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W e de ne Landau quasiparticles w thin the G utzw iller variational theory, and derive their dis—
persion relation for generalm ultiband Hubbard m odels in the lim it of Jarge spatial din ensions D .
T hereby we reproduce our previous calculations which were based on a phenom enological e ective
sihgleparticle Ham iltonian. For the onedband Hubbard m odel we calculate the rst-order cor—
rections in 1=D and nd that the corrections to the quasiparticle dispersions are sn all in three
din ensions. They m ay be largely absorbed in a rescaling of the totalband w idth, unless the system
isclose to halfband lling. T herefore, the G utzw iller theory in the lin it of Jarge din ensions provides
quasiparticle bands which are suitable for a com parison w ith real, three-din ensional Fem i liquids.
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I. NTRODUCTION

The calculation of the band structure of m etals and
insulators is a centraltask In solid-state theory. A com —
monly accepted m ethod for this purpose is the density—
functionaltheory O FT) which provides surprisingly ac—
curate results for the band structure of m any m ateri-
als®. Furthem ore, the DFT is an Bb-initio’ theory, ie.,
it starts from the full Ham iltonian of a real system and
does not require the introduction of any sin pli ed m od—
els. The only com peting vb-initio’ theory was H artree—
Fock theory, which has shown very m any shortcom ingsas
com pared to DF T, such as gross overestin ation ofband
w idths and band gaps.

However, from a theoretical point of view, the suc—
cess of the DFT for band structures is rather astonish—
Ing because this theory is a generic approach to ground-
state properties only. A1l results on energy bands are
extracted from auxiliary one-particle dispersions which
have no physical m eaning at the outset. Indeed, som e
shortcom ngs ofthe DFT energy bands have becom e ev—
dent very early, In particular the underestin ation of
the fuindam entalgap In sem iconductors. In sem iconduc—
tors and Insulators, the socalled GW approxin ation {p
the oneparticle G reen finction has been put orward?.
T here, the sihgleparticle self energy is calculated using
a G reen function based on the DFT wave functions and
the screened Coulom b interaction. It tums out that the
GW quasipartick bands are m ore or less rigidly shifted
against the DFT bands so that the band gap results of
GW calculations for sem iconductors and insulators agree
m uch better w ith experin ent.

For m aterials wih strong electron-electron interac—
tions, the DFT results have not been too convincing,
In particular for m agnetic insulators and other strongly

correlated electron system s. For the iron group met-
als the discrepancies of DFT results to experim ental
data, eg. anglkresolved photo-em ission spectroscopy
ARPES), Increase towards the end of the series, ie.,
tow ards nickel; for a detailed discussion on the discrep—
ancies between DFT results and experin ental data on
nickel, see Reﬁ.:_fi,:ff. For the iron group m etals, GW cal-
culations did not yield signi cant in provem ents over the
DFT results; for nickel, see Ref.[_'ﬁ.

A proper description of solids with strong Coulomb
Interactions requires true m any-particle approaches. In
the past, the notorious di culties of m any-particle sys—
tem s have restricted such theordies to the study of rather
sin pli ed m odel system s, eg. the onedband Hubbard
model. Therefore, a com parison with experin ents on
realm aterials could hardly be perform ed. O nly recently,
new non-perturbative m any-particle m ethods have be—
com e available which have m ade possible the investiga—
tion ofm ore realistic m any-particle m odels; see, for ex—
am ple, Refs. :_3,:4:6;_’“@ In Ref.:g we introduced a class
of G utzw iller variational wave functions which allow us
to study generalm ultiband Hubbard m odels. E xpecta—
tion values w ith these correlated electron states are eval-
uated exactly In the lim it of large spatial dim ensions,
D ! 1 . W hen applied to nickel, the rem aining m in—
In ization problem is num erically non-trivial because of
the large num ber of variational param eters; rst resuls
are reported in Refs.:_ﬂ,:ff.

T he G utzw iller variationaltheory provides an approxi-
m ate picture ofthe ground state but, in principle, it lacks
any Inform ation about excited states. T his draw back can
be overcom e in two ways. First, if we take for granted
that the variational ground state is at least qualitatively
close to the true ground state, we may use the varia—
tional state as a starting point for the variational calcu—
Iation of excited states. In Ref.\d we have used this idea
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to determ ine the spin-wave dispersion in ferrom agnetic
m ultiband Hubbard m odels. W e have successfully repro—
duced the experin ental observation that the low -energy
soin excitations in itinerant ferrom agnets are very sin i-
lar to those ofa system w ith localized soins. Second, the
calculation of the variationgl ground-state energy in the
lim it of in nite din ension® naturally Jeads to the de -
nition of an e ective singleparticlke Ham ittonian which,
in som e lim its, can also be derived in SlaveB oson m ean—

eld theory:lq . Very much in the spirit of the DFT we
used the band structure ofthis e ective H am iltonian for
a successfiilcom parison with ARPE S data fornickel. W e
have been able to resolve basically allofthe LDA short—
com ings.

