), we obtain from Eqgs. (B.2§) and (B.29)

iUfc

N QQT = —4qa [2AFdSprdS 4 AF ddprdd] Z o

v

(5.23)

Similarly we get from from Eqs. (B.31)) and (B.39)

1 cc

~Ubar = 9 |:4Adsds (pds)2 - 47ds dd 5ds dd

Adddd (pddﬂ Y. (5.24)

v

The coefficients A are quoted in Table 2. We define the
total interaction potential of ordered quadrupolar elec-
tron densities coupled to longitudinal strains by

ule

Uggr = UéfQT +Ugor + UéCQT' (5.25)

Here the right hand side terms are given by Eqgs. (,

(6-23) and (5.24), respectively. In analogy with expres-
sions (5.7H,d) we define

Afe = Z(AFds 4 AP ddy, (5.26a)

A — (Adsds +Adddd _|_Adsdd)7 (526b)

Wl ol

and use again definition (f.§). Then we approximate
Ugor/N by an effective interaction

1 = C = =C cc( =C
~Ueer = —2a[A"F (p7)? + 20775 5" 4+ A%(p)?]
XY €. (5.27)

This relation allows us to express the longitudinal strains
as function of the order parameters. The contributions
Urr and Ugqr lead to a supplementary term in the free

energy (compare with Eq. (5.19)):

%}—QQT = %UTT + %UQQT. (5.28)
(There are still additional contributions from thermal lat-
tice vibrations, but these are irrelevant here.) For a given
quadrupolar order, i.e. pf and p° fixed, we minimize
Foorlp", p°, €] with respect to the strains €;,, €, and
€., and obtain

€xax = €yy = €25 = 8a_21<aL
x [ATE ()2 + 20p" 5+ A%(p%)?] (529

14

where a is the cubic lattice constant and where s, is
the bare linear compressibility. From the numerical val-
ues of Table 2 we obtain AFF = —498, Af¢ = —1205,
A = —2966 (units K/A). Since p¥ and p¢ are of op-
posite sign, the fc contribution on the right hand side
of expression (f.29) leads to an expansion of the lat-
tice while the ff and cc contributions lead to a con-
traction. From Table 2 we also find that Af¢ = 30516 K,
A = 24033 K, and hence from Eq. ) we deduce
that [p¢| > |p¥'|. Hence we conclude that inclusion of
the conduction electrons in expression () leads to an
increase of the lattice contraction by a factor 4.4 in com-
parison with the effect of the 4f electrons. A numerical
calculation of the lattice contraction Aa = ae,, at the
first order phase transition would require the knowledge
of the discontinuities p¢(7) and p¥ (Ty). Experimentally
[m] one finds in the pressure (P) - temperature phase
diagram of the v — « transition in Ce indications of a
critical end point where the lattice contraction vanishes.
Although the transition Fm3m — Pa3 is always of first
order and hence leads to finite discontinuities of p¢(7})
and pf (Ty), there exists the possibility that the relative
importance of the coefficients Af¢ and A°, which have
opposite sign, changes as a function of (P,T) and hence
the expression within square brackets on the right hand
side of Eq. (5.29) could vanish or even change sign with-
out the requirement that p¢(Ty) = 0 and pf (Ty) = 0.
This opens up a possibility of a lattice expansion during
the discussed first order phase transition. Recent experi-
ments on YbInCuy which exhibits an isostructural phase
transition similar to the v — a change observed in cerium
(see [@] for references) indicate a 0.5% volume expan-
sion at the transition. Within the present theory such
behavior can be understood if for Yb in YbInCuy the fc
term responsible for expansion prevails over ff and cc

contributions, Eq. (5.29).

VI. DISCUSSION

The present paper is an extension of our previous
model of the v — o phase transition in Ce (Ref. [R1] or
I). We predict that the v — « transition is accompanied
by a symmetry change F'm3m — Pa3 in the electronic
structure. The idea of such a proposal is borrowed from
the theory of molecular crystals, where Pa3 structures
due to orientational order of molecular mass distribution
are not unusual. For example, such crystal symmetry
occurs in NaOqy [E], N, ] and in solid Cgg [@] The
conventional characterization of the v — « transition in
Ce as a phase transition “without change of symmetry”
is based on several X-ray diffraction experiments @] It
is possible that domain formation in the a-phase has pre-
cluded an identification of this phase as a Pa3 structure.
If new experiments are done, particular attention should
be given to the possible coexistence of domains [BJ).



