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A bstract

The G reen-function technique,term ed the irreducible G reen func-

tions(IG F)m ethod,thatisa certain reform ulation ofthe equation-of

m otion m ethod for double-tim e tem perature dependent G reen func-

tions (G Fs) is presented. This m ethod was developed to overcom e

som eam biguitiesin term inating thehierarchy oftheequationsofm o-

tion ofdouble-tim e G reen functionsand to give a workabletechnique

to system atic way ofdecoupling. The approach provides a practical

m ethod for description ofthe m any-body quasi-particle dynam ics of

correlated system s on a lattice with com plex spectra. M oreover,it

providesa very com pactand self-consistentway oftaking into account

thedam ping e�ectsand �nitelifetim esofquasi-particlesdueto inelas-

tic collisions. In addition,it correctly de�nes the G eneralized M ean

Fields(G M F),thatdeterm ine elastic scattering renorm alizationsand

,in general,arenotfunctionalsofthem ean particledensitiesonly.The

purposeofthisarticleistopresentthefoundationsoftheIG F m ethod.

The technicaldetailsand exam plesare given aswell. Although som e

space isdevoted to the form alstructure ofthe m ethod,the em phasis

is on its utility. Applications to the lattice ferm ion m odels such as

Hubbard/Anderson m odels and to the Heisenberg ferro-and antifer-

rom agnet,which m anifest the operationalability ofthe m ethod are

given. Itis shown thatthe IG F m ethod providesa powerfultoolfor

theconstruction ofessentially new dynam icalsolutionsforstrongly in-

teracting m any-particlesystem swith com plex spectra.
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1 Introduction

Thebasicproblem sof�eld theory and statisticalm echanicsarem uch sim ilar

in m any aspects,especially,when we use the m ethod ofsecond quantiza-

tion and G reen functions[1].In both thecases,wearedealing with system s

possessing a large num ber ofdegrees offreedom (the energy spectrum is

practically a continuousone)and with averagesofquantum m echanicalop-

erators [2]. In quantum �eld theory,we m ostly consider averages over the

ground state,whilein statisticalm echanics,weconsider�nitetem peratures

(ensem ble averages)aswellasground-state averages. G reatadvanceshave

been m adeduringthelastdecadesin statisticalphysicsand condensed m at-

ter theory through the use ofm ethods ofquantum �eld theory [3]-[5].

It was widely recognized that a successfulapproxim ation for determ ining

exited states is based on the quasi-particle concept and the G reen func-

tion m ethod. Forexam ple,the study ofhighly correlated electron system s

hasattracted m uch attention recently [6]-[9],especially afterdiscovery of

copperoxide superconductors,a new class ofheavy ferm ions[7],and low-

dim ensionalcom pounds[3],[8].Although m uch workforstronglycorrelated

system s has been perform ed during the last years,it is worthy to rem ind

thatthe investigation ofexcitationsin m any-body system shasbeen one of

them ostim portantand interesting subjectsforthe lastfew decades.

The quantum �eld theoreticaltechniques have been widely applied to sta-

tisticaltreatm ent ofa large num ber ofinteracting particles. M any-body

calculationsareoften doneform odelm any-particlesystem sby using a per-

turbation expansion. The basic procedure in m any-body theory [10]is to

�nd a suitable unperturbed Ham iltonian and then to take into account a

sm allperturbation operator. This procedure that works wellfor weakly

interacting system s needs a specialreform ulation for m any-body system s

with com plex spectra and strong interaction.Form any practically interest-

ing cases (e.g. in quantum chem istry problem s),the standard schem esof

perturbation expansion m ustbe reform ulated greatly [11]-[15].M oreover,

m any-body system son a latticehavetheirown speci�cfeaturesand in som e

im portantaspectsdi�ergreatly from continuoussystem s.

In thisreview thatislargely pedagogicalwe are prim arily dealing with the

spectra ofelem entary excitations to learn aboutquasi-particle m any-body

dynam icsofinteracting system son a lattice. O uranalysis isbased on the

equation-of-m otion approach,the derivation ofthe exact representation of

the Dyson equation and construction ofan approxim ate schem e ofcalcula-

tions in a self-consistent way. In this review only som e topics in the �eld

are discussed. The em phasis is on the m ethods rather than on a detailed

com parison with theexperim entalresults.W eattem pttoprovethattheap-

proach wesuggestproducesam oreadvanced physicalpictureoftheproblem

ofthe quasi-particle m any-body dynam ics.

The m ostcharacteristic feature ofthe recentadvancem ent in the basic re-
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search on electronic propertiesofsolidsisthedevelopm entofvariety ofthe

new classesofm aterialswith unusualproperties:high-Tc superconductors,

heavy ferm ion com pounds,com plex oxides,diluted m agnetic sem iconduc-

tors,perovskitem anganites,etc.Contrary to sim plem etals,wherethefun-

dam entalsarevery wellknown and theelectronscan berepresented so that

they weakly interact with each other,in these m aterials,the electrons in-

teractstrongly,and m oreovertheirspectra arecom plicated,i.e.havem any

branches.Thisgivesriseto interesting phenom ena [16]such asm agnetism ,

m etal-insulatortransition in oxides,heavy ferm ions,colossalnegative m ag-

netoresistance in m anganites,etc.,butthe understanding ofwhatis going

on isin m any casesonly partial.

The subject of the present paper is a m icroscopic m any-body theory of

strongly correlated electron m odels. A principle im portance ofthese stud-

iesisconcerned with a fundam entalproblem ofelectronicsolid statetheory,

nam ely with thetendency of3d(4d)electronsin transition m etalcom pounds

and 4f(5f) electrons in rare-earth m etalcom pounds and alloys to exhibit

both the localized and delocalized (itinerant) behaviour. Interesting elec-

tronicand m agneticpropertiesofthesesubstancesareintim ately related to

thisdualbehaviourofelectrons[17]-[19].

Theproblem ofadequatedescription ofstrongly correlated electron system s

has been studied intensively during the last decade[20],[21],especially in

contextofthephysicsofm agnetism ,heavy ferm ionsand high-Tc supercon-

ductivity [7].Theunderstanding ofthetruenatureofelectronic statesand

theirquasi-particle dynam icsisone ofthe centraltopicsofthe currentex-

perim entaland theoreticalstudies in the �eld. A plenty ofexperim ental

and theoreticalresults show that this m any-body quasi-particle dynam ics

isquite nontrivial.A vastam ountoftheoreticalsearchesfora suitable de-

scription ofstrongly correlated ferm ion system sdealwith sim pli�ed m odel

Ham iltonians.Theseinclude,asworkablepatterns,thesingle-im purity An-

derson m odel(SIAM )and Hubbard m odel. In spite ofcertain drawbacks,

thesem odelsexhibitthekey physicalfeature:thecom petition and interplay

between kinetic energy (itinerant) and potentialenergy (localized) e�ects.

A fully consistent theory ofquasi-particle dynam ics ofboth the m odels is

believed to be crucially im portant for a deeper understanding ofthe true

nature ofelectronic states in the above-m entioned class ofm aterials. In

spiteofexperim entaland theoreticalachievem ents,itrem ainsstillm uch to

beunderstood concerning such system s[18],[22].

Recenttheoreticalinvestigationsofstronglycorrelated system shavebrought

forth asigni�cantvariety oftheapproachestosolvethesecontroversialprob-

lem s. There is an im portant aspect ofthe problem under consideration,

nam ely,how to take adequately into account the lattice (quasi-localized)

characterofcharge carriers,contrary to sim pli�ed theoriesofthe type ofa

weakly interacting electron gas.To m atch such a trend,weneed to develop

a system atic theory ofcorrelated system s,to describe,from the�rstprinci-
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plesofthe condensed m attertheory and statisticalm echanics,the physical

propertiesofthisclassofm aterials.

In previouspapers,we setup the practicaltechnique ofthe m ethod ofthe

irreducible G reen functions(IG F) [23]-[33]. ThisIG F m ethod allowsone

to describe quasi-particle spectra with dam ping for system s with com plex

spectra and strong correlation in a very general and naturalway. This

schem e di�ers from the traditionalm ethods ofdecoupling or term inating

an in�nitechain oftheequationsand perm itsoneto constructtherelevant

dynam icsolutionsin aself-consistentway on theleveloftheDyson equation

withoutdecoupling thechain oftheequationsofm otion forthedouble-tim e

tem perature G reen functions.The essence ofourconsideration ofdynam ic

properties ofm any-body system with strong interaction is related closely

with the�eld theoreticalapproach,and weusetheadvantage oftheG reen-

function language and the Dyson equation. It is possible to say that our

m ethod em phasizesthefundam entaland centralroleoftheDyson equation

for the single-particle dynam ics ofm any-body system s at �nite tem pera-

ture.Thisapproach hasbeen suggested asessentialforvariousm any-body

system s,and we believe thatitbearsthe realphysicsofinteracting m any-

particle interacting system s[24],[25].

It is the purpose of the present paper to introduce the concepts of irre-

ducible G reen functions (or irreducible operators) and G eneralized M ean

Fields (G M F ) in a sim ple and coherent fashion to assess the validity of

quasi-particledescription and m ean �eld theory.TheirreducibleG reen func-

tion m ethod isa reform ulation ofthe equation-of-m otion approach forthe

double-tim e therm alG Fs,aim ed ofoperating with the correct functional

structure ofthe required solutions. In thissense,ithasalladvantagesand

shortcom ings ofthe G reen-function m ethod in com parison,say,with the

functionalintegration technique,that,in turn,hasalso itsown advantages

and shortcom ings.Theusefulnessofoneoranotherm ethod dependson the

problem we are trying to solve. For the calculation ofquasi-particle spec-

tra,theG reen-function m ethod isthebest.Theirreducible-G reen-function

m ethod adds to this statem ent: "for the calculation ofthe quasi-particle

spectra with dam ping" and givesa workablerecipehow to do thisin a self-

consistentway.

The distinction between elastic and inelastic scattering e�ects is a funda-

m entalone in the physics ofm any-body system s,and it is also reected

in a num berofotherwaysthan in the m ean-�eld and �nite lifetim es. The

presentreview attem ptstoo�erabalanced view ofquasi-particleinteraction

e�ectsin term sofdivision into elastic-and inelastic-scattering characteris-

tics. For this aim ,in the presentpaper,we discussthe background ofthe

IG F approach m ore thoroughly. To dem onstrate the generalanalysis,we

consider here the calculation ofquasi-particle spectra and their dam ping

within varioustypesofcorrelated electron m odelsto extend the applicabil-

ity ofthe generalform alism and show exibility and practicalusage ofthe
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IG F m ethod.

2 Varieties ofG reen Functions

Itisappropriatetorem ind theideasunderlyingtheG reen-function m ethod,

and to discussbriey why they areparticularly usefulin thestudy ofinter-

acting m any-particle system s.

TheG reen functionsofpotentialtheory [34]wereintroduced to�nd the�eld

which is produced by a source distribution (e.g. the electrom agnetic �eld

which is produced by current and charge distribution). The G reen func-

tionsin �eld theory aretheso-called propagatorswhich describethetem po-

raldevelopm entofquantized �elds,in itsparticle aspect,aswasshown by

Schwingerin hissem inalworks[35]- [37].The idea ofthe G reen function

m ethod iscontained in theobservation thatitisnotnecessary toattem ptto

calculate allthewave functionsand energy levelsofa system .Instead,itis

m ore instructive to study the way in which itrespondsto sim ple perturba-

tions,forexam ple,by adding orrem oving particles,orby applying external

�elds.

There isa variety ofG reen functions[4]and there are G reen functionsfor

one particle,two particles...,n particles. A considerable progressin study-

ing the spectra ofelem entary excitationsand therm odynam ic propertiesof

m any-body system shasbeen form ostpartdue to the developm entofthe

tem perature-dependentG reen-functionsm ethods.

2.1 Tem perature G reen Functions

The tem perature dependent G reen functions were introduced by M atsub-

ara [38].He considered a m any-particle system with the Ham iltonian

H = H 0 + V(1)

and observed a rem arkable sim ilarity thatexistsbetween the evaluation of

the grand partition function ofthe system and the vacuum expectation of

theso-called S-m atrix in quantum �eld theory

Z = Trexp[(�N � H0)�]S(�);S(�)= 1�

Z �

0

V (�)S(�)d�(2)

where� = (kT)� 1.In essence,M atsubara observed and exploited,to great

advantage, form alsim ilarities between the statisticaloperator exp(� �H )

and thequantum -m echanicaltim e-evolution operatorexp(iH t).Asaresult,

heintroduced therm al(tem perature-dependent)G reen functionswhich we

callnow the M atsubara G reen functions.

W enotethatthetherm odynam icperturbation theory hasbeen invented by
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Peierls [39]. For the free energy ofa weakly interacting system he derived

theexpansion up to second orderin perturbation:

F = F0 +
X

n

Vnn�n +
X

m ;n

jVnm j
2�n

E 0
n � E0m

�
�

2

X

n

V
2
nn�n +

�

2

�X

n

Vnn�n

�2
(3)

where �n = exp[�(F0 � E0n)]and exp(� �F0) =
P

n exp(� �E0n). By using

theexpansion ofS(�)up to second order

S(�)= 1�

Z �

0

V (�)d� +

Z �

0

d�1

Z �1

0

d�2V (�1)V (�2)+ :::(4)

and rearranging theterm sin theexpression forZ,itcan beshown thatthe

Peierlsresultforthetherm odynam icpotential
 can bereproduced by the

M atsubara technique (fora canonicalensem ble).

Though theuseofG reen functionsisrelated traditionally with theperturba-

tion theory through theuseofdiagram techniques,in paper[35]a prophetic

rem ark hasbeen m ade:

"... it is desirable to avoid founding the form altheory ofthe

G reen functionson therestricted basisprovided by theassum p-

tion ofexpandability in powersofcoupling constants".

Sincethem ostim portantaspectofthem any-body theory isthenecessity of

taking properly into accounttheinteraction between particles,thatchanges

(som etim esdrastically )thebehaviourofnon-interacting particles,thisre-

m ark ofSchwingerisstillextrem ely actualand im portant.

Sincethattim e,agreatdealofwork hasbeen done,and m any di�erentvari-

ants ofthe G reen functions have been proposed for studies ofequilibrium

and non-equilibrium propertiesofm any-particle system s.W e can m ention,

in particular,them ethodsofM artin and Schwinger[36]and ofK adano�and

Baym [40].M artin and Schwingerform ulated theG F theory notin term sof

conventionaldiagram m atictechniques,butin term soffunctional-derivative

techniquesthatreducesthe m any-body problem directly to the solution of

a coupled set ofnonlinear integralequations (see also[41]). The approach

ofK adano� and Baym establishes generalrules for obtaining approxim a-

tions which preserve the conservation laws ( som etim es called conserving

approxim ations[6]). Asm any transportcoe�cientsare related to conser-

vation laws,oneshould takecareofitwhen calculating thetwo-particleand

one-particle G reen functions[41].Therandom -phaseapproxim ation,thatis

an essentialpoint ofthe whole K adano�-Baym m ethod,does this and so

preserves the appropriate conservation laws. It should be noted,however,

thattheM artin-Schwingerand K adano�-Baym m ethodsin theirinitialform

were form ulated fortreating the continuum m odelsand should be adapted

to study lattice m odels,aswell.

However,as was claim ed by M atsubara in his subsequent paper [42],the
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m ostconvenientway to describe the equilibrium average ofany observable

or tim e-dependent response ofa system to externaldisturbances is to ex-

press them in term s ofa set ofthe double-tim e,or Bogoliubov-Tyablikov,

G reen functions.

The aim ofthe presentpaper is to suggest and justify that an approach ,

the irreducible G reen functions (IG F) m ethod [43],[24],that is in essence

a suitable reform ulation ofan equation-of-m otion approach forthe double-

tim etem perature-dependentG reen functionsprovidesan e�ective and self-

consistentschem efordescription them any-body quasi-particledynam icsof

strongly interacting m any-particlesystem swith com plex spectra.ThisIG F

m ethod provides som e system atization ofapproxim ations and rem oves (at

leastpartially)thedi�cultiesusually encountered in theterm ination ofthe

hierarchy ofequationsofm otion forthe G F.

2.2 D ouble-tim e G reen Functions

In this Section,we briey review the double-tim e tem perature-dependent

G reen functions.

The double-tim e tem perature-dependent G reen functions were introduced

by Bogoliubov and Tyablikov [44]and reviewed by Zubarev [45]and Tyab-

likov [46].

Consider a m any-particle system with the tim e-independent Ham iltonian

H = H � �N ;� is the chem icalpotential,N is the operator ofthe total

num berofparticles,and we have chosen ourunitsso that�h = 1. LetA(t)

and B (t0)be som e operators. The tim e developm entofthese operatorsin

theHeisenberg representation isgiven by:

A(t)= exp(iH t)A(0)exp(� iH t)(5)

W ede�nethreetypesofG reen functions,theretarded,advanced,and causal

G reen functions:

G
r = < < A(t);B (t0)> > r= � i�(t� t

0)< [A(t)B (t0)]� > ;� = � 1:(6)

G
a = < < A(t);B (t0)> > a= i�(t0� t)< [A(t)B (t0)]� > ;� = � 1:(7)

G
c = < < A(t);B (t0)> > c= iT < A(t)B (t0)> =(8)

i�(t� t
0)< A(t)B (t0)> + �i�(t0� t)< B (t0)A(t)> ;� = � 1:

where< :::> istheaverage overa grand canonicalensem ble,�(t)isa step

function,and squarebracketsrepresentthecom m utatororanticom m utator

[A;B ]� = AB � �B A(9)

Di�erentiatingaG reen function with respecttooneoftheargum ents,forex-

am ple,the�rstargum ent,wecan obtain theequation (equation-of-m otion)

8



describing the developm entofthisfunction with tim e

id=dtG
�(t;t0)= �(t� t

0)< [A;B ]� > + < < [A;H ](t);B (t0)> > �;� = r;a;c

(10)

Sincethisdi�erentialequation containsan inhom ogeneousterm with �-type

factors,we are dealing form ally with the equation sim ilarto the usualone

forthe G reen function [34]and forthisreason,we use the term the Green

function. W e note that the equation ofm otion is ofthe sam e functional

form for allthe three types ofG reen functions ( i.e. retarded,advanced,

and causal). However,the boundary conditions for tare di�erent forthe

retarded,advanced,and causalfunctions[44].

Thenextdi�erentiation givesan in�nitechain ofcoupled equationsofm otion

(i)ndn=dtnG (t;t0)=(11)
nX

k= 1

(i)n� kdn� k=dtn� k�(t� t
0)< [[:::[A;H ]:::H ]

| {z }
k� 1

;B ]� >

+ < < [[:::[A;H ]:::H ]
| {z }

n

(t);B (t0)> >

To solve thedi�erentialequation-of-m otion,we should considertheFourier

tim e transform softhe G reen functions:

G A B (t� t
0)= (2�)� 1

Z 1

1

d!G A B (!)exp[� i!(t� t
0)];(12)

G A B (!)= < < AjB > > !=

Z 1

1

dtG A B (t)exp(i!t);(13)

By inserting (12)into (10)and (11),we obtain

!G A B (!)= < [A;B ]� > + < < [A;H ]jB > > !;(14)

!
n
G A B (!)=

nX

k= 1

!
n� k

< [[:::[A;H ]:::H ]
| {z }

k� 1

;B ]� >(15)

+ < < [[:::[A;H ]:::H
| {z }

n

]jB > > !

Itisoften convenientto di�erentiate ofthe G reen function with respectto

thesecond tim et0.In term sofFouriertim e transform s,the corresponding

equationsofm otion read

� !GA B (!)= � < [A;B ]� > + < < Aj[B ;H ]> > !;(16)

(� 1)n!nG A B (!)= �

nX

k= 1

(� 1)n� k!n� k < [A;[:::[B ;H ]:::H ]
| {z }

k� 1

]� >

+ < < Aj[:::[B ;H ]:::H
| {z }

n

]> > !(17)

9



Itisratherdi�cultproblem to solve the in�nitechain ofcoupled equa-

tionsofm otion (16)and (17).Itiswellestablished now thattheusefulness

ofthe retarded and advanced G reen functions is deeply related with the

dispersion relations[44],thatprovide the boundary conditionsin the form

ofspectralrepresentationsofthe G reen functions.

2.3 SpectralR epresentations

TheG Fsarelinearcom binationsofthe tim e correlation functions:

FA B (t� t
0)= < A(t)B (t0)> =

1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d! exp[i!(t� t
0)]A A B (!)(18)

FB A (t
0� t)= < B (t0)A(t)> =

1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d! exp[i!(t0� t)]AB A (!)(19)

Here,the Fouriertransform sA A B (!)and A B A (!)are ofthe form

A B A (!)=(20)

Q
� 12�

X

m ;n

exp(� �En)( 
y
nB  m )( 

y
m A n)�(En � Em � !)

A A B = exp(� �!)AB A (� !)(21)

Theexpressions(20)and (21)arespectralrepresentationsofthecorrespond-

ing tim e correlation functions. The quantities A A B and A B A are spectral

densitiesorspectralweightfunctions.

Itisconvenientto de�ne

FB A (0)= < B (t)A(t)> =
1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d!A(!)(22)

FA B (0)= < A(t)B (t)> =
1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d! exp(�!)A(!)(23)

Then,the spectralrepresentationsofthe G reen functionscan beexpressed

in the form

G
r(!)= < < AjB > >

r
!=(24)

1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d!0

! � !0+ i�
[exp(�!0)� �]A(!0)

G
a(!)= < < AjB > >

a
!=(25)

1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d!0

! � !0� i�
[exp(�!0)� �]A(!0)

Them ostim portantpracticalconsequenceofspectralrepresentationsforthe

retarded and advanced G Fsisthe so-called spectraltheorem . The spectral
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theorem can bewritten as

< B (t0)A(t)> =(26)

�
1

�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d! exp[i!(t� t
0)][exp(�!)� �]� 1Im G A B (! + i�)

< A(t)B (t0)> =(27)

�
1

�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d! exp(�!)exp[i!(t� t
0)][exp(�!)� �]� 1Im G A B (! + i�)

Expressions(26)and (27)areoffundam entalim portance.They directly re-

latethestatisticalaverageswith theFouriertransform softhecorresponding

G Fs. The problem ofevaluating the latteristhusreduced to �nding their

Fouriertransform s,providingthepracticalusefulnessoftheG reen functions

technique [45],[46].

3 Irreducible G reen Functions M ethod

In thisSection,wediscussthem ain ideasoftheIG F approach which allows

one to describe com pletely quasi-particle spectra with dam ping in a very

naturalway.

W e reform ulated the two-tim e G F m ethod [43],[24]to the form ,which is

especially adjusted [23],[43]forcorrelated ferm ion system son a lattice and

system s with com plex spectra [26],[27]. A sim ilar m ethod was proposed

in paper[47]forBose system s(anharm onicphononsand spin dynam icsof

Heisenbergferrom agnet).Thevery im portantconceptofthewholem ethod

is the Generalized M ean Field (G M F), as it was form ulated in ref.[24].

These G M Fshave a com plicated structure forthe strongly correlated case

and com plex spectra and are notreduced to the functionalofm ean densi-

tiesoftheelectronsorspinswhen onecalculatesexcitation spectra at�nite

tem peratures.

3.1 O utline ofIG F M ethod

To clarify theforegoing,letusconsidera retarded G F ofthe form [46]

G
r = < < A(t);A y(t0)> > = � i�(t� t

0)< [A(t)A y(t0)]� > ;� = � 1(28)

Asan introduction to theconceptofIG Fs,letusdescribethem ain ideasof

thisapproach in a sym bolic and sim pli�ed form . To calculate the retarded

G F G (t� t0),letuswritedown the equation ofm otion forit:

!G (!)= < [A;A y]� > + < < [A;H ]� jA y
> > !(29)

Theessence ofthe m ethod isasfollows[24]:

It is based on the notion ofthe "IRREDUCIBLE" parts ofG Fs (or the

11



irreducible parts ofthe operators,A and A y,out ofwhich the G F is con-

structed)in term sofwhich itispossible,withoutrecourse to a truncation

ofthe hierarchy ofequations for the G Fs,to write down the exact Dyson

equation and to obtain an exactanalytic representation forthe self-energy

operator.By de�nition,we introducethe irreduciblepart(ir) ofthe G F

(ir)
< < [A;H ]� jA

y
> > = < < [A;H ]� � zAjAy > >(30)

Theunknown constantz isde�ned by thecondition (orconstraint)

< [[A;H ]
(ir)

� ;A
y]� > = 0(31)

which isan analogueoftheorthogonality condition in theM oriform alism (

see ref.[48]).From the condition (31)onecan �nd:

z =
< [[A;H ]� ;A

y]� >

< [A;A y]� >
=
M 1

M 0

(32)

Here M 0 and M 1 are the zeroth and �rst order m om ents ofthe spectral

density. Therefore,the irreducible G Fsare de�ned so thatthey cannotbe

reduced to thelower-orderonesby any kind ofdecoupling.Itisworth not-

ing thattheterm "irreducible" in a group theory m eansa representation of

a sym m etry operation that cannot be expressed in term s oflower dim en-

sionalrepresentations.Irreducible(orconnected )correlation functionsare

known in statisticalm echanics(cf.[41]).In thediagram m aticapproach,the

irreducible vertices are de�ned as graphs that do not contain inner parts

connected by theG 0-line.W ith theaid ofthede�nition (30)theseconcepts

aretranslated into thelanguageofretarded and advanced G Fs.Thisproce-

dure extractsallrelevant(forthe problem underconsideration)m ean-�eld

contributions and puts them into the generalized m ean-�eld G F which is

de�ned hereas

G
0(!)=

< [A;A y]� >

(! � z)
(33)

To calculate the IG F (ir) < < [A;H ]� (t);A
y(t0) > > in (29),we have to

write the equation ofm otion foritafterdi�erentiation with respectto the

second tim evariablet0.Itshould benoted thatthetrick oftwo-tim e di�er-

entiation with respectto the�rsttim etand second tim et0(in oneequation

ofm otion)wasintroduced forthe�rsttim e by Tserkovnikov [49].

The condition oforthogonality (31)rem ovesthe inhom ogeneousterm from

thisequation and isa very crucialpointofthe whole approach. Ifone in-

troduces the irreducible partfor the right-hand side operator as discussed

above for the \left" operator,the equation ofm otion (29) can be exactly

rewritten in the following form

G = G
0 + G

0
P G

0(34)

12



Thescattering operatorP isgiven by

P = (M 0)
� 1( (ir)

< < [A;H ]� j[A
y
;H ]� > >

(ir))(M 0)
� 1(35)

The structure ofequation (34) enables usto determ ine the self-energy op-

eratorM ,by analogy with the diagram technique

P = M + M G
0
P(36)

From thede�nition (36)itfollowsthattheself-energy operatorM isde�ned

asa proper(in the diagram m atic language,\connected") partofthe scat-

tering operatorM = (P )p.Asa result,weobtain theexactDyson equation

forthe therm odynam icdouble-tim e G reen functions:

G = G
0 + G

0
M G(37)

Thedi�erencebetween P and M can beregarded astwo di�erentsolutions

oftwo integralequations(34)and (37). Butfrom the Dyson equation (37)

only the fullG F isseen to beexpressed asa form alsolution ofthe form

G = [(G 0)� 1 � M ]� 1(38)

Equation (38)can beregarded asan alternativeform oftheDyson equation

(37) and the de�nition ofM provided that the generalized m ean-�eld G F

G 0 isspeci�ed. O n the contrary ,forthe scattering operatorP ,instead of

property G 0G � 1 + G 0M = 1,onehasthe property

(G 0)� 1 � G
� 1 = P G

0
G
� 1

Thus,the very functionalform ofthe form alsolution (38)determ inesthe

di�erence between P and M precisely.

Thus,by introducing irreducible parts ofG F (or irreducible parts ofthe

operators,outofwhich theG F isconstructed)theequation ofm otion (29)

forthe G F can exactly be (butusing orthogonality constraint(31))trans-

form ed into theDyson equation forthedouble-tim etherm alG F (37).This

resultisvery rem arkable ,because the traditionalform ofthe G F m ethod

does notinclude this point. Notice that allquantities thus considered are

exact. Approxim ationscan be generated notby truncating the setofcou-

pled equationsofm otionsbutby a speci�capproxim ation ofthefunctional

form ofthem assoperatorM within a self-consistentschem e,expressing M

in term sofinitialG F

M � F [G ]

Di�erentapproxim ationsare relevantto di�erentphysicalsituations.

The projection operator technique [50] has essentially the sam e philoso-

phy,butwith using the constraint (31) in ourapproach we em phasize the

fundam entaland centralrole ofthe Dyson equation for the calculation of

13



single-particle propertiesofm any-body system s. The problem ofreducing

the whole hierarchy ofequations involving higher-order G Fs by a coupled

nonlinearsetofintegro-di�erentialequationsconnecting the single-particle

G F totheself-energy operatorisrathernontrivial(cf.[41]).A characteristic

feature ofthese equations is that,besides the single-particle G F,they in-

volvealso higher-orderG F.TheirreduciblecounterpartsoftheG Fs,vertex

functions,etc,serve to identify correctly the self-energy as

M = G
� 1
0

� G
� 1

The integralform ofDyson equation (37) gives M the physicalm eaning

ofa nonlocaland energy-dependente�ective single-particle potential. This

m eaning can beveri�ed fortheexactself-energy through thediagram m atic

expansion forthe causalG F.

