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We develop a new density functional theory (DFT) and forsmalifor correlated electron systems by tak-
ing as reference an interacting electron system that hasumdrstate wavefunction which obeys exactly the
Gutzwiller approximation for all one particle operatorshelsolution of the many electron problem is mapped
onto the self-consistent solution of a set of single patsthrodinger equations analogous to standard DFT-
LDA calculations.

PACS numbers:

Over the last several decades, first principles total energgludes the most essential strong correlations, yet still wa
calculations using density functional theory based on ¢he | cast into a set of one-electron Schrodinger equationsigiro
cal density approximation (LDA) or generalized gradient ap variational principles, a new density-functional fornsati for
proximation (GGA) have been well developed into a theoretireating strongly correlated electron systems can be ekriv
ical tool with strong predictive capability for a large nuerb and implemented following the spirit of Kohn and ShE|m[2].

of materials[1[2/13,14]. However, there are important @ass  |n the new approach we propose here, instead of defining
of materials involving strongly correlated electrons riagg the kinetic energy functional to be the kinetic energy of a
from high Tc superconducting compounds and various othefion-interacting electron gas with the same density, we will
transition metal oxide materials to f-electron elementarbe define the kinetic energy functional to have a simple ana-
ing materials where the current LDA/GGA approaches faillytical form corresponding to the frequently used Gutzexill

in fundamental ways. There have been intensive studies ofpproximation for a system of electrons with on-site-only
new approaches to remedy the situation such as LD@*'U[ﬂcorrelationﬂﬂﬂﬂﬂlﬂ18]. The expectation of any
LDA-dynamical mean field theory (DMFT)[6] 7 B, 9] , self- one particle operator (e.g. the electron kinetic energy and
interaction correction-local spin density (SIC-LSD)[1@hd  the electron density) under the Gutzwiller approximatian c
hybrid functional[11[ 12]. Although these approaches parbe expressed in terms of a non-interacting one-particle den
tially address the issues related to the strongly corrglalec-  sity matrix with renormalized weight due to adjustmentsifro
tron systems, a comprehensive and generally accepted prétrong correlation effects[13, 114,115,/ 16) 17| 18]. we will
dictive theory with the quality of LDA for normal metal, al- show that. within the Gutzwiller approximation, the inter-
loys, and compounds is still lacking for materials contani  acting many-electron problem can be mapped onto a non-
strongly correlated electrons. To address this problem, Wehteracting system with an effective potential. The exact
propose in this paper a new density functional theory thesgo Coulomb interactions can be included for a pre-determieed s
beyond LDA through a self-consistent solution of the many-of |ocalized configurations while the local density approai

body ground state using the Gutzwiller approximatioh[18] f tion is used for all the remaining exchange-correlatiortGon
interacting electron systems within a first-principlesniee  pytions.

work. The choice of including electron correlations using the

The Hohenberg-Kohn theorem states that the ground stafeutzwiller approximation is motivated by previous work
energy of an electron system is a functional of the electronvhere it has been shown to interpolate well between the two
density[1]. Kohn and Shafi[2] took this a step further by ex-regimes of strong electron correlation (large U limit) and
pressing the energy of a real system in terms of the energgmall electron correlation (small U limit). Another impor-
of a fictitious system of non-interacting electrons thatthes tance of the Gutzwiller approach is the correct description
same density and same kinetic energy as the real system. THI§ highly correlated states near the Fermi level. LDA can
led to a system of non-interacting electrons moving in an efbe view as an extension of Hartree-Fock theory into density
fective potential that can be solved through the iteratole-s ~ functional theory, we view our present scheme as an extensio
tion of a set of one-electron Schrodinger equations withen ~ Of quantum chemical couple-cluster calculations into dgns
LDA for the exchange-correlation energy. The current first-functional theory. In our scheme, the variational paransete
principles density functional calculations are based inglt ~ are the single particle electron wavefunctions for thelized
of effective one-electron Kohn-Sham equations. It shoeld b and delocalized electrons and the occupancy of the varmeus |
noted that the Hohenberg-Kohn density functional theorenﬁ:anzed Configurations at each atom in the unit cell. Like LDA
is true for any electron system including strongly corredat the formulation is from first principles with all Coulomb and
electron systems. The failure of the Kohn-Sham approach fogxchange interactions determined self-consistentlyreraee
the strongly correlated electron systems, in our viewsigdly ~ No adjustable parameters.
due to the choice of non-interacting electron as the reteren  According to the Hohenberg-Kohn density functional the-
system. By carefully choosing a reference system which inerem, the ground state energy of a multi-electron system is a
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functional of the electron densigy wherepf 1, = pi rpi,r [T |¢ial 1“>|2 is the probability for a
R transition between two atomic configurationsandT”, that
<\IJ ‘H’ \I/> =FElp]. (1)  results in the increase of the occupation of the single garti

statea at sitei by one. The summation is over all configu-
Instead of taking as reference a non-interacting electemn g rations on site’[ﬁé,@]. For non-localized orbitals, = 1.

