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W e present a detailed account ofthe physics of Vanadium sesquioxide (V20 3), a benchm ark system

for studying correlation induced m etalinsulator transition (s). Based on a detailed perusal of a
w ide range of experim entaldata, we stress the in portance ofm ultiorbital C oulom b Interactions in
concert w ith rstprinciples LD A bandstructure for a consistent understanding of the PTPM M IT

under pressure. Using LDA+DMFT, we show how theM IT is of the orbital selective type, driven
by large changes In dynam ical spectralweight in response to sn all changes in trigonal eld splitting
under pressure. Very good quantitative agreem ent w ith (i) the sw itch of orbital occupation and (ii)
S = 1ateach V3" site acrosstheM IT ,and (iii) carrier e ectivem ass In the PM phase, is obtained.
Finally, using the LDA+DM FT solution, we have estin ated screening nduced renomm alisation of
the local, multiorbital Coulomb interactions. Com putation of the oneparticle spectral fiinction
using these screened values is shown to be in excellent quantitative agreem ent w ith very recent
experin ental PES and XA S) results. These ndings provide strong support for an orbitalselective

M ott transition in param agnetic V,0 3.
PACS numbers: 71 28+ d,71.30+ h,72.10d

I. NTRODUCTION

C orrelation driven m etal insulator transitions have re—
m ained unsolved problem s of solid state theory of elec—
trons In solids form ore than ve decadles. T he pioheer-
ing work-.of M ottE and of G utzw jJJer,E‘ K anam orif and
Hubbard? nvolved a detailed exposition ofthe view sug—
gesting that description of such phenom ena lay outside
the fram ew ork of band theory. Subsequent, m ore recent
developm ents, Incliding discovery of high-T. supercon—
ductors, rareearth based system s, colossal m agnetore—
sistive oxides along w ith whole fam ilies of other system s
have show n that strong electronic correlations give rise to
w idely unanticipated, fuindam entally new typesofm etal-
lic behaviors, nam ely, non-Fem iliquid m etals. A host of
very careful studies now clearly show that these anom a-
Jous responses seam to be correlated w ith the existence of
a correlated m etallic state on the borderofaM ott insula—
tor In ddband oxidesgt or to a m etallic state in proxin iy
to a localisation-delocalisation transition of f-electrons
in rare-earth com pounds¥®

T he corundum Jlattice-based transition m etaloxide sys—
tem vanadiim sesquioxide (V0 3) hasbeen of interest for
more than ve decades as a classic (and by now a text—
book) case of an electronic system with S = 1=2 local
m om ents at each site exhibiting the phenom enon of the
oon:ella,tjon—dr:iyen M ott-H ubbard m etal-insulator transi-
tion E"-‘_’ W idely accepted w isdom has it that this is one of
the few cases where m odelling in tem s of a sin ple one—
band Hubbard m odel is appropriate. O ver the last few
years, experin entaland theoreticalwork has forced a re—
vision ofthis view , lrading on the one hand to a spurt of
new approaches, and on the other to an expansion of our
perception ofwhat isnew and in portant in the physicsof
TM -oxides in general. Speci cally, taken by them selves
as well as In com bination w ith properties of other sys—

tem s like ruthenates, CM R m anganites, etc, these new
studies foroce one to refocus the attention in temm s of the
strong coupling and interplay of soin and orbital degrees
of freedom (not to be confiised w ith the usual soin-orbit
coupling, though that m ay also be relevant in som e situ—
ations) and of their com bined In uence on the nature of
charge and spin dynam ics in TM oxides.

In what Pllow s, we ain to present a far from com plete
view ofthe questionswhich are posed by these new stud-—
Jes. Focusing our attention to the early vanadiim oxides,
V,0 35, wewill start with a som ew hat detailed perusalof
earlier work, review key recent experim ents, and follow
them up wih a discussion of their mm plications for the-
ory. F Inally, we w ill suggest a rather detailed scenario for
correlation—-induced m etal insulator transitions in V,0 3
that ties together essential experin ental constraints in
one picture. In doing so, we w ill give a detailed descrip—
tion of our theoreticalm odelling using a com bination of
the local density approxin ation (LDA) combined with
multiorbialdynam icalm ean eld theory OM FT) using
the iterated perturbation theory (IPT ) asthe \in puriy"
solver.

In the rstpart, we will con ne ourselves to summ a—
rizing known -and not so welkknown experin ental re—
sults on the e ect of extemal pressure and Cr doping
on the therm odynam ic and transport properties ofV,0 3
along w ith the m agnetic and orbial structure (@nd their
changes) across the m etal insulator transition.

In the second part, we w ill rst review the earlier the—
ories for the M IT In tem s of the oneband Hubbard
m odel as well as the m ore recent m ultdband Hubbard
model wWhich allows a description n tetmsofa S = 1
model). Fially, we will propose a new scenario: one
w here the abrupt change in the character of spin (@nd
presum ably also orbital) correlations across the M IT is
described w ithin the strong correlation scenario. In par—
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ticular, we will show how a two— uid (ie. orbitally se—
Jective) description can be derived from rst principles,
and dem onstrate how the properties 0fV,0 5 can be un—
derstood in this scenario.

II.EXPERIM ENTAL REV IEW

T he m agnetic structure 0fV,0 3 hasbeen m easured a
long tin e agoz Tts interpretation has how ever rem ained
a sub ect of controversy. The robust aspects are: the
antiferro-insulator AFI) is characterized by AF order
w hich spontaneously breaks the crystal sym m etry of the
corundum Jlattice -and n.m odem parlance, it corresponds
to the Ctype AF order wih one F and two AF bonds
in the hexagonal plane. The vertical V-V pairs (wih
v3) ©m diners in the solid; these are aligned anti-
ferrom agnetically w ith the Inplane V-V pairs, and fer-
rom agnetically w ith other vertical V-V pairs. In tem s
of these dim ers, the corundum Jlattice can be viewed as
a distorted sin ple cubic lattice. Based on the S = 1=2
picture of C astellaniet al., the spin waves were \charac—
terized" 1 termm s ofa H eisenberg-lkem odel®? Thiswasa
comm only acoepted picture for alm ost two decades, un-—
til recent experim ental results forced one to reanalyze it.
T hese are:

(1) Change ofm agnetic correlations across the AF I to
AF-metal AFM ) phase transition n V, (O3. In a one-
band Hubbard m odel scenario, one would expect that
the m agnetic correlations in the AFM should be a rem —
nant ofthose In the AF I, foreg, broadened soin-wavesof
the AF 1. H owever, m easuram ents revealed, surprisingly
that the transport and them odynam ics is due to onset
ofm agnetic order which seem s to be totally unrelated to
that in theAFI.TheAFM ischaracterized by lncom m en—
surate order w ith Q i, In contrast to that for the AF I,
characterized by Q = (1=2;1=2;0) (hexagonalnotation).
T his order in them etal is ram Iniscent ofa sm gll-m om ent
SDW derived from a Fermm isurface instabilityr Constant
energy scans in INS also show that the m agnetic uc-
tuations are far from conventional soin-w aves; they are
m ore rem iniscent of particlke-hole m odes w ith extrem ely
an allcorrelation length ofabout 14 A ,m uch an allerthan
that characterizing the spin-waves in the AFI. Finally,
the AFI-P I transition P m eaning param agnetic) occur—
Ingaround T, = 150K is second order, once again accom —
panied by an abrupt change in short-ranged spin corre—
lations. An interesting correlation concems the change
of lattice structure from m onoclnic AFI) to corundum
PIPM ), and m ay be linked to a change in orbial cor-
relations.

