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W ereview som e aspectsoftherealistic im plem entation ofthedynam icalm ean-�eld m ethod.W e

extend thetechniquesintroduced in Ref.1 to includethecalculationsoftransportcoe�cients.The

approach isillustrated on La1� xSrxTiO 3 m aterialundergoing a density driven M otttransition.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In recentyearsunderstandingofthephysicsofstrongly

correlated m aterialshasundergonetrem endousincrease.

This is in part due to the advances in the theoretical

treatm ents ofcorrelations,such as the developm ent of

dynam icalm ean-�eld theory (DM FT)1. The great al-

lure ofDM FT is the 
exibility ofthe m ethod and its

adaptability to di�erent system s as wellas the sim ple

conceptualpicture it allows us to form ofthe dynam -

icsofthe system . The m ean-�eld nature ofthe m ethod

and the fact that the solution m aps onto an im purity

m odel,m any ofwhich have been thoroughly studied in

the past,m eansthata greatbody ofpreviouswork can

be brought to bear on the solution ofm odels ofcorre-

lated lattice electrons. This is exem pli�ed by the great

m any num ericalm ethodsthatcan be em ployed to solve

the DM FT equations.

DM FT hasbeen very successfulin understanding the

m echanism ofthe M ott transition in m odelHam iltoni-

ans.W e now understand thatthe variousconcentration

induced phase transitions can be viewed as bifurcation

ofa single functionalofthe W eiss �eld. The phase di-

agram ofthe one-band Hubbard m odel,dem onstrating

thatthere is a �rstorderM otttransition at�nite tem -

peraturesisfully established 1.Furtherm oreLandau like

analysisdem onstratesthatallthequalitativefeaturesare

quite generic athigh tem peratures 2. Howeverthe low-

tem peratureorderedphases,and thequantitativeaspects

ofthespectraofspeci�cm aterialsclearlyrequirerealistic

treatm ent.

This triggered realistic developm ent ofDM FT in the

last decade which has now reached the stage that we

can starttackling realm aterialsfrom an alm ostab ini-

tio approach3,4,som ething which in the pasthave been

exclusively in the dom ain ofdensity functionaltheories.

W e are now starting to see the m erger ofDM FT and

such ab initio techniquesand consequently the opportu-

nitiesfordoing realelectronic structure calculationsfor

stronglycorrelatedm aterialswhich sofarwerenotwithin

the reach oftraditionaldensity functionaltheories.

Density functionaltheory (DFT)5 is canonicalexam -

ple ofab initio approach,very successfulin predicting

ground state propertiesofm any system swhich are less

correlated,for exam ple the elem entalm etals and sem i-

conductors.Howeveritfailsin m orecorrelatedm aterials.

Itisunableto predictthatany system sisa M ottinsula-

torin the absence ofm agnetic order. Itisalso notable

to describe correctly strongly correlated m etallic state.

Asa m atterofprincipleDFT isa theory ofground state

ortherm odynam icpropertiesat�nitetem peratures.It’s

K ohn-Sham spectra cannotbe rigorously identi�ed with

theexcitation spectraofthesystem .In weaklycorrelated

substancestheK ohn-Sham spectra isa good approxim a-

tion to starta perturbativetreatm entoftheone-electron

spectra using the G W m ethod6. Howeverthisapproach

breaksdown in strongly correlated situations,becauseit

isunabletoproduceHubbard bands.In orbitallyordered

situations the LDA+ U m ethod7 produces the Hubbard

bands,however this m ethod fails to produce quasipar-

ticle bands and hence it is unable to describe strongly

correlated m etals.Furtherm ore,oncelong rangeorderis

lost the LDA+ U m ethod reduces to LDA and hence it

becom esinappropriateeven forM ottinsulators.

Dynam ical m ean-�eld theory is the sim plest theory

that is able to describe on the sam e footing totalen-

ergiesand the spectra ofcorrelated electronseven when

itcontainsboth quasiparticleand Hubbard bands.Com -

bined with LDA,onethen hasa theory which reducesto

asuccessfulm ethod (LDA)in theweakcorrelationslim it.

In the static lim it,one can show 8 thatLDA+ U can be

viewed as a static lim it of LDA+ DM FT used in con-

junction with the Hartree-Fock approxim ation. There-

fore LDA+ U isequivalentto LDA+ DM FT+ furtherap-

proxim ationswhich aretheonlyjusti�ed in staticordered

situations.Up to now,the realisticLDA band structure

was considered with DM FT for purpose of com puting

one-electron (photoem ission)spectra and totalenergies.

Following Refs.1,3,4 in thispaperwe extend thisap-

proach to com putation oftransport properties. M any

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0409527v1
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transportstudieswithin DM FT applied to m odelHam il-

tonians have been carried out,and the strengths (non-

perturbative character)and lim itations (absence ofver-

tex corrections)are wellunderstood. However applica-

tions to realm aterials require realistic com putations of

currentm atrix elem ents.

There are two ways in which DM FT can be used to

understand the physics ofrealm aterials. The sim plest

approach,outlined in Ref.1,3 isclosely tied to the idea

of m odelHam iltonians. This requires i) m ethodology

forderiving ofthe hopping param etersand the interac-

tion constantsii)a technique forsolving the dynam ical

m ean-�eld equations and iii) an algorithm for evaluat-

ing the transportfunction which entersin the equations

oftransport coe�cients. The second direction is m ore

am bitiousand focuson an integration ofi)and ii)using

functionalform ulations9.

In this paper we review the �rst approach. The em -

phasis here is in illustration ofdi�erent aspects ofthe

m odeling which a�ectthe�nalanswer.Thisisnecessary

toobtain abalanced approach towardsm aterialscalcula-

tions. There are now m any im purity solvers,they di�er

in theiraccuracy and com putationalcost.In thepresent

paperweusetwo im purity solverstheHirsch-FyeQ uan-

tum M onte Carlo (Q M C) m ethod 10 and sym m etrized

�nite-U NCA m ethod (SUNCA)11 com paringthem in the

contextofsim pli�ed m odelswithouttheadditionalcom -

plicationsofrealm aterials. Instead we use the SUNCA

m ethod asan im purity solverto com pute the transport

properties and new developm ents using La1� xSrxTiO 3

asan exam ple m aterial12.Forotherreviewsofrealistic

im plem entations ofDM FT and electronic structure see

Ref.13.

In the next section II we shortly review a basic dy-

nam ical m ean-�eld theory concepts and their applica-

tion to realistic structure calculations. As com putation

oftransport param eters requires knowledge ofthe self-

energy com ing from DM FT calculations which is based

on im purity solverswepresenta shortreview oftwo im -

purity solvers used in the paper in section III. Theory

ofthe transportcalculationsisgiven in section IV.Test

system used for transport calculations,which is doped

LaTiO 3 ceram ics, and DM FT results are described in

section V. Resultsofdc-transportcalculationsare pre-

sented in section VI. And �nally we com e to conclusion

in hom onym oussection VII.

II. D Y N A M IC A L M EA N -FIELD T H EO R Y

A . R ealistic D M FT form alism

A centralconceptin electronicstructure theory isthe

f-m odelHam iltonian.Conceptually,onestartsfrom the

fullm any body problem containingallelectronsand then

proceeds to elim inate som e high-energy degrees offree-

dom .Theresultsisa Ham iltonian containing only a few

bands.Thedeterm ination ofthem odelHam iltonian isa

di�cultproblem in itself,which hasreceived asigni�cant

attention14,15,16,17,18,19,20.TheK ohn-Sham Ham iltonian

isa good starting pointforthekineticpartoftheHam il-

tonian and can be conveniently expressed in a basis of

linear m u�n-tin orbitals (LM TO ’s) 21,which need not

be orthogonal(see Appendix B)),as

H L D A =
X

im ;jm 0;�

("im �im ;jm 0 + tim ;jm 0)c
y

im �cjm 0�; (1)

where i;j are atom ic site indexes,m isorbitalone,and

� denotesspin.

It is well known that LDA severely underestim ates

strong electron interactionsbetween localized d-and f-

electronsbecause the exchange interaction istaken into

accountonly approxim atelyviathefunctionalofelectron

density.To correctthissituation,the LDA Ham iltonian

can be supplem ented with a Coulom b interaction term

between electronsin the localized orbitals(here we will

callthem a heavy setoforbitals).The largestcontribu-

tion com esfrom theCoulom brepulsionbetween electrons

on the sam elattice site thatwe willapproxim ateby the

interaction m atrix U i oftheheavy shell(h)ofatom ias

H int =
1

2

X

im �2h

U
i��

0

m 1m 2m
0

1
m 0

2

c
y

im 1�
c
y

im 2�
0cim 0

2
�0cim 0

1
�;

(2)

wherem areorbitaland � arespin indexes.In thediago-

naldensity approxim ation electron { electron interaction

m atrix U i��
0

m 1m 2m
0

1
m 0

2

can be represented using screened

Coulom b and exchangevertexesas

Um m 0 = hm m 0jVC jm m
0i; (3)

Jm m 0 = hm m
0
jVC jm

0
m i;

which areexpressed via SlaterintegralsF (i),i= 0;2;4;6

in the standard m anner 22. The Slaterintegralscan be

linked to the average intra{atom ic repulsion U and ex-

changeJ obtained from ,e.g.,LSDA supercellprocedures

viaU = F 0 and J = (F 2+ F 4)=14.TheratioF 2=F 4 isto

a good accuracy a constant� 0:625 ford-electrons.Us-

ing the Coulom b and exchange m atriceswe can rewrite

the interaction term as

H int =
1

2

X

i�� 0

U
i
�� 0ni�ni� 0 =

1

2

X

im m 0�

U
i
m m 0nim �nim 0� �

+
1

2

X

im 6= m 0�

(U i
m m 0 � J

i
m m 0)nim �nim 0�; (4)

where index � = (m ;�) com bines the orbitaland spin

indexes. This equation also provides de�nition of the

interaction m atrix U�� 0 which willbeused furtherin the

paper.

The LDA Ham iltonian already containsa partofthe

localinteraction which hasto besubtracted to avoid the

double counting. The fullHam iltonian is thus approxi-

m ated by

H = H L D A � H dc + H int = H
0 + H int; (5)
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where H 0 is the one-particle part of the Ham iltonian

and willplay a role ofthe kinetic term within a DM FT

approach. The double counting correction can not be

rigorously derived within LDA+ DM FT. Instead, it is

com m only assum ed to havea sim plestaticHartree-Fock

form ,justshifting the energiesofthe heavy set

H dc�m ;�0m 0(k)= ��m ;�0m 0���h E dc: (6)

Here,� isatom ic index in the elem entary unitcell.The

sim plestapproxim ation com m only used forE dc is
3,7

E dc = U (nh �
1

2
); (7)

wherenh =
P

m �
nm � isthetotalnum berofelectronsin

the heavy shell(see Appendix B).

In thespiritofDM FT,theself-energyisassum ed tobe

local,i.e.k-independent,and non-zero only in the block

ofheavy orbitals.Thereforeitisconvenientto partition

the Ham iltonian and the G reen’sfunction into the light

and heavy set(denoted by land h,respectively)as

G (k;!)=

�

(! + �)

�
O hh O hl

O lh O ll

�

k

(8)

�

�
H 0
hh

H 0
hl

H 0
lh

H ll
0

�

k

�

�
�hh(!) 0

0 0

� �� 1

;

where [:::]� 1 m eans m atrix inversion,� is the chem ical

potentialand O istheoverlap m atrix (seeAppendix A).

Them ain postulateoftheDynam icalM ean-Field The-

ory (DM FT) 1 form alism isthatthe self-energy islocal,

i.e.it does not depend on m om entum ,�(k;!)= �(!).

This postulate can be shown to be exact in the lim it

ofin�nite dim ensionsprovided thatthe hopping param -

eters between di�erent sites are scaled appropriately.

W ithin this approach,the originallattice problem can

bem apped onto an Anderson im purity m odelwherethe

localG reen’s function and the self-energy,G loc and �,

are identi�ed with the corresponding functions for the

im purity m odel,i.e.

�im p(!)= �(!) and G im p(!)= G loc(!): (9)

Equations(9)along with the trivialidentity

G loc(!)=
X

k

G (k;!); (10)

constitute a closed setofself-consistentequations. The

onlythingthatrem ainsistosolvetheAnderson im purity

m odel.

Notice thatstatem entthatthe self-energy isdiagonal

isthebasisdependentstatem entand if�(i! n)ism om en-

tum independentin onebasisand Uk isa unitary trans-

form ation from onebasisto another,and LM TO Ham il-

tonian,H L D A in the new basisisgiven by UkH L D A U
y

k
,

then the self-energy in the new basis�0 = Uk�(i! n)U
y

k

ism om entum dependent. Therefore DM FT approxim a-

tion,ifatallvalid,isvalid in onebasis23.Hence,wewill

work in a very localized basiswherethe DM FT approx-

im ation ism ostjusti�ed.

In DM FT weconstructtheself-energy,�,asasolution

ofan Anderson im purity m odelwith a non-interacting

propagator(W eissfunction)G0

Sim p =
X

�� 0;��0

c
+
� (�)G0

� 1
�� 0(�;�

0)c� 0(�0) (11)

+
X

�� 02h

U�� 0

2
n�(�)n� 0(�);

where� and �0 arerunning overindexesm �.TheW eiss

function can be linked to the lattice quantities through

the localG reen’s function and self-energy being are re-

lated to each otherby the Dyson equation

G loc(i!n)
� 1 = G0(i!n)

� 1 � �(i! n): (12)

Com bining Eq.(8),(10)and (12)we�nally obtain

G
� 1
0 (i!n)=

 
X

k

1

(i!n + �)O k � H 0
k
� �(i! n)

! � 1

+ �(i! n):

(13)

O ne can solve a very generalim purity m odelde�ned by

the action (11) and W eiss �eld (13). But it is m uch

cheaperto elim inatethelight(weakly interacting)bands

and de�ne an e�ective action in the subspace ofheavy

bands only. In this way,the localproblem can be sub-

stantially sim pli�ed.

1. Downfolding

W hen a group ofbandsiswellseparated from theoth-

ersitisclearthatareduced description oftheproblem is

possible.In the one-electron approach itgoesunderthe

nam e downfolding 24.There areseveralprescriptionsto

carry out this procedure in the contextofDM FT.Per-

haps,thesim plestapproach isto reducetheHam iltonian

(H 0+ H int)(seeEqs.(2),(1))totheonehavingHubbard

likeform forthebandsin question.To estim atethehop-

ping elem ents one can perform a tight-binding �t. The

value ofU to be used is then reduced,since ones com -

puted in the constrained density functionalcalculations,

itisscreened by the bandswhich have been elim inated.

AfterthisprocedurewearrivetoaHubbard Ham iltonian

with a sm allnum berofbands

H =
X

ijm m 0

t
m m

0

ij c
y

im �cjm 0� + H int;

wherei;jrun overlatticesitesand m ;m 0(�;�0)labelthe

orbital(spin)indicesofthe heavy setoforbitals.

W e can also perform the downfolding at the levelof

DM FT.ThestartingpointisEq.(8)which isused toget

the heavy block G reen’sfunction

G hh(!)=
X

k

h

M
k
hh � M

k
hlM

k
ll

� 1
M

k
lh � �hh

i� 1

; (14)
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wherethe quantity M k

 isde�ned as

M
k

 = (! + �)O 
(k)� H

0

(k); (15)

here
 isa doubleindex which iscom bination ofh and l.

The low-energy form ofEq.(14)can be found by ex-

panding around zero frequency and to linearaccuracy in

! we obtain

G hh(!)=
X

k

h

Z
� 1

k
! � eH (k)� �hh

i� 1

; (16)

whererenorm alization am plitudeZk and e�ectiveHam i-

tonian aregiven by

Z
� 1
k

= O hh + K hlK
� 1
ll
O llK

� 1
ll
K lh

� O hlK
� 1
ll
K lh � K hlK

� 1
ll
O lh;

eH (k) = H
0
hh � K hlK

� 1

ll
K lh;

K 
 = H
0

 � �O 
: (17)

Further,we can choose a new base in the heavy block

such thatthe localG reen’sfunction hasthe usualform .

