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Abstract

Within the framework of a mean-field approach the Mott-Hubbard phase tran-

sition is considered in the Hubbard and Falicov-Kimball models for half-filled

occupation. It is shown that a static Z2-field forms an insulator state on the

lattice with a double cell, its strength is determined by the Hubbard interac-

tion. An uniform configuration of the Z2-field corresponds to a gapless spin

liquid state, the configuration, at which the lattice with a double cell is formed,

corresponds to a gapped fermion liquid, fermions move in this field. Due to the

presence of a static field in an insulator state, a formation of a gapped electron

liquid is similar to the gapless Majorana spin liquid in Kitaev’s model [1]. A

gap in the spectrum is calculated depending on the magnitude of the Hubbard

interaction for the chain, square and cubic lattices. The proposed approach

allows us to describe the Mott-Hubbard phase transition and the insulator state

within the same formalism for an arbitrary dimension for different models.

Keywords: Hubbard model, Falicov-Kimball model, Mott transition

1. Introduction

We study the metal-insulator Mott transition within the Hubbard model,

using the contact density-density interaction between fermions, so we are talking

about the Mott-Hubbard phase transition. In the Mott insulators, the behavior
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of an electron liquid is understood as a cooperative many-electron phenomenon,

nature of which, unfortunately, is still not clear. The greatest progress has been

made in obtaining an exact solution of the Hubbard chain [2], which, however,

did not make it possible to understand the peculiarities of the Mott-Hubbard

phase transition for an arbitrary dimension. This simple model (at first glance)

exhibits a rich phase diagram with a striking set of phases and regimes.

We still do not know a criterion of the Mott-Hubbard phase transition.

So, realization of perfectly nested Fermi surfaces at a half-filled occupation

[3, 4] can not be criterion of the Mott-Hubbard phase transition. Firstly, the

interaction is not taken into account in this case, and in the limit of strong

interaction it is this interaction that determines a dielectric gap, secondly, if

perfect nesting is not realized, this does not mean that the insulator state cannot

be realized either. The criterion must take into account the parameters of the

model such, a constant of the interaction, filling, hopping integral for the next-

nearest neighbors (for an extended model). Even at a half-filled occupation,

the calculations according to the Hubbard model give different results, and

significantly (see review [5]). The reason is simple, we still have not understood

the peculiarities of behavior of the Mott-Hubbard transition.

We declare that the Mott-Hubbard phase transition can be described as

formation a insulator state on the lattice with a double cell, a electron liquid

in insulator state is similar to the Majorana spin liquid. We have considered

a two-component mean field, one of which corresponds to a static Z2-field, its

amplitude is determined by an interaction strength. Turns out that the energy

minimum is achieved by an uniform Z2-field configuration, which corresponds

to a lattice with a double cell. An electron liquid is free electrons moved in a

static Z2-field. In contrast to the Majorana spin liquid [1] an electron liquid

in an insulator state is gapped and non-topological. An uniform configuration

of a Z2-field forms the insulator state with a spin- or charge-antiferro-order. A

stability of the configuration of the Z2-field is a criterion of the realization of

an insulator state at the Mott-Habbard phase transition.
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2. The Hubbard model

The Hamiltonian of the Hubbard model has the well-known form HHub =

H0 +Hint

H0 = −
∑
<i,j>

∑
σ=↑,↓

c†i,σcj,σ − t
∑

<<i,j>>

∑
σ=↑,↓

c†i,σcj,σ,

Hint = U
∑
j

nj,↑nj,↓, (1)

where c†j,σ and cj,σ are the Fermi operators that determine the electrons on a

site j (σ =↑, ↓ is the spin of the electron), nj,σ = c†j,σcj,σ denote the density

operators, U is a magnitude of an on-site Coulomb repulsion, 1, t and z1, z2

are the hopping integrals of electrons between nearest, next-nearest neighbors

and the numbers of nearest, next to nearest neighbors, respectively. Below we

consider the models for a simple symmetry of the dimension D: the chain,

square and cubic lattices.

