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W e apply the approxim ate analytic m ethods to the investigation ofthe band structure ofthe

asym m etricHubbard m odelwherethechem icalpotentialsand electron transferparam etersdepend

on the electron spin (type ofquasiparticles).The Hubbard-Iand alloy-analogy approxim ationsare

the sim plest approxim ations which are used. W ithin the alloy-analogy approxim ation,the energy

band ofparticlesdoesnotdepend on the transferparam eterofparticlesofanothersort. Itm eans

thatthegap in thespectrum opensatthecriticalvalueUc thatisthesam ein two di�erentlim iting

cases: the Falicov-K im ballm odeland the standard Hubbard m odel. The approxim ate analytic

schem e ofthe dynam icalm ean-�eld theory is developed to include into the theory the scattering

ofparticles responsible for the additionalm echanism (due to the transfer ofparticles ofanother

sort) ofthe band form ation. W e use the so-called G H3 approach that is a generalization ofthe

Hubbard-IIIapproxim ation. The approach describes the continuous M ott transition with the Uc

value dependenton a ratio oftransferparam etersofdi�erentparticles.

PACS num bers:71.10.Fd,71.27.+ a,71.30.+ h

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

Theasym m etricHubbard m odelisconsideredasagen-

eralization oftheFalicov-K im ballm odel[1]and theHub-

bard m odel[2].Thism odeldescribesa system with two

sorts ofm obile particles (ions, electrons or quasiparti-

cles)with di�erenthopping integralsand di�erentvalues

ofchem icalpotentials.

The hopping ofparticlesisdescribed by creation and

annihilation operatorsand transferparam eterst�ij. The

Ham iltonian ofthe m odelis

H =
X

i

H i+
X

ij�

t
�
ija

y

i�aj� ; (1)

wherethe singe-sitepart

H i = �
X

�

��ni� + U ni"ni# (2)

includeschem icalpotentials�� and a localon-siterepul-

sion U (ni� = a
y

i�ai�).

Due to a com plexity ofthe problem the asym m etric

Hubbard m odelis m uch less investigated than its lim -

iting cases: the Falicov-K im balland Hubbard m odels.

The m odelwasinvestigated in the largeU lim itathalf-

�lling. The e�ective Ham iltonian corresponding to the

anisotropic Heisenberg m odelwasderived [3,4]and the

e�ective antiferrom agneticinteraction wasdiscussed [5].

A phase separation phenom enon was considered in the

groundstateoftheasym m etricHubbard m odel[6].Som e

progresshasbeen achieved in thecaseofone-dim ensional

chains[7,8,9].

�Electronic address:hera@ icm p.lviv.ua

Theessentialachievem entin thetheory ofthestrongly

correlated electron system sisconnected with the devel-

opm entofthedynam icalm ean-�eld theory(DM FT)pro-

posed by M etzner and Vollhardt [10]for the Hubbard

m odel(see also Ref.11 for a review). This m ethod is

based on the assum ption that the self-energy is a pure

local(asingle-site)quantity��
ij(!)= ��(!)�ij and itbe-

com esexactin the lim itofin�nite dim ensions[12].The

currentgrowing interestto DM FT isrelated to the new

developing technique com bining DM FT and the density

functionaltheory within thelocaldensity approxim ation

(LDA).The new approach LDA+ DM FT [13]allowsone

to calculatetheelectronicstructureofrealm aterialscor-

rectly taking into account the strong localcorrelations

(seeRefs.14,15 forreviews).

TheFalicov-K im balland Hubbard m odelswereinten-

sively investigated within DM FT (see reviews Refs.11,

16). In the Falicov-K im ballm odel,particle densities of

statescan be calculated exactly [17,18,19,20,21,22].

However, the spectrum of localized particles was in-

vestigated m ostly at half-�lling. In the case of the

half-�lled Hubbard m odel,a num ber ofnum ericaland

analytic approxim ate m ethods was developed and ap-

plied to the investigation ofm etal-insulator transitions

[23,24,25,26,27,28,29,30,31,32,33].

W e use the approxim ate analytic approach to the in-

vestigation oftheband structureoftheasym m etricHub-

bard m odelin DM FT [34]. Thism ethod wasdeveloped

fortheHubbard m odel[35,36]and itisbased on a m ap-

ping ofthe problem onto the e�ective single-site Ham il-

tonian with theauxiliary Ferm i-operatorsdescribing the

environm entofagiven site.Theapproachisbased on the

equations ofm otion for Hubbard operators followed by

thedi�erenttim edecoupling ofthehigherorderG reen’s

functions. The irreducible parts are separated o� us-

ing projecting on the basis offerm ionic Hubbard oper-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504289v1
mailto:hera@icmp.lviv.ua
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ators. This approach givesDM FT equationsin the ap-

