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A theory for elementary excitations in random substitutional alloys with off-diagonal as well as diagonal
disorder has been developed using a new technique for configurational averaging introduced by Mookerjee.
The theory is valid in both the long- and short-mean-free-path regions, and generates a Green’s function
which is always analytic. The mathematical formalism is illustrated for the case of electrons in a binary alloy
with a tight-binding Hamiltonian. Typical results for the densities of states of one-dimensional chains are
shown to compare well with essentially exact numerical calculations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the introduction of the coherent-potential
approximation (CPA) in 1967 by Soven' and Taylor 2
there has been a great deal of work done on the
theory of disordered systems trying to extend the
CPA to include off-diagonal disorder and multi-
site correlations.®"’° While there have been some
successes, no general theory has emerged.

A new approach to the problem of disordered
systems which we believe holds great promise
was introduced by Mookerjee'***? in 1973, This
approach centers around a new technique for av-
eraging functions of independent random variables.
Using this technique Mookerjee was able to develop
a new theory for randomly disordered alloys in
which there is only site-diagonal disorder. This
theory successfully includes multisite correla-
tions and has been used to calculate the densities
of electronic states for diagonally disordered one-
and three-dimensional random alloys.'?-'* Despite
his successes with this formalism, Mookerjee'®
was not able to properly include off-diagonal dis-
order. He was successful only in extending the
theory to include the special case of a random bond
model which, in general, is not applicable to phys-
ical systems. (The relationship of this special
case to the more general off-diagonal disorder
problem is discussed in Sec. II.)

In this paper we show how to extend the formal-
ism introduced by Mookerjee to properly include
off-diagonal disorder. We then discuss two com-
putational methods based on this formalism.

The essential feature of this theory is the unique
way in which configurational averages are handled.
Rather than expanding the Green’s function in
some manner and then averaging an appropriate
set of terms as is the conventional practice, we
transform the random problem into an ordered
one which is defined in a larger Hilbert space.

We then evaluate the Green’s function in this ex-
tended space by using conventional expansion
techniques.

This new Hilbert space is referred to as the
augmented space. In somewhat oversimplified
terms, this augmented space may be described
as the direct product of the Hilbert space spanned
by the original Hamiltonian with a “disorder”
space which describes the various allowed con-
figurations of the solid. On transforming to this
augmented space, a new nonrandom Hamiltonian
can be defined such that configurational averages
in real space for the random solid are equal to
inner products in the augmented space.

Once the augmented space is constructed we eval-
uate the Green’s function in this space by applying
two techniques previously used on solids with di-
agonal disorder !27'* only: the recursion method
of Haydock et al.'® and the graphical method of
Anderson.'” We emphasize that although we have
found these methods to be useful techniques for
evaluating the Green’s function, they are not es-
sential to the basic theory. The transformation to
augmented space is exact and yields a new Hamil-
tonian which may be treated by other means as
well .!®

The theory is quite general and can be applied
equally well to any elementary excitations in ran-
dom substitutional alloys. In order to be specific
we have chosen to investigate here the electronic
properties of a binary alloy. In Sec. II of this
paper we review the transformation to augmented
space. Sections III and IV deal with the two tech-
niques we have chosen to use in evaluating the
augmented space Green’s function, the recursion
method and the graphical method, respectively.
For each method we include the results of cal-
culations for one-dimensional alloys which are
compared with essentially exact results. Con-
cluding remarks are contained in Sec. V.
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II. AUGMENTED SPACE FORMALISM

In this section we describe the augmented space
formalism as applied to the electronic properties
of a random substitutional binary A-B alloy with
a nearest-neighbor, tight-binding Hamiltonian H,

H;=e;0,;+W;;. (2.1)

J

The diagonal element e; equals either e, or ep,
and the off-diagonal element W;; takes on the values
Wya, Wgp, or W,p=W,, depending on the occupa-
tion of sites 7 and j. W,;;=0if i=j or if  and j are
not nearest neighbors. The relative concentrations
of the A and B constituents are denoted by ¢, and
cy=1-c,4, vespectively.

