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W e introduce a representation ofelectron operators asa productofa spin-carrying ferm ion and

ofa phase variable dualto the totalcharge (slave quantum rotor). Based on this representation,

a new m ethod is proposed for solving m ulti-orbitalAnderson quantum im purity m odels at �nite

interaction strength U .Itconsistsin asetofcoupled integralequationsfortheauxiliary �eld G reen’s

functions,which can bederived from a controlled saddle-pointin thelim itofa largenum berof�eld

com ponents. In contrast to som e �nite-U extensions ofthe non-crossing approxim ation,the new

m ethod providesa sm ooth interpolation between theatom ic lim itand theweak-coupling lim it,and

doesnotdisplay violation ofcausality atlow-frequency. W e dem onstrate thatthisim purity solver

can be applied in the context ofD ynam icalM ean-Field Theory,at or close to half-�lling. G ood

agreem entwith established resultson the M otttransition isfound,and large valuesofthe orbital

degeneracy can be investigated atlow com putationalcost.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

TheAnderson quantum im purity m odel(AIM )and its

generalizations play a key role in severalrecent devel-

opm ents in the �eld ofstrongly correlated electron sys-

tem s.In single-electron devices,ithasbeen widely used

as a sim pli�ed m odelfor the com petition between the

Coulom b blockade and the e�ect of tunnelling [1]. In

a di�erent context,the Dynam icalM ean-Field Theory

(DM FT)ofstrongly correlated electron system sreplaces

a spatially extended system by an Anderson im purity

m odelwith a self-consistently determ ined bath ofcon-

duction electrons[2,3].Naturally,theAIM isalsoessen-

tialto ourunderstanding oflocalm om entform ation in

m etals,and to thatofheavy-ferm ion m aterials,particu-

larly in the m ixed valenceregim e[4].

Itisthereforeim portanttohaveatourdisposalquanti-

tativetoolsallowing forthecalculation ofphysicalquan-

titiesassociated with the AIM .The quantity ofinterest

depends on the speci�c context. M any recent applica-

tionsrequire a calculation ofthe localized levelG reen’s

function (orspectralfunction),and possiblyofsom etwo-

particlecorrelation functions.

M any such \im purity solvers" have been developed

overthe years. Broadly speaking,these m ethodsfallin

two categories:num ericalalgorithm swhich attem ptata

directsolution on the com puter,and analyticalapprox-

im ation schem es (which m ay also require som e num eri-

calim plem entation). Am ong the form er,the Q uantum
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M onte Carlo approach (based on the Hirsch-Fye algo-

rithm )and theNum ericalRenorm alization G roup play a

prom inentrole.However,such m ethodsbecom eincreas-

ingly costly asthe com plexity ofthem odelincreases.In

particular,therapidly developing �eld ofapplicationsof

DM FT to electronic structure calculations [5]requires

m ethods thatcan handle im purity m odels involving or-

bital degeneracy. For exam ple, m aterials involving f-

electronsarearealchallengetoDM FT calculationswhen

using Q uantum M onte Carlo. Sim ilarly,cluster exten-

sionsofDM FT requireto handle a largenum berofcor-

related localdegrees offreedom . The dim ension ofthe

Hilbert space grows exponentially with the num ber of

these localdegreesoffreedom ,and thisisa severe lim i-

tation to allm ethods,particularly exactdiagonalization

and num ericalrenorm alization group.

The developm ent offast and accurate (although ap-

proxim ate)im purity solversisthereforeessential.In the

one-orbitalcase,the iterated perturbation theory (IPT)

approxim ation [6]has played a key role in the develop-

m entofDM FT,particularly in elucidating thenatureof

the M otttransition [7]. A key reason forthe successof

thism ethod isthatitbecom esexactboth in thelim itof

weakinteractions,andin theatom iclim it.Unfortunately

however,extensionsofthisapproach to them ulti-orbital

case have not been as successful [8]. Another widely

em ployed m ethod isthe non-crossing approxim ation,or

NCA [9,10]. This m ethod takes the atom ic lim it as a

starting point,and perform s a self-consistentresum m a-

tion oftheperturbation theoryin thehybridizationtothe

conduction bath.Itisthusintrinsicallyastrong-coupling

approach,and indeed itisin the strong-coupling regim e

that the NCA has been m ostsuccessfully applied. The

NCA does su�er from som e lim itations however,which

can becom e severe forsom e speci�c applications. These

lim itationsareoftwo kinds:

� The low-energy behaviour ofNCA integralequa-

tions is well-known to display non-Ferm i liquid

power laws. This can be better understood when

form ulating the NCA approach in term s ofslave

bosons [11, 12]. It becom es clear then that the

NCA actuallydescribesaccuratelytheoverscreened

regim eofm ultichannelm odels.Thisisin a sensea

rem arkablesuccessofNCA,butalso callsforsom e

care when applying the NCA to Ferm i-liquid sys-

tem sin thescreened regim e.Itm ustbenoted that

recent progresses have been m ade to im prove the

low-energy behaviourin theFerm iliquid case[13].

� A m ore im portantlim itation forpracticalapplica-

tionshastodowith the�nite-U extensionsofNCA

equations. Standard extensions do not reproduce

correctly the non-interacting U = 0 lim it. In con-

trast to IPT,they are not \interpolative solvers"

between theweak-couplingand thestrongcoupling

lim it. Furtherm ore,the physicalself-energy tends

to develop non-causalbehaviour at low-frequency

(i.e. �00
d
(!) > 0) below som e tem perature (the

\NCA pathology")Athalf-�lling and largeU ,this

onlyhappensataratherlow-energyscale,butaway

from half-�lling or for sm aller U , this scale can

becom e com parable to the bandwith,m aking the

�nite-U NCA oflim ited applicability.

In thisarticle,weintroducenew im puritysolverswhich

overcom esom eofthesedi�culties.O urm ethod isbased

on a rathergeneralrepresentation ofstrongly correlated

electron system s,which haspotentialapplicationsto lat-

ticem odelsaswell[27].Thegeneralideaistointroducea

new slave-particlerepresentation ofphysicalelectron op-

erators,which em phasizesthe phase variable dualto the

totalchargeontheim purity.Thisshouldbecontrastedto

slave-bosonapproachestoam ulti-orbitalAIM :there,one

introducesasm any auxiliary bosonsasthereareferm ion

states in the localHilbert space. This is far from eco-

nom ical:when thelocalinteraction dependson thetotal

chargeonly,itshould be possible to identify a collective

variable which providesa m inim alsetofcollective slave

�elds.W eproposethatthephasedualtothetotalcharge

precisely playsthisrole.Thisturnsa correlated electron

m odel(at �nite U )into a m odelofspin-(and orbital-)

carrying ferm ions coupled to a quantum rotor degree of

freedom . Various types ofapproxim ations can then be

m adeon thism odel.In thisarticle,weem phasizean ap-

proxim atetreatm entbased on asigm a-m odelrepresenta-

tion ofthe rotordegreeoffreedom ,which isthen solved

in thelim itofalargenum berofcom ponents.Thisresults

in coupled integralequationswhich share som e sim ilar-

ities to those ofthe NCA,but do provide the following

im provem ents:

� Thenon-interacting(U = 0)lim itisreproduced ex-

actly.Fora fully sym m etricm ulti-orbitalm odelat

half-�lling and in the low tem perature range,the

atom ic lim it is also captured exactly,so that the

proposed im purity solverisan interpolativeschem e

between weak and strong coupling. The sigm a-

m odelapproxim ation does not treat as nicely the

atom ic lim it far from half-�lling however (though

im provem entsarepossible,see section V E).

� Thephysicalself-energy doesnotdisplay any viola-

tion ofcausality (even atlow tem peratureorsm all

U ). This is guaranteed by the fact that our inte-

gralequationsbecom e exactin the form allim itof

a large num ber oforbitalsand com ponents ofthe

sigm a-m odel�eld.

It should be em phasized, though, that the low-energy

behaviourofourequationsis sim ilarto the (in�nite-U )

NCA,and characterized by non-Ferm iliquid powerlaws

below som elow-energy scale.

Asa testing ground forthe new solver,we apply itin

this paper to the DM FT treatm ent of the M ott tran-

sition in the m ulti-orbital Hubbard m odel. W e �nd

an overall very good agreem ent with the general as-

pects of this problem , as known from num ericalwork

and from som e recently derived exact results. W e also
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com pare to other im purity solvers (IPT,Exact Diago-

nalization,Q M C,NCA),particularly regarding the one-

electron spectralfunction.

This article is organized as follows. In section II,we

introducea representation offerm ion operatorsin term s

ofthephasevariabledualto thetotalcharge(taking the

�nite U ,m ulti-orbitalAnderson im purity m odelas an

exam ple). In section III,a sigm a-m odelrepresentation

ofthisphase variable isintroduced,along with a gener-

alization from O (2) to O (2M ). In the lim it ofa large

num ber ofcom ponents,a set ofcoupled integralequa-

tions is derived. In section IV,we testthis \dynam ical

slaverotor" (DSR)approach on the single-im purity An-

derson m odel.The restofthe paper(Sec.V)isdevoted

to applicationsofthisapproach in thecontextofDM FT,

which putsin perspectivetheadvantagesand lim itations

ofthe new m ethod.