2.1. A repulsion interaction

In section ”Methods” we have shown that Λ− and λ-components of the mean

field are determined by the magnitude of the on-site Hubbard interaction. A

static Z2-field, connected with Λ-component, forms the ground state in an insu-

lator state. Numerical analysis of Eqs (7) shows that, at half-filled occupation

for t = 0, arbitrary Λ, λ, an uniform configuration of the Z2-field corresponds to

the ground state of an electron liquid in an insulator state [1, 6, 7, 8]. In contrast

to the gapless Majorana spin liquid [1], where in the ground state a free Z2-field

configuration with the same quantum flux through the hexagon is realized and

a lattice cell does not change, this configuration corresponds to lattice with a

double cell. The electron liquid state with a double cell in gapped. At half-filled

occupation for t = 0 an insulator state is stable one for arbitrary values of Λ

and λ. With increasing doping the double lattice cell becomes unstable, a small

doping does not kill this Z2-field configuration.

Below we will analyse the phase transition at half-filling in detail. At T=0K

the system of equations which correspond to a saddle point of the action S (8)

3



has the following form

Λ

U
− Λ

4N

∑
k

(
1

ε+(k)
+

1

ε−(k)

)
= 0,

λ

U
− 1

4N

∑
k

(
λ+ |w(k)|
ε+(k)

+
λ− |w(k)|
ε−(k)

)
= 0, (2)

where N is the number of lattice sites, the components of the λ-field are de-

termined by the value of U . We also taking into account that the lattice in

insulator state has a double cell.

Numerical analysis of Eqs (2) shows that, the solutions for Λ and λ are

Λ 6= 0, λ = 0 and Λ = 0, λ 6= 0, the first solution Λ 6= 0, λ = 0 corresponds

to the minimum of the energy. This solution conserves the particle numbers of

electrons with different spin, that takes place in the Hamiltonian (1). A solution

Λ 6= 0 and λ 6= 0 is not realized for given U . Λj variable is associated with the

operator nj,↑ − nj,↓, thus the spin antiferro order is realized in the insulator

state. We will analyze the formation of a gap in the electron spectrum at half-

filled occupation and focus our attention on opening the gap with increasing the

interaction strength in the chain and square, cubic lattices. In the case of the

weak interaction U → 0, we obtain the solution for the gap ∆ ' G exp(−2π/U)

for the chain [4], where G is the pre-exponential factor determined by cutoff

and ∆→ U in strong coupling limit. We can compare with an exact solution of

the Hubbard chain, where ∆ = 16
U

∫∞
1
dx

√
x2−1

sinh(2πx/U) [2, 9], and the asymptotic

expressions at U → 0 ∆ = 8
√
U/π exp(−2π/U) (see in Fig 1a)) and for large U

∆ = U − 4 + 8 ln 2/U . To visually illustrate the calculations of the dependence

of the gap value in the quasi-particle spectrum depending on the interaction

strength. In Figs 1 the calculations of gap are presented for the chain a),

square b) and cubic c) lattices. In Fig 1 a) the exact solution is shown also

for comparison. A minimal value of an on-site repulsion Uc at which the gap

in the spectrum opens is equal to 2.872 for square and 5.187 for cubic lattices.

The value of the interaction strength Uc is an important characteristic of the

phase transition.
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a) b) c)

Figure 1: (Color online) The gap ∆ as a function of U calculated in the Hubbard model at

half-filled occupation for the chain a) (the exact solution is presented for comparison), square

b), Uc = 2.872 and cubic c) Uc = 5.187 lattices.

2.2. Nearest- and next-nearest hoppings

With increasing the value of the hopping integral of electrons between next-

nearest neighbors t, the lattice with a double cell becomes unstable. Thus, at

half-filled occupation in the region of low Λ-values, the state becomes unstable

at z2t
z1

> 1
2 , at the same time it is stable for arbitrary Λ and λ at z2t

z1
< 1

2 . For

the simple structures, such chain, square and cubic lattices z1 = z2 the criterion

of the stability of an insulator state with a double lattice cell is reduced to

t < 1
2 . The behavior of an electron liquid in an insulator state is different at

small t < tc and large t > tc. The value tc is determined as maximal value of

the hopping integral for electrons between next-nearest neighbor lattice sites at

which the gap in the quasi-particle spectrum opens for Λ→ 0, so for the chain

tc = 0.32 and tc = 0.125 for the square and cubic lattices. At t > tc the gap

opens for a finite value of Λ.

