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W e study analytically the M ott transition of the N -orbital Hubbard m odel using dynam ical

m ean-�eld theory and a low-energy projection onto an e�ective K ondo m odel. Itis dem onstrated

that the criticalinteraction at which the insulator appears (Uc1) and the one at which the m etal

becom esunstable (Uc2)have di�erentdependence on the num beroforbitalsasthe latterbecom es

large:Uc1 /
p
N while Uc2 / N .An exactanalyticaldeterm ination ofthe criticalcoupling Uc2=N

is obtained in the large-N lim it. The m etallic solution close to this criticalcoupling has m any

sim ilarities at low-energy with the results ofslave boson approxim ations,to which a com parison

is m ade. W e also discuss how the criticaltem perature associated with the M ott criticalendpoint

dependson the num beroforbitals.

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

The M otttransition isone ofthe centralproblem sin

the � eld of strongly correlated electronic system s. It

is directly relevantto m any com pounds,such as V 2O 3,

NiS2� xSex [1],fullerenes[2],and two-dim ensionalorgan-

icsofthe �-BEDT fam ily [3]. Viewed from a m ore gen-

eralperspective,the M ott transition confronts us with

theneed to describeelectronsin a solid in an interm edi-

atecoupling regim e,whereperturbativem ethodsaround

eitherthelocalised ortheitinerantlim itareofvery lim -

ited use. The M ott phenom enon is also a key issue for

the developm ent of electronic structure calculations of

stronglycorrelated m aterials,asubjectofcurrentintense

investigation [4].

A breakthrough in the understanding ofthisproblem

resulted from the developm ent ofdynam icalm ean-� eld

theory (DM FT) [5, 6, 7, 8]. Following the observa-

tion that a M ott transition as a function ofthe inter-

action strength U takesplacein a (fully frustrated)one-

band Hubbard m odelat half-� lling [9]within DM FT,

a rathersurprising scenario was unravelled [10]. In the

param eterspacede� ned by tem peratureand interaction

strength,two kindsofsolutionsofthe DM FT equations

were found,corresponding to an insulator and a m etal,

with a region Uc1(T)< U < Uc2(T)in which both types

ofsolution coexist.The spectralfunction ofthe insulat-

ing solution hasonly high-energy featurescorresponding

to Hubbard bands,whilethem etallicsolution also hasa

low-energy quasiparticle resonance. Coexistence results

in a � rst-order phase transition at � nite tem perature.

The� rstorderlineendsinto a second-ordercriticalend-

pointatT = TM IT ,U = UM IT atwhich the coexistence

dom ain closes (Uc1(TM IT ) = Uc2(TM IT ) = UM IT ). At

T = 0,the transition is also second-order,because the

m etallic solution always has lower energy than the in-

sulating one. A qualitative picture ofthe evolution of

thespectralfunction asa function ofcontrolparam eters

wasobtained,and thisresulted in successfulexperim en-

talpredictions[11].

Earlyworkon theseissuesrelied heavilyon an accurate

but approxim ate technique, the iterative perturbation

theory [6,10]. Later on,exact results near Uc2(T = 0)

were obtained [12,13],thanks to the developm ent ofa

renorm alization m ethod exploiting the separation ofen-

ergy scalesthatholdstruecloseto thiscriticalcoupling.

Thism ethod perform sa projection onto a low-energy ef-

fectivetheory afterelim ination ofthedegreesoffreedom

corresponding to Hubbard bands.A clearpicture ofthe

structure ofthe DM FT equations near the M ott tran-

sition and ofthe di� erentcriticalpoints was� nally ob-

tained through the introduction ofa Landau functional

approach [14]. These established results for the one-

band Hubbard m odeltogether with num ericalm ethods

for solving DM FT equations,such as Q uantum M onte

Carlo[9,15]and Num ericalRenorm alization G roup [16],

provide now a consistentpicture ofthe M ott transition

within DM FT.

In thispaper,weinvestigatetheM otttransition in the

lim itoflarge orbitaldegeneracy,within DM FT.W e es-

tablish analyticallythatthecriticalcouplingsUc1(T = 0)

and Uc2(T = 0) are not only di� erent, but that they

have very di� erentscalingsasa function ofthe num ber

N oforbitals. Indeed,Uc1 increases as
p
N ,while Uc2

increases as N ,so that the coexistence region widens.

Close to Uc2, the separation of scales which is at the

heart ofthe projective m ethod becom es asym ptotically

exact for large N . This allows us to determ ine exactly

the value ofthe criticalcoupling Uc2=N atlargeN ,and

alsotodem onstratethatslave-boson likeapproxim ations

becom e asym ptotically valid atlow energy in thislim it.

Finally, we discuss how the � nite tem perature m etal-
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insulatortransition dependson the num beroforbitals.

O ur � ndings on the critical couplings are in agree-

m entwith early Q M C resultsforthe two-orbitalm odel

(N = 4)[21],and with recentresultsforhighervaluesof

N [22].A widening ofthe coexistencewindow [Uc1;Uc2]

asN increasesisclearly seen in these sim ulations.Also,

for � xed N ,the criticalcoupling required to enter the

M ottstate islargest[18]atthe particle-hole sym m etric

� lling n = 1=2. The presentwork also puts the results

ofRefs.[19,20]in a new perspective: there,a
p
N scal-

ing ofthe criticalcoupling wasproposed. W e � nd that

this indeed applies to the coupling where the insulator

becom esunstable(Uc1),whilethetrueT = 0 M otttran-

sition (atwhich thequasiparticleresiduevanishes)takes

place at Uc2 / N . Indeed, in Ref.[19], the
p
N scal-

ing wasrationalized on the basisofa stability argum ent

forthe insulator. Finally,the ratherhigh tem peratures

considered in [20]explain why only the
p
N dependence

wasreported there:distinguishing Uc2 from Uc1 requires

signi� cantly lowertem peratures[22].

Thelim itoflargeorbitaldegeneracy isrelevantto the

physics of system s with partially � lled d- or f- shells,

as well as to fullerenes. Direct num erical approaches

becom e prohibitively di� cult as the num ber oforbital

increases (Q M C m ethods scale as a power law of N ,

while exactdiagonalizations[17]scaleexponentially).It

istherefore im portantforfuture research to develop ap-

proxim atebutaccurateim purity solverswhich can han-

dle m any orbitals.The controlled resultsthatwe estab-

lish in thispapercan be used astestsofthese approxi-

m ation m ethods.

II. M U LT I-O R B ITA L H U B B A R D M O D EL

W econsidera generalized Hubbard m odelinvolvingN

speciesofelectrons,with Ham iltonian:

H = �
X

i;j

NX

�= 1

tijd
y

i�
dj� +

U

2

X

i

"
NX

�= 1

�

d
y

i�
di� � n

�
#2

� e�
X

i

NX

�= 1

d
y

i�di� (1)

where i;j are sitesindices,� the orbitalindex,e� isthe

chem icalpotentialand n theaveragedensity ofparticles

perspecies:

n =
1

N

X

�

hd
y

i�
di�i (2)

Introducing n in theHam iltonian isjusta convention for

the chem icalpotentiale�. In particular,itis convenient

at half-� lling where the particle-hole sym m etry im plies

n = 1

2
and e� = 0.Fora singlesite(atom ),thespectrum

consistsofN + 1levels,with energiesU

2
(Q � nN )2 depend-

ingonly on thetotalchargeon theorbital:Q = 0;� � � ;N

and with degeneracies
�
N

Q

�
.

Theusualsingle-orbitalHubbard m odelcorrespondsto

N = 2 (� = ";#). The Ham iltonian considered here has

a fullSU(N )sym m etry which includesboth spin and or-

bitaldegreesoffreedom . Starting from a m ore realistic

m odelwhich assum es an interaction m atrix Um m 0 be-

tween oppositespinsand Um m 0 � Jm m 0 between parallel

spins,itcorrespondsto the lim itofisotropic Um m 0 = U

and vanishing Hund’scoupling Jm m 0 = 0.

