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2. AR} A} Atolel] g3 AR (ssq, SSmr SPo,
spr. 5do $)Z 7H 3T} Fig. 12% 5, p, d AESY
7Fsd BE F3 7 two-center L EUSE H
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Fig. 1. s, p, d HI=0i| CHEt 7t=Et =XT} 2center SHEIEL|OH

3. & A= W= NR| 9} pairwise HFOZ Foi
A, ME R X3ER] G AUAE BF
A 3ol TekET:
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A

£ 8o gt Ao A, YRR 25

‘

O

=
-
PN
4=

3

(43)

A 8 Fermi S7HA] HAES] AAX|9) o= &
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(occupation number)o|ch. §-¥ FHA 82 HE 2-
body HEN2 o] 2%E7He] 45282 Foln tirfe
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(density functional theory)2] 4=2]ol| 4] £} Z+o| Hellmann-
Feynman Theoremo]'” e}Asle] 78 4= gick. & )2
EVSH 98] 9a5e) Axe] o] ekl Bels
F(explicit function)ZPA

oE
=% (4] 4)
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34 TB ghHo| m2{|E] FF(parameter fitting)

TB Hhe] delnEEe HE APA AldLagye
2HE AL A oA, AxPYE, ME 1ER2RE F
2310 Z X 7Elr). o] Z Slater & Koster (SK) I
2}3 3l=tl), on-site 33} hopping -2 HHE 242
2 VA3 O AFE DEO 2N 2ITE U2l
A) 72 code?] DoD TBE] 734> @4l thairis
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He Zgeln, ol TB ¥ri e 728 e Al SEol=
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35 7|= TB ol 2kt

AF7A) 71edt 71ES TB W2 &8 94 5 +
AAE Atolnte] Ao a8-& I3, Al dAE B
1 o)E Ato)e] A& AME(three-center approximation)
2 FAlEt gith T2y Al 93kE Ateld] Adsabe
o9 AR 2L $ gl gelay gEA Aok
AAZ Al s 7He] A3 2-S 7# %) environment-
dependent TB 2d-& ALG-8E B¢ T2 BZ
grao} A Zel|A aPdE Aoe Aok

TB "ol A siEEVt sfE ] thztslo] o]t Aj4ke]
EE4S A SRR 71A S8 S wEHA B
it o] A$ YA e Fasklocalization) FE7} o]
L A% gshEy, olof ofsf) &4 fetrEE o d
A Fol] 288 739 BE transferability 7} Yol x| A €
th o] EAIFEE Besr] $lsl 7T 240 AEE
Zke= 71ARFLE A3k, o] ZAES Ul B
2 wakR] e r 2, TB i@ EH<tel hopping &3} f
AVeE e o) overlap o) F7tg ). o)o 15} transfer-
abilityE =8 F e v AEe] 717t 24|
)

71 TB PH-2 self-consistent 312) g¥olx] Fo17 7)
o] AslE A4 ZEE o] 2% EFoV AR S
ohFEt A etA] @ ol S Eest7] 98 Local
Charge neutrality(LCN), Hubbard U, self-consistent tight-
binding(SCTB) 5 R 7} WHEo] WAL o<l
w2} Aste] Ado] a5 ol 2A% 22 AR o
3 Aldto) 7P B

TB W= AL e+ iR 2 f 22 HH &
LEVRMN] I3 ZHHEE T3k Aolk webr
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U QA7HARE 4o0] 3560 vlgiake o124 O 71
o} ®rth TB ¥hie] 233l B2 59 ol it ALt
o] 7Fe 8-S Wi7MIAFTE WHAE OWN) 71He] /i
AR, A7IME AT Alte] 9t e dAFoE
H]#H k) Density matrix Y, recursion Y o] ojof} <
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4. TB 4389 88

TB WO 2 T, weA), daH, o]22% 3%
E 2o A%, vIAA, cluster, 44, B2 ¥R, 2%, 2
ZHAY(superlattice) Foff th3t ALkE & 5= ek

41 2

20| AL E

dsll, o|&H, olg¥”

F&A A ARE Fermi 29 2HNM @343}
(delocalized) Ho] Itk Z, Fermi 9] ZHol| 3] 1)
UAIA] e WET} EA5}e, o)ol) o) Fermi £9&
Brillouin Zone(BZ) 77|} A5t =tk whebd 2
27)9) Zal8 AES BZ Wold Fasishs 2L 89
A ol sh= AR ol gt 2+ Palol thEk local
density of state2 F-B] 48] WEE F3t= A A
(Recursion) W0 2% HEH AAES PoiHr}. Fig.
22" TB g o A NoAolA olix) M=t A
2] AHVESE HAFT glow, 71e FLA Y
TB WYls} 94 o= gas 2.