II. R O T O R IZA T IO N

The presentarticle em phasizesthe role played by the

totalelectron charge,and its conjugate phase variable.

W e introduce a representation ofthe physicalelectron

in term s oftwo auxiliary �elds: a ferm ion �eld which

carries spin (and orbital) degrees of freedom , and the

(total) charge raising and lowering operators which we

represent in term s ofa phase degree offreedom . The

latterplaysarolesim ilarto aslaveboson:herea \slave"

O (2) quantum rotor is used rather than a conventional

bosonic�eld.

A . A tom ic m odel

W e�rstexplain thisconstruction on thesim pleexam -

pleofan atom icproblem ,consisting in an N -fold degen-

erate atom ic levelsubject to a localSU (N )-sym m etric

Coulom b repulsion:

H local=
X

�

�0 d
y
�d� +

U

2

"
X

�

d
y
�d� �

N

2

#2

(1)

W e use here �0 � �d + U=2 asa convenientrede�nition

ofthe im purity level,and we recastthe spin and orbital

degrees offreedom into a single index � = 1:::N (for

N = 2,we have a single orbitalwith two possible spin

states � = ";#). W e note that �0 is zero at half�lling,

due to particle-holesym m etry.

The crucialpoint is that the spectrum ofthe atom ic

ham iltonian (1) depends only on the total ferm ionic

chargeQ = 0;� � � ;N and hasa sim ple quadraticdepen-

dence on Q :

E Q = �0Q +
U

2

�

Q �
N

2

�2

(2)

Thereare2N states,butonly N + 1 di�erentenergy lev-

els,with degeneracies
�
N

Q

�
. In conventionalslave boson

m ethods [14,15],a bosonic �eld is introduced for each

atom ic state j�1 � � � �Q i(along with spin-carrying auxil-

iary ferm ionsfy�).Hence,thesem ethodsarenotdescrib-

ing the atom icspectrum in a very econom icalm anner.

The spectrum of (1) can actually be reproduced by

introducing,besides the set ofauxiliary ferm ions fy�,a

single additionalvariable,nam ely the angular m om en-

tum L̂ = � i@=@� associated with a quantum O (2)rotor

� (i.e. an angularvariable in [0;2�].Indeed,the energy

levels(2)can beobtained usingthefollowingham iltonian

H local=
X

�

�0f
y
�f� +

U

2
L̂
2 (3)

A constraint m ust be im posed,which insures that the

totalnum ber offerm ions is equalto the O (2) angular

m om entum (up to a shift):

L̂ =
X

�

�

f
y
�f� �

1

2

�

(4)

Thisrestrictsthe allowed valuesofthe angularm om en-

tum to be l= Q � N =2 = � N =2;� N =2+ 1;� � � ;N =2�

1;N =2,whilein theabsenceofany constraintlcan bean

arbitrary (positiveornegative)integer.Thespectrum of

(3)is�0Q + U l2=2,with l= Q � N =2 thanksto (4),so

thatitcoincideswith (2).

To be com plete,we m ustshow thateach state in the

Hilbertspace can be constructed in term softhese aux-

iliary degreesoffreedom ,in a way com patible with the

Pauliprinciple.Thisisachieved by the following identi-

�cation:

j�1 :::�Q id = j�1 :::�Q if j‘= Q � N =2i
�

(5)

in which j�1 :::�Q id;f denotestheantisym m etricferm ion

statebuiltoutofd� and f� ferm ions,respectively,and

j‘i
�
denotes the quantum rotoreigenstate with angular

m om entum l,i.e.h� j‘i
�
= ei‘�.Thecreation ofa physi-

calelectron with spin � correspondsto acting on such a

statewith fy� aswellasraising thetotalcharge(angular

m om entum ) by one unit. Since the raising operator is

ei�,thisleadsto the representation:

d
y
� � f

y
� e

i�
; d� � f� e

�i� (6)

Letusillustrate thisforN = 2 by writing the fourpos-

sible statesin the form :j"i
d
= j"i

f
j0i

�
,j#i

d
= j#i

f
j0i

�
,

j"#i
d
= j"#i

f
j+ 1i

�
and j0i

d
= j0i

f
j� 1i

�
,and showing

thatthisstructureispreserved by dy� = fy�e
i�.Indeed:

j"#i
d
= d

y

"
j#i

d
= f

y

"
j#i

f
e
+ i� j0i

�
= j"#i

f
j+ 1i

�
(7)

The key advantage ofthe quantum rotorrepresentation

isthatthe originalquartic interaction between ferm ions

has been replaced in (3) by a sim ple kinetic term (̂L2)

forthe phase�eld.
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B . R otor representation ofA nderson im purity

m odels

W e now turn to an SU (N )-sym m etric Anderson im -

purity m odelin which the atom icorbitaliscoupled to a

conduction electron bath :

H =
X

�

�0d
y
�d� +

U

2

"
X

�

d
y
�d� �

N

2

#2

(8)

+
X

k;�

�kc
y

k;�
ck;� +

X

k;�

Vk

�

c
y

k;�
d� + d

y
�ck;�

�

Using the representation (6),we can rewrite thisham il-

tonian in term softhe (fy�;�)�eldsonly:

H =
X

�

�0f
y
�f� +

U

2
L̂
2 +

X

k;�

�kc
y

k;�
ck;� (9)

+
X

k;�

Vk

�

c
y

k;�
f�e

�i� + f
y
�ck;�e

i�
�

W ethen setup a functionalintegralform alism forthefy�
and� degreesoffreedom ,and derivetheactionassociated

with (10). Thisissim ply done by switching from phase

and angular-m om entum operators(�;̂L)to �elds(�;@��)

depending on im aginary tim e � 2 [0;�]. The action is

constructed from S �
R�
0
d�[� iL @�� + H + fy@�f],and

an integration over L̂ is perform ed. Itis also necessary

to introduce a com plex Lagrange m ultiplier h in order

to im plem ent the constraint L̂ =
P

�
fy�f� � N =2. W e

notethat,becauseofthechargeconservation on thelocal

im purity,h can bechosen tobeindependentoftim e,with

ih 2 [0;2�=�].

Thisleadsto the following expression ofthe action:

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

f
y
�(@� + �0 � h)f� +

(@�� + ih)2

2U
+
N

2
h

+
X

k;�

h

c
y

k;�
(@� + �k)ck;� + Vkc

y

k;�
f�e

�i� + h:c:

i

(10)

W e can recastthis form ula in a m ore com pactform by

introducing the hybridization function:

�(i!)�
X

k

jVkj
2

i! � �k
(11)

and integrating outthe conduction electron bath. This

leads to the �nalform ofthe action ofthe SU (N ) An-

derson im purity m odelin term softheauxiliary ferm ions

and phase �eld:

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

f
y
�(@� + �0 � h)f� +

(@�� + ih)2

2U
+
N

2
h

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0�(� � �

0)
X

�

f
y
�(�)f�(�

0)ei�(� )�i�(�
0
) (12)

C . Slave rotors,H ubbard-Stratonovich and gauge

transform ations

In thissection,wepresentan alternativederivation of

the expression (12)ofthe action which doesnotrely on

theconceptofslaveparticles.Thishasthem erittogivea

m ore explicit interpretation ofthe phase variable intro-

duced above,by relating it to a Hubbard-Stratonovich

decoupling �eld. This section is however not essential

to the rest ofthe paper,and can be skipped upon �rst

reading.

Letusstartwith theim aginary tim eaction oftheAn-

derson im purity m odelin term softhe physicalelectron

�eld forthe im purity orbital:

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

d
y
�(@� + �0)d� +

U

2

"
X

�

d
y
�d� �

N

2

#2

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0�(� � �

0)
X

�

d
y
�(�)d�(�

0) (13)

Becausewehavechosen aSU (N )-sym m etricform forthe

Coulom b interaction,we can decouple it with only one

bosonicHubbard-Stratonovitch �eld �(�):

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

d
y
�(@� + �0 + i�(�))d� +

�2(�)

2U
� i

N

2
�(�)

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0�(� � �

0)
X

�

d
y
�(�)d�(�

0) (14)

Hence,a linearcoupling ofthe�eld �(�)to theferm ions

has been introduced. The idea is now to elim inate

this linear coupling for allthe Fourier m odes ofthe �-

�eld,exceptthatcorresponding to zero-frequency:�0 �R�
0
� [2�]. This can be achieved by perform ing the fol-

lowing gaugetransform ation:

d
y
�(�)= f

y
�(�)e

i
R
�

0
�
e
�i� 0� =� (15)

Thereason forthesecond phasefactorin thisexpression

is that it guaranteesthat the new ferm ion �eld fy� also

obeys antiperiodic boundary conditions in the path in-

tegral. It is easy to check that this change ofvariables

doesnotprovideany Jacobian,so thattheaction sim ply

reads:

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

f
y
�(@� + �0 + i

�0

�
)f� +

�2(�)

2U
� i

N

2

�0

�

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0�(� � �

0)
X

�

f
y
�(�)f�(�

0)e
i
R
�

� 0
[��

� 0

�
]
(16)

W e now set:

�(�)=
@�

@�
+
1

�
�0

 

with:�0 �

Z �

0

� [2�]

!

