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Self-energy-functionalapproach: A nalyticalresults and the M ott-H ubbard transition

M ichael Pottho��

Institut f�ur Theoretische Physik und Astrophysik, Universit�at W �urzburg, G erm any

The self-energy-functional approach proposed recently is applied to the single-band Hubbard

m odelathalf-�lling to study the M ott-Hubbard m etal-insulatortransition within the m ostsim ple

butnon-trivialapproxim ation.Thisleadstoam ean-�eld approach which isinterestingconceptually:

Trialself-energies from a two-site single-im purity Anderson m odelare used to evaluate an exact

and generalvariationalprinciple. W hile thisrestriction ofthe dom ain ofthe functionalrepresents

a strong approxim ation, the approach is stilltherm odynam ically consistent by construction and

representsaconceptualim provem entofthe\linearized D M FT"which hasbeen suggested previously

asahandy approach tostudy thecriticalregim eclosetothetransition.Itturnsoutthatthetwo-site

approxim ation isabletoreproducethecom plete(zeroand �nite-tem perature)phasediagram forthe

M otttransition.ForthecriticalpointatT = 0,theentirecalculation can bedoneanalytically.This

calculation elucidatesdi�erentgeneralaspectsofthe self-energy-functionaltheory.Furtherm ore,it

is shown how to dealwith a num ber oftechnicaldi�culties which appear when the self-energy

functionalisevaluated in practice.

PACS num bers:71.10.-w,71.15.-m ,71.30.+ h

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The correlation-driven transition from a param ag-

netic m etalto a param agnetic insulator(M ott-Hubbard

transition1,2,3) is one ofthe m ost interesting problem s

in condensed-m atterphysics. As a prim e exam ple fora

quantum -phase transition,the M ott-Hubbard transition

is im portant from the physicalpoint of view but also

forthedevelopm entand testofgeneraltheoreticalm eth-

odsto treatcorrelated electron system s. The m inim um

m odel required to study the M ott-Hubbard transition

is the single-band Hubbard m odel.4,5,6 Inherent to this

m odelis the com petition between the electrons’kinetic

energy which tends to delocalize the electrons and fa-

vorsam etallicstateand theon-siteCoulom b interaction

which tendsto localizethe electronsto avoid double oc-

cupanciesand thereby favorsan insulating state athalf

�lling. Except for the one-dim ensionalcase,7 however,

exactresultswith regard to the nature ofthe transition

and the criticalinteraction strength Uc arenotavailable

{ even forthishighly sim pli�ed m odelsystem .A direct

num ericalsolution using exact-diagonalization or quan-

tum M onte-Carlo m ethods8 su�ersfrom thedi�culty to

accessthetherm odynam iclim itorthe low-tem perature,

low-energy regim es.

Considerable progress has been m ade in recent years

due to the developm ent of the dynam ical m ean-�eld

theory (DM FT)9,10,11 which focuses on the opposite

lim it of in�nite spatial dim ensions D = 1 .12,13,14,15

W ithin the DM FT the problem is sim pli�ed by m ap-

ping the originallattice m odelonto an im purity m odel

the param eters ofwhich m ust be determ ined by a self-

consistency condition. Di�erent techniques to solve the

e�ective im purity m odelhave been em ployed to study

the M ott transition within the DM FT, iterative per-

turbation theory,9,16,17 exact diagonalization,18,19,20,21

renorm alization-group m ethods,22,23,24 and quantum

M onte-Carlo.25,26,27,28,29 O ne of the m ost im portant

characteristicofthetransition isthevalueofthecritical

interaction strength Uc at zero tem perature. Roughly,

thedi�erenttechniquesto solvethem ean-�eld equations

predictUc=W � 1� 1:5whereW isthewidth ofthefree

density ofstates.

Recently,a self-energy-functionalapproach (SFA)has

been put forward.30 The SFA is a generalvariational

approach to correlated lattice m odels where the grand

potential 
 is considered as a functional of the self-

energy � . As this functional is constructed from an

in�nite series of renorm alized skeleton diagram s, it is

notknown in an explicitform and the variationalprin-

ciple �
[� ]= 0 cannot be exploited directly. Usually,

one replacesthe exactbut unknown functionalwith an

explicitly known but approxim ate one { this is essen-

tially the standard diagram m aticapproach7 which leads

to weak-coupling approxim ationsin the end.31 O pposed

to thisweak-couplingperturbationalapproach,thefunc-

tionaldependence
[� ]isnotapproxim ated atallin the
SFA.The key observation isthatthe functional,though

unknown explicitly,can be evaluated on a restricted do-

m ain oftrialself-energiesS.Theevaluation ofthefunc-

tionalis exact, while the approxim ation is due to the

fact that the self-energy in the variationalprinciple is

no longer considered as arbitrary. In this way,depend-

ing on the choice forthe space S,som e well-known but

also som e novelapproxim ations can be realized. Here

weareinterested in thesingle-band Hubbard m odelwith

Ham iltonian H .Asargued in Ref.30 a usefultrialself-

energy hasto be constructed asthe exactself-energy of

a di�erentm odel(\referencesystem ")with Ham iltonian

H 0. The reference system can be chosen arbitrarily { it

m ust,however,sharethe sam einteraction partwith the

originalm odelH . The variationalparam eters at one’s

disposalarethereforethe one-particleparam etersofthe

reference system t0. The trialself-energy is param eter-

ized as � = � (t0),and the variationalprinciple reads

@
[� (t0)]=@t0 = 0. To provide trialself-energies is the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306278v2
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only purpose ofthe reference system H 0.W heneverone

is able to com pute � for the reference system H 0, an

exactevaluation of
[� (t0)]ispossible.

Choosing H 0 to be a system ofdecoupled sites,yields

a Hubbard-I-type approxim ation. An im proved approx-

im ation isobtained when H 0 consistsofdecoupled clus-

ters with a �nite num ber ofsites N c > 1 per cluster as

has been considered in Refs.32,33. This approach not

only recovers the so-called cluster-perturbation theory

(CPT)34,35,36 but also gives a variationalim provem ent

(V-CPT)which e.g.allowsto describephaseswith spon-

taneously broken sym m etry.33 Another possibility is to

take N c = 1,which im plies the trialself-energy to be

local,butto include a coupling to a num berofnb addi-

tionaluncorrelated (\bath")sites.In thiscasetherefer-

encesystem consistsofadecoupled setofsingle-im purity

Anderson m odels (SIAM ) with ns = 1 + nb sites each.

As has been shown in Ref.30,this approach not only

recoversthe DM FT (nam ely in the lim it nb ! 1 ) but

also providesa new variantofthe exact-diagonalization

approach,nam ely forany �nitenb.Ascom pared to pre-

viousDM FT-exact-diagonalization approaches,18,19,20,21

the construction gives a therm odynam ically consistent

approxim ation even forsm allnb.M orecom plicated ref-

erencesystem sm ay betaken fortheconstruction ofcon-

sistent approxim ations,for exam ple a system ofdecou-

pled clustersofsize N c where each site in the clusteris

coupled to nb additionalbath sites.Ithasbeen shown
32

thatin thelim itnb ! 1 thecellularDM FT (C-DM FT)

isobtained,37 whileapproxim ationswith �nitenb repre-

sentclusterapproxim ationswhich \interpolate"between

the CPT (nb = 0)and the C-DM FT (nb = 1 ).

In the present paper the M ott transition is studied

within the m ost sim ple but non-trivialapproxim ation:

The variationalprinciple �
[� ]= 0 is exploited using

a local trial self-energy from a reference system with

N c = 1 and a singleadditionalbath siteonly,nb = 1.As

ns = 1+ nb = 2 thisapproxim ation willbereferred to as

the two-sitedynam icalim purity approxim ation (ns = 2-

DIA)in the following.

Thepaperisorganized asfollows:A briefreview ofthe

self-energy-functionalapproach willbegiven in the next

section II. The generalaspects ofthe evaluation ofthe

SFA arediscussed in Sec.IIIwhileSec.IV focuseson lo-

calapproxim ations(N c = 1,ns arbitrary)in particular.

In Sec.V the further specialization to the case ns = 2

is considered. The ns = 2 dynam ical-im purity approx-

im ation is m otivated (i) by the fact that at the critical

point for the M ott transition the entire calculation can

be done analytically,(ii)by the conceptualsim plicity of

theapproach which restson a single approxim ation only

and (iii)by m aking contactwith a linearized DM FT (L-

DM FT)38,39,40,41,42,43 developed previously. Thisisdis-

cussed in detailin Sec.V whileSec.VIthen presentsthe

analyticalcalculation forthecriticalregim e.Theresults

are discussed in Sec.VII. The com plete phase diagram

for T = 0 and �nite tem peratures is addressed in Sec.