Firstwe de�ne the averagerenorm alization am plitude

Z�� =
X

k

Zk�� ; (18)

and choosethe transform ation m atrix such that

S
y
Z
� 1
S = 1: (19)

The new overlap m atrix and e�ective Ham iltonian be-

com e

O eff(k) = S
y
Z
� 1

k
S ; (20)

H eff(k) = S
y eH (k)S + �O eff(k); (21)

� = S
y�hhS ; (22)

and �nally the localG reen’s function in the new base

takesthe form

G hh =
X

k

[(! + �)O eff(k)� H eff(k)� �]
� 1

; (23)

with the Dyson equation

G
� 1

hh
= G

� 1

0hh
� � ; (24)

and corresponding W eissfunction de�ned as

G0hh = [(! + �)� �]
� 1

; (25)

where hybridization function � regularly behavesatin-

�nity.

The self-energy of the reduced m odel (23) is local,

thereforetheDM FT treatm entisapplicable.In thiscase,

onlytheheavybandsneed tobeconsidered in calculation

which greatly sim pli�esthe com plexity ofthe problem .

Thereduced m odel,however,hasin generalm orecom -

plicated Coulom b interaction m atrix than we chose in

theoriginalm odel.Ifweassum e,thatthediagonalcom -

ponents ofZ are m uch largerthan the o�-diagonal,we

obtain the sam e sim ple Hubbard-type interaction term

within reduced m odelfortheheavy block.TheCoulom b

interaction ishoweverscreened by thelightbandsand is

reduced to

U�� ! U�� Z�Z�: (26)

W e can estim ate the m agnitude of the reduction of

Coulom b repulsion by evaluating the abovequantity ex-

plicitly. In the case the originalbase is orthogonal,i.e.

O = 1,we get

�U

U
� �

1

N
Tr

"

H
0
hl

�
1

H 0
ll
� �

� 2

H
0
lh

#

; (27)

whereN isthe num berofheavy bands.

In the case when the reduced m odelcorresponding to

Eq.(23) is degenerate and the basis is orthogonal(the

overlap m atrix O eff(k)isequalto unity)theself-energy

and localG reen’sfunction arealso degenerateand diag-

onal. Then the m om entum sum in Eq.(23) can be re-

placed by the integraloverenergy and the localG reen’s

function can be calculated using the standard Hilbert

transform ation

G (i!n)=

Z + 1

� 1

d"
D (")

i!n + � � �(i! n)� "
: (28)

Here,thedensity ofstatesD (")isthedensity ofstatesof

thekineticpartofthereduced m odelH eff(k)in Eq.(23).

O thergroupshaveused forD (")rescaled partialDO S

asdiscussed in AppendixB.PossibilitytousetheHilbert

transform ation issubstantially sim pli�esthe calculation

procedureand bringsa num berofconceptualsim pli�ca-

tions13.

2. Upfolding

Upfolding is a procedure which is \inverse" to the

downfolding one. O ne needs to use Eq.(22) to trans-

form the self-energy obtained from DM FT calculations,

�, to the one, � hh, which is inserted to the original

LDA Ham iltonian in orderto com putethe localG reen’s

function (G F)G (i!n).ThelocalG F with upfolded self-

energy reads

G (i!n)=

Z

dk

�

(i!n + �)

�
O hh O hl

O lh O ll

�

k

(29)

�

�
H hh H hl

H lh H ll

�

k

�

�
�hh � H dc 0

0 0

�

(i!n )

#� 1

;

where � is the LDA chem icalpotentialand H dc is the

double counting term Eq.(6). Instead ofusing form ula

(7),weratherdeducethe constantshiftoftheheavy set
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ofbandsby equatingthetotalnum berofelectronsto the

integralofthe spectralfunction

A(!)= �
1

�
Im

X

k

X

��

G �� (k;!)O
k
�� ;

m ultiplied by the Ferm ifunction.

3. Algorithm to solve DM FT equations

ToclosethesetofDM FT equations,am ethod tosolve

the localproblem is required. In the following,we will

focus our attention on two im purity solvers: Q M C and

SUNCA.In section III,wewillbrie
y review both m eth-

odswhile a detailed com parison between the resultsob-

tained by those two approachesisgiven in section V D.

Bellow, we sum m arize basic steps in the DM FT self-

consistentschem ethatdeliversthelocalself-energy-cru-

cialquantitytocalculatetransportand opticalproperties

ofa solid.

W e started the iteration by a guessforthe W eiss�eld

G
� 1
0 from which the localG reen’sfunction G loc wascal-

culated by one ofthe im purity solvers. The self-energy

was then obtained by the use of the Dyson equation

(24).M om entum sum m ation overtheBrillouin zone,Eq.

(23),deliversa new guessforthe localG reen’sfunction

and through the Dyson equation also forthe W eiss�eld

G
� 1
0
. The iteration iscontinued untilthe convergenceis

found to thedesired level.Theschem ecan beillustrated

by the following 
ow-chart

G
� 1
0

IM P solver
�! G

DE
�! �

DM FT SCC
�! G

� 1
0 ;

where \DE" stands for the Dyson equation (24) and

\DM FT SCC" m eans the DM FT self-consistent condi-

tion Eq. (23)or (28).

TheQ M C im puritysolverisde�ned in im aginarytim e,

�,thereforethe following additionalFouriertransform a-

tionsbetween im aginary tim e and M atsubara frequency

pointsarenecessary

G0(i!)
IFT
�! G0(�)

Q M C
�! G (�)

FT
�! G (i!):

Here FT and IFT areFourierand inverseFouriertrans-

form ations, respectively. After the self-consistency is

reached,the analytic continuation is required to obtain

the real-frequency self-energy.Thisissueisaddressed in

section IIIC.

TheSUNCA m ethod isim plem ented on realfrequency

axis to avoid the ill-posed problem ofanalytic continu-

ation. As an input,it requires the bath spectralfunc-

tion A c(!)= � 1

�
Im G� 10 (!) and delivers the localspec-

tralfunction A d(!)= � 1

�
Im G (!)

A c(!)
SUNCA
�! A(!)

K K
�! G (!):

TherealpartofthelocalG reen’sfunction isobtained by

the useofthe K ram ers-K ronig relation (K K ).

III. IM P U R IT Y SO LV ER S

Am ongm anym ethodsused tosolvetheim purityprob-

lem we chose the Q uantum M onte Carlo m ethod10 and

sym m etrized �nite-U NCA m ethod11.In thissection we

brie
y describeboth ofthem .

A . T he Q uantum M onte C arlo m ethod

Therearewellknown advantagesand disadvantagesof

the Q M C m ethod and ourchoice isspurred by the fact

thatdespite being slowerthan otherm ethodsthe Q M C

iswellcontrolled,exactm ethod. Asan inputthe Q M C

procedure gets W eiss function G0(�) and as an output

it produces G reen’s function G (�). W e rem ind reader

m ajorstepstaken forthe Q M C procedure. Usually one

startswith im purity e�ective action S

Seff = �

Z �

0

d�d�
0
X

�

c
+
� (�)G0

� 1
� (�;�0)c�(�

0)(30)

+
1

2

Z �

0

d�
X

�;� 0

U�� 0n�(�)n� 0(�);

where fc; c+ g operatorsare ferm ionic annihilation and

creation operatorsofthe lattice problem ,� = fm ;�g.

The�rstwhatweshould do with the action (31)isto

discretize itin im aginary tim e space with tim e step ��

such that� = L��,and L isthenum beroftim eintervals

Seff !
X

�;�� 0

c
+
� (�)G0

� 1
� (�;�0)c�(�

0) (31)

+
1

2

X

�;� 0

U�� 0n�(�)n� 0(�):

The next step is to get rid of the interaction term U

by substituting itby sum m ation overIsing-likeauxiliary

�elds. The decoupling procedure iscalled the Hubbard-

Stratonovich transform ation25,26

expf� ��fU �� 0n�n� 0 �
1

2
(n� + n� 0)gg= (32)

1

2

X

S�� 0= � 1

expf��� 0S�� 0(n� � n� 0)g;

where cosh��� 0 = exp(
� �U � � 0

2
),S�� 0(�l) are auxiliary

Ising �eldsateach tim e slice.

In the one-band Anderson im purity m odel we have

only one auxiliary Ising �eld S(�l) = � 1 at each tim e

slice,whereas in the m ultiorbitalcase num ber ofauxil-

iary �eldsisequalto num berof�;�0pairs,i.e.�C2.Ap-

plying theHubbard-Stratonovich transform ation ateach

tim eslicewebring theaction to thequadraticform with

the partition function

Z = TrfS� � 0(�)g

Y

�

detG � 1

�;fS � � 0(�)g
; (33)
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whereG F in term sofauxiliary �eldsG � 1
� readsas

G
� 1

�;fS � � 0g
(�;�0)= G0

� 1
� (�;�0)eV � (eV � 1)��;�0; (34)

with interaction m atrix

V
�
� =

X

� 0(6= �)

��� 0S�� 0(�)��� 0; (35)

where

��� 0 = + 1 for� < �0

��� 0 = � 1 for� > �0.

O nce the quadratic form is obtained one can apply

W ick’s theorem at each tim e slice and m ake the G aus-

sian integration by G rassm ann variables to get the full

interacting G F

G �(�;�
0) =

1

Z
TrfS� � 0g (36)

G �;fS � � 0g(�;�
0)
Y

� 0

detG � 1

� 0;fS� � 0g
:

Toevaluatesum m ation Eq.(36)oneusesM onteCarlo

stochastic sam pling. The productofdeterm inantsisin-

terpreted asthestochasticweightand auxiliary spin con-

�gurationsaregenerated by aM arkovprocesswith prob-

ability proportionalto theirstatisticalweight.M orerig-

orousderivation can be �nd elsewhere 1,26.

Since the Q M C m ethod produces results in com plex

tim e(G (�m )with �m = m ��,m = 1:::L)and theDM FT

self-consistency equationsm ake useofthe frequency de-

pendentG reen’sfunctionsand self-energieswem usthave

an accuratem ethod to com puteFouriertransform sfrom

the tim e to frequency dom ain. This is done by rep-

resenting the functions in the tim e dom ain by a cubic

splined functionswhich should gothrough originalpoints

with condition ofcontinuoussecond derivativesim posed.

O nce we know cubic spline coe�cientswe can com pute

the Fouriertransform ation ofthe splined functionsana-

lytically (see AppendicesC and D).

B . T he SU N C A

In this section we brie
y review the second m ethod,

used to solvethem ultiorbitalAnderson im purity m odel,

called Sym m etrized �nite-U NCA m ethod11. The

m ethod isbased on the self-consistentperturbation the-

ory with respect to the hybridization strength between

the e�ective bath and the local system and is there-

fore exact in the atom ic lim it. However,this m ethod

sum sup an in�nite classofskeleton diagram sand takes

into account a subclass of singular vertex corrections

that are necessary to obtain the correct dynam ic low-

energy Ferm i-liquid scale11 and correct position ofthe

Abrikosov-Suhlresonance. The SUNCA approxim ation

doesnotcontain only non-crossing diagram sbutrather

allthe three-pointvertex correctionsofladder-type and

should not be confused with the usual �nite-U non-

crossing approxim ation.

The SUNCA approach presentsthe advantageto pro-

vide directly realfrequencies one-particle G reen’s func-

tions.Localquantitieslike densitiesofstatescan there-

fore be com puted forany regim e ofparam eterswithout

having to perform analyticalcontinuation.Furtherm ore,

the SUNCA m ethod can be applied to arbitrary m ulti-

band degenerate Anderson im purity m odelwith no ad-

ditionalnum ericalcost.Thisisan im portantadvantage

com pared to som e other m ethods like Q uantum M onte

Carlo orexactdiagonalization.Them ethod isespecially

relevant for system s with large orbitaldegeneracy such

assystem swith f-electrons.

The pathologies that severely lim it the usefulness of

thenon-crossing approxim ation in thecontextofDM FT

are greatly reduced with inclusion ofladder-type vertex

corrections. Nevertheless, they do not com pletely re-

m ovethespuriouspeak thatform sattem peraturessub-

stantially below the K ondo tem perature. To overcom e

this shortcom ing,we em ployed an approxim ate schem e

to sm oothly continuethesolution down to zero tem pera-

ture.Thiswaspossible because atthe break-down tem -

peraturethesolution ofSUNCA equationsshowsan on-

set of the Ferm i-liquid state. As we willshow in the

subsequentchaptersby com parison with Q M C,SUNCA

givescorrectquasiparticle renorm alization am plitude Z

and therealpartoftheself-energy atzero frequency ap-

proachestheLuttingervalue.Theim aginary partofthe

self-energy,however,hasa narrow spuriousdeep on top

oftheparabolathatisform ed around zerofrequency.To

rem ovethedeep,wem atched the Ferm i-liquid parabolic

form for im aginary partofthe self-energy in the sm all-

window ofthedeep such thatitsm oothly connected the

interm ediate frequency region where the parabola was

form ed.W enum erically found thatthisSUNCA pathol-

ogy is rapidly reduced with increasing the num ber of

bandsi.e.itism uch lessseverein thecaseofthree-band

m odelthan in one-band case.

Next, we give som e details of the auxiliary particle

technique together with the de�nition of the SUNCA

approxim ation. W ithin the auxiliary diagram m atic

m ethod,thelocaldegreesoffreedom can berepresented

by auxiliary particles. To each eigenstate ofthe local

Ham iltonian H locjni= E n jniweassign an auxiliary op-

eratoran such thatjni= ayn jvaci. A generalAnderson

im purity m odelcan then be expressed by

H =
X

n

E na
y
nan +

X

k;m

"km c
y

km
ckm +

X

k;m ;n;n0

(V �
km F

m
n;n0a

y
nan0ckm + h:c:); (37)

where F m
n;n0 = hnjdym jn0i,dym is a creation operatorfor

thelocalelectron and c
y

km
createsan electron in thebath

and m stands for the spin and band index. In order

thatelectronsarefaithfully represented by the auxiliary

particles,two conditionsm ustbe satis�ed:
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(i) An auxiliary particle an m ust be boson (ferm ion) if

the statejnicontainseven (odd)num berofelectrons.

(ii)ThelocalchargeQ �
P

n
aynan m ustbeequalto one

atalltim es Q = 1 expressing the com pletenessrelation

forthe localstates
P

n
jnihnj= 1.

The�rstcondition m erely requestsom ecarethathasto

be taken in evaluating diagram s while the second con-

straint, projection onto the physical Hilbert space, is

som ewhat m ore involved but can stillbe done exactly.

The term �Q can be added to the Ham iltonian and the

lim it � ! 1 has to be taken after the analytic contin-

uation to the realfrequency axes is perform ed. Taking

this lim it,actually leads to a substantialsim pli�cation

ofthe analytic continuation. Nam ely,when evaluating

self-energies for the pseudo-particles,only the integrals

around thebranch-cutsofthebath electron G reen’sfunc-

tion haveto beconsidered whiletheintegralsaround the

auxiliary particleG reen’sfunctionsvanish by theprojec-

tion.

The physicallocalG reen’s function (electron G reen’s

function in Q = 1 subspace)can eventually be calculated

with the help ofthe Abrikosov trick27 which statesthat

the average ofany localoperator that vanishes in the

Q = 0 subspace is proportionalto the grand-canonical

(allQ valuesallowed)averageofthe sam eoperator

hAiQ = 1 = lim
�! 1

hAiG

hQ iG
: (38)

By realizing that the localG reen’s function is propor-

tionalto the bath electron T-m atrix,wehave

G loc = lim
�! 1

1

V 2hQ iG
�c; (39)

where �c is the bath electron self-energy calculated in

the grand-canonicalensem ble.

