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Localm om ents and m agnetic order in the tw o-dim ensionalA nderson-M ott transition
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W e study the role of electronic correlation in a disordered two-dim ensionalm odelby using a

variationalwave function thatcan interpolate between Anderson and M ottinsulators.W ithin this

approach, the Anderson-M ott transition can be described both in the param agnetic and in the

m agnetic sectors. In the lattercase,we �nd evidence forthe form ation oflocalm agnetic m om ents

thatorderbeforetheM otttransition.Thechargegap opening in theM ottinsulatorisaccom panied

by the vanishing ofthe lim q! 0 hnqihn� qi(the bardenoting the im purity average),which isrelated

to the com pressibility 
uctuations. The role of a frustrating (second-neighbor) hopping is also

discussed,with a particularem phasisto the form ation ofm etastable spin-glassstates.

PACS num bers:

The com bined action ofelectron-electron interaction

and disorder is known to heavily in
uence the physi-

calbehavior of electron system s.[1]Recently, the ob-

servation of m etallic behavior in high-m obility two-

dim ensionalelectron-gasdevices[2]hasopened new per-

spectivesin thissubject,suggestingthepossibility thata

m etallicbehaviorcould bestabilized byastrongelectron-

electron interaction in two dim ensions, in spite of the

standard scaling theory ofAnderson localization.[3,4]

Such a proposalwas �rst put forward theoretically by

m eans of a weak-coupling renorm alization group ap-

proach within a Ferm i-liquid description,[5]and later

developed along sim ilardirections.[6,7]A com m on fea-

ture ofthe above renorm alization-group calculations is

thecrucialroleplayed by thespin 
uctuationsthatgrow

largeastherenorm alization group procedureisiterated.

This tendency,which has been interpreted as signaling

the em ergence oflocalm om ents,suggeststhatelectron-

electron correlationsbecom ee�ectively very strong that,

in turn, m akes doubtfulthe validity ofa Ferm iliquid

description.[8,9]

Apartfrom thedebated issueofam etal-insulatortran-

sition in two-dim ensionalhigh-m obility devices,[10,11,

12, 13] there are less controversialsystem s where the

role ofstrong correlations concom itantly with disorder

is welltesti�ed. Particularly em blem atic is the case of

Si:P and Si:B,[14,15]which are three-dim ensionalm a-

terials that show a bona �de m etal-insulatortransition.

Here,the random ly distributed im purities form a very

narrow band within the sem iconducting gap. Since the

localCoulom b repulsion issizablecom pared tothewidth

of the im purity band, this system is particularly suit-

able to investigate the interplay between disorder and

interaction. Indeed,clear signatures oflocalm agnetic

m om ents are found in severaltherm odynam ic quanti-

ties.[16,17,18,19]Theoretically,the interplay ofdis-

order and interaction is a very di�cult question. Any

approach based on a single-particle description,like un-

restricted Hartree-Fock,[20,21]can uncover the em er-

genceoflocalm om entsonly ifspin-rotationalsym m etry

is explicitly broken,introducing spurious e�ects due to

m agnetism thatcan be dealtwith using furtherapprox-

im ate schem es.[23,24]M ore sophisticated approaches,

likethosebased on dynam icalm ean-�eld theory,[25]can

in principle m anagewithoutm agnetism ,[26,27,28]but

they usually m issim portantspatialcorrelations.

In this Letter,we willgeneralize the variationalap-

proach that has been successfully used to describe the

M ott transition in �nite-dim ensionalclean system s [29,

30,31]. W e willshow that,for a half-�lled disordered

Hubbard m odelon a square lattice and when the vari-

ationalwave function is forced to be param agnetic,the

AndersontoM ottinsulatortransitionexistsand itiscon-

tinuous.W hen m agnetism isallowed,we�nd twosucces-

sivesecond orderphasetransitions:from a com pressible

param agneticAnderson insulatorwith localm om entsto

a com pressiblem agneticAnderson insulatorand then to

an incom pressible m agnetic M ottinsulator. Unlike pre-

viousunrestricted Hartree-Fock [21]orM onteCarlo cal-

culations,[22]we do not �nd any evidence ofan inter-

m ediatetruly m etallic behavior.

