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M any-body H am iltonians ocbtained from

rst principles generally inclide all possible non-local

Interactions. But in dynam icalm ean eld theory the non-localinteractions are ignored, and only the
e ectsofthe localinteractions are taken into account. T he truncation ofthe non-local interactions is
a basis dependent approxim ation. W e propose a criterion to construct an appropriate localized basis
In which the truncation can be carried out. This involves nding a basis In which a fiunctional given
by the sum of the squares of the local nteractions w ith appropriate weight factors is m axim ized
under unitary transform ations of basis. W e argue that such a localized basis is suitable for the
application of dynam icalm ean eld theory for calculating m aterial properties from rst principles.
W epropose an algorithm w hich can be used for constructing the localized basis. W e test our criterion

on a toy modeland nd it satisfactory.

I. NTRODUCTION

In the last decade and a halfdynam icalm ean eld the-
ory DM FT ) haseam erged asan in portant tool for study—
ing condensed m atter system s w ith strong correlation
Theprincipaldi culy in understanding these system s is
the non-perturbative character of such system s, orwhich
the physical properties cannot be understood by expand-—
ing various quantities in pow ersofthe Interaction. In this
respect DM FT isapowerfiiltool for studying problem sof
Interacting electronson a lattice. It isa non-perturbative
technigque which is able to capture fully the localdynam —
ical correlations In the system . Shgle ste DM FT, as an
approxin ation schem e, is controlled in that the resul is
exact in the lim it of large co-ordination numberst Re—
cent extensions to clusters seem to be rapidly convergent
or ocal observables? M ore recently it has been recog—
nized that DM FT can be used as a powerflil tool for the
realistic com putation ofproperties ofm aterials as in the
LDA+DMFT schem e342 mdeed results for a large vari
ety ofm aterials ranging from Cerium ;2 Tron and N ickel/
P utonium-2 and m any other oxideshavebeen successfilly
studied w ith thism ethod starting from  rst principles.

A common way toutilize DM FT in rstprinciplescal-
culations is to st derive a Ham iltonian w ith a kinetic
energy part and a general Interaction part. This Ham i
tonian, which will be the starting point of this paper in
Eq. [), is subsequently studied by DM FT .T here are var—
jous m ethods to obtain the starting H am ittonian. (1) In
one ofthe approachesthe kinetic energy term isthe K ohn
Sham Ham iltonian of a density functional theory calcu-—
Jation w ritten in a lJocalbasis set. T he Interaction temn s,
which can Include on-site H ubbard ) aswellas the short
range part ofthe C oulom b Interaction, is evaluated using
constrained LDA 2 () In an alremative procedure, one
could start w ith the electron gasH am iltonian and the pe-
riodic potential, and perform the Bohm -P nes canonical
transfom ation® to reduce the range of the Coulomb in-

teractions, and then w rite the transformm ed H am iltonian
In a ocalbasis set. (3) A third approach proposed re—
centlyt® uses the GW approach to obtain the interaction
strength.

T he next step is the study of the resulting Ham ilto—
nian using DM FT . This nvolves local approxim ations,
and the notion of locality depends explicitly on the basis
set considered. To illustrate the point, if we perform an
nvertdble transform ation ofthe originalbasis, we m erely
re-express the original H am iltonian in a new basis, pro—
vided we keep all the term s In the Ham iltonian. The
fullelectron G reen’s function is obtained by applying the
sam e transform ation to the creation and destruction op-—
erators. But in practice, one perform s two approxin a—
tions that explicitly depend on the basis set. The st
one is to neglect interactions whose range exceeds the
cluster size (truncation). The second (local approxin a—
tion) consist of setting equalto zero the elem ents of the
self energy which exceeds that size. These two approx-—
In ations explicitly depend on the de nition of locality
which is encoded in the basis set. In this paper we ad-
dressonly the st issue, and argue that truncating non—
Jocalinteractions is appropriate w hen the wave-fiinctions
ofthe basis are well Iocalized. AsDM FT techniques are
beginning to be applied to H am iltoniansw ith realistic in—
teractions ivolving non-local tem s, there is need for
wellde ned criteria for choosing optin albases for com -
putations. T he purpose of this paper is to propose one
criterion which can be used to construct a localized basis
for DM FT com putations.

