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W e de�ne Landau quasi-particles within the G utzwiller variationaltheory,and derive their dis-

persion relation forgeneralm ulti-band Hubbard m odelsin the lim itoflarge spatialdim ensionsD .

Thereby we reproduce ourpreviouscalculationswhich were based on a phenom enologicale�ective

single-particle Ham iltonian. For the one-band Hubbard m odel we calculate the �rst-order cor-

rections in 1=D and �nd that the corrections to the quasi-particle dispersions are sm allin three

dim ensions.They m ay belargely absorbed in a rescaling ofthetotalband width,unlessthesystem

isclosetohalfband �lling.Therefore,theG utzwillertheory in thelim itoflargedim ensionsprovides

quasi-particlebandswhich aresuitablefora com parison with real,three-dim ensionalFerm iliquids.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.10.A y,71.18.+ y,71.27.+ a

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The calculation ofthe band structure ofm etals and

insulatorsisa centraltask in solid-state theory.A com -

m only accepted m ethod for this purpose is the density-

functionaltheory (DFT)which providessurprisingly ac-

curate results for the band structure of m any m ateri-

als1.Furtherm ore,the DFT isan ‘ab-initio’theory,i.e.,

itstartsfrom the fullHam iltonian ofa realsystem and

doesnotrequirethe introduction ofany sim pli�ed m od-

els. The only com peting ‘ab-initio’theory wasHartree-

Focktheory,which hasshown verym anyshortcom ingsas

com pared to DFT,such asgrossoverestim ation ofband

widthsand band gaps.

However, from a theoreticalpoint of view, the suc-

cess ofthe DFT for band structures is rather astonish-

ing becausethistheory isa genericapproach to ground-

state properties only. Allresults on energy bands are

extracted from auxiliary one-particle dispersions which

have no physicalm eaning at the outset. Indeed,som e

shortcom ingsoftheDFT energy bandshavebecom eev-

ident very early, in particular the underestim ation of

the fundam entalgap in sem iconductors.In sem iconduc-

torsand insulators,the so-called G W approxim ation to

the one-particle G reen function has been put forward2.

There,the single-particle selfenergy is calculated using

a G reen function based on the DFT wavefunctionsand

the screened Coulom b interaction.Itturnsoutthatthe

G W quasi-particlebandsarem oreorlessrigidly shifted

againstthe DFT bands so thatthe band gap resultsof

G W calculationsforsem iconductorsand insulatorsagree

m uch betterwith experim ent.

For m aterials with strong electron-electron interac-

tions, the DFT results have not been too convincing,

in particularform agnetic insulatorsand otherstrongly

correlated electron system s. For the iron group m et-

als the discrepancies of DFT results to experim ental

data, e.g., angle-resolved photo-em ission spectroscopy

(ARPES),increase towards the end of the series, i.e.,

towardsnickel;fora detailed discussion on the discrep-

ancies between DFT results and experim entaldata on

nickel,seeRefs.3,4.Fortheiron group m etals,G W cal-

culationsdid notyield signi�cantim provem entsoverthe

DFT results;fornickel,seeRef.5.

A proper description of solids with strong Coulom b

interactions requires true m any-particle approaches. In

the past,the notoriousdi�culties ofm any-particle sys-

tem shaverestricted such theoriesto the study ofrather

sim pli�ed m odel system s, e.g., the one-band Hubbard

m odel. Therefore, a com parison with experim ents on

realm aterialscould hardly beperform 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.3,4,6,7,8. In Ref.8 we introduced a class

ofG utzwiller variationalwave functions which allow us

to study generalm ulti-band Hubbard m odels. Expecta-

tion valueswith thesecorrelated electron statesareeval-

uated exactly in the lim it of large spatialdim ensions,

D ! 1 . W hen applied to nickel,the rem aining m in-

im ization problem is num erically non-trivialbecause of

the large num berofvariationalparam eters;�rstresults

arereported in Refs.3,4.

TheG utzwillervariationaltheory providesan approxi-

m atepictureoftheground statebut,in principle,itlacks

anyinform ation aboutexcited states.Thisdrawbackcan

be overcom e in two ways. First,ifwe take for granted

thatthevariationalground stateisatleastqualitatively

close to the true ground state, we m ay use the varia-

tionalstate asa starting pointforthe variationalcalcu-

lation ofexcited states.In Ref.9 wehaveused thisidea

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0202434v2
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to determ ine the spin-wave dispersion in ferrom agnetic

m ulti-band Hubbard m odels.W ehavesuccessfullyrepro-

duced the experim entalobservation thatthe low-energy

spin excitationsin itinerantferrom agnetsare very sim i-

larto thoseofa system with localized spins.Second,the

calculation ofthe variationalground-stateenergy in the

lim it ofin�nite dim ensions8 naturally leadsto the de�-

nition ofan e�ective single-particle Ham iltonian which,

in som elim its,can also bederived in Slave-Boson m ean-

�eld theory10. Very m uch in the spirit ofthe DFT we

used theband structureofthise�ectiveHam iltonian for

asuccessfulcom parison with ARPES datafornickel.W e

havebeen ableto resolvebasically allofthe LDA short-

com ings.

Despite its success,the second approach stilllacks a

sound theoreticalbasis.In thiswork wederivethe(vari-

ational)quasi-particle dispersion referring back to Lan-

dau’s originalideas on Ferm iliquids. The G utzwiller

variationalstate is an illustrative exam ple for a Ferm i-

liquid groundstate:theG utzwillerm any-bodycorrelator

actson theFerm i-gasground statewhereby energetically

unfavorablecon�gurationsaregradually reduced.In the

spiritofFerm i-liquid theory,aquasi-particleexcitation is

readily viewed as a G utzwiller-correlated single-particle

excitation ofthe Ferm i-gasground state. The energy of

this excitation is identicalto the quasi-particle disper-

sion in ouroriginalwork8.Therefore,no revision ofour

previousnum ericalresultson nickel3,4 isnecessary.

