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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 projction onto an e ective K ondo m odel. It is dem onstrated
that the critical interaction at which the insulator appears (Uci) and the one at which the m etal

becom es un e Uc2)

large: Ugy /

have di erent dependence on the num ber of orbials as the latter becom es
N whilke Us, / N . An exact analytical determ ination of the critical coupling U, =N

is obtained in the largeN lm i. The metallic solution close to this critical coupling has m any
sin ilarities at low-energy w ith the results of slave boson approxim ations, to which a com parison
ism ade. W e also discuss how the critical tem perature associated w ith the M ott critical endpoint

depends on the num ber of orbitals.

I. NTRODUCTION

The M ott transition is one of the central problem s In
the eld of strongly correlated electronic systems. Ik
is directly re]evant to m any com pounds, such as V03,
NiS, xSe EL], flillerenes Z], and tw o-din ensionalorgan—
icsofthe BEDT fam ily B Viewed from a m ore gen—
eral perspective, the M ott transition confronts us w ith
the need to describe electrons In a solid In an Interm edi-
ate coupling regin e, w here perturbative m ethods around
either the localised or the itinerant I it are of very lim -
ited use. The M ott phenom enon is also a key issue for
the developm ent of electronic structure calculations of
strongly correlated m aterdals, a sub fct of current intense
Investigation EI].

A breakthrough in the understanding of this problem
resulted from the developm ent of dynam icalm ean— eld
theory OMFT) E, :§, :j., :g]. Follow Ing the observa-
tion that a M ott transition as a function of the inter-
action strength U takesplace n a (fully frustrated) one-
band Hubbard m odel at half- lling -r_[b] wihin DMFT,
a rather surprising scenario was unravelled I_l-g] In the
param eter space de ned by tem perature and interaction
strength, two kinds of solutions ofthe DM FT equations
were found, corresponding to an insulator and a m etal,
wih a region U (T) < U < U, (T) In which both types
of solution coexist. T he goectral function of the nsulat-
Ing solution has only high-energy features corresponding
to Hubbard bands, w hile the m etallic solution also has a
low -energy quasiparticle resonance. Coexistence results
In a rstorder phase transition at
The rst order line ends into a second-order critical end—
pontatT = Ty v, U = Uy r at which the coexistence
domain closes Ut Tu1r) = U2 Twr) = Umrr). At
T = 0, the transition is also second-order, because the
m etallic solution always has lower energy than the in-

nie tem perature.

sulating one. A qualitative picture of the evolution of
the spectral finction as a fiinction of control param eters
was obtained, and this resulted in successfiil experin en—
tal predictions tll-

E arly w ork on these issues relied heavily on an accurate
but approxin ate technique, the ierative perturbation
theory [6' -ld] Later on, exact results near Ue, (T = 0)
were obtained E_2, l_13], thanks to the developm ent of a
renom alization m ethod exploiting the separation of en—
ergy scales that holds true close to this critical coupling.
T hism ethod perform s a pro ction onto a low -energy ef-
fective theory after elim ination of the degrees of freedom
corresponding to Hubbard bands. A clear picture of the
structure of the DM FT equations near the M ott tran—
sition and of the di erent critical points was nally ob—
tained through the introduction of a Landau fiinctional
approach fl4] These established results for the one-
band Hubbard m odel together w ith num erical m ethods
for solving DM FT equations, such as Quantum M onte
Carlo [_9, :_Z[g:] and N um ericalR enom alization G roup @-é],
provide now a consistent picture of the M ott transition
wihin DMFT.

In thispaper, we Investigate the M ott transition in the
Im it of Jarge orbital degeneracy, wihin DM FT . W e es—
tablish analytically that the critical couplingsU.; (T = 0)
and U, (T = 0) are not only di erent, but that they
have very di erent scalings as a ﬁmctjorbcgthe num ber
N of orbitals. Indeed, U.; increasesas N, whilke U,
Increases as N, so that the coexistence region widens.
Close to Ugy, the separation of scales which is at the
heart of the proctive m ethod becom es asym ptotically
exact for arge N . This allow s us to determ ine exactly
the value of the critical coupling U,,=N at large N , and
also to dem onstrate that slaveboson like approxin ations
becom e asym ptotically valid at low energy in this lim it.
Finally, we discuss how the nite tem perature metal-
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Insulator transition depends on the num ber of orbials.
Our ndings on the critical couplings are In agree—
m ent w ith ear]y QM C resulks for the two-orbialm odel
= 4) R1J, and w ith recent results or higher valies of
N l_2g] A widening of the coexistence w indow Ueq;Ucs]
asN increases is clearly seen in these sinulations. A Iso,
for xed N, the critical coupling required to enter the
M ott state is largest Il8 at the particle-hole sym m etric

Iling n = 1=2. The present work also puts the resuls
ofReﬁ.I_lgs, 2(_)'] In a new perspective: there,a N scal-
Ing of the critical coupling was proposed. W e nd that

this indeed applies to the coupling where the insulator
becom esunstable U.;), while thetrue T = 0 M ott tran—
sition (at which the quasiparticle residue vaan}iBes_) takes
place at U, / N . Indeed, in Reffl9], the N scabt
Ing was rationalized on the basis of a stability argum ent
for the insulator. Finally, the rather high tem peratures
considered in l20'] explain why only the N dependence
w as reported there: distinguishing Ucz from U, requires
signi cantly lower tem peratures.[ZQ]

The lm it of large orbitaldegeneracy is relevant to the
physics of system s with partially lled d- or £ shells,
as well as to fullerenes. D irect num erical approaches
becom e prohbitively di cult as the number of orbial
Increases QM C methods scalke as a power law of N,
w hile exact diagonalizations E:j] scale exponentially). Tt
is therefore Im portant for fiiture research to develop ap—
proxin ate but accurate in purity solvers which can han—
dle m any orbitals. T he controlled resuls that we estab—
lish In this paper can be used as tests of these approxi-
m ation m ethods.

II. MULTIORBITAL HUBBARD M ODEL

W e consider a generalized H ubbard m odel involving N

species of electrons, w ith H am ittonian:
A\l #2

X X , g X X .
tiyd; E) di di

1

ds

=1 i

+ n

=1
1)

where i; j are sites indices, the orbital ndex, e is the
chem icalpotential and n the average density of particles
per species :

@)

n= hd! d; i

1
N

Introducing n in the H am iltonian is just a convention for
the cheam ical potential e. In particular, it is convenient
at half- lling where the particle-hole symm etry in plies
n= % and e = 0. For a sihglk site (atom ), the spectrum

consistsofN + 1 Jevels, w ith energies - @ nN )* depend-
Ing only on the totalcharge on the orbital: Q = 0;

and w ih degeneracies g

;N

T heusualsingle-orbitalH ubbard m odelcorrespondsto
N 2 ( =";#). The Ham iltonian considered here has
a fullSU N ) symm etry which includesboth spin and or-
bital degrees of freedom . Starting from a m ore realistic
m odel which assum es an interaction m atrix U , o be—
tween opposite spinsand Uy o Iy 0 between parallel
spins, it corresponds to the lin it of isotropic Uy o= U
and vanishing Hund’s coupling Jy no = 0.