Further, abrupt jum p of the crystal volum e (w ithout
change of sym m etry) Js,a]so observed across the P IPM
transition at higher T '9 The caxis distance decreases
abruptly at the PIPM transition, whilk the a-axis dis—
tance slightly Increases, and this change needs to be cor-
related w ith the conductivity jum p at the transition (see

below ).

! Thisabrupt sw itching ofthe spin correlationsacross
the AFTAFM transition is nexplicable within an ef-
fective correlated oneband scenario. The AF-P transi-
tion (s) cannot be considered as order-disorder transitions
of the usual type.

! A re orbitaldegrees of freedom involved in them on—
oclinic to corundum structural change at the M IT ?

! W hat is the speci ¢ relation between the lattice
contraction and the jump in the dc conductiviy at the
M IT ? D oes it Involve changes in carrier concentration, or
In the carrier m obility?

(ii) Recent X -ray experim ents by Park et al.. have
revealed the existence of an adm ixture of (g, je,,) and
(egi,alg) wih i= 1;2 and a spin S = 1 on eatdq v
site, In contrast to the S = 1=2 proposed In Ref. §. In
addition, lJarge di erences in their ratio have been found
In the AFT, PIand PM phases. In particular, this ratio
is Eg1iey2) ¢ (egi;alg) is2 :1in theAFTI 15 :1 in the
PIand 1l :1 in the PM phase.

The AFI phase is also characterized by a m onoclinic
distoxtion involving a uniform rotation of all the V-V
pa:rs,'ll an observation which puts speci ¢ constraints on
possible orbitalorder in the AF I.H ow ever, the corundum
structure is recovered in the P Iphase. @ oes this change
nhvolve sw itching of the orbital correlations across AF I-
P I boundary, and if so, how ?) Based on this, E zhov et
al? have proposed a S = 1 model w ithout orbial de—
generacy as an altemative starting point to Ref. 3 M ore
studies along this line have been done by,-Tanaka 51. An
alemative point of view by Shina et aLH pictures the
AFTIasa C-typeAF ordered statewith S = 2 and ferro-
orbital ordering.

! Starting point should Involre S = 1, suggesting use
of m ultidbband m odels is necessary to describe V,03. In
orbially degenerate cases, the ground state is sin ula-—
neously spin and orbital ordered, and the strong cou—
pling between the elem entary excitations involring both
soin and orbital Jps is expected to result In em ergence
of qua]JratJye]y new behavior (not, however, if the sce—
nario of Ref. .1]1 is taken to be valid). It is in portant to
notice that even in the para-orbital/m agnetic state(s),
additional strong scattering resulting from coupled spin
and orbital uctuations m ight cause pronounced devia—
tions from expectations based on (correlated) Fem i lig—
uid theory.

! Notice that this change of orbital occupation also
In plies an in portant role for the trigonaldistortion (this
would act lke an extermal eld in orbital pseudosoin
space). T his quantity determm ines the occupation of the
relevant orbitals, and In a coupled spoin-orbital system,
determm nesthee ective exchange interactions (and hence
the m agnetic structure). In fact, the im portance of
this quantity, and its pressure (strain) dependence, has
been identi ed In m any m em bers of the corundum based
oxided? (Fe,05 in connection wih the M orin or the
strain-induced spin- op transition, Cr,0 3, In the same
connection, T 0 3 as m anifested by an anom aly in the



T dependence of the A4 phonon frequency across the
M IT ), suggesting a related comm on origin of the varied
m anifestations observed in this structurally related class
of oxides.

! tm ight be interesting to look at possible anom alies
oftheA 14-m ode frequency in R am an scatteringm easure—
m ents acrossthe P-M IT in V,03.

(iii) Resonant X —-ray scattering RX S) m easurem ents
attheV K -edge havebeen perform ed by Paolasiniet ali"i
T he resonant B ragg peaks ocbserved in the AF Iphase are
interpreted in term s of a 3d orbital ordering. However,
the authors ofR ef. 15 interpreted their results w ithin the
picture ofCastellaniet al,, leading to di cultiesw ith (i)
and (ii).

! One requires a re-Interpretation In a way consistent
wih (i) and (ii), oreg, seeM ikh et al. An A side: Isthe
KugelK hom skiitype ofm odelling required for the AF I?

(iv) Finally, Lovesey et altd argue that the resonant
B ragg peaks arise due to ordered orbitalm agnetic m o—
m ents of the V ions. Indeed, a large orbial contribu-
tion M =M s’ 03 to the totalm agnetic m om ent was
claim ed in Ref.:ié . Ifcorrect, the e ect of spin-orbit cou—
pling m ight becom e in portant, as argued in Ref. 1. On
the other hand, if the spin-orbit coupling kads to an all
e ects on the elkctronic structure, a re-interpretation
would be in order.

! How in portant is the rol of spin-orbit coupling in
the AF Iphase?

(v) Optical spectroscopy provides a detailed picture
of charge dynam ics. Carefil studies by Thom as et altl
reveal all the characteristics of a strongly correlated sys—
tem : an "upper Hubbard band" UHB) feature with a
threshold in the AFI (and P I), and a sharp, quasicoher—
ent feature, along w ith an intensem id-infra-red peak and
the ram nant of the UHB on the PM side. Calculations
w ithin the framework ofa S = 1=2, oneband H ubbard
m odel? clain to obtain very good agreem ent w ith the
observed spectra. H ow ever, to achieve this, the H ubbard
U hastobe changed by a factorof2 on going from thePI
to the PM state, which is hardly conceivable. A lfema-—
tively, the e ective hopping, or the degree of itinerance,
should increase In the m etallic state, leading to a change
In thee ective U=tvalue, and, as isubiquitous in strongly
correlated scenarios, to a large transfer of spectralw eight.
In particular, given (i) (iii), this should involve carriers
coupled to spin-orbitaldegrees of freedom along w ith the
concom itant lattice distortion.

