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LDA+DMFT is a novel computational technique fab initio investigations of real materials
with strongly correlated electrons, such as transitionatsednd their oxides. It combines the
strength of conventional band structure theory in the |deaisity approximation (LDA) with a
modern many-body approach, the dynamical mean-field th@WFT). In the last few years
LDA+DMFT has proved to be a powerful tool for the realistic deting of strongly correlated
electronic systems. In this paper the basic ideas and thepggftthe LDA+DMFT (X) approach,
where X is the method used to solve the DMFT equations, aceisbed. Results obtained with
X=QMC (quantum Monte Carlo) and X=NCA (non-crossing apjmaion) are presented and
compared. By means of the model system LaSr, TiO3 we show that the method X matters
qualitatively and quantitatively. Furthermore, we disuscent results on the Mott-Hubbard
metal-insulator transition in the transition metal oxideQ4 and thea-v transition in the 4f-
electron system Ce.
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1 Introduction

The calculation of physical properties of electronic sgstdoy controlled approximations
is one of the most important challenges of modern theolettdil state physics. In partic-
ular, the physics of transition metal oxides — a singularipértant group of materials both
from the point of view of fundamental research and techriokd@pplications — may only
be understood by explicit consideration of the strong ¢iffeénteraction between the con-
duction electrons in these systems. The investigationegftednic many-particle systems
is made especially complicated by quantum statistics, gritldfact that the investigation
of many phenomena require the application of non-pertivd#ieoretical techniques.

From a microscopic point of view theoretical solid state §iby is concerned with the
investigation of interacting many-particle systems imimg electrons and ions. However,
it is an established fact that many electronic propertienatter are well described by the
purely electronic Hamiltonian

2
H = Z/db’r Ut (r,o) {— 2?71 A + Vien(r) | ¥(r,0)
+% Z/dgr &' U (e, ) Ut (1, 07) Vee(r—1') U(¢',0")(r,0), (1)

where the crystal lattice enters only through an ionic pid&nThe applicability of this
approach may be justified by the validity of the Born and Opyegmer approximatiof.
Here, Ut (r,0) and ¥(r, o) are field operators that create and annihilate an electron at
positionr with spino, A is the Laplace operatom. the electron mass; the electron
charge, and
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denote the one-particle potential due to all iengith chargeeZ; at given position®R;,
and the electron-electron interaction, respectively.

While the ab initio Hamiltonian (1) is easy to write down it is impossible to solv
exactly if more than a few electrons are involved. Numenmathods like Green’s Func-
tion Monte Carlo and related approaches have been usedssfgbefor relatively modest
numbers of electrons. Even so, however, the focus of the Wwaskbeen on jellium and
on light atoms and molecules like H,;H>*He, *He, see, e.g., the articles by Anderson,
Bernu, Ceperleyet al. in the present Proceedings of thiC Winterschool 2002 Be-
cause of this, one generally either needs to make subdtapfieoximations to deal with
the Hamiltonian (1), or replace it by a greatly simplified rebHamiltonian. At present
these two different strategies for the investigation of éfectronic properties of solids
are applied by two largely separate groups: the densitytimmal theory (DFT) and the
many-body community. It is known for a long time already tBéiT, together with its
local density approximation (LDA), is a highly successfettinique for the calculation
of the electronic structure of many real materfallowever, for strongly correlated ma-
terials, i.e.,d- and f-electron systems which have a Coulomb interaction contparta
the band-width, DFT/LDA is seriously restricted in its acaty and reliability. Here, the




model Hamiltonian approach is more general and powerfuesthere exist systematic
theoretical techniques to investigate the many-electroblpm with increasing accuracy.
These many-body techniques allow one to describe quastegndencies and understand
the basic mechanism of various physical phenomena. At the $ane the model Hamil-
tonian approach is seriously restricted in its ability tokeguantitative predictions since
the input parameters are not accurately known and hencetodedadjusted. One of the
most successful techniques in this respect is the dynamieah-field theory (DMFT) —
a non-perturbative approach to strongly correlated edactystems which was developed
during the past decade!! The LDA+DMFT approach, which was first formulated by
Anisimov et al,*? 1¥combines the strength of DFT/LDA to describe the weakly elated
part of theab initio Hamiltonian (1), i.e., electrons it andp-orbitals as well as the long-
range interaction of thé- and f-electrons, with the power of DMFT to describe the strong
correlations induced by the local Coulomb interaction @fdhor f-electrons.

Starting from theab initio Hamiltonian (1), the LDA+DMFT approach is presented in
Section 2, including the DFT in Section 2.1, the LDA in Sest®?2, the construction of a
model Hamiltonian in Section 2.3, and the DMFT in Section 2d methods used to solve
the DMFT we discuss the quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) algorithr&éction 2.5 and the
non-crossing approximation (NCA) in Section 2.6. A simplifitreatment for transition
metal oxides is introduced in Section 2.7, and the schemselfa&onsistent LDA+DMFT
in Section 2.8. As a particular example, the LDA+DMFT ca#tidn for La _, Sr, TiO3
is discussed in Section 3, emphasizing that the method Xlt@ sbe DMFT matters on
a quantitative level. Our calculations for the Mott-Hubtbanetal-insulator transition in
V505 are presented in Section 4, in comparison to the experingaution 5 reviews our
recent calculations of the Ge-v transition, in the perspective of the models referred to
as Kondo volume collapse and Mott transition scenario. Augision of the LDA+DMFT
approach and its future prospects in Section 6 closes tiseptation.

2 The LDA+DMFT approach

2.1 Density functional theory

The fundamental theorem of DFT by Hohenberg and Rél{see, e.g., the review by
Jones and Gunnarss)rstates that the ground state energy is a functional of the- el
tron density which assumes its minimum at the ground statetreln density. Following
Levy,' this theorem is easily proved and the functional even coostd by taking the
minimum (infimum) of the energy expectation value w.r.t.(aleny-body) wave functions
o(r101,...rNon) at a given electron numbe¥ which yield the electron densify(r):

Blpl = inf {(elHl¢) | (o33~ rle) = plr)}. @®)

However, this construction is of no practical value sincadtually requires the eval-
uation of the Hamiltonian (1). Only certain contributiorikel the Hartree energy
Etartree[p) = 3 [ @ d®r Vee(r—1') p(r')p(r) and the energy of the ionic potential
Eionlp] = fd?’r Vion(r) p(r) can be expressed directly in terms of the electron density.
This leads to

E[p] = Ekin [P] + Eion [P] + EHartree [p] + Exc [PL (4)



where Eyi, [p] denotes the kinetic energy, aifgl.[p] is the unknown exchange and cor-
relation term which contains the energy of the electromteda interaction except for the
Hartree term. Hence all the difficulties of the many-bodylghean have been transferred
into Ex.[p]. While the kinetic energy;, cannot be expressed explicitly in terms of the
electron density one can employ a trick to determine it.dadtof minimizingE|[p] with
respect tgp one minimizes it w.r.t. a set of one-particle wave functignselated top via

N
= i) 5)
=1

To guarantee the normalization ¢f, the Lagrange parameters are introduced such

that the variations{ E[p] + &;[1 — [ d*r|i(r)[?]}/d¢pi(r) = 0 yields the Kohn-Shati

equations:
hQ

2me

6EXC[p] i\r) = &; Qi
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These equations have the same form as a one-particle Sogedequation whicha pos-
teriori, justifies to calculate the kinetic energy by means of the mamticle wave-function
ansatz. The kinetic energy ofame-particleansatz which has the ground state density is,
then, given byFyin [pmin] = — Zfi1<@i|h2A/(2me)|cpi) if the ; are the self-consistent
(spin-degenerate) solutions of Egs. (6) and (5) with lowesergy”¢;. Note, however,
that the one-particle potential of Eq. (6), i.e.,

A+ Vion(r) + / &’ Ve (r—1")p(r') +

0 Exelp]
dp(r)
is only an auxiliary potential which artificially arises ihe approach to minimiz&|p).

Thus, the wave functiong; and the Lagrange parametegshave no physical meaning at

this point. Altogether, these equations allow for the DROALcalculation, see the flow
diagram Fig. 1.

Vet (r) = Vien(r) + / dPr'Vee(r—1")p(r') + (7

2.2 Local density approximation

So far no approximations have been employed since the diffiofithe many-body prob-
lem was only transferred to the unknown functiofal [p]. For this term the local density
approximation (LDA) which approximates the functiofal.[p] by a function that depends
on the local density only, i.e.,

Ey.lp] = / d3r EXPA (p(r)), (8)

was found to be unexpectedly successful. H&EDA(p(r)) is usually calculated from
the perturbative solutidi or the numerical simulatidf of the jellium problem which is
defined byV;,, (r) = const.