Itisim portantto note thatfortheretarded and advanced G Fs,thenotion

ofthe properpartM = (P )p issym bolic in nature [24].In a certain sense,

itis possible to say that itis de�ned here by analogy with the irreducible

m any-particle T-m atrix[41]. Furtherm ore, by analogy with the diagram -

m atictechnique,wecan also introducetheproperpartde�ned asa solution

totheintegralequation (36).Theseanaloguesallow ustounderstand better

theform alstructureoftheDyson equation forthedouble-tim etherm alG F

butonly in a sym bolicform .However,becauseoftheidenticalform ofthe

equationsforG Fsforallthreetypes(advanced,retarded,and causal),we

can convertin each stageofcalculationsto causalG F and,thereby,con�rm

thesubstantiated natureofde�nition (36)!W ethereforeshould speak ofan

analogy ofthe Dyson equation. Hereafter,we drop this stipulating,since

it does not cause any m isunderstanding. In a sense,the IG F m ethod is a

variantoftheG ram -Schm idtorthogonalization procedure(see Appendix A

).

Itshould be em phasized thatthe schem e presented above givesjusta gen-

eralidea oftheIG F m ethod.A m oreexactexplanation why oneshould not

introducetheapproxim ation already in P ,instead ofhaving to work outM ,

isgiven below when working outthe application ofthe m ethod to speci�c

problem s.

The generalphilosophy ofthe IG F m ethod isin the separation and identi-

�cation ofelastic scattering e�ects and inelastic ones. Thislatter point is

quite often underestim ated,and both e�ectsare m ixed.However,asfaras

therightde�nition ofquasi-particledam ping isconcerned,theseparation of

elasticand inelasticscatteringprocessesisbelieved tobecrucially im portant

form any-body system swith com plicated spectra and strong interaction.

From atechnicalpointofview,theelasticG M F renorm alizationscan exhibit

quite a nontrivialstructure. To obtain thisstructure correctly,one should

constructthe fullG F from the com plete algebra ofrelevant operatorsand

develop a specialprojection procedure for higher-order G Fs in accordance

with a given algebra. Then the naturalquestion arises how to select the
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relevantsetofoperatorsfA 1;A 2;:::A ng ,describing the"relevantdegreesof

freedom ". The above consideration suggestsan intuitive and heuristic way

to the suitable procedure as arising from an in�nite chain ofequations of

m otion (14).Letusconsiderthe colum n

0

B
B
B
@

A 1

A 2

...

A n

1

C
C
C
A

where

A 1 = A; A 2 = [A;H ]; A 3 = [[A;H ];H ];:::A n = [[:::[A;H ]:::H
| {z }

n

]

Then them ostgeneralpossibleG reen function can beexpressed asa m atrix

Ĝ = < <

0

B
B
B
@

A 1

A 2

...

A n

1

C
C
C
A
j(A

y

1
A
y

2
::: A y

n
)> >

Thisgeneralized G reen function describesthe one-,two-and n-particle

dynam ics. The equation ofm otion foritincludes,asa particularcase,the

Dyson equation forsingle-particleG reen function,theBethe-Salpeterequa-

tion,which is the equation ofm otion for the two-particle G reen function

and which is an analogue ofthe Dyson equation,etc. The corresponding

reduced equationsshould beextracted from the equation ofm otion forthe

generalized G F with theaid ofthespecialtechniquessuch astheprojection

m ethod and sim ilar techniques. This m ust be a �nalgoaltowards a real

understanding ofthe true m any-body dynam ics.Atthispoint,itisworth-

while to underline thatthe above discussion isa heuristic schem e only but

nota straightforward recipe. The speci�c m ethod ofintroducing the IG Fs

dependson theform ofoperatorsA n,thetypeoftheHam iltonian,and con-

ditionsoftheproblem .Theirreduciblepartsin higher-orderequationsand

connection with M oriform alism wasconsidered by Tserkovnikov [51]. The

incorporation ofirreducible partsin higher-orderequationsand connection

with the m om entexpansion wasstudied in ref.[25](see Appendix B ).

Herea sketchy form oftheIG F m ethod ispresented.Theaim to introduce

the generalschem e and to lay the groundwork forgeneralizations and spe-

ci�capplicationsisexpounded in thenextSections.W edem onstratebelow

that the IG F m ethod is a powerfultoolfor describing the quasi-particle

excitation spectra,allowing a deeperunderstanding ofelastic and inelastic

quasi-particle scattering e�ects and corresponding aspectsofdam ping and

�nite lifetim es. In the presentcontext,itprovidesa clearlink between the
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equation-of-m otion approach and thediagram m aticm ethodsdueto deriva-

tion oftheDyson equation (37).M oreover,dueto thefactthatitallowsthe

approxim ate treatm entofthe self-energy e�ectson a �nalstage,ityieldsa

system atic way oftheconstruction ofapproxim ate solutions.

Itisnecessary to em phasizethatthereisan intim ateconnection between an

adequateintroduction ofm ean �eldsand internalsym m etriesoftheHam il-

tonian. To test these ideas further,in the following Sections,we analyze

the m ean �eld and generalized m ean �eld concepts forvarious m any-body

system son a lattice.

4 M any-Particle Interacting System s on a Lattice

4.1 Spin System s on a Lattice

There exists a big variety ofm agnetic m aterials. The group ofm agnetic

insulators is ofa specialim portance. For the group ofsystem s considered

in thisSection,thephysicalpicturecan berepresented by a m odelin which

thelocalized m agneticm om entsoriginating from ionswith incom pleteshells

interact through a short-range interaction. Individualspin m om ents form

a regular lattice. The �rstm odelofa lattice spin system was constructed

to describe a linearchain ofprojected electron spinswith nearest-neighbor

coupling.Thiswasthefam ousLenz-Izing m odelwhich wasthoughtto yield

a m oresophisticated description offerrom agnetism than theW eissuniform

m olecular�eld picture.However,in thism odel,only onespin com ponentis

signi�cant.Asaresult,thesystem hasnocollectivedynam ics.Thequantum

states that are eigenstates ofthe relevant spin com ponents are stationary

states.Thecollective dynam icsofm agnetic system sisofgreatim portance

sinceitisrelated tothestudy oflow-lying excitationsand theirinteractions.

Thisisthem ain aim ofthepresentconsideration.Although theIzing m odel

wasan intuitively rightstep forward from theuniform W eissm olecular�eld

picture,thephysicalm eaningofthem odelcouplingconstantrem ained com -

pletely unclear.Theconceptoftheexchangecouplingofspinsoftwoorm ore

nonsingletatom s appeared as a resultofthe Heitler-London consideration

ofchem icalbond. Thistheory and the Dirac analysisofthe singlet-triplet

splitting in the helium spectrum stim ulated Heisenberg to m ake a nextes-

sentialstep. Heisenberg suggested that the exchange interaction could be

therelevantm echanism responsibleforferrom agnetism .

4.1.1 H eisenberg Ferrom agnet

The Heisenberg m odelofa system ofspinson variouslattices (which was

actually written down explicitly by van Vleck )isterm ed theHeisenbergfer-

rom agnetand establishestheorigin ofthecouplingconstantastheexchange

energy. The Heisenberg ferrom agnetin a m agnetic �eld H isdescribed by

16



theHam iltonian

H = �
X

ij

J(i� j)~Si~Sj� g�B H
X

i

S
z
i(39)

Thecoupling coe�cientJ(i� j)isthem easureoftheexchange interaction

between spins at the lattice sites i and j and is de�ned usually to have

the property J(i-j= 0) = 0. This constraint m eans that only the inter-

exchangeinteractionsaretaken into account.However,in som ecom plicated

m agnetic salts,itisnecessary to consideran "e�ective" intra-site (see[52])

interaction (Hund-rule-type term s).The coupling,in principle,can beofa

m oregeneraltype(non-Heisenberg term s).Theseaspectsofconstruction of

a m ore generalHam iltonian are very interesting,butwe do notpause here

to give thedetails.

For crystallattices in which every ion is at the centre ofsym m etry,the

exchange param eterhastheproperty

J(i� j)= J(j� i)

W e can rewrite then theHam iltonian (39)as

H = �
X

ij

J(i� j)(SziS
z
j + S

+

i S
�
j )(40)

Here S� = Sx � iSy are the raising and lowering spin angularm om entum

operators.Thecom plete setofspin com m utation relationsis

[S
+

i ;S
�
j ]� = 2Szi�ij; [S

+

i ;S
�
i ]+ = 2S(S + 1)� 2(Szi)

2;

[S�i ;S
z
j]� = � S

�
i �ij; S

z
i = S(S + 1)� (Szi)

2 � S
�
i S

+

i ;

(S+i )
2S+ 1 = 0; (S�i )

2S+ 1 = 0

W e om ittheterm ofinteraction ofthespin with an externalm agnetic �eld

for the brevity ofnotation. The statisticalm echanicalproblem involving

this Ham iltonian was not exactly solved,butm any approxim ate solutions

were obtained.

To proceed further,itisim portantto notethatfortheisotropicHeisenberg

m odel,the totalz-com ponentofspin Sztot =
P

iS
z
i isa constantofm otion,

i.e.

[H ;Sztot]= 0

There are cases when the totalspin is not a constant ofm otion, as,for

instance,forthe Heisenberg m odelwith the dipoleterm sadded.

Letus de�ne the eigenstate j 0 > so that S+i j 0 > = 0 for alllattice sites

R i. Itisclearthatj 0 > isa state in which allthe spinsare fully aligned

and forwhich Szij 0 > = Sj 0 > .W e also have

J~k =
X

i

e
(i~k~R i)J(i)= J

� ~k
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,where the reciprocalvectors~k are de�ned by cyclic boundary conditions.

Then we obtain

H j 0 > = �
X

ij

J(i� j)S2 = � N S
2
J0

Here N is the totalnum ber ofions in the crystal. So,for the isotropic

Heisenberg ferrom agnet,the ground state j 0 > hasan energy � N S2J0.

Thestate j 0 > correspondsto a totalspin N S.

Let us consider now the �rstexcited state. This state can be constructed

by creating one unitofspin deviation in the system . Asa result,the total

spin isN S � 1.Thestate

j k > =
1

p
(2SN )

X

j

e
(i~k~R j)S

�
j j 0 >

isan eigenstate ofH which correspondsto a single m agnon ofthe energy

!
(fm )

0 (k)= 2S(J0 � Jk)(41)

Notethattheroleoftranslationalsym m etry,i.e.theregularlatticeofspins,

isessential,sincethestate j k > isconstructed from thefully aligned state

by decreasing the spin at each site and sum m ing over allspins with the

phasefactorei
~k~R j.Itiseasy to verify that

<  kjS
z
totj k > = N S � 1

The above consideration was possible because we knew the exact ground

state ofthe Ham iltonian . There are m any m odels where this is not the

case.Forexam ple,we do notknow the exactground state ofa Heisenberg

ferrom agnet with dipolar forces and the ground state of the Heisenberg

antiferrom agnet.

4.1.2 H eisenberg A ntiferrom agnet

W enow discusstheHeisenberg m odeloftheantiferrom agnetwhich ism ore

com plicated to analyse. The fundam entalproblem here is that the exact

ground stateisunknown.W econsider,forsim plicity,atwo-sublatticestruc-

turein which nearestneighbourionson oppositesublatticesinteractthrough

theHeisenbergexchange.Forasystem ofionson twosublattices,theHam il-

tonian is

H = J
X

m ;�

~Sm
~Sm + � + J

X

n;�

~Sn
~Sn+ �(42)

Here the notation m = ~R m m eans the position vectors of ions on one

sublattice (a) and n for the ions on the other (b). Nearest neighbor ions
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on di�erent sublattices are a distance j~�j apart. ( The anisotropy �eld

�H A(
P

m Szm �
P

n S
z
n),which is not written down explicitly, is taken to

be parallelto the z axis. ) The sim plest crystalstructures that can be

constructed from two interpenetrating identicalsublattices are the body-

centered and sim plecubic.

Theexactground state ofthisHam iltonian isnotknown.O necan usethe

approxim ation oftaking the ground state to be a classicalground state,

usually called the Neelstate,in which the spins ofthe ions on each sub-

lattice are oppositely aligned along the z axis. However,this state is not

even an eigenstate ofthe Ham iltonian (42). Let us rem ark that the total

z-com ponentofthespin com m uteswith the Ham iltonian (42).Itwould be

instructive to consider here the construction ofa spin wave theory forthe

low-lying excitationsoftheHeisenberg antiferrom agnetin a sketchy form to

clarify theforegoing.

To dem onstratethespeci�csofHeisenberg antiferrom agnetm oreexplicitly,

it is convenient to rotate the axes ofone sublattice through � about the

x-axis. Thistransform ation preservesthe spin operatorcom m utation rela-

tionsand therefore iscanonical. Letusperform the transform ation on the
~R n,orb-sublattice

S
z
n ! � ~Szn; S

�
n ! ~S�n

The operatorsS�m and ~S�n com m ute,because they referto di�erentsublat-

tices.

Thetransform ation tothem om entum representation ism odi�ed in com par-

ison with the ferrom agnetcase

S
�
m =

1

N

X

~q

e
(� i~q~R m )

S
�
q ;

~S�m =
1

N

X

~q

e
(� i~q~R m )~S�q

Here ~q is the reciprocallattice vectors for one sublattice,each sublattice

containing N ions. After these transform ations,the Ham iltonian (42) can

berewritten as

H =
1

2SN

X

q

2zJS[(S�q S
+
q + ~S�q

~S+q )+ q(S
+
q
~S+q + S

�
q
~S�q )](43)

In (43),q isde�ned aszq =
P

m = n:n:exp(i~q
~R m ),and z isthe num berof

nearestneighbors;theconstantterm sand theproductsoffouroperatorsare

om itted. Thusthe Ham iltonian ofthe Heisenberg anti�erom agnet ism ore

com plicated than that for the ferrom agnet. Because it contains two types

ofspin operatorsthatare coupled together,the diagonalization of(43)has

itsown speci�city.

To diagonalize (43),letusm ake a lineartransform ation to new operators(

Bogoliubov transform ation )

S
+
q = uqaq + vqb

y
q;

~S�q = uqb
y
q + vqaq(44)
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with

[aq;a
y

q0
]= �q;q0; [bq;b

y

q0
]= �q;q0

The transform ation coe�cients u k and vk are purely real. To preserve the

com m utation rulesforthe spin operators

[S+
k
;S

�
k0
]= 2SN �k;k0

,they should satisfy u2(k)� v2(k)= 2SN . The transform ations from the

operators(S+q ;
~S�q )to the operators(aq;b

y
q)give

[(S�q S
+
q + ~S�q

~S+q )+ q(S
+
q
~S+q + S

�
q
~S�q )]=

(ayqaq + b
y
qbq)[(u

2(q)+ v
2(q))+ 2uqvqq]

+ (aqbq + a
y
qb
y
q)[(u

2(q)+ v
2(q))q + 2uqvq]

+ 2uqvqq + 2v2(q)(45)

W e represented Ham iltonian (43) as a form quadratic in the Bose opera-

tors(aq;b
y
q). W e shallnow considerthe problem ofdiagonalization ofthis

form [46].To diagonalize (43),we should require that

2uqvq + (u2(q)+ v
2(q))q = 0

Then we obtain

2u2(q)= 2SN
(1+ �q)

�q
; 2v2(q)= 2SN

(1� �q)

�q
(46)

Here the following notation was introduced: �q =
q
(1� 2q) and 2uqvq =

� 2SN q=�q Afterthetransform ation (44),we get,instead of(43),

H =
X

k

!
(afm )

0 (k)(ayqaq + b
y
qbq)(47)

with

!
(afm )

0
(k)= 2zJS

q
1� 2

k
(48)

Expression (47) contains two term s,each with the sam e energy spectrum .

Thus, there are two degenerate spin wave m odes, because there can be

two kinds of precession of the spin about the anisotropy direction. The

degeneracy islifted by the application ofan externalm agnetic �eld in the

z direction,because in thiscase the two sublatticesbecom e nonequivalent.

These results should be kept in m ind when discussing the quasi-particle

m any-body dynam icsofthespin lattice m odels.
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4.2 C orrelated Electrons on a Lattice

The im portance ofintra-atom ic correlation e�ectsin determ ining the m ag-

netic properties oftransition m etals and their com pounds and oxides was

recognized m any yearsago. The essentialbasisofstudiesofm etallic m ag-

netism ,nam ely,thatthe dom inantphysicalm echanism responsible forthe

observed m agnetic propertiesofthetransition m etalsand theircom pounds

and alloysisthestrongintra-atom iccorrelation in an otherwisetight-binding

picture,is generally accepted as being m ost suitable. The problem ofthe

adequate description of strongly correlated electron system s on a lattice

wasstudied intensively during the lastdecade,especially in the contextof

m etallicm agnetism ,heavy ferm ions,and high-Tc superconductivity [7].The

understandingofthetruenatureofelectronicstatesand theirquasi-particle

dynam icsis one ofthe centraltopics ofthe currentexperim entaland the-

oreticale�orts in the �eld. The source ofspin m agnetism in solids is,of

course,the Pauliexclusion principle asm anifested in the exchange interac-

tion and higherorderm echanism .O fparticularinterestisthefactthatthe

Hartree-Fock or m ean �eld theory,i.e. the theory including exchange but

notcorrelation e�ects,invariably overestim atesthetendency to m agnetism .

This fact obviously com plicated the already com plicated problem ofm ag-

netism in a m etalwith thed band electronswhich,aswasm entioned above,

are really neither"local" nor"itinerant" in a fullsense.

Thestrongly correlated electron system saresystem sin which electron cor-

relations dom inate. The theoreticalstudies ofstrongly correlated system s

had as a consequence the form ulation of two m odelHam iltonians which

play a centralrole in our attem pts to get an insight into this com plicated

problem . These are the Anderson single-im purity m odel(SIAM ) [53]and

Hubbard m odel[54]. It was only relatively recently recognized that both

the m odelshave a very com plicated m any-body dynam ics,and their"sim -

plicity" m anifests itselfin the dynam ics oftwo-particle scattering,as was

shown via elegantBethe-anzatz solutions.

4.2.1 H ubbard M odel

Them odelHam iltonian usuallyreferred toastheHubbardHam iltonian[54],[22]

H =
X

ij�

tija
y

i�aj� + U=2
X

i�

ni�ni� �(49)

includestheintra-atom icCoulom b repulsion U and theone-electron hopping

energy tij.Theelectron correlation forceselectronsto localizein theatom ic

orbitals which are m odelled here by a com plete and orthogonalset ofthe

W annierwave functions[�(~r� ~R j)].O n theotherhand,the kinetic energy

is reduced when electrons are delocalized. The m ain di�culty in solving

the Hubbard m odelcorrectly is the necessity oftaking into account both
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thesee�ectssim ultaneously.Thus,theHam iltonian (49)isspeci�ed by two

param eters:U and the e�ective electron bandwidth

�= (N � 1
X

ij

jtijj
2)1=2:

Theband energy ofBloch electrons�(~k)isde�ned asfollows

tij = N
� 1

X

~k

�(~k)exp[i~k(~R i� ~R j];

whereN isthenum beroflattice sites.Itisconvenientto counttheenergy

from the center of gravity of the band, i.e. tii = t0 =
P

k �(k) = 0 (

som etim esitisusefulto retain t0 explicitly ).

This conceptually sim ple m odelis m athem atically very com plicated. The

e�ectiveelectron bandwidth � and Coulom b intra-siteintegralU determ ine

di�erentregim esin 3 dim ensionsdepending on theparam eter = �=U .In

addition,the Pauliexclusion principle thatdoesnotallow two electronsof

com m on spin tobeatthesam esite,i.e.n2i� = ni�,playsacrucialrole,and it

should betakingintoaccountproperlywhilem akingany approxim ations.It

isusually ratheradi�culttask to�nd an interpolatingsolution fordynam ic

properties ofthe Hubbard m odelfor various m ean particle densities. To

solve thisproblem with a reasonably accuracy and to describe correctly an

interpolated solution from the \band" lim it( � 1)to the \atom ic" lim it

( ! 0),one needs a m ore sophisticated approach than usualprocedures

developed for description ofthe interacting electron gas problem [89]. W e

have evidently to im prove the early Hubbard theory taking into accountof

variety ofpossibleregim esforthem odeldepending on theelectron density,

tem perature,and valuesof.Thesingle-electron G F

G ij�(!)= < < ai�ja
y

j� > > = N
� 1

X

~k

G �(~k;!)exp[� i~k(~R i� ~R j)];(50)

calculated by Hubbard [54],[55],hasthe characteristic two-pole functional

structure

G �(k;!)= [F�(!)� �(k)]� 1(51)

where

F
� 1
� (!)=

! � (n+� �E � + n
�
� �E + )� �

(! � E+ � n
�
� ��)(! � E� � n

+
� ��)� n

+
� �n

�
� ��

2
(52)

Here n+ = n ,n� = 1� n;E+ = U ,E � = 0,and � is a certain function

which depends on param eters ofthe Ham iltonian. In this approxim ation,

Hubbard took account ofthe scattering e�ectofelectrons with spins� by

electronswith spin � � which are frozen aswellasthe "resonance broaden-

ing" e�ectdueto them otion oftheelectronswith spin � �.The"Hubbard
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III" decoupling procedure su�ered ofseriouslim itations. However,in spite

ofthe lim itations, this solution gave the �rst clue to the qualitative un-

derstanding oftheproperty ofnarrow-band system like them etal-insulator

transition.

If� issm all(� ! 0),then expression (52)takestheform :

F
� 1
� (!)�

n
�
� �

! � E� � n
+
� ��

+
n
+
� �

! � E+ � n
�
� ��

;

which correspondsto two shifted subbandswith thegap

!1 � !2 = (E + � E� )+ (n�� � � n
+
� �)� = U + �2n+� �:

If� isvery big,then we obtain

F
� 1
� (!)�

�

[(! � E� )n
�
� � + (! � E+ )n

+
� �]�

=
1

! � (n+� �E + � n
�
� �E � )

:

The latter solution corresponds to a single band centered at the energy

! � n
+
� �U . Thus,this solution explains qualitatively the appearance ofa

gap in the density ofstates when the value ofthe intra-atom ic correlation

exceedsa certain criticalvalue,asitwas�rstconjectured by N.M ott.

Thetwo-polefunctionalstructureofthesingle-particleG F iseasy to under-

stand within theform alism thatdescribesthem otion ofelectronsin binary

alloys[55],[60]. Ifone introducesthe two typesofthe scattering potentials

t� � (! � E� )
� 1,then the two kinds ofthe t-m atrix T+ and T� appears

which satisfy thefollowing system ofequations:

T+ = t+ + t+ G
0
+ + T+ + t+ G

0
+ � T�

T� = t� + t� G
0
� � T� + t� G

0
� + T+ ;

whereG 0
�� isthe barepropagatorbetween the siteswith energiesE � .The

solution ofthissystem isofthe following form

T� =
t� + t� G

0
� t�

(1� t+ G
0
+ + )(1� t� G

0
� � )� G0� + G

0
+ � t+ t�

=

t
� 1
� + G 0

�

(t� 1+ � G0+ + )(t
� 1
� � G0� � )� G0� + G

0
+ �

:(53)

Thus,by com paring this functionaltwo-pole structure and the \Hubbard

III" solution [55],[60]

��(!)= ! � F�(!)
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,itispossibleto identify the\scattering corrections" and \resonancebroad-

ening corrections" in the following way:

F�(!)=
!(! � U )� (! � U n� �)A �(!)

! � U (1� n� �)� A�(!)

A �(!)= Y�(!)+ Y� �(!)� Y
�
� �(U � !)

Y� = F�(!)� G
� 1
0� (!);G 0�(!)= N

� 1
X

k

G k�(!)

Ifwe putA �(!)= 0,we im m ediately obtain the \Hubbard I" solution [54]

G
(H 1)
� (k;!)�

n� �

! � U � �(k)n� �
+

1� n� �

! � �(k)(1� n� �)
(54)

Despite thatthissolution isexactin the atom ic lim it(tij = 0),the "Hub-

bard I" solution has m any serious drawbacks. The corresponding spectral

function consists oftwo �-function peaks. The "Hubbard III" solution in-

cludes severalcorrections,including scattering corrections which broadens

thepeaksand shiftthem when U ischanged.

The \alloy analogy" approxim ation correspondsto A �(!)� Y�(!). An in-

teresting analysisofthe"Hubbard III"solution wasperform ed in paper[60].

The Hubbard sub-band structure was obtained in an analytic form in the

"Hubbard III" approxim ation,using the Lorentzian form forthe density of

statesfornon-interacting electrons. Thisresulted in an analyticalform for

theself-energy and thedensity ofstatesforinteracting electrons.Notethat

the\Hubbard III" self-energy operator��(!)islocal,i.e.doesnotdepend

on thequasi-m om entum .Anotherdrawback ofthissolution isa very incon-

venientfunctionalrepresentation ofelasticand inelasticscatteringprocesses.

Theconceptually new approach to thetheory ofvery strong but�niteelec-

tron correlation for the Hubbard m odelwas proposed by Roth [90]. She

clari�ed m icroscopically theorigination ofthetwo-polesolution ofthesingle-

particle G F in the strongly correlated lim it

G
(R )
� (k;!)�(55)

n� �

! � U � �(k)n� � � Wk� �(1� n� �)
+

1� n� �

! � �(k)(1� n� �)� n� �W k� �

W eseethat,in addition to a band narrowing e�ect,thereisan energy shift

W k� � given by

n�(1� n�)W k� =
X

ij

tij < a
y

i�aj�(1� ni� � � nj� �)> �
X

ij

tijexp[ik(j� i)]

(n2�� < ni�nj� > + < a
y

j� �a
y

i�aj�ai� � > + < a
y

j� �a
y

j�ai�ai� � > )(56)
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Thisenergy shiftcorrectsthesituation with the"Hubbard I" spectralfunc-

tion and recovers,in principle,thepossibility ofdescribingtheferrom agnetic

solution. Thus,the Roth solution gives an im proved version of"Hubbard

I" two-pole solution and includes the band shift,that is m ost im portant

in the case ofa nearly-half-�lled band. It is worth noting that this result

wasa very unusualfactfrom thepointofview ofthestandard Ferm i-liquid

approach,showing thatthenaiveone-electron approxim ation ofband struc-

ture calculations is not valid for the description ofelectron correlations of

lattice ferm ions.

Itisthisfeature-thestrong m odi�cation ofsingle-particle statesby m any-

body correlation e�ects-whoseim portance we wish to em phasize here.

Variousattem ptswerem adetodescribethepropertiesoftheHubbardm odel

in both the strong and weak coupling regim esand to �nd a bettersolution

( e.g. [56]- [58]). Di�erent schem es of decoupling of the equations of

m otion forthe G Fsanalysed and com pared in paper[59],when calculating

the electron contribution to the cohesive energy in a narrow band system .

Thesecalculationsshowed im portanceofthecorrelation e�ectsand theright

schem e ofapproxim ation.

Thus,a sophisticated m any-body techniqueisto beused forcalculating the

excitation spectra and othercharacteristicsat�nitetem peratures.W eshall

show herefollowing papers[43],[23]thattheIG F m ethod perm itsusto im -

prove substantially both the solutions,Hubbard and Roth,by de�ning the

correctG eneralized M ean Fieldsforthe Hubbard m odel.

4.2.2 Single Im purity A nderson M odel(SIA M )

TheHam iltonian ofSIAM can bewritten in the form [53]

H =
X

k�

�kc
y

k�
ck� +

X

�

E 0�f
y

0�f0� + U=2
X

�

n0�n0� � +(57)

X

k�

Vk(c
y

k�
f0� + f

y

0�ck�)

where c
y

k�
and f

y

0� are,respectively,the creation operators for conduction

and localized electrons;�k isthe conduction electron energy,E 0� isthe lo-

calized electron energy level,and U istheintra-atom icCoulom b interaction

at the im purity site;Vk represents the s� (d)f hybridization interaction

term and waswritten in paper[53]in the following form

Vk =
1

p
N

X

j

Vf(R j)exp(ikR j)(58)

Thehybridization m atrix elem entis

Vf(R j)=

Z

 
y

k
(~r)H H � F

�(~r� ~R j)dr
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The use ofHartree-Fock term here is notable,since it justi�es the initial

treatm ent ofSIAM in[53]entirely in the H-F approxim ation. A num ber

ofapproaches for SIAM and other correlated electronic system s was pro-

posed,aim ed atanswering theAnderson question:"...whethera realm any-

body theory would give answer radically di�erent from the Hartree-Fock

results?"[53].

O urgoalistoproposeanew com bined m any-body approach forthedescrip-

tion ofm any-body quasi-particle dynam icsofSIAM at�nitetem peratures.

The interplay and com petition ofthe kinetic energy (�k),potentialenergy

(U ),and hybridization (V )substantially inuence the electronic spectrum .

The renorm alized electron energies are tem perature-dependent,and elec-

tronic stateshave �nite lifetim es.Thesee�ectsare described m ostsuitable

by the G reen functionsm ethod.Thepurposeofthe presentapproach isto

�nd theelectronicquasi-particlespectrum renorm alized by interactions(U-

and V-term s) in a wide range oftem peratures and m odelparam eters and

to calculate explicitly thedam ping oftheelectronic states.

