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Abstract
In this paper we explore the use of an equation of m otion decoupling m ethod as an in puriy
solver to be used In conjunction w ith the dynam icalm ean eld selfconsistency condition for the
solution of lattice m odels. W e benchm ark the in purity solver against exact diagonalization, and
apply the m ethod to study the in nite U Hubbard m odel, the periodic Anderson m odel and the
pd m odel. T his sin ple and num erically e cient approach yields the spectra expected for strongly
correlated m aterials, w ith a quasiparticle peak and a Hubbard band. It works In a large range of

param eters, and therefore can be used for the exploration of realm aterials using LDA+DMFT .
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I. NTRODUCTION

Dynam icalmean eld theory OM FT) was developed over the past 15 years into a pow —
erfi1l tool or the treatm ent of strongly correlated electron system st22 ., DM FT is based on
the idea of m apping a com plicated lattice m odel onto a single in puriy m odel coupled to
a nonnteracting bath. It relies on the cbservation that the self energy (;i! ,) becomes
k-independent in in nite dinensions d = 1 4, makihg a sihgle site treatm ent wih only
tem poral uctuation exact In this lim it. The DM FT approach derives its strength from the
fact that it becom es exact In thisnontrivial lm it ofd= 1 or In nite lattice coordination.
Perhaps surprisingly, DM FT proves to be a very good approxin ation even in d= 3 din en—
sions. By replacing com plicated m odels w ith a single In purity m odel, the DM FT equations
can then be solved w ith one ofthe m ethods that have been developed to solve the A nderson
In purty m odel.

T he study of correlated m aterials hasuntila f&w years ago been conducted w ith two ap—
proaches that are very di erent in spirit. O n the one hand, density functionaltheory O FT)
calculations in the Jocal density approxin ation (LDA) has proven Invaluable in the deter—
m ination of the electronic structure of real m aterials but there are a num ber of strongly
correlated m aterials where is predictions are even In qualitative disagreem ent w ith ex—
perim ent. On the other hand, the study of m odel H am iltonians has provided qualitative
understanding of m ay system s w ith strong correlations but due to its dependence on pa-
ram eters thism ethod lacks predictive power for new m aterials. T he com bination ofthe two
approaches in the form of LDA+DM FT- prom ises to despen our understanding of strongly
correlated m aterials as som e initial sucoesses dem onstrate®”#.

DMFT reduces the quantum m any body problm to a single site problem , nam ely an
Inpurity model n a m edium , and requires the solution of an Anderson inpuriy m odel
for arbitrary values of the bath. W hen the LDA+DMFT is carrded out selfconsistently
In a multiband situation, the in purity m odel has to be solved m any tin es, and becom es
the bottleneck ofthe LDA+DM FT algorithm . Therefore it is In portant to nd im purty
solvers that are reliable and com putationally cheap. Currently, the usual choices for solv—
Ing the Anderson Inpurity m odel n the framework of LDA+DMFT are quantum M onte
Carlb QM C), the non—crossing approxin ation (NCA ), and the iterated perturbation theory
(IPT).Neverthelkss, each of these m ethods has som e draw backs 1lim iting its range of appli-



cability. The QM C m ethod is essentially exact, but becom es prohbitively expensive at low
tem peratures and for high Interaction strength U. The NCA approxin ation, applied to the
In puriy m odel, exceaeds the unitarity lim it at Jow tem peratures and leads to pathologies in
the solutions ofthe DM F'T equations. T he extension ofthe IPT schem e, a m ethod which
was very successfill at arbitrary 1ling in the one orbital situation, has encountered di cul-
ties in its extension to the multiorbital case. T his provides the m otivation of this article to
Investigate the usefiilness ofa previously known decoupling schem e in the context of DM F'T .

The m ethod for the solution of the Anderson inpuriy m odel proposed here ain s at
working with an aritrary noninteracting DO S as input. Nevertheless, we intend to show
that even for the solution of m odel H am iltonians lke, e.g. the Hubbard Ham iltonian, a
DMFT scheme wih a closed st of equations gained from a decoupling schem e is superior
to the direct solution of that H am iltonian w ith decoupling m ethods.

