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Quantum im purity solvers using a slave rotor representation
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W e Introduce a representation of electron operators as a product of a spin-carrying ferm ion and
of a phase variable dual to the total charge (slave quantum rotor). Based on this representation,
a new m ethod is proposed for solwving m ultiorbital Anderson quantum in puriy m odels at nite
Interaction strength U . It consists in a set of coupled integralequations for the auxiliary eld G reen’s
functions, which can be derived from a controlled saddlepoint in the 1lim it of a Jarge num ber of eld
com ponents. In contrast to som e nielU extensions of the non-crossing approxin ation, the new
m ethod provides a sn ooth interpolation between the atom ic lim it and the weak-coupling lim it, and
does not display violation of causality at low —frequency. W e dem onstrate that this iIn purity solver
can be applied in the context of D ynam ical M ean-F ield T heory, at or close to half- lling. G ood
agreem ent w ith established results on the M ott transition is found, and large values of the orbital
degeneracy can be investigated at low com putational cost.
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I. NTRODUCTION

L quantum im purity m odel @ M ) and is
play a key role In several recent devel-
eld of strongly correlated electron sys—
electron devices, it hasbeen w idely used
m odel for the com petition between the
hde and the e ect of tunnelling [ﬂ]. n
ext, the D ynam ical M ean-F ield T heory
ngly correlated electron system s replaces
tnded system by an Anderson in purity
elf-consistently determ ined bath of con-
s E, E]. Naturally, the AIM isalso essen—
brstanding of localm om ent form ation In
that of heavy-ferm ion m aterials, particu—
ed valence regin e @].
In portant to have at ourdisposalquanti-
i ing for the calculation of physical quan—
w ith the A . The quantity of interest
speci ¢ context. M any recent applica—
calculation of the localized level G reen’s
ctral fiinction), and possibly of som e two—
Hon fiinctions.
Im purity solvers" have been developed
Broadly speaking, these m ethods 21l In
num ericalalgorithm swhich attem pt at a
bn the com puter, and analytical approx—
s Which m ay also require som e num eri-
rion). Among the fom er, the Q uantum
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M onte Carlo approach (ased on the H irsch-Fye algo- \NCA pathology") At half- lling and large U, this
rithm ) and the N um erical R enom alization G roup play a only happensat a rather low -energy scale, but away
prom inent role. H owever, such m ethods becom e Increas— from half- lling or for samaller U, this scale can
Ingly costly as the com plexiy of the m odel increases. In becom e com parabl to the bandw ith, m aking the
particular, the rapidly developing eld of applications of nitey NCA of lim ited applicability.

DMFT to elctronic structure calculations E] requires . : . . . ,
m ethods that can handle in purity m odels Involing or- In thisarticle, we ntroduce new in purity solverswhich

bital degeneracy. For exam pl, m aterials nvolving £ overcom e som e of these di culties. O urm ethod isbased

electronsarea realchallengetoDM FT calculationswhen on a rather general rep resentation fo stron.g]y .oor:ce]ated
using Q uantum M onte Carb. Sin ilarly, cluster exten— electron system s, w hich haspotential applications to lat—
sions of DM FT ire to handke a Jarge num ber of cor— ticem odelsaswell E].Thegeneraljdea isto introduce a

related local degrees of freedom . T he dim ension of the new sJave—p:alrtjc]e =P n.esentatjon ofphysljcale]ectron op~
erators, which em phasizes the phase variabk dualto the

totalcharge on the In purity. T his should be contrasted to
slave-boson approachesto am ultiorbialA M :there, one
Introduces asm any auxiliary bosons as there are ferm ion
states in the local H ibert space. This is far from eco—
nom ical: when the local interaction depends on the total
charge only, i should be possble to dentify a collective
variable which provides a m Inim al set of collective slave

elds. W e propose that the phase dualto the totalcharge
precisely plays this role. T his tums a correlated electron
model (@t nite U) Into a m odel of spin—- (and orbial)
carrying ferm ions coupled to a quantum rotor degree of
freedom . Vardous types of approxin ations can then be
m ade on thism odel. In this article, we em phasize an ap—
proxin ate treatm ent based on a sigm a-m odel representa—
tion of the rotor degree of freedom , which is then solved
In the Iim it ofa Jarge num ber of com ponents. T hisresults
In ocoupled Integral equations which share som e sim ilar-
ities to those of the NCA, but do provide the ollow Ing
In provem ents:

H ibert space grow s exponentially with the number of
these local degrees of freedom , and this is a severe lim i~
tation to allm ethods, particularly exact diagonalization
and num erical renom alization group.

T he developm ent of fast and accurate (although ap-—
proxin ate) in purity solvers is therefore essential. In the
one-orbital case, the iterated perturbation theory (IPT)
approxin ation E] has played a key role In the develop—
ment ofDM F T, particularly in elucidating the nature of
the M ott transition ﬂ]. A key reason for the success of
thism ethod is that i becom es exact both in the 1im it of
weak Interactions, and in the atom ic lin i. Unfortunately
how ever, extensions of this approach to the m ultiorbial
case have not been as successful ]. Another w idely
em ployed m ethod is the non-crossing approxin ation, or
NCA E, ]. T his m ethod takes the atom ic lim it as a
starting point, and perform s a selfconsistent resumm a—
tion ofthe perturbation theory in the hybridization to the
conduction bath. Tt isthus intrinsically a strong-coupling
approach, and indeed it is in the strong-coupling regin e

that the NCA has been m ost successfully applied. The T he non-interacting U = 0) lin it is reproduced ex—
NCA does su er from som e lim itations however, which actly. For a filly symm etric m ultiorbiralm odelat
can becom e severe for som e speci ¢ applications. T hese half- lling and in the low tem perature range, the
I itations are of two kinds: atom ic lin it is also captured exactly, so that the

proposed in purity solver is an interpolative schem e
between weak and strong coupling. The sigm a—
m odel approxin ation does not treat as nicely the
atom ic lim i far from half- Iling however (though
In provem ents are possble, see section ) .

The low-energy behaviour of NCA integral equa—
tions is welkknown to display non-Fem i liquid
power laws. This can be better understood when
form ulating the NCA approach in tem s of slave
bosons @, @]. It becom es clear then that the

NCA actually describes accurately the overscreened T he physical selfenergy does not display any viola—
regin e ofm ulichannelm odels. Thisis in a sense a tion of causality (even at Iow tem perature or am all
rem arkable success of NCA , but also calls for som e U). This is guaranteed by the fact that our inte-
care when applying the NCA to Femn Hliquid sys- gralequations becom e exact in the fomm al lin it of
tem s in the screened regin e. It m ust be noted that a large num ber of orbitals and com ponents of the
recent progresses have been m ade to im prove the sigm a-m odel eld.

Iow -energy behaviour in the Fem i liquid case {L31.
It should be em phasized, though, that the low-energy
A more In portant lim itation for practical applica~ behaviour of our equations is sim ilar to the (In niel)
tionshasto dow ith the niteU extensionsofNCA NCA , and characterized by non-Fem i liquid power law s
equations. Standard extensions do not reproduce below som e low -energy scale.
correctly the non-interacting U = 0 lim it. Tn con— A s a testing ground for the new solver, we apply i In
trast to IPT, they are not \interpolative solvers" this paper to the DM FT treatm ent of the M ott tran—
betw een the weak-coupling and the strong coupling sition In the multiorbial Hubbard model. We nd
lin it. Furthem ore, the physical selfenergy tends an overall very good agreem ent with the general as-
to develop non-causal behaviour at low —frequency pects of this problem , as known from num erical work
(ie. g)(! ) > 0) below some tem perature (the and from som e recently derived exact results. W e also



com pare to other in purity solvers (IPT, Exact D iago—
nalization, QM C,NCA), particularly regarding the one—
electron spectral function.

T his article is organized as ollow s. In section IT, we
Introduce a representation of ferm ion operators in tem s
of the phase variable dualto the total charge (taking the

nie U, multiorbital Anderson inpurity m odel as an
exam pl). In section @, a sigm a-m odel representation
of this phase variabl is Introduced, along w ith a gener—
alization from O (2) to O @2M ). In the lim it of a large
num ber of com ponents, a set of coupled Integral equa—
tions is derived. In section [V], we test this \dynam ical
slave rotor" (O SR) approach on the single-im purity An-—
derson m odel. T he rest of the paper (Sec.EI) is devoted
to applications ofthis approach in the context of DM F T,
w hich puts in perspective the advantages and lin itations
of the new m ethod.