VIIIand the conclusionsaregiven in Sec.IX.

II. SELF-EN ER G Y -FU N C T IO N A L T H EO R Y

Usefulinform ation on correlated electron system scan

be gained by exact-diagonalization or quantum M onte-

Carlo m ethods applied to a lattice of�nite size.8 This

approach,however,su�ers from the di�culty to access

the therm odynam ic lim itand istherefore oflim ited use

to describephaseswith long-orderand phasetransitions.

O n the other hand,using an em bedding approxim ation,

onecan directlyworkin thetherm odynam iclim itand de-

scribephasetransitionswhiletheactualnum ericaltreat-

m enthasto be done a system of�nite size only. In the

contextofan em beddingtechniquewehavetodistinguish

between theoriginalm odelofin�nitesizeH and an (e.g.

spatially)truncated reference system H 0. The reference

system m ustnotnecessarily be �nite butitm ay consist

ofan in�nite num berofdecoupled subsystem swith a �-

nite num berofdegreesoffreedom each.In any case,H 0

m ustbe exactly solvable.

Ifoneisinterested notonly in theequilibrium therm o-

dynam icsbutalso in the elem entary one-particleexcita-

tions,an em beddingtechniqueshould focuson adynam i-

calquantity,such asthefrequency-dependentself-energy

� .Theknowledgeof� then allowstoderiveatherm ody-

nam icpotential
 aswellasdi�erentstaticand dynam ic

quantitiesvia generalrelations. The m ain stepsare the

following: (i) Truncate the originalm odelH to obtain

a sim pler m odelH 0 which is tractable num erically. (ii)

Calculatetheself-energy � 0ofthereferencesystem .(iii)

Use � = � 0 as an approxim ation for the self-energy of

H and determ ine the grand potential
 as wellas fur-

ther quantities ofinterest. (iv) To get a self-consistent

schem e, optim ize the param eters of H 0 by a feedback

from the approxim atesolution athand.Ideally,the last

step should be based on a generalvariationalprinciple.

Thisisexactly the strategy ofthe self-energy-functional

approach (SFA) proposed recently.30 A briefreview of

the essentialsofthisapproach isgiven in the following.

Consider a system of ferm ions on an in�nite lattice

with on-site Coulom b interaction attem perature T and

chem ical potential �. Its Ham iltonian H = H 0(t)+

H 1(U )consistsofaone-particlepartwhich dependson a

setofhopping param eterstand an interaction partwith

Coulom b-interaction param etersU :

H =
X

��

t��c
y
�c� +

1

2

X

���

U���c
y
�c

y

�
cc� : (1)

Thegrand potential
 can beobtained from thestation-

ary pointofa self-energy functional


t[� ]� Trln(� (G �1
0 � � )�1 )+ F [� ] (2)

as has been discussed in Ref.30. Here the subscript t

indicates the param etric dependence of the functional

on the hopping. This dependence is exclusively due to

G 0 = 1=(! + �� t),thefreeG reen’sfunction ofH .Fur-

ther,F [� ]is the Legendre transform ofthe Luttinger-

W ard functional�[G ]. As the latter is constructed as
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(b)(a)

FIG .1: Schem atic representation ofthe single-band Hub-

bard m odelH (a)and a possiblereferencesystem H
0 (b).H 0

is a set ofdecoupled single-im purity Anderson m odels with

one correlated (U > 0)im purity site and a num berofns � 1

uncorrelated (U = 0) bath sites each. In the �gure ns = 4.

Note that the interaction part is the sam e for (a) and (b).

Variationalparam etersaretheone-particleparam etersofH
0
.

an in�niteseriesofrenorm alized skeleton diagram s,7 the

self-energy functionalisnotknown explicitely.Neverthe-

less,theexactevaluation of
t[� ]and thedeterm ination
ofthestationary pointispossible30 on a restricted space

S oftrialself-energies� (t0)2 S.Due to thisrestriction

the procedurebecom esan approxim ation.

G enerally,thespaceS consistsoft0representableself-

energies.� isterm edt0representableiftherearehopping

param eterst0such that� = � (t0)istheexactself-energy
ofthem odelH 0= H 0(t

0)+ H 1(U )(\referencesystem ").

Note thatboth the originalsystem H and the reference

system H 0m ustsharethesam einteraction part.Forany

� param eterized as� (t0)wethen have:30


t[� (t
0)] = 
0(t0)

+ Trln(� (G 0(t)
�1 � � (t0))�1 )

� Trln(� (G 0(t
0)�1 � � (t0))�1 ); (3)

where 
0(t0),G 0
0 � G 0(t

0)= 1=(! + � � t0),and � (t0)
are the grand potential,the free G reen’s function and

the self-energy ofthe reference system H 0 while G 0 is

the free G reen’s function ofH . For a proper choice of

t0,a (num erically)exactcom putation ofthesequantities

ispossible. Hence,the self-energy functional(3)can be

evaluated exactly forthis� = � (t0).A certain approxi-

m ation ischaracterized by achoiceforS.As� isparam -

eterized by t0,thism eanstospecify aspaceofvariational

param eterst0.Any choicewilllead by construction to a

non-perturbative approach which is therm odynam ically

consistentasan explicitexpression fora therm odynam -

icalpotentialisprovided.Itturnsoutthata stationary

pointoftheself-energyfunctionalisasaddlepointin gen-

eral. Asin di�erentstandard variationalm ethods,such

asin the tim e-dependentdensity-functionalapproach,44

in theG reen’s-function approach31 and alsoin a recently

considered variant,45 this im plies that there is no strict

upperbound forthe grand potential. Fora furtherdis-

cussion ofthe generalconceptsofthe SFA see Ref.30.

So far the discussion is com pletely general. In Sec.

IV we willconsider H to be the Hubbard m odeland

H 0 to be a system ofdecoupled single-im purity Ander-

son m odels(SIAM ).Each SIAM consistsofns sites,one

correlated site (with U > 0) and ns � 1 uncorrelated

\bath" sites (U = 0). This is illustrated by Fig.1 for

ns = 4. Note that for any choice of ns, the original

system and the reference system share the sam e inter-

action part { as required by the generaltheory. The

one-particleparam etersofH 0arethevariationalparam -

eters,i.e.theone-particleenergiesoftheoriginalsitesand

thebath sitesand thehopping(\hybridization")between

them . As noted in Ref.30, the dynam icalm ean-�eld

theory (DM FT) is recovered in the lim it ns ! 1 . For

ns < 1 one obtainsa new variantofthe DM FT-exact-

diagonalization approach.18,19,20,21 For a �nite num ber

ofbath sites,the DM FT self-consistency condition can-

notbe strictly satis�ed. In the DM FT-ED m ethod one

therefore has to introduce a certain m easure which al-

lows to m inim ize the error due to the discretization of

the bath. The conceptualadvantage of the SFA con-

sistsin thefactthatthism easureisreplaced by a varia-

tionalprocedurewhich isbased on a physicalvariational

principle. As shown in Ref.30,a very good quantita-

tiveagreem entwith resultsfrom fullDM FT calculations

can be achieved for the quasi-particle weighteven with

ns = 4. W ith ns = 2 a m uch sim pler approach is con-

sidered here (Secs.V and VI) which, however, is still

therm odynam ically consistentand allowsforsim ple and

system aticinvestigationsofthe M otttransition.

III. EVA LU A T IO N O F T H E SELF-EN ER G Y

FU N C T IO N A L

Theevaluation oftheself-energy-functionaltheory can

be done by solving the Euler equation30 corresponding

to the variationalprinciple. W hile such an approach is

possible in principle,it appears com plicated as dynam -

icaltwo-particle quantities ofthe reference system are

required.An attractivealternativeconsistsin the direct

calculation of the grand potentialalong Eq.(3). The

num ericalcom putation of 
t[� (t
0)] for a given set of

one-particle param eters t0 is straightforward for a ref-

erence system H 0 of�nite size. There are,however,a

few technicaldi�culties which appear in the practical

calculation and which shallbediscussed in thefollowing.

Theproblem of�nding astationary pointofthefunction

t0! 
t[� (t
0)]isnotaddressed hereasthisisa standard

num ericalproblem very sim ilar to the problem of�nd-

ing a m inim um ofa realsingle-valued function ofseveral

argum ents.


t[� (t
0)]consists ofthree parts as given by Eq.(3).

