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Selfenergy-functional approach: A nalytical results and the M ott-H ubbard transition
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The selfenergy-functional approach proposed recently is applied to the sihgleband Hubbard
m odel at half- 1ling to study the M ott-H ubbard m etalinsulator transition w ithin the m ost sin ple
butnon-trivialapproxim ation. T his leadsto am ean— eld approach which is interesting conceptually :
Trial selfenergies from a two-site single—in purity A nderson m odel are used to evaliate an exact
and general variational principle. W hile this restriction of the dom ain of the functional represents
a strong approxin ation, the approach is still them odynam ically consistent by construction and
represents a conceptual in provem ent of the \linearized DM FT " w hich hasbeen suggested previously
asa handy approach to study the critical regin e close to the transition. It tumsout that the tw o-site
approxin ation is able to reproduce the com plete (zero and nite—tem perature) phase diagram forthe
M ott transition. For the criticalpoint at T = 0, the entire calculation can be done analytically. T his
calculation elucidates di erent general aspects of the selfenergy—functional theory. Furthem ore, it
is shown how to deal with a number of technical di culties which appear when the selfenergy

fiinctional is evaluated in practice.

PACS numbers: 7110, 71.15-m , 71304+ h

I. NTRODUCTION

The correlhtion-driven transition from a param ag—
netic m etglito a param agnetic insulator M ottH ubbard
transitiong?®) is one of the m ost Iteresting problem s
In condensed-m atter physics. A s a prin e exam ple for a
quantum -phase transition, the M ott-H ubbard transition
is In portant from the physical point of view but also
for the developm ent and test of generaltheoreticalm eth—
ods to treat correlated electron system s. The m Inin um
m odel required to study the M ot{7H ybbard transition
is the single-band Hubbard m odel?£# Inherent to this
m odel is the com petition between the electrons’ kinetic
energy which tends to delocalize the electrons and fa—
vors am etallic state and the on-site C oulom b interaction
which tends to Iocalize the electrons to avoid double oc—
cupancies and thereby favors an insulating state at half

lling. Except for the one-din ensional caseX however,
exact results w ith regard to the nature of the transition
and the critical Interaction strength U. are not available
{ even for this highly sim pli ed m odel system . A direct
num erical solution using exact-diagonalization or quan-—
tum M onte<€ arlo m ethodd su ers from the di culty to
access the them odynam ic lin it or the low —tem perature,
low -energy regin es.

C onsiderable progress has been m ade In recent years
due to the devglppment of the dynam ical m ean— eld
theory OMFT)2L%Y which fcuses on the,cpppsie
lin it of in nite spatial dimensions D = 1 L343n4es
W ithin the DMFT the problem is sinpli ed by m ap-
ping the original lattice m odel onto an im purity m odel
the param eters of which m ust be detem ined by a self-
consistency condition. D i erent technigques to solve the
e ective In purity m odel have been em ployed to study
the M ott transifjon- within the DM FT, iterative per
turbation theory22417 exact diagonalization24292¢e%
renom alization grovp, an ethods242324 and quantum
M onteC arlo 232427242¢ One of the most inportant

characteristic of the transition is the value of the critical
Interaction strength U. at zero tem perature. Roughly,
the di erent techniques to sokre the m ean— eld equations
predict U =W 1 15whereW isthewidth ofthe free
density of states.

Recently, a selfgnergy-fiinctional approach (SFA ) has
been put Hrward®d The SFA is a general variational
approach to correlated lattice m odels where the grand
potential  is considered as a functional of the self-
energy A s this functional is constructed from an
In nite series of renom alized skelkton diagram s, it is
not known In an explicit form and the variational prin—
ciplke [ 1= 0 cannot be exploited directly. U sually,
one replaces the exact but unknown functionalw ith an
explicitly known but approxim ate one { fhis is essen-—
tially the standard diagram m atic approach yhich leads
to weak-coupling approxin ations in the end 8o pprosed
to this weak-coupling perturbational approach, the fiinc-
tionaldependence [ ]isnot approxin ated at allin the
SFA . T he key observation is that the functional, though
unknow n explicitly, can be evaluated on a restricted do—
m aln oftrial selfenergies S. T he evaluation of the func—
tional is exact, whilke the approxin ation is due to the
fact that the selfenergy in the variational principle is
no longer considered as arbitrary. In this way, depend-
Ing on the choice for the space S, som e wellkknown but
also som e novel approxin ations can be realized. Here
we are interested In the singleand Hubbard m odelw ith
Ham itonian H . As argued in Ref. 30 a usefil trial self-
energy has to be constructed as the exact selfenergy of
a di erent m odel (\reference system ") w ith H am iltonian
H °. The reference system can be chosen arbitrarily { it
m ust, how ever, share the sam e Interaction part w ith the
origihalmodel H . The variational param eters at one’s
digposal are therefore the oneparticle param eters of the
reference system t°. The trial selfenergy is param eter—
zed as = %), and the variational principle reads
@ [ €9Fet’= 0. To provide trial selfenergies is the
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only purpose of the reference system H °. W henever one
is able to com pute for the reference system H 9, an
exact evaluation of [ (%] ispossble.

Choosing H ° to be a system of decoupled sites, yields
a Hubbard-T-type approxin ation. An in proved approx—
in ation is obtained when H © consists of decoupled clis—
terswih a nite number of sites N . > 1 per cluster as
has been considered in Refs. .'32,'33 T his approach not
only recpuers the so—called clusterperturbation theory
CPT)%4238¢ but also gives a variational in provem ent
V-CPT) which eg.allow s tgdescribe phases w ith spon—
taneously broken symm etryS3 A nother possbility is to
take N . 1, which inplies the trial selfenergy to be
local, but to Include a coupling to a num ber ofn, addi-
tionaluncorrelated (\bath") sites. In this case the refer-
ence system consists ofa decoupled set of sihgle—=m purity
Anderson models (SIAM ) with ng = 1+ np sites each.
A s has been shown in Ref. :30 this approach not only
recovers the DM FT (amely n the Imitn, ! 1 ) but
also provides a new variant of the exact-diagonalization
approach, nam ely orany niteny.A s com pargd to,pne.—
vious DM F T -exact-diagonalization approaches8292¢24
the construction gives a themm odynam ically consistent
approxin ation even for an allny, . M ore com plicated ref-
erence system sm ay be taken for the construction of con—
sistent approxin ations, or exam ple a system of decou—
pled clusters of size N . where each site in the cluster,is
coupled to np, additionalbath sites. Tt has been show n%3
that in the,hmﬂ:nb ' 1 thecelularDMFT CDMFT)
is obtained B 1 whik approxin ationsw ith nite ny, repre—
sent cluster approxin ations w hich \interpolate" betw een
theCPT (hp = 0) and theCDMFT Mp =1 ).

In the present paper the M ott transition is studied
within the m ost sin pl but non-trivial approxin ation:
T he variational principle [ 1= 0 is exploited using
a local trial selfenergy from a reference system with
N .= 1 and a sihgk additionalbath site onk, n, = 1.As
ng= 1+ np = 2 this approxim ation w illbe referred to as
the tw o-site dynam ical in purity approxin ation (ng= 2—
DIA) in the ©llow Ing.