W hen U islargeenough,we expecta M ottinsulating

statetoexistat� llingsn = Q =N ,correspondingtoan in-

tegeroccupancyofeach siteon averageQ = 1;� � � ;N � 1.

In this paper,we investigate analytically the nature of

these M otttransitionswithin DM FT.W e consideronly

phaseswith no m agnetic ordering and study the transi-

tion between a param agneticm etaland a param agnetic

M ott insulator. In Section III,we extract the large-N

behaviourofUc1 and Uc2 using thelow-energy projective

techniqueanalysisoftheDM FT equationsintroduced in

[12]forN = 2 and extended in [23]: we show thatthe

equationsfortheUc’sderived by thism ethod aregreatly

sim pli� ed forN ! 1 in the sense thatan atom ic lim it

becom esexact.In section IV,we� nd quantitativeagree-

m entbetween theseresultsand am ultiorbitalslaveboson

m ethod. Finally,in Sec.V,we considerthe M otttransi-

tion at� nite tem perature.

III. LA R G E-N B EH AV IO U R O F Uc1 A N D Uc2

A . D M FT and the low -energy projective m ethod

Let us recallbrie
 y the DM FT equations and their

low-energy projectiveanalysis[12,13].DM FT m apsthe

latticeHam iltonian aboveonto a m ulti-orbitalAnderson

im puritym odelwith thesam elocalinteraction term than

in (1) and a hybridization function � (i!n). The local

G reen’sfunction reads:G d(i!n)
� 1 = i!n + e�� � (i!n)�

�d(i!n). In this expression,e� is the chem icalpotential

(shifted by the Hartree contribution) and �d(i!n) is a

localself-energy. A self-consistency requirem ent is im -

posed,which identi� esGd(i!n)with the on-site G reen’s

function ofthe lattice m odelwith the sam e self-energy

�d(i!n).Thisreads:

G d(i!n)=

Z

d"
D (")

i!n + e� � � � �d(i!n)
(3)

In this expression,D (") is the free electron density of

state (d.o.s.) corresponding to the Fouriertransform of

the hopping m atrix elem ents tij. In the particularcase

ofa sem i-circular d.o.s. with half-width D = 2t,equa-

tion (3)sim pli� esto:

� (i!n) = t
2
G d(i!n) (4)

Solving the im purity m odel subject to (3) determ ines

both the hybridization function and the localG reen’s

function in a self-consistent m anner. In order to give

an explicit Ham iltonian form to the Anderson im purity
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m odel,the function � can be represented with an aux-

iliary bath of conduction electrons ck�, with e� ective

single-particleenergies�k and e� ectivehybridizationsVk
to the localorbitalsuch that:

� (i!)�
X

k

jVkj
2

i! � �k
(5)

H =
X

k�

�kc
y

k;�
ck;� +

X

k;�

Vk(c
y

k;�
d� + d

y
�ck;�)

� e�
X

�

d
y
�d� +

U

2

"
X

�

(dy�d� � n)

#2

(6)

W ithin DM FT,the M otttransition atUc2 and T = 0

is associated with a separation ofenergy scales. For U

slightly sm allerthan Uc2,thed-electron spectralfunction

hasa sharp quasiparticle peak,wellseparated from the

high-energy Hubbard bands. Naturally,a sm allam ount

ofspectralweightdoesconnectthesetwo featuresin the

m etal. Slightly above Uc2,the M ott gap � g separating

the Hubbard bands ofthe insulating solution is � nite.

W hile the weight Z ofthe quasiparticle peak vanishes

atUc2,the M ottgap � g disappearsonly atthe sm aller

criticalcouplingUc1.Becauseoftheself-consistencycon-

dition (3),thehybridization function ofthee� ectivecon-

duction bath (and hence the �k’s)also displaysthissep-

aration ofscales.

Thisrem ark led the authorsofRef.[12]to use a pro-

jective m ethod in orderto study thecriticalbehaviourat

Uc2.W ithin thisapproach,thee� ectiveconduction elec-

tron bath isseparated intoahigh energysector(k 2 H � )

associated with theupper(H + )and lower(H � )Hubbard

bands,and a low-energy sector(k 2 L)associated with

thequasiparticleresonance.Theim purity m odelHam il-

tonian isthuswritten as(forsim plicity we take VL and

VH independentofk):

H = H L + H H + H H L (7a)

H L =
X

k2L;�

�kc
y

k;�
ck;� (7b)

H H =
X

k2H � ;�

h

�kc
y

k;�
ck;� + VH c

y

k;�
d� + h:c:

i

+
U

2

"
X

�

d
y
�d� � n

#2

� e�
X

�

d
y
�d� (7c)

H H L =
X

k2L;�

h

VLc
y

k;�
d� + h:c:

i

(7d)

W e note that the self-consistency condition (3) im plies

that
P

k2L
V 2
L =t

2 is proportional to the quasi-particle

residue Z, so that it is clear that the low-energy hy-

bridization vanishesatUc2.

In orderto obtain an e� ectivetheory closeto Uc2,one

� rstdiagonalizesthe high-energy partHH ofthe Ham il-

tonian,and obtainsan e� ective low-energy ham iltonian

by expanding in VL.From thepresenceofa � nitegap in

the high-energy bath �k (for k 2 H � ),H H describes an

im purity in a sem iconducting bath. The position ofthe

d-level(i.e. the chem icalpotential)� xesthe num berof

electronsin theground-state.Fora chargeQ = nN ,this

high-energy problem hasa
�
N

Q

�
degenerateground-state,

spanned byeigenvectorsj�i(with eigen-energyEgs).The

detailed form ofthese states is com plicated (they m ix

with higherim purity chargestatesthrough VH ),butthey

form a representation ofthe SU(N )\spin" group,ofdi-

m ension
�
N

Q

�
.

Using a generalized Schrie� er-W ol� (SW )transform a-

tion to orderV 2
L in orderto projectonto the low-energy

Hilbertspace(de� ned bytheselected chargesectorofthe

im purity d,and thelow-energy sectorfortheconduction

bath k 2 L),oneobtainsan e� ectiveK ondoHam iltonian

[12,13,23]:

H e� =
X

k2 L;�

�kc
y

k;�
ck;� +

V 2
L

U

X

kk0;��;�� 0

J
��

0

�� X
��
c
y

k;�
ck0;�0

(8)

where X �� � j�ih�jis a Hubbard operator connecting

two states in the ground state m anifold. The Ham ilto-

nian containspotentialscattering term sfor � = �0 and

spin-
 ip (K ondo)term sfor� 6= �0,with the spin opera-

torS�� = X �� � ��� X
��.Them atrix of(dim ensionless)

coupling constantsreads[13,23]:

J
��

0

�� �

�

�

�
�
�
�d

y

�0

U

H H � Egs

d�

�
�
�
��

�

�

�

�

�
�
�
�d�

U

H H � Egs

d
y

�0

�
�
�
��

�

(9)

W eem phasizethatthelow-energy Ham iltonian hasbeen

derived to � rst order in V2L : this is asym ptotically jus-

ti� ed exactly at the criticalpoint (and hence su� cient

to determ ine the criticalcoupling),butdeviationsaway

from the criticalpoint require to consider higher order

term sin VL.Finally,wenotethatthebandwidth ofthis

K ondoproblem isoforderZ t,whilethecouplingisofor-

derV 2
L =U � Z t2=U . Hence,the dim ensionlesscoupling

constant of the e� ective low-energy K ondo problem is

oforder one: we have an interm ediate coupling K ondo

problem [14].