W e consider a half-�lled Hubbard m odelon a square

latticewith on-sitedisorder:

H =
X

i;j;�

ti;jc
y

i;�
c
j;�

+ H :c:+
X

i

(�ini+ U ni;"ni;#); (1)

where c
y

i;� (ci;�) creates (destroys) one electron at site

i with spin �, ni;� = c
y

i;�ci;�, and ni =
P

�
ni;�. �i

arerandom on-siteenergieschosen independently ateach

site and uniform ly distributed in [� D ;D ]. ti;j are the

hopping param etersthatwe willconsiderlim ited either

to nearest-,tij = � t,orto next-nearest-neighbor,tij =

� t0,sites.In the calculationswe willconsider45 degree

rotated clusters with N = 2n2 sites, n being an odd

integer,and periodic boundary conditions,so that the

non-interactingground stateisalwaysnon-degenerateat

half�lling.
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Following the approach developed for clean sys-

tem s,[29]wede�ne a variationalwavefunction contain-

ing a G utzwiller and a long-range Jastrow factor that

apply to an uncorrelated state:

j	i= P G J j�0i; (2)

wherej�0iisthegroundstateofanon-interactingHam il-

tonian with the sam e hopping param etersasin Eq.(1)

but with variationalspin-dependenton-site energies~�i�
tobedeterm ined bym inim izingthetotalenergy.A para-

m agneticwavefunction isobtained by forcing ~�i;" = ~�i;#,

while, to discuss m agnetism , we allow the wave func-

tion to break spin-rotationalsym m etry with ~�i;" 6= ~�i;#.

PG = exp
�P

i
gin

2

i

�

is a G utzwiller correlatorthat de-

pends upon the site-dependent param eters gi’s, while

J = exp

h

1=2
P

i6= j
vi;j(ni� 1)(nj � 1)

i

is a Jastrow

factor.Thelatteronespatiallycorrelatesvalence
uctua-

tions,�ni = hni� 1i6= 0,on di�erentsites,binding those

with �ni�nj < 0 and unbinding those with �ni�nj > 0.

Thisfacthasbeen shown tobecrucialtodescribeaM ott

transition in clean system s.[29,30]W eshallassum ethat

vij istranslationally invariant,which m akesthe num er-

icalcalculations feasible but neglects any clustering ef-

fects. Allthe param eters contained in the variational

wave function j	i,i.e.,~�i;�,gi,and vi;j,[32]are opti-

m ized to m inim ize the variationalenergy by using the

M onteCarlo techniqueofRef.[33].

As discussed in Refs.[29,30]for clean system s,it is

possible to discrim inate variationally m etals from M ott

insulators by looking to the equal-tim e density-density

structure factorN q = h	jn q n� qj	i=h	j	i,where n q is

theFouriertransform oftheelectron density ni.Indeed,

N q � jqjim plies the existence ofgapless m odes,while

N q � jqj2 indicates that charge excitations are gapped.

M oreover,there isa tightconnection between the long-

wave-length behavior ofN q and the Fourier transform

ofthe Jastrow factor vq,nam ely vq � 1=jqjfor a m etal

and vq � 1=jqj2 for an insulator.[29,30]This distinc-

tion should equally work in (1) after disorder average.

However,particularcare m ustbe taken to interpretN q

in a disordered system , where the structure factor in-

cludes a disconnected term , N disc

q = hnqihn� qi (where

the quantum average is taken at �xed disorder con�g-

uration and the overbarindicates the disorder average)

as wellas a connected one,i.e., N conn

q = N q � N disc

q .

For a clean system ,the disconnected term gives rise to

the elastic scattering peaks atq equalto the reciprocal

lattice vectors,the Bragg re
ections. O n the contrary,

in the presence ofdisorder N disc

q is �nite for any �nite

m om entum q.[34]The diagram m atic representation of

N disc

q is shown in Fig.1 and one can realize that, for

q ! 0,itreducesto the electron com pressibility 
uctu-

ations. For non-interacting electrons,N disc

q is �nite for

q ! 0,whereasN conn

q � jqj,indicating the absence ofa

gap in the spectrum ofcharge-density 
uctuations.[34]

FIG .1: (Color online) D ensity-density 
uctuations N
disc

q =

hnqihn� qi. D otted lines denote im purity averages, and the

squares indicate vertex corrections that include both inter-

action and im purity insertions. Continuous lines are fully

corrected G reen’sfunctions.
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FIG .2: (Color online) (a) Connected term of the density-

density correlation function N
conn

q divided by jqj.(b)Jastrow

param eters vq m ultiplied by jqj
2
. (c) D isconnected term of

the density-density correlation function N
disc

q as a function

ofU . (d)Fluctuations ofthe on-site variationalenergies � �

and ofthelocaldensities.Allcalculationshavebeen donefor

D =t= 5.