In the case ofdegenerate Anderson im purity m odel,

an im portant sim pli�cation occurs in the Ham iltonian

Eq.(37).Nam ely,pseudo-particles,correspondingto the

states with the sam e num ber ofelectrons on the im pu-

rity site, are degenerate with energies E M = � M � +

U M (M � 1)=2,and pseudo G reen’sfunctions

G M (i!)= 1=(i! � � � EM � �M (i!)); (40)

where M isthe num berofelectronson the im purity.In

the case ofAnderson im purity m odelwith N =2 bands,

weneed to consideronly N + 1 di�erentpropagatorsin-

stead ofdealing with 2N pseudo-particles.Furtherm ore,

ifU is large and we are interested in doping levels not

too farfrom an integer�lling with M electrons,i.e.close

to the M ott-insulating state,it is reasonable to assum e

thatonly 
uctuationsbetween localstateswith M � 1,

M and M + 1 electronson theim purity need to be con-

sidered. The single particle spectra willthus consistof

lowerHubbard band,upperHubbard band and a quasi-

particleresonancewhileweignoreotherHubbard bands

thatareeven m orefaraway from thechem icalpotential.

Vkm Fbf
m

f

cmb

Vkm Faf
m

f

cma

FIG . 1: The two bare vertices considered in the case of

degenerate Anderson im purity m odel. Throughout this pa-

per,conduction-electron c propagatorisrepresented by solid

line,while wiggly,dashed and zigzag linescorrespond to the

pseudo-particleswith M � 1,M and M + 1 electronson the

im purity,respectively.

Forexam ple,in thecasethe�llingislessthan 1:5wetake

intoaccountem pty state,singly occupied and doubly oc-

cupied stateson theim purity whilethetripleoccupancy

isneglected.Thisisequivalentto adding to the original

Ham iltonian an in�nite three-particleinteraction.

In thefollowing,wewilluseletterbto denotetheaux-

iliary particleswith M � 1 electronson the im purity,f

forM and a forM + 1electronson thelocallevel,respec-

tively. In Fig.1 we show the two bare three-point ver-

ticesthatareleftto usin the caseofdegenerateAnder-

son im purity m odelwhen considering those three types

ofstates. Note thatpseudo-particle b is

�
N

M � 1

�

de-

generated,f is

�
N

M

�

and a is

�
N

M + 1

�

degenerated,

respectively. In case M isodd (even),particlesa and b

arebosons(ferm ions)while f areferm ions(bosons).

The SUNCA approxim ation is a conserving approxi-

m ation de�ned by a Luttinger-W ard type functional�

from which allself-energiesare obtained asa functional

derivatives, �a = ��

�G a
. The building blocks of � are

dressed G reen’s functions of pseudo-particles G b (de-

picted as a wiggly line), G f (dashed line), G a (zigzag

line)and bath electron G c (solid line).Due to the exact

projection,only pseudo-particlesare fully dressed while

bath electron G reen’sfunction isnotdressed.

The choice of diagram s was m otivated by the

Schrie�er-W olf transform ation showing that both 
uc-

tuationsfrom M to M � 1 and M to M + 1 have to be

considered totally sym m etrically.In thecaseofone-band

m odelwehaveforthe exchangecoupling J = J1 + J2 =

V 2(1
�
+ 1

U � �
).The exactK ondo tem perature ispropor-

tionalto exp(� �=J) = exp(� �=(J1 + J2)). It is well

known that ifone takes into account only non-crossing

diagram s,the K ondo scale ofthe resulting approxim a-

tion steeply dropswith decreasing U and isofthe order

ofexp(� �=J1 � �=J2)which can beordersofm agnitude

wrong. Thishappensbecause the sim ultaneous
uctua-

tionsbetween allthree typesofpseudo-particlesare ne-

glected.Aswasshown in Ref.11,oneneedstosum up an
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+    Φ  =

+

++

++

++

+ .  .  .

FIG .2: D iagram m atic representation ofthe SUNCA gener-

atingfunctionaltodescribethedegenerateAnderson im purity

m odel.

in�nitenum berofskeleton diagram s(SUNCA diagram s)

torecoverthecorrectexchangecouplingconsistingoftwo

term sJ1 and J2,generated from thetwotypesofvertices

depicted in Fig.1.

The SUNCA Luttinger-W ard functional, shown in

Fig.2,consists,in addition to NCA contributions(�rst

two diagram s),of the diagram s where two conduction

electron linescrossonly onesand therestoftheelectron

linescrosstwice.Diagram snotincluded in SUNCA have

higherordercrossings.Thelowestorderneglected areof

CTM A-type28,29 whereallconduction electronscrossex-

actly twice.Note thatdueto the projection,any contri-

bution totheLuttinger-W ard functionalconsistsofasin-

glering ofpseudo-particlessinceatany m om entin tim e

therem ustbeexactly onepseudo-particlein thesystem .

The SUNCA self-energies,obtained by di�erentiating

theLuttinger-W ard functional,areshown in Fig.3.The

partofthe pseudo-particle ring,where conduction elec-

tronscrossexactly twice,can be rewritten in the ladder

typeT-m atrix.Theadditionaltwoconduction lines,that

+Σb  = -

+Σa  = -

+Σf  = -2

+Σc = -2

FIG .3: D iagram m atic representation of the self-energies,

derived from SUNCA Luttinger-W ard functional(Fig.4) in

term s ofthe renorm alized hybridization vertices,de�ned in

Fig.4.In each linethethird diagram issubtracted in orderto

avoid doublecounting ofterm swithin the�rsttwo diagram s.

= +

= +

FIG .4: D iagram m atic representation ofthe Bethe-Salpeter

equationsforladder-type three-pointvertex function.

crossonly once,enableusto closeT-m atrix and convert

it into three-point vertex shown in Fig.4. This is im -

portantfrom practicalpointofview since the tree-point

vertex isnum erically m uch m ore tractable than the full

four-pointvertex.

The expressions for the self-energies �� de�ned by

Fig.3 and Fig.4,together with the de�nitions ofthe

G reen’sfunctions,Eq.(40),constitutea setofnon-linear

integralequationsfor��;� = a;b;f. The localG reen’s

function is calculated from the Eq.(39) using the self-

consistently determ ined auxiliary propagatorsG �. The

SUNCA equationsaregiven explicitly in Appendix E.

The SUNCA equations have been evaluated num eri-

cally by iteration.Thetwoself-consistentloops,SUNCA

and DM FT,can be m erged togetherinto one single set

of equations. Starting with the initial guess for the

bath spectralfunction A c and pseudo-particle G reen’s

functions G �, the �rst guess to the T-m atrix de�ned

in Fig.4 is determ ined. W ith this,the pseudo-particle

self-energies as wellas the localG reen’s function m ay

be deduced. From the DM FT self-consistentcondition,

the new bath spectral-function is calculated. W ith the

updated pseudo-particle G reen’s functions and the new

bath spectral-function one determ ines next approxim a-

tion for the T-m atrix,pseudo-particle self-energies and

localG reen’sfunction. The iteration iscontinued,until

the convergenceisfound to the desired level.
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C . A nalytic continuation ofthe self-energy

The Q M C sim ulation producesG reen’sfunction G (�)

ofim aginary tim e � = it or equivalently G reen’s func-

tion and the self-energy de�ned in M atsubara frequency

points. However,real-frequency self-energy isneeded to

obtain transport quantities. The analytic continuation

ofQ M C data isrequired,which is an ill-posed problem

and altogetherhopelessiftheprecision ofdata isnotex-

trem ely good and ifthe statisticalerrorsare not taken

into accountproperly.Asiswellknown,P�adem ethod is

not very usefulfor analytic continuation ofnoisy Q M C

data. The m axim um entropy m ethod (M EM )30 triesto

overcom ethisproblem by adding an entropy term to the

functionaltobem inim ized.Thisisoneofthebestm eth-

odspresentavailableand usuallyproducesreal-frequency

G reen’s function ofrelatively high quality provided the

data are carefully analyzed. W e refer the readerto the

originalliteratureforthe details30.

However,thequasiparticlepeak forrealisticdensity of

states can have quite reach structure since at low tem -

perature it tries to reproduce the LDA bands around

theFerm i-level,i.e.,thespectralfunction approachesthe

LDA density of states contracted for the quasiparticle

renorm alization am plitudeZ,A(!)= �(!=Z + �0).The

m axim um entropy m ethod hasa tendency to sm earout

thisreach structurebecauseoftheentropy term .Atlow

tem perature, this can lead to overshooting of spectral

function and subsequentlytothenon-physicalself-energy

that ruins the causality. To avoid this pathology, we

som etim esfound usefulto directly decom posethesingu-

larkernelwith theSingularValueDecom position (SVD).

W hen constructing therealfrequency data,wetook into

accountonly thosesingularvalues,which arelargerthan

precision ofthe Q M C data.

Im aginary tim e G reen’sG (�)can be expressed by the

spectralfunction as

G (�)= �

Z

d!f(� !)e� �!A(!); (41)

orin discretized form

G � = �
X

!

f(� !)e� �!A !� ! =
X

!m

V�m Sm Um !A !;

(42)

where U U y = 1 and V yV = 1 are orthogonalm atrices

and S isdiagonalm atrixofsingularvalues.Theinversion

isthan sim ply given by

A ! =
X

m ;�

Um !

1

Sm
V�m G �: (43)

The m agnitude of singular values drops very fast and

only �rstfew term sin theuppersum can bedeterm ined

from the Q M C data. The restofthe inform ation,that

determ ines m ostly higher frequency points,can be ac-

quired from theSUNCA spectralfunction.W etherefore

approxim ated the sum in Eq.(43)by

A ! =
X

m � M ;�

Um ! �
Q M C
m +

X

m > M

Um ! �
SU N C A
m ;

�
Q M C
m =

X

�

1

Sm
V�m G � ;

�
SU N C A
m =

X

! 0

Um ! 0A
SU N C A
! 0 ; (44)

whereM can bedeterm ined by theprecision oftheQ M C

data,i.e.,
P

�
V�M �G� > SM .

W e plot the sum (44) in Fig.5 where �rst 3,6 or 9

coe�cientswereobtained from theQ M C data.Thecor-

responding sm allestsingularvalue isprinted in the leg-

end ofthe sam e �gure. Forcom parison,we also display

the spectralfunction obtained by the m axim um entropy

m ethod and the SUNCA solution forthe sam e param e-

ters. The di�erence between the variouscurvesgivesas

a rough estim ate for the accuracy ofthe technique. As

we see,the quasiparticle resonance is obtained by rea-

sonably high accuracy,while the Hubbard band is de-

term ined with less accuracy. In the inset ofFig.5 we

plot the sam e curves in a broader window. As we see,

theSVD doesnotguaranteethespectra to bepositiveat

higherfrequencies.Thishoweverdoesnotpreventusto

accurately determ ine m ostofthe physicalquantities.

-2 -1 0 1 2
ω/D

0

0.2

0.4

6    0.0519
9    0.0087
12  0.0011
MEM
SUNCA

-2 0 2 4 6

ω/D

0

0.2

0.4

FIG .5: Spectralfunction forsem icircularD O S,inversetem -

perature � = 16 and density n = 0:8. D ot-dashed,fulland

double-dot-dashed curvecorrespond to thesum (44)with M

chosen to be6,9 and 12,respectively.In legend,wealso print

the lowestsingularvalue taken into account(SM ). Forcom -

parison we show m axim um entropy spectra (dashed curve)

and SUNCA spectra (dotted line).The insetshowsthesam e

spectra in a broaderwindow.

W ithin DM FT,the realfrequency self-energy can be

obtained from thelocalG reen’sfunction by theinversion

ofthe Hilberttransform . Although the im plem entation

is very straightforward,we willbrie
y m ention the al-

gorithm we used. In the high-frequency regim e,we can

expand theHilberttransform in term sofm om entsofthe
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DO S as

w(z)=

Z
D (")d�

z� "
=
X

n

h"ni

zn+ 1
: (45)

The seriescan be inverted and solved forz

z(w) =
1

w
+ h"i+ (h"2i� h"i2)w

+ (h"3i� 3h"2ih"i+ 2h"i3)w 2 + :::: (46)

For m ost ofthe frequency points,the expansion up to

som e higherpower(� w 8)givesalready an accurate es-

tim ation fortheinversefunction.However,when w gets

large,we need to use one ofthe standard root-�nding

m ethods to accurately determ ine the solution. This is

however m uch easier than generalroot-�nding in com -

plex plane since we always have a good starting guess

forthesolution.W estartevaluating theinversefunction

athigh frequency wheretheabsolutevalueofG issm all

and we can use the expansion in Eq.(46). Then we use

thefactthatG reen’sfunction isa continuousfunction of

a realfrequency and wecan follow thesolution from fre-

quency pointtofrequency pointby im provingitwith few

stepsofa secant(orNewton)m ethod. A specialatten-

tion,however,m ustbe paid notto crossthe branch-cut

and getlostin the non-physicalcom plex plane. There-

fore,each secantorNewton step hasto be shortened if

necessary.The self-energy is�nally expressed by the in-

verseofHilberttransform w � 1 as

� = ! + � � w
� 1(G ): (47)

Fig.6showstheim aginarypartofself-energyobtainedby

both analytic-continuation m ethods.Asa reference and

com parison wealsoshow theresultsobtained by SUNCA

m ethod,which isde�ned and evaluated on realfrequency

axes and hence does not require analytic continuation.

The low-frequency part ofthe self-energy is again very

reliably determ ined and does not di�er for m ore than

3% .

IV . T R A N SP O R T C O M P U TA T IO N

A . Transport theory

Thetransportparam etersofthesystem areexpressed

in term sofso called kineticcoe�cients,denoted hereby

A m .Theequation fortheelectricalresistivity,�,isgiven

by

� =
kB T

e2

1

A 0

; (48)

and the therm opower,S,and the therm alconductivity,

�,areexpressed through

S = �
kB

jej

A 1

A 0

; � = kB

�

A 2 �
A 2
1

A 0

�

: (49)

-2 -1 0 1 2
ω/D

0

0.5

1

1.5

SVD
MEM
SUNCA

FIG .6: Im aginary part of the self-energy obtained from

the G reen’sfunction by the inverse ofthe Hilberttransform .

Full-line was obtained by the Singular Value decom position,

dashed by the m axim um entropy m ethod and dot-dashed by

SUNCA.Param etersused are the sam e asin Fig.5

W ithin theK ubo form alism 31 thekineticcoe�cientsare

given in term sofequilibrium statecurrent-currentcorre-

lation functionsofthe particle and the heatcurrentsin

the system .Nam ely wehave

A m = �
m lim

!! 0
Zm (i� ! ! + i0); (50)

where

Z0(i�) =
i�h

i��

Z �

0

d�e
i��hT�j

x(�)jx(0)i; (51)

Z1(i�) =
i�h

i��

Z �

0

d�e
i��

hT�j
x(�)Qx(0)i; (52)

Z2(i�) =
i�h

i��

Z �

0

d�e
i��hT�Q

x(�)Qx(0)i: (53)

To evaluate these correlation functions,an expression

for electric and heat currents,jx and Q x,are needed.

O nce those currents are evaluated, then calculation of

the transport properties within DM FT reduces to the

evaluation ofthe transportfunction

�
xx(�)=

1

Vc

X

k

Trfvxk(�)�k(�)v
x
k(�)�k(�)g; (54)

and the transportcoe�cients

A m = N spin��h

Z 1

� 1

d��
xx(�)f(�)f(� �)(��)m ; (55)

The m om entum integralin Eq.(54)extendsoverthe

Brillouin zone,Vc is the volum e ofthe unit cell. The

sim plestform ofthevelocity ishk�j1
m
r xjk�i= v

��

k
and

it requires evaluation ofm atrix elem ents ofr x. How-

everan alternativeform ofthecurrentand thetransport
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function can bederived via thePeirlssubstitution gener-

ally in the non-orthogonalbasisand isdescribed in Ap-

pendix F. These two proceduresgenerally give di�erent

answers23,32,33.