4.2.3 Periodic A nderson M odel(PA M )

Letusnow considera lattice generalization ofSIAM ,theso-called periodic

Anderson m odel(PAM ). The basic assum ption of the periodic im purity

Anderson m odelis the presence oftwo well-de�ned subsystem s,i.e. the

Ferm isea of nearly free conduction electrons and the localized im purity

orbitals em bedded into the continuum of conduction electron states ( in

rare-earth com pounds,forinstance,the continuum isactually a m ixture of

s,p,and d states,and thelocalized orbitalsaref states).Thesim plestform

ofPAM

H =
X

k�

�kc
y

k�
ck� +

X

i�

E 0f
y

i�fi� + U=2
X

i�

ni�ni� � +(59)

V
p
N

X

ik�

(exp(ikR i)c
y

k�
fi� + exp(� ikRi)f

y

i�ck�)

assum esa one-electron energy levelE 0,hybridization interaction V ,and the

Coulom b interaction U ateach lattice site.Using the transform ation

c
y

k�
=

1
p
N

X

j

exp(� ikRj)c
y

j�; ck� =
1

p
N

X

j

exp(ikR j)cj�

theHam iltonian (59)can berewritten in the W annierrepresentation:

H =
X

ij�

tijc
y

i�cj� +
X

i�

E 0f
y

i�fi� + U=2
X

i�

ni�ni� � +(60)

V
X

i�

(c
y

i�fi� + f
y

i�ci�)
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Ifone retains the k-dependence ofthe hybridization m atrix elem ent Vk in

(60),the last term in the PAM Ham iltonian describing the hybridization

interaction between the localized im purity states and extended conduction

states and containing the essence ofa speci�cicity ofthe Anderson m odel,

isasfollows

X

ij�

Vij(c
y

i�fi� + f
y

i�ci�); Vij =
1

N

X

k

Vkexp[ik(R j � Ri)]

The on-site hybridization Vii is equal to zero for sym m etry reasons. A

detailed analysisofthe hybridization problem from a generalpointofview

and in the context ofPAM was m ade in paper[61]. The Ham iltonian of

PAM in the Bloch representation takesthe form

H =
X

k�

�kc
y

k�
ck� +

X

i�

E kf
y

k�
fk� + U=2

X

i�

ni�ni� � +(61)

X

k�

Vk(c
y

k�
fk� + f

y

k�
ck�)

Notethatascom pared to theSIAM ,thePAM hasitsown speci�cfeatures.

This can lead to peculiar m agnetic properties for concentrated rare-earth

system swherethe criterion form agnetic ordering dependson the com peti-

tion between indirectRK K Y-typeinteraction[62](notincluded intoSIAM )

and theK ondo-typesinglet-sitescreening (contained in SIAM ).Theinclu-

sion ofinter-im purity correlations m akesthe problem m ore di�cult. Since

these inter-im purity e�ects play an essentialrole in physicalbehaviour of

realsystem s[62],[63],itisinstructiveto considerthetwo-im purity Anderson

m odel(TIAM )too.

4.2.4 T w o-Im purity A nderson M odel( T IA M )

Thetwo-im purityAndersonm odelwasconsidered byAlexanderand Anderson[64].

They putforward a theory which introducestheim purity-im purity interac-

tion within a gam e ofparam eters.TheHam iltonian ofTIAM reads

H =
X

ij�

tijc
y

i�cj� +
X

i= 1;2�

E 0if
y

i�fi� + U=2
X

i= 1;2�

ni�ni� � +(62)

X

i�

(Vkic
y

i�fi� + Vikf
y

i�ci�)+
X

�

(V12f
y

1�f2� + V21f
y

2�f1�)

whereE 0iaretheposition energiesoflocalized states(forsim plicity,wecon-

sideridenticalim puritiesand s-type (i.e. non-degenerate) orbitals: E 01 =

E 02 = E 0. Letusrecallthatthe hybridization m atrix elem entVik wasde-

�ned in (58).AsfortheTIAM ,thesituation with therightde�nition ofthe

param etersV12 and Vik isnotvery clear.The de�nition ofV12 in[64]isthe

following

V12 = V
y

21
=

Z

�
y

1
(~r)H f�2(~r)dr
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(now H f without"H-F"m ark).Theessentially localcharacteroftheHam il-

tonian H f clearly showsthatV12 describesthedirectcouplingbetween near-

estneighboring sites(fora detailed discussion see[29]where the hierarchy

ofthe Anderson m odelswasdiscussed too ).

5 E�ective and G eneralized M ean Fields

5.1 M olecular Field A pproxim ation

The m ostcom m on technique forstudying the subjectofinteracting m any-

particle system s is to use the m ean �eld theory. This approxim ation is

especially popular in the theory ofm agnetism [65]. Nevertheless, it was

pointed [66]that

"theW eissm olecular�eld theory playsan enigm aticrolein sta-

tisticalm echanicsofm agnetism ".

To calculatethesusceptibility and othercharacteristicfunctionsofasystem

oflocalized m agnetic m om ents,with a given interaction Ham iltonian,the

approxim ation,term ed the"m olecular�eld approxim ation"wasused widely.

However,it is not an easy task to give the form aluni�ed de�nition what

the m ean �eld is. In a sense,the m ean �eld is the um brella term for a

variety oftheoreticalm ethodsofreducing them any-particleproblem to the

single-particle one. M ean �eld theory,thatapproxim ates the behaviourof

a system by ignoring the e�ect ofuctuations and those spin correlations

which dom inatethecollectivepropertiesoftheferrom agnetusually provides

a starting and estim ating point only,for studying phase transitions. The

m ean �eld theories m iss im portant features ofthe dynam ics ofa system .

Them ain intention ofthem ean �eld theories,startingfrom theworksofvan

der W aals and P.W eiss,is to take into account the cooperative behaviour

of a large num ber of particles. It is wellknown that earlier theories of

phase transitions based on the ideas ofvan der W aals and W eiss lead to

predictionswhich arequalitatively atvariancewith resultsofm easurem ents

nearthecriticalpoint.O thervariantsofsim pli�ed m ean �eld theoriessuch

asthe Hartree-Fock theory forelectronsin atom s,etc lead to discrepancies

ofvariouskindstoo.Itistherefore naturalto analyze the reasonsforsuch

drawbacksofearliervariantsofthe m ean �eld theories.

5.2 E�ective Field T heories

A num ber of e�ective �eld theories which are im proved versions of the

"m olecular �eld approxim ation" were proposed. It is the purpose ofthis

study to stressa speci�city ofstrongly correlated m any-particle system son

a lattice contrary to continuum (uniform )system s.Although m any im por-

tant questions rem ain stillunresolved,a vision ofusefulsynthesis begins
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to em erge. Asa workable eye-guide ,the setofm ean �eld theories(m ost

probably incom plete ) is shown in Table 1. The m eaning ofm any these

entriesand term swillbecom eclearerin theforthcom ing discussion and will

put them in a clearer perspective. M y m ain purpose is to elucidate ( at

least in the m athem aticalstructure ) and to give plausible argum ents for

the tendency,which expounded in Table 1. This tendency shows the fol-

lowing.Theearlierconceptsofm olecular�eld were described in term sofa

functionalofm ean m agnetic m om ents(in m agnetic term inology )orm ean

particledensities(Hartree-Fock �eld ).Thecorrespondingm ean-�eld func-

tionalF [< n > ;< Sz > ]describestheuniform m ean �eld.

Actually,theW eissm odelwasnotbased on discrete"spins"asiswellknown,

buttheuniform ity ofthem ean internal�eld wasthem ostessentialfeature

ofthem odel.In them odern language,oneshould assum ethattheinterac-

tion between atom ic spinsSi and itsneighborsisequivalentto a m ean (or

m olecular)�eld,M i= �0[h
(ext)

i + h
(m f)

i ]and thatthem olecular�eld h
(m f)

i

isoftheform h(m f) =
P

iJ(R ji)< Si> (aboveTc ).Hereh
extisan applied

conjugate�eld,�0 istheresponsefunction,and J(R ji)isan interaction.In

otherwords,them ean �eld approxim ation reducesthem any-particle prob-

lem to a single-site problem in which a m agnetic m om ent at any site can

beeitherparallelorantiparallelto thetotalm agnetic�eld com posed ofthe

applied �eld and the m olecular �eld. The average interaction ofineigh-

borswastaken into accountonly,and theuctuationswereneglected.O ne

particularexam ple,wherethem ean �eld theory worksrelatively wellisthe

hom ogeneous structuralphase transitions;in thiscase the uctuationsare

con�ned in phasespace.

The next im portant step was m ade by L.Neel[67]. He conjectured that

the W eissinternal�eld m ightbe eitherpositive ornegative in sign. In the

lattercase,heshowed thatbelow a criticaltem perature(Neeltem perature

) an ordered arrangem ent ofequalnum bers ofoppositely directed atom ic

m om entscould beenergetically favorable.Thisnew m agneticstructurewas

term ed antiferrom agnetism .Itwasconjectured thatthetwo-sublatticeNeel

(classical)ground state isform ed by localstaggered internalm ean �elds.

There is a num berofthe "correlated e�ective �eld" theories,thattend to

repairthelim itationsofsim pli�ed m ean �eld theories.Therem arkableand

ingenious one is the O nsager "reaction �eld approxim ation"[68]. He sug-

gested thatthepartofthem olecular�eld on a given dipolem om entwhich

com esfrom the reaction ofneighboring m oleculesto the instantaneousori-

entation ofthe m om entshould notbe included into the e�ective orienting

�eld. This "reaction �eld" sim ply follows the m otion ofthe m om ent and

thusdoesnotfavoroneorientation overanother.Them eaning ofthem ean

�eld approxim ation for the spin glass problem is very interesting butspe-

ci�c,and we willnot discuss it here. A single-site m olecular-�eld m odel

for random ly dilute ferro- and antiferrom agnets in the fram ework of the
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double-tim e therm alG Fswaspresented in paper[69].

5.3 G eneralized M ean Fields

Itwasshown [39],[46],[70]thatm ean-�eld approxim ations,forexam plethe

m olecular�eld approxim ation fora spin system ,the Hartree-Fock approxi-

m ation and the BCS-Bogoliubov approxim ation foran electron system are

universally form ulated by the Peierls-Bogoliubov-Feynm an (PBF) inequal-

ity:

� �
� 1
ln(Tre(� �H ))�

� �
� 1
ln(Tre(� �H

m f))+
Tre(� �H

m f)(H � Hm f)

Tre(� �H
m f)

(63)

HereF isthefreeenergy,and H m f isa"trial"ora"m ean �eld"approxim at-

ingHam iltonian.Thisinequality givestheupperbound ofthefreeenergy of

am any-bodysystem .Itisim portanttoem phasizethattheBCS-Bogoliubov

theory ofsuperconductivity [10],[71]wasform ulated on the basisofa trial

Ham iltonian which consists ofa quadratic form ofcreation and annihila-

tion operators,including "anom alous" ( o�-diagonal) averages [10]. The

functionalofthem ean �eld (forthesuperconducting single-band Hubbard

m odel)isofthefollowing form [71]:

�c
� = U

 
< a

y

i� �ai� � > � < ai�ai� � >

� < a
y

i� �a
y

i� > � < a
y

i�ai� >

!

(64)

The "anom alous" o�-diagonalterm s �x the relevant BCS-Bogoliubov vac-

uum and selecttheappropriate setofsolutions.

Anotherrem ark aboutthe BCS-Bogolubov m ean-�eld approach isinstruc-

tive. Speaking in physicalterm s,this theory involves a condensation cor-

rectly,in spitethatsuch acondensation cannotbeobtained by an expansion

in thee�ectiveinteraction between electrons.O therm ean �eld theories,e.g.

theW eissm olecular�eld theory and thevan derW aalstheory oftheliquid-

gastransition arem uch lessreliable.Thereason why a m ean-�eld theory of

the superconductivity in the BCS-Bogoliubov form is successfulwould ap-

pearto bethatthem ain correlationsin m etalaregoverned by theextrem e

degeneracy ofthe electron gas. The correlationsdue to the paircondensa-

tion,although they havedram atice�ects,areweak (atleastin theordinary

superconductors)in com parison with thetypicalelectron energies,and m ay

betreated in an averageway with a reasonableaccuracy.Allaboverem arks

have relevance to ordinary low-tem perature superconductors. In high-Tc

superconductors,thecorresponding degeneracy tem peratureism uch lower,

and the transition tem peraturesare m uch higher.In addition,the relevant

interaction responsible forthe pairing and itsstrength are unknown.From

thispointofview,the high-Tc system sare m ore com plicated. Itshould be
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clari�ed whatgoverns the scale oftem peratures,i.e. criticaltem perature,

degeneracy tem perature,interaction strength ortheircom plex com bination,

etc. In this way a usefulinsight into this extrem ely com plicated problem

would begained.

G eneralization ofthem olecular�eld approxim ation on thebasisofthePBF

inequality ispossiblewhen weknow a particularsolution ofthem odel(e.g.,

for one-dim ensionalIsing m odelwe know the exact solution in the �eld).

O necan usethissolution to geta betterapproxim ation than them ean �eld

theory.Therearesom eotherm ethodsofim provem entofthem olecular�eld

theory [72],[73].Unfortunately,these approachesarenonsystem atic.

From the pointofview ofquantum m any-body theory,the problem ofad-

equate introduction ofm ean �eldsforsystem ofm any interacting particles

can bem ostconsistently investigated in thefram ework oftheIG F m ethod.

A correctcalculation ofthequasi-particlespectraand theirdam ping,partic-

ularly,forsystem swith a com plicated spectrum and strong interaction [24]

reveals,asitwillbeshown below,thatthegeneralized m ean �eldscan have

very com plicated structurewhich cannotbedescribed by a functionalofthe

m ean-particle density.

To illustrate the actualdistinction ofdescription ofthe generalized m ean

�eld in theequation-of-m otion m ethod forthedouble-tim eG reen functions,

let us com pare the two approaches,nam ely,that ofTyablikov [46]and of

Callen [74]. W e shallconsider the G reen function < < S+ jS� > > for the

isotropic Heisenberg m odel

H = �
1

2

X

ij

J(i� j)~Si~Sj(65)

Theequation ofm otion (14)forthespin G reen function isofthe form

! < < S
+

i jS
�
j > > !=(66)

2 < S
z
> �ij +

X

g

J(i� g)< < S
+

i S
z
g � S

+
g S

z
ijS

�
j > > !

The Tyablikov decoupling expresses the second-order G F in term s ofthe

�rst(initial)G F:

< < S
+

i S
z
gjS

�
j > > = < S

z
> < < S

+

i jS
�
j > >(67)

Thisapproxim ation isan RPA-type;itdoesnotlead to thedam ping ofspin

wave excitations(cf.(41))

E (q)=
X

g

J(i� g)< S
z
> exp[i(~R i� ~R g)~q]= 2< S

z
> (J0 � Jq)(68)

Thereason forthisisrathertransparent.Thisdecouplingdoesnottakeinto

accountthe inelastic m agnon-m agnon scattering processes. In a sense,the
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Tyablikov approxim ation consists ofapproxim ating the com m utation rela-

tionsofspin operatorsto the extentofreplacing the com m utation relation

[S+i ;S
�
j ]� = 2Szi�ij by [S

+

i ;S
�
j ]� = 2 < Sz > �ij .

Callen [74] has proposed an im proved decoupling approxim ation in the

m ethod ofTyablikov in the following form :

< < S
z
gS

+

f
jB > > ! < S

z
> < < S

+

f
jB > > � � < S

�
g S

+

f
> < < S

+
g jB > >(69)

Here 0 � � � 1. To clarify thispoint,itshould be rem inded thatforspin

1=2 (theprocedurewasgeneralized by Callen toan arbitrary spin),thespin

operatorSz can be written asSzg = S � S�g S
+
g orSzg =

1

2
(S+g S

�
g � S�g S

+
g ).

Itiseasy to show that

S
z
g = �S +

1� �

2
S
+
g S

�
g �

1+ �

2
S
�
g S

+
g

The operator S�g S
+
g represents the deviation of< Sz > from S. In the

low-tem perature region,this deviation is sm all,and � � 1. Sim ilarly,the

operator 1

2
(S+g S

�
g � S�g S

+
g )representsthedeviation of< Sz > from 0.Thus,

when < Sz > approachesto zero,one can expectthat� � 0.Thus,in this

way,itispossible to obtain a correction to the Tyablikov decoupling with

eitherapositiveornegativesign,ornocorrection atall,orany interm ediate

value,depending on the choice of�. The above Callen argum ents are not

rigorous,for,although the di�erence in the operatorsS + S� and S� S+ is

sm allif< Sz > � 0,each operatorm akesacontribution oftheorderofS,and

itiseach operatorwhich istreated approxim ately,notthedi�erence.There

are som e other drawbacks ofthe Callen decoupling schem e. Nevertheless,

the Callen decoupling was the �rst conceptualattem pt to introduce the

interpolation decoupling procedure. Let us note that the choice of� = 0

overtheentire tem perature rangeisjusttheTyablikov decoupling (67).

Theenergy spectrum fortheCallen decoupling isgiven by

E (q)= 2 < S
z
> ((J0 � Jq)+

< Sz >

N S2

X

k

[J(k)� J(k � q)]N (E (k)))(70)

Here N (E (k)) isthe Bose distribution function N (E (k))= [exp(E (k)�)�

1]� 1.Thisisan im plicitequation forN (E (k)),involvingtheunknown quan-

tity < Sz > .Forthelatteran additionalequation isgiven [74].Thus,both

these equationsconstitute a setofcoupled equationswhich m ustbe solved

self-consistently for< Sz > .

Thisform ulation oftheCallen decouplingschem edisplaysexplicitly theten-

dency oftheim proved description ofthem ean �eld.In asense,itispossible

to say that the Callen work dates really the idea ofthe generalized m ean

�eld within the equation-of-m otion m ethod for double-tim e G Fs,however,

in a sem i-intuitiveform .Thenextessentialstepswerem adeby Plakida [47]

fortheHeisenberg ferrom agnetand by K uzem sky [43],[23]fortheHubbard
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m odel.Aswasm entioned above,thecorrectde�nition ofG eneralized M ean

Fieldsdependson thecondition oftheproblem ,thestrength ofinteraction,

thechoice ofrelevantoperators,and on thesym m etry requirem ents.

5.4 Sym m etry B roken Solutions

In m any-body interacting system s, the sym m etry is im portant in classi-

fying di�erent phases and in understanding the phase transitions between

them [75]. According to Bogoliubov [75]( cf. refs.[77],[76],[78]) in each

condensed phase,in addition to the norm alprocess,there isan anom alous

process (or processes) which can take place because ofthe long-range in-

ternal�eld,with a corresponding propagator. Additionally,the G oldstone

theorem [79]statesthat,in a system in which a continuoussym m etry isbro-

ken ( i.e. a system such that the ground state is not invariant under the

operations ofa continuous unitary group whose generators com m ute with

the Ham iltonian ),there existsa collective m odewith frequency vanishing,

as the m om entum goes to zero. For m any-particle system s on a lattice,

this statem ent needs a proper adaptation. In the above form ,the G old-

stone theorem is true only ifthe condensed and norm alphases have the

sam etranslationalproperties.W hen translationalsym m etry isalso broken,

the G oldstone m ode appears at a zero frequency but at nonzero m om en-

tum ,e.g.,a crystaland a helicalspin-density-wave (SDW )ordering (seefor

discussion[80]-[82]).

The anom alouspropagatorsforan interacting m any-ferm ion system corre-

sponding to theferrom agnetic(FM ),antiferrom agnetic(AFM ),and super-

conducting (SC)long-range ordering aregiven by

F M :G fm � < < ak�;a
y

k� �
> >(71)

AF M :G afm � < < ak+ Q �;a
y

k+ Q 0�0
> >

SC :G sc � < < ak�;a� k� � > >

In the SDW case,a particle picksup a m om entum Q � Q0from scattering

against the periodic structure ofthe spiral( nonuniform ) internal�eld,

and hasitsspin changed from � to �0by the spin-aligning characterofthe

internal�eld.TheLong-Range-O rder(LRO )param etersare:

F M :m = 1=N
X

k�

< a
y

k�
ak� � >(72)

AF M :M Q =
X

k�

< a
y

k�
ak+ Q � � >

SC :�=
X

k

< a
y

� k#
a
y

k"
>

33



Itisim portantto note thatthe long-range orderparam etersare functions

oftheinternal�eld,which isitselfa function oftheorderparam eter.There

isa m orem athem aticalway ofform ulating thisassertion.According to the

paper [75],the notion "sym m etry breaking" m eans that the state fails to

have the sym m etry thatthe Ham iltonian has.

A truebreaking ofsym m etry can ariseonly iftherearein�nitesim al"source

�elds". Indeed,for the rotationally and translationally invariant Ham ilto-

nian,suitable source term sshould beadded:

F M :"�B H x

X

k�

a
y

k�
ak� �(73)

AF M :"�B H
X

kQ

a
y

k�
ak+ Q � �

SC :"v
X

k

(a
y

� k#
a
y

k"
+ ak"a� k#)

where"! 0 isto betaken atthe end ofcalculations.

For exam ple,broken sym m etry solutions ofthe SDW type im ply that the

vector Q is a m easure of the inhom ogeneity or breaking of translational

sym m etry. The Hubbard m odelisa very interesting toolforanalyzing the

sym m etrybroken concept.Itispossibletoshow thatantiferrom agneticstate

and m ore com plicated states (e.g. ferrim agnetic) can be m ade eigenfunc-

tionsofthe self-consistent�eld equationswithin an "extended" m ean-�eld

approach,assum ing thatthe "anom alous" averages< a
y

i�ai� � > determ ine

thebehaviourofthesystem on thesam efooting asthe"norm al" density of

quasi-particles< a
y

i�ai� > .Itisclear,however,thatthese "spin-ip" term s

break therotationalsym m etry oftheHubbard Ham iltonian.Forthesingle-

band Hubbard Ham iltonian,the averages < a
y

i� �ai;� > = 0 because ofthe

rotationalsym m etry ofthe Hubbard m odel.The inclusion of"anom alous"

averages leads to the so-called "unresricted" H-F approxim ation (UHFA).

This type ofapproxim ation was used som etim es also for the single-band

Hubbard m odelforcalculating the density ofstates. Forthisaim ,the fol-

lowing de�nition ofUHFA

ni� �ai� � < ni� � > ai�� < a
y

i� �ai� > ai� �(74)

was used. Thus,in addition to the standard H-F term ,the new so-called

\spin-ip" term s are retained. Thisexam ple clearly shows thatthe struc-

tureofm ean �eld followsfrom thespeci�city oftheproblem and should be

de�ned in a properway.So,oneneedsa properly de�ned e�ective Ham ilto-

nian H e�.In paper[83]wethoroughly analyzed theproperde�nition ofthe

irreducibleG Fswhich includesthe\spin-ip"term sforthecaseofitinerant

antiferrom agnetism [84]ofcorrelated lattice ferm ions.Forthe single-orbital

Hubbard m odel,thede�nition ofthe "irreducible" partshould bem odi�ed
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in the following way:

(ir)
< < ak+ p�a

y
p+ q� �aq� �ja

y

k�
> > != < < ak+ p�a

y
p+ q� �aq� �ja

y

k�
> > ! �

�p;0 < nq� � > G k�� < ak+ p�a
y
p+ q� � > < < aq� �ja

y

k�
> > !(75)

From this de�nition it follows that this way of introduction of the IG F

broadenstheinitialalgebra ofoperatorsand theinitialsetoftheG Fs.This

m eansthatthe\actual"algebraofoperatorsm ustincludethespin-ip term s

from the beginning,nam ely: (ai�,a
y

i�,ni�,a
y

i�ai� �). The corresponding

initialG F willbeoftheform

 
< < ai�ja

y

j� > > < < ai�ja
y

j� � > >

< < ai� �ja
y

j� > > < < ai� �ja
y

j� � > >

!

W ith thisde�nition,one introducesthe so-called anom alous (o�-diagonal)

G Fswhich �x the relevantvacuum and selectthe propersym m etry broken

solutions. In fact,this approxim ation was investigated earlier by K ishore

and Joshi[85].They clearly pointed outthatthey assum ed a system to be

m agnetised in the x direction instead ofthe conventionalz axis.

The problem of�nding the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic "sym m e-

try broken" solutions ofthe correlated lattice ferm ion m odels within IG F

m ethod wasinvestigated in ref.[83].A uni�ed schem e forthe construction

ofG eneralized M ean Fields(elasticscatteringcorrections)and self-energy (

inelasticscattering )in term softheDyson equation wasgeneralized in order

to includethe"source�elds".The"sym m etry broken"dynam icsolutionsof

theHubbard m odelwhich correspond to varioustypesofitinerantantiferro-

m agnetism were discussed.Thisapproach com plem entspreviousstudiesof

m icroscopic theory ofthe Heisenberg antiferrom agnet[30]and clari�esthe

concepts ofNeelsublattices forlocalized and itinerant antiferrom agnetism

and "spin-aligning �elds" ofcorrelated lattice ferm ions.

6 Q uasi-Particle M any B ody D ynam ics

In thisSection,wediscussthem icroscopicview ofadynam icbehaviourofin-

teracting m any-body system son a lattice.Itwasrecognized form any years

thatthestrongcorrelation in solidsexistbetween them otionsofvariouspar-

ticles(electronsand ions,i.e. the ferm ion and boson degreesoffreedom )

which arisefrom theCoulom b forces.Them ostinteresting objectsarem et-

als and their com pounds. They are invariant under the translation group

ofa crystallattice and have lattice vibrationsaswellaselectron degreesof

freedom .Therearem any evidencesfortheim portanceofm any-body e�ects

in these system s. W ithin the Landau sem i-phenom enologicaltheory itwas

suggested thatthelow-lyingexcited statesofan interactingFerm igascan be

described in term sofa setof"independentquasi-particles". However,this
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wasa phenom enologicalapproach and did notrevealthe natureofrelevant

interactions.

6.1 G reen Function Picture ofQ uasi-Particles

An alternative way ofviewing quasi-particles,m ore generaland consistent,

is through the G reen function schem e ofm any-body theory[4],which we

sketch below forcom pletenessand forpedagogicalreasons.

W eshould m ention thatthereexista big variety ofquasi-particlesin m any-

body system s. Atsu�ciently low tem peratures,few quasi-particlesare ex-

cited,and thereforethisdilutequasi-particlegasisnearly a non-interacting

gas in the sense that the quasi-particles rarely collide. The success ofthe

quasi-particle concept in an interacting m any-body system is particularly

striking because ofa great num ber ofvarious applications. However,the

rangeofvalidity ofthequasi-particleapproxim ation,especially forstrongly

interacting lattice system s,was not discussed properly in m any cases. In

system slike sim ple m etals,quasi-particlesconstitute long-lived,weakly in-

teracting excitations,since theirintrinsic decay rate variesasthe squareof

thedispersion law,thereby justifying theiruseasthebuildingblocksforthe

low-lying excitation spectrum .

Unfortunately,there are m any strongly correlated system s on a lattice for

which we do not have at present the truly the �rst-principles proofofa

sim ilarcorrespondenceofthelow-lying excited statesofnoninteracting and

interacting system s,adiabatic switching on ofthe interaction,a sim ple ef-

fective m assspectrum ,long lifetim es ofquasi-particles,etc. These speci�c

featuresofstrongly correlated system sarethem ain reason ofwhy theusual

perturbation theory starting from noninteracting statesdoesnotwork prop-

erly.M any othersubtlenonanalytice�ectswhich arepresenteven in norm al

system shave thesim ilarnature.Thislack ofa rigorousfoundation forthe

theory ofstrongly interacting system s on a lattice is not only a problem

ofthe m athem aticalperfectionism ,but also that ofthe correct physics of

interacting system s.

As we m entioned earlier,to describe a quasi-particle correctly,the G reen

functionsm ethod isa very suitable and usefultool.W hatconcernsushere

are form alexpression for the single-particle G F (38) and the correspond-

ing quasi-particle excitation spectrum . From the equation ( 24) it is thus

seen thatthe G F iscom pletely determ ined by the spectralweightfunction

A(!).Thespectralweightfunction reectsthem icroscopicstructureofthe

system underconsideration. The otherterm in (24)isa separation ofthe

purely statisticalaspectsofG F.From theequation (20)itfollowsthatthe

spectralweightfunction can be written form ally in term sofm any-particle

eigenstates. Its Fourier transform origination ( 18) is then the density of

statesthatcan be reached by adding orrem oving a particle ofa given m o-

m entum and energy.
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Consider a system of interacting ferm ions as an exam ple. For a nonin-

teracting system , the spectral weight function of the single-particle G F

G k(!)= < < ak�;a
y

k�
> > hasthesim plepeaked structure

A k(!)� �(! � �k)

.Foran interactingsystem ,thespectralfunction A k(!)hasnosuch asim ple

peaked structure,butitobeysthe following conditions

A k(!)� 0;

Z

A k(!)d! = < [ak�;a
y

k�
]+ > = 1

Thus,wecan seefrom theseexpressionsthatforanoninteractingsystem ,the

sum ruleisexhausted by a singlepeak.A sharply peaked spectralfunction

foran interacting system m eansa long-lived single-particle-like excitation.

Thus,the spectralweight function was established here as the physically

signi�cant attribute ofG F.The question ofhow best to extract it from a

m icroscopic theory isthem ain aim ofthepresentreview.

