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Insulating Phases ofthe d = 1 H ubbard m odel

David E Logan,M ichaelP Eastwood and M ichaelA Tusch
Physicaland TheoreticalChem istry Laboratory,University ofO xford,South Parks Road,O xford OX1 3Q Z (U.K .)

A theory isdeveloped forthe T = 0 M ott-Hubbard insulating phasesofthe d1 Hubbard m odel
at 1

2
-�lling, including both the antiferrom agnetic (AF) and param agnetic (P) insulators. Local

m om ents are introduced explicitly from the outset,enabling ready identi�cation ofthe dom inant
low energy scalesforinsulating spin-ip excitations.D ynam icalcoupling ofsingle-particleprocesses
to the spin-ip excitations leads to a renorm alized self-consistent description ofthe single-particle
propagators that is shown to be asym ptotically exact in strong coupling,for both the AF and P
phases.FortheAF case,theresultanttheory isapplicable overtheentireU -range,and isdiscussed
in som e detail. For the P phase,we consider in particular the destruction ofthe M ott insulator,
the resultant criticalbehaviour ofwhich is found to stem inherently from proper inclusion ofthe
spin-ip excitations.

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

Since itsinception m ore than thirty yearsago [1],the
Hubbard m odelhas becom e the canonicalm odelofin-
teracting ferm ions on a lattice. Although possibly the
sim plestm odelto describecom petition between electron
itinerancy and localization,with attendantim plications
for a host of physical phenom ena from m agnetism to
m etal-insulator transitions, its sim plicity is super�cial
and an exact solution exists only for d = 1 dim ension
[2].
Recently,M etzner and Vollhardt [3]have pointed to

the im portance of the opposite extrem e, d = 1 . In
suppressing spatial uctuations, the m any-body prob-
lem heresim pli�esconsiderably,reducing to a dynam ical
single-sitem ean-�eld problem .M otivated in partby the
expectation that an understanding ofthe d = 1 lim it
willserveasa starting pointforsystem aticinvestigation
of �nite dim ensions, and by the knowledge that som e
im portantvestigesof�nite-d behaviourrem ain inherent
in the d = 1 lim it,intense study ofthe 1

2
-�lled d = 1

Hubbard m odelon bipartitelatticeshassinceensued;for
recentdetailed reviews,seeRefs[4,5,6].
Thetrueground stateofthem odelisan antiferrom ag-

net(AF)forallinteraction strengthsU > 0.O neaim of
thepresentwork [7]isto develop a theory forthed = 1

AF which,in contrast to previous theories for the AF
phase[8,9,10],isreliableoverthe entireU -range,and in
particularbecom esexactin the U ! 1 strong coupling
lim it both at 1

2
-�lling where the Hubbard m odelm aps

onto the AF Heisenberg m odel,and in the one-hole sec-
torwhereitreducesto the t-J m odel[11]
The m ajority ofprevious work [4,5,6]on the d = 1

Hubbard m odel has focused on the param agnetic (P)
phase thatresults,even forT = 0,sim ply by neglecting
the m agnetic ordering (or suppressing it via frustration
[5]). O ne highlightofthiswork hasbeen the em ergence
ofadetailed description oftheM ottm etal-insulatortran-
sition, although here too the picture is not com plete:
forexam ple,a �rm understanding ofthe m echanism by

which the T = 0 M ott insulating solution is destroyed,
and even whetheritiscontinuousor�rst-order,rem ains
elusive [5,12]. A second aim ofthispaperisto focuson
theinsulating stateoftheP phase,and to develop a the-
ory foriton a footing essentially identicalto thatforthe
AF,which likewisebecom esexactin strongcoupling and
which perm itsan analysisofthedestruction oftheM ott
insulator.
In seeking to develop a ‘uni�ed’description ofthe AF

and P insulating phases,we adopta ratherdi�erentap-
proach to that taken in previous work [4,5,6]by intro-
ducing explicitly,and from the outset,the notion ofsite
localm om ents. To this end we consider �rst a conven-
tionalT = 0 m ean-�eld approach to the problem in the
form ofunrestrictedHartree-Fock(UHF),togetherwith a
random phase approxim ation (RPA)fortransverse spin
excitations ofthe m ean-�eld state. Despite the lim ita-
tionsofsuch an approach per se,itsim portance resides
in enabling identi�cation ofkey low energy scalesforin-
sulating spin-ip excitations. Since spatialuctuations
are suppressed for d = 1 ,the low energy spin-ip ex-
citationsare found to be Ising-like and (foreach phase)
characterized by a single scale,!s. This has a sim ple
physicalinterpretation. For the AF,!s = !p(U ) is es-
sentially justtheenergy costofippingaspin in theN�eel
ordered background;the ubiquity ofantiferrom agnetism
for allU > 0 leads naturally to !p > 0 for allU ,with
!p � 1=U asU ! 1 asone expects in the Heisenberg
lim it. Forthe P phase by contrast,where m agnetic or-
deringisabsent,thefactthatagiven spin isequallylikely
to be surrounded by "-or#-spinsand thus(ford = 1 )
has as m any "- as #-spin neighbours,ensures that the
corresponding spin-ip energy cost !s = 0 for allU in
the insulating state.
Identi�cation ofthe low energy spin-ip scales,while

crucialto the presentwork,isprelim inary:to transcend
thelim itationsoftheconventional‘static’m ean-�eld ap-
proach, single-particle processes m ust subsequently be
coupled dynam ically to the transverse spin-ip excita-
tions.Itisthiswhich,in leading aswe shalldescribe to

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9706053v1


a self-consistentdescription ofthe single-particle G reen
functions, enables the aim s outlined in the preceding
paragraphsto be achieved.
The Hubbard Ham iltonian,in standard notation,is

H = � t
X

(ij)�

c
y

i�cj� + U
X

i

ni"ni# :t= t�=
p
2Z

(1.1)

with the (ij) sum overnearest neighbour sites on a bi-
partite lattice ofcoordination num ber Z: a Bethe lat-
tice (on which in practice we shalllargely focus),or a
d-dim ensionalhypercube. To ensure a non-triviallim it
asd ! 1 [3],the hopping isscaled ast= t�=

p
2Z.The

paperisorganised asfollows.UHF+ RPA,and the spin-
ip scales referred to above,are discussed in x2. Em -
phasis is also given here to sim ple physicalargum ents
which,in highlighting both the de�ciencies and virtues
ofUHF+ RPA,indicatewhatisrequired to go beyond it;
particularattention beinggiven in thisregardtoUHF for
theP phase,in view ofitscloserelation totheearly work
ofHubbard [13]and the Falicov-K im ballm odel[14].
Dynam icalcoupling ofsingle-particleprocessesto the

transverse spin excitations is considered in x3,leading
(x3.1)toarenorm alized self-consistentapproxim ation for
the (T = 0)single-particle G reen functions upon which
we subsequently concentrate. In x3.2 the strong cou-
pling behaviour is exam ined analytically,and shown to
be asym ptotically exactforboth the P and AF phases.
Resultsaregiven in x3.3,focusing in particularon single-
particlespectrafortheAF from strongto weak coupling,
and on a discussion ofthe localization characteristicsof
thesingle-particleexcitations{thelatterbeingquitesub-
tle,and pointing to the delicacy ofthe lim itU ! 1 for
the AF phase. Forthe P insulator,single-particle spec-
tra are discussed briey in x3.3,before considering the
destruction ofthe M ott insulating solution in x4. The
single-particle gap is found to close continuously,with
an exponent � = 1,at a criticalUc = 3:41t�. The ori-
ginsofthisbehaviourarefound to stem from inclusion of
the !s = 0 spin-ip scalein the interaction self-energies,
pointing to the im portance ofsuch throughout the en-
tire insulating regim e, and not solely in obtaining the
exactstrongcoupling lim it.Theresultsofx4 arein good
agreem entwith recentnum ericalwork [12],asdiscussed
in x5.

2. C O N V EN T IO N A L M EA N -FIELD A P P R O A C H

W efocuson thezerotem peraturesingle-particleG reen
functions,de�ned by

G ii;� = � ihTfci�(t)c
y

i�
gi� G

+

ii;�
(t)+ G

�
ii;�

(t) (2.1)

(for the site diagonalelem ent);and separated for later
purposesintoretarded(+ ;t> 0)and advanced(� ;t� 0)

com ponents.Theessentialfeatureofd1 isthatthecor-
responding interaction self-energy issite-diagonal[3,15],
~�ij;�(~!) = �ij~�i�(~!);here,and throughout, ~! denotes
frequency relative to the Ferm ilevel,viz ~! = ! � U=2.
G ii;�(~!)m ay be written as

G ii;�(~!)= [~! � ~�i�(~!)� Si�(~!)]
� 1 (2.2a)

whereSi� isthe‘m edium ’self-energy | which alonesur-
vivesin thenon-interactinglim it| expressinghoppingof
�-spinelectronstoneighbouringsites.Sim pleapplication
of Feenberg’s renorm alized perturbation theory [16,17]
showsthat,ford = 1 butregardlessoflattice type,Si�
isa functionalsolely ofthe fG jj;�g. The functionalde-
pendenceisparticularlysim plefortheBethelattice(BL)
on which weconcentrate,nam ely

Si�(~!)=
X

j

t
2
ijG jj;�(~!) (2.2b)

with tij = t�=
p
2Z the nearest neighbour hopping ele-

m ent.Notethatthisisquitegeneral;no assum ption has
been m adeaboutm agneticordering orotherwise.
W e consider now a conventionalm ean-�eld approach

to the single-particleG reen functions.