(17)
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and noticethatthe�eld �(�)hastheboundary condition

�(�) = �(0) [2�]. It therefore corresponds to an O (2)

quantum rotor,and the expression ofthe action �nally

reads:

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

f
y
�(@� + �0 + i

�0

�
)f� +

(@�� +
�0

�
)2

2U
� i

N

2

�0

�

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0�(� � �

0)
X

�

f
y
�(�)f�(�

0)ei�(� )�i�(�
0
) (18)

This is exactly expression (12),with the identi�cation:

�0=� � ih.This,togetherwith (17),providesan explicit

relation between the quantum rotorand Lagrange m ul-

tiplier�eldson one side,and the Hubbard-Stratonovich

�eld conjugateto the totalcharge,on the other.

III. SIG M A -M O D EL R EP R ESEN TA T IO N A N D

SO LU T IO N IN T H E LIM IT O F M A N Y

C O M P O N EN T S

A . From quantum rotors to a sigm a m odel

Instead ofusing a phase �eld to represent the O (2)

degree offreedom ,one can use a constrained (com plex)

bosonic�eld X � ei� with:

jX (�)j
2
= 1 (19)

The action (12) can be rewritten in term s ofthis �eld,

provided a Lagrange m ultiplier�eld �(�)isused to im -

plem entthisconstraint:

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

f
y
�(@� + �0 � h)f� +

N

2
h �

h2

2U

+

Z �

0

d�
j@�X j2

2U
+

h

2U
(X �

@�X � h:c:)+ �(�)(jX j2� 1)

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0�(� � �

0)
X

�

f
y
�(�)f�(�

0)X (�)X�(�0) (20)

Hence,theAnderson m odelhasbeen written asa theory

ofauxiliary ferm ionscoupled to a non-linearO (2)sigm a-

m odel,with aconstraint(im plem ented by h)relatingthe

ferm ionsand the sigm a-m odel�eld X (�).

A widely-used lim it in which sigm a m odels becom e

solvable,is the lim it ofa large num ber ofcom ponents

ofthe �eld. This m otivates us to generalize (20) to a

m odelwith an O (2M ) sym m etry. The bosonic �eld X

is thus extended to an M -com ponentcom plex �eld X �

(� = 1:::M )with
P

�
jX �j

2 = M . The corresponding

action reads:

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

f
y
�(@� + �0 � h)f� +

N

2
h � M

h2

2U
� M �

+

Z �

0

d�
X

�

j@�X �j
2

2U
+

h

2U
(X �

�@�X � � h:c:)+ �jX�j
2

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0 1

M
�(� � �

0)
X

�;�

f
y
�(�)f�(�

0)X �(�)X
�
�(�

0)

Letusnote thatthisaction correspondsto the ham ilto-

nian:

H =
X

�

�0f
y
�f� +

U

2M

X

�;�

L̂
2
�;� +

X

k;��

�kc
y

k;��
ck;��

+
X

k;�;�

Vk
p
M

�

c
y

k;��
f�X

�
� + f

y
�ck;��X �

�

(21)

In this expression,L̂�;� denotes the angular m om en-

tum tensorassociated with theX � vector.Theham ilto-

nian (21)isageneralizationoftheSU (N )� O (2)= U (N )

Anderson im purity m odelto an SU (N )� O (2M )m odel

in which the totalelectronic charge isassociated with a

speci�c com ponentof L̂. Itreducesto the usualAnder-

son m odelforM = 1.

In the following,we considerthe lim it where both N

and M becom e large,while keeping a �xed ratio N =M .

W e shalldem onstrate thatexactcoupled integralequa-

tions can be derived in this lim it,which determ ine the

G reen’sfunctionsoftheferm ionicand sigm a-m odel�elds

(and thephysicalelectron G reen’sfunction aswell).The

factthatthesecoupled integralequationsdo correspond

to theexactsolution ofa well-de�ned ham iltonian m odel

(Eq.(21))guaranteesthatnounphysicalfeatures(likee.g

violationofcausality)arisein thesolution.Naturally,the

generalized ham iltonian (21)isa form alextension ofthe

Anderson im purity m odelofphysicalinterest.Extending

thechargesym m etry from O (2)to O (2M )isnotentirely

inocuous,even attheatom iclevel:asweshallseebelow,

the energy levelsofa single O (2M )quantum rotorhave

m ultipledegeneracies,and depend on thecharge(angular

m om entum ) quantum num ber in a way which does not

faithfully m im ic the O (2) case. Nevertheless,the basic

features de�ning the generalized m odel(a localized or-

bitalsubjectto a Coulom b charging energy and coupled

to an electron bath by hybridization)are sim ilarto the

originalm odelofphysicalinterest.

B . Integralequations

In this section,we derive coupled integralequations

which becom e exact in the lim it where both M and N

arelargewith a �xed ratio:

N �
N

M
(N ;M ! 1 ) (22)
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Following[12](seealso[11]),thetwobodyinteractionbe-

tween the auxiliary ferm ionsand the sigm a-m odel�elds

is decoupled using (bosonic) bi-local�elds Q (�;�0) and

Q (�;�0)depending on two tim es.Hence,weconsiderthe

action:

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

f
y
�(@� + �0 � h)f� +

N

2
h � M

h2

2U
� M �

+

Z �

0

d�
X

�

j@�X �j
2

2U
+

h

2U
(X �

�@�X � � h:c:)+ �jX�j
2

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0
M
Q (�;�0)Q (�;�0)

�(� � �0)

�

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0
Q (�;�0)

X

�

X �(�)X
�
�(�

0)

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0
Q (�;�0)

X

�

f
y
�(�)f�(�

0) (23)

In the lim it (22),this action is controlled by a saddle-

point,atwhich the Lagrange m ultiplierstake static ex-

pectation values h and �,while the saddle point values

ofthe Q and Q �eldsare translation invariantfunctions

oftim e Q (� � �0)and Q (� � �0).

Introducing the im aginary-tim e G reen’s functions of

the auxiliary ferm ion and sigm a-m odel�eldsas:

G f(�) � �


T�f�(�)f

y
�(0)

�
(24)

G X (�) � + hT�X �(�)X
�
�(0)i (25)

we di�erentiate the e�ective action (23) with respect

to Q (�) and Q (�),which leads to the following saddle-

point equations: Q (�) = � N �(�)Gf(� �) and Q (�) =

�(�)G X (�). The functionsQ (i!n)(= �f)and Q
�
(i�n)

(= �X )de�ne ferm ionicand bosonicself-energies:

G
�1
f
(i!n) = i!n � �0 + h � �f(i!n) (26)

G
�1
X
(i�n) =

�2n

U
+ � �

2ih�n

U
� �X (i�n) (27)

where !n (resp. �n)isa ferm ionic (resp. bosonic)M at-

subara frequency.Thesaddle pointequationsread:

�X (�) = � N �(� �)Gf(�) (28)

�f(�) = �(�)GX (�) (29)

togetherwith the constraintsassociated with h and �:

G X (� = 0) = 1 (30)

G f(� = 0
� ) =

1

2
�

2h

N U
(31)

+
1

N U

�
@�G X (� = 0

� )+ @�G X (� = 0
+ )
�

Thereisa clearsim ilarity between thestructureofthese

coupled integralequationsand thein�nite-U NCA equa-

tions[9].W enotealso signi�cantdi�erences,such asthe

constraintequations.Furtherm ore,the�nitevalueofthe

Coulom b repulsion U entersthebosonicpropagator(27)

in a quite novelm anner.

Thetwo key ingredientson which the presentm ethod

are based is the use of a slave rotor representation of

ferm ion operators,and the use ofintegralequationsfor

the frequency-dependentself-energiesand G reen’sfunc-

tions.Forthisreason,weshalldenotetheintegralequa-

tionsaboveunderthenam eof\Dynam icalSlaveRotor"

m ethod (DSR)in the following.

C . Som e rem arks

W em akeheresom etechnicalrem arksconcerningthese

integralequations.

First,weclarify how the interaction param eterU was

scaled in orderto obtain theDSR equationsabove.This

issue isrelated to the m annerin which the atom ic lim it

(� = 0) is treated in this m ethod. In the original

O (2) atom ic ham iltonian (1), the charge gap between

the ground-state and the �rst excited state is U=2 at

half-�lling (�0 = 0).In theDSR m ethod,the chargegap

isassociated with thegap in theslaverotorspectrum .If

the O (2M )generalization of(1)iswritten asin (21):

H int =
U

2M

X

�;�

L̂
2
�;� (32)

the spectrum reads: E ‘ = U ‘(‘+ 2M � 2)=(2M ). Asa

result,theenergy di�erencefrom theground stateto the

�rstexcited state isE 1 � E0 = U (2M � 1)=(2M )’ U

atlargeM ,whereasitisU=2 atM = 1.In orderto use

theDSR m ethod in practiceasan approxim ateim purity

solver,the param eterU should thusbe norm alized in a

di�erentway than in (21),so thatthe gap iskeptequal

to U=2 in the large-M lim itaswell.Technically thiscan

be enforced by choosing the following norm alization:

H
0
int =

U

4M � 2

X

�;�

L̂
2
�;� (33)

instead of(32).Notethatthisscalingcoincideswith (32)

for M = 1,but does yield E 1 � E0 = U=2 for large-M ,

asdesired. Thisde�nition ofU wasactually used when

writingthesaddle-pointintegralequations(27),although

we postponed the discussion ofthispointto the present

section forreasonsofsim plicity.

