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LDA+DMFT, the com putation schem e m erging the local density approxi-
m ation and the dynam icalm ean— eld theory, is em ployed to calculate spectra
both below and above the Fermm ienergy and soin and oroital occupations in the
correlated param agneticm etallic and M ott insulating phase ofV,0 3. The self-
consistent DM FT equations are solved by quantum M onte C arlo sim ulations.
Room tem perature calculations provide direct com parison w ih experin ent.
They show a signi cant Increase ofthe quasiparticlke height in com parison w ith
the results at 1160 K .W e also cbtain new insights into the nature ofthe M ott—
Hubbard transition In V,03. Namely, i is found to be strikingly di erent
from that in the oneband H ubbard m odel due to the oroital degrees of free—
dom . Furthem ore we resolve the puzzl of the unexpectedly sn allM ott gap

n Cr—doped V,05.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he phase transition between a param agnetic m etal
and a param agnetic insulator caused by the Coulom b in—
teraction between the electrons is referred to as M ott—
Hubbard m etaldnsulator transition !~ Reliable m icro-
scopic investigations of this m any-body phenom enon are
known to be exceedingly di cult. Indeed, the question
conceming the nature of this transition poses one of the
fundam ental theoretical problem s in condensed m atter
physics. Correlation-induced m etalinsulator transitions
M IT ) of this type are found, or exam ple, In transition
m etal oxides w ith partially lled bands near the Fem i
kvel. In these system s band theory typically predicts
m etallic behavior. The most fam ous exam ple is V,0 3
doped with Cr?(® see Fig. 1. W hile at low tem peratures
V,0 3 is an antiferrom agnetic insulator A FI) w ith m on—
oclinic crystal sym m etry, the high-tem perature param -
agnetic phase has a corundum structure. A 1l transitions
shown in the phase diagram are of rstorder. In the case
of the transitions from the high-tem perature, param ag—
netic phases into the low —tem perature antiferrom agnetic
phase this is naturally explained by the fact that the
transition is accom panied by a change in crystalsymm e~
try. By contrast, the M IT in the param agnetic phase is
iso-structural; only the ratio ofthe c=a axes changes dis—
continuously. Thism ay be taken as an indication for a
predom nantly electronic origin of this transition.

To explain an M IT induced by electronic correlations
one can either investigate a sim pli ed electronic m any—
body m odelto understand, at least, som e ofthe basic fea—
tures ofthe M IT , or em ploy m aterialgoeci c approaches
such as the density functional theory in the local den-
sity approxim ation (LDA). Conceming the form er ap-—
proach,}”® the spin S = 1=2, half- Iked, single-band Hub-
bard m odel{® is certainly the sin plest possible m odel
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FIG.1: Phase diagram 0ofV ;03 showing theM IT asa func-
tion of pressure and of doping with Cr and T i; data points
from M AW han et al®

to be Investigated. In particular, the existence of an
M IT in the param agnetic phase ofthe half- lled H ubbard
m odelhad been nvestigated already in the early work of
Hubbard $° However, while the Hubbard I and IIT ap-
proxin ations®® describe the insulating phase ratherwell,
they do not describbe a Fermm i liquid phase on the m etal-
lic side. O n the other hand, the G utzw iller approxin a—
tion provides a picture of the break-down of the Fem i
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liuid phase as indicated by the collapse of the quasi-
particle peak and the sin ultaneous divergence of the ef-
fective m ass at a critical value of the Coulomb interac—
tion U. (Brinkm an-R ice transition) !° However, within
this fram ew ork one cannot describe the Hubbard bands
which are essentialboth In the strongly correlated m etal-
lic phase below U, and In the insulating phase above U..
W ith these lim itations, the details of the M IT in the
Hubbard m odel rem ained unclar, except for the one-
din ensional case'! which is very particular since it ak
ways describbes an insulator, ie. U, = 0% .

During the last fw years, our understanding of the
M IT in the oneband Hubbard m odel has considerably
In proved due to the developm ent of dynam ical m ean—

ed theory OMFT).'?2"3 W ithin DM FT the electronic
lattice problem is m apped onto a selfconsistent single—
in purity Anderson m odel!® Thism apping becom es ex—
act in the lim i of in nite coordination number'? and al-
Jow s one to investigate the dynam ics of correlated lattice
electrons non-perturbatively at all Interaction strengths.
This is of essential in portance for a problem lke the
M IT which occurs at a Coulomb interaction com parable
to the electronic band-w idth. In particular, DM FT pro—
vides a fram ew ork for deriving a coherent picture of the
electronic spectrum at allenergy scales, ie., of the lnco—
herent features at high energies H ubbard bands) ;. and
the coherent quasiparticle behavior at low energies.**
At T = 0, the transition from the metallic to the In—
sulating state is signaled by a divergence of the e ec—
tive m ass and the collapse of the Fem i liquid quasipar-
ticle peak at the Fem ienergy for Coulomb interaction
U ! u, BT DMFT furthemm ore reveald the coex—
istence of the m etallic and the insulating phase below
a critical point at tem perature T, such that there is a

rst order phase transition in agreem ent w ith the exper-
In ental observation orv,0 3. To investigate theM IT In
V,0 3, Rozenberg et al'® applied DM FT to the oneband
Hubbard m odel. The in uence of orbitaldegeneracy was
studied by m eans ofthe tw o-+°?! and threeband?® Hub-
bard m odel for the sam icircular density of states DO S)
ofa Bethe lattice. M ost recently, a detailed analysis’? of
the conductiviy change dem onstrated that, except for
a very narrow region directly at the critical point, the
critical exponents are of the liquid-gas transition type, in
accordance w ith a Landau theory for the M ott transition
within DM FT 15-23:24

A though the Hubbard m odel is able to explain cer—
tain basic features of the M ott-Hubbard M IT in V,0;
and is phase diagram , it cannot explain the physics of
that m aterial In any detail. C learly, a realistic theory
0f V,0 3 must take Into acoount the com plicated elec—
tronic structure of this system . In our previous w ork,?>
we therefore applied the LDA+DM FT schem e to study
the M IT 1in param agnetic V,03 2%?7 W ith LDA spec—
tra calculated for the crystal structure ofm etallic V,0 3
and Insulating (V 0.962C 1:038)20 3 as Input orthe subse-
quent threeband DM FT QM C) calculations, we found
an M IT, or rather a sharp crossover, at U 5 ev.