D espite its success, the second approach still lacks a
sound theoreticalbasis. In this work we derive the (vari—
ational) quasiparticle dispersion referring back to Lan—
dau’s original ideas on Fem i liquids. The G utzw iller
variational state is an illustrative exam ple for a Fem i-
lioquid ground state: the G utzw illerm any-body correlator
acts on the Ferm igas ground state w hereby energetically
unfavorable con gurations are gradually reduced. In the
spirit of Fermm iHiquid theory, a quasiparticle excitation is
readily viewed as a G utzw illercorrelated singleparticle
excitation of the Fem igas ground state. T he energy of
this excitation is identical to the quasiparticle disper-
sion in our orighalwork?. T herefore, no revision of our
previous num erical results on njckef'ﬂ is necessary.

T he evaluation ofthe variationalenergy in ourm ethod
is exact only in the lin it of In nite spatial din ensions.
O ur application to realistic three-din ensionalsystem s re—
quires that 1=D corrections are well controlled. A s is
known from the oneband m odel, these corrections are
an all for ground-state properties such asthe (variational)
energy or the e ective m ass of the quasiparticles at the
Fem isurface. In thiswork we w ill present additional re—
sults on 1=D corrections of the quasiparticle dispersion
for the oneband Hubbard m odeL

Our work is organized as follows. In Sec. IT we sum —
m arize the basic ideas of Landau-6 utzw iller theory. In
Sect. T} we discuss the variationalground state orm uli-
band Hubbard models. In Sec.dV, we de ne Landau-
G utzw iller quasiparticles and derive their energy dis—
persion. In Sect.y: we calculate 1=D corrections for the
quasiparticle dispersion ofthe oneband m odel. O urpre—
sentation closes w ith short conclusions. Som e technical
details are deferred to the appendix.

II. LANDAU-GUTZW ILLER THEORY
In second quantization the H am ilton operator for non—
Interacting electrons reads
X
I‘E)l =

6 3; ;

o X
H +
S by bj; ot 1
0 i;

Here, b:
ndex =

creates an electron wih com bined spin-orbit
1;:::;2N (N = 5 for 3d electrons) at the

lattice site i of a solid w ith L Ilattice sites. T he electron
density, n = N =L, is nite in the them odynam ic lin i
N.! 1,L! 1.

For a transltionally nvariant system , as considered
throughout this work, this sihgleparticle H am iltonian is
readily diagonalized in m om entum space. Its eigenstates
are one-particle product states j i. In particular, the
ground state j i isthe lled Fermm isea where all sihgle—
particle states below the Fem ienergy are occupied. A 1l
other eilgenstates can be understood as particle-hole ex—
citations of j (1.

O ne essential idea behind Landau’s Fem i liquid the—
ory is the assum ption that the Fermm igaspicture rem ains
valid qualitatively w hen electron-electron interactionsare
sw itched on; for an introduction, see, eg., Ref. :_11: The
Fem igas eigenstates transform adiabatically into those
of the Fem i liquid whilk keeping their physical prop—
erties. For exam ple, the m om entum distribution dis—
plays a discontinuity at the Fem i energy both in the
Fem igas and in the Fem i liquid. N aturally, the prop—
erties of the ground state and of the particle-hole exci-
tations change quantitatively. T herefore, the excitations
are called quasiparticles and quasitholes n the Fem i
Touid.

G utzw iller’s variational theory closely follow s the idea
ofan adiabatic continuiy from theFem igastotheFem i
liuid. Let us introduce a general class of G utzw iller—
correlated wave functions via

jgi=B; 91 @)

Here, j i is any nom alized one-particle product state.
T he G utzw iller correlator

Y

B = B 3)

i

isam any-body operatorwhich suppresses those con gu—
rations which are energetically unfavorable w ith respect
to the electron-electron Interaction. T herefore, the (@p—
proxim ate) Ferm iHiquid ground state

joi=B% 7 oi @)

evolves sn oothly from a Fem igas ground state j oi
w hen the electron-electron interaction is sw jtched on. In
fact, this conospt hasbeen used by Volhardtl? to develop
a m icroscopic theory for the ground-state properties of
liquid 3H e on the basis of G utzw iller’s approach.

In thiswork, we use Landau’s idea to extend G utzw il
ler’s variational approach to quasiparticle excitations.
In principle, this does not pose a big problem . Instead of
a Femm Higquid ground state j i, we use singleparticle
excitations j i of the Ferm igas in (ﬁ_b to de ne quasi-
particle states. In Sect. :_1\[: we will give a proper m ath—
em atical de nition of a quasiparticle excitation. Here
we point out that all restrictions of Ferm iliquid theory
apply. For example, only the low-energy properties of
m etals, close to the Ferm ienergy, ought to be described
In this way. Nevertheless, experin ents on m etals show



that wellkde ned but lifetin e broadened quasiparticle
excitations can be found even for energies ofabout 10 &V

below the Fem ienergy. T herefore, the concept of quasi-
particles and quasitholes rem ains m eaningful for those
parts of the valence and conduction bands w hich are rel-
evant In solid-state physics.