In principle DFT/LDA only allows one to calculate static jperties like the ground
state energy or its derivatives. However, one of the majqliegtions of LDA is the
calculation of band structures. To this end, the Lagrangarpeters:; are interpreted
as the physical (one-particle) energies of the system ucalesideration. Since the true
ground-state is not a simple one-particle wave-functibis, is an approximation beyond



First principles information:
atomic numbers, crystal structure (lattice, atomic posi)

Choose initial electronic densip(r)

Calculate effective potential using the LDA [Eq. (7)]

‘/cﬁ'(r) = ‘/ion(r) + /d3rl ‘/ee(r - I")p(rl) +

Solve Kohn-Sham equations [Eq. (6)]

[—%VQ + Ve (r) — Ez} pi(r) =0

Calculate electronic density [Eq. (5)],

N
o) =3 i)

Iterate to self-consistency

Calculate band structueg(k) [Eq. (6)], partial and total DOS, self-consistent
Hamiltonian [Eq. (11)l= LDA+DMFT, total energyE|p] [Eq. (3)],- ..

Figure 1. Flow diagram of the DFT/LDA calculations.

DFT. Actually, this approximation corresponds to the reptaent of the Hamiltonian (1)
by

. R 2
Hipa = Z/d% Ut (r,0) {— ;;n A + Vign(r) + /d3r’p(r’)Vee(r—r’)

SEEPAp]

5p(0) U(r,o). 9

+

For practical calculations one needs to expand the fieldabpesrw.r.t. a basi®,;,,,, e.g.,
a linearized muffin-tin orbital (LMTOY basis { denotes lattice siteg;andm are orbital



indices). In this basis,

Ut(r,0) =Y & @i (r) (10)

ilm

such that the Hamiltonian (9) reads

~ ~ PN N
Hipa = E (Sitm,jirms €itm Wi + titm.jtrm: Cgpn Cormy)- (11)
ilm,jl’!m’ o

no T AG’
Here,ng,, = ¢

ilm Cilm
A

§ELDA
2me ‘q)ﬂ, >

Litm, jlrm’ = <q)ilm‘ - + Vion(r) + /d?’r'p(r')‘/;e(r—r’) +

(12)

for ilm # jl'm’ and zero otherwise;;,,, denotes the corresponding diagonal part.

As for static properties, the LDA approach based on the amikistent solution of
Hamiltonian (11) together with the calculation of the etenic density Eq. (5) [see the
flow diagram Fig. 1] has also been highly successful for banttsire calculations —
but only for weakly correlated materiadslt is not reliable when applied to correlated
materials and can even be completely wrong because it gkstgoniccorrelationsonly
very rudimentarily. For example, it predicts the antifenagnetic insulator LaCuO; to be
a non-magnetic met and also completely fails to account for the high effectivasses
observed int f-based heavy fermion compounds.

2.3 Supplementing LDA with local Coulomb correlations

Of prime importance for correlated materials are the locallGmb interactions between
d- and f-electrons on the same lattice site since these contritmitice largest. This is due
to the extensive overlap (w.r.t. the Coulomb interactidithese localized orbitals which
results in strong correlations. Moreover, the largest lomad contribution is the nearest-
neighbor density-density interaction which, to leadingesrin the number of nearest-
neighbor sites, yields only the Hartree term (see Ref. 4alsd, Ref. 21) which is already
taken into account in the LDA. To take the local Coulomb iat#ions into account, one
can supplement the LDA Hamiltonian (11) with the local Conlomatrix approximated
by the (most important) matrix elemerﬂ@%, (Coulomb repulsion and Z-component of
Hund’s rule coupling) and/,,..,» (spin-flip terms of Hund’s rule coupling) between the
localized electrons (for which we assurne: iy andl = [):

H HLDA — HLDA + Z Z Ummfnzlmanzlm o’

z id,l=lg mo,m’c’

5 Z Z mm/’ zlma’ zlm T zlm oCilma - (13)

z iq,l=lqg mo,m’
Here, the prime on the sum indicates that at least two of tie@s of an operator have to be

different, ands =/ (1) for o =1 (). A term HY, , is subtracted to avoid double-counting
of those contributions of the local Coulomb interactiorealty contained iy ps. Since



there does not exist a direct microscopic or diagrammatictietween the model Hamil-
tonian approach and LDA it is not possible to exprég$, , rigorously in terms ot/ .J
andp. A commonly employed approximation f(ﬁ‘ﬁfDA assumes the LDA energy
of HY,, to be?

1= 1
Efpa = EUnd(nd -1) - §J2nda(nd5 —1). (14)

Here,nge = >, Nityme = 2., (Riumeo) IS the total number of interacting electrons per
spin,ng = >__ nas, U is the average Coulomb repulsion andhe average exchange or
Hund’s rule coupling. In typical applications we hatig). = U, J . = J, U;jg,;, =
U-—J—Jd,, form # m' (here, the first ternd is due to the reduced Coulomb repulsion
between different orbitals and the second tefidy,,- directly arises from the Z-component
of Hund’s rule coupling), and (with the number of interacorditals /)

U+ (M—=1)(U=J)+ (M= 1)(U —2J)
2M — 1

Since the one-electron LDA energies can be obtained frondéhigatives of the total
energy w.r.t. the occupation numbers of the correspondatgs the one-electron energy
level for thenon-interacting, paramagnetitates of (13) is obtained&s

o d - 1 J

_ U _
ilgm = m(ELDA — Eipa) = €itgm — U(ng — 5) + E(nd -1) (15)

U:

€

whereg;;,, is defined in (11) and,pa is the total energy calculated froff; pa (12).
Furthermore we used;, = nq/2 in the paramagnet.
This leads to a new Hamiltonian describing the non-intémgatystem

Hipn = Y Bimgtrmr €0 Mm + Litm, jirms €, s ) (16)
ilm,jl'!m’,o

wheree), . is given by (15) for the interacting orbitals anfl,, = e for the non-
interacting orbitals. While it is not clear at present hoveystematically subtradf[ﬂfDA
one should note that the subtraction of a Hartree-type grogs not substantially affect
theoverall behavior of a strongly correlated paramagnetic metal irvitiaity of a Mott-
Hubbard metal-insulator transition (see also Section 2.7)

In the following, it is convenient to work in reciprocal sgawhere the matrix elements
of HY,,, i.e., the LDA one-particle energies without the local Qoub interaction, are
given by

(HEDA (k))qlvmq’l’m’ = (HLDA (k))qlmﬂ’l’m’

— 1 J
_5qlm7q/l/m/5q17qdld U(na — 5) - 5("(1 -1|. @7

Here, ¢ is an index of the atom in the elementary unit célr.pa (k))gim,q'1m is the

matrix element of (11) irk-space, and, denotes the atoms with interacting orbitals in
the unit cell. The non-interacting paﬂflﬁDA, supplemented with the local Coulomb in-
teraction forms the (approximatedp initio Hamiltonian for a particular material under



investigation:

N . 1 ! R .
H = HBDA + 5 Z Z U%gn/nilmanilm/a"

i=1iq,l=lg mo,m’c’
1 / N
o 5 Z Z JmmlcilmaCilm’ﬁcilm’acilmﬁ (18)
i=tiq4,l=lg mo,m’

To make use of thiab initio Hamiltonian it is still necessary to determine the Coulomb
interactionU. To this end, one can calculate the LDA ground state enengdifterent
numbers of interacting electromg; ("constrained LDA?®) and employ Eq. (14) whose
second derivative w.r.tn, yieldsU. However, one should keep in mind that, while the
total LDA spectrum is rather insensitive to the choice of biasis, the calculation di
strongly depends on the shape of the orbitals which are deredd to be interacting. E.g.,
for LaTiOs at a Wigner Seitz radius of 2.37 a.u. for Ti a LMTO-ASA caldida?* using
the TB-LMTO-ASA codé?® yieldedU = 4.2 eV in comparison to the valug = 3.2 eV
calculated by ASA-LMTO within orthogonal representatfSriThus, an appropriate basis
like LMTO is mandatory and, even so, a significant unceryaimt/ remains.