D ue to restrictions in com puter resources, the QM C cal-
culations in Ref. 25 were done at T = 1160 K. Sub-
sequently, extensive QM C sin ulations at tem peratures
down to T 300 K were perform ed to m ake possible
a com parison between experim ent and theory at exper—
In entally relevant tem peratures. Those com putations
yielded spectra with a quasiparticle peak at the Fem i
edge considerably strongerthan that at 1160 K and were
In contrast to the existing photoeam ission m easurem ents.
This puzzle was nally resolved by recent in provem ents
In photoen ission spectroscopy PES) experin ents which
allow ed one to perform high-energy, buk sensitive PES,
displaying a prom nent peak at Er In essentialagreem ent
wih the LDA+DMFT results?®

In this paper, we provide details of our calclations
reported In Ref. 28, present LDA+DMFT spectra for
300 K, 700 K and 1160 K both below and above the
Fem i edge, and com pare them to PES and XA S mea—
surem ents. Based on calculations of spin and orbital oc—
cupations, we then discuss the properties of the ground
state. In particular, the nature of the M IT tums out to
be rather distinct from that in a oneband m odel, ie.,, we

nd that the e ective m ass In the a4 orbitals does not
diverge at the M IT transition.

T he paper is organized as follows: In Section II the
LDA band structure, based on the experim ental corun—
dum crystal structure, and the relevance of V-V pairs
are discussed. E lectronic correlations are taken into ac—
count by DM FT as described in Section ITI. T he result—
Ing LDA+DMFT spectra are presented in Section IV,
Including a discussion ofthe dependence on tem perature
and the Hund’s rule exchange coupling. T he pecularities
ofthe M IT in V,0 3 and the di erences to the M IT of
the oneband Hubbard m odel are worked out in Section
V . A detailed com parison w ith the experin ental spectra
follow s In Section VI. A summ ary and outlook is nally
provided in Section V IT.

II. CRYSTALAND ELECTRONIC STRUCTURE

In the param agnetic m etallic phase stoichiom etric
V0 3 crystallizes In the corundum structure, which has
a trigonal lattice and space group R3c O gd) with lat-
tice constants a = 4:9515A and c = 14:003A 2° Vana-
dium and oxygen atom s occupy the W ycko positions
(12c) and (18e) with intemal param eters zy = 0:34630
and xo = 031164, respectively, which deviate m arkedly
from the value 1/3 assum ed in an ideal hexagonal ar-
rangem ent?’ W ithin the corundum structure the vana—
dium atom s are arranged In pairs along the hexagonal
caxis, which can be derived from an ideal chain struc—
ture by introducing vacancies at every third site3° The
oxygen atom s form distorted octahedra around the vana—
dium sites. W hile the V-V pair along the hexagonal c—
axis sharesoctahedralfaces, the octahedra are iInterlinked
via edges and comers perpendicular to this axis,??3° see
Fig.2.
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FIG .2: Crystal structure ofV,03.

In the Crdoped param agnetic insulating phase the
lattice symm etry is preserved, but the crystal struc—
ture param eters change slightly. In particular, for
(\/0;962Cr0:038 )20 3 the lattice constants am ount to a =
4:9985A and c = 13:912A and the positional param e-
ters are zy = 034870 and x, = 0:30745, respectively 2’
A 11 these changes com bine into a distinct digplacem ent
pattem: A s com pared to the m etallic phase the shared
octahedralfacesbetween the V-V pairshrink, while those
octahedral faces pointing to the opposite side along the
caxis, ie. towards the aforem entioned vacancies, are
enlarged. At the sam e tin ¢, the vanadiim atom s shift
away from the shared faces ofthe V-V pair such that the
distances w thin the V-V pair Increase upon C rdoping,
even though the caxis lattice constant decreases. T he in—
creased a-axis lattice constant directly leadsto enhanced
vanadiim distancesw ithin the abplane. A s a net resul,
all nearest-neighbor vanadiim distances are enlarged for
nsulating (Vo.062C 19:038)20 3. Hence, we expect a re—
duction of the bandw idth especially of the tyy-derived
bands. From a com parison of pure and doped V,0 3
aswellas Cr0 3, Demier’® concluded that the m etallic
properties are intim ately connected w ith the vanadiim
hopping w ithin the abplane rather than wih hopping
processes between the V-V pairs along the z-axis.

In a st step LDA band structure calculations®s3?
were perform ed, which used the augm ented spherical
wave (ASW ) method233* Fis. 3,5,6, and 7 show these
bandstructures along selected high sym m etry lines F ig.
4) within the st Brillouin zone of the hexagonal lat—
tice and the densities of state DOS) for V,03 and
V' 0:962C 19:038)20 3, respectively.

In total our resuls are In good agreem ent w ith those
published by M attheiss3® I particular, while the 0 2p
derived bands show up In the range between 9 and 4
eV, theV 3d dom inated states fall, due to the octahedral
surrounding w ith oxygen, into two groups ofbands: tyq
and e, . W ith this separation, the e; bandsw illbe em pty
and the t,g bands partially lled with two electrons per
V ion.

Due to the lower trigonal lattice symm etry the tyq
states are further split into doubly and singly degener—
ate e, and aj4 states, see Figs. 5, 7 and the schame
Fig. 8. The value of this splitting ( 0:3&V for the
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FIG . 3: E lctronic bands of V,0 3 along selected symm etry
lines w ithin the rst Brillouin zone of the hexagonal lattice,
Fig. 4. The width of the bars given for each band indicates
the contribution from the a4 orbitals.

FIG . 4: First Brillouin zone of the hexagonal lattice.

centers of gravity) is much sm aller than the tyy band-—
width ( 2€&V).However, as the value of the Coulomb
Interaction parameter U (U > 4€&V) is lJarger than the
bandw idth, this sn all trigonal splitting strongly deter—
m nesthe orbitalground state ofthe V —on obtained from

LDA+DMFT calculations, as will be shown below . To
highlight the di erence between e; and aig states, we
append to each band at each k point a bar n Fig. 3,
whose length is a m easure for the contrbution from the
aiy orbitals to the respective wave function.

T he changes on going to (Vg.962C 1:038)20 3 are stated
easily: In Figs. 6 and 7, we observe a narrow Ing of the
ty and &y bands of 02 and 0.1€&V, respectively, as
wellas a slight downshift of the centers of gravity of the
ey bands. However, the nsulating band gap expected
for a calculation w ith the insulating crystal structure is
m issing.