with the same density as the exact many-electron system, the our present notatiory includes both the orbital and spin
density functional in our present theory is determined liy ta indices and
ing as reference aimteracting electron system: ;
CinCia

Njo = <\IJO

0, ). )
<\1/’ﬁ’\1:> - <\Ifa’f+17ion 0>

\IJG> + Eqze[p] . . . .
The z;, are therefore functions of the orbital occupation

+1 /p (r)v(r,x')p () d®rd®*’ (2) {nia} and the probabilifci.e?f{p. Thept 1, can be gxpres_sed
2 in terms of the probabilitieg; (I") for a local configuration
The reference system is chosen to have the same electron dgrﬂE @]' The set of local orbitals i and the set of local

sity p (r) as the ground state of the exact multi-electron Syste”?onfigurations{l“i} with non-zero probabilities are specified

and to have a ground state wavefunctj@n;) which obeys Orth sytsr:erg. il imation. the electron density |
exactly the Gutzwiller approximation for all one particlp-o nderthe Lutzwiller approximation, the electron densly |

erators defined as
!
N *
0=3 0, 3) p(r) = D ziazjpbia (¥) js (1) <‘I’o clacis ‘110>
m=1 i
, 2 T e,
In the Gutzwiller approximation, for each one-particle Bpe + Z [ Piec (r)] <\IJO CiaCia \Ijo> (10)

ator acting on|¥), we can define a corresponding renor-

malized operatof);, acting on the underlying Hartree-like We can also define the localized electron dengitr) by a
wavefunction|¥)used in generatingl ) in the Gutzwiller  similar expression, except that the summation is resttitie
approach such that: aandgin L.

We will chooseE,.. [p] to be of the form:

(v |0 ve) = (wo|Oc|w). @
Beclpl = SO Ue+ [ @10 peae ()
where T
~ 1
<¢m OG‘ ¢j5> = 2i00ia, %58 5) -3 //Pl (r)v(r,x’) p (x') d*rd*r’! (11)
if (i,a) # (4, 8) while We require our system to be the same as the regular LDA sys-
R tem in the limit when there are no localized electrons. This
<¢m Oc‘ ¢m> = Ojqia- (6)  can be achieved if we choosg. (p) to be the same as in
LDA. In the limit when all electrons are localized our system
Therefore we have becomes a multiband Hubbard Hamiltonidir is a sum of
, Slater integrals representing the Coulomb repulsion betwe
N ‘@‘ N _ 2iaz150im 5 (U et el w localized o_rblltals on the same site in the c_onflguraﬂon
< “ G> Z.azjﬂ Jpends < 0|%iatip O> The variational degrees of freedom in our system are
’ ) {p; (1)} and|¥,). Since|¥,) can be expressed as a simple
+Y  Oiavia <\110 CioCia \I’o> (7)  product of one particle wavefunctiofi,. }, it follows that

f
CiaCiB

where{¢;,} is a local orbital basis for the system, a subset <‘I’0
L of which represents localized electrons in the system and
Z;wﬂ indicates summation with the self tefiiy o) = (4, 5)
omitted. |¥y) is the uncorrelated Hartree-like wavefunction
corresponding td¥¢). The z-factors are renormalization
weights for the localized part of the one-particle densigrm
trix

W) = 2 Fre ) (1) (12)

wherem, k are the usual band indices affiglx is 1 for oc-
cupied states an@for empty states. The variational parame-
ters in our calculations arf; (T')} and{,x } with the con-
straints thaf{+,, } are normalized ta.

A set of single electron equations can be derived using

) > the variational principle by taking the derivatives of thean
_erary/Pron; (8 eneray functional EB12 with respect {a,,;} and {p; (I")},

Nio (1 — Nier) keeping in mind that the densify(r), the localized density

Ziow =
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pi (r), the exchange-correlation functional. (p)and the pa-  of the density functional formulation by Kohn and Sham is to
rameters:;, are defined above. This set of equations can behoose the kinetic energy functioria[p] to be the kinetic en-
solved self-consistently to give the band structures atal to ergy of a system of independent electrons in a poteﬁ;tﬂlat
energies of the correlated electron system. yields the ground state density(r). Our approach differs
By taking the derivatives with respect {@,,x } we have from this key starting point by Kohn and Sham by defining
R T [p] as the kinetic energy of a system iokeracting elec-
Hesthnk = Ank¥nk (13)  trons. We then assume that one can again formulate an effec-

] ) o tive many body problem with Hamiltonian
with effective Hamiltonian

~ ~ alnzi ~ ﬁszf""z‘i'ﬁs (19)
Heg = Hé; + Z 261‘[5# o (14)
iaf " that yields the ground state densjiyr) through an appro-