T he paper is organized as follow s: A briefreview ofthe
selfenergy-functional approach w illbe given in the next
section II. The general aspects of the eva]uatjon of the
SFA are discussed in Sec. ']Itwhﬂe Sec. -IV. fcuses on Io—
calapproxin ations N . = 1, ng arbitrary) in particular.
In Sec. ! the further specialization to the case ng = 2
is considered. The ng = 2 dynam ical-in purity approx-—
In ation ismotivated (i) by the fact that at the critical
point for the M ott transition the entire calculation can
be done analytically, (ii) by the conoceptual sin plicity of
the approach which restson a singke approxin ation only
and (iil) by m.aking,contact w ith a linearized DM FT (L—
DMFT )BQEL A4ULA%AT Jeveloped previously. This is dis-
cussed In detail in Sec.,\_7: while Sec%;/-_i then presents the
analytical calculation for the critical regin e. T he resuls
are discussed In Sec. E/:I:[ T he com plete phase diagram
for T = 0 and nite tem peratures is addressed in Sec.
y_ij_l-;l and the conclusions are given in Sec. :P-g..

II. SELFENERGY FUNCTIONAL THEORY

U sefill Inform ation on correlated electron system s can
be gained by exact-diagonalization or quantum M, onte—
Carlo m ethods applied to a lattice of nie sizef This
approach, however, su ers from the di culy to access
the themm odynam ic 1m it and is therefore of lim ited use
to descrbe phasesw ith long-order and phase transitions.
On the other hand, using an em bedding approxim ation,
one can directly work in the therm odynam ic Iim it and de—
scribe phase transitions w hile the actualnum erical treat—
m ent has to be done a system of nite size only. In the
context ofan em bedding technique we have to distinguish
between the originalm odelofin nie sizeH and an (g.
spatially) truncated reference system H °. The reference
system m ust not necessarily be nite but i may consist
ofan In nite number of decoupled subsystem swih a -
nite num ber of degrees of freedom each. In any case, H °
m ust be exactly solvable.

Ifone is interested not only in the equilbrium them o—
dynam ics but also In the elem entary one-particle excita—
tions, an em bedding technique should focuson a dynam i~
calquantity, such as the frequency-dependent selfenergy

. Theknow ledgeof then allow sto derive a therm ody—

nam ic potential aswellasdi erent static and dynam ic
quantities via general relations. The m ain steps are the
ollow ing: (i) Truncate the originalm odel H to obtain
a smpler model H ° which is tractable num erically.
C alculate the selfenergy  ° ofthe reference system . (iii)
Use = Casan approxination or the selfenergy of
H and detem ine the grand potential aswell as fur-
ther quantities of Interest. (i) To get a selfconsistent
schem e, optin ize the param eters of H ° by a feedback
from the approxin ate solution at hand. Ideally, the last
step should be based on a general variational principle.
T his is exactly the strategy of the selfenergy-functional
approach (SFA) proposed reoen‘dy.‘?q A brief review of
the essentials of this approach is given in the follow ing.

Consider a system of ferm ions on an In nite lattice
w ith on-site Coulom b interaction at tem perature T and
chem ical potential Tts Ham iltonian H = H (t) +
H; U ) consists ofa oneparticle part which dependson a
set ofhopping param eters t and an interaction part w ith
C oulom b-interaction param eters U :

X

1X
H = thc+5 U ddcce @)

T he grand potential can be obtained from the station—
ary point of a selfenergy fiinctional

1

[ 1 Trh( G, D+ F ] @)

as has been discussed in Ref. ',_3-(_5 Here the subscript t
Indicates the param etric dependence of the functional
on the hopping. This dependence is exclisively due to
Go=1=(' + t), the free G reen’s finction ofH . Fur—
ther, F [ ] is the Legendre transform of the Luttinger-
W ard functional [G ]. A s the latter is constructed as



@) (b)

FIG.1l: Schem atic representation of the singleband Hub-
bard m odelH (a) and a possble reference system H 0 ). H 0
is a set of decoupled single-im purity A nderson m odels w ith
one correlated (U > 0) im purity site and a numberofns 1
uncorrelated U = 0) bath sites each. In the gure ns = 4.
N ote that the interaction part is the same for (@) and ().
V ariational param eters are the one-particle param eters of H 0,

an In nite series of renom alized skeleton diagram s;lZ the
selfenergy fiinctional isnot know n explicitely. N everthe—
Jess, the exact evaluation of [ ]and the determm ination
of the stationary point is possib]e.‘fq on a restricted space
S oftrial selfenergies ) 2 S. D ue to this restriction
the procedure becom es an approxin ation.

G enerally, the space S consists of t° representable self-
energies. isterm ed t° representable ifthere are hopping
param eterst’ such that = ) isthe exact selfenergy
ofthemodelH %= H, %+ H; U ) (\reference system ").
N ote that both the orighal system H and the reference
system H °must share the sam e nteractipn part. For any

param eterized as  (°) we then have£d

1= %)
+ Trh( Go@) * ) )
Trih( Go) * e ty; @
where °¢%),GJ G, = 1=( + t9, and Y

are the grand potential, the free G reen’s function and
the selfenergy of the reference system H ° whilke G is
the free G reen’s function of H . For a proper choice of
t% a (um erically) exact com putation of these quantities
is possble. Hence, the selfenergy functional (::J") can be
evaliated exactly orthis = (%.A certain approxi
m ation is characterized by a choice forS.As  isparam -
eterized by t° thism eans to specify a space of variational
param eters t°. Any choice w ill lead by construction to a
non-perturbative approach which is them odynam ically
consistent as an explicit expression for a them odynam —
icalpotential is provided. It tums out that a stationary
point ofthe selfenergy finctionalisa saddle point in gen—
eral. As in di erent standard variationalm ethods, sugh
as in the tin e-dependent density=functional approach,'ﬁ":
n the G reen’s-function approachfl: and also in a recently
considered variant23 this in plies that there is no strict
upper bound for the grand potential. For a further dis—
cussion of the general concepts of the SFA see Ref. :_37(_]' .
So far the discussion is com pltely general. In Sec.
'L:ﬁ{: we will consider H to be the Hubbard m odel and
H ° to be a system of decoupled single—in purity A nder—
son m odels (SIAM ).Each SIAM oonsists ofng sites, one

correlated site with U > 0) and ng 1 uncorrelated
\bath" sites U = 0). This is illistrated by Fig. i fr
ng = 4. Note that for any choice of ng, the original
system and the reference system share the sam e inter—
action part { as required by the general theory. The
one-particle param eters of H © are the variationalparam —
eters, ie.the onepartick energies ofthe originalsitesand
the bath sites and the hopping (\hybridization") betw een
them . As noted In Ref. :_?;(_i, the dynam ical m ean— eld
theory DM FT) is recovered In the Imit ns ! 1 . For
ng < 1 one obtains a new-vagapt of the DM F T -exact-
diagonalization approach 141d2del For a nite number
ofbath sites, the DM FT selfconsistency condition can—
not be strictly satis ed. In the DM FT-ED m ethod one
therefore has to Introduce a certain m easure which al-
low s to m Inim ize the error due to the discretization of
the bath. The conceptual advantage of the SFA con—
sists in the fact that thism easure is replaced by a varia-
tionalprocedure which isbased on a physical variational
principle. As shown in Ref. ',_37(_]', a very good quantita—
tive agreem ent w ith results from fullDM FT calculations
can be achieved for the quasiparticle weight even w ith
ng = 4. W ith ng = 2 a much sin pler approach is con—
sidered here (Secs. V! and V1) which, however, is still
them odynam ically consistent and allow s for sin ple and
system atic investigations of the M ott transition.

ITII. EVALUATION OF THE SELF-ENERGY
FUNCTIONAL

T he evaluation ofthe selfenergy-fungtionaltheory can
be done by solving the Euler equatjonﬁq corresponding
to the varational principle. W hile such an approach is
possble in principle, i appears com plicated as dynam —
ical two-particle quantities of the reference system are
required. An attractive altemative consists In the direct
calculation of the grand potential along Eq. (-'j) . The
num erical com putation of [ )] or a given set of
one-particle param eters t° is straightforward or a ref-
erence system H 0 of nite size. There are, however, a
few technical di culties which appear in the practical
calculation and which shallbe discussed in the follow ing.
Theproblem of nding a stationary point ofthe fiinction
21 [ @] isnot addressed here as this is a standard
num erical problem very sin ilar to the problem of nd-
ngamihinum ofa realsinglevalied function of several
argum ents.