2.4 Dynamical mean-field theory

The many-body extension of LDA, Eq. (18), was proposed bysitmiv et al?? in the
context of their LDA+U approach. Within LDA+U the Coulombtémactions of (18) are
treated within the Hartree-Fock approximation. Hence, HDAdoes not contain true
many-body physics. While this approach is successful icrilgag long-range ordered,
insulating states of correlated electronic systems it fail describe strongly correlated
paramagneticstates. To go beyond LDA+U and capture the many-body natlitheo
electron-electron interaction, i.e., the frequency delgeice of the self-energy, various ap-
proximation schemes have been proposed and applied ngéeAt One of the most
promising approaches, first implemented by Anisimov et?ls to solve (18) within
DMFT3-!! ("LDA+DMFT”). Of all extensions of LDA only the LDA+DMFT appoach
is presently able to describe the physicswbnglycorrelated, paramagnetic metals with
well-developed upper and lower Hubbard bands and a narr@siparticle peak at the
Fermi level. This characteristic three-peak structure $$gaature of the importance of
many-body effect$.8

During the last ten years, DMFT has proved to be a succegsfubach to investigate
strongly correlated systems with local Coulomb interawid It becomes exact in the
limit of high lattice coordination numbet$ and preserves the dynamics of local interac-
tions. Hence, it representgdgnamicaimean-field approximation. In this non-perturbative
approach the lattice problem is mapped onto an effectivglesisite problem (see Fig. 2)
which has to be determined self-consistently together thitik-integrated Dyson equation
connecting the self energy and the Green functio@ at frequencyw:

1

—1
Gatmar (@) = - / @ ([l + 1 — Hip s (k) — S(w) )qzm,qwm/ . (19)

Here, 1 is the unit matrix,u the chemical potential, the matrié{?, , (k) is defined in
(17),X(w) denotes the self-energy matrix which is non-zero only betwde interacting



Figure 2. If the number of neighboring lattice sites goesfmity, the central limit theorem holds and fluctua-
tions from site-to-site can be neglected. This means tlsinffuence of these neighboring sites can be replaced
by a mean influence, the dynamical mean-field described bgdlienergyx? (w). This DMFT problem is
equivalent to the self-consistent solution of téntegrated Dyson equation (21) and the multi-band Anderso
impurity model Eq. (20).

orbitals,[...] = implies the inversion of the matrix with elementg=qim), n'(=¢'l'm’),
and the integration extends over the Brillouin zone withwmo¢ V.

The DMFT single-site problem depends ¢ifw)™' = G(w)™! + X(w) and is
equivalent:8 to an Anderson impurity model (the history and the physicthif model
is summarized by Anderson in Ref. 31) if its hybridizatidr{w) satisfiesG—!(w) =
w— [dw'A(w')/(w — ). The local one-particle Green function at a Matsubara fre-
quencyiw, = i(2v + 1)w /3 (B: inverse temperature), orbital index (I = 14, ¢ = q4),
and spino is given by the following functional integral over Grassmasariables) and

e
/ I AR AR () (20)

Here, Z = [ D[]DW*|¢S,, w0k exp(Alp, v*,G~1]) is the partition function and the
single-site action4 has the form (the interaction part gf is in terms of the “imaginary
time” 7, i.e., the Fourier transform of,)
A", 67 = D 40m(Gl) i,
1 ! /
33 [dres o e e (o)
mo,mo’ 0
1 ! /
Py P EACEAGEACR 21)

mo,m
’ 0

This single-site problem (20) has to be solved self-coestbt together with thek-
integrated Dyson equation (19) to obtain the DMFT solutiba given problem, see the
flow diagram Fig. 3.

Due to the equivalence of the DMFT single-site problem amdAhderson impurity
problem a variety of approximative techniques have beenl@ragd to solve the DMFT
equations, such as the iterated perturbation theory (IBBnd the non-crossing approxi-
mation (NCA)32-3*as well as numerical techniques like quantum Monte Carlaiitions



Choose an initial self-energy

CalculateGG from X via the k-integrated Dyson Eg. (19):

Gutmaoms @) == [ @k ([14 11— Hipa (19~ 2w)] )

glm,q’U!m’

G=(G'+x)!

CalculateG from G via the DMFT single-site problem Eg. (20)

1 « g-1
Go = =5 [ DD 0, w5 eA

chw = g—l - G_l

Iterate withY = X,,.,, until convergence, i.8|X — Z,o|| < €

Figure 3. Flow diagram of the DMFT self-consistency cycle.

(QMC) 2 exact diagonalization (EDY, 36 or numerical renormalization group (NR&).
QMC and NCA will be discussed in more detail in Section 2.5 216] respectively. IPT is
non-self-consistent second-order perturbation theoty far the Anderson impurity prob-
lem (20) at half-filling. It represents an ansatz that alsdg the correct perturbational
U2-term and the correct atomic limit for the self-energy offfHiling, 38 for further details
see Refs. 12,26, 38. ED directly diagonalizes the Andensquiity problem at a limited
number of lattice sites and orbitals. NRG first replaces tiredaction band by a discrete
set of states aDA~" (D: bandwidth;n = 0, ..., N;) and then diagonalizes this problem
iteratively with increasing accuracy at low energies, iéth increasingV. In principle,
QMC and ED are exact methods, but they require an extrapalate., the discretization
of the imaginary timeAr — 0 (QMC) or the number of lattice sites of the respective
impurity modelN, — oo (ED), respectively.

In the context of LDA+DMFT we refer to the computational setes to solve the
DMFT equations discussed above as LDA+DMFT(X) where X=IPTNCA,3 QMC?*
have been investigated in the case of LgSr, TiO3. The same strategy was formulated
by Lichtenstein and Katsnels#has one of their LDA++ approaches. Lichtenstein and
Katsnelson applied LDA+DMFT(IPT¥ and were the first to use LDA+DMFT(QMCS,

10



to investigate the spectral properties of iron. Recentbg ¥,05,** Ca,_, Sr,RuQy,*> 46
Ni,*” Fe?” Pu?849 and C&%°! have been studied by LDA+DMFT. Realistic investiga-
tions of itinerant ferromagnets (e.g., Ni) have also relgdscome possible by combining
density functional theory with multi-band Gutzwiller waftenctions>?

2.5 QMC method to solve DMFT

The self-consistency cycle of the DMFT (Fig. 3) requires dhd to solve for the dynam-
ics of the single-site problem of DMFT, i.e., Eq. (20). The QMIgorithm by Hirsch and
Fye®*® is a well established method to find a numerically exact smiufor the Anderson
impurity model and allows one to calculate the impurity GrégnctionG at a giveng —*

as well as correlation functions. In essence, the QMC teglainaps the interacting elec-
tron problem Eg. (20) onto a sum of non-interacting problevhsre the single particle
moves in a fluctuating, time-dependent field and evaluaiestim by Monte Carlo sam-
pling, see the flow diagram Fig. 4 for an overview. To this ghd,imaginary time interval
[0, 8] of the functional integral Eq. (20) is discretized intosteps of sizeAr = /A,
yielding support points; = (A7 with [ = 1...A. Using this Trotter discretization, the
integralfoﬁ dr is transformed to the su@{‘zl ATt and the exponential terms in Eq. (20)

can be separated via the Trotter-Suzuki formula for opesat@and B53

A
e~ B(A+B) _ He—ATAe—ATB + O(AT), (22)
=1
which is exact in the limitA+ — 0. The single site actiosl of Eq. (21) can now be written
in the discrete, imaginary time as

Al ", 67! Z 7/’ “Ge -1 (IAT —UATYYT,
omll'=
1 4 oo — o %o o * ot
_§ATZma.7m/a,/Umm/ ; djml ml’[/)m'l djm/la (23)

where the first term was Fourier-transformed from MatsulfiEquencies to imaginary
time. In a second step, the (2M — 1) interaction terms in the single site actiohare
decoupled by introducing a classical auxiliary fiefff, ..

AT ’ *a
exp { U (W™ = Vi V) =

S Y e { At v v v} @9

" =41

o7
Stmm!

wherecosh(\7' ) = exp(ATUSS,, /2) andM is the number of interacting orbitals. This
so-called discrete Hirsch-Fye-Hubbard-Stratonovichdfarmation can be applied to the
Coulomb repulsion as well as the Z-component of Hund’s rolmh'ng?“ It replaces the
interacting system by a sum af\/ (2M —1) auxiliary fleIdSSme/ The functional integral

can now be solved by a simple Gauss integration because thedreoperators only enter

11



quadratically, i.e., for a given configuratien= {Slmm } of the auxiliary fields the system
is non-interacting. The quantum mechanical problem is tedaced to a matrix problem

/

2 ls = %%Z Z >l HdetM"s (25)

"ol ol

Lomlolm ol golsl 1)
with the partition functionZ, the matrix
M% = Ar%[GS, 7 4+ 27 Je M 41— e (26)
and the elements of the matrjg,f
A = —Ow Z AZW Nz{:n/slmm (27)

m'o’

Here57% , = 20(0’ — 0 + 840:[m’ — m] — 1) changes sign ifmo) and (m/c’) are
exchanged. For more details, e.g., for a derivation of EQ) @r the matrixM, see
Refs. 11, 35.