W hen U is Jarge enough, we expect a M ott insulating
stateto existat 1lingsn = Q=N , corresponding to an in—
teger occupancy ofeach site on averageQ = 1; ;N
In this paper, we Investigate analytically the nature of
these M ott transitions within DM FT . W e consider only
phases w ith no m agnetic ordering and study the transi-
tion between a param agneth m etal and a param agnetic
M ott insulator. In Section i}, we extract the largeN
behaviourofU.; and U, using the low -energy pro gctive
techmque anaJySJs oftheDMFT equatJons Introduced in
{i4] rN = 2 and extended in R3] : we show that the
equations for the U.’s derived by thism ethod are greatly
simpli ed forN ! 1 in the sense that an atom ic Iim it
becom es exact. In section ELV /iy we nd quantitative agree—
m ent betw een these results and am ultiorbitalslave boson
m ethod. Finally, in Sec.y:, we consider the M ott transi-
tion at nie tem perature.

III. LARGE-N BEHAVIOUR OF Uc AND Uce

A . DM FT and the low -energy pro kective m ethod

Let us recallbrie y the DM FT equations and their
low —energy pro fctive analysis l_l-Z_i, :_1-,3:] DMFT mapsthe
Jattice H am ilttonian above onto a m ultiorbital A nderson
In purity m odelw ith the sam e localinteraction term than
in (L) and a hybridization function  (i!,). The local
G reen’s function reads: G4 (i!,) *= il + e d'n)

q@'y). In this expression, e is the chem ical potential
(shifted by the Hartree contrbution) and 4@!,) isa
lIocal selfenergy. A selfconsistency requirem ent is in —
posed, which identi es Gy (i!,) wih the on-site G reen’s
function of the lattice m odel w ith the sam e selfenergy

q@'n). This reads:

D "
@ 3)

il, + e d (l! n)

In this expression, D (") is the free electron density of
state d.o=s.) corresponding to the Fourder transform of
the hopping m atrix elam ents tj;. In the particular case
of a sem icircular dos. wih halfwidth D = 2t, equa—
tion (r_i%) sinpli esto:

) = £ Gay) @)

Solving the Inpuriy m odel sub Ect to 6'_3) determ ines
both the hybridization function and the local G reen’s
function In a selfconsistent m anner. In order to give
an explicit H am iltonian form to the Anderson in puriy

1.



m odel, the function can be represented w ith an aux—
iliary bath of conduction electrons ¢ , with e ective
single-particle energies y and e ective hybridizations
to the localorbital such that :

X Z
(@) _,j]kf ©)
1 k
k
X X
H = k%; C; + Vi ((%’ d + dka; )
k k;
" #
X y X 2
e dd + - @d  n) ©)

W ithin DM FT, the M ott transition at U, and T = 0
is associated w ith a separation of energy scales. For U
slightly am allerthan U, the d-electron spectral fuinction
has a sharp quasiparticle peak, well separated from the
high-energy Hubbard bands. Naturally, a sm all am ount
of spectralweight does connect these two features in the
metal. Slightly above U.,, the M ott gap 4 separating
the Hubbard bands of the insulating solution is nite.
W hile the weight Z of the quasiparticle peak vanishes
at U, theM ott gap 4 disappears only at the sm aller
critical coupling Uy . B ecause ofthe selfconsistency con—
dition 4'_3), the hybridization function ofthee ective con—
duction bath (and hence the y’s) also displays this sep—
aration of scales.

T his ram ark Jed the authors ofRef. [_l-gi] to use a pro—
“Bctive m ethod In order to study the criticalbehaviour at
Ue . W ithin this approach, the e ective conduction elec—
tron bath is separated into a high energy sector k 2 H )
associated w ith the upper H* ) and lower H ) Hubbard
bands, and a low-energy sector (k 2 L) associated w ith
the quasiparticle resonance. T he in purity m odel H am i
tonian is thus written as (for sin plicity we take Vi, and
Vy Independent ofk):

H = HL + HH + HHL (7a)
X
Hy = kG, G (7o)
k2L;
X h i
Hy = kG, &; *Vag, d +ho
k2H ;
" #
g X 2 0x
+ Pl dd n e dd (7c)
X h i
Hyp = Vqu; d + hc: (7d)

k2L;

W e ngte that the self-consistency condition ('_3) In plies
that ,, V=t is proportional to the quasiparticle
residue Z, so that it is clear that the low-energy hy-—
bridization vanishes at U, .

In order to obtain an e ective theory close to U, one

rst diagonalizes the high-energy part Hy ofthe Ham it
tonian, and obtains an e ective low -energy ham iltonian
by expanding in V;, . From the presence ofa niegap in

the high-energy bath | (ork 2 H ), Hy descrbes an
In purity In a sam iconducting bath. T he position of the
d-level (ie. the chem icalpotential) xes the number of
electrons in the ground-state. Fora chargeQ = nN , this

high-energy problem hasa g degenerate ground-state,

spanned by eigenvectors j i1 (w ith eigen-energy Egs) . The
detailed form of these states is com plicated (they m ix
w ith higher im purity charge states through Vy ), but they
form a representation of the SU (N ) \spin" group, of di-
m ension g
U sing a generalized Schrie erW ol (SW ) transform a-—

tion to order VL2 in order to progct onto the low -energy
H ibert space (de ned by the selected charge sector ofthe
In purity d, and the low -energy sector for the conduction
bath k 2 L), one obtainsan e ective K ondo H am iltonian

(4, 13,231 -
X V2 0
He = kG, Gt o J X g, «
’ U ’
k2 L; kk% ;0 °
8)
where X j ih jis a Hubbard operator connecting

two states In the ground state m anifold. The Ham ilto—
nian contains potential scattering tem s or = % and
spin— i Kondo) tems or 6 °, with the spin opera—
torS =X X . Them atrix of (din ensionless)
coupling constants reads I_l-ﬁ, éé]:

0

J &y————d d ——d,

W e em phasize that the lIow -energy H am iltonian hasbeen
derived to rst order in V*: this is asym ptotically jis-
ti ed exactly at the critical point (and hence su cient
to determ ine the critical coupling), but deviations aw ay
from the critical point require to consider higher order
term s in Vi, . Finally, we note that the bandw idth ofthis
K ondo problem isoforderZ t, while the coupling isofor-
derv?=U  Z £?=U . Hence, the din ensionless coupling
constant of the e ective low-energy Kondo problem is
of order one: we have an interm ediate coupling K ondo
problem {14].