[ (%] consists of three parts as given by Eq. {3).
T he grand potential of the reference system can be cal-
culated as °(t”) = T htlexp( ©° N 9=T) =

Th exp( EJ N?)=T) from the many-body
eigenenergies E 2 N2 of H® N %where N is the
total particle num ber operator. D irect num erjcal diago—
nalization or (@t T = 0) the Lanczos technjquéq m ay be
used.

Next, the second term on the rhs. ofEq. 6'_3) is dis—
cussed. In the Hllow ng the dependence of on t° will



be suppressed for convenience and its dependence on !

is m ade explicit in the notations. The diagonalization
of H N © yields (via the Lehm ann representation)
the G reen’s function G °(! ) and the free G reen’s function
G J (1) of the reference system . The selfenergy is then
obtained from the D yson equation of the reference sys—

tem  (1)=GJ' () GO°' (). Using the selfenergy
(!), one obtains the (@pproxin ate) G reen’s function of
the originalm odelvia G (!) G 01 1) (') *.The

rem aining task isto calculate Trin ( G ) fora lattice con—
sisting ofa nite number ofsitesT.. T he them odynam ic
Imit L ! 1 is performed In the end. Translhtional
sym m etry is not necessarily required.

Tt is In portant to note that G (! ) iscausal, ie.G (! +
0F)y=6Gr () G(!)withGgr(),G (') Hem itian
and G 1 (! ) positive de nite orany real! (0* isa posi-
tive In nitesin al). T he causality ofthe G reen’s function
G (!') isensured by the causality of (!') and G o (! ), see

A ppendix _A: The latter are causal as these are exact
quantities.

Let ', be the (wal, rst-order) poles ofG (!). For
oy wehaveG(') ' Rup=( !'» ) where due

to the causality ofG (! ) them atrix R, is positive de —
nite. T herefore, the frequency-dependent diagonalization

of G (!)=U ()g(")U (!)Y with unitary U (!) (for real
') yields a diagonalG reen’s function g (! ) w ith elem ents
k (1) that are real for real ! and have rst-order poles
at ! = !, wih positive residues.

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

1= + t (1)), the uniary transform ation U (!)
also diagonalizesthe realand symm etricm atrix t+ (!),
ie.t+ (M)=U0U(¢) MU ()W andg (V)= 1=

r(!)). The ¢ (!) are real for real ! and have rst—
order pols at ! = , wih L, being the pols of the

selfenergy. For ! ! [, wehave (!)! = n)
w ith positive de nite S, . Consequently, the residues of

x(!)at! = , are positive.
One writege (1) = n Rem = !p)+e(!)and
k()= nsk;nz(! n)t e (1) wih Rk;rn ;Sk;n >0

and where gi (!) and & (!) are analytical In the en-

tire ! plane. As G (!) 1=! and (M) const.
for! ! 1 ,onehasg(!) = 0 and g (!) = oonst.
and real. Consequently, (1= )Im g (! + i0*) 0 and

(1= )Im
low ing.

x (! + 10") 0. Thiswillbe used in the -

The trace \Tr" in Eq. (:_3) consists ofa sum T F , over
the ferm ionic M atsubara frequencies i! = i@n + 1) T
(n integer) and a trace \tr" w ith respect to the quantum
numbers ;seeEq. (-L) T he convergence ofthe frequency
sum is ensured by the usual factor exp (i! 0" ) from the

diagram rules. T he calculation then proceeds as follow s:

il 0% 1
T e tr In - -
, il + t @i
: I
(@) 1 10"
= — dle” £() I ( gc(!))
21 L C
Z
© 1% ! ot
= — dl £(')Im In( g (! + i07))
1
(c) X kZ !
= dar £¢) (¢ + k(M)
X 1
w X 21 or 4 (U + k(1))
= dA!'T m@l+e ")
1 d!
k
(e) X
= 2L T m@l+exp( !'n,=T)) R @)
m
w ith
X
R = T nh@l+ exp( ,=T)): )
n
In Eq. (:4) In denotes the principal branch of the loga-

rithm , £(!) = 1=(Exp(!=T) + 1) is the Fem i fiinction,
and C is a contour In the complex ! plane enclosing
the rstorder poles of the Fem i function in counter—
clockw ise direction. In step (a) the transform ation U (!)
is perform ed under the traoe. C onvergence of the inte-
gralfor ! ! 1 is ensured by the Fem i function and
by the factor €' ?" , respectively. Step () resuls from
analytical continuation to real frequencies. In step (c)
_(I= ) g (! + 0") 0 hasbeen used (see Appendix
B!) . At this point the causality of the G reen’s fnction is
essential, as discussed above. In step (d) the Ferm ifiinc-
tion is w ritten as a derivative w th respect to ! and in-
tegration by parts is perform ed. Step (e) uses the results
of A ppendix :_C-: for the derivative of the step function. A s
the di erent diagonal elem ents of the G reenis finction,
gk (!), have the sam e set of poles and zeros,'éq the sum
over k becom es trivial and yields a factor 2L only where
L is the dim ension of the hopping m atrix, ie. the num —
ber of orbials. The factor 2 accounts for the two spin
directions. The contrbution from the poles of the self-
energy (Appendix {)) isdenoted by R . Apart from this
correction tem , Trih( G o &) * ) ') tums out
to be the grand potential of a system of non-interacting
quasiparticlesw ji:h unji:w eight and energjes given by the
polsofG (!) (' 1)

C onsider now the third term on the rhs.ofEq. (3)
A calculation com pletely analogousto Eq. {f}.) results in:

X . +
T e P 604y

X

= 2L T h@+exp( !'2=T)) R : (6)

m
Here !0 are the poks ofG°. Again, the rst term in

Eqg. 66 is the grand potential of a non-interacting sys—
tem of ferm lons w ith oneparticle energies given by the



poles of the G reen’s fiinction G °. The sam e holds fr the
second tem , but w ith energies given by the poles of the
selfenergy. By construction, the selfenergy is the same
for both, the original system and the reference system .
Hence, the sam e correction tetrtmm R appears n Egs. @)
and (6) and cancelsout n Eq. G)

Note that a pok of G (!) at ! = !, wih residue
Rn ! O inpliesa polk ofG %(!) at the sam e frequency
'm (wih residueR? ! 0). Hence, contrbutions due
to poles w ith vanishing residues cancel out in Eq. ('_3).
The reason is the follow ing: Suppose that gx (!) =
Rym =(! mn) or! clseto !, wih residueRyy, ! O.
For the diagonalelements oft+ (! ) this in plies that
k()= =Rym)(! !'m)near!y, .A zeroof | (!)wih
In nite positive coe cient 1I=R y,;, mustbedueto (!).

T herefore, for the diagonal elem ents of 9+ (') this
means that 2 (!) = (1=Rxm)(! !y ). Consequently,
gl () 1=(! + 2(1)) = Rxm =(! o) or! close

to !n wih Ry ! 0. The argum ent also show s that
although the residues do not appear in Egs. (4) and (é
explicitly, one can state that poles with am all residues
w il give a an all contribution in Eqg. 6'_3’).