! W hat is the speci ¢ nature of the correlation be-
tween the change in spin-orbital correlations across the
M IT and the tendency to increased itinerance which
drives this transition? In particular, isthe abrupt change
in the e, ¢, :¢,a14 ratio related to Increase In carrier
concentration or the carrier m obility (kinetic energy)?
N otice that (see below ) the dc transport data-can be rec—
oncikd with increase in the carrier density?d so this is
an in portant point deserving m ore attention. O bviously,
to m ake a plausble correlation betw een the two requires
experim ental characterization, as well as a proper treat—

m ent of these coupled correlations. ‘=

(vi) P hotoem ission Spectroscopy PES)%Y reveals fiur-
ther proof of the correlation-driven character of the
Insulatorm etaltransition. Athigh T , the data isclain ed
to be consistent w ith a \them ally sm eared quasicoher—
ent" peak, som ething w ithin reach of single-site theories.
H ow ever, i ism ore conceivable that strong inelastic scat—
tering from coupled spin-orbital excitations gives rise to
non-gquasiparticle dynam ics In the PM phase. At lower
T, appreciable changes are observed In the PES gpec—
tra across the AFI/PM and PI/PM transitions, with
the characteristic transfer of spectral weight from high
to low energy over a scale of alnost 4 €V (notice that
Ty 1  300K) In plying a drastic rearrangem ent of elec—
tronic states over a w ide energy scale im the PM state,
the PE S spectrum show sthe asym m etric tw o-peak struc—
turew ith a Ferm iedge pbutwe draw attention to the fact
that this low -energy "peak" is anom alously broad, sug—
gesting non-quasiparticle dynam ics), whilke a clear open—
ing of a spectral gap E4) occurs n the AFTI and PI
phases. In the AFIphase, EZF '’ 03eV, while for the
PLE; '’ 023eV,with amore symm etric lineshape.

Earlier PES studies across the PIPM transition have
been controversial; in particular, the question of the T —
dependence ofthe low energy spectralweight wasnot set—
tled till recently. Q uite recently, this question has been
answ ered by the M ichigan group,'fjn and the T -dependent
renom alized, and heavily dam ped \quasiparticle" con—
tribution has indeed been cbserved.

D etailsofthePES spectra athigh T are seem ingly well
captured by a DM FT applied to a m ultiband Hubbard
m odel in com bination w ith the gctual LDA bandstruc—
ture (see below form ore details) 23 There are still som e
discrepancies between LDA+DM FT and experim ent at
Iower T < 400 K , however: the \quasiparticle peak" is
too broad by a factor of 2 3, and the details of the
PES lineshape in the P I still rem ain to be calculated.
Tt is possble that screening-induced renom alization of
U, etc. needs to be included; however, it is a very dif-

cul task to do this from an ab initio starting point.
A ltematively, or in concert w ith the above, the dynam -
ical e ect of intersite correlations m ight be expected to
becom e Increasingly in portant at lower T . Such e ects
are out of scope of LDA+DM F T, and require extensions
to treat dynam icale ects of spatial correlations, a m ore
dem anding task.

G ven this, the interpretation of the PES spectrum
w ill also need a reexam ination. In particular, the possi-
ble in portance of shortranged spin-orbital correlations
m Ight be required to understand the anom alously broad,
low -energy feature observed n PES In the PM phase.

In a coupled spin-orbital system , the degree of itiner—
ance is directly related to the changes in spin and orbial
correlations coupled to possble structural changes. In
course of its hopping m otion, an electron is scattered by
coupled spin-orbitalexcitations, ie, by sin ultaneous ip—
ping of spin and orbialpseudospins. In the AF T, this is



not enough to destroy AF /O order (O m eaning orbital).
An understanding of the change in AF /0O correlations
across the M IT is necessary to understand the enhance-
m ent of itinerance. In particular, w ithin the fram ework
ofShina etal., do the changes involve a cooperativem el
ing ofthe AF /O order of the AFI? How does one then
try to understand the P I/PM transition?

(vii) O ne ofthem ost spectacular halim arks ofthe TM
transition in V,0 3 is the sharp jum p in condugtivity by
seven orders ofm agnitude! Is the jmp of (T 2% driven
by a jim p in the carrier density at the transition, or by
an increase in them oijjty?'éq Halle ect m easurem ents
would be a probe to answer this question (com plications
due to possbl relevance of spin-orbit coupling, if im —
portant). On the barely m etallic (close to the AFI) side
V2 yO3),theHallcongtantRy (T ) show sbehavior rem —
iniscent of the cupratesf? it is strongly T -dependent, in—
creasing w ith decreasing T w ith a peak around the AF
ordering tem perature, ollowed by a drop at lower T.
T he T -dependence gets weaker w ith increasing m etallic—
ity (y). M ore sin ilarities w ith the nomn al state of the
high-T. cuprates are seen In the di erent T dependences
of (M)’ T¥*?2 and oot g (T)’ aT?+ b Prsnally,
which evolvgs-into m ore conventional FL. behavior w ith
ncreasing y.'54: Such a behavior would m andate strong
Jocalm om ent scattering in the m etallic phase. G iven the
strong correlation signaturesobserved globally, a descrip—
tion in temm sofvagariesofthe Fermm isurface isuntenable.

! Doesthe IM transition involvea jim p in the carrier
density?

! How does one understand the anom alous features
of the Hall data near the M IT ? In particular, sin ilar-
ity to cuprates suggests that such anom alies m ight be
m ore generalm anifestations of the breakdown of Fermn i-
licuid theory ELT ) near the M ott transition to a M ott—
Hubbard antiferrom agnet, as opposed to a Slater anti-
ferrom agnet. T he cbservation of overdam ped spin waves
w ith extrem ely short correlation length and anom alously
broad linew idth is also reconcilable in temm s of a strong
scattering scenario.

A .Summ ary of experim ental results

In conclusion, experin ental results reveal very inter—
esting points conceming the nature of the ground states
and collective excitations in the di erent phasesofV ,0 5.

1. In the AFIphase

(1) Ctype AF order w ith ferro-type concom itant or-
bial order. In tem s of the V-V pairs, i corresoonds
to C+type AF order on a distorted sin ple cubic lattice.
A KugekK hom skii type of m odel is required to derive
the AF /FO order. T he picture requires consistency w ith

= 1 ateach V site, and with a m ixture of (eg;eg) and
;7a1g) on each V-V pair.

(1i) Spin wave spectra In the insulator should be consis—
tent w ith exchange constants (J.fjb) set by the FO order
FO order is consistent with the m onoclinic distortion
hvolring uniform rotation of allV-V pairs in the AFI).
A lso (s=eM ila etall), it can be reconciled w ith anom alous
X —ray scattering resuls.

CH

2. In the PM phase

(1) no AF order (not even a rem nant of AF-LRO of
the AFI). IM transition strongly rst order. A Jmp
n the (g;76,,) @ (gia1g) from 2 11 to roughly 1 :1
In plying a drastic rearrangem ent of orbital occupation
(leading to para-orbitalstate?) acrossthe IM transition.
T he basic dependence of J fjb on orbital occupation and
symm etry m odi es these as a consequence. Recovery of
the corundum structure in an abrupt way.

(ii) Strong correlation driven physics as very clearly
seen in optics and PES.Shce U;U %Jy are not likely to
vary m uch acrosstheM IT , them odi cation ofhopping in
a way consistent w ith (i) holds the key to increased itin-
erance. In any case, screening induced renom alisation of
U; U willoccur only after the system has undergone an
insulatorm etal transition, and it is hard to understand
how the transition itself can be \derived" by reducing
U;U % in the P Iphase.