T he conditions that determ ine U.; and Ucz have been
derived w ithin the pro fctive m ethod IlZ 23] and w ithin
the m ore general Landau fiinctional approach [_14] (in
which the stability of the mnsulating solution to di er-
ent kinds of low -energy perturbations is studied using a

Landau functionalofthe hybridization function @d!y)).
T he condition for U, reads:
1
us X N
= i 10
= w 77 (10)
+ X dec J J J J

A sexplained In l_l-é_;, :_2:%], an analogous equation is found
forUq, ,whereo -diagonaltem sin the average are taken



to zero. For nite N, this equation is com plicated to
solve, since the average on the right-hand side is a func-
tion of J which we can only obtain by solving the low
energy K ondo problem explicitly. H ow ever, we w ill show
In the ollow ing that :

1.Using the SU (N ) symm etry, the tensor structure
of J can be param etrized w ih only two num bers
A and B, which are dim ensionless functions ofN ,
n, and V5 =U . This greatly sinpli es}(10) (Section
IIIB)) .

2.An explicit calculation of A and B can be per-
formed in the atomic Im it Vy = 0. This allows
us to show that the two critical couplings have the

with Q = nN boxes), the tensor structure of J is then
given by the W ignerE ckart theorem : we have to nd
the occurence of R In (id ad) R. W e have a triv—
ialtetm id R = R and a singk non trivial one since
ad R =R :::, where ::: denotes other irreducible
representations. Then we have :

d —dyo = Al 0

+ B1C
HH Egs

13)
where C are the C bsch-G ordan coe cientslR pd R i.

In order to avoid the com putation ofC , we can use the
ollow ing argum ent. Let us consider the operatord &,,
which has the same symmetry as 01, so the previous
sym m etry argum ent gives

follow ing N -dependence at large N : D E
o dd, =2, o +B,C 14)
Ua= N @, + (11a)
wih the same C,but di erent coe cientsA;;B,. Sihce
Ucz = N Bcz + (1b) 5, 6 0, we can elim inate C between the two equations.

In fact, the atom ic lm it evaluation of A and B
becom es asym ptotically exact when U is taken to
be progportional to N . This is not the case when
u / N , but we show that corrections to the
atom ic lim it do not m odify the scaling @ié) .

3.ForU / N ,thee ective K ondo problem can actu-
ally be soled explicitly at large N , using standard
techniques. This allow s for an explicit com puta—
tion ofthematrix element X dc ivolved in
(,'_1-(_]') . Since, from the above rem ark, the e ective
couplings entering the K ondo problem can be eval-
uated in the atom ic lim it in that case, thisallow sus
to determ ine the prefactor &, exactly (Sec. :_D-I_I-p-:) .
Because theatom ic Iim it is not asym ptotically ex—
actforU / N ,wearenotableto obtain an exact
determ ination of &, .

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

C om puting the couplings (:_Q) is a com plicated task in
general, since it requiresa know ledge ofthe states j i;7 i,
and thus a diagonalization ofH y . H ow ever, general con—
siderations based on the SU (N ) symm etry of the m odel
allow one to reduce the unknown K ondo couplings J ’
to two din ensionless num bers only. Let us consider the
operator:

0 1

0, a-—"d, 12)

Since the Ham iltonian is SU (N ) symm etric, this oper—
ator transform s under SU (N ) wih the representation
F F = id ad : the tensor product of the funda-
mentalF (one box in the Young tablau language) and
its complex conjuigate ¥ 1 boxes), which reduces
to the sum of the dentiy id and the adjpint ad. Ifwe
denote by R the ground state representation (@ colum n

W e nally obtain the generalfom ,valid to st order in
V2 fora SU (N ) symm etric m odel:
D E

+ B dd 1s)
In this expression, A NN ;n;Vy=U) and B N ;n;Vy=U)
are dimensionless coe cients which depend only on
the din ensionless ratio Vi =U associated w ith the high-
energy problem (and of course a priori also on orbial
numberN and density n).

Inserting (_l-g‘n) Into equation (_i(j), we obtain the sin pli-

ed form of the conditions which detemm ine the critical
couplings:

E 2 2
o = A+nB)+B“n(l n)N + 1) (16a)
U2
c2 _ 2 2
tZ—(A+nB)+B nl n)N + 1)
X D E
B? S ococ (16b)

C. The atom ic lim it

T he atom ic lim it approxin ation isde ned by § = 0.
In this lin i, the states j i are just the in purity states
Ji 31 Qi@ =0;
the high-energy electron sector. In that case, A and B
(from C_l-§‘)) can be com puted explicitly (we choose here
e = 0, ie. the chem ical potential is bound to be at the
center ofa step In the Coulomb staircase). W e nd:

A= 2;B=14 @7)
W e note that these coe cients do not depend on N in
the atom ic lim it. M oreover, Et_J_S clear that, in general
(for an explicit proof, see SeciIID!) :

x D E

S ofec / N? 18)

;N ), without m ixing w ith



N —dependenoe of the critical oouiaiflc-gs- quoted n CELZ_IaZl—
D).
This derivation relies on the use of the atom ic lim it
= 0. An in portant question is therefore to check that
the N -dependence of the critical couplings is not m odi-
ed by the Interaction | that dresses the atom ic states
j 1. W e exam ne carefully this question in Appendix A},
where we give an explicit proof that this is indeed the
case. The problem is In fact quite di erent for U,; and
U . For the latter, U must be scaled asU = N®. In
that case, we show In the appendix that the atom ic lin it
calculation of A and B is in fact exact at large N . This
can be expected since the band gap divergesw ith N , so
that the Hubbard bands are well sesparated from the low
energy degrees of freedom . However, one m ight worry
that the grow ing num ber of orbitals N ) could counter—
balance thise ect. This is actually not the case, and we
show that the correctionsto J (orA ,B ) com Ing from Vy
are subdom inant in largeN , order by order in pertur—
bation theory. M oreover, the low -energy e ective K ondo
problem becom es exactly solvablewhen U / N (1.e close

to Uy ) : this isthe sub fct ofthe next section (Sec. -IIID' )r
in which the exact value of the prefactor &, is obtained.

The problem is mpore involved for U, corresponding
to the scaling U / N . In that case, corrections in Vg
beyond the atom ic lin it do produce correctionsto A and
B (ence to J). However, we are able to show (Sec. A 2
of the appendix) that these corrections are of order one,

so that the scaling Uq; = N ©.; doeshod.

