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Abstract

In this paper we explore the use ofan equation ofm otion decoupling m ethod as an im purity

solverto be used in conjunction with the dynam icalm ean �eld self-consistency condition forthe

solution oflattice m odels. W e benchm ark the im purity solver againstexactdiagonalization,and

apply the m ethod to study the in�nite U Hubbard m odel,the periodic Anderson m odeland the

pd m odel.Thissim pleand num erically e�cientapproach yieldsthe spectra expected forstrongly

correlated m aterials,with a quasiparticle peak and a Hubbard band.Itworksin a large range of

param eters,and therefore can beused fortheexploration ofrealm aterialsusing LDA+ DM FT.

PACS num bers:71.27.+ a,71.30.+ h
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Dynam icalm ean �eld theory (DM FT)wasdeveloped overthepast15 yearsinto a pow-

erfultoolforthetreatm entofstrongly correlated electron system s1,2,3.DM FT isbased on

the idea ofm apping a com plicated lattice m odelonto a single im purity m odelcoupled to

a noninteracting bath. Itrelieson the observation thatthe selfenergy �(k;i! n)becom es

k-independent in in�nite dim ensions d = 1 4,m aking a single site treatm ent with only

tem poraluctuation exactin thislim it.TheDM FT approach derivesitsstrength from the

factthatitbecom esexactin thisnontriviallim itofd = 1 orin�nite lattice coordination.

Perhapssurprisingly,DM FT provesto bea very good approxim ation even in d = 3 dim en-

sions.By replacing com plicated m odelswith a singleim purity m odel,theDM FT equations

can then besolved with oneofthem ethodsthathavebeen developed tosolvetheAnderson

im purity m odel.

Thestudy ofcorrelated m aterialshasuntila few yearsago been conducted with two ap-

proachesthatarevery di�erentin spirit.On theonehand,density functionaltheory (DFT)

calculationsin the localdensity approxim ation (LDA)hasproven invaluable in the deter-

m ination ofthe electronic structure ofrealm aterials but there are a num ber ofstrongly

correlated m aterials where its predictions are even in qualitative disagreem ent with ex-

perim ent. On the other hand,the study ofm odelHam iltonians has provided qualitative

understanding ofm ay system s with strong correlations but due to its dependence on pa-

ram etersthism ethod lackspredictivepowerfornew m aterials.Thecom bination ofthetwo

approachesin theform ofLDA+DM FT5 prom isesto deepen ourunderstanding ofstrongly

correlated m aterialsassom einitialsuccessesdem onstrate6,7,8.

DM FT reduces the quantum m any body problem to a single site problem ,nam ely an

im purity m odelin a m edium ,and requires the solution ofan Anderson im purity m odel

for arbitrary values ofthe bath. W hen the LDA+DM FT is carried out self-consistently

in a m ultiband situation,the im purity m odelhas to be solved m any tim es,and becom es

the bottleneck ofthe LDA+DM FT algorithm . Therefore itis im portantto �nd im purity

solversthatare reliable and com putationally cheap. Currently,the usualchoicesforsolv-

ing the Anderson im purity m odelin the fram ework ofLDA+DM FT are quantum M onte

Carlo(QM C),thenon-crossingapproxim ation (NCA),and theiterated perturbation theory

(IPT).Nevertheless,each ofthesem ethodshassom edrawbackslim iting itsrangeofappli-
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cability.TheQM C m ethod isessentially exact,butbecom esprohibitively expensive atlow

tem peraturesand forhigh interaction strength U.TheNCA approxim ation,applied to the

im purity m odel,exceedstheunitarity lim itatlow tem peraturesand leadsto pathologiesin

the solutionsofthe DM FT equations. The extension ofthe IPT schem e,a m ethod which

wasvery successfulatarbitrary �lling in theoneorbitalsituation,hasencountered di�cul-

tiesin itsextension to them ultiorbitalcase.Thisprovidesthem otivation ofthisarticleto

investigatetheusefulnessofapreviously known decouplingschem ein thecontextofDM FT.

The m ethod for the solution ofthe Anderson im purity m odelproposed here aim s at

working with an arbitrary noninteracting DOS asinput. Nevertheless,we intend to show

that even for the solution ofm odelHam iltonians like,e.g. the Hubbard Ham iltonian,a

DM FT schem e with a closed setofequationsgained from a decoupling schem e issuperior

to thedirectsolution ofthatHam iltonian with decoupling m ethods.

II. T H EO RY

The m ethod ofwriting equations ofm otion (EOM ) for the Anderson im purity m odel

and decoupling them in orderto close the system ofequationshasa long history9,10,11. In

thederivation oftheintegralequation forthesolution ofthein�nite U Anderson im purity

m odelwe follow the approach and the decoupling schem e ofT.Costi12. The Ham iltonian

fora m ixed valentim purity is12

H =
X

kn

"kc
+

kn
ckn +

X

n

E fnX
nn
+ E f0X

00
+
X

kn

�
V
�
knc

+

kn
X

0n
+ VknX

n0
ckn

�
(1)

W e determ ine the equation ofm otion forthe m -channelf-electron Green’s function (GF)

Fm (!)= hhX 0m ;X m 0iiby writing

!hhX
0m
;X

m 0
ii= h[X

0m
;X

m 0
]+ i+ hh[X

0m
;H ];X

m 0
ii (2)

and evaluating theappearing (anti-)com m utators.Theresultis

(! � "f)hhX
0m
;X

m 0
ii=hX

00
+ X

m m
i+

X

k

Vkhh(X
00
+ X

m m
)ckm ;X

m 0
ii

+
X

k
n6= m

VkhhX
nm
ckn;X

m 0
ii;

(3)

assum ing thatthehybridization Vk doesnotdepend on thez com ponentm ofthe angular

m om entum J.Theabbreviation "f � E fm � E f0 wasintroduced.TheaveragesovertheX
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operatorsarehX 00i= 1� nf and hX
m m i= nf=N where thetotalnum beroff electronsis

calculated as

nf = �
N

�

Z

d!
0
f(!

0
)F

00
m (!