Since the sum in Eq. (25) consists 2f"(2M-1) addends, a complete summation
for large A is computationally impossible. Therefore the Monte Carketimd, which is
often an efficient way to calculate high-dimensional sunt iategrals, is employed for
importance sampling of Eq. (25). In this method, the intadr&'(x) is split up into a
normalized probability distributio? and the remaining terrf:

/d:vF(:v) = /dw O(z) P(x) = (O)p (28)
with
/de(:c) =1 and P(z)>0. (29)
In statistical physics, the Boltzmann distribution is ofeegood choice for the functiof:
P(z) = % exp(~E(x)). (30)
For the sum of Eg. (25), this probability distribution tréates to
= % [ det M3s (31)
with the remaining term "
O(S)fhlllg = [(Mgls)il}lllg : (32)

Instead of summing over all possible configurations, the td@arlo simulation gen-
erates configurations; with respect to the probability distributiaR(z) and averages the
observablé®(x) over theser;. Therefore the relevant parts of the phase space with a large
Boltzmann weight are taken into account to a greater extet the ones with a small
weight, coining the name importance sampling for this méth@Vith the central limit
theorem one gets foY statistically independent addends the estimate

N
= /iv > Om-)i%ﬁ (0%)p — (0)2. (33)
=1
xz; EP(x)
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Choose random auxiliary field configuratisa= {s7% ,}

Imm/’

Calculate the current Green functi@h.,, from Eq. (32)
(chr)fmllg = [(M%S)—l]lllz
with M from Eq. (26) and the inp§?, (w, )~ = G2, (w,) ™" + X7 (w,).

Do NWU times (warm up sweeps)

MC-sweefd Gcur, S)

Do NMC times (measurement sweeps)

MC-sweefd Gcur, S)

G = G + G /NMC

Figure 4. Flow diagram of the QMC algorithm to calculate thee&h function matrixG using the procedure
MC-sweepf Fig. 5.

ChooseM (2M — 1)A times a setiim m/' o ¢’),
defines ., t0 bes except for the elememm;n, which has opposite sign.

Calculate flip probabilityPs s ., = min{1, P(spew)/P(s)} with
P(snew)/P(s) = [ [ det Mg / T ] det Mg?

andM from Eq. (26).

Random numbeg (0,1) < Ps_s,.,, ?

yes no

S = Spew; recalculateG..,, according to Eq. (32). Keep

Figure 5. Procedur®C-sweepusing the Metropol® rule to change the sign @ffn‘;;ﬂ. The recalculation of
Geeur, i.€., the matrixM of Eq. (26), simplifies taD(A2) operations if only one??’_, changes sigh? 3

lmm/
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Here, the error and with it the number of needed addevidis nearly independent of
the dimension of the integral. The computational efforttfoe Monte Carlo method is
therefore only rising polynomially with the dimension oétimtegral and not exponentially
as in a normal integration. Using a Markov process and sisijie-flips in the auxiliary
fields, the computational cost of the algorithm in leadindesrof A is

2aM (2M — 1)A3 x number of MC-sweeps (34)

wherea is the acceptance rate for a single spin-flip.

The advantage of the QMC method (for the algorithm see the diagram Fig. 4) is
that it is (numerically) exact. It allows one to calculate ttine-particle Green function as
well as two-particle (or higher) Green functions. On préseorkstations the QMC ap-
proach is able to deal with up to sevieteractingorbitals and temperatures above about
room temperature. Very low temperatures are not accedslause the numerical effort
grows likeA® oc 1/7% . Since the QMC approach calculatgér) or G(iw, ) with a sta-
tistical error, it also requires the maximum entropy meffiod obtain the Green function
G(w) at real (physical) frequencies

2.6 NCA method to solve DMFT

The NCA approach is a resolvent perturbation theory in tHeildization parametef (w)
of the effective Anderson impurity proble?A.Thus, it is reliable if the Coulomb interac-
tion U is large compared to the band-width and also offers a cortipotdly inexpensive
approach to check the general spectral features in othetisibs.

To see how the NCA can be adapted for the DMFT, let us rewrit§ E3) as

1

GG-(Z) = N_k

STz HYpak) —5(2)] (35)

k

wherez = w+i0" + p. Again,H? , , (k), X(z) and henc&? (¢) andG,,(z) are matrices
in orbital space. Note that(z) has nonzero entries for the correlated orbitals only.
On quite general grounds, Eq. (35) can be cast into the form

1

Gol2) = z2— E%—%,(2) — Ay(2) (36)
where
1
E'=_—> HY .k 37
A ij £pa(k) (37)
with the number ok points N, and
lim Re{A,(w+1id)}=0 . (38)

w—+too

Given the the matrix?, the Coulomb matrixyU and the hybridization matrid,, (),
we are now in a position to set up a resolvent perturbatioortheith respect ta\, (z).
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To this end, we first have to diagonalize the local Hamiltania

— E :E § f 0
Hiocal = quma-qum_,q’l’m’cqlmU

o gmlqgm'l’

1 ,
(oxeon
""5 E E Umm/nqdldmdnqdldm'd'

mo m'o’

__2 :E : et
mm/’ qdldma' qdldma qdldm o qdldma

mo m/’

:ZEa|a><a

with local eigenstateRy) and energie€,,. In contrast to the QMC, this approach allows
one to take into account the full Coulomb matrix plus spib#oroupling.

With the states«) defined above, the fermionic operators with quantum numbess
(¢,1,m) are expressed as

(39)

el

Ly —Z(D“)W )8l
Cror —Z “,8|oz

The key quantity for the resolvent perturbauon theory srisolventR(z), which obeys
a Dyson equatiott

(40)

R(z) = R°(2) + R°(2)S(2)R(2) , (41)
whereR) ;(z) = 1/(z — Ea)dap andS,s(z) denotes the self-energy for the local states
due to the coupling to the environment throufyfx).

The self-energy,.5(z) can be expressed as power series in the hybridizatian.>?

Retaining only the lowest-, i.@"%-order terms leads to a set of self-consistent integral
equations

=>>> / L Fe) (D25) T8 () Rars (2 + £) D55

o kK o'f’

+3 Z 3 / B (12 $() DT (6) R (= — 2) (Dgig)*

o kK a'B’

(42)

to determine S,s(z), where f(¢) denotes Fermi's function andl'(e) =
—3m{A(e +i0")}. The set of equations (42) are in the literature referred¢o a
non-crossing approximation (NCA), because, when viewetkims of diagrams, they
contain no crossing of band-electron lines. In order toekb cycle for the DMFT, we
still have to calculate the true local Green functi@p(z). This, however, can be done
within the same approximation with the result

Z ZDaa, ( W/) jédz;mﬁz Rov(2)Rorv (z +1w) . (43)

a,x

G (iw)

Zlocal
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dze= B> . . .
Here, Zioeal = Z oo Raa(z) denotes the local partition function aritis the

inverse temperature.

Like any other technique, the NCA has its merits and disaidgms. As a self-
consistent resummation of diagrams it constitutes a coimggapproximation to the An-
derson impurity model. Furthermore, it is a (computatitn)dhst method to obtain dy-
namical results for this model and thus also within DMFT. ieer, the NCA is known to
violate Fermi liquid properties at temperatures much lothian the smallest energy scale
of the problem and whenever charge excitations become @mtith®” Hence, in some
parameter ranges it fails in the most dramatic way and musetbre be applied with
considerable car&.

2.7 Simplifications for transition metal oxides with well sgparated e,4- and
t2g-bands

Many transition metal oxides are cubic perovskites, witlyanslight distortion of the
cubic crystal structure. In these systems the transitiotalhakorbitals lead to strong
Coulomb interactions between the electrons. The cubidalfield of the oxygen causes
thed-orbitals to split into three degeneratg- and two degeneraig-orbitals. This split-
ting is often so strong that thig,- or e,-bands at the Fermi energy are rather well sepa-
rated from all other bands. In this situation the low-enguysics is well described by
taking only the degenerate bands at the Fermi energy intouatc Without symmetry
breaking, the Green function and the self-energy of theseldaemain degenerate, i.e.,
qum,q’l’m’ (Z) = G(Z)5qlm,q’l’m’ and qum_’qll/m/(z) = Z(Z)(Sqlmyq/l/m/ fori = lg and

q = qq4 (Wherel; andq, denote the electrons in the interacting band at the Fermmgghe
Downfolding to a basis with these degeneraté -bands results in an effective Hamilto-
nian HY 5% (where indiced = I, andg = ¢4 are suppressed)

G (W) = Vi /d3k (lwl + pl — HYSE (k) — S(w)] ™), . (44)
B
Due to the diagonal structure of the self-energy the degeémanteracting Green function
can be expressed via the non-interacting Green funciftio):

0 NO(E)
Gw)=G"(w—3(w)) = /dew W) (45)
Thus, it is possible to use the Hilbert transformation of timperturbed LDA-calculated
density of states (DOSN®(¢), i.e., Eq. (45), instead of Eq. (19). This simplifies the
calculations considerably. With Eq. (45) also some conapimplifications arise: (i)
the subtraction oﬁ:IgDA in (45) only results in an (unimportant) shift of the chenhica
potential and, thus, the exact forml?ﬂf’DA is irrelevant; (i) Luttinger’s theorem of Fermi
pinning holds, i.e., the interacting DOS at the Fermi enésdixed at the value of the non-
interacting DOS af’ = 0 within a Fermi liquid; (i) as the number of electrons withthe
different bands is fixed, the LDA+DMFT approach is autonadtjcself-consistent.

