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We study the effect of the off-diagonal elements of the Wannier Hamiltonian on the electronic
structure of low-symmetry material Li2MnO3 (C2/m), using dynamical mean field theory calcu-
lations with continuous-time Quantum Monte Carlo impurity solver. Presence of significant off-
diagonal elements leads to a pronounced suppression of the energy gap. The off-diagonal elements
are largest when the Wannier projection is used based on the global coordinate, and they remain
substantial even with the projection using the local coordinate close to the direction of Mn-O bonds.
We show that the energy gap is enhanced by the diagonalization of the Mn d block in the full p-d
Hamiltonian, with applying unitary rotation matrix. Additionally, the inclusion of a small double
counting energy is crucial for achieving the experimental gap by reducing p-d hybridization. Fur-
thermore, we establish the efficiency of a low-energy (d-only basis) model for studying the electronic
structure of Li2MnO3, as the Wannier basis represents a hybridized state of Mn d and O p orbitals.
These findings suggest an appropriate approach for investigating low-symmetry materials using the
DFT+DMFT method. To the best of our knowledge, no systematic study of the effect of off-diagonal
terms has been conducted thus far. We also find that the antiferromagnetic ground state Γ2u is
stable with U ≤ 2 eV within density functional theory+U calculations, which is much smaller than
widely used U=5 eV.

PACS numbers:

I. Introduction

Beyond density functional theory (DFT), dynamical
mean field theory (DMFT) is one of the most success-
ful method which account for the many-body correlation
[1, 2]. In DMFT, the lattice problem is mapped onto
an effective impurity problem, and solving this impurity
model accurately is crucial for obtaining reliable results.
Various impurity solvers have been developed [3], in-
cluding Hirsh-Fye Quanum Monte Carlo (QMC) Method
[4], continuous time quantum Monte Carlo (CTQMC)
[2, 5, 6], exact diagonalization (ED) [3, 7], numerical
renormalization group (NRG) [8], and density matrix
renormalization group (DMRG) [9] methods.

Each method has advantages and disadvantages, and
there is no method that provides the solution both accu-
rately and efficiently, for all regimes of parameters. For
example, ED solver does not have sign problem, but ED
is computationally challenging if the number of bath sites
needs to be increased [3]. Recently, CTQMC method has
gained popularity as a solver for numerous DMFT appli-
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cations, because it provides accurate solution over a wide
range of parameter values. CTQMC also has a limita-
tion, rooted in the sign problem. Specifically, to evade
this issue, the off-diagonal elements of the Hamiltonian
(or density matrix) are frequently omitted.

In the DFT+DMFT procedure [10], the Hamiltonian
with a localized basis is obtained from the DFT calcu-
lations. A common approach involves the use of max-
imally localized Wannier functions [11]. However, to
avoid the sign problem in CTQMC, only the diagonal
elements of the Wannier Hamiltonian are considered for
the many-body correlations. This becomes problematic
when the point group symmetry of the transition metal
(TM) ion is low, leading to significant mixing between
d basis, and consequently, substantial off-diagonal ele-
ments in the Wannier Hamiltonian. Given that CTQMC
only accounts for the diagonal elements, these large off-
diagonal elements could contribute to considerable inac-
curacies within DMFT calculations.

Li2MnO3, one of the potential candidates for next gen-
eration cathode material due to the high voltage (4.4−5
V) and the low cost [12, 13], shows a good scenario for
studying the impact of off-diagonal elements becasue of
its low crystal symmetry. Li2MnO3 has monoclinic struc-
ture with C/2m space group (No. 12). Since its six Mn-O
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bonds are neither parallel nor perpendicular (see Fig. 1),
a substantial degree of mixing between the d orbitals is
expected.

Li2MnO3 is an insulator with an experimental band
gap ranging from 2.1 [14] to 2.17 eV [15]. The Mn ion in
Li2MnO3 exhibits a 4+ charge state (d3) and a high-spin
configuration (S = 3/2), resulting in a magnetic moment
of 2.3−2.7 µB [16, 17]. In the high-spin state, the three d
electrons fully occupy the spin-up t2g band, leading to a
non-zero gap for Mn4+ due to crystal field splitting and
Hund coupling. At low temperatures, Li2MnO3 exhibits
an antiferromagnetic phase with a Néel temperature of
TN= 36−36.5 K [16, 17]. Early studies of Li2MnO3 re-
ported the antiferromagnetic ground state to be Γ3g with
a magnetic propagation vector of Qm = (0, 0, 0.5) [17].
However, recent studies have shown that the Γ2u model
with Qm = (0, 0, 0.5) provides the best agreement with
neutron diffraction data, while the Γ3g model does not
match the full refinement results [16].