Let us elaborate further on the accuracy ofthe DSR

integralequations in the atom ic lim it. In Appendix A,

we show thatthe physicalelectron spectralfunction ob-

tained within DSR in theatom iclim itcoincideswith the

exact O (2) result at half-�lling and at T = 0. This is

a non-trivialresult,given the factthatthe constraintis

treated on averageand theaboverem arkon thespectrum

spectrum . In contrastto NCA,the DSR m ethod (in its

presentform )isnotbased by construction on a strong-

coupling expansion around the exact atom ic spectrum ,

so thatthisisa crucialcheck fortheapplicability ofthis
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m ethod in practice. In the contextofDM FT forexam -

ple,itisessentialin orderto describecorrectly theM ott

insulatingstate[7].However,theDSR integralequations

failto reproduce exactly the O (2)atom ic lim ito� half-

�lling,asexplained in Appendix A. Deviationsbecom e

severe for too high dopings, as discussed in Sec. V E.

Thism akesthe presentform ofDSR applicable only for

system sin the vicinity ofhalf-�lling.

W enow discusssom egeneralspectralpropertiesofthe

DSR solver.From therepresentation ofthephysicalelec-

tron �eld dy� = fy�X ,and from the convention chosen for

thepseudo-particulesG reen’sfunctions(24-25),theone-

electron physicalG reen’sfunction issim ply expressed as:

G d(�)= Gf(�)GX (� �) (34)

Therefore eq. (30),com bined with the factthatfy� has

a (� 1) discontinuity at � = 0 (which is obvious from

(26)),showsthatdy� possessesalso a (� 1)jum p atzero

im aginary tim e. This ensures that the physicalspec-

tralweight is unity in our theory,and thus that phys-

icalspectralfunction are correctly norm alized. Because

theDSR integralequationsresultfrom a controlled large

N ;M lim it,it also insures that the physicalself-energy

alwayshave the correctsign (i.e. Im �d(! + i0+ )< 0).

This is notthe case [16]for the �nite U version ofthe

NCA [10]which isconstructed asa resum m ation ofthe

strong-coupling expansion in the hybridization function

�(�) (Strong coupling resum m ations generically su�er

from non-causality,seealso [17]foran illustration.)

Finally,wecom m enton thenon-interactinglim itU !

0. Thisisa m ajorfailure ofthe usualNCA,which lim -

its its applicability in the weakly correlated regim e. In

the DSR form alism ,thislim itisexactascan be noticed

from equation (27).Indeed,asU vanishes,only thezero-

frequencycom ponentofG X (i�n)survives,sothatG X (�)

sim ply becom es a constant. Because ofthe constraint

(30),we getcorrectly G X (�)= 1 atU = 0. From (29)

and (34),this proves that G d(�) is the non-interacting

G reen’sfunction:

G
U = 0
d (i!n)=

1

i!n � �0 � �(i! n)
(35)

W e �nally acknowledgethatan alternativedynam ical

approxim ation to the �nite U Anderson m odel[13]was

recently developed as an extension ofNCA by K roha,

W �ol
eand collaborators(aconventionalslaveboson rep-

resentation wasused in thiswork).M anyprogresseshave

been m ade following this m ethod,but,to the authors’

knowledge,thistechniquehasnotyetbeen im plem ented

in the contextofDM FT (one ofthe reasonsisits com -

putationalcost).By developingtheDSR approxim ation,

we pursuea rathercom plem entary goal:the aim here is

not to im prove the low-energy singularities usually en-

countered with integralequations,but ratherto have a

fast and e�cient solver which reproduces correctly the

m ain featuresofthe spectralfunctions and interpolates

between weak and strong coupling. In that sense,it is

very welladapted to the DM FT context.

IV . A P P LIC A T IO N T O T H E

SIN G LE-IM P U R IT Y A N D ER SO N M O D EL

W enow discusstheapplication oftheDSR in thesim -

plestsetting:thatofa singleim purity hybridized with a

�xed bath ofconduction electrons.Forsim plicity,wefo-

cuson thehalf-�lled,particle-holesym m etriccase,which

im plies�0 = h = 0. The doped (orm ixed valence)case

willbe addressed in the next section,in the context of

DM FT.

As the strength ofthe Coulom b interaction U is in-

creased from weak to strong coupling,two well-known

e�ectsare expected (see e.g [4]). Firstthe width ofthe

low-energy resonanceisreduced from itsnon-interacting

value � 0 � j�00(0)j. As one enters the K ondo regim e

� 0 � U � � (with � the conduction electrons band-

width),thiswidth becom esa very sm allenergy scale,of

the orderofthe K ondo tem perature:

TK =
p
2U � 0 exp(� �U=(8�0)) (36)

A (local) Ferm iliquid description applies, with quasi-

particleshaving a large e�ective m assand sm allweight:

Z = m =m � � TK =� 0.The im purity spin isscreened for

T < TK .

Second, the corresponding spectral weight is trans-

ferred to high energies,into \Hubbard bands" associated

to the atom ic-like transitions (adding or rem oving an

electron into the half-�lled im purity orbital),broadened

by the hybridization to the conduction electron bath.

The suppression ofthe low-energy spectralweight cor-

respondsto thesuppression ofthecharge
uctuationson

the localorbital. These satellites are already visible at

m oderate valuesofthe coupling U=� 0. Astem perature

isincreased from T < TK to T > TK ,the K ondo quasi-

particle resonance isquickly destroyed,and the m issing

spectralweightisadded to the Hubbard bands.

Theaim ofthissection istoinvestigatewhetherthein-

tegralequationsintroduced in thispaperreproducethese

physicale�ectsin a satisfactory m anner.

A . Spectralfunctions

W ehavesolved num ericallytheseintegralequationsby

iteration,both on theim aginaryaxisandforrealfrequen-

cies.W orking on the im aginary axisistechnically m uch

easier. A discretization ofthe interval� 2 [0;�]isused

(with typically 8192points,and up to 32768forreaching

the lowesttem peratures),aswellasFastFourierTrans-

form sfortheG reen’sfunctions.Searching by dichotom y

for the saddle-point value ofthe Lagrange m ultiplier �

(Eq.30)isconveniently im plem ented ateach step ofthe

iterativeprocedure.Technicaldetailsabouttheanalytic

continuationof(28-31)torealfrequencies,aswellastheir

num ericalsolution aregiven in Appendix B.

O n Fig. 1, we display our results for the im purity-

orbitalspectralfunction �d(!),atthreedi�erenttem per-

atures (the density ofstates ofthe conduction electron
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-3 -2 -1 0 1 2 3
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

FIG .1:d-levelspectralfunction �d(!)for�xed U = 2 and in-

verse tem peratures� = 4;20;2000,with the conduction elec-

tron bath described in the text

bath ischosen asasem i-circlewith half-width � = 6,the

resonantlevelwidth is � 0 = 0:16 and we take U = 2).

Thegrowth oftheK ondoresonanceasthetem peratureis

lowered isclearly seen.The tem peraturesin Fig.1 have

been chosen such asto illustrate threedi�erentregim es:

forT � TK ,noresonanceisseen and thespectraldensity

displays a \pseudogap" separating the two high-energy

bands; for T ’ TK transfer ofspectralweight to low

energy isseen,resulting in a fully developed K ondo res-

onance for T � TK . W e have notobtained an analyti-

caldeterm ination ofthe K ondo tem perature within the

presentschem e.In the caseofNCA equations,itispos-

sible to derive a setofdi�erentialequationsin the lim it

ofin�nite bandwith which greatly facilitate this. This

procedure cannot be applied here,because ofthe form

(27)ofthe boson propagator. Nevertheless,we checked

thatthe num ericalestim atesofthe width ofthe K ondo

peak is indeed exponentially sm allin U as in form ula

(36),see Fig.2.However,becauseU isnorm alized asin

(33),(which givesthecorrectatom iclim it),theprefactor

inside the exponentialappearsto be twicetoo sm all.

O n Fig.3,we display the spectralfunction fora �xed

low tem perature and increasing valuesofU .The strong

reduction oftheK ondo scale(resonancewidth)upon in-

creasing U isclearon this�gure.W enotethatthehigh-

energy peaks have a width which rem ains oforder � 0,

independently ofU ,which is satisfactory. However,we

also notethatthey arenotpeaked exactly attheatom ic

value� U=2,which m ightbean artefactoftheseintegral

equations.The shiftisrathersm allhowever.

Fig.4 illustrates how the high-and low-energy fea-

turesin thed-levelspectralfunctionsareassociated with

corresponding featuresin the auxiliary particle spectral

functions �f and �X . In particular, the sigm a-m odel

boson (slave rotor) is entirely responsible for the Hub-

bard bandsathigh energy(asexpected,sinceitdescribes

charge
uctuations).

As stressed in the introduction,an advantage ofour

1 1.5 2 2.5 3
U

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0.06

Tk
1 1.5 2 2.5 3

0.0001

0.001

0.01

FIG .2:K ondo tem peratureTK from theexactform ula (line)

and from thenum ericalsolution oftheD SR equations(dots).

Unitsofenergy are such that� 0 = 0:16.