Theconditionsthatdeterm ineUc1 and Uc2 havebeen

derived within theprojectivem ethod [12,23]and within

the m ore generalLandau functional approach [14] (in

which the stability ofthe insulating solution to di� er-

entkindsoflow-energy perturbationsisstudied using a

Landau functionalofthehybridization function � (i!n)).

Thecondition forUc2 reads:

U 2
c2

t2
=

X

����

�
N

nN

� � 1

jJ���� j
2 (10)

+


X �� c

y
�c�

�
�

J

�
�� J


�
��

�
� J


�
�� J


�
��

�

�

Asexplained in [14,23],an analogousequation isfound

forUc1,whereo� -diagonalterm sin theaveragearetaken
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to zero. For � nite N ,this equation is com plicated to

solve,since the averageon the right-hand side isa func-

tion ofJ which we can only obtain by solving the low

energy K ondo problem explicitly.However,wewillshow

in the following that:

1.Using the SU (N ) sym m etry,the tensor structure

ofJ can be param etrized with only two num bers

A and B ,which are dim ensionlessfunctionsofN ,

n,and VH =U .Thisgreatly sim pli� es(10)(Section

IIIB).

2.An explicit calculation of A and B can be per-

form ed in the atom ic lim it VH = 0. This allows

usto show thatthetwo criticalcouplingshavethe

following N -dependence atlargeN :

Uc1 =
p
N eUc1 + � � � (11a)

Uc2 = N eUc2 + � � � (11b)

In fact, the atom ic lim it evaluation of A and B

becom es asym ptotically exactwhen U is taken to

be proportionalto N . This is not the case when

U /
p
N , but we show that corrections to the

atom iclim itdo notm odify the scaling (11a).

3.ForU / N ,thee� ectiveK ondo problem can actu-

ally besolved explicitly atlargeN ,using standard

techniques. This allows for an explicit com puta-

tion ofthe m atrix elem ent


X �� c

y
�c�

�
involved in

(10). Since,from the above rem ark,the e� ective

couplingsentering theK ondo problem can beeval-

uated in theatom iclim itin thatcase,thisallowsus

to determ inetheprefactor eUc2 exactly (Sec.IIID).

Becausethe atom ic lim itisnotasym ptotically ex-

actforU /
p
N ,wearenotabletoobtain an exact

determ ination ofeUc1.

B . Sim plication due to the SU (N ) sym m etry

Com puting the couplings(9)isa com plicated task in

general,sinceitrequiresaknowledgeofthestatesj�i;j�i,

and thusa diagonalization ofH H .However,generalcon-

siderationsbased on the SU(N )sym m etry ofthe m odel

allow one to reduce the unknown K ondo couplingsJ��
0

��

to two dim ensionlessnum bersonly. Letusconsiderthe

operator:

O
��

0

1 � d�
1

H H � Egs

d
y

�0 (12)

Since the Ham iltonian is SU(N ) sym m etric,this oper-

ator transform s under SU(N ) with the representation

F 
 F � = id � ad : the tensor product ofthe funda-

m entalF (one box in the Young tableau language)and

itscom plex conjugate F � (N � 1 boxes),which reduces

to the sum ofthe identity id and the adjointad. Ifwe

denote by R the ground state representation (a colum n

with Q = nN boxes),the tensor structure ofJ is then

given by the W igner-Eckart theorem : we have to � nd

the occurence ofR in (id � ad)
 R. W e have a triv-

ialterm id 
 R = R and a single non trivialone since

ad 
 R = R � :::,where ::: denotes other irreducible

representations.Then we have:
�

�

�
�
�
�d�

1

H H � Egs

d
y

�0

�
�
�
��

�

= A 1��� 0��� + B 1C
��

0

�� (13)

whereC aretheClebsch-G ordan coe� cientshRjad
 Ri.

In ordertoavoid thecom putation ofC ,wecan usethe

following argum ent.Letusconsiderthe operatord�d
y

�0,

which has the sam e sym m etry as O 1, so the previous

sym m etry argum entgives
D

�

�
�
�d�d

y

�0

�
�
��

E

= A 2��� 0��� + B 2C
��

0

�� (14)

with thesam e C ,butdi� erentcoe� cientsA2;B 2.Since

B 2 6= 0,we can elim inate C between the two equations.

W e� nally obtain thegeneralform ,valid to � rstorderin

V 2
L fora SU (N )sym m etric m odel:

J
��

0

�� = A ��� 0��� + B

D

�

�
�
�d

y

�0d�

�
�
��

E

(15)

In this expression, A (N ;n;VH =U ) and B (N ;n;VH =U )

are dim ensionless coe� cients which depend only on

the dim ensionless ratio VH =U associated with the high-

energy problem (and ofcourse a priorialso on orbital

num berN and density n).

Inserting(15)intoequation (10),weobtain thesim pli-

� ed form ofthe conditions which determ ine the critical

couplings:

U 2
c1

t2
= (A + nB )

2
+ B

2
n(1� n)(N + 1) (16a)

U 2
c2

t2
= (A + nB )

2
+ B

2
n(1� n)(N + 1)

� B
2
X

�� 0

D

S�� 0c
y

�0c�

E

(16b)

C . T he atom ic lim it

The atom iclim itapproxim ation isde� ned by VH = 0.

In this lim it,the states j�i are just the im purity states

j�i0 � j�1 � � � �Q i(Q = 0;� � � ;N ),withoutm ixing with

the high-energy electron sector. In that case,A and B

(from (15))can be com puted explicitly (wechoosehere

e� = 0,i.e. the chem icalpotentialisbound to be atthe

centerofa step in the Coulom b staircase).W e � nd:

A = � 2;B = 4 (17)

W e note that these coe� cients do not depend on N in

the atom ic lim it. M oreover,it is clear that,in general

(foran explicitproof,see Sec.IIID):

X

�� 0

D

S�� 0c
y

�0c�

E

/ N
2 (18)
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W hen using these results into (16a-16b),we obtain the

N -dependence ofthe criticalcouplings quoted in (11a-

11b).

This derivation relies on the use ofthe atom ic lim it

VH = 0.An im portantquestion isthereforetocheck that

the N -dependence ofthe criticalcouplingsisnotm odi-

� ed by the interaction VH thatdressesthe atom icstates

j�i. W e exam ine carefully thisquestion in Appendix A,

where we give an explicit proofthat this is indeed the

case. The problem is in factquite di� erentforUc1 and

Uc2. For the latter,U m ust be scaled as U = N eU . In

thatcase,weshow in theappendix thattheatom iclim it

calculation ofA and B isin factexactatlarge N .This

can be expected since the band gap divergeswith N ,so

thattheHubbard bandsarewellseparated from thelow

energy degrees offreedom . However,one m ight worry

thatthe growing num beroforbitals(N )could counter-

balancethise� ect.Thisisactually notthe case,and we

show thatthecorrectionsto J (orA,B )com ing from VH
are subdom inant in large-N ,order by order in pertur-

bation theory.M oreover,thelow-energy e� ectiveK ondo

problem becom esexactly solvablewhen U / N (i.eclose

toUc2):thisisthesubjectofthenextsection (Sec.IIID),

in which theexactvalueoftheprefactor eUc2 isobtained.

The problem is m ore involved for Uc1,corresponding

to the scaling U /
p
N . In thatcase,correctionsin VH

beyond theatom iclim itdo producecorrectionsto A and

B (hence to J).However,we are able to show (Sec.A 2

ofthe appendix)thatthese correctionsareoforderone,

so thatthe scaling Uc1 =
p
N eUc1 doeshold.