The grand potentialofthe reference system can be cal-

culated as 
0(t0) = � T lntr0exp(� (H 0 � �N 0)=T) =

� T ln
P

m
exp(� (E 0

m � �N 0
m )=T) from the m any-body

eigenenergies E 0
m � �N 0

m ofH 0� �N 0 where N 0 is the

totalparticle num beroperator. Directnum ericaldiago-

nalization or(atT = 0)theLanczostechnique46 m ay be

used.

Next,the second term on the r.h.s.ofEq.(3) is dis-

cussed. In the following the dependence of� on t0 will
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be suppressed for convenience and its dependence on !

is m ade explicit in the notations. The diagonalization

of H 0 � �N 0 yields (via the Lehm ann representation)

theG reen’sfunction G 0(!)and thefreeG reen’sfunction

G 0
0(!) ofthe reference system . The self-energy is then

obtained from the Dyson equation ofthe reference sys-

tem � (!)= G 0
0

�1
(!)� G 0�1 (!). Using the self-energy

� (!),oneobtainsthe(approxim ate)G reen’sfunction of
theoriginalm odelvia G (!)� (G �1

0 (!)� � (!))�1 .The
rem ainingtaskistocalculateTrln(� G )foralatticecon-

sisting ofa �nitenum berofsitesL.Thetherm odynam ic

lim it L ! 1 is perform ed in the end. Translational

sym m etry isnotnecessarily required.

Itisim portantto notethatG (!)iscausal,i.e.G (! +

i0+ ) = G R (!)� iG I(!) with G R (!),G I(!) Herm itian

and G I(!)positive de�nite forany real! (0+ isa posi-

tivein�nitesim al).Thecausality oftheG reen’sfunction

G (!)isensured by thecausality of� (!)and G 0(!),see

Appendix A. The latter are causalas these are exact

quantities.

Let !m be the (real,�rst-order) poles ofG (!). For

! ! !m we have G (!) ! R m =(! � !m ) where due

to the causality ofG (!)the m atrix R m ispositive de�-

nite.Therefore,thefrequency-dependentdiagonalization

ofG (!)= U (!)g(!)U (!)y with unitary U (!)(forreal

!)yieldsa diagonalG reen’sfunction g(!)with elem ents

gk(!)thatare realforreal! and have �rst-orderpoles

at! = !m with positive residues.

As the G reen’s function can be written as G (!) =

1=(! + � � t� � (!)),the unitary transform ation U (!)

alsodiagonalizestherealand sym m etricm atrix t+ � (!),
i.e.t+ � (!)= U (!)�(!)U (!)y and gk(!)= 1=(! + ��

�k(!)). The �k(!) are realfor real! and have �rst-

order poles at ! = �n with �n being the poles ofthe

self-energy. For ! ! �n we have � (!) ! Sn=(! � �n)

with positive de�nite S n. Consequently,the residuesof

�k(!)at! = �n arepositive.

O necan writegk(!)=
P

m
R k;m =(!� !m )+ egk(!)and

�k(!)=
P

n
Sk;n=(! � �n)+ e�k(!)with R k;m ;Sk;n > 0

and where egk(!) and e�k(!) are analytical in the en-

tire ! plane. As G (!) � 1=! and � (!) � const.

for ! ! 1 , one has egk(!) = 0 and e�k(!) = const.

and real. Consequently,� (1=�)Im gk(! + i0+ )� 0 and

� (1=�)Im �k(! + i0+ )� 0.Thiswillbe used in the fol-

lowing.

Thetrace\Tr" in Eq.(3)consistsofa sum T
P

!
over

the ferm ionic M atsubara frequencies i! = i(2n + 1)�T

(n integer)and a trace\tr" with respectto thequantum

num bers�;seeEq.(1).Theconvergenceofthefrequency

sum is ensured by the usualfactor exp(i!0+ ) from the

diagram rules.Thecalculation then proceedsasfollows:

T
X

!

e
i!0

+

tr ln
� 1

i! + � � t� � (i!)

(a)
=

� 1

2�i

X

k

I

C

d! e
!0

+

f(!) ln(� gk(!))

(b)
=

� 1

�

X

k

Z 1

�1

d! f(!)Im ln(� gk(! + i0+ ))

(c)
= �

X

k

Z 1

�1

d! f(!)�(! + � � � k(!))

(d)
= �

X

k

Z 1

�1

d! T ln(1+ e
�!=T )

d�(! + � � � k(!))

d!

(e)
= � 2L

X

m

T ln(1+ exp(� !m =T))� R � (4)

with

R � = �
X

n

T ln(1+ exp(� �n=T)): (5)

In Eq.(4) ln denotes the principalbranch ofthe loga-

rithm ,f(!) = 1=(exp(!=T)+ 1) is the Ferm ifunction,

and C is a contour in the com plex ! plane enclosing

the �rst-order poles of the Ferm ifunction in counter-

clockwisedirection.In step (a)thetransform ation U (!)

is perform ed under the trace. Convergence ofthe inte-

gralfor! ! � 1 isensured by the Ferm ifunction and

by the factor e!0
+

,respectively. Step (b) results from

analyticalcontinuation to realfrequencies. In step (c)

� (1=�)Im gk(! + i0+ )� 0 hasbeen used (see Appendix

B).Atthispointthecausality oftheG reen’sfunction is

essential,asdiscussed above.In step (d)theFerm ifunc-

tion iswritten asa derivative with respectto ! and in-

tegration by partsisperform ed.Step (e)usestheresults

ofAppendix C forthederivativeofthestep function.As

the di�erent diagonalelem ents ofthe G reen’s function,

gk(!),have the sam e set ofpoles and zeros,55 the sum

overk becom estrivialand yieldsa factor2L only where

L isthe dim ension ofthe hopping m atrix,i.e.the num -

ber oforbitals. The factor 2 accounts for the two spin

directions. The contribution from the poles ofthe self-

energy (Appendix C)isdenoted by R � .Apartfrom this

correction term ,Trln(� (G 0(t)
�1 � � (t0))�1 )turns out

to be the grand potentialofa system ofnon-interacting

quasi-particleswith unitweightand energiesgiven by the

polesofG (!)� (G
�1
0 (!)� � (!))�1 .

Considernow the third term on the r.h.s.ofEq.(3).

A calculation com pletely analogousto Eq.(4)resultsin:

T
X

!

e
i!0

+

tr0 ln(� G 0(i!))

= � 2L
X

m

T ln(1+ exp(� !0m =T))� R � : (6)

Here !0m are the poles ofG 0. Again,the �rst term in

Eq.(6) is the grand potentialofa non-interacting sys-

tem offerm ions with one-particle energies given by the
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polesoftheG reen’sfunction G 0.Thesam eholdsforthe

second term ,butwith energiesgiven by the polesofthe

self-energy.By construction,the self-energy isthe sam e

for both,the originalsystem and the reference system .

Hence,the sam ecorrection term R � appearsin Eqs.(4)

and (6)and cancelsoutin Eq.(3).

Note that a pole of G (!) at ! = !m with residue

R m ! 0 im pliesa pole ofG 0(!)atthe sam e frequency

!m (with residue R 0
m ! 0). Hence,contributions due

to poles with vanishing residues cancelout in Eq.(3).

The reason is the following: Suppose that gk(!) =

R k;m =(! � !m )for! closeto !m with residueR k;m ! 0.

Forthe diagonalelem entsoft+ � (!)thisim plies that
�k(!)= (1=R k;m )(!� !m )near!m .A zeroof�k(!)with

in�nitepositivecoe�cient1=R k;m m ustbedueto � (!).
Therefore,for the diagonalelem ents oft0+ � (!) this
m eans that �0

k
(!) = (1=R k;m )(! � !m ). Consequently,

g0k(!)� 1=(! + � � �0k(!))= R k;m =(! � !m )for! close

to !m with R k;m ! 0. The argum ent also shows that

although the residuesdo notappearin Eqs.(4)and (6)

explicitly,one can state that poles with sm allresidues

willgivea sm allcontribution in Eq.(3).

Based on the causality ofthe respective G reen’sfunc-

tions, an e�cient algorithm can be set up to �nd ! m

and !0m num erically which are then needed in Eqs.(4)

and (6). The poles ofG 0(!)are directly obtained from

the diagonalization ofthe reference system . The prob-

lem consists in �nding the poles ofG (!). Allowing for

poles with vanishing (very sm all) residue, one can as-

sum ethe function g0k(!)for�xed butarbitrary k to dis-

play allthe poles ofG 0(!). Since g0
k
(!) is ofthe form

g0k(!)=
P

m
R 0
k;m =(! � !0m )with R 0

k;m � 0,itism ono-

tonically decreasing. Hence,there isexactly one zero of

g0k(!)located in theintervalbetween two adjacentpoles

!0m and !0m + 1.Asg
0
k
(!)ism onotonous,thezero �m can

easily befound num erically by an iterativebisection pro-

cedure. The zeros ofg0
k
(!) are the poles of�0

k
(!) and

the poles of�0k(!) are the sam e as the poles of�k(!).

