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D isorder-and correlation-driven m etalbnsulatortransitions
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A bstract

M etal-nsulator transitions driven by disorder ( ) and/or by electron correlations (U ) are nvestigated w ithin the
A nderson-H ubbard m odelw ith localbinary-alloy disorder using a sin ple but consistent m ean— eld approach.The
{U phase diagram is derived and discussed for T = 0 and nite tem peratures.
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If spontaneous symm etry breaking is exclided, a
system of electrons in a non-degenerate half- lled va-—
lence band m ay undergo a transition from a nom al
Ferm 1 liquid to an insulator either due to Coulomb
Interaction or due to disorder.M etakinsulator transi-
tions M IT ) in the presence of strong electron correla—
tions and disorder are not well understood { even on
them ean—- eld level.Forthepurely correlation-induced
M ott) M IT ,thedynam icalm ean— eld theory OM FT)
has uncovered a rather com plex phase diagram [L].
The M IT to an (A nderson) insulator in case of non—
interacting electrons and strong diagonalbinary-alloy
disorder can be described by the coherent-potentialap—
proxin ation (CPA) R].W hile spatial correlations are
neglected in both cases, the residualm ean— eld physics
at low tem peratures T is non-trivial and relevant for
three-din ensional transition-m etal oxides, for exam —
pl.The combined problem can be studied w ithin the
half- l‘leg nh= 1) Ander;;son—Hubbardmodﬁl AHM):
H= t ., do+ (i Jni +U nwngy.
Here thenn.hopping issest tot= 1, U isthe on-site
interaction, = U=2 the chem icalpotential, and ; =

=2 w ith equalprobabilities x = 1=2 a random on-
site energy at site i. m easuresthe disorder strength.
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Fig. 1. U- phase diagram for T = 0 (insets: U-T phase
diagram for di erent ).Energy scale:t= 1.

\DM FT+ CPA" [3] can be regarded as the optin um
m ean— eld approach tothism odel.T his, however,m ust
be supplem ented by stochastic B] or renom alization—
group techniques @] orby further approxin ations, eg.
weak-coupling perturbation theory [B].W hile parts of
thephasediagram in theU - -T space areknown [3,5],
a com prehensive study is stillm issing.

Here we em ploy the selfenergy-functional approach
(SFA) [b] and the ngs = 2-site dynam icalsim puriy
approxim ation (2S-D IA ) which nicely reproduces the
phase diagram for = 0 [b]. In case of disorder,
a proper generalization of the fomm alism has to be
applied [7]. W ithin the generalized fram ework, the
2S-D IA can be regarded as a strongly sinpli ed but
consistent DM FT-CPA approach.Inthelimins ! 1
one recoverstheDM FT for = 0,theCPA forU = 0
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and the DM FT-CPA forU; 6 0.

O perationally, the G reen’s finction G ®ofa single—
in purity Anderson m odel H  with two sites and in —
purity on-site energies = is obtained by exact
diagonalization and averaged, = 1Y%, to get the
con guration-independent selfenergy S 0 Gg !

0! ywhereG 8 isthe free U; = 0) G reen’s function.
s%=s @9 depends on the one-particle param eters of
H and isused asa trial selfenergy in a general varia—
tionalprinciple, B 1= 0, which gives the exact av—
eraged grand potentialofthe AHM at the physicals .
O n the subspace given by S %), the finctionalcan be
evaluated rigorously (see [7]). W e consider the para—
m agnetic phase of the AHM on a threedim ensional
sc. lattice consisting of 10° sites. P hase boundaries
are obtained from the resulting asa function of ,
U and T . The averaged interacting local density of
states D O S) oftheAHM can becalculatedvia (!) =

Im 45('+i)= and = G," 5% 'whereGyis
the free U; = 0) lattice G reen’s function.

Three di erent phases are identi ed at T = 0 (see
Fig. 1l):a param agnetic m etallic phase PM ), a M ott
insulator M I), and an Anderson insulator A I).For
any disorder strength , we nd the AT at weak U
(and < (U)) tobewell separated from theM Iat
strong U by the PM in between.For = 0 the criti-
cal interaction fortheM ott M IT is found to be U, =
139 1l6W (With W = 12 the free band width)
while .= 54= 046W fortheM IT atU = 0.This
agrees wellwith ullDM FT and CPA estin ates, re—
spectively [1,2,6]. For U 9] Ue2, a coexistence
ofthe stable PM phase w ith them etastable M Iphase
is observed (U = 12:4). This scenario for the M ott
M IT iswellknown for = 0 [L] and is shown here
to survive for any nite disorder strength wih a
dependent coexistence region Uc; () U U ()
andUc( )= U 2 ( ).A discontinuousM ottM IT w ith
Uca () Uc() U ()ishbund or nitetem pera—

tures0< T Te( ).ForT T < ( ) there isa sm ooth
crossoveronly.For ! 1 ,thecrticalinteractionsap-
proach a linear dependence, Ucij;o () ! + const 1;2
while Tc () ! T . saturates.

T he topology of the phase diagram can be under-
stood by looking at the DO S, see F ig. 2. C haracteris—
ticortheM Iat = 0and U > U . is the nsulating
gap betw een the Iow er and upperH ubbard band (LHB,
UHB).For nie the gap decreases due to a broad-
ening and, eventually, a splitting of each of the Hub—
bard bands Fig.2, = 6).The closure ofthe gap is
preem pted by the occurrence of a quasiparticle peak
@QP) at ! = 0 which m arks the transition to the PM
(see = 14).Apart from theQP,the spectrum can be
understood as being com posed of two H ubbard bands
at ! =2 U=2 foreach ofthetwo atom ic con g-—
urations = =2.This explains the strong spectral-
welght transfer when increasing = 18 to = 20:
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Fig. 2. Average density of states for U = 18 and di erent
and Lorentzian broadening with = 0:25.

Asthe =+ =2D0S ( = =2-D 0 S) becom es al-
m ost com pletely unoccupied (occupied), the weight of
theUHB (LHB) must disappear. F inally, a further in—
crease of Inducesa splitting into an upper and lower
alloy band UAB,LAB) andaM IT to theATI.

Recently, Byczuk et al K] have shown that
DMFT+ CPA predicts the AHM to exhibit a M ott
M IT also for llingsn & 1 ifx = n. Sin ilar to the
presently considered case n = 1 = 2x, a sharp QP
at ! = 0 (even Pr strong disorder) as well as a co—
existence ofthe PM and the M I is found close to the
M IT .W e like to point out that the phase diagram for
n= x% 1 [4] can be understood by an analysis of the
DO S com pletely analogous to then = 1= 2x case dis—
cussed above —although istopology is quite di erent.

Concliding, we have proposed a m ean— eld scenario
fortheM IT in theAHM athalf llingn= 1= 2x on
the basis ofa simpli ed DM FT+ CPA approach. The
phasediagram can beunderstood by a quasiatom ic in—
terpretation oftheD O S in com bination w ith theM ott
M IT scenario of the pure system . This should be con-
trasted wih fullDM FT+ CPA calculations in the fii—
ture which m ay also clarify the in portance of disorder
scatterimgduetoa niteselfenergy In S (! = 0) which
hasbeen neglected here.
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