We describe the configuration of the alloy in
terms of a site occupation variable s;, where s;
=s,(sp) if an A atom (B atom) is present at site
i. For a random substitutional alloy, the {s,} are
independent random variables with probability
distribution p,(s;). For a binary alloy,

pils)=cadp(s;—s4)+Cpdp(s;—sp), (2.2)

where 6,(x) is the Dirac delta function. e; and W;;
can be written explicitly as functions of the site
occupation variables s; and s;:

e;=e,0(s;,5,) +epd(s;,Sp), (2.3a)
B B

W= 9. Do Wabls;,sa)0(s;, S5), (2.3b)
a=A B=A

where 06(s;,s,) is the Kronecker delta function
and the summations indicate that « and 3 take on
the values A and B.

In a disordered solid it is the configurationally
averaged properties that are of physical interest.
The configurationally averaged Green’s function
is defined by the relation

Eii(e)sff'..f(¢i|[€I‘H({Sk})]-1|¢j>

xpl(sl)pz(sz) e 'Pk(sk) i
xXds,ds,*ecds, " . (2.4)

The Hamiltonian H is defined on the Hilbert space
2, and ¥; and y; are the basis vectors defined in
€ such that H;; = @; |H|v,).

Since the averaged Green’s function is defined
in terms of an integral over independent random
variables we can use the augmented space formal-
ism' to evaluate this integral by constructing a
Hilbert space &, a vector y, in ¢, and a self-
adjoint operator 3C on the Hilbert space Z =Q®®
such that

6i5(€)=<¢i®70’(<lu-3@-1'4)1@70), (2.5)

where I is the identity operator on Z and ® de-
notes the direct or tensor product. Thus config-

urational averages in real space are replaced by
inner products in the augmented space Z. Intui-
tively, one can think of ® as a “disorder” space
which allows for all possible configurations. The
new Hamiltonian JC retains the physical information
in its action on 2, and the action on ® builds in

the appropriate probabilities for each configuration.

The key feature of the mathematical formalism
is that JC can be constructed by means of a sub-
stitution rule. Each matrix element of H can be
thought of as a function of the random variables
{sx}, and we can write H,;;=h,,({s,}. If we sub-
stitute a suitably chosen self-adjoint operator §,
(which acts on ®) for the random variable s 2>
then h;,({8,}) becomes an operator on &, and iC
defined by 3¢;;=,;({8,}) is the desired operator on
2. For example, if z;,({s,})=c, a (nonrandom)
constant, then &;;({8,})=cly. If hy;({s,}) =s, +s,,
then h;,;({8,}) =8, +8,.

We still need to describe how the disorder space
¢, the vector y, and the operators §, are chosen.
For each random variable s,, we find a Hilbert
space ¢,, a unit vector v? in ¢,, and a self-adjoint
operator M, (on ¢,) such that

P NCAES 1 tim Im@k|(sl,- M) |08, (2.6)
m S=Sp +i0*

where I, is the identity operator on the space ¢,.
In other words, v% and M, are chosen such that
the spectral density of M, with respect to v? is the
given probability distribution. Such a relation can
always be found for any probability density p. For
the binary alloy, with the probability distribution
given in Eq. (2.2), we find that ¢, is a Hilbert
space of dimension 2,

ab
M= (b c)’

A=S4C4+SpCp,
b=(s,—sp)VcsCp, (2.7)
C=S,+Sg—-a,

and the appropriate vector*®

1
173:(()).

In terms of the Hilbert space ¢, and the opera-
tors and vectors defined on this space, we can
define the essential elements needed for the trans-
formation to the augmented space. We define

D=, ® G, R G, B 0, (2.82)
Yo=Up@VER vi@ e | (2.8b)
8,=L,®L®" I, OM, QL @ . (2.8c)

The fact that 8, is equal to the identity operator
on all except the kth component of ¢ is an expres-
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sion of the independence of the random variables.