ITI. THEORY

The m ethod of writing equations of motion EOM ) for the Anderson in puriy m odel
and decoupling them in order to close the system of equations has a long history?4%41 | T
the derivation of the Integral equation for the solution of the in nite U A nderson im purity
modelwe follow the approach and the decoupling scheme of T . Cost#2. The Ham iltonian

or am ixed valent in purity ist?
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assum Ing that the hybridization Vi does not depend on the z com ponent m of the angular

momentum J.The abbreviation " Egf, Eg¢o was htroduced. The averages over the X



operatorsare X °i= 1 n; and X ™™ i= n:=N where the totalnumber of f elctrons is
calculated as 7
N
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with the notation F, (!)=F? (1) + iF P (!). For the higher order G reen’s functions on the

ths of Eq. W) we also w rite equations of m otion :
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W enow an ploy the decoupling schem e already given in R ef2 that conserves particle num ber

and angularmomentum ( & m is assumed):
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Note a sign di erence in Eq. @) with respect to Ref?. The G reens function ey, ;X ™ i

appearing here can again be detem Ined from its equation ofm otion
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T his Jleads to the equation from which the £ electron G reens fiinction can be determm ned:
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w ith the sum s over correlation fiinctions
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and the hybridization finction

()= : @5)

In the degenerate m odels we study in this article, the ssmsovern with n € m sinply lead
to factors of N 1. The sum sover k and g can be sim pli ed further.
To that end, we replace the correlation functions by integrals over the in aghhary part of

the corresponding G reens function
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T he conduction electron G reens function Hnc, ;qtnjijsdetenn hed from itsequation ofm otion
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Now in order to sin plify the sum s in Egs. ) and M), we em ploy the identity
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This allow s us to identify occurrences of the hybridization finction [l), and we nd
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Egs. @ togetherwith [), ) and the de nition ofn; M) ©m an integral equation for
Fn (!) that can be solved iteratively. In order to com pute the integrals ofEgs. [l and )

we Introduce the follow ing real functions:
Ap (1)= £()InF, (1)
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T hus, the calculation of the integrals reduces to sin pl evaluation ofK ram ers K ronig inte—
grals. The in aginary part for exam ple of the rst such integralis i A, (! 9.

I tums out that this set of equations on the real frequency axis is solved easily for the
Anderson in purity m odel, but aswe add self consistency conditions in order to solve m ore
com plicated m odels In the DM F'T approxin ation, convergence depends strongly on a good
initial guess of the solution. For this purpose, we w rite equations analogous to Egs. [l),

), M) and M) on the M atsubara axis. M atsubara G reens flinctions are much m ore
an ooth than their counterparts on the real frequency axis and thus converge m ore easily.
N evertheless, the calculation of the G reens function on the In aghary axis does not m ake
the real axis caloulation redundant: F irstly, the analytic continuation to the realaxis isonly
accurate for Iow frequencies due to a Jack of high frequency inform ation in the M atsubara

G reens flnction. Secondly, the dependence of the in aghhary frequency grid on tem perature

il,= @Gn+ 1) T 23)

m eans that at high tem peratures, the low frequency part ofthe G reens function isvery badly
resolved, whik at very low tem peratures, an Inordinate num ber of im aghary frequencies is
necessary to describe the G reens function for all frequencies for which it signi cantly di ers
from zero. Thism eans that from a practical point of view , the M atsubara G reens fiinction
is best caloulated at an intem ediate tem perature, providing via analytic continuation a
su ciently accurate initial guess for the iterative solution of Eq. () on the real axis.
This problem of the M atsubara form ulation is not rwlated to the well known di culty In
perfomm Ing analytic continuation to the real axis.

A Il equations of m otion are aln ost unchanged when we go over to M atsubara frequency
i',, e.g. Eq. @) becom es
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which replaces Eq. ) Por that purpose. Tn order to sin plify the equations, we em ploy the

analog ofEq. ), nam ely
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and we dentify occurrences of the hybridization fiinction
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we can easily recoverEqgs. [lll) and ) from [l) and ). Tt is in portant to note that good
convergence ofthe self-consistent solution ofthe system ofequations depends crucially on the
proper treatm ent ofthe slow Iy decaying high frequency tails ofthe addends ofEgs. [ll)-l) .
A high frequency expansion of these addends was perform ed to determm ine the coe cients of
the tem s proportionalto 1=i!, and 1=@1!,)?. T hese term s were subtracted from the sum s,
and their value was determm ined analytically.

A . Hubbard m odel

W e now prooeed to investigate the usefiilness of the in purity solver detailed above In is
application In the DM FT ocontext. O ur application of the m ethod to three lattice m odels
is an exploratory study concentrating on a an all num ber of In portant properties only. It
is not the intention of this article to go into detail for each of the three models. W e rst
Investigate the Hubbard m odel In order to study the quasiparticke scaling of the Hubbard
band w ith degeneracy N .