D . Explicit large-N solution ofthe e�ective low

energy K ondo problem at Uc2

In thissection,weexplicitly solvethelow energy e� ec-

tive K ondo problem in the large-N lim itusing standard

m ethods[26],in orderto obtain the prefactor eUc2. The

e� ective Ham iltonian (8)reducesatorder(1=N2)to:

H e� =
X

k2L;�

�kc
y

k;�
ck;� (19)

+
4V 2

L

N eU

X

kk02L;�� 0

�

f
y

�0f� �
��� 0

2

�

c
y

k;�
ck0;�0

Thism odelbecom esexactly solvableatlargeN because

the K ondo coupling scales as 1=N (which is a result of

U / N ). Introducing an auxiliary boson � eld b conju-

gate to
P

k�
fy� ck�,and a Lagrangem ultiplier� eld � to

enforce the constraint
P

�
fy�f� = N n,we see that,as

N ! 1 ,the � eld bundergoesa Bosecondensation,and

the saddle-pointvalues ofthe b;� � elds are determ ined

by the equations(atT = 0):

G
� 1

f
(!)= ! + � � b

2
G
0
cL(!) (20a)

n = �
1

�

Z 0

� 1

d!Im G f(!) (20b)

eUc2

4V 2
L

=

Z

d�Gf(�)G
0
cL(�)=

1

�

Z 0

� 1

d!Im [G f(!)G
0
cL(!)]

(20c)

In this expression,G 0
cL denotes the G reen’s function of

the low-energy part ofthe e� ective bath ofconduction

electrons,in the absenceofK ondo coupling,nam ely:

G
0
cL(i!)=

X

k2L

1

i! � �k
=

1

V 2
L

� L(i!) (21)

First we express the self-consistency condition (3)

or m ore precisely its low-energy counterpart. W e re-

late the low-energy partofthe on-site G reen’sfunction,

G dL(i!n),to the auxiliary-ferm ion one,G f(i!n),by im -

posingthatthelow-energypartoftheinteractingG reen’s

function of the e� ective bath of conduction electrons,

G cL,can becalculated eitherfrom theoriginalAnderson

m odelor from the low-energy projected K ondo m odel,

with identicalresults.G cL isrelated to G 0
cL through the

conduction electron T -m atrix:

G cL = G
0
cL + (G 0

cL)
2 T (22)

TheAnderson m odelT -m atrixisV 2
L G dL,whileitisb

2 G f

for the low-energy K ondo m odel. Therefore G dL is di-

rectly related to G f by:

V
2
L G dL = b

2
G f � T (23)

Using thisinto Eq.(20a),one� ndstheexpression ofGdL
in term softhelow-energy hybridization � L:

G
� 1

dL
(i!n)=

1

Z
(i!n + �)� � L(i!n) (24)

wherewehaveintroduced the notation:

Z �
b2

V 2
L

(25)

W e can � nally obtain GdL in closed form by m aking use

of(24)into the self-consistency condition (3)(restricted

to the low-energy sector).Thisyields:

G dL(i!) =

Z

d"
D (")

� L(i!)+ G
� 1

dL
(i!)� "

(26)

=

Z

d"
D (")

1

Z
(i! + �)� "

(27)

Thelow-energy partofthe localspectraldensity reads:

�dL(!)� �
1

�
Im G dL(! + i0+ )= D

�
! + �

Z

�

(28)
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By com paringthisform ofG dL to itsexpression in term s

ofthelocalself-energy,werecognizethatZ isthequasi-

particle weight and � yields the zero-frequency lim it of

�d:

� � �d(0)=
�

Z
; Z =

�

1�
@�d

@!
j!= 0

�� 1

(29)

Thevalueof�=Z can bedeterm ined by usingtheexplicit

form of�d = Z�f into (20b):

n =

Z 0

� 1

d!
1

Z
D

�
! + �

Z

�

(30)

Changing variables, this leads to �=Z = �0(n) where

�0(n)isthenon-interacting valueofthechem icalpoten-

tial,de� ned by:

n =

Z �0

� 1

d"D (") (31)

W e note that this is precisely the result expected from

Luttinger’stheorem (we have � � �d(0)= �0(n)which

insures that the Ferm isurface volum e is unchanged by

interactions).Hence,the low-energy partofthe spectral

function (quasi-particleresonance)issim ply given by:

�dL(!)= D

�
!

Z
+ �0(n)

�

(32)

Its shape is sim ply given by the non-interacting d.o.s.,

centered at! = � Z�0 and with a width renorm alized by

Z.

Second, we can now use (20c) and Im [� L G f] =
!+ �

Z
Im G f,to obtain :

eUc2

4
= �

1

Z 2

Z 0

� 1

d!(! + �)�dL (!) (33)

= �

Z 0

� 1

d!

Z

! + �

Z
D

�
! + �

Z

�

(34)

Clearly,Z drops out ofthis equation,which has there-

forea uniquesolution,thecriticalcoupling eUc2 atwhich

Z vanishes. This is expected: the low-energy e� ective

Ham iltonian isvalid only exactly atthecriticalpoint.A

determ ination ofthecriticalbehaviourofZ slightly away

from the criticalpointwould requireconsidering higher-

orderterm sin thee� ectivelow-energy Ham iltonian.W e

thereforeobtain thelarge-N valueofthecriticalcoupling

(using the expression of�=Z found above):

eUc2 =
Uc2

N
= 4"0(n) (35)

with:

"0(n)� �

Z �0(n)

� 1

d""D (") (36)

Thisresultisrem iniscentofthecriticalcouplingobtained

in theG utzwillerorslave-boson m ethods[24]:a detailed

com parison is m ade in Sec.IV. Taking for exam ple a

rectangulard.o.s.ofhalf-width D ,Eq.(35)yields:

Uc2

N
= 4D n(1� n) (37)

eUc2 is largestat half-� lling (n = 1=2). This is because

orbital
 uctuationsarem axim um there,sothatitism ore

di� cultto destroy them etallicphase(seehowever[18]).

O bviously,for� niteN ,aM otttransitionisfound onlyfor

rationalvaluesofn = Q =N with integerQ (these values

aredense on the interval[0;1]asN becom eslarge).

Another way to obtain Uc2 is to use the criterion of

section IIIC together with the presentlarge-N lim it in

orderto com putethem atrix elem ent
P

�� 0

D

S�� 0c
y

�0c�

E

.

Thiscan beexactly evaluated atN = 1 using thee� ec-

tiveaction forthe K ondo m odel(20):

Se� =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

f
y
�@�f� � �

X

�

(fy�f� � n) (38)

+

Z �

0

d�
� N eU

4V 2
L

b
2 +

X

�

bf
y
�c� + bc

y
�f�

�

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�0
X

�

c
y
�(�)G

0
cL(� � �

0)� 1c�(�
0)

Because this action is gaussian,it is straightforward to

getthe following average(here � 6= �0):
D

f
y
�f�0c

y

�0c�

E

=

*

f
y
�f�0

Z �

0

d�G0cL(�)bf
y

�0(�)

Z �

0

d�0G 0
cL(�

0)bf�(�
0)

+

= � b2

"Z �

0

d�G0cL(�)Gf(�)

#2

(39)

W e � nd therefore:

X

�� 0

D

S�� 0c
y

�0c�

E

= � N 2
b
2

�Z

d�Gf(�)G
0
cL(�)

�2

+ O (N )

(40)

which indeed scalesasN 2.Inserting thisinto (16b),we

have:

Uc2 = 4t
VL
p
Zt

N b

Z

d�Gf(�)G
0
cL(�) (41)

which coincideswith Eq.(20c)since
p
Z = b=VL.Hence,

wehavechecked thatboth m ethods(explicitlarge-N so-

lution and projectivecriterion ofSec.IIIC)yield thesam e

resultforthe criticalinteraction Uc2.