proxim ation thatis a generalization ofthe Hubbard-III

approxim ation and includes as sim ple speci�c casesthe

m odi�ed alloy-analogy approxim ation [37]and the Hub-

bard-IIIapproxim ation [38]. W e callit the generalized

Hubbard-III (G H3) approxim ation. Recently,an alter-

native decoupling schem e in an equation ofm otion ap-

proach to the Hubbard m odelin in�nite dim ensionshas

been proposed in Ref.39.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II,we

review the form alism ofDM FT,where particle hopping

can beintroduced in two di�erentways:using thecoher-

entpotentialorthee�ectivesingle-siteHam iltonian with

theauxiliaryFerm i-�led [35].Theequation ofm otion ap-

proach with the projecting technique and the di�erent-

tim e decoupling schem eisdescribed in Section III.This

approach gives the DM FT equations within the gener-

alized Hubbard-III approxim ation. In Section IV,sim -

pler approxim ationsto the asym m etric Hubbard m odel

are introduced. In Section V,som e analytic properties

concerningcontinuousm etal-insulatortransitionsarede-

rived. O urresultsare discussed in Section VI,and con-

cluding rem arksaregiven in Section VII.

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

TheparticleG reen’sfunction in theM atsubara repre-

sentation isde�ned asfollows

G
�
ij(�� �

0
)= hT�a

y

i�(�)aj�(�
0
)i; (3)

G
�
ij(!n)=

Z �

0

G
�
ij(�)e

�i! n �d�; !n =
�(2n + 1)

�
; (4)

whereT� denotesim aginary tim eordering,and �= 1=T

isthe inversetem perature.

FortheHam iltonian (1),theparticleG reen’sfunction

can be written asa solution ofthe Larkin equation [40]:

G
�
ij(!n)= �ij�(!n)+

X

lm

�il�(!n)t
�
lm G

�
m j(!n); (5)

orin m om entum space

G �(!n;k)= ��(!n;k)+ ��(!n;k)t
�
k
G �(!n;k); (6)

where ��(!n;k) is the totalirreducible part;it is con-

nected to the Dyson self-energy by the relation:

�
�1
� (!n;k)= i!n + �� � ��(!n;k): (7)

In the lim it ofhigh lattice dim ensions d ! 1 , the

irreduciblepartbecom esa single-sitequantity [12,41]:

�ij�(!n)= ���ij; ��(!n;k)= ��(!n): (8)

The function ��(!n) or ��(!n) is calculated using the

auxiliary single-site problem . Thisproblem corresponds

to the following replacem ent

e
��H

! e
��H eff = e

��H 0T� exp

�

�

Z �

0

d�H int(�)

�

; (9)

H int(�)=

Z �

0

d�
0
X

�

J�(� � �
0
)a

y
�(�)a�(�

0
); (10)

where

H 0 = H i; (11)

and J�(�� �0)isthecoherentpotential.Thisfunction de-

scribesthe propagation ofa particle in the environm ent

withoutgoingthrough thegiven sitebetween m om ents�

and �0.Itisdeterm ined self-consistently from thecondi-

tion thatthesam eirreduciblepartdeterm inesthelattice

single-siteG reen’sfunction

G �(!n)= G
�
ii(!n)=

1

N

X

k

G
�
(!n;k); (12)

G �(!n;k)=
1

�
�1
� (!n)� t�

k

(13)

and theG reen’sfunction ofthee�ectivesingle-siteprob-

lem

G �(!n)=
1

�
�1
� (!n)� J�(!n)

: (14)

To investigate the G reen’s functions in the tim e rep-

resentation theanalyticcontinuation from theim aginary

to realaxis(i!n ! ! + i")isperform ed:

G �(!n)! G �(!)= 2�hha�ja
y
�ii! : (15)

The self-consistency condition is rewritten in the fol-

lowing form

G
�1
� (!)= �

�1
� (!)� J�(!); (16)

G �(!)=

Z + 1

�1

�0�(t)dt

�
�1
� (!)� t

; (17)

where (13) is inserted into (12) and the sum over k is

replaced by theintegration with thenoninteracting den-

sity ofstates.Thein�nitedim ensionalhypercubiclattice

and theBethelatticearethem ostpopularlatticesinves-

tigated in the dynam icalm ean-�eld theory.A G aussian

noninteracting density ofstates corresponds to the hy-

percubiclattice with nearest-neighbourhopping:

�
hyp
� (")=

1

t�
p
�
exp

�

�
"2

t2�

�

; (18)

where the transfer param eters m ust be scaled to keep

the kinetic and interaction energiesofthe sam eorderof

m agnitudein the in�nite dim ensionallim it[10]:

t
�
ij =

t�

2
p
d

(19)

when iand j arenearest-neighboursand zero otherwise.

In the case ofthe Bethe lattice with the coordination
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num ber z ! 1 ,the noninteracting density ofstates is

sem ielliptic

�
B ethe
� (")=

1

2�t2�

p
4t2� � "2; j"j< 2t� ; (20)

and thehopping integralfornearest-neighboursisscaled

asfollows:

t
�
ij =

t�
p
z
: (21)

Besidesthe hypercubic and Bethe lattices,the nonsym -

m etricdensitiesofstatescan beconsidered.Thein�nite

dim ensionalgeneralization ofa face-centred-cubiclattice

thatwasused todescribeferrom agneticorderin theHub-

bard m odel[42]isan exam pleofsuch a lattice.