The quasi-particle spectrum is not symmetric about zero energy, the en-

ergies ±ε±(k) (9) are shifted by the term δε(k) = −2t
∑D

cos(2kα), namely

δε(k) ± ε±(k). A term δε(k) enters additively into the formula for the exci-

tation energies, so Eqs (2) do not change when taking into account t. And

as a result, the value of the gap ∆ does not depend on t for t < tc, wherein

the chemical potential is shifted by a value 2Dt at Λ → 0. The value Uc as a
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Figure 2: (Color online) Critical value Uc as a function of t calculated in the Hubbard model

with nearest- and next nearest hoppings at a half-filled occupation for the chain (1D), square

(2D) and cubic (3D) lattices.

function of t, where t changes in an interval 0 < t < 1/2, is shown in Fig.2. As

expected, the value of Uc increases with t, but only for t > tc. The behavior of

the electron liquid in the chain also differs sharply from the 2D and 3D model,

an insulator state is also realized for arbitrary t < 1
2 .

2.3. An attractive interaction

The systems of Eqs (7) and (10) have the same structure, so the results of

numerical analysis show, that the Z2-field with variables Ωj = ±Ω at ωj = ω and

t = 0 corresponds to the minimum of the energy for an uniform configuration of

Ωj = Ω, Ωj+a = −Ω. At t = 0 this configuration corresponds to the minimum

of the energy for arbitrary values of Ω and ω. Ω 6= 0 defines the Z2-field,

which forms the phase state of an electron liquid on the lattice with a double

cell, the spectrum of the quasi-particle excitations is degenerated with energies

E±(k) = ±
√

4Ω2 + |ω|2 + |w(k)|2. Ω− and ω−components of the mean field

determine the gap in the spectrum, their solutions are defined by the system

of the self-consistent equations. Ωj variable is related to the density operator

nj,↑+nj,↓, thus the charge antiferro order is realized at Ω 6= 0. In contrast to the

repulsive Hubbard interaction, where nontrivial solution with Λ 6= 0 and λ 6= 0

does not satisfy self-consistent equations (2), a solution |ω| = 2Ω also satisfies

the corresponding system of equations. At |ω| = 2Ω the system of equations is
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reduced to the following equation

ω

U
− ω

2N

∑
k

1

ε(k)
= 0, (3)

where ε(k) =
√

2|ω|2 + |w(k)|2.

The energy of an electron liquid is a monotonically decreasing function of

ω, value of U is a monotonically increasing function of ω for arbitrary model

dimension. A state, in which the charge and superconducting orders are mixed,

has a higher energy (for a fixed U , it corresponds to an energy with ω to
√

2

less), than a state with only charge or superconducting order, so it is not stable.

The energies of states with the charge or superconducting order are degenerate,

nevertheless, the charge order is most likely to be realized, since the Z2-field in

this case does not break the symmetry of the Hamiltonian (1), reflects global

charge conservation. In this case the effective Hamiltonian is closer to the

initial one (1), so it more adequately describe the ground state and low-energy

excitations. These arguments do not work for non-equilibrium state of the

Hubbard model at half-filling [10]. Should be noted also that the value of Uc at

which the gap opens is the same as for the model with the repulsive interaction,

therefore we can not say about the superconducting state in the case of a weak

interaction.

3. The Falicov-Kimball model

Recall the Hamiltonian of the Falicov-Kimball model HFK

HFK = −
∑
<i,j>

c†i cj + ε
∑
j

d†jdj + U
∑
j

c†jcjd
†
jdj , (4)

where cj and dj are the spinless Fermi operators that determine the s- and d-

fermion states on a site j, ε is the energy of one-particle d-states, U > 0 defines

a contact interaction between s- and d-fermion states.

At half-filled occupation when the energy of one-particle d-states lies on the

Fermi energy or into a gap of the quasi-particle spectrum, the gap opens and an

insulator state is realized [11, 12]. The two component λ-field is determined by
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an analogous for the Hubbard model with repulsion interaction, where cj,↑ →

cj , cj,↓ → dj with hopping integrals of fermions between the nearest-neighbor

sites equaled to one for s- and zero for d-fermions. In an insulator state a Λ-

component of the mean field realises an electron liquid state on the lattice (or

chain in one dimension) with a double cell. The spectrum of the quasi-particle

excitations is symmetric about zero energy at ε = 0 and includes four branches

ε2±(k) = 4Λ2 + |λ|2 +
1

2
|w(k)|2 ± 1

2
|w(k)|

√
4|λ|2 + |w(k)|2. (5)