Theevaluation ofthevariationalenergy in ourm ethod

is exact only in the lim it ofin�nite spatialdim ensions.

O urapplication torealisticthree-dim ensionalsystem sre-

quires that 1=D corrections are wellcontrolled. As is

known from the one-band m odel,these corrections are

sm allforground-statepropertiessuch asthe(variational)

energy orthe e�ective m assofthe quasi-particlesatthe

Ferm isurface.In thiswork wewillpresentadditionalre-

sultson 1=D correctionsofthe quasi-particle dispersion

forthe one-band Hubbard m odel.

O ur work is organized as follows. In Sec.IIwe sum -

m arize the basic ideas ofLandau-G utzwiller theory. In

Sect.IIIwediscussthevariationalgroundstateform ulti-

band Hubbard m odels. In Sec.IV we de�ne Landau-

G utzwiller quasi-particles and derive their energy dis-

persion.In Sect.V we calculate 1=D correctionsforthe

quasi-particledispersion oftheone-band m odel.O urpre-

sentation closes with short conclusions. Som e technical

detailsaredeferred to the appendix.

II. LA N D A U -G U T ZW ILLER T H EO R Y

In second quantization theHam ilton operatorfornon-

interacting electronsreads

bH 1 =
X

i6= j;�;� 0

t
�;�

0

i;j bc
+

i;�bcj;�0 +
X

i;�

e��bc
+

i;�bci;� : (1)

Here,bc+i;� creates an electron with com bined spin-orbit

index � = 1;:::;2N (N = 5 for 3d electrons) at the

lattice site iofa solid with L lattice sites. The electron

density,n = N e=L,is�nite in the therm odynam ic lim it

N e ! 1 ,L ! 1 .

For a translationally invariant system ,as considered

throughoutthiswork,thissingle-particleHam iltonian is

readily diagonalized in m om entum space.Itseigenstates

are one-particle product states j	i. In particular,the

ground statej	 0iisthe�lled Ferm isea whereallsingle-

particlestatesbelow the Ferm ienergy areoccupied.All

othereigenstatescan be understood asparticle-hole ex-

citationsofj	 0i.

O ne essentialidea behind Landau’s Ferm iliquid the-

ory istheassum ption thattheFerm i-gaspicturerem ains

valid qualitativelywhen electron-electroninteractionsare

switched on;foran introduction,see,e.g.,Ref.11. The

Ferm i-gaseigenstatestransform adiabatically into those

of the Ferm iliquid while keeping their physicalprop-

erties. For exam ple, the m om entum distribution dis-

plays a discontinuity at the Ferm ienergy both in the

Ferm igasand in the Ferm iliquid. Naturally,the prop-

erties ofthe ground state and ofthe particle-hole exci-

tationschangequantitatively.Therefore,the excitations

are called quasi-particles and quasi-holes in the Ferm i

liquid.

G utzwiller’svariationaltheory closely followstheidea

ofanadiabaticcontinuityfrom theFerm igastotheFerm i

liquid. Let us introduce a generalclass ofG utzwiller-

correlated wavefunctionsvia

j	 G i= bPG j�i: (2)

Here,j�i is any norm alized one-particle product state.

TheG utzwillercorrelator

bPG =
Y

i

bPi;G (3)

isa m any-body operatorwhich suppressesthosecon�gu-

rationswhich are energetically unfavorable with respect

to the electron-electron interaction. Therefore,the (ap-

proxim ate)Ferm i-liquid ground state

j	 0
G i=

bPG j�0i (4)

evolves sm oothly from a Ferm i-gas ground state j�0i

when theelectron-electron interaction isswitched on.In

fact,thisconcepthasbeen used byVollhardt12 todevelop

a m icroscopic theory for the ground-state properties of

liquid 3He on the basisofG utzwiller’sapproach.

In thiswork,weuseLandau’sidea to extend G utzwil-

ler’s variationalapproach to quasi-particle excitations.

In principle,thisdoesnotposea big problem .Instead of

a Ferm i-liquid ground state j�0i,we use single-particle

excitations j�i ofthe Ferm igas in (2) to de�ne quasi-

particle states. In Sect.IV we willgive a properm ath-

em aticalde�nition ofa quasi-particle excitation. Here

we pointoutthatallrestrictionsofFerm i-liquid theory

apply. For exam ple,only the low-energy properties of

m etals,close to the Ferm ienergy,oughtto be described

in this way. Nevertheless,experim ents on m etals show
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that well-de�ned but life-tim e broadened quasi-particle

excitationscan befound even forenergiesofabout10eV

below theFerm ienergy.Therefore,theconceptofquasi-

particles and quasi-holes rem ains m eaningfulfor those

partsofthevalenceand conduction bandswhich arerel-

evantin solid-statephysics.

III. VA R IA T IO N A L EN ER G Y

A . M ulti-band H ubbard H am iltonian and

G utzw iller variationalstates

In thefollowing westudy m ulti-band Hubbard m odels

wherethe electron-electron interaction ispurely local,

bH = bH 1 +
X

i

bH i;at : (5)

Here,the atom ic Ham iltonian bH i;at containsallpossible

Coulom b-interaction term sbetween electronson site i,

bH i;at =
X

�1;�2;�3;�4

U
�1;�2;�3;�4bc

+

i;�1
bc
+

i;�2
bci;�3bci;�4 : (6)

W eassum ethattheeigenstatesj�ii oftheatom icHam il-

tonian havebeen determ ined

bH i;at =
X

�

E i;� bm i;� ; bm i;� = j�iiih�j: (7)

This is possible in allcasesofinterest,atleastnum eri-

cally. In the following,the site index willoften be sup-

pressed aswe are prim arily interested in translationally

invariantsystem s.

The G utzwiller theory allows us to study the Ham il-

tonian (5)with an arbitrary num beroforbitals8.In this

work,however,we willrestrict ourselves to the special

case where non-degenerate orbitals belong to di�erent

representationsofthe respective point-sym m etry group.

For exam ple,in cubic sym m etry we allow for only one

setofs,p,d(eg)and d(t2g)orbitals.