D . Explicit large-N solution of the e ective low
energy K ondo problem at Uc;

In this section, we explicitly solve the Iow energy e ec—
tive K ondo problem in the largeN I it using standard
m ethods [26], in order to obtain the prefactor @cz The
e ective Ham ilttonian -(9) reduces at order (1=N?) to:

X

He = kG, O a9
k2L;

qv? X
+ L fyof 20 C,j{ &o; o0
NG,

k%2L; ©

Thism odelbecom es exactly solvable at large N because

the K ondo coupling scales as 1=N (which is a resul of
U/ N } Introducing an auxiliary boson eld b conji—
gateto |, Yo , ang a Lagrangemultiplier eld to
enforce the constraint f¥f = Nn, we see that, as

N ! 1 ,the eldbundergoesa Bose condensation, and
the saddlepoint values of the b; elds are determm ined

by the equations @t T = 0):

G, M(1)= 1+ Go (1) (0a)
120
n= = d!'mGe (1) (20b)
Z ' Z
@CZ 0 0
Pl d Ge( )G ()== d!'In G (1)G g ()]
1 1
(20c)

In this expression, G gL denotes the G reen’s function of
the low -energy part of the e ective bath of conduction

electrons, in the absence 0ofK ondo coupling, nam ely:
X 1 1

) 2
1. k VL

Go )= L@ 1)

k2L

First we express the selfconsistency condition z_j)
or m ore precisely its low-energy counterpart. W e re—
late the low -energy part of the on-site G reen’s fiunction,
Gqr @!'y), to the auxiliary—ferm ion one, G¢ (1!, ), by In —
posing that the low -energy part ofthe interacting G reen’s
function of the e ective bath of conduction electrons,
G o1, can be calculated etther from the original A nderson
m odel or from the low-energy progcted K ondo m odel,

w ith identical results. G 1, is related to G Y, through the
conduction electron T -m atrix:
Ga = GUL + GU)?T @2)

TheAnderson m odelT -m atrix jSVLZG an,whilk it sk’ G«
for the low-energy Kondo m odel. Therefore G g1, is di-
rectly related to G ¢ by:
2 _ 12
ViGqgy = UG T (23)
U sing this into Eq.@@a:!), one nds the expression of Gy,
In tem s of the low -energy hybridization 1 :

1
Gd§<i!n)=z @at+ ) L) @4)
w here we have Introduced the notation:
Z B 25)
A

W e can nally obtain Gy;, In closed form by m aking use
of {_24) Into the selfconsistency condition &_.’.) (restricted

to the low -energy sector). T his yields:
Z

. D (")

Gar (1) =  an - 26)
L@+ Gy ) "
D "

= an 1# @7)

7 (ll + ) "

T he low -energy part of the local spectral density reads:

1
ar (1) —ImGgqy (! +i0")=D —— (28)



By com paring this form ofG 41, to its expression in tem s

of the local selfenergy, we recognize that Z is the quasi-

particle weight and  yields the zero-frequency lin i of
d-

a Q)= ;2= 1

7 Q! @9

Thevalueof =Z can be detem ined by using the explicit
form of 4= 2 ¢ Into {0b):
Z o

n= d! —D
] Z Z

!+

30)

Changing variables, this lrads to =2 = (@) where
o () is the non-interacting value of the chem icalpoten—
tial, de ned by:
Z
0
n = d"D (")
1

(31)

W e note that this is precisely the result expected from

Luttinger’s theorem (We have a0) = (@) which
nsures that the Femm i surface volum e is unchanged by
Interactions). Hence, the low -energy part of the spectral
function (quasiparticle resonance) is sin ply given by:

!

-t o)

1(!)=D 32)

Tts shape is sin ply given by the non-interacting dos.,

centeredat ! = Z ( and wih a width renom alized by
Z .
Second, we can now use ('ggq) and In [ (G¢] =
to obtain :
Z
e LT e e 33)
4 zz 7 a v
Z
dat !+ !+
= — D (34)
1 2 Z Z

C larly, Z drops out of this equation, which has there-
fore a unique solution, the critical coupling ®., at which
Z vanishes. This is expected: the low-energy e ective
Ham ilttonian is valid only exactly at the criticalpoint. A
determm ination ofthe criticalbehaviourofZ slightly away
from the critical point would require considering higher—
order term s in the e ective low -energy H am iltonian. W e
therefore cbtain the largeN value ofthe criticalcoupling
(using the expression of =72 found above):

Uc
G, = N 4" @) (35)
with:
Z o (n)
"O (n) d" "D (") (36)

1

T hisresult is rem niscent ofthe critical coupling obtained
in the G utzw iller or slavedboson m ethods l_2£_i]: a detailed

com parison is m ade In Sec;I\-/: Taking for example a
rectangulard.o.s. ofhalfwidth D , Eq. ¢35 ) yields:

Uc2
N

=4D n@ n) 37)
©., is Jargest at half- lling (n = 1=2). This is because
orbital uctuationsarem axinum there, sothat it jsn_1 ore
di cul to destroy the m etallic phase (see however f_l@l]) ;
Obviously, or nieN ,aM otttransition is found only for
rationalvalies ofn = Q=N wih IntegerQ (these values
are dense on the interval [0;1] asN becom es large).
Another way to obtain Uc, is to use the criterion of
section -DIC' together w ith the present lrgeN lin it gn

order to com pute the m atrix e]enent o S ocsc

This can be exactly evaluated at N = 1 ushgthee ec-
tive action for the K ondo m odel {_2@) :

X X
Se = d £Y@ £ EYf  n) 38)

0

z N

+ d —©B'+  bfYc + bdf
o 4v
z Z X
d a% &)Y ( 9 o (9

Because this action is gaussian, i is straightforward to
get the Pllow ing average here 6 0):

D E
fYf oy =
* Z Z +
ff 0 d G (b () d %YL (9f (9
0 0
"Z #2
= Y d G ()G () 39)
0
W e nd therefore:
x D E Z 2
s ocfec = N?B d Ge( )G () +0M)
0
(40)
which indeed scales asN ?. Inserting this into {{6b), w
have :
7
VL 0
Ug = 4tp—EtN b d Gs( )Gy () 41)
) . . -=- P
which coincidesw ith Eq. £0g) since Z = b=V . Hence,

w e have checked that both m ethods (eXp]:ICZLt large N so—
lution and pro Fctive criterion ofSecﬂ:lIC') vield thesam e
result for the critical interaction U, .