3. In the AFM phase

(1) NonFL features observed In transport studies in
the AF-M phase, show Ing partial sin ilarity to those ob—
served in near-optim ally doped cuprate superconductors
raises Interesting issues. Is this one of the elusive exam —
ples of spin-charge separated m etallic state n a three-
din ensional oxide?

In a multiorbialM ott+H ubbard scenario, strong cou—
pling to coupled orbitalspin excitations should lead to a
dynam ically uctuating hopping, krading to inhibition of
AF-LRO and to strongly reduced coherence, m anifested
by a low Fem i tem perature. The sim ultaneous obser-
vation of overdam ped soin waves would also follow from
such kind ofe ects.

B . Im plications for T heory

A theoreticalpicture oftheM IT iIn V0 3 m ust address
these issues In a consistent way. G Iven that m uch m ore
is known about the para-orbital, param agnetic state, as
well as the view that understanding the AFTAFM M IT
requires a good know ledge of the PI, we focus our at-
tention on the para-insulating/para-m etallic states. A
com plete understanding of the anom alous features near



the AF-I/AF-M phase is beyond current theoretical ca—
pacity. "

Castellaniet al® started w ith a single caxis V-V pair
In the real crystal structure RCS) 0fV,0 3, and solved
the two-site cluster ncluding U;U° and Jy . They as—
sum ed that screening processes reduce the values ofthese
param eters, and, in particular, that Jgz ’ 041U . W ih
this choice, and in the situation where the tpy evelswere
split into an a4 singkt and ¢, doublkt by the trigonal
distortion, they found that the two electrons In the aiq
orbitals on the pair orm a total spin singlet, while the
second electron populates the E 4 states. The resulting
model is clearly a S = 1=2, two-orbial H ubbard m odel,
with an orbital ordered, spin AF ground state. Based
on this picture, the oneband Hubbard m odelwas stud-
ied extensively for twenty years with a variety of tech—
niques?2d A s is clear from the earlier discussion, a variety
ofrecent results run into direct con ict w ith the oneband
m odelling.

T heoretically, the discrepancy has to do w ith the fact
that Jy , which controls the spin state at each V site, is
very poorly screened in a solid. This im plies that Jzy in
V,0 3 is larger than 0:1U , the yalue used by Castellani
et al. Tndeed, with Jy > 02U 23 the ground state has
been found to have S = 1, wih a change to low-spin
S = 0 state as Jg 1s reduced tow ards the value used by
C astellaniet al®

G ven that the occupation of the agigy orbitals
changes discontinuously at the M IT , one would expect
an im portant rol for the trigonal eld (shce it acts lke
a ctitious extemal eld in the orbital sector). This is
expected to sensitively determ ine the occupancy of each
orbital (orbital polarisation) In much the same way as
the m agnetisation of a param agnet is a function of an
applied m agnetic eld. In particular, one expects that
the lower-lying orbital(s) should be m ore Iocalized in the
solid (eg ), aswe shallindeed nd to be the case. Further,
the fact that the ratio ofthe orbital occupations changes
discontinuously at the M IT forces one to associate a cor—
resoonding change in the trigonal eld aswell

O n the other hand, observation of global strong corre—
Jation signatures in various phases ofV,0 3 as described
above In detail In plies a uindam ental nadequacy of the
band description, and m andates use of a strong correla-
tion picture.

Sum m arising, a consistent description of the P I/PM
M IT requires a theoretically reliable description involv—
Ingm arriage of structuralaspects (LD A ) and strong cor—
relation features M ODMFT).

In the rest of this paper, we con ne ourselves to the
theoretical description of the PI/PM M ott transition
In V,03. Starting wih a detailed exposition of the
IDA+DMFT (IPT) which we use as a solver (the pros
and cons of using IPT visa-vis other in purity solvers
w il be discussed), we w ill derive a tw o— uid description
ofthe PI/PM transition In V,0 3 attem pting to achieve
an Intemally consistent description. Finally, a quanti-
tatively accurate description of the oneparticle spectral

function acrossthe M IT and low-T therm odynam icsw i1l
be dem onstrated w ithin this scenario.

III.LDA+DMFT TECHNIQUE

As argued in detail and shown I recent work29
ILDA+DMFT hastumed out to be the m ethod of choice
for a consistent theoretical description of the com peti-
tion between quasiatom ic, strong Coulom b interactions
m ultiorbial) and iinerance (LDA spectra, encoding
structuraldetails in the oneelectron picture) in realthree
din ensional transition-m etal and rare-earth com pounds.
The centraldi culty in this regard has been the choice
of an appropriate impuriy solver to solve the multi-
orbial, asymm etric Anderson im purity problem . Two
ways have been used w ith varying degrees of sucoess: i—
erated perturbation theory (IPT) and quantum M onte
Carlo QM C).

W e have used m ultiorbital extension of IPT to solve
the in purity m odel. O n the one hand, such an approach
should be valid if the behavior ofthe m utiorbital STAM
is analytic in U; U Y% Jy : this is known to hold for the
generalasymm etricversion. M O -IP T also hasthe advan—
tage of being extendable to T = 0, and the selfenergies
can be extracted at m odest num erical cost. O n the other
hand, it isby no m eans exact, and calculations done for
the oneband Hubbard m odeFd show quantitative di er—
encesbetween IPT and QM C results forthe criticalvalue
0of U =,U. at which the M IT occurs. It has also been
clain ed?? that the IPT spectral finctions are very dif-
ferent from the QM C ones, and the Jatter are clain ed to
be m ore reliable visa-vis the true spectral function, as
wellas w ith the actual, experim entally determ ned spec—
tral functions. Here, we should em phasise that the IPT
results for the many body DO S are_in excellent agree—
m ent w ith both exact djagona]jsatjonfq aswellasdynam —
icalDM RG resuls for the one band Hubbard m odel In
d= 1 . W hil no such evidence exists for m ulttiorbial
m odels, we believe that the above argum ents show that
IPT is a good approxin ation, even though it is not \nu-
m erically exact".

W ith these caveats, we describe ourm ultioroital iter—
ated perturbation theory M O -IPT ) for m ultiband cor-
related system s. Forearly TM oxides, one-electron band-
structure calculations show that, in three din ensional
cases, the by DO S is well separated from the eg DO S
aswellas from the O 2p DO S.M ore precisely, the \tyg"
D O S does have contributions from com ponents of the gy
and O 2p orbitals having tpy orbital symm etry. Struc-
turale ects, such as those produced by trigonal crystal

elds (V ;0 5¢1) and antiferroelkectric distortions (V0 ,2%)
are adequately describbed by LD A . In addition, them ulti-
orbital Coulom b interactions are param etrised by three
param eters U;U° and Jy . The Hund’s rule coupling,
Jy , Is very poorly screened and can be taken equal to
is atom ic value. The intra-orbital U ) and interorbial



U9 Coulomb interactions are screened in the actual
solid: usually, their screened valies have traditionally
been calculated using constrained LD A . In correlated sys—
tem s, this is a problem , however, as the dynam ical pro—
cesses screening these param eters arise from correlted
electrons having dualistic (itiherant-localised) character,
rather than from free band electrons. This wellknown
problem has received scant attention to date; indeed, we
are aw are of only one previous work attem pting to cure
thism alady 8% Below , we w ill show how the renom alised
U; U° are selfconsistently com puted in a correlated ap—
proach, and lead to a consistent description of the PES
results In the PM phase.