In comparison with our previous work, Ref. I, we have
extended the model in two respects. First, we have in-
cluded quadrupolar interactions between 4 f and conduc-
tion electrons and secondly, we have calculated the rel-
evant parameters of interactions (Table 2 and Sect. 2)
by using the radial dependences of valence electrons ob-
tained from a DFT-LDA calculation of a cerium atom.
To our knowledge, in the literature there exists no mi-
croscopic derivation of multipolar interactions between
conduction and localized electrons in solids although the
concept of quadrupolar moment of a 4f electron shell is
well established [B3p4]. Therefore in Sect. 3 we have pre-
sented a detailed calculation of multipolar interactions
treating band conduction electrons in second quantiza-
tion with wave functions in tight-binding approximation.
Since the intersite quadrupole-quadrupole interaction is
short ranged and anisotropic, special attention has been
given to lattice site symmetry. While we have restricted
ourselves here (see in particular Appendix A) to the case
of an fcc lattice (¢ — « Ce), our procedure is general and
can easily be extended to other structures.

Our results can be understood on the basis of the fol-
lowing generalized Hamiltonian which we ascribe to the
~ phase:

H,=Uy+Ugg +Ugor + Urr. (6.1)

Here Uy is the crystal field Hamiltonian (@) The term
Uqgq represents the quadrupole-quadrupole interaction
comprising contributions from 4f and conduction elec-
trons (Eq. (B.354)). The quadrupolar interaction be-
tween localized electrons is due only to intersite contri-
butions on the fcc lattice, see Eq. (R.13) in Fourier space.
The presence of conduction electrons leads to two types
of contributions: inter-site terms, given by (B.234) and
() for UL and U, respectively, and on-site terms,
given by (ﬁ) and (@), correspondingly. Collecting
inter- site and on- site terms separately, we write

UQQ = UQQlinter + UQQ'intru’ (62)

where

UQQ'inter = Z Z

7 kK
1 ! ’
o B o @'oE @ + 0 £ @ (b @0 @) )

(6.3a)

(30 £@ ot @' st

and the summation over L(L') = (sd), (ds), (dd) is im-
plied. The structure of the interaction matrices v42(g),
A(B) = F or L, is discussed in Appendix A, the relevant
eigenvalues A B at ¢X are quoted in Table 2. The intra-
site contributions are given by

UQQ'intra = Z Z (CFL ka(CT)Tpé((T)
g k
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50 ook @' @) ). (©630)

where the calculated parameters C45 are quoted in Table

2. Next in Eq. (B.1]), Ugor, given by (B.35H), is a cor-
rection to Ugq for a deformable lattice, while Urr is the
elastic energy of the cubic crystal in harmonic approxi-
mation. In terms of homogeneous strains, Upr is given
by Eq. (£:2§) and Ugor by Eq. (F.23). In principle a bi-
linear coupling term Ugr between quadrupolar electronic
and displacive degrees of freedom [@] should be included
in expression (7.1). This term which is known from Jahn-
Teller phase transitions [ can be essential if we want to
describe transitions from a cubic phase with quadrupo-
lar disorder to non cubic phases with ferro- quadrupo-
lar order [@] However for the transition to the Pa3
phase, which we identify with a-Ce, the atomic center
of mass positions still occupy a face centered cubic lat-
tice and the term Ugr is irrelevant. Indeed, the driving
force for the transition F'm3m — Pa3 is the quadrupole-
quadrupole interaction which becomes attractive (in re-
ciprocal space) at the X point of the Brillouin zone. This
fact leads to an orientational order of quadrupolar elec-
tronic densities on four different sublattices (Figs. 3, 4).
The term Ugqr then prompts a lattice contraction at the
first order phase transition. Notice that the term Ugr is
found to vanish for a wave vector ¢ at the X point of the
BZ. We insist on these facts since within our view, the
electronic charge degrees of freedom, together with the
lattice displacements, are the driving forces of structural
phase transitions in Ce and related compounds.