2.1 U H F

For both the AF and P phases, a Hartree-Fock ap-
proxim ation | by which weem phasizeisherem eantspin
unrestricted Hartree-Fock (UHF)| is the sim plestnon-
trivialm ean �eld approxim ation,in which the notion of
site localm om ents (�i), regarded as the �rst e�ect of
electron interactions,entersfrom the outset. In the AF
case,thelocalm om entsarenaturally ordered in an A/B
2-sublattice N�eelstate,with �i = � j�jfor site iin the
A/B sublatticerespectively [18].FortheP phaseby con-
trast,thelocalm om entsarerandom ly oriented:a siteis
equally likely to beA-typeasB-type[19].In eithercase
the essential| and lim iting| feature ofUHF isthatit
is a static approxim ation,with solely elastic scattering
ofelectrons and !-independent interaction self-energies
approxim ated by

~�0
A � = �

�

2
U j�j= � ~�0

B � : (2.3)

Forthe AF phase,the UHF G reen functions(G 0
ii;� �

G 0
�� with � = A or B)follow from Eqs(2.2,2.3)for the

BL as

G 0
A �(~!) = [~! + �

2
U j�j� 1

2
t2�G

0
B �(~!)]

� 1

G 0
B �(~!) = [~! � �

2
U j�j� 1

2
t2�G

0
A �(~!)]

� 1 : AF

(2.4)

where the ‘m edium ’ self-energy part reects the 2-
sublattice structure ofthe N�eelstate. Eqs (2.4) are a
closed set,with the UHF localm om entj�j= j�0jfound
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self-consistentlyviatheusualgap equation (seee.g.[20]),
which m ay be written form ally as

j�0j=

Z 0

� 1

d~! (D A "(~!)� DA #(~!)) (2.5)

in term softhecorrespondingspectraldensities.And the
totalG reen function isgiven by

G
0(~!)= 1

2
[G 0

A �(~!)+ G
0
B �(~!)] (2.6)

such thatD 0(~!)= � �� 1sgn(~!)Im G 0(~!)givesthe total
single-particlespectrum .
Forthe P phaseby contrast,

G 0
A �(~!) = [~! + �

2
U j�j� 1

2
t2�G

0(~!)]� 1

G 0
B �(~!) = [~! � �

2
U j�j� 1

2
t2�G

0(~!)]� 1
: P (2.7)

The sole di�erence to Eq. (2.4) occurs in the m edium
self-energy (seeEq.(2.2b)),sincethenearestneighbours
to any site are equally likely to be A-or B-type sites.
Eqs(2.6)are a closed setfor G 0(~!) and the G 0

�� (~!)in
theP phase;theUHF localm om entisagain found from
Eq.(2.5).
Foreitherphase therearetwo basicsym m etries,viz

D
0
A �(~!)= D

0
B � �(~!) (2.8a)

= D
0
A � �(� ~!) (2.8b)

reecting the " = #-spin sym m etry (G 0
A �(~!)= G 0

B � �(~!))
and particle-holesym m etry (G 0

A �(~!)= � G0
A � �(� ~!))re-

spectively;and notethereforefrom Eq.(2.6)thatG 0(~!)
isnaturally independentofthe spin,�.
W e add further that UHF yields the correct atom ic

lim it (where j�0j= 1)foreither phase,as is clearfrom
Eqs(2.4,2.6,2.7)with t� = 0.

A.Antiferrom agnet

UHF for the AF has been widely studied since the
early work ofPenn [18]. Here we m ention only thatfor
any d > 1 the exact ground state ofthe 1

2
-�lled Hub-

bard m odelon a bipartite lattice isan AF insulatorfor
allU > 0,and thisisqualitatively wellcaptured atUHF
level: for allU > 0, the m ean-�eld ground state is a
2-sublattice N�eelAF,with a gap in the single-particle
spectrum D 0(~!) given by �(U ) = U j�j;Fig. 1 shows
D 0(~!)atU=t� = 4 forthe d1 BL.
Thede�cienciesofUHF arehoweverm ostclearly seen

in strong coupling,U ! 1 ,wherefortheAF thesingle-
particlespectrum reducesto D 0(~!)= 1

2
[�(~!+ U

2
)+ �(~!�

U

2
)]| asfortheatom iclim it,t� = 0.Thephysicalorigin

ofthisissim ple:considerforexam pletheupperHubbard
band in strong coupling,and im agine adding an "-spin
electron to a site (B-type)already occupied by a #-spin.
SinceUHF isan independent(albeitinteracting)electron
approxim ation,onlytheadded "-spin can potentiallyhop

to nearestneighbour(NN)sites. Butitcannotdo so in
thestrongcouplinglim it,sincefortheAF allNN’stothe
#-spin B-siteare"-spins(A-type).Theadded "-spin thus
e�ectively ‘sees’the #-spin site asan isolated site,hence
the em ergence ofatom ic lim it behaviour as the strong
coupling lim itatUHF level.Butwhile physically trans-
parent,thisbehaviouriswrong.In strong coupling,and
for the 1-hole sector appropriate to the lower Hubbard
band (or1-doublon sectorfortheupperHubbard band),
the Hubbard m odelm apsonto the t-J m odel[11]

Ĥ tJ = � t
X

(i;j)�

�cyi��cj� +
1

2
J1

X

(i;j)

(S i� Sj � 1

4
ninj) (2.9)

wheretheholem ovesin a restricted subspaceofno dou-
blyoccupied sites(�cyi� = c

y

i�(1� ni� �));and in theuctu-
atingspin backgroundprovidedbytheHeisenbergpartof
Ĥ tJ,with NN exchangecoupling J1 = 4t2=U .Although
itisexactin theatom iclim it,UHF byitselfcan evidently
say essentially nothing aboutthe strong coupling lim it.

B.Param agnet

UHF forthe T = 0 param agneticphase warrantssep-
arate discussion,in part because ofits very close rela-
tion to two other wellknown approaches. The �rst is
thatdueto Hubbard [13],with ‘spin-disorderscattering’
only.Thisisoften called theHubbard III(HIII)approx-
im ation,and we here referto itthus(noting that‘reso-
nantbroadening’contributionsareadditionally included
in Ref.[13]).HIIIisequivalentto UHF,butwith a satu-
rated localm om ent.Thus,with j�j= 1,theresultantcu-
bicequation forG 0(~!)on thed1 BL,obtained from Eqs
(2.6,2.7)above,coincidesprecisely with theHIIIapprox-
im ation forany U ;seeeg Eq.(34)ofRef.[21].Although
Hubbard’soriginalform alism isvery di�erent,itsphysi-
calcontentisthatofa static approxim ation to an alloy
analogy description [22];a close relationship to UHF is
thusto be expected.
Thesecond connection isto theFalicov-K im ball(FK )

m odel[14],a sim pli�ed version ofthe Hubbard m odel
in which electronsofonly one spin type arem obile,and
which ford1 isexactly soluble [23,24,25].Forthe para-
m agneticphaseoftheFK m odelthesingleparticleG reen
function reducesprecisely to thatofHIIIforany U [22],
ietotheabove-m entioned cubicforG 0(~!)on thed1 BL;
seeeg Eqs(7.3)and (4.4)ofRef.[25].
For the P phase,Fig. 1 shows the UHF D 0(~!) for

U=t� = 4 on the d1 BL,contrasted to its AF counter-
part. O rdering orotherwise ofthe preform ed localm o-
m ents clearly has a signi�cante�ect on the spectra. In
the AF ordered case,for exam ple,the interior edges of
theHubbard bandshavecharacteristicsquare-rootdiver-
gences,while forthe P phaseallband edgesvanish with
square-root behaviour. M ore signi�cantly,while the 2-
sublattice structure ofthe N�eelordered state ensures a
band gap � = U j�jforallU > 0,thesingle-particleUHF
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gap vanishesin theP phaseata criticalUc ’ 1:9t� given
by Ucj�(Uc)j=

p
2t� | or correspondingly Uc =

p
2t�

for HIII/FK | signalling an insulator{m etaltransition.
UHF/HIIIfailsofcoursein them etallicphase,therebe-
ingnowell-de�nedFerm isurfaceorquasiparticles[22,26].
Thisisinevitableforany inherently staticapproxim ation
with a frequency-independentself-energy ~��� ,since the
essence of Ferm iliquid behaviour is the inelasticity of
electron scattering nearthe Ferm ilevel,~! = 0 [27].
However, even in the P insulating phase of interest

here,UHF/HIIIis de�cient. As for the AF this is seen
m ostclearly in strong coupling,U ! 1 ,wherealthough
the centres ofthe Hubbard bands are separated by U ,
each hasanon-vanishingwidth.In thestrongcouplingP
phase,and fortheonehole(doublon)sectorcorrespond-
ing to the lower (upper) Hubbard band, the Hubbard
m odelm apsonto the t-J m odel(Eq.(2.9))in a random
spin background;and the exactfullbandwidth ofeither
band isgiven forthe d1 BL by [28,29]