W estartouranalysiswith thecaseofnearest-neighbor

hopping only by using a param agnetic wave function,

nam ely im posing ~�i;" = ~�i;#.In Fig.2,weshow thevaria-

tionalN conn

q and the Fouriertransform ofthe optim ized

Jastrow potentialvq for di�erent values ofthe interac-

tion U and D =t = 5 (we take such a large value ofD

in orderto have a localization length that,atU = 0,is

sm allerthan the num erically accessiblesystem sizes).A

clear change in the behavior ofthese quantities is ob-

served at U M ott

c =t = 11:5 � 0:5. For sm all values of

the electron interaction, N conn

q � jqj and vq � 1=jqj,

whereas N conn

q � jqj2 and vq � 1=jqj2 in the strong-

coupling regim e. The latterbehaviorissym ptom atic of

the presence ofa charge gap hence ofa M ottinsulating

behavior.[29]W e notice that,forthe clean case D = 0

and within the sam e approach,a m etal-insulatortransi-

tion atU M ott

c = 8:5� 0:5 wasfound,[35]indicating that

disorder com petes with U and pushes the M ott transi-

tion to higher values ofU=t. It should be em phasized

that,with respect to the clean system ,for U < U M ott

c ,

N conn

q � jqjisnotassociated to a m etallic behaviorbut

only to a gaplessspectrum ,also characteristicofan An-



3

derson insulator.Rem arkably,we�nd thattheM ottand

Anderson insulators can also be discrim inated through

the behaviorofthe lim q! 0 N
disc

q . In Fig.2 we plotthis

quantity fordi�erentvaluesofU ,dem onstrating thatit

is�nitein theAnderson insulator,whereasitvanishesin

the M ott phase. This identi�es a sim ple and variation-

ally accessible order param eter for the Anderson-M ott

transition.

Even though within this approach we cannot access

dynam ical quantities like DC conductivity, hence we

can not address the question ofa possible stabilization

of a conducting phase with m oderate Coulom b repul-

sion,[22]we note that the linear slope ofN conn

q has a

non-m onotonic behavior as a function ofU ,showing a

peak forU=t� 7 thatindicatesan accum ulation oflow

energy statesaround the Ferm ienergy.The sam equali-

tative behaviorisalso presentin the 
uctuationsofthe

localdensities,�n2 = 1=N
P

i
(hn2ii� hnii

2).Though the

single-particleeigenstatesofthevariationalHam iltonian

m ay havea very long localization length,because ofthe

suppression ofthe e�ective on site disorder ~�i,yet this

length is still�nite in two dim ensions hence the m any-

body wave function j	i always describes an Anderson

insulatorbelow theM otttransition.Indeed,asshown in

Fig.2,the
uctuationsoftheon-sitevariationaldisorder

� 2

� = 1=N
P

i
~�2i� (1=N

P

i
~�i)

2 arealways�nite,though

sizably renorm alized by the electron interaction U .