II. ROTORIZATION

T he present article em phasizes the role played by the
total electron charge, and its conjigate phase variable.
W e Introduce a representation of the physical electron
In tem s of two 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 of a phase degree of freedom . The
latter plays a role sin ilar to a slave boson: here a \slave"
O (2) quantum rotor is used rather than a conventional
bosonic eld.

A . Atom icm odel

W e rstexplain this construction on the sin ple exam —
plk ofan atom ic problem , consisting in an N —fold degen—
erate atom ic level subect to a local SU (N )-sym m etric
Coulomb repulsion:

" #2
X u X N
od¥d + — &d —
2 2

Hpca1= 1)

W e use here 4 t U=2 as a convenient rede nition
of the in purity level, and we recast the spin and orbial
degrees of freedom Into a single index = 1:::N (for
N = 2, we have a single orbitalw ith two possibl spin
states =";#). W e note that ¢ is zero at half 1lling,
due to particle-hole sym m etry.

T he crucial point is that the spectrum of the atom ic
ham iltonian () depends only on the total ferm jonic

m ethods {14, [L9), a bosonic el is introduced for each
atom ic state j 1 o 1 @ong with spin-carrying auxik
iary fermm ions £Y). Hence, these m ethods are not describ—
Ing the atom ic spectrum in a very econom icalm anner.
The spectrum of (ﬂ) can actually be reproduced by
Introducing, besides the set of auxiliary femm ions fY, a
sihgle additional variable, nam ely the angular m om en—
tum £ = i@=@ associated with a quantum O (2) rotor
(ie. an angularvariable in ;2 ]. Indeed, the energy
levels (ﬁ) can be obtained using the follow ing ham iltonian

Hica1= ofYf + — 17 3)

X U
2
A constraint must be Inposed, which insures that the

total num ber of ferm ions is equal to the O (2) angular
momentum (uUp to a shift):

X

= £YF @)

2
T his restricts the allowed values of the angular m om en—
tum tobe 1= Q N=2= N=2; N=2+ 1; ;N =2
1;N =2, whilke in the absence ofany constraint 1can be an
arbirary (positive or negative) integer. T he spectrum of
@ is 00 + UP=2,wih 1= Q N=2thanksto [}), so
that it coincides w ith E) .

To be com plete, we must show that each state in the
H ibert space can be constructed in tem s of these aux—
iliary degrees of freedom , In a way com patble with the
Pauliprinciple. This is achieved by the follow ing identi-

cation:

Jiit gl = Jiit 0l 3= 0Q N =21 5)
nwhichjq::: o id;f denotes the antisym m etric ferm ion
state built out ofd and £ fem ions, respectively, and
J'1 denotes the quantum rotor eigenstate w ith angular
momentum 1, ie.h ji = &'’ . The creation ofa physi-
calelectron wih soin  corresponds to acting on such a
state w ith £¥Y aswell as raising the total charge (angular
mom entum ) by one uni. Since the raising operator is
e, this Jeads to the representation:

F fe ;d fel ®6)
Let us illustrate this or N = 2 by w riting the four pos—
sble states in the form : J'i;, = J'i; Pi, i, = Hi Pi,
J#i, = J'#i 3+ 11 and Pi; = Pi; j 1i, and show g
that this structure is preserved by & = f¥e' . Indeed:

T#i, = o Fiy= £ i et D= PHLFLL D)

charge Q = 0; ;N and has a sin ple quadratic depen-
dence on Q :
Eg = o0+ v Q N @)
e 0 2 2

There are 2V states, but only N + 1 di erent energy lev—

els, w ith degeneracies g . In conventional slave boson

T he key advantage of the quantum rotor representation
is that the original quartic interaction between ferm ions
has been replaced in [§) by a simple kinetic term (%)
for the phase ed.



B . Rotor representation of A nderson Im purity
m odels

W e now tum to an SU (N )-symm etric Anderson in -
purity m odel in which the atom ic orbital is coupled to a
conduction electron bath :

" #2
X u X N
oFd + — &d —
2 2

X X
+ kci; a; +

k; k;

Vi Ci; d + dka;

U sing the representation @),wecan rew rite this ham i~
tonian in tem s ofthe (f¥Y; ) eldsonly:

ofYE + —1%+
k;

X U X
> KCr, Ok; )

X . .
+ Vi q{; fe' + fq, e
k;

W e then set up a functional integral fom alian for the £¥

and degreesoffreedom , and derive the action associated
w ith @). This is sin ply done by sw itching from phase
and angularm om entum operators ( ;ﬁ) to eds ( ;@ )
depending on In aghary tine 2 [; 1. The action is

constructed from S od [ iLe + H + Q@ £], and

an integration over L is perform ed. It is also necessary
to introduce a com plex Lagraingeglultjpljer h in order
to In plem ent the constraint L = fYf N=2.We
note that, because ofthe charge conservation on the local
In purity, h can be chosen to be independent oftim e, w ith
ith2 ;2 = 1.
T his leads to the follow ing expression of the action:
Z X .
@ +iyf N
S = d fY@ + ¢ h)f+ ——+ —h
0 20 2
X h i
+ . @+ xa; +Ved, fe’ +hx:
k;

10)

W e can recast this fomula in a m ore com pact form by
Introducing the hybridization fiinction:

S

' 1)
1 k

@)

k

and Integrating out the conduction electron bath. This
leads to the nal form of the action of the SU (N ) An—
derson in purity m odelin termm s ofthe auxiliary ferm ions
and phase eld:
Z
X @
s = d Y@ + o h)f + ——
0 20U
Z Z
+ d d°¢ %
0o 0

+ip N
FLoNy
2

X . . 0
Y (O)E (et O ) a2

C . Slave rotors, H ubbard-Stratonovich and gauge
transform ations

In this section, we present an altemative derivation of
the expression ) of the action which does not rely on
the conoept of slave particles. Thishasthem erit to give a
m ore explicit interpretation of the phase variable intro-
duced above, by relating it to a Hubbard-Stratonovich
decoupling eld. This section is however not essential
to the rest of the paper, and can be skipped upon rst
reading.

Let us start w ith the im aginary tim e action ofthe An-
derson in purity m odel in tem s of the physical electron

eld for the In purity orbial:
2 x v X N "

s = d e + g)d + — &Fd —

0 2 2

Z Z X

+ d ad°¢ %
0 0

& (Hd (9 13)

Becausewehave chosen a SU (N )-symm etric form forthe
Coulomb interaction, we can decoupl i wih only one
bosonic Hubbard-Stratonovitch eld ( ):

’ X, . 2()
S = 0d @ + o+1i ()d + 20

A/ "
+ d d°¢ 0y
0 0

£ ()
2

& ()d (9 14)

Hence, a linear coupling ofthe eld ( ) to the ferm ions
has been introduced. The idea is now to elin inate
this linear coupling for all the Fourdier m odes of the -
Re]d, except that corresponding to zero-frequency: ¢

0 2 1. This can be achieved by perform ing the fol-
Jow ing gauge transfom ation:

R
d'()=f()éo et~ 15)

T he reason for the second phase factor in this expression
is that it guarantees that the new ferm ion eld fY also
obeys antiperiodic boundary conditions in the path n-
tegral. It is easy to check that this change of variables
does not provide any Jacobian, so that the action sim ply
reads:

Z ox 0 2() N o
s = d Y@ + o+ i—)f + =
o 2U 2
z z X = O
+ d d° O fY()E (9t of T e
0 0
W e now set:
. !
@ 1 .
()=@—+— 0 with: o R ] @7
0



and notice that the eld ( ) hastheboundary condition

()= ©O) B 1. It therefore corresoonds to an O (2)
quantum rotor, and the expression of the action nally
reads:

X . @ +-=2)P
d YR + o+ i—)f + ———— -
o 2U 2

A N
+ d d°¢ D)
0 0

0

n
I

£Y()E (9et (1 E Y g

This is exactly expression (LJ), with the identi cation:
0= ih. T his, together w ith ),provjdesan explicit

relation between the quantum rotor and Lagrange m ul-

tiplier elds on one side, and the Hubbard-Stratonovich
eld conjugate to the total charge, on the other.