Now,since gk(!)= 1=(! + � � �k(!)),gk(!)and g0
k
(!)

m usthave the sam e setofzeros. The function gk(!) is

m onotonically decreasing. Therefore,the polesofgk(!)

can befound between the�m by using thesam eiterative

bisection procedureonceagain.

IV . LO C A L A P P R O X IM A T IO N S

In the following we consider H to be the single-band

Hubbard m odel:

H =
X

ij�

tijc
y

i�cj� +
U

2

X

i�

ni�ni�� : (7)

For the reference system H 0 shown in Fig.1,the self-

energy is local: �ij(!)= �ij�(!). Clearly,the approx-

im ation is the better the m ore degrees offreedom are

included in H 0. The optim allocalapproxim ation isob-

tained with them ostexible(butlocal)trialself-energy.

ThisistheDM FT which isrecovered foran in�nitenum -

ber of uncorrelated bath sites (per originalcorrelated

site),i.e.for ns � 1 ! 1 . O n the other hand,ns = 1

corresponds to a Hubbard-I-type approxim ation. Here

itwillbe shown that,forarbitrary ns,the evaluation of

the self-energy functionalreduces to a one-dim ensional

integration only. Thisisan im portantsim pli�cation for

any practicalnum erical(oreven analytical)calculations.

In case thatthe self-energy islocalitisadvantageous

to startfrom step (c)in Eq.(4).Assum ing translational

sym m etry,them atrix t+ � (!)isdiagonalized by Fourier
transform ation to reciprocalspace.Itseigenvalues�k(!)

are given by �k(!) = �(k)+ �(!) where k = (k;�)

and �(k)isthe tight-binding Bloch dispersion.The self-

energy istaken to be spin-independentand independent

ofthesiteindex,i.e.a param agnetichom ogeneousphase

isassum ed forsim plicity. The second term on the r.h.s.

ofEq.(3)then becom es:

Trln(� (G 0(t)
�1 � � (t0))�1 )

(c)
= �

X

k�

Z

d! f(!)�(! + � � �(k)� �(!))

= � 2L

Z

d! f(!)

Z

dz�0(z)�(! + � � z� �(!))

= 2L

Z

d! f(!)

Z

dzR 0(z)
d

dz
�(! + � � z� �(!))

= � 2L

Z

d! f(!)R 0(! + � � �(!)): (8)

Here L isthe num beroflattice sites,the factor2 stem s

for the spin sum m ation, �0(z) = L�1
P

k
�(z � �(k))

is the non-interacting density of states, and R 0(z) =Rz
�1

dz0�0(z
0) is an antiderivative. Note that there is

no \correction term " R � ,asthe derivative in Eq.(8)is

with respectto z.

The reference system H 0 is a set ofdecoupled single-

im purity Anderson m odels with one correlated (\im pu-

rity")site and ns � 1 bath siteseach. The Ham iltonian

isH 0=
P

i
H 0(i)with

H
0(i) =

X

�

�1c
y

i�ci� +
U

2

X

�

ni�ni��

+

nsX

�;k= 2

�ka
y

ik�
aik� +

X

�;k

�

Vkc
y

i�aik� + H.c.

�

:

(9)

The param eters �1,�k,and Vk for k = 2;:::;ns are the

on-siteenergiesoftheim purity siteand ofthebath sites,

and thehybridization between them ,respectively.These

arethe variationalparam etersofthe theory.
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The third term on the r.h.s.ofEq.(3)reads:

Trln(� (G 0
0(t

0)�1 � � (t0))�1 )

= 2LT
X

!

e
i!0

+

 

ln(� G 0
1(i!))+

nsX

k= 2

ln(� G 0
k(i!))

!

= � 2L

Z 1

�1

d! f(!)

 

�(G 0
1(!))+

nsX

k= 2

�(G 0
k(!))

!

(10)

wherethe �rstequation isderived in Appendix D and

G
0
1(!)=

1

! + � � �1 � �(!)� �(!)
(11)

isthe im purity G reen’sfunction,

G
0
k(!)=

1

! + � � �k
(12)

isthe (free)conduction-band G reen’sfunction,and

�(!)=

nsX

k= 2

V 2
k

! + � � �k
(13)

is the hybridization function. The �nalexpressions (8)

and (10) involve one-dim ensionalintegrations only and

can therefore be calculated num erically without serious

problem s.

V . T W O -SIT E D Y N A M IC A L IM P U R IT Y

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In thefollowingwewillfocuson thecasens = 2,i.e.on

the two-sitedynam ical-im purity approxim ation (ns = 2-

DIA).There are di�erent intentions which are followed

up:

(i) For any approxim ation within the context ofthe

SFA,one has to com pute the self-energy of the refer-

ence system H 0. Asthe interaction partisthe sam e for

both,H and H 0,thisstillconstitutesanon-trivialm any-

body problem which can only be treated by num erical

m eansin m ostcases.Thereferencesystem characterized

by N c = 1 and ns = 2,represents an exception: For a

specialpointin thespaceofm odelparam eters(zerotem -

perature,half-�lling and U = U c,the criticalinteraction

for the M ott transition), the entire calculation can be

done analytically. This not only includes the diagonal-

ization ofthereferencesystem which actually isa sim ple

dim erm odelbutalso and m ore im portanthere,the ex-

act evaluation ofthe self-energy functionalfor the trial

self-energies considered and the subsequent variational

optim ization.Therefore,the study ofthe ns = 2-DIA is

ideallysuited toelucidatedi�erenttechnicalpointswhich

are relevantforany N c and ns and which m ustbe con-

sidered carefully.

(ii) The ns = 2-DIA m ust be considered as inferior

when com pared to approxim ations with higher ns and

when com pared to ns = 1 (the DM FT) in particu-

lar. O n the other hand,one has to keep in m ind that

the DM FT m ust always be supplem ented by an addi-

tional(num erical)m ethod to solve the m ean-�eld equa-

tions which necessarily involves additionalapproxim a-

tions.Even iftheadditionalapproxim ationscan becon-

trolled,DM FT resultsalwaysdepend on theaccuracy of

thenum ericalm ethod em ployed.Asconcernsthens = 2-

DIA,there is no such di�culty: The theory rests on a

single approxim ation only,nam ely the restriction ofthe

spaceS to self-energiesrepresentableby thetwo-siteref-

erencesystem { therestofthecalculation isrigorous.It

isthisconceptualsim plicity which m akestheapproxim a-

tion attractive.

(iii)Thatan approachreferringtoan ns = 2-siteSIAM

is able to give reasonable results has been shown be-

forehandbythelinearizedDM FT (L-DM FT).38,39,40,41,42

The L-DM FT isa well-m otivated butad-hoc sim pli�ca-

tion ofthefullDM FT and m apstheHubbard m odelself-

consistently onto the ns = 2-site SIAM justatthe criti-

calpointforthe M otttransition. The L-DM FT can be

also be considered to representthe lowest-orderrealiza-

tion ofa m ore generalprojective self-consistentm ethod

(PSCM ).22 Ascom paredtothefullDM FT,thelinearized

theory yieldssurprisingly good estim atesforthe critical

interaction Uc in the single-band m odel,on translation

invariantlattices38 aswellasforlattice geom etrieswith

reduced translationalsym m etry.39 Theapproachcan also

be extended beyond the criticalregim e.43 The m ain dis-

advantageoftheL-DM FT isthatitnotconsistently de-

rived from a therm odynam icalpotential.Anotherinten-

tion ofthepresentpaperisthereforetosuggestatwo-site

m ethod that conceptually im proves upon the L-DM FT

in this respect. In fact,as the param eters ofthe e�ec-

tive ns = 2-site im purity m odelare determ ined via a

physically m eaningfulvariationalprinciple,the two-site

approxim ation within the SFA should be regarded asan

optim altwo-siteapproach.Theinterestingquestion is,of

course,whetherornotthisim provem entofthe m ethod

also im plies im proved results. To this end the results

from theanalyticalevaluation ofthens = 2-DIA haveto

be com pared with thoseofthe L-DM FT and with avail-

able num ericalresults for ns = 1 (fullDM FT).This

representsa good check ofthe practicability ofthe new

m ethod. As the ns = 2-site DIA stillrepresentsa very

handy m ethod, it can also be em ployed to investigate

overalltrends.Itwillbe interesting to study the critical

interaction Uc for a variety ofdi�erent geom etries (i.e.

fordi�erentfreedensitiesofstates).