W 1 = 2
p
2t� ;U ! 1 : (2.10a)

Note that this is also the single-particle bandwidth in
the other extrem e ofthe non-interacting lim it, reect-
ing physically that in strong coupling the hole/doublon
behavesessentially asa free particle[30].
In contrast, the strong coupling bandwidth at

UHF/HIIIlevelis

W
0
1 = 2t� : UHF=HIII : (2.10b)

UHF or HIII does not therefore give the exact strong
coupling lim itforthe Hubbard m odel,contrary to what
hasbeen suggested recently [31];but,asisclearfrom the
abovediscussion,givesinstead the strong coupling lim it
oftheFK m odel[25].Thephysicalorigin ofEq.(2.10b)
is however both sim ple and revealing. Consider again
theupperHubbard band in strongcoupling,and im agine
adding an "-spin electron to a B-type#-spin site.W ithin
astaticapproxim ationsuch asUHF/HIII,onlytheadded
"-spin can hop;and itcan do so in the �rstinstance to
any of#-spin NN’s(B-typesites)only | thee�ectiveco-
ordination num ber for which is Ze� = 1

2
Z. Since Ze�

forthepropagating"-spin electron isreduced by a factor
of2 below the fullcoordination num ber,and since the
bandwidth ofthe d1 BL is proportionalto

p
Ze�,the

strong coupling UHF/HIII width is thus dim inished by
p
2 from the corresponding non-interacting value which,

asin Eq.(2.10a)above,isalso theexactstrong coupling
lim it;Eq.(2.10b)thusresults.
The distinction between Eqs (2.10a) and (2.10b) is

however qualitative, and not solely a m atter of de-
gree, reecting the need to take seriously | even in
strong coupling| the correlated dynam ics of the elec-
trons. W henever, say, an "-spin electron is added to
a site occupied by a #-spin electron,the added "-spin
can indeed propagate in the P phase,scattering elasti-
cally o� successiveneighbouring#-spins;and assketched

abovethisiswellcaptured atUHF/HIIIlevel.But,hav-
ing added the"-spin to a #-spin site,thelattercan itself
clearly hop o� the site| to a neighbouring "-spin site|
leaving behind ita spin-ip on theoriginalsite.Theen-
ergy costforthespin-ip iszero,sinceweareconsidering
theP phasewhere,ford1 ,agiven spin isequallylikelyto
besurrounded by"or#spinsand hasasm any"as#-spin
neighbours(whence there isno ‘exchange penalty’fora
spin-ip).Thus,whetherthe added "-spin orthe #-spin
alreadypresenthopso�thesite,theinitiallycreated dou-
blon propagatesasa free particle [30];Eq. (2.10a)thus
results.Todescribecorrectly theelectron dynam ics,both
types ofprocess above | and therefore the interference
between them | m ustbe included. A static approxim a-
tion such as UHF/HIII cannot handle this,since such
dynam icsreside in the frequency dependence ofthe full
interaction self-energy ~�i�(~!),asconsidered in x3.

2.2 R PA

In contrastto single-particle spectra | probing states
one hole or particle away from 1

2
-�lling| RPA probes

uctuations about the m ean-�eld state, and thus ex-
citations of the 1

2
-�lled state itself. For the insulat-

ing phases,with a gap to charge excitations,transverse
spin excitations are of lowest energy. These are re-
ected in the transverse spin polarization propagators
� + �
ij (t)= ihTfS

+

i (t)S
�
j giand �

� +
ij (t),given within RPA

by

�
+ � (!)= 0

�
+ � (!)[1 � U

0
�

+ � (!)]� 1 (2.11a)

where [� + � (!)]ij = � + �
ij (!),[1]ij = �ij and 0� + �

ij is
the pure UHF transverse spin polarization bubble. Eq.
(2.11a) leads directly to a fam iliar diagram m atic ‘bub-
ble sum ’. Alternatively, since the interaction is solely
on-site,thism ay be recastasa ‘laddersum ’ofrepeated
particle-hole interactionsin the transversespin channel,
asshown in Fig.2;bareUHF propagatorsaredenoted by
solid lines,and the on-site interactions(conserving spin
ateach vertex end)by wiggly lines.From thebasicsym -
m etries(Eq.(2.8)),itfollowsthat� � +

ii (!)= � + �
ii (� !)

fori= A orB;and � + �
B B

(!)= � � +
A A

(!).
For �nite-d,interm ediate sites in the ladder sum for

� + �
ii

(Fig. 2)are in generaldi�erentfrom i. Butsince
0� ij � O (d� m )forsitesiand j m th nearestneighbours,
allinterm ediate sites in � ii are equalto i for d1 ; ie
i= i1 = i2 = � � � = iwhence �+ �

ii (or � � +
ii ) is purely

algebraic,viz

� + �
ii

(!)= 0� + �
ii

(!)=[1� U
0� + �

ii
(!)] :d1 :

(2.11b)

The spectraldensity oftransverse spin excitations is
naturally reected in Im � + �

ii (!),as now considered for
the AF and P phases.
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A.AF phase

For the AF,Fig. 3a shows Im � + �
A A

(!) at U=t� = 4
for the d1 Bethe lattice. Two distinct features are ap-
parent:a low frequency spin-ip pole (discussed below),
and a high energy Stoner-like band. The latterconsists
sim ply ofweakly renorm alized Hartree-Fock excitations
acrossthegap in them ean-�eld single-particlespectrum .
Spectraldensity forthe Stonerbandsdoesnottherefore
begin untilprecisely j!j= U j�j(see Fig. 1),and their
m axim um density occurs for j!j’ U . This is as found
also for�nite-d,seeeg Ref[32].
The centralfeature in Fig. 3a is a low-! pole at !p,

located via Eq. (2.11b)from U 0� + �
ii (!p)= 1,and oc-

curring for allU > 0 (Fig. 3a,inset). This is the sole
rem nant,ford1 ,ofthespin wave-likecom ponentofthe
transverse spin spectrum studied recently at RPA level
[32]; and which, for �nite d and any U > 0, is natu-
rally gapless. Physically,the single spin-ip pole at !p
reectsthegeneralsuppression ofspatialuctuationsfor
d1 :itcorrespondssim ply totheenergy costofippinga
spin in the AF background.Thisisparticularly clearin
strong coupling,where the Stonerbandsare elim inated
entirely. Here,asiswellknown [20,33],the RPA trans-
versespin spectrum reduces(forany d)to thelinearspin
wave spectrum ofthe nearestneighbourAF Heisenberg
m odel,with exchange coupling J1 = 4t2=U = 2t2�=ZU ,
onto which the 1

2
-�lled Hubbard m odelm apsrigorously.

And ford1 itisstraightforward to show thatthe resul-
tantlinearspin wavespectrum collapsesto an Ising-like
spin-ip pole at !1

p = ZJ1 =2 = t2�=U . Further,since
linearspin wavetheory fortheHeisenbergm odelisexact
ford1 [34],itfollowsthatin strongcouplingUHF+ RPA
gives the exact spin excitation spectrum ofthe 1

2
-�lled

Hubbard m odel.
The occurrence ofthe single !p-pole isrobustto fur-

therrenorm alization ofparticle-holelinesin � + �
ii (!),as

discussed in x3.3. W e stress further that to capture it
requiresthe fullladdersum ofrepeated p-h interactions
shown in Fig. 2: retention solely ofthe ‘bare’polariza-
tion bubble diagram willclearly notsu�ce.
The necessity ofincluding the AF spin-ip scale will

be evident when discussing the T = 0 single-particle
spectra, x3.2,3. Here, we illustrate briey its im por-
tanceat�nitetem perature,asreected in theN�eeltem -
perature TN (U ). M olecular �eld theory is exact for
the Heisenberg m odelin d1 [35]; thus,in strong cou-
pling, TN = ZJ1 =4 = 1

2
!1p . At �nite U ,we expect

TN (U ) ’ 1

2
!p(U ) to yield a good estim ate ofthe N�eel

tem peraturein a U -regim ewheretherm alpropertiesare
dom inated by the low-lying spin-ip excitations. Jarrell
and Pruschke[36,37]haveobtained the�nite-T phasedi-
agram forthed1 hypercubiclatticevia quantum M onte
Carlo (Q M C).The therm alparam agnetic phase above
TN (U )isfound tobem etallicforU=t� <� 3and insulating
forU=t� >� 3 (with a sm all‘crossover’regim e);itisthus
in the latter region that we expect TN ’ 1

2
!p. This is

borneout.Fig.4 showstheQ M C TN (U )forthed1 hy-
percubiclattice,togetherwith thecorresponding 1

2
!p(U )

and the exact strong coupling asym ptote TN = 1

2
!1p .