0
); (4)

with thenotation Fm (!)= F 0
m (!)+ iF 00

m (!).ForthehigherorderGreen’sfunctionson the

rhsofEq.(3)wealso writeequationsofm otion:

(! � "k)hh(X
00
+ X

m m
)ckn;X

m 0
ii= (5)

VkhhX
0m
;X

m 0
ii+

X

q

n6= m

Vqhhc
+

qnX
0n
ckm ;X

m 0
ii+

X

q

n6= m

VqhhcqnX
n0
ckm ;X

m 0
ii

(! � "k)hhX
nm
ckn;X

m 0
ii= (6)

�hX
n0
ckni+

X

q

VqhhX
n0
cqm ckn;X

m 0
ii+

X

q

VqhhX
0m
c
+

qnckn;X
m 0
ii

W enow em ploythedecouplingschem ealreadygiven inRef.12 thatconservesparticlenum ber

and angularm om entum (n 6= m isassum ed):

hhc
+

qnX
0n
ckm ;X

m 0
ii’ hc

+

qnX
0n
ihhckm ;X

m 0
ii (7)

hhcqnX
n0
ckm ;X

m 0
ii’ hcqnX

n0
ihhckm ;X

m 0
ii (8)

hhX
n0
cqm ckn;X

m 0
ii’ hcknX

n0
ihhcqm ;X

m 0
ii (9)

hhX
0m
c
+

qnckn;X
m 0
ii’ hc

+

qncknihhX
0m
;X

m 0
ii (10)

Note a sign di�erence in Eq.(9)with respectto Ref.12. The Greensfunction hhcqm ;X
m 0ii

appearing herecan again bedeterm ined from itsequation ofm otion

hhcqm ;X
m 0
ii=

Vq

! � "q
hhX

0m
;X

m 0
ii (11)

Thisleadsto theequation from which thef electron Greensfunction can bedeterm ined:

Fm (!)=
1� nf +

nf

N
+ I1(!)

! � "f � �(!)+ I 2(!)� �(!)I 1(!)
; (12)

with thesum sovercorrelation functions

I1(!)= �
X

k
n6= m

Vk

! � "k
hX

n0
ckni; (13)

I2(!)= �
X

kq

n6= m

VkVq

! � "k
hc

+

qnckni; (14)
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and thehybridization function

�(!)=
X

k

V 2
k

! � "k
: (15)

In thedegeneratem odelswestudy in thisarticle,thesum sovern with n 6= m sim ply lead

to factorsofN � 1.Thesum soverk and q can besim pli�ed further.

To thatend,wereplacethecorrelation functionsby integralsovertheim aginary partof

thecorresponding Greensfunction

hc
+

kn
cqni= �

1

�

Z

d!
0
f(!

0
)Im hhcqn;c

+

kn
ii: (16)

Theconduction electron Greensfunctionhhcqn;c
+

kn
iiisdeterm ined from itsequationofm otion

hhcqn;c
+

kn
ii=

�kq

! � "q
+

VkVq

(! � "k)(! � "q)
hhX

0n
;X

n0
ii (17)

Now in orderto sim plify thesum sin Eqs.(13)and (14),weem ploy theidentity

1

(! � ")(!0� ")
=

1

!0� !

�
1

! � "
�

1

!0� "

�

: (18)

Thisallowsusto identify occurrencesofthehybridization function (15),and we�nd

I1(!)=
N � 1

�

Z

d!
0 f(!

0)

!0� !

h

F
00
m (!

0
)�(!)� Im

�
Fm (!

0
)�(!

0
)
	i

(19)

I2(!)=
N � 1

�

Z

d!
0 f(!

0)

!0� !

h

��
00
(!

0
)+ �(!)Im

�
Fm (!

0
)�(!

0
)
	
� Im

�
Fm (!

0
)�(!

0
)
2
	i

(20)

Eqs.(12)togetherwith (19),(20)and thede�nition ofnf (4)form an integralequation for

Fm (!)thatcan besolved iteratively.In ordertocom putetheintegralsofEqs.(19)and (20)

weintroducethefollowing realfunctions:

A m (!)= �f(!)Im Fm (!)

B (!)= f(!)Im �(!)

Cm (!)= f(!)Im
�
Fm (!)�(!)

	

D m (!)= f(!)Im
�
Fm (!)�(!)

2
	

(21)

Now theintegralsread

I1(!)=
1

�

X

n6= m

�

�(!)

Z
d!0

�

A m (!
0)

! � !0
+

Z
d!0

�

Cm (!
0)

! � !0

�

I2(!)=
1

�

X

n6= m

�Z
d!0

�

B (!0)

! � !0
� �(!)

Z
d!0

�

Cm (!
0)

! � !0
+

Z
d!0

�

D m (!
0)

! � !0

� (22)
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Thus,thecalculation oftheintegralsreducesto sim ple evaluation ofKram ersKronig inte-

grals.Theim aginary partforexam pleofthe�rstsuch integralis�i�A m (!
0).

Iturnsoutthatthissetofequationson the realfrequency axisissolved easily forthe

Anderson im purity m odel,butasweadd selfconsistency conditionsin orderto solve m ore

com plicated m odelsin theDM FT approxim ation,convergence dependsstrongly on a good

initialguessofthe solution. Forthispurpose,we write equationsanalogousto Eqs.(12),

(19),(20) and (4) on the M atsubara axis. M atsubara Greens functions are m uch m ore

sm ooth than theircounterparts on the realfrequency axis and thus converge m ore easily.

Nevertheless,the calculation ofthe Greensfunction on the im aginary axisdoesnotm ake

therealaxiscalculation redundant:Firstly,theanalyticcontinuation totherealaxisisonly

accurate forlow frequenciesdue to a lack ofhigh frequency inform ation in the M atsubara

Greensfunction.Secondly,thedependenceoftheim aginary frequency grid on tem perature

i!n = (2n + 1)�T (23)

m eansthatathigh tem peratures,thelow frequency partoftheGreensfunction isvery badly

resolved,while atvery low tem peratures,an inordinatenum berofim aginary frequenciesis

necessary to describetheGreensfunction forallfrequenciesforwhich itsigni�cantly di�ers

from zero.Thism eansthatfrom a practicalpointofview,theM atsubara Greensfunction

is best calculated at an interm ediate tem perature,providing via analytic continuation a

su�ciently accurate initialguess for the iterative solution of Eq.(12) on the realaxis.

This problem ofthe M atsubara form ulation is not related to the wellknown di�culty in

perform ing analyticcontinuation to therealaxis.