TheG F forthenon-interacting system isG k(!)= (! � �k)
� 1.Fora weakly

interactingFerm isystem ,wehaveG k(!)= (!� �k� M k(!))
� 1 whereM k(!)

isthem assoperator.Thus,fora weakly interacting system ,the �-function

forA k(!)isspread into a peak of�nitewidth dueto them assoperator.W e

have

M k(! � i�)= ReMk(!)� Im M k(!)= � k(!)� �k(!)

Thesingle-particle G F can bewritten in the form

G k(!)= f! � [�k + � k(!)]� �k(!)g
� 1(76)

In theweaklyinteractingcase,wecan thus�nd theenergiesofquasi-particles

by looking forthe polesofsingle-particle G F (76)

! = �k + � k(!)� �k(!)

.Thedispersion relation ofa quasi-particle

�(k)= �k + � k[�(k)]� �k[�(k)]

and the lifetim e 1=�k then reectsthe inter-particle interaction. Itiseasy

to seetheconnection between thewidth ofthespectralweightfunction and

decay rate.W e can write

A k(!)= (exp(�!)+ 1)� 1(� i)[Gk(! + i�)� Gk(! � i�)]=(77)

(exp(�!)+ 1)� 1
2�k(!)

[! � (�k + � k(!))]
2 + �2

k
(!)

In otherwords,forthiscase,the corresponding propagatorcan be written

in the form

G k(t)� exp(� i�(k)t)exp(� �kt)
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This form shows under which conditions,the tim e-developm ent ofan in-

teracting system can be interpreted as the propagation ofa quasi-particle

with a reasonably well-de�ned energy and a su�ciently long lifetim e. To

dem onstrate this,we considerthefollowing conditions

� k[�(k)]� �(k); �k[�(k)]� �(k)

Then we can write

G k(!)=
1

[! � �(k)][1�
d� k(!)

d!
j!= �(k)]+ i�k[�(k)]

(78)

wheretherenorm alized energy ofexcitationsisde�ned by

�(k)= �k + � k[�(k)]

In thiscase,we have,instead of(77),

A k(!)=(79)

[exp(��(k))+ 1]� 1[1�
d� k(!)

d!
j�(k)]

� 1 2�(k)

(! � �(k))2 + �2(k)

Asa result,we�nd

G k(t)= < < ak�(t);a
y

k�
> > =(80)

= � i�(t)exp(� i�(k)t)exp(� �(k)t)[1�
d� k(!)

d!
j�(k)]

� 1

A widely known strategy to justify this line ofreasoning is the perturba-

tion theory[4]. A detailed analysisofvarioussuccessfulapproxim ationsfor

the determ ination ofexcited states in the fram ework ofthe quasi-particle

concept and the G reen functions m ethod in m etals,sem iconductors,and

insulatorswasdonein review paper[86].

Thereareexam plesofweakly interacting system s,i.g.thesuperconducting

phase,which arenotconnected perturbatively with noninteracting system s.

M oreover,the superconductorisa system in which the interaction between

electronsqualitatively changesthespectrum ofexcitations.However,quasi-

particlesare stillofuse even in thiscase,due to the correctrede�nition of

the relevant generalized m ean �eld which includes the anom alous averages

(see (72)). In a strongly interacted system on a lattice with com plex spec-

tra,theconceptofa quasi-particleneedsa suitableadaptation and a careful

exam ination. It is therefore usefulto have the workable and e�cient IG F

m ethod which,aswe shallsee,perm itsoneto determ ineand correctly sep-

aratetheelastic and inelastic scattering renorm alizationsthrough a correct

de�nition ofthe generalized m ean �eld and to calculate realquasi-particle

spectra,including the dam ping and lifetim e e�ects. A carefulanalysisand

38



detailed presentationsoftheIG F m ethod willprovidean im portantstep to

theform ulation oftheconsistenttheory ofstrongly interacting system sand

thejusti�cation ofapproxim atem ethodspresently used within equation-of-

m otion approaches. These latter rem arks willnot be substantiated until

nextSections,butitisim portantto em phasizethatthedevelopm entwhich

followsisnota m erely form alexercise butessentialfortheproperand con-

sistenttheory ofstrongly interacting m any-body system son a lattice.

6.2 Spin-W ave Scattering E�ectsin H eisenberg Ferrom agnet

In this Section,we briey describe ,m ainly for pedagogicalreasons,how

theform ulation ofthequasi-particlepicturedependsin an essentialway on

an analysisofthesortintroduced in Section 3.1.W econsiderherethem ost

studied caseofa Heisenberg ferrom agnet[47]with theHam iltonian (65)and

theequation ofm otion (66).In an earlierdiscussion in Sections4.11and 5.3,

wedescribed theTyablikov decouplingprocedure(67)based on replacingSzi
by < Szi > in thelastterm of(66).W ealso discussed an alternativem ethod

ofdecoupling proposed by Callen (69). Both these decoupling procedures

retain only the elastic spin-wave scattering e�ects. But for our purposes,

it is essentialto retain also the inelastic scattering e�ects,and therefore,

we m ustcarefully identify and separate the elastic and inelastic spin-wave

scattering.Thisisdirectly related with thecorrectde�nition ofgeneralized

m ean �elds.Thus,thepurposeofthepresentconsideration isto justify the

useofIG F m ethod forthe self-consistenttheory ofspin-wave interactions.

TheirreduciblepartofG F isintroduced according to thede�nition (30)as

(ir)
< < (S+i S

z
g� S

+
g S

z
i)jS

�
j > > = < < (S+i S

z
g� S

+
g S

z
i)� AigS

+

i � AgiS
+
g jS

�
j > >

(81)

Here the unknown quantities A ig are de�ned on the basisoforthogonality

constraint(31)

< [(S
+

i S
z
g � S

+
g S

z
i)
(ir)

;S
�
j ]> = 0

W e have (i6= g)

A ig = A gi=
2 < SziS

z
g > + < S

�
i S

+
g >

2 < Sz >
(82)

The de�nition (see eq.(33) ) ofa generalized m ean �eld G F G M F is given

by the equation

!G
M F
ij = 2 < S

z
> �ij +

X

g

JigA ig(G
M F
ij � G

M F
gj )(83)

From theDyson equation in the form (37)we�nd

M ij = (Pij)
p =(84)

< 2Sz > � 2
X

gl

JigJlj < < (S+i S
z
g � S

+
g S

z
i)

(ir)j((S+i S
z
g � S

+
g S

z
i)

(ir))y > > (p)
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where the proper(p)partofthe irreducible G F isde�ned by the equation

(36)

Pij = M ij +
X

gl

M igG
M F
gl Plj; M ij = (Pij)

p

(in the diagram m atic language,thism eansthatithasno partsconnected

by oneG M F -line).Theform alsolution oftheDyson equation isoftheform

(38):

G ij(!)=(85)

2< S
z
> N

� 1
X

k

exp[ik(R i� Rj)][! � !(k)� 2 < S
z
> M k(!)]

� 1

Thespectrum ofspin excitationsin thegeneralized m ean �eld approxim ation

isgiven by

!(k)= N
� 1

X

ig

JigA igf1� exp[ik(Ri� Rj)]g(86)

Now itisnotdi�cultto see thatthe result(86)includesboth thesim plest

spin-wave dispersion law (41) and the result ofTyablikov decoupling (67)

asthelim iting cases

!(k)= < S
z
> (J0 � Jk)+(87)

(< 2Sz > N )� 1
X

q

(Jq � Jk� q)( 
� +
q + 2 zzq )

where

 
� +
q =

X

ij

< S
�
i S

+

j > exp[iq(R i� Rj)]

Itisseen thatdue to the correctde�nition ofgeneralized m ean �elds(82)

wegetthespin excitation spectrum in a generalway.In thehydrodynam ic

lim it,itleadsto !(k)� k2. The procedure isstraightforward,and the de-

tailsare leftasan exercise.

Letusrem ind thattillnow no approxim ation hasbeen m ade.The expres-

sions (84),(85),and (86) are very usefulas the starting pointforapprox-

im ate calculation ofthe self-energy,a determ ination ofwhich can only be

approxim ate. To do this,itis�rstnecessary to express,using the spectral

theorem (26),them assoperator(84)in term sofcorrelation functions

< 2Sz > M k(!)=(88)

1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d!0

! � !0
(exp(�!0)� 1)

Z
+ 1

� 1

dtexp(i!0t)

N
� 1

X

ijgl

JigJljexp[ik(R i� Rj)]

1

< 2Sz >
< ((S+

l
(t)Szj(t)� S

+

j (t)S
z
l(t))

(ir))yj(S+i S
z
g � S

+
g S

z
i)

(ir)
>
(p)
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Thisrepresentation isexact,and only thealgebraic propertieswereused to

deriveit.Thus,theexpression fortheanalyticstructureofthesingle-particle

G F ( or the propagator ) can be deduced without any approxim ation. A

characteristic feature of eq.(84) is that it involves the higher-order G Fs.

A whole hierarchy ofequations involving higher-order G Fs could thus be

rewritten com pactly. M oreover,it not only gives a convenient alternative

representation,butavoidssom eofthealgebraiccom plexitiesofhigher-order

G reen-function theories.O bjective ofthe presentconsideration isto give a

plausible self-consistent schem e ofthe approxim ate calculation ofthe self-

energy within the IG F m ethod.To thisend,we should expressthe higher-

order G Fs in term s ofthe initialones,i.e. �nd the relevant approxim ate

functionalform

M � F [G ]

Itisclearthatthiscan bedonein m any ways.Asastart,letusconsiderhow

to expresshigher-ordercorrelation function in (88)in term softhelow-order

ones.W e usethe following form [47]

< ((S
+

l
(t)Szj(t)� S

+

j (t)S
z
l(t))

(ir))yj(S
+

i S
z
g � S

+
g S

z
i)
(ir)

>
(p)�(89)

 
zz
jg(t) 

� +
li

(t)�  
zz
lg (t) 

� +
ji (t)�  

zz
ji(t) 

� +
lg

(t)+  
zz
li (t) 

� +
jg (t)

W e �nd

< 2Sz > M k(!)=(90)

1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d!0

! � !0
(exp(�!0)� 1)

Z
+ 1

� 1

dtexp(i!0t)

N
� 1

X

ijgl

JigJljexp[ik(R i� Rj)]

1

< 2Sz >

�
 
zz
jg(t) 

� +
li

(t)�  
zz
lg (t) 

� +
ji (t)�  

zz
ji(t) 

� +
lg

(t)+  
zz
li (t) 

� +
jg (t)

�

Itisreasonable to approxim ate the longitudinalcorrelation function by its

static value  zzji(t)�  zzji(0).The transversalspin correlation functionsare

given by theexpression

 
� +
ji (t)=(91)

Z 1

� 1

d!

2�
[exp(�!)� 1]� 1exp(i!t)(� 2Im < < S

+

i jS
�
j > > !+ i�)

After the substitution ofeq.( 91) into eq.( 90) for the self-energy,we �nd

an approxim ate expression in theself-consistentform ,which,togetherwith

the exactDyson equation (85),constitute a self-consistentsystem ofequa-

tionsforthecalculation oftheG F.Asan exam ple,westartthecalculation

procedure ( which can be m ade iterative ) with the sim plest �rst "trial"

expression

(� 2Im < < S
+

i jS
�
j > > !+ i�)� �(! � !(k))

41



Aftersom ealgebraic transform ationswe �nd

< 2Sz > M k(!)� N
� 1

X

q

(Jq � Jk� q)
2(! � !(q� k))� 1 zzq(92)

This expression gives a com pact representation for the self-energy ofthe

spin-wave propagatorin a Heisenberg ferrom agnet.The above calculations

show that the inelastic spin-wave scattering e�ects inuence the single-

particle spin-wave excitation energy

!(k;T)= !(k)+ ReM k(!(k))

and theenergy width

�k(T)= Im M k(!(k))

Both thesequantitiesareobservable,in principle,viatheferrom agneticreso-

nanceorinelasticscattering ofneutrons.Thereisno tim eto go into details

ofthis aspect ofspin-wave interaction e�ects. It is worthy to note only

thatitiswellknown thatspin-waveinteractionsin ferrom agneticinsulators

have a relatively well-established theoreticalfoundation,in contrastto the

situation with antiferrom agnets.

7 H eisenberg A ntiferrom agnet at Finite Tem per-

atures

As it is m entioned above, in this article, we describe the foundation of

the IG F m ethod,which isbased on the equation-of-m otion approach. The

strength ofthis approach lies in its exibility and applicability to system s

with com plex spectra and strong interaction. The m icroscopic theory of

the Heisenberg antiferrom agnet is ofgreat interest from the point ofview

ofapplication to any novelm any-body technique.Thisisnotonly because

ofthe interesting nature ofthe phenom enon itselfbutalso because ofthe

intrinsicdi�culty ofsolving theproblem self-consistently in a widerangeof

tem peratures.In thisSection,webriey describehow thegeneralized m ean

�eldsshould beconstructed forthecaseoftheHeisenberg antiferrom agnet,

which becom e very com plicated when one usesotherm any-body m ethods,

likethediagram m atictechnique[87].W ithin ourIG F schem e,however,the

calculationsofquasi-particle spectra seem feasible and very com pact.

7.1 H am iltonian ofthe M odel

Theproblem to beconsidered isthe m any-body quasi-particle dynam icsof

thesystem described by theHam iltonian [46]

H = �
1

2

X

ij

X

�� 0

J
�� 0

(i� j)~Si� ~Sj�0 = �
1

2

X

q

X

�� 0

J
�� 0

q
~Sq�

~S� q�0(93)
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Thisis the Heisenberg-Neelm odelofan isotropic two-sublattice antiferro-

m agnet(the notation isslightly m ore generalthan in Section 4.1.2 ).Here

Si� isa spin operatorsituated on siteiofsublattice�,and J
�� 0

(i� j)isthe

exchangeenergy between atom son sitesR i� and R j�0;�;�
0takestwovalues

(a;b).Itisassum ed thatalloftheatom son sublattice� areidentical,with

spin m agnitudeS�.Itshould benoted that,in principle,no restrictionsare

placed in theHam iltonian (93)on thenum berofsublattices,orthenum ber

ofsiteson a sublattice.W hatisim portantisthatsublatticesareto bedis-

tinguished on thebasisofdi�erencesin localm agneticcharacteristicsrather

than m erely di�erencesin geom etricalorchem icalcharacteristics.

Letusintroducethespin operatorsS�i� = Sxi�� iS
y

i�.Then thecom m utation

rulesforspin operatorsare

[S+i�;S
�
j�0
]� = 2(Szi�)�ij��� 0; [S�i�;S

z
j�0]� = � S

�
i��ij��� 0

For an antiferrom agnet,an exact ground state is notknown. Neel[67]in-

troduced the m odelconcept of two m utually interpenetrating sublattices

to explain the behaviour ofthe susceptibility ofantiferrom agnets. How-

ever,the ground state in the form oftwo sublattices ( the Neelstate ) is

only a classicalapproxim ation. In contrast to ferrom agnets,in which the

m ean m olecular �eld is approxim ated relatively reasonably by a function

hom ogeneous and proportionalto the m agnetisation,in ferri-and antifer-

rom agnets,the m ean m olecular �eld isstrongly inhom ogeneous. The local

m olecular�eld ofNeel[67]isa m ore generalconcept.Here,we presentthe

calculations[30]ofthequasi-particlespectrum and dam pingofaHeisenberg

antiferrom agnetin the fram ework oftheIG F m ethod.

In whatfollows,itisconvenientto rewrite (93)in the form

H = �
1

2

X

q

X

�� 0

I
�� 0

q (S+q�S
�
� q�0

+ S
z
q�S

z
� q�0)(94)

where

I
�� 0

q = 1=2(J��
0

q + J
�0�
� q )

It willbe shown that the use of"anom alous averages" which �x the Neel

vacuum m akes it possible to determ ine uniquely generalized m ean �elds

and to calculate, in a very com pact m anner, the spectrum of spin-wave

excitations and their dam ping due to inelastic m agnon-m agnon scattering

processes. A transform ation from the spin operators to Bose (or Pauli)

operatorsisnotrequired.

7.2 Q uasi-Particle D ynam icsofH eisenberg A ntiferrom agnet

In this section,to m ake the discussion m ore concrete,we consider the re-

tarded G F oflocalized spinsde�ned as G A B (t� t0)= < < A(t);B (t0)> > .

O ur attention is focused on the spin dynam ics ofthe m odel. To describe
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the spin dynam icsofthe m odel(94)self-consistently,one should take into

accountthe fullalgebra ofrelevantoperatorsofthe suitable "spin m odes"

("relevant degrees offreedom " )which are appropriate forthe case. This

relevant algebra should be described by the ’spinor’A =
�S+

ka

S
+

kb

�
,B = A y ,

according to the IG F strategy ofSection 3.

O nce thishasbeen done,we m ustintroduce the generalized m atrix G F of

theform
�
< < S

+

ka
jS�

� ka
> > < < S

+

ka
jS�

� kb
> >

< < S
+

kb
jS�

� ka
> > < < S

+

kb
jS�

� kb
> >

�

= Ĝ (k;!)(95)

To show the advantagesofthe IG F in the m ostfullform ,we carry outthe

calculationsin the m atrix form .

To dem onstrate the utility ofthe IG F m ethod,we consider the following

stepsin a m ore detailed form . Di�erentiating the G F < < S
+

ka
jB > > with

respectto the �rsttim e,t,we �nd

! < < S
+

ka
j

 
S
�
� ka

S
�
� kb

!

> > !=(96)

(
2 < Sza >

0

)

+
1

N 1=2

X

q

I
ab
q < < S

ab
kqjB ab > > !

+
1

N 1=2

X

q

I
aa
q < < S

aa
kqjB ab > > !

whereSabkq = (S+
k� q;a

Szqb� S
+

qb
Szk� q;a).

In (96),we introduced the notation

B ab =

(
S
�
� ka

S
�
� kb

)

; B ba =

(
S
�
� kb

S
�
� ka

)

Letusde�netheirreducible(ir)operatorsas(equivalently,itispossibleto

de�netheirreducibleG Fs)

(Sabkq)
(ir) = S

ab
kq � A

ab
q S

+

ka
+ A

ba
k� qS

+

kb
(97)

(Szq�)
(ir) = S

z
q� � N

1=2
< S

z
� > �q;0(98)

Thechoice oftheirreduciblepartsisuniquely determ ined by the"orthogo-

nality" constraint(31)

< [(Sabkq)
(ir)

;

 
S
�
� ka

S
�
� kb

!

]> = 0(99)

From eq.(99)we �nd that

A
ab
q =

2 < (Sz� qa)
(ir)(Szqb)

(ir) > + < S
�
� qaS

+

qb
>

2N 1=2 < Sza >
(100)
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By using thede�nition oftheirreducibleparts(97),theequation ofm otion

(96)can beexactly transform ed to the following form

(! � !aa)< < S
+

ka
jB ab > > ! + !ab < < S

+

kb
jB ab > > !=(101)

(
2 < Sza >

0

)

+ < < � (ir)
a (k)jB ab > > !

(! � !bb)< < S
+

kb
jB ba > > ! + !ba < < S

+

ka
jB ba > > !=(102)

(
2< Sz

b
>

0

)

+ < < �
(ir)

b
(k)jB ba > > !

Thefollowing notation wasused:

!aa =
�
(Iaa0 � I

aa
k )< S

z
a > + Iab0 < S

z
b > +(103)

X

q

[(Iaaq � I
aa
k� q)A

aa
N q + I

ab
q A

ab
N q]

�

!ab =
�
I
ab
k < S

z
a > +

X

q

I
ab
k� qA

ba
N q

�
(104)

A
��

N q
= N

� 1=2
A
��
q(105)

�(ir)
a (k)=(106)

N
� 1=2

X

q

X

= a;b

I
�
q [S+

k� q;a
(Szq)

(ir)� S
+
q(S

z
k� q;a)

(ir)](ir)

To calculate the irreducible G Fson the right-hand sidesofeqs. (101) and

(102),weusethedeviceofdi�erentiating with respectto thesecond tim et0.

Afterintroduction ofthe corresponding irreducible partsinto the resulting

equations,the system ofequations can be represented in the m atrix form

which can beidentically transform ed to the standard form (34)

Ĝ (k;!)= Ĝ 0(k;!)+ Ĝ 0(k;!)P̂ (k;!)Ĝ 0(k;!)(107)

Hereweintroduced thegeneralized m ean-�eld (G M F)G F G 0 and thescat-

tering operatorP according to the following de�nitions

Ĝ 0 = 
̂� 1
Î(108)

P̂ =(109)

1

4 < Sza >
2

 
< < �

(ir)
a (k)j�

(ir)y
a (k)> > < < �

(ir)
a (k)j�

(ir)y

b
(k)> >

< < �
(ir)

b
(k)j�

(ir)y
a (k)> > < < �

(ir)

b
(k)j�

(ir)y

b
(k)> >

!

where


̂ =

�
(! � !aa) !ab

!ab (! � !bb)

�

(110)
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TheDyson equation can bewritten exactly in theform (37)wherethem ass

operatorM isoftheform

M̂ (k;!)= (P̂ (k;!))(p)(111)

Itfollowsfrom theDyson equation that

P̂ (k;!)= M̂ (k;!)+ M̂ (k;!)Ĝ 0(k;!)P̂ (k;!)

Thus,on thebasisofthese relations,wecan speak ofthe m assoperatorM

astheproperpartoftheoperatorP by analogy with thediagram technique,

in which them assoperatoristheconnected partofthescattering operator.

Asitisshown in Section 3,the form alsolution ofthe Dyson equation isof

the form (38). Hence,the determ ination ofthe fullG F Ĝ was reduced to

thedeterm ination ofĜ 0 and M̂ .

7.3 G eneralized M ean-Field G F

From the de�nition (108),the G F m atrix in the generalized m ean-�eld ap-

proxim ation reads

Ĝ 0 =(112)
�
G aa
0 (k;!) G ab

0 (k;!)

G ba
0 (k;!) G bb

0 (k;!)

�

=
2< Sza >

det̂


�
(! � !aa) !ab

!ab (! � !bb)

�

where

det̂
= (! � !aa)(! � !bb)� !aa!ab

W e �nd the polesofG F (112)from the equation

det̂
= 0

from which itfollowsthat

!� (k)= �

q
(!2aa(k)� !2

ab
(k))(113)

Itisconvenientto adoptheretheBogoliubov (u;v)-transform ation notation

by analogy with that of Section 4.1.2. The elem ents of the m atrix G F

G 0(k;!)are found to be

G
aa
0 (k;!)= 2< S

z
a >

h u2(k)

! � !+ (k)
�

v2(k)

! � !� (k)

i
= G

bb
0 (k;� !)(114)

G
ab
0 (k;!)= 2< S

z
a >

h� u(k)v(k)

! � !+ (k)
+

u(k)v(k)

! � !� (k)

i
= G

ba
0 (k;!)(115)

where

u
2(k)= 1=2[(1� 

2
k)

� 1=2 + 1]; v
2(k)= 1=2[(1� 

2
k)
� 1=2 � 1]

k =
1

z

X

i

exp(ikR i); I
aa
q = I

bb
q = 0(116)
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The sim plest assum ption is that each sublattice is s.c. and !�� (k) =

0 (� = a;b). Although that we work in the G Fs form alism , our ex-

pressions(114),(115)are in accordance with the resultsofthe Bogoliubov

(u,v)-transform ation ,but,ofcourse,thepresentderivation ism oregeneral.

However,itispossibletosay thatwediagonalized thegeneralized m ean-�eld

G F by introducing a new setofoperators.W e used the notation

S
+

1
(k)= ukS

+

ka
+ vkS

+

kb
; S

+

2
(k)= vkS

+

ka
+ ukS

+

kb
(117)

Thisnotation perm itsusto writedown theresultsin a com pactand conve-

nientform ,butallcalculationscan bedonein theinitialnotation too.

The spectrum ofelem entary excitations in the G M F approxim ation foran

arbitrary spin S isoftheform

!(k)= Iz < S
z
a >

h
1�

1

N 1=2 < Sza >

X

q

qA
ab
q

iq
(1� 2

k
)(118)

whereIq = zIq,and zisthenum berofnearestneighborsin thelattice.The

�rst term in (118) corresponds to the Tyablikov approxim ation ( cf.(48)).

The second term in (118) describes the elastic scattering ofthe spin-wave

quasi-particles. At low tem peratures,the uctuations ofthe longitudinal

spin com ponentsare sm all,and,therefore,for(118)we obtain

!(k)� ISz[1� C (T)]

q
(1� 2

k
)(119)

Thefunction C (T)determ inesthetem peraturedependenceofthespin-wave

spectrum

C (T)=
1

2N S2

X

q

(< S
�
� qaS

+
qa > + q < S

�
� qaS

+

qb
> )(120)

In thecasewhen C (T)! 0,weobtain theresultoftheTyablikov decoupling

forthe spectrum ofthe antiferrom agnons

!(k)� I < S
z
a > z

q
(1� 2

k
)(121)

In the hydrodynam ic lim it,when !(k) � D (T)j~kj,we can conclude that

the sti�ness constant D (T) = zIS(1 � C (T)) for an antiferrom agnet de-

creaseswith tem perature because ofthe elastic m agnon-m agnon scattering

asT4. To estim ate the contribution ofthe inelastic scattering processes,it

isnecessary to take into accountthe correctionsdueto the m assoperator.

7.4 D am ping ofQ uasi-Particle Excitations

An antiferrom agnetisa system with a com plicated quasi-particlespectrum .

The calculation ofthe dam ping due to inelastic scattering processes in a
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system of that sort has som e im portant aspects. W hen calculating the

dam ping, it is necessary to take into account the contributions from all

m atrix elem entsofthem assoperatorM

M = G
� 1
0

� G
� 1

Itisthen convenienttousetherepresentation in which thegeneralized m ean

�eld G F hasa diagonalform .In term softhenew operatorsS1 and S2,the

G F G takesthe form

~G (k;!)=

�
< < ~S+

1
(k)j~S�

1
(� k)> > < < ~S+

1
(k)j~S�

2
(� k)> >

< < ~S+
2
(k)j~S�

1
(� k)> > < < ~S+

2
(k)j~S�

2
(� k)> >

�

=

�
G 11 G 12

G 21 G 22

�

In otherwords,the dam ping ofthe quasi-particle excitationsisdeterm ined

on the basisofa G F oftheform

G 11(k;!)=
2 < Sza >

! � !(k)� 2 < Sza > �(k;!)
(122)

Here,the self-energy operator�(k;!)isdeterm ined by the expression

�(k;!)= M 11(k;!)�
2< Sza > M 12(k;!)M 21(k;!)

! + !(k)� 2 < Sza > M 22(k;!)
(123)

In thecase when k;! ! 0,onecan berestricted to the approxim ation

�(k;!)� M 11(k;!)= u
2
kM aa + vkuk(M ab+ M ba)+ v

2
kM bb(124)

Itfollowsfrom (111)thattocalculatethedam ping,itisnecessary to�nd the

G Fs< < �
(ir)
� (k)j�

(ir)y

�
(k)> > .Asan exam ple,we considerthe calculation

ofone ofthem .By m eansofthe spectraltheorem (27),we can expressthe

G F in term softhecorrelation function < �
(ir)y
a (k)�

(ir)
a (k;t)> .W e have

< < �(ir)
a (k)j�(ir)y

a (k)> > =(125)

1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d!0

! � !0
(exp(�!0)� 1)

Z
+ 1

� 1

dtexp(i!0t)< �(ir)y
a (k)�(ir)

a (k;t)>

Thus,itisnecessary to �nd a workable"trial" approxim ation forthecorre-

lation function on the r.h.s.of(125).W e consideran approxim ation ofthe

following form

< (Sz� qb)
(ir)

S
�

� (k� q0)a
S
+

(k� q0)a
(t)(Szq0b(t))

(ir)
> �(126)

1

4N S2

X

p

( � +
k� p;aa

(t) � +
q+ p;bb

(t) + �
p;bb

(t)+  
� +
k� q;ab

(t) � +
q+ p;ab

(t) + �
p;bb

(t))�q;q0

where  � +
q;ab

(t)= < S
�
� qaS

+

qb
(t)> . By analogy with the diagram technique,

we can say thatthe approxim ation (126)correspondsto the neglectofthe
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vertex corrections to the m agnon-m agnon inelastic collisions. Using (126)

in (125),weobtain

< < �(ir)
a (k)j�(ir)y

a (k)> > �(127)

1

16N S4

X

qp

Z
d!1d!2d!3

! � !1 � !2 + !3
F (!1;!2;!3)

[�
1

�
Im G aa(k � q;!1)][�

1

�
Im G bb(q+ p;!2)][�

1

�
Im G bb(p;!3)]

where

F (!1;!2;!3)= N (!2)[N (!3)� N (!1)]+ [1+ N (!1)]N (!3)(128)

Equations(37),(111),and (127)constitutea self-consistentsystem ofequa-

tions. To solve thissystem ofequations,we can,in principle,use any con-

venientinitialrepresentation fortheG F,substituting itinto theright-hand

side ofeq. (127). The system can then be solved iteratively. To estim ate

thedam ping,itisusually su�cient,asthe�rstiteration,to usethesim plest

single-pole approxim ation

�
1

�
Im G (k;!)� �(! � !(k))(129)

Asa result,forthedam ping ofthespin-wave excitationswe obtain

�(k;!)= � 2SIm �(k;!)=(130)

=
�

N
(zI)2(1� e

(� �!))