In this context it should be noted that the approximation®@4) is justified only if the

overlap between thi, orbitals and the other orbitals is rather weak.
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2.8 Extensions of the LDA+DMFT scheme

In the present form of the LDA+DMFT scheme the band-striectoput due to LDA and
the inclusion of the electronic correlations by DMFT arefpened as successive steps
without subsequent feedback. In general, the DMFT solutiiresult in a change of the
occupation of the different bands involved. This changesefectron density(r) and,
thus, results in a new LDA-Hamiltoniaf;pa (12) sinceHypa depends om(r). At

the same time also the Coulomb interactidrchanges and needs to be determined by a
new constrained LDA calculation. Inszlf-consistent DA+DMFT scheme Hr,pa andU
would define a new Hamiltonian (18) which again needs to beesolvithin DMFT, etc.,
until convergence is reached:

DMFT
Hipa, U Nilm p(r)

T ‘ (46)

p(r)

Without Coulomb interactiori{ = 0) this scheme reduces to the self-consistent solution of
the Kohn-Sham equations. A self-consistency scheme sititeq. (46) was employed by
Savrasov and KotlidP in their calculation of Pu. Arab initio DMFT scheme formulated
directly in the continuum was recently proposed by Chitra katliar.>

3 Comparison of different methods to solve DMFT: the model sgtem
Lal_ermTiog

The stoichiometric compound LaTiOs a cubic perovskite with a small orthorhombic
distortion ¢ Ti — O — Ti =~ 155°)*° and is an antiferromagnetic insuldit®below
Tn = 125 K.t Above Ty, or at low Sr-dopingz, and neglecting the small orthorhombic
distortion (i.e., considering a cubic structure with themsarolume), LaTiQ is a strongly
correlated, but otherwise simple paramagnet with amlg3d-electron on the trivalent Ti
sites. This makes the system a perfect trial candidate ot BA+DMFT approach.

The LDA band-structure calculation for undoped (cubic) Iyl yields the DOS
shown in Fig. 6 which is typical for early transition metal$he oxygen bands, rang-
ing from—8.2 eV to—4.0 eV, are filled such that Ti is three-valent. Due to the cryfi&tl
splitting, the Ti 3/-bands separates into two empty-bands and three degeneratg-
bands. Since th&,-bands at the Fermi energy are well separated also fromtlee bands
we employ the approximation introduced in section 2.5 wialtbws us to work with the
LDA DOS [Eq. (45)] instead of the full one-particle Hamiltan 7, of [Eq. (19)]. In
the LDA+DMFT calculation, Sr-doping is taken into account by adjusting the chemical
potential to yieldn = 1 — « = 0.94 electrons within the,,-bands, neglecting effects
disorder and the--dependence of the LDA DOS (note, that Sr and Ti have a verijaim
band structure within LDA). There is some uncertainty in ti@A-calculated Coulomb
interaction parametdy ~ 4 — 5 eV (for a discussion see Ref. 24) which is here assumed
to be spin- and orbital-independent. In Fig. 7, resultstiergpectrum of Lgg,Sry o6 TiO3
as calculated by LDA+DMFT(IPT, NCA, QMC) for the same LDA DQ@SI" ~ 1000 K
andU = 4 eV are compared’ In Ref. 24 the formerly presented IFTand NCA* spec-
tra were recalculated to allow for a comparison at exactysaame parameters. All three
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Figure 6. Densities of states of LaTiQalculated with LDA-LMTO. Upper figure: total DOS; lower figu
partialtz, (solid lines) anck,; (dashed lines) DOS [reproduced from Ref.24].

methods vyield the typical features of strongly correlatestatlic paramagnets: a lower
Hubbard band, a quasi-particle peak (note that IPT prodaagsasi-particle peak only
below about 250K which is therefore not seen here), and aerudpbbard band. By

contrast, within LDA the correlation-induced Hubbard bsiade missing and only a broad
central quasi-particle band (actually a one-particle pesaébtained (Fig. 6).

While the results of the three evaluation techniques of tMFD equations (the ap-
proximations IPT, NCA and the numerically exact method QM@jee on a qualitative
level, Fig. 7 reveals considerable quantitative diffeemclin particular, the IPT quasi-
particle peak found at low temperatures (see right inseigfH is too narrow such that
it disappears already at about 250 K and is, thus, not pres@hts 1000 K. A similarly
narrow IPT quasi-particle peak was found in a three-bandehstdy with Bethe-DOS
by Kajueter and Kotliaf® Besides underestimating the Kondo temperature, IPT atso pr
duces notable deviations in the shape of the upper Hubbaud bithough NCA comes
off much better than IPT it still underestimates the widthtleé quasiparticle peak by a
factor of two. Furthermore, the position of the quasi-fdetpeak is too close to the lower
Hubbard band. In the left inset of Fig. 7, the spectra at thenFkevel are shown. At the
Fermi level, where at sufficiently low temperatures theriatéing DOS should be pinned
at the non-interacting value, the NCA yields a spectral fimmcwhich is almost by a fac-
tor of two too small. The shortcomings of the NCA-resultsthna too small low-energy
scale and too much broadened Hubbard bands for multi-baterag, are well understood
and related to the neglect of exchange type diagi&rSsmilarly, the deficiencies of the
IPT-results are not entirely surprising in view of the sgghenomenological nature of this
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Figure 7. Spectrum of Lgg4Sry.06 TiO3 as calculated by LDA+DMFT(X) af” = 0.1 eV (= 1000 K) and
U = 4 eV employing the approximations X=IPT, NCA, and numericakact QMC. Inset left: Behavior at
the Fermi level including the LDA DOS. Inset right: X=IPT ahNA spectra afl" = 80 K [reproduced from
Ref.24].

approximation, especially for a system off half filling.

This comparison shows that the choice oftiethodused to solve the DMFT equations
is indeedimportant and that, at least for the present system, the approxinsat®T and
NCA differ quantitatively from the numerically exact QMCehMertheless, the NCA gives
a rather good account of the qualitative spectral featunels bbecause it is fast and can
often be applied to comparatively low temperatures, calu ya overview of the physics
to be expected.

Photoemission spectra provide a direct experimental tosiudy the electronic struc-
ture and spectral properties of electronically correlateaterials. A comparison of
LDA+DMFT(QMC) at 1000 K with the experimental photoemission spectffirof
Lag.04S1.06 TiO3 is presented in Fig 8. To take into account the uncertainty /it we
present results fa/ = 3.2, 4.25 and5 eV. All spectra are multiplied with the Fermi step
function and are Gauss-broadened with a broadening pagawfed.3 eV to simulate the
experimental resolutioff. LDA band structure calculations, the results of which as®al
presented in Fig. 8, clearly fail to reproduce the broad lmdrsgrved in the experiment at 1-
2 eV below the Fermi enerdi. Taking the correlations between the electrons into acgount
this lower band is easily identified as the lower Hubbard bahdse spectral weight orig-
inates from the quasi-particle band at the Fermi energy anidhaincreases witl/. The
best agreement with experiment concerning the relatinsities of the Hubbard band
and the quasi-particle peak and, also, the position of thabidrd band is found fay = 5
eV. The valudy/ = 5 eV is still compatible with theb initio calculation of this parameter
within LDA.?* One should also bear in mind that photoemission experinagatsensitive
to surface properties. Due to the reduced coordination eumtiihe surface the bandwidth
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Figure 8. Comparison of the experimental photoemissionctamm® the LDA result, and the
LDA+DMFT(QMC) calculation for La.94Sry.06 TiO3 (i.e., 6% hole doping) and different Coulomb interaction
U = 3.2,4.25, and5 eV [reproduced from Ref.24].

is likely to be smaller, and the Coulomb interaction lesgened, i.e., larger. Both effects
make the system more correlated and, thus, might also explay better agreement is
found forU = 5 eV. Besides that, also the polycrystalline nature of themanas well
as spin and orbit&t fluctuation not taken into account in the LDA+DMFT approawiil
lead to a further reduction of the quasi-particle weight.