Numerous studies based on density functional theory
(DFT) have investigated the electronic and magnetic
structures of Li2MnO3 [13, 18–22]. However, a compre-
hensive understanding of these structures is still lacking.
The band gaps have been predicted through various ap-
proaches such as DFT+U [18, 19], GW calculations [13],
or hybrid functionals [13, 20]. Notably, previous studies
have primarily focused on nonmagnetic [13, 22] or ferro-
magnetic [18–20] configurations, neglecting the magnetic
ground state.

Understanding the paramagnetic phase of Li2MnO3

holds great significance, particularly considering the op-
erational temperature range of room temperature and
the relatively low Néel temperature (TN ) of Li2MnO3 at
36 K [16]. However, conventional nonmagnetic calcula-
tions fail to accurately describe the paramagnetic spin
order due to the absence of a local spin in the nonmag-
netic phase, while the paramagnetic phase exhibits an
averaged spin of zero due to the fluctuations of the local
spin. To investigate the paramagnetic phase of Li2MnO3,
recently developed DFT-based methods [23–25] or many-
body techniques such as dynamical mean-field theory
(DMFT) are required.

Other transition metal oxides for the cathode Li-ion
batteries such as LiCoO2 [26] and LiNiO2 [27], which
have higher symmetry (R3̄m, No. 166), are also stud-
ied within DFT+DMFT. Interestingly, it has been shown
that the electronic structure and the size of the energy
gap in LiNiO2 strongly rely on the choice of the differ-
ent Wannier basis [27]. Since the symmetry of Li2MnO3

(C2/m) is lower than the symmetry of LiNiO2 (R3̄m),
the distortion of TM-O octahedron is larger in Li2MnO3.
Consequently, the off-diagonal elements in Li2MnO3 be-
come more pronounced and play a crucial role. There-
fore, a systematic study to examine the impact of these
off-diagonal elements and the selection of various Wan-
nier bases within the DFT+DMFT framework is needed
for Li2MnO3.

In this study, we explore the influence of off-diagonal
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FIG. 1: (a) top and (b)side view for the atomic structure
of Li2MnO3. Li atoms are located between MnO3 layers and
the center of the hexagon. Schematic band splitting based
on the (c) cubic (Oh) and (d) monoclinic (C2h) crystal fields.
Vectors a, b, and c indicate the global coordinates. Note
that Mn-O bonds are the global axes are not parallel in the
monoclinic phase.

elements in the Wannier Hamiltonian on the electronic
structure of Li2MnO3 using DFT+DMFT. The low sym-
metry of Li2MnO3 (C2/m) results in significant off-
diagonal terms, leading to a suppressed energy gap within
DMFT using U=5 eV. Although a Wannier basis aligned
with the local MnO6 coordinate reduces off-diagonal el-
ements, they remain large, resulting in a suppressed gap
due to the low point group symmetry. We apply a unitary
rotation matrix to diagonalize the block diagonal part of
the Mn d Hamiltonian to mitigate the effect. However,
the resulting gap remains smaller than the experimental
value, and increasing U does not resolve the discrepancy.
We use a small double counting energy to obtain the
experimental band gap, considering the influence of p-
d covalency. Additionally, we find that a minimal d-only
Wannier basis efficiently captures the electronic structure
by encompassing the hybridized states of Mn d and O p
orbitals.

II. Methods

A. DFT+DMFT

We employ the non-charge-self-consistent
DFT+DMFT method [10, 28] for relaxed structures
obtained from DFT calculations. For DFT calculation,
we use the projector augmented wave (PAW) method
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FIG. 2: Schematic diagram of the Wannier Hamiltonian
matrix for Mn d and O p orbitals. We diagonalize the diagonal
blocks of each Mn d states (orange boxes), and control p− d
correlation by changing double counting parameter.

[29] and the revised version of the generalized gradi-
ent approximation (GGA) proposed by Perdew et al.
(PBEsol) [30] as implemented in the VASP software [31].
Spin-independent version of the exchange correlation
functional are employed. A plane wave basis with a
kinetic energy cutoff of 500 eV is used. We used 24 atom
unit cells (i.e., 1× 1× 2 unit cells), which contains 4 Mn
atoms, and Γ-centered k-point meshes of size 10×10×5.
Atomic positions within the unit cells were relaxed until
the residual forces were less than 0.01 eV/Å, and the
stress was relaxed below 0.02 kB.