III. SIGMA-M ODEL REPRESENTATION AND
SOLUTION IN THE LIM IT OF MANY
COMPONENTS

A . From quantum rotors to a sigm a m odel

Instead of using a phase eld to represent the O (2)
degree of freedom , one can use a constrained (com plex)
bosonic ed X & with:

19)

T he action @) can be rew ritten in temm s of this eld,

provided a Lagrange multiplier eld ( ) isused to imn -
plem ent this constraint:
2 x N h?
S = d fY@ + ¢ hf+—h —
0 2 20
“ Bx3 n
+ d + — X hwx)+ ] 1
R T o)+ (VX5 1)
Z Z X
+ d d%C 9 £OEX (X () o

0 0

Hence, the Anderson m odelhas been w ritten as a theory
ofauxiliary ferm ions coupled to a non-linearO (2) sigm a—
m odel, w ith a constraint (in plem ented by h) relating the
ferm jons and the sigma-model eld X ( ).

A widely-used lim i In which sigm a m odels becom e
solvable, is the 1im it of a large num ber of com ponents
of the eld. This motivates us to generalize @) to a
modelwih an O @M ) symm etry. The bosonic eld X
is thus extended to M -com ponent com plex eld X
( = 1:::M)wih K ¥ =M . The corresponding

action reads:
Z X 12
S = d fY@ + 0 h)f + —h — M
0 2u
2 x £xXx ¥ h
e — X h
+0d o g% e c)+ X ¥
Z Z 1
+ d dOM—( ) £ (HE (9% ()X (9

0 0

7

Let us note that this action corresponds to the ham iltto—
nian:

X u X s X
H = fYf + — L4, + . ;
0 oM ; kC;Z, ;
i k;
X Vi
M i

ki i

In this expression, i ; denotes the angular m om en—
tum tensor associated w ith the X  vector. T he ham ilto—
nian Q1)) isa generalization ofthe SU N ) O @)= U I )
Anderson Impurity modeltoan SU N ) O @M ) model
In which the total electronic charge is associated with a
speci ¢ com ponent of L. It reduces to the usualA nder—
son modelforM = 1.

In the llow Ing, we consider the lin it where both N
and M becom e large, whilke keeping a xed ratio N=M .
W e shall dem onstrate that exact coupled integral equa-
tions can be derived in this lim it, which detemm ine the
G reen’s functions ofthe ferm ionic and sigm a-m odel elds
(and the physicalelectron G reen’s finction aswell). T he
fact that these coupled integralequations do corresoond
to the exact solution ofa wellde ned ham iltonian m odel
Eqg. @)) guaranteesthat no unphysical features (lkeeg
violation of causality) arise In the solution. N aturally, the
generalized ham iltonian @) is a fom alextension of the
A nderson im purity m odelofphysical interest. E xtending
the charge symm etry from O (2) to O (2M ) isnot entirely
nocuous, even at the atom ic level: aswe shall see below,
the energy levels ofa singlke O 2M ) quantum rotor have
m ultiple degeneracies, and depend on the charge (@ngular
mom entum ) quantum number in a way which does not
fathflly m in ic the O 2) case. Neverthelss, the basic
features de ning the generalized m odel (@ localized or—
bital sub fct to a Coulom b charging energy and coupled
to an electron bath by hybridization) are sim ilar to the
originalm odel of physical interest.

B . Integralequations
In this section, we derive coupled integral equations

which becom e exact in the lin it where both M and N
are hrgew ith a xed ratio:

@2)



Follow ing [1d] (see also [11)), the tw o body interaction be-
tween the auxiliary fermm ions and the sigm a-m odel elds
is decoupled using (posonic) bidocal eds Q ( ; % and
5 (:9 depending on two tin es. Hence, we consider the
action:

7 X 5
= Y@ + h)f+N—h Mh— M
S Od £ 0 2 20
2 x £xXx ¥ h
+Od T‘F%O{ @ X h:C:)‘l' j(jz
Z Z e 0
g gqoy 20i%Ci"
0 0 ( 9)
Z Z . X
d d% ;% x (Hx (9
0 0
Z Z X
+ d d% ;% fY(HE(Y @3)

In the lim it @), this action is controlled by a saddle—
point, at which the Lagrange m ultipliers take static ex—
pectation valies h and , whilk the saddle point values
oftheQ and Q elds are transhlation invariant finctions
oftime Q ( % and Q ( 9.

Introducing the In aginary-tin e G reen’s fiinctions of
the auxiliary ferm ion and sigm a-m odel elds as:

T £ ()F©0)
+ X ()X O)1

@4)
@5)

Ge()
Gx ()

we di erenu'aie the e ective action (B) w ith respect
toQ ()and Q (), which leads to the follow ing saddle-
point equations: Q ( ) = N ( )Gg ( yand Q () =

( )Gx (). The functionsQ (i!,) ¢ ) andQ @ )
= x ) de ne fermm jonic and bosonic selfenergies:

1

Gg iy = i, o+ h £ @y) (26)
G,  dn) rzi+ 2h @) €N
1i,) = — 1,

x U U %

where !, (resp. L) isa fem ionic (resp. bosonic) M at-
subara frequency. T he saddl point equations read:

x ()= N ( )G() 28)
()= ()Gx () 29)
together w ith the constraints associated w ith h and
Gx ( =0) =1 (30)
Ge( =0) = E & (31)
07 2 Nu
+L@G(—O)+@G(—O*)
N U X - X -

T here is a clear sim ilarity between the structure of these
coupled integralequations and the In niteU NCA equa—
tions E]. W e note also signi cant di erences, such asthe
constraint equations. Furthem ore, the nite value ofthe

Coulomb repulsion U enters the bosonic propagator E)
in a quite novelm anner.

T he two key ingredients on which the present m ethod
are based is the use of a slave rotor representation of
ferm ion operators, and the use of integral equations for
the frequency-dependent selfenergies and G reen’s func—
tions. For this reason, we shall denote the integral equa—
tions above under the nam e of \D ynam ical Slave R otor"
m ethod O SR) in the follow ing.

C. Som e rem arks

W em ake here som e technical rem arks conceming these
iIntegral equations.

F irst, we clarify how the interaction param eter U was
scaled in order to obtain the D SR equations above. T his
issue is related to the m anner in which the atom ic lim it
( = 0) is treated in this method. In the origial
O (2) atom ic ham iltonian ), the charge gap between
the ground-state and the rst excited state is U=2 at
half- Iling ( ¢ = 0). In the D SR m ethod, the charge gap
is associated w ith the gap in the slave rotor spectrum . If
the O (2M ) generalization of ﬂ) is w ritten as in @):

Hope= — * 12 32

int — oM ' ; ( )

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

resul, the energy di erence from the ground state to the

rst excited state isE; Ep = U @2M L)=2M )" U

at largeM ,whereas i isU=2 atM = 1. In order to use

the D SR m ethod in practice as an approxin ate in purity

solver, the param eter U should thus be nom alized in a

di erent way than in @), so that the gap is kept equal

to U=2 in the largeM lim it aswell. Technically this can
be enforced by choosing the follow Ing nom alization:

(33)

nstead of []). N ote that this scaling coincidesw ith 83)
forM = 1, but doesyield E; Eg = U=2 for large ,
as desired. This de nition of U was actually used when
w riting the saddle-point integralequations @) , athough
w e postponed the discussion of this point to the present
section for reasons of sin plicity.