Letus�rstconsidera num ericalevaluation ofthethe-

ory. Fig. 2 shows the results of a num ericalcalcula-

tion alongthelinesdiscussed abovefortheparam agnetic

phaseoftheHubbard m odelathalf-�lling and zero tem -

perature.Thefreedensity ofstates(DO S)�0(z)istaken

to be sem i-ellipticalwith a band width W = 4.The cal-

culationsareperform ed using the ns = 2-DIA,i.e.there

isone bath site (percorrelated site)only. Due to m an-

ifest particle-hole sym m etry,two ofthe variationalpa-
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FIG .2: The grand potential
 (persite)ascalculated from

Eq.(3) and Eqs.(8) and (10) for the reference system with

ns = 2 as a function ofthe hybridization strength V (only

the di�erence 
(V )� 
(V = 0) is plotted). Calculations

for the Hubbard m odelatzero tem perature T = 0 and half-

�lling (� = U=2). The free density ofstates is taken to be

sem i-ellipticalwith a band width W = 4. The interaction

strength isvaried from U = 5 to U = 6 asindicated.Arrows

indicate stationary points ofthe self-energy functional. The

M ott transition takes place at a criticalinteraction strength

Uc � 5:85.

ram eters,the on-site energies,are already �xed: �1 = 0

and �2 = � = U=2.Asa function ofthe rem aining vari-

ationalparam eter,thehybridization strength V � Vk= 2,

the grand potential
(V ) = 
[� (V )]shows two (non-

equivalent) stationary points for U = 5 (see Fig. 2):

a m inim um at a �nite V = 0:37 and a m axim um at

V = 0 (as 
(V ) = 
(� V ),there is another m inim um

at V = � 0:37 which can be ignored here). The two

stationary points correspond to two physically di�erent

phases:ForV > 0 the interacting localdensity ofstates

is�nite at! = 0 whileitvanishesforV = 0.So thereis

am etallicand an insulatingphasecoexisting.Duetothe

lower
 at the respective stationary point,the m etallic

phase isstable ascom pared to the insulating one.W ith

increasing U the optim alVm et and the energy di�erence

j
(V m et)� 
(0)jdecrease. For U = U c � 5:85 there

isa m etal-insulator(M ott-Hubbard)transition which is

characterized by a coalescenceofthestablem etallicwith

them etastableinsulating phase.ForU > Uc thereisthe

insulating phaseonly.

Q ualitatively,thiscontinuoustransition iscom pletely

consistent with the preform ed-gap scenario11,22 (how-

ever,seealso Refs.47,48,49).ForU < Uc theself-energy

isa two-polefunction.Thisleadsto a three-peak struc-

ture in the interacting localdensity ofstates: Sim ilar

as in the fullDM FT,there are two Hubbard \bands"

separated by an energy ofthe order ofU ,and a quasi-

particleresonanceat! = 0.O n approaching thecritical

interaction Uc from below,theweightz oftheresonance

vanishes linearly z � (Uc � U ) leaving a �nite gap for

U > Uc. As shown in Ref.30 the quasi-particle weight

calculated from theself-energy attherespectiveoptim al

V = Vm et isin a very good quantitative agreem entwith

resultsfrom fullDM FT calculationsin the whole range

from U = 0 to U = Uc { forns = 4 and even forns = 2

which isthe caseconsidered here.

V I. \LIN EA R IZED " D Y N A M IC A L IM P U R IT Y

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

In the following we will concentrate on the critical

regim e U ! Uc. Itwillbe shown thatthe criticalinter-

action strength can becalculated analytically forns = 2.

Theindependentanalyticalresultcan becom pared with

the num ericalone ofthe preceeding section.Thisrepre-

sentsa strong testofthe num erics.

Consider the function 
(V ) = 
[� (V )]. As 
(V ) =


(� V )therem ustbea stationary pointof
(V )atV =

0 for any U . This im plies that the linear term in an

expansion around V = 0 ism issing,i.e.:


(V )= 
(0)+ A � V
2 + O (V 4): (14)

Thecoe�cientA dependsonU .Assum ingthatthem etal

isstable againstthe insulatorforU < Uc,we m usthave

A < 0 for U < Uc and A > 0 for U > Uc. This is

a necessary condition fora continuous(\second-order")

transition and consistentwith the num ericalresultsdis-

playedin Fig.2.Therefore,thecriticalpointfortheM ott

transition within the two-sitem odelischaracterized by

A = 0: (15)

The task is to calculate the three contributions to the

grand potentialfollowing Eq.(3), to expand in V up

the the second-order term and to �nd the interaction

strength satisfying the condition (15).

Consider the grand potentialofthe reference system

�rst. W ith �1 = 0,�2 = U=2 and � = U=2 the ground

stateofthetwo-sitesystem ,Eq.(9),liesistheinvariant

subspacewithtotalparticlenum berN 0= 2.Theground-

stateenergy E 0
0 isreadily calculated:

E
0
0 =

3

4
U �

1

4

p
U 2 + 64V 2 : (16)

AtT = 0 the grand potentialofthe reference system is


0= LE 0
0 � L�hN 0i.Therefore,


0
=L = �

U

4
�
1

4

p
U 2 + 64V 2 = �

U

2
�
8V 2

U
+ O (V 4):

(17)

Actually,thisisthe grand potentialper site.

W e proceed with the third term on the r.h.s.ofEq.

(3). For the analyticalcalculation,it is convenient to

startfrom Eq.(6):

T
X

!

tr0 ln(� G 0(i!))= 2L
X

r

!
0
r�(� !

0
r)� R � (18)



8

where it has been used that � T ln(1 + exp(� !=T)) =

!�(� !)forT = 0. The factor2 isdue to the spin de-

generacy.R � willcanceloutlater.TheG reen’sfunction

ofthetwo-sitem odeliseasily calculated.Therearefour

excitation energies,labeled by r,given by the fourpoles

ofthe im purity G reen’sfunction at:

!
0
r = �

1

4

�p
U 2 + 64V 2 �

p
U 2 + 16V 2

�

: (19)

Thisyields:

T
X

!

tr0 ln(� G 0(i!))=L = � U �
32V 2

U
+ O (V 4)� R � =L :

(20)

Finally,forthesecond term on ther.h.s.ofEq.(3)we

have:

T
X

!

tr ln(� G (i!))=

2L
X

r

Z 1

�1

dz�0(z)!r(z)�(� ! r(z))� R � :(21)

Here,Eq.(4)hasbeen used with k = (k;�),and the k

sum hasbeen replaced by an integration overz weighted

by the free DO S �0(z). Fora given z = �(k),the quasi-

particle energiesare obtained asthe polesofthe lattice

G reen’s function in reciprocalspace,i.e.from the solu-

tions ! = !r(z)ofthe equation ! + � � z� �(!)= 0.

To �nd theroots,theself-energy ofthereferencesystem

isneeded:

�(!)=
U

2
+
U 2

8

�
1

! � 3V
+

1

! + 3V

�

: (22)

Thisleadsto a cubic equation:

!
3 � z!

2 � (9V 2 + U
2
=4)! + 9zV 2 = 0: (23)

The solutions for V = 0 are easily obtained. For sm all

V 6= 0 we�nd onerootnear! = 0:

!1(z)=
36z

U 2
V
2 + O (V 4); (24)

and anotheronenear! = � U=2:

!2(z) =
z

2
�
1

2

p
z2 + U 2

�

�
18z

U 2
+

18

U 2

z2 + U 2=2
p
z2 + U 2

�

V
2 + O (V 4):

(25)

Because ofthe step function in Eq.(21),the third root

near! = U=2 isnotneeded here.Thisyields:

T
X

!

tr ln(� G (i!))=L = � R � =L +

2

Z 1

�1

dz�0(z)

�

�(z)
36z

U 2
V
2 + !2(z)

�

+ O (V 4):

(26)

Insertingtheresults,Eqs.(17),(20),and (26),intoEq.

(3)and using the sym m etry �0(z)= �0(� z),we �nd:


=L = const.+ V
2

 

24

U
+

72

U 2

Z 0

�1

dz�0(z)z

�
36

U 2

Z 1

�1

dz�0(z)
z2 + U 2=2
p
z2 + U 2

!

+ O (V 4):

(27)

Now,thecondition (15)givesthecriticalU fortheM ott

transition:

Uc = � 3

Z 0

�1

dz�0(z)z+
3

2

Z 1

�1

dz�0(z)
z2 + U 2

c=2p
z2 + U 2

c

:

(28)

Thisim plicitanalyticalequation forUc isthe�nalresult.

Foran arbitrary free DO S no furthersim pli�cationsare

possible.