The Q M C N�eeltem perature isindeed welldescribed by
1

2
!p(U )down to U=t� � 3.

B.P phase

Forthe T = 0 P phase,Fig. 3b showsIm � + �
A A

(!)at
U=t� = 4 for the d1 Bethe lattice. Com pared to its
AF counterpart(Fig. 3a)the key di�erence is that the
spin-ip pole occurs at ! = 0,reecting the fact that
theenergy costfora spin-ip iszeroin theparam agnetic
insulator,asargued physically in x2.1b.The form alori-
gin ofthisatRPA levelisseen readily by noting thatthe
baretransversespin polarization bubble(Fig.2,diagram
(a))isgiven by

0� + �
A A

(!)= i

Z 1

� 1

d~!0

2�
G
0
A #(~!

0)G 0
A "(~!

0� !) : (2.12)

From Eq. (2.4) for the UHF G reen functions, using
G 0

A # = G 0
B ",itfollowsthat

G
0
A #(~!)G

0
A "(~!)= �

1

U j�j

�

G
0
A "(~!)� G

0
A #(~!)

�

: (2.13)

Hence,using the spectralrepresentation ofG 0
A �(~!),

0� + �
A A

(! = 0)=
1

U j�j

Z 0

� 1

d~!
�

D
0
A "(~!)� D

0
A #(~!)

�

:

(2.14)

Since the UHF localm om entj�j= j�0jis given by Eq.
(2.5),0� + �

A A
(! = 0)= 1=U ;and thus from Eq. (2.11b)

the RPA � + �
A A

(!)hasa spin-ip poleat! = 0.
Noteagain,asfortheAF case,thatthefullladdersum

ofparticle-holeinteractionsin thetransversespin channel
isrequired to capture the ! = 0 spin-ip pole. Further,
although we have shown explicitly its existence within
RPA,theoccurrenceofthezero-frequency spin-ip scale
isnaturally a generalfeatureofthed1 param agneticin-
sulating phase where,locally,the ground state isa dou-
bly degenerate localm om ent(asforthe single-im purity
Anderson m odelem bedded in an insulating host)[5].
For both phases,the evident virtues ofthe RPA for

excitationsofthe 1

2
-�lled statecontrastsharply with the

de�ciencies ofthe single-particle spectra at UHF level,
x2.1.Thisitselfhintsatwhatisnecessarytodescribethe
single-particle spectra successfully: single-particle pro-
cessesm ustbecoupled dynam icallytothetransversespin
excitations,reected in the frequency dependence ofthe
self-energy.Thisisnow considered.
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3. G R EEN FU N C T IO N S

Itishelpfultoseparatethefullinteraction self-energies
~��� (~!)as

~� A �(~!)= �
�

2
U j�j+ � A �(~!)

~� B �(~!)=
�

2
U j�j+ � B �(~!) ; (3.1)

where���(~!)(� = A orB)excludesthe�rst-orderUHF-
type contribution,and contains the dynam ics on which
we wantto focus. From Eqs(2.2,2.3)forthe Bethe lat-
tice, the exact site-diagonal G reen functions are thus
given form ally by

G A �(~!)= [~! +
�

2
U j�j� SA �(~!)� �A �(~!)]

� 1 (3.2a)

G B �(~!)= [~! �
�

2
U j�j� SB �(~!)� �B �(~!)]

� 1
: (3.2b)

Here,the m edium self-energy isgiven forthe AF and P
phasesby

S��(~!)=

�
1

2
t2�G ��� (~!) :AF

1

2
t2�G (~!) :P

(3.2c)

where the site index �� = B or A for � = A orB respec-
tively;and

G (~!)=
1

2
[G A �(~!)+ G B �(~!)] (3.3)

isthe totalG reen function.
As at UHF level," = #-spin sym m etry and particle-

hole sym m etry for the corresponding spectraldensities
im ply

D A �(~!)= D B � �(~!) (3.4a)

= D A � �(� ~!) (3.4b)

respectively. For the associated G reen functions
G �� (~!)= G +

�� (~!)+ G �
�� (~!),a Hilberttransform ofEqs.

(3.4)givesdirectly

G
�
A �(~!)= G

�
B � �(~!) (3.5a)

= � G
�
A � �(� ~!) : (3.5b)

Thus,from Eq.(3.3),

G (~!)= � G (� ~!) ; (3.5c)

while from Eq.(3.2,3.5)

� B �(~!)= � A � �(~!) (3.6a)

= � �A �(� ~!) (3.6b)

and likewise forthe ~��� ’s. Eqs(3.5a)with (3.3)shows
also thatG (~!)iscorrectly independentofspin.
The sym m etriesreected in Eqs(3.5,3.6)play an im -

portantrole in the following analysis. Forthe P phase,

note also the physical interpretation of Eq. (3.3) for
G (~!):viewing theparam agnetin term sofrandom ly ori-
ented localm om ents, where a site is equally likely to
likely to be A-type asB-type,wecan considerEq.(3.3)
asa con�gurationally averaged G reen function.Thisisa
naturalalloyanalogyinterpretation but,unlikethestatic
approxim ation to such inherentin UHF orHIII,itisfor-
m ally exact since no approxim ation to the interaction
self-energieshasthusfarbeen m ade.

3.1 Self-consistent renorm alization

O ur aim now is to develop a speci�c approxim ation
to the self-energy which in particular(a)becom esexact
in strong coupling,ensuring thereby a controlled lim it;
and (b)isconstructed in renorm alized form ,enabling a
self-consistentsolution forthesingle-particleG reen func-
tions.
A relevant diagram contributing to �i� is shown in

Fig. 5,em ploying the sam e diagram m atic notation as
Fig. 2. Using deliberately a strong coupling term inol-
ogy,itsphysicalinterpretation isasfollows(with t> 0
for convenience): at t = 0 a (� = )"-spin electron,say,
is added to site i,thus creating a ‘doublon’;at t1 > 0
the (� �= )#-spin electron already presenton site ihops
from ito j,and att2 > t1 an "-spin hopsfrom j to k;
the entire path is then retraced. The diagram thus de-
scribes m otion ofthe doublon (or hole for t < 0) from
i! j ! k via a correlated sequence ofalternating spin
hops,creating behind it a string ofipped spins. All
ladder interactions ofthe resultant on-site particle-hole
pair| which reectthe on-site spin-ip created by m o-
tion ofthedoublon/hole| areshown explicitly forsitei
in Fig.5;from which itisseen thattheirsum isexactly
U 2� � +

ii ,with � � +
ii (!)(= � + �

ii (� !))theRPA transverse
spin propagatordiscussed in x2.2 (cfFig.2).
Itisprecisely correlated dynam icsofthesortexem pli-

�ed by Fig. 5 thatwe seek to include and generalize in
thefrequency-dependent��� (~!).Tothisend we�rstde-
�nean undressed (orself-consistenthost)G reen function
by

Gii;�(~!)= [G � 1
ii;�(~!)+ �i�(~!)]

� 1
: (3.7)

Thisisshown diagram m atically in Fig.6(a),asobtained
sim ply from Eq. (3.7)using the Dyson equation forthe
fullG reen function G ii;� expressed in term softhe UHF
propagatorsand self-energy insertions.Asseen from the
�gure,the im plicit sum overinterm ediate sites j;k etc.
is thus restricted to exclude site iitself(unlike the full
G ii;� where the site sum s are free). W hile including all
interactionson sitesj6= i,Gii;� thusexcludesallinterac-
tionson siteibeyond thesim ple�rst-orderUHF contri-
bution to ~�i�.Thelatterisofcoursesubsum ed into the
UHF G reen functions(asin x2.1),which hereconstitute
the ‘bare’propagators;and in this im portant sense the
abovede�nition,Eq.(3.7),ofthehostpropagatordi�ers
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from thatofeg Refs[21,36,37,38,39,40](which would be
recovered ifwesetthe site localm om entj�j= 0).
To generalize the processes contained in Fig. 5,we

renorm alized the self-energy as shown in Fig. 6(b),re-
placing the� �-spin particlelinesconnecting thestarred
verticesiin Fig.5by theself-consistenthostG reen func-
tion Gii;� �;the in�nite setofdiagram sthusretained in
�i� follows sim ply by direct iteration ofFig. 6(b) us-
ing Fig.6(a)forGii;� �.Thisrenorm alization isadopted
for the following reasons. (i) It ensures that an on-site
spin-ip occurs only when the doublon/hole hops o� a
site,and thatitsoutward path isself-avoiding.W ith ref-
erence to Fig. 5 for exam ple,site j 6= iis guaranteed,
likewise k 6= j;while term s with k = ivanish for d1 ,
being atleastO (1=d)since G 0