Iv. COMPARISON TO A SLAVE-BOSON
APPROACH

In this section, we show that a m uliorbital slave bo—
son approxim ation reproduces the previous resuls close



to the critical coupling U, . Thism ethod is an extension
to m any orbitals of the G utzw iller approxim ation, for-
mulated in tem s of slave bosons by K otliar and Ruck—
enstein 7] and extended to m any orbitals in R8].

deed, w ith the scalingU = N &, the M ott gap is of order
N and quasiparticles dom inate the physics over m ost of
the energy range. Furthem ore, the expression {28 for
the physical spectral fiinction close to U, contains pre—
cisely the sam e ingredients than in slave boson m ethods,

nam ely: a shift of the e ective level which Insures Lut—
tinger’s theorem , and a quaslparticle weight Z (vanish—
ing at the transition) . T he selfenergy containsno further

renom alizations (in particular the quasiparticle lifetin e

is in nite). This barebone picture of a strongly corre—
lated Fem i liquid is precisely that em phasized by slave

boson approaches.

Follow ing l_2§'], one introduces 2V slave bosons
associated with a given soin con guration ; p On
the impuriy orbial. The probabiliy that the or-
bitalisin a gjyen soin con guration is sin ply given by
hy . . 1. The physical electron operator is rep—

.
J:esented as

11 p

&F =z £Y “42)
wih:
0 1
X X
z a @ Vo, am B e @3)
P2 ( 15 p)
2 3 12
X X
g1 41 yl:;;p 1:::p5
P 2( 155 p)
2 3 122
X X
R 41 ylz;;p 1:::p5
P Z( 15u5 p)

T his representation is supplem ented by two constraints:

X X
y = y
£t = 1 p 13 p (443)
P 2( 155 p)
X X
— y
1= g amp (44b)
P (1::p)

At this stage, this is an exact representation of the
H ibert space, which can be used to rew rite the H ubbard
Ham ittonian. In order to obtain an approxim ate soli—
tion, we shall assum e that all auxiliary bosons undergo
a Bosse—condensation, ie becom e static cnum bers, and
that furthem ore the corresponding expectation value de—
pends only on the total charge p and not on the speci ¢
soin con guration ;; p# W e shallthus set, at each
site:

iq:mp, = P 45)

W e em phasize that this approxin ation does not corre—
soond to a controlled saddlepoint, even in the largeN

lim i, since the num ber of auxiliary
wih N .

U sing this Ansatz, the Hubbard Ham iltonian can be
rew ritten in the fom :

elds grow s rapidly

X X uX ¥y
H = tyz” £ £5 + > 2 Nn)
iy =1 i p=0
(46)
with:
1 KN o1
z = Pili p ptl (47)
nd n) _, p
and the constraints:
N 2 _
5 = (48)
p=0 p
oy
Z=n hVfi (49)
p=1 P

T he free-energy corresponding to this H am iltonian m ust
then bem inin ized w ith respect to the N + 1 variational
param eters ,’s, sub Fct to the two constraintsabove. In
the follow ing, we brie y outline this procedure, focusing
for sim plicity on the half- lled case b = 1=2) at zero—
tem perature.

In this case, particle-hole sym m etry m akes the analysis
smpler. It mpliesthat , = y p,and it can then be

. N N 1 2
shown that the constraint  _, Pp

autom atically satis ed when the rstone(g=O h; 2=

1) is. Evaluating the ground-state energy of @-@') yields
the follow ng expression to bem inim ized at T = 0 (sub—
“ct to just one constraint):

=n=1=21is

" s
iEo = 4% iy p p+l
N 0= 0 P
2 oo al p 2 (50)
2 0o P P2

w ith "y the (@bsolute value) ofthe non-interacting kinetic
energy per orbial @sde ned In :f3_'6)), and® U=N, as
de ned above.

Tt is clear from the Ham iltonian (46) that this slave-
boson approxin ation leads to a picture of quasiparticles
w ith no residual interactions. T he quasiparticle weight
reads:

n) p ptl (51)

p=0 P

while the chem ical potential shift in the previous sec—
tion corresponds in the present context to the Lagrange



multiplier associated with the constraint (4a) (it van-—
ishes at half- 1ling).

W e also note that the non-interacting 1im it is correctly
reproduced, thanks to the squareroot nom alization fac-
tors R7] introduced in {3). Tn that linit, 2 = 1 and
E 0= N "0 .

In oxder to analyze the M ott transition, we note that
w ithin this approach, an lnsulating solution can be found
for arbitrary strength of the coupling U . It corresponds
to the trivial solution:

: " C .= 0 06Ny G2
N=2 N =2 P 2

which yields the T = 0 occupancies in the atom ic lim it.
This solution is always an extremum of the variational
energy (corresponding to a boundary), but not always
aminimum . Indeed, a mninum wih a lower energy
exists or ® < ®,. To nd this critical coupling, we
perturb around the trivial solution. Close to U, only
the occupancies of the states with charge N=2 1 mat-

1
. 2 _ N —
ter, and we set: [ _, = L, + v=2 1 = ’

and , = otherw ise (where (

can be neglected). The energy di erence w ith the trivial

Insulating solution reads:

N 1 + N 1
N =2 N=2 1 2
E = 4an, _ (53)
N =2
© N N )
+ J—
2 N=2 1 N=2+ 1

H ence, the critical coupling at w hich them etallic solution
disappears reads:

(54)

This value coincides w ith that obtained by Lu P4] us-
Ing the G utzw iller approxin ation. R em arkably, it agrees
with our exact result n the N ! 1 Iimit. Together
w ith the considerations above, this suggests that such
a slave boson approach becom es asym ptotically exact,
at low-energy and close to the critical coupling Ue,, In
this limn it. This estin ate of the critical coupling is al-
ready quite accurate for the an allest value ofN = 2 (we
take for reference a sam itcircular band w ith halfw idth
D =1):

8D
U.N =2)= — N + 2)’ 33

3 (55)

(the NRG and the proctive analysis of the one-orbital
m odel indicate that U, is very close to 3). On the other
hand, the largeN solution given by equation C_?lfn) m isses
cbviously the sub—leading term oforderN °, and is there—
fore lnaccurate at sm allN .

T he behaviour of the quasiparticle weight close to the
transition can be obtained by expanding the energy to

nextorderin , taking into account that 2 _, s @
B=%.)? (so that only the term swith g= 0; 1 m atter).
This yields:
U
Zz =1 + (56)
Uc2

W e note that there are no 1=N prefactors in this expres—
sion when ocouplings are scaled properly.