4.1.1 Moriarity generalized pseudopotential theory (GPT)

d-band& 7F7] Fe] F&oll T TB WO E d W=
7+ A3 AL vEsle A oUR), AT, A%
23, 4944, 48 A9, FEE, A% Bl
3§ 22 & 5 At

4.1.2 TB linear muffin tin orbitals (LMTO)

LMTO gei= A gehdolr d2] AgEE 34s)
B e Feie] 71X E TB W= AR ol &
t} 124 long-range ¢l LMTO+= short-range two-center
2218 3% TB WUFHE BA o 23] 3o
Anderson %—0120) A3 M3 B3} two-center 3|H
EUkE TR, o] WS Bl tisle $2 trans-
ferability & zl=th

4.1.3 Hybrid method

TB " effective medium AN} EA4151d Ni-Als}
D NiAl B4 ydee 43H0E Y
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a14. 24 EROIMS] B}

& EANME 71 2A9 FAL S WS Sl
u)$- Fage), CO Bxte] PAW,™ Pyw,* PuNi*o)
o] B3}, 449 Pd, Ni £ EA 9 T35 TB
HOF A7} gk B 22 FHol O B7E B
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4.1.5 &2 22 cluster

Cu, Ni, V, Fe, Na, Ti¢] clusterdl] th3t -8, A3 ol
Y|, o] 23} x|, 71AATel o] dxuiE 52 TB %
yow dzsget”

416 A

gl e AT Fermi 91 ZANAY JHRE
off gt vi$- A8t 7148 Q- 781=), Hubbard U 2
Apge] £9C2 117 Fer.By, Fe, FerZnHy, ™" Mn,
NisMn, FeMn’” o4 4839} AR ek 244 7]
EAES] A% AHE A

42 2928 23

FTHALL = BATL AAEY Rust 35A
Hls) S2HelDs FAske AANEE A TB
We Hea BL AL YA A

421 ¥ BN

Tlolo}RL. E 414 By} ofyz} InSh £ SHHE WiE
A SN 71RH WM 72 AR 7R 7R
NERT,2 o] o] 3FEE whEAlol M) ordering,” ¢
g 24 So| M 72 njNE 4 & A 72
A Jgo] ATEY. §H, SAS 5 nwAe) I
& Ao T3 Axbe) el ATAE Ve 2ja)A] Al
==k

422 B9, HZgl LHMESY

ZAEH x4 wisAe 29 F 2Ye) Adle
RAYSER, ol s8] Sdte B ) LA
Uig Gty Aol 7Hse TB WS ©168 A7
Bo) B EAth Ag Addds ey F54
sieiE 89 BT e,y dA
o} 1y Fof EAEC] o2 F AR TB A=
RE B3, 34, A9 TIA 43 A9 2 4A3)

= A3E do] gtk T o F, Si FRY reconstruction,”®
siolxe] AeA A" sie] MA ™ 2491
{high angle grain boundary)° A< F,ﬂXFF-ZfO) twist ¢J
skl YA wF' 287, P v B,
23" golest golee) @A) g AT §
o] stk

4.2.3 ZZXl(superlattice), H{&E, oHAr

2AAS] T2} B4 WIKe e B A S5
o2 w3l A S84 223 EAZE FEL Y8
o, TB ¥hS o] £8 Si,Gey/Ge (111) 23 AY
GaP/AIP 270 2 3138 wieAe) 72, WEA
Bepa AAe) W} Sof tig A7t HYSich 38,
w47 74 vgd 8a > uad Gaas 2
3 2§ RoliA Z3g BT g, B S48
49] 7395000 K o) o] VA Ao gou
A} whEso) i@ B8 228 7FsH s TB
W9 M 4L ol fgaik Fig 32" 147 By
TB, ab-initio, 4¢3 ¥ o2 A3l 5o} SP3 ng
o AaAQE, A P AL HeelE, RS
of wal vj$- vhokst AakE ReFT gtk