ij;� � O (d� m =2)forsitesi
and jm th nearestneighbours.(ii)In addition,theresul-
tantsite restrictionsfurtherpreventthe need to include
a class ofpartially cancelling exchange diagram s,as il-
lustrated sim ply in Fig. 7 (where a sum over j 6= i is
im plicit). Since j 6= iis guaranteed,the exchange dia-
gram (Fig. 7(b)) is at least O (1=d) and thus vanishes
for d1 ,while the ‘direct’diagram (Fig. 7(a)) is O (1).
If,however,j= iwasincluded in thedirectdiagram ,its
exchangecounterpartwould alsobeO (1)and would thus
need to be retained.
O urbasic approxim ation to �i�(~!)isthusFig. 6(b),

nam ely

� A "(~!)= U
2

Z
d


2�i
� � +

A A
(
)G A #(~! � 
) ; (3.8a)

the rem aining ��� ’s follow by sym m etry, Eq. (3.6).
From x2.2 the RPA � � +

A A
(
)(= � + �

A A
(� 
))m ay be sep-

arated into the spin-ip pole contribution,Q [
+ ! s �

i�]� 1 (with pole-weightQ ),plustheStonercontribution;
whence Eq.(3.8a)m ay be castas

� A "(~!)= Q U
2G

�

A #
(~! + !s)+ �Stoner

A " (~!) (3.8b)

with spin-ip frequency:

!s =
n
!p :AF
0 :P

(3.8c)

By sym m etry,GA #(~!) = GB "(~!) using Eqs (3.5{7);and
from Eqs(3.7,2):

GA #(~!)=

�

[~! � 1

2
U j�j� 1

2
t2�G A "(~!)]� 1 :AF

[~! � 1

2
U j�j� 1

2
t2�G (~!)]

� 1 :P
(3.9)

From Eq. (3.8a),� A "(~!) is thus a functionalofthe
G reen functions,thebasicequationsforwhich (Eqs(3.2))
m ust therefore be solved self-consistently, as now de-
scribed.

3.2 Strong coupling

W e consider �rst the behaviour in strong coupling,
as this can be extracted analytically. Since j�j= 1 �
O (t2�=U

2),Eqs(3.2)reducein strong coupling to

G A "(!)= [! � SA "(!)� �A "(!)]
� 1 (3.10a)

G B "(!)= [! � U � SB "(!)� �B "(!)]
� 1

: (3.10b)

The interaction self-energy,Eq.(3.8),likewise sim pli�es
in strongcoupling,sincetheStonercontribution vanishes
(see x2.2)and the pole-weightQ ! 1. Hence from Eq.
(3.8b),

U
� 2� A "(!)= G

�

A #
(! + !s)= G

�

B "
(! + !s) : (3.11)

Thism ay bereduced further,noting thatG�
B "
(!)isgiven

by

G
�

B "
(!)=

Z U =2

� 1

d!1
D B "(!1)

! � !1 � i�
(3.12)

as a one-sided Hilbert transform of the correspond-
ing lower Hubbard band spectral density, D B "(!1) =
� �� 1sgn(!1 � U=2)Im GB "(!1);and from Eqs(3.7,3.10b)

GB "(!1)= [!01 � U � SB "(!1)]
� 1

= [!01 � U ]� 1 + [!01 � U ]� 2SB "(!1)+ O (U � 3)

(3.13)

where !01 = !1 + i�sgn(!1 � U=2). From Eq. (3.12),
the leading large-U contribution to G

�

B "
(!) thus arises

from the second term in Eq. (3.13),yielding G
�

B "
(!) =

U � 2S
�

B "
(!);hence from Eqs(3.11,3.2c):

� A "(!)= S
�
B "
(! + !s)=

�
1

2
t2�G

�

A "
(! + !p) :AF

1

2
t2�G

� (!) :P

(3.14)

W e focus now on the lower Hubbard band (LHB)
in strong coupling, viz ! � 0 � U ! 1 ; the up-
perHubbard band followstrivially by sym m etry. Since
� B "(!) = � �A "(U � !), it follows that for ! in the
LHB � B "(!) is pure realand O (1=U ); it can thus be
neglected. The G +

�"
(! � 0)are likewise pure real,with

G
+

B "
(!) � O (1=U ) and G

+

A "
(!) � O (1=U3) (as m ay be

shown usingEq.(3.10)togetherwith theanalogueofEq.
(3.12)forG +

�� (!));togetherwith G
+ (!)= 1

2
[G +

A "
+ G +

B "
],

they too m ay be neglected. And from Eq. (3.10b),
G
�

B "
(!) � G

�

B "
(!) = U � 2S

�

B "
(!) which can also be ne-

glected asym ptotically.Hencein total,G A "(!)� G
�

A "
(!)

and G (!) = 1

2
[G A "(!)+ G B "(!)]� 1

2
G A "(!). For the

LHB in strong coupling,Eq.(3.10a)thusreducesto

G A "(!)= [! � 1

2
t
2
�G A "(! + !p)]

� 1 :AF (3.15a)

G A "(!)= [! � 1

2
t
2
�G A "(!)]

� 1 :P . (3.15b)

These are the equations for the corresponding t-Jz
m odelon the Bethe lattice,foran AF and random spin
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background respectively (see eg [11,41]);the t-Jz m odel
itselfisnaturallyequivalentford1 tothet-J m odelsince
thespin excitationsarepurelyIsing-like.W eadd in pass-
ing thata m uch m oredetailed asym ptoticanalysis,pick-
ing up constantterm s O (1=U ),leads to the ‘bare’! in
thedenom inatorsofEqs(3.15)being replaced by ! + !p

and !+ 1

2
!p respectively fortheAF and P phases.These

shifts,neglected in thebriefanalysisabove,reectsim ply
thepresenceofthetrivialchargeterm sin thet-J m odel
(see Eq. (2.9)); they are irrelevant to our subsequent
discussion.
Since the t-J lim it em erges correctly in strong cou-

pling,the present theory is thus asym ptotically exact.
Consider for exam ple the P phase,noting that for the
U = 0 non-interacting lim itthe G reen function G 0(!)=
ReG 0(!)� i�sgn(!)D0(!)isgiven by

G 0(!)= [! � 1

2
t
2
�G 0(!)]

� 1 : U = 0 ; (3.16a)

whence the non-interacting spectrum

D 0(!)=
1

�t�
[2� (!=t�)

2]
1

2 : j!j�
p
2t� (3.16b)

isasem i-ellipsewith fullwidth 2
p
2t�.From Eq.(3.15b)

thisisalsopreciselythespectraldensityforG A "(!)in the
lowerHubbard band.And sinceG (! ’ 0)= 1

2
G A "(!)as

above,thetotallowerHubbard band spectrum in strong
coupling is D L(!) = 1

2
D 0(!),see also x2.1b;(the nor-

m alization factor of 1

2
naturally reects the fact that

the rem aining half of the single-particle spectrum oc-
cursin the upperHubbard band centred on ! = U ,viz
D U (!) = 1

2
D 0(U � !)). Note further that the Feen-

berg (‘m edium ’)and interaction self-energiescontribute
equally to the 1

2
t2�G A "(!)denom inatorin Eq.(3.15b)for

the P phase. Physically,this reects the fact discussed
in x2.1b that,upon adding a �-spin electron to a site,
itisequally probable foreitherthe added �-spin orthe
� �-spin electron already presentto hop o� the site. At
UHF/HIIIlevel,in contrast,only theform ercan by con-
structoccur (��� = 0): the analogue ofEq. (3.15b)is
then G 0

A "(!)= [!� 1

4
t2�G

0
A "(!)]

� 1,producingan incorrect
strong coupling bandwidth of2t� asargued physically in
x2.1b.
The AF case itselfis discussed further in the follow-

ing section since, in contrast to the P phase, the ap-

proach to strong coupling issubtleand physically reveal-
ing. Here we sim ply add that (i) in contrast to the P
phase,the 1

2
t2�G A "(! + !p) denom inatorin Eq. (3.15a)

forthe AF stem ssolely from the interaction self-energy
� A "(!).ThusatUHF/HIIIlevelatom iclim itbehaviour
arises(incorrectly),viz G 0

A "(!)= 1=!,as argued phys-
ically in x2.1a. (ii)Although obtained explicitly forthe
Bethelattice,Eq.(3.15a)holdsequally forthehypercu-
biclatticein strongcoupling.Thisisbecauseretraceable
paths,which by constructarethe only self-energy paths
for a Bethe lattice,are for the d1 hypercube also the
only pathswhich restoretheN�eelspin con�guration;see
also [29].