Tt is not entirely obvious to decide what the critical
coupling U.; is within this approach. Since the insulat—
Ing solution exists forarbitrary U, onem ight be tem pted
to conclude that U.; = 0. Another criterion would be
to nd at which ocoupling the optical gap of the nsu—
lator vanishes. Unfortunately, the above approxin ation
(condensed bosons) is nsu  cient to discuss high-energy
features H ubbar_d bands). Studies that go beyond this
approxin ation f_ZE_)'] and incorporate uctuations of the
slave bosons suggest that the opticalgap closesat U, : In
that sense the slave boson approxin ation does not yield

) denote tem s tlgagoexistence regin e, in contrast to the exact results es-

tablished above Wwhich are the generic situation within
DMFT).

V. FINITE TEM PERATURE TRANSITION S

W e conclude this paper by addressing the nie-
tem perature aspects of the transitions discussed above.
As In the oneband case, we expect a coexistence re—
gion Ug (T) U U (T) at nite tem perature,
which closes at a second-order (liquid-gas) critical point
OUmmiTur) with Usi Ty r) = U2 Tur) = Unrr -
C om parison of freeenergies then yield a rst-order tran—
sttion line T = T, U ) or T < Ty rr - This hasbeen the
sub Ect ofm any studies in the single orbital case, and is
now established on m grounds. However, no analytical
estin ate of the critical tem perature Ty v is available.
This is highly desirable, since this scale appears to be
strongly reduced In com parison to the electronic band-
width. Tt would also be interesting to know how this
scale depends on the orbital degeneracy.

Let us start wih a qualitative argum ent, which has
two merits in our view : (i) it allow s to understand why
Ty r =t is such a snall energy scale r a snall num -
ber of orbials and (i) i provides a ower bound on
Ty v - This argum ent is based on a com parison of the
energy di erence between the m etallic and nsulating so—
utions at T = 0, to the corresponding entropy di er—
ence. ForU = N ® close to Uy, the energy di erence

Eog E:(T =0) Ey (T = 0) is expected to behave
as:

2 ©)°
Eo=n D2 51,

@CZ

c7)



This :IS Jndeed supported by the slavedboson calculation
ofSecan. Theentropydi erence S =5 Sy isdom-—
nated by the entropy of the insulating solution Wwhich
has a degenerate ground-state) since the entropy of the
m etal vanishes lnearly wih T at low temperature T.
T herefore:

N
Sg n N In2 (58)
N =2
This allow s to estim ate the behaviour of the rstorder

critical Iine U, (T) (0rT. (U )) at low-tem perature (ie for
U closeto Uy ). Indeed, the transition into the insulating
state upon raising tem perature occurs w hen the entropic
gain overcom es the energy cost, lkading to:

(@CZ @ )2

@CZ

Tc@)”’ (59)

T hisestin ate isvalid only at very low tem perature, close
to the T = 0 crtical pont U = Ug. Ik Indicates a
quadratic dependence ofthe cnthalJJne, w ith a prefactor
which is independent of N {30]

W hen U, is close to Uy, which is the case for a
an all num ber of orbials (In particular in the oneband
case), one can roughly estin ate the critical endpoint
Ty r by using d_S-C:i) in the regin e of couplings where
the Insulating solution disappears, kading to: Ty v '/
G2 Ua=N )?’=8.,. It is clear from this Hmula that
the ratio Ty rr=t is an all because of the sn all energy
di erence between the m etallic and insulating solutions.
For a larger num ber of orbitals however, this can only
produce a ower bound on the critical endpoint Ty T .
Indeed, the energy di erence close to Ty v is certainly
underestin ated by (5), while the entropy di erence is
reduced as com pared to N In 2 since the entropy of the
m etal cannot be neglected at Ty ;7 (We note that it be-
havesas T wih / N ). This argum ent show s that
Ty T =t must either saturate to a constant, or increase
with N , asN increases.

W e now tum to a more quantitative study of these

nitetem perature issues, using the Landau functional
form alisn introduced in [I4]. A finctionalofthe e ec—
tive hybridisation is introduced, which reads, for the N —
orbitalm odelon the Bethe lattice (sam icirculard.o.s):

1X

F[]= () + MZimpl ] (60)

N
22

=}

in which Z 4, , is the partition function Z = Tre °n» of
the e ective In purity m odel, de ned by the action:
Z ALl #2

X U X
d@d+§ a4 n) +

X

d° ¢ 9 d" ()d (96D

T his functional is locally stationary for these hybridisa—
tion functions which satisfy the DM FT equations:
(iln) = G (i!s) (62)

T he local stability ofthese DM FT solutions is controlled
by the m atrix of second derivatives:

’F
= —+ K 63
am @) ) g )
w ith, using {_59‘,:_6-3]_:)
1 R R ) 0 il 0
Koim = =% 0 did %d ,d Jetn (i ria (o 2)
CLM A (1)d, (DA, (o)d, (D1
KT (1)d, (DT &, (2)d, (D1 ©64)

A solution ofthe DM FT equations is locally stable pro-—
vided the ., matrix has no negative eigenvalues when
evaluated for this solution. Hence, the couplings Uy (T )
(resp. Ugy (T)) corresoond to the instability line of the
(U;T) plane along which a negative eigenvalue appears
when L, isevaluated for the insulating (resp. metal-
Iic) solution. For T = 0, these nstability criteria should
coincide w ith those derived from the profctive m ethod
described above (asveri ed below or U, (T = 0)). The
critical endpoint T = Ty ;v is such that, or T > Ty v,
no negative eigenvalue is found, at any coupling U, w hen
the stability m atrix is evaluated on the (unique) DM FT
solution. It should thus be noted that, in order to de—
term ne Uy v ;Tym 17 ), I is not necessary to know both
Uq (T) and Ug, (T): either one of tham is in principle
su cient.

The practical di culy in perform ing this stability
analysis at nite tem perature is that: (i) i requires a
know ledge of the nieT solution of the DM FT equa—
tions -or at last a reasonable a_LpproXJm ation to it—and
(i) the tw o-particle correlator 6641) m ust be evaluated for
this solution. C om pleting this program , for arbitrary or-
bitaldegeneracy, using num ericalm ethods, isbeyond the
scope of this paper. However, we would lke to present
here a sin pler calculation which gives som e insight in the
dependence 0fU,; (T) (@nd ofTy rr ) on the orbitaldegen—
eracy N . W hat we have done is to use the atom ic lim it
asa very rough rst approxim ation to the nsulating so—
Jution. W e have evaluated the 2-particle correlatorK
and the stability m atrix ,, In this lin it, for arbitrary
N . This can be directly I plem ented on the com puter,
using the spectral decom position of K ,,, onto atom ic
eigenstates (som e details are provided In A ppendix :_é:) .
T he stability m atrix is then diagonalised num erically (@
truncation to a -large-num ber ofM atsubara frequencies
ism ade), and we search for the line in the (U;T) plane
w here a negative eigenvalue is rst found.