Allequationsofm otion arealm ostunchanged when wego overto M atsubara frequency

i!n,e.g.Eq.(17)becom es

hhckn;c
+

qniii!n =
�kq

i!n � "q
+

VkVq

(i!n � "k)(i!n � "q)
hhX

0n
;X

n0
ii
i!n

: (24)

Correlationshaveto becalculated as

hc
+

qnckni= T
X

i!n

hhckn;c
+

qniii!ne
i!n 0

+

(25)

which replacesEq.(16)forthatpurpose.In orderto sim plify theequations,weem ploy the

analog ofEq.(18),nam ely

V 2
k

(i!n � "k)(i!
0
n � "k)

=
1

i!0
n � i!n

�
V 2
k

i!n � "k
�

V 2
k

i!0
n � "k

�

; (26)
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and weidentify occurrencesofthehybridization function

�(i! n)=
X

k

V 2
k

i!n � "k
: (27)

Thisleadsto thesystem ofequations

Fm (i!n)=
1� nf +

nf

N
+ S1(i!n)

i!n � "f � �(i! n)
�
1+ S1(i!n)

�
+ S2(i!n)

(28)

with

S1(i!n)= T
X

l6= m

i!0n

�(i! 0
n)� �(i! n)

i!0
n � i!n

Fl(i!
0
n)e

i!0n 0
+

(29)

S2(i!n)= T
X

l6= m

i!0n

�(i! 0
n)� �(i! n)

i!0
n � i!n

�
1+ �(i!

0
n)Fl(i!

0
n)
	
e
i!0n 0

+

(30)

nf = N T
X

i!0n

Fm (i!
0
n)e

i!0n 0
+

: (31)

W ith thereplacem ent

T
X

i!0n

K (i!
0
n)e

i!0n 0
+

�! �
1

�

Z

d!
0
f(!

0
)Im K (!

0
) (32)

wecan easilyrecoverEqs.(19)and (20)from (29)and (30).Itisim portanttonotethatgood

convergenceoftheself-consistentsolution ofthesystem ofequationsdependscruciallyonthe

propertreatm entoftheslowlydecayinghigh frequencytailsoftheaddendsofEqs.(29)-(31).

A high frequency expansion oftheseaddendswasperform ed to determ inethecoe�cientsof

theterm sproportionalto 1=i!n and 1=(i!n)
2.Theseterm sweresubtracted from thesum s,

and theirvaluewasdeterm ined analytically.

A . H ubbard m odel

W enow proceed to investigatetheusefulnessoftheim purity solverdetailed abovein its

application in the DM FT context. Ourapplication ofthe m ethod to three lattice m odels

isan exploratory study concentrating on a sm allnum ber ofim portantpropertiesonly. It

isnotthe intention ofthisarticle to go into detailforeach ofthe three m odels. W e �rst

investigate the Hubbard m odelin orderto study the quasiparticle scaling ofthe Hubbard

band with degeneracy N .
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W econsidertheHubbard Ham iltonian

H = �
X

ij�

tijc
+

i�cj� � �
X

i�

c
+

i�ci� +
U

2

X

i�� 0

�6= � 0

c
+

i�ci�c
+

i�0
ci�0 (33)

where thespin and orbitalindex � runsfrom 1 to N .Forthism odel,wehave to solve the

AIM with theself-consistency condition

�(i! n)= t
2
G oo�(i!n): (34)

Forthederivation ofthisequation,seeApp.A.

B . A nderson lattice

W estudytheapplication oftheU = 1 im puritysolvertotheAnderson latticein orderto

learn how thisnew approach com parestothestraightforward decoupling oftheequationsof

m otion fortheperiodicAnderson m odel12.W econsidertheperiodicAnderson Ham iltonian

H PA M = �
X

ij�

t
c
ijc

+

i�cj� �
X

ij�

t
f

ijf
+

i�fj� + "c

X

i�

c
+

i�ci� + "f

X

i�

f
+

i�fi�

+
X

i�

�
Vi�c

+

i�fi� + V
�
i�f

+

i�ci�
�
+
U

2

X

i�� 0

�6= � 0

f
+

i�fi�f
+

i�0
fi�0

(35)

In thiscase,theselfconsistency condition forthef electron Greensfunction is

G
local

f (i!n)=

Z

d"�0(")

�

i!n + �� "
0

f � �f(i!n)�
V (")2

i!n + �� "

� �1

(36)

Here,theselfenergy isdeterm ined from theequation

G
�1
0 (i!n)= G

�1

f
(i!n)+ �(i! n) (37)

and theW eissfunction G0(i!n)isrelated to thehybridization function �(i! n)by

G
�1
0 (i!n)= i!n + �� "

0

f � �(i! n) (38)

Thederivation oftheseequationsiscontained in App.B.
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C . pd m odel

In orderto study theM otttransition with theU = 1 im purity solverdescribed above,

weconsidertheHam iltonian14

H = �
X

ij�

Vij

h

d
+

i�pj� + p
+

j�di�

i

+ "p

X

j�

p
+

j�pj� + "d

X

i�

d
+

i�di� + Ud

X

i

d
+

i"
di"d

+

i#
di#: (39)

ThisHam iltonian,which we callpd m odelhere,issim ilarto the Anderson lattice Ham il-

tonian ifthe conduction electron dispersion istaken to be a constant"k = "p and ifthe k

dependence ofthe hybridization Vk isretained.Thischangesthelocalconduction electron

Greensfunction:

G
local

d (i!n)=

Z

d"�pd(")

�

i!n + �� "d � �d(i!n)�
"2

i!n + �� "p

� �1

= �p

Z

d"�pd(")

�

�p�d � "
2

� �1

G
local

p (i!n)=

Z

d"�pd(")

�

i!n + �� "p �
"2

i!n + �� "d � �d(i!n)

� �1

= �d

Z

d"�pd(")

�

�p�d � "
2

� �1

(40)

with the abbreviations �p = i!n + �� "p and �d = i!n + �� "d � �d(i!n). Here,�pd(")

standsforthedensity ofstatesassociated with thehybridization Vk.Noting that

Z

d"
�pd(")

x2 � "2
=

1

2x

�Z

d"
�pd(")

x � "
+

Z

d"
�pd(")

x + "

�

=
1

2x

�
~D (x)� ~D (�x)

�

=
~D (x)

x
forsym m etric �pd(")

(41)

wecan writeG local
p (i!n)and G

local
d (i!n)asHilberttransform s

G
local

p (i!n)=

s

�d

�p

~D

�
p
�p�d

�

G
local

d (i!n)=

s

�p

�d

~D

�
p
�p�d

� (42)

W eusea sem icircularform for�pd("):

�pd(")=
1

2�t2
pd

q

4t2
pd
� "2 (43)

wheretpd isthestrength ofthehybridization between p and d levels.
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Itisworth pointing out,thatthism ethod reproducesan im portantaspectofthe exact

solution ofthe DM FT equationswithin the contextofthe pd m odel. Nam ely,itproduces

a �rstorderphasetransition between a m etallicand an insulating phase,which ism anifest

by theexistence oftwo DM FT solutionsforthesam erangeofparam eters.