A s already m entioned a peculiarity of the corundum
crystal structure are the caxis V-V pairs. Long ago
A Ilen3S em phasized the in portance of the intra-pair in—
teractions for interpreting spectroscopic properties of
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FIG . 6: E kectronic bands of (V0:962C 1:0358)20 3 .

V20 3 and its solid solution w ith C,0 3. Since the a4 or-
bitals are directed along the caxis, these orbials are the
ones which m ediate a strong hybridization between V-V
pairs. This hybridization for the V-V pair led C astellani
et al3® to a model (see Fig. 8) where two of the fur
electrons per V-V pair occupy a bonding m olecular or-
bital form ed by a;4 orbitals, leaving two electrons (one
per site) In a partially Iled tw ofold-degenerate ¢; band.
That results In a spjn—é orbially degenerate state per
V don w ith com plicated orbitaland spin ordering pattem
explaining the unusualproperties ofthe low -tem perature
antiferrom agnetic phase.

Indeed, Figs. 3 and 5 show som e splitting of the aiq
bands, In particular, between the M and the K point of
the bandstructure, as one would expect from the form a—
tion of a chem icalbond. But, the situation is far m ore
com plicated than a sin ple chem icalbonding of the a4
band into a bonding and an antibonding band: T here
is som e additional spectralweight near Er (eg., In the
vicihity of the point). M oreover, there is not even a
low <lying \bonding" a;4 band in parts of the B rillouin
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FIG . 8: Left and right: splitting of the tyy orbitals in the
corundum crystalstructure. M iddle: Fom ation ofa chem ical
bond for a single V-V pair along the caxis.
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zone (eg. between the H and A point).

The Castellaniet al. m odeP® was challenged by Park
et al?’ Based on the polarization dependence of x-ray
absorption experin ents they cam e to the conclusion that
the V3* ion is n a spin-1 state. They also dem on-
strated that the orbial ground state of the ion is pre—
dom inantly e; e, wih a snalladm xture ofe;a;g con g-
urations. This was later supported by LDA+ U calcula—
tions of E zhov et al3>® where a spin-1 ground state w ith
a e, e, orbialcon guration was obtained.

N evertheless, the picture where the strongest hy-
bridization param eter iIn V,0 3 isthe a;4 aig hopping
w ithin the V-V pair, w ith all other hybridizations being
much sn aller, is still popular. M any theoretical studies
ofthism aterialstart w ith a (@asgood aspossible) soluition
for the V-V pair and consider the interpair interactions
as a perturbation 224! A 1l these m odel calulations were
based on the values of hopping param eters obtained by
leastsquare t of LDA bands to a m odel H am iltonian
w ith nearestneighbor hopping. Recently this problem
was reexam ined by E1 mov et al?? who fund that the
value ofthe a;y  aig hopping in the V-V pair is signi —
cantly reduced if next-nearest neighbor hoppings which
were found to be signi cant) are taken Into account in
the tto amodelHam iltonian. Hence, one cannot con—
sider interpairhoppings asam ere perturbation as twas



taken for granted for a long tin e.

ITII. INCLUDING ELECTRON IC
CORRELATIONS VIA DM FT

The LDA band structure of the previous section
clearly fails to describe (Vi xCx),03. In particular,
the chrom ium doped com pound ((V.962C y.038)203 is
an Insulator whereas LDA predicts m etallic behavior.
The reason for this failure is that LDA deals w ith elec—
tronic correlations only very rudim entarily, nam ely, the
dependence of the LDA exchange-correlation energy on
the electron density is given by perturbative or quan-—
tum M onte< arlo calculations or fllim ,*3** which isa
weakly correlated system . To overcom e this shortcom —
ng, we supplem ent the LDA band structure by the the
m ost in portant C oulom b interaction tem s, ie., the local
Coulomb repulsion U and the localH und’s rule exchange
J.The localCoulomb repulsion U gives rise to a genuine
e ect ofelectronic correlations, the M ott—H ubbard m etal
insulator transition 1315117232445 Ifthe LD A bandw idth
is considerably largerthan the localC oulom b interaction,
the LDA resuls are slightly m odi ed but the system re—
mains ametal. Ifthe LDA bandw idth ismuch an aller
than the Iocal Coulomb interaction one has essentially
the atom ic problem where it costs an energy of about
U to add an electron and the system is an insulator.
In between, the M ott-H ubbard m etal insulator transi-
tion occursw ith V0 3 being on them etallic side w hereas
V 0:962C 11:038)20 3,Whjd’l hasa 01-02e&V an allerband-
w idth, is on the nsulating side.

Interpreting the LD A band structure as a one-particle
Ham ittonian ', and supplem enting it w ith the local
Coulom b Interactions gives rise to the m ultiband m any—
body Ham iltonian?®

X X
i 1Ay 4 + %
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H = H;patU

Here, i denotes the lattice site and 1y, is the oper-
ator for the occupation of the tpy orbitalm wih spin
2 f";#g. The Interaction param eters are related by
V =U 2J which is a consequence of orbial rotational
symm etry. Thisholdsexactly for degenerate orbialsand
is a good approxim ation in our case w here the tpy bands
have sim ilar centers of graviy and bandw idths. As in
the local spin density approxin ation (LSDA ), the spin—
I tem of the exchange interaction is not taken into
acocount n Eqg. (1). T he consequences of this approxin a—
tion for states in the viciniy of the Fem ienergy do not
seam to be large as com parative calculations using the
non-crossing approxin ation within DM FT show .7 Fur-
them ore, a pair hopping term proportionalto J is ne—
glected since it requires that one orbital is entirely em pty
while another is entirely fullwhich is a rare situation in
the solid state and corresponds to highly excited states.
For the Hund’s rule coupling J we take the constrained

LDA value J = 0:93eV 2 Unfrtunately, such an ab ini-
tio calculation is not feasble for the Coulomb repulsion
U sinceU depends sensitively on screening w hich leadsto
uncertainties of about 0.5eV .° For our present purposes
this uncertainty is too large since V,0 3 is on the verge
ofaM ottH ubbard m etalinsulator transition, and, thus,
an all changes of U have drastic e ects. In particular,
due to the an alldi erences in the LD A band structure it
is unlkely that fora U value calculated by constrained
LDA,V,03 ismetallic whereas (V.962C ¥y:038)20 3 is in—
sulating. Therefore, we adjust U in such a way as to
m ake sure that these two system s are m etallic and In-
sulating, respectively. A posteriori, we w ill com pare the
adjasted value w ith those calculated by constraint LD A
calculations and those extracted from the experin ent.