ITI. VARIATIONAL ENERGY

A . M ulti-band H ubbard H am iltonian and
G utzw iller variational states

In the Dllow Ing we study m uliband Hubbard m odels
w here the electron-electron interaction is purely local,

X
IlP:I]Pl"' I'lpi;at: ®)

i

Here, the atom ic H am iltonian I]P-l,.at contains all possble
C oulom b-interaction tem s betw een electrons on site i,

X

Py = Uit ot o, b, : (6)
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W e assum e that the eigenstates j i; ofthe atom icH am i
tonian have been determ ined

X

P = Ey by, 5 i = jijsh J: (7)

This is possble in all cases of Interest, at least num eri-
cally. In the follow Ing, the site iIndex w ill often be sup—
pressed as we are prin arily interested in translationally
nvariant system s.

The G utzw iller theory allow s us to study the Ham i
tonian @) with an arbitrary number of orbital® . In this
work, however, we w ill restrict ourselves to the special
case where non-degenerate orbitals belong to di erent
representations of the respective point-sym m etry group.
For exam ple, In cubic symm etry we allow for only one
set of s, p, d(gy) and d(py) orbitals.

T he G utzw iller correlator

Y Y
R N ®)

i;
1 1;

is param eterized by 2?Y realnum bers ; - Foran ener-

getically unfavorable atom ic con guration j ;i them ni-

m Ization willresul iIn ;; < 1 whereby tsweight n j i

is reduced.

B . Extrem a of the variational energy

In the lim it of large spatialdin ensions, the expectation
value ofthe H am iltonian 6'_5) in the wave function (:_2) can

be expressed in tem s of the oneparticle product wave
function j i and the expectation valies
hegib jgi

m =tHbh i = w ; )
hgegjei
for all details, see Ref.:_g . A fter a lengthy calculation one
obtains the llow ing variational energy

X X

EVar — h[JPiG= S;O(k)l"b;; bk; ol
X ’ .
+L Em ; (10a)
S,ok) = Tgras ,ek)+ e ; (10b)
w here
1 X 0
0 = — ! ik Rn : 11
; ok) L Yo exp ( R1 )) (11)

The calculation only requires j i to be a oneparticle
product wave state; j ineed notbea lled Fermm isea.

Fora given set ofC oulom b param eters in ('_6) the renor-
m alization factors

qa=q@0’m) 12)
only depend on the local spin-orbital densities
n’=rtb i a3)

and the variational param eters m  for states j i wih
m ore than one electron. An explicit expression for {_ié)
has been given In Ref. :g, but it is not needed for our
further considerations. Note that for our symm etry—
restricted orbitalbasis

n=n =t i (14)

holds.

EYin C;L@) dependson the variationalparam etersm
the localdensities n , and the wave function j i. How —
ever, the constraints

X
n=hpp ji ; n-= n s)

have to be respected during the m inim ization aswe work
for xed n in the sub-space of nom alized one-particle
product states, h ji= 1. W e Introduce Lagrange pa—
ram etersEgsp, ,and forthese constraintswhich leads
to the energy functional

Eclm sn; ;1= Eva;[ji;m in ]

L n hib ji
X
L @ n ) 16)
+Egp (l h]l) :



E . hasnow tobem inin ized w ith respect to allquantities
Jji,Esp,m ,n , ,and J'ndepen_dently.

F irst, we use the condition that ([6) is extrem alw ith
regpect to jiand E sp . Thisgivesus the ollow ing e ec—
tive Schrodinger equation which has to be solved In the
sub-space of nom alized states j i

P Ji=Eg ji a7

X X

S;ok+ ;o )b, b,o: (18)

P 0k

T he e ective oneparticle H am iltonian Pe canbe diag—
onalized,

X
pe -

k;r

E k;pR' B (19)

k;r ke

by introducing proper creation and annihilation opera-—
tors

. X X
R =

Fki irbl:; 7 Ek;r = Fk; ;rbk; 1 20)

Note that the am plitudesF, ,

+

Yt Flk i still depend on the param eters

;r,the energiesE (;r), and

the operators kR
m ,n ,and

Solving the eigenvalue equation C_l- z:) isonly a necessary
but not a su cient condition for a state j 1 tom inin ize
the original energy expression C_l-C_i) . In Sect. :_fgt we will
use this am biguiy to de ne quasiparticles exciations of
the variationalFem iliquid ground state.

C . VariationalFemm i-liquid ground state

In order to obtain our varationalFerm iliquid ground
state, i appears to be them ost natural choice to proceed
with the lled Femn i sea for the e ective H am iltonian
Pe,

Y
Joi=
kKi;rE k;p)<Ef

B! jacuumi : @1)

Here, theFem ienergy Er isdeterm ined by the condition

1X
- Er Ekj)=n: (22)

L
k;r

T he corresponding eigenvalue E sp becom es
X
Egsp = E k;n Er

k;r

E k;p) : (23)

Tt isdi cult to prove rigorously that the state (2_1_; leads
to the globalm nimum of d_l(_)) .However, j oiisat lkeast
stable w ith respect to singleparticle excitations and i is

di cult to conceive any other state which is consistent
w ith our underlying Fem i-liquid picture.