III. R ESU LT S

A . H ubbard m odel

Firstofallwetesttheperform anceofourim puritysolverbycom paringitwith theresults

ofexactdiagonalization(ED).Forthispurpose,weem ploythecodepublished accom panying

the review ofthe DM FT m ethod in Ref.1,m odi�ed to U = 1 . The Hubbard m odelis

solved in theDM FT approxim ation.Theself-consistency condition fortheHubbard m odel

isrealized by m inim izing the function f("k;Vk)=
P

n
jt2G(i!n)�

P

k
V 2
k =(i!n � "k)jwith

respectto the param eters"k and Vk. Here,the exactdiagonalization hasbeen perform ed

with N s = 6 sites which are divided into 1 site forthe im purity and 5 sites forthe bath.

Thus,the hybridization function �(i! n)isrepresented with 5 poles. Thisleadsto a �nite

num berofpolesinstead ofa sm ooth function in thespectralfunction aswell.Fig.1 shows

the com parison ofthe densities offelectrons as a function ofthe im purity position "f

(which is related to the chem icalpotentialby � = �"f). The com parison shows that at

high tem perature T = 0:5, the results of exact diagonalization and EOM are virtually

indistinguishable while for a lower tem perature T = 0:03,the densities di�er slightly for

im purity positionsbetween -1 and 1.

In Fig.2,we com pare the im aginary partsofthe Greensfunction fora density ofnf =

0:84. The slight di�erences in the nf versus � curves ofFig. 1 m ean that this density

is achieved for � = 0:6 in the case ofED and for � = 0:53 in the case ofEOM .The

im aginary partsofthe Greensfunction on the M atsubara axisshown in the insetare very

sim ilar. Thus,the m ain �gure shows the m ore dem anding com parison ofthe densities of

state. The continuousline represents the DOS from the EOM m ethod gained by analytic

continuation in the Pad�e approxim ation,while the long dashes stand forthe EOM result

on the realaxis. The dashed curve with the �ve polesisthe resultofDM FT on the basis

ofexactdiagonalization.The�gureshowsthatthedistribution ofspectralweightbetween
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the Kondo peak around the Ferm ilevelat! = 0 and theHubbard band issim ilarin both

m ethods,buttheEOM m ethod leadsto a betteroverallshapeofthespectralfunction.W e

concludethattheEOM m ethod resultscom parewellwith ED,givinguscon�dencethatitis

a usefulapproxim ation.Even forthislow num berofN s = 6 sites,theexactdiagonalization

requiresan orderofm agnitudem oreCPU tim ethan theEOM m ethod.

Fig.3 showsthecarrierdensity asa function ofthe im purity position "f.The im purity

position corresponds to the chem icalpotential,only with opposite sign � = �"f. Due to

the in�nite interaction, the m axim um �lling is 1 electron per site. In other words,the

upper Hubbard band that could hold a second electron at �nite U has been pushed to

in�nite energy. W hile at low tem perature T = 0:03 the nf versus � curves at di�erent

degeneraciesN = 2 to N = 14 nearly coincide (see Fig.3 (b)),they di�erconsiderably at

high tem peratureT = 0:5 (seeFig.3 (a)).

In Fig.4 weshow exam plesofthespectralfunction fordegeneraciesbetween N = 2 and

N = 14 for high and low tem perature. W hile at T = 0:5 the spectralfunction is nearly

unstructured,at T = 0:003 a broad Hubbard band and a quasiparticle resonance atzero

frequency! = 0can bedistinguished.TheweightoftheHubbard band dim inishesas1=N as

thedegeneracy N increaseswhiletheintensity oftheKondopeaksrem ainsnearly constant.

Notethatthespectralfunctionsin Fig.4 resulting from theDM FT self-consistency contain

no spuriousside bandsasthose calculated by directly decoupling the equationsofm otion

produced by the Hubbard Ham iltonian13. In our calculation,the im aginary part ofthe

Greensfunction outsidetheHubbard band and resonanceisexactly zero.

B . A nderson lattice

Fig.5 showsexam plesfortheconduction electron and thestrongly correlated f electron

spectralfunctions (dashed and fulllines, respectively). In Fig.5 (a),the hybridization

between thetwo bandsissm all(V 2 = 0:01)whilein Fig.5 (b)itisratherlarge(V 2 = 0:2).

Correspondingly,theconduction electron DOS showsonly a sm alldip attheposition ofthe

fband fora low valueofthehybridization.Interestingly,we�nd a Kondo resonanceatthe

Ferm ilevelin the f electron DOS.Thisresonance wasabsentin the decoupling approach

to theperiodicAnderson m odelofRef.12.
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C . pd m odel

W einvestigate thepd m odelHam iltonian Eq.(39)asa function oftheseparation � 0 =

"p � "d and ofthe hybridization strength tpd between the two bands. From the analysisin

Ref.14 ofthe�niteU version ofthism odel,weexpecta m etalinsulatortransition to occur

ata �xed density ntot = 1 ifwe vary the levelseparation � 0 ata given tpd. Fig.6 (a)a

shows the result ofthis calculation ata �xed tpd = 1. The tem perature was taken to be

T = 0:01. Forlevelseparations � 0 = 0 and � 0 = 0:5 ,the density ntot around ntot = 1

changes sm oothly as a function ofchem icalpotential. But beginning with � 0 = 1:0,a

charge transfergap g1 = �(n tot = 1+ )� �(n tot = 1� )beginsto open up.Thus,the physics

discussed in Ref.14 for�nite valuesofU can be also found forU = 1 . The criticalvalue

attpd = 1 is� 0 = 1.Note thatthe � 0 = 4 U = 8 resultin Fig.1 ofRef.14 com pareswell

with the � 0 = 4 U = 1 curve ofthiswork’sFig.6 (a). Ifwe increase the hybridization

strength to tpd = 4 (see Fig.6 (b)),we �nd that the critical� 0 for the m etalto charge

transferinsulatorincreasesto � 0 � 4. In Fig.6 (a),we also note the transition ata total

density ntot = 2 from a m etalathigherlevelseparation � 0 to a band insulatorwith a gap

g2 = �(n tot = 2+ )� �(n tot = 2� ). Forthe highervalue ofthe hybridization strength tpd ,

thesystem isa band insulatoratntot = 2 forallstudied levelseparations� 0.