The method of choosing a suitable localized basis
of wave-functions has been studied earlier In quantum
chem istry and in band structure theoryt? The formu-—
lation of the problem oonsists of two steps. First, one
denti esa certain group of transform ations of the basis
states, say forexam ple, uniary transform ations. Second,
one identi es a criterion that picks out one basis out of
allpossible choices that are connected by the transform a—
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tions. The criterion is a basis dependent quantity, and
therefore is a finctional in the space of the transfom a—
tions. It is a m easure ofthe am ount of localization ofthe
wave-finctions In a given basis. For exam ple, In quan-—
tum chem istry \energy localized m olecular orbitals" have
been studied 2 T hese are obtained by m axin izing under
unitary transform ations a functionalgiven by the sum of
the Coulomb selfinteraction of the orbitals. Sim ilarly,
for band structure calculations the use of \m axim ally—
localized" W annier fiinctions has been proposedi? The
idea isto exploit the freedom that ispresent in the choice
of the phases of the Bloch orbitals. W ith a given set
of Bloch orbitals one can de ne a new set by a uniary
transform ation. From each such set ofB loch orbitalsone
can cbtain a corresponding set of W annier fiinctions by
Fourder transform ation. The m axim ally—-localized W an—
nier functions are obtained by m inim izing the spread
functional, which is the sum of the second m om ents of
the W annier fiinctions, in the space of unitary transfor-
m ations. M ore recently, the construction of localized ba—
sis states has been extended to inclide non-orthogonal
m olecular orbitalsd?

T he rest ofthe paper is organized as follow s. ITn section
w e identify a criterion for choosing a basis suitable for
DMFT.W e construct a functionalwhich ism axinum in
the preferred basis. W e discuss the properties of such a
basis by studying linear variations of the functional un—
der unitary transform ations. W e also propose a m ethod
for constructing the preferred basis. In section[[Iwe test
the criterion on a toy model. W e nd that the criterion
and the associated functional is wellbehaved provided
the starting H am iltonian retains allthe generic non—local
interactions. In conclision, we sum m arize our m ain re—
suls.

II. LOCALIZED BASIS FOR DMFT

T o keep the discussion general, in the follow ng we for—
mulate the problem In a basis which is non-orthogonal.
Forthispurpose we consider a system of interacting elec—
trons on a lattice whose Ham iltonian is expressed in a
basis of atom ic orbitals. The single particlke states are
denoted by r R,) bhrh i,where isasymmetry
related index (say, orbial) and R, is a lattice position.
W e suppose there are m orbitals per site such that the
ndex = 1;
Index n = 0; ;N
ary condition hi; i= 1+ N ; i. The statesde ningthe
basis, unlke those in a W annier basis, are not orthogo—
nal. W e denote the overlap between any two states by
O (M m) n i i. The second quantized m any-—
body Ham iltonian can be w ritten as

X
g, G, t

nm nm lk

Vnmquz; qz; Q(; Cl; . (1)

;m , and there areN lattice sitesw ith the
1. W e also in pose perdodic bound—-Here, and in the rest of the paper we adopt the conven-—

We assume that the matrix elments t©"
In Hoin i orthe non-nteracting part, and V»™® %!

n ;m j? 1 ;k i for the Interacting part are known
from st principles studies such as band structure cal-
culations. It is useful to bear in m ind that the anti-
com m utation relation between the creation and annihi-
lation operators in a non-orthogonal basis is given by
fcz; iGn; 9= 0 . M m).W enow consideran invert—
ble transform ation of the single particle basis that pre—
gerves the lattice translation invariance, 1 i! H° %=
. T om n%n i.Expressed in the new basis the
Ham iltonian, say H 0 hasthe sam e orm as i Eq. ) ex-
cept w ith all the ndices prin ed. W e know thatH°= H,
since it is the sam e operator expressed in two di erent
bases. However, when we truncate all the non-local in—
teractions, we dealw ith a m odelH am iltonian ofthe form

X
g qu; G + Vnnnnqz/‘; cyn

nm n

H tr = ; cn; Cn; H
)

But the process of truncation is a basis dependent step.
If we perform the truncation In the new basis, ie. on
H 9 the resulting new truncated Ham iltonian H?. 6 H (..
T his observation in plies that ignoring non-local interac—
tions is a good approxim ation only if the single particle
basisissu ciently localized. In the follow ing we develop
a systam atic criterion for constructing such a basis.

