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A bstract

T he G reen-function technique, tem ed the irreducble G reen func-
tions (IGF) m ethod, that is a certain reform ulation of the equation-of
m otion m ethod for double-tin e tem perature dependent G reen func-
tions (GFs) is presented. This m ethod was developed to overcom e
som e am biguities In tem nating the hierarchy of the equations ofm o-
tion of doubletim e G reen functions and to give a workable technique
to systeam atic way of decoupling. The approach provides a practical
m ethod for description of the m any-body quasiparticle dynam ics of
correlated system s on a lattice with com plex spectra. M oreover, it
provides a very com pact and self-consistent w ay oftaking into account
the dam ping e ectsand nite lifetin es of quasiparticles due to inelas—
tic collisions. In addition, it correctly de nes the G eneralized M ean
Fields (GM F), that detem ine elastic scattering renom alizations and
, In general, are not fiinctionals ofthem ean particle densitiesonly. The
purpose ofthis article is to present the foundations ofthe IGF m ethod.
T he technical details and exam ples are given as well. A though som e
space is devoted to the form al structure of the m ethod, the em phasis
is on its utility. A pplications to the lattice ferm ion m odels such as
Hubbard/A nderson m odels and to the H eisenbery ferro—and antifer—
rom agnet, which m anifest the operational ability of the m ethod are
given. It is shown that the IGF m ethod provides a powerful tool for
the construction of essentially new dynam ical solutions for strongly in—
teracting m any-particle system s w ith com plex spectra.
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1 Introduction

Thebasicproblem sof eld theory and statisticalm echanicsarem uch sim ilar
In m any aspects, egpecially, when we use the m ethod of second quantiza—
tion and G reen ﬁmctjons@']. In both the cases, we are dealing w ith system s
possessing a large num ber of degrees of freedom (the energy spectrum is
practically a continuous one) and w ith averages of quantum m echanical op—
erators [_2]. In quantum eld theory, we m ostly consider averages over the
ground state, while in statisticalm echanics, we consider nite tem peratures
(ensam ble averages) as well as ground-state averages. G reat advances have
been m ade during the last decades In statistical physics and condensed m at—
ter theory through the use of m ethods of quantum eld theory B] - [E_i].
It was widely recognized that a successfuil approxin ation for determ ining
exited states is based on the quasiparticle concept and the G reen func-
tion m ethod. For exam pl, the study of highly correlated electron system s
has attracted m uch attention recently EG] - E&I], egoecially after discovery of
copper oxide superconductors, a new class of heavy ferm ions [_7], and low -
din ensionalcom pounds [_3], i_g]. A though m uch work for strongly correlated
system s has been perform ed during the last years, i is worthy to rem ind
that the Investigation of excitations in m any-body system s has been one of
the m ost In portant and interesting sub gcts for the last few decades.
The quantum eld theoretical techniques have been w idely applied to sta—
tistical treatm ent of a large number of interacting particlkes. M any-body
calculations are often done form odelm any-particlke system s by using a per—
turbation expansion. T he basic procedure In m any-body theory li@] is to
nd a suitabl unperturoed Ham iltonian and then to take Into acoount a
an all perturbation operator. This procedure that works well or weakly
Interacting system s needs a special reform ulation for m any-body system s
w ith com plex spectra and strong Interaction. Form any practically interest—
Ing cases (eg. In quantum chem istry problem s ), the standard schem es of
perturbation expansion m ust be reform ulated greatly i_l-l:] - g'_S] M oreover,
m any-body system s on a lattice have theirown speci ¢ featuresand in som e
In portant aspects di er greatly from continuous system s.
In this review that is largely pedagogical we are prin arily dealing w ith the
spectra of elem entary excitations to leam about quasiparticle m any-body
dynam ics of interacting system s on a lattice. O ur analysis is based on the
equation-ofm otion approach, the derivation of the exact representation of
the D yson equation and construction of an approxin ate schem e of calcula—
tions In a selfconsistent way. In this review only som e topics In the eld
are discussed. The aem phasis is on the m ethods rather than on a detailed
com parison w ith the experim entalresults. W e attem pt to prove that the ap—
proach we suggest produces a m ore advanced physical picture of the problem
of the quasiparticle m any-body dynam ics.
T he m ost characteristic feature of the recent advancem ent in the basic re—



search on electronic properties of solids is the developm ent of variety of the
new classes ofm aterials w ith unusualproperties: high-T. superconductors,
heavy fermm ion com pounds, com plex oxides, diluted m agnetic sem iconduc-
tors, perovskite m anganites, etc. C ontrary to sin plem etals, where the fun-
dam entals are very wellknow n and the electrons can be represented so that
they weakly interact w ith each other, in these m aterdials, the electrons in—
teract strongly, and m oreover their spectra are com plicated, ie. have m any
branches. T his gives rise to interesting phenom ena [[4] such asm agnetism ,
m etalinsulator transition in oxides, heavy fermm ions, colossal negative m ag—
netoresistance in m anganites, etc., but the understanding of what is going
on is in m any cases only partial.

The sub Ect of the present paper is a m icroscopic m any-body theory of
strongly correlated electron m odels. A principle in portance of these stud-
jes is concemed w ith a fundam ental problem ofelectronic solid state theory,
nam ely w ith the tendency of3d (4d) electrons in transition m etalcom pounds
and 4f(5f) electrons In rareearth m etal com pounds and alloys to exhibit
both the localized and delocalized (itinerant) behaviour. Interesting elec—
tronic and m agnetic properties of these substances are intin ately related to
this dualbehaviour of electrons|[I11-19].

T he problem of adequate description of strongly correlated electron system s
has been studid intensively during the last decadef(],P1], especially :n
context of the physics ofm agnetism , heavy fermm ions and high-T. supercon—
ductivity EZ]. T he understanding of the true nature of electronic states and
their quasiparticle dynam ics is one of the central topics of the current ex—
perim ental and theoretical studies In the eld. A plenty of experim ental
and theoretical results show that this m any-body quasiparticle dynam ics
is quite nontrivial. A vast am ount of theoretical searches for a suitabl de—
scription of strongly correlated ferm ion system s dealw ith sim pli ed m odel
Ham iltonians. T hese include, as workable pattems, the single-im purity An-
derson m odel (SIAM ) and Hubbard m odel. In spite of certain draw backs,
thesem odels exhbit the key physical feature: the com petition and interplay
between kinetic energy (itinerant) and potential energy (localized) e ects.
A fully consistent theory of quasiparticle dynam ics of both the m odels is
believed to be crucially im portant for a desper understanding of the true
nature of electronic states In the abovem entioned class of m aterials. In
spite of experin ental and theoretical achievem ents, it rem ains stillm uch to
be understood conceming such system s [16],P2].

R ecent theoretical nvestigations of strongly correlated system shave brought
forth a signi cant variety ofthe approaches to solve these controversial prob—
len s. There is an in portant aspect of the problem under consideration,
nam ely, how to take adequately into account the lattice (quasidocalized)
character of charge carriers, contrary to sim pli ed theories of the type of a
weakly Interacting electron gas. To m atch such a trend, we need to develop
a system atic theory of correlated systam s, to describe, from the st princi-



ples of the condensed m atter theory and statistical m echanics, the physical
properties of this class ofm aterials.

In previous papers, we set up the practical technique of the m ethod of the
irreduchble G reen fiinctions (IGF) [_2-_3'] —{_53]. This IGF m ethod allow s one
to describe quasiparticle spectra w ith dam ping for system s w ith com plex
spectra and strong correlation In a very general and natural way. This
schem e di ers from the traditional m ethods of decoupling or termm inating
an in nie chain of the equations and pem is one to construct the relevant
dynam ic solutions In a selfconsistent way on the level ofthe D yson equation
w ithout decoupling the chain of the equations ofm otion for the doubletin e
tem perature G reen fiinctions. T he essence of our consideration of dynam ic
properties of m any-body system with strong interaction is related closely
w ith the eld theoretical approach, and we use the advantage of the G reen—
function language and the D yson equation. It is possbl to say that our
m ethod em phasizes the findam ental and central role of the D yson equation
for the singleparticle dynam ics of m any-body system s at nite tem pera—
ture. T his approach has been suggested as essential for various m any-body
system s, and we believe that it bears the real physics of interacting m any—
partick interacting system s 4], B51.

It is the purpose of the present paper to introduce the concepts of irre—
ducble G reen functions (or irreducihble operators) and G eneralized M ean
Fields GMF ) In a sinplk and coherent fashion to assess the validiy of
quasiparticle description andm ean eld theory. T he irreducible G reen func-
tion m ethod is a reform ulation of the equation-ofm otion approach for the
doubletin e them al GF's, ain ed of operating w ith the correct functional
structure of the required solutions. In this sense, it has all advantages and
shortoom ings of the G reen—-function m ethod in com parison, say, w ith the
finctional ntegration technique, that, n tum, has also is own advantages
and shortcom Ings. T he usefiilness of one or anotherm ethod depends on the
problem we are trying to solve. For the calculation of quasiparticle spec—
tra, the G reen—-flinction m ethod is the best. T he irreduclble-G reen—flinction

m ethod adds to this statem ent: "for the calculation of the quasiparticlke
spectra w th dam ping" and gives a workable recipe how to do this in a self-
consistent way.

T he distinction between elastic and inelastic scattering e ects is a funda—
m ental one In the physics of m any-body system s, and it is also re ected

In a num ber of other ways than In the m ean— eld and nite lifetin es. The

present review attem ptsto o erabalanced view ofquasiparticle interaction

e ects In tem s of division into elastic— and inelasticscattering characteris—
tics. For this ain , In the present paper, we discuss the background of the
IGF approach m ore thoroughly. To dem onstrate the general analysis, we
consider here the calculation of quasiparticle spectra and their dam ping
w ithin various types of correlated electron m odels to extend the applicabil-
ity of the general form alisn and show exbility and practical usage of the



IGF m ethod.

2 V arieties of G reen Functions

It isappropriate to rem ind the ideasunderlying the G reen—fiinction m ethod,
and to discussbrie y why they are particularly useful in the study of inter—
acting m any-particlke system s.

T he G reen finctions ofpotentialtheory [34]were introduced to nd the eld
which is produced by a source distrbution (e.g. the electrom agnetic eld
which is produced by current and charge distribbution). The G reen func—
tionsin eld theory are the so-called propagators which describe the tem po-—
ral developm ent of quantized elds, In is particke aspect, as was shown by
Schw inger in his sem inalworks [33] - [7]. T he idea ofthe G reen finction
m ethod is contained in the observation that it is not necessary to attem pt to
calculate all the wave functions and energy levels of a system . Instead, it is
m ore instructive to study the way in which it responds to sin ple perturba—
tions, for exam ple, by adding or rem oving particles, or by applying extemal

elds.

T here is a variety of G reen functions EI] and there are G reen flinctions for
one particle, two particks..., n particles. A considerable progress In study-—
Ing the spectra of elem entary excitations and thermm odynam ic properties of
m any-body system s has been for m ost part due to the developm ent of the
tem perature-dependent G reen-fiinctions m ethods.

2.1 Tem perature G reen Functions

T he tem perature dependent G reen finctions were Introduced by M atsub—
ara {_§§] He considered a m any-particle system w ith the H am iltonian

@) H=Ho+V

and observed a rem arkable sim ilarity that exists between the evaluation of
the grand partition fiinction of the system and the vacuum expectation of
the socalled S-m atrix In quantum eld theory

@) Z=Trexp[(N Hy) BS();s()=1 v ()s()d
0

where = (T) 1. m essence, M atsubara observed and exploited, to great
advantage, form al sin ilarities between the statistical operator exp ( H)
and the quantum -m echanical tin eevolution operatorexp (iH t). A sa resul,
he introduced them al (tem perature-dependent ) G reen functionswhich we

callnow the M atsubara G reen functions.
W e note that the them odynam ic perturbation theory hasbeen invented by



Pelerls [_3-9] For the free energy of a weakly Interacting system he derived
the expansion up to second order in perturbation:

X X jfnmfn _X X 2

B) F =Fo+ Van n t 0 0 Vnzn nt — Van n
n m;nEn Em 2 n 2 n
P
where |, = exp[ ) Eg)]and exp ( ) = o €Xp ( E‘.g). By usihg
the expansion of S ( ) up to second order
Z Z Z )
4) S()=1 v)d + di doV (1)V (2)+ =

0 0 0

and rearranging the term s In the expression for Z , it can be shown that the
Pelerls result for the them odynam ic potential can be reproduced by the

M atsubara technique (for a canonicalensamble).

T hough the use 0fG reen functions is related traditionally w ith the perturba—
tion theory through the use of diagram techniques, in paper 8] a prophetic
ram ark hasbeen m ade:

"... it is desirabl to avoid founding the fomm al theory of the
G reen functions on the restricted basis provided by the assum p—
tion of expandability In powers of coupling constants".

Since them ost In portant aspect ofthe m any-body theory is the necessity of
taking properly into acoount the interaction betw een particles, that changes
( som etin es drastically ) the behaviour of non-interacting particles, this re—
m ark of Schw Inger is still extrem ely actual and in portant.

Since that tin e, a great dealofwork hasbeen done, and m any di erent vari-
ants of the G reen functions have been proposed for studies of equilbbrium
and non-equilbrium properties of m any-particle system s. W e can m ention,
in particular, them ethods ofM artin and Schw inger 34]and ofK adano and
Baym [40]. M artin and Schw inger form ulated the GF theory not in temm s of
conventional diagram m atic techniques, but In temm s of functionakderivative
techniques that reduces the m any-body problem directly to the solution of
a coupled set of nonlinear integral equations (see also El-i_li]) . The approach
of Kadano and Baym establishes general rules for cbtaining approxin a—
tions which preserve the conservation laws ( som etin es called conserving
approxin ations EG] ). Asm any transport coe cients are related to conser—
vation law s, one should take care of  when calculating the tw o-particle and
oneparticke G reen functions {fl-il] T he random -phase approxin ation, that is
an essential point of the whole K adano -Baym m ethod, does this and so
preserves the appropriate conservation law s. It should be noted, however,
that theM artin-Schw Inger and K adano -Baym m ethods In their initial form
were form ulated for treating the continuum m odels and should be adapted
to study Jattice m odels, as well.

However, as was clain ed by M atsubara in his subsequent paper L4-3], the



m ost convenient way to describe the equilbrium average of any cbservable
or tin edependent response of a systam to external disturbances is to ex—
press them in tem s of a set of the doubletin e, or B ogoliibov-T yablkov,
G reen functions.

The aim of the present paper is to suggest and justify that an approach ,
the irreducible G reen functions (IGF) m ethod El-ﬁ], 'Q-ff], that is In essence
a suiabl reform ulation of an equation-ofm otion approach for the double-
tin e tem perature-dependent G reen functions provides an e ective and self-
consistent schem e for description the m any-body quasiparticle dynam ics of
strongly interacting m any-particle system sw ith com plex spectra. This IGF
m ethod provides som e system atization of approxin ations and rem oves (@t
Jeast partially) the di culties usually encountered In the termm ination ofthe
hierarchy of equations ofm otion for the GF .

2.2 Double+tin e G reen Functions

In this Section, we brie y review the doubletim e tem perature-dependent
G reen functions .

T he doubletim e tam perature-dependent G reen functions were Introduced
by Bogoliibov and T yablkov El-ff] and reviewed by Zubarev L4-_5] and T yab—

lkov @a].
Consider a m any-particle system with the tim e-independent H am iltonian
H =H N ; is the chem ical potential, N is the operator of the total

num ber of particles, and we have chosen ourunis so that h = 1. Let A (t)
and B (t”) be som e operators . The tin e developm ent of these operators in
the H eisenberg representation is given by:

©) A= exp@H A O)exp( iH 1Y)

W e de nethree typesofG reen functions, the retarded, advanced, and causal
G reen functions:

©GT=<<A@®;BE)>>"= it k<prOBO)]>; = 1:

M Go=<<Aa@BO>>=1 ¢ H<hoOBO] >; = 1:

®) GS=<<A@®;BE)>>%=ir <A ®B ) >=
it B<aoBd>+ i d vp<BdArw>; = 1:

where < :::> is the average over a grand canonicalensemble, (t) isa step
function, and square brackets represent the com m utator or anticom m utator

) RAR;B] = AB BA

D i erentiating a G reen function w ith regoect to one ofthe argum ents, for ex—
am pl, the rst argum ent, we can obtain the equation (equation-ofm otion)



describing the developm ent of this function w ith tin e

d=dtc GO = € BH< R;B] >+ << BR;HIQ;B ) >> ; = rajc
(10)

Since thisdi erential equation contains an inhom ogeneousterm w ith -type
factors, we are dealing form ally w ith the equation sin ilar to the usualone
for the G reen function {_?:fl] and for this reason, we use the term the G reen
function. W e note that the equation of m otion is of the sam e functional
form for all the three types of G reen functions ( ie. retarded, advanced,
and causal ). However, the boundary conditions for t are di erent for the
retarded, advanoced, and causal functions El-ff].

Thenextdi erentiation givesan in nite chain ofcoupled equationsofm otion

11) A" F=aG ;) =
X0
A" k& k=g * ¢« B< [[:::B;I]-I ol }];B] >
—_{Z—

k1

k=1

+ << [[:::ga;lla i 1078 ) > >

To solve the di erential equation-ofm otion, we should consider the Fourier
tin e transform s of the G reen fnctions:
Z
1

(12) Gap & D= @) d'Gas Mexpl &' & By
1

Z 1

3) Gap (!)=<<AB >>,= dtGap () exp @ t);
1

By inserting (_12) into (_fg) and {_l-!:),we obtain

14) 1Gag (1)=< B;B] >+ << R;HIB >>,;
X
5) 1"Gap (1) = ke [[:::B;Ili il B ] >
—_{Z
k=1 k1

+ << [[:::B;Ili ]{:Z:i{}]jS >>,

It is often convenient to di erentiate of the G reen function w ith respect to
the second tin e t? . In tem s of Fourder tin e transfom s, the corresponding
equations of m otion read

16) 1Gag (1)= < B;B]1>+ << AJB;HI>>,;
Xn
( 1P!1"Gap (1) = ( 1p F1m kg vx;[:::us;lli i ] >
k=1 _k{zl_
17 + << Ad::B ;ﬁl ]{iéf}]>>1

n



Tt is rather di cul problem to solve the In nite chain of coupld equa-
tions of m otion Cié) and Ci]') . It iswell established now that the usefilness
of the retarded and advanced G reen functions is deeply related w ith the
dispersion relations [fl-ff], that provide the boundary conditions in the form
of spectral representations of the G reen functions.

2.3 SpectralR epresentations

The GF s are linear com binations of the tin e correlation fiinctions:

1 Z +1

a8Fas € D=<2@®B )>= - d!' expli! € ODRas ()
1
Z 41

19Fsr € ©H=<BOA®O>= - d! expli! € ©Rsa (1)
1

Here, the Fourier transform sAxp (! ) and Aga (! ) are of the form

(20) % Aga (V)=
Q 2 exp( E)(YB n)( YA ) B By !)
(21) Appg = exp( ")Aga (1)

T he expressions {£() and @1) are spectral representations ofthe correspond-—
Ing tim e correlation functions. The quantities Apg and Appx are spectral
densities or spectral weight functions.
It is convenient to de ne

Z

1 +1
(22) Fga 0)=< B (t)A (t) >= 5 dra (1)
1
1 Z +1
(23) Fap O)=< A (©)B () >= > dl exp( ')A (V)
1

T hen, the spectral representations of the G reen functions can be expressed
n the fom

24) GT(l)=<<AB >>7=
1541 Qo 0 )
I - | |
2 T oy 1 P ) R (%)
25) G*(1)=<<AB >>}=
1P o ' )
2— . WEXP( 1) R

T hem ost In portant practical consequence of spectral representations forthe
retarded and advanced G F's is the socalled goectral theorem . T he spectral

10



theorem can be w ritten as

0

26) <B A @) >=
lZ+1
- d! expli! € Dlexp( !) P'ImGag (1 + 1)
1
@7) <A®MB ) >=
1Z+l
- d exp( expli! € Hlexp( !) 'ImGag (! + 1)

1

E xpressions €6) and {27) are of fiindam ental in portance. T hey directly re-
late the statistical averages w ith the Fourier transform s ofthe corresponding
GFs. The problem of evaluating the latter is thus reduced to nding their
Fourier transform s, providing the practicalusefilness ofthe G reen fiinctions
technique §5], @6].

3 TIrreducible G reen Functions M ethod

In this Section, we discuss them ain ideas ofthe IGF approach which allow s
one to describe com pletely quasiparticle spectra w ith dam ping in a very
naturalway.

W e reform ulated the twotime GF method [43], P4] to the form , which is
egpoecially adjusted I_Z-f:], [_4-3] for correlated ferm ion system s on a lattice and
system s w ith com plex spectra R6],R7]. A sin ilar m ethod was proposed
In paper [_4-:/.] for Bose system s ( anham onic phonons and spin dynam ics of
H eisenberg ferrom agnet ). T he very in portant conospt of the wholem ethod
is the Genemlized M ean Field GMF), as it was formulated In ref. L2-fl]
These GM Fs have a com plicated structure for the strongly correlated case
and com plex spectra and are not reduced to the functional ofm ean densi-
ties of the electrons or spins when one calculates excitation spectra at nie

tem peratures.

31 Outline of IGF M ethod
To clarify the foregoing, ket us consider a retarded GF of the form L4-_ ]

08) GF=<<A@EAYE)>>= i ¢t %< poAYD)] >; = 1

A s an Introduction to the concept of IGF's, ket us describe them ain ideas of
this approach n a symbolic and sin pli ed form . To calculate the retarded
GF G (£ 19), Jet us w rite down the equation ofm otion for it:

(29) G (!)=< R;AY] > + << BR;H] JAY>>,

T he essence of the m ethod is as llow s P4]:
It is based on the notion of the "IRREDUCIBLE" parts of GFs (or the

11



irreducible parts of the operators, A and AY, out of which the GF is con—
structed) in term s of which it is possible, w ithout recourse to a truncation
of the hierarchy of equations for the GF's, to w rite down the exact D yson
equation and to obtain an exact analytic representation for the selfenergy
operator. By de nition, we introduce the irreducible part (ir) ofthe GF

(30) ) c< p;H] AY>>=<< RA;H] zA A > >
T he unknown constant z is de ned by the condition (or constraint)
(31) < [m;E 1R >=0

which is an analogue of the orthogonality condition in the M ori form alism (
see ref.[_4-_8]) . From the condition C_§Z_Il) one can nd:

. AY
(32) 7= < [BIH] IA ] > _ E
< RB;AY] > Mo

Here M ( and M ; are the zeroth and st order m om ents of the spectral
density. T herefore, the irreduclble GF s are de ned so that they cannot be
reduced to the lower-order ones by any kind of decoupling. It is worth not—
ing that the term "irreduciblke" in a group theory m eans a representation of
a symm etry operation that cannot be expressed In tem s of lower din en—
sional representations. Irreducble (or connected ) correlation fiinctions are
known in statisticalm echanics (cf. E@]) . In the diagram m atic approach, the
irreduchble vertices are de ned as graphs that do not contain inner parts
connected by the G °-line. W ith the aid of the de nition (30) these concepts
are translated into the lJanguage of retarded and advanced GF's. T hisproce—
dure extracts all relevant (for the problem under consideration) m ean— eld
contrbutions and puts them into the generalized mean— eld GF which is
de ned here as

Y
(33) GO(!)=M

¢ z)

To calculate the GF %) << p;H] ©;AYE) >> ;n €9), we have to
w rite the equation ofm otion for it after di erentiation w ith respect to the
second tin e variable t°. T should be noted that the trick of two-tin e di er—
entiation w ith respect to the st tinetand second tim e t° (in one equation
ofm otion) was introduced for the st tim e by T serkovnikov [_'4'9!]

T he condition of orthogonality (31) rem oves the lnhom ogeneous term  from

this equation and is a very crucial point of the whole approach. If one in—
troduces the irreduchble part or the right-hand side operator as discussed
above for the \left" operator, the equation of m otion ('_2-_53) can be exactly
rew ritten in the follow ing form

(34) c=6%+c%%ag?°

12



T he scattering operator P is given by
(35) P=(Mo) "( << p;H]BGHD >>®)pg) ?

T he structure of equation (34) enables us to determm ine the selfenergy op—
erator M , by analogy w ith the diagram technique

(36) P=M +MGg%

From the de nition @-6) i follow s that the selfenergy operatorM isde ned
as a proper (n the diagram m atic lJanguage, \connected") part of the scat—
tering operatorM = (P )P.Asa resul, we cbtain the exact D yson equation
for the thermm odynam ic double-tim e G reen functions:

37) c=6%+c™M G

The di erence between P and M can be regarded as two di erent solutions
of two Integral equations (34) and (37). But from the D yson equation (37)
only the fullGF is seen to be expressed as a form al solution of the form

(38) G=[(c%* M1t

Equation (38) can be regarded as an alemative form ofthe D yson equation
(_B-Z) and the de nition of M provided that the generalized m ean—eld GF
GY is speci ed. On the contrary , or the scattering operator P , instead of
property G°G '+ G°M = 1, one has the property

T hus, the wvery functional form of the form al solution (38) detem ines the
dierence between P and M precisely.
Thus, by Introducing irreducble parts of GEF (or irreduchbl parts of the
operators, out of which the GF is constructed) the equation ofm otion {29)
for the GF can exactly be (but usihg orthogonality constraint {_3-3:)) trans—
form ed into the D yson equation for the doubletin e them alGF (37). This
result is very rem arkable , because the traditional form of the GF m ethod
does not include this point. Notice that all quantities thus considered are
exact. Approxin ations can be generated not by truncating the set of cou—
pled equations of m otions but by a soeci ¢ approxin ation of the functional
form ofthem ass operatorM w ithin a selfconsistent schem e, expressing M
In tem sof ntA1IGF

M FEBI

D i erent approxin ations are relevant to di erent physical situations.