Using the above definition we can now apply the
substitution rule to obtain the augmented space
Hamiltonian 3¢ for which Eq. (2.5) is valid. Sub-
stituting the direct product operator §; defined in
(2.8c) into the expressions given for the diagonal
and off-diagonal elements of the real-space Ham-
iltonian in Eq. (2.3) we have

3C;;=es0(s5,14,8;) +egb(sgly, S;), (2.9a)
B B

3= 00 2 Wagd(saley8,)8(seler8,). (2.9b)
a=A B=A

In order to complete the transformation to aug-
mented space we must define what we mean by
the Kronecker delta function of the operator §8;.
From spectral theory we know that 5(s 14, 8;) is
the projection onto the eigenvector associated
with the eigenvalue s,.*° In order to find the ma-
trix representation of the Kronecker delta, we
first note that

(s lp,8) =L @L® *®L_ @85 I;,M)®1I, " .
(2.10)

In order to calculate 6(s,I;,M ;) we diagonalize
M;;

s, O
v=ul o ., U, (2.11)
where
Ve, Veg
U= oo oo s (2.12)
is unitary. Thus*
0(Sy,S4) 0
S(soli,M;)=U 0 5(s,.5,) U, (2.13)
and hence
Ca (cqcpi’?
F4=08(s,0,M,)= Ccxc®  cp ) (2.14a)
cp  =(cacp)?
FB=6(spl;,M,)= (2.14b)
=(cqcp)’?  ca

Substituting these expressions for the delta func-
tions in Eq. (2.9) we find that the elements of the
augmented space Hamiltonian JC can be written as

¥, =L ®L® " ®(e, Fi+ey FH)®I,,*++, (2.152)
B B

=D D, WeeL®L®*QF¢ @I, **+@F}
a=A B=a

®Ij, **+), i#j. (2.15b)

Using these definitions G;;(¢) can now be evaluated
from Eq. (2.5).

As we mentioned earlier, Mookerjee's has also
attempted to treat off-diagonal disorder using the
augmented space formalism. As he noted, he
failed to include the correlations between sites
correctly. He simply replaced the hopping inte-
grals randomly and thus neglected the fact that
if site ¢ contains an A atom then W;; must equal
W44 or W pfor all j coupled to ¢. Similarly if
site ¢ contains a B atom W,; must be Wy, or Wyy.
The theory we have presented in this section
properly accounts for these correlations between
sites.

So far we have described the augmented space
formalism for determining the configurationally
averaged Green’s function of an alloy with off-
diagonal as well as diagonal disorder. This in-
volves choosing an appropriate set of independent
random variables to describe the system, con-
structing the augmented space, and finding a ma-
trix representation for the Kronecker delta func-
tion in the augmented space. Everything to this
point is exact. It still remains for us to describe
the computational procedures we have used for
evaluating the Green’s function in this formalism
and some illustrative examples. In Secs. III and
IV we describe two such techniques, the recursion
and graphical methods, and illustrate their use
for a one-dimensional alloy.

III. RECURSION METHOD

The recursion method of Haydock, Heine, and
Kelly'® is a form of the Lanczos® procedure to
invert matrices. The essential element of this
method is an algorithm which constructs a tri-
diagonal representation for any operator. For
the operator R defined on the Hilbert space ¥ and
the vector |1} in ¥ we can construct an orthonor-
mal basis in which R is tridiagonal by the follow-
ing algorithm:

[n+1}=R|n} - a,|n}- B, [n-1} for n=1, B, =0,

(3.1)
where
_{nIRIn} _ nin}
a,= nin ) Bn-l_ !n-—lln—l} . (3-2)

With respect to the normalized system, ln}/
({n|n}P*#, R is tridiagonal with diagonal elements
R,,=a, and off-diagonal elements R, ., =R,,, ,
= */E; .

Once we have constructed a tridiagonal repre-
sentation of R, it is relatively easy to generate
a continued fraction expansion for the Green’s
function, g(z)=(zI-R)™. Let D, be the determin-
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ant of the matrix derived from g(z)* =zI- R by

deleting the first » rows and columns. D, is the
determinant of the complete matrix g, and by
the standard relation from linear algebra

{1|g|1}=D,/D,. (3.3)

Expanding the determinant we obtain the recur-
rence relation

Dn=(z_an)Dm1_BrtDm2‘ (3.4)

Substituting (3.4) into (3.3) yields the continued
fraction expansion for the Green’s functions,

1
{tlglt}= —5— RS

Z-0Q,-f,

m‘: . (3.5)

In the recursion method we calculate (a,, 8,)
for n=1,2,...,n, and use a repetitive termination
for the remainder of the continued fraction.

There are a number of possible termination pro-
cedures; several of these are discussed by Hay-
dock ef al.'® Such an approximation gives the con-
tribution of the first 2%, moments of R exactly.
All higher moments are approximated in terms of
these first 2n, moments.