4 Mott-Hubbard metal-insulator transition in V 503

One of the most famous examples of a cooperative electrdmaigmenon occurring
at intermediate coupling strengths is the transition betwa paramagnetic metal and a
paramagnetic insulator induced by the Coulomb interadtieveen the electrons — the
Mott-Hubbard metal-insulator transition. The questionaerning the nature of this tran-
sition poses one of the fundamental theoretical problem®irdensed matter physis.
Correlation-induced metal-insulator transitions (MIT¢ éound, for example, in transition
metal oxides with partially filled bands near the Fermi le¥&r such systems band theory
typically predicts metallic behavior. The most famous egénis V,03 doped with Cr as
shown in Fig. 9. While at low temperatures®s is an antiferromagnetic insulator with
monoclinic crystal symmetry, it has a corundum structurthahigh-temperature param-
agnetic phase. All transitions shown in the phase diagraoffirst order. In the case
of the transitions from the high-temperature paramagmpéidses into the low-temperature
antiferromagnetic phase this is naturally explained byfaélcethat the transition is accom-
panied by a change in crystal symmetry. By contrast, the@rggmmetry across the MIT
in the paramagnetic phase remains intact, since only tieeabthe ¢/a axes changes dis-
continuously. This may be taken as an indication for the pm@idantly electronic origin
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Figure 9. Experimental phase diagram of®; doped with Cr and Ti [reproduced from Ref. 68]. Doping®;
effects the lattice constants in a similar way as applyirgggure (generated either by a hydrostatic presBuce

by changing thé/-concentration from YO3 to V2, O3) and leads to a Mott-Hubbard transition between the
paramagnetidnsulator (P1) and metal (PM). At lower temperatures, a Mdgisenberg transition between the
paramagnetic metal (PM) and thatiferromagnetidnsulator (AFI) is observed.

of this transition which is not accompanied by any converaldong-range order. From a
models point of view the MIT is triggered by a change of théraf the Coulomb interac-
tion U relative to the bandwidth’. Originally, Mott considered the extreme limitg = 0
(when atoms are isolated and insulating) ahek 0 where the system is metallic. While it
is simple to describe these limits, the crossover betwesm the., the metal-insulator tran-
sition itself, poses a very complicated electronic cotiefaproblem. Among others, this
metal-insulator transition has been addressed by Hubbamtious approximatioiand
by Brinkman and Rice within the Gutzwiller approximati6hDuring the last few years,
our understanding of the MIT in the one-band Hubbard modedeasiderably improved,
in particular due to the application of dynamical mean-ftakebory*

Both the paramagnetic metal V.03 and the paramagneticinsulator
(Vo.962Crg.033)203 have the same corundum crystal structure with only slightly
different lattice parameterg.”3 Nevertheless, within LDA both phases are found to be
metallic (see Fig. 10). The LDA DOS shows a splitting of thefWanadium d-orbitals
into threet,, states near the Fermi energy and tefostates at higher energies. This
reflects the (approximate) octahedral arrangement of axggeund the vanadium atoms.
Due to the trigonal symmetry of the corundum structure thyestates are further split
into onea;, band and two degeneratf bands, see Fig. 10. The only visible difference
between(Vy 962Cro.035)203 andV,Os3 is a slight narrowing of the,, and eg bands by
~ 0.2 and0.1 eV, respectively as well as a weak downshift of the centergra¥ity of
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Figure 10. Left: Scheme of th&! levels in the corundum crystal structure. Right: Partiall.DOS of the 3d
bands for paramagnetic metallit; O3 and insulatingVo.962 Cro.038)20O3 [reproduced from Ref.44].

both groups of bands for,O3. In particular, the insulating gap of the Cr-doped system is
seen to be missing in the LDA DOS. Here we will employ LDA+DMEIMC) to show
explicitly that the insulating gap is caused by the eledtraorrelations. In particular, we
make use of the simplification for transition metal oxidesalidbed in Section 2.7 and
restrict the LDA+DMFT(QMC) calculation to the threg, bands at the Fermi energy,
separated from the] and oxygen bands.

While the Hund'’s rule coupling/ is insensitive to screening effects and may, thus,
be obtained within LDA to a good accuracy & 0.93 eV?%), the LDA-calculated value
of the Coulomb repulsio®’ has a typical uncertainty of at least 0.5 &/To overcome
this uncertainty, we study the spectra obtained by LDA+DNBVC) for three different
values of the Hubbard interactiofi (= 4.5, 5.0, 5.5) in Fig. 11. All QMC results presented
were obtained fofl’ = 0.1 eV. However, simulations for 03z atU =5 eV, T = 0.143
eV, andT = 0.067 eV suggest only a minor smoothing of the spectrum with insirea
temperature. From the results obtained we conclude thatritieal value ofU for the
MIT is at about5 eV: At U = 4.5 eV one observes pronounced quasiparticle peaks at
the Fermi energy, i.e., characteristic metallic behawdwen for the crystal structure of the
insulator (Vo.962Cro.038)203, while atU = 5.5 eV the form of the calculated spectral
function is typical for an insulator for both sets of crystalicture parameters. At = 5.0
eV oneis then at, or very close to, the MIT since there is aguoned dip in the DOS at the
Fermi energy for botla,, ande’gf orbitals for the crystal structure 0¥V ¢.962Cro.038)2 03,
while for pureV,03 one still finds quasiparticle peaks. (We note thdf'at 0.1 eV one
only observes metallic-like and insulator-like behavigith a rapid but smooth crossover
between these two phases, since a sharp MIT occurs only at temperaturé$ ’Y). The
critical value of the Coulomb interactidii =~ 5 eV is in reasonable agreement with the
values determined spectroscopically by fitting to modetw@ations, and by constrained
LDA, se€* for details.

To compare with the photoemission spectrunve); spectrum by Schramnet al.”
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Figure 11. LDA+DMFT(QMC) spectra for paramagneti¢o.os2 Cro.038)203 (“ins.”) and V2 O3 (“‘met.”) at
U = 4.5,5and5.5 eV, andT = 0.1 eV ~ 1000 K [reproduced from Ref.44].

and by Kimet al’®> as well as with the X-ray absorption data by Milketral,’® the
LDA+DMFT(QMC) spectrum of Fig. 11 is multiplied with the Rei function at7" = 0.1
eV and Gauss-broadened by5 eV to account for the experimental resolution. The the-
oretical result fol/ = 5 eV is seen to be in good agreement with experiment (Fig. 12). |
contrast to the LDA results, our results not only descriteedtferent bandwidths above
andbelow the Fermi energyx 6 eV and~ 2 — 3 eV, respectively), but also the position
of two (hardly distinguishable) peaks below the Fermi epéag about -1 eV and -0.3 eV)
as well as the pronounced two-peak structure above the Fsrangy (at about 1 eV and
3-4 eV). While LDA also gives two peaks below and above therfrenergy, their position
and physical origin is quite different. Within LDA+DMFT(Q®) the peaks at -1 eV and
3-4 eV are the incoherent Hubbard bands induced by the etgctrorrelations whereas in
the LDA the peak at 2-3 eV is caused by ttfestates and that at -1 eV is the band edge
maximum of theu;, ande] states (see Fig. 10). Note that the theoretical and exparime
tal spectrum is highlyasymmetriow.r.t the Fermi energy. This higasymmetrywhich is
caused by the orbital degrees of freedom is missing in thebamel Hubbard model which
was used by Rozenbeegal.”” to describe the optical spectrum6§0s.

The comparison between theory and experiment for Cr-dapdatingV,O3 is not
as good as for metalli¥’,O3, see Ref. 75. This might be, among other reasons, due to
the different Cr-doping of experiment and theory, the défece in temperatures (which
is important because the insulating gap of a Mott insuladilled when increasing the
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Figure 12. Comparison of the LDA+DMFT(QMC) spectrifrat U = 5eV andT” = 0.1 eV ~ 1000 K below
(left Figure) and above (right Figure) the Fermi energy (@Vpwith the LDA spectrurff* and the experimental
spectrum (left: photoemission spectrum of Schranetral.”# and Kimet al,;”® right: X-ray absorption spectrum
of Milller et al."®).

temperaturé), or the fact that every V ion has a unique neighbor in onectig, i.e., the
LDA supercell calculation has pair of V ions per unit cell. The latter aspect has so far not
been included but arises naturally when one goes from thgli§ied calculation scheme
described in Section 2.7 (and employed in the present Sesiith different self-energies
for thea;, ande}; bands) to a full Hamiltonian calculation.