X

qp

N p(1+ N q+ p)(1+ N k� q)M 11(k;p;k � q;p+ q)�(! � !(k � q)+ !(p))

The explicit expression for M 11 is given in ref.[30]. In our approach,it

is possible to take into account the inelastic scattering ofspin waves due

to scattering by the longitudinalspin uctuationstoo [30]. In general,the

correctestim atesofthetem peraturedependenceofthedam ping ofantifer-

rom agnonsdepend strongly on the reduced tem perature and energy scales

and are rather a nontrivialtask. However,under the norm alconditions,

thedam ping isweak !(k)=� � 102 � 103,and theantiferrom agnonsarethe

well-de�ned quasi-particle excitations[88].

In sum m ary,in thisSection,we have shown thatthe IG F m ethod perm its

usto calculate the spectrum and the dam ping fora two-sublattice Heisen-

berg antiferrom agnet in a wide range oftem peratures in a com pact and

self-consistent way. At the sam e tim e,a certain advantage is that allthe

calculation can bem adein therepresentation ofspin operatorsforan arbi-

trary spin S.Thetheory wehavedeveloped can bedirectly extended to the

case ofa large num berofm agnetic sublatticeswith inequivalentspins,i.e.,
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itcan beused to describethecom plex ferrim agnets.

In the fram ework ofourIG F approach,itwas shown thatthe m ean �elds

in an antiferrom agnet m ust include the "anom alous" averages which rep-

resent the localnature ofthe Neelm olecular �elds. Thus,the m ean �eld

in an antiferrom agnet,like the m ean �eld in a superconductor,hasa m ore

com plicated structure.

8 Q uasi-ParticleD ynam icsofLatticeFerm ion M od-

els

8.1 H ubbard M odel. W eak C orrelation

TheconceptofG M Fsand therelevantalgebra ofoperatorsfrom which G Fs

are constructed are im portantforourtreatm entofelectron correlations in

solids. It is convenient (and m uch shorter) to discuss these concepts for

weakly and strongly correlated casesseparately.First,we should construct

a suitablestate vectorspaceofa m any-body system [10].Thefundam ental

assum ption im plies that states ofa system ofinteracting particles can be

expanded in term sofstatesofnon-interacting particles[10].Thisapproach

originatesfrom perturbation theory and �ndssupportforweakly interacting

m any-particlesystem s.Forthestrongly correlated case,thisapproach needs

a suitable reform ulation,and justat this point,the right de�nition ofthe

G M Fsisvital.Letusconsidertheweaklycorrelated Hubbardm odel(49).In

som erespect,thiscaseissim ilartotheordinary interacting electron gasbut

with verylocalsingularinteraction.Thedi�erenceisin thelattice(W annier

)characterofelectron states.Itisshown below thatthe usualcreation a
y

i�

and annihilation ai� second-quantized operatorswith the properties

a
y

i	
(0) = 	

(1)

i ; ai	
(1) = 	 (0)

ai	
(0) = 0; aj	

(1)

i = 0 (i6= j)

are suitable variablesfordescription ofa system underconsideration.Here

	 (0) and 	 (1) arevacuum and single-particlestates,respectively.Theques-

tion now is how to describe our system in term s ofquasi-particles. For a

translationally invariant system ,to describe the low-lying excitations ofa

system in term sofquasi-particles[4],onehastochooseeigenstatessuch that

they allcorrespond to a de�nite m om entum . Forthe single-band Hubbard

m odel(49),the exacttransform ation reads

a~k� = N
� 1=2

X

i

exp(� i~k~R i)ai�

Note that for a degenerate band m odel,a m ore generaltransform ation is

necessary[91].Then theHubbard Ham iltonian (49)in theBloch vectorstate
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space isgiven by

H =
X

k�

�(k)a
y

k�
ak� + U=2N

X

pqrs

a
y
p+ r� q�ap�a

y
q� �ar� �(131)

Iftheinteraction isweak,thealgebra ofrelevantoperatorsisvery sim ple:it

isan algebra ofa non-interacting ferm ion system (ak�;a
y

k�
;nk� = a

y

k�
ak�).

To calculate ofthe electron quasi-particle spectrum ofthe Hubbard m odel

in thislim it,letusconsiderthesingle-electron G F de�ned as

G k�(t� t
0)= < < ak�;a

y

k�
> > = � i�(t� t

0)< [ak�(t);a
y

k�
(t0)]+ >(132)

The equation ofm otion for the Fourier transform ofG F G k�(!) is ofthe

form

(! � �k)G k�(!)= 1+ U=N
X

pq

< < ak+ p�a
y
p+ q� �aq� �ja

y

k�
> > !(133)

Letusintroduce an \irreducible" G F in the following way

(ir)
< < ak+ p�a

y
p+ q� �aq� �ja

y

k�
> > !=

< < ak+ p�a
y
p+ q� �aq� �ja

y

k�
> > ! � �p;0 < nq� � > G k�(134)

The irreducible (ir)G F in (134)isde�ned so thatitcannotbe reduced to

G F oflower order with respect to the num ber offerm ion operators by an

arbitrary pairing ofoperatorsor,in otherwords,by any kind ofdecoupling.

Substituting (134)into (133),we obtain

G k�(!)= G
M F
k� (!)+(135)

G
M F
k� (!)U=N

X

pq

(ir)
< < ak+ p�a

y
p+ q� �aq� �ja

y

k�
> > !

Here we introduced the notation

G
M F
k� (!)= (! � �(k�))� 1;�(k�)= �(k)+ U=N

X

q

< nq� � >(136)

In thispaper,forbrevity,we con�ne ourselvesto considering the param ag-

netic solutions,i.e. < n� > = < n� � > . To calculate the higher-order G F

on the r.h.s.of(135),we have to write the equation ofm otion obtained by

m eans ofdi�erentiation with respectto the second variable t0. Constraint

(31) allows us to rem ove the inhom ogeneous term from this equation for

d
dt0

(ir)
< < A(t);a

y

k�
(t0)> > .

Forthe Fouriercom ponents,we have

(! � �(k))(ir) < < Aja
y

k�
> > != <

(ir)[A;a
y

k�
]+ > +

U=N
X

rs

(ir)
< < Aja

y
r� �ar+ s� �a

y

k+ s�
> > ! :(137)
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The anticom m utator in (137)iscalculated on the basisofthe de�nition of

theirreduciblepart

< [(ir)(ak+ p�a
y
p+ q� �aq� �);a

y

k�
]+ > =

< [ak+ p�a
y
p+ q� �aq� �� < a

y
p+ q� �aq� � > ak+ p�;a

y

k�
]+ > = 0(138)

Ifoneintroducestheirreduciblepartforther.h.s.operatorsby analogy with

expression (134),theequation ofm otion (133)takesthefollowingexactform

(cf.eq.(34))

G k�(!)= G
M F
k� (!)+ G

M F
k� (!)Pk�(!)G

M F
k� (!)(139)

wherewe introduced the following notation fortheoperatorP (35)

Pk�(!)=
U 2

N 2

X

pqrs

D
(ir)

k�
(p;qjr;s;;!)=(140)

U 2

N 2

X

pqrs

((ir)< < ak+ p�a
y
p+ q� �aq� �ja

y
r� �ar+ s� �a

y

k+ s�
> >

(ir)
! )

Tode�netheself-energy operatoraccording to (36),oneshould separatethe

"proper" partin the following way

D
(ir)

k�
(p;qjr;s;!)= L

(ir)

k�
(p;qjr;s;!)

+
U 2

N 2

X

r0s0p0q0

L
(ir)

k�
(p;qjr0s0;!)G M F

k� (!)D
(ir)

k�
(p0;q0jr;s;!)(141)

HereL
(ir)

k�
(p;qjr;s;!)isthe\proper" partofG F D

(ir)

k�
(p;qjr;s;!)which,in

accordance with the de�nition (36),cannot be reduced to the lower-order

one by any typeofdecoupling.W e �nd

G k� = G
M F
k� (!)+ G

M F
k� (!)M k�(!)G k;�(!)(142)

Equation (142) is the Dyson equation for the single-particle double-tim e

therm alG F.According to (38),ithasthe form alsolution

G k�(!)= [! � �(k�)� Mk�(!)]
� 1(143)

wheretheself-energy operatorM isgiven by

M k�(!)=
U 2

N 2

X

pqrs

L
(ir)

k�
(p;qjr;s;!)=(144)

U 2

N 2

X

pqrs

(
(ir)

< < ak+ p�a
y
p+ q� �aq� �ja

y
r� �ar+ s� �a

y

k+ s�
> >

(ir))
(p)

W ewroteexplicitly equation (140)forP and equation (144)forM to illus-

trate the generalargum entsofSection 3 and to give concrete equationsfor
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determ ining both thequantities,P and M .

The latter expression (144) isan exactrepresentation (no decoupling was

m ade tillnow ) for the self-energy in term s ofhigher-order G F up to sec-

ond orderin U (forthe consideration ofhigher-orderequationsofm otion,

see ref.[25]). The explicit di�erence between P and M follows from the

functionalform (38).Thus,in contrastto the standard equation-of-m otion

approach,the calculation offullG F was substituted by the calculation of

the m ean-�eld G F G M F and the self-energy operator M . The m ain rea-

son forthism ethod ofcalculation isthatthedecoupling isonly introduced

into the self-energy operator,asitwillbe shown in a detailed form below.

The form alsolution ofthe Dyson equation (38)determ inesthe rightrefer-

ence fram e forthe form ation ofthe quasi-particle spectrum due to itsown

correctfunctionalstructure.In the standard equation-of-m otion approach,

thatstructurecould belostby using decoupling approxim ationsbefore ar-

rivingatthecorrectfunctionalstructureoftheform alsolution oftheDyson

equation.Thisisa crucialpointofthe IG F m ethod.

The energies ofelectron states in the m ean-�eld approxim ation are given

by the poles ofG M F . Now let usconsider the dam ping e�ects and �nite

lifetim es.To �nd an explicitexpression fortheself-energy M (144),wehave

to evaluateapproxim ately thehigher-orderG F in it.Itwillbeshown below

thattheIG F m ethod perm itsoneto derivethedam ping in a self-consistent

way sim ply and m uch m oregenerally than within otherform ulations.First,

itisconvenientto write down theG F in (144)in term sofcorrelation func-

tionsby using thespectraltheorem (26)

< < ak+ p�a
y
p+ q� �aq� �ja

y

k+ s�
a
y
r� �ar+ s� � > > !=

1

2�

Z
+ 1

� 1

d!0

! � !0
(exp(�!0)+ 1)

Z
+ 1

� 1

exp(i!0t)

< a
y

k+ s�
(t)a

y
r� �(t)ar+ s� �(t)ak+ p�a

y
p+ q� �aq� � >(145)

Further insight is gained ifwe select the suitable relevant \trial" approxi-

m ation forthe correlation function on ther.h.s.of(145).In thispaper,we

show thattheearlierform ulationsbased on thedecoupling or/and diagram -

m atic m ethodscan be obtained from ourtechnique butin a self-consistent

way.Itisclearthata relevanttrialapproxim ation forthecorrelation func-

tion in (145)can bechosen in m any ways.Forexam ple,thereasonableand

workable one can be the following \pair approxim ation" that is especially

suitable fora low density ofquasi-particles:

< a
y

k+ s�
(t)a

y
r� �(t)ar+ s� �(t)ak+ p�a

y
p+ q� �aq� � >

(ir)�

< a
y

k+ p�
(t)ak+ p� > < a

y
q� �(t)aq� � > < ap+ q� �(t)a

y
p+ q� � >

�k+ s;k+ p�r;q�r+ s;p+ q(146)

Using (146) and (145) in (144) we obtain the self-consistent approxim ate

expression fortheself-energy operator(theself-consistency m eansthatwe
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express approxim ately the self-energy operator in term s ofthe initialG F,

and,in principle,onecan obtain therequired solution by asuitableiteration

procedure):

M k�(!)=(147)

U 2

N 2

X

pq

Z
d!1d!2d!3

! + !1 � !2 � !3
h
n(!2)n(!3)+ n(!1)

�
1� n(!2)� n(!3)

�i
gp+ q� �(!1)gk+ p�(!2)gq� �(!3)

wherewe used the notation

gk�(!)= �
1

�
Im G k�(! + i"); n(!)= [exp(�!)+ 1]� 1

Equations(147)and (142)constituteaclosed self-consistentsystem ofequa-

tionsforthe single-electron G F ofthe Hubbard m odelin the weakly corre-

lated lim it.In principle,wecan use,on ther.h.s.of(147),any workable�rst

iteration-step form oftheG F and �nd asolution by iteration (seeAppendix

D ).Itism ostconvenientto choose,asthe�rstiteration step,thefollowing

sim pleone-pole approxim ation:

gk�(!)� �(! � �(k�))(148)

Then, using (148) in (147), we get, for the self-energy, the explicit and

com pactexpression

M k�(!)=
U 2

N 2

X

pq

np+ q� �(1� nk+ p� � nq� �)+ nk+ p�nq� �

! + �(p+ q�)� �(k + p�)� �(q�)
(149)

Form ula (149) for the self-energy operator shows the role of correlation

e�ects ( inelastic scattering processes ) in the form ation ofquasi-particle

spectrum ofthe Hubbard m odel. This form ula can be derived by several

di�erent m ethods,including perturbation theory. Here we derived it from

ourIG F form alism asa known lim iting case.Thenum ericalcalculationsof

the typicalbehaviour ofrealand im aginary parts ofthe self-energy (149)

were perform ed [91],[31]forthe m odeldensity ofstatesofthe FCC lattice.

These calculations and m any other(see e.g.[86],[92],[93])show clearly that

the conventionalone-electron approxim ation ofthe band theory is not al-

ways a su�ciently good approxim ation fortransition m etals like nickel. A

m oreconcretediscussion ofthenum ericalcalculationsand theircom parison

with experim ents deserve a separate consideration and willbe considered

elsewhere (fora detailed recentdiscussion,see [86]).

Although thesolution deduced aboveisa good evidenceforthee�ciency of

the IG F form alism ,there isone m ore stringenttestofthe m ethod thatwe
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can perform .Itisinstructive to exam ine othertypesofpossible trialsolu-

tionsforthe six-operatorcorrelation function in the eq.(145). The approx-

im ation we propose now reects the interference between the one-particle

branch ofthe spectrum and thecollective ones:

< a
y

k+ s�
(t)a

y
r� �(t)ar+ s� �(t)ak+ p�a

y
p+ q� �aq� � >

(ir)�

< a
y

k+ s�
(t)ak+ p� > < a

y
r� �(t)ar+ s� �(t)a

y
p+ q� �aq� � > +

< ar+ s� �(t)a
y
p+ q� � > < a

y

k+ s�
(t)a

y
r� �(t)ak+ p�aq� � > +

< a
y
r� �(t)aq� � > < a

y

k+ s�
(t)ar+ s� �(t)ak+ p�a

y
p+ q� � >(150)

It is seen that the three contributions in this trialsolution describe the

self-energy correctionsthattake into accountthecollective m otionsofelec-

tron density, the spin density and the density of\doubles", respectively.

An essentialfeature ofthis approxim ation is that a correct calculation of

the single-electron quasi-particle spectra with dam ping requires a suitable

incorporation oftheinuenceofcollective degreesoffreedom on thesingle-

particleones.Them ostinteresting contribution com esfrom spin degreesof

freedom ,since the correlated system sare often m agnetic orhave very well

developed m agnetic uctuations.

W e follow the above stepsand calculate the self-energy operator(144)as

M k�(!)=
U 2

N

Z
+ 1

� 1

d!1d!2
1+ N (!1)� n(!2)

! � !1 � !2
X

i;j

exp[� i~k(~R i� ~R j)](�
1

�
Im < < S

�
i jS

�
j > > !1)

(�
1

�
Im < < ai� �ja

y

j� � > > !2)(151)

wherethefollowing notation wasused:

S
+

i = a
y

i"
ai#; S

�
i = a

y

i#
ai"

Itispossibleto rewrite(151 )in a m ore convenientway

M k�(!)=(152)

U 2

N

X

q

Z

d!
0(cot

! � !0

2T
+ tan

!0

2T
)

�
�
1

�
Im �

� � (k � q;! � !
0)gq�(!

0)
�

Equations(152 )and (142 )constituteagain anotherself-consistentsystem

ofequations for the single-particle G F ofthe Hubbard m odel. Note that

both the expressions for the self-energy depend on the quasi-m om entum ;

in otherwords,the approxim ate procedure doesnotbreak the m om entum
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conservation law.Thefundam entalim portanceofequations(152)and (147)

can beappreciated by exam ining theproblem ofthede�nition oftheFerm i

surface. Itisratherclear,because the poles!(k;�)= �(k;�)� i�k ofG F

(143)are determ ined by the equation

! � �(k�)� Re[Mk�(!)]= 0

It can be shown quite generally that the Luttinger’s de�nition ofthe true

Ferm i surface [4] is valid in the fram ework of the present theory. It is

worthy to note thatforelectronsin a crystalwhere there isa band index,

and a quasi-m om entum ,the de�nition ofthe Ferm isurface isa little m ore

com plicated than the single-band one. Before the single particle energies

and Ferm isurfaceareknown,oneshould carry outa diagonalization in the

band index.

8.2 H ubbard M odel. Strong C orrelation

Being convinced that the IG F m ethod can be applied successfully to the

weakly correlated Hubbard m odel,wenow show thattheIFG approach can

beextended to the case ofan arbitrarily strong but�nite interaction.This

developm ent incorporates m ain advantages ofthe IG F schem e and proves

itse�ciency and exibility.

W hen studying the electron quasi-particle spectrum ofstrongly correlated

system s,oneshould take care ofatleastthree factsofm ajorim portance:

(i) The ground state is reconstructed radically as com pared with the

weakly correlated case.Thisfactm akesitnecessary to rede�nesingle-

particlestates.Dueto thestrong correlation,theinitialalgebra ofop-

eratorsistransform ed into the new algebra ofcom plicated operators.

In principle,in term softhenew operators,theinitialHam iltonian can

berewritten asa bilinearform ,and thegeneralized W ick theorem can

be form ulated. Itisvery im portantto stressthatthe transform ation

to thenew algebra ofrelevantoperatorsreectssom eim portantinter-

nalsym m etriesoftheproblem ,and nowadays,thisway ofthinking is

form ulating in theelegantand very powerfultechnique oftheclassi�-

cation ofthe integrable m odelsand exactly solublem odels(cf.[94]).

(ii) Thesingle-electron G F thatdescribesdynam icproperties,should have

thetwo-polefunctionalstructure,which givesin theatom iclim it,when

thehoppingintegraltendsto zero,theexacttwo-levelatom icsolution.

(iii) The G M Fs have, in the general case, a very non-trivial structure.

The G M Fsfunctional,asa rule,cannotbe expressed in term softhe

functionalofthe m ean particle densities.
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In thissection,weconsiderthecaseofa largebut�niteCoulom b repulsion

U in theHubbard Ham iltonian (49).Letusconsiderthesingle-particleG F

(132)in the W annierbasis

G ij�(t� t
0)= < < ai�(t);a

y

j�(t
0)> >(153)

Itisconvenientto introduce thenew setofrelevantoperators[55]

di�� = n
�
i� �ai�;(� = � ); n

+

i� = ni�; n
�
i� = (1� ni�);

X
n
�
i� = 1; n

�
i�n

�

i� = ��� n
�
i�;

X

�

di�� = ai�(154)

The new operators di�� and d
y

j��
have com plicated com m utation rules,

nam ely,

[di�� ;d
y

j��
]+ = �ij��� n

�
i� �

Theconvenienceofthenew operatorsfollowsim m ediately ifonewritesdown

theequation ofm otion forthem

[di�� ;H ]� = E �di�� +
X

ij

tij(n
�
i� �aj� + �ai�bij� �)

bij� = (a
y

i�aj� � a
y

j�ai�):(155)

It is possible to interpret [54],[55]both contributions to this equation as

alloy analogy and resonance broadening corrections.Usingthenew operator

algebra,itispossibleidentically rewrite G F (153)in the following way

G ij�(!)=
X

��

< < di�� jd
y

j��
> > !=

X

��

F
��

ij�(!)(156)

Theequation ofm otion fortheauxiliary m atrix G F

F
��

ij�(!)=

 
< < di+ �jd

y

j+ � > > ! < < di+ �jd
y

j� � > > !

< < di� �jd
y

j+ � > > ! < < di� �jd
y

j� � > > !

!

(157)

isofthefollowing form

(EFij�(!)� I�ij)�� =
X

l6= i

til< < n
�
i� �al� + �ai�bil� �jd

y

j��
> > !(158)

wherethefollowing m atrix notationswasused:

E =

�
(! � E+ ) 0

0 (! � E� )

�

;I=

�
n
+
� � 0

0 n
�
� �

�

:(159)

In accordance with the generalm ethod ofSection 3,we introduce by de�-

nition them atrix IG F:

D
(ir)

il;j
(!)=

 
< < Z11jd

y

j+ �
> > ! < < Z12jd

y

j� � > > !

< < Z21jd
y

j+ � > > ! < < Z22jd
y

j� � > > !

!

�

X

�0

(

"
A
+ �0

il

A
� �0

il

#

[F �0+
ij� F

�0�
ij� ]�

"
B
+ �0

li

B
� �0

li

#

[F �0+
lj�

F
�0�
lj�

])(160)
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Here thenotation wasused:

Z11 = Z12 = n
+

i� �al� + ai�bil� �; Z21 = Z22 = n
�
i� �al� � ai�bil� �

Itisto be em phasized thatthe de�nition (158) isthe m ostim portantand

crucialpoint ofthe whole our approach to description ofthe strong cor-

relation. The coe�cients A and B are determ ined by the orthogonality

constraint(31),nam ely,

< [(D
(ir)

il;j
)�� ;d

y

j��
]+ > = 0(161)

Aftersom ealgebra,we obtain from (161)(i6= j)

[A il]�� = �(< d
y

i�� �
al� � > + < di� �� �a

y

l� �
> )(n

�
� �)

� 1

[B li]�� = [< n
�

l� �
n
�
i� � > + ��(< ai�a

y

i� �al� �a
y

l�
> �

< ai�ai� �a
y

l� �
a
y

l�
> )](n

�
� �)

� 1(162)

Aspreviously,weintroducenow G M F G F F0
ij�;however,asitisclearfrom

(162),the actualde�nition ofthe G M F G F is very nontrivial. After the

Fouriertransform ation,we get

�
F
0+ +

k�
F
0+ �
k�

F
0� +
k�

F
0� �
k�

�

=
1

ab� cd

�
n
+
� �b n

�
� �d

n
+
� �c n

�
� �a

�

(163)

Thecoe�cientsa,b,c,d areequalto

a

b
=
�
! � E� � N

� 1
X

p

�(p)[A� � (� p)� B
� � (p� q)]

�

c

d
= N

� 1
X

p

�(p)[A� � (� p)� B
� � (p� q)](164)

Then,using the de�nition (157),we�nd the �nalexpression forG M F G F

G
M F
k� (!)=

! � (n+� �E � + n
�
� �E + )� �(k)

(! � E+ � n
�
� ��1(k))(! � E� � n

+
� ��2(k))� n

�
� �n

+
� ��3(k)�4(k)

(165)

Here we introduced the following notation:

�1(k)

�2(k)
=

1

n
�
� �

X

p

�(p)[A� � (� p)� B
� � (p� k)](166)

�3(k)

�4(k)
=

1

n
�
� �

X

p

�(p)[A� � (� p)� B
� � (p� k)](167)

�(k)= (n�� �)
2(�1 + �3)+ (n+� �)

2(�2 + �4)

From the equation (165) it is obvious that our two-pole solution is m ore

generalthan the\Hubbard III" [55]solution and theRoth[90]solution.O ur
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solution has the correct nonlocalstructure and,thus,takes into account

the non-diagonalscattering m atrix elem ents m ore accurately. Those m a-

trix elem entsdescribethevirtual\recom bination" processesand reectthe

extrem ely com plicated structureofsingle-particle stateswhich virtually in-

cludea greatnum berofinterm ediate scattering processes.

Thespectrum ofm ean-�eld quasi-particleexcitationsfollowsfrom thepoles

ofthe G F (165)and consistsoftwo branches

!
1

2
(k)=(168)

1=2[(E + � E� + a1 + b1)�

q
(E + + E � � a1 � b1)

2 � 4cd]

wherea1 = !� E� � a; b1 = !� E� � b.Thus,thespectralweightfunction

A k�(!)ofG F (165)consistsoftwo peaksseparated by the distance

!1 � !2 =

q
(U � a1 � b1)

2 � cd � U (1�
a1 � b1

U
)+ O ()(169)

Fora deeperinsightinto the functionalstructure ofthe solution (165)and

to com pare with othersolutions,werewrite (165)in thefollowing form

F
0
k�(!)=

0

@
( a

n
+

��

� db�1 c

n
+

��

)� 1 d
a
( b

n
�

��
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�

��

)� 1
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n
+

��

� db�1 c

n
+

��

)� 1 ( b

n
�

��

� db�1 c

n
�

��

)� 1

1

A(170)

from which we obtain forG M F
� (k;!)

G
M F
k� (!)=

n
+
� �(1+ cb� 1)

a� db� 1c
+
n
�
� �(1+ da� 1)

b� ca� 1d
�

n
�
� �

! � E� � n
+
� �W

�
k� �

+
n
+
� �

! � E+ � n
�
� �W

y

k� �

(171)

where

n
+
� �n

�
� �W

�
k� �

= N
� 1

X

ij

tijexp[� ik(Ri� Rj)](172)

�
(< a

y

i� �n
�
i�aj� � > + < ai� �n

�
i�a

y

j� � > )+

(< n
�
j� �n

�
i� � > + < ai�a

y

i� �aj� �a
y

j� > � < ai�ai� �a
y

j� �a
y

j� > )
�

aretheshiftsforupperand lowersplitted subbandsdueto theelastic scat-

tering ofcarriers in the G eneralized M ean Field. The quantities W � are

functionalsoftheG M F.Them ostim portantfeatureofthepresentsolution

ofthe strongly correlated Hubbard m odelis a very nontrivialstructure of

them ean-�eld renorm alizations(171),which iscrucialforunderstandingthe

physics ofstrongly correlated system s. It is im portant to em phasize that
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just this com plicated form ofG M F is only relevant to the essence ofthe

physicsunderconsideration.Theattem ptsto reducethefunctionalofG M F

to a sim plerfunctionaloftheaveragedensity ofelectronsareincorrectfrom

thepointofview ofrealphysicsofstrongly correlated system s.Thisphysics

clearly shows that the m ean-�eld renorm alizations cannot be expressed as

functionalsofthe electron m ean density. To explain thisstatem ent,letus

derive the \Hubbard I" solution [54](54)from ourG M F solution (165). If

we approxim ate (171)as

n
+
� �n

�
� �W

� (k)� N
� 1

X

ij

tijexp[� ik(Ri� Rj)]< n
�
j� �n

�
i� � >(173)

and m ake the additionalapproxim ation,nam ely,

< nj� �ni� � > � n
2
� �

then solution (165)turnsinto the\Hubbard I" solution (54).Thissolution,

asitiswellknown,isunrealistic from m any pointsofview.

Astooursolution (165),thesecond im portantaspectisthattheparam eters

�i(k)do notdepend on frequency,since they depend essentially on elastic

scattering processes. The dependence on frequency arises due to inelastic

scattering processes which are contained in our self-energy operator. W e

proceed now with thederivation oftheexplicitexpression fortheself-energy.

Tocalculateahigh-orderG F on ther.h.s.of(158),weshould usethesecond

tim evariable(t0)di�erentiation ofitagain.Ifoneintroducestheirreducible

partsfortheright-hand-sideoperatorsby analogy with theexpression (160),

theequation ofm otion (158)can berewritten exactly in thefollowing form

Fk�(!)= F
0
k�(!)+ F

0
k�(!)P k�(!)F

0
k�(!)(174)

Here thescattering operatorP (36)isofthe form

P q�(!)= I
� 1[

X

lm

tiltm j < < D
(ir)

il;j
jD

(ir)y

i;m j > > !]qI
� 1(175)

In accordance with thede�nition (37),we write down theDyson equation

F = F
0 + F

0
M F(176)

The self-energy operatorM isde�ned by eq. (37). Letusnote again that

the self-energy corrections,according to (38),contribute to the fullG F as

additionalterm s. This is an essentialadvantage in com parison with the

\Hubbard III" solution and other two-pole solutions. It is clear from the

form ofRoth solution (55)thatitincludestheelastic scattering corrections

only and doesnotincorporate thedam ping e�ectsand �nite lifetim es.
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Forthe fullG F we �nd,using the form alsolution ofDyson equation (38),

thatitisequalto

G k�(!)=
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(a� n
+
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(F 0

k�(!))
� 1 � M k�(!)