3.3 R esults

At �nite U the basic self-consistency Eqs,(3.2) and
(3.8a),are solved num erically. W e consider�rstthe AF
phase.

A.Antiferrom agnet

For U=t� = 10, Fig. 8 shows the resultant lower
Hubbard band,D L (!)= �� 1Im G (!);from particle-hole
sym m etry theupperband followsby reection aboutthe
Ferm ilevel,D U (!)= D L(U � !).
For the sam e !p-value (Fig. 3a,inset),Fig. 8 shows

also the corresponding t-Jz lim it spectrum from Eq.
(3.15a). Asis wellknown [11]the t-Jz spectrum is dis-
crete (and to illustrate relative intensitiesisthusshown
with height proportionalto integrated weight). Physi-
cally,thisreectsthefactthattheholeispinned by the
stringofspin-ipsitsm otion creates,leadingthereforeto
spatially localized single-particleexcitationsand hencea
discretespectrum ;m athem atically,itisreected in con-
vergenceofthecontinued fraction im plicitby iteration of
Eq.(3.15a).
Although the U=t� = 10 spectrum evidently bears a

close resem blance to its t-Jz counterpart,it is by con-
trast continuous. This persists for any �nite U : with
increasing interaction strength the individualsub-bands
in D L (!)centre everclosely on theirt-Jz counterparts,
and theirintegrated spectralweightstend to thoseofthe
t-Jz lim it;but they retain a �nite width,reecting de-
localization of the hole. The peculiarities of U ! 1

are furtherevidentin the t-Jz m odelitself,Eq.(3.15a).
For any !p > 0 the t-Jz spectrum is discrete,while for
!p = 0 (asin Eq.(3.15b)forthe P phase)the spectrum
is continuous: the point !p = 0 thus corresponds to a
transition from localized to extended single-particleexci-
tations,and since !p ! t2�=U asU ! 1 itisclearthat
U = 1 isa singularpoint.
W hile the physicalm echanism leading to delocaliza-

tion ofthe hole atany �nite U isnotofcourseinherent
in thet-Jz m odelEq.(3.15a)itself,itisreadily inferred.
ConsidertheN�eelspin con�guration and im aginerem ov-
ing,say,an "-spin electron from an A-type site,i. The
nearestneighbours(NN)to any "-spin siteallall#-spins.
Hence to leading orderin U | the t-Jz lim it| the hole
initially m oves via a NN #-spin electron hopping onto
site i, creating thereon a spin-ip (with an associated
exchangeenergy penalty);and thesubsequentm otion of
theholeviasuch acorrelated sequenceofalternatingNN
spin hops,in leaving behind a string ofupturned spins,
would by itselfrenderthe holespatially con�ned.
Atlargebut�niteU thereishowevera sm allbutnon-

vanishing probability am plitude,ofordert2�=U ,foran "-
spin electron on a second NN site,also A-type,to hop to
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site ivia an intervening #-spin site:the holethusm oves
two lattice spacings,to the second NN A-type site.Un-
like the \ t-Jz processes" above,this does not entaila
spin-ip with concom itant exchange penalty: the hole
m ovesfreely.
Thism echanism evidently leadsto hole delocalization

and, in tandem with the t-Jz processes, produces the
strong coupling spectrum . Its form alorigins reside in
the passage from Eq. (3.10a) to Eq. (3.15a) for the
AF lower Hubbard band in strong coupling,where the
Feenberg part of the self-energy SA "(!) = 1

2
t2�G B "(!)

was neglected. As seen readily from the asym ptotics
of x3.2, the leading corrections to Im SA "(! � 0) are
Im SA "(!)= (t2�=2U )

2Im G A "(!).Itisthesethatem body
the delocalization described above,and lead to spectral
broadening (contributionsto ReSA "(!)are O (1=U )and
lead sim ply to residualenergy shifts).Further,notethat
since the energetic width ofthe spectralbroadening is
naturally the sm allest energy scale in strong coupling,
theprincipale�ecton the‘bare’t-Jz spectrum isa sm all
resonant broadening ofthe individualt-Jz lines. This
isseen in Fig. 8,and becom esclearerstillwith further
increasing U .
Toourknowledge,theabovem echanism istheonlyone

which can lead to hole delocalization for the d1 AF in
strongcoupling;and forthereasonsalready given in x3.2
appliesto thehypercubicaswellastheBethelattice.In
�nite-d itisforexam plewellknown thatTrugm an paths
[42]lead to hole delocalization for the hypercubic lat-
tice,butsuch processesareO (d� 4)and do nottherefore
contributein d1 [29].
AsU isdecreased,the spectra continue to exhibites-

sentially strong coupling behaviour down to m odestin-
teraction strengths ofU=t� � 2 � 3, and can thus be
understood quantitatively starting from the t-Jz lim it.
Thisisshown in Ref.[7](see eg Fig.3(b)therein).
W ith furtherdecreasingU however,thespectra evolve

continuouslytoaweakcouplingform thatshowsnotrace
ofrem nantt-Jz-like behaviour. The spectralgap closes
only in the non-interacting lim it whence,correctly,the
system isan AF insulatorforallU > 0. The fullspec-
trum D (~!)= D L + D U isshown in Fig.9 forU=t� = 1,
togetherwith thecorrespondingUHF spectrum towhich
(as one expects) it is qualitatively closer,although the
single-particlegap � g isreduced to 0.42 oftheUHF gap
� = U j� oj.
Two furtherrenorm alizationshavebeen perform ed to

check the veracity ofthe above results. First,note that
although the G reen functions have been obtained self-
consistently via Eq.s (3.2,3.8),the single-particle prop-
agatorsoccurring in the RPA � � +

A A
thatentersthe self-

energy kernelEq.(3.8a),arethem selvesbareUHF prop-
agators;see Fig. 2. To ensure the theory is robust,we
have thus additionally renorm alized the single-particle
linesentering � � +

A A
in term sofboth the (self-consistent)

fullG reen functions G �� and the host G reen functions
G�� .Theresultsin eithercasedi�eronly quantitatively,
and atlow U ,from thosejustdescribed;see also below.

Thesecond renorm alizationconcernsthelocalm om ent
j�jwhich,in the calculationsabove,hasbeen setto its
UHF value j�0j. In weak coupling,van Dongen [43]has
exam ined perturbatively the N�eeltem perature and the
m om entm agnitudej�j(theorderparam eter)forthed1

hypercubiclattice,and hasshown thateven forU ! 0+
these are reduced by a factorq oforderunity (q ’ 0:28
[43])below theircorrespondingUHF values.Thepresent
theory isnotofcourseperturbative(eg theem ergenceof
the AF spin-ip scale is intrinsically non-perturbative),
butitiscertainly closerin spiritto van Dongen to renor-
m alizethe m om entbeyond UHF level.Thisisquantita-
tively im portantatlow U ,and is achieved by requiring
thatj�jbe determ ined fully self-consistently via (cfEq.
(2.5))

j�j=

Z 0

� 1

d~! [D A "(~!)� DA #(~!)] (3.17)

whereD A � isthefull(asopposed to UHF)spectralden-
sity.
For illustration Fig. 9 shows the Bethe lattice spec-

trum at U=t� = 1, obtained with both j�j and � � +
A A

renorm alized (the latterin term softhe fullG reen func-
tions). The gap � g is further dim inished, the ratio
g = � g=� being � 0:15; while the localm om ent j�j
islikewisereduced below itsUHF counterpart,such that
m = j�j=j�0j � 0:39. It is not unfortunately feasible
to obtain num erically accurate estim atesofg and m as
U ! 0 (since j�jand � rapidly becom e exponentially
sm all). But for U=t� = 1 the UHF m om ent itself is
accurately represented by its asym ptotic U ! 0 lim it,
j�0j= 8

p
2exp[� �t�=

p
2U � 1],so theaboveresultform

m ay be reasonably closeto itslim iting value.

B.Param agnet

To obtain correctly thestrong coupling lim itforeither
phase is,as has been shown,fairly subtle. But in con-
trastto the AF,the approach to strong coupling forthe
param agnetic phase isnot. Fig. 10 showsthe fullspec-
trum D (~!)= � �� 1sgn(~!)Im G (~!)(~! = ! � U=2)forthe
P phase at U=t� = 8,6 and 4,com pared to the strong
coupling t-Jz lim it from Eq. (3.15b). For U=t� = 8,
the strong coupling lim it has in practical term s been
reached: the Hubbard bands are essentially sym m etri-
cally centred on ~! = � U=2 respectively, with widths
W � W1 = 2

p
2t� and a band gap of� g � �1g =

U � 2
p
2t�;even for U=t� = 6 the departure from the

asym ptotic spectrum is relatively m inor. W ith further
decreasing U ,however,the individualbandsbecom e in-
creasingly asym m etric;and the gap tends to zero m ore
rapidly than � 1

g ,signallingthecollapseoftheinsulating
phase.Thiswenow discuss,adding thatthroughoutthe
insulating regim e the localm om ents are welldeveloped
(j�j>� 0:95),asin M ott’sconception ofa M ottinsulator
[44].