IV . C O M PA R ISO N T O A SLAV E-B O SO N

A P P R O A C H

In this section,we show thata m ultiorbitalslave bo-

son approxim ation reproducesthe previousresultsclose
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to thecriticalcoupling Uc2.Thism ethod isan extension

to m any orbitals ofthe G utzwiller approxim ation,for-

m ulated in term s ofslave bosons by K otliar and Ruck-

enstein [27]and extended to m any orbitals in [28]. In-

deed,with thescaling U = N eU ,theM ottgap isoforder

N and quasiparticlesdom inate the physicsoverm ostof

the energy range. Furtherm ore,the expression (28) for

the physicalspectralfunction close to Uc2 containspre-

cisely thesam eingredientsthan in slaveboson m ethods,

nam ely: a shift ofthe e� ective levelwhich insuresLut-

tinger’s theorem ,and a quasiparticle weight Z (vanish-

ingatthetransition).Theself-energycontainsnofurther

renorm alizations(in particularthequasi-particlelifetim e

is in� nite). This bare-bone picture ofa strongly corre-

lated Ferm iliquid is precisely thatem phasized by slave

boson approaches.

Following [28],oneintroduces2N slavebosons��1:::�p
associated with a given spin con� guration �1 � � � �p on

the im purity orbital. The probability that the or-

bitalis in a given spin con� guration is sim ply given by

h�y�1:::�p��1:::�pi. The physicalelectron operatoris rep-

resented as:

d
y
� = z� f

y
� (42)

with:

z� � g1

0

@
X

p

X

�=2(� 1;:::;�p)

�
y
�� 1:::�p

��1:::�p

1

A g2 (43)

g1 �

2

41�
X

p

X

�2(� 1;:::;�p)

�
y
�1:::�p

��1:::�p

3

5

� 1=2

g2 �

2

41�
X

p

X

�=2(� 1;:::;�p)

�
y
�1:::�p

��1:::�p

3

5

� 1=2

Thisrepresentation issupplem ented by two constraints:

f
y
�f� =

X

p

X

�2(� 1;:::;�p)

�
y
�1:::�p

��1:::�p (44a)

1=
X

p

X

(�1:::�p)

�
y
�1:::�p

��1:::�p (44b)

At this stage, this is an exact representation of the

Hilbertspace,which can beused to rewritetheHubbard

Ham iltonian. In order to obtain an approxim ate solu-

tion,we shallassum e that allauxiliary bosons undergo

a Bose-condensation,i.e becom e static c-num bers,and

thatfurtherm orethecorrespondingexpectation valuede-

pendsonly on the totalchargep and noton the speci� c

spin con� guration �1;� � � ;�p.W e shallthusset,ateach

site:

�i�1:::�p = �p (45)

W e em phasize that this approxim ation does not corre-

spond to a controlled saddle-point,even in the large-N

lim it,since the num berofauxiliary � eldsgrowsrapidly

with N .

Using this Ansatz,the Hubbard Ham iltonian can be

rewritten in the form :

H = �
X

i;j

NX

�= 1

tijz
2
f
y

i�fj� +
U

2

X

i

NX

p= 0

�
N

p

�

�
2
p (p� N n)2

(46)

with:

z =
1

p
n(1� n)

N � 1X

p= 0

�
N � 1

p

�

�p�p+ 1 (47)

and the constraints:

NX

p= 0

�
N

p

�

�
2
p = 1 (48)

NX

p= 1

�
N � 1

p� 1

�

�
2
p = n � hfy�f�i (49)

Thefree-energy corresponding to thisHam iltonian m ust

then bem inim ized with respectto theN + 1 variational

param eters�p’s,subjecttothetwoconstraintsabove.In

the following,webrie
 y outline thisprocedure,focusing

for sim plicity on the half-� lled case (n = 1=2) at zero-

tem perature.

In thiscase,particle-holesym m etrym akestheanalysis

sim pler. Itim pliesthat�p = �N � p,and itcan then be

shown that the constraint
P N

p= 1

�
N � 1

p� 1

�
�2p = n = 1=2 is

autom aticallysatis� ed when the� rstone(
P N

p= 0

�
N

p

�
�2p =

1)is. Evaluating the ground-state energy of(46)yields

the following expression to be m inim ized atT = 0 (sub-

jectto justoneconstraint):

1

N
E 0 = � 4"0

"
N � 1X

p= 0

�
N � 1

p

�

�p�p+ 1

#2

+
eU

2

NX

p= 0

�
N

p

�

�
2
p

�
N

2
� p

� 2

(50)

with "0 the(absolutevalue)ofthenon-interactingkinetic

energy perorbital(asde� ned in (36)),andeU � U=N ,as

de� ned above.

It is clear from the Ham iltonian (46) that this slave-

boson approxim ation leadsto a picture ofquasiparticles

with no residualinteractions. The quasiparticle weight

reads:

Z = z
2 =

1

n(1� n)

 
N � 1X

p= 0

�
N � 1

p

�

�p�p+ 1

! 2

(51)

while the chem icalpotentialshift� in the previoussec-

tion correspondsin the presentcontextto the Lagrange
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m ultiplier associated with the constraint (44a) (it van-

ishesathalf-� lling).

W ealsonotethatthenon-interactinglim itiscorrectly

reproduced,thanksto thesquare-rootnorm alization fac-

tors [27]introduced in (43). In that lim it,Z = 1 and

E 0 = � N "0.

In orderto analyze the M otttransition,we note that

within thisapproach,an insulatingsolution can befound

for arbitrary strength ofthe coupling U . Itcorresponds

to the trivialsolution:

�
2
N =2 =

�
N

N =2

� � 1

; �p = 0 (p 6=
N

2
) (52)

which yieldsthe T = 0 occupanciesin the atom ic lim it.

This solution is always an extrem um ofthe variational

energy (corresponding to a boundary),but not always

a m inim um . Indeed, a m inim um with a lower energy

exists for eU < eUc2. To � nd this criticalcoupling,we

perturb around the trivialsolution. Close to Uc2,only

the occupanciesofthe stateswith charge N =2� 1 m at-

ter,and we set: �2
N =2

=
�
N

N =2

�� 1
+ � � � ,�N =2� 1 = ��,

and �p = � � � otherwise (where (� � � ) denote term s that

can beneglected).Theenergy di� erencewith thetrivial

insulating solution reads:

� E = � 4"0

��
N � 1

N =2

�
+
�
N � 1

N =2� 1

��2

�
N

N =2

� ��
2 (53)

+
eU

2

��
N

N =2� 1

�

+

�
N

N =2+ 1

��

��
2

Hence,thecriticalcouplingatwhich them etallicsolution

disappearsreads:

eUc2 = 16"0

�
N � 1

N =2

�2

�
N

N =2

��
N

N =2� 1

� = 4"0
N + 2

N
(54)

This value coincides with that obtained by Lu [24]us-

ing theG utzwillerapproxim ation.Rem arkably,itagrees

with our exact result in the N ! 1 lim it. Together

with the considerations above,this suggests that such

a slave boson approach becom es asym ptotically exact,

at low-energy and close to the criticalcoupling Uc2,in

this lim it. This estim ate ofthe criticalcoupling is al-

ready quiteaccurateforthesm allestvalueofN = 2 (we

take for reference a sem i-circular band with half-width

D = 1):

Uc(N = 2)=
8D

3�
(N + 2)’ 3:3 (55)

(the NRG and the projective analysisofthe one-orbital

m odelindicate thatUc isvery close to 3).O n the other

hand,thelarge-N solution given by equation (35)m isses

obviously thesub-leadingterm oforderN 0,and isthere-

foreinaccurateatsm allN .

Thebehaviourofthequasi-particleweightcloseto the

transition can be obtained by expanding the energy to

nextorderin ��,taking into accountthat�2
N =2� q

� (1�

eU =eUc2)
q (so thatonly theterm swith q= 0;� 1 m atter).

Thisyields:

Z = 1�
U

Uc2

+ � � � (56)

W enotethatthereareno 1=N prefactorsin thisexpres-

sion when couplingsarescaled properly.