So far, we did not specify H . In principle, i should
contain the valence orbitals, ie., the oxygen 2p orbitals
and the wve vanadiim 3d orbitalsper atom and, m aybe,
som e additional s orbitals. However, orv,03; we are in
the fortunate situation that the three t,y bands at the
Fem ienergy are well separated from the other orbitals,
see Fig. 7. Therefore, it is possble to restrict ourselves
to the three tpy bands at the Femm i energy which are
m ade up of the corresponding atom ic vanadiim 3d or—
bitalswith som e adm ixtures of oxygen p orbitals. In the
case of three degenerate tp4 orbitals, which is close to our
situation where bandw idths and centers of graviy ofthe
aig and the doubly-degenerate ¢; band are very sin ilar,
the k-integrated D yson equation sim pli es to becom e an
integral over the D O 27

Z

Gn (V) = d

2)

Here Gy (1), n (1), and N2 ()°° are the G reen func-
tion, self energy, and LD A density of states, respectively,
frthetyy orbitalm . In principle, N 0 () should contain a
double counting correction, w hich takes into account that

L) Ay A part ofthe localC oulom b Interaction already inclided in

the LD A . H ow ever, this correction resuls in the sam e ef-
fect or all three orbials and, hence, only translates into
a sin ple shift ofthe cham icalpotential . Thism akesthe
issue of how to calculate the double counting correction
irrelevant for the present purposes. The (shiffed) has
to be controlled according to the vanadiim valency, ie.,
In such a way that there are two electrons in the three
bands at the Fem ienergy.

W ithin DM FT the k-integrated D yson equation (2)
has to be solved selfconsistently togetherw ith a one-site
mean eld) problem which isequivalent to an A nderson
in purity m odelw ith hybridization 5 (! % fiil Iling*®

Z 0
are = ¢ :

1 ! 10
The selfconsistent solution of the Anderson in puriy
model given by (3) together wih the Dyson equa-
tion () allows for a realistic investigation of m ateri-
als wih strongly correlated electrons. At snall val-
ues of U this procedure typically yields a spectrum

3)



w ih a central quasiparticle resonance at the Fermm i en—
ergy and two inooherent Hubbard side bands, while at
larger values of U the quasiparticle resonance disappears
and a m etakhsulator transition occurst? This approach
has been successfillly applied to a num ber of transition
m etaloxides,*®! transition m etals,®® and elem entalPu
and Ce2® For more details and an introduction to the
LDA+DMFT approach we refer the reader to Ref. 27.

In the present paper, we sole the m ultiband A nder-
son in purity m odelby QM C,°* where by m eans of the
T rotter discretization and Hubbard-Stratonovich trans-
form ations the Interacting Anderson in purity m odel is
m apped to a sum of non-interacting problem s, the sum
being perform ed by the M onte€ arlo technique. W e em —
ply a Trotter discretization of = 025&V ! unless
noted otherw ise and follow Ref. 55 for the Fourder trans—
form ation between M atsubara frequencies and in aghary
tine . To obtain the physically relevant spectral func—
tion we analytically continue the G reen function from
M atsubara frequencies to real frequencies by m eans of
the m axinum entropy m ethod >® The QM C has the ad—
vantage of being num erically exact while the m ain dis-
advantage is that it is restricted to higher tem peratures.
The room tem perature calculations of this paper were
com putationally very expensive, requiring about 200000
hoursCPU tin e on the H itachiSR 8000-F 1 at the Leib-
niz Rechenzentrum M unich. For the in plem entation of
QM C in the context of LDA+DM FT, ncluding ow di-
agram s, see also Ref. 27.

Iv. LDA+DMFT SPECTRA

U sing the crystal structure of param agnetic m etal-
lic PM) V,03 and paramagnetic nsulating @I)
V 0:962C 19:038)20 3, respectively, as input, we perform ed
LDA+DMFT QM C) calculations w ith one a;4 and two
degenerate ¢; bands. The results for the spectra of the
tg bands are shown In Fig. 9. At U = 435&V both
crystal structures lead to spectra show ing m etallic be—
havior, with a lower Hubbard band at about 1€V, an
upper Hubbard band at 4eV and a quasiparticle peak at
the Ferm i edge (0€V ). The peak at about 1€V is split
from the upper ty Hubbard bands due to Hund’s rule
exchange as we w ill discuss below .

By contrast, at U = 5:5&V, both crystal structures
Jead to spectra show ing nearly nsulating behavior. The
Jower H ubbard band is strongly enhanced w hereas at the
Fem i edge, a pseudogap is form ed. Above the Fem i
energy, only sn all changes of the two-peak structure are
visble.

Apparently, qualitatively di erent spectra for the two
crystal structures require an intem ediate valie of U.
This is indeed observed at U = 5:0€&V : W hereas pure
V,03 now shows a snall peak at the Fem i edge (@
residue ofthe quasiparticle peak obtained atU = 4:5€&V)
and is therefore m etallic, the C rdoped system exhibits
a pronounced m nimum in the spectrum im plying that
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FIG.9: LDA+DMFT QM C) spectra for param agnetic in—
sulating PI) (Vo:962C1:038)203 and metallic PM ) V,03 at
U=45,555eV,and T = 1160 K.

it is nearly insulating. D ue to the high tem perature of
T = 0:1ev 1160K ofthe QM C sinulations one only
observesa an ooth crossover betw een the two phasesw ith
a m etaklke and insulator-like behavior of the respective
curves instead of a sharp m etalinsulator transition as
would be expected for tem peratures below the critical
point (ie., or T < 400K in the experin ent). The value
of the critical interaction 0of 50V is in accordance w ith
constrained LDA calulations by Solovyev et al*® who
analyzed the charging energy between di- and trivalent
vanadiim ions In an octahedral oxygen environm ent for
LavO 3, cbtaining a U value for the tpy orbitals which
is only slightly smaller than 5 €V . Sin ilar U values of
4 56&V were obtained by tting spectroscopy data for
vanadiim oxides to m odel calculations.>’