W hen we insert j (i into {16) we are kd to the energy
function

B jn; ;1=

X X
Egsp+ L E m L n

L n): (24)

In the variationalground state this expression isextrem al
with regpecttom ,n , ,and ,

@

@Xi

B =0 wih x;2fm ;n; ; g:
fxy9=fX59g
25)

The optimum valuesm ,n , __, and de ne the op—
tinum values for the energies E (k;r), the am plitudes

F, .., and the operators H]:;r, Hk;r. Furthem ore, we

can w rite the variational ground-state energy as
E¥=E.m ;A ; ; 1: (26)

The energy C_2-§) depends on the particke densiy n
both in plicitly, m ediated by the optin um valuesm @),
n ), N n), and _(n), and explicitly, due to the tem

L (@)n and the Fem i energy Eg Er @) In Egp
of C_Z-Z_i) . Therefore, the (varational) chem icalpotential

1dE =
= - @7)
L dn
can be w ritten as
1 QE —
- —x—Sp ©28)
L @n
1 X @ @x;
+ = B =
x;2fm ;m ; ;g @xy fxj9= fX59 €n

Thesum in @-é) vanishes due to C_Z-g;) w hereas the deriva—
tive of Egp just gives the Femm ienergy Er,
1GEse
L @n
T herefore, the variational chem ical potential reads

=Ep : 30)

The strategy for the num erical m inim ization is not
In portant for our analysis of Landau-G utzw iller quasi-
particles in the rest ofourwork. For further reference we
give a short summ ary of ourm ost e cient procedure.

F irst, we note that the conditions Q@F.)=@ ) = 0
and (@§c2= (@ ) = 0 take us back to the original con—
straints (L5),

n = @—E sp = ho i o
X
= Fo, o3 Er E&iD);  (la)
k;r
X
n = n (31b)



T herefore, we are left w ith tw o di erent setsofvariational
param eters, the ‘Intemal’ param etersm and the ¥exter—
nal parameters . Optin izng the energy w ith respect
to both of these sets is tim e-costly, for di erent reasons.
The problem w ith the intemal param eters is their large
num ber which is of the order 22N  (
C om pared to this there are only a faw , 2N , extemalpa—
ram eters . However, each m odi cation of one of these
extemal param eters dem ands form om entum —Space Jnte—
grations according to the sum s in @1a ) and CZB)
found these integrations to be the m ost tim e-consum ing
part ofournum ericalm inim ization. In principle, such in—
tegrals m ust also be calculated whenever we change the
param etersm , because they determ ine the am plitudes
Fy, , and the enemgies E k;r). In order to avoid this
large num ber of integrationswe w rite Egp in {_2-4) as

X X o
ESP = pq_pa ; O(k)Fk; ;rFk; Or
P 0 kjr
X X o
+ e+ ) Fy LT (32)
k;r

where the pr:me on the sums Implies E k;r)) < Ep.
Egs. ¢24 and d32 show that the param etersm  enter
the energy B, In two di erent ways: (i), indirectly, via
the am plitudes Fk i or the energies E (k;r) and, (Jl),
directly, via g in (32-) and the second term in (24
This sgparation suggests the follow ing num erical itera—
tion schem e:

1. Start with an initial guess for the param etersm ,
eg. their statistical valies In the uncorrelated
Iim it.

2.M Inim ize the energy w ith respect to the param e-
ters whilk allm are_ _xed. D uring this m ini-
m ization the constraint @1b) must be respected.

3.M inin ize the energy w ith respect to the param e-
tersm , whik the param eters , the am plitudes
Fy, oo the energies E (k;r) and the wave function
j oiremain xed during step §.

4.Go back to sl:ep:_ZunJessthe reduction ofE V2" be—
com es su ciently an all.

T he above procedure represents only a rough picture of
our num erical m Inim ization. For exam ple, in practice
one ndsthat som e ofthe param eters ply only am i-
nor role and, therefore, are xed during the whole m in—
In ization. However, we are not going to discuss these
num erical details In this work because they depend on
the speci ¢ m aterial under investigation.

500 for d orbials).

Iv.. LANDAU-GUTZW ILLER
QUASIPARTICLES

A . De nition

T he G utzw iller theory provides j 8 i, an approxin ate
description of the true m any-body ground state. In or—
der to extend the variationaldescription to quasiparticle
excitations, we closely ollow Landau’s ideas. W e seek
creation and annihilation operators b, and I, which
m ust obey the sam e Ferm iD irac distrdbution around the
Fem isurface asuncorrelated electrons, ie., we postulate

¢ Bl g
h 95914
at zero tem perature. W ew illsee below that it is actua]Jy
possible to de ne operatorsk, , and g, . which obey 133)
In thewholB rillouin zone and not only around theFerm i
surface. T his in plies that our varational approach does
not capture the dam ping of quasiparticles.