In a saddle point approximation the amplitudes of the mean field are de-

termined by equations which are similar to (2). The interaction strength U

determines a Λ-value, the value of which does not depend on ε at half-filled

occupation and is calculated from the first equation in (2) with the change of

ε±(k) → ε±(k). Numerical analysis shows that the solution with Λ 6= 0 and

λ 6= 0 is not realized (as in the Hubbard model with repulsion), the solution

Λ 6= 0, λ = 0 corresponds to the minimum of the energy, and the spectrum (5)

includes dispersion εs(k) = ±
√

4Λ2 + |w(k)|2 and dispersionless εg = ε ± 2Λ

branches of excitations. When the energy of one-particle d-states lies into the

gap, this level splits. Results of calculations of the gap ∆ = 4Λ at ε = 0 are

shown in Fig 3a) for chain, square and cubic lattices. The spectrum of quasi-

particle excitations calculated for the chain at ε = 0, Λ = 0.2, U = 1.19 is

shown in Fig 3b) for illustration. This solution conserves the total numbers

of s- and d-fermions (separately) in an insulator state, as only λ-component of

the field leads to hybridization between s- and d-states and breaks these par-

ticle number conservations. The spectrum of d-states remains dispersionless,

it splits due to an on-site interaction. The value of gap ∆ decreases with in-

creasing |ε| ∆ = 4Λ − |ε| and ∆ → 0 at |ε| → 4Λ for half-filled occupation.

A stability of an uniform configuration of the Z2-field, which corresponds to a

double cell, depends on filling and value of ε. So at half-filling and |ε| � 1 an

free configuration with Λj = Λ corresponds to minimum of energy. From nu-

merical analysis it follows that at |ε| ≤ 2Λ an uniform configuration which leads

to the lattice with a double cell is stable, with increasing |ε|, the phase state
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a) b)

Figure 3: (Color online) The gap ∆ as a function of U calculated in the Falicov-Kimball model

at half-filing occupation and ε = 0 for the chain 1D, square 2D and cubic 3D lattices a). The

spectrum of excitations calculated for the chain at ε = 0, Λ = 0.2, U = 1.19 b).

becomes unstable at |ε| > 2Λ. Unfortunately, we cannot say for what value of

2Λ < |ε| < 4Λ another stable configuration of the Z2-field is realized and what

is this field configuration.

4. Conclusions

In the Hubbard and Falicov-Kimball models the Mott-Hubbard phase tran-

sition is realized according to the scenario of the Majorana spin liquid, first

considered by Kitaev [1]. In contrast to the Kitaev model this fermion liquid

is non-topological gapped one. At half-filled occupation an uniform configura-

tion of this field, which corresponds to a lattice with a double cell, responds to

minimum of energy. Fermions move in a static Z2-field, which is formed due to

the on-site interaction between particles. Nontrivial solution for the amplitude

of the mean field, which defines Z2-field, conserves the particle numbers, forms

the gapped spectrum of quasi-particle excitations, leads to an insulator state.

The results of calculations show that the concept of the state of the Majorana

spin liquid is productive for describing the insulator state at the Mott phase

transition.
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6. Methods

Mean field approach with a two component λ-field

6.1. The Hubbard model with a repulsion interaction

Using the following relations between the operators we redefine the interac-

tion term in the model Hamiltonian (1) as nj,↑nj,↓+nj,↓nj,↑ = −(nj,↑−nj,↓)
2 +

nj,↑ + nj,↓ and nj,↑nj,↓ = −χ†
j
χj, where χj = c†

j,↑
cj,↓ and n2

j,σ = nj,σ. Intro-

ducing a two parametric λ-field we can redefine the interaction term due to the

Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation 2
Λ2

j
U +2Λj(nj,↑−nj,↓)+

|λj|
2

U +λjχ
†
j
+λ∗jχj.

We define the interaction term in the action Sint introducing the action S0,

which is determined by the Hamiltonian of the non-interacting fermions

Sint = S0 + 2
∑
j

(
Λ2

j

U
+ Λj(nj,↑ − nj,↓)

)
+
∑
j

(
|λj|

2

U
+ λjχ

†
j

+ λ∗jχj

)
. (6)

The canonical functional is defined as L =
∫
D[Λ, λ]

∫
D[n↑, n↓, χ†, χ]e−S ,

where the action S = 2
U

∑
j Λ2

j + 1
U

∑
j |λj|

2 +
∫ β

0
dτΨ†(τ)[∂τ +Heff ]Ψ(τ) with

Heff = H0 + 2
∑

j Λj(nj,↑ − nj,↓) +
∑

j(λjχ
†
j

+ λ∗jχj), and Ψ(τ) is the wave

function. We expect Λj and λj to be independent of τ due to translational in-

variance. Two component λ-field leads to hybridization between electron states

with different spin (due to the λ-amplitude) and to formation of a static Z2-field

(due to the Λ-amplitude).