A solution ofthesingle-siteproblem (9)givesthepar-

ticleG reen’sfunction G �(!)asa functionalofthecoher-

entpotentialJ�(!). This dependence supplem ented by

theself-consistency condition form sa closed setofequa-

tionsforthesingle-siteG reen’sfunction and thecoherent

potential.

W ereform ulatethesingle-siteproblem introducingthe

e�ective Ham iltonian asitwasdone in Ref.35:

H e� = H 0 +
X

�

V�
�
a
y
��� + �

y
�a�

�
+ H �: (22)

The auxiliary ferm ionic operators�y�,�� are introduced

todescribeparticlehoppingbetween thesite(H 0)and ef-

fectiveenvironm entde�ned by theHam iltonian H �.The

coherentpotentialisexpressed astheG reen’sfunction in

unperturbed Ham iltonian H �:

J�(!)= 2�V
2
� hh��j�

y
�ii

�
!: (23)

Thus,an explicitform ofH � isnotrequired to solvethe

problem .

III. G EN ER A LIZED H U B B A R D -III

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

W e use the single-site Ham iltonian ofthe asym m etric

Hubbard m odelwritten in term sofHubbard operators

H 0 = �
X

�

�
��
�
X

��
+ X

22
��
+ U X

22
; (24)

acting on the basisofsingle-sitestatesjnA ;nB i

j0i= j0;0i; jAi= j1;0i;

j2i= j1;1i; jB i= j0;1i:
(25)

In thiscase,the particle creation and annihilation oper-

atorsareexpressed as

a� = X
0�
+ �X

��2
; (26)

and thetwo-tim eG reen’sfunction G �(!)� 2�hha�ja
y
�ii!

isexpressed as:

G � = 2�
�
hhX

0�
jX

�0
ii! + �hhX

0�
jX

2��
ii!

+ �hhX
��2
jX

�0
ii! + hhX

��2
jX

2��
ii!

�
; (27)

where the following notations for sort indices are used:

��= B ,� = + for�= A and ��= A,� = � for�= B .

To calculate the G reen’sfunctionsin (27),we use the

equationsofm otion forHubbard operators:

i
d

dt
X

0�(��2)
(t)=

�
X

0�(��2)
;H e�

�
: (28)

The com m utators (28) are projected on the subspace

form ed by ferm ionic operatorsX 0� and X ��2:

�
X


;H e�

�
= �



1X
0�
+ �



2X
��2
+ Z


: (29)

The operators Z 0�(��2) are de�ned as orthogonalto the

operatorsfrom the basicsubspace[34,35,36]:

hfZ
0�(��2)

;X
0�(��2)

gi= 0: (30)

Thus,these equations(30)determ ine the projecting co-

e�cients �
0�(��2)

i which are expressed in term s ofm ean

valuesh��X
pqicom bined into the following constant

’� = h���X
��0
i+ �hX

�2
�
y
��i (31)

and m ean valuesofthe Hubbard operators

A pq = hX
pp
+ X

qq
i; A 0� = 1� n��; A 2�� = n��: (32)

This procedure leads to the G reen’s functions ofthe

hhZ 0�(��2)jX �0(2��)iitype. The sim ilarprocedure can be

applied with respectto the second tim e argum ent.Asa

result,wecom eto therelationsbetween thecom ponents

oftheG reen’sfunction G � and scattering m atrix P̂�.In

a m atrix representation,wehave

Ĝ � = Ĝ
�
0 + Ĝ

�
0 P̂� Ĝ

�
0; (33)

where

Ĝ � = 2�

�
hhX 0�jX �0ii hhX 0�jX 2��ii

hhX ��2jX �0ii hhX ��2jX 2��ii

�

; (34)

and nonperturbed G reen’sfunction Ĝ �
0 is

Ĝ
�
0 =

1

D �

 

! � b� � �
V�
A 2��

’�

� �
V�
A 0�

’� ! � a�

! �
A 0� 0

0 A 2��

�

; (35)

where

D � = (! � a�)(! � b�)�
V 2
�

A 0�A 2��

’
2
�; (36)

a� = � �� +
V�

A 0�

’�; b� = U � �� +
V�

A 2��

’�: (37)
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The scattering m atrix

P̂� = 2�

�
A
�1
0� 0

0 A
�1
2��

�

�

�
hhZ 0�jZ �0ii hhZ 0�jZ 2��ii

hhZ ��2jZ �0ii hhZ ��2jZ 2��ii

��
A
�1
0� 0

0 A
�1
2��

�

(38)

containsthescattering correctionsofthesecond and the

higher orders in powers of V�. The separation of the

irreducible parts in P̂� enables us to obtain the m ass

operatorM̂ � = P̂�jir and thesingle-siteG reen’sfunction

expressed asa solution ofthe Dyson equation

Ĝ � = (1� Ĝ
�
0 M̂ �)