Here we consider only unitary transform ations of ba—
sis. Laterwe com m ent about the possibility of extending
the schem e to nclude non-unitary nvertble transform a—
tions aswell. W e start from an initialbasis fh ig, and
consider uniary transform ations

X

%S=Uhn i= U fm

m

0 nm i @)

hil R
to new basis states f1n° %g. In orderto nd a criterion to
choose the m ost localized basis am ong the possble bases
fn? %g, we st identify a quantity which is variant
under unitary transfom ations. The trace of any oper—
ator has this property. Since we are concemed about
truncating the interacting part of the Ham iltonian, we
consider the trace of the square of the Interaction opera—
tor. In tem s of the overlap m atrix and the interactions
expressed in the £ ig basis this is given by

1

I=Tr@?) = 0'm m) '@ kO '@ s

o 1 (p q)vrn kprV sgln . @)

tion that repeated indices are summed. The invariant

de ned above has two basis dependent parts, nam ely,
tem s that involve only the local interactions and those

nvolving non-local interactions. K eeping only the local
Interactions in a given basis, we de ne the \local inter-
action finctional". For exam ple, in the basis 1 ig the

functional has the value

FER igl=0 ' (00 * (0 * ©)0 * (0)v v %0



To elucidate the structure of the functionalwe rst note
that the overlap m atrix rem ainsunchanged underunitary
transform ations, ie.,
m’ " %=0 00 mY%=m 0 i=0 @ m):

)
N ext, the transform ation ofthe Interaction tem s is given
by

nm k1 n’m %°1°
\ D V%% oo

= U @ nU (5 m)V>a3P
U @ U g k): (6)

In tem s of the unitary transform ations the local inter—
action functional can be w ritten as
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T he inverse ofthe overlap m atrix enters as weight factor,
and the interaction tem s in the starting basis £h ig
serve asparam etersofthe finctional. T he desired basis is
the one In which the functionalism axinum in the space
of unitary transfom ations. This criterion also im plies
that, in the chosen basis, the part ofthe invariant T that
contains non-local interactions ism inim ized.

In order to study the property of the preferred basis
weconsiderin niesin alunitary transform ation given by
U =¢e' %, whereH ishem itian and isa sn allparam e-
ter. The action ofH on the single particle wave-functions
isgwvenbyH h i=H m n)m i, such that

U n m) = nm T n m)

+

H @ DH @ m)+

21

The hem iticty of H implies that m H m i] =

m HHh i ie,
H @ m)o

@ n)=0 @M DHH @ n):

Fora lattice 0ofN sites w ith periodic boundary condition
and m oxbitals per site, we note that the transform ation
matrix H hasN m ? real independent param eters. In the
follow ing we assum e that V (r1;12) = v (rp;1r1), so that
yomkl = ymak  por the convenience of notation we

de ne the quantity
L ©® o0'©@o!?!©o!@Eo?! ©wvoooy000t, @)

To O ( ) the varation ofthe fiinctional can be w ritten as

F = ( 41 )hL ©OE © L ©HE ©
= (4i)0'@m L ®©@ m)0 @ b
L ®©H © 9)

W ede ne

A @® L O t ol@m nlL N mO @+b;
(10)

and we note that A is anti-hem itian, ie.,

O m »H)A @ n)= A (1 m)o (@ n): 11)

T he condition for the finctionalF to have a localm axi-
mum is

1z)

T he above antiherm itian condition hasto be satis ed by
the preferred basis. In other words, the preferred basis is
the one In which I, (t) is hem idan. T he above condi-
tion gives N m ? real independent equations, which is the
sam e as the num ber of real Independent param eters In
the transform ation m atrix H .

The follow Ing is a sin ple ansatz orm axim izing F by
successive uniary transform ations. W e start w ith an ini-
tialbasis fh ig,and we calculate A  (t) ushg Egs. B)
and [[d). W e then change the basis using the transfor-
m ation

H ©=1A O; 13)
and iterate this procedure until the condition for the
maxinum is achieved. W e assert (roved in the ap-
pendix) that w ith this ansatz, to O ( )

F= @4)A NN bHA (© O0: (14)
This ensures that wih successive transform ations the
valie of the functional increases (provided is amall
enough) until i reaches a localm axin um .