Let us elaborate further on the accuracy of the D SR
Integral equations in the atom ic lim it. In A ppendix El,
we show that the physical electron spectral function ob—
tained w ithin D SR in the atom ic lin it concidesw ith the
exact O 2) result at half- lling and at T = 0. This is
a non-trivial resul, given the fact that the constraint is
treated on average and the above rem ark on the spectrum
soectrum . In contrast to NCA , the D SR m ethod (in is
present form ) is not based by construction on a strong—
coupling expansion around the exact atom ic spectrum ,
so that this is a crucial check for the applicability of this



m ethod In practice. In the context of DM FT for exam —
pl, i isessential in order to describbe correctly the M ott
nhsulating state ﬂ]. However, theD SR Integralequations
fail to reproduce exactly the O (2) atom ic 1im it o half-
1ling, as explained in Appendix El D eviations becom e
severe for too high dopings, as discussed in Sec. .
T hism akes the present form ofD SR applicabl only for
system s In the vicinity of half- lling.
W enow discuss som e general spectralproperties ofthe
D SR solver. From the representation ofthe physicalelec—
tron eld d¥ = £¥X , and from the convention chosen for
the pseudo-particules G reen’s functions @ﬁ), the one—
electron physicalG reen’s function is sin ply expressed as:

Ga()=0Ge()Gx () (34)

Therefore eq. ), combined w ith the fact that £¥ has
a (1) discontinuiy at = 0 Wwhich is obvious from
@)), show s that & possessesalso a ( 1) ump at zero
In aghary timne. This ensures that the physical spec—
tral weight is unity In our theory, and thus that phys—
ical spectral function are correctly nom alized. B ecause
the D SR integralequations result from a controlled large
N ;M Im it, i also Insures that the physical selfenergy
alw ays have the correct sign (ie. Im 4 (! + i0%) < 0).
T his is not the case ] for the nie U version of the
NCA E] which is constructed as a resum m ation of the
strong-coupling expansion in the hybridization function

() (Strong coupling resum m ations generically su er
from non-causaliy, see also ] for an illustration.)

F inally, we com m ent on the non-interacting lim £ U !
0. This isa m apr failire of the usualNCA , which Iin -
is its applicability in the weakly correlated regine. In
the D SR formm alism , this lin it is exact as can be noticed
from equation @) . Indeed, asU vanishes, only the zero-
frequency com ponent ofGy (i ) survives, sothatGyx ( )
sin ply becom es a constant. Because of the constraint
@),we get correctly Gy ( )= 1 atU = 0. From )
and ), this proves that G4 ( ) is the non-interacting
G reen’s function:

(335)

iy 0 (G

W e nally acknow ledge that an altemative dynam ical
approxin ation to the nite U Anderson m odel [L3] was
recently developed as an extension of NCA by K roha,
W ol e and collaborators (@ conventional slave boson rep—
resentation wasused In thiswork). M any progresseshave
been m ade follow ing this m ethod, but, to the authors’
know ledge, this technique has not yet been in plem ented
in the context of DM FT (one of the reasons is its com —
putationalcost) . By developing the D SR approxin ation,
we pursue a rather com plem entary goal: the ain here is
not to im prove the low-energy singularities usually en—
countered w ith iIntegral equations, but rather to have a
fast and e cient solver which reproduces correctly the
m aln features of the spectral functions and interpolates
between weak and strong coupling. In that sense, i is
very well adapted to the DM FT context.

Iv. APPLICATION TO THE
SINGLE-IM PURITY ANDERSON MODEL

W e now discuss the application ofthe D SR in the sin —
plest setting: that of a single in purity hybridized w ith a
xed bath of conduction electrons. For sin plicity, we fo—
cuson the half- lled, particle-hole sym m etric case, which
Implies o = h= 0. The doped (orm ixed valence) case
w ill be addressed in the next section, in the context of
DMFT.

A s the strength of the Coulomb interaction U is In—
creased from weak to strong coupling, two wellknown
e ects are expected (see eg [EI]). F irst the w idth of the
Jow -energy resonance is reduced from its non-interacting
valie o 3 ©©0)3. A's one enters the Kondo regin e

0 §) with the conduction electrons band-
w idth), this w idth becom es a very an all energy scale, of
the order of the K ondo tem perature:

p
Tk = 20 oexp( U= o)) (36)

A (local) Fem i liquid description applies, with quasi-
particles having a large e ective m ass and an allweight:
Z = m=m Tk = . The Inpurity soin is screened for
T < Tk .

Second, the corresponding spectral weight is trans-
ferred to high energies, into \H ubbard bands" associated
to the atom iclike transitions (@adding or rem oving an
electron into the half- lled in purity orbital), broadened
by the hybridization to the conduction electron bath.
T he suppression of the low-energy spectral weight cor-
regoonds to the suppression ofthe charge uctuationson
the local orbial. These satellites are already visble at
m oderate values of the coupling U= . A s tem perature
isincreased from T < Tx to T > Tk , the K ondo quasi-
particle resonance is quickly destroyed, and the m issing
spectral weight is added to the H ubbard bands.

Theaim ofthis section isto investigate w hether the in—
tegralequations introduced In thispaper reproduce these
physicale ects in a satisfactory m anner.

A . Spectral functions

W e have solved num erically these Integralequationsby
Tteration, both on the in agihary axisand for real frequen—
cies. W orking on the in aginary axis is technically m uch
easier. A discretization of the lnterval 2 [0; ]isused
(w ih typically 8192 points, and up to 32768 for reaching
the lowest tem peratures), as well as Fast Fourder Trans—
form s for the G reen’s functions. Searching by dichotom y
for the saddlepoint value of the Lagrange m ultiplier
Eq.@) is conveniently in plem ented at each step ofthe
Terative procedure. Technical details about the analytic
continuation of @) to realfrequencies, aswellastheir
num erical solution are given in A ppendix B].

On Fi. EI, we display our results for the inpuriy-
orbital spectralfunction 4 (!), atthree di erent tem per-
atures (the density of states of the conduction electron
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FIG .1: ddevelspectral function 4 (!) or xed U = 2 and in—
verse tem peratures = 4;20;2000, w ith the conduction elec—
tron bath described in the text

bath is chosen as a sam icircle w ith halfw idth = 6, the
resonant levelwidth is ¢ = 0:16 and we take U = 2).
T he grow th ofthe K ondo resonance as the tem perature is
lIowered is clearly seen. T he tem peratures in Fjg. have
been chosen such as to illustrate three di erent regim es:
forT Tk ,no resonance is seen and the spectraldensity
displays a \pseudogap" separating the two high-energy
bands; for T ’ Tx transfer of spectral weight to low
energy is seen, resulting in a ully developed K ondo res—
onance for T Tx . W e have not obtained an analyti-
cal determm ination of the K ondo tem perature w ithin the
present schem e. In the case of NCA equations, it is pos—
sble to derive a set of di erential equations in the lim it
of In nite bandw ith which greatly facilitate this. This
procedure cannot be applied here, because of the form
@) of the boson propagator. N evertheless, we checked
that the num erical estim ates of the w idth of the K ondo
peak is indeed exponentially snall n U as in formula
), see FJgE H owever, because U is nom alized as in
), which givesthe correct atom ic lim i), the prefactor
Inside the exponential appears to be tw ice too am all.

On Fig.[], we display the spectral function fora xed
low tem perature and increasing values ofU . T he strong
reduction of the K ondo scale (resonance w idth) upon in-
creasing U isclearon this gure. W e note that the high—
energy peaks have a width which rem ains of order o,
Independently of U, which is satisfactory. However, we
also note that they are not peaked exactly at the atom ic
vallie U=2,which m ight be an artefact ofthese integral
equations. T he shift is rather sm allhow ever.

Fjg.H illustrates how the high— and low - energy fea—
tures in the d-level spectral functions are associated w ith
corresponding features in the auxiliary particle spectral
functions ¢ and x . In particular, the sigm a-m odel
boson (slave rotor) is entirely responsble for the Hub—
bard bands at high energy (asexpected, since it describes
charge uctuations).

A s stressed In the introduction, an advantage of our

FIG .2: Kondo tem perature Tx from the exact form ula (line)
and from the num erical solution ofthe D SR equations (dots).
Unis of energy are such that o = 0:16.