Nextwede�ne the energy dependentvelocity as

~vk(�)= ~vk � �~uk: (56)

The second term is due to the non-orthogonality ofthe

basisorm orespeci�cally dueto overlap between orbitals

at di�erent sites,localnon-orthogonality does not con-

tributeto thevelocity.Thespectraldensity m atrix �k(�)

isthem ultiorbitalgeneralization oftheregularsingleor-

bitaldensityofstatesandisgivenin term softheretarded

G reen’sfunction,G ,ofthe system by theequation

�k(�)= �
1

2�

�
G k(�)� [Gk(�)]

y
	
: (57)

Finally theG reen’sfunction isgiven by

G k(z)=
�
(z+ �)O k � H

0
k � �(z)

�� 1
: (58)

Notehere,thatin accordancewith theDM FT theself-

energy m atrix isassum ed m om entum independent.Now

given an e�ective Ham iltonian for the system ,an over-

lap m atrix and the self-energy,the equationsabovegive

a com plete prescription forcom puting the transportpa-

ram eters. For com putation ofEq.(54) we have devel-

oped two m ethods,one m ethod generalizesthe analyti-

caltetrahedron m ethod (ATM )34 and theotheroneuses

one-particle G F m ethod in DM FT 3,used to com pute

spectraldensities in band structure calculations. First

the totalHam iltonian,H k(�) = H0
k
+ �(�) is diagonal-

ized and written in the form

H k(�)= OkA
R
k (�)Ek(�)A

L
k (�)Ok; (59)

where E k isthe diagonalm atrix ofcom plex eigenvalues

and A R
k and A L

k are the right and the left eigenvector

m atricesrespectively.Then the G reen’sfunction can be

written as

G k(�)= A
R
k (�)[(� + �)I� Ek(�)]

� 1
A
L
k (�); (60)

with I being theidentity m atrix.Thetransportfunction

can now be expressed as

�
xx(�) = �

1

2�2Vc
Re

X

k;pq

n

r
x
k;qpr

x
k;pqD k;pD k;q

�
1

2

�
s
x
k;qpt

x
k;pq + s

x
k;pqt

x
k;qp

�
D k;p(D k;q)

�
o

;(61)

wherethe m atricesrx,sx and tx are

r
x
k = r

x
k(�)� A

L
k (�)v

x
k(�)A

R
k (�); (62)

s
x
k = s

x
k(�)� A

L
k (�)v

x
k(�)[A

L
k (�)]

y
;

t
x
k = t

x
k(�)� [ARk (�)]

y
v
x
k(�)A

R
k (�);

and D k isa diagonalm atrix de�ned by

D k = D k(�)� [(� + �)I� Ek(�)]
� 1
: (63)

W hen the com putation ofthe transportfunction iscar-

ried outoneisfaced with com putingintegralsoftheform

X

k

rx
k;pq

rx
k;qp

(� + � � Ek;p)(� + � � Ek;q)
; (64)

X

k

sxk;pqt
x
k;qp

(� + � � Ek;p)(� + � � E�
k;q
)
:

The strategy that is used to com pute these integrals is

sim ilar in spirit to the analyticaltetrahedron m ethod.

The Brillouin zone is split up into a collection ofequal

sized tetrahedra and the integralovereach tetrahedron

istaken using linearinterpolation between the fourcor-

ners ofthe tetrahedron. In the analyticaltetrahedron

m ethod thenum eratorand theenergy eigenvaluesin the

denom inatorarelinearized independently and theresult-

ing integralis then done analytically. In our case we

would wantto follow the sam e rule which resultsin two

linear functions in the denom inator. Unfortunately we

havenotbeen able to evaluate thatintegralin the m ost

generalcase,i.e.when none ofthe tetrahedron corners

are degenerate although solutions can be found for de-

generate cases when at least two ofthe four corners of

the tetrahedron are identical. Hence we have to pursue

furtherapproxim ationswhich we outlinebelow.

The two m ain integralsthatwe need to com pute are

ofthe form

T
pq

SS
=

X

k2�

F (k)

(z� E k;p)(z� E k;q)
; (65)

T
pq

O S
=

X

k2�

F (k)

(z� E k;p)(z� E k;q)�
:

Here � denotes the tetrahedron and SS indicates that

theim aginary partsofboth denom inatorshavethesam e

sign and O S indicatesthatthey have the opposite sign.

This is ensured by the fact that the self-energy is re-

tarded and z is real. For the diagonalcase (p = q) the

TSS integralcan be com puted exactly by linearizing the

eigenvaluesin the denom inator,onesim ply needsto dif-

ferentiatetheATM form ulasby Lam bin and Vigneron34.

Forthe diagonalTO S howeverwenotethatthenum era-

torisrealand thereforewe can write the integralin the

following form

T
pp

O S
= Im

X

k2�

�
F (k)


k;p

�
1

z� E k;p

; (66)

where 
k;p = Im E k;p. W e note that 
k;p is solely due

to the self-energy,which ism om entum independentand

thus it is reasonable to expect that 
k;p changes little

with m om entum .Hencethe term in theparenthesiswill

beapproxim ated linearly within thetetrahedron and the

resulting integralcan be com puted with the ATM .

Theo�-diagonalcase(p 6= q)forboth TSS and TO S is

treated the sam e way so we willjustlook atTSS. Both
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factors in the denom inator are inspected and we deter-

m inewhich onehaslargerm odulus(on averageifneces-

sary).Then wewritethe integralon the form

T
pq

SS
j
p6= q

=
X

k2�

�
F (k)

(z� E k)L

�
1

(z� E k)S
; (67)

whereL indicatesthedenom inatorwith thelargerm od-

ulusand S indicatesthe one with the sm allerm odulus.

Theterm in theparenthesisisnow approxim ated linearly

within the tetrahedron and the resulting integralcan be

com puted with the ATM .

The approach described here to com pute the trans-

portfunction hasbeen tested num erically againstm odels

where otherm ethodscan be used to evaluate the trans-

portfunction. For cubic system swith nearestneighbor

hopping one can for instance evaluate both the density

ofstatesand the transportfunction quite e�ciently us-

ing FastFourierTransform s1. In generalthe resultsare

quite accurate.

B . Sm allscattering lim it

In ordertom akeconnectionswith previousapproaches

to thecom putation oftransportpropertiesitisinterest-

ing to considerthesm allscattering lim it.So wetakethe

self-energy ofthe form

�(�)= �0(�)+ 
�00(�); (68)

where �0(�) is the realpart of the self-energy m atrix,


�00(�)istheim aginary partand 
 isa sm allparam eter.

It is clear that the transport function willdiverge as

1=
 and thuswecan approxim atethenum eratorm atrix

elem entstozeroth orderin 
.W ithin thisapproxim ation

the transportfunction can be written as

�
xx(�)=

1

Vc

X

k;p

(vxk;p)
2
�k;p(�)�(� + � � E

0
k;p); (69)

where E 0
k;p are the eigenvalues ofH 0

k + �0(�) and vxk;p
denotes the corresponding band velocity. The lifetim e

�k;p(�)isform ally given by

�k;p(�)=
1

2�jIm Ek;pj
; (70)

hereE k;p aretheeigenvaluesofthefullHam iltonian.The

im aginary partoftheseeigenvaluesisdueto thescatter-

ing term and isthereforeto �rstapproxim ation linearin


.The lifetim e thereforedivergesas1=
 butfora �nite

valueof
 weregard Eq.(69)asan approxim ation to the

transportfunction and we willreferto thisapproach as

the sm allscattering approxim ation.

In spite ofthe lim ited validity ofthe sm allscattering

approxim ation itisusefulin thesensethatitiscom puta-

tionally m uch sim plerto evaluatethetransportfunction

in thesm allscatteringapproxim ation than in thegeneral

case.Thereforeitcan beused in orderto obtain a rough

idea ofthe behaviorofthe transportparam eters.

The equations ofthe sm allscattering approxim ation

are very sim ilarto the form ulae thathave been used by

othergroupstocom putethetransportparam etersofreal

m aterials35,36,37. In particular the assum ption ofcon-

stant lifetim e is quite often used in practice,especially

when the therm opoweris being calculated. In thiscase

weobtain

�
xx(�)= ��xx(�); (71)

wherethe so called transportdensity,�,isde�ned as

�xx(�)=
1

Vc

X

k;p

(vxk;p)
2
�(� + � � E

0
k;p): (72)

Num ericaltestshaveshown thatwhilethesm allscat-

tering approxim ation can bequite good forbroad bands

itdoesnotworkwellin narrow bandssuch asthedynam i-

cally generated quasiparticlebandsofstronglycorrelated

system sdue to constanttim e approxim ation used.

In the caseofthe therm opowerweobtain

S = �
kB

jej

 R1

� 1
�xx(�)f(�)f(� �)(��)

R1

� 1
�xx(�)f(�)f(� �)

!

T �! 0
= �

kB

jej

�2kB T

3

d

d�
ln�xx(�)

�
�
�
�
0

: (73)

ThisofcourseistheclassicalM ottrelation forthether-

m opower.In the literaturethisequation isoften quoted

with the transportdensity replaced by the spectralden-

sity and m uch em phasisplaced on the factthatin case

theFerm i-levelcoincideswith a Van Hovesingularity the

therm opowerdiverges.Thisconclusion isnotsupported

when thecorrectform forthetherm opowerisused since

no Van Hove singularities are present in the transport

density.

Forfreeelectronsthe transportdensity isgiven by

�xx(�)=
1

12�2

�
2m e

�h
2

� 3=2

�
3=2

; (74)

and thereforeweget

S = �
kB

jej

�2kB T

2

1

�F
= � n

� 2=3
T � 0:281

nV

K
; (75)

where the density,n,is m easured in electrons per cu-

bic Bohr radius and the tem perature, T, is m easured

in K elvin. In case the e�ective m ass ofthe electronsis

enhanced the therm opower willsim ply increase by the

enhancem entfactor.

The enhancem entofthe therm opowercan also be de-

duced from the M ottequation in case the only e�ectof

the realpartofthe self-energy isto change the e�ective

m ass ofthe bands that cross the Ferm i-surface. Ifwe

assum ethatthe changein e�ective m assisthe sam e for
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allthe bands that participate in the transportthe low-

tem peraturetherm opowerbecom es

S ’ �
kB

jej

�2kB T

3Z

d

d�
ln�0;xx(�)

�
�
�
�
0

; (76)

where the non-interacting transport density �0;xx(�) is

de�ned by

�0;xx(�)=
1

Vc

X

k;p

(v0:xk;p)
2
�(� + � � E

0
k;p): (77)

Here Z denotes the quasiparticle residue ofthe bands

involved.Hencewe seeindeed thatthe low-tem perature

therm opower is enhanced by a factor of1=Z com pared

to the non-interacting therm opower.

To sum m arizetheoreticalpartofthepaperweprovide

the com putationalschem e used to obtain the transport

properties

LD A
H L D A
�! D M F T

H L D A + � (!)
�! TRAN SP O RT;

i.e.

� run LDA program toobtain theK ohn-Sham (LDA)

Ham iltonian

� m aketight-bindingcalculations(ordownfolding)to

extractkinetic partofthe e�ectiveHam iltonian

� construct the Hubbard-like e�ective Ham iltonian

adding the Coulom b repulsion to the kinetic part

ofthe e�ective Ham iltonian

� run DM FT-Q M C(SUNCA) solver to obtain the

self-energy forthe e�ectiveHam iltonian

� constructLDA+ DM FT Ham iltonian upfolding the

self-energy to the LDA Ham iltonian

� run transport program with the LDA+ DM FT

Ham iltonian.

V . T EST SY ST EM A N D D M FT R ESU LT S

A . Test System

To test obtained transport equations on a realistic

system we decided to use doped LaTiO 3 com pound.

The La1� xSrxTiO 3 series has been studied very exten-

sively in the past38,39,40,41,42,43 and can be regarded as

being one ofthe prim e exam ples exhibiting the M ott-

Hubbard m etal-insulatortransition.The end com pound

LaTiO 3 when prepared wellis a M ott-Hubbard insula-

tor although in the literature it is often characterized

as a correlated or a poor m etal. At high tem perature

thism aterialisparam agnetic.The otherend com pound

SrTiO 3 is an uncorrelated band insulator with a direct

gap of 3.3 eV. Electronic structure properties of the

La1� xSrxTiO 3 series is governed by the triple degener-

ate cubic t2g bands ofthe 3d orbitals(d1 ionic con�gu-

ration)44. In the distorted structure ofLaTiO 3 the de-

generacy ofthe band hasbeen lifted and the singleelec-

tron occupiesa very narrow,non-degeneratedxy band
45.

Studiesofthem agneticsusceptibility do indeed indicate

thattheelectronicstructureoftheP bnm phaseisthatof

a narrow dxy band,which then with doping changesinto

a broad t2g band (calculated bandwidth isW = 2:7 eV)

with degenerate dxy,dxz and dyz orbitalsin the Ibm m

and P m 3m phases.Asa function ofdoping them aterial

behavesasa canonicaldoped M ott insulator. The spe-

ci�c heat and the susceptibility are enhanced,the Hall

num berisunrenorm alized whilethephotoem ission spec-

tralfunction hasaresonancewith aweightthatdecreases

asone approacheshalf�lling.Very nearhalf�lling,(for

dopingslessthan 8 % )the physicsisfairly com plicated.

At sm alldoping an antiferrom agnetic m etallic phase is

observed 42,46,47.

To obtain LDA band structure of LaTiO 3 we used

the liner m u�n-tin orbitals (LM TO ) m ethod in its

atom ic sphere approxim ation (ASA) with the basis

Ti(4s;4p;3d),O (2s;2p) and La(6s;5p;5d)assum ing for

sim plicity instead a realorthorhom bic structure with a

sm alldistortionsa cubic one with the sam e volum e and

the lattice constanta0 = 7:40 a.u.. Thisapproxim ation

brings to a slight overestim ation ofthe e�ective band-

width and underestim ation ofthe band gap between va-

lenceand conduction bands.In photoem ission studiesof

LaTiO 3
12 sim ilarbasishasbeen used.

Using LDA band structureonecan com puteand com -

parewith experim entthelinearcoe�cientofspeci�cheat

which issim ply given in term softhedensity ofstatesat

the Ferm ilevelby


 = 2:357

�
m J

m olK 2

�
�tot(E f)[states/(eV unitcell)]

Z
;

(78)

whereZ isthequasiparticleresidueortheinverseofthe

m assrenorm alization. In LDA calculationsthe value of

Z isequalto one.Doping dependenceofthelinearcoef-

�cientofspeci�cheatin LDA calculationswascom puted

within the rigid band m odel.O urresultsalong with the

experim entaldata arepresented in Table I.

In general,we see thatthe LDA data for
 are lower

than the experim entalvalues,indicating a strong m ass

renorm alization. W e note also that as we get closer to

the M ott-Hubbard transition the e�ective m ass grows

signi�cantly. W hat is consistent with DM FT m odeling

of the M ott-Hubbard transition which shows that in-

deed the e�ective m ass diverges at the transition. W e

should note howeverthat this is not a necessary signa-

turefortheM ott-Hubbard transition:in V 2O 3 thepres-

suredriven m etal-insulatortransition isaccom panied by

the divergence ofthe e�ective m asswhereasthe doping

driven transition in the sam esystem doesnotshow that

divergence49.

