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W e develop a projective quantum M onte Carlo algorithm ofthe Hirsch-Fye type for obtaining

ground state properties ofthe Anderson im purity m odel. This m ethod is em ployed to solve the

self-consistency equationsofdynam icalm ean �eld theory.Itisshown thatthe approach converges

rapidly to the ground state so that reliable zero-tem perature results are obtained. As a �rst ap-

plication,we study the M ott-Hubbard m etal-insulator transition ofthe one-band Hubbard m odel,

recon�rm ing the num ericalrenorm alization group results.

In recent years,we have seen a revivalofinterest in

K ondo-likephysics,in particularin quantum dotsystem s

[1],adatom son surfaces[2],and in connection with the

dynam icalm ean �eld theory (DM FT)[3,4].Theunder-

lying m icroscopic m odel,the Anderson im purity m odel

(AIM ),can besolved exactly by Betheansatz[5]forthe

specialcaseofalineardispersion relation.Butin general,

such a solution isonly possiblenum erically.Two sophis-

ticated num ericaltechniqueshavebeen established in the

literature: the num ericalrenorm alization group (NRG )

[6]and theHirsch-Fyequantum M onteCarlo(HF-Q M C)

[7]m ethod.

In his pioneering work [6],W ilson applied the renor-

m alization group concept to the K ondo problem : High

energy degreesoffreedom are system atically integrated

out and one obtains an excellentdescription ofthe low

energy degreesoffreedom ,which wasnotpossiblebefore

since perturbation theory for the AIM breaks down at

low tem peraturesand energies. Con�rm ing earlierscal-

ing ideas ofAnderson [8],these NRG calculationsshow

theform ation ofa low-energy K ondo singletbetween the

AIM localized and conduction electronsand an associate

Abrikosov-Suhlresonancein the spectrum .

The sam e physics can be described by the HF-Q M C

algorithm . Thism ethod solvesthe AIM num erically by

discretizing the im aginary tim e interval[0;�](� = 1=T:

inverse tem perature)into stepsofsize �� and by m ap-

ping the interacting AIM onto a sum ofnon-interacting

m odelsvia the Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation.

Thetwo approachesrequiretheextrapolation ofa dis-

cretization param eter,the logarithm ic energy m esh pa-

ram eter�! 1(NRG )and�� ! 0(HF-Q M C),and have

som e lim itations: The NRG e�ort grows exponentially

with the num ber oflocalized AIM orbitals M ,restrict-

ing the algorithm to M � 2,which prevents the usage

ofNRG form ore realistic calculationswhere one would

like to include,e.g.,M = 5 or 7 orbitalsfor 3d and 4f

system s,respectively. The HF-Q M C on the otherhand

scaleslike M 2(�=��)3 and,hence,quickly becom estoo

expensivein CPU tim eiftem peratureisdecreased.This

isasevererestrictionsinceinterestingm any-bodyphysics

often occursatlow tem peratures.

In this Letter, we introduce a new projective quan-

tum M onteCarlo(PQ M C)m ethod forstudyingthezero-

tem perature AIM in the therm odynam ic lim it. Sim ilar

to projective approaches in lattice m odels [9], it relies

on the idea that ground state properties are m ore e�-

ciently obtained by �ltering out { via projection along

the im aginary tim e axis { the ground state wave func-

tion from a suitably chosen trialwave function. Forthe

AIM ,however,an e�cientalgorithm needsto be ofthe

Hirsch-Fye type,in contrastto the lattice case [9]. In a

second step,we incorporate this algorithm as an im pu-

rity solver within DM FT.In passing,we provide for a

m andatory con�rm ation ofthe T= 0 DM FT scenario for

the M ott-Hubbard transition.

PQM C algorithm { O ur starting point is the AIM

Ham iltonian

H A IM = H 0 + U nf"nf#; (1)

H 0 =
X

�

�fnf�+
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k�
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Here,f�(f
y
�)create (annihilate)im purity electronswith

spin � which interactvia U and have a levelenergy �f;

nf� = fy�f�. These orbitals hybridize via V
k�

with a

conduction band (c
y

k
),having a dispersion "

k
.