9



4. D EST R U C T IO N O F T H E M O T T IN SU LA T O R

Fig. 11 showsthe resultantband gap,� g(U ),forthe
param agnetic insulatorasa function ofU=t�. � g(U )is
found to vanish continuously at a criticalUc = 3:41t�.
Detailed num ericalanalysisshowsthecorresponding ex-
ponentto be unity,

� g(U )� (U � Uc)
� : � = 1 ; (4.1)

and we note that the width of the critical regim e is
quite narrow:the behaviourEq.(4.1)isseen clearly for
(U � Uc)<� 0:05t�,correspondingto gaps� g(U )<� 0:1t�.
The continuous closure ofthe gap is intim ately con-

nected to the divergence of low-frequency dynam ical
characteristics of the system . Consider �rst the self-
energy ~� A "(~!). Atfrequencies ~! 2 [� ~!+ ;~!+ ]inside the
spectralgap (� g = 2~!+ ),~� A "(~!)� ~� R

A "(~!)ispure real
with a leading low-~! expansion

~� R

A "(~!)� A = B ~! : ~! ! 0 : (4.2)

Here,A � ~� A "(~! = 0) (= � 1

2
U j�j+ � A "(0),see Eqs

(3.1,8)),and is�niteforallU > U c (seealso below).W e
wish to �nd the behaviourofB = � jB jasU ! Uc.
This is obtained by a scaling analysis. De�ning y =

~!=~!+ , it is found that as the gap closes (~!+ ! 0),
~� A "(~!)� A obeysthe scaling form

~� R

A "(~!)� A = ~!�+ f(y) : � = 1

2
(4.3)

with exponent � = 1

2
; i.e. for di�erent values of U

closeto Uc,with correspondingly di�erentgaps� g(U )=

2~!+ (U ), the ~!-dependent functions [~� R

A "(~!)� A]=~!1=2+

plotted in term s ofy = ~!=~!+ ,collapse to a ‘universal’
function f(y). Four points should be noted about the
scaling behaviour. (i)G ood scaling is found in practice
for gaps� g

<
� 0:1t�,consistentwith the criticalregim e

found above for closure ofthe gap. (ii) The scaling is
not con�ned to frequencies y � 1 wellinside the spec-
tralgap,butencom passestheregion ofnon-zerospectral
density (jyj> 1),certainly up to jyj� 2. (Sim ilarscal-
ing with � = 1

2
naturally occursforIm ~� A "(~!),asfollows

from K ram ers-K r�onig;seealso below).(iii)In num erical
term sthe scaling analysisissu�ciently accurate to dis-
tinguish readily between an exponentof� = 1

2
and,e.g.,

� = 1

3
. (iv) The scaling function f(y) is a �nite,well

behaved function ofy = ~!=~!+ ,with f(y)� y fory ! 0
asisevidentfrom Eq.(4.2).
From Eqs (4.3) and (4.2)it follows im m ediately that

jB j� ~!� 1=2+ ;i.e.

jB j� �
� 1

2

g : � g ! 0 (4.4)

or jB j� (U � Uc)� 1=2 from Eq. (4.1) (which we have
con�rm ed by directcalculation ofB = (@~� A "(~!)=@~!)0).

ThedivergenceofjB jcontrolsadditionally thelow fre-
quency behaviourofReG (~!)= X (~!). From Eq. (3.5c),
X (~!)= � X (� ~!),whenceitsleading low-~! behaviouris

X (~!)= 1~! :~! ! 0 (4.5)

(with 1 = � j1j). From Eqs (3.1{3) and (3.6b),G (~!)
m ay be written generally as

G (~!)=
1

2

n

[~! � 1

2
t
2
�G (~!)� ~� A "(~!)]

� 1 (4.6)

+ [~! � 1

2
t
2
�G (~!)+ ~� A "(� ~!)]� 1

o

: (4.7)

Using Eqs(4.2)and (4.5)on eitherside of(4.6)enables
j1jto be related to jB j;the resultis

j1j=
1+ jB j

A 2 � 1

2
t2�

: (4.8)

W e�nd thatA 2 > 1

2
t2� forallU � Uc,whencethediver-

genceofjB jasU ! Uc controlsthatofj1j,

j1j� �
� 1

2

g : � g ! 0 : (4.9)

Thisisfurthercon�rm ed by a scaling analysisofX (~!)
itself.In directanalogy to thatfor ~� A "(~!)above,X (~!)
isfound to satisfy the scaling form

X (~!)= ~!�+ x(y) :� = 1

2
(4.10)

with x(y)= � x(� y),from which Eq.(4.9)in particular
follows. For jyj> 1 the corresponding spectrum D (~!)
likewise shows the sam e scaling form as expected,with
D (~!)� ~!1=2+ [y� 1]1=2 = [~!� ~!+ ]1=2 fory � 1closetothe
lower edge ofthe upper Hubbard band;this,com bined
with the spectralrepresentation ofj1j,

j1j= 2

Z 1

~!+

d~!
D (~!)

~!2
; (4.11)

leadsagain to Eq.(4.9).
Itisinstructivetocom paretheaboveresultswith those

obtained from both the sim ple HIIIapproxim ation dis-
cussed in x2.1B,and with theresonancebroadening con-
tributions [13]additionally included,which we refer to
as HIII0. For HIII,A = � 1

2
U and jB j= 0 | the ap-

proxim ation ispurely static. Eq. (4.6)becom esa cubic
forG (~!),leading asiswellknown to � g � (U � Uc)3=2

[13]. Asis clearfrom Eq. (4.8)with jB j= 0,the tran-
sition occurs when A 2(Uc) =

1

2
t2�,i.e. Uc =

p
2t�,and

j1j� (U � Uc)� 1 � �� 2=3g . The HIII0 approxim ation
can also be shown to be ofthe form Eq.(4.6),butwith
a ~!-dependent ~� A "(~!)given by ~� A "(~!)= � U

2
+ t2�G (~!)

atlow frequencies(which issu�cientto analyzethecrit-
icalbehaviour);so thatA = � U

2
and jB j= t2�j1j.Since

~� A "(~!) is a sim ple linear function ofG (~!), Eq. (4.6)
again becom es a cubic for G (~!); and,as for HIII,the
gap exponent � = 3

2
[13]. Eq. (4.8) with jB j= t2�j1j

yieldsj1j= (A 2 � 1

2
t2�)=(A

2 � 3

2
t2�).Thetransition thus
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occurs when A 2(Uc) =
3

2
t2�,i.e. Uc =

p
6t� as is well

known [13];and,again,j1j� (U � Uc)� 1 � �� 2=3g .
Both HIII and HIII0 are thus in the sam e universal-

ity class,reected m ore generally in the factthatin ei-
ther case scaling ofthe form Eq. (4.10) can be shown
to hold,but with an exponentof� = 1

3
. G ros [45]has

recentlyextended Hubbard’shierarchicalequation ofm o-
tion decoupling schem e to higherorder.The criticalex-
ponentsareunchanged from thoseofHIII/HIII0;and the
valueofUc itselfisbarely changed from itsHIII0valueof
Uc=t� ’ 2:45. From the above discussion itis apparent
thatthepresenttheory belongstoadi�erentuniversality
classfrom thatofHIIIoritsextensions.
In direct analogy to the AF phase discussed in x3.3,

we have tested the robustness ofour results by further
self-consistently renorm alizing single-particlelinesin the
polarization propagator� � +

A A
(!)= 0� � +

A A
=(1� U 0� � +

A A
)

that enters the self-energy kernel,Eq. (3.8a). To illus-
trate what this involves, consider renorm alizing 0� � +

A A

(and hence � � +
A A

) in term s of the self-consistent host
G reen functions G�� . The resultant 0� � +

A A
(!) is then

given generally by Eq. (2.12), with the bare (UHF)
G reen functionsG 0

A � now replaced by GA �.For! = 0 in
particular,Eq. (2.14)likewise holds,but with the bare
D 0

A �(~!) replaced by the renorm alized spectraldensities
D A �(~!)= � �� 1sgn(~!)Im GA �(~!);ie

U
0� � +

A A
(! = 0)=

1

j�j

Z 0

� 1

d~! [D A "(~!)� DA #(~!)] :

(4.12)

As discussed in x2,3 the key feature of the param ag-
netic insulator is the zero-frequency spin-ip scale. To
preserve this,the localm om ent j�jin Eq. (4.12) is it-
selfrenorm alized to ensure thatateach step ofthe self-
consistentiteration schem e U 0� � +

A A
(! = 0)= 1 (and we

notethatthroughouttheentireinsulatingregim e,there-
sultantm om entj�jisalso self-consistentin the sense of
Eq.(3.17)to< 1% accuracy).Theresultsofthisfurther
renorm alization arefound to di�ernegligibly from those
wehavereported above.
Finally,to dem onstrate the im portance ofthe !s = 0

spin-ip scale,we have elim inated it: both by (a) ne-
glecting itscontribution to � A "(~!)in Eq.(3.8b),retain-
ing only �Stoner

A " (~!);and (b)replacing � � +
A A

by 0� � +
A A

in
the self-energy kernelEq.(3.8a).Resultsobtained from
(a)and (b)arevery sim ilar,butdi�erqualitatively from
those reported above. In particular,although the self-
energy rem ains !-dependent, the resultant criticalbe-
haviourisfound tobethatofHIII/HIII0| thegap closes
continuously,butwith an exponent� = 3

2
. Thispoints

clearly to the necessity ofincluding the !s = 0 spin-ip
scalethroughouttheentireinsulating phase:notonly in
achieving the correctstrong coupling lim it (as in x3.2),
but also in describing the destruction ofthe insulating
state.