An im portantquestion in them etaltoinsulatortransition ofFig.6concernstheexistence

ofa coexistence region. W e can show that such a coexistence is indeed found with our

m ethod. Fig.7 showsspectralfunctionsford and p electronsata hybridization strength

tpd = 1,aseparation � 0 = "p� "d = 1and achem icalpotential�� "d = 0:3.Thecalculation

wasperform ed fora tem peratureofT = 10�5 ,and carewastaken to resolvethesharp peak

ofthe noninteracting Greens function G p(!) at "p = 0:5 with the help ofa logarithm ic

grid. The fullline shows the converged result ofa direct calculation at �� "d = 0:3. A

quasiparticle peak at! = 0 forboth the correlated and the uncorrelated electrons m akes

this a m etallic solution. The dashed line was obtained by starting the calculation in the

insulating region at�� "d = 0:5 and lowering the chem icalpotentialin stepsof0:01. At

�� "d = 0:3,thesolution isstillinsulating asno quasiparticlepeak hasform ed.
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IV . SU M M A RY

A m ethod to solve the Anderson im purity m odelwith the help ofequations ofm otion

and decoupling hasbeen tested foritssuitability asan im purity solverin thefram ework of

dynam icalm ean �eld theory.Theapplication to threelatticem odelsin in�nitedim ensions

and forin�niteinteraction strength U showsvery encouraging results.In theapplication to

theHubbard m odel,weseeacorrectquasiparticlescalingoftheHubbard band with respect

to the degeneracy. In the periodic Anderson m odel,we �nd a Kondo resonance which is

absent in a direct decoupling ofthe equations ofm otion. This underlines the usefulness

ofthe approach chosen here:To use a decoupling schem e forthe solution ofthe Anderson

im purity m odelwhich isthen em ployed tosolvelatticem odelsin theDFM T approxim ation.

Interestingly,the application ofour approach to the pd m odelyields a coexistence ofthe

insulating and m etallic phases. The extension ofthe U = 1 approach discussed here to

�nite values ofthe interaction strength U is possible and in preparation. The num erical

e�ciency ofthem ethod m akesan application in an LDA+DM FT contextfeasible.
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A P P EN D IX A : D M FT SELF C O N SIST EN C Y C O N D IT IO N FO R T H E H U B -

B A R D M O D EL

Thepartition function corresponding to theHam iltonian ofEq.(33)is

Z =

Z
Y

i

D �ci�D ci�e
�S

(A1)

with theaction

S =

Z
�

0

d�
X

i�

�ci�(�)
@

@�
ci�(�)+

Z
�

0

d�

�

�
X

ij�

tij�ci�(�)cj�(�)� �
X

i�

�ci�(�)ci�(�)

+
U

2

X

i�� 0

�6= � 0

�ci�(�)ci�(�)�ci�0(�)ci�0(�)

� (A2)
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where theFerm ion operatorsc
+

i�,ci� oftheHam iltonian have been replaced by Grassm ann

variables�ci�(�),ci�(�).

Thecavity m ethod now requiresthatwefocuson onesitei= o and separatetheHam il-

tonian (33)intothreeparts,onerelatingtositeoonly,oneconnectingthissitetothelattice

and oneforthelatticewith siteo rem oved:

H = H o + H c+ H
(o)

(A3)

H o = ��
X

�

c
+

o�co� +
U

2

X

�� 0

�6= � 0

c
+

o�co�c
+

o�0
co�0 (A4)

H c = �
X

i�

h

tioc
+

i�co� + toic
+

o�ci�

i

(A5)

H
(o)

= �
X

i6= oj6= o�

tijc
+

i�cj� � �
X

i6= o�

c
+

i�ci� +
U

2

X

i6= o�� 0

�6= � 0

c
+

i�ci�c
+

i�0
ci�0 (A6)

ThethreepartsoftheHam iltonian correspond to theaction So ofsiteo,theaction �S for

theinteraction between siteo and thelattice,and theaction S(o) ofthelatticewithoutsite

o:

So =

Z �

0

d�

�
X

�

�co�(�)

�
@

@�
� �

�

co�(�)+
U

2

X

�� 0

�6= � 0

�co�(�)co�(�)�co�0(�)co�0(�)

�

(A7)

�S = �

Z �

0

d�

�
X

i�

tio�ci�(�)co�(�)+ toi�co�(�)ci�(�)

�

(A8)

S
(o)

=

Z �

0

d�

�
X

i6= o�

�ci�(�)

�
@

@�
� �

�

ci�(�)�
X

i6= oj6= o�

tij�ci�(�)cj�(�) (A9)

+
U

2

X

i6= o�� 0

�6= � 0

�ci�(�)ci�(�)�ci�0(�)ci�0(�)

�

The aim is now to integrate out alllattice degrees offreedom except those ofsite o in

order to �nd the e�ective dynam ics at site o. In that process,the action S o rem ains un-

changed,the term s of�S are expanded in term s ofthe hopping t which becom es sm all

with increasing dim ension and averaged with respectto theaction S(o).De�ning �S(�)via

�S =
R�

0
d��S(�)thepartition function is

Z =

Z

D �co�D co�e
�S o

Z
Y

i6= o

D �ci�D ci�e
�S (o)

e
�
R�
0
d��S(�)

(A10)
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Now wecan expand thelastexponentialfunction as

e
�
R
�

0
d��S(�)

= 1�

Z �

0

d��S(�)+
1

2!

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2�S(� 1)�S(� 2)� ::: (A11)

Taking into accountthatin generalan operatoraveragewith respectto an action S can be

expressed as

hAiS =

R Q

i
D �c�D c�e

�S A[�c�;c�]
R Q

i
D �c�D c�e

�S
= Z

�1
s

Z
Y

i

D �c�D c�e
�S
A[�c�;c�] (A12)

wecan considerthesecond functionalintegralin (A10)toaveragetheterm softheexpansion

(A11)with respectto thelatticeaction S(o):

Z =

Z
Y

i

D �co�D co�e
�S oZS(o)

�

1�

Z �

0

d�h�S(�)iS(o)

+
1

2!

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2h�S(� 1)�S(� 2)iS(o) � :::

� (A13)

Here,thepartition function ofthelatticewithoutsiteo isabbreviated as

ZS(o) =

Z
Y

i

D �c�D c�e
�S (o)

: (A14)

Now theterm sin (A13)with odd powersof�S willaverageto zero.Forexam ple,

h�S(�)iS(o) =
X

i�

tioh�ci�(�)iS(o)co�(�)+ toi�co�(�)hci�(�)iS(o) = 0; (A15)

becausetheaveragehiS(o) actson allsitesexcepto.Thenextaveragein (A13)yields

h�S(� 1)�S(� 2)iS(o) =

D

T�

�
X

i�

tio�ci�(�1)co�(�1)+ toi�co�(�1)ci�(�1)

�

�

�

�
X

j�0

tjo�cj�0(�2)co�0(�2)+ toj�co�0(�2)cj�0(�2)

�E

S(o)