Not only the overall b,y DOS but also the band-
resolved spectra ofthe a;4 and ¢; bands provide valuable
insight. In Fig. 10, the a;4 and one ofthe two degenerate
&, spectra are shown atU = 5:5&V . The basic features of
the soectrum can be understood as follow s: W e w ill show
in the next section that the predom inant local con gu—
ration has two spin-aligned electrons in the ¢, orbitals,
ie. a &5y soin-1 con guration, wih som e adm ixture
ofaige; spin-1 con gurations. Since there are m ore g4
than a;4 electrons, ket us for a m om ent disregard the
a1gey; con gurations. T he lower H ubbard band at about

1:5eV indicates the rem ovalofan e, electron from the
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FIG.10: LDA+DMFT QM C) spectrum for param agnetic in—
sulating (V0:062C 10:038)203 PI) forU = 55&V; T = 1160K .

predom nantly e;e; spin-1 con gurations. In an atom ic
picture which isa reasonable starting point for the insu—
lating phase) thise e; ! e, transition leadsto an energy
gain ofV.  J 15eV  (the approxin ate position
ofthe lower H ubbard band). O n the other hand, the up-
per e; Hubbard band descrbes the e, e, €564 tran—
sitions. Since the spin-alignm ent is lost this transition
costsan energy U + V =U+J+ VvV J ) 44
eV, which roughly agrees with the position of the up-—
per Hubbard band. On the other hand, adding an a4
electron costs 2V 26V or2Vv  2J 0:7ev,
depending on w hether this electron is soin aligned ornot.
This Hund’s rule splitting resuls in the twopeak struc-
ture of the upper a;y Hubbard band in Fig. 10. Since
there are also aige; spin-1 con gurations, one has som e
m odi cations ofthispicture, In particular, there isalso a
splitting of the upper ¢; band, resulting in a sn allpeak
at U 0:5eV due to 198y 1984 Sy transitions. As a
consequence of the splitting of the upper H ubbard band
Into a twopeak structure, leading to a peak at about
056V above the Fermm i edge, the gap in the nsulating
phase is very am all, m uch sn aller than V 3 eV which
would be expected in a oneband Hubbard m odel. This
also explains the puzzle in the attem pt to m odel the op—
tical gap with a oneband Hubbard m odel'®: tting to
the an allexperin entalgap one is led to an unrealistically
an allCoulom b repulsion ofabout 1 €V and a bandw idth
oflessthan 0.5€&V .

To study the m etalinsulator transition at experin en—
tally relevant tem peratures, we perform ed calculations
at T = 700K and T = 300K . Since the com putational
e ort isproportionalto T 3, those low tem perature cal-
culations were com putationally very expensive. Fig. 11
show s the results of our calculations at T = 1160K,
T = 700K, and T = 300K for metallic V,03; and for
Jnsu]atjng (\% 0:962C :038)20 3. In the m etallic phase, the
Incoherent features are hardly a ected when the tem —
perature is changed, w hereas the quasiparticle peak be-
com es sharper and m ore pronounced at lower tem pera—
tures. T his behavior also occurs In the A nderson in pu—

rity m odel® and has its origih in the sm oothing of the
Abrikosov-Suhl quasiparticle resonance at tem peratures
largerthan the K ondo tem perature. H ow ever, in contrast
to the Anderson im purity m odel this an oothing occurs
at considerably lower tem peratures which is apparently
an e ect ofthe DM FT selfconsistency cycl.
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FIG.1l: LDA+DMFT QM C) spectra for param agnetic in—
su]atjng (\70:962Cro:038)203 a.ndmeta]h'cV203 atU = 5&v.

To study the possibl e ect of a smaller Hund’s rule
coupling J, we perform ed additional calculations for a
reduced value of J = 0:7e€V, keeping V nearly con—
stant. The results in Fig. 12 show that the positions
of the upper H ubbard bands are signi cantly shifted to—
wards lower energies while the spectra below the Ferm i
energy are hardly a ected. T his suggests that the phys—
ical properies do not change much. Indeed, we nd, for
exam ple, that the spin-1 state hardly changes when the
Hund’s exchange is reduced. Even at values as low as

= 05¢eV the lbcalm om ent stays aln ost m axin al, ie.,
m §i= 385atJ = 05€&V, in plying that unrealistically
am allvalues of J are required for the C astellaniet al3®
picture to hold >°

V. CHANGESACROSSTHE MOTT-HUBBARD
TRANSITION

A . Localm agnetic m om ent and orbital occupation

The soin and orbital degrees of freedom play an in -
portant role in the param agnetic phase of V,03 and
In the changes occurring across the M IT . For exam —
pl, we nd the squared localm agneticm om ent m i =
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FIG .12: Com parison ofthe LDA+DMFT QM C) V20 3 spec—
tra at two strengths of the exchange interaction: J = 0:93&V
(@s obtained from constrained LDA), U = 50&V, V =
3d4evV,and J = 07eV,U = 45&V,V = 31&V.

D P 2E
( o, Bne fy4)° tohaveavalieof m?
fected by theM IT , seeF ig. 13. T hisvalue correspondsto
two spin-aligned electrons in the (aiq, €17 egz) orbitals
and therefore to a soin-1 state in the M ottH ubbard tran—
sition regin e n good agreem ent w ith polarization depen—
dent x-ray absorption m easurem ents of Park et al’’ It
also agrees w ith m easurem ents of the high tem perature
susceptbility which give the value of < = 266 5 for
thee ectivem agneticm om ent.®® T his is close to the ideal
= lvalue <fr = 283 g .Notethatwhen U is reduced
to U < 3,theHund’s rule coupling J needs to be reduced
aswellto avoid an unphysical attractive C oulom b inter-
action mamely,a Coulomb energy U 3J < 0would oth-
erw ise be gained when a spin-aligned electron is added
to a singly occupied site). It is this reduction of J which
nally leadsto a am aller local squared m agneticm om ent.
Ourresults ofa spin state which is essentially una ected
by the M IT is In stark contrast to results for the one-
band Hubbard m odel where m ﬁ changes strongly at the
M IT?3 (in fact, this quantity had even been used as an
indicator forthe M IT).