W e consider the H ubbard H am iltonian
X X g X
H = tic ¢ o+ >

ij i i

cl G ¢ oG o 33)
where the spin and orbital ndex runs from 1 to N . For thism odel, we have to solve the
AIM wih the selfconsistency condition

(i )= Go (iln): (34)

For the derivation of this equation, see App. .

B . A nderson lattice

W e study the application oftheU = 1 im purity solver to the A nderson lattice n order to

leam how thisnew approach com pares to the straightforw ard decoupling of the equations of

m otion r the periodic A nderson m odel?. W e consider the periodic A nderson H am iltonian
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In this case, the s=lf consistency condition for the £ electron G reens function is
Z 1
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Here, the self energy is determ Ined from the equation
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and the W eiss function Gy (1!, ) is related to the hybridization function @{! ,) by
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T he derivation of these equations is contained in App .M.



C. pdmodel

In order to study the M ott transition with the U = 1 impurity solver described above,

we oconsider the H am ilttoniant?

X b + + 1 X + X + X + +
H = Vis dipy tpydi + " pspy t e didi +Uq dipdindydi i (39

ij 3 i i
This Ham ittonian, which we call pd m odel here, is sin ilar to the A nderson lattice Ham ik
tonian if the conduction electron dispersion is taken to be a constant "y = ", and ifthe k
dependence of the hybridization Vy is retained. T his changes the local conduction electron

G reens function:
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stands for the density of states associated w ith the hybridization Vi . Noting that
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w here t4 is the strength of the hybridization between p and d levels.



It is worth pointing out, that this m ethod reproduces an in portant aspect of the exact
solution ofthe DM FT equations w ithin the context of the pd m odel. N am ely, it produces
a rst order phase transition between a m etallic and an insulating phase, which ism anifest

by the existence oftwo DM FT solutions for the sam e range of param eters.

III. RESULTS
A . Hubbard m odel

F irst ofallwe test the perform ance of our In purity solver by com paring it w ith the resuls
ofexact diagonalization (ED ).Forthispurmpose, we em ply the code published acoom panying
the review of the DM FT method h Ref!, modied to U = 1 . The Hubbard m odel is
soled n the DM FT approxin ation. T he selfconsistency condition for the Hubbard m odel
is realized by m inin izing the fiunction £ (" ;Vy) = F L FG dly) VA=, ") Jwith
respect to the param eters ", and V. Here, the exact diagonalization has been perform ed
wih Ng = 6 sites which are divided Into 1 site for the In purity and 5 sites for the bath.
Thus, the hybridization function ({! ,) is represented with 5 poles. This lradsto a nite
num ber of poles instead of a an ooth fiinction in the spectral fiinction as well. Fig.ll show s
the com parison of the densities of f electrons as a finction of the Im purity position "¢
Which is related to the chem ical potentialby = "¢). The com parison show s that at
high temperature T = 035, the results of exact diagonalization and EOM are virtually
Indistinguishabl whik for a lower tem perature T = 0:03, the densities di er slightly for
In purty positionsbetween -1 and 1.

In Fig.M, we com pare the in aghary parts of the G reens fiinction fr a density ofne =
0:84. The slight di erences in the n¢ versus curves of Fig. ll m ean that this density
is achieved for = 0% In the case of ED and for = 0353 in the case of EOM . The
In agihary parts of the G reens finction on the M atsubara axis shown in the inset are very
sin ilar. Thus, the main gure show s the m ore dem anding com parison of the densities of
state. The continuous line represents the DO S from the EOM m ethod gained by analytic
continuation in the Pade approxin ation, while the long dashes stand for the EOM result
on the real axis. The dashed curve w ith the wve poles is the result of DM FT on the basis

of exact diagonalization. The gure show s that the distribution of spectral weight between
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the K ondo peak around the Fem ilvelat ! = 0 and the Hubbard band is sin ilar In both
m ethods, but the EOM m ethod Jads to a better overall shape of the spectral function. W e
conclude that the EOM m ethod results com pare wellw ith ED , giving us con dence that it is
a useful approxin ation. Even for this Jow number ofN 4 = 6 sites, the exact diagonalization
requires an order ofm agnitude m ore CPU tin e than the EOM m ethod.

F ig.M show s the carrier density as a function of the in purity position "s . The in puriy
position corresoonds to the chem ical potential, only with opposite sign = "¢. Due to
the In nite interaction, the maximum 1ling is 1 elctron per site. In other words, the
upper Hubbard band that could hold a sscond electron at nite U has been pushed to
In nite energy. W hik at low tanperature T = 0:03 the nf versus curves at di erent
degeneracies N = 2 to N = 14 nearly coincide (see Fig.ll ©)), they di er considerably at
high temperature T = 05 (see Fig. W @)).