Applying this procedure to the augmented space
Hamiltonian allows one to evaluate the configura-
tionally averaged Green’s function. For example,
if we wish to calculate the average density of states
n(€), which is given by the relation

n(e)=- 1 lim ImG,,;(z), (3.6)
z=e+i0*

we let R=3Cand |1}= |y, ®v,) and then use the re-
cursion relation to evaluate the diagonal element
of the averaged Green’s function G;;(z).

Before discussing some example calculations,
let us consider what information about the alloy
is included by this approximation. The recursion
method constructs new vectors |n+ 1} in the aug-
mented space Z as a linear combination of states
which are “nearest” neighbors of the states in |n}.
(The nearest-neighbor structure of the augmented
space is discussed more fully in Sec. IV.) There-
fore each level in the recursion method includes in-
formation about how the next group of neighboring
states interacts with the preceding group. Since
the augmented space includes information about
the physical interactions as well as the configura-
tions of the alloy, we are in a sense systematically
constructing the Green’s function by bringing in a
growing number of atomic sites and their possible
configurations. This procedure is physically rea-
sonable and the resulting Green’s function is always
analytic. Many earlier attempts to extend the CPA

to include cluster correlations and off-diagonal dis-
order have produced nonanalytic Green’s func-
tions.23-25

While the theory we have presented is applicable
to one-, two-, or three-dimensional alloys, we
have chosen to calculate the density of states of a
one-dimensional binary alloy since it is relatively
easy to calculate exact results for one-dimensional
systems. In Fig. 1 the results of a calculation using
the augmented space formalism and the recursion
method with n,=10 are compared with essentially
exact results obtained using the Schmidt method.?®
The theory agrees reasonably well with exact
results even for this split-band case. It correctly
predicts some of the major peaks in the density
of states and approximately matches the unequal
band widths of the two bands. The structure pre-
dicted by the theory is naturally dependent upon #,.
In Fig. 2 we show calculations for the same one-
dimensional system as in Fig. 1 but with n,=7, 9,
and 10. Notice that with increasing »n, new peaks
appear in the distribution and existing ones tend
to shift and narrow. For three-dimensional alloys,
the exact density of states is considerably smooth-
er®”28 and fewer levels in the recursion method
may be needed. An example of the application
of the recursion method to a three-dimensional
simple cubic solid for the special case of diagonal
disorder only has already been given by Mooker-
jee.'?

IV. GRAPHICAL METHOD

Another technique for evaluating the configura-
tionally averaged Green’s function in the augmented
space formalism and one which may give better
physical insight into the nature of this new space

DENSITY OF STATES

ENERGY

FIG. 1. The density of states calculated in the aug-
mented space formalism by the recursion method with
n,=10 is compared with exact results (histogram) for a
one-dimensional electronic alloy with e,=—ep=2.5,
Wps=0.5, Wyp=Wp,=0.8, Wgg=1.0, and cp=0.5.
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FIG. 2. The density of states for the same one-dimen-
sional system as is used in Fig. 1 is evaluated in the
augmented space formalism by the recursion method
with (a) ng=7, (b) 7,=9, and (c) ny=10.

is the graphical method of Anderson.!” This meth-
od was introduced by Anderson to study diffusion
in random lattices and was later used by Bishop
and Mookerjee'® to calculate the density of states
of diagonally disordered solids. In this section

we apply this method to an alloy with diagonal and
off-diagonal disorder.

In the graphical method, a diagonal element of
the Green’s function is expressed in a perturbation
series in which each term corresponds to a differ-
ent self-avoiding path which starts and ends at a
particular site. In order to calculate the density
of states in the augmented space formalism [ Eq.
(3.6)] we need to evaluate the inner product (),

@ Y| (2l =50 |4, @ ).
Before describing the application of the graphical

method to this problem, let us define a simpler
notation for the set of vectors we use to span the
augmented space Z. In the description of the aug-
mented space given in Sec. II we described the
space in terms of the vectors

|9 ®v;, ®;, B2 2vg, ®°02),

where ¢ is the atomic site index and @,=0 or 1.
Following the notation of Mookerjee we set

|Zf>= l¢i®7g>9

lif)=|4; Qv @vE@ =+ vi Qv ®vjtt o2 ),

o 4.1)

|if“)= [¢i®vg®”'vg'l®v{®v{)’l ceeplt (
Qvi@uitee), ete.

where v# is the vector in ¢, orthonormal to »% and
v¥=(9) for the representation of M, given in Eq.
(2.7). The index i is referred to as the site index
and f,, +++ as the field indices.