N priate choice of the single particle potentIA&l Us still con-
where the first ternil; is the Gutzwiller-renormalized oper- tains explicit interactions among the electrons. We then us
ator of H' where the wave functionWs) of this correlated reference system to

~ ~ - ~ s~ - define the kinetic energy functional
Hl:T'i‘V;on'i‘VH‘f'ch_Pl(V}ll'i‘gxc)Pl (15)

Tp] = <\If

. . . o _ ﬂ x11> (20)
is the effective mean-field potential with the localized-

IgcalizedA electron-interaction contributions subtrdctaut. This necessitates a new, modified functionalfiag. [] which
Vi and V), are the mean field Coulomb potential (Hartree. ' bl

potential) due to the total and localized charge respdgtive 'S No Ionger the only term.where c_:orrelat|on gffects enter. A
self-consistent set of density functional equations eexfgr

d(p— 1) €xe (p) any choice of Us) that allows for an evaluation of the func-
Hxe = o (16)  tional derivativesT [p] /6p (r). The Gutzwiller wave func-
tion |¥s) = |U) discussed above or other Jastrow type wave

while P, is the projection operator on the localized subspacéU”Ctior?S are examples. The close formal connectionto a non

L, i.e. Pipin = b for a € L (localized electron orbitals) interacting electron system (see [Bq.4) makes the analfsis o

andP,¢;, = 0 otherwise. the kinetic energy feasible and leads to the mapping of the
The second term in Eg.14 adds back the localized-localizeft@ny-particle problem onto a set of effective single pégtic

electron contribution to the effective potential (subteac ~Schrodinger equations.

from the first term) according to the Gutzwiller approxima- We can make further progress in our analysi€of [] by

tion. In the second ternd,, is the projection operator oy, ~ Using the coupling constant integration approach of Ref.[1
and We first make a specific choiéé = PU P for the interaction

) term, whereP projects onto the configuration space of the
Cia =5 > fux <¢”k zp"k>_ ! wnie  Strongly interacting electrons e.g. those among Igaal f
nk

ﬁzaﬁlg + ﬁlgﬁia . . -
or 5f electrons. We then introduce the Hamiltonian

17)
The derivatives over the local configuration probabilities Hy=T+U,+\ ((7 _ ﬁs) +V(N). (21)
{p; (')} yield
dln 2, with varying coupling constan, where the potentia\T/ (\)
0="0Ur+ 2Z€ia 9p; (D) ) (18) equals the nuclear potentig} for A = 1 and is assumed to

yield a densityp (r) independent of\ for A < 1. With the

This is a set of self-consistency criteria to be satisfied®lP of the Hellmann-Feynman theorem we obtain an explicit
by{p; (1)} expression for the exchange correlation functional:
The set of equations in (13) and (18) can be solved iter-
atively to obtain a self-consistent solution fgp; (T')} and  E,.[p] = <\IJS \I/s> + /d3r (PEze (¥) — pr€ac, (1))
{¥nx} and the total energy of the system evaluated according )
to equations (1) to .(12.). . . ——//pz () v(r,x') p () dPrd®r’,  (22)
The specific derivation of our density functional approach 2

's based on the Gutzvyﬂler method. It is, however, POSSat is independent of the specifics of the above Gutzwiller
ble to formally generalize the approach and set up a densi

t . .
functional for an arbitrary solvable interacting manyesten prroach. The exchange correlation potentjal; (p) of the

reference system, independent of the specific aspects of tﬁ%callzed orbitals is found to be

Gutzwiller formalism. To put it in a more general context, we 1 3 p , 23
discuss these aspects of our approach. A crucial ingredient @ (r) = 3 [ o (t) v (r,r) (g (r, ') = 1), (23)

U,
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where g, (r,r') = j;)l X Zw/<’3bai/($;rl)(‘:;/<rar>’3% is s_elf—consistently. There are no adjustable parametler.do.(-We
the two particle correlation function of localized stateishw I|eve_developments along th_'s a_pproach W'".be frunf_ul e
boor (1,1) = o (r') 4, (r). Comparing this result with tendmg the successful app_hca_\tlons of density functhnml_

) ) ~ culations to new systems with important electron corretei
Eqdl we identify Y ..p; (T)Ur = <\I/S ’US‘ \IJS> and
find that we made the approximate choieg.;(p) =~ We are grateful to V. Antropov, B. N. Harmon, W. Weber
€zc(p). Then, the second term in Egl22 becomes simplyand J. Buenemann for useful discussions. Ames Laboratory
J d@®r(p— p1)esc (p). This simple choice reproduces cor- is operated for the U.S. Department of Energy by lowa State
rectly the limit of the ordinary density functional theory o University under Contract No. DE-AC02-07CH11358. This
Kohn and Sham in the case without localized orbitals. A simwork was supported by the Director for Energy Research, Of-
ilar form was also shown to be very successful in describindice of Basic Energy Sciences.
the non-linear exchange-correlation interactions betveeee
and valence charge densitB[ZO].
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