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Elemental rare-earth metals provide a playground for studying novel electron correlation effects
and complex magnetism. However, ab initio simulations of these systems remain challenging. Here,
we employ fully charge self-consistent density functional theory and dynamical mean-field theory
(DFT+DMFT) to investigate terbium (Tb) metal under pressure. We show that Tb exhibits a
strong band renormalization due to correlation effects, with the calculated electron density of states
in good agreement with the experiments. At higher pressures, the correlated electronic structures
persist but with modulation in the Hubbard gap, highlighting the tunability of effective Coulomb
interactions and kinetic energies. Our DFT+DMFT calculations further indicate a ferromagnetic
ground state of Tb at low pressure and low temperature, as well as a transition from ferromagnetism
to paramagnetism at elevated temperatures. These ab initio results also align with the experiments.
Our study paves the way for exploring heavy lanthanides via advanced first-principles simulations.

Introduction – Rare-earth materials have been rich
platforms for exploring novel correlated phenomena, such
as valence fluctuations, heavy fermions, Kondo physics,
and giant magnetostrictions [1–5]. As a key controllable
parameter, externally applied pressure offers the ability
to tune the underlying physical properties and/or induce
phase transitions. In the prototypical volume collapse ex-
ample, the light lanthanide metal cerium (Ce) undergoes
an isostructural transition at a pressure P ∼ 0.8 GPa,
where the volume is significantly reduced by ∼ 15%. The
transition is accompanied by drastic band structure vari-
ations, which have been widely interpreted as the com-
petition between Mott physics of interacting 4f electrons
and their Kondo coupling to itinerant 5d/6s bands [6–12].

In heavy lanthanide metals like terbium (Tb), increas-
ing pressure typically induces a common series of struc-
tural transitions, from the hexagonal close-packed (hcp)
to a samarium-like (α-Sm) phase, and then to a dou-
ble hexagonal close-packed (dhcp) phase [13, 14]. These
phases exhibit a complex magnetic phase diagram with
pressure and temperature. Specifically, Tb in the low-
pressure hcp phase is paramagnetic (PM) at room tem-
perature but transitions to a helical antiferromagnetic
(helical-AFM) phase at 229 K, and then to a ferromag-
netic (FM) state below 221 K [15–17]. Ferromagnetism
is suppressed at higher pressure, and eventually the α-
Sm and dhcp phases exhibit low-temperature AFM or-
ders, although their precise spin configurations are elu-
sive [18–20]. Tb is a relatively simple system among the
heavy lanthanides, and it offers the opportunity to study
the interplay of charge, spin, and lattice variables, where
theory and computation can provide further insights to
their correlated behavior and emergent magnetism.

The traditional workforce of density functional the-
ory (DFT) [21, 22] with simplified energy functionals
highly underestimates correlation effects, so beyond-DFT
methods for interacting 4f electrons are required. Ex-
tensive first-principles simulations employing the open-
core approximations [19], Hubbard-I approximations [23–

25], or the Hubbard U corrections (DFT+U) [26] have
been made to study Tb under pressure, achieving over-
all good theory-experiment agreements in different as-
pects [19, 23–27]. However, these methods are semi-
empirical or neglecting the coupling between correlated
orbitals and effective bath sites, which may limit their
predictive capabilities in highly compressed correlated
electrons. Fully ab initio quantum many-body calcula-
tions beyond static mean-field theory remain challenging.

In this work, we perform fully charge self-consistent
density functional theory with dynamical mean-field the-
ory (DFT+DMFT) calculations to study Tb metal. Our
ab initio electronic structures exhibit sharp coherent
quasiparticle peaks associated with 4f orbitals, where
the occupied and unoccupied electron density of states
(DOS) near the Fermi level resemble the correlated lower
and upper Hubbard bands, respectively. Our ambient-
pressure spectra agree quantitatively well with spectro-
scopic measurements, and the main theoretical features
are robust against variations in the computation schemes
and interaction parameters. At high pressures, the corre-
lated spectra become increasingly broadened with a re-
duced Hubbard gap. These predictions are consistent
with the expectation that the effective Coulomb inter-
actions are increasingly screened by pressure-enhanced
charge hybridization. This modulation of the electronic
structure also demonstrates a high-pressure tunability of
the relative strength between electron interaction and ki-
netic energy. Finally, our calculations indicate a low-
temperature FM state in the hcp phase, and a sup-
pression of the FM moments by increasing temperature.
These results agree with the experiments, showing the
potential of predictive modeling using fully charge self-
consistent DFT+DMFT calculations to explore Tb and
other heavy lanthanides under pressure.