=
X

ij�� 0

tiotojco�(�1)hT��ci�(�1)cj�0(�2)iS(o) �co�0(�2)+
X

ij�� 0

toitjo�co�(�1)hT�ci�(�1)�cj�0(�2)iS(o) co�0(�2)

= 2
X

ij�� 0

tiotoj�co�(�1)hT�ci�(�1)�cj�0(�2)iS(o) co�0(�2)

= 2
X

ij�

tiotoj�co�(�1)hT�ci�(�1)�cj�(�2)iS(o) co�(�2)

= �2
X

ij�

tiotoj�co�(�1)G
(o)

ij�(�1 � �2)co�(�2)

(A16)
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Theim aginarytim eorderingoperatorT� entersbecausethepath integralleadstoim aginary

tim eordering.Onlyterm swith �= � 0contributeasweareconsideringaparam agneticstate

and thus hT�ci�(�1)�cj�0(�2)iS(o) = ��� 0hT�ci�(�1)�cj�(�2)iS(o). W e have identi�ed the average

with the cavity Greens function G
(o)

ij�(�1 � �2) = �hT�ci�(�1)c
+

j�(�2)iS(o),i.e. the Greens

function oftheHubbard m odelwithoutthesiteo.Now wehaveforthepartition function

Z =

Z
Y

�

D �co�D co�e
�S oZS(o)�

�

�

1�

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2

X

ij�

tiotoj�co�(�1)co�(�2)G
(o)

ij�(�1 � �2)+ :::

� (A17)

W ewould liketo writethebracketfg in (A17)again asan exponentialfunction in orderto

identify an e�ective action Se�:

Z =

Z
Y

i

D �co�D co�e
�S e� (A18)

Noting thatthenextterm in theexpansion of(A17)would read

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2

Z �

0

d�3

Z �

0

d�4

X

i1 i2 j1 j2 �

�co�(�1)�co�(�3)co�(�2)co�(�4)�

� ti1 oti2 otoj1toj2G
(o)

i1 i2 j1 j2 �
(�1�3;�2�4)

(A19)

wecan writeforthepartition function (A17)

Z =

Z
Y

i

D �co�D co�e
�S oZS(o)�

� exp

�

�

1X

n= 1

X

�

Z �

0

d�1:::

Z �

0

d�2n �co�(�1):::�co�(�2n�1 )co�(�2):::co�(�2n)�

�
X

i1;:::;in
j1;:::;jn

ti1 o:::tin otoj1 :::tojnG
(o)

i1:::in j1:::jn �
(�1:::�2n�1 ;�2:::�2n)

�

(A20)

Allterm sbutthe �rstin thissum overn turn outto beatleastoforder1=d so thatthey

vanish in thelim itofin�nitedim ension d = 1 .Thus,in thislim itwe�nd forthee�ective

action

Se� = So +
X

�

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2 �co�(�1)co�(�2)
X

ij

tiotojG
(o)

ij�(�1 � �2)

=

Z
�

0

d�

�
X

�

�co�(�)

�
@

@�
� �

�

co�(�)+
U

2

X

�� 0

�6= � 0

�co�(�)co�(�)�co�0(�)co�0(�)

�

+
X

�

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2 �co�(�1)co�(�2)
X

ij

tiotojG
(o)

ij�(�1 � �2)

(A21)
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and introducing theW eiss�eld

G
�1
� (�1 � �2)= �

�
@

@�1
� �

�

��1 �2 �
X

ij

tiotojG
(o)

ij�(�1 � �2) (A22)

we�nally get

Se� = �
X

�

Z
�

0

d�1

Z
�

0

d�2 �co�(�1)G
�1
� (�1��2)co�(�2)+

Z
�

0

d�
U

2

X

�� 0

�6= � 0

�co�(�)co�(�)�co�0(�)co�0(�)

(A23)

Theequation

G
(o)

ij� = G ij� � G io�G
�1
oo�G oj� (A24)

is needed to relate the cavity Greens function to the Greens function ofthe lattice G ij�.

Going from im aginary tim e to im aginary frequency and com bining with (A24),the W eiss

function (A22)reads

G
�1
� (i!n)= i!n + ��

X

ij

tiotojG
(o)

ij�(i!n)

= i!n + ��
X

ij

tiotoj

h

G ij�(i!n)� G io�(i!n)G
�1
oo�(i!n)G oj�(i!n)

i (A25)

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

Fouriertransform G k� via

G ij�(i!n)=
X

k

e
ikR ijG k�(i!n) (A26)

we�nd

X

i

tioG io�(i!n)=
X

i

tio

X

k

e
ikR ioG k�(i!n)=

X

k

"kG k�(i!n)

X

ij

tiotojG ij�(i!n)=
X

ij

tiotoj

X

k

e
ikR ijG k�(i!n)

=
X

k

X

i

tioe
ikR io

X

j

toje
ikR ojG k�(i!n)=

X

k

"
2

kG k�(i!n)

(A27)

In thegeneralform oftheGreensfunction G
�1

k�
(i!n)= i!n + �� "k � ��(i!n)weintroduce

17



theabbreviation �= i!n + �� � �(i!n)to getG
�1

k�
(i!n)= �� "k and determ inethesum s

X

k

"kG k�(i!n)=
X

k

"k

�� "k
=
X

k

"k � �+ �

�� "k
= �1+

X

k

�

�� "k

= �1+ �
X

k

G k�(i!n)= �1+ �G oo�(i!n)

X

k

"
2

kG k�(i!n)=
X

k

"2k

�� "k
=
X

k

"k("k � �)+ "k�

�� "k
=
X

k

"k + �
X

k

"k

�� "k

= �
�
�1+ �G oo�(i!n)

�
= ��+ �

2
G oo�(i!n)

(A28)

W ith this,theW eissfunction (A25)becom es

G
�1
� (i!n)= i!n + ��

X

k

"
2

kG k�(i!n)+

�X

k

"kG k�(i!n)

�2
G
�1
oo�(i!n)

= i!n + �+ �� �
2
G oo�(i!n)+

�
�1+ �G oo�(i!n)

��
�G

�1
oo�(i!n)+ �

�

= i!n + �� �+ G
�1
oo�(i!n)= ��(i!n)+ G

�1
oo�(i!n)

(A29)

Thisequation G �1
oo�(i!n)= G�1

� (i!n)� ��(i!n)isthe Dyson equation forthe localGreens

function.