We separate the augmented space Hamiltonian
into a diagonal part and an off-diagonal part,

=32 +350°, (4.2)

Note that this division of 3¢ is not equivalent to that
given in Eq. (2.15) since 3C? is diagonal in the field
indices as well as the site index. Then according
to Anderson we can write the diagonal element

of the averaged Green’s function as

600(2) =<0fl (ZI): -%)t |0f>
= (g(_)lf" Z ':‘Cgf,kG?szCg,Of
R#0f

-1
A N IO

REOf
1#k Of
(4.3)
where
gp= (k| (2l =309 |R), (4.4)

Ggf= (g;zl - Z ch,zcgf'ksctx’,k

1#k,0f

-1
) Ofykylrp0 0f, ke 0 .
- Z IR G 30, 1 Gy 3, — ") .
1#k, 0f
m#1, 'k, Of

(4.5)

Gk GO k1) ete. are defined by similar expres-
sions.

The graphical method of Anderson eliminates
repeated indices in each term of the perturbation
expansion of G,, by defining renormalized Green’s
functions G¥ 7" which are expressed in terms of
summations which do not include the vectors
i,j**+ . If we draw a line connecting the points in
the sequence in which they appear in each term of
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the expansion we find that the expansion for G, can
be expressed as a collection of closed self-avoid-
ing paths in the augmented space. In addition each
renormalized Green’s function can be expressed
in terms of a restricted subset of those closed
paths defining G,.

It is best to begin with the simpler problem of a
solid with only diagonal disorder which was treated
by Bishop and Mookerjee.!* By setting W=W,,
=Wyp=Wg,=Wgp, we can reduce the augmented
space Hamiltonian given in Eq. (2.15) to

3¢, ;= W(I, ®I,** +®I,*+*) (4.6)

with ¥;; unchanged. This is equivalent to the form

of the augmented space Hamiltonian given by Bishop

and Mookerjee in Eq. (8) of Ref. 13. In approxi-
mating the diagonal element of the Green’s func-
tion for this simplified Hamiltonian, Bishop and
Mookerjee included all closed self-avoiding loops
except those which connected different spatial
sites through vectors with changes in the field in-
dices. This approximation turned out to be exact-
ly equivalent to the coherent-potential approxima-
tion (CPA) of Soven! and Taylor.?

When considering the full augmented space Ham-
iltonian which includes off-diagonal and diagonal
disorder such an approximation is inadequate. It
is the paths which have different spatial sites con-
nected by way of vectors with changes in the field
indices which account for the particular structural
correlations. Since each off-diagonal element is
a function of the occupancy of the two neighboring
sites, we must at least include loops which have
pairs of neighboring sites connected by way of
vectors with changes in the field indices associated
with that pair of sites. Therefore for an adequate
approximation for the off-diagonal disordered
alloy, we need to include two sets of closed self-
avoiding paths: (i) We need all the paths which do
not allow different spatial sites to be connected
through changes in the field indices. (In fact, the
collection of all paths with only spatial index
changes corresponds to the virtual crystal approx-
imation.?®) (ii) In addition, we need a subset of the
remaining closed self-avoiding loops which allow
for the configuration dependence of nearest-neigh-
bors sites as discussed above.

This concept can best be illustrated by example.
We again choose to examine a one-dimensional
binary alloy with nearest-neighbor hopping as we
did in Sec. III. We label the real-space lattice
structure relative to a central site 0 as (***-2,
-1,0,1,2+++). Figure 3 shows a graph of |0f)
and its nearest neighbors in augmented space. The
lines indicate the matrix elements between vectors.
(For diagonal disorder only, there are just 3 near-

est neighbors, 0f, 1f, -1f, instead of 9.) Since there

0fo
[

if

-1fg I8

of

—1fy 1f,

-tfo -y

FIG. 3. The augmented space graph of the nearest
neighbors of vector | 0f) for the one-dimensional alloy
with both diagonal and off-diagonal disorder.