In Fig.lM we show exam ples of the spectral function for degeneracies between N = 2 and
N = 14 for high and low tem perature. W hile at T = 035 the spectral function is nearly
unstructured, at T = 0003 a broad Hubbard band and a quasiparticle resonance at zero
frequency ! = 0 can bedistihguished. T he weight ofthe H ubbard band din inishesas 1=N as
the degeneracy N Increases while the intensity ofthe K ondo peaks rem ains nearly constant.
N ote that the spectral functions in F ig.ll resulting from the DM FT selfconsistency contain
no spurious side bands as those calculated by directly decoupling the equations of m otion
produced by the Hubbard Ham itonian®. I our calculation, the in aginary part of the

G reens function outside the Hubbard band and resonance is exactly zero.

B . A nderson lattice

F ig.l show s exam ples for the conduction electron and the strongly correlated £ electron
spectral functions (dashed and full lines, respectively). In Fig.M @), the hybridization
between the two bands isamall V2 = 0:01) while in Fig.ll () it is rather large V2= 02).
C orrespondingly, the conduction electron DO S show sonly a am alldip at the position ofthe
fband fora low value of the hybridization. Interestingly, we nd a K ondo resonance at the
Fem i Jlevel in the £ electron DO S. This resonance was absent In the decoupling approach

to the periodic A nderson m odel of Refil?.
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C. pdmodel

W e Investigate the pd m odel H am iltonian Eq. M) as a function of the separation =
", "4 and of the hybridization strength t,q between the two bands. From the analysis in
Ref!? ofthe nite U version of thism odel, we expect a m etal insulator transition to occur
at a xed density nyr = 1 ifwe vary the level ssparation  at a given t,4. Fig.ll @) a
show s the result of this calculation at a xed t,g = 1. The tem perature was taken to be
T = 001. For kevel ssparations ¢ = 0 and = 05, the density ny: around nye = 1
changes an oothly as a function of chem ical potential. But begihning with = 190, a
charge transfergap g1 = Qe = 17) e = 1 ) begins to open up. Thus, the physics
discussed in Ref!* for nite values of U can be also found for U = 1 . The critical value
atty=1lis o= 1.Notethatthe = 4U = 8 result in Fig. 1 of Ref!* com pares well
withthe o= 4U = 1 curve ofthiswork’sFig.l (@). If we increase the hybridization
strength to g = 4 (sce Fig.l b)), we nd that the critical , for the metal to charge
transfer insulator ncreasesto 4. Ih Fig.l @), we also note the transition at a total
density nyr = 2 from a metal at higher level ssparation o to a band insulator with a gap
= Ope=2") Mt = 2 ) . For the higher value of the hybridization strength .4 ,
the system is a band insulator at ny,x = 2 for all smudied Jevel ssparations .

An in portant question in them etalto insulator transition ofF ig.Jll concems the existence
of a coexistence region. W e can show that such a coexistence is Indeed found with our
m ethod. Fig. Ml show s spectral fnctions for d and p elkectrons at a hybridization strength
ta= l,aspamation =", "g= 1landachemicalpotential "4= 0:3.Thecalculation
was perform ed for a tem perature of T = 10 °, and care was taken to resolve the sharp peak
of the noninteracting G reens function G, (! ) at ", = 035 with the help of a logarithm ic
grid. The full line show s the converged result of a direct calculation at "g= 03. A
quasiparticke peak at ! = 0 for both the correlated and the uncorrelated electrons m akes
this a m etallic solution. The dashed lne was obtained by starting the calculation in the
Insulating region at "g = 05 and lowering the chem ical potential In steps 0of 0:01. At

"4 = 03, the solution is still nsulating as no quasiparticle peak has formm ed.
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Iv. SUMMARY

A method to solve the Anderson In purity m odel w ith the help of equations of m otion
and decoupling has been tested for its suitability as an in purty solver in the fram ework of
dynam icalm ean eld theory. T he application to three Jattice m odels in In nite din ensions
and for In nite interaction strength U show s very encouraging resuls. In the application to
the H ubbard m odel, we see a correct quasiparticle scaling of the H ubbard band w ith respect
to the degeneracy. In the periodic Anderson m odel, we nd a Kondo resonance which is
absent In a direct decoupling of the equations of m otion. This underlines the ussfuilness
of the approach chosen here: To use a decoupling schem e for the solution of the A nderson
In purity m odelw hich isthen em ployed to solve Jatticem odels .n the DFM T approxin ation.
Interestingly, the application of our approach to the pd m odel yields a coexistence of the
Insulating and m etallic phases. The extension ofthe U = 1 approach discussed here to

nie values of the interaction strength U is possble and in preparation. The num erical

e ciency of the m ethod m akes an application n an LDA+DM FT context feasble.
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APPENDIX A:DMFT SELF CONSISTENCY CONDITION FOR THE HUB-