�
]� 1(177)

After som e algebra, we can rewrite this expression in the following form

which isessentially new and,in a certain sense,isthe centralresultofthe

presenttheory:

G =
! � (n+ E � + n� E + )� L

(! � E+ � n� L1)(! � E� � n+ L2)� n� n+ L3L4
(178)

where
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n
+
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� (k;!);

L4(k;!)= �4(k)+
n
+
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� (k;!);

L(k;!)= �(k)+ n
+
� �n

�
� �(M

+ + + M
� � � M

� + � M
+ � )(179)

Thus,now we have to �nd explicitexpressionsforthe elem entsofthe self-

energy m atrix M .To thisend,we should usethe spectraltheorem again to

expresstheG F in term sofcorrelation functions

M
�;�

k�
(!)� < D

(ir)y

m j;�
(t)D

(ir)

il;�
>(180)

For the approxim ate calculation ofthe self-energy,we propose to use the

following trialsolution
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y
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y
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y
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y
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y
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Itisquitenaturaltointerpretthecontributionsintothisexpression in term s

ofscattering,resonance-broadening,and interferencecorrectionsofdi�erent

types. For exam ple,let us consider the sim plest approxim ation. For this

aim ,we retain the�rstcontribution in (181)

[IM I]�� =

Z
+ 1

� 1

d!0

! � !0
(exp(�!0)+ 1)

Z
+ 1

� 1

dt

2�
exp(i!0t)N � 1

X

ijlm

exp[� ik(Ri� Rj)]tiltm j

Z

d!1n(!1)exp(i!1t)gm l�(!1)

�

�
1

�
Im K

��

ij (!1 � !
0)

�

:(182)

Here K
��

ij (!)= < < n�i� �jn
�

j� � > > ! isthe density-density G F.Itisworthy

tonotethatthem assoperator(182)containstheterm tiltm j contrary tothe

expression (147)thatcontainstheterm U 2.Thepairofequations(182)and

(176) is a self-consistent system ofequations for the single-particle G reen

function. For a sim ple estim ation, for the calculation of the self-energy

(182),itispossibleto useany initialrelevantapproxim ation ofthetwo-pole

structure.Asan exam ple,we take theexpression (54).W e then obtain

[IM I]�� �
X

q

j�(k � q)j2K ��
q

[
n� �

! � U � �(k� q)n� �
+

1� n� �

! � �(k� q)(1� n� �)
](183)

In thesam eway,onecan use,instead (54),anotherinitialtwo-polesolution,

e.g.theRoth solution (55),etc.

O n the basis of the self-energy operator (183) we can explicitly �nd the

energy shiftand dam ping dueto inelasticscattering ofquasi-particles.This

isa greatadvantage ofthe presentapproach.

In sum m ary,in thisSection,weobtained them ostcom plete solution to the

Hubbard m odelHam iltonian in the strongly correlated case. Ithascorrect

functionalstructure, and, m oreover, it represents correctly the e�ects of

elasticand inelasticscatteringin asystem aticand convenientway.Them ass

operatorcontainsallinelastic scattering term sincluding variousscattering

and resonancebroadeningterm sin a system aticway.Theobtained solution

(178)isvalid forallband �lling and forarbitrarily strong but�nitestrength

ofthe Coulom b repulsion.O ursolution containsno approxim ationsexcept

thosecontained in the�nalcalculation ofthem assoperator.Therefore,we

conclude thatoursolutionsto the Hubbard m odelin the weakly correlated

case(143)and in thestrongly correlated case(178)describem ostfully and

self-consistently the correlation e�ects in the Hubbard m odeland give a

uni�ed interpolation description ofthe correlation problem . This result is

to becontrasted with Hubbard ,Roth and m any otherresultsin which this

interpolation solution cannotbederived within the uni�ed schem e.
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Itisclearfrom thepresentconsideration thatforthesystem aticconstruction

ofthe advanced approxim ate solutions we need to calculate the collective

correlation functionsoftheelectron density and spin density and thedensity

ofdoubles,butthisproblem m ustbeconsidered separately.

8.3 C orrelations in R andom H ubbard M odel

In thisSection,we apply the IG F m ethod to considerthe electron-electron

correlationsin thepresenceofdisorderto dem onstratetheadvantageofour

approach. The treatm ent ofthe electron m otion in substitutionally disor-

dered A xB 1� x transition m etalalloysisbased upon a certain generalization

oftheHubbard m odel,includingrandom diagonaland o�-diagonalelem ents

caused by substitutionaldisorderin a binary alloy.Theelectron-electron in-

teraction playsan im portantroleforvariousaspectsofbehaviourin alloys,

e.g.fortheweak localization [95].Theapproxim ation which isused widely

fortreating disordered alloys is the single-site CoherentPotentialApprox-

im ation (CPA) [96]. The CPA has been re�ned and developed in m any

papers(e.g. [97],[98])and tillnow isthe m ostpopularapproxim ation for

the theoreticalstudy ofalloys. Butthe sim ultaneouse�ectofdisorderand

electron-electron inelastic scattering has been considered for som e lim ited

casesonly and notwithin theself-consistentschem e.

Letusconsiderthe Hubbard m odelHam iltonian (49)on a given con�gura-

tion ofan alloy (�)

H
(�) = H

(�)

1
+ H

(�)

2
(184)

where

H
(�)

1
=
X

i�

"
�
ini� +

X

ij�

t
��

ij a
y

i�aj�

H
(�)

2
=
1

2

X

i�

U
�
ini�ni� �(185)

Contrary to the periodic m odel(49),the atom ic levelenergy "�i,the hop-

ping integralst
��

ij ,aswellastheintraatom icCoulom b repulsion U
�
i arehere

random variables which take the values "�,t��,and U �,respectively;the

superscript�(�)refersto atom ic species (�;� = A;B )located on site i(j).

Thenearest-neighborhopping integralswere only included .

To unify theIG F m ethod and CPA into a com pletely self-consistentschem e

letusconsiderthe single-electron G F (153) G ij� in the W annier represen-

tation fora given con�guration (�).Thecorresponding equation ofm otion

isoftheform (forbrevity we om itthe superscript(�)whereitspresence is

clear)

(! � "i)< < ai�ja
y

j� > > != �ij +
X

n

tin < < an�ja
y

j� > > !

+ Ui< < ni� �ai�ja
y

j� > > !(186)
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In the presentpaper,forbrevity,we con�ne ourselvesto the weak correla-

tion and thediagonaldisordercase.Thegeneralization to thecaseofstrong

correlation or o�-diagonaldisorderisstraightforward,butits lengthy con-

sideration precludeusfrom discussing itthistim e.

Using thede�nition (30),wede�netheIG F fora given (�xed)con�guration

ofatom sin an alloy asfollows

(ir)
< < ni� �ai�ja

y

j� > > =(187)

< < ni� �ai�ja
y

j� > > � < ni� � > < < ai�ja
y

j� > >

Thistim e,contrary to (163),because oflack oftranslationalinvariance we

m usttake into accountthe site dependence of< ni� � > . Then we rewrite

theequation ofm otion (186)in thefollowing form

X

n

[(! � "i� Ui< ni� � > )�ij � tin]< < an�ja
y

j� > > !=

�ij + Ui(
(ir)

< < ni� �ai�ja
y

j� > > !)(188)

In accordancewith thegeneralm ethod ofSection 3,we�nd then theDyson

equation fora given con�guration (�)

G ij�(!)= G
0
ij�(!)+

X

m n

G
0
im �(!)M m n�(!)G nj�(!)(189)

TheG M F G F G 0
ij� and theself-energy operatorM are de�ned as

X

m

H im �G
0
m j�(!)= �ij

Pm n� = M m n� +
X

ij

M m i�G
0
ij�Pjn�

H im � = (! � "i� Ui< ni� � > )�im � tim

Pm n�(!)= Um (
(ir)

< < nm � �am �jnn� �a
y
n� > >

(ir)
! )Un(190)

In orderto calculatetheself-energy operatorM self-consistently,wehaveto

expressitapproxim ately by thelower-orderG Fs.Em ploying thesam epair

approxim ation as(146)(now in the W annierrepresentation)and the sam e

procedure ofcalculation,we arrive atthe following expression forM fora

given con�guration (�)

M
(�)
m n�(!)= Um Un

1

2�4

Z

R(!1;!2;!3)

Im G
(�)

nm � �(!1)Im G
(�)

m n� �(!2)Im G
(�)
m n�(!3);

R =
d!1d!2d!3

! + !1 � !2 � !3

(1� n(!1))n(!2)n(!3)

n(!2 + !3 � !1)
(191)

Aswe m entioned previously,allthe calculations justpresented were m ade

for a given con�guration ofatom s in an alloy. Allthe quantities in our
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theory (G ,G 0,P,M ) depend on the whole con�guration ofthe alloy. To

obtain atheoryofarealm acroscopicsam ple,wehavetoaverageovervarious

con�gurationsofatom sin thesam ple.Thecon�gurationalaveraging cannot

be exactly m ade for a m acroscopic sam ple. Hence we m ust resort to an

additionalapproxim ation. Itisobviousthatthe self-energy M isin turn a

functionalofG ,nam ely M = M [G ].Iftheprocessofm akingcon�gurational

averaging isdenoted by �G ,then we have

�G = �G 0 + G 0M G

A few wordsarenow appropriateforthedescription ofgeneralpossibilities.

Thecalculationsof �G 0 can beperform ed with thehelp ofany relevantavail-

able schem e. In the presentwork,forthe sake ofsim plicity,we choose the

single-site CPA[96],nam ely,wetake

�G 0
m n�(!)= N

� 1
X

k

exp(ik(R m � Rn))

! � ��(!)� �(k)
(192)

Here �(k) =
P z

n= 1tn;0exp(ikR n),z is the num ber ofnearest neighbors of

the site 0, and the coherent potential��(!) is the solution of the CPA

self-consistency equations.Forthe A xB 1� x,wehave

��(!)= x"
�
A + (1� x)"�B � ("�A � ��)F �(!;��)("�B � ��);

F
�(!;��)= �G 0

m m �(!)(193)

Now,letusreturn to thecalculation ofthecon�gurationally averaged total

G F �G . To perform the rem aining averaging in the Dyson equation,we use

theapproxim ation

G 0M G � �G 0 �M �G

Thecalculation of �M requiresfurtheraveraging oftheproductofm atrices.

W e again usethe prescription ofthe factorizability there,nam ely

�M � (Um Un)(Im G )(Im G )(Im G )

However,thequantitiesUm Un entering into �M areaveraged hereaccording

to

Um Un = U2 + (U1 � U2)�m n

U1 = x
2
U
2
A + 2x(1� x)UA UB + (1� x)2U 2

B

U2 = xU
2
A + (1� x)U2B(194)

Theaveraged value forthe self-energy is

�M m n�(!)(195)

=
U2

2�4

Z

R(!1;!2;!3)Im �G nm � �(!1)Im �G m n� �(!2)Im �G m n�(!3)+

U1 � U2

2�4
�m n

Z

R(!1;!2;!3)Im �G nm � �(!1)Im �G m n� �(!2)Im �G m n�(!3)

65



Theaveraged quantitiesareperiodic,so wecan introducetheFouriertrans-

form ofthem ,i.e.

�M m n�(!)= N
� 1

X

k

�M k�(!)exp(ik(R m � Rn))

and sim ilarform ulaefor �G and �G 0.Perform ingthecon�gurationalaveraging

oftheDyson equation and Fouriertransform ing oftheresulting expressions

according to the above rules,we obtain

�G k�(!)= [! � �(k)� ��(!)� �M k�(!)]
� 1(196)

where

�M k�(!)=
1

2�4

X

pq

Z
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� 2
Im �G p� q� �(!1)Im �G q� �(!2)

[U2Im �G k+ p�(!3)+
(U1 � U2)

N

X

g

Im �G k+ p� g(!3)](197)

The sim plest way to obtain an explicit solution for the self-energy �M is to

start with a suitable initialtrialsolution as it was done for the periodic

case. Fora disordered system ,itisreasonable to use,asthe �rstiteration

approxim ation the so-called VirtualCrystalApproxim ation(VCA):

� 1

�
Im �G V C A

k� (! + i�)� �(! � E
�
k)

whereforthebinary alloy A xB 1� x thisapproxim ation reads

�V = xV
A + (1� x)VB ; E

�
k = �"�i + �(k);

�"�i = x"
�
A + (1� x)"�B

Note,thattheuseofVCA hereisby no m eansa solution ofthecorrelation

problem in VCA.Itisonly the use ofthe VCA forthe param etrization of

the problem ,to startwith VCA inputparam eters.Afterthe integration of

(197)the �nalresultforthe self-energy is

�M k�(!)=(198)

U2

N 2

X

pq

n(E � �
p+ q)[1� n(E� �q )� n(E�

k+ p
)]+ n(E �

k+ p
)n(E � �

q )

! + E
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p+ q � E
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q � E�

k+ p

+

(U1 � U2)

N 3

X

pqg

n(E � �
p+ q)[1� n(E� �q )� n(E�

k+ p� g)]+ n(E �
k+ p� g)n(E

� �
q )

! + E
� �
p+ q � E

� �
q � E�

k+ p� g

Itisto beem phasized thattheequations(195)-(198)give thegeneralm i-

croscopic self-consistentdescription ofinelastic electron-electron scattering

in an alloy in thespiritoftheCPA.W etookintoaccounttherandom nessnot

only through theparam etersoftheHam iltonian butalso in a self-consistent

way through thecon�gurationaldependenceoftheself-energy operator.
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8.4 Electron-Lattice Interaction and M T B A

To understand quantitatively the electrical,therm al,and superconducting

propertiesofm etals and theiralloys,one needsa properdescription ofan

electron-latticeinteraction too [99],[102],[103].A system atic,self-consistent

sim ultaneoustreatm entoftheelectron-electron and electron-phonon interac-

tion playsan im portantrolein recentstudiesofstrongly correlated system s.

Itwasargued from di�erentpointsofview thattounderstand quantitatively

thephenom enon ofhigh-tem peraturesuperconductivity oneneedsa proper

inclusion ofelectron-phonon interaction,too. A lot oftheoreticalsearches

fortherelevantm echanism ofhigh tem peraturesuperconductivity dealwith

strong electron-phonon interaction m odels. The naturalapproach to the

description ofsuperconductivity in that type ofcom pounds is the m odi-

�ed tight-binding approxim ation (M TBA)[99],[102].Thepapers [71],[99],

[100],[101]contain aself-consistentm icroscopictheory ofthenorm aland su-

perconductingpropertiesoftransition m etalsand strongly disordered binary

alloys in the fram ework ofthe Hubbard M odel(49) and random Hubbard

m odel(184). Here we derive a system ofequationsforthe superconductiv-

ity fortight-bindingelectronsofa transition m etalinteracting with phonons

within theIG F approach.W ewritethetotalHam iltonian oftheelectron-ion

system asthe sum [71]

H = H e + H i+ H e� i(199)

whereH e istheelectron partoftheHam iltonian represented bytheHubbard

operator (49). The Ham iltonian ofan ion subsystem and the operator of

electron-ion interaction have the form

H i=
1

2

X

n

P 2
n

2M
+
1

2

X

m n��

���
nm u

�
nu

�
m(200)

H e� i=
X

�

X

n;i6= j

V
�
ij(

~R
0
n)a

y

i�aj�u
�
n(201)

where
X

n

V
�
ij(

~R
0
n)u

�
n =

@tij(~R
0
ij)

@R 0
ij

(~ui� ~uj)(202)

HerePn isthem om entum operator,M isthem assofan ion,and un isthe

displacem entoftheion from theequilibrium position atthelattice siteR n.

In a m oreconvenientnotation theelectron-phonon interaction Ham iltonian

in the m odi�ed tight-binding approxim ation reads[99]

H e� i=
X

��

X

kq

V
�(~k;~k + ~q)Q ~q�a

y

k+ q�
ak�(203)

where

V
�(~k;~k + ~q)=

2iq0

(N M )1=2

X

�

t(~a�)e
�
�(~q)[sin~a�

~k � sin~a�(~k � ~q)](204)
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here q0 is the Slater coe�cient [99]having the origin in the exponential

decrease ofthe wave functionsofd-electrons,N isthe num berofunitcells

in thecrystal,and M isthe ion m ass.Thequantities~e�(~q)arepolarization

vectorsofthe phonon m odes.

Forthe ion subsystem ,we have

H i=
1

2

X

q�

(P y
q�Pq� + !

2(~q�)Qyq�Q q�)(205)

wherePq� and Q q� arenorm alcoordinates,and !(q�)areacousticalphonon

frequencies.Itisim portantto notethatin spiteofthefactthatin Hubbard

m odel(49),thed-and s(p)-bandsarereplaced by onee�ectiveband ,thes-

electronsgiverisetoscreeninge�ectsand weretaken intoe�ectsby choosing

thepropervaluesofU and theacousticalphonon frequencies.

8.5 Equations ofSuperconductivity

Toderivethesuperconductivityequations,weusetheIG F m ethod ofSection

3 in which the decoupling procedure is carried out only for approxim ate

calculation ofthe m ass operator ofthe m atrix electron G F.According to

the argum ents ofSection 4.3 ,eqn.(64),the relevant m atrix G F is ofthe

form

G ij(!)=

�
G 11 G 12

G 21 G 22

�

=(206)

 
< < ai�ja

y

j� > > < < ai�jaj� � > >

< < a
y

i� �ja
y

j� > > < < a
y

i� �jaj� � > >

!

Aswasdiscussed in Section 4.4,with thisde�nition,oneintroducestheso-

called anom alous(o�-diagonal)G Fswhich �x therelevantBCS-Bogoliubov

vacuum and select proper sym m etry broken solutions. Di�erentiation of

G ij(t� t0)with respectto the�rsttim egivesfortheFouriercom ponentsof

theequationsofm otion

X

j

(!�ij � tij)< < aj�ja
y

i0�
> > = �ii0 +(207)

U < < ai�ni� �ja
y

i0�
> > +

X

nj

Vijn < < aj�unja
y

i0�
> >

X

j

(!�ij + tij)< < a
y

j� �ja
y

i0�
> > =(208)

� U < < a
y

i� �ni�ja
y

i0�
> > +

X

nj

Vjin < < a
y

j� �unja
y

i0�
> >

Following the generalstrategy ofthe IG F m ethod,we separate the renor-

m alization oftheelectron energyin theHartree-Fock-Bogoliubov generalized
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m ean �eld approxim ation (including anom alous averages) from the renor-

m alization ofhigher-orderdueto inelasticscattering.Forthis,weintroduce

irreduciblepartsoftheG F in accordancewith thede�nition (asan exam ple,

we take two ofthe fourG reen functions)

((ir)< < ai�a
y

i� �ai� �ja
y

i0�
> > !)= < < ai�a

y

i� �ai� �ja
y

i0�
> > ! �(209)

� < ni� � > G 11+ < ai�ai� � > < < a
y

i� �ja
y

i0�
> > !

((ir)< < a
y

i�ai�a
y

i� �ja
y

i0�
> > !)= < < a

y

i�ai�a
y

i� �ja
y

i0�
> > ! �

� < ni� > G 21+ < a
y

i�a
y

i� � > < < ai�ja
y

i0�
> > !

From thisde�nition itfollowsthatthisway ofintroducingtheIG F broadens

the initialalgebra ofthe operators and the initialset ofthe G Fs. This

m eans that \actual" algebra ofthe operators m ustinclude the anom alous

term s from the beginning,nam ely: (ai�,a
y

i�,ni�,a
y

i�a
y

i� �,ai� �a
y

i�). The

corresponding initialG F is the form (206). The choice ofthe irreducible

partsoftheG F in (209)isspeci�ed by the"orthogonality" constraint(31),

which m akes it possible to introduce unam biguously the irreducible parts

and m aketheinhom ogeneousterm sin theequationsforthem vanish.Using

(209),we rewriteeqs.(207)and (208)in the form

X

j

�
(! � U < nj� � > )�ij � tij

�
< < aj�ja

y

i0�
> > = �ii0(210)
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X

j
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(! + U < nj� > )�ij + tji
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y

j� �ja
y

i0�
> > =(211)

+ U < a
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y

i0�
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X
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< < (�ji� �a
y

j� �)
(ir)ja

y

i0�
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where

�ij� = U nj� ��ij +
X

n

Vijnun(1� �ij)(212)

In therepresentation ofthe Nam bu operators[71]

 i;� � =

 
ai� �

a
y

i�

!

 
y

i;� � = (a
y

i� �;ai�)(213)

theequation ofm otion forG F (210)can berepresented as

X

j

(!�0�ij � tij�3 � �ci�)< <  jj 
y

i0
> > =(214)

�ii0�0 +
X

j

< < (�ij�3 j)
(ir)j 

y

i0
> >
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HeretheHartree-Fock-Bogoliubov elasticCoulom b term (64)isoftheform

�c
i� = � U �3 <  i;� � 

y

i;� � > �3 +
U

2
(�0 + �3)(215)

To calculate the irreducible m atrix G F in (214),we write down for it the

equation ofm otion with respectto thesecond tim et0and then separatethe

irreducible partwith respectto the operatorson the right-hand-side ofthe

corresponding G F.ThisgivestheDyson equation in the m atrix form

Ĝ ii0(!)= Ĝ
0
ii0(!)+

X

jj0

Ĝ
0
ij(!)M̂ jj0(!)Ĝ j0i0(!)(216)

Thegeneralized m ean �eld G F G 0 and the m assoperatorarede�ned by

X

j

(!�0�ij � tij�3 � �ci�)G
0
ji0 = �ii0�0(217)

M kk0 =
X

jj0

(< < (�kj�3 j)
(ir)j( 

y

j0
�3�j0k0)

(ir)
> > )(p)!(218)

Theexplicitexpression forthem assoperator(218)isoftheform

M̂ ii0(!)=(219)

X

jj0
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j0"
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�ji#j�j0i0"a
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> > (ir))(p) ((ir)< < a

y

j#
�ji#j�i0j0#aj0# > >

(ir))(p)

!

The m ass operator (219) describes inelastic scattering of electrons ( the

elastic part is contained in �c
i� ) on uctuations ofthe density ofa total

electron-ion charge in the lattice. To �nd an approxim ating expression for

them assoperator(219),we adoptthe following trialapproxim ation

< �j0i0�(t)a
y

j0�
(t)aj��ij� >

(ir)� < �j0i0�(t)�ij� > < a
y

i0�
(t)aj� >(220)

Thisapproxim ation wasm adein thespiritoftheapproxim ation of"two in-

teracting m odes"and m eansignoringtherenorm alization ofthevertex,i.e.,

thecorrelation in thepropagation ofan electron (hole)and thepropagation

ofcharge density uctuations.

W riting down furtherspectralrepresentation forthecorrelation functionsin

(220),werepresentthem assoperatorby thesum

M̂ ii0(!)= M̂
1
ii0(!)+ M̂

2
ii0(!)(221)

The�rstcontribution M 1 hasaform characteristicofan interactingelectron-

phonon system

M
1
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Thecontribution M 2
ii0
hasa m orecom plicated structure

M
2
ii0 =

U 2

2
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where
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The equations (216) and (221) constitute a self-consistent system ofequa-

tionsforthesingle-particleG F oftheHubbard m odelon a vibrating lattice.

Note that these equations ofsuperconductivity can be in an obvious way

transform ed to the standard form of the Eliashberg equations [99]. The

num ericalcalculations ofthe electron-phonon spectralfunction �2(!)F (!)

fora few transition m etals were done in ref.[102]. Itisworthy to em pha-

size that in paper [101]a very detailed m icroscopic theory ofthe strong

coupling superconductivity in highly disordered transition m etalalloyswas

developed on the basisofthe IG F m ethod within the M TBA reform ulated

approach [100]. The Eliashberg-type strong coupling equations for highly

disordered alloyswerederived.Itwasshown thattheelectron-phonon spec-

tralfunction in alloys is m odi�ed strongly. Thus,the self-consistent sys-

tem ofsuperconductivity equationsobtained in theW annierrepresentation

m akesitpossibleto investigaterealtransition m etals,theiralloys,and com -

poundsfrom a uni�ed pointofview.

9 Q uasi-Particle D ynam ics ofA nderson M odels

9.1 Q uasi-Particle D ynam ics ofSIA M

In thisSection,we considerthe m any-body quasi-particle dynam icsofthe

Anderson im purity m odelat �nite tem peratures in the fram ework ofthe

equation-of-m otion m ethod.In spiteofm any theoreticale�orts,thereisno

com pletesolution ofthedynam icproblem forthe"sim ple"Anderson/Hubbard

m odel. O ne ofthe m ain reasonsforthisisthatithasbeen recognized rel-

atively recently only that the sim plicity ofthe Anderson m odelm anifests

itselfnotin them any-body dynam ics(therightde�nition ofquasi-particles

via the poles ofG F;see Section 6.1 ) but rather at quite a di�erent level

-in the dynam icsoftwo-particle scattering,resulting in the elegantBethe-

ansatz solution (forthe relativistic spectrum linearin k ),which gives the
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static characteristics (static susceptibility,speci�c heat,etc).In thissense,

asto the true m any-body dynam ics,the com plete analytic solution ofthis

problem is stillquite an open subject. This Section is prim arily devoted

to the analysis ofthe relevant m any-body dynam ic solution ofthe SIAM

and its correct functionalstructure. W e wish to determ ine which solution

actually arises both from the self-consistent m any-body approach and in-

trinsic nature ofthe m odelitself. W e believe highly thatbefore num erical

calculations ofthe spectralintensity ofthe G reen function at low energy

and low tem perature itis quite im portantto have a consistent and closed

analytic representation forthe one-particle G F ofthe SIAM and Hubbard

m odel. The paper[104]clearly showsthe im portance ofthe calculation of

theG F and spectraldensitiesforSIAM in a self-consistentway.An alterna-

tive approach to dynam icsofthe Anderson m odelwasform ulated within a

m odi�ed version oftheK adano�-Baym m ethod [105],[106].Unfortunately,

theNealapproach also have certain drawbacks.

A properm any-body description ofdynam iccorrelationsisvery actualalso

fortheinvestigation ofthedynam icsofthem any-im purity Anderson m odel,

wherestandard advanced m any-bodym ethodsdonotworkproperlyin usual

form ulation.Recently,alotofe�ortsweredevoted toabetterunderstanding

ofthestaticand dynam icpropertiesoftheAnderson m odelin thecontextof

m any-im purity case[29].This�eld isquiteim portantforthedescription of

m agneticpropertiesofanom alousrare-earth com pounds[62],[63].Theprob-

lem ofan adequateand consistentdescription ofdynam icsofsingle-im purity

and m any-im purity Anderson m odels(SIAM and M IAM )and otherm od-

elsofcorrelated lattice electronswasnotyetsolved analytically com pletely

. During the last decades,a lot oftheoreticalpapers were published,at-

tacking theAnderson m odelby m any re�ned m any-body analyticm ethods.

Nevertheless,a fully consistentdynam icanalyticsolution in theclosed form

fora single-particle propagatorofSIAM isstilllacking.In thisSection,the

problem ofconsistent analytic description ofthe m any-body dynam ics of

SIAM isdiscussed in thefram ework oftheequation-of-m otion approach for

double-tim etherm odynam icG Fs.In addition to theIG F approach,we�nd

a new exactidentity relating theone-particleand m any-particleG Fs.Using

this identity,we present a consistent and generalschem e for construction

ofgeneralized solutions ofSIAM .A new approach forthe com plex expan-

sion forthesingle-particlepropagatorin term sofCoulom b repulsion U and

hybridization V is proposed. Using the exact identity,an essentially new

m any-bodydynam icsolution ofSIAM isderived.Thisapproach o�ersanew

way forthe system atic construction ofapproxim ate interpolation dynam ic

solutionsofstrongly correlated electron system s.
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9.2 IG F A pproach to SIA M

Afterdiscussing som e ofthe basic factsaboutthe correctfunctionalstruc-

ture ofthe relevant dynam ic solution ofcorrelated electron m odels we are

looking for,described in previousSections,we give a sim ilarconsideration

forSIAM .Itwasshown in [28],usingthem inim alalgebraofrelevantopera-

tors,thattheconstruction oftheG M FsforSIAM isquitenontrivialforthe

strongly correlated case,and itisratherdi�cultto getitfrom an intuitive

physicalpointofview.Letusconsider�rstthe following m atrix G F

Ĝ (!)=

 
< < ck�jc

y

k�
> > < < ck�jf

y

0� > >

< < f0�jc
y

k�
> > < < f0�jf

y

0� > >

!

(224)

Perform ing the �rst-tim e di�erentiation and de�ning the irreducibleG F

((ir)< < f0�f
y

0� �f0� �jf
y

0� > > !)= < < f0�f
y

0� �f0� �jf
y

0� > > ! �(225)

� < n0� � > < < f0�jf
y

0� > > !

we obtain thefollowing equation ofm otion in them atrix form

X

p

F̂p(!)Ĝ p(!)= 1̂+ U D̂
(ir)(!)(226)

where allde�nitions are rather evident. Proceeding further with the IG F

technique,the equation ofm otion (226)isexactly rewritten in the form of

theDyson equation

Ĝ (!)= Ĝ
0(!)+ Ĝ

0(!)M̂ (!)Ĝ (!)(227)

Thegeneralized m ean �eld G F G 0 isde�ned by

X

p

Fp(!)G
0
p(!)= Î(228)

Theexplicitsolutionsfordiagonalelem entsofG 0 are

< < f0�jf
y

0� > >
0
!=

�
! � E0� � U n� � � S(!))

�� 1
(229)
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y
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0
!=

�
! � �k �

jVkj
2

! � E0� � U n� �

�� 1
(230)

where

S(!)=
X

k

jVkj
2
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(231)

The m ass operator,which describes inelastic scattering processes,has the

following m atrix form

M̂ (!)=

�
0 0

0 M 0�

�

(232)
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where

M 0� = U
2((ir)< < f0�n0� �jf

y

0�n0� � > >
(ir)
! )(p)(233)

From theform alsolution ofthe Dyson equation (38)oneobtains

< < f0�jf
y

0� > > !=
�
! � E0� � U n� � � M 0� � S(!)