2
15+ 4
1- _
0.5
0 -2
FIG .3: 4(!)atlow tem perature ( = 600) and for Increasing
U= 1;2;3

FIG . 4: Pseudoparticule spectral function at U = 2 and

= 600. The Kondo resonance is visibble In ¢ (! ), broken
curve, whereas x (!) disgplays higher energy features, plain
curve



schem e is that the d-level selfenergy is always causal,
even for anallU or large doping. This is de nitely an
In provem ent as com pared to the usualU -NCA approx—
In ation. This is illustrated by Fig. E, from which it is
also clkearthat 4 decreases (and eventually vanishes) as
U goes to zero (for a m ore detailed discussion and com —
parison to NCA, see Sec.@). However, it is also clear
from this gure that the low -energy behavior of the self-
energy is not consistent w ith Ferm i liquid theory. This
is a generic drawback of N C A -lke integral equation ap—
proaches, that we now discuss In m ore details.

FIG .5: In agihary part ofthe physical selfenergy on the real-
frequency axis, or U = 05 (upper curve) and U = 2 (lower
curve) at = 600

B . Low-energy behaviour and Friedel sum -rule

W e discusshere the Iow -energy behavior ofthe integral
equations (in the case ofa featureless conduction electron
bath), for both the d-level and auxiliary eld G reen’s
functions. A s explained below , this low -energy behavior
depends sensitively on the ratioN = N=M which is kept

xed in the lim it considered in this paper. T he calcula—
tions are detailed in A ppendix El, w here we establish the
follow ing.

Friedel sum ruk. The zero-frequency valie of the
d-level spectral fuinction at T = 0 is independent of
U and reads:

1 =2 tan N
VO)N + 1 2N + 1

sl =T=0) =
37)

T his is to be contrasted w ith the exact value for
theO 2) model M = 1), which is Independent of
N and reads:

sxact(! =T = 0)= M

=1; N
0) any N

(38)

This is the Friedel sm ruk [, [L§), which in this
particle-hole symm etric case sinply follows from

the Ferm iHiquid requirem ent that the (inverse) life-
tine $( = 0) should vanish at T = 0 (since
Gy = i @)  q@!). Asaresul, 400)
is pinned at its non-interacting valie. The inte-
gralequations discussed here yield a non-vanishing
2 = 0) @beit aWways negative In order to sat-
isfy causality), and hence do not describe a Fem 1
Tiquid at low energy. The result @) is identicalto
that found In the NCA forU = 1 , but holds here
for arbitrary U . T here is actually no contradiction
between this rem ark and the fact that our integral
equations yield the exact spectral function In the
U ! O0lmi. Indeed, the limit U ! 0 at nie
T;! doesnot commutewih !;T ! 0Oat nieU

(n which B7) hods).

Low—frequency behavior. The auxiliary particle
soectral functions have a low-frequency sihgu-
larity characterized by exponents which depend
contihuously on N @s In the U = 1 NCA):
e(1)/ 1= 20/ 1=3 9, x (1) / 1= 2()/

Sign(!)=3'j* ,wih: ¢=1 x = 1= + 1).
T hese behavior are characterized m ore precisely in
Appendix [C]. A powerdaw behavior is also und
for the physical selfenergy  2(!) 90) at ow
frequency (as evident from Fjg.E).

Let us comm ent on the origin of these low -energy fea—
tures, as well as on their consequences for the practical
use of the present m ethod.

F irst, it is clear from expression @]) that the Ander-
son In purity ham itonian generalizedto SU N ) O @M )
actually nvolves M channels of conduction elctrons.
Hence, the non-Fem iliquid behaviour found when solv—
Ing the Integralequationsassociated w ith theN ;M ! 1
Iim it smply Pllows from the fact that multichannel
m odels lead to overscreening of the In purity spin, and
correspond to a non-Fem i liquid xed point. In that
sense, these Integral equations reproduce very accurately
the expected low -energy physics, as previously studied
for the sin plest case of the K ondo m odel in @, @].

Naturally, this m eans that the use of such integral
equations to describe the one-channel (exactly screened)
case becom es problem atic In the low-energy region. In
particular, the exact Friedel sum rul is violated, the d-
level lifetin e rem ains nite at low energy and non-Fem i
licquid singularities are found. W hile the approach is rea—
sonable in order to reproduce the overall features of the
one-electron spectra, it should not be em ployed to calcu—
late transport properties at low energy for exam ple. W e
note however that the deviation from the exact Friedel
sum rule vanishesin theN ! 1 limit. This is expected
from the fact that in this lin it the num ber of channels
M ) isam allas com pared to orbitaldegeneracy N ). The
violation of the sum rule rem ains rather sm all even for
reasonable valies of N . T his param eter can actually be
used as an adjistable param eter w hen using the present



m ethod as an approxim ate in purity solver. T here is no
fundam ental reason for which N = N should provide
the best approxin ate description of the spectral fiinc-
tions of the onechannel case. W e shall use this possi-
bility when applying thism ethod in the DM FT context
in the next section: there, we choose N = 3 in order to
adjust to the known critical value of U for a single or—
bial. W e also used thisvalue in the calculations reported
above. T he zero-frequency valie of the spectral density
isthus 4(0) ’ 185, while the Friedel sum rule would
yield 40)’ 195 (cft. Fjg.E) . Hence the violation ofthe
sum rule isa sn alle ect (ofthe orderof5% ), com parable
to the one found w ith "num erically exact" solers, due
to discretization errors @]. A Iso, we point out that the
pinning of 4 (0) at a value .ndependent ofU (albeit not
that of the Friedel sum rule) is an im portant aspect of
the present m ethod, which w ill prove to be crucialin the
context of DM FT in order to recover the correct scenario
for the M ott transition.

Finally, we em phasize that increasing the param eter
N also corresponds to increasing the orbital degeneracy
ofthe m purity level. Thisw illbe studied In m ore details
in Sec. . In particular, we shall see that correlation
e ectsbecom eweakerasN isincreased (fora given valie
ofU ), due to enhanced orbital uctuations.

V. APPLICATIONS TO DYNAM ICAL
M EAN-+FIELD THEORY AND THE MOTT
TRANSITION

A . One-orbital case: M ott transition, phase
diagram

D ynam ical M ean-F¥ ield Theory has led to signi cant
progress in our understanding of the physics of a corre—
lated m etalclose to the M ott transition é]. T he detailed
description of this transition itself wihin DM FT is now
wellestablished [, fl, 13,13, 4, B1, 1. T this section,
we use these established results as a benchm ark and test
the applicability of the m ethod introduced in this paper
In the context of DM F'T, w ith very encouraging results.
A s explained above, this is particularly relevant in view
of the recent applications of DM FT to electronic struc—
ture caloulations of correlated solids [], which call for
e cient m ulttiorbital m purity solvers.

A siswelbknown E,E,@],DM FT mapsa lattice ham i
tonian onto a selfconsistent 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-hole sym m etric A nderson In puriy m odel :

Z " #2
X u X
S = d dFed + E Fd 1 39)
0
Z Z X
+ d d° ¢ 9 & ()Hd (9

10

sub ct to the selfconsistency condition:
()=1t*Ga() (40)

In this expression, a sam icircular densiy of states w ith
halfbandw ith D = 2t has been considered, correspond-—
ng to a In ni nnectivity Bethe lJattice (z= 1 ) wih
hopping ti; = t= z. In the Hllow ing, we shall generally
express allenergies in unitsofD © = 1).

In practice, one m ust iterate num erically the \DM FT
Ioop": () ! Ga()! ( new = tzGd,usjngsome
\iIn purity solver". Here, we m ake use of the integral
equations @-@) The hybridization function ( ) be-
Ing detem ined by the selfconsistency condition @),
there are only two free param eters, the local Coulomb
repulsion U and the tem perature T (nom alized by D ).