The physicalpicture ofthe studied m aterialis quite
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D oping Experim ent LDA

5% 16.52 3.23

10% 11.51 3.16

20% 8.57 3.00

30% 7.70 2.82

40% 6.21 2.67

50% 5.38 2.52

60% 4.55 2.38

70% 4.35 2.19

80% 3.52 2.10

TABLE I: The linear coe�cient of speci�c heat, 
, for

La1� xSrxTiO 3 m easured in unitsof
m J

m olK 2
.Theexperim ental

data is taken from
48
. LDA data for the linear coe�cient of

speci�c heatare com puted from LaTiO 3 LDA D O S.

transparent,very nearhalf�lling (dopingslessthan 8% )

theFerm ienergy becom esvery sm alland now iscom pa-

rable with the exchange interactionsand structuraldis-

tortion energies.A treatm entbeyond single site DM FT

then becom esim portantto treatthespin degreesoffree-

dom .O n theotherhand form oderateand largedoping,

the K ondo energy isthe dom inantenergy and DM FT is

expected to be accurate. This was substantiated by a

seriesofpaperswhich com pared DM FT calculationsin a

single band orm ultiband Hubbard m odelsusing sim pli-

�ed density ofstateswith the physicalpropertiesofreal

m aterials. Ref. 50 addressed the enhancem ent ofthe

m agneticsusceptibilityand thespeci�cheatashalf�lling

isapproached.Theopticalconductivity and thesuppres-

sion ofthechargedegreesoffreedom astheM ottinsula-

torisapproached wasdescribed in Refs.51,52,theobser-

vation that the Hallcoe�cient is not renorm alized was

found in Refs.53,54. Finally the therm oelectric power

on m odellevelusing iterativeperturbation theory (IPT)

asim purity solverwasinvestigated by P�alsson etal.55.

G iven thefactthatonly very sim pletight-binding pa-

ram eterizations were used in those works,and the fact

that a large num ber of experim ents were �t with the

sam evalueofparam etersone should regard the qualita-

tiveagreem entwith experim entasvery satisfactory.The

photoem ission spectroscopy ofthiscom pound,aswellas

in othertransition m etalcom poundsare notcom pletely

consistent with the bulk data,and it has been argued

thatdisorder,and m odeling ofthe speci�c surface envi-

ronm ent is required to im prove the agreem entwith ex-

perim ent 56.In thissituation,itisclearthatthisisthe

sim plest system for study, and it was in fact the �rst

system studied by LDA+ DM FT 3.

The im portant questions to be addressed are the de-

gree of quantitative accuracy of DM FT. Furtherm ore,

given the sim plicity of this system , and the existence

ofwellcontrolled experim ents,it is an idealsystem for

testing thee�ectsofdi�erentapproxim ationswithin the

LDA+ DM FT schem e.

B . T he m odel

Aswe pointed outin Sec.IIfora correctdescription

ofa system with strong electron correlationsone needs

to bring the self-energy into the heavy orbitals.Forthis

purpose a m odelwhich correctly describes the physics

ofinteracting orbitals is needed. In this paper we con-

siderathree-band Hubbard m odelwhich underlyingnon-

interacting dispersion relation is that ofthe degenerate

cubic t2g band ofthe transition m etal3d orbitals. For

sim plicity the Hubbard interaction term is taken to be

SU (6) invariant i.e. there is equalinteraction between

twoelectronsofoppositespin in thesam eorbitalasthere

isbetween two electronsin di�erentorbitalson thesam e

site. The m ore generalcase willbe revisited in future

publications.

Valueoftheinteraction strength in ourm odelischosen

large enough to exhibit m etal-insulator behavior in the

studied com pound. In units ofhalfbandwidth,D ,the

interaction strength is taken to be equalU = 5D . The

interaction strength should be regarded asan inputpa-

ram eterwhich valuehasbeadjusted to theexperim ental

situation. Saying this,we m ean the chosen interaction

strengthsshould be good enough to reproduce asm any

physicalpropertiesasonly possiblewith m axim um prox-

im ity to experim ent.To investigatedependenceofcalcu-

lated physicalpropertieson the interaction strength we

calculateallpropertiesstudied in thispaperfortwo val-

uesofCoulom b repulsion U = 3D and 5D .O n them odel

levelU = 4D isthe value very closeto the m inim um in-

teraction to getm etal-insulatortransition (M IT)forin-

teger�lling n = 1 even in three-fold degenerateHubbard

m odelusing DM FT asan instrum entwhich takescareof

theinteraction in thesystem .Henceourchoiceofthein-

teraction should guaranteeexploration oftwo physically

di�erentbehavioursofthe system with and withoutthe

M IT.In literatureabsolutevalueofCoulom b interaction

is m agnitude under discussion m ainly because there is

no direct and reliable m ethod to extract it neither ex-

perim entally no theoretically. The uncertainty between

di�erenttheoreticalm ethods12,57 attem pted to estim ate

value ofU is quite substantialranging the interaction

strength from 3.2 eV to 5 eV.

It should be noticed that although this choice ofpa-

ram eters is consistent with insulating behavior of this

system it m ight have lim ited validity in the real sys-

tem at low doping. Since La1� xSrxTiO 3 is known to

undergo severalstructuraltransform ationsupon doping

and in particular the structure of LaTiO 3 is distorted

away from thecubicperovskitestructureand in factthe

distortion liftsthedegeneracy ofthet2g orbitalsand the

groundstate orbitalis a narrow non-degenerate dxy or-

bital. Hence one m ight expect that the M ott-Hubbard

transition in thissystem would be betterdescribed in a

one-band m odel(x < 0:08).Atlargerdopings(x > 0:08)

itishoweverclearthatthesystem isdegenerateand thus

ourm odelcan beexpected to givea reasonably good de-

scription in thelargerdopingrange.In thepresentpaper
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FIG .7:LDA D O S ofLaTiO 3 (dotted linewith starsym bols),

its tight-binding �t(solid line) and sem icircular D O S (dot-

dashed line). Arrows indicate Ferm ilevelposition for �lling

n = 0:8 (the �rst one is for the sem icircular D O S,and the

second one isforthe tight-binding �t).

wedonotconsiderthee�ectofliftingthedegeneracydue

to Jahn-Tellerdistortion ratherwe explore the tree-fold

degenerateHubbard m odelin thewholeregion ofdoping

intervalincluding n = 1 point.

Thekineticpartofthem odelHam iltonianhasbeen ob-

tained from tight-binding LM TO ASA calculations.The

band structure ofthe com pound around the Ferm ilevel

consists ofthree-fold degenerate Ti3d t2g band,host-

ing one-electron,which is a rather wellseparated from

an em pty Ti 3d eg band located above t2g band. A

rather broad gap below t2g separates Ti3d and com -

pletely �lled 2p oxygen band. Hence itisquite straight

forward to m ake the tight-binding �t oft2g band to be

used in in theim purity solvers.To achieveasym m etry in

tight-binding DO S one needstake into accountthe next

nearestneighbors,socalled,t0term on Tisublattice.The

dispersion which we obtained from the �tis the follow-

ing:�k = 2t(coskx+ cosky)+ 2t
0cos(kx+ ky)+ 2t? coskz,

where t= � 0:02424,t0 = � 0:006,t? = � 0:00151 in Ry

units. t2g partofLaTiO 3 DO S (dotted line)and its �t

(solid line) are presented in Fig.7. W e also added one

m ore curvein Fig.7 corresponding to sem icircularDO S

which we willuse fordi�erent kind ofbenchm arking of

ourapproach.

M aking tight-binding �tofTi3d t2g bandsin LaTiO 3

we e�ectively do downfolding ofthe whole Ham iltonian

(betterto say them ain partoftheHam iltonian without

Ti3d t2g bands)ofthe com pound onto three t2g bands

i.e.weincorporateinform ation ofthewholeHam iltonian

intopartofit.In thiscaseH eff and O eff are3� 3m atri-

ces.H hh and O hh are partsofthe Ham iltonian and the

overlap m atrix corresponding to t2g block oftheoriginal

Ham iltonian. H ll and O ll are parts ofthe Ham iltonian

and theoverlap m atricesoftheHam iltonian withoutt2g
block.

O ur results of downfolding are presented in Fig. 8.

W eplotted bandsofthewholeHam iltonian which corre-

spond to Ti3d t2g bandsby solid lines(theupperlineis

doubledegenerateone)and bandsobtained from Eq.(21)

by dashed lines.W eseethatbandwidth oft2g bandsob-

Γ M
10
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E
(k

),
 e

V

fitted bands

original bands

FIG .8: t2g bands of realband structure of LaTiO 3 (solid

lines) and downfolded bands obtained from Eq.(21). The

Ferm ilevelisat"F = 12:54 eV.

tained from Eqs.(21) is only slightly sm aller than the

originalone. The downfolding reproducesoriginalband

structure one-to-one in approxim ately 1 eV energy win-

dow around thechem icalpotential.Ifoneusesonly H hh

and O hh m atrices(note�ectiveH eff and O eff butsim -

ply parts ofthe totalHam iltonian corresponding to t2g
block) one gets nearly dispersionless levels only as it is

naturally expected.

Asthe laststep in thissection wecalculatethe trans-

portfunction and the therm oelectricalpowerfor three-

fold degeneratetight-bindingm odel.Thetransportfunc-

tion thatweobtain forthism odelisshown in Fig.9.W e

note thatthe slope ofthe transportfunction in the hole

doping (� < 0:0) regim e is positive and therefore the

LDA evaluation ofthe therm opowerresultsin electron-

like therm opower. The results for a few chosen doping

valuescom puted attem peratureequalto 300 K are dis-

played in table IIwhere we have also displayed the ex-

perim entalresultsfrom Ref.43.

Itis quite noteworthy thatforthe two lowestdoping

valuesin thetabletheLDA and theexperim entarein a

good agreem ent.Forhighervaluesofdopinghoweverthe

experim entalvaluesareabouttwiceaslargeastheLDA

values. The good agreem ent at low doping should be

regarded asm ostly accidentalonesincetheexperim ental

data for doping values less than 5% show the hole-like

therm opowerwhich the LDA ofcourse willnot be able

to reproduce.
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FIG .9: The transport function for the LDA tight-binding

Ham iltonian com puted within the sm all scattering approx-

im ation with a constant lifetim e for allorbitals along with

D O S for n = 0:8. Zero energy corresponds to the zero tem -

perature Ferm i-level.

D oping Experim ent LDA data

5% -5.2 -5.6

25% -9.3 -7.8

50% -18.3 -9.3

75% -29.4 -18.2

80% -41.2 -22.8

TABLE II:The therm opower,S,ofLa1� xSrxTiO 3 at 300K

m easured in units of �V =K is com puted using LDA band

structure.The experim entaldata are taken from
43
.

C . Sum m ary ofD M FT results

In theprevioussection wedescribed how to obtain the

Hubbard likeHam iltonian with kineticpartcom ing from

downfolded bandsand interaction partde�ned by renor-

m alized Coulom b repulsion. In this section we address

the issuehow to com puteand whatisthe m ain e�ectof

thesecond partoftheHam iltonian,nam ely interactions,

on physicalpropertiesofthestudied system .Them ethod

which weused to solvetheHam iltonian isthedynam ical

m ean-�eld theory which wedescribed in section II.

Strong correlations dram atically renorm alize tight-

banding LDA DO S which we plot in Fig.10 by dashed

line.Asitisseen from theplotithasbandwidth 2D and

very asym m etricshape.In thesam e�gureitisshown by

solid line the renorm alized DO S obtained from DM FT-

Q M C calculations at tem perature T = 980 K .Instead

one Q P peak ofthe non-interacting t2g DO S we have

nearly classicalHubbard DO S picture where the central

peak ofthe non-renorm alized DO S is redistributed be-

tween two Hubbard subbandsand strongly renorm alized

centralpeak. Although the totalbandwidth increases
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FIG .10:Tight-binding(dashed lines)and renorm alized (solid

line)D O Sesfor�lling n= 0.8 and � = 32 atU = 5D .

substantially, width of the central peak gets strongly

reduced. W e also notice the steepness ofrenorm alized

DO S at the chem icalpotentialindicating reduction of

the quasiparticleresiduewhich isin LDA equalto one.

So,them ain e�ectexpected from electron interactions

isto reproducetheM otttransition when thesystem ap-

proachesan integer�lling.O necan seeindicationsofthe

M IT in �lling,n,dependenciesofthechem icalpotential,

�,and quasiparticle residue,Z. The M IT is clearly in-

dicated by jum p of� versusn dependence(thechem ical

potentialchangeswhile�lling rem ainsthesam e)plotted

in Fig.11 and also by vanishing energy scale seen in Z

versus n dependence in Fig.12 while approaching the

M otttransition.

In Fig.11 weplotthechem icalpotentialagainst�lling

around �ling n = 1 for three values ofCoulom b inter-

action U = 3D ;4D and 5D in units ofthe halfband-

width and fortwoshapesofDO S (sem icircularand tight-

binding).W e notice here thatboth sem icircularand re-

alisticDO S arerenorm alized in such a way thatthey run

in interval[� D ;D ]with norm equalto one. First two

uppercurvespresented in Fig.11correspond to U = 3D .

The uppercurve obtained using tight-binding DO S and

lowerone com esfrom sem icircularDO S.The �rstcurve

is nearly a straight line crossing n = 1 point while the

linecorresponding to sem icircularDO S isaboutto m ake

a jum p which is clearly presented in the behaviour of

U = 4D line.The jum p becom eseven m orepronounced

for U = 5D and both,sem icircular and tight-binding,

DO Ses.Letusnoticethatabsolutevalueofthejum p for

tight-binding DO S issm allerthatforsem icircularDO S.

From this�gureonecan easily concludethatthecritical

interaction when insulatingbehaviourappearsin thesys-

tem should besom ewherebetween U = 3D and U = 4D

closerto thesecond value(the�nalconclusion aboutthe

insulating behaviour one can m ake from energy depen-
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FIG .11:Thechem icalpotential,�,versus�lling,n forsem i-

circular(sc)and tight-binding (tb)D O Sesand variousvalues

ofinteraction,U ,and tem perature � = 16.
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FIG .12:D ensity dependenceofthe quasiparticle residue,Z,

forsem icircular(sc)and tight-binding(tb)D O Sesand various

valuesofinteraction,U and tem perature � = 16.

dence ofDO S on realaxis).

Sim ilar to the � against n dependence the M IT be-

haviourone can observe from the doping dependence of

thequasiparticleresiduewhich ispresented in Fig.12.In

Fig.12 weplot�vecurvesforthesam evaluesofinterac-

tion and shapesofDO Sesasin the previousgraph. As

weexpected forU = 3 (both DO Ses)and n = 1 wehave

a �nite valueofZ.Noticethatagain (asin the previous

plot)tight-binding DO S showsm ore m etallic behaviour

(largervalueofZ and m orestraightlinethan in thecase

ofsem icircularDO S).Allothervaluesofthe interaction

clearly show insulating behaviourofthe system .

So,now when one can see how electron correlations

changephysicalbehaviourofthesystem ,werem ind that

the m ain inputto DM FT-Q M C orDM FT-SUNCA pro-
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FIG .13:D O S attheFerm ilevel,�(E F )[states=(eV unitcell)],

vs�lling,n,forsem icircular(sc)and tight-binding(tb)D O Ses

and various values of interaction, U . All of the data was

com puted for� = 16.

cedure consists from the shape of DO S (sem icircle or

tight-binding) and the value ofinteraction,U . W e will

analyze both shapesofDO Sesfortwo valuesofU m en-

tioned above.

Using our results presented in Fig.12 and behaviour

of�(EF )presented in Fig.13 wecan calculatethelinear

coe�cient ofspeci�c heat,
. As we saw above,LDA

resultsdi�era lotfrom experim entalvaluesfor
. Now

we wantto know whetherwe can getany im provem ents

applyingDM FT,which changesthequasiparticleresidue,

Z,and renorm alizesDO S.