Based on the causality of the respective G reen’s func—
tions, an e cient algorithm can be set up to nd ! ,
and !0 numerically which are then needed in Egs. )
and (g) The poles of G 011y are directly obtained from
the diagonalization of the reference system . The prob—
lem consists I nding the poles of G (! ). A llow ing for
poles with vanjshjng (very an all) residue, one can as—
sum e the function gk ) for xed but arbitrary k to dis—
p]ay all the poJes of G %(!). Sihce gk( ) is of the form

g () = 2= 1Y)ywithR) 0, i ismono-
tonJca]Jy decreas:ng Hence, there is exactJy one zero of

(') located in the Intervalbetween two ad-pcent poles
'rﬂ and !2,,;.Asg’(!) ismonotonous, the zero , can
easily be f)und num erically by an iterative bisection pro—
cedure. The zeros of g (! ) are the poles of [ (!) and
the poles of E(! ) are the sam e as the poles of  (!).
Now, since gi (1) = 1=(! + k(1) g (1) and gf (1)
m ust have the sam e set of zeros. The function g (!) is
m onotonically decreasing. T herefore, the poles of gy (!)
can be found between the , by using the sam e iterative
bisection procedure once again.

Iv. LOCALAPPROXIM ATIONS

In the ollow ing we consider H to be the singleband
Hubbard m odel:

X
H =

X
tijC\il c o+ E n; nj : (7)

ij i

(@]

For the reference system H  shown in Fig. d, the self
energy is ocal:  5(!) = 4 (!). Clearly, the approx—
In ation is the better the m ore degrees of freedom are
incluided in H °. The optin al local approxin ation is ob—
tained w ith them ost exible (pout local) trial selfenergy.

ThisistheDM FT which is recovered foran In nite num —
ber of uncorrelated bath sites (per original correlated
site), ie. forng 1! 1 . On the other hand, ng = 1
corresponds to a Hubbard-Ttype approxin ation. Here
it willbe shown that, or arbitrary ng, the evaluation of
the selfenergy fiinctional reduces to a one-din ensional
Integration only. This is an in portant sim pli cation for
any practicalnum erical (or even analytical) calculations.

In case that the selfenergy is local it is advantageous
to start from step (€) h Eqg. (EJ:) . A ssum Ing translational
symm etry, them atrix t+ (! ) isdiagonalized by Fourier
transform ation to reciprocal space. Its eigenvalues i (!)
are given by (!) = k)+ (!) wherek = k; )
and (k) is the tightbinding B loch dispersion. T he self-
energy is taken to be spin-independent and independent
ofthe site Index, ie. a param agnetic hom ogeneous phase
is assum ed for sin plicity. T he second tem on the rh.s.
ofEq. 6'_5’) then becom es:

Trin( Go ' €t
X Z
£ ar£(1) (1 + k) ()
kg z
= 2L dl £() dz og(@z) ¢ + Z o))
Z 7 4
= 2L dal £() dzRg (z) — (! + Z )
. dz
= 2L dal £(')Ro (! + (r)) = 8)

Here L is the num ber of lattice sites, th%ﬁctorZ stem s
fr the spin summation, o) = L' | ( k))
gL{sz the non-interacting densji:y of states, and Rg (z) =

. dz® o (2% is an antiderivative. Note that there is
no \correction tem " R, as the derwvative n Eq. @) is
w ith respect to z.

The reference system H ° is a set of decoupled single—
In purity Anderson m odels w ith one correlated (\in pu-—

rity") and ng 1 bath sites each. The Ham iltonian
isH%= | H%{) with
X X
B4 = 16 o+ — nj nj
Xs X
+ xay ax + Vi ax +He
k=2 X

The param eters 1, x, and Vyx fork = 2;:5ng are the
on-site energies of the in purity site and ofthe bath sites,
and the hybridization between them , respectively. T hese
are the variational param eters of the theory.



The third tem on the rhs.ofEq. g-_:’.) reads:

Trh( G * ) ") ,
=2LT "% m(cldn+ In(Gcld))
! k=2 |
Z 4 s ’
= 2L ar £y G lun+ Guyn
1 k=2

10)

where the rst equation is derived in A ppendix _D-' and

GY() = ) 1)

Gp(l)= ——— 12)

(1) = T 13)

is the hybridization function. The nal expressions (23)
and C_l-(_]') Involre one-dim ensional Integrations only and
can therefore be calculated num erically w ithout serious
problem s.

V. TWO-SITEDYNAMICAL IM PURITY
APPROXIM ATION

In the Pllow hgwew ill focuson the caseng = 2, ie.on
the tw o-site dynam ical-im purity approxin ation (g = 2—
DIA). There are di erent intentions which are followed
up:

(1) For any approxin ation within the context of the
SFA , one has to com pute the selfenergy of the refer—
ence system H °. A s the interaction part is the sam e for
both,H and H ?, this still constitutes a non-trivialm any—
body problem which can only be treated by num erical
m eans In m ost cases. T he reference system characterized
by N. = 1 and ng = 2, represents an exoeption: For a
specialpoint In the space ofm odelparam eters (zero tem —
perature, half- lling and U = U, the critical interaction
for the M ott transition), the entire calculation can be
done analytically. This not only Inclides the diagonal-
ization ofthe reference system which actually isa sinple
din er m odel but also and m ore in portant here, the ex—
act evaluation of the selfenergy functional for the trial
selfenergies considered and the subsequent variational
optin ization. T herefore, the study oftheng= 2D 1A is
deally suited to eluicidate di erent technicalpointsw hich
are relevant for any N . and ng and which must be con—
sidered carefiilly.

(i) The ng = 2-DIA must be considered as inferior
when com pared to approxin ations w ith higher ng and

when compared to ng = 1 (the DMFT) in particu-
lar. On the other hand, one has to kesp In m ind that
the DM FT must always be supplem ented by an addi-
tional (hum erical) m ethod to solve the m ean— eld equa-—
tions which necessarily involves additional approxin a—
tions. Even ifthe additional approxin ations can be con—
trolled, DM FT resuls alwvaysdepend on the accuracy of
the num ericalm ethod em ployed. A sconcemstheng = 2—
D 1A, there is no such di culty: The theory rests on a
singke approxin ation only, nam ely the restriction of the
space S to selfenergies representable by the tw o-site ref-
erence systam { the rest of the calculation is rigorous. It
is this conogptual sin plicity w hich m akes the approxin a—
tion attractive.
(iil) T hat an approach referring to an ng = 2-site SIAM

is able to give reasonable results has been, shown be-
frehand by the linearized DM FT (L-DM FT ) 848949%343
The L-DMFT isa welkm otivated but ad-hoc sin pli ca—
tion ofthe 1llDM FT and m aps the H ubbard m odel self-
consistently onto the ng = 2-site SIAM jast at the criti-
calpoint for the M ott transition. The L-DM FT can be
also be considered to represent the low est-order realiza—
tion of a,m ore general pro fctive self-consistent m ethod
(P SCM ) %3 A s com pared to the f1llDM F T, the linearized
theory yields surprisingly good estin ates for the critical
Interaction U. in the singleband m odel, on translation
invariant latticed as well as forlattice geom etries w ith
reduced translationalsym m etry.'ign T he gpproach can also
be extended beyond the critical regin edi Them ain dis—
advantage ofthe L-DM FT is that it not consistently de—
rived from a therm odynam icalpotential. A nother inten—
tion ofthe present paper is therefore to suggest a tw o-site
m ethod that conceptually in proves upon the LDMFT
In this respect. In fact, as the param eters of the e ec—
tive ng = 2-site Inpurity m odel are determm ined via a
physically m eaningfiil variational principle, the two-site
approxin ation w ithin the SFA should be regarded as an
optim altw o-site approach . T he interesting question is, of
course, whether or not this in provem ent of the m ethod
also inplies In proved results. To this end the resuls
from the analyticalevaliation oftheng= 2-D IA have to
be com pared w ith those ofthe L-DM FT and w ith avail
abl num erical results orng = 1 (@I DMFT). This
represents a good check of the practicability of the new
m ethod. A s the ng = 2-site D IA still represents a very
handy m ethod, i can also be employed to investigate
overall trends. It w illbe interesting to study the critical
Interaction U, for a variety of di erent geom etries (ie.
for di erent free densities of states).