We solve the many-body problem on the manifold of
both Mn 3d+O p Wannier orbitals and Mn 3d-only or-
bitals. The DFT+DMFT calculation has the following
steps. First, we solve the non-spin-polarized Kohn-Sham
(KS) equation within DFT using VASP. Second, we con-
struct a localized-basis Hamiltonian for the Mn 3d bands
by generating maximally localized Wannier functions
(MLWFs) [11] for the nonmagnetic DFT band structure.
The energy window employed ranges from EF ?9.0 eV to
EF +5.5 eV for the pd basis, and EF ?2.0 eV to EF +4.0
eV for the d-only basis. Finally, we solve the DMFT self-
consistent equations for the correlated subspace of Mn 3d
and O p Wannier orbitals (or only Mn 3d orbitals) using
the continuous time quantum Monte Carlo (CTQMC)
[2, 32] impurity solver.

Coulomb interaction element Um4m3m2m1 in the Slater
Hamiltonian using spherical harmonics function Ylm is
given by

Um4m3m2m1 =
∑
k

4π

2k + 1
F k
l ⟨Ylm4 |Yk,m4−m1 |Ylm1⟩

×
〈
Ylm3

∣∣Y ∗
k,m2−m3

∣∣Ylm2

〉 (1)

where F k are Slater integrals. Both Hubbard U and
Hund’s couplings J are parameterized by the Slater in-
tegrals, using U = F 0 and J = (F 2 + F 4)/14. We con-
sider full Coulomb interaction including density-density
(where m1 = m4 and m2 = m3), spin-flip, and pair-

hopping terms. To study the effect of the off-diagonal
elements of the Coulomb interaction matrix on the elec-
tronic structure, we also use only density-density interac-
tion term and compare with the full Coulomb interaction
calculations. We note that results using density-density
approximation and full Coulomb interaction are qualita-
tively same (see Appendix A). For the pd basis Hamilto-
nian, we used U values of 5 and 7 eV and J of 0.9 eV.
We used electronic temperatures of 300 K to study the
temperature effect on the spectral function.
Within DFT+DMFT framework [10], the self-energy

convergence is achieved when Σloc(iω) = Σimp(iω), where
Σloc(iω) and Σimp(iω) are local and lattice self-energies,
respectively, and iω is imaginary frequency. Σ is approx-
imated as a local quantity in the correlated subspace.
DFT+DMFT total energy is given by

ETOT =EDFT(ρ) +
∑
m,k

ϵm(k) ·
[
nmm(k)− fm(k)

]
+ EPOT − EDC,

(2)

where EDFT is the total energy from non spin-polarized
DFT, and ϵm(k) are the DFT eigenvalues. nmm(k) and
fm(k) are the diagonal DMFT occupancy matrix element
and Fermi function, respectively, for mth KS band and
momentum k. The potential energy EPOT is calculated
by using Migdal-Galiski formula [33]:

EPOT =
1

2

∑
ω

[
Σloc(iω) ·Gloc(iω)]. (3)

Here, the local Green’s function is simplified by
Gloc(iω) =

∑
k G

loc(k, iω).
To obtain the spectral function, the maximum entropy

method is used for the analytic continuation. Spectral
function A(ω) is given by

A(ω) = − 1

π
Im

[∑
k

Gloc(k, ω)
]
. (4)

1. Different Wannier basis and Diagonalization of the
Wannier Hamiltonian

When investigating the electronic structure of
Li2MnO3 using the DMFT method, it is crucial to ad-
dress two key issues: (i) the presence of significant off-
diagonal terms in the Wannier Hamiltonian (yellow re-
gion in Fig. 2), and (ii) the significance of p−d correlation
due to strong p−d hybridization (green region in Fig. 2).
To overcome these challenges, we employed two strate-
gies: (i) diagonalizing the block d Hamiltonian, and (ii)
utilizing different values of double counting parameters,
as summarized in Figure 2.
Large off-diagonal terms in the Hamiltonian can lead to

significant errors within the DMFT method, as CTQMC
only treats the diagonal terms to circumvent the sign
problem. The non-parallel alignment of the cartesian
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axes of the Wannier orbitals and the directions of the
Mn-O bonds arises from the C2h point group symme-
try of the MnO6 octahedron. In cases where the point
group symmetry of the transition metal (TM) octahe-
dron is non-cubic, such as trigonal or monoclinic, there
is a substantial mixing of the d basis (dxy, dxz, dyz, dz2 ,
dx2−y2), as these bases are defined within the cubic crys-
tal field framework. Consequently, the off-diagonal terms
of the Wannier Hamiltonian with the cubic d orbital basis
become significant, leading to errors within the DMFT
calculations. It is noteworthy that DFT+U does not en-
counter such issues since DFT+U exhibits rotational in-
variance [34], allowing for the inclusion of off-diagonal
terms in the density matrix.