V II. D ISC U SSIO N

It should be stressed once m ore that Eq.(28)results

from an exactvariationalprinciplesim ply by therestric-

tion that the trialself-energies be representable by the

two-site reference system . The two-site m odelgenerally

yields a two-pole self-energy which is the m inim al re-

quirem entforathree-peakstructureofthesingle-particle

excitation spectrum . Therefore,it m ay also be stated

thatEq.(28)givestheoptim alresultfora two-poleself-

energy.

Eq.(28)turnsouttobem orecom plicated ascom pared

to the resultofthe linearized DM FT:38

U
(L�D M FT )
c = 6

s
Z 1

�1

dz�0(z)z
2 : (29)

Interestingly,the �rstterm on the r.h.s.ofEq.(28)re-

sem blesBrinkm an and Rice(G utzwiller)result50 forthe

criticalinteraction:

U
(B R )
c = � 16

Z 0

�1

dz�0(z)z : (30)

A rough approxim ation ofthe second term in (28) us-

ing (z2 + U 2
c=2)=

p
z2 + U 2

c ! Uc=2 then yields Uc �

3U
(B R )
c =4. This reduction ofthe criticalinteraction as

com pared to the BR resultisthe dom inating e�ect.

For a sem i-ellipticalfree DO S with variance � = 1

(band width W = 4), one has U
(L�D M FT )
c = 6 and

U
(B R )
c = 6:7906. The num ericalsolution ofEq.(28) is

straightforward and yields Uc = 5:8450. As expected

thisisfully consistentwith the num ericaldeterm ination

ofUc (Sec.V). The resultis close to the one predicted

by theL-DM FT.Com pared to num ericalestim atesfrom
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FIG .3: Criticalinteraction Uc as a function ofthe inverse

band width W
�1
.Calculationsfordi�erent(norm alized)free

densitiesofstates�0(z)asindicated (where � 3 < z < 3 and

0 < �0(z)< 1:5 in the insets).

TABLE I: Criticalinteraction Uc asobtained from the SFA

within the ns = 2 dynam ical im purity approxim ation for

di�erent free densities of states. Each D O S is norm alized,R
1

�1
�0(z)= 1,sym m etric,�0(z)= �0(� z),and hasunitvari-

ance,� =
R
1

�1
z
2
�0(z)= 1.A(z)= �(W =2+ z)�(W =2� z)

isa cuto� function.W isthe band width.The criticalinter-

action from the G utzwiller (Brinkm an-Rice)approach
50

and

the available fullD M FT results are shown for com parison.

The linearized D M FT
38

yieldsU
(L�D M F T )

c = 6 for any D O S

with unitvariance.

�0(z) W U
n s= 2
c U

B R
c U

D M F T
c

G aussian 1 5.5663 6.3831 5.80
a

3A(z)(jzj�
p
10)

2
=20

p
10 2

p
10 5:5284 6.3246

triangle 2
p
6 5.6696 6.5320

sem i-ellipse 4 5:8450 6.7906 5.84
b
,5.88

a

rectangle 2
p
3 5:9385 6.9282 6.32

c

A(z)jzj=2 2
p
2 6:3554 7.5425

9
p
3A(z)z

2
=10

p
5 2

p
5=3 6:4944 7.7460

�(z� 1)=2+ �(z+ 1)=2 2 6:6686 8.0000

aR ef.23.
bR ef.22.
cR .Bulla,private com m unication.

fullDM FT calculationsU
(D M FT )
c = 5:84 (NRG ,Ref.23)

and U
(D M FT )
c = 5:88(PSCM ,Ref.22),onecan statethat

the prediction ofthe L-DM FT isim proved.

Results for di�erent free densities of states are dis-

played in Fig. 3 and Tab. I. For a m eaningful com -

parison, each DO S has unit variance � = 1 where

� 2 =
R1
�1

dz�0(z)z
2. The band width W varies. The

DO S with the sm allest W (but � = 1) consists oftwo

�-peakswhileW = 1 foraG aussian DO S.Clearly,there

isno trueM otttransition in theform ercase(butalso in

the latter this is questionable). However,the inclusion

ofthese extrem e cases is instructive when studying the

trend ofUc asa function ofW .Notethatfor� = 1 the

L-DM FT yields Uc = 6 irrespective ofthe form ofthe

DO S.

Thecriticalinteraction from thetwo-siteDIA isalways

closetheL-DM FT resultbutconsiderablylowerthan the

G utzwillervalue.The two-siteDIA con�rm sthe central

prediction ofthe L-DM FT thatitisthe variance ofthe

DO S thatiscrucialforthecriticalinteraction.However,

there is also a weak trend superim posed,nam ely a sys-

tem atic increase ofUc with decreasing band width W

(with the exception ofthe G aussian DO S).This is the

sam etrend thatisalso presentin theG utzwillerresults.

Itwould be interesting to see whetherornotthistrend

iscon�rm ed by fullDM FT calculations.Com paring the

fullDM FT resultsforthe G aussian,forthe rectangular

and the sem i-elliptic DO S shows the m entioned trend.

However,the com parison ofthe two-siteDIA and ofthe

L-DM FT with thefullDM FT fortheavailablenum erical

data isnotfully conclusive.

V III. FIN IT E T EM P ER A T U R ES

Sofaronlythezero-tem peraturelim ithasbeen consid-

ered. The M ott transition at �nite tem peratures,how-

ever,isparticularly interesting asthere isa com prehen-

sivephysicalpictureavailablewith a com paratively com -

plex phase diagram . This phase diagram in the U -T

plane was �rst suggested by the iterative perturbation

theory.9,11 Thenatureofthetransition and thetopology

ofthe phase diagram have been established entirely us-

ing analyticargum ents49 and hasbeen worked outquan-

titatively using di�erent num erical m ethods.24,27,28,29

The criticalregim e is accessible by the projective self-

consistentm ethod.22

Asthisphasediagram representsavaluablebenchm ark

for any approxim ation,it is interesting to see whether

or not it can be rederived within the m ost sim ple two-

site DIA.The application ofthe theory for �nite T is

straightforward but can no longer be done analytically.

As for the derivation ofthe T = 0 results in the non-

criticalregim e (see Sec.V),calculations are perform ed

along the linesofSec.IV.

Itturnsoutthatfor�nitetem peraturestheM otttran-

sition is predicted to be discontinuous. This is dem on-

strated in Fig.4 which shows
(V ) for di�erent T and

�xed U = 5:2(ns = 2).Atlow but�niteT therearethree

stationary points(seearrows)correspondingtothreedif-

ferentphasesofthe system .The m etallic phase hasthe

largest value V = Vm et. W ith increasing tem perature

Vm et decreasesand 
(V m et)/ T 2 forlow T. Thisgives

a linear entropy S(T) = � @
(T)=@T and a linear spe-

ci�c heatC v = T@S(T)=@T = T / z�1 T asitischar-

acteristic for a Ferm iliquid (� = U=2 is �xed). The

insulating phase has the sm allest value V = Vins,and

the grand potential
(V ins)/ T for low T. For T ! 0

the entropy approaches S ! L ln2 reecting a 2L-fold

ground-statedegeneracy oftheinsulatorwhich isknown
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FIG .4: G rand potentialpersite atU = 5:2 for di�erentT

asa function ofV .Thearrowsindicatethestationary points.

to bean artifactofm ean-�eld theory.11 Thespeci�cheat

Cv vanishesexponentially for T ! 0. ForU = 5:2 and

low T, however,the insulating phase is m etastable as

com pared to them etallicphasesince
(V ins)> 
(V m et).

Due to the di�erent behavior at low T,there m ust be

a tem perature Tc(U )where 
(V ins)= 
(V m et). In fact,

for T = 0:012 > Tc(U = 5:2) the insulator is stable as

com pared to the m etal. At Tc(U ) or,conversely,at a

criticalinteraction Uc(T),the ns = 2-DIA thuspredicts

a �rst-ordertransition with a discontinuousjum p in the

entropy. As can be seen in Fig.4,the m etallic phase

ceasesto existforstillhighertem peratures,and only the

insulating phase is left. This is due to a coalescence of

the m etallic with a third phase atanothercriticaltem -

perature Tc2(U )(or,conversely,ata criticalinteraction

Uc2(T)). Thisthird phase turnsoutto be lessstable as

com pared to them etaland to theinsulatorin theentire

param eter regim e. Sim ilarly, one can de�ne a critical

tem perature Tc1(U ) (at sm aller U ) and thus a critical

interaction Uc1(T)where the insulating phase coalesces

with the third phase.