= Er E®iD); 63

1. Quasifparticks for a rigid Fem isea kackground

F irst, we adopt the view point ofa xed Ferm i-seaback-
ground, ie. we assum e that a quasiparticle is added
to the N particle system whose variational param eters
havebeen xed by them inin ization ofthe energy expres—
sion C_I(j), or equivalently, by the conditions {_2-§) . This
Jeads to the optinum one-particle product state for the
N -particle system

o Y
0 = Hg;r jacuum i ; 34)
K;rE (Kio)<Ep

which, in In nie din ensions, actually is the ground state

ofthe e ective oneparticlke H am iltonian
X

Fe = EoR R : (35)
k;r

T he conditions {_2-:’-"») furthem ore lead to optin um param —
etersm  and by thesem eansde ne an optin um correla—
tion operator J'P_IG . U sihg the oneparticle operators Eg i

and Hp ;+ We can now dentify
hg;t PG H;;t (P-G ) ! 7
bp;t PG Hp;t (P-G ) !

as those operators which obey the quasiparticle condi-
tion {33). N ote that the inverse operator Fs) ! 136)
iswellde ned since we expect all param etersm to be
nie in Ferm iliquid system s.
A dding/rem oving a quasiparticle to/from the ground
state generates the excited states

(36a)

(36b)

— @it —0 . — .
Jg lop T hg;t] c1= chg;t] ol; (37a)
— @it ., —0 — .
J Gp Igh = bp;tj c1= pGHp;tj ol (37b)



wih xed Fem iliquid background. As described in
Sect. II, these equations constiute an explicit exam ple

for Landau’s ideas. T he G utzw iller oorre]atorpg n ('_2)
adiabatically transfom s Fem igas eigenstates j 1 into
(approxin ate) eigenstates of the Fem 1 liquid.

T he energy of quastparticles or quasiholes is de ned
as

var

Epitt= & @0 B 38)
w here
E % = HJPifg = (26); (39a)
E, @t = H]Pi—ép ot (39%)
The -sign refers to quasiparticlke or quasithole states,

respectively. W e de ne the quasiparticlke energy &38
reference to the (variational) chem ical potentJal of the
system , see C27 N ote that the energy in (38) is of order
unity whereas those in BQ) are ofO0 @).

T he de nition of the quasiparticle states (:371) applies
to system s of arbitrary spatial dim ensions. H owever, in

nie dim ensions, the one-particle operators Ep 4+ In {34)
and 67) cannot be derived from the diagonalization of
the e ective H am iltonian :L8l ; In this case, the opera—
tors Ep ;£ must be detem ined by a m Inin ization of the
variational ground-state energy w ith respect to the am —
pliudesF, . . in {_ig) .

i

2. Quasipartickes with background relaxation

W hen we add a particle to the N particle system we
m ay expect that the varational param eters w ill adjust
to the presence of the additional particle. T herefore, we
m ay want to work w ith

J &g = 2R3 01 jép;t)iqhzkbGHp;tj ol
(40)

w here the N -particle Fem isea j (1 is de ned according
to {21). Note that the operatorsR_, , B, . stilldepend on

the param etersm ,n , and fora system wih N 1

particles. Then,
Egp@it)=  E° @it E;™) 41)

w ith
1 X i
Ef® ;)= Min  HPi.o L @ = n)
m ;n ; G L

42)

is the de nition of the quasiparticle and quasihole en—

ergy w ith background relaxation. _
One may wonder whether the two de nitions ¢_3§')

and (1) will lead to di erent results for the energies of

quasiparticles and quasiholes. Fortunately, this is not
the case In the them odynam ic lim i, ie.,

Eqp Pt =

as we will show explicitly in appendix 5: . The addi-
tion/subtraction of one particle lads to a change In the
optim ized variationalparam eters to order (1=L), and, In
principle, this could result In a change of the variational
energy E J°* to order unity. H ow ever, this quantity is ex—
trem alw ith respect to the variationalparam eters, so that
it changes only to order (1=L) for param eter variations
around their optin alvalues. T herefore, the change ofthe
quasiparticle energies due to the background relaxation
vanishes in the them odynam ic 1im it.

Egp ;) + O (1=L) ; 43)

B . Quasiparticle dispersion

In the b]gow Ingwe ocuson E g P;t) becaug;e the eval-
uation of ¢_3§') ism ore involved. T he energy Cﬁlg:) is given
by

h i
Eg¥it)= Min  BFPm ogn ;o] (44)
where
; (P it) X
BPYm ;n; ;1= Eg  + E m L n
1 X
L — n 45
i} I ) @5)
and
() X
Eg' = EEi+ Ekin Er E k;n): @6)
k;r
The ( ) sign in :54_'5) and :@_‘6) correspond to a quasi-

particle and quasihole state, respectively.

A dding or rem oving a particle changes the param eters
m ,n , ,and andtheenergiesE (k;t) only by tem s
of the order (1=L) com pared to their valies in the N -
particle ground state,

Xi

X; = Xi+t with x;2 fm ;n ; ; g;

@47a)

E ;b + @7b)

E k;t) B f,(;t) :

Thuswem ay expand Cfl-!j') In tem s of (1=L) up to oxder
unity,

B in; ;1= B@ ;T ]
E ;D )+ B 48)
X .
e, = e g
@x; =% L
xi2fm ;n ; ;g



The sum I C49 vanishes according to CZS) U sing €_2-9'
the quasiparticle dispersion &41-) becom es

Eq (it) = E (;t)  Ee : 50)