We employed three distinct approaches to investigate
the impact of off-diagonal elements in Li2MnO3: (i) uti-
lizing the global coordinate system, (ii) adopting the lo-
cal Mn–O bond coordinate system, and (iii) diagonalizing
the Mn d blocks (orange region in Fig. 2) of the Hamilto-
nian by applying a unitary rotation matrix. The selection
of a suitable local coordinate system is not straightfor-
ward due to the non-perpendicular arrangement of Mn–O
bonds, as depicted in Fig. 1(d). To address this, we des-
ignated the longest Mn-O bond as the local z-axis and
established local x- and y-axes that were perpendicular
to the c-axis. We then minimized the displacement be-
tween the real Mn-O bond and the local x- and y-axes.

2. Controlling p-d Covalency through Double Counting
Energy

On the other hand, if p − d hybridization is strong
as the nickelates [35, 36], applying nonzero U on p − d
Wannier Hamiltonian may not capture the physics of pd
correlation properly. To resolve this issue, we use the
double counting parameter, which control the degree of
p − d covalency. In term of double counting corrections
for DFT+DMFT, we use a double counting energy (EDC)
and potential (V DC = ∂EDC/∂Nd) similar to the conven-
tional fully localized limit [28, 37]:

EDC =
U

2
Nd · (Nd − 1)− J

4
Nd · (Nd − 2) , (5)

V DC =
U

2

(
Nd −

1

2

)
− J

2

(
Nd − 1

)
(6)

Here Nd = Nd−α, where Nd is the d occupancy obtained
self-consistently at each Mn site, and α is double counting
parameter. Nd is computed from the local Green function
Gloc(k,k′, iω):

Nd =
∑
a,ω

∑
k,k′

Im
{
[ϕa

d(k)]
∗Gloc(k,k′, iω)ϕa

d(k
′)
}
, (7)

where ϕa
d(k) is the normalized d-orbital wavefunction,

which is transformed from the wavefunction in the real

space ϕa
d(r) with the center of coordinates r on a transi-

tion metal ion. Note that α = 0 gives the conventional
fully localized limit. From the Eqs. 5 and 6, changing α
(or V DC) can tune the p−d covalency by effectively shift-
ing the d orbital level. If V DC potential is smaller than
the DC potential of fully localized limit, it will make d
orbital level higher and the covalency effect weaker, with
reduced Nd.

B. DFT+U and atomic structures

The GGA+U scheme within the rotationally invari-
ant formalism together with the fully localized limit
double-counting formula [34] is used to study the effect
of electron interactions. We considered three different
Hund’s parameter (J) values, J= 0, 0.5, and 0.9. It is
worth mentioning that when J = 0, the exchange in-
teraction is already included in the spin-dependent DFT
exchange-correlation potential, as demonstrated in a pre-
vious study [35]. While the consideration of the full
Coulomb vertex is crucial in certain systems [38], the
electronic structures of Li2MnO3 obtained with non-zero
J values are qualitatively similar to those obtained with
J = 0, as detailed in Appendix B. The band gap is robust
on J , while the larger values of J lead to an increased
critical U value for the magnetic transition. Therefore,
unless otherwise specified, we adopt J = 0 throughout
the manuscript.

Projected density of states (PDOS) are obtained by
the spherical harmonic projections inside spheres around
each atom. Wigner-Seitz radii of 1.323 Å were used for
the projection of Mn atoms, respectively, as implemented
in the VASP-PAW pseudopotential.

Both spin-independent and spin-dependent versions of
the exchange correlation functional are employed in the
DFT+U calculations. The structural relaxations, includ-
ing the relaxation of internal forces and stress, were per-
formed independently for each magnetic configuration, as
well as for each value of U and J .

III. Results and discussion

At low temperature, Li2MnO3 is antiferromagnetic
with TN= 36K [16]. There are many DFT+U studies
of Li2MnO3, using U(Mn) = 5eV [18–22], but the pre-
vious studies only considered nonmagnetic or ferromag-
netic configuration. Therefore, in Secion IIIA, we sys-
tematically study the electronic structures and magnetic
stabilities of Li2MnO3 using DFT and DFT+U .

In addition, Li2MnO3 has paramagnetic spin config-
uration, which is not studied yet. In Section III B, we
delve into the electronic structure of Li2MnO3 within the
DFT+DMFT method, enabling a systematic examina-
tion of the effects of off-diagonal terms in the Wannier
Hamiltonian.
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FIG. 3: Possible magnetic phases of Li2MnO3 at low tem-
perature, (a) Γ2u and (b) Γ3g. Mn ions with spin-up and
spin-down are represented by different colors (blue and sky-
blue). (c) the relative energies of the ferromagnetic, Γ2u, and
Γ3g phases, as a function of U(Mn). Energy of the ferromag-
netic phase is set to be zero.