It is not entirely obvious to decide what the critical

coupling Uc1 iswithin thisapproach. Since the insulat-

ing solution existsforarbitrary U ,onem ightbetem pted

to conclude that Uc1 = 0. Another criterion would be

to � nd at which coupling the opticalgap of the insu-

latorvanishes. Unfortunately,the above approxim ation

(condensed bosons)isinsu� cientto discusshigh-energy

features(Hubbard bands). Studies thatgo beyond this

approxim ation [29]and incorporate 
 uctuations ofthe

slavebosonssuggestthattheopticalgap closesatUc2:in

thatsense the slaveboson approxim ation doesnotyield

a coexistenceregim e,in contrastto the exactresultses-

tablished above (which are the generic situation within

DM FT).

V . FIN IT E T EM P ER A T U R E T R A N SIT IO N S

W e conclude this paper by addressing the � nite-

tem perature aspects ofthe transitions discussed above.

As in the one-band case, we expect a coexistence re-

gion Uc1(T) � U � Uc2(T) at � nite tem perature,

which closesata second-order(liquid-gas)criticalpoint

(UM IT ;TM IT ), with Uc1(TM IT ) = Uc2(TM IT ) = UM IT .

Com parison offree-energiesthen yield a � rst-ordertran-

sition line T = Tc(U )forT < TM IT . Thishasbeen the

subjectofm any studiesin the singleorbitalcase,and is

now established on � rm grounds.However,no analytical

estim ate of the criticaltem perature TM IT is available.

This is highly desirable,since this scale appears to be

strongly reduced in com parison to the electronic band-

width. It would also be interesting to know how this

scaledependson the orbitaldegeneracy.

Let us start with a qualitative argum ent,which has

two m eritsin ourview: (i)itallowsto understand why

TM IT =t is such a sm allenergy scale for a sm allnum -

ber of orbitals and (ii) it provides a lower bound on

TM IT . This argum ent is based on a com parison ofthe

energy di� erencebetween them etallicand insulating so-

lutions at T = 0,to the corresponding entropy di� er-

ence. For U = N eU close to Uc2,the energy di� erence

� E 0 � E I(T = 0)� E M (T = 0)isexpected to behave

as:

� E 0 = N
(eUc2 � eU )2

eUc2

+ � � � (57)
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Thisis indeed supported by the slave-boson calculation

ofSec.IV.Theentropy di� erence� S = SI� SM isdom -

inated by the entropy ofthe insulating solution (which

hasa degenerate ground-state)since the entropy ofthe

m etalvanishes linearly with T at low tem perature T.

Therefore:

� S0 � ln

�
N

N =2

�

� N ln2 (58)

This allows to estim ate the behaviour ofthe � rst-order

criticallineUc(T)(orTc(U ))atlow-tem perature(i.efor

U closetoUc2).Indeed,thetransition intotheinsulating

stateupon raising tem peratureoccurswhen theentropic

gain overcom esthe energy cost,leading to:

Tc(U )’
(eUc2 � eU )2

eUc2

(59)

Thisestim ateisvalid only atvery low tem perature,close

to the T = 0 criticalpoint U = Uc2. It indicates a

quadraticdependenceofthecriticalline,with aprefactor

which isindependentofN [30].

W hen Uc1 is close to Uc2, which is the case for a

sm allnum ber oforbitals (in particular in the one-band

case), one can roughly estim ate the critical endpoint

TM IT by using (59) in the regim e of couplings where

the insulating solution disappears,leading to:TM IT ’

(eUc2 � Uc1=N )2=eUc2. It is clear from this form ula that

the ratio TM IT =t is sm allbecause of the sm allenergy

di� erence between the m etallic and insulating solutions.

For a larger num ber oforbitals however,this can only

produce a lower bound on the criticalendpoint TM IT .

Indeed,the energy di� erence close to TM IT is certainly

underestim ated by (57),while the entropy di� erence is

reduced as com pared to N ln2 since the entropy ofthe

m etalcannotbe neglected atTM IT (we note thatitbe-

haves as 
 T with 
 / N ). This argum ent shows that

TM IT =t m ust either saturate to a constant,or increase

with N ,asN increases.

W e now turn to a m ore quantitative study ofthese

� nite-tem perature issues, using the Landau functional

form alism introduced in [14]. A functionalofthe e� ec-

tive hybridisation isintroduced,which reads,forthe N -

orbitalm odelon the Bethelattice (sem i-circulard.o.s):

F [� ]=
N

2t2

1

�

X

n

� (i!n)
2 + lnZim p[� ] (60)

in which Zim p isthepartition function Z = Tre� Sim p of

the e� ective im purity m odel,de� ned by the action:

Sim p =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

d
+
� @�d� +

U

2

"
X

�

(d+� d� � n)

#2

+

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0� (� � �

0)
X

�

d
+
� (�)d�(�

0)(61)

Thisfunctionalislocally stationary forthese hybridisa-

tion functionswhich satisfy the DM FT equations:

�F

��
= 0 , � (i!n)= t

2
G (i!n) (62)

Thelocalstability oftheseDM FT solutionsiscontrolled

by the m atrix ofsecond derivatives:

�nm �
�2F

�� (i!n)�� (i!m )
=

N

t2
+ K nm (63)

with,using (60,61):

K nm = 1

�2

R�
0
� � �

R�
0
d�1d�

0
1d�2d�

0
2 e

i!n (�
0

1
� �1)+ i!m (�

0

2
� �2)

P

�1�2

�
hT� d

+
�1
(�1)d�1(�

0
1)d

+
�2
(�2)d�2(�

0
2)i�

hT� d
+
�1
(�1)d�1(�

0
1)ihT� d

+
�2
(�2)d�2(�

0
2)i

�
(64)

A solution ofthe DM FT equationsislocally stable pro-

vided the �nm m atrix hasno negative eigenvalueswhen

evaluated forthissolution.Hence,the couplingsUc1(T)

(resp. Uc2(T)) correspond to the instability line ofthe

(U;T) plane along which a negative eigenvalue appears

when �nm is evaluated for the insulating (resp. m etal-

lic)solution.ForT = 0,these instability criteria should

coincide with those derived from the projective m ethod

described above(asveri� ed below forUc1(T = 0)).The

criticalendpointT = TM IT issuch that,forT > TM IT ,

no negativeeigenvalueisfound,atany coupling U ,when

the stability m atrix isevaluated on the (unique)DM FT

solution. It should thus be noted that,in order to de-

term ine (UM IT ;TM IT ),it is not necessary to know both

Uc1(T) and Uc2(T): either one ofthem is in principle

su� cient.

The practical di� culty in perform ing this stability

analysis at � nite tem perature is that: (i) it requires a

knowledge ofthe � nite-T solution ofthe DM FT equa-

tions-oratleasta reasonable approxim ation to it-and

(ii)thetwo-particlecorrelator(64)m ustbeevaluated for

thissolution.Com pleting thisprogram ,forarbitrary or-

bitaldegeneracy,usingnum ericalm ethods,isbeyond the

scope ofthis paper. However,we would like to present

hereasim plercalculation which givessom einsightin the

dependenceofUc1(T)(and ofTM IT )on theorbitaldegen-

eracy N . W hatwe have done isto use the atom ic lim it

asa very rough � rstapproxim ation to the insulating so-

lution.W e haveevaluated the 2-particlecorrelatorK nm

and the stability m atrix �nm in thislim it,forarbitrary

N . Thiscan be directly im plem ented on the com puter,

using the spectraldecom position of K nm onto atom ic

eigenstates (som e details are provided in Appendix B).

The stability m atrix isthen diagonalised num erically (a

truncation to a -large-num berofM atsubara frequencies

ism ade),and we search forthe line in the (U;T)plane

wherea negativeeigenvalueis� rstfound.