Letusnow m oveto them oreinteresting casein which

we allow m agnetism in the variationalwave function,

which am ounts to perm it ~�i;" 6= ~�i;#. In this case the

ground state m ay acquire a �nite local m agnetization

on each site m i = ni;" � ni;#. A m agnetically ordered

phase willhave a �nite value ofthe totalm agnetization

M = 1=N
P

j
e{R jQ m j fora suitable m om entum Q ,like

for instance Q = (�;�) for the N�eelstate. In the pres-

ence ofdisorder,a �nite value U A F

c is needed to have

long-range antiferrom agnetic order. W e �nd that,also

in presence ofa sm allt0,U A F

c < U M ott

c ,giving rise to

an extended region with antiferrom agnetic orderand �-

nitecom pressibility (i.e.,a vanishing chargegap).These

resultsare in agreem entwith previousm ean-�eld calcu-

lations.[21,36,37]In Fig.3, we show the results for

t0= 0 eitherby �xing D =t= 5 and varying U (forwhich

U A F

c =t= 6:5� 0:5 and U M ott

c =t= 10:5� 0:5)orby �xing

U=t= 4 and changing D (for which D M ott

c =t= 1� 0:5

and D A F

c =t= 2:5� 0:5).W e notethatthe onsetofanti-

ferrom agnetism ispreceded by a m agnetically disordered

phase (i.e.,M = 0)in which localm om entsappear. In

Fig.4, the pattern of the localdensity hnii and local

m agnetization hm iiareshown fora typicalrealization of

disorder. For U=t = 4,the ground state is an Ander-

son insulatorwith a large num berofem pty and doubly

occupied sites with m i � 0. However,som e sites have

�nite m agnetization, but they are not spatially corre-

latedhencelong-rangem agnetism isabsent.W einterpret

thesem agneticsitesaslocalm om ents.W hen theelectron
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FIG .3: (Color online) Staggered m agnetization M for Q =

(�;�)and com pressibility 
uctuationsN
disc

q asa function of

U fordisorderD =t= 5 (upperpanel)and asa function ofD

forU=t= 4 (bottom panel).Fluctuationsofthe on-site vari-

ationalenergies� � and ofthe localdensities(m iddle panel).

Calculations have been done forN = 98 and error-barsindi-

cate the average overdi�erentrealizationsofdisorder.

1

-1

<mi>

U�t=4 U�t=8 U�t=12

2

0

<ni>

FIG .4:(Coloronline)Localdensity hnii(upperpanels)and

localm agnetization hm ii (lower panels) for a given disorder

realization with D =t = 5 and di�erent values ofU=t. The

black contour shows the elem entary cellofthe lattice which

itisrepeated tom im icthein�nitelatticewith periodicbound-

ary conditions.

interaction U increases,thenum berofm agneticsitesin-

creasesrapidly and thelocalm om entseventually display

thetypicalstaggered pattern ofN�eelorder.Nevertheless,

chargeexcitationsarestillgapless,with N conn

q � jqj.For

U=t= 12 the system isa gapped insulatorwith antifer-

rom agnetic orderand a vanishing com pressibility. Vari-

ationally,the charge gap opens by the com bined e�ect
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FIG .5:(Coloronline)Localm agnetization hm iiforthebest

variationalstate (lowerpanels)and fora m etastable solution

(upperpanels)foragiven disordercon�guration with D =t= 5

and t
0
=t= 1.

ofthe Jastrow correlations,i.e.,vq � 1=jqj2,and the �-

niteantiferrom agneticgap in them ean-�eld Ham iltonian

(due to staggered ~�i;�’s).

In thepresenceofalargefrustratinghoppingt0=t& 0:9

we �nd evidences ofa spin glassbehavior. In the large

U regim e,the optim alwave function displays m agnetic

long-rangeorderwith Q = (�;0)or(0;�).However,the

energy landscape containsotherlocalm inim a very close

in energy in which m ostofthe sitesofthe latticehavea

netm agnetization butan overallvanishing m agnetic or-

der,a \glassy" spin patterns,seeFig.5.Thesesolutions

are incom pressible,i.e.,N disc

q � 0 and,therefore,m ay

be viewed asdisordered M ottinsulators. By decreasing

the interaction strength U ,these m etastable statesturn

com pressible, stillhaving a large num ber of localm o-

m ents.However,the actualvariationalm inim um shows,

asbefore,a M otttransition from a M ottto an Anderson

insulator,both m agnetically ordered,followed,atlower

U ,by a furthertransition into a param agneticAnderson

insulator. The only role oft0 is to shrink the region in

which a m agneticAnderson insulatorisstable.

In conclusion, we have shown that a relatively sim -

ple variational wave function is able to describe the

Anderson-insulator to M ott-insulator transition in two

dim ensions.In theparam agneticsector,thisphasetran-

sition iscontinuous,in agreem entwith dynam icalm ean

�eld theory.[25,27]W hen spontaneous spin sym m etry

breaking is allowed,we �nd two successive phase tran-

sition, the �rst from a param agnetic Anderson insula-

tor to a m agnetic one,followed by a transition from a

m agnetic Anderson insulator to a m agnetic M ott insu-

lator. Upon increasing frustration,the stability region

ofthe m agnetic Anderson insulator decreases. In gen-

eral,theparam agneticAnderson insulatordevelopslocal

m agneticm om ents,butwedo not�nd any evidenceofa

truly m etallic behaviorinduced by interaction.
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