W edisplay In Fjg.@ the spectral fiinctions cbtained at
low tem perature, or Increasing valuesofU , and in F ig.
the corresponding phase diagram . T he value of the pa—
ram eter N has been adapted to the description of the
one-orbital case (see below ). The m ost in portant point
is that we nd a coexistence region at low-enough tem —
perature: fora range of couplingsUq; (T) U Uy (T),
both a m etallic solution and an insulating solution ofthe
(param agnetic) DM FT equations exist. The M ott tran—
sition isthus rstorderat nite tem peratures. Thisisin
agream ent w ith the resuls established for this problem
by solving the DM FT equations w ith controlled num er—
ical m ethods E, @], as well as with analytical results
@, @]. In particular, the spectral functions that we ob—
tain CFJ'g.B) display the welltknown separation of energy
scales found w ithin DM F T : there is a gradualnarrow ing
ofthe quasiparticle peak, togetherw ith a preform ed M ott
gap at the transition. In the next section, we com pare
these spectral fiinctions to those obtamned using other
approxin ate solvers. A s pointed out there, despite som e
form al sim ilarity in the method, i is wellknown that
the standard U-NCA does not reproduce correctly this
separation of energy scales close to the transition E].
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FIG. 6: Local spectral function at = 40 and U = 1;2;3
for the half- lled H ubbard m odelw ithin DM F T, as ocbtained
w ith the D SR solver
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FIG .7: Singleorbital (param agnetic) phase diagram at half-
1ling. Squares indicate the ED resul, the D SR resul is the
solid line, and IP T the broken line

Let us explain how the param eter N has been chosen
in these calculations. A s dem onstrated below , the val-
ues of the critical couplings U.; and U, (and hence the
whole phase diagram and coexistence w indow ) strongly
depends on the value of this param eter. This is ex—
pected, sinceN isam easure oforbitaldegeneracy. W hat
has been done in the calculations displayed above is
to choose N in such a way that the known valie @]
U (T = 0) 7 29 of the critical coupling at which the
T = 0 metallic solution disappears in the single-orbial
case, Is accurately reproduced. W e found that this re-
quires N ’ 3 (@ote that N=M = 2 in the oneorbial
case, so that the best agreem ent is not found by a naive
application of the large N ;M 1im i). This value being

xed, we nd a critical coupling U (T = 0) ¥ 23 in
good agreem ent w ith the valie from (adaptative) exact
diagonalizations U / 2:4. The whole dom ain of coexis—
tence In the (U;T) plane is also In good agreem ent w ith
established results (in particularwe nd the criticalend-
pointatT.” 1=30,while QM C yieldsT.’ 1=40). These
are very stringent tests of the applicability of the present
m ethod, since we have allowed ourselves to use only one
adjistablkeparameter N ). In Sec@,we study how the
M ott transition depends on the num ber oforbitals, which
further validates the procedure follow ed here.

B . Com parison to other im purity solvers: spectral
functions

Let us now com pare the spectral functions obtained
by the present m ethod w ith other in purity solvers com —
monly used for solving the DM FT equations. W e start
wih the ierated perturbation theory approxim ation
(IP T ) and the exact diagonalization m ethod ED ).Both
m ethods have played a m a pr role in the early develop-
mentsoftheDM FT approach to theM ott transition ﬁ].
A com parison of the spectral functions obtained by the

11

present m ethod to those obtained wih IPT and ED is
displayed In Fig. , for a value 0of U corresponding to a
correlated m etal close to the transition.
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FIG .8: Com parison between D SR (dash), IPT (straight) and
ED (dot) atU = 24 and = 60

The overall shape and characteristic features of the
spectral function are quite sim ilar for the three m eth-
ods. A narrow quasiparticle peak is formm ed, together
w ith Hubbard bands, and there is a clear separation of
energy scales between the w idth of the centralpeak (re—
lated to the quasiparticke weight) and the \preform ed"
M ott (pseudo-)gap associated w ith the Hubbard bands:
this is a distinguishing aspect ofDM FT . It is crucial for
an approxin ate solverto reproduce this ssparation ofen—
ergy scales In order to yield a correct description of the
M ott transition and phase diagram .

T here are of course som e di erences betw een the three
m ethods, on which we now comm ent. F irst, we note that
the IPT approxin ation has a som ew hat larger quasipar—
ticle bandw ith. T his is because the transition point U,
is overestim ated within IPT (cf. Fjg.ﬂ), so that a m ore
fair com parison should perhapsbemade at xed U=U,,.
It is true however, that the D SR m ethod has a tendency
to underestin ate the quasiparticle bandw ith, and par-
ticularly at am aller values of U . A coordingly, the Hub—
bard bands have a som ewhat too large spectral weight,
but are correctly located In rst approxim ation. The
detailed shape of the Hubbard bands is not very accu—
rately known, n any case. (The ED method involves
a broadening of the delta-fiinction peaks obtained by
diagonalizing the In purity ham iltonian with a lim ited
num ber of e ective orbitals, so that the high-energy be—
haviour is not very accurate on the realaxis. This isalso
true, actually, ofthe m ore sophisticated num erical renor-
m alization group). W e em phasize that, since the D SR
m ethod does not have the correct low —frequency Ferm i
licquid behaviour, the quasiparticle bandw ith should be
Interpreted as the width of the central peak In 4 (!)
W hile the quasiparticle weight Z cannot be de ned for-
m ally).

I Fig[§ and Fig.[lq, we display the spectral fiinctions
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FIG.9: UNCA spectral function forU = 135 at low tem per—
ature.

obtained by using the NCA m ethod (extended at nite
U in the sinplest m anner). It is clear that the U-NCA

underestin ates considerably the quasiparticle bandw ih
(and thus yields a M ott transition at a rather low value
of the coupling). This is not very surprising, since this
m ethod is based on a strong coupling expansion around
the atom ic lim i, and one could think again of a com —
parison for xed U=U.. M ore im portantly, the U-NCA

m isses the In portant separation ofenergy scalesbetween
the centralpeak and the M ott gap. A s a resul, it does
not reproduce correctly the phase diagram for the M ott
transition wihin DM FT (in particular regarding coex—
istence). A related key observation is that the U-NCA

does not have the correct weak-coupling (snallU ) 1im it.
To illustrate this point, we display in Fig.[L{ theU NCA

and D SR spectral functions for a tiny value of the inter—
action U=D = 0::the D SR resulk is shown to approach
correctly the sem icircular shape of the non-interacting
density of states, whilk the U-NCA displays a charac—
teristic Inverted V -shape: in this regin e the violation

of the Friedel sum rule becom es large and the negative
lifstim e pathology is encountered w ithin U-NCA . Tn con—
trast, the D SR yields a pinning of the spectral density

at a U -independent value and does not lead to a viola—
tion of causality. It should be em phasized how ever that,
even though it yields the exact U = 0 densiy of states
at T = 0, the DSR method is not quantitatively very

accurate In the weak-coupling regin e.

C . D ouble occupancy

F inally, we dem onstrate that two-particle correlators
In the charge sector can also be reliably studied w ith the
D SR m ethod, taking the fraction ofdoubly occupied sites
dng hhnyiasan example.

U sing the constraint E), we calculate the connected
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FIG .10: Results forU = 0:1 show ing how U -NCA overshoots
the Friedel’s sum rule. The Slave R otor m ethod is correctly
converging tow ards the free density of states (sem icircular)

charge susoceptbility in the follow ing m anner:

* +
X 1 X 1
c() n () > 0 n o (0) 2
DA . E 1
= Loho =g (e of @41)
2
=WGX<>@2GX<>+U<) @x ()Y

T he doubl occupancy is obtained by taking the equal-
tin e value:

<( = 0)= 2hwngi= 2dw @2)

In Fig. @, we plot the double occupancy obtained In
that m anner, In com parison to the ED and IPT results.
W ithin ED, dws is calculated directly from the charge
correlator. W ithin IPT, .( ) is not approxim ated very
reliably @], but the double occupancy can be accurately
calculated by taking a derivative of the intemal energy
w ith respect to U .

Fjg. dem onstrates that the D SR m ethod is very ac—
curate In the M ott transition region and in the insulator.
In particular, the hystereticbehaviour iswell reproduced.
In the weak coupling regin e how ever, the approxin ation
deteriorates. This issue actually depends on the quan-—
tity: the physical G reen’s function has the correct lim it
U ! 0, asen phasized above, but this is not true for the
charge susceptbility (hence for dey). The m athem ati-
calreason is that the constraint ) is crucial for w riting
@) ,but this constraint is only treated on averagew ithin
ourm ethod. T his show s the inherent lim itations of slave-
boson techniques for evaliating tw o-particle properties.
T he frequency dependence oftw o-particle correlatorsw i1l

be deal with in a forthcom ing publication.
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FIG.1l: Doubl occupancy at = 80 as a function of U .