T he orbitaloccupation F ig. 13) obtained by usclearly
rules out a a;g singlet since this would correspond to
N, = 1, Ne = 1. Therefore our results contradict
the m odel of Castellani et al*® who proposed the or—
m ation of an a;4 singlet and hence a spin-1/2 state. At
allU wvalueswe nd predom nantly occupied e, orbitals,
but with a signi cant adm ixture ofa;4 orbials (see F ig.
13). On the basis of an analysis of their lnear dichro-
ism data Park et al?’ conclided that the ratio of the
con gurations Eeyiey) and (g;ia1q) isequalto 11 for
the param agnetic m etallic phase PM ) and 32 for the
param agnetic insulating phase P I). T his corresponds to
an electron occupation of the (@ig, €5, €5,) Orbitals of
(04,08,08) for the PIphase and (05,0.75,0.75) for the
PM phase. At T = 1160K we nd for the PI phase
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FIG. 13: a) Spin, and b) orbital occupation vs. Coulomb
interaction U form etallic V,0 3.

("insulating" crystal structure and U = 5:0&V) occu—
pations of (028,0.86,0.86), whilk for the m etallic phase
("m etallic" crystal structure and U = 5:0&V) we ob—
tain (037,0815,0.815). W hile our results give a sn aller
value for the adm ixture of a;4 orbitals (even m ore so at
T = 300K ), the tendency forthe decrease ofthisvalue at
the transition to the insulating state is well reproduced.
Fig. 13 also show s that in the inm ediate vicinity of the
M ott transition the orbital occupation hasa considerable
tem perature dependence, w ith even few erelectrons in the
a1y orbitals at low er tem peratures.

Further experin entalevidence fora (g, j&;) con gura—
tion in the ground state ofthe V* 3 ions .n V,0 3 com es
from Brown et al®® They measured the spatial distri-
bution of the eld-induced m agnetization in param ag—
netic V,0 3 by polarized neutron di raction. Their re—
sults show that the m om ent induced on the V atom s is
aln ost entirely due to the electrons in the doubly degen—
erate g; orbitalsw ith only am inor contribution from the
a1y orbital. For the antiferrom agnetic insulating phase of
V,0 3, calculations ofthe electronic structureby LDA+ U
also yielded a spin-1 ground state for the V3* ion and a

(e,i€,) orbitalcon guration.*®

The origin for the ground state orbital con guration
discussed above is easily understood from the LDA DO S
Fig. 5) where the center of gravity of the a;4 orbital is
03 eV higher in energy than the corresponding value for
g, Orbitals. This shift together w ith the asymm etry of
the DO S Jads to an LDA occupation of about 0.55 for
the a;4 and 0.72 reach ofthe e; bands. T he occupation
of g; orbitals is further enhanced In the strongly corre-
lated m etallic regin e and, In particular, in the nsulating
phase where the Coulomb interaction value U > 5&V)
is signi cantly larger than the bandw idth W 2eV).



B . Quasiparticle renom alization and spectral
w eight at the Ferm 1 level

To study the M IT in detail we have calculated the
quasiparticle weight Z by ttihg a third order poly—
nom inal to the in aginary part of the QM C selfenergy
Im (! ,) atthe owestM atsubara frequencies ! , which
givesZ = (I @Im (1!)=Ri!) ! via the slope of the
polynom nalat ! = 0. T he resulting quasiparticlke weight
orthe a;g—-and the g, bands is shown asa function ofU
In Fig.14. W ith increasingU, Z rst showsa strong de—
crease forboth typesofbands. H ow ever, in the viciniy of
theM IT at aboutU = 5V the a;4 quasiparticle weight
rem ains constant while that of the g; electrons goes to
zero. T his behavior of the a;4 quasiparticle weight is in
striking contrast to the behavior at the M IT in the one-
band Hubbardm odelwhere Z ! 0, such that its inverse,
the e ective m ass, diverges. Indeed, from Fig. 14 alone
onem ight conclude that the M IT occurs only for the
band. On the other hand, the total LDA+DM FT spec—
trum clearly show s insulating behavior at Jarge C oulom b
Interactions.
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FIG .14: Quasiparticle weight Z for the a;4 and the e; bands
vs. U, using the crystal structure ofm etallic V,0 3.

A quantiy which m easures the spectralweight at the
Fem ienergy and does not dependent on the analytical
continuation to real frequencies is given by

Z
=21
—G( = =2)= A(!)_iexp( ) dal: @)
l+exp( !)
| {Z——}
K (1)
Morespeci cally, =G ( = =2)measuresA (!) inthe

region given by the kemelK (! ) which is centered around
the Fem ienergy at ! = 0 and has a w idth proportional

to T = 1= . The results In Fig. 15 show that, for 300

K, the spectral weight at the Fem i energy disappears
at a critical value of U between 5:1 and 52&V for both
types of orbitals in the case ofm etallicV,0 3. These val-
ues of U agree quite wellw ith the position w here the g;

quasiparticle weight is expected to disappear in Fig. 14.
Forthe 300 K data for Jl'lSLl]atJI'lg' (Vo;ggzc 1:‘0:038)20 37 the
criticalU value isbetween 49 and 506V . W ith increas-
Ing tem perature, the M IT is a sn eared out to becom e a
crossover and, at 1160 K, is only signaled by a change of
curvature slightly above 5&V .

This analysis rea m s the correctness of our choice
of the value U = 56&V for the simultaneous descrip—
tion ofthe m etallic and insulating behavior ofVvV,0 5 and
(V0:962C 19:038)20 3, respectively.
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FIG . 15: Spectral weight of the a1y and e; orbitals at the
Femm ienergy, as estin ated by =G (= =2),vs.U.

W e stillhave to address the question w hy the a;4 quasi-
particle weight rem ains constant across the transition,
ie., why the e ective a;4y m ass does not diverge. The
DMFT Green function is given by Eq. (2) which under
the assum ption of a Fem i liquid-like selfenergy

|
m(!)=Rem(O)+M 1 )
e! 1=0
andZ = (I @Re p (1)=R!j-o) ! yieds
Z 0
ZN 2 ()
Gmn (1) = d : (6)
'+Z( Re (0 )

Hence, an M IT can either occur if the e ective m ass
diverges, ie.,, Z ! 0, or if the e ective chem ical po—
tential Re , (0) moves, due to electronic correla—
tions, outside the non-interacting LDA DO S such that
NP ( Re p, (0) = 0. In the case 0ofV,0 3 the latter
happens as is dem onstrated by Fig. 16, where Re , (0)
hasbeen approxin ated by itsvalue at the lowestM atsub—

ara frequency,Re , (o). AttheM IT ,between U = 5:1

and 52€&V, Re 4, (0) crosses the upper LDA band
edge whik Re e, (0) m oves below the lower band
edge.