BARD MODEL

T he partition function corresponding to the Ham iltonian of Eq. [l) is

Zy
7 = Dg Dg e*® @a1)
w ith the action
Z X Q Z X X
S = d q()@—q()+ d tya (g () ca (o ()
0 i 0 i3 i
U X A2)
+§ G (J)a (ol )eo()
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w here the Fem ion operators CI , ¢ ofthe Ham iltonian have been replaced by G rasan ann
variablesc (),c ().

T he cavity m ethod now requires that we focus on one site i= 0 and ssparate the Ham it
tonian ) into three parts, one relating to site o only, one connecting this site to the lattice
and one for the lattice w ith site o ram oved:

X u X
_ + + +
Hy= G S +§ G G G oo @A 4)
600
x h i
H.= td @+t o ®5)
5
X . X u X,
H© = =Sl ot G G G oG o ®6)
o060 6o 6o O
6 0

T he three parts of the H am ittonian correspond to the action S, of site o, the action S for

the Interaction between site o and the lattice, and the action S © of the lattice w ithout site

O:
2 X Q y X
So = d co()@— co()+§ G () (Vo) o) AT
0 0
60
Z X
S = d oG () () + tuc (Do () @8)
0 i
Z X Q X
s®=d q(>@— a () tya (g () ®9)
0 is o s oj60
g X
+§ c (o ()ao()go()

ko O

6 0
The ain is now to Integrate out all lattice degrees of freedom except those of site 0 In
order to nd the e ective dynam ics at site o. In that process, the action S, ram ains un-
changed, the temm s of S are expanded in tem s of the hopping t which becom es an all
w ith increasing din ension and averaged w ith respect to the action S© .De ning S () via

R
S = 0d S () the partition function is

Z Z
(o)
Z = Dcqu)es" DciDcies e o @ 10)
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Now we can expand the last exponential fiinction as
Z Z Z

1
e 0 =1 d S()+ Y d; d, S( 1) S( 5) M @Aa11)
0 2! 0 0

Taking Into account that in general an operator average w ith resgpect to an action S can be

expressed as

RQ S Z v
. DcDce”Alt ;c] 1 s
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we can consider the second fiinctionalintegralin [ll) to average the tem s ofthe expansion

) v ith respect to the Jattice action S ©:
Z v Z
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Here, the partition function of the lattice w thout site o is abbreviated as
Z Y S (o)
Zgo = DcDce : @14)

Now the term s in [ll) w ith odd powers of S will average to zero. For exam ple,

X
hS()ige = tohe (s () + i (o ()ige = 05 @15)

because the average hig ) acts on all sites except 0. The next average in [lll) yields

D x
hs(i)S(22ige= T oo (1) (1) + i (1)a (1)
X B
oGy 0(2)C 0 (2) + T3 o (2)cy 0( 2)

jO
X X

totoiG (T ¢ (1) 0(2)ige G o(2) + BitieG (1T & (1)cy o(2)ige G o(2)

ij o ij 0

=2 BotesG (1N & (1)gy o(2)ige G o(2)

0

= 2 totos (1T ¢ (1)g (2)ige & (2)

X
2 tots® (106G (1 2)G (2)

i3

@ 16)
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T he In aginary tim e ordering operator T entersbecause the path integral leads to In agihary
tin eordering. Only tem swith = Ycontrbute aswe are considering a param agnetic state
and thus HT' ¢ (1)c0(2)ige = ol ¢ (1)¢ (2)ise . W e have denti ed the average
with the cavity G reens finction Gi(? (1 2)= M a (1)¢ (2)ige, i.e. the Greens

function of the Hubbard m odelw thout the site 0. Now we have for the partition finction
Z y
7 = Dc, D, e®°Zgw

’ ’ X @17)
1 d; d: BotesS (1)G (Z)Gi((j))(l o)+ 1ot
0 0 i3
W ewould ke to w rite the bracket £g in [lll) again as an exponential finction i order to

dentify an e ective action S, :
Zy
zZ = Do Dc,efe A 18)