Letus rst consider a num erical evaluation ofthe the—
ory. Fig. :_2 show s the resuls of a num erical calcula—
tion along the lines discussed above for the param agnetic
phase of the Hubbard m odelat half- 1ling and zero tem —
perature. T he free density of states DO S) ¢ (z) is taken
to be sam tellpticalw ith a band width W = 4. The cal-
culations are perform ed using the ng = 2-D 1A, ie. there
is one bath site (per correlated site) only. D ue to m an—
ifest particle-hole symm etry, two of the variational pa—



FIG . I2: The grandI potentjia} (oer site) as calculated from
Eqg. @) and Egs. @) and C_lg) for the reference system w ith
ns = 2 as a function of the hybridization strength V (only
the di erence (V) V = 0) is plotted). Calculations
for the H ubbard m odel at zero tem perature T = 0 and half

lling ( = U=2). The free density of states is taken to be
sem Felliptical wih a band width W = 4. The interaction
strength is varied from U = 5to U = 6 as indicated. A rrow s
indicate stationary points of the selfenergy functional. The
M ott transition takes place at a critical interaction strength
U. 585.

ram eters, the on-site energies, are already xed: 1 = 0
and , = = U=2.Asa function of the ram aining vari-

ationalparam eter, the hybridization strength V. Vy_,,
the grand potential (V) = [ (V)] shows two (mon—
equivalent) stationary points or U = 5 (see Fig.d):

amhimum ata nite V = 037 and a maxinum at
V=20¢@s (V)= ( V), there is another m inin um
at v = 037 which can be ignored here). The two
stationary points correspond to two physically di erent
phases: ForV > 0 the interacting localdensity of states
is nite at ! = 0 while it vanishes orv = 0. So there is
am etallic and an nsulating phase coexisting. D ue to the
Iower at the respective stationary point, the m etallic
phase is stable as com pared to the insulating one. W ih
Increasing U the optin alVy, <+ and the energy di erence
J Vmet) (0)jdecrease. ForU = U 585 there
is a m etalinsulator M ott-H ubbard) transition which is
characterized by a coalescence of the stablem etallic w ith
them etastable Insulating phase. ForU > U there isthe
nsulating phase only.

Q ualitatively, this continuous transition is,cqm pletely
consistent with the preform ed-gap scenaridli24 (how —
ever, see also Refs.4748/49) . ForU < U, the selfenergy
is a two-pole fiinction. This leads to a threepeak struc-
ture in the interacting local density of states: Sim ilar
as n the mllDM FT, there are two Hubbard \bands"
separated by an energy of the order of U, and a quasi-
particle resonance at ! = 0. On approaching the critical
Interaction U, from below , the weight z of the resonance
vanishes linearly z U. U) kaving a nie gap Por

U > U.. As shown in Ref. S(_)' the quasiparticle weight
calculated from the selfenergy at the respective optin al
V = Vp et Is In a very good quantitative agreem ent w ith
results from llDM FT calculations In the whole range
from U= 0toU = U, { orng= 4 and even forng = 2
which is the case considered here.

VI. \LINEARIZED" DYNAM ICAL IM PURITY
APPROXIM ATION

In the follow ng we will concentrate on the critical
regineU ! U.. Ik willbe shown that the critical inter-
action strength can be calculated analytically forng = 2.
T he Independent analytical result can be com pared w ith
the num erical one of the preceeding section. T his repre—
sents a strong test of the num erics.

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

( V) theremust be a stationary pointof (V) atVv =
0 for any U. This Inplies that the linear term in an
expansion around V = 0 ism issing, ie.:

V)= O+2a VvVi+ow?h: (14)

Thecoe cientA dependson U . A ssum Ing that them etal
is stable against the insulator or U < U., we m ust have
A< 0forU < Uzsand A > 0 orU > U.. This is
a necessary condition for a continuous (\second-order")
transition and consistent w ith the num erical resuls dis—
played in Fig.d. T herefore, the criticalpoint for theM ott
transition w ithin the two-site m odel is characterized by

A=0: 15)

The task is to calculate the three contrbutions to the
grand potential ollow ing Eq. (-'3), to expand n V up
the the second-order term and to nd the interaction
strength satisfying the condition ('_1-5) .
Consider the grand potential of the reference system

rst. With ; = 0, , = U=2 and = U=2 the ground
state of the two-site system , Eq. @), lies is the invariant
subspacew ith totalparticle numberN %= 2. T he ground—
state energy E ¢ is readily calculated:

0 1P
Ey=-U - U?+ 64V2: (16)
4 4
At T = 0 the grand potential of the reference system is
°= LEJ L W %. TherePre,

8V2+O(V4)'
= :

a7

1P —— U
L= — - UZ+e64vi= —
4 2

A ctually, this is the grand potential per site.

W e proceed w ith the third term on the rhs. of Eq.
6'_3) . For the analytical calculation, i is convenient to
start from Eq. {@):

X X

T tn(cd@y=2. 2% R @18



where it hasbeen used that T h(l+ exp( !=T)) =

' (!)forT = 0. The factor 2 is due to the spin de-
generacy. R willcancelout lJater. T he G reen’s finction
ofthe two-site m odel is easily calculated. T here are four
excitation energies, labeled by r, given by the four poles
of the in purity G reen’s function at:

0 1 P
T3 U?+ 64V ?2 U2+ 16v2 19)
T his yields:
32v?2

X
T 2 n(cd)=L= U

@0)

F inally, for the second tem on the rhs.ofEq. @) we
have:
X
T trn( G @))=
x %1
2L dz ¢ (z) !, ()
1

(!'r@) R :(@21)

r

Here, Eq. ¥) hasbeen used with k = (; ), and the k
sum hasbeen replaced by an integration over z weighted
by the frre DOS ( (z). Fora given z =
particle energies are obtained as the poles of the lattice
G reen’s function in reciprocal space, ie. from the solu—
tions ! = !, (z) of the equation ! + z (')y= 0.

To nd the roots, the selfenergy of the reference system

is needed:

U U2 1 1
y= —+ — + ©2)
2 8 I 3V !+ 3V
T his leads to a cubic equation:
13 212 @U24 U%=4)1 4+ 9zv2=0: ©@3)

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

V 6 Owe ndonerootnear! = 0:
36z
(Z)——V +ow?h; (24)
U2
and anotheronenear ! = U=2:
- -
@) = = = z2+U?
2 (z) > 3
18z 18 z*+ U?=2 _, .
—+t —Pp— V°+ 0 V7):
U2 U2 g2+ y2

@5)

Because of the step function in Eq. C_Z-l:), the third root

near ! = U=2 isnot needed here. T his yields:
X
T trn( G @))=L= R =L+
le
36z __, 4
2 dz ¢ (z) (Z)WV + !l() +0WVTY):
1
(26)

+0W% R =L:

k), the quasi-

Inserting the resuls, Egs. C_l-7i 6_2-(_)l and ('_2-§),jntoEq.

G ) and using the symmetry o(@z)= o ( z),we nd:

ZO
2

=L. = const.+ V —+—2 dz ¢(z)z

1

I

7

36 d gru=2 +0W*?
o2 z oz)pi %

@7)
N ow , the condition ('_1-5) gives the criticalU forthe M ott
transition:

z2+ UZ=2 )
z2+ U2 )
(28)

dz o (z)

T his In plicit analyticalequation orU. isthe nalresul.
For an arbitrary free DO S no further sin pli cations are
possble.