�� 1
(234)
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�� 1
(235)

To calculatetheself-energy in a self-consistentway,wehaveto approxim ate

it by lower-order G Fs. Let us start by analogy with the Hubbard m odel

with a pair-typeapproxim ation (146)

M 0�(!)=(236)

U
2

Z
d!1d!2d!3

! + !1 � !2 � !3

[n(!2)n(!3)+ n(!1)(1� n(!2)� n(!3))]g0� �(!1)g0�(!2)g0� �(!3)

wherewe used the notation

g0�(!)= �
1

�
Im < < f0�jf

y

0� > > !

The equations(227)and (236)constitute a closed self-consistentsystem of

equations for the single-electron G F for SIAM m odel,butonly forweakly

correlated lim it.In principle,wecan use,on ther.h.s.of(236),anyworkable

�rstiteration-step form oftheG F and �nd a solution by repeated iteration.

Ifwe take forthe�rstiteration step the expression

g0�(!)� �(! � E0� � U n� �);(237)

we get,fortheself-energy,the explicitexpression

M 0�(!)= U
2n(E 0� + U n� �)(1� n(E0� + U n� �))

! � E0� � U n� �
= U

2
N � �(1� N� �)G

0
�(!)

(238)

whereN � � = n(E 0� + U n� �).Thisisthewell-known "atom ic" lim itofthe

self-energy.

Let us try again another type ofthe approxim ation for M . The approxi-

m ation which we willuse reectsthe interference between the one-particle

branch and the collective one
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Ifwe retain only the�rstterm in (239)and m ake useofthesam e iteration

asin (237),we obtain

M 0�(!)� U
2(1� n(E0� + U n� �))

! � E0� � U n� �
< n0� �n0� � >(240)

Ifwe retain thesecond term in (239),weobtain
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wherethefollowing notation wasbeen used:
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Itispossibleto rewrite(241)in a m oreconvenientway now
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The equations (227) and (242) constitute a self-consistent system ofequa-

tionsforthe single-particle G F ofSIAM .Note thatspin-up and spin-down

electronsarecorrelated when they occupy theim purity level.So,thisreally

im provesthe H-F theory in which justthese correlationswere m issed.The

roleofelectron-electron correlation becom esm uch m orecrucialforthecase

ofstrong correlation.

9.3 SIA M .Strong C orrelation

The sim plest relevant algebra ofthe operators used for the description of

the strong correlation hasa sim ilarform asforthatofthe Hubbard m odel

(154).Letusrepresentthem atrix G F (224)in the following form
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Then we proceed by analogy with the calculationsforthe Hubbard m odel.

Theequation ofm otion fortheauxiliary m atrix G F

F̂�(!)=(244)
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isofthefollowing form

Ê F̂�(!)� Î = D̂(245)

wherethefollowing m atrix notation wasused
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�
0� �

1

A :

U� =

�
U; � = +

0; � = �

Here D̂ isa higher-orderG F,with the following structure

D̂ (!)=

0

@
0 0 0

D 21 D 22 D 23

D 31 D 32 D 33

1

A(247)

In accordancewith thegeneralm ethod ofSection 3,weby de�nethem atrix

IG F:

D̂
(ir)(!)= D̂ �

X

�

 
A + �

A � �

!

(G �+
� G

��
� )(248)

Here thenotation wasused:

A
+ + =

< (f
y

0� �cp� � + c
y
p� �f0� �)(n0� � n0� �)>

< n0� � >
(249)

A
� � =

� < (f
y

0� �cp� � + c
y
p� �f0� �)(1+ n0� � n0� �)>

< 1� n0� � >
(250)

A
� + = A

+ +
; A

+ � = � A
� �

Thegeneralized m ean-�eld G F isde�ned by

Ê F̂
0
�(!)� Î = 0; G

0 =
X

��

F
0
��(251)

From thelastde�nition we�nd that

< < f0�jf
y

0� > >
0
!=

< n0� � >

! � E0� � U+ �
P

pVpA
+ +

(1+

P
pVpA

� +

! � E0� � U�
)

+
1� < n0� � >

! � E0� � U� �
P

pVpA
� �

(1+

P
pVpA

+ �

! � E0� � U+
)(252)

< < ck�jc
y

k�
> >

0
!= (! � �k � jVkj

2
F
at(!))

� 1
(253)

where

F
at=

< n0� � >

! � E0� � U+
+

1� < n0� � >

! � E0� � U�
(254)

For Vp = 0,we obtain,from solution (252),the atom ic solution F at. The

conduction electron G F (253)also givesa correctexpression forVk = 0.
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9.4 IG F M ethod and Interpolation Solution

To show explicitly the exibility ofthe IG F m ethod,we consider a m ore

extended new algebraofoperatorsfrom which therelevantm atrixG F should

be constructed to m ake the connection with the interpolation solution of

theAnderson m odel.Forthisaim ,letusconsiderthefollowing equation of

m otion in the m atrix form

X

p

F (p;k)G p�(!)= I+
X

p

VpD p(!)(255)

whereG isthe initial4� 4 m atrix G F and D isthe higher-orderG F:

G � =

0

B
B
@

G 11 G 12 G 13 G 14

G 21 G 22 G 23 G 24

G 31 G 32 G 33 G 34

G 41 G 42 G 43 G 44

1

C
C
A(256)

Here thefollowing notation wasused

G 11 = < < ck�jc
y

k�
> > ; G 12 = < < ck�jf

y

0� > > ;

G 13 = < < ck�jf
y

0�n0� � > > ; G 14 = < < ck�jc
y

k�
n0� � > > ;

G 21 = < < f0�jc
y

k�
> > ; G 22 = < < f0�jf

y

0� > > ;

G 23 = < < f0�jf
y

0�n0� � > > ; G 24 = < < f0�jc
y

k�
n0� � > > ;(257)

G 31 = < < f0�n0� �jc
y

k�
> > ; G 32 = < < f0�n0� �jf

y

0� > > ;

G 33 = < < f0�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > ; G 34 = < < f0�n0� �jc
y

k�
n0� � > > ;

G 41 = < < ck�n0� �jc
y

k�
> > ; G 42 = < < ck�n0� �jf

y

0� > > ;

G 43 = < < ck�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > ; G 44 = < < ck�n0� �jc
y

k�
n0� � > > ;

W eavoid to writedown explicitly therelevant16 G Fs,ofwhich them atrix

G F D consist,forthe brevity. For ouraim s,itis enough to proceed forth

in the following way.

The equation (255) results from the �rst-tim e di�erentiation ofthe G F G

and isastartingpointfortheIG F approach.Letusintroducetheirreducible

partforthe higher-orderG F D in thefollowing way

D
(ir)

�
= D � �

X

�

L
��
G �� ; (�;�)= (1;2;3;4)(258)

and de�nethe G M F G F according to

X

p

~F (p;k)G M F
p� (!)= I;(259)
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Then,weareableto writedown explicitly theDyson equation (37)and the

exactexpression forthe self-energy M in them atrix form :

M k�(!)= I
� 1

X

p;q

VpVq

0

B
B
@

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 M 33 M 34

0 0 M 43 M 44

1

C
C
A I

� 1(260)

Here them atrix I isgiven by

I =

0

B
B
@

1 0 0 < n0� � >

0 1 < n0� � > 0

0 < n0� � > < n0� � > 0

< n0� � > 0 0 < n0� � >

1

C
C
A

and thethe m atrix elem entsofM are oftheform :

M 33 = (< < A
(ir)

1
(p)jB

(ir)

1
(q)> > )(p);M 34 = (< < A

(ir)

1
(p)jB

(ir)

2
(k;q)> > )(p)

M 43 = (< < A
(ir)

2
(k;p)jB

(ir)

1
(q)> > )(p);M 44 = (< < A

(ir)

2
(k;p)jB

(ir)

2
(k;q)> > )(p)

(261)

where

A 1(p)= (c
y
p� �f0�f0� � � cp� �f

y

0� �f0�);

A 2(k;p)= (ck�f
y

0� �cp� � � ck�c
y
p� �f0� �);

B 1(p)= (f
y

0�c
y
p� �f0� � � f

y

0�f
y

0� �cp� �);(262)

B 2(k;p)= (c
y

k�
c
y
p� �f0� � � c

y

k�
f
y

0� �cp� �);

Since the self-energy M describes the processes of inelastic scattering of

electrons(c-c ,f-f,and c-ftypes),itsapproxim ate representation would be

de�ned by the natureofphysicalassum ptionsaboutthisscattering.

To get an idea about the functionalstructure ofour G M F solution (259),

letuswritedown the m atrix elem entG M F
33 :

G
M F
33 = < < f0�n0� �jf

y

0�n0� � > > =

< n0� � >

! � �M F
f

� U � SM F (!)� Y (!)
+

< n0� � > Z(!)

(! � �M F
f

� U � SM F (!)� Y (!))(! � E0� � S(!))
(263)

Y (!)=
U Z(!)

! � E0� � S(!)
(264)

Z(!)= S(!)
X

p

VP L
41

! � �M F
p

+

X

p

jVpj
2L42

! � �M F
p

+ S(!)L31 +
X

p

VpL
32(265)
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Herethecoe�cientsL 41;L42;L31,and L32 arecertain com plicated averages

(see de�nition (258)) from which the functionalofthe G M F is build. To

clarify the functionalstructureofthe obtained solution,letusconsiderour

�rstequation ofm otion (255),beforeintroducingtheirreducibleG Fs(258).

Let us put sim ply,in this equation,the higher-order G F D = 0! To dis-

tinguish thissim plestequation from theG M F one (259),we write itin the

following form X

p

F (p;k)G 0(p;!)= I(266)

Thecorresponding m atrix elem entswhich weare interested in hereread

G
0
22 = < < f0�jf

y

0� > > =(267)

1� < n0� � >

! � E0� � S(!)
+

< n0� � >

! � E0� � S(!)� U

G
0
33 = < < f0�n0� �jf

y

0�n0� � > > =
< n0� � >

! � E0� � S(!)� U
(268)

G
0
32 = < < f0�n0� �jf

y

0� > > = G
0
33(269)

Theconclusion isratherevident.Thesim plestinterpolation solution follows

from ourm atrix G F (256)in thelowestorderin V ,even beforeintroduction

ofG M F corrections,not speaking about the self-energy corrections. The

two G Fs G 0
32 and G 0

33 are equalonly in the lowest order in V . It is quite

clear thatourfullsolution (38) thatincludesthe self-energy corrections is

m uch m ore richer.

Itisworthwhileto stressthatour4� 4m atrix G M F G F (256)givesonly ap-

proxim atedescription ofsuitablem ean �elds.Ifweconsiderm oreextended

algebra,wegetthe m orecorrectstructureofthe relevantG M F.

9.5 D ynam ic Properties ofSIA M

To dem onstrate clearly the advantages of the IG F m ethod for SIAM ,it

is worthwhile to em phasize a few im portant points about the approach

based on the equations-of-m otion for the G Fs. To give a m ore instruc-

tive discussion,letusconsiderthe single-particle G F oflocalized electrons

G � = < < f0�jf
y

0� > > .Thesim plestapproxim ate"interpolation" solution of

SIAM isofthe form :

G �(!)=
1

! � E0� � S(!)
+

U < n0� � >

(! � E0� � S(!)� U )(! � E0� � S(!))
=

1� < n0� � >

! � E0� � S(!)
+

< n0� � >

! � E0� � S(!)� U
(270)

Thevaluesofn� are determ ined through the self-consistency equation

n� = < n0� > = �
1

�

Z

dE n(E )Im G �(E ;n�)(271)
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The"atom ic-like" interpolation solution (270)reproducescorrectly thetwo

lim its:

G �(!)=
1� < n0� � >

! � E0�
+

< n0� � >

! � E0� � U
; for V = 0

G �(!)=
1

! � E0� � S(!)
; for U = 0(272)

Theim portantpointaboutform ulas(272)isthatany approxim atesolution

ofSIAM should be consistent with it. Let us rem ind how to get solution

(272).Itfollowsfrom the system ofequationsforsm all-V lim it:

(! � E0� � S(!))< < f0�jf
y

0� > > != 1+ U < < f0�n0� �jf
y

0� > > !;

(! � E0� � U )< < f0�n0� �jf
y

0� > > !�

< n0� � > +
X

k

Vk < < ck�n0�jf
y

0� > > !;(273)

(! � �k)< < ck�n0� �jf
y

0� > > !=

Vk < < f0�n0� �jf
y

0� > > !

Theequations(273)areapproxim ate;they includetwo m oreterm s,treated

in the lim itofsm allV in paper[107].

W e now proceed further. In paper [107]the G F G was calculated in the

lim itofin�nitely strong Coulom b correlation U and forsm allhybridization

V .ThefunctionalstructureoftheLacroix solution generalizesthesolution

(272).Thestarting pointisthe system ofequations:

(! � E0� � S(!))< < f0�jf
y

0� > > = 1+ U < < f0�n0� �jf
y

0� > >(274)

(! � E0� � U )< < f0�n0� �jf
y

0� > > = < n0� � > +
X

k

Vk

�
< < ck�n0� �jf

y

0� > > �

< < ck� �f
y

0� �f0�jf
y

0� > > + < < c
y

k� �
f0�f0� �jf

y

0� > >

�
(275)

Using a relatively sim ple decoupling procedure fora higher-orderequation

of m otion, a qualitatively correct low-tem perature spectralintensity was

calculated.The�nalexpression forG for�niteU isofthe form

< < f0�jf
y

0� > > =
1

! � E0� � S(!)+ U S1(!)
+

U < n0� � > + U F1(!)

K (!)(! � E0� � S(!)+ U S1(!))
(276)

where F1,S1,and K are certain com plicated expressions. W e write down

explicitly thein�niteU approxim ate G F [107]:

< < f0�jf
y

0� > > =
1� < n0� � > � F�(!)

! � E0� � S(!)� Z1�(!)
(277)
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Thefollowing notation wasused

F� = V
X

k

< f
y

0� �ck� � >

! � �k
(278)

Z
1
� = V

2
X

q;k

< c
y
q� �ck� � >

! � �k
� S(!)V

X

k

< f
y

0� �ck� � >

! � �k
(279)

Thefunctionalstructureofthesingle-particleG F (276)isquitetransparent.

The expression in the num eratorof(276)playsthe role of"dynam ic m ean

�eld",proportionalto < f
y

0� �ck� � > . In the denom inator,instead ofbare

shiftS(!)(231)wehavean "e�ectiveshift" S 1 = S(!)+ Z 1
�(!).Thechoice

ofthespeci�cprocedureofdecoupling forthehigher-orderequation ofm o-

tion speci�esthe selected "generalized m ean �elds" (G M Fs)and "e�ective

shifts".

9.6 Interpolation Solutions ofC orrelated M odels

Itisto thepointto discussbriey thegeneralconceptsofconstruction ofan

interpolation dynam ic solution ofthe strongly correlated electron m odels.

Thevery problem oftheconsistentinterpolation solutionsofthem any-body

electron m odelswasform ulated explicitly by Hubbard in thecontextofthe

Hubbard m odel.Hubbard clearly pointed outoneparticularfeatureofcon-

sistenttheory,insisting thatitshould give exactresultsin thetwo opposite

lim its ofvery wide and very narrow bands. The functionalstructure ofa

required interpolation solution can be clari�ed ifone considers the atom ic

(very narrow band)solution ofthe Hubbard m odel(49):

G
at(!)=

1� n� �

! � t0
+

n� �

! � t0 � U
=

1

! � t0 � �at(!)
(280)

where

�at(!)=
n� �U

1�
(1� n�� )U

!� t0

; t0 = tii(281)

Letusconsidertheexpansion in term sofU :

�at(!)� n� �U + n� �(1� n� �)U
2 1

! � t0
+ O (U )(282)

The"Hubbard I" solution (54)can bewritten as

G k =
1

! � �(k)� �at(!)
=

1

(G at)� 1 + t0 � �(k)
(283)

The partial"Hubbard III" solution,called the "alloy analogy" approxim a-

tion isoftheform :

�(!)=
n� �U

1� (U � �(!))G (!)
(284)
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Equation (284)followsfrom (281)when onetakesintoaccountthefollowing

relationship:
1

! � t0
/

1

1� n� �
G (!)� �(!)G (!)(285)

TheCoherentPotentialApproxim ation (CPA)providesthebasisforphysi-

calinterpretation ofequation (284)which correspondsto elim ination ofthe

dynam icsof� � electrons.By analogy with (282),itispossibleto expand:

n� �U

1� (U � �(!))G (!)
� n� �U + n� �U (U � �)G 0(! � �)+ O (U )(286)

Thesolution (277)doesnotreproducecorrectly the U-perturbation expan-

sion forthe self-energy:

M �(!)� U < n0� � > +

U
2

Z

dE 1

Z

dE 2

Z

dE 3

n(E 1)n(E 2)(1� n(E3))+ (1� n(E1)(1� n(E2))n(E 3)

! � E1 � E2 + E 3

Im G �(E 1)Im G � �(E 2)Im G � �(E 3)(287)

Itcan beshown thatitispossible,in principle,to�nd acertain waytoincor-

porate thisU 2 perturbation theory expansion into the functionalstructure

ofan interpolation dynam icsolution ofSIAM in aself-consistentway within

the higher-orderG Fs[108].The IG F approach with the use ofm inim alal-

gebra ofrelevantoperatorsallows one to �nd an interpolation solution for

weak and strongCoulom b interaction U and tocalculateexplicitly thequasi-

particlespectra and theirdam ping forboth thelim its.TheU-perturbation

expansion (147) is included into the IG F schem e in a self-consistent way.

The correct second-order contribution to the localapproxim ation for the

Hubbard m odelisoftheform

~G � /
G � < < n0� �jn0� � > >

n� �(1� n� �)
(288)

Thesam e argum entsare also valid forSIAM .

9.7 C om plex Expansion for a Propagator

W e now proceed with analytic m any-body consideration.O ne can attem pt

toconsiderasuitablesolution fortheSIAM startingfrom thefollowingexact

relation derived in paper[28]:

< < f0�jf
y

0� > > = g
0 + g

0
P g

0(289)

g
0 = (! � E0� � S(!))� 1(290)

P = U < n0� � > + U 2
< < f0�n0� �jf

y

0�n0� � > >(291)

The advantage ofthe equation (289) is thatitis a pure identity and does

not include any approxim ation. Ifwe insert our G M F solution (277) into
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(289),we getan essentially new dynam ic solution ofSIAM constructed on

the basis ofthe com plex (com bined) expansion ofthe propagator in both

U and V param eters and reproducing exact solutions ofSIAM for V = 0

and U = 0. It generalizes (even on the m ean-�eld level) the solutions of

papers[107], [105].

Having em phasized theim portanceoftheroleofequation (289),letussee

now whatisthebestpossible�tforhigher-orderG F in (291).W e consider

theequation ofm otion forit:

(! � E0� � U )< < f0�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > = < n0� � > +(292)
X

k

Vk(< < ck�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > +

< < c
y

k� �
f0�f0� �jf

y

0�n0� � > > � < < ck� �f
y

0� �f0�jf
y

0�n0� � > > )

W e can think ofitas de�ning new kindsofelastic and inelastic scattering

processes that contribute to the form ation ofgeneralized m ean �elds and

self-energy (dam ping)corrections.Theconstruction ofsuitable m ean �elds

can bequitenontrivial,and to describethesecontributionsself-consistently,

letusconsidertheequationsofm otion forhigher-orderG Fsin ther.h.s.of

(292)

(! � �k)< < ck�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > =

V < < f0�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > +(293)
X

p

V (< < ck�f
y

0� �cp� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > � < < ck�c
y
p� �f0� �jf

y

0�n0� � > > )

(! � �k � E0� + E 0� �)< < ck� �f
y

0� �f0�jf
y

0�n0� � > >

= � < f
y

0� �ck� �n0� > �(294)

V < < f0�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > +
X

p

V (< < ck� �f
y

0� �cp�jf
y

0�n0� � > > � < < ck� �c
y
p� �f0�jf

y

0�n0� � > > )

(! + �k � E0� � E0� � � U )< < c
y

k� �
f0�f0� �jf

y

0�n0� � > >(295)

= � < c
y

k� �
f0�f

y

0�f0� � > +

V < < f0�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > +
X

p

V (< < c
y

k� �
cp�f0� �jf

y

0�n0� � > > + < < c
y

k� �
f0�cp� �jf

y

0�n0� � > > )

Now letusseehow to proceed furtherto geta suitablefunctionalstructure

oftherelevantsolution.Theintrinsicnatureofthesystem oftheequations
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ofm otion (293)-(295)suggeststo considerthe following approxim ation:

(! � �k)< < ck�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > � V < < f0�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > >(296)

(! � �k � E0� + E 0� �)< < ck� �f
y

0� �f0�jf
y

0�n0� � > > � � < f
y

0� �ck� �n0� >

� V (< < f0�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > � < < ck� �c
y

k� �
f0�jf

y

0�n0� � > > )(297)

(! + �k � E0� � E0� � � U )< < c
y

k� �
f0�f0� �jf

y

0�n0� � > > � � < c
y

k� �
f0�f

y

0�f0� � > +

V (< < f0�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > + < < c
y

k� �
f0�ck� �jf

y

0�n0� � > > )(298)

It is transparent that the construction ofapproxim ations (296) -(298) is

related with thesm all-V expansion and isnotunique,butvery natural.As

a result,we �nd theexplicitexpression forG F in (291)

< < f0�n0� �jf
y

0�n0� � > > �
< n0� � > � F1�(!)

! � E0� � U � S1(!)
(299)

Here thefollowing notation wasused

S1(!)= S(!)(300)

+
X

k

jV j2(
1

! � �k � E0� + E 0� �

+
1

! + �k � E0� � E0� � � U
)

F
1
� =

X

k

(V F2 + V
2
F3)(301)

F2 =
< c

y

k� �
f0�f

y

0�f0� � >

! + �k � E0� � E0� � � U
+

< f
y

0� �ck� �n0� >

! � �k � E0� + E 0� �

(302)

F3 =(303)

< < ck� �c
y

k� �
f0�jf

y

0�n0� � > >

! � �k � E0� + E 0� �

+
< < c

y

k� �
f0�ck� �jf

y

0�n0� � > >

! + �k � E0� � E0� � � U

Now onecan substitutetheG F in (291)by theexpression (299).Thisgives

a new approxim atedynam icsolution ofSIAM wherethecom plex expansion

both in U and V wasincorporated.The im portantobservation isthatthis

new solution satis�esboth thelim its(272).Forexam ple,ifwewish to geta

lowestorderapproxim ation up to U 2 and V 2,itisvery easy to notice that

forV = 0:

< < f0�c
y

k� �
ck� �jf

y

0�n0� � > > �
< c

y

k� �
ck� � > < n0� � >

! � E0� � U

< < ck� �c
y

k� �
f0�jf

y

0�n0� � > > �
< ck� �c

y

k� �
> < n0� � >

! � E0� � U
(304)

Thisresultsin thepossibility to �nd explicitly allnecessary quantitiesand,

thus,to solve the problem in a self-consistentway.

In sum m ary,wepresented hereaconsistentm any-bodyapproach toanalytic
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dynam ic solution ofSIAM at �nite tem peratures and for a broad interval

ofthe values ofthe m odelparam eters. W e used the exact result (289) to

connect the single-particle G F with higher-order G F to obtain a com plex

com bined expansion in term s ofU and V for the propagator. To sum m a-

rize,wereform ulated theproblem ofsearchesforan appropriatem any-body

dynam icsolution forSIAM in a way thatprovidesuswith an e�ective and

workable schem e for constructing ofadvanced analytic approxim ate solu-

tions for the single-particle G Fs on the levelofthe higher-order G Fs in a

rather system atic self-consistent way. This procedure has the advantage

thatitsystem atically usestheprincipleofinterpolation solution within the

equation-of-m otion approach forG Fs.Theleading principle,which weused

here wasto look m ore carefully forthe intrinsic functionalstructure ofthe

required relevant solution and then to form ulate approxim ations for the

higher-orderG Fsin accordance with thisstructure.

The m ain results ofour IG F study are the exact Dyson equations for the

fullm atrix G Fsand a new derivation ofthe G M F G Fs.The approxim ate

explicitcalculationsofinelasticself-energy correctionsarequitestraightfor-

ward buttediousand too extended fortheirdescription. Here we wantto

em phasizean essentially new pointofview on thederivation oftheG eneral-

ized M ean FieldsforSIAM when weareinterested in theinterpolation �nite

tem perature solution forthe single-particle propagator.O ur�nalsolutions

havethecorrectfunctionalstructureand di�eressentially from previousso-

lutions.

O fcourse,thereareim portantcriteriatobem et(m ainly num erically),such

as the question left open,whether the present approxim ation satis�es the

Friedelsum rule(thisquestion leftopen in [105]and [107]).A quantitative

num ericalcom parison ofself-consistentresults(e.g.thewidth and shapeof

theK ondo resonancein thenear-integerregim eoftheSIAM )would becru-

cialtoo. In the present consideration,we concentrated on the problem of

correct functionalstructure ofthe single-particle G F itself. In addition to

SIAM ,itwillbeinstructiveto considersketchy thePAM and TIAM too for

com pletness.

9.8 Q uasi-Particle D ynam ics ofPA M

Them ain drawback oftheH-F typesolution ofPAM (61)isthatitignores

thecorrelationsofthe""up" and "down" electrons.In thisSection,wetake

into account the latter correlations in a self-consistent way using the IG F

m ethod.W e considertherelevantm atrix G F ofthe form (cf.(224))

Ĝ (!)=

 
< < ck�jc

y

k�
> > < < ck�jf

y

k�
> >

< < fk�jc
y

k�
> > < < fk�jf

y

k�
> >

!

(305)
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Theequation ofm otion forG F (305)reads

�
(! � �k) � Vk

� Vk (! � Ek)

�  
< < ck�jc

y

k�
> > < < ck�jf

y

k�
> >

< < fk�jc
y

k�
> > < < fk�jf

y

k�
> >

!

=

�
1 0

0 1

�

+ U N
� 1

X

pq

�
0 0

< < Ajc
y

k�
> > < < Ajf

y

k�
> >

�

(306)

where A = fk+ p�f
y
p+ q� �fq� �. According to eq.(30),the de�nition ofthe

irreduciblepartsin the equation ofm otion (306)are de�ned asfollows

(ir)
< < fk+ p�f

y
p+ q� �fq� �jc

y

k�
> > = < < fk+ p�f

y
p+ q� �fq� �jc

y

k�
> > �

�p;0 < nq� � > < < fk�jc
y

k�
> >

(ir)
< < fk+ p�f

y
p+ q� �fq� �jf

y

k�
> > = < < fk+ p�f

y
p+ q� �fq� �jf

y

k�
> > �

�p;0 < nq� � > < < fk�jf
y

k�
> >

Aftersubstituting thesede�nitionsinto equation (306),we obtain

�
(! � �k) � Vk

� Vk (! � E�(k))

�  
< < ck�jc

y

k�
> > < < ck�jf

y

k�
> >

< < fk�jc
y

k�
> > < < fk�jf

y

k�
> >

!

=

�
1 0

0 1

�

+ U N
� 1

X

pq

�
0 0

(ir) < < Ajc
y

k�
> > (ir) < < Ajf

y

k�
> >

�

(307)

Thefollowing notation wasused

E �(k)= E k � U n� �; n� � = < f
y

k� �
fk� � >

The de�nition of the generalized m ean �eld G F ( which, for the weak

Coulom b correlation U ,coincideswith theHartree-Fock m ean �eld )isevi-

dent.Allinelasticrenorm alization term sarenow related to thelastterm in

the equation ofm otion (307). Allelastic scattering (orm ean �eld)renor-

m alization term sareincluded into the following m ean-�eld G F

�
(! � �k) � Vk

� Vk (! � E�(k))

�  
< < ck�jc

y

k�
> > 0 < < ck�jf

y

k�
> > 0

< < fk�jc
y

k�
> > 0 < < fk�jf

y

k�
> > 0

!

=

�
1 0

0 1

�

(308)

Itiseasy to �nd that(cf.(229)and (230))

< < fk�jf
y

k�
> >

0=
�
! � E�(k)�

jVkj
2

! � �k

�� 1
(309)

< < ck�jc
y

k�
> >

0=
�
! � �k �

jVkj
2

! � E�(k)

�� 1
(310)

Atthispoint,itisworthwhileto em phasizea signi�cantdi�erencebetween

both the m odels,PAM and SIAM .The corresponding SIAM equation for
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generalized m ean �eld G F (228)reads

X

p

�
(! � �p)�pk � Vp�pk

� Vp
1

N
(! � E0� � U n� �)

�  
< < ck�jc

y

k�
> > 0 < < ck�jf

y

0� > >
0

< < f0�jc
y

k�
> > 0 < < f0�jf

y

0� > >
0

!

=

�
1 0

0 1

�

(311)

This m atrix notation for SIAM shows a fundam entaldistinction between

SIAM and PAM .For SIAM ,we have a di�erent num ber of states for a

strongly localized leveland theconduction electron subsystem :theconduc-

tion band contains2N states,whereasthe localized (s-type)levelcontains

only two. The com parison of(311) and (308) showsclearly thatthisdi�-

culty does not exist for PAM :the num berofstates both in the localized

and itinerantsubsystem sare the sam e,i.e.2N .