The profction operator technique Eg] has essentially the sam e philoso-
phy, but w ith using the constraint (_3-}:) in our approach we em phasize the
findam ental and central role of the D yson equation for the calculation of
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singleparticle properties of m any-body system s. T he problem of reducing
the whole hierarchy of equations nvolring higherorder GF s by a coupled
nonlinear set of integro-di erential equations connecting the singleparticle
GF to the selfenergy operator is rather nontrivial (cf. t_4-}']) . A characteristic
feature of these equations is that, besides the singleparticle GF, they In—
volve also higherorder GF . T he irreducible counterparts of the G F's, vertex
functions, etc, serve to dentify correctly the selfenergy as

_ 1 1
M =G," G

The Integral orm of D yson equation (37) gives M the physical m eaning
of a nonlocal and energy-dependent e ective sihgleparticlke potential. This
m eaning can be veri ed for the exact selfenergy through the diagram m atic
expansion for the causalGF .
It is In portant to note that for the retarded and advanced G F's, the notion
ofthe properpartM = (P )P is symbolic in nature E-fi] In a certain sense,
it is possible to say that it is de ned here by analogy w ith the irreducible
m any-particle T -m atrix Efl-i_lj]. Furthem ore, by analogy w ith the diagram —
m atic technique, we can also introduce the proper part de ned as a solution
to the Integralequation {36). T hese analogues allow usto understand better
the fom al structure of the D yson equation for the doubl-tin e them alGF
but only in a symbolic form . H owever, because of the identical form ofthe
equations for GF s for all three types (advanced, retarded, and causal), we
can convert In each stage of calculations to causalGF and, thereby, con m
the substantiated nature ofde nition (:;3-6) I'W e therefore should speak ofan
analogy of the D yson equation. Hereafter, we drop this stipulating, since
it does not cause any m isunderstanding. In a sense, the IGF method is a
variant of the G ram -Schm idt orthogonalization procedure (see Appendix A
).
It should be em phasized that the schem e presented above gives just a gen—
eral idea ofthe IGF m ethod. A m ore exact explanation why one should not
Introduce the approxim ation already in P , instead ofhaving to work outM ,
is given below when working out the application of the m ethod to speci ¢
problem s.
T he general philosophy of the IGF m ethod is in the separation and identi-
cation of elastic scattering e ects and inelastic ones. This latter point is
quite often underestim ated, and both e ects are m ixed. H owever, as far as
the right de nition of quasiparticle dam ping is concemed, the separation of
elastic and inelastic scattering processes isbelieved to be crucially im portant
form any-body system s w ith com plicated spectra and strong Interaction.
From atechnicalpoint ofview ,theelsticGM F renom alizations can exhibit
quite a nontrivial structure. To obtain this structure correctly, one should
construct the full GF from the com plete algebra of relevant operators and
develop a special progction procedure for higherorder GFs in accordance
wih a given algebra. Then the natural question arises how to select the
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relevant set of operators fA 1 ;A 5; :A g , describing the "relevant degrees of
freedom ". T he above consideration suggests an Intuitive and heuristic way
to the suiable procedure as arising from an in nite chain of equations of
m otion ('_ZI.-ff) . Let us consider the colum n

0o 1
Ay

Ea

B A2

8 z%
An

w here
Ar1=A; A= B;H]; Az= [A;HJH Jj:::A, = [[:::B;ﬁl ]{:f}]
n

T hen them ost generalpossible G reen function can be expressed as a m atrix

0 1
Ay

B 2.
G=<<% .§j(A3{ Ay ::: AY)>>

Ay

T his generalized G reen function describes the one—, two— and n-particle
dynam ics. The equation ofm otion for it lnclides, as a particular case, the
D yson equation for single-particle G reen function, the B ethe-Salpeter equa-
tion, which is the equation of m otion for the two-particle G reen function
and which is an analogue of the D yson equation, etc. T he corresponding
reduced equations should be extracted from the equation ofm otion for the
generalized GF w ith the aid of the special techniques such as the progction
m ethod and sin ilar technigques. Thismust be a nalgoal towards a real
understanding of the true m any-body dynam ics. At this point, it is worth-
w hile to underline that the above discussion is a heuristic schem e only but
not a straightforward recipe. T he speci cm ethod of Introducing the IGF s
dependson the form of operators A, , the type of the H am iltonian, and con—
ditions of the problem . T he irreducible parts in higherorder equations and
connection with M ori form alisn was considered by T serkovnikov [_5-}'] The
Incorporation of irreducible parts in higher-order equations and connection
w ith the m om ent expansion was studied in ref. [_2-5] (see Appendix B ).
Here a sketchy form ofthe IGF m ethod is presented. The ain to introduce
the general schem e and to lay the groundw ork for generalizations and spe-
ci ¢ applications is expounded In the next Sections. W e dem onstrate below
that the IGF method is a powerfluil tool for describbing the quasiparticle
excitation spectra, allow Ing a desper understanding of elastic and inelastic
quasiparticle scattering e ects and corresponding aspects of dam ping and

nite lifetin es. In the present context, it provides a clear link between the
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equation-ofm otion approach and the diagram m atic m ethods due to deriva—
tion ofthe D yson equation (37).M oreover, due to the fact that it allow s the
approxin ate treatm ent of the selfenergy e ectson a nalstage, it yields a
system atic way of the construction of approxin ate solitions.

Tt isnecessary to em phasize that there is an intin ate connection between an
adequate ntroduction ofm ean elds and intemal sym m etries of the H am il
tonian. To test these ideas further, in the Pllow ing Sections, we analyze
themean eld and generalized mean eld conospts for various m any-body
system s on a lattice.

4 M any-P article Interacting System s on a Lattice

4.1 Spin System s on a Lattice

T here exists a big vardety of m agnetic m aterials. The group of m agnetic
Insulators is of a special In portance. For the group of system s considered
In this Section, the physical picture can be represented by a m odel n which
the localized m agneticm om ents originating from ionsw ith incom plete shells
Interact through a shortrange Interaction. Individual spin m cm ents form
a regular lattice. The st m odel of a Jattice soin system was constructed
to describe a linear chain of profcted electron spins w ith nearest-neighbor
coupling. Thiswas the fam ous Lenz-Izing m odelw hich was thought to yield
a m ore sophisticated description of ferrom agnetiam than the W eiss uniform
m olecular eld picture. However, in thism odel, only one soin com ponent is
signi cant. A sa resul, the system hasno collective dynam ics. T he quantum
states that are eigenstates of the relevant soin com ponents are stationary
states. T he collective dynam ics of m agnetic system s is of great im portance
since it is related to the study of low —lying excitations and their interactions.
Thisisthem ain ain ofthe present consideration. A lthough the Izingm odel
was an Intuitively right step forward from the uniform W eissm olecular eld
picture, the physicalm eaning ofthe m odel coupling constant rem ained com —
pltely unclear. T he conospt ofthe exchange coupling of sopinsoftw o orm ore
nonsinglet atom s appeared as a result of the Heitleri.ondon consideration
of chem icalbond. This theory and the D irac analysis of the singlket-triplet
splitting in the helum spectrum stin ulated H eisenberg to m ake a next es—
sential step. Heisenberg suggested that the exchange interaction could be
the relevant m echanisn responsible for ferrom agnetisn .

411 H eisenberg Ferrom agnet

T he Heisenberg m odel of a system of spins on various lattices (which was
actually w ritten dow n explicitly by van V leck ) istem ed the H eisenberg fer—
rom agnet and establishes the origin ofthe coupling constant as the exchange
energy. T he Heisenberg ferrom agnet in a m agnetic eld H is described by
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the H am ilttonian
X X
(39) H = J@ JBiSy gsH s?

1

ij i
The coupling coe cient J (1 Jj) is the m easure of the exchange interaction
between spins at the lattice sites i and j and is de ned usually to have
the property J(i—Jj= 0) = 0. This constraint m eans that only the inter-
exchange interactions are taken Into account. H owever, in som e com plicated
m agnetic sals, it is necessary to consider an "e ective" intra-site (see r'gs'g:])
Interaction Hund-ruletype tem s). T he coupling, n principl, can be ofa
m ore general type (nhon-H eisenberg tem s). T hese aspects of construction of
a m ore general H am ittonian are very interesting, but we do not pause here
to give the details.
For crystal lattices In which every ion is at the centre of symm etry, the
exchange param eter has the property

Ja H»=J0G0 I

W e can rew rite then the H am iltonian ('_3-9) as
X
(40) H = J@E  J)Efsi+ sisy)
ij
Here S = S* i¥¥ are the raising and lowering spin angular m om entum
operators. T he com plete set of spin com m utation relations is

BiiS;1 =28 455 Biis;k=256+1 2%
B;iS¥]1 = S i Si=s@E+1)  ® s Si;
(S'IF)ZS-F].: 0; (. )2s+1= 0

1 1

W e om i the term of interaction of the soin w ith an extemalm agnetic eld
for the breviy of notation. The statistical m echanical problem nvolving
this H am iltonian was not exactly solved, but m any approxin ate solitions
were obtained.
To proceed further, it is In portant to note thE@t for the isotropic H eisenberg
m odel, the total z-com ponent of spin S&, = ,S? is a constant ofm otion,
ie.

H ;Séot]= 0
There are cases when the total soin is not a constant of m otion, as, for
Instance, for the H eisenberg m odelw ith the dipol tem s added.
Let us de ne the eigenstate j ¢ > so that S; j ¢ >= 0 Pr all lattice sites
Ri. It is clear that j ¢ > is a state in which all the soins are fully aligned
and forwhich S¥j ¢ >= Sj o> .W e also have
Jg = ee™ly@y=yg

3 3
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, where the reciprocal vectors K are de ned by cyclic boundary conditions.
Then we obtain

X

Hio>= Ji L= NI

i3
Here N is the total number of ions in the crystal. So, for the isotropic
H eisenberg ferrom agnet, the ground state j > hasan energy N $Jg.
The state j ¢ > correspondsto a totalsoin N S.
Let us consider now the rst excited state. T his state can be constructed
by creating one unit of spin deviation in the systam . A s a resul, the total
soin isN S 1. The state

X

. _ (]kR) .
J>=p——0 eFFs. 9>
K 2SN ) 320

is an eigenstate of H which corresponds to a single m agnon of the energy

£
(1) Lo &) =25 @ J)

N ote that the role of translational sym m etry, ie. the regular lattice of spins,
is essential, since the state j x > is constructed from the fully aligned state
by decreasing the soin at each site and summ ing over all spins w ith the
phase factor e®¥5 | It is easy to verify that

< kﬁgotjk>=NS 1

T he above consideration was possbl because we knew the exact ground
state of the Ham iltonian . There are m any m odels where this is not the
case. For exam ple, we do not know the exact ground state of a H eisenberg
ferrom agnet w ith dipolar forces and the ground state of the H eisenberg
antiferrom agnet.

412 Heisenberg A ntiferrom agnet

W e now discuss the H eisenberg m odel of the antiferrom agnet which ism ore
com plicated to analyse. The fundam ental problem here is that the exact
ground state isunknown. W e consider, for sin plicity, a tw o-sublattice struc—
ture In w hich nearest neighbour ions on opposite sublattices interact through
the H eisenberg exchange. Fora system of ionson two sublattices, the H am it

tonian is X X
42) H=J SuSm+ +J SnSn+
m; nj;
Here the notation m = R, means the position vectors of ions on one

sublattice @) and n for the ions on the other (o). Nearest neighbor ions
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on diPerent sub%att:ioes are a distance j japart. ( The anisotropy eld

Ha( , SZ nSZ), which is not written down explicitly, is taken to
be paralkel to the z axis. ) The simplest crystal structures that can be
constructed from two iInterpenetrating identical sublattices are the body-—
centered and sin ple cubic.
T he exact ground state of this Ham iltonian is not known. O ne can use the
approxin ation of taking the ground state to be a classical ground state,
usually called the Neel state, In which the soins of the ions on each sub-
lattice are oppositely aligned along the z axis. However, this state is not
even an eigenstate of the Ham iltonian (#4). Let us rem ark that the total
z-com ponent of the spin com m utes w ith the Ham iltonian (44). Tt would be
nstructive to consider here the construction of a soin wave theory for the
low lying excitations of the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet in a sketchy form to
clarify the foregoing.
To dem onstrate the speci cs of H eisenberg antiferrom agnet m ore explicitlky,
it is convenient to rotate the axes of one sublattice through about the
x-axis. This transform ation preserves the spin operator com m utation rela—
tions and therefore is canonical. Let us perform the transfom ation on the
Ry, or bsublattice
SE! SZ; s, ! S,
The operators S; and S, comm ute, because they refer to di erent sublat—
tices.
T he transform ation to them om entum representation ism odi ed in com par-
ison w ith the ferrom agnet case

_ 1Y Cwmag _1x
S = — e Sq 7 S, = N_

q q

( i9Rm )
e S“q

Here g is the reciprocal lattice vectors for one sublattice, each sublattice
containing N ions. A fler these transformm ations, the H am iltonian (-51'2:) can
be rew ritten as

1 X

_ + + + ot
43) H = H 2zJ8S [(Sq Sq + Sq Sq)+ q(Sq Sq + Sq Sq )]
q

In Y3), qisdenedasz 4= F n—nn.€XP Ry, ), and z is the number of
nearest neighbors; the constant term s and the products of four operators are
om itted. Thus the Ham iltonian of the H eisenberg anti erom agnet is m ore
com plicated than that for the ferrom agnet. Because i contains two types
of spin operators that are coupled together, the diagonalization of @3) has
s own speci city.

To diagonalize {_4?3), et usm ake a linear transform ation to new operators (
B ogoliibov transform ation )

(44) S:Z' = ugag+ vgdl; Sy = ugd+ veaq
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w ith

bq;aéfJ]: @i bq;béd: @
T he transformm ation coe cients u  and vy are purely real. To preserve the
com m utation rules for the spin operators

By iSyol= 2SN yyo

, they should satisfy u? k) V¥ (k) = 2SN . The transformm ations from the
operators (S:Zr ;S’C1 ) to the operators (aq;bé) give

[(SqSq + SqSg)+ qSgSy + SqSq)l=
@laq + by [0” @ + V¥ @) + 2uqvg o]
+ (aghy + alky) [0® @+ V@) g+ 2uqVy]
(45) + 2quq q + 2V2 (q)
W e represented Ham itonian @3) as a orm quadratic in the Bose opera-

tors @qibY) . W e shallnow consider the problem of diagonalization of this
form [46]. To diagonalize {43), we should require that

2ugvgt+ @@+ V@) g= 0

Then we cbtain

(46) 2u® (@ = 2SN M; 2v? (@) = 2SN 4 4

aq q

q
Here the follow ing notation was introduced: 4 = 1 é) and 2ugvgq =
2SN 4= 4 A ffer the transform ation ('_4-4), we get, Instead of ('_43),

X

@7 H= 15K e+ Bk
k
w ith a
(@fm )
(48) o k)= 2zJs 1 }

E xpression (_4-_7.) contains two tem s, each w ith the sam e energy spectrum .
Thus, there are two degenerate soin wave m odes, because there can be
two kinds of precession of the spin about the anisotropy direction. The
degeneracy is liffted by the application of an extemalm agnetic eld in the
z direction, because In this case the two sublattices becom e nonequivalent.
These results should be kept In m iInd when discussing the quasiparticle
m any-body dynam ics of the soin Jattice m odels.
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4.2 Correlated E lectrons on a Lattice

T he In portance of intra-atom ic correlation e ects In determ ining the m ag—
netic properties of transition m etals and their com pounds and oxides was
recognized m any years ago. T he essential basis of studies of m etallic m ag—
netism , nam ely, that the dom Inant physical m echanisn responsble for the
observed m agnetic properties of the transition m etals and their com pounds
and alloys is the strong intra-atom ic correlation in an otherw ise tightbinding
picture, is generally acoepted as being m ost suitable. The problem of the
adequate description of strongly correlated electron system s on a lattice
was studied intensively during the last decade, especially in the context of
m etallicm agnetism , heavy fermm ions, and high-T. superconductivity fj]. The
understanding ofthe true nature of electronic states and their quasiparticle
dynam ics is one of the central topics of the current experin ental and the-
oretical e orts in the eld. The source of sopin m agnetism in solids is, of
course, the Pauli excluision principle asm anifested in the exchange interac—
tion and higher orderm echanisn . O fparticular interest is the fact that the
Hartreetock ormean eld theory, ie. the theory Including exchange but
not correlation e ects, invariably overestin ates the tendency to m agnetism .
This fact cbviously com plicated the already com plicated problem ofm ag—
netisn in am etalw ith the d band electrons which, as wasm entioned above,
are really neither "local" nor "itinerant" in a full sense.

T he strongly correlated electron system s are system s In which electron cor—
relations dom nate. The theoretical studies of strongly correlated system s
had as a consequence the form ulation of two m odel H am iltonians which
ply a central role 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 _5'5!] Tt was only relatively recently recognized that both
the m odels have a very com plicated m any-body dynam ics, and their "sin —
plicity" m anifests itself in the dynam ics of two-particle scattering, as was
shown via elegant Betheanzatz solutions.

421 H ubbard M odel

T hem odelH am iltonian usually referred to asthe H ubbard H am iltonian 5

X X
(49) H = tijali’ as + U=2 ni nj

ij i

1N

LB

Includesthe intra—atom ic C oulom b repulsion U and the one-electron hopping
energy 5. T he electron correlation forces electrons to localize in the atom ic
orbials which are m odelled here by a com plte and orthogonal set of the
W annier wave functions [ @ R )]. On the other hand, the kinetic energy
is reduced when electrons are delocalized. The main di culy in solving
the Hubbard m odel correctly is the necessity of taking into account both
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these e ects sin ultaneously. T hus, the H am iltonian (,4_') is speci ed by two

param eters: U and the e ective electron bandw idth

_ 1X L 2\1=2,
= £351)

i
T he band energy of B loch ekctrons XK) isde ned as follow s

ty=N * K)expiR ®R; Ryl
K

where N is the num ber of Jattice sites. Tt is convenient to C(%I)JI'It the energy
from the center of gravity of the band, ie. i = th = x &) = 0 (
som etin es it is usefiilto retain ty explicitly ).
T his conceptually sin ple m odel is m atham atically very com plicated. The
e ective electron bandw idth and C oulom b intra—site integralU determn ine
di erent regim es in 3 dim ensions depending on the parameter = =U . In
addition, the Pauli exclusion principle that does not allow two electrons of
com m on spin to be at the sam e site, ie. nf = n; ,playsacrucialrole, and it
should be taking into acoount properly w hilem aking any approxin ations. It
isusually rathera di cul task to nd an interpolating solution for dynam ic
properties of the Hubbard m odel for various m ean particlke densities. To
solve this problem 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 usual procedures
developed for description of the interacting electron gas problem 59] We
have evidently to in prove the early Hubbard theory taking into account of
variety of possible regim es for the m odel depending on the electron density,
tem perature, and values of . The singlkeelectron GF

X
(50) Gy (1)=<<a; B} >>=N * G ®lepl ER; Ry

13

caloulated by Hubbard [p4], B8], has the characteristic tw o-pole finctional
structure

(51) G k;')=F () ®)1*
w here
! M E +n E.)
52 F '¢)=
©2) ()(!E+n)(!En+)n+r12
Heren* =n,n =1 n;E, =U,E = 0,and isa certain fiinction

which depends on param eters of the Ham iltonian. In this approxin ation,
Hubbard took account of the scattering e ect of electrons w ith spins by
electrons w ith spn which are frozen as well as the "resonance broaden—
Ing" e ect due to the m otion of the electrons w ith soin . The "Hubbard
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ITT" decoupling procedure su ered of serious lim tations. H owever, In spie
of the lin itations, this solution gave the st clie to the qualitative un-
derstanding of the property of narrow band system like the m etalinsulator
transition.

If issnall( ! 0), then expression K_S-Q)takestheﬁmn:
1 n nt
F (1) — + ;
! E n ! Ey n

w hich corresoonds to two shifted subbands w ith the gap
+

1 L=E, E)+ @ n ) =U+ 2n'

If isvery big, then we cbtain

FoL — = . ! :
¢ E)n + (! Ei )n™ ] ! 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 of a
gap in the density of states when the value of the Intra—atom ic correlation
exceeds a certain critical value, as it was rst conpctured by N .M ott.

T he tw opole functional structure of the singleparticle GF is easy to under-
stand w ithin the form alism that describes the m otion of electrons in binary
alloys t_f)-;;],i_ég]. If one Introduces the two types of the scattering potentials
t (! E ) !, then the two kinds of the tm atrix T, and T appears
w hich satisfy the follow Ing system of equations:

T, =t + Gy, T+ + .G} T

T =t +tG% T +tG%, Ty;

where G° is the bare propagator between the sites w ith energiesE . The
solution of this system is of the follow ing form

t +tct
T = 0 0 0 0 =
@ §G6%.)a tGc® ) %, c? gt
53) tlt+ o
et coHet ¢ ) c°,G¢

T hus, by com paring this functional two-pole structure and the \Hubbard
III" solution [55], 601
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, It ispossible to dentify the \scattering corrections" and \resonance broad—
ening corrections" in the ollow ng way:

| | | |
F ()= .(.' U) (! Un )A (!)
' U@ n) A()
A ()=Y ()+Y () Y @© ')
X
Y =F (1) Gy (1);Go (1)=N ' Gy (1)
k
IfweputA (!)= 0,we inm ediately cbtain the \Hubbard I" solution t_S-fI]
1 n
4 R n
o4 R T e T wa n)

D espite that this solution is exact in the atom ic Iin it (tj; = 0), the "Hub-
bard I" solution has m any serdious draw backs. T he corresponding spectral
finction consists of two —function peaks. The "Hubbard ITI" solution in—
cludes several corrections, Including scattering corrections which broadens
the peaks and shift them when U is changed.

The \allbby analogy" approxin ation correspondsto A (!) Y (!). An in—
teresting analysis of the "H ubbard ITIT" solution was perform ed in paper{_é@].
T he Hubbard sub-band structure was obtained in an analytic form in the
"H ubbard ITI" approxin ation, using the Lorentzian form for the density of
states for non-interacting electrons. This resulted In an analytical form for
the selfenergy and the density of states for interacting electrons. N ote that
the \H ubbard ITI" selfenergy operator (!) is ocal, ie. does not depend
on the quasim om entum . A nother drawback of this solution is a very incon—
venient finctional representation ofelastic and inelastic scattering processes.
T he conceptually new approach to the theory of very strong but nite elec—
tron correlation for the Hubbard m odel was proposed by Roth [_9-9] She
clari ed m icroscopically the origination ofthe two-pole solution ofthe single—
particle GF In the strongly correlated lim it

(55) G® ;)
n N 1 n
! U k)n We @ n ) ! k)@ n) n Wy

W e see that, In addition to a band narrow Ing e ect, there is an energy shift
Wy given by
X X
n @ nWyx = ty<aja @ n ny ) > tijexplik G 9]
ij ij

2 N Y Y Y
(56) n <1r1inj>+<aj a; ay ai >+<aj aj aj aj >)
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T his energy shift corrects the situation w ith the "H ubbard I" spectral func—
tion and recovers, In principle, the possbility ofdescribing the ferrom agnetic
solution. Thus, the Roth solution gives an in proved version of "H ubbard
I" twopok solution and includes the band shift, that is m ost In portant
In the case of a nearly-half- lled band. It is worth noting that this result
was a very unusual fact from the point of view of the standard Fem idiquid
approach, show ing that the naive one-electron approxin ation ofband struc—
ture calculations is not valid for the description of electron correlations of
lattice ferm ions.

It is this feature —the strong m odi cation of single-particle states by m any—
body correlation e ects —whose In portance we w ish to em phasize here.
Various attem ptswerem ade to describe the properties ofthe H ubbard m odel
In both the strong and weak coupling regin es and to nd a better solution
(eg. el - [B8]). Dierent schemes of decoupling of the equations of
m otion for the GFs analysed and com pared In paper'@-g], when calculating
the electron contribution to the cohesive energy In a narrow band system .
T hese calculations show ed in portance ofthe correlation e ects and the right
schem e of approxin ation.

T hus, a sophisticated m any-body technique is to be used for calculating the
excitation spectra and other characteristics at nite tem peratures. W e shall
show here Pllow ing papers K31, B3] that the IGF m ethod perm itsusto in -
prove substantially both the solutions, Hubbard and Roth, by de ning the
correct G eneralized M ean F ields for the H ubbard m odel.