This resul does not com e as a surprise since the Fem 1
surfaces, as de ned by the conditions E (o;t) =Er and
E g (ojt) = 0, must coincide. In addition, eq. (50) show s
that the quasiparticle dispersion is given by the eigen—
valuesE (o;t) of the e ective H am ilttonian (35-) not only
around the Fem isurfacebut in the whole B rillouin zone.
N ote that the variational kinetic energy,
X _
i = WP L At ; (51)
is given by the expectation value of the e ective Ham i
tonJan (:35) only In the case of degenerate orbitals where
= 0.
There are two inportant di erences between the ef-
fective H am iltonian C_3§), or, equivalently, C_l@‘), and the
bare oneparticke H am ittonian I]Pl in ({_'5) . First, thebands

are narrow ed In ?—Fe because the C oulom b interaction re—
duces the m obility of the electrons. Second, the elds
which were orighally introduced as auxiliary Lagrange
param eters act as observable shifts of the energy bands,
eg., In tem s of a m agnetic exchange splitfing. O ur de—
tailed num erical investigations on N ickeE® showed that
both e ects, ie., band-narrow ing and band-shifts, are rel-
evant for a proper description of quasiparticles n real
m aterials.

V. 1/D CORRECTIONS FOR THE ONE-BAND
HUBBARD MODEL

T he energy expression C_l-(_)') for the wave function (I.g) is
exact in the lim it of In nite spatialdin ensionsD . T here—
fore, its evaluation for real, nite-din ensional system s
constitutes an additional app;:oXJm ation. For the one-
band m odel it has been shownt? that 1=D corrections of
ground-state properties are actually sm all in m ost cases
of interest. A n exception isthe half- lled H ubbard m odel
where, in in nite din ensions, the G utzw iller theory pre—
dicts the so-called Brinkm an-R ice transition where all
electrons becom e Iocalized at som e nite critical interac—
tion strength Uggr . Thism etaldinsulator is known to be
an artifact ofthglm itD ! 1 because it isabsent In all

nite din ensionl4. C onsequently, 1=D correctionsm ust
becom e in portant in this special case.

A . First order corrections: analytical results

In the case of on'Jy one orbialper lattice site, the gen—
eralH am iltonian (5) reduces to
X X X

"K)E, 6, +U

k=" i

ﬁivv ﬁi# N (52)

W e consider a hypercubic lattice with only nearest-
neighborhopping-term sw here the bare dispersion in C52)
is given by

r

¥
k)= o

cos(ky) : (53)
=1

The Gutzw iller wave function will be evaluated In its
orighal ©m %3, ie., the variational param eter gy T
the doubly occupied state ji= J'#i is replaced by the
param eter g. For the oneband m odel both de nitions
are equivalent.

T he variational ground-state energy of the Ham ilto—
nian C52 in in nite din ension reads

1

E' (@n)=1 q@n)"+ Ud@in) ; (54)

w here

ny, "k) (55)

isthem ean kinetic energy ofthe non-interacting system .
H ere, the renom alization factors q (g;n) and the average
double occupancy per lattice site d (g;n) are given by

n —
in) = - 4@
q@in) ne o) 2 gin)
q — q - 2
1 n+d@n)+ dg;n) ;(66a)
_ nG+n 1
dg;n) (56b)
2 G+1
w ith
p
G= 1+n@ n@& 1): (57)

The m om entum distrbution of the non-interacting sys—
tem ,

ny, = Er "k)); (58)
and the electron density,
L% o 59)
— n,, =n;
L ki

determ ine the Fem ienergy Er .
W e set up the 1=D expansion of a function A (g;n) in
the form
1 1.

A (g;n)= A" (@g;n)+ D—A gin)+ :::: (60)
Then, the rst-order correction of the ground-state en—
ergy reads

h i

Digin) =L tY @)+ vd" @mn) ; 61)



w here the corrections to the average kinetic energy and
the double occupancy can be w ritten as

1 X
£ gin) = - no " oK) ; 62)
k;
&) n G 1 "
n’ @n) = f£@in) W%*’ k) ()°
hG+1 n)+20 n)G 1fp1;
(63)
and
=) 4
d (gin)= hig;n) (M) : (64)
Here, we Introduced the factors
i) - 1 ¢ 1° 1
gitt) = 1+g G+1 n@ n) '
(65a)
G+1 n)G + n 1) G 1)
h (g; = : 65b
Gin) 26 G + 1)*n? @2 n¥ (6°b)
T he total ground-state energy to st order in 1=D ,
1 1w
E (@in)=E~ (gin)+ D—E gin); (66)

has to be m Inim ized wih respect to g. However, the
optinum value g of this m inin ization di ers from the
respective valuie ¢ in in nite din ensions only by tem s
of the order 1=D ,

1
=9 +53": 67)

T herefore, we can expand the optim um ground-state en—
ergy In term s of 1=D as

1
E@n) = E- @ +53"in)
1 1
+—eP g + —g%;n 68a
5 (€] 59 ) (68a)
= (1) 1
E ;
E' @ ;n)+ g_8E Gin)
D @g 9=
1 1) 1
+EY @G n); (68b)

which Jeads to
1

E G;n) E! @ ;n)+ D—E Y@ ;n)=E G ;n)
(69)

because the derivative in {68b) vanishes. From {69) we
see that the optin um ground-state energy is determ ined
by the optin um param eterg' in in nite din ensions and
nom inin ization of the total energy {_éﬁ) is required.

In order to detem ine the quasiparticle dispersion as
de ned in (:_3-8_:),weevahate @éé) and @Q-kg) to order1=D .