The resul of this calculation (for the half- lled case
n = 1=2) is depicted ;n Fig..l. There, the tem perature
below which a negative eigenvalue is found is plotted as
a function of U. We st observe that no Instability is



found above a critical value of U, which does coincide
with the valie {16a): Us (T = O)=t / 4 N + 1 esti-
m ated above from the profctive m ethod (in the atom ic
approxin ation). This is a non-trivial consistency check
on our calculations. Secondly, we nd that the insta—
bility lines for di erent values of the orbital degeneracy
N can all be collap on a single curve when both T
and U are rescaled by N + 1. This can be understood
from the fact that, in the atom ic lm it, only the two
scales U and T enter the two-particle correlator K
(nott), and that K is oforderN ?, so that the instability
criterion can be v%r:itten (from din ensionality considera—
tions): % = (LN” ). Naturally, we do not expect the
curve in Fjg.-'_];I to be a quantitatively reliable determ ina-—
tion 0f Uy (T ), because of the atom ic approxin ation in—
volved. In particular, we see that, instead of term inating
at a criticalendpoint Uy 17 ;Tm 17 ), the Instability line in
Fjg.:!: bends bacdk, yielding a stability window at small
U which iscertainly a spurious aspect of the approxin a—
tion. Hence only the branch of the curve corresponding
to Jarger values of U has physical signi cance.

tis pting to conclide, from the the observed scal-
hgwih N + 1,that Ty itselfwillgrow in thatm an—
nerasN is increased. Indeed, we note that recent QM C
calculations by Am adon and B iemm ann t_zz_i] do show a
m@rk_ed increase of Ty ;v with N , not inconsistent w ith
a 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 Ty ;v wih N .
Indeed, it neglects the presence of the quasiparticle reso—
nance (Wwhich is reduced but still present as tem perature
is raised close to Ty 7 ) - T he resonance m akes the solu—
tion less stable, so that the atom ic calculation is likely to
overestin ate Ty rr . C om bined w ith the above entropy ar—
gum ent (which providesa lowerbound), we conclude that
Ty v =t is an increasing function of N at m oderate val-
ues ofN , WIBIZ'LE’I eitther saturates at largeN or increases
atmostas N . Clarly, amore re ned analysis of the
above stability condition is required to settle this issue.

VI. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied the M ott transition
of the N -orbital Hubbard m odel in the fully sym m etric
case. Thephysicalpicture isqualitatively the sam e as for
N = 2, ie. a coexistence region exists between an insu-—
lating and a m etallic solution w ithin tw o distincts critical
couplingsU.; and U, . W e have shown that these critical
couplings do not have the sam e dependence on the ngm -
ker of orbitals, as the latter becom es large: Uo; / N
while U, / N . W e have obtained an exact analytical
determ ination of the critical value ®., = U,,=N 1 this
lim . These results explain the w idening of the coexis-
tencew ndow [U,; ;U; ] observed in the num ericalsim ula—
tions ofRef. [_2-1:], and m ore recently in 1_2-211 Our ndings
also put the results ofRefs. [_19', 2(_5] n a new perspective,
as discussed in the introduction.
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FIG .1: Instability tem perature below which a negative e_jgen—
value is found when the stability m atrix .m» ofEq. {_61_5) is
evaluated in the atom ic approxim ation. The various curves
are for increasing num ber of ofoita]sp(N = 2;4;6;8@10;20),
and an alm ost perfect scalingwith T= N + landU= N + 1
is found.

W e have shown that, at Jarge N and close to the crit—
ical coupling U, the scaling U = N & is appropriate, so
that the sgparation of scale which is at the heart of the
progctive m ethod becom es asym ptotically exact. The
Jow —energy physics close to U, is then well described by
slave-boson lke approxin ations. T his is the case In par-
ticular for the quasitparticle peak in the spectral func—
tion, which is separated from Hubbard bands by a large
energy (of orderN ®) and is accurately describbed by the
sinplke m {34). In view of practical applications to
electronic structure calculationsw ith large orbitaldegen—
eracy (eg felectron system s), i would be highly desir-
able to have also an analyticaldeterm ination ofthe high—
energy part of the spectral function in the largeN lm it
(or at least reasonable approxin ationsto i). This is left
for fuiture investigations.

Another issue that we have only partly addressed is
the nitetem perature aspects of these transitions. T he
whole nitetem perature coexistence region w idens asN
is Increased, and the critical tem perature associated w ith
the M ott critical endpoint does Increase w ith the num —
ber of orbitals at interm ediate values of N . T he precise
behaviour of Ty v =t at large N deserves further studies
how ever.
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APPENDIX A:LARGE-N SCALINGSAND THE
ATOM IC LIM IT

In this appendix, we provide a detailed proofthat the
corrections n Vy to the atom ic Im it (Vg = 0) do not
m odify the largeN dependence of the critical couplings.
This is done by an explicit investigation of the struc-
ture of these corrections. M oreover, we show that for
U / N (ie when U, is considered), these corrections
only produce subdom inant tem s which can be ignored
at largeN .

1. Correctionsin Vg forU =N®.

For our purpose, the operator Hy can be w ritten :

Hy = H]+H} @1)
" #2
X u X
Hy = «d, 0+ @d )
k2H ;
HY = vy g, d + dg,

k

F irst Jet us consider the ground state energy Egs. As
the ower Hubbard band H is ped in ji,wepreferto
rem ove the constant contrbution ,, . kr so that the
zeroth order energy isEg = oh jH ] j i) = 0. The next
ordertem E; = oh jH Jj i, is zero by conservation of
the total charge Q on the d-level, so we need to ook at
the second order contribution:

. L. 2
X h g

E:
z E, E

@2

X V.2 X v
N Q) 4 0

u
2

k2H

sihce j i can only possessa chargeQ + 1 (resp. Q 1)

for the d<elctron and a holk (resp. particule) excia-
tion in the bath. C learly as yx is negative (positive) for
k2 H "), the denom lnators are of order N (shhce
U = N®) and E, is therefore scaling as N ° at large
N . W ewould like to infer this to be true at all order in

the developem ent In Vy . O ne can easily classify into two

categories the interm ediate states that appear at order
VH4 and beyond. There can either be a charge di erent
form Q on the inpurity (as In the previous com putation

at orderVHZ) and then the denom inator com ing from this
state provides (at least ) a factor N ! by the presence
of the Coulomb energy U = N &. O r the in purity can

be und In a chargeQ state W ih possbly a reorganiza-
tion ofthe soin con guration) w ithout a C oulom b energy
cost. However this state possesses also m any particle—
hole excitations in the bath, and this leads to a denom —
nator which scales as the M ott gap 4. For exampl
ket us consider such a ket generated at order VH4, like

11

Jiitt giy PN 1 Ji . Thisparticularstate (outthe

argum ent is general), contributes a factor (i k) T
where k 2 H and k® 2 HY . This quantity is always
smaller than ' because the M ott gap 4 is also the
gap of the ¢; electrons (through the selfconsistency).