For investigation of the ground state of the system, determined by the effec-

tive Hamiltonian Heff , let us consider the equations for the amplitudes of the

wave function ψσ(j)c†
j,σ

and ψ−σ(j)c†
j,−σ

with the energy ε in the Z2-field:

(ε− 2Λj)ψσ(j)−
∑
a
ψσ(j+a)− t

∑
b

ψσ(j+b) + λ∗jψ−σ(j) = 0,

10



(ε+ 2Λj)ψ−σ(j)−
∑
a
ψ−σ(j+a)− t

∑
b

ψ−σ(j+b) + λjψσ(j) = 0, (7)

where the summations over the nearest-neighbor lattice sites with the coordi-

nates j+a and the next nearest-neighbor lattice sites with the coordinates j+b.

The action is a quadratic function of Λj , we consider the two values of the

Λ-field Λj = ±Λ chaotically located at lattice sites, for λj = λ. As we noted

above, the variables Λj = ±Λ are identified with a static Z2-field determined on

the lattice sites, the band electrons move in this static field. Detailed numerical

analysis of Eqs (7) shows, that for t = 0 an uniform configuration with Λj = Λ

and Λj+a = −Λ for all variables corresponds to the ground state of an electron

liquid described by Eqs (7) [1, 6, 7]. The action S and Heff can be solved for

an uniform configuration of a static Z2-field, one can integrate out the fermionic

contribution to obtain the action S per atom, where ωn = T (2n + 1)π are the

Matsubara frequencies

S

β
= − T

N

∑
k

∑
n

ln[(ω2
n + ε2

+(k))(ω2
n + ε2

−(k))] + 2
Λ2

U
+
|λ|2

U
, (8)

where

ε2
±(k) = 4Λ2 + (|λ| ± |w(k)|)2, (9)

where w(k) =
∑D

(1 + exp(ikα)), k = (kx, ky, kz) is the wave vector.

We define the solutions for the amplitudes of the λ-field in a saddle point

approximation for the functional L, the minimal action S will dominate if Λ

and λ satisfy the following equations ∂S/∂Λ = 0 and ∂S/∂λ = 0.

6.2. The Hubbard model with an attractive interaction

In the Hubbard model with an attractive interaction we will use the following

relations for the operators −nj,↑nj,↓ − nj,↓nj,↑ = −(nj,↑ + nj,↓)
2 + nj,↑ + nj,↓

and −nj,↑nj,↓ = −γ†
j
γj with γj = cj,↓cj,↑. The corresponding term to the action

has the following form
∑

j[2
Ω2

j
|U | + 2Ωj(nj,↑ + nj,↓) +

|ωj|
2

|U | + ωjγ
†
j

+ ω∗jχj].

Similarly to the case of repulsive interaction, consider the equations for the

amplitudes of the wave function ψσ(j)c†
j,σ

and ϕ−σ(j)cj,−σ with the energy ε in
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the Z2-field, which is defined by a variable Ωj = ±Ω on each lattice site:

(ε+ 2Ωj)ψσ(j)−
∑
a
ψσ(j+a)− t

∑
b

ψσ(j+b) + ω∗jϕ−σ(j) = 0,

(ε− 2Ωj)ϕ−σ(j) +
∑
a
ϕ−σ(j+a) + t

∑
b

ϕ−σ(j+b) + ωjψσ(j) = 0,(10)

From the numerical analysis of the stability of the electron liquid, described

by Eqs (10), already traditional conclusion follows that for t = 0 and ωj = ω

an uniform configuration with Ωj = Ω and Ωj+a = −Ω for all variables Ωj

corresponds to the ground state. At half-filled occupation, the phase state with

a double lattice cell is stable for arbitrary values of Ω and ω. This makes

it possible to study the phase state of the electron liquid in the case of an

attractive Hubbard interaction.
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