422 Single Im purity A nderson M odel (SIAM )

The Ham iltonian of SIAM can be written i the form (53]
X X X
57) H = kc}t & + Eo fg fo +U=2 Nng Ng +

X
Vi @ fo + £] o )
k

where ¢ and f] are, respectively, the creation operators for conduction
and localized electrons; | is the conduction elctron energy, Eg is the lo—
calized electron energy kvel, and U is the Intra-atom ic C oulom b interaction
at the im purity site; Vi represents the s (d)f hybridization interaction
tem and was w ritten in paperi_S-_f.] n the follow ing form
1 X
(58) Vi = 19? Ve R j)exp (ikR ;)
J
T he hybridization m atrix elem ent is
7
VeRy) = ]Z(r)HH P Ry)dr
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The use of HartreeFodk term here is notable, since it Justi es the initial
treatm ent of SITAM jnb-j] entirely in the H-F approxin ation. A number
of approaches for SIAM and other correlated electronic system s was pro—
posed, ain ed at answering the A nderson question: "..whether a realm any-
body theory would give answer radically di erent from the HartreeFodk
resuls?" [B31.
Ourgoalisto propose a new combined m any-body approach forthe descrip—
tion ofm any-body quasiparticle dynam ics of SIAM at nite tem peratures.
T he interplay and com petition of the kinetic energy ( ), potential energy
(U ), and hybridization (V) substantially in uence the electronic spectrum .
The renom alized electron energies are tem perature-dependent, and elec—
tronic states have nite lifetin es. These e ects are described m ost suiable
by the G reen functionsm ethod. T he purpose of the present approach is to
nd the electronic quasiparticle spectrum renomm alized by interactions U —
and V-termm s) In a wide range of tem peratures and m odel param eters and
to calculate explicitly the dam ping of the electronic states.

42.3 Periodic Anderson M odel (PAM )

Let usnow oconsider a lattice generalization of SIAM , the so-called periodic
Anderson model (PAM ). The basic assum ption of the periodic In purity
Anderson m odel is the presence of two wellde ned subsystem s, ie. the
Ferm i sea of nearly free conduction electrons and the localized im puriy
orbitals embedded into the contihuum of conduction electron states ( in
rareearth com pounds, for Instance, the continuum is actually a m ixture of
s, p, and d states, and the localized orbitals are £ states). T he sin plest form

of PAM

X X X
(59) H = kG o+ Eof{ £ + U=2 njn; +
k i i
v X . . v
P= (xp (kRi)g fi; + exp( ikR;)fy o )
ik

assum es a one—electron energy kvelk o, hybridization interaction V , and the
Coulom b Interaction U at each lattice site. U sing the transfomm ation
1 X 1 X
d = p= exp ( ijj)c;.’ ;i o = p— exp (kR 3)cy
N 3 N 3
the Ham iltonian (59) can be rew ritten in the W annier representation:
X X X
(60) H = tijc?{ cy + Eofji_/ f; + U=2 n; ny +
ij i i
X
A c £ +flc)
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If one retains the k-dependence of the hybridization m atrix elem ent Vi in
{6d), the st tem in the PAM Ham ftonian descrbing the hybridization
Interaction between the localized im purity states and extended conduction
states and containing the essence of a speci cicity of the A nderson m odel,
is as ollow s
X 1 X
Ve £ fla )i V= -
ij Kk

Viexplik Ry Ry)]

The on-site hybridization Vji; is equal to zero for symm etry reasons. A
detailed analysis of the hybridization problem from a general point of view
and in the context of PAM was made In paper[_@:]. The Ham ilftonian of

PAM in the Bloch representation takes the form

X X X
(61) H = kG o + Exfy fx +U=2 nyn; +

1

X

Vi@ £ + £ o)
k
N ote that as com pared to the SIAM ,the PAM has itsown speci c features.
This can lad to peculiar m agnetic properties for concentrated rare-earth
systam s w here the criterion form agnetic ordering depends on the com peti-
tion between indirect RK K Y ~ype interaction [62] (not included into SIAM )
and the K ondo-type singlket-=site screening (contained in STAM ).The inclu—
sion of inter-im purity correlations m akes the problem m ore di cukt. Since
these inter-im purity e ects play an essential role in physical behaviour of
real system s621,[63], it is nstructive to consider the tw o~ purity A nderson
model (TIAM ) too.

424 Two-Impurity Anderson M odel (TIAM )

T he tw o-in purity A nderson m odelw as considered by A lexander and A nderson '[6-51 1.
T hey put orward a theory which Introduces the In puriy-im puriy interac—
tion w ithin a gam e of param eters. The Ham iltonian of TIAM reads

X X X
©2) H = tijc?{ cy + on_fji_/ f; + U=2 n; ny +

ij i=1;2 i=1;2
X X
Wiic, £f1 + Vifi o )+ Vif{ £2 + Vaify £1 )

1
whereE ; are the position energies of localized states ( for sim plicity, we con—
sider identical in purities and s—type (i.e. non-degenerate) orbials: Eg; =
Eg2 = Eg. Let us recall that the hybridization m atrix elem ent Vi was de-
ned in 8).A s Hrthe TIAM , the situation w ith the right de nition ofthe
param eters Vi, and Vi isnot very clkar. The de nition of Vi, In {_él_l] is the
follow ing 7

Vip =V} = Y@Hs ,@)dr
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(now H ¢ without "H-F " m ark). T he essentially localcharacter ofthe H am it

tonian H ¢ clearly show sthat Vi, describes the direct coupling betw een near—
est neighboring sites ( for a detailed discussion see[_z-g] w here the hierarchy
of the A nderson m odels was discussed too ).

5 E ective and G eneralized M ean F ields

51 M olecular Field A pproxin ation

Them ost comm on technigque for studying the sub Fct of interacting m any—
particle system s is to use the mean eld theory. This approxin ation is
egoecially popular in the theory of m agnetisn [_6-_5] N evertheless, it was
pointed [66] that

"the W eissm olkecular el theory plays an enigm atic role In sta-
tistical m echanics of m agnetisn ".

To calculate the susoeptibbility and other characteristic functions ofa system

of Iocalized m agnetic m om ents, w ith a given Interaction Ham iltonian, the
approxin ation, term ed the "m olecular eld approxim ation" wasused w idely.
However, i is not an easy task to give the form al uni ed de nition what
themean eld is. In a sense, the mean eld is the umbrella term for a

variety of theoreticalm ethods of reducing the m any-particle problem to the
sihgleparticlke one. M ean eld theory, that approxin ates the behaviour of
a system by ignoring the e ect of uctuations and those spin correlations
w hich dom inate the collective properties of the ferrom agnet usually provides
a starting and estin ating point only, for studying phase transitions. The
mean eld theories m iss In portant features of the dynam ics of a system .
Them ain Intention ofthem ean eld theories, starting from the works ofvan

der W aals and P W eiss, is to take Into acoount the cooperative behaviour
of a Jarge number of particles. It is well known that earlier theories of
phase transitions based on the ideas of van der W aals and W eiss lead to
predictions w hich are qualitatively at variance w ith resuls ofm easurem ents
near the critical point. O ther variants of sin pli ed mean eld theories such

as the H artreeFock theory for electrons in atom s, etc lead to discrepancies
of various kinds too. It is therefore natural to analyze the reasons for such
draw backs of earlier variants of them ean eld theordes.

52 E ective Field T heories

A number of e ective eld theories which are im proved versions of the
"m olecular eld approxin ation" were proposed. It is the purpose of this
study to stress a speci city of strongly correlated m any-particle system s on
a lattice contrary to continuum (uniform ) system s. A lthough m any in por—
tant questions ram ain still unresolved, a vision of usefiill synthesis begins
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to em erge. A s a workable eyeguide , the set ofmean eld theories (m ost
probably Incom plete ) is shown in Tabl 1. The meaning of m any these
entries and term s w illbecom e clearer In the forthcom ing discussion and w ill
put them in a clkarer perspective. M y m ain purpose is to elucidate ( at
Jeast In the m atheam atical structure ) and to give plausbl argum ents for
the tendency, which expounded in Tabl 1. This tendency show s the fol-
low ing. T he earlier concspts ofm okecular eld were described In tem sofa
functional of m ean m agnetic m om ents (in m agnetic term inology ) or m ean
particle densities (HartreeFock eld ). The correspondingm ean— eld finc—
tionalF K n > ;< S? > ]describes the uniform mean eld.

A ctually, the W eissm odelwasnotbased on discrete "soins" asiswellknown,
but the uniform ity of the m ean Intermal eld was the m ost essential feature
of the m odel. In the m odem language, one should assum e that the interac—
tion between atom ic spins S; and its neighbors is equivalent to a m ean (or

mokculr) ed,M ;= oh{™" +h{"”Jand that them okecular e h"
isoftheform h® % =" ,JRy:) < Si> @oveT.).Here h®™" isan applied

conjugate eld, ¢ isthe response function, and J R 5;) is an interaction. In
other words, them ean eld approxin ation reduces the m any-particle prob—
Jem to a singlesite problem In which a m agnetic m om ent at any site can
be either parallel or antiparallel to the totalm agnetic eld com posed ofthe
applied eld and the molkcular eld. The average interaction of i neigh-
borswas taken into account only, and the uctuations were neglected. O ne
particular exam ple, where them ean eld theory works relatively well is the
hom ogeneous structural phase transitions; In this case the uctuations are
con ned In phase space.
T he next in portant step wasmade by L.Neel L6-j] He conctured that
the W eiss ntemal eld m ight be either positive or negative in sign. In the
latter case, he showed that below a critical tem perature (N eel tem perature
) an ordered arrangem ent of equal num bers of oppositely directed atom ic
m om ents could be energetically favorable. T hisnew m agnetic structure was
termm ed antiferrom agnetism . It was con ectured that the two-sublattice Neel
( classical ) ground state is form ed by local staggered intemalm ean elds.
T here is a num ber of the "correlated e ective eld" theories, that tend to
repair the lim itations of sin pli ed mean eld theordes. T he ram arkabl and
Ingenious one is the O nsager "reaction eld approxin ation” f§-§:] He sug-
gested that the part ofthem olecular eld on a given dijpole m om ent w hich
com es from the reaction of neighboring m olcules to the instantaneous ori-
entation of the m om ent should not be included into the e ective ordenting
eld. This "reaction eld" smply follow s the m otion of the m om ent and
thus does not favor one ordentation over another. Them eaning ofthe m ean
eld approxin ation for the soin glass problem is very interesting but spe-
cic, and we will not discuss it here. A singlesite m okcular- eld m odel
for random Iy dilute ferro— and antiferrom agnets in the fram ework of the
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doubletin e them alGF swas presented in paper[fi-_q].

5.3 G eneralized M ean F ields

Itwas shown r[3-9], @-_6], [7-(_11] that m ean— eld approxin ations, for exam ple the
molecular eld approxin ation for a spin system , the H artreeFock approxi-
m ation and the BC S-Bogoliubov approxin ation for an electron system are
universally form ulated by the PelerlsBogolitbov-Feynm an PBEF) hequalt
iy

lln(Tre( H))
Trel B9 @ umf)

Trel E™)

63) ;e B9y 4

HereF isthe freeenergy,and H ™ isa "trial" ora "mean eld" approxin at—
Ing Ham itonian. T his inequality gives the upperbound ofthe free energy of
am any-body system . It is In portant to em phasize that the BC S-B ogoliubov
theory of superconductivity [[d],[71] was form ulated on the basis of a trial
Ham itonian which consists of a quadratic form of creation and annihila-
tion operators, ncliding "anom alous" ( o -diagonal ) averages E_L-Q:] The
functionalofthemean eld ( for the superconducting single-band Hubbard
m odel) is of the Hllow ing orm  [71]:

<a3i’ ai > < g aj >
<d al > <da >

The "anom alous" o diagonaltem s x the relevant BC S-Bogoliutbov vac—
uum and select the appropriate set of solutions.

A nother rem ark about the BC S-Bogolubov m ean— eld approach is instruc—
tive. Speaking In physical tem s, this theory nvolves a condensation cor—
rectly, n spite that such a condensation cannot be ocbtained by an expansion
In the e ective interaction between electrons. O therm ean eld theories, eg.
the W eissm olecular eld theory and the van derW aals theory ofthe liquid—
gas transiion arem uch lss reliable. T he reason why a m ean— eld theory of
the superconductivity in the BC S-Bogolubov form is successful would ap-—
pear to be that them ain correlations in m etal are govemed by the extram e
degeneracy of the electron gas. T he correlations due to the pair condensa—
tion, although they have dram atic e ects, are weak (at least in the ordinary
superconductors ) in com parison w ith the typical electron energies, and m ay
be treated In an average way w ith a reasonable accuracy. A llabove rem arks
have relevance to ordinary low -tem perature superconductors. In high-T.
superconductors, the corregoonding degeneracy tem perature ism uch lower,
and the transition tem peratures are m uch higher. In addition, the relevant
Interaction responsible for the pairing and its strength are unknown. From
this point of view , the high-T. system s are m ore com plicated. It should be

(64) c=U
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clari ed what govems the scale of tem peratures, ie. critical tem perature,
degeneracy tem perature, nteraction strength or their com plex com bination,
etc. In this way a useful insight into this extrem ely com plicated problem
would be gained.
G eneralization ofthem olecular eld approxin ation on the basis ofthe PBF
nequality ispossble when we know a particular solution ofthem odel 9.,
for one-din ensional Ising m odel we know the exact solution in the eld).
O ne can use this solution to get a better approxin ation than them ean eld
theory. T here are som e otherm ethods of in provem ent ofthem olecular eld
theory [72], [/3]. Unbrtunately, these approaches are nonsysten atic.
From the point of view of quantum m any-body theory, the problem of ad—
equate Introduction ofm ean elds for system ofm any interacting particles
can be m ost consistently nvestigated in the fram ework ofthe IGF m ethod.
A oorrect calculation ofthe quasiparticle spectra and their dam ping, partic—
ularly, for system s w ith a com plicated spectrum and strong interaction Q-ff]
reveals, as i w illbe show n below , that the generalized m ean elds can have
very com plicated structure w hich cannot be describbed by a functionalofthe
m ean-particle densiy.
To ilustrate the actual distinction of description of the generalized m ean
eld in the equation-ofm otion m ethod for the double-tim e G reen functions,
et us com pare the two approaches, nam ely, that of T yablkov [_4-§] and of
Callen [/4]. W e shall consider the G reen function << S*$ >> for the
isotropic H eisenberg m odel

(65) H= = Jd 38:S;

T he equation ofm otion ('_ZI.-fi) for the spin G reen finction is of the form

(66) << 8] H, >> =
X J
2<8%> 4+ TG 9 << 88 gsip;>>,
g

The Tyablkov decoupling expresses the second-order GF in temm s of the
rst (nitial) GF :

+ Z _ A +
(67) << S/ 8gPy >>=< 8" ><< 8] By >>

T his approxin ation is an RPA -type; it does not lead to the dam ping of spin
wave excitations (cf. {1) )

X
68)E (@ = J@d g < 8> expliR; Rglgl=2< 8> Jo &)

g

T he reason for this is rather transparent. T his decoupling does not take Into
acoount the inelstic m agnon-m agnon scattering processes. In a sense, the
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T yablikov approxin ation consists of approxin ating the com m utation rela—
tions of spin operators to the extent of replacing the com m utation relation
Biisy] =28f by BfiS;] =2<8%> 4.

C allen Ejﬁf] has proposed an iIn proved decoupling approxin ation in the
m ethod of T yablikov in the llow Ing fom :

69K < SZS; B >>! < 8¥><< S B >> < §,S8; ><< S, B >>

Here 0 1. To clarify this point, it should be rem inded that for soin
1=2 (theprocedurewas generalized by C allen to an arbitrary soin), the soin
operator S? can be w ritten as S§ = S SgS(_;r or s = %(S(;Sg sgsg).
It is easy to show that

1+

1
z _ + +
Sg = S+ TSg Sg TSg Sg

The operator S S; represents the deviation of < S% > from S. In the

low —tem perature region, this deviation is sm all, and 1. Sin ilarly, the
operator% (Sg Sy S Sg ) represents the deviation of< S% > from 0. Thus,
when < S* > approaches to zero, one can expect that 0. Thus, n this

way, it is possible to obtain a correction to the Tyablkov decoupling w ith
either a positive or negative sign, or no correction at all, or any intermm ediate
value, depending on the choice of . The above Callen argum ents are not
rigorous , fr, although the di erence in the operators S*S and S S* is
an allif< S% > 0, each operatorm akes a contribution ofthe orderofs, and
it is each operator w hich is treated approxin ately, not the di erence. T here
are som e other draw backs of the Callen decoupling schem e. N evertheless,
the Callen decoupling was the rst conogptual attem pt to introduce the
Interpolation decoupling procedure. Let us note that the choice of = 0
over the entire tem perature range is just the T yablkov decoupling (_6-:/.) .

T he energy spectrum for the C allen decoupling is given by

. < 8%2> X

(7B @ = 2< 8" > (T JI)JFW k) Jk N E k)))
k

HereN E (k)) is the Bose distrbution function N & (k)) = exp E k) )

1] !'. Thisisan i plicit equation orN € (k)), hvolving the unknown quan-—
tity < S* > . For the latter an additional equation is given tjff] T hus, both
these equations constitute a set of coupled equations which must be solved
selfconsistently for< S > .
T his form ulation ofthe C allen decoupling schem e displays explicitly the ten—
dency ofthe in proved description ofthem ean eld. In a sense, it ispossble
to say that the Callen work dates really the idea of the generalized m ean
eld w ithin the equation-ofm otion m ethod for double-tin e GF's, however,
In a sam Hntuitive form . T he next essential stepswerem ade by P lakida El-j]
for the H eisenberg ferrom agnet and by K uzem sky El-_j],i_Z-j.] for the Hubbard
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m odel. A swasm entioned above, the correct de nition of G eneralized M ean
Fields depends on the condition ofthe problem , the strength of interaction,
the choice of relevant operators, and on the sym m etry requirem ents.

54 Symm etry Broken Solutions

In m any-body interacting system s, the symm etry is in portant in classi-
fying di erent phases and in understanding the phase transitions between
them [/5]. Acoording to Bogolubov [78]( cf. refs. [77], [761,[78) ¢ each
condensed phase, In addition to the nom al process, there is an anom alous
process (or processes) which can take place because of the long-range In—
temal eld, wih a corresponding propagator. A dditionally, the G oldstone
theorem I_7-§] states that, n a system In which a continuous sym m etry isbro—
ken (ie. a system such that the ground state is not nvariant under the
operations of a continuous unitary group whose generators com m ute w ith
the H am iltonian ), there exists a collective m ode w ith 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 theoram is true only if the condensed and nom al phases have the
sam e translational properties. W hen translational sym m etry is also broken,
the G oldstone m ode appears at a zero frequency but at nonzero m om en—
tum , eg., a crystaland a helical soin-density-wave (SDW ) ordering (see for
discussion BA1H82]) .

T he anom alous propagators for an interacting m any—fermm ion system corre—
soonding to the ferrom agnetic M ) , antiferrom agnetic A FM ), and super—
conducting (SC) long-range ordering are given by

(71) FM :Gegn << & ja >>
AFM :Gan << &+9 ;a§+Q00>>

SC :Gge << &g jax >>

In the SDW case, a particke picks up a m om entum Q Q° from scattering
against the periodic structure of the spiral ( nonuniform ) intemal eld,
and has its spin changed from  to Yby the sph-aligning character of the
Intemal eld. The LongRangeO rder (LRO ) param eters are:

X
(72) FM :m = 1N <al a >
k
X Yy
AFM :MQ = < ak ak+Q >
X Yy Yy
SC : = < a g udye >

k
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Tt is in portant to note that the long—range order param eters are functions
ofthe intemal eld, which is itselfa function of the order param eter. T here
isa m ore m athem atical way of form ulating this assertion. A coording to the
paper £7-§;], the notion "sym m etry breaking" m eans that the state fails to
have the sym m etry that the H am iltonian has.
A truebreaking of sym m etry can arise only ifthere are In nitesim al "source
elds". Indeed, for the rotationally and transhtionally invariant Ham ito—
nian, suiable source tem s should be added:

X
(73) FM :" gHy4 ai ax
k
X
AFM :" gH a) ax+g
kQ

X
SC :"v @ 4ap.t+ axra xy)
K

where " ! 0 isto be taken at the end of calculations.

For exam ple, broken symm etry solutions of the SDW type In ply that the
vector Q is a measure of the Inhom ogeneity or breaking of translational
symm etry. T he Hubbard m odel is a very interesting tool for analyzing the
sym m etry broken concept. It ispossbleto show that antiferrom agnetic state
and m ore com plicated states (e.g. ferrin agnetic) can be m ade eigenfunc—
tions of the selfconsistent eld equations w ithin an "extended" m ean- eld
approach, assum ing that the "anom alous" averages < ali’ a; > detemm ine
the behaviour of the system on the sam e footing as the "nom al" density of
quasiparticles < aii’ a; > . Ik is clear, however, that these "spin— " term s
break the rotational sym m etry of the Hubbard H am iltonian. For the single-
band Hubbard Ham iltonian, the averages < al aj; >= 0 because of the
rotational sym m etry of the Hubbard m odel. The inclusion of "anom alous"
averages leads to the so-called "unresricted" H-F approxin ation (UHFA).
This type of approxin ation was used som etin es also for the singlkeband
Hubbard m odel or calculating the density of states. For this ain , the fol-

low ing de nition of UHFA
(74) nyg a; <n >a <a a >a

was used. Thus, In addiion to the standard H-F temm , the new so-called
\spIn— " tem s are retained. This exam ple clearly show s that the struc—
ture ofmean eld follow s from the soeci city ofthe problem and should be
de ned In a properway. So, one needs a properly de ned e ective H am itto—
nian H, . In paper _[8-_3] we thoroughly analyzed the proper de nition ofthe
irreducible G Fswhich includes the \spin— " tem s for the case of tinerant
antiferrom agnetism [B4] of correlated lattice ferm fons. For the single-orbital
Hubbard m odel, the de nition of the "irreducbl" part should bem odi ed
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n the follow ing way:

(ir) y =Y — y '
<<ak+p a-p+q g Py >>!_<<ak+p ap+q g Py >>

Yy Y
(75) pio < Ng > Gy < &+p g << ag BH; >>

From this de niion i follow s that this way of introduction of the IGF
broadens the iniial algebra of operators and the initial set ofthe GFs. This
m eansthat the \actual" algebra of operatorsm ust include the spin— I term s
from the begining, namely: (@i , al , ni , al ai ). The correponding
Initial GF willbe of the form

<<a @ >> <<a @ >>

<<a 3 >> <<a 3 >>

W ih this de nition, one introduces the so-called anom alous (0 -diagonal)

GFswhith x the relevant vacuum and select the proper sym m etry broken
solutions. In fact, this approxin ation was Investigated earlier by K ishore
and Joshi [8]. They clearly pointed out that they assum ed a system to be
m agnetised in the x direction Instead of the conventional z axis.

The problem of nding the ferrom agnetic and antiferrom agnetic "sym m e—
try broken" solutions of the correlated lattice ferm ion m odels w ithin IGF

m ethod was Investigated in ref. t_8-3]. A uni ed schem e for the construction
ofG eneralized M ean F ields (elastic scattering corrections ) and selfenergy (
Inelastic scattering ) in term s ofthe D yson equation w as generalized in order
to Include the "source elds". T he "sym m etry broken" dynam ic solutions of
the H ubbard m odelw hich correspond to various types of tinerant antiferro—
m agnetisn were discussed. T his approach com plem ents previous studies of
m icroscopic theory of the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet '_B-g] and clari es the
conospts of N eel sublattices for localized and itinerant antiferrom agnetism

and "spin-aligning elds" of correlated lattice ferm ions.

6 QuasiParticle M any Body D ynam ics

In this Section, we discuss them icroscopic view ofa dynam icbehaviourofin—
teracting m any-body system son a lattice. It was recognized form any years
that the strong correlation in solids exist betw een them otions ofvarious par-
ticles ( electrons and ions, ie. the ferm ion and boson degrees of freedom )
which arise from the Coulomb forces. Them ost Interesting ob Ects arem et—
als and their com pounds. They are invariant under the translation group
of a crystal Jattice and have lattice vibrations as well as electron degrees of
freedom . T here arem any evidences for the In portance ofm any-body e ects
In these systam s. W ithin the Landau sem iphenom enological theory it was
suggested that the low -lying excited states ofan interacting Ferm igas can be
described in tem s of a set of "independent quasiparticles". H owever, this
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was a phenom enological approach and did not reveal the nature of relevant
Interactions.

6.1 G reen Function P icture of Q uasiP articles

An altemative way of view ing quasiparticles, m ore general and consistent,
is through the G reen fiinction schem e of m any-body theory{fl], which we
sketch below for com pleteness and for pedagogical reasons.

W e should m ention that there exist a big variety of quasiparticles in m any—
body system s. At su ciently low tem peratures, few quasiparticles are ex—

cited, and therefore this dilute quasiparticle gas is nearly a non-interacting
gas In the sense that the quasiparticles rarely collide. T he success of the
quasiparticle concept In an Interacting m any-body system is particularly
striking because of a great num ber of various applications. However, the
range of validity of the quasiparticle approxin ation, especially for strongly
Interacting lattice system s, was not discussed properly In m any cases. In
systam s lke sin ple m etals, quasiparticles constitute long-lived, weakly in—
teracting excitations, since their intrinsic decay rate varies as the square of
the dispersion law , thereby jastifying their use as the building blocks for the
low lying excitation spectrum .