The result ofthis calculation (for the half-� lled case

n = 1=2)is depicted in Fig.1. There,the tem perature

below which a negative eigenvalue isfound isplotted as

a function ofU . W e � rst observe that no instability is
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found above a criticalvalue ofU ,which does coincide

with the value (16a): Uc1(T = 0)=t ’ 4
p
N + 1 esti-

m ated abovefrom the projective m ethod (in the atom ic

approxim ation). This is a non-trivialconsistency check

on our calculations. Secondly, we � nd that the insta-

bility lines fordi� erentvaluesofthe orbitaldegeneracy

N can allbe collapsed on a single curve when both T

and U arerescaled by
p
N + 1.Thiscan be understood

from the fact that, in the atom ic lim it, only the two

scales U and T enter the two-particle correlator K nm

(nott),and thatK isoforderN 2,so thattheinstability

criterion can be written (from dim ensionality considera-

tions):
eU

t
= � (

T =
p
N + 1

eU
).Naturally,wedonotexpectthe

curvein Fig.1 to bea quantitatively reliabledeterm ina-

tion ofUc1(T),because ofthe atom ic approxim ation in-

volved.In particular,weseethat,instead ofterm inating

atacriticalendpoint(UM IT ;TM IT ),theinstability linein

Fig.1 bends back,yielding a stability window at sm all

U which iscertainly a spuriousaspectoftheapproxim a-

tion. Hence only the branch ofthe curve corresponding

to largervaluesofU hasphysicalsigni� cance.

Itistem pting to conclude,from thetheobserved scal-

ing with
p
N + 1,thatTM IT itselfwillgrow in thatm an-

nerasN isincreased.Indeed,wenotethatrecentQ M C

calculations by Am adon and Bierm ann [22]do show a

m arked increase ofTM IT with N ,not inconsistent with

a
p
N scaling. However,we do not consider this issue

to be entirely settled: rather,this atom ic estim ate pro-

vides an upper bound on the growth of TM IT with N .

Indeed,itneglectsthepresenceofthequasiparticlereso-

nance(which isreduced butstillpresentastem perature

israised close to TM IT ). The resonance m akesthe solu-

tion lessstable,so thattheatom iccalculation islikely to

overestim ateTM IT .Com bined with theaboveentropyar-

gum ent(which providesalowerbound),weconcludethat

TM IT =tis an increasing function ofN atm oderate val-

uesofN ,which eithersaturatesatlarge-N orincreases

atm ostas
p
N . Clearly,a m ore re� ned analysisofthe

abovestability condition isrequired to settlethisissue.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

In this paper, we have studied the M ott transition

ofthe N -orbitalHubbard m odelin the fully sym m etric

case.Thephysicalpictureisqualitatively thesam easfor

N = 2,i.e. a coexistence region existsbetween an insu-

latingand am etallicsolution within twodistinctscritical

couplingsUc1 and Uc2.W ehaveshown thatthesecritical

couplingsdo nothave the sam e dependence on the num -

ber oforbitals,as the latter becom es large: Uc1 /
p
N

while Uc2 / N . W e have obtained an exact analytical

determ ination ofthe criticalvalue eUc2 = Uc2=N in this

lim it. These results explain the widening ofthe coexis-

tencewindow [Uc1;Uc2]observedin thenum ericalsim ula-

tionsofRef.[21],and m orerecently in [22].O ur� ndings

also puttheresultsofRefs.[19,20]in a new perspective,

asdiscussed in the introduction.

0 0.5 1
0

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.06

0.07

T

2

p

N + 1

U

2

p

N + 1

FIG .1:Instability tem peraturebelow which anegativeeigen-

value is found when the stability m atrix �nm ofEq.(63) is

evaluated in the atom ic approxim ation. The various curves

are for increasing num ber oforbitals (N = 2;4;6;8;10;20),

and an alm ostperfectscaling with T=
p
N + 1 and U=

p
N + 1

isfound.

W e haveshown that,atlargeN and closeto the crit-

icalcoupling Uc2,thescaling U = N eU isappropriate,so

thatthe separation ofscale which isatthe heartofthe

projective m ethod becom es asym ptotically exact. The

low-energy physicscloseto Uc2 isthen welldescribed by

slave-boson likeapproxim ations.Thisisthe casein par-

ticular for the quasi-particle peak in the spectralfunc-

tion,which isseparated from Hubbard bandsby a large

energy (oforderN eU )and isaccurately described by the

sim ple form (32). In view ofpracticalapplications to

electronicstructurecalculationswith largeorbitaldegen-

eracy (e.g f-electron system s),it would be highly desir-

abletohavealsoan analyticaldeterm ination ofthehigh-

energy partofthe spectralfunction in the large-N lim it

(oratleastreasonableapproxim ationsto it).Thisisleft

forfuture investigations.

Another issue that we have only partly addressed is

the � nite-tem perature aspectsofthese transitions. The

whole� nite-tem peraturecoexistenceregion widensasN

isincreased,and thecriticaltem peratureassociated with

the M ott criticalendpoint does increase with the num -

beroforbitalsatinterm ediate valuesofN . The precise

behaviourofTM IT =tatlarge N deservesfurtherstudies

however.
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A P P EN D IX A :LA R G E-N SC A LIN G S A N D T H E

A T O M IC LIM IT

In thisappendix,weprovidea detailed proofthatthe

corrections in VH to the atom ic lim it (VH = 0) do not

m odify thelarge-N dependenceofthecriticalcouplings.

This is done by an explicit investigation of the struc-

ture ofthese corrections. M oreover,we show that for

U / N (i.e when Uc2 is considered),these corrections

only produce subdom inant term s which can be ignored

atlarge-N .

1. C orrections in VH for U = N eU .

Forourpurpose,the operatorH H can be written :

H H = H
0
H + H

1
H (A1)

H
0
H =

X

k2H � ;�

�kc
y

k;�
ck;� +

U

2

"
X

�

(dy�d� � n)

#2

H
1
H = VH

X

�

X

k

c
y

k;�
d� + d

y
�ck;�

Firstletusconsiderthe ground state energy Egs. As

thelowerHubbard band H � is� lled in j�i
0
,wepreferto

rem ovetheconstantcontribution
P

k2H � ;�
�k,sothatthe

zeroth orderenergy isE0 = 0h�jH
0
H j�i0 = 0. The next

orderterm �E1 = 0h�jH
1
H j�i0 iszero by conservation of

the totalcharge Q on the d-level,so we need to look at

the second ordercontribution:

�E2 =
X

j i

�
�h jH 1

H j�i0

�
�2

E0 � E 

(A2)

= � (N � Q )
X

k2H �

V 2
H

U

2
� �k

� Q
X

k2H +

V 2
H

U

2
+ �k

since j ican only possessa charge Q + 1 (resp. Q � 1)

for the d-electron and a hole (resp. particule) excita-

tion in the bath. Clearly as�k isnegative (positive)for

k 2 H � (H + ),the denom inators are oforder N (since

U = N eU ) and �E2 is therefore scaling as N 0 at large

N .W e would like to inferthisto be true atallorderin

thedevelopem entin VH .O necan easily classify into two

categories the interm ediate states that appear at order

V 4
H and beyond. There can either be a charge di� erent

form Q on theim purity (asin thepreviouscom putation

atorderV 2
H )and then thedenom inatorcom ing from this

state provides (at least ) a factor N � 1 by the presence

ofthe Coulom b energy U = N eU . O r the im purity can

befound in a chargeQ state(with possibly a reorganiza-

tion ofthespin con� guration)withoutaCoulom b energy

cost. However this state possesses also m any particle-

hole excitationsin the bath,and thisleadsto a denom -

inator which scales as the M ott gap � g. For exam ple

let us consider such a ket generated at order V 4
H , like

j�1 :::�Q id j2:::N i
�
j1i

+
.Thisparticularstate(butthe

argum ent is general),contributes a factor (�k � �k0)
� 1

where k 2 H � and k0 2 H + . This quantity is always

sm aller than � � 1
g because the M ott gap � g is also the

gap ofthe ck;� electrons (through the self-consistency).