-2 0 2
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

FIG .3:�d(!)atlow tem perature(� = 600)and forincreasing

U = 1;2;3

-2 -1 0 1 2
-2

-1

0

1

2

FIG . 4: Pseudo-particule spectral function at U = 2 and

� = 600. The K ondo resonance is visible in �f(!),broken

curve,whereas �X (!) displays higher energy features,plain

curve
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schem e is that the d-levelself-energy is always causal,

even for sm allU or large doping. This is de�nitely an

im provem entascom pared to the usualU -NCA approx-

im ation. This is illustrated by Fig.5,from which it is

also clearthat�d decreases(and eventually vanishes)as

U goesto zero (fora m ore detailed discussion and com -

parison to NCA,see Sec.III). However,it is also clear

from this�gurethatthelow-energy behaviorofthe self-

energy is notconsistent with Ferm iliquid theory. This

isa generic drawback ofNCA-like integralequation ap-

proaches,thatwenow discussin m oredetails.

-2 -1 0 1 2
-3

-2.5

-2

-1.5

-1

-0.5

0

FIG .5:Im aginary partofthephysicalself-energy on thereal-

frequency axis,for U = 0:5 (uppercurve)and U = 2 (lower

curve)at� = 600

B . Low -energy behaviour and Friedelsum -rule

W ediscussherethelow-energybehavioroftheintegral

equations(in thecaseofafeaturelessconduction electron

bath), for both the d-leveland auxiliary �eld G reen’s

functions.Asexplained below,thislow-energy behavior

dependssensitively on theratio N = N =M which iskept

�xed in the lim itconsidered in thispaper. The calcula-

tionsaredetailed in Appendix C,whereweestablish the

following.

� Friedelsum rule. The zero-frequency value ofthe

d-levelspectralfunction atT = 0 isindependentof

U and reads:

�d(! = T = 0) =
� 1

�� 00(0)

�=2

N + 1
tan

�
�

2

N

N + 1

�

(37)

This is to be contrasted with the exact value for

the O (2)m odel(M = 1),which isindependentof

N and reads:

�
exact
d (! = T = 0)=

� 1

�� 00(0)
(M = 1; any N ) (38)

This is the Friedelsum rule [4,18],which in this

particle-hole sym m etric case sim ply follows from

theFerm i-liquid requirem entthatthe(inverse)life-

tim e �00
d
(! = 0) should vanish at T = 0 (since

G
�1
d

= i! � �(i!)� �d(i!)). As a result,�d(0)

is pinned at its non-interacting value. The inte-

gralequationsdiscussed hereyield a non-vanishing

�00
d(! = 0)(albeitalwaysnegative in orderto sat-

isfy causality),and hence do notdescribe a Ferm i

liquid atlow energy.Theresult(37)isidenticalto

thatfound in the NCA forU = 1 ,butholdshere

forarbitrary U .Thereisactually no contradiction

between thisrem ark and the factthatourintegral

equations yield the exact spectralfunction in the

U ! 0 lim it. Indeed,the lim it U ! 0 at �nite

T;! does notcom m ute with !;T ! 0 at�nite U

(in which (37)holds).

� Low-frequency behavior. The auxiliary particle

spectral functions have a low-frequency singu-

larity characterized by exponents which depend

continuously on N (as in the U = 1 NCA):

�f(!)/ 1=�00
f
(!)/ 1=j!j� f ,�X (!)/ 1=�00

X (!)/

Sign(!)=j!j� X ,with: �f = 1� �X = 1=(N + 1).

Thesebehaviorarecharacterized m oreprecisely in

Appendix C. A power-law behavior is also found

for the physicalself-energy �00
d
(!)� �00

d
(0) at low

frequency (asevidentfrom Fig.5).

Letuscom m enton the origin oftheselow-energy fea-

tures,as wellas on their consequencesforthe practical

useofthe presentm ethod.

First,itisclearfrom expression (21)thatthe Ander-

son im purity ham iltonian generalized toSU(N )� O (2M )

actually involves M channels of conduction electrons.

Hence,thenon-Ferm iliquid behaviourfound when solv-

ingtheintegralequationsassociated with theN ;M ! 1

lim it sim ply follows from the fact that m ulti-channel

m odels lead to overscreening ofthe im purity spin,and

correspond to a non-Ferm iliquid �xed point. In that

sense,theseintegralequationsreproducevery accurately

the expected low-energy physics,as previously studied

forthe sim plestcaseofthe K ondo m odelin [11,12].

Naturally, this m eans that the use of such integral

equationsto describetheone-channel(exactly screened)

case becom es problem atic in the low-energy region. In

particular,the exactFriedelsum rule isviolated,the d-

levellifetim erem ains�niteatlow energy and non-Ferm i

liquid singularitiesarefound.W hiletheapproach isrea-

sonable in orderto reproduce the overallfeaturesofthe

one-electron spectra,itshould notbeem ployed to calcu-

late transportpropertiesatlow energy forexam ple.W e

note howeverthat the deviation from the exact Friedel

sum rulevanishesin theN ! 1 lim it.Thisisexpected

from the fact that in this lim it the num ber ofchannels

(M )issm allascom pared toorbitaldegeneracy(N ).The

violation ofthe sum rule rem ains rather sm alleven for

reasonablevaluesofN . Thisparam etercan actually be

used asan adjustableparam eterwhen using the present
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m ethod asan approxim ate im purity solver. There isno

fundam entalreason for which N = N should provide

the best approxim ate description of the spectralfunc-

tions ofthe one-channelcase. W e shalluse this possi-

bility when applying thism ethod in the DM FT context

in the nextsection: there,we choose N = 3 in orderto

adjust to the known criticalvalue ofU for a single or-

bital.W ealsoused thisvaluein thecalculationsreported

above. The zero-frequency value ofthe spectraldensity

is thus �d(0) ’ 1:85,while the Friedelsum rule would

yield �d(0)’ 1:95(cf.Fig.3).Hencetheviolation ofthe

sum ruleisasm alle�ect(oftheorderof5% ),com parable

to the one found with "num erically exact" solvers,due

to discretization errors[19].Also,we pointoutthatthe

pinning of�d(0)ata value independentofU (albeitnot

that ofthe Friedelsum -rule) is an im portant aspect of

thepresentm ethod,which willproveto becrucialin the

contextofDM FT in orderto recoverthecorrectscenario

forthe M otttransition.

Finally,we em phasize that increasing the param eter

N also correspondsto increasing the orbitaldegeneracy

oftheim purity level.Thiswillbestudied in m oredetails

in Sec.V D. In particular,we shallsee thatcorrelation

e�ectsbecom eweakerasN isincreased (foragiven value

ofU ),due to enhanced orbital
uctuations.

V . A P P LIC A T IO N S T O D Y N A M IC A L

M EA N -FIELD T H EO R Y A N D T H E M O T T

T R A N SIT IO N

A . O ne-orbitalcase: M ott transition,phase

diagram

Dynam icalM ean-Field Theory has led to signi�cant

progressin ourunderstanding ofthe physicsofa corre-

lated m etalcloseto theM otttransition [2].Thedetailed

description ofthistransition itselfwithin DM FT isnow

wellestablished [2,7,15,19,20,21,22].In thissection,

weusetheseestablished resultsasa benchm ark and test

the applicability ofthe m ethod introduced in thispaper

in the contextofDM FT,with very encouraging results.

Asexplained above,thisisparticularly relevantin view

ofthe recentapplications ofDM FT to electronic struc-

ture calculations ofcorrelated solids [5],which callfor

e�cientm ulti-orbitalim purity solvers.

Asiswell-known [2,3,6],DM FT m apsalatticeham il-

tonian onto a self-consistent quantum im purity m odel.

W e discuss �rst the half-�lled Hubbard m odel,and ad-

dress later the doped case. W e then have to solve a

particle-holesym m etric Anderson im purity m odel:

S =

Z �

0

d�
X

�

d
y
�@�d� +

U

2

"
X

�

d
y
�d� � 1

#2

(39)

+

Z �

0

d�

Z �

0

d�
0�(� � �

0)
X

�

d
y
�(�)d�(�

0)

subjectto the self-consistency condition:

�(�)= t
2
G d(�) (40)

In thisexpression,a sem i-circulardensity ofstateswith

half-bandwith D = 2thasbeen considered,correspond-

ing to a in�nite-connectivity Bethe lattice (z = 1 )with

hopping tij = t=
p
z. In the following,we shallgenerally

expressallenergiesin unitsofD (D = 1).

In practice,one m ustiterate num erically the \DM FT

loop": �(�) ! G d(�) ! �(�)new = t2G d,using som e

\im purity solver". Here, we m ake use of the integral

equations(28-31). The hybridization function �(�) be-

ing determ ined by the self-consistency condition (40),

there are only two free param eters,the localCoulom b

repulsion U and the tem perature T (norm alized by D ).