U nfortunately, there are m any strongly correlated system s on a lattice for
which we do not have at present the truly the rstprinciples proof of a
sin ilar correspondence of the low —lying excited states of noninteracting and
Interacting systam s, adiabatic sw itching on of the interaction, a sin plk ef-
fective m ass spectrum , long lifetin es of quasiparticles, etc. These speci ¢
features of strongly correlated system s are them ain reason ofwhy the usual
perturbation theory starting from noninteracting states does not w ork prop—
erly. M any other subtle nonanalytic e ectswhich are present even in nom al
system s have the sin ilar nature . This Jack of a rigorous foundation for the
theory of strongly interacting system s on a lattice is not only a problem

of the m athem atical perfectionian , but also that of the correct physics of
Interacting system s.

A s we m entioned earlier, to describbe a quasiparticle correctly, the G reen
functionsm ethod is a very suitable and usefultool. W hat concems us here
are form al expression for the singleparticle GF (38) and the correspond-
ing quasiparticle excitation spectrum . From the equation (i24) i is thus
seen that the GF is com pltely determ ined by the spectral weight function
A (!). The spectralweight function re ects the m icroscopic structure of the
system under consideration. T he other term In (-'_2-5) is a separation of the
purely statistical aspects of GF .From the equation ( ?-g) it ollow s that the
spectral weight function can be w ritten form ally In term s of m any-particlke
eigenstates. Its Fourder transform origination (-'_l-g) is then the density of
states that can be reached by adding or rem oving a partick of a 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 singleparticle GF
Gk (!)=<< ax jal >> hasthe sin pk peaked structure

Ayx (1) ¢ x)

. Foran interacting system , the spectral function A (! ) hasno such a sinple
peaked structure, but it cbeys the follow ing conditions
Z

Ap(l) 05 Ax()d! =< By ja L >=1

T hus, we can see from these expressionsthat fora noninteracting system , the
sum rule is exhausted by a single peak. A sharply peaked spectral function
for an Interacting system m eans a long-lived single-particle-like excitation.
Thus, the spectral weight function was established here as the physically
signi cant attrbute of GF . The question of how best to extract it from a
m icroscopic theory is them ain ain of the present review .

The GF forthe non-interacting system isGy (! )= (! k) l.Foraweak]y
interacting Fem isystem ,wehaveGy (! )= (! x My (!)) 'whereM (!)
is the m ass operator. T hus, for a weakly interacting system , the -—function
forAy (!) is sopread Into a peak of nite w idth due to them ass operator. W e
have

My (! i)=ReM (!) ImMy()= () k(1)

T he singleparticle GF can be w ritten in the fom
(76) G (t)= £! k+t x()] x (1)g

In theweakly Interacting case, we can thus nd the energies ofquasiparticles
by looking for the polks of singleparticke GF {7a)

= ¢+ () k(1)
. The dispersion relation of a quasiparticle
K= xt+ [ K] «x[ &)]

and the lifetim e 1= | then re ects the interparticle interaction. It is easy
to see the connection between the w idth of the spectralweight finction and
decay rate. W e can w rite

07) A ()= xp( )+ 1) '( DB +1i) G i)]=
2 ()
I o+ xCUNP+ 2(1)

exp( 1+ 1) *
In other words, for this case, the corresponding propagator can be w ritten
In the form
Gk® exp( 1 K)Hexp( xb)
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This form show s under which conditions, the timn edevelopm ent of an In—
teracting system can be interpreted as the propagation of a quasiparticle
w ith a reasonably wellde ned energy and a su ciently long lifetine. To
dem onstrate this, we consider the follow ing conditions

Then we can w rite

78) G (!)= —
L eI SRl )t ikl K]

w here the renom alized energy of excitations is de ned by
k)= x+ [ &)

In this case, we have, Instead of (-'_7-:1),

(79) Ay ()=
d x(!) 2 k)
171 . 1
exp( &kH+ 11701 —ar J )l (! 05+ 26
Asaresul, we nd
(80) Grl)=<< ax ©ja >>=
. . d k(') 1
= 1 Oep( i Kbexp( KOOI — Il

A widely known strategy to justify this line of reasoning is the perturba—
tion theory -[f!]. A detaikd analysis of various successfiil approxin ations for
the determm ination of excited states in the fram ew ork of the quasiparticle
concept and the G reen functions m ethod in m etals, sem iconductors, and
insulators was done in review paper[al.

T here are exam ples of weakly interacting system s, i.g. the superconducting
phase, which are not connected perturbatively w ith noninteracting system s.
M oreover, the superconductor is a system in which the Interaction between
electrons qualitatively changes the spectrum ofexcitations. H ow ever, quasi-
partickes are still of use even In this case, due to the correct rede nition of
the relevant generalized mean el which includes the anom alous averages
(see 6'_7-_2)) . In a strongly interacted system on a lattice w ith com plex spec—
tra, the concept of a quasiparticle needs a suitable adaptation and a carefiil
exam Ination. It is therefore useful to have the workabl and e cient IGF
m ethod which, aswe shall see, permm its one to determ ine and correctly sep—
arate the elastic and inelastic scattering renom alizations through a correct
de nition of the generalized mean eld and to calculate real quasiparticle
spectra, Including the dam ping and lifetin e e ects. A careful analysis and
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detailed presentations ofthe IGF m ethod w ill provide an in portant step to
the form ulation of the consistent theory of strongly interacting system s and
the jasti cation of approxin ate m ethods presently used w ithin equation-of-
m otion approaches. These latter ram arks w ill not be substantiated until
next Sections, but it is In portant to em phasize that the developm ent w hich
follow s isnot a m erely form al exercise but essential for the proper and con-
sistent theory of strongly Interacting m any-body system s on a lattice.

6.2 Spin-W ave ScatteringE ectsin H eisenberg Ferrom agnet

In this Section, we brie vy descrbe , m ainly for pedagogical reasons, how

the form ulation of the quasiparticle picture depends in an essential way on
an analysis of the sort introduced In Section 3.1. W e consider here them ost
studied case of a H eisenbery ferrom agnet 7] w ith the Ham iltonian (65) and
the equation ofm otion {68). In an earlier discussion in Sections4.11 and 5.3,
w e described the T yablkov decoupling procedure ('_6-:2) based on replacing S¥
by < Sf> in the last tem of (66). W e also discussed an altemative m ethod
of decoupling proposed by C allen (_6-9) . Both these decoupling procedures
retain only the elastic spin-wave scattering e ects. But for our purposes,
it is essential to retain also the inelastic scattering e ects, and therefore,
we must carefully identify and separate the elastic and inelastic spin-wave
scattering. T his is directly related w ith the correct de nition of generalized
mean elds. Thus, the purpose of the present consideration is to justify the
use of IGF m ethod for the selfconsistent theory of spin-wave interactions.

T he irreduchble part of GF is introduced according to the de nition ( -Q:) as

W << 878 §shHBy >>=<< 8]8Z §SH) ByS! BuS;H; >>
(81)

Here the unknown quantities A j; are de ned on the basis of orthogonality
constraint {31)

< [(s]sZ

sz g shH™iss1>=0

g P i

W e have (16 g)

2< SiSi> + < S;8] >
2< 8% >

(82) Ayg=ARAg=

The de nition (see eq.(33) ) of a generalized mean eld GF GMF is given
by the equation
X

(83) IGHT =2<8%> y+  JgAuGHT GhT)
g

From the D yson equation in the om &7) we nd

(84) X Mij= Cpij)p=
Jigdy << (6782 §sH®™y@eisz §sH®)yY>>©

< 28%> 2
gl
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w here the proper (o) part of the irreducible GF is de ned by the equation
Ba) X
Piy=M i+ MGy Py Miy= @y)°

gl
( In the diagram m atic lJanguage, this m eans that it has no parts connected
by one G" ¥ -lihe). The om al solution ofthe D yson equation is of the form
(38):
(85) < Gy (l)=

2<8*>N ' explk®; RPI &) 2<$>M()]?
k

T he spectrum ofspin excitations in the generalized m ean eld approxin ation
is given by
(86) Pk)=N ' Jghufl explk® Ryl

ig
Now it isnot di cul to see that the result (é_é_i includes both the sin plest
soin-wave dispersion law 41) and the result of Tyablkov decoupling {67)
as the lin ting cases

@®7) X! k)=<S*> @Jo &)+
K25%>N) ' (T & Q(q" +2729
q
where X
g = <8;5]>explaR: Ry)]

i3
It is seen that due to the correct de nition of generalized mean elds (B-Z:)
we get the spin excitation spectrum In a generalway. In the hydrodynam ic
lim i, it ladsto ! k) K. The procedure is straightforward, and the de-
tails are kft as an exercise.
Let us ram ind that till now no approxin ation has been m ade. T he expres—
sions {84), €3), and 86) are very usefiil as the starting point for approx-—
In ate calculation of the selfenergy, a determm nation of which can only be
approxin ate. To do this, it is st necessary to express, using the spectral
theorem C_Z-E;), the m ass operator {_8-4) in termm s of correlation fiinctions

(88) < 28%> M (1) =
1 241 d:o Z 41
> —— (!9 1) drexp@®
2 1! ! % 1
N ' JyJyexplk®; Ry)]
ijgl
1 * + (r) yv 2+ + (ir) )
< o525 < (61 ©si® S ©STE))VIsi s §sH™ >
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T his representation is exact, and only the algebraic properties were used to
derive it. T hus, the expression forthe analytic structure ofthe singleparticle
GF ( or the propagator ) can be deduced w ithout any approxin ation. A
characteristic feature of eq('_8-fi) is that it involves the higherorder GF's.
A whol hierarchy of equations involving higherorder GFs could thus be
rew ritten com pactly. M oreover, it not only gives a convenient altemative
representation, but avoids som e of the algebraic com plexities ofhigher-order
G reen—function theories. O b Ective of the present consideration is to give a
plusble sslfconsistent schem e of the approxin ate calculation of the self-
energy w ithin the IGF m ethod. To this end, we should express the higher-
order GFs in tem s of the initial ones, ie. nd the relevant approxin ate
functional form
M FEBI

Tt isclear that this can be done in m any ways. A sa start, let us consider how
to express higher-order correlation fiinction in (§§) in tem s ofthe low -order

ones. W e use the ollow ing form f_ll-j]
89) < (57 ©S® s ©Sf ) “)3sis; gshH >
+

2o .0 Fo 40 Ho o+ Fo 40

We nd
(90) < 28%> M (1) =
1 Z +1 d|0 0 Z +1 -
— ' 'O(GXP( 1) dtexp @d! t)
2 1 ! % 1
N ! JigJyexpik R;  Ry)]
ijgl
1
Tosrs w® o ® FO 0 FO 0+ FO 0

It is reasonable to approxin ate the longitudinal correlation fiinction by its
static value ?lz (t) ?lz (0). The transversal spin correlation fiinctions are
given by the expression

(91) L=

Ji

—kxp(!) 1'exp@t)( 2Im << § By >>145)

A fter the substitution of eq.(i91) into eq.(9d) for the selfenergy, we nd
an approxin ate expression in the selfconsistent form , which, together w ith
the exact D yson equation ('§-5), constiute a selfconsistent system of equa—
tions for the calculation ofthe GF . A s an exam ple, we start the calculation
procedure ( which can be m ade iterative ) with the smplest st "trial"
expression

( 2Im << S By >>141) (¢ k)
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A fter som e algebraic transform ationswe nd

X
92) <28*>M,(l) Nt @y & Q°C '@ kNt

q

This expression gives a com pact representation for the selfenergy of the
soin-w ave propagator in a H eisenberg ferrom agnet. T he above calculations
show that the inelastic spin-wave scattering e ects in uence the single—
particlke soin-w ave excitation energy

P&iT)= ! k) + ReM ¢ (! k))

and the energy w idth
k(@T)=ImMy (! k))

Both these quantities are cbservable, In principle, via the ferrom agnetic reso—
nance or inelastic scattering of neutrons. T here isno tin e to go into details
of this aspect of spin-wave Interaction e ects. It is worthy to note only
that it iswellknow n that spin-wave Interactions in ferrom agnetic insulators
have a relatively wellestablished theoretical foundation, in contrast to the
situation w ith antiferrom agnets.

7 H eisenberg A ntiferrom agnet at Finite Tem per-
atures

A s it is m entioned above, in this article, we describe the foundation of
the IGF m ethod, which is based on the equation-ofm otion approach. T he
strength of this approach lies in its exibility and applicability to system s
wih com plex spectra and strong interaction. The m icroscopic theory of
the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet is of great interest from the point of view
of application to any novelm any-body technique. This is not only because
of the interesting nature of the phenom enon itself but also because of the
Intrinsic di culty of solving the problem selfconsistently in a w ide range of
tem peratures. In this Section, we brie y describe how the generalized m ean
elds should be constructed for the case of the H eisenberg antiferrom agnet,
w hich becom e very com plicated when one uses other m any-body m ethods,
like the diagram m atic technique [g:l]. W ihin our IGF schem e, however, the
calculations of quasiparticke spectra seem feasble and very com pact.

7.1 H am iltonian ofthe M odel

The problem to be considered is the m any-body quasitparticle dynam ics of
the system described by the H am iltonian El-_G]

1X X 0 1X X 0
©93) H = = J G JBiSyo= > Jy Sq S gqo

2
ij 0 q 0
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T his is the H eisenberg-N eel m odel of an isotropic two-sublattice antiferro—
m agnet (the notation is slightly m ore generalthan In Section 412 ). Here
S;i isa soin operator situated on site i of sublattice ,and J ’ @ J) isthe
exchange energy between atom son sitesR; andRy o; ; 0 takes two values
(@;b) . It is assum ed that allofthe atom son sublattice are identical, w ith
soIn m agnitude S . Tt should be noted that, in principle, no restrictions are
placed in the Ham itonian (93) on the num ber of sublattices, or the num ber
of sites on a sublattice. W hat is in portant is that sublattices are to be dis-
tinguished on the basis ofdi erences in localm agnetic characteristics rather
than m erely di erences in geom etrical or chem ical characteristics.
Let us introduce the spin operatorsS; = S¥ Jsf . Then the com m utation
rules for soin operators are
By Syl =267) 4 o B;iSfel = § 4 o
For an antiferrom agnet, an exact ground state is not known. Neel [61] in—
troduced the m odel concept of two mutually interpenetrating sublattices
to explain the behaviour of the susoeptiboility of antiferrom agnets. How —
ever, the ground state n the form of two sublattices ( the Neel state ) is
only a classical approxim ation. In contrast to ferrom agnets, In which the
mean molcular eld is approxin ated relatively reasonably by a function
hom ogeneous and proportional to the m agnetisation, in ferri- and antifer-
rom agnets, the m ean m okecular eld is strongly inhom ogeneous. T he local
molecular eld ofNeel [_6-2:] is a m ore general concept. Here, we present the
caloulations B0] of the quastparticle spectrum and dam ping ofa H edsenbery
antiferrom agnet in the fram ework of the IGF m ethod.
In what ©llow s, i is convenient to rew rite (93) in the formm
1X X 0
(94) B= 2 I; 83S qot SgS%g0
q 0
w here
0 0 0
I, =120y +J 4)
It willbe shown that the use of "anom alous averages" which x the Neel
vacuum m akes it possible to determ ne uniquely generalized mean elds
and to calculate, in a very com pact m anner, the spectrum of soin-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 )
operators is not required.

7.2 QuasiP article D ynam ics ofH eisenberg A ntiferrom agnet

In this section, to m ake the discussion m ore concrete, we consider the re—
tarded GF of bcalized spinsde ned asG2® ¢ € =<< 2 ©);B ¢ >>
O ur attention is focused on the spin dynam ics of the m odel. To describe
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the spin dynam ics of the m odel (-'_92!) selfoonsistently, one should take Into
acoount the f1ll algebra of relevant operators of the suiable "spin m odes"
( "relevant degrees of freedom " ) which are appropriate for the case. This

relevant algebra should be descrbed by the 'spinor’ A = 211‘3 ,B =AY,
kb
according to the IGF strategy of Section 3.

O nce this has been done, we m ust Introduce the generalized m atrix GF of
the form

+ +
<< Skajs ka > > << Skajs A N

95 =G k;!
©°) << SHLP L >> << SLP . >> ki)

To show the advantages ofthe IGF in them ost full form , we carry out the
calculations In the m atrix form .

To dem onstrate the utility of the IGF m ethod, we consider the follow ing
steps in a m ore detailed form . D i erentiating the GF << S, B >> wih

resgoect to the rsttinme, t, we nd
|

(96) I << S}jajS ka5 =
( kb
z
2<§a> +N1:2 P << SPPBap>>
q
l aa aa
+N1‘2 I;7 << S gBav > >

where Sgo = (5 S5  S3SE ga)-
In (96), we Introduced the notation
( ) ( )

S
ka kb
Bap = i B =

kb S ka

Let usde ne the irreduchblk (ir) operators as (equivalently, it is possible to
de ne the irreducible GF's)

by (ir) _ b ba+ ba +
©7) kg) = Skqg By Ska T AY oS
(98) 2) ™ =152 NTF<s*> g

T he choice of the irreducible parts is uniguely determm ined by the "orthogo—
nality" constraint ( 31)

) S
(99) < Iegm Mo =0
kb

From eq.(_9-§5) we nd that

(ir) (ir) +
2< BFQ) MG >+ <8 585>

100 AP =
100 4 2N 172 < 52>
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By using the de nition of the irreduchble parts @-j:), the equation ofm otion

{96) can be exactly transform ed to the ollow ing form

101) (! lay) << s%ajsab»,) + 1, << S5 Bap>> 1=
2< 82> )

Oa + << P e)ByL>>,

(102) (" ) << s;P;Bba>>l)+ I << S} Bpa >> 1=
2< 82> ;

Ob + << b(lr) (k):Bba>>!

T he llow Ing notation was used:

(103)

(104)

(105)
(106)

| =
s aa

(I3® PO < SZ> +IP< 82> +
(e

q

AT, AR

ab Z
«ab — Ik <Sa>+

b ba
I]?CIANCI
q

A =N

1=2
Ng ACI

) k) =

X . .
s('; (S}i q;a) (ir) ](JI)

+ z (ir)
Iy By gaGg)
9 =ab

To caleulate the irreduchle GFs on the right-hand sides of egs. {101) and
Q-.Q-g'), we use the device of di erentiating w ith respect to the second tim e t°.
A fter Introduction of the corresponding irreducihble parts into the resuling
equations, the systam of equations can be represented in the m atrix form

which can be dentically transformm ed to the standard form (_321)

107) Ch;l)=Cok;!)+ Sok; )P ;! )E0 k;!)

Here we introduced the generalized mean—-eld GMF) GF G g and the scat—

tering operator P according to the follow ing de nitions

(108) Go= " 1t
(109) B =
1 << P03 MM>> << Fei e s>
4<85>7 << T3 MR >> << e3>
where
(110) A (! laa) ab
b ( ')
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T he D yson equation can be w ritten exactly i the orm 1) where them ass
operator M is of the form
(111) M ki) = € ki!)®
It follow s from the D yson equation that
Bkil)=M i)+ M &G0 ki P k;!)

T hus, on the basis of these relations, we can speak of the m ass operator M
as the properpart ofthe operatorP by analogy w ith the diagram technique,
In which the m ass operator is the connected part of the scattering operator.
As it is shown in Section 3, the form al solution of the D yson equation is of
the form ((38). Hence, the detemm ination of the ullGF ¢ was reduced to
the determm nnation ofGAO and M .

7.3 Generalized M ean-Field GF

From the de nition {108), the GF m atrix in the generalized m ean— eld ap—
proxin ation reads

112) o=
G ki!) GPkil) _ 2<8Z> (1 ) Lab
G k;!) GFK;!) det” 'ab ¢ )
w here
det/\= (! ! aa) (! !11)) !aa ! ab

We ndthepoksofGF ([12) from the equation

det"= 0

from which it follow s that

a
(113) k) = (12, k) 13 k)

Tt is convenient to adopt here the B ogoliubov (u;v)-transform ation notation
by analogy wih that of Section 4.12. The elam ents of the m atrix GF
Go k;!) are found to be

h .2 i
aa ) u? k) vV k)t g
114) G k;!)=2< sZ> EE T =Gy k; 1)
h i
ab g iy 2 uk)vk) ukivk) © L
115) G3°k;!)=2<8Z> ! L (k)+ ! s =Gy &k; 1)
w here

k)= 1=200 ) TP+ 1y vk =1=210 ) T 1]

X

16 (=2 expkRy; = =0
Z
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The sin plest assum ption is that each sublattice is sc. and ! k) =

0 ( = ajb). Alhough that we work In the GFs form alisn , our ex-—
pressions {_1-_1-4), {_1-_1-5) are n accordance w ith the resuls of the B ogoliibov
(u,v)-transform ation , but, of course, the present derivation ism ore general.
H owever, it ispossible to say that we diagonalized the generalized m ean— eld
GF by introducing a new set of operators. W e used the notation

(117) ST k) = ucS,, + wS,; S, k)= WS, + wS,,

T his notation pem itsusto w rite down the results in a com pact and conve—
nient form , but all calculations can be done in the initial notation too.
T he spectrum of elem entary excitations In the GM F approxin ation for an
arbirary soin S is of the form
h 1 X biq -
118) !k)=1Iz<SZ> 1 . AL @ P
a q
where I; = zI g, and z isthe num ber ofnearest neighbors in the lattice. The
rst tem in ([18) corresponds to the Tyablkov approxin ation ( cf.@8)).
The second term in {118) describes the elastic scattering of the spin-wave
quasiparticles. At low tem peratures, the uctuations of the longiudinal
Spin com ponents are sm all, and, therefore, for ({18) we obtan
q -
(119) ! k) Isz[l C(@T)] ]f)

T he function C (I ) determ ines the tem perature dependence ofthe spin-wave
spectrum
1 X

(120) c(@T)= N S2

< S S+>+q<sqasc+1b>)

InthecaseswhenC (T) ! 0,weodbtain the result ofthe T yablkov decoupling
for the spectrum of the antiferrom agnons

q
121) lk) I<S>z @ 2)

In the hydrodynam ic lin it, when ! (k) D (T)K¥j} we can conclude that
the sti ness constant D (T) = zIS (1 C (T)) for an antiferrom agnet de-
creases w ith tem perature because of the elastic m agnon-m agnon scattering
as T?. To estin ate the contrution of the elastic scattering processes, it
is necessary to take into account the corrections due to the m ass operator.

74 Damping of QuasiP article E xcitations

A n antiferrom agnet is a system w ith a com plicated quasiparticle spectrum .
The calculation of the dam ping due to inelastic scattering processes in a
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systam of that sort has som e im portant aspects. W hen calculating the
dam ping, i is necessary to take into acocount the contributions from all
m atrix elem ents of the m ass operator M

It isthen convenient to use the representation in which the generalized m ean

eld GF hasa diagonal form . In temm softhe new operatorsS; and S,, the

GF G takes the form

Guity= S ST KB, ( K)>> <<STKPB, ( K>> _ Gu G
T << ST KB, ( K>> <<ST KB, ( k)>> Go1 Go

In other words, the dam ping of the quasiparticlke excitations is determ ined

on the basis ofa GF of the form

2< 82>

122) Guk;!)= ' k) 2< 3> 1)

Here, the selfenergy operator (k;!) is detemm ined by the expression

2< 8Z> M ki! Mo k;!)

123 ;1)=M H

(123) k;!) 11 k;!) T k) 2< S5 Mo kl)

In thecasewhen k;! ! 0, one can be restricted to the approxin ation
(124) ki) M1 (!) = UEM oo+ Vg M gt M) + M g

It ©llow s from  (111) that to calculate the dam ping, it isnecessary to nd the

GFs<< % k)Jj oy k) >> . Asan exam ple, we consider the calculation

of one of them . By m eans of the spectral theorem (_2-:/.), we can express the

GF in tem s of the correlation fiunction <~ &) 2 &;t) > . W e have

(125) << B r)yy FVEK)>>=
Z Z i1 . .
exp( !9 1) dtexp @ %) < k) Pkt >
1

+1 d|O

1
2 .0
Thus, it isnecessary to nd a workable "trial" approxin ation for the corre—
lation finction on the rh.s. of ([25). W e consider an approxin ation of the

follow ng form

(126) < B2 S 9aSk qa © B )" >
1 X

( + +
4N S2 k paa
p

© qpm® pm® T T ® g © pip ©) g

gt pido

where q;;b © =< S qas;b ) > . By analbgy w ith the diagram technique,
we can say that the approxin ation @26) corresponds to the neglect of the
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vertex corrections to the m agnon-m agnon inelastic collisions. Using ([26)
in {I25), we cbtain

127) . << B k)3 B k) > >
1 X dladlzdls L
eNst ot Lty

1 1 1
[ - ImGaak )]l —ImGr@+ pi!2)ll —Im Gy P;!3)]
where

(128) F (!17!'2;'3)=N (!2)N (!3) N (I)I+ L+ N ({1)N (!3)

E quations (_3-:/.), c_LZ_I.]_;), and C_l-g-?) constiute a selfconsistent system ofequa—
tions. To solve this systam of equations, we can, in principle, use any con—
venient initial representation for the GF, substituting it into the right-hand
side of eg. C_l-g-"_/l) The systam can then be solved iteratively. To estim ate
the dam ping, it isusually su cient, asthe rst iteration, to use the sim plest
singlepol approxin ation

129) lIm G k;!) (! ()]

A s a resul, for the dam ping of the spin-w ave excitations we obtain

(130) k;!')= 2SIm (;!)=
- I2 1 ("
. N (zI)” ( € )
Np@l+ Ngip)@l+ Ny oM 11 kipik gip+ @ (¢ Pk g+ ! P)
qp

T he explicit expression for M 17 is given in ref. I_S-Q] In our approach, it
is possbl to take into account the Inelastic scattering of spin waves due
to scattering by the longitudinal spin uctuations too B-g]. In general, the
correct estin ates of the tem perature dependence of the dam ping of antifer—
rom agnons depend strongly on the reduced tam perature and energy scales
and are rather a nontrivial task. However, under the nom al conditions,
the dam ping isweak ! (k)= 10 1¢, and the antiferrom agnons are the
wellde ned quastparticle excitationsgg].