The G utzwillercorrelator

bPG =
Y

i

bPi;G =
Y

i;�

�
bm i;�

i;�
(8)

isparam eterized by 22N realnum bers�i;�.Foran ener-

getically unfavorableatom iccon�guration j�iithem ini-

m ization willresultin �i;� < 1 whereby itsweightin j�i

isreduced.

B . Extrem a ofthe variationalenergy

In thelim itoflargespatialdim ensions,theexpectation

valueoftheHam iltonian (5)in thewavefunction (2)can

be expressed in term s ofthe one-particle product wave

function j�iand the expectation values

m � = hbm �i	 G
=
h	 G jbm �j	 G i

h	 G j	 G i
; (9)

foralldetails,seeRef.8.Aftera lengthy calculation one

obtainsthe following variationalenergy

E
var = hbH i	 G

=
X

�;� 0

X

k

S�;� 0(k)hbc
+

k;�
bc
k;�0i�

+ L
X

�

E �m � ; (10a)

S�;� 0(k) =
p
q�
p
q�0��;� 0(k)+ ��;� 0e�� ; (10b)

where

��;� 0(k)=
1

L

X

l6= m

t
�;�

0

l;m
exp(� ik(Rl� Rm )) : (11)

The calculation only requires j�i to be a one-particle

productwavestate;j�ineed notbe a �lled Ferm isea.

Foragiven setofCoulom b param etersin (6)therenor-

m alization factors

q� = q�(n
0
�;m �) (12)

only depend on the localspin-orbitaldensities

n
0
� = hbn�i� (13)

and the variationalparam eters m � for states j�i with

m ore than one electron. An explicitexpression for(12)

has been given in Ref.8,but it is not needed for our

further considerations. Note that for our sym m etry-

restricted orbitalbasis

n
0
� = n� = hbn�i	 G

(14)

holds.

E var in (10)dependson thevariationalparam etersm �,

the localdensitiesn�,and the wave function j�i. How-

ever,the constraints

n� = h�jbn �j�i ; n =
X

�

n� (15)

haveto berespected duringthem inim ization aswework

for �xed n in the sub-space ofnorm alized one-particle

product states,h�j�i = 1. W e introduce Lagrange pa-

ram etersE SP,��,and �fortheseconstraintswhich leads

to the energy functional

E c[�;m �;n�;��;�] = E
var[j�i;m �;n�]

� L
X

�

��
�
n� � h�jbn� j�i

�

� L�(n �
X

�

n�) (16)

+ E SP(1� h�j�i):
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E c hasnow tobem inim ized with respecttoallquantities

j�i,E SP,m �,n�,��,and � independently.

First,we use the condition that(16)isextrem alwith

respectto j�iand E SP.Thisgivesusthefollowing e�ec-

tive Schr�odingerequation which hasto be solved in the

sub-spaceofnorm alized statesj�i

bH
e� j�i= E SP j�i (17)

with

bH
e� =

X

�;� 0

X

k

(S�;� 0(k)+ ��;� 0��)bc
+

k;�
bc
k;�0 : (18)

Thee�ectiveone-particleHam iltonian bH e� can bediag-

onalized,

bH
e� =

X

k;r

E (k;r)bh
+

k;r
bh
k;r

(19)

by introducing proper creation and annihilation opera-

tors

bh
+

k;r
:=

X

�

Fk;�;rbc
+

k;�
; bh

k;r
:=

X

�

F
�
k;�;rbck;� : (20)

Notethattheam plitudesF
k;�;r

,theenergiesE (k;r),and

the operators bh+

k;r
,bh

k;r
stilldepend on the param eters

m �,n�,and ��.

Solvingtheeigenvalueequation (17)isonlyanecessary

butnota su�cientcondition fora statej�ito m inim ize

the originalenergy expression (10). In Sect.IIIwe will

usethisam biguity to de�nequasi-particlesexcitationsof

the variationalFerm i-liquid ground state.

C . V ariationalFerm i-liquid ground state

In orderto obtain ourvariationalFerm i-liquid ground

state,itappearstobethem ostnaturalchoicetoproceed

with the �lled Ferm isea for the e�ective Ham iltonian
bH e�,

j�0i=
Y

k;r;E (k;r)< E F

bh
+

k;r
jvacuum i : (21)

Here,theFerm ienergyE F isdeterm ined bythecondition

1

L

X

k;r

�(E F � E (k;r))= n : (22)

The corresponding eigenvalueE SP becom es

E SP =
X

k;r

E (k;r)�(E F � E (k;r)): (23)

Itisdi�cultto proverigorously thatthestate(21)leads

to theglobalm inim um of(10).However,j�0iisatleast

stablewith respectto single-particleexcitationsand itis

di�cult to conceive any other state which is consistent

with ourunderlying Ferm i-liquid picture.

W hen weinsertj�0iinto (16)weareled to theenergy

function

eE c[m �;n�;��;�] = E SP + L
X

�

E �m � � L
X

�

��n�

� L�(n �
X

�

n�): (24)

In thevariationalgroundstatethisexpressionisextrem al

with respectto m �,n�,��,and �,

@

@xi

eE c

�
�
�
�
fxjg= fxjg

= 0 with xi 2 fm �;n�;��;�g:

(25)

The optim um values m �,n�,��,and � de�ne the op-

tim um values for the energies E (k;r), the am plitudes

F k;�;r, and the operators
b
h
+

k;r
,
b
h
k;r
. Furtherm ore, we

can writethe variationalground-stateenergy as

E
var
0 = eE c[m �;n�;��;�]: (26)

The energy (26) depends on the particle density n

both im plicitly,m ediated by theoptim um valuesm �(n),

n�(n),��(n),and �(n),and explicitly,due to the term

� L�(n)n and the Ferm i energy EF � EF(n) in E SP

of(24).Therefore,the (variational)chem icalpotential

�=
1

L

dE var
0

dn
(27)

can be written as

� =
1

L

@E SP

@n
� � (28)

+
1

L

X

xi2fm � ;n� ;�� ;�g

@

@xi

eE c

�
�
�
�
fxjg= fxjg

@xi

@n
:

Thesum in (28)vanishesdueto (25)whereasthederiva-

tiveofE SP justgivesthe Ferm ienergy E F,

1

L

@E SP

@n
= E F : (29)

Therefore,the variationalchem icalpotentialreads

�= E F � � : (30)

The strategy for the num erical m inim ization is not

im portant for our analysis ofLandau-G utzwiller quasi-

particlesin therestofourwork.Forfurtherreferencewe

givea shortsum m ary ofourm oste�cientprocedure.