N oting that the next term in the expansion of ) would read

Z Z Z Z X

d; d, ds dy G (1) (3)a (2)& (4)
0 0 0 0 B d b @®19)
tilot:igotojltongi(f)izjljZ (1 372 4)

we can w rite for the partition finction [l
Z

Y
7 = Dc, D, e®°Zgw
Toa g 2 7
exp dqoz::: don & (1)::: (20 1) (2) i (2n)
n=1 0 0 @&20)
X

(©)
Bo it ooy :::tojnGil:::jn . (12220017 2252 21)

A lltem sbut the rst in this sum overn tum out to be at least of order 1=d so that they

vanish in the Iim it of in nite dimension d= 1 . Thus, In this lin it we nd for the e ective

action
X “ g X ()
Se = Sot d; doc (1) (2) tiotojGij (1 2)
0 0 i
z X a U X
=Od Co()@_ co()+§ Oco()co()coo()coo() @21)
& 0
X ? ? X (o)
+ d doc (1) (2) totiGyy (10 2)
0 0

i3
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and introducing the W eiss eld

Q X
e - tiotoiG i (1 2) @22)
1 i3
we nally get
x 2 Z 1 Z y X
Se = d d2c (1)G 7 (1 2)& (2)+ d; G ()& (o) o)
0 0 0
600
@ 23)
T he equation
()
Gy =Gy Gi Go Gos @ 24)

is needed to relate the cavity G reens function to the G reens function of the lattice G i
G oing from in aginary tin e to im agihary frequency and combining with [ll), the W eiss
finction [lM) reads

X
Gl =dl,+ tiotosG 4 (Gln)
X h i @ 25)
= il, + toto; Gy ({ln) Gi Wa)Go En)Goy Gln)

ij
Ifwe now go from real space to k space we can sim plify this equation. Introducing the

Fourier transform G, via

X
Gy (iln)=  &F9Gy (ly) ( 26)
k
we nd
X X X X
tioGio (l'n)= tio elkRion (l!n)= "ka (l'n)
i i k k
X X X N
tetsGy Eln) = Lo o3 e UG, (i) @ 27)
ij i3 k
X X X , X
_ tjoelkRio tojelkRoij ') = "in a',)
ki 3 k
In the general form of the G reens function le @y =1, + " ({i!,) we Introduce

17



the abbreviation = i!, + ({!',) to get le @', = ", and detem ine the sum s

X X n X n + X
"G, (i.)= k= kT - 14
kP k ©n n n n
k k k k k k
X
= 1+ Gk (l'n): l+ GOO (ln)
k A 28)
X ) X "]2( X "M )+ " X X "
"kG x @ln) = "o n = "kt n
k k k k k k k k
= 1+ G @ly) = + 2G‘oo @y)

W ith this, the W eiss fiinction M@ becom es

X X 2
G @) =il + "Gy ({ln)+ "Gyx (i) G @)
k k
=i, + + “Goo W)+ 1+ Go @n) GJL @)+ ®.29)
=il + + G (@)= @y + G (i)
This equation G} @{!,) =G ! @!,) ({!,) is the D yson equation for the localG reens

function.

The e ective action (M) can now be nterpreted I tem s of the Anderson in purity
m odel, i.e. the Anderson Inpuriy m odel gives rise to an action which becom es identical
to [ if an additional self consistency condition is fiil Iled. The Ham iltonian for the

Anderson in purity m odel is

H = "C a + Vic £+ V, £ q £7Ff + £ f £5f o @ 30)

k k 0
6 O

X X X g X
2

where runs from 1 to the degeneracy N . The action corresponding to this H am iltonian
w il consist of a purely localpart S, conceming only the £ electrons
z X e y X
So = d £f0) — £f0)+ - £ O)E ()Eo()Eo() & 31)
0 @ 2 0
& 0
and a part involving conduction band electrons that can be integrated out:

@
S=Sot d Ck()@_'I'"kck()+chk()f()+ka()ck() @ 32)
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Now the partition fiinction for the Ham itonian [ll) is

z Z z Z
Z= DfDf DcDoge® = DEfDf e®e Dc Do
(z . )
exp d q<()@—+"kq<()+qu<()f()+ka()q<()
z 0k @ 33)

@
= Dfoes° det@—+"k

@
exp dl d2f (l)Vka — + "k 1 2f (2)
0 0 @l

In the last step, the temm s Involving £ electronsV, £ () and Vxf ( ) were taken as source
temm s, which m akes the term in the exponent a G aussian integral that can be evaluated
directly. T he determm inant constitutes a constant factor in the partition function that doesn’t
concem us here. W e are keft with an action for the £ electrons that reads