Asthegap � g isexpected to beoforderU = N eU when

U isclose to Uc2,each particle-hole excitation also pro-

videsafactorN � 1 in theperturbativeexpansion.Thisis

enough toconcludethat,atagiven orderin perturbation

theory,each ofthe denom inatorgivesa factorN � 1 that

balancethe com binatorialfactorcom ing from the string

ofcharge excitation on the im purity level. Thus Egs is

atm ostoforder1 when N islarge.

W e � nally need to com pute J��
0

�� at large N . Let us

consider� rstthe case � 6= �,so that� and � willdi� er

by only one spin 
 ip � $ �0. W e can now calculate at

the lowestorderin VH the desired m atrix elem ent:

� � h�jd�
1

H 0
H
+ H 1

H
� Egs

d
y

�0j�i (A3)

with

j�i � j�i
0
+ j�i

1
(A4)

j�i
1
=

X

k2H � ;�

VH
U

2
� �k

d
y
�ck;� j�i0 +

X

k2H + ;�

VH
U

2
+ �k

c
y

k;�
d� j�i0

Thecontribution atorder(VH )
0 istherefore:

��0 = 0h�jd�
1

H 0
H
� Egs

d
y

�0j�i0 �
2

U
(A5)

because Egs = O (1) and U = N eU . Allterm s com ing

atorderVH cancelby conservation ofthe charge,so we

exam ine now the next leading order for � ,��2,which

iscom posed ofthree term s: one from the correction by

VH to each ofthe two externalkets,one from the de-

velopm entofthe denom inatorin (A5)atorderV 2
H ,and

a m ixed term (between only one ketcorrection and the

denom inator developed at � rst order). Let us exam ine

the � rstofthesesecond ordercontributions:

��
(1)

2 = 1h�jd�
1

H 0
H
� Egs

d
y

�0j�i1 (A6)

Thestated
y

�0j�i1 iscom posed ofchargeQ + 2excitations

(with energy 22U=2) and ofparticle-hole excitations in

the bath with a charge Q on the im purity (this hasthe

energy �k � �k0). Both energies scale like N and con-

tribute an overallfactor N � 3 to ��
(1)

2 . There is also a

com binatorialfactoroforderN com ing from the choice

in the spin-excitation in j�i1,butthereisnonefrom the

statej�i1 asthe spin con� guration in d
y

�0j�i1 is� xed by

theonein d
y

�0j�i1.Therefore��
(1)

2 = O (N � 2).Thesam e

argum entworksforthe two othercontribution atorder

V 2
H .

M oregenerally,ata given orderp in the developm ent

in VH ,each ofthep+ 1 denom inatorsprovidesa factorof
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orderN � 1,because there isa � nite gap �g � Uc2 / N

between thetwoHubbard bands[25].Howeverthestring

of p spin-
 ips generated by the Hm ix term s only con-

tributesto an overallcom binatorialfactoratm ostN p=2

becauseonehasto connecttwo � xed externalcon� gura-

tionsj�iand j�i.Hencein thelim itoflargeN allterm s

afterthe � rstonearesub-dom inant,so that:

� = ��0 + O

�
1

N 2

�

=
2

U
=

2

N eU
(A7)

m eaningthattheatom icresultfor� isexactin thelarge-

N lim itwhen U / N .

At this stage,we wantto stress a posteriorithat the

hypotheses m ade in the preceding argum entare consis-

tentwith thisresult.Firstitiscorrectto� x thechem ical

potentiale� = 0 from the atom iclim it(VH = 0),because

perturbativecorrectionsdo notchangetheoccupancy of

the d-orbital,ascan be checked from a directexpansion

in VH of

P

�
dy�d�

�
.Finally theexistenceofalargeM ott

gap � g / N can also be justi� ed on the sam egrounds.

2. Som e rem arks about Uc1

W hen U /
p
N on the other hand,the perturbative

seriesfor� doesnotappearto stop afterthe� rstcontri-

bution,showingthatUc1 isa� ected by VH in thelargeN

lim it. Itishoweverstraightforward to follow the line of

argum entsgiven in Section IIIC to seethateach term in

thisdevelopm entprovidesaleadingcontribution oforder

1=
p
N (using U � � g /

p
N ). � can notbe com puted

exactly in thatcase,becauseB (N ;n;VH =(
p
N eU ))isnow

a non trivialfunction ofVH =eU at N = 1 . But this is

enough to conclude thatB (N ;n;VH =U )is oforder1 at

largeN when U /
p
N ,so thattheresultUc1 �

p
N eUc1

holds.However,an exactevaluation ofeUc1 appearsto be

a di� culttask,even atN = 1 .

A P P EN D IX B :N U M ER IC A L C A LC U LA T IO N O F

T H E STA B ILIT Y M A T R IX IN T H E A T O M IC

LIM IT

In thisAppendix,we provide detailson the com puta-

tion ofthe stability m atrix �nm in the N -orbitalatom ic

lim it(cf.Fig.1).First,weusea spectraldecom position

overthe atom iceigenstatesin Eq.(64).Thisyields:

K nm = A(i!n;� i!n;i�n;� i�n)=Zat� B (i!n)B (i�n)=Z
2
at

with

Zat =

NX

Q = 0

e
� �E Q

�
N

Q

�

A(!j;j= 1::4)� N
X

0� Q � N

P 2 S 4

e
� �E Q �(P )

�

C1(Q ;P )+ (N � 1)C2(Q ;P )

�

F4(!P (j)+ � Q +
P

4

i= j+ 1
aP (i);aP (j)

;j= 1::4)

B (i!n)� N

NX

Q = 0

e
� �E Q

��
N � 1

Q � 1

�

F2(i!n + � Q � 1;1;� i!n + � Q ;� 1)�

�
N � 1

Q

�

F2(� i!n + � Q + 1;� 1;i!n + � Q ;1)

�

C2(Q ;P )�

8
><

>:

�(P )
�
N � 2

Q � 2

�
if P � 1(1)< P � 1(2) and P � 1(3)< P � 1(4)

�(P )
�
N � 2

Q

�
if P � 1(1)> P � 1(2) and P � 1(3)> P � 1(4)

� �(P )
�
N � 2

Q � 1

�
else

C1(Q ;P )�

8
><

>:

�
N � 1

Q � 1

�
if P � 1(f1;3g)= f1;3g

�
N � 1

Q

�
if P � 1(f1;3g)= f2;4g

0 else

Fn(!j;j= 1::n)�

Z

�> �1> � � � > �n

 
nY

i= 1

d�i

!

exp

� nX

i= 1

!j�j

�

In these expressions, E Q � U (Q � N =2)2=2 are the

atom ic energy levels,� Q ;a � E Q + a � E Q ,� is the sig-

nature of the perm utation P , and we used the nota-

tion f(xj;j = 1::4)� f(x1;x2;x3;x4). W e com pute F4
and F2,using the relations !1 + !2 + !3 + !4 = 0 and

!1 + !2 = 0 respectively. The algorithm can be decom -

posed into three functions:(i)From U and T,com pute

�nm for jnj;jm j < 100 and then its lowest eigenvalue

E 0(U;T);(ii)Find a pointp0 below the instability tem -

perature Ti and a m ajoration TM ofm ax(Ti) and UM

ofUc1;de� ne a path in the (U;T)from (0;0)to (0;TM )

to (UM ;TM ) to (UM ;0);(iii) For about 50 points p on

thispath,solveforE 0(U;T)= 0 on thelinede� ned by p

and p0 using a dichotom y.To speed up thecom putation,

the sum s overperm utations and Q in A and B are ex-

panded autom atically into C+ + code,which isinlined in

them ain program .Diagonalisationsareperform ed using
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theFortran LAPACK library.Codeswillbeavailableat www-spht.cea.fr/~parcolle/.
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