A. DFT+U

We begin the discussion by studying the magnetic
phase of Li2MnO3. Li2MnO3 is antiferromagnetic with
Neel temperature of TN = 36 K, and the magnetic prop-
agation vector is Qm = (0, 0, 0.5) [17]. Earlier study
suggested that Γ3g is the ground state [17]. However, re-
cent neutron diffraction study for both powder and sin-
gle crystal showed that the ground state is Γ2u, and Γ3g

model does not match with the experiment from the full
refinement [16]. Magnetic moment of Mn is 2.3−2.7 µB

[16, 17], indicating that Mn has high-spin state.
In Figure 3, we compare the energies of the ferromag-

netic (FM), antiferromagnetic Γ3g and Γ2u phases, as a
function of U(Mn). Γ2u phase is most stable if U(Mn)
≤ 2, while Γ3g becomes more stable when U(Mn) > 2 eV,
while the Mn ion always has the high-spin state. This re-
sult shows that U(Mn) ≤ 2 eV is needed to obtain the
experimental ground state. Previous linear response cal-
culation for spinel Mn4+ suggested that U(Mn)= 5.04 eV
[39], and many DFT+U studies [18–22] used U(Mn)= 5

eV based on this study.

However, it is important to note that using U values
obtained from linear response theory within GGA+U can
lead to an overestimation of correlation effects in tran-
sition metal oxides. This is typical in DFT+U since
the Coulomb interaction is treated in a Hartree-Fock-like
fashion, neglecting local correlation effects. For exam-
ple, quantities such as bond length disproportionation
can be overestimated using DFT+U , and this overesti-
mation can be corrected by considering the local corre-
lation effects through the use of DMFT [40]. In light
of this, we suggest that for the study of electronic and
magnetic properties of Li2MnO3 within DFT+U , a rea-
sonable value for U(Mn) is 2 eV.

Interestingly, we find that the in-plane magnetic inter-
action in Li2MnO3 is strong and sensitive to U , while
the out-of-plane magnetic interaction is weak and less
affected by U . Specifically, the energy difference be-
tween the ferromagnetic (FM) and Γ3g antiferromagnetic
phases, E[FM]− E[Γ3g], ranges from 2.1 to 0.4 eV as U
varies from 0 to 5 eV. This indicates a preference for
antiferromagnetic ordering in the out-of-plane direction,
but with weak magnetic stability. On the other hand,
the energy difference between the Γ3g and Γ2u antifer-
romagnetic phases, E[Γ3g]−E[Γ2u], ranges from 20.7 to
15.4 meV for U = 0 to 5 eV, indicating a stronger in-
plane antiferromagnetic interaction. Li2MnO3 is a lay-
ered material, with Li atoms located between the MnO3

layers, resulting in weak interlayer interactions between
the MnO3 layers. It is worth noting that the shortest
Mn-Mn distances in the in-plane and out-of-plane direc-
tions are 2.84 and 5.01 Å, respectively, which explains
the strong in-plane and weak out-of-plane Mn-Mn inter-
actions.

When U(Mn) ≤ 2 eV, the energy difference between
Γ2u and other magnetic configuration decreases as a func-
tion of U . With U(Mn) = 2 eV, Γ2u is more stable than
FM and Γ3g by 1.8 and 0.8 meV, respectively, consistent
with the low Néel temperature TN = 36 K. Magnetic
moment of Mn in Γ2u phase is 2.8 µB , similar to the
experimental value 2.3 µB .

Next, we study the effect of U on the electronic struc-
ture and energy gap of Li2MnO3. Mn ion in Li2MnO3

has 4+ charge state with 3 d electrons, and it has high-
spin state. MnO6 in C2/m phase has C2h point group
symmetry, which splits the d bands into one lowest band
(dz2), double degenerate bands with higher energy (dxy
and dx2−y2), and highest energy bands (dxz and dyz).
As depicted in Fig. 1, three electrons of Mn occupy
the three spin-up dz2 , dxy, and dx2−y2 for the high-spin
state. Therefore, there are two types of splittings which
determine the energy gap (Eg): (i) crystal field split-
ting (∆CF) between dxy+dx2−y2 and dxz+dyz bands, and
(ii) exchange splitting (∆ex) between spin-up d and spin-
down d bands. These splittings are also presented in the
PDOS in Fig. 4. We determine ∆CF and ∆ex by cal-
culating the energy difference between the centers of the
PDOS associated with each d band.
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For the non-spin-polarized phase with U(Mn) = 0, the
crystal field splitting (∆CF) is around 2.5 eV, while the
exchange splitting (∆ex) is only about 0.6 eV. As a re-
sult, the band gap (Eg) is almost zero, as depicted in
Fig. 4(a). However, when spin polarization is introduced
[Fig. 4(b)], the exchange splitting (∆ex) is significantly
enhanced to approximately 2.2 eV, and the crystal field
splitting (∆CF) also increases to around 3 eV. Since the
exchange splitting (∆ex) determines the size of the en-
ergy gap (Eg) due to ∆ex < ∆CF, the band gap (Eg)
becomes 1.19 eV.