In summ ary, In this Section, we have shown that the IGF m ethod pem its
us to caloulate the spectrum and the dam ping or a two-sublattice H eisen—
berg antiferrom agnet in a wide range of tem peratures in a com pact and
selfoconsistent way. At the sam e tin e, a certain advantage is that all the
calculation can bem ade in the representation of spin operators or an arbi-
trary soin S. T he theory we have developed can be directly extended to the
case of a Jarge num ber of m agnetic sublattices w th hequivalent soins, ie.,
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it can be used to describe the com plex ferrim agnets.

In the fram ework of our IGF approach, it was shown that themean elds
In an antiferrom agnet m ust nclide the "anom alous" averages which rep—
resent the local nature of the Neelm olecular elds. Thus, themean eld
n an antiferrom agnet, lke themean eld in a superconductor, has a m ore
com plicated structure.

8 QuasiParticleD ynam icsoflLattice Ferm ion M od-
els

8.1 Hubbard M odel. W eak C orrelation

T he conogpt 0of GM F s and the relevant algebra of operators from which GFs
are constructed are in portant for our treatm ent of electron correlations in
solids. It is convenient (and much shorter) to discuss these conospts for
weakly and strongly correlated cases separately. F irst, we should construct
a suitable state vector space of a m any-body system tfg]. T he fundam ental
assum ption in plies that states of a system of interacting particles can be
expanded In tem s of states of non-interacting particles E_l-(_j] T his approach
originates from perturbation theory and nds support orweakly interacting
m any-particle system s. For the strongly correlated case, this approach needs
a suitable reform ulation, and jast at this point, the right de nition of the
GM Fsisvial. Let usconsidertheweakly correlated H ubbard m odel @-g) . In
som e respect, this case is sin ilar to the ordinary interacting electron gasbut
w ith very localsingular Interaction. The di erence is in the lattice (W annier
) character of electron states. It is shown below that the usual creation ai-l’
and annihilation a; second-quantized operators w ith the properties

2y 9= L. . O O

i i 7 1

a; 9=0; a; M=0 s 3

1

are suiable variables for description ofa system under consideration. H ere
® and ® are vacuum and sigle-partick states, respectively. T he ques—

tion now is how to describe our system in temn s of quasiparticles. For a

transhtionally Invariant system , to describe the low -lying excitations of a

systam in term sofquasiparticles Ei], one hasto choose eigenstates such that

they all correspond to a de nite m om entum . For the sihgleband Hubbard

m odel {_4-_9), the exact transform ation reads

12X

exp( XRj)a;

1

N ote that Pr a degenerate band m odel, a m ore general transform ation is

necessary [91]. T hen the Hubbard H am iltonian ¢9) in the B Ioch vector state
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space is given by
X X

131) H = k)d ax + U=2N &y, o @ 3y ar
k pars

Ifthe interaction isweak, the algebra of relevant operators isvery sin ple: it
is an algebra of a non-interacting ferm fon system (@ ;&) ink = & ax ).
To calculate of the electron quasiparticle spectrum of the Hubbard m odel
In this Iim i, ket us consider the singleelectron GF de ned as

132)Gy, & O=<<a ;al >>= it %< B ®©;a O >
T he equation of m otion for the Fourier transform of GF Gy (!) is of the
form
X
@33) (! )Gy (1)=1+U=N << agip &g A B >
rq

Let us htroduce an \irreducble" GF in the ollow Ing way

W << agpal,y aq B >>i=
(134) << agp ali, aq B >>1 pop<ng > Gy
The irreducbl (ir) GF in @:;4_‘) is de ned so that it cannot be reduced to
GF of lower order w ith respect to the num ber of ferm ion operators by an
arbitrary pairing of operators or, in other words, by any kind of decoupling.
Substituting (134) into {133), we obtan

(135) G (1)=GyF )+

X
MF (ir) y 4
Gk (! )UzN << ak+p ap+q aq ja'k >>!
IS8

Here we introduced the notation

X
(136) Gy © ()= (! &k N k)= K+UN <ng >
q

In this paper, for breviy, we con ne ourselves to considering the param ag-
netic solutions, ie. < n >=< n > . To calculate the higherorder GF
on the rhs. of C_]-._3-§), we have to w rite the equation ofm otion obtained by
m eans of di erentiation w ith respect to the second variablk t°. Constraint
81) allows us to rem ove the inhom ogeneous tem from this equation for
%O(K) << AMial &) >>.
For the Fourder com ponents, we have
¢ wfP<<an] >> =< pal 1>+
X
137) U=N W <c<npl ans a,, >>:

rs
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T he anticom m utator in {I37) is calculated on the basis of the de nition of
the irreducble part

< [(jr) (ak+p a§+q dg );ai L >=
138) < Bx+p aérq aq < %+q ag > ak+p id) k >=0

Ifone ntroduces the irreducb ke part orthe rh s. operatorsby analogy w ith
expression (134), the equation ofm otion {L33) takes the Hllow ing exact form
(cf. eq.$39))
(139) Ge (1)=Gy T (+ Gy T (P (1GY T (1)
w here we Introduced the follow Ing notation for the operator P (35)
u?X (ir) .
(140) Py (1)=— Dy @iaxisii!) =
pars
U X v .y y (i)
P (<< Qk+p Fp+q Qg Pr Sr+s Fyyg >> )
pars
To de ne the selfenergy operator according to (-'§-§), one should separate the
"proper" part in the follow ng way
D" piaxisi!) = L piarisi!)
2 X ) )
( . ( .
4D+ L ;%% GE T (D & 0% Esi!)
r0s%pg?
Here Lfr) ;atx;s;!) isthe \proper" part ofGF D fr) e;ax;s;!) which, In
accordance w ith the de nition (36), cannot be reduced to the lower-order
one by any type of decoupling. W e nd

(142) Gr =GEF M +GET (1M (1)Gy, (1)

E quation C_l-{l-Zj') is the D yson equation for the singleparticle doubletine
therm alGF . A ccording to (38), it has the form al solution

(143) G (1)=1[ k) M W17
w here the selfenergy operatorM is given by

U? X (ir) .
(144) My ()= NZ L, igxisi!) =
rgrs
2 X
N 2
Pars

(ir) y 19 y ir) \ ©)
( << Ax+p a-p+q Qg FPr Qr+s Fyig > > (JI))

W e w rote explicitly equation {40) orP and equation {144) ©orM to illus-
trate the general argum ents of Section 3 and to give concrete equations for
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determm ining both the quantities, P and M .

T he latter expression Ciffl_i) is an exact representation (no decoupling was
m ade till now ) for the selfenergy In temm s of higherorder GF up to sec—
ond order In U ( for the consideration of higher-order equations ofm otion,
see ref. 'Q-S]). T he explicit di erence between P and M follow s from the
finctional form @-S) . Thus, In contrast to the standard equation-ofm otion

approach, the calculation of full GF was substituted by the calculation of
themean—eld GF GMF and the sclfenergy operator M . The main rea—
son for thism ethod of calculation is that the decoupling is only introduced
Into the selfenergy operator, as it willbe shown in a detailed form below .
T he form al solution of the D yson equation {_3-5) detem ines the right refer—
ence fram e for the form ation of the quasiparticle spectrum due to its own
correct fiinctional structure. In the standard equation-ofm otion approach,
that structure could be lost by using decoupling approxin ations before ar-
riving at the correct functional structure of the form al solution ofthe D yson
equation. This is a crucial point ofthe IGF m ethod.

T he energies of electron states In the m ean— eld approxin ation are given

by the poles of GM ¥ . Now et us consider the dam ping e ects and nite

lifstin es. To nd an explicit expression for the selfenergy M ({44), we have
to evaluate approxin ately the higherorderGF in i. It w illbe shown below

that the IGF m ethod pem its one to derive the dam ping In a selfoconsistent
way sin ply and m uch m ore generally than w ithin other form ulations. F irst,
it is convenient to write down the GF in (_l-fl-ff) in term s of correlation func—
tions by using the soectral theorem (26)

y Y y -
<< 3+p piq g Fris & Grts 71T
Z

1 Z +1 d! 0 0 +1 0
> ——oexp( 1)+ 1) exp (1! t)
2 1 . . 1

(145) <ag, B8 ©ars akp agg ag >

Further insight is gaihed if we select the suitable relevant \trial' approxi-
m ation for the correlation finction on the rhs. of (145). In this paper, we
show that the earlier form ulations based on the decoupling or/and diagram —
m atic m ethods can be ocbtained from our technique but in a selfconsistent
way. It is clear that a relevant trial approxin ation for the correlation func—
tion In C_l{lﬁ) can be chosen In m any ways. For exam ple, the reasonable and
workable one can be the ©llow ing \pair approxin ation" that is especially
suiable fora low density of quastparticles:
<al,, ©al Mars Oaxip ayq ag >
< ai_,. p (t)ak+p >< aé (t)aq >< ap+ q (t)ag+ aq >

(1406) k+ sik+p rg r+sptq

Using ([46) and (145) in ([44) we cbtain the selfconsistent approxin ate
expression for the selfenergy operator (the selfconsistency m eans that we
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express approxin ately the sslfenergy operator in temm s of the nitial GF,
and, in principle, one can obtain the required solution by a suiable iteration
procedure ):

147) My (1) =
2x 2 d!id!,d!s;
N 2 T
h i H
n(lz)n(!z)+nf1) 1 n(2) n(3) Grg (1)%+p (2)gg (3)

w here we used the notation
1
g ()= =“ImGyx (! +i"; n()= kexp( 1)+ 11"

E quations @fl-”_/z) and ijl-_) constiute a closed selfconsistent system ofequa—
tions for the sihgleelectron GF of the Hubbard m odel In the weakly corre—
lated lim it. In principle, we can use, on the rh s. of {147), any workabl rst
fteration-step form ofthe GF and nd a solution by iteration (seeAppendix
D ). It ism ost convenient to choose, asthe rst iteration step, the ©llow Ing

sin ple onepol approxin ation :

(148) g (1) (! &k ))
Then, using C_ifI@') in C_l-{l-]'), we get, for the selfenergy, the explicit and
com pact expression

(149) M ([):U_ZX Np+ g a %+ p ny )+ Nyyp Ng
NZPCI '+ e+ qg) k+p) a )

Fomula (:_1-51-5_3') for the selfenergy operator show s the role of correlation
e ects ( lnelastic scattering processes ) In the form ation of quasiparticle
spectrum of the Hubbard m odel. This form ula can be derived by several
di erent m ethods, lncluding perturbation theory. Here we derived it from
our IGF formm alisn as a known lin iting case. T he num erical calculations of
the typical behaviour of real and in aginary parts of the selfenergy @{IQ)
were perform ed [91],B1] for the m odel density of states of the FCC Iattice.
T hese calculations and m any other (see e.g.f§-_6], 59-2:], E_9-3]) show clearly that
the conventional one-electron approxin ation of the band theory is not al-
ways a su ciently good approxin ation for transition m etals like nickel. A
m ore concrete discussion of the num erical calculations and their com parison
w ith experin ents deserve a separate consideration and w ill be considered
elsew here (for a detailed recent discussion, see i§-§]) .

A lthough the solution deduced above is a good evidence for the e ciency of
the IGF formm alisn , there is one m ore stringent test of the m ethod that we
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can perform . It is Instructive to exam ine other types of possible trial solu—
tions for the six-operator correlation fiinction in the eq('_l-fl-S) . The approx—
In ation we propose now re ects the interference between the oneparticlke
branch of the spectrum and the collective ones:

<al,, ©al ®ars Oaxip ay g ag >

< ai+s Oax+p >< az (Dars s (t)a%+q aqg >+
<ams Bahg >< g, ©a] ®acwpag >+

(150) <al Mag ><a,, ams Oaxip g >

It is seen that the three contributions in this trial solution describe the
selfenergy corrections that take into account the collective m otions of elec—
tron density, the spin density and the density of \doubles", respectively.
An essential feature of this approxin ation is that a correct calculation of
the singleelectron quasiparticle spectra w ith dam ping requires a suitable
Incorporation of the n uence of collective degrees of freedom on the single—
particle ones. Them ost Interesting contribution com es from spin degrees of
freedom , since the correlated system s are often m agnetic or have very well
developed m agnetic uctuations.

W e Hlow the above steps and calculate the selfenergy operator (144) as

Z
2~ +1 1+ N (! n(
M, ()= 2 a1dl, (1) (12)
N 1 ! b
X 1
exp [ XR; Rj)]( —Im << Si :Sj >>!1)
3
1 Ly
(151) ( —Im << a; B >>,)

w here the follow ing notation was used:

+ _ Y . _ Y
Si = ai..ai#r si = ai#ai--

It is possble to rew rite (i§-1_1 ) In a m ore convenient way

(152) My ()=
2x Z 1 !O !O
d! %ot

a

=]
N

q

1
“mm k! By 9

Equations (154 ) and ({144 ) constitute again another selfconsistent system
of equations for the sihgleparticlke GF of the Hubbard m odel. Note that
both the expressions for the selfenergy depend on the quasim om entum ;
In other words, the approxin ate procedure does not break the m om entum
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conservation law . T he fundam entalim portance ofequations C_1-§-2_1’) and C_ifI"_Z)
can be appreciated by exam Ining the problem ofthe de niion of the Fem i
surface. It is rather clear, because thepols ! k; )= (k; ) ix ofGF
Q-.fIZ_;) are detem ned by the equation

! k) ReM (I)]=0

It can be shown quite generally that the Luttinger’s de nition of the true
Fem i surface -[fl] is valid In the fram ework of the present theory. It is
worthy to note that for electrons in a crystalwhere there is a band index,
and a quasim om entum , the de nition of the Fem i surface is a little m ore
com plicated than the singleband one. Before the singlke particlke energies
and Fem isurface are known, one should carry out a diagonalization in the
band index.

8.2 Hubbard M odel. Strong C orrelation

Being convinced that the IGF m ethod can be applied successfully to the
weakly correlated Hubbard m odel, we now show that the IFG approach can
be extended to the case of an arbitrarily strong but nite Interaction. This
developm ent incorporates m ain advantages of the IGF schem e and proves
itse ciency and exibility.

W hen studying the electron quasiparticle spectrum of strongly correlated
system s, one should take care of at least three facts ofm a pr in portance:

(1) The ground state is reconstructed radically as com pared with the
weakly correlated case. T his fact m akes it necessary to rede ne single—
particle states. D ue to the strong correlation, the nitial algebra of op—
erators is transform ed into the new algebra of com plicated operators.
In principle, n term s ofthe new operators, the nitialH am iltonian can
be rew ritten as a bilinear form , and the generalized W ick theorem can
be form ulated. It is very In portant to stress that the transfom ation
to the new algebra of relevant operators re ects som e in portant inter—
nal sym m etries of the problam , and now adays, thisway of thinking is
form ulating in the elegant and very pow erfiil technique of the classi -
cation of the Integrable m odels and exactly soluble m odels (cf.L9-fI]) .

(i) T he singleelctron GF that describesdynam ic properties, should have
the tw opole functional structure, w hich gives In the atom ic lim it, when
the hopping integraltends to zero, the exact tw oZJevel atom ic solution.

(ii) The GM F's have, in the general case, a very non-trivial structure.
The GM Fs functional, as a rule, cannot be expressed in temm s of the
functional of the m ean particle densities.
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In this section, we consider the case ofa large but nite Coulom b repulsion
U In the Hubbard H am iltonian ('_49) . Let us consider the singleparticle GF
{132) ;n the W annier basis

(153) Gy €& H=<<a ;) )>>
It is convenient to introduce the new set of relevant operators E-S]
A =ny oAl = )i m =n;; n; = @01 n);

154) n; =1; n;n, = n; ; d = a;

The new operators d; and dljl have com plicated comm utation rules,
nam ely,

b 5d k= gy n;
T he convenience ofthe new operators follow s in m ediately ifone w ritesdow n

the equation ofm otion for them
X
i ;H] =E di + Gy a3 + aiby )
ij
(155) by = @ ay d a;):

It is possble to interpret [54], [B5] both contrbutions to this equation as
allby analogy and resonance broadening corrections. U sing the new operator
algebra, it is possble dentically rew rite GF C_I_S-;i) In the llow Ing way

X X

(156) Gi (1) = << d; jjijf >> = Fyy (1)

T he equation ofm otion for the auxiliary m atrix GF

<< dw I, >>, <<dw H} >>,

157) F.. ()=
- <<d #W, >> <<d W >>,
is of the follow ing form
X
(158) EFy (1) Iy = th<<n; a + ajbn jfj/ >>
%i

w here the follow iIng m atrix notations was used:

(¢ Ep) 0 . n 0
d39) B = 0 ¢ B) T 0 n

In accordance w ith the generalm ethod of Section 3, we introduce by de —

nidon them atrix IGF : '

<< zZnd, >>, << zpi >>,

(ir) _
Dy ()= Y Y
<< Zoidly, >> << Zpiy >>,
X " N 0 nw N O#
: 0 0 : 0 0
(160) ( %o Fy Fy 1 Yo Fy T Fy )
0 Ajl Bli



H ere the notation was used:
Z11=212=n, a +aiby ;Zxn=2p=n;, a a by

It is to be em phasized that the de nition C_fSé) is the m ost in portant and
crucial point of the whole our approach to description of the strong cor-
relation. The coe cients A and B are detem ined by the orthogonality
constraint (31), nam ely,

161) <I0L) sd K >=0

A fter som e algebra, we obtain from (161) (16 )

Ryl = & a >+<d & >)@ )
Bul = Kn, n; >+ (Kaa a a >
162) <aja; al a >)ln )t

A spreviously, we introducenow GMF GF F % ; however, as it is clear from
{164), the actual de nition of the GMF GF is very nontrivial. A fter the
Fourder transform ation, we get

F 0+ + F 0+ 1 + b d
163) K, Tk = non
F Fy ab od n c n a
The coe cients a, b, ¢, d are equalto
a 1 X
b = ! E N Ok (P B @ 9l
P
c 1 X
(164) d =N Ok (p B @ 9l

Then, using the de nition (57), we nd the nalexpression HrGMF GF

.
Gl\]fF(!)= ! n E +n+E+) k) ;
¢ E n &N E n k) n n 3k) 4 k)
(165)
Here we Introduced the follow Ing notation:
1 X
(166) S R (p B © k]I
2&) n o
3 k) 1 X
(167) = — R (P B @ k)
4 &) n

p

k)= @ )Y (1+ 3+ 0" ¥ (2+ o)

From the equation (I65) i is obvious that our two-pole solition is more
general than the\H ubbard IIT" [55] solution and the R oth [9d] solution. O ur
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solution has the correct nonlocal structure and, thus, takes into account
the non-diagonal scattering m atrix elem ents m ore accurately. Those m a—
trix elem ents describe the virtual \recom bination" processes and re ect the
extrem ely com plicated structure of sihgleparticlke states w hich virtually in—
clude a great num ber of Intermm ediate scattering processes.

T he spectrum ofm ean— eld quasiparticle excitations follow s from the poles
ofthe GF (165) and consists of two branches

1
168 ! =
(168) 5 &)
q
1=2[E + E +a+ Dy Es +E a h)? 4]

wherea; = ! E a; h=1"! E b. Thus, the spectralweight fiinction
Ar (!) ofGF c_l-§§) consists of two peaks separated by the distance

E 5 ar b
169 '1 L= U a B) ad Ud )+ 0 ()

For a deeper insight into the fiinctional structure of the solution {165) and
to com pare w ith other solutions, we rew rite {{65) In the Hllow ing form

0 (2 dblc) 1 Q(L dalc) ll
0 _ n* nt a 'n n A
(170) Fy (!)—@9(a @iy 1 (b wie 1
b'n* n* n n
from which we obtain orG" ¥ ;!)
+ 1 1
n 1+ o n 1+ da
Gl\]fF(')= ( )+ ( )
a dblc b cald
n nt
(171) . +
' E o oW, ! E n W/
where
X
172) n"n W, =N"' tyexpl k® Ry]

ij

<al nja; >+ <a njaj >)+

«ny n; >+<ajal ay a) > <aa aj aj >)
are the shifts for upper and lower splitted subbands due to the elastic scat—
tering of carriers In the G eneralized M ean Field. The quantities W are
functionalsofthe GM F . Them ost In portant feature of the present solution
of the strongly correlated Hubbard m odel is a very nontrivial structure of
them ean— eld renom alizations (L71), which is crucial for understanding the
physics of strongly correlated system s. It is In portant to em phasize that

59



Just this com plicated form of GM F is only relevant to the essence of the
physics under consideration . T he attem pts to reduce the functionalofGM F
to a sin pler functional of the average density of electrons are incorrect from
the point ofview of realphysics of strongly correlated system s. T hisphysics
clkarly show s that the m ean—- eld renom alizations cannot be expressed as
functionals of the electron m ean density. To explain this statem ent, et us
derive the \Hubbard I" solution [54] {54) from our GM F solution (165). If
we approxin ate ({I71) as

X
1

@73) n* n W &) N tyexpl k® Ry)I<ny n; >

i3
and m ake the additional approxin ation, nam ely,
<nj nj > I’F

then solution {_1-_6-5) tums into the \H ubbard I" solution (_S-fl) . This solution,
as it iswellknown, is unrealistic from m any points of view .
A sto our solution (_l-_6-5) , the second in portant aspect is that the param eters
i (k) do not depend on frequency, since they depend essentially on elastic
scattering processes. T he dependence on frequency arises due to inelastic
scattering processes which are contained in our selfenergy operator. W e
proceed now w ith the derivation ofthe explicit expression for the selfenergy.
To calculate a high-orderGF on therh s. of c_i_5'aj), we should use the second
tin e variable (tO) di erentiation of it again. If one introduces the irreducible
parts for the right-hand-side operatorsby analogy w ih the expression Q?§-Q') P
the equation ofm otion @53) can be rew ritten exactly in the follow ing form

174) Fr 1=F2 M+ F2 (1P, (HFY (1)
H ere the scattering operator P (36) is of the form

(ir)y

X )
1 (ir) 1
@75) Pq(!)=I [ tiltmj<<Dj_‘|_’-j:Dj_'m]'>>l]qI

Im

In accordance w ith the de nition (37), we w rite down the D yson equation
176) F=F'+FMF

T he selfenergy operator M is de ned by eg. (37). Let us note again that
the selfenergy corrections, according to (38), contrbute to the ullGF as
additional term s. This is an essential advantage In com parison w ith the
\H ubbard ITI" solution and other two-pole solutions. It is clear from the
form of Roth solution (53) that it includes the elastic scattering corrections
only and does not incorporate the dam ping e ects and nite lifetin es.
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For the fullGF we nd, using the form al solution of D yson equation @-g),
that it isequalto

1 1
Gy (1)= C M ST+ — M !
k(= ——@ n M (Nt —0b n k<>')
1 + + 1 + .
+t—/@d+n M, )+ —@+n M, (1))
n n
@77 det @2 (') ' M (1) 1!