Asthegap 4 isexpected to be oforderU = N & when
U is close to Ugy, each particle-hole excitation also pro—
videsa factorN ! i the perturbative expansion. T his is
enough to conclide that, at a given order In perturbation
theory, each of the denom hator gives a factor N ! that
balance the com binatorial factor com ing from the string
of charge excitation on the inpurity level. Thus Eys is
atmost oforder1 when N is Jarge6

We nally need to computeJ at large N . Let us
consider rstthecase 6 ,sothat and willdi er
by only one spin i $ °. We can now calulate at
the lowest order in Vi the desired m atrix elem ent:

h &og i 3
1ng+H§ Egs o) ®3)
w ith
ji JiL+ 34 @ 4)
X \Y% X \Y%
iy = T da; Ji+ T, % 4 3%
k2H ; 2 k k2H'; 2 k
T he contribution at order (Vg )° is thereore:
= oh # L s 2 @5)
0 0 Hg E g 0] b

because Egs = O (1) and U = N®. Al tem s com ing
at order Vy cancelby conservation of the charge, so we
exam ne now the next lading order for , 5, which
is com posed of three tem s: one from the correction by
Vi to each of the two extemal ke:c.g, one from the de-
velopm ent of the denom inator in & §) at order VZ, and
amixed tem (etween only one ket correction and the
denom nator developed at rst order). Let us exam ine
the 1rst ofthese second order contributions:

1
@) .
;= 1h i ———

Hy Egs

do3 & & 6)
The stated”,J 4 is com posed of charge Q + 2 excitations
W ith energy 22U=2) and of particle-hole excitations in
the bath wih a charge Q on the inpurity (this has the
energy g ko). Both energies scale like N and con-

trbute an overall factor N ® to .. There is alo a
com binatorial factor of order N com Ing from the choice
In the spin-excitation in j i, but there isnone from the
state j i; asthe spin con guration in d,j i is xed by
theonein d'vj 4 . T hereore 2(1) =0@®N ?).Thesame
argum ent works for the two other contrbution at order
Vi

M ore generally, at a given order p in the developm ent
n Vg ,each ofthep+ 1 denom inatorsprovidesa factorof



orderN !, becausethereisa nitegap 4 U / N
betw een the tw o H ubbard bands 25 H ow ever the string
of p spin— ips generated by the H, i tem s only con-—
trbutes to an overall com binatorial factor at m ost N P=2
because one has to connect two xed extemalcon gura—
tions j iand j i. Hence in the lim it of large N alltem s
after the st one are sub-dom inant, so that:

B ‘o T2 2 A
° NZ U pNe@
m eaning that the atom ic result for isexact in the large—

N lmitwhenU / N .

At this stage, we want to stress a posteriori that the
hypotheses m ade In the preceding argum ent are consis—
tentw ith thisresult. First it iscorrect to x the chem ical
potentiale = 0 from the atom ic Iim i (Vg = 0), because
perturbative corrections do not change the occupancy of
the d—or’oéga], as can be checked from a direct expansion
nVy of dd .Fnally theexistence ofa largeM ott
gap 4/ N can also be justi ed on the sam e grounds.

12

thf§ developm ent prov:deslg ]eadjng contribution of order
1= N (ushgU g/ can not be com puted
exactly in that case, becauseB N ;n;Vyg=( N ©@)) isnow
a non trivial function of V= at N = 1 . But this is
enough to oonc]udeptllat B N ;n;Vy=U) is of orc%)er_l at
largeN when U / N, so that the result Uy N &,
holds. H ow ever, an exact evaluation of &.; appears to be
adi cultask,even atN = 1 .

APPENDIX B:NUMERICAL CALCULATION OF
THE STABILITY MATRIX IN THE ATOM IC
LIM IT

In this Appendix, we provide details on the com puta—
tion of the stability m atrix ,, In theN -orbitalatom ic
Iim it (cf. Fig. .f First, weuse a spectlaldeoom position
over the atom ic eigenstates in Eg. {64) This yields:

Kom =A@, ilniiag n)=Zat B (@i!,)B (in)=Z§t
2. Som e rem arks about Uc;
. w ih
WhenU / = N on the other hand, the perturbative
series for  doesnot appear to stop after the st contri- by g, N
bution, show ng that Uy, isa ected by Vi i the largeN Za= € 0
Iin i. It is however straightorward to ©low the line of Q=0
argum ents given in Section -]I[C' to see that each tem in
|
X E
A(ly;J=1:4) N e " P)IC1QP)+ M DC2QiP) Falle gt o047 2 apyime )= 134
OPC2254N
& . N 1 . . N 1 , ,
B @{!l,) N e "¢ 0o 1 Fo@nt+ o 117 iln 0; 1) 0 Fo( iln+ g+1; 1iiln+ o)
§:0
2 @)y 5 P 'M<P 'R and P 'E)<P '@
2QiP) @)",? P 'M>P '@ and P 'E)>P '@
: N 2
), [ el=
8 N 1 . 1
2 51 if P (f1;39) = f1;3g 1+ !, = 0 respectively. The algorithm can be decom -
C1Q;P) NQ b4 P 1(f1;39) = £2;4g posed into three functions : (i) From U and T, com pute
0 else am Or TF3m j< 100 and then is lowest eigenvalue
7 1 Eo@U;T); @) Find a point p0 below the instability tem -
. b Xt perature T; and a mapration Ty ofm ax(Ii) and Uy
Fn(t373= 1) di exp Y53 0fUu ;de neapath inthe U;T) from (0;0) to 0;F: )
7o L =1 to Uy ;Tu ) to Uy ;0); (i) For about 50 points p on
_ ) thispath, solve forE( U;T) = 0 on the lnede ned by p
In these expressions, Egq UQ N=2)=2 are the  gnd p, using a dichotom y. To speed up the com putation,
atom ic energy levels, o2  Eg+a Eg, isthesig- the sums over pemutationsand Q in A and B are ex—

nature of the pem utation P, and we used the nota—
tion f (x5;= 1:4) f X1;X27%3;%4). W e compute Fy
and F,, usihg the relations !'; + !5, + !5+ !, = 0 and

panded autom atically into C+ + code, which is inlined in
them ain program . D iagonalisations are perfom ed using



the Fortran LAPACK lbrary. Codesw illbe available at
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www -gpht.cea fr/~parcolle/ .
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