are no closed loops connecting different spatial
sites through changes in field indices this graph is
inadequate to use for developing an approximation
for G,,. If we include second nearest neighbors as
is shown in Fig. 4, we get a considerably more
complex structure with many self-avoiding closed
loops starting at 0f and returning via a path of the
desired structure. The simplest set of closed
self-avoiding paths satisfying our requirements
for having different spatial sites connected by
changes in field indices is the collection of 12
third-order loops starting and ending at 0f. These
include the paths with the following pairs of in-
termediate vectors: (0f,, 1/), (0f,,11), (0f,, 1f,),
(Ofw lfO,].)? (Ofo’ _lf)7 (ofm - -1), (Ofo’ _lfo)’ (Ofo,
"lfo,-1), (lf: 1f1), (lfm lfo, 1): (" lfs —lf-l)’ (— lfo’ lfo,-l)'
For diagonal disorder only, the shortest path in
augmented space satisfying the requirements of
different atomic sites connected through changes
infield indices is eight steps long instead of the three

DN—— —
TSN T NS
5% Vi
= S\ Sz

FIG. 4. The augmented space graph of the first and
second nearest neighbors of vector |0f) for the one-
dimensional alloy with both diagonal and off-diagonal
disorder.
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steps as it is for the off-diagonal disorder case.
This reduction in the length of the closed loops
which results from including off-diagonal disorder
is a clear indication of the increase in importance
of correlations between different sites in this
system. In a one-dimensional structure all paths
not involving different spatial sites connected by
changes in field indices correspond to hops to a
nearest-neighbor vector and back.

If we write the equations for G, for the set of
paths described above, we find it is a function of
the 9 independent renormalized Green’s functions:
GSf,y GOy GO, G3f,, G3f,, GOF%0, %o, GIY,
G?gi’%. In order to evaluate each of these renor-
malized Green’s functions, we write the equations
for the same set of paths as we used for G,, except
with those matrix elements set to zero which cor-
respond to the particular set of restrictions on each
renormalized Green’s function. This procedure
generates a self-consistent set of equations for
500 which can be easily solved numerically. (A
more detailed description of the approximation is
contained in the Appendix.)

The density of states evaluated by the graphical
method is compared with essentially exact results
for a one-dimensional binary alloy with e, =—~ej
=2.5, W,,=05, W,z =Wy,=0.8, Wyz=1, and ¢
=0.1, 0.3, and 0.5 in Figs. 5(a), 5(b), and 5(c),
respectively. The theory predicts a relatively
smooth two-band structure which adequately re-
produces the average properties of the exact den-
sity of states but which does not reproduce the
detailed structure. This result is similar in form
to the CPA results for diagonally disordered sys-
tems. The essential difference lies in the fact
that we are able to reproduce the unequal band-
widths which are associated with off-diagonal
disorder.

The solution we have presented above is for the
simplest set of closed self-avoiding paths which
are adequate to approximate a disordered linear
chain with off-diagonal disorder. In order to im-
prove the approximation, more closed self-avoid-
ing paths must be included. By choosing those
paths which connect vectors associated with par-
ticular groupings of atoms one can include whatev-
er structure is desired in the density of states.

The graphical method is not restricted to the
one-dimensional examples described above. Moo-
kerjee'® has used it successfully to solve for the
density of states of a diagonally disordered three-
dimensional diamond lattice. Furthermore, Bishop
and Mookerjee®® have shown that the form of the
Green’s function generated by the graphical method
is always analytic. As we indicated already in
Sec. III, this is an important property which was
not found in many earlier theories.

GRAY 14

Ca= 0.1 i

DENSITY OF STATES
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FIG. 5. The density of states evaluated by the graphi-
cal method is compared with exact results (histogram)
for one-dimensional electronic alloys with e ,=—eg=2.5,
Wsa=0.5, Wyop=Wp,s=0.8, Wyp=1.0, and (a) ¢,=0.1,
(b) ¢4=0.3, and (¢) ¢4=0.5.

V. CONCLUSION

We have presented a formalism for constructing
a nonrandom representation of a random substitu-
tional alloy with both diagonal and off-diagonal
disorder and have described two separate computa-
tional methods for approximating the Green’s func-
tion of this system. The theory is based on Moo-
kerjee’s method for averaging functions of indepen-
dent random variables and parallels his develop-
ment for the special case of diagonal disorder only.
We believe the recursion method and the graphical
method are only two of many possible techniques
for approximating the Green’s function.!® 1t is
the transformation to augmented space which is the
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essential feature of this theory. Once the augment-
ed space is constructed then it should not be dif-
ficult to devise a satisfactory approximation for
evaluating the configurationally averaged property
of interest.3%3!