A fter som e algebra, we can rew rite this expression In the follow ing form
which is essentially new and, in a certain sense, is the central result of the
present theory:

! GE +n E,) L

17 =
( 8) G (' E+ n Ll)(' E I'1+L2) n H+L3L4
w here
1’1+ ++
Lik;!)= 1(k) n—M k;!);
n
Lykil)= 2&k) o M &;!);
n +
Lyk;!)= 3(k)+n+ M kil);
n* 4
Lyk;!)= 4k)+ n—M k;!);
179) Lk;!')= ®K+n"n M*T+M Mt Mt

Thus, now we have to nd explicit expressions for the elem ents of the self-
energy m atrix M . To this end, we should use the spectral theorem again to
express the GF iIn temm s of correlation functions

(180) M/ () <D YD ” >

m J;
For the approxim ate calculation of the selfenergy, we propose to use the
follow ing trial solution

< p Wy ©)D i 5 < @Y\ ©ar >< ny ©n; >

+<al ©n; ><n; @Ma >+ <Y, ®Oa ><aj ©n; >
+ <gy @©n; ><al ©a >+ <al ®©a ><n; ©Oby >
+ <al ®bg ><n; @b1 >

+ <4y ©a ><al @b >

(181) + < p{\j ©by >< aijf a; >
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Tt isquite natural to interpret the contributions Into this expression in term s
of scattering, resonance-broadening, and interference corrections ofdi erent
types. For exam pl, ket us consider the sin plest approxin ation. For this
ain , we retaln the st contrbution In C_l-2_3-]_1')

Z+1 d|0
m 1 = e ( 19+ 1)
1 ! .
z +1 dt X
. 1 .
5 exP @! %N exp[ kR Ry)Iatn
. 1 ijlm
. 1 0
(182) dlin(!1)exp @ 19ga1 (F1) —ImK, (1 1)
Here K (')y=<<ny jqj >> isthe density-density GF . It is worthy

to note that them ass operator {{82) contains the tem tyt, 5 contrary to the
expression (147) that containsthe term U 2. T he pair ofequations {184) and
Q-.j-g) is a selfoonsistent system of equations for the singlke-particle G reen
function. For a sin ple estin ation, for the calculation of the selfenergy
Q-.§-2_§), it ispossble to use any iniial relevant approxin ation ofthe two-pole
structure. A s an exam ple, we take the expression i_S-ff) . W e then obtain

X
™ 1] ik a9k,
q
n 1 n
(183) E + ]
! U k a9n ! kK 9@ n)

In the sam e way, one can use, Instead @-fﬁ), another Initial tw o-pole solution,
eg. the Roth solution {55), etc.

On the basis of the selfenergy operator C_ig-ij) we can explicitly nd the
energy shift and dam ping due to Inelastic scattering of quasiparticles. T his
is a great advantage of the present approach.

In sum m ary, in this Section, we cbtained the m ost com plete solution to the
Hubbard m odel H am iltonian in the strongly correlated case. It has correct
functional structure, and, m oreover, it represents correctly the e ects of
elastic and inelastic scattering in a system atic and convenient way. Them ass
operator contains all inelastic scattering term s including various scattering
and resonance broadening term s in a system atic way. T he obtained solution
C_ij-g) isvalid forallband lling and for arbirarily strong but nite strength
ofthe Coulomb repulsion. O ur solution contains no approxin ations except
those contained In the nalcalculation of the m ass operator. T herefore, we
conclude that our solutions to the Hubbard m odel in the weakly correlated
case {143) and in the strongly correlated case {17§) describe m ost filly and
selfoconsistently the correlation e ects In the Hubbard m odel and give a
uni ed interpolation description of the correlation problem . This resul is
to be contrasted w ith Hubbard , Roth and m any other results iIn which this
Interpolation solution cannot be derived w ithin the uni ed schem e.

62



It isclear from thepresent consideration that for the system atic construction
of the advanced approxin ate solutions we need to calculate the collective
correlation functionsofthe electron density and spin density and the density
of doubles, but this problem m ust be considered separately.

8.3 Correlations in R andom H ubbard M odel

In this Section, we apply the IGF m ethod to consider the electron-electron
correlations in the presence of disorder to dem onstrate the advantage of our
approach. The treatm ent of the electron m otion in substitutionally disor—
dered A B, x transition m etal alloys is based upon a certain generalization
ofthe Hubbard m odel, including randoem diagonaland o -diagonalelem ents
caused by substitutionaldisorder in a binary alloy. T he electron-electron in—
teraction plays an in portant role for various aspects of behaviour In alloys,
eg. for the weak localization L9-_E$]. T he approxin ation which isused w idely
for treating disordered alloys is the single-site C oherent P otential A pprox—
ination (CPA) [94]. The CPA has been re ned and developed In m any
papers (9. [_9-:/1 1, t_9-g]) and till now is the m ost popular approxin ation for
the theoretical study of alloys. But the sim ultaneous e ect of disorder and
electron-electron inelastic scattering has been considered for som e lim ited
cases only and not w thin the selfconsistent schem e.

Let us consider the Hubbard m odel H am iltonian (:fl-_g) on a given con gura-—

tion ofan alloy ( )
(

(184) HO = +nu)’
w here
()_X " X y
H, = 1N+ tyai a4
i ij
() 1%
(185) H2 =§ Uil’lil’li

1

Contrary to the periodic m odel {_4-_53), the atom ic level energy ", , the hop-
pihg integrals ty s as wellas the intraatom ic Coulom b repulsion U; are here
random variables which take the values " , t , and U , respectively; the
superscript () refers to atom ic species ( ; = A;B) located on site i(j.
T he nearest-neighbor hopping integrals were only inclided .

To unify the IGF m ethod and CPA into a com pletely selfconsistent schem e
ket us consider the singleelectron GF @52;) Gi; In the W annier represen—
tation for a given con guration ( ). T he corregponding equation ofm otion
is of the form (forbreviy we om it the superscript ( ) where its presence is
clear)

X
(! W<<a R >>= 5+ tin << an B >>
n

(186) +U;<< n; ai ]ilj/ > >
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In the present paper, for breviy, we con ne ourselves to the weak correla—
tion and the diagonaldisorder case. T he generalization to the case of strong
correlation or o -diagonal disorder is straightforward, but is lengthy con-
sideration preclide us from discussing it this tim e.

U sing thede nition (30), wede nethe IGF fora given ( xed) con guration
ofatom s In an alloy as follow s

187) W << n; a B >>=
<<n; a; B >> <n ><<a R >>

This tin e, contrary to ([63), because of lack of translational invariance we
must take Into account the site dependence 0of< n; > . Then we rew rite
the equation ofm otion (186) in the Hllow ing om

X
[ % G<ng >)y &l<<a B >>,=

(188) ij + Ui((jr)<< niy aj ]ilj/ > > 1)

In accordance w ith the generalm ethod of Section 3, we nd then theD yson
equation for a given con guration ( )
X
(189) Gy (1)=GY (+ G (Mgn (1)Gay (1)
mn
TheGMF GF ng and the selfenergy operatorM are de ned as
X 0
Hin Gpy (1)= 4
X 0
Pun =Mpn + Mupi Gj_j Pjn
ij
Hp = ¢ % U<ni >)im

(190) Pun ()= Un ((jr)<< N an n aﬁ > > g(jr))Un

In order to calculate the selfenergy operatorM selfoconsistently, we have to
express it approxin ately by the lowerorder GFs. Em ploying the sam e pair
approxin ation as ijl-g) (how In the W annier representation) and the sam e
procedure of calculation, we arrive at the ollow Ing expression forM for a
given con guration ( )

1
MITEI')I (!)=UmUnF R (Y1;'2;!3)
= ! ) I ) .
Im Gy ()ImG,, (2ImG,, (3);
d!d!,d! 1 n())n(y)n (!
(191) R = 1dtedls  ( (‘1)n(f2)n (ts)
P+l L3 n(la+ty )

A s we m entioned previously, all the calculations just presented were m ade
for a given con guration of atom s in an alloy. A1l the quantities in our
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theory G, c% P,M) depend on the whole con guration of the allby. To
obtain a theory ofa realm acroscopic sam ple, w e have to average over various
con gurationsofatom s in the sam ple. The con gurational averaging cannot
be exactly m ade for a m acroscopic sam ple. Hence we must resort to an
additional approxin ation. It is cbvious that the selfenergy M is in tum a
functionalofG ,namelyM = M [G ]. Ifthe processofm aking con gurational
averaging is denoted by G, then we have

c=G6%+G™M G

A few words are now appropriate for the description of general possibilities.
T he calculations of G ° can be perform ed w ith the help of any relevant avail-
able scham e. In the present work, for the sake of sin plicity, we choose the
sihgle-site CPA [?-_6], nam ely, we take

X .
(192) GO ()y=nN ! exp Gk Rm  Rp))
! ) k)

k

P
Here () = Z_,ty0exp(kRy), z is the number of nearest neighbors of
the site 0, and the coherent potential (') is the solution of the CPA
selfconsistency equations. Forthe A,B1 x, we have

My=x"+ @ =% O F () (" );
(193) F (!; )=G2 ()

Now , let us retum to the calculation ofthe con gurationally averaged total
GF G . To perform the ram aining averaging in the D yson equation, we use
the approxim ation

MG c™MG

The calculation of M requires further averaging of the product of m atrices.
W e again use the prescription of the factorizability there, nam ely

M Uy Up) IMmG) (ImG) (ImG)

H ow ever, the quantities Uy, U, entering Into M are averaged here according
to

UnUn=1Ux+ (U, W) mn
Up=xU2+2x(1 x)yUg + (1 xfU2
(194) Up=xUZ+ (1 x)U2

T he averaged value for the selfenergy is

(195) 2 Mpn (1)
U2
= F R (11;12;!13)Im Gy (!1)ImGpn (12)ImGpn (13)+
Z
Uq U,
—5 1 nmn R(17!12!3)ImGpn (11)IMGrn  (12)IMGrn (!3)
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T he averaged quantities are periodic, so we can introduce the Fourier trans-
form ofthem, ie.

X

Mp, (()=N ' My (epk®Rn Ry))
Kk

and sim ilar om ulae ©rG and G °. Perform ing the con gurationalaveraging
ofthe D yson equation and Fourier transform ing of the resulting expressions
according to the above rules, we cbtain

(196) G (1)=1 k) (1) M, ()17
w here
Z
1 X 5
M x (!)=F R(117!12;!13)N “ImGp g (!1)ImGg (!2)
ra
U1 W)X
197) UoIm Gryp (1) + — 2) MGyip g('3)]

9

The sin plest way to obtain an explicit solution for the selfenergyM is to
start with a suitable iniial trial solution as it was done for the periodic
case. For a disordered system , it is reasonable to use, as the rst iteration
approxin ation the socalled V irtual C rystal A pproxin ation VCA ) :

— Gyeh(t+1i) ¢ B

w here for the binary alloy AyB1 x this approxin ation reads

V=xvhP+ @ xWV°; E,="+ k)

1

"i = X"A _I,_ (l X)"B

N ote, that the use of VCA here is by no m eans a solution of the correlation
problem in VCA . It is only the use of the VCA for the param etrization of
the problem , to start with VCA input param eters. A fter the Integration of
Q-._9-"_2) the nalresul for the selfenergy is

(198) My (1)=
EX NEJLl nE; ) nELII+nE L NE, )+
N 2 pq P+ Epig Eq Eyip
Ui U)X nEpdl nE ) nE,, JI+nE,, JnEy )
N> pag b Eprq Eq Ek+p g

Tt is to be em phasized that the equations {195) — {98) give the generalm
croscopic selfconsistent description of inelastic electron-electron scattering
In an alloy in the spirit ofthe CPA .W e took into acoount the random nessnot
only through the param eters of the H am iltonian but also in a selfconsistent
way through the con gurational dependence of the selfenergy operator.
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8.4 E lectron-Lattice Interaction and M TBA

To understand quantitatively the electrical, them al, and superconducting
properties of m etals and their alloys, one needs a proper description of an
electron-lattice Interaction too t_9-9], [_i_é;i 1r E?Q-Z_i'] A system atic, selfconsistent
sin ulaneous treatm ent ofthe electron-electron and electron-phonon interac—
tion playsan in portant role in recent studies of strongly correlated system s.
Ttwasargued from di erent pointsofview that to understand quantitatively
the phenom enon of high-tem perature superconductivity one needs a proper
Inclusion of electron-phonon interaction, too. A ot of theoretical searches
for the relevant m echanisn ofhigh tem perature superconductivity dealw ih
strong electron-phonon interaction m odels. The natural approach to the
description of superconductivity in that type of com pounds is the m odi-

ed tight-binding approxim ation M TBA) E_9-§:], ['._l-Q-Z_:] T he papers m:], f_9-_§],
[[00],[L01] contain a selfconsistent m icroscopic theory of the nom aland su-
perconducting properties of transition m etals and strongly disordered binary
allbys in the fram ework of the Hubbard M odel (49) and random Hubbard
m odel (184). Here we derive a system of equations for the superconductiv-
iy for tightbinding electrons of a transition m etal nteracting w ith phonons
wihin the IGF approach. W ew rite the totalH am ilttonian ofthe electron-ion
system as the sum [_7-}']

(199) H=He+Hit He 3
whereH . isthe electron part ofthe H am ittonian represented by the H ubbard

operator (fl-_g) . The Ham iltonian of an ion subsystem and the operator of
electron—ion interaction have the fom

2
EX pn+}X

200 H;= — u,u
( ) 1 2 . 2M 2mn nm n -m
X X 0
(01) He 3= Vi ®y)al aj u,
n;i6 j

w here
X ety RY)

(202) Vi ROu, = ——2 (1 W)
N @R

Here P, isthem om entum operator,M isthem assofan ion, and u, isthe
displacem ent ofthe ion from the equilbriim position at the lattice site Ry, .
In a m ore convenient notation the electron-phonon interaction H am iltonian
In them odi ed tightbinding approxin ation reads @-g]

X X
(203) He 1= V KK+ @Qqg ap, o &
kq
w here
COHV ®ik+ @)= —22 " t@ e @Bnak sha & o
; q_(NM)1=2 @ e (@ knha sina g
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here gy is the Slater coe cient [55_9-_] having the origin in the exponential
decrease of the wave functions of d-electrons, N is the num ber of unit cells
n the crystal, and M is the ion m ass. T he quantities e (§) are polarization
vectors of the phonon m odes.

For the ion subsystem , we have

X
(205) Hi= = @YPg + %@ )0%Qq)
q

wherePy and Q4 arenomm alcoordinates, and ! ( ) are acousticalphonon
frequencies. Tt is in portant to note that in spite ofthe fact that in H ubbard
m odel ('_4-31), the d-and s (p)-bands are replaced by one e ective band , the s—
electrons give rise to screening e ects and w ere taken into e ectsby choosing
the proper values of U and the acoustical phonon frequencies.

8.5 Equations of Superconductivity

T o derive the superconductivity equations, we use the IG F m ethod of Section
3 In which the decoupling procedure is carried out only for approxim ate
calculation of the m ass operator of the m atrix electron GF . A cocording to
the argum ents of Section 43 , eqn.{_éfﬁ), the relevant m atrix GF is of the
form

G G
(206) Gy)y= 7 07
21 G2z
<<a; Bf >> <<a; R >> '

<< al

B >> <<al By >>

A swas discussed In Section 4 4, w ith this de nition, one introduces the so—
called anom alous (0 -diagonal) GFswhich x the relevant BC S-B ogoluibov
vacuum and select proper symm etry broken solutions. D i erentiation of
Gyt ©) with respect to the rst tin e gives for the Fourier com ponents of
the equations of m otion

X
207) (! 35 B)<<ay Bp >>= i+
j
X
U<<ajng fh >>+ Vi << ajundlp >>
nj
X Yy Yy
(208) (! ij+ tij)<< aj B >>=
3
X
U<<4g niBp >>+  Vyp<<a] unpp >>

nj

Follow ing the general strategy of the IGF m ethod, we separate the renor-
m alization ofthe electron energy in the H artreefock-B ogoliibov generalized
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mean eld approxin ation (ncluding anom alous averages) from the renor-
m alization ofhigher-order due to inelastic scattering. For this, we Introduce
irreduchblepartsofthe GF n accordance w ith the de nition (asan exam ple,
we take two of the four G reen fiinctions)

@09)("M<< a;al a; L >>)=<<a;al a; BL >>,
<m >Gu+ <aja ><<al Fh >>

(ir Yy Yy =Y _ y y
(<< alagal 3L >>1)=<<ala al

Bl >>

<n >Gopt <ajal ><<a Bhp >>

From thisde nition i follow sthat thisway of introducing the IG F broadens
the initial algebra of the operators and the initial set of the GFs. This
m eans that \actual" algebra of the operators m ust lnclide the anom alous
tem s from the beginning, namely: @i ,a) ,ni ,a, a] ,a a, ). The
corresponding initial GF is the orm  €06). The choice of the irreducble
partsofthe GF in C_Z-Q-Eﬁ) is speci ed by the "orthogonaliy" constraint (31),
which m akes i possbl to introduce unam biguously the irreducible parts
and m ake the inhom ogeneous tem s in the equations for them vanish. U sing

£09) , we rew rite egs.£207) and £08) in the form

X
210) (! U<n >)iy f <<aj Bh >>= i
j
X .
U<aa ><<a Bh >>+ << @5 35)%%L >>
j
X
@11) (t+U<njy >) yg+ty <<a] By >>=
j
y Y v X Yoy Gn) sy
+U < aja; ><<a; Pp >> << (41 a;j )T R >>
3
where X
@12) iy =Uny 5+ Vinua @ 45)

n

In the representation of the N am bu operators [71]
(213) i = o=@ ai)

the equation ofm otion orGF C_Z-i(_i) can be represented as
x Y
@14) (oi B3 $)<< 3jp>>=

X

i ot << (53 938 >>

€
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H ere the H artree Fodk-B ogoliubov elastic C oulom b termm (_6-4) is of the fom

§)
(215) $= Us< g 1 > st~ (ot 3)

To calculate the irreducble matrix GF in 14), we write down for it the
equation ofm otion w ith respect to the second tin e t” and then separate the
irreducible part w ith respect to the operators on the right-hand-side of the
corresponding GF . T his gives the D yson equation in the m atrix form
X
216) Gin(1)=GCh()+  GYL ()M 45 (1)G 0 (1)
0

33

The generalized mean eld GF G ° and the m ass operator are de ned by

X
217) "oy B3 $)G gio= 0 0
B
X . .
(18) Mpo= K< (k33 )73 %3 w0 >>)P

33°

T he explicit expression for the m ass operator C_Z-iij) is of the fom

(219) M) =
X ((lr)< < aj" ij"j jOiO"aijlo,, > > (ir) ) (P) ((lr)< < aj" ij"j jOiO#ajO# > > (ir) ) (p)
s (F<<aly g3 onale, >> ENE (B al, 45 pjopagy >> &)

The m ass operator {_2-_1-9) describes Inelastic scattering of elctrons ( the
elastic part is contained In ¢ ) on uctuations of the densiy of a total

electron-ion charge in the lattice. To nd an approxin ating expression for
the m ass operator @19'), we adopt the ©llow Ing trial approxin ation

220) < 4010 (t)aijlo (t)aj i > {r) < 5010 (k) ij >< aijfg (t)aj >

T his approxin ation wasm ade in the spirit of the approxin ation of "two in—
teracting m odes" and m eans ignoring the renom alization ofthe vertex, ie.,
the correlation in the propagation of an electron (holk) and the propagation
of charge density uctuations.

W riting dow n further spectral representation for the correlation fiinctions in
('_22(_5), we represent the m ass operator by the sum

©21) Mup(l)y=MEb)+ M)

The rstcontrbutionM ! hasa form characteristic ofan interacting electron—
phonon system

Z
1 X X 17 +1 d! d!, ) 'y
Mio(l)= Vijn Voi0n0— (cot + tan —)
nn® 330 2 1 ! Sl s 2 2
1 ) 1 .y
(222) ( —Im << upJapo>>1,)( — 3Im << 53 o>> 0 3)
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T he contribution M jzio has a m ore com plicated structure

7
u2®+l drd! ! ! m m
23)M %= — 2 ot—— 4 tan—2) b T2
2 1 ! " D) 2 2 mp; Mmoo
w here
1 . Ly
mi1 = ( —Im << ni#pi0#>>12)( —Im << aiuﬁio,,>>!l)
1 . Ly
miz= (=Im << nghom>>,,)( —Im << apmPiy >>1,)
1 . .y
mopo; = (—Im << nj_"jlj_o#>>12)( —Im << ai#ﬁio">>!1)
Mma= ( —Im << ngfye >>,) ( —Im << ay Pl >>1,)

T he equations {216) and {21) constitute a selfconsistent system of equa—
tions for the sihgleparticke GF ofthe Hubbard m odelon a vibrating lattice.
N ote that these equations of superconductivity can be In an obvious way
transform ed to the standard form of the E liashberg equations 99] The
num erical calculations of the electron-phonon spectral function 2 (! )F ()
for a fow transition m etals were done in ref. 104]. It is worthy to em pha-
size that in paper li_[Q-l:] a very detailed m icroscopic theory of the strong
coupling superconductivity In highly disordered transition m etal alloys was
developed on the basis of the IGF m ethod w ithin the M TBA reform ulated
approach {_IQ-Q'] T he E liashberg-type strong coupling equations for highly
disordered alloys were derived. It was show n that the electron-phonon spec—
tral function in allbys is m odi ed strongly. Thus, the selfconsistent sys—
tem of superconductiviy equations obtained in the W annier representation
m akes i possible to Investigate real transition m etals, their alloys, and com —
pounds from a uni ed point of view .

9 QuasiParticle D ynam ics of Anderson M odels

9.1 QuasiParticle D ynam ics of SITAM

In this Section, we consider the m any-body quasiparticle dynam ics of the
Anderson Inpurity m odel at nite tem peratures in the fram ework of the
equation-ofm otion m ethod. In spie ofm any theoretical e orts, there isno
com plete solution ofthe dynam icproblem forthe "sin ple" A nderson/H ubbard
m odel. O ne of the m ain reasons for this is that it has been recognized rel-
atively recently only that the sim plicity of the Anderson m odelm anifests
itself not n the m any-body dynam ics (the right de nition of quasiparticles
via the poles 0of GF'; see Section 6.1 ) but rather at quite a di erent level
—iIn the dynam ics of tw o-particle scattering, resulting In the elegant B ethe-
ansatz solution (for the relativistic spectrum lnear n k ), which gives the
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static characteristics (static susceptibility, speci ¢ heat, etc). In this sense,
as to the true m any-body dynam ics, the com plte analytic solution of this
problm is still quite an open sub Ect. This Section is prim arily devoted
to the analysis of the relevant m any-body dynam ic solution of the SIAM
and its correct fiinctional structure. W e wish to determm ine which solution
actually arises both from the selfconsistent m any-body approach and in-—
trinsic nature of the m odel itself. W e believe highly that before num erical
calculations of the spectral intensity of the G reen function at low energy
and low tem perature it is quite in portant to have a consistent and closed
analytic representation for the oneparticle GF of the SIAM and Hubbard
m odel. The paper {_l-Q-Z_b'] clearly show s the in portance of the calculation of
the GF and spectraldensities for STAM in a selfoconsistent way. A n alterna-—
tive approach to dynam ics of the Anderson m odelwas form ulated w thn a
m odi ed version ofthe K adano -Baym m ethod [L05], [[06]. Unfrtunately,
the N eal approach also have certain drawbacks.

A properm any-body description of dynam ic correlations is very actual also
for the investigation ofthe dynam ics ofthe m any-im puriy A nderson m odel,
w here standard advanced m any-body m ethods do not work properly in usual
form ulation . R ecently, a Iot ofe ortswere devoted to a better understanding
ofthe static and dynam ic properties of the A nderson m odelin the context of
m any-in puriy case [_2-_91] This el is quite In portant for the description of
m agnetic properties of anom alous rare-earth com pounds {_6-2],[_6-_:’.]. T he prob-
Jem ofan adequate and consistent description ofdynam ics of single-in purity
and m any-in purity Anderson m odels (SIAM and M IAM ) and otherm od—
els of correlated Jattice electrons was not yet solved analytically com pletely
. During the last decades, a ot of theoretical papers were published, at-
tacking the A nderson m odelby m any re ned m any-body analytic m ethods.
N evertheless, a fully consistent dynam ic analytic solution in the closed form
for a sihgleparticlke propagator of SIAM is still lacking. In this Section, the
problem of consistent analytic description of the m any-body dynam ics of
SIAM isdiscussed in the fram ew ork of the equation-ofm otion approach for
double-tin e them odynam ic GFs. In addition to the IGF approach, we nd
a new exact identiy relating the oneparticke and m any-particle GF's. U sihg
this identity, we present a consistent and general schem e for construction
of generalized solutions of SIAM . A new approach for the com plex expan-—
sion for the singleparticle propagator In term s of Coulom b repulsion U and
hybridization V is proposed. U sihg the exact identity, an essentially new
m any-body dynam ic solution of STAM isderived. T hisapproach o ersa new
way for the system atic construction of approxin ate Interpolation dynam ic
solutions of strongly correlated electron system s.
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92 IGF Approach to SIAM

A fter discussing som e of the basic facts about the correct functional struc—
ture of the relevant dynam ic solution of correlated electron m odels we are
looking for, described in previous Sections, we give a sin ilar consideration
forSTAM .kwasshown In '_[2-31, using them Inin alalgebra of relevant opera—
tors, that the construction ofthe GM F's for SIAM is quite nontrivial for the
strongly correlated case, and it is rather di cult to get it from an intuitive
physical point of view . Let us consider rst the follow g m atrix G F

|
<< o F/ O>> <<o K >>

224 S()=
@2d) ¢) << fo [ >> << £ 7 >>

Perform ing the rst-tin e di erentiation and de ning the irreducble GF
25X << £y £ fo KL >>,)=<< fo £ £, F >>,
< ><< fy ¥F >>,

we obtain the Pllow Ing equation ofm otion in the m atrix fom
X .