In Fig.14 weplotthelinearcoe�cientofspeci�cheat

against �lling for di�erent values ofCoulom b repulsion

and sem icircularand tight-binding DO Ses. W e can no-

ticethatforthe sam erepulsion strength the linearcoef-

�cientofspeci�c heatforthe sem icircularDO S islarger

than fortight-bindingDO S which followsfrom largerpin-

ning value in the case ofsem icircular DO S.Com paring

U dependencies for the sem icircularDO Ses we see that

thelinearcoe�cientofspeci�cheatforU = 3D isnearly

linear function till�lling n = 1 which one can explain

by alm ostlineardependenceofthequasiparticleresidue.

ForU = 4D and U = 5D dopingdependenceofthelinear

coe�cient ofspeci�c heat reproduces the experim ental

behaviour and the only question left is how close theo-

reticaland experim entalresults are. From the plot we

seethatin generalresultsthesem icircularDO Sesarefar

from theexperim entwhileforthetight-binding DO S the

experim entalcurvejustin between U = 3D and U = 5D

lines.W ecan claim arathergood agreem ent(contraryto

LDA situation)between DM FT and experim entalcurves

for whole range ofdopings. The divergence ofthe lin-

ear coe�cient ofspeci�c heat shows the d-electron ef-

fective m ass at the Ferm ilevelis strongly enhanced on

approaching the M IT46. In the case ofU = 5D a sm all
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\overshooting" ofthe linear coe�cient ofspeci�c heat

forlargedoping can beexplained by 10-15 % inaccuracy

in the procedure ofthe quasiparticle extraction (we de-

�neitfrom theself-energy on M atsubara axis),plusone

canslightlytunetheinteractionstrength,which probably

should be sm allersom ething like 4:5� 4:8D . In general

agreem entbetween DM FT-Q M C resultsand experim en-

taloneisquite good.
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FIG .14:Thelinearcoe�cientofspeci�cheat,
 [m J=m olK
2
],

vs. the density for di�erent interaction strength and D O Ses

attem perature � = 16.

So we can sum m arize the linearcoe�cientofspeci�c

heat results saying that changesin the spectralweight,

Z,are the m ain source ofthe im provem ent ofour re-

sultsforthe linearcoe�cientofthe speci�cheat.Those

changesarem ostrem arkableforU = 5D whereZ tends

to zerowhiledensity approachestheinteger�lling n = 1.

Diverging behaviouroflinearcoe�cientofspeci�c heat

forsm alldoping in therealm aterialcan beexplained by

one ofthe structuraltransitions happening in LaTiO 3,

atdoping lessthan 5% thethree-fold degeneracy islifted

and we e�ectively have only one-band m odelfor which

U = 3D could belargeenough to gettheM IT transition

atinteger�lling.

Besides the degeneracy and the structuraltransition,

tem peraturebelongsto m ajorplayerson the �eld ofthe

M IT. The energy scale which separates low and high

tem peraturesisgiven by D 0 = ZD where D isuncorre-

lated bandwidth ofthesystem and Z isthequasiparticle

residue. Since the m etal-insulator transition is accom -

panied by the vanishing ofthe quasiparticle residue we

seethatin orderto accessthelow-tem peraturephasewe

need to go to lower and lower tem peratures as we get

closerto integer�lling. Hence we can notexpectto be

able to see clearevidence ofthe divergence of
 forthe

rangeoftem peraturesweareworkingin Q M C approach-

ing integer�lling.

D . C om parison Q M C and SU N C A

In this section we analyze and com pare two im purity

solversi.e.Q M C and SUNCA which havebeen described

in section III. Below we present results ofthose two

m ethodsand choose one ofthem to com pute transport.

Sim ilarto thecaseofLDA calculation,in calculation the

im purity problem we also need to m ake a com prom ise

between speed and accuracy.Itiswellknown thatQ M C

im purity solverisvery expensivebutexact(theonly ap-

proxim ation used in Q M C istheTrotterbreak up)while

SUNCA ischeap m ethod butitisbased on m oreapprox-

im ations.Q M C worksin im aginary tim eand M atsubara

frequency dom ain whileSUNCA workson realfrequency

axis.Tocom putetransportpropertiesoneneedstheself-

energy on realaxis. In the case ofQ M C itisnecessary

to m ake the analyticalcontinuation using m axim um en-

tropy orsingulardecom position m ethod to getthe self-

energy on realaxisasitwasdescribed in section IIIC.

Thisistheweakestpointin theDM FT-Q M C procedure.

DM FT-SUNCA working on realaxishasthe self-energy

im m ediately afterthe self-consistency isreached.

Aswenoticed in theprevioussubsection them ain task

ofthe interaction (read the im purity solver) is to pro-

duce the M IT atinteger�llings.And one ofthe criteria

ofinsulating behaviourin the system isvanishing quasi-

particle weight. In Fig.15 we com pare the quasiparti-

cle residue,Z obtained from DM FT-Q M C and DM FT-

SUNCA m ethodsasfunction ofdoping forU = 5D and

realistic DO S.W e see thatboth m ethods are in a good

agreem ent with each other. W e also provide Z versus

n curve calculated using iterative perturbative theory58

(IPT) to see that allthree im purity solvers produce at

leastqualitatively the sam etrends.

Now we can go further and com pare electron G F on

M atsubara axis. Im aginary axis is a naturalspace of

work forQ M C and to com pare resultswith SUNCA we

used Lehm ann representation connecting spectralfunc-

tion on realaxiswith G F on im aginary axis.Therepre-

sentation isanalyticaland exact,hence,the com parison

can be m ade without any assum ptions and approxim a-

tionsoruncertaintieswhich could arisein thecaseofthe

analyticalcontinuation.

In Fig.16 we plotrealand im aginary partsofG F on

M atsubara axisforQ M C (sym bols)and SUNCA (lines)

at di�erent dopings and tem perature � = 2 where one

would expect very good agreem entfor the m ethods (as

higher tem perature as better and faster both m ethods

work). And indeed it is the case for allthe curves. In

Fig.17weplotG F and im aginarypartsoftheself-energy

for lower tem perature, � = 16 (tem perature which is

m ostly used in ourcalculations)and for10 and 20 % of

dopings(they areourusualdopingsused in calculations).

As we can conclude from presented curves we have

quite good agreem ent between the two m ethods and

hence we can use SUNCA in ourtransportcalculations

where behaviour ofthe self-energy on realaxis around
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FIG .15: Filling dependence ofthe quasiparticle residue,Z,

and thelinearcoe�cientofspeci�cheat,
,obtained from two

im purity solvers: Q M C (solid line with stars) and SUNCA

(dashed line with circle sym bols) for U = 5D ,tem perature

� = 16. Experim ental points are given by cross sym bols

and dot-dashed line isused asa guide foreye.Tight-binding

density ofstates was used in the self-consistency loop ofthe

D M FT procedure. For com parison we also provide Z vs n

curve obtained with IPT m ethod forthe sam e param etersas

onesused in Q M C and SUNCA calculations.

the Ferm ilevelis very crucialfor the transport prop-

erties which are extrem ely sensitive to the shape,slope

and valueoftheself-energyattheFerm ilevel.Transport

propertiesbecom em oreand m oresensitiveto allthede-

tailsofthe transportfunction atthe Ferm ienergy with

lowering tem perature. Taking into accountallthe com -

parisons m ade and calculations done we conclude that

SUNCA isfastand accurateenough m ethod in com par-

ison with Q M C to com pute the transport properties of

the com pound.

V I. R ESU LT S O F T R A N SP O R T

C A LC U LA T IO N S

A . Spectraland transport functions in the real

system

Before to do transport com putations it is worth to

study spectraland transportfunctions dependencies on

dopingand tem perature.Aswediscussed in theprevious

section V D wewilluseSUNCA asm ain m ethod tocom -

pute transport properties (one can avoid the analytical

continuation procedure in this case). But,at any rate,
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FIG .16: Com parison of energy dependencies of im aginary

and realparts of G F on M atsubara axis for di�erent dop-

ingscom puted using two im purity solvers:Q M C (circles)and

SUNCA (solid line)used in D M FT self-consistency procedure

with sem icircularD O S forU = 5D and tem perature � = 2.
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FIG .17: In thetwo upperpanelswecom pareenergy depen-

denciesofim aginary and realpartsofG F on M atsubara axis

for dopings n = 0:8 and 0:9 com puted using Q M C (circles)

and SUNCA (solid line). In the low panels we plot im agi-

nary parts ofthe self-energies for the sam e param eters as in

the upperpanels. W e used sem icircular D O S in D M FT self-

consistency procedure and U = 5D attem perature � = 16.

we also did calculationswith Q M C im purity solverand

com pare resultsobtained from the two im purity solvers

and describedi�erencesbetween them when they arethe

m ostnoticeable.

In Fig.18weplotted thedensity ofstatesperspin (the

lower Hubbard band and quasiparticle peak are shown

in the m ain paneland the insetshowsthe whole energy

range) at �lling n = 0:8 for various values oftem pera-

ture.Here tem perature ism easured in unitsofthe half-

bandwidth,D = 1:35eV andthustheactualtem perature

rangeisquitelargewith thesm allesttem perature,corre-

spondingtoT = 0:05D ,beingaround 780K .Thehighest

tem peratureplotted isequaltoonebutitisstillnotlarge

enough to m ake incoherentm otion in the system to be

dom inant.Aswecan see tem perature changesarequite
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substantial(thelowerHubbard band nearly disappeared

and quasiparticlepeak isshifted towardstheupperHub-

bard band,indicating tendency to join the upper Hub-

bard band and form incoherent broad bum p) but they

arestillnotenough to reach theincoherentm otion state

(the upperHubbard band ischanged butstillitisvery

good separated from theQ P peak { lowerHubbard band

creation).Thissituation istheexpected oneasweknow

the Q P picture disappears for tem perature higher then

Coulom b repulsion,U ,which is5D in ourcase. Hence,

forT � 5D onewillseeonlyincoherentm otion in thesys-

tem . Letusnotice here the di�erence between SUNCA

and Q M C wherein the lastm ethod the spectraldensity

is just a single hum p corresponding to purely incoher-

ent carrier dynam ics observed already for tem perature

� = 1. If we start from incoherent picture and low-

ering tem perature,then the incoherent hum p splits up

and the Hubbard bands start to form . For even lower

tem perature the lowerHubbard band m ovescom pletely

below the Ferm i-surface and the coherent quasiparticle

peak appears at the Ferm i-level. The lower Hubbard

band starts to form at � = 4,Q P peak is form ed for

� � 10. For tem perature lower then � = 16 weight of

the Q P peak nearly doesnotchange. W e observe sim i-

larbehaviourofDO S in SUNCA wherethe shapeofthe

Q P and thelowerHubbard band changeonly slightly for

tem peratureslowerthen T = 0:1D .Described discrepan-

cieson realaxisbetween thetwo m ethodsareentirely in

thedom ain oftheanalyticalcontinuation which ism axi-

m um entropym ethod which reliablyreproducesonlylow-

energypart.O nem oreinterestingthingweshould notice

in Fig.18which istem peraturedependenceofDO S value

at the Ferm ilevel. W hen this value reaches the one of

non-interactingDO S wesay thatthepinningcondition is

obeyed.The tem perature when the pinning condition is

reached iscalled thepinning tem peratureand itstrongly

dependson doping.For�llingn = 0:8aswecan conclude

from Fig.18 the pinning tem peratureisabout0:1D .
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FIG .18:Tem peraturedependenceofD M FT density ofstates

forn = 0:8 and U = 5D .Largerfrequency intervalisplotted

in the insert.Energy isin unitsofhalfbandwidth,D .

In Fig.19 weplotted thedensity ofstatesperspin for

T = 0:05 and di�erentvaluesofdoping. Choice oftem -

peraturewasdictated by consideration thatitshould be

lowerthan thepinning tem peratureforthelargest�lling

presented. W ith doping growing the quasiparticle peak

broadensand itsspectralweightincreasesa lotwhilethe

weightofthelowerHubbardbandchangesalittle(doping

changesare10-20% ).Alltheweight,which theQ P peak

gained,cam efrom theupperHubbard band (seeinsertin

Fig.19 where largerenergy intervalispresented).W ith

doping increasing the system becom eslessand lesscor-

related and in the lim itof100% doping Hubbard bands

vanish and the quasiparticle peak transform s into free

and em pty tight-binding band. W ith doping decreasing

theQ P peak vanishesand thesystem becom esinsulating

fortherepulsion U = 5D .Aswem entioned itbefore,for

three-band degenerate Hubbard m odel,U = 3D ,which

isoften used in description ofLaTiO 3,isnotenough to

reproduce the insulating behaviour.which appearsonly

forU � 4:5� 5D .
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FIG .19: D oping dependence ofD M FT density ofstates for

T = 0:05 and U = 5D . Larger frequency intervalis plotted

in the insert.Energy isin unitsofhalfbandwidth,D .

In Figs.20 and 21 we presented dependence ofim ag-

inary part (m ain panels) and realpart (inserts) ofthe

self-energy on tem peratureand doping forthesam etem -

peratures as in Figs. 20 and the sam e dopings as in

Fig. 21. In Fig. 20 we see nice quadratic behavior

ofthe self-energy for low tem peratures with the m ini-

m um ataround thechem icalpotential(zero in ourcase)

which is then rises and shifts with the tem perature to

the right-hand side. Realpartofthe self-energy re
ects

the quasiparticleresidue,Z,and with lowering the tem -

perature the Q P residue increases and approaches the

pinning value.The doping dependence ofthe im aginary

partofthe self-energy showsthatthe self-energy atthe

chem icalpotentialdecreases with increasing ofdoping.

Thisisexactly whatoneshould expectforasystem close

to free-electron state where m ore quadratic and sm aller

im aginary partoftheself-energy isanticipated.Thereal

partoftheself-energy showsthesam etendency with in-
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creasing doping asin thecaseofthetem peraturedepen-

dence: the curve which crossesthe Ferm ilevelbecom es

m ore 
at. Atzero doping itshould have zero derivative

at the chem icalpotentialsignaling about Z = 1. The

self-energy is extrem ely im portant characteristic ofthe

system as it the only quantity which enters into trans-

port calculations. Using the self-energy one com putes

the transport functions which is m ain ingredient ofall

transportequations.
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FIG .20: Tem perature dependence ofim aginary part ofthe

self-energy forn = 0:8.In theinsetrealpartoftheself-energy
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FIG .21: D oping dependence ofim aginary part ofthe self-

energy for T = 0:1. In the inset realpart ofthe self-energy

is shown for the sam e dopings. Energy is in units of half

bandwidth,D .

In Figs. 22 and 23 we plot tem perature and density

dependencies ofthe transportfunction forthe sam e set

ofparam eters as we used for Figs. 20 and 21,corre-

spondingly.O necan revealsim ilarfeaturesasin density

ofstates:in thetransportfunction behaviouroneclearly

identi�escontributionscom ing from the upperHubbard

band and loweroneplustheQ P peak.Butthem ostim -

portantcontribution to transportpropertiesatlow tem -

peratures com es from energy region around the Ferm i

level. As it can be seen from Eqs. (55) the transport

coe�cientsareentirely de�ned by thetransportfunction

integralin an energy window which dependson tem per-

ature. These equations allow at least qualitatively to

de�neatleastsign ofthetherm opowerforsm alltem per-

atures.Iftheslopeoftransportfunction isuprising then

the therm opower should be negative and for the other

slopeitshould be positive.Forlargeenergy window the

sign ofthe therm opower willstrongly depend on shape

and position to the chem icalpotentialofthe transport

function.
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FIG .22: Tem perature dependence ofthe transport function

for n = 0:8. In the inset larger frequency intervalis used.
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B . Transport param eters

In Fig.24 we plotted the transportparam etersofthe

studied system for di�erent densities against tem pera-
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ture.The transportparam etersunderconsideration are

the following: � denotes the electricalresistivity, � is

the therm alconductivity,S is the therm opower and L

isthe Lorentzratio.The resistivity behaviour,asitwas

found experim entally 48 and theoretically,isa quadratic

function at relatively low-tem perature intervalbecom -

ing linear at higher tem peratures (see Fig. 25). The

quadratictem peraturedependenceoftheelectricalresis-

tivity isrem iniscentofthe strong electron-electron scat-

teringwhich predom inatetheelectron{phononscattering

process. The therm alconductivity behaves as T � 2 till

tem peraturesoforder103� 104,which arerelativelylarge

tem peratures55.The Lorentznum bertendsto constant

valuearound 16-17 nW 
=K 2 indicating thecharacterof

thelow-tem peraturescattering asFerm i-liquid one.The

therm opowerbehaviourislittlebitm orecom plicated.At

low tem peraturethetherm opowerlinearly tendsto zero.