Particularly interesting are the spin and the orbital degia freedom ifv,O3. From
our calculationg?* we conclude that the spin state\6§03 is S = 1 throughout the Mott-
Hubbard transition region. This agrees with the measuréranParket al.”® and also
with the data for the high-temperature susceptibiltyBut, it is at odds with thes =1/2
model by Castellanet al® and with the results for a one-band Hubbard model which
corresponds t& = 1/2 in the insulating phase and, contrary to our results, shosuha
stantial change of the local magnetic moment at the KAITFor the orbital degrees of
freedom we find a predominant occupation of #feorbitals, but with a significant ad-
mixture of a1, orbitals. This admixture decreases at the MIT: in the mietahase we
determine the occupation of thei(, e}, , e},) orbitals as (0.37, 0.815, 0.815), and in the
insulating phase as (0.28, 0.86, 0.86). This should be coedpaith the experimental
results of Parlet al.”® From their analysis of the linear dichroism data the auticors
cluded that the ratio of the configuratio#fse} 7 a1, is equal to 1:1 for the paramagnetic
metallic and 3:2 for the paramagnetic insulating phasesesponding to a one-electron
occupation of (0.5,0.75,0.75) and (0.4,0.8,0.8), re$palgt Although our results show a
somewhat smaller value for the admixtureagf, orbitals, the overall behavior, including
the tendency of decreasef thea,, admixture across the transition to the insulating state,
are well reproduced.

In the study above, the experimental crystal parameters VeO; and
(Vo.062Cro.038)203 have been taken from the experiment. This leaves the questio
unanswered whether a change of the lattice is the drivingefbehind the Mott transition,
or whether it is the electronic Mott transition which causeshange of the lattice. For
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another system, Ce, we will show in Section 5 that the eniergbanges near a Mott
transition are indeed sufficient to cause a first-order veletrange.

5 The Cerium volume collapse: An example for at f-electron system

Cerium exhibits a transition from the- to the a-phase with increasing pressure or de-
creasing temperature. This transition is accompanied lwasually large volume change
of 15%8 much larger than the 1-2% volume changé/ig03. They-phase may also be
prepared in metastable form at room temperature in which tesreverse-« transition
occurs under pressu?é.Similar volume collapse transitions are observed undessore

in Pr and Gd (for a recent review see Ref. 83). It is widelydadd that these transitions
arise from changes in the degreeigfelectron correlation, as is reflected in both the Mott
transitior?* and the Kondo volume collapse (KV&)models.

The Mott transition model envisions a change from itingraohding character of the
4 f-electrons in thex-phase to non-bonding, localized character in 4hghase, driven
by changes in thd f-4f inter-site hybridization. Thus, as the ratio of thg Coulomb
interaction to thel f-bandwidth increases, a Mott transition occurs to{kghase, similar
to the Mott-Hubbard transition of the 3d-electron$/ipO3 (Section 4).

The Kondo volume collap§®scenario ascribes the collapse to a strong change in the
energy scale associated with the screening of the Iptahoment by conduction electrons
(Kondo screening), which is accompanied by the appearahaa ébrikosov-Suhl-like
guasiparticle peak at the Fermi level. In this model4lfeclectron spectrum of Ce would
change across the transition in a fashion very similar tovb# scenario, i.e., a strong re-
duction of the spectral weight at the Fermi energy shoulddsernved in going from the-
to they-phase. The subtle difference comes about byytbbase having metalli¢-spectra
with a strongly enhanced effective mass as in a heavy fergyistem, in contrast to thg
spectra characteristic of an insulator in the case of the Béanario. The-spectra in the
Kondo picture also exhibit Hubbard side-bands not only entfphase, but in the-phase
as well, at least close to the transition. While local-dignand static mean-field theories
correctly yield the Fermi-level peaks in thfespectra for thev-phase, they do not exhibit
such additional Hubbard side-bands, which is sometimestak characteristic of thex*
like” phase in the Mott scenarff. However, this behavior is more likely a consequence
of the static mean-field treatment, as correlated solutafrtsoth Hubbard and periodic
Anderson models exhibit such residual Hubbard side-banttein-like regimess®

Typically, the Hubbard model and the periodic Anderson nh@dle considered as
paradigms for the Mott and KVC model, respectively. Althbugpth models describe
completely different physical situations it was shown retethat one can observe a sur-
prisingly similar behavior at finite temperatures: the etioin of the spectrum and the
local magnetic moment with increasing Coulomb interactbow very similar features as
well as, in the case of a periodic Anderson model with neareisthbor hybridization, the
phase diagram and the charge compressiitif{/. From this point of view the distinc-
tion between the two scenarios appears to be somewhatialtifitleast at temperatures
relevant for the description of they transition.

For arealistic calculation of the Ceriumy transition, we employ the full Hamiltonian
calculation described in Sections 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4 whezeotte-particle Hamiltonian
was calculated by LDA and th&f Coulomb interactior/ along with the associatetlf
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Figure 13. Evolution of thel f spectral functionA(w) with volume atT" = 0.136 eV (w = 0 corresponds to

the chemical potential; curves are offset as indicataa; = 0.11eV—1!). Coinciding with the sharp anomaly

in the correlation energy (Fig. 14), the central quasipkrtiesonance disappears, at least at finite temperatures
[reproduced from Ref. 51].

site energy shift by a constrained LDA calculation (for dstaf the the two independent
calculations presented in the current Section see Ref8354nd Ref. 50). We have not
included the spin-orbit interaction which has a rather $imgdact on LDA results for Ce,
nor the intra-atomic exchange interaction which is lessvaait for Ce as occupations with
more than ond f-electron on the same site are rare. Furthermore¢thetp-, and5d-
orbitals are assumed to be non-interacting in the formatiEy. (13), Section 2.3. Note,
that the4 f orbitals are even better localized than theorbitals and, thus, uncertainties
in U are relatively small and would only translate into a pogsimblume shift for the
a-vy-transition.

The LDA+DMFT(QMC) spectral evolution of the Céf-electrons is presented in
Fig. 13. It shows similarities t6/503 (Fig. 11, Section 4): At a volume per atom
V = 20A3, Fig. 13 shows that almost the entire spectral weight liea iarge quasi-
particle peak with a center of gravity slightly above theroieal potential. This is similar
to the LDA solution, however, a weak upper Hubbard band ie ptesent even at this
small volume. At the volume29 A3 and34 A3 which approximately bracket the-y tran-
sition, the spectrum has a three peak structure. Finallyy by 46 A3, the central peak
has disappeared leaving only the lower and upper Hubbardsb&iowever, an important
difference toV,03 is that thespd-spectrum shows metallic behavior and, thus, Cerium
remains a metal throughout this transition monitored byraskang4 f quasiparticle reso-
nance.

To study the energetic changes associated with the rapitgehaf the quasiparticle
weight at the Fermi energy, we calculate the DMFT energy perfar the model Hamil-
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tonian (13)

EpmreT = Nz Z TI‘(HBDA (k)Gk (iwn))elw"OJr + Uf d. (47)
k nko
Here, Tr denotes the trace over th& x 16 matrices, I’ the temperaturely, the number
of k points, Gx the Green function matrix w.r.t. the orbital indice$}, , (k) the LDA
one-particle matrix Eq. (17), and
I
A= 53  lhimafigmeo) (48)
is a generalization of the one-band double occupation fdtiband models.

Fig. 14a shows our calculated DMFT(QMC) energigsyrr as a function of atomic
volume at three temperaturesiative to the paramagnetic Hartree Fock (HF) energies
Epnur [of the Hamiltonian (13)], i.e., the energy contributionedto electronic corre-
lations. Similarly given are the polarized HF energies which repieedp\rr at large
volumes and low temperatures. With decreasing volume, henvéhe DMFT energies
bend away from the polarized HF solutions. ThusT'at 0.054 eV~ 600K, a region of
negative curvature il’pypr — Epyvur IS evident within the observed two phase region
(arrows).

Fig. 14b presents the calculated LDA+DMFT total eneigy:(7) = Eipa(T)+
Epmrr(T)—EmLpa(T) whereE,,1.pa is the energy of an LDA-like solution of the Hamil-
tonian (13)2® Since bothErps and Epyvinr — Emrpa have positive curvature through-
out the volume range considered, it is the negative curgaifithe correlation energy in
Fig. 14a which leads to the dramatic depression of the LDA+DMbotal energies in the
rangeV = 26-28A3 for decreasing temperature, which contrasts to the smetii@nges
nearV =34 A3 in Fig. 14b. This trend is consistent with a double well stnue emerging
at still lower temperatures (prohibitively expensive foMQ simulations), and with it a
first-order volume collapse. This is in reasonable agreémitin the experimental volume
collapse given our use of energies rather than free enetgedifferent temperatures, and
the LDA and DMFT approximations. A similar scenario has bpesposed recently for
the d-a transition in Pu on the basis of LDA+DMFT calculatioffswhich solves DMFT
by an ansatz inspired by IPT and includes a modification ofEXR&/LDA step to account
for the density changes introduced by the DMT.