Calculationsfordi�erentU andT havebeen perform ed

toobtain theentirephasediagram within thetwo-siteap-

proach. The resultisshown in Fig.5. ForU � Uc2(T)

thereisa m etallicphasewhich issm oothly connected to

theU = 0lim it.O n theotherhand,forU � Uc1(T)there

isan insulating phasewhich issm oothly connected with

the M ottinsulatorforU ! 1 . M etallic and insulating

phase are coexisting forUc1(T)� U � Uc2(T). Atzero

4.6 4.8 5 5.2 5.4 5.6 5.8 6

0

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

U
c

U
c1

U
c2

metal insulator

coex.

T
c

U

T crossover

FIG .5: Phase diagram forthe M otttransition in the para-

m agnetic phase ofthe Hubbard m odelathalf-�lling. Calcu-

lationsfora sem i-ellipticaldensity ofstateswith band width

W = 4. Reference system H
0
: two-site m odel. Uc2: criti-

calinteraction strength up to which there is a (m etallic) so-

lution sm oothly connected with the m etalat U = 0. Uc1:

criticalinteraction strength down to which there isan (insu-

lating) solution sm oothly connected with the M ottinsulator

forU ! 1 . Uc:�rst-ordertransition line in the coexistence

region,term inating atthe second-ordercriticalpointatTc.

tem perature,them etalisstableascom pared totheinsu-

latorin the entire coexistence region,and the transition

is continuous at Uc = Uc2. For �nite tem peratures the

transition isdiscontinuousata criticalinteraction Uc(T)

with Uc1(T) � Uc(T) � Uc2(T). W ith increasing tem -

peratures the coexistence region Uc1(T)� U � Uc2(T)

shrinks and disappears above a criticaltem perature Tc
which is de�ned via U c1(Tc) = Uc2(Tc). Above Tc the

m etallicphaseissm oothly connected with theinsulating

phase.

Q ualitatively,thisisexactly thesam eresultthatisob-

tained within thefullDM FT.11 Itisveryrem arkablethat

therathercom plex topology ofthephasediagram can be

reproduced with a com paratively sim ple two-site m odel

asa reference system . Thisshowsthatitisessentialto

perform them apping onto thereferencesystem in a way

which istherm odynam ically consistentand which iscon-

trolled by a physicalvariationalprinciple.Notethatthe

L-DM FT,or its extension away from the criticalpoint

atT = 0,43 fails to reproduce the discontinuoustransi-

tion forT > 0 and thecriticaltem peratureTc dueto the

ad-hoccharacterofthe approxim ation.

Q uantitatively, one should expect som e deviations

from the resultsofthe fullDM FT due to the sim plicity

ofthetwo-sitem odel.Com paringwith theNRG result24

for Uc1(T = 0)� 4:8� 5:0,the two-site approxim ation

overestim atesthe criticalinteraction by a few per cent.

Thedeterm ination ofthecriticaltem peratureisdi�cult

in any num ericalapproach.Tc � 0:05� 0:08isestim ated
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from theQ M C and NRG resultsofRefs.24,27.Thus,the

two-site approxim ation underestim atesTc by m ore than

a factor2.Itisworth m entioning thatthe num ericalef-

forttoobtain theentirephasediagram in theU � T plane

isofthe orderofa few m inuteson a standard worksta-

tion which is negligible as com pared to a DM FT-Q M C

calculation.

IX . C O N C LU SIO N S

O urpresentunderstanding oftheM ott-Hubbard tran-

sition is m ainly based on the exactsolution ofthe one-

dim ensionalcase on the one hand and on the D = 1

m ean-�eld picture provided by the DM FT on the other

hand. For the physically m ore relevant two- or three-

dim ensionalHubbard m odel,however,neither the ana-

lyticalconceptsdeveloped forD = 1 northe m ean-�eld

theory can beexpected to givean essentially correctand

com prehensivedescription.Directnum ericalapproaches,

such as Q M C,are able to give essentially exact results

fora D = 2;3 dim ensionallatticeof�nitespatialextent.

However,the relevance ofthe results forthe therm ody-

nam iclim itand,in m any cases,forthelow-tem perature,

low-energy regim erem ainsan open question.

In this situation,a com bination ofa directnum erical

approach for system s of�nite size with the m ean-�eld

conceptappearsto beadvantageous.Thisism oreorless

the direction that is followed up by the di�erent clus-

terextensionsofthe DM FT.37,51,52,53 Via a generalized

m ean-�eld concept,theoriginallatticeproblem given by

the Ham iltonian H is m apped onto a cluster problem

described by a Ham iltonian H 0.In fact,dueto thepres-

enceofstrong short-rangeantiferrom agneticcorrelations

a considerablerevision ofthem ean-�eld pictureisprob-

ably necessary.54 However,the clusterextensionsofthe

DM FT su�erfrom the factthatthe m ean-�eld form ula-

tion requiresthatthesitesofthe�niteclusterarecoupled

to uncorrelated bathswith an in�nitenum berofdegrees

offreedom each.Thiscircum stancecom plicatestheprac-

ticalsolution oftheH 0problem (which m ustbesolvedre-

peatedly during the self-consistency cycle)so m uch that

additionalapproxim ationsarerequired and/orstochastic

num ericalm ethods.

Theself-energy-functionalapproach o�ersan interest-

ing alternative as the reference system H 0,the original

m odelH ism apped onto,isby no m eanscom pletely pre-

determ ined. The SFA gives a very generalprescription

how this m apping can be perform ed while keeping the

therm odynam icalconsistency ofthe approach asan ex-

plicitexpression for the grand potentialisprovided. In

this way the DM FT and the cellular DM FT are recov-

ered ascertain lim itsforspecialchoicesofH 0,nam ely for

a decoupled system ofclustersofsize N c = 1 orN c > 1

including couplingsto nb = 1 bath degreesoffreedom .

Thereis,however,theadditionalpossibility to construct

approxim ations with nb < 1 which are consistent in

them selves in the sam e way as are the DM FT and the

C-DM FT.

Now,thequestion iswhetherornotan approxim ation

with a �nite num berofbath sitesnb < 1 can be toler-

ated. Note thateven in the (C-)DM FT itbecom esnec-

essary to reduce the problem posed by H 0 with nb = 1

to a num erically tractable one with a �nite num ber of

degrees of freedom . W hile this additionalapproxim a-

tion iscontrolled within Q M C orED approaches,forex-

am ple,it neverthelessviolates therm odynam icalconsis-

tency.W ithin the SFA,on the contrary,the approxim a-

tion isderived from a therm odynam icalpotentialforany

nb,in�niteor�niteoreven so sm allasnb = 1.Depend-

ing on the quantity and accuracy one is interested in,

there can be a rapid convergencewith respectto nb (cf.

Ref.30)so thata sm allnum berm ightbe su�cient.For

cluster approxim ations,the best choice is by no m eans

clearasitm ustbebalanced with thechoiceofthecluster

sizeN c.Thisstrongly dependson thelatticedim ension.

In fact,ithasbeen shown32 thatfortheone-dim ensional

Hubbard m odela larger N c is to be preferred as com -

pared to a largernb.

In this context,it is interesting to see where one are

led to with the m ost sim ple reference system conceiv-

able. This is a m odelH 0 characterized by N c = 1 and

nb = 1 which yieldstheso-called two-sitedynam icalim -

purity approxim ation (DIA).The answer is given with

the presentpaper:Even in thisapproxim ation the M ott

transition showsup.Atzero tem perature the transition

turns out to be continuous at a �nite criticalinterac-

tion Uc wherethere isa coalescenceofthe m etallic with

a coexisting insulating phase. For �nite tem peratures,

on the otherhand,the transition isdiscontinuous. The

�rst-orderline U c(T)term inatesata second-ordercriti-

calpoint(Uc(Tc);Tc),and forT > Tc there isa sm ooth

crossover only. This is qualitatively the sam e picture

thathasbeen found beforehand in the fullDM FT.Fur-

therm ore,the two-site DIA yields a Uc at T = 0 that

is surprisingly close to the result ofthe fullDM FT.In

thisrespectthe two-site DIA isofsim ilarquality asthe

linearized DM FT,38 another approach that is based on

a m apping onto the two-site SIAM .W hetherornotthe

Uc-resultsofthetwo-siteDIA im proveon thoseoftheL-

DM FT isdi�cultto decide in view ofthe existing (full)

DM FT data. M ore im portant,however,the conceptual

im provem entgained is substantial: W hile the m apping

procedure on the two-site m odel,though physically m o-

tivated,is done in an ad-hoc way in the L-DM FT,the

two-site DIA is derivable from a therm odynam icalpo-

tentialand can be characterized as an optim altwo-site

approach in fact.