Methods – An accurate treatment of correlation ef-
fects is critical for describing rare-earth materials. To
this end, we employ the dynamical mean-field theory
(DMFT) [28, 29], which is a state-of-the-art numerical
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technique for strongly correlated electrons. In DMFT,
the original interacting lattice problem is mapped to a
quantum impurity embedded in a bath environment. An
impurity solver is then utilized to obtain the impurity
self-energy [30–32], which in turn is approximated as the
self-energy of the original lattice model. The procedure
needs to be repeated until the self-energy converges, rep-
resenting the first self-consistent loop in our calculations.

The (non-interacting) tight-binding parameters of the
lattice Hamiltonian provide material-specific information
on the underlying atoms, orbitals, and crystal struc-
tures. The tight-binding parameters are obtained from
DFT, while the correlation strength is controlled by
the on-site Hubbard interaction U treated by DMFT.
Together, these lead to a DFT+DMFT method [33–
35]. Instead of the one-shot DMFT commonly em-
ployed in the literature, here we use a fully charge self-
consistent DFT+DMFT approach, where the resulting
DMFT charge density is fed back to DFT calculations.
The procedure is repeated until the charge density be-
tween DFT and DMFT converges, representing the sec-
ond self-consistent loop. Figure A1 in the Appendix
shows a schematic workflow of the calculations.

The DFT calculations are performed using the
WIEN2k package [36], an all-electron full-potential lin-
earized augmented-plane-wave (LAPW) method for de-
scribing both valence and core electrons. The DMFT
calculations are based on the EDMFTF software [36, 37],
which provides quantum impurity solvers and integrates
with WIEN2k to achieve full charge self-consistency. The
input parameters are discussed in the Supplemental Ma-
terial [38], which also contains additional calculation re-
sults discussed later. It is noted that not all calculations
can be stabilized in the current DFT+DMFT implemen-
tation, partly due to the larger configurational space of
4f orbitals in heavy lanthanides. Figure A2 in the Ap-
pendix summarizes potential convergence issues and our
solutions, based on systematic and comprehensive tests.

Results and Discussion – We first discuss the elec-
tronic structures in standard DFT calculations. At ambi-
ent pressure, Tb assumes a hexagonal close-packed (hcp)
structure [Fig. 1(a)] with lattice parameters a = 3.60 Å
and c = 5.72 Å [19]. The DFT results in Fig. 1(b) show
metallic band structures of Tb in the hcp phase, with the
valence bands near the Fermi level predominantly con-
tributed by 4f electrons. These 4f bands are nearly flat,
lying in a narrow energy range of ∼ 0.2 eV, suggesting
strongly localized 4f orbitals as in an isolated Tb atom.
Tb has valence electrons from open-shell 4f , 5d, and 6s
orbitals. The 5d and 6s bands are more dispersive, lying
in a much larger energy range over 2 eV. The orbitally
resolved band structures on a zoomed-in energy scale are
detailed in Fig. S1 of the Supplemental Material [38].

Figure 1(c) shows the DFT electron density of states
(DOS) and the corresponding experimental spectra [27].
In the DFT calculations, two sharp peaks with 4f or-

FIG. 1. (a) Crystal structure of Tb in the hcp phase. (b) DFT
band structures for Tb at ambient pressure. The inset shows
the first Brillouin zone and the high symmetry points. (c)
DFT electron DOS for Tb at ambient pressure. The localized
4f bands are shown in blue, and the experimental spectra [27]
are shown in red. Zero energy is set at the Fermi level.

bital character exist near the Fermi level, centered around
−0.8 eV and 0.05 eV, respectively. These two peaks are
split by the strong spin-orbit coupling (SOC) in this sys-
tem [25]. On the other hand, the experimental spec-
tra exhibit three main peaks far from the Fermi level,
with energies around −7.1 eV, −2.2 eV, and 2.85 eV,
respectively (see also Fig. S2 in the Supplemental Ma-
terial [38]). The strong theory-experiment discrepancy
necessitates a beyond-standard DFT description.