The ED resul is indicated w ith squares. D SR overshoots the
exact result on the left, whereas IPT is slightly displaced to
the right.

D. M ultiorbitale ects

In this section, we apply the D SR m ethod to study the
dependence ofthe M ott transition on orbital degeneracy
N . W e en phasize that there are at this stage very few
num ericalm ethods which can reliably handle the multi-
orbital case, specially when N becom es large. M ulti-
orbital extensions of IPT have been studied [§], but the
results are m uch less satisfactory than in the one-orbial
case. The ED method is severely lin ited by the expo—
nentialgrow th ofthe size ofthe H ibert space. The M ott
transition has been studied in the multiorbital case us—
Ing QM C, wih a recent study @]gojnguptoN = 8
(4 orbitals wih spin). Furthem ore, we have recently
obtained ] som e analytical results on the values of the
critical couplings in the lim it of largeN . T hose, together
w ith the QM C results, can be used asa benchm ark ofthe
D SR approxin ation presented here. A s explained above,
avalie ofNy -, ’ 3 was found to describe best the sin—
gk orbitalcase N = 2). Hence, upon increasing N , we
choose the param eter N such that Ny =Ny -, = N=2.

In Fig. @, we digolay the coexistence region In the
U;T) plane for ncreasing values ofN , as obtained w ith
D SR . The values of the critical Interactions grow w ith
N .A tofthe transition linesU.; (T) Where the insula—
tor disappears) and U, (T) where them etaldisappears)
yields:

Pr—
A;(T) N 43)
A, (T)N 44)

U N;T) =
U N ;T)

T hese results are n good accordance w ith both theQM C
data ), and the exact results established in fLg]. W hen
Increasing the num ber of orbitals, the coexistence region
w idens and the critical tem perature associated w ith the
endpoint of the M ott transition line also increases.
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FIG .12: Instability lines Uqi (T ) U2 (T ), and coexistence re—
gion for one, two, three and four orbitals N = 2;4;6;8) as
obtained by DM FT (D SR solver)

W e display on Fjg.B the D SR resul for the spectral
function forN = 2and N = 4,ata =xed value ofU and
T.Twomain e ects should be noted. F irst, correlations
e ects In them etalbecom e weakerasN is ncreased (for
a xed U), as clear eg from the increase of the quasi
particle bandw ih. This is due to increasing orbital uc—
tuations. Second, the Hubbard bands also shift towards
larger energies, an e ect which can be understood in the
way atom ic states broadens in the insulator @].

T o conclude this section, we have found that the D SR
yields quite satisfactory resutswhen used in the DM FT
context for m ultiorbialm odels. In the future, we plan
to use this m ethod in the context of realistic electronic
structure calculations combined with DM FT, in situa—
tions where \num erically exact" solvers e€g QM C) be—
com e prohbiively heavy. T here are however som e lin i-
tations to the use ofD SR (at least in the present version
of the approach), which are encountered when the occu-
pancy is not close to N=2. W e exam ine this issue in the
next section.

E. E ectsofdoping

Up to now ,we studied the half- lled problem (ie. con—
talning exactly N =2 electrons), w ith exact particle-hole
symm etry. In that case, o q+ U=2= 0 and the La-
grangem ultiplierh enforcing the constraint @) could be
set to h = 0. In realistic cases, particle-hole sym m etry
w illbe broken (so that o 6 0), and we need to consider

Tlings di erent from N =2. Hence, the Lagrange m uli-
plier h must be determ ined in orderto ful 11 @),whjch



FIG .13: Spectral function at U = 2, = 60 and for one (full

line) and two orbitals (broken line)

we rew rite m ore explicitly as:

1 2h
ng = > NU 45)
11X i, etn0 4 gln0
NU  ZU+ 25, =U  x ()
In this expression, ng = NLP hfYf i= &+ hvd i

is the average occupancy per orbial avor. (N ote that
the num ber of auxiliary ferm ions and physical ferm ions
coincide, as clear from  (84)). n¢ is related to the d-level
position (or chem ical potential, In the DM FT context)
by:

lX ei!no* )
e = =
f i, o+h  :@l,)

3 and =
0= 0;1 (corresponding to nr = 0:5;0:4 respectively)

FIG. 14: Doping the lnsulator U = 60) wih

W e display in Fig. @ the spectral fiinction obtained
wih the DSR solver when doping the M ott insulator
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away from half- lling. A critical value of the chem ical
potential (1e. of ) is required to enter the m etallic
state. T he spectral finction digplays the three expected
features: a lower and upper Hubbard bands, as well as
a quasiparticlke peak Wwhich in this case where the dop—
Ing is rather large, is located alm ost at the top of the
JIower Hubbard band) . However, it is in m ediately appar-
ent from this gure that the D SR m ethod in the doped
case overestin ates the spectralw eight ofthe upper H ub-
bard band. This can be con m ed by a com parison to
other solers (g ED ). Note that the energy scale be-
low which a causality violation appears wihin U-NCA
becom es rapidly large as the system is doped, whik no
such violation occursw ithin D SR .

TheD SR m ethod encouters severe lin itations how ever
as the totaloccupancy becom es very di erent from N =2.
T his is best understood by studying the dependence of
the occupancy upon g, in the atom ic Iim it. A sexplained
in Appendix. B, the use of sigm am odel variables X  (in
the largeM Iim it) results in a poor description ofthe n¢
vs. o dependence (\Coulomb staircase"). As a result,
it is not possble to describe the M ott transitions occur—
ring in the multiorbialm odel at nteger 1llings di er-
ent from N =2 using the D SR approxin ation. It should
be em phasized however that this pathology is only due
to the approxin ation of the O (2) quantum rotor e* by
a0 M ) sigmamodel eld. A perfect description of the
Coulomb staircase is found for all lings when treating
the constraint @) on average w hile keeping a true quan-
tum rotor E]. Henoce, it seem s feasible to overcom e this
problem and extend the practicaluse ofthe (dynam ical)
slave rotor approach to all 1lings. W e intend to address
this issue In a future work.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e conclude by sum m arizing the strong points aswell
as the Iim itations of the new quantum im purity soler
Introduced in this paper, as well as possible extensions
and applications.

On the positive side, the D SR m ethod provides an
Interpolating schem e between the weak ocoupling and
atom ic lim its (at half- 1ling). It is also free of some of
the pathologies encountered in the simplest niteU ex—
tensions of NCA (negative lifetin es at low tem perature).
W hen applied In the context of DM FT, i is abl to re—
produce m any of the qualitatively in portant features as—
sociated w ith the M ott transition, such as coexisting in—
sulating and m etallic solutions and the existence of two
energy scales in the DM FT description of a correlated
metal (the quastparticle coherence bandw ith and the
\preform ed gap"). Hence the D SR solver is quite usefiil
In the DM FT ocontext, at a low com putational cost, and
m ight be applicable to electronic structure calculations
for system s close to half- 1ling when the orbial degen—
eracy becom es lJarge. To incorporate m ore realistic m od-
elling, one can introduce di erent energy levels for each



correlated orbital, while the extension to non-sym m etric
Coulomb interactions (such asthe Hund’s coupling) m ay
require som e additionalwork.

The D SR m ethod does not reproduce Ferm i-liquid be-
haviour at low energy however, which m akes i inad-
equate to address physical properties in the very low-—
energy regin e (@s isalso the casewih NCA).Themain
Iim itation however is encountered when departing from
half- Iling (ie from N =2 electrons in an N -fold degener-
ate orbital). W hile the D SR approxin ation can be used
at am alldopings, it fails to reproduce the correct atom ic
Iim i when the occupancy di ers signi cantly from N =2
(and in particular cannot dealw ith the M ott transition
at other integer 1llings In the multiorbial case). W e
would lke to em phasize however that this results from
extending the slave rotor variabl to a eld wih a large
num ber of com ponents. It is possibl to improve this
feature of the D SR m ethod by dealing directly with an
O (2) phase variable, w hich does reproduce accurately the
atom ic Iim it even when the constraint is treated at the
mean- eld kvel. W e Intend to address this issue in a
foture work. Another possbl direction is to exam ine
system atic corrections beyond the saddlepoint approxi-
m ation in the Jarge N ;M expansion.