�1
Ĝ
�
0: (39)

The m ass operator M̂ � is calculated in zero approxi-

m ation

M̂ � = P̂
(0)
� ; (40)

wherethetim ecorrelation functionsrelated by thespec-

traltheorem to theirreducibleG reen’sfunctionsarecal-

culated using procedure ofdi�erent-tim e decoupling.In

ourcaseitm eansan independentaveraging oftheprod-

uctsofX and � operators.Forexam ple,

h�
y
�(t)(X

00
+ X

��
)t(X

00
+ X

��
)��i

ir

� h(X
00
+ X

��
)t(X

00
+ X

��
)ih�

y
�(t)��i: (41)

Forsim plicitywecalculatethecorrelation functionsfor

Hubbard operatorsin zero approxim ation

h(X
00
+ X

��
)t(X

00
+ X

��
)i

� h(X
00
+ X

��
)
2
i= A 0�: (42)

In thisexam ple,the following G reen’sfunction isrecon-

structed from thecorrelation functionsusingthespectral

representation [34,35,36,43]:

I(!)= A 0�hh��j�
y
�ii

�
! =

A 0�

2�V 2
J�(!): (43)

Using the above procedure, we can obtain the �nal

expressionsforthe totalirreduciblepart:

�
�1
� (!)=

�
A 0�

! + �� � 
�(!)
+

A 2��

! + �� � U � 
�(!)

��1

+ 
�(!); (44)

where


�(!)= J�(!)�
R �(!)

A 0�A 2��

+
V�’�

A 0�A 2��

; (45)

and

R �(!)= �
hX �� + X ���� i

2
J��(! + �� � ���)

�
hX �� � X ���� i

2�

+ 1Z

�1

d!0Im J��(!
0+ i0+ )

! � !0� ��� + ��
tanh

�! 0

2

+
hX 00 + X 22i

2
J��(U � �� � ��� � !)

�
hX 00 � X22i

2�

+ 1Z

�1

d!0Im J��(� !0� i0+ )

! � !0+ ��� + �� � U
tanh

�! 0

2
:(46)

The average values ofthe Hubbard operatorsare de-

term ined usingthespectralrepresentation ofcorrespond-

ing G reen’s functions. The particle density ofstates is

calculated asan im aginary partoftheinteracting single-

particleG reen’sfunction:

��(!)= �
1

�
lim
�! 0+

Im G �(! + i�) (47)

giving the concentration

n� =

Z + 1

�1

��(!)d!

e�! + 1
: (48)

The G reen’s functions hh��jX
pqii! that are required to

�nd ’� can be calculated from the exactrelation

V�hh��jX
pq
ii! = J�(!)hha�jX

pq
ii! (49)

derived in Ref.43.Thus,theapproxim ation given by the

equations(44){(46)wecalled the G H3 approxim ation.

W econsiderbelow thespecialcaseathalf-�lling(�A =

�B = U=2,nA = nB = 1=2),and dueto theparticle-hole

sym m etry wehave:

’� = 0; (50)


�(!)= J�(!)+ 2J��(!); (51)

and

�
�1
� (!)= ! �

U 2

4[! � J�(!)� 2J��(!)]
: (52)

Forthe standard Hubbard m odel(tA = tB ,JA = JB )

theapproxim atesolution ofthesingle-siteproblem gives

the usualHubbard-IIIapproxim ation.

In the case of the Falicov-K im ballm odel (tB = 0,

JB (!) = 0) at half-�lling,G H3 gives the following ex-

pression:

G B (!)=
! � 2JA (!)

!2 � U2=4� 2!JA (!)
; (53)

wherethecoherentpotentialofitinerantparticlesJA cor-

responding to theresultofthealloy-analogy approxim a-

tion iscalculated exactly.

IV . O T H ER A P P R O X IM A T IO N S T O T H E

A SY M M ET R IC H U B B A R D M O D EL

A . H ubbard-I approxim ation

It was the Hubbard-Iapproxim ation [2]which in the

sim plest way described band form ing in the Hubbard
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FIG .1: D ensity ofstates�A in thealloy-analogy (solid line)

and Hubbard-I (dashed line) approxim ations on the Bethe

lattice (tA = 1)forvariousnB and U .

m odelwith the strong on-site repulsion U . The total

irreduciblepartin thisapproxim ation reads

��(!)=
1� n��

! + ��
+

n��

! + �� � U
: (54)

It is wellknown that the Hubbard-I approxim ation

givesan electron spectrum with the opened gap forany

nonzero repulsion U (Fig.1). Thus,thisapproxim ation

cannotdescribem etal-insulatortransitions.However,we

consider it here to estim ate its applicability at large U

from a therm odynam ic pointofview.