We now turn our focus to the DFT+DMFT results.
As shown in Fig. 2(a), the 4f states form a three-peak
structure in the DFT+DMFT calculations, which agrees
quantitatively well with the experimental spectra. In
particular, the two peaks located around −2 eV and 3 eV
are reminiscent of the lower Hubbard band peak (LHP)
and upper Hubbard band peak (UHP) in a Hubbard
model, respectively. The formation of the LHP and UHP
manifests strong correlation effects due to 4f -orbital on-
site Coulomb interactions. The theory-experiment agree-
ment in the electron DOS represents the most significant
result of our work, highlighting the importance of a fully
ab initio treatment of correlation effects. On the other
hand, the third peak around −7 eV, along with other
features at deeper binding energies, is likely caused by
atomic multiplet effects [27] and is not fully resolved in
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FIG. 2. (a) DFT+DMFT electron DOS for Tb at ambient
pressure. The experimental spectra [27] are shown in red.
The energies of the lower Hubbard band peak (LHP) and
upper Hubbard band peak (UHP) are indicated by the green
and pink dashed lines, respectively. Zero energy is set at
the Fermi level. (b) The LHP and UHP energy locations in
DFT+DMFT calculations for different computation schemes
and parameters: Ferromagnetic (FM), paramagnetic (PM), a
second double-counting scheme (DC′) [39], a lower Hubbard
U parameter (U ′), and a lower temperature parameter (T ′)
(see further details in the Supplemental Material [38]).

the current DFT+DMFT calculations. These states at
deeper binding energies are not expected to play any role
in the transport or magnetic properties of the system.

The theoretical spectra in Fig. 2(a) are obtained using
a Hubbard interaction U = 6 eV and a Hund’s coupling
J = 0.7 eV on the 4f orbitals of Tb in the hcp phase. The
(screened) U value is compatible with the first-principles
value from linear response calculations [26]. Unlike the
Hubbard density-density interaction, it is more difficult
to screen the Hund’s exchange originating from higher-
order multipole expansions of the atomic wavefunctions.
Therefore, the J value is only slightly reduced from the
expected Hund’s coupling in the atomic limit (typically
∼ 1.0 eV) [40]. Below, we systematically examine the
DFT+DMFT results and show that the LHP and UHP
spectra are robust against minor variations in the calcu-
lation schemes and interaction parameters.

Figure 2(b) displays the energy locations of the LHP
and UHP, respectively indicated by the horizontal dashed
green and red lines. The exact input parameters and the
resulting electron DOS in the DFT+DMFT calculations
for Fig. 2(b) are given in Fig. S3 and the Supplemen-
tal Material [38]. The energy separation between the
LHP and UHP (i.e. the Hubbard gap) is roughly 5.0
eV. As seen in Fig. 2(b), the effective Hubbard gap is

slightly enlarged in the ferromagnetic (FM) calculation
compared to the paramagnetic (PM) case. In addition
to magnetism, we have tested different double-counting
schemes (which remove the interaction effects already in-
cluded in the DFT exchange functional) and interaction
parameters. As also shown in Fig. 2(b), the Hubbard
gap remains essentially unchanged when we use a sec-
ond double-counting scheme (DC′) or a slightly reduced
Hubbard U value. Finally, when we slightly reduced
the temperature (T ′), the Hubbard gap also basically re-
mains the same. Overall, the variations in the energies
of the LHP and UHP are within 0.15 eV and 0.40 eV
from the experimental spectra, respectively. These re-
sults demonstrate the strength and stability of our fully
charge self-consistent DFT+DMFT calculations in de-
scribing the correlated electronic structures of Tb.