A .Them any-body H am iltonian

G enerally, the full m any-body Ham ittonian for early
TM O s is w ritten as,

X X
H = (ka+ 2 ap)C, &b + U NignNiag
kab ia
X X
+U°%  npng Jy SiaSip @)
iasb iasb

where a;b = xy;yz;jzx denote the three tpy orbitals.
D etails of the actual one—electron bandstructure in the
real lattice structure are encoded in the one-electron
band djspersgpn, ka: the corresponding LDA DOS is
(=N "' ., ( yi).Here J= . U@io

%)+ J% 0. 1), where . are the on-site energies of
ty orbitals within LDA and the rest of the tem s are
subtracted therefrom in order to avoid double-counting
of interactions already treated on the averageby LDA .
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FIG.1l. LDA partialdensity of states _for the g; (red) and
aig (blue) orbitals, cbtained from Ref.32.

W ith these qualitative rem arks, we now describe our
multiorbial LDA+DMFT procedure. W e em phasise

that the basic m ethod was already developed in Refgq,
and here, we extend this ideology using m ore detailed
analysisto study the fiilloneelectron spectralfiinction n
oth insulating and m etallic phases In V,0 3. O ur strat-
eqgy is:

(@) Beginning wih LDA resuls in the real corundum
lattice (see Fig. El:), derive a correlated M ott nsulating
state using multiorbital DMFT wih U = 5 &V, and
U%= 3&V wWeuseJdy = 10 eV rv3"), values ob—
tained from constrained LDA . The LDA bandw idth is
W = 25 eV, and thebare LDA trigonal eld is read o
as = 032eV.In what Pllow s, we willwork in the ba—
sisof LD A eigenstatesw hich diagonalisesthe oneparticle
density m atrix.

() M in ic the e ects of extemal pressure by noticing
that i should lead to m odi cation of the renorm alised
(correlated) value of the trigonal eld. In line w ith this
ideology, st known to be propounded by M ott and co—
workers, we search for the instability of the correlated
M ott mnsulator) solution found n @), to a second so—
ution of the DM FT equations as a function of . We
em phasise here that we do not change the bare LDA pa—
ram eters: ndeed, we argue that a M ott transition from a
correlated insulator to correlated m etalcannotbe validly
described by changing bare LD A param eters, sihoe these
have no clearm eaning In a strongly correlated system .

(©) To provide a quantitative description of the one-
electron spectral fnction in the m etallic phase, we use
the correlated DM FT) resuls to com pute the screening—
induced reduction in U;U ° in the m etallic phase. This is
crucial: we derive the screened U;U° in the PM phase
after deriving the M transition, and do not derive the
M transition jtselfby reducing U;U % as seem ingly done
in earlierwork 2982 U sing the DM FT result, the screened
U; U are estin ated by an extension of K anam ori’s t—
m atrix calculation to nite density.

U sing the screened values of U;U° (notice that Jy is
aln ost una ected by screening, so we use the sam e value
for it throughout), we com pare our theoretical (corre—
lated) DOS wih PES and XA S resuls obtained experi-
mentally in the PM phase.

Incorporation of electron correlations into the LDA
gives rise to a tw o-stage renom alisation:

1) U; U% and Jy give rise to multiorbital H artree
shifts in the on-site orbital energies of each tpy orbital
In V,0 3, the trigonal eld splits the t,4 degeneracy, w ith
the Iowest a;4 orbital [ xy + yz + zx)] lying about

= 0832 eV below the higher lying e ; orbitals [ &y
yz); @xy  yz zx)] wihin LDA . G iven this, the a4
orbial is always occupied by one electron, the second
residing In the ¢; orbitals. The observation of S = 1 on
each V sie requires strong Jy , In plyIng even stronger
U; U% even in the PM phase.

M ultiorbitalH artree shifts renom alise the orbitalen—
ergies: 5, = o+ Uoneg (e, = ot +U %n,,, ), where
Ne, 0a,,) is the &y (a14) orbital occupation . T hese
shifts correspond to e ects captured by LDA + U 2% They



do give the correct, Insulating ground states W ih or—
bital/m agnetic order), but cannot describe the phase
transition (s) from correlated M ott nsulators to corre—
lated m etals. This can be traced back to the fact that
LDA+U treats correlations on a static level, neglecting
quantum nature of electron dynam ics, and so cannot ac—
cess the spectral weight transferdriven physics at the
heart of M ott-H ubbard transitions.

(2) In a oneelectron picture, this would be the end of
the story. In reality, how ever, hopping ofan electron from
a given site to is neighbor(s) is accom panied by dynam i-
calgeneration of particle-hole pairs (the m ore, the larger
U;U° are), which inhibit its free band m otion. E lectrons
can m ove quasiocoherently by dragging their correspond-
ing \electronic polarisation cloud" along. W ith increas-
ngU; U 0, electrons get m ore and m ore \localised", cor-
resoponding to transfer of coherent low energy spectral
weight to high-energy (quastatom ic) lncoherent regions,
untilat the M IT , allthe weight resides in the incoherent
M ottH ubbard bands. It is precisely this e ect that is
out of scope of LDA+ U, and requires dynam ical m ean

eld theory OM FT) for a consistent resolution.

Sihce the system is strongly correlated, the small
changes In bare LDA param eters caused by (1) lead to
large changes in transfer of dynam ical spectral weight.
Speci cally, In system s undergoing M IT , an all changes
In bare LDA values of lattice distortion (s) transfer high—
energy spectralweight to low energies, driving the M ott
transition.

B .The oneparticle G reen’s functions

G iven the actual LDA DO S for the tpy orbitals (this
includes the V-d orbitals and O 2p part having \tpg"
symm etry), the band G reen’s functions w ithin the LDA
(in the basis which dJagona]Jses the one—Prparth]e densﬂ:y
m atrix) are G4 (!) apGa (1) = abI\:IL k(' xa)
W e de ne the correlated one-electron G reen’s function
and the associated irreducble selfenergy foreach orbial
a,by Gy (!) and 5 (!): the two are related by the
usualD yson’s equation,

G.,M(M)=BIMIY L) @)

Tt is obvious that the G reen’s finctions can be exactly
w ritten down for the non-interacting case, aswellas for
the atom ic Iim it ( x5 = 0). In contrast to the case of the
oneband Hubbard m odel, however, the exactly soluble
atom ic lim it contains the local, inter-orbital correlation
function, < nany >, In addition to < ny > .