ITI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

W e test our criterion by applying it on a toy Ham ito-
nian w ith two Jattice sites (n = 0;1) and w ith two orbitals
( = a;b) on each site. For the electron-electron Interac—
tion we consider an on-site term and a nearest-neighbour
density-density interaction (in the origihal basis, which
is taken as orthonom al). W e have

Hine = @oaNopt+ Nianip) + 2 (ngni + ning);

where is the nearest-neighbour interaction in din en-
sionless unit, and ng = ng;s + Nop, etc. By varying
we study what basis is preferred by our criterion. In the
follow ing we summ arize our ndings. (1) For = 0, the
originalbasis ism ost localized. T his is what one would
expect ntuitively aswell. (2) For < 1,theorighalbasis
is still the m ost localized. At a st glance this appears
to be a pathological behaviour. One would rather ex—
pect that as isvaried an oothly from zero, the criterion



should choose a basis In which orbitals on neighbouring
sitesarem ixed to O ( ). H owever, the pathology isnot In
the criterion, but rather in the choice of the interaction
term s of the toy m odel. W e note that, the behaviour of
the local interaction fiinctional depends crucially on the
choice of the interaction tem s in the origihalbasis. For
exam ple, In the toy m odel we ignore non-local interac—
tions such as the correlated hopping tem s of the form
cg;a Cl;aN1p. Lk tumsout that asa result F hasno tem
linear In . This is the reason for the pathology. It is
In portant to realize that the criterion is suited to work
for H am ittonianswhich are cbtained from  rst principles
studies. Typically, such Ham iltonians contain all possi-
ble non-local interactions, for which the pathology does
not exist. (3) W hen > 1, the origihal basis destabi-
lizes. T here is no unique m ost localized basis, but rather
fam ilies where orbitals on ad-poent sites are m ixed, say,
In the bonding and antibonding com binations. This in —
plies that the criterion now prefers a basis where wave-
functions are delocalized over the two sites. However,
one can check that such delocalization is restricted to
the range of the interaction, nearest-neighbour in this
case. For exam ple, if one studies the sam e toy m odel
w ith m ore than two sites or > 1, the preferred basis
w ill have wave-fiinctions that are delocalized only over
two sites (@nd not delocalized over the entire lattice).
T his is because to O ( ) the fuinctional has no contribu-—
tion from m ixing sites further than nearest-neighbours.
Twom ore comm ents are of relevance. F irst, our crite—
rion ignores the non-interacting part ofthe H am ittonian.
If one startsw ith nearest neighbour hopping in the origi-
nalbasis, in the localized basis the hopping w illbe m ore
com plicated. But the point of view adopted here is that
the non-interacting part can still be solred exactly. Sec—
ond, In this paper we consider only unitary transform a—
tions ofbasis. T his in plies that one m axin izes the local
Interaction functionalw ithin a fam ily of bases w ith the
sam e overlap m atrix (say, orthonomm albases, if the orig—
nalbasis is orthonom al). In principle one could probe
for bases with di erent overlap m atrices by general in—
vertble transform ations. Such a group is non-com pact
and one needs to in pose constraints such that the func-
tional is bounded from above. O ne possble constraint
can be in posed In tem s of the singular value decom po-—
sition of the transform ation m atrix, say, the ratio of the
maximum and them ninum sihgular valuesbe w ithin a

speci ed bound.

In conclusion, we propose a criterion for constructing
a localized single particke basis where non-local interac—
tions can be truncated. Such a basis is appropriate for
using DM FT for the calculation of m aterial properties.
W e suggest a sin ple algorithm by w hich the construction
of the Iocalized basis can be carried out. W e tested the
criterion on a toy Ham iltonian. W e conclude that the
criterion and the associated functional is well-behaved if
the starting Ham iltonian inclides general non-local in—
teractions.
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APPENDIX A

Th this appendix we prove the assertion in Eq. [[4).
F irst, if the basis is orthonom al to begin with, ie.,

O m m)= am s it is easy to see that
A ©=L ® ) L @®©= A (@©: @al)
Then, F= @ )A ® 1B 0.

Ifthe basis f1h ig is non-orthogonal, we assum e there
exists an orthonom albasis £ 1ig (say, a W annier ba-
sis) to which t isrelated by 2 ii= S @; j;a )1 iand
Ha j= Il $ h; ;a; ) :0necan show that

1

O "M m)=SmO; ;a; )Sm; ;a; ): A2)

U sing the above relation and Eq. [Ml) one can show that

o
=
L
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