After achieving quantitative agreement in the hcp
phase, we next apply the same methodology to study the
higher-pressure α-Sm and dhcp phases [see Figs. 3(a)
and 3(b)]. Specifically, elemental Tb undergoes a struc-
tural transition from hcp to α-Sm at ∼ 2.5–3.5 GPa, and
to the dhcp phase at ∼ 16 GPa. Additional structural
transitions can occur at even higher pressures [18, 19]
but are not considered here. The hcp → α-Sm → dhcp
transitions exhibit a progressive change in the local Tb
crystal environment, accompanied by moderate lattice
parameter contractions [see Fig. 3(c)]. The DFT elec-
tron DOS for the α-Sm and dhcp phases [respectively
shown in Figs. 3(d) and 3(e)] display two clear peaks of
4f states split by strong SOC, which is similar to the hcp
case discussed in Fig. 1(c). The full width at half maxi-
mum (FWHM) of the DFT band near the Fermi level is
shown in Fig. 3(f). The peak width gradually increases
from 0.21 eV in the hcp phase to 0.27 eV in the α-Sm
phase, and eventually to 0.30 eV in the dhcp phase. This
effective band broadening indicates a pressure-enhanced
electron kinetic energy or charge delocalization effect.

The DFT+DMFT results for the α-Sm and dhcp
phases are shown in Figs. 3(g) and 3(h), respectively.
The 4f states in the electron DOS move away from the
Fermi level and form a three-peak structure consisting of
the LHP and UHP, as well as a third peak at deeper bind-
ing energies associated with multiplet structures. These
results are qualitatively similar to the hcp case discussed
in Fig. 2(a), indicating that the electronic structures
of all Tb’s high-pressure phases remain strongly corre-
lated and go beyond standard DFT descriptions. In-
terestingly, the energy separation between the LHP and
the Fermi level [denoted by ∆E in Fig. 3(i)] monoton-
ically decreases under pressure, changing from 2.25 eV
in the hcp phase to 1.80 eV in the α-Sm phase, and
eventually to 1.15 eV in the dhcp phase. Therefore,
the Coulomb interactions are effectively weakened by en-
hanced charge screening. This is consistent with a previ-
ous work on determining the effective Hubbard U of Tb
by first-principles linear-response calculations [26]. The
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FIG. 3. (a)-(b) Crystal structures of Tb in the α-Sm and dhcp phases, respectively. (c) Experimental lattice parameters of Tb
as a function of pressure. (d)-(e) DFT electron DOS for Tb in the α-Sm and dhcp phases, respectively. (f) Full width at half
maximum (FWHM) of the DFT bands [gray areas in (a)-(b)] as a function of pressure. (g)-(h) DFT+DMFT electron DOS for
Tb in the α-Sm and dhcp phases, respectively. (i) The LHP locations in DFT+DMFT calculations as a function of pressure.
The Hubbard gap is effectively reduced by a pressure-enhanced charge hybridization. Zero energy is set at the Fermi level.

result demonstrates the tunability of correlation effect by
high pressure, which alters the competition between ki-
netic energy and Coulomb interaction. The evolution
of the Hubbard gap is further discussed in Figs. S4
and S5 in the Supplemental Material [38]. The result-
ing DFT+DMFT electron DOS serve as predictions for
benchmarking future spectroscopic experiments.

Finally, we discuss the use of DFT+DMFT to study
Tb’s magnetic properties at low pressures and temper-
atures, as well as their dependence on the calculation
parameters of pressure (P ), temperature (T ), and Hub-
bard interaction (U). As shown in Fig. 4(a), the rela-
tive free energy between the PM and FM states (∆F =
FPM −FFM ) remains positive between 0 and 2 GPa, in-
dicating that the hcp phase favors long-range FM order
at low temperature, which agrees with experiments [15–
19]. On the other hand, when the simulation tempera-
ture T increases from 92.8 K to 154.7 K, the magnetic
moment M (defined in the Supplemental Material [38])
or the FM order parameter is suppressed to essentially
zero [see Fig. 4(b)], indicating a temperature-induced
FM to PM transition, again agreeing with experiments.

We note that the experimental transition temperature to
the FM phase is at 221 K. The theory-experiment tem-
perature discrepancy corresponds to a small energy scale
of 0.006 eV, which may be attributed to uncertainties in
the interaction parameters and/or crystal structures, or
small errors introduced in the impurity solvers. Finally,
when the Hubbard U increases from 5.6 eV to 6.0 eV,
both ∆F and M increase accordingly [see Fig. 4(c)], in-
dicating an enhanced tendency towards FM order due
to Coulomb interactions [26]. These results demonstrate
that, in addition to describing the electronic structures,
DFT+DMFT also captures the magnetic behavior of Tb
reasonably well at low pressures and temperatures.