T he energy (_39%) is given by C_é(é) T he expression {_69')
also yieldsthe energy {_391;) when weperform the replace-
m ents

(70a)
.olon). ke (70b)

for a quasiparticle state (+ sign) or quasihole state
( sign) with momentum p and soin . A straightfor-
ward expansion of @?L‘:‘) In temm s of 1=L. Jeads to the
quasiparticle energy

— —1 1—w
Eap i )=Fqp®i )t S Fqp ©7 ) : (71)

Here, we recover the quasiparticle dispersion In in nite
din ensions,
.y = g n)
EpPi )= d@g in)"pE)

as already derived In Sec.il\:/:. The rst-order correction
reads

Er); (72)

Ey, ;)= "®) E B ") (73)

w ih

n 1¥ G 1
B "p) =£@G in))’ 102 r ’2("0)2
n@@2 n)G
+6nGL +1 n)+60 n) G 1)
(@]
+ ")+ Er)2Q1 rl)(_Gl % (74)

+4Uh @ ;n) () :

T he quantity El is given by C_S-Z:), evaliated at g= g ,
and "3 isde ned by

— X
"2 = ny, "k)? : (75)

|-

ki

N ote that in deriving C]-Z_LI) we have used the relations

X 1 X
=0 ; -

k k

k)P =1; (76)

w hich hold for the dispersion relation t_é;%) .

B . First-order corrections: num erical results

W e are interested in the relative size of the 1=D cor-
rections com pared to the result in D = 1 din ensions.
For this purpose we introduce

qpcpi)
a ©i )

:

m )= (77)

=

asam easure for the deviations from the resul in In nite
din ensions.



In the half- lled case, n =
pendent of the wave vectorp,

1, the ratiom (o) is lnde-

13 1
m=m )= _7“3 U

3@ 1)
2D g + 1

g o+ 1 78)
The inset ofFjg.-'g.' showsm = m (o) as a function of
s = 4d=n? Pr spatial dinensions D = 1;2;3. Here,
0 s 1providesameasure orthe correlation strength
In the system . The valuie s = 1 correspondsto U = 0
and s = 0 is realized at the B rinkm an-R ice transition,
U = Ugr = 8J9) As seen from the inset of Fig. i,
1=D corrections are not negligble over a w ide range of
Interactions, especially n one din ension. In three di-
m ensions, these corrections are much sm aller but still
about 25% close to the B rinkm an-R ice transition.

Since this transition is spurious n nie din ensions,
1=D corrections have to be large in the half- lled Hub-
bard m odel. For an application of our m ethod to real
Fem iHliquid system s i is more reasonable to study
cases of non-integer band ling. Fig. :1.' show s the ra—
tio m (r) at the Femn i surface for di erent band 1
Ingsn = 1;0:99;0:95;0:9;0:8;0:5;02 in three din ensions.
T he respective results orband- llingsn®= 2 n Hlow
dentically due to particle-hole symm etry. A s expected,
the corrections in Fjg.-';' becom em uch sm aller aw ay from
integer Iling.

The data in Fjg.-'gqI show m (pr) at the Fem i energy.
However, orn € 1, there also is a m om entum depen-—
dence ofm (o) which can becom e signi cant close to half
band Iling. In Fjg.:glwe show the width of st order
contributions,

m=M?§Xjn(p) m (r)J; (79)
on a logarithm ic scale for the sam e band I1lings as in
Fig. :}' Although m strictly vanishes forn = 1 we
see from Fjg.:;i that m can becom e relatively large for
n < 1. This m eans that around the half- lled case we

nd 1=D ocorrections which strongly depend on the wave
vector.

As Iong as m mpEr), a nie value of m ()
am ounts to a rescaling of the overalliand width. W hen
we apply our theory to realm aterial®?? the band w idth
is basically controlled by the R acah-param eter A which
we adjust to t the experin ental band width. There—
fore, 1=D corrections w ihout a signi cant m om entum
dependence will not m odify the band structure in our
variational approach.

As shown in Figs.d, d the results orD ! 1 be-
com e questionable only close to integer 1lling and for
very strong correlations. T herefore, we have reasons to
believe that the quasiparticle dispersions as calculated
mhD =1 i Sect.:_ﬂf: provide a good starting point for
a sensible com parison w ith experin entaldata. T he good
agreem ent bety,gen experin ents and our theoretical re—
sults on nickeB? supports such an optin istic point of
view .

FIG .1: Renom alization factorm (pr) for the quasiparticle
dispersion at the Fem i energy as a function of s = 4d=n"*
forband llingsn = 1;0:99;0:95;0:9;0:8;0:5;02 (from top to
bottom at s= 02) in three dim ensions. Inset: special case of
half band- lling for dim ensions D = 1 (dashed line),D = 2
(dotted line), and D = 3 (full line).
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FIG .2: M axin alw idth ofthe renom alization factor m for
the quasiparticle dispersion as a function of s = 4d=n® for
band llingsn = 1;0:99;0:95;0:9;0:8;0:5;02 in three djrr‘l en—
sions, shown on a logarithm ic scale; notation as in F ig. E

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In thiswork we used Landau’s Ferm iliquid picture to
de ne quasiparticle excitations in term s of G utzw iller—
correlated wave functions. Starting from the opti-
mum variational ground state of a general m ultiband
Hubbard-m odel we identi ed operators which describe
the creation and annihilation of quasiparticles in this
state. W e calculated the quasiparticle dispersion analyt—
ically in the lim it of in nite din ensions. O ur vardational
states provide an illustrative exam ple for Landau quasi-



particles. They are also suitable for num erical investiga—
tions, eg., w ith variationalM onte<€ arlo techniques.