With nonzero U , both the exchange splitting (∆ex)
and the crystal field splitting (∆CF) increase, as shown
in Fig. 4(c). With U(Mn) = 2 eV, we obtain a band
gap (Eg) of 2.0 eV, which is in good agreement with the
experimental gap of 2.1−2.17 eV [14, 15]. When U(Mn)
= 5 eV, the band gap (Eg) is 1.9 eV, which is similar
to the value obtained with U(Mn) = 2 eV. While the
occupied Mn d band is shifted to lower energies with a
larger U value, the energy of the valence band maximum
is less sensitive to U , resulting in minimal changes to the
band gap (Eg).

B. DFT+DMFT

As discussed, the point group symmetry of MnO6 in
Li2MnO3 is C2h, which is different from the cubic Oh

symmetry. This is illustrated schematically in Figs. 1(c)
and (d). In the cubic phase, the local Mn-O bonds align
with the global coordinates based on the symmetry, re-
sulting in a Hamiltonian based on the d orbitals without
any off-diagonal terms. However, in the C2/m phase,
the local Mn-O axes and the global axes are not parallel.
Therefore, if the global coordinates is used for the Wan-
nier projection, significant off-diagonal terms emerge in
the Hamiltonian, as shown in Eq. 8.

Hi =



dz2 dxz dyz dx2−y2 dxy

dz2 3.784 0.002 0 -0.007 0

dx2−y2 0.002 4.583 0 −0.592 0

dyz 0 0 4.578 0 0.584

dx2−y2 -0.007 −0.592 0 4.153 0

dxy 0 0 0.584 0 4.152


(8)

Using this Hamiltonian, we employed DFT+DMFT
calculations and plot the spectral functions in Fig. 5(a).
Considering that the battery operates at room tempera-
ture, we set the temperature to 300 K. Since TN = 65 K
of Li2MnO3 is much lower than 300 K, we focus on the
paramagnetic phase. When using the non-rotated basis
in the DMFT calculations, the resulting energy gap (Eg)
is only 0.4 eV, significantly smaller than the experimental
value.

To mitigate the large error of Eg caused by the signifi-
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FIG. 4: Projected density of states (PDOS) onto the Mn
d (red) and O p (black) in Li2MnO3. (a) U(Mn) = 0 for
non spin-polarized configuration, (b) U(Mn) = 0 for spin-
polarized configuration (ferromagnetic), (c) U(Mn) = 2 and
(d) U(Mn) = 5 for spin-polarized configuration. The length
of the arrows (∆ex and ∆CF ) are serves as a guide for the
eyes.

cant off-diagonal terms, we also employed the local coor-
dinate system by using different Wannier basis that min-
imize the magnitude of the off-diagonal elements. The
selection of the local coordinate system is described in
detail in Section IIA 2.

Hrot =



dz2 dxz dyz dx2−y2 dxy

dz2 4.069 0.018 -0.009 −0.530 0.059

dxz 0.018 3.775 0.064 0.010 0.003

dyz -0.009 0.064 4.997 -0.011 0.006

dx2−y2 −0.530 0.010 -0.011 4.668 -0.101

dxy 0.059 0.003 0.006 -0.101 3.754


(9)
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orbitals, with pd model. (a) global coordinate is used for
Wannier projection, (b) local coordinate obtained by unitary
rotation matrix is used for Wannier projection, and (c) block
diagonal part of Mn d Hamiltonian is diagonalized The calcu-
lations use U = 5 eV, J = 0.9 eV, and a temperature of 300
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As shown in Eq. 9, the off-diagonal terms are signif-
icantly reduced, leading to an increase in Eg to 0.6 eV.
However, the obtained value of Eg is still significantly
smaller than the experimental gap. As depicted in Fig.
5(b), the underestimation of Eg can be attributed to the
small value of ∆CF . ∆CF within DMFT with rotated
Wannier axes is around 1.5 eV, which is considerably
smaller than the value within DFT+U (∼3 eV). In con-
trast, ∆ex is approximately 2.7 eV and has a negligible
effect on Eg.