Conclusion – We have performed the first fully charge
self-consistent DFT+DMFT calculations to study the
electronic structures and magnetism of Tb under pres-
sure. We have obtained quantitative theory-experiment
agreement in the electron density of states (DOS),
demonstrating the capabilities of the employed method
in simulating correlated electrons from first principles.
Our results can be used to benchmark different numeri-
cal techniques and serve as predictions for future spectro-
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FIG. 4. DFT+DMFT calculations of the relative free energy
(∆F ≡ FPM − FFM , red curves) and the FM magnetic mo-
ment (M , blue curves) of Tb as a function of (a) pressure (P ),
(b) temperature (T ), and (c) on-site Hubbard parameter U .

scopic measurements on the high-pressure phases of Tb.
In principle, the methodology of this work can be broadly
employed to explore the correlated electronic structures
of other heavy lanthanide and rare-earth materials under
pressure. The DFT+DMFT results also correctly de-
scribed the tendency toward ferromagnetism in the low-
pressure hcp phase of Tb, as well as the suppression of
FM order with increasing temperature. Meanwhile, AFM
orders in the hcp or the higher-pressure α-Sm and dhcp
phases remain difficult to simulate directly in the current
DFT+DMFT implementation. These simulations poten-
tially require DFT supercells and a cluster extension of
DMFT beyond a single quantum impurity. These chal-
lenging calculations would be critical in future studies to
provide further insights into the complex magnetic phase
diagrams of heavy lanthanides, where the underlying spin
configurations are not fully understood at high pressures.
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APPENDIX

I. Fully Charge Self-Consistent DFT+DMFT
Calculation

Figure A1 shows a schematic workflow chart of a
fully charge self-consistent DFT+DMFT calculation,
which consists of two major self-consistent iteration cy-
cles at both the DMFT level [28, 29, 33–35] and the
DFT+DMFT charge level. The entire calculation pro-
cess can be illustrated in three major steps:

1. The electronic structure of the material system un-
der study is first obtained via standard DFT cal-
culations, from which the tight-binding parameters
of the lattice Hamiltonian can be derived by pro-
jecting the band structures to local orbitals.

2. Within the DMFT cycle, an interacting lattice
Hamiltonian is mapped onto a quantum impurity
model, where an impurity site hybridizes with a
bath environment. This embedding procedure nat-
urally leads to a frequency-dependent self-energy
for the impurity, which can be solved exactly by



7

quantum Monte Carlo. A key quantity for achiev-
ing self-consistency in DMFT is the hybridization
function (∆), which describes the correlation be-
tween the impurity site and the electron bath. This
function mimics a dynamical mean-field, parame-
terized by the hopping terms between the impu-
rity and the bath, as well as the site energies of
the bath environment. Finally, the impurity self-
energy is approximated as the self-energy of the
original lattice problem. The process repeats until
the self-energy (or Green’s function) converges.

3. The charge density (ρ) of the correlated local or-
bitals from DMFT is fed back into DFT electronic
structure calculations, which provide a new tight-
binding Hamiltonian for the next DMFT cycle.
The entire process then repeats until the charge
density from both DFT and DMFT converges, lead-
ing to fully charge self-consistent DFT+DMFT ab
initio simulations.

II. Problems and Solutions for Convergent
DFT+DMFT Calculations in Heavy Lanthanides

When performing DFT+DMFT calculations on Tb
(and other heavy lanthanides), we found that it can
be challenging to reach stable and convergent solutions
using the EDMFTF software [37] with the CTQMC
(continuous-time quantum Monte Carlo) solver employ-
ing CTHYB (hybridization expansion) [30–32]. Below,
we divide the problems we encountered into two cate-
gories, describe the possible reasons for their occurrence,
and provide solutions based on systematic and compre-
hensive tests of EDMFTF. The problems and solutions
are also summarized in the schematic chart in Fig. A2.

The first problem is related to the CTQMC solver:

1. One issue in simulating Tb and other heavy lan-
thanides is that the Hilbert space dimension for the
4f orbitals is much larger (compared to light lan-
thanides or d-electrons in transition metals). For
example, in cerium (Ce), the atomic configuration
space typically includes f0, f1, f2, and f3, leading
to a maximal atomic matrix size of 41 (as used in
the EDMFTF software). In the case of Tb, how-
ever, the atomic configurations of f7, f8, f9, and
f10 are required, resulting in a maximal atomic
matrix size of 327 (as used in the EDMFTF soft-
ware). Therefore, a sufficiently large dimension for
the atomic configuration space must be carefully
specified in the software.