The interacting single-site G reen’s function G �(!) is

calculated using the integration (17)with a noninteract-

ing density ofstates �0�("). The band ofparticles ofa

given type(�)dependshereonly on �0�(")and a concen-

tration ofparticlesoftheoppositetype,i.e.,thetransfer

param etert�� doesnothavean e�ecton G �(!).

In thelarge-U lim it(U � t�),thedensity ofstateshas

the sim ple form

�
H �I
� (!)= �

0
�

�
! + ��

1� n��

�

+ �
0
�

�
! + �� � U

n��

�

: (55)

Both spectralsubbands are ofthe sam e height for any

concentration values and are equal to �0�(") with the

scaled bandwidth.

B . A lloy-analogy approxim ation

The system with one type of particles frozen on a

lattice can be m apped onto the problem of the elec-

tronic structure of sim ple binary alloys [17, 44]. The

alloy-analogy approxim ation isthesingle-sitesolution of

the binary alloy problem within the coherent potential

approxim ation [45]that is exact in in�nite dim ensions.

Such a m apping onto the binary alloy is exact for the

spinlessFalicov-K im ballm odelwith localized ions.Thus,

the alloy-analogy approxim ation exactly describes the

band form ation by the particle hopping (transfer) and

the interaction with the localized particles. However,in

the caseofthe asym m etric Hubbard m odelthisapprox-

im ation doesnotincludean e�ectofthetransferofpar-

ticlesofanothersort,liketheHubbard-Iapproxim ation.

The self-energy part for the Dyson equation in the

alloy-analogy approxim ation reads

��(!)=
n��U

1� G�ii(!)(U � ��(!))
; (56)

wherethe single-siteG reen’sfunction:

G
�
ii(!)= G �(!)

=
1� n��

! + �� � J�(!)
+

n��

! + �� � U � J�(!)
:(57)

TheLarkin irreduciblepart��1� = ! + �� � �� isdeter-

m ined by the following expression

�
�1
� (!) =

�
1� n��

! + �� � J�(!)
+

n��

! + �� � U � J�(!)

��1

+ J�(!): (58)

This approxim ation is obtained in our approach when

the projecting constant ’� and the function R �(!) in

(45)areneglected.

To com pare analytically results of the alloy-analogy

approxim ation and theHubbard-Iapproxim ation wecan

exam ine the equationsin the in�nite-U lim it. The self-

consistency condition givesJ� = t2�G � on the Bethe lat-

tice.Thus,in thiscase,wehavethefollowing expression

forthe particlespectrum :

�
A A
� (!)=

1

2�t2�

p
4t2�(1� n��)� (! + ��)

2 (59)

when j! + ��j< 2t�
p
1� n�� and zero otherwise. The

height and width ofthis spectralband depend on the

concentration n�� and they are scaled proportionally top
1� n�� when n�� changes.Therefore,the bandwidth of

the subbands(for�nite U )iswiderin the alloy-analogy

approxim ation at half-�lling Fig.1(A,C) as wellas o�

half-�lling Fig.1(B,D).In Fig.2,thee�ectofwidersub-

bands is illustrated by the dependence ofthe chem ical

potential�A on the concentration nA calculated using

the particledensity ofstates(47).

V . A N A LY T IC P R O P ER T IES A T M O T T

T R A N SIT IO N

W econsiderherethem etal-insulatortransition athalf-

�lling. Itisknown thatforthe Hubbard m odelatzero
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FIG .2: The chem icalpotentialas a function ofthe con-

centration in the alloy-analogy approxim ation (solid line)on

the Bethe lattice com pared to the Hubbard-Iapproxim ation

(dashed line)and the atom ic lim itt� ! 0 (dotted line).

tem perature the transition occurs when Im ��(0) = 0

and the realpart has the following low-frequency form

[11]

Re��(! + i0
+
)= U=2+ (1� 1=Z)! + O (!

3
) (60)

correspondingtoFerm iliquid behaviour,whereZ de�nes

thequasiparticlesweight.Such self-energy givesparticle

densitiesofstateswith aquasiparticlepeak attheFerm i-

levelthathasthe sam e heightfordi�erentU up to the

criticalvalue Uc [26]. The gap opensonly when Z ! 0

and in the m etallic phase the relation G �(0)J�(0)= � 1

issatis�ed.

However,for�nitetem peraturestheFerm i-liquid state

breaks near the transition point Uc. Therefore,��(0)

hasa nonzero im aginary part[30],and the lim itZ ! 0

cannotindicatethetransition.In thiscase,thedensityof

statesatFerm i-levelcontinuously tendsto zero.Athigh

enough tem peratures,the M ott transition turns into a

crossoverfrom a bad m etalto a bad insulator[46].

Anotherlim itofthe asym m etric Hubbard m odel(the

Falicov-K im ballm odel) at half-�lling does not have a

centralquasiparticle peak in the spectrum [20,22].The

alloy-analogy,Hubbard-IIIand G H3approxim ationsalso

cannotdescribetheFerm iliquid behaviourathalf-�lling.