5. D ISC U SSIO N

W e now discussthe presentwork,particularly in rela-
tion to the iterated perturbation theory (IPT)approach
[21,38,39,40,46],use and application ofwhich has been
extensive[5].Although ourtheory oftheM ott-Hubbard
insulating phases,with itsexplicitem phasison localm o-
m ents,isconceptually and technically distinctfrom IPT,
som egeneralpointsofm arked contrastareevident.
For the antiferrom agnetic phase we have em phasized

the im portance of the !p spin-ip scale, inclusion of
which is necessary to obtain even qualitatively reason-
ableresultsthroughoutessentially theentirerangeofin-
teraction strengths, and in particular to recover exact
strong coupling asym ptotics.HoweverIPT doesnotap-
pear to capture the AF spin-ip scale,presum ably be-
cause it om its repeated particle-hole interactionsofthe
sort shown in Fig. 2 (which,as in x2.2A,are required
to pick up the spin-ip).Thisisseen,forexam ple,from
the known inability ofIPT to describe correctly the U -
dependence ofthe N�eeltem perature [5],particularly in
the ‘Heisenberg’regim e.
Forthe param agnetic insulator,the resultsofx4 also

disagreequalitatively with thoseobtained from IPT;see
in particular [40]and the review [5]. W ithin IPT the
param agneticinsulating solution isfound to break down
discontinuously (at a criticalUc1 = 3:67t�, where the
IPT gap � g(Uc1)� 0:3t�),and j1j(Eq.(4.10))rem ains
�nite atthetransition.
Thesam eauthors[12]haverecentlyexam inedtheinsu-

latorviaexactdiagonalization(ED)onclustersofns = 3,
5 and 7 sites,extrapolated to ns ! 1 assum ing 1=ns
scaling behaviour.Theresultantdata suggesta continu-
ousclosureofthe gap ata Uc1=t� = 3:04� 0:35 and are
consistentwith � g(U )� (U � Uc);seealso [5].Further,
and independently ofthe gap analysis,the behaviourof
j1jhasalso been exam ined by ED [12],noting (see Eq.
(4.10))thata divergencein j1jim pliesa continuousclo-
sure ofthe gap: 1=j1jis found to show good scaling
behaviour,and to scale to zero when ns isextrapolated
to 1 .
Thepresenttheoryevidentlyagreeswith theinferences

drawn from ED.These concurwith ourpredictions(x4)
that the gap closes continuously and with an exponent
� = 1,thatj1jdiverges,and (lessim portantly)thevalue
ofUc itself; note m oreover that the ED gap [12]is in
rathergood agreem entwith thepresentwork overawide
U range.Asdescribed in x4,inclusion ofthe!s = 0 spin
ip scale is centralin describing the destruction ofthe
M ottinsulator.ThatIPT appearsunreliablecloseto Uc

[5]thus suggests an incom plete inclusion ofthe e�ects
ofthisspin scale| which cannotbeentirely absentsince
IPT doesgivethecorrectstrongcouplingspectrum [47]|
although in physicalterm stheorigin ofthespin-ip scale
within IPT isnottransparent.
To conclude,we have developed in this paper a the-

ory fortheT = 0 M ott-Hubbard insulating phasesofthe
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d1 Hubbard m odel, encom passing both the antiferro-
m agnetic and param agneticinsulators.The m icroscopic
perspective it a�ords hinges on the im portance oflow-
energy scales for insulating spin-ip excitations. Their
existence is physically naturalwithin the explicit local
m om entpicture intrinsic to the theory,and inclusion of
them isrequired notonly to obtain the strong coupling
lim itsofthesingle-particlespectra | which arecaptured
exactly| butm oregenerally to describetheentireinsu-
lating regim es,including for the param agnetic phase in
particularthe destruction ofthe M ottinsulator.
Let us also note what we have not considered: the

m etallic stateofthe param agneticphase.Buta glim pse
of what is required to describe the m etal within the
presentfram ework isevidentfrom Fig. 12. ForU=t� =
3:5,closeto the criticalUc ofx4,thisshowsthe spectral
density of transverse spin excitations Im � + �

A A
(!) (here

obtained,asdescribed in x4,with 0� + �
A A

renorm alized in
term s ofthe GA �). The ! = 0 spin-ip pole character-
istic ofthe param agnetic insulator is evident,and per-
sistsdown to Uc.Clearly,however,the spectraledgesof
theStoner-likebandsarethem selvesapproaching ! = 0.
Thisthey do atU = Uc,and forU < Uc in the m etallic
phase the insulating spin-ip pole at ! = 0 is replaced
by a resonance at a sm allnon-zero frequency ! = !K ,
indicative ofthe K ondo-like physicsknown to dom inate
the correlated m etal[5,6]. Extension ofthe presentap-
proach to describe the m etal,encom passing the K ondo
spin-scale in such a m anner thatthe correlated state is
correctlyaFerm iliquid,willbedescribed in asubsequent
paper.
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FIG . 1. UHF single-particle spectrum , D
0(~!), vs

~! = !� U=2(in unitsoft�)ford1 Bethelattice.AtU=t� = 4,
forAF phase (fullline)and P phase (dashed).

FIG .2. Particle-hole ladder sum in transverse spin chan-
nel,for RPA � + �

ii
. Bare (UHF)propagators are denoted by

solid lines,on-site interactions by wiggles. For d = 1 ,all
interm ediate sitesi1 :::in are equalto i.

FIG .3. Im � + �

A A
(!)vs!=t� atU=t� = 4 ford1 BL.(a)For

AF phase;insetshowsU=t� dependence ofAF spin-ip pole
!p,with dotted linedenoting U ! 1 asym ptote!1

p = t
2
�=U .

(b) For P phase, where spin-ip pole !s = 0 for allU in
insulating state.

FIG .4. Q M C N�eel tem perature vs U=t� (open circles)
for d

1 hypercubic lattice [24,25]. The sim ple estim ate
TN ’ 1

2
!p(U ),argued to be valid for U=t�>� 3,is also shown

(solid line for U=t� > 3). The strong coupling asym ptote
T
1

N = t
2
�=2U isindicated by the dotted line.

FIG .5. D iagram contributing to single-particle self-energy
� i�,with sam enotation asFig.2;forfulldiscussion,seetext.

FIG .6. (a)Undressed (orself-consistenthost)G reen func-
tion Gii;�,expressed in term sofbare(UHF)propagatorsand
site-diagonalself-energy insertions� i�.Note the restrictions
on interm ediate site sum s. (b) Basic approxim ation to � i�

used in presentwork,from which fullsetofdiagram sretained
followsby iteration using Fig.6(a).

FIG .7. A ‘direct’diagram (a),and its exchange counter-
part(b).W ith sitej= iexcluded from theim plicitsum over
j,the direct diagram is O (1) while the exchange diagram is
O (1=d).

FIG .8. Lower Hubbard band spectrum D L (!) vs ! (in
units oft�) for AF phase (Bethe lattice) at U=t� = 10;the
Ferm ilevellies at U=2 = 5. The corresponding t-Jz lim it
spectrum isalso shown,asdiscussed in text.

FIG .9. Fullspectrum D (~!)vs~! = ! � U=2 (in unitsoft�)
forAF phase (Bethe lattice)atU=t� = 1. D otted line:UHF
spectrum ;fullline:from presenttheory;dashed line:with j�j
and � �+

A A
furtherrenorm alized asdescribed in text.

FIG .10. Fullspectra D (~!)vs ~! = ! � U=2 (in unitsoft�)
forP phase (Bethe lattice) atU=t� = 8 (a),6 (b)and 4 (c).
Corresponding strong coupling spectra are shown as dashed
lines.

FIG .11. Resultant spectral gap � g(U ) vs U=t� for P
insulator (Bethe lattice). The strong coupling asym ptote
� 1

g = U � 2
p
2t� isalso shown (dashed line).

FIG .12. Im � + �

A A
(!) vs ! (in units of t�) at U=t� = 3:5

close to the boundary ofthe P insulating state,with renor-
m alization asdescribed in text.
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