The fact that a reasonable m ean-�eld description of

the M ott transition is possible even for the sim ple two-

site DIA,m otivates further SFA studies ofthe transi-

tion with im proved approxim ations in the future (e.g.

using �nite clusters, N c > 1, and sm allnb). In case

oflargerand m ore com plex reference system s,however,

itbecom esm ore and m ore im portantto have a num eri-

cally e�cientand accuratem ethod forthe evaluation of
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theself-energy functionalathand.Thedetailed analysis

ofthe di�erentcontributionsto the functionalhasbeen

anotherm ajorintention ofthe presentstudy. Using the

causality properties ofthe G reen function,it has been

shown that the im portantTrln(� G )term can be writ-

ten asthegrand potentialofa system ofnon-interacting

quasi-particles with unit weight (apart from a correc-

tion term thatcancelsoutin the functionaleventually).

W hile this result is also interesting by itself,it is very

wellsuited foran e�cientnum ericalim plem entation.As

the energiesofthe �cticiousquasi-particlesare given by

the polesofthe G reen function,they can be found in a

com paratively sim pleway by exploitinggeneralcausality

properties. In particular,there is no need for a sm all

but �nite Lorentzian broadening, ! ! ! + i�, which

m ustbeintroduced in a m oredirectway to evaluatethe

functional.32,33 Thiswillbecom eim portantwhen study-

ing the criticalregim e ofthe M otttransition,where an

accuratecom putation ofsm allenergy di�erencesisvital,

using an approxim ation with severalvariationalparam e-

ters.Studiesin thisdirection areintended forthefuture.
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A P P EN D IX A

Here is willbe shown that the G reen’s function G is

causal: For any t0 the self-energy � = � (t0) is causal
since it is de�ned to be the exact self-energy of the

reference system H 0 = H 0(t
0)+ H 1(U ). Likewise,the

G reen’s function G 0 is causal. Ithas to be shown that

G � (G
�1
0 � � )�1 is causalif� and the free G reen’s

function G 0 areknown to be causal.

Causality ofG m eans (i) that G ��(!) is analytic in

the entire com plex ! plane exceptforthe realaxisand

(ii) that G ret(!)= G (! + i0+ )= G R � iG I for real!

with G R ,G I Herm itian and G I positive de�nite. (i) is

easily veri�ed.To show (ii)weneed the following

Lem m a:ForHerm itian m atricesA ,B with B positive

de�nite,onehas

1

A � iB
= X � iY (A1)

with X ,Y Herm itian and Y positivede�nite.Theproof

ofthe Lem m a isstraightforward:

1

A � iB
= B

� 1

2

1

B � 1

2 A B � 1

2 � i
B

� 1

2 = D
1

C � i
D

(A2)

with C ,D Herm itian and D = B � 1

2 positive de�nite.

LetC = U cU y with U unitary and c diagonal.Then

1

A � iB
= D U

1

c� i
U

y
D = D U

c� i

c2 + 1
U

y
D = X � iY

(A3)

with X Herm itian and

Y = D U
1

c2 + 1
U

y
D (A4)

Herm itian and positivede�nite.

Considera�xed (real)frequency!.SinceG 0 iscausal,

G 0;ret = G 0;R � iG 0;Iwith G 0;R ,G 0;IHerm itian and G 0;I

positive de�nite. Using the lem m a,G �1
0;ret = PR + iPI

with PR ,PI Herm itian and PI positivede�nite.Since�
iscausal,� ret = � R � i� I with � R ,� I Herm itian and

� I positivede�nite.Therefore,

G ret =
1

PR + iPI� � R + i� I

=
1

Q R + iQ I

(A5)

with Q R Herm itian and Q I Herm itian and positivede�-

nite.Using thelem m a oncem ore,showsG to becausal.

A P P EN D IX B

Considerthe function

f(!)=
X

m

R m

! � !m
(B1)

with realisolated �rst-orderpolesat! = !m and positive

residuesR m > 0.W e have:

�
1

�
Im f(! + i0+ )> 0 (B2)

In Sec.IIIf(!)= gk(!)= 1=(! + � � �k(!)).

In a polar representation � f(! + i0+ ) = r(!)ei�(!)

with � � < �(!) � �. O n the principalbranch ofthe

logarithm and forreal! one hasIm ln(� f(! + i0+ ))=

�(!). Forany ! 6= !m we have Im (� f(! + i0+ ))= 0+

from Eqs.(B1)and (B2)and thus�(!)= � for� f(!)<

0,and �(!)= 0 for� f(!)> 0.Consequently,

Im ln(� f(! + i0+ ))= � �(f(!))= � �(1=f(!)); (B3)

where� isthestep function.For! = ! m ,theim aginary

partof� f(! + i0+ )diverges.However,� � < �(!)� �

(in fact �(!m + 0+ ) = � �=2 and �(!m � 0+ ) = �=2).

Hence,Im ln(� f(! + i0+ ))rem ains�niteat! = !m and

can be ignored in an integration overreal! asthepoles

off(!)areisolated.

A P P EN D IX C

Considera function f = f(!)which is analyticalex-

cept for isolated �rst-order poles on the realaxis and
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which isrealforreal!. �(f(!))isconstantalm ostev-

erywhere,and thusthederivatived�(f(!))=d! vanishes

alm osteverywhere.A non-zero derivativem ay eitheroc-

cur if f(!) = 0, i.e.at the zeros !m . This gives a

contribution:

�(f(!))f0(!)=
X

m

f0(!m )

jf0(!m )j
�(! � !m ) (C1)

where f0(!) � df(!)=d!. A second contribution arises

from the �rst-order poles off(!) at �n. The poles are

the zerosofthe function 1=f(!). Note that �(f(!))=

�(1=f(!))since the sign ofthe argum entisunchanged.

Thusthe contribution due to the polesis:

�(1=f(!))(1=f)0(!)=
X

n

(1=f)0(�n)

j(1=f)0(�n)j
�(! � �n) (C2)

W e have:

d�(f(!))

d!
= �(f(!))f0(!)+ �(1=f(!))(1=f)0(!)

=

fzerosgX

m

�m �(! � !m )+

fpolesgX

n

�n�(! � �n)

(C3)

with �m = � 1 and �n = � 1 depending on thesign ofthe

slope off atthe zeros!m and the sign ofthe residueof

f atthe poles�n,respectively.

Consider the function f(!) = ! + � � �k(!). The

zerosoff arethepolesofthediagonalized G reen’sfunc-

tion 1=(! + � � �k(!))which haspositiveresidues.This

im plies a positive f0 at !m and �m = + 1. The poles

off are the poles ofthe self-energy which has positive

residues.Thustheresiduesoff atthepolesarenegative

and (1=f)0 isnegativeat�n and �n = � 1.Hence:

d

d!
�(! + � � � k(!))=

X

m

�(! � !m )�
X

n

�(! � �n):

(C4)

A P P EN D IX D

The reference system H 0 is a set ofdecoupled single-

im purity Anderson m odels with one-particle energy of

the im purity site �1,conduction-band energies �k with

k = 2;:::;ns and hybridization strengths Vk. W e �rst

calculate the eigenvaluesofthe hopping m atrix t0. The

m atrix isblock diagonalwith respectto thesiteindex i.

Each block islabeled by the\orbital"index k = 1;:::;ns.

There are non-zero elem ents ofthe m atrix for k = 1,

k0= 1,and k = k0 only:

t
0
kk0 = (1� �k1)�k01 Vk + �k1(1� �k01)Vk0 + �kk0 �k0

(D1)

Furtherm ore,�kk0(!)= �k1�k01�(!).Using

det

0

B
B
B
@

d1 a�2 a�3 a�4 :::

a2 d2 0 0 :::

a3 0 d3 0 :::

a4 0 0 d4 :::

::: ::: ::: ::: :::

1

C
C
C
A
= det

0

B
B
B
B
@

ed1 0 0 0 :::

0 d2 0 0 :::

0 0 d3 0 :::

0 0 0 d4 :::

::: ::: ::: ::: :::

1

C
C
C
C
A

(D2)

where ed1 = d1 �
P ns

k= 2
jakj

2=dk and the generalrelation

trlnA = lndetA ,we �nd:

1

2
tr0ln(� G 0(i!)) = lndet

� 1

i! + � � t0� � (i!)

= lndet

0

B
@

� G 0
1 0 0 :::

0 � G 0
2 0 :::

0 0 � G 0
3 :::

::: ::: ::: :::

1

C
A

= ln(� G 1(i!))+

nsX

k= 2

ln(� G k(i!))

(D3)

with G 1(i!) and G k(i!) for k = 2;:::;ns as de�ned by

Eqs.(11)and (12).The factor1=2 accountsforthe two

spin directions.
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