The Hamiltonian (7.1) is not sufficient to describe the
magnetic phenomena that occur at the v — a transi-
tion [@, In accordance with Kramers’ theorem the
quadrupolar ordering, as described by Eq. (7.1) is not
accompanied by a magnetic ordering. We then conclude
that the addition of an Anderson Hamiltonian term H.y
which takes into account the Friedel-Anderson hybridiza-
tion between conduction electrons and 4f electrons as
well as the repulsive energy among the 4f electrons on
a same site is necessary (for a review see ]) Such
a Hamiltonian leads to the disappearance of local mag-
netic moments below a characteristic temperature Tx.
The Kondo temperature Tk increases with increasing hy-
bridization matrix element V. We then conclude that
the lattice contraction accompanying the Pa3 quadrupo-
lar ordering or the quadrupolar order enhances the hy-
bridization V' and hence increases Tk . This can lead to a
situation where the structural v — « transition and the
demagnetization of the 4f state occur at a same temper-
ature T7. Notice however that within this scenario the
process is driven by the structural (quadrupolar) transi-
tion at 77 and not by the Kondo volume collapse [E,E]
In case where the enhancement of T is insufficient, the
quadrupolar order and the concomitant lattice contrac-
tion would occur at T without Kondo anomaly (disap-



pearance of magnetic moment). The condition Tk < T}
does not ensure that the Kondo anomaly actually occurs
at lower T. Quadrupolar ordering has been observed
in a number of Ce, Pr, Tm and U based compounds
@] A remarkable example is the magnetic semiconduc-
tor TmTe with 413 (2F;, /2) electronic configuration and
Néel temperature Ty=0.43 K @ ]. Although TmTe had
been extensively studied before 1995, the phenomenon
of quadrupole ordering below TH=1.8 K was completely
overlooked [@, Numerous data on such compounds
(CeAg [B4), CeBg [1F), TmTe [[if], TmAu, [{J], DyB:Cs
[i4) etc.) with quadrupole phase transitions show that
the magnetic ordering occurs at lower 7. A transition
to an ordered magnetic phase in these rare-earth inter-
metallic compounds indicates that the Ruderman-Kittel-
Kasuya-Yosida (RKKY) interaction between localized
magnetic moments prevails over the the Kondo transi-
tion mechanism (for a review, see [i]). In zero mag-
netic field the magnetic susceptibility shows no anomaly
at Ty for TmTe [1d), CeAg [B4) and a very small anomaly
for DyByCs @], TmAuy [13]. Within the present work
we come to the conclusion that quadrupolar order, as
an electronic charge degrees of freedom driven process
on one hand, and magnetic properties (Kondo anomaly,
magnetic order) on the other hand are related indirectly
via their coupling to lattice displacements. An open ques-
tion is a possible relation between quadrupolar order and
hybridization. In our opinion a microscopic derivation
of the Anderson hybridization Hamiltonian which should
include details about the symmetry of the lattice site and
the electronic orbitals constitutes a challenge for further
work.
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VII. ERRATUM FOR REFERENCE [21]

In Table 3 —3 (last column, third row) should be re-
placed with 4+3. In the last column of Table 5 —\ (first
row) should be replaced with +\, —p (second row) - with
v and —v (third row) - with g. In Table 2 4 = 7,8 corre-
spond to I'7, 2 (third row, second column) while i = 13,14
- to Tg (fifth row, second column). In equation (4.7d)
c§2)(hl) 04(12) (17) has to be replaced by céz)(il) c§2) (1), on
the right hand side of equation (5.11) in front of summa-
tion it should stay 4, not %

4
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APPENDIX A:

The Fourier transforms of the intersite electronic
quadrupole-quadrupole interactions are 3 X 3 matrices
where the rows and columns are labeled by the indices of
the T, functions Sk k=1, 2, 3. The structure of these
matrices depends on the symmetry of the lattice and of
the Ty, functions. The magnitude of the elements de-
pends on the nature of the electrons (localized 4 f, or con-
duction 6s, 5d) and we abbreviate the electronic indices
fors,d by the label A, B for F = (ff) or L = (l1l2)

writing ’Uk k, for vgfz‘/i etc.. We consider elements

Uk K 0(@) = Z Uk K p(h)e Rl O8 (A1)
h#0
Here v;;‘,g( ) refers to the elements in real space with

h = 1’ — 7. Taking the site 7 as origin on a fcc lattice,
the index 7’ (or h) labels the twelve neighbors. Compare

with expressions (£.4), (B.10d) and (B.17) for the case A =

(Tog, k), A = (Toy, k'). Performing the lattice sums and
using the symmetries of the elements v{'5 (h) we obtain

AB _
V4B () = (A2)
,YABCyZJraAB(CZZJrCIy) 75ABSIy 75ABSZI
—BAES, FABC,+arB(Cyy+Cy)  —BAES,.
—IBABSzm —BABSyz 'YABCzy+aAB(Cyz+Czr

where C;; = cos(g;a/2) cos(gja/2), and S;; = sin(g;a/2)
x sin(gja/2). Here ¢,j stands for the Cartesian indices
x, Yy, z, and a is the cubic lattice constant. Additional
information on coupling matrices can be found in Ref.
[@] where a problem with similar symmetries was con-
sidered for a molecular crystal. The quantities v4%
a8 and B4 stand for the matrix elements v{' 3 (h) for
h=a(1/2,1/2,0) with (k =3,k =3), (k=1,k = 1)
and (k = 1, k' = 2), respectively. The interaction ma-
trix v45(q) has the largest negative twofold degenerate
eigenvalue at the X-point of the Brillouin zone. For in-
stance for ¢X = (27/a)(1,0,0) A‘;? = —4y4B | where
AB

VAB — pdB(h) = viB(h) > 0. Hence the quadrupo-
lar interaction parameters A48 X+ are completely specified,

their numerical values are glven in Table 2, fourth col-
umn.

APPENDIX B:

We study the symmetry properties of the Bloch func-
tions and rewrite Eq. (B.1)) as

W)

X Z'Vlr @) gi-( é_)?(ﬁ/)) (B1)



Here ¢y (7) = Ry(7)S] (2) where S7 () are basis func-
tions of the irreducible representations of Op. Here again
7= (T, u, k). We recall that

Q)= BrS7(Q) (B2a)
where () is a unitary matrix. It follows that
Yor (k@) =Y i (K, 0) B (B2b)
We observe that the expression () becomes
Ck’l1l2(Ev o; P, B)
= % (B,0) Yy, (B B) e (b7, om2),  (B3a)
LT
where

cw(lam, Ioms) = / 49 57 () Sy (Q) S (Q). (B3b)

The Bloch functions can be rewritten as basis functions
of a d-dimensional irreducible representation of the space
group F'm3m which is induced by a small representa-

tion l"]%p ) of the little group of a chosen wave vector
1

El Here p labels the small representation. Omne has
d = ¢ -t, where q is the number of arms of the star
of k1 *kl = {k1 k: k <}, and where t is the dimension
of the small representation. (If kl is not a high sym-
metry vector of the Brillouin zone, ¢ = 48, the order of
the group Op, t = 1 and d = 48.) The basis functions
<}§|Ei, Sp, ), where s, =1 — ¢ and k; € *k1, all have the
same energy. We can use the small representation index
p to label the energies. Hence we will write for the band
index « the composite index (p, ), where v labels the
small representations p that occur more than once. We
consider (see also Appendix B of Ref. I)

t q
Z Z' leuspv Z¢l7— _’r'i ¢l’ ’ )
sp=11i=1
X Z Z’YIT kl?sp?

sp=11=1

Ypr (Kiysp,a)  (B4)

for fixed p and ki € k. By the generalized Unsold
theorem [@] this expression is an invariant of Fm3m
for any 7. This means that the site symmetry is Oy
and the density gbl*(mk) (75 )1 (0pk) (Trr ) stays invari-
ant for any representation I" and index u of Oy, (Unsold
theorem). We therefore obtain the condition

t q

Z Z’YIT kl? SP’

sp=11i=1

/Yl’ (Eh Sp, CY)