Finally, we would like to outline som e other possble
applications of the slave rotor representation introduced
In thispaper (Sec. II). T his representation is both phys-
ically natural and econom ical. In system s with strong
Coulomb interactions, the phase variabl dualto the lo—
cal charge is an In portant collective eld. P rom oting
this single eld to the status of a slave particle avoids
the redundancies of usual slavedboson representations.
In forthcom ing publications, we intend to use this rep—
resentation for: i) constructing im purity solvers in the
context of extended DM FT RJ], in which the frequency—-
dependent charge correlation finction m ust be calculated
@] 1) constructing m ean— eld theordes of Jattice m odels
of correlated electrons (eg the Hubbard m odel) E] and
ifi) dealing w ith quantum e ects on the Coulomb block—
ade in m esoscopic system s.
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APPENDIX A:THE ATOM IC LIM IT

In this appendix we prove the claim that the atom ic
Iim i ofthem odel is exact at half- 1ling and at zero tem —
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perature (@t nitetem perature, deviations from theexact
result are of order exp ( U ) and therefore negligeable
forpraticalpurposes). To do this,we rstextracttheval-
uesofthem ean— eld param eters and h from the saddle-

point equations at zero tem perature and ( ) 0.
7
1 d 1 a1)
2 4+ 42
U U
Z 2
& ) 1 2h+ 4h d
0) = = — il
2 NU NUZ2Z 2 2 2n 2
Tt ot T
Perform ing the integralsshowsthat = [U? 4KF)=@4U)

and h )= 1=2,sothath= (. Ifjoj> U=2, the
equations lead actually to a solution with an empty or
full valence that we show on Fjg.E.

W e can now com pute the physical G reen’s function

Gal( ) = Gg( )Gx ( ) from the pseudo-propagators
Ge@y)= 1=@1!,) and:
Gx dn) ! ®a2)
l = .
e 2=U + U=4 2=U) 2i¢ ,=U
1 1
= +
in+ o U=2 1i,+ o+U=2

Perform ing the convolution in im agihhary frequency
and taking the lim i+ T = 0 leadsto:

1X
Gd(l!n) = - Gx (in)Gf(i!n+ ln) @A 3)
B 1=2 N 1=2 @ 4)
i!n 0+ Uu=2 l'n 0 Uu=2
Because (= + U=2 this is the correct atom ic lin it of

the sihgleband m odel (@t half- 1ling). T he resul forthe
em pty or full orbital ishow ever not accurate, as shown in

gure E T his discrepancy w ith the correct result (even
for one orbital) nds its root In the hrge M treatm ent
of the slave rotorX .

APPENDIX B:NUMERICAL SOLUTION OF
THE REALTIME EQUATIONS

Here we show how the saddlepoint equations @)
can be analytically continued along the real axis. W e

startwih x ( )= N ( )Gg ( ), which can be st
Fourier transform ed into:
Z
x @n)= d x ()e- ®1)
? d O 2 d (1) (2)
n
= o SlgP(yy 22 oyl Fre
int 1 2
w here we used the spectral representation
Z
d!' c®()
G ()= — ®B2)

zZ
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FIG .15: Im purity occupancy in function of the d-level posi-
tion in the rotor description (full curve) and the exact result
(dot curve), in the two-orbital case.

for each G reen’s function. T he notations here are quite
standard: G®( ) Im G ( + i), ng () is the Fem i
factor, and ny ( ) denotes the Bose factor.

It isthen inm ediateto continuei , ! + i0° in equa-—
tion @), and using again the spectral decom position
@), we derive an equation betw een retarded quantities:

Z

d 00}
x ()= N =GP m () (+ ) ®3)
Zd
N — PO ()G ( )

A calculation along the sam e lines for the ferm ionic self-

energy :( )= ( )Gx ( ) kadsto:
Z

£ (1) = —G2 (s () ) B4)
Z

d
— PO ()6 (! )

T he num erical in plem entation is then straightforward
because E) and E) can each be expressed as the con—
volution product of two quantities, so that they can be
calculated rapidly using FEFT . The algorithm is looped
back using the D yson equations (for real frequency):

o+ h
2 2h

— 4+ + —
8] U

e (1) B5)

x () ®6)
At each iteration, and h are detem ined using a bi-

section on the equations @ﬂ), w hich can be properly

expressed In tem s of retarded G reen’s fiinctions:

Z

d [00)
1= 2620 () &7
ne= 1 2 dowy () @
£ 2 NU NU X B
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w here n¢, the average num ber of physical ferm ions, is:
Z

d (0]
l’lf=Gf(=O)= _Gf()ni()

B9)

W enote here that solving these realtim e integralequa—
tions can be quite di cult desp in the K ondo regin e of
the A nderson m odel, or very close to the M ott transition
forthe fullDM FT equations. The reason isthat G¢ (!)
and Gy (!) develop low energy singularities (this is an—
alytically shown in the next appendix), that m ake the
num erical resolution very unprecise if one uses FFT . In
that case, it isnecessary to ntroduce a logarithm icm esh
of frequency (loosing the bene t ofthe FFT speed, but
Increasing the accuracy), or to perform a Pade extrapo—
lation ofthe im agihary tim e solution.

APPENDIX C:FRIEDEL'S SUM RULE

W e present here for com pleteness the derivation ofthe
Slave Rotor Friedel's sum rule, equation ), at halt
lling. T he idea, m otivated by the num erical analysis as
wellas theoretical argum ents @, @ ], is that the pseudo-
particles develop low frequency singularities at zero tem —
perature:

Geg(') = Aed g = C1)

GR (1) = Ax 33 *Sin(!) C2)
U sing the spectral representation
Z+1 d! .

G()= —e' %) €3)

0

w e deduce the long tin ebehaviorofthe G reen’s functions
(Wwe denote by (z) the gamm a finction):

A 1 Si
Ge() =2t @ SEn() c4)
j3 s
A 1 1
Gy () = 2x x)__ C5)
J 3 ox
W e have sim ilarly
00}
0
(= —2 C6)

if one assum es a regular bath density of states at zero
frequency. T he previous expressions allow to extract the
long tin e behavior of the pssudo-selfenergies (using the
saddlepoint equations @@)):

NAf (1 @0
() = f(2 f). ©) c)
j3 o
A 1 D0) si
Ly =R @ 0 POsmO)

j3 ¢



The nextﬁ istouse E) the other way around to get
)

from the ! -dependance of the selfenergies:
N a:s 20, | .
) = —=——33 “sim) €9
£
1A ) .
Q) = —fij!jl x €10)
X

Tt is necessary at this point to calculate the realpart of
both selfenergies. T his can be done using the K ram ers-
K ronig relation, but analyticity provides a sin pler route.
Indeed, by noticing that (z) is an analytic finction of
z and m ust be univaliated above the realaxis ,we nd:

- N As CO(O) ei( £ 1) =2 jl .

z) = o

x 1 ; snl(: 1) 2T
_1ax PO e P,

£(z) = 1  snl . =2]JZ]1

T he sam e argum ent show s from @-@) that:

il e+1) =2

= Af—————Fj ¢ 11

G (z) fs:in[( T+ 1) =2]]Z] €11
eix =2

= Ay ———Fj * 12

Gx () X Sl 221323 C12)

W e can therefore collect the previousexpressions, using
D yson’s form ula for com plex argum ent:

0]
h
N
-
I

z £ (2) C13)

2

z
—+
U

H

—

N

-
Il

x (2) C14)
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and this enables us to extract the leading exponents, as
well as the product of the am plitudes:

1
- C15

£ N +1 €15)

N
- C16
% N + 1 c1e
1
AfAy —  — — sn® — c17)
N +1 90 2N + 1

W e nish by com puting the long tim e behavior of the

physical Green’s function G4( ) = Gs( )Gx ( ) to-
gether w ith equations @-@):
Gal )= _ K = c1
d 2N + 1) 2N + 1 ®(0)

T his proves @) . In principle, next leading order cor-
rections can be com puted by the sam e line ofargum ents,
although this ism uch m ore involved fLJ]. Non Fem iLig-
uid correlations in the physical G reen’s fnction would
appear in this com putation.
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