1.MO-IPT: an interpolative ansatz for m ulti-orbital system s

In the soirit of the IPT developed by Rosenberg et
al. for the oneorbital Hubbard case, we require an in-
terpolative schem e that connects the two exactly soluble

cases above, gives correlated Fem iliquid behavior in the
m etallic phase, and a M ott-H ubbard transition from a
correlated FL m etalto a M otfdnsulator as a function of
U;U° for comm ensurate cases®3 Tn order to achieve this,
we have extended the philosophy of Ref. ',_3-5 . The cen—-
tral requirem ents for a consistent interpolative schem e
capabl of descrbbing all of the above are that:
(1) Fom ally de ned one-—electron G reen’s function,

G(')_ix ! 3)
a'_Nk!+ !

where ., describes the digpersion ofthe LDA bands for
orbitals a;b= tyg, and the selfenergy is given by

2)

A |
2= —= ab( @)
1 bBab ab (!)
w ith
U2 X
D) =Np—2  GIWNGY ARG+ ity il
n
©)
being the second-order (in U;U % contrbution. Here,
Nap = 2 Drajb= e;jey, and 4 Orajb = agigy ;.
F inally, the bath propagator is given as
Gl ——— 6)
@ '+ 4 a (M)
wih 4 (!) Interpreted as the dynam icalW eiss eld for
orbiala.

(ii) The interpolative selfenergy for each orbital a
should be chosen by xing interpolative param eters such
that the exact FriedelL uttinger sum rule is strictly (u-—
m erically) obeyed, and,

(iii) to reproduce the M ott insulator beyond a criti-
calcoupling, a high-energy expansion around the atom ic
lim it is perfom ed, yielding another equation for the in—
terploative param eters. Here, the high-energy expan-—
sion is truncated by including only the st few temm s
w hich guarantee the exact reproduction ofthe rst three
m om ents of the oneelectron spectral function. In con-—
trast to the onedband case, however, the exact atom ic
Ilim it for the m ultiorbital case contains the local, inter—
orbital correlation finction, D amR] =< nanp > S we
are aware ofonly one earherworkB twhereD 5, 0] is com —
puted using the coherent potentialapproxim ation (CPA).
Strictly speaking, this is an approxin ation to the Hub-
bard m odel(s) which is qualitatively valid in the M ott
Insulating state, but is known to f2il in the correlated
PM phase(s). This is because CPA replaces the actual,
dynam ical @nnealed) \disorder" in the PM phase(s) by
quenched, static disorder, and thus fails to capture the
dynam ical K ondo screening central to deriving correct
(correlated) FL behaviour in the PM phase. G iven this,



it is hard to identify the extent to which com puted re—
sults depend upon Introducing such approxin ations, and
this should be checked carefully by com parison w ith cal-
culations which com pute all local correlators in a single,
consistent schem e. T he correct way to com puteD ;0] is
actually not com plicated w thin m ultiorbial IPT, and
is described below .

T hese two equations for the param eters A 5, and B ,p
are solved to yield these as explicit fiinctions of U ;U %<
n, > ;< nanp > and < n? > (this last average is the \ef-
fective" num ber of ferm ions In orbitala corresponding to
an \e ective" G reen’s function used in the interpolative
IPT, see Refs. §§:§§) . Explicitly, we have,

na@ 2n,)+ D
Aab= a( . a) . ab[n] (7)
ng 1 ny)
and
1 2ny)Uap+
Bap = e ®)
Uabna (l na)
where n; and ng are de ned from the GFs G, (!) and
Gg (). The interorbial correlation function D ;] is
calculated from
Z 9
Daphl=< ng>< np> + MyeaHda ;)
Uab 1

the last temm follow Ing from the equation of m otion for
Ga(')and (1) LI [ o (1)Ga ()]

The above equations form a closed set of coupled,
non-linear equations which are solved num erically. W e
found fast convergence of the selfconsistent system of
equations, and typically twenty iterationssu ced forthe
pam eter values considered here. T he converged results
allow us to study the oneparticle DO S, and the corre—
soonding orbial occupations, spin states, as well as the
strength and character of localm ultiorbial correlations
In both PTand PM phases, as described below in detail.

IV.RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In this section, we present a detailed set of results for
the one-particle spectral finction in both the PTand PM
phases in V,0 3. W hilke doing so, we w illm ake extensive
contact and discuss im portant di erences between our
work here and previous results recently obtained by other
authors 2983

M Fig.4,we show the single partice DO S rtheM ott
insulator, obtained with U = 50 eV;U° = 3:0 &V and
Jg = 10 &V as correlation param eters for this system .
T hese arg slightly di erent from those used in our previ-
ous work,'ggn but arg roughly the sam e as those used by
Held et al. recently®% A clearM ottH ubbard gap, E¢ =
02 &V, is seen, and, as expected from the orbialassign—
ment, the e, states are m ore JIocalised in the solid. The
renom alised trigonal eld | = e, = 032 eV, is

aig

read o directly from Fjg.r@:. T he orbitaloccupations are
com puted to be @a,, iNe  iNe , = 0:32;0:34:0:34) in the
P I, in nice agreem ent w ith XA S estim ations.
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FIG.2. O rbitalresolved (upper panels) and total (lower
panel) one electron spectral function for the insulating phase
0ofV,03 obtained with 50 &V and Jy = 10 &V.

W e now study the param agnetic m etallic state ob-
tained as an Instability of the correlated M ott insulator
derived above. In otherworks, the PM state is \derived"
not by searching for an instability of the correlated P I
state under pressure, but by com puting the LDA band-
structure for the \m etallic" state without correlations.
T he screened values of U; U° are com puted using con—
strained LDA, and these are then used to describe the
PM phase. In reality, however, one has to study the
transition to the PM phase wihout laving the corre—
lated picture, and derive the transition by searching for
the second, m etallic solution ofthe DM FT equationsun-—
der pressure.

To justify our new approach, we spegify the problem s
associated w ith earlier approaches£%83%87

(1) X is theoretically inconsistent to derive a phase
transition between two strongly correlated phases by us—
Ing corresponding LD A bandstructures to separately de—
rive the tw o phases. T his isbecause using changes In bare
LDA parameters to study correlated phases is clearly
problem atic, since these param eters have no clearm ean—
Ing In a correlated picture. One must use the renor—
m alised values of these param eters instead, and these are
generically m odi ed in unknown ways by strong m ulti-
orbital correlations. T hese changes in bare LDA param —
eters, and the m odi cation of the response of correlated
electrons to these changes, m ust be selftonsistently de—
rived within the LDA+DMFT procedure. Clarly, this
route has not been used in other approaches.