W edisplay in Fig.6 thespectralfunctionsobtained at

low tem perature,forincreasingvaluesofU ,and in Fig.7

the corresponding phase diagram . The value ofthe pa-

ram eter N has been adapted to the description ofthe

one-orbitalcase (see below). The m ostim portantpoint

is that we �nd a coexistence region at low-enough tem -

perature:fora rangeofcouplingsUc1(T)� U � Uc2(T),

both a m etallicsolution and an insulating solution ofthe

(param agnetic)DM FT equationsexist. The M otttran-

sition isthus�rst-orderat�nitetem peratures.Thisisin

agreem entwith the results established for this problem

by solving the DM FT equationswith controlled num er-

icalm ethods [19,21],as wellas with analyticalresults

[20,22].In particular,thespectralfunctionsthatweob-

tain (Fig.6)display thewell-known separation ofenergy

scalesfound within DM FT:thereisa gradualnarrowing

ofthequasiparticlepeak,togetherwith apreform edM ott

gap at the transition. In the next section,we com pare

these spectralfunctions to those obtained using other

approxim atesolvers.Aspointed outthere,despitesom e

form alsim ilarity in the m ethod, it is well-known that

the standard U -NCA does not reproduce correctly this

separation ofenergy scalescloseto the transition [23].
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FIG .6: Localspectralfunction at � = 40 and U = 1;2;3

forthe half-�lled Hubbard m odelwithin D M FT,asobtained

with the D SR solver
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FIG .7:Single-orbital(param agnetic)phase diagram athalf-

�lling.Squaresindicate the ED result,the D SR resultisthe

solid line,and IPT the broken line

Letusexplain how the param eterN hasbeen chosen

in these calculations. As dem onstrated below,the val-

uesofthe criticalcouplingsUc1 and Uc2 (and hence the

whole phase diagram and coexistence window) strongly

depends on the value of this param eter. This is ex-

pected,sinceN isam easureoforbitaldegeneracy.W hat

has been done in the calculations displayed above is

to choose N in such a way that the known value [20]

Uc2(T = 0) ’ 2:9 ofthe criticalcoupling at which the

T = 0 m etallic solution disappears in the single-orbital

case,is accurately reproduced. W e found that this re-

quires N ’ 3 (note that N =M = 2 in the one-orbital

case,so thatthe bestagreem entisnotfound by a naive

application ofthe large N ;M lim it). This value being

�xed,we �nd a criticalcoupling U c1(T = 0) ’ 2:3 in

good agreem entwith the value from (adaptative)exact

diagonalizationsUc1 ’ 2:4.Thewholedom ain ofcoexis-

tence in the (U;T)plane isalso in good agreem entwith

established results(in particularwe�nd thecriticalend-

pointatTc ’ 1=30,whileQ M C yieldsTc ’ 1=40).These

arevery stringenttestsoftheapplicability ofthepresent

m ethod,since wehaveallowed ourselvesto useonly one

adjustableparam eter(N ).In Sec.V D,westudy how the

M otttransition dependson thenum beroforbitals,which

furthervalidatesthe procedurefollowed here.

B . C om parison to other im purity solvers: spectral

functions

Let us now com pare the spectralfunctions obtained

by the presentm ethod with otherim purity solverscom -

m only used for solving the DM FT equations. W e start

with the iterated perturbation theory approxim ation

(IPT)and theexactdiagonalization m ethod (ED).Both

m ethods have played a m ajorrole in the early develop-

m entsoftheDM FT approach to theM otttransition [7].

A com parison ofthe spectralfunctions obtained by the

present m ethod to those obtained with IPT and ED is

displayed in Fig.8,fora value ofU corresponding to a

correlated m etalcloseto the transition.
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FIG .8:Com parison between D SR (dash),IPT (straight)and

ED (dot)atU = 2:4 and � = 60

The overallshape and characteristic features of the

spectralfunction are quite sim ilar for the three m eth-

ods. A narrow quasiparticle peak is form ed, together

with Hubbard bands,and there is a clear separation of

energy scalesbetween the width ofthe centralpeak (re-

lated to the quasiparticle weight) and the \preform ed"

M ott(pseudo-)gap associated with the Hubbard bands:

thisisa distinguishing aspectofDM FT.Itiscrucialfor

an approxim atesolvertoreproducethisseparation ofen-

ergy scalesin orderto yield a correctdescription ofthe

M otttransition and phasediagram .

Thereareofcoursesom edi�erencesbetween thethree

m ethods,on which wenow com m ent.First,wenotethat

theIPT approxim ation hasa som ewhatlargerquasipar-

ticle bandwith. Thisisbecause the transition pointUc2

isoverestim ated within IPT (cf. Fig.7),so thata m ore

faircom parison should perhapsbem adeat�xed U=U c2.

Itistruehowever,thattheDSR m ethod hasa tendency

to underestim ate the quasiparticle bandwith, and par-

ticularly at sm aller values ofU . Accordingly,the Hub-

bard bands have a som ewhattoo large spectralweight,

but are correctly located in �rst approxim ation. The

detailed shape ofthe Hubbard bands is not very accu-

rately known, in any case. (The ED m ethod involves

a broadening of the delta-function peaks obtained by

diagonalizing the im purity ham iltonian with a lim ited

num berofe�ective orbitals,so thatthe high-energy be-

haviourisnotvery accurateon therealaxis.Thisisalso

true,actually,ofthem oresophisticated num ericalrenor-

m alization group). W e em phasize that,since the DSR

m ethod does not have the correct low-frequency Ferm i

liquid behaviour,the quasiparticle bandwith should be

interpreted as the width of the centralpeak in �d(!)

(while the quasiparticleweightZ cannotbe de�ned for-

m ally).

In Fig 9 and Fig.10,wedisplay thespectralfunctions
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FIG .9:U -NCA spectralfunction forU = 1:5 atlow tem per-

ature.

obtained by using the NCA m ethod (extended at �nite

U in the sim plestm anner). Itisclearthatthe U -NCA

underestim ates considerably the quasiparticle bandwith

(and thusyieldsa M otttransition ata ratherlow value

ofthe coupling). This is not very surprising,since this

m ethod isbased on a strong coupling expansion around

the atom ic lim it,and one could think again ofa com -

parison for �xed U=U c. M ore im portantly,the U -NCA

m issestheim portantseparation ofenergy scalesbetween

the centralpeak and the M ottgap. Asa result,itdoes

notreproduce correctly the phase diagram forthe M ott

transition within DM FT (in particular regarding coex-

istence). A related key observation is that the U -NCA

doesnothavethecorrectweak-coupling (sm allU )lim it.

To illustratethispoint,wedisplay in Fig.10 theU -NCA

and DSR spectralfunctionsfora tiny valueofthe inter-

action U=D = 0:1:the DSR resultisshown to approach

correctly the sem i-circular shape ofthe non-interacting

density ofstates, while the U -NCA displays a charac-

teristic inverted V-shape: in this regim e the violation

ofthe Friedelsum rule becom es large and the negative

lifetim epathology isencountered within U -NCA.In con-

trast,the DSR yields a pinning ofthe spectraldensity

at a U -independent value and does not lead to a viola-

tion ofcausality.Itshould be em phasized howeverthat,

even though it yields the exactU = 0 density ofstates

at T = 0,the DSR m ethod is not quantitatively very

accuratein the weak-coupling regim e.

C . D ouble occupancy

Finally,we dem onstrate that two-particle correlators

in thechargesectorcan also bereliably studied with the

DSR m ethod,takingthefraction ofdoublyoccupied sites

d"# � hn"n#iasan exam ple.

Using the constraint (4),we calculate the connected
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FIG .10:ResultsforU = 0:1 showing how U -NCA overshoots

the Friedel’s sum rule. The Slave Rotor m ethod is correctly

converging towardsthe free density ofstates(sem i-circular)

chargesusceptibility in the following m anner:

�c(�) �

*
X

�

�

n�(�)�
1

2

�
X

�0

�

n�0(0)�
1
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�+

=

D

L̂(� )̂L(0)

E

=
1

U 2
h@��(�)@��(0)i (41)

=
2

U 2

�
G X (�)@

2
�G X (�)+ U �(�)� (@�G X (�))

2
�

The double occupancy is obtained by taking the equal-

tim e value:

�c(� = 0)= 2hn"n#i= 2d"# (42)

In Fig.11,we plotthe double occupancy obtained in

thatm anner,in com parison to the ED and IPT results.

W ithin ED,d"# is calculated directly from the charge

correlator.W ithin IPT,�c(�)isnotapproxim ated very

reliably [24],butthedoubleoccupancy can beaccurately

calculated by taking a derivative ofthe internalenergy

with respectto U .

Fig.11 dem onstratesthattheDSR m ethod isvery ac-

curatein theM otttransition region and in theinsulator.

In particular,thehystereticbehaviouriswellreproduced.

In theweak coupling regim ehowever,theapproxim ation

deteriorates. This issue actually depends on the quan-

tity: the physicalG reen’sfunction hasthe correctlim it

U ! 0,asem phasized above,butthisisnottrueforthe

charge susceptibility (hence for d"#). The m athem ati-

calreason isthattheconstraint(4)iscrucialforwriting

(41),butthisconstraintisonlytreated on averagewithin

ourm ethod.Thisshowstheinherentlim itationsofslave-

boson techniques for evaluating two-particle properties.

Thefrequency dependenceoftwo-particlecorrelatorswill

be dealtwith in a forthcom ing publication.
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FIG .11: D ouble occupancy at � = 80 as a function ofU .

TheED resultisindicated with squares.D SR overshootsthe

exact result on the left,whereas IPT is slightly displaced to

the right.