Hence,these approxim ations can be applied to the in-

vestigation ofhigh tem peraturepropertiesofthesystem

when the quasiparticlefeaturesdisappear.

Thus,to investigate the continuous transition in the

asym m etric Hubbard m odel,we derive som e properties

following from the particlehole-sym m etry.

A . Exact relations betw een G �(0),J�(0) and ��(0)

at continuous crossover at half-�lling

In the case ofthe sym m etric noninteracting density of

states

�
0
�(")= �

0
�(� ") (61)

leading to the particle-hole sym m etry with the properties

G �(!)= � G�(� !); J�(!)= � J�(� !) (62)

ofthe single-particle Green’s function and the coherent

potential at half-�lling, the following relations can be

proven

lim
U ! U

�
c

J�(0)

G �(0)
=

Z + 1

�1

"
2
�
0
�(")d"; (63)

lim
U ! U

�
c

G �(0)�
�1
� (0)= 1 (64)

which take place atzero frequency when the continuous

m etal-insulatortransition (crossover)isapproached from

below (when the gap opens in the particle spectrum at

! = 0).

Proof.LetusconsidergeneralpropertiesoftheG reen’s

functions(G �,J�)and the totalirreduciblepart�� fol-

lowing from (62)atzero frequency.These functionscan

be written in the Lehm ann representation

F (!)= �
1

�
lim
�! 0+

Z + 1

�1

Im F (!0+ i�)d!0

! � !0
: (65)

Thisrepresentation showsthatduetothesym m etry (62)

thefunctionsat! = 0 arepureim aginary,and thereare

three possible cases: (i) F (0) = 0; (ii) ReF (0) = 0,

Im F (0)= const;(iii)thepoleofF (!)in therealaxisat

! = 0.

An im aginary partofG �(! � 0+ )de�nesthe particle

spectrum (47). W hen the gap continuously opens the

single-particle G reen’s function tends to zero at ! = 0.

Itm eansthat��1� (0)ispure im aginary

lim
�! 0+

�
�1
� (� i�)= � iB�; B � > 0; (66)

and the gap opens (in the non-Ferm iliquid state) only

when B � continuously increases up to in�nity,i.e.,the

self-energy diverges[11,30,47].

The coherentpotentialcan be expressed from (16)as

a function ofG � and the totalirreduciblepart��:

J�

G �

=
��1� G � � 1

G 2
�

: (67)

Using that the noninteracting density ofstates is sym -

m etric(61)and norm alized

Z + 1

�1

�
0
�(")d"= 1; (68)
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wehave:

G � = � iB�

Z + 1

�1

�0�(")d"

"2 + B 2
�

; (69)

and

G �J� = �
�1
� G � � 1= �

Z + 1

�1

"2�0�(")d"

"2 + B 2
�

(70)

from (17).

W hen the criticalvalue Uc isapproached from below,

the lim itB � ! + 1 should be considered.In thislim it,

inserting (69)and (70)into (67)leadsto theresult(63).

Toprove(64),weconsiderthreedi�erentcasesdepend-

ing on behaviourofthe function �0�(")atlargeenergies.

1.Ifan average kinetic energy per particle is �nite,

the lim it

lim
"! 1

"
2
�
0
�(")= 0 (71)

issatis�ed givingthedependenceG �J� � B�2� (70)

atlarge B �.Itm eansthatJ�(0)! 0 atthe tran-

sition.

2.W hen the density ofstateshasthe power-law tails

oforder"�2

lim
"! 1

"
2
�
0
�(")= const> 0; (72)

the lim iting behaviourG �J� � B�1� is realized at

the transition.In thiscase a �nite im aginary part

of J�(0) rem ains when B � ! 1 , and the ratio

J�(0)=G �(0)tendsto in�nity (63).

An exam ple ofsuch a function is the Lorentzian

density of states describing a lattice with long-

rangehopping along coordinateaxes

�
0
�(")=

t�

�("2 + t2�)
: (73)

Thisdensity ofstatesalwaysgivesa constantvalue

forthe coherentpotential:

lim
�! 0+

J�(! � i�)= � it�: (74)

3.The last case is when �0�(") � "�n ,n 2 (1;2) at

large energy ". The integrals (68) and (70) are

convergent only when n > 1. Such power-law

tailsgive the following lim iting behaviourG �J� �

1=(B �)
n�1 and J� � (B�)

2�n atlargeB �.

Allthese casesshow thatthe relation

lim
U ! U

�
c

G �(0)J�(0)= � 0 (75)

issatis�ed proving the relation (64).