It is very hard for us to distinguish doping dependence

for relatively sm alltem peratures as allchanges lay be-

tween error bars which are in our case larger than the

di�erencebetween lowerand highertherm opowercurves

presented in the �gure. The reason forlarge errorslays

in a very sm allvalueofim aginary partoftheself-energy

which wehavetodealwith loweringthetem peratureand

this situation is very challenging for the used im purity

solvers. For higher tem peratures (higher than 1000 K )

we are curtain in the therm opower behaviour as there

is no any problem s with the self-energy determ ination

in thistem peraturerange.W ith increasing tem perature

weobservea localm axim um in thetem peratureinterval

5 � 103 � 2 � 104. W e associate it with increasing the

tem peraturecut-o� (seeEq. (55))which islargeenough

to take into accountright-hand side slope ofthe central

partin the transportfunction. O rin anotherwordsthe

localm axim um in thetherm opowerin som eway m im ics

behaviour ofthe transport function (the hum p around

the chem icalpotential).
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FIG .24:Tem perature and doping dependenciesoftransport

param eters:� denotesthe electricalresistivity,� isthe ther-

m alconductivity,S isthe therm opowerand L isthe Lorentz

ratio.

Analyzing Figs.24 and 25 asfunctionsofdoping fora

�xed tem peraturewecan seethatallcurvesbehavein the
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FIG .25:The sam e transportparam etersthe sam e asin Fig.

24 buton substantially largertem perature interval.

wayonewould expect.Theresistivityisgrowingwith de-

creasing doping asthesystem approachestheM IT while

thetherm alconductivity and theLorentznum berarede-

creasing. The therm opowerhasa bitm ore com plicated

behaviour which depends on �xed tem perature (which

tem perature slice we take). But generally it is growing

with vanishingdopingand forlowerthan 10% dopingone

could geteven positivetherm opowerwhich �rstbecom es

positive at tem peratures around 5000 K (see n = 0:9

therm opowercurve)and then positivenesswillpropagate

to sm allertem peratures.Com paringourresultswith ex-

perim entalsituation in doped LaTiO 3
43,59 wenoticethat

m ajority ofexperim ents are done for tem perature less

than 300 K which isa ratherhard task to dealwith for

the reason we pointed out above. The biggest discrep-

ancywefound forresistivityatsm alltem peratureswhere

ourresistivity 3-4tim eslowerthan theexperim entalone.

W hilethetherm opowerbehaviour(which wealsotreatas

electronicone)isaccuratewithin 30 % in absolutevalue.

O ne would expect that the therm opower could becom e

positive with decreasing doping in the way it is experi-

m entally observed. W e also could obtain it once we do

a m uch m ore delicate and hard job taking into account

the structuraltransition happening at doping x < 0:05

ase�ectively we should have one-band m odelinstead of

three-fold degenerate. But this is beyond ofthe scope

ofthe presentwork.Close to the M IT we have strongly

asym m etric DO S and transport functions which in the

case ofinteger �lling n = 1 willproduce positive sign

ofthe therm opower. The reason forthisisthe position

ofnegativeslope(right-hand side)ofthelowerHubbard

band with iscloserto the Ferm ienergy than the upper

oneand hencehasdom inantcontribution into thetrans-

portpropertiesofthe system .

So,itwould befairto say thatourcalculationswecan

catch atleastsem i-qualitativebehaviourofthetransport

param eters. The electricalresistivity would require an

additionaltreatm entto getquantitatively a good agree-

m entwhilethetherm opowercalculationsdeservequanti-

tative com parison with experim entand can be accurate
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enough providing 20-30 % agreem entwith experim ent.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N

In the paper we proposed and im plem ented a new

m ethod forcalculation oftherm oelectricalpropertiesin

realm aterials. Dynam icalm ean-�eld theory was used

to take into account strong electron interactions and

thereby bring the self-energy into �rst-principalcalcu-

lations. Taking a rather generic for m any strongly cor-

related m aterialsdensity ofstates,we obtained tem per-

ature and doping dependencies for such therm oelectric

properties as electricalresistivity,the therm alconduc-

tivity,the therm opowerand the Lorentzratio.

W e believe that the new m ethod willbe a powerful

toolfor the analysis ofexisting experim entaldata and

guidingustoaproperphysicalunderstandingoftherm o-

electricalphenom ena. This is especially im portant not

only for correlated m aterials such as M ott-Hubbard in-

sulatorsand high-tem peraturesuperconductorsbutalso

forsim ple m aterialslike the noble m etalswhich display

therm oelectricbehaviorthatstilllacksa properdescrip-

tion. In addition we hope this new m ethod willaid in

the search for new m aterials with better therm oelectri-

calperform ance by allowing for ab initio predictions of

therm oelectricproperties.
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A P P EN D IX A :M A N Y B O D Y T H EO R Y IN A

N O N -O R T H O G O N A L B A SIS

O ur starting point here is a representation ofthe ki-

netic term of the Ham iltonian in an orthogonalbasis,

fjiig and weassum ethatthisbasisisrelated to thenon-

orthogonalbasis,fj�ig by the transform ation m atrix

jii=
X

�

j�iS�i and hij=
X

�

h�jS�
�i =

X

�

S
+

i�h�j:

(A1)

The Ham iltonian isnow given by

H =
X

ij

hijH jjic
+

i cj (A2)

=
X

ij��

S
+

i�h�jH j�iS�jc
+

i cj =
X

��

H �� c
+
� c�:

Thelastterm in theequation aboveisarequirem entthat

weplaceon thecreation and destruction operatorsin the

non-orthogonalbasisand thuswe�nd that

c
+
� =

X

i

c
+

i S
+

i� and c� =
X

j

S�jcj: (A3)

Thenon-orthogonalityofthebasisisencoded in theover-

lap m atrix,O �� = h�j�iand thism atrix can be related

to thetransform ation m atrix,S in thefollowing m anner

�ij = hijji=
X

��

S
+

i�h�j�iS�j =
X

��

S
+

i�O �� S�j (A4)

Thereforewesee thatthe overlap m atrix isgiven by

O = (SS+ )� 1: (A5)

W e should note here thatthe creation operatorc+� does

notcreatea particlein the state j�iwhen acting on the

vacuum ,sinceaswesee

c
+
� j0i =

X

i

c
+

i
S
+

i�
j0i=

X

i

jiiS
+

i�
(A6)

=
X

i�

j�iS�iS
+

i� =
X

�

j�iO
� 1
��
:

Itishoweverworth notingthatthisstatehasunitoverlap

with the state j�iand zero overlap with allofthe other

basis-states! The com m utation relationship ofthese op-

eratorsarethesam easforregularFerm ioperatorsexcept

thatweget

fc+� ;c�g=
X

ij

S�jfc
+

i ;cjgS
+

i� = S�iS
+

i� = O
� 1

��
: (A7)

Letus�nally obtain theexpression fortheG reen’sfunc-

tion in the non-orthogonalbasis

G �� (�)= � hc�(�)c
+

�
(0)i: (A8)

The easiestway to calculate this G reen’sfunction isby

looking atthe Lagrangian forthe system in the orthog-

onalbasis and then sim ply transform it into the non-

orthogonalone. W e have (sum m ation overrepeated in-

dicesim plied)

L = c
+

i

@

@�
ci� c

+

i H ijcj

= S
� 1

i�
c
+
�

@

@�
c�(S

+ )
� 1
�i � c

+
� H �� c�

= c
+
� O ��

@

@�
c� � c

+
� H �� c�: (A9)

The free M atsubara G reen’s function can now be ob-

tained by Fouriertransform ing the operatorsin the La-

grangian and then the inverse ofthe G reen’s function,

G 0
�� (i!),issim ply the term m ultiplying c+� c�. Thuswe

obtain

G
0
�� (!)= [i!O � H ]

� 1

��
: (A10)
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Therenorm alized G reen’sfunction onegetsasin theor-

thogonalcase by adding the self-energy to the Ham ilto-

nian and thus

G (i!)= [i!O � H � �]: (A11)

W e should rem ark here thatthese G reen’sfunctions do

notsharethe sam e propertiesastheircousinsin the or-

thogonalbases do and in particularthe totaldensity is

notgiven by traceofG (� = 0� ).To seethatwego back

to the orthogonalbasiswhere weknow how thingswork

and write the density operatoras

� =
X

i

c
+

i ci =
X

i��

S
� 1

i�
c
+
� c�(S

+ )
� 1
�i =

X

��

O �� c
+
� c�:

(A12)

Thusthe totaldensity ofelectronsin the system is

ntot = h�i=
X

��

O �� hc
+
� c�i=

X

��

G �� (� = 0� )O �� :

(A13)

W e should note in particularthatthism eansthatthere

seem sto beno good way ofassigning a density to a par-

ticularorbitalin the non-orthogonalcase.

A P P EN D IX B :LD A H A M ILT O N IA N IN

N O N -O R T H O G O N A L B A SE

In LDA onehasto solvetheknown K ohn-Sham equa-

tion

(� r 2 + V )	 kj = �kj	 kj: (B1)

Theeigenfunctions	 kj areexpanded in a basissetfor

exam ple the LM TO basis ��
k
(r) which is not necessary

orthogonalas

	 kj =
X

�

A
�
kj��k : (B2)

Substituting (B2)in (B1)weobtain

H
��

L D A
(k)A

�

kj
= �kjO

��

k
A
�

kj
;

with the norm alization condition

X

��

A
��
kjO

��

k
A
�

kj0
= �jj0:

The density ofstateswith a particularcharacter�;� is

de�ned as

�
�;� (�)=

X

kj

A
��
kjO

��

k
A
�

kj
�(� � �kj): (B3)

The DO S of the tight-binding �t one can get from

Eq. (B3) restricting index j to the three bands near

the Ferm ilevel. Fig. 7 displays the partialt2g DO S

ofLaTiO 3 (Eq.(B3)with � oft2g character).Thetotal

DO S one can get from Eq.(B3) sum m ing over indexes

�;�

�(�)=
X

kj

�(� � �kj): (B4)

Notice that the eigenvectors A �
kj are the m atrix ele-

m ents (S�
kj

= A �
kj
) of the Cholesky decom position of

O � 1 de�ned in Appendix A and that the partialDO S

isnorm alized to be ofoneintegrated overthe whole fre-

quency range. Held etal.13 proposed to use the partial

t2g DO S,the low-frequency range with a recalling so as

to norm alizeitto one

nt2g =
X

�2t2g

Z

�
�� (")f("): (B5)

A P P EN D IX C :SP LIN ES A N D FO U R IER

T R A N SFO R M A T IO N S

1. D irect Fourier Transform ation

In Q M C program wedo thedirectFouriertransform a-

tion exactly,i.e. �rstwe obtain coe�cientsofthe cubic

spline exploiting physicalproperties ofG F transform ed

and then m akeanalyticalFourierintegrationknowingthe

form ofthesplined curve.Thecubicsplineinterpolation

form ula reads

G (�)= ai+ bi(� � �i)+ ci(� � �i)
2 + di(� � �i)

3
;� 2 [�i;�i+ 1];

where coe�cients a i;bi;ci;di are equalto values ofthe

function,its�rst,second and third derivativesatknoti

i.e.ai = G (�i);bi = G 0(�i);ci = G 00(�i);di = G 000(�i):

O rin term sofG F values,G i = G (�i);and itssecond

derivative,M i = G 00(�i),only

ai = G i; (C1)

bi =
G i+ 1 � G i

h
�
2M i+ M i+ 1

6
h;

ci =
M i

2
;

di =
M i+ 1 � M i

6h
:

From equationsabove we see thatone needsto know

thesecond derivatives,M i,usingtabulated valuesofG F,

G i, in order to get the cubic spline interpolation. To

obtain M i coe�cients we use conditions ofsm oothness

ofthe �rstderivative and continuity ofthe second one.

AstheresultwehaveL + 1equationsforL + 3unknowns

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

2 �0 0

�1 2 �1

�2 : :

: : :

: : 2 �n� 1

0 �n 2

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

M 0

M 1

:::

:::

M n

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

=

2

6
6
6
6
6
6
6
4

d0

d1

:

:

:

dn

3

7
7
7
7
7
7
7
5

(C2)
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whereL isa num beroftim e slices.In addition to L + 1

M 0;:::M n,n = 0;:::L,unknowns d0 and dn also should

be provided.Lasttwo unknownsentirely depend on the

boundary conditionswhich wehavetospecify in orderto

havea uniquesolution ofEq.(C2).Ifoneknowsthe�rst

derivativesatthe end-pointsthen d0 and dn arede�ned

through

�0 = 1; d0 =
6

h

�
G 1 � G 0

h
� G

0
0

�

;

�0 = 1;dn =
6

h

�

G
0
n �

G n � G n� 1

h

�

;

and di =
3

h

�
G i+ 1� G i

h
�

G i� G i� 1

h

�

;�i = �i =
1

2
;fori2

[1;n� 1]:M oredetailed derivationsoftheaboveform ulae

onecan �nd in Ref.60.

W e can reduce num ber ofunknownsjust putting M 0

and M n to zero (itis so called naturalspline boundary

conditions).In thiscase

�0 = 0;d0 = 0;�n = 0;dn = 0;

and wehavethenum berofunknownsm atchingthenum -

berofequations,L + 1.

This boundary condition is good enough to com pute

FT ofG F in the system at or close to half�lling since

the second derivative ofthe G reen’sfunction issm allin

absolute value in this regim e. And using the natural

splineboundary condition wedo notim posea noticeable

error. However,away from half�lling when the asym -

m etry ofthesystem grows,along with am plitude,ofone

out ofthe two second derivatives,usage ofthe natural

spline eventually leads to pathologicalbehavior of the

self-energy. The signature of this pathology is in the

\overshooting" e�ect 61 when the self-energy atsom e �-

nite M atsubara frequency i.e. the im aginary partofthe

self-energy,becom espositivein som efrequency region on

the positive M atsubara half-axis while it should be al-

waysnegative.This,ofcourse,am ountsto having nega-

tivespectralweightfortheself-energywhich issom ething

thatdoesnotoccurforferm ionicresponsefunctions.The

\overshooting" can get especially severe in the lim iting

cases ofsm alltem peratures,sm allparticle densities or

largeinteraction strength.

So, to avoid the problem with the self-energy and,

hence,with thewholeprocedureoftheself-consistencyin

DM FT-Q M C program weneed to usetheproperbound-

ary conditions.And in thiscasewehavetwo possibilities

to getuniquesolution forthesystem ofEq.(C2)exploit-

ing physicalpropertiesofstudied G F:a)wecan provide

the �rstderivativesatboth endsseparately (in the next

section weshow how to calculatethosederivatives)orb)

we can provide the sum ofthe �rstand the sum ofthe

second derivatives at the end-points,so called the �rst

and the second m om entsofG F.

W ith thesecond choiceoftheboundary conditions(b)

the system ofequationsbecom e three-diagonalone with

two o�-diagonalelem entsin the opposite cornersofthe

m atrix (� M n� 1 and �
1

2
M 0)

4M 0 + M 1 � M n� 1 = d0
1

2
M 0 + 2M 1 + 1

2
M 2 = d1

1

2
M 1 + 2M 2 + 1

2
M 3 = d2

1

2
M 2 + 2M 3 + 1

2
M 4 = d3

...
...