= 6o f R a3 T 1]
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where k1 belongs to a basis domain ® [RH] and where f
is a function of k1 and depends on the labels T', u, «

Now we calculate the single particle expectation values
((pi*2 (7))o, Eq. (5.20), for conduction electrons. From
Eqgs. (B.124,b) we have

lll’z

< lllg I

— 11
P ()p NZ l1l2 pkl/Q(‘j»o

1
= m Z Z Z<a})‘fq“aa’ﬁ:8 a%+q~a/a’ﬁﬁ/>0
q P h

X iy (BB B — @) cpry (R + @05 B, B). (B6)

Here summation is understood over the repeated band in-
dices «, o', 3, 3. The thermal expectation value is calcu-
lated with the single electron Hamiltonian Ug, Eq. (%
We use standard Green’s function (GF) techniques [5(]
and evaluate first the susceptibility (retarded GF) in the
static frequency limit (2=0)

0)

_ T .
= <<a5 7985 a£+~a,aﬁﬂ/>>z:0
Np—ga — Ny

E(p—q, o) - (p p)*

Here np, is the Fermi distribution function. Therefrom
we get the identity

5ﬂ 7 i 0o pr 08 ar- (B7)

—nyp = (1= nzg) np—ga
% [1 _ (B3, )—E(5,8)/T]

We observe that in the high temperature case the static
GF ((A; B)) .—¢ is related to the thermal expectation value
(A B) by

Np—go

(B8)

(AB)o = =T ((A; B))==0 (B9)

Hence, for |E(p— ¢, a) —

Jo = Ngzzl_”pﬂ Np-Ga

aB pq
X Chuy1, (P B3 D= @, @) errgy (B, By D' — ¢ ).

E(p,B)| < T, we obtain

lllé

(P2 () py ™ (

(B10)

We next show that symmetry implies that k¥ = &’ and

Iy =11, Iy = l5. Expression (BI() then reduces to (f.20).
We rewrite expression () as

)0 = 315 3000 -

af ph

X Chiy1, (P5 B85 hy @) ey (P, Bs by ).

lllé

K )y

[e3%

(B11)

Using Eq. (@), we now exploit the fact that the summa-
tion over the Brillouin zone can be decomposed by dis-
tinguishing the summation over the basic domain from
the summation over the components of irreducible repre-
sentations. Expression (BII]) can be rewritten as



(P12 (7)o" (7))o = (P12 (7))o 61y 11y Sta v Ok ks (BI2)
where
(@)= > > ZZZZ
aB hcpPi€P Sn i
N 2 o
‘Cklllg(hiashuOG ﬁj,SpaB)’ P(hio; p18).  (B13)

Here we have taken into account the property (E) The
quantity P is a function of temperature due to the pres-
ence of the Fermi distribution. We next show that expres-
sion () is independent of the index of the quadrupolar
component k (i.e. has the same value for k=1,2,3.) We
consider the summation over the components of a pair of
irreducible representations:

X = P(hia; 71 8)

Inserting the explicit expression for c,1, we obtain

Cklyly (ﬁi; Sh, Q] ﬁjvspvﬂ) (B14)

X =33 Pl(h,a,T1,p; p1, B, T, io)

1T p1 p2

X Y fer(lim; lem)]?,

8182

(B15)

where 7. = (T4, ps, i), © = 1,2. We have used relations
B34,b) and (BF). The quantity P’ is defined by

]

(]_7: 1, &, Flulufl’ pluﬁu 1—‘27/142)

= P(faes 518) s Tu, | f11 B Tapia] . (B16)
Finally we observe that as a consequence of the Wigner-
Eckart theorem

Z cr(lim;lam) e (lim; lome) = Sk i C(Trpr; Tapia),

S1 82

(B17)

where C is independent of k (as a square of a reduced
matrix element). This proves that X and correspond-
ingly ((p4">(7))?)o is independent of k. Finally we quote
a property of ~;r that follows from the completeness of
the basis functions

> D Z me i, 5p, )

« k1€<I> sp=11i=1

R (Ei,sp,a) =011 07 V.

(B18)
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