2. The stability of DMFT calculations is sensitive to
the input parameters for the Monte Carlo simula-
tions. To address this issue in EDMFTF, we ad-
just the parameters of the Monte Carlo steps in

FIG. A1. Schematic workflow chart of a fully charge self-
consistent DFT+DMFT calculation.

the range of 107 to 108 (with tsample = 100) and
the inverse temperature (β) in the range of 50 to
100 (or temperature T between 116.1 K to 232.1
K) to achieve stable calculations.

3. The stability is also sensitive to the initialization
of DMFT conditions. Important parameters to set
include the nominal valence occupancy (nf0), the
double-counting scheme (DC), the projection en-
ergy window, and the initial magnetic state. To
achieve stable DFT+DMFT results for Tb within
the EDMFTF software, we typically use a nomi-
nal valence occupancy of 9, test different double-
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FIG. A2. Schematic chart of the problems and solutions for achieving stable and convergent DFT+DMFT calculations on
heavy lanthanides.

counting schemes (“nominal” or “exact”), choose a
projection window that is as narrow as possible but
still encloses all 4f states, and test both ferromag-
netic and paramagnetic configurations.

The second problem is the divergence between the lat-
tice occupation (nlat) and the impurity occupation (nimp)
of the correlated atom, which is an important criterion
for achieving convergence in DMFT calculations:

1. A “bad” initialization of DMFT conditions can
lead to stable but non-convergent calculation re-
sults, namely, a large discrepancy between nlat and
nimp. In this case, both the Green’s functions and
self-energies may become unphysical and should be
monitored to prevent further issues.

2. A truncation scheme for the off-diagonal terms in

the hybridization functions is adopted in the quan-
tum impurity solver. This is a conventional treat-
ment for improving the sign problem when us-
ing CTHYB solvers, which, however, may lead to
a small discrepancy between nlat and nimp (see,
for example, Fig. S6 of the Supplemental Mate-
rial [38]). Adjustments to the local orbital basis
may reduce this small discrepancy. However, the
resolution of this issue is beyond the scope of the
present work.

After systematic and comprehensive tests, our
DFT+DMFT calculations on Tb have reached stable
convergence in the free energies, Green functions, and
self-energies. These results are displayed in Fig. S6 of
the Supplemental Material [38].
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1. Calculation methods and details

The fully charge self-consistent density functional theory (DFT) plus dynamical mean-

field theory [1–5] (DFT+DMFT) calculations are performed within the EDMFTF soft-

ware [6] interfaced with the WIEN2k package [7]. In the DFT part of WIEN2k, the valence

electrons and core electrons are described using the all-electron full-potential linearized

augmented-plane-wave (LAPW) method, and the exchange and correlation functionals are

treated with the local density approximation (LDA). The plane-wave basis parameter (RK-

max) in the WIEN2k code is set to 8.5, and a Γ-centered k-mesh is chosen to be 20 × 20 ×
10 (5000 k points), 14 × 14 × 14 (3000 k points), and 26 × 26 × 7 (5000 k points) for the

hcp phase, the α-Sm phase, and the dhcp phase of Tb, respectively. In the DMFT part, all

4f orbitals of Tb are treated as the correlated orbitals, with the on-site Coulomb repulsion

parameter (Hubbard U) chosen to be 6.0 eV and the exchange coupling parameter (Hund’s

J) chosen to be 0.7 eV, which are reasonable values for the lanthanides [8–10]. The quan-

tum impurity model is solved with the continuous time quantum Monte Carlo (CTQMC)

method [11–13] within the “nominal” double counting scheme. The maximum entropy

method, as coded in the EDMFTF software, is used for performing analytic continuation

of the electron self-energy to the real-frequency axis. The density of states are calculated

with 10000 Γ-centered k points for all phases of Tb. The inverse temperature parameter

for the CTQMC calculations is chosen to be β = 100 (T = 116.1 K), β = 75 (T = 154.7