(226) Fo(1)Gp()=1+ud ™)
P

where all de nitions are rather evident. P roceeding further w ith the IGF
technique, the equation ofm otion {_2-_2-6) is exactly rew ritten in the form of
the D yson equation

©27) Cy=38%y+ &%) (1S )

(228) Fp()Gp() =1

T he explicit solutions for diagonal elem ents of G ° are

229) << fo £ >>= ! E; Un S (1))
- o_ 3 F 1
(230) << g |/ O>> ! kT Eq —
where % .
@31) S(1)= 'ykf
k- k

T he m ass operator, which describes inelastic scattering processes, has the
follow ing m atrix form

232) M ()= 0

M g
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w here
(233) Mo =U2("<< fynp F'ng >> )@

From the form alsolution ofthe D yson equation (38) one cbtains

1

(234) << fy jfg >> = ! Eq Un Mo S()

. Vi ¥ 1
235) << >> = |
(235) « T ! “ T B un v

To calculate the selfenergy in a selfconsistent way, we have to approxin ate
it by lowerorder GFs. Let us start by analogy w ith the Hubbard m odel
w ith a pairtype approxin ation C_l-fl-é)

236) Mo (1) =
L2 dlidl.dls

T+ 1y ! !5

h(2n()+nld n(z) n@Dke (g% (2)g (3)

w here we usad the notation
1 Wy
g ()= —Im << £ £ >>,

T he equations €24) and £36) constitute a closed selfconsistent system of
equations for the sihgleelectron GF for SIAM m odel, but only for weakly
correlated Iim it. In principle, we can use, on therh s. of C_Z-Q;é), any workable

rst teration-step form ofthe GF and nd a solution by repeated iteration.
Ifwe take for the rst teration step the expression

237) g0 (1) (! B Un );
we get, for the selfenergy, the explicit expression

onEg +Un )01 nE +Un ))

Mg (1)=1U =U?N @ N )e%()

! Eq Un
(238)
where N =n@Ey + Un ). Thisisthewellknown "atom ic" lim it ofthe
selfenergy.

Let us try again another type of the approxin ation forM . The approxi-
m ation which we will use re ects the Interference between the oneparticle
branch and the collective one
< fo Off ©f ©f f £ >%
< ff ©fy ><ng @©ne >+
<fl ©fr >< £ ©ft ©F fo >+
239) <f] ®©fh >< fy, ©f Off £ >
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Ifwe retain only the rsttem in (.’f:_g:) and m ake use of the sam e iteration
asin {371), we dbtain

@ nE +Un ))
! Eq Un

(240) Mo (1) U2 <ng ng >

Ifwe retain the second tem in £39), we obtain

Z 41
1+ N (! n (!
Mg (1)=U? dlid!, L) nl)
1 ! !1 !2

1
( —Im << Sy By >>1,)
1 "y
(241) —Im << fo 5 >>.,
w here the follow iIng notation was been used:
Sa‘ = fg"fo#; SO = fg#fou

It is possible to rew rite {241) In a m ore convenient way now
Z

| 10 1 0
Mg (1)=0U? d!%cot-

~ + tan—)
T 2T

(242) 1m ¢ Og (19

T he equations {_i_é"_}) and C_fffg) constitute a selfconsistent system of equa—
tions for the singleparticle GF of SIAM . N ote that spin-up and soin-down
electrons are correlated when they occupy the im purity level. So, this really
In proves the H-F theory in which jist these correlations were m issed. The
role of electron-electron correlation becom esm uch m ore crucial for the case
of strong correlation.

93 SIAM .Strong C orrelation

The sim plest relevant algebra of the operators used for the description of
the strong correlation has a sin ilar form as for that of the H ubbard m odel

{154). Let us represent them atrix GF £24) in the ©llow ing om
|
X << Fo>> <<oa FH O>>

(243) S()=
<<dy T >> <<dy W >>

Then we proceed by analogy w ith the calculations for the H ubbard m odel.
T he equation ofm otion for the auxiliary m atrix GF

<< g ¥F/ O>> << g W, >> << g T >>C
<< dgy T >> << dow F, >> << dos F >>K
<<dy H >> <<dy W, >> <<dy FH >>



is of the follow ing form

(245) EF (1) f=0
w here the follow ing m atrix notation was used
0 1
(! k) Y Y%
Q46) E =08 0 (¢ By U) 0 A
0 0 0 (! Eo U )l
1 0 0
f=@0 n} 0 A
0 0 n,
U = U; +
= o _
Here B is a higherorder GF, w ith the follow ing structure
0 1
0 0 0
(247) BD(1)=@Dy Dy Dpsd

D31 D32 Das
In accordance w ith the generalm ethod of Section 3, we by de ne them atrix
IGF: !
Ny ~ X A7
(248) p*e)y="0 G* G )
H ere the notation was used:

< o +¢ fo o m )>

(249) Attt =
<flo >
< + fo )AL+ n n )>
250) A 5 % *5 fo °
<1l npy >
A *t=a*"; At = A
T he generalized m ean— eld GF is de ned by
X
©51) Erle) f=0; c°= F°©

From the last de nition we nd that

<n > v.,A *
<< £y £ >>0= 0 & a+ PP )
A SVpATY ' E U
P
1 < > VoA *
(252) + D o 1+ —EP )
! E U o Vph ' By, U
(253) <<ag ¥ >>9=¢  uFFEe) ?
w here 1
<n > < >
(254) Fat= 0 + 0
! E U ! E U

ForVy = 0, we obtain, from solution C_2-§-2_*), the atom ic solution F 2. The
conduction electron GF ('_2_53) also gives a correct expression forVy = 0.
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94 IGF M ethod and Interpolation Solution

To show explicitly the exibility of the IGF m ethod, we consider a m ore
extended new algebra ofoperators from which the relevantm atrix GF should
be constructed to m ake the connection w ith the interpolation solution of
the A nderson m odel. For this ain , ket us consider the follow ing equation of
m otion In the m atrix form

X X
(255) F @;k)Gy (1)=1I+ VpDp (1)

P p

where G isthe niial4d 4 matrix GF and D isthe higherorderGF :

0 1
Gi11 Gi12 Gi1z3 Gig

BGg G G Goa &
256) G =8 21 22 23 24%

G31 G322 G3zz Gag
Gg1 Gaz Gaz Gy

H ere the follow Ing notation was used

Gi1=<< g I >>; Gp=<<qa ¥ >>;

G13=<<ijfgn0 >>; G14=<<ij'_{no >>;

Go1=<< fo I >>; Gap=<< fy ¥§ >>;

257) Gps=<< fo Ffno >>; Ga=<<fH I ng >>;

Ga1=<< fong I >>; Gxp=<<funy K >>;

G33=<< fO No jfgl’lo >>; Gz =<< fo No jino >>;

Ga=<< g ny ¥ >>; Gap=<<qgn F >>;

Gais=<<ang Fgno >>; Gau=<<qgng ¥ ng >>;
W e avold to w rite down explicitly the relevant 16 GF's, of which the m atrix
GF D consist, for the brevity. For our ain s, it is enough to proceed forth

n the follow ing way.

The equation {255) results from the rsttine di erentiation of the GF G

and isa starting point forthe IGF approach. Let us ntroduce the irreducible
part for the higherorder GF D in the Pllow Ing way

(258) D =D L G ; ()= 1;2;3;4)
and de nethe GM F GF according to

X
(259) F k)G, T (1) =1;
P
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Then, we are abl to w rite dow n explicitly the D yson equation (37) and the
exact expression for the selfenergy M in them atrix fom :

°0 0 o ot
X BO O 0 0§
260 My (1)=TI11 Vv B 1!
( ) k () on o) q@o 0 M33 M34A
0 0 My My
Here them atrix I is given by
| 0 0 <ng >1
I—B 0 1 <ng > 0 s
_E 0 < no > < no > 0 A
< no > 0 0 < no >

and the the m atrix elem ents of M are of the fom :

Ma= <A @ >>)0 M 3= << 2P B kig>>)®

©) B,
M= <A kP BT @>>) M= < 2 kip)BL kig >>) @

(261)

where

Ai1p)= (¢ fo fo ¢ f5 fo);
Ay lip) = (& f7 & ¢ ¢ fo )
(262) B1p)= (f] ¢ fo 55 % )
B,Kkip)= (G ¢ fo ¢ f5 o )i

Since the selfenergy M describes the processes of inelastic scattering of
electrons (cc , £f and cf types), is approxin ate representation would be
de ned by the nature of physical assum ptions about this scattering.

To get an idea about the functional structure of our GM F solution C_Z-E_S-_'),
ket us w rite down the m atrix elem ent G %, :

G455 =<< fyny Fing >>=

<no > +
bOME g FE() Y ()
<flo >Z(!)

263
@63 5F U gEWO) Y Ind i) S (1))
Uz (1)
264) Y ()=~ - SO
. 0 .
X vpL#
Z(=58() —7
P p
X 21,42 X
(265) % + S (L + VL
p p p
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Here the coe cients L 41;L42;L31, and L.3? are certain com plicated averages
(see de nition C_2-§-§')) from which the fiinctional of the GM F is buid. To
clarify the functional structure of the obtained solution, lt us consider our

rst equation ofm otion G_2-§-§') , before ntroducing the irreducble GF's (.'_Z-f:)-@:) .
Let us put sin ply, In this equation, the higherorder GF D = 0! To dis-
tinguish this sin plest equation from the GM F one ('_2-_5-§), we write it in the
follow ng form X

(266) F pik)G p;!) =T

P

T he corresponding m atrix elem ents which we are Interested in here read

©267) G =<< fy £ >>=
1 < Iy > + <r10 >
I B, sS() ! E sSs() U
0 _y <ng, >
(268) G33=<< fyny Fyng >>= ' Eg sty U
(269) GhL=<<fon, F >>=6%

T he conclusion is rather evident. T he sin plest interpolation solution follow s

from ourm atrix GF {56) in the lowest order in V , even before introduction

of GM F' ocorrections, not speaking about the selfenergy corrections. The

two GFsGY, and G, are equalonly in the lowest order in V . I is quite

clear that our full solution (38) that includes the selfenergy corrections is

much m ore richer.

T isworthwhile to stressthatour4 4matrix GM F GF i(256) gives only ap—
proxin ate description of suitablem ean elds. If we consider m ore extended

algebra, we get the m ore correct structure of the relevant GM F' .

9.5 Dynam ic P roperties of SITAM

To dem onstrate clearly the advantages of the IGF method for STAM , it
is worthwhilk to em phasize a few in portant points about the approach
based on the equationsofm otion for the GFs. To give a m ore Instruc—
tive discussion, lt us consider the singleparticle GF of localized electrons
G =<< fy ] >> . The sinplst approxin ate "interpolation" solution of
SIAM is ofthe fom :

G ()= ! + J<no > =
) ' Eg S(¢) ( E s¢)y u)y¢ B S (1))
1 <y > < ng >
;
@70) ! Ep S(!)+ ! Ep S() U

The valuesofn are determ Ined through the selfconsistency equation
Z

1
(271) n =<ng > — dEnE)ImG E;n )
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T he "atom iclke" interpolation solution C_2-j-(_j) reproduces correctly the two
Iim its:

1 <my > < ng >
G ()= + ; for v=20
' Ep ! Eg U
1
(272) G (V)= ; for U=0
! Eo S(!)

T he In portant point about form ulas {_2-_7-2) is that any approxin ate solution
of STAM should be consistent with it. Let us ram ind how to get solution
©73). It ollows from the system of equations for sm allV lim it:

(! Eg S())<<fh F >>1=1+U<< f5no I >>1;
(' Eg U)<< fny F >>.
X
273) <ng >+ V<< g ng ¥ >>1;
k

(! k)<< anog FJ >>.=

Vi << fo no FJ >>

T he equations C_Z-Z-Q) are approxin ate; they nclude two m ore tem s, treated
in the lim it of sm allV in paper [107].

W e now prooeed further. In paper [[07] the GF G was cakulated In the
Iin i of in nitely strong Coulomb correlation U and for sm all hybridization
V . The functional structure of the Lacroix solution generalizes the solution
C_ij-’{i) . The starting point is the system of equations:

@74) (! E S()N<<fh Ff >>=1+U<< f5ng I >>
X

(! Eg U)<< fHny ¥ >>=<ng >+ Vg << g ng I >>
k

@275) << o £ fo ] >>+<<dg £ f ¥ >>

U sing a relatively sin ple decoupling procedure for a higher-order equation
of m otion, a qualitatively correct low -tem perature spectral intensity was
calculated. The nalexpression for G for nite U is of the form
1
+
! Eo S(M)Y+uUs ()
U < ng > +UF1 ()
K () Eo S()+Us (1))

<< f5 ¥ >>=

(276)
where F1, S1, and K are certain com plicated expressions. W e w rite down
explicitly the in nite U approxin ate GF E_L-(_)—Z:]:

1 <my > F (1)
Eo s¢) Z)

@77) << f5 £ >>= :
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T he ©llow Ing notation was used

(278) F =V
]
x : k
X < > X < £ >
©79) zt=v? q'—q‘ S (1) O'—q‘
aik k k ok

T he functional structure of the singleparticke G F 4_2-7-6) isquite transparent.
T he expression in the num erator of C_Z-Z-é) plays the role of "dynam ic m ean

eld", proportional to < fg o > . In the denom inator, instead of bare
shift S (1) {231) we have an "e ective shift" S' = S (1)+ 2! (!). The choice
of the speci ¢ procedure of decoupling for the higher-order equation ofm o—
tion goeci es the selected "generalized mean elds" (GM Fs) and "e ective
shifts".

9.6 Interpolation Solitions of C orrelated M odels

It isto the point to discussbrie y the general concepts of construction ofan
Interpolation dynam ic solution of the strongly correlated electron m odels.
T he very problem ofthe consistent interpolation solutions ofthem any-body
electron m odels was form ulated explicitly by Hubbard in the context of the
Hubbard m odel. Hubbard clkarly pointed out one particular feature of con—
sistent theory, insisting that it should give exact results in the two opposite
Iim its of very wide and very narrow bands. The functional structure of a
required interpolation solution can be clari ed if one considers the atom ic
(very narrow band) solution of the Hubbard m odel (_4-9) :

280) gray= Lt 2, _*® - !
) o o5 U g at(1)
where
at n U
281) ()= ————; =ty
1 (l'ntO)U

Let us consider the expansion in temm s of U :

at 2 1
(282) () n U+n @ n )U" 1@+O(U)
T he "Hubbard I" solution (;5-_ )can be w ritten as
(283) Gy = = = =
1k ) 6T Tt K

T he partial "H ubbard ITI" solution, called the "allby analogy" approxin a—
tion is of the fom :

284 1) =
@54 ¢ 1 © NG (1)



E quation {_2-_8-4) ollow s from C_2-§-_') w hen one takes into acoount the follow ing
relationship:
1 1

285 / G (! NG (!

(285) | % 1 1 () MG (1)

T he C oherent P otential A pproxin ation (CPA ) provides the basis for physi-
cal interpretation of equation @-gé) which corresponds to elin Ination of the
dynam ics of electrons. By analogy w ith -'_(2_8_2), it ispossbl to expand:

286) n U nU+n U@ )G  )+0@)
1 © (1G (1) '

T he solution C_Z-Z-]‘) does not reproduce correctly the U -perturbation expan—
sion for the selfenergy:

M (!) U<m >+
Z Z 7,
U2 dE, dE, dE3nCE1)nCE2)(l nE;)+ 1 nE)L nE))nEs)
! El E2+E3

Tt can beshown that it ispossbl, In principle, to nd a certain way to lncor-
porate this U? perturbation theory expansion into the finctional structure
ofan interpolation dynam ic solution of STAM in a selfconsistent way w ithin
the higher-order GFs [108]. The IGF approach w ith the use of m inim alal-
gebra of relevant operators allow s one to nd an Interpolation solution for
weak and strong C oulom b interaction U and to calculate explicitly the quasi-
particke spectra and their dam ping forboth the Ilin its. T he U -perturbation
expansion @{IZ‘) is lnclided Into the IGF schem e in a selfconsistent way.
T he correct second-order contribution to the local approxim ation for the
Hubbard m odel is of the form

G << ng j’lo > >
n @1 n )

(288) G /
T he sam e argum ents are also valid for SIAM .

9.7 Complex Expansion for a P ropagator

W e now proceed w ith analytic m any-body consideration. O ne can attem pt
to considera suiable solution forthe SIAM starting from the follow Ing exact
relation derived In paper 'ng]:

(289) << fy £ >>=¢"+ g’
(290) = E sen’
91) P=U<n, >+U?<< frny, Fng >>

T he advantage of the equation {_2-53-‘_31) is that it is a pure identity and does
not nclude any approxin ation. If we Insert our GM F solution C_Zj]') nto
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289), we get an essentially new dynam ic solution of SAM constructed on
the basis of the com plx (combined) expansion of the propagator in both
U and V param eters and reproducing exact solutions of SIAM forv = 0
and U = 0. It generalizes (even on the m ean— eld lvel) the solutions of
papers [[07], (05].

H aving em phasized the in portance of the role of equation éég‘) ; et us see
now what is the best possible t for higherorder GF in 9L

the equation ofm otion for it:

). W e consider

292) (! Ey U)<<fHn Flno >>=<ng >+
X

Vg K< & no FJno >>+

<<d fyfo flno >> <<g £ f5 F no >>)

W e can think of i as de ning new kinds of elastic and inelastic scattering
processes that contribute to the form ation of generalized mean elds and
selfenergy (dam ping) corrections. T he construction of suitable mean elds
can be quite nontrivial, and to describe these contributions selfconsistently,
Jet us consider the equations ofm otion for higherorder GFs in the rh s. of
294)

(! x<<amn Fyng >>=
(293) V << fyng Jjno >>+
. VK<a ff o Fino >> <<qgq fo Fno >>)
P
(! y Ey +Eg )<<qg £ fo £ ny >>
(294) = <f o no >
“ V << fyng i no >>+

VK<a f] g Fine >> <<g ¢ fu Fno >>)
p

(295) "+ x  E Eo U)<<¢ fofo Fjno >>
= <d foff >+
V << fyng ¥Jno >>+

VK<d o fo Fing >>+<<d fog Fn >>)
p

X

Now let ussee how to proceed further to get a suitable functional structure
of the relevant solution. T he intrinsic nature of the system of the equations

83



) suggests to consider the follow ing approxin ation :

296) (! k)<< ano ¥ine >> V<<fHn Flng >>

(! x Ey +Eq )<< £ fo F ng >> <f o no >

297) VK< fHn Fino >> <<gq o £f5 F ng >>)

t+ x Eo Eo U)<< ¢ fofo Fjno >> <g fo ff fo >+

298) VK< fyng ¥ino >>+<<d fya Fng >>)

T is transparent that the construction of approxim ations {296) — 98) is
related w ith the an allV expansion and is not unigue, but very natural. A s
a result, we nd the explicit expression Hor GF i 291)

<ny > FI()

299 << fgng Flng >>
299) 0o no I no T g T s0)
H ere the follow ng notation was used
(300) S1(t)=5s()
- ¥ F ¢ ! + ! )
X
(301) Fl= VF,+ V2F3)
k
< fo £l fo > < £ ng >
(302) F, = % %o £ fo + 0 S Ho
(303) Fy=
<<a d fyFng >> <<dg fya Fln, >>
+
! x Eo +Eg '+ ¥ Eo Eo U

Now one can substitute the GF in €91) by the expression {299). This gives
anew approxin ate dynam ic solution of STAM w here the com plex expansion
both In U and V was Incorporated. T he in portant observation is that this
new solution satis esboth the lim its (:_2-2-2_;) . Forexample, ifwewish togeta
low est order approxin ation up to U? and V 2, it is very easy to notice that
forv = 0:

. <d o ><ng >
<< fo g o Fno >> '

! E, U
< o >< ny, >
304) << o ¢ fo ¥ no >> ICIZE 5
0

This results in the possbility to nd explicitly all necessary quantities and,
thus, to solve the problem in a selfconsistent way.
In sum m ary, we presented here a consistent m any-body approach to analytic
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dynam ic solution of SIAM at nite tem peratures and for a broad interval
of the values of the m odel param eters. W e used the exact result C_2-2_3-§) to
connect the singleparticle GF wih higherorder GF to cbtain a com plx
com bined expansion In term s of U and V for the propagator. To summ a—
rize, we reform ulated the problem of searches for an appropriate m any-body
dynam ic solution for STAM in a way that provides usw ith an e ective and
workable schem e for constructing of advanced analytic approxin ate soli—
tions for the singleparticle GF s on the lkvel of the higherorder GFs in a
rather system atic selfconsistent way. This procedure has the advantage
that it system atically uses the principle of interpolation solution w ithin the
equation-ofm otion approach forGFs. T he kading principle, which we used
here was to ook m ore carefully for the Intrinsic functional structure of the
required relevant solution and then to fom ulate approxin ations for the
higherorder GF s in accordance w ith this structure.

Themain results of our IGF study are the exact D yson equations for the
fullm atrix GFs and a new derivation ofthe GM F GFs . The approxin ate
explicit calculations of inelastic selfenergy corrections are quite straightfor-
ward but tedious and too extended for their description. Here we want to
em phasize an essentially new point ofview on the derivation ofthe G eneral-
Ized M ean Fields for SIAM when we are Interested in the Interpolation nite
tem perature solution for the single-particle propagator. O ur nal solutions
have the correct functional structure and di er essentially from previous so—
Jutions.

O foourse, there are In portant criteria to bem et (m ainly num erically) , such
as the question lkft open, whether the present approxim ation satis es the
Friedelsum rule (thisquestion left open .n [[05]and [[07]). A quantitative
num erical com parison of selfconsistent results (e.g. the w idth and shape of
the K ondo resonance in the near-integer regin e ofthe SIAM ) would be cru-
cial too. In the present consideration, we concentrated on the problem of
correct functional structure of the singleparticke GF iself. In addition to
SIAM , it willbe instructive to consider sketchy the PAM and TIAM too for
com pltmess.

9.8 QuasiParticle D ynam ics ofPAM

Them ain drawback of the HF type solution of PAM {61) is that i ignores
the correlations of the ""up" and "down" electrons. In this Section, we take
Into acoount the latter correlations In a selfconsistent way using the IGF
m ethod. W e consider the relevant m atrix GF ofthe form (cf. 24) )

|
<< O>> << g F O>>

305 S()=
50°) ¢) << £ B[ o>> << £ F O>>
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T he equation ofm otion HrGF {305) reads

U ) ' << | o>> << g K >>
| (¢ Ex) << £ B o>> << £ F O>>
10 X 0 0
(506) o1 "N <<AF >> <<AFE >>

rq

where A = fi,p £, 4

(i) o o Fep £

y : - y -
g fq B >>=<< frup £y g T >>

p0 < Ng ><< fi T >>

<< fu, £

y ey -
o+q faq Fp >>=<< fxep f

y '
ot q fq X > >

p0 < Ng  ><< fi £ >>

A fter substituting these de nitions into equation (306), we obtain

(! K) \'A << | o>> << g K >>
% ¢ E k) << £ [/ O>> << £ F >>
10 X 0 0
Gon 1y *UN Weccny >> ®<cng >>

Pa

T he ©llow Ing notation was used

E k)=Ex Un ; n =<£f £ >

The de niion of the generalized mean eld GF ( which, for the weak

fqy . According to eg9.(30), the de nition of the
irreducihble parts in the equation ofm otion {_3-9-§) are de ned as follow s

Coulomb correlation U, coincides w ith the H artreeFock mean eld ) isevi-

dent. A 1l Inelastic renom alization tem s are now related to the lJast term In

the equation ofm otion C_é_O-"_}) A 1l elastic scattering (ormean eld) renor—

m alization tem s are Included into the follow ngm ean— eld GF

(! ) i << g FH O>>0 << K >>0
% ¢ E k) << £ FH >>0 << £ F >>0 -
(308)
Tt iseasy to nd that (cf. @29) and @30))
309) << f £ >>%= 1 E k) 'ykf '
. k
. 0_ Lﬁ !
(310) << o F/O>> ! X TR ©

At thispoint, it is worthw hile to em phasize a signi cant di erence between

o

= O

both the m odels, PAM and SIAM . The corresponding SIAM equation for
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generalized mean eld GF @28) reads

X ¢ p) ek Vb ok << g 7/ >>0 << K >>0"
. 14 (¢ B Un ) <<fh 3 >>0 << £ F >>0
1

311
(311) 0

This m atrix notation for SIAM show s a fundam ental distinction between
SIAM and PAM . For SIAM , we have a di erent number of states for a
strongly localized level and the conduction electron subsystem : the conduc—
tion band contains 2N states, whereas the localized (stype) level contains
only two. The com parison of (311) and (308) shows clearly that this di —
culy does not exist for PAM : the number of states both in the localized
and itinerant subsystam s are the sam e, ie. 2N .

T his in portant di erence between STAM and PAM appears also when we
calculate Inelastic scattering or selfenergy corrections. By analogy w ith the
Hubbard m odel, the equation ofm otion {_3-9-_7.) for PAM can be transformm ed
exactly to the scattering equation of the form ( 36). Then, we are ablk to
w rite down explicitly the D yson equation (37) and the exact expression for
the selfenergy M in them atrix fom :

312) My (1)= 0 M

Here the m atrix elem ent M ,, is of the form

(313) Map=My ()=

Uu?x _ .

F ((JI)< < fk+p fg+ q fq jfg fr+ s f}i_ s >> (lr)) ©)
rgrs

To calculate the selfenergy operator Giﬁi) in a selfoonsistent way, we pro—

ceed by analogy w ith the Hubbard m odelin Section 8.1. Then we nd both

expressions for the selfenergy operator in form (149) and (153).

