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C om m ent on \O rbital-selective M ott transitions in tw o-band H ubbard m odels"

A. Liebsch
Institut f�ur Festk�orperforschung, Forschungszentrum J�ulich, 52425 J�ulich, G erm any

A recentpaperby Bl�um eretal.[cond-m at/0609758]again criticizesearlierQ M C/D M FT results

by Liebsch [Phys.Rev.B 70,165103 (2004)].Thiscriticism isshown to be unfounded.

In Ref. 1 Bl�um er et al. continue to criticize earlier

Q M C/DM FT calculations by Liebsch [2] for the non-

isotropic two-band Hubbard m odel. Now it is claim ed:

\W equantifynum ericalerrorsin earlierQ M C datawhich

had obscured the second transition" and: \The second

transition islostin the noise ofearlierdata [2]with er-

rorsexceeding 100 % atboth transitions".

W e pointoutthatRef.1 once again doesnotprovide

any com parisonsofself-energiesorspectraldistributions

[3],nordoesitreferto recentwork [4,5]which con�rm s

the resultsofRef.2.A directcom parison dem onstrates,

asweshow here,thatboth Q M C calculationsarein good

agreem entand thattheaboveclaim sareunfounded.

Fig.1 showsthecom parison ofQ M C self-energiescal-

culated in Ref.2with thoseofRef.1.Fig.2showsanalo-

gousresultsobtained via exactdiagonalization (ED)and

num ericalrenorm alization group (NRG )[5].
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FIG .1: (a)Q M C subband self-energies� i(i!n)fordi�erent

U ,from Fig.10 ofRef.2. Solid red curves: narrow band;

dashed blue curves:wide band.(b)Q M C self-energy ofwide

band,adapted from Fig.2 ofRef.1 (K BD ).Thenarrow band

isinsulating in thisrange.

Evidently,allcalculationsgive the sam e trend:W hen

the narrow band becom es insulating,the self-energy of

the wide band no longerexhibits� i!n behavioratlow

frequencies,aswould be characteristicofa Ferm i-liquid.

Instead,itshowsprogressive bad-m etallic behavior,ap-

proaching a �nitevaluein the i!n ! 0 lim it.Thisvalue

grows with increasing U ,untilit diverges near 2.7 eV.

Ref.2 states: \�2(i!n) becom es inversely proportional

to !n at2.7 eV,i.e.,a gap opensup."

Precisely this behavior is seen in the quasi-particle

spectra derived in Refs.1 and 2 (see Fig.3). Despite

thedi�erencescaused by di�erentm axim um entropy �t-

ting param eters,the low-frequency region is in perfect

agreem ent. Both spectra show that,when the narrow

band becom esinsulating,the wide band revealsa pseu-

dogap which getsprogressivelydeeperwith increasingU ,

untilthisband becom esfully insulating near2.7 eV.
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FIG .2: (a) ED subband self-energies for the sam e param -

etersas in Fig.1(a). Solid red curves: narrow band;dashed

blue curves: wide band. (b) Com parison of ED and NRG

self-energies ofwide band. The narrow band isinsulating in

thisrange.(Both resultsfrom Ref.5).

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0610482v1
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0609758
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FIG .3: Q uasiparticle spectra from Ref.2 at T = 31 m eV

(left panels) and from Ref.1 (K BD ) at T = 25 m eV (right

panels). Solid red curves: narrow band;dashed blue curves:

wide band; dotted curves: bare densities of states. (See

Ref.3.)

The self-energies and spectral distributions indicate

thatthere is good agreem entbetween the Q M C results

ofRefs.1 and 2.Both describeidenticalphysicsand are

consistentwith theED and NRG results.Thereisno ev-

idenceofany sortofdisparity.Thus,theclaim sin Ref.1

haveno basis.

Fig.4com paresZi(U )= 1=[1� Im �i(i!0)=i!0].Again,

there is good agreem ent,consistent with the results in

Figs.1{3. The m ain di�erence isthatthe Coulom b en-

ergiesatwhich subbandsbecom e insulating are slightly

lowerin Ref.1 than in Ref.2 (see also Fig.3).

Although the Zi(U )arederived from the self-energies

in Fig.1,Ref.1 claim s that �Z i(U ) (obtained by sub-

tracting resultsfrom Refs.1 and 2)revealsa qualitative

di�erence:\second transition lostin noise",etc.

A properanalysisof�Z i(U )should,ofcourse,include

(i) the di�erenterrorm arginsresulting from Q M C sta-

tisticaluncertainties,num ber ofsweepsand tim e slices,

and (ii) the di�erent Coulom b energies at which sub-

bands becom e insulating,for instance,as a result ofa
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FIG .4: Com parison ofZi(U )derived within Q M C forT =

31 m eV,Ising exchange with J = U=4 [3].Z1:narrow band;

Z2:wide band.Solid and open dots(blue):resultsofRef.2

(L);crosses(red):resultsofRef.1 (K BD ).

di�erentU m esh,di�erentnum berofiterationsand crit-

icalslowing down. These issues are particularly im por-

tantwhen �i(i!n)becom essingularand Zi(U )becom es

sm all. Since allofthisisignored in Ref.1,itisno sur-

prisethattheagreem entseen in Fig.4 can beturned,at

speci�cpoints,into �cticiousdisagreem entof�Z i(U )of

arbitrary m agnitude.

Evidently the criticism in Ref.1 is based on a fun-

dam entally inadequate analysis of�Z i(U ). M oreover,

Ref.1 does not provide the reader with direct com par-

isonsofself-energiesorspectralfunctions,such asgiven

here in Figs.1,3 or in Ref.3,which dem onstrate good

agreem ent.Finally,Ref.1 ignoresthatthe Q M C results

ofRef.2 were fully con�rm ed by ED and NRG calcula-

tions[4,5].

W e conclude that the Q M C/DM FT results ofRef.2

arecorrect:Thenon-isotropictwo-band Hubbard m odel

with Isingexchangeexhibitsa�rst-orderM otttransition

near U = 2:1 eV when the narrow band becom es insu-

lating,with characteristichysteresisbehavior,and there

isno sign of�rst-orderbehaviorwhen thewideband be-

com esinsulating near2:7 eV.

Asalsoshown bytheED/DM FT calculationsin Ref.4,

to obtain sequential �rst-order M ott transitions, it is

essentialto go beyond Ising exchange and include full

Hund’scoupling.
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