Z Z X Q X Q 1
Sf: dl d2 f (l) - 1 2 j]kj? — "k 1 2 f (2)
@ 1 Kk @ 1

o
o

g X @ 34)
+ d —
0 2 0

6 O

£ O)E (O)E()Eo()

Ifwenow com pare thisto the e ective action ofthe Hubbard m odel (ll), we see that they
are dentical if we require that the W eiss function G ( ») ful Is the condition

. @ X @ 1
G (1 2)= e, Lo T jfkf@—l+"k - A 35)

k
G olng from Im aghary tin e to In aghary frequency, this equation reads

X s
Gl = il + T @36)
il

Here we can dentify the usualde nition ofthe hybridization function (1! ,) in the Ander-
son In purity m odel
A 37)

If we now equate W eiss finctions [llll) and M) we nd the DMFT selfconsistency

condition in tem s of a prescription for @{! ,)

@ )= i, + a,) Gt @y, @ 38)

(o]
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O n the Bethe Jattice and w ith a halfband width ofD = 2t, we have a noninteracting density

of states
1 P—
"y — 4t2 n2 39
o=~ @ 39)
and thus we can w rite for the local G reens fiinction
X X 1
Goo @',)= Gy @,)= - w ith =il + @d'y,)
k k
Z S A 40)
g 0 (") 1 2t d"p 4t2 n2 1 (R )p 274‘@
—_ = _— = —_— e
" 2 t2 ot " 2t2 sgn
From thiswe gain the expression
Goo (A'n) + Gl ) =0; @ 41)

which combined with Eq. [l leads to a sinpli ed ©om of the selfconsistency condition

A 4) = Ge (An): @ 42)

APPENDIX B:DM FT SELF CONSISTENCY CONDITION FOR THE ANDER -

SON LATTICE

W e again focus on one site i= o and solit the H am iltonian into three parts:

HPAM =HO+ HC+H(O) CBl)
X X
+ +
Ho="¢ G G t+ " £ 5
X g X
+ Voo f, +V, £ + > £ £, £ of, 0 B2)
6 OO
X h i
He= B & + s ®3)
X X X
H©= el o + " g +" £
i®oj60 i’ o i’ o
X g X
+ + + +
+ \A C fi + Vi fi c + E fi fj_ fi ij_ 0 (B4)
6o 6o O

& 0
H . has the sam e form as in the Hubbard m ode], but the localpart H , ism ore com plicated
as it contains two species of electrons, conduction and f elctrons. Nevertheless, we can
procead com plktely along the lines detailed for the Hubbard m odel above, expanding the
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action S arsing from H . in orderto arrive at an e ective action for site 0. In thiscasewe

have
Z X e y X
So = d f()@—+"ff()+§ fo ()E () o( )Es 0()
0 0
6 ° B5)
X Q X
+ Co()@—+"cco()+ Vo o (NE ()+V, £ () ()
and
Z Z X o
Se = Sot d d2c (1) (2) tiotojGijo' (1 2) B6)
0 0 i
Inthed! 1 Jinit,’dﬁ.eGreeg’sﬁmctjonbeoomes
1
il + "o a'L,) \Y%
G (l.k) =@ £ A ®7)
Vi i, + "
Inverting the m atrix according to
0 1 0 1
A B 1 C B
B C detM B A
we nd
G ({d!,;k) !
LinsK)=—7 :
’ @e+ "2 @@L+ M) V2
0 1 &9)
@i'n+ " Vi A
Vi i, + "2 £ @y
Thus, we nd forthe £ electron G reen’s flinction
V2 !
Gelilnjk)= it "¢ el (B10)
n k
and for the conduction band G reen’s fiinction
V2 '
ey = i) k
G @d!lnik) Lt "x l!n+ vvg f(l'n) ®11)
P .
W e get the bcalpropagatorsasG: R = 0;il,) = | G¢ (i ,;k)e*®™? by summ ation over
k:
X
GE™ ()= Ge(laik)
k
z V(")Z 1
= dam oM i, + "?_ £ @ds) . " B12)
Z 1
\V4 wy2
G2 (i) a" o (") i, + " (o) ;
l!n+ "f f(l!n)
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For com putational purposes it is usefiil to note that for the case of an energy independent

R "
V(") V,G ®(!,) can be written asa H ibert transform D' () = 11 ar2 .
2
GrAlil =D 1!, + v B13)
c i, + "o £ @dy)