D . M ulti-orbitale�ects

In thissection,weapply theDSR m ethod to study the

dependenceoftheM otttransition on orbitaldegeneracy

N . W e em phasize thatthere are atthis stage very few

num ericalm ethodswhich can reliably handle the m ulti-

orbitalcase, specially when N becom es large. M ulti-

orbitalextensionsofIPT have been studied [8],butthe

resultsarem uch lesssatisfactory than in theone-orbital

case. The ED m ethod is severely lim ited by the expo-

nentialgrowth ofthesizeoftheHilbertspace.TheM ott

transition hasbeen studied in the m ulti-orbitalcase us-

ing Q M C,with a recent study [25]going up to N = 8

(4 orbitals with spin). Furtherm ore,we have recently

obtained [15]som eanalyticalresultson thevaluesofthe

criticalcouplingsin thelim itoflarge-N .Those,together

with theQ M C results,can beused asabenchm ark ofthe

DSR approxim ation presented here.Asexplained above,

a value ofN N = 2 ’ 3 wasfound to describebestthe sin-

gle orbitalcase (N = 2). Hence,upon increasing N ,we

choosethe param eterN such thatN N =N N = 2 = N =2.

In Fig.12, we display the coexistence region in the

(U;T)planeforincreasing valuesofN ,asobtained with

DSR.The values ofthe criticalinteractions grow with

N .A �tofthetransition linesU c1(T)(wheretheinsula-

tordisappears)and Uc2(T)(wherethem etaldisappears)

yields:

Uc1(N ;T) = A 1(T)
p
N (43)

Uc2(N ;T) = A 2(T)N (44)

Theseresultsarein good accordancewith both theQ M C

data[25],and theexactresultsestablished in [15].W hen

increasing thenum beroforbitals,thecoexistenceregion

widensand the criticaltem perature associated with the

endpointofthe M otttransition line also increases.
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FIG .12: Instability linesUc1(T),Uc2(T),and coexistence re-

gion for one,two,three and four orbitals (N = 2;4;6;8) as

obtained by D M FT (D SR solver)

W e display on Fig.13 the DSR resultforthe spectral

function forN = 2 and N = 4,ata �xed valueofU and

T.Two m ain e�ectsshould benoted.First,correlations

e�ectsin them etalbecom eweakerasN isincreased (for

a �xed U ),as clear e.g from the increase ofthe quasi-

particlebandwith.Thisisdueto increasing orbital
uc-

tuations.Second,the Hubbard bandsalso shifttowards

largerenergies,an e�ectwhich can beunderstood in the

way atom icstatesbroadensin theinsulator[26].

To concludethissection,wehavefound thattheDSR

yieldsquitesatisfactory resultswhen used in theDM FT

contextform ulti-orbitalm odels. In the future,we plan

to use this m ethod in the contextofrealistic electronic

structure calculations com bined with DM FT,in situa-

tions where \num erically exact" solvers (e.g Q M C) be-

com e prohibitively heavy.There are howeversom e lim i-

tationsto theuseofDSR (atleastin thepresentversion

ofthe approach),which areencountered when the occu-

pancy isnotclose to N =2.W e exam ine thisissue in the

nextsection.

E. E�ects ofdoping

Up tonow,westudied thehalf-�lled problem (i.e.con-

taining exactly N =2 electrons),with exact particle-hole

sym m etry. In thatcase,�0 � �d + U=2 = 0 and the La-

grangem ultiplierh enforcingtheconstraint(31)could be

set to h = 0. In realistic cases,particle-hole sym m etry

willbe broken (so that�0 6= 0),and weneed to consider

�llings di�erent from N =2. Hence,the Lagrange m ulti-

plierh m ustbedeterm ined in orderto ful�ll(31),which
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FIG .13:Spectralfunction atU = 2,� = 60 and forone(full

line)and two orbitals(broken line)

werewritem oreexplicitly as:

nf =
1

2
�

2h

N U
(45)

+
1

N U

1

�

X

n

� i�n

�

ei�n 0
+

+ ei�n 0
�

�

�2n=U + � � 2ih�n=U � �X (i�n)

In this expression,nf = 1

N

P

�
hfy�f�i =

1

N

P

�
hdy�d�i

is the average occupancy per orbital
avor. (Note that

the num ber ofauxiliary ferm ions and physicalferm ions

coincide,asclearfrom (34)).nf isrelated to the d-level

position (or chem icalpotential,in the DM FT context)

by:

nf =
1

�

X

n

ei!n 0
+

i!n � �0 + h � �f(i!n)
(46)
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FIG .14: D oping the insulator (U = 3 and � = 60) with

�0 = 0;1 (corresponding to nf = 0:5;0:4 respectively)

W e display in Fig.14 the spectralfunction obtained

with the DSR solver when doping the M ott insulator

away from half-�lling. A criticalvalue ofthe chem ical

potential(i.e. of �0) is required to enter the m etallic

state.The spectralfunction displaysthe three expected

features: a lowerand upper Hubbard bands,as wellas

a quasiparticle peak (which in this case where the dop-

ing is rather large,is located alm ost at the top ofthe

lowerHubbard band).However,itisim m ediately appar-

entfrom this�gure thatthe DSR m ethod in the doped

caseoverestim atesthespectralweightoftheupperHub-

bard band. This can be con�rm ed by a com parison to

other solvers (e.g ED).Note that the energy scale be-

low which a causality violation appears within U-NCA

becom es rapidly large as the system is doped,while no

such violation occurswithin DSR.

TheDSR m ethod encoutersseverelim itationshowever

asthetotaloccupancy becom esvery di�erentfrom N =2.

This is best understood by studying the dependence of

theoccupancy upon �0,in theatom iclim it.Asexplained

in Appendix.A,the use ofsigm a-m odelvariablesX (in

thelarge-M lim it)resultsin a poordescription ofthenf
vs. �0 dependence (\Coulom b staircase"). As a result,

itisnotpossible to describe the M otttransitionsoccur-

ring in the m ulti-orbitalm odelat integer �llings di�er-

ent from N =2 using the DSR approxim ation. It should

be em phasized howeverthat this pathology is only due

to the approxim ation ofthe O (2)quantum rotorei� by

a O (M )sigm a-m odel�eld. A perfectdescription ofthe

Coulom b staircase isfound forall�llingswhen treating

theconstraint(4)on averagewhilekeeping a truequan-

tum rotor[27].Hence,itseem sfeasibleto overcom ethis

problem and extend thepracticaluseofthe(dynam ical)

slaverotorapproach to all�llings.W eintend to address

thisissuein a future work.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

W econcludeby sum m arizing thestrong pointsaswell

as the lim itations ofthe new quantum im purity solver

introduced in this paper,as wellas possible extensions

and applications.

O n the positive side, the DSR m ethod provides an

interpolating schem e between the weak coupling and

atom ic lim its (at half-�lling). It is also free ofsom e of

the pathologiesencountered in the sim plest�nite-U ex-

tensionsofNCA (negativelifetim esatlow tem perature).

W hen applied in the contextofDM FT,itisable to re-

producem any ofthequalitatively im portantfeaturesas-

sociated with the M otttransition,such ascoexisting in-

sulating and m etallic solutionsand the existence oftwo

energy scales in the DM FT description ofa correlated

m etal (the quasi-particle coherence bandwith and the

\preform ed gap").Hence the DSR solverisquite useful

in the DM FT context,ata low com putationalcost,and

m ight be applicable to electronic structure calculations

for system s close to half-�lling when the orbitaldegen-

eracy becom eslarge.To incorporatem orerealisticm od-

elling,one can introduce di�erentenergy levelsforeach
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correlated orbital,whilethe extension to non-sym m etric

Coulom b interactions(such astheHund’scoupling)m ay

requiresom eadditionalwork.

TheDSR m ethod doesnotreproduceFerm i-liquid be-

haviour at low energy however, which m akes it inad-

equate to address physicalproperties in the very low-

energy regim e(asisalso the casewith NCA).Them ain

lim itation howeveris encountered when departing from

half-�lling (i.e from N =2 electronsin an N -fold degener-

ate orbital).W hile the DSR approxim ation can be used

atsm alldopings,itfailsto reproducethecorrectatom ic

lim itwhen the occupancy di�erssigni�cantly from N =2

(and in particularcannotdealwith the M otttransition

at other integer �llings in the m ulti-orbitalcase). W e

would like to em phasize however that this results from

extending the slave rotorvariable to a �eld with a large

num ber of com ponents. It is possible to im prove this

feature ofthe DSR m ethod by dealing directly with an

O (2)phasevariable,which doesreproduceaccuratelythe

atom ic lim it even when the constraintis treated at the

m ean-�eld level. W e intend to address this issue in a

future work. Another possible direction is to exam ine

system atic correctionsbeyond the saddle-pointapproxi-

m ation in the largeN ;M expansion.

Finally,we would like to outline som e other possible

applicationsofthe slaverotorrepresentation introduced

in thispaper(Sec.II).Thisrepresentation isboth phys-

ically naturaland econom ical. In system s with strong

Coulom b interactions,the phase variable dualto the lo-

calcharge is an im portant collective �eld. Prom oting

this single �eld to the status ofa slave particle avoids

the redundancies of usual slave-boson representations.