This explains the pronounced changes of the orbial
occupation in Fig. 13 and, In particular, why an M IT
can occur although the a;4 quasiparticle weight does
not vanish Fig. 14). This unexpected feature of the
M IT has In portant physical consequences: Since at the
MIT NJ ( Re 4,0) ! 0, the height of the aig
quasiparticle peak goes to zero, rather than is width
which is given by Z . For the ¢; band we have both
Né’g ( Re ¢ (0)! OandZz ! 0suchthatheightand
w idth sim ultaneously go to zero. T herefore the quasipar-
ticeDOSNJ ( Re 4, (0))=Z doesnotdiverge. Con-
sequently, physical quantities proportional to this quasi-
particle D O S like the linear coe cient ofthe speci cheat
and the localsusceptibility do not diverge, at least orthe
aig bands.
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FIG .16: E ective chem icalpotential Re (! o) vs.U.The
upper and low er band edges of the non-interacting LDA DO S
are shown as solid lines and the entire LDA DO S 0fV,03 is
plotted vertically at the right z-axis.

VI. COMPARISON W ITH EXPERIM ENTAL
SPECTRA

To be abl to compare wih experin ental photo—
em ission spectra the LDA+DMFT results were muli-
plied w ith the Fem i fiinction at the experin ental tem —
perature (T 180K ) and broadened with a 0:09eV
Gaussian to account or the experin ental resolution 28
T he sam e procedure was used for the com parison w ith
x-ray spectroscopy data with an inverse Ferm i finction
at T = 300K and a broadening of 02€&V taken from ex—
perimn ent). On the experim ental side, the PES of Refs.
28,62 were corrected for the inelastic Shirlkey-type back-
ground which also rem oves the O 2p contrbution. A1l
experim ental and theoretical curves were nom alized to
yield the sam e area which isam easure ofthe occupation
ofthe vanadium t4 bands).

In Fig. 17, LDA+DMFT results for tem peratures
1160K, 700K, and 300K are presented. Besides the
broad, essentially tem perature independent peak at
about 125e&V corresponding to the lower Hubbard
band, the three curves clearly show the developm ent ofa
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FIG.17: LDA+DMFT QM C) resuls for the m etallic phase
at di erent tem peratures.

wellde ned resonance-like structure justbelow theFem i
energy when the tem perature is decreased. The latter
peak iswhat rem ains ofthe quasiparticle peak affterm ul-
tiplication w ith the Fem ifinction. At 1160K it isnearly
equalin height to the lower H ubbard band, and there re—
mains alm ost nom Inimum between these two features.

nhFig. 18,the LDA+DMFT resultsat 300K are com —
pared w ith early photoem ission spectra by Schramm e®?
and recent high-resolution bulk-sensitive photoem ission
spectra by M o et al?® The strong di erence between
the experim ental results is now known to be due to
the distinct surface sensitivity of the earlier data. In
fact, the photoem ission data by M o et al?® obtaied at
h = 700eV and T = 175K exhibit, for the st tine,
a pronounced quasiparticle peak. This is In good quali-
tative agreem ent w ith our low tem perature calculations.
H owever, the experim ental quasiparticle peak has m ore
spectralweight. T he origin forthis discrepancy, fora sys—
tem as close to a M ott transition as V,0 3, is presently
not clear.

— DMFT, T=300K
»  Exp.Moetal. 02, T=175K, hv =700eV
Exp. Schramme et al. ' 00, T=300K, hv=60eV
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FIG.18: Comparison of LDA+DMFT QMC) resultsat T =
300K w ith photoem ission data by Schramm e et al® andM o
et al?® form etallic V,0 3.

In Fig. 19 we present the corresponding calculations
for Crdoped V,05: There is a lower Hubbard band



centered at about -1 €V as in the m etallic phase, but
a quasiparticlke peak at the Fem i energy no longer ex-—
ists. It is interesting to note, how ever, that there rem ains
som e spectralweight in the vicinity of the Fermm ienergy.
C learly this is not a Fem 1 liquid e ect, but is due to
highly incoherent states with a large in agihary part of
the Iow —-frequency selfenergy. W ith decreasing tem pera—
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FIG.19: Comparison of LDA and LDA+DMFT QM C) re—
sults for insulating (V0:962C 1:038)20 3.

tures, this incoherent spectralw eight is reduced and isex—
pected to vanish for T ! 0. T herefore the resistance in—
creases w ith decreasing tem perature as is to be expected
for an Insulator. For com parison we also show the LDA

data in Fig. 19. They give a com pltely di erent picture:
Besides a an allpeak at about 08V which is roughly
In the sam e energy region as the lower Hubbard band
ofthe LDA+DM FT calculations, it show s a strong peak
slightly below the Ferm ienergy. C learly, LDA predictsa
m etallic solution, although the nput crystal structure is
that for nsulating (V9:962C 1:038)20 3 -

W hile the com parison with PE S data provides in por-
tant insight into the physics of V,0 3, m ore than half
of the theoretical spectrum lies above Er . For this re-
gion we com pare our results at 1160K , 700K , and 300K
wih O 1ls X-ray absorption spectra XA S) forv,05 at
300K by M ulleret al®® (seeFig. 20). Sthhce .n the XA S—
data the Fem i energy is not precisely determ ined, the
data were shifted so that the peaksat 11 &V coincide; all
curves w ere nom alized to the sam e area.

T he theoretical spectra above Er are found to be al-
m ost Independent of tem perature. Just above the Ferm i
energy they all show som e structure (ie., a shoulder at
higher tem peratures developing into a sn allpeak at low
tem peratures (300K )) which is the residue of the quasi-
particle peak. Furthem ore, at 1:1eV there is a rather
narrow peak, and at about 42&V a broad peak. The lat-
ter tw o structures are parts of the upper H ubbard band
w hich is split due to the Hund’s rule coupling J. Hence,
the relative position of those two peaks can be expected
to depend sensitively on the value ofJ . A slightly sm aller
value of J w ill therefore yield an even better agreem ent
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FIG .20: Com parison of LDA+DMFT QM C) resultswith X —
ray absorption data by M uller et al®® formetallic V,05.

w ith experim ent.