To resolve the underestimation of Eg within
DFT+DMFT, we diagonalize each Mn d block of the
Hamiltonian (orange boxes in Fig. 2), which can be
obtained by the unitary rotation matrix. Diagonalized

Wannier Hamiltonian is shown in Eq. 10.

Hdia =



dz2 dxz dyz dx2−y2 dxy

dz2 3.745 0 0 0 0

dxz 0 3.788 0 0 0

dyz 0 0 4.998 0 0

dx2−y2 0 0 0 4.985 0

dxy 0 0 0 0 3.741


(10)

As presented in Fig. 5(b), Eg within DMFT is increased
to 0.8 eV. However, this value is still smaller than the
experimental gap. In order to further investigate this dis-
crepancy, we explore different values of U and the double
counting parameter α using the diagonalized Hamilto-
nian (see Eq. 6). Surprisingly, we observe that both
∆CF and the resulting Eg are not significantly affected
by variations in U . As shown in Fig. 6, the values of Eg

with U=5 and 7 are 0.8 and 0.9eV, respectively.
In contrast, we find that both ∆CF and the result-

ing Eg are more sensitive to α. For instance, when U=
5 eV, the value of Eg increases to 1.4 eV for α = 0.8.
Furthermore, for α = 0.8, increasing U from 5 to 7 eV
further enhances Eg from 1.4 to 2.0 eV. The sensitivity
of the band gap Eg to α suggests the importance of p-d
correlation (Upd) in determining ∆CF , due to the strong
Mn d–O p hybridization in Li2MnO3. It is important
to note that that modifying Udd alone for the pd model
Hamiltonian is insufficient, as it primarily affects the d-d
correlation without adequately addressing the p-d cova-
lency. Therefore, considering both d-d and p-d correla-
tions is crucial for a comprehensive understanding of the
electronic structure of Li2MnO3.
It should be noted that the off-diagonal elements of the

local Green’s function can remain small, regardless of the
basis function. To study this, we examine both the diag-
onal and off-diagonal components of hybridization func-
tion obtained using global coordinate projection, local
coordinate projection, and diagonalized Wannier Hamil-
tonian. The hybridization function is defined as

∆̂(ω) = (ω + µ)Î − ϵimp − Σ̂(ω)−
[

ˆGcor(ω)
]−1

(11)

where ϵimp is the matrix representing the impurity lev-
els of correlated orbitals, and Gcor is correlated Green’s
function [10]. For each correlated atom, the hybridiza-
tion function has a matrix form ∆ij , where i and j are
orbital indices (5 d orbitals). We define the diagonal
elements of the hybridization function as ∆dia

i = |∆ii|
(i= 1 to 5), and the off-diagonal elements are defined by

∆off
i =

∑
j ̸=i |∆ij |/4. We compare the imaginary part

of the diagonal and off-diagonal element, i.e., Im
(
∆dia

i

)
and Im

(
∆off

i

)
. As presented in in Figure 7, the diag-

onal terms are much larger than the off-diagonal terms,

∆off
i . regardless of the Wannier projection and the di-

agonalization of the Wannier Hamiltonian. The use of
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rotation matrix is used for Wannier projection, and (c), (d) block diagonal part of Mn d Hamiltonian is diagonalized The
calculations use U = 5 eV, J = 0.9 eV, and a temperature of 300 K.

different basis functions leads to energy shift of the peak
for the diagonal part of the hybridization function, ∆dia

i .
Note that the real part of the hybridization function has

similar trend; diagonal term is also dominant.

Since both d-d and p-d correlations are important on
the Eg, we also consider the d-only model Hamiltonian as
an alternative approach to describe the electronic struc-
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for the eyes.

ture of Li2MnO3. In the d-only model, the Wannier d
orbitals represent the hybridized Mn d and O p orbitals,
in contrast to the pd model where they closely resemble
the Mn d orbital. Therefore, the effect of U(Mn) on the
d-only Wannier Hamiltonian is similar to the combined
effects of Udd and Upd in the p − d model Hamiltonian.
As a result, both ∆CF and Eg are sensitive to U(Mn)
within the d-only model. By employing Wannier projec-
tion with local coordinates, we obtain Eg of 1.3 eV with
U(Mn) = 2.0 eV, as shown in Fig. 8(a). Similarly to
the pd basis, the diagonalization of the Wannier Hamil-
tonian further enhances Eg. In this case, the resulting
Eg value becomes comparable to U(Mn), yielding Eg =
2.1 eV with U(Mn) = 2.0 eV, as presented in Fig. 8(b).