Rewriting G £ (i!,), we can lkewise reduce the energy integral to the calulation of a

H ibert transfom :
2 1
Glocal | — 4" "
£ (l n) O() i!n+ "J,O:- f(l'n)
V2 1 B14)
* 0 - 21 " v?
l!n+ "f f(l!n) l~n+ ity + "g £ (iln)
and with Eq. [ll)
Glocal(-l ) l + V2 Glocal(-| )
ily) = = - il
£ l!n+ "g f(l!n) i!n+ "g f(j.!n) 2 c (Bl5)
» D — o
Ifwenow assumea sam icircularDOSD (") = TR 4 " forthe hybridization Vi we can
explicitly w rite for the H ibert transform
1 Ao p4t2 "2 1 p—
D ()= n— - - e 2 42 B16)
U e " e MERe)

T hus, on the B ethe lattice the self consistency condition can be calculated w ithout an integral

over energies. W e also need the D yson equation
Gt Wa)=6Gl @)+ @G ,) B17)

From the high frequency lim it of this equation we can nd the form of the W eiss function
GOl (! ,) by com paring the tem s of the expansion orderby order. Expanding Eq. [lll) we

nd
: 1 0 : 1 2 :
Ge@y) —+ (" + o @',) - foril, ! 1 B18)
l!n l!n
E xpanding the inverse, we nd
Gfl @, ity + "g @y Pril,t 1 B19)

Go' (ln) iln+ "o B20)



The hybridization function (@{i! ,) contains what we have neglected in the high frequency

expansion :

10

11

12

13

14

Gyl @) =il + "0y B21)
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0 1 2 uo 3
FIG .1l: Density of f electrons as a function ofthe chem icalpotential = "¢ forexact diagonal-
ization and the equation ofm otion m ethod in com parison. T he energy unit is the halfband w idth
D . For the higher tem perature T = 035, the two m ethods agree extrem ely well, whilke for the lower
tem perature T = 0:03, the exact diagonalization gives slightly lower densities at the sam e chem ical
potential = "¢.Exact diagonalization was perform ed w ith 6 sites, and the H ubbard m odelw as

solved in the DM FT approxin ation.
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FIG.2: Spectral finctions main gure) and in aginary part of the G reens function (inset) from

exact diagonalization and the equation of m otion m ethod in com parison. The tem perature is
T = 0:03, the density of £ electrons isnf = 0:84 for both m ethods. T he two m ethods com pare
well, considering that the exact diagonalization w ith 5 bath siteshasonly 1lim ited resolution on the

real axis.
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FIG. 3:

Hubbard m odel. Energy is m easured in units of half band width D .

Density ne¢ of £ electrons as a function of the cham ical potenital

1. 2
> p (D)
for the n nite U

(@) At high tem perature

T = 05, n¢e ("g) di ers Ordi erent values of the degeneracy N . ) At Iow tem perature T = 0:03,

the n¢ ("f) ordi erent N nearly coincide.
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FIG .4: Density of states ¢ (! ) of £ electrons forthe In nite U Hubbard m odel. T he energy uni
isthe halfband width D . @) At high tem perature T = 035, there is no quasiparticlk resonance at
' = 0. b) At low tam perature T = 003, the quasiparticle resonance at ! = 0 is clearly developed.

T he weight of the H ubbard band is proportionalto 1=N .
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FIG.5: Densities of states (') and .(!) of £ and conduction electrons for the In nite U
periodic Anderson model. @) At a low hybridization V 2 = 0:01, the £ electron G reens function
ism aily a peak at the In purity position; there is no quasiparticle resonance at ! = 0. (o) At a
high hybridization V2 = 02, the hubbard band of the f electron G reens fiinction is split nto two

peaks, and the quasiparticle resonance at ! = 0 is clearly developed.
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FIG .6: Totaldensity ofelctrons asa function of chem icalpotential for the pd m odelH am iltonian
4. The plateaus at densities

). The hybridization strengths were @) toa
Niotal = 1 and Niga1 = 2 corresoond to the insulating phases.
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FIG .7: Spectralfiinction forthe pdm odelH am iltonian M) show ing the coexistence ofa m etallic
and an Insulating phase. T he hybridization strength was t,q = 1, the pd separation = 1. @)
show s the correlated d spectral function, () the uncorrelated p spectral function. The fiill Iine
corresponds to a m etallic solution, the dashed line to an Insulating solution. In (o) the sharp peak

of the noninteracting DO S at ", = 05 isnot shown.
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