First,we note that the conditions (@ eE c)=(@��) = 0

and (@ eE c)=(@�) = 0 take us back to the originalcon-

straints(15),

n� =
@

@��
E SP = hbn�i� 0

=
X

k;r

jFk;�;rj
2�(E F � E (k;r)); (31a)

n =
X

�

n� : (31b)
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Therefore,weareleftwith twodi�erentsetsofvariational

param eters,the‘internal’param etersm � and the‘exter-

nal’param eters��.O ptim izing the energy with respect

to both ofthese setsistim e-costly,fordi�erentreasons.

The problem with the internalparam etersistheirlarge

num berwhich isofthe order22N (� 500 ford orbitals).

Com pared to thisthereareonly a few,2N ,externalpa-

ram eters��.However,each m odi�cation ofoneofthese

externalparam etersdem andsform om entum -spaceinte-

grations according to the sum s in (31a) and (23). W e

found these integrationsto be the m osttim e-consum ing

partofournum ericalm inim ization.In principle,such in-

tegralsm ustalso be calculated wheneverwe change the

param etersm �,because they determ ine the am plitudes

F
k;�;r and the energies E (k;r). In order to avoid this

largenum berofintegrationswewrite E SP in (24)as

E SP =
X

�;� 0

p
q�
p
q�0

X 0

k;r

��;� 0(k)F �
k;�;rFk;�0;r

+
X

�

(e�� + ��)
X 0

k;r

jFk;�;rj
2
; (32)

where the prim e on the sum s im plies E (k;r)) < E F.

Eqs.(24) and (32) show that the param eters m � enter

the energy eE c in two di�erent ways: (i),indirectly,via

the am plitudes F
k;�;r

or the energies E (k;r) and, (ii),

directly, via q� in (32) and the second term in (24).

This separation suggests the following num ericalitera-

tion schem e:

1.Startwith an initialguessforthe param etersm �,

e.g., their statistical values in the uncorrelated

lim it.

2.M inim ize the energy with respect to the param e-

ters �� while allm � are �xed. During this m ini-

m ization the constraint(31b)m ustbe respected.

3.M inim ize the energy with respect to the param e-

tersm �,while the param eters��,the am plitudes

F
k;�;r,the energies E (k;r) and the wave function

j�0irem ain �xed during step 3.

4.G o back to step 2 unlessthe reduction ofE var be-

com essu�ciently sm all.

The above procedure representsonly a rough picture of

our num ericalm inim ization. For exam ple, in practice

one�ndsthatsom eoftheparam eters�� play only a m i-

norrole and,therefore,are �xed during the whole m in-

im ization. However,we are not going to discuss these

num ericaldetails in this work because they depend on

the speci�c m aterialunderinvestigation.

IV . LA N D A U -G U T ZW ILLER

Q U A SI-PA R T IC LES

A . D e�nition

TheG utzwillertheory providesj	 0
G i,an approxim ate

description ofthe true m any-body ground state. In or-

dertoextend thevariationaldescription toquasi-particle

excitations,we closely follow Landau’s ideas. W e seek

creation and annihilation operators be
+
p;t and bvp;t which

m ustobey thesam eFerm i-Diracdistribution around the

Ferm isurfaceasuncorrelated electrons,i.e.,wepostulate


	 0
G

�
�be

+
p;tbvp;t

�
�	 0

G

�

h	 0
G
j	 0

G
i

= �(E F � E (p;t)); (33)

atzerotem perature.W ewillseebelow thatitisactually

possibleto de�neoperatorsbe+p;t and bvp;t which obey (33)

inthewholeBrillouinzoneandnotonlyaroundtheFerm i

surface.Thisim pliesthatourvariationalapproach does

notcapturethe dam ping ofquasi-particles.

1. Q uasi-particles for a rigid Ferm i-sea background

First,weadopttheviewpointofa�xedFerm i-seaback-

ground, i.e., we assum e that a quasi-particle is added

to the N -particle system whose variationalparam eters

havebeen �xed bythem inim ization oftheenergyexpres-

sion (10),or equivalently,by the conditions (25). This

leadsto the optim um one-particle productstate forthe

N -particlesystem

�
��0

�
=

Y

k;r;E (k;r)< E F

b
h
+
p;rjvacuum i ; (34)

which,in in�nitedim ensions,actually istheground state

ofthe e�ective one-particleHam iltonian

b
H

e� =
X

k;r

E (k;r)
b
h
+

k;r

b
h
k;r

: (35)

Theconditions(25)furtherm orelead tooptim um param -

etersm � and by thesem eansde�nean optim um correla-

tion operator
b
P G . Using the one-particle operators

b
h
+
p;t

and
b
hp;t we can now identify

be
+
p;t :=

b
P G

b
h
+
p;t(

b
P G )

�1
; (36a)

bvp;t :=
b
P G

b
hp;t(

b
P G )

�1 (36b)

as those operators which obey the quasi-particle condi-

tion (33).Notethattheinverseoperator(
b
P G )

�1 in (36)

iswellde�ned since we expectallparam etersm � to be

�nite in Ferm i-liquid system s.