The e�ective action (A23) can now be interpreted in term s ofthe Anderson im purity

m odel,i.e. the Anderson im purity m odelgives rise to an action which becom es identical

to (A23) ifan additionalselfconsistency condition is ful�lled. The Ham iltonian for the

Anderson im purity m odelis

H =
X

k�

"kc
+

k�
ck� +

X

k�

�
Vkc

+

k�
f� + V

�
k f

+

� ck�
�
�
X

�

�f
+

� f� +
U

2

X

�� 0

�6= � 0

f
+

� f�f
+

�0
f�0 (A30)

where � runsfrom 1 to the degeneracy N . The action corresponding to thisHam iltonian

willconsistofa purely localpartSo concerning only thef electrons

So =

Z �

0

d�

�
X

�

�f�(�)

�
@

@�
� �

�

f�(�)+
U

2

X

�� 0

�6= � 0

�f�(�)f�(�)
�f�0(�)f�0(�)

�

(A31)

and a partinvolving conduction band electronsthatcan beintegrated out:

S = So +

Z �

0

d�
X

k�

�

�ck�(�)

�
@

@�
+ "k

�

ck�(�)+ Vk�ck�(�)f�(�)+ V
�
k
�f�(�)ck�(�)

�

(A32)
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Now thepartition function fortheHam iltonian (A30)is

Z =

Z

D �f�D f�

Z
Y

i

D �ci�D ci�e
�S

=

Z

D �f�D f� e
�S o

Z
Y

i

D �ci�D ci��

� exp

( Z �

0

d�
X

k�

�

�ck�(�)

�
@

@�
+ "k

�

ck�(�)+ Vk�ck�(�)f�(�)+ V
�
k
�f�(�)ck�(�)

�)

=

Z

D �f�D f� e
�S o

Y

k

det

�
@

@�
+ "k

�

�

� exp

�
X

k�

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2
�f�(�1)V

�
k Vk

�
@

@�1
+ "k

��1
��1 �2f�(�2)

�

(A33)

In thelaststep,the term sinvolving f electronsV �
k
�f�(�)and Vkf�(�)were taken assource

term s,which m akes the term in the exponent a Gaussian integralthat can be evaluated

directly.Thedeterm inantconstitutesaconstantfactorin thepartition function thatdoesn’t

concern ushere.W eareleftwith an action forthef electronsthatreads

Sf =

Z �

0

d�1

Z �

0

d�2

X

�

�f�(�1)

��
@

@�1
� �

�

��1 �2 �
X

k

jVkj
2

�
@

@�1
+ "k

��1
��1 �2

�

f�(�2)

+

Z �

0

d�
U

2

X

�� 0

�6= � 0

�f�(�)f�(�)
�f�0(�)f�0(�)

(A34)

Ifwenow com parethistothee�ectiveaction oftheHubbard m odel(A23),weseethatthey

areidenticalifwerequirethattheW eissfunction G(�1 � �2)ful�lsthecondition

G
�1
(�1 � �2)= �

�
@

@�1
� �

�

��1 �2 +
X

k

jVkj
2

�
@

@�1
+ "k

��1
��1 �2 (A35)

Going from im aginary tim eto im aginary frequency,thisequation reads

G
�1
(i!n)= i!n + ��

X

k

jVkj
2

i!n � "k
(A36)

Herewecan identify theusualde�nition ofthehybridization function �(i! n)in theAnder-

son im purity m odel

�(i! n)=
X

k

jVkj
2

i!n � "k
(A37)

If we now equate W eiss functions (A29) and (A36) we �nd the DM FT self-consistency

condition in term sofa prescription for�(i! n)

�(i! n)= i!n + �� � �(i!n)� G
�1
oo�(i!n) (A38)
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On theBethelatticeand with ahalfband width ofD = 2t,wehaveanoninteractingdensity

ofstates

�0(")=
1

2�t2

p
4t2 � "2 (A39)

and thuswecan writeforthelocalGreensfunction

G oo�(i!n)=
X

k

G k(i!n)=
X

k

1

�� "k
with �= i!n + �� � �(i!n)

=

Z

d"
�0(")

�� "
=

1

2�t2

Z
2t

�2t

d"

p
4t2 � "2

�� "
=

1

2t2

�
�� sgn(Re�)

p
�2 � 4t2

�
(A40)

From thiswegain theexpression

t
2
G oo�(i!n)� �+ G

�1
oo�(i!n)= 0; (A41)

which com bined with Eq.(A38)leadsto a sim pli�ed form oftheself-consistency condition

�(i! n)= t
2
G oo�(i!n): (A42)

A P P EN D IX B :D M FT SELF C O N SIST EN C Y C O N D IT IO N FO R T H E A N D ER -

SO N LAT T IC E

W eagain focuson onesitei= o and splittheHam iltonian into threeparts:

H PA M =H o + H c+ H
(o)

(B1)

H o ="c

X

�

c
+

o�co� + "f

X

�

f
+

o�fo�

+
X

�

�
Vo�c

+

o�fo� + V
�
o�f

+

o�co�
�
+
U

2

X

�� 0

�6= � 0

f
+

o�fo�f
+

o�0
fo�0 (B2)

H c = �
X

i�

h

t
c
ioc

+

i�co� + t
c
oic

+

o�ci�

i

(B3)

H
(o)

= �
X

i6= oj6= o�

t
c
ijc

+

i�cj� + "c

X

i6= o�

c
+

i�ci� + "f

X

i6= o�

f
+

i�fi�

+
X

i6= o�

�
Vi�c

+

i�fi� + V
�
i�f

+

i�ci�
�
+
U

2

X

i6= o�� 0

�6= � 0

f
+

i�fi�f
+

i�0
fi�0 (B4)

H c hasthesam eform asin theHubbard m odel,butthelocalpartH o ism orecom plicated

as it contains two species ofelectrons,conduction and f electrons. Nevertheless,we can

proceed com pletely along the lines detailed forthe Hubbard m odelabove,expanding the
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action �S arising from H c in orderto arriveatan e�ectiveaction forsiteo.In thiscasewe

have

So =

Z
�

0

d�

�
X

�

�f�(�)

�
@

@�
+ "f

�

f�(�)+
U

2

X

�� 0

�6= � 0

�fo�(�)fo�(�)
�fo�0(�)fo�0(�)

+
X

�

�co�(�)

�
@

@�
+ "c

�

co�(�)+
X

�

�
Vo��co�(�)fo�(�)+ V

�
o�
�fo�(�)co�(�)

�
�

(B5)

and

Se� = So +

Z
�

0

d�1

Z
�

0

d�2 �co�(�1)co�(�2)
X

ij�

tiotojG
(o)

ij�(�1 � �2) (B6)

In thed ! 1 lim it,theGreen’sfunction becom es

G
�1
(i!n;k)=

0

@
i!n + �� "0f � �f(i!n) Vk

Vk i!n + �� "k

1

A (B7)