Let us consider a trialwave function j	 T i which is

non-orthogonal to the (non-degenerate) ground state

j	 0i of the AIM . By m eans of the �- projector �

exp(� �HA IM =2),we can �lter out j	 0i from j	 T i and

calculateground stateexpectation valuesofan arbitrary

operatorO :

hO i0 =
h	 0jO j	 0i

h	 0j	 0i
(2)

= lim
�! 1

h	 T je
� �H A IM =2O e� �H A IM =2 j	 T i

h	 T je
� �H A IM j	 T i

: (3)

W e now relate the projection form ula to an arti�-

cial�nitetem perature(1=~�)problem ,using an auxiliary
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Ham iltonian H T whoseground stateisj	 T i:

hOi0 = lim
�! 1

lim
~�! 1

Tr

h

e�
~�H T e� �H A IM =2O e� �H A IM =2

i

Tr

h

e�
~�H T e� �H A IM

i :(4)

W ith thistrick,ther.h.s.ofEq.(4)isin asuitableform to

apply (orrederive)theHirsch-Fyealgorithm at�niteval-

uesof~�.In thefollowing,wewillpointoutthenecessary

steps in short,m ore details willbe published elsewhere

[10].

W e discretize im aginary tim e into Trotter slices of

length �� and decoupletheCoulom b interaction via the

Hubbard-Stratonovich transform ation. Let us now re-

strict to single-particle trial wave functions j	 T i and

Ham iltonians H T . Then, the interaction (and the

Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld) is zero for the ~� part,

and we can com bine the propagation of this part

(exp[� ~�H T ]) with the H 0 part of the �rst � Trotter

slice (exp[� ��H 0]). The lim it ~� ! 1 can now be

taken analytically, leaving a problem on the interval

[0;�] discretized into L = �=�� steps. As the HF-

Q M C,our PQ M C algorithm deals with L � L m atri-

ces for the f-electron G reen function on this interval.

The updating equations for these G reen functions (ifa

Hubbard-Stratonovich �eld ischanged)are the sam e as

that ofHF-Q M C.Choosing H T = H 0,also the start-

ing G reen function (with allHubbard-Stratonovich �elds

zero) has a sim ilar structure: In HF-Q M C it is the

�nite-tem perature non-interacting G reen function. In

ourPQ M C algorithm itis{ becauseoftheextra ~� ! 1

projection { thezero-tem peraturenon-interacting G reen

function G0(�;�
0) truncated to 0 � �;�0 � �. But with

this di�erent object (initialG reen function), the sam e

program codecan actually be used.

O urPQ M C algorithm allowsthe m easurem entofthe

G reen function G (�;�0)butalso ofarbitrary correlation

functions,�-projected from theslaterdeterm inantofthe

non-interacting AIM asa trialwave function j	 T i. For

a m eaningfulPQ M C calculation,we should m easure all

correlation functions only on the centralL tim e slices.

Then P = (L � L)=2 tim e slices on the right and left

side ofthe m easuring intervalserve for projection. In

thefollowing,Q M C resultsareunderstood in thissense.

DM FT self-consistency im plem entation { W e now im -

plem ent this algorithm as an im purity solver in the

DM FT self-consistency cycle. Let us consider the half-

�lled Hubbard m odel

H = � t
X

hi;ji�

c
y

i�cj� + U
X

i

ni"ni#; (5)

where hi;ji denotes the restriction to nearest neighbor

hopping in d dim ensions.W e use the Bethe lattice with

sem icircular density states N (E ) = 8

�W 2

p
W 2=4� E 2.

In the following,units are norm alized to a bandwidth

W = 4.

DM FT [4]m apstheHubbard m odelontoan AIM with

non-interacting G reen function

G0(i!n)= [G
� 1
(i!n)+ �(i!)]

� 1
; (6)

where !n denote M atsubara frequencies. The G reen

function G (i!n) ofthe AIM has to be determ ined self-

consistently together with the selfenergy �(i!). Both

areconnected by the k-integrated Dyson equation

G (i!n)=

Z

dE
N (E )

i! � E � �(i! n)
: (7)

Thereby,the DM FT self-consistency cycleisasfollows:

�(i! n)
(7)
! G (i!n)

(6)
! G0(i!n)

PQ M C
! G (�)

(6)
! �(i! n)� � �

Forthe di�culttask,i.e.,calculating the zero tem pera-

ture G reen function G (�) ofthe AIM for a given G0(�)

with � 2 [� �;�],we use the PQ M C algorithm ,instead

ofHF-Q M C [11].SincethePQ M C G reen function G (�)

is only de�ned for � � L��;we �rst extrapolate G (�)

to large �’s before Fourier transform ing to M atsubara

frequencies in the above self-consistency cycle. To this

end, we em ploy the m axim um entropy m ethod, yield-

ing thespectralfunction A (!)which allowsto calculate

G (i!n)=
R
d!