In a separate LDA+DMFT(NCA) calculation for Ce, we have at¢al a number of
physical quantities for both phases which may be compareggerimental value¥ Var-
ious static properties extracted from the calculatibasd their counterparts from experi-
ments are collected in Table 1 and show an overall fair to ggrdement in the tendencies
and, except for the susceptibility, the absolute valuesceihe calculation of the magnetic
susceptibilityx in Ref. 50 was based on simplifying assumptions, the absasiumbers
cannot be expected to match experiment. However, the dasadency and especially
the ratio betweei- and~-Ce is in good agreement with experiment. It is interesting t
note that the experiments predict a finite Kondo screenaadedor both phases, which ac-
tually would point toward the KVC scenario. Finally, let usnapare spectral functions for
the4 f-states calculated with the LDA+DMFT(NCA) approach to exmpental dat* The
photoemission spectrum far-Ce (upper part of Fig. 15) shows a main structure between
3 eV and7 eV, which is attributed td f? final state multiplets. In the calculated spectrum
all excitations to4f2 states are described by the featureless upper Hubbard Bend.
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temperatures); arrows: observed volume collapse fronuth® the y-phase. The correlation energy sharply
bends away from the polarized HF energy in the region of thesition. (b) The resultant negative curvature
leads to a growing depression of the total energy héar26—28 A3as temperature is decreased, consistent with
an emerging double well at still lower temperatures and thasy-y transition. The curves & = 0.544 eV
were shifted downwards in (b) by0.5 eV to match the energy range [reproduced from Ref. 51].

a_CeTheo a_C@Q,QO ,y_CeTheo ,y_C@g,QO
Py 0.126 0.1558 0.0150 0.0426
P 0.829 0.8079 0.9426 0.9444
Py 0.044 0.0264 0.0423 0.0131
ny 0.908 0.8...0.861 | 1.014 0971...1
Tre, [K] 1000 945 ...2000 | 30 60...95
X, [10~3emu/mol] 1.08 0.53...0.70 | 24 8.0...12

Table 1. Comparison between LDA+DMFT(NCA) calculated paegers for bothy- and~y-phase af” = 580 K
and experimental valu%® [reproduced from Ref. 50]Py, P; and P are partial probabilities for an empty,
singly and doubly occupiedf-state,n s is the f-electron occupancy[k the estimated Kondo temperature, and
x the magnetic susceptibility.

consequence of the simplified interaction model all doulslyupied states are degenerate.
This shortcoming in our calculation is responsible for tharply peaked main structure.
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Figure 15. Comparison between combined photoemigkiand BIS? experimental (circles) and theoretical
(solid line) f-spectra fora- (upper part) andy-Ce (lower part) afl’ = 580 K. The relative intensities of the
BIS and photoemission portions are roughly for orfeeflectron. The experimental and theoretical spectra were
normalized and the theoretical curve was broadened witiiutisn width of0.4 eV. In the insets a comparison
between RIPE® experimental (circles) and theoretical (solid lingspectra is given. The experimental and
theoretical data were normalized and the theoretical cwagbroadened with broadening coefficienDaf eV
[reproduced from Ref. 50].

The neglected exchange interaction would produce a mettgdtucture, which would be
closer to the experiment. The experimental peak at abéwaV is attributed to twat £
final states, which are split by spin-orbit coupling. Thecoédted f-spectrum shows a
sharp quasiparticle or Kondo resonance slightly above émnFenergy, which is the re-
sult of the formation of a singlet state betwefrand conduction states. We thus suggest
that the spectral weight seen in the experiment is a restltiefquasiparticle resonance.
Since we did not yet include spin-orbit coupling in our mqaet cannot observe the men-
tioned splitting of the resonance. However, as it is wellwn@* the introduction of such a
splitting would eventually split the Kondo resonance. Ifuged the experimentally deter-
mined value of aboud.3 eV for the spin-orbit splitting? the observed resonance of width
0.5 eV would indeed occur in the calculations. In the lower pafkig. 15, a comparison
between experiment and our calculation 46€Ce is shown. The most striking difference
between lower and upper part of Fig. 15 is the absence of thhelitcesonance in the high
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temperature phase+{Ce; transition temperatudet1 &8%) which is in agreement with our
calculations.

In the insets of Fig. 15, our results for the non-occupietestin the f-density are
compared with RIPES dafd.The calculatedf-spectra were multiplied by the Fermi-step
function and broadened with an Lorentzian of the wigltheV in order to mimic the exper-
imental resolution in the theoretical curves. Here, as alibg theoretical overestimation
of the sharpness of the upper Hubbard band is a consequetimsimplified local inter-
action and thus of the missing multiplet structure of4ifé-final states. The main feature
of the experimental spectra, i.e., a strong decrease ohtkasity ratio for Kondo reso-
nance and upper Hubbard band peaks frento v-Ce, can also be seen in the theoretical
curves of Fig. 15 as well as in the study presented in Fig. 18ofe thorough comparison
of these two independent LDA+DMFT(NCA) and LDA+DMFT(QMQ)slies remains to
be done.

6 Conclusion and Outlook

In this paper we discussed the set-up of the computatioti@nse LDA+DMFT which
merges two non-perturbative, complementary investigatehniques for many-particle
systems in solid state physics. LDA+DMFT allows one to perfab initio calculations
of real materials with strongly correlated electrons. ddiine band structure results cal-
culated within local density approximation (LDA) as inptlte missing electronic corre-
lations are introduced by dynamical mean-field theory (DMFIn a technical level this
requires the solution of an effective self-consistent,tirhdnd Anderson impurity prob-
lem by some numerical method (e.g. IPT, NCA, QMC). Comparisicthe photoemission
spectrum of La_,Sr, TiO3 calculated by LDA+DMFT using IPT, NCA, and QMC re-
veal that the choice of the evaluation method is of conslderanportance. Indeed, only
with the numerically exact QMC quantitatively reliable uéés are obtained. The results
of the LDA+DMFT(QMC) approach were found to be in very goodesment with the
experimental photoemission spectrum of kaSry o6 TiO3.

We also presented results of a LDA+DMFT(QMC) stfftigf the Mott-Hubbard metal-
insulator transition (MIT) in the paramagnetic phase ofp@) VoO3. These results
showed a Mott-Hubbard MIT at a reasonable value of the Collorteraction/ ~ 5eV
and are in very good agreement with the experimentally detexd photoemission and
X-ray absorption spectra for this system, i.e., abane below the Fermi energy. In
particular, we find a spin stat¢ = 1 in the paramagnetic phase, and an orbital admix-
ture ofegey andejas, configurations, which both agree with recent experimentsisT
LDA+DMFT(QMC) provides a remarkably accurate microscoieory of the strongly
correlated electrons in the paramagnetic metallic pha3g Of;.

Another material where electronic correlations are careid to be important is
Cerium. We reviewed our recent investigations of the &e transition, based on
LDA+DMFT(QMC)%! and LDA+DMFT(NCAY® calculations. The spectral results and
susceptibilities show the same tendency as seen in theimqyegr namely a dramatic re-
duction in the size of the quasiparticle peak at the Fernellahen passing from the-
to they-phase. While we do not know at the moment whether the zenpédeature quasi-
particle peak will completely disappear at an even largérme (i.e., in a rather Mott-like
fashion) or simply fade away continuously with increasingume (i.e., in a more Kondo-

30



like fashion), an important aspect of our results is thatrdpd reduction in the size of
the peak seems to coincide with the appearance of a negativatare in the correlation
energy and a shallow minimum in the total energy. This suies the electronic corre-
lations responsible for the reduction of the quasiparpielak are associated with energetic
changes that are strong enough to cause a volume collapse sense of the Kondo vol-
ume collapse modéP, or a Mott transition modét including electronic correlations.

At present LDA+DMFT is the only availablgb initio computational technique which
is able to treat correlated electronic systems close to &Mlbbard MIT, heavy fermions,
and f-electron materials. The physical properties of such sysi@re characterized by the
correlation-induced generation of small, Kondo-like gyescales which require the ap-
plication of genuine many-body techniques. The appearahkendo-like energy scales
in strongly correlated systems leads to several experifigmélevant consequences. One
of the most important features is the enhancement of theppréisle mass r(i.e., the
decrease of the quasiparticle residue Z). This phenomeamohe& observed as an enhance-
ment of the coefficient in the specific heat. Another important characteristic és\ttil-
son ratio between and the Pauli spin susceptibilify Future LDA+DMFT investigations
will determine these quantities for real systems, as welha®ptical conductivity, phase-
diagrams, the local vertex function, and various susciitigis.

LDA+DMFT provides, at last, a powerful tool f@b initio investigations of real mate-
rials with strong electronic correlations. Indeed, LDA+BWdepends on the input from
both band structure theognd many-body approaches. Hence, for this computational
scheme to be entirely successful in the future two strongréabblcommunities will finally
have to join forces.
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