VII. DISCUSSION

Tt should be stressed once m ore that Eqg. C_2-§') results
from an exact variationalprinciple sin ply by the restric—
tion that the trial selfenergies be representable by the
tw o—site reference system . T he two-site m odel generally
yvields a twopole selfenergy which is the m Inin al re—
quirem ent fora threepeak structure ofthe single-particle
excitation spectrum . Therefore, i m ay also be stated
thatEqg. C_2-§') gives the optin alresul for a two-pole self-
energy.

Eqg. C28 tumsout to bem ore com p],lcated as com pared
to the result ofthe linearized DM FT £

SZ—
1

dz o (=) z? : (29)
1

UC(L DMFT) _ ¢

Interestingly, the rst tem on the rh.s. of Eg, (28') re—
sem bles B rinkm an and R ice (G utzw iller) result?® for the
critical Interaction :
Z
ulPR = 16
1

dz o () z: (30)

ation of the second tem in €_2-§') us—
zZ2+ U2 | U.=2 then yields U.
30 P*)=4. This reduction of the critical interaction as
com pared to the BR result is the dom inating e ect.
For a sam fellptical free DO S wih variance = 1

and width W = 4), one has U" "™ = 6 and
(BR)

Uc = 6:7906. The num erical solution of Eq. {_2-§) is
straightforward and yields U. = 5:8450. A s expected
this is ﬁJJJy consistent w ith the num erical determ nation
of U. (Sec. -V') The resul is close to the one predicted
by the L-DM FT .Com pared to num erical estin ates from

A rough approxi
ing (2% + U2=2)=
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FIG .3: Critical interaction U, as a function of the inverse

bandwidth W . Calulations fordi erent (om alized) free
densities of states ¢ (z) as indicated Where 3 < z < 3 and
0< ¢ (z)< 15 in the insets).

TABLE I: Critical interaction U. as obtained from the SFA
within the ns = 2 dynam ical in purity approxin ation for
gl erent free densities of states. Each DO S is nom alized,
1 o () _R 1,symmetric, o(z)= o( z),andhasunitvari-
ance, = 2% 0@@)=1.A@= M=2+2z) W=2 z)
isa cuto function. W isthe band width. The cr:dncalénter—
action from the Gutzw iller B rinkm an-R ice) approach'r>
the available full DM ET results are shown for com parison.
The linearized DM FTE‘{ yields Uc LopMED _ g forany DOS
w ith unit variance.

0 (2) W Ul ult oyttt
G ayssia b 55663 63831  5.80°
32 (z) () 10)*=20 10 2,10 55284 6.3246
triangle 2 6 5.6696 6.5320
sem tellipse 4_ 58450 6.7906 5.84°,5.88%
rectangle 2,3 59385 6.9282 6.32°
R@FF2 Igi 63554 7.5425
9 3A (z)z°=10 5 2 5=3 6:4944 7.7460
z 1=+ (z+ 1)=2 2 66686 8.0000
aRef.éé.
PRef.R2.

°R .Bulla, private com m unication .

OMFT)

@MIIDMFT calculations U = 584 NRG,Ref.p23)
ODMFT)

and U. = 588 PSCM ,Ref.?Z_i),onecan state that
the prediction ofthe L-DM FT is im proved.

Resuls for di erent free densities of states are dis—
plyed in Fig. -'3' and Tab. '._"L For a meaningfil com —
par:sorkleach DO S has unit variance = 1 where

= | dz o()z°. Theband width W varies. The
DOS wih the anallest W (ut = 1) consists oftwo

‘PeakswhileW = 1 foraGaussianDO S.C learly, there
isno true M ott transition in the form er case out also n
the latter this is questionabl). However, the inclusion
of these extram e cases is instructive when studying the

trend ofU. as a function of W . Note that for = 1 the
LDMEFT yilds U. = 6 irrespective of the form of the
DOS.

T he critical interaction from thetwo-siteD IA isalways
closethe L-DM FT resultbut considerably lowerthan the
G utzw iller value. The two—site D TA con mm s the central
prediction ofthe L-DM FT that it is the variance of the
D O S that is crucial for the critical interaction . H ow ever,
there is also a weak trend superim posed, nam ely a sys—
tem atic Increase of U, w ith decreasing band width W
(w ith the exception of the Gaussian DO S). This is the
sam e trend that is also present in the G utzw iller results.
Tt would be interesting to see whether or not this trend
iscon med by uillDM FT calculations. C om paring the
fulIDM FT resuls for the G aussian, for the rectangular
and the sam ielliptic DO S show s the m entioned trend.
H owever, the com parison of the two-site D A and of the
LDMFT wih the fullDM FT forthe available num erical
data is not fully conclusive.

VIII. FINITE TEM PERATURES

So faronly the zero-tem perature lim it hasbeen consid-
ered. The M ott transition at nite tem peratures, how —
ever, is particularly interesting as there is a com prehen—
sive physicalpicture available w ith a com paratively com —
plx phase diagram . This phase diagram in the U-T
plane W.as rst suggested by the iterative perturbation
theory 22% T he nature of the transition and the topology
of the phase diagram have been established entirely us-
Ing analytic argum ent$4 and hasbeen worked qut quan=
titatively using di erent num erical m ethods24272429
T he critical regin ¢-is accessble by the pro fctive self-
consistent m ethod 23

A sthisphasediagram representsa valiablebenchm ark
for any approxin ation, it is interesting to see whether
or not i can be rederived w ithin the m ost sin ple two—
site D TA . The application of the theory for nite T is
straightforw ard but can no longer be done analytically.
A s for the derivation of the T = 0 resuls In the non-
critical regin e (see Sec -V'), calculations are perform ed
along the lines of Sec. -N-

T tumsout that or nite tem peraturestheM ott tran—
sition is predicted to be discontinuous. This is dem on—
strated in Fig.d which shows (V) frdi erent T and

xedU = 52 ng= 2).Atlow but nieT therearethree
stationary points (see arrow s) corresponding to three dif-
ferent phases of the system . T he m etallic phase has the
largest value V. = Vy . W ith increasing tem perature
Vi et decreases and Vpet) / T2 forlow T. This gives
a linearentropy S(T) = @ (T')=RT and a Iinear spe-
cicheatC, = TRQS(T)=RT = T / z'T asi is char-
acteristic for a Fem i liquid ( = U=2 is xed). The
Insulating phase has the am allest value V.= V5, and
the grand potential Vius) / T forlow T. ForT ! O
the entropy approaches S ! L =2 re ecting a 2" -old
ground-state degeneracy of the Insulator which is known
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FIG.4: Grand potentialper site at U = 52 fordi erent T
as a function ofV . T he arrow s Indicate the stationary points.

to be an artifact ofm ean— eld theory 2% T he speci c heat
C, vanishes exponentially for T ! 0. ForU = 52 and
Iow T, however, the insulating phase is m etastabl as
com pared to the m etallic phase sihce Vins) > Vipet).
D ue to the di erent behavior at low T, there must be
a temperature T. U ) where (Vi) = (Vped). In fact,
forT = 0012 > T.(U = 52) the Insulator is stabl as
com pared to the metal. At T, (U ) or, conversly, at a
critical interaction U, (T ), the ng = 2-D IA thus predicts
a rstorder transition w ith a discontinuous jum p In the
entropy. As can be seen In Fig. :ff, the m etallic phase
ceases to exist for stillhigher tem peratures, and only the
nsulating phase is left. This is due to a coalescence of
the m etallic w ith a third phase at another critical tem —
perature T, U) (or, conversly, at a critical interaction
Uc (T)). This third phase tums out to be less stablk as
com pared to the m etal and to the insulator in the entire
param eter regin e. Sim ilarly, one can de ne a critical
tem perature Te; U) (@t analler U) and thus a critical
Interaction Uq; (T) where the nsulating phase coalesces
w ith the third phase.