Adding/rem oving a quasi-particleto/from the ground

stategeneratesthe excited states

j	
(p;t)

G iqp = be
+
p;tj	

0

G i=
b
P G

b
h
+
p;tj�0i; (37a)

j	
(p;t)

G iqh = bvp;tj	
0

G i=
b
P G

b
hp;tj�0i (37b)
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with �xed Ferm i-liquid background. As described in

Sect.II,these equations constitute an explicit exam ple

forLandau’sideas.The G utzwillercorrelator
b
P G in (2)

adiabatically transform s Ferm i-gas eigenstates j�i into

(approxim ate)eigenstatesofthe Ferm iliquid.

The energy ofquasi-particlesorquasi-holesisde�ned

as

E qp(p;t)= � (E
var

0 (p;t)� E
var
0 )� � (38)

where

E
var
0 = hbH i

	
0

G

= (26); (39a)

E
var

0 (p;t) = hbH i
	

(p ;t)

G

: (39b)

The � -sign refers to quasi-particle or quasi-hole states,

respectively.W e de�ne the quasi-particleenergy (38)in

reference to the (variational) chem icalpotentialofthe

system ,see(27).Notethattheenergy in (38)isoforder

unity whereasthosein (39)areofO (L).

The de�nition ofthe quasi-particlestates(37)applies

to system sofarbitrary spatialdim ensions. However,in

�nite dim ensions,the one-particleoperators
b
hp;t in (34)

and (37) cannot be derived from the diagonalization of

the e�ective Ham iltonian (18);in this case,the opera-

tors
b
hp;t m ust be determ ined by a m inim ization ofthe

variationalground-state energy with respectto the am -

plitudesF
k;�;r in (20).

2. Q uasi-particles with background relaxation

W hen we add a particle to the N -particle system we

m ay expect that the variationalparam eters willadjust

to the presence ofthe additionalparticle.Therefore,we

m ay wantto work with

j	
(p;t)

G
iqp = bPG

bh
+
p;tj�0i ; j	

(p;t)

G
iqh = bPG

bhp;tj�0i;

(40)

wheretheN -particleFerm isea j�0iisde�ned according

to(21).Notethattheoperatorsbh
+
p;t,

bhp;t stilldepend on

the param etersm �,n�,and �� fora system with N � 1

particles.Then,

E qp(p;t)= � (Evar0 (p;t)� E
var
0 )� � (41)

with

E
var
0 (p;t)= M in

m � ;n� ;�� ;�

h

hbH i
	

(p ;t)

G

� L�(n �
1

L
�
X

�

n�)

i

(42)

isthe de�nition ofthe quasi-particle and quasi-hole en-

ergy with background relaxation.

O ne m ay wonder whether the two de�nitions (38)

and (41)willlead to di�erentresultsforthe energiesof

quasi-particlesand quasi-holes. Fortunately,this is not

the casein the therm odynam ic lim it,i.e.,

E qp(p;t)= E qp(p;t)+ O (1=L); (43)

as we will show explicitly in appendix A. The addi-

tion/subtraction ofone particle leadsto a changein the

optim ized variationalparam etersto order(1=L),and,in

principle,thiscould resultin a changeofthe variational

energy E var
0 to orderunity.However,thisquantity isex-

trem alwith respecttothevariationalparam eters,sothat

it changesonly to order(1=L)for param eter variations

around theiroptim alvalues.Therefore,thechangeofthe

quasi-particleenergiesdue to the background relaxation

vanishesin the therm odynam iclim it.

B . Q uasi-particle dispersion

In thefollowingwefocuson E qp(p;t)becausetheeval-

uation of(38)ism oreinvolved.Theenergy (42)isgiven

by

E
var
0 (p;t)= M in

m � ;n� ;�� ;�

h
eE
(p;t)
c [m �;n�;��;�]

i

(44)

where

eE
(p;t)
c [m �;n�;��;�]= E

(p;t)

SP
+
X

�

E �m � � L
X

�

��n�

� L�(n �
1

L
�
X

�

n�) (45)

and

E
(p;t)

SP
= � E (p;t)+

X

k;r

E (k;r)�(E F � E (k;r)): (46)

The (� ) sign in (45) and (46) correspond to a quasi-

particleand quasi-holestate,respectively.

Adding orrem oving a particlechangestheparam eters

m �,n�,��,and �and theenergiesE (k;t)only by term s

ofthe order (1=L) com pared to their values in the N -

particleground state,

xi = xi+
�xi

L
with xi 2 fm �;n�;��;�g;

(47a)

E (k;t) = E (k;t)+
�E (k;t)

L
: (47b)

Thuswem ay expand (45)in term sof(1=L)up to order

unity,

eE
(p;t)
c [m �;n�;��;�] = eE c[m �;n�;��;�]

� (E (p;t)� �)+ �eE c (48)

�eE c =
X

xi2fm � ;n� ;�� ;�g

@

@xi

eE c

�
�
�
�
xi= xi

�xi

L
:

(49)
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The sum in (49)vanishesaccording to (25). Using (29)

the quasi-particledispersion (41)becom es

E qp(p;t)= E (p;t)� EF : (50)

Thisresultdoesnotcom e asa surprise since the Ferm i

surfaces,asde�ned by the conditionsE (p;t)= E F and

E qp(p;t)= 0,m ustcoincide.In addition,eq.(50)shows

that the quasi-particle dispersion is given by the eigen-

valuesE (p;t)ofthe e�ective Ham iltonian (35)notonly

around theFerm isurfacebutin thewholeBrillouin zone.

Note thatthe variationalkineticenergy,

hĤ 1i	 0

G

= h
b
H

e� � L
X

�

�� n̂�i� 0
; (51)

isgiven by the expectation value ofthe e�ective Ham il-

tonian (35)only in thecaseofdegenerateorbitalswhere

�� = 0.

There are two im portant di�erences between the ef-

fective Ham iltonian (35),or,equivalently,(18),and the

bareone-particleHam iltonian bH 1 in (5).First,thebands

arenarrowed in
b
H e� becausetheCoulom b interaction re-

ducesthem obility oftheelectrons.Second,the�elds��
which were originally introduced as auxiliary Lagrange

param etersactasobservableshiftsofthe energy bands,

e.g.,in term sofa m agnetic exchange splitting. O urde-

tailed num ericalinvestigationson Nickel3,4 showed that

both e�ects,i.e.,band-narrowingand band-shifts,arerel-

evant for a proper description ofquasi-particles in real

m aterials.