IV. Summary

In this work, we show that the off-diagonal terms of Mn
d Hamiltonian and p-d interaction play crucial role on the
electronic structure of Li2MnO3, through DFT+DMFT
calculations. Our results highlight the significance of
considering the off-diagonal terms in the Mn d block of
the Wannier Hamiltonian, as treating only the diagonal
terms in the CTQMC solver leads to a substantial im-
pact on the electronic structure. The monoclinic sym-
metry (C2/m) of Li2MnO3 results in large off-diagonal
terms in the Mn d block when using the global coordi-
nate, leading to a significant suppression of the energy
gap compared to the experimental value. By adopting a

local coordinate, the magnitude of the off-diagonal terms
can be reduced, resulting in a substantial increase in the
band gap, although it remains smaller than the experi-
mental value.
To address this limitation, we diagonalize the Mn d

block of the Wannier Hamiltonian by applying a unitary
rotation matrix, leading to a further enhancement of the
energy gap. However, even with this approach, the en-
ergy gap is still not large enough. We find that the strong
hybridiation between Mn d and O p necessitates consid-
ering the p-d correlation through the adjustment of the
double counting parameter, in addition to increasing Udd.
In support of this concept, we also explore a d-only model
Hamiltonian, which captures the hybridized state of the
Mn d and O p orbitals. Our findings demonstrate the
sensitivity of the energy gap to U , highlighting the im-
portance of both dd and pd correlations in the electronic
structure of Li2MnO3.
These findings suggest an appropriate approach

for investigating low-symmetry materials using the
DFT+DMFT method. To the best of our knowledge,
no systematic study of the effect of off-diagonal terms
has been conducted thus far. Moreover, we found that
the magnetic ground state of Li2MnO3 strongly depends
on the choice of U . While the antiferromagnetic states
(Γ2u or Γ3g) are more stable than the ferromagnetic state
in the wide range of U (U ≤ 5), experimentally observed
ground state Γ2u phase is most stable with U ≤ 2. Hence,
careful consideration of U is essential for future DFT+U
studies of Li2MnO3.
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A. Effect of the Coulomb interaction

The rotationally invariant Coulomb interaction in the
form of the Slater-Kanamori interaction Hamiltonian is

ĤK = U
∑
α

n̂α↑n̂α↓ +
1

2

∑
α̸=β

∑
σσ′

(U ′ − Jδσσ′) n̂ασn̂βσ′

−
∑
α̸=β

(
Jc†α↑cα↓c

†
β↓cβ↑ + J ′c†β↑c

†
β↓cα↑cα↓

)
(A1)

Here cσ and c†σ denote the fermion anihilation and cre-
ation operators, where σ is spin. U is intra-orbital

density-density interaction parameter, U ′ is inter-orbital
density-density interaction parameter, J is spin-flip in-
teraction parameter, and J ′ is pair-hopping interaction
parameter.

U , U ′, J , and J ′ are given by the matrix elements

U =

〈
αα

∣∣∣∣ 1

r12

∣∣∣∣αα〉 , U ′ =

〈
αβ

∣∣∣∣ 1

r12

∣∣∣∣αβ〉
J =

〈
αβ

∣∣∣∣ 1

r12

∣∣∣∣βα〉 , J ′ =

〈
αα

∣∣∣∣ 1

r12

∣∣∣∣ββ〉 (A2)

where U ′ = U − 2J , J ′ = J due to the rotational invari-
ance.

In Figure 9 we compare the spectral functions using full
Coulomb interaction parameterized by Slater integral, in-
cluding density-density, spin-flip, and pair-hopping in-
teractions. We also used only the density-density inter-
action term (density-density approximation), and com-
pared with the full Coulomb vertex calculation. Results
are qualitatively similar, while the energy gap is reduced
with full interaction for the global coordinate Wannier
projection.

B. DFT+U with nonzero J

In Figure 10, we compare the electronic structures us-
ing nonzero J = 0.5 and 0.9, and also compute the rel-
ative energies of the different magnetic configurations.
We note that the electronic structures of Li2MnO3 with
nonzero J are qualitatively similar toe the results with
J=0, while the critical U(Mn) for magnetic stability is
increased with larger J . Γ2u configuration is the ground
state for U < 3 and U < 4 for J=0.5 and 0.9, respec-
tively.
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FIG. 9: DFT+DMFT spectral functions of Mn d Wannier orbitals, with pd model. (a), (c), and (e) results using density-
density approximation, and (b), (d), and (f) results using full Coulomb interaction. (a), (b) global coordinate is used for
Wannier projection, (c), (d) local coordinate obtained by unitary rotation matrix is used for Wannier projection, and (c), (d)
block diagonal part of Mn d Hamiltonian is diagonalized The calculations use U = 5 eV, J = 0.9 eV, and a temperature of 300
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