B . C riticalvalue Uc for the M ott transition w ithin

G H 3 approxim ation w ith sym m etric density of

states

Due to (63),wehave

J�(0)= W
2
�G �(0)=4 (76)

at the M ott transition,where W � is the e�ective half-

bandwidth ofthe unperturbed density ofstates�0�:

W � = 2

�Z + 1

�1

"
2
�
0
�(")d"

� 1=2

: (77)

Dueto G �(0)�
�1
� (0)= 1 (64)atthetransition,insert-

ing (76)into (52)yieldsa setofequations:

lim
U ! U

�
c

U 2G A (0)

W 2
A
G A (0)+ 2W 2

B
G B (0)

= 1; (78)

lim
U ! U

�
c

U 2G B (0)

W 2
B
G B (0)+ 2W 2

A
G A (0)

= 1: (79)

Theratio

�= lim
U ! U

�
c

G A (0)

G B (0)
(80)

is excluded from the set ofequations,and we have the

following equation forUc

U
4
c � (W

2
A + W

2
B )U

2
c � 3W

2
A W

2
B = 0 (81)

with the solution

Uc =

r
W 2

A
+ W 2

B
+ (W 4

A
+ W 4

B
+ 14W 2

A
W 2

B
)1=2

2
: (82)

Ifwe put W B = 0,the expression (82) describes the

M ott-typetransition in thealloy-analogy approxim ation

(which isexactfortheFalicov-K im ballm odel)givingwell

known results:Uc = W A = 2tA fortheBethelatticeand

Uc =
p
2tA forthe hypercubic lattice.In the case ofthe

standard Hubbard m odel(W A = W B = W ),wehavethe

resultUc =
p
3W corresponding to the Hubbard-IIIap-

proxim ation athalf-�lling (seeRefs.11,16 forreviewsof

thelim its:thestandard Hubbard m odeland theFalicov-

K im ballm odel).

V I. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

There are two di�erent pairs ofparam eters (nA ,�A

and nB ,�B ) in the asym m etric Hubbard m odelwhich

have to be determ ined from the therm odynam ic equi-

librium . Thus,varioustherm odynam ic regim esm ay be

consideredwhen di�erentpairsofthetherm odynam icpa-

ram etersare�xed:(�A ,�B ),(�A ,nB ),(nA ,nB ),etc.It

isknown thattherearepossiblephaseseparationsatlow
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tem peratures in the case ofthe Falicov-K im ballm odel

[34,48,49]and in the generalcase ofthe asym m etric

Hubbard m odel[6]. Besides the segregated phases,the

long-rangeantiferrom agnetic-typeordering ispossibleat

low tem peratures[3].

Since the investigation of the asym m etric Hubbard

m odel is a very com plicated problem , we restrict our

analysisto tem peratureshigherthan thecriticaltem per-

aturesoftherm odynam icinstabilities.Thus,theproblem

is reduced to the investigation ofa band structure and

m etal-insulator transitions at constant particle concen-

trations.

The sim plest approxim ations such as the Hubbard-I

and alloy-analogy approxim ations describe the band of

particles generated by the particle hopping and the in-

teraction with particlesofanothersort. These approxi-

m ationscan describe an e�ectofthe transferparam eter

tA on thespectrum �B (!)only viatheconcentration nA ,

i.e.,when the concentrations are �xed the band �B (!)

doesnotdepend on tA ,and fortA 6= 0,tB = 0 the ap-

proxim atespectrum �B (!)hasaform oftwodelta-peaks.

However,the alloy-analogy approxim ation is exactonly

foritinerantparticlesin theFalicov-K im ballm odelwhen

anothersortofparticlesislocalized.Thus,thisapproxi-

m ation can givesim plereasonableresultsfordependence

�� = ��(n�;n��)in the lim itofsm allvaluesofn�� ort��.

The generalization ofthe Hubbard-IIIapproxim ation

(G H3)givesthetotalirreduciblepartand thesingle-site

G reen’s function as a functionalofthe coherentpoten-

tialsofboth sortsofparticles(see equations(44)-(46)).

Unlike the alloy-analogy approxim ation,G H3 described

broadening of the band by the interaction with parti-

cles ofanother sort,and it givesa �nite bandwidth for

localized particlesin the Falicov-K im ballm odel.In gen-

eral,the spectraldensity in the G H3 approxim ation is

tem perature dependent;such an approxim ation can be

applied forsystem s with di�erentvalues ofthe transfer

param eters (both tA = tB and tA 6= tB ) and various

particleconcentrations.However,theapproxim ation has

som e restrictions. In Ref.43,G H3 was applied to the

calculation ofthechem icalpotentialand spectrum oflo-

calized particles in the Falicov-K im ballm odel. It was

shown thatthe approxim ation givesbetterresultswhen

the concentration ofitinerantparticlesislow.

In the sym m etric case ofhalf-�lling the approxim ate

density ofstatesisindependentoftem perature (Fig.3),

becausetheprojecting coe�cientsand thecoe�cientsof

the integralterm s in R �(!) (46) are equalto zero. In

theFalicov-K im ballm odelathalf-�lling,theapproxim a-

tion (53)can becom pared with theexactresults[20,22].