V . 1/D C O R R EC T IO N S FO R T H E O N E-B A N D

H U B B A R D M O D EL

Theenergy expression (10)forthewavefunction (2)is

exactin thelim itofin�nitespatialdim ensionsD .There-

fore, its evaluation for real,�nite-dim ensionalsystem s

constitutes an additionalapproxim ation. For the one-

band m odelithasbeen shown13 that1=D correctionsof

ground-state propertiesare actually sm allin m ostcases

ofinterest.An exception isthehalf-�lled Hubbard m odel

where,in in�nite dim ensions,the G utzwillertheory pre-

dicts the so-called Brinkm an-Rice transition where all

electronsbecom elocalized atsom e�nitecriticalinterac-

tion strength UB R . Thism etal-insulatorisknown to be

an artifactofthelim itD ! 1 becauseitisabsentin all

�nitedim ensions14.Consequently,1=D correctionsm ust

becom eim portantin thisspecialcase.

A . First order corrections: analyticalresults

In thecaseofonly oneorbitalperlatticesite,thegen-

eralHam iltonian (5)reducesto

Ĥ =
X

k

X

�= ";#

"(k)̂c
+

k;�
ĉ
k;�

+ U
X

i

n̂i"n̂i# : (52)

W e consider a hyper-cubic lattice with only nearest-

neighborhopping-term swherethebaredispersion in (52)

isgiven by

"(k)= �

r
2

D

DX

l= 1

cos(kl): (53)

The G utzwiller wave function willbe evaluated in its

originalform 13,i.e.,the variationalparam eter �("#) for

the doubly occupied state j�i= j"#iis replaced by the

param eter g. For the one-band m odelboth de�nitions

areequivalent.

The variationalground-state energy ofthe Ham ilto-

nian (52)in in�nite dim ension reads

E
1 (g;n)= L

�
q(g;n)"0 + U d(g;n)

�
; (54)

where

"0 :=
1

L

X

k;�

n
0
k;�"(k) (55)

isthem ean kineticenergy ofthenon-interactingsystem .

Here,therenorm alization factorsq(g;n)and theaverage

doubleoccupancy perlatticesite d(g;n)aregiven by

q(g;n) =
4

n(2� n)

�
n

2
� d(g;n)

�

�

�q

1� n + d(g;n)+

q

d(g;n)

�2
;(56a)

d(g;n) =
n

2

G + n � 1

G + 1
(56b)

with

G =
p
1+ n(2� n)(g2 � 1): (57)

The m om entum distribution ofthe non-interacting sys-

tem ,

n
0
k;� = �(E F � "(k)); (58)

and the electron density,

1

L

X

k;�

n
0
k;� = n ; (59)

determ inethe Ferm ienergy E F.

W e setup the 1=D expansion ofa function A(g;n)in

the form

A(g;n)= A
1 (g;n)+

1

D
A
(1)(g;n)+ :::: (60)

Then,the �rst-order correction ofthe ground-state en-

ergy reads

E
(1)(g;n)= L

h

t
(1)(g;n)+ U d

(1)
(g;n)

i

; (61)
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where the correctionsto the average kinetic energy and

the doubleoccupancy can be written as

t
(1)(g;n) =

1

L

X

k;�

n
(1)

k;�
"�(k); (62)

n
(1)

k;�
(g;n) = f(g;n)

�
(n � 1)(G � 1)

n(2� n)G
"0 + "�(k)

�

("0)
3

� [n(G + 1� n)+ 2(1� n)(G � 1)n0k;�];

(63)

and

d
(1)
(g;n)= h(g;n)("0)

4
: (64)

Here,we introduced the factors

f(g;n) = �

�
1

1+ g

� 2 �
G � 1

G + 1

� 2 �
1

n(2� n)

� 3

;

(65a)

h(g;n) =
(G + 1� n)(G + n � 1)(G � 1)

2G (G + 1)3n2(2� n)2
: (65b)

The totalground-stateenergy to �rstorderin 1=D ,

E (g;n)= E
1 (g;n)+

1

D
E
(1)(g;n); (66)

has to be m inim ized with respect to g. However,the

optim um value g ofthis m inim ization di�ers from the

respectivevalue g1 in in�nite dim ensionsonly by term s

ofthe order1=D ,

g = g
1 +

1

D
g
(1)

: (67)

Therefore,wecan expand theoptim um ground-stateen-

ergy in term sof1=D as

E (g;n) = E
1 (g1 +

1

D
g
(1)
;n)

+
1

D
E
(1)(g1 +

1

D
g
(1)
;n) (68a)

� E
1 (g1 ;n)+

g(1)

D

@E 1 (g;n)

@g

�
�
�
�
g= g1

+
1

D
E
(1)(g1 ;n); (68b)

which leadsto

E (g;n)� E
1 (g1 ;n)+

1

D
E
(1)(g1 ;n)= E (g1 ;n)

(69)

because the derivative in (68b) vanishes. From (69)we

seethattheoptim um ground-stateenergy isdeterm ined

by theoptim um param eterg1 in in�nitedim ensionsand

no m inim ization ofthe totalenergy (66)isrequired.

In orderto determ ine the quasi-particle dispersion as

de�ned in (38),weevaluate(39a)and (39b)toorder1=D .