Calculations fordi erent U and T havebeen perform ed
to obtain the entire phase diagram w ithin the tw o-site ap—
proach. Theresu]tjsshownjnFjg.[_'i.ForU U (T)
there is a m etallic phase which is an oothly connected to
theU = 0 lin it. On theotherhand, orU U (T) there
is an insulating phase which is an oothly connected w ith
the M ott nsulator or U ! 1 . M etallic and insulating
phase are coexisting for Ue; (T) U U (T). At zero

10
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FIG.5: Phase diagram for the M ott transition in the para—

m agnetic phase of the H ubbard m odel at half- 1ling. Calcu—
Jations for a sem Felliptical density of states w ith band w idth
W = 4. Reference system H %: two-site m odel. Ucp : Criti-
cal interaction strength up to which there is a (m etallic) so—
Jution am oothly connected with themetalat U = 0. Ucq:
critical Interaction strength down to which there is an (insu-
Jating) solution an oothly connected w ith the M ott insulator
forU ! 1 .U.: rstorder transition line in the coexistence
region, tem inating at the second-order critical point at T..

tem perature, them etalis stable as com pared to the Insu-
lator In the entire coexistence region, and the transition
is continuous at U, = Ug,. For nite tem peratures the
transition is discontinuous at a critical interaction U, (T )
with Ug (T) U (T) U (T). W ith increasing tem —
peratures the coexistence region U (T) §) U (T)
shrinks and disappears above a critical tem perature T,
which is de ned via Ug (Te) = U, (Te). Above T, the
m etallic phase is sm oothly connected w ith the insulating
phase.

Q ualitatively, this is exactly the sam e result that is ob—
tained w ithin the fullDM FT £} Tt isvery rem arkable that
the rather com plex topology ofthe phase diagram can be
reproduced w ith a com paratively sim ple tw o-site m odel
as a reference system . This show s that it is essential to
perform the m apping onto the reference system in a way
which is them odynam ically consistent and which is con—
trolled by a physicalvariational principle. N ote that the
L-DMFT,or is extension away from the critical point
at T = 043 fails to reproduce the discontinuous transi-
tion orT > 0 and the critical tem perature T, due to the
ad-hoc character of the approxin ation.

Quantitatively, one should expect some deviations
from the results of the ullDM FT due to the sin plicity
ofthe two-sitem odel. C om paring w ith the NRG resul?4
forUcs (T = 0) 48 50, the two-site approxin ation
overestin ates the critical Interaction by a few per cent.
T he determ ination of the critical tem perature isdi cult
In any num ericalapproach. To  0:05 0:08 isestinm ated



from theQM C andNRG resulsofR eﬁ.:_Z-é_i,é]' . Thus, the
tw o-site approxin ation underestin ates T. by m ore than
a factor 2. It isworth m entioning that the num erical ef-
fort to obtain the entire phase diagram in theU T plane
is of the order of a few m nutes on a standard worksta—
tion which is negligble as compared to a DM FT-QM C

calculation.

IX. CONCLUSIONS

O ur present understanding ofthe M ott-H ubbard tran—
sition ism ainly based on the exact solution of the one-
din ensional case 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—
din ensional H ubbard m odel, how ever, neither the ana-
Iytical concepts developed for D = 1 nor the m ean— eld
theory can be expected to give an essentially correct and
com prehensive description. D irect num erical approaches,
such as QM C, are ablk to give essentially exact resuls
foraD = 2;3 din ensional Jattice of nite spatialextent.
However, the relevance of the resuls for the them ody—
nam ic lim it and, In m any cases, for the low -tem perature,
low -energy regin e rem ains an open question.

In this situation, a com bination of a direct num erical
approach for system s of nite size with the mean- eld
concept appears to be advantageous. T his ism ore or less
the direction that is followegd_up, by-the di erent clus—
ter extensions of the DM FT 87846347 v ia a generalized
m ean— eld concept, the original lattice problem given by
the Ham ittonian H is m apped onto a clister problem
described by a Ham iltonian H °. In fact, due to the pres—
ence of strong short-range antiferrom agnetic correlations
a considerable yrevision of the m ean— eld picture is prob—
ably neoessary?‘! However, the cluster extensions of the
DMFT su er from the fact that the m ean— eld form ula-
tion requiresthat the sitesofthe nite clusterare coupled
to uncorrelated baths w ith an in nie num ber of degrees
offreedom each. T hiscircum stance com plicates the prac—
ticalsolution ofthe H Oprob]an (which m ustbe soled re—
peatedly during the selfconsistency cycle) so much that
additionalapproxin ations are required and/or stochastic
num ericalm ethods.

T he selfenergy-finctional approach o ers an interest—
ing altemative as the reference system H °, the original
modelH ism apped onto, isby nom eans com pletely pre—
detemm Ined. The SFA gives a very general prescription
how this m apping can be perform ed whilk keeping the
therm odynam ical consistency of the approach as an ex—
plicit expression for the grand potential is provided. In
thisway the DM FT and the cellilar DM FT are recov—
ered as certain lin its for specialchoices ofH °, nam ely for
a decoupled system of clustersofsize No= 1 orN.> 1
Including couplings to n, = 1 bath degrees of freedom .
T here is, how ever, the additionalpossbility to construct
approxin ations with ny, < 1 which are consistent in
them selves in the same way as are the DM FT and the
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CDMFT.

N ow , the question is whether or not an approxin ation
wih a nite number ofbath sitesny < 1 can be toler-
ated. Note that even in the C)DM FT it becom es nec—
essary to reduce the problem posed by H *wih ny, = 1
to a num erically tractable one with a nite number of
degrees of freedom . W hilke this additional approxin a—
tion is controlled w thin QM C or ED approaches, for ex—
am ple, it nevertheless violates thermm odynam ical consis—
tency. W ithin the SFA, on the contrary, the approxin a—
tion is derived from a therm odynam icalpotential for any
Ny, In nite or nite oreven so smallasny = 1.D epend—
Ing on the quantity and accuracy one is interested in,
there can be a rapid convergence w ith respect to n, (cf.
Ref. Q-(_i) so that a an allnum berm ight be su cient. For
cluster approxin ations, the best choice is by no m eans
clearas itm ust be balanced w ith the choice ofthe cluster
size N .. T his strongly depends on the lattice dim ension.
In fact, it hasbeen shownS3 that Hr the one-din ensional
Hubbard model a larger N . is to be preferred as com —
pared to a largerny, .

In this context, it is interesting to see where one are
led to with the most sin plke reference system conceiv—
able. This is a model H ° characterized by N, = 1 and
n, = 1 which yields the so-called tw o-site dynam ical n -
purity approxin ation O IA). The answer is given w ith
the present paper: Even in this approxin ation the M ott
transition show sup. At zero tem perature the transition
tums out to be continuous at a nie critical interac—
tion U, where there is a coalescence of the m etallic w ith
a ocoexisting nsulating phase. For nite tem peratures,
on the other hand, the transition is discontinuous. T he

rst-order line U, (T ) term inates at a second-order criti-
calpoint Uc (Tc);Te), and or T > T, there is a an ooth
crossover only. This is qualitatively the sam e picture
that has been found beforehand In the mlIDM FT . Fur-
them ore, the twosite DIA yilds a U, at T = 0 that
is surprisingly close to the result of the I DM FT . In
this respect the tyo—site D IA is of sim ilar quality as the
Iinearized DM FT 28 another approach that is based on
a m apping onto the two-site SIAM . W hether or not the
Ucresults ofthe two-site D TA In prove on those ofthe L—
DM FT isdi cul to decide In view of the existing (full)
DM FT data. M ore In portant, however, the concgptual
In provem ent gained 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 LDMFT, the
two-site D 1A is derivable from a them odynam ical po—
tential and can be characterized as an optim al two-site
approach in fact.