A (!)

i!n � !
atany frequency i!n.Itisim por-

tantto note that,in the end,thisprocedureonly serves

asa �tin im aginary tim e.Hence,we do notsu�erfrom

the usualproblem { determ ining A(!)from G (�) is ill-

conditioned. O nly forvery sm alliwn,corresponding to

theextrapolation in im aginarytim e,thisprocedureeven-

tually breaksdown.

Results{ W ewillnow useourPQ M C m ethod tostudy

the interaction driven M ott-Hubbard m etal-insulator

transition thatoccursathalf�lling. First,in Fig.1 we

illustratethepowerofthePQ M C m ethod in directcom -

parison with �nite-T HF-Q M C results.W echooseequal

valuesofinversetem perature� and totalprojection tim e

�,having an identicalnum ber ofTrotter tim e slices for

both calculations. Then,our results for � = � are ob-

tained with a com parable num ericale�ort. ForU = 4:8

and atlow T,the DM FT equationshave two solutions,

where we follow the m etallic solution (as soon as it ex-

ists). In the case ofDM FT calculations with �nite-T

HF-Q M C,the double occupancy persite D = hn"n#iof

Fig.1 startsathigh tem peratures(� = 10)in the insu-

lating phaseand only afterthetransition to them etallic

phase around � = 40 convergence to the ground state

value setsin. In contrast,the PQ M C double occupancy

convergences m uch faster and extrapolates alm ost lin-

early to theT= 0 value.Forexam ple,the� = 10 PQ M C

resultiseven closerto theT= 0resultthan theHF-Q M C

double occupation at� = 30.Since the num ericale�ort

growscubically with � or� thism eansthatthe PQ M C
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FIG .1: D M FT double occupancy D = hn"n#i as a func-

tion of(i)tem perature T = 1=� (conventionalHF-Q M C;cir-

cles) and (ii) the inverse projection param eter 1=� (PQ M C,

squares). For � = � the num ericale�ort is com parable,but

the PQ M C results converge m uch faster and alm ost linearly

to theT = 0 value.Hereand in thefollowing,thebandwidth

W = 4 setsthe energy unit.

isroughly 27-tim esfasteratthe sam e accuracy. W e at-

tribute this behaviorto the absence oftherm aluctua-

tionsin PQ M C.

In the following,we presentourresultsforthe M ott-

Hubbard m etal-insulator transition, starting with the

double occupation in Fig.2. Allcalculations are done

ata �xed �� = 0:2. Upon increasing U ,we system ati-

cally follow the m etallic solution untilatUc2 � 6:0 the

m etallicquasiparticlepeakdisappears.Fortheinsulating

solution on the otherhand,we decrease the interaction

untilthe insulator becom es unstable below Uc1 � 5:0.

W ithin the uncertainty of roughly 0.1-0.2, our coexis-

tence region Uc1 < U < Uc2 com pares wellwith NRG

results (Uc1 = 4:78,Uc2 = 5:88 [12,13]). Already the

� = 20 results (circles) for the double occupancy yield

a good estim ate forthe low tem perature coexistence re-

gion.In orderto resolvetheincreasingly sharp quasipar-

ticlepeak in thevicinity ofthecriticalpointwealsoused

longerprojection tim es� and the thick line representsa

linearextrapolation forthree values� = 20;30;40.Also

plotted isthe resultfrom a 10th orderperturbation ex-

pansion [14]in t=U ,which agrees wellwith our results

fortheinsulator.O urresultsareconsistentwith a linear

dependence(D m et� D ins)/ (U � Uc2)which m aybeinte-

grated toagroundstateenergy(E m et� E ins)/ (U � Uc2)
2

corresponding to a second ordertransition atUc2 [16].

Fig.3 plots the localspin susceptibility T�loc(0) =

lim
�! 1

1

�

R�
0
hSz (�)Szid�,and actually representsthe�rst

DM FT analysisofthisquantitythrough thezerotem per-

atureM ott-Hubbard m etal-insulatortransition (at�nite-

T itwasstudied in [15]).In thetop panel,weobservethe

localm om entbehavioroftheinsulating solution without

any sign of criticality at Uc2. O n the other hand ap-

proaching Uc2 from the m etallicside,�loc isexpected to

T -extrap.
θ = 20

U
c2

U
c1

U

D

6.565.554.543.53

0.14

0.12

0.1

0.08

0.06

0.04

0.02

0

FIG .2:D oubleoccupancy D = hn"n#iasa function ofinter-

action U forboth m etallicand insulating D M FT solutions.In

theinterval5:0 � Uc1
< U < Uc2

� 6:0 both solutionscoexist

(shaded region).Circles: � = 20;thick line:extrapolation to

� ! 1 ;dashed line:strong coupling expansion of[14].
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FIG .3:Static localspin susceptibility T�loc(0)vs.U forthe

insulating (upperpanel)and m etallic D M FT solution (lower

panel). For the m etal,�loc(0) diverges as we approach Uc2

from below. Since we plot the truncated integral�C
loc
,the

divergence iscuto� at� C

loc
= 37:4 (star).