K), and β = 50 (T = 232.1 K) for the hcp phase, the α-Sm phase, and the dhcp phase,

respectively. The DMFT cycles are performed for 10 iterations or more, until convergences

are reached for the free energy, Green’s functions, and self-energies, as shown in Fig. S6. It

is noted that the small discrepancy between the lattice occupation (nlat) and the impurity

occupation (nimp) in Fig. S6 is mainly caused by the off-diagonal term truncation method

used in the impurity solver. In the hcp phase of Tb, both paramagnetic and ferromag-

netic states have been studied. For initializing ferromagnetism, a step-progressive energy

difference of 0.2 eV has been added to the impurity levels of the J = 7/2 states in the ini-

tial self-energy. The α-Sm and dhcp phases of Tb have been studied for paramagnetism only.

2. Parameters used in Fig. 2(b) of the main text

In obtaining Fig. 2(b) of the main text, a systematic study has been performed on

examining the quantitative agreements between our DFT+DMFT calculations and exper-

2



iments under the variation of major calculation schemes and parameters. As described

above, the standard calculation scheme and parameters for the hcp phase of Tb include

ferromagnetism, “nominal” double-counting scheme, on-site Hubbard U parameter of 6.0

eV, and temperature of T = 116.1 K. One of these calculation scheme and parameters

has been changed for each test, including: (1) paramagnetism, (2) “exact” double-counting

scheme [14], (3) a smaller Hubbard U parameter of 5.8 eV, and (4) a lower temperature

parameter of T = 92.8 K. The results are displayed in Fig. S3.

3. Definition of the magnetic ordering parameter in Fig. 4 of the main text

The magnetic ordering parameter (M) discussed in Fig. 4 of the main text is defined as:

M =
∑

J=5/2, 7/2

∆nspin
J

√
J(J + 1), (1)

∆nJ = nJ,↑ − nJ,↓. (2)

Here, ∆nJ is the difference of electron occupation between spin-up and spin-down states for

total angular moment J (= 5/2 or 7/2).

4. Supplemental figures

Additional figures discussed in the main text and in this document are given below.

FIG. S1. DFT band structures of Tb in the ambient-pressure hcp phase, with projections onto

(a) 4f orbitals, (b) 6s orbitals, and (c) 5d orbitals, respectively. The projection intensities are

represented by the circle sizes, colored in blue, red, and green, respectively. Zero energy is set at

the Fermi level.
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volume = 11,

FIG. S2. (a) DFT electron DOS of Tb in the ambient-pressure hcp phase. The total DOS and

4f -orbital projected DOS are plotted in black and blue lines, respectively. The two peaks split by

strong spin-orbit coupling (SOC) of 4f orbitals below and above the Fermi level are indicated by

the green and pink lines, respectively. (b) Experimentally measured electron DOS of Tb in the

ambient-pressure hcp phase [15]. The three major peaks contributed by 4f orbitals are labeled in

gray, green, and pink lines, respectively. Zero energy is set at the Fermi level.
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FIG. S3. (a) Experimentally measured electron DOS of Tb in the ambient-pressure hcp phase [15].

(b) DFT+DMFT electron DOS within the standard setting of a ferromagnetic (FM) state, or

under variations of the calculation schemes and parameters on (c) paramagnetic state (PM), (d)

the “exact” double-counting scheme (DCexact), (e) a smaller Hubbard U = 5.8 eV, and (f) a lower

temperature T = 92.8 K. See more detailed discussions in Sec. 2 of this document. Here, the lower

Hubbard band peak (LHP) and upper Hubbard band peak (UHP) are labelled in green and pink

lines, respectively. Zero energy is set at the Fermi level.
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FIG. S4. DFT+DMFT electron DOS for (a) the α-Sm phase, and (b) the dhcp phase. The

LHP and UHP are labelled in green and pink lines, respectively. The Hubbard gap or the energy

difference (∆E′) between the LHP and UHP is labelled with arrows. Zero energy is set at the

Fermi level.

FIG. S5. The Hubbard gap or the energy difference (∆E′) between the LHP and UHP (defined

in Fig. S4) as a function of pressure.
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FIG. S6. DFT+DMFT convergence tests on (a) the impurity- and lattice-site occupations, (b)

the total and free energies, (c) the Green’s functions, and (d) the self-energies. The calculations

are performed using the ambient-pressure hcp structure of Tb.
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