The energy (39a)is given by (69). The expression (69)

alsoyieldstheenergy(39b)when weperform thereplace-

m ents

n ! n �
1

L
(70a)

n
0
k;� ! n

0
k;� � �k;p��;� (70b)

for a quasi-particle state (+ sign) or quasi-hole state

(� sign) with m om entum p and spin �. A straightfor-

ward expansion of (39b) in term s of 1=L leads to the

quasi-particleenergy

E qp(p;�)= E
1

qp(p;�)+
1

D
E
(1)

qp (p;�): (71)

Here,we recoverthe quasi-particle dispersion in in�nite

dim ensions,

E
1

qp(p;�)= � q(g1 ;n)("(p)� EF); (72)

asalready derived in Sec.IV. The �rst-ordercorrection

reads

E
(1)

qp (p;�)= �
�
"(p)� EF

�
eE
�
"(p)

�
(73)

with

eE
�
"(p)

�
= f(g1 ;n)("0)

2

n

� 10
(n � 1)2(G

1
� 1)2

n(2� n)G
1 ("0)

2

+ 6n(G
1
+ 1� n)+ 6(1� n)(G

1
� 1)"20

+ ("(p)+ E F)2(1� n)(G
1
� 1)"0

o

(74)

+ 4U h(g1 ;n)("0)
3
:

Thequantity G
1
isgiven by (57),evaluated atg = g1 ,

and "20 isde�ned by

"20 =
1

L

X

k;�

n
0
k;�"(k)

2
: (75)

Notethatin deriving (74)wehaveused the relations

X

k

"(k)= 0 ;
1

L

X

k

["(k)]2 = 1 ; (76)

which hold forthe dispersion relation (53).

B . First-order corrections: num ericalresults

W e are interested in the relative size ofthe 1=D cor-

rections com pared to the result in D = 1 dim ensions.

Forthispurposeweintroduce

m (p)=
E qp(p;�)

E
1

qp(p;�)
� 1 (77)

asa m easureforthedeviationsfrom theresultin in�nite

dim ensions.
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In the half-�lled case,n = 1,the ratio m (p) is inde-

pendentofthe wavevectorp,

m = m (p)=
1

2D

g1 � 1

g1 + 1
"
2
0

�

"0U �
3(g1 � 1)

g1 + 1

�

: (78)

The inset ofFig.1 shows m = m (p) as a function of

s = 4d=n2 for spatialdim ensions D = 1;2;3. Here,

0 � s� 1providesam easureforthecorrelation strength

in the system . The value s = 1 corresponds to U = 0

and s = 0 is realized at the Brinkm an-Rice transition,

U = UB R = 8j"0j. As seen from the inset of Fig.1,

1=D corrections are not negligible overa wide range of

interactions,especially in one dim ension. In three di-

m ensions, these corrections are m uch sm aller but still

about25% closeto the Brinkm an-Ricetransition.

Since this transition is spurious in �nite dim ensions,

1=D correctionshave to be large in the half-�lled Hub-

bard m odel. For an application ofour m ethod to real

Ferm i-liquid system s it is m ore reasonable to study

cases ofnon-integer band �lling. Fig.1 shows the ra-

tio m (pF) at the Ferm isurface for di�erent band �ll-

ingsn = 1;0:99;0:95;0:9;0:8;0:5;0:2in threedim ensions.

The respective resultsforband-�llingsn0= 2� n follow

identically due to particle-hole sym m etry. Asexpected,

thecorrectionsin Fig.1 becom em uch sm alleraway from

integer�lling.

The data in Fig.1 show m (pF) at the Ferm ienergy.

However,for n 6= 1,there also is a m om entum depen-

denceofm (p)which can becom esigni�cantcloseto half

band �lling. In Fig.2 we show the width of�rst order

contributions,

�m = M ax
p

jm (p)� m (pF)j; (79)

on a logarithm ic scale for the sam e band �llings as in

Fig.1. Although �m strictly vanishes for n = 1 we

see from Fig.2 that�m can becom e relatively largefor

n <
� 1. This m eans that around the half-�lled case we

�nd 1=D correctionswhich strongly depend on thewave

vector.

As long as �m � m (p F), a �nite value of m (p)

am ountsto a rescaling ofthe overallband width.W hen

we apply ourtheory to realm aterials3,4 the band width

isbasically controlled by the Racah-param eterA which

we adjust to �t the experim entalband width. There-

fore,1=D corrections without a signi�cant m om entum

dependence willnot m odify the band structure in our

variationalapproach.

As shown in Figs.1,2 the results for D ! 1 be-

com e questionable only close to integer �lling and for

very strong correlations. Therefore,we have reasonsto

believe that the quasi-particle dispersions as calculated

in D = 1 in Sect.IV provide a good starting pointfor

a sensiblecom parison with experim entaldata.Thegood

agreem ent between experim ents and our theoreticalre-

sults on nickel3,4 supports such an optim istic point of

view.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
s

0

0.1

0.2

m
(p

F)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
0

0.5

1

1.5

m

s

FIG .1: Renorm alization factor m (pF) for the quasi-particle

dispersion at the Ferm ienergy as a function ofs = 4d=n
2

forband �llingsn = 1;0:99;0:95;0:9;0:8;0:5;0:2 (from top to

bottom ats= 0:2)in threedim ensions.Inset:specialcaseof

halfband-�lling for dim ensions D = 1 (dashed line),D = 2

(dotted line),and D = 3 (fullline).

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
s

0.0001

0.001

0.01

0.1

∆m

FIG .2:M axim alwidth oftherenorm alization factor�m for

the quasi-particle dispersion as a function ofs = 4d=n
2
for

band �llingsn = 1;0:99;0:95;0:9;0:8;0:5;0:2 in three dim en-

sions,shown on a logarithm ic scale;notation asin Fig.1.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

In thiswork weused Landau’sFerm i-liquid pictureto

de�ne quasi-particle excitations in term s ofG utzwiller-

correlated wave functions. Starting from the opti-

m um variationalground state ofa generalm ulti-band

Hubbard-m odelwe identi�ed operators which describe

the creation and annihilation of quasi-particles in this

state.W ecalculated thequasi-particledispersion analyt-

ically in the lim itofin�nite dim ensions.O urvariational

statesprovide an illustrative exam ple forLandau quasi-
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particles.They arealso suitablefornum ericalinvestiga-

tions,e.g.,with variationalM onte-Carlo techniques.