diverge,reecting the criticalbehaviorofa Ferm iliquid

with a vanishing quasiparticle weightZ [16]. Therefore

thesecond ordercharacterofthephasetransition atUc2

can onlybeobservedforU < Uc2.Forthem etallicphase,

we integrate the spin correlation function up to a m ax-

im alcuto� C : �C
loc

(0) =
RC
0
hSz (�)Szid�. The thick

line isan extrapolation of�C
loc

fora �xed cuto� C = 40

to � ! 1 ,i.e.,to the groundstate value.Atthe critical

point,we see indications for a divergence of�loc which

forthe cuto� quantity �C
loc

m eans approaching the star

(�C
loc

= 37:4,the value ofthe insulating solution).

Finally,we present in Fig.4 the spectra at U = 5:9,

close to the phase transition. The insulating solution

(� = 20)hasa pronounced chargegap ofaround 1:2 be-

tween two Hubbard bands. The m etallic solution shows
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FIG .4:SpectralfunctionsA (!)fortheinsulating (line)and

m etallicsolution (dashed)closetothephasetransition atU =

5:9). Inset:Q uasiparticle weightZ vs.U for� = 20 (circles)

and extrapolated to � ! 1 (thick line),com pared with NRG

[12](dashed line).

an additionalquasiparticle peak which is pinned to the

non-interacting value,a consequenceofFerm iliquid the-

ory at T = 0 [17]. The quasiparticle peak for a �xed

� = 40 has width of 0:05 (Note, that the low energy

accuracy is lim ited by 1=� and the statistical quality

ofQ M C data.). W e determ ine the quasiparticle weight

by Z =

�

1�
Im � (i!1)

!1

�� 1
from the �rstM atsubara fre-

quency. In principle,!1 can be chosen to be arbitrarily

sm all,butcontrolled valuesfor�(i! n)arerestricted by

the projection length 1=� and the m axim um entropy ex-

trapolation �t.The insetin Fig.4 showsthatat� = 20

theweightZ isstilltoo large.Butafterextrapolating Z

from � = 20;30;40 to � ! 1 ,we �nd agreem ent with

the NRG results[12].

Sum m ary { W e have introduced a novel projective

(PQ M C)algorithm forim purity m odels,which ison the

technicalfrontclosely related to thestandard Hirsch-Fye

algorithm . The num ericale�ort for both algorithm s is

identical,buttheconvergenceto theground stateisdra-

m atically im proved by PQ M C.Using PQ M C as an im -

purity solverforDM FT,wewereableto obtain accurate

zero tem perature results for the M ott-Hubbard m etal-

insulatortransition.Therehasbeen astrongcontroversy

aboutthenatureofthisM ott-Hubbard transition within

DM FT, in particular, whether two solutions (m etallic

and insulating) coexist in an interval Uc1 < U < Uc2

or not. W hile the coexistence is by now generally ac-

cepted,NRG calculations [12]represent the only unas-

sailablezero-tem peraturecon�rm ation ofthecoexistence

scenario [4]. Since othernum ericalresultsatT = 0 [18]

and analyticalargum ents[19]contradictthisscenario,an

independentnum ericalstudy iscertainly in order.Using

PQ M C,wehaveprovided forsuch a m andatory recon�r-

m ation,and beyond itwepresented resultsforthedouble

occupancy and localsusceptibility.

Outlook { In recent years,there have been two m ain

lines ofDM FT developm ents: towardsrealistic calcula-

tions such as LDA+ DM FT [20]and towards the inclu-

sion ofm oreand m ore(non-local)correlationsby m eans

ofclusterDM FT calculations[21].Theseapproachesre-

quire additionalorbitals and DM FT sites,respectively,

m aking NRG prohibitively CPU-expensive since the ef-

fort scales exponentially with m ore orbitals and sites.

In contrast,our PQ M C algorithm only scales quadrat-

ically orcubically,and henceopensthedoorto accessing

low tem peratures within realistic approaches or m odel-

oriented calculationswith non-localcorrelations.

W e thank N.Bl�um er for discussions. This work was

supported in part by the Deutsche Forschungsgem ein-

schaftthrough the Em m y Noetherprogram .
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