9.9 QuasiParticle D ynam ics of TTA M

Let us see now how to rew rite the resuls of the preceeding Sections for the
case of TIAM Ham iltonian (_6-2) . W e again consider the relevant m atrix G F
ofthe orm (cf.{224) )

0 1 0 . . .
Gi1 Giz Gi3 B<<q§3:}i >> << F >> << F
C(1)=8Gy Gup Gaud =¢E << f1. 31 >> << f1 f >> << f; f
G3s1 Gz Gas << £ | >> << £ ¥ >> << £ ¥
(314)
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T he equation ofm otion HrGF (314) reads

X (" p)opx Vip pk Vip pk Lo G11 G G13l
¢ Vip (!  E) Vig B@Gy Gap Gpd =
P Vp 1 (! E ) Gi Gz Ga3
1 0 Ol
(315) @0 1 oA+
0O 0 1
0 0 0 0 !

U@ <<Ai1f >> <<A;F >> <<A;f;) >>A
<< ALRE >> << AyE >> << Ayf] >>

T he notation is as ollow s
A=f £ £ ; BAy=£f £ £
Tn a com pact notation, the equation (315) has the form (cf. {55))
(316) . F (o;k)Gpx (1) = £+ UD,(!)
P

W e thus have the equatin ofm otion {316) which is a com plkte analogue of
the corresponding equations for the SIAM and PAM . A fter introducing the
irreducihble parts by analogy w ith the equation C_Zgﬁ)
W< £ £ £ B>>,=<<f ff £ B>>,
<m ><< f; B>>,
W< £ £ £, B>>,=<<f £ £ B>>,
<rnp ><<f, B>>,
and perform ing the second-tin e di erentiation of the higherorder GF, and
Introducing the relevant irreduchble parts, the equation of m otion C_§_I§) is

rew ritten In the form of D yson equation (37). The de nition of the gener-
alized mean eld GF isas follow s

X ° ( p) pk Vip pk Vip pk !

@ Vip +( E Un ) Viz A

P V2p 1 Ni (! Eg 0 Un ) )
c% G?% aGY 1 00

(317 €G, GY, GRZA=@0 1 02
G G% G35 0 01

Thematrix GF (317) describes them ean— eld solution ofthe TTAM Ham il-
tonian. T he explicit solutions for diagonalelem ents of G ° are (cf. £29))
Vi T

Bl¥< o« & >>0= | kT E T ) 11 k;!)
! 0
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@Glox< f; £ >>0= 1 ® Un ) S()  awk;!)

@20x< £ £ >>0= ! ® Un ) S()  s33k;!)

H ere we introduced the notation

vlleZ vlkV21
;! = \% + \V2 +
1 k;l) 2t g o Un ) =t E Tn )
V21Vi12 1
! U
[ Eo n ) ! e = )]
e
220 1)= (20(1)+ Vi) (21 (1) + Vo) ! Eo Un ) 'P 2p Ik
p P
pj]lp:? 1
33(k;!)= (12M)+ Vo) (12(0)+ Vi) Eo Un ) '7]
: p
X ViV
(321) = 1= 'lp 2p
p - p

T he form alsolution oftheD yson equation forT IAM containsthe selfenergy

m atrix 0 1
0 0 0
(322) M =0 My, My?A
0 Ms M 33
where
(323) Mop=U0*("<< fin; Fng >>®)p

M3 = UZ((jI)<< f5 ny jff ni > > (j_r))p
Moap=U2("<< fin; ¥ n, >>%)
M 33 = UZ((jI)<< 5 ny :lfg nj > > (:i_r))p
To caloulate the m atrix elem ents (323), the sam e procedure can be used as

it was done previously orthe SAM (39). Asa result, we nd the Dllow ing
explicit expressions for the selfenergy m atrix elem ents ( cf. C_2-fl-]_l)

Z+l
" 1+ N (1) n(l)
M, (1)=U? dl,d!, S 2
1 ! !1 !2

1 +
( —Im << S; B >>1,)

1
(324) ( =Im << fl#jff#>>!2)
Z 41
1+ N (! n(!
M§2(1)=U2 41,41, , (?) I(2)
1 . -1 2

1 +
( —Im << 87 B, >>1,)
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1 Ly
(325) ( —Im << fl"jfl" > > !2)

Z+l
" 1+ N (1) n(l)
M, (1)=U? dl,d!, C 2
1 ! !1 !2

1 -
( —Im << S; B, >>1,)

1
(326) ( =Im << fl#jfé’#>>!2)
Z 41
1+ N (! n (!
M2#3(!)=U2 d1.dl, , (?) I(2)
1 . -1 2

1 +
( —Im << S, B, >>1,)
1 -
(327) ( —Im << flujf,,>>!2)

w here the follow ing notation was used:

S{ = fi.fuw; S; = f,fim; i= 1;2
For M 33 we cbtaln the sam e expressions as for M ,, w ith the substitution
of ndex 1 by 2. For M 3"2# we must do the sam e. It is possble to say that
the diagonal elem ents M 5, and M 33 describe singlesite inelastic scattering
processes; o -diagonal elem ents M ,3 and M 3, describe intersite inelastic
scattering processes. T hey are regponsbl for the speci ¢ features of the
dynam ic behaviour of TITAM (aswell as the o -diagonalm atrix elem ents
of the GF G?) and, m ore generally, the cluster in purity Anderson m odel
(CIAM ). The nonlocal contrbutions to the total spin susceptibbility of two
well form ed In purity m agnetic m om ents at a distance R can be estin ated
as

(328) L <<8 B> 2 12§ (@R
o 2 gs  keR)3

In the region of nterplay ofthe RKK Y and K ondo behaviour, the key point
isthen to connect the partialK ondo screening e ects w ith the low tem pera—
ture behaviour of the total soin susceptibbility. A s it isknown, it is quite dif-

cul to describe such a threshold behaviour analytically. H ow ever, progress
is expected due to a better understanding of the quasiparticle m any-body
dynam ics both from analytical and num erical Investigations.

10 Conclusions

In the present paper, w e have form ulated the theory ofthe correlation e ects
for m any-particle nteracting system s using the ideas of quantum eld the-
ory for Interacting electron and soin system son a lattice. The workable and
selfoonsistent IGF approach to the decoupling problem for the equation—
ofm otion m ethod for double-tin e tem perature G reen functions has been
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presented. The m ain achievem ent of this form ulation was the derivation
of the D yson equation for double-tin e retarded G reen functions instead of
causalones. T hat form ulation pem its to unify convenient analytical prop—
erties of retarded and advanced GF and the form al solution of the D yson
equation (38), that, n spite of the required approxim ations for the self-
energy, provides the correct functional structure of singleparticle GF . The
m ain advantage of the m athem atical form alisn is brought out by show—
Ing how elastic scattering corrections (generalized m ean elds) and inelastic
scattering e ects (dam ping and nite lifetim es) could be selfconsistently

ncorporated In a general and com pact m anner. In this paper, we have
thoroughly considered the idealized A nderson and Hubbard m odels which
are the sinplest (In the sense of form ulation, but not solution) and m ost
popular m odels of correlated lattice ferm ions. W e have presented here the
novelm ethod of calculation of quasiparticle spectra for these and basic spin
lattice m odels, as them ost representative exam ples. U sing the IGF m ethod,
we were able to obtain a closed selfconsistent set of equations determ ining
the electron GF and selfenergy. For the Hubbard and A nderson m odels,
these equations give a generalm icroscopic description of correlation e ects
both for the weak and strong C oulom b correlation, and,thus, detem ine the
Interpolation solutions of the m odels. M oreover, this approach gives the
workable schem e for the de nition of relevant generalized m ean elds w rit—
ten in termm s of appropriate correlators.

W e hope that these considerations have been done w ith su cient details

to bring out their scope and power, since we believe that this technique
w i1l have application to a variety of m any-body system s w ith com plicated
spectra and strong interaction. T he application of the IGF m ethod to the
nvestigation of nonlocal correlations and quasiparticle interactions n An—
derson m odels LZ-Q] has a particular interest for studying of the intersite
correlation e ects in the concentrated K ondo system . A com parative study
of realm any-body dynam ics of single—-im purity, tw o—In purity, and periodic
A nderson m odel, especially for strong but nite Coulomb correlation, when

perturbation expansion In U does not work, is In portant to characterize the
true quastparticle excitations and the role of m agnetic correlations. It was
shown that the physics of tw o-in puriy A nderson m odelcan be understood
In termm s of com petition between itinerant m otion of carriers and m agnetic
correlations of the RKKY nature. T his issue is still very controversial and
the addiionale ortsmust be applied in this eld.

T he application of the IGF m ethod to the theory ofm agnetic sem iconduc—
tors was done In {_Z-g;], Q-:/.]. A's a ram arkable result of our approach, lt us
m ention the generalization of the Shastry-M attis theory for the m agnetic
polaron to the nite tem peratures 7] . The quastparticle m any-body dy—
nam ics of ferrom agneticf6] and an iferrom agnetic sem iconductors{09], 1101
was studied too. These studies clari ed greatly the true nature of carriers
In m agnetic sam iconductors. T he application of the IGF m ethod to gener—
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alized spin-form ion m odels that wasm ade in papers [83],{111] allow s one to
consider carefully the true nature of carriers In oxides and rareearth m etals.
T hese applications illustrate som e of subtle details ofthe IGF approach and
exhbi their physical signi cance In a representative form .

A s it is seen, this treatm ent has advantages in com parison w ith the standard
m ethods of decoupling of higherorder GFs w ithin the equation-ofm otion
approach, nam ely, the ollow ing:

(i) At the mean— eld kvel, the GF, one obtains, is richer than that fol-
low ing from the standard procedures. The generalized mean elds
represent all elastic scattering renom alizations In a com pact form .

(i) The approxin ations (the decoupling ) are introduced at a later stage
w ith respect to other m ethods, ie. only into the rigorously obtained
selfenergy.

(i) M any standard resuls of the m any-particle system theory are repro—
duced m athem atically incom parable m ore sin ply.

(iv) T he physical picture of elastic and inelastic scattering processes in
the Interacting m any-particle system s is clearly seen at every stage
of calculations, which is not the case w ith the standard m ethods of
decoupling.

(v) Them ah advantage of the whole m ethod is the possbility of a self-
consistent description of quasiparticlke spectra and their dam ping in a
uni ed and coherent fashion.

(vl) Thisnew picture of nteracting m any-particle system s on a lattice is
far richer and gives m ore possbilities for the analysis of phenom ena
which can actually take place. In this sense the approach we suggest
produces m ore advanced physical picture of the quasiparticle m any—
body dynam ics.

D espite the novelty of the IGF techniques introduced above and som e (not
really big) com plexity ofthe details in its dem onstrations, them a pr concli—
sions of the present paper can be m ade intelligble to any reader. Them ost
In portant conclision to be drawn from the present consideration is that
the GM F for the case of strong Coulomb interaction has quite a nontrivial
structure and cannot be reduced to the m ean-density functional. This last
statem ent resam bles very m uch the situation w ith strongly non-equilbrium

system s, where only the singlke-particle distrdbution fiinction is insu cient

to describe the essence of the strongly non-equilbbrium state T herefore a
m ore com plicated correlation fiinctions are to be taken Into account, In ac—
cordance w ith general ideas of Bogoliibov and M oriZwanzig. The IGF
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m ethod is Intim ately related to the propction m ethod in the sense, that it
expresses the idea of \reduced description™ of a system in the m ost general
form . T his line of consideration is very prom ising for developing the com —
plte and selfcontained theory of strongly interacting m any-body system s
on a lattice. Our m ain resuls reveal the fundam ental In portance of the
adequate de nition of G eneralized M ean Fields at nite tem peratures, that
results in a desper insight into the nature of quasiparticle states of the cor-
related lattice ferm jons and spins. W e believe that our approach o ers a
new way for system atic constructions of the approxim ate dynam ic solutions
ofthe Hubbard, SIAM , TIAM ,PAM , soin—ferm ion, and otherm odels of the
strongly correlated electron system son a lattice. The work iIn this direction
is in progress.
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A Appendix . The G ram -Schm idt O rthogonalization P ro—
odure

In this appendix we brie y recall the G ram -Schm idt O rthogonalization P ro—
cedure. The G ram -Schm idt orthogonalization procedure is an inductive
technique to generate a mutually orthogonal sest from any linearly inde-
pendent set of vectors.

Suppose we have an arbitrary n-din ensional Euclidean space, which m eans
that scalar m ultiplication has been introduced In som e fashion into an n-
din ensional linear space. T he vectors £ and g are orthogonal if their scalar
product is zero

@) (£;g9)=0

W e now describe the orthogonalization process, which is a m eans of passing
from any linearly lndependent system ofk vectors f;;f;; :::ify to an orthog-
onal systam , also consisting of k nonzero vectors. W e denote these vectors
by 917927 0k -

Let usput gy = f1, which is to say that the st vector of our system w ill
enter Into the orthogonal system we are buiding. A fter that, put

A 2) R=H+ 9
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Since g; = f1 and the vectors f; and f, are linearly independent, it ollow s
that the vector g, is di erent from zero for any scalar . W e choose this
scalar from the constraint

@ 3) 0= (@Gui)= (@1;/91)+ @;£2)
whence
; £
® 4) _ @i 12)
@1791)

In other words, we get g, by subtracting from £, the profction of £, onto
g1 . P rooceeding inductively, we nd

x 1 g3 f)
@ 5) o = fn L.HQj
=1 @5:95)

W e are keft with m utually orthogonal vectors w hich have the sam e span as
the original set.

Letusoonsideran in portant exam pleofabasisfi;f,;f3;f, In a 4-din ensional
space and then construct the orthonom albasis of the sam e space. N ext, in
theequality g3 = f3+ 191+ 2%, hose 1 and , such that the conditions
93?2 917937 9 are Il lled.

From the equalities

@A 6) @ixz) = @ifz)+ 1@;q)+ 2@1;9)
@A <) @ig3) = @if3)+ 1@iR)+ 2@iR)
we obtain
;£ ;£
& 8) - @1:£3) A @2:1£3)
@1;91) ©@2:92)

Finally, from theequalty gs = f4+ 191+ 23+ 393 we nd

@ifq) | @2ifq) | @371f4)
2 3
@iq) @ix) @3793)

@A 9)

Thus, we see that with the choice of ; 1; 2; 17 27 3 made, the vectors
g1;92793;92 are paimw ise orthogonal.
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B Appendix . M om ents and G reen Functions

Tt is known that the m ethod of m om ents [{[14] of spectral density is con-—
sidered som etin es as an altemative approach for describing the m any-body
quasiparticle dynam ics of Interacting m any-particle system s. Them om ents
technique appears naturally when studying the particle dynam ics in m any-—
particle system s in the context of tin edependent correlation fiinctions (
m agnetic resonance, liquids, etc.). Q ualitatively, a correlation fiinction de—
scribeshow long a given property ofa system persists until it is averaged out
by them icroscopic m otion ofparticles in the m acroscopic system . The tin e
dependence of a particle correlation function som etim es is approxin ated (@t
an all tin es) via a power series expansion about the initialtin e 0.

® 1) <A(O)A(t)>—>é id—n<A(O)A(t)>' =
__,ntae =0
A (@pn
o <A QOH;H ::=H;A 0)]:]>
n=0 -

T he spectraltheoram (26), (27) connectsA (! ) and the correlation functions.
From the above expression we obtain them om entsM , ofthe spectraldensity
function

1 %1
B2 Mp=--  dl PA()= (1 < BB mHEARDEB] >
So, by de nition, them om ents are tin e-independent correlation finctionsof
a com bination ofthe operators. In principle, it ispossible to calculate them
In a reqularway; however, in practice, i ispossible to do thisonly fora st
few m om ents. Ifthem om entsM , ofa given spectraldensity form a positive
sequence, then GF of appropriate operators is a lin i of the sequence

B 3) GE)= Im GoE; )

Here the parameter 1 < < +1 and is real. The approxin ation pro—
cedure for GF oonsists in replacing the G € ) by G, E; ), that depends
also on the appropriate choice of the parameter . The G, E ; ) have the
properties

B 4) GnE;l)=G,h 1E;0)
and are represented by the fraction

Qn+1E) O E)

5 Gh E; =M
&= i =ty e B E)
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The polynom ials P, are given by the determ inant

M o M., == M,
pM— Mi; My ::: Mpyg
0 . .
CB:6) Pn lCE)=p: : . :
Dn an
Mp, 1 My it Moy 1
1 E 1ot E"
Po=l
w here
M o M, i Mg,
M M, it Mpaiq
® ) Dp 1= . .
My Mnp+a 1:r Moy

D 0= D 1= M 0
The polynomalQ, E) Which is of (h-1)-th order In E) is related to the
polynom 2lP, E) Which is of n-th order In E) via the follow ng relation

Z
1 1 p, B, (!
® 8) 0nE)= Pa®) B
2 Mg 1 E !

It ispossbl to nd a few lowest-order tem s

E Mi
® :9) PoE)=1; P1@)=7M01
M, M,
1
® :10) QuE)=0; Q1= ——
M, M,

The expression B .5) can be represented in the llow ing form

X m;( )
® 11) GnE; )=My —
=1

Here the numbersE ; ( ) are roots of the equation
® 12) Prv1®) REE)=0

T hese relations lead to the possibility ofpractical applications ofthem om ent
expansion m ethod. Ifwe know the rst 2n+ 2) m om ents, then the equation
B 12) determm ines (n + 1) di erent roots E ;( ). Thus, the spectral density
function can be represented by

® 13) A(t)=2Mo m; (¢! E)



For exam ple, if we know themoments M ;M 1;M , then we nd, from the
equation (B 11), the roots of B .12)

® 14) E1()=MMy '+ M, Myh

In this approxin ation, the GF and corresponding spectral density are rep—
resented as
® 15) Gol)=——C —; aA()=2Mo (I &)
E E1 ()

It is clear that the T yablkov decoupling approxin ation (43) corresoonds to
this approxin ation w ithin the m om ent m ethod. An in proved decoupling
scheam e, that conserves the rst several frequency m om ents of the spectral
weight function for the Heisenberg and Hubbard m odels was developed in
paperfi13] £ B11,68]).
Tt was shown in ref. Pa] that the IGF method pem its one to calulate
the spectral density for the soin—ferm ion m odel In the approxin ation that
preserves the rst urmom ents. This is valid also for the approxin ation
used for the strongly correlated Hubbard m odel In Section 7 2.
It must be clear from the above consideration that the structure of the
obtained solution for singleparticle GF depends strongly on the stage at
which irreducible parts were introduced i_2-5]. To clarify this, et us consider
equation (29) again. Instead of (30), we introduce now the IGFs in the
ollow ing way

1G(')=Mg+t << R;H] jJAY>>,

@® :16) << RGHIRY>>=M 1+ (<< [R;HH1AY>> )+
1<<AAY>>,  + ,<< R;HIAY>>,

The unknown constants 1 and , are connected by the orthogonality con—
dition

® 17) < [[R;H H1;aY]>= 0

For illustration, we consider the sin plest possbility and write down the
follow ing equation

®18) ! (M<< R;HHIAY>>)= (<< [R;HH IJH;AY]>>)

T hen by Introducing the irreducible parts for the right operators, we obtain
B 19)
(F<< BEBERY>>)( = (P<< [BHHEBHAY>> W)

It is ckar enough that, as a resul, we arrive at the follow Ing set ofequations

I << AAY>>, << B;H] JAY>> =M
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B 20) 1<<ARAY>>, + (! 2) << B;HIAY>> =M,
w here
® 21) = (<< R;HHEIIRHEF>> )

T he solutions of the equations B 20) are given by

Mo(! 2) M1 )
22 << ARAY>> =
B ) A ! T 0+ .
B 23) << R;HIAY>> , = L )t Mo
(! 2)+ 1

Mo+ 2M1=M;,

It is evident that there is sim ilarity between the obtained solutions and the
m om ent expansion m ethod. The structure of equation B 22) corresponds
to the m om ent expansion B .J11) exospt for the factor that should be
calculated by considering high-order equations ofm otion orby som e relevant
approxin ation.

C Appendix . Progction m ethods and IGFE's

The IGFsmethod is intin ately related to the profction operator m ethod
b'g], E_:‘;l: ], that incorporates the idea of "reduced description” of a system
in the most suitabl form . The profction operation [[14], F1]makes it
possble to reduce the In nite hierarchy of coupled equations to a few rel-
atively sin ple equations that "e ectively" take into acocount the essential
Inform ation about the system that determm ines the speci ¢ nature of the
given problem . P rofction techniques becom e standard in the study of cer—
tain dynam ic processes. P rojction operator techniques of M oriZwanzig
and sin ilar ones [4§] are usefil for the derivation of relaxation equations
and form ulas for transport coe cients in term s of m icroscopic properties.
T his approach was applied to a large variety of phenom ena concerming the
lineshape problem . It was shown that there is a close relationship between
the M ori procedure and the "classical m om ent problem " of m athem atical
analysis.
Let us brie y consider the profction formm alisn for doubletin e retarded
GFs [114], B1]. Ithivanagi 114] constructed the fllow ing set of equations
forGF (28):
C 1)
d
(

& << AcAY O >>= 1€ %< BAYl> +F kit D
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Cc2) <d3t+ OF kit H=+1i € BH< K kia]l>+ kit )

whereF (it ) =<< K k;jt);A, ) >> and kit t)=<< K (1)K Y k;t) >>
Here, the de nitions were Introduced:
< BAA]]>

C 3) ty=———F—7 Kki=«0 PIA®O
< Rk;Ak]>

C #) PG =< G;A]>< ByiA{]l> Ay

T he projction operator P de ned In (C 4) is di erent from the one intro—
duced by M ori. Them ain result of paper ﬁ_l-i_l.-l_b'] is that, using the profction
operator, a D yson equation that determ ines an irreducilbl quantity, proper
selfenergy part, was obtained in the follow ing form :

2 < By;A{]l>

€C5) (¢ ————M k;!)) << A A{>>,=
< ByiAYl> 2

HereM (k;!) is the sslfenergy , that, In the diagram m atic lJanguage, con-—
sists of irreducible diagram s.

Ourpoint of view is closely related to that of ref. {_fl-é_b'] and to the develop—
m ent of the this paper by T serkovnikov in a system atic way [51]. H owever,
our strategy is slightly di erent in the tin e evolution agpect. W e consider
our IGF technique as m ore convenient from the practical com putational
point of view .

D Appendix . E ective Perturation Expansion for the
M ass O perator

Let us consider a usefiil exam ple how to iterate the initial "trial" solution
and to get an expansion for the m ass operator@-j], 2-3] To be concrete, ket
us consider the calculation of the m ass operator for the Hubbard m odel In
Section 8.1. The rst iteration forthe equation ([47) w ith the trial fiinction
{148) have lead us to the expression (149), which we rew rite here in the
follow ing formm

U?2x N
O 1) My ()= — 2
N ra kpg
w here
Nypg= Nprq (1 TNup Ny )+ Nxip Ng



xpq = P+ag)+ k+p )+ @)
Now we are able to calculate the spectral weight function g, (!) (:_7-_7.)

1 k(1)

2 1) =
O 2) 9 (1) I B Pt 2

W e approxin ate this expression by the follow Ing way

O 3) (1) SRS - S
9 (- k . T By P
Here
U?X
k (')= F Nkpq (' kpq)
P
Ex = k )+

kK = ReM k (' + i )
T he unknown factor (1 x ) isdetem ined by the nom alization condition
Zq
dlge (1)=1
1
whence
U2X
NZ

N kpq
ra kpg Ek

Then, using £2), we nd for the m ean occupation num bers

2
O #4) n =iX u-x N xpq
N

nEyx )+ —5 —————=h( kpg) nE)I]
k N3kpq(kpq B )? a

Now we can use the spectral weight function (D 2) to ierate the equation
Q-.fI"_Z) and to get a perturbation expansion for the selfenergy M . 1n the
pair approxim ation. Instead of the Initial trial solution in the form ofdela-
flinction @4@'), we take the expression O 3). It iseasy to chedk that we get
an expansion up to 6th order in U .
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Tabk 1: Evolution of the M ean F ield C onaspt.

Type ofthemean eld

A uthor

Uniform molcular ed

In dense gases

Uniform intemalmean ed
n m agnets

Thom asFerm im odel
Uniform mean ed

In m any-electron atom s
Molcularmean eld In

H eisenberg ferrom agnet

N on-uniform (local) staggered
mean eld in antiferrom agnet
Reaction and cavity eld In
polar substances

Stoner m ean— eld m odel
ofband m agnetian

Slaterm ean— eld m odel
ofband antiferrom agnetian
BC S-Bogolubov mean eld in
superconductors

T yablkov decoupling

for H eisenberg ferrom agnet
M ean eld theory for STAM

D ensity Functional T heory

for nhom ogeneous electron gas

C allen decoupling
for H eisenberg ferrom agnet

A loy analogy (mean eld) approxin ation

In strongly correlated m odel
G eneralized M ean F ields
In Heisenberg ferrom agnet

Spin G JassM ean Field M odel

G eneralised M ean F ields in Strongly

C orrelated H ubbard M odel
G eneralized M ean F ields

In Heisenberg antiferrom agnet

G eneralized M ean F ields
for tinerant antiferrom agnet
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