W e gave two de�nitions of quasi-particle operators,

with and without a relaxation of the Ferm i-sea back-

ground.Itturnsoutthatitism oreconvenientto allow a

(sm all)changeofthevariationalparam etersoftheFerm i-

seabackground in thepresenceofthequasi-particles.W e

showed that both cases lead to the sam e result for the

quasi-particle dispersion. This absence ofa orthogonal-

ity catastropheischaracteristicforFerm iliquids.

O ur results con�rm our earlier calculations in which

the quasi-particle dispersion had been extracted phe-

nom enologically from an e�ective one-particle Ham ilto-

nian3,4,8. In contrast to density-functionaltheory,our

quasi-particle dispersionscorrespond to m athem atically

well-de�ned (variational) states in realistic m ulti-band

Hubbard m odels.In general,ourquasi-particlebandsare

narrowerthan the DFT bands because ofthe hopping-

reduction factorsq� in (10). M oreover,asseen in (18),

the G utzwiller theory has the 
exibility for the adjust-

m entofthe orbitalenergiesthrough the param eters��
so that the DFT bands are shifted and m ixed into the

Landau-G utzwillerquasi-particlebands.

O urderivation ofthe G utzwillertheory usesapproxi-

m ationswhich becom e exactin the lim itofin�nite spa-

tialdim ensions,D ! 1 . Forthisreason,we calculated

�rst-ordercorrections in 1=D for the quasi-particle dis-

persion of the one-band Hubbard m odel. Apart from

the specialcase close to halfband-�lling,these correc-

tions were found to be relatively sm all. Consequently,

the quasi-particle bandsasderived in D = 1 form ulti-

band Hubbard m odelscontain the essentialinform ation

oftheG utzwillerstatesin threedim ensions,and arethus

suitable for a m eaningfulcom parison with real,three-

dim ensionalFerm iliquids.
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A P P EN D IX A :Q U A SI-PA R T IC LE D ISP ER SIO N

FO R A R IG ID FER M I-SEA B A C K G R O U N D

In thisappendix weevaluatethequasi-particledisper-

sion (38) and thereby prove that it is identicalto the

energy (50).

Thevariationalground state

�
�
�	

0

G

E

in (39a)isgiven as

�
�
�	

0

G

E

=
b
P G

�
��0

�
; (A1)

where
�
��0

�
is the state (21)evaluated for the optim um

valuesm �,n�,��,and �. The variationalground-state

energy (39a)thereforereads

E
var
0 =

X

�;� 0

X

k

S�;� 0(k;n�;m �)hbc
+

k;�
bc
k;�0i� 0

+ L
X

�

E �m � : (A2)

Here, we m ade it explicit that the num bers S�;� 0(k)

in (10) depend on n� and m �. The state (37),which

determ inestheexpectation value(39b)can bewritten as

j	
(p;t)

G i=
b
P G j�

(p;t)
i; (A3)

where
�
�
��

(p;t)
E

=
b
h
(+ )

p;t

�
��0

�
: (A4)

The densities n� and the param eters m � for the state�
�
��

(p;t)
E

di�erfrom those ofthe N -particleground state

only by term softhe order1=L,

n� = n� +
1

L
�n� ; (A5a)

m � = m � +
1

L
�m � ; (A5b)

where,forexam ple,

�n� = � jFp;�;tj
2
: (A5c)

Here,the signs � referto a quasi-particle or quasi-hole

state,respectively. Using (A4){(A5) we can write the

energy (39b)as

E
var

0 (p;t) =
X

�;� 0

X

k

S�;� 0(k;n� +
1

L
�n�;m � +

1

L
�m �)

� hbc
+

k;�
bc
k;�0i

�
(p ;t) (A6)

+ L
X

�

E �(m � +
1

L
�m �):

Forthe expectation value in (A6)we �nd

hbc
+

k;�
bc
k;�0i

�
(p ;t) = hbc

+

k;�
bc
k;�0i� 0

� �k;pF
�

p;�;tF p;�0;t :

(A7)

An expansion of(A6)in term sof1=L up toand including

term soforderunity leadsto

E
var

0 (p;t) = E
var
0 �

X

�;� 0

S�;� 0(p;n�;m �)F
�

p;�;tF p;�0;t

+
X




�n

1

L

X

�;� 0

X

k

hbc
+

k;�
bc
k;�0i� 0

�
@

@n

S�;� 0(k;n�;m �)

�
�
�
�
n� = n�

(A8)

+
X

�0

�m �0

h

E �0 +
1

L

X

�;� 0

X

k

hbc
+

k;�
bc
k;�0i� 0

�
@

@m �0

S�;� 0(k;n�;m �)

�
�
�
�
m � = m �

i

:
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W ith the help ofequations(17)and (18)we�nd

@

@n

E
SP =

�
@

@n


bH
e�

�

� 0

(A9a)

=
X

�;� 0

X

k

hbc
+

k;�
bc
k;�0i�

�
@

@n

S�;� 0(k;n�;m �)

�
�
�
�
n� = n�

(A9b)

= L(�
 � �) (A9c)

wherethethird line(A9c)followsfrom (24)and (25).In

the sam eway we can show that

X

�;� 0

X

k

hbc
+

k;�
bc
k;�0i� 0

@

@m �0

S�;� 0(k;n�;m �)

�
�
�
�
m � = m �

=

� L � E�0 : (A10)

Therefore,the energy di�erencein (38)becom es

E
var

0 (p;t)� E
var
0 = �

X

�;� 0

�

S�;� 0(p;n�;m �)F
�

p;�;tF p;�0;t

+ ��;� 0(�� � �)jF p;�;tj
2

�

: (A11)

The�rsttwo term sin thisexpression justgivetheeigen-

values E (p;t) ofthe e�ective Ham iltonian (35),which

leadsto

E
var

0 (p;t)� E
var
0 = � (E (p;t)� �): (A12)

Thus,by use of(30),the quasi-particle dispersion (39b)

�nally becom es

E qp(p;t)= E (p;t)� EF ; (A13)

in agreem entwith ourresultforE qp(p;t) asderived in

Sec.IV B.
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