...
...

1

2
M n� 3 + 2M n� 2

1

2
M n� 1 = dn� 2

� 1

2
M 0 + 1

2
M n� 2 + 2M n� 1 = dn� 1

(C3)

where d0 = 6

h

�
G 1� G 0

h
+

G n � G n � 1

h
� M (1)

�

+ 2M (2),

dn� 1 = 6

h

�
G n + G n � 2� 2G n � 1

h

�

� 1

2
B ,G 0

0 + G 0
n = M (1),

M 0 + M n = M (2).

Now having the second derivativesM i and,hence co-

e�cientsa i;bi;ci;di wecan takeFourierintegralanalyt-

ically

G m (!n)= (C4)
Z �m

�m � 1

d�[a+ b(� � �m )+ c(� � �m )
2 � d(� � �m )

3)]e(i�!n ) =

ei�m !n (� 6d+ 2ic!n + b!2 � ia!3n)

!4n
�

1

!4n
(ei�m � 1!n (� 6d+ 2ic!n � 6i��d! n + b!

2
n � 2c��! 2

n +

3(��)2d!2n � ia!
3
n + ib��! 3

n � ic(��)2!3n + i(��)3d!3n)):

Sum G m (!n)overm

G (!n)=

LX

m = 1

G m (!n);

willgiveusthe Fourierintegralin frequency space.

2. Inverse Fourier transform ation

Asitiswellknown G reen’sfunction G (!)fallso� as

1=! when ! ! 1 . In the program we dealwith �nite

num beroffrequency pointsand cutting o� 1=! tailone

would m akea rathercrudeapproxim ation asthediscon-

tinuity ofG F G (�) (im aginary tim e dom ain!) hasbeen

rem oved. In such situation,the high-frequency tailhas

to be extracted from G F G (!)and Fouriertransform ed

analytically using the following Fourierrelation

1

i!n � �
$ � [�(�)+ �n(�)]e� ��; (C5)

where n(�)� 1=[expf��g� �]and � = � 1 depending on

whether!n isbosonicorferm ionic.

TheinverseFouriertransform ation forG F withoutthe

tailism adeby straightforward sum m ation overM atsub-

ara frequencies.O nceithasbeen doneweadd theinfor-

m ation aboutthe tailusing Eq.(C5).
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A P P EN D IX D :M O M EN T S

M om ents,M (k),are nothing else as the expansion of

G F in frequency dom ain

G (!)=

NX

k= 0

M (k)

!k+ 1
: (D1)

Anotherde�nition ofk-degreem om entisthe following

M
(k) =

+ 1Z

� 1

d!!
k
�(!); (D2)

where�(!)isdensity ofstates(DO S).

M om entsM (k) can bebind to sum ofG Fsand sum of

itsderivativesin im aginary-tim espaceas

(� 1)k+ 1(G (k)(0+ )+ G
(k)(�� ))= M

(k)
; (D3)

wherek = 0;:::N .

Toshow thisoneneedstotakeFourierintegralin parts

G (i!n) =

�Z

0

ei!n �G (�)d� (D4)

=

NX

k= 0

(� 1)k+ 1(G (k)(0+ )+ G (k)(�� ))

(i!n)
k+ 1

+
(� 1)N + 1

(i!n)
N + 1

�Z

0

ei!n �
@N + 1G (�)

@�N + 1
d�:

So,to solvethe system ofEq.(C3)weneed to adhere

to the proper boundary conditions which are expressed

through the various m om ents of the G reen’s function.

W hatweneed �nallyittoprovidethe�rstthreem om ents

M (0);M (1);M (2).The�rstm om entforG reen’sfunction

isequalto one,the second m om entproportionalto the

chem icalpotentialin the system and the third one is a

littlebitm orecom plicated and containsadensity-density

correlator.Toshow thatwestartwith thesingleim purity

Anderson m odelwhich reads

H SIA M =
X

k�

"k�c
y

k�
ck� +

X

�

("� +
1

2

X

� 06= �

U� 0�)f
y
�f�

+
X

k�

Vk�(f
y
�ck� + c

y

k�
f�) (D5)

+
X

�<

X

� 0

U�� 0(n�n� 0 �
1

2
(n� + n� 0));

where ~"� = "� +
1

2

P

�6= � 0 U� 0�,the �rstthree m om ents

be obtained from the following com m utators

M
(k) =



fLk

f�;f
y
�g+

�
;

whereLO = [O ;H ] denotesthe com m utatorofoperator

O with theHam iltonian,and f:::g+ istheanticom m uta-

tor. After som e algebra one �nds the following expres-

sionsforthe m om ents

M
(0) =


�
f�;f

y
�

	�
= 1; (D6)

M
(1) =


�
[f�;H ];fy�

	�
= ~"� +

X

� 06= �

U�� 0(n� 0 �
1

2
);

M
(2) =


�
[[f�;H ];H ];fy�

	�
=

�
[f�;H ];[H ;fy�]

	�
=

*

~"2� + 2~"�

X

� 06= �

U�� 0(n� 0 �
1

2
)+

X

� 0;� 00

X

6= �

U�� 0U�� 00(n� 0 �
1

2
)(n� 00 �

1

2
)+

X

k

V
2
k�

+

;

where
P

k

V 2
k�

= M 2
0 � (M 1

0)
2,and the m om entsM i

0 are

de�ned by Eq.(D2) with �(!) = D (!),D (!) is non-

interacting DO S.

Sum m ing up sim ilar term s in SU (N ) approxim ation

weget

M
(1) = "� + (2N � 1)U n; (D7)

M
(2) = "

2
� + 2"�(2N � 1)U n + (D8)

U
2 [(2N � 1)n + hnni]+

X

k

V
2
k�;

wheren is�lling perband and perspin,n = 1

2N

P

�
n�,

and doubleoccupancy isde�ned ashnni=
P

�6= � 0

hn�n� 0i.

The second way to m ake the correct cubic spline as

wem entioned beforein section C 1 isto providethe�rst

derivativesatboth endsofim aginary tim e interval(the

boundary conditions). To �nd the �rst derivatives at

the endsone can use the following de�nition ofthe �rst

derivativesof�nite-tem peratureG F

�
@

@�



T�f�(�)f

y
�(0)

�
= �



T[H ;f�]f

y
�

�
= G

0
�(0

+ ):

Using as the Ham iltonian H = H SIA M we can easily

obtain the derivativesatthe ends

G
0
�(0

+ ) = "�(1� n�)+

*
X

k

Vk�ck�f
y
�

+

+

X

� 06= �

U�� 0 (n� 0 � hn� 0n�i);

G
0
�(�

� ) = "�n� +

*
X

k

Vk�f
y
�ck�

+

+

X

� 06= �

U�� 0 hn� 0n�i; (D9)

where averages e.g.

�
P

k

Vk�ck�f
y
�

�

can be calculated

from the following expression
*
X

k

Vk�ck�f
y
�

+

= � T
X

n

� �(i!n)G �(i!n):
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In obtained form ulae (Eqs. (D6)-(D9)) we should

know �lling,n�,for each band and spin as wellas we

should know density-density correlatorhn�n� 0i.The�ll-

ing we can extract from G F itself. Calculation ofthe

correlator in Q M C highlights one ofthe advantages of

the m ethod: the correlatoris provided by the Q M C it-

selfand one doesnotneed to rely on any additionalap-

proxim ationsto obtain itase.g.in thecaseofm ultiband

IPT m ethod62 wherecoherentpotentialapproxim ation is

used togetthecorrelator.Ateach tim eslicethedensity-

density correlatorisalsocom puted from G F butin im ag-

inary tim e dom ain where it is sim ply a product oftwo

G reen’s functions in (�;�0) space. W e should note here

thatwecom putethecorrelatoralongwith otherparam e-

tersin thesystem ateach iteration step and oncetheself-

consistency isreached wehavecorrectly obtained allthe

com ponentsand param etersin the system . And �nally,

with sm allenough im aginary tim estep �� onecan com -

pletely avoid the \overshooting" problem . K eeping in

m ind them ain lim itation ofQ M C procedureU ��=2 < 1.

In the presentcom putationswe choose �� = 1=4 which

isgood enough fortherangeofparam etersweusein the

currentpaper.

A P P EN D IX E:SU N C A EQ U A T IO N S

In thisAppendix,weexplicitly givetheSUNCA equa-

tionsfordegenerateAnderson im purity m odelwith N =2

bandsconsidering
uctuationsbetween stateswith M � 1,

M and M + 1 electrons on the im purity. Self-energies

are analytically continued to realfrequencies and pro-

jected onto the physicalQ = 1 subspace.W e �rstde�ne

the laddervertex functionsTa,Tb with rungsofpseudo-

particles a (with M + 1 electrons) and b (with M � 1

electrons), respectively, as shown diagram m atically in

Fig.4.Thesevertexfunctions,obey thefollowingBethe{

Salpeterequations,

Ta(!;
) = 1+ (N � M )

Z

d�f(� � 
)A0c(� � 
)G f(�)Ga(� + ! � 
)Ta(�;
); (E1)

Tb(!;
) = 1+ M

Z

d�f(� � 
)A0c(
� �)G f(�)Gb(� + ! � 
)Tb(�;
); (E2)

where f(�) is the Ferm ifunction and A0c(�) = � 1

�
Im G 0

c(�) is the bare conduction electron density ofstates. For

concreteness,allpropagatorsareto be understood asthe retarded ones.The auxiliary particle self{energies(Fig.3)

arethen given by,

�f(!) = M

Z

d�f(� � !)A0c(! � �)Gb(�)Ta(!;�)
2 + (N � M )

Z

d�f(� � !)A0c(� � !)Ga(�)Tb(!;�)
2

� 2M (N � M )

Z

d�f(� � !)A0c(! � �)Gb(�)

Z

d�
0
f(�0� �)A0c(�

0
� �)Gf(�

0)G a(�
0+ ! � �); (E3)

�b(!) = (N � M + 1)

Z

d�f(� � !)A0c(� � !)Gf(�)Ta(�;!)+ (N � M + 1)(N � M )

Z

d�f(� � !)A0c(� � !)Gf(�)�

Z

d�
0
f(�0� !)A 0

c(�
0� !)G f(�

0)G a(�
0+ � � !)[Tb(�;�

0+ � � !)Tb(�
0
;�

0+ � � !)� 1]; (E4)

�a(!) = (M + 1)

Z

d�f(� � !)A0c(! � �)Gf(�)Tb(�;!)+ (M + 1)M

Z

d�f(� � !)A0c(! � �)Gf(�)�

Z

d�
0
f(�0� !)A 0

c(! � �
0)G f(�

0)G b(�
0+ � � !)[Ta(�;�

0+ � � !)Ta(�
0
;�

0+ � � !)� 1]: (E5)

In orderto calculatethelocalelectron spectralfunction A d from the self-consistently determ ined G a,G b,G f,itis

convenientto de�ne m odi�ed vertex functionsas

S
R
a (!;
) = 1+ (N � M )

Z

d�f(� � 
)A0c(� � 
)RefG f(�)Ta(�;
)gG a(� + !); (E6)

S
I
a(!;
) = (N � M )

Z

d�f(� � 
)A0c(� � 
)Im fG f(�)Ta(�;
)gG a(� + !); (E7)

S
R
b (!;
) = 1+ M

Z

d�f(� � 
)A0c(
� �)RefG f(�)Tb(�;
)gG b(� � !); (E8)

S
I
b(!;
) = M

Z

d�f(� � 
)A0c(
� �)Im fG f(�)Tb(�;
)gG b(� � !): (E9)
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The localspectralfunction then reads

A d(!)= �

 

N � 1

M � 1

!

Im

Z
d


�2

e� �


f(� !)
G f(
+ !)

�
Im [G b(
)][S

R
a (!;
)

2 � S
I
a(!;
)

2]+ 2Re[G b(
)]S
R
a (!;
)S

I
a(!;
)

	

�

 

N � 1

M

!

Im

Z
d


�2

e� �


f(!)
G f(
� !)

�
Im [G a(
)][S

R
b (!;
)

2
� S

I
b(!;
)

2]+ 2Re[G a(
)]S
R
b (!;
)S

I
b(!;
)

	

+ 2M

 

N � 1

M

! Z
d


�2

e� �


f(!)

Z

d�f(� � 
)A0c(� � 
)Im [G b(
)G f(�)]Im [Gf(
+ !)G a(� + !)]: (E10)

Notethattheexponentialdivergenciesofthestatistical

factors appearing in Eq.(E10)are com pensated by the

threshold behaviorofthe corresponding auxiliary parti-

cle spectralfunctions A �(!)= � 1

�
Im G �(!),� = a;b;f

in the integrands. For the num ericaltreatm ent,these

divergencies can be explicitly absorbed by form ulating

theself{consistencyequations(A1){(A10)in term softhe

functions ~A �(!)which arede�ned via

A �(!)= f(� !)~A �(!); (E11)

and, hence, have no exponentialdivergence. W e thus

have,e.g.,exp(� �!)A�(!)= f(!)~A �(!).

A P P EN D IX F:T R A N SP O R T C A LC U LA T IO N S:

C U R R EN T S D ER IVA T IO N

Below we derive the expressions for the currents in

a generalbasis. This is done by extending the gauge-

theoretic m ethod developed in Ref. 63. In the non-

orthogonalbasis the action for the system can be ex-

pressed asfollows

S =

Z

d�
X

k

c
+

k�

�

O k��

$

@� + H k��

�

ck�: (F1)

Here
$

@�=
1

2
(
�!
@� �

 �
@�)denotestheanti-sym m etrized tim e

derivative. The particle and heat currents can now be

obtained by considering the invarianceofthe action un-

derlocalphase transform ation and localtranslationsin

tim e respectively. In the orthogonalcase one is lead to

the following expression forthe currents

~j= �
@H [~A p]

@~A p

�
�
�
�
�
~A p= 0

and ~Q = �
@H [~A h]

@~A p

�
�
�
�
�
~A h = 0

;

(F2)

where ~A p and ~A h are gauge �eldsconjugate to the cur-

rents and H [~A p]and H [~A h]denote the gauged Ham il-

tonian,i.e.the Ham iltonian with the replacem ents~k !

~k � ~A p and ~k ! ~k + ~A h

$

@� respectively. This replace-

m entisperform ed in both thekineticand theinteraction

term sbutnotin the�eld operators.In ourcasehowever

the overlap m atrix appearing in the action dependsalso

on m om entum and thereforethepropergeneralization of

the currents to non-orthogonalbasis willalso take the

overlap m atrix into account.Thusweobtain

~j = �
@(O [~A p]

$

@� + H [~A p])

@~A p

j~A p= 0
; (F3)

~Q = �
@(O [~A h]

$

@� + H [~A h])

@ ~A h

j~A h = 0
: (F4)

Perform ing these operations leads to the following ex-

pressions

~j =
X

k��

�

~vk;�� B
(0)

k;��
� ~uk;�� B

(1)

k;��

�

; (F5)

~Q =
X

k��

�

~vk;�� B
(1)

k;��
� ~uk;�� B

(2)

k;��

�

; (F6)

wherewehavede�ned

B
(n)

k;��
= (� 1)nc

+

k;�
(
$

@�)
n
ck;�; (F7)

and

~vk;�� =
1

�h
~rkH

0
k;�� and ~uk;�� =

1

�h
~rkO k;�� ; (F8)

where H 0
k;��

is the tight-binding, LM TO Ham iltonian

ofthe system and O k;�� isthe overlap m atrix thatcap-

turesthenon-orthogonalityofthebasisthatweareusing.

Thevalidity ofthe expressionsaboveisnotrestricted to

DM FT and they are in fact true for alldensity-density

interactions such as the Hubbard interaction. This is

because the interaction term s are gauge invariant and

therefore they do not contribute to the expressions for

the currents.
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