4.2.4 Fullerenel} LiixfiE
Ca0~Cags02] fullerene cage 9t Cgo Dimer 5ol thdled

1 I 1 v 1
& »
0.8 - "
s _ v B
g 0.6 . ]
-
e 0.4 . ;
@ R
0.2 - h
o Lo )} T B
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HREE T2 A AH, AAE 24, T, Ak §
552 5o sl A7HY T Fig. 4= TB A
A0 2 AL HAh MR E Zh= fullerene ) M 3HA
728 BAZT §7, TN Ui T2} §
B e fullerene & Hol3k= @40 Lo fFuelA
o) AEr AEE, T2 WALE 5ol o @
BrEAck

) FEAS FHAY B F2 AL
Hol &, o]&4% B taiMe duHoz g
3 AL5A] E RUET, ol o]2Z2F EFelA
= Aste] Ago] a8l 7152] non self-consistent gk
HPH O 2= A3 Aldte] B7Fss7] WiEelth 118
1} # self-consistency S =9 3} MgO, BaO, CaO,
S0, Si0y, TiO, 5 Atste Ewlo|Ae] H'/OH A3l
o AP Veln AgAet T Bitels 2AE AUtk
W, ZAH o Z BRASE ALSHEAQ] perovskite -2
A= A U Bl tiste] d#e] AFEol EREN
0w 7 g2 Fig. 5= POTiOsoNA 71 R o}
Ao Azpe) A W E TB WHOE A AE
HoFErh

5. TB ¥¥9 code

22| Mztnize

160 |- ,
PETIO, I'Tatal DOS
120 ! i
80 ! Iﬁh : 'nl ;
oA I Mo
40 F ‘ﬁ. J'O x ‘J\ "Il ﬁ. : 'I zl'\_,.,J'l",
A *.‘1' } ~
= od h lﬁ"‘) i p-0
i m I \";U\J"" S
P —_— St o o ey -
3= i 1
b 2
g : 4
— 3 Fd .
0 t Tie,
:'eg p\ ' /"V‘r}“‘\ ]
e - -—_:w—«gﬁ.‘ﬁ_wl R T i o
20 .;" b J Pb _;J, 1
Wl p J} M‘:&\_,,"" Sy
0 [——" Iy - ey = L : -_— . o
-8 -0.4 0.2 0.0 14 0.4
Energy (Ry)
Fig. 5. TB 22 MHABt PbTiOs AHe| 7FMAICHSt M=CHo)
Al 2™

TB ®d9] codes o8] AFLFANA /HLs o gt
W, 11 % 2 7 ARIEE A0 o 2k

http://cst-www .nrl.navy.mil/bind/dodtb

u]=ukA] A8} Naval Research Lab3} Ohio Yt g}
NA FF NLe FAE TB ZE2 sieprle] 72, &
o &(statics), TH 8, T2 self-consistent TB 3 ofj1
A Aare] 4 BEOZ o]Fo|A Sltk 0B S 40
o 7f o)ide) Yot 104 7o) sgHEol et 371
o} glow, Alddeye] ALt Aol g0 2 FE
otk FQst A Z thg & SlE dAHe] 4= 10,000
) HEelZ, o|ZHE % ofuix, Ake] T, phonon
spectra S T 7t 2L+ Ak S AdeRE
o 1,000 71} x}ell th3l relaxation, AR o], £-3],
ST 5E UE F Utk o|2RE A2 £ A¥Ee
Zyz}y A A} 2%, bulk modulus 5%, €3 Al 10%,
AAT WA U] 10%, EHIA] 10%, phonon 2
=24 59, stacking fault SUR] 20% Aol

7Vet 42} ATFIE et A7NE oleis) ARIEES
Az317) vk
http://cmp.ameslab.gov/cmp/CMP_Theory/tb/tb.html
http://www.materials.ox.ac.uk/peoplepages/pettifor.html
http://www.cmmp.ucl.ac.uk/~drb/Comparison

http://www.wag caltech.edwhome/rpm/projects/tight-binding




http:/fwww.mec.uiuc.edu/software/SoftwareList asp?CategorylD=1
http://www.tkf mpg.de/andersen/fullerene/tightbinding html
http:/fsawww.epfl.cl/SIC/SA/publications/SCR95/7-95-10a.html
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28 1542 e 20, BREAREE BEH0E
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ARAPPTH =) B ALEF S Helsof T 7
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S5 )3kl feed-backs}m AP B Az
A¥lS) eBE BENL 5 U Roltk HAL, @
49 BARAIE AR S dol 2 @% AgHoe
22 B3 MRS % 299 YY) YA2ol
ot Zshe Bk @ 4 9tk ol Ai@
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o} FHH B B § Ye BYL ANOR g5k
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