In forthcom ing publications,we intend to use this rep-

resentation for: i) constructing im purity solvers in the

contextofextended DM FT [29],in which the frequency-

dependentchargecorrelationfunction m ustbecalculated

[28]ii)constructing m ean-�eld theoriesoflattice m odels

ofcorrelated electrons(e.g theHubbard m odel)[27]and

iii)dealing with quantum e�ectson the Coulom b block-

adein m esoscopicsystem s.
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A P P EN D IX A :T H E A T O M IC LIM IT

In this appendix we prove the claim that the atom ic

lim itofthem odelisexactathalf-�lling and atzerotem -

perature(at�nitetem perature,deviationsfrom theexact

result are oforder exp(� �U ) and therefore negligeable

forpraticalpurposes).Todothis,we�rstextracttheval-

uesofthem ean-�eld param eters� and h from thesaddle-

pointequationsatzero tem perature and �(�)� 0.

1 =

Z
d�

2�

1

�2

U
+ � + 2ih�

U

(A1)

�(h � �0) =
1

2
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2h

N U
+

4h

N U 2
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�2

�
�2

U
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�2
+
�
2h�

U

�2

Perform ingtheintegralsshowsthat� = (U 2� 4h2)=(4U )

and �(h � �0)= 1=2,so thath = �0. Ifj�0j> U=2,the

equations lead actually to a solution with an em pty or

fullvalencethatweshow on Fig.15.

W e can now com pute the physicalG reen’s function

G d(�) = Gf(�)GX (� �) from the pseudo-propagators

G f(i!n)= 1=(i!n)and:

G X (i�n) =
1

�2n=U + (U=4� �20=U )� 2i�0�n=U
(A2)

=
� 1

i�n + �0 � U=2
+

1

i�n + �0 + U=2

Perform ing the convolution in im aginary frequency

and taking the lim itT = 0 leadsto:

G d(i!n) =
1

�

X

i�n

G X (i�n)G f(i!n + i�n) (A3)

=
1=2

i!n � �0 + U=2
+

1=2

i!n � �0 � U=2
(A4)

Because�0 = � �+ U=2thisisthecorrectatom iclim itof

thesingle-band m odel(athalf-�lling).Theresultforthe

em pty orfullorbitalishowevernotaccurate,asshown in

�gure15.Thisdiscrepancy with thecorrectresult(even

for one orbital)�nds its rootin the large M treatm ent

ofthe slaverotorX .

A P P EN D IX B :N U M ER IC A L SO LU T IO N O F

T H E R EA L T IM E EQ U A T IO N S

Here we show how the saddle-pointequations(28-31)

can be analytically continued along the realaxis. W e

startwith �X (�)= � N �(�)Gf(� �),which can be �rst

Fouriertransform ed into:

�X (i�n)=

Z �

0

d� �X (�)e
i�n � (B1)

= � N

Z
d�1

�
G
00
f(�1)

Z
d�2

�
� 00(�2)

nF (�1)� nF (�2)

i�n + �1 � �2

whereweused the spectralrepresentation

G (z)= �

Z
d!

�

G 00(�)

z� �
(B2)
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FIG .15: Im purity occupancy in function ofthe d-levelposi-

tion in the rotordescription (fullcurve)and the exactresult

(dotcurve),in the two-orbitalcase.

foreach G reen’sfunction. The notationshere are quite

standard: G 00(�) � Im G (� + i0+ ),nF (�) is the Ferm i

factor,and nB (�)denotesthe Bosefactor.

Itisthen im m ediatetocontinuei�n ! �+ i0+ in equa-

tion (B1), and using again the spectraldecom position

(B2),wederivean equation between retarded quantities:

�X (�) = � N

Z
d�

�
G
00
f(�)nF (�)�(� + �) (B3)

� N

Z
d�

�
� 00(�)nF (�)Gf(� � �)

A calculation along thesam elinesfortheferm ionicself-

energy �f(�)= �(�)GX (�)leadsto:

�f(!) = �

Z
d�

�
G
00
X (�)nB (�)�(! � �) (B4)

�

Z
d�

�
� 00(�)nF (�)GX (! � �)

Thenum ericalim plem entation isthen straightforward

because(B3)and (B4)can each beexpressed asthecon-

volution productoftwo quantities,so thatthey can be

calculated rapidly using FFT.The algorithm is looped

back using the Dyson equations(forrealfrequency):

G
�1

f
(!) = ! � �0 + h � �f(!) (B5)

G
�1
X
(�) = �

�2

U
+ � +

2h�

U
� �X (�) (B6)

Ateach iteration,� and h are determ ined using a bi-

section on the equations(30-31),which can be properly

expressed in term sofretarded G reen’sfunctions:

1 =

Z
d�

�
G
00
X (�)nB (�) (B7)

nf =
1

2
�

2h

N U
�

2

N U

Z
d�

�
G
00
X (�)�nB (�) (B8)

wherenf,the averagenum berofphysicalferm ions,is:

nf = G f(� = 0
� )= �

Z
d�

�
G
00
f(�)nF (�) (B9)

W enoteherethatsolvingthesereal-tim eintegralequa-

tionscan be quite di�cultdeep in the K ondo regim e of

theAnderson m odel,orvery closeto theM otttransition

forthe fullDM FT equations. The reason isthatG f(!)

and G X (!)develop low energy singularities(this is an-

alytically shown in the next appendix),that m ake the

num ericalresolution very unprecise ifone usesFFT.In

thatcase,itisnecessary to introducea logarithm icm esh

offrequency (loosing the bene�tofthe FFT speed,but

increasing the accuracy),orto perform a Pad�eextrapo-

lation ofthe im aginary tim e solution.

A P P EN D IX C :FR IED EL’S SU M R U LE

W epresenthereforcom pletenessthederivation ofthe

Slave Rotor Friedel’s sum rule, equation (37),at half-

�lling.Theidea,m otivated by thenum ericalanalysisas

wellastheoreticalargum ents[12,30],isthatthepseudo-

particlesdevelop low frequency singularitiesatzero tem -

perature:

G
00
f(!) = A fj!j

�� f (C1)

G
00
X (!) = A X j!j

�� X Sign(!) (C2)

Using the spectralrepresentation

G (�)=

Z + 1

0

d!

�
e
�!�

G
00(!) (C3)

wededucethelongtim ebehavioroftheG reen’sfunctions

(wedenote by �(z)thegam m a function):

G f(�) =
A f�(1� �f)

�

Sign(�)

j�j1�� f

(C4)

G X (�) =
A X �(1� �X )

�

1

j�j1�� X

(C5)

W e havesim ilarly

�(�)=
� 00(0)

��
(C6)

ifone assum es a regular bath density ofstates at zero

frequency.Thepreviousexpressionsallow to extractthe

long tim ebehaviorofthe pseudo-self-energies(using the

saddle-pointequations(28-29)):

�X (�) =
N A f�(1� �f)

�2

� 00(0)

j�j2�� f

(C7)

�f(�) =
A X �(1� �X )

�2

� 00(0)Sign(�)

j�j2�� X

(C8)
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Thenextstep isto use(C3)theotherway around to get

from (C7-C8)the !-dependanceofthe self-energies:

�00
X (!) =

N

�

A f�
00(0)

1� �f
j!j1�� f Sign(!) (C9)

�00
f(!) =

1

�

A X �
00(0)

1� �X
j!j1�� X (C10)

Itisnecessary atthispointto calculate the realpartof

both self-energies.Thiscan be done using the K ram ers-

K ronigrelation,butanalyticity providesa sim plerroute.

Indeed,by noticing that�(z)isan analytic function of

z and m ustbeuni-valuated abovetherealaxis,we�nd:

�X (z) =
N

�

A f�
00(0)

1� �f

ei(� f �1)�=2

sin[(�f � 1)�=2]
jzj1�� f

�f(z) =
1

�

A X �
00(0)

1� �X

ei� X �=2

sin[�X �=2]
jzj1�� X

The sam eargum entshowsfrom (C1-C2)that:

G f(z) = A f

ei(� f + 1)�=2

sin[(�f + 1)�=2]
jzj�� f (C11)

G X (z) = A X

ei� X �=2

sin[�X �=2]
jzj�� X (C12)

W ecanthereforecollectthepreviousexpressions,using

Dyson’sform ula forcom plex argum ent:

G
�1

f
(z) = z� �f(z) (C13)

G
�1
X
(z) = �

z2

U
+ � � �X (z) (C14)

and thisenablesusto extractthe leading exponents,as

wellasthe productofthe am plitudes:

�f =
1

N + 1
(C15)

�X =
N

N + 1
(C16)

A fA X =
�

N + 1

1

� 00(0)
sin2

�
�

2

N

N + 1

�

(C17)

W e �nish by com puting the long tim e behaviorofthe

physical G reen’s function G d(�) = Gf(�)GX (� �) to-

getherwith equations(C4-C5):

G d(�)=
�

2(N + 1)
tan

�
�

2

N

N + 1

�
1

�� 00(0)

1

�
(C18)

Thisproves(37).In principle,nextleading ordercor-

rectionscan becom puted by thesam elineofargum ents,

although thisism uch m oreinvolved [12].Non Ferm iLiq-

uid correlations in the physicalG reen’s function would

appearin thiscom putation.
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