(2) It ollow s that an Inescapable consequence of us—
ing such approaches is that the values of U;U ° used for
the PM phase are com puted using constrained LDA (ie,
using the uncorrelated bandstructure assum Ing that the



screening elctrons are free band electrons). However,
In reality, the screening electrons in the correlated PM

phase have a dualistic character generic to the M ott—
Hubkard character of the system . As is known from

Ref.@s , the electronic kinetic energy, or tinerance, is re—
duced in the PM phase: it is these correlated electrons
which screen U; U° in the real correlated system . Tn
an \ab niio" treatm ent, the e ective U;U ° should be
com puted using the correlated spectral functions to esti-
m ate screening. Replacem ent of the renomm alised spec—
tral functions by bare LDA ones will Introduce an ap—
proxim ation, overestin ating the screening ofU; U O (this
is hard to quantify, but is estim ated to be of order of
twenty percent!).

In order to avoid these di culties, we adopt the fol-
low Ing strategy.

(A ) W e hypothesise that extemalpressurem odi esthe
trigonal eld. To our know ledge, this is not com pletely
new : M ot and co-workers proposed such ideas in the
seventies® and m ore recently, Tanaka m ade a sin ilar hy—
pothesis in a cluster approach ©orv,0 ;3 L% To m odelthis
change in  + under pressure, we do not change the trig—
onal eld by hand. Rather, we input trial values of ,
changing it from itsvalie in the M ott) PIby sn alltrial
am ounts, and search num erically for its criticalvalue, ¢,
which stabilises the second, correlated m etallic solution
of the DM FT equations. The new values of + In the
(correlated) PM phase are again read o from the con—
verged DO S for each orbital. W e em phasise that we do
not decrease U ;U ° by hand, neither do we use di erent
LDA DO S fordi erent phases, foyreasons explained be—
fore. W e note that Savrasov et al2? have em plyed sim -
lar deology to study the giant volum e collapse across the

transition n P u.

In a strongly correlated system , an all changes In the
renom alised trigonal eld lead to large changes In dy—
nam ical spectral weight transfer from high—-to low en-—
ergies, typically over a scale of a few eV . This is pre—
cisely ourm echanism for the rst-orderM ott transition
In V,0 3 under pressure. W e expect the free energy to
have a double well structure. P ressure changes the trig—
onal eld We rem ind the reader that  acts lke an
extemal eld in the orbital sector), lowering the second
minimum (M) rlhtive to the st PI) beyond ¢.

(B ) U sing the converged D O S for each orbial, the oc—
cupation (s) of various orbitals (@nd their changes from
their P I values), the local spin value at each V site, and
Inform ation about the detailed characterofthe PM state
is directly obtained.

In Fjg.-'_ij., we show our resuls for the PM phase ob—
tained wihin our technique. At T = 0, the hypothet—
ical PM phase (it is never observed in reality) shows a
sharp, quasicoherent F L resonance. W e identify this fea—
ture with com bined soin-orbital K ondo screening in the
PM phaseofamultiorbialH ubbardm odel This iseas—
ily seen as ollow s. To obtain a correlated M ott nsulator,
weneednotonly U = 50&V,butaloU®’ U 2Jy)=
30 eV : indeed, ifU ° were ignored, a tpy ekctron hopping

from oneV site to its neighbor could alwayshop o like
a band electron just by going into an unoccupied tpq or-
bial at that site, m aking a P I state in possble. G iven
the an all spectral weight carried by this feature, we ex—
pect a low lattice coherence scale, above which the PM
would be described as an incoherent m etal. T he trigonal
ed in thePM, Y= 0291 eV and the occupations
of each tpy orbials, haigiNegiiNegz = 0:38;0:31;0:31],
areread o from the converged PM solution oftheDM F
equations. Very satisfyingly, the soin state rem ains un—
changed, and the orbital occupations change across the
M IT I sem iquantitative agreem ent w ith XA S resulstd

0.4

X I I 0.0 I I I I
-30 -20 -1.0 00 1.0 20 30 -30 -20 -10 00 10 20 3.0
w w

0.9

o
o

plﬂlﬂl (w)

o
w

0.0 L
-3.0 -2.0 -1.0 0.0 1.0 20 3.0

FIG.3. (color online) O rbitalresolved (upper panels) and
total (lower panel) one electron spectral functions for the
m etallic phase 0f V20 3. Note that only the a;4 orbitalDO S
crosses Er In the m etallic phase; the e; orbitals still shows
M ott-H ubbard insulating features, show ing the \two— uid"
character oftheM IT in V,03.

In Fjgs.:ff and :B, we show the e ect of nite tem per-
ature on our results. A s expected on general grounds
within theDM FT fram ew ork, the F'L. resonance is broad—
ened by niteT and lowered in height (the pinning of
the interactingDO S at Er to sLDA value, dictated by
Luttinger’s theoram , hods only at T = 0). The e ects
of introducing chem ical disorder in the PTI is shown in
Fig.i. The results were cbtained by combining m ulti-
orbital] IPT with the coherent-potential approxin ation
CcpPA)®). In agreem ent w ith very recent observations23
we Indeed observe a broadened \quasipartick" in the
PM, and closing in of the M ott gap In the PI by in—
coherent spectral weight transferred across large energy
scales from high-to low energies. Comparing Figs. :_4
and g, i is clear that, at su ciently high-T , the spectra
in the chem ically disordered P Tand the PM phasesdo re-
semble each other qualitatively. A s observed by A lien A
this in plies that there is no fiindam ental di erence be-
tween the \m etal" and \insulator" at su ciently high T :
this agreesw ith the observation that the rst orderM ott
transition is replaced by a sm ooth crossoverat high T .
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FIG.4. E ect of tem perature (T) on the orbitalresolved
(upper panel) and total (lower panel) one electron spectral
functions for the insulating phase 0fV,0 3.
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FIG.5. E ect of tem perature (T) on the orbitalresolved
(upper panels) and total (lower panel) one electron spectral
functions for the m etallic phase 0fV 20 3.

An extremely important conclusion follows directly
from an exam ination of the orbitalresolved DO S in the
PM phase.W e ndthatthee, orbialD O S shows\M ott
hsulating" (see Fig. 6") behaVJOr, while only the a;4 or-
bital DO S is responsible for the m etallicity. This con—
stitutes an explicit realisation of the \two— uid" m odel
used phenom enologically in oonnectJor,l. w ith the.M T n
disordered sem iconductorsin the past? In Refs248¢ we
already showed the orbital selective character, as well
as the evolution ofthe DO S at Er as a function of the
occupation of the a;y orbital. A clear rstorder IM
transition around n,,, = 038 was fund, involving, as
described above, a discontinuous change in (selfconsis—
tently determ ined) occupations of each orbital. These
observations are intim ately linked to the multiorbial

10

M ott—H ubbard character of correlations in V,03. Po—
larised XA S resuls m ight already hold the cluie to es—
tablishing an approxim ate two— uid character of the PM
phase: the a;4 spectralweight should dom inate over the
&4 contribution for energies up to the M ott gap. O bital
resolved optical studies could also be used to test our
picture.
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FIG.6. E ectofdisorder (v) on the orbitalresolved (upper
panels) and total (low er panel) one electron spectral fiinctions
for the m etallic phase 0fV,0 3.