T he absence ofany quasipartickeweight nearEr in the
XA S data is puzzling. This quasiparticle weight is not
only present in the theoretical spectra above and below
Er, but is also seen in the high resolution PES mea—
surem ents by M o et al?® below Ey . This calls or addi
tionalX A S or inverse photoeam ission spectroscopy exper—
In ents. For com parison w ith fiture experim ents, we also
show the theoreticalX A S spectra forC rdoped nsulating
V.03 in Fig. 21, where our data have been broadened
w ith the experin ental resolution of M uller et al.53
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FIG.21: LDA+DMFT QM C) spectra orE > Er HOr insu-
Jating (V0:062C 10:038)20 3«

The com parison between theoretical and experin en—
tal spectra formetallic V,0 5 issummed up in Fig. 22
where our LDA+DMFT results for 300K are shown to—
gether w ith the experin ental PES data by M o et al?®
and XA S data by M uller et al.’® To docum ent the theo-
retical In provem ent achieved by including the electronic
correlations with the LDA+DMFT technigque we also
show the results of LDA . W e note again that, by ad-
Justing the value of U such that the experin entally de—
term ined crystal structures lead to the correct m etallic
and insulating behavior, the spectrum was calculated
w ithout any further param eter t. In consideration of
this fact the agreem ent of our results w ith the experi-



m ental spectra above and below the Fem ienergy is re—
m arkably good. A lhough LDA yields the sam e gross
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FIG. 22: Comparison of LDA+DMFT QM C) resuls w ith
PES data by M o et al?® and X -ray absorption data by M uller
et al®® for the m etallic phase above and below Er

features, their weight, position and w idth neither agree
wih LDA+DMFT nor experim ent. The interpretation
of the two large peaks in the upper half of the spectrum

is also di erent wihin LDA and LDA+DMFT.As de-
noted in the gure, the peaksin LDA arepurely from tpq
(lower peak) and e; (upper peak) bands whereas they
aremainly a;g or the ower and g; or the upper peak
In LDA+DMFT, wih some adm xture of the respective
otherband.

W e note that the g; bands were not taken into ac-
count In our calculations. T herefore, while the com plete
LDA curve isnom alized to an area 0of10 (corresponding
to ten d-electrons), the experim ental and LDA+DMFT
curves are nom alized to an area of 6 (corresponding to
the six electrons of the t;y bands). W em ay estin ate the
position ofthe e; bandsin aLDA+DMFT caloulation as
follow ing: A ssum ing that the intra-,4y Coulomb interac-
tionV = U 2J 3€&V also applies for the interaction
between spin-aligned tyg—and g, electrons, and taking the
di erence between the eg—and tgand centers of grav—
ity ofroughly 2:5€V into acoount, we expect the e; oand
to be located roughly at 2:5&V+ 3eVv= 55&V above the
lower Hubbard band (H15€&V), ie. at about 4eV . W ith
this estin ate we expect the (upper) XA S peak at around
4eV In Fig. 22 to be an adm xture of e, and tp4 states.
M ore precisely, this upper H ubbard band descrbes tran—
sitions from eje; con gurations wih two electrons to
the threeelectron con gurations ;65857 €€ 819y and
58,8y (there is a m inor adm xture ofeg a4 states).

T he properties of param agnetic V,0 3 across the M IT
obtained with LDA+DMFT for a multibband m odelare
thus found to be rem arkably di erent from those known
from the onedband Hubbard m odel. Indeed, the orbital
degreesoffreedom are seen to play an essentialrole: T hey
are not only responsble for the high asym m etry of the
spectra below and above the Fem i energy, but are also
required to explain the reduction of the height of the
quasiparticle peak at the Fem ienergy when the M IT is
approached in them etallic phase, aswellasthe an allness

12

ofthe Insulating gap.

VII. CONCLUSION

U sing LD A calculated densities of states for param —
agneticm etallic V,0 3 aswellasparam agnetic insulating
V0:962C 19:038)20 3 asinput, weperformedDM FT QM C)
calculations at 300K, 700K, and 1160K for various U
values. For U 5eV, the calculated spectra show
a M ottHubbard M IT (or rather a sharp crossover at
the team peratures accessbl by present-day QM C sin -
ulations). The details of this M IT are quite di er-
ent from those obtained within the oneband Hubbard
m odel!}3 15118 1 the latterm odelthe height of the quasi-
particle peak at the Ferm ienergy is xed and theM IT is
signaled by a divergence ofthe e ective m ass (or the In—
verse quasiparticlke weight 1=7 ) such that the width of
the quasiparticle peak goes to zero. In contrast, our
LDA+DMFT resulsshow that, orthe a;4 quasiparticle
peak, the height goes to zero while the width stays con-
stant, as indicated by a roughly constant value of 1=7Z at
theM IT .Forthe g; quasiparticle peak a com bination of,
both, a reduced height and width at the M IT is found.
This new type of physics, but also the high asymm etry
of the spectra below and above the Ferm ienergy aswell
as the sm allness of the insulating gap, are alldue to the
orbital degrees of freedom .

W e com pared our theoreticaldata at U = 5&V wih
the results of various experin ental m easurem ents and
ound the orbital occupation to be predom inantly of e,
character (wih a sm all adm ixture of a;4) in agreem ent
w ith experim ents. T he occupation decreases for higher
U values, especially at low tem peratures. Furthem ore,
we found a spin-1 state acrosstheM IT in agreem entw ith
polarization dependent X -ray absorption m easurem ents.
The 300 K spectrum calculated by us form etallic V,0 3
is in good overallagreem ent w ith new bulk-sensitive PE S
m easurem ents?® O n the otherhand, the di erence in the
quasiparticle weight rem ains to be explained. T he com —
parison w ith X -ray absorption m easurem ents show s that
our LDA+DMFT @M C) calculations also give a good
description of the spectrum above the Fem ienergy.

A 11 calculations described above were done using the
Integralover the LDA density of states DO S) (equation
(2)) to obtain the lattice G reen function. Fora non-cubic
system , this procedure is an approxim ation to the exact
LDA+DMFT scheme. In the future weplan tom ake use
ofthe flllHam iltonian H ° (eq. (1)). In thisway it will
be possble to study the in uence of correlation e ects
on all orbitals including the e, orbitals and the oxygen
states.
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