W e�nd thattheapproxim ation givesabettercorrespon-

dence with the exact curves at high tem peratures,and

the best correspondence is for high U when the exact

results weakly depend on tem perature [43]. Fig.3(A)

showsthatthedensity ofstatesofheavy particlesB (the

case oftB < tA ) is in the form ofa single peak for the

low interaction U . For the higher interaction strength

Fig.3(B,C),thespectrum �B (!)hastwo subbandswith
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FIG .3: D ensities ofstates ofparticles in the asym m etric

Hubbard m odelwithin the G H3 approxim ation for various

valuesofU athalf-�lling on the hypercubic lattice.

peaks which are closer to the centre (! = 0) than in

the spectrum oflightparticles�A (!). This agreeswith

theresultsobtained fortheFalicov-K im ballm odelwhen

tB = 0.

Theparticle-holesym m etryathalf-�llingsim pli�esthe

investigation ofthe problem . Such sym m etry requires

thedivergence(1=!)oftheself-energy atzero frequency

when the gap opens continuously [30, 47]. Thus, the

lim itbehaviour(63),(64)oftheG reen’sfunction and the

coherentpotentialatthetransition isprovenanalytically,

which allowsusto perform som eanalyticanalysis.

In Fig.3, the transition with the opening gap is il-

lustrated forthe asym m etric Hubbard m odelwithin the

G H3 approxim ation. There are only continuous transi-

tions.Thisagreeswith thefactthattheM otttransition

hasto be ofa continuoustype athigh tem peraturesfor

the standard Hubbard m odel[25,30],and in the case

oftheFalicov-K im ballm odelthegap openscontinuously

with increasing U [16].Thespectra ofboth typesofpar-

ticles have the sam e bandwidth in the approxim ation.

Thisisbecause itcannotdescribe tailsofthe subbands

that raise with the tem perature increase as it is for lo-

calized particles in the Falicov-K im ballm odel[20,22].

Sincethee�ectoftem peraturebroadening oftheband is

notcaptured,itcan bepredicted thattheapproxim ation
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FIG .5: Scaled criticalvalueU
�
c
= Uc=W A (83)asa function

oftB =tA within the G H3 approxim ation athalf-�lling.

underestim atethe criticalvalue Uc.

Theenergy band edgesasa function ofU within vari-

ousapproxim ationson theBethelatticearedisplayed in

Fig.4.In the Hubbard-Iapproxim ation the spectrum is

alwayssplithavingthegap and twosubbands.Thealloy-

analogy approxim ation isexactforthe band ofitinerant

particleswhen tB = 0 and itgivesthecriticalinteraction

constantU A A
c = 2tA .TheG H3 approxim ation describes

the band which isbroadened by sim ultaneouscontribu-

tion ofthe hopping ofboth types ofparticles,and the

criticalvalue Uc > U A A
c . Because ofthe particle-hole

sym m etry athalf-�lling the criticalvalue U c can be cal-

culated analytically in the G H3 approxim ation and itis

given by theexpression (82),seeFig.5.Theobtained re-

sultcan beapplied tovariouslattices(hypercubic,Bethe,

etc.) when the energy isscaled in the following way:

U
�
c =

Uc

W A

=
Uc

2

�Z + 1

�1

"
2
�
0
A (")d"

� �1=2

: (83)

It is com m on practice to norm alize U by a typicalki-

netic energy (W A ) investigating the M ott transition in

thestandard Hubbard m odel[11].In thiscase,such nor-

m alization showsthatthe scaled resultdoesnotdepend

on aform ofthenoninteractingdensity ofstates.Forthe

Lorentzian densityofstates(73)with long-rangehopping

an average kinetic energy per particle tends to in�nity

(W A ! 1 ),and asitwasnoted in Ref.50,thisrequires

an in�nite interaction U to drivethe system insulating.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

The generalization ofthe Hubbard-IIIapproxim ation

isobtained fortheasym m etricHubbard m odelusing the

equation ofm otion approach.Thism ethod com binesin

auni�ed fram eworkthedescription oftheband structure

oftheFalicov-K im ballm odeland thestandard Hubbard

m odel.In general,theapproach can beused to calculate

the particle spectrum in the system with the di�erent

particle concentrations at various tem peratures,and it

givesnontrivialresultsforthespectrum oflocalized par-

ticlesin the Falicov-K im ballm odel.

Theself-consistencycondition connectingm utuallythe

single-site G reen’s function and the coherent potential

gives the sim ple result (63) when the m etal-insulator

transition occursathalf-�lling on thelatticewith a sym -

m etric noninteracting density ofstates. As a result,we

have the expression (82) in the G H3 approxim ation for

the criticalvalue ofU thatprovidesa universalsolution

for various lattices and di�erent values ofthe transfer

param eters.

Theapproxim ation hassom erestrictions.Thus,tode-

scribethesystem athalf-�lling with thepropertem pera-

turedependenceorthequasiparticlepeak,theapproach

needsfurtherim provem entin calculating them assoper-

atorby including higherordercorrections.
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