The fact that a reasonable m ean— eld description of
the M ott transition is possible even for the simple two—
site D TA , m otivates further SFA studies of the transi-
tion with Inproved approxin ations in the future (eg.
using nie clusters, N. > 1, and anallny). In case
of larger and m ore com plex reference system s, how ever,
it becom es m ore and m ore in portant to have a num eri-
cally e clent and accurate m ethod for the evaluation of



the selfenergy functionalat hand. T he detailed analysis
of the di erent contrbutions to the finctional has been

anotherm a pr intention of the present study. U sing the
causality properties of the G reen function, it has been
shown that the Inportant Trin( G ) tem can be w rit—
ten as the grand potential ofa system ofnon-interacting
quasitparticles with unit weight (apart from a correc—
tion tem that cancels out in the functional eventually).
W hile this resul is also interesting by itself, it is very
well suited foran e cient num erical in plem entation. A s

the energies of the cticious quastparticles are given by
the poles of the G reen function, they can be found In a
com paratively sin ple way by exploiting general causality
properties. In particular, there is no need for a small
but nie Lorentzian broadening, ! ! ! + i , which
m ust be introduced In a m ore direct way to evaluate the
fiinctional®%%23 Thisw illbecom e in portant when study—
ing the critical regin e of the M ott transition, where an
accurate com putation of an allenergy di erences isvial,
using an approxin ation w ith severalvariationalparam e—
ters. Studies in this direction are intended for the future.
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APPEND IX A

Here is w ill be shown that the G reen’s function G is
causal: For any t° the selffenergy = (% is causal
since i is de ned to be the exact selfenergy of the
reference system H® = Ho % + H; U ). Liewise, the
G reen’s function G (¢ is causal. It has to be shown that
G G, ) ! is causalif and the free G reen’s
function G ¢ are known to be causal.

Causality of G means (i) that G (!) is analytic in
the entire com plex ! plane except for the real axis and
(i) that G e (!) = G (! + I0") = Gr iG; Prreal!
wih Gr, G 1 Hem idan and G 1 positive de nie. (i) is
easily veri ed. To show (i) we need the follow ing

Lemm a: ForHem iian m atricesA ,B wih B positive
de nite, one has

1
A 1B
wih X ,Y Hemn itian and Y positive de nite. T he proof
ofthe Lemm a is straightforward:
1 1 1
o~ 2 1 .
AB 2z i C i

=X iv @a1)

b
5
(os]
N
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with C,D Hemidan and D = B  postive de nite.
LetC = U cUY wih U unitary and c diagonal. T hen

1 1 c i .
———=DU —UYD =DU UYD =X iy
A iB c 1 ct+ 1

@A 3)

with X Hem itian and
Y =DU U YD 4
ct+ 1 ®4)

Hem iian and positive de nite.

Considera xed (real) frequency ! . Since G ¢ iscausal,
GO;retz GO;R j.Go;IWjﬂlG o;R,G o;IHeﬂnjtjanandG 0;1
positive de nite. Using the lemma, G O}ret = Pr + iPg
wih Pr, P Hem iian and P ; positive de nite. Since
iscausal, wt= =R i ;wih g, 1 Hem iidan and

1 positive de nite. T herefore,

1 1
R+t 11 Qr + 101

@A 5)

G =

= pL+ P,
wih Q g Hem iian and Q 1 Hem itian and posiive de —
nie. Using the lemm a oncem ore, showsG to be causal

APPENDIX B

C onsider the function

X R,
£(1)= e ®1)

m

w ith realisolated rstorderpolesat! = !, and posiive
residuesR, > 0.W e have:
1 .
—mmf( +i0")> 0 B2)
InSec.llf £(1) = g (1) = 1=(! + k(1)
In a polar representation £ (! + i0*) = r(!)e
w ith < M) . On the principal branch of the
logarithm and or real! onehas In n( £ (! + i0*)) =

i (M)

(). Forany ! € ! wehave In ( £(! + i0")) = OF
from Egs. 1) and B84) andthus (!)= fr £(!)<
O,and (!)= 0for £ (')> 0.Consequently,

InIn( £( + i07)) = 1)) = a=f£)); B3)
where isthe step function. For! = !  , the In aghary

part of £ (! + i0*) diverges. H owever, < )

(n fact (Ip + 0") = =2 and ('p o) = =2).
Hence,m In( £ (! + i0")) remains niteat! = !, and
can be ignored in an integration over real ! asthe poles
of £ (!) are isolated.

APPEND IX C

Consider a function £ = £ (! ) which is analytical ex—
cept for isolated rst-order poles on the real axis and



which isrealforreal! . (£(!)) is constant aln ost ev—
eryw here, and thus the derivative d (£ (! ))=d! vanishes
alm ost everyw here. A non-zero derivativem ay either oc—

cur if £(!') = 0, i e. at the zeros !, . This gives a
contribution :
Xf%,)
ECNEL) = ———— ( In) c1)
o o)
where £0(!)  df (! )=d!. A second contrbution arises

from the rstorderpolsoff(!) at ,. The polesare
the zeros of the function 1=f (! ). Note that (E (!)) =

(1=£f (!)) since the sign of the argum ent is unchanged.
T hus the contrdbution due to the poles is:

(1=f('>><1=f>°<')=X _O=E’0n) (! ) €2
' 3= T
W e have:
d & ¢
%= (EENE)+  A=£ () a=£’()
fagrosg frplesy
= m (! !m)+ n (! n)
€3)
wih , = 1land , = 1 depending on the sign ofthe

slope of £ at the zeros !, and the sign of the residue of
f at the poles ,, respectively.

Consider the function £(!) = ! + r (!). The
zeros of £ are the poles of the diagonalized G reen’s func—
tion 1=(! + x (1)) which has positive residues. T his
inplies a positive f®at !, and , = +1. The polks
of £ are the poles of the selfenergy which has positive
residues. T hus the residues of £ at the poles are negative

and (1=f)° isnegativeat , and , = 1.Hence:

d X X

ar (r+ x (1)) = () (" n)c:
m n

C4)
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APPENDIX D

The reference system H © is a set of decoupled single-
In purity Anderson m odels w ith oneparticle energy of
the in purity site 1, conduction-band energies , wih
k = 2;:u5ns and hybridization strengths Vy. We st
calculate the eigenvalues of the hopping m atrix t°. The
m atrix is block diagonalw ith respect to the site Index i.
Each block is labeled by the \orbital' ndex k = 1; ::5ns.
There are non—zero elem ents of the matrix fork = 1,
k%= 1,and k= k% onlk:

tho= 0 k1) k01 Vi + k1@ x01) Vo F ko o
©1)
Furthem ore, xxo(!)= x1 xo1 (!).Using
0 1 0 1
d a, a3 a, ::=: & 0 0 0 =
Eazdzoo.é Boag oo:
detf as 0 d; O =detE 0 0 d; 0 :
a; 0 0 4 €0 0 0 d ::A
©2)
P n
where & = d; o, Bx T=dx and the generalrelation
trhA = IndetA ,we nd:
1 1
Ztn( c%dl)) = hdet- .
2 il + £0 @)
0 Gy o 0 ::1
B B 0 G 0 m:¢C
= Indet@ 0 0 Gg '::A
Xls
= In( G, @)+ In( Gx @)
k=2
© 3)

w ith G_l @) anc_i Gx @) fork = 2;:u:35ngs as de ned by
Egs. {11) and (l3). The factor 1=2 accounts for the two
spin directions.
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