While the theory we have presented includes off-
diagonal as well as diagonal disorder and includes
multisite correlations in a random system, it
cannot be considered a general theory for dis-
ordered solids. In order to be considered a gen-
eral theory it would have to be able to include
short-range order; i.e., systems which are de-
scribed in terms of functions of nonindependent
random variables. The theory as presented is
based on the assumption of independence of the
random variables. A generalization of the aug-
mented space formalism not based on independent
random variables which is applicable to disordered
systems with short-range order will be dealt with
in a subsequent paper.
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APPENDIX

There are 12 third-order self-avoiding paths
starting and ending at site Of in Fig. 4. The 12
pairs of intermediate sites on these paths are
(ofm lf)7 (Ofo, lfl), (Ofo’ lfo)y (ofoy 1f01)7 (Ofo, —]-f)9
(Ofm -lf_l), (Of;n "lfo)’ (Ofm —lfo-l)r (lf, lfl), (lfo, 1f01)5
(-1f,-11.)), (=1f,, =1f,_,). If we apply Anderson’s
perturbation expansion given in Eq. (4.3) and in-
clude the fact that contributions from paths includ-
ing negative sites are equivalent to ones including
positive sites [i.e., the contribution from (0f,, 1)
equals that from (0f;,, ~1f)], then

Coo(2) = [2 - a - b2C, - 242G, - 2B*(G, + G,) - 2D%G,
- 4bG,(BG,A - DG,B - EG,B - FG,D)
- 4AG,bG,B - 4BG,G,D] ™, (A1)

where a and b are defined in Eq. (2.7),

m(0f, 1) =A =AW, +2c,c5W 5 +CEWp,
m(0f, 1f,) =B =(c4cp) ?[caWap+ (c— c)Wap
- cWps]
(A2)
m(0f, 1fy) =D =cocg(Wyp—2W 5+ Wpyp)
m(0fy, 1f)) =E =c,cpW 4+ (¢4 + c5)W 4p+CapWp
M (0fy, foy) =F = (cycp) 2 gW gp+(cy = €5)Wyp
-4 Wpsl
and &, =G%,, &,=6%, G,=G%, C,=G%,, &,=G%,,

— (20F,0fg (> = (3OF,0f _ (0,1 0~ 0f,1
Ge_Glf’ o, G"/"Glﬁ o, GB_Glf; ’ Gg_Gh{(’)lfo'

m(z,7) is the matrix element connecting vectors
7 and j. Note that each loop must be counted twice
since you can traverse it in either direction.

In order to evaluate the renormalized Green’s
functions we use Eq. (4.5) and the same set of
paths as we used for G, with the appropriate re-
strictions included. For example, G?;;o is evaluated
by setting the matrix element connecting 0f and
0f, to zero (leaving only 4 third-order loops) in
order to eliminate the paths that correspond to
hops from 0f, to 0f. We find

G3 =G, =(z+a-24%G, - 2B°G, - 2B°G, - 2D°G,
—4AG,bG, - 4BG,bG,)™. (A3)

Similarly we find for the remaining renormalized
Green’s functions,

G, =(Cah +A2G, + 2AG,bG B + 2bG,BG,A)™ |

,=(C;t+B?G,+2AG,bG,B +20G,BG,A)™,

=(C; +2a+B2G,+2BG,bG,D+2bG,EG,B)™,

o =(C3} +2a+ D*C,+2BG,bG,D +2bG,FG, D)™,
5 =(G5t+ G5t - 2AG,0GyB - G)™,

G,=(G3*+G - 2a- 2BG,bG,D - GA)™,

8, = (57 +2BG,bG,D + B2G,)™,

G,= (57 +2BG,bG,D + D*G,)™.

Q@ > D

4

(4

(A4)

o

These equations can be solved in less than 0.1 sec
for each value of z on the ORNL 360/91.

We have included the complete set of equations
in order to demonstrate the mathematical pro-
cedure. In general, it is simpler to use the com-
puter to both generate and solve the equations.
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