This im portant di�erence between SIAM and PAM appears also when we

calculateinelasticscattering orself-energy corrections.By analogy with the

Hubbard m odel,theequation ofm otion (307)forPAM can betransform ed

exactly to the scattering equation ofthe form (36). Then,we are able to

write down explicitly the Dyson equation (37)and the exactexpression for

theself-energy M in the m atrix form :

M̂ k�(!)=

�
0 0

0 M 22

�

(312)

Here them atrix elem entM 22 isofthe form

M 22 = M k�(!)=(313)

U 2

N 2

X

pqrs

(
(ir)

< < fk+ p�f
y
p+ q� �fq� �jf

y
r� �fr+ s� �f

y

k+ s�
> >

(ir))
(p)

To calculate the self-energy operator(313)in a self-consistentway,we pro-

ceed by analogy with theHubbard m odelin Section 8.1.Then we�nd both

expressionsforthe self-energy operatorin form (149)and (152).

9.9 Q uasi-Particle D ynam ics ofT IA M

Letusseenow how to rewritetheresultsofthepreceeding Sectionsforthe

caseofTIAM Ham iltonian (62).W eagain considertherelevantm atrix G F

ofthe form (cf.(224))

Ĝ (!)=

0

@
G 11 G 12 G 13

G 21 G 22 G 23

G 31 G 32 G 33

1

A =

0

B
@

< < ck�jc
y

k�
> > < < ck�jf

y

1� > > < < ck�jf
y

2� > >

< < f1�jc
y

k�
> > < < f1�jf

y

1� > > < < f1�jf
y

2� > >

< < f2�jc
y

k�
> > < < f2�jf

y

1� > > < < f2�jf
y

2� > >

1

C
A

(314)
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Theequation ofm otion forG F (314)reads

X

p

0

@
(! � �p)�pk � V1p�pk � V1p�pk

� V1p
1

N
(! � E0�) � V12

� V2p � V21
1

N
(! � E0�)

1

A

0

@
G 11 G 12 G 13
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G 31 G 32 G 33

1

A =

0

@
1 0 0

0 1 0

0 0 1

1

A +(315)

U

0

@
0 0 0

< < A 1jc
y

k�
> > < < A 1jf

y

1� > > < < A 1jf
y

2� > >

< < A 2jc
y

k�
> > < < A 2jf

y

1� > > < < A 2jf
y

2� > >

1

A

Thenotation isasfollows

A 1 = f1�f
y

1� �f1� �; A 2 = f2�f
y

2� �f2� �

In a com pactnotation,theequation (315)hasthe form (cf.(255))

X

p

F (p;k)G pk(!)= Î+ U D p(!)(316)

W e thushave the equatin ofm otion (316)which isa com plete analogue of

thecorresponding equationsfortheSIAM and PAM .Afterintroducing the

irreduciblepartsby analogy with the equation (225)

(ir)
< < f1�f

y

1� �f1� �jB > > != < < f1�f
y

1� �f1� �jB > > ! �

� < n1� � > < < f1�jB > > !

(ir)
< < f2�f

y

2� �f2� �jB > > != < < f2�f
y

2� �f2� �jB > > ! �

� < n2� � > < < f2�jB > > !

;

and perform ing thesecond-tim e di�erentiation ofthehigher-orderG F,and

introducing the relevant irreducible parts,the equation ofm otion (316) is

rewritten in the form ofDyson equation (37). The de�nition ofthe gener-

alized m ean �eld G F isasfollows

X

p

0

@
(! � �p)�pk � V1p�pk � V1p�pk

� V1p
1

N
(! � E0� � U n� �) � V12
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1

N
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1

A

0

@
G 0
11 G 0
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13

G 21 G 0
22 G 0
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G 0
31 G 0

32 G 0
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1

A =

0

@
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0 1 0

0 0 1

1

A(317)

Them atrix G F (317)describesthem ean-�eld solution oftheTIAM Ham il-

tonian.Theexplicitsolutionsfordiagonalelem entsofG 0 are(cf.(229))

< < ck�jc
y

k�
> >

0
!=

�
! � �k �

jV1kj
2

! � (E0� � U n� �)
� �11(k;!)

�� 1
(318)
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< < f1�jf
y

1� > >
0
!=

�
! � (E0� � U n� �)� S(!))� �22(k;!)

�� 1
(319)

< < f2�jf
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0
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�� 1
(320)

Here we introduced the notation

� 11(k;!)=
�
V2k +

V1kV12
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��
V2k +
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p
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(321)

Theform alsolution oftheDyson equation forTIAM containstheself-energy

m atrix

M̂ =

0

@
0 0 0

0 M 22 M 23

0 M 32 M 33

1

A(322)

where

M 22 = U
2((ir)< < f1�n1� �jf

y

1�n1� � > >
(ir))p(323)

M 32 = U
2((ir)< < f2�n2� �jf

y

1�n1� � > >
(ir))p

M 23 = U
2((ir)< < f1�n1� �jf

y

2�n2� � > >
(ir))p

M 33 = U
2((ir)< < f2�n2� �jf

y

2�n2� � > >
(ir))p

To calculate the m atrix elem ents(323),the sam e procedurecan be used as

itwasdonepreviously fortheSIAM (239).Asaresult,we�nd thefollowing

explicitexpressionsfortheself-energy m atrix elem ents(cf.(241)

M
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+ 1

� 1
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> > !2)(325)
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wherethefollowing notation wasused:

S
+

i = f
y

i"
fi#; S

�
i = f

y

i#
fi"; i= 1;2

For M 33 we obtain the sam e expressions as for M 22 with the substitution

ofindex 1 by 2. For M
"#

32 we m ustdo the sam e. Itispossible to say that

the diagonalelem entsM 22 and M 33 describe single-site inelastic scattering

processes; o�-diagonal elem ents M 23 and M 32 describe intersite inelastic

scattering processes. They are responsible for the speci�c features ofthe

dynam ic behaviour ofTIAM ( as wellas the o�-diagonalm atrix elem ents

ofthe G F G 0) and,m ore generally,the cluster im purity Anderson m odel

(CIAM ).The nonlocalcontributions to the totalspin susceptibility oftwo

wellform ed im purity m agnetic m om entsata distance R can be estim ated

as

�pair � < < S
�
1
jS+

2
> > � 2� � 12�EF (

�

g�B
)2
cos(2kF R)

(kF R)
3

(328)

In theregion ofinterplay oftheRK K Y and K ondo behaviour,thekey point

isthen to connectthepartialK ondo screening e�ectswith thelow tem pera-

turebehaviourofthetotalspin susceptibility.Asitisknown,itisquitedif-

�cultto describesuch athreshold behaviouranalytically.However,progress

isexpected due to a betterunderstanding ofthe quasi-particle m any-body

dynam icsboth from analyticaland num ericalinvestigations.

10 C onclusions

In thepresentpaper,wehaveform ulated thetheory ofthecorrelation e�ects

form any-particle interacting system susing the ideasofquantum �eld the-

ory forinteracting electron and spin system son a lattice.Theworkableand

self-consistent IG F approach to the decoupling problem for the equation-

of-m otion m ethod for double-tim e tem perature G reen functions has been
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presented. The m ain achievem ent ofthis form ulation was the derivation

ofthe Dyson equation fordouble-tim e retarded G reen functionsinstead of

causalones.Thatform ulation perm itsto unify convenientanalyticalprop-

erties ofretarded and advanced G F and the form alsolution ofthe Dyson

equation (38), that, in spite of the required approxim ations for the self-

energy,providesthe correctfunctionalstructure ofsingle-particle G F.The

m ain advantage of the m athem atical form alism is brought out by show-

ing how elasticscattering corrections(generalized m ean �elds)and inelastic

scattering e�ects (dam ping and �nite lifetim es) could be self-consistently

incorporated in a generaland com pact m anner. In this paper, we have

thoroughly considered the idealized Anderson and Hubbard m odels which

are the sim plest (in the sense ofform ulation,but not solution) and m ost

popularm odelsofcorrelated lattice ferm ions. W e have presented here the

novelm ethod ofcalculation ofquasi-particlespectrafortheseand basicspin

latticem odels,asthem ostrepresentativeexam ples.UsingtheIG F m ethod,

we were able to obtain a closed self-consistentsetofequationsdeterm ining

the electron G F and self-energy. For the Hubbard and Anderson m odels,

these equationsgive a generalm icroscopic description ofcorrelation e�ects

both fortheweak and strong Coulom b correlation,and,thus,determ inethe

interpolation solutions ofthe m odels. M oreover, this approach gives the

workable schem e forthe de�nition ofrelevantgeneralized m ean �eldswrit-

ten in term sofappropriate correlators.

W e hope that these considerations have been done with su�cient details

to bring out their scope and power,since we believe that this technique

willhave application to a variety ofm any-body system s with com plicated

spectra and strong interaction. The application ofthe IG F m ethod to the

investigation ofnonlocalcorrelationsand quasi-particle interactionsin An-

derson m odels [29]has a particular interest for studying of the intersite

correlation e�ectsin theconcentrated K ondo system .A com parativestudy

ofrealm any-body dynam icsofsingle-im purity,two-im purity,and periodic

Anderson m odel,especially forstrong but�niteCoulom b correlation,when

perturbation expansion in U doesnotwork,isim portantto characterizethe

truequasi-particle excitationsand the role ofm agnetic correlations.Itwas

shown thatthephysicsoftwo-im purity Anderson m odelcan beunderstood

in term sofcom petition between itinerantm otion ofcarriersand m agnetic

correlations ofthe RK K Y nature. Thisissue isstillvery controversialand

theadditionale�ortsm ustbeapplied in this�eld.

The application ofthe IG F m ethod to the theory ofm agnetic sem iconduc-

tors was done in [26],[27]. As a rem arkable resultofourapproach,letus

m ention the generalization ofthe Shastry-M attis theory for the m agnetic

polaron to the �nite tem peratures[27].The quasi-particle m any-body dy-

nam icsofferrom agnetic[26]and aniferrom agneticsem iconductors[109],[110]

wasstudied too. These studiesclari�ed greatly the true nature ofcarriers

in m agnetic sem iconductors. The application ofthe IG F m ethod to gener-
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alized spin-ferm ion m odelsthatwasm adein papers[33],[111]allowsoneto

considercarefully thetruenatureofcarriersin oxidesand rare-earth m etals.

Theseapplicationsillustratesom eofsubtledetailsoftheIG F approach and

exhibittheirphysicalsigni�cance in a representative form .

Asitisseen,thistreatm enthasadvantagesin com parison with thestandard

m ethods ofdecoupling ofhigher-order G Fs within the equation-of-m otion

approach,nam ely,the following:

(i) At the m ean-�eld level,the G F,one obtains,is richer than that fol-

lowing from the standard procedures. The generalized m ean �elds

representallelastic scattering renorm alizationsin a com pactform .

(ii) Theapproxim ations(thedecoupling )areintroduced ata laterstage

with respectto otherm ethods,i.e. only into the rigorously obtained

self-energy.

(iii) M any standard resultsofthe m any-particle system theory are repro-

duced m athem atically incom parable m oresim ply.

(iv) The physicalpicture of elastic and inelastic scattering processes in

the interacting m any-particle system s is clearly seen at every stage

ofcalculations,which is not the case with the standard m ethods of

decoupling.

(v) The m ain advantage ofthe whole m ethod is the possibility ofa self-

consistentdescription ofquasi-particlespectra and theirdam ping in a

uni�ed and coherentfashion.

(vi) Thisnew picture ofinteracting m any-particle system s on a lattice is

far richer and gives m ore possibilities for the analysis ofphenom ena

which can actually take place. In thissense the approach we suggest

producesm ore advanced physicalpicture ofthe quasi-particle m any-

body dynam ics.

Despite the novelty ofthe IG F techniquesintroduced above and som e (not

really big)com plexity ofthedetailsin itsdem onstrations,them ajorconclu-

sionsofthepresentpapercan bem adeintelligible to any reader.Them ost

im portant conclusion to be drawn from the present consideration is that

the G M F forthe case ofstrong Coulom b interaction hasquite a nontrivial

structure and cannotbe reduced to the m ean-density functional. Thislast

statem entresem blesvery m uch thesituation with strongly non-equilibrium

system s,where only the single-particle distribution function is insu�cient

to describe the essence ofthe strongly non-equilibrium state Therefore a

m ore com plicated correlation functionsare to be taken into account,in ac-

cordance with generalideas of Bogoliubov and M ori-Zwanzig. The IG F
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m ethod isintim ately related to the projection m ethod in the sense,thatit

expressesthe idea of\reduced description" ofa system in the m ostgeneral

form . Thisline ofconsideration isvery prom ising fordeveloping the com -

plete and self-contained theory ofstrongly interacting m any-body system s

on a lattice. O ur m ain results revealthe fundam entalim portance ofthe

adequatede�nition ofG eneralized M ean Fieldsat�nitetem peratures,that

resultsin a deeperinsightinto thenatureofquasi-particlestatesofthecor-

related lattice ferm ions and spins. W e believe that our approach o�ers a

new way forsystem aticconstructionsoftheapproxim atedynam icsolutions

oftheHubbard,SIAM ,TIAM ,PAM ,spin-ferm ion,and otherm odelsofthe

strongly correlated electron system son a lattice.Thework in thisdirection

isin progress.
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A Appendix.TheGram -Schm idtOrthogonalizationPro-

cedure

In thisappendix webriey recalltheG ram -Schm idtO rthogonalization Pro-

cedure. The G ram -Schm idt orthogonalization procedure is an inductive

technique to generate a m utually orthogonal set from any linearly inde-

pendentsetofvectors.

Supposewe have an arbitrary n-dim ensionalEuclidean space,which m eans

that scalar m ultiplication has been introduced in som e fashion into an n-

dim ensionallinearspace.Thevectorsf and g areorthogonaliftheirscalar

productiszero

(A:1) (f;g)= 0

W enow describetheorthogonalization process,which isa m eansofpassing

from any linearly independentsystem ofk vectorsf1;f2;:::fk to an orthog-

onalsystem ,also consisting ofk nonzero vectors. W e denote these vectors

by g1;g2;:::gk.

Letusputg1 = f1,which isto say thatthe �rstvector ofoursystem will

enterinto the orthogonalsystem we are building.Afterthat,put

(A:2) g2 = f2 + �g1
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Since g1 = f1 and the vectorsf1 and f2 are linearly independent,itfollows

that the vector g2 is di�erent from zero for any scalar �. W e choose this

scalarfrom the constraint

(A:3) 0 = (g1;g2)= �(g1;g1)+ (g1;f2)

whence

(A:4) � = �
(g1;f2)

(g1;g1)

In otherwords,we getg2 by subtracting from f2 the projection off2 onto

g1.Proceeding inductively,we �nd

(A:5) gn = fn �

n� 1X

j= 1

(gj;fn)

(gj;gj)
gj

W e are leftwith m utually orthogonalvectorswhich have the sam e span as

theoriginalset.

Letusconsideran im portantexam pleofabasisf1;f2;f3;f4 in a4-dim ensional

spaceand then constructtheorthonorm albasisofthesam espace.Next,in

theequality g3 = f3+ �1g1+ �2g2,chose�1 and �2 such thattheconditions

g3? g1;g3? g2 are ful�lled.

From theequalities

(A:6) (g1;g3)= (g1;f3)+ �1(g1;g1)+ �2(g1;g2)

(A:7) (g2;g3)= (g2;f3)+ �1(g1;g2)+ �2(g2;g2)

we obtain

(A:8) �1 = �
(g1;f3)

(g1;g1)
; �2 = �

(g2;f3)

(g2;g2)

Finally,from theequality g4 = f4 + 1g1 + 2g2 + 3g3 we �nd

(A:9) 1 = �
(g1;f4)

(g1;g1)
; 2 = �

(g2;f4)

(g2;g2)
; 3 = �

(g3;f4)

(g3;g3)

Thus,we see that with the choice of�;�1;�2;1;2;3 m ade,the vectors

g1;g2;g3;g4 arepairwise orthogonal.
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B Appendix .M om entsand Green Functions

It is known that the m ethod ofm om ents [112]ofspectraldensity is con-

sidered som etim esasan alternative approach fordescribing them any-body

quasi-particledynam icsofinteracting m any-particlesystem s.Them om ents

technique appearsnaturally when studying the particle dynam icsin m any-

particle system s in the context oftim e-dependent correlation functions (

m agnetic resonance,liquids,etc.). Q ualitatively,a correlation function de-

scribeshow longagiven property ofasystem persistsuntilitisaveraged out

by them icroscopicm otion ofparticlesin them acroscopicsystem .Thetim e

dependenceofa particlecorrelation function som etim esisapproxim ated (at

sm alltim es)via a powerseriesexpansion aboutthe initialtim e 0.

(B :1) < A(0)A(t)> =

1X

n= 0

tn

n!

dn

dtn
< A(0)A(t)> jt= 0 =

1X

n= 0

(it)n

n!
< A(0)[H ;[H :::[H ;A(0)]:::]]]>

Thespectraltheorem (26),(27)connectsA(!)and thecorrelation functions.

From theaboveexpression weobtain them om entsM n ofthespectraldensity

function

(B :2) M n =
1

2�

Z 1

� 1

d!!
n
A(!)= (� 1)n < [[H ;[H :::[H ;A]:::]];B ]� >

So,by de�nition,them om entsaretim e-independentcorrelation functionsof

a com bination oftheoperators.In principle,itispossibleto calculatethem

in a regularway;however,in practice,itispossibleto dothisonly fora �rst

few m om ents.Ifthem om entsM n ofagiven spectraldensity form a positive

sequence,then G F ofappropriateoperatorsisa lim itofthe sequence

(B :3) G (E )= lim
n! 1

G n(E ;)

Here the param eter � 1 <  < + 1 and is real. The approxim ation pro-

cedure for G F consists in replacing the G (E ) by G n(E ;),that depends

also on the appropriate choice ofthe param eter. The Gn(E ;)have the

properties

(B :4) G n(E ;1 )= G n� 1(E ;0)

and arerepresented by the fraction

(B :5) G n(E ;)= M 0

Q n+ 1(E )� Qn(E )

Pn+ 1(E )� Pn(E )
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Thepolynom ialsPn are given by the determ inant

(B :6) Pn� 1(E )=

p
M 0

p
D n� 1D n

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

M 0 M 1 ::: M n

M 1 M 2 ::: M n+ 1

...
...

...
...

M n� 1 M n ::: M 2n� 1

1 E ::: E n

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

P0 = 1

where

(B :7) D n� 1 =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

M 0 M 1 ::: M n

M 1 M 2 ::: M n+ 1

...
...

...
...

M n M n+ 1 ::: M 2n

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

D 0 = D � 1 = M 0

The polynom ialQ n(E ) (which is of(n-1)-th order in E) is related to the

polynom ialPn(E )(which isofn-th orderin E)via the following relation

(B :8) Q n(E )=
1

2�M 0

Z 1

� 1

Pn(E )� Pn(!)

E � !
A(!)d!

Itispossibleto �nd a few lowest-orderterm s

(B :9) P0(E )= 1; P1(E )=
E � M 1

M 0

M 2 � M
� 1
0

(B :10) Q 0(E )= 0; Q 1 =
1

M 2 � M
� 1
0

Theexpression (B.5)can berepresented in thefollowing form

(B :11) G n(E ;)= M 0

n+ 1X

i= 1

m i()

E � Ei()

Here thenum bersE i()arerootsoftheequation

(B :12) Pn+ 1(E )� Pn(E )= 0

Theserelationslead tothepossibilityofpracticalapplicationsofthem om ent

expansion m ethod.Ifweknow the�rst(2n+ 2)m om ents,then theequation

(B.12)determ ines(n + 1)di�erentrootsE i(). Thus,the spectraldensity

function can berepresented by

(B :13) A(!)= 2�M 0

n+ 1X

i= 1

m i�(! � Ei)
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For exam ple,ifwe know the m om ents M 0;M 1;M 2 then we �nd,from the

equation (B.11),therootsof(B.12)

(B :14) E 1()= M 1M
� 1
0

+ (M 2 � M
� 1
0
)

In thisapproxim ation,the G F and corresponding spectraldensity are rep-

resented as

(B :15) G 0()=
M 0

E � E1()
; A(!)= 2�M 0�(! � E1)

ItisclearthattheTyablikov decoupling approxim ation (43)correspondsto

this approxim ation within the m om ent m ethod. An im proved decoupling

schem e,thatconserves the �rstseveralfrequency m om ents ofthe spectral

weight function for the Heisenberg and Hubbard m odels was developed in

paper[113](cf.[57],[58]).

It was shown in ref.[26]that the IG F m ethod perm its one to calculate

the spectraldensity for the spin-ferm ion m odelin the approxim ation that

preserves the �rstfour m om ents. This is valid also for the approxim ation

used forthestrongly correlated Hubbard m odelin Section 7.2.

It m ust be clear from the above consideration that the structure of the

obtained solution for single-particle G F depends strongly on the stage at

which irreduciblepartswereintroduced [25].To clarify this,letusconsider

equation (29) again. Instead of(30), we introduce now the IG Fs in the

following way

!G (!)= M 0+ < < [A;H ]� jA y
> > !

(B :16) ! < < [A;H ]jA y
> > = M 1 + ((ir)< < [[A;H ]H ]jA y

> > !)+

�1 < < AjA y
> > ! + �2 < < [A;H ]jA y

> > !

Theunknown constants�1 and �2 areconnected by theorthogonality con-

dition

(B :17) < [[[A;H ]H ](ir);A y]> = 0

For illustration, we consider the sim plest possibility and write down the

following equation

(B :18) !((ir)< < [[A;H ]H ]jA y
> > )= ((ir)< < [[A;H ]H ]j[H ;A y]> > )

Then by introducing theirreduciblepartsfortherightoperators,weobtain

(B :19)

((ir)< < [[A;H ]H ]jA y
> > )(! � �

y

1
)= ((ir)< < [[A;H ]H ]j[H ;A y]> > (ir))

Itisclearenough that,asaresult,wearriveatthefollowing setofequations

! < < AjA y
> > ! � < < [A;H ]� jA y

> > != M 0
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(B :20) �1 < < AjA y
> > ! + (! � �2)< < [A;H ]jA y

> > != M 1 � �

where

(B :21) �= ((ir)< < [[A;H ]H ]j[A;H ]y > > (ir)
! )

Thesolutionsofthe equations(B.20)are given by

(B :22) < < AjA y
> > !=

M 0(! � �2)� (M 1 � �)

!(! � �2)+ �1

(B :23) < < [A;H ]jA y
> > !=

!(M 1 � �)+ �1M 0

!(! � �2)+ �1

�1M 0 + �2M 1 = M 2

Itisevidentthatthereissim ilarity between theobtained solutionsand the

m om ent expansion m ethod. The structure ofequation (B.22) corresponds

to the m om ent expansion (B.11) except for the factor � that should be

calculated by consideringhigh-orderequationsofm otion orbysom erelevant

approxim ation.

C Appendix .Projection m ethodsand IGFs

The IG Fs m ethod is intim ately related to the projection operator m ethod

[50],[51],that incorporates the idea of"reduced description" ofa system

in the m ost suitable form . The projection operation [114],[51]m akes it

possible to reduce the in�nite hierarchy ofcoupled equations to a few rel-

atively sim ple equations that "e�ectively" take into account the essential

inform ation about the system that determ ines the speci�c nature of the

given problem .Projection techniquesbecom e standard in the study ofcer-

tain dynam ic processes. Projection operator techniques ofM ori-Zwanzig

and sim ilar ones [48]are usefulfor the derivation ofrelaxation equations

and form ulasfortransportcoe�cientsin term sofm icroscopic properties.

Thisapproach wasapplied to a large variety ofphenom ena concerning the

line-shapeproblem .Itwasshown thatthereisa close relationship between

the M oriprocedure and the "classicalm om ent problem " ofm athem atical

analysis.

Let us briey consider the projection form alism for double-tim e retarded

G Fs[114],[51]. Ichiyanagi[114]constructed the following setofequations

forG F (28):

(C:1)

(
d

dt
� i!k)< < A k(t);A

y

k
(t0)> > = � i�(t� t

0)< [A k;A
y

k
]> + F (k;t� t

0)
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(C:2) (
d

dt
+ i!k)F (k;t� t

0)= + i�(t� t
0)< [K (k);A

y

k
]> + �(k;t� t

0)

whereF (k;t� t0)= < < K (k;t);A
y

k
(t0)> > and �(k;t� t0)= < < K (k;t);K y(k;t0)> >

Here,the de�nitionswereintroduced:

(C:3) i!k =
< [d

dt
A k;A

y

k
]>

< [A k;A
y

k
]>

; K (k;t)= (1� P )Ak(t)

(C:4) P G = < [G ;A
y

k
]> < [A k;A

y

k
]> � 1

A k

The projection operatorP de�ned in (C.4)isdi�erentfrom the one intro-

duced by M ori.Them ain resultofpaper[114]isthat,using theprojection

operator,a Dyson equation thatdeterm inesan irreducible quantity,proper

self-energy part,wasobtained in the following form :

(C:5) (! � !k �
2�

< [A k;A
y

k
]>

M (k;!))< < A kjA
y

k
> > != �

< [A k;A
y

k
]>

2�

Here M (k;!)isthe self-energy ,that,in the diagram m atic language,con-

sistsofirreduciblediagram s.

O urpointofview isclosely related to thatofref.[114]and to thedevelop-

m entofthe thispaperby Tserkovnikov in a system atic way [51].However,

ourstrategy isslightly di�erentin the tim e evolution aspect. W e consider

our IG F technique as m ore convenient from the practicalcom putational

pointofview.

D Appendix . E�ective Perturbation Expansion for the

M assOperator

Letusconsider a usefulexam ple how to iterate the initial"trial" solution

and to getan expansion forthe m assoperator[43],[23]. To be concrete,let

usconsiderthe calculation ofthe m assoperatorforthe Hubbard m odelin

Section 8.1.The�rstiteration fortheequation (147)with thetrialfunction

(148) have lead us to the expression (149), which we rewrite here in the

following form

(D :1) M k�(!)=
U 2

N 2

X

pq

N kpq

! � 
kpq

where

N kpq = np+ q� �(1� nk+ p� � nq� �)+ nk+ p�nq� �
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kpq = � �(p+ q�)+ �(k+ p�)+ �(q�)

Now we are ableto calculate the spectralweightfunction gk�(!)(77)

(D :2) gk�(!)=
1

�

�k�(!)

[! � Ek�]
2 + �2

k�
(!)

W e approxim ate thisexpression by thefollowing way

(D :3) gk�(!)� (1� �k�)�(! � Ek�)+
1

�

�k�(!)

[! � Ek�]
2

Here

�k�(!)= �
U 2

N 2

X

pq

N kpq�(! � 
kpq)

E k� = �(k�)+ �k�

� k� = ReM k�(! + i�)

Theunknown factor(1� �k�)isdeterm ined by thenorm alization condition

Z 1

� 1

d!gk�(!)= 1

whence

�k� =
U 2

N 2

X

pq

N kpq


kpq � Ek�

Then,using (22),we�nd forthe m ean occupation num bers

(D :4) n� =
1

N

X

k

n(E k�)+
U 2

N 3

X

kpq

N kpq

(
kpq � Ek�)
2
[n(
kpq)� n(Ek�)]

Now we can use the spectralweightfunction (D.2)to iterate the equation

(147) and to get a perturbation expansion for the self-energy M k� in the

pairapproxim ation.Instead oftheinitialtrialsolution in theform ofdelta-

function (148),wetaketheexpression (D.3).Itiseasy to check thatweget

an expansion up to 6th orderin U.
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Table 1:Evolution ofthe M ean Field Concept.
Typeofthe m ean �eld Author Year

Uniform m olecular�eld

in densegases van derW aals 1873

Uniform internalm ean �eld

in m agnets P.W eiss 1905

Thom as-Ferm im odel L.H.Thom as,E.Ferm i 1926-28

Uniform m ean �eld

in m any-electron atom s D.Hartree ,V.Fock 1928-32

M olecularm ean �eld in

Heisenberg ferrom agnet F.Bloch 1930

Non-uniform (local)staggered

m ean �eld in antiferrom agnet L.Neel 1932

Reaction and cavity �eld in

polarsubstances L.O nsager 1936

Stonerm ean-�eld m odel

ofband m agnetism E.Stoner 1938

Slaterm ean-�eld m odel

ofband antiferrom agnetism J.Slater 1951

BCS-Bogoliubov m ean �eld in

superconductors N.N.Bogoliubov 1958

Tyablikov decoupling

forHeisenberg ferrom agnet S.Tyablikov 1959

M ean �eld theory forSIAM P.W .Anderson 1961

Density FunctionalTheory

forinhom ogeneouselectron gas W .K ohn 1964

Callen decoupling

forHeisenberg ferrom agnet H.B.Callen 1964

Alloy analogy (m ean �eld)approxim ation

in strongly correlated m odel J.Hubbard 1964

G eneralized M ean Fields

in Heisenberg ferrom agnet N.Plakida 1973

Spin G lassM ean Field M odel S.F.Edwards,P.W .Anderson 1975

G eneralised M ean Fieldsin Strongly

Correlated Hubbard M odel A.L.K uzem sky 1975-78

G eneralized M ean Fields

in Heisenberg antiferrom agnet A.L.K uzem sky,D.M arvakov 1990

G eneralized M ean Fields

foritinerantantiferrom agnet A.L.K uzem sky 1999
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