W e gave two de nitions of quasiparticle operators,
wih and wihout a relaxation of the Ferm isea back-
ground. It tums out that it ism ore convenient to allow a
(am all) change ofthe variationalparam etersofthe Fem i-
sea background In the presence ofthe quasiparticles. W e
showed that both cases lead to the sam e result for the
quasiparticle dispersion. This absence of a orthogonal-
ity catastrophe is characteristic for Femm i liquids.

Our results con m our earlier calculations n which
the quasiparticle dispersion had been extracted phe-
nom en,o,]ogaca]]y from an e ective oneparticle H am ilto—
man:”l In contrast to density-fiinctional theory, our
quasiparticle dispersions correspond to m athem atically
wellde ned (variational) states in realistic m ultidoand
Hubbard m odels. In general, our quasipartick bandsare
narrower than the DFT bands because of the hopping—
reduction factorsg in ClO M oreover, as seen In {18)
the G utzw iller theory has the exbility for the adjlst—
m ent of the orbital energies through the param eters
so that the DFT bands are shifted and m ixed into the
Landau-G utzw iller quastparticle bands.

O ur derivation of the G utzw iller theory uses approxi-
m ations which becom e exact in the lim it of in nite spa—
tialdmensions, D ! 1 . For this reason, we calculated

rst-order corrections In 1=D for the quasiparticle dis—
persion of the oneband Hubbard model. Apart from
the special case close to half band- 1ling, these correc—
tions were found to be relatively sm all. Consequently,
the quasiparticke bandsasderived n D = 1 formuli-
band Hubbard m odels contain the essential inform ation
ofthe G utzw iller states in three dim ensions, and are thus
suitable for a m eaningfiil com parison w ith real, three—
din ensionalFerm i liquids.
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APPENDIX A:QUASIPARTICLE DISPERSION
FOR A RIGID FERM I-SEA BACKGROUND

In this appendix we evaluate the quasiparticle disper—
sion (38) and thereby prove that it is identical to the

energy (0). E
—0
The variationalground state

in (394) isgiven as

Al

is the state CZ]J) evaluated for the optin um
. The variational ground-state

where

valuesm ,n , , and

10

energy @é&_;) therefore reads

X X .
Eo* = S; ok;m jm )Hg, b, o1
i %k
X
+ L E m @a2)
Here, we made it explicit that the numbers S ; o (k)

in {l0) depend on n and m . The state B, which
determ ines the expectation value @91:_) can be w ritten as

T o= T3 ", @3)

where
—en”_ -R® = ®4)
The dgnsities n  and the param etersm  for the state

—En di er from those ofthe N -particle ground state

only by tem s of the order 1=L,

1
n =n +—n ; 5a
I (A 5a)

o 1
m = m +—m ; (A 5b)

L

w here, or exam ple,

n = ¥p;;tj2: ®50)

Here, the signs refer to a quasiparticle or quastholk
state, respectively. U sing @4 {{A3 ) we can write the
energy G9%) as

X X 1 1

—var — —_
Ey i = S,okM + —n;m +—m )

=
=

B, b, e ®6)
X

1
+L E + — m :
m I )

For the expectation value in @:6) we nd

m:; q{; 0l m:; q(; 0l

kpFp; wFp; ot

A7)

An expansion of {_A_a) in term sof1=L up to and including
term s of order unity leads to

X
ar _ _ J— N
o i) = E*F S im JF g, 1 Fp; o
. 0
X 1X X
+ +
n E }bk; bkr Olo
P 0k
@
—3S ; O(k;n a4} ) @*8)
Gn n =n
X h 1X X
+ m oE o+ — l’h:; lq{l ol
0 ; 0 k
Q i
S; ok jm )
@m 0



W ith the help of equations {17) and {18) we nd

@ sp @
—E = —pe 9
an an B (A 9a)
X X 0
= m:r; :q(, o™
i %k
@ _
—S ; ok;n ;m ) (A %9b)
@1’1 n =n
= L( ) @ 9¢)

where the third line @ 9¢) Hlows from {24) and £9). In

the sam e way we can show that

X X d
W, b, oi, S; ok;m ;m ) =
;0 0k @m 0 m =m
L E: A 10)

T herefore, the energy di erence In (:_38_:) becom es

X

—var i J—
E, @it E'= S, of;n ;m )F

11

The rsttwo temm sin this expression just gjye_tl"le elgen—
values E (p;t) of the e ective Ham iltonian (3%), which
lads to

E, ©it) EM= €D ) :

@12)

Thus, by use of é(j), the quasiparticle dispersion @ék:;)
nally becom es

Eq Pit) = E @;t)  Er ; @®13)

n ag{e_egentwjth our result or E o, (o;t) as derived in
Sec.V B.
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