Strong indirect,support or our picture com es from the
early observation? of an anisotropic change in the lattice
constantsalong a=pb (planar) and caxesacrosstheP M IT
In V,0 ;5. Instead of a uniform volum e collapse expected
acrosstheM IT ,'31: increase n a o) and a decrease In cwas
found acrosstheM IT . Such an anisotropicvolum e change
acrosstheM IT is inconsistent w ith sim ultaneous gapping
of all by orbitals (where we would expect an isotropic
volum e change), but is com pletely consistent w ith our
(orbital selective) two— uld picture derived above.

V.COMPARISON W ITH PES AND XAS

In this section, we describe how our approach provides
an excellent description of the experin ental photoem is—
sion PES) and X —ray absorption XA S) dataon V,05 In
the PM phase. A s argued before, this requires us to re—
com pute the fiill oneparticle local spectral function (to—
talD O S) using values ofU ;U ? renom alised by dynam ical
m etallic screening in the correlated m etallic phase. In or-
der to do this, welhave used an extension of K anam ord’s
t-m atrix approacht to estin ate these param eters.

In the m ultiorbital case, this is a horrendous problem
In general. Fortunately, In the e ective two- uid picture
ofthe PM phase derived above, the general analysis can
be sinpli ed. This is because the e; elctrons rem ain
\insulating", ie, M ott localised, up to energies of the or-
der of the M ottH ubbard gap. W e then expect only the



a1y electrons to provide e cient screening, and so con-—
sideronly the a;4 band in the com putation ofthee ective
U; U%below . Tn general, we need the fill g-dependent
particle-particle susceptibility forthispurpose. U sing the
LDA+DMFT Green function for the a;4 orbial,

1 X
pp @) = N_ alg @ k;ilg n)Galq k;in)
nm k
(10)
In d = 1, this can be expressed as an integral over

the LD,A DO S and the full irreducible one<electron self-
energygé', pem iting a direct evalnation. The onsie
Hubbard U is renom alised by the localpart of this sus—
ceptibility, via the equation,

U
Uete = ——— 7 = ¢

11
1+U () )

Using the relation U / @U%+ 23y ), valid fr tpy
system s, along w ith the fact that Jy is essentially un—
screened, weestin ateU; U % thePM phase. W e cbserve
that this In plies a frequency-dependent Uers = U (!).
W e have found, however, on com putation that the ! -
dependence isweak or energies up to the M ott gap, and
souse s ! = O value Ugre = U (0) n what ollow s.

® Mo et al. , 175K , hv=700V
O Schramme et al., 300K, hv=60eV
<O Mueller et al.

Intensity (arb. unit)

FIG.7. (color online) Comparison of theoretical LDA
+DMFT result blue) forthe totalone—electron spectral func—
tion In them etallic phase 0ofV 0 3 to the experin ental results
taken from Refs.éiE,éé (for PE S) and from Ref.@ZZ (forXAS).

Starting w ith the values ofU; U 0 used earlier, we es—
timate _0) " 0084, yielding Uerr * 35 &V.W ih
Ty 10 eV, this inplies that U%’ 15 &V.W e have
recom puted the one-electron spectral function for the
PM phase using these values.,-The results are com —
pared w ith experin entalwork?}23%2 in Figil. Very sat-
isfyingly, excellent quantitative agreem ent over aln ost
the whole energy scale from 30 ! 12 &V is

11

clearly observed. In addition to the detailed shape of
the lower Hubbard band (in PES), excellent agreem ent
w ith the Intense peak in XA S is also clear. Consider-
ation of parts of the spectrum for ! 30 &V and
! 12 eV is hampered by our restriction to the t4
sector n the LDA+DM FT calculations. D ue to the re—
duction of U;U° as above, the tyg orbital occupation is
Nnow (MaigiNegliNeg2) = O :3|6.;O:32;0:32), in even better
agreem ent w th XA S resultst

H ow ever, though good, the agreem ent is not quie so
perfect in the low -energy region: our com puted\’bxroad"
peak (ascrbed to a \quasipartick" in earlier work??3) is
narrow er than the experin ental feature by a factor of
1.8.0n rst sight thism ight seem to con m the inter-
pretation in the earlier work. H owever, we observe that
this feature is peaked at ! 037 eV, while a clar
pseudogap-like dip is resolved around Er . Hence, In our
picture, the m etallic phase cannot be described In a FL
quasiparticle language; Instead, short-lived, incoherent,
non-F L pseudoparticles should dom inate the PM phase.
Interestingly, observation of a linear-in-T (instead of the
T? form ra correlated FL) resistivity supports a non—
FL quasiparticle Interpetation. It is possible that the T
regin e w here this is valid lies above an e ective FL co—
herence scale (pelow which a T2 term i resistivity would
follow ) which ism asked by em ergence of orbital/spin or-
dered insulating states at ower T. At T > Tcon, the
dc resistivity is lndeed lnear n T in a Hubbard m odel
fram ew ork, where i arises from inelastic scattering o
ungquenched spin-orbitallocalmomentsinad= 1 multi-
band Hubbard m odel.

O urobservation ofa low energy pseudogap feature can
be traced back to the strong bondJng—antJbondJng Solit-
ting observed In LDA results (see Fig. -].) This is a di-
rect consequence of strong hopping along the a; 4 orbitals,
leading to strong covalency and robust singlet character
between V-V pairs along the caxis. (see Ref. .43 for an
early discussion on this point). Our analysis does par-
tially show up the e ects of strong covalency, m anifested
In the pseudogap feature found above. H ow ever, the fact
that we can resolve m ost of the spectrum accurately, but
failto reproduce the correct broadening ofthe low -energy
feature, inplies that i m ay be necessary to explicitly
consider the dynam ical e ects of intersite (V-V) corre—
lations for a com plete resolution of the PES spectrum ,
as alluded to In the experin ental section. This is how —
ever out of scope of LDA+DM F T, and requires a cluster
extension.

VI.CONCLUSION

In conclusion, we have studied the rst-order M ott
transition under pressure In V,0 3 using the state-ofthe-
art LDA+DMFT technique. W e have proposed a new
picture forthe M IT , which is driven by large changes in
the transfer of dynam ical spectral weight (via DM FT)



accom panying am all changes in the renom alised trigo—
nal el splitting under pressure. Very good quantitative
agreem entw ith the orbitaloccupations, spin state of v 3*
jons, as well as e ective m ass enhancem ent in the PM
state iscbtained. TheM IT is found to be rstorder, and
orbitalselective (only thea;y DO S show sm etallicbehav—
jor) . Finally, using the correlated solution, we have com —
puted the screening induced renom alisation of U;U° 1n
the PM phase. U sing these, excellent quantitative agree—
ment wih the fall oneparticle spectral function PES
and XA S) is found In the PM phase. These ndings con—
stitute strong support for our underlying two— uid pic—
ture, which is ultim ately an interesting m anifestation of
strong, m ultiorbital Coulomb interactions in this early
transition-m etal oxide.
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