Inverting them atrix according to

M =

0

@
A B

B C

1

A y M
�1

=
1

detM

0

@
C �B

�B A

1

A (B8)

we�nd

G(i!n;k)=
1

(i!n + �� "0
f
� �f(i!n))(i!n + �� "k)� V 2

k

�

�

0

@
i!n + �� "k �Vk

�Vk i!n + �� "0f � �f(i!n)

1

A

(B9)

Thus,we�nd forthef electron Green’sfunction

G f(i!n;k)=

�

i!n + �� "
0

f � �f(i!n)�
V 2
k

i!n + �� "k

� �1

(B10)

and fortheconduction band Green’sfunction

G c(i!n;k)=

�

i!n + �� "k �
V 2
k

i!n + �� "0
f
� �f(i!n)

� �1

(B11)

W egetthelocalpropagatorsasG f(R = 0;i!n)=
P

k
G f(i!n;k)e

ik(R = 0) by sum m ation over

k:

G
local

f (i!n)=
X

k

G f(i!n;k)

=

Z

d"�0(")

�

i!n + �� "
0

f � �f(i!n)�
V (")2

i!n + �� "

� �1

G
local

c (i!n)=

Z

d"�0(")

�

i!n + �� "�
V (")2

i!n + �� "0
f
� �f(i!n)

� �1

(B12)
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Forcom putationalpurposesitisusefulto note thatforthe case ofan energy independent

V (")� V ,G local
c (i!n)can bewritten asa Hilberttransform ~D (�)=

R1

�1
d"

D (")

��"
:

G
local

c (i!n)=
~D

�

i!n + ��
V 2

i!n + �� "0
f
� �f(i!n)

�

(B13)

Rewriting G local
f (i!n),we can likewise reduce the energy integralto the calculation ofa

Hilberttransform :

G
local

f (i!n)=

Z

d"�0(")

�
1

i!n + �� "0
f
� �f(i!n)

+
V 2

�
i!n + �� "0

f
� �f(i!n)

�2
1

i!n + �� "� V 2

i!n + ��"
0

f
�� f(i!n )

� (B14)

and with Eq.(B13)

G
local

f (i!n)=
1

i!n + �� "0
f
� �f(i!n)

+
V 2

�
i!n + �� "0

f
� �f(i!n)

�2G
local

c (i!n) (B15)

Ifwenow assum ea sem icircularDOS D (")= 1

2�t2

p
4t2 � "2 forthehybridization Vk wecan

explicitly writefortheHilberttransform

~D (�)=
1

2�t2

Z
2t

�2t

d"

p
4t2 � "2

�� "
=

1

2t2

�
�� sgn(Re�)

p
�2 � 4t2

�
(B16)

Thus,ontheBethelatticetheselfconsistencyconditioncanbecalculatedwithoutanintegral

overenergies.W ealso need theDyson equation

G
�1
0 (i!n)= G

�1

f
(i!n)+ �(i! n) (B17)

From the high frequency lim itofthisequation we can �nd the form ofthe W eissfunction

G
�1
0 (i!n)by com paring theterm softheexpansion orderby order.Expanding Eq.(B12)we

�nd

G f(i!n)�
1

i!n
+ ("

0

f � �+ � f(i!n))

�
1

i!n

�2
fori!n ! 1 (B18)

Expanding theinverse,we�nd

G
�1

f
(i!n)� i!n + �� "

0

f � �f(i!n) fori!n ! 1 (B19)

Thus,we�nd from Eq.(B17)thehigh frequency form oftheW eissfunction:

G
�1
0 (i!n)� i!n + �� "

0

f (B20)
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The hybridization function �(i! n)containswhatwe have neglected in the high frequency

expansion:

G
�1
0 (i!n)= i!n + �� "

0

f � �(i! n) (B21)
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FIG .1: Density off electronsasa function ofthechem icalpotential� = � "f forexactdiagonal-

ization and theequation ofm otion m ethod in com parison.Theenergy unitisthehalfband width

D .Forthehighertem peratureT = 0:5,thetwo m ethodsagreeextrem ely well,whileforthelower

tem peratureT = 0:03,theexactdiagonalization givesslightly lowerdensitiesatthesam echem ical

potential� = � "f.Exactdiagonalization wasperform ed with 6 sites,and theHubbard m odelwas

solved in the DM FT approxim ation.
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FIG .2: Spectralfunctions(m ain �gure)and im aginary partofthe G reensfunction (inset)from

exact diagonalization and the equation of m otion m ethod in com parison. The tem perature is

T = 0:03,the density off electrons is nf = 0:84 for both m ethods. The two m ethods com pare

well,considering thattheexactdiagonalization with 5 bath siteshasonly lim ited resolution on the

realaxis.
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FIG .3: Density nf off electrons as a function ofthe chem icalpotenital� for the in�nite U

Hubbard m odel. Energy is m easured in units ofhalfband width D . (a) At high tem perature

T = 0:5,nf("f)di�ersfordi�erentvaluesofthedegeneracy N .(b)Atlow tem peratureT = 0:03,

the nf("f)fordi�erentN nearly coincide.
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FIG .4: Density ofstates�f(!)off electronsforthein�niteU Hubbard m odel.Theenergy unit

isthehalfband width D .(a)Athigh tem peratureT = 0:5,thereisno quasiparticle resonance at

! = 0.(b)Atlow tem peratureT = 0:03,thequasiparticleresonanceat! = 0 isclearly developed.

Theweightofthe Hubbard band isproportionalto 1=N .
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FIG .5: Densities of states �f(!) and �c(!) of f and conduction electrons for the in�nite U

periodic Anderson m odel. (a) At a low hybridization V 2 = 0:01,the f electron G reens function

is m aily a peak at the im purity position;there is no quasiparticle resonance at ! = 0. (b)At a

high hybridization V 2 = 0:2,the hubbard band ofthe f electron G reensfunction issplitinto two

peaks,and the quasiparticle resonance at! = 0 isclearly developed.
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FIG .6: Totaldensity ofelectronsasafunction ofchem icalpotentialforthepd m odelHam iltonian

(39). The hybridization strengths were (a) tpd = 1 and (b) tpd = 4. The plateaus at densities

ntotal= 1 and ntotal= 2 correspond to the insulating phases.
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FIG .7: Spectralfunction forthepd m odelHam iltonian (39)showing thecoexistenceofa m etallic

and an insulating phase. The hybridization strength wastpd = 1,the pd separation � 0 = 1. (a)

shows the correlated d spectralfunction,(b) the uncorrelated p spectralfunction. The fullline

correspondsto a m etallicsolution,thedashed lineto an insulating solution.In (b)thesharp peak

ofthenoninteracting DO S at"p = 0:5 isnotshown.
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